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The stacking of intrinsically magnetic van der Waals materials provides a fertile platform to
explore tunable transport effects of magnons, presenting significant prospects for spintronic appli-
cations. The possibility of having topologically nontrivial magnons in these systems can further
expand the scope of exploration. In this work, we consider a bilayer system with intralayer fer-
romagnetic exchange and a weak interlayer antiferromagnetic exchange, and study the topological
magnon-polaron excitations induced by magnetoelastic couplings. Under an applied magnetic field,
the system features a metamagnetic transition, where the magnetic ground state changes from
antiparallel layers to parallel. We show that the metamagnetic transition is accompanied by a tran-
sition of the topological structure of the magnon polarons, which results in discernible changes in the
topology induced transport effects. The magnetic-field dependence of the thermal Hall conductivity
and spin Nernst coefficient is analyzed with linear response theories.

Intrinsic magnetism in van der Waals (vdW) materials
has opened new avenues to explore magnetic phenomena
in low dimensions [1–7]. Advances in this area have led
to a variety of platforms for studying quantum and topo-
logical aspects of magnetism. As magnon excitations in
vdW magnets are gathering increasing interest, one par-
ticular focus is their potential for exhibiting nontrivial
topology [8–10], with a few prominent material exam-
ples found in the transition metal trihalide family [11–15].
Topological magnons can lead to spin and heat transport
in the transverse channel [16–25], which can be harnessed
for spin current control and thermal management [26, 27].
Their magnetic nature and bosonic statistics offer high
tunability with magnetic field and temperature. [19, 28–
35].

In addition, magnon-phonon couplings, which com-
monly exist and can be significant in vdW magnets [36–
45], have been proposed as a route to induce nontriv-
ial topology in collinear magnets without relying on
anisotropic magnetic interactions [28, 29]. The corre-
sponding topological excitations are magnon polarons
with a hybridized magnon and phonon character. Recent
experimental results on thermal Hall effects in VI3 [15],
FePS3[46], FeCl2 [47], and Fe2Mo3O8 [48], for example,
have shown strong evidence of this mechanism.

Parallelly, the versatile stacking of vdW magnetic lay-
ers largely enriches their thermodynamic and transport
behaviors [49, 50]. One interesting and simple scenario is
the stacking of antiferromagnetically coupled ferromag-
netic layers, which is similar to synthetic antiferromag-
nets [51], whereas smaller and lighter devices are achiev-
able with atomically thin vdW magnets. The magnetic
properties of these systems can show a strong layer de-
pendence [52, 53]. Also, in contrast to the spin-flop tran-
sition in conventional antiferromagnets, a metamagnetic
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transition can be induced with a relatively low magnetic
field due to the weak interlayer coupling, where entire
layers antiparallel to the field are flipped, causing a dras-
tic change in the total magnetization. In the case of
FeCl2 [54, 55]. this transition is accompanied by an
abrupt sign change in the thermal Hall conductance [47].

To reveal the topological behavior of magnon polarons
and the associated transport properties of such a sys-
tem, we theoretically study a bilayer model, where two
ferromagnetic triangular-lattice layers are coupled with
a weak antiferromagnetic interaction [Fig. 1 (a)]. We
find that the metamagnetic phase transition triggers a
topological transition of the magnon-polaron bands. This
leads to a sign flip in thermal Hall conductance, but not
in the spin Nernst coefficient, which instead exhibits a
smooth sign change in the antiferromagnetic phase. The
topological transition in the magnon-polaron band struc-
ture across the critical magnetic field (Fig. 2) and the
qualitative field dependence of the transverse thermal
and spin transport (Fig. 3) constitute the main results

FIG. 1. (a) The triangular-lattice bilayer studied in this work.
Topological magnon polarons in the system can give rise to
thermal Hall and spin Nernst effects. The system features
a metamagnetic transition in an external field B, switching
from an antiparallel layered ground state to a parallel one.
(b) The first Brillouin zone, where a is the lattice constant.
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of this work. Our discussions can be generally applicable
in vdW magnets with similar magnetic structures and
magnon-phonon couplings.

