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Quasi-two-dimensional Antiferromagnetic Spin Fluctuations in the Spin-triplet
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The tetragonal heavy-fermion superconductor CeRhaAss (7. = 0.3 K) exhibits an exceptionally
high critical field of 14 T for B || ¢. It undergoes a field-driven first-order phase transition between
superconducting (SC) states, potentially transitioning from spin-singlet to spin-triplet superconduc-
tivity. To elucidate the underlying pairing mechanism, we probe spin fluctuations in CeRhaAss
using neutron scattering. We find dynamic (7, 7) antiferromagnetic (AFM) spin correlations with
an anisotropic quasi-two-dimensional correlation volume. Our data place an upper limit of 0.31 ug
on the staggered magnetization of corresponding Néel orders at 7" = 0.08 K. Density functional
theory (DFT) calculations, treating Ce 4f electrons as core states, show that the AFM wave vec-
tor connects significant areas of the Fermi surface. Our findings show the dominant excitations in
CeRhaAssy for hw < 1.2 meV are magnetic and indicate superconductivity in CeRhzAss is mediated
by AFM spin fluctuations associated with a proximate quantum critical point.

While phonon-mediated superconductivity is typically
incompatible with magnetism, antiferromagnetic (AFM)
spin fluctuations can promote unconventional super-
conductivity [1, 2] in systems such as cuprates [3-
6], Fe-pnictides [7-9] and chalcogenides [10, 11], and
heavy-fermion metals [12]. Experimental evidence for
magnetically-driven superconductivity includes (i) spin
resonance modes in the superconducting (SC) state [13—
15], and (ii) paramagnetic excitations in the normal state
with energies well beyond the SC gap [16-20]. Despite
extensive efforts to understand the spin dynamics of
spin-singlet unconventional superconductors, research on
spin-triplet superconductors has been constrained by the
scarcity of model systems [15, 21].

CeRhyAsy is a heavy-fermion superconductor with
T. = 0.3 K [22]. It adopts the tetragonal CaBesGeo-
type structure (space group #129 P4/nmm), consisting
of two-dimensional (2D) Ce layers stacked with As-Rh-
As and Rh-As-Rh blocks along the c-axis (Fig. 1(a) in-
set). While the overall crystal structure is centrosym-
metric, Ce layers are positioned between distinct blocks,
leading to local inversion symmetry breaking and alter-
nating Rashba spin-orbit coupling (SOC) [23, 24]. For
B || ¢, CeRhyAsy exhibits pronounced anomalies in
AC susceptibility, magnetization, and magnetostriction
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[22, 25-30], indicating a first-order field-driven transition
between different SC states (Fig. 1(a)). Similar phase
transitions within the SC state were observed in UPt3
[31] and CeColns [32] and attributed to the interplay be-
tween superconductivity and competing magnetic order
parameters. In CeRhsAss, the presence of alternating
Rashba SOC suggests the possibility of a transition from
spin-singlet to spin-triplet superconductivity [33-42]. To
differentiate this scenario from others [43, 44], we explore
the role of magnetism in the SC phases of CeRhyAss.

We wuse mneutron scattering to probe the low-
temperature (T') zero-field magnetism of CeRhaAsy. Our
elastic scattering data reveal no significant differences be-
tween 0.08 K and 0.8 K, indicating the absence or weak-
ness of magnetic order, specifically placing an upper limit
of 0.31 pp on the staggered magnetization of correspond-
ing Néel orders at temperatures down to 0.08 K. Our
inelastic magnetic neutron scattering data, however, re-
veal a gapless spectrum of quasi-2D AFM spin fluctua-
tions at the (w,7) wave vector Qapy extending up to
1.2 meV. In combination with angle-resolved photoemis-
sion spectroscopy (ARPES) measurements [45-47] and
density functional theory (DFT) calculations that re-
veal Fermi-surface nesting at Q spyg, our findings suggest
proximity to Fermi surface-driven magnetic criticality in
CeRhoAsy [22, 28], with the associated spin fluctuations
playing a crucial role for SC.

