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We extend previous inelastic neutron scattering results on the geometrically frustrated antiferro-
magnet hexagonal-YMnOQOs3, which has been suggested to belong to the class of classical spin liquids.
We extend the energy transfer coverage of the diffuse signal up to 6.9 meV within a wide temperature
range around the ordering temperature, 7. The two distinct diffuse signals in the a-b plane, the
signal localized at I'" and the scattering intensity connecting I points over the M’, are shown to be
only weakly energy dependent. In addition, an external magnetic field of up to 10.5 T applied along
c is shown to have no effect on the diffuse signal. In the orthogonal scattering plane, the signals are
shown to be dependent on [ only through the magnetic form factor, showing that the correlations
are purely two-dimensional, and supporting its origin to be the frustrated Mn>*t triangles. This
result is corroborated by atomistic spin dynamics simulations showing similar scattering vector and
temperature behaviours. Lastly, data for the spin wave scattering in the (h, 0, ) plane allow for a
discussion of the magnetic ground state where better agreement is found between the data and an
ordered structure of the I'y or I's symmetry, albeit crystal electric field arguments dismisses the I'y

as possibility.
I. INTRODUCTION

The search for novel phases of materials with intrigu-
ing properties is one of the main quests in material sci-
ence. One major branch concerns geometrically frus-
trated magnets, in which competing interactions suppress
the magnetic ordering.! Within this research field, quan-
tum spin liquids (QSLs) stand out as a widely sought-
after phase, characterized as a fluid-like state where spins
exhibit strong correlations and show persistent fluctua-
tion even at temperatures of absolute zero.?* A defining
theoretical feature of QSLs is their long-range entangle-
ment, but its experimental verification is complicated by
e.g. the presence of other effects, such as impurities, lat-
tice distortions, and non-perfect realizations of the theo-
retical systems.?%¢ Instead, the hunt continues for frus-
trated spin-1/2 systems that show no magnetic order at
the lowest reachable temperatures, while displaying dif-
fuse and broad excitation continua. These features are
taken as the fingerprint of QSL behaviour.*6

However, one may take other, more pragmatic routes
to study spin liquids. Lessening the requirements of a low
quantum spin number, i.e. extending to the classical spin
limit, still allows for high levels of frustration. In general,
these systems do order magnetically, but their ordering
temperature, Ty, is significantly reduced as compared to
the Curie-Weiss temperature, Tcw, obtained from high
temperature susceptibility measurements. In such sys-
tems, long-range entanglement is impossible, but the sys-
tems still have many features very similar to supposed
QSLs; in particular a diffuse continuum of excitations

near the magnetic ordering. These systems have loosely
been referred to as “cooperative paramagnets” or “spin-
liquid-like” systems, while perhaps a more suitable name
would be Classical Spin Liquids (CSLs). Unfortunately,
a rigorous definition of this material class is still lacking,
but one possible defining property has been proposed by
some of us to be the presence of diffuse, correlated con-
tinuum excitations in the paramagnetic phase.”

Hexagonal yttrium manganese (h-YMnOj3) is one can-
didate system within this proposed class of CSLs. It is a
frustrated magnet featuring a stacking of triangular lay-
ers of antiferromagnetically coupled Mn3* spin 2 along
the crystallographic ¢ axis. We note that h-YMnOg is
also extensively studied for its multiferroic properties.
Magnetic long range order sets in at Ty = 71 K%'0 where
a two-dimensional 120° spin structure develops within
the triangular layers. The exact stacking and spin ori-
entation have been discussed by many authors.'* 7 Re-
cent in-field spin wave measurements limited the mag-
netic structure to be described by either the I'y or T's
symmetry group, shown in Fig. 1, corresponding to the
P63cm and P65c'm symmetries, respectively.!! Brown et
al., however, suggested that the ordering falls within the
P64 symmetry with a tilting angle ¢ of 11° out of the
(a,b)-plane.'”

The spin wave spectrum measured by inelastic neu-
tron scattering in Ref. 11 is well described by a strong
isotropic antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbour interaction
of J = 2.4 meV within the triangles with a small pla-
nar anisotropy of D =~ 0.312 meV and an out-of-plane
coupling J, ~ 0.144 meV. Despite the measured sam-



ple containing 2 % Eu doping, the overall interaction ra-
tios are still representative for the undoped compound as
the behaviour of the pure and 2% doped systems is very
similar.'%!® Due to the multiferroic nature of h-YMnOs,
an additional coupling exists between the magnetic and
lattice degrees of freedom, resulting in avoided crossings
between magnon and phonon dispersions, not further dis-
cussed in this paper.''9 The frustration is manifested in
a large discrepancy between the magnetic ordering tem-

perature and the Curie-Weiss temperature, Ocw = —500
K,%20 giving a frustration ratio of f = |fcw|/Tn = 6.9.
a) M b) F

FIG. 1: The four allowed magnetic ground state
representations, I'y (P6zcm), I'y (P63c'm/), I's
(P64em’) and T'y (P65¢'m), for h-YMnOg based on
symmetry analysis'' and plotted using SpinW.2! Only
magnetic moments are shown, where green moments 1are

located at the lattice plane z = 0 and blue at 2z = 3.