We demonstrate our ideas with the example of a
triangular-lattice bilayer. As shown in Fig. 1 (a), the
stacking geometry has each atom located at the center
of a triangle in the other layer, as is typical in transi-
tion metal dihalides. The following model Hamiltonian
is considered:

H = Hm +He +Hme, (1)

which entails the magnetic, elastic, and magnetoelastic
terms.

The magnetic interactions involve an intralayer
nearest-neighbor ferromagnetic exchange J and an in-
terlayer nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic exchange J ′,
where 0 < J ′ ≪ J due to the vdW nature of the ma-
terial. In addition, the magnetic Hamiltonian includes
a an easy-axis anisotropy K > 0, and the Zeeman cou-
pling to an external magnetic field perpendicular to the
layer plane B=Bẑ. In the absence of the external field,
the Hamiltonian favors a Néel magnetic order along the
ẑ axis, consisting of two antiparallel layers, whereas the
spins within each layer are ferromagnetically aligned. As
the field along ẑ increases, the system features a meta-
magnetic spin-flip transition, where both layers become
aligned with the field. Since the antiferromagnetic inter-
layer coupling is weak, the spin-flip transition happens
at a relatively low critical field, hc= µBg∥Bc ∼ 3SJ ′ at
the zero temperature mean-field level, before the typical
spin-flop transition can happen.

At temperatures much lower than the Néel temper-
ature, the magnetic excitations can be described by
magnons via a Holstein-Primakoff transformation [56]
with respect to the ground state spin configurations. Un-
der small magnetic fields h < hc, the antiparallel ground
state has Si∈A = −Si∈B = Sẑ, where A and B denote
the upper and lower layer, respectively. We obtain the
magnon Hamiltonian in the momentum space:

HAP
m =

∑
k

ϵm+a†kak + ϵm− b†kbk +SJ ′γk

(
a†kb

†
−k + a−kbk

)
,

(2)
where the detailed expressions of ϵm± , Ck, γk, ak, bk are
given in the Supplementary Material.

Above the metagmagnetic transition field h > hc, the
bilayer ground state is parallel to Si∈A = Si∈B = Sẑ.
The magnon Hamiltonian is instead

HP
m =

∑
k

ϵm+

(
a†kak + b†kbk

)
+ J ′S

(
γka

†
kbk + γ∗

kakb
†
k

)
,

(3)

For the elastic part, we only consider the out-of-plane
displacement uz

i,k , as it couples to the magnon operators
in the lowest order in the magnon-phonon coupling, as

shown later,

He =
∑
k

∑
i=A,B

[
1

2M
pzi,kp

z
i,−k +

1

2
(λCk + 3λ′)uz

i,ku
z
i,−k

]
−
∑
k

1

2
λ′ (γkuz

A,−ku
z
B,k + γ∗

ku
z
A,ku

z
B,−k

)
,

(4)
where M is the atom mass, pzi,k = Mu̇z

i,k is the kinetic
momentum, λ is the bond stiffness for intralayer nearest
neighbors and λ′ for interlayer.
The phonons in the bilayer split into an acoustic

branch and an optical branch due to the interlayer bond
stiffness, which can still be sizable because the Coulom-
bic interactions between atoms are long-range [57], in
contrast to the fast decreasing magnetic exchange with
distance. The optical branch is thus gapped away from
the magnons, while the gapless acoustic branch can cross
through the magnon bands with a typically steeper dis-
persion.
The magnon-phonon interactions introduce a topo-

logically nontrivial hybridization at the crossing. We
discretize the symmetry-allowed magnetoelastic cou-
plings [58] on the triangular lattice, and consider the
terms linear in magnon operators [28, 29, 59]. In the
antiparallel phase, this leads to the magnon-phonon cou-
pling

HAP
me = κ

√
2S3/2

∑
k

[
(−ν1k + ν2k) a

†
kuA,k

+(ν1k + ν2k) b
†
kuB,k

]
+ h.c.,

(5)

where κ is the magnetoelastic coupling constant and ν1,2k
are provided in the Supplementary Material.
For the parallel bilayer, on the other hand, we have

HP
me = κ

√
2S3/2

∑
k

(−ν1k + ν2k)(a
†
kuA,k+b†kuB,k)+h.c..

