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We theoretically investigate the thermal Hall transport of magnon-polarons in a two-dimensional honeycomb
antiferromagnetic insulator under the influence of a perpendicular magnetic field, varying in strength. The appli-
cation of a perpendicular magnetic field induces a magnetic phase transition from the collinear antiferromagnetic
phase to the spin-flop phase, leading to a significant alteration in Hall transport across the transition point. In
this paper, our focus is on the intrinsic contribution to thermal Hall transport arising from the magnetoelastic in-
teraction. To facilitate experimental verification of our theoretical results, we present the dependence of thermal
Hall conductivity on magnetic field strength and temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, intrinsic magnetism in two-dimensional
(2D) insulators has been discorvered, attracting growing atten-
tion, driven by its fundamental interest and technological appli-
cations in reduced dimensions [1–12]. Within magnetic mag-
netic insulators, magnetic excitations (magnons) and lattice vi-
brations (phonons) serve as carriers of energy and information.
The exploration of these collective, charge-neutral, low-energy
excitations has attracted considerable interest due to their po-
tential for innovative approaches to manipulate and control
thermal energy and information [13, 14]. A particular focus
lies on the topological Hall transport of collective excitations
resulting from Berry curvature. Previous research has demon-
strated the magnon Hall effect in chiral magnetic systems with
chiral spin texture [15–19], or Dzyaloshiskii-Moriya interac-
tion [20–28]. Additionally, studies have explored the phonon
Hall effect arising from the interaction between phonons and
static magnetization [29–31], or scattering from the impuri-
ties [32–34]. Beyond individual magnons and phonons, their
hybrid excitations known as magnon-polarons potentially ex-
hibit topological properties through the long-range dipolar in-
teraction [35], the Dzyaloshiskii-Moriya interaction [36–39],
and strain-dependent magnetic anisotropy [40–45].

The strain-dependent magnetic anisotropy is a well-known
mechanism of magnetoelastic interaction and magnetostric-
tion [46–48], ubiquitous in magnetic materials. Recent exper-
iments have revealed its role in opening band gaps between
magnon and phonon modes [49, 50] and inducing the topolog-
ical transport of the quasiparticles [38, 51, 52]. Most theoret-
ical investigations into the magnetoelastic interaction-induced
topological magnon-polaron have focused on collinear mag-
netic systems, where the magnetic order aligns in the uniform
direction. Consequently, they are not directly applicable to
certain antiferromagnetic (AFM) systems, including the spin-
flop ground state. In the spin-flop phase of bipartite antifer-
romagnets, two spins on the two sublattices tilt at an angle
θA = θB (Fig. 1). In the tilted ground state, magnons cou-
ple not only with out-of-plane phonons but also with in-plane
phonons [42]. However, a theoretical investigation of topo-
logical magnon-polaron bands, including both in-plane and
out-of-plane phonon modes in the AFM spin-flop state, is cur-
rently lacking.

In this paper, we investigate the topological properties of

the magnon-polarons in a two-dimensional honeycomb anti-
ferromagnet subjected to a variable magnetic field induced by
the magnetoelastic interaction. More specifically, we compute
the band structures and topological properties of the magnon-
polarons in both collinear AFM and spin-flop states. To facili-
tate further comparison with experimental works, we calculate
the magnetic field dependence of the thermal Hall conductivity
at different temperatures.

The remaining sections of this paper are organized as fol-
lows. In Sec. II, we present model Hamiltonians for magnons,
phonons, and magnetoelastic interaction in both collinear
AFM and spin-flop states. In Sec. III, we calculate the band
structures and Berry curvatures of the magnon-polaron bands.
In Sec. IV, we compute the the thermal Hall conductivity of
the magnon-polarons. In Sec. V, we conclude by providing a
brief summary and discussion.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

A. Magnon part

Here, we consider the spin Hamiltonian for a 2D honeycomb
AFM system, given by

Hm =J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Si · Sj −K
∑
i

(Si,z)
2 − b

∑
i

Si,z, (1)

where the first and second term are the antiferromagnetic
exchange interaction (J > 0) and the easy-axis anisotropy
(K > 0), respectively. The parameter b(= gµBB) in the last
term represents the external magnetic field along z-direction,
where g is the the g-factor and µB is the Bohr magneton. The
nearest-neighbor vectors are a1 = a(1, 0), a2 = a

2 (−1,
√
3)

and a3 = −a
2 (1,

√
3). The next-nearest-neighbor vector are

defined as b1 = a1 − a3, b2 = a2 − a1, and b3 = a3 − a1
(see Fig. 1).

