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Inspired by recent observations of the 1/3 magnetization plateau in kagome-based magnets, we
investigate the J1 − J2 Heisenberg model on the kagome lattice under the influence of an external
magnetic field. Although the classical ground state at zero field depends on the sign of J2, we find
a robust 1/3 semiclassical magnetization plateau in both cases. The mechanism that stabilizes this
plateau is analogous to that observed in the triangular lattice, where quantum fluctuations select
a collinear state from the degenerate classical manifold. We calculate the plateau width, which
shows a weak dependence on J2, using nonlinear spin-wave theory. Additionally, we find that a
straightforward approach based on linear spin-wave yields quantitatively accurate results even for
S = 1/2. Furthermore, we identify a magnetization jump at the saturation field when J2 = 0; this
jump is related to the presence of a flat band and disappears for J2 ̸= 0. Our study demonstrates
that a semiclassical approach effectively captures the 1/3 plateau in the kagome lattice and serves
as a valuable tool for interpreting experimental and numerical results alike.

I. INTRODUCTION

Frustrated quantum magnets have long served as a fer-
tile ground for discovering exotic phases of matter, where
the delicate interplay of competing interactions, geomet-
ric frustration, and quantum fluctuations can destabilize
conventional magnetic order, giving rise to novel mag-
netic states [1]. Over the last three decades, both theo-
retical and experimental research have explored the be-
havior of frustrated magnetic insulators under external
magnetic fields. Due to frustration-enhanced quantum
fluctuations, these systems often exhibit anomalies in
their magnetization curves. A significant feature in this
context is the emergence of magnetization plateaus —
regions where the magnetization m remains fixed at a ra-
tional fraction of its saturation value over a finite range
of magnetic fields [2–6], in manifestation of the order by
disorder phenomena [7–9].

The kagome Heisenberg antiferromagnet is an ideal
model system for exploring the novel effects of frustra-
tion. Already in the classical limit, S → ∞, where S is
the spin size, its behavior is non-trivial, as no long-range
order is present even at T → 0. For the opposite limit
of S = 1/2, its ground state is widely believed to be a
quantum spin liquid (QSL). Studying the different states
emerging as a function of S increases our understanding
of how quantum behavior emerges or fades in interacting
systems, potentially guiding the discovery of new exotic
quantum phases and materials [10–22]. In the presence
of an external magnetic field, the system with S = 1/2
shows an interesting evolution of phases. At low fields,
first 1/9 magnetization plateau emerges out of the mag-
netically disordered state [23–26], followed then by a
1/3 plateau [23, 24, 27, 28]. At the saturation field, a
macroscopic magnetization jump occurs, consistent with
a picture of non-interacting magnons [29, 30]. Notably,
the 1/3 plateau is present for all values of S [24, 31–
33] as well as in the presence of perturbations [34], and
it has been experimentally observed in several kagome-
based materials [35–42].

Motivated by the robustness of the 1/3 plateau, we
present here a comprehensive theoretical study of the
spin-S J1 − J2 Heisenberg model on the kagome lattice
in the presence of an external field, combining analytical
arguments, classical Monte Carlo simulations, and spin-
wave theory. Our motivation is to investigate the effects
of perturbations to the nearest-neighbor model, which
are inevitably present in real materials, and that might
drastically alter the nature of both the ground state and
the magnetization process. While the nearest-neighbor
model (J2 = 0) is well-known for its quantum disor-
dered ground state, the introduction of a next-nearest-
neighbor coupling J2 stabilizes ordered phases at zero
field that evolve continuously into the 1/3 plateau under
an applied magnetic field, similar to what is observed in
the triangular lattice. We find that the extent of this
plateau exhibits a striking robustness against variations
in J2 [34]. For J2 = 0, we also encounter a magnetization
jump at the transition to the polarized phase for finite
S. This jump, however, is unstable for J2 ̸= 0. Our
findings reveal how frustration and competing exchange
interactions conspire to sustain the 1/3 plateau, adding
a semiclassical perspective for this phase.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
introduce the J1-J2 Heisenberg model and analyze its
classical ground-state phase diagram, identifying the rel-
evant ordered states and their accidental degeneracies in
the presence of an external field. Section III investigates
the lifting of these accidental degeneracies due to thermal
fluctuations and the stabilization of the 1/3 magnetiza-
tion plateau at finite temperatures. In Section IV we
extend our analysis to quantum fluctuations through a
nonlinear spin-wave treatment of the plateau phase, as-
sessing its robustness in the quantum regime. Section
V discusses the magnetization jump at the critical field
separating the ordered states from the polarized state for
J2 = 0 . Finally, in Section VI, we synthesize our results,
discussing their implications for ongoing theoretical and
experimental studies of frustrated magnetism in kagome
systems. In Appendix A we discuss technical details of
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our spin-wave calculation.

II. GROUND STATE OF THE J1 − J2 MODEL

We study the J1−J2 Heisenberg model in the kagome
lattice in the presence of an external field

H = J1
∑
⟨ij⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j + J2
∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j − h
∑
i

Sz
i , (1)

where J1(2) is the coupling between (next-)nearest neigh-

bors, Fig. 1(a), S⃗i is the spin at site i, and h is the
external magnetic field. For convenience, we absorb all

the constants that appear in the effective moment gµBS⃗

of each spin into the field h⃗ := gµBµ0H⃗. In this work, we
will focus solely on an antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbor
coupling, and set J1 = 1.
We start the discussion in the classical limit, S → ∞,

where we treat the spins as a three-dimensional vector
of size S. For J2 = 0, the ground state is highly degen-
erate, and the system displays no long-range magnetic
order [10–12]. This stems from the fact that the en-
ergy is minimized by any spin configuration for which
the total spin of each elementary triangle on the lattice
is zero. However, this local constraint alone is insuffi-
cient to impose long-range order. To illustrate this fact,
let us restrict ourselves to coplanar spin textures, which
will be the relevant configurations throughout our discus-
sions (see Sec. III and IV). In this case, the spins on a
triangular plaquette are fixed on a 120◦ structure, with
left or right chirality, see Fig. 1(c) and (d). If we as-
sociate each spin with a different color, the ground state
corresponds to covering the lattice so that every trian-
gular plaquette contains all three colors. This problem
is equivalent to the antiferromagnetic three-state Potts
model and thus displays a massive ground-state degen-
eracy of S/N = 0.1264kB [43, 44]. This value is a lower
bound to the entropy, as noncoplanar ground states are
also contained in the classical manifold.

