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A quantum spin liquid (QSL) is a state of matter characterized by fractionalized quasiparticle
excitations, quantum entanglement, and a lack of long-range magnetic order. However, QSLs have
evaded definitive experimental observation. Several Yb3+-based triangular lattice antiferromagnets
with effective S = 1

2
have been suggested to stabilize the QSL state as the ground state. Here,

we build a comprehensive magnetic temperature phase diagram of a high-quality single crystalline
KYbSe2 via heat capacity and magnetocaloric effect down to 30 mK with magnetic field applied
along the a-axis. At zero magnetic field, we observe the magnetic long-range order at TN = 0.29 K
entering 120 degrees ordered state in heat capacity, consistent with neutron scattering studies.
Analysis of the low-temperature (T ) specific heat (C) at zero magnetic field indicates linear T -
dependence of C/T and a broad hump of C/T in the proximate QSL region above TN. By applying
magnetic field, we observe the up-up-down phase with 1/3 magnetization plateau and oblique phases,
in addition to two new phases. These observations strongly indicate that while KYbSe2 closely
exhibits characteristics resembling an ideal triangular lattice, deviations may exist, such as the
effect of the next-nearest-neighbor exchange interaction, calling for careful consideration for spin
Hamiltonian modeling. Further investigations into tuning parameters, such as chemical pressure,
could potentially induce an intriguing QSL phase in the material.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum spin liquids (QSLs) are a proposed state of
matter characterized by fractionalized quasiparticle ex-
citations, quantum entanglement, and a lack of long-
range magnetic order [1–4]. This elusive phase of matter
has captured great attention from researchers because
quantum entanglement can be utilized to realize fault-
tolerant quantum computing [5, 6]. Researchers have
been actively searching for the QSL phase in materials
with magnetic frustrations. Among the simplest geomet-
rically frustrated systems are the triangular lattice anti-
ferromagnets (TLAFs) [7, 8]. Recent reports have sug-
gested the possibility of TLAFs hosting a gapless U(1)
Dirac QSL phase [9] or a chiral spin liquid with spinon
Fermi surfaces [10] at zero magnetic field when the ratio
of the nearest-neighbor (J1) and next nearest-neighbor
(J2) exchange interactions is close to 0.06 (J2/J1 = 0.06)
[11–19].

The strong magnetic frustration in theoretical TLAFs
induces an interesting magnetization process under mag-
netic field: a 120-degree ordered state at zero magnetic
field (if a long-range ordering exists at zero magnetic
field) and an up-up-down (UUD) spin structure with a
1/3 magnetization plateau within a finite range of the
magnetic field [20–22]. The UUD phase is a fluctuation-
driven magnetic phase whose spin structure differs from
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the classical ground state, through the order-by-disorder
mechanism [23]. The field range of the UUD phase
decreases as the temperature decreases for large spin
TLAFs, as the fluctuation is driven by thermal fluctu-
ations [24, 25]. Conversely, for small spin TLAFs, the
UUD phase persists down to zero temperature due to the
dominance of quantum fluctuations [21, 26–28]. As the
magnetic field further increases, an oblique spin struc-
ture is also stabilized before the magnetization reaches
saturation.

Recently, delafossite materials with the ARX2 struc-
ture have been investigated as promising candidates for
quantum spin liquids (QSLs) [29–33]. These materials
feature two-dimensional triangular lattices of R3+ ions,
where A represents alkali metals (Li, Na, K, Rb, Cs, Tl,
Ag, and Cu), R represents rare-earth elements, and X
represents chalcogen elements (O, S, and Se). The crystal
structure is illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). Rare-earth elements
form a triangular lattice, allowing for tuning the distance
between nearest neighbor rare earth ions. Alkali met-
als modulate interlayer interactions, while chalcogen ele-
ments affect intralayer interactions [29–32]. The diverse
chemistry that controls the physical properties gives rise
to a series of compounds that allow exploration of vari-
ous intriguing ground states, including the possibility of
realizing QSL phases [29–35].

