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The study of symmetry-protected topological phases of matter has been extended from fermionic electron
systems to various bosonic systems. Bosonic topological magnon phases in magnetic materials have received
much attention because of their exotic uncharged topologically protected boundary modes and the potential for
dissipationless magnonics and spintronic applications. Here, we establish twisted bilayer honeycomb magnets as
a platform for hosting second-order topological magnon insulators (SOTMIs) without fine-tuning. We employ
a simple, minimal Heisenberg spin model to describe misaligned bilayer sheets of honeycomb ferromagnetic
magnets with a large commensurate twist angle. We found that the higher-order topology in this bilayer sys-
tem shows a significant dependence on the interlayer exchange coupling. The SOTMI, featuring topologically
protected magnon corner states that go beyond the conventional bulk-boundary correspondence, appears for fer-
romagnetic interlayer couplings, while the twisted bilayer exhibits a nodal phase in the case of antiferromagnetic
interlayer coupling. At last, relevance to twisted bilayer CrI3 is also discussed.

Introduction.—After the discovery of time-reversal invari-
ant topological insulators, symmetry-protected topological
phases of matter have been an exciting and cutting-edge area
of research in condensed matter physics [1–6]. Remarkably,
symmetry-protected topological phases are not unique to elec-
tronic systems, and have been identified in various bosonic sys-
tems either, where topological magnon phases have received
special attention for their potential applications in spintron-
ics [7–10]. Up to now, fruitful topological magnon phases
including insulating and semimetallic phases, have been in-
vestigated both theoretically and experimentally [11–59]. Re-
cently, the concept of higher-order topological insulators [60–
64] has been extended to magnonic systems as well [65–70].
The hallmark feature of an nth-order magnon topological in-
sulator in d dimensions is the existence of protected gapless
magnon states at its (d−n)-dimensional boundaries, which go
beyond the celebrated bulk-boundary correspondence. For ex-
ample, a second-order topological magnon insulator (SOTMI)
with magnon corner states is realized in a ferromagnetic
(FM) Heisenberg model on a two-dimensional (2D) breath-
ing kagome lattice [65], a magnonic quadrupole topological
insulator hosting magnon corner states can appear in 2D an-
tiskyrmion crystals [66], and an SOTMI with 1D chiral hinge
magnons is predicted to be realized in 3D stacked honeycomb
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magnets [67]. All these existing magnonic higher-order topo-
logical insulators require significant Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction, whereas the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction is
a typically weak effect in most magnetic materials [71, 72].

In recent years, 2D twisted van der Waals materials have
emerges as a versatile platform for studying exotic and elusive
states of matter, following the discovery of unconventional su-
perconductivity [73] and the Mott insulator [74] in twisted bi-
layer graphene (TBG) with magic angles [75]. TBG has been
shown to yield a series of fascinating correlated and topolog-
ical phenomena [75–85]. Besides the intrinsic fragile topol-
ogy [86–89] of the nearly flat bands, higher-order band topol-
ogy has been subsequently identified in TBG as well [90–93].
Meanwhile, researchers have turned their attention to twisted
bilayer honeycomb magnets (TBHMs) analogous to twisted bi-
layer graphene, and revealed rich magnetic phases caused by
moiré patterns as well as intriguing moiré magnetic excitations
in TBHMs [94–97]. Moreover, Moiré magnetism has been re-
ported in twisted bilayer CrI3 [98–100] in a very recent ex-
periment. Inspired by the recent theoretical and experimental
developments in twisted 2D magnets, it is tempting to ask that
whether higher-order topological magnon insulators can occur
in TBHMs.

In this work, we reveal that an SOTMI can be realized in the
TBHM at the large commensurate angle, without requiring the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction. We adopt a simple, min-
imal spin model which consists of two honeycomb FM lay-
ers with the nearest-neighbor intralayer exchange interaction
coupled by the FM or antiferromagnetic (AFM) interlayer ex-
change coupling, to describe the TBHMs with collinear order.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustration of the TBHM lattice with the large commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦. Blue dots represent the first layer
lattice, and red dots represent the second layer lattice. The blue (red) lines denote the first (second) layer intralayer nearest-neighbor bonds.
The rhombus shaped area composed of the black thick dashed lines represents a single moiré unit cell. (b) Magnon energy spectrum of the
Hamiltonian (3) of the rhombus-shaped TBHM system versus the eigenvalue index n. Red dots mark the in-gap magnon corner states. (c) The
spatial distribution of the probability density of the two in-gap states in (b). The color map shows the values of the probability density. We take
the exchange coupling ratio J⊥/J = 0.2, and the lattice site number N = 11200.