CeRhyAss single crystals were synthesized via a flux
method [22, 48]. The sharp resistive transition of a rep-
resentative sample at T, = 0.3 K is displayed in the Sup-
plementary Information (SI). For neutron scattering ex-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic field-temperature phase diagram of

CeRhyAsy for B || ¢ based on Refs. [22, 25-30]. The in-
set shows the crystal structure of CeRhaAs,. Q-dependence
of the difference in elastic neutron scattering between T =
0.08 K and T = 0.8 K for (b) |!|] < 0.15 and (c) |I|] > 0.35.
Dashed lines indicate the Brillouin zone.

periments in the (hk0) plane ~ 120 crystals (0.9 g) were
co-aligned with a full width at half maximum (FWHM)
mosaic width of 2.8 degrees for rotation around the c-
axis. As detailed in SI, precautions were taken to ensure
good thermal contact between the dilution refrigerator
and the sample. Neutron experiments were conducted at
Oak Ridge National Laboratory using the Cold Neutron
Chopper Spectrometer (CNCS) [49] with a fixed incident
energy E; of 3.32 meV. Operating in the high flux mode
with the disk chopper rotating at 180 Hz, resulted in an
FWHM elastic energy resolution of 0.17 meV.

Normalization of the measured scattering cross-
sections was achieved by comparing the count rate with
the Q-integrated count rate for the (110) nuclear Bragg
peak. As detailed in SI, a scattering angle and en-
ergy transfer dependent factor was applied to background
subtracted data to correct for the significant absorption
cross-section of CeRhsAsy. When background subtrac-
tion is not feasible, uncorrected intensity data are pre-
sented in arbitrary units (a.u.). In the following, mo-
mentum transfer Q is expressed as Q = ha™ + kb™* + Ic*,
where (hkl) denotes Miller indices. A pair of indices (hk)
specify the in-plane component of wave vector Q. Here,
a* =b* =27/a and ¢* = 27 /c, with a = b = 4.28 A and
¢=9.86 A at room temperature [22].

The difference in elastic scattering between data ac-

TABLE I. Upper limits on the magnitudes of staggered mag-
netization in CeRhsAss obtained from the difference between
elastic neutron scattering at 7' = 0.08 K and 7' = 0.8 K shown
in Fig. 1(b-c). In-plane oriented magnetic order is harder to
detect due to the domain averaged polarization factor

Qm Mz, maz (UB) M|, maz (ps)
(330) 0.10 0.14
(333) 0.14 0.20
(010) 0.14 0.20
(013) 0.22 0.31
quasi-2D (33) 0.14 0.20

quired in the SC state at 0.08 K and in the normal state
at 0.8 K is shown in Figures 1(b,c) for { = 0 and | = 0.4,
respectively. No diffraction peaks are apparent in either
figure. These data place upper limits on magnetic order-
ing at specific magnetic wave vectors (see Table I and ST).
Nuclear quadrupole resonance (NQR) [50] and nuclear
magnetic resonance (NMR) [51] experiments provide ev-
idence for an increase of the NQR and NMR linewidths
in the low field SC state for the As sites of As-Rh-As
blocks, which has distinct Ce neighbors displaced along
c, but not for the As sites of Rh-As-Rh blocks, where
Ce neighbors come in groups of four whose fields can-
cel for the AFM states in table I. A possible explanation
is weak long- or short-range AFM ordering that is visi-
ble with local probes such as NMR and NQR [52], but
sufficiently weak and/or broad in Q to evade detection
through neutron diffraction (see table I).

Though we do not detect elastic magnetic diffrac-
tion, dynamic AFM spin correlations are apparent
in the inelastic scattering. Figures 2(a-d) show the
Q—dependence within the (hk) plane of the scattering
intensity for various fixed fw. To enhance their statistical
accuracy, these plots present an average of measurements
taken at 0.08 K and 0.8 K, which exhibit no discernible
differences in the Aw-range covered and are denoted as
0.4(4) K. The elastic data display the (110) nuclear Bragg
peak from CeRhyAss, which we use for normalization and
alignment. Other T-independent features in the elastic
scattering are associated with the sample holder (pow-
der ring and low |Q| diffuse scattering) and two small
misaligned CeRhgyAss crystallites. At Aw = 0.35 meV,
a diffuse peak is observed near the AFM wave vector
Qary = (33) (Fig. 2(b)). While the peak position per-
sists, the intensity decreases with increasing hw.

