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We have performed X-ray diffraction experiments on a single crystalline CeCoSi to investigate the unresolved ordered
phase below T0 ∼ 12 K. We have discovered that a triclinic lattice distortion takes place below T0, which is further
modified in the subsequent antiferromagnetic ordered phase. The structural domains can be selected by applying a
magnetic field, indicating that some electronic ordering exists behind and affects the magnetic anisotropy in the hidden
ordered phase below T0. The transition at T0, although the order parameter is still unknown, is associated with the
maximum in the c-axis lattice parameter. In magnetic fields along [1 0 0], the structural transition temperature, named as
Ts1, deviates from T0 and decreases with increasing the field, whereas T0 increases. This shows that the hidden ordered
phase without triclinic distortion exists between Ts1 and T0. The results for H ‖ [1 1 0] are also reported.

(March 9, 2022)

1. Introduction

Inter-ionic interactions between localized f -electron or-
bitals through hybridization with the conduction electrons
give rise to a rich variety of ordered phases of multipole
moments.1) In most cases, the order parameters are de-
scribed by even-parity multipole moments, such as magnetic
dipole, electric quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments,
which are inherently allowed in centrosymmetric environ-
ments. When the spatial inversion symmetry is locally broken
at the magnetic ion site, hybridization with the on-site d or-
bital is allowed, leading to an occurrence of local odd-parity
multipoles.2) Even when a crystal has an inversion center, fer-
roic order of a cluster-type odd-parity multipole can some-
times be constructed from a staggered ordering of even-parity
multipoles, which has been attracting interest as a key concept
to understand distinctive magnetoelectric phenomena and un-
usual ordered phases.3)

CeCoSi, with a tetragonal CeFeSi-type structure (space
group P4/nmm, No. 129), undergoes an antiferromagnetic
(AFM) order at TN = 9.4 K.4–8) The crystal structure, drawn
by using the program VESTA,9) is shown in Fig. 1. The mag-
netic order is described by a propagation vector q = (0, 0, 0),
where the two Ce atoms in the unit cell, located at noncen-
trosymmetric sites, are antiferromagnetically coupled.10) This
ordering breaks the global inversion symmetry of the crystal,
and gives rise to a cluster-type odd-parity multipole. The crys-
talline electric field (CEF) level scheme has been determined
by inelastic neutron scattering; the ground state is the Γ(1)

7 dou-
blet and the Γ(2)

7 and the Γ6 excited doublets are located at
10.49 meV and at 14.1 meV, respectively.10) The ground-state
wave function is close to that of the Γ7 doublet in cubic CEF,
resulting in an almost isotropic character. The proposed wave
functions well explain the nearly isotropic magnetic proper-
ties of CeCoSi. It is remarked, however, the size of the or-
dered moment is less than the value expected from the ground
state and is reduced to 0.37 µB.10)

a
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×

Fig. 1. (Color online) Crystal structure of CeCoSi. a = 4.057 Å and c =

6.987 Å at room temperature.7) A unit cell, represented by the rectangular
parallelepiped, contains two formula units. The cross at the midpoint of the
two Ce atoms in the unit cell represents the inversion center of the crystal. The
Ce atoms are at the 2c site (1/4, 1/4, z) (z = 0.678) with the site symmetry
4mm.

Another noteworthy feature in CeCoSi is the unresolved
transition at T0 ∼ 12 K. Although it has been only detectable
as a small anomaly in magnetic susceptibility and specific
heat, it is now established to exist as an intrinsic transition
by microscopic NQR and NMR measurements.11) In addition,
the transition at T0 is enhanced by applying a high pressure
and is connected to the clear anomaly above ∼ 1.5 GPa with a
gap formation in the conduction band. Therefore, the ordering
at T0 is named as a pressure induced ordered phase (PIOP).
The transition temperature reaches to an extremely high value
of ∼ 36 K at 1.5 GPa, suggesting an unusual c- f hybridiza-
tion effect.5–7) The NQR and NMR study concludes that the
transition is nonmagnetic in nature.11)

It is also important that T0 increases by applying a mag-
netic field, suggesting a mixing-type quadrupole order by in-
corporating the excited state. It is for the moment a possible
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candidate for the ordered phase in question as discussed in
CeTe, or in an extreme case for YbSb.12–16) However, in a
straightforward consideration, such a scenario is difficult to
accept because the energy level of the excited state in CeCoSi
is too high to have any effect on the phase transition. This is
the mystery of the hidden order at T0. Although it has been
discussed in association with the cluster-type odd-parity mul-
tipole,17, 18) it is still unclear whether the lack of local inver-
sion symmetry at the Ce site, or the formation of cluster-type
odd-parity multipole, play any role in this ordering, which is
one of the main issues in CeCoSi.

To study the mysterious ordered phase of CeCoSi between
TN and T0 from structural viewpoints, we have performed
X-ray diffraction experiments. The crystal structure has been
considered to maintain the tetragonal symmetry in the whole
temperature range as concluded from the results of neutron
powder diffraction and Co-NQR.10, 11) However, probably due
to the higher experimental resolution of single-crystal X-ray
diffraction, we have discovered a lattice distortion to take
place below T0, which is concluded to be a transition to a
triclinic structure. The triclinic distortion is further modified
in the AFM ordered phase. In addition, the structural domains
can be selected by applying a magnetic field, suggesting that
an electronic order exists behind and affects the magnetic
anisotropy. These results pose a new question on the hidden
ordered state of CeCoSi.