A sufficiently strong magnetic field B destabilizes the
collinear AFM order, leading to a spin-flop phase transition.
For B < Bsf , where

Bsf =
2S
√
(3J −K)K

gµB
, (2)

the equilibrium spin configuration forms a collinear AFM state
along the z-axis. In the spin-flop phase (B > Bsf ), the spin
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the honeycomb lattice (left). Equi-
librium spin configurations depending on external magnetic field
(right).

directions of the two sublattices are canted along the field
direction (see Fig. 1). Below, we compute the magnon spectra
for these two distinct equilibrium spin configurations.

1. Magnon Hamiltonian in a collinear AFM state

In the collinear AFM state with the spin configuration
Si∈A = Sẑ and Si∈B = −Sẑ, we perform the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation and take the Fourier transformation,
leading to the magnon Hamiltonian:

Hm =
1

2

∑
k

ψ†
m,kHm(k)ψm,k, (3)

where ψm,k =
(
ak, bk, a

†
−k, b

†
−k

)T
is the basis function and

the momentum space Hamiltonian is given by:

Hm
k = JS

 3 + κ+ 0 0 fk
0 3 + κ− f∗k 0
0 fk 3 + κ+ 0
f∗k 0 0 3 + κ−

 , (4)

where κ± = (2K ± b/S)/J and fk =
∑

j e
ik·aj . To diag-

onalize the Bogoluibov Hamiltonian, we find the paraunitary
matrix Uk satisfying Ek = U†

kHkUk = diag(ϵk, ϵ−k). Fol-
lowing the notation used in Ref. [28], we write the eigenvalue
equations

σ3Hk|uRn,k⟩ = ϵ̄n,k|uRn,k⟩,
⟨uLn,k|σ3Hk = ϵ̄n,k⟨uLn,k|,

(5)

where σ3 = diag(1, 1,−1,−1) is the Pauli matrix acting
on the particle-hole space. Here ⟨uLn,k| = ⟨uRn,k|σ3 and
|uRn,k⟩ = Un,k are the left- and right-eigenvectors of the
pseudo-Hermitian Hamiltonian σ3Hk, respectively. The or-
thonormal relation of the eigenvectors reads ⟨uLn,k|uRm,k⟩ =

⟨uRn,k|σ3|uRm,k⟩ = (σ3)nm and the pseudo-eigenvalue satis-
fies ϵ̄n,k = (σ3ϵk)nn. By solving Eq. (5), we determine the
energy eigenvalues of the magnon bands:

ϵAFM,±
m,k = JS

√
(3 + κ)2 − |fk|2 ± b, (6)

where κ = 2K/J . The two magnonic states, denoted as −
and +, carry opposite spin angular momenta, with Sz = −1
and Sz = +1, respectively.

2. Magnon Hamiltonian in a spin-flop state

In the spin-flop phase, the equilibrium spin configuration is

SA = S(− cos θ, 0, sin θ),

SB = S(cos θ, 0, sin θ),
(7)

where θ = sin−1
(

b
2(3J−K)S

)
is the canted angle. Here we

assume the equilibrium spin profile lies in the xz-plane, for
simplicity. To investigate the spin-wave dynamics in the canted
AFM phase, we introduce the sublattice dependent coordinate
system (S′

α) where the equilibrium spin direction is along the
z-axis [53]

Sα =

 sin θ 0 (−1)ν+1 cos θ
0 1 0

(−1)ν cos θ 0 sin θ

S′
α, (8)

where ν = 1, 2 is the sublattice index (A = 1, B = 2). By
substituting the new spin variables into Eq. (1), and neglecting
the magnon-magnon interaction terms, we obtain the low-
energy Hamiltonian describing linear spin waves [26]

H =− J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
cos 2θ(S′x

i S
′x
j + S′z

iS
′z
j )− S′y

i S
′y
j

]
−K

∑
i

[
(S′z

i )
2 sin2 θ + (S′x

i )
2 cos2 θ

]
− b

∑
i

S′z
i .

