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Magnons offer a promising path toward energy-efficient information trans-
mission and the development of next-generation classical and quantum comput-
ing technologies. However, methods to efficiently excite, manipulate, and detect
magnons remain a critical need. Here, we show that magnons, despite their charge-
neutrality, can induce electric polarization as a result of both their spin and orbital
moments. We demonstrate this by calculating the electric polarization induced by
magnons in two-dimensional (2D) honeycomb antiferromagnets. The electric po-
larization becomes finite when the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction (DMI) is
present and its magnitude can be increased by symmetries of the system. We illus-
trate this by computing and comparing the electric polarizations induced by the

magnon Nernst effects in 2D materials with Néel and Zigzag ordering. Our find-



ings show that in the Zigzag order, where the effect is dominated by the magnon
orbital moment, the induced electric polarization is approximately three orders of
magnitude greater than in the Néel phase. These findings reveal that electric fields
could enable both detection and manipulation of magnons under certain con-
ditions by leveraging their spin and orbital angular moment. They also suggest
that the discovery or engineering of materials with substantial magnon orbital
moments could lead to more practical use of magnons for future computing and

information transmission device applications.

1 Introduction

Magnons are bosonic quasi-particles arising from collective and charge-neutral excitations of
localized spins. These quanta obey the Bose-Einstein distribution function at finite temperatures
and have zero chemical potential in equilibrium. Because magnons can carry spin information
without the need for moving electric charge, they enable low-power data transfer and energy-
efficient computing technologies (/—6). Magnons can hybridize with a variety of other quantum
states, including photons (7, 8), electrons (9—11), phonons (/2—-14), plasmons (15, 16), and excitons
(17-19). For these and other reasons, magnons are also being explored as elements of quantum
information processing systems (20-27).

Realizing the opportunities associated with magnons requires tools for their efficient excitation,
manipulation, and detection. The field of spin caloritronics covers a wide range of relevant magnon
effects including the magnon Seebeck effect (SE) (28), thermal Hall effect (THE) (29-37), and
spin Nernst effect (SNE) (38—44). These effects all involve the generation of longitudinal and
transverse heat currents or spin currents, mediated by magnons, in response to a longitudinal applied
temperature gradient. However, these effects are difficult to exploit for information processing
because it is difficult to apply thermal gradients locally or to modulate them rapidly.

Electronic systems are easily manipulated by local electric fields and it has been recently
recognized that the orbital angular moment (OAM) of electrons can generate a number of previously
overlooked transport effects (45-52). Magnon OAM is expected to play a similarly important role

in the form of a magnon Orbital Nernst Effect (ONE). While a few studies have recently explored
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magnon OAM within different crystalline lattices, (53-59) these studies have focused on theoretical
measures of magnon OAM such as a magnon orbital magnetization (54) or the integral of magnon
OAM over the orientation of the magnon wave vector (55, 57). To relate magnon SNE and ONE,
which we collectively refer to as magnon Nernst effects (MNEs), to experimentally measurable
quantities, (43) we need a more comprehensive theoretical framework.

In this work, we develop a quantum mechanical formalism that establishes the connection be-
tween magnon transport effects (e.g. MNEs) and electric polarization. Specifically, we show that
magnons, despite their charge-neutrality, can induce electric polarization in systems exhibiting the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction. The formalism reveals that the magnon-induced electric polar-
ization occurs as a result of both magnon spin and orbital moments. Furthermore, the magnitude of
this polarization can be significantly enhanced by the system’s symmetry properties. We illustrate
this by computing and comparing the electric polarizations induced by the magnon Nernst effect in
2D materials with Néel and Zigzag ordering. Remarkably, we find that the Zigzag order can induce
an electric polarization approximately three orders of magnitude greater than that of the Néel order.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sect. 2| we describe the origin of magnon Nernst effects
in magnetic systems and summarize what material properties are important for maximizing the
ONE. In Sect. [3] we introduce the quantum mechanical framework that reveals, and allows us to
calculate, the electric polarization induced by the motion of magnon wave-packets. In Sect. 4| and
[5| we demonstrate the value of this formalism by applying it to 2D honeycomb antiferromagnets
with Néel and Zigzag order. Through both our formalism and symmetry considerations, we show
that spin-orbit coupling (SOC), specifically in the form of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction, or
SOC-like interactions that couple spins to the lattice (e.g. magnon-phonon coupling), is essential
for generating a finite electric polarization at the sample edges due to magnon Nernst effects. We
note that this conclusion challenges recent predictions that an electric polarization could be induced
by magnon ONE in a honeycomb lattice Néel ordered 2D AFM even in the absence of DMI (59).

While the magnon SNE has been extensively studied in the literature (36—44), the magnon ONE
was introduced relatively recently using a semiclassical theory (60). However, reference (60) does
not include a clear delineation of the conditions under which semiclassical theory is applicable
and, more importantly, does not address the resulting measurable quantities that will be induced by

the ONE. The formalism presented in this paper provides a firm quantum mechanical foundation



Figure 1: Schematic depiction of the magnon Spin Nernst Effect (a) and magnon Orbital Nernst

Effect (b) resulting from an applied temperature gradient AT.

for studying the magnon ONE and its observable manifestation in the form of electric polarization.
Taken together, the work reported here suggests a path toward exploiting the orbital degree of
freedom of magnons in addition to their spin moment. Specifically, the results reveal that the
measurement of induced electric polarization could be used both for the experimental study of
magnon OAM and MNEs and as means of detecting the presence of magnon transport within
devices. They also suggest that the discovery or engineering of materials with large magnon
orbital moments could increase the interactions with electric dipoles, creating more opportunities
for electrical read out or control of magnons in future computing and information transmission
devices. Finally, the results suggest that it may also be possible to use electromagnetic waves to

both manipulate and read out magnons through electric dipoles interaction.

2 Origin of Magnon Nernst Effects

Magnons are inherently charge-neutral entities and can be generated by the introduction of a
temperature gradient that induces a transverse magnon thermal current via the THE and a magnon
spin current via the SNE, as schematically depicted in Fig. [I[(a). In this section we show that such
thermal gradients can also generate a magnon orbital current (MOC). We call this effect the magnon
Orbital Nernst Effect. We then discuss the importance of magnon OAM and Berry curvature to the
magnon ONE, which leads to predictions about what classes of materials are most likely to show a

large magnon ONE.
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In the semiclassical picture, the motion of a magnon wavepacket in the n’” band with position

r’ and wavevector k subject to an applied temperature gradient is given by (61, 62)

10E, &
o _ L |
T h ok )
with %k = —=VU(r) where U(r) is a slowly varying potential experienced by the magnons and
Q" (k) = X nen Q" (k) is the Berry curvature with
k k k k
0 () = it ran SR ) X (n ()Pl () o

2
( nnEnk _ mmEmk)

the projection of the Berry curvature of the n’ band on the m’* band. Here, E, ; and |n(k))
are, respectively, the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the bosonic Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG)
Hamiltonian; ¥ = (¥,, ¥y, v;) denotes the velocity vector operator; and the o3 matrix is given by
Iyxy 0 . o . . .
o3 = , where 1yxy is a N X N identity matrix and 03" = (n(k)|o3|n(k)) is the
0 —lyxn
n'" diagonal element of ¢3.

The key point of Eq. 1] at this stage of the discussion is the dependence on the Berry Curvature
Q" (k). Berry curvature plays a pivotal role in generating both the magnon THE and the non-trivial
topology of magnon bands (33, 61, 63—66). The non-trivial topology originates from the motion
of magnon wavepackets along the edge of the system (6/). Magnon wavepackets also exhibit self-
rotation, referred to as magnon OAM, as elucidated by Matsumoto using linear response theory (67).
As aresult, in systems that have both a) non-trivial topological thermal transport of magnons and b)
finite self-rotation of magnon wavepackets, the thermal Hall current induced by the magnon bands
can also facilitate the transport of magnon OAM. This, in turn, gives rise to a MOC in response
to an applied temperature gradient, i.e. the magnon ONE. The consequence of a finite ONE is the
accumulation of the OAM of magnons at the boundaries of the system, as depicted in Fig. [I[b). In
this simple picture, the magnon orbital angular moment population accumulated at the edge of the

system due to the ONE is directly proportional to

Ay = zth;n;{ (o4 Ly () + 0" L, ()] ! () Fpni) } 3)

where /lﬁ;' is the Orbital Nernst conductivity (ONC); V is the volume of the system; p,x =

-1
(eE"»k/kBT — 1) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function; F (p,x) = (1 + pnk) In (1 + puk) —
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Pniln (Pn,k); Q) (k) is the uv-component of the projected Berry curvature [Eq. (2)] and LY, is

the @-component of the intra-band magnon OAM in the Bloch wave of the n’ band given by
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For the detailed derivation of these formulas, please refer to the SM 2.

Several physical consequences related to the ONE can be gleaned from Eqgs. (3)) and (4). First,
the representation of the magnon intra-band OAM in Bloch states given by Eq. (4) has deep
connections to the magnon Berry curvature given in Eq. (2). Specifically, both are subject to the
constraints of time reversal symmetry (TRS) and parity-time symmetry (PTS). TRS requires that
L,, (k) = —L,, (—k). PTS requires the intra-band OAM to be zero, as expressed by L,, (k) =0
(44). Thus, non-zero intra-band OAM can only be achieved when PTS is broken. Second, broken
TRS is crucial for observing a finite magnon THE. However, Eq. (3)) tells us that the ONE can exist
even without breaking TRS. The term Qﬁj (k) = }1 [Ug’”L,‘fn (k) + oL, (k)] Q) (k) has
even parity with respect to the wavevector because both intra-band OAM and Berry curvature have
the same parity with respect to the vector k. As a result, /lﬁ: can be finite even in the presence of
TRS. This observation, in combination with the first point above, suggests that the best strategy for
experimentally observing the ONE is to identify material systems exhibiting finite Berry curvature
(i.e. breaking PTS) and thus having nonzero intra-band OAM. Collinear 2D honeycomb AFMs with
both Néel and Zigzag phases are promising in this context. Third, magnon intra-band OAM can have
much larger magnitude than magnon spin moment, particularly in the vicinity of the anti-crossing
point between two distinct bands. This is similar to the behavior of Berry curvature. Consequently,
the ONE should be larger in magnonic crystals in which there are more band crossings for magnons
and/or more coupling with other quasiparticles such as phonons (44, 67). This suggests that the
ONE will be more pronounced in systems characterized by strong band hybridization and a narrow
energy gap between the bands because the magnitude of both intra-band OAM and Berry curvature
are significantly amplified under these conditions (44).

We note that our discussion here illustrates the ONE using a simple picture in which the
topological magnon thermal Hall current gives rise to the magnon ONE through magnon intra-band
OAM. However, both magnon intra-band and inter-band OAM can contribute. To treat intra-band

and inter-band OAM on an equal footing, we employ linear response theory to derive the linear
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thermal response mechanism governing the flow of magnon OAM. Please refer to the SM 2 for the

detailed derivation and resulting formulas.

3 Magnon-induced electric polarization: the role of spin and

orbital degrees of freedom

Experimental detection of the ONE will be possible when the accumulation of magnon orbital
angular moment can be transformed into a magnetization or electric polarization. This is analogous
to the way the OHE for electrons can be measured via spin polarizations that are induced by
the OHE via spin orbit coupling (68, 69). Utilizing perturbation theory, Neumann et al. (54)
revealed the dependence of the orbital magnetic moment of magnons on the external magnetic
field: ”;?,k = - Zzl Da=xyz 662—"": . % where B is the applied magnetic field, @ is the local
spin coordinate system and E, i is the energy of the magnon in nth state. This dependence is a
result of spin orbit coupling or SOC-like interactions that couple spins to the lattice (e.g. DMI or
magnon-phonon coupling). Consequently, the accumulation of the orbital moment of magnons at
the boundaries due to the ONE can manifest as a measurable magnetization in systems featuring
DMI, magnon-phonon coupling, or similar interactions.

MNESs may also giverise to a local Electric Polarization (EP) at the boundaries of the system (70).
Employing perturbation theory, we derive a formula to calculate the y-component of the net electric
polarization induced by magnon motion in magnetic materials: Py, = é / Isyd,B, where = kl%T'
The full derivation of this formula can be found in the SM 2. The resulting formula has two parts:
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5 §2402 2D . .
M being the spin current operator.

with j5° =

Equations and () are important because they provide a microscopic framework for com-
puting the electric polarization generated by magnon transport in an arbitrary magnetic system,
even in a case where the spin moment of magnons is not conserved (e.g. due to magnon-phonon
interactions). In principle, these quantities can be numerically computed accounting for both inter-
and intra-band contributions to magnon orbital angular moment using relations (S120) and (S12T])
reported in the SM 2. Analyzing equations (5)) and (6)), we find that the two parts of I5y describe

two distinct contributions to the electric polarization induced by the motion of the magnon wave

packets:

1. 15§ [Eq. (5)] describes the electric polarization that arises from the magnon spin current.
Specifically, the presence of the spin-Berry curvatures Qf;’”(k) and Qg;’”(k) result in a
spin current in the y direction via the accumulation of spin angular momentum due to, for
example, the magnon spin Nernst current carried by magnons under a temperature gradient

along the x-direction (44).
2. F’)Q [Eq. (6)] relates to the orbital angular moment L* of the magnons.

In other words, our formula reveals that the net electric polarization induced by magnon motion in
magnetic materials has distinct contributions from the magnon spin current [PS, Eq. (5)] and the

magnon orbital angular moment [P¢, Eq. (6)].

4 Magnon Nernst effects and electric polarizations in 2D AFMs

We now apply our electric polarization formalism to predict the consequences of MNEs in MnPS3
and NiPSes, which are 2D honeycomb AFMs possessing Néel and Zigzag order as shown in Fig.[2{(c)
and (d), respectively. There are two reasons to present these example cases. First, as we show in
this section, they allow us to more clearly see and understand the spin and orbital contributions
to the resulting electric polarization. Second, as we show in Sect. |3} they allow us to analyze the
importance of symmetry breaking to the emergence of electric polarization.

Both MnPS3 and NiPSe3 have spins that lie on A and B sublattices with S4 = =S = 52;

the z-axis is out of the plane of the 2D material, as shown in Fig. Pfa). The fundamental spin
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Figure 2: (a) Schematic view of the magnon ONE in a 2D AFM where transverse flow of magnons
carrying opposite out-of-the plane orbital moment is induced by temperature gradient VT along
the longitudinal direction. (b) The nearest, second nearest and third-nearest neighbor bonds in a
honeycomb lattice are denoted by a;, S; and 7;, respectively. (c) Néel and (d) Zigzag ordering of

honeycomb spin lattices.

