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We propose a model with Weyl magnons and weak topological magnons (Z2) in a collinear al-
termagnet on the honeycomb lattice. Altermagnetic magnon bands can be realized by breaking
the symmetry of the second nearest neighbor exchange couplings without the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
(DM) interaction. Besides the Chern number and Z2 invariant, chirality is important to describe
the band topology. The model shows the nonzero magnon Nernst effect for both the strong and
weak topological phases when a longitudinal temperature gradient exists. Furthermore, we find the
orbital angular momentum induced purely by the topology of magnons, which can be probed by the
Einstein-de Haas effect.

Introduction.- Magnons have been shown to facilitate
spin transport with low-energy consumption[1, 2], which
make them highly promising for the development of next-
generation spintronic devices[3, 4]. Requiring low power,
topological magnons can potentially be operated at ultra-
high speeds in the context of the magnon Hall effect
and the spin Nernst effect (SNE)[5, 6]. As two opposite
copies of the magnon Hall effect for each spin species,
the SNE provides valuable insights for understanding
and manipulating magnon transport and related magnon
dynamics[7, 8]. In geometrically frustrated honeycomb
lattice, Ba3CuSb2O9 gives rise to the magnon Hall effect
in the absence of of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction
(DMI)[9–11], which highlights the complex magnetic or-
dering and unique spin excitations in this material rather
than the typically DMI-induced Berry phase[12]. The
magnon SNE and Berry curvature can be realized by the
Heisenberg exchanges and the altermagnetic geometry.
We investigate the magnon SNE in a honeycomb alter-
magnet and calculate the topological angular momentum
of magnons manifesting even without the DMI.

In collinear altermagnets, magnons exhibit unique
topological responses with symmetry-compensated zero
net magnetization[13, 14]. Under the combined symme-
try of mirror and time reversal[15], the altermagnets pro-
vide another mechanism to split the degenerate magnon
bands distinct from DMI[16, 17]. The chiral edge modes
contribute the transverse spin current suggesting that
the altermagnets can potentially be used as effective
spin generators for both spin orientations in the same
device[18–20]. Recently, the altermagnetic metal RuO2

maintaining non-degenerate chirality predicts valuable
insights into the transport properties of the topological
magnon current[21].

The classical Einstein-de Haas (EdH) effect encom-
passes the transfer of angular momentum based on the
concept of conservation of angular momentum and its
subsequent conversion into rotational kinetic energy [22].
The revelation of gyromagnetism has unveiled that the

FIG. 1. (a) Altermagnet on the honeycomb lattice in mag-
netic Neél order with shaded region that represent the unit
cell. (b) Brillouin zones (BZ) for the lattice (grey) and mag-
netic structure (green). (c) Schematics of the spin Nernst
effect inducing magnon currents in transverse direction. (d)
Magnon spin and angular momentum consisting of left-hand
(red) chirality and right-hand (green) chirality.

source of magnetism stems from the inherent angular mo-
mentum possessed by electrons [23, 24]. Thus, the EdH
effect offers a more precise means of accurately measur-
ing the rotational motion by determining the gyromag-
netic ratio [25–27]. Thus, the presence of Berry curvature
can be seen as an equivalent magnetic field in momen-
tum space[28–30]. Triggered by altermagnetic magnons,
we demonstrate the EdH effect on the honeycomb al-
termagnets via theoretically calculating the differential
gyromagnetic ratios.

In this Letter, we study the topological magnons in
collinear honeycomb altermagnet. The manifestation of
topological EdH effect occurs attributed to the presence
of nontrivial chiral spin textures[31, 32]. We provide
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram of magnons in the (J ′
2/J2, δ) plane.

Weyl magnons and weak topological magnons are separated
by J ′

2/J2 = 1. In the weak topological magnon phase, the
magnon bands show chiral nodal lines indicated by the circle
arrows and red/green color. The inset shows the magnon
currents along the opposite chiral edge modes.

theoretical investigation on the finite Hall response for
further understanding the transport mechanisms[33–35],
which provides a new way towards the high-speed and
altermagnetic spintronic devices[36–38].

