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In this computational study, we explore a viable route to access the Kitaev-Quantum Spin Liq-
uid (QSL) state in a so-called spin-orbit assisted Mott insulator OsCl3. QSL state is stabilized
in a substantial part of the Hubbard U -Hund’s JH space of the quantum phase diagram obtained
by combining second-order perturbation and pseudo-Fermion renormalization group calculations.
Considering monolayer of recently synthesized OsCl3 as a case study, we show that for small JH/U ,
only Kitaev interaction appears, albeit of smaller magnitude. Depending upon the nature of mag-
netic interactions, the phase diagram also hosts other magnetic phases as well in different regions.
Negligibly small farther neighbor interactions appears as a distinct feature of monolayer OsCl3. In-
sights from our study may be helpful in designing experiments on pertinent Kitaev-QSL candidate
materials.

The Kitaev honeycomb model with bond-dependent
Ising-type exchange interactions on a honeycomb lat-
tice naturally hosts the novel quantum spin liquid (QSL)
state [1]. The realization of the Kitaev model in so-called
spin-orbit coupling (SOC) assisted Mott insulators was
proposed by Jackeli and Khaliullin [2]. This requires SOC
active transition-metal ions to be in edge-shared octahe-
dral crystal field (CF) of anions, and Sr2IrO4 was ini-
tially proposed an an example [2]. Since then, many ma-
terials like α-RuCl3 [3–7] and Cobaltates [8–18], other
Iridates [19–26] are proposed as pertinent Kitaev-QSL
candidates [27, 28]. In these materials, the formation
of jeff = 1/2 Kramers doublets, which form the low-
energy space in the materials, results from the interplay
of octahedral CF (∆CF) and SOC. Although the domi-
nant magnetic interaction between these pseudospin 1/2
states is proposed to be Kitaev (K) type [2], other unde-
sirable interactions such as isotropic Heisenberg (J) and
off-diagonal terms (Γ), as well as farther neighbor cou-
plings, also appear, causing long-range magnetic order
in the aforementioned materials, and driving them away
from a possible QSL ground state.

Despite such inevitable challenges in real materials,
attempts have been made to access the QSL state us-
ing external knobs. For example, magnetic interactions
in α-RuCl3 were manipulated by means of the external
magnetic field to achieve the QSL state [29–31]. In an-
other theoretical attempt by Liu et. al. [11], ∆CF

tri was
proposed as a tunable parameter with pressure to realize
QSL state in Cobaltates. Towards this goal, our compu-
tational study in this article aims to explore the Kitaev-
QSL state in SOC-assisted Mott insulators through ma-
nipulation of the fundamental electronic parameters U
and JH. Our study is also motivated in part by recent
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theoretical work that argues for the experimental tun-
ing of U and JH parameters in perovskites with epitaxial
strain, based on advancements in experimental epitaxial
growth techniques [32].

To realize our goal, we consider the OsCl3 monolayer
as a case study. Our material choice is based on the fact
it satisfies all the necessary criterion mentioned earlier to
host strong Kitaev interactions, viz Os+3 5d5 ions in the
edge-shared OsCl6 octahedron possess large SOC inter-
action. In a recent experimental study by Kataoka et.
al. [33], magnetization and heat capacity measurements
on Os0.81Cl3 revealed the absence of any long-range mag-
netic ordering of Os+3 spins arranged on the triangular
lattice (with local honeycomb domain formation) up to
0.08 K temperature, which can be an indication of under-
lying strong magnetic frustration in this compound, also
a building block for Kitaev physics. A previous computa-
tional attempt to study the topological properties of this
compound proposed a ferromagnetic (FM) ground state
for the monolayer OsCl3 [34], but a scrupulous investiga-
tion of its magnetic properties is warranted in the light
of the fact that the iso-electronic α-RuCl3 has a zigzag
(ZZ) antiferromagnetic (AFM) ground state. From com-
putational modeling perspective, electronic parameters
U and JH are part of Hubbard-Kanamori Hint Hamil-
tonian in Eq. S4. The full model Hamiltonian H in
Eq. S4 has been quite successful and hence, widely ac-
cepted for estimation of magnetic interactions in these
materials [7, 17, 35–37]. Hence, one can explore the ac-
cess to the Kitaev-QSL phase by tuning the U and JH

parameters and calculating the corresponding magnetic
interactions which is the objective of this article.

We first used ab initio calculations of higher accu-
racy to show that the ZZ and FM configurations in this
material are nearly degenerate, indicating highly com-
peting magnetic interactions that may be a reason for
the absence of long-range magnetic ordering in this com-
pound. We then varied U and JH/U in the second or-
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der perturbation calculations to obtain magnetic inter-
actions and input them into pseudofermion functional
renormalization-group (pf-FRG) calculations, which al-
lowed us to obtain a U -JH/U quantum phase diagram.
At small values of JH/U , we found the emergence of only
K-type first nearest neighbor (1NN) interaction, albeit
of smaller magnitude, resulting in the Kitaev-QSL state
occupying a substantial part of the phase diagram. In ad-
dition to the QSL state, we also find FM, ZZ, and Néel
states present in different parts of the phase diagram.
Interestingly, we find that the second and third neigh-
bor magnetic interactions are negligibly smaller in mono-
layer OsCl3, which suggests that this material might be
a better candidate for the exploration of possible QSL
state than the previously proposed Iridates, α-RuCl3 and
Cobaltates.