In a recent publication,” some of us investigated the
diffuse continuum excitation in A~-YMnOg3 and linked the
behaviour to the definition of classical spin liquids. This
investigation was performed using neutron spectroscopy
measurements of excitations within the (a,b) crystal-
lographic plane where magnetic, gapless excitations
were shown to be present both far above the magnetic
ordering temperature (up to 0.9 Tow ) as well as far into

the ordered phase. That is, the diffuse signals remained
well-defined even at 4 K (0.06 T ), where they co-existed
with the spin waves. The correlation length of the ex-
citations increased with decreasing temperature, while
remaining finite even at 4 K. The diffuse excitations
were speculated to be two-dimensional spin correlations
of the Mn3*t spin clusters within the triangular layers,
and were modelled with critical spin-spin correlations.”

In the present work, we extend the inelastic measure-
ments and thereby advance the understanding of the dif-
fuse excitations in h-YMnOgs. We verify our previous
speculation that the spin fluctiations are purely two-
dimensional, in agreement with new atomistic spin dy-
namic simulations of A-YMnOQOgs. Furthermore, we show
that they persist to large excitation energies, up to at
least 7 meV with some broadening, which largely follows
that of the low-temperature spin wave signal. The same
result was seen in the simulations,?? further explained
below.

One aspect not touched upon in previous literature is
the possibility of the diffuse magnetic scattering being
dependent on external magnetic fields. Specifically, an
applied field along the crystallographic ¢ direction could
serve to induce a spin canting with a potential impact
on the spin correlations. In contrast to the spin waves,
the diffuse excitations are found to be independent of an
applied magnetic field up to 10.5 T.

By performing inelastic neutron scattering studies in
the (h, 0, 1) plane we find a weak, not previously encoun-
tered signal which we speculate to be magnetic. This
would advocate for the magnetic ordering of the I'; type
as to match the magnon periodicity. However, according
to the crystal field environment, this symmetry is disal-
lowed. In section IIIC we discuss the implication of our
results on the most likely magnetic symmetry group of
the system.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

We have performed inelastic neutron scattering stud-
ies on h-YMnQOg, where we directly probe the magnetic
dynamic structure factor S(q, iw) as a function of scat-
tering wavevector q and energy transfer fiw. Both ex-
periments were performed on a single crystal of pure h-
YMnOg, also used in Ref. 7.

An overall picture of the excitations were obtained
through experiments performed using the cold-neutron
spectrometer CAMEA at the neutron source SINQ at
the Paul Scherrer Institut, Switzerland.?3-2* We were able
to obtain quasi-continuous coverage in the three dimen-
sional space spanned by two reciprocal lattice vectors and
the energy axis by utilizing its multiplexing analyzers to-
gether with the prismatic analyzer concept,2® as well as
the large detector array. All data were converted and
treated using the dedicated software package MJOLNIR,
version 1.3.1.26:27



In the first setup, the crystal was aligned in the (h,k,0)
scattering plane and placed inside a 11 T split-coil cry-
omagnet, MB11, from Oxford Instruments. Data were
taken at two temperatures, 60 K and 105 K, in both zero
field and in an applied field of 10.5 T. Data were acquired
using CAMEA by performing 180° sample rotation scans
in 1° steps for 4 different incoming energies, (5.25, 6.85,
8.45, and 10.05 meV) with full scattering angle coverage
for the lower 3 energies and low @ coverage for the last,
covering excitations from 0.05 meV up to 6.9 meV and
using a monitor of 100000 corresponding to ~23 s per
step. The coverage of the measured data at an energy
transfer of hw = 1.0 & 0.1 meV is shown in Fig. 2 (a),
along with the nomenclature for high symmetry points
in reciprocal space along the main path utilized for the
data analysis shown in blue.

In the second setup, the crystal was realigned to the
(h,0,l) scattering plane and placed in an Orange helium-
flow cryostat and data were taken at temperatures of T' =
1.6, 60, 70, 72, 75, 80, and 100 K. Similarly to the first
setup, data were acquired through sample rotation scans
with a step size of 1° but with incoming energies of 5.50,
and 5.63 meV and an angular setting of -75 and -71°.
All temperatures were measured using a monitor value
of 100000 corresponding to 25 s/point at 5.5 meV, and
twice this monitor value for 60 K.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section is split into three parts, firstly dealing with
the magnetic field dependence of the directional and lo-
calized diffuse scattering intensity, secondly with its de-
pendency on the scattering vector orthogonal to the frus-
trated triangular planes, i.e. the [ direction. The last sec-
tion deals with the additional intensity found along (0, 0,
[) and how this advances the discussion of the magnetic
ground state in h-YMnOs3.

A. Magnetic field and energy dependence

Data taken in zero field and at 10.5 T are shown in
Figs. 2 and 3. The the coverage of the measured data
at an energy transfer of fiw = 1.0 0.1 meV is shown in
Fig. 2 (a) together with the nomenclature for high sym-
metry points in reciprocal space along the main path uti-
lized for the data analysis highlighted in blue. Fig. 2 (b)
shows the energy dependence of the scattering for the 60
K data in zero field and 10.5 T with arrows highlighting
the spin wave positions.

