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Kitaev spin liquid is proposed to be promisingly realized in low spin-orbit coupling 3d systems,
represented by Na3Co2SbO6 and Na3Ni2BiO6. However, the existence of Kitaev interaction is
still debatable among experiments, and obtaining the strength of Kitaev interaction from first-
principles calculations is also challenging. Here, we report the state-dependent anisotropy of Kitaev
interaction, based on which a convenient method is developed to rapidly determine the strength of
Kitaev interaction. Applying such method and density functional theory calculations, it is found
that Na3Co2SbO6 with 3d7 configuration exhibits considerable ferromagnetic Kitaev interaction.
Moreover, by further applying the symmetry-adapted cluster expansion method, a realistic spin
model is determined for Na3Ni2BiO6 with 3d8 configuration. Such model indicates negligible small
Kitaev interaction, but it predicts many properties, such as ground states and field effects, which
are well consistent with measurements. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the heavy elements, Sb
or Bi, located at the hollow sites of honeycomb lattice, do not contribute to emergence of Kitaev
interaction through proximity, contradictory to common belief. The presently developed anisotropy
method will be beneficial not only for computations but also for measurements.

Quantum spin liquids (QSL) are related to quantum
computing and the mechanism of high temperature su-
perconductivity [1–3]. Recently, significant attentions
have been directed to the Kitaev model, given its ex-
act solvability and the unambiguous ground state of QSL
[4, 5]. Pinioning works indicate that Kitaev interaction
can be realized in honeycomb systems with heavy transi-
tion metal located in edge-sharing octahedra [6]. Typical
Kitaev candidates include Na2IrO3 [6] and α-RuCl3 [7],
which possess 5d/4d electrons with strong spin-orbit cou-
pling (SOC). However, the ground state of such systems
is found to be a zigzag antiferromagnetic (AFM) order,
due to perturbations from non-Kitaev terms [8–10]. Ad-
ditional Kitaev candidates are thus rather desirable.

Efforts on identifying further Kitaev candidates have
been focused on first-row transition metal compounds.
Liu and Khaliullin propose that ferromagnetic (FM) Ki-
taev interaction can be realized in cobalt compound
with 3d7 configurations, which exhibit entanglement of
spins and unquenched orbital angular momentum under
small crystal field [11, 12]. An example is Na3Co2SbO6

(NCSO), which crystalizes in honeycomb lattice made of
CoO6 octahedra, with Sb positioned at hollow site and
Na being intercalated between adjacent layers (see Fig.
1a,b). The Co2+ exhibits high-spin configuration with
S = 3/2 and effective L = 1, resulting in pseudospin

S̃ = 1/2 (see Fig. 1c). The ground state of NCSO is also
predicted to be zigzag AFM state but very close to the
QSL phase [12]. To test such theory, inelastic neutron
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scattering measurements are conducted on NCSO and
similar systems, and spin wave theory is employed to fit
the spin model. However, the results are rather contro-
versial. Some studies are uncertain about the sign of the
Kitaev interaction [13–17], while others even question its
existence [18, 19]. Determining the strength of the Ki-
taev interaction from first-principles calculations is also
challenging due to convergence problem, even when spin
states deviate slightly from certain low-energy collinear
states. This explains the scarcity of computational stud-
ies on the spin model of NCSO [20]. Hence, a conve-
nient method, applicable to both computations and ex-
periments, is highly desired to determine the strength of
the Kitaev interaction in different candidates.

Another system, Na3Ni2BiO6 (NNBO), which is iso-
structured with NCSO [21], is also considered as a Ki-
taev candidate. However, unlike Co2+, Ni2+ exhibits
3d8 configuration with S = 1 and L = 0 (see Fig. 1c),
which means the key characteristics that make NCSO
a potential Kitaev candidate do not apply to NNBO.
Nevertheless, it is still believed that NNBO may host
strong Kitaev interaction, as the substantial SOC of Bi
could potentially induces it through proximity [22]. Such
belief aligns with predictions of sizable Kitaev interac-
tion in compounds like CrI3, CrGeTe3 [23, 24], and NiI2
[22, 25, 26], where heavy ligands contribute to the re-
quired strong SOC. Recently, experiment appears to sup-
port the presence of Kitaev interaction in NNBO [27],
accompanied by the observation of a 1/3 magnetization
plateau under an applied magnetic field. However, such
belief and observations are not convincing evidence for
the existence of Kitaev interaction in NNBO. Therefore,
it is essential to establish a realistic spin model to inves-
tigate the presence of Kitaev interaction.
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FIG. 1. (a) Top view of Na3Co2SbO6 and Na3Ni2BiO6 crystal
structure. The red, green and blue arrows denote the Kitaev
basis {XY Z}. (b) Side view of crystal structure, the red
arrow represents the spin direction with θ and ϕ represent
the polar angle and azimuth angle. (c) Schematics of electron
configuration of 3d7 and 3d8, L and S represent orbital and
spin angular momentum, respectively.

