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Order-by-disorder, whereby fluctuations lift an accidental classical ground state degeneracy to stabilize a
subset of ordered states, is a recurrent and prominent theme in the field of frustrated magnetism where magnetic
moments, or spins, are subject to competing interactions. Thus far, such a phenomenon has been discussed in
systems where the quantum ground state is not a product state. In this circumstance, both thermal and quantum
fluctuations act to lift the accidental classical degeneracy, begging the question whether one mechanism of
order-by-disorder is possible without the other. In this paper, we present results exposing a novel route to order-
by-disorder, without quantum zero-point fluctuations, in a family of ferromagnetic Heisenberg materials with the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction as the leading perturbation. We prove that any colinear ferromagnetic
state is an exact eigenstate, even in the presence of the anisotropic DM interaction, while thermal fluctuations
give rise to a preference in the magnetization direction. Here, we present in detail an example of the pyrochlore
Heisenberg ferromagnet with DM interactions. Using both linear spin-wave theory and classical Monte Carlo
simulations, we find that the magnetization can spontaneously rotate at intermediate temperature(s) within the
colinear ferromagnetic phase when the DM interaction is large. Additionally, we find that in the large DM regime,
the ferromagnetic ground state becomes unstable within the framework of non-linear spin-wave theory. Our
results show that thermal order-by-disorder is possible even in the absence of quantum zero-point fluctuations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In correlated many-body systems with competing or frus-
trated interactions, thermal and quantum fluctuations may sup-
press the development of a symmetry-breaking transition to
long-range order down to extremely low temperatures and, in
some cases, completely prevent it [1–9]. This observation, how-
ever, does not mean that the presence of such fluctuations only
has the effect of undermining the development of long-range
ordered phases. Indeed, a contrary and at first sight seemingly
paradoxical scenario may arise where the long-range order can
be assisted by the presence of quantum or thermal fluctuations,
a phenomenon known as order-by-disorder (ObD) [10–12].
In this context, the study of frustrated magnetic systems has
proven to be fruitful ground in the study and realization of this
phenomenon, where competing exchange interactions result in
a set of “accidentally” degenerate ground-state configurations
at the classical level that are not protected by symmetries of the
Hamiltonian [13–15]. Thanks to the lack of any symmetry pro-
tecting this ground state degeneracy, the system becomes prone
to selecting a subset of configurations within the degenerate
manifold of classical ground states due to spin fluctuations.
These fluctuations can be both thermal (T > 0) or quantum
(T = 0) in origin. In the thermal case, a subset of the degener-
ate states are selected by maximizing the entropy associated
with fluctuating about the “selected” ordered magnetic moment
[16]. Conversely, the lifting of degeneracy at the quantum level
occurs as a result of perturbative corrections to the ground
state energy, relative to the classical model, from an inherently
semi-classical description of a quantum many-body system

∗ These authors contributed equally to the project.

[17] — the true ground state of the quantum model not having
a degeneracy to lift in the first place.

Despite the distinction between thermal and quantum fluctu-
ations, both of these routes to fluctuation-induced selection are
referred to colloquially as ObD [18–20]. Over the last several
decades, there has been a large body of theoretical work focus-
ing on models which exhibit thermal ObD [11, 15, 16, 18, 20–
26] and quantum ObD [12, 13, 19, 27–45]. In this context, it
has been commonplace in the literature to focus on a single
mechanism of fluctuations, either thermal or quantum. While
it is often the case that both quantum and thermal fluctuations
select the same configurations [14], these two mechanisms of
fluctuations may instead favor distinct long-range order, re-
sulting in an additional transition between two ordered states
at T < Tc, where Tc is the paramagnetic critical tempera-
ture [26, 46–49]. This implies that both thermal and quantum
fluctuations must be accounted for to obtain a comprehensive
understanding of the selected ordered phases at finite tempera-
ture. We note that the lifting of degeneracy due to quenched
random disorder can also be referred to as ObD [1, 14, 50–55].
This is, however, a distinct physical mechanism that is not
considered in this paper. While theoretical work is abundant
on ObD for specific spin models, there is only a handful of
real materials in which strong experimental signatures of ObD
exist. The most prominent examples of such an ObD selec-
tion have been compellingly demonstrated in the compounds
Er2Ti2O7 [38, 39, 56, 57], [58], CoTiO3 [59], Sr2Cu3O4Cl2
[60], Fe2Ca3 (GeO4)3 [61] and Yb2Ge2O7 [62].

To the best of our knowledge, all known examples of ObD
selection in magnetic systems thus far exhibit both quantum
(T = 0) and thermal (T > 0) ObD. Naturally, this leads to
a fundamental question surrounding our current framework
for understanding ObD: does the existence of thermal ObD
necessarily imply the existence of quantum ObD? That is, can
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we have one without the other? In the present work, we ad-
dress this question by studying the ferromagnetic pyrochlore
Heisenberg model with an additional anisotropic Dzyaloshin-
skii–Moriya (DM) interaction as the leading perturbation. In
particular, we present the completely worked out example of
ObD on the pyrochlore lattice with nearest-neighbor DM in-
teractions. For a wide range of parameters, the ground state
of this Hamiltonian is a uniform colinear ferromagnet with an
accidental O(3) degeneracy. We show that this system displays
a purely thermal ObD selection, while quantum ObD selec-
tion is absent at zero-temperature, implying that thermal ObD
can exist independently of quantum ObD in a magnetic quan-
tum material. We investigate how the ground state degeneracy
is lifted due to thermal fluctuations, using both classical and
quantum methods, to provide insight on the order parameter
selection at all temperatures within the ordered phase. The
results pertaining to this spin model therefore represents a first
realization of a system exhibiting ObD in the absence of zero-
point fluctuations. Additionally, we analyze the stability of the
ferromagnetic order in the quantum limit for an S = 1

2 system
using non-linear spin-wave theory, identifying a region of in-
stability of the ferromagnetic order which was first alluded to
in a very recent work [49]. While the results presented here are
specifically for the pyrochlore lattice, we propose that the same
qualitative effects should arise in any Heisenberg ferromagnet
with DM interactions as long as the sum of the DM vectors
along the bonds surrounding each site vanishes.

II. MODEL

We consider the Heisenberg and Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya
(DM) Hamiltonian on the pyrochlore lattice, described by the
Hamiltonian

H = −J
∑
⟨i, j⟩

Si · S j + D
∑
⟨i, j⟩

di j · (Si × S j), (1)

where ⟨i, j⟩ refers to the sum over all nearest-neighbor sites,
J > 0 is the ferromagnetic Heisenberg coupling [63], and {di j}

are the nearest-neighbor DM vectors determined by the Moriya
rules [64] and listed in Appendix A. This choice of the DM
vectors are referred to as being indirect (direct) [22] when
D > 0 (D < 0).

