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We use magnetometry, calorimetry, and high-resolution capacitive dilatometry, as well as single-
crystal neutron diffraction to explore temperature-field phase diagram of the anisotropic honeycomb
magnet BaCo2(AsO4)2. Our data reveal four distinct ordered states observed for in-plane magnetic
fields. Of particular interest is the narrow region between 0.51 and 0.55T that separates the up-
up-down order from the fully polarized state and coincides with the field range where signatures of
the spin-liquid behavior have been reported. We show that magnetic Bragg peaks persist in this
intermediate phase, thus ruling out its spin-liquid nature. However, the simultaneous nonmonotonic
evolution of nuclear Bragg peaks suggests the involvement of the lattice, witnessed also in other
regions of the phase diagram where large changes in the sample length are observed upon entering the
magnetically ordered states. Our data highlight the importance of lattice effects in BaCo2(AsO4)2.

Introduction. Quantum spin liquid (QSL) is an exotic
state of matter in which strong quantum fluctuations pre-
vent magnetic long-range order (LRO) down to very low
temperatures [1]. The exactly solvable S = 1

2
honey-

comb Kitaev model possessing bond-dependent nearest-
neighbor Ising-type interactions offers a promising venue
for stabilizing the QSL ground state with the excitation
spectrum described by emergent Majorana fermions and
gauge fluxes [2]. Experimental realization of this model
has been of significant interest. The d5 (Ir4+, Ru3+) [3]
and, more recently, d7 (Co2+) [4] transition-metal ions
were proposed as suitable building blocks of the Kitaev
magnets.

The majority of Ir-, Ru-, and Co-based honeycombma-
terials show long-range order in zero magnetic field [5, 6].
However, it was conjectured that they may lie in the
vicinity of the QSL phase, and external field can be
used to suppress long-range order, thus giving way to
the spin liquid. Indeed, magnetic field applied along a
suitable direction leads to a rapid suppression of the or-
dered phase in α-RuCl3 and β-Li2IrO3 above the critical
fields of Bc ≃ 7T and 2.8T, respectively [7–9]. The
behavior of α-RuCl3 above Bc remains vividly debated.
Whereas quantized thermal Hall effect [10–12], oscilla-
tions in thermal conductivity [13–15], and a distinct ex-
citation continuum [16, 17] observed in this field range
might be vestiges of the spin-liquid behavior, no distinct
phase associated with this putative spin liquid could be
identified [18–21].

Here, we focus on the Co-based honeycomb magnet,
BaCo2(AsO4)2 (BCAO), that was recently proposed as a
possible Kitaev candidate [22], and address its behavior
right above Bc in the same region where putative sig-
natures of the spin-liquid physics of α-RuCl3 have been
revealed. The two materials show different sequences of

magnetically ordered states, double-zigzag-like and field-
induced up-up-down (uud) orders in BCAO [23–25] vs.
different types of zigzag order in α-RuCl3 [26]. Moreover,
a detailed study of spin dynamics [27], along with ab ini-

tio calculations [28], suggested that an easy-plane J1−J3
Hamiltonian is more suitable for BCAO than an extended
Kitaev model commonly accepted for α-RuCl3 [5]. On
the other hand, both materials show several apparent
similarities. They can be polarized by moderate in-plane
fields and demonstrate an unusual behavior right above
Bc. The critical field of BCAO is as low asBc ≃ 0.5T. An
excitation continuum [29] and a small linear contribution
to the thermal conductivity [30], which is often associated
with spinon excitations of the spin liquid, were recently
reported in this field range, suggesting that BCAO might
also be tuned toward a spin-liquid phase by the applied
field.

In the following, we present the thermodynamic and
microscopic characterization of BCAO with the special
focus on the field range around Bc. Using several ther-
modynamic probes, we map out the temperature-field
phase diagram of this material and uncover the previ-
ously overlooked intermediate phase that appears near
Bc and separates the uud order from the fully polar-
ized state. This intermediate phase coincides with the
field range where both excitation continuum and linear-
in-temperature thermal conductivity have been reported.
However, it does not show characteristic signatures of a
spin liquid, namely, the absence of the long-range mag-
netic order because the magnetic Bragg peak persists in
this phase. The formation of such an intermediate phase
is not compatible with the existing theories of BCAO. Its
stabilization may involve lattice effects, which are also
prominent in other regions of the phase diagram where
our data evidence large changes in the sample length
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FIG. 1. Magnetic field-temperature (HT ) phase diagram
of BaCo2(AsO4)2 for B ⊥ c constructed from magnetiza-
tion M(T,B), dilatometry L(T, B) and MCE measurements.
Phase diagrams for different in-plane field directions are
shown in Fig. S11. Inset: A honeycomb motif containing
CoO6 octahedra and AsO4 tetrahedra at the center. The
individual Co-honeycomb layers are stacked along the c-axis
with Ba atoms separating them.

across several phase transitions.

