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Insulators containing chains of magnetic transition metal cations provide platforms for probing
spin-% dynamics and quantum critical behavior. LioCoCly contains edge-sharing CoCls octahedra
that form chains along the crystallographic ¢ axis and orders antiferromagnetically at zero field, but
questions remain about its applied-field magnetic structure and the Co®* spin state. Here, we show
with neutron diffraction on a polycrystalline sample how the anti-aligned chains of cobalt moments
undergo a spin-flop transition to a field-aligned ferromagnetic state above 1.6 T. Further, using
magnetic resonance absorption measurements and paramagnetic spin models, we reveal the strongly
anisotropic nature of the Co®" ion’s XY-like magnetic behavior (g = 2.77 and g, = 5.23) and
its J = % ground state. We, therefore, supply the magnetic structures and anisotropic description
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needed to explore the dynamics of the field-driven magnetic phases, laying the foundation for further

experimental and theoretical studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

Low-dimensional magnetic materials frequently pro-
vide access to quantum behavior, and scattering studies
on unexplored, spin—% materials are critical for validat-
ing low-dimensional magnetism models that may be ex-
tended to higher-dimensional systems [1]. Of note here,
several compounds with chains of edge-sharing Co?* X
polyhedra have exhibited quantum criticality [2-4]. We
identified LisCoCly as a low-dimensional magnetism can-
didate with a dimensional analysis toolkit [5]. LioCoCly
contains Co?* octahedrally coordinated to Cl~, forming
edge-sharing polyhedral chains along the crystallographic
c axis.

The ionic conductivity of LioMCly compounds has
been studied extensively [6-15], but magnetic property
measurements have been limited to susceptibility data
used to determine the spin states of Mn?t and Fe?T in
cubic LisMnCly [16] and LigFeCly [17]. For orthorhombic
LiCoCly, high temperature susceptibility data indicate
spin—% (high-spin) behavior with significant unquenched
orbital angular momentum, and heat capacity data point
to a ground-state Kramers doublet (J = 1) dominat-
ing low-temperature behavior [18]. Other high-spin Co?*
chlorides exhibit similar effective spin—% behavior, lead-
ing to fruitful studies of spin excitations and quantum
criticality [3, 19-22]. Therefore, we were encouraged to
map the magnetic phases of LisCoCly.

At zero field, Li;CoCly orders antiferromagnetically
with Pobam magnetic space group symmetry. The
Co?* magnetic moments align within edge-sharing CoClg
chains and anti-align between nearest neighbor chains.
The magnetic susceptibility and heat capacity shift with
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increasing field, leading to three proposed magnetic phase
regions separated by transitions near 1.6 T and 3.5 T at
2 K [18]. The magnetic structures of the applied-field
regions are unknown. The low-field region is antiferro-
magnetic, likely similar to the zero-field magnetic order-
ing. The intermediate-field region may be ferrimagnetic,
with chain rotations reminiscent of the structurally simi-
lar compound CoCly-2H50 [23, 24], though the data were
also consistent with a spin-flop reorientation. Finally,
in the high-field region, not sharply delineated from the
intermediate-field one, the Li;CoCly moment chains are
likely field-aligned, with no well-defined Curie tempera-
ture in the magnetic susceptibility.

Here, we use polycrystalline LisCoCly to identify the
applied-field regions’ magnetic structures with neutron
diffraction, particularly that of the previously ambiguous
intermediate-field region. Additionally, we extract sev-
eral parameters from applied-field infrared spectroscopy
data, such as the anisotropic g-factors, to discuss the role
of spin-orbit coupling and anisotropic interactions on the
magnetic properties of LisCoCly.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

We prepared polycrystalline LisCoCly as previously
described [18]. We ground LiCl (99.9%, Alfa Aesar) and
CoCly (99.7%, Alfa Aesar) under argon, sealed the mix-
ture under vacuum, heated it to 550°C at 10°C/min,
held for 12 h, then cooled to room temperature at
10°C/min. We ensured that the highly hygroscopic LiCl
and Li; CoCly powders remained under inert atmospheres
during synthesis and characterization.

We collected neutron diffraction data on the HB-2A
beamline at the High Flux Isotope Reactor at Oak Ridge
National Laboratory. To avoid grain reorientation un-
der applied field, we pressed pellets of Li,CoCly for the



diffraction experiment. Under argon, we pressed 1.5 g
of powder into around 30 1/8” diameter pellets. We
then sealed the pellets under vacuum, transported them
to ORNL, and loaded them under helium into a 6 mm
diameter vanadium canister. The top of the canister
was packed with aluminum foil before being hermetically
sealed.

We collected constant wavelength (2.41 A) neutron
diffraction data using a Ge(113) monochromator with the
instrument in an open-open-12’ pre-mono, pre-sample,
pre-detector collimation. The sample was cooled to base
temperature (1.5-1.6 K) under zero field before collect-
ing powder scans that covered 20 angles from 6.025° to
127.525° in 0.05° steps with poH = 0, 0.8, 1.5, 2.5, 3.5,
4.5, and 5.5 T. We also collected a zero-field scan at 20 K
(above the ordering temperature). The cryomagnet con-
tributed a significant reflection at 20 = 19.9°. Sweep-
ing scans monitored select magnetic reflections with in-
creasing field or temperature, also after zero-field cool-
ing. To analyze the neutron diffraction data, we used
GSAS-II [25] in combination with the Bilbao Crystallo-
graphic Server’s K-SUBGROUPSMAG program [26], gener-
ating magnetic structure images with VESTA [27].