Crystal structure and magnetism – ab initio calcula-
tions: We consider the C2/m honeycomb crystal struc-
ture of the monolayer OsCl3 which is similar to α-
RuCl3 [34, 38]. Very recently, triangular lattice with
nanometer sized honeycomb domains of Os atoms has
been observed experimentally [33]. The structure is
shown in Fig. 1(a) and Fig. S1 of supplementary mate-
rial (SM) [39]. The full optimization of lattice constants
within highly accurate ab initio calculations after impo-
sition of both ZZ and FM state brings nearly identical
crystal structure in both cases. Our phonon calculations
with this optimized crystal structure indicate that the
honeycomb lattice of OsCl3 monolayer is at least dynam-
ically stable. Details of ab initio calculations, optimized
crystal structure, and phonon calculations can be found
in Sec. S1 of SM [39].

To understand the nature of magnetism and under-
lying frustration, highly accurate ab initio total energy
calculations are performed, with tighter energy and force
convergence criterion, after imposing various magnetic
configurations like FM, ZZ, Néel and Stripe. We varied
U on Os d states in the range 0.1–3 eV and the SOC
effect is self-consistently included. The results, shown
in Fig. 1(b) reveal that the ZZ state is lowest in energy
when the spins are canted in an out-of-plane direction
towards the center of one of the Cl-Cl edges in an OsCl6
octahedron (see Fig. 1(a)), with the closely competing
FM state higher in energy. Other AFM configurations
like Néel and stripe are energetically much higher. Such
orientation of magnetic moments was also proposed for
Na2IrO3 [40, 41]. The energy difference between the ZZ
and FM state nearly vanishes for the in-plane arrange-
ment of spins along the a axis as shown in Fig. 1(d).
This is consistent with the previous study by Sheng et.
al. [34]. The nearly degenerate FM and ZZ configura-
tions, which differ by a single 1NN spin flip, are indica-
tive of large magnetic frustration present in the system,
explaining the absence of long-range magnetic ordering
observed in experiment [33]. Larger energy difference
between other AFM states, like Néel and stripe, and
ZZ state may indicate that the exchange interactions in
monolayer OsCl3 may not be weak. In most simplis-

FIG. 1. (a) Top view of out-of-plane spin arrangement on
a hexagon in ZZ magnetic state in monolayer OsCl3. Spins
point towards the center of one of the Cl-Cl edges in an Os-Cl6
octahedron. Big Cyan and small gray balls represent Os and
Cl atoms; x, y and z are local axes while a and b are crys-
tallographic axes. Variation of the total energy of different
magnetic configurations relative to ZZ state with U on Os d
states for, (b) out-of-plane spin alignment, and (d) alignment
of spins along a axis. (c) Color-coded X, Y, and Z bonds upto
3NN are shown.

tic second-order perturbation theory, magnetic exchange
interactions are ∝ t2/U at large U values if one treats
hopping t as a perturbation. The expected 1/U behav-
ior [42, 43] of magnetic stability curves in Fig. 1 (b) and
(d) at large values U is apparent. We also find that the in-
plane magnetic anisotropy for monolayer OsCl3 is quite
small (see Fig. S3 of SM [39]). Next, we describe the
electronic Hamiltonian considered in this study for ex-
ploration of U–JH quantum phase diagram in the quest
of QSL state.

Model Hamiltonian: The full Hamiltonian for d5 sys-
tems is given as [7, 17, 35, 36],

H = Hhop +Hcf +Hsoc +Hint (1)

where terms in right hand side are hopping, CF, SOC
and Hubbard-Kanamori Hamiltonians, respectively. For
Mott insulators, in limit t � U , one can separate the

“onsite” term H0
i from H. H0

i , represented in basis ψ†iσ
= [d†z2 ,d†xz, d

†
yz, d

†
x2−y2 , d†xy]iσ for site i and spin σ, then
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reads as,

H0
i = Hcf +Hsoc +Hint

=
∑
i,σ

ψ†iσ∆CF
i ψiσ +

∑
i

λLi · si

+
U

2

∑
i,α

niασniασ′ +
U ′

2

∑
i,α6=β

niαniβ

− JH

2

∑
i,σ,σ′,α6=β

ψ†iασψiασ′ψ
†
iβσ′ψiβσ

− J ′

2

∑
i,σ 6=σ′,α6=β

ψ†iασψiβσ′ψ
†
iασ′ψiβσ (2)

In above expression, U/U ′ are intraorbital/interorbital
Coulomb interaction terms, and JH and J ′ are Hund’s
coupling and pair hopping interaction, respectively. Ro-
tational invariance in the isolated atom limit dictates the
relationships: U ′ = U - 2JH and JH = J ′. ∆CF

i and hop-

ping amplitudes tij in Hhop =
∑
i6=j,σ ψ

†
iσTijψjσ are ob-

tained from a Wannier based tight-binding (TB) model
excluding SOC effect. Strength of SOC in monolayer
OsCl3, λ = 0.355 eV, is estimated by a band-structure fit-
ting procedure (see Sec S2 [39] for details). As proposed
earlier, it might be possible to experimentally tune pa-
rameters U and JH by epitaxial strain in advance growth
techniques [32]. Hence, we vary these two parameters to
explore for possibility of QSL state in monolayer OsCl3.
For a d5 system, dimension of Hilbert spaces for H0

i is
C10

5 = 252 and by exactly diagonalizing it, we obtain the
lowest two eigenstates as the jeff =1/2 Kramers doublet.
We then use second-order perturbation method, treating
hopping as perturbation, to estimate magnetic interac-
tions between these pseudo-spin states. Details of the
methodology and discussions on validity of low-energy
jeff =1/2 picture and atomic features which can be ob-
served in experiments for monolayer OsCl3 are presented
in Sec. S3, S4 and S6 of SM [39].