To understand the effect of J2, at the semiclassical
level, we first notice that this coupling defines three in-
dependent kagome superlattices, Fig. 1(b). For J2 > 0,
we need to repeat the J1 constraint on the larger trian-

gles of the superlattice leading to the Q⃗ = 0 state, Fig.
1(c). Suppose J2 < 0, a ferromagnetic order is favored
inside each of the three superlattices, while satisfying the
constraint imposed by J1 on the elementary triangles of
the original kagome lattice, thus stabilizing the coplanar√
3×

√
3 structure, Fig. 1(d). We find no other phases

for larger (absolute) values of J2, but work in the region
of J2 < J1, as our goal is to gauge potentially relevant
perturbations to the nearest-neighbor Heisenberg model
to describe the kagome-based magnets. For S = 1/2, this
selection remains true, but a finite value of J2 is neces-
sary to stabilize the ordered phases, since close to J2 = 0
we have a quantum disordered state [12, 45, 46].

Figure 1. (a)Kagome lattice showing its three sublattices, A,
B, and C. Here, J1 is the nearest-neighbor exchange cou-
pling and J2 the next-nearest neighbor; (b) Network connect-
ing next-nearest neighbours forming a kagome supperlattice;
Semiclassical ground states of the J1 − J2 model: (c) Q⃗ = 0
for J2 > 0, and (d)

√
3 ×

√
3 for J2 < 0. The shaded green

area indicates the magnetic unit cell; (e) Possible semiclassi-
cal states of the J1−J2 Heisenberg model in a kagome lattice
for a finite field. The three colors represent the three different
spins on an elementary triangle. From left to right: Y state,
up-up-down (uud) state, V state, and polarized state.

In the presence of an external field, the situation
changes because an accidental degeneracy emerges in the
problem. To illustrate, start with the limit J2 → 0. It
is easy to see that the constraint obeyed by a ground-
state configuration is that the total spin of each elemen-

tary triangle on the lattice is equal to the h⃗/2J1. This
condition gives three equations, while we need to deter-
mine six angles for the three classical vectors, leading
to accidental degeneracy. A ferromagnetic J2 has an ef-
fect similar to the zero-field case, as it only forces fer-
romagnetic alignment within each superlattice. Thus, it
does not lift the accidental degeneracy. If J2 > 0, we
reproduce the accidental degeneracy at the level of the
superlattice, again showing that the J2 is incapable of
lifting it. As we show in the following sections, ther-
mal and quantum fluctuations lift this extensive degen-
eracy in favor of the two coplanar (Y and V states) and
one collinear (uud) spin configurations [32, 33, 47], Fig.
1(e), similarly to the situation observed in the triangu-
lar lattice. The ground-state energy varies continuously
as Ecl/NS2 = −hloc/2S − h2/2Shc with the spin states
evolving as shown in Fig. 1. Here, hloc/S = 2(J1 + J2)

for Q⃗ = 0, and hloc/S = 2(J1−2J2) for the
√
3×

√
3 state.

The critical field hc above which the system becomes po-
larized is hc/S = 6J1 for J2 ≤ 0 and hc/S = 6 (J1 + J2)
for J2 > 0.
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Figure 2. Magnon dispersions ωk, obtained with the linear spin-wave theory, for the J1 − J2 Heisenberg model in the kagome
lattice inside the polarized phase at h = hc. The dispersions are plotted along the indicated path in the Brillouin zone for
different values of J2: (a) J2 < 0, (b) J2 = 0, and (c) J2 > 0.

We begin by confirming this picture by investigating
the instability of the magnon spectrum in the polarized
phase. Performing a linear spin-wave calculation in the
saturated regime, h ≥ hc, (the details of the calculation
are presented in Sec. IV), we obtain the spectrum dis-
played in Fig. 2 at h = hc. As expected, for J2 ̸= 0 the
magnon gap closes at the transition to the ordered phase.
The wave vector at which this softening occurs indicates
the ordering wave vector of the ground-state spin config-
uration. For J2 = 0, we obtain the expected flat band for
a nearest-neighbor model on the kagome lattice, indicat-
ing the absence of an ordered magnetic state. A finite J2
introduces dispersion to this flat band, and the magnon
bands acquire well-defined minima. They close at the
Γ(K) point for positive (negative) J2. These wavectors
are compatible with the zero-field ground state shown in
Fig. 1.

III. THERMAL FLUCTUATION AND MONTE
CARLO RESULTS

In the case of the S = 1/2 nearest-neighbor kagome
lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnet, certain magnetiza-
tion plateaus correspond to VBCs and thus lack clas-
sical counterparts. On the other hand, some plateaus
exhibit magnetization patterns that can be understood
through simple classical analogs — such as arrangements
of down-spins embedded in a field-aligned spin back-
ground. Given their ordered nature, one might assume
that a purely semiclassical theory could fully describe
them. In fact, Ref. [2] first predicted a 1/3 magnetiza-
tion plateau in the triangular lattice Heisenberg antifer-
romagnet, showing that the uud state is stabilized due to
fluctuations, Fig. 1(e).

In the previous section, we demonstrated that the
next-nearest-neighbor exchange J2 lifts the massive de-
generacy of the J2 = 0 classical ground-state manifold at
zero field. Still, it cannot lift the accidental degeneracy
in a finite field. Since this degeneracy is not associated
with a symmetry, different configurations have distinct
excitation spectra. At finite temperatures, the system
explores the phase space near the ground state mani-
fold. Due to the uneven excitation densities, it can be-

come trapped near certain states, effectively lifting the
zero-temperature degeneracy, in a manifestation of the
phenomenon called thermal order-by-disorder [7–9], re-
alizing thus the scenario of Ref. [2] also for the kagome
lattice.

The thermal fluctuations effectively induce a bi-

quadratic exchange, −K
∑

⟨ij⟩

(
S⃗i · S⃗j

)2

, favoring max-

imally collinear states if K > 0. Using a real
space perturbation theory [48], we obtain that K =
kBTS

2J2
1/2(h

loc)2. Determining the classical ground
state of Eq. 1 in the presence of a biquadratic term
produces the sequence of phases displayed in Fig. 1(e)
for each of the triangles in the kagome lattice, indepen-
dently of the sign of J2. We then have a qualitative un-
derstanding of how the collinear uud state is stabilized
for a finite field, in between the states Y and V, giv-
ing rise to a 1/3 magnetization plateau, whose width is
∆hplateau/S = 16KS2. This calculation also suggests a
weak dependence of ∆hplateau on J2.