(9)
The Holstein-Primakoff approach yields the Bogoliubov
Hamiltonian

Hm
k =


IK F1,k K0 F2,k

F ∗
1,k IK F ∗

2,k K0

K0 F2,k IK F1,k

F ∗
2,k K0 F ∗

1,k IK

 , (10)

where
IK = 3JS cos 2θ +KS(2 sin2 θ − cos2 θ) + b sin θ,

F1,k = JSfk sin
2 θ, F2,k = −JSfk cos2 θ,

K0 = −KS cos2 θ.

(11)

By solving the eigenvalue equation in the particle-hole space,
we obtain the magnon band dispersion

ϵSF,±m,k =
√
(I−K ± JS|fk|)(I+K ∓ JS|fk| cos 2θ), (12)

where I±K = IK ± K0. It is noteworthy that, the azimuthal
angle of the equilibrium state is arbitrarily chosen in the spin-
flop phase, leading to the breaking of U(1) spin-rotational
symmetry. For k = 0, the low-energy magnonic mode
ϵSF,−m,k=0 = 0 is the gapless mode associated with sponta-
neous breaking of the U(1) symmetry, while the high-energy
mode ϵSF,+m,k=0 ≈

√
b2 − 12JKS2 corresponds to the quasi-

ferromagnetic resonance mode [54, 55].
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B. Phonon part

The elastic Hamiltonian describing the lattice dynamics can
be written as

Hp =
∑
i

p2
i

2M
+

1

2

∑
i,j,α,β

uαi Φ
α,β
i,j u

β
j , (13)

where ui is the displacement vector of the ith ion from its
equilibrium position, pi is the conjugate momentum vector,
M is ion mass, and Φα,β

i,j is a force constant matrix. By using
the Fourier transformation, we obtain the momentum space
Hamiltonian

Hp =
∑
k

[
pα−kp

α
k

2M
+

1

2
uα−kΦ(k)

αβuβk

]
. (14)

By introducing the dimensionless variables ūαk =
√

Mω0

ℏ uαk
and p̄αk = 1√

Mℏω0
pαk , we rewrite the Hamiltonian (14) as

Hp =
1

2

∑
k

ψ†
p,kH

p
kψp,k, (15)

where the momentum space Hamiltonian is

Hp
k =

( ℏ
Mω0

Φ(k) 0
0 ℏω0I6×6

)
. (16)

and the basis function is

ψp,k = (ūAx,k, ū
A
y,k, ū

A
z,k, ū

B
x,k, ū

B
y,k, ū

B
z,k, p̄

A
x,k, p̄

A
y,k, p̄

A
z,k, p̄

B
x,k, p̄

B
y,k, p̄

B
z,k)

T , ψ†
p,k = ψp,−k. (17)

The momentum space representation of the force constant ma-
trix is expressed as

Φ(k) =

(
ΦAA(k) ΦAB(k)
ΦBA(k) ΦBB(k)

)
, (18)

where ΦAB(k) = ΦBA(−k) represents the elastic interaction
between different sublattices from the nearest-neighbor cou-
plings. In the first- and second-neighbor approximation of the
2D honeycomb lattice, the in-plane and out-of-plane phonon
modes do not couple [56], and the momentum space force
constant matrix between the nearest-neighbors is given by

ΦAB
ij (k) =ΦAB

ij (a1)e
ikxa +ΦAB

ij (a2)e
i(− kxa

2 +
√

3kya

2 )

+ΦAB
ij (a3)e

i(− kxa
2 −

√
3kya

2 ), (19)

where i and j represent phonon modes in cartesian coordi-
nates, i.e., {i, j} ∈ (x, y, z). The first component of the force
constant matrix in Eq. (19) is given by

ΦAB
ij (a1) =

 KL 0 0
0 KT 0
0 0 KZ

 . (20)

The other components are obtained by the C3 rotation around
z-axis [56]

ΦAB
ij (am) = U−1

m ΦAB
ij (a1)Um, (m = 2, 3) (21)

where

Um =

 cos θm sin θm 0
− sin θm cos θm 0

0 0 1

 , (22)

with θ2 = 2π
3 and θ3 = − 2π

3 . Therefore, we have

ΦAB(k) =

 ΦAB
xx (k) ΦAB

xy (k) 0
ΦAB

yx (k) ΦAB
yy (k) 0

0 0 ΦAB
zz (k)

