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Identifying the exotic quantum spin liquid phase in Kitaev magnets has garnered great research
interests and remains a significant challenge. In experiments, most of the proposed candidate mate-
rials exhibit an antiferromagnetic (AFM) order at low temperatures, thus the challenge transforms
into the searching for a field-driven disordered phase that is distinct from the partially polarized
paramagnetic phase after suppressing the AFM order. Recently, Na;Co2TeOg has been proposed
as one of the prime candidates, where the Kitaev interaction is realized by the high-spin tggef, con-
figuration, and spin-orbit entangled Jeg = 1/2 state in a bond-edge shared honeycomb lattice. In
this study, we identify an emergent intermediate disordered phase induced by an external field along
the c-axis of the honeycomb plane. This phase is characterized through magnetization and magne-
tocaloric effect experiments in high magnetic fields. To explain the experimental results, we propose
an effective spin model with large AFM Kitaev interaction, which yields results in good agreement
with both our findings and previously reported data. We determine that the effective K-J-I'-T”
model for Naz;Co2TeOg is nearly dual to that of a-RuCls under an unitary transformation. Given
the insignificant fragility of NasCo2TeOg sample, further high-field experiments can be conducted

to explore this intermediate-field quantum spin disordered phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

The spin-1/2 Kitaev honeycomb model with bond-
dependent nearest-neighbor Ising-type exchange interac-
tions is notable for being exactly solvable two dimensions
system and hosting a quantum spin liquid (QSL) ground
state [1]. As a quantum disordered spin state, it exhibits
long-range quantum entanglement and fractionalized ex-
citations, making it promising platform for topological
quantum computation [2, 3]. Over the past decade, ex-
perimental efforts have focused on realizing the Kitaev
model in honeycomb layered compounds with 4d and
5d transition-metal ions [4-6]. These studies highlight
that Heisenberg interactions (J) and off-diagonal terms
(T") must also be considered, leading to ordered ground
states [7-9]. Nevertheless, Kitaev physics could still be
realized in proximate Kitaev materials when the Kitaev
term (K) is dominant.

Among the heavy transition metal candidates, -
RuCl; stands out as a promising material [10-12]. De-
spite its ground state being a zigzag antiferromagnetic
(AFM) ordered state, several strong experimental evi-
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dences suggest the emergence of the QSL phase under in-
plane magnetic fields with the suppression of the zigzag
spin order [9, 13, 14]. These evidences include the con-
tinuum excitation observed by inelastic neutrons, quan-
tized thermal Hall conductivity, and the possible switch-
ing of the Majorana excitation gap [9, 13-16]. Nonethe-
less, this in-plane field-induced intermediate phase in a-
RuCl3 lacks support from thermodynamic experimental
results and theoretical calculations [7, 17] based on its
microscopic spin models [18-20].

In contrast, under an out-of-plane field, an
intermediate-field phase is proposed by both ground-
state and finite-temperature calculations for the effective
a-RuCls model, which is further confirmed by the angle-
field phase diagram from magnetization measurements
up to 100 T [20-22]. Such intermediate-field phase
is considered a QSL confirmed in both the thermal
and ground-state calculations [20, 21]. Although the
magnetization and torque experiments have been re-
ported in high out-of-plane magnetic field, the large
magnetic torque and fragility of a-RuCls prevent to
perform further investigations of the possible QSL phase
experimentally [21, 23, 24]. Therefore, the candidate
material which has less fragility are desired.

Recent studies suggest that a bond-edge shared honey-
comb lattice material based on 3d” Co?* ions with a high-
spin t3,e2 configuration and a spin-orbit entangled Jeg
= 1/2 state can be a good candidate to realized Kitaev
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physics [25-28]. Proposed Co-based candidates include
NagCoyTeOg, (Na,Li)3C02Sb0g, and BaCoz(AsOy)2 [25,
27]. To study the possible intermediate phase under an
out-of-plane magnetic field and benchmark against a-
RuCl3, we select NayCosTeOg due to its comparable ma-
terial properties. Both compounds exhibit a double-peak
feature in specific heat at zero field, with the low-T peak
at Ty and the higher one around 100 K [29, 30]. Ad-
ditionally, both of them show the zigzag ordered ground
state with M-point peak in the Brillouin zone from the
neutron scattering studies [31, 32|, and show significant
magnetic anisotropy [29, 33, 34].