2. Experiment

Single crystals of CeCoSi were grown by Ce/Co eutectic
flux method as described in Ref. 7. X-ray diffraction experi-
ments were performed at BL-3A of the Photon Factory, KEK,
Japan. A plate-shaped single-crystalline sample with an as-
grown c-plane surface, 1.5 × 2.0 mm2 in area and 0.3 mm in
thickness, was mounted in a vertical field 8 Tesla cryomag-
net by using Apiezon-N grease so that the c-axis was parallel
to the horizontal scattering plane. The (H, 0, L) and (H,H, L)
scattering planes were selected by rotating the sample about
the c-axis, where the field direction was along [0 1 0] and
[1̄ 1 0], respectively. We used a two-dimensional Timepix area
detector with 256×256 pixels at a pitch of 55 µm, which cov-
ered approximately two degrees each for the horizontal (2θ)
and vertical (χ) directions. The total intensity of the Bragg
peak was measured by an oscillation method, where the crys-
tal angle (θ) was rotated by approximately two degrees about
the Bragg peak. We used an X-ray beam with a wavelength of
1.385 Å (8.952 keV) in a nonresonant region. We also used
a laboratory-based rotating anode X-ray source (Cu-Kα) and
a two-axis diffractometer to measure the temperature (T ) de-
pendence of the lattice parameters between 3 K and 300 K for
the same single crystal.

3. Results and Analysis

3.1 Temperature and magnetic-field dependences

Figure 2 shows the scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the
intensity of the (0 0 8), (2 0 7), and (1 1 8) fundamental Bragg
reflections at temperatures ranging from 3 K to 25 K. The
original two dimensional data have been converted to the one
dimensional 2θ dependence by integrating the pixel intensity
along the vertical direction.19) As it is clearly observed, the (0
0 8) peak does not show any splitting and the peak position
exhibits a smooth T -dependence with a minimum at 13 K.
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Top: Scattering angle dependences of the intensity
of the (0 0 8), (2 0 7), and (1 1 8) Bragg reflections at zero field between 3 K
and 25 K. Note the different scale of the horizontal axis for (0 0 8). Bottom:
Temperature dependences of the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the
Bragg peak indicated by the mark (closed circle) in the top panels. For (1 1
8), the FWHM for another peak indicated by the open circle is also shown.
The marks on the (2 0 7) and (1 1 8) peaks at 8 K and 13 K, below which the
peak is split, represent that the peak is treated as a single peak in evaluating
the FWHM at and above these temperatures.

The (2 0 7) and (1 1 8) peaks, on the other hand, exhibit clear
splittings below 13 K. The (2 0 7) peak splits into two peaks
below 13 K, both of which further split into two peaks below
8 K, which is slightly lower than TN. The (1 1 8) peak splits
into three peaks below 13 K and the central peak splits into
two peaks below 8 K.

The T -dependences of the full width at half maximum
(FWHM) of the Bragg peaks, obtained from the fits to multi-
ple squared Lorentzian functions, are also shown in the bot-
tom panels of Fig. 2. These are the FWHMs of the representa-
tive peak indicated by the mark in the top panels. For (0 0 8),
the peak profiles at all temperatures were treated as a single
peak. For (2 0 7) and (1 1 8), the profiles for T ≥ 13 K, as
indicated by the marks (closed circle on the data at 13 K in
the top panels), were treated as a single peak. The profiles for
8 ≤ T ≤ 12.5 K were treated as double peaks for (2 0 7) and
triple peaks for (1 1 8). For T ≤ 7 K the profiles were treated
as quadruple peaks. The broad profile at 12.5 K for (1 1 8) was
excluded from the FWHM analysis because it was difficult to
resolve the three peaks. The FWHM of the (0 0 8) peak does
not exhibit any noticeable anomaly since no splitting takes
place. The FWHM of the (2 0 7) and (1 1 8) peaks, by con-
trast, exhibits a significant increase with decreasing T toward
13 K, implying an increase in the structural instability. Below
the transition at 13 K, the width decreases with decreasing T

and again exhibits a weak increase at 8 K.
Figure 3 shows the T -dependence of the peak position, L

in (H,K, L), of the (0 0 8) reflection in the reciprocal lattice
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Fig. 3. (Color online) Temperature dependence of the peak position of the
(0 0 8) reflection, L in (H, K, L), expressed in the reciprocal lattice unit of the
tetragonal lattice. The temperature indicated by the arrow is named as Tc-max,
where the c-axis lattice parameter takes the maximum. Magnetic fields are
applied along the [0 1 0] direction. The data for 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T are shifted
by 0.001, 0.002, and 0.003, respectively. The reciprocal lattice is defined so
that L = 8 at 20 K.

of the original tetragonal unit cell. Since the minimum in L

corresponds to the maximum in the lattice parameter c, the
temperature at which L takes the minimum is named as Tc-max.
When a magnetic field is applied along [0 1 0], Tc-max shifts to
higher temperatures. It is noted that the specific heat of the
sample used in this study shows the anomaly of T0 at 13 K.19)

These results show that Tc-max corresponds to T0.
It is also anomalous that the lattice parameter c decreases

with increasing temperature above T0, indicating a negative
thermal expansion. This unusual behavior persists up to the
room temperature.19) The lattice parameter a, on the other
hand, exhibits a normal T -dependence as it increases almost
linearly with T . It is noted that the relation∆c/c ≈ −0.75∆a/a

holds above Tc-max. In view of the two-dimensional nature of
the crystal structure, where the rigid Co-Si layers seem to be
weakly coupled along the c-axis,7) the negative thermal ex-
pansion along the c-axis suggests that the total thermal ex-
pansion is mostly determined by the in-plane bonding; i.e.,
when the ab-plane contracts, the lattice consequently expands
along the c-axis. This may be associated with the distinctive
pressure dependence of c/a in CeCoSi.20, 21)