Magnetic interactions and quantum phase diagram:
Estimated magnetic interactions up to 3NN (Fig. 1(c)
depicts bonds up to 3NN) from second-order perturba-
tion method are used as input for the pf-FRG calcula-
tions. We then analyzed the ground states by plotting
the static spin correlation function, obtained from pf-
FRG calculations, in the first and extended BZ of mono-
layer OsCl3. Our choice of pf-FRG method as a quantum
toolkit is based on its earlier demonstrated success in ex-
ploring quantum phase diagrams on different lattice and
spin models [44, 45]. Our obtained quantum phase dia-
gram for a range of U (0.5 - 3.0 eV) and JH/U (0.075 -
0.3) is shown in Fig. 2(a). This range of parameters is
chosen so that the phase space is extended on either side
of the point U = 1.7 eV and JH = 0.3 eV (JH/U ∼ 0.176)
previously considered for 5d system such as Iridates in the
literature [35]. Details of pf-FRG calculations are given
in Sec. S5 of SM [39]. We will now discuss this phase
diagram in detail.

Various magnetic phases viz FM, ZZ and Néel and

TABLE I. Estimated bond-dependent magnetic interactions
for monolayer OsCl3 using second-order perturbation method
at U = 1.7 eV, JH = 0.3 eV and λ = 0.355 eV. Values
of Heisenberg J , Kitaev K, off-diagonal Γ, Γ′ and asym-
metric DMI D terms along with diagonal and off-diagonal
anisotropic terms ξ and ζ are listed. 3NN interactions as well
as some 2NN interactions are < 0.05 meV and hence not listed
here.

Magnetic interactions (meV)

Bond J K Γ Γ′ ξ ζ

X1 0.220 -19.993 -5.711 0.858 1.342 -1.940
Y1 0.115 -19.203 -5.755 -1.096 -0.767 -2.577
Z1 0.144 -19.214 5.299 3.516 -1.295 0.382
X2 -0.211 0.573 -0.137 -0.056 – -0.088
Y2 -0.230 0.633 -0.126 0.074 – -0.167
Z2 -0.234 0.636 0.115 0.144 – 0.061

Dij

X2 (-0.073, -0.190, 0.172)
Y2 ( 0.183, -0.184, -0.060)
Z2 ( 0.166, -0.050, 0.199)

QSL states occupy different parts of the phase diagram.
At smaller value of U = 0.5 eV and JH/U = 0.075 -
0.15, there is a (< 1.5 meV) 1NN FM J which is slightly
larger than the AFM K coupling resulting in an FM
ground state with a competing ZZ phase. This behavior
manifested in star-like shape of static spin susceptibil-
ity (hereafter only susceptibility) plot in Fig. 2(c) (last
plot). Consistent with the FM phase, major contribution
to the susceptibility comes from the zone center while
small spreads along M -points in the first BZ indicates a
competing ZZ AFM phase. Transition to latter happens
when both couplings change their respective signs with
FM K > AFM J , which is consistence with a recent ob-
servation on Cobaltates [17]. At a typical phase point
U = 0.5 eV and JH/U = 0.1 in this region, depicted by
white star in Fig. 2(a), we obtained J = -0.5 meV K =
0.35 meV.

Away from FM-ZZ phase boundary, other terms like
Γ, Γ′, ξ, ζ as well as smaller farther neighbor interac-
tions started to emerge in ZZ region of the phase dia-
gram. However, 1NN dominant K and J terms remain
FM and AFM, respectively. We emphasize here that 2NN
and 3NN interactions are at least 2 ∼ 3 order of magni-
tude smaller than 1NN and have no qualitative effect
on the magnetic ground state. Values of U = 1.7 eV
and JH = 0.3 eV brings ZZ state (white star in ZZ re-
gion in Fig. 2(a)) and estimated interactions are listed
in Table I. Corresponding susceptibility plot in Fig. 2(c)
(second from the left) has dominant contributions from
M -points of the first BZ, consistent with the underlying
ZZ magnetic order. In the absence of inversion symmetry
on the 2NN bonds, a small Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya inter-
action (DMI) appears for these magnetic neighbors. We
would like to mention that the value of U and JH obtained
from cRPA calculations also brings a ZZ state, details of
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FIG. 2. (a) Magnetic quantum phase diagram in U -JH/U parameter space obtained using a combination of second-order
perturbation and pf-FRG calculations. The range considered is U = 0.5 - 3.0 eV and JH/U = 0.075 - 0.3 are considered.
Obtained magnetic phases are FM, ZZ, Néel and QSL magnetic states. Static spin correlations plots in (c) correspond to the
points depicted by star symbols in (a). Intensity is normalized for each plot in (c), and the inner and outer hexagon in these
plots denote first and extended BZ of monolayer OsCl3. (b) The renormalization group flow of the magnetic correlations (χ)
for the two cases, ZZ (green curve) and QSL (red) states with inset showing the flow at low frequencies for QSL state. Vertical
dash line show the break of flow of χ for ZZ state while its smooth flow for QSL state indicative of no spontaneous symmetry
breaking.

which is provided in Sec. S7 of SM [39]. ZZ phase oc-
cupying largest part of the phase diagram quantitatively
differ in different regions and a related discussion is pro-
vided in Sec. S7 of SM [39]. Further increase of U (≈
2 – 3 eV) and JH/U (≈ 0.2 – 0.3) stabilizes Néel AFM
state, with 1NN AFM J being the dominant interaction
while all other interactions are highly suppressed. For a
typical phase point U = 2.5 eV, JH/U = 0.3 (marked by
white star in Néel region), 1NN, 2NN and 3NN J values
are 3.39, 0.39 and 0.03 meV, respectively. Contribution
from Γ′ points of the extended BZ in the corresponding
susceptibility plot shown in Fig. 2(c) (third from the left)
is consistent with the underlying Néel magnetic order.