We confirm that thermal fluctuations stabilize the 1/3
plateau beyond the perturbative regime. We study Eq. 1
using classical Monte Carlo (MC) simulations on lattices
of linear size L, with three sites per unit cell, Fig. 1(a),
and periodic boundary conditions. The total number of
sites is N = 3L2, where L = 24. We perform equilibrium
MC simulations using single-site heat-bath and micro-
canonical updates combined with the parallel tempering
method [49]. The results resemble those of the triangular
lattice [50] and are displayed in Fig. 3.

For T → 0, we have m = h/hc in the range h < hc, as
expected for an antiferromagnetic state. For finite T , the
magnetization curve evolves smoothly with the field. It
shows a 1/3 plateau near h = hc/3, which is more evident
in the magnetization derivative, which dips in this field
range. The plateau is weak for J2 = 0, highlighting its
peculiar structure, as there is no long-range order for any
field [32, 33]. For finite J2, at the same temperature,
the plateaus are more pronounced and are surrounded
by the usual Y and V phases. The phase transitions
between these phases, as a function of the field, and to the
paramagnetic regime as a function of the temperature,
are a rich problem [32, 50]. Still, we will not pursue
it here, as our MC results already confirm that thermal
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Figure 3. Classical MC results for the magnetization m/S
along the field direction, and its derivative χ = dm/dh, as a
function of the field h for kBT = 0.07J1 and L = 24. We have
hc/S = 6J1 for J2 ≤ 0 and hc/S = 6 (J1 + J2) for J2 > 0.
For J2 > 0 we renormalized the χ curve by (J1 + J2) /J1 to
account for the change in hc due to J2.

fluctuations lift the accidental degeneracy of the classical
ground state and stabilize the 1/3 plateau. With the
classical phase diagram in hand, in the next section, we
will then explore in detail the magnetization process of
Eq. 1 using quantum fluctuations.

IV. 1/S CORRECTIONS AND QUANTUM
FLUCTUATIONS

We will discuss in this section the stabilization of the
1/3 plateau due to quantum fluctuations, including 1/S
corrections via a spin-wave calculation.

A. Linear Spin-wave theory

Our spin-wave analysis starts with the parametrization
of classical phases derived from the Hamiltonian in Eq. 1.
In general, each magnetic phase can be described by a
unit cell containing Ns spins, requiring the specification
of Ns angles θµ, with µ ∈ {1, . . . , Ns} indexing the sites
within the magnetic unit cell. We require a single angle
per spin, since the studied classical phases are all copla-
nar (see Fig. 1). The complete set of parametrization
angles {θ} ≡ {θ1, . . . , θNs

} is determined by minimizing
the classical ground-state energy of Eq. 1.

Given the set of angles, we define local axes {x̂′
i, ŷ

′
i, ẑ

′
i}

at each site in the following way: ẑ′i is parallel to the
spin Si of the classical phase, x̂i

′ lies the same plane of
the spins and ŷ′

i = x̂′
i × ẑ′i. Then, we define new spin

operators in that base S′
i. In these new local bases, we

apply Holstein-Primakoff (HP) transformations [51],

Sz′
µi = S − a†µiaµi,

S−′ =
√
2Sa†µi

√
1−

a†µiaµi

2S
,

S+′ =
√
2S

√
1−

a†µiaµi

2S
aµi,

(2)

where a†µi(aµi) are bosonic creation (annihilation) oper-
ators. Expanding the resulting Hamiltonian in powers of
1/
√
S, we have H =

∑∞
n=0 S

2−n/2Hn, where Hn denotes
terms with n bosonic operators. The linear spin-wave
theory (LSWT) consists of truncating the series at har-
monic order, i.e., terms with at most two operators. The
Hamiltonian in momentum space reads

H = S2Egs,0+S
∑
k

∑
µν

[
Aµν

k a†kµakν+
1

2
(Bµν

k a†kµa
†
−kν+h.c.)

]
,

(3)
for some coefficients Aµν

k , Bµν
k , in general complex num-

bers. Because we take as a starting point a phase of
minimum classical energy, terms linear in the bosonic
operators are absent. We diagonalize this quadratic
problem via a Bogoliubov transformation, consisting
of a linear transformation Tk from the operators akµ
to new bosonic operators bkµ and a set of eigenval-
ues ωµk such that the Hamiltonian is written as H =

S2Egs,0+SEgs,1+S
∑

k

∑Ns

µ=1 ωkµb
†
kµbkµ, where Egs,1 =

1
2

∑
k

[∑Ns

µ=1 ωkµ−Tr(Ak)
]
. We defined S2H0 ≡ S2Egs,0

which is equal to the classical energy Ecl. At this order,
the ground-state energy is

Egs = S2Egs,0 +
S

2

∑
k

[ Ns∑
µ=1

ωkµ − Tr(Ak)
]
. (4)

Further details of the approach are presented in Ap-
pendix A.

B. Nonlinear spin-wave theory (NLSWT)

Inclusions of the next order terms in the 1/S power
series can be done perturbatively. Retaining the terms
H3 and H4, we use Wick’s theorem to cast them into
normal ordering. The H3 term is generically finite for
noncollinear classical states. First, for the three boson

terms, we have H3 =: H3 : +H(1)
3 . The double colon

denotes normal ordering with respect to the bkµ bosons,
and the superindex means the leftovers that are linear in
the number of bosons. The normal ordered term always
gives a vanishing contribution in first-order perturbation
theory, and thus is not considered here in order to pro-
duce a consistent theory [2, 52–55]. We then focus on

the last term, H(1)
3 .
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Because of this extra term, taking as a starting point
a phase that minimizes the classical energy no longer
results in the absence of terms linear in the number of
bosons. This implies that we must renormalize the ref-
erence state, that is, choose a new set of angles {θ̃} =

{θ̃1, . . . , θ̃Ns
} with θ̃µ = θµ+ δθµ/S. We impose the con-

dition S3/2H1(θ̃) + S1/2H(1)
3 (θ̃) = 0. Expanding in 1/S

and taking the lowest order, this conditions is∑
µ

∂H1

∂θµ
δθµ +H(1)

3 = 0, (5)

where both terms of the left-hand side are taken at the
classical phase θ. This condition results in a linear system
of Ns equations that determine each δθµ.

For the terms with four bosons we have H4 =: H4 :

+ : H(2)
4 : +H(0)

4 . The last term is a constant shift in
energy, and the first term on the right-hand side gives a
vanishing contribution in first-order perturbation theory.