Figure 4(a) shows the T -dependences of the peak position,
L in (H,K, L), of the (2 0 7) reflection in magnetic fields ap-
plied along the [0 1 0] direction.19) As demonstrated in Fig. 2,
the (2 0 7) peak exhibits a clear splitting below T0 = 13 K at
zero field into two peaks, indicating an occurrence of a struc-
tural transition at T0. In magnetic fields, the structural transi-
tion temperature, which we name as Ts1, decreases with in-
creasing the field. On the other hand, Tc-max (= T0) increases
with increasing the field, which is also observed as a mini-
mum in L in (2 0 7). Below Tc-max the peak position L in-
creases with decreasing T down to Ts1, where the peak splits
into two. This result shows that Ts1 separates from T0 in mag-
netic fields, whereas they coincide at zero field. As shown in
Fig. 4(b) for a representative peak, the FWHM increases with
decreasing T toward Ts1, implying an increase in the struc-
tural instablility at all magnetic fields (see supplemental ma-
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Fig. 4. (Color online) (a) Temperature dependences of the peak position
of the (2 0 7) reflection, L in (H, K, L), expressed in the reciprocal lattice
unit of the tetragonal lattice. Magnetic fields are applied along the [0 1 0]
direction. The labels represent the domain assignments shown in Fig. 8. (b)
Temperature dependences of the FWHM for the peak corresponding to the
structural domain represented by the label. The data for 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T are
shifted by the value shown in the parentheses

terial for the original peak profile).19) After exhibiting a sharp
peak at Ts1, the FWHM decreases toward the resolution limit
of 0.05◦ for (2 0 7) with decreasing T .

To deduce the FWHM, the peak profile at Ts1 (e.g. 13 K
for 0 T) is treated as a single peak and that just below Ts1

(e.g. at 12.5 K for 0 T) is treated as double peaks. It is noted
that, at 0 T for example, the FWHM ∼ 0.2◦ at 13 K is almost
equal to the peak split at 12.5 K. It is therefore not possible to
distinguish experimentally whether the peak profile at 13 K is
double peaked with a split by ∼ 0.1◦ or is single peaked with a
FWHM of ∼ 0.2◦ (both can fit the data). The purpose of plot-
ting the FWHM in this paper, whichever the case may be, is
to show and emphasize the tendency of the peak splitting, i.e.
the existence of lattice instability at the structural transition.

In the AFM ordered phase, the double peak splits into four
peaks at zero field, indicating an occurrence of a second struc-
tural transition. Since the transition temperature of 8 K ap-
pears to be slightly lower than TN, we named the temperature
as Ts2 to distinguish it from TN. At Ts2 = 8 K, the FWHM of
the Bragg peak exhibits a weak increase at 0 T. As explained
above, this suggests a structural instability taking place below
TN = 9.4 K before it is fixed below Ts2 = 8 K and the peak
starts to split. It is also noted that the T -dependence of the
peak split at 0 T shown in Fig. 4(a) seems to close at 8 K by
extrapolation and not at 9 K. This point will be discussed later
in Sec. 3.3.

By applying a field of 2 T, the peak splitting below Ts2 soon
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Fig. 5. (Color online) Magnetic field dependence of the peak position of
the (2 0 7) reflection, L in (H, K, L), at 3 K and 10 K, expressed in the recip-
rocal lattice unit of the tetragonal lattice. The size of the marks represent the
peak intensity.

disappears because the structural domains corresponding to
the inner peaks are selected. The domain selection below TN

above 2 T, or in other words a structural transition across TN,
is observed as the maximum in the peak split at around 9 K,
which seems to coincide with TN. The FWHM does not ex-
hibit a cusp anomaly in magnetic fields above 2 T after the
preferable domains are selected. With respect to the data at 6
T, the FWHM increases with decreasing T down to the low-
est temperature of 3 K. This reflects the approach to another
boundary at around 8 T as explained next.

Magnetic field dependence of the peak position L of the (2
0 7) reflection for H ‖ [0 1 0] is shown in Fig. 5.19) At 3 K, the
outer peaks soon disappear by applying a field of ∼ 1 T and
the intensity is transferred to the inner peaks, indicating that
the preferable structural domains are selected by the magnetic
field. The intensity of the outer peaks almost disappear at 2
T. The width of the split between the inner peaks gradually
decrease above 2 T. The split peaks are expected to merge
back into the original central peak at around 8 T. This is also
the case at 10 K. The critical field at 3 K seem to be lower
than that at 10 K.

Next, we rotated the crystal by 45◦, changed the scattering
plane to (H,H, L), and investigated the (1 1 8) reflection. Fig-
ure 6(a) shows the T -dependence of the peak position, L in
(H,K, L), of the (1 1 8) reflection in magnetic fields applied
along the [1̄ 1 0] direction. First, at zero field, the (1 1 8) peak
splits into three below Ts1 and the central peak splits into two
below Ts2. In magnetic fields, the split outer peaks become
weak because of the domain selection.19) At 6 T, it was diffi-
cult to determine the (H,K, L)-index because the peak inten-
sity was too weak. From the T -dependence of the peak split at
2 T, Ts1 does not seem to change by the field, which is differ-
ent from the result of (2 0 7) for H ‖ [0 1 0]. On the other hand,
the peak position L of the central peak exhibits a minimum at
T0 and increases with decreasing T below T0. It seems diffi-
cult to distinguish whether Ts1 deviates from T0 or not from
the peak split because the domain population is mostly trans-
ferred to the central peak and the intensities of the split peaks
become very weak above 4 T.