Classically, the ground states of this model are magnetically
ordered phases with q = 0 ordering wavevector [65], i.e. the
magnetic order is fully determined by a spin configuration of a
single tetrahedron. The classical ground state configurations
are determined by expressing Eq. (1) as a sum of single tetra-
hedra,H =

∑
⊠H

⊠, and then minimizing the resulting single-
tetrahedron Hamiltonian H⊠. The result of this calculation
is pictorially illustrated in Fig. 1, where three distinct sets of
classical spin configurations are identified: the “all-in-all-out”
antiferromagnetic states for D/J < −1, colinear ferromagnetic
configurations for −1 < D

J < 2, and the antiferromagnetic “Γ5”
configurations for D/J > 2 [22, 24, 49].

It is already known that the Γ5 region of the phase diagram
exhibits an accidental ground state degeneracy at the classical
level, parameterized by the global rotation group O(2) [65].

This continuous symmetry group is reduced by both thermal
and quantum fluctuations, resulting in six degenerate ordered
configurations that are related by local discrete rotation about
a local z axis [22, 24, 49]. Here, we point out that the ferro-
magnetic regime (−1 < D

J < 2) of Eq. (1) also exhibits and
accidental ground state degeneracy at the classical level when-
ever D , 0. Inspecting each term in Eq. (1), we see that the
Heisenberg exchange is completely isotropic, while the cross
product appearing in the DM interaction obviously vanishes
for any perfectly colinear configuration. This implies that the
different ferromagnetic ground states are related by rotations
in three-dimensional space, and can be parametrized by the
continuous rotation group O(3). This degeneracy of the clas-
sical ground state is accidental, as Eq. (1) has no continuous
symmetry [66]. Naively, one might expect this accidental de-
generacy to be lifted by both quantum and thermal fluctuations,
selecting a subset of the ferromagnetic configurations.

Physically, the DM interaction arises as the leading order ex-
change interaction generated by spin-orbit interactions [64, 67].
In general, the spin-orbit interaction can give rise to addi-
tional anisotropic exchange interactions which are typically
weaker than the DM interaction [64, 68]. In particular, for
the pyrochlore lattice, there are two additional symmetry-
allowed nearest-neighbor exchange couplings in the bilinear
spin Hamiltonian [69, 70]. These two couplings correspond to
a bond-dependent diagonal “Kitaev” interaction K [71], and
a symmetric off-diagonal “pseudo-dipolar” interaction Γ [72].
When spin-orbit coupling is one of the dominant energy scales,
these additional couplings cannot be ignored in general, as is
the case in the rare-earth pyrochlore magnets [73]. The ef-
fect of a small but nonzero Γ/J is to induce a finite canting
angle to the spins, leading to a non-colinear ferromagnetic
configuration [65].

In this paper, we only consider the Heisenberg and DM inter-
actions, while ignoring the remaining two symmetry-allowed
couplings. Indeed, this model was shown to display colinear
ferromagnetic order in both the classical and quantum sce-
narios [49], resulting in an accidental O(3) degeneracy in the
ground state manifold. From a material perspective, this model
is justified in the regime where spin-orbit interactions can be
treated perturbatively, in which case the isotropic Heisenberg
coupling is expected to be the dominant exchange interaction,
and the DM coupling is the leading order anisotropic exchange
[49, 64]. This situation is relevant to 3d transition metal ions,
where spin-orbit interactions are expected to be perturbatively
small. This model is of particular relevance for the ferromag-
netic materials Lu2V2O7 and Y2V2O7 which crystallize into a
pyrochlore lattice, with a magnetic V4+ ion (S = 1/2) located
at each lattice site [74–77]. Indeed, the realization of a colinear
ferromagnet in Lu2V2O7 is supported by thermal transport [78]
and inelastic neutron scattering measurements [79], as well as
density-functional theory calculations [68].

The remainder of this paper focuses on ObD in the ferromag-
netic regime of Eq. (1) which, to the best of our knowledge, has
not been explored previously. As discussed just above, the case
of “weak DM” (|D| < J) is motivated by material realizations
of this model in the context of transition metal pyrochlores.
However, out of theoretical interest, we nevertheless extend our
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FIG. 1: Classical ground state configurations of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), depicted on a single tetrahedron of the pyrochlore
lattice. The ground state configuration corresponds to colinear ferromagnet for −1 < D

J < 2, as well as the all-in-all-out and
Γ5 antiferromagnetic configurations for D

J < −1 and D
J > 2 respectively. The spheres and discs surrounding the spins illustrate

manifolds of degenerate spin configurations.

analysis to the entirety of the ferromagnetic phase as depicted
in Fig. 1. While we note that the region where |D| > J may
not have any particular relevance to real known materials at
the present time, it is of theoretical interest in the broader con-
text of a novel mechanism of ObD in the absence of quantum
fluctuations. In the following section, we discuss the methods
used to investigate ObD in the ferromagnetic regime of Eq. (1).
Note that throughout this paper, calculations are carried out in
units where ℏ = kB = 1.

III. METHODS

In the present work, we make use of a number of methods
to explore the selection mechanism of the global (bulk) mag-
netization per spin order parameter, denoted as m, of Eq.(1).
This section briefly discusses each of these methods and their
implementation.

A. Classical low-temperature expansion

For the classical version of Eq. (1), the low-temperature se-
lection of the magnetization direction as a function of the inter-
action parameter D/J can be analytically studied by producing
a classical low-temperature expansion (CLTE) describing the
thermal fluctuations about an ordered ground state configura-
tion. The thermal selection of a specific ground state config-
uration is then obtained by considering a solvable quadratic
effective theory in terms of the transverse fluctuations δnαi ,
where α = 1, 2 labels the two transverse directions. At low
temperatures, only small transverse displacements away from
the local spin direction take place, i.e. |δnαi | ≪ S . Under this

assumption, the spins take the form

Si ≃ δn1
i ê1 + δn2

i ê2 + S
1 − (δn1

i )2

2S 2 −
(δn2

i )2

2S 2

 m̂, (2)

where m̂ is the magnetization polarization, and ê1, ê2 form an
orthonormal triad with the ordering direction, i.e. êα · êα′ = δαα′
and m̂ = ê1 × ê2. Substituting Eq. (2) into the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) and keeping only the quadratic terms in δnαi results in
an effective quadratic theory

H
(m̂)
CLTE = S 2E0+

1
2

∑
q

3∑
µ,ν=0

2∑
α,β=1

δnαµ(−q)H(m̂)
αβ,µν(q)δnβν(q), (3)

where S 2E0 = −12JNS 2 is the classical ground state energy,
N is the number of FCC unit cells, µ, ν label the sublattice
structure, and

H(m̂)
αβ,µν(q) ≡6Jδαβδµν − 2Jδαβ

(
1 − δµν

)
cos

(
q · rµν

)
+ 2Ddµν · m̂(−1)α

(
1 − δαβ

) (
1 − δµν

)
cos

(
q · rµν

)
(4)

is the Hessian matrix that results from the second derivatives of
the classical energies of the fully polarized states with respect
to the transverse spin fluctuations. The entropy associated with
the fluctuations about a given polarized configuration m̂ is then
given by the expression [65]

Sm̂ = constant −
1
2

∑
q

ln
(
det H(m̂)(q)

)
. (5)

The thermal selection between the fully polarized states can be
exposed by maximizing the entropy in Eq. (5) with respect to
m̂.
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B. Classical Monte Carlo

The finite temperature properties of the ferromagnetic phase
of Eq. (1) are explored using classical Monte Carlo (MC) sim-
ulations. Simulations were carried out on a finite pyrochlore
lattice with 4L3 spins with L = 10 and periodic boundaries, us-
ing both Metropolis importance sampling and over-relaxation
updates [80–82], and averaged over 10 independent MC sim-
ulations. For each simulation, the system is initialized in a
random configuration at high temperature T > Tc, and then
gradually cooled down to the target temperature, thermaliz-
ing with 5 × 104 sweeps between each step in temperature.
Each of the thermodynamic observables measured is averaged
over 105 independent MC sweeps and then averaged over the
independent simulations.

