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We present a multi-scale computational approach that combines atomistic spin models with the
cluster multipole (CMP) method. The CMP method enables a systematic and accurate genera-
tion of complex non-collinear magnetic structures using symmetry-adapted representations. The
parameters of the spin model are derived from density functional theory using the magnetic force
theorem, with the paramagnetic state as a reference. The energy landscape of CMP-generated struc-
tures is inspected at the model Hamiltonian level, and sets of low-energy magnetic structures are
identified for each material candidate. The inclusion of relativistic antisymmetric and anisotropic
pair interactions lifts partially the degeneracy among these most stable structures. To demonstrate
the applicability and predictive capability of the method, we apply it to the non-collinear Mn3X
and collinear Fe3X (X = Ga, Ge, and Sn) kagome compounds. The computational efficiency of
the method in identifying low-energy structures among multiple CMP configurations highlights its
potential for high-throughput screening of complex magnets with unknown magnetic order.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic crystals exhibit diverse forms of long-
range order, including ferromagnetism [1], antiferromag-
netism [2], and the recently identified altermagnetism,
which is characterized by zero net magnetization and
momentum-dependent spin polarization alternating in
reciprocal space [3]. Beyond these collinear orders, mag-
netic moments can form non-collinear configurations, of-
ten arising from competing interatomic magnetic inter-
actions [4–6]. The nature of these interactions is deter-
mined by factors such as chemical composition, dimen-
sionality, and crystal symmetry.

Non-collinear magnetic orders manifest in various
forms, ranging from commensurate triangular Néel
states [7] and incommensurate magnetic helices [4, 8, 9] to
more complex multiple-q states [10] and topological mag-
netic textures such as skyrmions and merons [11]. These
intricate magnetic configurations strongly influence the
electronic band structure, leading to topological features
such as Weyl nodes [7, 12]. Signatures of these topo-
logical phenomena appear in magneto-transport proper-
ties, with a notable example being the large anomalous
Hall effect observed in the non-collinear kagome antifer-
romagnet Mn3Sn [7, 13, 14]. The absence of stray fields
and the potential for high-speed processing make non-
collinear antiferromagnets promising candidates for spin-
tronics applications [15, 16].

Given the crucial role of magnetic order in deter-
mining a material’s functionality, several experimen-
tal techniques have been developed to probe it, with
neutron scattering [17] and magneto-transport measure-
ments [7, 11] being widely used. On the computational
side, material-specific simulations using density func-
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tional theory (DFT) have proven valuable in predict-
ing and corroborating experimentally observed magnetic
structures. High-throughput DFT calculations have been
employed to investigate the magnetic ground state of
collinear magnets [18] and non-collinear antiferromag-
netic materials, using experimental magnetic structures
as initial guesses [18]. A recently developed approach for
non-collinear antiferromagnets involves evaluating within
DFT the energy of constrained magnetic structures de-
rived from the cluster multipole (CMP) method [19, 20].
The CMP approach uses magnetic and toroidal multipole
expansions combined with a symmetry-adapted represen-
tation to generate an orthogonal basis set of candidate
magnetic structures [21–23].

The DFT+CMP approach provides a unified frame-
work for investigating both commensurate [19, 20] and in-
commensurate non-collinear magnetic orders [24]. How-
ever, its applicability is limited by high computational
cost, convergence difficulties for certain non-collinear
structures within constrained DFT, and the intrinsically
low energy scale of magnetic interactions (meV) [19]. An
alternative approach is to construct an atomistic spin
model with parameters derived from DFT [25] and com-
pare the energies of different CMP structures at the
model Hamiltonian level. The key challenge then shifts
to identifying a reliable spin Hamiltonian, which should:
(i) reproduce the global energy landscape of arbitrary
non-collinear configurations, (ii) respect the hierarchy of
magnetic interactions by prioritizing the largest isotropic
contributions (not limited to pair interactions), and (iii)
incorporate non-isotropic interactions to distinguish be-
tween CMP structures with different chiralities.

Here, we present a multi-scale computational approach
and systematically apply it to the complex kagome mag-
nets Tm3X family, including the non-collinear anti-
ferromagnetic Mn3X [12, 14, 26] and the collinear fer-
romagnetic Fe3X which display large anomalous Hall ef-
fect and high curie temperatures [27, 28]. We identify
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the low-energy magnetic structures through DFT cal-
culations which determine the atomistic spin model pa-
rameters, providing a faster and computationally efficient
means to explore the full energy landscape of CMP struc-
tures. The parameters are derived from first principles
using the magnetic force theorem [25, 29–33] in combina-
tion with the full-potential all-electron Korringa-Kohn-
Rostoker (KKR) Green function method [34, 35]. To
ensure that these parameters are independent of the ref-
erence state—an essential aspect for highly non-collinear
magnetic systems—the mapping is performed from a
paramagnetic reference state using the disordered local
moment (DLM) approach [31, 36, 37]. The averaging
over magnetic orientations to simulate the paramagnetic
state is achieved via the coherent potential approxima-
tion [36, 38].

The paper is structured as follows. Sec. II outlines the
employed methods, starting with the CMP approach,
followed by the DLM method, and concluding with the
alloy force theorem. The results are presented in Sec. III.
First, we analyze the electronic structure of Tm3X in
the DLM state and examine the magnetic interactions
in reciprocal space within the hexagonal Brillouin zone.
Next, we investigate in detail the isotropic pair and
biquadratic exchange parameters in real space. We
then compute the energies of CMP structures using
the generalized Heisenberg Hamiltonian, identify the
low-energy configurations, and compare them with the
results obtained from magnetic constraints. Finally, we
incorporate relativistic interactions and demonstrate
how they select specific structures among the lowest-
energy ones. Sec. IV provides conclusions and an outlook
on potential applications of the method. The appendices
include detailed derivations of the exchange parameters
in the ferromagnetic limit, accounting for relativistic
effects, along with the complete set of CMP-generated
structures.

II. METHODS

A. Cluster multipole (CMP) approach

We provide a concise overview of the CMP approach
used to systematically generate the magnetic structures
of the Tm3X compounds. The details of this approach
can be found in Refs. 21–23. This expansion constitutes
a discretization of the standard multipolar expansion for
a classical continuous vector potential in the Coulomb
gauge [39] focusing only on the spin magnetic moments.
The magnetic Mlm and toroidal T lm multipoles for a
collections of classical magnetic moments mi are intro-
duced in a virtual atomic cluster which reflects the crys-
tallographic point group of the actual crystal as [22]:

Mlγ =

Nat∑
i=1

uM
lγi ·mi , T lγ =

Nat∑
i=1

uT
lγi ·mi . (1)

uM
lγi =

√
4π

2l + 1
∇

[
Y∗
lγ(R̂i)

]
,

uT
lγi =

1

l + 1
(uM

lγi ×Ri) .

(2)

Ri indicates the position of the moment mi. Nat des-
ignates the numbers of atoms in the cluster and l is the
angular momentum quantum number. For a physically
meaningful expansion, the multipole basis functions uM

lγi

and uT
lγi are given in terms of the spherical harmonics

Ylγ(R̂i) which are symmetrized according to irreducible
representations of the crystallographic point group:

Ylγ(R̂i) =
∑
m

cγmYlm(R̂i) . (3)

m is the magnetic quantum number and Ylm(R̂i) are
the complex spherical harmonics. The cγm coefficients are
defined and tabulated in Ref. 40 with 1 ≤ γ ≤ 2l + 1.

Using Eqs. (1) and (2), the atomic positions Ri rel-
ative to the origin of the atomic cluster are sufficient
to unambiguously define Mlγ and T lγ , with Nat fixed
to the number of symmetry operations of the crystal-
lographic point group. The next step is to obtain the
multipoles for the real crystal. Focusing on commensu-
rate magnetic structures (q = 0), this mapping procedure
involves identifying cluster atoms transformed by point-
group symmetry operations with their corresponding real
crystal atoms transformed by space-group symmetry op-
erations [22]. The mapping is not unique; for example,
convenient choices are provided for the C4h point group in
crystals with space groups P4/m and P42/m in Ref. 22.
The multipole basis functions uM

lγi and uT
lγi for the real

crystal is a complete basis defined in terms of spheri-
cal harmonics (Eq. (2)), they are orthogonalized using
Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure [19, 22].

