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Magnon Bose-Einstein condensates in ferromagnetic insulators [1] has been a field of much interest,
while condensation in anti-ferromagnetic systems are yet to be explored in detail. We analyze the
stability of condensed chiral magnons in two antiferromagnetic insulators: an easy-axis system and a
biaxial system. We show that two-component magnon condensation and inter-magnon interactions
are essential to create metastable magnon condensation. The uniaxial system with a Rashba-type
Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction supports two condensate populations at finite wavevectors. The
condensation state is stable only when the distribution of magnons between the two populations is
symmetric. On the other hand, in the biaxial system without Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction we
predict that the magnons condensate will not be stabilized. The results indicate that the lack of
stability is a general feature of single-component quasiparticle condensates.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) is a celebrated phe-
nomenon in quantum physics describing a phase transi-
tion where bosonic particles form an equilibrium macro-
scopic state and behave collectively as a single quantum
entity characterized by a coherent wave function [2–10].
This phase transition often requires temperatures close
to absolute zero. When the temperature decreases, the
thermal wavelength of the particles increases, leading to
a macroscopic occupation of the lowest quantum state.
Although BEC was initially observed in dilute atomic
gases, the phenomenon has been extended to incorpo-
rate condensation processes of emerging bosonic quasi-
particles in various condensed matter systems. Explor-
ing quasi-equilibrium BEC states of quasiparticles, such
as excitons [11], phonons [12], and magnons [1], opens
up new avenues for studying quantum phenomena in di-
verse physical systems, from superfluidity to novel states
of matter with potential application in quantum tech-
nologies.

In 2006, Demokrotov et al. observed a room-
temperature magnon BEC (mBEC) in a ferromagnetic
(FM) film of yttrium iron garnet (YIG) at room temper-
ature [1]. In their experimental setup, non-equilibrium
magnons were excited under microwave parallel pump-
ing, and the magnon condensate was investigated using
Brillouin light scattering. This prompted a discussion
of the formation, coherence, stabilization, and lifetime
of mBEC states in FM systems [13–27]. Most of the
experimental studies focus on mBEC in FM materials
generated parametric pumping. However, recent experi-
ments also successfully generated mBEC electrically via
the spin-transfer torque mechanism [28], and thermally
via a rapid cooling process [29].

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work

The magnon spectra of the thin film YIG have dou-
ble degenerate minima at finite momenta. This results
in a nonuniform condensate ground state in real space,
which as been confirmed by experimental measurements
[19]. The phase and magnon distribution between the
two condensates, along with the stability of the con-
densate, are influenced by nonlinear magnon interactions
[20, 24, 30, 31].
The double condensate mBEC, formed in two different

energy minima of the magnon system, can be charac-
terized by the number of magnons in each of the two
mBECs and their relative phase. These two parameters
have been suggested as the basis for a classical analog of
a qubit logic [32, 33]. The possibility of Josephson os-
cillations and persistens spin currents in mBEC systems
has also been proposed theoretically, but the phenomena
are not yet confirmed experimentally [22, 34].
While magnon condensation in ferromagnets has been

studies extensively, the counterpart phenomena in anti-
ferromagnets (AFM) has been less investigated. AFMs
have recently gained new interest in spintronics [35, 36].
The absence of parasitic stray fields and the ability to
operate in the THz regime make AFM systems promis-
ing candidates for next-generation high-speed, nanoscale
spintronic technologies. Nnon-equilibrium magnon exci-
tation in AFM insulators have been recently realized via
spin-transfer torque and laser excitation [37, 38]. The
possibility of parallel pumping in orthorhombic AFM sys-
tems was theoretically and experimentally investigated
long ago [39]. However, it has not been suvvessfully
demonstrated in conventional AFM systems within the
context of modern AFM spintronics.
To the best of our knowledge, there are only a few

theoretical studies on generation and stability analy-
sis of quasi-equilibrium mBEC states in AFM systems
[31, 40–42]. It is worthy to mention that the equilibrium
magnon condensation at cryogenic temperatures has al-
ready been observed in quantum AFM systems in which
the phase transition to the BEC state is controlled by
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an external DC magnetic field [41, 43]. In this article,
we investigate the stability of quasi-equilibrium mBEC
in collinear AFM systems with uniaxial and biaxial mag-
netic anisotropy.