Hamiltonian for this type of system can be expressed as follows (39,41, 44):

H = ZJijSi . Sj + AZ (SIZ)Z +g,uBBZ Z SlZ + <;1>> D,’j (S, X S]) (7)
i,J i i i,j

where §; = (57, Siy ,87) is the operator of total spin localized at a site i of the lattice. The first term
represents the exchange energy, with J;; the exchange coupling between spins localized at sites i
and j. The sum 2;;; runs over all atom pairs in the lattice up to the third-nearest neighbor, as shown
in Fig. 2b. The second term involves A, the easy-axis anisotropy energy. The third term represents
the Zeeman energy arising from coupling to the applied magnetic field B, pointing along the z-axis,
which is perpendicular to the plane. Here g is the Landé g-factor and up is the Bohr magneton.
The fourth term captures the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction with the DMI vector D;; oriented
in the z-direction. The notation ((, )) indicates a summation over second nearest neighbors.

We employ the Holstein-Primakoff (HP) transformation (77) that maps spin operators residing



on sublattice A or B of a 2D AFM to boson operators. The square roots of operators are expanded

into a Taylor series and then truncated (72) to linear order to obtain

sto= V2Sa;, S, = \/ﬁa?, S5 =8~ aja,-,
Sy = V2Sbl, S5 =V2Sbj, S5 =-S+blb;. (8

The truncation to linear order is valid as long as the temperature is low, kT < J;; where J;;
is the exchange coupling, and the number of magnons excited is sufficiently small (72). This
condition is met when the temperature is much lower than the Néel temperature of an AFM
material, of order Ty = 150 K for the 2D AFM materials considered here. We then recast the spin
Hamiltonian as a bosonic Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BAG) Hamiltonian (35) H = 3, W' H (k)¥ where
P = [ Xp 1o xz,z, e x;n,x_kgl s X_k .2 --» X_k.n] 1s the Nambu spinor. By using Colpa’s method (73),
we diagonalize this Hamiltonian to obtain the eigenenergies E, ; and eigenvectors |n(k)) of the
system, which is what we use in the following to compute the magnon ONE from linear response
theory. Please see the Supplementary Material (SM)[?|for additional information on the construction
of the BAG Hamiltonian and the magnetic parameters of the materials employed in this model
Hamiltonian.

For the specific case of the 2D AFM materials we are now considering, and assuming the

magnon’s spin moment to be a well-defined quantum number, we derive:

SHB % Tk
PS = Q" (k) kgT In (e FpT — 1) 9)
y 2 xy

CW,e <

2
PO = -2 BZ 1S5 Ly (K) Pk (10)

as the finite temperature electric polarization induced by magnon spin Berry curvature and magnon
orbital angular moment, respectively. Here W, is the width along the y-direction of the system;
kp is the Boltzmann constant, c is the speed of light in vacuum, T is the temperature, Qf;” is the
spin-Berry curvature of nth band, and S?, and L%, (k) are respectively the spin and OAM of the
magnon in the nth band. For a more detailed derivation of this formula, please refer to the SM 2.

Eqgs. 9 and [I0]allow us to more clearly see that 1) the spin current term arises from the spin Berry

2See Supplemental Material at https://mrsec.udel.edu/about-ud-charm/ which includes Refs. (74-91)
along with (1) The BdG Hamiltonian of 2D AFM with Néel and Zigzag order (2) Derivations of Egs. (3), @), (??).
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Figure 3: (a) Schematic illustration of magnon orbital accumulation at the edges of a 2D honeycomb
AFM with Néel order under an applied temperature gradient V7. (b) The local electric polarization
(red and blue arrow) and local polarized charges induced by magnon spin and magnon orbital
angular momentum accumulation due to the magnon ONE in the absence of the DMI. The number
of charges on each side is equal, resulting in zero net electric polarization in the absence of DMI.
(c) The presence of DMI results in a nonzero net polarized charge due to the difference in the

populations of magnons carrying opposite OAM.

curvature [Q)f;” (k)], which is intricately tied to the velocity of the magnon wavepacket’s center
and 2) the orbital term arises from the intra-band OAM of the magnon [LZ, (k)], which arises from
the inherent self-rotation of the magnon wavepacket.

We can now apply our theory to explain the electric polarization induced by magnon Nernst
effects in MnPS3 and NiPSes. The presence of a temperature gradient along the x direction leads
to the accumulation of magnons with opposite chirality along the +y boundaries of the system, as
schematically depicted in Fig. [3p. A quantitative calculation of the resulting electric polarization
for MnPS3 and NiPSes, as a function of the strength of the DMI interaction, is shown in Fig. ()
and (b). Remarkably, in the absence of DMI the electric polarization completely vanishes for both
Néel and Zigzag magnetic orders, even in the presence of an externally applied magnetic field. In

the presence of DMI, however, an electric polarization emerges. We will analyze the importance of
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DMI to the emergence of electric polarization in Sect. 5] In the remainder of this section we focus
on three important observations about the emergent electric polarization.

First, we emphasize that the contribution of magnon OAM to electric polarization should not be
viewed as a consequence of magnetic dipole moment current circulation. Unlike electrons, which
possess charge and whose motion is governed by electric forces, magnons are charge-neutral and
their OAM originates solely from the geometric phase. Therefore, the contributions of magnon
OAM to electric polarization should be understood as the changes in the magnon spin current due
to the geometric phase of the magnon wave function, which adds a correction term (PyO) to the
electric polarization induced by the magnon spin current (P§) as described by Eqs. (9) and (10,
which are derived quantum mechanically.

Second, the electric polarization P, depends on the width W), of the flake. However, what would
be measured in practice is the transverse voltage along the y-direction (V,,) induced by the electric
polarization (P,) under the temperature gradient along x-direction, as shown in Fig. b,c). To
derive a prediction of the measurable transverse voltage, we note that the electric field Z, along the
y-direction induced by P, reads:

g, = — (11)

where g is the electric permittivity of free space and y is the electric susceptibility. Therefore, the

transverse voltage is given by

Vo= [ 2y =B S s ka1 (5 1) 200785, (|
0 soxC? Lo
(12)
which is independent of W;,.

Third, and perhaps most importantly, we see that the spin (P§ ) and orbital (Pyo) contributions to
the overall electric polarization (P) can differ in both sign and magnitude. For MnPS3 (Fig.[d(a)) the
magnitudes of the P§ and P? terms have opposite sign and similar magnitude, leading to a nonzero,
but small, net polarization. In contrast, for NiPS3 (Fig. (b)) the spin and orbital contributions have
the same sign, but the orbital contribution (PyO) is approximately one order of magnitude larger than
the spin contribution (Pi). This difference originates in the Orbital Nerst conductivity (/I)IC‘;), which

determines the the magnitude of the magnon orbital angular moment population that accumulates at

the edge of the system due to the ONE as described in Eq.(3). In Fig. [5|we plot the ONC of MnPS;
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Figure 4: The electric polarization (P) of MnPS3 (Figure a) and NiPSes (Figure b) normalized

to the factor I'" = —hf}é‘y ‘Z 5. The polarization is plotted as a function of the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
Interaction strength, parameterized by the ratio D/D(y where D represents the baseline DMI
strength for each material. These calculations were conducted under a constant applied magnetic
field of B, = 1 T and temperature of 100 K. The electric polarization of MnPS3 (c) and NiPSes (d)
also varies as a function of the externally applied magnetic field B;. The insets in both figure ¢ and

d zoom in on the total electric polarization to reveal a weak dependence on B;. These calculations

were conducted for a temperature of 100 K.
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(a) and NiPS3 (b) as a function of temperature T with (black) and without (pink) DMI. We find that
the ONC are about three orders of magnitude larger than the spin Nernst conductivities predicted
for these systems by Bazazzadeh, et al. in Ref. (42). Specifically, the spin Nernst conductivity of
NiPSe; is about 1073 kg (42) while the ONC is of order kz, which results in the much larger orbital
contribution to the electric polarization reported in Fig. f(b). This striking contrast originates in
the fact that the magnon spin angular moment in the systems we consider can only have one of
two values: The z-component of spin is locked to the magnon chirality and is independent of the
wavevector k (38). In contrast, there is no limit on the maximum OAM of a magnon. This suggests
that focusing on materials that can host a large magnon orbital moment may prove advantageous

for future device applications.

S Symmetry breaking and magnon-induced electric polariza-
tion

In this section, we investigate the symmetry breaking required for finite magnon-induced electric
polarization in 2D honeycomb antiferromagnets. We will demonstrate how interactions like the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction and other mechanisms, including magnon-phonon coupling,
break the system’s symmetry, thereby allowing for a finite electric polarization.

Fig. 4| shows that electric polarization vanishes in the absence of DMI for both Néel and Zigzag
magnetic orders, but the reasons that EP vanishes are different for the two orders. To understand
this more clearly, in Fig. [6| we plot the Berry curvature, OAM, orbital Berry curvature (OBC), and
the correlation (LS%)" = §%, L%, (k) as a function of in-plane wavevector (k, ky) for both MnPS3
(a-e) and NiPS3 (f-)). As expected, these plots display, respectively, the C3 and Cyj;, symmetries of
the magnetic structure in the two. The OBC of both the Néel and Zigzag phases shows the even
parity with respect to the wavevector, which may lead to a finite ONE.

We first consider MnPS3, which has Néel phase. For 2D AFMs in the Néel order, a finite magnon
ONE may result in the accumulation of magnons carrying opposite intra-band OAM at the system’s

edges, even in the absence of DMI, while the spin Nernst current vanishes. However, as shown

in Eq. (10), the electric polarization induced by the magnon OAM is governed by the correlation
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Figure 5: The ONC of MnPS; (a) and NiPSe; (b) as a function of temperature at fixed applied
magnetic field B, = 1 T. In figures (a) and (b) the black and pink colors indicate the results
calculated with and without DMI, respectively, and insets provide a zoomed-in view of the ONC at

approximately T = 100 K.

15



0.00 0.00

~0.05 -0.05
0.05 0.05
2.5 2.5
ER D) T £
£ 00 0.00 0.0 e 0.00
el
I W
-25 } -2.5 ‘ 51
: : -0.05 -0.05 . : — L5 : — Lo
-25 0.0 -25 00 25 -25 00 25 -25 00 25
! | = | | ~
k(@) k(@) k(@) k(@)

Figure 6: (a,e) The Berry curvature Q,,, (b,f) the out-of-plane orbital angular moment component
L? in the unit of 7, (c,g) Orbital Berry curvature Qf;yz , and (d,h) correlation (L*S*) as a function of
the in-plane wavevector (ky, k). Calculations are performed with applied magnetic field B = 1T
for the left-handed magnon mode of MnPS3 (a-d), which has Néel magnetic order, and NiPSe3

(e-h), which exhibits Zigzag magnetic order.

term S, L%, (k). This correlation function exhibits odd parity with respect to the wavevector k, as
shown in Fig. [6{d). This occurs because of the odd parity of the magnon intra-band OAM L}, (k)
even in the presence of DMI, as shown in Fig. |§Kb). Without DMI, which is not shown here,
this correlation function maintains its odd parity and the system possesses effective time reversal
symmetry (TRS) (44), i.e. E, x = E, —k. In other words, in the absence of DMI the induced local
electric polarizations at the edges are opposite in sign but equal in magnitude, resulting in zero
total electric polarization across the sample regardless of the externally applied magnetic field, as
schematically illustrated in Fig. [3p. A finite total EP is only observed in the case of Néel order when
DMI breaks the symmetry between magnons carrying opposite intra-band OAM, as schematically
illustrated in Fig.[3c, leading to E,, x # E, . This disparity in energy levels results in an imbalance
in the population at k and —k, thereby inducing a finite EP as shown schematically in Fig.[3(c) and
quantitatively in Fig. {(a).

In contrast, the correlation function of NiPSes with Zigzag order has even parity with respect
to the wavevector in the presence of DMI, as shown in Fig. [(h). The even parity would induce

substantial EP as a result of ONE, as shown in Fig. Ekc). However, in the absence of DMI, the
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Zigzag phase’s correlation function (L*S%)" = S L%, (k) vanishes because of vanishing magnon
intra-band OAM L, (k), resulting in zero magnon OAM’s contribution to EP. Nonzero total EP is
only observed when DMI induces finite magnon intra-band OAM along with finite magnon SNE
in the system.

To further illustrate the importance of DMI in this picture, we return to Fig. [5] which plots the
ONC of MnPS3 (a) and NiPS3 (b) as a function of temperature T with (black) and without (pink)
DMI. We see that the ONC exists even in the absence of DMI, which indicates that the ONE does not
require spin orbit coupling akin to the OHE predicted for electronic systems (45, 92, 93). This stands
in stark contrast to the SNE, where DMI is required to observe non-zero SNE (38). This disparity
arises from the invariance of the systems under the combined Cs M, 7, symmetry, where Cs is the
spin rotation symmetry operation which flips all the spins (and magnetic fields) in the system, M,
represents mirror symmetry with respect to the plane perpendicular to the x-axis, and 7, denotes
the translation operator responsible for displacing the system by the vector B, or 8, [see Fig.[2(b)].
The ONE does not require the breaking of CsM,7, symmetry, primarily because the OAM is
not preserved under non-commutative rotation and translation operations. Consequently, the ONC
has non-zero values whether or not DMI is present to break Cs M, 7, symmetry, as illustrated in
Figure[5(a) and (b). However, when the Cs M, 7, symmetry is preserved, the spin polarized current
along the y-direction j;?z must vanish [see (SM) 2 for further detail]. In other words, regardless
of the externally applied magnetic field, magnon ONE does not induce a spin-polarized current in
the absence of DMI. Only when the presence of DMI breaks the Cs M, 7, symmetry does a finite
spin current emerge within the system as a result of the SNE. The finite SNE in the presence of
DMI coupled with finite ONE results in the observable total EP as shown in Figs. @(a) and (b).
Meanwhile, as expected, the total EP vanishes when DMI is turned off.