Figure 6(b) shows the T -dependences of the FWHM of the
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Fig. 6. (Color online) (a) Temperature dependences of the peak position
of the (1 1 8) reflection, L in (H, K, L), expressed in the reciprocal lattice
unit of the tetragonal lattice. Magnetic fields are applied along the [1̄ 1 0]
direction. The labels represent the domain assignments shown in Fig. 8. (b)
Temperature dependences of the FWHM for the peak corresponding to the
structural domain represented by the label. The data for 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T are
shifted by the value shown in the parentheses.

central peaks that remain up to high fields.19) Although it was
difficult to follow the field dependence of Ts1 from the peak
split as described above, the FWHM exhibits a cusp anomaly
even at 6 T where the split peaks are difficult to observe.
The increase in FWHM, reflecting the structural instability,
strongly suggests that the transition at Ts1 still exists even at 6
T and that Ts1 increases with increasing the field, i.e., Ts1 = T0

for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0]. Since the increase in FWHM reflects the ten-
dency of the peak splitting, the anomaly becomes weaker as
the intensities of the split peaks transfer to the central peak
due to the domain selection by the applied field. This is a dif-
ferent situation for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] than for H ‖ [0 1 0] in Fig. 4(b).
At Ts2 = 8 K the FWHM again exhibits a weak cusp anomaly
at 0 T and 2 T, reflecting the lattice instability taking place in
the AFM phase. Above the phase boundary at 4 T, which is
explained next, the cusp anomaly disappears. At the boundary
of 4 T, the FWHM increases with decreasing T below 9 K, re-
flecting the increase in structural instability by approaching
the phase boundary.

Magnetic field dependence of the peak position L of the (1
1 8) reflection for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] is shown in Fig. 7.19) At 3 K,
as for (2 0 7), the intensity of the outer peaks is rapidly trans-
ferred to the inner peaks at around 1 T, indicating the domain
selection by the field. The width of the peak split between
the inner peaks gradually decreases and the split peaks merge
back into the central peak at 4 T. The intensity of the outer
peaks weakly remains at 4 T, which further decreases at 6 T
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to a negligible level, but it still appears to remain finite. Also
at 10 K, the intensity of the outer peak shows a steep decrease
at around 1 T and a gradual decrease up to 4 T. The inten-
sity still appears to remain finite even at 6 T. The decreased
intensity is transferred to the central peak.

3.2 Triclinic distortion

Let us analyze the crystal structure at zero field to consis-
tently explain the peak splitting of the (0 0 8), (2 0 7), and
(1 1 8) reflections shown in Figs. 3, 4, and 6, respectively. No
splitting in the (0 0 8) reflection shows that the direction of the
reciprocal lattice vector c∗ does not change. The splitting of
the (2 0 7) and (1 1 8) Bragg peaks into two and three along L,
respectively, can be explained by considering that the c-axis
tilts to the [1 1 0] and the equivalent directions, consequently
forming a monoclinic lattice. Finally, to explain the splitting
of H, it is necessary to introduce different lattice parameters
for a and b, indicating that the lattice is distorted to triclinic.19)

The distorted lattice in the temperature range Ts2 < T < Ts1 is
illustrated in Fig. 8(A) and its equivalent domains are shown
in Figs. 8(B), (C), and (D). With respect to the domain-A at
10 K, the relative change in the lattice parameters with re-
spect to those at 20 K are estimated to be ∆a/a = 5.0 × 10−4,
∆b/b = −5.0×10−4, and ∆c/c = −2.2×10−4. The triclinic an-
gles are α = 89.64◦, β = 89.64◦, and γ = 90.0◦. The volume
contraction is calculated to be ∆V/V = −2.6 × 10−4, which is
consistent with fact that T0 increases by applying an external
pressure.5–7, 11) Although the angle γ is not necessarily equal
to 90◦ in the triclinic lattice, the deviation is too small (less
than 0.05◦) to determine within the accuracy of the present
measurement. All the data were consistently explained by as-
suming γ = 90.0◦.

The peak split below Ts2 can be explained by considering
an additional tilt of the c-axis to the directions perpendicular
to the first one below Ts1. For each domain from A to D, there
arise two domains, which are named A1, A2, etc., resulting in
eight domains in total. The peak assignments to these domains
are given in Figs. 4, 5, 6, and 7.

In magnetic fields of H ‖ [0 1 0], the A1, B1, C1, and D1
domains are selected and the A2, B2, C2, and D2 domains dis-

(A) (B) (C) (D)

(A1) (B1) (C1) (D1)

(A2) (B2) (C2) (D2)

c

b

a

Fig. 8. (Color online) A model of the triclinic structure after the structural
transition. A, B, C, and D represent the four types of structural domains below
Ts1. The arrow on the upper ab-plane represents the direction of the shift
of the plane from the tetragonal lattice. A1, A2 etc. are the domains below
Ts2. The short arrow on the upper ab-plane represents the direction of the
secondary shift of the plane below Ts2.

appear.19) At 3 K in the AFM phase, the intensities of the outer
peaks (A2, B2, C2, D2) rapidly decrease by applying a field
of ∼ 1 T and almost disappear at 2 T. The intensities transfer
to the inner peaks (A1, B1, C1, D1). With further increasing
the field, the width of the split between the inner peaks gradu-
ally decreases, and the peaks are expected to merge back into
the original central peak at around 8 T.

In magnetic fields of H ‖ [1̄ 1 0], the domains B and C are
selected and the domains A and D disappear approximately
at 1 T. At 3 K in the AFM phase, the width of the peak split
between the inner peaks of the domains B and C gradually
decrease and merge back into the central peak at 4 T. It is
noted, however, as shown by the tiny marks in Figs. 6 and
7, the intensities of the outer peaks of the domains A and D
weakly remain up to 4 T. Although they become very weak at
higher fields, they still survive even at 6 T (see supplemental
material). From these results of domain selection, we can see
that the structural domains are preferred in which the tilt of the
c-axis has more parallel component to the applied field. This
is a common nature irrespective of the temperature above or
below TN.

3.3 Magnetic field vs temperature phase diagram

From the above results, we have constructed a phase dia-
gram from the structural viewpoint. The result for H ‖ [0 1 0]
is shown in Fig. 9. First, the onset temperature of the hidden
order, T0, is equal to Tc-max and increases with increasing the
filed. This is consistent with the previous reports.7, 8, 11) Sec-
ond, a structural transition takes place at Ts1, which is equal to
T0 at zero field and decreases with increasing the field. Below
Ts1, the (2 0 7) peak splits into two peaks.

