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Zintl phase EuIn2As2 has garnered growing attention as an axion insulator candidate, triggered by the identifi-

cation of a commensurate double-Q broken-helix state in previous studies, however, its periodicity and symme-

try remain subjects of debate. Here, we perform resonant x-ray scattering experiments on EuIn2As2, revealing

an incommensurate nature of the broken-helix state, where both the wave number and the amplitude of the he-

lical modulation exhibit systematic sample dependence. Furthermore, the application of an in-plane magnetic

field brings about a broken-fanlike state preserving the double-Q nature, which could be attributed to multiple-

spin interactions in momentum space. We propose that the itinerant character of EuIn2As2, possibly induced by

Eu deficiency, gives rise to the helical modulation and impedes the realization of a theoretically-predicted axion

state with the collinear antiferromagnetic order.

Europium-based compounds offer a fertile playground

for exploring nontrivial magnetotransport phenomena [1–

4]. In the presence of Fermi surfaces, the carrier-mediated

Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction can sta-

bilize a variety of modulated magnetic structures such as he-

lix [5–8] and skyrmions [9–13]. The correlation between

magnetism and electronic band topology is one other intrigu-

ing aspect, as extensively studied in the 122 families of the

Zintl phase [14–20]. First-principles calculations predict that

EuIn2As2 can host an axion insulating state (AXS) with the

layered antiferromagnetic (AFM) order [21, 22], thereby po-

tentially exhibiting the quantized magnetoelectric effect [23–

25]. Given that the AXS remains unestablished in stoichio-

metric bulk materials [25–30], a comprehensive investigation

on the physical properties of EuIn2As2 stands as a critical is-

sue [31–41], not only from the fundamental viewpoint but also

for its applications in next-generation devices [23].

EuIn2As2 forms a hexagonal crystal structure of space

group P63/mmc, consisting of alternating stacking of Eu tri-

angular layers and In2As2 blocks [Fig. 1(a)] (Note that one

unit cell contains two Eu layers). The magnetism is domi-

nated by intraplane ferromagnetic and interplane AFM inter-

actions between localized Eu2+ moments, with an easy-plane

anisotropy becoming evident at low temperatures [32]. De-

spite the theoretical prediction of a gapped insulating state

[22], angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopies (ARPES)

revealed holelike bulk bands crossing the Fermi level [33, 34].

Neutron diffraction (ND) [39] and resonant x-ray scattering

(RXS) experiments [40] observed a concurrent short-period

magnetic modulation, Q1 = (0, 0, q1z), along with the AFM

component Q2 = (0, 0, 1); the reported q1z values are 0.303(1)

[39] and 0.3328(6) [40], respectively, in the reciprocal-lattice

unit. A phase separation scenario was excluded by azimuthal

scans in the RXS [40]. Both studies proposed a six-layer-

period double-Q helical structure, termed broken helix, under

the assumption that Q1 represents an exactly commensurate

modulation with q1z = 1/3 [39, 40]. Initially, the AXS was be-

lieved to be realized in the commensurate broken-helix state,

as the TC2 symmetry (the combination of time-reversal and

two-fold rotational operations) is preserved once the principal

axis of the broken helix is aligned along a specific crystallo-

graphic axis [39, 40]. However, a recent optical birefringence

study challenged the above picture in terms of the symmetry,

and proposed the unpinned nature of the broken helix owing

to minimal hexagonal anisotropy [41].

Here, we reexamine the magnetic structure of EuIn2As2.

While the preceding ND study identified an incommensurate

Q1 modulation [39], no incommensurate spin configuration

has been considered so far [39–41]. Whether Q1 is commen-

surate or not is pivotal, as the latter is not compatible with the

AXS due to the TC2 symmetry breaking. The mechanism for

the emergence of the Q1 modulation also remains puzzling

[40, 41]. To address these issues, we perform the RXS exper-

iments, revealing that the Q1 peak exhibits variability in the

q1z value (0.25–0.29) as well as the intensity across samples

[Fig. 1(b)]. The complemental single-crystal structure anal-

ysis suggests that the Q1 modulation stems from the RKKY

interaction mediated by doped holes due to Eu deficiency. We

argue that, to avoid the loss of generality, the broken-helix

state should be considered as a superposition of incommen-

surate helical and collinear AFM modulations, as illustrated

in Fig. 1(c). We also reveal the appearance of a double-Q

fanlike state with higher-harmonic modulations in an in-plane

magnetic field, giving insights into a theoretical framework to

describe the complicated magnetism in EuIn2As2.

Single crystals of EuIn2As2 were grown by an indium flux

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.03022v1
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FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of EuIn2As2. The black line represents a

crystallographic unit cell. (b) Ratio of the magnetic-moment ampli-

tude of the Q1 = (0, 0, q1z) and Q2 = (0, 0, 1) modulations, mQ1
/mQ2

,

versus the q1z value in the broken-helix state for samples used in this

study (5 K) and those in previous studies by Riberrolles et al. [39]

and by Soh et al. [40] (6 K). mQ1
/mQ2

is estimated from the ob-

served peak intensities. (c) Schematics of the broken-helix state and

an equivalent double-Q representation as the superposition of incom-

mensurate helical Q1 and collinear AFM Q2 modulations. Magnetic

moments are in the ab-plane, and the modulation is along the c axis.

method. Details of sample growth and characterization are de-

scribed in the Supplemental Material (SM) [42]. We picked up

two specimens (#1 and #2) from the same batch for the RXS.