Model and method.- We construct a Heisenberg model
on the honeycomb lattice with the Neél order shown in
Fig. 1

H = J1
∑
⟨mn⟩

Sm · Sn − (J2, J
′
2 ± δ, J ′′

2 )
∑

⟨⟨mn⟩⟩

Sm · Sn,

(1)

where J1>0 is the nearest neighbor coupling and J2, J
′
2±

δ and J ′′
2>0 represent three types of next-nearest neigh-

bor couplings, which host the altermagnetic magnon
bands via breaking the symmetry of sublattices.

Using the Fourier transform, we find the kernal matrix
H =

∑
k ψ

†
kHkψk with

Hk = Sσ0 ⊗ (h0τ0 − f1(k)τ+ − f†1 (k)τ−)

− Sσ+ ⊗ (f2(k)τ+ + f†2 (k)τ− + gχ(k)τ
0
+ + gχ(k)τ

0
−)

− Sσ− ⊗ (f2(k)τ+ + f†2 (k)τ− + g†χ(k)τ
0
+ + g†χ(k)τ

0
−).

(2)

Here χ=⟨0|ΨkS
zΨ†

k|0⟩=±1 denotes the left(righ)-hand
chirality of magnon bands as shown in the subfigure (c)
and (d) of Fig. 1. The σ (spin part) and τ (chirality part)
are identity matrix and Pauli matrices, σ±=

1
2 (σx ± iσy)

and σ0
±=

1
2 (σ0±σz). Preserving the bosonic commutation

relation U†(σ0 ⊗ τz)U =σ0 ⊗ τz, we introduce a para-

unitary matrix U to diagonalize the Hamiltonian Hk

U ≡ σ0 ⊗
[

cosh ϑ
2 − sinh ϑ

2 e
−iφ

− sinh ϑ
2 e

iφ cosh ϑ
2

]
+ σ+ ⊗

[
cosh θ

2e
iζ − sinh θ

2e
−iϕ

− sinh θ
2e

iϕ cosh θ
2e

iζ

]
+ σ− ⊗

[
cosh θ

2e
−iζ − sinh θ

2e
−iϕ

− sinh θ
2e

iϕ cosh θ
2e

−iζ

]
.

(3)

The magnon bands of the model can be obtained ana-
lytically as

ℏω±
χ = S

√
Λ(k)± λ(k), (4)

where the +(−) sign corresponds to the acoustical (op-
tical) branch, Λ(k) and λ(k) are related functions con-
structed by h0, f1(k), f2(k) and gχ(k), where typical
energy bands are shown in Fig. 2.

Using a hyperbolic parameterization l and ℓ for
Eq. (4), we can rewrite the magnon bands as ℏω±

χ=√
l2 + ℓ2 ± 2lℓ(cosh θ coshϑ+ sinh θ sinhϑ cos (ϕ− φ)),

where gχ(k)=l cosh θe
iζ . Around the linear band cross-

ings (Weyl points), the topological dynamics can be
obtained by taking the Berry curvature that gives rise
to a transverse motion of the magnon wave packet

Ωn =− Im
〈
∇Ψk| × (σ0 ⊗ τz)|∇Ψk

〉
=
sinh θ

2
∇θ ×∇ϕ+

sinhϑ

2
∇ϑ× (∇φ+∇ζ).

(5)

At the time-reversal-invariant momenta points Γi,
Hamiltonian satisfies the inversion symmetry RUHk-
UH−kR=0, where R is the inversion operator de-
fined as σ0⊗(τ+ + τ−). The corresponding eigen-
values of R are ξn(Γi) and the eigenvectors of
σ0 ⊗ τzHk are Ψ†(Γi)=[cosh θ

2 (Γi),− sinh θ
2 (Γi)e

−iϕ(Γi),

− cosh ϑ
2 (Γi)e

iχ,− sinh ϑ
2 (Γi)e

−iφ(Γi)]. Hence, the topo-
logical protection for the weak topology is characterized
by (−1)νn=

∏
n ξn(Γi).

