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Abstract

Topology applied to condensed matter is an important area of research and technology, and topological mag-
netic excitations have recently become an active field of study. This paper presents a general discussion of
magnon Hall transport in two-dimensional antiferromagnets. Although the Chern number is zero for a collinear
antiferromagnet, we offer a general discussion that can be used in the more general case. First, we study the
Union Jack lattice, where an effective time-reversal symmetry is broken, making the system display the magnon
Hall effect. Then, we investigate the brick-wall lattice where such symmetry is present. Consequently, we have
a phenomenon similar to the quantum spin Hall effect in electronic systems. Both lattices have not yet been
studied from the topological point of view. The coexistence of opposite spin polarization in an antiferromagnet
resembles the electron spin in various transport phenomena. We study magnon transport in the lattices men-
tioned above with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction and easy-axis single-ion anisotropy. We calculate the Berry
curvature from the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian. From that, we plot the spin Hall and thermal Hall conduc-
tivities, as well as the spin Nernst coefficient, as functions of the temperature. In the Union Jack lattice, we
treat the effect of anharmonic interactions using a mean-field spin wave theory where the Hamiltonian becomes
implicitly temperature-dependent. We determine self-consistently the renormalized dispersion and the staggered
magnetization as a function of temperature. Our calculations can be applied to other antiferromagnetic lattices.
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1 Introduction

Over the past decades, topology has played an essential role in condensed matter physics, and one of the most
studied phenomena is the quantum Hall effect (QHE). Suppose we have electrons localized in the zy-plane
subjected to a magnetic field pointing in the up z-direction. We consider also a current I, along the z-direction,
associated with a current density j, and an electric field E,. The transversal magnetic field deflects the electrons
sideways in the negative y-direction. If the sample is infinite in the y-direction, the electrons will move with
some angle relative to the z-axis. But if the sample is finite in the y-direction, the deflected electrons will
accumulate on the edge of the sample, and will produce a transversal electric field E,. In a sample with a strip
geometry, the QHE makes electrons at the top edge flow to the right while electrons at the bottom move to
the left. We have J, = 043E3. The time-reversal (TR) operation inverts J, but not Eg. Therefore, 0,3 must
break time-reversal symmetry (TRS). This Hall current is dissipationless, contrary to a longitudinal current,
which breaks TRS through energy dissipation. In the QHE, the TRS is broken by an external magnetic field [I]
or internal magnetic fluxes, like in the Haldane model [2]. The QHE states, also called Chern insulators, are
characterized by a non-zero Chern number, which indexes the topological phases of the system.

Chern insulators only exist in two dimensions and rely on time-reversal symmetry breaking. However,
another topological class can be present even when TRS is preserved. In the so-called quantum spin Hall effect
(QSHE) [3], time-reversal symmetry is preserved due to the absence of external magnetic fields. Spin-orbit
coupling generates an effective magnetic field that acts upward on the spin-up and downward on the spin-
down electrons. As a result, electrons with opposite spins move in opposite directions (in separate conducting
channels) at the edges of the sample. There is no net flow of charge, only a net spin current. In the QSHE, the
spin current is even under the TRS, so 0,y # 0 is consistent with this symmetry. In the top edge of a sample with
a strip geometry, spin-up electrons move in one direction (say, right), spin-down electrons move in the opposite
direction (left), and vice-versa at the bottom edge. Systems supporting the QSHE have null a Chern number
but can be indexed by a two-valued topological integer. They are often called Zs topological insulators. The
edge currents are protected by time-reversal symmetry. Generally, if an electron backscatters, its spin is flipped,
and time reversal symmetry is broken. But there will be no backscattering if TRS is present (as it happens
when there is a non-magnetic impurity). Time-reversal symmetry is always present in Zs topological insulators,
so the edge modes are robust against backscattering. Topological systems have a topologically nontrivial band
structure. Its bulk is insulating, and its surface/edge is a topologically protected conductor [4[5].

We can find topological states not only in electronic systems but also in ordered magnetic lattices, where
quantized perturbations in the magnetic order, the so-called magnons, are the spin carriers. Topological two-
dimensional magnets display a finite magnon Hall conductivity that can be used in magnonic nanodevices. They
can also show topologically protected edge modes, which are robust against structural or magnetic disorder
and can form ideal waveguides for long-range magnon transport [6]. An essential property of noninteracting
topological magnons is that they can propagate for a long time without dissipation. They do not interact strongly
with other degrees of freedom and are, for this reason, adequate to be used in spintronics. The quantum Hall
effect requires high magnetic fields, which limits its use in technology applications, whereas magnon transport
does not require an external magnetic field. Note that in the QSHE, spins are carried out by the electrons.
In magnets, the spin of the atoms is fixed, and what is carried out is the spin of the magnons (non-localized
excitations): we have a magnonic spin current. Magnons can mediate various Hall-like transport phenomena in
both ferromagnets (FM) and antiferromagnets (AF). For example, a transverse spin current appears in response
to a magnetic field gradient (which plays the role of an electric field in electronic systems), or a transverse heat
current, mediated by magnons, manifests in response to a thermal gradient. The spin Nernst effect is a spin
current caused by a temperature gradient. The Nernst-Ettinghausen effect is a heat current in response to a
magnetic field gradient [7].

We should remark that electron and magnon systems are quite different. In the case of electrons, the energy
levels are filled at zero temperature up to the Fermi energy (so we can have transport at zero temperature).
We have conduction and valence bands, and conductors and insulators have different properties. For magnons,
there is no Fermi energy. We have zero magnons at zero temperature and, therefore, no transport. We can have
transitions from a filled band to another one since the Pauli exclusion principle does not apply here. Another
difference from fermionic systems is that we can have a magnon spin Hall effect (spin current in response to a
magnetic field gradient) even when the Chern number is zero. A topological ferromagnet (or antiferromagnet)
is usually called a topological magnon insulator, although the term “insulator” has no physical meaning for
magnons. Here, we generically call magnon Hall effect the transverse current originated by a longitudinal field
gradient. The effect can be topological when the Chern number differs from zero or geometrical when it vanishes.



As shown by Liu et al. [8], Chern numbers in collinear antiferromagnets are expected to be zero. Some special
in-plane magnetic configuration is required for a non-null Chern number. Yet, it is possible to have topologically
protected edge modes even when the Chern number is zero due to an effective time-reversal symmetry. That is
the case of the pure spin Nernst effect in the brick-wall lattice studied in this paper.

Transport phenomena in magnetic systems are essential tools for studying magnetic excitations and fluctu-
ations. These techniques have become available as a probe due to the development of experimental methods in
the context of spintronics, and in the last decades, there has been a great interest in studying topological effects
in spin models [7-91]. Antiferromagnets exhibit ultrafast dynamics and are robust against reasonably large
external fields. They are a competitive alternative to ferromagnets to store and manipulate information [I0],
as topological ferromagnets present drawbacks such as strong magnetic disturbances and low mobility due to
high magnetization. Topological transport in AF magnets is a developing field and has been investigated in
several contexts: collinear paramagnets [11], non-collinear and non-coplanar magnets [12H14], and dimmer sys-
tems [I5HI7]. Also, topological transport relies on a system’s property called Berry curvature, which can be
induced and controlled by several mechanisms, like electromagnetic waves [I8] or crystal chirality [I9]. Topo-
logical magnonics is a fast-evolving field. In this scenario, it is essential to study antiferromagnetic topological
insulators in all kinds of lattices and compare their thermomagnetic properties.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief introduction to the magnon Hall effect
following Ref. [7]. In Section 3, we study the transport of spins starting from the Kubo formula and show how to
relate the Hall conductivity to the Berry curvature. Section 4 presents a generalized Boguliubov transformation
to diagonalize the Hamiltonian of antiferromagnets. The Union Jack lattice is introduced in Section 5. In
Section 6, we present a brief discussion of symmetries. In Section 7, the transport coefficients are introduced.
The brick-wall lattice is investigated in Section 8. In Section 9, we summarize our results. Finally, in Appendix
A, we treat the contribution of four operator terms using a self-consistent mean-field spin wave theory, and in
Appendix B, we derive an expression for the Berry curvature from the eigenvalues of a general antiferromagnetic
Hamiltonian.

2 Magnon Hall effect

As discussed in the following, one can make a reasonable (but not entirely equivalent) correspondence between
the electronic spin degrees of freedom in a topological insulator with the two sublattice degrees of freedom in
an antiferromagnet. In an analogy to TIs, we can study the topological properties of antiferromagnets and
establish a bosonic version of the QSHE where the spin carriers are not electrons but magnons. In this section,
we follow Ref. [7] and give a qualitative description of what happens in some topological antiferromagnets.

Based on the symmetry of Maxwell’s equations, Aharonov and Casher [92] considered the interaction between
a particle’s magnetic dipole moment and an electric field and introduced a dual to the Aharonov-Bohm effect,
as we show in the following.

Suppose a two-dimensional ferromagnet in the xy-plane is subjected to a spatially varying electric field
E(r). Through the Aharonov-Casher effect, E(r) couples to magnons’ magnetic dipole moment gupz. A
moving magnetic dipole interacts with the external electric field and acquires an Aharonov-Casher phase due
to hopping between the sites given by

gup [ .
0, =23 | dr-(E() x2). (1)

T

The exchange Hamiltonian in the presence of the AC effect can be written as [7,9]:
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where 6;; is the AC phase the magnetic dipole moment, associated with the spin along the z-direction,
acquires when it hops between neighboring sites x; and x;.

The Hamiltonian of a ferromagnet with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction with the DM vector given
by D;; = £Dz can be written as an expression analogous to Eq. (@), even without the presence of an electric
field E(r) [34], as we show in the following.

