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Centrosymmetric GdRu2Si2 exhibits a variety of multi-Q magnetic states as a function of temper-
ature and applied magnetic field, including a square skyrmion-lattice phase. The material’s behavior
is strongly dependent on the direction of the applied field, with different phase diagrams resulting
for fields applied parallel or perpendicular to the crystallographic c axis. Here, we present the re-
sults of muon-spin relaxation (µ+SR) measurements on single crystals of GdRu2Si2. Our analysis
is based on the computation of muon stopping sites and consideration of zero-point motion effects,
allowing direct comparison with the underlying spin textures in the material. Using transverse-field
µ+SR with fields applied along either the [001] or [100] crystallographic directions, we distinguish
between the magnetic phases in this system via their distinct muon response, providing additional
evidence for the skyrmion and meron-lattice phases, while also suggesting the existence of RKKY-
driven muon hyperfine coupling. Zero-field µ+SR provides clear evidence for a transition between
two distinct magnetically-ordered phases at 39 K.

Skyrmions are topologically-protected vortices of mag-
netization that exist in some magnetically-ordered ma-
terials [1]. The search for new materials that host a
magnetic skyrmion state has been motivated by the nu-
merous potential applications of skyrmions in the areas
of ultra-efficient information storage and spintronics [2].
Skyrmions are typically stabilized by the Dzyaloshinskii–
Moriya interaction (DMI), which can only occur in sys-
tems that lack inversion symmetry. Magnets based on
Gd (possessing 4f7 core states with S = 7/2, L =
0) are promising candidates for realizing non-collinear
spin structures such as skyrmions, since the moments
show non-preferential orientation. Two Gd-based mag-
nets where skyrmions have recently been discovered are
Gd2PdSi3 [3] and Gd3Ru4Al12 [4]. In these centrosym-
metric materials, skyrmions have been proposed to be
stabilized by either short- or long-range magnetic frus-
tration rather than DMI. This can lead to interesting
competition with other magnetic phases, and poten-
tially new behavior of the skyrmion state. Skyrmions
have also been observed in GdRu2Si2 [5], another cen-
trosymmetric Gd-based magnet. However, the structure
of GdRu2Si2, shown in Fig. 1(a), comprises alternating
square-lattice Gd and Ru2Si2 layers and therefore, unlike
for Gd2PdSi3 and Gd3Ru4Al12, short-range geometrical
frustration cannot be used to explain the formation of
the skyrmion lattice (SkL). Magnetic resonant x-ray scat-
tering (RXS) and real space using Lorentz transmission
electron microscopy reveal the existence of a double-Q
magnetic state, corresponding to a square SkL [5]. This
is distinct from the hexagonal SkL found in Gd2PdSi3
and GdRu4Al12, and in the vast majority of the noncen-

trosymmetric skyrmion-hosting materials. Moreover, the
existence of a square SkL has only been demonstrated [5]
for applied fields B0 ‖ [001], for which the SkL phase
is stabilized at B0 ≈ 2 T. For fields in the ab plane,
a different phase diagram is obtained [6, 7]. The mag-
netic phase diagrams for B0 ‖ [001] and B0 ‖ [100] have
been studied using RXS [7], with these measurements re-
vealing a rich variety of double-Q magnetic structures,
including the antiferroic order of meron/antimeron-like
textures. Neutron diffraction measurements on single-
crystal and polycrystalline 160GdRu2Si2 found, in addi-
tion to scattering at the principal propagation vectors
q1 and q2, higher-order satellites at q1 + 2q2, which
prompted a revision of the zero-field magnetic ground
state to a double-Q constant-moment magnetic structure,
with one-dimensional topological charge density [8]. At
small values of applied field, an additional phase has been
identified just below TN whose properties have not been
reported.

In this Letter, we use muon-spin spectroscopy
(µ+SR) [9] to probe the magnetic phases in GdRu2Si2
as a function of magnetic field and temperature. The
µ+SR technique has been shown to be sensitive to the
distribution of magnetic fields arising from the SkL phase
in Cu2OSeO3 [10], as well as those found in the helical
[11] and conical [12] phases of skyrmion-hosting MnSi.
Implanted muons have also been shown to effectively
probe the emergent dynamics associated with the Bloch
SkL, such as in Cu2OSeO3 and CoxZnyMn20−x−y [13],
or those accompanying a Néel SkL, as found in GaV4S8
and GaV4Se8 [14, 15]. Using transverse-field (TF) µ+SR
for magnetic fields applied along either [001] or [100],
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we show here how the response of the implanted muon
reflects the occurance of skyrmion and other double-
Q magnetic phases. Zero-field (ZF) µ+SR measure-
ments provide clear evidence for a transition between
two distinct magnetically-ordered phases at 39 K, show-
ing that the phase reported just below TN = 45 K is
ordered throughout the bulk of the material. Our mod-
elling also affords an estimate of the low-temperature
ordered moment of 4.8(1)µB and shows the influence
of long-range Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY)
coupling in the system, via the muon’s coupling to the
electronic degrees of freedom.

Muon sites – Implanted muons are sensitive to the dis-
tribution of magnetic fields at the muon sites. Knowl-
edge of these sites can facilitate a quantitative under-
standing of µ+SR measurements. Progress has recently
been made in computing stopping sites using density
functional theory (DFT) [16], although treatment of
quantum-mechanical effects such as zero-point motion
(ZPM) has hitherto been limited to special cases [9, 17].
We have used DFT methods to calculate the muon
sites in GdRu2Si2 [18] and find two crystallographically-
distinct candidate sites [Fig. 1(a)]. The calculated entan-
glement witnesses [17] at each of these sites places both of
these muon states firmly within the weakly-bound adia-
batic limit. However, on taking into account the quantum
zero-point energy, a muon at site 2 (the higher-energy
state of the two) has sufficient energy to overcome the
energy barrier between its classical location and that of
site 1 [Fig. 1(c)]. Site 2 is therefore not stable under
quantum fluctuations of the muon position. However,
the energy barriers are high enough to prevent a muon
at site 1 from hopping or tunnelling. We therefore con-
clude that there is a single crystallographically-distinct
stable stopping site in this material and we plot the dis-
placements of the nearby ions in the vicinity of this site
in Fig. 1(b). The muon does not introduce any signifi-
cant perturbations to its local environment, with all dis-
placements < 0.1 Å, and is therefore expected to be a
faithful probe of the magnetism in this system. These
calculations do not take into account the possible effect
of charge density waves, which have been proposed to
result from the coupling between itinerant electrons and
localized moments in this system [19], and could result
in small perturbations to the muon site.