For our purpose, we assume that the interlayer exchange cou-
pling is sufficiently weak compared to the intralayer Heisen-
berg interaction. Therefore, the out-of-plane collinear mag-
netic order is favored under weak interlayer coupling. Fur-
thermore, we obtain an effective magnon Hamiltonian in terms
of the Holstein-Primakoff transformation to bosonize the spin
model. Based on numerical diagonalization, we show that
the FM interlayer coupling can give rise to an energy gap as-
sociated with the nontrivial higher-order topology character-
ized by a mirror winding number, resulting in an SOTMI in
the TBHM. The SOTMI supports two in-gap magnon corner
states localized at mirror symmetric corners. The magnon cor-
ner states are robust against symmetry-preserving disorder. In
contrast, in the case of AFM interlayer coupling, the TBHM
system remains gapless and has magnon Dirac dispersion. Our
work, together with these works on higher-order topology in
twisted photonic [101, 102] and acoustic [103] materials, sug-
gest a natural strategy to realize bosonic higher-order topolog-
ical insulators.

Model.—We consider a twisted AA-stacked bilayer honey-
comb magnets with the commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦,
whose spins are localized at the hexagon vertices marked by
red and blue dots, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The spin Hamilto-
nian is formulated on the twisted bilayer honeycomb lattice,
which reads

H = −J
∑
〈i,j〉,l

Si,l · Sj,l − J⊥
∑
〈i,j〉

Si,2 · Sj,1, (1)

where the first and second terms represent the nearest-neighbor
intralayer and nearest-neighbor interlayer Heisenberg interac-
tions, respectively. Si,l = (Sxi,l, S

y
i,l, S

z
i,l) is the spin vector

operator at site i on layer l = 1, 2, and the summation runs
over nearest-neighbor sites 〈i, j〉. J > 0 denotes the FM in-
tralayer interaction, and J⊥ is a tunable parameter in TBHMs,
which is positive for the FM interlayer coupling while nega-
tive for the AFM coupling. Here, J⊥ only couples the sites
of the first layer with the sites of the second layer that are po-
sitioned directly next to them. In the Supplemental Material
(SM) [104], we also show the results when including the spa-
tially modulated remote interlayer couplings.

Noticing that the twisted bilayer system is constructed by
twisting the bilayer magnets with respect to the collinear axis
at the hexagonal center, where the lower layer rotates coun-
terclockwise θ/2 and the upper layer rotates clockwise θ/2,
respectively. The system belongs to D6 point group [90] with
concurrent spatial and spin rotations. More specifically, the
system is invariant under the action of either of the symmetry
operators: C6z , sixfold rotation about the out-of-plane z axis,
and C2x/2y , twofold rotation about the in-plane x/y axis.

In the FM case, the classical ground state is represented by
the uniform state Si,l ≡ Sẑ, where the spins point along the
+z direction. In the ordered phase supported at sufficiently
low temperatures, we obtain an effective magnon Hamilto-
nian through the linear spin-wave theory. Using the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation [105]

S+
i =Sxi + iSyi '

√
2Sdi,

S−i =Sxi − iS
y
i '
√

2Sd†i , (2)

Szi =S − d†idi,

and neglecting magnon-magnon interactions, the spin Hamil-
tonian can be transformed into a quadratic magnon Hamilto-
nian

H =3JS
∑
i,l

d†i,ldi,l − JS
∑
〈i,j〉,l

(d†i,ldj,l + H.c.) (3)

+ J⊥S
∑
〈i,j〉

[(d†i,2di,2 + d†j,1dj,1)− (d†i,2dj,1 + H.c.)],

where d†i (di) is the bosonic creation (annihilation) operator. In
subsequent calculations, the energy unit is set as the intralayer
Heisenberg interaction amplitude J . In addition, the lattice
constant of monolayer and the interlayer spacing between lay-
ers are both set to 1.

Magnon corner states induced by the FM interlayer cou-
pling.—To diagnose the higher-order topology of the TBHM
system with the FM interlayer coupling, we first calculate
the magnon energy spectrum of the TBHM with a rhombus
boundary preserving the twofold rotational symmetry. By nu-
merically diagonalizing the magnon Hamiltonian Eq. (3) in
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FIG. 2. (a) Moiré Brillouin zone. The dashed red (first layer) and blue (second layer) large hexagons show the unfold Brillouin zones of
individual layers, respectively, and the blue hexagon corresponds to red hexagon for the twist angle θ = 21.78◦. The first moiré Brillouin
zone of the bilayer is shown by the central (green) thick solid hexagon. The next several Brillouin zones of the TNHM are depicted by the six
surrounding (black) thin solid hexagons. The magnon band structures are calculated along the high symmetry path specified by the triangle
ΓMK (black). The symmetry points are Γ = (0, 0), M = (2

√
7π/21, 0), and K = (2

√
7π/21, 2

√
21π/63). (b) Magnon band structure of the

TBHM with θ = 21.78◦ for the FM interlayer interaction amplitude J⊥/J = 0. (c) Magnon band structures for the FM interlayer interaction
amplitude J⊥/J = 0.2. The zoom-ins demonstrate the dispersion around the K point.

real space, we plot the magnon energy spectrum in Fig. 1. It is
found that the magnon energy spectrum shows an energy gap,
and even more interestingly two in-gap states reside in the en-
ergy gap [shown in Fig. 1(b)]. As shown in Fig. 1(c), the two
in-gap states are symmetrically localized at the top and bot-
tom corners of the rhombus, respectively, which are two mir-
ror symmetric corners. Note that, due to the finite size effect,
the two magnon corner states are not degenerate, and a small
gap due to the hybridization of two corner states exists. The
twofold symmetric in-gap corner states are a hallmark feature
of the SOTMI in the TBHM, which are associate with a mirror
winding number as demonstrated later in this paper.

