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Abstract

Bilayer Crls attracted much attention owing to peculiar switching between the layered ferromag-
netic and antiferromagnetic order upon stacking alternation. This finding pointed out the impor-
tance of the apparently small interlayer exchange, yet, existing literature addresses only its isotropic
part. To fill this gap, we combine the density functional theory with Hamiltonian modeling to ex-
amine the anisotropic interlayer exchange in bilayer Crls — Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DMI) and the
Kitaev interaction (KI). We develop and apply a novel computational procedure that yields the
off-diagonal exchange matrix elements with peV accuracy. Inspecting two types of bilayer stack-
ing, we found a weak interlayer KI and much stronger DMI between the sublattices of monoclinic
bilayer and their complete absence in thombohedral bilayer. We show how these anisotropic inter-
actions depend on the interlayer distance, stacking sequence, and the spin-orbit coupling strength
and suggest the dominant superexchange processes at play. In addition, we demonstrate that the
single-ion anisotropy largely depends on stacking, increasing by 50% from monoclinic to rhombo-
hedral structure. Remarkably, our findings prove that iodines, owing to their spatially extended 5p
orbitals featuring strong spin-orbit coupling, are extremely efficient in mediating DMI across the
van der Waals gap in two-dimensional magnetic heterostructures. Given that similar findings were
previously demonstrated only in metallic multilayers where the DMI shows a much longer range,
our study gives promise that the chiral control of spin textures can be achieved in two-dimensional

semiconducting magnetic bilayers whose ligands feature strong spin-orbit coupling.



I. INTRODUCTION

Since the long sought discovery of two-dimensional (2D) magnets finally happened with
Crls and CryGeyTegl?, a large stream of scientific efforts has been directed towards achiev-
ing new capabilities with magnetic van der Waals (VAW) heterostructures® 7. Given the
diversity of 2D materials, there is a profusion of possible magnetic VAW heterostructures
that offer endless possibilities. Yet, to find intriguing phenomena, one doesn’t need to look
any further from the two layers of Crl;. So far, the magnetic properties of bilayer Crls
are manipulated by electric fields®?, electrostatic doping!'®, pressure!!, and twisting'?. In
addition, theoretical studies proposed to switch the direction of magnetization in one of its
layers by spin-orbit torque'® and predicted the magnetic photogalvanic effect'®, magnetic
polarons'®, and magnetoelectric response in bilayer CrIz!6. Yet, to efficiently exploit the
possibilities offered by bilayer Crls in new concept devices, one has to truly understand the
mechanism of the exchange coupling between the layers.

Monolayer Crl; is composed of chromium atoms arranged in a honeycomb lattice sur-
rounded by edge-sharing iodine octahedra. Below the Curie temperature the S = 3/2
spins on Cr atoms are parallel and the monolayer Crlz is a ferromagnet (FM) with an
out-of-plane magnetization'" . The magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE), that is absolutely
necessary for the long-range magnetic order to persist in 2D crystals at finite temperatures®,
emerges in Crlz from an interplay between the single-ion anisotropy (SIA) and the two-ion
anisotropy (TTA) occurring between the nearest neighbors Cr ions'™?!. The TIA is usu-
ally derived within the generalized Heisenberg-Kitaev model and gives rise, in addition to
the conventional isotropic Heisenberg exchange, to the Kitaev exchange and to the sym-
metric pseudo-dipolar interaction, depending on the bond-orientation. These terms, which
we will generally label as ”Kitaev-like interaction” (KI), refer to the traceless symmetric
part of the most general expression for bilinear spin-spin interactions?? and cooperate with
dipole-dipole interaction in shaping the total magnetic anisotropy??. Like SIA, the KI in
Crl3 comes mostly from the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) on iodine atoms. MAE scales with
the ligand SOC strength, being instrumental to Crl; showing a higher Curie temperature
(T¢) than the isostructural CrBrs and CrClz, whose ligands feature much weaker SOC than
iodines?* 27, Besides SIA and KI, SOC can give rise to the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction

(DMI). However, the presence of an inversion center in the nearest neighbor Cr-Cr bonds



imposes that this antisymmetric part of the anisotropic exchange is exactly zero. On the
other hand the DMI is allowed between the next-nearest Cr neighbors and, although being
tiny, it can play an important role in gaping the magnon spectra?®.

In addition to magnetic properties that bilayer Crlz inherits from its constitutive layers,
the interlayer exchange has proven extremely important as it can affect the direction of
layers’ magnetizations. It is an order of magnitude weaker than the intralayer exchange, but
the possibility to tune it via stacking alternations made it a subject of numerous studies. For
example, if we adopt the stacking from bulk Crl; that crystallizes either in rhombohedral (the
low temperature or LT phase, R3 space group) or monoclinic lattice (the high temperature or
HT phase, C'//2m space group)®, we end up with two different bilayer structures that we refer
to as the LT and the HT structure (Fig. 1a-b). Here the theoretical'®3%33 and experimental*
studies agree: the LT stacking favors the FM ordering of layers’ magnetizations, whereas
the HT stacking leads to layered antiferromagnetic (AFM) order. However, being realized
through (at least) two iodines, the interlayer Cr-Cr coupling is mostly of super-superexchange
type, which makes its microscopic description complicated due to a high number of relevant
hopping processes33:36.

