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We report magnetization and neutron diffraction studies on crystal and magnetic structures of Ir- and Rh-
substituted honeycomb lattice α-RuCl3. The iridium or rhodium atoms are distributed at the Ru site with
little structural modification. Both systems undergo a room-temperature monoclinic C2/m to low-temperature
trigonal R3̄ phase transformation with a large recoverable hysteresis. At low temperature, a zigzag spin order
is observed with the same characteristic wavevector (0, 0.5, 1) as in the parent α-RuCl3. Detailed magnetic
structure refinement reveals an ordered moment of 0.32(5)µB/Ru and a upper boundary of canting angle of
15(4)◦ away from the basal plane at 5 K for the 10% Ir-substituted α-RuCl3, which is different from the
0.45-0.73 µB/Ru and 32◦-48◦ canting angle reported in the parent compound α-RuCl3. The observation of
unchanged RuCl6 local octahedral environment, reduced magnetic moment size and canting angle highlights
the potential to study quantum spin liquid behavior through non-magnetic ion doping.

INTRODUCTION

The interplay between topology and electron correlation
leads to a large variety of interesting topological phenomena
in quantum materials. These include fractional quantum Hall
effect where the quasi-particles carry a fraction of the elec-
tron charge [1, 2] and quantum spin liquid (QSL) where the
quantum fluctuations prevent magnetic order down to absolute
zero temperature [3, 4]. The Kitaev spin model on a honey-
comb lattice [5] is an exactly solvable example in which spin
dynamics fractionalizes into itinerant Majorana fermions and
Ising gauge-field excitations. The experimental realization for
this model was initially proposed in quasi-2D iridates A2IrO3

[6], where the bond directional Ising interactions arises from
spin-orbit-assisted jeff = 1/2 state in an edge-sharing envi-
ronment. Recent focus has gradually shifted to the honey-
comb lattice α-RuCl3 [7, 8]. Despite the apparent appearance
of long-range magnetic order, both inelastic neutron scattering
and Raman spectroscopy [9–12] have detected a broad scat-
tering continuum in α-RuCl3. This continuum aligns with the
predicted presence of itinerant Majorana fermion and is inter-
preted as indicating that α-RuCl3 is situated in close proxim-
ity to the QSL state. Additionally, anomalous thermal Hall
properties are observed in the QSL state with applied in-plane
magnetic fields [13–16].

Below TN = 7 K, α-RuCl3 exhibits a zigzag spin struc-
ture [17–19] like what was observed in honeycomb iridates
[20–22]. The static spin configuration is quite fragile and sus-
ceptible to various perturbations including in-plane magnetic
field [12, 23, 24], hydrostatic pressure [25–27], stacking dis-
order [18, 28], and chemical substitution [29–31]. In the latter
case, partial substitution of Ru3+ with magnetic Cr3+ ions
destabilizes the zig-zag long-range magnetic order and favors
a spin-glass state [30]. Alternatively, the inclusion of non-
magnetic ions such as Rh3+ [31] and Ir3+ [29] seems to only
suppress the zigzag order without any signature of freezing
into a spin glass state. Furthermore, inelastic neutron scatter-

ing studies have found that the key character of fractionalized
excitations is maintained in a wide range of Ir concentration
even when the long-range spin order is absent [29]. This is
particularly intriguing as it reveals the robust nature in the dy-
namical channel and provides a viable route to achieve the
long-sought-after quantum spin liquid state in the absence of
applied magnetic field.

The impact of chemical substitution on the crystal and mag-
netic structures of α-RuCl3 has not been thoroughly stud-
ied before partially due to the availability of sizable single
crystals. In this work, the growth, magnetic properties, nu-
clear and magnetic structures of Ru1−xRxCl3 (R = Ir,Rh)
single crystals are reported. With a moderate concentration
of x = 0.1, the transition temperature TN is suppressed to
around 6 K. A large hysteresis about 70 K is present between
the room temperature (T ) monoclinic C2/m and the low-T
trigonal R3̄ crystal structures likely due to the presence of
stacking disorder. As observed in α-RuCl3, both systems re-
vert to the room temperature monoclinic structure after ther-
mal cycling without sign of stacking disorder evident as dif-
fuse scattering along the c∗-axis. A significant reduced mo-
ment of 0.32(5) µB/Ru is observed in the Ir-substituted α-
RuCl3 zigzag spin configuration. The spin moment is in the
ac-plane with tilting angle 15(4)◦ away from the a-axis [the
direction perpendicular to the Ru-Ru bond]. Both moment
size and canting angle are smaller than previous reports in α-
RuCl3 with moment size of 0.45-0.73 µB/Ru and canting an-
gle of 35-48◦ [17, 18].

EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Single crystals of Rh- and Ir-substituted α-RuCl3 were pre-
pared using self-selecting vapor growth method [32]. The
commercial RuCl3 powder from Furuya Metals (Japan) was
used in the growths without further purification. Pure RhCl3
and IrCl3 powders were obtained by reacting the transition
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of magnetization of 10% Ir- and
Ru-substituted α-RuCl3. (a) Low temperature magnetization high-
lighting the magnetic ordering temperature. The data were collected
in a magnetic field of 1 kOe along an arbitrary direction in ab-plane.
(b) High temperature magnetization highlighting the structural tran-
sition at high temperatures. The measurement is performed with a
ramping rate of 2 K/min in a magnetic field of 10 kOe applied per-
pendicular to the plate.

metal oxides with AlCl3-KCl salt [33]. Plate-like crystals with
a typical in-plane dimension of 5-10 mm and thickness up to
1 mm can be obtained. Magnetic properties were measured
with a Quantum Design (QD) Magnetic Property Measure-
ment System in the temperature range 2.0-300 K. The compo-
sitions of the crystals were determined using energy dispersive
spectroscopy (EDS) with a Hitachi TM3000 scanning elec-
tron microscope and Bruker Quantax70 spectrometer. EDS
suggests the transition metal/chlorine ratio is 1:3. However,
the significant overlap of peaks prevents a reliable determina-
tion of the real composition. Therefore, nominal composition
is used in this work. Magnetic measurements were used to
screen crystals for further characterizations. We noticed some
variation of magnetic and structural transitions among crys-
tals from the same batch, indicating the variation of substi-
tution content. Therefore, magnetic and neutron diffraction
measurements were performed on the same piece of crystals
for each composition.

Neutron diffraction experiments of 10% substituted compo-
sitions were carried out using the single crystal diffractome-
ter CORELLI [34] at the Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) to
study both the crystal and magnetic structures and the corre-
sponding structural transition. Individual crystals were glued
to a thin aluminum plate and loaded inside a closed-cycle re-
frigerator with a base temperature of 5 K. The neutron diffrac-
tion data are first collected at 200 K (above the structural tran-
sition) with 360 degrees of rotation about the vertical axis.
After samples were cooled to base temperature, another full
map was collected to investigate the magnetic structure. The
crystals were then warmed back to 200 K to probe possible
structural change after thermal cycling. During initial cooling

and subsequent warming, characteristic Bragg peaks that are
unique to the specific space group of the crystal were closely
monitored as function of temperature with a ramping rate of
1 K/min.

A similar single crystal neutron diffraction experiment of
20% Rh-substituted samples were also performed on the
TOPAZ diffractometer [35, 36] at SNS. Crystals were at-
tached via GE varnish to thin aluminum posts with the mon-
oclinic a∗ axis oriented vertically. Sample temperature was
controlled by a Cryomech P415 pulse tube cryocooler and
data were collected using sample orientations optimized for
coverage with the CrystalPlan software [37]. Data were taken
above the structural transition at 250 K as well as below the
structural transitions at base temperature of 15 K. Crystals
were cooled and heated at a rate of 2 K/min and the transi-
tions were tracked studying the nominal (1, 1, 3) Bragg peak
of the low temperature R3̄ structure.

FIG. 2. Cooling (blue) and warming (red) curves of integrated peak
intensity for (a) 10% Rh-substituted and (b) 10% Ir-substituted α-
RuCl3 showing large hysteresis in structure transformation between
high-temperature C2/m monoclinic and low-temperature R3̄ trig-
onal structure. The first order transition is complete and does not
exhibit remnant phase coexistence at low temperature.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The temperature-dependent magnetization of 10% Ru- and
Ir-substituted α-RuCl3 crystals used for neutron diffraction
study at CORELLI is shown in Fig. 1. Both samples ex-
hibit a long-range magnetic order with similar TN = 6 K.
The different magnitudes of the magnetization drop below TN

may result from different in-plane field directions. A weak
hump around 10 K is observed for the Ir-substituted crystals,
indicating the presence of stacking disorder in this piece of
crystal. The higher temperature magnetization shown in 1(b)
highlights the structure transition. For both compositions, the
transition occurs around 60 K upon cooling and 150 K upon
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of (a) magnetization and (b) inten-
sity of (1, 1, 3) reflection of 20% Rh-substituted α-RuCl3. Magnetic
data were collected with a ramping rate of 2 K/min in a magnetic
field of 1 T applied perpendicular the crystal plate. No long range
magnetic order is observed above 2 K while the structure transition
is still present.

warming, resulting in a wide loop in the temperature depen-
dent magnetization.