In the SM [104], we demonstrate the two mirror symmet-
ric magnon corner states still exist when including remote in-
tralayer and interlayer FM exchange couplings. Moreover, we
also show that six magnon corner states appear when consid-
ering a finite hexagon-shaped TBHM sample in the SM. These
magnon corner states are six-fold rotation symmetric and lo-
calized at the six corners of the sample.

Magnon band structures and mirror winding number.—To
gain more insight into the origin of magnon corner states, we
study the bulk band structure of the TBHM and its topology.
At the commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦, the original transla-
tional symmetry of AA-stacked bilayer honeycomb is broken,
but the moiré translational symmetry can be defined to display
the periodicity of superlattices. Thereby, under the Fourier
transformation, we obtain a 28 × 28 magnon Hamiltonian in
the k space, which reads H =

∑
k Ψ†kHkΨk with the basis

Ψ†k = (c†k,1, · · · , c
†
k,28). The concrete expression of Hk and

more details are given in Ref. [104].
The magnon band structures of the TBHM system along a

high symmetry line of the moiré Brillouin zone [see Fig. 2(a)]
obtained by numerically diagonalizingHk are shown in Fig. 2.
For comparison, we also depict the magnon band structure
of the TBHMs system in the absence of interlayer interaction
J⊥/J = 0 in Fig. 2(b). It is found that the magnon band struc-
ture shows linearly dispersive bands around the moiré Bril-
louin Zone corner K, which is identical to the monolayer hon-
eycomb magnet. Subsequently, we present the magnon band
structures of the TBHM system with a finite FM interlayer ex-
change interaction in Fig. 2(c), where we set J⊥/J = 0.2

echoing the magnon energy spectrum of the system with open
boundary conditions shown in Fig. 1. We conclude that the
finite FM interlayer coupling opens a sizable energy gap at
the point K. The energy gap is topologically non-trivial since
magnon corner states emerge within it when the open bound-
ary condition is imposed.

To further illustrate the topological properties of the
magnon band structures, we utilize the Z2 mirror winding
number [90] as a topological invariant to characterize the
higher-order magnon topology. The mirror winding number
ν is defined in a mirror-invariant line Γ-M -Γ in the moiré
Brillouin zone, where C2x symmetry is preserved. Then we
can decompose the Hamiltonian Hk(kx, 0), which situates at
this mirror-invariant line Γ-M -Γ, into two decoupled parts
H±(kx) by projectingHk(kx, 0) onto the subspace formed by
the eigenvectors that correspond to the mirror eigenvalues ±1
of the mirror operator C2x. The mirror winding number ν is
defined as ν = ν+ = ν− (mod 2), where ν± is the winding
number in the two subsectors.

The mirror winding number can be calculated by the Wilson
loop method [60, 90, 106]. The Wilson loop operator W± is
considered in the mirror-invariant line Γ-M -Γ, where ki(kf )
is the initial (final) point of the loop. We define the element of
a matrix F±x,ki as [F±x,ki ]

mn = 〈un±,ki+∆k|un±,ki〉, where ∆k

is the spacing of momentum in the loop and |un±,kx〉, for n =
1...Nocc, are the occupied Bloch functions of a crystal with
Nocc occupied energy bands. Next, the Wilson loop operator
can be expressed as W± = F±kf−∆kF

±
kf−2∆k · · ·F

±
ki+∆kF

±
ki

.
Therefore, the winding number reads

ν± =
1

iπ
log(det[W±]). (4)

In this work, the magnon corner states appear when the mir-
ror winding number is ν = ν± = +1, which confirms the
topological origin of the magnon corner states localized at the
mirror invariant corners of the TBHM.

Stability of corner states.—Here, we use a random magnetic
field to examine the robustness of the magnon corner states.
The Zeeman term induced by the random magnetic field along
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z-direction can be expressed as

Hz = −
∑
i,l

Bi,lSi,l · z. (5)

The random magnetic field is Bi = Wωi, where ωi is
the uniform random variable chosen from [−0.5, 0.5] and W
is the disorder strength. Within the framework of the lin-
ear spin-wave theory and via Holstein-Primakoff transforma-
tion, the Zeeman field term can be transformed into Hz =∑
i,lBi,ld

†
i,ldi,l, where all elements situate at the diagonal of

the magnon Hamiltonian matrix, resembling the on-site chem-
ical potential disorder known from the electronic version.