Most importantly, a substantial region of phase dia-
gram, in range of U = 1.0 - 3.0 eV, JH/U = 0.075 - 0.1,
is occupied by Kitaev-QSL state. In this region, we only
obtained small but finite 1NN FM K term (∼ 1 meV) in
our second-order perturbation calculations. The suscep-
tibility plot for this state shown in Fig. 2(c) (left most)
has contribution from the whole first BZ, with highest in-
tensity appearing at the Γ point. No long-range magnetic
ordering and hence, no spontaneous symmetry breaking
is expected for this state even at low temperatures. To

verify this, we can plot renormalization group flow of the
magnetic correlations (χ) as a function of renormaliza-
tion group cutoff (Λ). Spontaneous symmetry breaking
by onset of a long-range magnetic ordering at a Λ results
in a kink or break of χ. Such a plot is shown in Fig. 2(b).
The smooth evolution of χ down to lowest Λ can be seen
for the QSL state represented by the red curve (see also
the inset). For comparison, we also show a similar plot
for the ZZ order (green curve) corresponding to interac-
tions listed in Table I. Clearly, χ in this case display a
breakdown at Λc ≈ 3.3 signaling onset of the ZZ order.

Several remarks are in order. First, though off-
diagonal magnetic coupling (e.g. Γ) is large compared to
Iridates [35], orders of magnitude smaller farther neigh-
bor magnetic interactions (3NN interactions are all <
|0.05|) distinguishes monolayer OsCl3 these earlier pro-
posed Kitaev-QSL candidates including Iridates [17, 35].
Second, strain as an external knob, proposed in Ref. [32]
for tuning U and JH can also be utilized to tune trigonal
distortions as suggested in Ref. [11] which can also al-
ter the hopping amplitudes between d orbitals. Hence, it
would be interesting to probe the role of strain in tuning
the magnetic properties of these QSL candidate materi-
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als. Third, tuning of U and JH to access the QSL region
in the phase diagram can also be achieved through choice
of suitable elements from periodic table. Advancement in
material synthesis techniques can be of great help here.

In conclusion, considering recently synthesized mono-
layer OsCl3 as an example, we have explored a route
to access Kitaev QSL state by varying U and JH. These
two parameters purportedly can be tuned experimentally
with epitaxial strain. Using highly accurate ab initio to-
tal energy calculations, we show that the ZZ and FM are
nearly degenerate indicating the large magnetic frustra-
tion which might be the possible reason behind absence of
long range magnetic ordering in this material. Combin-
ing second-order perturbation and pf-FRG calculations,
we presented a magnetic quantum phase diagram in U -
JH/U space. A substantial part this phase diagram hosts

Kitaev QSL state, stabilized by 1NN Kitaev interaction
only, with other magnetic phases like FM, ZZ and Néel
AFM states also appearing in different region of the phase
diagram stabilized by changing dominant magnetic inter-
actions. Insights obtained from our study may be helpful
in designing experiments on pertinent Kitaev-QSL can-
didate materials.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

1. Ab initio calculations

a. Details of ab initio calculations

Density-functional theory (DFT) calculations have
been performed using projector-augmented wave method
[46, 47], implemented within Vienna ab initio simulation
package (VASP) [48–50]. The Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof
functional [51] is used for the exchange-correlation func-
tional within the GGA formalism. We start with the
monoclinic (C2/m) crystal structure for the monolayer
OsCl3 with 2 Os atom unit cell as shown in Fig. S1(a).
Full structural relaxation is performed on the 2 × 1 × 1
magnetic supercell with FM and ZZ magnetic orders
(shown in Fig. S1(b)). The energy cutoff for a plane-wave
basis is set to 500 eV and Γ-centered k-mesh of 4× 8× 1
is considered in our calculations. High accuracy of our
calculations is ensured by tighter relaxation convergence
criterion wherein tolerance considered for total energy is
10−8 eV while for force it is 5×10−6 eV/Å. Full optimiza-
tion of crystal structure is performed after considering U
= 1 eV under Dudarev [52] scheme and spin-orbit cou-
pling (SOC) effect at the self-consistent level. For both
the cases of ZZ and FM states, optimization resulted in
the similar crystal structure and optimized lattice con-
stants are a = b = 6.1787 Å, vacuum c = 25 Å, and α
= β = 90◦ and γ ≈ 120◦ and atomic coordinates of the
final structure are listed in the Table S1. The primitive
unit cell is shown in Fig. S1 (a) and Brillouin zone (BZ)
for the zizgzag (ZZ) supercell is shown in Fig. S1 (c).

TABLE S1. Atomic coordinates in magnetic unit cell of
monolayer OsCl3 with space group C2/m. Lattice constants
are a = b = 6.1787 Å, c = 25 Å, α = β = 90◦ and γ = 119.88◦

atom x/a y/b z/c
Os1 0.166797 0.833203 0.500000
Os2 0.833203 0.166797 0.500000
Cl1 0.855480 0.855480 0.446984
Cl2 0.144520 0.144520 0.553016
Cl3 0.499663 0.143222 0.446932
Cl4 0.856778 0.500337 0.553068
Cl5 0.500337 0.856778 0.553068
Cl6 0.143222 0.499663 0.446932

b. Phonon dispersion

The pristine monolayer OsCl3 has not been observed
experimentally yet. As explained in the main text, tri-
angular lattice of Os+3 ions with nanometer sized hon-
eycomb domains is observed recently in experiments [33]
This raises a natural question about the structural sta-
bility of the resulting monolayer honeycomb lattice. To
answer this, we perform phonon calculations on a 2×4×1

FIG. S1. (a) Primitivce unit cell of OsCl3, (b) the 2 × 1 × 1
supercell hosting ZZ magnetic order, and (c) BZ of the ZZ
supercell.

supercell, while considering Hubbard U = 1 eV on Os d
orbitals and imposing ZZ magnetic configuration. We
used the finite displacement method to calculate the
force constants and phonon dispersions obtained with
and without SOC effects are shown in Fig. S2. In both
cases, crystal structure is at least dynamically stable
as no soft modes are found in our calculations. The
post-processing of these phonon calculation is done by
Phonopy package [53, 54].