Figs. 2 (c) and (d) show constant-energy cuts through
hw = 1.0 meV = 0.1 meV for the temperatures of 105 K
and 60 K, in zero field and 10.5 T. Data taken in the
ordered phase were hampered by presence of spurious
Bragg scattering appearing as inelastic signals, described
by Currat and Axe?8, also known as accidental scattering.
In the plots, this spurious scattering is highlighted by red

and black circles for the magnetic peaks at (+1, 0, 0). For
lower energy transfers, the locations of these spurious fea-
tures move close to the Bragg peak position, making a
reliable determination of the scattering intensity at the I'/
point difficult. Temperatures of 60 and 105 K were cho-
sen as they are well below and above Ty = 72 K. In the
case of normal critical phenomena, expected due to the
second order nature of the phase transition, critical scat-
tering should hardly be visible at these temperatures.??
In the constant energy data in Fig. 2(c-d), we see a series
of filled circle-like shapes with a slight triangular dis-
tortion, centered at the magnetic ordering vectors, I".
Between these lines of directional, diffuse scattering are
seen to form a hexagonal pattern, along the path IV-M'-
IV. This scattering intensity is clearly seen to persist at
60 K, as also previously reported,” but with a reduced
intensity and width.

To quantify the effect of applied magnetic field on the
diffuse continuum excitations, we perform a series of cuts
along a single direction in reciprocal space (the blue line
in Fig. 2 (a)) resulting in the data shown in Figs. 3 (a-d).
They show the main cuts for the four different settings,
i.e. temperatures of 105 K and 60 K, top and bottom,
respectively, and with magnetic fields of zero (left) and
10.5 T (right). The effect on the spin wave observed
in Fig. 3 (d) is consistent with the behaviour seen in
Fig. 2 of Ref. 11, with the 60 K data in zero field show-
ing clear spin waves at the I points with energy gaps
of ~ 4.0 meV and 1.5 meV, below which a diffuse rod
of scattering is present. Applying an external magnetic
field along the ¢ axis changes the spin wave spectrum,
where the higher spin wave branch splits in two, as al-
ready found in Ref. 11. However, the field does not ap-
pear to alter the diffuse excitations. At a temperature
of 105 K, the spin waves are no longer present, and only
the broad diffuse continuum excitations remain. These
are present as rods of scattering at I, which are con-
nected by a sheet of diffuse scattering extending through
M'’. The diffuse excitations can be tracked up to at least
our measurement range of 6.9 meV, broadening slightly
as the energy transfer increases.

Each 2D cut in Figs. 3 (a-d) is further sliced into
constant 1D energy cuts with an integration width of
0.1 meV for energy transfers below 3.0 meV and 0.2 meV
above. These cuts are fitted by a function consisting of
a combination of two Gaussian functions for the signal
at the I points and a double-sided Sigmoid function for
the signal at the M’ point, i.e.
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Here, the Sigmoid transition width has been chosen to be
linked to the Gaussian widths through op = (01 +03)/8,
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FIG. 2: (a) Overview of reciprocal lattice coverage in the (h,k,0) plane of h-YMnOj3 at fiw = 1.0 meV. O is the
origin and T" the position of allowed nuclear Bragg peaks, while I" is the position of the magnetic Bragg peaks. M
and M’ are on the two different zone boundaries. The boundary for data coverage at hw = 1.0 meV is shown by the
red curve while the orange dashed path correspond to the classical spin dynamics simulations. (b) Energy
dependence on the external field for the spectrum at (1, 0, 0), within the ordered phase where the upper magnon
splits into two (shown by the arrows). (c-d) Logarithmic intensity maps across the (h,k,0) plane for energy transfers
of hiw = 1.0 £ 0.1 meV for 60 K and 105 K, respectively. For both maps, B = 10.5 T and 0 T at the same
temperature are shown within the same plot separated by the red outlines plotted to the left and right. This
corresponds to a constant energy map below the spin wave in the ordered phase. The Currat-Axe spurions
originating from (+1, 0, 0) from one set of I points are encircled by red and black.
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FIG. 3: (a-b) Logarithmic intensity maps as function of energy transfer along the blue path shown in Fig. 2(a), with
an orthogonal integration width of £0.15 r.L.u. for all both temperatures, 60 K and 105 K, in zero and high field.
The horizontal line signifies the constant energy cuts corresponding to Figs. 2(c) and (d). Notice that the
Currat-Axe spurions are masked out. All intensities are plotted with the same color scale.



i.e. half the mean width. This choice for the fitting func-
tion is further discussed in Appendix A. S(M’, hw) is the
intensity at the M’ point at the energy transfer fiw, while
A;, i, and o; are the intensities, centres, and widths of
the i*® Gaussian and B is a constant background, that
is the mean of A; is the intensity at the I point de-
noted S(I', iw). This combined function has been found
to empirically describe the intensity across all tempera-
tures and magnetic fields (as shown by the example in
Fig. 4 (a)), except for energy transfers dominated by
the magnon dispersion. In such cases, the two Gaus-
sian functions mainly reflect the intensity of the magnon
at TV instead of the desired diffuse scattering and the
width is reduced due to the sharp nature of the long-
lived magnon. However, the intensity at the M’ point
between the magnon branches continues to be reliable.