We further analyze the combined symmetry of R and
the pseudo-time-reversal operator T =σz⊗iτyK, where K
denotes the complex conjugate operator. Taking into ac-
count this combined symmetry, a more practical form of
νn is given by the Z2 invariant.

νn =
1

2π

[
Υn −

∫∫
HalfBZ

dkxdkyΩn

]
mod2, (6)

where Υn is the Berry phase of the nth band, and Ωn is
the corresponding Berry curvature.

Weyl magnons and weak topology.- For the J ′
2<J2 case

with finite δ, the mirror symmetryMx and rotation sym-
metry C6v are broken. Pairs of Weyl points emerge

at Wχ=( χ√
3
arccos η,χ3 arccos η) with η=

−J2
1+2h0J

′
2

J2
1−2h0J2

along

the high symmetry axis Γ-M as shown in the subfigure
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FIG. 3. Weyl magnons with J1=1. (a), (b), (c) are the chiral
edge modes, DOS D(ω), product density Ω(ω)D(ω) and an-
gular momentum product density Lself (ω)D(ω) for J ′

2=0.8,
δ=0.4 and J ′′

2 =0.2 respectively. (d), (e), (f) are the same
quantities for J ′

2=0.8, δ=−0.4 and J ′′
2 =0.2. The insets show

the magnon Berry curvature at the two weyl points.

(b) of Fig. 1. The Weyl magnons are given with the
related functions

Λ(k) = h20 − f1(k)f
†
1 (k) + gχ(k)g

†
χ(k)− f2(k)f

†
2 (k),

λ(k) =
√
λ21(k) + λ2(k),

(7)

where λ1(k)=f1(k)f
†
2 (k)+f2(k)f

†
1 (k)+2h0Regχ(k), and

λ2(k)=4Img2χ(k)[h
2
0−f2(k)f

†
2 (k)]. With the crossings re-

siding at the λ1(k)=0, we construct the effective Hamil-
tonian by introducing the projection operator P=U(σ0⊗
τz)(U)†(σ0⊗τz)=(σ0⊗τz)U(σ0⊗τz)(U)†. In the vicinity
of Wχ, we expand the eigenvectors to the first order and
project the Bose BdG Hamiltonian into the subspace.

Hq =

∫
dqΨ†

q

[
H

Wχ

eff 0

0 H
Wχ

eff

]
Ψq

H
Wχ

eff =
√
EWχσ0 + vyqxσy ± vxqyσx ±

∆Wχ

2
σz,

(8)

where EWχ
=h20−3J2

1 −2J2
1η+

4(J2−J′
2)

2J4
1

(J2
1−2h0J2)2

, vx and vy are

the anisotropic velocities of magnons at the weyl points,
where the specific form can be found in Appendix A.

We introduce the J ′′
2 term as an operator

M=σ0
+⊗(M(k)σ0) to create the mass of Weyl magnons.

M(k)=2J ′′
2

[
1−cos(k · a1+k · a2)+sin(k · a1+k · a2)

]
is the staggered coupling strength generating the topo-
logical gap ∆Wχ

. Thus the Berry connection is modified

FIG. 4. Weak topological magnons with J1=1. (a) Berry
curvatures of the acoustical (optical) magnon bands with dif-
ferent chiralities. (b) The magnon spin Nerst conductivity
as a distribution of temperature and δ. (c) Topological edge
modes of the finite ribbon geometry with J ′

2=1.2 and δ=0.4.
(d) TheD(ω), Ω(ω)D(ω) and Lself (ω)D(ω) for the right-hand
chirality, where the two von Hove singularities are marked.

