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It is common to observe a notable non-monotonic dependence of thermal conductivity on applied
magnetic field in magnetic insulators. This prevalent behavior prompts the need for an explana-
tion involving components present in a wide range of systems. We report the field-dependence of
thermal conductivity in the well-characterized effective spin-1/2 paramagnetic insulator CsYbSe2.
Along with the data, we propose that the observed non-monotonic field dependence results from
the hybridization of acoustic phonons with spin-flip excitations across the Zeeman gap, where the
magnetoelastic coupling arises via modulation of the magnetic g-tensor by local strain. This hy-
pothesis aligns with a simple theoretical model that qualitatively reproduces key features of the data
on CsYbSe2. Our results provide a starting point to understand the magnetic field dependence of
thermal conductivity in a broad spectrum of magnetic insulators.

Thanks to its exclusive sensitivity to itinerant excita-
tions, thermal conductivity is one of the most valuable
probes for examining magnetic insulators and for charac-
terizing the magnetic ground state [1–5]. The magnetic
field (H) dependence of thermal transport has been ar-
gued to be a signature of unconventional spin excitations
[6–12]. However, even though phonon excitations of the
crystalline lattice are the dominant heat carriers, much
of our understanding relies on viewing them in a sub-
sidiary role. When phonons are not entirely neglected
in studying the field-dependence of thermal conductiv-
ity, one typically considers a thermal current of phonons
scattering off spin excitations. While such perspectives
can be useful, they can also be oversimplifications that
lead us to miss essential physics.
A case in point is the non-monotonic field dependence

of thermal conductivity (κ) that has been observed in the
paramagnetic states of several effective spin-1/2 magnetic
insulators. Namely, (1) κ(H) first decreases to a mini-
mum at H = Hmin followed by an increase and (2) Hmin

moves toward large values with increasing temperature.
Systems showing this behavior include Cu3VO7(OH)2·
H2O [7], YbTiO7 [8], Cd-kapellasite [10], gadolinium gal-
lium garnet [13], and α-RuCl3 above its ordering tem-
perature [14]. Explaining this phenomenology in terms
of spin-phonon scattering alone is not plausible, with-
out invoking unusual responses of the spin sector to ap-
plied field that seem unlikely to be present across such
a wide range of systems. Instead, a generic explanation
is called for that involves only common ingredients, and
that treats phonon and spin excitations on equal footing.
Here, we propose such an explanation via our study

of the well-characterized Kramers pseudospin-1/2 Yb-
based triangular lattice CsYbSe2, where we observed
the non-monotonic field dependence of κ described
above. We propose that the heat conduction under
field is enabled by the hybridized quasiparticles formed
from acoustic phonons and spin-flip excitations (SFEs)

across the Zeeman gap, and hypothesize that the result-
ing hybridized excitations are responsible for the non-
monotonic κ(H). This aligns with with a highly simpli-
fied theoretical model that qualitatively reproduces key
features of the experimental data. The two main ingredi-
ents of our model, namely (1) single-ion Zeeman splitting
and associated SFEs and (2) magnetoelastic (ME) cou-
pling that mediates phonon-SFE hybridization, are com-
mon in magnetic insulators. Therefore, our results offer
a starting point to understand the non-monotonic field-
dependence of κ observed in a range of other systems.
We remark that previous works have studied hybridiza-
tion between different types of magnetic excitations and
phonons [15–19], although their focus has been on spec-
troscopic probes, and we are not aware of prior studies
considering the effects on transport.