The CMP structures generated are based on the sym-
metry of the crystal and do not contain information on its
the magnetic energy landscape. The central assumption
within this approach is that the magnetic ground-state
configuration is present among the CMP structures, or
a more elaborate scheme involving combining uniformly
weighted CMPs of the same order and irreducible rep-
resentation [19]. This assumption was corroborated by
comparing the experimental magnetic space groups from
MAGNDATA [41] for 131 materials, with 90.16% of them
agreeing with the CMP structures. In practice, this
means that the ground state configuration for the mo-
ments mi is given by the basis functions uM

lγi or u
T
lγi, and

the magnetic order is described by the CMPs. The CMP
structures for the Tm3X compounds studied here are
generated numerically following the procedure outlined
above [22]. For simplicity, these structures are labeled
with an integer index Nmltp in Sec. III E. A detailed list-
ing of each CMP structure, including their order (l) and
types (magnetic or toroidal), is provided in Appendix C.
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B. Disordered Local Moment

The magnetic order and electronic properties of the
Tm3X are investigated in the paramagnetic state, which
is modeled using the disordered local moment (DLM)
theory [36] within spin density functional theory. The
later accounts for the magnetic transverse fluctuations
at finite temperature. The DLM approach is suitable for
systems with strong local magnetic moment such as the
Fe/Mn compounds under investigation [36, 42]. It relies
on an adiabatic separation which assumes that the dy-
namics of the local magnetic moments mi is slower than
the electronic degrees of freedom, thus the magnetic or-
der at finite temperature within DFT can be modeled us-
ing various magnetic configurations of the local moments
mi [36]. The averages over the magnetic configurations
are conveniently performed using the CPA in as imple-
mented with the KKR Green function approach [43].

In the non-relativistic limit and considering the rota-
tional symmetry of the paramagnetic state, the DLM cal-
culations can be mapped on a binary pseudo alloy with
equal “up” and “down” concentrations [36, 44, 45]. The
CPA approach is based on the construction of an effec-
tive medium [38]. For a binary alloy which consists of
two species AxB1−x (x being the concentration of the
A specie), the site diagonal part of the KKR structural
Green function (see Eq. (A4)) for the effective medium
according to the CPA condition reads [45]:

Gc
ii = x ḠA

ii + (1− x) ḠB
ii . (4)

Gc
ii is a matrix in spin and orbital space (σ, L). The

local Green function of the specie Q is obtained by em-

bedding the scattering matrix of the element Q (tQi ) into
the effective medium as follows:

ḠQ
ii = Gc

ii [1− (tQi − tci )G
c
ii]

−1 . (5)

tci is the scattering matrix of the effective medium.
The central quantity of interest are the isotropic ex-
change interactions (pair or biquadratic) in the DLM
state (see Sec. II C). These are computed via the site off-

diagonal Green functionsGQQ′

ij which is given in the CPA
framework by the conditionally averaged Green func-
tions [25, 31, 46]:

ḠQQ′

ij = [1−Gc
ii(t

Q
i −tci )]

−1Gc
ij [1−(tQ

′

j −tcj)G
c
jj ]

−1 . (6)

This renormalization of the effective medium’s structural
non-local Green function Gc

ij is adequate for a good de-
scription of the fully paramagnetic DLM state and strong
scattering limit [25, 31].

C. Alloy force theorem

In order to compute the magnetic interactions start-
ing from paramagnetic state using the pseudo alloy with
equal “up” and “down” concentrations [45], i.e. the DLM

state, we consider the alloy version of the magnetic force
theorem [25, 31, 47]. Taking a binary alloy AxB1−x (x
being the concentration of the A specie) with infinitesi-
mal rotations of the local moments, the vertex corrections
are cancelled to first order [47]. Therefore, the magnetic
exchange interactions can be extracted similarly to ferro-
magnetically ordered systems [25]. The detailed deriva-
tion of the pair [30, 32, 33] and biquadratic/higher order
interactions [48–50] for the ferromagnetic state are pro-
vided in Appendix A. For the alloy, the variation of the
grand canonical potential δΩ is obtained from the Lloyds
formula [51, 52]:

δΩ =
1

π
ImTriσQ

∫ EF

−∞
dE ln (1− ḠδV ) , (7)

where the trace is taken over spin (σ), sites (i) and atomic
species (Q). The system’s averaged Green functions Ḡ is
obtained using the CPA approach (see Sec. II B) and δV
is the variation of potential due to an infinitesimal rota-
tion of the magnetic moments. The analytical expression
of the pair isotropic exchange is obtained from the sec-
ond order expansion (see Appendix A and Eq. (B3)) of
δΩ [25, 31]:

JQQ′

ij =
1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE

ḠQQ′

ij (E)Bx,Q′

j (E) ḠQ′Q
ji (E)Bx,Q

i (E) .

(8)

ḠQQ′

ij (E) is the alloy structural Green function obtained

from Eq. (6). Bx,Q
i (E) is the exchange splitting at site

i, of the specie Q as defined in Eq. A6. The mapping
is done onto a pair Heisenberg Hamiltonian for the alloy
(HA):

HA = −
∑
i ̸=j

∑
QQ′

JQQ′

ij (eQi · eQ
′

j ) , (9)

where {Q,Q′} = {A,B} for the binary alloy. In the par-
ticular case of the DLM state, the following symmetry

relations apply J↑↑
ij = J↓↓

ij and J↑↓
ij = −J↑↑

ij . Therefore,

{Q,Q′} = {↑, ↑} is sufficient to extract the magnetic in-
teractions in the DLM state. Eq. (8) is then simplified

further by introducing Ḡij(E) = Ḡ↑↑
ij (E):

Jij =
1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE Ḡij B

x,↑
j Ḡji B

x,↑
i . (10)

The explicit energy dependencies are dropped for a more
compact expression. The isotropic biquadratic interac-
tions in the DLM state are extracted using the fourth or-
der expansion (see Appendix A and Eq. (B7)) of δΩ [49]:

Bij =
1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE [ Ḡij B

x,↑
j Ḡji B

x,↑
i ]

× [ Ḡij B
x,↑
j Ḡji B

x,↑
i ] .

(11)
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b)

Spin 

Spin 

Spin 

Spin 

c) d)Tm X

FIG. 1. a) Side view of the Tm3X (Tm = Mn, Fe; X = Ga, Ge, Sn) unit cell, showing two layers at z = c/4 and z = 3c/4. b)
Top view of the ab plane at z = c/4, where the Tm atoms form a kagome lattice and the X atoms form a hexagonal lattice.
c-d) Spin-resolved paramagnetic local density of states (LDOS) per atom. Solid (dashed) lines represent Tm (X) elements.
The nearly filled up-spin channel and partially filled down-spin channel result in a high LDOS at the Fermi energy, indicating
their metallic nature. c) Mn3X and d) Fe3X (X = Ga, Ge, Sn).

The biquadratic interactions obtained from Eq. (11) for
elemental itinerant magnets such as bcc Fe and fcc/hcp
Co are found to be in very good agreement with the ones
obtained from the DLM based spin cluster expansion
technique [53, 54]. The Heisenberg model Hamiltonian
including isotropic non-relativistic pair and biquadratic
interactions reads:

H = −
∑
ij

Jij (ei · ej)−
∑
ij

Bij (ei · ej)2 . (12)

ei being a the unit vector for the classical magnetic mo-
ments mi introduced in Sec. IIA. The inclusion of rela-
tivistic spin-orbit interactions introduces more complex
terms to the Hamiltonian including anti-symmetric terms
and symmetric anisotropic terms [33, 55]. The anti-
symmetric Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction [56, 57] in
the Mn3X compounds is addressed in Sec. IIIG.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Crystal and electronic structure

The first-principles calculations were performed us-
ing the all-electron full-potential KKR Green function
method [58] within the scalar relativistic approximation,
employing lmax = 3 for the orbital expansion of the Green
function. The self-consistent calculations are performed
using a k-mesh of 25 × 25 × 25, an energy contour con-
taining 58 energy points and an electronic smearing tem-
perature of 500 K. The paramagnetic electronic state
electronic structure is obtained using the charge self-
consistent DLM approach [31]. The magnetic exchange
interactions are extracted using the alloy force theorem
(see Sec. II C) using a denser k-mesh 30× 30× 30 and an
electronic temperature of 300 K.