In Fig. 3(a), we demonstrate the magnon energy spectrum
versus the eigenvalue index n for different disorder strength.
We find that the two in-gap magnon corner states remain sta-
ble in the case of weak disorder, where we take the disorder
strength asW = 0.01. While the in-gap magnon corner states
are destroyed and pushed into bulk states by the strong disorder
with the disorder strength (W = 0.2) shown in Fig. 3(a). In
addition, we also reveal the robustness of the magnon corner
states by introducing a local defect into the rhombus bound-
ary sample at the top corner, where the defect is constructed
by removing 10 sites. In the presence of defects, we plot the

FIG. 3. (a) Magnon energy spectrum of the total HamiltonianH+Hz

versus the eigenvalue index n. Red dots mark all the in-gap states.
For comparison, we also plot the magnon energy spectrum (shown in
grey circles and dots) without disorder (W/J = 0) and the magnon
energy spectrum (shown in blue circles and dots) with strong disor-
der (W/J = 0.2). We take the model parameters J⊥/J = 0.2,
W/J = 0.01 and lattice site number N = 11200. (b) Magnon en-
ergy spectrum of the Hamiltonian H on the TBHMs system with a
defect versus the eigenvalue index n, and the probability density of
the two in-gap states, where J⊥/J = 0.2 and the lattice site number
N = 11190. Red dots mark all the in-gap states. The color map
shows the values of the probability density.

FIG. 4. (a) Magnon band structures of TBHMs with θ = 21.78◦ for
the AFM interlayer interaction amplitude J⊥/J = 0, and (b) Magnon
band structures for the AFM interlayer interaction amplitude J⊥/J =
−0.2. The zoom of the region near K point indicated by a dashed
black box in the left panel of (a) and (b) are shown in the right panel.

magnon energy spectrum and the spatial probability density
of the two in-gap states in Fig. 3(b). We can see that the two
in-gap states are still stable and localized around the original
two corners, although the spatial distribution becomes mirror
asymmetric. Meanwhile, in the SM [104], we also show that
the six-fold rotation symmetric magnon corner states are ro-
bust against random magnetic fields and local defects.

AFM interlayer exchange coupling.—We briefly discuss
the case of AFM interlayer Heisenberg interaction in this
section. We assume that the spins of the first (sec-
ond) layer are polarized along the positive (negative) z-
direction. Similarly, using the Holstein-Primakoff trans-
formation and neglecting magnon-magnon interactions, an
effective magnon Hamiltonian HAFM is obtained. Again
by using the Fourier transformation, we obtain a 28 × 28
magnon Hamiltonian in the k space, which can be ex-
pressed as HAFM =

∑
k ψ
†
kHAFM(k)ψk with the basis

ψk = (ck,1, ..., ck,14, c
†
−k,15, ..., c

†
−k,28)T . To obtain the

AFM magnon band structures, we use a paraunitary Bogoli-
ubov transformation ψk = R(k)φk to diagonalize the k-space
magnon Hamiltonian as R(k)†HAFM(k)R(k)=D, where D
is a diagonal matrix and φk = (1, ..., 1,−1, ...,−1)T . More
details of the Hamiltonian in the AFM case are given in the
Ref. [104].

We display the AFM magnon band structures of the TBHM
system in Fig. 4. Figure 4(a) shows the magnon band struc-
ture of the TBHMs system in the absence of the interlayer
interaction, where we take the parameter J⊥/J = 0. The
magnon band structures of the TBHM system with a finite
AFM interlayer interaction is shown in Fig. 4(b), where we
set J⊥/J = −0.2. It is found that, in contrast to the FM case,
the AFM magnon energy bands of the system keep gapless,
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and the linear dispersion is stable, regardless of whether AFM
interlayer interactions exist.

At last, it is necessary to point out that the ferromagnetic
interlayer coupling induces the intervalley scattering of Dirac
magnons thus opens the energy gap, which is similar to the
fermionic systems [90, 107]. On the contrary, the antiferro-
magnetic coupling only involves the Dirac magnons within the
same valley, which leaves them gapless.

Conclusion and Discussion.—In this work, we have inves-
tigated higher-order topology of in the TBHM with the large
commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦. Based on a simple, min-
imal spin model, we found the FM interlayer coupling hy-
brids the Dirac bands of two individual honeycomb layers and
thus opens a topological band gap characterized by the mir-
ror winding number, leading to an SOTMI in the TBHM. The
SOTMI supports hallmark magnon corner states, which are ro-
bust against weak random magnetic fields and local defects. In
contrast, in the case of AFM interlayer coupling, the linearly
dispersive magnon bands remain gapless.

Our theory is immediately testable considering rapid experi-
mental progress on 2D twisted magnets [98–100]. Monolayer
Chromium triiodide (CrI3) is a 2D ferromagnet with honey-

comb lattice [108]. For a θ = 21.78◦ twisted bilayer CrI3,
our first-principles calculations show that interlayer FM inter-
ation is always favored, although its magnitude depends on the
interlayer stacking configurations [See the calculations in the
SM [104], also, references [109–116] therein]. Accordingly,
we predict that twisted bilayer CrI3 is a promising setup to re-
alize the SOTMI featuring magnon corner states.
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Supplemental Material to: “Magnon corner states in twisted bilayer honeycomb magnets”

In this supplemental material, we first give a generic spin model of the twisted bilayer honeycomb magnets (TBHMs) with
remote ferromagnetic (FM) exchange couplings and the magnon corner states in Sec. I. Then, in Sec. II we present the magnon
Hamiltonian in the k space and the magnon band structures. Next, we briefly discuss the case of antiferromagnetic (AFM)
interlayer Heisenberg interaction in Sec. III. We show the magnon corner states in a sample with regular hexagonal boundary
shape in Sec. IV. At last, we give the first principle calculations for twisted bilayer CrI3.