In compensated and collinear AFM systems, dipolar
interactions are negligible and their magnon spectra of-
ten have a minimum at the centre of the magnetic Brilloin
zone, i.e. at the Γ symmetry point with zero momentum.
Magnons in collinear AFM systems have two opposite
chiral modes. While these two magnon modes are degen-
erate in uniaxial easy-axis AFM systems, the degeneracy
can be broken by applying an external magnetic field
or in the presence of a hard-axis magnetic anisotropy
[36, 44, 45]. In these cases the minima of both magnon
modes remain at the Γ symmetry point. On the other
hand, in systems with broken inversion symmetry, an
antisymmetric Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya (DM) interaction
is permitted, which lifts the degeneracy of the two chiral
modes, causing them to split along the momentum axis
[46]. As a result, the two magnon modes have two de-
generate minima at finite wavevector. Such momentum-
dependent band splitting of AFM magnons has been
measured in α-Cu2V2O7 by inelastic neutron scattering
[47]. These AFM systems may facilitate the presence of
a nonzero wavevector double condensate state.

In this paper, we explore the stability of magnon con-
densation by analytical calculations on two distinct AFM
systems: a uniaxial easy-axis AFM with DM interaction
and a biaxial AFM without DM interaction. In the first
case, the magnon bands exhibit Rashba-type splitting
along the momentum axis, while in the second case, the
magnon bands are split along the energy axis, akin to
Zeeman-type splitting.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Sec-
tion II introduces the spin Hamiltonian of our AFM sys-
tems. Section III is a short presentation of the Holstein-
Primakoff and Dyson-Maleev transformations. Section
IV introduces the first AFM system we study, which
is a uniaxial AFM with DM interaction. The zero-
sound spectrum of this system is calculated in section
Section V. Section VI introduces the second AFM sys-
tem; a biaxial AFM without DM interaction. In this
system we study the condensate stability when the inter-
band magnon interactions are suppressed by applying a
strong magnetic field. We compare the two AFM sys-
tems and present our concluding remarks in Section VII.
Finally, Appendix Section A contains a comparison of
the Holstein-Primakoff and Dyson-Maleev bosonization
techniques.

II. SPIN HAMILTONIAN

We consider a collinear two-sublattice AFM system,
where the sublattice spins SA and SB align antiparallel
to each other along the Néel vector, oriented in the ẑ
direction, described by the following extended quantum

Heisenberg model,

H = Hex +Hani +HD +HZ. (1)

The Heisenberg exchange interaction Hex acts between
nearest-neighbour (n.n.) spins at lattice sites i and j
with an AFM exchange coupling J > 0,

Hex = J
∑

i∈A,B
j∈n.n.

Si · Sj . (2)

The magnetic anisotropy Hamiltonian incorporates
single-ion easy and hard-axes magnetic anisotropies [44,
48],

Hani = −Kz

∑
i(Sz

i )
2 +Kx

∑
i(Sx

i )
2. (3)

Here,Kz ≥ 0 parametrize the uniaxial easy-axis magnetic
anisotropy along the ẑ direction, while Kx ≥ 0 denotes
the hard-axis magnetic anisotropy along the x̂ direction.
The DM Hamiltonian reads,

HD =
∑

i∈A,B
j∈n.n.

Dij · (Si · Sj), (4)

where the DM vector is antisymmetric, Dij = −Dji. The
vector is oriented along the ẑ direction so that Dij =
Dνij ẑ, with νij = ±1 for clockwise and counterclockwise
hopping directions.
Finally, the interaction between an external magnetic

field along the ẑ direction and localized spins are mod-
elled by the Zeeman coupling,

HZ = −µBh
∑
i

Sz
i , (5)

where µB is the Bohr magneton and h is the magnetic
field amplitude.