Methods. Dark-pink-colored single crystals of BCAO
were synthesized by the flux method [31]. High qual-
ity of these crystals was confirmed by an extensive map-
ping with Laue diffraction and by neutron diffraction (see
Fig. S1). Temperature- and field-dependent magnetiza-
tion was measured using the commercial SQUID magne-
tometer (MPMS3, Quantum Design), with orientation-
dependent magnetization data collected using the sam-
ple rotation stage of MPMS3. Specific heat was mea-
sured using a standard relaxation technique in Quantum
Design Physical Properties Measurement System (QD -
PPMS). The magnetic Grüneisen parameter (Γm), which
equals the adiabatic magnetocaloric effect (MCE), was
determined by the alternating-field method [32]. Ther-
mal expansion was measured with the aid of a com-
pact ultrahigh-resolution capacitive dilatometer in the
QD PPMS [33]. The length change as a function of
temperature or field was recorded using a capacitance
bridge (Andeen Haggerling 2550A). Neutron diffraction
data from a single crystal were collected on the ZEBRA
diffractometer at SINQ, Paul Scherrer Institute.

Phase diagram. Previous report revealed an al-
most isotropic behavior of BCAO within the honeycomb
plane [27], in contrast to α-RuCl3 that showed different
phase boundaries for two nonequivalent in-plane field di-
rections, b and b∗ [21, 26]. Our data for BCAO confirm
this isotropic behavior. Therefore, in Fig. 1 we merged
the data points obtained for different field directions,

whereas individual phase diagrams for B‖b and B‖b∗

can be found in the Supplemental Material [Fig. S11].
In magnetometry, we determine temperature and field
values from the peak positions of their respective deriva-
tives. In dilatometry, we consider the peak positions
of linear thermal expansion coefficient (α) and magne-
tostriction (λ), while in the MCE (Γm) data, we iden-
tify the transitions from the positions of the minima and
zero-crossings [21].

Two magnetically ordered states of BCAO, the incom-
mensurate double-zigzag order and commensurate uud

order [23–25], are labeled as phases I and III in our phase
diagram, respectively. Phase V is the fully polarized
state. Additionally, we uncover phases II and IV that
separate I from III and III from V, respectively. The
main evidence for phase II comes from ac-susceptibility
measurements, whereas phase IV is most crisply seen
from dilatometry. This phase IV is of particular inter-
est, as it at least partially coincides with the field range
where signatures of the spin-liquid physics have been re-
ported [29, 30].
Temperature-dependent dc-magnetization of

BCAO [Fig. S2] shows an abrupt drop at TN fol-
lowed by a broad maximum that appears between 0.12
and 0.26T, the field range that we identify as phase II.
The boundaries of this phase are most clearly visible in
the ac-susceptibility that shows two consecutive peaks
as a function of field (Fig. 2a). The lower boundary
of phase II is characterized by the abrupt increase
in M(B), suggesting that the transformation from
the antiferromagnetic double-zigzag into the partially
polarized uud state starts upon entering phase II. This
transformation is first-order in nature, as witnessed
by the large field hysteresis [Fig. S4]. The anomalies
associated with phase II disappear around 4K, whereas
phases I and III survive up to 5.2− 5.3K.

The transition between I and III involves a flip of fer-
romagnetic zigazag spin chains from the ↑↑↓↓↑↑↓↓ into
the ↑↑↓↑↑↓ configuration, which is essentially the cre-
ation and shift of domain walls. It is plausible that such
a shift requires thermal energy and at lower tempera-
tures involves an intermediate region, which we identify
as phase II. This phenomenology may be similar to the
isostructural BaCo2(PO4)2 where magnetization curve
shows distinct steps that correspond to discrete shifts
of the domain walls, albeit at temperatures below 1K
only [34].

