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We present the magnetic excitation spectrum of the quantum magnet NiPS3 near the zig-zag
ground state of a minimal honeycomb spin Hamiltonian that includes bilinear and biquadratic spin
interactions. Our analysis, using a multi-boson generalized spin wave theory suited for spin S=1
systems, revealed two normal modes at the linear level. The one at lower energy corresponds to
a single magnon mode, consistent with results from spectroscopy experiments. Without single-ion
anisotropy, this mode features a Goldstone mode at the corner of the Brillouin zone. When single
ion anisotropy is introduced, the zig-zag phase’s global U(1) invariance is broken, resulting in a gap.
The higher energy mode corresponds to two-magnon fluctuations, which appear at the harmonic
level in the generalized spin wave theory. This mode forms a gapped flat band due to bilinear
spin interactions and becomes dispersive when biquadratic interactions are considered. The higher
energy dispersion is related to quadrupolar fluctuations, which are feasible in magnets where the
order parameter fluctuates in the SU(3) space. The spectrum analysis yielded quantum corrections
to the order parameter and detected instabilities in the NiPS3 dipolar phases. Identifying the highest
energy branch in experiments could provide insight into hidden nematic orders in NiPS3 and other
van der Waals magnets.

Introduction. Transition-metal thiophosphates [1], are
van der Waals compounds with reduced dimensionality
that exhibit intriguing magnetic, electronic, and opti-
cal quantum effects [2–17]. They realize a monoclinic
space group C/2m where transition metal ions form a
honeycomb lattice and are enclosed in octahedra formed
by sulfur atoms. Magnetic susceptibility measurements
have shown that the member of the family NiPS3 [18–
21] has spin S=1, making it a suitable playground to
explore the effects of quantum fluctuations and possible
multipolar orders in an actual honeycomb spin system.
Spectroscopy probes [3, 18, 22–26] and DFT calculations
[19, 22, 23, 27–30] have shown that below the Neel tem-
perature TN = 155 K, the spins of Ni order magneti-
cally and form a zig-zag antiferromagnetic pattern fea-
tured as double parallel ferromagnetic chains antiferro-
magnetically coupled within a layer (Fig.1(a)). Spins in
the zig-zag dipolar order are tilted in about 8◦ out of
it [22, 23]. High-resolution spectroscopy methods have
proved spin dynamics in NiPS3 [22, 31], and results from
linear spin-wave theory using a Heisenberg Hamiltonian
with single-ion anisotropies were used to estimate the
magnetic exchange parameters and the nature of the
anisotropy in NiPS3 samples [18, 19, 32]. As a result, a
ferromagnetic nearest-neighbor spin interaction J1 ∼ 2.5
meV and a dominant antiferromagnetic third-neighbor
exchange coupling J3 ∼ 13 meV were found. In addition,
easy plane anisotropy and a small uniaxial component
were required to fit the experimental results, which led to
two low-energy spin wave modes appearing in the spin-
wave spectrum at the Brillouin zone center [23]. The
anisotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian can reproduce the
spin-wave energies but is at odds with the calculated neu-
tron intensities [18, 22, 24, 27, 28, 33]. Furthermore, the