The dependence of the electric polarization on the magnitude of the DMI interaction strength,
which is reported in Figs. ffa) and (b), can also be understood from a symmetry perspective. In
the absence of DMI and externally applied magnetic field, the system maintains mirror symmetry
(M,) for Néel order and glide mirror symmetry (M,7) for Zigzag order about the plane normal
to the y-direction. Because the systems hold this symmetry, P, = —P, which means that P, must
vanish. The presence of an externally applied magnetic field breaks the mirror and glide mirror

symmetry, but it does not induce any coupling between different magnon bands and therefore the
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wavefunctions are unchanged. The relation E,, ; = E, _; is maintained, which means P, remains
zero despite the presence of the externally applied magnetic field when DMI is absent (D /D¢y =0
as shown in Fig. f[a,b)). However, the presence of DMI breaks the M, symmetry and yields
E,x # Eq_i (94,95), thereby allowing the nonzero P, shown in Fig. a,b).

In Fig. f{(c,d) we present the dependence of the electric polarization on B, the magnetic field
externally applied along the z-direction. The total electric polarization P,, along with its constituents
from spin current P§ and orbital angular moment P, exhibit relatively small variations as a function
of the magnetic field. The magnetic field has minimal impact because it splits the magnon bands
corresponding to opposite spins without inducing any coupling between these distinct bands.
Consequently, the weak response of the EPs to the magnetic field B, arises solely from changes in
the magnon population p,, x and the function /n (e_% - 1) in Eq. (9)), which are due to the shift in
the magnon energy band caused by the Zeeman interaction between local spins and external applied
magnetic field. Crucially, all components remain finite even at zero magnetic field, suggesting the
potential feasibility of detecting the magnon Orbital Nernst effect even in the absence of an external
magnetic field.

We conclude this section with three notes about the possibility of observing the predicted effects
in realistic materials. First, we note that the electric polarization in MnPS3 is approximately three
orders of magnitude smaller than that in NiPSe3. Additionally, the EP in NiPSe3 is predominantly
influenced by magnon orbital angular moment, whereas in MnPS3 both the spin Berry curvature
and magnon OAM contribute equally to the EP. This indicates that the measurement of EP in the
Zigzag order of NiPSes; would provide direct evidence of magnon OAM and orbital Nernst effect
in this material. Second, in the system considered here the DMI is oriented along the z axis (out
of plane), which means it cannot introduce scattering between magnons. In Sect. [S7| of the SM 2
we consider what would happen in materials for which this is not the case. Finally, we note that
the interaction between magnons and phonons in collinear 2D antiferromagnets and the inherent
structure of noncollinear AFMs can break symmetries in a manner similar to the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction. These effects may also lead to a finite contribution from magnon ONE to the

EP in these material systems.
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6 Conclusion and Outlook

In summary, we present a formalism that allows us to connect measurable quantities, namely electric
polarization, to magnon spin and orbital moment transport. We introduce the representation of
magnon OAM within the Bloch wavefunction, establishing a profound connection between magnon
intra-band OAM and magnon Berry curvature. Additionally, we present a full quantum mechanical
derivation of electric polarization induced by magnon OAM and magnon spin current. We then
apply our formalism to novel phenomena—the Magnon Orbital Nernst Effect and Magnon Spin
Nernst Effect—in 2D AFMs exhibiting either Zigzag or Néel order on the honeycomb lattice.
Through this approach, we demonstrate that materials with Néel order and/or Zigzag order in
combination with DMI can generate the electric polarization at the edges of the system as a result
of magnon Nernst effects. These intriguing findings point the way toward experimental validation
of the predicted magnon SNE and magnon ONE phenomenon in 2D honeycomb AFMs with
Néel and Zigzag order (e.g. MnPS3 and NiPSes3). They may also catalyze further exploration of
the emerging field of magnon orbitronics and magnon spinorbitronics. Finally, it is important to
highlight that although our work focuses on generating MNEs through thermal effects, our findings
extend beyond this scope. Specifically, our results suggest that, despite being electrically neutral,
magnons can interact with electromagnetic waves via the electric field component of light. Our
theory shows that both the spin and orbital moments of magnons contribute to their electric activity.
Consequently, we anticipate that light can transfer its angular momentum into the spin and orbital
angular momentum of magnons. This insight suggests the possibility of future research on light-
driven magnon dynamics in magnetic materials, leveraging the spin and orbital angular momentum

degrees of freedom of magnons.
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S1 Magnon Hamiltonian via Holstein-Primakoff transforma-
tion

In this work we direct our attention to two distinct types of 2D honeycomb antiferromagnets:
those with Néel and Zigzag orders whose magnetic structures are illustrated in Fig.|S1{(b) and (c)
respectively. The primitive cell of the Néel order comprises two magnetic atoms with opposing
spins and lacks an inversion center and, thus, inversion symmetry. Conversely, the Zigzag order’s
primitive cell accommodates four magnetic atoms, denoted by numbers 1-4 in Fig.|S1|(c), with the
inversion center /. positioned between two adjacent magnetic atoms exhibiting identical spins. We

recall that the fundamental spin Hamiltonian for this type of system can be expressed as follows

2
H = Z]ijSl- . Sj +AZ (SIZ) +g,uBBZZSf + Z Dij (S, X S]) (Sl)
ij i i i
To derive a second-quantization version of Eq. in terms of bosonic operators creating and
annihilating magnons, we employ the standard Holstein-Primakoff transformation (77) that maps
spin operators residing on sublattice A or B of a two-dimensional antiferromagnet (2D AFM) to

bosonic operators whose square root is expanded in a Taylor series and then truncated (72) to linear

order

Sy = V2Sa; S, = \/ﬁaj S5=S8- ajai, (52)
Sy=V2Sbl  Sz=V2Sb; S5;=-S+blb;. (S3)

Such truncation is valid as long as the temperature is low, kgl < J;;, where J;; is the exchange
coupling in Eq. (2) in the main text, and the number of magnons excited is sufficiently small (72).
Here a; and b; (aj and b;) are operators annihilating (creating) magnons at site i € A or site j € B,
respectively. Using the Fourier transform of these operators

L

1 ik-r —ik-r +
a: = — e Y Qi a! e Yiq, ., (S4)
L 1/N ; ! ! 1/]\] ; k.

1 . 1 .
bi=—= ) e*™ibg,  bl=— ) e*ibl (S5)
N ; l N ; k’l
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Figure S1: (a) The nearest, second nearest and third nearest neighbor bonds in honeycomb lattice
are denoted by «;, B; and y;, respectively. The quasi 2D honeycomb AFM lattice with Néel (b)
and Zigzag (c) order formed by magnetic atoms. The arrows indicate the primitive vectors and the
dashed rectangular shape shows the unit cell of corresponding lattice. The M, and M, represent

the mirror and glide mirror symmetry of the Néel and Zigzag order, respectively.

the Heisenberg Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) of the main text can be re-written in second-quantization
form as

A=E°+H (k). (S6)

Here E is a k-independent energy which simply shifts the energy-momentum dispersion of
magnons by a constant value and, hence, can be neglected. The k-dependent terms, containing op-

erators which create and annihilate magnons in momentum 7k, are collected into A (k) = W A, W

where §T = (x}; l,x;i ” ...,x,t 0o Xk, 15 Xk 2, ...,x_k,,,) is the Nambu spinor.

For Néel order, ' = (a};, b,T(, a_g, b_k) the bosonic Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian

S3



1s (41,42)

N A (k) 0 ]
Hi = Ry, R} (S7)
0 AT (-k)
where
J+J -D J +J
AK) =S 2B {p 18a + 138, (S8)
J1dy J+lg+Dlp

HereJ = 3J1—6J,+3J3-A; {x = 3, Lx,5 Ly, = €8En (£ = @, Byy)and {p = X, < oaaq 250 (K-Boy);

R, is the rotational matrix given by:

(59)

‘o o o

Table S1: The exchange coupling between localized spins, for 2D AFM used in the main text.

Materials a(A) S(up) Ji (meV) Jp (meV) J3(meV) A (meV) D (ueV) M.y (h2 meV‘lfA_z)

MnPS;3 (41,42) 5.88  4.56 0.527 0.024 0.150 -0.002 0.39 0.5
NiPSes (41,42) 6.14 1.56 -1.131 -0.069 3.975 -0.19 43.90 0.1

In the same manner, the BdG Hamiltonian for Zigzag order reads (41, 42):

. B (k) 0
Hi = R, R (S10)
0 BT (-k)

it = (af bt bt gt
with W' = (al’k,bl’k,blk,az

& @l—ks b1k bo i, az,—k)- Here

C(k) D (k)
B(k)=S (SI11)
DT (k) C(-k)

C (k) =00 (_Jl +2J), + 3-]3 - A) +J> [0-0 ({ﬁl + {ﬁzl) T ol ({ﬂz + 4.33 + gﬂs + 4.36)] (SIZ)

+iD o0 (L, — ¢,) + 01 (=g, + g, + Lps — Lp,) |
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D (k) =1y o0 (da, + day) + nda, | + 30 (6, + 45, + 43, (S13)
Here
Iysy - 0 0 1yxn 0  —ilyxn |

oy = , O1 = s O = 5 o3 = .

0 Inxn Iysv 0 i1nxn 0 0 —Inxn
are the Pauli matrices in Bogoliubov space, and the rotation matrix R,, is given by
0 00
0 00
0 0
0

(S15)

o O o o O
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o o o O
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o o o o O

1

'O © o o o o o
o O O o o O

The material parameters used in our numerical calculations based on these Hamiltonians are
listed in Table By using Colpa’s method (73), we diagonalize this Hamiltonian to obtain the

eigenenergies of the system Ej satisfying the following eigenvalue equation

o3HyT (k) =T (k)o3Ex, (S16)

as the generalized eigenvalue problem in which o3H is a non-Hermitian matrix even though
Hy is Hermitian. In other words, the diagonalization of the BdG Hamiltonian deals with non-
Hermitian quantum mechanics (35), but the eigenvalues Ey remain real. In Eq. (SI6)), matrix 7' (k)
is “paraunitiary” satisfying

T'(k)osT (k) =T (k)osT' (k) = o, (S17)
The eigenvector |n(k)) with mth element given by |n(k)), = [T(k)],,,, with associated eigen-
energies Ey, forms the basis for conducting calculations related to magnon Orbital Angular Moment

(OAM), Berry curvature, Orbital Berry curvature, and other relevant quantities discussed in the

main text.
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2
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Figure S2: The relative band effective mass M, ¢ calculated for (a) MnPS3 and (b) NiPSe3 along
K —T" — M path for MnPS3 and X — I" — Y path for NiPSes.

One can observe that in 2D collinear antiferromagnets with out-of-plane (z-direction) mag-
netic order, both the exchange interaction and the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction maintain the
rotational symmetry about the z-axis. Consequently, the z-component of the total spin, defined
as % = ), (SfA + SfB), remains a conserved quantum number (38). By applying the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation, one derives the following:

§t= 3 (bhbe - aja) = 3" 53 (S18)
k

k

Note that the S; commutes with the Hamiltonian, i.e. [H , Si] = (. Consequently it is diagonal

in the Nambu basis. Employing the Bogoliubov transformation to obtain the normal modes of the

magnonic field yields:

si= Y (Bis - efox) (319)

a.B.k
where o = upay — vi b}; and Br = upby — vkaz with the Bogoliubov coefficients u; and vy
being thoughtfully selected to diagonalize the Hamiltonians (S7) and (ST0). This demonstrates that
(OlnkSZn,t |0) = +1, where n represents either S8 or a. Specifically, the @ and 8 magnon carry -1 and

+1 spin angular momentum along the z-direction, respectively. Consequently, the z-component of

S6



spin is closely associated with the magnon chirality, allowing us to interpret +1 as the helicity of
the magnon bands. Therefore, each magnon band is constrained to one of these two helicity values,
which may result in a smaller spin Nernst effect compared to the orbital Nernst effect, as discussed
in the main text.

In addition, it is important to note that the approach we have presented here relies on linear spin
wave theory, which is applicable only when the temperature is significantly lower than the Néel
temperature of the antiferromagnetic material.

In Fig. we have plotted the effective mass M, = 2 |(92E / 8k2|_1 of magnon wavepacket
(61) of the first magnon band for MnPS3 [Fig. [S2[(a)] and NiPSes [Fig. [S2[b)] along respective
the K —I' — M’ and X — " — Y path calculated from magnon’s band structure by using the
Hamiltonian (S7) and (S10). Notably, with the exception of the somewhat ambiguous effective
mass behavior near the inflection points as illustrated in Fig. by blue dashed circles, the
effective mass amplitude for MnPSs; fluctuates between 0.15 to 3 (7‘12 meV~! A_2), while for NiPSe3,
M.sr ~ 0.1 (h2 meV_lfA_z). The effective mass of the other magnon bands in both MnPS3 and
NiPSes exhibits a comparable range of variation. To simplify the analysis, we have chosen to
use Mgy = 0.5 (12 meV='A") for MnPS5 and M,y = 0.1 (i meV~'A™?) for NiPSes for all
magnon bands listed in the Table [ST| to perform the calculations of orbital Nernst conductivity

presented in the main text.

S2 Orbital angular moment of magnon

S2.1 Representations of magnon Orbital angular moment in BdG basis

In this section, we derive the expression for magnon orbital angular moment in the magnon Bloch
representation used in the main text. This approach allows us to treat the intra-band and inter-band
orbital angular moment of magnons on an equal footing.

Magnons exhibit bosonic quasiparticle behavior and can be considered as a motion of a
wavepacket. The quasi-velocity operator v describing the motion of this wavepacket is given

by the Heisenberg equation of motion:

P = ! [7, Hy | (S20)



To obtain the representation of magnon orbital angular moment in the magnon Bloch states, we
start with the symmetrized expression of the total orbital angular moment operator for the rotation

of a magnon wavepacket that can be written as:

i:%(?xf;—f;xf') (S21)
where 7 is the position operator, and the velocity operator is given by Eq. (S20).
The matrix elements of orbital angular moment in the BdG basis representation read:
. €
(m (k) |L%|n (K)) = % (m (k) |(PgDy — Dg7y) | n (K)) (S22)
i€e A A
=~ (m ()| [y, ] = [, 1] 75)|n () (523)
- —% (m (k)| (FgPy By — 275H 7y + Highy)|n (k) (S24)
where a, 3,y = x, y, z. Note that:
/\T — A
P = A (525)
and
(m (k) |fgfyHi|n (k) = [03Ek ], (m (k) |Fs#yo3|n (k)) (S26)
(m (k) |Hgtgfy|n (k) = [03Ek] pm (m (k) |37 57y | n (K)) . (S27)

The action of the position operator on the periodic part of the Bloch magnon function is given by
Fln(k)) =1i|0kn (k)) (528)

and because
[F,03] =0 (S29)
one obtains
(m (k) |FgfyHi|n (k)) = [03Ek],, (m (k) |Fgorsfy|n (k)) = = [03Ek ], (Ok,m (k) 03] O n (K))
(S30)

(m (k) |Hi gy | n (k) = [03Ek ]y (m (k) |[Fposfy| n (k) = = [03Ek]ym {Opm (k) |073] Oiym (k)
(S31)
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which leads to
(m (k)|L|n (k)) = —% (m (k) |(FgfyHy — 2FgHiFy + Hfgly)| n (K)) (S32)

= % {([o3Ek ] + [03Ek] ) (Okym (k)| 3|0k, n (k) = 2 (0 m (k)| H |0k, n (k) } .
(S33)
We recast the above equation as
(m () || n (k) = = (@ ()| x i |4 (k) (834)
- 4Lh ([o3Ek]un + [03Ek] um) Oxm (k)| X 073 |0kcn (k)) (S35)

For n = m one obtains
(n (O[]0 (0)) = o= (36 () | { Ak = (03Bl 3} 1 (0)) (836)

which is the intrinsic orbital angular moment of magnon in the nth-state.