In this Letter, we discover the state-dependent
anisotropy of Kitaev interaction, and propose an efficient
method to determine the sign and strength of Kitaev
interaction. Applying such method with density func-
tional theory (DFT) calculations, we demonstrate that
NCSO exhibits strong FM Kitaev interaction, while that
in NNBO is negligible small. Such method, suitable for
both computations and measurements, can be applied to
any possible Kitaev candidates. Moreover, by further ap-
plying the symmetry-adapted cluster expansion (SACE)
method [28, 29], a comprehensive spin model is deter-
mined for NNBO. Such model demonstrates that the ob-
served 1/3 magnetization plateau arises from interplay of
biquadratic interaction and single ion anisotropy (SIA),
instead of Kitaev interaction. Finally, the heavy elements
of Sb or Bi are found not to contribute to the presence of
Kitaev interaction, in either NCSO or NNBO systems.

State-dependent Kitaev anisotropy. Common forms of
anisotropy typically involve in-plane and out-of-plane ori-
entations, which can either originate from SIA or XXZ-
type pair interaction. In contrast, the anisotropy arising
from Kitaev interaction is quite unique. For example, the
proper screw state of NiI2 has its rotation plane form an
angle of ∼35◦ with z direction [26, 30]. Interestingly, we
further find that the anisotropy associated with Kitaev
interaction varies among different spin orders. For in-
stance, Kitaev interaction does not induce anisotropy in
FM order, while can cause easy-axis anisotropy in zigzag
AFM state (with K > 0) [31, 32]. Such findings indicate
the state-dependent nature of Kitaev anisotropy, which
can be utilized to determine the presence and strength of
Kitaev interaction. We thus study in-depth of the effects
of Kitaev interaction on magnetic orders and anisotropy,
and the full results are presented in Ref. [33].

The zigzag AFM state is a typical example to illustrate
the Kitaev anisotropy. We consider a model consisting
of only Kitaev term HK =

∑
KSγ

i S
γ
j with K = −1 meV

and |S| = 1. Without loss of generality, the adopted

TABLE I. Magnetic parameters of NCSO and NNBO. Specif-
ically, J∗

1 and J∗
3 in NCSO are estimated from the phase di-

agram (see Fig. S6[34]). Note that |S| = 1 is assumed for
better parameter comparison. Energy unit is in meV.

Para. Na3Co2SbO6 Para. Na3Ni2BiO6

K -12.54 J1 -2.77

Γ 0.98 J3 1.44

Γ′ 0.24 B -0.55

Azz -1.27 Azz -0.05

J∗
1 , J

∗
3 -6.80, 5.20 Axz -0.02

zigzag state exhibits FM chains along X and Y bonds,
while AFM alignment along Z bond, coined as Z-zigzag
state. As depicted in Fig. 2a, this model and the Z-
zigzag state exhibit a hard axis along Z axis, with an
easy plane spanning the XY plane (refer to directions
in Figs. 1a and 1b). The energy difference between the
hard axis and the easy plane yields −KS2, which is 1
meV/site in present case. Note that when the Z-zigzag
state changes to X-zigzag or Y-zigzag, the hard axis also
changes accordingly to X or Y axes, respectively. More-
over, if Kitaev interaction changes sign (K = 1 meV),
the hard axis (easy plane) becomes easy axis (hard plane)
(see Fig. S4[34]). The unique anisotropy of the Kitaev
interaction makes it less likely to be overshadowed by sig-
nals from other anisotropic sources. Thus it can be used
to determine the presence and sign of Kitaev interaction
in measurements. By further performing DFT anisotropy
calculations, one can also determine the strength of Ki-
taev interaction.
Na3Co2SbO6 with FM Kitaev interaction. We now

focus on the nature of Kitaev interaction in the actual
system of NCSO. As shown in Fig. 2b, DFT energy
reveals that the total anisotropy of NCSO within Z-
zigzag state is very similar to that of the typical Kitaev
model (Fig. 2a). Such similarity indicates the dominant
role of Kitaev interaction in NCSO. Notably, NCSO ex-
hibits two easy axes along (θ = 142.9◦, ϕ = 19.1◦) and
(θ = 37.1◦, ϕ = 160.9◦), which are linked by a two-fold
rotational axis along y axis (or the Z bond direction).
Such easy axes, which are absent in Fig. 2a, indicate
further source(s) of anisotropy.
In presence of non-Kitaev anisotropy, one can sepa-

rate different mechanisms by fitting. Considering a spin
model H = Hiso +Hani, the anisotropic part under trig-
onal lattice distortion can be written as,