We now turn to thermal expansion (TE) and magne-
tostriction (MS) where all phase transitions are clearly
visible thanks to the large lattice effects involved. BCAO
shrinks along c upon entering phase I and expands along c
upon entering phase III, but the most interesting behav-
ior is seen in temperature-dependent thermal expansion
measured above 0.2T where sample length changes non-
monotonically indicating two consecutive phase transi-
tions, first with the decrease and then with the in-
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crease in c upon cooling (Fig. 3a). A similar behavior
is seen in field-dependent sample length that changes
non-monotonically on going from phase III into phase
V (Fig. 3c). The two transitions can be tracked us-
ing the minima and maxima in linear thermal expan-
sion coefficient α = (1/L0)(d∆L/dT ) and magnetostric-
tion λ = (1/L0)(d∆L/dB) (Fig. 3b,d), resulting in the
distinct region of phase IV that envelops phase III and
separates it from phase V. This phase IV is remarkably
different from phase II because it extends in temperature
all the way up to 5.3K where BCAO enters its param-
agnetic state. Moreover, the transitions associated with
phase IV should be second-order or weakly first-order in
nature, as they do not show any significant hysteresis.
Intermediate phase. Phase IV is most clearly

seen in the thermal expansion and magnetostriction
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FIG. 3. Thermal expansion and magnetostriction plots of
BCAO. (a) Normalized relative length changes vs tempera-
ture measured while warming at various fields. The curves
are shifted vertically for clarity. (b) Plot of the linear TE
coefficient (α) in different fields. For B = 0 T, in phase I,
α shows a positive peak. As we move into phase II, α bi-
furcates to two peaks with opposite sign as indicated by the
arrows. (c) Normalized relative length changes vs magnetic
field measured while sweeping magnetic field up at several
temperatures above and below TN . The light grey line is a
guide to eye showing the systematic shift of minimum around
Bc. (d) Plot of linear MS coefficient λ vs. B at T = 2 K.
Two prominent peaks are indicated by arrows around Bc.
The transition around 0.15 T exhibits significant hysteresis,
consistent with the field-dependent differential susceptibility
[inset], reflecting its first-order nature.

data, whereas field-dependent dc-magnetization and ac-
susceptibility merely show a broad peak around Bc,
which is consistent with the presence of two consecu-
tive transitions but does not prove the existence of an
intermediate phase. This problem is at least partially
mitigated in the MCE measurement where Γm displays
the minimum and zero-crossing at the III–IV and IV–V
boundaries, respectively [see Fig. S9]. It independently
proves the existence of the intermediate phase. Addi-
tionally, we note that the symmetry of BCAO should
change between phases III and IV. Fig. 2b shows angle-
dependent susceptibility measured at different magnetic
fields. While phase I is characterized by the quite low
symmetry, phase III demonstrates the 6-fold symmetry
expected for the uud state in the R3̄ crystal structure.
At 0.5T, on approaching phase IV, the hexagon is turned
by 30◦, such that the minima and maxima of the suscep-
tibility are swapped. It is also deformed [see Fig. S5b],
indicating the loss of the 6-fold symmetry.

We further probed phase IV using neutron diffraction.
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In phase III, we observed the magnetic Bragg peak at
q = (1

3
, 0,− 4

3
) in agreement with the previous stud-

ies [24, 27]. This peak persists in phase IV but gradually
loses its intensity and vanishes when the fully polarized
state is reached [see Fig. 4]. At first glance, this be-
havior may suggest that phase IV is simply a two-phase
region where the uud and fully polarized states coexist.
In this case, one expects the gradual increase in the in-
tensity of q = 0 peaks through the shift of the magnetic
intensity from q = (1

3
, 0,− 4

3
) to q = 0 as magnetiza-

tion increases. Some of the q = 0 peaks indeed show
abrupt changes around 0.51 and 0.55T, but their inten-
sity within phase IV changes non-monotonically as shown
in Fig. 4. A lattice deformation may thus accompany the
formation of phase IV, in agreement with the loss of the 6-
fold symmetry in the angle-dependent susceptibility (see
Fig. 2b). Field-induced intermediate phases stabilized
by the spin-lattice coupling have been indeed reported in
pyrochlore [35, 36] and triangular [37] magnets, albeit at
much higher magnetic fields.

Pressure dependence of the transitions. BCAO shows
remarkably large lattice effects upon its magnetic transi-
tions. The zero-field transition toward phase I is accom-
panied by the relative length change of 4 × 10−4, about
four times larger than in α-RuCl3 [20]. Despite such
a strong coupling to the lattice, this transition appears
as purely second-order, as it does not show any thermal
hysteresis [Fig. S7]. The large lattice effects suggest that
different phases of BCAO may be sensitive to pressure.