For the colinear ferromagnetic phase, the onset of long-
range order is tracked by measuring the magnitude of the
magnetization per spin

m =
1

4N

∑
i

Si, (6)

where 4N is the number of spins in a system consisting of N
FCC unit cells. To investigate the evolution and selection of the
orientation of the magnetization as a function of temperature,
it is not enough to study the thermodynamic average of Eq. (6).
Indeed, a generic Ginzburg-Landau (GL) expansion of the free
energy for a system with cubic symmetry yields [83, 84]

F =
r
2
|m|2 +

u
4
|m|4 + v

(
m4

x + m4
y + m4

z

)
+
w

6
|m|6 + K

(
m2

xm2
ym

2
z

)
+ · · · (7)

where the coefficients {r, u, v, w,K} are temperature dependent.
The resulting terms can be broadly separated into isotropic
terms, i.e. those involving powers of the magnitude of |m| in
Eq. (7), which do not distinguish between different magnetiza-
tion orientations and the anisotropic terms, which do. While
the GL free energy in Eq. (7) is not necessarily valid away from
the critical temperature, it motivates the lowest order symmetry
allowed functions of the order parameter, which can distinguish
between different orientations of the order parameter. In our
MC simulations, we study the temperature evolution of the
average magnetization per spin ⟨|m|⟩, as well as the anisotropic
observables

M4 ≡ ⟨m4
x + m4

y + m4
z ⟩, (8)

δM4 ≡
3
2

(
⟨|m|4⟩ − M4

)
, (9)

M6 ≡ 27⟨m2
xm2
ym

2
z ⟩, (10)

where ⟨· · ·⟩ denotes thermal averaging, and the factors of 3/2
and 27 are added to normalize the values between 0 and 1.
We refer to the anisotropic terms defined in Eqs. (8-10) as
the cubic parameters. The values of the cubic parameters
for magnetization along various high symmetry directions are
listed in Table I. Note that throughout this work, we use the
notation ⟨hkl⟩ to denote the real space vector hx̂+kŷ+ l ẑ, along
with all other symmetry-related directions.

To further investigate the evolution of the total magnetization
vector, we sample the instantaneous magnetization direction
of the system m̂ =

∑
i Si/|

∑
i Si| along each Cartesian direction

2 × 104 times for a set of temperatures ranging from T ≤ Tc
to T ≪ Tc. The resulting distribution, p(m̂), is visualized
as a function of the polar and azimuthal angles, θ and ϕ, of
the global magnetization restricted to the first octant where
ϕ ∈ [0, π/2] and cos(θ) ∈ [0, 1]. Clustering of the total magne-
tization distribution about a given magnetization orientation is
therefore considered to be evidence for a thermal selection of
the corresponding magnetization direction.

C. Quantum spin waves

To investigate the putative thermal ObD selection in the
low temperature quantum version of Eq. (1), we perform a
Holstein-Primakoff spin wave expansion. In particular, spin
operators are recast as Holstein-Primakoff bosons [85]

S (m̂)
R,µ = S − a†R,µaR,µ,

S +R,µ = (2S − a†R,µaR,µ)
1/2aR,µ,

S −R,µ = a†R,µ(2S − a†R,µaR,µ)
1/2, (11)

where S (m̂)
R,µ = SR,µ · m̂ is the component of the spin operator

aligned along the global polarization axis m̂ of the ferromag-
netic configuration, and R is an FCC lattice vector. In this
picture, each boson is interpreted as a quantum of spin fluctu-
ation about the ordered ground state. Plugging this transfor-
mation into the spin Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) and expanding the
square root in powers of a†R,µaR,µ/2S yields a semi-classical
expansion

H =

∞∑
n=0

S 2−n/2H (m̂)
n , (12)

where each order of the expansion is now dependent on the
global polarization axis. Truncating at O(S ) gives the non-
interacting magnon Hamiltonian

H
(m̂)
QSW = S 2H

(m̂)
0 + S 3/2H

(m̂)
1 + SH (m̂)

2 . (13)

Note thatH (m̂)
1 = 0 whenever the spin configuration is classi-

cally metastable [17], in which case Eq. (13) simplifies

H
(m̂)
QSW =S (S + 1)E0+

+
S
2

∑
q

3∑
µ,ν=0

[
X(m̂)
µν (q)a†µ,qaν,q + X(m̂)

νµ (−q)aµ,−qa†ν,−q

]
,

(14)

where

X(m̂)
µν (q) = 6Jδµν − 2

(
J − iDdµν · m̂

)
(1 − δµν) cos

(
q · rµν

)
.

(15)
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FIG. 2: Diagrams contributing to the magnon self-energy at
O(S 0) in the Holstein-Primakoff expansion. At T = 0, only the
first diagram, connecting a pair of three-magnon interaction
vertices, has a non-zero contribution. The explicit evaluation
of these diagrams is discussed in Appendix C.

An appropriate unitary transformation of the magnon operators
aµ,q =

∑
α U(m̂)
µ,α (q)bα,q brings Eq. (14) to the diagonal form

H
(m̂)
QSW = S 2E0 + S E(m̂)

2 + S
∑

q

3∑
µ,ν=0

ω(m̂)
µ,q b†µ,qbµ,q, (16)

where ω(m̂)
µ,q is the magnon dispersion and

E(m̂)
2 = E0 +

1
2

∑
q

3∑
µ=0

ω(m̂)
µ,q , (17)

is the O(S ) correction to the ground state energy from quantum
zero-point fluctuations [17]. The free energy in linear spin-
wave theory is then calculated as

F (m̂) = S 2E0 + S E(m̂)
2 + T

∑
q

3∑
µ=0

ln
(
1 − e−Sω(m̂)

µ,q /T
)
. (18)

The selection of certain configurations over others is under-
stood at this level by minimizing Eq. (18) with respect to
the various classical ground state configurations. At T = 0,
this amounts to minimizing the zero-point energy in Eq. (17),
which is the typical approach taken to expose quantum ObD
[38, 56, 62, 65]. At nonzero temperature, the last term in
Eq. (18) must also be included, which may or may not select
the same configurations as the zero-point contribution [48].