S2.2 Relationship between magnon orbital angular moment and magnon

Berry curvature

We now discuss the relationship between orbital angular moment in the magnon Bloch represen-
tation and the magnon Berry curvature. To do so, we start with the eigenequation for the magnon

system, which reads
o3Hy In (k)) = [03Ek],, In (k)) . (S37)

Taking the derivative of both sides with respect to d, one obtains

030k Hy |n (k)Y + 03Hy |0kn (k) = [030kEx ]y I (K)) + [03Ek ], |0kn (K)) (S38)

Multiplying both sides with (p (k)| o3 and using o303 = I, where 7 is the identity matrix, one

obtains:

(p (k) | Hi| n (k) + (p (k) |Hi| 0n (K)) = [0°30k Ex] iy (p (k) l073] 2 (K))
+ [03E ] (p (k) |o73] Oen (k) - (S39)
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Note that (p (k) |o3| n (k)) = (n (k) |o3|n (k)) 6, = 036, and

(p (k) |Hi|0kn (k)) = [03Ek] ,, (p (k) |o73| 8kn (k) (S40)

so that, for n = p, one gets:
3" [030k E]un = (1 (k) |04 Hi| n (K)) . (S41)
which is the well-known Hellmann-Feynman theorem. For the case n # p, one has
(p (k) |0k Hi|n (k) = {[03ER], — [03ER] )} (p (k) |03] Bpn (), (542)

which leads to

{(p (k) |0k Hi|n (k))

k ogn (k)) = . S43
(p ()02l B (k) = for g =—mp (543)
Multiplying both sides with 0'3” P1m (k)) and taking a sum over all p (p # n), one has:
(p (k) |0xHi|n (k))
pp k k P, k) = pp k S44
;03 P (0} {p (K) |o73] B (k) ;n% LA e e S
k) |0 Hi|n (k
S o7 1 ) o o) s | [ (1) = Y 27 (hyy L BN )

P P [03Ek]y = [03Ek] ),

Using the completeness equation of the BdG Hamiltonian ;) 0'5 Plp (k)Y {p (k)|o3 = T, one

obtains:

. (p (k) |0k H|n (k))
_ _ PP
(=R +0p) n ()} Z 73 [03Ek]n — [03EK]

p#n

lp (k)) (546)
pp

where A, = ioc}" (n (k) |03 dgn (k)) is the Berry connection. A gauge choice of A, = 0 can be

applied, which leads to:
o p (K) |0 B[ n (K))

0 k)) = k S47

|Bkn (k) ;03 el —ToEel, P 0 (S47)
In the same manner, one has

@em ()] = > ol o () i LUO) (548)

7 [o3Er ]y = [o3Ek]y
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Inserting the above relations into the expression of the following term:

(Okm (k)| x Hy |0gn (k))

y_{m () |0 Hi| 1 (k) PP (p (k) |0k Hi|n (k)

AL 03Bk — [073Ek ]y, (1 ()] x Hi ;l [03Ek])un — [03Ek] ) Ip (k) (549)
y {m (k) |0 Fie| 1 (K)) o (P (00| (R))
= N e ET —londy O e g I R (550

p#n pp
y {m (k) |0k B 1 () WX Y ot {p (k) |0 Ax|n (k)

- 3 [03Ek]ym — [03ER]y 3 [03Ek]u — [03Ek] )

l#m

o3 [o3EL],, Ip (k))

I#m p#n
(S51)
_ y {m (k) |0 x| (k) op (p (k) |0kHi|n (k))
_ #Z’"% o3 Bkl = L3 Eil o ;10'3 1738 Oy [03Ek ]y = [03Ek] ) 73 Ip ()
(S852)
k) |oxHi|1 (k k) |oxHy|n (k
S (m (k) |0k Hi| 1 (k) x (p (k) |0 Hie| n () LB (o)
T o " {[o3E ) ym = [03Er] )} {[03Ek ] — [073ER ]}
(S53)
(m (k) [v|1(k)) x(p (k) |v|n(k))
= ool [o3Ex] I (k k).
;; 0-3 k b {[O'SEk]mm - [0.3Ek]ll} {[0’3Ek]nn - [O'SEk]pp} < ( )| 73 |p( )>

(S54)

Similarly, one obtains

(Okrm (k)| X o3 |0kn (k))
1 (m (k) |akﬁk|l(k)>

3
7 [03Ek ]y — [03ER ]y

=Y ol <m<k>|8k Hy|1 (k) L0 x o (p (k) |0 A ()| n (k)

3
e [03Ek]m — [03Ek]y [03E k] = [03Ek] )

_ ZZ I ,,,, (m (k) |(9kﬁk|l(k)> x (p (k) |0k Hy|n (k))

5 oo 2 (O | )

(I (k)| x o3 3 [03Ek]um — [03Ek],,

lp (k)) (S55)

p#*n

lp (k) (556)

(L(k)|os|p (k))  (S57)

I#m p#n O3Ek)ym — [03Ex] 1} {[0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek]pp}
(m (k) [Pr| 1 (k)) x{p (k) |Pg|n (k))
=n° oyl af? I (k k)) (S58
;:; (03Bl [oExl] {[0sEsT— [osEr]. ] (L (k)| o3 |p (k) (S58)
where
Pp = %akﬁl (k) (S59)
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is the velocity operator. Note that {/ (k)| o3 |p (k)) = (p (k)| o3 |p (k)) 6. Therefore, one gets:

(Okm (k)| % 073 |0n (k)
_ 2 Z 20§p0§p (m (k) [vi| p (k) x {p (k) [Vi| n (k)) (o ()| o |p ()

S i {[03Ek] pm — [03Ek],,} {[03Ek] 0 — [03Ek],,}
(S60)
(m (k) Pr| p (k)) x{p (k) [Pg|n (k))
=i’ pp S61
p;m:,n 73 {[03Ek] pm — [03Ek],, } {[03Ek] i — [03Ek] 0} (oD
leads to

(m () 193] p (k) % (p () 19 m (K))
om (k on (k))y = h? pp
(e (O] 7310k () piz,ﬂ,n% {[03Exlm — [03Ex] ) {L03ER i — [03Ek] )

(S62)

where we have used 03" 0}” = 1 and (p (k)| o3 |p (k)) = 03"

Similarly, one obtains:

A (m (k) [9rlp (k)) x{p (k) |Px|n(k))
em (k)| x Hy |0gn (k)Y = h? PP (o E
(Gem (O Hic 0 (k) ,,;an3 L73El {[03Ek]ym — [03Ex],p } {[03Ek] 0 — [03ER] )

(S63)

Inserting the above relations into the expression of the magnon orbital angular moment, we obtain:

. ih? m (k) |p k)) x k)[Pr|n(k
@l @) =52 { 3 27 st RO 0 G i)
(S64)
in? m (k) [p| p (k) x (p (k) [P|n (k
g P e e ey
(S65)
i [ o 4 (103 ER L+ [03E ] = 2 (03], ) G () 9] p () x (p (k) 95| m ()
] [p;;,n {[03Ek] pm — [03Ek],, } {[03Ek] 0, — [03Ek] ) ]
(S66)
in op 1 1 ) )
=7 {,,;m o ([03 A Parcs N oy e e Ek],,p) m (K) 9] p (K)) x (p (K) |94 n <k>>}
(S67)
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which can be recast as

Ly (k) = (m (k) |L|n (k)) = =ikt Ny (S68)
where
1 1 1
Mo =32, ([031; (KN~ 103E4]p (03Bl (03Bl )
x {m (k) [Vi| p (k) x (p (k) [Px|n (k)). (569)
The intra-band magnon orbital angular moment is given by:
Ly, (k) = =ih Ny, (570)

where

1 ngp (n (k) Vx| p (k)) x (p (k) [Px|n (k))

Ny = = S71
2 3 [03Ek]pn — [03Ek] ) 7D

p#*n
thereby completing the derivation of Eq. (4), which shows the deep connections to the magnon

Berry curvature in Eq. (2) in the main text.

The connection between intra-band magnon orbital angular moment and Berry curvature offers
a fascinating shortcut. Much like Berry curvature, intra-band magnon orbital angular moment
exhibits analogous behaviors under effective parity time symmetry (PTS) and effective time reversal
symmetry (TRS) operations. In this context, PTS imposes a constraint, rendering the intra-band
magnon orbital angular moment zero, while TRS introduces an intriguing peculiarity: the intra-band
magnon orbital angular moment becomes an odd function with respect to wavevector (44). This
phenomenon is particularly noteworthy in systems such as the 2D honeycomb antiferromagnetic
structure with Néel order. Here, intra-band magnon orbital angular moment can manifest even in
the absence of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, courtesy of the self-broken PTS arising from the
lack of an inversion center [see Fig.[ST(b)]. In contrast, the Zigzag pattern’s presence of PTS due to
the existence of the inversion center I, as presented in Fig. [ST|c), underscores the indispensability
of DMI for observing nonvanishing intra-band magnon orbital angular moment. Hence, we see
that DMI is essential to the observation of nontrivial intra-band magnon orbital angular moment in
systems exhibiting Zigzag order.

The odd parity of intra-band magnon orbital angular moment with respect to the wavevector in

2D honeycomb systems with Néel order results in zero contribution to electric polarization in the
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absence of DMI. Similarly, in the 2D honeycomb antiferromagnetic structure with Zigzag order,
the lack of DMI causes the intra-band magnon orbital angular moment to vanish, thereby leading
to zero intra-band magnon orbital angular moment induced electric polarization. Consequently, we
see that DMI plays a crucial role in enabling magnon OAM to contribute to electric polarization in
2D honeycomb AFMs with either Néel or Zigzag magnetic configuration, as discussed in the main
text.

In a continued analogy to Berry curvature, intra-band magnon orbital angular moment increases
at anti-crossing points or band extrema. This suggests that materials with enhanced hybridization
between different bands would exhibit substantial intra-band magnon orbital angular moment and
magnon ONE, consequently resulting in a larger observable quantity such as electric polarization.

Finally, the total magnon orbital angular moment tensor L, which encompasses both intra- and

inter-band orbital angular momentum, is expressed as
L (k) = —-ihN (S72)

where N is a rank 3 tensor whose components and elements are given by Eq. (S69). The expression
serves as the foundation for computing the magnon orbital Berry curvature, the magnon orbital
Nernst current, and the magnon induced electric polarization, as fully derived in the subsequent

sections through the application of linear response theory and perturbation theory.

S3 Magnon-induced electric polarization: A perturbation the-

ory approach

In this section we provide a comprehensive derivation of the formula used in the main text for
electric polarization induced by motions of magnon wave packet. This idea stems from the duality
between electric and magnetic fields, offering a shortcut from electron-based mechanisms to those
involving magnons (70, 78). Notably, the orbital moment of electrons is known to contribute to
magnetization (79-81). Building upon this understanding, it is reasonable to anticipate that the
orbital moment of magnons, along with their finite magnetic dipoles, could similarly influence

the electric polarization. This insight opens avenues for detecting the orbital angular moment of

S14



magnons and exploring phenomena such as the Orbital Nernst effect of magnons, which are the
focus of our study.

We now employ standard perturbation theory to derive the formula for the magnon-induced
electric polarization discussed in the main text. To do so, we suppose that the system is in the ground
states and calculate the energy correction due to a uniform electric field. We consider noninteracting

magnons in which the grand-canonical partition function is given by

Q=E-TS+uN (S73)

where E is the energy density, T is the temperature and S is the entropy of the system, u is the
chemical potential and N is the total number of particles.

The electric polarization is given by

1 (0Q
P=———|—=] . (S74)
Vo 0= T
Because the zero-temperature electric polarization
~ 1 (OF
P=——|—= (S75)
V() 0= T

is related to the finite temperature electric polarization through the relationship

9 (BP)
B

in the following we only compute P and then infer P from relationship (S76). To

P= (576)

1

where 8 = T

derive the expression for P involving the quantum mechanical wavefunction and energy dispersion,

we represent the relation (S73)) as

SE = / drSE (r) = - / drP (r) E(r) (S77)

where

SE(r)=P(r)E(r) (S78)

is the local change of the energy induced by external electric field.

We start from the single-particle Hamiltonian:

A=H+Vz (S79)



where Hy is the unperturbed Hamiltonian that yields the band dispersion E, r and corresponding
Bloch wave function ¢, x (r) = <r |¢/n,k> = e™* Ty, 1 (r).

We will now calculate the perturbed electric potential energy of the magnons Vz=. The local
charge polarization induced by a magnon wavepacket with velocity v carrying magnetic dipole
moment m = gupsS is described by the following operator (70):
VX m—mXxp

S80
2V()C2 ( )

p=

where V| represents the volume of the system, and c is the speed of light in vacuum. Under an
externally applied electric field E which is generally non-uniform, the perturbing electric potential

energy of the magnon wave packet associated with this charge polarization is expressed as:

Pz = g'uB/(fsz—Sxﬁ)-
Voc?

where ez is the unit vector along E direction; ¥ = —% [I-AI , i'] is the velocity operator, S is the spin

1]

dv:“ig‘;/ [9-(Sxé5)—(é5><§)-ﬁ] =4V (S81)

operator.