moment magnitude of Ni2+ sites was found ∼ 1.05µB ,
smaller than the expected value ∼ 2µB for the spin-only
moment. This indicates that quantum fluctuations in
NiPS3 play an essential role [22, 23, 25].
Recently, by studying the electron exchange mechanisms
of a microscopic two-band Hubbard model for the Ni
atoms in NiPS3 in the limit of strong Coulomb interac-
tions, one of us derived the effective spin Hamiltonian of
NiPS3 [34]. In bulk samples, the crystal field at Ni sites
causes the 3d orbitals to split into a lower energy triplet
and a doublet, with the triplet fully occupied and the
doublet half-filled. The spin interactions between Ni sites
were derived by studying a superexchange process [35]
mediated by sulfur orbitals [34]. Calculations revealed
a ferromagnetic bilinear nearest-neighbor interaction, a
five times larger bilinear third-nearest neighbor antifer-
romagnetic interaction, and a ferromagnetic biquadratic
spin coupling arising from microscopic grounds in NiPS3.
Main results. Here, we used a generalized spin wave the-
ory (GSWT) [37, 38] to examine quantum fluctuations
and the stability of dipolar spin orders in NiPS3. We
found two double degenerate normal oscillation modes in
the harmonic approximation. The softest branch, from
the single magnon dispersion, is gapless at the k = M
point of the hexagonal first Brillouin zone and aligns with
a peak in the structure factor from spin-spin correlations,
indicating a Goldstone mode [39]. Including a single ion
anisotropy opens a gap in the dispersion and softens the
structure factor. The spin wave branch at higher en-
ergies is gapped, independent of single-ion anisotropies,
and minimal at the corner of the Brillouin zone. Its dis-
persive character is attributed to biquadratic interactions
alone, and it is a fingerprint that could point to hidden
nematic orders in future spectroscopic measurements. By
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of NiPS3 in the zig-zag state. Red and
white arrows denote spins in sublattices A and B, respectively.
δ1, δ2 and δ3 are vectors joining nearest neighbor Ni atoms,
ζ1 = 2δ1, ζ2 = 2δ2 and ζ3 = 2δ3 are the vectors joining third
nearest neighbors. (b) Variational ground states as a function
of J3 for Az = 0 and K1 = 0.05J1 obtained in a cluster of 24
sites with open boundary conditions [36]. Dotted lines show
that the boundaries between phases IS and CS and between
CS and ZZ shift to larger J3 when K1 = 0. Variational states
ZZ, CS, and IS are depicted at the top of the phase diagram.

analyzing the spin wave dispersion, we identified condi-
tions conducive to the instabilities of dipolar magnetic or-
ders in NiPS3. Comparison of the zero-point energy with
ground state energy, in addition to calculations of quan-
tum corrections to the order parameter, suggests that
quantum fluctuations assist in stabilizing the magnetic
order in NiPS3 by a mechanism akin to order by quantum
disorder, which could explain the high Neel temperature
of NiPS3.
Biquadratic interactions In systems with spin S=1, dipo-
lar and quadrupolar magnetic orders are possible [40].
The quadrupolar operator is a tensor with five compo-

nents Qαβ
i = SαSβ + SβSα − 4

3δαβ . Using the identity

Qi · Qj = 2(Si · Sj)2 + Si · Sj − 2/3 the biquadratic in-
teraction can be written in terms of the bilinear inter-
action between quadrupolar operators, yielding the fol-
lowing bilinear-biquadratic effective spin Hamiltonian for
the Ni atoms in NiPS3 [34]:

H = −(J1 −
K1

2
)
∑
<ij>

(Si · Sj) + J3
∑
(ik)

(Si · Sk)

− K1

2

∑
<ij>

(Qi ·Qj)−
∑
i

4

3
K1 (1)

where J1 and J3 denote the first and third nearest neigh-
bor bilinear spin exchange couplings, respectively, and

K1 is the nearest neighbor biquadratic spin exchange.
Spin couplings derived from the microscopic model were
found in the range of experimental and DFT values in
the proportion J3 ∼ 5J1, and a nearest neighbor bi-
quadratic coupling not reported before was found to be
in the range K1 ∈ (0.01J1 − 0.05J1). To study the mag-
netic orders of Eq.1 at T=0 [34], consider the trial ground
state |ψ⟩ = ⊗j |ψj⟩, an entanglement-free direct prod-
uct of arbitrary wavefunctions with spin S=1 at each
site j [13, 41–43]. The single spin state is the super-
position of coherent states |ψj⟩ =

∑
α djα |α⟩, where

dj = uj + ivj is an arbitrary complex vector satisfy-
ing the normalization constraint d∗

j · dj = 1 (phase fix-
ing u · v = 0), and |α⟩ is the time-reversal invariant
basis of the SU(3) fundamental representation for spin
S=1 [43, 44] with α = x, y, z on every site. The spin
operator in this basis is Sα = −i