with M operator as i[(σ0 ⊗ τz)MU† (σ0 ⊗ τz)∇U ], and
the M-Berry curvature is defined as

Ωn =
dq · [∂qxdq × ∂qydq]

|dq|3
(9)

where dq=vxqx+vyqy+
∆Wχ

2 qz and Ωn=
∆Wχ

2(vxvy)
3
2
. Here,

the effective mass m∗ of Weyl magnons is described by
the quadratic dispersion in the vicinity of energy valleys
ω±
Wχ

(q)≈
√
EWχ

± cωq2 (see Appendix A). As shown in
Fig. 3, the Berry curvature is of the monopole type lo-
cated at the Weyl points with the topological charge χ.
The chiral edge state crossings are switched to ky=0 and
ky=π indicating the sign change of δ.
By contrast, the δ term opens a finite gap in weak

topological phase when J ′
2>J2 as shown in Fig. 2.

We further observe the annihilation of pairs of Weyl
points and the nodal-lines touch at the M point form-
ing a phase boundary when the condition J ′

2=J2 is
satisfied. The gap ∆δ is S

√
Λδ + λδ−S

√
Λδ − λδ with

Λδ=h
2
0 − 3J2

1 − 2J2
1

|η| +
4(J2−J′

2)
2J4

1

η2(J2
1−2h0J2)2

+ 4δ2(η2−1)
η2 and

λδ=
2δ
√

η2−1

|η|

√
h20 − 2

J2
1 (η+1)

η . The symmetry is charac-

terized by a Z2 invariant in the absence of the M opera-
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tor, whereas the δ term can not break the the mirror sym-
metryMx. Although the combined symmetry forbids the
δ-gapped topology to have a nonzero Chern number, the
Berry curvature can be nontrivial around the δ-induced
topological gap with νn=1(see Fig. 4).

Topological responses.- Since the chiral magnons are
completely decoupled, we obtain the magnon Hall current
induced by temperature gradient ∇T [7].

JT
χ =z×∇T

∑
n,k

c1[nB(k)]χΩn(k),

=ςχz×∇T,
(10)

where c1[x]=(1 + x) ln(1 + x)-x lnx, and nB(k) is
the Bose-Einstein distribution. In the weak topo-
logical phase, an analytic estimate of the current
conductivity at low temperatures is obtained as
ςχ=

∑
n

∫
dωc1[nB(ω)]χΩn(ω), where

∑
nc1[nB(ω)] is ap-

proximated as cδ=
∆+−∆−

2 sinh

√
Λδ+λδ
2kBT sinh

√
Λδ−λδ
2kBT

(details of ∆+

and ∆− are given in Appendix A). In the limit of J ′′
2≪J1,

the approximate expression of ςχ generated by the M op-
erator of each Weyl point is given by

ςχ =ℏ
∑
n

∫ √
EWχ

√
EWχ−cωq2

dωD(ω)χΩχ(ω)nB(ω)

≃
vxvy∆Wχ

2π
cωc∆Wχ

q2,

(11)

where D(ω) is the density of magnons, and

c∆Wχ
=

sinh
∆Wχ
2kBT

− cosh

√
EWχ

kBT +cosh
∆Wχ
2kBT

. We plot numerical

results for the temperature and the δ strength depen-
dence of the magnon Nernst conductivities in Fig. 4.
The Berry curvature flips sign across two von Hove
singularities in the DOS reflecting different chirality of
magnon nodal lines.

Considering the validity of the semiclassical approach,
the response of the topological angular momentum can
be derived via the particle self-rotation operator and the
current operator L=Lself+Ledge[39, 40].

