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The prospect of merging the paradigms of geometric frustration on a triangular lattice and bond
anisotropies in the strong spin-orbit coupling limit holds tremendous promise in the ongoing hunt for
exotic quantum materials. Here we identify a new candidate system to realize such physics, the or-
ganic quantum antiferromagnet (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg. We report a combination of thermodynamic,
magneto-elastic and neutron scattering experiments on single-crystals to determine the phase dia-
gram in axial magnetic fields H || ¢ and propose a minimal model Hamiltonian. (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg
displays an ideal triangular arrangement of Ru®* ions adopting the spin-orbital entangled jog = 1/2
state. It hosts residual magnetic order below Tx = 0.23 K and a highly unusual H — T phase dia-
gram including three different incommensurate states. Spin-waves in the high-field polarized regime
are well described by a Heisenberg-like triangular lattice Hamiltonian with a potential sub-leading
bond dependent anisotropy term. We discuss possible candidate magnetic structures in the various
observed phases and propose two mechanisms that could explain the field-dependent incommensu-
rability, requiring either a small ferromagnetic Kitaev term or a tiny magneto-elastic J — J' isosceles
distortion driven by pseudospin-lattice coupling. We argue that the multi-q ground state in zero
magnetic field is a prime candidate for hosting the Z2 vortex crystal proposed on the triangular
Heisenberg-Kitaev model. (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg is the first member in an extended family of quan-
tum triangular lattice magnets, providing a new playground to study the interplay of geometric

frustration and spin-orbit effects.

Quantum antiferromagnets on a S = 1/2 frustrated
triangular lattice pose one of the oldest and most in-
fluential paradigms in quantum magnetism [1-3]. Even
the basic Heisenberg model continues to draw consid-
erable interest, as good material prototypes have only
recently become available, finally allowing for concrete
comparison to theoretical predictions of exchange renor-
malization and magnon decay [4-6]. Away from the
isotropic limit, the possibility of a quantum spin liquid
ground state remains an intensely debated issue [7, 8],
with numerous theoretical predictions and only a handful
of promising material candidates. Recent experimental
work has focused mostly on Co?* [5, 9, 10] and Yb3*
[6, 11, 12] systems, with the heavy 4d and 5d transi-
tion metals going largely unexplored despite their promi-
nence in the context of bond dependent interactions in
Kitaev-honeycomb systems [13, 14]. Thus, combining
such bond anisotropies with a frustrated lattice topol-
ogy poses a promising route to realizing new emergent
quantum phases.

One such class of exotic ground states - often stabi-
lized by anisotropy and exchange competition - are the
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topological spin textures [15]. The triangular Heisenberg
antiferromagnet has long been known to host Zs vortices
as topological excitations [16], particle-like “twists” in the
familiar 120° three-sublattice order. Recently it was re-
alized that they become thermodynamically stable when
Kitaev interactions are invoked [17]. Indeed, even a tiny
Kitaev term |K|/J < 1 is enough to condense them into
the ground state, forming an incommensurate (IC) tri-
angular superlattice of Zs vortices. This is analogous to
the formation of skyrmions in chiral helimagnets [18-21]
or Abrikosov vortices in type-II superconductors [22-24].
These predictions have garnered intense theoretical in-
terest [25-33], in part because this phase appears to be
quite robust in the Heisenberg-Kitaev model and may
not require excessive fine-tuning of interactions as in the
elusive spin-liquids [8]. An experimental implementation
of the Zs vortex crystal currently remains open: Only a
scant few 4d/5d compounds have been proposed to re-
alize the parent Hamiltonian [25, 26, 34] and none are
available in single crystalline form, keeping studies in
their infancy.

We address this problem by identifying an entirely
new candidate material to host such physics, namely
the recently discovered organic quantum antiferromag-
netic insulator (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg [35], crystallizing in
a trigonal P3ml structure (Fig. la). Its magnetism
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FIG. 1. Crystal structure of (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg. (a)
Schematic view of the chemical structure, with A A-stacked
triangular planes of Ru®* ions. (b) Top-down view of the
triangular lattice, emphasizing the three different bond types
with parallel-edge RuCls octahedra. (c) A typical single-
crystal sample of (CD3ND3)2NaRuCls.

originates from the low-spin 4d®> Ru®* ions with nearly
perfect octahedral coordination, leaving an unquenched
I = 1 orbital moment that should engender spin-orbital
entangled jeg = 1/2 degrees of freedom at low temper-
atures. The material realizes an AA-stacked triangu-
lar lattice of RuClg octahedra in the crystallographic ab
plane (Fig. 1b), with comparable in-plane and inter-
plane distances a = 7.14 A and ¢ = 6.74 A. As shown
in the supplement [36], it undergoes a subtle structural
transition to P3 at T* ~ 118 K. However, the ideal trian-
gular coordination of Ru is preserved and Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya terms remain forbidden by symmetry down to
the lowest temperatures. The bonds connecting RuClg
octahedra are not of edge-sharing type as in the famous
Kitaev-type honeycomb materials [13]. Instead they dis-
play a parallel-edge geometry, nevertheless with two in-
terfering superexchange pathways and three orthogonal
bond types (Fig. 1b). A significant Kitaev-term has
been proposed for such configurations by several authors
[14, 25, 26], but these claims have yet to be verified ex-
perimentally due to a lack of material candidates avail-
able in single crystalline form.

In this work, we present a thorough investigation of
the magnetic ground states and excitations on single
crystals of (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg through a combination
of neutron scattering and bulk thermodynamic probes.
We show that the pseudospin wavefunctions are indeed
dominated by the ideal jogr = 1/2 state. Below Tn; =~
0.23 K, (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg exhibits a two-step transi-
tion into a long-range ordered ground state. The latter
turns out to be a complex multi-q order with sets of
three IC Bragg peaks around the K and H-points, mak-
ing it a strong contender for the Zs vortex crystal phase
- with the additional complication of weak AFM inter-
plane interactions. In an axial magnetic field H || ¢, we
observe a cascade of seven field-induced ordered phases
with several commensurate-incommensurate transitions.
While the commensurate states in the center of the phase
diagram may be understood through order-by-disorder
selection on a semi-classical Heisenberg model, the three
IC phases towards low /high fields point to the relevance
of anisotropies. The spin-wave dispersion in the field-
polarized regime is captured by a quasi-2D nearest neigh-

bor Heisenberg triangular lattice model with a potential
sub-leading bond dependent term. (CD3NDj3)sNaRuClg
is the first member in an entirely new family of quantum
triangular lattice magnets based on heavy 4d/5d tran-
sition metals, providing fertile grounds to explore the
incommensurate/topological phases emerging from the
interplay between geometric frustration and spin-orbit
coupling.

I. RESULTS
A. Basic Properties & Single-Ion Physics

In Fig. 2(b) we present the uniform magnetic sus-
ceptibility of (CD3NDj3)sNaRuClg along the principal
crystallographic axes. For H || ¢ we observe a lin-
ear Curie-Weiss behavior up to room temperature in
the inverse susceptibility, whereas for in-plane fields,
X, (T) exhibits a strong non-linear bending, indicative
of crystal-field effects. The data exhibit a pronounced
easy-axis anisotropy, reaching x./xap ~ 2.3 in the low-
temperature limit. A simple Curie-Weiss analysis in the
range 10 — 40 K results in an average Weiss temperature
of cw ~ —3.8 K (see Table I for details), indicative
of moderate antiferromagnetic interactions. The single-
ion anisotropy is also reflected in the effective moments
teft = g1/ S(S + 1)up. These point to anisotropic Seg =
1/2 degrees of freedom with g./gas ~ 1.6, typical for sys-
tems with an unquenched orbital contribution. Magne-
tometry data on the same sample [see Fig. 2(c)] begin to
show significant deviations from a non-interacting Bril-
louin function below < 10 K, consistent with an onset of
short-range spin correlations.

More precise g-factor values are obtained from electron
spin resonance (ESR) measurements. For both longitu-
dinal and transverse field geometries, we observe a sin-
gle resonance line at T = 1.5 K, as illustrated in Fig. 3
- a rare example of resonance in a strongly correlated
system of Ru®T magnetic ions [37]. The frequency-field
dependence is linear, suggesting simple Larmor preces-
sion at these temperatures. Fits to hv = gupuoH yield
gab = 1.53(1) and g. = 2.69(1), nicely matching our esti-
mates from susceptibility. We detect no apparent change
in g-factors with temperature [36].

For Ru3" transition metal ions with 4d® electronic
configuration, the octahedral crystal field results in a
single hole residing in the ¢»; manifold, forming a spin
S =1/2 and an effective orbital moment log = 1. These

TABLE I. Fit results for a Curie-Weiss analysis in the tem-
perature range 10 K <7 < 40 K.