The Yb-based triangular-lattice compound CsYbSe2
has space group P63/mmc and consists of layers of
edge-sharing YbSe6 octahedra separated by Cs3+ ions
as shown in Fig. 1a [21]. Yb3+ carries a J = 7/2
magnetic moment, which is split into four doubly de-
generate crystal electric field (CEF) levels at zero field.
CsYbSe2 shows no long-range order down to 0.3 K at
zero field, with signs of field-induced local correlations
below 1 K [22]. Single-ion CEF parameters have been
determined in [20], allowing for calculations of the mag-
netization within the Weiss-mean field approximation
[Fig. 1b], which agree well with the magnetization data
up to µ0H = 7 T. The CEF energy spectrum under
field was also obtained and shown in Fig. 1c, where the
Kramers doublets are split via the Zeeman effect under
applied field. When the temperature (T ) is lowered be-
low the first excitation energy gap (E1 −E0 ≃ 13 meV),
restriction of the dynamics to the ground doublet justifies
the use of a pseudospin-1/2 model.

The first order Zeeman splitting of the ground doublet
is encoded in the Hamiltonian HZ = µBµ0(gzHzŜ
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FIG. 1. a Crystal structure of CsYbSe2: Yb3+ (red)
forms triangular nets within the ab plane, formed by edge-
sharing YbSe6 octahedra. b Calculated single-ion magneti-
zation within Weiss mean-field approximation [20]. c Field
dependent crystal electric field energy spectrum calculated
with the parameters in [20], where linear splitting of the
ground state doublets is shown. The ground state Zeeman
gap is γH with γ = 0.22meV/T. d Schematic illustration of
the processes leading to hybridization of phonons and SFEs,
where a SFE decays (is created) by emitting (absorbing) a
phonon. e Schematic sketch of the dispersion relation with
no ME coupling (η = 0). A flat band of SFEs has energy γH,
independent of wave vector k, while an acoustic phonon has
a linear dispersion with slope vs. f Schematic dispersion rela-
tion in the presence of non-zero ME coupling (η ̸= 0), where
hybridization leads to an avoided crossing and the opening
of a gap between upper and lower branches of hybrid SFE-

phonon excitations. g Group velocities v± =
dE±
dk

, derived
from the dispersion of the hybridized excitations.

g⊥HxŜ
x+g⊥HyŜ

y), where Ŝi are the pseudospin-1/2 op-
erators and gz and g⊥ the components of the anisotropic
g-factor [20]. We always consider field applied along the
x-axis (within the crystalline ab-plane), so the Zeeman
gap of the ground doublet is γH = gµBµ0H, where
g ≡ g⊥ = 2gJ |⟨0±|Ĵx|0∓⟩|. Here Ĵx is the angular mo-
mentum operator in the direction of the applied field,
|0±⟩ are the energy eigenstates of the doublet under ap-
plied z-axis field, and gJ is the Landé g-factor for the
Yb3+ ion.

SFEs are excitations across the Zeeman gap, where a
single pseudospin is flipped from its Sx = −1/2 ground

FIG. 2. a Temperature dependence of thermal conductivity
κ, where ∇T ∥ ab at zero field and µ0H = 14 T, with field
aligned to the heat current. Inset shows the magnified view
for T < 20 K, where T 2-like behavior can be seen at lower
temperatures. b Magnetic field dependence of κ is shown
at various temperatures . At low temperature T < 5 K,
κ(H) exhibits little field-dependence at small field, followed
by a rapid rise as the field is increased through µ0H ≈ 9
T. Starting above T = 5 K, a shallow minimum of κ(H)
appears at H = Hmin, where Hmin increases with temper-
ature. c Fractional thermal conductivity ∆κ(H)/κ0, where
κ0 = κ(µ0H = 0), is plotted as a function of H at various
temperatures. The data are plotted with offset for clarity. d
Fractional thermal conductivity at selected temperatures as
indicated.

state to the Sx = +1/2 excited state. Without hybridiza-
tion of SFEs and phonons, there is a flat band of non-
propagating SFEs (Fig. 1e). Hybridization modifies the
dispersion of SFEs and phonons as shown schematically
in Fig. 1f, leading to two branches of mixed excitations
with non-zero group velocities (Fig. 1g).