We thus focus only on : H(2)
4 :, the terms with two bosonic

operators:

H(2)
4 =

1

2

∑
k

α†
kM̃kαk − 1

4

∑
k

TrM̃k (6)

where αk ≡ (ak1, . . . akNs , a
†
−k1, . . . , a

†
−k,Ns

)T and M̃k is
a matrix with coefficients that depend on the angles θµ
and the avarages

mµiνj = ⟨a†µiaνj⟩ , ∆µiνj ≡ ⟨aµiaνj⟩,

nµ ≡ ⟨a†µiaµi⟩ , δµ ≡ ⟨aµiaµi⟩.
(7)

If we define |kµ⟩ ≡ b†kµ |0⟩ (where |0⟩ is the Bogoliubov
vacuum), then the correction to the spectrum is obtained

by δωkµ = 1
2 ⟨kµ| : α

†
kM̃kαk : |kµ⟩ = Σµµ

k , where Σk ≡
(T−1

k )†M̃kT−1
k . In that case, the new excitation energies

are given by ω̃kµ = Sωkµ + δωkµ.

C. Magnetization curve

To establish the effect of quantum fluctuations, we
compare the ground-state energy of the uud phase and
the neighboring Y and V phases, as shown in Figure 4.
For the ground-state energies of the Y and V phases, we
employ Eq. 4. The energy of the uud phase can be
estimated with this LSWT approach only at h = hc/3,
where it is classically stable, and we dub it Euud

LSWT (hc/3).
To extend its validity beyond this field, we perform the
linear extrapolation proposed in Ref. [54],

Euud(h) = Euud
LSWT (hc/3)−

(
h− hc

3

)
NS

3
. (8)

To justify the second term, we notice that the total spin
projection along the magnetic field is conserved in Eq.
1, leading to ground state energies that depend linearly

Figure 4. (a) Ground-state energy Egs as function of the
magnetic field h obtained with LSWT, Eq. 4, for S = 1/2 and
J2/J1 = −0.2; The uud energy was calculated with Eq. 8. (b)
Same as (a), for S = 1/2 and J2/J1 = 0.2; (c) Magnetization
along the field direction m as a function of h, obtained with
Eq. 9, for S = 1/2 and different values of J2: J2/J1 = −0.2,
J2/J1 = 0, and J2/J1 = 0.2; (d) Same as (c) for S = 1. The
1/3 plateau was inserted phenomenologically as discussed in
Sec. IVD.

on the field strength. The 1/S expansion of the Hamilto-
nian around the uud structure retains this property, even
when truncated at harmonic order, as we show shortly.
Because m/S = 1/3 for the uud state, we arrive at Eq.
8. In Figs. 4(a), (b), there is a range of values of the
magnetic field where the energy of the uud is the lowest,
in comparison with the energy of the Y and V states,
indicating that the plateau is stabilized in that region.
This proof-of-principle shows that quantum fluctuations
lower the energy of the collinear uud phase more than
those of the other non-collinear phases, leading to a se-
lection of the plateau phase. This approach, however,
does not produce a continuous magnetization curve with
a plateau.

To construct the whole magnetization curve within
LSWT for Eq. 1, we first compute the T = 0 mag-
netization in the field direction

m = − 1

N

∂Egs

∂h
= −S2

N

∂

∂h

[
Egs,0 +

Egs,1

S
+O

(
1

S2

)]
,

(9)
which includes the 1/S correction to the ground-state
energy in Eq. 4. To phenomenologically include the
plateau, we cut the resulting curve obtained from Eq. 9
at m/S = 1/3 [54], see Fig. 4(c), (d). We see that the
curves are continuous and show a plateau for all values
of J2, including J2 = 0. The plateau width depends
weakly on J2 and diminishes with S, as expected. The
magnetization curve for J2 = 0 also displays a jump at
hc, which we explore in detail in Sec. V.

We remark that Eq. 9 is equivalent to the magnetiza-



6

tion obtained from

m =
1

N

∑
i

⟨Sz
i ⟩ =

S

Ns

∑
µ

cos θµ

+
1

Ns

∑
µ

(− sin θµδθµ + cos θµδSµ) +O
(
1

S

)
, (10)

where δSµ = ⟨a†kµakµ⟩ and the expectation values are
calculated with respect to the vacuum of the Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticles [52, 53]. The computation here is
more involved, as it requires correcting the classical an-
gles due to the cubic terms in the spin-wave Hamiltonian.
In our case, it is handy to justify the phenomenologi-
cal approach we employ to construct the magnetization
curve [54].

We thus find that a semiclassical approach to solve
Eq. 1 is capable of producing a robust 1/3 magnetiza-
tion plateau in the kagome lattice. In the following, we
present further arguments to confirm the presence of the
plateaus and discuss their stability as a function of S and
J2.

D. Magnetization plateau

We now explore in further detail the existence of the
plateau resorting to NLSWT. We start with the approach
of Ref. [2] and we compute, to leading order in 1/S,
the critical field at which the Y and V phases become
collinear, i.e., reduce to the uud state. We call these
fields h1 and h2, respectively, and their difference gives
the plateau width. More precisely, we obtain the 1/S
correction to the spin angles δθν in the magnetic unit cell
of the Y and V phases. We then impose the condition∑

µ cos (θµ + δθµ/S) /Ns = 1/3, which leads to

1

Ns

∑
µ

(
cos θµ − δθµ

S
sin θµ

)
=

1

3
. (11)

In the expression above, both θµ and δθµ are a func-
tion of the field h. If we solve it self-consistently, we
include terms to all orders in 1/S. To achieve a con-
sistent expansion, we use the ground state value for
cos θµ [(1/Ns)

∑
µ cos(θµ) = h/hc] while evaluating both

sin θµ and δθµ at hc/3. As an example, in the Q⃗ = 0
state consider the Y phase, where we have θ1 = π and
θ2 = θ = −θ3, and Eq. 11 reduces to

h1 =
hc

3

(
1 +

2

S
sin θδθ

)
, (12)

where the overbar means that the quantities are evalu-
ated in the limit h → hc/3. For the V phase, θ2 = θ3,
and Eq. 12 reduces to

h2 =
hc

3

(
1 +

1

S
(sin θ1δθ1 + 2sin θ2δθ2)

)
. (13)
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Figure 5. Critical fields h1 and h2 for the Q⃗ = 0 state as
function of J2 for: a) spin S = 1/2; and b) spin S = 1. The
open symbols indicate the result of the angle renormalization
given by Eqs. 12, and 13. The solid symbols with dashed lines
represent the result of the gap closing calculated with Eq. 16.
The yellow star on the J2 axis indicates the breakdown of
LSWT stability for h = 0, see Sec. IVE; Critical fields of
the plateau phase as a function of 1/S for: c) J2 ≥ 0; and d)
J2 ≤ 0. The dashed red (black) lines correspond to results
with the phenomenological method discussed in Sec. IVD for
J2/J1 = ±0.1(J2/J1 = ±0.2). The solid symbols indicate the
result of the angle renormalization given by Eqs. 12, and 13.
The gray lines following the solid symbols are a guide for the
eye.