Significant studies have been conducted on Yb3+-based
materials due to the S = 1/2 state, which maximizes
the quantum effect [36, 37]. Among the AYbSe2 fam-
ily of delafossite materials, KYbSe2 has been considered
a candidate for QSL. However, at temperatures below
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0.29 K, magnetic order has been reported based on spe-
cific heat and neutron scattering experiments without a
clear signature of gap opening [38, 39]. When a magnetic
field is applied in the ab-plane, field-induced long-range
magnetic orders are found at the 1/3 saturation magne-
tization plateau, most likely identified as UUD [40, 41].

Although KYbSe2 exhibits magnetic order at low tem-
peratures, the results indicate that it is a proximate QSL,
as suggested by the J2/J1 ratio estimated using specific
heat and inelastic neutron scattering data [38, 39]. The
J2/J1 ratio extracted from neutron scattering and heat
capacity data (0.047) is very close to that (0.06) of the
QSL quantum phase transition on the triangular lattice
Heisenberg antiferromagnet. Therefore, KYbSe2 serves
as a significant milestone towards realizing a QSL, with
the potential for fine-tuning through methods such as
chemical doping and pressure.

Here, we have studied the thermodynamic properties
of KYbSe2 using heat capacity and the magnetocaloric
effect (MCE) and have constructed a comprehensive in-
plane magnetic field vs. temperature (H − T ) phase di-
agram. We have observed a single ordering transition at
0.29 K at zero magnetic field. Through the convergence
of data from both heat capacity and MCE analyses, con-
sistent magnetic phase boundaries have been obtained.
The nature of the magnetic phase transitions closely
aligns with second-order phase transitions, suggesting a
negligible magnetic anisotropy within the plane. Further-
more, our phase diagram exposes five distinct magnetic
phases, encompassing a 120-degree ordered phase, a UUD
phase, and an oblique phase. In light of our comprehen-
sive findings, it is apparent that the compound under
investigation exhibits characteristics closely resembling
those of an ideal TLAF. However, the revelation of two
additional phases hints at the possible existence of sup-
plementary magnetic interactions.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

KYbSe2 single crystals were synthesized using a KCl
salt flux method, and the detailed synthesis methods are
described elsewhere [40]. All specific heat and MCE mea-
surements presented in this study were conducted in an
Oxford Instruments dilution refrigerator with a temper-
ature range of 30 mK to 1.6 K and an applied magnetic
field of up to 11 T. Specific heat values were obtained
using a quasiadiabatic method. The MCE was also mea-
sured using the same experimental setup. The bath tem-
perature was fixed, and the magnetic field was swept at
rates between 0.09 and 0.19 T/min while monitoring the
sample temperature.

For the measurements, a heater was mounted on one
side of a sapphire stage, while a large single crystal sam-
ple of KYbSe2 (1.19 mg) was mounted on the other side
of the sapphire stage using GE varnish. The sample was
positioned with the a-axis parallel to the direction of the
magnetic field (H ∥ a). A ruthenium oxide resistance
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FIG. 1. The crystal structure of KYbSe2 (a) and specific heat,
C as a function of temperature, T of single crystal KYbSe2
in zero applied magnetic field (b). The black solid circles are
the total specific heat, the blue line is a nuclear Schottky fit,
Csch to the low-T upturn, and the red solid circles are the data
with the nuclear Schottky contribution subtracted. The inset
shows the magnetic entropy, S as a function of temperature.

thermometer was affixed to the top of the sample, and
a weak thermal link to the temperature bath was estab-
lished by directly applying GE varnish to the sample.
Due to the negligible heat capacity of the thermometer
compared to the sample, the heat transfer between the
thermometer and the sample was minimal.