RXS experiments were performed at BL-3A, Photon Factory,

KEK, by using horizontally (π) polarized incident x-rays in

resonance with the Eu L2 absorption edge (E = 7.612 keV)

[7, 11]. Samples with the as-grown (001) plane were glued

on an aluminium plate and set in a cryostat equipped with a

vertical-field superconducting magnet. The scattering plane

was set to be (H, 0, L), and a magnetic field was applied along

the crystallographic b axis [Fig. 2(a)]. We could access fun-

damental Bragg peaks at (3m, 0, 2n) and (3m ± 1, 0, n) (m, n:

integer), and their magnetic satellite peaks in the reciprocal

space [Fig. 2(b)]. Unless otherwise stated, we performed the

(0, 0, L) scan with L = 12–16, and the scattered x-rays were

detected without analyzing the π′ and σ′ polarizations, paral-

lel and perpendicular to the scattering plane, respectively. For

polarization analysis, the 006 reflection of a pyrolytic graphite

(PG) crystal was used, where the scattering angle was ∼92◦

near the Eu L2 edge.

As in Refs. [39, 40], we observe two kinds of magnetic

Bragg peaks, Q1 = (0, 0, q1z) and Q2 = (0, 0, 1) [Fig. 2(c)].

Figures 2(d)–2(f) show the temperature dependence of mag-

netic susceptibility, q1z, and integrated intensities of the Q1

and Q2 peaks in (nearly) zero field for sample #1. Upon cool-

ing, the Q1 and Q2 peaks emerge below TN1 = 17.6 K and

TN2 = 16.2 K, respectively. q1z gradually decreases from 0.32

to 0.29 in the intermediate-temperature (IT) phase, while q1z is

almost temperature independent in the low-temperature (LT)

phase. These trends also agree with Refs. [39, 40], although

there is a discrepancy in the q1z value [Fig. 1(b)]. Notably, a

distinct q1z value of 0.25 is observed for sample #2, and we

confirm that the way of adhering samples to the Al plate has

little influence on q1z (see the SM [42]). Therefore, the ob-

served variability in q1z appears to be primarily attributed to

TN1TN2
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FIG. 2. (a) Experimental geometry of the RXS. ki (kf) and π (π′

and σ′) represent the propagation vector and polarization direction

of incident (scattered) x-rays, respectively. (b) Positions of the Bragg

peaks in the (H, 0, L) scattering plane below TN2. Gray squares are

the fundamental peaks, and red (blue) circles are the magnetic Q1

(Q2) peaks. (c) RXS profiles observed in the (0, 0, L) scan at 5 K

(red) and 30 K (gray) in zero field for sample #1. [(d)–(f)] Temper-

ature dependence of (d) magnetic susceptibility M/H, (e) q1z, and

(f) integrated intensity of the 00L reflections with L = 14 − q1z and

L = 13 in zero field.

the sample dependence rather than extrinsic strain.

Indeed, our single-crystal structural analyses reveal a Eu

deficiency of 1.6(5)% for sample #1 and 1.1(4)% for sample

#2 (see the SM [42]), indicating that a larger Eu deficiency

leads to a larger q1z value. Recalling the first-principles calcu-

lations predicting a gapped insulating state with the AFM or-

der (Q2) [22], the additional Q1 modulation is expected to be

induced by doped hole carriers which contribute to the RKKY

interaction between the Eu2+ moments. We also find that the

intensity ratio of the Q1 to the Q2 peak is higher for samples

with larger q1z [Fig. 1(b)], suggesting that the Q1 component

is enhanced by a larger number of carriers. The above sce-

narios agree with the 3D character of a hole pocket observed

in a previous ARPES [33], although the details of the Fermi-

surface shape need to be clarified to comprehend the quanti-

tative correlation between the carrier number (related to the

off-stoichiometry) and the magnetic modulation period.

Next, we investigate the magnetic structure changes with

the application of an in-plane magnetic field for sample #1,

which undergoes a metamagnetic transition at µ0Hc1 = 0.2 T

at 5 K [32, 35, 40]. Figures 3(a)–(c) show the field depen-

dence of magnetization, q1z, and integrated intensities of the

Q1 and Q2 peaks. With increasing a magnetic field, both Q1

and Q2 peaks survive until the saturation field of 1.0 T. Here,

q1z exhibits only a small change of at most ±0.01 even across

Hc1. With subsequently decreasing a magnetic field, a hystere-

sis appears around Hc1 in RXS, in line with the magnetization

process. Ultimately, neither the intensities of the Q1 and Q2
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FIG. 3. [(a)–(c)] Magnetic-field dependence of (a) magnetization M

(left axis) and its field derivative dM/dH (right axis), (b) q1z, and (c)

integrated intensity I(H) of the 00L reflections with L = 16− q1z and

L = 15. Dark and light colors represent data in field-increasing and

decreasing processes, respectively. (d) Logarithmic contour plot of

the RXS intensity in the (0, 0, L) scan near Hc1 in a field-increasing

process. Black arrows on the right represent peak widths for 3Q1 and

Q2 − Q1. (e) Magnetic-field dependence of the integrated intensity

of the 3Q1 (cyan) and Q2 − Q1 (pink) peaks. The absolute value is

normalized by the intensity of the 0013 reflection at 0 T. All the data

are taken at 5 K with H ‖ b.

peaks nor q1z reverts to the original values at zero field.

We find remarkable features in the RXS profiles near Hc1.

Figure 3(d) shows a logarithmic contour plot of the RXS in-

tensity against a magnetic field, observed in the (0, 0, L) scan

in the L range between 12.9 and 13.8. Apart from the strong

Q1 and Q2 peaks at L = 13.71 and 13, respectively, peaks

around L = 13.29 and 13.13 are discernible in certain field

ranges. These additional peaks likely correspond to higher-

harmonic Q2 − Q1 and 3Q1 modulations, respectively. The

field evolution of integrated intensities of these peaks are dis-

played in Fig. 3(e). The weak Q2 − Q1 peak appears above

0.1 T and persists until at least 0.4 T, except immediately after

Hc1 where the intensity of the 3Q1 peak becomes prominent.