Despite these similarities, there are notable distinc-
tions between the two compounds. Previous studies have
suggested an AFM Kitaev interaction with K > 0 in
NagCooTeOg [28, 35-37], which contrasts with the fer-
romagnetic (FM) coupling characterized by K < 0 re-
vealed in a-RuCls [14, 20, 38, 39]. Given the presence
of AFM Kitaev interaction in this compound, theoreti-
cal predictions about the emergence of an intermediate-
field quantum spin liquid (QSL) in the AFM Kitaev
model subjected to out-of-plane fields [19, 40-43], there
is a compelling case for high-field studies on this com-
pound along the ¢ axis. Experimentally, while prior
studies on NayCoyTeOg under in-plane fields have un-
veiled rich quantum spin states and quantum phase tran-
sitions [32, 36], investigations under out-of-plane fields
have been relatively limited.

In this study, we measured the magnetization (M) pro-
cess of NayCosTeOg under various field angles. When the
magnetic field (H) is applied along the c-axis direction,
we identified four phase transitions (H}-H2) from the M-
H results up to 100 T, which show significant difference
from the in-plane magnetic field results. Based on the
phase transitions observed in the M-H curves, we present
the low-temperature 6- H phase diagram of NasCosTeOg,
where 0 is the angle between the c-axis and the mag-
netic field. The 6-H phase diagram shows three magnetic
phases, similar to the previously reported phase diagram
in a-RuCls [21]. Regardless of the field angle, we observe
an AFM phase at low-field region, whose upper boundary
shows strong magnetic anisotropy; e.g. the critical fields
at 0° and 75° are ~38 T and ~7 T, respectively. Af-
ter the AFM order is suppressed by the magnetic field,
a partially polarized (PP) paramagnetic phase appears
at higher fields. Importantly, when the 6 is close to 0°,
an intermediate-field phase emerges between the tran-
sition fields H? (around 38 T) and HZ (around 82 T).
This intermediate phase is suggested to be disordered,
as also supported by magnetocaloric effect (MCE) mea-
surements up to 55 T. To explain the observed 6-H phase
diagram, we propose an effective microscopic spin model
with larger K > 0 interaction. Our results indicate that
the intermediate quantum disordered phase is very likely
a quantum spin liquid (QSL) state, as expected for the
AFM Kitaev model under out-of-plane fields [19, 41, 42].
It thus prompts further experimental studies of this phase
in NayCosTeOg under high magnetic fields.
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FIG. 1. Magnetization data measured by the single-
turn coil field. The magnetization and dM /dH data mea-
sured along c-axis external field up to 100 T. The blue circles
represent the magnetization curve up to 60 T from Ref. [34].
The critical fields H! to H* are marked by gray, blue, red, and
black arrows, respectively. The inset shows the magnetization
results under in-plane magnetic field, which is also reported
in Ref. [34], where the slope of the black dashed fitting line
indicates the van Vleck paramagnetism.

II. EXPERIMENTAL AND CALCULATED
DETAILS

High-quality single crystal of NagCosTeOg were grown
by a flux method using a modified from Ref. [28]. We
used a platinum crucible instead of an alumina crucible.
The temperature and other synthesis sequence is same as
the Ref [28]. We obtained dark-red thin single crystals.

The external magnetic fields were generated by
vertical-type single-turn coil and non-destractive field
generators that are capable of magnetic field up to
102 [44] and 55 T, respectively. The magnetization pro-
cesses under out-of-plane fields and those at various ro-
tated angles were measured using a 1.6 mm diameter
pick-up coil consisting of two small coils compensating for
each other [21, 45-47]. A single crystal of NayCosTeOg
was employed for the present experiment. To prepare
the sample for measurement, it was cut into small honey-
comb pieces with a diameter of 1.3 mm. Approximately
20 such chips, each with a thickness of about 0.1 mm,
were stacked together to achieve sufficient thickness for
measuring the magnetization process in the single-turn
coil experiments. Here, we use the same method with
our previous work [21] to control the field directions, i.e.
0 angle. Weak transitions below 50 T were confirmed by
non-destructive magnetization measurements. All mag-
netization measurements were conducted at 4.2 K.