III. RESULTS

In Fig. 1 (b), the zero-field heat capacity of the sin-
gle crystal KYbSe2 is shown as a function of tempera-
ture. At T = 0.29 K, a small peak is clearly observed,
which we attribute to a transition into a 120-degree or-
dered state, consistent with the neutron scattering re-
sults [38]. Below 0.1 K, the specific heat (C) starts
to increase with decreasing temperature due to the nu-
clear Schottky anomaly of the Yb3+ ions. The contribu-
tion of the nuclear Schottky anomaly is represented by
the solid blue line (Csch). Here, Csch = dE/dT , where
E = NΣn

i=0∆iexp(−∆i/kBT )/Σ
n
i=0exp(−∆i/kBT ). n is

the number of split the ground state separated by ∆i [42].
so that

Csch =
1

ZkBT 2

[ n∑
i=0

∆2
i e

−∆i
kBT − 1

Z

( n∑
i=0

∆ie
−∆i
kBT

)2]
. (1)

The Hamiltonian for the nuclear hyperfine level splitting
∆i is given by

H = a⟨Jz⟩Iz + P
(
I2z − 1

3
I(I + 1)

)
(2)
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where ⟨Jz⟩ is the expectation value of the electronic mag-
netic moment, and I and Iz refers to the nuclear mag-
netic moment. (a is the dipolar hyperfine constant, and
P is the quadripolar coupling constants which we take
from Ref. [43]). If we neglect the quadrupolar term, the
upturn in the nuclear Schottky anomaly can be used to
put an upper bound on the root-mean-squared ⟨Jz⟩ static
electronic magnetic moment [44].

After subtracting the nuclear Schottky tail, the mag-
netic entropy (S) is estimated by integrating C/T with
respect to temperature, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1 (b).
The calculated S recovers approximately 89% of Rln 2 up
to 10 K. The slow recovery is attributed to the magnetic
frustration that suppresses the magnetic ordering tem-
perature compared to the interaction energy scale. One
important observation is that only one-phase transition
at zero magnetic field was observed. This implies that
the system is nearly isotropic [45] and the spins are not
strongly affected by thermal fluctuations [24].

We next measured C/T as a function of temperature
under various constant applied magnetic fields along a-
axis, and the results are shown in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2 (a),
the ordering transition is indicated by a red arrow. As
the magnetic field is increased, the transition weakens
and becomes difficult to identify when H > 1 T while
the height of the broad humps indicated with the light
blue arrows increases. However, when H ≥ 2 T, a promi-
nent lambda-like peak marked with the blue arrows be-
gins to develop, as shown in Fig. 2 (b) and (c). This
peak increases in both intensity and temperature, reach-
ing 0.94 K at 4 T, indicating a rapid increase in entropy
across the transition. As the field is further increased
above 4 T, the lambda-like peak is suppressed, as shown
in Fig. 2 (c).

To detect phase transitions as a function of magnetic
field, we measured C/T while scanning the magnetic field
at a constant temperature, as shown in Fig. 3. For clar-
ity, C/T is vertically shifted by α with the temperature
evolution, and each constant α is in parentheses beside
the legend. We identify a series of magnetic phase tran-
sitions, and the transition fields are indicated by arrows
in Fig. 3. Our data above 0.4 K match well the pre-
viously studied field-induced magnetic phase transitions
[40]. However, C/T below 0.4 K reveals additional new
features at low fields below 2 T (denoted by the light red
arrows) and high fields around 8 T (denoted by the light
blue arrows), whose features are weak but clear.

Next we turn to the MCE, which measures the change
in the sample temperature while sweeping magnetic field
Tsample(H). The MCE can be measured in different
conditions: adiabatic, quasiadiabatic, equilibrium, and
isothermal conditions. In the adiabatic limit, where
the time constant for the temperature of the sample
to relax to the bath is much longer than the mag-
netic field sweep rate, the magnetic field up-sweeps and
down-sweeps Tsample(H) are identical, i.e., it is reversible
[46, 47]. A first-order phase transition with latent heat
can make it irreversible. On the other hand, when the
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FIG. 2. Specific heat divided by temperature, C/T as a func-
tion of temperature of single crystal KYbSe2 in different ap-
plied magnetic fields (a) Field range 0−2 T, the red arrow
indicates the ordering transition, the blue arrows show the
development of a broad hump. (b) Field range 0−3.5 T, the
blue arrows show the development of a strong lambda-like
anomaly. (c) Field range 4−10 T, the blue arrows indicate
the continued development of the lambda-like transition.