Transverse field – Transverse-field µ+SR measure-
ments were made on aligned crystals of GdRu2Si2 after
zero-field cooling. In these measurements, the muon spin
precesses about the sum of the external magnetic field,
which is oriented perpendicular to the initial muon-spin
direction, and any internal magnetic fields present in the
sample. Two sets of measurements were made: one with
the crystals oriented such that applied field B0 pointed
along [001] and another set with the crystals oriented
such that B0 pointed along the [100] direction.

We first consider the spectra measured at T = 40 K,
where we can access the field-polarized state. Fourier
transform (FT) µ+SR spectra measured at different fields
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(Å

)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Distance from muon site (Å)
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FIG. 1. (a) Two crystallographically distinct muon stopping
sites in GdRu2Si2, obtained using DFT. (b) Muon-induced
displacements of ions as a function of distance from the lowest-
energy muon site. (c) Energy barriers between muon sites.
Red and blue lines indicate the total (classical plus quantum,
zero-point) energy of the muon at sites 1 and 2, respectively.

are shown in Fig. 2 for each of the orientations. For
B0 ‖ [001] the spectra comprise a peak close to the ap-
plied field and a secondary peak at lower fields, which
becomes more prominent as the field is increased. (We
note that the central peak is split in two for all of the
TF spectra measured on this material.) For B0 ‖ [100]
there is an additional peak at fields larger than B0 that
is absent for the other orientation. We therefore fit the
spectra for fields along [001] and [100] to the sum of two
or three Lorentzians, respectively, and plot the behavior
of the peak centers in Figs. 2(d) and 2(h). We see that
the magnitudes of the field shifts at the two peaks ini-
tially increases approximately linearly with the applied
field, but then begins to level off, suggesting that the
magnetization is starting to saturate. We also note that
the satellite peaks are not observable until B0 = 1 T for
B0 ‖ [001], but are seen in all spectra forB0 ‖ [100]. This
might suggest that there is a further (low-field) magnetic
phase transition between 0.5 and 1.0 T for B0 ‖ [001]
that is not present for the other orientation.

The number of peaks observed for each of the field
orientations reflects the symmetry of the muon stop-
ping site. For Gd moments along c, muons at site 1
will all experience a dipolar field of (−0.063− 0.140N +
7.77A)µGd T along c, where the demagnetizing factor N
depends on the sample shape, A is the hyperfine cou-
pling constant measured in Å−3, and µGd is measured
in Bohr magnetons. However, for moments along a, in-
stances of site 1 lying on the b axis will experience a field
(0.295−0.140N+7.77A)µGd T along a, whereas the crys-
tallographically equivalent site lying on the a axis will in-
stead experience a field (−0.091−0.140N+7.77A)µGd T.
For B0 ‖ [100] the separation of the satellite peaks, ∆B,



3

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e 0.5 T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e 1.0 T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e

-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4

(B −B0)/B0

6.0 T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e 0.5 T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e 1.0 T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

F
ou
ri
er

am
p
li
tu
d
e

-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4

(B −B0)/B0

6.0 T

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

B
i
−
B

0
(T

)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

B0 (T)

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

B
i
−
B

0
(T

)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

B0 (T)

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

µ
G
d
(µ

B
)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

B0 (T)

(d)

(c)

(b)

(a)

(h)

(g)

(f)

(e)

(i)
(j)

[001] [100]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

B
(T

)

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

T (K)

CM

single-Q

MLa

FM

lo
g
χ
′

FIG. 2. Fourier transform TF µ+SR spectra measured at
T = 40 K for applied magnetic fields along (a–c) [001] and
(e–g) [100]. Positions of peaks as a function of applied field
B0 along [001] and [100] are shown in (d) and (h), respec-
tively. Red and blue lines in (h) correspond to fits of the
internal field at muon sites lying along the b axis or a axis
respectively, as a function of the extracted Gd magnetic mo-
ment. (i) Magnetic moment of the Gd ions at 40 K, obtained
from the separation of the peaks in the muon spectra (red
circles) and magnetometry (black). (j) Real part of the ac
susceptibility as a function of temperature and magnetic field
for applied magnetic fields along [100]. Circles on the phase
diagram correspond to the FT µ+SR spectra presented in this
paper, with colors corresponding the lines used to the spectra.

is therefore related to µGd by ∆B = 0.386µGd T. The de-
velopment of µGd as a function of applied magnetic field
is shown in Fig. 2(i). We have also measured the Gd mo-
ment as a function of magnetic field using magnetometry
[18] [Fig. 2(i)]. The values of µGd obtained using these
approaches show reasonable agreement, though we note
that those obtained from magnetometry are consistently
larger. Taking the sample geometry to be a flat plate

with a perpendicular magnetization, we assume N ≈ 1.
Fitting either the positive or negative and field shifts for
B0 ‖ [100] to a straight line in µGd(B0) [blue or red

lines in Fig. 2(h), respectively] yields A = −0.004 Å
−3

.
This negative hyperfine contribution can be explained
by the spin-polarization of conduction electrons through
the RKKY interaction, which has been predicted to play
an important role in stabilizing the skyrmion lattice in
GdRu2Si2 [20]. We note that while the multiplicity of the
peaks for fields along [100] is not specific to the candidate
sites found in our calculations, it does rule out sites with
axial symmetry, such as the site at (0.5, 0.5, 0) that has
been proposed for the isostructural compound CeRu2Si2
[21], which would exhibit only a single peak.
We now turn to the spectra measured at T = 5 K,

where several distinct magnetic structures exist as a func-
tion of applied magnetic field [5, 7]. FT µ+SR spectra are
shown in Fig. 3 for each orientation. For B < 2.25 T, the
spectra comprise a split peak, close to the applied field.
For B0 ‖ [001], the spectra contain additional spectral
weight at fields below the applied field, whereas for B0 ‖
[100], we see a pair of satellite peaks, above and below
B0. As before, this reflects the symmetry of the muon site
for each field orientation. However, the features in the
spectra are much broader for T = 5 K, suggesting that
the system adopts magnetic structures that give rise to
a wider distribution of fields. These become sharper at
higher applied fields, as the field-polarized component of
the magnetic structure becomes more significant.
Knowledge of the muon stopping site and the candidate

magnetic structure allows us to simulate the expected
µ+SR spectra [18]. Simulated spectra for T = 5 K are
shown alongside the data in Fig. 3. (Since the sharp peak
at the applied field is due to muon stopping in the silver
sample holder, this does not appear in our simulations.)
As seen in Fig. 2(i), the Gd3+ moment measured using
µ+SR is consistently smaller than the 7.0µB expected
for an isolated ion. We take µGd = 4.8µB, deduced from
zero-field µ+SR at low temperatures presented below.