We performed magneto-infrared measurements at the
infrared (IR) spectroscopy facility at the National High
Field Magnetic Laboratory with a 17.5 T vertical-bore
superconducting magnet coupled to a Bruker Vertex 80v
FTIR spectrometer. In an argon glovebox, a 3-5 mg
polycrystalline sample was bonded with n-eicosane and
loaded between two polypropylene layers to protect it
from oxygen and moisture. We placed the sample in a
Voigt geometry so that the incoming IR light was perpen-
dicular to the magnetic field. A composite Si bolometer
(IR Labs) collected the transmitted IR light with a spec-
tral range of 10-1100 cm~! (0.3-33 THz) and a resolution
of 0.3 cm™! (9 GHz). Additionally, we placed a low-pass
THz filter (QMC Instruments) with a 120 ecm™! cutoff
frequency in front of the sample to increase sensitivity in
the far-IR (FIR) range and to minimize radiative heating.
IR data were collected near 5 K.

To isolate the magnetic resonance absorption, the spec-
tra were divided by the average spectrum for all magnetic
fields. Such normalized spectra are only sensitive to in-
tensity shifts due to magnetic field and eliminate con-
tributions from nonmagnetic vibrational absorption and
instrument features. Our data analysis utilized the EPR
analysis package EASYSPIN [28].

IIT. RESULTS
A. Zero- and low-field magnetic structures

We first confirmed that the zero-field magnetic struc-
ture matches that determined previously. The data re-
fines well to the antiferromagnetic structure with Pobam
(BNS no. 55.363) magnetic space group symmetry (see
supplemental material [29]). For the magnetic space

group Pcbam, only reflections where h + k # 2n are
allowed, whereas the nuclear Cmmm space group only
allows reflections where h + k = 2n, making it simple
to identify the magnetic ordering reflections. The mag-
netic structure is commensurate, with the propagation
vector k = (1,0,0). The magnetic moments are aligned
within the Co?T chains and anti-aligned between near-
est neighboring chains along the nuclear cell’s ab-plane
diagonal. The refined moment is 2.10(3) up. The 20 K,
zero-field data in the paramagnetic region is included in
the supplemental material for comparison [29].

We noticed several low-intensity impurity peaks at
20 = 17.0, 30.4, 46.6, 53.0, and 68.5° (@ = 0.77, 1.37,
2.06, 2.32, and 2.93 A‘l), the largest impurity peak be-
ing only 0.8% the intensity of the largest LisCoCly peak.
The Q = 0.77 A~ peak also appears in X-ray diffraction
data after exposing a sample to air for 15-30 s before seal-
ing it under vacuum [29]. The reflections do not change
with temperature, indicating they are nonmagnetic, and
they do not influence data analysis.

Prior magnetic susceptibility and heat capacity data
indicated that the low-field magnetic structure (< 1.6 T)
matches the zero-field structure. At 0.8 T, we observe
the same magnetic reflections as in the zero-field case,
associated with a loss of C-centering, but with slightly
decreased intensity. Refinements give an unconstrained
magnetic moment of 2.02(3) wp (Fig. 1), indicating
some magnetic intensity may become paramagnetic back-
ground, though restricting the moment to 2.10 up gives a
nearly identical fit. With the field increased to 1.5 T, just
below the 1.6 T transition to the intermediate-field phase,
we can again refine the data well to the Pobam structure
with a constrained 2.10 g moment or a refined moment
of 1.96(3) pup. See the supplemental material [29] for the
1.5 T refinement.
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FIG. 1. The neutron powder diffraction data collected at
1.5 K and 0.8 T refine well to the antiferromagnetic magnetic
phase also observed at zero field with a 2.02(3) up moment
along the ¢ axis for Co>*. The refined lattice parameters are
a =7.1711(3), b =10.2393(5), and ¢ =3.6111(2) A.



B. Field-induced moment rotation

Between the 1.5 T and 2.5 T scans, the h + k # 2n
antiferromagnetic structure reflections, e.g. (010), (100),
and (120), lose significant intensity while the h + k = 2n
reflections allowed by the C-centered nuclear cell, e.g.
(110) and (020), gain intensity. The intensity shifts indi-
cate a spin reorientation to a k = 0 magnetic structure.
Unlike for CoCly-2H50 [23, 24], we do not observe new
peaks associated with a ferrimagnetic phase. Instead, a
spin-flop transition begins to align the chains of Co?*
magnetic moments.

Because the measured sample is polycrystalline, the
magnetic field is not along a specific crystallographic di-
rection and the spin-flop transition is spread out, leading
to a slow evolution within the sample and a mixture of
magnetic phases. Therefore, the best refinement models
above 1.6 T involve both the antiferromagnetic Pcbam
magnetic phase and a ferromagnetic k = 0 structure with
moments along the crystallographic ¢ axis. The moment
is constrained to be equal in the two magnetic phases
when both are refined. The full @ range refinements for
the 2.5, 3.5, 4.5, and 5.5 T data are shown in Fig. S5
[29]. Fig. 2 shows both magnetic unit cells along with the
nuclear cell. The ferromagnetic structure has Cm/m’m
symmetry (BNS no. 65.485). This maximal magnetic
space group only allows a Co?t moment along c.