∑
βγ ϵαβγ |β⟩ ⟨γ| and

the magnetization of the system is defined at each site
as [42] M =

∑
j ⟨ψj |Sj |ψj⟩ = −i

∑
j d

∗
j × dj . In the

relevant space of parameters for bulk NiPS3 [19] sam-
ples, the variational ground state of Eq.1 corresponds to
the zig-zag Neel magnetic order illustrated in Fig.1(a)
[19, 23, 25, 28, 34], where spins tilt out of the lattice
plane. When K1 takes values in the range expected in
actual samples (K1 ≤ 0.1J1), the zig-zag state (ZZ) is the
ground state of the system as long as J3 > 2J1 as shown
in Fig.1(b). In the range 0.5J1 ≲ J3 ≲ 2J1, spins order
in a commensurate spiral phase (CS) [34]. CS evolves
into a twisted state resembling an incommensurate spi-
ral (IS) in the 0.2J1 ≲ J3 ≤ 0.4J1 range. Finally, at
J3 ≲ 0.2J1, the system settles in a ferromagnetic or-
der (F). These variational states prevail when K1 = 0,
but boundaries between ZZ/CS and CS/IS shift to larger
values of J3 as indicated by the vertical dotted lines in
Fig.1(b). The biquadratic coupling primarily forces near-
est neighbor spins to be parallel.
In previous studies, phases ZZ and F were observed in
the classical XY and Heisenberg honeycomb J1−J3 mod-
els by [45] within the respective ranges J3 ≳ 0.4J1 and
J3 ≲ 0.2J1. In both scenarios, a helical phase was iden-
tified in the intermediate range, 0.2J1 ≲ J3 ≲ 0.4J1.
Additionally, this twisted phase was also discovered in
the classical limit of the quantum counterpart S = 1

2 by
[46] using a long-scale renormalization group combined
with an augmented spin wave theory (SWT). In this work
[46], a ferromagnetic phase was found in the quantum
XXZ model in the limits of XY and Heisenberg spins
in the respective ranges J3 ≲ 0.28J1 and J3 ≲ 0.25J1.
In the XY case, the ZZ phase occurred at J3 ≳ 0.5J1
while an Ising zig-zag phase was reported in the range
0.28J1 ≲ J3 ≲ 0.55J1. In the Heisenberg model, ZZ re-
alized at J3 ≳ 0.26J1 while a double zig-zag order was
reported in the range 0.23J1 ≲ J3 ≲ 0.28J1 [46].
In NiPS3, spins are in a triplet state, and the orbital an-
gular momentum is a singlet; thus a small spin-orbit in-
teraction is expected [18, 19, 39]. To determine its effect,
in [34] the term Az

∑
j(S

z
j )

2 was added to Eq.1, where Az

plays the role of the anisotropic coupling [28, 32, 47]. Be-
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FIG. 2. (a) ωy(k) with K1 = 0.05J1, J3 = 5J1 and Az =
0.2J1, 0.5J1, 0.7J1, 0.9J1 in black, cyan, grey and red respec-
tively, (b) ωy(k) with Az = 0.2,K1 = 0.05J1 and J3 =
J1, 3J1, 5J1 in black, cyan and red, respectively. (c) S⇕(k)
with Az = 0.2J1, 0.5J1, 0.7J1, 0.9J1 in black, cyan, blue and
red respectively. Inset: Illustration of the effect of GSWT
in splitting the traditional spin wave dispersion ω0 and the
main roles played by J3 and K1 in each mode. (d) ω⇕(k) with
K1 = 0J1, 0.01J1, 0.03J1, 0.05J1 in red, black, cyan and blue
respectively. (e-f) Landau-Lifshitz approach as implemented
in SU(N)NY. (e) shows ω⇕(k), while (f) presents ωy(k), for
J3 = 5J1,K1 = 0.05J1, A

z = 0.1J1, A
y = −0.005J1.

sides enforcing spins to settle close to the x−y plane, we
found that like K1, A

z shifts the variational boundaries
of Fig.1(b) toward smaller J3 values [34]. Therefore, K1

and Az stabilize variational phases toward smaller values
of J3.
Quantum fluctuations. Quantum fluctuations in S=1
spin systems are accurately described by extending the
local SU(2)-group of local spin rotations, used in the tra-
ditional spin wave theory (SWT), to the SU(3) group
of local unitary transformations as shown in [37]. This
approach has been denoted generalized spin wave the-
ory, or multi-boson SWT [37]. In this framework, the
total number of Schwinger bosons (SB) in every site
is constrained nb =