The CsYbSe2 system is particularly well-suited to ex-
plore the hybridization of acoustic phonons and SFEs:
(1) The CEF gap between the ground and first excited
doublets (∆10) is large enough (∼ 13 meV) to provide a
large T range where the effective spin-1/2 approximation
is valid. (2) The small exchange energy (Jex ≈ 0.4 meV)
combined with geometric frustration prevents long-range
magnetic order [20, 22], leading to a wide paramagnetic
regime where spin-spin exchange interactions may be ne-
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glected to a first approximation.

Fig. 2 displays the thermal conductivity of CsYbSe2 as
a function of temperature 1.5K < T < 150K and field
up to µ0H = 18 T, within the paramagnetic state,
where the temperature gradient and field are parallel and
within the ab plane. For T < 50 K, the T -dependence
of κ is affected by field, where µ0H = 14 T enhances
(suppresses) κ at low (high) temperatures as shown in
Fig. 2a. The non-monotonic field dependence is clarified
by plotting κ versus H at several values of T in Fig. 2b.
When T < 5 K, κ(H) exhibits weak field-dependence
as H is first increased from zero, then rapidly increases
upon further increasing H. As T increases above 5 K,
κ(H) shows a decrease with increasing H until reaching
a pronounced minimum at H = Hmin. The field Hmin

moves to large values as T increases, eventually becom-
ing hard to locate as the field-dependence is diminished.
Fig. 2c and d show the fractional thermal conductivity
∆κ(H)/κ0 ≡ (κ(H) − κ0)/κ0 , where κ0 is the value at
zero field at a given T . This quantity is plotted with a
constant offset along the y-axis to highlight the mono-
tonic increase of Hmin with T .

To explain the κ(H) data of CsYbSe2, we need to con-
sider a coupling between phonons and magnetic excita-
tions. Recalling that the CEF effect arises from electro-
static interactions between a single magnetic ion and its
surrounding ligands, small lattice distortions can create a
modulation of the characteristic magnetic energy scales,
leading to ME coupling. For example, varying the dis-
tortion of YbSe6 octahedra will change the anisotropy
of the g-tensor gz/g⊥. At sufficiently low T when only
the ground doublet is occupied, the most general lin-
ear ME coupling arising from local lattice distortions is
HME = µ0µB

∑
i,j HiδgijŜ

j . That is, ME coupling en-
ters via a modulation of the g-tensor δgij . For small
lattice distortions each component of δg is a linear com-
bination of components of the symmetric strain tensor
ϵij = ∂iuj + ∂jui, where ui is the displacement field. We
note that lattice distortions do not couple to the pseu-
dospin in the limit of zero field, where time reversal sym-
metry holds and Kramers theorem prevents any splitting
of the ground doublet. This contrasts with non-Kramers
doublet systems such as TmVO4, where the ME coupling
remains non-zero in vanishing applied field [15].

The most dramatic consequence of this ME cou-
pling turns out to be the hybridization of SFEs and
phonons, arising from terms corresponding to the emis-
sion/absorption processes illustrated in Fig. 1c. Here we
introduce a highly simplified effective model designed to
capture the essential qualitative physics of hybridization
as manifested in thermal conductivity. Our model can
be motivated by a more microscopic treatment sketched
in the Methods Section. The SFEs are treated as bosons
within a standard spin wave approximation, and we fo-
cus on only a single polarization of acoustic phonon. The
energies E±(k) of the two branches of hybridized excita-

tions are the eigenvalues of the matrix

H(k) =
( ℏvsk

√
ηℏvskγH√

ηℏvskγH γH

)
, (1)

where vs is the sound velocity and γ = gµBµ0 =
0.22meV/T as shown in Fig. 1c. From specific heat
in zero field (data not shown), we obtained ℏvs =
12.97meV Å equivalent to 2.80× 103 m/sec and also the
Debye energy ℏωD = 7.1meV. The off-diagonal matrix
elements arise from HME with ME coupling strength
parametrized by η. The