Several factors oppose modeling the magnetic struc-
ture with the other maximal groups Cmm’m’ (moments
along a only) and Cm/mm’ (moments along b only).
First, the increasing intensity on the (020) reflection vi-
olates the Cm/mm’ systematic absence of (0k0) reflec-
tions. Second, at higher fields, the significant increase in
intensity on the (110) reflection (Fig. 3), though allowed
for both the Cm/m’m and Cmm’m’ symmetries, suggests
a preferred moment alignment along ¢. Only the moment
component within the (110) plane, and thus perpendicu-
lar to the corresponding scattering vector, will contribute
to the magnetic intensity. For moments along ¢, this
component equals the magnitude of the total moment
for the Cm/m’m symmetry structure but is less than the
magnitude of the total moment for the Cmm’m’ symme-
try structure. Consequently, fitting with Cmm’m’ does
not account for the full (110) reflection intensity increase
(Fig. 3). Third, a model with moments along c fits nicely
with the previously established zero-field structure and
the proposed spin-flop transition. At 5.5 T, a majority
of the moments are likely aligned along c.

Additionally, commensurate magnetic structures that
allow for canting do not improve the magnetic peak fits.
For example, the C2'/m’ space group symmetry (BNS
no. 12.62) is the highest symmetry k = 0 magnetic space
group possible for LisCoCly that allows for moment com-
ponents along a and c¢. Refinements to the high-field
data using C2'/m’ (M, = 1.5(2) pp, M. = 1.7(1) pp) or
Cm/m’m symmetry gave a similar fit [29]. Therefore, we
tentatively retain the simpler model of Co?t moments
flipping along ¢ with increasing field.

TABLE I. Rietveld refinement results for base temperature,
constant applied field scans are listed. Scans below 1.6 T
only include the antiferromagnetic Pcbam phase, while those
above 1.6 T also include the ferromagnetic C'm'm/m phase.
The Co®*" magnetic moment is along the c axis in both cases.

Field Magnetic Phase Refined Moment
(T) (% Pcbam - % Cm'm'm) (1)

0 100 - 0 2.10(3)

0.8 100 - 0 2.02(3)

1.5 100 - 0 1.96(3)

2.5 81(6) - 19(6) 1.59(7)

3.5 42(3) - 58(3) 1.76(6)

4.5 17(2) - 83(2) 2.07(6)

5.5 10(2) - 90(2) 2.05(6)

The refinement results for the base temperature scans
with the Pgbam and Cm/m’m magnetic space group
structures are recorded in Table I. Refinements to the
2.5 and 5.5 T data, corresponding to the previously de-
scribed intermediate-field and high-field regions, are in
Fig. 4, which highlights the changing magnetic intensity
contributions of the antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic
phases. At 2.5 and 3.5 T, the refined magnetic moment
dips significantly. The shift corresponds with the antifer-
romagnetic phase (010) reflection’s drop with increasing
field (Fig. 5), with the shift to a steeper slope in the mag-
netization curve [18], and with emerging C'm’m’m phase
magnetic intensity. If we constrain the moment for every
field to the zero-field value of 2.10 up, the 2.5 T refine-
ment shows the largest change [29] while the other results
are qualitatively identical.

While tracking the (010) reflection intensity with in-
creasing field, we additionally captured changes in sev-
eral lower intensity reflections with the other diffractome-
ter detectors: the antiferromagnetic (100) reflection and
the nuclear/ferromagnetic (131) reflection. Both show
the same general trend of increasing ferromagnetic in-
tensity and decreasing antiferromagnetic intensity above
1.5-1.6 T [29]. Additionally, we monitored the ferromag-
netic (110) reflection’s changes with increasing tempera-
ture in the high-field region at 5.6 T (Fig. 6). Up to 20 K,
we do not observe a sharp drop or leveling off of the in-
tensity but rather a nearly linear decrease in reflection
intensity. Similarly, the magnetic susceptibility at high
field, even up to 7 T [29], does not show the typical sharp
rise of a paramagnetic to ferromagnetic transition, sug-
gesting that the high-field magnetic ordering is driven
by field overcoming the material’s interchain antiferro-
magnetic exchange interactions instead of by dominant
interchain ferromagnetic exchange interactions.

C. IR spectroscopy in an applied magnetic field

The normalized FIR magnetic resonance absorption
contains a broad continuum and a narrow peak (Fig. 7a).
The broad continuum shows the strongly anisotropic re-
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FIG. 2. The nuclear and magnetic cells of LioCoCly are identified by their space groups. (a) The nuclear (and paramagnetic)
unit cell contains chains of edge-sharing Co—Cl octahedra along ¢ connected by chains of Li—Cl octahedra along a. (b) At
zero field and below ~7 K, Co®T chains are ferromagnetic with antiferromagnetic interchain interactions, breaking the cell’s
C-centering. For applied fields above 1.5-1.6 T, ferromagnetic ordering emerges as the antiferromagnetic interactions are

overcome.
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FIG. 3. The magnetic intensity gained by the (110) peak
with increasing field is better fit using a ferromagnetic phase
with moments along the c axis (Cm’m/m) than with moments
along the a axis (Cmm/m’).

sponse of the LioCoCly sample, which contains crystal-
lites randomly oriented relative to the magnetic field.
At high fields, where Zeeman effects dominate, we ex-
tracted anisotropic g-factors of g = 2.77 and g, = 5.23,
where || and L are relative to the compressed CoClg axis
(crystallographic b axis at base temperature). A nar-
row absorption peak is also observed in the middle of
the continuum that is consistent with a g-factor of 4.16.
The corresponding resonance lines confine the magnetic
absorption spectrum for a free cobalt ion, but the ex-
perimental data diverge from the lines below 10 T where
exchange interactions produce collective spin excitations.

