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We systematically investigate the effects of Kitaev interaction on magnetic orders and anisotropy
in both triangular and honeycomb lattices. Our study highlights the critical role of the Kitaev inter-
action in modulating phase boundaries and predicting new phases, e.g., zigzag phase in triangular
lattice and AABB phase in honeycomb lattice, which are absent with pure Heisenberg interactions.
Moreover, we reveal the special state-dependent anisotropy of Kitaev interaction, and develop a
general method that can determine the presence of Kitaev interaction in different magnets. It is
found that the Kitaev interaction does not induce anisotropy in some magnetic orders such as fer-
romagnetic order, while can cause different anisotropy in other magnetic orders. Furthermore, we
emphasize that the off-diagonal Γ interaction also contributes to anisotropy, competing with the Ki-
taev interaction to reorient spin arrangements. Our work establishes a framework for comprehensive
understanding the impact of Kitaev interaction on ordered magnetism.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exactly solvable Kitaev model on the honeycomb
lattice has recently attracted significant attention due to
its potential to host novel quantum spin-liquid (QSL)
states with Majorana fermion excitations [1]. Jackeli and
Khaliullin suggested that the Kitaev interaction can be
realized in Mott insulators with edge-sharing octahedra,
strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC), and electron correla-
tion [2]. Since then, there has been a surge of theoret-
ical and experimental studies on candidate Kitaev ma-
terials. Established candidate materials include A2IrO3

(A = Na, Li) [3, 4] and α-RuCl3 [5, 6], where the mag-

netic ions possess an effective spin S̃ = 1/2. Later, cobalt
compound with 3d7 configurations such as Na3Co2SbO6

were proposed as candidate Kitaev materials with ferro-
magnetic Kitaev interaction, which stems from the SOC
of unquenched orbital angular momentum under small
crystal field [7, 8]. Moreover, other 3d systems, such
as CrI3, CrGeTe3 [9, 10] and NiI2[11–13], were reported
to exhibit significant Kitaev interaction via heavy ligand
mediated superexchange. These studies significantly ex-
pand the scope of the so-called Kitaev system and pave
the way for exploration into new realms of inquiry.

However, these candidate materials exhibit ordered
magnetism at low temperatures rather than the expected
QSL state [14–18], sparking considerable research inter-
est in the realistic effect of the Kitaev interaction. For
example, Na2IrO3 exhibits a collinear zigzag antiferro-
magnetic (AFM) order with magnetic moments aligning
along the 44.3◦ direction relative to the a lattice vec-
tor, as determined by diffuse magnetic X-ray scatter-
ing experiments [19]. In contrast, α-RuCl3 displays the
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same zigzag order, but its spins tend to deviate by 35◦

away from the ab plane, as observed in X-ray diffrac-
tion measurements [20]. Moreover, the low-temperature
phase of bulk NiI2 is identified as a proper screw he-
lical state along ⟨11̄0⟩, with the normal of the helical
plane forming an angle of 55◦ with the out-of-plane di-
rection instead of aligning along the in-plane propagation
direction [13, 16]. Particularly, CrGeTe3 and CrI3 have
ferromagnetic (FM) ground states with a notable distinc-
tion: the former displays Heisenberg behavior, allowing
spins to orient freely in any direction [18], whereas the
latter behaves in an Ising manner along the out-of-plane
direction [17]. These experimental phenomena imply a
cooperation between the Kitaev interaction K and other
exchange interactions, such as isotropic exchange cou-
pling J [9, 13, 21] and the off-diagonal exchange Γ [6, 22],
thereby highlighting the significant impact of the Kitaev
interaction on magnetic orders and anisotropic spin ori-
entation. However, to date, only a handful of theoretical
explorations of the Kitaev interaction in honeycomb lat-
tices (e.g., J-K model and J1-J2-J3-K model in A2IrO3

(A = Na, Li) [21, 23]) have been attempted. This calls
for more comprehensive and qualitative investigations of
the Kitaev interaction in candidate triangular and hon-
eycomb systems, to establish general rules for its effect
on magnetic behaviors.