The peaks in α and λ yield the initial pressure depen-
dence of the transitions. According to Maxwell’s rela-
tion, λV = −(dM/dp)T,B where V is the volume and
M is the magnetization. Whereas we do not measure
volume magnetostriction in our experiments, the quali-

tative behavior given by the positive (λc > 0) and neg-
ative peaks (λc < 0) in linear magnetostriction suggests
that magnetization should decrease upon compression in
phase I, whereas it should increase in phase III. The for-
mer trend is indeed confirmed by our isothermal magneti-
zation measurements performed under hydrostatic pres-
sure [Fig. S10c].

Pressure dependence of the transition temperature,
dTN/dp, is given by the Clausius-Clapeyron and Ehren-
fest relations for the first- and second-order transitions,
respectively. From the maxima and minima in αc, we ex-
pect TN to increase with pressure in phase I and decrease
with pressure in phase III. These trends are again consis-
tent with the direct magnetization measurements under
hydrostatic pressure using both our data [31] and the
earlier report [38]. Using the discontinuities of the vol-
ume thermal expansion coefficient and the specific heat
measured in zero field, we obtain from the Ehrenfest rela-
tion (dTN/dp)p→0 ≃ 0.86 K/GPa, which is several times
larger than 0.3K/GPa from our direct measurement of
TN under hydrostatic pressure [31]. This discrepancy
probably indicates that the full pressure dependence of
TN up to 2GPa deviates from the initial pressure depen-
dence given by the ambient-pressure specific heat and
thermal expansion. Indeed, the phase diagram of BCAO
may drastically change under pressure because the 1

3
-

plateau indicative of the uud order is no longer seen at
1.6GPa [31]. It means that phase III gives way to some
other phase that allows a gradual increase in the magneti-
zation, similar to phase IV at ambient pressure. Whether
phase IV becomes the dominant field-induced state of
BCAO under pressure would be an interesting question
for further investigation.

Discussion. Our data reveal the previously overlooked
aspect of BCAO, its narrow intermediate phase around
Bc. A somewhat similar phase has been reported in α-
RuCl3 [21, 26] where maxima and minima of the angle-
dependent susceptibility are also swapped upon enter-
ing this intermediate phase, around 6T [26]. The inter-
mediate phase of α-RuCl3 has been understood as the
change from the three-layer periodicity of zigzag order in
low fields toward the six-layer periodicity as the result
of anisotropic couplings between the layers [26]. Exam-
ining a similar scenario for BCAO is hindered by the
broadness of its magnetic Bragg peaks along l [27], pre-
sumably due to the frustrated interlayer order. However,
within the resolution of our measurement we observed
neither the shift nor a change in the shape of the mag-
netic Bragg peak, which remains centered around l ≃ − 4

3

across phase IV. The change in the interlayer order and
the simple repetition of the α-RuCl3 scenario in BCAO
are thus unlikely.

Theoretical studies suggest that BCAO can be de-
scribed by an easy-plane J1 − J3 model that hosts the
double-zigzag ground state in zero field as a narrow re-
gion between the ferromagnetic and zigzag states [39–
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41]. Assuming that BCAO falls into this narrow region
of the double-zigzag order, application of the magnetic
field should produce the uud state followed by the fully
polarized state, either directly or via a phase with canted
V-type order [42]. However, this V-type order should
be characterized by a different position of the magnetic
Bragg peak in the hk plane compared to the uud state.
Therefore, our data also rule out V-type order as the
possible intermediate phase in this case.

The intermediate phase observed in our work does not
cover the full field range where indications of the spin-
liquid physics have been reported. Indeed, at least the
linear-in-temperature contribution to the thermal con-
ductivity extends up to 0.6T [30], well into the fully po-
larized state. However, the onset of this unusual behavior
at 0.50T is clearly correlated with the formation of phase
IV and not with reaching the fully polarized state around
0.55T, so the presence of this intermediate phase must
be taken into account when the microscopic scenario of
the spin-liquid-like behavior of BCAO is looked for.