The presence of the structure transition is further confirmed
by neutron diffraction study. Structural refinement indicates
that the substituted α-RuCl3 systems crystallize in a mono-
clinic C2/m space group at room temperature and transforms
to trigonal R3̄ space group at low temperature consistent with
other reports in crystals without doping [38, 39]. Figure 2(a)
shows the T -dependence of the nuclear reflection (1, 1, 3) in-
dexed in the low-T R3̄ space group upon cooling and warm-
ing. The abrupt increase in intensity near 75 K of this peak
on cooling and sudden disappearance at 150 K on warming
confirms the transition is first order and is consistent with pre-
vious investigation on the pure α-RuCl3 where the temper-
ature difference of the structural transition between cooling
and warming critically depends on the degree of stacking dis-
order [39]. A narrower hysteresis window typically implies
the single crystal contains smaller amount of stacking disor-
der. The large hysteresis windows observed in Figs. 1 and 2
might reflect increased stacking disorder. It is yet to be investi-
gated whether the stacking disorder comes from inappropriate
growth parameters or chemical substitution.

In parent α-RuCl3, the structure transition occurs around
170 K upon warming. In contrast, our observations in this
study indicate a transition temperature roughly 20 K lower for
10% Rh or Ir substituted compositions. This reduction in the
structure transition temperature appears to be a consequence
of chemical substitution. Figure 3(a) shows the temperature
dependence of magnetization of 20% Rh-substituted RuCl3.
No long range magnetic order was observed above 2 K for
this composition. The thermal evolution of the (1, 1, 3) peaks
shown in Fig. 3(b) indicates the structure transition occurs
around 50 K upon cooling and 130 K upon warming. Both

temperatures are consistent with those obtained from mag-
netic measurements. It is worth noting that the transition tem-
perature upon warming is further reduced compared to those
for 10% Rh or Ir-substituted compositions. This indicates
that the nonmagnetic substitution in the honeycomb plane af-
fects not only the in-plane magnetic interactions but the inter-
layer coupling. Despite the apparent difference in the thermal
hysteresis, the structural parameters among all substituted α-
RuCl3 samples from structure refinement remains unchanged
compared to the parent compound. The lattice constants, bond
distances, and bond angles are nearly the same within uncer-
tainty (see Appendix). This could be expected as the effective
ionic radii of and Rh3+ is 0.665 Å, similar to Ir3+ and Ru3+

that are identical at 0.68 Å [40].
The difference between the room temperature monoclinic

C2/m phase shown in Fig. 4(a) and low-T trigonal R3̄ phase
shown in Fig. 4(b) can be visualized in the reciprocal space
mappings that are displayed Fig. 4(c)-Fig. 4(h). Lattice pa-
rameter determination from observed structural Bragg peaks
indicates room temperature monoclinic cell parameters with
base centering conditions. At low temperature, a hexagonal
cell is observed with peaks indexed with rhombohedral lat-
tice centering. Each space group can be confirmed through
detailed analysis of the Bragg intensities using least squares
refinement. More details about the structure refinements and
Bragg integration are given in the Appendix. In the room tem-
perature phase, the honeycomb layers are stacked in an ar-
rangement corresponding to a simple translation along the c-
axis with displacement vector perpendicular to the armchair of
the honeycomb bond that is illustrated in Fig. 4(a). In the case
of the low-T trigonal phase, the stacking sequence is different
as shown in Fig. 4(b). Viewing from the direction perpendicu-
lar to the basal plane, the neighboring layers are separated by
an in-plane displacement vector of [2/3a, 1/3a] which is 60◦