In this work, we investigate the effect of Kitaev inter-
action on magnetic orders within the J1-J2-J3-K model.
We find that introducing the Kitaev interaction can mod-
ulate the phase boundaries and predict new phases ab-
sent in models with only Heisenberg interactions. In
addition, the Kitaev interaction exhibit special state-
dependent anisotropy. It can cause anisotropy in the
magnetic orders lacking C3 symmetry while does not
induce anisotropy in, for example, FM order. Further-
more, we reveal that the off-diagonal Γ term can mod-
ify the anisotropy relative to the pure Kitaev interaction
for various magnetic orders, which can account well for
the experimentally observed anisotropy of Na2IrO3 and
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FIG. 1. Schematization of the Kitaev basis of (a) triangular
lattice and (b) honeycomb lattice. Dotted line marks the unit
cell. The {XY Z} basis of Kitaev is approximately along the
direction of the bonds between magnetic atoms and upper
ligand atoms. Kitaev basis and their corresponding bonds
are indicated by red, green and blue colors. Note that the X
(Y , Z) axis of Kitaev basis is perpendicular to the X-bond
(Y-bond, Z-bond, respectively).

α-RuCl3. Our work provides useful insights for under-
standing the effects of the Kitaev interaction on magnetic
order and anisotropy.

II. EFFECTS OF KITAEV INTERACTION ON
MAGNETIC ORDERS

The diverse magnetic orders observed in Kitaev can-
didate materials arise from the interplay among differ-
ent mechanisms, which are predominantly the Heisenberg
isotropic exchange interactions and the Kitaev interac-
tion. To delineate these possible magnetic behaviors, we
define a spin Hamiltonian for both triangular and hon-
eycomb lattices as,

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩1

(
J1Si · Sj +KSγ

i S
γ
j

)
+

∑
⟨i,j⟩2

J2Si · Sj +
∑
⟨i,j⟩3

J3Si · Sj ,
(1)

where ⟨i, j⟩ denotes the pairs of interacting spins and
|S| = 1 is assumed; γ chooses its value from three Kitaev

basis XY Z and corresponds to X-bond, Y-bond and Z-
bond, respectively, as labeled in Fig. 1; J and K quan-
tify the Heisenberg isotropy exchange interaction and the
Kitaev interaction, respectively, with positive values de-
noting AFM interactions and negative ones representing
FM interactions. Here the Heisenberg interactions up
to the third nearest neighbors (NN) are included in this
model, as they are usually important in honeycomb and
triangular lattice.
In order to determine the ground states, we first per-

form Monte Carlo (MC) simulations over the J1-J2-J3-K
model, as shown in Eq. (1). For the low energy states de-
termined by MC, conjugate gradient (CG) optimizations
are further applied to obtain the accurate spin structure
and energy of different states. Both MC and CG methods
are implemented in the PASP software [24, 25]. For sim-
plicity, we fix the value of 1NN exchange interaction as
J1 = ±1, and vary J2 and J3 among a range from −2|J1|
to 2|J1|. We adopt relatively weak values of K (e.g.
K/|J1| = ±0.1 or K/|J1| = ±0.3), so as to prevent the
dominant Kitaev from inducing QSL state [1, 19], which
would fail with the classical MC approach. With these
methods and parameters, the obtained phase diagrams
are displayed in Fig. 2. Note that the the Luttinger-
Tisza method [26, 27] is also used for determining the
ground states of pure Heisenberg J1-J2-J3 models, and
the results are consistent with our MC and CG method.
We first investigate the phase diagram of pure Heisen-

berg J1-J2-J3 model in triangular lattice. In the case of
the triangular lattice, as depicted in Figs. 2(a-d), the FM
state prevails when J2,3 ≤ −J1. For J2 > −J1 and FM
J3, the system tends to stabilize into the stripe AFM
(sAFM) arrangement; while for J3 > −J1 and FM J2,
the ground state adopts a 120◦ order (i.e., commensu-
rate helical state propagating along ⟨110⟩ with period
1.5a), a hallmark of frustration in the triangular lattice.
Additionally, when both J2 and J3 are AFM, the sys-
tem transitions to an incommensurate (IC) helical state.
This IC state propagates along ⟨110⟩ if 2J2 < J3, or along
⟨11̄0⟩ if 2J2 > J3.
The Kitaev interaction is then further considered, i.e.,

in the J1-J2-J3-K model. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the Ki-
taev effect on magnetic orders is evident by the shifting
of phase boundaries and the appearance of new phases,
denoted by the yellow dashed lines (minor shifts in other
boundaries are neglected for simplicity). (i) Introducing
AFM K to the FM J1 case [Fig. 2(a)] causes the ex-

pansion of the IC⟨11̄0⟩ phase towards the IC⟨110⟩ phase,
even reaching across the entire boundary region between