Notably, a 2Q1 peak at L = 13.42, expected in the conven-

tional fanlike structure [46, 47], is not observed in the entire

field range [Fig. 3(d)]. These results indicate that the high-

field (HF) phase above Hc1 is characterized by a superposition

of Q1 and Q2, ruling out a phase separation scenario.

To get information on the orientation of magnetic moments

in each phase at 5 K, we performed polarization analysis with

H ‖ b. In general, the magnetic scattering intensity I is given

by I ∝ (ei × ef) · mQ, where ei (ef) is the polarization vector

of the incident (scattered) beam, and mQ is a magnetic mo-

ment of the Q modulation. The π–π′ channel (Iπ−π′ ) always

detects the modulated component along b (mb), whereas the

π–σ′ channel (Iπ−σ′ ) contains those along a∗ (ma∗ ) and c (mc)

in the ratio of cos2 ω : sin2 ω, where ω is the angle between

the propagation vector of the incident beam (ki) and the a∗

(a)

0 T 0.1 T 0.3 T

(b)

(c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h)

(0, 0, L)

(  2, 0, L)
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2I

I |ma*|
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2

FIG. 4. [(a)(b)] Schematic geometical configuration of the RXS fo-

cusing on the Q1 and Q2 peaks around the magnetic Bragg spots

(−2, 0, 11.71) and (0, 0, 9), respectively. See also Figs. 2(a) and (b).

[(c)–(h)] RXS profiles of the polarization analysis at 5 K at 0 T

[(c)(f)], 0.1 T [(d)(g)], and 0.3 T [(e)(h)] with H ‖ b. Panels (c)–

(e) and (f)–(h) show the data of the (−2, 0, L) scan around L = 11.71

and (0, 0, L) scan around L = 9, respectively.

axis. Figures 4(a) and 4(b) show the experimental configu-

rations of polarization analysis focusing on the Bragg spots

at (−2, 0, 11.71) and (0, 0, 9), in which Iπ−σ′ mainly reflects

ma∗ (∼100% and 83%) of the Q1 and Q2 modulations, respec-

tively. Additional measurements focusing on the Bragg spots

at (2, 0, 11.71) and (0, 0, 17) confirm the absence of mc (see

the SM [42]), i.e., all the spins lie within the ab plane.

At zero field, both Iπ−π′ and Iπ−σ′ have intensities at

(−2, 0, 11.71) and (0, 0, 9) [Figs. 4(c) and 4(f)]. At 0.1 T

(< Hc1), a drastic enhancement is observed in Iπ−σ′ at (0, 0, 9),

accompanied by a suppression of Iπ−π′ [Fig. 4(g)], suggest-

ing the reorientation of magnetic domains so as to lie the

AFM component perpendicular to the field direction. In

contrast, Iπ−π′ and Iπ−σ′ still have comparable intensities at

(−2, 0, 11.71) [Fig. 4(d)], suggesting that the Q1 modulation

originates from a helical component, rather than sinusoidal.

Followed by the metamagnetic transition, the presence of only

ma∗ is confirmed for both the Q1 and Q2 modulations, as ev-

idenced by the disappearance of Iπ−π′ at the both Bragg posi-

tions at 0.3 T (> Hc1) [Figs. 4(e) and 4(h)]. Accordingly, the

HF phase can be ascribed to a double-Q fanlike state.

Let us here update the understanding of the magnetic struc-

ture in EuIn2As2. We show that the LT phase is a broken-

helix state with a superposition of incommensurate helical Q1

and AFM Q2 modulations, which can be approximately de-

scribed as m(r) ∝ (1, i, 0)
∑
η=1,2 mQη exp(iQη · r)+ c.c. in zero

field. This expression encompasses the commensurate bro-

ken helix proposed in Refs. [39, 40] as a special case. By

comparing the observed intensities of the Q1 and Q2 peaks

with the calculated ones based on the above formula assum-

ing an equal moment-size condition, we estimate mQ1
/mQ2

at
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FIG. 5. Magnetic-field dependence of (a) magnetization m, and

(b)(c) spin structure factor S (q) per a spin at several Q’s for h ‖ x,

calculated by simulated annealing for Eq. (1) with K = 0.9, α = 0.48,

and α′ = 0.9. Local spin configurations at h = 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5 are

schematically illustrated by purple arrows in panels (d), (e), and (f),

respectively. The light blue (red) arrow indicates the x (y) component

of each spin.

the lowest temperature for each sample used in this study and

in Refs. [39, 40], as shown in Fig. 1(b) (see the SM [42]); e.g.,

mQ1
/mQ2

≈ 0.75 and 0.22 for samples #1 (q1z = 0.29) and

#2 (q1z = 0.25), respectively. A positive correlation between

q1z and mQ1
/mQ2

can be clearly seen, which agrees with the

RKKY picture for the emergence of helimagnetism by hole

doping, as mentioned above. We also note that the IT phase

was identified as a sinusoidal state by Mössbauer [39] and

optical birefringence measurements [41]. As the hexagonal

anisotropy is negligibly weak [32, 41], it is natural to believe

that the sinusoidal modulation is stabilized by thermal fluc-

tuations and gradually transforms into helix with decreasing

temperature. We thus infer that there is a slight elliptical dis-

tortion of the Q1 component in the LT phase at 5 K.

Our RXS also reveals a helix-fan transition while keep-

ing the double-Q nature, as evidenced by the observation of

higher harmonics Q2 − Q1. Since the real-space picture of

the double-Q fanlike state is rather nontrivial, a theoretical

description based on the microscopic model is necessary. We

first investigate ground states of a spin Hamiltonian composed

of long-range Heisenberg exchange and biquadratic exchange

interactions in real space on a 1D chain system, as proposed in

Ref. [41]. Our variational calculations reveal that this model

can stabilize an incommensurate broken helix with a domi-

nant Q2 component in zero field, while it fails to preserve the

double-Q nature and instead stabilizes a canted AFM state in

high magnetic fields (see the SM [42]).