I. FM LONG-RANGE SPIN MODEL AND MAGNON CORNER STATES

In this section, we consider a generic spin Hamiltonian of the TBHMs and study the magnon corner states. The long-range
FM spin Hamiltonian reads

H = −Jp
∑
i6=j,l

Si,l · Sj,l − Jq⊥
∑
i 6=j

Si,2 · Sj,1, (S1)

with

Jp = J0 exp

(
−ap − a0

δ

)
, (S2)

Jq⊥ = J0
⊥ exp

(
−bq − b0

δ

)
. (S3)

The first term of the Hamiltonian represents the intralayer Heisenberg interaction described by the FM exchange coupling Jp,
and the second term denotes the interlayer Heisenberg interaction described by the FM exchange coupling Jq⊥. J0 is the nearest-
neighbor (NN) intralayer FM exchange coupling. J0

⊥ is the NN interlayer FM exchange coupling. ap is a distance that controls
the intralayer coupling strength, where a1 = 1 for the NN distance, a2 =

√
3 for the next nearest-neighbor (NNN) distance, and

a3 = 2 for the next next nearest-neighbor (NNNN) distance. bq is a distance that controls the interlayer coupling strength, where
b1 = 1 for the NN interlayer distance, b2 for the NNN interlayer distance, and b3 for the NNNN interlayer distance. a0 = 1
is the distance of two NN sites within a single layer, b0 = 1 is the interlayer spacing between layers, and δ is the decay length
of the coupling term. In the main text, we only keep the NN intralayer and interlayer interactions in the Hamiltonian, where
Jp = J0 = J and Jq⊥ = J0

⊥ = J⊥.
Schematic illustration of a unit cell for the TBHMs lattice with the commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦ is shown in Fig. S1. The

NN interlayer coupling connects the two sites are placed directly to each other, such as the site 3 of the first layer and the site
17 of the second layer in Fig. S1. The NNN interlayer coupling connects the slightly displaced sites relative to the stacked sites,
such as the site 9 of the first layer and the site 20 of the second layer in Fig. S1. As shown in Fig. S1, the site 8 in the first layer
and the site 22 in the second layer are coupled by the NNNN interlayer coupling.

Next, we transform the long-range spin Hamiltonian to the magnon Hamiltonian by using the Holstein-Primakoff (HP) trans-
formation, and the effective magnon Hamiltonian is expressed as

H = (3J1S + 6J2S + 3J3S)
∑
i,l

d†i,ldi,l − J1S
∑
〈i,j〉,l

(
d†i,ldj,l + d†j,ldi,l

)
−J2S

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉,l

(
d†i,ldj,l + d†j,ldi,l

)
− J3S

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉,l

(
d†i,ldj,l + d†j,ldi,l

)
−
∑
〈i,j〉

J1
⊥S
[(
d†i,2dj,1 + d†j,1di,2

)
−
(
d†i,2di,2 + d†j,1dj,1

)]
(S4)

−
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

J2
⊥S
[(
d†i,2dj,1 + d†j,1di,2

)
−
(
d†i,2di,2 + d†j,1dj,1

)]
−

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉

J3
⊥S
[(
d†i,2dj,1 + d†j,1di,2

)
−
(
d†i,2di,2 + d†j,1dj,1

)]
where J1 = J0, J2 = J0 exp

(
−
√

3−a0
δ

)
, J3 = J0 exp

(
− 2−a0

δ

)
, J1
⊥ = J0

⊥, J2
⊥ = J0

⊥ exp
(
− b2−b0δ

)
, and J3

⊥ =

J0
⊥ exp

(
− b3−b0δ

)
. In Fig. S2, we show the magnon corner states obtained by the long-range effective magnon Hamiltonian

Eq. (S4) for a rhombus-shaped sample with different long-range the intralayer and interlayer coupling terms, respectively. Here,
the magnon corner states in the TBHMs can be found in the following three cases: the Hamiltonian with remote intralayer and
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FIG. S1. Schematic illustration of a unit cell for the TBHMs lattice with the commensurate angle θ = 21.78◦. The first (second) layer lattice
sites are marked by the filled blue (red) circles. A unit cell contains 28 lattice sites, and each site is marked with a number.

NN interlayer FM exchange couplings, the Hamiltonian with NN intralayer and remote interlayer FM exchange couplings, and
the Hamiltonian with remote intralayer and remote interlayer FM exchange couplings. Furthermore, we can see that the magnon
corner states still exist but experience an energy shift.