The resulting fitting parameters as a function of en-
ergy transfer are shown in Figs. 4 (b) and (¢) with an
example of the fit at 1.0 meV in Fig. 4 (a). In addition,
panel (d) shows the characteristic length, &, calculated
from the fitted Gaussian width at IV and converted to
the corresponding Lorentzian width, in order to adhere
to the data in Ref. 7, as

‘= v/2Iln (2) @)

o 20

Fig. 4b shows that the intensity in the ordered phase
(60 K) is consistent between the two fields up to the
onset of the second magnon, hiw ~ 4 meV, where a
field-induced change is found as expected. This effect
is difficult to see from the color maps in Figs. 3. In the
paramagnetic phase (105 K), the integrated intensity at
I’ decreases for increasing energy transfer but is unaf-
fected by the magnetic field. The peak intensity at the
M’ point, Fig. 4 (c), is wholly unaffected by the magnetic
field, but the intensity slightly increases with increasing
energy transfer, both in the ordered and paramagnetic
phases. In the ordered phase, the magnon dominates the
intensities at the IV point in the energy window from
around 1.4 to about 6 meV, and for energy transfers be-
low 0.7 meV the presence of the Currat-Axe spurions
renders the intensity unreliable. Thus, the best estimate
of the characteristic length at 60 K is to be made at 1
meV, consistent with previous results’, where it takes on
the value of ~ 19 A. This characteristic length is signifi-
cantly smaller than the estimated instrument resolution
of 27r/0.02 A=' =~ 320 A; the resolution is further dis-
cussed in Appendix B.

The fitted parameters in Figs. 4 (b) and (c) show that
the magnetic field only affects the mean integrated inten-
sity above an energy transfer AF ~ 3 meV, and only for
the 60 K data at IV and the characteristic length through
the excitation width. This is due to the presence of the
magnon dispersion which is vastly more intense than the
diffuse I'V excitation. However, below the magnon gap the
integrated intensity is unchanged, meaning that the dif-
fuse continuum excitation is unaffected by magnetic field.
The integrated intensity at the I point in the 105 K data

does show a slight decrease for increasing energy trans-
fers with the opposite effect seen for the M’ point. As
for the intensity at both points, the 60 K data are more
intense than the 105 K in agreement with previous data.”

From the measurements in the (h, k, 0) scattering
plane it is seen that both the diffuse excitations at the I"
and M’ points extend from the elastic line all the way up
to an energy transfer of at least 6.9 meV with a slight in-
tensity decrease at the I point and an intensity increase
for the M’ point, c.f. Figs. 4(b) and (c).

At the M’ point the temperature dependence of both
the low-energy intensity and the excitation width have
previously been reported.” These data show the intensity
being lowest and width sharpest at 60 K, in agreement
with our present results. Our new data, however, also
show the energy dependence of this trend. The correla-
tion length of the excitations at the T point at 105 K
decreases with increasing energy transfer, while the 60 K
is heavily influenced by the magnon. Below the magnon,
the intensity of the diffuse scattering continuously de-
creases until around 0.7 meV, where it takes an upturn
due to the Currat-Axe spurions. Above the spin waves,
i.e. above 6.3 meV, the 60 K data tend towards the 105 K
data but with an increased width. Now, comparing the
two temperatures, above the ordering temperature, Ty,
both parts of the diffuse signal are more intense and
slightly sharper. Thus, the development of the 3D mag-
netic order does not directly impact the diffuse signal,
but rather its intensity due to the sum rule.

To summarize, our current data are consistent with
previous results and extend the description of the diffuse
scattering behaviour. All measures not dominated by
the magnon are magnetic field independent. As a func-
tion of energy, the same overall trend of increasing inten-
sity and reduction in correlation length is seen for both
temperatures. This behaviour differs somewhat from the
expected behaviour of a magnon spectrum, where inten-
sities are expected to, except for the Bose-factor, remain
constant, while the fitted correlation length only depend
on resolution effects.

B. Dimensionality of the excitation spectrum

Next we address the question of the nature of the dif-
fuse magnetic scattering. It seems plausible that the sig-
nal arises from coupled fluctuations of the Mn3t mo-
ments within the triangular (a,b) plane. However, it
remains unresolved if these fluctuations are coupled to
the three-dimensional magnetic structure appearing be-
low Tn. To resolve this, we investigated the dependence
of the signal as function of [ within the (h,0,l) scatter-
ing plane. In addition, a possible dependence on the 3D
ordering was investigated by measuring at various tem-
peratures across Ty. Three representative temperatures
are shown in in Fig. 5 for T = 60, 75, and 100 K, For
other temperatures see in section. C.

Figs. 5 (a-c) show constant-energy cuts through the
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FIG. 4: (a) Example of cuts along the signified blue line in Fig. 2 at an energy transfer of 1.0 £0.1 meV, at 60 K
and 105 K, taken at zero field and at 10.5 T. The black, dashed line shows the corresponding fits.(b-d) Fitted
parameters from Eq. (1) on constant-energy cuts of the plots in Figs. 3(a-d). (b) Integrated intensity at the I

points; (c¢) Peak intensity at the M’ point; (d) Characteristic length, &, calculated by Eq. (2). Blue arrows in figures
(b) and (d) signify the location of the magnon.