We focus on the Tm3X (Tm = Mn, Fe; X = Ga,
Ge, Sn) compounds in their DO19 structure, which be-
longs to the hexagonal space group P63/mmc. The unit
cell, shown in Fig. 1a, contains eight atoms (six Tm and
two X atoms). The Tm atoms occupy two distinct lay-
ers (z = c/4 and z = 3c/4), each layer forming a two-
dimensional kagome lattice (see Fig. 1b). The hexagonal
lattice constants (a, c) are taken from experiment and
given in Table I.

The paramagnetic local density of states (LDOS) for
one representative Tm and X atom of Tm3X is shown
in Figs. 1c-d. It consists of the imaginary part of the
local Green function for the ↑-component of the pseudo-
alloy. The electronic structure is broadened due to the
thermal magnetic fluctuation [59]. The local magnetic
moment (spin-splitting) is present on the Tm sites while
the X atoms are non-magnetic in contrast to the ferro-
magnetic state where the spd-orbitals of X acquire an
induced spin polarization. The high density of states
at the Fermi energy indicates that systems are metal-
lic and the Tm magnetic moments likely interact via an
indirect Ruderman–Kittel–Kasuya–Yosida (RKKY) ex-
change mechanism [60]. Note that for the Mn3Ga and
Fe3Ga compounds, the Ga 3d-states are visible at around
ε ≃ −7 eV away from the Fermi energy. The localiza-
tion of the magnetic moment on the Tm sites makes a
convenient state to map onto a Heisenberg model [36].
The comparison between the Mn and Fe LDOS shows
that the additional electron in the Fe 3d spin down chan-
nel systematically lead to a reduction the spin moment of
Fe3X with respect to Mn3X as shown in Table I, which is
also in agreement with Hund’s rules independently of the
non-magnetic X-elements. For both Mn3X and Fe3X,
the largest magnetic moments are obtained for X = Sn,
intermediate moments for X = Ga, and the smallest for
X = Ge (see Table I). The calculated magnetic moments
on the Tm atoms are compared with experimental val-
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FIG. 2. The maximal eigenvalue, Jm(q), is shown for all Tm3X compounds. Three high-symmetry lines in the hexagonal
Brillouin zone are shown: ΓA, ΓM, and ΓK. The inset in the first panel illustrates the two-dimensional Brillouin zone, marking
the (M, K) points, while the A point lies along the c-direction. The x-axis has been rescaled to better display the dispersion
and symmetry of Jm(q).

Tm3X a (Å) c (Å) Mexp(µB) MDLM(µB)
Mn3Ga[26] 5.360 4.325 2.40 2.76
Mn3Ge[61] 5.360 4.320 2.50[62] 2.65
Mn3Sn[63] 5.665 4.531 3.17 3.22
Fe3Ga[64] 5.200 4.360 2.03[65] 2.24
Fe3Ge[66] 5.178 4.226 2.20[28] 2.04
Fe3Sn[67] 5.457 4.362 2.37[27] 2.27

TABLE I. Experimental lattice constant parameters for the
studied Tm3X compounds. The magnetic moments obtained
from experiment (Mexp) and the spin moments from the
present calculations (MDLM) are shown in the last two rows.

ues, which were measured at different temperatures and
include error bars. Overall, the results show reasonable
agreement: the moments of Mn3X and Fe3Ga are slightly
overestimated, while those of Fe3Ge and Fe3Sn are un-
derestimated.

B. Magnetic interactions in reciprocal space

The Tm3X family has different competing magnetic
interactions at play which give it its rich and com-
plex magnetic phase diagram. Here, we focus on the
isotropic magnetic interactions Jij , computed from the
DLM state which determine the transition temperature
(Tp) from a magnetically ordered state to a paramagnetic
one, and the possible emergence of incommensurate mag-
netic order below Tp due to frustrated exchange interac-
tions [8, 68]. Considering the translation symmetry of
Tm3X containing six sites per unit cell, it is convenient

to split the site indices {i, j} introduced in Eq. (12) into
i = {m, k}, where m indicates the atomic index in the
unit cell and k is the cell index with the position Rk

m.
The Fourier transform of the isotropic pair interactions
reads:

Jmn(q) =

Nc∑
k=1

eiq·(R
k
n−R0

m)J0k
mn . (13)

Nc is the number of unit cells, and J (q) is a 6×6 matrix.
The Fourier transforms are computed with a real-space
cutoff Rcut = 2a (where a is the in-plane lattice con-
stant), a distance at which all Jij for Tm3X vanish as
shown in Fig. 4. We now inspect the dispersion along
three high-symmetry directions within the hexagonal
Brillouin zone of the highest eigen value of J (q), Jm(q).
The results are shown in Fig. 2, the wave vector qm that
maximizes Jm(q) determines the lowest-energy magnetic
modulation [8, 9, 69]. For all Tm3X compounds, Jm(q)
reaches its maximum at qm = 0, indicating that the
magnetic structures are commensurate between crystal-
lographic cells. For Mn3X compounds, these results are
in good agreement with Ref. 69, where it was found that
magneto-elastic effects do not lead to the formation of in-
commensurate magnetic order. The magnetic structure
within each cell will be analyzed in in details in Sec. III E
using the CMP-generated magnetic structures. We note
that, for Mn3Sn in the low-temperature regime, an in-
commensurate helical magnetic order emerges along the
c-direction [60, 63, 70, 71], characterized by a wave vector
qz = 0.09 (2π/c). This incommensurate ordering is repro-
duced when the exchange parameters are derived from
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Tm3X Tth
p (K) Texp

p (K)
Mn3Ga 594.2 470 [26]
Mn3Ge 566.1 380 [62]
Mn3Sn 525.8 420 [72]
Fe3Ga 1194.1 720 [65]
Fe3Ge 896.1 640 [28]
Fe3Sn 1142.8 725 [27]

TABLE II. Comparison between the theoretical and experi-
mental transition temperatures of Tm3X in Kelvin (K). The
theoretical values Tp are obtained using the mean-field ap-
proximation (using Eq. 14), while the experimental values
T exp
p are taken from previous measurements.

the ferromagnetic reference state and including Hubbard
(U, J) to the DFT exchange-correlation potential [60].

At the mean-field level, the key quantity for deter-
mining the transition temperature is Jm(qm), and Tp

reads [31]:

Tp =
2

3kb
Jm(0) , (14)

where kb is the Boltzmann constant. The obtained Tp

values for all Tm3X compounds are provided in Table II,
which also includes the corresponding experimental val-
ues. The calculated Tp values are systematically higher
than the experimental ones, as expected from a mean-
field approximation [69]. The experimental trends are
well reproduced for the Mn3Ga, Mn3Sn, and Fe3X com-
pounds, with the exception of the Mn3Ge system, where
the computed Tp value exceeds that of Mn3Sn.

C. Magnetic interactions in real space: pair
exchange

We now examine the real-space dependence of the
isotropic pair magnetic interactions Jij . The Tm3X com-
pounds contain six atoms per unit cell, so the full ex-
change matrix has a size of 6 × 6 and a cell dependence
(Jkl

mn introduced in Sec. III B). The components of this
matrix are determined using Eq. (10). The different sites
within each plane (z = c/4 and z = 3c/4) are related by
C3 symmetry, while the atoms from one kagome layer are
related to their partners in the other layer via inversion
symmetry, e.g. atom A in Fig. 3 transforms into a. The
analysis of couplings between the different sublattices in
Fig. 3 allows the reduction of the full exchange matrix to
a group of four representative interactions.