A Hamiltonian with FM exchange and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction between near-neighbor sites is
written as:
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Using the ladder operators, we can develop this as:

H

—J > (SySy4+SYSY+ 878 £ DY (SPSY - SYSY)
fi.1)

(i.3)

+ + ’D +g- -t 2oz

——ZSS + 87 8F) £ Y (SFS; —578F) + 0y 8PS
(i.3) (i.3) (i-3)

JFiD o  JEiD . i
—Z( 5 S S; + 8 sj>+JZsisj (4)
(i.3) (i-d)

We can define a phase § = tan=! (D/.J), so we have:
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Also note that J 4+ iD = +/J2? + D2 ¢** . Hence, The Hamiltonian can be written as
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with J = v/J2 + D2. That has the same form as Eq. (@), showing that the DM vector D plays the role of a
vector potential for magnons, and an external electric field is not necessary to induce the effects to be described
below. However, for simplicity, we will consider that the source of the AC effect is a (spatially varying) static
electric field, as it is usually done when presenting this subject. For an isotropic antiferromagnet (for instance,
in a square lattice) with spin-rotational symmetry around the z-axis and in the linear spin wave approximation,
up and down magnons are completely decoupled, and the dynamics of magnons is described as the combination
of two independent copies of the dynamics of magnons in a ferromagnet for each mode [4,5]. To proceed with
the discussion, we will consider a Hamiltonian with degenerate up and down magnons.

In the absence of the AC term, a magnetic field gradient 0, B along the x-axis gives origin to a force F, =
ogup0y B, where 0 = —1 for the ferromagnet and o = %1 for the antiferromagnet. That drives antiferromagnetic
magnouns in the bulk with opposite magnetic moments to flow in opposite +% directions (since the directions
of the forces are opposite for the two magnons modes), generating a longitudinal spin current without a net
heat current. On the other hand, when subjected only to a thermal gradient 0,7, both spin-up and spin-down
magnons flow in the same direction. The spin current vanishes, but there is a net longitudinal heat current.
That is the conventional transport behavior of an antiferromagnetic magnonic system (see first column of Table
m.

To study transversal (Hall) transport in antiferromagnets, we analyze magnons in an electric field E (r). We
must replace the momentum operator p by p + ogupA/c, where [92]:

2
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Hence, the Hamiltonian in the low-energy dynamics and in the continuum approximation (that is, the
Hamiltonian of a gas of noninteracting magnons) is given by H =" __, H,, with:

1 2
Hy = 5— (p + %A) —ogupB (8)
2m c

where m is the effective magnon mass. We can see that the Hamiltonian above is formally identical to the
one from a charged particle on a magnetic field, with A playing the role of the vector potential and ocgup being
the coupling constant (instead of e).



If the spatially varying static electric field has the form E (r) = F (—z/2,—y/2,0), where F is a constant,
from Eq. () we obtain a gauge potential A (r) = (E/c) (—y/2,+z/2,0), which gives :
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and we can see that E plays the role that, in charged particles, is played by magnetic fields.
From the canonical equation of motion, we find that the force acting on magnons is

Fac = ogus {VB - % x (V x A)] . (10)
Using ([@), we can write
Fac = ogus [VB—C% sz}, (11)

and again, comparing Fac to the Lorentz force in charged particles (F. = e [E + v x B]), we note the
parallel between electronic and magnonic transport in the presence of EM fields: the roles that electric and
magnetic fields have in electronic systems is played, respectively, by VB and —E%/c? in magnonic systems.

The velocity v is constituted of two parts: the cyclotron velocity v. and the drift velocity v4. The drift
velocity is the velocity of the guiding center, meaning that in the drifting frame, the velocity comes only from
the cyclotron motion. Supposing that %Vd = 0, we find vg X z2 = (CQ/E) VB [7]. If the magnetic field
gradient is applied along the x-axis (VB = 0,BX), we get vq = (O, (02 / E) 0. B, 0), which is independent of o
and perpendicular to 9, B%. Thus, all magnons (with spin up and down) flow in the same § direction when
subjected to electric and magnetic field gradients. The transversal spin current vanishes in the bulk, while the
heat current in nonzero. On the other hand, a thermal gradient generates helical magnon Hall transport in the
bulk where up and down magnons flow in opposite directions. Since magnons of up and down spins convey
down and up spins, respectively, a nonzero spin current appears while the total heat current cancels out (see
the second column of Table[Il). A more detailed discussion about the thermomagnetic properties can be done
using Onsager coeflicients, which relate thermal and magnetic field gradients with current and heat densities in
the bulk [93].

That qualitatively describes the Hall transport of magnons in the bulk of an AF magnet, which is generated
by coupling magnons with a static and spatially varying electric field through the Aharonov-Casher effect. The
thermomagnetic properties of AF magnets are summarized in Table [l We stress that these conclusions were
made in the assumption that we are in the linear response regime, where sufficiently low temperature and
applied magnetic fields make the energy bands almost degenerate. If the band degeneracy is lifted, as in the
case of the Union Jack lattice studied in Section 5, both spin and heat Hall currents can be simultaneously
different from zero.

Even though the formalism above requires static electric fields or DM vectors, it is known that the same
result can be achieved with an oscillating electromagnetic field [I§]. That has the advantage that electromagnetic
waves can be easily tuned. The Floquet theory enables one to transform a time-dependent model into an effective
static model governed by the so-called Floquet Hamiltonian. As a result, we get a synthetic tunable intrinsic
DMI in quantum magnets without an inversion center. This can be achieved with the application of a circularly
polarized laser with a dominant oscillating electric field component perpendicular to the magnetic 2D material.
Another advantage of oscillating fields is that they amplify topological magnons via dipolar coupling [94,[95].
This interaction contributes to the complex off-diagonal term f, of a magnon Hamiltonian (See Eq. (63))), which
is related to the Berry curvature. That term is associated with the DMI in the Union Jack lattice, while in the
brick-wall lattice it is associated with a complex structure factor. The interaction with an oscillating electric
field can amplify these terms and enhance transverse transport.

Regarding the edge properties of the system, we see from the discussion under Eq. (II)) that the static
drift velocity vq = (O, (02 / E) 0. B, 0) vanishes in the bulk if the magnetic field gradient is zero. However, each
magnon still performs a cyclotron motion in opposite directions due to the static electric field E(r). So in the
presence of a thermal gradient, we have helical edge magnon states: up and down magnons propagate along the
edges of the sample in opposite directions. That is a bosonic analogue of the QSHE for electrons. Hence, an
AF magnet in the presence of the Aharonov-Casher effect can be considered a magnonic topological insulator.

All these considerations were made assuming the system has a Néel ground state. In this work, we added
an easy-axis anisotropy that ensures the magnetic Néel order is along the z direction.



Trivial transport Hall transport
(longitudinal) (transverse)
. . Spin current # 0 Spin current = 0
Magnetic field gradient Heat current =0 Heat current # 0
. Spin current = 0 Spin current # 0
Thermal gradient Heat current # 0 Heat current =0

Table 1: Magnon transport induced by a magnetic field and thermal gradients in the topologically trivial and
nontrivial bulk of the antiferromagnet described by Hamiltonian (8]).

3 Transport

An electric field produces an electric current, and a magnetic field gradient gives rise to a spin current. Within
the linear response theory, the Kubo formula for conductivity is given by [93}96]97]:
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where V' is the volume; J, i is the current in the a direction at point k of the Brillouin zone; E), j is the
energy of th n-th band and n,, ; is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function for fermions or the Bose distribution
function for bosons. The states |k,n) in Eq. (I2)) are the exact eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and E,, ;, are the
exact energy levels. However, in the spin wave approximation we use one-particle states of the noninteracting
Hamiltonian.

The q = 0 longitudinal magnon conductivity is given by:
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The index n is identified with a band. We can perform the thermodynamic limit from discrete to continuous
k (where k runs in each band). Besides the interband (regular) term, we have the additional intraband term
(inside each band) where m — n. Using
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where A = E,, — E,,, we get
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The real part of the dynamical spin conductivity 0., (w) is written as

Re 0,5 (W) =D (T) 6 (w) + 0" (w) (16)

Where the coefficient of the zero frequency ¢ function contribution is called the Drude weight, and it is given
by

ann k
ﬁz 35, (&, n| Jo i [k, n) (&, n| Jo [k, 7) (17)

This term is interpreted as the contribution of thermally excited particles propagating ballistically without
interacting with other particles.
The regular part of the longitudinal conductivity o5 is given by:

re Nnp,k — nm k
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The transverse static spin conductivity in a two-dimensional system, called the spin Hall conductivity, is
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where A is the area for a two-dimensional system. Using the formula for the spin current [22]:
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the spin Hall conductivity o4, can be written as

Tuy = (91B) Z/ b dky ny$2y, (k) (22)

The term 3, (k) is the Berry curvature of the A-th band (and from now on, the superscript indexes the
bands). It is this term that gives rise to a transverse motion of magnons and leads to a Hall response. If Hy,
is real, there is always a choice to have real eigenvectors (unless there is a band degeneracy), which renders
Q;}U(k) = 0. Therefore, the existence of an imaginary part of the Hamiltonian is a necessary condition to have
a non-null Berry curvature. In the Union Jack lattice studied in Section 5, the imaginary part comes from the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya term. In the brick-wall lattice studied in Section 8, it comes from a complex structure
factor. Also, the gap should not vanish.

We can insert Y |k, m’) (k,m’| = I into Eq. ([ZI) and obtain

ooy

(k, n| |k m'y (k,m’| Hy, |k, m) (23)

Renaming the eigenvectors as ung, it is easy to show that we can write
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where n = 1,2,... N (N is the number of bands) and e,p is the antisymmetric tensor. The integral of the
Berry curvature in the Brillouin zone, associated with band n, is the (first) Chern number C™) | which is an
integer and temperature-independent so it cannot change its value continuously. Note that the Berry curvature
measures the phase accumulated by the ground state eigenfunctions when evolving in the Brillouin zone. It
is a local geometric object since it explicitly depends on k. On the other hand, the Chern number is a global
topological index. The sum of the Chern numbers over all bands is zero. The gap between neighboring bands
has to be different from zero for systems with a non-null Chern number. However, a non-null gap does not
imply a C' # 0.