In bilayer Crlz studies galore the interlayer exchange is most often considered isotropic.
This is a reasonable assumption, given that the bilayer Crlz lattice is centrosymmetric and
thus the DMI is forbidden, whereas the KI, if nonzero, is usually very small. However, the
strict constraints imposed on DMI by the global symmetry of the structure by no means
forbid the DMI to appear locally, between the specific neighbors. Moreover, if the DMI
exists between the specific neighbors and the global symmetry constraints are somehow
removed — the macroscopic DMI can emerge as well. New studies warm up such expectations
showing that skyrmions — topologically protected particle-like spin textures that usually
appear as a consequence of DMI — can be induced via moire magnetic exchange interactions

12,3738 Speaking of interlayer DMI in general, Vedmedenko et al.?”

in twisted bilayer Crls
proposed the atomistic model that predicts the formation of global chiral spin textures
due to interlayer DMI between the ferromagnetic layers coupled through a nonmagnetic
spacer. Recently, chiral control of spin textures is experimentally achieved in ferromagnetic
TbFe/Pt/Co thin films, where the out-of-plane magnetization of ThFe is DMI-coupled with

the in-plane magnetization of Co%. In this multilayer system the interlayer DMI is strong

because the Pt atoms carry the conductive electrons that feature strong SOC. Having this



in mind, the question is whether the iodine ligands, that also have considerable SOC, can
play the role of DMI-mediator in bilayer Crl3. Moreover, having in mind the importance of
KI in monolayer Crls, how strong is the interlayer KI in bilayer Crl3?

We present a theoretical study that combines the density functional theory (DFT) and
Hamiltonian modeling in calculating the anisotropic part of the interlayer exchange in bi-
layer Crl3. The manuscript is organized as follows: we start by presenting the employed
computational approach in Subsection II A and describe the model Hamiltonian that ex-
presses the coupling between two perpendicular spins in Subsection II B. The ability of the
perpendicular-spins model to capture the changes in DF'T band energies is demonstrated in
Subsection IT C. The validity of the model is extended to describe the coupling between fully
magnetized layers in Subsection II D, where we reveal a considerable DMI and an order of
magnitude weaker KI between the sublattices of bilayer Crl;. We demonstrate how both
DMI and KI depend on structural transformations and the SOC strength in Subsection ITE,
suggesting possible superexchange mechanisms governing these interactions. Finally, in Sec-
tion IIT we summarize the study by proposing a 2D magnetic heterostructure that should
be a suitable platform for realizing the interlayer DMI coupling of layers’ magnetizations,

similar to that experimentally achieved in metallic thin films.

II. RESULTS
A. Computational approach

We model the bilayer Crlz by stacking two Crlj layers in rhombohedral (LT) and monoclinic
(HT) sequences (Fig. 1). The structural details and computational parameters of DFT
calculations are given in the Section IV. In order to study the coupling between the two spins
from different layers, we need to isolate them from the rest of the magnetic environment.
To solve this problem, we use the 2 x 2 supercell and replace by Al all the Cr atoms except
the two inspected ones (Fig. 1c). Al, like Cr, is trivalent so it doesn’t perturb much the
surrounding iodine ligand field. Therefore, the two remaining Cr atoms end up embedded
into nonmagnetic crystalline environment that is reminiscent of that in bilayer Crlz. To check
the validity of the atomic replacement method, we calculated the STA and the intralayer

nearest-neighbor exchange tensor [J; of monolayer Crl; and compared the results to those



obtained with the reference four-state method*' in Supplementary Information.

FIG. 1: Bilayer Crls with LT (a) and HT (b) stacking. Atoms from the upper layer are colored
by brighter nuances. The HT structure is obtained from LT when the upper layer is translated by
a2/3 (c) One pair of Cr atoms immersed into the Crls-like environment with Cr atoms replaced
by Al Spins on Cr atoms are depicted by thick green arrows. The rotation axis is parallel to S;

and the spin quantization axis is parallel to So.

In calculating the interlayer exchange tensors, we follow a two-step computational proce-
dure: in the first step the electron density and the Kohn-Sham wavefunctions are obtained
from noncollinear self-consistent field calculations (SCF) without SOC. The directions of
spins S; and S, on Cr atoms are constrained perpendicular to one another (Fig. 1c) using
the penalty functional*?. In the second step the Kohn-Sham wavefunctions from the first

step are used, the SOC is included on all the atoms and the sum of the band energies are



calculated for different directions of the spin quantization axis. The spin S, is kept parallel
to the spin quantization axis so that it rotates together with it, whereas the direction of
S; is unaffected by this rotation (see Fig. 1c). Given that only the sum of band energies
is used, our procedure can be applied to any system provided that the use of the magnetic
force theorem is justified*®>*>. The benchmark of our method is provided in Supplemen-
tary Information, but here we want to stress that our method can save more than 50% of

computational time without affecting the accuracy of the reference four-state method*!46.

B. Hamiltonian of two perpendicular spins

Here we derive the model describing the coupling of two perpendicular spins, that is used
for mapping the differences between DFT band energies obtained for different directions of
the spin quantization axis. In closer detail, we suppose that the two spins belong to different
layers, but the model works perfectly fine if spins are from the same layer.