Figures 2(e,f) show constant-Aiw cuts through these
data along the longitudinal (hh) and transverse (kk) di-
rections. These show the low energy magnetic scatter-
ing is centered at Qpy consistent with dynamic short-
ranged AFM spin correlations as in many Ce-based heavy
fermion systems including SC CeColns [13]. By fit-
ting the cuts to Gaussians, we infer dynamic correlation
lengths (defined as 2/FWHM) at 0.3 meV along (hh) and
(kk) of &n, = 8.1(8) A and &, = 3.4(3) A, respectively.
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FIG. 2.  (a-d) Q-dependence of neutron scattering from
CeRhaAsy at select hw for T' = 0.4(4) K and |Q.| < 0.5¢".
The energy windows is 0.4 meV in (a) and 0.3 meV in (b-
d). Arrows indicate the longitudinal (hh) and transverse (kk)
directions. (e,f) Constant energy cuts along the longitudinal
and transverse directions through Qapy = (34) for select fiw
with an energy window of 0.2 meV. The averaging windows
are A’Q = £(0.15,-0.15,0) £ (0,0,0.5) in (e) and A’Q =
+(0.1,0.1,0) £ (0,0,0.5) in (f). Solid lines for hiw = 0.3 meV
are Gaussian fits. The horizontal bars represent the FWHM
resolution.

Considering the four-fold rotation axis of paramagnetic
CeRhsAsy, this anisotropy must be associated with the
polarization factor in the magnetic neutron scattering
cross-section. Specifically scattering at Qapn detects
spin fluctuations in the plane perpendicular to Qarm
and so along c or (110), of which the latter component
can give rise to the observed anisotropy. The data indi-
cate an underlying nematic character to the AFM spin
correlations where the correlation length is longer per-
pendicular to - than parallel to - the fluctuating in-plane
staggered magnetization. This type of anisotropy can
arise from symmetric anisotropic exchange interactions
and was previously observed in iron superconductors[9].
Given the spin-orbital character of Ce-based magnetism,
anisotropic interactions are indeed to be anticipated. The
data specifically indicate in-plane anisotropic interac-
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FIG. 3. (a) Background subtracted inelastic neutron

scattering versus Q = (hh) and fiw for CeRhaAsy at
T = 0.4(4) K. The signal averaging window was A’Q =
(£(0.15,—-0.15),£0.5). The |Q| and hw dependent back-
ground was determined by averaging all data outside the
signal volume. (b-c) Show background subtracted data at
T = 0.4(4) K in orange and the difference between T' = 0.08 K
and T = 0.8 K data in blue. (b) shows an hw scan at
Qarm = (31) averaging over A°Q = (£0.1,+0.1,£0.5). The
lines show fits to the data described in the text. (c) Shows
a scan along Q = (441) averaging over fw € [0.2,1.1] meV
and A?Q = £(0.1,0.1) £ (0.15,—0.15). The horizontal bar
represents the resolution width.

tions and suggest that the fourfold rotation symmetry
will be broken by the corresponding static order.

Figure 3(a) displays the Q — w dependent magnetic
scattering cross section for Q || (11). A ridge of low
energy excitations at Qpy extending to 1.2 meV is ap-
parent. Figure 3(b) shows a broad constant-Qmy; cut
through these data. While data for |Aiw| < 0.15 meV
are dominated by imperfect subtraction of the incoher-
ent elastic scattering, we associate the tail of scattering
for w > 0.15 meV that is absent on the neutron energy
gain side (fuw < —0.15 meV) with magnetic quantum
fluctuations for kgT < hw. To further characterize the
scattering, we fit these data against a resolution convo-
luted Lorentzian response function of the form :

_ 1 xol'w
1 —e PR T2 4 2’