 , (23)

where

ΦAB
xx (k) = KLe

ikx +
1

2
(KL + 3KT )e

− ikx
2 cos

(√
3

2
ky

)
,

ΦAB
xy (k) = ΦAB

yx (k) = i

√
3

2
(KT −KL)e

− ikx
2 sin

(√
3

2
ky

)
,

ΦAB
yy (k) = KT e

ikx +
1

2
(3KL +KT )e

− ikx
2 cos

(√
3

2
ky

)
,

ΦAB
zz (k) = KZfk. (24)

The diagonal elements of the force constant matrices are

ΦAA(k) = ΦBB(k) = 3

 KL+KT

2 0 0
0 KL+KT

2 0
0 0 KZ

 ,

(25)

which ensures that the lowest energy of the acoustic phonon
modes remains zero.

C. Magnon-phonon interaction Hamiltonian

The general expression of the magnetoelastic interaction is
given by [46, 47]

Hmp = −
∑
i

ST
i EiSi = −

∑
ν

∑
i∈ν

ST
ν,iE

ν
i Sν,i, (26)
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where ν = 1, 2 is the sublattice index (A = 1, B = 2).
The coupling matrix is written in terms of the cartesian strain
tensor:

ϵiαβ =
1

2

(
∂uβi
∂rα

+
∂uαi
∂rβ

)
. (27)

In the hexagonal systems, the magnetoelastic Hamiltonian in
Ref. [48] leads to

Eν
i =

1

2

 Bγϵγ1 Bγϵγ2 Bϵϵϵ2
Bγϵγ2 −Bγϵγ1 Bϵϵϵ1
Bϵϵϵ2 Bϵϵϵ1

√
3 (Bα

12ϵ
α
1 +Bα

22ϵ
α
2 )

 , (28)

where ϵα1 = ϵxx + ϵyy + ϵzz , ϵα2 =
√
3
2

(
ϵzz − 1

3ϵ
α
1

)
, ϵγ1 =

1
2 (ϵxx − ϵyy), ϵγ2 = ϵxy , ϵϵ1 = ϵyz , and ϵϵ2 = ϵxz are the
symmetrized strains in the hexagonal point group. In a discrete
system, the local strains can be written as [44, 57]:

ϵiαβ → ϵ̄i,ναβ =
1

n

3∑
m=1

ϵ̄
i,i+aD

m

αβ , (29)

where aνm is the nearest-neighbor vector (aAm = −aBm), and
the components of the strain tensor are:

ϵ̄
i,i+aν

m

αβ =
1

2

[
aν,αm (uβi − uβi+aν

m
) + aν,βm (uαi − uαi+aν

m
)
]
,

(30)

where n is a normalization constant that ensures ϵ̄i,ναβ reduced
to ϵiαβ in the long-wavelength limit (in honeycomb lattice
n = −3a2/2). The explcit expression for the local strain
components is given by

ϵ̄i,Axx = − 1

3a

(
−2uxB,i+a1

+ uxB,i+a2
+ uxB,i+a3

)
,

ϵ̄i,Ayy = − 1√
3a

(
−uyB,i+a2

+ uyB,i+a3

)
,

ϵ̄i,Axy = − 1

6a

(
−2uyB,i+a1

+ uyB,i+a2
+ uyB,i+a3

−
√
3uxB,i+a2

+
√
3uxB,i+a3

)
,

ϵ̄i,Axz = − 1

6a

(
−2uzB,i+a1

+ uzB,i+a2
+ uzB,i+a3

)
,

ϵ̄i,Ayz = − 1

2
√
3a

(
−uzB,i+a2

+ uzB,i+a3

)
.

(31)

Here, ϵi,Bαβ can be obtained by replacement B → A and
ai → −ai. The explicit expressions of the quadratic Hamilto-
nian describing the magnon-phonon interaction that includes
a magnon operator and a phonon operator are shown in Ap-
pendix A.

III. BAND TOPOLOGY OF MAGNON-POLARONS

Here, we present the computational results for the band
structure of the magnon-polaron bands and the corresponding

topological transport properties of the magnon-polarons. In
this section, we utilize the magnetic parameter of MnPS3 as it is
known to exhibit a field-induced spin-flop transition at around
5 T [58]: J = 1.54 meV, S = 5/2 [59] and KS = 7.25 µeV.
For the phonons, we use following parameters. The lattice
constant is a ≈ 3.5 Å [60], Mn ion mass is M = 55 u, and
the spring constants are taken in agreement with the phonon
spectrum of MnPS3: KL = 300 eV/nm2, KL = 110 eV/nm2

and KZ = 50 eV/nm2 [61]. For the magnetoelastic constants,
we use Bϵ = Bα

12 = Bα
22 = Bγ = −0.84 meV, resulting in

Bϵ/V ≈ −1.2×107 erg/cm3, which is comparable to Kittel’s
estimation for iron [46].