FIG. S2. Phonon dispersion plots for monolayer OsCl3 with
ZZ magnetic order and U = 1 eV on Os d orbitals calculated
without (a) and with (b) SOC effect.

c. In-plane magnetic anisotropy

To obtain the magnetic anisotropy in monolayer OsCl3,
we start with magnetic moments aligned along a axis in
the FM state. We then rotate these moments by 30◦

in the ab plane and perform total energy calculations.
Upper limit of rotation was fixed at 180◦. Obviously,
at 120◦, magnetic moments are aligned along the b axis.
Obtained plot is shown in Fig. S3. From this plot, one
can conclude that while Os spins prefer to align along a
axis, the in-plane anisotropic energy is small in monolayer
OsCl3.
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FIG. S3. In-plane magnetic anisotropy in monolayer OsCl3
estimated considering FM state. While Os spins prefer to
align along a, in-plane magnetic anisotropy is small in this
material.

2. Estimation of electronic parameters

a. Crystal field splitting and hopping amplitudes

Crystal field matrix and hopping amplitudes are esti-
mated from a non spin-polarised, SOC excluded tight-
binding (TB) Hamiltonian (HTB) expressed in the local
axes framework depicted in Fig. 1(a). These two terms
can be given as,

HTB = Hcf +Hhop

The above Hamiltonian can be obtained by projecting
the ab initio band structure onto a Wannier functions
in which all the five Os-d orbitals form the basis [55,
56]. The choice of the local axes (x, y, z) in Fig. 1(a)
along the oxygen atoms is such that c = x + y + z
lies along trigonal distortion axis of the OsCl6 octahedra.
Close agreement between thus obtained TB model and
ab initio band structure is shown in Fig. S4(a). Crystal
field matrix on a site i (∆CF

i ) in the above term Hcf is
extracted from the onsite part of HTB and is given by,

∆CF
i =


2.6322 −0.0772 0.2578 −0.0122 0.0369
−0.0772 0.0479 −0.0268 0.0709 0.0272

0.2578 −0.0268 0.0707 0.1026 0.0366
−0.0122 0.0709 0.1026 2.6244 0.2800

0.0369 0.0272 0.0366 0.2800 0.0748

 (S1)

Entries in the above matrix are in eV. Hopping ampli-
tudes up to third neighbor are listed below in Table S2.

b. Estimation of SOC strength (λ)

To extract SOC strength in OsCl3, we added an onsite
SOC term to the TB Hamiltonian as[57],

H = I2 ⊗HTB +Hsoc

where I2 is the two-dimensional identity matrix and ⊗ is
the Kronecker product. Hsoc =

∑
i λLi · si is the onsite

SOC interaction term that couples the electronic spin (S)
and its orbital momentum (L) with a strength λ. Here,
the SOC strength λ is estimated by fitting the eigen-
values of H with those obtained from SOC included ab
initio band structure calculations as the target. The best
agreement between these two band structures, shown in
Fig. S4(b), is obtained for λ = 0.335 eV which is consid-
ered in further calculations.

FIG. S4. Comparison of ab initio and TB model band struc-
tures for, (a) non spin-polarized case, and (b) SOC included
case. In (b), SOC effects in ab initio calculations are in-
cluded self-consistently, which then fitted with the TB Hamil-
tonian obtained in (a) after explicitly adding onsite SOC term
Hsoc =

∑
i λLi · si to HTB.

c. Estimation of Hubbard U and Hund’s JH within cRPA

We estimate the Coulomb matrix elements Uijkl(ω =
0) within the constrained random phase approximation
(cRPA) implemented with VASP [58–60]. We neglect
the screening effects for all the five Os d orbital states
which are energetically well-separated from other states
(see Fig. S4). The estimated parameters are U = 3.8 eV
and JH = 0.141 eV.

3. Validity of jeff = 1/2 picture

It is crucial to analyse the effects of various electronic
interaction on the band structure of monolayer OsCl3.
Such analysis can help us to examine the validity of low-
energy jeff = 1/2 picture, which is considered as a build-
ing block for emergence of dominant Kitaev interaction.
To this end ab initio band structure calculations are per-
formed for three cases, viz SOC, SOC + U and SOC +
U + ZZ magnetic state. Obtained results are then pro-
jected onto jeff = 1/2 and 3/2 states, eigenfunctions of
which are given below in Eq. S2.
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TABLE S2. First, second and third neighbor Os-Os hopping amplitudes (in eV) on different types of bonds listed in the basis

ψ† = [d†
z2

, d†xz, d
†
yz, d

†
x2−y2 , d†xy]

.
X1-bond Y1-bond Z1-bond

−0.0158 −0.0435 −0.0167 −0.0216 0.2056
−0.0435 0.0153 0.1882 −0.0195 0.0178
−0.0167 0.1882 0.0563 −0.0039 0.0544
−0.0216 −0.0195 −0.0039 0.0111 0.0073

0.2056 0.0178 0.0544 0.0073 −0.0712



−0.0149 0.0029 0.1102 0.0255 −0.0236

0.0029 0.0602 −0.0316 0.0118 −0.1922
0.1102 −0.0316 −0.0754 −0.1784 −0.005
0.0255 0.0118 −0.1784 0.0065 0.0162
−0.0236 −0.1922 −0.0050 0.0162 0.0192