S(w) (1)

plus a central Gaussian peak to account for the resid-
ual elastic background. As shown in Fig. 3b, this model
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FIG. 4. (a) Electronic band structure of CeRhzAsy calcu-

lated using Density Functional Theory with Ce 4 f-electrons
in the core. (b-d) show the corresponding Fermi surface as a
3D image and as 2D slices through (c) the (hk0) plane and
(d) the (hk1) plane. The red arrow indicates the wave vector
Qarm = (33) associated with low energy inelastic magnetic
neutron scattering (Fig. 3(a)), which is seen to connect sig-
nificant portions of the DFT Fermi surface.

provides an excellent account of the data with a charac-
teristic relaxation rate of AI' = 0.10(4) meV. This sug-
gests proximity to a quantum critical point (QCP) where
AT ~ kpT[13, 14, 53, 54]. From the total magnetic scat-
tering associated with inelastic magnetic scattering below
2.5 meV, we obtain the dynamic moment of 1.6(4)u%.
The reduction in moment compared to the effective mo-
ment inferred from susceptibility (u2; = 6.55u% [22])
is observed in other Ce-based heavy-fermion supercon-
ductors, such as CeColns [13] and CeCusSiy [14]. Mag-
netic excitations extend to much higher energies in these
systems [19, 20] due to crystal electric field and Kondo
screening. Likewise in CeRhyAss we expect such inter-
actions to define a low energy reduced moment regime
with residual AFM inter-site interactions.

To probe the associated spin correlations along ¢, Fig-
ure 3(c) shows the I dependence of scattering for fuww €
[0.2,1.1] meV at Qapy- The corresponding count rate
at Quig = (0.1 0.7) where |Qy,,| = [Qapm| Was used
as background. The inelastic scattering at Qapy con-
sistently exceeds that at Qpig by a nearly I-independent
amount, indicating quasi-2D spin correlations. No differ-
ence between scattering at 0.08 K and 0.8 K is observed
in the accessible energy range.

To gain insights into the origin of the AFM spin fluc-
tuations in CeRhyAssy, we conducted band structure cal-
culations using DFT, treating Ce 4f electrons as core

states. The results are shown in Figure 4(a) and the cor-
responding Fermi surface is in Figures 4(b-d). Specifi-
cally, the Fermi surface at [ = 0 (Fig. 4(c)) is square-like,
with sides approximately connected by Qappn, as indi-
cated by the red arrow. Since Ce 4f electrons are treated
as core states, the calculated Fermi surface arises from
conduction electrons that induce a Ruderman-Kittel-
Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction between Ce 4 f local
moments, leading to AFM spin fluctuations at Qapy-
However, the strong k., dependence of the DFT Fermi
surface seems at odds with the quasi-2D character of the
AFM fluctuations observed in our experiments. Alter-
natively, as CeRhaAss is a heavy fermion metal with 4 f
states that hybridize with the conduction bands, the spin
fluctuations at Qapy may arise from particle-hole ex-
citations of the heavy electron bands. Recent ARPES
studies have reported a quasi-2D Fermi surface exhibit-
ing parallel segments and nesting instabilities [45, 46],
consistent with the quasi-2D AFM fluctuations observed
in our neutron scattering measurements.

Resistivity and specific heat measurements reveal non-
Fermi liquid behavior at low T', which indicates proximity
to a QCP [22, 28]. Our observations of anisotropic AFM
fluctuations in CeRhyAsy suggest that this QCP has a
nematic 2D AFM character where the proximate ordered
phase likely breaks the fourfold rotational symmetry of
the underlying crystal lattice. Quantum critical fluctu-
ations near a QCP are natural candidates as bosonic
modes that drive superconductivity. Accordingly, our
findings highlight the prominent role of AFM spin fluctu-
ations in the superconductivity of CeRhyAss, as in many
other heavy-fermion superconductors. The momentum
and energy dependence of the magnetic fluctuations in
CeRhsAsy revealed in our work provide stringent con-
straints on models of its field-induced SC-SC transition.