The field dependence of the sample temperature, mag-
netocaloric effect (MCE), was measured in pulsed mag-
netic field using a AuGe thin film thermometer [48]. The
AuGe film thermometer was directly sputtered on a flat
surface of a piece of single crystals (2x2x0.1 mm?). The
sample was kept in high vacuum condition during the
pulsed magnetic fields of 36 ms duration. Because of the
weak thermal coupling and limited timescale, the MCE
traces, T(H), can be considered as adiabatic tempera-
ture changes which correspond to isentropic temperature
traces as a function of magnetic field [48].

The magnetization process and the values of tran-
sition fields under different field angles are calculated
by the powerful density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) method [49], where the quantum state can be
efficiently expressed as matrix product states (MPS).
The DMRG simulations are performed on the cylindri-
cal lattices, where the angle 6 with respect to c-axis
indicating the direction of field and is represented by

1—cos?(6) 170052(0) .
COS \/> \/ 20052(9) ’ \/;’ \/> 2cos?(0) in the
spin space ( , S%). More details of the method

and results could be found in Supplementary Note 2.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In Fig. 1, we present the magnetization process and
dM /dH by the red curves, obtained by the induction
method under the out-of-plane (c-axis) magnetic field up
to 100 T. Unlike our previous work [21, 46, 47], here
we only show the magnetization data measured during
the down-sweep process of the field generated by the
single-turn coil. This is because the significant switching
electromagnetic noise during the up-sweep field process,
which hinders the observation of small signals [44, 46].
Although the inhomogeneity of the magnetic field in the
single-turn coil generator might renders down-sweep data
invalid, the reliability of the data is confirmed by the
perfect reproducibility between the up-sweep and down-
sweep data, as demonstrated in Fig. S1. Furthermore,
we compare our results with magnetization data up to
60 T from Ref. [34] to calibrate the absolute values. The
out-of-plane magnetization process exhibits substantial
differences compared to the in-plane magnetization pro-
cess in the inset of Fig. 1. This indicates significant mag-
netic anisotropy, consistent with previous g-factor mea-
surements [36]. At 100 T, the out-of-plane magnetic mo-
ment (M,) is approximately 1.6 pup. To contextualize
this value, we compare it with the previously reported
in-plane saturated magnetic moment (M,;), which is
3 up, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1. Considering
the reported in-plane and out-of-plane g-factors (gq, and
gc) in Ref. [36] as 4.13 and 2.3, respectively, we find
Mab/gab =~ M./g.. This suggests that the magnetiza-
tion saturates at around 100 T under an out-of-plane
magnetic field.

Below the saturation field for H || ¢, four anomalies are
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FIG. 2. Measured dM /dH data versus magnetic fields
under various 6 angles at 4.2 K. (a) dM /dH curves mea-
sured by the single-turn coil; (b) dM /dH measured under the
non-destructive magnetic fields. The color and black curves
represent the down- and up-sweep results, respectively. The
gray, blue, red, and black arrows also correspond to the tran-
sition fields at H}, H2, H2, and HZ, as marked in Fig. 1. The
inset show the definition of the angles between the magnetic
field and c axis. All of y-axis (dM /dH) start from zero. The
field independent hump structure marked with gray windows
may caused by the experimental errors as shown in Fig. S1.

observed in the dM /dH curve at 7, 16, 36, and 82 T, re-
spectively. These anomalies are denoted as H!, H2, H3?,
and H2, and are marked with gray, blue, red, and black
arrows in sequence, as shown in Fig. 1. The anomalies
at H! and H? agree well with previous magnetization
reports in Refs. [34]. In this work, we focus on the obser-
vation of the other two anomalies, HZ and H?. Addition-
ally, to ensure the robustness of the results, we conducted
two experiments at § ~ 0°, confirming that the anomaly
at 82 T is not introduced by artificial reasons, as shown
in Fig. S1.