0.0104 0.1021 0.0049 −0.0100 0.0081
0.1021 −0.0785 −0.0007 0.1768 0.0485
0.0049 −0.0007 0.0332 0.0459 −0.1883
−0.0100 0.1768 0.0459 −0.0180 0.0003

0.0081 0.0485 −0.1883 0.0003 0.0479


X2-bond Y2-bond Z2-bond

0.0156 0.0709 −0.0418 0.0218 −0.007
0.0360 0.0009 0.0132 0.0938 0.0149
−0.0394 0.0041 −0.015 −0.0098 0.0467

0.0082 0.0776 −0.0184 0.0013 0.0475
−0.0091 0.0018 0.0512 0.0556 0.0016




0.0133 0.0276 0.0428 −0.0235 0.0971
0.036 −0.0056 −0.0501 −0.0289 −0.0115
0.0372 −0.0462 −0.0024 0.0269 0.0164
−0.0107 −0.0310 0.0324 −0.0025 0.0160

0.1009 −0.0007 0.0047 −0.0220 0.0016



−0.0082 −0.0430 0.0304 0.0061 −0.0084
−0.0513 −0.0088 −0.0009 0.0189 0.0528

0.0624 −0.0120 0.0016 −0.0741 −0.0140
−0.0066 0.0164 −0.0957 0.0316 −0.0453
−0.0135 0.0474 −0.0052 −0.0387 −0.0121


X3-bond Y3-bond Z3-bond

0.0296 0.0087 0.0008 −0.0299 0.0050
0.0087 −0.0312 0.0065 0.0237 −0.0083
0.0008 0.0065 0.0091 −0.0146 0.0120
−0.0299 0.0237 −0.0146 −0.0074 0.0050

0.005 −0.0083 0.0120 0.0050 0.0090



−0.0252 0.0101 0.0073 −0.0028 0.0248

0.0101 0.0108 −0.0111 0.0069 −0.0048
0.0073 −0.0111 0.0088 −0.0012 −0.0070
−0.0028 0.0069 −0.0012 0.0460 0.0083

0.0248 −0.0048 −0.0070 0.0083 −0.0304




0.0258 −0.0029 0.0202 0.0307 0.0128
−0.0029 0.0075 0.0097 0.009 0.0131

0.0202 0.0097 −0.029 −0.0153 −0.0067
0.0307 0.009 −0.0153 −0.0037 −0.0068
0.0128 0.0131 −0.0067 −0.0068 0.0093



∣∣∣∣12 ,±1

2

〉
=

1
√

3

(
∓ |dxy ;±

1

2
〉 ∓ i |dxz ;∓

1

2
〉 − |dyz ;∓

1

2
〉
)

∣∣∣∣32 ,±3

2

〉
=

1
√

2

(
−i |dxz ;±

1

2
〉 ∓ |dyz ;±

1

2
〉
)

∣∣∣∣32 ,±1

2

〉
=

1
√

6

(
2 |dxy ;±

1

2
〉 − i |dxz ;∓

1

2
〉 ∓ |dyz ;∓

1

2
〉
) (S2)

Plots obtained for the three cases are shown in Fig. S5(a),
(b) and (c) respectively. SOC effect is included at the
self-consistent level in all these calculations.

Certain features of the band structures can immedi-
ately be identified. Firstly, one can find a clear separation
between narrow jeff = 1/2 and 3/2 bands for SOC-only
band structure shown in Fig. S5(a). In Fig. S5(b), for
the SOC + U case, the jeff = 1/2 bands near the Fermi
level remain largely unaffected at this U = 1 eV (though
a larger U = 2 eV opens a clear band gap which is not
shown here) and system is nearly insulating in both the
cases. This differs from the α-RuCl3 picture presented by
Kim et. al. [6] where U = 1.5 eV was necessary to bring
out a clear jeff = 1/2-3/2 separation and to drive the
system insulating. The weak response towards smaller U
along with the narrow bandwidth (∼ 0.3 eV) of jeff = 1/2
states may be hinting that t and U parameters have sim-
ilar scale in this material. A constrained random phase
approximation (cRPA) estimation brings U = 3.8 eV and
JH = 0.143 eV for monolayer OsCl3. However, the largest
1NN hopping magnitude |t| estimated from the Wannier
TB model is ≈ 0.2 eV. Based on these values, one can
still think of limit t � U and hence formation of well-
localized jeff states in this compound. A wider band gap
opens up once magnetism in the form of ZZ state is in-
cluded and obtained band structure for this case is shown
in Fig. S5(c).

4. Second-order perturbation method

The full Hamiltonian for the d5 Os+3 ions is given by,

H = Hhop +Hcf +Hsoc +Hint (S3)

where the terms in the right hand side are hopping, CF,
SOC and Hubbard-Kanamori interaction Hamiltonians.
Using the basis ψ†iσ = [d†z2 ,d†xz, d

†
yz, d

†
x2−y2 , d†xy]iσ at site

i of Os and spin σ, above Hamiltonian then reads,

H =
∑
i 6=j,σ

ψ†iσTijψjσ +
∑
i,σ

ψ†iσ∆CF
i ψiσ +

∑
i

λLi · si

+
U

2

∑
i,α

niασniασ′ +
U ′

2

∑
i,α 6=β

niαniβ

−
JH

2

∑
i,σ,σ′,α6=β

ψ†iασψiασ′ψ
†
iβσ′ψiβσ

−
J ′

2

∑
i,σ 6=σ′,α6=β

ψ†iασψiβσ′ψ
†
iασ′ψiβσ

(S4)

In above expression, the first three terms are hop-
pings, CF and SOC, while the last four terms are the
Hubbard-Kanamori interactions. The U/U ′ are intraor-
bital/interorbital Hartree energies and JH and J ′ are
Hund’s coupling and pair hopping interaction, respec-
tively. Rotational invariance in the isolated atom limit
dictates the relationships: U ′ = U - 2JH and JH = J ′.
Hopping amplitudes Tij and CF matrix ∆CF

i can be ob-
tained by fitting the ab initio band structure with a TB
model as described earlier.