from the armchair bond.
Figures 4(c)-4(h) show the reciprocal space contour maps

for both crystals at 200 K (pristine), 5 K (cooled), and 200 K
(warmed) conditions. The C2/m → R3̄ structural transi-
tion induces notable structural diffuse scattering in the low-
temperature phase. The line-cuts across a Bragg peak along
the c∗-direction in Figs. 4(d) and 4(g) for Rh-doping and Ir-
doping, respectively, show clear Lorentzian profile with a full
width half maximum approximately 0.1 reciprocal lattice unit
indicating a correlation length of 155±5 Å. However, the
samples fully recover the original states after thermal cycling
evidenced by the sharp Bragg reflections and the lack of rod-
like feature along the c∗-direction. For the crystal with Rh-
doping, this is shown in Figs. 4(c) and 4(e) that can be com-
pared to the crystal with Ir-doping shown Figs. 4(f) and 4(h).
Two distinct sets of Bragg intensities are in the low temper-
ature trigonal phase: one strong and the other weak. The
strong set is from the major structural domain which fulfills
the rhombohedral obverse setting (−h + k + l = 3n). The
weaker set originates from a twinned domain generated by a
two-axis rotation about the [1, 1̄, 0]-direction of the major do-
main in the reverse setting (h − k + l = 3n). This type of
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FIG. 4. Stacking sequence of honeycomb layers in (a) C2/m and (b) R3̄ space groups. The out-of-plane stacking shift vector is [0, 0, 1] and
[2/3, 1/3, 1/3], respectively. Heatmap plot of 10% Rh-substituted α-RuCl3 at (c) 200 K on first cooling, (d) 5 K, and (e) 200 K after warming.
Similar data collected for 10% Ir-substituted α-RuCl3 at (f) 200 K on cooling, (g) 5 K, and (h) 200 K on warming. Both Rh- and Ir-substituted
crystals are indexed using monoclinic C2/m space group at high temperature while the low-T data are indexed in the hexagonal R3̄ space
group. Note both systems recover to the pristine state showing absence of structural diffuse scattering after thermal cycling back to 200 K.
For the Ir-substituted sample, the appearance of an additional domain can be indexed using a twin with 120◦ rotation about the c∗-axis. This
domain recovers after thermal cycling. The inset shows selected line-cuts along the c∗-axis with sharp Bragg peaks in the monoclinic phase
and broad peaks with diffuse scattering along c∗ in the trigonal setting.

FIG. 5. (a) Intensity slice in the (h, k, 1) plane showing the mag-
netic satellite peaks with propagation wavevector (0, 0.5, 1) for the
10% Ir-substituted α-RuCl3 at T = 5.0 K. Two structural domains
correspond to obverse/reverse twinning with volume ratio of 77:23.
Structural peaks from the major domain are highlighted in dashed
white circles. The magnetic twins associated with the major struc-
tural domain are evident with 120◦ rotation along c∗ and marked in
closed white circles. Note that the axes are skewed according to the
60◦ angle between a∗ and b∗. (b) The intensity slice in the (0, k, l)
plane. Magnetic reflections are present at k = ±0.5 with l = ±1,
±2 and ±4. The line-cut across k = 0.5 shows a distinct distribution
of intensities corresponding to the two structural domains.

obverse/reverse twinning is found to occur in the R3̄ space
group [41]. The population ratio is 77:23. A proper identifi-
cation of this ratio is important for determining the spin con-
figuration that relies on an accurate account of all structural
and magnetic domain contributions.

Both 10% substituted compositions enter a magnetic or-

FIG. 6. (a) Refined zigzag spin structure of 10% Ir-substituted α-
RuCl3 at T = 5.0 K. The magnetic moments are aligned in the
ac plane with a canting angle of 15(4)◦ away from the basal plane.
(b) The temperature dependence of the integrated intensity of the
(0, 0.5, 1) magnetic reflection. The dashed line is guide to eye. The
inset shows selective cuts across the magnetic transition.