To investigate the

magnetic  anisotropy  of



NasCosTeOg, we conducted measurements of the
magnetization process up to 100 T along different field
directions, i.e., § ~ 0°, 12°, 20°, 30°, and 60°, using
the single-turn coil field generator. The results are
shown in Fig. 2(a). To check the reproducibility of our
magnetization data, a non-destructive field experiment
was also performed up to 50 T. The results are presented
in Fig. 2(b) for 6 ~ 0°, 15°, 30°, 40°, and 75°. The
anomalies at H!, H?, H3, and H? are marked with gray,
blue, red, and black triangles, respectively.

As shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), the anomalies at H}
and H? are almost f-independent, while those at H3 and
H? exhibit significant changes with different 6 angles.
At 6 ~ 0°, H3 observed in the single-turn coil system is
~36 T, which is almost the same as the value, ~38 T,
obtained with the non-destructive magnet. H? is ~82 T,
as also shown in Fig. 1. At 6 ~ 12° £5° H? and H? de-
creases to ~30 T and ~72 T, respectively. Above 15°, H
becomes difficult to be distinguished. On the other hand,
H? continues to decrease with increasing 6 angles, and
eventually almost merges with H! and H? at high 0 an-
gles (c.f., 60° in Fig. 2(a) and 75° in Fig. 2(b)). Notably,
H!, H? and H? are 6.3, 7.6, and 10 T, respectively,
at § ~ 75°, which is almost the same as the previous in-
plane results [34]. The dM /dH results shown in Fig. 2(a)
and (b) exhibit excellent agreement with each other.

To track the temperature dependence of the phase
boundary, H.(T), we also measured the magnetocaloric
effect (MCE) of NayCo2TeOg for H || ¢ up to 55 T, as the
dip in MCE curves corresponds to the field-induced phase
transition and is used to map out the temperature-field
phase boundaries [50-52]. As shown in Fig. 3, the isen-
trope curve starting from 5 K at zero field shows three
local minima at 4, 16, and 37 T, as indicated by the
gray, blue and red arrows, respectively. Such minima
correspond to the observed magnetization anomalies at
H}, H? and H? as shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b) at 6 ~ 0°.
As the temperature increases, these minima shift toward
lower fields, suggesting phase transitions are associated
with changes in spin configurations. Above Ty (~28 K),
the dip structure correlated to H? disappears, and the
isentrope curves show a peculiar upward feature. Here,
we deduce that the minima pointed by the orange ar-
row smoothly connects to the zero-field transition tem-
perature of T as well as to the zero-temperature phase
boundary of H? as seen in the dashed curve of Fig. 3. We
also note the isentrope curves show the dome structures
when magnetic field is larger than H? or temperature is
higher than T . This indicates the possible emergence of
additional dip structures of the isentrope curves at high
magnetic field.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

Previous studies [33, 34, 53] have reported that H}!
and H? are related to the re-arrangement of AFM or-
der. Specifically, we find H} is associated with a first-

order phase transition at large angles, i.e. 6 > 30°.
This is evidenced by the significant hysteresis between
the up- and down-sweep dM /dH curves. At small an-
gles, the hysteresis become difficult to distinguish. This
may be caused by the path difference of phase transi-
tion in the parameter space. In our results with different
angles, the values of H! and H? does not show large an-
gle dependence that is consistent with Ref. [34]. On the
other hand, H3? exhibits significant magnetic anisotropy,
as shown in Fig. 2. At 6 ~ 60° or 75°, H? is only
~10 T, while it increases to ~38 T at 6 ~ 0°. Accord-
ing to the MCE results in Fig. 3, AFM order is sup-
pressed at H? under the out-of-plane field, as indicated
by the monotonic decrease in HS with increasing tem-
perature and its connection to T at zero field. The
monotonic suppression of H2 in the T-H phase diagram
is similar with the one for in-plane magnetic field [34].
Such result implies the low-temperature phase above HS
is quantum disordered, consistent with previous specific
heat results, where the specific heat peak representing the
magnetic order could still be observed under the out-of-
plane field up to 19.3 T although it has been significantly
suppressed [29].