In Fig. 5(a),(b) we show h1 and h2 as functions of J2.
We see that for J2 ≳ 0.1J1 the plateau width is weakly
dependent on J2, indicating that the key role of J2 is to
stabilize the classical phase, while J1 governs the plateau
emergence. For smaller values of J2, quantum fluctua-
tions are strongly enhanced, and the plateau width in-
creases. As we increase S, the plateau range is also sup-
pressed, as quantum fluctuations become smaller.
Ref. [2] also showed that, for the 1/3 magnetization

plateau in the triangular lattice, the uud structure devel-
ops a spin gap — as expected from the order by disorder
mechanism [56] — precisely in the range h1 < h < h2.
The critical fields where this gap closes coincide with the
transition away from collinearity as given by Eq. 12, set-
ting the boundaries of the uud phase, see Fig. 5(a),(b).
More precisely, we can write the Hamiltonian as

H = H− δh
∑
i

Sz
i (14)

where δh = h−hc/3. Here we denoted H as the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. 1 taken at h = hc/3. Then, apply HP trans-
formations, with local axes according to the uud state.

For simplicity, let us discuss the Q⃗ = 0 case. Treating H
at harmonic order yields three magnon bands, with two of
them containing pseudo-goldstone modes. Including the
effects of interactions via H4 (H3 is absent because the
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phase is collinear), the three bands ω̃kµ become gapped.

The gap is obtained by ∆µ = mink ω̃kµ. Writing Sz
i in

terms of the bkµ operators results in

−δh
∑
i

Sz
i = −δh

NS

3
+ δh

∑
k

(
b†k1 b†k2 b†k3

)
Λ

bk1
bk2
bk3

 ,

(15)
where Λ = diag(1,−1, 1). The effect of the magnetic field
on the spectrum is a uniform linear shift down (up) of
the second (first and third) band(s). The dispersion as
function of the field is ω̃kµ ± δh. The critical field values
are then determined by the closing of the gap, given by
∆µ ± δh = 0, or

h1 = hc/3−min{∆3,∆1} , h2 = hc/3 + ∆2. (16)

For example, for J2/J1 = 0.1 and S = 1/2 we have that
the three gaps occur at k = 0 and have the values of
∆1 = 1.1 J1, ∆2 = 0.6865 J1 and ∆3 = 0.3509 J1. The
critical fields are then (h1, h2) = (0.7491, 1.7864), in units

of J1. For the
√
3×

√
3 case, we have an analogous result:

six of the nine bands shift up by δh, and the other three
shift down by −δh.

We checked numerically that the values of the critical
fields obtained by Eq. 16 coincide with the values of
Eqs. 12 and 13, see Fig. 5. We thus have established
the existence of the plateau, both gauging the instability
of the neighboring Y and V phases and the instability of
the plateau itself. These complementary studies produce
consistent results to order 1/S [2, 55].

We are now in a position to justify further the phe-
nomenological approach we are using to construct the
full magnetization curve, following the arguments pre-
sented in Ref. [54] for the triangular lattice. We begin
by noting that Eq. 10 includes a 1/S correction for
both the classical angles and the spin size. However,
the condition m/S = 1/3 is equivalent to Eq. 11 if
one consistently works within a 1/S expansion. To es-
tablish this equivalence, we recognize that the difference
between these two conditions is represented by the term
1
Ns

∑
µ cos θµδθµ. At the consistent order in 1/S, this

term is equal to
∑

µ cos θµδSµ. Remarkably, we found
that this term vanishes identically, as confirmed through
numerical checks. Taking as an example J2/J1 = −0.1 we
obtain δS1 = δS2 = δS3 = 0.3689 and δS4 = · · · = δS9 =
0.1844, resulting in −

∑3
µ=1 δSµ +

∑9
µ=4 δSµ = 0. The

identity holds for all values of J2. This result is rooted
in the general fact that, in the plateau, m/S = 1/3 to
all orders in 1/S because

∑
i S

z
i commutes with H in Eq.

1.
In practice, we set m(h)/S = 1/3 within the phe-

nomenological approach. This choice results in a small
difference in the plateau extent compared to the consis-
tent criteria outlined in Eqs. 12 and 13, as illustrated
in Fig. 5(c) and (d). The phenomenological approach
tends to underestimate the plateau width, although this
discrepancy diminishes as S increases. Despite its sim-
plicity, this method yields excellent results that can be

directly compared to experimental and numerical data.
For example, the phenomenological curves are generally
consistent with the exact diagonalization results from
Ref. [34], which, for J2 = 0.2 and T = 0.1, found the
values (h1, h2) = (1.2, 1.6) in units of J1. Our estimate,
although based on T = 0, is (h1, h2) = (1.12, 1.71). How-
ever, this simplified approach cannot capture all features
of the magnetization curve. For instance, it produces
cusps with finite slopes at the plateau boundaries. At
the same time, general theoretical considerations suggest
that there should either be a magnetization jump or a
continuous transition exhibiting a logarithmic singular-
ity with a divergent slope [57].

E. LSWT instability and phase diagram

The power series expansion is based on the di-
luted regime hypothesis, which states that the average

⟨a†µiaµi⟩/2S is not large. Although we did not provide a
justification for this, we can verify its validity a posteri-
ori. We will calculate this explicitly,

δS ≡ 1

N

∑
µi

⟨a†µiaµi⟩ =
1

N

∑
µk

⟨a†µkaµk⟩ (17)

where the average is taken with respect to the Bogoliubov
vacuum. As we approach the limit of J2 → 0, quantum
fluctuations become strong, resulting in a divergence of
δS. This means that even for a substantial value of S, the
LSWT may be poorly justified if we get sufficiently close
to J2 = 0, as the corrections to the spin can exceed the
spin itself. To ensure stability, we impose the condition
δS < S. For instance, at h = 0 and S = 1/2, LSWT
becomes unstable in the region −0.06 ≲ J2/J1 ≲ 0.05,
as shown in Figure 6. We observe that this instability
region diminishes with both h and S, as fluctuations are
suppressed.