The Chern number is a topological invariant. That means that if we deform the energy bands (by varying
the Hamiltonian parameters) without closing the gap, the Chern number will not change. Suppose that C' =1
in the bulk of a material. We have, naturally, C' = 0 in the vacuum. In the very edge of the material, the Chern
number has to change from C' = 1 to C = 0, i.e., a topological phase transition. The localized states at the
edge have to show gapless energy bands to allow that transition. Therefore, we have gapped bulk states and
gapless edge states. We do not need to perform theoretical calculations in a finite sample to find out if we have
gapless edge modes: the calculation of the Chern number in the bulk is sufficient.

In the case of fermions, if there exists an energy gap between the upper and lower bands, and the lower
band is fully filled, that is E_ ; < Ep < E; j (where Ef is the Fermi energy), then fi p =0and f_, =1 at
zero temperatures. Thus, the Hall conductivity of filled bands is given by
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and is quantized. In the case of a magnon current, there are no filled bands, the Bose factor vanishes at zero
temperature, and the current is not quantized. However, as mentioned above, a nonzero Chern number implies
topologically protected edge states. The correspondence between the Chern number and the number of gapless
edge states still holds for magnons.

4 Generalized Bogoliubov transformation

Here we present a formalism to diagonalize antiferromagnetic Hamiltonians. We start with a general quadratic
bosonic Hamiltonian written in a matrix form as

H =Y vl Hi (27)
k
where

ol = (b{k,..., by, br—ps o ,bN,_k) (28)
We must diagonalize the matrix Hj to obtain the magnon spectrum. We need to find a transformation
matrix T} from a new basis ¢ to the old basis: ¥y = Tkpk-
Let o (afnk) be the eigenstates of Hy, and write

902 = (alk,...,a}L\,k,aL_k,...,aN,_k) (29)

After transformation, the components of i must satisfy the same commutation relation as v, that is

[%%‘ka%ﬁzk} = [ﬂ%kﬂ/ijk} = 1nij (30)
where
_ Inxn 0
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Here, In«n is a unit matrix. We must ensure that the commutation relations of the bosonic operators are
conserved by the transformation Ty. The matrix T}, is chosen such that the Hamiltonian (27) can be written as

H = Z(bLTTHkT(bk = Z (bLgk(bk (32)
k k
where Hj, is diagonal:
W1k 0 0
ao=rmr=| ° @ - 0 (33)
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In terms of the basis (29), Eq. (32) reads

W=y

To ensure that the new operators a,; satisfy the bosonic algebra, the matrix T} must fulfill the condition:

N
1
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1
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A matrix T}, satisfying condition (B3] is referred to as paraunitary.
The eigenvalues of Hy, are obtained by the diagonalization of the matrix



Ky = nH, (36)
The matrix K} is non-Hermitian, but it can still be diagonalized by different left and right eingenstates with
corresponding real eigenvalues. We should remember that a right eigenvector of a matrix A is a column matrix
u that satisfies Au = Au. A left eigenvector of A is a row matrix v that satisfies vA = Awv.
The matrix T} consists of all the eigenvectors of Kj:

T=[V(w), . V(wn),V(-wi),..,V(—wy)] (37)

with the eigenvectors V' ordered as

Viw)nV (w) =1 , VI(—w)nV (~w;)=-1 (38)

for each set (V (w;),V (—w;)). The matrix T}, diagonalizes K}, and Hy, simultaneously

Tk_lK;@Tk = K} = diag [W1y ey WNy =W, ooy —WN] (39)
T,IHka = H;, = diag [W1, e, WN W ey WN] (40)

From Eq. ([B8), we see there are two different normalizations for the eigenvectors of Kj. Also, all the
eigenvalues are real and appear in pairs +w;. It is usual to refer to the bands with indices n = 1,..., N
(n=N+1,...,2N) as particle (hole) bands [25]. Particle states have normalization 41, while hole states have
normalization —1. For more details, see Refs. [251[98].

We also note that the Hamiltonian matrix Hj, satisfies the particle-hole symmetry [23]:

_ T . _ 0 Inxn
Hy, = pHZp; p= ( Inun 0 (41)

The procedure shown above establishes a specific order for the bl—L operators in 1/1,]; (see Eq. ([28)). But
sometimes it is convenient to establish a different order. In general, we should write n as

opr 0 O 0
0 o2 O 0
0 0 0 02N

where o; = +1 (—1) if the correspondent operator in 1/1,]; is bz (b_r). That shuffles the particle/hole
eigenvectors in Tk, but it can be useful if the corresponding matrix Hj, is block-diagonal in this basis, which is
the case of the Union Jack lattice.

In terms of the right and left eigenstates, we have:

nHy |n7 k>R = (Ek)nn |7’L, k>R7 <n7 le nHy = (Ek)nn (n, le (43)
where
In, k>R =Thk, (n, k|L = T;,k (44)
We will use only the right eigenstate and write |n, k), = |n, k) . The normalization relation becomes
(n,k|n|m,k) = nnm (45)

The Berry connection for a bosonic system is given by [28§]
oTy,

AR =i |nTin=2 46

sl )

Note that if the eigenstate of the n-th band is multiplied by a phase e??®) that is a smooth function of k,
then (g]) transforms as A7 — A" — Jj_6(k) under this phase change.
The Berry curvature is defined as
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Using (8] we get [25]
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The Berry curvature is gauge-invariant. Using Stoke’s theorem, we see that the integral of the Berry
curvature over the Brillouin zone is zero if A” (k) is a smooth function across the zone. Only when it is
impossible to parameterize the eigenstates over the entire Brillouin zone with a single gauge choice we get a
nonzero Chern number. The sum of the Chern numbers over all particle and hole bands is individually zero [25].

In the Heisenberg picture, the operator )y, (t) satisfies [27]

dpy iy A 1
% = h [U%de)kﬂ/)k} =7 {%ﬂ/lk} Hypy = _ﬁnde)k (49)
That is, 1% (t) is the solution of a non-Hermitian Schrédinger-like equation
d
h% = nHg, (50)

The non-Hermiticity modifies the inner product for the boson wave functions as (¢.|¢s) = ¢lngs.

5 The Union Jack Lattice

Thermal Hall conductivity in antiferromagnets is studied mainly in the kagome [71[72,[75] and honeycomb
[49/[68,[69] geometry, but it has already been investigated in the square [25,29], checkerboard [87,[88] and
variations of the Lieb lattices [89HOI]. Using the Schwinger boson mean-field theory, Samajdar et al. [25]
extended the calculations to spin-liquids. With the intent to find novel antiferromagnetic systems where Hall-

like transport is present, here we study a two-dimensional AF Union Jack lattice with the Hamiltonian given
by:

H—leS--S--i- D Jar (Si-Su+(A=1)S7SH) +
i) (@)

—i—DZz/Uz S; x S; —AZ (S7)? (51)

(4,9)

We obtain the Union Jack lattice by adding alternate diagonals to the square lattice (Figure[I)). The lattice
is divided into A and B sublattices, denoted by indices i and j, respectively. Here (i, j) means the near-neighbor
(NN) spins with exchange interaction between sites A and B, and ({i,4’)) means next-near-neighbor (NNN)
interactions between sites AA. The NNN exchange interaction carries two kinds of anisotropy: an off-plane
A > 1 anisotropy which favors the alignment of the spins in the Z direction; and an in-plane anisotropy in the
form of different exchange constants Js ;;» for different in-plane directions (J2 . = Jo and Jo, = aJa).

The third term of the Hamiltonian is the spin-orbit-induced Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI) be-
tween sites A and B. It has become well established that DMI is the primary source of topological magnon effects
in quantum magnets. The term has the general form Dj; - S; x S; with Dy; = —Dj;. We take the interaction
along the Z direction so that Dj; = Du;;2 with v;; = =1 for different bond orientations (see Figure [Il). For
sufficiently large D (comparable to Ji) the ground state is no longer a collinear antiferromagnet but a spin
spiral. The magnetic sublattices tilt away from their antiparallel alignment, forming a net magnetic moment
known as weak ferromagnetic moment. Therefore, we will consider only small D values compared to J;, which
would preserve the Néel ground state.

The occurrence of DMI requires that the spatial inversion symmetry of the crystal field surrounding the
magnetic ions be broken. Hence, the conventional DM term is absent if the crystal lattice is centrosymmetric.
However, this term can be induced by an external electric field, which has the advantage that the strength of
the field can be tuned [99].
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Figure 1: The Union Jack lattice. Red (blue) circles represent the A (B) sublattice. The sign of the DM
interaction is v;; = +1(—1) if 4, j is following (against) the arrows.

When the DM term is imaginary in the reciprocal space Hamiltonian, we have an analogue of the Aharonov-
Casher effect mentioned in Section 2, with D;; < E x &;; (where &;; is the unit vector connecting the two sites
i and j). In this case, the DMI contributes to the Berry curvature and is responsible for the Lorentz force
acting on the propagating magnons (the DM vector acts as the vector potential or a gauge field to the spin
current). That is what happens in the Union Jack lattice. On the other hand, if the DM term is real, it does
not contribute to the Berry curvature. As we need an imaginary term in the Hamiltonian for a nun-null Berry
curvature, it has to come from another term, such as the structure factor of the exchange interaction. This is
the case of the honeycomb and brick-wall lattices (see Section 8), where we have a non-null Berry curvature
even without DM interaction.

The last term in Hamiltonian (&) is a single ion easy-axis anisotropy (STA) which favors spin alignment
along the Z direction. Magnetic anisotropy is crucial to overcome thermal fluctuations and stabilize the magnetic
order. Since the Hamiltonian is invariant under global spin rotation about the z-axis, the Z component of the
total spin is conserved.

We set the spacing of each sublattice equal to 1, and take the X and ¥ directions along the diagonal axes
of the two sublattices since the lattice is translationally invariant along the diagonals. The Hamiltonian (&)
with A =D =0 and A = a = 1 was studied by Collins et al. [I00] at zero temperature. For these values of
parameters, our calculations agree with the ones performed by them. The lattice is frustrated, and in particular,
there is a phase transition from an ordered Néel phase to a canted ferrimagnetic phase at 7. = Jo/J; =~ 0.65 for
spin 1/2 [1011102] and n, ~ 0.58 for S = 1 [103]. Hence, we restrict the values of the parameters to the regime
where the Néel order is preserved. The term A > 0 favors easy-axis alignment along the z-axis and leads to an
ordered phase below the transition temperature T .