It is noteworthy that after the magnetic order is sup-
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FIG. 3. Magnetocaloric Effect measured under the
non-destructive magnetic fields. The field was applied
to the c-axis (# = 0°). Three critical fields, H!, HZ, and
H2, are marked with gray, blue, and red arrows. The finite-
temperature phase boundaries originating from Ty at zero
field and converging towards H? signify the suppression of
AFM ordered phases, as depicted by the black dashed curve
serving as the guide for the eye. The color of entropy at dif-
ferent temperatures are determined by the previous reported
specific heat results [29].



;’(I) T T T T
801"~ S exp? exp.2 calc.
. \? o o Hy;
= (11 3 o o H;,
% 60 - 3 e o o Hg
i QD * & H,
Q 1
? 40 _ S
(o)) ~e o S
g 20l b\\\ . PP
B of o E ~ o % . [
8 oo [¢] 8 O, a BT @ ----- o
0= (“I) 1 1 Ll 1 1 -
0 20 40 60 80

FIG. 4. Field-angle phase diagram determined by the
low temperature experiments and calculations. The
experimental critical fields are obtained by the magnetization
measurement in Fig. 2. “exp.!” and “exp.?” represent the
single-turn coil and non-destructive field data. We use open
circle, open square, solid circle, and solid rhombus to mark
the transitions HY, H2, H3, and H?. The results from DMRG
calculations are also indicated by solid circles and diamonds.
Three phases, i.e., AFM, intermediate quantum disordered
(QD), and PP are separated by the dashed curves which serve
as guides for the eye. Panels (I-III) in the right side show
the static spin structure factors under three field strength at
0 = 0°, demonstrating the distinct characteristics of these
three phases.

pressed at H3, a new phase transition is observed at H} ~
82 T for H || ¢, defining a saturation field. Therefore, we
concluded that the phase between H? and H? is an inter-
mediate phase and show disordered feature. As the inter-
mediate regime across a wide range of external field, i.e.
from 38 to 82 T, it is very robust against magnetic field.
Such behavior is distinct from the field-induced paramag-
netic phase, which should be polarized by the magnetic
field immediately. Therefore, there exists strong quan-
tum fluctuation in this intermediate disordered phase,
which supports that it is a QSL phase [54]. Such MCE
behavior is also consistent with the simulated one previ-
ously proposed for a-RuCl; model [22, 55, 56], e.g., a dip
feature observed in isentropes is found to be relatively
weak near the transition point from AFM to the inter-
mediate quantum disordered phase [55], e.g., near H3
(see Fig. 3), which suggests a small entropy change. This
can be ascribed to the relatively large Kitaev interac-
tion (about 300 K) and low temperature scale associated
with the intermediate-field regime [22, 55, 56]. Conse-
quently, the entropy differences between different phases
are rather limited in the relevant temperature window.
We find this phase only emerges at 6 less than 12°, which
is also very similar to the possible intermediate QSL state
previously reported in a-RuCls experiments [21]. To
clarify this special intermediate phase, the critical fields
are summarized in Fig. 4 with a 6-H phase diagram.

The establishment of a microscopic spin model is es-

sential for elucidating the phases and phase transitions
induced by an external field. In previous neutron stud-
ies, C. Kim et al. proposed that the Kitaev interac-
tion in NayCosTeOg is more reasonably attributed to
be AFM [28]. Certain models containing the AFM Ki-
taev interactions have been contemplated [28, 37, 57],
which are constructed based on the K-I'-I"-J model,
H =3, [KSS] +JS; 8; +T(57S] + 575¢) +

(S} S5 + S?Sf + 5957 + SES})], for Kitaev magnets.
These models share several common features: the Kitaev
(K) interaction, which defines the energy scale, is rang-
ing from 1.0 to 3.5 meV; and I'/|K| is approximately
0.6. In addition, there are also other proposed mod-
els based on ferromagnetic (FM) Kitaev interaction or
XXZ Jy-J3 model [28, 32, 35, 37]. Thus the microscopic
spin model of NasCosTeOg, including both the sign of
K and its interaction form, remains undetermined. To
address this, we conducted DMRG method to simulate
the magnetization process. The calculated magnetiza-
tion curves with these previously proposed models un-
der in-plane and out-of-plane fields are shown in Fig. S2.
We find all of these calculated results show significant
differences compared to the experimental magnetization
process. The primary discrepancy arises from the satu-
rated field of NasCoyTeOg under the out-of-plane field.
The calculated magnetization saturates below 50 T based
on the previously proposed models, while our experi-
mental results demonstrate that the saturation field is
82 T. Therefore, understanding the magnetic interactions
within NasCosTeOg is of particular interest, especially
given the insights provided by recent high-field measure-
ments.