The significant impact of quantum fluctuations ex-
plains the discrepancy between the plateau widths es-
timated using the phenomenological method and those
obtained from NLSWT. For values where |J2|/J1 ≳ 0.15,
both methods agree reasonably well. However, in the
instability region, NLSWT yields an enlarged plateau,
leading to a negative h1, which is clearly unphysical. This
discrepancy suggests that the convergence of the 1/S
power series is not well controlled and indicates a break-
down of magnetic order due to quantum fluctuations as
|J2| → 0. This region requires a treatment beyond our
semiclassical approach. We have chosen, for visual guid-
ance in Fig. 6, to use a dashed line that follows the points
obtained by the phenomenological method, and we ob-
serve that the plateau width depends weakly on J2.
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Figure 6. Phase diagram of the model at semiclassical level for (a) S = 1/2 and (b) S = 1. The red dashed lines mark the
boundaries of the region of stability of LSWT, defined by points in the parameter space where δS < S. Solid circle symbols
were obtained using the phenomenological approach, cutting the magnetization curve at m/S = 1/3. Open symbols were
obtained from the condition imposed on the renormalized angles, yielding critical fields given by Eqs. 12 and 13. The blue
stripe demarcates the uud phase, neighbored by the Y phase (below) and the V phase (above). The polarized phase occurs for
h > hc.

V. MAGNETIZATION JUMP

After discussing the 1/3 magnetization plateau in the
range h1 < h < h2, we turn to another distinct fea-
ture of the semiclassical magnetization curve: the jump
it exhibits at hc when J2 = 0 (see Fig. 4(a), (b)). We
construct this curve using Eq. 9, considering either the

states Q⃗ = 0 or
√
3×

√
3 as the reference state. We find

that the jump is present for finite spin S and at zero
temperature T = 0, while it is absent in classical Monte
Carlo results (see Fig. 3).

As highlighted in Fig. 6, quantum fluctuations are sig-
nificant when J2 = 0, which is related to the presence of
a flat band in this limit (see Fig. 2). In Fig. 7, we show
that the jump is indeed absent for finite values of J2. We
plot S −m as a function of h near the polarization field,
revealing that this curve approaches zero at hc. However,
its curvature increases substantially as |J2| → 0, indicat-
ing that the jump emerges as a singular limit for J2 = 0.
We note that Eqs. 9 and 10 provide consistent results,
further supporting our conclusion. Therefore, we expect
other models with flat bands to exhibit similar features.
Higher-order contributions in 1/S could alter these re-
sults, but such challenging calculations extend beyond
the scope of this discussion.

It is tempting to relate this jump to the exact mag-
netization jump present for the S = 1/2 case, which
arises due to the localization of magnons [29, 30] and
is linked to a m/S = 7/9 plateau, which has no semiclas-
sical analogue. Although both phenomena are rooted in
the existence of a flat band in the kagome lattice, the
semiclassical results are established only at order 1/S,
and we cannot predict how higher-order terms might af-
fect them. Nevertheless, from general arguments, we ex-

pect that any finite J2 will also destroy the jump in the
quantum case [24, 27]. This is because, upon acquiring
a dispersion, the magnons delocalize, which means that
the crystallization of a macroscopic number of them no
longer occurs. The 7/9 plateau does not immediately
disappear due to its finite gap for h < hc. Furthermore,
Ref. [32] demonstrated that a finite temperature softens
the jump. These two factors, when combined, make the
experimental observation of the discontinuity challeng-
ing. Overall, all results indicate that for small |J2| and
as T → 0, the magnetization curve should become very
steep close to hc.

VI. CONCLUSION

We studied the spin-S J1−J2 Heisenberg model in the
kagome lattice and in the presence of an external mag-
netic field. At zero field, a finite J2 lifts the massive de-
generacy coming from the flat band, with a positive (neg-

ative) J2 selecting the Q⃗ = 0 (
√
3×

√
3) state. For a finite

field, however, an accidental degeneracy persists, which
is lifted if we take into account the effects of thermal
fluctuations, an example of the order-by-disorder mech-
anism. As fluctuations favor, in general, collinear states,
a plateau phase, the up-up-down phase, is stabilized not
only at hc/3 — where it is classically stable — but over
an extended field regime in analogy to what is observed in
the triangular lattice [2]. Classical Monte Carlo results
confirm this picture.
To account for quantum fluctuations, we employed

spin-wave theory to establish the existence of the plateau
phase. Already at the linear level, the zero-point energy
correction favors the plateau phase. Moreover, we showed
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Figure 7. Magnetization m for spin S = 1/2 close polarization for a) the
√
3×

√
3 (J2 ≤ 0) state; b) Q⃗ = 0 (J2 ≥ 0) state. The

solid circle symbols were obtained using the derivative of the energy with respect to the magnetic field at LSWT order, Eq. 9.
Open symbols were obtained using Eq. 10.

that the suggestion of Ref. [54] to construct the whole
magnetization curve works also in our example: one can
build this curve at the level of linear spin-wave by cut-
ting the 1/S curves at m/S = 1/3, bypassing the need of
investigating next-leading order, in general. We further
justify these findings by using nonlinear spin waves in
two complementary limits. We showed that the pseudo-
Goldstone modes associated with the accidental classical
degeneracy acquire a gap in the collinear uud phase be-
cause of magnon-magnon interactions. As long as the gap
is finite, the uud phase is stable. The range of the uud
phase can also be gauged by the stability of the neighbor-
ing Y and V phases by computing the 1/S correction to
the classical angles. To leading order in 1/S, both non-
linear estimates agree. However, our approach breaks
down near J2 = 0 because quantum fluctuations are too
strong. We can estimate a region of stability for our spin-
wave theory assuming that the δS < S, where δS is the
1/S correction to the order parameter. For example, for
h = 0, our estimate for the absence of magnetic order is
the region −0.06 ≲ J2/J1 ≲ 0.05 for spin S = 1/2.

To stress the usefulness of the proposed phenomeno-
logical method, we compare its prediction of the plateau
width with experimental and numerical data. For ex-
ample, Ref [40] found for a kapellasite-type compound
the values of critical field for transitions to the plateau
as (h1, h2) = (0.8, 1.6) in units of J1, where our results
for J2 = 0, S = 1/2 are (h1, h2) = (0.865, 1.675) in units
of J1. The critical field values broadly agree with other
experiments [28, 38, 39, 41], but with a caveat. Deter-
mining the strength of the exchange constants J1 and
J2 is, for most compounds, not an easy task. Notable
examples are compounds of the Herbertsmithite family,
which have J1 of the order of 100T , meaning that the
full magnetization curve up to saturation is not exper-
imentally accessible. The practical route is that, when
only h1 is known, the approximation h1 ≃ hc/3 is used.
Our results show that the melting of the plateau is al-
ways asymmetric, and the uud phase never penetrates
too deeply into the Y phase, so this approach does not

introduce large errors. Unfortunately, even when both
h1 and h2 can be measured, our estimate of the plateau
width is largely insensitive to the strength of J2. It seems
that the mechanism is basically dictated by J1, and J2
mainly selects the ordered state, either Q⃗ = 0 or

√
3×

√
3.