The magnon-polaron Hamiltonian in our model is expressed
as

H = Hm +Hp +Hph =
1

2

∑
k

ψ†
kHkψk. (32)

Due to the complexity of our model Hamiltonian, which is
a 16 × 16 matrix, analytical computation of the eigenvalue
problem is challenging. In this context, we present numerical
results for the band structure and the topological properties of
the magnon-polarons.

The band topology is characterized by the Berry curvature
of the Bogoluibov Hamiltonian [28],

Ωn
z (k) = (σ3)nn(σ3)mm

∑
n ̸=m

−2Im[⟨n|vx|m⟩⟨m|vy|n⟩]
(ϵnk − ϵmk )2 + δ2

,

(33)

where vi = 1
ℏ
∂Hk

∂k is the velocity operator, |n⟩ and ϵnk are the
n-th right-eigenvector and corresponding eigenvalue of the
Bogoluibov Hamiltonian, respectively. Here, we introduce a
level broadening parameter δ, set to be 0 in this section. We
consider finite level broadening in the thermal Hall transport
calculation in Section IV. In this section, we employ the numer-
ical algorithm proposed by Fukui, Hatsugai and Suzuki [62] to
efficiently compute the Chern number of the magnon-polaron
bands.

1. Band topology in a collinear AFM state

In the collinear AFM state, the magnon-phonon interac-
tion excludes the in-plane phonon amplitudes [41]. As the
band topology remains unaffected by these in-plane phonon
modes, we simplify the model by disregarding these modes.
Consequently, we consider an 8× 8 Bogoliubov Hamiltonian
that includes 2 magnon modes (ak and bk) and 2 out-of-plane
phonon modes (ūAz,k and ūBz,k) for the particle and hole sectors,
respectively.

In Figure 2, we depict the band structures for the collinear
AFM phase in the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field
(B = 4 T), both with and without magnon-phonon inter-
action. With finite magnon-phonon interaction, anticrossing
band gaps emerge between magnon and phonon modes nearΓ-
and K(K ′)-points [Figs. 2(d) and (e)]. These gaps lead to the
formation of nodal rings in the Brillouin zone, indicating the
presence of topological magnon-polarons around these points.
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FIG. 2. Band structures of magnon and phonon modes in a collinear antiferromagnetic (AFM) state (a-c) in the absence of magnon-phonon
interaction and (d-f) in the presence of magnon-phonon interaction. A barely visible band gap between two phonon-like modes is numerically
confirmed in (f). Here, we use Bϵ = −0.84 meV and B = 4 T.
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FIG. 3. Profiles of the Berry curvature in log scale Γ(Ω) = sgn(Ω)log(1 + |Ω|). The hexagon represents the 1st Brillouin zone. Here, we use
Bϵ = −0.84 meV and B = 4 T.

Because there are two anticrossings near k = 0 (Γ) which
exhibit opposite topologies [see Figs. 2(c) and (e)], a sign
change of the Berry curvature is observed near Γ-point in the
lowest two bands [see Figs. 3(a) and (b)]. At low tempera-
tures, the band topology near k = 0 contributes significantly
to the thermal Hall transport, as detailed in Section IV. Addi-
tionally, the Berry curvatures remain finite in the vicinity of
the K(K ′)-point due to the nodal ring at these locations. It’s
noteworthy that the magnon-phonon interaction introduces a
slight band gap between two phonon-like bands at theK(K ′)-
point [Figs. 2(f)], inducing a large Berry curvature at this point.
However, the band topology at this slight anticrossing gap does
not affect the Hall transport due to the suppressing effect of
the finite level broadening.

2. Band topology in a spin-flop state

In the spin-flop state, the magnon-phonon interaction in-
volves both in-plane and out-of-plane phonon amplitudes. In
this case, we consider a 16 × 16 Bogoliubov Hamiltonian
including 2 magnon modes and 6 phonon modes for the par-
ticle and hole sectors, respectively. In Fig. 4, we show the
low-energy band structures for the spin-flop phase under the
influence of a perpendicular magnetic field B = 10 T, both
with and without magnon-phonon interaction.