III. NONLINEAR BOSON REPRESENTATIONS
IN THE THEORY OF ANTIFERROMAGNETS

At low temperatures, the elementary excitations of an
ordered magnet are magnons. To describe these excita-
tions, it is suitable to pass from spin representation to
boson operators. There are several bosonic representa-
tions of spins [49, 50].
In this paper, we consider both the Holstein-Primakoff

and Dyson-Maleev transformations, and we compare the
two methods in Appendix A. In particular, the Dyson-
Maleev transformation use spin raising and lowering op-
erators which are not Hermitian conjugates of each other.
For this reason, we investigate whether the choice of
bosonization technique affects the final analytical results
in Appendix A.
i. Holstein-Primakoff transformation: In this trans-

formation we define raising and lowering spin operators
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which are Hermitian conjugates of each other, Ŝ+ =
(Ŝ−)† = Ŝx + iŜy. We denote the bosonic creation (an-

nihilation) by â†i (âi) for spins at sublattice A, and b̂†j
(b̂j) for spins at sublattice B. Given the quantization axis
along the ẑ axis, we have the following transformation for
sublattice A in terms of the spin S up to third order in
the bosonic operators,

Ŝ+
i =

√
2S − â†i âiâi ≈

√
2S(âi −

â†i âiâi
4S

), (6a)

Ŝz
i = S − â†i âi. (6b)

For sublattice B the operators are,

Ŝ+
j = b̂†j

√
2S − b̂†j b̂j ≈

√
2S(b̂†j −

b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j

4S
), (7a)

Ŝz
j = −(S − b̂†j b̂j). (7b)

Since we are interested in the lowest nonlinear inter-
action in the spin Hamiltonian, we expanded the square
roots in the above expressions assuming S is large and a
low number of bosons.

ii. Dyson-Maleev transformation: In this representa-
tion, the raising and lowering spin operators are not Her-
mitian conjugates of each other, Ŝ+ ̸= (Ŝ−)†. The spin
operators on sublattice A are given by,

Ŝ+
i =

√
2S(âi −

â†i âiâi
2S

), (8a)

Ŝ−
i =

√
2Sâ†i , (8b)

Ŝz
i = S − â†i âi, (8c)

and for sublattice B they are,

Ŝ+
j =

√
2S(b̂†j −

b̂†j b̂j b̂j

2S
), (9a)

Ŝ−
j =

√
2Sb̂†j , (9b)

Ŝz
j = −(S − b̂†j b̂j). (9c)

In the next sections, we only use Holstein-Primakoff
transformations. We present our results for Dyson-
Maleev calculations in the Appendix A. There we show
that both transformations results in the same stability
analysis of the magnon condensate in the uniaxial AFM.

IV. MAGNON BEC IN UNIAXIAL EASY-AXIS
AFM CASE

First we study a uniaxial AFM with DM interaction.
In this case, we set Kx = 0. We use the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation and the Fourier transform âi =
(N/2)−1/2

∑
k

âk , e
−ik·ri , where N denotes the number of

sites, to express the Hamiltonian in terms of bosonic op-
erators in momentum space.

The non-interaction Hamiltonian consisting of
quadratic bosonic operators reads,

H(2) = SJ
∑

kz[â†k âk + b̂†k b̂k ]

+ 2SJ cos(ky)[âk b̂−k + â†k b̂
†
−k]

+ 2SKz

∑
k

[
â†k âk + b̂†k b̂k

]
− µBh

∑
k

[
b̂†k b̂k − â†k âk

]
− 4SD

∑
k

sin(ky)
[
â†k b̂

†
−kb + âk b̂−k

]
, (10)

where z is the coordination number and k is the wavevec-
tor. To diagonalize this bosonic Hamiltonian, we perform
a Bogoliubov transformation,

α̂k = ukâk + vkb̂
†
−k, (11a)

β̂k = v−kâ
†
−k + u−kb̂k , (11b)

where bosonic α̂k and β̂k operators denote two species
of magnons in the AFM system.