(6)
The effect of these couplings is the most prominent as
a first-order perturbation at the degenerate point of a
magnon and a phonon, where they lift the band degen-
eracy and open a gap. We neglect the interlayer magne-
toelastic terms, which are much weaker and do not affect
our results qualitatively.
We proceed to analyze the band topology of the

magnon-polaron excitations in the antiparallel and
parallel phases. To treat the boson pairing terms
such as those in Eq. (2), we reform the total Hamilto-
nian (1) at the quadratic order in the Bogoliubov-de

Gennes (BdG) form H=(1/2)
∑

k ϕ
†
kHkϕk with the ba-

sis ϕk = (ak, bk, cA,k, cB,k, a
†
−k, b

†
−k, c

†
A,−k, c

†
B,−k)

T .
Here, we have taken the transformation
ui,k =

√
ℏ/2/(λM)−1/4(ci,k + c†i,−k) and pi,k =

−i(λM)1/4
√

ℏ/2 (ci,−k − c†i,k), i = A,B, such that

ci,k and c†i,k operators obey the bosonic commutation
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FIG. 2. Magnon-polaron bands and their topological structure. Berry curvatures (a)-(d) for the of the hybridized magnon-
phonon bands (e) in the antiparallel phase at field h = 0.12 meV, and in parallel phase (f)-(k) at h = 0.36 meV, where a small
staggered field ∆h is turned on to gap the lower crossing point. The bands are colored by the spin weight they carry. Berry
curvatures are plotted in the log scale L(Ωz

n(k)) = sign(Ωz
n) log(1 + |Ωz

n|). See the main text for the parameters used.

relation, which is then preserved in the diagonaliza-
tion using Colpa’s method [37, 60–64]. The resultant
eigenenergies En(k) and corresponding eigenvec-
tors |n,k⟩ are particle-hole symmetric and satisfy
the normalization condition with respect to matrix
g = diag{+1,+1,+1,+1,−1,−1,−1,−1},

⟨m,k|Hk|n,k⟩ = En(k)δnm and ⟨m,k|g|n,k⟩ = gnm.
(7)

As shown in Fig. 2 (e, f), in the antiparallel bilayer, the
magnetoelastic interaction hybridizes the two magnons
and the acoustic phonon and induces avoided crossings.
In the parallel bilayer, however, the degeneracy at the
crossing point remains between the lower magnon branch
and the acoustic phonon [65]. For the band topology
to be well defined, we introduce a small staggered mag-
netic field ∆h, which results in a difference in the magnon
chemical potential between the two layers. This breaks
the inversion symmetry and opens a gap. The limit of
∆h → 0 is taken in the later study of transport effects.

The topological nature of the bands is characterized
by the generalized Berry curvature of the BdG Hamilto-
nian [62, 63],

Ωz
n(k) = −

∑
m̸=n

2Im⟨n|vx|m⟩⟨m|vy|n⟩gnngmm

[gnnEn(k)− gmmEm(k)]2
, (8)

where v = ℏ−1∇kH. The results are shown in Fig. 2.
Integrating the Berry curvature over the first Brillouin
zone, we find the Chern numbers of the bands from low
to high energies are (1,−2, 1, 0) in the antiparallel phase,
and (−1, 0, 1, 0) in the parallel phase. Therefore, the
metamagnetic transition is accompanied by a topologi-
cal transition in this bilayer system.

Under certain approximations, the topological struc-
ture can be understood through a SU(3) formalism fol-
lowing Ref. [29, 66]. Though sz is no longer a good
quantum number in the presence of magnetoelastic cou-
plings, we can still gain some intuition by labeling it.
The structure of the Chern numbers is linked to the spin
label. In the antiparallel phase [Fig. 2 (a-e)], assuming
the magnetic field is moderately large to well separate

the two magnon modes, the Berry curvatures concen-
trate near the avoided crossings [29, 30]. We may asso-
ciate a (1,−1) structure with band 1 and 2 for the hy-
bridization between the acoustic phonon and the spin-up
magnon, and (−1, 1) to band 2 and 3 for the spin-down
case. Together, they result in the (1,−2, 1) distribution
among the three bands. In the parallel phase with only
spin-down magnons, we thus have (−1, 1) overlaying with
(−1, 1), yielding (−1, 0, 1).
In the rest of this work, we focus on the consequent

topological transport of heat and spin by performing
linear-response calculations in the BdG form. The non-
trivial topology of the hybridized magnon-phonon exci-
tations gives rise to thermal Hall and spin Nernst effects,
which refer to a transverse heat and spin current, re-
spectively, driven by a longitudinal temperature gradi-
ent. The thermal Hall conductance is given by [17, 18],