The total energy of such two-spin system is
E = Enm + S1JS2 4+ S1.4181 + S245S,, (1)

where FE,,, is the nonmagnetic contribution, J is an exchange tensor that couples spins S;
and Sy, and A; is the SIA tensor of layer ¢. If the layers are of the same material and magnetic
atoms are Wyckoff partners sharing the same site symmetries, we have A; = Ay = A.
Without loss of generality let us choose the coordinate system by fixing S; along the z-axis
and placing Ss in the zy-plane. Now, S; = (0,0,5;) and Sy = (53 cos(¢), Sasin(¢),0) so
that the spin configuration is completely determined by a single parameter — the angle ¢

between the S, and the z-axis. The Eq. 1 turns into

E(9) = Ec + 5155 ( 1oz c08(6) + Juy sin(6) ) + S3( A sin®(9) + A, sin(20))

=FEc+ E;(¢) + Ea(o),

(2)

where we introduced the parameters A_ = A,, — A,, and A, = (A4,, + A,,)/2 for con-
venience and E¢ = Euy, + A..S? + Any§ comprises all the terms that are ¢-independent.
The important terms for our discussion are the exchange interaction energy F;(¢) and the
contribution from the single-ion anisotropy F4(¢). If we interchange the roles of S; and S

the Eq. 2 yields J,, and J,.. If we further change the rotation axis from z to z we obtain



Jyy and Jy, (and J,, and J,, that we have already). Therefore, by considering the sets of
spin configurations that we denote as {S; || z <+ S © 2z} and {S; || <+ Sy © z}, one
obtains all the off-diagonal J-matrix elements.
In general, the J tensor decomposes into the isotropic Heisenberg exchange and the
anisotropic DMI (antisymmetric) and KI (symmetric)6,
T= ST 457~ [5T+T7) ~ STHIL| = ST+ D+ K. (3)

Heisenberg exchange DMI anisotropic symmetric exchange

By assumption, the spins are perpendicular and the Heisenberg exchange between them
vanishes. Thus, the exchange energy contains only the DMI and the KI contributions,
E;(¢) = Epm(¢) + Ex(¢). The DMI is usually expressed as the mixed vector product,
Epy = D - (Sy X Ss), which introduces the Dzyaloshinskii vector,

1
D= (Da:a Dy; Dz) = §<Jyz - Jzya sz - sz> J:L‘y - Jy:r:) (4)

For a system with a well defined symmetry, the direction of D can be (at least partially)
determined with the help of Moriya rules??. In Supplementary Information we derive the
Moriya rules in a form that is more suitable for our purposes.

Within {81 | 24> So O z} spin configurations, the total variation of the Kitaev energy
is ABg = 25,5 (K2, + Kfy)lﬂ. In analogy to DMI, it is convenient to introduce the vector
K= %(Jyz + Loy, Jow + Jazy Juy + Jyx) that quantifies the strength of KI by AF /25,5y =
(KZ+ K2)'/2. Note that in general the matrix K, unlike D, contains the diagonal elements
as well that are out of reach of this method as their calculation require the (anti)parallel
spin configurations. Therefore, strictly speaking for a given reference frame the parameter
K quantifies the strength of the off-diagonal part of the Kitaev interaction.

From Eq. 2, we define the STA constant as A = AF4/S?, where AFE, is the total variation
of the STA energy term E4(¢) for the rotation of spin S around a given axis. It can be
easily derived that, for a fixed rotation axis, the energy E4(¢) reaches extrema at gzﬁa—L =
arcsin (% + Wﬁ> 2 and its total variation is AE4 = |E(¢g) — E(¢o + 7/2)|. If spin
rotates around the z-axis, the in-plane SIA constant Aj is obtained, whereas if it rotates
around the z-(or y-) axis the fitting gives the out-of-plane SIA constant, A;. To sum up all
being written about this model, if one performs the DFT calculations for {S; || z +» Sy © 2}

and {81 | x <> Sy O x} sets of spin configurations, the D, K, A, and A are obtained



from fitting to Eq. 2. We discuss this below for the cases of two Cr atoms from different

layers.

C. Interlayer coupling of perpendicular Cr magnetic moments

Bilayer Crls is an illustrative example as it reveals a few different scenarios of interlayer
exchange coupling and elucidates the important role of the symmetry of local environment
around Cr ions. We will refer to Cr ions pair with its surrounding ligands as “the CrL,—
[,Cr cluster” (n is the number of ligands that participate in the exchange path between
Cr ions). We consider the nearest and the next-nearest interlayer neighbors in both LT
and HT structures. The coordinate system is chosen in a way so that the Cr-Cr bond is
along the z-axis, while the z-axis is perpendicular to the Crly plane (see Fig. 2a). For
each considered structure, we perform the symmetry analysis to double check whether the
calculated off-diagonal J-matrix elements comply with the extended Moriya rules exposed
in Supplementary Information.

Starting with the LT bilayer, the nearest and the next-nearest interlayer Cr neighbors
are modeled by LT; and LTy structures (see Fig. 2a-b). In LT; the Cr-Cr bond displays
inversion, threefold rotation axis parallel to the bond, and three vertical mirror planes.
Therefore, the symmetry of Crl3—I3Cr cluster in LT} satisfies three Moriya rules (a,c,e) and
consequently the exchange matrix must be diagonal. In complete agreement our calculations
give all the zeros at the off-diagonal slots of the exchange matrix (Jir; in Eq. S1). Moving
further to next-nearest neighbors, the Crlo—I,Cr cluster in LT, has only the spatial-inversion
symmetry (Moriya rule a) and the exchange matrix is symmetric, thus forbidding the DMI.
On the other hand, no symmetry rule forbids the KI and our calculations reveal K = 32 pueV
(Table I). From this example one can actually see the Kitaev interaction in action: with
S; fixed along the z-axis and S, rotating around it, the energy of the system is changing
according to the cardioid pattern which is the direct consequence of the KI (see the polar
plot in Fig. 2b).