√
k-dependence matches the

scaling of off-diagonal matrix elements within the mi-
croscopic treatment illustrated in the Methods Section.
Here, we neglect any angular dependence and assume
that the hybridized excitations have a spherically sym-
metric dispersion. The off-diagonal term in Eq. 1 makes
it transparent that applied field simultaneously tunes the
Zeeman gap γH and the strength of ME coupling.
The energies of hybridized quasiparticles take the form

E±(k) =
(E0 + γH

2

)
±

√(E0 − γH

2

)2

+ ηE0γ2H2,

(2)
where E0 = ℏvsk. The dispersion of E± as a function
of wavevector k is plotted in Fig. 3a-c for applied fields
µ0H = 4, 8, and 16 T, respectively. The Debye energy
ED is marked as a dotted line. The lower branch E−(k)
increases monotonically from zero to γH − η(γH)2 as
k → ∞, while the upper branch E+(k) starts at E+(k =
0) = γH and monotically increases. The size of the gap
(∆) between the two branches thus takes the simple form
∆ = η(γH)2 when including states with arbitrarily large
values of k. The gap size increases modestly upon impos-
ing the momentum cutoff k < π/a as illustrated by the
gray shading in Fig. 3; here, a = 4.41607Å is the ab-plane
lattice constant. Note that the lower branch dispersion
becomes flat with E−(k) = 0 when η = (γH)−1, signal-
ing an instability reached either at large ME coupling or
strong applied field, beyond which the model will not be
valid. We thus always take η < (γH)−1, where E−(k) is
non-zero and remains real. Fig. 3d displays a magnified
view in the low-energy region: the slope (i.e. group ve-
locity) at k = 0 decreases monotonically with increasing
field. This is important for determining the high field
behavior as discussed below.

Thermal conductivity is computed within a Debye-
Callaway model [23] using the above hybridized quasi-
particle spectra:

κ(T,H) =
τ

3

∑
σ=±

∫
dk3

(2π)3
c(Eσ(k))v

2
σ(k), (3)

=
τ

3

∫ ∞

0

dE c(E)v2(E)g(E). (4)

Here, v± = (1/ℏ)dE±/dk and c(E) = EdnB/dT is the
specific heat of a single bosonic mode, with nB(T ) the
standard Bose occupation function. The scattering time
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τ normally has both temperature and k dependence [23].
However, we always take τ to be k-independent to focus
on the effect of hydridization. In Eq. 3, we impose the
momentum cutoff k < π/a. We rewrite κ as an energy
integral in Eq. (4), via the density of states g(E) of
the hybridized excitations. In Fig. 3e, the integrand of
Eq. (4) is plotted for a few values of H at fixed T = 6
K. The upper and lower branches are clearly visible as
two separate peaks separated by the gap (within which
the function vanishes). As the field is increased from
zero, the contribution of the upper branch decreases as
spectral weight moves to higher energy, while that of the
lower branch increases with field.

The measured ∆κ/κ0 of CsYbSe2 and the calculated
result are shown Fig. 4a and b, respectively, as a func-
tion of applied field. In the calculation, we use η = 0.13
meV−1, and take τ to be independent of magnetic field,
as appropriate for non-magnetic scattering. The temper-
ature dependence of τ plays no role, as it cancels out in
the fractional thermal conductivity. Our minimal model
qualitatively captures the essential characteristics of the
data: non-monotonic field-dependence of κ observed for
T > 5 K, as well as the movement of Hmin to larger val-
ues with increasing T . However, there are discrepancies
between the data and the model that we return to below.

We now discuss how to understand the non-monotonic
field dependence of κ in terms of the hybridized phonon-
SFEs based on simple arguments, independent of the de-
tails of our model. We assume relatively weak ME cou-
pling such that ηγH < c, where c < 1 is an arbitrary di-
mensionless constant chosen not too close to 1; a simple
perturbation theory argument shows that this condition
prevents this hybridization from modifying the dispersion
too strongly at large wave vector.