dered state at low temperature. The characteristic propaga-
tion vector (0, 0.5, 1) is the same as that reported in the par-
ent α-RuCl3 [17, 19] but different from the sample that re-
tains a low-T monoclinic structure [28]. A complete recipro-
cal space map is necessary to elucidate the coexisting struc-
tural and magnetic domains for a reliable determination of the
magnetic structure. Figure 5(a) shows the (h, k, l = 1) slice
of the 10% Ir-substituted sample at 5 K. For the major struc-
tural domain, there could exist three magnetic twins that are
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120◦ apart along the c∗-axis, since the magnetic wavevector
breaks the three-fold symmetry. For this domain, two strong
magnetic reflections located at (0, 0.5, 1) and (0.5,−0.5, 1)
are visible and highlighted in closed circles. A third magnetic
domain originating from the major structural domain is hardly
visible at the expected (−0.5, 0, 1) peak position. By contrast,
the minor structural domain shows one distinct magnetic peak
at (0,−0.5, 1). Figure 5(b) shows the (h = 0, k, l) slice where
the magnetic satellite peaks are present at k = ±0.5. The
line-cut along the [0, 0, l]-direction shows markedly strong in-
tensities at l = −2, 1 and 4, while the weak reflections at
remaining l values come from the minor structural domain.
Two structural domains are also observed in the 10% Rh-
substituted sample at 5 K. The magnetic reflections can also
be indexed with the same (0, 0.5, 1) wavevector, but the mag-
netic signal is too weak due to lower counting statistics for
proper extraction of the magnetic intensities needed for struc-
ture refinement. More details related to 10% Rh-substituted
sample are given in the Appendix.

The magnetic space group compliant with the wavevector
(0, 0.5, 1) and Ru-ion at the 6c site in the parent R3̄ space
group is PS−1 (#2.7 BNS setting). Although the magnetic
cell doubles the unit cell along the b-axis, there is only one
magnetic site with a- and c-axis components to be determined
for the zigzag spin structure. Given that magnetic intensity
measurements probe the spin component perpendicular S⊥ to
the momentum transfer Q [S⊥ = Q̂×(S×Q̂)], a comprehen-
sive examination of out-of-plane l components in the surveyed
magnetic reflections (0, 0.5, l = 1 + 3n) further constrains
the spin canting angles. A sizable intensity at l = 4 implies
the spin component is directed closer to the ab-plane. To-
gether with magnetic reflections from other twinned magnetic
domains, magnetic structure refinement of the Ir-substituted
sample using Fullprof [42] results in a zigzag structure with
spin canting angle slightly away from the basal plane. The
goodness of fit remains relatively flat for the canting angle
between -15◦ to 15◦ but increases sharply beyond these val-
ues. This sets an upper boundary for the canting angle. A
more detailed analysis is given in the Appendix. The ordered
moment is determined to be 0.32(5) µB/Ru at 5 K and the
resulting spin configuration is illustrated in Fig. 6(a). The
thermal evolution of the integrated (0, 0.5, 1) peak intensity
is shown in Fig. 6(b) where the Néel temperature is observed
near 6 K and is consistent with the magnetic susceptibility
study in Fig. 1(a). An earlier study of pure α-RuCl3 [17] re-
ported an ordered moment of 0.73 µB/Ru at 4 K with canting
angle of 48◦ from the a-axis. The moment at 5 K from this
report based on the change in magnetic Bragg peak is esti-
mated to be 0.69 µB/Ru. In a separate independent study,
the moment size at 4.2 K is determined to be 0.45(5) µB/Ru
with canting angle 35◦ away from the honeycomb plane [18].
This indicates the magnetic moment size of the Ir-substituted
α-RuCl3 sample observed in this study is smaller than that
reported in the parent compound α-RuCl3.

The spin direction is crucial to understand the strength of
relative interactions and nature of the zigzag order. Since

the discovery of α-RuCl3 as one of the promising candi-
dates realizing Kitaev quantum spin liquid, extensive efforts
have focused on identifying a proper microscopic model that
is capable of capturing the essential features of the inelastic
neutron scattering and bulk property data [43–49]. A com-
bined analysis of various experimental observations has con-
verged on a minimal generalized Kitaev-Heisenberg Hamil-
tonian (K-J-Γ-Γ′-J3) encompassing Ising-like Kitaev inter-
action K, Heisenberg exchange J , symmetric off-diagonal
exchange coupling Γ, Γ′, and the third-neighbor Heisenberg
coupling J3 [50–57]. The Kitaev term K for α-RuCl3 is gen-
erally considered to be ferromagnetic [11, 51, 52, 58] and it is
believed the zigzag order is stabilized by either longer-range
antiferromagnetic couplings J3 or anisotropic off-diagonal Γ
and Γ′ terms [50]. A sufficiently strong anisotropic term Γ
leads to a moment locked in the ac-crystallographic plane
while the introduction of Γ′, usually small and originating
from trigonal compression, lowers the critical threshold of Γ
required to stabilize the moment. The canting angle α away
from the honeycomb plane can be analytically expressed as
tan 2α = 4/

√
2(1 + r)/(7r − 2) where r = −Γ/(K + Γ′)

[22, 50]. The canting angle obtained in this study serves as a
valuable constraint for understanding the relative strength of
the terms K, Γ, and Γ′ in further studies of the microscopic
models of substituted α-RuCl3.