As usual, we take the Néel order perpendicular to the lattice plane, i. e., spins on the A and B sublattices
satisfy S4 = —Sp = SZ in the ground state. We use the linearized Holstein-Primakoff representation for
antiferromagnets

11



S =Vv2Sa; , S; =V2Sal , S7 =5 —adla icA
SH=v28b!l | S; =v2Sb;, S =-S+blb; jeB (52)

The magnetic excitations can be described as chargeless bosonic quasiparticles (magnons) carrying a dipole
momentum ogupé, with o = +1. Since we are considering only single-magnon excitations, the average magnon
number on each spin is much smaller than 2S. The approximation is valid when the spin magnitude S' is large
and/or the temperature is low enough, such that the population of thermally activated magnons at each site
becomes small. However, the theory was used to fit experimental data in an S = 1/2 compound and remarkably
gave better results than the Schwinger boson representation, even above the transition temperature [60].

We perform a Bogoliubov transformation from bosons (a;,b;) to (a4, 8;) (see Section 4). Using Eqgs. (52)
and (A226]) we can show that

=3 (Si+5)=> (—azak + B}ZBI@) (53)
k

icAjeB

Hence <O|o¢kSzaL |0) = —1 and <O|Bk5’zﬁ}; |0) = 41 (where |0) is the magnon vacuum), showing that «
magnons carry —1 spin angular momentum and S magnons carry +1 spin angular momentum along the 2
direction [68]. Momentum and spin conservations are fulfilled by a combination of o and 8 magnons, which
carry opposite spins and momenta (k and —k). Note that the magnon operators « and 8 are a mixture of a
and b operators (which are not magnon operators), and therefore are not associated to sublattices A and B.

Taking Eq. (&2) into the Hamiltonian (5Il) and Fourier transforming, we obtain (after discarding the zero-
point energy and higher order terms) the following quadratic Hamiltonian:

H=H,+Hs+ Hppy + Hsra (54)
where

H, = 2JlSZ {alak + akaL + bLbk + bkbL + Yk (akb—k +b_rar + azbik + bikalﬂ (55)

k
Hy=SJ, Z [(277k —Aa+1)) (aLak + akal)} (56)

k

Hpa = 2iSD " my [(agb-i +b-gag) — (afbl, + b af )] (57)

k

1

Hgra = §A (25-1) Z (a,zak + akaL + b;fcbk + bkbL) (58)

k

with the structure factors defined as

ky k 1 kz .
Tk = €S - cos 77’, =g (cosky + acosky), my = —singsm?‘y (59)

For the appearance of the term (25 — 1) in Eq. (58) see Eq. (A7]). We see that for S = 1/2, we have
Hgra = 0 and the single-ion anisotropy is not effective.

We show the calculation explicitly for my, considering the factor v;; as +1 in the up/down direction and —1
in the left/right direction, departing from an A site (see Figure (I)):

g = (€thsthn)/2 _ itk /2 _ gilhe)/2 4 gmilhath)/2) = _gin ’%w sin Fv (60)

4 2
As mentioned above, the spin wave formalism, although widely used in the literature, is justified only for
large spin values and low temperatures. Note, however, that our calculations are valid for any spin value.
To present a general discussion of an antiferromagnet, we write the Hamiltonian (5] as
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H = Z (Mlla;fcak + MlgaT_kbL + Mo1b_ray + MQQbkbL + MggakaL—I—
k

+ Mszsa_jby, + M43btkaz + M44bLbk) (61)
This can be written as

H=Y vlH (62)
k

Here, for convenience, we use a different convention that that used in Eq. (28], and write 1/1,]; = ( a;fc b_r a—g bL )
This k-space basis is similar to the one used in Ref. [69]. As a result, the matrix Hj, splits in two blocks:

My, 0 rie i
Hy, = ; ,  where M, = k 63
’ (0 Mk) e (fk ok (63)
We can notice that the k dependence comes only from the structure factors i, nx and my. For the Union

Jack lattice as studied here, these factors are even functions of k. Hence, My = M_j and we can ignore the
sign of k in the Hamiltonian parameters. We identify

My =rk, Mo =1ro, Mo = fr = har + thyr, Mia = fi = hor — thyk (64)
Specifically for the Union Jack lattice, we have:

1
rE =295 [2J1 + Jo (277k —AMa+ 1))] + 514(25 — 1)

ror = 2SJ1 + %A (25 — 1)
hak = 28 J1yk
hyk = 2SDmk (65)

A Hamiltonian with particle-hole symmetry is known as the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian and
is written as

= A
Hpig = < A*: = kk > (66)

[1

where Zj and Ay are 2 x 2 matrices. The Hamiltonian for the AF honeycomb [491[6870] and square [31]
lattices can be written this way. For the Union Jack lattice, we see that =, = M and Ay = 0.
From Eq. (63), and noting the specific order of the operators in 1/1;2, we have

nzdiag(l,—l,—l,l):(%‘z 0 ) (67)

—0,

The advantage of working with a block-diagonal Hamiltonian is evident when we write K} as

o, Mj 0 >

0 —0.M*, (68)

Kk—nHk—(

We can, then, diagonalize the sectors of K} separately. The first sector, which we call a-sector, has eigen-

vectors
) [ ) [ o
spa ( _,UZ ) ) Soa ( U ) (69)

with corresponding eigenvalues

wH(K) = wk) + Ak), w(k) =—-wk)+ Adk)
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The parameters u and v are defined as

/2 1/2
_f (rtw ! . fr-w
u= 71\ 20 ) v=vt = o (70)
with
r:m—;—?ﬁ’ A:T1§T27 w = 7'2_|f|2 (71)

The eigenvectors of the a-sector can also be written as [49)
—i¢ cosh 2 —sinh &
(+) — (€ “coshy (=) — ( T sinh3 72
* ( —sinh g ’ Yo €' cosh g (72)
where the new parameters ¢ and 6 are defined as
h r
tang = —%, coshf = — 73
6= . (73)
This form is particularly useful to obtain an expression for the Berry curvature, as it will be shown later.
We note that

. 0 1/2 0 _ 1/2
el = %, coshi = <T;—ww) , sinh§ = (r2ww> (74)

There is a degree of freedom in choosing the eigenvectors, which are related by U(1) gauge transformations.
That is, the eingenstates can be written in two ways related by a phase e'®. However, the gauge does not affect
the Berry curvature.

The eigenvectors of the S-sector (second block of Hj) are the complex conjugate of the a-sector with a
substitution k — —k. The eigenvalues are:

w5 (k) = w(-k) — A(=k), w$ (k) = —w(-k) — A(-k)

As we saw before, a quantum of a-magnon carries spin —1 and a quantum of S-magnon a spin +1. The
transformation doubles the Hilbert space, so the eigenvalues of K}, show up in pairs +w(+k). For bosons, only

positive energy states are physical, and we keep only the positive branches gpfj) and cpgr) [25]. Nevertheless,
when using the Kubo formula we must perform the calculations in the full particle-hole space. Then, using the
particle-hole symmetry we can express our result only in terms of the positive energy states [12]. The matrix
T}, which diagonalizes K}, and carries all four eigenvectors is:

up =k 0 0
_ -V Ug 0 0
T = 0 0 uy —uvt, (75)
0 0 A S T
e cosh%  —sinh & 0 0
B —sinh %k €'®r cosh %k 0 0
o 0 0 €'®—* cosh O’Tk — sinh G’T"
0 0 —sinh (LTk e~k cogh G’T"

= (so&“, 0§, 057, wﬁj))

and the diagonalized K}, which carries the eigenvalues, is:

w0 0 0
(-)
o 0 Wil 0 0
B = T KT = 0 0 wil® 0
0 0 0 Wi
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The positive energy spectrum is given by:

E( /h=wiP (k) = w(k) + Ak)
ESY Jh=wiP (k) = w(-k) — A(-k) (76)

Here, the particle states correspond to Tj’s first and fourth columns. That comes from the specific order of
the operators chosen in the vector 1/1,]; = ( a;fc b_r a_g bl ) The second and third columns represent the
hole states with a negative energy spectrum (non-physical). We analyze the band structure in the following.

For the Union Jack lattice we can ignore the minus sign in the argument of the functions in the p-sector, as
all the structure factors are even in k (See Eq. (59)). With definitions (63 and (1), we see that

Ay =TT %SJQ 20 — A (o + 1)] (77)

If J; = 0 the term A vanishes, and the magnon bands are degenerate. The system is reduced to the AF
square lattice [7]. Higher values of Jo lower the band of the a-mode, while the S-mode band remains almost
unchanged (Figure [2)).

251

Figure 2: Energy bands of the AF Union Jack lattice for three values of Jo/J1: 0 (square lattice, solid red, both
bands are totally degenerate), 0.2 (dashed blue) and 0.4 (dashed green). Other parameters are S = J; = X\ =
a=1, A=0, D =0.2. Both bands have a null gap.

For small enough values of A/Jy, J2/J1 and D/J; both bands have a minimum at k; = k, = 0 (I’ point).
This minimum defines the bands’ gaps:

w;;ﬁ =wo £ Ao (78)
with
Ay = %SJQ (@+1)(1-A) (79)

We see that for A = 1 we have Ay = 0, and the gap has the same value wg for both bands, meaning there is
a degeneracy at point I'. In this picture, we have:

Wyaplyq = %\/A (28 —1)y/85J; + A(2S — 1) (80)
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Figure 3: Energy bands of the AF Union Jack lattice with A = 0 (solid red) and A = 0.2 (dashed blue). Other
parameters are S = J; = A=a =1, Jo = D = 0.2. The SIA opens the gap, but bands are still degenerate at
point T'.

Figure 4: Dispersion curves of the AF Union Jack lattice for A = 1 (solid red) and A = 1.4 (dashed blue). Other
parameters are S = J; = a =1, Jo = A = D = 0.2. The off-plane exchange anisotropy A splits and lowers the
bands at point I'.