First, we consider the low-H regime where γH ≪ kBT .
In general, excitations contribute more strongly to κ
when their energy density changes rapidly with temper-
ature. This is quantified by the heat capacity c(E) of
bosonic excitations (inset of Fig. 3e), which appears as
a weighting factor in Eq. 4. c(E) is only weakly T -
dependent for E ≲ kBT and decreases exponentially for
E ≳ kBT . As in Fig. 3a, upon increasing H, opening
the gap between upper and low branches pushes spec-
tral weight in the upper (lower) branch to higher (lower)
energies. The effect of this on κ is dominated by the
upper branch, where c(E) falls off rapidly with energy,
and pushing spectral weight to higher energies leads to a
decrease in κ, as can be seen in Fig. 3d. On the contrary,
for the energy scales in the lower branch, c(E) only de-
pends on weakly on energy and hence the shift in spectral
weight does not strongly affect κ.

Turning to the high-field γH ≫ kBT regime, only
lower-branch states with k ≈ 0 are appreciably thermally
occupied, and the lower branch gives the dominant con-
tribution to κ and hence its field-dependence. Moreover,
we can approximate the linear dispersion E−(k) ≈ ℏveffk
near k = 0 (Fig. 3 d). As H increases, level repulsion
bends the k ≈ 0 lower-branch dispersion downward as il-

lustrated in Fig. 3b, resulting in veff that decreases with
increasing field. Within our model, the lower-branch ve-
locity at k = 0 is indeed given by v− = vs − vsηγH.
Examining Eq. 4, one might näıvely conclude that κ
should decrease as veff decreases, given the factor of
v(E)2 ≈ v2eff in the integrand. However, the density of
states for a linearly dispersing mode of velocity veff is
g(E) = E2/2π2ℏ3v3eff , so in fact κ ∝ v−1

eff in the high-field
regime, and κ thus increases with increasing field, which
is well-captured in Fig. 4 .

Finally, we discuss the discrepancies between the
∆κ/κ0 data and the calculation shown in Fig. 4a and b.
As compared to the calculation, the data shows a more
pronounced increase of ∆κ/κ0 at large applied field, and
lacks the minimum in ∆κ/κ0(H) for T < 5 K. These dif-
ferences prompt us to consider two simple improvements
to our model. First, SFEs are subject to a hard-core
repulsive interaction that prevents two excitations from
occupying the same lattice site, an effect that becomes
more important with increasing temperature due to ther-
mally excited SFEs. In our linear spin-wave treatment of
the SFEs, the excitations are represented by bosonic par-
ticles that can have arbitrarily high occupation number
on a given lattice site. The hard-core repulsive interac-
tion of SFEs can be restored at a mean-field level via
temperature-dependent ME coupling η = η(T ), as de-
scribed in the Methods Section. The coupling η(T ) is
expected to decrease with increasing T due to increased
thermal occupation of SFEs. In Fig. 4c, we employ
an empirical monotonically decreasing form for η(T ), as
shown in the inset. This correction turns out to have
only a small effect on ∆κ/κ0(H) except at the lowest
temperatures (T = 1.5 K), where it results in a more
pronounced increase at large field.

Second, we expect phonons to scatter off of fluctuat-
ing paramagnetic moments, with a scattering rate pro-
portional to the effective density of the magnetic scat-
tering centers nmag, which is estimated as nmag(T,H) =
∆M(T,H)

MS
= M(T,H)−MS

MS
, where MS is the saturated mag-

netization as treated in [24]. Such scattering is thus sup-
pressed with increasing applied field, as the magnetiza-
tion approaches saturation. This can be incorporated in
a simple manner by replacing the scattering rate with
τ−1(H) = τ−1

0

(
1 + αnmag(H)