Approaching zero field, the magnetic anisotropy de-
creases, and the continuum collapses to the same shape
for each crystallite. The magnetic field where the absorp-
tion transitions between continuum and gapped behav-
ior, notably, matches that of the transition between re-
gions dominated by field-aligned moments and spin-flop
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FIG. 4. Neutron powder diffraction data from the three re-
gions (antiferromagnetic, spin-flop, ferromagnetic) are shown
with several reflections labeled to highlight the phase contri-
bution changes with increasing field. All unfit peaks are from
the instrument /impurity features mentioned in the main text.

behavior. At zero field, we attribute the strong peak at
11.6 cm ™! and the weaker satellite at 17.2 cm~* (Fig. 7c)
to spin gaps in the collective excitations of Li;CoCly. Be-
cause we are unaware of structural analogues to LioCoCly
with which we could create a magnetically dilute system,
we were unable to probe the <10 cm™! region with elec-
tron paramagnetic resonance measurements.

IV. DISCUSSION
A. DMagnetic structure evolution

The zero-field magnetic ordering determined by neu-
tron diffraction data agrees with data collected previ-
ously [18]. Below Tx and at zero field, Co?** moments
with magnitude 2.10(3) up are aligned within chains



1650'4“4” + | | I(01(I)) - ]
T SO
51350_— ‘H —
%1200— ++ -

1050 - ++++++ i

- Hi

R uOHs(T) 4 5 6

FIG. 5. With increasing field, the antiferromagnetic (010) re-
flection intensity is constant before decreasing with the emer-
gence of the ferromagnetic phase near 1.5-1.6 T. Above 4.5 T,
the intensity levels off as the ferromagnetic phase dominates.

1600 ————————————————

1500 -

]
i ¢

1200 -

_._
e
F O
T
TR
AN
(2]
= >
|

Intensity (arb. units)

1100 s | L | s | L |

FIG. 6. With increasing temperature, the nuclear and fer-
romagnetic (110) reflection intensity drops linearly and does
not show a critical point below 19.5 K.

while antiferromagnetic interactions between chains lead
to a cusp in the susceptibility and a negative Curie-
Weiss temperature. Though the moment in this study
is slightly lower than the previously refined value
2.19(4) pp, the refinement standard errors are likely un-
derestimated. Since we were able to produce a closer fit
to peak intensities in this work, especially nuclear inten-
sity, we will use 2.10 up here.

With increasing field, the field-aligned ferromagnetic
Cm/m’m phase emerges. The notable appearance of the
ferromagnetic phase near 1.6 T in neutron data matches
the slope increase of the magnetization, the suscepti-
bility’s leveling off below the critical temperature, and
the emergence of a hump in the magnetic heat capacity

alongside a sharper peak. The suppression of the heat ca-
pacity antiferromagnetic transition peak along with the
emergence of the heat capacity hump follows from the re-
duction of antiferromagnetic regions and the progressive
aligning of chains in newly formed ferromagnetic regions
in the polycrystalline samples. Since the 2.5 T, 1.5 K
neutron diffraction data captures the region of great-
est competition between the antiferromagnetic and fer-
romagnetic interactions, which reduces the refined mag-
netic moment, it is the only pattern where constraining
the moment to the zero-field value of 2.10 up significantly
alters the refinement. At higher fields where the ferro-
magnetic phase dominates, the refined moment returns,
within error, to its zero-field value.

Unlike in CoCl;-2H50, the emergence of a field-driven
ferromagnetic phase is not preceded by a collective re-
orientation of only one-third of the chains. The differ-
ence in behavior may be due to the distance between
anti-aligned chains in the zero-field structures (5.6 A for
CoCly-2H,0 and 6.2 A for Li;CoCly), producing a weaker
next-nearest-neighbor (antiferromagnetic) exchange in-
teraction in LisCoCly, and thus a lower barrier to over-
coming the interaction with applied field. DFT results
from the previous work also indicated that for a 3.5 K ex-
perimental cell, the C'm’m’m moment arrangement was
higher in energy than the Pobam moment arrangement
by only 0.62 meV/atom [18]. Trivially, for an isolated
2.10 up moment along c paired with an anti-aligned 1.6 T
field, the energy gain for flipping the moment is 0.39 meV
(2ucoB). For 5.5 T, the energy gain would be 1.34 meV.
The proposed magnetic structure changes are, therefore,
energetically reasonable. At 5.5 T, almost no antiferro-
magnetic reflection intensity remains.

B. Paramagnetic free-ion model

Spin exchange interactions clearly influence the prop-
erties of LioCoCly, at the magnetic fields probed with neu-
tron diffraction. The IR data, though, includes informa-
tion not only in those field regions, but also at fields sig-
nificantly above the moment saturation field, where the
Zeeman energy dominates antiferromagnetic spin-spin in-
teractions and the magnetic anisotropy energy [30]. We
can, therefore, approximate the spectroscopic behavior of
LiCoCly with a paramagnetic spin model at high fields.
The paramagnetic resonance energy equals gugB with
a g-factor range of [g, g1] depending on the crystal-
lite orientation relative to the magnetic field. We esti-
mated the g-factors by fitting high-field data slices with
line shape simulations of a spin—% system. For the fits
(e.g. Fig. 7b), we used the linewidth of the strongest
zero-field peak (Fig. 7c). Introducing additional in-plane
anisotropy overparameterized the model, with slight vari-
ations in the value (Ag = #0.1) having no significant
impact on subsequent analysis.