The gap vanishes only for A = 0 or S = 1/2. In other words, the STA term opens the gap at the ' point
(Figure [3), while the off-plane exchange anisotropy A makes the gap different for each magnon, splitting the
bands at this point (Figure ). For any 7" > 0, a null gap w(ke) = 0 makes the magnon population explode at
point ko, resulting in divergent Berry curvature. Hence, we need A # 0 and S # 1/2 for well-behaved Berry
curvature and transverse transport coefficients,. The non-null gap stabilizes the ground state as it becomes
energetically isolated from the rest of the spectrum.

The effect of the in-plane « anisotropy is to create an energetic inequivalence between points X and X' of
the Brillouin zone (Figure [B)). This energetic imbalance enables non-null transverse transport. We also note
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r X M r X' M r

Figure 5: The effect of the in-plane exchange anisotropy « on the AF Union Jack lattice is to create an energetic
inequivalence between points axes k; and k,. The parametersare S =J; =1, Jo=D =02, A=0.6, A =1.1,
a = 1.6.

o(k)

Figure 6: Effect of the DM interaction on the dispersion curves of the AF Union Jack lattice. The solid red
line is the D = 0 case, while the blue dashed line is the D = 0.4 case. Other parameters are S = J; = a = 1,
Jo=A=02 A=12.

that the DMI itself doesn’t open a gap, but changes the character of the dispersion by lowering the energy at
the point M (Figure []).

We also studied the effect of the anharmonic contributions (magnon-magnon interactions) in a mean-field
picture, where the Hamiltonian is renormalized by temperature-dependent parameters. In this modified spin
wave (MSW) approach, even at zero temperature, the anharmonic contributions affect the energy bands, low-
ering the bands’ gap (Figure[l]). As the temperature rises, the bands remain virtually unchanged until we get
closer to the Néel temperature T, when the energy drops abruptly (Figure®). At T the Néel order is unstable,
and the staggered magnetization vanishes, signaling a phase transition (Figure[@]). The transition temperature
T'n tends to be higher for high values of A or S. A complete description and the analytical results of the MSW
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approach can be found in Appendix A.

r X M r

Figure 7: Linear spin wave dispersion relation (LSW, solid red line) compared to the modified spin wave case
(MSW, dashed blue line) in the Union Jack lattice. The temperature is zero, parameters are S = J; = A = 1,
Jo=D=0.2, A\ =a =1.1. The MSW lowers the gap even at zero temperature.

X M

Figure 8: MSW dispersion for T'= 0 (solid red), T' = 0.4 (dashed blue) and T" = 0.455 (dashed green) in the
Union Jack lattice. The gap shrinks abruptly as we approach the transition temperature Ty ~ 0.456. The
parametersare S=J; = A=1,Job=D=02 A=a=1.1.

6 Symmetries
Crystal structures can be classified by the symmetries they present. An ideal crystal is a periodically repeating

pattern. Since all lattice points of a periodic lattice are equivalent, every point has the same neighborhood as
other points. So the lattice itself can be characterized by listing the symmetry operations that keep each of
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Figure 9: Staggered magnetization for MSW on the Union Jack lattice. The parameters are S = J; = A =
1,Jo = D =0.2, A\ = a=1.1. The Néel temperature was estimated in Ty ~ 0.456.

them fixed [I0]. The point symmetries are rotations ¢,, (due to periodicity, rotations are restricted to be 360°/n,
where n = 1,2, 3,4,6), reflections, space inversions, and combinations of them. Space inversion maps r — —r
and k — —k. When we have magnetic ordering, the crystallographic symmetries can be extended to describe
magnetic crystals. Spatial inversion symmetry implies w (k) = w (k).

The time-reversal operation T inverts all spins, changes k into —k and takes the complex conjugate. Note
that a Hamiltonian can be invariant under TRS, but the symmetry can be spontaneously broken in the ground
state. In an antiferromagnet with Néel order TRS is broken, since flipping all the spins would swap the A
and B sublattices, changing the sign of the staggered magnetization. Another symmetry is broken, namely, the
symmetry under lattice translation T, where a is a vector connecting two sublattices in the case of a bipartite
antiferromagnet. In general, time-reversal symmetry can be effectively restored if another symmetry S of the
Hamiltonian, combined with the TRS;, is a good symmetry of the system. For instance, besides translation, the
Hamiltonian can also remain invariant under the combined time-reversal and spin rotation (S = ¢,) by 180°
around the x-axis (or any other in-plane axis). These combined symmetries operations TS are sometimes called
effective time-reversal symmetry (ETRS).

To understand the symmetry properties of the ground state of the Heisenberg antiferromagnet, we follow
Cheng et al. [68] and start with the Néel ground state. We write

H=17] Z Sa-Sp+ Jo Z Sa-Sa +’CZ [(Sfx)Q'f‘(Séf
(4,B) (4,A7) AB

=Hy+ Hy + Hsra (81)

where J; is an exchange interaction between NN sites of different sublattices, and J; is between NNN of the
same sublattice A (it could as well be sublattice B). Writing Sy = dS4 + Z and Sg = §Sp — Z, we have

SA-Sp=(0SA+2)-(0Sp—2)=06S4-6Sp—653+055 —1
Sa-Sa = (6Sa+2) - (6SA" +2)=0Sa-6Sa +655 +65% +1
(S3)2 + (S5)° = (853)" + (683)* +2(1 + 853 — 6S3) (82)
As we are interested in the symmetry properties of magnons, all symmetry operations act only on the

perturbations 0S 4, g, leaving the Néel ground state unchanged [68]. The time-reversal operation 7 changes the
sign of all components of §S. The spin rotation ¢, (by 180°) only changes the sign of 6SY and §5%, leaving 65
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unchanged. Hence, the combined symmetry 7 ¢, have the effect of changing the sign of §S*. From Eq. (82),
we can see that Hy + Hy + Hgra is invariant under the 7 ¢,. This is the ETRS of the system.
Let us now consider the DM term

Hpy =D vij (S7SY - 8YS7) (83)
4,J

Making the same substitution as before, we obtain

Hpy =Dy vij (5578SY — 65Y6S7) (84)
ij

As Tc, changes the sign of §5%, the DMI breaks the ETRS of the Hamiltonian. It is indifferent if the
interaction is between sites of the same or different sublattices because the operation acts similarly in both §S 4
and 6Spg.

The developments above are made under the assumption of a Néel ground state, but it is known that the
DMI can bend the spins, generating a canted ground state. Even in a canted collinear antiferromagnet, the
canting explicitly breaks time-reversal symmetry, whereas the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction provides the
necessary Lorentz force on the magnons.

7 Berry curvature and transverse transport

The Berry curvature of a system described by a Hamiltonian like Eq. (63]) can be found analytically from the
Hamiltonian parameters. From Eqs. @8] and (73), we can show that (see Appendix B):

1
Q%(k) = . sinh 6,

8¢k 89k 8¢k 89k
Ok, Ok, Ok, Ok,

0p_rp 00y, O0p_i 59—k> (85)

1
B — g _
(k) = —5 sinh 0 ( ok, 0k, Ok, Ok,

where ), and ¢y, are defined in Eq. (73). As a general result, we know that the symmetries of the Hamiltonian
determine some properties of the Berry curvature. Effective time-reversal symmetry implies (k) = —Q (—k)
(odd function), and inversion symmetry implies 2 (k) = Q (—k) (even function). If both symmetries are present,
we have 2 (k) = 0.

The Berry curvature is directly related to the transversal transport effects. It acts as an “artificial magnetic
field” in momentum space, generating Hall-like transport. In the linear response theory, a magnetic field gradient
can generate a spin current in the transverse direction, given by [22]:

3P = 04y (—0,B) (86)

That is the spin Hall effect of magnons, and we call o,y the spin Hall conductivity. Also, the presence of a
thermal gradient generates spin and heat currents, given by:

These are the spin Nernst effect of magnons and the thermal Hall effect of magnons, respectively. The
coefficient g, is called the spin Nernst coeflicient, and kg, the thermal Hall conductivity. The transport
coefficients for a two-band antiferromagnet in the Néel state are given by [9122/[23,[T04] (for the signs between
the functions in the integrand, see [9]):
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The functions ¢1(x) and ca(x) are defined as

ca(z)=1+z)In(1+z)—zln(z)

ea(z) = (1 + ) {m (H‘T

X

Here, Lis () is Spence’s dilogarithm function given by

n=1 n
™ 1 2 (=)t
LZQ(-(E):l—G—§(1nx)2+Z(n2)xn ) JI>1

>r — (Inz)® — 2Liy (—a).

(89)

(90)

(92)

(93)

(94)

We can predict the behavior of the transport coefficients for high temperatures noting that, for kgT > Ji,
the Bose-Einstein function can be approximated by ny , ~ kpT/Ey . We also note that, when x — oo, the

functions ¢;(x) behave as [25]:

If Qp = :I:Qf and the Chern number of the bands is zero, we can show that

kpT [ &k (1 1) .,
”fy<“°o>—‘7/w<@i_ﬂ>g’“

BZ “h
k d*k
Qgy(T — 00) = fB / W (lnwz‘ F lnw,f) Qf
BZ
d*k
Kay(T — 00) = kp / W (w,‘z‘ :I:w,f) Qy
Bz

(95)

(96)

Appendix B shows that the Berry curvatures have the same sign for the Union Jack lattice and opposite
signs for the brick-wall lattice, so the equations above are valid for both systems studied here. The results
above show that in the high-temperature limit, a,, and k., are constants (asymptotic behavior), while o, is

proportional to T'.

8 Brick-wall lattice

In the Union Jack lattice, all transport coefficients are non-null. Below, we will study a model that displays a
magnonic equivalent of the QSHE, motivated by the fact that the prediction of this effect aroused a series of
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theoretical generalizations under various physical contexts. First, we analyze the brick-wall lattice, which can
be considered a distorted honeycomb lattice [105]. In this geometry, we consider the following Hamiltonian:

H=71) 88 +12Y 8 8;+D > vwa-SixSy—A Y (5~ A (57)° (97)

(1,9) (1,9) ((i,47)) i J

where i denotes a site in sublattice A, and j in the sublattice B. As shown in Figure [[Q] we have ex-
change interactions J; and Jo between sites A and B in a “wall of bricks” pattern. The arrows show the
Dzyaloshinskii—-Moriya interaction between sites AA and BB. We extend the model by considering different
on-site anisotropies A; and As. In an experimental setup, that can be brought about by placing the sample
on a substrate or heterostructure, thereby producing a local environment of the atoms that differ for the two
sublattices. In this case, the non-magnetic atoms (which are responsible for A; # Ay # 0) break the effective
time-reversal symmetry [106].