Ocw (K) Meft (MB) g
Hia -3.82 1.42 1.64
Hc -3.93 2.32 2.68
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FIG. 2. Single-ion physics and mean-field correlations in

(CD3ND3)2NaRuClg. (a) Schematic of the energy spectrum
for a single Ru®" ion. The free-ion multiplet is split by the
cubic crystal electric field, the spin-orbit coupling A and a
trigonal distortion A. An inset visualizes the spatial shape
of the pseudospin wavefunctions, both for the ideal cubic
case (A = 0) and for the parameters A/A ~ —0.5 rele-
vant to (CD3sND3)2NaRuCls. Red/blue color indicates spin
up/down of the hole, mixed together in the spin-orbital en-
tangled jeg = 1/2 ground state. (b) Magnetic susceptibility
for a small probing field uoH = 0.1 T along the principal
crystallographic axes. The inset shows a low-temperature
Curie-Weiss fit. (c) Magnetization curves at various temper-
atures (markers), along with Brillouin function expected in
absence of two-ion correlations (dashed lines). Red lines in
(b,c) represent the calculated magnetic response based on the
single-ion + mean-field model discussed in the text.

states are further split by the strong spin-orbit coupling
A ~ 0.15 eV [38] and by a potential trigonal disotrtion
A. This is borne out in the following local single-ion
Hamiltonian

H=M-S+AZ—pgH-M (1)

where M = 28 — k£ is the on-site magnetization of the
hole and k£ < 1 accounts for a small reduction in orbital
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FIG. 3. Frequency-field diagram of ESR excitations measured
at T = 1.5 K for both H || ¢ (green) and H || a (blue) field
orientations. Dashed lines represent linear fits to the function
hv = guspoH, while solid red lines show calculations based
on the single-ion + mean-field model discussed in the text.
ESR spectra at selected frequencies are presented as insets.
Characteristic dips in transmittance correspond to the Lar-
mor resonant field at given frequency, while sharp features
are caused by the g = 2.00 DPPH marker.

moment due to anion hybridization [39]. In the cubic
limit |A/A\| < 1, the ground state is a spin-orbital en-
tangled jog = 1/2 Kramers doublet with equal weights
on all three ty, orbitals [40].

The Hamiltonian parameters can be extracted from a
global fit to the susceptibility, magnetization and ESR
data. In order to account for incipient two-ion correla-
tions, we introduce a Weiss molecular field H — He, +
Hyr and solve the resulting eigenvalue problem self-
consistently. We obtain A = 153.3 meV, A = —77.9 meV
and Jyvr = 1.71 K [36], where the latter is a mean-field
exchange parameter setting the strength of the molecu-
lar field. Our fit results are shown in Fig. 2 as red lines,
confirming excellent agreement among different probes.
With A/X ~ —0.51, we are still within the spin-orbital
entangled regime. The ground state wavefunctions re-
main dominated by the ideal jog = 1/2 state, though
the magnetization density acquires a notable easy-axis
character through the trigonal distortion, with slightly
more weight on the £, = +1 states (see Fig. 2(a) and
[36]). The data are well described by a mean-field ex-
change constant Jyp of Heisenberg type - which would
correspond to fcw =~ —2.6 K - with no signs of XXZ
anisotropy within estimated standard deviations. Given
the above trigonal distortion, we expect the dominant su-
perexchange scale to be of Heisenberg type [41], with po-
tential bond anisotropies only taking a sub-leading role.
But as we discuss below, even a small bond-dependent
term can induce qualitatively new physics on the trian-
gular lattice [17, 25].



B. Calorimetry

In Fig. 4(a) we show the temperature dependence of
the specific heat capacity in (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg (note
the logarithmic scale). We focus on the low-temperature
regime T < 4 K, where the lattice is frozen and only
magnetic degrees of freedom remain. There is a broad
upturn in Cp(7T") around fcw, which we associate with
the onset of short-range magnetic correlations. It de-
velops into a plateau between 1 K and 0.2 K, followed
by a sharp anomaly indicative of a phase transition to
magnetic long-range order. The latter takes place in two
steps: Zooming in close to the critical region reveals both
a shoulder feature at Ty = 0.23 K and a sharp peak at
Tno = 0.215 K. In the ordered phase, the heat capac-
ity fits either to a (gapless) power-law C, o T% with
x ~ 4.5, or to an activated behavior C}, o e~ A/T with
A = 0.5 K. While such a strong power-law seems rather
unlikely to capture the physics at hand, a small excita-
tion gap ~ 0.5 K would be consistent with the magnetic
energy scale, perhaps pointing to some anisotropies that
break the O(3) symmetry in spin-space. The change in
magnetic entropy AS = [C,/T [see Fig. 4(b)] is ex-
tracted through numerical integration of the heat capac-
ity data. It reaches a plateau around 4 K, nicely extrap-
olating to RIn(2) as expected for jog = 1/2 degrees of
freedom.

In an axial magnetic field H || ¢, the two transitions
at Tn1 and Tno begin to separate [see temperature scans
in Fig. 5(a)]. Magnetic order is enhanced by small ap-
plied fields, creating a reentrant bulge in the phase di-
agram with a maximal ordering temperature T{{* ~
0.3 K. Meanwhile, Ty moves towards lower tempera-
tures and becomes suppressed, disappearing completely
around 1.3 T. A small anomaly re-emerges above 1.6 T
and seems to meet the main transition line at a bicrit-
ical point near pgHp. = 2.2 T. At higher fields, we
observe an additional pre-saturation phase, evident in
field scans such as Fig. 5(c) as two consecutive anoma-
lies around 2.65 and 2.95 T. Finally, above 3.2 T we enter
the pseudospin polarized regime where specific heat be-
comes gapped. We summarize this in the preliminary
phase diagram shown in Fig. 5(b), reminiscent of the
2D Heisenberg TLAF [42-44] except for the extra pre-
saturation phase. The spin gap increases linearly with
field [white squares, denoting the Schottky maximum po-
sitions in Cp (T, H)]. A fit to Tynax x (H — Hgay)?” yields
a saturation field Hg,y = 3.20(2) T and crossover expo-
nent zv = 1.15(5) for the proximate quantum critical
point.

C. DMagnetoelastic Effects

Given the spin-orbital entangled ground state dou-
blet, the onset of magnetic order may have significant
effects on the lattice (and vice versa). To probe such
magneto-elastic coupling, we employ a combination of

FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of specific heat in
(CD3ND3)2NaRuCls. (a) Measured heat capacity Cp(T') in
zero magnetic field, exhibiting a two-step transition to mag-
netic long-range order. Left inset: Zoom-in on the critical
region, showing two separate anomalies at Tni and T2 K.
Right inset: Arrhenius plot depicting the activated behavior
in the ordered state. (b) Entropy change AS(T) obtained
through numerical integration of the specific heat.
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FIG. 5. Specific heat of (CD3ND3)2NaRuCls in axial mag-
netic fields H || c. (a) Exemplary C,(T') scans for various
fixed fields H. (b) Preliminary phase diagram. Color shows
Cp/T data, while circles identify sharp anomalies in heat
capacity and squares denote the Schottky maximum above
Hg,i. (c) Exemplary Cp(H) scan at T'= 0.12 K. Orange tri-
angles highlight the peak positions in the data. Red arrow
marks a broad maximum in C) discussed in the text.
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FIG. 6. Magnetoelastic effects in (CD3ND3)2NaRuCls. (a)
Temperature dependent sample dilation Al/l along the a*-
axis, along with its numerical derivative, the thermal expan-
sion coefficient o = +22L. (b) Relative changes in sound
velocity and attenuation for the longitudinal ¢q1-mode.

dilatometry and ultrasound measurements. In Fig. 6(a)
we show the relative change in sample length Al/l along
a* against temperature. The lattice contracts signifi-
cantly below Ty, which may be understood through an
exchange-striction mechanism [36, 45]: Exchange inter-
actions depend on inter-atomic distances, so each bond

acquires an extra stiffness contribution o <<Sz . Sj >> in

the ordered state and the crystal shrinks to minimize
the free energy. Particularly interesting is the numer-
ical derivative of this length change, i.e. the thermal
expansion coefficient «(T) = %%. Through Ehren-
fest relations, the discontinuity in thermal expansion and
heat capacity at T can be combined to estimate the

initial pressure dependence of the transition tempera-
ture Tx/0p = VmTNﬁgiz:z where V,,, is the molar vol-
ume. We obtain a hugep uniaxial pressure dependence
OIn(Tx)/Op1o0 = 250%, indicating that the magnetic
structure is highly sensitive to in-plane strains. Analo-
gous thermal expansion effects along the c-axis are an
order of magnitude weaker [36], consistent with a quasi-
2D hierarchy of superexchange interactions.
Complementary information can be gleaned from ul-
trasound, where we measure relative changes in sound
velocity Av/v and attenuation A« through the transi-
tion [see Fig. 6(b)]. We focus on the longitudinal ¢q1-
mode, propagating in the triangular plane with a sound
velocity w17 ~ 2.1 km/s. Both probes exhibit strong
anomalies at Tx: Whereas the phonon frequencies soften
near the onset of magnetic correlations (similar to Kohn

anomaly), the attenuation - like all transport coefficients
[46] - diverges at the transition, as sound waves become
damped by critical fluctuations. Assuming an exchange-
striction framework, we can estimate the magnetoelas-
tic coupling constant gr = é?er for a particular strain
component ep. For the A; “breathing” distortion of
the triangular plane that we probe experimentally, we
obtain ga; ~ 40 K [36]. This is an order of magni-
tude larger than in similar triangular lattice systems like
BazCoSb2Og [47] or CsaCuCly [48, 49], signaling a strong
coupling between pseudospin and lattice degrees of free-
dom.