Also of note is the narrow absorption peak within the
broader continuum of Fig. 7a at high fields. The line
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heat map slice at 17 T (blue dots) shows agreement with a simulated powder spectrum (red line) with 98% of the intensity
from a paramagnetic S = 1 site with an anisotropic g-factor (91 and g, magenta points) and 2% from a site with an isotropic

2

g-factor of 4.16. (c) Lorentzian peak fits (red curves) to a heat map slice at zero field demonstrate the nearly two-fold linewidth

difference in the spin-gap peaks.

shape is well-fit by a single peak, indicating an isotropic
g-factor. Therefore, the peak may originate from a Co?*
site with minimal axial distortion. A similar peak was ob-
served in the X-band EPR spectrum of LiCoO, and was
ascribed to a high-spin Co?* site on the surface of poly-
crystalline sample [31, 32] . Powder spectrum simulations
with an effective spin—% model that consider a mixture
of isotropic (surface) and anisotropic (bulk) Co®* sites
(Fig. 7b) indicate that 2% of the Co** sites are isotropic.
We will regard the fraction as a small paramagnetic im-
purity and will ignore it while interpreting other magnetic
property measurements of powder samples.

Still, for the extracted g-factors, we need to justify
an effective spin-2 model for high-spin (spin-3) Co*" in
LiCoCly, with the only previous evidence of applicabil-
ity being entropy changes extracted from the magnetic
heat capacity [18]. Observed g-factor values are well-
studied for high-spin Co?T with a local octahedral envi-
ronment [33-36]. Under a cubic field, the ground state
of Co?* is a 4Ty, (F) orbital triplet with Leg = 1 and
S = %, and the following Hamiltonian describes the low-
energy diagram [35]:

H=-)L-a-S + A(L? - %) + uB(g.S —aL) (1)
A is the spin-orbit coupling constant, A is the crystal
field energy due to axial distortion, B is the magnetic
field vector, g. is the free-electron g-factor, and « is the
orbital reduction factor. Without axial distortion or a
magnetic field, the first-order spin-orbit coupling splits
the twelve-fold degenerate 4Tlg state, making a J = %
doublet the lowest energy level. The ground state dou-
blet produces effective Spin—% behavior with an isotropic
g-factor of go=(1042c)/3. The covalency of metal-ligand

bonds or admixture of higher-energy orbital states, e.g.
4T14(*P), can produce a values from 1 to 1.5, giving
isotropic g-factors between 4 and 4.33 [37].

Axial distortion of the ideal octahedral environment of
the Co?* ion further splits the J manifold, leading to a
different g value when a magnetic field is applied along or
perpendicular to the distortion axis. For distortion values
(A) small relative to the spin-orbit exchange constant
(M), the g-factor anisotropy is approximately [37]:

— + &( + 2)
gL =90 27\« @ (2)

8A
91 =90 — 25 —(a+2)

The average g-factor in this case remains independent
of the distortion effects since gavg = (291 + 9)/3 = go-
For our data, gavg is 4.41, which agrees well with an
isotropic g-value of 4.33 corresponding to high-spin Co?*
ion in the weak crystal field limit (o = 1.5). This spec-
troscopic determination of the high average g-factor also
corroborates the neutron diffraction moment, which we
would expect to equal gavgJ up = 2.2 up. Therefore, the
observed g-factors for Li;CoCly confirm a J = % ground
state, allowing for the modeling of the material as an
effective spin—% system at low temperatures.

Solving the free Co** ion Hamiltonian (Eq. 1) further
allows us to probe the interplay between the spin-orbit
exchange constant and crystal field axial distortion in
LisCoCly. Using the EASYSPIN package [28], we tuned
the axial distortion and calculated the resulting g-factor
dependence, assuming an isotropic orbital reduction fac-
tor (Fig. 8a). The best match to the experimental g-
factor values is A/(Aa)=2 with an adjusted « parameter
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FIG. 9. The transmission spectra of the LioCoCls powder
sample measured at 0 and 17.5 T. The absorption peak at
644 cm™! shifts under high magnetic fields, while the small
peaks, likely associated with phonons, remain at the same
position.

of 1.77, which is close to the weak crystal field case of
1.5. Such an increase in the reduction factor is reason-
ably similar to a previous analysis of cobalt salts [33] and
demonstrates the deficiencies of neglecting the magnetic
coupling between neighboring Co?* ions [37].

Besides its influence on the g-factor, the octahedral

distortion also substantially modifies the energy levels
of the 4Tlg state, causing a splitting into six Kramers
doublets. The excitation energy, i.e. the energy differ-
ence between the higher-energy Kramer doublets and the
ground state, is calculated and shown in Fig. 8b in dimen-
sionless units of the spin-orbit exchange constant. An
applied magnetic field further splits the Kramers dou-
blets, allowing us to distinguish the corresponding spec-
troscopic peaks from other spectroscopic features in the
transmission spectrum. Indeed, a pronounced absorption
peak at 644 cm ™! reveals a noticeable shift and broaden-
ing under applied magnetic fields (Fig. 9). We attribute
this energy to a transition from the ground state to the
second excited Kramers doublet, highlighted by a blue
circle in Fig. 8b. Using the previously estimated values of
a and A, this energy yields a spin-orbit coupling constant
of A = 157 ecm ™!, consistent with the 178 cm ™! value for
a free Co?T ion [33]. The transition to the first excited
state, however, is not observed in the transmission spec-
trum because of a strong absorption band between 200
and 400 cm~!. Nevertheless, additional field-dependent
spectral features (blue dots in Fig. 8b) were observed at
higher energies (Fig. S8 [29]) and are likely associated
with the remaining inter-Kramers doublet transitions.
While the free-ion model does not provide a complete
quantitative description of the IR transmission spectrum,
it qualitatively approximates the underlying physics of
the Co?* ion in LisCoCly.