IC⟨110⟩ and FM with increasing K [see Supplemental Ma-
terials (SM) Fig. S1 forK = 0.1 case [25]]. Note that such
expansion can effectively account for the experimentally

observed IC⟨11̄0⟩ state in bulk NiI2, which will be pre-

dicted as an IC⟨110⟩ state under pure Heisenberg interac-
tion (J1 = −4.976 meV, J2 = −0.155 meV, J3 = 2.250
meV) [13]. (ii) Introducing FM K to the FM J1 case
[Fig. 2(b)] leads to the emergence of a so-called AABB
AFM state with an up-up-down-down spin pattern along
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FIG. 2. Phase diagrams of the J1-J2-J3(-K) model in triangular and honeycomb lattices. The colored areas in the phase
diagrams show the ground states without Kitaev interaction. The yellow dashed lines indicate the most outstanding distinction
of the ground states when introducing the Kitaev interaction.

⟨11̄0⟩ within the IC⟨11̄0⟩ region. This state rapidly re-

places most of the IC⟨11̄0⟩ phase with increasing K (see
SM Fig. S1 for K = −0.3 case [25]). (iii) When FM K is
introduced to the AFM J1 case [Fig. 2(c)], the 120

◦ phase

near the border of 120◦-sAFM and 120◦-IC⟨110⟩ transi-
tions into the IC⟨110⟩ phase with a propagation period
slightly smaller than 1.5a. (iv) Introducing AFM K to
the AFM J1 case [Fig. 2(d)] results in the enlargement

of the IC⟨110⟩ phase in the same region, particularly with
a propagation period slightly larger than 1.5a. Mean-

while, the IC⟨110⟩ phase near the border of 120◦-IC⟨110⟩

transitions into a zigzag AFM (zAFM) state.

We now concentrate on the phase diagrams in the hon-
eycomb lattice. As shown in Figs. 2(e,f) (for more phase
diagrams, see Fig. S1 of SM [25]), the border between FM
and other phases occurs at J3 = −J1 and 2J2 = −J1,
which is different from J2,3 = J1 in the triangular lat-
tice. This is understandable since the coordination num-
ber of the 2NN is twice than that of 1NN in the hon-
eycomb lattice. When J3 > −J1 and 2J2 < −J1, the
Néel AFM state is stabilized, characterized by the C3

symmetry akin to the 120◦ order. For 2J2 > −J1 and
FM J3, the ground state turns out to be the sAFM ar-
rangement; while for 2J2 > J1 and AFM J3, the sys-
tem adopts the zigzag AFM (zAFM) state. Note that
two non-collinear (NC) states (see Fig. S2 of SM [25]
for detail) emerge between the sAFM and zAFM phases.

They propagate along ⟨110⟩ and ⟨11̄0⟩, respectively, and
are separated by J3 = 0. Interestingly, introducing the
K/J1 > 0 Kitaev interaction (see Fig. S1 of SM [25] for
K/J1 < 0 case) gives rise to new collinear states, named

AABB1 and AABB2, inside the NC⟨11̄0⟩ region (the new
collinear states region expands very little with the in-
creased K/J1 > 0, see Fig. S1 of SM [25]). These two
new states exhibit the same up-up-down-down spin pat-
tern on the zigzag chain along ⟨110⟩, but behave as FM
and AFM, respectively, along the ⟨11̄0⟩ chain.

III. EFFECTS OF KITAEV INTERACTION ON
ANISOTROPY

We notice that the aforementioned magnetic orders
exhibit novel anisotropy when Kitaev interaction comes
into play. Such anisotropy arising from Kitaev interac-
tion, not only changes when Kitaev interaction changes
sign, but also varies when the magnetic state becomes
different. It is thus a rare state-dependent anisotropy,
based on which a method is recently proposed to predict
the presence of Kitaev interactions in Ref. [28]. Here we
perform systematical analysis on the state-dependent Ki-
taev anisotropy. Taking the zAFM state in honeycomb
lattice as an example, the energy contribution from Ki-
taev interaction of a unit cell can be rewritten as a func-
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TABLE I. Anisotropy of the Kitaev interaction in triangular and honeycomb lattices. The orientation of Kitaev basis {XY Z}
is shown in the first column. The angle dependence of the Kitaev energy in a single unit cell is shown in the second column,
where c = cos(k ·RY ), k is the propagation vector and RY = b is the lattice vector of a Y-bond. For example, with IC⟨110⟩

order, k = (a+b)2π/λa where λ is the propagation period, yielding c = cosπa/λ (see section III.A of SM [25] for more details).
The spin configurations and their anisotropy preference under both FM and AFM Kitaev interaction are shown as well, where
the red and orange arrows denote spins, blue arrows denote the normals of the helical plane, and blue circles indicate that the
arrows (spins or norm vectors) can point to any directions in the plane without causing energy difference.