This is borne out in additional field-induced measure-
ments summarized in Fig. 7, revealing a much richer
phase evolution than anticipated from heat capacity.
The most pronounced anomalies appear in the region
between 0.9 T and 1.6 T, where the sample length ex-
hibits a plateau-like feature, while the sound velocity and
attenuation show clear dips and peaks, respectively. The
first of these features neatly matches a broad maximum
observed in C,(H) around 0.9 T [red arrow in Fig. 5(c)].
Further anomalies become visible especially in the mag-

netostriction coefficient A\(H) = ﬁ% [Fig. 7(d)] or

the analogous numerical derivatives of Av/v and Aa,
revealing a cascade of field-induced phase transitions. In
the low-temperature limit, there are six phases clearly
identified by several probes, with transition fields near
0.9, 1.35, 1.6, 2.1, 2.6 and 3.2 T. With increasing tem-
perature, all features gradually become broadened and
disappear, leaving behind only paramagnetic behavior
above T ~ 0.3 K.

By combining the anomalies from all probes described
above, we obtain the H — T phase diagram depicted in
Fig. 8(a). Note the presence of another slim presatu-
ration phase between 2.6 and 2.9 T, stable only below
T ~ 80 mK. The latter is clearly identified only by neu-
tron diffraction (see below), though our ultrasound data
do show some subtle features in this regime.

D. Magnetization Plateau

While the sequence of phases in Fig. 8(a) looks rela-
tively complicated, there is an obvious starting point for
understanding the magnetic behavior: The third phase,
labeled “11]”. Its reentrant shape in the center of the
H — T phase diagram and the second order transition
line directly into the paramagnetic state are both typical
features of the m = 1/3 magnetization plateau expected
to emerge in an ideal Heisenberg triangular lattice sys-
tem [42—44]. Being a collinear state, it is most strongly
preferred by order-by-disorder and is therefore relatively
stable with respect to most Hamiltonian perturbations.
To confirm this, we carried out magnetization measure-
ments at 7" = 100 mK using a home-made Faraday bal-
ance setup [50], shown in Fig. 8(b). Indeed, between
1.3 T and 1.55 T we observe a weak but distinctive kink
in the magnetization curve, which is otherwise mostly
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FIG. 7. Field-induced magnetoelastic changes (top panels) and their numerical derivatives (bottom) for H || ¢ configuration.
We show magnetostrictive changes in sample dilation (a), sound velocity (b) and attenuation (c) in the triangular plane.
Various transition fields and measurement temperatures are indicated in the figure. Curves at different temperatures are offset

for visibility.

convex up to saturation. In this regime, the magneti-
zation reaches exactly one third of its saturation value
Moy = 1.29(1) ps/Rut, corroborating our identifica-
tion as a m = 1/3 magnetization plateau. Interestingly,
the magnetostriction AI(H)/l [see Fig. 7(a)] seems to
mimic the magnetization curve in the entire field range.
This gives credence to the exchange-striction picture dis-
cussed above, in which the sample dilation would simply
mimic the magnetic bond energies along the probing di-
rection, ie. Al/l ~ SL57 . <<SZ : Sj>> where £ is
a stiffness constant. Finally, we remark on the cusp in
magnetization at Hg,y: The latter appears to be rounded
significantly more than the 2kgT ~ 0.1 T expected from
thermal broadening. Such behavior is typical of broken
SU(2) symmetry in spin-orbit coupled systems, perhaps
hinting at the presence of some non-trivial anisotropy
terms [51].

E. Neutron Diffraction

We carried out single-crystal neutron diffraction ex-
periments to investigate the magnetic order realized

across the entire phase diagram in H || ¢ orientation, the
results of which are summarized in Fig. 9. As above, we
start from the simplest phase, the collinear magnetiza-
tion plateau. At poH = 1.5 T we observe sharp magnetic
Bragg peaks with a power-law onset of the order param-
eter below ~ 0.29 K [see Fig.9(m)], broadly consistent
with the 28 = 0.7 exponent expected for 3D XY uni-
versality. The propagation vector is q = (1/3,1/3,1/2),
pointing to an antiferromagnetic nearest neighbor inter-
plane coupling J. > 0 [Fig.9(c)]. Additional reflections
are visible in the [ = 0 plane, corresponding to the sec-
ond harmonic 2q = (1/3,1/3,0) [Fig.9(h)]. Due to the
non-bipartite nature of the three-sublattice order on the
triangular lattice, J. is frustrated by the field, which
prefers to cant all layers towards H || c. We're left with
a mixed FM-AFM inter-layer stacking involving the tree
Fourier components g, 2q and k = 0 (i.e. the uniform
magnetization), all of which are necessary to construct
a semi-classical equal moment structure.

Towards lower fields, there is a commensurate-
incommensurate lock-in transition at poH. ~ 0.95 T. Be-
low this point, the magnetic Bragg peaks split into sets
of three incommensurate (IC) reflections, equally spaced
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FIG. 8. (a) Magnetic phase diagram of (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg
for the H || ¢ field direction. Color indicates the magne-
tostriction coefficient A\(H). White circles represent lambda
anomalies from heat capacity. Orange stars are transitions
extracted from magnetostriction. Red triangles (up/down
facing) indicate anomalies in sound velocity and attenuation.
Blue squares are transitions seen in neutron diffraction. (b)
Magnetization curve along H || ¢ at T' = 100 mK, measured
with the Faraday balance technique. The inset shows a zoom-
in on the “11]”-phase, displaying a plateau at one third of the
saturation magnetization.

around the H and K-points [Fig.9(a,b,f,g)]. They move
along the edges of the Brillouin zone, reaching Q; =
(0.35,0.35,1), Q2 =~ (0.3,0.35,1) and Qs =~ (0.35,0.3,1)
towards zero field. Note the intensity in both I = 1/2
and [ = 0 planes, where the latter are no longer harmon-
ics, but belong to a distinct secondary g-vector. This
is rather unusual given the direct AA-stacking geome-
try, perhaps hinting at some exchange anisotropy or fur-
ther neighbor coupling between triangular planes. Both
adopt the exact same IC shift, clearly indicating that
these are Fourier components present in the same mag-
netic phase. The satellites around each commensurate
position can be generated by applying three-fold rota-
tions to a propagation vector qic = (1/3+0,1/3+ 6, q.)

where §(H) is the field-dependent IC shift [Fig.9(k)], re-
sulting in (1/3—20,1/3+6,q.) and (1/3+6,1/3—26, q.).
These three reciprocal lattice points are equivalent in the
paramagnetic phase. Therefore, the zero-field ground
state may be either a complex six-q magnetic order or
a two-q structure with a trivial population of three-fold
degenerate domains. We detect no changes in scatter-
ing intensity upon employing a field cooling or zero-field
cooling protocol.

In the high-field limit, we observe a similar C-IC tran-
sition. The commensurate | = 1/2 peaks seen in the
m = 1/3 plateau gradually lose intensity and disappear
completely above 2.6 T. This leaves only the [ = 0 reflec-
tions which move away from the K-point, resulting in a
long-period incommensurate structure with simple ferro-
magnetic inter-plane stacking [Fig.9(d,e,i,j)]. We clearly
observe two distinct IC presaturation phases: First the
peaks shift towards the M points, then around 2.9 T the
trend reverses and the ordering vector moves towards I'.
Note that in these high-field phases, only one satellite
remains around each commensurate position, indicating
a simple single-q magnetic order.

F. Inelastic Neutron Scattering

In Fig. 10 we present the magnetic excitation spec-
trum of (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg in the triangular (hkO)
plane, obtained from single-crystal neutron spectroscopy
in the H | ¢ field-polarized regime at poH = 7 T.
As expected, there is one resolution-limited spin-wave
branch with a bandwidth 9JS ~ 0.50 meV. The spin-
gap A = 0.58(1) meV to the lowest excitation at the
K-point is in excellent agreement with the value A =
gepippo(H — Hgat) = 0.591(8) meV expected from ESR
and thermodynamics.

Spin-wave theory is exact for the fully polarized fer-
romagnet [52], so a fit to the extracted dispersion rela-
tion hwg may be used to determine the leading terms in
the low-energy effective spin Hamiltonian. Since the g-
factor and external field are known to high precision, we
keep the Zeeman term fixed throughout this procedure.
The data are well described by a simple nearest neighbor
Heisenberg triangular lattice model with J = 1.32(1) K
(Fig. 10(g), green line). Potential further neighbor in-
teractions Jo or J3 do not improve the fit and can be
excluded at the ~ 2% level. We cannot probe the inter-
plane couplings directly due to the scattering geometry
(hkQ) in this experiment. However, the classical sat-
uration field poHgas = 9J5/geus = 3.29(4) T nicely
matches the poHgar = 3.20(5) T observed experimen-
tally. This places strong constraints on the leading AFM
inter-plane coupling J.. We estimate J. < 0.1J, clearly
pointing to a quasi-2D system.