D. Nonlinear spin waves

To analyze the stability of the ferromagnetic phase, we ex-
tend our spin wave theory to include magnon-magnon inter-
actions. Corrections to the linear spin-wave theory can be in-
cluded perturbatively using the leading order magnon-magnon
interactions in the 1/S expansion in Eq. (12), given by the
symmetrized three-magnon and four-magnon interaction terms
[86]

H
(m̂)
3 =

1

2!
√

N

∑
kq

∑
µνλ

[
Yµνλk,q (m̂)a†k,µa

†
q,νak+q,λ + H.c.

]
(19)

and

H
(m̂)
4 =

1
N(2!)2

∑
kqQ

∑
µνλρ

Vµνλρk,q,Q(m̂)a†k+Q,µa
†

q−Q,νaq,λak,ρ, (20)

where the interaction vertices in Yµνλk,q (m̂) and Vµνλρk,q,Q(m̂), are de-
fined in Appendix C. To probe the stability of the ferromagnetic
phase, we analyze the single-magnon spectrum at T = 0 in
the presence of three and four-magnon interactions by numeri-
cally computing the magnon spectral functionA(k, ω). This
quantity is closely related to observables such as the dynamical
structure factor [87], which is experimentally accessible using
inelastic neutron scattering.

The single-magnon spectral function is given by [88]

A(k, ω) = −
1
π

Im
{
Tr

[
G(m̂)

ret (k, ω)
]}
, (21)

where

G(m̂)
ret (k, ω) =

[
ω − SΩ(m̂)

k − Σ
(m̂)(k, ω) + i0+

]−1
, (22)

is the retarded magnon Green’s function and
[
Ω

(m̂)
k

]
µν
=

δµνω
(m̂)
µ,k is the diagonalized linear-spin wave Hamiltonian. The

(retarded) self-energy Σ(m̂)(k, ω) arises from magnon-magnon
interactions and can be included perturbatively in the 1/S ex-
pansion. At O(S 0), the self-energy is calculated by evaluating
the one-loop Feynman diagrams depicted in Fig. 2, where at
T = 0 we find that only the leftmost diagram has a non-zero
contribution (see Appendix C for more details). In this case,
the components of the self-energy matrix are evaluated as

Σ(m̂)
µν (k, ω) =

S
2N

∑
q

∑
αβ

(
Tαβµq,k−q(m̂)

) (
Tαβνq,k−q(m̂)

)∗
ω + i0+ − Sω(m̂)

α,k−q − Sω(m̂)
β,q

, (23)

where the T µνλk,q (m̂) coefficients are the three-magnon vertices
in the basis which diagonalizes the linear spin wave theory.
A more detailed derivation of Eq. (23) can be found in Ap-
pendix C.

In the absence of magnon-magnon interactions, the single-
magnon excitations have an infinite lifetime and appear as
sharp delta function peaks. In general, the self-energy will
consist of both real and imaginary parts, which will renormal-
ize and broaden the single-magnon spectrum respectively, the
latter of which is interpreted as the magnons acquiring a finite
quasiparticle lifetime. In practice, the self-energy components
are calculated by numerically computing the sum over wavevec-
tors in Eq. (23) with a finite broadening factor 0+ ≈ 10−4, and
is then used to calculate the 1/S correction to the bare Green’s
function using Eq. (22).

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present results regarding ObD the ferro-
magnetic regime of Eq. (1), for both the classical and quantum
models. We begin our discussion of ObD with a purely clas-
sical outlook on the entropic selection of the magnetization
order parameter, using the classical low-temperature expan-
sion (CLTE) supplemented with classical Monte Carlo (MC)
simulations. Next, we study the ObD selection in the quantum
case by using linear spin-wave theory. Finally, we extend this
to non-linear spin-wave theory to analyze the stability of the
ferromagnetic ground state in the purely quantum model.
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FIG. 3: Thermodynamic entropy from the CLTE about a fer-
romagnetic ground state. The entropy difference between the
⟨110⟩ and the ⟨100⟩ (blue line), and the ⟨110⟩ and the ⟨111⟩
(black line) cubic directions is calculated using Eq. (5). We
note that the entropy is maximized for magnetization along
the ⟨111⟩ direction for −1 < D/J ≲ 1.66 and along the ⟨111⟩
direction for 1.66 ≲ D/J < 2, except at D/J = 0 when the
magnetization is isotropic.

A. Classical selection

As a first approach to expose the ObD thermal selection,
we use the CLTE to study the preferred orientation of the net
magnetization at low temperature (0 < T ≪ Tc). We note
that in the classical low-temperature limit, the equipartition
theorem guarantees that the free energy is minimized by the
maximal entropy configurations

We calculate the entropy using Eq. (5) for magnetization
along the ⟨100⟩, ⟨110⟩, and ⟨111⟩ cubic directions, as shown
in Fig. 3. This calculation identifies two distinct regimes, one
for D/J ∈ (−1, 1.66) and another for D/J ∈ (1.66, 2), where
a magnetization along the ⟨111⟩ and ⟨110⟩ directions respec-
tively maximize the entropy. We also note that the entropy
difference grows as the ratio D/J approaches the phase bound-
aries with the AFM ordered phases, see Fig. 1.

Although the CLTE calculation of the entropy already pre-
dicts a selection of the magnetization at low temperatures, we
cannot assume that the same state selection remains as the
temperature increases upon approaching Tc. Indeed, taking
the example of Γ5 phase depicted in Fig. 1, it was previously
found that different states may be selected near the critical tem-
perature T ≲ Tc, compared to the low-temperature selection
at T ≪ Tc [49]. We use classical MC simulations to track the
evolution of the magnetization direction [49, 55]. We record
the magnetization direction, m̂ =

∑
i Si/|

∑
i Si|, to produce a

distribution p(m̂) as a function of temperature. This distribu-
tion function then provides a direct probe of the free energy
difference between configurations, given by

p(m̂)
p(n̂)

= exp
(
−
F (m̂) − F (n̂)

T

)
. (24)

In other words, the configuration minimizing the free energy

occurs when p(m̂) is maximized. We therefore refer to a magne-
tization direction as being “selected” if it is the most probable
orientation to occur at the specified temperature. For clarity,
and without loss of generality, we present the distribution p(m̂)
solely in the first octant of the Cartesian coordinates system and
use the spherical parametrization for the total magnetization
where θ and ϕ are the polar and azimuthal angles, respectively.