For the spectra at B0 = 1.0 T [Figs. 3(a, e)], the
constant-moment magnetic structure proposed in Ref. [8]
[denoted CM in Fig. 3(i)] leads to a Fourier spectrum
with weight spread across a wide frequency window with
no notable peaks, explaining the absence of any features
beyond the peak at the applied field in these TF spectra.
The simulated spectrum for B0 ‖ [001] does, however,
predict spectral weight at fields around 0.5 T above the
applied field, which is not seen in experiment.
We first focus on the spectra measured for B0 ‖ [001].

For B0 = 2.25 T, GdRu2Si2 has been proposed to host a
square SkL phase [5]. The corresponding µ+SR spectrum
in Fig. 3(b) exhibits two peaks at fields below the applied
field, whose location shows good agreement with those
simulated for an approximate realization of a square SkL.
Our simulation also predicts a peak just above the ap-
plied field, suggesting that a fraction of the implanted
muons will be at sites where the internal field is well
aligned with the external field. This is opposite to what
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FIG. 3. Fourier transform TF µ+SR spectra measured at
T = 5 K for applied magnetic fields along (a–d) [001] and (e–
h) [100]. Black lines indicate simulations of the spectra. (i)
Magnetic phase diagram for applied fields along [001], using
phase boundaries obtained in Ref. [5].

would be found for muons experiencing a field generated
by a field-polarized magnetic structure, highlighting the
role of the incommensurate components of the magnetic
moments. However, we note that this high-field feature
is not resolved in the measured spectrum.

The 2.25 T spectrum is qualitatively different from
those measured at 2.5 [Fig. 3(c)] and 4 T [Fig. 3(d)] for
this orientation, allowing us to clearly distinguish the re-
sponse of the muon to the SkL from that arising from
the other multi-Q magnetic structures that are realized
in this system. For the higher fields along [001], this
has been proposed to be the checkerboard antiferroic or-
der of meron/anti-meron-like textures (MLc) [5]. The
B0 ≥ 2.5 T spectra both comprise a satellite peak below
the applied field, although the shape of the satellite is
distinct in each case. Our simulated spectra based on
the MLc magnetic structure show good agreement with
experiment for both values of B0.

Turning to the spectra measured for B0 ‖ [100], we

note that, in contrast to B0 ‖ [001], applied fields with
magnitudes B0 = 2.25 T and B0 = 2.5 T in this orienta-
tion are expected to result in a single-Q conical magnetic
structure. The spectra measured in this phase [Fig. 3(f)
and Fig. 3(g)] comprise pairs of satellite peaks, one above
B0 and one below. These features are fairly broad and
somewhat difficult to resolve for B0 = 2.25 T, but become
sharper at B0 = 2.5 T. These observations are consistent
with a magnetic structure comprising a significant field-
polarized ferromagnetic component, with a broadening of
the peaks resulting from incommensurate components in
the magnetic structure. However, our simulated spectra
based on a single-Q magnetic structure are inconsistent
with those measured in experiment, with the magnetic
fields due to the helical component of this magnetic struc-
ture resulting in large shifts in the positions of the peaks
compared to their locations in the experimental spectra.
This suggests that the observed distribution of magnetic
fields at the muon site could result from a magnetic struc-
ture that is distinct from the one that has been previously
proposed and formed the basis of our simulations.
At B0 = 4 T, an applied field parallel to [100] gives

rise to another checkerboard phase, where the modula-
tions in magnetic moment are rotated relative to those
for B0 ‖ [001], in order to remain perpendicular to the
applied field [7]. For both field orientations, the mag-
netic structures at B0 = 4 T contain substantial field-
polarized components, so the locations and multiplicity of
the peaks mostly reflect the symmetry of the muon sites,
as was discussed for the spectra measured at T = 40 K.
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38 K, (c) 43 K and (d) 55 K. Temperature dependence of (e)
the muon procession frequency f and the relaxation rates (f)
λ1 and (g) λ2 in Eq. (1).

Zero field – Zero-field µ+SR measurements were made
on two aligned GdRu2Si2 single crystals. The ZF µ+SR
spectra exhibit a very quickly relaxing oscillating asym-
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metry. The first 0.1 µs of the spectra were fitted to the
function

A(t) = A1 exp(−λ1t) cos(2πνt+φ) +A2 exp(−λ2t), (1)

where the oscillating and non-oscillating components of
the asymmetry have amplitudes A1 and A2 and relax-
ation rates λ1 and λ2, respectively. The amplitudes A1

and A2 and the phase φ were globally refined, with val-
ues A1 = 12.6(3)%, A2 = 5.56(4)% and φ = −17(2)◦.
The temperature dependence of the variable parameters
is shown in Fig. 4. The muon precession frequency f ,
shown in Fig. 4, serves as a magnetic order parameter for
the system and exhibits a discontinuity in its derivative
that suggests a transition between two distinct magnetic
phases, both ordered throughout the bulk. Fitting the
frequencies allows us to extract transition temperatures
TN1 = 38.8(1) K and TN2 = 44.95(1) K. We also find a
critical exponent β2 = 0.36(2) for the transition between
the higher-temperature magnetic phase and the para-
magnetic phase shows good agreement with the value
β = 0.366 expected for a 3D Heisenberg magnet [22].
The transition at TN1 can also be seen in the relaxation
rates, with λ1 [Fig. 4(f)] and λ2 [Fig. 4(g)] exhibiting
discontinuous increases and decreases, respectively.
While the absence of a microscopic description of the