We define the parameters ωex = 2SJ , ωz = SKz,
ωez = ωex +ωz, ωD = 2SD, ωH = 1

2µB. The Bologiubov
coefficients are then expressed as,

u2
k =

1

2
(ωez[ω

2
ez − (ωex cos(ky)− ωD sin(ky))

2]−
1
2 + 1,

(12a)

v2k =
1

2
(ωez[ω

2
ez − (ωex cos(ky)− ωD sin(ky))

2]−
1
2 − 1

(12b)

The non-interacting Hamiltonian in the diagonalized
magnon basis reads,

H(2) =
∑

k
[
εαkα̂

†
k α̂k+ε

β
kβ̂−kβ̂

†
−k

]
. (13)

The dispersion relations for the left-handed α̂k and right-

handed β̂k magnons are given by,

εαk =
√

ω2
ez − (ωex cos(ky)− ωD sin(ky))2 + ωH , (14a)

εβk =
√

ω2
ez − (ωex cos(ky)− ωD sin(ky))2 − ωH (14b)

From these dispersion relations, it is evident that
the DM interaction term leads to momentum-dependent
splitting of magnon bands, while a Zeeman field leads
to an energy-dependent splitting of bands, see Fig. 1.
In the assumption that ωD < ωex, the minima of the
two magnon bands happen at finite wavevector Q =
tan−1(ωD/ωex)

We obtain the lower-order ineraction Hamiltonian,
which is quartic in boson operators within the Holstein-
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FIG. 1: Dispersion relations for the right- and left-
handed magnon populations α (blue) and β (orange).
The parameters for the Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interac-
tion, anisotropy, and external magnetic field strength
from Eq. (10) are ωD/ωex = 0.03, ωz/ωex = 0.025,
ωHS/ωex = 0.0025 and S = 5/2. The dashed vertical
lines mark the boundaries of the first Brillouin zone.

Primakoff transformation,

H(4) = −
∑

k,q,q′

fJ(k)

(N/2)

[
âk b̂

†
k+q+q′ b̂qb̂q′ + h.c.

+ â†k+q+q′ âqâq′ b̂k + h.c.

+ 4â†q−kâqb̂
†
q′+kb̂q′

]
−

∑
kqq′

Kz

(N/2)

[
â†q−kâqâ

†
q′+kâq′ + b̂†q−kb̂qb̂

†
q′+kb̂q′

]

+
∑
kqq′

fD(k)

(N/2)

[
â†k b̂

†
qb̂

†
q′ b̂k+q+q′ + âk b̂

†
k+q+q′ b̂qb̂qbp

− â†qâ
†
q′ âq+q′+kb̂

†
k − â†q+q′+kâqâq′ b̂k

]
(15)

where the Hermitian conjugate terms are denoted by
”h.c.”, and we defined fJ(k) = J cos(ky) and fD(k) =
D sin(ky).

We can rewrite the nonlinear Hamiltonian of Eq. (15)
in terms of magnon operators, using the Bogoliubov
transformation. To investigate mBEC stability, we are
only interested in magnons at the bottom of each re-

spective band, i.e. α̂k=−Q and β̂k=+Q. Therefore, the
nonlinear Hamiltonian for condensed magnons can be
rewritten as the sum of intra- and inter-band terms
H(4)

Q = Hintra
Q +Hinter

Q . The intra- and inter-band terms

are,

Hintra
Q = AQ

(
α̂−Qα̂†

−Q + β̂Qβ̂†
Q

)
, (16a)

Hinter
Q = BQ

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q

)
+ CQ

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q + α̂−Qα̂†

−Q

+ α̂−Qα̂†
−Q + α̂†

−Qβ̂†
Q

)
+DQ

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q + α̂†

−Qβ̂†
Q

)
. (16b)