Because b ≪ 6JS for B = 10 T, the spin canted angle is

small (θ ≈ 0.05), and there is also a small band gap between
the two magnonic bands. Similar to the collinear AFM case,
the magnon-phonon interaction induces anticrossing gaps be-
tween magnon and phonon modes. In the spin-flop state,
the gapless magnonic mode and the acoustic phonon modes
converge at k = 0, and the magnon-polaron band topology
is not well-defined at this point. To establish a well-defined
band topology theoretically, we introduce a sufficiently small
easy-axis magnetic anisotropy along the bond direction, which
should be present due to the lattice structure, but is higher-
order anisotropy than the other terms in our magnetic Hamil-
tonian and therefore expected to induce negligible physical
effects. Close to the Γ- and K-points, the magnonic mode
couples with the phonon modes, resulting in the formation
of anticrossing gaps [Figs. 4(c,d) and (f,g,k,l)]. Additionally,
we numerically confirm the slight energy gaps between two
phonon-like modes [Figs. 4(h-j)]. Here, we omit the in-plane
optical phonon modes, because these high-energy phonons
do not couple with the magnons, displaying trivial topology
(C7 = C8 = 0).

In Fig. 5, we present the Berry curvatures and corresponding
Chern numbers of the lowest 6 modes. Figure 4 and 5 illustrate
one of our main findings: the exploration of the topological
characteristics of the magnon-polaron, incorporating both in-
plane and out-of-plane phonon modes in the AFM spin-flop
state, which has not been addressed in previous studies. It
is noteworthy that, in contrast to the collinear AFM case, the
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Bγ = −0.84 meV and B = 10 T.
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zone. Here, we use Bϵ = Bα

12 = Bα
22 = Bγ = −0.84 meV and B = 10 T.

magnon-polaron gaps near the k = 0 are very small [Figs. 4(g)
and (k,l)]. Therefore, we anticipate a small thermal Hall effect
at low temperatures in the spin-flop state.

IV. THERMAL HALL EFFECT

The topology of magnon-phonon hybrid excitations gives
rise to the intrinsic thermal Hall effect. The Berry-curvature-
induced thermal Hall conductivity is given by [21, 63]

κ2Dxy = −k
2
BT

ℏV
∑
n,k

[
c2(ρn,k)− π2/3

]
Ωn

z (k), (34)

where c2(ρ) = (1 + ρ) ln2[(1 + ρ)/ρ] − ln2 ρ − 2Li2(−ρ),
ρn,k = (eEn(k)/kBT − 1)−1 is the Bose-Einstein distribution
function with a zero chemical potential, kB is the Boltzmann
constant, T is the temperature, and Li2(z) is the polyloga-
rithm function. Here, we use the same parameters used in
the previous section except for a constant level broadening pa-
rameter δ = 1 µeV. To convert two-dimensional conductivity
to bulk conductivity, we employ the relation κxy = κ2Dxy /d,
with d = 0.67 nm representing the monolayer thickness of
MnPS3 [60, 64].

In Fig. 6, a key outcome of our study, we illustrate the mag-
netic field and temperature dependence of the thermal Hall

conductivity for magnon-polarons, considering both in-plane
and out-of-plane lattice dynamics. The thermal Hall conduc-
tivity exhibits an increase with the magnetic field, changing
sign at the phase transition point [Fig. 6(a)], in agreement with
the results reported in Ref. [52]. In the collinear AFM phase,
the thermal Hall conductivity is negative at low temperatures
but undergoes a sign change as temperature increases. This be-
havior can be attributed to the sign change in the Berry curva-
ture near the Γ point of the lowest modes [Fig. 3(a) and (b)]. It
is worth noting that, owing to the small anticrossing gap of the
spin flop phase in the low-energy regime [Figs. 4(g) and (k,l)],
the magnitude of the thermal Hall conductivity in the spin flop
phase is significantly smaller than that in the collinear AFM
phase, as observed in our parameter setup based on MnPS3.