magnetic structure in the higher-temperature magnetic
phase precludes us from simulating the ZF µ+SR data
across the temperature range, we have modelled the data
for T < TN1 using the structure proposed in Ref. [8].
Fitting the simulated spectra to the data provides the
T dependence of the Gd magnetic moment µGd and the
characteristic rate ν of spin fluctuations (shown in the
SM [18]). We find an ordered moment of 4.8(1)µB at
T = 1.5 K, which is ≈30% smaller than the full ionic
value of 7.0µB. The Gd moment is obtained from the
scale factor relating the simulated magnetic fields at the
muon site to those observed in experiment, and hence
this discrepancy could result from contributions to the
magnetic field that are not accounted for by our model,
such as those from the itinerant electrons.
The extracted fluctuation rates ν ≈3 MHz are signifi-

cantly smaller than the relaxation rates λ1 that accom-
pany the relaxing part of the asymmetry, indicating that
this relaxation is mostly due to the distribution of static
magnetic fields resulting from the incommensurate mag-

netic structure. The discontinuous behavior of λ1 at TN1

is therefore evidence for a significant change in the mag-
netic structure at this temperature. The fluctuation rates
ν are similar in magnitude to the slow relaxation rate λ2,
consistent with the interpretation that this relaxation is
due to dynamics flipping the muon spin at sites where the
local magnetic field is parallel to the muon spin, in the
slow fluctuation limit. We note that the relative mag-
nitudes of A1 and A2 are consistent with those of the
oscillating and non-oscillating parts, respectively, of the
polarization function obtained by our model. Further-
more, our model based on the constant-moment solution
cannot accurately capture the µ+SR spectrum measured
at T = 38 K, which suggests that this transition either
proceeds via an intermediate magnetic state or that the
magnetic structure smoothly evolves between the low-
and high-temperature configurations.

In this Letter, we have illustrated how implanted
muons are sensitive to the magnetic phases in GdRu2Si2,
providing evidence for skyrmion and meron-lattice mag-
netic phases. We demonstrate a significant, negative hy-
perfine contribution to the local magnetic field at the
muon site, due to conduction electrons becoming spin-
polarized through the RKKY interaction. Zero field
measurements as a function of temperature demonstrate
a transition between two distinct bulk magnetically or-
dered states at TN1 = 38.8(1) K.

Data presented in this paper will be made available via
Ref. [23].
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Pratt, A. Štefančič, A. E. Hall, M. Ciomaga Hatnean,
G. Balakrishnan, and T. Lancaster, Megahertz dynamics
in skyrmion systems probed with muon-spin relaxation,
Phys. Rev. B 103, 024428 (2021).

[14] K. J. A. Franke, B. M. Huddart, T. J. Hicken, F. Xiao,
S. J. Blundell, F. L. Pratt, M. Crisanti, J. A. T. Barker,
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I. MUON-SPIN RELAXATION

In a µ+SR experiment [1] spin polarized muons are
implanted into the sample, where they precess about the
total magnetic field B at the muon site at a frequency
ν = γµB/2π, where γµ is the muon gyromagnetic ra-

tio (= 2π × 135.5 MHz T−1). These muons decay with
an average lifetime of 2.2 µs into two neutrinos and a
positron. Due to the parity-violating nature of the weak
interaction, positrons are emitted preferentially along the
instantaneous muon spin direction. Recording the direc-
tion of emitted positron therefore allows us to infer the
muon spin polarization at the time of decay. The quan-
tity of interest is the asymmetry

A(t) =
NB(t)− αNF(t)

NB(t) + αNF(t)
, (1)

where NF/B is the number of positrons detected in the
forward/backward detectors and α is an experimental
calibration constant. The asymmetry A(t) is propor-
tional to the spin polarization of the muon ensemble.
For a magnetically-ordered compound one observes os-
cillations in the asymmetry A(t). For a distribution of
magnetic fields the spins will each precess at a different
frequency, resulting in a relaxation of the muon polariza-
tion.
Zero-field µ+SR measurements were carried out using

the GPS spectrometer at the Swiss Muon Source, Paul
Scherrer Institute (Switzerland). Two single crystal sam-
ples, in the form of platelets with masses 124 and 127
mg, were enclosed in Kapton tape and mounted on a
sample holder (fork) with their large (001) faces perpen-
dicular to the beam. These measurements were made in
a spin-rotated configuration, with the initial muon-spin
polarization lying at an angle ≈ 45◦ with the muon beam
axis. Hence, the polarization along the initial muon spin
direction was found by forming the appropriate pairs of
detectors (forward and up; and backward and down).
Similarly, our simulations of the µ+SR spectra consider
the precession of components of the muon-spin polariza-
tion along each of these detector directions.
Transverse-field measurements were carried out using

the HAL-9500 spectrometer at the Swiss Muon Source.

Two sets of measurements were made. For the measure-
ments with the applied field along [001] we used three
single crystal samples with masses 119, 124 and 127 mg.
For the measurements with the applied field B0 ‖ [100]
we used two different crystals with masses 149 and 225
mg. In each case the samples were secured on a silver
sample holder using GE varnish, with their large faces
perpendicular to the incoming beam. Spectra were mea-
sured after zero-field cooling the sample.

Data analysis was carried out using the WiMDA pro-
gram [2], with TF spectra generated using WiMDA’s
apodized, phase-corrected cosine Fourier transforms. A
Gaussian filter was applied to the data before carrying
out the Fourier transform. Due to the wide range of
fields spanned by our measurements, we used a different
filter time constant in each case. A shorter time con-
stant reduces the noise in the spectrum (due to removing
later parts of the spectrum in the time domain where the
asymmetry has relaxed to a very small amplitude) at the
expense of being able to resolve fine details in the spec-
tra, which may or may not be physical. We found values
for the time constant τ(B0) = 200/(γµB0), where B0 is
the magnitude of the applied magnetic field, to provide a
good compromise. This represents the time taken for 200
oscillations of the asymmetry at the Larmor frequency of
the applied field in each case. We also made use of the
MINUIT algorithm [3] via the iminuit [4] Python inter-
face for global refinement of fit parameters.