The amplitudes of the different condensate magnon in-
teraction terms are,

AQ = − 2

N

[
2(fJ(Q) + fD(Q))η3

− 2Jη2 −Kz(η1 − 2η2)
]
, (17a)

BQ = − 2

N

[
8(fJ(Q) + fD(Q))η3

− 4J(η1 − η2)− 4Kzη2
]
, (17b)

CQ = − 2

N

[
(fJ(Q) + fD(Q))(η1 + η2)

− 4Jη3 − 2Kzη3
]
, (17c)

DQ = − 2

N

[
2(fJ(Q) + fD(Q))η3

− 2Jη2 −Kzη2
]
, (17d)

where we have defined the following coefficients,

η1 = u4
−Q + v4−Q + 4u2

−Qv
2
−Q, (18)

η2 = 2u2
−Qv

2
−Q, (19)

η3 = −u−Qv
4
−Q(u

2
−Qv

2
−Q). (20)

When the magnon density is high, the interaction
terms become important. Our goal is to analyze the non-
linear potential energy of the condensate magnons. We
express the two condensate populations as two macro-
scopic wave functions using the Madelung transformation
[20],

⟨α̂−Q⟩ =
√
Nα eiϕα , (21a)

⟨β̂Q⟩ =
√
Nβ e

iϕβ , (21b)

where Nα(β) is the number of chiral α(β)-magnons at the
bottom of the bands, and ϕα(β) refers to the macroscopic
phase. We can define the total number of condensed
magnons as Nc = Nα + Nβ , the phase sum Φ = ϕα +
ϕβ , and the difference in population of chiral condensate
magnons δ = Nα − Nβ . Finally, we find the following
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interaction potential for condensate magnons,

V(4) = V intra
Q + V inter

Q , (22a)

V intra
Q =

N2
c

2
AQ

[
1 + (

δ

Nc
)2
]
, (22b)

V inter
Q =

N2
c

2

[
2CQ

√
1− (

δ

Nc
)2 cos(Φ)

− (DQ cos(2Φ) +
BQ

2
)(

δ

Nc
)2

+
BQ

2
+DQ cos(2Φ)

]
. (22c)

We consider the total number of condensate magnons
Nc to be constant. In general, the number of bosonic
quasiparticles is not conserved due to e.g. damping,
so this assumption is only valid in a time-scale propor-
tional to the magnon condensate lifetime. We note that
the interaction Hamiltonian of Eqs. (16a) and (16b) in
its generalized form is directly comparable to the inter-
action Hamiltonian of ferromagnetic systems with two-
component condensates, as seen in [24]. To investigate
whether the condensate magnons are stable, we search
for the minima of V(4)(δ,Φ). First, we compute the ex-
tremum of V(4)(δ,Φ) = 0. We find the following critical
points,

i)

(
δ1
Nc

)2

= 0,Φ1 = 0

ii)

(
δ2
Nc

)2

= 0,Φ2 = π

iii)

(
δ3
Nc

)2

= 1−
[

CQ cos(Φ3)

AQ − BQ

2 −DQ cos(2Φ3)

]2
,Φ3 = 0

iv)

(
δ4
Nc

)2

= 1−
[

CQ cos(Φ3)

AQ − BQ

2 −DQ cos(2Φ3)

]2
,Φ4 = π

v)

(
δ5
Nc

)2

= 0,Φ5 = arccos(
−CQ
DQ

),

vi)

(
δ6
Nc

)2

= 1−
[

CQ cos(Φ6)

AQ − BQ

2 −DQ cos(2Φ6)

]2
,

Φ6 = arccos(
−CQ
DQ

[1−
(

δ6
Nc

)2

]−1/2). (23)

To find the minima of the potential, if any, we check the
second derivative sign of the potential. The discriminant
is defined as,

Disc =

[(
∂2V(4)

∂δ2

)(
∂2V(4)

∂Φ2

)
−
(
∂2V(4)

∂δ∂Φ

)2]
. (24)

The nonlinear condensed magnon potential has a mini-

mum if Disc > 0, (∂
2V(4)

∂δ2 ) > 0, and (∂
2V(4)

∂Φ2 ) > 0. These
requirements depend on the numerical value of the poten-
tial interactions AQ, BQ, CQ and DQ, which are functions
of spin parameters.