Thus, using the plateau width alone to extract the values
of the exchange constant produces insufficient informa-
tion. This suggests combining it with complementary
information, for instance, the Curie-Weiss temperature
ΘCW = S(S + 1)z(J1 + J2)/3kB , where z = 4 is the

number of neighbors. Note that for the case of Q⃗ = 0
spatial configuration, ΘCW can be directly related to the
critical field 3kBθCW /(zS(S + 1)) = J1 + J2 = hc/6S,
so we have prompt access to the important scale of the
magnetization process.

One potential direction for future study is to incorpo-
rate additional interactions, such as the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interactions, which are relevant to the Herbert-
smithite family [58]. This interaction should, in prin-
ciple, resist the selection of collinear phases and hence
compete to destabilize the plateau, potentially leading
to a rich phase diagram [59, 60]. Additionally, it might
be interesting to assess the effects of inhomogeneities on
these plateau phases. On one hand, defects can locally
lift accidental degeneracies [61]. On the other hand, we
expect that they may destabilize noncollinear orders [62–
65], which could ultimately help stabilize the plateau. Fi-
nally, understanding the connection between the current
semiclassical description of the plateau — valid for not
too small J2 — and the proposals to describe this phase
as a magnon crystal is an intriguing open question.
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Appendix A: Details of the nonlinear spin-wave
calculation

We start from a generic isotropic Heisenberg Hamilto-
nian in presence of a uniform magnetic field

H =
∑
ij

JijSi · Sj − h
∑
i

Sz
i . (A1)

We work in the S → ∞ limit and specialize in the case of
coplanar spin configurations, which can be parametrized
by {θi}i=1,...N , whereN is the number of lattice sites. We
assume that the magnetic unit cell contains Ns sites and
define Nc as the total number of sublattices, Nc ≡ N/Ns.
We perform rotations to local axes, such that the new
spin operators in this basis are

Sz′
µi = Sz

µi cos θµ + Sx
µi sin θµ

Sy′
µi = Sy

µi

Sz′
µi = Sx

µi sin θµ + Sz
µi cos θµ,

(A2)

where {θµ}µ=1,...Ns
. We apply the HP transformation to

the bosonic operators aµi, a
†
µi. Taking a Fourier trans-

form, we end up with

H = S2Egs,0 −
S

2

∑
k

TrAk +
S

2

∑
k

α†
kMkαk, (A3)

where αk = (ak,1, ak,2 . . . ak,Ns
, a†−k1, a

†
−k2, . . . .a

†
−kNs

)T

and

Mk =

(
Ak Bk

B†
k AT

−k

)
, (A4)

with

Aµν
k = δµν

hloc
µ

S
+
[
1 + cos θµν

]
Jµν(k),

Bµν
k =

[
− 1 + cos θµν

]
Jµν(k),

(A5)

where θµν = θµ − θν and Jµν(k) =∑
νj

J(µ)i,(ν)j
2 eiq·(rνj−rµi). Here, hloc

µ is the lo-
cal field at the µ-th sublattice site, defined
as hloc

µ = |hẑ −
∑

νj Ji(µ)j(ν)Sj |. The trans-
formation matrix Tk takes the HP bosons
to new bosonic operators, βk = Tkαk, with

βk = (bk1, b2k, . . . , bkNs , b
†
−k1, b

†
−k,2, . . . , b

†
−kNs

) such
that the Hamiltonian is diagonal in the bkµ’s. The most
general form of Tk is

Tk =

(
X∗

k −Y∗
k

−Y−k X−k

)
(A6)

We have that the bkµ’s obey bosonic algebra if, and only

if, Tk is pseudo-hermitian, that is, σ3T†
kσ3 = T−1

k , where
σ3 ≡ diag(INs ,−INs) [66]. In that case, what we need to
do is to diagonalize σ3Mk and the Tk’s are constructed
with the eigenvectors obtained in the diagonalization.
Some subtleties arise when dealing with 0-eigenvalues;
we refer the interested reader to Refs. [56, 66]. We
end up with the Hamiltonian written as H = Egs +

S
∑

kµ ωkµb
†
kµbkµ, with Egs given by Eq. 4. We plot the

excitation energies ωkµ for some values of h and J2, see

Fig. 8. For J2 > 0, Q⃗ = 0 state, we have three magnon
bands, whereas for J2 < 0 we obtain nine magnon bands
due to the enlarged magnetic unit cell in the

√
3 ×

√
3

state. The pseudo-Goldstone mode are present at the
harmonic level, they can be of type-I or type-II [56],
highlighting the accidental degeneracy. For J2 = 0 we
get the flat band at zero energy ∀h, confirming the insta-
bility of the LSWT in this regime.

1. Three-boson terms

In terms of the classical parametrization, we have

S
√
SH1 = S

√
S

2

∑
µi

(a†µi + aµi)
[
− h

S
sin θµ +

∑
νj

Jµiνj sin θµν
]
,

√
SH3 =

√
S

2

∑
µiνj

Jµiνj(a
†
µi + aµi)a

†
νjaνj sin θµν

− 1

4

√
S

2

∑
µi

(a†µia
†
µiaµi + h.c)

[
− h

S
sin θµ +

∑
νj

Jµiνj sin θµν
]
.

(A7)

at harmonic order, it is required that H1 ≡ 0. This is
automatically satisfied for a configuration that minimizes
the classical energy, when

∂Egs,0

∂θµ
= −h

S
sin θµ+

∑
νj

Jµiνj sin θµν = 0, µ = 1, . . . , Ns.

(A8)

Now we include the three- and four-boson terms by
treating H3 and H4 perturbatively. First, we use Wick’s
theorem [67] to do a normal ordering with respect to the
bkµ bosons,

H3 =: H3 : +H(1)
3 (A9)

where H(1)
3 are terms linear in bosons. Then, the con-

dition for having no terms linear in bosons is to impose

that S
√
SH1(θ̃) +

√
SH(1)

3 (θ̃) = 0, where θ̃ = θ + δθ/S.