Given the spin-orbital entangled wavefunctions, we
also attempt to fit a more general anisotropic Hamil-
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inelastically are masked out. (d-f) Simulated LSWT intensity in the same range using Eq. 2, convoluted with experimental
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tonian

H=> J(SISy+SYSY+ AS;S?) (2)
(i)
2014 [(STST — SYSY)ca — (SFSY + SYST)sal
+ .+ [(SYS7 + S7SY)ca — (SFSZ + S7ST)sal-

where ¢(s)q = cos(sin)¢,. Here the phases ¢, €
(0,27/3,4m/3) associated with the translation vectors
a,b,a+ b give rise to a bond dependence on the pseudo-
dipolar couplings Jii and J,y. In practice, we are
not sensitive to J,., as it only enters the dispersion
relation for a finite in-plane magnetic moment. This
model results in a marginally better fit (x? ~ 1.7 vs.
x? ~ 2), with J = 1.31(2) K, A = 1.00(2) and
|Jx+| = 0.3170:3% K. The system is clearly Heisenberg-
like, with no signs of XXZ anisotropy. Our data do fa-
vor a strong Ji4 term but with significant uncertainties,
leaving neither one of the bond dependent terms well
constrained. We leave this issue to future investigations
in a transverse-field geometry [10].

II. DISCUSSION

The novel quantum material (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg ex-
hibits a perfect triangular lattice of Ru®t ions realiz-
ing the spin-orbital entangled jog = 1/2 state. Per-
haps its most striking property is the highly complex
phase diagram in H || ¢ composed of seven distinct spin
states, three of which are incommensurate with the lat-
tice. The spin Hamiltonian is described at leading order
by a purely 2D isotropic Heisenberg model with nearest
neighbor coupling J =~ 1.3 K. However, in the follow-
ing we argue for three important perturbations to this
picture, which drive the physics, resulting in the rich se-
quence of field-induced transitions: inter-plane coupling,
exchange anisotropy and magnetoelastic effects.

At least the four commensurate states in the center of
the phase diagram may be understood semi-classically by
considering only the first of these terms, the inter-plane
exchange. (CD3NDj3)sNaRuClg realizes a direct AA-
type stacking of triangular planes with an AFM near-
est neighbor coupling J. < 0.1J. Its competition with
the magnetic field H results in a mixed FM-AFM inter-
layer pattern which contains both q = (1/3,1/3,1/2)
and 2q Fourier components. In Fig. 11 we sketch the
proposed spin configurations in these phases, obtained
through classical energy minimization of all possible
six-sublattice groundstates with real-space perturbation
corrections to model the effects of quantum order-by-
disorder [36]. The simplest is the m = 1/3 magnetiza-
tion plateau, a collinear state forming alternating lay-
ers of | and 1)1 moments. This is followed by the
well-known “Y” and “V” phases at slightly lower/higher
fields, where the finite J. results in an AFM canting of
the in-plane spin components. Finally, a fourth phase
is generally expected to arise in AA-stacked triangular

FIG. 11. Sketch of the proposed magnetic structures in the
four commensurate phases (a) Y, (b) ™1, (¢) V and (d) V'.

lattice magnets with J. > 0, often labeled “V'” [53, 54].
It is a simple consequence of the J. vs. H competi-
tion, which favors a different inter-plane stacking close
to the plateau and near saturation: In the former case
the choice of minority spin is staggered between layers,
whereas in the latter it is not. A first-order transition
between these states is predicted at H. ~ 0.7Hg,; in the
Heisenberg limit [53], only weakly depending on J,.. This
is in good agreement with the H, ~ 2.1 T (corresponding
to ~ 0.65Hs,¢) seen in experiment. An analogous tran-
sition has been identified in BazCoSbyOg [55, 56], the
closest proxy to an ideal Heisenberg triangular lattice
antiferromagnet known to date.

Let us turn to the IC behavior observed towards the
edges of the phase diagram: The g-vector realized in
zero field cannot be explained by a Heisenberg model on
a perfect triangular lattice [36] and necessarily imposes
some in-plane anisotropy term, either in spin-space or in
real space. The simplest possibility would be a struc-
tural transition, giving rise to a “static” J — J’ isosce-
les distortion of the triangular plane that discriminates
between chain-like J and zig-zag J’' interactions. This
model has been discussed thoroughly in the literature
[67-59], mostly in the context of the distorted triangular
lattice magnets CsoCuCly [60, 61], CsoCuBry4 [62, 63] or
Ca3zReO5Cl; [64, 65]. But a “clean” experimental real-
ization in the limit (J’ — J) < J has not been reported
to date. The classical energy is minimized by a propaga-
tion vector qic = cos~1(—J'/2.J)/2x, resulting in an IC
spiral groundstate with three degenerate structural do-
mains. After accounting for quantum renormalization,
the detected gi¢ =~ 0.35 r.l.u. would correspond to an
exchange ratio of J'/J ~ 1.06 [66-68]. The expected
H — T phase diagram [57-59] looks strikingly similar to
experiment, with IC states towards the edges and the
typical commensurate Y/UUD/V phases in the center,



where order-by-disorder selection is strongest.

However, this option is ruled out by experiment:
(CD3ND3)2NaRuClg does go through a structural tran-
sition at T* ~ 118 K, but our single-crystal x-ray diffrac-
tion data clearly establish that three-fold symmetry (i.e.
J' = J) remains intact, at least down to Ty [36]. In-
stead, we point out two alternative mechanisms which
could account for the IC behavior, both of which rely on
the strong spin-orbit effects.

An obvious culprit would be the magnetoelastic cou-
pling. The latter could drive a magneto-structural phase
transition at Tz, resulting in a “dynamic” J — J' isosce-
les distortion depending on both field and temperature.
Such effects are often seen in pyrochlore systems like
CdCry04 or HgCraOy (cf. “Spin-Peierls” effect [69, 70]),
where a linear gain in exchange energy upon distorting
the lattice always leads to a small deformation below
Tn. There are two issues with this approach: Firstly,
the strains Al/l < 1075 seen in dilatometry are three
orders of magnitude smaller than the shift § of the in-
commensurate Bragg peaks. Furthermore, the leading
correction to the classical energy AE ~ —2JS%?2 for
a monoclinic lattice strain e, is quadratic [36], so this
argument does not easily generalize to the 2D triangular
lattice.

One could potentially salvage this by invoking the
pseudo Jahn-Teller effect in the presence of strong SOC,
which was recently proposed in 5d° iridate perovskites
to explain a small tetragonal distortion below Ty [71].
Lattice deformations will modulate the spatial shape
of the spin-orbital wavefunctions, which can generate
new terms 0H;; ~ g,£,Qj; in the Hamiltonian, de-
scribing the pseudospin-lattice coupling between two-site
quadrupoles QZ] ~ S’?S’f of the appropriate symmetry
and strains ¢,. An extension of this effect to the trian-
gular lattice geometry would be an interesting problem
to tackle theoretically.

In any such magnetoelastic scenario, the J — J’
anisotropy and the IC splitting of the g-vector must both
follow the order parameter. This would imply ¢ic — 1/3
as we approach T" — Txs at low fields, but also in the
limit H — Hg,;. The latter prediction is in direct conflict
with our diffraction results. In the high-field “IC3” pre-
saturation phase, ¢gic moves away from the commensu-
rate position even as the magnetic Bragg peak intensity
goes to zero [see Fig. 9(k,1)], making for a strong argu-
ment against the magnetoelastic mechanisms discussed
above. Another important clue comes from the relative
intensities of zero-field magnetic satellites near the K-
points [see Fig. 9(f)]. We have confirmed for all reflec-
tions in the family Q = (1/3,1/3,0) + §, that those with
IC shift || Q - that is Q =~ (0.35,0.35,0) and six-fold
equivalents - carry no intensity, indicating an effect of the
neutron polarization factor. This is inconsistent with a
simple coplanar spiral structure with multiple domains,
favoring instead a multi-q order incorporating several
longitudinal spin density wave contributions.

Bond-dependent exchange anisotropy presents a sim-
ple alternative to stabilize an incommensurate structure.
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Specifically, the Heisenberg-Kitaev model on a triangu-
lar lattice has been predicted to realize the so called Zo
vortex crystal [17, 25, 30]. Even for a tiny Kitaev-term
|K| <« J, the Fourier transformed exchange matrix is
minimized by three different ordering vectors

)

one for each spin component v € (z,y,z). Locally, the
magnetic structure would still mimic the typical 120°
order. But on larger length scales, we would see a su-
perlattice of topological defects - Zy vortices - which
crystallize into a triangular arrangement. This structure
has three main g-vectors, preserving three-fold symme-
try, but with many higher harmonics to retain a uniform
moment size. Since the bond-dependent terms break all
continuous symmetries, the groundstate also acquires a
finite spin-gap A [17], seemingly consistent with our heat
capacity measurements indicating A ~ 0.4.J.

J

(2(J TK) )| ®)

1
1 — —cos
T

qic = €7

In practice, the presence of a small Kitaev term in
(CD3ND3)2NaRuClg should not be surprising. Bond
dependent exchange anisotropies in the parallel-edge su-
perexchange geometry have been proposed by several au-
thors [14, 25, 26]. Given the bond angles deviating from
90° and the significant trigonal distortion A/A ~ —0.5,
we expect such terms to be sub-leading compared to J
[41]. However, the observed propagation vector gic =
0.35 r.l.u. can be generated by a modest ferromagnetic
Kitaev term K ~ —0.1J, which seems completely re-
alistic. In fact, the contribution from Jii alone ob-
tained through INS in the polarized regime would be
significantly larger, with K = —2J14 amounting to
K/J ~ —0.47)3. This makes (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg a
leading candidate to realize the Zy vortex crystal phase.
Given the large uncertainties on Jii and completely
undetermined .J,4, more work should be put towards
constraining these bond anisotropies. We note that the
stability of this phase against finite inter-plane coupling
J., anisotropies away from the Heisenberg-Kitaev limit
J.+ # 2¢/2J44, or magnetic field H have not been in-
vestigated theoretically, likely due to the inherent com-
plexity of the vortex crystal state. All of these prob-
lems would be of imminent interest in understanding the
groundstate of (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg.