C. Spin gaps below the saturation field

Within the free-ion model framework, the observed
11.6 ecm~! gap could be interpreted as the zero-field en-
ergy of a § = % system. Exploring this possibility, we
found moderate agreement between the experimental ab-
sorption and a § = % Hamiltonian with a single-ion
anisotropy of D = 5.8 cm~! and anisotropic g-factors
of g1 = 4.50 and g = 4.16 (Fig. S9 [29]). However, to
observe such a low-energy first excited Kramers doublet
would require extremely high axial distortions (Fig. 8b),
which would then require g-factors far from those ob-
tained in simulations (Fig. 8a). Unsurprisingly, there-
fore, understanding the low-field data requires a model
involving spin-spin exchange interactions.

The 11.6 cm™! and 17.2 em™! spin gaps also cannot
be explained using the phenomenological theory of anti-
ferromagnetic resonance (AFMR) for collinear magnets
with axial magnetic anisotropy [38]. The model predicts
two excitation modes with spin-flop and spin-flip reori-
entations with increasing magnetic field. The magnetic
field softens the AFMR resonance energies until the spin
gaps close at the critical fields, which are directly related
to the zero-field energies by the g-factor. But when we
use the experimental spectroscopic g-factors, the calcu-
lated energies are significantly lower than the observed
spin gaps, meaning the critical fields would need to be
much higher than those observed in the magnetization
data for the spin gaps to be AFMR modes. Again, a
more involved spin-spin interaction model is needed to
understand the spectroscopic data in the lower field re-
gions.

D. Paramagnetic magnetization and susceptibility

For LiyCoCly, spin-orbit coupling is critical to under-
standing the susceptibility and magnetization, which are
both influenced by the material’s low-energy Kramers
doublets. Fig. 10 compares the experimental data in the
paramagnetic region to EASYSPIN calculations utilizing
Eq. 1 for three cases: a spin—% model with the spectro-
scopic anisotropic g-factors, a spin-orbit coupling model
with the experimental spectroscopic parameters, and a
spin-orbit coupling model with optimized spectroscopic
parameters. All three models qualitatively match the
shape of the magnetization data and indicate a saturated
moment near 2-2.75 up, but they differ significantly
in describing the susceptibility data. While the spin-
orbit coupling models reasonably match the low- and
high-temperature slopes of the susceptibility, the spin—%
model only captures the low-temperature behavior. Im-
provements to the spin-orbit coupling model would need
to consider higher-order spin-orbit interactions and elec-
tronic structure effects.

E. Evidence of XY-like interactions

Our calculations (Fig. 8b) estimate an energy gap be-
tween the two lowest doublets of 264 cm~! (32.7 meV),
indicating that Co?* ions in LisCoCly remain in the
ground state Kramers doublet at low temperatures. This
state can be mapped to an effective spin—% state with
an exchange interaction, JS7.52, between next-neighbor
spins exhibiting anisotropy of the type 8 = J./J, #
1. Solving the spin-orbit Hamiltonian (Eq. 1) using
spectroscopically determined parameters enables an es-
timation of the magnetic coupling anisotropy, yield-
ing 5 = 041 for Li;CoCly (see the supplemental
material for details [29]). This value of 5 classifies
LisCoCly as a system with easy-plane anisotropy, mir-
roring the g-factor anisotropy. Most Co-based chain
materials, such as CsCoCls [19], CoCly-2H20 [39],
CoNbyOg [40], [Co(NCS)z(4-methoxypyridine)s], [41],
CO(N2H5)2(SO4)2 [42], and (Ba,Sr)C02V208 [43], ex-
hibit Ising anisotropy (8 > 1). We believe that
the tetragonal distortion of the CoClg octahedron in
LiyCoCly, in contrast to the trigonal distortion in those
systems, may serve as the underlying mechanism for XY
anisotropy.

The neutron diffraction data is also compatible with
ac-plane anisotropy. Though the magnetic inten-
sity changes in the polycrystalline data support a re-
orientation along c¢, there were no observed reflections
that violate a rotation through the a axis, and the refine-
ment with moment components along a and ¢ (C2'/m’
space group) was nearly identical to that with moments
only along c. In contrast, the noted increase of the (020)
reflection indicates that the magnetic moments are not
rotating through the b axis. Previous DFT results us-
ing an experimental unit cell also indicate that moments
along a or ¢ are extremely similar energetically [18].

Qualitatively, the magnetic heat capacity of LioCoCly
at temperatures just above the long-range magnetic or-
dering [18] displays a hump similar to that of the pre-
dicted heat capacity for an isolated spin—%, XY chain
with J, = Jy, J. = 0, and an applied field along the
z direction [44]. Fitting the heat capacity of CsyCoCly
[45], a compound with tetrahedrally-coordinated Co?*
which also has a long-range ordering lambda peak and a
hump in its magnetic heat capacity, to this model gives an
intrachain exchange interaction parameter. However, we
could not similarly fit the heat capacity of polycrystalline
LiyCoCly, which has appreciable interchain interactions.
Our neutron diffraction data suggest that the hump in
the magnetic heat capacity stems from short range order
due to the spin-flop transition.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Lis CoCly exhibits strongly anisotropic magnetic prop-
erties. Neutron diffraction suggests that the moments
within the octahedrally coordinated chains of Co?* pre-
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FIG. 10. Experimental (a) magnetization data at 10 K and (b) susceptibility data at 0.8 T on LipCoCls powder (“exp”) are
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a=2A=22 and A = 110 cm !, adjusted to match the experimental data (“socopt”).

fer alignment along the crystallographic ¢ axis, though
an ac-plane canted moment could not be ruled out under
applied magnetic fields. At zero field, the moments align
ferromagnetically within the chains and antiferromagnet-
ically between nearest-neighboring chains. At nonzero
fields below 1.6 T, neutron diffraction shows that the
antiferromagnetic structure is unchanged, but with in-
creasing magnetic field, the anti-aligned chains undergo a
spin-flop transition to a field-aligned ferromagnetic state,
likely with Cm/m’m symmetry. For the randomly ori-
ented crystallites in a polycrystalline sample, a majority
of the chains are aligned near 3.5 T. The chains do not
transition to a ferrimagnetic state at intermediate fields
as in CoCly-2H50.