A. Fitting the order parameter

The muon precession frequency f , shown in Fig. 4 in
the main text, serves as a magnetic order parameter for
the system and exhibits a discontinuity in its derivative
that suggests a transition between two distinct magnetic
phases, both ordered throughout the bulk. The frequen-
cies f(T ) were fitted to

f(T ) =

{

f1[1− (T/Tc)
α]β1 for 0 ≤ T ≤ TN1

f2(1 − T/TN2)
β2 for TN1 ≤ T ≤ TN2

, (2)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.09431v1
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where f2 = [1−(TN1/Tc)
α]β1

(1−TN1/TN2)β2
, ensuring that f(T ) is contin-

uous at T = TN1. This fitting yields f1 = 129(3) MHz,
α = 4.06(8), β1 = 0.49(8), β2 = 0.36(2), Tc = 39.5(1) K,
TN1 = 38.8(1) K and TN2 = 44.95(1) K.

II. MUON STOPPING SITES

We have carried out density functional theory (DFT)
calculations using the plane-wave basis-set electronic
structure code castep [5] in order to determine the
muon stopping sites. Calculations were carried out
within the generalized-gradient approximation (GGA)
using the PBE functional [6]. GdRu2Si2 crystallizes in
the tetragonal I4/mmm (No. 139) space group, with
a = b = 4.1634(4) Å and c = 9.6102(49) Å [7]. Struc-
tural relaxations with the muon were carried out on a
supercell comprising 2 × 2 × 1 conventional unit cells of
GdRu2Si2 to suppress the unphysical interaction of the
muon with its periodic images in plane-wave DFT. We
used a plane-wave cutoff energy of 1000 eV and 5× 5× 5
Monkhorst-Pack grid [8] for Brillouin zone sampling, re-
sulting in total energies that converge to within 1 meV
per atom. The system was treated as spin-polarized in
these calculations, with a ferromagnetic arrangement of
Gd spins. These parameters resulting in DFT-optimized
lattice constants that were within 1% of experiment;
these were therefore fixed at their experimental values
for subsequent calculations.
Muon site calculations were carried out using the

MuFinder program [9]. Initial structures comprising a
muon (modelled as a proton) and the GdRu2Si2 super-
cell were generated by requiring the muon to be at least
0.5 Å away from each of the initial muon positions in the
previously generated structures (including their symme-
try equivalent positions) and at least 1.0 Å away from any
of the atoms in the cell. This resulted in 30 structures
which were subsequently allowed to relax until the calcu-
lated forces on the atoms were all < 5×10−2 eV Å−1 and
the total energy and atomic positions converged to within
2×10−5 eV per atom and 1×10−3 Å, respectively. These
structural relaxations result in two distinct muon stop-
ping sites, whose properties are summarised in Table I.
The hyperfine coupling at the muon site was calculated
using the Gauge-Including Projector Augmented Wave
(GIPAW) method implemented in castep [10]. These
hyperfine coupling constants are similar in magnitude to
the hyperfine fields observed in experiment, but have the
opposite sign. However, we note that our calculations do
not include the effect of a transferred hyperfine coupling
due to the RKKY interaction.
We investigated the energy barriers in moving between

sites 1 and 2, and also the barrier involved in moving be-
tween adjacent instances of site 1 (sites 1 and 1′). We first
determined the intermediate states through transition
state searches (TSSs) using a generalized synchronous
transit method [11]. Once the transition states were iden-
tified, these were confirmed using the nudged elastic band

TABLE I. Properties of the two crystallographically distinct
muon stopping sites in GdRu2Si2. Muon positions are given
in fractional coordinates for the conventional unit cell. Site
energies are given relative to that of the lowest-energy site.

Site no. Muon position Energy (eV) A (MHz) A (Å−3)
1 (0.50, 0.00, 0.07) 0 21.7 0.003
2 (0.21, 0.21, 0.16) 0.26 8.06 0.001

(NEB) method [12], which also yielded the energy profile
presented in Fig. 2(c) in the main text. Note that the
increased computational cost associated with the NEB
calculations means that we used a 3× 3× 3 Monkhorst-
Pack grid for Brillouin zone sampling in this case instead.
Finally, we computed the zero-point energy (ZPE) of

the muon at each site, to compare this with the heights
of the energy barriers. The light muon mass means
that, within the harmonic approximation, the ZPE of
the muon can be approximated as the sum of the three
highest frequency phonon modes calculated for each of
the stopping sites, as long as the muon is in the weakly-
bound adiabatic limit (i.e., with zero entanglement with
nearby nuclear positions) [13]. Phonons were calculated
at the Γ point for sites 1 and 2 using the finite displace-
ment method. As was the case for the NEB calculations,
we used a 3 × 3 × 3 grid for k-point sampling, reflect-
ing the significant computational cost of these calcula-
tions. To check whether the muon is, in fact, in the
weakly-bound adiabatic limit, we can calculate the en-
tanglement witness w1, obtained by projecting the top 3
(normalized) phonon normal modes onto pure muon mo-
tion, summing the squared norms of the resulting (pro-
jected) phonon eigenvectors, and subtracting the value
3 [13]. This results in w = 0 for zero muon–nuclear en-
tanglement (weakly-bound adiabatic limit) and w1 < 0
in the entangled, many-body case. We obtained entan-
glement witnesses w1 = −0.0079 and w1 = −0.0082 for
site 1 and site 2, respectively, which are both close to
zero, confirming the validity of the weakly-bound adia-
batic approximation, i.e., the decoupling of muon vibra-
tional modes from the vibrational modes of the lattice.
Under this approximation, we obtain zero-point energies
of 0.56 and 0.65 eV, for sites 1 and 2, respectively.
When assessing whether the ZPE of the muon is suffi-

cient to clear the energy barriers between sites, we want
to consider only the part of the ZPE due to effectively
1D motion along the minimum energy path. Considering
only the three highest-energy phonon modes, the muon’s
dynamical matrix D(q) can be written [14, 15]

D(q) = U(q)Ω2(q)U †(q), (3)

where Ω(q) is a 3× 3 diagonal matrix with the top three
real phonon frequencies ω(q,j) along its diagonal, with j
denoting the phonon branch index at this q. The matrix
U(q) is the 3 × 3 submatrix of the full phonon unitary
matrix (whose columns are given by the normalized po-
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larisation vectors corresponding to each of these phonon
branches) obtained by keeping only the rows and columns
corresponding to muon displacements. U(q) is thus not
necessarily unitary, if muon motion becomes correlated
(entangled) with the motion of nuclei. This is precisely
what is measured by the muon–nuclear entanglement wit-
ness w1 [13], which can, in our notation, be written suc-
cinctly as: w1 = tr