Furthermore, our structure investigation reveals minimal al-
teration of the lattice parameters and average local RuCl6 en-
vironment when compared to the parent compound α-RuCl3
(see Appendix). The trigonal crystal electric field arising
from compression of the RuCl6 octahedra, plays a pivotal
role in stabilizing the zigzag order evidenced from the strong
anisotropic magnetization [59], akin to observations in iri-
dates [60]. The absence of significant changes in these struc-
tural parameters suggests the suppression of both the tran-
sition temperature and ordered moment comes factors other
than chemical pressure [31] or alterations of crystalline elec-
tric field. One possible contributing factor could be the
disruption of exchange pathways due to the dilution of the
honeycomb lattice. On the other hand, the inelastic neu-
tron scattering spectra have shown that the spin liquid state
in Ru1−xIrxCl3 is robust against iridium doping; the low-
T characteristic upper excitation feature associated with the
fractionalized excitations is present in a wide range of non-
magnetic iridium doping even when the static spin order is
completely absent [29]. This is in line with the recent theoreti-
cal study where the introduction of nonmagnetic vacancy con-
centrations preserves most of the spin-liquid behavior [61].
The vacancies contribute to a pileup of Majorana modes accu-
mulated in the density of states, which can be experimentally
verified by future low-T specific heat measurements.

SUMMARY

In summary, we use neutron single crystal diffraction to
determine the crystal and magnetic structure of honeycomb
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lattice α-RuCl3 with Ru partially substituted by nonmagnetic
Rh3+ and Ir3+ ions. Similar to α-RuCl3, both 10% substi-
tuted samples exhibit a zigzag magnetic order with an identi-
cal characteristic magnetic wavevector below TN , undergo a
first-order structural transition from room-temperature C2/m
to low-temperature R3̄ phase, fully revert to their original
C2/m state after undergoing thermal cycling. An examina-
tion of the nuclear structure suggests that the substitution of
Ir/Rh does not introduce any significant alterations in either
the average structure or the local environment of the RuCl6
octahedra. However, both the magnetic order and the struc-
tural transition upon warming are observed to occur at lower
temperatures in these chemically substituted samples, indicat-
ing the nonmagnetic impurities affect both the in-plane mag-
netic interactions and the interlayer coupling. The magnetic
structure refinement conducted in the Ir-substituted sample
has revealed a reduction in both the magnetic moment size
and canting angle when compared to the values reported ear-
lier for α-RuCl3. These findings provide valuable constraints
for future theoretical investigations into the magnetic Hamil-
tonian in substituted α-RuCl3. Chemical substitution with
nonmagnetic ions of similar atomic radii presents an attractive
approach for tailoring the magnetic properties of materials in
close proximity to a quantum spin liquid state.
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APPENDIX

Structural Analysis

Nuclear Bragg peaks of the sample are integrated in recip-
rocal space and corrected with Lorentz and spectrum correc-
tions [63]. Using a best-fitting three dimensional ellipsoid en-
velope, the resulting intensities are corrected for wavelength-
dependent absorption [64] of the sample using an equiva-
lent sphere analytical correction [65] with chemical formula
Ru0.9R0.1Cl3 (R = Ir,Rh), unit cell Z-parameter and vol-
ume. The Mantid software is used throughout the data reduc-
tion process [66]. In the Jana crystal structure refinements,

the twin law corresponding to obverse/reverse twinning is in-
troduced with variable domain population. A wavelength-
dependent secondary spherical extinction correction model is
applied [67]. Structure refinement of the calculated structure
factors to the corrected Bragg intensities from the complete re-
ciprocal space maps are used to refine the positions of the Ru
and Cl-sites. Determination of the exact doping level is dif-
ficult due to the typical broadening of Bragg peaks observed
in van der Waals materials. In addition, the scattering length
of Rh is somewhat closer to Ru than Ir. For the 10%-samples
measured at CORELLI, the compositions are determined to
be 6-7% for Ir-doped sample and 11% for Rh-doped sample.
Subsequent refinements to obtain the bond distances and an-
gles are done with composition fixed at x = 0.1. For the
TOPAZ Rh-doped sample with the nominal composition of
x = 0.2, the sample composition is determined to be 22%
Rh..