V. DISCUSSION

In this study, we explore the topological properties of
magnon-polaron bands in a two-dimensional honeycomb anti-
ferromagnetic insulator by varying an external magnetic field.
We specifically investigate the impact of strain-dependent
magnetic anisotropy, a common feature in magnetic mate-
rials, on the topological magnon-polarons. The magnetic
phase transition from the collinear antiferromagnetic phase
to the spin-flop phase induces a notable transformation in the
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FIG. 6. Thermal Hall conductivity as a function of (a) an external magnetic field and (b) temperature. TN denotes the Néel temperature of the
MnPS3. Although strictly speaking, magnons are defined well only below the Neel temperature, The calculation result is shown also above the
Neel temperature to provide the qualitative temperature dependence of the thermal Hall conductivity for a broad range of temperatures.

magnon-polaron band structure and its associated topological
properties. Consequently, the thermal Hall conductivity un-
dergoes a change in sign and amplitude at the phase transition
point. Our findings provide insights for interpreting experi-
mental data on thermal Hall conductivity in two-dimensional
antiferromagnetic materials.
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Appendix A: Magnon-phonon interaction

1. Magnon-phonon interaction in collinear AFM state

In the collinear AFM state, off-diagonal components of the strain tensor involving out-of-plane phonon vibration only
contributes to the magnetoelastic interaction to linear order in magnon amplitude. Explicitly, we have

Hmp = −B
ϵ

2

∑
ν

∑
i∈ν

Sz
ν

(
Sx
ν ϵ

ν
xz + Sy

ν ϵ
ν
yz + ϵνzxS

x
ν + ϵνzyS

y
ν

)
(A1)

By using Eq. (31) and taking the Fourier transformation with the Holstein Primakoff approach, we obtain

Hmp =
κϵ
2

∑
k

[
s∗xū

B
z,−k

(
ak + a†−k√

2

)
+ s∗yū

B
z,−k
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2i
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+ sxū

A
z,−k

(
bk + b†−k√

2

)
− syū

A
z,−k

(
bk − b†−k√

2i

)]
+ h.c.,

(A2)

where sx = (−2eik·a1 + eik·a2 + eik·a3), sy =
√
3(−eik·a2 + eik·a3) (in the low k limit, sx ≈ −3ikx, sy ≈ −3iky) and

κϵ = BϵS
6a

√
ℏS

Mω0
. We note that the magnon-phonon interaction does not involve the in-plane phonon modes in the collinear

AFM state.

2. Magnon-phonon interaction in spin-flop state

In the spin-flop phase, the sub-lattice dependent spin transformation (8) leads to

Hmp = −S
∑
ν

∑
i∈ν

(−1)ν+1 cos θ sin θ
[
(Eν
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zz)S

′x
ν + S′x

ν(E
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ν + S′y

νE
ν
xy)

+ (sin2 θ − cos2 θ)(Eν
xzS

′x
ν + S′x

νE
ν
xz) + sin θ(S′y

νE
ν
yz + Eν

yzS
′y
ν) (A3)
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In this case, the magnon-phonon interaction includes full in-plane and out-of-plane phonon modes. In terms of dimensionless
operators, the momentum space representation of the magnon-phonon interaction is

Hmp =sin 2θ
∑
k

[
κ−s

∗
xu

x
B,−k

(
ak + a†−k√

2

)
+ κ+s

∗
yu

y
B,−k

(
ak + a†−k√

2

)

− κ−sxu
x
A,−k

(
bk + b†−k√

2

)
− κ+syu

y
A,−k

(
bk + b†−k√

2

)]

+
κγ
2

cos θ
∑
k

{(
s∗xu

y
B,−k + s∗yu

x
B,−k

)(ak − a†−k√
2i

)
−
(
sxu

y
A,−k + syu

x
A,−k

)(bk − b†−k√
2i

)}

− κϵ
2

cos 2θ
∑
k

[
s∗xu

z
B,−k

(
ak + a†−k√

2

)
+ sxu

z
A,−k

(
bk + b†−k√

2

)]

+
κϵ
2

sin θ
∑
k

[
s∗yu

z
B,−k

(
ak − a†−k√

2i

)
+ syu

z
A,−k

(
bk − b†−k√

2i

)]
+ h.c.. (A4)

where κγ = BγS
6a

√
ℏS

Mω0
and κ± = B±S

6a

√
ℏS

Mω0
with B± = 1

4 (−2
√
3Bα

12 +Bα
22 ±Bγ).
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