As shown in Fig. 4(b), the FWHM exhibits a significant
increase at Ts1. This is considered to reflect an enhancement
of the triclinic structural instability on approaching Ts1. At
temperatures above Ts1, although the spatial and time aver-
age of the structure must still be tetragonal, or orthorhombic
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in magnetic fields in a strict sense, short-ranged or instan-
taneous fluctuation of the triclinic phase is enhanced on ap-
proaching Ts1, where the phase transition finally takes place
and the Bragg peak splits.

At zero field, the (2 0 7) peak further splits into four peaks
below Ts2, where the triclinic structure is modified by the ap-
pearance of the AFM order. The result that Ts2 appears to be
lower than TN by ∼ 1 K at 0 T can possibly be considered
as reflecting the similar kind of structural instability of the
low-T triclinic phase, which becomes significant just below
TN on entering the AFM phase. For example, when the AFM
order takes place in the triclinic domain-A, there can arise a
structural fluctuation between the two domains of A1 and A2,
which consequently results in a slightly lower transition tem-
perature of Ts2 than TN. The enhanced instability is reflected
in the weak increase in the FWHM at 8 K at 0 T as shown in
Fig. 4(b).

Above 1 T, as represented by the horizontal dotted line, the
preferable structural domains below TN (A1, B1, C1, D1) are
selected, leaving two peaks to remain. The two peaks are ex-
pected to vanish at around 8 T, which is expected to be con-
nected to Ts1 above TN. When the preferable domains are se-
lected above 1 T, a structural transition (or a crossover) from
phase II (T0 > T > TN) to III (T < TN) is observed at around
9 K, which is in agreement with TN. This may be because the
structural fluctuation is suppressed by selecting the preferable
structural domain by the applied field.

The phase diagram for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] constructed from the
available data, though not comprehensive yet, is shown in
Fig. 10. For H ‖ [1̄ 1 0], T0 is almost equal to that for
H ‖ [0 1 0] as observed in the maximum of the lattice param-
eter c. The second structural transition at Ts2 still exists even
in a magnetic field of 2 T as shown in Fig. 6(a). This may be
because the structural fluctuation remains in magnetic fields
for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] even above the initial domain selection at 1 T.
For example, when the AFM order takes place in the triclinic
domain-B at 2 T, there remains a fluctuation between the do-
mains B1 and B2, which causes the second structural transi-
tion at Ts2 and causes the peak splitting within the preferred
domain. We consider that this is reflected in the increase in
the FWHM at Ts2 as shown in Fig. 6(b) for 0 T and 2 T.

There is also a boundary at 4 T as observed in the disap-
pearance of the peak split at 3 K in the central peak shown
in Fig. 7. This boundary is also reflected in the increase in
the FWHM with decreasing T below 9 K at 4 T as shown in
Fig. 6(b). In magnetic fields above 4 T, the B and C struc-
tural domains are selected and the intensities from the A and
D domains significantly decrease. It is noted that, since the
central peak of the (1 1 8) reflection corresponding to the B
and C domains does not split, it is not clear whether the B and
C triclinic domains persist or they come back to the tetrag-
onal structure, or an orthorhombic structure in a strict sense
in magnetic fields.19) We cannot distinguish the two possibil-
ities. However, judging from the fact that the weak intensities
from the A and D domains remain above 4 T, indicating the
domain selection and not the change in the lattice type and the
symmetry, it is inferred that the B and C domains continue to
exist up to higher fields. In addition, also from the result that
the FWHM of the central peak exhibits a cusp anomaly at T0

at 4 T and 6 T, reflecting the peak split due to the appearance
of the A and D domains, the transition from the tetragonal to
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T with Ts1 = T0 or the high field phase is orthorhombic without structural
transition at Ts1.

the triclinic domains of B and C is also likely to exist at high
fields above 4 T. If this is the case, Ts1 = T0 is concluded for
H ‖ [1̄ 1 0].

However, since the main peak of the (1 1 8) reflection at the
center above 4 T is unambiguously a single peak, from which
we cannot extract any evidence for the triclinic distortion. If
we neglect the tiny peaks for the A and D domains as residual
signals, there arise also a possibility that the structure above 4
T for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] could be orthorhombic. In this case, the weak
anomaly in FWHM at Ts1 is regarded as extrinsic. It is con-
cluded that Ts1 does not exist above 4 T for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0]. These
two possibilities above 4 T are written by gray letters in the
phase diagram in Fig. 10. The phase diagram for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0]
needs to be studied in more detail, which must be different
from that for H ‖ [0 1 0].
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4. Discussions

Since the magnetic field itself does not have a direct in-
teraction with the lattice, there should be some magnetic
anisotropy originating from the electronic system in the tri-
clinic phase, through which the structural domains are ma-
nipulated. Such an example can be found in the domain
switching in the hexagonal YbAl3C3 and DyAl3C3, where
the structural domains in the low temperature orthorhombic
phase can be manipulated by the magnetic field even in the
paramagnetic state probably through the very weak magnetic
anisotropy.22) Also in the present case of CeCoSi, the mag-
netic anisotropy in the ab-plane is considered to be very small
since the CEF ground state is nearly isotropic.10) Although
it is speculated that the ferroquadrupole order of Oyz + Ozx

corresponding to the triclinic distortion gives rise to such a
magnetic anisotropy, it still requires further study if such an
ordering could be possible by considering the inter-orbital hy-
bridization due to the noncentrosymmetry.