∑
α a

†
α(j)aα(j) [37, 41, 48, 49].

nb=1 describes S=1 spins [37, 38, 41]. Construction
of the SU(3) generators is based on three independent
pairs of destruction and creation operators [38]. In

terms of these SB, spin, and quadrupole operators are:

Sα
j = −iϵαβγa†β(j)aγ(j), Qαβ

j = 2nb

3 δαβ − a†α(j)aβ(j)−
a†β(j)aα(j). An ordered state of SU(3) spin-coherent
states corresponds to condensing the appropriate boson
in each sublattice. The remaining ones play the role of
the Holstein-Primakoff bosons. The information about
which boson to condense is obtained from the variational
wave function and quantum fluctuations are considered
via a 1/nb expansion. This gives a generalized spin wave
theory, suitable for S=1 systems, where both spin and
quadrupolar waves are accounted for [41].
To construct the variational uniform ZZ state, con-
sider identical on-site wave functions for all spins on
the same sublattice. Single-site wavefunctions in sublat-

tices A and B are |ψ⟩A = cos η1 |x⟩+ i sin η1(sinα1 |y⟩+
cosα1 |z⟩), |ψ⟩B = cos η2 |x⟩ − i sin η2(sinα2 |y⟩ +
cosα2 |z⟩). Such normalized wavefunctions satisfy that
the magnetic moment of sublattices A and B point in op-
posite directions in the plane y−z and the length of spins
is SA = sin (2η1)

2
and SB = sin (2η2)

2
respectively. Min-

imization of the expectation value of Hamiltonian Eq.1
respect to η1 and η2 at J1 = 1, J3 = 5J1,K1 = 0.05J1
yields η1 = η2 = π/4 and α1 = −α2. These states are
fully magnetic states with no (nontrivial) quadrupolar
order and u2 = v2 = 1

2 . Without loss of generality, we
set η = π/4 and α = 0 that corresponds to the zig-zag

Neel state |0⟩A(B)
=

√
2
2 (|x⟩ ± i |z⟩) with fully polarized

spin vectors along the axis ±ŷ, Fig.1(a). We perform a
global rotation in π/4 of ax and Az around ŷ. Rotated SB

a†↑ =
(a†

x+iAz†)√
2

, a↓ = (ax+iAz)√
2

are replaced in expres-

sions for spins and quadrupolar operators, as detailed in
the Supplemental Material [36]. The ZZ ordered state is
set by condensing a↑ in sublattice A and a↓ in sublattice
B. Introducing propagating states on each sublattice via a

Fourier transformation a†µi =
√

2
L

∑
k exp (−ik ·Ri)a

†
µk

where L is the total number of sites in the honeycomb
lattice, and k are vectors in its reduced Brillouin zone
(RBZ), Eq.1 of order O(n2b) becomes

H(2) = H0 +Hy(ay, by) +H⇕(a↓, b↑) (2)

where SB of sublattice A and B are denoted by a and b
respectively andH0 = −2L

[
J1 − K1

2 + 3J3
]
. Hy andH⇕

can be diagonalized independently because there aren’t
coupled terms of the type aya↓. A bosonic Bogoliubov

transformation a† = ud†1 + vd2, b† = ud†2 + vd1, elimi-
nates anomalous pair creation terms in Hy and H⇕, and
in their diagonal form they become

Hyk =
∑

k ωyk

[
d†1yd1y + d†2yd2y

]
+ ωyk − ϵyk (3)

H⇕k =
∑

k ω⇕k

[
d†1↓d1↓ + d†2↑d2↑

]
+ ω⇕k − ϵ⇕k (4)



4

where ωyk =
√
ϵ2yk − λ2yk, ω⇕k =

√
ϵ2⇕k − λ2⇕k and

ϵyk = −4 [J1 −K1] ξ
∥
k + 2 [3J3 + J1 −K1] (5)