)
at a given T , where α

depends on T and measures the relative strength of mag-
netic to non-magnetic scattering. Using the field depen-
dence of magnetization calculated in the Weiss mean-field
approximation [20] shown in Fig. 1b, we replace the τ in
Eq. (3) with τ(H) above to obtain ∆κ/κ0 as a func-
tion of H using the same η(T ) in Fig. 4c and α(T ) dis-
played in Fig. 4d. We find this correction has a much
larger effect: a strong rise in κ at large field and sig-
nificantly reduced size of the minimum ∆κ/κ0 at Hmin,
which further increases the qualitative agreement of the
model with the data. However, these corrections do not
remove completely the model’s pronounced minimum in
κ at low T and small applied fields. Needless to say, our
minimal model does not account for material-specific de-
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tails such as spin-spin exchange interactions, proximity
to magnetic order, multiple phonon polarizations, and
anisotropy in the unperturbed phonon dispersion and ME
coupling, all of which may play a role. We also expect
that microscopic treatments of scattering processes of the
hybridized quasiparticles will bring the model closer to
the observed ∆κ/κ0.

In summary, our study demonstrated that the field de-
pendence of thermal conductivity in CsYbSe2 can be at-
tributed to heat transport by hybridized quasiparticles
formed from acoustic phonons and SFEs. Our highly
simplified model qualitatively captures (1) the initial de-
crease of κ under applied magnetic field to a minimum at
H = Hmin, followed by an increase at higher fields and
(2) the monotonic increase of Hmin with T . Including
an H-dependent relaxation time improves the qualita-
tive agreement between the model and the data. The key
ingredients of our model are Zeeman splitting, acoustic
phonons, and weak ME coupling via modulation of the
magnetic g-tensor by local strain, all of which are found
in many systems. We thus expect that phonon-SFE hy-
bridization will be a useful starting point to understand
the field dependence of thermal transport in a wide range
of magnetic insulators.
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Appendix: Methods

Here we sketch a more microscopic theoretical treat-
ment of the problem of coupled acoustic phonons and
SFEs, which motivates the simplified effective model de-
scribed in the main text. We treat the acoustic phonons

as excitations of a continuous elastic medium with dis-
placement field ui(r) and symmetric stress tensor ϵij =

∂iuj + ∂jui. Spin-1/2 spins Ŝi
r lie on the sites of a

Bravais lattice, and the ME coupling takes the form
HME =

∑
r HME(r), where the sum is over lattice

sites and HME(r) = µ0µBHxδgxi(r)Ŝ
i
r as described in

the main text. (In this Appendix, sums over repeated
indices are implied.) We drop the i = x term as it
does not lead to hybridization of phonons and SFEs,
and the remaining terms can be written HME(r) =

µ0µBHx[ΛijϵijŜ
+
r +H.c.], where Λij is a complex matrix

of coupling constants parametrizing the ME coupling and
the spin raising operators are defined by Ŝ+

r ≡ Ŝy
r + iŜz

r

(also S−
r = (S+

r )† for spin lowering operators). These
spin raising/lowering operators are defined to raise/lower

Ŝx
r , corresponding to the direction of applied field.
To study the effect ofHME , we go to momentum space.

The Fourier transform of the diplacement field is

ui(r) =
∑
k,λ

√
ℏ

2V ρωλ(k)
eik·r êλi(k)[akλ + a†kλ], (A.1)

where V is the volume, ρ the mass density of the crys-
tal, and λ labels the three phonon polarizations with fre-
quencies ωλ(k) = vλk, polarization vectors êλ(k), and

creation operators a†kλ. Because we treat the lattice as
a continuous medium, the magnitude of the wave vector
k is unrestricted in the sum. For the spin operators, we
define the Fourier transform by

S+
r =

1√
N

∑
k∈BZ

e−ik·rS+
k , (A.2)

whereN is the number of lattice sites and the wave vector
sum is restricted to the first Brillouin zone.
To make a linear spin-wave approximation, we intro-

duce Holstein-Primakoff bosons with creation operators

b†r by writing S+
r = b†r

√
1− b†rbr. We note the form of

Eq. (A.2) is chosen so that if we ignore the square root

and thus replace S+
r by b†r and S+

k by b†k, the momentum
space creation/annihilation operators satisfy canonical
commutation relations. Simply dropping the square root
neglects the hard-core nature of the Holstein-Primakoff
bosons, but we can restore this effect at a mean-field level
by replacing S+

r →
√
1− n̄b†r, where n̄ = ⟨b†rbr⟩.