Moving the discussion to HT stacking, the z-axis is a twofold rotational axis for both
Crl,-I,Cr in HT; and CrI-ICr cluster in HTs structure (see Fig. 2¢c-d). Given that the Cr-Cr
bond is perpendicular to x-axis, these two cases fall into the Moriya rule d category. Taking

into account the choice of the global coordinate system, the symmetry implies Jy, = —J,y,



3 mirror planes }

FIG. 2: The structures used for modeling the nearest and the next-nearest interlayer Cr neighbors
in LT and HT bilayer (upper panel). The four corresponding Crl,,-1,,Cr clusters are depicted in the
middle panel and their symmetries are denoted. Yellow discs show the polar plots of the E(¢)— Ey,
where E(¢) is the sum of band energies for the angle ¢ of the spin quantization axis, and FEjy is
the minimum of band energies around the given rotation axis. In d) the oco-shaped energy curve

corresponds to the HTY structure with I atoms from CrI-ICr cluster replaced by CL

Jow = —Jps, and J,, = Jy,. Although KI is not forbidden by symmetry, our calculations
reveal its total absence in HT; structure and a small K of 25 ueV in HTs.

Strikingly, both the nearest and the next-nearest interlayer neighbors in HT structure
display considerable DMI in the range of 150 —200 eV (Table I). In Moriya’s seminal paper,
the DMI is derived from SOC and it is shown that the DM energy is linear in SOC?%. Given
that the SOC on iodine (and not on chromium) gives the major contribution to MAE of

17,21,47

monolayer Crl , we assume that it is also responsible for the interlayer DMI in bilayer



TABLE I: The magnitude and the components of Dzyaloshinskii and Kitaev vectors. The last two

columns present the out-of-plane and the in-plane STA constants.

)

structure [peV —|||D[|Dz| Dy | D, |||K|| K| Ky| K. || AL| 4

LT, (Fig. 2a 0 010 0(010]0]253| 0

)
LT, (Fig. 2b) 0 0 | 0 ||32]-14]24|-16|[240] 1
HT; (Fig. 2¢)  ||175| 0 | 50 |-168] 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 ||172| 19

HT, (Fig. 2d)  ||166| 0 |-166| -4 || 25 |-25| 0 | 0 ||173] 12

o o o o O

HT% (CrCIl-CICr) || 14 -14 | 3 1]-1|0]0 |163|186

Crl3. This assumption can be tested through ligand replacement. The SOC constant for
valence electrons in solids scales as A ~ 1/Z2, where Z is the atomic number®®. Therefore,
if iodines are replaced with chlorine, by the rule of thumb the DMI would be reduced by
Z})ZE ~ 10 times. This simple estimate works surprisingly well, as we reveal that the
D is reduced 12 times when the two iodines in HT cluster are replaced by chlorine (see
Fig. 2d and Table I). Moreover, this example proves the local character of the interlayer
DMI, showing that only the ligands in the vicinity of Cr-Cr pair play a role in mediating
this anisotropic interaction. Otherwise, the DMI would not be reduced so drastically even
after the [—Cl replacement in the CrI-ICr cluster because the other iodines are still present
in the structure. The dependence of DMI on SOC is further discussed in Subsection I1E.
To the best of our knowledge, the effect of stacking on SIA is not addressed in previous
studies of bilayer or bulk Crlz. Most often, it is assumed that the SIA obtained from
calculations on the monolayer persists in bilayer and bulk. However, STA is a local property
and is thus sensitive to changes of the spin environment, e.g. by altering the stacking
sequence in bilayer. Remarkably, we obtained the increase of 50% in A, from HT to LT
stacking (Table I). Given that SIA largely contributes to magnetic anisotropy, one must take
this change into account when estimating the critical temperature of bilayer or bulk Crl;.
Further, we obtained that LT bilayer is isotropic to the in-plane spin rotations (A = 0) like
in the monolayer CrI3*”, but not in HT bilayer where a small in-plane STA of A ~ 10—20 eV
is induced by stacking. This in-plane SIA is responsible for the distortion of the cardioid
that corresponds to the HTy structure, Fig. 2c. Taking into account all being written in

this Section, one should be truly careful in ascribing the monolayer magnetic properties to
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bilayer and bulk VAW magnets, as the interlayer interactions proved more important than

was initially expected.

D. Interlayer coupling of perpendicular magnetizations

In this Subsection we move away from the two-spin systems and provide the description
of coupling between the fully magnetized layers with perpendicular magnetizations. With
fully magnetized layers, we assume that all the spins in the layer point to the same direction.
In general, when spins are randomly distributed, the total energy of N x N bilayer Crls
(that contains 2N? spins per layer) is a sum of the nonmagnetic energy, the contributions
from the intralayer and interlayer exchange coupling of spins, and SIA contributions at each
spin site,

2N?2

2N? 2N?
1
Ey=Exom+ . S5J5,80+ Y 3 > SIS+ Y. Siz'ASiz:|7 (5)

i1,ia=1 1=12 L% 4 5=1 =1
where [ = 1,2 is the layer index and #; and j; are indices numbering the spin sites. The
interlayer exchange tensor jﬁlz describes the coupling between the spins 7; and iy from
different layers, whereas the intralayer exchange tensor J;7; describes the coupling between
spins 7; and 7; from the same layer [.
If we assume that all the spins belonging to one layer point to the same direction, i.e.
S;, = S, the Eq. 5 greatly simplifies,
E = Eum + S (ﬁlA? FTX g+ T, + jng%)SQ +3° S;(%Jf + %Jg’ + 2A) S, (6)

~ l

gt

where E = Ex/N? and E,y, = Enum/N? are the total and the non-magnetic energy ex-
pressed per unit cell. In Eq. 6 the contributions from A and B sublattices (see Fig. 1a,b) are
separated in a sense that jﬁl B, describes the interlayer coupling between all the spins at A;
sites with all the spins at By sites (N? of each). The tensor J4* describes the interaction of
a single spin at A site with all the other spins from the same layer. If we specify the spins

S1 =(0,0,51) and Sy = (S2 cos(¢), Sasin(¢),0) the Eq. 6 reads

E(9) = Ec + 5155 ( 7%, cos(@) + J2, sin(6) ) + $3(Q_sin(6) + Qs sin(20) ), (7)
which is the same equation as Eq. 2. The parameters ()_ and ), stemming from J and

11



A will be used solely for fitting purposes and will not be further discussed, as our focus is
on J*t.