If the lattice is uniformly distorted in the triclinic structure,
probably with the space group P1̄ where all the atoms are at
the general 2i site, there should arise no splitting in the NQR
spectrum, but with a shift below T0, which is consistent with
the experimental observation. To explain the peak splitting in
NMR in magnetic fields, on the other hand, it is necessary to
take into account an antiferro-type induced moment at the Co
site.11) Even if we simply consider a ferroquadrupole order for
the structural transition, it is still necessary to consider some
antiferro-type order taking place below T0.18)

Therefore, the phase transition at T0 is still in question. It
should be associated with the Ce-4 f and a Ce-Ce interac-
tion, possibly of nonmagnetic origin involving some orbital
nature, since the order is fragile to La substitution.6) In par-
ticular, the relation with the triclinic distortion is mysterious.
For H ‖ [0 1 0], T0 and Ts1 separate with increasing the field.
The temperature region Ts1 < T < T0 is a purely hidden or-
dered phase without triclinic distortion, but with a lattice con-
traction along the c-axis and with some antiferro-type order
of orbital nature. We note that the phase boundary at Ts1 in
magnetic fields has also been revealed recently by the bulk
property measurements.23)

One of the possibilities of the crystal structure of the purely
hidden ordered phase for H ‖ [0 1 0], which is induced by
the underlying electronic order, could be a monoclinic one
with the space group P112/n (No. 13), a subgroup of an or-
thorhombic space group Pmmn (No. 59), where Pmmn is a
subgroup of the tetragonal P4/nmm (No. 129).19) Although
there has been no experimental evidence for the symmetry
lowering from tetragonal to orthorhombic in the paramag-
netic phase above T0, it may be assumed that the symmetry
of the crystal is reduced to orthorhombic in a magnetic field
applied along the [0 1 0] direction. A possible consequence of
the antiferro-type hidden order at T0 could be an Oxy-type fer-
roquadrupole order, resulting in the symmetry lowering from
orthorhombic to monoclinic. Since no peak splitting is ob-
served in the region Ts1 < T < T0, the monoclinic distortion
is expected to be negligibly small. In this phase, the c-axis is
still perpendicular to the ab-plane. The Oyz and Ozx moments
are induced below Ts1 with the reduction to P1̄. In our obser-
vation, the transition at T0 is only reflected in the maximum of
the c-axis lattice parameter. At zero field, this electronic order

and the triclinic distortion to P1̄, allowing the Oyz and Ozx mo-
ments, take place simultaneously by skipping the monoclinic
phase. For H ‖ [1̄ 1 0], we start from Cmme (No. 67), where
the orthorhombic axis is parallel to the field. In this case, the
hidden order immediately induces the Oyz and Ozx moments
and the tilt of the c-axis, resulting in the reduction to P1̄ at
T < T0.

With respect to the possibility of quadrupole order, we note
a recent article reporting a nonmagnetic phase transition at
T0 = 0.4 K in CeRh2As2 with the CaBe2Ge2-type struc-
ture.24, 25) CeCoSi and CeRh2As2, with the same space group
P4/nmm, share a similar structural feature, where the site
symmetry 4mm of Ce (2c site) lacks the inversion symmetry
but the crystal is globally centrosymmetric with an inversion
center at the midpoint of the two Ce atoms in the unit cell. The
transition at T0 = 0.4 K is proposed to be a quadrupole den-
sity wave state, involving the conduction electrons through c-
f hybridization. However, since the Γ(1)

7 doublet CEF ground
state and the Γ6 first excited state at ∆CEF ∼ 30 K are well
separated, no quadrupolar degree of freedom is expected to
remain at 0.4 K. A metaorbital transition is proposed to be
a possible scenario of this ordering, where the CEF excited
state is incorporated through a relatively strong hybridization
with a Kondo temperature TK ∼ 30 K as high as the CEF
splitting.25, 26) Since the Kondo temperature of CeCoSi, with
a localized 4 f state, is expected to be much lower than that
of CeRh2As2, this scenario may not be applicable. However,
the ratio of T0 to ∆CEF of CeCoSi (= 12 K / 120 K) is much
larger than that of CeRh2As2 (= 0.4 K / 30 K). If we take
into account the orbital dependent hybridization, i.e., if the
hybridization of the CEF excited state is stronger than that
of the ground state, the quadrupole order by incorporating the
CEF excited state could be a possible scenario also in CeCoSi.

Another point worth noting with respect to the structural
transition of CeCoSi at T0 above the AFM order is the similar
anomaly reported in CeCo1−xFexSi.27, 28) The increase in the
transition temperature by applying a magnetic field is remi-
niscent of the T0 anomaly in CeCoSi and seems to be pro-
nounced by Fe substitution, although the anomaly is broad-
ened. To explain this unusual transition, a phenomenological
thermodynamic theory was presented considering the magne-
toelastic free energy.29) The theory well explains the field de-
pendences of the structural transitions at TN and T0, suggest-
ing the importance of magnetoelastic coupling through the 4 f

quadrupole moments.
A similarity with the structural transition at 13.5 K in

CePd2Al2 with the CaBe2Ge2-type structure is also notewor-
thy.30) The transition temperature increases to ∼ 50 K by ap-
plying a pressure of 3 GPa. The resistivity exhibits a step-like
increase reminiscent of a gap opening as in CeCoSi. At ambi-
ent pressure, the symmetry lowering from tetragonal P4/nmm

to orthorhombic Cmme at 13.5 K is accompanied by a signif-
icant anomalies in specific heat, magnetic susceptibility, and
resistivity, which are much more pronounced than those in
CeCoSi possibly because the lattice distortion of ∼ 1% is
much larger. The 4 f entropy is expected to be involved in
this structural transition through a magnetoelastic coupling
as demonstrated by the formation of bound states between
phonons and CEF excitations.31, 32) The weak anomaly at T0

in CeCoSi may suggest that such effect is weaker than in
CePd2Al2.
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5. Summary