Inspired by the similarities between NasCosTeOg and
a-RuCls, such as the zigzag ground state [31, 32] and
double-peak specific heat [29, 30], as well as the simi-
lar 6-H phase diagram obtained in this study, we con-
jecture that the microscopic spin models of these two
materials share a similar form. Within the framework
of K > 0 [28], we firstly transform the previously pro-
posed spin model for a-RuCls [20, 21] by using the
Chaloupka-Khaliullin transformation [58], and obtain a
effective Hamiltonian with AFM Kitaev interaction: K =
19meV,J=-09|K|,T = —-0.65 |K|, and I" = 0.36 | K.

Based on this newly proposed spin model, we calcu-
late the magnetization process under different field di-
rections, with results consistent with experimental data
(see Fig. S3). Moreover, we have determined the critical
fields from our calculations and also presented them in
Fig. 4, which show good agreement with the experimen-
tal results. Moreover, with the above model, we further
calculate the spin structure factors S(q) under various
out-of-plane fields. At zero and low fields, the S(q) show
peaks at M points in the Brillouin zone, indicating the
antiferromagnetic zigzag order, which agrees well with
neutron experimental results [32, 59]. With the incre-
ment of the fields, the M-point intensity diminishes in
the intermediate-field regime, which signifies the pres-
ence of quantum spin disorder in such phase captured



in our experiments. We also calculate the corresponding
MCE curves under the c-axis fields up to 100 T based
on this effective model, as shown in Fig. S4. In the low-
field region, i.e. less than 55 T, the calculated curves
show consistency with the experimental results, which
further implies the validity of the model. Particularly,
the dome structure of MCE results when temperature
is higher than Ty or field is larger than H?, as shown
in Fig. S4, are also reproduced in the calculated MCE
results.

In short summary, here we note that both the experi-
mental and calculated results support that it is a quan-
tum disordered phase with strong quantum fluctuation
in the intermediate-field regime. The emergence of this
quantum disordered phase in NaysCosTeOg is corrobo-
rated by the microscopic spin model with a large AFM
Kitaev interaction. This indicates that the quantum dis-
ordered intermediate-field phase is most likely caused by
the intrinsic properties of the AFM Kitaev term, and
such intermediate regime is possibly corresponding to a
field-induced QSL in the AFM Kitaev model under the
application of magnetic fields. It warrants further in-
depth investigation into whether this possible QSL phase
is gapped or gapless, which have been discussed in pre-
vious theoretical studies [42, 60].

V. CONCLUSION

We have constructed the field-angle phase diagram
of NagCoyTeOg through magnetization and MCE mea-
surements at high magnetic field. At low temperatures,
NayCoyTeOg enters an AFM phase below 38 T, showing
strong magnetic anisotropy.  After the AFM order
is suppressed by an external field, the system enters
a PP phase for # > 12°. Notably, at smaller 6, an
intermediate disordered phase emerges, determined by
the critical fields H2 and H? at 6 ~ 0° and 12°. This
phase diagram is similar to that of a-RuCls [21]. MCE
measurements provide evidence that this intermediate
phase is disordered, which was not experimentally
proven for a-RuCls previously [21]. The high upper
field boundary of this phase, i.e. H? ~ 82 T, indicates
that this intermediate phase is very robust against the
application of a magnetic field, which further suggests
the presence of strong quantum fluctuations and a