In the limit t� U , i.e. in the isolated atom limit, one
can separate the “onsite” term H0

i at a site i from H as,

H0
i = Hcf +Hsoc +Hint

We drop index i since this Hamiltonian is the same for
each site. The key here is that d5 manifold has a two-
fold degenerate ground state, which form a Kramers dou-
blet and can be treated as a pseudospin-1/2. In order
to extract the magnetic interactions of these pseudospin
states, we first project the full TB Hamiltonian onto the
pseudospin j1/2 space {φiα}, α =↑, ↓, where ↑, ↓ refer to
the SOC pseudospin-1/2 states. Starting from isolated
limit we introduce Hhop as perturbation. In the second-
order perturbation theory, the Hamiltonian is written as,

H(2) =
∑
ij

∑
αβα′β′

H(i, j)αβα′β′ |iα, jβ〉 〈iα′, jβ′|,
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FIG. S5. Band structure plots of monolayer OsCl3 for, (a) SOC included, (b) SOC + U , and (c) SOC + U + ZZ magnetic
state are shown. Red and green spheres depicted weight of jeff =1/2 and 3/2 states, respectively. Fermi energy is set to zero
in these plots.

H(i, j)αβα′β′ =
∑
kl

∑
γλ

1

∆E
〈iα, jβ|Hhop|kγ, lλ〉

× 〈kγ, lλ|Hhop|iα′, jβ′〉,
(S5)

where 1/∆E = 1
2 [1/(Eiα+Ejβ−Ekλ−Elγ)+1/(Eiα′+

Ejβ′ −Ekλ −Elγ)]. Here, |iα, jβ〉 and |iα′, jβ′〉 are two-
site states in the jeff = 1/2 ground states, and |kλ, lγ〉
are two-site excited states, both in the isolated atom
limit. Hhop connects a two-site ground state to an ex-
cited state with (d4, d6) configuration, the dimensions of
whose Hilbert spaces is 210. The eigenstates of isolated
Os with 4, 5 and 6 d electrons are obtained by exact di-
agonalization. One can represent the pseudo-spins j1/2
as Sµ = 〈iα|jµi,eff|iβ〉 which are the expectation values of

pseudospin jµeff operators with µ = 0, x, y, z. Here, j0
eff =

I2 is the matrix representation of operator j0
eff. Eq. (S5)

can be mapped to a spin Hamiltonian of the form,

Hspin = Sµi η(i, j)µνSνj

=
1

4
η(i, j)µνφ†iασ

µ
αα′φiα′φjβσ

ν
ββ′φ

†
jβ ,

(S6)

where µ, ν = 0, x, y, z, σµ are Pauli matrices, and sum-
mation over all repeated indexes is implied. The map
can be achieved by solving the linear equations

− 1

4
σµαα′σ

ν
ββ′η(ij)µν = H(i, j)αβα′β′ (S7)

Thus, the most general form of exchange interaction
matrix on the three Os-Os bonds can be written as,

ηX =

J +K Γ′ + ζ Γ′ − ζ
Γ′ + ζ J + ξ Γ
Γ′ − ζ Γ J − ξ


ηY =

J + ξ Γ′ + ζ Γ
Γ′ + ζ J +K Γ′ − ζ

Γ Γ′ − ζ J − ξ


ηZ =

J + ξ Γ Γ′ + ζ
Γ J − ξ Γ′ − ζ

Γ′ + ζ Γ′ − ζ J +K


(S8)

Only these symmetric components of interaction ma-
trices appear on the first and third neighbor bonds, while
on the second neighbor bonds, due to absence of inversion
symmetry, additional antisymmetric component appears
in the form of Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction (DMI).
The matrix from of these antisymmetric interaction is
given in Ref. [35].

5. Pseudofermion functional renormalization group
calculations

We use SpinParser package [61] to perform pseud-
ofermion functional renormalization group (pf-FRG) cal-
culations [62, 63] on generalized Kitaev spin model ob-
tained in the previous section. We consider heoneycomb
lattice to initialize vertex functions in order to capture
two-particle interactions on lattice sites separated up
to 7 lattice bonds. In pf-FRG calculations, the single-
particle vertex ΣΛ(ω) and two-particle vertex basis func-
tions ΓΛ(ω, ω′, ω′′) are parameterized by a frequencies ω
and the renormalization group cutoff Λ. Here, the we use
a logarithmically spaced mesh of discrete frequencies as

ωn = ωmin

(
ωmax

ωmin

) n
Nω−1

; n = (0, 1, · · · , Nω − 1).

where ωmin and ωmax are the limit points of frequency on
the positive half-axis which are set to be 0.01 and 35.0 re-
spectively. Nω is the overall number of positive frequen-
cies and chosen to be 32 in our case. As for the negative
half-axis, the frequencies are generated automatically by
symmetry. The discretization of the cutoff parameter Λ
is also done on a logarithmically spaced mesh given by,

Λn = Λmaxb
n; n = 0, . . . ,

⌊
logb

(
Λmin

Λmax

)⌋
where the Λmin and Λmax are the lower and upper bound-
aries of Λ which are set to be 0.01 and 50, respectively.
The parameter b is step size and set to be 0.98 in our cal-
culations. Though we have considered up to 3NN ineter-
actions in our pf-FRG calculations, negligibly small 2NN
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and 3NN magnetic interactions does not affect the mag-
netic ground state obtained with this method at qualita-
tive level. We find that most part of the phase points in
Fig. 2(a) of the main text can be described by dominant
1NN magnetic interactions only.