Anisotropic g-factors and magnetic spectroscopy data
confirm a well-separated Kramers doublet ground state
(J = %) for the Co®* ion that is 32.7 meV below the first
excited state. Consequently, LioCoCly can be modeled
as an effective spin—% system of Co?t chains with sig-
nificant spin-orbit coupling and interchain interactions.
The J = % ground state and strong spin-orbit coupling
explain the qualitative shape of magnetization and sus-
ceptibility data in the paramagnetic region, as well as
the refined magnetic moment from neutron diffraction,
the entropy recovery extracted from previous heat ca-
pacity data, and the difficulty in fitting the paramagnetic
susceptibility to a purely Curie-Weiss shape. The tetrag-
onal distortion of the CoClg octahedra may also produce
XY-like magnetic interactions, with a calculation of the
interaction parameter ratio J, /.J, yielding the value 0.41.
XY anisotropy distinguishes Li;CoCly from other Co%t
chain magnets that have trigonally distorted octahedra

and display Ising-like anisotropy.

Further work should explore this anisotropy and its in-
fluence on the unexplained spin gaps below the moment
saturation field by developing a model of spin-spin inter-
actions between the cobalt ions. The models will be aided
by single crystal neutron scattering experiments. Single
crystal magnetization and neutron data along the three
crystallographic axes would also improve the description
of the magnetic behavior, allowing for a more precise de-
termination of the moment saturation field and for an
evaluation of potential magnetic moment canting within
the ac plane. Overall, LioCoCly offers a rare opportunity
to study the combined effects of effective spin—% behavior
and XY-like magnetism on spin dynamics in an octahe-
drally coordinated Co?* system.
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1 Additional diffraction data and refinements
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Figure S1: We exposed a portion of the sample used for the neutron powder diffraction
experiments to air for 15-30 s before sealing it under vacuum and collecting powder X-ray
diffraction data with a Mo-Ka source. The data refines well to the known structure, but
a low intensity reflection at 0.77 A~! appears (see inset). Though this peak also appears
in the neutron powder diffraction data, where care was taken to avoid any air exposure, its
intensity does not change and is low relative to the reflections from the nuclear and magnetic
cells of LipCoCly.
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Figure S2: Zero-field neutron powder diffraction data collected at 20 K and 1.6 K are com-
pared, showing the emergence of antiferromagnetic ordering that breaks the nuclear cell’s
C-centering, allowing reflections where h + k # 2n.

Table S1: Rietveld refinement results for base temperature, constant magnetic field scans
with a constrained moment of 2.10 up are listed. R, values are included to compare the
constrained moment fits to the unconstrained/refined moment fits tabulated in the main
text. Scans below 1.6 T only include the antiferromagnetic Pobam phase, while those above
1.6 T also include the ferromagnetic C'm’m’m phase.

Field Magnetic Phase Ry Refined Moment Ry,
(T) (% Pcbam - % Cm/m'm) (%) (%)

0 100 - 0 5.995 5.995

0.8 100 - 0 5.836 5.825

1.5 100 - 0 5.964 5.931

2.5 55(2) - 45(2) 6.062 5.971

3.5 35(2) - 65(2) 6.007 5.964

4.5 17(2) - 83(2) 5.722 5.721

5.5 11(2) - 89(2) 5.703 5.702
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Figure S3: Because of the intermediate-field, spin-flop transition, the difference between
refining the magnetic moment or constraining it to the zero-field value of 2.10 up is most
prominent for the highest intensity antiferromagnetic (“AFM”) and ferromagnetic/nuclear
(“FM”) peaks in the 2.5 and 3.5 T data. For the 0, 0.8, 1.5, 4.5, and 5.5 T refinements, the
difference is negligible. Unfit peaks are background/impurity peaks noted in the main text.
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Figure S4: At 5.5 T, the diffraction data can be fit with a small fraction of the antiferromag-
netic phase plus a majority ferromagnetic phase with either C'm’m/m symmetry (moment
component along ¢) or C2'/m’ symmetry (moment components along a and ¢). The differ-
ence between the fits (Cm'm'm fit — C2'/m’ fit) shows minor changes. Both space groups
have the same reflection conditions as the nuclear cell; the peak positions are marked with
ticks. Unfit peaks are background/impurity peaks discussed in the main text.