(

U(0)U(0)†
)

− 3, i.e., the deviation
of U(0) from unitarity. If w1 = 0 muon motion is de-
coupled (separable) from the motion of the lattice, while
if w1 < 0 muon motion is entangled with the motion
of the nuclei in the crystal lattice [13]. Note that here
we consider only q = 0, since the muon is a localized
defect and thus its vibrational modes have no q-space
dispersion. The relevant frequency ωv for the effective
one-dimensional (1D) harmonic oscillator constrained to
allow the muon to only move along a specific normalized
tunnelling direction v is then given by

ω2
v
= vTD(0)v. (4)

For a muon at site 2, which corresponds to the tran-
sition state for the path between sites 1 and 1′, the
tangent to the minimum energy path must be parallel
to the line joining 1 and 1′, by symmetry. Hence we
have v = (−1, 1, 0)/

√
2 along this tunnelling path, in

Cartesian coordinates aligned with the crystal axes. This
yields an oscillator frequency corresponding to a 1D tun-
nelling ZPE of ~ωv/2 = 0.25 eV. For a muon at site 1, we
approximate the tangent to the minimum energy path as
the displacement of the muon between site 1 and the next
point along the minimum energy path obtained from the
NEB calculation. Doing so gives a 1D tunnelling ZPE of
0.18 eV.

III. DIPOLAR FIELD CALCULATIONS

A. Magnetic structures

GdRu2Si2 has been proposed [16–18] to host a series
of double-Q magnetic structures defined in terms of the
propagation vectors q1 = (q1, 0, 0) and q2 = (0, q2, 0).
Using the propagation vector formalism, these structures
can be written in the general form

mic(r) = ℜ
[

∑

m,n

Smn exp [−2πi (mq1 + nq2) · r]
]

, (5)

where m and n are integers. The various double-Q mag-
netic structures are distinguished by their Fourier com-
ponents Smn. In some cases the above expression yields
a magnetic structure with a moment whose magnitude
varies in space. However, the fact that the saturation
magnetization of GdRu2Si2 is 7µB [16, 19], strongly sug-
gests that the magnetism is due to localized f -electron
moments of Gd3+, whose magnitude would be expected

to be constant in space. Thus in some cases it will
be necessary to normalize the magnetic structure, viz
m(r) = mic/|mic|. A prescription for carrying out this
normalization while remaining within the propagation
vector formalism is described in Sec. III A 5.

Once the decomposition of the target magnetic struc-
ture into its Fourier components is found, we can use the
fact that the dipolar field is linear in the magnetic mo-
ment to compute the dipolar fields arising from each of
the constituent helices within the expansion. The cal-
culations are carried out using the MuESR Python li-
brary [20], which makes use of the method described in
Ref. [21] to efficiently calculate the distribution of mag-
netic fields due to a helical magnetic structure. Corrected
to the dipolar fields resulting from the muon-induced dis-
placement of nearby magnetic ions are accounted for by
using the approach described in Ref. [9], extended for
use with incommensurate magnetic structures. We use a

value A = −0.004 Å
−3

for the contact hyperfine coupling
constant, determined from an analysis of transverse-field
µ+SR data measured in the field-polarized state, de-
scribed in the main text. For all the dipolar field cal-
culations presenting in this paper, we use a value N = 1
for the demagnetizing factor, corresponding to a sample
geometry of an infinite plate with magnetization perpen-
dicular to the plane.

1. Constant moment solution

A constant-moment solution has been proposed as
the zero-field magnetic ground state of GdRu2Si2 [18].
This construction comprises a helix, a spin-density wave
(SDW), and an additional helix, coplanar with the first,
but propagating along q1 + 2q2. The magnetic moment
at position r is then given by

m(r) =





0
m1 cos(k1)
m1 sin(k1)



+





m2 sin(k2)
0
0



+





0
m3 cos(k1 + 2k2)
m3 sin(k1 + 2k2)



 ,

(6)
where ki = −2πqi · r. The scalar amplitudes m1 =
6.49µB, m2 = 5.44µB and m3 = 1.14µB satisfy the
constant-moment condition. The principal propagation
vectors have magnitudes q1 = 0.22540(2) and q2 =
0.22014(3). As the final step of this decomposition, we
note that an SDW can be expressed as the sum of two
helices of opposite chirality and phase, i.e,





m2 sin(k2)
0
0



 =





0.5m2 sin(k2)
0

0.5m2 cos(k2)



+





−0.5m2 sin(−k2)
0

−0.5m2 cos(−k2)



 .

(7)
Similar decompositions are employed for the other mag-
netic structures that comprise an SDW as one of their
components.
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2. Skyrmion lattice

The square skyrmion lattice spin texture is described
approximately by m(r) = msk/|msk|, where

msk(r) =





0
−mq sin(k1)
mq cos(k1)



+





mq sin(k2)
0

mq cos(k2)



+





0
0
mz



 , (8)

and the ferromagnetic component mz approximately
scales with the field-induced out-of-plane uniform mag-
netization [16]. As described in Sec. III A 5, the normal-
ization procedure introduces higher harmonic terms in
m(r).

3. Checkerboard phases

We also make use of phases proposed in Ref. [17], that
can be considered as the antiferroic order of meron/anti-
meron-like into a checkerboard pattern. For H ‖ [001]
we have a phase comprising the sum of two SDWs along
the a and b axes, and a ferromagnetic component along
c,

m(r) =





0
mb sin(k1)

0



+





ma sin(k2)
0
0



+





0
0
mc



 . (9)

We denote this phase (phase III in Ref. [17]) as MLc. For
B0 ‖ [100] the moments in the SDW propagating along
q2 are instead parallel to c and the uniformmagnetization
component is along a. We therefore have a magnetic
structure

m(r) =





0
mb sin(k1)

0



+





0
0

mc sin(k2)



+





ma

0
0



 . (10)

We denote this phase (phase III′ in Ref. [17]) as MLa.
For both of these magnetic structures we assume that
the SDWs propagating along q1 and q2 have equal mag-
nitudes, i.e., ma = mb for phase MLc and mb = mc for
the MLa phase. For the MLa phase, we use the mag-
netization as a function of applied field H (see Sec. IV)

to determine the relative amplitude of the ferromagnetic
component. Both of these expression lead to a spin tex-
ture with a varying spin density, so must be normalized
by following the procedure in Sec. III A 5.