Hani =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

{KSγ
i S

γ
j + Γ(Sα

i S
β
j + Sβ

i S
α
j )+

Γ′(Sγ
i S

β
j + Sγ

i S
α
j + Sβ

i S
γ
j + Sα

i S
γ
j )}+

∑
i

S⊤
i ASi

(1)

where the symbol denotation can be found in Note [35].
In principle, the complete model H, with any symmetry-
allowed interactions, can be obtained using the SACE
method with random spin structures [28, 29]. However,
when the focus is solely on anisotropy, the anisotropic
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FIG. 2. Energy distribution of zigzag AFM state as a function of spin orientation. (a) Energy from pure Kitaev model with
K = −1 meV and |S| = 1. DFT-derived energies for (b) Na3Co2SbO6 and (c) Na3Ni2BiO6. DFT-derived energies for NCSO
with SOC turned on for (d) Sb only and (e) Co only; (f) DFT-derived energies for NNBO with the SOC of Bi being 10 times
stronger. The yellow star and diamond represent the hard and easy axes, respectively.

part Hani can be fitted using relative energies of collinear
spin structures. For example, one can employ a zigzag
order, but with collinear spins oriented in different direc-
tions in various states; Then, by selecting one state as the
energy reference, the effects of Hiso can be entirely elim-
inated, while those of Hani are retained in the relative
energies.

We now work on obtaining Hani for NCSO by applying
the above SACE method. Note that the Hiso is omitted
at this stage, as the DFT calculations of noncollinear
spin states run into convergence problem with NCSO.
Specifically, collinear FM and zigzag states are consid-
ered, and configurations with spins being along different
directions are calculated within each state (see Section
II of SM for details [34]). As listed in Table I, the fitted
model indeed yields a dominate FM K = −12.54 meV.
As shown in Fig. S1a[34], such model leads to a very
much similar energy profile than DFT. Notably, if one
focus on the in-plane anisotropy, i.e., when spins of Z-
zigzag state rotate in xy plane (see the horizontal dashed
line in Fig. 2b), it shows a large energy difference of
8.2 meV/Co2+. Such large in-plane anisotropy can also
be observed in typical Kitaev model with zigzag state
(Fig. 2a), which is consistent with measured 200% strong
anisotropy in NCSO [36]. Additionally, the finite values
of Γ and Γ′ are predicted, with their magnitude being one
order smaller that K (see Table I). The ratio of Γ to K

(|Γ/K| < 0.1) is consistent with the results predicted by
the tight-binding model [12]. Moreover, the energy distri-
bution (Fig. S1[34]) of Γ and Γ′ terms reveals that such
terms are responsible for the doubly degenerate easy axes
(Fig. 2b). Such degenerate easy axes further lead to do-
mains, which correspond to the measured double-Q state
[18, 37]. Weak SIA is also predicted with Azz = −1.27
meV, which favors easy out-of-plane axis. Furthermore,
Heisenberg parameters are estimated from our simulated
phase diagram (see Table I and Fig. S6[34]), ensuring
that the entire set of terms can accurately reproduce the
experimental ground state and Néel temperature. To-
gether with anisotropic terms, the whole model predicts
the correct zigzag ground state with TN = 7 K, which is
well consistent with the measured 6.6 K [36].

Realistic spin model of Na3Ni2BiO6. As shown in Fig.
2c, for NNBO system with 3d8 electron configuration,
the DFT-derived energy distribution is quite different
with that of the typical Kitaev model (Fig. 2a). It ex-
hibits an easy axis along θ = 10.0◦, ϕ = 26.6◦ (or equiv-
alently θ = 170.0◦, ϕ = 153.4◦), which is well consistent
with the 10◦ tilting (estimated from measurements) [27].
Moreover, the energy difference between hard and easy
axes is merely 0.078 meV/Ni2+. Such facts indicate that
NNBO is unlikely to exhibit significant Kitaev interac-
tion. We then work on obtaining the effective spin model
for NNBO. Unlike NCSO (3d7), NNBO (3d8) is robust
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FIG. 3. Magnetization as a function of out-of-plane magnetic
field. Panel (a) shows the magnetization curve from Eq. (2) at
different temperatures, with the insets depicting spin orders
at different field strengths. Panel (b) also displays the magne-
tization, considering selective SIA or biquadratic terms. Note
that a slightly larger SIA term is used than that in Table I.