To illustrate the evolution of the thermal selection via the
evolution of the total magnetization distribution, we present
the temperature evolution of the distribution p(m̂) as a function
of temperature in Fig. 4 for two values of the DM interaction:
one with D/J ≃ 1.43 and another with D/J ≃ 1.73. As will
be made clear later, these two values of D/J have been chosen
as they each illustrate distinct temperature-dependant magne-
tization distribution functions. Figures 4 (a)-(d) illustrate the
evolution of the total magnetization distribution as a function of
temperature for the system with the ratio D/J ≃ 1.43. At tem-
peratures above the critical temperature, T > Tc, the total mag-
netization distribution shown in Fig. 4(a) uniformly O(3) dis-
tributed, a consequence of the absence of long-range magnetic
order. Just below the critical temperature, T ≲ Tc, our MC
simulations reveal that the distribution p(m̂) shown in Fig. 4(b)
clusters around the points cos(θ) ∈ {0, 1} and ϕ ∈ {0, π/2}.
These clusters indicate that the magnetization aligns with the
⟨100⟩ directions near the critical temperature. As temperature
is decreased, a triangle-shaped pattern develops, where the
distribution clusters around ϕ = π/4 and cos(θ) = 1/

√
3 (see

Fig. 4(c) and (d)). The center of the triangle corresponds to
an orientation of the total magnetization along the ⟨111⟩. We
note that the variance of the distribution becomes smaller as
the temperature is lowered, implying that the selection of the
⟨111⟩ orientation becomes stronger at lower temperatures.

Figures 4 (c)-(h) illustrate the evolution of the total mag-
netization distribution as a function of temperature for the
system with a D/J ≃ 1.73 value. We note that for this set
of parameters, the system develops three distinct patterns
in the distribution of the magnetization direction as a func-
tion of temperature. For T ≲ Tc, the magnetization is simi-
larly oriented along one of the ⟨100⟩ directions, as shown in
Fig. 4(f). As the temperature is further decreased, the triangu-
lar pattern develops, indicating a preference to order along
the ⟨111⟩ directions (Fig. 4(g)), analogous to Figs. 4(a-c).
In contrast however, as the system is cooled down into the
low-temperature region, the magnetization distribution shows
clustering at three distinct lobes, centered around the points
(cos(θ), ϕ) ∈ {(1/

√
2, 0), (0, π/4), (1/

√
2, π/2)}. These magne-

tization directions correspond to the ⟨110⟩ directions. As the
temperature is further decreased, there are no more qualitative
changes in the pattern of the distribution.

Altogether, the evolution of the magnetization distributions
p(m̂) shown in Fig. 4 for the two representative values of D/J
suggests that the colinear ferromagnetic phase of the Hamil-
tonian (1) presents at least two distinct ordered phases for a
given set of interaction parameters. The range in tempera-
ture and ratio D/J where these phases are observed, however,
is not easily identified through the sole measurement of the
distribution p(m̂). To provide an approximate identification
of the boundaries between the different magnetization orien-
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FIG. 4: Distribution of the global magnetization direction from classical Monte Carlo simulations for the two systems labeled by
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FIG. 5: Thermal evolution of the (a) magnetization per spin ⟨|m|⟩, and the anisotropic cubic parameters (b) δM4, (c) M4, and (d)
M6 as defined in Eqs. (8-10). Sub-figures (b) and (c) illustrate the three regions where a distinct easy axis for the magnetization is
chosen from ObD. The triangles in sub-figure (d) label the temperatures at which the magnetization distribution was measured as
illustrated in Fig. 4(b-d), and the squares correspond to Fig. 4(f-h). The white dashed lines in sub-figures (b)-(d) are guides to the
eye, and the directions are indicated in quotation marks to emphasize the fact that these regions are chosen qualitatively based on
the distinct values of the cubic parameters.

tations, we study the temperature evolution of the thermally
averaged cubic parameters δM4, M4 and M6 (as defined in
Eqs. (8-10)), to provide a coarse phase diagram as a function
of temperature and D/J, shown in Fig. 5(a-d). The critical
temperature Tc is marked by the black dots, determined by
the onset of a nonzero magnetization ⟨|m|⟩ in Fig. 5(a). We
note that the critical temperature collapses to zero in the limit
D/J → 2−, corresponding to the spin-liquid phase discussed
in Ref. [89]. The white dashed lines on Fig. 5(b-d) are drawn
as guides to the eye to separate regions of distinct values of
the cubic parameters. In Fig. 5(d), the locations at which the

magnetization distributions p(m̂) were calculated are marked
with triangles corresponding to Fig. 4(b-d) and squares corre-
sponding to Fig. 4(f-h). By comparing the regions separated
by the white lines with the distributions in Fig. 4, we are able
to qualitatively identify that these regions coincide with mag-
netization along distinct directions. These ordering directions
are labelled in Fig. 5(b,c) in quotation marks, to make clear
that these regions are approximate. We observe that the (ex-
trapolated) zero-temperature boundary separating the ⟨111⟩
and ⟨110⟩ regions is around D/J ∼ 1.66, which is consistent
with CLTE entropy calculation shown in Fig. 3. Further details
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regarding the calculation of the cubic parameters can be found
in Appendix B.

B. Quantum selection at T ≪ Tc

Within the classical ferromagnetic regime, the ground state
manifold has full rotational symmetry, however this degener-
acy is accidental whenever the DM interaction is present. In a
typical scenario, one might expect that quantizing the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (1) would partially lift the accidental degeneracy
between classical ground states due to the zero-point fluctu-
ations in Eq. (17). In the present case, we consider a fully
polarized product state oriented along a global magnetization
unit vector m̂:

|m̂⟩ ≡
4N⊗
i=1

|↑m̂⟩i , (25)

where |↑m̂⟩i is the eigenstate of the spin operator Si · m̂ corre-
sponding to the maximum eigenvalue. We find that

H |m̂⟩ = S 2E0 |m̂⟩ + iDS
∑
⟨i, j⟩

di j · (ê1 + iê2) S −i |m̂⟩

= S 2E0 |m̂⟩ , (26)

where it is straightforward to verify that the sum over nearest-
neighbor DM vectors vanishes from Eq. (A2). That is to say,
|m̂⟩ is an exact eigenstate of the quantum many-body Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1). Any fully polarized configuration therefore
has no zero-point fluctuations, and the accidental degeneracy
persists in the fully quantum model. This peculiar scenario mo-
tivates our investigation of (thermal) ObD in the ferromagnetic
phase of this model.

Since the fully polarized product state is an exact eigenstate
of the Hamiltonian, we combine Eq. (26) with Eq. (16) to find
that E(m̂)

2 = 0. More generally, the classical ground state energy
is equivalent to the energy of the ferromagnetic product state
in the quantum model, implying that there are no quantum
zero point fluctuations in the ferromagnetic phase. At finite
temperature, the ObD selection can be exposed by minimizing
the free energy difference

F (m̂) − F (n̂) = T
∑

q

3∑
µ=0

ln

1 − e−Sω(m̂)
µ,q /T

1 − e−Sω(n̂)
µ,q/T

 (27)

with respect to m̂, relative to a fixed reference magnetization
axis n̂.