6. Atomic features

One of the quantities which can be measured from
the resonant inelastic X-ray scattering (RIXS) exper-
iments are the single-point excitations represented by
sharp peaks in the scattering intensity in the relevant en-
ergy range. It can be a direct probe for cubic symmetry
lowering of the Rh-O6 octahedra in a material. Theoret-
ically, such a low-lying crystal field-assisted many-body
excitations bear a close resemblance with the eigenval-
ues obtained from diagonalization of many-body “onsite”
Hamiltonian H0. Hence, we discuss here the nature of
CF splitting in monolayer OsCl3 and its effect on elec-
tronic structure. The CF matrix is given in Eq. S1.

Examining eigenvalues of CF matrix (∆i) in Eq. S1

reveals that t2g-eg ∆
t2g−eg
i ≈ 2.60 eV and there is addi-

tional trigonal distortion ∆tri
i ≈ 64 meV of the octahe-

dra. Eigenvalues obtained after exact diagonalization of
H0
i with this ∆CF

i can be compared with the single-point
excitations observed in RIXS experiments. In our calcu-
lation, we find jeff =1/2 - 3/2 separation to be 0.580 eV
which is approximately 3

2λ for λ = 0.355 eV estimated
from band structure fitting of monolayer OsCl3. The four
fold jeff =3/2 states split into two doublets which are
separated by ≈ 56 meV. This splitting is a direct con-
sequence of ∆tri

i present and is also found Iridates and
α-RuCl3. By putting ∆tri

i = 0 eV, as expected, jeff =3/2
states regained the four fold degeneracy.

7. Magnetic interaction and ground state from
cRPA parameters

Below in Table S3, we provide estimated magnetic in-
teractions corresponding to parameters obtained from
cRPA, i.e. U = 3.8 eV and JH = 0.143 eV.

We use these interactions from Table S3 in the pf-FRG
calculations and the static spin correlation for the corre-
sponding ZZ ground state is shown in Fig. S6. One of
the M point of first BZ contributes to this grounbd state
indicating some sort of “anisotropic” ZZ state.

8. Quantitatively different zizgzag states in phase
diagram

As we have mentioned that different part of the phase
diagram in Fig. 2(a) of the main text hosts different mag-
netic ground state depending upon the nature of domi-
nant magnetic interactions. The largest part of the phase
diagram is occupied by ZZ magnetic state which differ

TABLE S3. Estimated bond-dependent magnetic interac-
tions for cRPA estimated U = 3.8 eV, JH = 0.143 eV. Here
also, λ = 0.355 eV. Values of Heisenberg J , Kitaev K, off-
diagonal Γ, and Γ′ terms along with diagonal and off-diagonal
anisotropic terms ξ and ζ are listed. 3NN interactions as well
as some 2NN interactions are < 0.05 meV and hence not listed
here.

Magnetic interactions (meV)

Bond J K Γ Γ′ ξ ζ

X1 0.133 -1.824 -5.711 0.858 1.342 -1.940
Y1 0.130 -19.203 -5.755 -1.096 -0.767 -2.577
Z1 0.100 -19.214 5.299 3.516 -1.295 0.382
X2 -0.211 0.573 -0.137 -0.056 – -0.088
Y2 -0.230 0.633 -0.126 0.074 – -0.167
Z2 -0.234 0.636 0.115 0.144 – 0.061

Dij

X2

Y2 < |0.04|
Z2

FIG. S6. Static spin correlations plot, shown in inset, ob-
tained from pf-FRG calculations using magnetic interactions
from Table S3. Intensity contribution from one of the M
point of the BZ indicates a ZZ ground state. The renormal-
ization group flow of the magnetic correlation (χ) represented
by green curve breaks at ≈ 0.3 Λ indicating the onset of the
long-range magnetic order.

quantitatively in different regions of the phase space. To
demonstrate this point, we plot two of them in Fig. S7.
Spin orientations in these two ZZ states are obtained by
optimization of classical ground state using SpinW pack-
age [64]. As one can see that in Fig. S7(a), spin alignment
is in-plane while spins are tilted in out-of-plane direction
in Fig. S7(b). In-plane configuration corresponds to J =
0.4 meV and K = -18.2 meV and out-of-plane configu-
ration is obtained from interactions listed in Table S3.
Corresponding spin-wave spectrum, calculated using lin-
ear spin-wave theory as implemented in SpinW [64], are
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also shown in Fig. S7(c) and (d).

FIG. S7. Optimized classical magnetic ground states for in-
teractions corresponding to, (a) J = 0.4 meV and K = -18.2
meV, and (b) interaction listed in Table S3. Spin wave spec-
tra obtained using linear spin wave theory for, (c) in-plane
configuration shown in (a), and (d) out-of-plane shown in (b)

As one can see that the spectra is gapless in Fig. S7(c)
for the in-plane alignment of spins and is gapped in
Fig. S7(d) for the out-of-plane tilting of spins. This dis-
tinctive feature of the spectra can be understood as fol-
low. In absence of magnetic couplings like Γ and Γ′, any
in-plane spin alignment would classically have same en-
ergy resulting in a gapless mode. This can be seen for
the spin alignment of Fig. S7(a) results in a gapless mode
at Y point. However, Γ and Γ′ terms dictate the out-of-
plane tilting of spins and pinning down of moments in a
specific direction (along one of the Cl-Cl edges in Os-Cl6
octahedra, see Fig. 1 (a)). This introduces additional
anisotropy in the Hamiltonian causing the spectra to be
gapped. Diagonal anoisotropic term ξ may lead to fur-
ther anisotropy in the system, in-tern actively contribut-
ing to a gapped spectra.
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