In order to reproduce the double-Q fanlike state in the HF

phase, we employ an effective spin Hamiltonian composed of

exchange interactions in momentum space:

H = − JSQ1
· S−Q1

− J′SQ2
· S−Q2

− J′′SQ3
· S−Q3

+ K(SQ1
· S−Q1

)2 + K′(SQ2
· S−Q2

)2 + K′′(SQ3
· S−Q3

)2

− K2(SQ1
· SQ2

)(S−Q1
· S−Q2

) − h
∑

i

S x
i , (1)

where we take into account dominant interactions with Q1 =

0.29π and Q2 = π. In addition to the conventional bilin-

ear and biquadratic terms for Q1 and Q2 [49], Eq. (1) in-

cludes an intertwined coupling term (K2) with a negative

sign, which plays a crucial role in stabilizing a double-Q fan-

like state in high magnetic fields. We also introduce higher-

harmonic terms (J′′ and K′′) with Q3 = 3Q1 to reproduce

the enhancement of the 3Q1 modulation immediately after

the metamagnetic transition. The last term in Eq. (1) rep-

resents the Zeeman coupling to an in-plane magnetic field

h ‖ x. For simplicity, we set J′ = αJ, J′′ = α′J, K′ = α2K,

K′′ = α′2K, K2 = K/2, J = 1 as the energy unit, and consider

XY spins with |Si| = 1. We performed simulated annealing

with N = 200 spins for several parameter sets, and calcu-

lated the magnetization m and spin structure factor, defined as

S (q) = (1/N)
∑

i, j〈Si ·S j〉e
iq·(ri−r j). Figures 5(a)–5(c) show one

typical result, which qualitatively reproduces our RXS data

(Fig. 3). The system undergoes metamagnetic transitions, ac-

companied by the enhancement of S (3Q1) and S (Q2 − Q1).

We note that other parameter sets can bring about qualitatively

distinct behaviors in higher harmonics, such as the enhance-

ment of S (Q2 − 2Q1) instead of S (3Q1).

Figures 5(d)-5(f) show schematics of local spin configura-

tions in three different phases at h = 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5, re-

spectively. The spin configuration at h = 0.3 is far from the

conventional fanlike state in that some spins still possess a

negative x component. Notably, a square-wave-shaped mod-

ulation appears in the y component (perpendicular to h), re-

flecting the effect of 3Q1 along with the Q1 modulation. At

h = 0.5, the spin configuration is like a conventional fan-

like state, while the remaining Q2 component contributes to a

complex manner of the spin flipping, resulting in a broken fan-

like state. Though our magnetization data [Fig. 3(a)] shows no

clear signs of a transition between these field-induced phases,

the above-mentioned pictures would qualitatively describe the

field evolution of a magnetic structure above Hc1 in EuIn2As2.

There have been reports of other Eu-based itinerant magnets

exhibiting the coexistence of two magnetic modulations along

the c axis, such as EuRh2As2 [5], EuCuSb [6], and EuZnGe

[7], although their in-field magnetic structures have yet to be

understood. The present study establishes benchmark exper-

imental and theoretical approaches for a better understand-

ing of the complex helimagnetism characterized by interplane

magnetic modulations.

In summary, we elucidate the incommensurate nature of

the broken-helix state in EuIn2As2 through RXS experiments,

contradicting the previously proposed commensurate broken-

helix [39, 40]. Furthermore, we identify the emergence

of a broken fanlike state with higher-harmonic modulations

in an in-plane magnetic field. The double-Q nature likely

arises from the RKKY mechanism via hole carriers introduced

by Eu deficiency. We propose that electron doping in off-

stoichiometric EuIn2As2 through chemical substitution can be

a promising pathway to shift the Fermi energy to the band

gap and suppress the helical modulation, realizing the theo-

retically predicted AXS with the collinear AFM order [22].
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Note 1. Single-crystal growth and characterization
Note 2. Powder XRD measurement at low temperatures
Note 3. Single-crystal XRD measurement for samples #1 and #2
Note 4. Sample and strain dependence of RXS profiles at 5 K in zero field
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Note 7. Comparison of the amplitude of the Q1 and Q2 modulations
Note 8. Theoretical calculation based on a bilinear-biquadratic model in real space

Note 1. Single-crystal growth and characterization

Single crystals of EuIn2As2 were grown by an indium flux method. The chunks of Eu, In, and As were weighed with a molar
ratio of 3:36:9 (2.5–3.0 g total weight) and placed in alumina crucibles, which were then sealed in a fused silica tube. The
sample was heated up to 900 ◦C over 1 day, followed by a 2 hours dwell time. It was then cooled down to 770 ◦C over 48 hours,
at which point the excess indium flux was removed by a centrifuge.

The sample purity was checked by the powder x-ray diffraction (XRD) measurement on crushed single crystals at room
temperature, using Rigaku SmartLab diffractometer at Materials Characterization Support Team, RIKEN CEMS. The XRD
patterns were recorded on a diffractometer with Bragg-Brentano geometry, and the incident x-ray beam was monochromatized
by a Johansson-type monochromator with a Ge(111) crystal to select only Cu-Kα1 radiation. We confirm the hexagonal space
group P63/mmc (No. 194) for the main EuIn2As2 phase, in together with minor impurity phases of In [Space group I4/mmm

(No. 139)] and InAs [Space group F43m (No. 216)]. The Rietveld analysis was performed using the RIETAN software [1],
yielding lattice parameters a = b = 4.20521(4) Å and c = 17.8915(2) Å, in accord with Refs. [2, 3] (See Note 2 for details).
The results of the powder XRD at low temperatures are described in Note 2, and those of the single-crystal XRD are described
in Note 3. The magnetization was measured using a superconducting quantum interference device (MPMS, Quantum Design),
confirming that the magnetization data are almost consistent with previous reports [3–6], as shown in Figs. 2(d) and 3(a) in the
main text.