TABLE I. Structural parameters at high and low temperature phases
for the doped α-RuCl3 compared to un-doped one. Note uncertain-
ties of lattice constant are standard errors. Lengths are in angstroms
and angles are in degrees

C2/m 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [39]
a 6.000(5) 5.980(1) 5.981(3) 5.976(1)
b 10.331(4) 10.348(1) 10.344(2) 10.343(1)
c 6.0092(2) 6.0356(1) 6.027(1) 6.023(1)
β 108.74(5) 108.72(1) 108.88(2) 108.80(1)
R3̄ 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [17]
a 5.973(3) 5.974(1) 5.972(1) 5.973(1)
c 16.956(9) 16.961(2) 16.953(3) 16.93(6)

Table I lists the lattice parameters of both the high temper-
ature C2/m and low temperature R3̄ phases. The parame-
ters for all compositions appear similar. For the monoclinic
case, a reference sample previously measured on CORELLI
at 200 K is reported [39]. In the case of the trigonal phase,
the parameters at 5 K from [17] are used for comparison. For
clarity, the R3̄ space group has a hexagonal unit cell with R
rhombohedral lattice centering. Structural refinement anal-
ysis is performed using Jana2020 [68] to obtain the refined
site fractional coordinates. Typical bond-distances, and angles
of the RuCl6 octahedra are reported in Table II. In this table,
the superscript indicates a symmetry operator of the site that
forms the bond. No superscript indicates the identity operator
(x, y, z). There does not appear to be a significant difference
among all samples studied. The low temperature reference
values for the trigonal case are also from [17] at 5 K.

Magnetic Structure Analysis

The zigzag magnetic structure corresponds to irreducible
representation Γ1. The basis vectors from representation anal-
ysis are shown in Table III for the Ru ion and used in the Full-
Prof refinement [42]. Magnetic peaks from the Ir-substituted
sample are integrated in a similar fashion to the structural
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TABLE II. Selected Ru-Cl bond distances and angles at high and low
temperature phases for the doped α-RuCl3 compared to un-doped
one. Note uncertainties are standard errors. Lengths are in angstroms
and angles are in degrees.

C2/m 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [39]
Ru1-Cl1 2.360(2) 2.363(1) 2.361(2) 2.363(1)
Ru1-Cl2 2.358(2) 2.361(1) 2.361(2) 2.361(1)
Ru1-Cl2ii 2.359(2) 2.359(1) 2.359(2) 2.359(1)
R3̄ 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [17]
Ru1-Cl1 2.363(3) 2.361(4) 2.362(1) 2.359(6)
Ru1-Cl1III 2.356(2) 2.360(3) 2.359(1) 2.352(6)
C2/m 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [39]
Cl1-Ru1-Cl1i 86.50(7) 86.27(3) 86.37(5) 86.48(2)
Cl1-Ru1-Cl2 91.30(7) 91.61(3) 91.48(6) 91.55(2)
Cl1-Ru1-Cl2i 91.49(7) 91.10(3) 91.25(6) 91.20(2)
Cl1-Ru1-Cl2ii 91.14(6) 91.30(2) 91.33(4) 91.24(2)
Cl2-Ru1-Cl2ii 85.58(6) 85.99(2) 85.92(4) 86.01(2)
Cl2-Ru1-Cl2iii 91.75(6) 91.40(2) 91.46(4) 91.35(2)
Cl2ii-Ru1-Cl2iii 91.36(7) 91.28(3) 91.11(5) 91.18(2)
R3̄ 10%-Rh 20%-Rh 10%-Ir parent [17]
Cl1-Ru1-Cl1I 91.39(6) 91.56(8) 91.58(2) 91.36(2)
Cl1-Ru1-Cl1III 86.09(5) 86.12(8) 86.15(2) 85.90(2)
Cl1-Ru1-Cl1V 91.24(5) 91.24(8) 91.17(2) 91.61(1)
Cl1III-Ru1-Cl1IV 91.39(6) 91.18(8) 91.21(2) 91.26(2)

Superscript indicates symmetry operator. Unlabeled refers to (x, y, z).
C2/m: i(−x, y,−z + 1), ii(−x+ 1/2,−y + 1/2,−z + 1),
iii(x− 1/2,−y + 1/2); R3̄: I(−y, x− y, z),II(−x+ y,−x, z),
III(−x+ 1/3,−y+ 2/3,−z+ 2/3), IV(y− 2/3,−x+ y− 1/3,−z+ 2/3),
V(x− y + 1/3, x− 1/3,−z + 2/3)

TABLE III. Basis vectors of irreducible representation of zigzag
magnetic structure with the Ru 6c site.