FIG. 3. The top view of the unit cell shows the Tm sites at
c = z/4, denoted by capital letters A, B, and C, while the
non-magnetic site is labeled X. The sites at c = 3z/4 are
represented by lowercase letters a, b, c, and x. The primitive
cell is outlined by the black rhombus. The bonds indicate
the four representative interactions analyzed. Inequivalent
interactions at equal distances are depicted using solid and
dashed lines.

The magnetic interactions for all the Tm3X com-
pounds are shown in Fig. 4. Each panel contains four
groups: AA, AB, Aa, and Ab. Within our spin Hamil-
tonian convention, positive interactions indicate ferro-
magnetic coupling (FM), while negative interactions sig-
nify antiferromagnetic coupling (AFM). The interactions
exhibit oscillatory negative and positive values up to a
range of 1.5 a (a being the in-plane lattice constant),
which do not necessarily follow an RKKY exchange de-
cay. This behavior aligns with previous theoretical and
experimental findings for Mn3Sn in Ref.[60], where it
was suggested that the discrepancy may arise either
from the non-sphericity of the Fermi surface [71] or from
multi-band contributions [73]. A common feature ob-
served across all Tm3X compounds is the inequivalence
of the first nearest-neighbor (NN) interactions for AB
coupling. This arises because the connecting bond ei-
ther includes an X or Mn atom on the top left (Fig. 3),
leading to significantly different AB interactions, which
may even be opposite in nature, as observed in Mn3Ge
and Mn3Sn [74]. Similarly, inequivalence is evident in
the interlayer couplings Aa, where the connecting bond
involves either two X atoms or two Tm atoms (Fig. 3).
Lastly, the AA coupling within the same plane is non-
negligible and exhibits a substantial splitting at similar
distances for Mn3Ge, Mn3Sn, and all Fe3X compounds.
This difference arises from whether the connecting bond
passes through a Tm atom or an X atom (Fig. 3).

The Mn compounds shown in the first row of Fig. 4 ex-
hibit interlayer nearest-neighbor (NN) Ab coupling that
favors an antiferromagnetic (AFM) order. Among them,
Mn3Ge has the largest values, while Mn3Sn exhibits the
smallest. The NN interlayer Aa coupling is systemati-
cally ferromagnetic (FM), whereas the NN interaction for
AA coupling is AFM. These AA couplings, which repre-
sent interactions between atom A and another atom A
in the adjacent unit cell along the c-direction, are not
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FIG. 4. Isotropic pair interactions Jij as a function of the interatomic distance R (given in units of the in plane lattice constant
a) for the representative sublattice couplings: AA, Aa, AB, and Ab, indicated in different colors. Each panel corresponds
to one of the Tm3X compounds (Tm = Mn, Fe; X = Ga, Ge, Sn). The in plane exchange interactions in Mn3X favors
antiferromagnetism, while in Fe3X, it tends to be ferromagnetic.

displayed in Fig. 3. The Fe3X compounds under consid-
eration exhibit strong FM interactions for both AB and
Ab couplings. AFM interactions are observed for the
AA coupling between next-nearest neighbors (in-plane),
for third neighbors in the AB coupling, and for NN in the
Aa coupling. Despite the presence of these AFM inter-
actions, the strong NN FM interactions for Ab and AB
couplings dominate in magnitude. Overall, the compar-
ison between Mn3X and Fe3X compounds reveals that
the former tends toward AFM orders, while the latter
favors FM orders.

D. Magnetic interactions in real space: biquadratic
exchange

Having analyzed the pair isotropic interactions, we now
turn to the biquadratic isotropic interactions, Bij , which
represent the next largest isotropic contributions. Within
our spin Hamiltonian convention (see Eq. (12)), a posi-
tive Bij coefficient favors collinear alignment of magnetic
moments, whereas a negative Bij promotes perpendicu-
lar alignment. The biquadratic interactions share the
same symmetry properties as the pair isotropic interac-
tions with respect to the real-space indices (i, j). Con-
sequently, similar to the Jij parameters, the Bij inter-
actions will be discussed in terms of the representative
groups AA, AB, Aa, and Ab, as depicted in Figure 5.
The range of the Bij coefficients is significantly shorter

than that of the Jij Beyond the first nearest neighbor
(NN) for each group, these interactions become negligi-
bly small. This behavior is consistent with the analytical
expression for Bij (Eq. (11)), which involves a fourth-
order product of non-local Green’s functions that decay
with increasing interatomic distance. In contrast, the Jij
interactions depend on a second-order product of Green’s
functions (Eq. (8)), resulting in a slower decay. A sim-
ilarly rapid decay of the Bij parameters has been cal-
culated for bcc Fe iron [49, 54] and Ru-based Heusler
alloys [75].

For all Mn compounds, the Bij coefficients favor a per-
pendicular alignment. In the Ab group, the NN Bij val-
ues are 0.16Jij for Mn3Ga and Mn3Ge, and 0.35Jij for
Mn3Sn. For the AB group, the Bij coefficients at the
same distance exhibit a splitting analogous to the Jij ,
arising from the inequivalence of the bonds, as previously
discussed (see Fig. 3). The trend remains consistent:
weaker Jij correspond to weaker Bij . On one hand, the
largest AB biquadratic interaction for Mn3Ga is 0.15Jij ,
while for Mn3Ge, it is 0.34Jij . On the other hand, Bij for
Mn3Sn exceeds the corresponding Jij , reaching 1.47Jij .
The interlayer Aa biquadratic interactions are negative
and relatively weak compared to the Ab and AB interac-
tions. For the Fe compounds, the largest Bij coefficients
are again associated with the Ab coupling, favoring a
collinear alignment. In Fe3Ga, the AB couplings pro-
mote a perpendicular alignment, whereas they favor a
collinear configuration in Fe3Ge and Fe3Sn. Addition-
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FIG. 5. Isotropic biquadratic interactions Bij as a function of the interatomic distance R (given in units of the in plane
lattice constant a) for the representative sublattice couplings: AA, Aa, AB, and Ab, indicated in different colors. Each panel
corresponds to one of the Tm3X compounds (Tm = Mn, Fe; X = Ga, Ge, Sn). The Bij interactions have a shorter spatial range
compared to the Jij interactions and promote a perpendicular alignment of the magnetic moments in the Mn3X compounds.

ally, the Bij coefficients for the Aa couplings are negli-
gibly small. Overall, the largest Bij values are obtained
for nearest AB and Ab couplings for all the Tm3X com-
pounds.

The significance of higher-order terms in Mn3X com-
pounds has already been highlighted in Refs. 69 and 76,
which used a Weiss field-based DLM approach [36] and
total energy fits to extract effective spin model parame-
ters, respectively. These studies also identified isotropic
multi-site interactions, such as three-site interactions be-
tween Mn triangles. Such interactions, however, are not
included in the present study and will be addressed in
future work.