Assuming that the motion of a magnon wave packet is driven by a temperature gradient
along the x-axis, we will now calculate the electric polarization induced by magnon transport in
the y-direction. In principle, one could evaluate the electric polarization using standard quantum
mechanical perturbation theory to calculate the energy correction from a uniform electric field.
However, this method encounters difficulties due to the nonlocal nature of the electric polarization
operator with Bloch wave functions. To circumvent this issue, we consider an external electric field

along the y-direction with an infinitely slow in-plane spatial variation given by:

E =5 cos(qyy) 9 (S82)

with g, being small. This leads to

Sxeéz=-8%+5%% (S83)

U]

where X, ¥ and Z are, respectively, the unit vectors along the x-axis, y-axis and z-axis.
Since the external electric field varies slowly in space, the corrections due to changes in the

wave function under this variation are of a higher order and can be neglected. This allows us to
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obtain the perturbing potential of the magnon wave packet at position y by inserting (S82) into
(S81) which leads to

N A y
Ve = g'uBHZO [ ( 8¢+ 8¢ f)) -2 (f)Sx+Sx9)]/ cos (gyy) dy (S84)
Wye 0
Hosin X [ A 4 Eosin A oA
_ _8#3%0 (Zyy) (95Z +SZ9) gsZ0sin (4,7) £ (AS" +S"9) (S85)
qyWyc qyWy c?
SR (S86)
where
n Hosin X/ A
() _ _8KB=0 (Zyy) (98 + $79) (S87)
= qyWyc
o _ 8HaZ0sin(g,y) 2 = (9574 5) (S88)
= ayWyc?
and W, represent the length of the system along the y-direction.
The grand-canonical ensemble energy density
E(r)= Y pukci"Re {u7 4 (r) A ()| (389)
n.k

where p, x = [ef»#/%8T — 1171 is the Bose-Einstein distribution function that describes the occu-
pation number of single magnon states of band index n and momentum k. The variation in total

energy 0 E up to the first order is given by

OF (r) = ) {6pnko i (1) B0 (1) + P (1) Vthne (1)
nk

+ Pk (6074 (1) B0k (1) 407 (1) B0 (1))} (890)

The first two terms vanish so that
=D s 1 |65 (1) B0 (1) + 0 (1) B0 (1) (S91)

in another words, only the change in the wave function will contribute to the electric polarization.

In the same spirit as Eq. (S47), one obtains

Upx [6H| W, o (ke
|5'7[’n,k>:zo-3pp <pk| | k) |¢p,k'>+ZU (U

%
Pk’ [0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek'] pp nk 2k 3 [0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek']nn | g >

(Wpi V| k)
Pp , nn ’
- Z O'SEk nn [0-3E ]PP |¢p,k >+ Z 73 [0-3Ek]nn - [O'SEk']nn |'7[’P,k > .

p#nk’ nk'+k
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The matrix elements of the perturbation Vz read:

. 1 . . 1 .
W Vel vnk) = / dryy o (1) Vagn () = - / dre =Ky () Ve g (r)

_ _% / dr [ei(k+q—k')r _ e—i(k—q—k')r] i (r) (‘A"k’0'3§Z + §z0.3‘;k) Un (r) = (x © 2)
y y
guBEHX d i(k+q-k")r - §7 4 §3gap
_W rile Up k' (r) \Pro3S*+ 8039k | ups (r) — (g = —q)| — (x © 2)
y y
gHBEOX

(f)kfa'gsZ + SZ0'31A/’k)

S v [5k,,k+q <u,,,kf Un,k> ~(¢g - —q)] - (x o 2) (S93)

where we have used sin (¢,y) = sin (qr) = &

_emiar . T . .
5 T with q= [0 dy, 0] 1.e the wave vector ¢ is

along the y-direction and <up’kf (,;k,0.3§z + 310'39;() U, k> v / dru, (r) (vk 387 + Sza'3vk) Ung (7).

From this one obtains

{
pp ,
Z 73 [03Exlm — [03Ex ], )

p#n,k’

un,k>

MNP 38 + S2a3p )
g,UB_.()x pp 5 < “pk )( k'3 3Tk
03 k’,k+q

Ypi')— (g = —q)| - (x ©2)
dig,Wyc? vyt [03Ek] i — [03ER] ) o)
- & Up k+ Vs 0'3§Z+§Z0'39k) Unk
8HBEoX < p-rre ( 1 :
= oWl 0_3pp |wp,k+q>_(q_)_q) - (x e 2)
igyWyc pEn [03Ek ], — [0'3Ek+q]p
(S94)
Similarly, one gets
> o Wi Velvni) -y
= 03Bk — [03Ek ]
nk’+k
- Up k+ ‘A"k+ 03.§Z+§Z039k) unk>
SHUB=OX nn < g ( 1 ’
=) 0 Ynkeg) — (@ = —q)| - (x & 2)
4iqyWyc? 4473 [03Ek] = [0°3Ekag),,, risa)
(895)
so that

(9k+q0'3SZ + SZ0'3)7'k)

un,k>

gHpEok pp <up’k+q
S ) = —2B0
| l//n,k> 4iquycz Z 73 |'7bp,k+q> [0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek+Q]

(@2 -9 -(xe2).
pp

(S96)
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The first order perturbation to the wave function now reads:

Wk (r) = (r|ovnk) (S97)
- & Up k+ f)k+ 0'3,§Z+,§10'3ﬁk) unk>
SHB=0X pp < < pirq ( q ’
= - rYp K+ -(g—=-9|-(xe2)
4igyWyc? > : W ksa) [03Ek ] — [0'3Ek+q]pp
- & Up k+ f'k+ 03§Z+SAZG39k) unk>
§MB=0X pp < pr+q ( 1 ’
= - Ypherg (1) —(g—=-9|-(xo2).
digyWye? £473 |70 [03Ek]un = [03Ek+q]
(S98)
The variation of total energy can now be given by
SE (r) (599)
- & Up kra | Vit 0'3S'AZ +§ZO'31A)k) unk>
EHB=0X nn __pp * 40 < Pttq ( 1 ’
————— ) Pnk0y 05 |, (F) H Y kg () -(qg > —9)
4igyWyc? ik PRI TR Tk e [03Ek ], — [0'3Ek+q]pp
+cc.—(x & 2) (S100)
Because
U i (F) W p keag (1) = [03E ], €971) 1 (F) 03 kg (1) (S101)
one obtains
6E (r) - _ gﬂBEO'ﬁ Z pn ko_é’li’lo_é)p eiq-ru* . (r) 0-31/lp k+q (r) [0-3Ek]ni’l X
4iquyC2 ok ’ " | [0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek+q]pp

un,k> -(g—> —q)] +cc.—(x ©2)
(§102)

X <up,k+q (9k+q0'35'z +SZ0'31A/’k)

Using Eq. (S78), the zero-temperature total electric polarization is obtained from the Fourier

component of the local energy JE (r) taking the limit g, — O:

Po-

—— lim / SE (r) cos (qyy) dr. (S103)
ZoVo qy—0

Inserting Eq. (S102) into Eq. (SI03) and using VLO / ur o (r) o3up gig (r) dr = (n g |073] tp erg )
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which is r-independent, one can do integration by parts
1 ,
vo / cos (q.r)e'?" [”:k (r) o31p kg (r)] dr
= o5 (q.r) € (un |73 tp ag) - / (i 1731 tp kg g sin (qr) +iq cos (qr)] €47 dr
= cos (q.r) €' (un s |03] tp kag) = (nic |073] Up aq) / [sin (qr) +icos (qr)] ¢""d (qr)
= cos (q.r) €V (un |03 tp kaq) — iqr (tn s |03 tp kg ) (5104)

Because ¢ is an infinitesimal vector,

e ~ 1 +igr (S105)

and cos(qr) ~ 1 leads to
! a1y dr = S106
vo ] <o (q.r) " |uy 1 (r) O3up g (r) | dr = (un i |03 tp gag) - ( )

Therefore, the electric polarization reads

5 . g,UBx
Py = — lim Z 0§1n0§ppnk 0-3Ek]nn X

<up,k+q (f’k+qo'35Z + SZO'sf’k) un,k> (n k| o3 |up kg )
X -(g—>—-q)r+cc.—(x e 2)
[03Ek]un = [03Ek+q]

guBX _ nn __pp
hgo 2ig Wy ;k ([0'3Ek]nn Pk [0'3Ek+q]pp pp,k+q) 0303 "X
<Ltp,k+q (9k+q0'3§Z + §Z0'3f3k) un,k> < | | >
X Unk| O3 [Upk+g) ( +C.C.— (X © 2) (§107)
[03Ek] i — [0'3Ek+q]pp ! g

Using (un,k| o3 |u p,k> = 0'5’”5 p.n Where 6, , here is the Kronecker delta function and implementing
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the limit in Eq (ST07), one obtains for p # n

1351) _ lim 8UBX

_SHBY PP
2
ay—02ig,Wyc

([0-3Ek]nn Pnk — [0'3Ek+q]pp pp,k+q) 0-;”0-3

pEn.k
<up,k+q (17‘k+q0'3$'Z + §Z0'31A)k) un1k> < | | >
X Unk| O3 Up k+ +c.c.—(x & 2) (S108)
[03Ek]m — [0'3Ek+q]pp ! P

_ 8uBX
2iWyc?

Z ([0'3Ek]nn,0n,k—[0'3Ek] pppk) ol x

p#n,k
<up,k ‘(9](0'352 + 520'313]{) I/tn,k>

X Uni| o3 |0 upi )t +cc.—(x & 2 (S109)
[03Ek],m — [0-3Ek]pp < nk| 3| ky Pk> ( )

ihgup
= - i 0-3nn0-§p ([0-3Ek]nn Pnk — [0-3Ek]pp pp,k) X

<I/£p,k )(f/xa'gﬁz + §10'3\9x) Mn,k> <un,k |9y| up,k>
X +cc.—(x & 2) (S110)

{[o3Ek]m — [0'3Ek]pp}2
) G [ 1,0

<up,k ‘(\%0’35Z + 520'317)()

C n#p.k {[0-3Ek]nn - [0-3Ek]pp}
(o) (S111)

where we have used

1
(e 1Pl upi) = Z [(03Ek) pp = (03E i) | (ttnie| 073 |0k, 1 1) (S112)

Noting that

Z 5 pp <up,k ‘(\7x0'3§1 +§ZO'3\A/X) u
Im|2h~03"

=05 (k) (S113)
o {[o3Ek]m - [03Ek]pp}2 ’

is the magnon spin Berry curvature of nth-band (44), therefore one obtains

yl - hi;lBZZQ " (k) [3Ek]pn Pk — (x © 2) (S114)
_hgwﬂBz 2 1e% () =S ()] [03E i pu (S115)
e nk
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For p = n, one gets

502 gHBX A
P§ = —2.5‘, 5 (Pn,k + [03Ek ], P;,k) [<akyun,k |(Vk0'35Z + SZ0'3vk) Mn,k> (n | o3 |unpc) +
1 yC y
+ <un,k )(akyf’k) 035 un,k> (tni| o3 |t )
+ <un,k ‘(9k0'3§z + SAZ’0'31’>k) un,k> <un,k| (0] |6kyun’k>]
+cc.—(x & 2) (S116)
SHB

Z (,On,k + [03Ek ], P;,k)lm [<aky”n,k ‘(\%O'sfz + SZ039x) Mn,k> (nie| o3 |un i) +
nk

2
Wye

+ <un,k )(akyﬁx) 0'35\'Z

un,k> <un,k| 03 |un,k>

+ <un,k ‘(\%0’352 + SZ0'3\A)X)

un,k> (uni| o3 |akyun,k>] - (x e 2)

(S117)

Equations and provide a microscopic framework to compute the electric polar-
ization induced by magnon transport in both 3D and 2D magnetic materials. Eq. reveals
the contribution of magnon spin current to the electric polarization through the magnon spin Berry
curvatures Q;E;” (k) and Qf;" (k) (44). Meanwhile, the 15§2) term in Eq. (ST17) is difficult to
analyze at this stage. However, one can infer that this term is related to the orbital angular moment

of the magnon, L = % (7 X v —p x ) defined in Eq. (S21). This is because <8kun,k| = (unilr,

(r 1s the position operator) appears in a multiplication with the velocity operator ¥4 as shown in

Eq. (S117).
For those reasons, we relabel the expressions (S115]) and as follows:

5 gHB z x
Py === D 120" () = Q" ()| [03E ] Pk (S118)
¢ nk
and
P9 = —‘iﬂfz Z (pn,k + [03Ek] p;l,k)lm [<5kyun,k ‘(9x0'3~§'z + ~5A'20'3\7x) Mn,k> (uni| o3 i)+
Y nk

+ <un,k ‘(akyf/x) 0'3,§Z

un,k> <un,k| o3 |un,k>

+ <u,1,k |(9xagsz + Szag\?x)

Mn,k> (un k| o3 |(9kyun,k>] -(xe2z)

(S119)
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These labels S and O indicate the contributions from the spin Berry curvature and orbital moment
to the electric polarization, respectively. Nevertheless, in principle, one can compute numerically
the zero-temperature electric polarization P, = P} + P9 for general 2D or 3D systems by using the

following relations:

<”qk|‘9k H |”pk>
9 = § 9 > k% S120
| ¢ upk> qEp 0-3 [0'3Ek]pp - [O-SEk]qq |uq,k> ( )
<upk|6k I‘AIO|M k>
_ E : qq ’ y k179
<akyup,k| - 0-3 [0-3Ek]pp - [0-3Ek]qq <Mst| (8121)

q#p

This calculation accounts for the contributions from spin Berry curvature and probably both inter-
and intra-band magnon orbital angular moment to the Isy.

Given that our focus in this work is on 2D systems, we set v, = 0. Consequently, the contribution

of the S* term and thus the Véz) in Eq. (S86) vanishes. This reduction simplifies Eqgs. (SII8)) and
(ST19) to

5 gHB .
PS = e ZQS (k) [03Ek ] Pk (S122)
and
51 8UB ’ A & & N
PyO =W Z (Pn,k + [03Eg],, pn,k)lm [<(9kyun,k ‘(\))6(1'35‘Z + SZ0'3VX) un7k> <unk| o3 |u”,k> +
y nk

+ <un,k ‘(akyﬁx) 0'3.§Z

un,k> <un,k| 03 |un,k>

Mn,k> (uni| 03 |0k, un i >]
(S123)

+ <un,k |(\9x0'3.gz + 520'319)5)

Futhermore, in order to gain a deeper understanding of the physical implications of magnon orbital
moment on polarization, we focus on scenarios where spin is conserved. This approach is valid in
this work because the z-component of the total spin should be a good quantum number under the

DMLI. This allows for simplification, reducing the complexity of relation (S123)) to:

- 2
po = _8H5 Z (pn,k +[03Ek ], p;,k)Uél"Sfm Im ({0, un i |9l i) (tnic| 03 |unic) +
y

y WyCZ £
1 .
12 R

+ (e 19x] n i) (unic| 03 |0k, n i )] (S124)

Mn,k> <un,k| 03 |un,k>
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leads to

_ 2guB
iWyc?
n,

ﬁ}? = (Pn,k + [0'3Ek],m p;’k) O'3nnSfmlm {<8kyun,k |[(0-3Ek)nn o3 — I:I,(z] | 8kxun,k>}

k
(S125)

Finally, one obtains

50 _  8HMB

Py =Py PY == |57 () (03 EkL sk + 205575, L (K) (pmk + (03B Ly £ ) |
nk
(S126)
where
1 X
L3y () = 2 Im {0 en ke |[ (03 Ei) s 073 = H || O t0n ) } (8127)
1 X
= 2 Im {{9,n (k) |[(03ER)n 03 — HY| Ok, (K))} (S128)

is the intra-band orbital angular moment of the magnon in the nth state as presented in Eq. (S36).
Here we have used u, x = n (k).