Conclusions. Our comprehensive study of the
anisotropic honeycomb magnet BaCo2(AsO4)2 reveals an
intermediate phase forming in this material near Bc, in
the same field range where signatures of the spin-liquid
behavior have been reported. While at first glance this
behavior may look similar to the renowned α-RuCl3, our
data suggest a different microscopic scenario. We show
that signatures of the spin-liquid behavior observed in
the field range near Bc should not be associated with
the formation of a separate spin-liquid phase, because
magnetic Bragg peaks persist throughout phase IV. Sub-
stantial lattice effects accompany the formation of this
phase and should be important for understanding the in-
triguing physics of BCAO.
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Supplementary Material for
Intermediate field-induced phase of the honeycomb magnet BaCo2(AsO4)2

CRYSTAL GROWTH

Single crystals of BaCo2(AsO4)2 were grown by a similar method as reported in [S22]. Dark-pink, hexagonal
plate-like crystals (inset of Fig. S1a) were separated from the flux by washing in hot water. A few crystals were
crushed into powders, and room-temperature powder XRD data were collected. To determine the sample orientation
and possible stacking disorder, we collected X-ray Laue back reflection patterns (Photonic Sciences) (Fig. S1b). The
clear Laue spots indicate the high quality of the BCAO single crystal. In contrast to findings in other honeycomb
materials [S43], our Laue pattern clearly shows the absence of rod-like diffuse spots, effectively ruling out the presence
of defects/stacking faults in BCAO. Moreover, through extensive Laue photography covering the entirety of the crystal
surface, we have confirmed that BCAO crystals exhibit a monodomain structure, contrasting with the multi-domain
structure, which is often observed in α-RuCl3 [S44].

A few crystals were crushed into fine powder, and room-temperature x-ray diffraction data were recorded using
the Empyrean powder diffractometer from PANalytical (CuKα radiation, λavg ≃ 1.5418 Å). Rietveld refinement for
the collected data performed using the ”FULLPROF” software [S45] confirms the single phase of BCAO and returns
lattice constants of a = 5.0052(2) Å and c = 23.481(1) Å, which are consistent with the previous report [S22].

MAGNETIZATION AND SPECIFIC HEAT

The evolution of TN was tracked from the magnetic susceptibility measured in different applied magnetic fields for
the B ‖ b orientation as shown in Fig. S2(a). In Fig. S2(b), we show a broad hump around 3.2 K, observed in the
field range of 0.12 to 0.26 T and associated with phase II in the phase diagram. The transition at TN ≃ 5.35 K
decreases systematically before completely vanishing at ∼ 0.55 T. Magnetic isotherms collected for 5.5 K ≤ T ≤ 2 K
are shown in Fig. S2(c). To estimate the magnetic couplings between the Co2+ ions, we have performed Curie-
Weiss (CW) fit of the susceptibility data using χ = χ0 + C/(T − θ), where χ0 is the temperature-independent
contribution, C is the Curie constant, θ is the CW temperature. The fit in the region 150− 300 K yields a positive
CW temperature θ‖,b ≃ 37 K suggesting predominant ferromagnetic interactions. From the obtained value of C, the
effective paramagnetic moment (µeff) is estimated to be µeff‖,b ≃ 5.58µB [see Fig. S2(d)]. These estimations are in

agreement with the literature [S22, S30]. The deviation of the obtained effective moment (taking = g
√

J(J + 1),
where g is the Landé g-factor and J = 1/2) from the theoretical value for spin- 1

2
(1.73 µB) arises due to the significant

spin-orbit coupling, which is common in Co2+ quantum magnets.

The second-order nature of the transition into phase I is supported by examining the T -dependent susceptibility
(at 0.01 T) throughout field-cooled-cooling (FCC) and field-cooled-warming (FCW) processes [see Fig. S2(e)]. The
curves for both directions are reversible with no hysteresis. We have also measured temperature-dependent specific
heat for B ‖ a∗ as shown in Fig. S2(f). In zero-field, Cp(T ) shows a sharp peak at TN , which gradually decreases with
increasing magnetic field and vanishes above 0.5 T, in line with other experiments.