Time reversal and inversion symmetry in a metal
enable even parity spin singlet SC and odd parity
spin-triplet superconductivity respectively. However, in
SCs lacking global inversion symmetry, electronic anti-
symmetric SOC, such as Rashba SOC, lift the spin de-
generacy and mix spin-singlet and spin-triplet states
[55, 56]. The unique local inversion symmetry break-
ing of CeRhyAss naturally connects it to the previous
proposal of non-centrosymmetric SC in CeColns multi-
layers [32]. Alternating Rashba SOC has been known to
support distinct SC phases with spin-singlet and spin-
triplet symmetries in the field-temperature phase dia-
gram [24, 55]. Experimental results in CeRhyAsy ap-
pear consistent with this picture, suggesting that the
low-field SC1 and high-field SC2 phases correspond to
spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairing states, respectively.
However, a recent NMR study [51] reported T-dependent
Knight shifts, suggesting spin-singlet pairing in both SC
phases, adding complexity to the Rashba SOC scenario.
Since AFM spin fluctuations are typically seen in spin-
singlet unconventional superconductors and ferromag-
netic spin fluctuations are expected for spin-triplet su-
perconductors, our observation of AFM spin fluctuations



at zero field is consistent with spin-singlet pairing in the
SC1 phase. The fact that these AFM fluctuations ex-
tend to 1.2 meV > kT suggests they will persist in
the field-induced SC2 phase. In such a scenario, the
SC2 phase should exhibit a prominent spin-singlet pair-
ing component, consistent with the NMR measurement
[61]. Nevertheless, as research on UTe, revealed, AFM
spin fluctuations can mediate spin-triplet superconduc-
tivity [15]. Thus additional experimental constraints are
needed to establish the symmetries and mechanisms of
SC in CeRthSQ.

We have investigated the magnetic excitations in
CeRhyAsy using neutron scattering, revealing nematic
quasi-2D AFM spin fluctuations centered at Qapy and
extending up to 1.2 meV at low 7. Qapy is consistent
with the Fermi surface nesting wave vector revealed in
ARPES measurements and DFT calculations, suggesting
that AFM fluctuations are associated with Ce 4f elec-
trons, which are also responsible for the heavy-fermion
superconductivity in CeRhgAss. These findings indicate

a crucial role of AFM spin fluctuations in the supercon-
ductivity of CeRhaAs,, although the connection to the
field-induced SC-SC transition remains to be understood.
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I. SAMPLE ALIGNMENT, AND X-RAY LAUE PATTERN

High-quality single crystals of CeRhaAss were synthesized using Bi flux methods, as described in [1]. Representative
resistivity plots are shown in Figures S1(a,b). These single crystals typically manifest as octagonal plates with
dimensions of 1.0 mm x 1.0 mm x 0.2 mm. Natural edges align along either (110) or (100) directions, while the
out-of-plane direction corresponds to (001), the c-axis (Fig. S1(c)). A total mass of 0.9 g, comprising approximately
120 pieces of CeRhaAsy single crystals, was co-aligned on two oxygen-free high conductivity (OFHC) copper plates
using CYTOP for attachment. Thermally shielded by OFHC copper foil secured to the OFHC base, the sample
mount was attached to the cold finger of a dilution refrigerator with 80 uW cooling power at 100 mK (Fig. S2).
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FIG. S1. (a) Temperature-dependent resistivity of CeRhaAss. The inset highlights the approximate 0.3 K superconductivity
offset. (b) Temperature-dependent resistivity of CeRhaAs2 up to 300 K. (¢) X-ray Laue pattern of a CeRhaAsy single crystal,
displaying the crystallographic orientation within the ab-plane.

FIG. S2. (a) Photo depicting the assembly aligned in the (hk0) scattering plane for CNCS. (b) Photo showing the assembly
with an oxygen-free high conductivity (OFHC) copper shielding attached to the cold finger of a dilution refrigerator.
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II. ABSOLUTE NORMALIZATION

The monitor normalized scattering intensity obtained from initial data reduction is related to the scattering cross-
section as follows:
ki d20'
ky dQdE;

7(Q,w) = NC (Q,w) (1)

Here NC is a configuration-dependent normalization constant that is proportional to the number of unit cells in the
sample (N). The bar indicates convolution with the instrumental resolution function:

@) = [P RGu(@ - Qe ) 1 (@) &)
dQdE; Qe ’ dQdE; 7
Rq,w is sharply peaked when its arguments vanish and unity normalized:
/ PQhdw'RQ.(Q - QW) =1 (3)