Lself = m∗Im
∑
n,k

〈
⟨∇Ψk|

nB
2kB

(ωnk −H)χ|∇Ψk

〉
⟩,

Ledge = m∗Im
∑
n,k

〈
⟨∇Ψk|

[
Tc1(nB)−

nBωnk

kB

]
χ|∇Ψk

〉
⟩

(12)

Defining the sublattice magnetization S↑=-S↓= Sz, we

obtain the effective magnetic moment m=S-⟨Ψ†
kΨk⟩=S-∑

n,k nB(ωnk). To describe the EdH effect of topologi-
cal magnons, we use the differential gyromagnetic ratios

γ∗self=
∂Lself/∂T
∂(S−m)/∂T and γ∗edge=

∂Ledge/∂T
∂(S−m)/∂T to represent the

FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the differential gyro-
magnetic ratio on the altermagnetic magnons with J1=1 and
J2=0.8. Parameter choices are δ=0.4, 0.6 for J ′′

2 =0.04, 0.06
when J ′

2=0.8 respectively, and δ=0.4 for weak topological
phase as J ′

2=1.2.

pure geometric effect. They are calculated as

γ∗edge =m
∗
∑

n

∫
dω

(
TD(ω)− ω

)
nB(ω)χΩχ(ω)/∂T∑

n

∫
dωnB(ω)/∂T

,

γ∗self =m∗
∑

n

∫
dωnB(ω)χLself (ω)∑
n

∫
dωnB(ω)/∂T

.

(13)

Numerical calculations of the differential gyromagnetic
ratios are shown in Fig. 5. The whole bands contribute in
additive way to the differential gyromagnetic ratio, which
results in a much larger EdH effect[41, 42]. The high-
energy edge states due to M operator are chiral and are
protected by the finite Chern number because of the non-
trivial topology of the bulk magnons. These edge states
are also expected to contribute to SNE conductivity in
the finite geometry[43, 44].
Conclusion.- In summary, we have proposed a funda-

mental framework of chirality-driven magnon transport
in a honeycomb altermagnet. By focusing on the weyl
crossing, we have revealed that the interplay between
the collinear altermagnet and the magnon Berry cur-
vature results in a spin Hall current without the tradi-
tional DMI. The symmetry breaking of the second near-
est neighbor exchange couplings are used to introduce
Weyl magnons and Z2 topological magnons. A magnon
Nernst effect exists in both the strong and weak topolog-
ical phases. Finally we show that the model has a pure
topological EdH effect, which can be used for mechan-
ical detection and manipulation of the magnetic angu-
lar momentum in 2D altermagnets. Our study provides
a new way to realize altermagnetic magnons and works
as a building block for more sophisticated altermagnetic
spintronics.
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Appendix A: Magnon dynamics

We use the Holstein-Primakoff (HP) representation to
study the magnetic excitations of the model and set the
length of the primitive vectors to be unity. The origi-
nal spin Hamiltonian can be mapped to a bosonic model
following the HP transformation:

S+
mα =

√
2S − α†

mαmαm,S
−
mα = α†

m

√
2S − α†

mαm,

S+
mβ = β†

m

√
2S − β†

mβm,S
−
mβ =

√
2S − β†

mβmβm,

Sz
mα = S − α†

mαm,S
z
mβ = β†

mβm − S.

(A-1)

where α†
m(αm) is the bosonic magnon creation (annihi-

lation) operator at site m. Subsequently, we perform the
Fourier transformation using the definition

α†
k =

1√
N

∑
m

eik·Rmα†
m. (A-2)

Thus, the Hamiltonian is given in the reciprocal space by

H =
∑
k

ψ†
kH(k)ψk, (A-3)
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where ψ†
k≡[α†

1,k, β2,−k, α
†
3,k, β4,−k] expressing the Hamil-

tonian in the Nambu basis

Hk = S

[
Ak Bk

B†
k(k) Ak

]
, (A-4)

with Ak is hermitian[
h0 f1(k)

f†1 (k) h0

]
, (A-5)

and Bk is normal [
gχ(k) f2(k)
f2(k) gχ(k)