Finally, we comment on the tunability of this new
structural archetype MAsARuXg. Powder samples of
several different members in this family have been pre-
viously synthesized in [35], confirming that at least the
alkali A and halide X can easily be replaced. This al-
ready gives huge flexibility in tuning the magnetism of
these exciting new quantum materials. Especially the
hierarchy between the small perturbing terms like inter-
plane interactions, bond anisotropies or magnetoelastic
coupling may be easily modified by changing the anions
participating in superexchange.



IIT. CONCLUSION

The new quantum antiferromagnet
(CD3ND3)sNaRuClg poses a rare model system to
combine the effects of strong spin-orbit coupling en-
demic to 4d/5d transition metals and the geometric
frustration on a triangular lattice. Its magnetism is
described by a quasi-2D nearest-neighbor Heisenberg
Hamiltonian with the addition of inter-plane interac-
tions, bond anisotropies and magnetoelastic coupling
as small perturbing terms, begetting an extremely
rich phase diagram including several incommenasurate
states. Of particular interest is the multi-q ground state
realized in zero magnetic field, posing a prime candidate
to host the exotic Zy vortex crystal phase. This calls for
polarized diffraction studies to confirm the explicit spin
configuration and spectroscopy experiments to investi-
gate its dynamics. (CDsND3)2NaRuClg constitutes the
first member in a large family of 4d/5d-based quantum
triangular lattice magnets, opening new pathways to
study the interplay between geometric frustration and
spin-orbit effects.
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Appendix A: Methods

Single crystal samples of (CD3ND3)sNaRuClg were
grown using a hydrothermal method analogous to [35].
We obtain dark red crystals with highly symmetric
hexagonal faces and typical sample mass of order 10—200
mg. Fully deuterated (> 98% D) precursors were em-
ployed in the growth to limit the incoherent H-scattering
in neutron experiments. The structure and sample qual-
ity of all experimental probes was confirmed using a
Bruker APEX-II single-crystal x-ray diffractometer. De-
tailed refinements to characterize the low-temperature
structural transition were carried out at the I19 syn-
chrotron beamline (Diamond, UK). Datasets of 1-5 x10*
reflections were collected at A = 0.689 A on several
~ 50um single crystal samples between T' = 150 K and
30 K. The shelx software suite [74] was employed for the
refinements.

Magnetic susceptibility on a m = 20 mg single crystal
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were performed in a commercial Magnetic Property Mea-
surements System (MPMS) SQUID magnetometer in a
toH = 0.1 T probing field. High-T' magnetization curves
up to poH = 7 T were collected in the same configura-
tion. The magnetization data at dilution temperatures
were obtained on a 2 mg sample using a home-built Fara-
day balance setup [50] and calibrated to absolute units
using the SQUID data at 2 K as reference. For the ESR
experiments a tunable-frequency spectrometer (similar
to the one described in Ref. [75]) was employed, equipped
with a 16 T superconducting magnet. VDI microwave-
chain sources (product of Virginia Diodes, Inc., USA)
were used to generate radiation in the frequency range of
50—360 GHz. A hot-electron n-InSb bolometer (product
of QMC Instruments Ltd., UK), operated at 4.2 K, was
employed as a THz detector. For the frequencies below
50 GHz a microwave vector network analyser (MVNA,
production of AB Millimeter, France) was used. Sample
holders in the Faraday and Voigt configuration were used
for H| ¢ and H || a measurements respectively. 2,2-
diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) was used as a stan-
dard frequency-field marker. The heat capacity of a
0.4 mg single crystal sample was measured with the stan-
dard relaxation calorimetry technique on a 9 T Physical
Property Measurement System (PPMS) with a 3He-“He
dilution refrigerator insert. Magnetostriction data were
taken in the same configuration using a L = 1.48 mm
long single crystal with natural faces in the (100) and
(001) cleavage planes. The sample dilation was deter-
mined with a minature capacitive dilatometer [76] in con-
junction with an Andeen-Hagerling 2700A bridge, oper-
ated at 1.11 kHz. Sound velocity measurements of the
longitudinal ¢1; mode (polarization u and propagation k
along the a*-axis) were carried out at the Dresden High
Magnetic Field Laboratory using a pulse-echo method
with phase-sensitive detection [77, 78]. LiNbOj trans-
ducers were bonded with Thiokol to two parallel (100)
faces of a L = 2.8 mm long single crystal sample. Exper-
iments were carried out at f = 40 MHz using a 3He-*He
dilution refrigerator equipped with an 18 T magnet.

Single-crystal neutron diffraction experiments were
performed at WISH (ISIS, UK) [72] and ZEBRA (PSI,
Switzerland) on the same m = 55 mg sample aligned
in the (hkQ) scattering plane. The crystal was mounted
in a He-*He dilution refrigerator together with a 10 T
(6 T) vertical cryomagnet. A constant wavelength A\ =
1.383 A (Ge monochromator) was chosen for the latter
experiment. The incommensurate positions and inten-
sities from WISH were extracted by fitting 2D Gaus-
sian profiles with a fixed resolution (Agq,AqL) to the
data. These data were analyzed using the mantid soft-
ware suite [79].

Inelastic neutron scattering experiments were carried
out on the cold triple-axis spectrometer THALES (ILL,
France) [73] with Flatcone multi-analyzer setup. 16 sin-
gle crystals were coaligned in the ab scattering plane for
a total sample mass of m ~ 1.9 g. The probe was in-
stalled with (hk0) scattering geometry in a dilution re-
frigerator with 10 T vertical cryomagnet and cooled to



T ~ 70 mK. All measurements were taken at a final en-
ergy By = 4.06 meV (FWHM resolution AE ~ 175 peV),
fixed by the Flatcone setup. 35 constant-energy slices
were collected in the field-polarized regime at pgH =
7 T, rotating 90° through the scattering plane in 0.5°
steps. To reconstruct the spin-wave dispersion relation,
spurions from inelastically re-scattered Bragg peaks were
masked, a constant background was subtracted, the data
were normalized by form factor and averaged over > 20
equivalent paths through several Brillouin zones. The
SpinW software [80] was employed for the spin-wave in-
tensity calculations.

Appendix B: Data Availability

All data are available upon reasonable request
to the corresponding author. The neutron scat-
tering data collected at WISH (STFC ISIS Neu-
tron and Muon Source) and THALES (Institut
Laue-Langevin) are available at https://doi.org/10.
5286/ISIS.E.RB2420060 and https://doi.ill.fr/
10.5291/ILL-DATA.4-01-1857, respectively.
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In this supplement, we provide supporting information about the low-temperature crystal struc-
ture, the single-ion fitting procedures & ESR data, the magnetoelastic coupling, our inelastic neutron
spectroscopy experiment and the proposed magnetic structures.

I. CRYSTAL STRUCTURE & SPIN HAMILONIAN

(CD3ND3)2NaRuClg adopts a trigonal P3ml structure at room temperature |1, realizing an ideal triangular
lattice of Ru®" ions in the spin-orbital entangled jeg = 1/2 state. The local point symmetry at the magnetic site
amounts to .3m. In this case, the most general 2D spin Hamiltonian for nearest neighbors, including all anisotropy
terms allowed by symmetry, contains four exchange parameters. In the global carthesian frame (& || a, 2 || ¢) it may
be written as

Hy= > J(SPST + SVSY + ASES?) (1)
(i.9)
+2J4 £ [(S7S] — 57 S]) cos(pa) — (S7S] + S7S7) sin(pa)]
+ .4 ((S7 55 + S7SY) cos(pa) — (S7SF + S7S7) sin(pa)]-

Here, the phases ¢, € (0,27/3,4m/3) associated with the primitive translation vectors a, b, a + b give rise to a bond
dependence on the anisotropic J44, J,+ couplings. These triangular layers exhibit a direct A A-stacking, resulting in
a simple inter-plane coupling restricted to XXZ form

Hi=) J(S7Sy+SYSY+ ASESH). (2)
(i,7)
In both cases, a superexchange between next-nearest neighbors would involve significantly longer bond lengths
(12.37 A vs. 7.14 A in the triangular plane, 9.86 A vs. 6.80 A between layers) and is unlikely to play an important
role.

Towards lower temperatures, (CD3NDj3)sNaRuClg goes through a structural transition. This is best seen in
additional heat capacity measurements depicted in Fig. 1, carried out on a 4.5 mg single crystal sample in a 9 T
Physical Property Measurement System (PPMS). The data show a clear lambda anomaly at T* =~ 118 K, indicative
of a continuous phase transition. An entropy release of order AS ~ Rlog(2) would suggest a spontaneous choice
between two structural configurations.