Lattice Angle dependence of Kitaev energy FM K < 0 AFM K > 0

Triangular

FM: no dependence isotropy isotropy

sAFM: 2K cos2 α

easy axis: X easy plane: Y -Z

zAFM: −K cos2 α

easy plane: Y -Z easy axis: X

AABB: K cos2 α

easy axis: X easy plane: Y -Z

IC⟨110⟩: (2c2 − c− 1)K cos2 α

1.5a < λ < ∞, normal along X 1.5a < λ < ∞, normal in Y -Z plane

λ = 1.5a, isotropy λ = 1.5a, isotropy

a ≤ λ < 1.5a, normal in Y -Z plane a ≤ λ < 1.5a, normal along X

IC⟨11̄0⟩: (1− c)K cos2 α

normal in Y -Z plane normal along X

Honeycomb

FM: no dependence isotropy isotropy

sAFM: 2K cos2 α

easy axis: X easy plane: Y -Z

zAFM: −2K cos2 α

easy plane: Y -Z easy axis: X

AABB1: K cos2 α

easy axis: X easy plane: Y -Z

AABB2: −K cos2 α

easy plane: Y -Z easy axis: X

Néel: no dependence

isotropy isotropy
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tion of spin orientation,

EK =
∑
⟨i,j⟩1

KSγ
i S

γ
j

= −KSXSX +KSY SY +KSZSZ

= KS2 − 2K(SX)
2

= KS2 − 2S2K cos2 α

∝ −2K cos2 α.

(2)

where α is the angle between the spin S and X axis of
Kitaev basis. Note that the present exampled zAFM or-
der exhibits AFM link along X-bond while FM link along
Y-bond and Z-bond. After minimizing the Eq. (2), we
can obtain: when K < 0, it results in α = 90◦, indicat-
ing the spins favor lying in the Y -Z plane (easy plane);
whereas K > 0, it leads to α = 0◦, corresponding to the
X direction as the easy axis.

Table. I summaries the anisotropy of spin orienta-
tions in different magnetic orders (details are given in
section III.A of SM [25]). The table shows that (i)
the anisotropy of the Kitaev interaction is indeed state-
dependent, where different magnetic ordered states may
exhibit different anisotropies, even for the same K; (ii)
within a same order, anisotropy changes when the Kitaev
interaction changes its sign. For example, when K > 0,
zAFM state in honeycomb lattice has an easy axis along
the Kitaev basis X, while for sAFM state in honeycomb
lattice, the X basis becomes a hard axis. And if the
Kitaev interaction changes the sign, the easy axis will
become hard axis, and vice versa. Noteworthily, most
states exhibit the Kitaev-induced anisotropy with Kitaev

basis being easy/hard axis, except for the IC⟨110⟩ state
with period λ = 1.5a (i.e., 120◦ state) in triangular lat-
tice, Néel state in honeycomb lattice, and FM state in
both triangular and honeycomb lattices. This is under-
standable since all of these excluded states possess the C3

symmetry, resulting in the same Kitaev energy for pairs
connected by X-, Y-, and Z-bonds, thereby leading to the
isotropic Kitaev effect in these states.

The energy expressions in Table. I are based on a unit
cell. We now exam the energy of the entire supercell,
which can accommodate a complete period of spin struc-
tures, to further validate the aforementioned anisotropy.
Simulations is conducted for of the magnetic anisotropy
energy (MAE) from pure Kitaev interaction across vari-
ous magnetic orders and propagation periods in Table. I
(see section I.B of SM [25] for detail). It is found that,
though there are various spin orders together with pos-
itive/negative Kitaev interactions, the energy distribu-
tion can be summarized by two kinds of MAE diagrams,
with easy plane and easy axis respectively. The summa-
rized all possible energy distributions (excluding trivial
isotropy cases) are plotted in Fig. 3. It is clear to see that
there are minimum/maximum value aligned with Kitaev
basis (φ = 90◦, θ = 55◦), indicating it as the easy/hard
axis, thus confirming results in Table. I once again.