]
. (A-6)

With the lattice vectors given by a1=(
√
3
2 ,

−1
2 )a

and a2=(
√
3
2 ,

1
2 )a, we use h0=3J1+2J2+2J ′

2, f1(k)

=J1e
ik·(−a1+a2), f2(k)=J1e

−ik·a1+J1e
ik·a2 . We

introduce the unitary matrix U that can diagonal-
ize A, B and consequently D≡A2 − B†B. The
chirality of magnon bands depend on g1(k)=2J2
cos(−k · a1+2k · a2)+2J ′

2 cos(2k · a1−k · a2)−2iδ
sin(2k · a1−k · a2) and g−1(k)=2J2 cos(2k · a1−k · a2)
+2J ′

2 cos(−k · a1+2k · a2)−2iδsin(−k · a1+2k · a2).

The column µα of such a unitary matrix U
construct the general Bogoliubov wave func-

tions Ψ1,α≡C1,α

[
(A+ ωαI)µα

−B†µα

]
≡
[
U1,α

V1,α

]
and

Ψ3,α≡C3,α

[
−Bµα

(A+ ωαI)µα

]
≡
[
U3,α

V3,α

]
of the α-mode,

where ω2
α and ω2

β are also the corresponding eigen-
values of the matrix D. The para-unitary matrix
U enables h0=ℓcoshϑ, f1(k)=ℓsinhϑe

−iφ, f2(k)=
l sinh θe−iϕand gχ(k)=l cosh θe

iζ . The magnon op-
erators Ψk=Uψk satisfy the generalized orthonormal
condition ⟨⟨Ψm|Ψn⟩⟩=Ψ†

m(σ0 ⊗ τz) Ψn. We rewrite our
Hamiltonian in (kx, y) space along the y direction.

α†
ky =

1√
Nx

∑
m

eikRm·exα†
my,

β†
ky =

1√
Nx

∑
m

eikRm·exβ†
my.

(A-7)

For the anisotropic edge modes, we also give the Hamil-
tonian for (x, ky) space

α†
kx =

1√
Ny

∑
m

eikRm·eyα†
mx,

β†
kx =

1√
Ny

∑
m

eikRm·eyβ†
mx,

(A-8)

where y or x runs from i1 to 4(W -1)+i1 (i1={1, 2, 3, 4})
and W denotes the number of periodic 1D chains. We
can replace kx or ky by k. The formalism for calculating

the band structure of the ribbon geometry is a 4W ×4W
matrix-form Hamiltonian which is given by

H =
∑
k

ψ†
kH(k)ψk. (A-9)

The Hamiltonian matrix can be written as

H(k) =



G1(k) F (k)† 0 · · · 0

F (k) G(k) F (k)†
. . .

...

0 F (k)
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . . F (k)†

0 · · · 0 F (k) G2(k)


, (A-10)

where G(k), G1(k), G2(k) and F (k) are 4×4 matrices
with zigzag edge states along the kx direction and arm-
chair edge states along the ky direction. We choose
W=20 to ensure that the results are convergent with W .
To calculate the transport properties of magnons, we in-
troduce the retarded and advanced Green’s functions.

GR(r, r′) =
∑
k,n

ψ†
k,n(r

′)ψk,n(r)

ω + iη −H
,

GA(r, r′) = [GR(r, r′)]†,

(A-11)

where η is a positive infinitesimal, ω is the excitation
energy, r and r′ represent excitation and response re-
spectively. The spectral representation of the Green’s
function and the magnon DOS can be written as

A(ω) =
∑
k,n

ψk,n(r)ψ
†
k,n(r

′)
2η

(ω −H)2 + η2
,

D(ω) =
ℏTr

[
A(ω)

]
2π

.