4. Single-Q state

The final magnetic structure that we consider is a
single-Q magnetic state (phase IV in Ref [17]), that is
realized in a region of the phase diagram for B0 ‖ [001].
This can be straightforwardly written as the sum of a
helix propagating along q1 and a uniform magnetization
along a.

m(r) =





0
mq cos(k1)
mq sin(k1)



+





ma

0
0



 . (11)

The amplitudes ma and mq are set by the uniform mag-
netization, which scales as ma and the condition that
the total Gd moment should be constant as a function of
applied field.

5. Normalization

Several of the propagation vectors expansions for the
magnetic structures in this section do not result in mag-
netic moments with a constant magnitude. It is therefore
necessary to normalize these magnetic structures at each
point in space, i.e, m(r) = mic(r)/|mic(r)|. However,
after carrying out this procedure, m(r) no longer has the
form of a propagation vector expansion, because 1/|mic|
is a function of the propagation vectors qi. However,
1/|mic| has the same periodicity as the incommensurate
magnetic structure and can therefore be expressed as a
two-dimensional (2D) Fourier series, i.e.

1

|mic|
(k1, k2) =

∑

s,t

cst exp[i(sk1 + tk2)], (12)

where s and t can take all positive and negative inte-
ger values. We obtain the coefficients cst via a 2D dis-
crete Fourier transform of 1/|mic|(r) We can then ex-
press m(r) as the propagation vector expansion

m(r) = ℜ
[

∑

n,m,s,t

cstSmn exp[−2πi([n+ s] q1 + [m+ t] q2) · r]
]

, (13)

which represents a weighted sum of all helices whose
propagation vectors are linear combinations of q1 and
q2 with integer coefficients. This series will generally be
infinite, but for our calculations we restrict−3 ≤ s, t ≤ 3,

to keep the computational cost manageable. As shown in
Fig. 1 for the square skyrmion lattice, the magnitude of
the Fourier coefficients cst rapidly decreases on moving
away from s = t = 0. In fact, the largest coefficient for
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s = 4 in this case has a magnitude less than 1% of |c00|,
justifying our truncation of the series at this point.
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FIG. 1. Magnitude of the Fourier coefficients |cst| for the
discrete Fourier transform 1/|mic|(r), as a function of s and
t, for the square skyrmion lattice.

B. Contact hyperfine field

In addition to the dipolar magnetic field, we also need
to consider the contact hyperfine field at the muon site
due each of these magnetic structures. We follow the
approach implemented in MuESR [20], whereby the hy-
perfine field is assumed to be isotropic and results from
a scalar coupling to the magnetic moments. Each of the
nearest-neighbor moments contributes to the total hy-
perfine field by an amount inversely proportional to the
cube of its distance from the muon. This field is then
scaled by the hyperfine coupling constant A, leading to

Bcont = A
2µ0

3

N
∑

i=1

r−3
i

∑N
j=1 r

−3
j

mi, (14)

where i (or j) denotes each of the N nearest-neighbor Gd
atoms at the muon site (N = 2 in our case).

C. Simulating µ+SR spectra

1. Zero field

Once we have calculated the distribution(s) of mag-
netic fields at the muon site(s), we can use this to pre-
dict the time-dependence of the muon-spin polarization.
Solving the Larmor equation, the spin precession of the z
component of the muon spin subject to a magnetic field

B is given by

Sz(t)

S
=

(

Bz

B

)2

+

[

1−
(

Bz

B

)2
]

cos(γµBt). (15)

For a distribution of magnetic fields the total polarisation
is given by

Pz(t) =

∫

Sz(t)

S
p(B)d3B. (16)

Since our simulations give us the vector total magnetic
field B, we can evaluate Eq. (16) numerically as

Pz(t) =
∑

i

(

Bz,i

Bi

)2

pi

+
∑

i

[

1−
(

Bz,i

Bi

)2
]

pi cos(γµBit), (17)

where pi denotes the occupation probability of site i and
Bz,i = Bi · ẑ is the component of the local magnetic field
along z. The index i labels all of the crystallographically
equivalent muon sites, each occupying different unit cells
within the sample. Due to the incommensurate magnetic
structure, each of these will experience a different local
arrangement of magnetic moments. Note that the first
term in Eq. 17 evaluates to a constant and does not give
rise to any time dependence. In polycrystalline samples,
we have 〈B2

z 〉 = 〈B2〉/3 and hence this term gives rise
to a so-called “1/3-tail” in the polarization. However,
for single-crystal samples this is not guaranteed. For our
constant-moment solution, averaging over all sites gives a
constant component in the polarization with value 0.294.
This is broadly consistent with the ratio A2/(A1+A2) =
0.306 obtained in experiment.
The fast relaxation observed in experiment is in part

due to the distribution of fields that result from the
incommensurate magnetic structure, but could also be
partly due to dynamics. We incorporated the effect
of dynamics on the polarization within the strong col-
lision approximation, using the numerical method de-
scribed in Ref. [22]. Taking a static polarization function
Pn = P (tn), defined at times tn = nτ , 0 ≤ n < N , this
yields a dynamic polarization function D(ν, tn) = Dn,
where

Dn ≈ eαnF−1

{

e−ντF
{

e−(ντ+α)mPm

}

1− (1− e−ντ )F
{

e−(ντ+α)mPm

}

}

n

,

(18)
with Pm, 0 ≤ m < 2N being the zero-padded static re-
laxation function defined such that Pm = 0 for m ≥ N ,
and F denoting the discrete Fourier transform. The ac-
curacy of this approximation depends on the proper tun-
ing of the exponential weighting α. Ref. [22] found that
α = 10/N , with N being the number of sampling points
for the polarization function, led to the best accuracy
when considering a Kubo-Toyabe function, and we there-
fore used this value for α in our calculations.
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Taking all of these contributions into account, we
model the asymmetry using a function

A(t) =
∑

i=1,2

AiDi(t;µGd, ν), (19)

where the sum is over the two magnetically distinct muon
stopping sites 1 that arise due to the inequivalence of q1
and q2. The internal magnetic fields are directly propor-
tional to the magnetic moment of µGd, which is left as
a fitting parameter. Another free parameter in Eq. 19
is fluctuation rate ν, which is assumed to be identical at
both sites. Fitting the zero-field µ+SR spectra to Eq. 19
allows µGd and ν to be followed as a function of temper-
ature. Fits at representative temperatures, as well as the
temperature-dependence of these parameters are shown
in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. Fits to a model based on the constant-moment so-
lution for data measured at (a) 1.8 K, (b) 25 K and (c) 38
K. (d) Gd magnetic moments and (e) fluctuation rates ν ex-
tracted using simulations of the µ+SR spectra as a function
of temperature.