κT = −k2BT

ℏ

4∑
n=1

∫
d2kΩz

n(k)c2[ρn(k)], (9)

where c2(ρ) = (1+ρ) ln2[(1+ρ)/ρ]− ln2 ρ−2Li2(−ρ) and
ρn(k) = 1/ [exp(En(k)/kBT )− 1] is the Bose-Einstein
distribution. Only particle bands contribute to the sum-
mation. The spin Nernst coefficient

αS
xy = 2kB

4∑
n=1

∫
d2kΩs,z

n (k)c1[ρn(k)], (10)

where c1(ρ) = (1 + ρ) ln(1 + ρ)− ρ ln ρ, can be expressed
in terms of the generalized spin Berry curvature [21, 63]

Ωs,z
n (k) = −

∑
m̸=n

2Im⟨n|θx|m⟩⟨m|vy|n⟩gnngmm

[gnnEn(k)− gmmEm(k)]2
. (11)

Here, we have defined the spin current operator θ =
1
4 (s

zgv+vgsz) and the spin operator sz = −
∑

k(a
†
kak+

a−ka
†
−k) ± (b†kbk + b−kb

†
−k) (+ for the parallel case and

− for antiparallel).
For the quantitative calculations, we choose a set of

parameters in accordance with the vdW magnetic mate-
rial FeCl2, where Fe2+ ions have spin S = 1. The in-
tralayer exchange J = 0.6 meV and magnetic anisotropy
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K = 2 meV reproduce a magnon gap ∼ 2 meV and a
magnon bandwidth ∼ 5 meV, and the magnetoelastic
coupling strength κ̃ =

√
ℏS3/2κ(λM)1/4 = 0.18 meV

yields a energy splitting ∼ 0.3 meV at the magnon-
phonon crossing, as measured in neutron scattering [67–
69]. The interlayer exchange J ′ = 0.09 meV and g-factor
g∥ ∼ 4 are used, consistent with the metamagnetic crit-
ical field ∼ 104Gs [70]. For the elastic sector, we set
ℏ
√
λ/M = 3.8 meV for the acoustic phonon velocity to

be ∼ 2.1 km/s [71], and the ratio of bond stiffnesses
λ′/λ = 0.58 to be inversely proportional to the geomet-
ric distance.

Figure 3 shows the dependence of thermal Hall con-
ductance κT and the spin Nernst coefficient αS

xy on the
magnetic field at temperatures well below the Néel tem-
perature. As the bilayer undergoes the metamagnetic
transition, a sharp change in magnitude is observed in
both quantities. This is not surprising given the transi-
tion is first-order. There is a sudden shift of the ener-
gies and thus thermal occupation of the magnon-polaron
bands, in addition to the abrupt change of the topological
structure.

In the antiparallel phase, as the energy of the spin-
up band is lowered by the increasing field, it contributes
more to the thermally driven transport properties dic-
tated by the bosonic occupation. As the field increases
above the critical field of the metamagnetic transition,
only spin-down magnons are present, which split due to
the the interlayer interaction instead. Across the tran-
sition, the dominating topological feature in thermal ef-
fects therefore switches from the (1,−1) structure asso-
ciated with spin-up to the (−1, 1) structure associated
with spin-down, as discussed above. κT is only sensitive
to the band topology and thus flips sign, while αS

xy also
accounts for the spin and does not change sign. This
argument works more directly for the semiclassical ex-
pression [24, 72] of αS

xy, where the spin Berry curvature
is replaced by Berry curvature multiplying spin weight.
We have checked that the two give qualitatively consis-
tent results, although the latter becomes compromised in
the absence of spin conservation.

The spin conservation is completely invalidated when

FIG. 3. The external field h dependence of (a) the thermal
Hall conductance κT and (b) the Nernst spin coefficient αS

xy

at different temperatures.