At finite temperature, the electric polarization is computed by:

P, =+ [ pag=_8Hs Lsin (k)1 “F 1)+ 2n0mmst 17 (k S129
y = ,8 y ﬂ - Xy nye + 0-3 nn nn( )pn,k ( )
k

2
hW,c - B
_ pS, pO
= PS5 + P§ (S130)
where
pS = 8HE ZEQS“” (k) in [e 57 — 1 s131
y - hWy62 :3 Xy nie ( )
nk
and
2
PO = T8 D o SiuLin (K) pu (S132)
y nk

thereby completing the derivation of Egs.[9]and[I0in the main text. Here we have used the relations:

d
e [Bonk] = puk + [03Ek] n Pk
The electric polarization induced by the motion of the magnon wave packets has two distinct

contributions:
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1. P§ , arising from the spin current through the spin-Berry curvature Q;E;" accounts for the
accumulation of spin angular momentum along y-direction due to, for example the magnon

spin Nernst current carried by magnons under a temperature gradient along the x-direction.
2. PyO, which results from the intra-band orbital angular moment L, (k) of the magnons.

We note that our derivation presented in this part is based on perturbation theory within the
thermodynamic limit, assuming an infinite x-dimension and the system is not too far away from
equilibrium. For the magnon Nernst effect, this condition is satisfied when A, T < T. The electric
polarization Py in Eq. (S129) is the zeroth-order term in the expansion of electric polarization in

terms of the temperature gradient 0,7
Py=P)+Po.T+... (S133)

The zeroth order Pg as given in Eq. (S129) is associated with the electric dipole moment, which
depends on the temperature 7 but is independent of 9, 7. The first-order term P;OXT corresponds
to the electric quadrupole moment and indicates the induced electric polarization due to the
temperature gradient 0,7. In this work, for the sake of simplification, we focus on the zeroth-
order term and leave the contribution from higher-order terms for future investigation. However,
we emphasise that the higher-order term respects the system’s symmetry. This means that in the
absence of DMI, the higher-order term must vanish to ensure that the total net electric polarization

is zero, as previously discussed.

S4 Linear response theory of the magnon orbital Nernst effect

We now turn to the description of the linear response theory for magnon orbital transport discussed
in the main text. In the following, we shall elucidate the derivation of the continuity equation for
magnon orbital angular moment density and introduce the corresponding orbital angular moment
current operator being used in the linear response theory to compute the magnon orbital current in

2D collinear AFMs under a temperature gradient.
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S4.1 Orbital angular moment current operator

We start from the time evolution equation for the local angular moment density L* (r) = %‘PT (r) LYY (r)

(a = x,y, z), where the following commutators of the bosonic wavefunctions hold:

[¥), (r), ¥, (r)] = 056, (S134)
[P (r), P, (r')] =i05"6p (S135)
[¥), (r), ¥ ()] = —icy" 5 (S136)

with o; (i =1,2,3) Pauli matrices acting on particle-hole space. The Heisenberg equation of

motion for the angular momentum operator is then:

aL;(r) =i[A, L ()] (S137)

where the total Hamiltonian can be expressed as H = % / dr¥" (r) AY (r) with H = 35 Hse'?9,
75 = e'?9 is the translation operator that satisfies 75 f (r) = e’?9f (r) = f (r + 6), 6 is the vector
shift between unit cells, and ¥ (r) = (1 + r.VTX) Y (r) = &£(r) ¥ (r) with Vy the temperature
gradient.

To simplify the notation, we adopt the Einstein summation convention in which repeated Roman
indices imply summation over the BdG field operator indices, which range from -N,-N + 1, ... —
1,1,...,N — 1, N. Additionally, we introduce the notation C4 p = AB — BA = [A, B] representing
the commutator of operators A and B and we set the Planck constant 2 = 1. With these conventions

in place, the continuity equation can be expressed as follows

6Lat(r) =1 [FI, ia (I’)] =1 |:% Zél/ dr’\i”' (rl) I:I(sli’ (r/ + (5) , %\PT (r) iaqP (I’) (5138)
= —i ; / dr' ¥} (r) L3, P (r) ¥, (') (As),, Pe (¢ + 6)
=~ (1) (Hs) oy Vi (' +6) ¥, (r) L, W ()] (S139)
= LS () Lo [ () st (r + )], e (4 6)

)
_lP}Tn (r - 6) [g (r - 6) I:I&f (6)]mk Ué(nﬁgn,‘l’n/ (r)} . (8140)
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Using

LU (r) = Cra gy +€(r) LY (S141)
one has
L“ . - N N
9 (') Z |7 (r) L203HsP (r +6) = 9T (r — 6) Hs03L°% (r)] - O (S142)
1)
where

Z {\Iﬁ () Cro g T3Hs€ (r +8) W (r +8) + W' (r = 8) & (r = 6) Hs03Cp gy ¥ (r)} .
5

(S143)
Using the approximations ¥ (r £8) =¥ (r) =6 - V¥ (r) and ¥ (r) =¥ (r £6) ¥6 - V¥ (r £ §),

\S) I

one gets:
- - Z ¥ (r) L3 Hs ¥ (r +6) = Zﬁ: o3Hs ¥ (r +08) - 7 ; o3Hs¥ (r +6)
(S144)
_ 4 ) (97 (r - 8) +6 - V' ()] L9%03AsF (r +6) - % 26:\1" (r) %03 A5 [¥ (r) + 6 - V¥ (r + )]
(S145)
—i 26: 6 VI (1) L203HsP (r +8) + 1 (r) L2358 - VP (r +6) | (S146)
-3 26: (97 (r = 6) L003H5P (r +6) + 9T (r) LY03 A5 ()] (S147)
= _Z V¥ (r) L9%3 A5 (r +6)] - 5 Z ¥ (r) L3 H5P (1)
Z (r) Cpog,03H5e 0% (r) (S148)
.

- L i - . - i - s A
= _vé_1 (97 (r) L0a39P (r)] - 5 ; 97 (r) L0903 HsP (r) + 7 Zé: B (r) Cpo g P 00359 (r)
(S149)
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where ¥ =i [ﬁ , i'] =i Y50 - Hse'Pd is the velocity operator. Similarly:

NG o A A 0 (o = L NG e s TG (s e p
2;\11 (r - 6) Hsos L ‘P(r)_426:‘1’ (r — 6) Hsos L ‘P(r)+4261‘{‘(r 6) Hso s L™F (r)

(S150)
- EZ [¥F (r) -6 - V! (r = 6)] Asor 13@@@)#2@@-5)?1 o3 L [P (r+6) -6 V¥ (r)]
= 4 : 003 4 - 003
(S151)
- —i 8-V (r = 8) Hso3 L7 (r) + 97 (r - 6) Hpor3L76 - V' (1)] (S152)
)
+ i (97 (r) Asos LW (r) + W7 (r = 8) Aso3 LW (r +0)] (S153)
i - N e i~ S i - X L
=7 Zé: 6V [P (r—6) Asos L% (r)] + E‘PT (r) Hso3 L7 (r) = ¢ ; ¥ (r) As03Cpa 1, P09 (1)
(S154)
= -V [¥ (1) pos L7 (r)] + %‘PT (r) Aso3 9% (r) - % DU (1) As03Cra i, P0F (1)
)
(S155)
Consequently
L N LYosp +po3L?) . 1. . .
9 at(’) _ v |yt () LIS e )3 (] - S9 () (L7035 - BsorsL7) ¥ (1) + 0+ 0
= -Vl + 8L (S156)
where
_ i ot R D6 o 7 I ot 3 R ip-6g
0:=7 Zﬁl ¥ (r) Cpo g, P03 Hs¥ (r) - 5 Zal ¥ (r) As03Cpa g, P9 (1) (S157)
and

a 1. IS A g e I
S = 290 (1) (L7048 - s 7) ¥ (1) + 01+ 0, (S158)

is the orbital source density corresponding to the orbital torque density (46) and j£* = ¥T (r) Ww‘i’ (r)
is the local orbital current density. The orbital angular moment current operator can be defined as
Gt = L (LY03P + P03 L).
We note that in addition to the conventional source term —%‘iﬁ (r) (£“03I:15 — Hso ﬁ“) ¥ (r),
P

Eq. (SI58) also incorporates the terms O and O, arising due to the nonzero commutator [i,,
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0. This indicates that even in a scenario where —%‘PT (r) (ﬁ“0'31:15 — 1:150'31:“) ¥ (r) = 0, the
conservation of Orbital Angular Moment is not guaranteed. Additional considerations such as
source density and magnon orbital torque are beyond the scope of this study. Instead, our focus
will be exclusively on the orbital current term. The inclusion of a source term will result in some

dissipation; nevertheless, our findings remain valid within orbital relaxation time.
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Figure S3: The Orbital Nernst conductivity of MnPS3 (a) and NiPSes (b) as a function of externally

applied magnetic field along z-direction B, computed at fixed temperature 7 = 100 K.

S4.2 Responses of magnonic system to thermal gradient: Linear response

theory

We are now deriving the expression describing the response of the magnon orbital angular moment
current to a temperature gradient within the linear response theory. In this pursuit, we adopt the
work of Matsumoto et al. in Ref. (96), Zyuzin et al. in Ref. (39), and Park et al. in Ref. (35) to deal
with magnon orbital angular moment current. Our analysis involves a 2D magnon system exposed

to a temperature gradient, and the resulting orbital current can be represented as

a ~ ia P p id ~
L (r) = ¥ (r)[ "3";"’"3 ]‘P() (S159)
. _ vy
where ¥ (r) = (1 +r- 7) Y (r) so that
Fa o~ 8515 fa
L) = () (1 iy V_Z)() [L 0'3v1v03L (1 ir. %) ¥ (r). (S160)
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To linear order in the temperature gradient the Orbital angular moment current is decomposed as

J @) =i )+ O () (S161)
where
Lio3p + P03 LY
JEO ) = ) IR (8162)
and
o 1 LY3p +po3L? LY3p +po3L?
JFO ) = 39 () [( il Z"‘” )f iy ( RELIRAE! )] ¥Y(r)Vy.  (S163)
Defining J“* = [ dr jX* (r), one obtains
(EY = (JHO) gy (S164)
neq eq
Employing the Kubo formula (74—-76) we evaluate the first term
Lo (0) 0P [ 00 (@)
(1" O) =—tim = [ are (1,07 (1) 12 ) Vo = -SuVox (8165
neq w—0 dw 0
where
1 A n
JO =2 > W [Acoshi+ 9103 Hi | ¥ (S166)
k
and
o 1 . .
JO =2 D WL [Lroshi +9ros L] Wy (S167)
k
Introducing the field operator for the energy eigenstates
®; =T Vs (S168)
one has
LT 9 g iwt T T (T 5 ia i)
Suv = 7g Jim oo [ e > <q>k ()T} (L0 30k + 95403 L7) Ty (1) D1, (0) x

Kk’

X le’ ([‘Alk/0'3\7k"v + ﬁk/’V0'3[‘AIk/) Ty Dy (0)> .
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Using the identity

(@], (D) @i, (D], OBy (0)) = (0], (0 @eu (D) (W], () @p, ©)

+ <¢Z,m G (0)> (p (T) @i (0)) + <c1>,ﬁ’m (7) Dy, (0)> <c1>k,n (@], (0)> (S170)

the integral [~ e/ <¢Zm (1) @i (T)> <CD,T€,,IJ (0) @y 4 (0)> = 0 because w = 2% and

B
(©],, (@], (O = 6k w0T" 0 [(03Er) ] €750 (S171)
(g (1) @i 4 (0)) = =ik k05 p [ (0°3ER) ] €= TR (S172)
(@F,, (1) @pry (0)) = 614007 [(3Ek) ] €T EInn® (3173)
(cbk,n (D)@, () = =8k,001”p [(~T3E),,] €™ EmT (S174)
where p(x) = —z— is the Bose-Einstein distribution with 8 = kpT. We define
VL =T [L0 39 + Vo3 L] Tk, (S175)
Vi =T} Tk, (S176)
which leads to
S, = i lim 9 BdTei‘*’TZ [(VLG] [E a3V, + Vi ,03E /] [o-mpoﬂq(i s — Mgl s ,]
uv = 16 =0 dw T k.u mn KO3 Vi .y k' vO3LL Pq 2 2 Yk—-k 3 3 Ok,k
X 0 [(03ER) ] P [= (03Ek) ] 3B mn=(@3EmlT, (S177)

Using the integral

im0 /ﬂ dtel i@t O3Emn=(03E0) T _ 1im o ePO3ED)mm=B(O3E)m — _ eBOSER) B3 ER ) _
w0 dw 0 w—0 6&) W+ (0'3Ek)mm (0-3Ek)nn [(0-3Ek)mm - (0-3Ek)rm]2
(S178)
together with
p(x) = p(=) = =p(X)p(=y) (477 - 1) (8179)
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one obtains

,uv = 16 Z [(VLG ]m Ek’O'S(Vk/ + (Vk',v0-3Ek']pq [0'2 P nqék K = pékk ] X
k.k’

P [(03ER) ] — p [(03Eg) ]

[(0-3Ek)mm - (0-3Ek)nn]2
) @ ~ T A
= 8 [(Vé,u] [0’3 (T;vk,kaogEk +Ek0-3T,;Vk,ka) 0'3]

(S180)

P [(03ER) ] — p [(03EE) ]
- [(03ER) i — (O3ER) ]

(S181)