Comparing the free energy difference between configura-
tions using Eq. (27), we find that there are two distinct scenar-
ios as depicted in Fig. 6, where the magnetization is directed
along either the ⟨111⟩ or ⟨110⟩ directions. In contrast with the
Monte Carlo simulations, where a selection of the ⟨100⟩ direc-
tions was found for T ≲ Tc (c.f. Fig. 5(b-d)), linear spin-wave
theory does not capture this selection.

By calculating which configurations minimize the free en-
ergy in Eq. (27), we construct a low-temperature phase diagram
depicted in Fig. 7 for the case where S = 1/2. We find that the
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FIG. 6: Free energy difference between configurations obtained
from linear spin-wave theory using Eq. (27) with T/J = 0.1,
n̂ = ⟨100⟩ and S = 1/2. Panel (a) depicts the free energy
distribution for D/J = 1.0, which is minimized by m̂ = ⟨111⟩.
Panel (b) depicts the free energy distribution for D/J = 1.8,
which is minimized by m̂ = ⟨110⟩.

⟨110⟩ direction is selected for a region of the phase diagram in
the range 1.2 ≲ D/J < 2, while the ⟨111⟩ direction is selected
otherwise. The white region could not be resolved numeri-
cally, the free energy difference between configurations being
smaller than 10−7J. This is expected, as the ObD selection
vanishes both when D→ 0 (approaching the Heisenberg limit)
or T → 0. Note that the phase diagram depicts a region of
re-entrance for a large indirect DM interaction, an intermediate
region where a ⟨110⟩ selection is observed between both a high
and low temperature ⟨111⟩ selection.

Although the fully polarized product state is an exact eigen-
state as shown in Eq. (26), it not necessarily the case that this
eigenstate is the true many-body ground state outside of the
perturbative regime |D| ≪ J. Recent work investigating the
quantum ground states of this model using functional renor-
malization group methods identified a ferromagnetic ordered
state for −1 < D

J ≲ 1.3, as well as a lack of conventional
magnetic order for 1.3 ≲ D

J ≤ 2 [49]. Indeed, this suggests
that Eq. (25) is the ground state when −1 < D

J ≲ 1.2, while
for 1.2 ≲ D

J ≤ 2 there is an entangled eigenstate which is
lower in energy. To build on these findings, we show that the
breakdown of long-range ferromagnetic order can be captured
to lowest order in non-linear spin wave theory.
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FIG. 7: Low temperature phase diagram obtained from linear
spin-wave theory using Eq. (27) and S = 1/2. The black line
at D/J = 0 is the Heisenberg line, where the model has an
exact O(3) symmetry and no ObD selection. The free energy
difference could not be resolved numerically in the white region
surrounding the Heisenberg line. The dashed line corresponds
to the non-linear spin-wave instability as described in Sec. IV C.
The temperature axis is scaled by the critical temperature Tc
obtained from classical Monte Carlo simulations.

C. Limit of Stability

While Eq. (26) shows that the ferromagnetic product state
is an exact eigenstate, it is not necessarily the true quantum
ground state of Eq. (1) for all −1 < D/J < 2. To address
the question of stability of the ferromagnetic ordered phase,
we use non-linear spin-wave theory to calculate the O(S 0)
correction to the single-magnon spectral function at T = 0,
using Eq. (21). Analogous to linear spin-wave theory, where
a classical instability is characterized by the appearance of
soft modes, we investigate whether there are soft modes in the
renormalized spectrum for all −1 < D/J < 2.

Given that the ferromagnetic configuration is characterized
by an accidental O(3) degeneracy, persisting in the quantum
model, at least one gapless mode is guaranteed to be ob-
served in the linear spin-wave theory at q = 0 — the pseudo-
Goldstone mode [90, 91]. In the presence of quantum fluctua-
tions, the pseudo-Goldstone mode generically becomes gapped
at O(S 0) in the self-energy [92]. However, the fact that the
ferromagnetic configuration is an exact eigenstate of the Hamil-
tonian implies that this mode remains gapless at all orders of
the 1/S expansion at T = 0, a somewhat peculiar property of
the current model. Conversely, the accidental degeneracy is
lifted by thermal fluctuations, leading to the dynamical genera-
tion of a pseudo-Goldstone gap at nonzero temperature [93].
Since our self-energy calculations are strictly carried out at
T = 0, the pseudo-Goldstone mode remains gapless. We there-
fore look for instabilities in the form of additional soft modes
in the magnon spectral function.

The results of these calculations are depicted in Fig. 8, show-
ing the single-magnon spectral function to O(S 0) in non-linear
spin-wave theory. As D/J becomes large, the optical magnon
bands become significantly broadened displaying a Lorentzian-

like form in frequency space. This broadening originates from
decay effects, the width of the Lorentzian profile close to the
spectral peaks is precisely the decay rate, encoded in the imagi-
nary part of the self-energy. The three-body interaction couples
the single-magnon excitations with the two-magnon continuum,
and the non-analytic behavior observed in the spectral function
generically corresponds to regions where the single magnon
branch intersects with the boundary of the two-magnon contin-
uum [94]. Additionally, the self-energy renormalizes the spec-
tral function peaks, however, we find that there is a stable and
gapless pseudo-Goldstone mode at q = 0 for all −1 < D/J < 2
as expected.

We find that the second magnon branch becomes soft and
shifts to negative frequencies at q = 0 for a large and indi-
rect DM interaction, as depicted in Fig. 8(b-c). In particular,
the second branch becomes soft at a critical DM interaction
D/J ≈ 1.235, indicating that the long-range ferromagnetic
order becomes unstable at O(S 0) in the non-linear spin-wave
theory for 1.235 ≲ D/J < 2. The location of the instability
was calculated for m̂ = ⟨100⟩, ⟨110⟩, ⟨111⟩ and is found to be
independent of the classical magnetization direction m̂. For
reference, the instability is marked by the dashed line on the
linear spin-wave phase diagram in Fig. 7, and we note that the
instability approximately coincides with the value of the DM
interaction where ⟨110 order is found. The region of instability
1.2 ≲ D/J < 2 is consistent with a pseudo-fermion func-
tional renormalization group calculation for the same model
in Ref. [49], where the authors did not detect any long-range
magnetic order for 1.3 ≲ D/J < 2. Conversely, Noculak et
al. report conventional magnetic order for all D/J > 2, cor-
responding to the Γ5 phase in Fig. 1 [49]. One may speculate
that the proximity of this instability in the phase diagram of
Fig. 1 could be a result of the antiferromagnetic Γ5 order “in-
vading” into the classically ferromagnetic region. However,
the phase diagram in Ref. [49] suggests that this is not the
case. Our results rather suggest that the ferromagnetic prod-
uct state in Eq. (25) is the exact ground state of Eq. (1) for
−1 ≲ D/J ≲ 1.2, and that the phase diagram in Fig. (7) is
accurate in this region. In particular, the existence of ObD
in the absence of quantum zero-point fluctuations is a novel
feature of this model.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied the classical and quantum order-
by-disorder selection of a colinear ferromagnetic phase of the
Heisenberg and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Hamiltonian on the py-
rochlore lattice. In the classical model, we found three distinct
regions in parameter space and as a function of temperature
where three distinct magnetization orientations are thermally
selected. For large and indirect DM interaction D ≲ 2, a
cascade of re-orientations of the magnetization direction is
observed as a function of temperature as depicted in Fig. 4(b).
Motivated by our classical MC results for T ≲ Tc, the behavior
of the observed ferromagnetic transition is consistent with that
of an O(3) vector model with cubic anisotropy, governed by
the Ginzburg-Landau-Wilson (GLW) free-energy functional
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FIG. 8: Zero-temperature magnon spectral functionA(k, ω) for m̂ = ⟨111⟩ and S = 1/2 to O(S 0) in non-linear spin-wave theory,
calculated using Eq. (21) for (a) D/J = 0.25, (b) D/J = 1.00 and (c) D/J = 1.3.