Figure 10: The AF brick-wall lattice described by Hamiltonian (@T7]). The arrows represent DM interactions
between NNN.

As before, we set the spacing of each sublattice equal to 1, and take the directions X and y along the diagonal
axes of the two sublattices.
Following the same procedure as in the case of the Union Jack lattice, we get:

=2 “; P |afax + axal + blbi + bid] | +
k
+ ngsZ [71: (arb_i + b_rar) + Y (albtk + bikazﬂ (98)
k
Hgsra =3 (25 -1) ; [Al (a,iak + akaz) + Ay (bLbk + bkbz)] (99)
Hpy =2SD ;mk [(alak + aka;fc) — (b;‘cbk + bkbL)} (100)

where
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Figure 11: Degenerate energy bands of the AF brick-wall lattice (a) in the Brillouin zone (white square) and
=Ji=A=Ay=a=1,and D =0.2. The

(b) between the high symmetry points. Theory parameters are S = J;
= Aj.

bands are degenerate for A;

01:%, Vi = O + iy,

O = 112 [(24—(1) cos <k2 ) cos <k2—y) + asin <k2 ) sin (l; )}

€p = —% [(2 — a) cos <%> sin <k2—y> + assin < ) cos <7y>]

my = 1 (sink, —sinky). (101)
Note that my = —m_j. We have now the Hamiltonian in Eq. (63]) with parameters

23



- (2;O‘> J1S + 28 Dmy, + %Al 25-1)

o = (2;O‘> J1S — 28 Dmy, + %Az (28 -1)

e = S 1S5y

o _ngsak (102)

The imaginary part of a Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian is represented by hyx (Eq. (64)). From the
equations above, we see that hy, o e, = Im (7). We also show in Appendix B that h,, # 0 is a necessary
condition for the Berry curvature to be non-zero. Hence, the complex lattice structure factor «y; is responsible
for the non-zero Berry curvature in this system.

Another feature of this system is that the Berry curvature is independent of the DMI. Retrieving the
definitions f = hy, + ihy, and w = \/r? — |f]?, from Eq. (B3] we can see that the Berry curvature ultimately
depends on hy, hy and . As r is defined as r = (11 +r2)/2, from Eqs. ([I02)) it is clear that neither h,, hy or r
carry the DMI parameter (D cancels out in 7). Hence, the Berry curvature does not depend on D. This result
was also found for the AF honeycomb lattice [49,[68H70].

The energy spectrum of the system is given by Eqgs. (76]) with

w(k) = \/r2 = |fI*

A(k) = i (A — As) (25 — 1) + 28 Dy (103)

Let us first consider the case A; = A;. We have A(—k) = —A(k), which means wg(k) = w(=k) — A(=k) =
w(k) + A(k) = wa(k), and the bands are totally degenerate (Figure [[1]). This degeneracy is responsible for a
pure spin Nernst effect of magnons, when a thermal gradient generates a transverse spin current without a net
heat flow. This will be shown below.

Whereas the spin Hall and thermal Hall conductivities rely on ETRS breaking, the spin Nernst effect does
not [70], and can exist even when the symmetry is present. Suppose the system shows ETRS. As we have seen,
this implies Q* (—k) = —Q* (k). In Appendix B we show that, Q7 (k) = Q% (~k). These two properties imply
08 (k) = —Q° (k), i.e., the bands have Berry curvatures of opposite sign. Degenerate bands with opposite Berry
curvatures was also predicted for the honeycomb AF lattice in Ref. [69]. However, we note that in Ref. [70] it
is mentioned that there is another basis convention that leads to non-degenerate bands and same-sign Berry
curvatures. This does not impact the results in transport coeflicients.

Considering the band degeneracy, the integrals in Egs. (89) and (@T]) can be developed as:

[ [remng + s)og] = [ @ [rwr) - 1) og =0 (104)

The same does not occur for ay,, as there is a subtraction in the integrand of Eq. (@0), instead of a
sum. Phenomenologically, that is the case presented in Section 2, where a thermal gradient 9,7 drives the two
magnon modes in opposite transverse directions with the same intensity, making g, = 0 and o,y # 0. That
is a magnonic equivalent of the quantum spin Hall effect of electrons. We call that phenomenon a pure spin
Nernst effect of magnons, when a temperature gradient generates a spin current without heat flow. A field
gradient 0, B, on the other hand, drives the two magnon modes in the same direction with the same intensity,
so the spin current vanishes, o, = 0, while a heat current is present.

In the less strict case A; # As, the bands are not degenerate. Effective time-reversal symmetry is broken
and all three transport coefficients can be non-null.

This brick-wall lattice is an example of the case discussed in Section 2 where the presence of an electric field
(represented here by the DM term) is responsible for transverse transport of magnetic particles. This lattice
has been proposed to describe the high-temperature superconductor BasCuQOs.s [107].
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9 Results

9.1 Union Jack lattice

We now show the results of transversal transport for the antiferromagnetic Union Jack lattice, presented in
Section 5. The results for energy dispersion for a variety of different parameters were already shown and discussed
in the previous section. We set the parameters so that the Néel order is preserved, the Berry curvature is well-
behaved, and the transport coefficients are non-null. The Berry curvature for typical parameters is represented
in Figure We see that the Berry curvature has the property Q (k) = Q (—k), which comes from the space
inversion symmetry of the magnetic lattice (this symmetry also gives rise to the property wq g (k) = wq g (—k)).
For this system, ETRS is broken, but the Chern number is still zero:

6
0.01
0

2
-0.01

4

-6

-6 4 2 0 2 4 6

Figure 12: Berry curvature of AF Union Jack lattice magnon bands. Both bands have the same Berry curvature
(see discussion in Appendix B). The parameters are S =J; = A =1, Jo, = D = 0.2, and A = @ = 1.1, which
corresponds to the LSW bands in Figure [T (solid red lines). The solid square is the Brillouin zone.

N

N

o

2
Cop = / Cé—:Q(k) —0 (105)

That happens for every combination of Hamiltonian parameters, meaning the system is always topologically
trivial and does not present protected edge states. That, however, does not necessarily means the transport
coefficients are null, as the integrands in Eqgs. (89)-(@1) are weighted by functions of the energies f(waq,g(k)).
The in-plane anisotropy « # 1 generates an energetic imbalance between bands so that the integrals are found
to be non-null. Although they are non-null, it is known that the transport coefficients for systems with C' = 0
are much smaller compared to the cases where C' # 0 [25].

To have a non-null Berry curvature, we need an imaginary term in the Hamiltonian (h, # 0). As h, comes
from the DM interaction, we need D # 0: the DMI is crucial for a non-zero Berry curvature for the Union
Jack lattice. That contrasts with systems where the DM interaction happens between sites of the same type (i.
e., AA and BB) and contributes with a real term in the Hamiltonian, as it is the case of the honeycomb and
brick-wall lattices. Also, we need A # 0 and S # 1/2 for non-zero energy in both bands gap, preventing the
magnon occupation number (and the Berry curvature) from diverging when T > 0.

First, we present results for transport coefficients using the linear spin wave formalism (LSW). In all plots,
we set h = kp = 1, so the units of the transport coefficients are the constants in front of the integrals in Egs.
®I0OI). In Figure [3(a) we show the spin Hall conductivity o, as a function of T for § = J; = A =1,
Jo = 0.2, A = o = 1.1 and three values of D. At T = 0, 0,y (and all other transport coefficients) vanishes
due to the absence of magnon excitations. Magnons are thermally excited as the temperature increases, and
the transport coefficients become finite. In Figures [3[(b) and [I3(c) we present the Nernst coefficient and
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Figure 13: Transport coefficients of the AF Union Jack lattice for D = 0.1 (blue), D = 0.2 (red) and D = 0.3
(black). The other theory parameters are S = J; = A =1, J, =0.2, A = a = 1.1. (a) Spin Hall conductivity.
(b) Spin Nernst coefficient. (¢) Thermal Hall conductivity over T.

thermal Hall conductivity versus temperature for the same values of parameters. Focusing in the thermal Hall
conductivity kg, versus T, the behavior of the curve resembles several other magnetic systems, like the FM and
non-collinear AFM honeycomb lattice [4849], AFM checkerboard lattice [87], and FM kagome lattice, both in
theoretical [72] and experimental [73] studies. For some systems, the sign of x,, can change with the choice of
parameters (like in the Kitaev model [74]). In others, the curve kg, versus T' can show peaks or valleys and
even change sign with the temperature increase [40,[63]. This behavior was not observed in the AFM Union
Jack lattice, where the curve k., versus T is monotonic and asymptotic.

As we can see, all transport coefficients increase with D. If J, = 0 or a = 1, a symmetry of the energy bands
wa,3(k) (namely, a rotation of the energy functions by 90°) makes all coeflicients vanish identically. If Jo # 0
and a # 1, this symmetry is broken by an energetic inequivalence (mainly in the lower band, see Figure [l of
the axes k, and k,. That generates transverse transport. The effect of the off-plane exchange anisotropy A is
only quantitative: transverse transport exists even when A = 1. Also, we can see that the high-temperature
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Figure 14: Effects of the MSW in the Union Jack lattice transport coefficients. (a) Spin Hall conductivity, (b)
spin Nernst coefficient and (c) thermal Hall conductivity over T for the LSW (black) and MSW (dashed red)
when anharmonic terms are included with a mean-field approach. The theory parameters are S = J; = A =1,
Jo=D=02 A=a=1.1.

behavior of the coefficients is in accordance to Egs. ([@0): oy, and kg, have asymptotic behavior, while oy, is
proportional to T'.