E. Cluster multipole energies

Considering the DLM reference state magnetic inter-
actions, all the Tm3X systems under investigation ex-
hibit a commensurate magnetic order, i.e., Fourier trans-
forms peak at qm = 0, as shown in Sec. III B. There-
fore, the magnetic Hamiltonian given in Eq. (12) will be
restricted to these commensurate structures and recast
as in Eq. (13) using sublattice (m,n) and cell (k, l) in-
dices [74]:

H = −
∑
kl,mn

Jkl
mn (e

k
m · eln)−

∑
kl,mn

Bkl
mn (e

k
m · eln)2 ,

(15)

and the Hamiltonian per unit cell is then given by:

Hc = −
∑
mn

Jmn(em · en)−
∑
mn

Bmn(em · en)2 . (16)

The sublattice interactions are defined as Jmn =
∑

l J
0l
mn,

and en represents the unit vector of cell 0 for sublattice
n. The summation m,n in Eq. (16) runs over all sublat-
tices {A, B, C, a, b, c} in the Tm3X unit cell. The values
of the sublattice pair (Jmn) and biquadratic (Bmn) in-
teractions are provided in Table III.
We now systematically compare the magnetic energy

per unit cell using Eq. (16), considering multiple com-
mensurate collinear and non-collinear structures gener-
ated using the CMP method (see Sec. II A). The CMP
generates a total of 14 structures for which the moments
mi have fixed magnitude, all of which are presented in
Appendix C. Fig. 6 a-d show the energies as a function of
the Nmltp (multipole index). Several CMP solutions are
degenerate, as only isotropic interactions are included.
At this point, the aim is to determine, out of all the pos-
sible CMP structures, lowest energy sets by considering
the largest isotropic magnetic interactions (pair and bi-
quadratic).
Fig. 6a shows the energy landscape including Jmn

terms. These split into two separate groups: one for
Mn3X and one for Fe3X. The first group, Mn3X, has
four non-collinear degenerate lowest energy solutions,
which are depicted in Fig. 6e (Nmltp=4,5,9,10). These
results are in agreement with previous findings from the
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Nmltp=2 Nmltp=7 Nmltp=8

Nmltp=9 Nmltp=10

Nmltp=4 Nmltp=5a) b)

c) d)

e)

FIG. 6. a) Magnetic energy per unit cell as function of the CMP solutions considering only isotropic pair exchange interactions
Jij . b) Same as in (a) but considering only isotropic biquadratic exchange interactions Bij . c) Same as in (a) but considering
isotropic pair and biquadratic exchange interactions Jij and Bij . d) Magnetic energy per unit for Mn3Sn (green curves) and
Fe3Sn (brown curves) including Jij and Bij . Full: Indicates energy curves that include all sublattice interactions. S1: Indicates
energy curves that include only interactions within the sublattices {A, B, C} or {a, b, c}. S2: Indicates energy curves that
include only interactions from {A, B, C} to {a, b, c}. The indexation of the sublattices follows the one given in Fig. 3. e)
The minimal energy CMP solutions which features: 4 antiferromagnetic non-collinear solutions for the Mn3X compounds and
3 collinear solutions for the Fe3X ones.

Tm3X JAA JAB JAa JAb BAA BAB BAa BAb

Mn3Ga -4.89 -11.56 35.5 -34.62 0.12 -1.12 -0.42 -5.03
Mn3Ge 5.13 -3.32 29.88 -34.84 -0.15 -2.83 -0.37 -5.58
Mn3Sn -1.24 -6.41 42.25 -20.56 -0.08 -4.55 -1.03 -5.77
Fe3Ga 1.44 47.64 7.34 25.18 -0.14 -1.25 0.05 2.51
Fe3Ge -5.41 34.5 -2.91 27.61 -0.01 0.02 0.09 3.07
Fe3Sn -3.79 37.23 -1.87 39.46 -0.15 1.02 0.14 3.34

TABLE III. Representative sublattice interaction parameters
for Tm3X compounds, including isotropic pair exchange and
biquadratic exchange interactions. All coefficients are pro-
vided in units of meV.

literature [74, 77]. The common feature among all these
solutions is that they present a triangular non-collinear
order with a 120◦ relative angle within each Kagome
layer, stabilized by the AFM JAB coupling. The mo-
ments on each sublattice are then coupled ferromagnet-
ically to their corresponding sublattice in the second
layer (e.g. A-a), stabilized by the FM JAa coupling.
The second group of solutions involves the Fe3X com-
pounds, which display three degenerate FM solutions, as
depicted in Fig. 6e (Nmltp=2,7,8). The ferromagnetic
order within each Kagome layer is stabilized by the large
FM JAB , while the FM order between the layers is sta-
bilized by the strong FM JAb, despite the small negative
JAa, as shown in Table III.
The results obtained by including only the biquadratic

terms in Eq.(16) are shown in Fig.6b. This energy ex-
hibits more degeneracies compared to Fig. 6a, where
pair interactions are considered, as it includes terms

of the form (en · em)2, which do not distinguish be-
tween FM and AFM coupled moments. Instead, it splits
the states into two subgroups: one comprising collinear
states (Nmltp=2,6,7,8,13,14) and the other comprising
non-collinear states (Nmltp=1,3,4,5,9,10,11,12), charac-
terized by a 120◦ relative angle within each Kagome
layer. For Mn3X, the biquadratic terms systematically
favor a non-collinear order, whereas for Fe3X, they fa-
vor a collinear order. This behavior is consistent with
the predominantly negative (positive) Bmn coefficients
for Mn3X (Fe3X).

The energy of the CMP structures considering both
pair and biquadratic terms is shown in Fig. 6c. The en-
ergy landscape remains similar to Fig. 6a, with modi-
fied energy barriers between collinear and non-collinear
solutions due to the contributions from the biquadratic
terms. The degeneracies between the CMP structures in
Fig. 6a are further lifted by introducing relativistic chiral
and non-chiral interactions [60, 74, 78], which will be dis-
cussed in Sec. III F. Figure 6d focuses on two compounds:
Mn3Sn (green curves) and Fe3Sn (brown curves). Each
compound has three curves: “Full”, “S1”, and “S2”. Full:
indicates that the energy is calculated by including all in-
teractions between the sublattices. S1: includes only in-
teractions within the same sublattice group, either {A, B,
C} or {a, b, c}. These interactions stabilize non-collinear
CMP solutions in Mn3Sn and collinear ones in Fe3Sn. S2:
includes only interactions between sublattices {A, B, C}
and {a, b, c}, which are crucial for two reasons: (i) they
lift the degeneracy between AFM and FM coupled mo-
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FIG. 7. a–f) Comparison of the energy differences for all Tm3X compounds, obtained using the DLM spin model (crosses)
and the total energy of constrained magnetic structures (circles), with the reference structure set to Nmltp=2 (ferromagnetic ∥
z-axis). g) Deviation of the DLM spin model energies from the constrained structures; the dashed grey line indicates the y = x
curve. h) Deviation of the magnetic moments (∆M) for the different constrained structures relative to the magnetic moment
obtained from the charge self-consistent DLM calculations (MDLM).

ments among two the Kagome layers (e.g., A–a and B–b),
and (ii) in Mn3Sn, they produce the largest energy differ-
ence between the low-energy solutions (Nmltp=4,5,9,10)
and the remaining higher-energy ones.

To benchmark the energy of the CMP structures ob-
tained from the DLM spin model (pair + biquadratic)
against the total energy differences, we employ a dense
40×40×40 k-mesh and self-consistently compute the to-
tal energies of the 14 CMP structures for each Tm3X
compound, accounting for a total of 84 calculations.
The comparison of the energy differences ∆E, taking
structure Nmltp= 2 (ferromagnetic ∥ z-axis) as a ref-
erence is depicted in Figs. 7a-f. To better illustrate
the deviation between the spin model and the total en-
ergy calculations, we plot in Fig. 7g the energy differ-
ence ∆ESM, obtained using Eq. (16), on the x-axis, and
∆ETOT on the y-axis, which denotes the total energy
differences obtained directly from DFT. The deviations
arise from several factors, including: (i) differences be-
tween the high-temperature DLM electronic structure
and the zero-temperature one obtained in the constrained
calculations, (ii) the omission of multi-site higher-order
magnetic interactions, (iii) the contribution of the in-
duced magnetic moments on the X atoms, and (iv) vari-
ations in the Mn and Fe spin moment lengths among
the constrained CMP structures. Despite these differ-
ences the DLM spin model successfully reproduces the
global energy minima and the overall energy landscape
of the CMP structures in comparison with the total en-
ergy calculations, at a significantly lower computational
cost—i.e., one self-consistent DLM calculation versus 14
constrained ones for each system.