∗ masaki.gen@riken.jp
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Note 2. Powder XRD measurement at low temperatures

We summarize the results of the powder XRD measurement performed between 10 and 300 K in Table S1 and Fig. S1. Neither
peak splitting nor the appearance of new peaks indicative of a structural phase transition was observed below the magnetic
ordering temperature TN2 = 16.2 K, as shown in Fig. S1(d).

TABLE S1. Structural parameters of EuIn2As2 at 300 K (top) and 10 K (bottom) obtained from the powder XRD measurements on crushed
single crystals. The hexagonal P63/mmc space group is assumed. Reliability factors are shown in the inset of Figs. S1(a) and S1(c).

T = 300 K (a = 4.20521(10) Å, c = 17.89150(32) Å)
Site Symmetry Occupancy x y z U (Å2)

Eu 2a 1 (fix) 0 0 0 0.01543(55)
In 4 f 1 (fix) 1/3 2/3 0.32668(7) 0.01763(40)
As 4 f 1 (fix) 2/3 1/3 0.39276(11) 0.01577(53)

T = 10 K (a = 4.19712(5) Å, c = 17.83751(25) Å)
Site Symmetry Occupancy x y z U (Å2)

Eu 2a 1 (fix) 0 0 0 0.00961(48)
In 4 f 1 (fix) 1/3 2/3 0.32721(7) 0.00858(34)
As 4 f 1 (fix) 2/3 1/3 0.39260(11) 0.00700(47)
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FIG. S1. [(a)–(d)] Powder XRD patterns and structural refinements of EuIn2As2 at (a) 300 K and (c) 10 K. Panels (b) and (d) display enlarged
views of panels (a) and (b), respectively. The open red circles indicate the experimental data. The overplotted black curves indicate the
calculated patterns with the hexagonal P63/mmc space group as the main phase. Additional peaks originating from impurity phases and the
background of a copper substrate were excluded (2θ ∼ 42◦, 50◦, 55◦, 59◦, 63◦, 67◦, 75◦, 90◦, 95◦, 117◦). The vertical bars indicate the positions
of the Bragg reflections. The bottom curves show the difference between the experimental and calculated intensities. [(e)(f)] Temperature
dependence of the lattice constants a (left axis) and c (right axis) obtained from the Rietveld analysis. Panel (f) is an enlarged view of panel
(e) at low temperatures.
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Note 3. Single-crystal XRD measurement for samples #1 and #2

We performed single-crystal XRD measurements on two pieces of EuIn2As2 samples (#1 and #2), which were obtained from
the same batch and used for the resonant x-ray scattering (RXS) experiments. The data were recorded on Rigaku MicroMaxTM-
007HF diffractometer equipped with a HyPix-6000 detector using Mo Kα radiation (λ = 0.70926 Å) at room temperature.
The intensities of Bragg reflections were collected by the CrysAlisPro software [7]. Here, we employed absorption corrections
based on the actual crystal size and shape for each sample in the finalization process. The crystal structures were refined by the
Jana2006 software [8].

All the structural parameters and crystallographic data are summarized in Tables S2–S4. When optimizing the structural
parameters, the occupancy of the Eu site was refined with fixing those of the In and As sites to 1. As shown in Tables S2 and S3,
a Eu deficiency is found to 1.6(5)% for sample #1 and 1.1(4)% for sample #2. We confirm that there is no defect at In and As
sites from the structural analysis with independently relaxing the occupancy of these sites.

TABLE S2. Structural parameters of EuIn2As2 (sample #1) at 300 K. The space group is P63/mmc (No. 194), and the lattice parameters are
a = b = 4.210075(53) Å, c = 17.911096(254) Å, α = β = 90◦, γ = 120◦.

Site Symmetry Occupancy x y z U11(= U22) (Å2) U33 (Å2) U12 (Å2)

Eu 2a 0.9836(46) 0 0 0 0.008504(138) 0.012646(213) 0.004252(69)

In 4 f 1 (fix) 1/3 2/3 0.327193(26) 0.010401(139) 0.009377(174) 0.005200(70)

As 4 f 1 (fix) 2/3 1/3 0.392478(39) 0.007285(172) 0.009782(256) 0.003643(86)

TABLE S3. Structural parameters of EuIn2As2 (sample #2) at 300 K. The space group is P63/mmc (No. 194), and the lattice parameters are
a = b = 4.210541(51) Å, c = 17.922931(227) Å, α = β = 90◦, γ = 120◦.

Site Symmetry Occupancy x y z U11(= U22) (Å2) U33 (Å2) U12 (Å2)

Eu 2a 0.9890(39) 0 0 0 0.010279(98) 0.011567(130) 0.005140(49)

In 4 f 1 (fix) 1/3 2/3 0.327150(19) 0.011983(99) 0.009045(109) 0.005991(49)

As 4 f 1 (fix) 2/3 1/3 0.392463(29) 0.008805(121) 0.009645(165) 0.004402(61)

TABLE S4. Summary of crystallographic data of EuIn2As2 (samples #1 and #2).