II. k-SPACE SPIN WAVE HAMILTONIAN

At the commensurate angle, the original translational symmetry of AA-stacked bilayer honeycomb lattice is broken, but the
moiré translational symmetry can be defined and used to display the periodicity of the system. The two unit vectors of the
superlattice are L1 =ma1 + na2 and L2 =−na1 + (m+ n)a2, where a1 =( 3

√
7

7 ,− 2
√

21
7 ), a2 =( 9

√
7

14 ,
√

21
14 ). The formation of

the moiré superlattice depends on the twist angle. For any coprime integers m and n, a twist angle can be written as

θ = 2 arcsin
m− n

2
√
m2 + n2 +mn

, (S5)

and a unit cell containsN = 4(m2+mn+n2) sites. The minimum site number is 28, whenm = 2, n = 1, and the correspoinding
twist angle is θ = 21.78◦. The basis vectors of the supercell are L1 = ( 3

2

√
7,− 1

2

√
21), L2 = ( 3

2

√
7, 1

2

√
21).

Thereby, under the Fourier transformation, the magnon Hamiltonian Eq. (S4) transfers into a 28× 28 magnon Hamiltonian in
the k-space, which reads

H =
∑
k

Ψ†kHkΨk, (S6)

with the basis Ψ†k = (c†k,1, · · · , c
†
k,28). The numbers in the basis correspond to the site marks in the unit cell, as shown in Fig. S1.

Here, we ignore the long-range interlayer couplings for simplicity. Then, Hk can be expressed as

Hk =

(
H11 H12

H21 H22

)
S + (3J1 + 6J2 + 3J3)SI28, (S7)

with H11 =

(
H11

11 H12
11

H21
11 H22

11

)
, H12 =

(
H11

12 0
0 H22

12

)
, H21 = H†12(k), and H22 =

(
H11

22 H12
22

H21
22 H22

22

)
, where I28 is the 28 × 28

identity matrix. The elements of the matrices (H11, H12, H21, and H22) are all 7 × 7 matrix. The matrix H11 in the k-space
28 × 28 magnon Hamiltonian shows the intralayer coupling of the first layer. The matrix H22 shows the intralayer coupling of
the second layer. The matrices H12 and H21 show the interlayer coupling between the layer 1 and the layer 2.
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FIG. S2. Magnon energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian (S4) of the rhombus-shaped TBHM sample versus the eigenvalue index n, where (a) NN
and NNN intralayer FM exchange coupling and NN interlayer FM exchange coupling, (c) NN and NNN intralayer FM exchange coupling and
NN and NNN interlayer FM exchange coupling, (e) NN, NNN and NNNN intralayer FM exchange coupling and NN interlayer FM exchange
coupling, (g) NN, NNN and NNNN intralayer FM exchange coupling and NN and NNN interlayer FM exchange coupling, (i) NN, NNN and
NNNN intralayer FM exchange coupling and NN, NNN and NNNN interlayer FM exchange coupling. (b), (d), (f), (h), and (j) The spatial
distribution of the probability density of the two in-gap states in (a), (c), (e), (g), and (i), respectively. The color map shows the values of the
probability density. We take the exchange coupling ratio J⊥/J = 0.2, δ = 0.028, a0 = 1, b0 = 1 and the lattice site number N = 11200.
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The concrete matrix forms of the elements of H11 are

H11
11 =



0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1

−J1 0 −J1 −J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L1

−J2 −J1 J⊥ −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2

−J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3

−J2e
ik·L1 0 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2

−J1e
ik·L1 −J2e

ik·L1 −J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1

−J2e
ik·L1 −J3e

ik·L1 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 0


, (S8)

H12
11 =



0 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·(L1+L2)

−J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1

−J1 −J2 −J3e
−ik·L2 −J2e

−ik·L2 0 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L1

−J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2

−J3 −J2e
−ik·(L2−L1) −J3e

−ik·(L2−L1) −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2

−J2 −J3e
−ik·(L2−L1) −J2e

−ik·(L2−L1) 0 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L2

−J1 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 −J2 0


, (S9)

H21
11 = (H12

11 )†, (S10)

and

H22
11 =



0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J3e
−ik·L1 −J2e

−ik·L1

−J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1

−J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L1

−J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3

−J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 J⊥ −J1 −J2

−J3e
ik·L1 −J2e

ik·L1 0 −J2 −J1 0 −J1

−J2e
ik·L1 −J1e

ik·L1 −J2e
ik·L1 −J3 −J2 −J1 0


. (S11)

The concrete matrix forms of the elements of H12 are

H11
12 =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −J⊥ 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0


, (S12)

and

H22
12 =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −J⊥ 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0


, (S13)

where J⊥ in the diagonal part comes from the z-component of the spin-spin interaction term. The concrete matrix forms of the
elements of H22 are

H11
22 =



0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2

−J1 0 −J1 −J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L2

−J2 −J1 J⊥ −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2

−J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3

−J2e
ik·L2 0 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2

−J1e
ik·L2 −J2e

ik·L2 −J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1

−J2e
ik·L2 −J3e

ik·L2 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 0


, (S14)



13

FIG. S3. FM magnon band structures of the long-range TBHMs with θ = 21.78◦ for (a) J⊥/J0 = 0 and (b) J⊥/J0 = 0.2. The zoom-ins
show the dispersion around the K point. We take the model parameters δ = 0.5 and a0 = 1.