For each CMP structure, the spin moments have the
same length M at every site; however, this length varies
depending on the structure. Fig. 7h shows the devia-
tion ∆MNmltp = (MNmltp − MDLM)/MDLM of the Tm
spin moments in the constrained CMP structuresMNmltp

(Nmltp= 1, . . . , 14) relative to the DLM spin moment
(MDLM) given in Table I. For Mn3X, ∆MNmltp ex-
hibits a positive deviation for the lowest-energy CMP
structures (Nmltp= 4, 5, 9, 10), with values of 4% for
Mn3Sn and 6% for Mn3Ga, while the largest deviation
is found for Mn3Ge at 9.5%. These deviations become
significant, reaching ∆MNmltp = −24%, when the non-
collinear Mn3Ge is constrained to a collinear configura-
tion (Nmltp= 2, 7, 8). For Fe3X compounds, the cor-
responding low-energy CMP structures (Nmltp= 2, 7, 8)
exhibit a positive deviation ∆MNmltp of 4%−8%, whereas
imposing non-collinear structures (Nmltp= 4, 5, 9, 10)
systematically reduces their spin moments. These de-
viations underscore the challenge of selecting a reference
state without prior knowledge of the lowest-energy CMP
structure when constructing the spin model. This moti-
vates our choice of the DLM reference state.

F. Relativistic interactions

Lastly, we analyze the role of the spin-orbit interac-
tion (SOI) on lifting degeneracies of the seven lowest-
energy CMP structures depicted in Fig. 6e. Considering
the same computational setup as in Sec.III A, the SOI
is included self-consistently [35] and rotational symme-
try in spin space is broken which prevents mapping the
paramagnetic DLM state onto a simple up/down binary
pseudo-alloy prescription. A careful treatment requires
a relativistic extension of the DLM approach [37, 79], in
which averaging over multiple local-moment orientations
is performed to capture the vectorial nature of thermal
fluctuations [37, 53]. While we do not incorporate such
advanced treatment of the spin fluctuations, we adopt a
simplified approach for relativistic DLM using a pseudo-
alloy with six components, corresponding to magnetic
moments along the Cartesian directions {±x,±y,±z}, to
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capture the anisotropic nature of these fluctuations [68].

On one hand, the large isotropic pair and biquadratic
interactions are weakly affected by the SOI. These mi-
nor changes do not influence the energy landscape of
the CMP structures shown in Fig. 6. On the other
hand, the SOI generates single-ion and two-ion symmet-
ric anisotropic interactions [74, 80] (SAI) as well as anti-
symmetric Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions (DMI) [74,
80], which remove the degeneracy among the identified
low-energy CMP structures. Given that these struc-
tures split into two groups—non-collinear (Mn3X) and
collinear (Fe3X)—we examine the role of the DMI in se-
lecting the chirality for Mn3X CMP structures and the
role of the SAI in stabilizing the low-energy configuration
in Fe3X.

G. Non-collinear systems: Mn3X

As aforementioned, we inspect the contribution of the
DMI to the non-collinear magnetic order in Mn3X, fo-
cusing on the four lowest-energy non-collinear structures
in Fig. 6e. Since these structures are coplanar in the
ab-plane and their cross product points along the c-axis
(z-axis), only the z-component of the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya vector Dz

ij contributes to the energy. Dz
ij is ex-

tracted via Dz
ij = (J xy

ij − J yx
ij )/2 from the anisotropic

pair exchange tensor components J αβ
ij obtained using

equation (A7), considering the averaged Green func-
tion Ḡij(E) = Ḡ+z+z

ij (E). Similarly to the pair and
biquadratic isotropic interactions, we introduce a sub-
lattice model for the chiral part of the cell Hamiltonian
Hch, which reads:

Hch = −
∑
mn

Dz
mn (em × en)

z . (17)

The summation m,n in the previous equations runs over
all sublattices {A, B, C, a, b, c}. The sublattice DMI
coefficients are given by Dz

mn =
∑

l D
z,0l
mn ; these are an-

tisymmetric and obey Dz
mn = −Dz

nm, with the same
sublattice contributions canceling out (Dz

nn = 0). The
computed DMI coefficients follow the symmetry require-
ments imposed by the D6h point group, the details of
the symmetry analysis are given in Ref. 80, which takes
into account the DMI interaction within each kagome
plane and the interlayer couplings. These requirements
impose several restrictions on the DMI vectors, allowing
for a considerable simplification of the form of Eq. (17),
reducing the model to only two coefficients: D1 for in-
terlayer and D2 for intralayer sublattice couplings. The
DMI’s relating inversion-symmetric sublattices vanish,
leading to Dz

Aa = Dz
Bb = Dz

Cc = 0. The intra-layer
couplings are related via D2 = Dz

AB = −DAC = Dz
BC

(for z = c/4) and D2 = Dz
ab = −Dz

ac = Dz
bc (for

z = 3c/4), while the interlayer ones are related via
D1 = Dz

Ab = −Dz
Ac = Dz

aB = −Dz
aC = Dz

Bc = Dz
bC .

Nmltp=4 Nmltp=5 c)

Nmltp=9 Nmltp=10 b)a)

FIG. 8. a) Nonzero z-component of the sublattice
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya vector, indicated in different colors,
starting from A: DAB = −DAC and DAb = −DAc. b) Neg-
ative chirality (inverse triangular) structures that lower the
chiral part of the Hamiltonian, Hch, given in Eq. (18). c)
Positive chirality structures that are unfavored by Hch.

The chiral pair Hamiltonian simplifies as [80]:

Hch = −2D2 [(eA × eB)
z − (eA × eC)

z + (eB × eC)
z

+(ea × eb)
z − (ea × ec)

z + (eb × ec)
z]

− 2D1 [(eA × eb)
z − (eA × ec)

z − (eB × ea)
z

+(eC × ea)
z + (eB × ec)

z − (eC × eb)
z] .

(18)

The first two lines represent the contribution of the two
Kagome layers, while the last two represents the inter-
layer coupling. The values of D1 and D2 for the Mn3X
compounds are given in Table IV. The highest values for
D1 and D2 are obtained for Mn3Sn, followed by Mn3Ge,
and the smallest for Mn3Ga. The chiral energy contribu-
tion ∆Ech is obtained from Eq. (18) using the magnetic
structures given in Fig. 8b). These correspond to the in-
verse triangular structures discussed in Refs. 62, 78, and
80, while the structures with opposite chirality (Fig. 8c)
are unstable with the opposite energy −∆Ech. This
chiral energy contribution is two orders of magnitude
smaller than the previously discussed isotropic pair and
biquadratic energies, as it originates from the SOI [55].
Moreover, the interlayer and intralayer sublattice cou-
plings are in competition, as they have opposite signs for
all Mn3X compounds. The negative chirality is fixed by
D2. The chiral energy contribution, setting D1 to zero
(∆ENL

ch ), is larger in magnitude compared to ∆Ech, and
the negative chirality structures are further stabilized.
The combination of single and two-ion anisotropy lifts

the degeneracy between the two inverse triangular struc-
tures. A detailed discussion of the SAI on the magnetic
order of Mn3X is provided in earlier studies [74, 80].
These interactions were observed to be of weak magni-
tude (tens of µeV); nonetheless, they play an important
role in further lifting the degeneracy among non-collinear
CMP structures (Fig. 8b) and inducing net magnetic mo-
ment in the ab-plan (weak ferromagnetism) [74, 80]. Note
that the analysis of weak ferromagnetism in Mn3X re-
quires going beyond the spin model approach presented
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System D1 D2 ∆Ech ∆ENL
ch

Mn3Ga 0.18 -0.31 -1.397 -3.266
Mn3Ge 0.30 -0.41 -1.088 -4.231
Mn3Sn 0.41 -0.65 -2.502 -6.724

TABLE IV. Sublattice DMI coefficients (D1,D2) for Mn3X.
∆Ech is the chiral energy contribution for the negative chiral
structures (Fig. 8b). ∆ENL

ch is the same as ∆Ech, with D1 set
to zero. All values are given in meV.

here to account for orbital polarization effects and in-
duced moments on the X sites [78].