[95]

F [m] ≈
∫

d3x

1
2

3∑
µ=1

(
∇mµ

)2
+

r
2
|m|2 +

u
4
|m|4 + v

3∑
µ=1

m4
µ

 .
(28)

When v > 0, the cubic anisotropy favors the magnetization to
be aligned with the ⟨111⟩ directions, while v < 0 favors the
magnetization to be aligned with the ⟨001⟩ directions. From
a renormalization group perspective, the O(n) vector model
with cubic anisotropy in three dimensions has a critical order
parameter dimension n = nc, below which the Heisenberg
fixed point is stable and above which the cubic fixed point is
stable [84]. Incidentally, nc ≈ 3 [96, 97], and it remains an
open problem as to which of the fixed points of Eq. (28) are
stable, so we are unable to comment on the universality class
of this ferromagnetic transition. In contrast, Eq. (28) does not
predict a ⟨110⟩ orientation which is observed in our classical
MC simulations in the region where D/J → 2. This would
require, for example, the addition of a 6th order term to the
GLW free energy, similar to the terms appearing in Eq. (7). In
this same region, our MC simulations suggest that the phase
transition becomes first-order. Additionally, the critical temper-
ature completely vanishes at the boundary between the colinear
ferromagnet and the Γ5 phase (D/J = 2), where a novel spin
liquid has been recently observed, characterized by fluctuating
rank-1 vector and rank-2 tensor gauge fields [89]. Investigating
the relationship between the failure of the GLW theory, the
proximity to the novel spin liquid phase, and the observation
of the ⟨110⟩ phase are left for future work.

In the quantum model, we find that the fully polarized prod-
uct state in Eq. (25) is an exact eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
regardless of the magnetization direction, and therefore the
accidental degeneracy of the ferromagnetic phase is not lifted
by zero-point fluctuations at T = 0. This accidental degeneracy
is however lifted by the low-energy spin-wave excitations at
nonzero temperature (T > 0), leading to a selection of a dis-
crete set of magnetization directions as depicted in Fig. 7. This
is the first realization of such an ObD mechanism that we are
aware of where the selection of an ordered phase in a quantum
system is purely thermal.

Using non-linear spin wave theory, we found that the ferro-
magnetic order does not persist for D/J ≳ 1.235. Coinciden-
tally, this coincides reasonably well with the region in both our

MC simulations and linear spin-wave calculations which sepa-
rates regions where different orientations of the magnetization
are found (see Fig. 4 and Fig. 7). The nonlinear spin-wave in-
stability in the region 1.235 ≲ D/J < 2 suggests the possibility
of realizing a quantum paramagnetic or spin-liquid phase, and
warrents further investigation.

We expect that the results obtained in the present work
have implications in real ferromagnetic materials where the
DM interaction is the leading perturbation. In particular, the
magnetism of the ferromagnetic Mott insulators Lu2V2O7 and
Y2V2O7 is rather well described by Eq. (1) [76, 77, 79]. Mea-
surements of the magnetization of Lu2V2O7 in Ref. [78] ap-
pear to be anisotropic with respect to the applied field direction,
which could be related to ObD in this material. Recently, it
was proposed in Ref. [93] that the thermal contribution to ObD
can be diagnosed by a temperature-dependent energy gap mea-
sured via inelastic neutron scattering. We expect this would be
the strongest experimental signature of ObD in these materials.

We also note that a much more general class of spin models
are expected to exhibit ObD without zero-point fluctuations.
Any ferromagnetic Heisenberg model with DM interactions
will satisfy Eq. (26), as long as the sum over DM vectors along
the bonds surrounding each site vanishes. We then expect that
the ferromagnetic product state will remain the exact ground
state of such a Hamiltonian as long as the DM interactions are
sufficiently small with respect to the Heisenberg exchange J.
Our calculations may then serve as a template to study ObD in
these models.
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Appendix A: Pyrochlore lattice convention

The pyrochlore lattice is a face-centered cubic (FCC) lattice
with four sites per unit cell. The primitive FCC lattice vectors
are given by

a1 =
a
2

(ŷ + ẑ) a2 =
a
2

(x̂ + ẑ) a3 =
a
2

(x̂ + ŷ) .
(A1)

At each FCC lattice site, there is a spin of type 0. The remaining
three spins within a unit cell are separated by the sublattice
vectors r0µ = aµ/2. The sublattice vectors between a spin of
type µ to a spin of type ν can then be constructed as rµν ≡
r0ν − r0µ.

The (indirect) DM vectors in this representation are given
by

d01 = ŷ − ẑ d02 = ẑ − x̂ d03 = x̂ − ŷ (A2)
d12 = x̂ + ŷ d31 = x̂ + ẑ d23 = ŷ + ẑ,

where the remaining DM vectors can be determined using the
antisymmetry property d ji = −di j. Note that in this representa-
tion, the DM vectors are unnormalized, with |di j| =

√
2 when

i , j.

Appendix B: Monte Carlo calculation of M4, δM4 and M6

The values of the cubic parameters M4, δM4 and M6 in
Eqs. (8-10) were calculated using classical Monte Carlo to
identify anisotropy in the magnetization direction as depicted
in Fig. 5. If the magnetization is isotropic, the values of the
cubic parameters will be distinct from the case where an easy
axis is present, as shown in Table I.

M4 δM4 M6

Isotropic 3/5 3/4 9/35
⟨100⟩ 1 0 0
⟨110⟩ 1/2 3/4 0
⟨111⟩ 1/3 1 1

TABLE I: Expected values of the cubic parameters in Eqs. (8-
10) for magnetization along different directions.