time constant for relaxation is much shorter than the
field sweep rate, the equilibrium limit is obtained and
the Tsample(H) displays sign-changing of slope near the
phase boundaries on magnetic field up-sweeps and down-
sweeps [46]. Fig. 4 illustrates Tsample(H) for up (black)
and down (red) sweeps of the magnetic field for various
initial temperatures in zero magnetic field. The sign-
change in slope around the phase boundaries indicates
that our measurements were taken under close equilib-
rium conditions. This condition was anticipated due to
the maximum field sweep rate of only 0.19 T/min with a
fairly good thermal link to the bath as described in sec-
tion II. Starting from the initial temperature of 1.05 K
in the paramagnetic state, Tsample(H) displays a broad
hump around 0.7 T and progressively decreases as the
field strength increases from 3 T to 5 T. During the
down-sweep, Tsample(H) exhibits a gradual rise while the
field decreases from 8 T to 5 T, followed by a decrease
between 5 T and 3 T, eventually converging to approx-
imately 1.0 K at zero magnetic field. Tsample(H) start-
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ing at 0.85 K and 0.63 K displays qualitatively analo-
gous curves but with more pronounced features. Notably,
Tsample(H) curves starting below 0.4 K exhibit additional
features. A new peak feature arises around 2 T, shift-
ing towards higher fields with decreasing temperature.
Furthermore, a much clearer sign-changing phenomenon
emerges around 3 T and 5 T. The broad humps at low
field around 1 T grow more substantial as the initial tem-
perature decreases.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have developed a magnetic field versus low-
temperature phase diagram by plotting the critical tem-
peratures and magnetic fields from the specific heat and
MCE data from section III. The resulting diagram is pre-
sented in Fig. 5. Although some data points contain un-
certainty that introduces a sizable error bar, distinct pat-
terns within the phase diagram are evident, and five dis-
tinct phases are clearly delineated. For the specific heat
data, we determine the temperature and magnetic field
values at which the temperature (magnetic) derivative
of C/T becomes zero for the phase boundaries. On the
other hand, we took a peak in MCE after the up-sweep
and down-sweep crossing points, as shown in Fig. 5.

We identify five distinct magnetic phases alongside the
paramagnetic phase. Among these, three phases are
aligned with the canonical behavior of a TLAF. These
include the 120◦ phase (M1) or Y phase, the UUD phase
featuring 1/3 Msat plateau (M3), and the oblique phase
(M5). We first discuss these three phases. However, two
additional phases (denoted by M2 and M4) will also be
addressed, albeit their precise nature remains unclear at
present.

We designate M1 as the 120-degree ordered phase and
M2 as the Y state. These identifications are based
on system-specific calculations [38, 48] and parallels
drawn with other triangular lattice antiferromagnets like
Ba3CoSb2O9 [22, 26]. In the low-field region, a single
magnetic phase transition is observed, implying isotropic
magnetic behavior within the plane [49]. This suggests
that the spin Hamiltonian could be aptly characterized
by either XXZ or isotropic Heisenberg interactions. This
implies that the long-range ordering at zero magnetic
field is primarily propelled by weak interactions between
layers, indicating a potential strategy to suppress such
long-range magnetic ordering is to engineer the interlayer
interactions. Additionally, when analyzing heat capacity
at zero field, we determine that the magnetic moment
of Yb3+ has an upper bound of approximately 0.6 µB .
This value is notably diminished due to the influence of
magnetic frustration, distinguishing it from nominal val-
ues and those observed in non-frustrated magnetic sys-
tems. However, this outcome dovetails with the mag-
netic moment extracted from other experimental meth-
ods. In Fig 6, below 1 T, C/T exhibits a T -linear be-
havior, in the range indicated by vertical arrows. In the
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fermionic spinon mean-field approach, low-energy disper-
sion is isotropic and linear at zero field, forming pockets
for H ̸= 0 with radii proportional to H. At the mean-
field level, this leads to a transition from C ∼ T 2 under
zero field to C ∼ HT . [50–53] This aligns with our
findings, and Fig. 3 further illustrates the C/T ∼ H
behavior for H < 1 T at a temperature of 0.42 K.
Previous isothermal magnetization measurements con-
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with H1-H5 indicating the upper fields of these regions.