(h,0,1) plane at an energy transfer of 1 meV at 60, 75,
and 100 K while Figs. 5 (d-f) show (g, iw) intensity maps
at the same temperatures. The sharp peaks in (a-c) as
well as the diagonal stripes in (d-f) are Currat-Axe spu-
rions, which are masked out in the following data treat-
ment.

In the magnetically ordered phase, i.e. at 60 K, the
magnon signal is clearly seen. Its periodicity is particu-
larly visible in Fig. 5(d) where it is ungapped and strong
at (1,0,0) for non-zero values of I and has an energy gap
of 1.5 meV at (1,0,0), which is consistent with the data
taken in the (h,k,0) plane. Due to the finite integra-
tion width orthogonal to the cut and the relatively steep
dispersion of the spin wave perpendicular to [, the spin
waves in Fig. 5 (d) do not appear to have clear upwards
boundaries. At 75 K and 100 K (Fig. 5 (b-c) and (e-f)),
no magnons are present and the intensity corresponds
solely to the diffuse continuum excitations, which have no
variation along the [ direction. Rather, the signal is dif-

fuse and gapless for all [-values. Very similar behaviours
at all temperatures are also observed for h = —1 and
h = 2 (data not shown).

In order to investigate the I-dependence of the diffuse
continuum excitations, we performed a cut for constant
h = 1.5, signified by the red dashed line in Figs. 5 (a-c),
going through the M’ points at hiw = 1.04+0.1 meV. This
data is shown in Fig. 6 (a). The chosen energy transfer is
below the spin wave gap at [ = 0 in the ordered phase for
all measured temperatures. However, for all other inte-
ger values of [ the spin wave is visible and has thus been
masked out. Comparing across all temperatures, the sig-
nal is close to being constant along [, with only a slight
reduction towards higher [-values. This decrease is con-
sistent with the magnetic form factor of Mn3* calculated
using the tabulated values®” as explained in Appendix D.
This suggests that the structure factor of the diffuse con-
tinuum excitations for both values of h - i.e. at the I
and M’ points - are independent of .
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FIG. 5: (a-c) Logarithmic scattering intensity for constant energy maps in the (h,0,l) plane at fiw = 1.0 & 0.1 meV
showing the diffuse scattering both at T and M'. Dashed line signifies the diffuse scattering of the M’ red. (d-f)
Logarithmic scattering intensity maps along (h,0,l) and hw at h = 1, corresponding to the dashed I line, with an
integration width of 0.2 r.L.u. Diagonal signals are the Currat-Axe spurions, which are masked out in the 1D cuts.

To further confirm the two-dimensionality and tem-
perature independence, one-dimensional cuts were per-
formed for half-integer values of [ along h for an energy
transfer of 1.0 £ 0.1 meV and integration width along
I of 0.09 r.l.u. to reduce the influence of the spin wave
signal, see Fig. 6 (b). Due to the varying h coverage for
the different values of I, the fitting function in Eq. (1)
is to be slightly adjusted such that the Sigmoid function
always has its centre at the M’ points. Due to the limited
coverage, the background parameter has been set to zero
across all fits and the centre of the Gaussians are locked
to the I points.

The scattering intensity at (1.5, 0, 1), and at (1.0, 0, 1)
(not shown), follows the magnetic form factor of Mn3.
In Fig. 6 (b) the dependence of the A component of the
scattering vector is shown together with the above de-
scribed fits. The integrated intensities and peak intensi-
ties corresponding to the IV and M’ points from these fits
are shown in Fig. 7. Specifically, in (a), the intensities
decrease in accordance with the magnetic form factor as
a function of [. The temperature trend is consistent with
that reported in Ref. 7. To highlight this, the data for
I = 0 from Ref. 7 is plotted alongside the new data in
Fig. 7. It should be noted that for | = 3.5 a discrep-
ancy exists, where the M’ point intensity is significantly
lower than expected. This is due to the limited cov-
erage of the background found from the two I' points
towards the M points at both ends of the fit. The in-
tegrated intensity at the I points is unaffected by this
background issue and follows the expected trend. Thus,
it can be concluded that the magnetic spectrum at all

temperatures only depends on [ through the variation in
magnetic form factor. In particular, it rules out that the
significant peak in intensity at the I point at Ty, found
in Ref. 7, originates from a dimensional cross-over from a
low-temperature 3D ordering to a high-temperature 2D
fluctuating regime. Thus, the signals at both I and M’
are of a fully two-dimensional nature.

We now compare the neutron data to simulated energy
dispersions as calculated using spin dynamics simulations
as implemented in the UppASD package.?' 34 The largest
practical size of 50x50x10 super-cell was simulated by
cooling the randomly-initialized magnetic moments from
the theoretically equivalence of 360 K down to 1 K as fur-
ther described in Ref. 22. Our chosen Hamiltonian model
and parameters are from Ref. 35 and reproduce the mag-
netic ground-state I's of h-YMnO3; at temperatures well
below Tx but produces a slightly shifted transition tem-
perature of 52 K as compared to 72 K in the experiment.
Thus, the temperature of the simulations is shown rela-
tive to the transition temperature.