= = D () 1L 3+ D03 L (R)) om () 9yl ()
k

(Egom + Epna) (p (o3 Ex) ] — o [(@3E0)])
X 5 . (S182)
[(0-3Ek)mm - (0-3Ek)nn]

Consequently,
Sy = k) |L* 030k + Dpuor3L|m (k k) |9 k
wr = =g D0 () L7030 s+ 9a 3L lm () () 91| (R)
k

(o + Epnosm) (o [(03Ex) ) = p [(03Ex),}

_ (S183)
[(03Ek) m — (03EK) 1]
In our next step we are going to evaluate
<J,’}”“)> = M, Vyx (S184)
eq

by using the Smrcka and Streda method (39, 77, 96), where

1 A . o " "
M, = —g Z / dnp (n)Tr {0’3 [(La0'3\7‘u,k + \7/1’](0'314&) Fy+7y, (Lao'sﬁy,k + ‘A’,u,k0'3La)] 6 (77 - 0'3Hk)} .
k
(S185)
We first define

= L%y, i = pro3l. (S186)

For the sake of simplicity, we temporarily omit the notation dependent on the wave vector k and

will reintroduce it at the conclusion of our discussion. We introduce

i . dG* A . A dGT
Ayy = ETF 0'3W#d—n0'3v,,5 (77 - 0'3H) —O3W,0 (77 0'3H) o3Vy dn (S187)
Bﬂv = iTI” [0'31/?/#G+0'3\7V6 (7] - 0'3[:]) - 0'3\/’1\/#(5 (I] - 0'3ﬂ) 0'3\7VG_] (5188)

2
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where

G'=——— (S189)

is the Green’s function that satisfies:

i A 1 _ dG* 2 . d N 1 2 -\2
s(n-o3l) =—— (G*-G7), T =-(G*)?, i—s(y- H:—[G+ ~ (G ]
i6 (n—o3H) = —5—(G* = G7) a7 (G*) ldn(nffs)zﬂ()()
(S190)
so that one has
dB j dG* . dé (n—o3H
= ST T3 g3 (0= osH) + 0'3W#G+0'3\9V% (S191)
ds (n — o3H . dG-
- 03W,,%0‘3\%G‘ -3 (7= o3l a3, (S192)
Consequently,
1dB,y, i _dGt 5 R . dé (n—o3H)
w5 an = ZTr [0-3w#d_770-3VV6 (n—o03H) - 0'3W'UG+0'3VVd—n
ds (n — o3H . dG-
+ 03%%03%0 — 03,6 (7 — 03H) 030, } (S193)
n
1 —
= = Tr o2, (G*) 030, (G* = G7) - 0ai, Grorad, [(G+)2 - (G‘)Z]
T L
+ o3y, | (G)? - (G-)Z] o39,G™ — o3, (G* - G7) o3P, (G‘)z] (S194)
Lo
= o Tr |3y (G*)? 039,G* + 039, G039, (G7)? = 3w, GH o3, (G*)* — o3, (GT)? 0r39,G | .
T L

(S195)

Note that
v=i|hos (67|, Wil |hos(G)7] @ =i|fos(G4)!| ol (S196)

Using those relations, we obtain

_1dBy
2 dn
- %Tr |03, (G*) 739,G* + @3, G~ 039, (G7)? = o, G sy (G*)° = o, (G7)? 39, G-
(S197)
B é” {‘73% (G*)’ [(G+)_1 Py =7y (G+)_1] G*+03w,G [(G) A, -7, (G) '] (G)?
—o3WuG” [(G+)_l Py =Py (G+)_1] (G*)? = 03w, (G [(GT) ' Ay = 7, (G G‘} (S198)
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where we have used 0303 = 7, the identity matrix. Finally, we arrive at
1dByy,
A M
2 dn
= 81—7TTV {0’31’/{/# [(G+)2 — (G—)Z] }’"\v + (T3V">#fy [(G+)2 _ (G—)Z] + 20—3"/‘\}}1 [G—;_\VG _ G+ G+:|} .

(S199)

Considering the last term, one has
2030, [GTHG™ = G,GY| = 2033 L |7y, 03 (G*) 7| GG - G*,GT] (5200)
=2iCp jafud (n— 03H) /,G* +2iCp ;o F,G™7,6 (n — 073H) (S201)

where C Aie = O3 [I:I , f,“03]. We note that for the models considered in this work both the
exchange interaction and the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction preserve the rotational symmetry
about the z-axis. Consequently, Cﬁ’ j: =03 [FI , ﬁzag] = 0. Generally, this particular term Cﬁ, ja
can also be anticipated to be relatively small compared to the other terms in (S199)). For instance, in
systems where magnon-phonon coupling is present, Cy, ; . scales with the magnon-phonon coupling
strength, which tends to be much smaller than the exchange interactions. Hence, it is reasonable to

disregard this term in our analysis. Consequently, our final result can be summarized as

1dB 1 . d A .. d A
Wy d;;V ZZTF [‘73Wﬂd_n(5(77_0'3H)”v+0'3Wurvd_n5('7_03H) : (5202)

If we replace w by @, we have
- 1dB 1
A 2Ty

W2 dn 4

Note that for a bounded spectrum we have ¢ [+oco0 — (03E),,,] = 0V n leading to

03@%5 (n—o3H) 7, + mam%a (n-o3H)|. (S203)

oo 1dBy (1) oo 1dB, ()|
/ dn [AW (n) - ’;—n =0, / dn |Ayy () - ’;—n =0.  (S204)
Consequently,
1dB v(n) 1dB,, (7)
My = Z / dnp (1) / dif | Ay () = 53— o=+ A () = 53— | (5205)
Using
1dBy, () i dG* . ds (ij — o3H)
A () = 53— =T v ——039,6 (77 — 03H) — 03w, GYor3h, ———
u ( ) d77 4 rloswy, dﬁ o3V (7] 03 ) o3wy o3V dﬁ
ds (i — o3H . dG-
+ 03%%0395— — o3w,6 (7 — o3H) amd—ﬁ] (S206)

S34



and

1dByy (1) _ i . dG* . X _dé (ij—o3H
Ay () = 2 /:p ZTr 0'3u#d_ﬁ0'3vv5 (7 —o03H) - O-SM/JG-'-O'}VV%
dé (7 — o3H . dG~
¥ 0'3@%03\%G' = 03,8 (7~ 3 H) 030, } (S207)
7 7

along with relations (S190) we obtain

g {n (J) |Wi pi + g | m (k) (m () [9,] n (k)Y [ (@3EDmm
M =4 Z dnp (17)

[(0-3E)nn (0-3E)mm] (03E)
t3 Zk: [(n (k) Wiy + e o m (K)) (m (k) 9] () X

(¢4 Ean = 04" B} 4 [(@3E ] + p [(073E) ]}

X 5 (S208)
[(03E), = (03E) ]
Therefore, we have
g n (k) Wiy + g, m (k) (m (k) |0y n(k))y [ (T3E)mm
Sur+ My =4 Z < P i dnp (1)

[(0'3E)nn (0-3E)mm (03E)

. . . 03" Ennp [(03E) ] = 05" Epmp [(0°3E) 1]
' Z ; [<n (k) |Wk"u ' uk7#| " (k)> <m (k) |VV| " (k)> 3 [(0-3E)mm - (;3E)nn]2 ]

(S209)

_ L E T (n (k) |Wk,u + ﬁk,u| m (k)Y (m (k) |9y|n (k) [(T3E)mm
T4 3 93
k

d
[(03E) = (03E) ] o, P (n)

+%;

—

3" Enn E nnl — 2" Epm E mm
o " (n (k) Wiy + ik | m (k)Y (m (k) |9, n (k)) 03 Ennp [([0('03- ;)] 0'20- - p]2[(0'3 ) ]}
35 ) mm — 3L ) un

(S210)
gt
‘%; [“ém(’? g Mk’f(;f;ﬂj_(izgjz)zwn(k)> (::iimmd[np 1| s21D)
g [ )
e e
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where we have used d [np (n)] = nd [p (n)] + dnp (n). Finally, by restoring the sum over the

repeated Roman indices and the Planck constant 72 we arrive at the following expression

Suv + My (S214)

ih w41 (K) |L* 07301 s + D1 w03 L2 [ m (K)) (m () [9y| n (K)) - (@3E0Dnn
PPN nd [p (]|

[(O3ER) yum — (T3ER) ] (03 ER) m

(S215)

Inserting the 7 = kpT { and the Orbital angular moment current operator f ﬁd = }‘ (I:“0'3\9k7 it \9k7ﬂ0'31:“) ,

S,,V+M,,V

we obtain the Orbital Nernst conductivity /l VT

“ k . nn__mm <n (k)|ALa m(k)><m (k) |\/>y|l’l(k)> (03E),,
/l;Lw = ﬁ Z Z l1h20'3 o (02 /( d[p (O]

k m#n _(0-3Ek)nn]2 03E)
(5216)
(n (k) |7=" | m (k)Y m () 9] n (K))
i F(p,) = F(pn)] (S217)
Z,,; (B — (B e = el
kg s [{n R E [m (k) m () (9] n (K))
= —— 2h 1 F(p,), S218
W;; 2 [(O3ER) yum — (03 ER) ) (p). (5219)
which leads to
iy = ’,;—5 D QL () F (p) = 2kB Z Z QL (k) F (py) (5219)
k n

where Qﬁs (k) = Yman Qﬁ: "M (k) is the Orbital Berry curvature of the nth band,

ALa A

[(0'3Ek)mm ~ (03ER) )

is the projected Orbital Berry curvature of the nth band on the mth band, and

F(pn) = (14 pn) In (1 + pn) = paln (pn) (S221)

Overall, the Orbital transverse current of quasiparticle transport underlying the Orbital Nernst
effect is computed as:
JE=-aLe,T (S222)
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Figure S4: The projected Orbital Berry curvatures from Ist to 3rd band nyz B3 (k) (a,d), nyz(lg (k)

(b,e) and nyz(lzi (k) (c,f) for MnPS3 as a function of in-plane wave vector (ky, ky) without (a-c)
and with (d-f) the DMI. These calculations were performed with the externally applied magnetic

field B, = 1 T.

In Fig. [S_’f[, we present the computed orbital Nernst conductivity (ONC) of MnPS3 [Fig. |S_§Ka)]
and NiPSe3 [Fig. [S3[b)] as functions of the external magnetic field B, computed at a constant
temperature of 100 K. We observe that the ONC behaves as an even function of B, for both Néel
and Zigzag orders. Importantly, the ONC remains finite even without an applied magnetic field,
allowing for the probing of this effect in the absence of an external field. Moreover, the ONC
for both Néel and Zigzag orders exhibits only a slight dependence on the out-of-plane magnetic
field B,. This minimal impact results from the magnetic field causing a splitting in the magnon
bands corresponding to opposite spins, without inducing any coupling between these distinct bands.
Consequently, the weak response of the ONC to the magnetic field B, arises solely from changes
in the magnon population p, and hence the function F (p,) in Eq. (S219), which are due to the
shift in the magnon energy band caused by the Zeeman interaction between local spins and external
applied magnetic field akin to the behavior of electric polarization under the applied magnetic field

as discussed in the main text.
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Figure S5: The projected Orbital Berry curvatures from 1st to 3rd band Qﬁyz 13 (k) (a,d), Qf;(lg (k)

(b,e) and nyz(g (k) (c,f) for NiPSes as a function of in-plane wave vector (k,, k,) without (a-c)
and with (d-f) the DMI. These calculations were performed with the externally applied magnetic

field B, = 1 T.

S4.3 Orbital Berry curvature

It is worth emphasizing that our linear response theory, as presented here, and our utilization of the
Orbital angular moment representation within the Bloch states enable us to treat the intra-band and
inter-band orbital angular moment contributions to the orbital Nernst effect equally. In this section,
we will distinguish between these two contributions and derive the expression for the topological
thermal magnon contribution to the ONE, as utilized in the main text. We begin with the projected

Orbital Berry curvature given by:

o 1 n(k)|LYo 39, + D,03L% m (k)Y (m (k) |9, n (k
QL™ () = — K2 [m {n ) |Lersb + B,0ra ] m () )¢ O (sa3)
2 [(03Ek) um = (073Ek) ]
Using the completeness relation
>k k) os =1 (S224)
1
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we have
(n(k)| (L0539, + D,03L%) [m(k)) (S225)

= (n(k)| (13"‘ D A L) (L (k)| 303D, +9, D i |g (k) (g (k)] crscrsic”) im(k))
| q (S226)
= (n(k)| (i" Zl: ! LK) (L) 9y + 9, D i g (K)) (g () i“) Im(k)) (S227)

7
= Zl: A O 11U (L ()| Dyulm(k)) + > o$n(k) [0 g (K)) (g (k)| L Im(K)) (S228)
g

= [o§"Ly, (k) + 05" Ly, (k)] (n(k) |9y Im (K)) + Z o3 (UL 11 () (1 (k)] Dyalm (K))

l#n

(S229)

+ Z a3 n(k) |9y |q (k) (g (k)| L*|m(k)), (S230)

q+m

which leads to

1 fa ~ ~
QL () = Lo {Z (o) 11 (R)) (1 (R)| 9, m (k)] <m(k>|vv|n<k>>}

l [O-gm (Ek)nn - O.3mm (Ek)mm]2
(S231)
q49 N Ta A
~ 1h20§n0§ﬂmlm {Z [ n (k) [0, |q (k) (g (k)| L|m(k))] <n;(k)|vyln(k)>} S232)
2 q [0'§m (Ek)nn - O.3mm (Ek)mm]
= gmgmn [pme )4 o (k)] i {<n (k)| ﬁﬂ|m(k><m<k>|vv|n<kz>} 23
2 (2" (E) pn = 03" (Ek) |
1 Ta PN ~
~ 17@20;"0;“'"1;71 {Z (a3 n(k) L |1 (k)) (I (k)| Dpulm (k)| <m2(k)|vvln(k)>} (S234)
2 I#n [O-gm (Ek)nn - O-énm (Ek)mm]
q49 PN T a N
B 1h20§m0§1mlm {Z [ n(K) [0, |q (k) (g (k)| L|m(k))] <r:(k)lvv|n(k)>} (S235)
2 q#m [Ugm (Ek)nn - Ugnm (Ek)mm]
= Qi (k) + Qo (k) (5236)
where

@ nm 1 nn mm nra mm a
Q;Lw(’l) (k) = —§h20'3 03 [0-3 Ly, (k) + 03 Lym (k)] Im {

(n (k)| v,,|m(k><m<k>|m|n<k>>}
[0'5" (Ek)nn - 0'§"m (Ek)mm]2

(S237)
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and

1 7 N ~
QL (1) — ——h20'3”0'§”’" o {Z o5 n ()| L |1 (K)) (I (k)| D,lm (k)] <m(k>|vv|n(k)>}