We calculated the off-diagonal elements of J+-matrix for HT bilayer and obtained a
weak interlayer KI of K = 18 ueV. On the other hand, already from the spatial-inversion
symmetry of HT bilayer we know that there is no DMI as the A; Ay (A1 Bs) contribution
to the Dzyaloshinskii vector exactly cancels that from BBy (BjAsz). Nevertheless, this
does not mean that the interlayer DMI between the sublattices is zero. To inspect this,
we modeled the A;A; sublattice of the HT structure by replacing the Cr atoms of the
By By sublattice with Al (Fig. 3a) and obtained the Dzyaloshinskii vector with a magnitude
of Dy,a, = 236 peV. This is a remarkable result, as the estimated % ratio is 80% (J
from Ref.3!), much higher than the 10% threshold which is already considered promising

for skyrmionics®® 51,

Compared with the experimental results, the Dy, 4, is twice higher
than the interlayer DM energy reported for ThFe/Pt/Co multilayers, which is among the

strongest interlayer DMI realized in experiments?C.

E. Dependence of DMI/KI on structural transformations and SOC

As shown in Fig. 3b, the magnitude of both the DMI and KI display a fast, exponential-
like decrease when the interlayer distance L is larger than ~ 3 A, consistently with the
expected weak interaction between the layers across the VAW gap. At shorter separation, the
evolution with L suggests a more complicated situation, especially for the KI which displays
a non-monotonic behavior. Assuming a superexchange-like mechanism for both interactions,
the dependence on the interlayer distance can be rationalized taking into account the possible
exchange paths involving different transfer integrals (hopping terms) between Cr and I ions
and their expected dependence on the relative bond lengths [. One can identify three
such hopping terms, corresponding to dc,-dc, direct hopping (¢; o< {7°), dc,-p; hopping
(ty o I77/2) and pr-p; hopping (t3 oc [72), where we adopted the bond-length dependence of
Harrison®?. In perturbation theory, the exchange interaction can be expressed quite generally
as a sum of terms each with the form " F(\, U, A), where F'(\, U, A) is a polynomial function
of atomic SOC A, charge transfer energy A, and on-site Coulomb interaction U and the
exponent n depends on the number of hopping terms involved in the exchange path. For

instance, the contribution to the exchange interaction arising from the direct d-d hopping

12
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FIG. 3: (a) Magnitudes of the Dzyaloshinskii (D) and Kitaev (K') vectors as a function of interlayer
distance for A; A, sublattice of HT structure. Dashed lines are fitted lines with parameters c{% =
95 eVA ' o =13 VAT D = =546 x 105 eVA ', ¢ = —0.98 x 103 VAT (B =
1.11 x 10> eVA™'® and c{% —0.19 x 10° ¢VA™'®. In the inset the D and K dependence on SOC
constant is depicted as calculated for L = 3.48 A (dashed lines displaying the fitting power function
discussed in the text). (b) The D and K dependence on the stacking sequence from LT to HT

structure for L = 3.48 A. Continuous lines are guides for the eye.

between Cr atoms scales as t3 o< [71% ~ L719 Similarly, a Cr-I-Cr exchange path involving
a single ligand I-p intermediate state would scale as t3 ~ L™, while a Cr-I-I-Cr exchange
path would also include a p-p transfer integral, scaling overall as t3t3 ~ L™'®. Neglecting

the details of the bond geometries and the angular dependence of each transfer integral and
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assuming that the dependence on the interlayer distance inherits the same scaling law of

hopping terms, one can derive a general functional expression for both D and K that reads
[(L)=S0 4 Ga Qs (8)

where I stands for D or K and ¢! are fitting parameters effectively including all the compli-
cated dependence on interaction matrix elements. We stress the fact that different exchange
paths can give rise to perturbation terms with the same scaling dependence on the interlayer
distance, that are effectively regrouped in Eq. 8. As an example, the Cr-I-Cr exchange path
shares the same L~1* dependence with a process where an electron is transferred from one
Cr—d to the other magnetic atom through both ligands and then transferred back via a
direct d-d process.

Despite the underlying crude approximations, Eq. 8 captures surprisingly well the evolu-
tion of both DMI and KI as a function of the overall interlayer distance, as shown in Fig.
3b. Remarkably, the non-monotonic dependence of KI can be quite naturally interpreted as
arising from the competition of different super-superexchange processes occurring across the
VAW gap. Notwithstanding the phenomenological nature of the fitting parameters, some
general trends can be deduced. For both interaction terms, ¢!, is negative while ¢!, and clq
are positive: the largest coefficients are those involving p-p hopping terms, which dominate at
short separation, while in the opposite limit the first term — showing a slower decay — prevails.
For instance, at the optimal distance Loy, = 3.48 A, one has D(Lgy) = (366 — 143 +20) peV
and K (L) = (50 — 25 + 3) peV, with the dominant contribution arising from the slow-
decaying cl,L71% term: a compression of 18% causes an increase of both interactions by
more than 300% and 140%, respectively, but the first two terms in Eq. 8 largely compensate
each other and the third term starts to kick in, as D(0.82Lpt) = (2.66 — 2.30 + 0.70) meV
and K (0.82Lyp) = (0.36 — 0.41 + 0.12) meV.