FIG. 4. (a)-(d) The generalized spin Berry curvatures of band
1-4 and (e) the temperature dependence of the spin Nernst
coefficient in the antiparallel phase under a small magnetic
field h = 0.06meV, L(Ωs,z

n (k)) = sign(Ωs,z
n ) log(1 + |Ωs,z

n |).

the applied magnetic field is weak, such that the en-
ergy splitting between the unperturbed magnon modes
[Eq. (2)] is smaller than the magnetoelastic coupling,
i.e. the magnons are nearly degenerate everywhere in
the Brillouin zone. The effective range of the hybridiza-
tion involving both spin flavors is much extended [66]. As
shown in Figs. 4 (a-e), the spin Berry curvatures for the
two lower bands remain finite in the area far away from
the avoided crossings. Also, they exhibit sign changes
in different regions within one band, breaking spatial
rotational symmetry. The interplay between these fac-
tors and the thermal occupation lead to a smooth sign
change of αS

xy inside the antiparallel phase as a func-
tion of the magnetic field [Fig. 3 (b)] and temperature
[Fig. 4 (b)]. The spin Nernst effect does not require time-
reversal breaking and can grow very large in the zero field
limit according to Eq. (11), due to the near degeneracy
of band energies. In real materials, it is bounded by the
scattering events that limit the lifetime of the magnon
polarons.
We remark that our treatment is only valid at temper-

atures much below the Néel temperature. Temperature
dependence of the transition field, scattering and many-
body interacting effects [73, 74], disorder, magnetic do-
main wall, and other mesoscopic effects are not taken into
account. The thermal Hall conductance resulted from
our more detailed modeling of FeCl2 is consistent with
low-temperature experimental observations and theoret-
ical calculations in Ref. [47], but does not resolve the dis-
crepancies, consolidating the presence of other contribut-
ing mechanisms. First-principle calculations show that
atomically thin FeCl2 films have a half-metallic behav-
ior [75, 76]. The interplay between topological magnon
polarons and the itinerant electrons may play a role
in the transverse thermal transport [77]. Our results
also qualitatively apply to systems with more layers and
other vdW magnets with antiferromagnetically coupled
ferromagnetic layers, several examples available in the
MnBi2Te4(Bi2Te3)n family [53, 78–80] and transition-
metal trihalides [81–85]. It would be interesting to ob-
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serve a distinction in thermal Hall transport for even and
odd numbers of layers in the antiparallel phase.

Magnon-phonon couplings can also arise from the gen-
eral dependence of spin interactions on the bond length,
which is modulated by phonon modes, and typically
more effectively by displacements along the bond direc-
tion [23, 24, 32, 62, 86]. For a collinear magnetic ground
state, couplings linear in magnon operators, which rely
on breaking spin rotational symmetry, can be obtained by
expanding the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya or magnetic dipo-
lar interactions. Such effects can thus be significant in
systems with strong anisotropic spin interactions. In
our case, the magnetoelastic coupling [28–30, 37, 59, 66]
is reminiscent more of a single-ion magnetic anisotropy.
The out-of-plane orientation of the easy axis and the
magnon coupling with out-of-plane displacements both
comply with the lattice symmetry. Interestingly, a very
strong easy-axis anisotropy, as is the case of transi-
tion metal dihalides FeI2, can lead to bound excitations
of magnon pairs [87], which form a dispersive band of
quadrupolar nature below the magnon continuum. A hy-
bridization between phonon and these magnetic bound
states may also induce topological thermal transport ef-
fects in a similar fashion. Our work motivates further
study of magnon-polaron transport in vdW magnets.

See Supplemetal Material for the detailed derivation of
the BdG Hamiltonian and its full spectrum.
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Max Planck Institute for Physics of Complex Systems
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Condens. Matter 23, 116003 (2011).

[82] M. A. McGuire, H. Dixit, V. R. Cooper, and B. C. Sales,
Chem. Mater. 27, 612 (2015).

[83] M. A. McGuire, Crystals 7, 121 (2017).
[84] B. Huang, G. Clark, E. Navarro-Moratalla, D. R. Klein,

R. Cheng, K. L. Seyler, D. Zhong, E. Schmidgall, M. A.
McGuire, D. H. Cobden, et al., Nature 546, 270 (2017).

[85] X. Cai, T. Song, N. P. Wilson, G. Clark, M. He,
X. Zhang, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, W. Yao, D. Xiao,
et al., Nano Lett. 19, 3993 (2019).