To characterize the structural changes near T, we performed high-resolution single crystal x-ray experiments
at the 119 synchrotron beamline (Diamond, UK). Shelx-based refinement results on a representative sample are
summarized in Tables I to III. A high-temperature dataset collected at 150 K (7" > T™) yields excellent agreement to
a model based on the nominal P3m1 crystal structure, with R; = 1.3% and less than 1 /A3 difference in electronic
density. Due to their weak scattering, the light deuterium atoms are constrained with a riding model, assuming
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FIG. 1. Heat capacity in (CD3ND3)2NaRuCls against temperature, depicting a structural transition at 7. The inset shows
a zoom-in close to the lambda anomaly.

TABLE I. Summary of single crystal x-ray refinements of the chemical structure (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg at 150 K (7' > T™) and
30 K (T < T)).

Characteristics T=150 K T = 30 K, High Sym. T =30 K, Low Sym.
Chemical formula (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg (CD3ND3)2NaRuClg
Wavelength (A) 0.689 0.689 0.689
Crystal System Trigonal Trigonal Trigonal
Space Group P3ml P3ml P3
a,b (&) 7.1964(1) 7.1435(1) 7.1435(1)
c (A) 6.7939(1) 6.7984(1) 6.7984(1)
a, B (deg) 90 90 90
v (deg) 120 120 120
\%4 (AS) 304.71(1) 300.44(1) 300.44(1)
Z 1 1 1
peate (g/cm®) 2.25 2.28 2.28
20max (deg) 116.74 116.74 116.74
Measured Reflections 37577 31016 31016
Independent Reflections 1750 1796 1796
Refined Parameters 18 18 23
Ry (%) 1.33 9.68 2.45
wR2 (%) 3.69 38.53 6.73
Goodness of Fit § 1.075 3.372 1.217
Twinning Ratio f - - 1.62: 1
Diff. density (e/A3) 0.65 / -0.91 15.35 / -13.45 2.11 / -3.27

an ideal CH3 group with variable distance and thermal parameters fixed by the non-riding atom. Repeating an
analogous refinement on a 30 K (T' < T*) dataset results in a significantly worse Ry = 9.68%, indicating some change
in the chemical structure. None of the space groups consistent with the apparent Laue class 3m1 improve the fit.

This tension may be resolved by considering a transition into a low-symmetry P3 structure. Such a model allows
for 2-fold merohedral twinning, which can disguise the “true” Laue class and is consistent with the observed release of
entropy. Here the mirror plane is lost, allowing the RuClg octahedra and CD3ND3 molecules to rotate by 4+ around
the z-axis passing through the high-symmetry site (1 and 2d respectively). Equivalently, this corresponds to a loss
of 2-fold rotational symmetry around a, b or a + b. A possible twinning matrix would be [-1 00; 11 0; 00 1]. This
model yields excellent agreement with the data, where Ry = 2.4%. Again, the deuterium positions are constrained
by a riding model, though now the rotation angle of the CH3 group also becomes a free parameter.

Final refinement results and structural differences between both models are visualized in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. The
rotation angle of the RuClg octahedra at 30 K - controlling the degree of symmetry breaking - amounts to ¢ =
+2.95(1)°. Hints of the structural change are seen even in the high-symmetry P3m1 model: The thermal parameters
on chlorine are highly anisotropic, elongated in the triangular plane to cover both +1.



90 T = 150 K, P3m1l 190 t T =30 K, P3ml t /190t T =30K, P3

Ry = 1.33% . Ry =9.68% , " Ry = 2.43%
5 60 . 160 ' 160
3 4,
N d *

30 ¢ 130 ) 130

(a) (b) (c)
0 30 60 90 0 30 60 90 0 30 60 90
Zeate (aau.) Zeate (aau.) Zeate (aau.)

FIG. 2. Observed versus calculated x-ray intensities at 150 K in P3m1 space group (a), at 30 K with the nominal P3m1
structure (b) and at 30 K for a lower symmetry P3 model including 2 merohedral twins. The solid line shows the 1:1 agreement
in all panels.
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FIG. 3. RuCls octahedra for single-crystal x-ray refinements at 30 K against different structural models. (a) Nominal P3m1
structure and (b) lower-symmetry P3 structure with parameters in tables I to III. The green ellipsoids illustrate the anisotropic
thermal displacements, while the red line in (b) emphasizes the rotation of RuClg octahedra by .

We note that a non-centrosymmetric space group P3 would also be consistent with the merohedral twinning
scenario discussed above. However, our refinement attempts yield no improvement in R-factors despite the extra
parameters. Analogous refinements were carried out on several single crystal samples, always pointing to the P3m1 —
P3 transition with analogous R-factors (8 — 10% vs. 1.5 — 2.5% for P3m1 and P3 models respectively). Similar
structural changes have been reported in the triangular lattice systems RbFe(MoOy)s [2] and NagBaCo(POy)2 [3, 4],
making this a relatively common structural motif.

Let’s discuss the potential impact of this structural phase transition on the magnetism. Anti-symmetric
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya terms remain forbidden by symmetry, at least down to Tx (the same goes for anything
akin to a J — J' isosceles distortion). However, the lower point symmetry .3 at the Ru3* site allows for two new
symmetric anisotropy terms in the triangular lattice Hamiltonian of Eq. 1. We can parameterize these by adding
separate phase shifts to the bond angles ¢, — @, + ¢, one for each of the bond-dependent terms Jii and J,4.

As for the inter-plane coupling, the main effect of the transition would be to allow for two inequivalent diagonal
terms J, # Jp [see Fig. 4(a)]. This has been explored previously in both RbFe(MoOy)s [5, 6] and NagBaCo(PO4)2
[4]. The mean-field inter-plane exchange energy is given as

3 1 3v3
E(q.) = —§J52 — 5[3(Ja +Jp) — 2Jc]52 cos(2mq.) + T\[[Jb — Jb]S’2 sin(2mgq.) (3)

per site. In practice, any J, # J, will entail an incommensurate (IC) inter-plane stacking g. # 1/2, incompatible
with experiment. We solve Eq. 3 numerically and plot the resulting inter-plane propagation vector in Fig. 4(b). By
setting ¢. = 1/2 we can restrict J, ~ J, < J./3, so the main physics is captured purely by J..



TABLE II. Fractional atomic coordinates and thermal displacement parameters deduced from a refinement of single crystal
x-ray diffraction data at T' = 150 K against the nominal structural model with space group P3ml (No. 164). The light
deuterium atoms are constrained with a riding model (CHs group with variable distance).

Atom Wyckoff T Y z Equiv. Biso
Na la 0 0 0 1.596(7)
Ru 1b 0 0 0.5 0.814(2)
al 6i 0.69054(2) 0.84527(2) 0.29605(2) 2.002(2)
N 2d 0.33333 0.66667 0.6592(1) 2.09(1)
C 2d 0.33333 0.66667 0.8741(2) 2.32(2)

D(l) 61 0.26714 0.73811 0.61452 3.13

D(2) 61 0.40828 0.59336 0.92220 3.48
B B2z B3 Bas B3 B2

1.95(1) 1.95(1) 0.89(1) 0 0 0.974(6)

0.875(2) 0.875(2) 0.692(2) 0 0 0.437(1)
1.077(2) 2.002(3) 1.123(3) -0.114(1) -0.227(2) 0.539(2)
2.487(2) 2.487(2) 1.287(2) 0 0 1.24(1)
2.835(2) 2.835(2) 1.303(2) 0 0 1.42(1)

TABLE III. Same as Table II, but for a refinement of the 7' = 30 K data against the reduced-symmetry space group P3 (No.
147). Here the mirror plane is lost, allowing the Cl octahedra and CD3NDs molecules to rotate. The light deuterium atoms
are constrained with a riding model (CHsz group with variable distance & rotation angle).

Atom Wy ckoft T Y z Equiv. Biso
Na la 0 0 0 0.70(1)
Ru 1b 0 0 0.5 0.345(2)
al 6g 0.68921(4) 0.82456(4) 0.20564(3) 0.575(3)
N 2d 0.33333 0.66667 0.3401(2) 0.86(1)
C 2d 0.33333 0.66667 0.1222(2) 0.99(2))

D(l) 6g 0.22734 0.69112 0.61527 1.26

D(2) 6g 0.44432 0.63561 0.92585 1.50
B Ba2 B33 Ba3 B3 B2

0.821(2) 0.821(2) 0.474(2) 0 0 0.411(9)
0.341(2) 0.341(2) 0.353(3) 0 0 0.166(2)
0.473(6) 0.644(7) 0.531(6) -0.038(4) -0.066(4) 0.220(5)
0.963(2) 0.963(2) 0.655(3) 0 0 0.48(1)
1.145(3) 1.145(3) 0.687(3) 0 0 0.57(2)
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FIG. 4. Effects of structural transition on the inter-plane coupling. (a) The diagonal next-nearest neighbor interactions
become inequivalent by symmetry, i.e. J, # J,. (b) Out-of-plane propagation vector component g. obtained by minimizing
the classical energy in Eq. 3. An J, # J,, should result in IC stacking along the c-axis.
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FIG. 5. Effects of trigonal distortion on the spin-orbital wavefunctions. (a) Sketch of the spatial shape of the pseudospin
wavefunctions for different ratios A/\. Red/blue color indicates spin up/down polarization of the hole. In (b,c,d) we show
the dependence of the energy spectrum, g-factors and ground state weights on the trigonal distortion. Results of different &
due to covalency effects are also depicted.