In summary, we have studied the hidden ordered phase of
CeCoSi by single-crystal X-ray diffraction in magnetic fields.
The anomaly at T0 is reflected in the maximum of the c-axis
lattice parameter. At zero field, a structural transition to the
triclinic lattice occurs simultaneously with the hidden order at
T0. For H ‖ [0 1 0] (equivalent to [1 0 0]), the temperature of
the structural transition, Ts1, separates from T0 and decreases
with increasing the field, leaving the purely hidden ordered
state without triclinic distortion to exist between Ts1 and T0.
A second lattice distortion occurs below Ts2, which is slightly
lower than TN, leading to a modification of the triclinic lattice
reflecting the antiferromagnetic order. The preferred struc-
tural domains are selected by a weak magnetic field of 1 T.
The triclinic distortion disappears at high fields above 8 T.
We also studied the structural transitions for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] and
showed that the phase diagram is much different from that
for H ‖ [0 1 0]. These results strongly suggest that some elec-
tronic order of, e.g, a ferroquadrupole, exists behind and gives
rise to a weak magnetic anisotropy in the triclinic phase. How-
ever, the origin of the hidden ordered phase, possibly with an
antiferro-type order parameter, is still in mystery.
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Compd. 639, 51 (2015).
31) L. C. Chapon, E. A. Goremychkin, R. Osborn, B. D. Rainford, and S.

Short, Physica B 378-380, 819 (2006).
32) M. Klicpera, M. Boehm, P. Doležal, H. Mutka, M. M. Koza, S. Rols,
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Fig. S1. X-ray oscillation photographs of the (0 0 8), (2 0 7), and (1 1 8) reflections at 3 K and 10 K at zero field. X and Y represent the pixel number of
the detector. The intensity sum along Y between 90 and 130 were used to obtain the one dimensional 2θ dependence of the intensity (Fig. 2 in the main text.
Figs. S2, S3, S4, S5, S6, and S7 in the supplemental material). One pixel along X corresponds to the 2θ angle of 0.0069◦ . The crystal angle (θ) was rotated
by approximately two degrees about the Bragg peak. The θ-scan was also performed to determine the peak position and deduce the (H, K, L) index of the split
peaks (Figs. 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 in the main text. Figs. S8 and S9 in the supplemental material).
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Fig. S2. (top) Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (0 0 8) reflection in magnetic fields of 0 T, 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T applied along [0 1 0].
The T -dependences of L in (H,K, L) for (0 0 8) shown in Fig. 3 in the main text are obtained from the peak positions of these data. (bottom) T -dependences of
the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the Bragg peak obtained from the fit with a squared Lorentzian function. For (0 0 8), no cusp anomaly is observed
in the FWHM, except for the gradual variation in slope at around 15 K.
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Fig. S3. (top) Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (2 0 7) reflection in magnetic fields of 0 T, 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T applied along [0 1 0].
The T -dependences of L in (H, K, L) for (2 0 7) shown in Fig. 4 in the main text are obtained from the peak positions of these data. (middle) T -dependences
of the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the Bragg peak obtained from the fit with multiple squared Lorentzian functions. The FWHM is shown for the
peak indicated by the mark (closed circle) in the top panels. The peak profiles for T ≥ 13 K, 13 K, 12.5 K, and 11.5 K for 0 T, 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T, respectively,
which are indicated by the marks in the top panels, were treated as a single peak. Below these temperatures the profiles were treated as double peaks. For 0 T,
the profiles for 8 ≤ T ≤ 12.5 K and for T ≤ 7 K were treated as double peaks and four peaks, respectively, which are also indicated by the marks. (bottom)
Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity plotted in a logarithmic scale.
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Fig. S4. (top) Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (1 1 8) reflection in magnetic fields of 0 T, 2 T, 4 T, and 6 T applied along [1̄ 1 0].
(middle) T -dependences of the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the Bragg peak obtained from the fit with multiple squared Lorentzian functions. The
FWHM is shown for the peak indicated by the mark (closed circle) in the top panels. For 0 T, the FWHM for another peak (open circle) is also shown, which
does not split below Ts2. The peak profiles for T ≥ 13 K for 0 T and 2 T, and all the profiles for 4 T and 6 T, were treated as a single peak as indicated by the
marks in the top panels. For 0 T and 2 T, the profiles for 8 ≤ T ≤ 12.5 K and for T ≤ 7 K were treated as three peaks (one central and two outer peaks) and
four peaks (two central and two outer peaks) , respectively. The broad profile at 12.5 K for 0 T, which consists of three unresolved peaks, was excluded from
the FWHM analysis. (bottom) Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity plotted in a logarithmic scale. The dashed lines are the profile at 25 K for
comparison. The arrows in the panels of 4 T and 6 T indicate the positions of the weakly observed outer peaks. The x marks indicate the unidentified peaks.
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Fig. S5. Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (2 0 7) reflection at 3 K in magnetic fields applied along [0 1 0]. The intensities of the
outer peaks rapidly decrease by applying the field and almost disappear above 2 T. The intensities transfer from the outer peaks to the inner peaks. The field
dependence of L in (H,K, L) for (2 0 7) shown in Fig. 5 in the main text are obtained from these data.
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Fig. S6. Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (1 1
8) reflection at 3 K in magnetic fields applied along [1̄ 1 0]. The intensities
of the outer peaks abruptly decrease at 1 T and transfer to the inner peaks.
The width of the peak split between the inner peaks gradually decrease
and merge back into the central peak above 4 T. The intensities of the
outer peaks weakly remain up to 4 T, which seems to remain even at 6 T
very weakly (see the logarithmic plot in Fig. S4).
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Fig. S7. Scattering angle (2θ) dependences of the intensity of the (1 1 8)
reflection at 10 K in magnetic fields applied along [1̄ 1 0]. The intensities
of the outer peaks exhibit a steep decrease at around 1 T and a gradual de-
crease up to 4 T. The decreased intensity is transferred to the central peak.
The intensities of the outer peaks weakly remain up to 4 T, which seems to
remain even at 6 T very weakly (see the logarithmic plot in Fig. S4). The
field dependence of L in (H, K, L) for (1 1 8) shown in Fig. 7 in the main
text are obtained from these data of Figs. S6 and S7.
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Fig. S8. Temperature dependence of the peak position of the (2 0 7) re-
flection, H in (H, K, L), expressed in the reciprocal lattice unit of the tetrag-
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in the main text. The asymmetric and complex behavior of the peak posi-
tion may be ascribed to the subtle change in the sample orientation due to
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peak split to estimate the parameters of triclinic distortion.
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Fig. S9. Temperature dependence of the peak position of the (1 1 8) re-
flection, H in (H, K, L), expressed in the reciprocal lattice unit of the tetrag-
onal lattice. The labels represent the domain assignments shown in Fig. 8
in the main text. The asymmetric behavior of the peak position may be as-
cribed to the subtle change in the sample orientation due to the structural
deformation.
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Fig. S10. Temperature dependence of the specific heat of the sample used in the X-ray diffraction in this study. The arrows in the inset indicate the anomaly
at T0.
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Fig. S11. Temperature dependences of the relative change in the lattice parameters (a) ∆a/a and (b) ∆c/c. a = 4.057 Å and c = 6.987 Å at room temperature
[H. Tanida et al., J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 054716 (2019)]. The lattice parameters were measured by using a laboratory based X-ray diffractometer with a Cu
target. The ∆a/a and ∆c/c data were deduced from (4 0 0) and (0 0 8) reflections, respectively. The dashed line in (b) represents −0.75(∆a/a). No splitting was
observed in the (4 0 0) reflection because of the large crystal mosaicity of the side edge of the sample used in the measurement: plate-shaped with an as-grown
c-plane surface, 1.5 × 2.0 mm2 in area and 0.3 mm in thickness. (c) Temperature dependence of the relative change in volume of the tetragonal unit cell.
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P4/nmm  (#129)   Tetragonal