Absolute normalization of the scattering cross-section was achieved using the integrated intensity of the (110)
nuclear Bragg reflection. This has the advantage of being unaffected by sample absorption for the elastic channel.
The Bragg scattering cross section per unit cell of volume vy is given by (Fig. S3(a)):

20_ nuc - 3
(dsczldEf)el - (21,N> XT:HFN(T)IQ&(Q—T)é(ﬁw), n

where Fy (7) is the structure factor given by:

Fn(T) = baexp(—2Wa(Q))exp(iT - d). (5)
d

Here bq is the bound coherent scattering length and exp(—2W4(Q)) is the Debye-Waller factor for the atom on the
site d within the unit cell with volume vy. The scattering intensity near the 7 =(110) Bragg peak is thus given by

Tn(Quw) = Nc(ifmv(rn%,o(q W), ©)

Using the normalization property of the resolution function we find

)3 -
Ne - PQuTy(@Q) (L () g

QxT,wx0

We thus obtain the following expression relating the measured neutron scattering intensity to the resolution smeared
absolute normalized scattering cross-section per unit cell:
k‘i d20'
ky dQdE;

-~ 7(Q,w) (2m)°
- [, BQhdwIn(Q,w) vy

(Q,w) [F ()| (8)

If we denote by Zy(110) the average (110) nuclear Bragg intensity throughout a volume of Q —w space that exceeds
the resolution volume and has dimensions Ah, Ak, Al in reciprocal lattice units and Afw in energy, this expression
simplifies to

ﬁ d2o
kp dQdE;

I(Q,w)
(110) AhAKAIATw

(Q,w) = 7 [F (7)) (9)

for orthogonal reciprocal lattice vectors.



III. ABSORPTION CORRECTION

When a neutron beam travels through the sample, the decrease in scattering intensity due to the absorption cross-
section is quantified by the transmission coefficient:

A= [exp(-umyav. (10)

where p is the attenuation length, and the integration is over the volume of the crystal. Here, T' denotes the path
length of the neutron beam within the crystal, encompassing the cumulative path lengths of both the incident and
outgoing neutrons [2, 3.

For the scattered neutron intensity within the equatorial plane of a cylinder with radius R in the neutron beam,
the expression for the transmission coefficient is:

R 2
Alor, p, Xis Ap, R, 0) = %RZ/O /O exp( — (M) {[R? — r?sin®(¢ + 0)]Y/? + rcos(é + 0)}
— (A p){[R? = r2sin®(¢ — 0)]/2 — rcos(¢ — 6)})rdrde, (11)

A
A)=pxo(A) =p*xop——,
pA) = pro() =pxor— ot
where p is the atomic number density of the sample and o, is the absorption cross-section for the reference wavelength
of 1.7982 A. Thus, the transmission coefficient A is a function of o, p, the wavelengths of the incident and outgoing
neutrons A; and Ay, the radius of the cylinder sample R, and the scattering angle 6. The calculated transmission
coefficients agree with those obtained through numerical integration [4]. For CeRhyAs,,

6.023 x 1023 mol~*
492.109 g/mol

_MNs _
in m

9.05 g/cm® * —0.01108 A, (12)

where % is the density, N is Avogadro’s constant, and m is the molecular weight. From the data on the NIST

website [5, 6], we have o, = 299.23 barn/f.u. and in our experimental setup, the sample assembly resembles a cylinder

with R = 3.5 mm. With o, = 299.23 barn/f.u., p = 0.01108 Afg, X =4.964 A, and R = 3.5 mm, the transmission
coefficient A (Eq. 11) depends on 6 and Ay, which is thus a function of Q and w.

Since we performed the absolute normalization using the (110) nuclear Bragg peak, the absorption correction
is conducted by comparing the absorption coefficient A(Q,w) with that of the (110) peak. After the absorption
correction, Equation 9 becomes:

k; d%o B 7(Q,w) A(T,0)

- 2
by a0dg; ‘CY) T E o) anakaAm AQw) T 13)

where A(7,0) = A(T = (110),w = 0) = 0.0671.