with DFT convergence. We thus adopt the full SACE
method [28, 29], and start with a complex enough model
with SOC effect, up to the fifth nearest neighbors (NN)
and four-body interactions. By fitting to DFT energies
of random spin configurations, the model yields,

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩1

{J1SiSj +B(Si·Sj)
2}+

∑
⟨i,j⟩3

J3SiSj

+
∑
i

{AzzS
z
i S

z
i +AxzS

x
i S

z
i }

(2)

where ⟨i, j⟩n denotes pairs of n-th NN within each layer,
Jn, B and A denote Heisenberg term, fourth-order bi-
quadratic term and SIA terms, respectively. The val-
ues of these parameters are summarized in Table I. Such
model indicates that Kitaev interaction, as well as inter-
layer couplings, is negligible small in NNBO, while an
unexpected biquadratic B = −0.55 meV arises. More-
over, SIA of NNBO is found to be quite small with
Azz = −0.05 meV and Axz = −0.02 meV. The energy
distribution from this model (Fig. S2a[34]) compares
very well with that from DFT (Fig. 2c), indicating a
good accuracy of such model. The Monte Carlo sim-
ulations with this model lead to a 10.1◦ canted zigzag
AFM ground state, with Néel temperature of 12 K, both
of which agree well with experimental observations (10◦

canting and TN ≈ 10 K) [21, 27, 34].
Upon applying out-of-plane magnetic field, the model

of Eq. (2) also results in a 1/3 magnetization plateau,
which gradually vanishes with increasing temperature

(Fig. 3a). Such result again is well consistent with exper-
iments [27]. Within the plateau, the spins basically flop
into the xy plane with weak z component, which is in
contrast with the simulated partial flipping in Ref. [27].
We then work on understanding the emergence of the 1/3
magnetization plateau. As shown in Fig. 3b, when both
Azz and B terms are considered, the 1/3 plateau appears
between a low field jump and a high field jump. If only
considering B term, the low field jump disappears; while
if only considering Azz term, the high field jump van-
ishes. It is thus evident that the 1/3 plateau originates
from the interplay of SIA and biquadratic terms, without
the necessity of the Kitaev interaction. The emergence
of the biquadratic term in NNBO is reminiscent of NiCl2
and NiI2 [26, 38], both of which exhibit a 3d8 configura-
tion and S = 1. These systems also exhibit important
sizable biquadratic terms.

Role of heavy elements proximity. It has been believed
that the heavy elements, Sb in NCSO and Bi in NNBO,
should contribute to the Kitaev interaction through prox-
imity [22]. However, as shown in Figs. 2d and 2e, solely
turning on the SOC of Co can lead to the actual mag-
nitude of the Kitaev interaction, while the SOC of Sb
results in very small anisotropy that is distinct from that
of Kitaev interaction. The unexpected strong SOC ef-
fects of Co should arise from the interplay between crys-
tal symmetry and electron correlation [39, 40]. Moreover,
even arbitrarily increasing the SOC of Bi to be ten times
stronger, the anisotropy of NNBO remains very small and
does not resemble the Kitaev interaction (Fig. 2f). This
is different from cases like CrI3 and NiI2 [22, 26], where
the SOC of the nearest neighbor iodine predominantly
contributes to the Kitaev interaction. We thus examine
the electronic band structures to understand such differ-
ences. As shown in Fig. S7[34], the p band of I heavily
hybridizes with the d band of Cr or Ni near the Fermi
level. In contrast, the p bands of Sb (Bi) do not hybridize
with d bands of Co (Ni). More precisely, the p bands of
Sb and Bi overlap with the p′ band of O, while it is the
p′′ band of O that overlaps with the d bands of Co or Ni.
However, there is a large gap of over 1 eV between p′ and
p′′ bands, which explains why the strong SOC of Sb and
Bi does not contribute to the Kitaev interaction.

To conclude, we unravel the state-dependent
anisotropy of Kitaev interactions and propose an
efficient method to exam the presence of Kitaev in-
teractions in any systems. Such method demonstrates
that Na3Co2SbO6 (3d7) exhibits a strong ferromagnetic
Kitaev interaction, while no significant Kitaev inter-
action in Na3Ni2BiO6 (3d8). Measured properties of
Na3Ni2BiO6 can be well captured by our developed
realistic model, where the 1/3 magnetization plateau is
found to arise from the interplay between biquadratic
interaction and single-ion anisotropy. Heavy elements,
Sb and Bi, at hollow site of honeycomb lattice, do not
significantly contribute to Kitaev interactions. Our
work not only clarify controversy in Na3Co2SbO6 and
Na3Ni2BiO6, but also will promote the identification of
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Kitaev candidates.
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