It is worth reminding that the intralayer Kitaev interaction in monolayer Crlz (not to be
confused with K as defined in Subsection II B) has been shown to scale quadratically with
ligand iodine SOC, the transition-metal SOC contribution being negligible?!. The superex-
change mechanisms leading to anisotropic exchange interactions are therefore different from
those discussed in the seminal Moriya’s paper??, where it was assumed that the spin of the
magnetic atom couples to its own orbital moment. On the other hand, the microscopic mech-

anisms at play are analogous to those analysed for related transition-metal dihalides, sharing
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with trihalides similar local bonding environments and strong magnetic anisotropies®®**. To
shed light on SOC dependence of interlayer anisotropic exchange couplings in bilayer Crls,
we varied the SOC constant from A = 0 (no SOC) to A = 2\ (double the original value), as
shown in the inset of Fig. 3b, and fitted the values to the power function g(\) = goA™. The
fit yielded np = 1.03 and nx = 2.19 (see Fig. 3c), meaning that D is a linear function of A
whereas K has nearly quadratic behavior as the intralayer Kitaev interaction. The scaling
analysis on both SOC and interlayer distance suggests that superexchange mechanisms are
effective in Crls bilayer despite the presence of a VAW gap.

To examine the influence of a stacking sequence we gradually translated the upper layer
along the a, lattice vector, starting from the LT and ending with the HT structure (Fig. 3c).
The different behavior of D and K with stacking alteration demonstrates the importance
of angles in the Cr-I-I-Cr bonds for hopping processes that are governing the interlayer
interaction. Along the inspected direction of translation, K reaches it’s maximum of 33 pueV
on the halfway between the LT and HT, whereas the maximum of D of 236 pueV is in the
HT structure. It is interesting to see that for structures that are intermediate between LT
and HT the DMI and KI are the same order of magnitude. Note that in order to find the
global maximum of D and K one should inspect all possible directions, which is a demanding

computational task that goes out of the scope of the present work.

III. DISCUSSION

DFT calculations supported by Hamiltonian modeling reveal strong interlayer DMI in A; A,
(B1B3) sublattice of HT bilayer Crls. At the microscopic scale, DMI in HT bilayer emerges
between the nearest and the next-nearest interlayer Cr neighbors due to broken local spatial
inversion. However, due to the global Cy symmetry of sublattices, the contributions from
A1 As and B; B, cancel each other resulting in zero net macroscopic DMI. In addition to
DMI, there is an order of magnitude weaker interlayer KI that does not vanish due to
symmetry. In LT structure there is no DMI as the Cr-Cr pair with their surrounding iodines
are centrosymmetric. Despite the DMI in HT structure dies out at the macroscopic scale,
the main result of this work is the demonstration of the ability of iodine ligands to efficiently
mediate the anisotropic exchange between the magnetic layers. This ability comes from the

strong SOC of spatially extended I-5p orbitals and is impaired if iodine atoms are replaced
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by other ligands that have weaker SOC. The developed computational procedure offers
unprecedented accuracy in calculating the anisotropic exchange interactions. Being quite
general, it can be applied in any magnetic material provided that the use of the magnetic
force theorem is physically sound. The symmetry analysis and the benchmark with the
reference four-state method firmly support the accuracy offered by our method. In addition
to the detailed analysis of the anisotropic interlayer exchange, we demonstrated that STA
heavily depends on stacking. Therefore, in estimating the Curie temperature of bilayer or
bulk VAW magnet, one should not use the STA calculated for a monolayer but instead should
calculate the STA for the system of interest.

With all being said, bilayer Crlz is not an appropriate 2D magnetic system for the ex-
perimental demonstration of interlayer DMI. Notwithstanding, we identified all the bricks
needed to build one. Instead of attempting to modify the bilayer Crlz, the approach that
seems more promising is to build from scratch a new heterostructure by finding an appro-
priate 2D magnet that can complement a layer of Crl;. Using a different 2D magnet as
second layer has a huge advantage in inducing DMI, as one doesn’t need to worry about
the spatial-inversion symmetry which is trivially broken by different chemical composition
of the two layers. To efficiently mediate the DMI between the magnetic ions, a candidate 2D
magnet should have ligands that feature strong SOC. Most importantly, contrary to Crly it
should show in-plane magnetic anisotropy in order to maximize the |M; x My| product and
its MAE should be strong enough to compete with the interlayer Heisenberg exchange that
favors the (anti)parallel spin configuration.