Note that for consistency is suficient to evaluate H(1)
3 at

the classical θ. We define the averages
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Figure 8. Magnon dispersions ωk for: (a)-(e) J2/J1 = 0.1; (f)-(j) J2/J1 = 0; and (k)-(o) J2/J1 = −0.1; and and (a), (f), (k)
h = 0; (b), (g), (l) h = hc/6; (c), (h), (m) h = hc/3; (d), (i), (n) h = hc/2; (e), (j), (o) h = 5hc/6; The critical field hc is
hc = 6J1S for J2 < 0 and hc = 6(J1 + J2)S for J2 > 0. The path Γ−K −M −K′ −Γ in the Brillouin zone is the same as that
used in Fig. 2.

∆µiνj = ⟨aµiaνj⟩ =
1

Nc

∑
kλ

e−ik·(rνj−rµj)(Xk)λµ(Yk)
∗
λν

mµiνj = ⟨a†µiaνj⟩ =
1

Nc

∑
kλ

e−ik·(rνj−rµi)(Yk)λµ(Yk)
∗
λν

nµ = ⟨a†µiaµi⟩ =
1

Nc

∑
kλ

(Yk)λµ(Yk)
∗
λµ

δµ = ⟨aµiaµi⟩ =
1

Nc

∑
kλ

(Xk)λµ(Yk)
∗
λµ

(A10)

where the expected values are with respect to the vacuum

of the bkµ operators, for µ = 1, . . . , Ns. The renormal-
ization condition consists of a linear system which can
be solved for each δθµ. In the present model, the system

may be underdetermined, for both Q⃗ = 0 and
√
3 ×

√
3

states. To circumvent the resulting ambiguity, we se-
lect the solutions that respect the configuration of the
starting phase. For example, we choose δθ2 = −δθ3 and

δθ1 = 0 for the Y phase in the Q⃗ = 0 state. The resulting
equations read

−h

S
h(loc)
µ δθµ − 2

∑
ν

Jµν(0) cos θµνδθν = − 2

Nc

∑
ν

sin θµν
∑
kλ

{
Jµν(k)

[
(Xk)λν(Yk)

∗
λµ + (Yk)λν(Yk)

∗
λµ

]
− Jµν(0)(Yk)λν(Yk)

∗
λν

}
(A11)

2. Four-boson terms

Collecting all terms with four boson operators, we have

H4 =
1

4

∑
ij

Jij

{
a†iaia

†
jaj cos θij −

1

4

[
(−1 + cos θij)aia

†
jajaj+

+ (1 + cos θij)aia
†
ja

†
jaj + i ↔ j

]
+ h.c.

}
.

(A12)

Again, using Wick theorem we cast H4 in the normal

ordered form, H(2)
4 = : H4 : + : H(2)

4 : +H(0)
4 . As dis-

cussed in Sec. IVB, the relevant term in lowest order of

1/S is H(2)
4 , which takes the explicit form (in momentum

space)
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H =
∑
k

{∑
µ

gµ3 a
†
kµakµ + [gµ4 a

†
kµa

†
−kµ + h.c.]

+
∑
µν

[gµν1 (k)a†kµakν + gµν2 (k)a†kµa
†
kν + h.c.]

}
,

(A13)

where

gµν1 =
1

Nc

{∑
qλ

(Yq)λν(Yq)
∗
λµJµν(k+ q)

}
cos θµν − 1

4

{
(−1 + cos θµν)[δµ + δ∗ν ] + (1 + cos θµν)[nν + nµ]

}
Jµν(k)

gµν2 =
1

Nc

{∑
qλ

(Xq)λµ(Yq)
∗
λνJµν(k− q)

}
cos θµν − 1

4

{
(1 + cos θµν)[δµ + δν ] + (−1 + cos θµν)[nµ + nν ]

}
Jµν(k)

gµ3 =
∑
ν

2Jµν(0)nν cos θµν −
∑
ν

1 + cos θµν
2

{ 1

Nc

∑
qλ

2Re
[
(Yq)λµ(Yq)

∗
λνJµν(−q)

]}
−

−
∑
ν

−1 + cos θµν
2

{ 1

Nc

∑
qλ

[
(Xq)λµ(Yq)

∗
λν + (Xq)

∗
λν(Yq)λµ

]
Jµν(−q)

}
gµ4 = −

∑
ν

(1 + cos θµν)

4

{ 1

Nc

∑
qλ

(Xq)λµ(Yq)
∗
λνJµν(−q)

}
−

∑
ν

(−1 + cos θµν)

4

{ 1

Nc

∑
qλ

(Yq)λν(Yq)
∗
λµJµν(q)

}
(A14)

This can be written in the convenient form,

H(2)
4 =

1

2

∑
k

α†
kM̃kαk − 1

2

∑
k

Tr Ãk (A15)

where αk = (ak,1 . . . akNs
, a†−k1, . . . , a

†
−kNs

)T and

M̃k =

(
Ãk B̃k

B̃†
k ÃT

−k

)
, (A16)

with Ãµν
k = gµ3 δµν + 2gµν1 (k) , B̃µν

k = 2gµ4 δµν + 2gµν2 (k).
The last term in Eq. A15 amounts to a momentum-
independent shift of the ground-state energy. We treat
the first term on the right-hand side using perturbation

theory. If |kµ⟩ ≡ b†kµ |0⟩ then the correction of the energy

excitations is δωkµ = ⟨kµ| 1
2 : α†

kM̃kαk : |kµ⟩ = 1
2 ⟨kµ| :

β†
k(T

−1
k )†M̃kT−1

k βk : |kµ⟩ = 1
2 (Σ

µµ
k +Σµ+Ns,µ+Ns

−k ).
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[22] A. M. Läuchli, J. Sudan, and R. Moessner, s = 1
2
kagome

heisenberg antiferromagnet revisited, Phys. Rev. B 100,
155142 (2019).

[23] S. Nishimoto, N. Shibata, and C. Hotta, Controlling
frustrated liquids and solids with an applied field in
a kagome heisenberg antiferromagnet, Nat Commun 4,
2287 (2013).

[24] T. Picot, M. Ziegler, R. Orús, and D. Poilblanc, Spin-s
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nets on the kagomé lattice, Phys. Rev. B 45, 7536 (1992).

[45] Y. Iqbal, D. Poilblanc, and F. Becca, Spin- 1
2
heisenberg

J1−J2 antiferromagnet on the kagome lattice, Phys. Rev.
B 91, 020402 (2015).

[46] Y. Iqbal, F. Ferrari, A. Chauhan, A. Parola, D. Poilblanc,
and F. Becca, Gutzwiller projected states for the J1 −J2

heisenberg model on the kagome lattice: Achievements
and pitfalls, Phys. Rev. B 104, 144406 (2021).

[47] R. Schick, Quantum order from disorder in frustrated
antiferromagnets : new insights from spin-wave theory,
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