II. SINGLE-ION FITS & SPIN-ORBITAL WAVEFUNCTIONS

Here we summarize our fitting procedures of the single-ion + mean-field model discussed in the main text. We
keep only the low-energy log = 1 (orbital) and S = 1/2 (spin) degrees of freedom, corresponding to a single hole in
the o, manifold. This results in the on-site Hamiltonian

H=M-S+ A2 - gH-M (4)

where M = 28 — k€ is the magnetization and k < 1 accounts for a small reduction in orbital moment due to
hybridization with Cl~ anions (i.e. covalency effects [7, 8]). By diagonalizing H, we obtain the energy spectrum
E; and eigenstates [¢;) (see Fig. 5). For dominant spin-orbit coupling |A/A| < 1, the ground state is a spin-orbital
entangled jog = 1/2 Kramers doublet, written as

|£) = c1 |[£1,F1/2) + ¢ 0, £1/2) (5)

1 A ind A_2A/)\—1
2T oAz 1 22

Larger trigonal distortions |A| > A result in a more trivial state with no interesting orbital physics (the spin

polarization of the hole is synonymous with that of the pseudospins, cf. red/blue colors in Fig. 5(a)), purely composed
of |£1,F3) or |0, +3) states (depending on the sign of A). In order to determine the Hamiltonian parameters, we

use wavefunctions to calculate several experimentally accessible properties. The longitudinal/transverse g-factors are
given as

where c12 ==

gy =2|(1+ k)c% — c§| and g1 = 2ca(ca — \@kcl). (6)

The single-ion magnetization can be calculated as

MSWH,T) = pg Zpi (1i] 280 — ko [0) (7)

where p; are Boltzmann weights and the uniform susceptibility

oM,




TABLE IV. Fit results of the single-ion + mean-field model against susceptibility, magnetization and ESR data.

Parameter Value
A 153.26 £ 0.03 meV
A —77.94 £ 0.01 meV
k 0.9661 4+ 0.0001
JMF 1.714+0.01 K
X9 —9.24+ 4.8 x 107° emu/mol
X2 —6.54 1.2 x 10~* emu/mol

is simply evaluated numerically. For a direct comparison to experiment, we include also a temperature independent
susceptibility contribution ng as well as a mean-field Heisenberg exchange parameter Jyp. Each ion experiences a
local field Hyr proportional to the magnetization of its neighbors, determined self-consistently using the relation

MMF = M3 (H + Hyp,T)  where  Hyp = — 2IE  par (9)
(ghs)?

Here z = 6 is the number of nearest neighbors, while g = diag(g.,91,9)) is the g-tensor. By simultaneously fitting
the magnetization, susceptibility and ESR data for all field directions we obtain the parameter estimates summarized
in Table IV. We note that in experiment we are highly sensitive to the ratio A/\, while the overall energy scale only
appears in the high-T curvature of inverse susceptibilities and becomes muddled together with x. Therefore, one
can still obtain reasonable agreement by changing both spin-orbit coupling and trigonal crystal field simultaneously
within ~ 20%, but A/X ~ —0.51 remains tightly constrained.

III. ELECTRON SPIN RESONANCE

In Fig. 6 we present additional ESR data, characterizing the temperature dependence of the spectra discussed in
the main text. For both H || a and H || ¢ configurations, the resonance line is visible as a dip in optical transmission,
which becomes broader and more intense upon cooling. In both cases the Larmor frequency, i.e. the g-factor, does
not seem to change with temperature.

IV. MAGNETOELASTICS & EXCHANGE STRICTION

Let us recall the exchange striction mechanism commonly responsible for magnetoelastic effects near phase tran-
sitions in magnetic insulators [9]. Exchange integrals critically depend on the distances between magnetic ions, as
well as their angles with the ligands mediating the bonding. For small changes, this can be linearized as

oJ
J(jrs = x0) = T (s ]) + pij 7 —

2
O + O(pi;) (10)

pij=0

where p;; = [dry;]/|r;| is a normalized bond displacement induced by some lattice strain ep. This allows us to write

down a simple “bond-phonon” [10, 11] magnetoelastic Hamiltonian

k
Him—e = Z [(Jo —9pij)Si-S; + zpfj] (11)
()
where k is an elastic modulus and the coupling constant g = _% sets the strength of spin-lattice effects. In

equilibrium we have 01 /dp;; = 0, which yields ((p;;)) = ¥ (S; - S;) for the normalized changes in bond length. As
spin correlations develop below Ty, each bond acquires an additional stiffness contribution o (S; - S;) and the lattice
contracts to accommodate this. In principle one can “integrate out” the phonon terms in the Hamiltonian, which

produces an effective bi-quadratic term ~ b(S; - S;)? in the spin model where beg = —g*/k.

A. Estimating the Coupling Constants

Based on the lattice strains Al/l determined in zero field, we attempt to estimate the magnetoelastic coupling
constants. To check which type of distortions may be realized, we look at the symmetry strains, irreps of the
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FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of electron spin resonance excitations. (a,c) Fixed frequency ESR spectra at various
temperatures in H || a and H || ¢ experimental configurations. (b,d) False colorplots of the optical transmittance against
temperature and magnetic field.

Mode 6712 6ri3 0723

AL -1 -1 -1
E(1) 1 -5 —3
EQ 0 ¥ -8

TABLE V. Bond elongation 07;; for D3 symmetry strains (i.e. vibrational modes) A; and E of an equilateral triangle.

fundamental vibrational modes that may deform the crystal [12]. Restricting ourselves to the case of k = 0 distortions,
the problem simplifies to that of the D3 point group for an equilateral triangle. There are two relevant irreps: The
trivial A; “breathing” mode, expanding/contracting the entire triangle, and a two-fold degenerate E mode allowing
e.g. for a J — J' isosceles distortion.

The simple A; mode should be always active, since the magnetic energy depends linearly on the strain €4, , e.g.

Fuag() = —2(J = ga, (ea, )5 + O() (12

for a classical Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice. As for the “real” low-temperature structure, we take
(S;-S;) ~ —3 (S)? with a reduced ordered moment (S) & 0.21 [13-15] and ignore the small incommensurability

Vi
70(6“2“12) , where

(the angles between adjacent spins remain close to 120°). The relevant stiffness constant is k =
Vo is the unit cell volume, the longitudinal sound velocity v1; = y/c11/p =~ 2.1 km/s is determined from ultrasound
and p represents the mass density. Here we make the rough assumption k ~ ?’ij% based on the elastic stability

conditions 0 < c12 < c17 for hexagonal crystals [16]. Given the strain (g4, )) = Al/l ~ —5 x 107°¢ observed in our
zero field thermal expansion data, we estimate the spin-lattice coupling constant

kAL

ga, = (S:-S,) ~ 40 K. (13)
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FIG. 7. Magnetoelastic effects in (CD3ND3)2NaRuCls perpendicular to the triangular planes. (a) Temperature dependent

sample dilation Al/l along the c-axis, together with its numerical derivative, the thermal expansion coefficient o = %%. (b)
Changes in sample length in a magnetic field H || ¢, along with the magnetostriction coefficient A = - 22, Orange triangles

pol OH *
in both panels denote the anomalies in «(T") and A(H), in agreement with the phase transitions discussed in the main text.

B. J — J Magnetoelastic Distortion

While our x-ray data confirm the trigonal crystal structure down to Ty, they cannot rule out the possibility of a
“dynamic” J — J' isosceles distortion coupled to the magnetic order parameter. Such a monoclinic lattice distortion
would correspond to the E(1) vibrational mode and may coexist with A; below Tn2 on a similar scale < 106,
Starting from a simple Heisenberg picture, the triangular lattice would be deformed into inequivalent “chain” and
“zig-zag” couplings with renormalized exchanges Jo — J = Jo(1 —¢€) and Jo — J' = Jo(1 + §) respectively (here
we define € = gg, (eg,)) /Jo in the above exchange-striction framework). This affects both the classical propagation
vector and the ground state energy, resulting in

lq(€)] = 2cos™! <;J> =2cos ™ <21(1+f/€2)) = %” +V3e+ O(e?) (14)

FErmag(€) = J cos(q) + 2J' cos (%) = —gJOS2 - §J05262 +O(e%). (15)

Qualitatively, this approach can explain the IC peak positions observed in zero field as due to three structural
domains with an underlying spiral ground state. However, there are several problems with such a theory. First off, a
lattice distortion ((eg1))) ~ 1075 consistent with experiment would require a huge coupling constant gg1) ~ 10%ga,

to explain the IC shift dq/q = 3\/§gE(1) <<5E(1)>> /4mJo ~ 2% of magnetic Bragg peaks observed experimentally. This

in turn would necessitate a stiffness constant kg = w three orders of magnitude smaller, i.e. ¢17 — ¢1o ~
10~3¢1;. What’s even more problematic is that the classical magnetic energy gain from the distortion is quadratic
in the strain at lowest order, not linear. The latter is directly competing against the cost in elastic energy (also
quadratic), which means an E-type distortion is generally not expected to appear.

C. Dilatometry in E || ¢ Geometry

In Fig. 7 we present additional dilatometry data in the H || E || ¢ configuration, showing the length changes
perpendicular to the triangular planes. We observe the same phase transitions discussed in the main text, both
against temoerature (thermal expansion) and magnetic field (magnetostriction). Note that the overall scale of these
magnetoelastic effects is roughly an order of magnitude weaker than within the triangular plane, as expected for a
quasi-2D system.