Based on the conclusions of Table. I, the anisotropy

FIG. 3. Magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE) of pure Ki-
taev interaction applied to different spin configurations. (a)
Schematizes the definitions of θ, φ, α and Kitaev basis. z axis
is defined as the out-of-plane direction and y axis is along the
direction of in-plane projection of X axis. Panel (b) and (c)
are the MAE diagrams ignoring specific energy values. For
collinear states, the MAE is represented by the direction of
spin vector S, and for helical states, by the direction of the
normal vector of helical plane n. Panel (b) shows the MAE
of the spin configurations preferring “Y -Z plane” and panel
(c) shows the MAE of the spin configurations preferring “X”
axis. The triangular mark and black curve locate the extreme
points.

of several Kitaev candidates can be understood. For the
FM states in CrGeTe3 and CrI3, the Kitaev interaction
does not influence anisotropy in the FM configuration.
Therefore, the differing Heisenberg or Ising behaviors ob-
served in the FM states of CrGeTe3 and CrI3 should be
attributed to other interactions, such as the off-diagonal
Γ interaction and single-ion anisotropy (SIA) (for more
details, see section IV(a) of SM [25]), rather than the
pure Kitaev interaction. In contrast, Kitaev interaction
plays an important role in the anisotropy of NiI2 as the
55◦ canting of the normal of the rotation plane in the
helical ground state can be accurately predicted by an
AFM Kitaev interaction, which was confirmed by den-
sity functional theory (DFT) calculations [13].

A. EFFECTS OF Γ INTERACTION ON
ANISOTROPY

Despite the success of the Kitaev interaction in ex-
plaining the anisotropy in NiI2, the spin orientations of
zigzag AFM in Na2IrO3 and α-RuCl3 cannot be fully re-
produced by the Kitaev interaction alone, implying the
effects of other anisotropy. Besides the pure Kitaev inter-
action, the off-diagonal exchange interaction Γ can also
modulate the spin orientation, thereby inducing addi-
tional anisotropy. By extending Kitaev model KSγ

i S
γ
j
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FIG. 4. Magnetic anisotropy energy of monolayer NiI2 with spin configurations of (a) AABB, (b) sAFM and (c) zAFM.
Definition of φ and θ are shown in Fig. 3(a). Relative energy with respect to energy at (φ, θ) (0◦, 0◦) (namely, z direction) is
plotted. The diamond marks locate the minimum of energy.

to incorporate such anisotropy mechanisms, the Kitaev
related Hamiltonian becomes [29]

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩1

{
KSγ

i S
γ
j + Γ

(
Sα
i S

β
j + Sβ

i S
α
j

)
+ Γ′

(
Sγ
i S

α
j + Sγ

i S
β
j + Sα

i S
γ
j + Sβ

i S
γ
j

)}
=

∑
⟨i,j⟩1

ST
i KγSj ,

(3)

where {αβγ} = {Y ZX}, {ZXY } and {XY Z} for X-, Y-
and Z-bonds, respectively. Kγ = KX,Y,Z refers to the
Kitaev interaction matrices in the Kitaev basis shown in
Fig. 1, which have the following formsK Γ′ Γ′

Γ′ 0 Γ
Γ′ Γ 0

 ,

 0 Γ′ Γ
Γ′ K Γ′

Γ Γ′ 0

 ,

 0 Γ Γ′

Γ 0 Γ′

Γ′ Γ′ K

 . (4)

The Γ term, stemming from the orbital coupling, can
persist in cubic octahedra [30, 31]. While the Γ′ term
is expected to arise from trigonal distortion of octahe-
dra [32]. Note that the idealized undistorted crystal
structures were adopted in our analysis and calculations,
thus the following discussion will mainly focus on the
anisotropy effect of Γ term.

The Γ term can modify the anisotropy relative to the
pure Kitaev interaction for various magnetic orders (see
section IV of SM for more details [25]). Considering the
zAFM order propagating along X-bond in honeycomb
lattice as illustrated in Table. I, when K < 0 and Γ < 0
(both FM), the easy axis will be fixed at x direction of
the global {xyz} basis, while in other cases the direction
of easy axis will be tilted by Γ. In such scenario, the angle
θ of easy axis can be evaluated by (see section IV(e) of
SM [25] for the deduction)

θ = 90◦ − arctan
7Γ + 2K − 3

√
9Γ2 − 4KΓ + 4K2

4
√
2(K − Γ)

(5)

with ϕ = 90◦. For the FM K < 0 and AFM Γ > 0, as
Γ increases from zero, the spin orientation will be tilted

from the angular bisector direction of Y, Z axis (i.e., φ =
90◦ and θ = 145◦) with the angle θ decreasing. In the
case of AFM K > 0, an increasing the magnitude of FM
Γ < 0 will slightly drive the spin away from X direction
(i.e., φ = 90◦ and θ = 55◦) by decreasing the angle θ;
while increasing AFM Γ > 0 results in the opposite effect,
i.e., causing angle θ to increase.