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
Kz/J

2

1

0

1

2

3
2 4, D/ 2

2 4, D/ 2

4, D
intra
4, D
inter
4, D

FIG. 2: The value of the interaction strength V(4) (blue
solid line) from Eq. (22a) evaluated for the symmetric
magnon distribution δ = 0, Φ = π, listed as minima
(ii) in Eq. (23). The parameters are ωD/ωex = 0.3,
S = 5/2 and Q = tan−1(ωD/ωex). The interaction
can be separated into the intra-condensate component
V intra
Q (blue dashed) and the inter-condensate compo-

nent V inter
Q (blue dotted). We include the second deriva-

tives (∂
2V(4)

∂δ2 ) (dark red) and (∂
2V(4)

∂Φ2 ) (bright red).

We inspect the potential V(4)(δ,Φ) and its second
derivatives for our parameter space. We find that ex-
treme point ii= is the only extrema listed in Eq. (23)
which fulfils the above criteria for stable condensation.
In Fig. 2, we plot the magnon condensate interaction

potential V(4) as a function of the easy-axis magnetic
anisotropy strength Kz/J for extremum point (ii). We
also plot the second derivative of the interaction poten-
tial with respect to the distribution difference δ and phase
sum Φ. The plot shows the intra- and inter-band contri-
butions to the potential. We find that the interactions
are dominated by the inter-band scatterings. We predict
that extremum point (ii) is the only stable condensate
state. The state has a symmetric magnon distribution
between the two minima. This is in contract to what is
observed in ferromagnetic systems, where previous the-
ory indicate that magnon condensates in FM systems can
be stabilized for both asymmetric and symmetric popu-
lations, depending on parameters such as the anisotropy
strength and external field strength [24].

V. ZERO-SOUND-LIKE EXCITATIONS IN
MAGNON BEC

In the two-component magnon condensate, the dif-
ference between the two condensate phases can be
a new Goldstein mode. This out-of-phase mode in
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the collision-less regime shows similarities to the zero-
sound phenomena in Fermi liquid theory. We calculate
the zero-sound spectrum by solving the related Gross-
Pitaevskii equation. Our condensate wavefunction is
Ψ± =

√
N±Qe

iϕ±Q . We consider the Hamiltonian op-
erator of Eq. (1) which gives the interaction terms listed
in Eqs. (16a) and (16b). We follow a similar approach as
in Ref. [20] and we obtain an expression for the energy
per volume V ,

E/V =

∫
dr

[
ℏ2

2mV
(|∇Ψ+|2 + |∇Ψ−|2)

+AQ(|∇Ψ+|4 + |∇Ψ−|4)
+ BQ(|∇Ψ+|2 + |∇Ψ−|2)

+ CQ(Ψ+Ψ− +Ψ†
+Ψ

†
−)(|Ψ+|2 + |Ψ−|2)

+DQ(Ψ+Ψ+Ψ−Ψ− +Ψ†
+Ψ

†
+Ψ

†
−Ψ

†
−)

]
. (25)

Here, ℏ is Planck’s constant and m is the boson mass.
In the previous section, we showed that the condensed
magnons are stabilized for a symmetric magnon distri-
bution. We now proceed to consider small deviations
from this symmetric state, where N± = 1

2Nc ± δn and
Φ = π. We use the commutation relation [δϕ, δn] = i
and the equation of motion in a similar approach as Ref.
[20], and get the following coupled equations,

ℏ
∂δϕ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2m

1

Nc
∇2δn

+ (AQ − BQ −DQ + CQ)V δn, (26)

ℏ
∂δn

∂t
=

ℏ2

2m
Nc∇2δϕ. (27)

To solve these equation of motions, we use the following
harmonic-oscillator ansatz for the density and phase,