In Fig. 5(d), we mark with triangles (squares) the locations at
which the distributions p(m̂) shown in Fig. 4(b-d) [Fig. 4(f-h)]
were measured below the critical temperature. The tempera-
ture evolution of the cubic parameters identifies three distinct
regions in both temperature T and DM interaction D/J shown
in Fig. 5(b-d) where the white dashed lines are guides to the
eye separating identified phases. The first temperature region,
which we label “⟨100⟩”, is observed just below the critical

temperature Tc for 1 ≲ D/J < 2. In this region, all cubic
parameters measured deviate from the isotropic values, see
Fig. 5(b)-(d). In particular, we note that both the δM4 and
the M6 cubic parameters acquire small values well below the
isotropic limit, which are consistent with a ⟨100⟩magnetization
orientation. As expected, the deviation of the cubic parameters
from the isotropic values increases as D/J increases. The sec-
ond region, which we label region “⟨111⟩”, is delimited at low
temperatures by the interaction ranges −1 < D/J ≲ −0.1 and
0.1 < D/J ≲ 1.3. In the “⟨111⟩” region, the cubic parameters
δM4, M4, and M6 evolve smoothly, plateauing to the approxi-
mate values 9/10, 1/3, and 7/10, respectively, see Fig. 5(b-d).
We note that the cubic parameters in this region suggest a ⟨111⟩
selection where all of the cubic parameters are non-vanishing.
The third region, which we label region “⟨110⟩”, is delimited at
low temperatures to the interaction parameters 1.3 ≲ D/J < 2,
and delimited at higher temperatures by regions “⟨100⟩” and
“⟨111⟩”. In the “⟨110⟩” region, the M6 cubic parameter appears
to nearly vanish while the δM4 and M4 parameters plateau
to the approximate intermediate values 7/10 and 1/2, respec-
tively. The values of the cubic parameters for this region are
consistent with a ⟨110⟩ selection.

Having identified these three regions with their respective
total magnetization orientation, we can now clarify the choice
of the interaction parameter sets presented in Fig. 4: the two
sets considered present a total magnetization vector reorienta-
tion as the temperature is lowered, exposing an intricate and
rich phase diagram attributed to a thermal ObD selection of
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1). For completeness, we note that
when D/J = 0, Eq. (1) is the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model,
where the magnetization is isotropic due to rotational symme-
try. In fact, in the region −0.1 < D/J < 0.1, the distribution
p(m̂) does not acquire any distinctive pattern as the ones ob-
served in Fig. 4, as the thermal selection is very weak and is
not captured within the numerical accuracy of the current MC
implementation applied in this work.

Appendix C: Calculation of the magnon self-energy

Here, we explicitly derive the expression for the magnon
self-energy toO(S 0) using the imaginary-time Green’s function
formalism. The three and four-magnon interaction vertices in
Eqs. (19-20) are given by

Yµνλk,q (m̂) = i
√

2Ddµν · e−
(
δνλ cos

(
k · rµν

)
− δµλ cos

(
q · rµν

))
,

(C1)

Vµνλρk,q,Q(m̂) = −2J(1 − δµν)
[
δµρδνλ cos

(
Q · rµν

)
+ δµλδνρ cos

(
(k − q + Q) · rµν

)]
+ 2(J − iDdµν · m̂)(1 − δµρ)

[
δµνδµλ cos

(
k · rµρ

)
+ δλρδλν cos

(
(k + Q) · rµρ

)]
, (C2)

where e− ≡ ê1 − iê2.
We calculate the self-energy to O(S 0) by evaluating the

diagrams depicted in Fig. 2 in the imaginary time formalism
at finite temperature T = 1/β, and subsequently extrapolate to
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zero temperature (β→ ∞). First, we express the interactions
in terms of the operators aq,µ =

∑
ν U(m̂)
µ,ν (q)bq,ν that diagonalize

the linear spin-wave theory. Eqs. (19-20) become

H
(m̂)
3 =

1

2!
√

N

∑
kq

∑
µνλ

[
T µνλk,q (m̂)b†k,µb

†
q,νbk+q,λ + H.c.

]
(C3)

and

H
(m̂)
4 =

1
N(2!)2

∑
kqQ

∑
µνλρ

Wµνλρk,q,Q(m̂)b†k+Q,µb
†

q−Q,νbq,λbk,ρ, (C4)

with the transformed interaction vertices defined as

T µνλk,q (m̂) =
∑
αβγ

U
(m̂)
αµ (k)U

(m̂)
βν (q)U(m̂)

γλ (k + q)Yαβγk,q (m̂) (C5)

Wµνλρk,q,Q(m̂) =
∑
αβγσ

[
U

(m̂)
αµ (k + Q)U

(m̂)
βν (q − Q)

× U(m̂)
γλ (q)U(m̂)

σρ (k)Vαβγσk,q,Q (m̂)
]
. (C6)

The bare imaginary-time Green’s function in the diagonalized
linear spin wave basis is given by

G
(m̂)
αβ (k, iω) =

δαβ

−iω + Sω(m̂)
α,k

. (C7)

We decompose the imaginary-time self-energy into the sum of
each of the diagram contributions in Fig. 2 as Σ(m̂) = Σa+Σb+Σc.

In order of appearance, the diagrams are evaluated as

Σa
µν(k, iω) =

S
2Nβ

∑
q,n

∑
λρ

[
T λρµq,k−q(m̂)T

λρν

q,k−q(m̂)

× G
(m̂)
λλ (q, iΩn)G(m̂)

ρρ (k − q, iω − iΩn)
]
, (C8)

Σb
µν(k, iω) =

S
2Nβ

∑
q,n

∑
Q,n′

∑
λρ

[
T νλµk,Q (m̂)T

ρλρ

q,Q(m̂)

× G
(m̂)
λλ (Q, iΩn′ )G(m̂)

ρρ (q, iΩn)δQ,0δn′,0

]
, (C9)

Σc
µν(k, iω) =

S
2Nβ

∑
q,n

∑
λ

[ (
Wλνλµk,q,q−k(m̂) +Wνλλµk,q,0(m̂)

)
× G

(m̂)
λλ (q, iΩn)

]
, (C10)

where Ωn = 2πn/β are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies.
We can then evaluate each of the frequency summations and
subsequently take the β→ ∞ limit as

1
β

∑
n

G
(m̂)
λλ (q, iΩn) = nB

(
Sω(m̂)
λ,q

) β→∞
−−−−→ 0, (C11)

and

1
β

∑
n

G
(m̂)
λλ (q, iΩn)G(m̂)

ρρ (k − q, iω − iΩn)

=
nB

(
Sω(m̂)
λ,q

)
− nB

(
iω − Sω(m̂)

ρ,k−q

)
iω − Sω(m̂)

λ,k−q − Sω(m̂)
ρ,q

β→∞
−−−−→

1

iω − Sω(m̂)
λ,k−q − Sω(m̂)

ρ,q
. (C12)

It follows that Σb = Σc = 0, and

Σa
µν(k, iω) =

S
2N

∑
q

∑
λρ

(
T λρµq,k−q(m̂)

) (
T λρνq,k−q(m̂)

)∗
iω − Sω(m̂)

λ,k−q − Sω(m̂)
ρ,q
. (C13)

The retarded self-energy is then obtained by analytic continu-
ation which, making the substitution iω → ω + i0+, leads to
Eq. (23).
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