According to Eq. (5), the spin canting angles of 44.3◦

and 35◦ away from the ab plane in Na2IrO3 and α-RuCl3,
respectively, can be reproduced. For Na2IrO3, the angle
of 44.3◦ (i.e., θ = 134.3◦) requires a FM K < 0 and AFM
Γ > 0 with K/Γ = −3.21 in absent of other anisotropy
terms. For α-RuCl3, adopting the results of K = −6.8
meV and Γ = 9.5 meV given by the fitting of inelastic
neutron scattering measurements [33], the angle will be
determined to about 30.1◦, very close to the experiment
result 35◦.

To exam the anisotropic effects of the Kitaev and Γ in-
teractions, we now perform DFT calculations on mono-
layer NiI2, which is proposed to be a Kitaev dominant
system. The DFT calculations on a monolayer NiI2,
adopting AABB, sAFM and zAFM configurations, are
performed, using PBE+U [34] , and the results are shown
in Fig. 4. These diagrams resemble Fig. 3(b,c) very much,
implying the dominance of Kitaev anisotropy. For AABB
and zAFM state, the global magnetic anisotropy energies
are 2.3 meV/Ni and 2.32 meV/Ni, respectively, while for
the sAFM state, the anisotropy energy is 5.14 meV/Ni,
nearly twice that of the AABB and zAFM states. This
observation is consistent with the Kitaev energy values
listed in Table. I. According to the method of fitting
anisotropic interactions proposed by Ref. [28], an ap-
proximation of the Kitaev interaction fitted by data in
Fig. 4 is K = 2.27meV. The direction of easy axis in
zAFM is found to locate at (φ, θ) = (90◦, 65◦), close to
the prediction of (90◦, 55◦) from Kitaev interaction, with
a deviation of ∆θ = 10◦. In contrast, the easy axis of
AABB and sAFM are both determined at (0◦, 90◦) or
(180◦, 90◦) which is exactly ±x direction, while the en-
ergy values at the plane perpendicular to (90◦, 55◦) are
basically constant. Such actual anisotropy matches well
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with the easy plane anisotropy of the Kitaev interaction,
only with the breaking of degeneracy into x direction. In
fact, the deviation in anisotropy energy and easy axis, as
well as the breaking of degeneracy in the easy plane, can
be attributed to a weak in-plane SIA term [13], which
slightly modulates the MAE distribution but still retains
the characteristic features of Kitaev anisotropy. There-
fore, these results not only verify our theory presented in
this work, but also support the presence of Kitaev inter-
action in NiI2 [11–13].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, we have studied the effects of Kitaev in-
teraction on the magnetic order of Heisenberg-Kitaev
J1-J2-J3-K model in both triangular and honeycomb
lattice by utilizing Monte Carlo simulations and conju-
gate gradient optimizations. The results of J2-J3 phase
diagrams suggest that weak Kitaev interaction will en-
large the incommensurate state region and lead to new
phases such as zigzag and AABB phase in different cases.
Our analysis and calculations demonstrate the state-
dependent anisotropy of the Kitaev interaction. With a
pure Kitaev interaction, all the spin configurations pre-
senting in the phase diagrams, except the FM, 120◦ and
Néel states, which possess C3 symmetry, will choose the
Kitaev basis to be an easy/hard axis. This excludes the

effects of Kitaev interaction on the anisotropy of FM
state in CrGeTe3 and CrI3, but emphasizes the key role
of Kitaev interaction in the canted proper screw state of
NiI2. For the off-diagonal Γ interaction, it can modify the
anisotropy relative to the pure Kitaev interaction, and
slightly tilt the easy axis of zigzag AFM state in honey-
comb lattice, which can well explain the experimentally
observed anisotropy of α-RuCl3 and Na2IrO3. Our work
thus provides valuable insights into the effects of the Ki-
taev interaction on magnetic order and anisotropy.
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