λyk = 4 [J1 −K1] ξ
⊥
k − 4J3β

⊥
k (6)

ϵ⇕k = −8K1ξ
∥
k + 12

[
2

3
J1 −K1 + J3

]
(7)

λ⇕k = −4K1ξ
⊥
k (8)

Geometric factors, ξ
∥
k = cos kδ2 + cos kδ3, ξ

⊥
k = cos kδ1,

β⊥
k = cos kζ1+cos kζ2+cos kζ3 couple respectively near-

est neighbor spins in the same sublattice, nearest neigh-
bors in different sublattices and third neighbor spins in
different sublattices, as shown in Fig.1(a). Branches ωyk

and ω⇕k are two-fold degenerate transverse spin waves:
the normal oscillation frequencies of spins in sublattices
A and B. The softest mode ωy, Fig.2(a),(b) corresponds
to spins in the two sublattices precessing in-phase about
the classical axes ±ŷ. ωy originates fluctuations in the
dipolar magnetic order of NiPS3 [36]. It is the dispersion
associated with single-magnon frequencies. GSWT yields
a second mode at higher energies ω⇕, hidden in the usual
Holstein-Primakoff formalism. ω⇕ accounts for the out-
of-phase oscillations of spins in the two sublattices and
corresponds to two-magnon modes due to quadrupolar
fluctuations in NiPS3. When K1 = 0, ω⇕ is a gapped
dispersionless flat mode. Once K1 is turned on, ω⇕ be-
comes dispersive by coupling out-of-phase quantum fluc-
tuations in both sublattices. The two magnons are bound
by K1, and dispersion ω⇕ corresponds to quadrupolar
fluctuations. ωy and ω⇕ can be understood as follows:

β⊥ couples the sublattices by connecting sites in sublat-
tice A with three sites in sublattice B that are related by
C3 symmetry; it is a symmetric sublattice coupling (see
Fig.1(a)). On the contrary, ξ⊥ breaks the C3 point sym-
metry of the honeycomb lattice by coupling sites in dif-
ferent sublattices along one of the three possible axes. As
K1 ≪ J3, J1, low energy fluctuations ωy are dominated
by bilinear terms J1 and J3 respectively, Eqs.5,6. On
the other hand, out-of-phase antisymmetric inter-lattice
couplings from anomalous boson contributions are only
caused by K1. This is illustrated in the inset of Fig.2(c).
In a linear SWT, single magnon states oscillate with the
same frequency ω0 in both sublattices. GSWT couples
transverse fluctuations between sublattices through the
a⇕ SB. As a result, ω0 is split, as illustrated in the inset
of Fig.2(c). When biquadratic interactions are absent,
ω⇕ becomes a flat band whose width ∆⇕ = 4(2J1 +3J3),
Fig.2(d) is associated with the cost of local rotations of
spins in both sublattices.
ωy is minimal and gapless at the M point of the RBZ.
The zero mode from the U(1) symmetry associated with
continuous spin rotations in the ŷ − ẑ plane stands re-
gardless of the value of K1. As K1 gets larger, it shifts
barely ωyk since it slightly rescales the nearest neighbor
exchange J1 −→ J1 −K1.
Inclusion of an single-ion anisotropy [19, 22, 23,

25, 28, 32] in the multi-boson language (Sz
k)

2 =
nb

2

(
a†ykayk + nb

)
adds a constant to ϵyk becoming

ϵ̄yk = ϵyk + 2Az opening a gap at the M point:

ω̄y(M) =
√
4Az(Az − 2J1 + 6J3 + 2K1) as shown in

Fig.2(a). Consequently, single-ion anisotropy and bi-
quadratic interaction leave different signatures in the spin
wave dispersion.
The imaginary part of the spin-spin correlation functions,