1(2) - [0 (B = 2 (Ex)m]

(S238)
qq 5 [ %
IS { 5 3" 0wyl 1) (0 (6 i) <';1<k>|w|”<">>} s29)
2 o |75 (Ek) i = 03 (Ek)ym |
Notice that
R Iy {(n (k)| Wlm(k)(m(k)lﬁvln(kg)} Q" (k) (S240)
[O_gm (Ek)nn - O-énm (Ek)mm]

is the projected Berry curvature of the nth band on the mth band as defined in Equation (6) in the

main text. We can then rewrite the first term as

a 1
LY nm nnra mmya nm
Q0 (k) = 7 03" L, (k) + 03" Ly, (R) | Q43 () (S241)
which leads to
(e 1
L%n _ LY nm _ nn mm m
Q0 6 = Z‘Q‘”(” (k) = Z‘—[ Ly, (k) + 03" Ly, (k)] Q) (k). (S242)
Consequently, the magnon orbital Nernst conductivity arising from the € ) " (k) is

N
Al =28 Z Z R E(on) = 5 ST oL, () + 4L, ()] 4 (K) Fpy).
k n=1 m#n (S243)
Notably, the expression of Qi:(’f) (k) represents the product of intra-band magnon orbital angular
moment and Berry curvature. Consequently, Equation (S243)) underscores the role of topological
thermal magnon bands in inducing the Orbital Nernst effect, specifically via the intra-band magnon
OAM. On the other hand, the second term Q- (;;" (k) captures the magnon Orbital Nernst effect
arising from inter-band magnon orbital angular moment.
We observe that both Q- (rl’;" (k) and QLV 2) (k) depend on the inter-band current density and
the energy spacing between two subbands. Because there is no coupling between the two magnons

with opposite spin in the systems we consider here, the inter-band current between two-subbands

with opposite spin vanishes. Consequently, only the projected orbital Berry curvatures between
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bands of the same spin remains finite, originating in non-zero interband transitions that adhere
to the spin selection rules. Thus, the magnon orbital Nernst conductivities are predominantly
influenced by the interband transitions between two magnon subbands with the same spin. This
accounts for the weak dependence of the magnon ONCs on the externally applied magnetic field
B, for both MnPS3; and NiPSes, as shown in Fig. the changing magnetic field does not affect

the magnon wavefunction or change the energy spacing between two subbands of the same spin.
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Figure S6: The orbital Nernst conductivity of MnPS3 (a) and NiPSes (b) as a function of temperature
at fixed applied magnetic field B, = 1 7. The black and pink colors indicate the results calculated
with and without DMI, respectively. The insets present the zoom in at around T = 117 K in figure
(a) and T = 105 K in figure (b) showing the vanishing difference between black and pink curve in
the case of MnPS3 and weak dependence of ONC of NiPSes on the DMI.

In Figs. S4{ and we plot the projected Orbital Berry curvatures of the 1st magnon subband
onto the 3rd magnon subband with the same spin up: nyz (k) (a,d), QL " 3 (k) (b,e) and QL W) 3 (k)
(c,f) for, respectively, MnPS3 (Fig. and NiPSes (Fig. as a function of the in-plane wave
vector (ky, k,) without (a-c) and with (d-f) the DMI. As shown in Fig. the Orbital Berry
curvature of MnPS3 is primarily determined by the topological properties of the magnon bands
through the first term QL WD) (k) because the second term QL v 2) (k) vanishes regardless of the
presence of DMI. As discussed in the main text, due to the symmetry of the Néel order, this first
term QL WD) (k) remains finite even without DMI because both Berry curvature and the intra-band

orbital angular moment of the Néel phase are finite regardless of the DMI. Additionally, because
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the wavefunction is unaffected by DMI, the projected orbital Berry curvature QL (k) and hence

y(1)
Qﬁy’m (k) remains unchanged for MnPS; when DMI is turned off. Consequently, the orbital Nernst
conductivity of MnPS3 exhibits an extremely weak dependence on DMI, as shown in Fig. [S6(a).
The difference between the black and pink curves shown in the inset of Fig.[S6|(a) arises solely from
changes in the function F (p,) in Eq. (§243) due to the shift in magnon dispersion under the DMI.
Since the DMI in MnPS3 is very small (see Table[ST)), this difference is vanishingly small.

In contrast, for NiPSes in the absence of the DMI the projected Orbital Berry curvatures
Q)I; (ﬁ (k) vanish simply because of the vanishing intra-band OAM of the magnon in the 2D hon-
eycomb AFM with Zigzag order, as discussed previously. Therefore the projected Berry curvatures
QLZ’B (k) are primarily determined by the QL ) (k) When the DMI is present, the QL (1) (k)
becomes finite while the QL W2 (k) remains unchanged. However, the magnitude of QL ) (k) is
approximately three orders smaller than that of QL W2) (k) highlighting that the inter-band magnon
OAM is the primary contributor to the magnon Orbital Nernst effect. This observation also clarifies
why the magnon orbital Nernst conductivity shows a weak dependence on DMI, which is due to
the combined effects of changes in the function F (p,) caused by the shift in magnon dispersion
and the finiteness of QL WD) 3 (k) under the DMI, as shown in Fig.[S6(b).

We conclude this section by illustrating the dependence of the orbital Nernst conductivity of

both MnPS3 and NiPSe; on DMI strength, parameterized by the ratio D /Dy in Fig.

SS Symmetry and magnon spin current

We now analyze symmetry constraints on the magnon spin current in the 2D collinear honeycomb
AFMs considered in this work. Specifically, we consider the Cs M, 7, symmetry operation discussed
in the main text. The total transverse spin current carried by a magnon along the y-direction under

the applied temperature gradient along the x-direction is given by
T e Ny (S244)

where /lfz is the magon spin conductivity.

Under the Cs M, 7, symmetry operation, the temperature gradient changes only its sign:
[Cs M Ta] 0T = -0, (S245)
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while the magnon spin up and down current remain unchanged:

[CsMTa] 5T — j3T (S246)
[CsMTa) j3+ — j5 (S247)

which leads to
[CsM T 73 = [CsMcT) Jy | = [CsMT) 7y =gy T =gy b= 55 (S248)

Because the 2D honecomb AFMs with Néel and Zigzag order both preserve Cs M, 7, symmetry

in the absence of DMI, the magnon spin conductivity is unchanged under this operation. Combining

Egs. (S244), (S245) and (S248), one obtains
—A3,0,T = A5,0,T. (S249)

Consequently, the magnon spin conductivity must vanish, i.e. /lf;; = 0, under the Cs M, 7, symmetry
constraint because 0,7 is finite. In other words, there is no transverse spin polarized current carried
by magnons in the 2D honeycomb AFMs considered in this work in the absence of DMI regardless

of the externally applied magnetic field.
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Figure S7: The ONC of MnPS; (Figure a) and NiPSe3 (Figure b) varies as a function of the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction strength, parameterized by the ratio D /Dy . Here D represents
the baseline DMI strength for each material. These calculations were conducted under a constant

applied magnetic field of B, = 1 T and temperature of 100 K.

We note that the orbital current remains finite regardless of DMI as discussed in the main text.

This suggests that the orbital Nernst effect of magnons is a more universal phenomenon than the
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magnon spin Nernst effect. Furthermore, a finite transverse spin current carried by magnons under
a temperature gradient in the 2D honeycomb antiferromagnets considered here must be identical
to the spin current resulting from the spin Nernst effect. This finite spin current arises due to the
broken CsM,7, symmetry discussed above, caused by interactions such as the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction or magnon-phonon coupling that resemble spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in that
they couple the spin and orbital angular moment of magnons. In this context, the magnon spin

current resulting from the SNE may be viewed as a conversion of orbital current into spin current.

S6 Spin and Orbital accumulations induced by the magnon

Nernst effects

The magnon Nernst effects lead to the accumulation of both orbital and spin moments at the
boundaries of finite systems. In this section, we present the formalism for calculating these ac-
cumulations at the system’s edges, resulting from the magnon Nernst effect, without delving into
detailed computations for specific systems, as that is beyond the scope of this work. To achieve this,
we assume the system is periodic along the direction of the temperature gradient but finite in the
perpendicular direction to VT'. The accumulation of magnon spin and orbital moments under an

applied temperature gradient can be attributed to two distinct contributions: intrinsic and extrinsic.

S6.1 Intrinsic Contribution: Kubo Formula
First, we focus on the intrinsic contributions to the spin and orbital density which reads
M ()™ = (M (1)ipeg = (M (1) (S250)

Using the Kubo formula, we derive these intrinsic contributions to the spin and orbital densities as

follows:

. 0 B .
(M (1) = — Tim — / dreiT <TT/\/("‘ (r,7)J2 (0)> Y (S251)
0

where M® (r) = §% (r), L (r) which is the @-component of spin and orbital angular moment

of at position r respectively. For the finite size, r will become the index r for the unit cells
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along this dimension which is denoted by y-direction in our consideration. By using the Fourier

transformation, one obtains:

1 n
M (r) =3 Z ¥ MO, (S252)
k

1 . .
o=t / dr¥! (Aposde +0x03l) i (5253)

where M} represents the spin and orbital moment density operator of the rth strip.

In the same maner as the orbital moment current, after evaluating the Kubo terms, one obtains:
(M ()" = k™ (r)V,T (S254)

where

) == > (R) 12 () om () [9 ()
k,m#n

(Egerym + Epma®) p [(3Emn) = p (@3B0}

[(0-3Ek)mm - (0'3Ek)nn]2

where the superscript "in’ denotes the intrinsic contribution.

(S255)

S6.2 Extrinsic contribution: Boltzmann equation

We will now assess the extrinsic contribution to the spin and orbital moment density using the Boltz-
mann equation. Under the relaxation time approximation, denoted by 7y the Boltzmann equation is

expressed as follows:

neq — Fe 0 e E ElksT

Preq “Pea o vr2ed -y vor—° . (S256)

T0 oTr kgT (eE/kBT _ 1)

-1
where p.q = (eE/kBT — 1)
The spin and orbital moment density is given by

1 1 0E  eE/ksT
SM? ex _ 1 Aqa o — — __ M@ y v, T S257
M) = GME ) (preg = pea) = =y MO v e 7 (5257)
=k (r)V,T (S258)
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where V is the volume of the system.

By using the Fourier transformation, one obtains:

(O-SEk)nn 6(0-3Ek)nn/kBT

(e3Ex)un/knT — 1)2

70

2N
VT ; Z:,< (k) 1M 1 ()Y () 195 n ()

€ () = -

(S259)

Equations and establish a basic framework for calculating the accumulation of
angular moment (both spin and orbital) of magnons at the boundary of a finite system, incorporating
intrinsic and extrinsic contributions. An investigation of a finite system, however is beyond the scope

of the present paper, and we leave it for future exploration.

S7 Magnon-magnon interaction effects

The topological properties of the magnon bands hosted by 2D honeycomb AFMs, for example
Berry curvature and Chern number, are introduced in close analogy with electronic bands in the
celebrated Haldane model (83). In both cases, one considers noninteracting (i.e., infinitely long-
lived) quasiparticles as described by the magnon Hamiltonian or Haldane Hamiltonian containing
only terms that are quadratic in bosonic or fermionic operators, respectively. Such a quadratic
Hamiltonian for magnons is generated by a linearized (i.e., truncated (72)) HP transformation. We
employ the same tranformation [Eqs. (S2)) and (S3)] with the belief that its success in describing
ferromagnets at low temperatures will translate to honeycomb AFMs—that is, conclusions made
about the topology of noninteracting magnons produced by the linearized HP transformation can
carry over to the full spin Hamiltonian [Eq. (ST))].

In this section we consider the possible consequences of magnon-magnon interactions. We
stress that in the work reported in the main manuscript and previous sections of the supplement we
consider only DMI oriented strictly out-of-plane, which means that it cannot introduce maganon-
magnon interactions. Thus in this section we are considering a more general case in which the DMI
has an in-plane component in the full spin Hamiltonian that can lead to important magnon-magnon
interaction effects, even at zero temperature. The importance of such effects was revealed by
recent perturbative analyses (84, 85) of the resulting nonquadratic terms in the bosonic Hamiltonian
(e.g. those containing three bosonic operators). For example, such an effect can lead to (85):

spontaneous decay (86) of edge magnon modes; their hybridization with bulk magnons, thereby
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Figure S8: Spin structure factor for a brick ladder, corresponding to a single row of hexagons
of the honeycomb lattice, which hosts quantum spins S = 1/2 interacting via nearest-neighbor
antiferromagnetic exchange interaction and next-nearest-neighbor DMI with D;; vector in Eq. (S1)

that is not parallel to the staggered magnetization.

delocalizing them away from the edge; and even hybridization of magnons at opposite edges, as
mediated by bulk magnons. The three magnon interactions can also lift spurious symmetries (87)
present in the quadratic Hamiltonian, thereby making possible a nonzero transport response (88)
to applied thermal gradient that is absent when one considers only noninteracting magnons.

To illustrate the potential importance of magnon-magnon interactions, assume that the Dj; vector

has a component in the x-direction, which means that the corresponding DMI contains a term

x
S 2t 4555 - §5(5]+ ). (5260)
@

The presence of this term in the full spin Hamiltonian [Eq. (ST])] generates terms containing three

bosonic operators when the square root of the HP transformation is expanded (72) beyond the

lowest order used in Egs. (S2) and (S3). To understand the importance of these effects, here we

employ nonperturbative calculations for the full spin Hamiltonian using a time-dependent density

matrix renormalization group algorithm for the spin structure factor (89), which we implement via

time-dependent variational principle (90, 91) calculations within the ITensor (82) package. For
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purposes of illustrating the effects of magnon-magnon interactions, we use a honeycomb lattice
composed of only one row of hexagons hosting an antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbor exchange
and next-nearest neighbor DMI. The spin structure factor for this system, which is plotted in Fig.[S§]
reveals that the degeneracy of the bands of the quadratic Hamiltonian obtained from the linearized
HP transformation is lifted when the Djj vector has a component in the x-direction. In other words,
the presence of maganon-magnon interactions breaks the degeneracy of the bands. We stress,
however, that our analysis in the main text and other sections of the SI remains valid as long as the

DMI vector remains parallel to the staggered magnetization Mg = My — M.
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