Sample #1 Sample #2

Temperature (K) 300 300

Wavelength (Å) 0.70926 0.70926

Crystal dimension (µm3) 190 × 140 × 60 250 × 150 × 50

Space group P63/mmc P63/mmc

a (Å) 4.210075(53) 4.210541(51)

c (Å) 17.911096(254) 17.922931(227)

Z 2 2

F(000) 451.93 452.61

(sin θ/λ)max (Å−1) 1.28 1.28

NTotal 26364 25288

NUnique 970 1003

Average redundancy 27.179 25.212

Completeness (%) 96.9 100

Nparameter 11 11

R1 (I > 3σ) [number of reflections] 3.19% [806] 2.61% [868]

R1 (all) [number of reflections] 4.27% [970] 3.52% [1003]

wR2 (all) [number of reflections] 8.68% [970] 6.63% [1003]

GOF (all) [number of reflections] 4.23% [970] 3.80% [1003]
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Note 4. Sample and strain dependence of RXS profiles at 5 K in zero field

For the resonant x-ray scattering (RXS) experiments on EuIn2As2, we picked up two specimens (#1 and #2) from the same
batch and polished the as-grown (001) surfaces to remove the In flux. Furthermore, we cut sample #2 into two pieces (#2a and
#2b). In order to verify the effect of extrinsic strain in our RXS experiments, we attached the samples to an aluminium plate in
two different extreme ways; a flat (001) plane was homogeneously glued using GE vanish for sample #1 and #2a, whereas only
the two short sides facing each other along the b axis were fixed to the Al plate for sample #2b, as indicated by red arrows in
Fig. S2(a). As shown in Fig. S1(e), the powder XRD reveals that the thermal shrinkage of the ab plane of EuIn2As2 from room
temperature to 10 K is approximately 0.2 %, which is significantly small compared to that of the Al (∼0.7 %). Accordingly, a
compressive strain was expected to be applied along the b axis for sample #2b.

In Fig. S2(b), we show the RXS profiles obtained in the (0, 0, L) scan at 5 K and 30 K in zero field for the three samples.
Two kinds of magnetic Bragg peaks, Q1 = (0, 0, q1z) and Q2 = (0, 0, 1), are commonly observed for all the samples. However,
there are differences in the q1z value as well as the intensity ratio of the Q1 and Q2 peaks (IQ1/IQ2) between samples #1 and #2a:
q1z = 0.290 and IQ1/IQ2 = 0.095 for sample #1, while q1z = 0.253 and IQ1/IQ2 = 0.011 for sample #2a. The broader width of the
Q1 peak compared to the Q2 peak for sample #1 would be due to spatial variation of the q1z inside the sample. Notably, we find
that the q1z value does not significantly change by applying thermal strain, as evidenced by the observation of q1z = 0.260 for
sample #2b. From these results, we conclude that the observed variability in q1z is primarily attributed to the sample dependence
rather than extrinsic strain. In Note 3, we show the evidence of a slight difference in the sample stoichiometry between samples
#1 and #2 revealed by the single-crystal XRD measurement.

(a) (b)
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FIG. S2. (a) Photograph of EuIn2As2 single crystals (#1, #2b, and #2a from the top), which are glued on an aluminium plate for the RXS
experiments. (b) RXS profiles in the (0, 0, L) scan at 5 K and 30 K in zero field for samples #1 (top), #2b (middle), and #2a (bottom). The left
axis is plotted logarithmically. The data for sample #1 is identical with that shown in Fig. 2(c) in the main text.
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Note 5. Polarization analysis for the RXS data at 5 K

In order to reveal the orientation of the Q1 and Q2 modulations in the zero-field low-temperature (LT) phase below TN1 =

16.2 K and the high-field (HF) phase above µ0Hc1 = 0.2 T with H ‖ b, we performed polarization analysis at 5 K using incident
x-rays in resonance with the Eu L2 absorption edge (7.612 keV). As described in the main text, the magnetic scattering intensity
I is given by I ∝ (ei × ef) ·mQ, where ei (ef) is the polarization vector of the incident (scattered) beam, and mQ is a spin moment
for the Q modulation. The π–π′ channel (Iπ−π′ ) always detects the modulated component along b (mb), and the π–σ′ channel
(Iπ−σ′ ) detects those along a∗ (ma∗ ) and c (mc). For the latter, the intensity ratio of ma∗ and mc is given by cos2 ω : sin2 ω, whereω
corresponds to the angle between the propagation vector of the incident beam (ki) and the a∗ axis. We focused on the magnetic
Bragg spots at (−2, 0, 11.71) and (2, 0, 11.71) for analyzing the Q1 modulation and those at (0, 0, 9) and (0, 0, 17) for the Q2

modulation.
Notably, ω is close to 0◦ and 90◦ for the (−2, 0, 11.71) and (2, 0, 11.71) positions, respectively. We can hence independently

extract information on ma∗ and mc of the Q1 modulation by measuring Iπ−σ′ at (−2, 0, 11.71) and (2, 0, 11.71), respectively
[Figs. S3(a) and S3(b)]. As shown in Figs. S3(h)–S3(j), Iπ−σ′ exhibits no intensity in all the RXS profiles, indicating the absence
of mc of the Q1 modulation in both the LT and HF phases. As for the Q2 peaks, ω is 24.2◦ for (0, 0, 9) and 50.7◦ for (0, 0, 17).
Accordingly, 83 % of ma∗ and 17 % of mc components contribute to Iπ−σ′ at (0, 0, 9), and 40 % of ma∗ and 60 % of mc components
contribute to Iπ−σ′ at (0, 0, 17). At 0 T, the observed intensity ratio between the π–π′ and π–σ′ channels is Iπ−σ′/Iπ−π′ ≈ 0.8 at
(0, 0, 9) [Fig. S3(k)] and Iπ−σ′/Iπ−π′ ≈ 0.3 at (0, 0, 17) [Fig. S3(n)]. The difference in Iπ−σ′/Iπ−π′ should be attributed to the
difference in the contribution from ma∗ of the Q2 modulation. In other words, mc of the Q2 modulation should be absent in the
LT phase. This tendency also holds at 0.1 T: Iπ−σ′/Iπ−π′ ≈ 7 at (0, 0, 9) [Fig. S3(l)] and Iπ−σ′/Iπ−π′ ≈ 1.5 at (0, 0, 17) [Fig. S3(o)].
After the metamagnetic transition, Iπ−σ′ have no intensity at both (0, 0, 9) and (0, 0, 17), indicating the absence of mc as well as
ma∗ of the Q2 modulation in the HF phase. From the above considerations, we can conclude that all the spins lie within the ab