S⇕(k, ω) = nbδ(ω − ω̄yk)
√

ϵ̄yk+λyk

ϵ̄yk−λyk
[38, 41] arises from

bosons ay in H(2). Analogously, a↑ and a↓ yield the spin-
spin correlation function Sy(k, ω). Structure factors are
found integrating the frequency out. Figure 2(c) shows
single-magnon spin fluctuations S⇕(k) as a function of
Az for K1 = 0.05J1, J3 = 5J1. The softening of ωy(M)
coincides with peaks in S⇕(k), indicating that the zig-zag
phase is close to another phase, possibly CS, as shown in
(Fig.1(b)). Goldstone theorem [39, 50] indicates that the
peak of S⇕(M) at Az = 0 is rooted in the existence of a
Goldstone mode associated to the global U(1) invariance
at Az = 0.
Stability of dipolar phases and order by quantum fluctua-
tions. The stability of F and ZZ dipolar ordering requires
that the dispersion modes have semi-positive defined fre-
quencies at the Γ and M points, respectively. Instabil-
ity of the ferromagnetic state occurs for ω̄y(Γ) = 0 at
Jc
3 = 1

9 [5(J1 −K1)−Az]. Evaluated at K1 = 0.05J1 and
Az = 0.2J1 we find that the limit of the F phase in NiPS3
occurs at a Jc

3 ∼ 0.5, larger than the variational calcu-
lation, Fig.1b. This is expected as the variational phase
diagram of Fig.1b is computed using Eq.1 (the system
has Heisenberg symmetry), but the GSWT analysis is
performed around a uniform ZZ phase with spins in sub-
lattice A and B pointing along easy axes ±ŷ (the system
has a U(1) symmetry). Instability of the zig-zag state
occurs for ω̄y(M) = 0. This condition is met as long as
Az = 0.
Close to the M point, and for small values of K1,
ω̄y(k −→ M) ∼ vy|k −M|, with magnon velocity vy ∼
2
√
3(J1−K1)

Az

√
Az(Az − 2J1 + 6J3 + 2K1). The structure

factor scales as S⇕(k −→ M) ∼ χyvy|k − M|, where

χy = − 1
2Az is the mean field susceptibility. The dis-

persion associated with the two-magnon fluctuations at
M scales linear with k too, with the velocity of two-
magnon mode proportional to biquadratic interactions
v⇕(M) ∼ 4K1

√
3. The mean field susceptibility in this

case becomes χ⇕ = −
√
3

24(2J1+3J3)
. In the long wave limit,

we find that ω⇕ ∼ k2

2m⇕
have a quadratic dispersion,

where m⇕ ∼ 1/4K1 is the effective mass of the two-
magnon excitation.
The comparison of the zero point energy due to quantum
fluctuations ZPE = ωyk +ω⇕k − [ϵyk + ϵ⇕k] [39, 41] with
the energy of the ground state E0 = ⟨0|H |0⟩ allows to
weight the relevance of quantum fluctuations in NiPS3.

In Figure 4(a) we show that ZPE of |ψ⟩A,B
at α1 = −α2

is minimum when the system is in the zig-zag state,
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η1 = η2 = π/4, in the relevant range of spin couplings for
NiPS3, J3 = 5J1 and K1 = 0.05J1. Figures 4(b,c) show
that while biquadratic and single-ion anisotropy terms
have a minor effect suppressing quantum fluctuations on
the zig-zag state of NiPS3, J3 plays a major role, re-
ducing the ground state energy E0 of the zig-zag state
and thus stabilizing this phase. Sublattice magnetiza-

tion in the zig-zag state are SA = L
2 −

∑
m,k a

†
mkamk,

and SB = −L
2 +

∑
m,k b

†
mkbmk. The order parameter of

the ZZ phase is the staggered magnetization ms. Quan-
tum fluctuations reduce ms from its classical value to

mq
s ∼ 1 − 1

2L

∑
k

[
1√

1−(λyk/ϵyk)
2
+ 1

]
[25, 37, 39, 41].

Figure 4(d) shows mq
s as a function of J3. We note that

for J3 < J1, (at K1 = 0.05J1) m
q
s depicts a sudden drop.

Finding a divergent spin reduction shows that the long-
range zig-zag order is unstable for this range of J3 in
agreement with the phase diagram of Fig.1(b). This is
not the case for the classical system nor the S = 1/2 case
for which the zig-zag order has been shown to persist for
J3 < J1 [45, 46].