Γ1 ψ1 ψ2 ψ3

Ru (0, 0, z) (1, 0, 0) (0, 1, 0) (0, 0, 1)
Ru (0, 0, z̄) (1̄, 0, 0) (0, 1̄, 0) (0, 0, 1̄)

FIG. 7. (a) The observed to calculated intensities with canting angle
that minimizes the χ2 from 12 magnetic peaks. The solid red line is
guide to the eye. (b) Dependence of fitted χ2 per degree of freedom
with canting angle comparing observed integrated intensities to cal-
culated structure factors for the 10% Ir-substituted sample. Canting
angle shows a clear minimum near 15◦ denoted with the dashed red
line.

Bragg peaks. Six magnetic peaks from each structural domain

are integrated. The primary domain with 77% contribution
contains the magnetic reflections that are offset from indexed
nuclear peaks in the rhombohedrally centered obverse setting.
The secondary domain with 23% has peaks indexed from the
reverse twin as discussed in the text. To determine the moment
size, the magnetic peaks are refined with the Bragg reflections
to obtain the scale factor.

The observed magnetic intensities are compared to the ex-
pected values for the refined structure are shown in Fig. 7(a)
for the Ir-substituted sample with canting angle 15◦. The
χ2 goodness of fit per degree of freedom (dof) with variable
canting angle from the magnetic structural model is shown in
Fig. 7(b) and shows a clear minimum near 15◦. Above 15◦

(and below −15◦), the χ2 deviates drastically. Hence, 15◦ is
the upper bound of the canting angle. As the change in χ2 is
small about zero canting angle within ±15 does not rule out
smaller canting angles within uncertainty.

The order parameter of the Ir-substituted (0, 0.5, 1) mag-
netic satellite peak integrated intensity is compared to refer-
ence data for the parent compound [17, 18] in Fig. 8. The
intensities of the reference data are scaled by a factor to the
guide line. For reference [17] with un-substituted crystal
structure determined in space group R3̄, it is estimated that the
moment size of the parent compound at 5 K data will be about
0.69 µB/Ru which is associated with an approximately 10 %
drop in intensity from the value at 4 K estimated from the in-
tensity reduction of the order parameter. A reduction of inten-
sity by a factor is associated with a corresponding change of
moment size by the square root of that factor since intensities
scale with the square of the magnetic structure factor. Simi-
larly, for reference [18] with magnetic structure determined in
parent space group C2/m, the associated drop in intensity is
approximately 5% at 5K indicating a minor change in moment
size (approximately 0.46 µB/Ru). This suggests the magnetic
moment size of the Ir-substituted sample is smaller than these
previous reports.

As the Rh-doped sample has a similar reverse/obverse
structural twinning with one major and minor domain, the ap-
pearance of magnetic peaks follows a similar trend with the
Ir-doped sample. The (0, k, l) intensity slice from the Rh-
doped sample at 5 K is displayed in Fig. 9 and shows magnetic
peaks appearing at similar positions as the Ir-doped sample
out to l = ±4 which include (0, 0.5,±1), (0, 0.5,±2), and
(0, 0.5,±4). Magnetic peaks can also be observed along the
[0,−0.5, l] direction. Due to counting statistics, the magnetic
peaks are too weak for reliable integration and magnetic struc-
ture refinement.
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and A. U. B. Wolter, Spin-glass state and reversed mag-
netic anisotropy induced by Cr doping in the Kitaev magnet
α−RuCl3, Physical Review B 99, 214410 (2019).

[31] G. Bastien, E. Vinokurova, M. Lange, K. K. Bestha, L. T. C. Bo-
horquez, G. Kreutzer, A. Lubk, T. Doert, B. Büchner, A. Isaeva,
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