V. INELASTIC NEUTRON SCATTERING

In the following, we provide further details about the sample and fitting procedure employed for the neutron
spectroscopy experiment carried out at THALES (ILL). Fig. 8(a) shows a picture of the coaligned probe, composed
of 16 crystals fixed to a copper holder with cytop glue and teflon. The total sample mass amounts to m = 1.9 g. The
quality of the alignment can be seen in Fig. 8(b,c), with a sample mosaic of roughly 3° FWHM. One can also spot a
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FIG. 8. (a) The probe used for neutron spectroscopy, containing 16 single crystals coaligned in the ab scattering plane. (b) A
cut through the Q = (1,0, 0) nuclear bragg peak. (c) Elastic neutron scattering intensity in the (hk0) plane taken at 7'~ 1 K.
The powder line visible at |Q| ~ 1.3 A~! originates from teflon.

small crystallite, slightly misaligned by 6.9° in the (hk0) plane and contributing about 7(2)% to the total scattering
intensity.

To reconstruct the spin-wave dispersion relation presented in the main text, we masked out spurious intensity from
inelastically re-scattered Bragg peaks (“Currat-Axe spurions”), subtracted a constant background and normalized the
data by the magnetic form factor. We then averaged over the various equivalent reciprocal space paths presented in
Fig. 9(a-c) and performed Gaussian fits to constant-Q cuts in order to extract the dispersion points fiwg.

These observations are compared to the magnon dispersion of a fully polarized ferromagnetic state in a least
squared fitting procedure. There is only one branch (propagation vector g = I') and spin-wave theory is exact [17],
making this the perfect regime to extract exchange parameters. For longitudinal fields H || ¢, the magnon dispersion
for the general anisotropic spin Hamiltonian of Eq. 1 is given as

ho(Q) = 25,/ — [Bq? (16)

AqQ = gepnB. —3JA + I (Q)
Bq = Jss (’yg(Q) + V/3i[cos(2mk) — cos(2m(h + k:))]) :

where

71(Q) = cos(27h) + cos(27k) + cos(2m(h + k)) (17)
v2(Q) = —2cos(27h) + cos(27k) + cos(2w(h + k)).

In this geometry, J.+ is absent entirely from the spin-wave dispersion. Furthermore, at high fields we have |Aq| >
|Bql, i.e. w(Q) =~ 25|Aq| and we are mainly sensitive to the XXZ-type couplings with only a weak dependence on
|J4+]|. In the Heisenberg limit (A =1,J14 = J,4+ = 0), Eq. 16 simplifies to

hw(Q) = 25 (gepnB. — 3J + J1(Q)) . (18)

The x? goodness-of-fit metrics, obtained by fitting the experimental dispersion relation to the Heisenberg and the
anisotropic model, are depicted in Fig. 9(d-g).

VI. COMMENSURATE MAGNETIC STRUCTURES

Here we discuss the nature of the commensurate magnetic structures in (CD3NDg3)sNaRuClg. Their essential
physics can be understood through a Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice, with the addition of a small AFM
inter-plane coupling J. > 0 [18]. Given the observed propagation vector q = (1/3,1/3,1/2), we find the ground state
by considering all possible six-sublattice spin configurations and resorting to semi-classical energy minimization. At
T =0, the classical degeneracy is lifted only by quantum fluctuations (i.e. order-by-disorder selection), favoring the
“most collinear” states with the softest excitation spectrum [19, 20|. On a phenomenological level, one can emulate
this by adding a small bi-quadratic coupling ~ b(S; - S;)? to the Hamiltonian [21-23|. In fact, such a term can be
derived rigorously through real space perturbation theory (RSPT), by calculating the leading order corrections to the
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FIG. 9. (a-c) Schematic showing the equivalent reciprocal space paths along I' - K, K - M and M - T', used to plot the
averaged excitation spectrum in the main text. Brillouin zone boundaries are indicated as black dotted lines. (d) x? goodness-
of-fit metric of the extracted dispersion relation to a nearest-neighbor Heisenberg model on the 2D triangular lattice. (e-g)
Analogous x? plots for the general anisotropic spin model of Eq. 1.

“mean field” (i.e. classical) ground state energy. For the triangular lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnet, the second
order RSPT correction is given as [24]

(O V [n) {n] V' |0) J25? 2

0Fy = = — 1—cosb;; 19

I T 22170 (19)

n 2]

where Hj,. = 3JS5 is the local field acting on each spin, resulting in beg = —J/(245%). Since this energy correction
amounts to an effective Hamiltonian operating on the ground state manifold of classical vector spins n; = S;/S, the
bi-quadratic term ~ cos? §;; = (n; - n;)? can show up even for S = 1/2 quantum systems.

We find the optimal six-sublattice ground state by minimize the following semi-classical Hamiltonian

H= Y [JSi-S;+bea(S*—8;-8,)°| +J. > Si-S;—> S;-H (20)
(1,5)€A (i,5) |le i

as a function of the inter-plane coupling J. and magnetic field H, resulting in the spin configurations discussed in the
main text. The phase diagram, as well as magnetization curves for a reasonable parameter choice J. = 0.1J, are shown
in Fig. 10. There are two differences compared to the pure 2D model: Firstly, the inter-plane term becomes frustrated
by the field, resulting in a mixed FM-AFM stacking with both q = (1/3,1/3,1/2) and 2q = (1/3,1/3,0) Fourier
components. Furthermore, the stacking preferred just above the plateau differs from the one close to saturation,
which gives rise to a first-order transition around H,. & 0.7Hg,t, above/below which the choice of minority spin is
uniform/staggered between layers. The evolution between phases Y - 11| - V - V/ appears to be highly robust with
respect to J., until the collinear magnetization plateau eventually becomes suppressed for large J. 2 0.5J.

Finally, we remark on the effects of other perturbing terms on these magnetic structures. The presence of several
IC phases in (CD3NDj3)2NaRuClg clearly points to significant bond-dependent interactions or magnetoelastic effects.
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FIG. 10. Effects of inter-plane coupling on the magnetic structures for the Heisenberg triangular lattice antiferromagnet. (a)
Magnetization curve and its numerical derivative for J. = 0.1.J, obtained from semi-classical model discussed in the text. (b)
T = 0 ground state phase diagram in the same approach, visualized as false color plot of the uniform magnetic susceptibility
X(Je, H). Both panels clearly show the presence of an additional phase transition between the V and V' states.

But towards the center of the phase diagram, the energy gain through order-by-disorder is maximized, surpassing
those other contributions and leading to a lock-in to the semi-classical commensurate states discussed above [22, 25].
In absence of a lattice distortion, magnetoelastic effects can only contribute a tiny bi-quadratic term (~ 20 times
smaller than the one obtained from RSPT, see Sec. IV) and should be irrelevant. The bond anisotropies would
favor collinear four-sublattice stripe order [26]. Below some critical exchange ratio, their main effect would be to
renormalize the critical fields H, and break the U(1) rotational symmetry, pinning the staggered in-plane ordered
moment to some discrete orientation.

VII. Z; VORTEX CRYSTAL PHASE

For sake of completeness, we reproduce here the expected 2D spin configuration for the Zy vortex crystal phase
[27-29]. Taking the cubic axes, one can equivalently re-write the spin Hamiltonian of Eq. 1 as a Jo — K — T — T
model [26]. The vortex crystal has been predicted to exist in the Heisenberg-Kitaev limit (i.e. I' = IV = 0), where

H=1Jy) Si-S;+K > SS] (21)

(4,9) YII€E.5)

and the coordinate transformation amounts to Jy = J + 6J44, K = —6.J14 with the constraints A = 1 (confirmed

experimentally in (CD3ND3);NaRuClg) and J,+ = 2v/2Jis (vet to be determined). In momentum space, the
classical HK-Hamiltonian has three eigenvalues at

J"(q) = Kcos(q-&,)+J Z cos(q - &), (22)

a=x,Y,z

i.e. each spin component vy € (z,y, z) prefers a different ordering vector. We obtain three sets of incommensurate
positions +q", along the I'-K direction in momentum space. These minima move towards the I' (M)-point for positive
(negative) K, where

1 J
=1—-—cos | ——r = ~
ql — cos (2(J+K)) |0g]|

1 K]
— (23)
V3 |J + IK]|
A simple superposition of three such incommensurate spirals will not be a good ground state - the moment size would
be strongly modulated. Instead the system would turn anharmonic, introducing additional Fourier components to
retain a semi-classical equal moment structure. The resulting ground state preserves threefold symmetry and locally
mimics the “parent” 120° structure, but exhibits a superlattice of Zy vortices on larger length scales. Up to second
harmonics, the magnetic structure may be approximated as

45 ; 1 .
SV (r) = —Re | eilarr+e] 4 etl(ay+aa) r+d] 24
0= P> en
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FIG. 11. Sketch of the 2D spin configuration for a Zs vortex crystal in the Heisenberg-Kitaev model, with parameters
K/Jo = —0.3. The hsv-color of each spin indicates its rotation angle in the triangular plane.

with a phase shift ¢ = 27n/3 between sublattices, visualized in Fig. 11.
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