1600 T T T T T T T T 1600 T T T T T T T T
I HH=0T i UH=15T
1200 - 1200 -
z | z |
‘c 800 ‘c 800
> > .
s | s |
8 &
2 400 2 400+
2 Data / Fit 2 Data / Fit
2 2 M\ oirdk
£ £
0 0
P.bam P.bam
B _A A A A F A "
-400+  Difference ) -400+  Difference .
rem A | e A Adad v el d -
Ll D T S R B A = LA
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 4
QA" QA"
1600 —— ; — 1600 — : —
I HH=25T I HoH=35T
1200 - 1200 -
z | z |
‘= 800 S 800
> >
g : g I
8 8
2 400 2 400
2 Data / Fit 2 Data / Fit
o 2
£ £
0 Ifclzam 0 Ifcbam
-400 - Difference — . N -400 - ‘Diffgie“rlce ;o ",
o A A A SR R P T A
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 4
QA" QA"
1600 — . — 1600 — —
i uH=45T i UH=55T
1200 - 1200 -
z | z |
' 800 ' 800
> >
g g |
s K
2 400 2 4001
2 Data / Fit 2 Data / Fit
o r 2
£ £
OF Fgbam (U /i’clzam (x 5)
-400 - u Diffgrence ) " -400 - Diffggence L
R M D S AR X L L R \ A
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 4
QA" QA"

Figure S5: Neutron powder diffraction refinements not in the main text are shown along
with full pattern refinements of the 2.5 and 5.5 T data. At 0 and 1.5 T, we observe only
antiferromagnetic reflections (Pcbam). At higher fields, the ferromagnetic phase (C'm/m'm)
co-exists with the antiferromagnetic one.
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Figure S6: While collecting a magnetic field sweep of the prominent (010) antiferromagnetic
reflection, other detectors captured information about the (100) antiferromagnetic reflection
and the (131) nuclear/ferromagnetic reflection. Neither detector was centered on the (100)
or (131) peak’s maximum, but both captured the trend toward moments aligned between
Co?* chains with increasing field. The convergence of both peaks to similar intensities is a
coincidence of the higher background intensity around the (100) peak and the relatively low
intensity of the (131) peak.



2 High-field magnetic susceptibility data
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Figure S7: The zero-field cooled (ZFC) magnetic susceptibility of Li;CoCly was measured at
70 kOe from 2.5 to 400 K in a Quantum Design Magnetic Property Measurement System
(MPMS3), using the direct current measurement mode. While the susceptibility levels off
near the base temperature (inset), no sharp rise associated with purely ferromagnetic order
is observed and no cusp associated with long-range antiferromagnetic order is observed.



3 Additional IR data
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Figure S8: (top) Heatmap of the normalized transmittance, where the color represents rela-
tive changes in the (bottom) powder transmission signal induced by the magnetic field. The
decrease in transmission at high frequencies due to spectrometer settings makes it difficult
to distinguish between the 0 and 17.5 T spectra. Instead, normalizing all spectra to the
reference spectrum highlights the relevant field-induced changes. The arrows indicate the
zero-field positions of the most intense spectral features, which we attribute to transitions
between Kramers doublets of the orbital 47} 14 state.



4 Simulation of IR data with free-ion models
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Figure S9: Comparison of the experimental magnetic resonance absorption heatmap (middle)
with simulation results obtained using Hamiltonians for the free-ion approximation with spin-
orbit coupling (left) and spin-2 (right) models for a powder sample using the EASYSPIN
package [1]. The parameters of the Hamiltonian are given in Table S2. The solid and dashed
lines present the resonance excitations from the ground and first excited states respectively.
The colored lines restrict the area of all possible magnetic resonances in polycrystalline
samples, corresponding to the resonance dependence for magnetic field applied along g

(black) and g, (red). The broadening shown is the best match to the 17.5 T experimental
data.

Table S2: Spin Hamiltonian parameters used to simulate the magnetic resonance absorption
spectra shown in Fig. S9.

Model g1 gy [D,E] [o,\A/(Aa)]

soc 2 2 — 1.77, 157, 2
S =3 45 416 58,0




5 Evaluation of the exchange interaction anisotropy for
an effective Heisenberg Hamiltonian model

Following Abragam and Pryce [2], the wavefunction of the ground state doublet for the spin-
orbit Hamiltonian (Eq.1 in main text) is expressed with orbital-spin wavefunctions |L,S)

as
1 1
+— ) = +1,. F— 1
] 2> ‘ ,¢2> 1)

where a, b, and ¢ are coefficients dependent on A/(Aa). If we use the spectroscopically
estimated A, «, and A parameters (listed in the main text and in Table S2), we find

3
1, +—
) o

1
O,:i:§> +c

a = —0.4931;b = 0.7844; c = —0.3763 (2)

When the ground state is well separated from the first excited state, the total spin Si,; = %
within the ground state doublet can be described by a S = % function

Stet = 5™, Si = pS° (3)
where ¢ and p are coefficients defined as in Ref. [3].
p=3a>+ b —c*=1.2032 n
g = 2b* + 2v/3ac = 1.8733

Hence, the isotropic superexchange mechanism for neighboring total spins will be mapped
to an effective S = % Hamiltonian with an anisotropic exchange interaction

N
Hyxz=J) (S7Sf + S!St + BS;S5) (5)
i=1
where
p2
f= = 04125 (6)

This approach for estimating the exchange anisotropy has previously been applied for
the CsCoCl; quasi-1D Ising system [4, 5]. A comparison is shown in Fig. S10. Note that the
energy and axial distortion of our calculations were multiplied by a factor of 1.5 to make our
results compatible with Fig. 1 and Fig. 3 in ref. [5]. The factor of 1.5 is a coefficient in front
of spin-orbit coupling term in the Hamiltonian used in Refs. [4, 5].
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Figure S10: (left) Energy level splitting of the orbital triplet ground state of the Co*" ion
(*Ty,) due to axial distortion. (right) Ratio of the parallel and perpendicular components
of the nearest-neighbor exchange interaction for a S:% single-chain effective Hamiltonian.
Dashed lines show the estimated distortion values for Li;CoCly (this work) and CsCoCls [4].
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