The dynamic response function was calculated along
the path shown in orange in Fig. 2 (a), connecting two
magnetic IV and one non-magnetic I' point through M’,
M, and M’ for [ = {0.5,1.5,2.5,3.5}. To find the ex-
pected scattering intensity from these response functions,
the magnetic signal from the moments orthogonal to ¢ is
first extracted and the magnetic form factor for Mn3* is
applied. This produces the relative intensities as would
be measured by a neutron experiment. To concur with
the experimental data, scattering intensities between 0.9
and 1.1 meV are integrated. Due to the simulation path,
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the directional diffuse scattering at M’ is found as the av-
erage intensity around the M’ point. The localized signal
at T is then found by performing a numerical integration
across the IV point with the directional diffuse signal sub-
tracted.

The found intensities are plotted in Fig. 7 (c-d) and
show a quantitative agreement between the experimen-
tal and simulated data. The exact onset of the intensity
at the M’ point going from low to high temperature dif-
fers between experiments and simulation, where the sim-
ulated intensities diverge faster. Above the phase transi-
tion, the intensity flattens within the plotted temperature
range but despite the fact that the magnetic form factor
has been taken into account when presenting the simu-
lated data its dependence on [ seen in the experiment is
not completely recovered. The same discrepancy is seen

when comparing the intensity at the I point where the
divergence of the simulation is more abrupt compared
to the experiment. These differences as well as the phase
transition temperature is speculated to be due to a larger
out of plane coupling or the introduction of impurities
and stacking faults in the real world experiment com-
pared to the idealized simulation. Further details on this
simulation can be found in Ref. 22.

Thus, due to the dependency of the experimental data
on the [ component of the scattering vector only through
the magnetic form factor and the replication of the gen-
eral features through spin dynamic simulations it can be
concluded that the diffuse signals originate from frustra-
tion in the (a,b)-plane and that they are in agreement
with classical spin dynamics simulations using an approx-
imate Hamiltonian of the system.



C. Magnetic ground state from the magnon
dispersions

The magnon dispersion in h-YMnO3; has already been
measured extensively in the (h, k, 0) plane'?36:37 and
to a smaller extent for non-zero [ values.!'® The larger
data coverage of our experiments extends the measure-
ment range along the [ direction, and are consistent with
the previous results in the (h, k, 0) plane. In those ex-
periments the magnon spectrum was found to consist of
two gapped low-lying spin waves with minima above the
IV points and to extent to large energy transfers, be-
tween 10 and 15 meV. In addition, the upper of the two
modes splits into two upon application of external mag-
netic field.

From the perspective of the irreducible magnetic rep-
resentations, the Mn3* ions located on the 6¢ Wyckoff
position of the P6zcm (185) space group combined with
the AFM ordering vector, four representations are al-
lowed, I'1-T'y shown in Fig. 1. From magnon calculations
it was concluded that the proposed two possible ground
state structures,!' T'; and I's, are consistent with all of
our measurements in the (h, k,0) plane.

Inspecting the spectrum along (0, 0, 1), plotted for 1.5,
60, and 100 K in Fig. 8, a gapless mode for even, non-
zero values of [ is present, which is most visible in (b),
i.e. at 60 K. The positions of higher intensity correspond
to allowed nuclear Bragg reflections and it may therefore
be argued that the signal could originate from a phonon.
However, the signal is almost absent in the 100 K data,
where a phonon would have an increased intensity as
compared to 60 K, as well as for low energy transfers at
base temperature, i.e. 1.5 K. To highlight the intensity,
the plots have been rescaled by the energy-dependent
down-scattering Bose factor, 1 — exp (fw/(kgT)).

Comparing to the previously measured magnon inten-
sity at (h, 0, 0) (see Figs. 3 (¢) and (d)), the signal along
(0,0,) is two to three orders of magnitude weaker. From
spin wave calculations, see App. E, a magnetic signal is
expected to exist along (0, 0, I) with a significantly lower
scattering intensity as compared to the spin waves along
(h, 0, 0), around four orders of magnitude weaker. Inter-
estingly, the two proposed solutions, I'y and I's, predict
different periodicity of the signal along (0, 0, ) with T’y
having higher intensities for odd [ and I'3 for even [. This
suggests that I'; is consistent with the data. The main
difference between the two proposed representations is
the ferro- vs. antiferromagnetic ordering of the relative
orientation between the nearest neighbour spins along
the crystallographic ¢ direction for I'y and I's, respec-
tively. Further, we note that the inter-planar couplings,
i.e. couplings with a component along c, are 4-5 orders
of magnitude weaker than the dominant in-plane nearest-
neighbour AFM exchange. This is due to the spins inter-
acting through both the super-exchange over the oxygen
ions as well as the direct coupling between the empty
Mn 3d states. In this respect, h-YMnOs is very similar
to LuMnO33® as the electronic orbital occupancy of Lu3™
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is equivalent to that of Y2*. The super-exchange favours
an antiferromagnetic ordering while the direct coupling
induces a ferromagnetic coupling. In the present case, the
ferromagnetic coupling is much stronger and I's should
be favoured.