plane in the magnetic ordering phases in EuIn2As2.
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FIG. S3. [(a)–(d)] Experimental configuration of the RXS focusing on the magnetic Bragg spots at (a) (−2, 0, 11.71), (b) (2, 0, 11.71), (c)
(0, 0, 9), and (d) (0, 0, 17). The former (latter) two correspond to the Q1 (Q2) peak. [(e)–(p)] RXS profiles of the polarization analysis at 5 K
at 0 T [(e)(h)(k)(n)], 0.1 T [(f)(i)(l)(o)], and 0.3 T [(g)(j)(m)(p)] with H ‖ b. Panels (e)–(g), (h)–(j), (k)–(m), and (n)–(p) show the data of the
(−2, 0, L) scan around L = 11.71, (2, 0, L) scan around L = 11.71, (0, 0, L) scan around L = 9, and (0, 0, L) scan around L = 17, respectively.
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Note 6. Calculation of spin structural factors based on the broken-helix state

As discussed in the main text, the LT phase is identified as a broken-helix state with a superposition of incommensurate
helical Q1 and AFM Q2 modulations from our RXS data [Fig. S4(a)]. Accordingly, the magnetic structure can be approximately
described as m(ri) ∝ (1, i, 0)

∑
η=1,2 mQη exp(iQη · ri) + c.c. in zero field. Under an equal moment-size condition, i.e., Si =

m(ri)/|m(ri)|, we calculate the spin structure factor, defined as S (q) = (1/N)
∑

i, j〈Si · S j〉e
iq(ri−r j), at Q1 and Q2 as well as at

higher-harmonic Q2 − 2Q1 and 3Q1 positions. Note that S (q) = 0 at other Q positions for an infinite number of spins, N → ∞.
Figures S4(b) and S4(c) show a mQ1/mQ2 dependence of S (Q1)/S (Q2), S (Q2 − 2Q2)/S (Q2), and S (3Q1)/S (Q2). The S (q)
profiles exhibit an anomaly at a singular point mQ1/mQ2 = 1, where the antiparallel mQ1 and mQ2 moments cancel each other out.
In Note 7, we estimate mQ1/mQ2 by comparing Fig. S4(b) with the observed intensities of the Q1 and Q2 peaks.

(a)

(b) (c)

Helix (Q1)
+ AFM (Q2)

Broken helix
(LT phase)

FIG. S4. (a) Schematic of the broken-helix state, composed of the incommensurate helical Q1 and AFM Q2 modulations with a magnitude of
mQ1 and mQ2 , respectively. [(b)(c)] mQ1/mQ2 dependence of the spin structure factor S (q) relative to S (Q2) at (b) Q1, (c) Q2 − 2Q1 and 3Q1.
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Note 7. Comparison of the amplitude of the Q1 and Q2 modulations

In Fig. 1(b) of the main text, we compare the ratio of the magnetic-moment amplitude of the Q1 and Q2 modulations,
mQ1/mQ2 , among four samples; two (samples #1 and #2) were measured in our RXS experiments, and the other two were
measured in the previous RXS experiment by Soh et al.[5] and the neutron diffraction (ND) experiment by Riberolles et al. [6].
In this section, we show how mQ1/mQ2 is estimated for each experimental data.

Our RXS data

First, we estimate the intensity ratio of the 00L reflections with L = 13.71 and L = 13 in the RXS profile at 5 K in zero field
for each sample [see the top and middle panels in Fig. S2(b)]. From the Gaussian fit on each peak, we obtain IQ1/IQ2 = 0.1743
for sample #1 and IQ1/IQ2 = 0.0123 for sample #2 (#2a). We here note again that the magnetic scattering intensity is given
by I ∝ |(ei × ef) · mQ|

2. Accordingly, a Q-dependent correction factor should be applied to the observed peak intensity. As
mentioned in Note. 5, the π − π′ channel detects the mb component, while the π − σ′ channel detects the ma∗ component (the
absence of mc is confirmed). Assuming that magnetic domains of the broken helix are randomly oriented within the ab plane,
the correction factor can be approximated to sin2 2θ + cos2 θ. In our RXS experiments, the energy of the incident x-ray was
E = 7.612 keV, in resonance with the Eu L2 edge, so that 2θ = 77.49◦ for L = 13.71 and 2θ = 72.81◦ for L = 13. Then,
sin2 2θ+ cos2 θ is 1.561 for L = 13.71 and 1.560 for L = 13. Using these factors, the corrected intensity ratio is IQ1/IQ2 = 0.1742
for sample #1 and 0.0123 for sample #2. Finally, we can estimate mQ1/mQ2 from Fig. S4(b) assuming an equal-moment
broken-helix state, yielding mQ1/mQ2 ≈ 0.75 for sample #1 and 0.22 for sample #2.

RXS data by Soh et al.

From the RXS profile at 6 K in zero field shown in Fig. 1(a) of Ref. [5], we estimate the intensity ratio of the 00L reflections
with L = 13 2

3 and L = 13 to be 1:1.24. Importantly, as the observed q1z value is 0.333 (close to 1/3), the higher-harmonic
Q2 − 2Q1 and 3Q1 peaks are expected to overlap with the Q1 and Q2 peaks, respectively. Therefore, one needs to take into
account the higher-harmonic contributions in estimating mQ1/mQ2 . For evaluating the correction factors, we here consider only
the Q1 and Q2 peaks for simplicity. Since the energy of the incident x-ray was E = 6.975 keV, in resonance with the Eu L3 edge,
2θ = 85.83◦ for L = 13 2

3 and 2θ = 80.74◦ for L = 13 (We here use the lattice constant c = 17.83751(25) Å at 10 K obtained in
our powder XRD measurement, as shown in Tab. S1). Therefore, sin2 2θ + cos2 θ is 1.531 for L = 13.71 and 1.555 for L = 13.
Using these correction factors and Figs. S4(b) and S4(c), we finally obtain mQ1/mQ2 ≈ 1.14.