possible connection to the QSL state in field-induced
AFM Kitaev model. Combining experimental data with
DMRG calculations, we propose a microscopic spin
model with a large Kitaev interaction, which places
NayCoyTeOg as a proximate dual Kitaev material to
a-RuClg, through an unitary transformation. This
model explains the anisotropy of the AFM phase in
NayCosTeOg and the quantum disordered intermediate
phase under a perpendicular field. However, the model
struggles with the low-field isotropic phase transition,
likely influenced by three-dimensional interactions not
included in the DMRG calculations based on the two-
dimensional spin model. The broad magnetic isotropic
hump structures in experimental dM /dH data (marked
by gray windows in Fig. 2(a)) also remain unclear, which
may only due to the experimental error as shown in
Fig. S1(a). Compared to a-RuCls, NasCosTeOg is more
robust and less susceptible to damage from external
stress, allowing various measurement methods under
high magnetic fields. This provides a better platform to
understand the nature of the possible intermediate-field
QSL phase under an out-of-plane magnetic field.
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Fig. S1. Reproducibility of magnetization measurement. a The comparison between the first and second magnetization
measurement for § ~ 0°; b and ¢ the comparison between up- and down-sweep data in the second magnetization measurement
for 6 ~ 0°.

Supplementary Materials

A. Experimental details of Magnetization Measurement and Its Reproducibility

Magnetization data. To confirm the high field phase transition H? for H || ¢ is not caused from the artificial
effect, we present the magnetization results of two independent experiments, as shown in Fig. S1(a). The field values
of phase transitions H!~* show good agreement in these two independent experiments. We also show the good
agreement between the up-sweep and down-sweep data in Fig. S1(b) and (c) for the second measurement. In the
up-sweep result, the initial noise (from 0 to 50 T) prohibit the observation of small anomalies, such as H2. Therefore,
we only present the down-sweep magnetization data in the maintext.

B. Determination of the Effective Model for Nas;Co;TeOg

Results computed based on previous models. In Fig. S2; through density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) method, we computed the magnetization curves with fields applied along a* and c-axis for several spin
models previously proposed for NagsCoyTeOg [28, 32, 35, 37, 57]. The calculations are performed on the Y-type
cylinder (YC) W x L x 2 lattices with width W = 8 and length L = 12, with bond dimension D = 256 and truncation
error less than 107°. By converting to experimental units based on their reported energy scales [28, 32, 35, 37, 57],
we observed discrepancies of transition fields between these simulated results and our measured curves, e.g., for the
out-of-plane field along ¢ direction, neither of the computed results exhibits features indicative of two phase transitions
at around 35 T and 82 T (see Fig. S2a-c,e-h). Consequently, we surmise that these models are not well-equipped to
explain our experimental observations that presented in the main text.

The effective Hamiltonian for Na;Co;TeOg. Drawing upon our previous experience in determining the
Hamiltonian for a-RuCls [55], we have refined it to propose the following parameters based on the K-J-I'-T” honeycomb
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Fig. S2. Magnetization curves of various proposed models for Na;Co,TeOs by employing the DMRG method.
a-c In-plane and out-of-plane results with parameters from “Kim2021” [28], “Lin2022” [57], and “Samarakoon2021B” [37]
with K > 0. d The calculated results by our model proposed in this work. e,f Magnetizations with parameters from
“Songvilay2020” [35] and “Samarakoon2021A” [37] with K < 0. g,h Calculated curves by XXZ J;1-J3 models proposed in
“Kim2021B” [28] and “Ya02022” [32]. The energy scale (meV) and the ratio between typical I'' and K interactions are
indicated in each panels.

model:

H= Y [KS]S] +JSi-S; + T (7S] +5/85)
(4,3}~ (81)
e B « B
+1(S] 85 + 8785 + 5787 + 5787l

Here, S; = {S7, 57,57} represents the set of pseudo spin-1/2 operators acting at the i site. The parameter K = 19 meV
denotes the antiferromagnetic Kitaev interaction and is set as the energy scale; J = —0.9035K stands for the nearest-
neighbor isotropic Heisenberg term; I' = —0.65K and I" = 0.3597K are the non-Heisenberg exchange couplings.
The notation (i,7), signifies a nearest-neighbor pair connected by a v-type bond, where {«, 3,v} refers to a cyclic
permutation of {x,y, z}.