This does, however, seem to be in disagreement with
the magnon spectrum measured along (0, 0, I) where I'
best reproduces the data, albeit this scattering is sev-
eral orders of magnitude weaker than along the orthog-
onal directions. The large difference in energy scale be-
tween FM in-plane coupling and the AFM out-of-plane
coupling generates a quasi-flat magnetic energy surface
where small changes in chemical composition or defect-
related changes to the crystal structure can lead to a
realization of the different magnetic ground states. This
could explain the discrepancy between theory and the
best fit of the inelastic neutron scattering data, as one can
expect antiferromagnetically ordered moments to form
between stacked domains of oppositely ordered I's states.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, our experiments confirm and extend
the findings of the two-dimensional diffuse fluctuations,
which are present in an extended temperature range
around the long range magnetic ordering temperature.
Our results also extend the discussion of the magnetic
ground state in h-YMnOs.

The scattering continua are unaffected by an applied
external magnetic field and show no dependence on scat-
tering vector along the crystallographic [ direction, apart
from the magnetic form factor. We confirm the two-
dimensional nature of the fluctuations as previously sug-
gested in Ref. 7 and distinguish them from paramag-
netic scattering and any possible leaking of intensity from
the out-of-plane magnon due to the finite resolution or-
thogonal to the (h,k,0) plane. Furthermore, the scat-
tering intensity localized on the magnetic Bragg peak
positions, IV, has a decreasing intensity as a function of
energy transfer, while the directional diffuse scattering,
centered around the Brillouin zone boundary point M/,
remain constant. This confirms that the two signals, al-
though likely connected, are of different nature. Both
signals decrease similarly in intensity for increasing mo-
mentum transfer, consistent with the scattering follow-
ing the magnetic form factor being two-dimensional and
originating from the Mn3* ions.

The temperature dependence of the continuous scat-
tering intensity has been reproduced by atomistic spin
dynamics simulations, which confirms its independence of
the [ component of the momentum transfer. We thus con-
firm that the excitations originate from the strongly frus-
trated magnetic moments located in the triangular pat-
tern without connection to neighbouring triangles along
the crystallographic ¢ axis. This is in contrast to the
magnon dispersion from the 3D magnetic ordering.

Through the spin wave spectra measured in the two
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scattering planes, the magnetic ground state is found to
be consistent with I's in combination with either a spin
canting or stacking faults resulting in the weak scatter-
ing observed along (0, 0, ). This is in agreement with
the conclusions drawn from second generation harmonic
experiments.'®

The observed diffuse fluctuation spectrum is distinctly
different from the established theory of critical scatter-
ing originating from magnetic phase transitions both in
dimensionality and temperature dependence. We believe
that these detailed results will contribute to establishing
a more detailed understanding of the peculiar directional
diffuse, inelastic scattering observed in h-YMnO3.

h-YMnOs; is one example of a frustrated magnetic sys-
tem, where two magnetic signals coexists with completely
different temperature dependence, scattering vector, and
magnetic field behaviour. The origin of this two compo-
nent behaviour is believed to be the 2D triangular frus-
tration of the localized magnetic moments in the (a, b)-
plane which suppresses the long range order from the
Curie-Weiss temperature of ~ 500 K to Ty = 72 K. It
further leads to the fully in-plane nature of the directional
diffuse scattering. The separate temperature and scatter-
ing vector dependence of the coexisting magnetic signals
might be taken to be a more general feature of classi-

cal spin liquids suggesting that other systems within this
category would be magnetically frustrated materials with
large spin clusters, that order well below the Curie-Weiss
temperature.
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Appendix A: Fitting details

The fitting function defined in eq. (1) is an empirical function chosen based on the signals for the two cuts in the
(h,k,0) plane drawn by the blue line in Fig. 2(a) and along constant [ lines in the (h,0,l) plane. For both cuts, the
localized continuum scattering can be captured for all I points located within the cuts. This number varies depending
on the h value. In addition, the directional diffuse scattering through the M’ is captured as well. For the cuts in the
(h,k,0) plane all parameters are allowed to vary, although the background is constrained to B > 0. For the (h,0,l)
plane, the background is constrained to B = 0 and the location of the Gaussians modeling the I excitations are locked
to their integer positions. These restrictions are required for the fit to converge to reasonable solutions throughout
the scattering plane and results in the directional diffuse scattering being determined the clearest. Furthermore,
depending on the value of [, the Sigmoid function is to be changed carefully such that it connects two I'” points but
not a IV point with a non-magnetic I" point. Only in the case of a constant [ cut with h = 2 r.l.u can a single Gaussian
be fitted due to the coverage of the data, see Fig. 5 at e.g. 60 K.
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App Fig. 9: Detailed view of fitting function along the cut specified in Fig. 2(a) for all four settings showing the

resulting fit(black) of the data at AE = 0.7 meV £ 0.05 meV together with the individual contributions as dashed
lines from the two Gaussians(red and green), the Sigmoid(blue) and the constant background( ).