DILATOMETRY

High-resolution capacitive dilatometry was used to measure length changes L(T,H). The experimental design is
described in Ref. [S33]. In all our experiments, we measured the relative length changes along the c-direction, while for
field-dependent measurements, the magnetic field was oriented along the b and b∗-direction. The normalized relative
length change is defined as follows,

∆L(T,B)

L0

=
L(T,B)− L(300 K, 0 T )

L(300 K, 0 T )
. (S1)

Here, L0 is the sample thickness at 300 K and 0 T. Throughout our analysis, ∆L(T,B) values are standardized to the
value at 2 K and 0 T. For thermal expansion, the data were collected during cooling-warming cycles with the sweep
rate of 0.2 K/min. Magnetostriction measurements were performed up to 1 T with the sweep rate of 60 mT/min. To
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calculate the pressure dependence of TN , we use the Ehrenfest relation for a second-order transition,

dTN

dp
= VmTN

∆β

∆Cp

(S2)

where Vm = 2.54 ×10−5 m3/mol is the molar volume, ∆β = ∆αa∗ +∆αb +∆αc is the jump in the volume thermal
expansion coefficient at TN , and ∆Cp is the jump in Cp at TN . For this purpose a crystal was cut into a rectangular
shape and corresponding thermal expansion and specific heat are measured as shown in Fig. S6.
Figure S8(a) depicts the magnetostriction and field-dependent differential susceptibility (dM/dB) together for

T = 2 K. The first-order transformation (phase I ↔ phase II) is evidenced by a sharp peak both in λc and dM/dB
plots. Near Bc (in phase IV), λc shows two peaks, whereas dM/dB features a broad behavior. Figure S8(b) shows
the variation of λc with magnetic fields for 5.5 K ≤ T ≤ 2 K.

MAGNETOCALORIC EFFECT

Field dependence of the magnetic Grüneisen parameter (Γm) is used to track field-induced states around Bc. This
is done via the magnetocaloric effect (MCE) measurement under quasiadiabatic conditions. The magnetic Grüneisen
parameter is defined as

Γm =
1

T

∂T

∂B
. (S3)

This method utilizes the alternating-field technique [S32], wherein a weakly oscillating magnetic field with an amplitude
(∆B) is applied. This induces oscillations in the sample temperature (∆T ) due to the MCE. In this method, the heat-
capacity setup is directly employed, enabling simultaneous measurement of both heat capacity and the Grüneissen
parameter. The variations of Γm vs. B for three temperatures are shown in Fig. S9.

PRESSURE-DEPENDENT MAGNETIZATION

Magnetization studies under pressure were performed in the QD MPMS SQUID magnetometer. A single crystal
of BCAO was loaded into the CuBe cell. Pressure was determined by measuring the superconducting transition of a
small piece of Pb. Daphne oil was used as a pressure transmitting medium. The details of the experimental procedure
can be found in [S46].

SINGLE CRYSTAL NEUTRON DIFFRACTION

Single-crystal neutron diffraction was performed on the neutron diffractometer ZEBRA at SINQ, PSI. The crystal
of the size 3 × 3 × 0.3 mm3 was mounted into the 10 T vertical magnet with the b-axis vertical. Neutrons of the
wavelength 1.383 Å selected by the Ge-monochromator were used in the normal beam geometry.
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(b) (c)

(d)

(a)

FIG. S1. (a) Powder x-ray diffraction data for BaCo2(AsO4)2 collected at T = 300 K (black circles). The red lines indicate
the Rietveld refinement fit of the data. The Bragg peaks are denoted by green vertical bars and the bottom blue line denotes
the difference between the experimental and calculated intensities. Inset: Dark pink crystals on a millimeter paper. (b) Laue
pattern of a crystal taken from the c - direction. The red spots represent simulated Laue patterns generated using Crystal Maker
software. (c) A Schematic sketch of the convention used for different crystallographic orientations. (d) Laue back-scattering
grid analysis was utilized to map out possible domains in the single crystal of BCAO. The diffraction images were color-coded:
orange for good diffraction images, green for weak patterns (edges), and blue for no observable patterns (sample holder). It was
confirmed that different spots on the crystal surface had the same crystallographic orientation, thus excluding multi-domain
growth.
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FIG. S2. (a) Magnetic susceptibility vs. temperature under magnetic fields up to 0.7 T. (b) χ(T ) measured for 0.12 T ≤ B ≤
0.26 T where a broad hump has been observed. The green circles indicate the corresponding broad maximum positions. (c)
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solid line). (d) Inverse susceptibility vs. temperature along with CW fit (red solid line). (e) χ(T ) measured at B = 0.01 T for
FCC-FCW cycle. (f) Specific-heat divided by temperature [Cp/T ] vs. T for 0 T ≤ H ≤ 0.7 T.
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FIG. S11. (a,b) Field-temperature phase diagrams of BCAO constructed from the magnetometry and dilatometry measure-
ments, respectively. (c) Schematic presentation of phases I, III, and V in BCAO.