Within the CrX3 family of 2D magnets only CrCls shows an easy—plane MAE?", but the
other properties discredit it from potential candidacy. First, its MAE is extremely small and
when combined with Crlz all the chances are that the interlayer Heisenberg exchange will
prevail, directing CrCls magnetization out of plane. Second, the Cr-I-CIl-Cr interaction path
is far less efficient than Cr-I-I-Cr in mediating DMI, due to small SOC on Cl. We further note
that due to the lattice constant mismatch between Crls and CrCls one would need to match
6 x 6 structure of Crls with 7 x 7 structure of CrCl; to build a Crlz/CrCls heterostructure,
ending up with a 680 atoms in the supercell. Hence, due to high computational demands, we
were not able to check these assumptions, thus leaving the search for a potential candidate

for future studies.
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IV. METHODS

DFT calculations are performed using the VASP code®. To describe the effects of elec-
tronic exchange and correlation we used the Perdew—Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) functional®.
We did not employ and effective Hubbard parameter U but we are aware that the choice of U
may affect the exchange coupling, as it is the case for monolayer CrI3?'. The lattice constant
a = 7.005A of monolayer Crls is obtained from spin-polarized collinear DFT calculations
assuming the FM ground state. The interlayer distance is set to Loy, = 3.48 A, which cor-
responds to the experimental interlayer distance in bulk HT structure?. The bilayer made
by stacking two monolayers was not relaxed any further. The lattice vector along the c-axis
was set to 30A so that the vacuum between periodic replicas along c-axis is 20 A thick. A
cutoff of 450 eV is imposed onto the plane wave basis set and the total energies are converged
to the precision of 1072 eV /electron. The Brillouin zone of the 2 x 2 (3 x 3) supercell was
sampled by I'-centered 4 x 4 x 1(3 x 3 x 1) k-points mesh. The results didn’t change with
further increase in k-point density owing to semiconducting nature of Crlz. The directions
of magnetic moments on Cr atoms were constrained using the approach exposed in Ref.42.
We carefully checked whether the size of the sphere (RWIGS) used for calculating the mag-
netic moments on Cr atoms and the weight of the penalty functional (LAMBDA) affect the

obtained J-matrix elements. In the end we used RWIGS = 1.323 A and LAMBDA = 10.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Delving into the anisotropic interlayer

exchange in bilayer Crl;
(Dated: May 26, 2023)

I. BENCHMARK OF THE COMPUTATIONAL METHOD

Here we present the benchmark of our method of rotating perpendicular spins and compare it to the reference four-
state method. We stress that our method largely reduces the number of SCF calculations that are needed for obtaining
the off-diagonal J-matrix elements. The reason is that, once the electron density is well converged in a noncollinear
SCF calculation, the non-SCF calculations for different directions of the spin quantization don’t cost much, as each of
them takes just a few more iterations. Note that the noncollinear SCF calculations are in general tricky and one should
take the opportunity to avoid performing them whenever possible. To demonstrate how much time is saved without
loss in accuracy, we calculated the Jj-matrix and SIA of monolayer Crls. We used the computational parameters
reported in the Methods of the Main Text. The calculations were performed using the OpenACC GPU port of VASP
6.3.2 on a single node equipped with 4 NVIDIA Volta V100 GPUs and 256 GB of RAM. The results summarized in
Table S1 show that our method can halve the computational time.

TABLE S1: Out-of-plane SIA (A1) and matrix elements of J1 obtained with the reference four-state method and with our
method. As our method doesn’t provide the diagonal matrix elements, in accounting the CPU time spent with four-state
method we present only the time spent for calculating the off-diagonal matrix elements.

method A (neV)|CPU time(s) J1(peV) CPU time(s)
-3299 -6 0
four-state 297 5284 3 -2382 389 34681
0 390 -2743
ok 0 0
our method 265 1878 0 ok 420 16554
35% 0 420 Hork 48%

II. EXTENDED MORIYA’S RULES

Here we extend the well-known Moriya’s rules, originally devised to deduce the allowed direction of the Dzyaloshin-
skii vector D from the crystal symmetry, to the full anisotropic part of the exchange tensor, including both the
antisymmetric and the symmetric components. In his seminal paper Ref. 1, Moriya derived five rules for the bilinear
exchange coupling between two ions located at points A and B, where the point bisecting the straight line AB (i.e.,
the bond vector) is denoted by C'. Five classes of symmetry were considered, namely:

a. inversion center at C

b. mirror plane perpendicular to AB and passing through C'

c¢. mirror plane including A and B

d. two-fold rotation axis perpendicular to AB and passing through C'

e. n-fold rotation axis (n > 2) parallel to AB

Each of the considered bond symmetries must leave invariant the following interaction term

Hap=8a-J*-Sp=> T4 S4058s
apf

(S1)

where a, 5 denote cartesian components. We choose a cartesian coordinate system where the x axis is parallel to the
bond AB, and we denote the five symmetry classes above as i (case a), migo (case b), mgg1 or moig (case c), Ca, or



t migo moor Caz  Cog
SA,z SB,.’L‘ SB,Z 7SA,.’E 7SB,Z SA,:L‘
Say|SEy —Spy —Say —Spy —Sa
SA,z SB,z _SB,Z SA,z SB,Z _SA,Z
SB,a: SA,I SA,z _SB,z _SA,z SB,z
SBy|Sa,y —Say —SB,y —Sa,y —SBy
SB,z SA,z _SA,z SB,z SA,z _SB,z

TABLE S2: Transformation table for axial vectors Sa, Sp located at points A and B under point-group symmetries for the
fixed point C bisecting the straight line AB. For cases ¢ and d we choose moo1 and Cs, symmetry elements without loss of
generality (equivalent subcases can be obtained by rotating the reference frame around the z axis). For case e, we take n = 2
for the sake of simplicity, but the result can be easily generalized.