Appendix B: Instrument resolution

In the analysis of the located and directional scattering in h-YMnOg, the widths of these excitations are of high
importance. In order to faithfully determine their inherent values, the broadening due to the experimental setup has to
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be well known. Neutron scattering, and especially inelastic, instruments are built balancing the flux and resolution,
often times compromising one for an increase in the other. In the present case of CAMEA, the flexibility of the
instrument is rather limited but the resolution has to some extent been characterized through theoretical calculations,
i.e. through a modified Eckold-Sobolev calculation®® which has been compared to well-established signals, in our case
MnF, with the result of the calculations being slightly larger than what is observed in reality. Thus, the resolution
calculations serve as an upper bound of the instrument broadening.

The change of width of the diffuse continuum excitation at IV as a function of energy, plotted App.Fig. 9, increases
slightly for increasing energies. This poses the natural question of whether it is intrinsic to the signal or due to the
convolution with the instrumental resolution. The calculated resolutions for the setup used to measure h-YMnOs3
utilizing the incoming energies of the experiment with the sample oriented in the (h,0,l) plane are plotted in App.Fig. 10
at the M’ point. As the direction of the width defining the Gaussian is orthogonal to the scattering vector, the best
estimate for the resolution is a FWHM of around 0.02 A~! which is converted to 0.017 A~ and comparing to the
found widths if the diffuse scattering of maximally 20 A, or correspondingly 0.030 A~ it is seen that the resolution is
around half the measured width. As the combined width of a folding of two Gaussian functions is oo, = \/07 + 03,
the intrinsic width can be estimated to be 0.025 A~! or correspondingly 23.5 A, i.e. only slightly changed. As
the instrument resolution does not change much as function of energy, the found behaviour is believed to be solely
originating from the sample.
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App Fig. 10: Calculated resolution for instrumental setup used for CAMEA experiment with the sample oriented in
the (h,0,1) plane for all of the incoming energies. The q resolution along and orthogonal to the scattering vector is
denoted by triangles and circles, respectively.

Appendix C: The [-dependence of the scattering for all temperatures

For the setup with (h,0,l) in the plane, in addition to the three temperatures plotted in App.Fig. 5, four more
temperatures have been measured and are plotted in Fig. 11. As a function of energy transfer, no dependency is
found at any temperature above the phase transition.
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App Fig. 11: Scattering intensity in the (h,0,l) plane at an energy transfer of 1 meV + 0.25 meV extending the
temperature range from Fig. 5.

Appendix D: The magnetic form factor

The magnetic form factor of most magnetic ions are tabulated online®® and the expected decrease in scattering
intensity from magnetic signals can be calculated for a given length of the scattering vector. For Mn3* in h-YMnOs,
the resulting expected intensity is plotted in App.Fig. 12, where the solid blue/orange line shows the length of the
scattering vector for a cut along (1, 0, 1)/(1.5, 0, 1), with a minimal length of 1.78 1/A and maximal length of 2.42
1/A while the black dotted line traces out the form factor for an extended range.
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App Fig. 12: Square of the calculated magnetic form factor for Mn3* with the blue and orange curve signifying the
lg| coverage for a cut along (1.0,0,l) and (1.5,0,]).
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Appendix E: Comparison of Magnon to previously published Spin Hamiltonian

In order to fully comment on the periodicities and gapped versus non-gapped nature of the spin excitations originat-
ing from the four different suggested ground states, SpinW?2! simulations, identical to those presented in Ref. 11, were
performed along the three different main directions, plotted in App.Fig. 13. For all of the simulations, the interaction
strengths are kept the same as in the previous paper, i.e. J = 2.43 meV, J,; = -0.1533 meV, J,5 = 0.1485 meV, and
finally D = 0.320 meV and no external magnetic field is imposed. It is noted that the parameters were found for a
2 % doped sample,'® i.e. Y;_,Eu,MnO3; for x = 0.02, but the exact values of the interaction parameters are not of
interest in this context.

Looking at the spectra in App.Fig. 13, the main features differ between all of the ground states; the exact amplitudes
of the modes change as well as the spin gaps and the spin wave periodicity. Comparing the cut along (h, 1, 0) with
the data in the ordered phase in Fig. 3 (¢) and (d), it is immediately clear that both I'; and I'y have spectra in
disagreement with the data, and are thus excluded; the same conclusion was reached in Ref. 10 as well as when
comparing the left hand column with the ordered data in Fig. 5 (a). Only the central column showing the expected
scattering intensity along (0,0,l) discriminates between I'; and I's where the prior has a periodicity of 2 along | and
the latter 1 with a vanishing intensity at [ = 2. However, comparing the intensity scale with that of the other two
columns, more than 4 orders of magnitude separate the signals. Combining this with the weak signal found in the
experiment, Fig. 8, and the temperature dependency of it, drawing a final conclusion on the ground state structure
from the gathered data remains non-viable.
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App Fig. 13: Model predictions of the four I' ground states. (a)-(c): Ty (P6scm), (d)-(f): Ty (P63¢'m’), (g)-(i): T's
P65em’), (j)-(1): Ty (P65¢'m). Colorbars signifies neutron scattering intensity.
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