H. Collinear systems: Fe3X

The magnetic anisotropy energy changes as a function
of temperature [81], which is due to changes in the elec-
tronic structure as thermal spin fluctuations increase.
The temperature dependence of the anisotropy energy
can be extracted via the magnetic torque method [37].
It consists of single-ion and two-ion contributions, which
should be distinguished when dealing with non-collinear
magnetic orders [82]. Focusing on the Fe3X which
were determined to be ferromagnetic (Nmltp=2,7,8 from
Fig. 6e) at zero temperature, the anisotropy energy can
be expressed in terms of effective anisotropy constants
Ki, which are given by the sum of single-ion and two-ion
contributions [37, 68]. These constantsKi are determined
by fitting the self-consistent total energy variations of the
unit cell under global rotations of mi. The phenomeno-
logical form of the anisotropy energy ∆E for the hexago-
nal uniaxial Fe3X systems at hand is given by [81]:

∆E(θ, ϕ) = K1 sin
2 θ +K2 sin

4 θ

+K3 sin
6 θ +K′

3 sin
6 θ cos 6ϕ ,

(19)

where θ is the polar angle between the magnetic moment
and the c-axis, and ϕ is the azimuthal angle between the
moment and the a-axis. The values of ∆E obtained for
the Fe3X as a function of θ are shown in Fig. 9, while
the fitted values of the constants K1 and K2 are given in
Table V. All the Fe3X favor an in-plane orientation of
the magnetic moments (θ = 90◦). The largest anisotropy
barrier is obtained for Fe3Ga, intermediate for Fe3Sn, and
the lowest for Fe3Ge. This lifts the energy degeneracy,
favoring the in-plane CMP structures Nmltp=7,8 over
the out-of-plane structure Nmltp=2. ∆E is dominated
by second-order constants with K2 ≪ K1 and K3 ≃ 0.
The sixth-order basal anisotropy is extremely weak, and
its constant K′

3 is of the order of ≃ 1µeV. Thus, in-plane
CMP structures Nmltp=7,8 are quasi-degenerate. Other
effects, such as small lattice distortions or doping, can
contribute to lifting this degeneracy.

0 20 40 60 80
θ( ◦ )

1.25

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

∆
E 

(m
eV

)

Fe3Ga
Fe3Ge
Fe3Sn

FIG. 9. Magnetic anisotropy of the Fe3X as function of the
polar angle θ. The dashed lines indicate the fits using the
functional form given in Eq. (19). All the systems favor an
in-plan orientation of the magnetic moments.

System K1 K2

Fe3Ga -1.407 -0.002
Fe3Ge -0.056 0.005
Fe3Sn -0.860 0.004

TABLE V. Effective magnetic anisotropy constants K1 and
K2 for the hexagonal uniaxial Fe3X compounds. All the val-
ues are given in meV.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a multi-scale computational approach
which relies on a robust atomistic spin model parameters
using the paramagnetic state as a reference, targeting
both collinear and non-collinear magnetic systems. The
orthogonal and complete basis of magnetic structures
was systematically generated using the cluster multipole
(CMP) method, bypassing the need for additional atom-
istic spin dynamics or Monte Carlo simulations. The
Tm3X kagome compounds provided an ideal platform
to apply this approach, successfully recovering the mag-
netic structures reported from previous experimental and
theoretical works [14, 27, 28, 62, 69, 74, 77].
The approach offers several advantages, as demon-

strated for the complex Tm3X kagome compounds,
where it enables: (i) the inspection of arbitrary mag-
netic configurations while maintaining constant-moment
solutions at minimal computational cost, (ii) the iden-
tification of commensurate or incommensurate magnetic
order and a rapid estimation of the transition temper-
ature within mean-field theory, (iii) the analysis of the
role of pair and higher-order interactions in selecting
low-energy CMP structures, leading to the identifica-
tion of a significant biquadratic interaction contribution
in Tm3X—promoting non-collinear CMP structures in
Mn3X and collinear CMP structures in Fe3X, (iv) the
disentangling of multiple sublattice interactions, which
is crucial for unit cells containing multiple atoms, as ex-
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emplified by the Mn3X compounds, where we found com-
peting intralayer and interlayer Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya
interactions (DMI), and (v) the incorporation of smaller
energy-scale interactions arising from relativistic effects,
including the antisymmetric DMI, which determines the
chirality of the CMP structures, as well as single-ion and
two-ion anisotropies, which further lift the degeneracy
among the identified low-energy CMP structures.

Outlook: In this work, we focused on compounds
with well-characterized magnetic structures, both theo-
retically and experimentally. The proposed framework
provides an efficient approach for exploring material fam-
ilies with unknown magnetic structures by performing
high-throughput computations of spin model parameters
from the paramagnetic (DLM) state, combined with the
CMP method, to systematically identify low-energy mag-
netic configurations. The low computational cost of en-
ergy evaluations at the model level enables the study of
more complex cases, including magnetic order derived
from linear combinations of CMP structures [19], as well
as systems with large unit cells or incommensurate mag-
netic orders [8, 68] using a recently developed CMP ex-
tension [24]. Moreover, extending spin models beyond
two-site interactions to incorporate higher-order multi-
site interactions, such as isotropic four-spin interactions,
allows for a more accurate description of exotic mag-
netic phases, including skyrmion lattices [5] and meronic
phases [83].
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Appendix A: Magnetic force theorem for
ferromagnetic state

In this appendix, we recall the mapping of the mag-
netic interactions from the ferromagnetically ordered
state, including pair [30, 32, 33] and the extension to
higher order biquadratic interactions[49, 50]. The effect
of spin-orbit interaction are also considered, therefore,
allowing the emergence of isotropic/anisotropic pair and
higher order terms in the spin Hamiltonian. The varia-
tion of the band energy is due to an infinitesimal rotation

in the magnetic exchange-correlation potential (Bxc(r⃗))
to different orders can be easily extracted from the Lloyds
formula [51, 52]:

δU = − 1

π
ImTriσ

∫ EF

−∞
dE

∑
n

1

n
(G(E)δV )n, (A1)

where U is the band energy, G(E) is the Green function
of the system, δV is the variation of potential due the in-
finitesimal rotation. The trace is taken over spin (σ) and
sites (i). The variation of the band energy due to a two-
site perturbation in the system is obtained by expanding
Eq. (A1) to the second order:

δU2 = − 1

2π
ImTrσ

∑
i̸=j

∫ EF

−∞
dE Gij(E)δVj Gji(E)δVi .

(A2)

The single particle Kohn-Sham potential at a given site
i, Vi(r⃗) can be splitted into a charge part V 0

i (r⃗) and a

magnetic contribution B⃗xc
i (r⃗): Vi(r⃗) = V 0

i (r⃗)σ0+B⃗xc
i (r⃗)·

σ⃗, where σ0 is 2 × 2 unit matrix and σ⃗ = {σx,σy,σz}
is the Pauli vector. In the rigid spin approximation, the
variation of the potential reads [84]:

δVi(r⃗ ) =
∑

α=x,y,z

Bxc
i (r⃗ ) (δeαi · σα) . (A3)

We now introduce the orbital expansion explictely in the
KKR representation of the Green function [33–35, 43] as:

Gij(r⃗, r⃗
′, E) = Go

ii(r⃗, r⃗
′, E) δij

+
∑
LL′

RiL(r⃗, E)Gij,LL′(E) R̄jL′(r⃗ ′, E), (A4)

L = (l,m) is the angular orbital momentum expansion
index, Go

ii(r⃗, r⃗
′, E) is the on-site Green function which

does not contribute to the magnetic interactions since
i ̸= j, Gij,LL′(E) is the structural Green function, and
RiL(r⃗, E) (R̄iL(r⃗, E)) is the right (left) regular scatter-
ing solutions. Inserting the KKR representation of the
Green function (Eq. (A4)) and the explicit form δVi(r⃗)
(Eq. (A3)) into Eq. (A2) δU2 is expressed as:

δU2 = − 1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∑
i̸=j

∑
αβ

∫ EF

−∞
dE

Gij(E)Bβ
j (E)Gji(E)Bα

i (E) δeαi δe
β
j .