Now, we consider the effect of anharmonic contributions using a modified spin wave theory, as mentioned
in Section 5. In the linear spin wave treatment, the temperature dependence of the transport coefficients
comes only from the Bose-Einstein distribution nz’ﬁ , the energy bands and Berry curvature being independent
of temperature. In the self-consistent MSW theory, we partly include the effects of finite 7' and quantum
fluctuations with a mean-field approach. We present the calculations in Appendix A. The corrections make
the energy dispersion and Berry curvature temperature-dependent, correcting the transport coefficients for each
temperature. In Figure[I4] we present the results for MSW. The parameters are S = J; = A=1, Jo = D = 0.2,
A = a = 1.1. The self-consistent corrections lower the energy bands (see Figure [, raising the magnon
population for a given temperature and increasing all transport coefficients. That happens until we reach a
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temperature Ty (= 0.456 for the chosen parameters), where no self-consistent solution is found anymore. At
this point, the magnetization vanishes (see Figure [d) signaling a transition to a disordered phase.

N

0.001

EO

-0.001

N

o

A

Figure 15: Berry curvature of band « for the AF brick-wall lattice (the band structure is shown in Figure [[T]).
The parameters are S = J; = A; = As = a =1 and D = 0.2. The band 8 has Berry curvature of opposite sign
(Qp(k) = —Qq(k)), as discussed in Appendix B.

.

Figure 16: The pure spin Nernst effect of magnons, when different magnons are deflected on opposite directions
with the same intensity, so it shows a spin current with no net heat flow.

9.2 Brick-wall lattice

We turn to the antiferromagnetic brick-wall lattice, firstly analyzing the case where A; = As, when the bands are
degenerate. Without DMI (D = 0) the bands present even parity: wg(k) = wq(k) = wa(—k). The Hamiltonian
H = Hj; + Hgya is invariant under the effective time-reversal symmetry 7Tc,, as shown in Section 6. The
presence of an ETRS results in an odd Berry curvature Q (k) = —Q (—k). Just like the case of the honeycomb
lattice [6970], a nonzero Berry curvature develops even without the DM interaction, but all transport coefficients
are null. This non-zero Berry curvature also means that H; must break the inversion symmetry. If we now
introduce the DM interaction, the ETRS is broken in the Hamiltonian, but that does not affect the eigenstates.
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Figure 18: (a) Energy bands and (b-d) transport coefficients of the AF brick-wall lattice when A; # Aj. The
parameters are S =J; =a = A; =1, A, = 0.8, and D = 0.2. All three coefficients are non-null.

The Berry curvature is unaffected and holds the odd parity (Figure [[3). In a certain way, we can say that
the ETRS is still present in the eigenstates of the system. As in the QSHE for electrons (mentioned in the
Introduction), ETRS implies C' = 0, and we have edge modes protected by the effective time-reversal symmetry.
ETRS can protect gapped band topology and is associated with a two-valued or Zs topological index [108]. For
D # 0, we have 05y = Kzy = 0 and oy, 7# 0, as discussed in Section 8. That happens even in the case of
anisotropic exchange, when o = Jy/J1 # 1. The anisotropy « only changes quantitatively the spin Nernst
coefficient.

In other words: when A; = Az and D = 0, the bands are totally degenerate and even, but €2 (k) is odd.
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Thus, all transport coefficients vanish. A non-null D breaks the even parity of the bands. In the presence of
a temperature gradient 0,7, the effect of the DM term is opposite for the two modes, driving the up/down
magnons in opposite transverse directions with the same intensity. The transverse thermal current vanishes
identically, but we have a net spin current (kz, = 0 and agy # 0). This is the pure spin Nernst effect of
magnouns (Figure[I6). When subjected to a magnetic field gradient 9, B, both magnon modes are driven to the
same transverse direction with the same intensity, generating a heat current with no net spin current (o, = 0).

The results for the spin Nernst coefficient as a function of temperature are shown in Figure [l The
parameters are S = J; = A1 = Ay = o = 1, and three different values of D. We can see that «, increases with
D, and has an asymptotic behavior in the high-temperature limit, as predicted.

All three transport coefficients are non-null for the general case A; # As. When subjected to a thermal
gradient, up/down magnons are driven in opposite directions, but now with different intensities. The system
shows non-null thermal and spin currents. The same can be said about the response to a magnetic field gradient,
except now the magnons flow in the same direction. We show the results for this case in Figure

10 Conclusions

In summary, we discussed magnon transport in antiferromagnetic topological insulators. We treated the an-
tiferromagnetic Union Jack and the brick-wall lattices as examples, but the methods discussed here could be
applied to several other lattices, such as the staggered and zig-zag square lattices [104].

Regarding the AF Union Jack lattice, we studied the band structure behavior for several parameters. The
DMI generates a Berry curvature. It is an even function Q(k) = Q(—k) and identical for the two magnons.
The bands are not degenerate, resulting in non-zero transport coefficients. Including magnon-magnon interac-
tions with a mean-field approach lowers the energy bands, raising the thermal population. As a consequence,
transverse transport is intensified.

Turning to the AF brick-wall lattice, the system presents degenerate bands with opposite Berry curvature.
The Berry curvature is an odd function (Q(k) = —(—k)), is independent of the DMI and relies on a complex
structure factor. The system can present a pure spin Nernst effect, where o, # 0 and 0,y = kzy = 0. This effect
is protected by an effective time-reversal symmetry, which can be broken by different single-ion anisotropies for
the two sublattices. In this case the bands split, and all three transport coefficients are non-null.

We have shown that there is a fundamental difference in the microscopic origin of the spin Nernst effect on
the two lattices. Although the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI) is an essential tool in both cases, it
plays an entirely different role at the microscopic level. For example, the DMI induces a nonzero Berry curvature
in the Union Jack lattice but not in the brick-wall lattice.

As far as we know, up to now, there are no real systems described by the Union Jack lattice. However,
Wioland et al [109] found that lattices of hydrodynamically coupled bacterial vortices can spontaneously organize
into distinct patterns characterized by ferro and antiferromagnetic order in a Union Jack lattice. They also
found the existence of geometry-induced edge currents reminiscent of those in the quantum Hall effect. The
Union Jack lattice could also be realized in optical lattices where synthetic DM interaction can be generated
using laser beams [I10]. In the next step, we intend to study the dynamics of the model following Refs. [TTTI[112].
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Appendix A Modified Spin Wave (MISW) approach

To calculate the effect of the lowest-order anharmonic contributions to the Union Jack lattice, presented in
Section 5, we start with the Holstein-Primakoff transformation written up to four operator terms:

T a, Tala
S =28 <ai_ aiféaz>’ S7 =28 <GI— %)7 Sz = S—ala; (A1)

on a sublattice A and
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bibib;
%’), S: = —S+blb; (A.2)

s = vas (v - D) s _ s (s,
i~ 0T T4s | %8 T i

on sublattice B. Taking (A.J)) and (A.2) into Hamiltonian (5I)) we find, neglecting all constant terms:

H=H{+ Hy+ Hpy + Hgra (A3)

where

=218y (afai +blb; + aiby + oo ) +
(3.3

J
- Il (azb bjb; + a; alalb + ajb;b;b —|—a a; ale + 4a; aleb ) (A.4)
(1,9)
=95 Z JQ,ij [aia; + CLICLJ' - A (G;{&i + a;aj)} +
((i,3))
1
-7 Z Jo.ij (aia alaj + a azaza + aT Ta]aj + ajazaiaj — 4)\azaia;aj> (A.5)
((,9))
HDM =1DS Z Vij (aibj - ajbj) +
(l)j>
—|—z— Z Vij (—aib;bjb a; azalb + ajb;b;b + a a) aZbT> (A.6)
(i,7)

Hsra =248 [ Y afa; + 3 blby | — A alaala; + " vloblh;

i€cA jeB icA jeB
A(25-1) Za a1—|—ZbTb - Za aalal—FZbTbTbb (A7)
i€A jeB i€A jeB
1 T ToT

where, in the STA term, we have used a a;ala; = ala; + ala)a;a; (and similarly for the b; operatores) to
normal order the quartic terms.

Considering only the quadratic terms on the expressions above, we obtain the linear spin wave theory
(LSW) exposed in the main text. We include the quartic terms to consider the interactions between magnons
and perform a mean-field decoupling to obtain an effective quadratic Hamiltonian (modified spin theory, MSW).
We use the well-known relation between quantum operators (ignoring the zeroth-order terms (AB) (C' D) which
only add a global constant energy to the spectrum):

ABCD = (AB)CD + AB(CD) + (AC) BD + AC (BD) + (AD) BC + AD (BC) (A.8)

The only non-null mean-field terms are <a;faj>, <b1bj>, (a;bj), (b;a;) and their complex conjugates (see

discussion in the end of this Appendix). For instante, the first quartic term in H; decouples as:

aibfbib; =2 (blb; ) aib; + 2 {aib) bip (A.9)

We rename the mean-field terms as

. g6 = <aa}> (A.10)
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Noting that g3 and g4 can be complex, we can also write:

g3 = G1+1Ga, g4 =G1—iGo,
= g3+ 94 =2G1, g3—ga=2Go (A.11)

With these definitions, we write

-nsy (a a; + blb; + agb; + aTbT) -0y [(92 +G1)ala; + (g1 + G1) bl + (A.12)
(i.3) (i-3)

N <91 +o Gl) (aiby + alb}) = iGa (aib; - a}bj)]

2

Hy =S Z J2.ij [aia; + ajaj - A (ajai + a}aj)} Z J2.ij [(95 + g6 )\gl) (ajai + a;aj) + (A.13)
((3,9)) ((i

+91 (aTa] +a;a ) - (gga a; + gsa;a T)} (A.14)

HDM =¢DS Z Vij (aibj — ajbj) + D Z Vij |:G2 (ajai + b;bj) — % (gl + gg) (azb — aTbT>:|
(i,5) (4,5)