H12
22 =



0 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·(L1+L2)

−J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2 −J2e
−ik·L2

−J1 −J2 −J3e
−ik·L1 −J2e

−ik·L1 0 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J3e

−ik·L2

−J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1

−J3 −J2e
ik·(L2−L1) −J3e

ik·(L2−L1) −J2e
−ik·L1 −J3e

−ik·L1 −J2e
−ik·L1 −J1e

−ik·L1

−J2 −J3e
ik·(L2−L1) −J2e

ik·(L2−L1) 0 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L1

−J1 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 −J2 0


, (S15)

H21
22 = (H12

22 )†, (S16)

and

H22
22 =



0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2 −J3e
−ik·L2 −J2e

−ik·L2

−J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3 −J2e
−ik·L2 −J1e

−ik·L2

−J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 0 −J2e
−ik·L2

−J3 −J2 −J1 0 −J1 −J2 −J3

−J2 −J3 −J2 −J1 J⊥ −J1 −J2

−J3e
ik·L2 −J2e

ik·L2 0 −J2 −J1 0 −J1

−J2e
ik·L2 −J1e

ik·L2 −J2e
ik·L2 −J3 −J2 −J1 0


. (S17)

The magnon band structure of the bulk state of TBHM obtained by diagonalizing the long-range magnon Hamiltonian Eq. (S7)
is shown in Fig. S3. Fig. S3(a) shows the magnon band structure in the absence of interlayer interaction. We present the magnon
band structures of the TBHM system with a finite interlayer interaction in Fig. S3(b), where we set J⊥/J0 = 0.2. We can see
that the magnon band structure possesses a narrow energy gap induced when turning on the interlayer interaction. The magnon
corner states residing in the topological gap has been displayed in Fig. S2.

III. TBHM COUPLED BY AFM EXCHANGE INTERACTION

We briefly discuss the case of antiferromagnetic (AFM) interlayer Heisenberg interaction in this section. We assume that the
spins of the first (second) layer are along the positive (negative) z-direction. The HP transformation in the first layer is

S+
i,1 =Sxi,1 + iSyi,1 '

√
2Sdi,1,

S−i,1 =Sxi,1 − iS
y
i,1 '

√
2Sd†i,1, (S18)

Szi,1 =S − d†i,1di,1,

and HP transformation in the second layer is

S+
i,2 =Sxi,2 + iSyi,2 '

√
2Sd†i,2,

S−i,2 =Sxi,2 − iS
y
i,2 '

√
2Sdi,2, (S19)

Szi,2 =d†i,2di,2 − S.
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FIG. S4. AFM magnon band structures of the long-range TBHMs with θ = 21.78◦ for (a) J⊥/J0 = 0 and (b) J⊥/J0 = −0.2. A zoom of the
region near K point indicated by a dashed black box in the left panel is shown in the right panel. We take the model parameters δ = 0.5 and
a0 = 1.

FIG. S5. (a) Magnon energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian Eq. (3) in the main text of the TBHM system with regular hexagonal boundary versus
the eigenvalue index n. Red dots mark all the in-gap states. (b) The probability density of the six in-gap states in (a). The color map shows the
values of the probability density. We take the model parameters J/J = 1, J⊥/J = 0.2, and the lattice site number N = 18900.

Then, the effective magnon Hamiltonian reads

HAFM = (3J1S + 6J2S + 3J3S)
∑
i

(d†i,1di,1 + di,2d
†
i,2)− J⊥S

∑
〈i,j〉

(
d†i,2di,2 + dj,1d

†
j,1

)
− J1S

∑
〈i,j〉,l

(
di,ld

†
j,l + d†i,ldj,l

)
− J2S

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉,l

(
di,ld

†
j,l + d†i,ldj,l

)
(S20)

− J3S
∑

〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉,l

(
di,ld

†
j,l + d†i,ldj,l

)
− J⊥S

∑
〈i,j〉

(
d†i,2d

†
j,1 + di,2dj,1

)
.

Again, in terms of the Fourier transformation, we obtain a 28 × 28 k-space magnon Hamiltonian, which can be expressed as
HAFM =

∑
k ψ
†
kHAFM(k)ψk with the basis ψk = (ck,1, ..., ck,14, c

†
−k,15, ..., c

†
−k,28)T . The difference between HAFM(k) and

Hk is that J⊥ in H11 and H22 of Hk is replaced by −J⊥. To reveal the AFM magnon band structures, we use the paraunitary
Bogoliubov transformation ψk = R(k)φk to diagonalize the k-space magnon Hamiltonian as R(k)†HAFM(k)R(k)=D, where
D is a diagonal matrix and φk = (1, ..., 1,−1, ...,−1)T . Figure S4(a) shows the magnon band structure of the long-range TBHM
system without interlayer interaction. Subsequently, we present the magnon band structures of the long-range TBHM system with
a finite AFM interlayer interaction in Fig. S4(b), where we set J⊥/J0 = −0.2. We find that the AFM magnon energy band keeps
gapless regardless of whether the AFM interlayer interaction exists, which is in contrast to the FM interlayer coupling case.