Plugging the Fourier transforms into HME , keeping

only hybridization terms proportional to a†kλbk (or the
Hermitian conjugate), and dropping contributions from
higher energy phonons outside the first Brillouin zone,
we have

HME =
√
1− n̄µ0µBHx

∑
k∈BZ

∑
λ

{√ ℏ
2vucρωλ(k)

Λij [ikiêλj(k) + ikj êλi(k)]akλb
†
k +H.c.

}
. (A.3)
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Here vuc is the volume of a crystalline unit cell. We note
that the matrix elements of this Hamiltonian are propor-
tional to

√
k, which comes from the factors of ki/

√
ωλ(k);

this motivates the
√
k-dependence of the off-diagonal ma-

trix elements in the effective model of the main text.
Moreover, the effect of the mean-field correction

√
1− n̄

is to renormalize the overall strength of the ME coupling,
giving a temperature-dependent coupling that goes down

as thermal occupation of SFEs increases.
Finally, we remark that it would be possible to com-

pute κ along the same lines as in the main text using the
ME coupling of Eq. A.3 and including all three phonon
polarizations. While this may be valuable to explore in
future work, it is important to emphasize that this intro-
duces additional adjustable parameters associated with
couplings to different phonon polarizations, significantly
increasing the complexity of the model.
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FIG. 3. a-c E±(k) of Eq.(2) are plotted for µ0H = 4, 8 and
16 T, with η = 0.13 meV−1 and a denoting the lattice con-
stant. The phonon dispersion without ME coupling is shown
as a dotted line, while the horizontal dashed line is the Debye
energy ED = 7.1 meV. The energy gap (∆) between upper
and low branches, which is proportional to H2, is shown with
pink and gray shading. The pink shading indicates the gap
including states with arbitrarily large values of k, while gray
shading shows the increase in the gap upon imposing the cut-
off k < π/a. d E±(k) for several values of applied field at
smaller values of k. The lower branch dispersion near k = 0
moves downward in energy (i.e. the velocity decreases) with
increasing field. e The integrand of Eq. (4), c(E)v2(E)g(E),
is shown for several values of applied field at T = 6 K. The
upper and lower branches are clearly visible as two separate
peaks separated by the gap, where g(E) = 0. Upon increas-
ing H, the upper-branch contribution decreases as spectral
weight moves to higher energy. Meanwhile, the contribution
of the lower branch increases with field. The inset plots the
specific heat c(E) at selected temperatures.
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FIG. 4. a Comparison of measured and b calculated fractional
thermal conductivity as a function of applied field at selected
temperatures with η = 0.13 meV−1. c Calculated ∆κ(H)/κ0

including T -dependent ME coupling strength η = η(T ), which
incorporates the hard-core nature of SFEs at a mean-field
level (see text and Methods). η(T ) is chosen to optimize
qualitative agreement with the data and is shown in the inset.
d Calculated ∆κ(H)/κ0, including scattering of phonons by
paramagnetic fluctuations estimated using the deviation from
saturation of the magnetization (see text), together with η(T )
in panel c. The relative strength of magnetic to non-magnetic
scattering is quantified by α as described in the text. The
temperature-dependence of α (inset) is chosen to optimize
qualitative agreement with the data, where the monotoni-
cally decreasing α(T ) is attributed to non-magnetic phonon-
phonon scattering that increases with T .
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