ND data by Riberolles et al.

In Supplementary Table III of Ref. [6], the authors provide intensity data for several magnetic peaks after absorption correc-
tions. The ND experiment detects magnetic moments perpendicular to the magnetic propagation vectors. Considering that there
is no magnetic moment along the c axis in EuIn2As2, it is straightforward to compare the 00L magnetic reflections with each
other because only the magnetic form factor f (Qη) affects the magnetic scattering intensity. Therefore, we choose six magnetic
peaks for estimating mQ1/mQ2 : 004 − q1z, 004 + q1z, 006 − q1z, and 006 + q1z for Q1, and 004 and 006 for Q2. Note that,
f (Qη) ≡ A exp(−as2)+ B exp(−bs2)+C exp(−cs2)+D, where A = 0.0755, a = 25.2960, B = 0.3001, b = 11.5993, C = 0.6438,
c = 4.0252, and D = −0.0196 for the Eu2+ ion, and s = 1/2dhkl. Using the lattice constant c = 17.837 Å at 10 K (Table S1) and
Fig. S4(b), we finally obtain mQ1/mQ2 ≈ 0.91.
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Note 8. Theoretical calculation based on a bilinear-biquadratic model in real space

Donoway et al. [9] recently demonstrated that a microscopic spin Hamiltonian, including long-range Heisenberg exchange
and four-spin exchange interactions in real space, can realize a broken-helix state as the ground state in zero field. We here
investigate the ground state of the same model under an in-plane magnetic field. The spin Hamiltonian is given by

H =
∑

n

∑

i

JnSi · Si+n +
∑

i

[K1212(Si · Si+1)2 + K1223(Si · Si+1)(Si+1 · Si+2)] − h
∑

i

S x
i . (S1)

Here, we introduce the RKKY interaction Jn = −J1[cos(k1n)/k1n] − J2[cos(k2n)/k2n] up to the 10th nearest neighbor (n = 10),
where we set J1 = 1 as the energy unit, and k1 = 0.29π and k2 = π in line with our RXS data. The second and third terms in
Eq. (S1) are the four-spin exchanges with K1212,K1223 > 0, which arise from perturbative expansions of the spin-charge coupling
in the Kondo lattice model. The last term in Eq. (S1) represents the Zeeman coupling to an in-plane magnetic field h ‖ x. We
assume XY spins with |Si| = 1.

We performed simulated annealing with N = 200 spins for several parameter sets on Eq. (S1). In this process, the parameter
J2 was tuned according to the structure of the exchange interactions in momentum space, JQ. Figures S5(a) and S5(b) show
zero-field ground-state phase diagrams as a function of K1212 and K1223 for J2 = 1 and J2 = 2.0667, respectively. The Q1

modulation dominates in the former [Fig. S5(a)], where the ratio of JQ is JQ2/JQ1 = 0.2. In this case, the introduction of finite
K1223 value is necessary to stabilize a double-Q broken-helix state, as mentioned in Ref. [9]. Conversely, the Q2 modulation is
dominant in the latter [Fig. S5(b)], where JQ2/JQ1 = 1.3. In this case, a double-Q broken-helix state can be stabilized without
introducing the K1223 term.

FIG. S5. Ground-state phase diagram of Eq. (S1) as a function of K1212 and K1223 in zero field for (a) J2 = 1 (JQ2/JQ1 = 0.2) and (b)
J2 = 2.0667 (JQ2/JQ1 = 1.3). “Helix” represents a single-Q helix state, which appears in a wide parameter ranges of K1212 and K1223 for
J2 = 1.

Figure S6 shows the magnetic-field dependence of magnetization m and spin structure factor, defined as S (q) = (1/N)
∑

i, j〈Si ·

S j〉e
iq·(ri−r j), at various Q positions for J2 = 2.0667,K1212 = 0.2, K1223 = 0 [(a)–(c)] and for J2 = 2.0667,K1212 = 0.4,

K1223 = 0 [(d)–(f)]. We note that the moderate introduction of the K1223 term does not significantly alter the results. At h = 0,
S (Q1)/S (Q2) ≈ 0.13 and 0.22 for K1212 = 0.2 and 0.4, respectively. These values closely match our experimental observation
of IQ1/IQ2 ≈ 0.17 for sample #1 (q1z = 0.29). However, the Q1 component suddenly disappears in a high-field phase above a
metamagnetic transition. Furthermore, there is no discernible tendency for the enhancement of higher-harmonic modulations.
These results are in qualitative contradiction with our experimental observation of a double-Q broken-fanlike state, as shown
in Figs. 3 and 4 in the main text. We hence conclude that the magnetism in EuIn2As2 cannot be perfectly reproduced by the
spin Hamiltonian Eq. (S1). This would be because the incorporation of the Heisenberg exchange interactions only along the
1D chain is insufficient to adequately describe the RKKY interaction in real 3D systems. As an alternative, we propose in the
main text that an effective spin Hamiltonian composed of exchange interactions in momentum space is useful for describing the
helimagnetism characterized by interplane magnetic modulations with intraplane ferromagnetic couplings.
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FIG. S6. Magnetic-field dependence of magnetization m (top) and spin structure factor S (q) per a spin at several Q positions (bottom) for
h ‖ x, calculated by simulated annealing for Eq. (S1) with J2 = 2.0667, K1212 = 0.2,K1223 = 0 [(a)–(c)] and J2 = 2.0667, K1212 = 0.4,K1223 = 0
[(d)–(f)].
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