[86] R. Takahashi and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
217205 (2016).

[87] X. Bai, S.-S. Zhang, Z. Dun, H. Zhang, Q. Huang,
H. Zhou, M. B. Stone, A. I. Kolesnikov, F. Ye, C. D.
Batista, et al., Nat. Phys. 17, 467 (2021).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.097401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abj310
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-021-00318-5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.2c02863
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.2c02944
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.2c02944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214452
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.3c00351
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.3c00351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.196701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.134437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L060404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aav4450
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202200186
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202200186
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0050-y
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0050-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.011003
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c05117
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c05117
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1657516
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1657516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.164.866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.164.866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.58.1098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.58.1098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.110.836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.107201
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(78)90160-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/20/005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/20/005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.174435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.024427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.125103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.5.2607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/7/11/019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/7/11/019
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(86)90761-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(86)90761-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1657520
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1657520
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(74)90783-2
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(74)90783-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214417
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c03050
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c03050
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c03050
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c03050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.144407
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-020-00291-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aax815
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13814-x
http://dx.doi.org/DOI 10.1088/0953-8984/23/11/116003
http://dx.doi.org/DOI 10.1088/0953-8984/23/11/116003
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/cm504242t
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.3390/cryst7050121
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22391
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.9b01317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217205
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-01110-1


7

Supplementary Material

In this supplementary material, we show the detailed derivation of the BdG Hamiltonian and the magnon-
polaron band structure (Fig. S1). We first express our Hamiltonian H = (1/2)

∑
k ϕ̃kH̃kϕ̃k in the basis ϕ̃k =

(ak, bk, a
†
−k, b

†
−k, cA,k, cB,k, c

†
A,−k, c

†
B,−k)

T . In this basis, the effective Hamiltonian H̃k writes,

H̃k =

(
Hm Hme

H†
me He

)
. (S1)

To derive the magnon Hamiltonian Hm, we begin with the magnetic sector Hm in the real space (Eq. 1),

Hm=−J
∑

⟨intra ij⟩

Si · Sj + J ′
∑

⟨inter ij⟩

Si · Sj −
K

2

∑
i

(Sz
i )

2 − h
∑
i

Sz
i . (S2)

where h = µBg∥B denotes the Zeeman energy with the Bohr magneton µB and the Landé g-factor g∥ along the
easy axis. By taking Holstein-Primakoff, we can obtain the magnon Hamiltonian in the momentum space. For the
antiparallel bilayer, we have,

HAP
m =


ϵm+ 0 0 SJ ′γk
0 ϵm− SJ ′γ∗

k 0
0 SJ ′γk ϵm+ 0

SJ ′γ∗
k 0 0 ϵm−

 , (S3)

where ϵm± = S(JCk + 3J ′ + K) ± h,Ck = 6 − 2 cos kxa − 4 cos(kxa/2) cos(
√
3kya/2), γk = exp(−i

√
3kya/3) +

2 cos(kxa/2) exp(i
√
3kya/6), and the bosonic operator a†k (b†k) creates a magnon excitation carrying spin down (up)

sz = −1(+1) in layer A (B). And for the parallel bilayer, the magnon Hamiltonian takes the form of,

HP
m =


ϵm+ SJ ′γk 0 0

SJ ′γ∗
k ϵm+ 0 0

0 0 ϵm+ SJ ′γk
0 0 SJ ′γ∗

k ϵm+

 . (S4)

where both a†k and b†k create a spin-down magnon with sz = −1.
In the real space, the elastic part is written as,

He=
1

2M

∑
i

(pzi )
2
+

λ

2

∑
⟨intra ij⟩

(
uz
i − uz

j

)2
+

λ′

2

∑
⟨inter ij⟩

(
uz
i − uz

j

)2
, (S5)