δn(t) = δn0e
iωte−ikr (28a)

δϕ(t) = δϕ0e
iωte−ikr (28b)

Finally, we get the following dispersion relation for the
zero-sound-like excitation,

ω2 =
ℏ2

(2m)2
k4 +

Nc

2m
(AQ − BQ −DQ + CQ)k2. (29)

The spectra of Eq. (29) is similar to the symmetric
spectra of the ferromagnetic system in Ref. [20]. In our
uniaxial AFM system, the slope (AQ−BQ−DQ+CQ) is
negative. For ferromagnetic systems, Ref. [20] found that
if omitting terms similar to DQ, the slope can be both
positive and negative, depending on parameters such as
the film thickness and strength of the external magnetic
field.

VI. MAGNON BEC IN BIAXIAL AFM CASE

Now we consider a biaxial AFM system without DM
interaction. The system is similar to the one studied in

Ref. [45]. For materials such as NiO we assume that
J > Kx > Kz [44, 45]. We introduce ωx = SKx. The
magnon eigenenergies in the dispersion relation minima
from Ref. [45] are given by,

ω2
α,β =

1

4
(ωex + ωx + 2ωz + ω2

H − 1

4
(ω2

x + ω2
ex)

± 1

2

√
4ω2

H((ωex + ωx + 2ωz)2 − ω2
ex) + ω2

exω
2
x.

(30)

Here, β-magnons have the lowest energy. We see that in
this case the degeneracy of chiral magnon bands is broken
even in the absence of the magnetic field, ωH = 0, due to
the presence of the hard-axis magnetic anisotropy. The
magnon spectra have the minima at k = 0. We proceed
to investigate the four-magnon population in the lowest
energy state. In this sense, the inter-band magnon inter-
actions are suppressed. We use the following Bogoliubov
transformation,

â = uαα̂− vβ β̂
†, (31a)

b̂† = −vαα̂+ uβ β̂
†. (31b)

We use the approximated Bogoliubov parameters from
Ref. [45] evaluated at k = 0,

uα,β =

√
ωex + ωx + 2ωz + ωα,β

2ωα,β(ωH = 0)
, (32a)

vα,β =

√
ωex + ωx + 2ωz − ωα,β

2ωα,β(ωH = 0)
. (32b)

We analyze the interactions of the magnon population of
lowest energy, k = 0, which means that we only consider
the condensed β-magnon interactions,

H(4)
β = A2(β̂β̂β̂

†β̂†)+A3(β̂β̂β̂β̂
†+h.c.)+A4(β̂β̂β̂β̂+h.c.)

(33)
As before, we perform the Madelung transformation,
⟨β⟩ →

√
Nβe

iϕβ , where ϕβ is the phase and Nβ is the
number of condensed magnons. We obtain a general ex-
pression for the condensed β-magnon potential,

V(4)
β N2

β [A2 + 2A3 cos(2ϕβ) + 2A4 cos(4ϕβ)], (34)

where the interaction parameters are given by,

A2 =
4

N
[−2J(u2

βv
2
β) + Juβvβ(u

2
β + v2β)

− 1

8
Kz(u

4
β + v4β)− 4Kx(u

4
β + v4β)], (35)

A3 = − 8

N
Kx(u

4
β + v4β), (36)

A4 = 0. (37)

We note that A3 appears purely due to the presence
of the hard-axis magnetic anisotropy.
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The expression in Eq. (34) shows that the interaction

potential V(4)
β is proportional to N2

β . This means that the

expression for V(4)
β does not have a nontrivial minimum

for some finite number of condensed magnons. This indi-
cates that there is no stable magnon condensation state
for the system. We conclude that a single component
magnon condensate state cannot be stabilized in mag-
netic systems.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING
REMARKS