IV. UPPER BOUND OF ORDERED MOMENT

While our experiment did not detect elastic magnetic Bragg diffraction in CeRhyAsy, the small sample neutron
absorbing sample means that this does not set a particularly strict limit on the staggered magnetization of possible
magnetic ordering in the sample. To determine the limits on any ordered moment set by our experiment we start by
the following general expression for the elastic magnetic scattering cross section.

d2 mag o 1 _ ) }
(332 ) = (R IFQF S 0ua— Qa3 (5 S )
f/ el afB RAR'd’ (14)

= (OPFQPA - Q)5 3 (S (i e’ R ()
RdR'd’

Here v = 1.913 is the ratio between the neutron dipole moment and the nuclear Bohr magneton, ro = 2.8179 fm is
the classical electron radius, |F'(Q)] is the cerium form factor, @), is the z-component of the unit scattering vector
Q. The factor 1/N where N is the number of unit cells of volume vy ensures consistent normalization with Eq. 4.



For simplicity, we assume that any magnetic order is uniaxial and polarized along the ¢ axis. Other assumptions will
modify the inferred limits by factors of order unity.
For three-dimensional magnetic orders, we obtain

Ao\ gm0 A (27)3 N,
— (202 p 2 1— 2 . 2 tm ]Fm - 253 — T S(hw
(aar;), = (3R =@/ O e S Far 5@ rli) (19
Here N,, is the number of magnetic unit cells of volume wv,,, 7, are reciprocal lattice vectors of the magnetic unit
cell, m, is the ordered magnetic dipole moment, and F,,(Q) is the scalar magnetic structure factor:

Fin(Q) =) exp(—iQ - d). (16)

dp,

Here d,,, indicates position vectors for magnetic ions within the magnetic unit cell and we have suppressed the Debye-
Waller factor for simplicity. From the analogous forms of the magnetic and nuclear Bragg diffraction cross-section we
readily obtain the following:

o [, QR (Q.w)  A(r,0) (vm [En (1)

2
m, = . . 2 )
z f‘r dSthwIN(Q,w) A(Tm70) v]\,) (L;O)2|F(Tm)|2(1 _%%z”Fm(Tm)'QMB (17)

Here we have used N,,,v,, = Nvy and introduced the sample absorption correction. In Figure S3, we show the elastic
scattering along the (hh) and (k1) directions, from which we calculate [ d*QhdwZ,,(Q,w) for putative magnetic

orders at (1) and (01), respectively.

a b C
15 g [ *QAdwTy(Q, w) s ool JEQRATQ )
. 100 e % 30 =1.29(3) barn/A*u.c. % = —0.001(2) barn/Afu.c.
= £
=) 2 0.0
£ 2
0.0 Q10 o 02
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—10 -05 00 05 1.0 025 050 0.75 1.00
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d E 20 ffJ
15 ; JEQhdwn(Q,w) = 3 o2 J PQAdwAT,(Q,w)
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FIG. S3. (a) Schematic of the (hk) plane and the cut along the (hh) direction. (b) Elastic scattering along (hh). Since
no discernible difference was observed between 0.08 K and 0.8 K, data are averaged to enhance statistics. (c) Temperature
difference (0.08 K - 0.8 K) of the elastic scattering along (hh). Data in (b,c) are averaged along (kk) and ! in windows of +0.10
and 0.5 r.l.u., respectively. The energy window is from -0.2 meV to 0.2 meV. Gaussian peaks are fitting for the (110) nuclear
peak (b) and putative magnetic scattering at (33) (c). (d) Schematic of the (hk) plane and the cut along the (h1) direction.
(e) Elastic scattering along (h1). 0.08 K and 0.8 K data are averaged. (f) Temperature difference (0.08 K - 0.8 K) of the elastic
scattering along (h1). Data in (e,f) are averaged along (0k) and [ in windows of +0.15 and £0.5 r.l.u., respectively. The energy
window is from -0.2 meV to 0.2 meV. Gaussian peaks are fitted for the (110) nuclear peak (e) and putative magnetic scattering

at (01) (f).