IV. SIX-FOLD ROTATION SYMMETRIC MAGNON CORNER STATES

In this section, we show the magnon corner states in the TBHM system with a regular hexagonal boundary shape. By numer-
ically diagonalizing the magnon Hamiltonian Eq. (3) in the main text under a hexagonal boundary, we plot the magnon energy
spectrum versus the eigenvalue index n and the spatial probability density of the in-gap states in Fig. S5. It is found that the
magnon energy spectrum shows an energy gap induced by the interlayer FM coupling, and even more interestingly six in-gap
states reside in the energy gap. We can also see that the six in-gap states are symmetrically localized at the six corners of the
regular hexagon. The sixfold rotation symmetric in-gap corner states are a hallmark feature of the SOTMI in the TBHM.
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FIG. S6. (a) Magnon energy spectrum of the total HamiltonianH +Hz versus the eigenvalue index n. Red dots mark all the in-gap states. For
comparison, we also plot the magnon energy spectrum (marked by gray circles and dots) without disorder (W/J = 0) and the magnon energy
spectrum (marked by blue circles and dots) with strong disorder (W/J = 0.2). We take the model parameters J⊥/J = 0.2, W/J = 0.01
and lattice site number N = 18900. (b) Magnon energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian H of the TBHM system with a local defect versus the
eigenvalue index n, and the probability density of the six in-gap states, where J⊥/J = 0.2 and the lattice site number N = 18870. Red dots
mark all the in-gap states. The color map shows the values of the probability density.

Similarly, we use a random magnetic field to examine the robustness of the rotation symmetric magnon corner states. In
Fig. S6(a), we plot the magnon energy spectrum versus the eigenvalue index n for different disorder strengths. We find that
the six in-gap magnon corner states remain stable in the presence of weak disorder, where we take the disorder strength as
W/J = 0.01, while they are destroyed by the strong disorder with the disorder strength (W/J = 0.2) shown in Fig. S6(a).
In addition, we also reveal the robustness of the magnon corner states by introducing a local defect into the regular hexagonal
boundary sample at the top corner, where the defect is constructed by removing 30 sites. As shown in Fig. S6(b), the six in-gap
states are not degenerate, but they are still localized around the original six corners.

FIG. S7. Top and side view of three high-symmetry configurations of twisted bilayer CrI3 superlattice with twisting angle θ = 21.7868◦. The
Blue (red) and orange (gray) balls represent Cr and I atoms of top (bottom) layer respectively.

TABLE S1. Total energy for interlayer FM interaction (EFM), AFM interaction (EAFM) and their difference (EFM-EAFM) for three high-symmetry
twisted bilayer configurations.

EFM(eV) EAFM(eV) EFM-EAFM(meV)
configuration (a) -322.81887 -322.81109 -7.78
configuration (b) -322.80644 -322.80301 -3.43
configuration (c) -322.80751 -322.80029 -7.22

V. THE FIRST PRINCIPLE CALCULATIONS

The first-principles calculations were performed using the Vienna ab-initio simulation package (VASP) [109]. The core-
valence interaction was described by the frozen-core projector augmented wave (PAW) method [110]. The generalized gradient
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approximation of Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (GGA-PBE) [111] was adopted for exchange-correlation functional. Van der Waals
dispersion forces between the layers were accounted for through the optB88-vdW functional by using the vdW-DF method [112].
A Hubbard on-site Coulomb parameter (U ) of 3eV was chosen for the Cr atoms to account for strong electronic correlations, as
suggested by Liechtenstein et al [113]. The plane-wave cutoff energy was set to 500 eV. The Brillouin zone was sampled by using
a 5× 5× 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh. A large vacuum layer of 20Å was used to prevent the artificial interlayer interaction.
The crystal structures were fully relaxed until the force on each atom and total energy variations are smaller than 10−2eV/Å and
10−4eV/Å. In the process of calculating the total energy, the energy convergence standard is set to 10−5eV/Å. The obtained
lattice constant of an AB stacked bilayer CrI3 is a = 6.827Å.

For a twisted bilayer of θ = 21.78◦, there are three interlayer configurations that preserve the in-plane three-fold rotational
symmetry, which are related to each other by translating (L1 + L2)/3 and 2(L1 + L2)/3 along the long diagonal direction of
the moiré superlattice, as shown in Fig. S7. The interlayer magnetic interaction is related to energy difference between interlayer
ferromagnetic (FM) and antiferromagnetic (AFM) spin configurations, which are listed in Tab. S1 for the three configurations.
Interestingly, the interlayer FM energy (EFM) is lower than AFM energy (EAFM) for all of the three configurations, which indi-
cates that the interlayer FM interaction is always favored. Note that, previous studies have shown that the magnon dispersion
of monolayer CrI3 may have a gap at the Brillouin zone corner due to anisotropic spin interactions [114–116], such as the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya or Kitaev interactions, however, there is no consensus on this issue. In our work, we assume each single
layer CrI3 hosts gapless magnon dispersion when ignoring the interlayer couplings.