We have calculated the condensate interactions in
a uniaxial and biaxial AFM system using both the
Holstein-Primakoff and Dyson-Maleev bosonization tech-
nique. The uniaxial easy-axis system can host two magno
condensate populations, resembling the condensation ob-
served in FM thin-film YIG. The interactions are a func-
tion of the phase sum Φ and magnon distribution dif-
ference δ. We analyze the interactions for a range of
easy-axis magnetic anisotropy strengths and DM interac-
tion. We find that only the symmetric condensed magnon
distribution δ = 0 leads to a stable magnon condensa-
tion. This indicates that even in the absence of dipo-
lar interactions, which play a crucial role in the stabil-
ity of two-component magnon condensates in FM thin-
film YIG, it is possible to have a meta-stable magnon
condensate state in AFM systems. We predict that the
stable condensate state will have a symmetric distribu-
tion of magnons between the two condensate populations.
We found that both the Holstein-Primakoff and Dyson-
Maleev transformations lead to the same conclusions on
condensate stability.

In the biaxial AFM without DM interaction, the de-
generacy of the magnon minima energy is lifted, and
there can be only one chiral magnon population at the
bottom energy minimum. However, when we consider the
condensate magnon potential, we find that since there is
no intermagnon interaction, there is no stable condensate
state. In reality, there can still be weak intermagnon
interactions between magnons at the lowest β-magnon
band and magnons at the minimum of the higher α-
magnon band, but we expect that such interactions would
be too weak to stabilize the condensation.

We propose that out theory can be tested experimen-
tally in a uniaxial AFM material with Rashba-type DM
interaction. Without an external magnetic field, this sys-
tem has two chiral magnon bands minima with the same
energy at finite wavevector. By applying a magnetic field,
one can lift this energy degeneracy. Our theory shows
that a metastable two-component magnon condensate in
the absence of the magnetic field can be created, and that

applying an external magnetic field along the magnetic
ground-state can destroy it because of a reduction in the
interband interaction of the condensate magnons.
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Appendix A: Uniaxial AFM case: Dyson-Maleev
transformation

We want to verify whether our results in the main text
depends on the bosonization technique. We introduce
the alternative Dyson-Maleev approach [51]. Then, we
follow the same procedure as in the Holstein-Primakoff
framework. The Dyson-Maleev transformation gives us
similar results for the non interaction quadratic Hamilto-
nian of Eq. (10). When analyzing the four-magnon quar-
tic Hamiltonian of Eqs. (16a) and (16b), we find the same
prefactors for AQ, BQ and DQ. However, the prefactor
CQ must be modified. We find that the new Hamiltonian
terms in the Dyson-Maleev bosonization are,

Hintra
Q = AQ

(
α̂−Qα̂†

−Q + β̂Qβ̂†
Q

)
, (A1a)

Hinter
Q = BQ

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q

)
+ Cvar1

Q

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q + α̂−Qα̂†

−Q

)
+ Cvar2

Q

(
α̂−Qα̂†

−Q + α̂†
−Qβ̂†

Q

)
+DQ

(
α̂−Qβ̂Q + α̂†

−Qβ̂†
Q

)
. (A1b)

Here we have defined Cvar1
Q = CQ + ∆CQ

and Cvar2
Q =

CQ −∆CQ
. The prefactors AQ, BQ and DQ are listed in

Eq. (17).
We perform a Madelung transform and obtain the

following correction to the C-terms of the condensed
magnon potential in Eq. (22c),

VC
4 =

N2
c

2

√
1−

(
δ

Nc

)2

(2CQ cos(Φ) + 2i
δ

Nc
sin(Φ)∆CQ

).

(A2)
The Holstein-Primakoff transformation results in a real

potential, where the interaction of Eq. (A2) has ∆CQ
= 0.

However, in the Dyson-Maleev transformation, we find
that ∆C = − 2

N (3η2 − η1)(fJ(Q) + fD(Q)). This means
that while the real part of Eq. (A2) is similar for the
Holstein-Primakoff and Dyson-Maleev transformation,
the latter transformation results in imaginary terms in
the interaction potential. We note that the stable con-
densation state found has Φ = π, and the interaction
potential is fully real.
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