The magnetization process under tilted field angles. Based on the above parameters, we can calculate
the magnetization results under various tilted fields applied within the a*c-plane as shown in Fig. S3a-f (also in

Fig. S2d). The angle 6 with respect to c-axis indicating the direction of field and is represented by cos(H)[\/g —

%ﬁig), \/g, \/g + %ﬁig)] in the spin space (5%, S¥, S%). We find the curves and their derivatives for
different 6 exhibit trends that are in agreement with experimental measurements and are largely consistent in a
qualitative sense. For example, under perpendicular magnetic fields (uoH || ¢, 0 = 0°, see Fig. S3f), the dM/dH curve
exhibits two peaks corresponding to the transition fields pgHs ~ 33 T and pgHy ~ 86 T measured experimentally;
while for the in-plane field case (uoH || a*, @ = 90°, see Fig. S3a), the phase transition occurs only at about 6 T. The
calculations are performed on YC4x6x2 lattices, with kept bond dimension D = 512.

Intermediate disorder phase. The two transition fields at H3 and H, under the perpendicular magnetic field
(see Fig. S3f) indicates the presence of an intermediate phase. In the bottom panels of Fig. S3, we have computed
the static spin-structure factors with zero field (Fig. S3g) and within the low-field phase (uoH ~ 25 T, Fig. S3h),
intermediate-field phase (uoH ~ 68 T, Fig. S3i), and saturated field conditions (uoH ~ 103 T, Fig. S3j), subtracting
the influence of the magnetic field background. At low magnetic fields, we find that there is a notable intensity peak
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Fig. S3. Magnetization process under tilted fields and the spin-structure factors. a-f Magnetization curves and
their derivatives under different 6 angles within the a*c-plane, where the shaded regions indicate the field strength of phase
transitions as measured experimentally, and arrows denote the transition fields obtained from DMRG calculations based on
our K-J-T-I'" model. g-j Contour plots of static spin-structure factors at various magnitudes of the c-axis magnetic field, i.e.,
g0T, h25T,i68 T and j 103 T.

observed at the M-point [c.f., Fig. S3g,h]. These observations are consistent with the low-field results in neutron
experiments [32, 57, 59]. In the intermediate-field regime, the antiferromagnetic order at M-point is suppressed, and
the static spin-structure factor does not manifest any characteristic peaks but exhibits some brightness at the I' point
[c.f., Fig. S3i]. Such results resemble those found in a-RuCls [55], supporting the hypothesis that the intermediate
phase is a disordered state (potentially a quantum spin liquid with either no gap or a very small gap [56]). Upon
subtracting the magnetic field background in the high-field regime, no features are observed [Fig. S3j], suggesting that
the phase above the transition field Hy corresponds to a trivial paramagnetic phase.

C. The calculated magnetocaloric effect based on the effective spin model

Calculated results of the magnetocaloric effect curves. In Fig. S4, we show the magnetocaloric effect
(MCE) results with isentropes originating from a range of low temperatures. The finite-temperature calculations are
performed by exponential tensor renormalization group (XTRG) method [62-64] on the YCW x L x 2 lattices, with
width W = 4 and length L = 6, and bond dimension D = 200. The magnetic field is applied along c-axis.

Within the low-field regime, these curves exhibit a persistent increase as the magnetic field strength is enhanced.
Notably, a pronounced enhancement is observed around 35 T, consistent with the proposed transition field H2. Given
that the low-field transitions, H}! and H?, are associated with the reorganization of antiferromagnetic order [33, 34, 53],
and are likely influenced by three-dimensional interactions, they fall beyond the scope of our calculations based on
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Fig. S4. Magnetocaloric effect calculated by the XTRG method. The field is applied along c-axis (0 = 0°), and
the color coding indicate the values of thermal entropy S/In2. Two transition fields H2 and H7? determined from the DMRG
results are also indicated by the red arrows.

the effective two-dimensional spin models. In the high-field regime, an intriguing feature is observed: a dip in the
isentropes, which becomes evident at approximately 86 T, near the transition field H2. Such curves are also in excellent
agreement with the ground-state DMRG data. Therefore, we note that the calculated MCE data not only corroborate
the experimental evidence but also suggest further detection for the intermediate-field quantum disordered phase. If
experiments could be conducted at higher magnetic fields, MCE studies would be crucial in exploring and confirming
the existence of this phase.
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