(A-12)

Appendix B: Topological band structure

We derive the Berry connection An=i[(σ0 ⊗ τz)U
†

(σ0⊗τz)∇U ], which is related to the redefined inner prod-
uct of BdG Hamiltonian ⟨⟨Ψm|Ψn⟩⟩. Enabling a more
practical form i(σ0⊗τz)nn

∑
m(σ0⊗τz)mm⟨⟨∇Ψn|Ψm⟩⟩×

⟨⟨Ψm|∇Ψn⟩⟩ of Berry curvature Ωn=∇×An.

Ωn =i(σ0 ⊗ τz)nn
∑
m ̸=n

(σ0 ⊗ τz)mm

⟨Ψn|∇Hk|Ψm⟩ × ⟨Ψm|∇Hk|Ψn⟩
(En − Em)2

.

(B-1)

We calculate the Berry phase of half
Brillouin zone that is given by Υn=Im
ln[⟨⟨Ψn(R0)|Ψn(R1)⟩⟩...⟨⟨Ψn(RN−1)|Ψ0(R1)⟩⟩] via
the Wilson loop method.
In weak topological phase, the transverse current is un-

derstood as a consequence of the presence of chiral edge
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states induced by the δ term. We derive the magnon Hall
conductivity from

∑
nc1[nB(ω)] by the approximation as

1

e

√
Λδ+λδ
2kBT − 1

− 1

e

√
Λδ−λδ
2kBT − 1

=
∆+ −∆−

2 sinh
√
Λδ+λδ

2kBT sinh
√
Λδ−λδ

2kBT

,

(B-2)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the tem-
perature. Thus, we derive ∆+ and ∆− to highlight the
differences in altermagnetic magnons

∆+ =(1 +
√

Λδ + λδ) sinh

√
Λδ − λδ

2kBT
cosh

√
Λδ + λδ

2kBT
,

∆− =(1 +
√

Λδ − λδ) sinh

√
Λδ + λδ

2kBT
cosh

√
Λδ − λδ

2kBT
.

(B-3)

We choose the lattice constant a=0.1nm as the typical
layer spacing for practical calculation. Considering the
thermal fluctuation, we calculate the deviation of sublat-
tice magnetization from the saturation value

∆m = S − ⟨Sz
m⟩ = ⟨ψ†

mψm⟩ =
∑
n,k

nB(n,k). (B-4)

The Curie temperature Tc is determined by ∆m (Tc)=S.
The density of M operator written in real space,

M(r)= 1
2Ψ

†
rMΨr, satisfies the commutation relation

Mσ0 ⊗ τzH-Hσ0 ⊗ τzM=0. We obtain the location of

Weyl points as the zero points of the function λ1(k) along
the high symmetry axis Γ-M± shown in Fig. 1

λ1(k) = 2(J2
1 − 6J1J2 − 4J2J

′
2 − 4J2

2 ) cos(−k · a1 + 2k · a2)

+ 2(J2
1 − 6J1J

′
2 − 4J2J

′
2 − 4J ′2

2 ) cos(2k · a1 − k · a2).

(B-5)

The orbital motion of a magnon wave packet is defined
as the topological angular momentum without a mass
term ⟨r × v⟩, where vx=

√
3v0, vy=3v0, and

v0 =
[
4(J2J

′
2 + J2

2η)− J2
1

]√
1− η2

+2
√

(J2
1 − h0J2)2(1− η2) + δ2(h2

0 − 2J2
1 − 2J2

1η).
(B-6)

We calculate the angular momentum of topological
magnons along the integral form of ω by summing the
edge current and the self-rotation of magnon wave packet

Lself = m∗
∑
n

∫
dωnB(ω)χLself (ω),

Ledge = m∗
∑
n

∫
dω

(
TD(ω)− ω

)
nB(ω)χΩχ(ω).

(B-7)

In Fig. 5, we have focused on the interplay between
the magnon altermagnet and the Berry curvature, which
have opposite signs between the two Weyl points, result-
ing in an intrinsic magnon spin Hall current.
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