For quasi-two-dimensional magnetic order, there are no magnetic correlations between cerium planes and the diffrac-
tion cross-section takes this form

2 mag 9
(d&f&) = (LPIFQP( ~ Q) mfus)? <272 B S () PE%(Q — 7 )8()

el T

(18)

Here N,, is the number of 2D magnetic unit cells with area a.,, and F,, is the corresponding scalar magnetic structure
factor. Note that %Nmamc = Nuv,, where the factor of a half arises because there are two cerium layers per nuclear
unit cell.

Since the HYSPEC instrument used in this work only covers a relatively small range of wave vector transfer
perpendicular to the scattering plane, we can approximate the resolution function with a factorized form:

RQu(0Q, 0w) # Ry ,(0Q), fw)R*(0Q.), (19)

where both Rl and R+ are unity normalized over their domain. Convoluting Eq. 18 with this form of the resolution
function, we obtain the following approximate form for the resolution smeared diffraction cross-section:

(dgdol;]f> = (%)2|F(Q)‘2(1 - Qi)(mz/ﬂB)Q%%|Fm(T”m)|2R|(5”’w(QH - T||m,o.)) (20)

el

This finally leads to an expression for the staggered magnetization:

2 _ Jr QWL (Q,w)(IF(Q)*(1 - Q2)~"  A(r,0) amc>2. (c*/AQ.)|Fn(T)? 1)

" [ PQrdwIn(Q,w) AT, 0) (UN (2)22[F (1) 2P

Here AQ), is the range of integration along the c direction for the Q integration in the numerator and we have used

Np/N = 2(vn/ame). Table S1 shows @y, ¢m, polarization factor (1 — Q?), magnetic form factor |F(Q)|, |Fpnl,

and corresponding m? and upper bounds for putative magnetic orders at specific wavevectors. Note that there are

magnetic peaks at both [ = —0.5 and 0.5 for (331) and (011) order, but this factor is coincidentally compensated by
the fact that the [ coverage is -0.5 to 0.5 r.L.u.

TABLE S1. Magnetic ordering and upper limit of moment determined from the corresponding analysis of our diffraction data.

wavevector Q |An/A(Q,w)|am|cm |(1 — Qz) |F(Q)] |Fm\2 mﬁ(,u%) MY, maz (14B)
(330) 2.46 4a| ¢ 1 0.937 | 64 |0.00(1) 0.10
(33%) 2.46 da|2c| 0.914 | 0.932 | 128 |-0.01(3) 0.14
(010) 1.65 alc 1 0.880 | 4 [0.01(1) 0.14
(013) 1.65 a|2| 0955 | 0.875 | 8 ]0.01(3) 0.22

quasi-2D (31) 2.46 da| ¢ |>0.914 [>0.932| 16 |-0.01(3) 0.14

V. SCATTERING FROM CYTOP

We used the fluoropolymer-based adhesive CYTOP to attach the crystals. CYTOP has a powder-like diffraction
peak around 1.1 A, which practically coincides with Qar = (%%) in CeRhyAss, as shown in Figure S4(a). Therefore,
it is crucial to examine whether the peak at Qar could be from CYTOP. We can rule this out because scattering
from CYTOP is approximately isotropic and independent of sample rotation while magnetic scattering is four-fold
rotational symmetric.

To compare the scattering from CYTOP with the excitation spectrum, we scaled the (hh) cut of the CYTOP
scattering to that of the peak at 0.3 meV and constructed the (kk) and (0k) cuts for CYTOP (Fig. S4(b,c)). The
CYTOP scattering is wider than the observed excitations centered at Q,p = (33) in the (kk) cut. In addition,
CYTOP also shows a peak in the (0k) cut, which is absent in the measured spectrum.
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FIG. S4. (a) Constant energy cuts along the longitudinal (hh) direction at 0.3 meV. The averaging windows along (k&) and
[ directions are £0.15, and #0.5 r.l.u., respectively. (b) Constant energy cuts along the transverse (kk) direction at 0.3 meV.
The averaging windows along (hh) and [ directions are +0.1, and £0.5 r.l.u., respectively. (c¢) Constant energy cuts along the
longitudinal k£ direction at 0.3 meV. The averaging windows along h and ! directions are 0.2, and £0.5 r.l.u., respectively.
The energy window is £0.1 meV. The horizontal error bars represent the resolution width.
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