Coy (case d) and Cp, (case e). The transformation table for the cartesian components of the axial vectors S4, Sp is
given as Table S2. We notice that inversion simply acts on the site indices, swapping A and B spins, while mgo; (or
mo10) and Cp, act on cartesian components withouth swapping site indices. We focus only on symmetry constraints
for off-diagonal components of the tensor J4P. Indeed, each diagonal component JAP always complies with the
considered symmetries, as these do not mix cartesian components, as clearly seen from Table S2.

a. Inversion center at C. Applying the transformation rules of Table S2, it is found that S4 S g — SB,aS4,8.
It follows that, to keep the interaction term invariant, j(fﬁB = j,éan~ Consistently with the first Moriya’s rule, the
antisymmetric component (i.e., the DMI) must vanish in the presence of inversion symmetry, and the anisotropic part
of the full exchange tensor must be symmetric, with no further constraints on off-diagonal components of the pseudo-
dipolar term. Using the Dzyaloshinskii vector and the analogous vector K we introduced to denote the off-diagonal
components of the symmetric anisotropic tensor, inversion implies that D = 0 but K # 0.

b. Mirror plane perpendicular to AB and passing through C. In this case one finds:

SA,Q:SB,y = *SB,mSA,yy
SA,.’,CSB,Z = _SB7Q‘,'SA,Z7
SA7ySB,z = +SB,ySA,27

implying ,,7;;3 = —jy‘i,B , JAB = — 7AB and Jy“;B = +JZ’;‘/B . The mirror symmetry implies that two purely antisym-
metric components exist, corresponding to a Dzyaloshinskii vector D perpendicular to the AB () axis, or equivalently
lying in the mirror plane, as stated by the second Moriya’s rule. Additionally, there is a purely symmetric part of the
anisotropic exchange tensor coupling spin components lying in the plane perpendicular to the AB (z) axis.

c.  Mirror plane including A and B. In this situation, the reflection does not swap sites and, choosing the mirror
plane to be perpendicular to the axis z (and parallel to the axis ), one gets:

SA,J:SB,y — +SA,zSB,ya
SA,atSB,z = *SA,zSB,za
SA,ySB,z = _SA,ySB,z-

It follows that JAP = — 748 = 0 and jyéB = —jy‘f‘zB = 0, while no symmetry constraints act on the component

J;;B . The latter condition is compatible with the third Moriya’s rule, stating that D is perpendicular to the mirror
plane zy, but a symmetric anisotropic part is also allowed for spin components lying within the same reflection plane.

d.  Two-fold rotation azis perpendicular to AB and passing through C. Transformation rules imply that, for the
two-fold rotation axis parallel to the axis z (L z):

SA,zSB,y = +SB,xSA,y7
SA,J;SB,Z — _SB,ISA,Z7
SA,ySB,z — _SB,ySA,z-
It follows that the anisotropic exchange tensor can be decomposed in a purely antisymmetric part with D perpendicular

to the two-fold axis, as JAP = —74F and \7;‘23 = —jz‘?/B (consistenly with Moriya’s fourth rule), as well as a purely
symmetric part for spin components lying in a plane perpendicular to the rotation axis.



inversion my m| Coy Ch
D =0 || mirror plane L mirror plane L two-fold axis || AB
or L AB
K #0 || AB 1L mirror plane || two-fold axis || AB

TABLE S3: Generalized Moriya’s rules for the anisotropic part of the exchange tensor, including both symmetric and antisym-
metric components, described by the K and D vectors, respectively. All symmetry elements leave the C' point bisecting the
AB invariant, and their subscripts L and || denote their corresponding orientation with respect to the AB direction.

e. Two-fold rotation axis parallel to AB. As for the case ¢, any rotation around an axis parallel to the bond AB
does not swap sites, and for a two-fold rotation one gets:

SA,xSB,y — *SA,zSB,yy

SA,.’,CSB,Z = _SA,;CSB,Z7

SaySB,z — +54,5B,:.
It follows that jz‘zB = —jx‘zB = 0 and jz‘zB = —jx‘iB = 0, and no symmetry constraint exists on the jy“;B
component. Its antisymmetric part will give rise to a Dzyaloshinskii vector parallel to the bond axis = (as stated by
the fifth Moriya’s rule), while the symmetric part will couple spin components lying in a plane perpendicular to it.

The Moriya’s rules extended also to the symmetric part of the anisotropic exchange tensor are summarized in Table
S3, in terms of the Dzyaloshinskii vector D and the K vector introduced in the main text.

III. J-MATRICES OF REPORTED STRUCTURES

Here we present the J-matrices of the structures depicted in Fig. 2 of the Main Text and of the A1 Ao, A1 By, B1 A,
and Bj B, sublattices of HT bilayer Crl;. S = 3/2 is used the energy mapping analysis. All the values are given in
peV units.

xx% 0 0 xxx —17 24
Juri=| 0 *xxx 0 |, Jure=|—-16 xxx —14 |, (S2)
0 0 *xx 24 —14 *xx%
xx % —168 —50 x*xx —4 166
Jari = | 168 xxx 0 |, Jare= 4 xxx —25 |, (S3)
50 —1 #*x —166 —25 *x

For HT structure the J% tensor and its decomposition onto A and B sublattices

*%x%x 0 0
ji = 0 *xxx —18 1, (S4)
0 —18 *xxx

%% —139 —190 x%xx —b0 —34
jilA2 = 139 xxx —29 |, leBz = | =50 *xxx 2 ) (S5)

190 —29 k%% —34 2  x%xx%

%% 50 34 *%xx 139 191
j§1A2 =] 50 sxx 2 |, .7%132 = | 139 xxx —29 |, (S6)

34 2 xxx —190 —29 % *

[1] T. Moriya, Phys. Rev. 120, 91 (1960), ISSN 1536-6065.