(A5)

Note that the bold quantities in the previous equations
are matrices in spin (σ) and the angular momentum L
space and the trace is taken accordingly. The sum over
{α, β} runs over the three spatial directions {x, y, z}.
The matrix Bα

i (E) as introduced as [33]:

Bα
iL1L2

(E) =

∫
dr⃗ R̄iL1

(r⃗, E) [Bxc
i (r⃗)σα]RiL2

(r⃗, E) .

(A6)
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The analytical expression for the pair magnetic exchange
interaction tensor is then obtained by mapping the in-
ternal energy variation δU2 (Eq. (A5)) onto the fol-
lowing pair anisotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian: H =

−
∑

i ̸=j

∑
αβ J

αβ
ij eαi eβj leading to the expression [33, 35]:

J αβ
ij =

1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE

Gij(E)Bβ
j (E)Gji(E)Bα

i (E) .

(A7)

The higher order interactions, in particular the bi-
quadratic interactions are extracted from the 4th order
expansion of Lloyds formula (Eq. (A1)):

δU4 = − 1

4π
ImTrσ

∑
ijkl

∫ EF

−∞
dE

Gij(E)δVj Gjk(E)δVk Gkl(E)δVl Gli(E)δVi .

(A8)

Focusing the biquadratic interaction which involve only
two sites, we consider the following case k = i, l = j and
i ̸= j:

δUBiq
4 = − 1

2π
ImTrσ

∑
i ̸=j

∫ EF

−∞
dE

Gij(E)δVj Gji(E)δVi Gij(E)δVj Gji(E)δVi .

(A9)

Note that Eq. (A8) involves a double summation over
{i, j} as only two sites are considered but the interaction
is of fourth order. This results in extra factor two in the
above expression. Introducing the explicit form of δVi

using Eq. (A3) and the Green function’s expression in
the KKR basis (Eq. (A4)) results in:

δEBiq
4 = − 1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∑
i ̸=j

∑
αβγδ

∫ EF

−∞
dE

[Gij(E)Bβ
j (E)Gji(E)Bα

i (E)]

[Gij(E)Bγ
j (E)Gji(E)Bδ

i (E)]

× δeαi δe
β
j δe

γ
i δe

δ
j

(A10)

The mapping is then done considering an anisotropic bi-
quadratic Hamiltonian [85]:

Hbiq = −
∑
i ̸=j

∑
αβγδ

Bαβγδ
ij eαi e

β
j e

γ
i e

δ
j . (A11)

A one to one identification between Eq. (A10) and
Eq. (A11) provides the analytical expression of the bi-
quadratic tensor as [49]:

Bαβγδ
ij =

1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE

[Gij(E)Bβ
j (E)Gji(E)Bα

i (E)]

[Gij(E)Bγ
j (E)Gji(E)Bδ

i (E)] .

(A12)

The anisotropic biquadratic tensor is of fourth rank,
nonetheless, the form of Hbiq (Eq. (A11)) provides some
symmetry constrains on its components. Interchanging
α (β) and γ (δ) lets the Hamiltonian invariant hence
one can deduce the following symmetry properties [85]:

Bαβγδ
ij = Bγβαδ

ij , Bαβγδ
ij = Bαδγβ

ij , Bαβγδ
ij = Bγδαβ

ij .

Appendix B: Necessary isotropic and anisotropic
interactions for Tm3X compounds

The pair exchange tensor containing the J αβ
ij ele-

ments can be decomposed isotropic, anti-symmetric and
anisotropic symmetric parts [32, 33, 49, 55]. Considering
that the magnetic moments in the ferromagnetic state
point in the z-direction, the transverse part of the pair
Hamiltonian accessible through the infinitesimal rotation
approach can be conveniently re-expressed as:

HT = −
∑
ij

Jij (e
x
i e

x
j + eyi e

y
j )−

∑
ij

Dz
ij (ei × ej)

z

−
∑
ij

Sij(e
x
i e

x
j − eyi e

y
j )−

∑
ij

Aij(e
x
i e

y
j + eyi e

x
j ) .

(B1)

The quantities introduced are the isotropic pair interac-
tion Jij , the z-component of the Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya
vector (Dz

ij) and the two-ion anisotropy constants Sij

and Aij . These are the central quantities of interest dis-
cussed in the main text. These constants are related to
components of the pair exchange tensor via:

Jij =
J xx
ij + J yy

ij

2
, Dz

ij =
J xy
ij − J yx

ij

2
,

Sij =
J xx
ij − J yy

ij

2
, Aij =

J xy
ij + J yx

ij

2
.

(B2)

In the scalar relativistic limit, i.e. in absence of the spin-
orbit interactions, the constants Dz

ij , Sij and Aij van-
ish [55], and the isotropic pair interaction simplifies to:

Jij =
1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE

Gij(E)Bx
j (E)Gji(E)Bx

i (E) .

(B3)

The biquadratic isotropic interactions can be extracted
from the full tensor Bij similarly to the pair ones. Con-
sidering the transverse anisotropic symmetric part of the
biquadratic Hamiltonian defined as:

HT
biq = −

∑
i ̸=j

[
Bxxxx

ij exi e
x
j e

x
i e

x
j +Bxxyy

ij exi e
x
j e

y
i e

y
j

+Byyxx
ij eyi e

y
j e

x
i e

x
j +Byyyy

ij eyi e
y
j e

y
i e

y
j

]
.

(B4)

The latter can be re-expressed as:

HT
biq = −

∑
i ̸=j

Bij

[
exi e

x
j e

x
i e

x
j + exi e

x
j e

y
i e

y
j

+ eyi e
y
j e

x
i e

x
j + eyi e

y
j e

y
i e

y
j

]
+HTA

biq .

(B5)
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HTA
biq contains two-ion biquadratic anisotropic contribu-

tions of the form (Bααββ
ij − Bij) e

α
i e

α
j e

β
i e

β
j . For periodic

systems, these are generally weak, originating from a
fourth-order scattering process and being second order
in spin-orbit interaction. The isotropic biquadratic in-
teractions is defined as [49]:

Bij =
Bxxxx

ij +Bxxyy
ij +Byyxx

ij +Byyyy
ij

4
. (B6)

Once more, in the scalar relativistic limit the anisotropic
contributions vanish and HTA

biq = 0. The Bij constant is
then simply given by:

Bij =
1

2π
ImTrσ,L

∫ EF

−∞
dE

[Gij(E)Bx
j (E)Gji(E)Bx

i (E)]

[Gij(E)Bx
j (E)Gji(E)Bx

i (E)] .

(B7)

Appendix C: Complete CMP generated structures

The complete set of cluster multipole structures gen-
erated for Tm3X (space group P63/mmc) up to l = 3
is depicted in Fig. 10a. These structures are labeled
with an integer index (Nmltp) and correspond to the
respective magnetic (Mlγ) and toroidal (T lγ) multi-
poles introduced in Eq. (1) of the main text. The sim-
plest solutions are the dipole structures M1γ , which
represent three collinear magnetic structures with mo-
ments mi oriented along the (x, y, z) spatial directions
(Nmltp= 2, 7, 8). These structures account for spin-orbit
anisotropy, as the CMP approach is based on the mag-
netic space group [22]. Fig. 10b shows toroidal moment
structures involving large longitudinal variations in the
magnitude of mi. These structures involving drastic
changes in the magnetic moment lengths are higher in
energy and not considered in the evaluation of CMP ener-
gies in Sec. III E. Our model analysis focuses on the low-
energy configurations that involve directional changes of
the magnetic moments while keeping their length fixed
(transverse variations), as the Tm atoms have local mo-
ments, for which the DLM approach provides a good de-
scription.
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