   
atom :

 Wyckoff    site
   position     symmetry
  Ce, Si :    2c      4mm
  (1/4, 1/4, z), (3/4, 3/4, –z)
  Co :  2a  -4m2
  (1/4, 3/4, 0), (3/4, 1/4, 0)

Pmmn (#59)Orthorhombic

  Ce, Si : 2b mm2
  (1/4, 1/4, z), (3/4, 3/4, –z)
  Co : 2a mm2
  (1/4, 3/4, z), (3/4, 1/4, –z)

Cmme (#67) Orthorhombic

  Ce, Si : 4g mm2
  (0, 1/4, z), (0, 3/4, –z)
  Co : 4a 222
  (1/4, 0, 0), (3/4, 0, 0)

P112/n (#13)   monoclinic

  Ce, Si : 2e 2
  (1/4, 1/4, z), (3/4, 3/4, –z)
  Co : 2 f 2
  (1/4, 3/4, z), (3/4, 1/4, –z)

a

b

c

a

b

c
a

b

c

P121/m1  (#11)   monoclinic

  Ce, Si, Co : 2e m
 (x, 1/4, z), (–x, 3/4, –z)

a

a

c
(1/4, 1/4, z)

(3/4, 3/4, –z)

Ce

Ce

lattice 
point

a

a

c

P4/n (#85) Tetragonal

  Ce, Si : 2c 4. .
  (1/4, 1/4, z), (3/4, 3/4, –z)
  Co : 2a -4 . .
  (1/4, 3/4, 0), (3/4, 1/4, 0)

Oxy O22

Oxy, O22

P–1  (#2) triclinic

  Ce, Si, Co : 2 i 1
(x, y, z), (–x, –y, –z)

O22, Ozxγ ≠ 90° β ≠ 90°

P–1  (#2) triclinic

  Ce, Si, Co : 2 i 1
(x, y, z), (–x, –y, –z)

Oxy, Oyz, Ozx, O22b

c

a

P112/b (#13) monoclinic

  Ce, Si : 2e 2
     (0, 1/4, z), (0, 3/4, –z)
  Ce, Si : 2f 2
     (1/2, 3/4, z), (1/2, 1/4, –z)
  Co : 4g 1
     (x, y, z), (–x, –y+1/2, z), 
     (–x, –y, –z), (x, y+1/2, –z)

Oxy, O22
γ ≠ 90°

a

b

c

C12/m1  (#12)   monoclinic

  Ce, Si : 4 i m
  (x, 0, z), (–x, 0, –z)
  Co : 4g 2
  (0, y, 0), (0, –y, 0)

β ≠ 90°
Oxy, Oyz, Ozx

b

a

c

Oxy, Oyz, Ozx, O22

a

b

c

a

b

c

Fig. S12. Group-subgroup relations of CeCoSi from P4/nmm (# 129) to P1̄ (# 2) [International Tables for Crystallography, ed. T. Hahn (Springer, Hei-
delberg, 2005) Vol. A]. The thick black lines represent the likely processes we discussed in the main text. Ellipsoids schematically represent the quadrupole
moments of Ce. Thick gray parallelograms represent the unit cell. Note that Cmme (# 67) and C12/m1 (# 12) are C-centered. For H ‖ [0 1 0], we proposed a
possibility of the symmetry reduction from Pmmn (# 59) at T > T0, to P112/n (# 13) at Ts1 < T < T0, and to P1̄ (# 2) at T < Ts1. For H ‖ [1̄ 1 0], we proposed
that it starts from Cmme (# 67) at T > T0 and is immediately reduced to P1̄ (# 2) at T < T0. The gray lines are the ones we consider unlikely. P4/n (# 85),
connected by the gray dashed lines, is not likely because the mirror symmetry is lost, which is not the case here. P121/m1 (# 11) for H ‖ [0 1 0] and P112/b
(# 13) for H ‖ [1̄ 1 0] are unlikely because the experiment shows that the c-axis tilts toward the [1 1 0] direction.
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