FIG. S1. The band structure of the magnon-polaron excitations for (a)-(c) the antiparallel bilayer under the external field
h = 0.12 meV, in the presence of the magnetoelastic coupling strength κ = 0.18 meV/Å, (d)-(f) the antiparallel bilayer with
h = 0.12 meV, κ = 0; (g)-(i) the parallel bilayer with h = 0.36 meV, κ = 0.18 meV/Å, and (j)-(l) for the parallel bilayer with
h = 0.36 meV, κ = 0. The color represents spin weight sz for each band at different momenta. We adopted the parameters
motivated by FeCl2, S = 1, J = 0.6 meV, K = 2.0 meV, ℏω0 = 3.8 meV, J ′ = 0.09 meV, and λ′/λ = 0.58.
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where uz
i denotes the out-of-plane displacement on site i. Fourier transform yields

He =
1

2

∑
k

(uA,k, uB,k, pA,k, pB,k)H̃e(uA,k, uB,k, pA,k, pB,k)
T , (S6)

with

H̃e =


λCk + 3λ′ −λ′γk 0 0
−λ′γ∗

k λCk + 3λ′ 0 0
0 0 1/M 0
0 0 0 1/M

 . (S7)

To obtain the BdG Hamiltonian with bosonic commutation relation, we introduce the following transform,

ui,k =
√
ℏ/2(λM)−1/4(ci,k + c†i,−k) pi,k = −i

√
ℏ/2(λM)1/4(ci,−k − c†i,k) (i = A,B). (S8)

Expressing the elastic sector in the bosonic basis yields,

He =
ℏ
2

√
λ

M


1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γk/λ −1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γk/λ

−λ′γ∗
k/λ 1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γ∗

k/λ −1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ
−1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γk/λ 1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γk/λ

−λ′γ∗
k/λ −1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ −λ′γ∗

k/λ 1 + Ck + 3λ′/λ

 . (S9)

Then we consider the symmetry-allowed magnetoelastic couplings [28, 29, 58, 59] on the triangular lattice,

Hme = κ
∑
i

∑
δ

Sz
i (Si · êδ)(uz

i − uz
i+δ), (S10)

where κ is the magnetoelastic coupling constant, δ iterates over the intralayer nearest neighbors of site i, and êδ is
the unit vector pointing along the bond. This term originates from spin-orbit coupling and breaks the conservation
of sz.

This magnetoelastic energy can also be expressed in ϕ̃k basis,

HAP
me = κ

√
S3ℏ(λM)−1/4


−ν1k + ν2k 0 −ν1k + ν2k 0

0 ν1k + ν2k 0 ν1k + ν2k
−ν1k − ν2k 0 −ν1k − ν2k 0

0 ν1k − ν2k 0 ν1k − ν2k

 , (S11)

and,

HP
me = κ

√
S3ℏ(λM)−1/4


−ν1k + ν2k 0 −ν1k + ν2k 0

0 −ν1k + ν2k 0 −ν1k + ν2k
−ν1k − ν2k 0 −ν1k − ν2k 0

0 −ν1k − ν2k 0 −ν1k − ν2k

 . (S12)

where ν1k = i sin kxa+ i sin(kxa/2) cos(
√
3kya/2), ν2k =

√
3 cos(kxa/2) sin(

√
3kya/2).

At the final step, we rearrange our original basis ϕ̃k into the canonical BdG basis ϕk =
(ak, bk, cA,k, cB,k, a

†
−k, b

†
−k, c

†
A,−k, c

†
B,−k)

T . To this end, we perform a global basis transformation,

Hk = P H̃kP
†, (S13)

with

P =


12×2 02×2 02×2 02×2

02×2 02×2 12×2 02×2

02×2 12×2 02×2 02×2

02×2 02×2 02×2 12×2

 .

In the calculation of the band topology, we have introduced a small staggered magnetic filed ∆h between two layers.
As shown in Fig. S2, in the non-interacting case (κ = 0), the staggered field alone cannot induce avoided crossings
between magnon and phonon branches.
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FIG. S2. The band structure of the magnon-polaron excitations in absence of the magnetoelastic coupling κ = 0 with staggered
field ∆h = 0.2h for (a)-(c) the antiparallel bilayer under the external field h = 0.12 meV, and (d)-(f) the parallel bilayer with
h = 0.36 meV; The color represents spin weight sz for each band. Same parameters are used as in Fig. S1

.
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