We note that the low-temperature moment of 4.8µB

obtained from our model is ≈30% smaller than the ac-
cepted value of 7.0µB. Small inaccuracies in the muon
stopping site could result in changes to the dipolar field
at the muon site for a given moment size, which would
also change our estimate for the hyperfine coupling A
obtained from our modelling. Following the effects of
these inaccuracies through to the moment obtained by
our modelling in not straightforward, particularly in light
of the complicated incommensurate magnetic structure.
To get an idea for the magnitude of the errors that could
be introduced, we studied the effect of changing the muon
position on the dipolar part of the magnetic field at the
muon site for the field-polarized ferromagnetic structures
considered in our analysis of the TF µ+SR spectra. Tak-
ing into account the symmetry of the muon site, we con-
sidered displacements of a muon at (0.50, 0.00, 0.07)
along the c axis. The resulting variation of the dipolar
fields is shown in Fig. 3. Here a decrease in the dipo-
lar field at the muon site corresponds to an increase in

the estimate of the Gd moment. A 30% decrease in Bdip

from its value at zeq requires a displacement of 0.11 Å

for magnetization M ‖ [001] or 0.35 Å for M ‖ [100].
Both of these displacements are significantly larger than
the tolerance for the atomic positions required in our
structural relaxations, with the latter being well outside
any errors in atomic distances that one might expect to
observe using DFT. Inaccuracies in the muon position
from DFT are therefore unlikely to be solely responsible
for the discrepency between our extracted Gd moment
and the accepted value. Note that manually moving the
muon position in this manner meant that we were unable
to take into account the muon-induced distortions of the
nearby Gd atoms.
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M ‖ [100]

FIG. 3. Magnitude of the dipolar field at the muon site Bdip

for a Gd moment of 1µB at a muon site a distance z − zeq
along the c axis from the site calculated using DFT.

Another possible contributor to this error is the need to
estimate a value for the demagnetizing factor N . While
the value of N does not affect the dipolar field due to the
constant-moment solution directly, since this magnetic
structure has no net magnetization, it does affect our esti-
mate for the hyperfine coupling constant A. To get a han-
dle on the possible size of such error, we consider the fact
that in our modelling of the field-polarized state, A and
N always appear in the combination −0.140N + 7.77A,
and we can therefore write our estimate for A as a func-
tion of N as A(N) = A(N = 1)+0.018N . Given the fact
A(N = 1) = −0.004 Å−3, our estimate of A therefore
depends quite strongly on N ; it becomes more negative
as N decreases from one. Intuitively, one might expect
a larger magnitude of A (as would result from N < 1)
might lower our estimate for µGd, suggesting that our
choice of N = 1 cannot be the reason for our underesti-
mate. However, the vectoral addition of magnetic field
contribution at the muon site, in conjunction with the
complicated nature of the magnetic structure, prevents
us from making a definitive conclusion in this regard.
A further possible source of error is the approximations

made in incorporating the hyperfine field. The approach
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we have used is rather crude, and the quantum nature of
the hyperfine interaction requires knowledge of the elec-
tronic spin density in the vicinity of the muon. While
our DFT calculations provide this in principle, we note
that the hyperfine coupling constant obtained using DFT
show poor agreement with those obtained from our fit-
ting. This is likely due to the failure of our calculation
to properly account for the physics of the RKKY inter-
action. However, doing so is beyond the scope of the
present study.

2. Transverse field

Simulating the TF µ+SR spectra starts in much the
same way as for the zero-field spectra, though we need to
account for the fact that the magnetic field B also bears
a contribution from the applied field, i.e., B = Bint +
B0. Conventionally, we measure Px(t) in a transverse-
field experiment. This has the same form as Eqs. (15)-
(17) after substituting z → x. With this convention,
the applied field is then parallel to the z axis. For the
measurements with B0 ‖ [001], the crystallographic c
axis of the crystal is parallel to z, and the a axis coincides
with x̂. Simulating the spectra for B0 ‖ [100] requires
us to rotate the internal fields (equivalent to rotating the
sample), such that the a axis is parallel to z, with the c
axis parallel to x̂. The HAL spectrometer comprises eight
detectors in a ring. We therefore wish to consider the
muon-spin polarization along the directions Xj , where

Xj = x̂ cos(jθ) + ŷ sin(jθ), (20)

with θ = π/4 and 0 ≤ j < 4. We then calculate the
average field spectrum for all of these detectors, which,
following the linear property of Fourier transforms, is ob-
tained from the Fourier-transform of the average of these
polarizations,

P (B) = F







1

4

3
∑

j=0

PXj
(t)







. (21)

IV. MAGNETIC SUSCEPTIBILITY

We measured the magnetic properties of the 127-mg
(001) single crystal using a Quantum Design MPMS3
magnetometer. The crystal was secured in the brass
trough sample holder, with the magnetic field applied
in-plane, i.e. along [100]. A series of field scans were car-
ried out in 2-K intervals between 2 and 50 K. Both the
dc moment (using the VSM technique) and ac suscepti-
bility were measured at each field and temperature. The
magnetization as a function of applied field at T = 6 K,
M(H), is shown in Fig. 4, and is used to fix the ferro-
magnetic component of the magnetic structures used in
our dipolar field calculations. For the ac measurements
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FIG. 4. Magnetization as a function of applied field B0 =
µ0H ‖ [001] at T = 6 K.

we used an oscillating field with amplitude 10 Oe and
frequency 113 Hz. From the real part χ′ of the ac suscep-
tibility, we constructed the B − T phase diagram shown
in Fig. 2(j) in the main text.
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