FIG. 3. Inelastic neutron scattering spectrum simulated by
SU(N)NY, for J3 = 5J1,K1 = 0.05J1, A

z = 0.1J1, A
y =

−0.005J1.

Numerical Results. To compare directly with neutron
scattering experiments [25] we used the generalized spin
wave package SU(N)NY software suite [51] calculating
SU(3) (S = 1) Landau-Lifshitz dynamics [52] on a
[1 − 10; 110; 001] supercell. Figs. 2 (e-f) show the
band structure for (e) ω⇕(k) and (f) ωy(k) when J3 =
5J1,K1 = 0.05J1, A

z = 0.1J1, A
y = −0.005J1, where the

weakly dispersive character of ω⇕(k) is apparent. Fig 3
shows the calculated inelastic neutron scattering spec-
trum for the same set of parameters. The spectrum thus
obtained is in good accordance with the experimental re-
sults of ref. [25]. The distinctive band ω⇕(k) is not visible
in the scattering data along this specific high-symmetry
direction. Further experiments probing the dispersion of
this upper band along other directions could give a def-
inite and quantitative answer regarding the presence of
biquadratic interactions.

Discussion In NiPS3, a honeycomb quantum spin
system, not only dipolar magnetic orders but also
quadrupolar states could be observed. This is because
the Ni2+ ions in NiPS3 have spin S = 1. The low energy
excitations in this system are waves of the local order

FIG. 4. (a) ZPE per site as a function of η1 and η2 at K1 =
0.05J1, J3 = 5J1. ZZ state corresponds to η1 = η2 = π/4
(b) ZPE as a function of J3 for K1 = 0.05J1 and Az = 0
in black is compared to the ground state energy in cyan. (c)
ZPE as a function of K1 (cyan) and Az (black). (d) Staggered
magnetization after quantum corrections mq

s as a function of
J3 for K=0.05J1, A

z = 0 compared to the ideal value ms = 1
in green.

parameter that fluctuate in the SU(3) space of unitary
transformations of the local spin. Considering this, we
used a generalized version of the spin wave theory to
analyze quantum fluctuations around the ZZ state in
NiPS3.
The single-magnon mode at the lowest energy features
a Goldstone mode at the corner of the RBZ, which
disappears with finite values of a single-ion anisotropy,
which breaks the U(1) global symmetry. Consequently,
without anisotropy, the ZZ phase is unstable relative
to other possible magnetic orders. Quadrupolar fluc-
tuations correspond to the highest energy mode at the
harmonic level in GSWT. We found that the dispersive
character of this two-magnon state relies on biquadratic
interactions, while bilinear spin interactions dominate
the bandwidth.
Close to the M point, the single-magnon dispersion
scales linearly with k with a magnon velocity that de-
pends on all spin couplings and decays with anisotropy
as ∼ (Az)−1/2. The mean field susceptibility is negative
and decreases as ∼ (Az)−1.
GSWT predicts that the zig-zag phase is unstable in
the absence of Az, indicating that quantum fluctuations
help to stabilize the zig-zag order in samples of NiPS3.
This scenario is consistent with the zero point energy
being smaller than the ground state energy at J3 > J1.
Quantum effects are also evident in reducing the stag-
gered magnetization from its classical value. The further
reduction when J3 ≲ J1 indicates that the long-range
zig-zag order is unstable within this range of J3.
We conclude our work with three messages. 1) Besides
the lowest energy mode already found in spectroscopic
experiments, another mode associated with quadrupolar
fluctuations is part of the spectrum of the spin fluctua-
tions in NiPS3 at frequencies twice as large and remains
to be found. 2) If the high energy mode is dispersive in
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experiments, this is a sign that biquadratic interactions
in the system are sizable in the material [53]. 3) The
zig-zag phase is close to a spiral phase, which should
coexist with some quadrupolar state. One possible way
to engineer this scenario is to modify J3 using chemical
substitution [47], which has proven an effective tool for
tuning exchange constants. This could shed light on the
nature of the dipolar and quadrupolar orders in bilayers
and monolayers of NiPS3.
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