Hsia=A@2S—-1) [ > ala;+> blb; | =44 (> gralai + > gablb; (A.15)
icA jeB icA jeB
Evaluating:
Hi+ Hpy = Z {[Jl (S — g2 — Gl) + V»L'jDGQ] a'irai + [Jl (S — g1 — Gl) + V»L'jDGQ] b;bj—l- (Alﬁ)
(1,9)
+ ) +
+ Jl (S — % — Gl) (aibj + ajbj) +1 |:J1G2 + I/ijD (S — %)] (aibj — aIbD}
Z Ja.ij [( M —A(S - gl)) (a;-fai + a;aj) + (A.17)
((2,3))
+(S—gq1) (a a; + a;a ) + A ( Gajaj —i—gmm})}
Hsra=A[(25 —1) —4g1] > ala; + A[(25 — 1) — 4] > _ blb; (A.18)
icA jeB

Let I'; be new parameters defined as:

rl_g_<w+gl)

2

FQZ(S_Gl_QQ)

=S -G1—q1)
r,=59 g1 -592

+
Is 95296 )\(S—gl)
(25-1) —4g

F7 = (25 — 1) — 492 (Alg)
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We can rewrite the Hamiltonian in terms of eight temperature-dependent parameters: T'; and G2 (not all
linearly independent). Fourier transforming and symmetrizing the operators, we get:

Hy+Hpy =2 Z [(J1F2 + m DG>) (Gzak + akal) + (J1iT's + mi DG2) (bzbk + bka +
%

+ 1l (akbfk +b_rar + aLbT_k + bT_kaL) +

+ i (1 Ga + i D) (axb—p + by, — afbl, — b1 al )] (A.20)
Hy = Js Z {Ts[(a+1) —2Ane] +2m;, (1 = A*) T3+ Ty —T1)} (azak + akaL) (A.21)
%
A
Hgra = B Z |:F6 (azak + aka};) +I'y (bLbk + bkbli)} (A.22)
%

We have, then, a renormalized Hamiltonian matrix

sz(]\gk ME), Mk=<’}1 é) (A.23)

with temperature-dependent parameters:

A
rMSW) = 9 (JTy + my DGs) + Ja {Ts[(a+1) —2\mp] +2mk (1 = A?) (T3 + Ty = T1)} + Erﬁ

A
réMSW) =2(Jil's + mipDG2) + 51—‘7

RMSW) = 24, 11T
RMSW) = 2 (14 J1G2 + mix DTy) (A.24)

To obtain temperature-dependent expressions for the mean-field parameters I'; (or equivalently, g;), we

Fourier transform the thermal averages <a1aj>, <b1bj>, (a;b;) and (b;a;), and make a change of basis using

Vi = Thepk (A.25)

with 1/)}; = ( a,i b_p a_p bL ) being the original basis, and @L = ( 0‘11 Bk a_g [3;2 ) being a new
basis. The matrix T} is given by Eq. (7). As mentioned before, in a particle-hole Hamiltonian, the Hilbert
space is duplicated, so we can find an irreducible 2 x 2 representation for the transformation above:

( bi ) - ( S > ( [i’; ) (A.26)

The thermal averages, after a change of basis, can be written in terms of the parameters v and v and the
occupation number of the bands nZ’ﬁ . For instance:

()= 2 (o) = 23 o o o)
k

<b}bi> _2 <b,1bk> - %Z [|v|2 (1+ng) + |u|2nf} (A.27)
k k

ny = <a£ak> = [exp (E,f/kBT) — 1]71

(A.28)

3
>~ >Q
Il
S
=@
=+
@
o
~_—
Il
o
e
ol
—~
S|
0
~
T
o]
~
~—
|
=
|
—

33



are the Bose-Einstein distributions. The terms <a2ak and <ﬁ};ﬁk> are the only thermal averages in the

new basis that are not zero. To illustrate that, let’s consider a term of the form
1 Py
{anfr) =~ zﬂ:e B (n| aB-r In) (A.29)

The matrix element (n|agS_k |n) is an overlap of the state S_ |n) and az |n). Both states are eigenstates
of Hy, but as they do not have identical sets of occupation numbers of @ and 8 bosons, their overlap is zero.

Hence (o B_r) and its complex conjugate are zero. This occurs for every other thermal average, except <a£a;€>

and <ﬂ,iﬂk>.
Performing the procedure detailed above, we obtain temperature-dependent expressions for the g; and G;
parameters:

g1 = %z [lufng + fof? (1407

= Z [lul* nf + ol (14 ng)]

g5 = = e [Jul g + ol (14 0f)]
k

9o= 2 Sk [lul® (L4 ) +[ofnf]
k

2 [0}
Gy z—N;%xv (1—i—n,C —i—nf)

Go % Z*yk Y (1 +ng 4+ ng) (A.30)
k

where we defined u = x + ¢y. The sublattice (staggered) magnetization is given by

m=.25— <a al> :S—%Z {|u|2nz‘+|v|2 (1+nf)} (A.31)
k

The temperature dependence comes from the Bose-Einstein factors. In the continuum limit, the summation
becomes an integral over the Brillouin zone:

d’k
SO B/Z G # (A3

For each temperature, we can obtain the I'; factors self-consistently from the Eqs. (A30) and Eqs. (A19).
These terms renormalize the Hamiltonian.

In summary, the effective Hamiltonian becomes temperature-dependent when we include quartic terms
through a mean-field decoupling. For each temperature, coefficients I'; that renormalize the Hamiltonian pa-
rameters can be obtained self-consistently through (A.19) and (A.30). All the equations in Section 5 remain
the same, but with the renormalized parameters 71, r2 and f, following Eqs. (A-24]).

Appendix B Berry curvature of a Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamilto-
nian
We start with the Berry curvature given by Eq. {8)) [25]:

k) = iZEW
nz

o1} Ty,
ok, ”ak

(B.1)
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The matrices n and T}, are block diagonal:

1 0 0 0
o -1 0 0| [o. O
1o o -1 0| \o —0o
0 0 0 1
up  —Ug 0 0
I A 17 0 0 [ Ts O
Lo=1 o 0o —v*, _<0 Ts )’
0 0 —v_p u’,

so we can perform a block multiplication:
ATl  ar,
T} om, [ o:grroxgi 0

o = :
ok ok oTy 9Tg
12 v O Uzmazm

The expression for the Berry curvature can be reduced to 2x2 representation

ort . oar
(n) — a,B o,
Qi (k) zgaw <0Z ok, 0y ok,

(B.2)

(B.4)

(B.5)

where we can choose the o or 8 sector. We focus on the particle states, remembering that for the a-sector,
it corresponds to the first column of T,, (n = 1), and for the S-sector, to the second column of T (n = 2).

Focusing on the a-sector first, we have:

o , oT! o1,
Qg, (k) =i Z Epv (Uz 8—k#Uz 3—/@) N (B.6)
nv
Using T, = ( u;j* _uvk ) (see Section 5), we have (we suppress the index k for clearer notation):
—vf A
du v ou* v
Oky = Oky Ok,  Oks ok,  Oky
oTt  oT, Ju Ou* dv Ov*
2o, | = — — B.7
[” ok, * Ok, ] . Ok, Ok, Ok, Ok, (B-7)
and we can write
ZE 8Tg¢ oT,, ou ou* ov ov* ou ou* ov ov*
vl oo =%0,— =" - |==5— -+
o a ok, ~ 0k, ), Oky Ok,  Oky Ok, Ok, Ok, Ok, Ok,
ou Ju* v 0v*
== - = - C.C. B.8
((%x Ok, Ok, (?k:y) (B-8)
The expression for the Berry curvature of the particle a state reduces to
ou du*  Ov Ov* Ou du*  Jv Ov*
QK)=i|l|l————7—|-CC|=i|2lm| ——%— — —
ey (k) =1 Kakw Ok, Ok, Bky> CO] ! { ' m<6kw Ok, Ok, aky)}
ou du* v Ov*
Q2 (k)=2Im| ——— — — B.
ey (1) o (61% ok, Ok, 8ky> (B-9)

v Ov*

Using u = €*® cosh (g) and v = (%)1/2 we get (Im - 5= = 0 because v is real):

2
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ou . el
_ ot Z
Oy [zcosh (8k ) sinh 5 ( )]
ou* i 00 6 (00
e | Z ==
ok, e [ icosh = <8k ) —sinh 5 \ % )} (B.10)

and using sinh (%) cosh (%) = % sinh 6 we finally get

00: 00, _ 00c 00y
Ok, Ok, Ok, Ok,

1.
Q5 (k) = — - sinh 0

> (B.11)

For the -sector, the initial expression is

8TT T,
5 B
QF =1 E Epv <UZ %, & (B.12)
22
And noting that Ts(k) = T (—k), it is easy to show that

1 Op_1 0_r Doy DOy,
B - _Z _
gy (k) = —5 sinh 6 ( ok, Ok, Ok, a/%)

(B.13)

The general relation between the Berry curvatures of the two bands is ng (k) = Qg, (=k). When these are
even functions (Q, (k) = Q3, (=k), as it is the case of the Union Jack lattice), both Berry curvatures have the
same sign: ng (k) = Qg (k). But when they are odd functions (2%, (k) = —Qg, (—k), as it is the case of the
brick-wall lattice) the Berry curvatures have opposite signs: qu (k) = -2, (k)

It is possible to show that the hole-states, which correspond to the second and third columns of Tk, have
opposite Berry curvature in the same band index as a consequence of particle-hole symmetry:

leghole) (k) = _legpartide) (k)
hole _ article
Q) (k) = —QEFerele (k) (B.14)

Evaluating Eq. (B.I1)) with the definitions in Section 4, we arrive at the expression:

w11 ohy, . Oh, oh, . h, or
Qﬂm‘ﬁwu&@%a‘%%ﬁhﬂ@ +%%> m%ﬂ

Ohy O\ (O DR O
@%y%%)MW%MMWJ N} (B.15)

and from this we can plot the Berry curvature of any system, knowing the Hamiltonian parameters h, hy
and r. We stress here that the imaginary part of the Hamiltonian comes from h,. From the expression above,
we see it is crucial that h, # 0 for a non-null Berry curvature. In other words: an imaginary term in the
Hamiltonian is necessary for the system to have a non-null Berry curvature.
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