ducted on KYbSe2 between H2 (∼ 3 T) and H3 (∼ 5 T)
have revealed a clear plateau at one-third of the satura-
tion magnetization when H||ab [54]. This plateau cor-
responds to the phase denoted M3 in our H − T phase
diagram. The spin structure of this plateau is expected
to be a collinear UUD magnetic order, a prediction sup-
ported by various theoretical calculations [1, 55–57], and
observed in a number of TLAF compounds [25, 58–62].
This implies that the collinear UUD state is most likely
developed in the M3 region in KYbSe2 when H||a. One
noticeable feature is that the UUD phase maintains its
width down to zero temperature. This persistence indi-
cates that quantum fluctuations due to the S = 1

2 state of

Yb3+ ions stabilize this plateau phenomenon rather than
thermal fluctuations. Meanwhile, the UUD phase of clas-
sical spins only exists at a single point at T = 0 in the
H − T phase diagram, and thermal fluctuations expand
the width of the phase with increasing temperature.

In contrast to other TLAF with S = 1/2 with a notice-
able single-ion anisotropy, such as Cs2CuBr4 [58], MCE
in Fig. 4 for our scenario does not provide clear evidence
of a first-order phase transition between the Y phase and
the UUD phase. Instead, the transition consistently man-
ifests as a peak and valley structure, characteristic of a
second-order phase transition under equilibrium condi-
tions. This observation is further supported by the ab-
sence of any magnetization jump when entering or leav-
ing the plateau [63]. In cases where magnetic anisotropy
leads to a spin gap, a first-order phase transition is ob-
served in thermodynamic measurements and magnetiza-
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FIG. 6. A zoomed-in view of C/T around the ordering tran-
sition. The solid red line is a guide to the eye for T -linear
behavior, possibly indicative of a proximate quantum spin
liquid state.

tion as an abrupt change. Therefore, these observations
also support the nearly isotropic magnetism of the title
compound.

At higher fields, we observe the emergence of the M4
and M5 phases. However, theoretical investigations [24]
have proposed that a single phase with a spin structure
known as the oblique phase stabilizes subsequent to the
UUD phase before the magnetization saturation. This
stabilization is attributed to the subtle interplay between
antiferromagnetic interactions and Zeeman energy. No-
tably, in Fig. 3, the peaks between the UUD (M3) phase
and the M4 phase exhibit distinct sharpness. Conversely,
the phase boundaries between M4 and M5 appear weaker.
A similar pattern is discernible in MCE data illustrated
in Fig. 4. Drawing from these observations, we hypothe-
size that the M4 phase likely corresponds to the oblique
phase, while M5 might represent a phase characterized
by a slight change in spin angle relative to the oblique
configuration. However, a more in-depth investigation is
required to determine the exact nature of the M4 and M5
phases.

The presence of two additional phases, M2’ and M5,
has also been noted. In canonical TLAFs described by
the Heisenberg exchange interaction with nearest neigh-
bor exchange interaction or XXZ Hamiltonian, the three
aforementioned phases are typically observed. Thus, the
emergence of the M2’ and M5 phases suggests the pos-
sibility of a novel spin flop phase characterized by spins
being tilted away from the theoretically predicted spin
structures. The origin of this behavior remains unclear
for the time being, but it implies that the additional
next-nearest-neighbor magnetic interaction known to ex-
ist in the title compound could play a role in stabilizing
these extra magnetic phases. Numerous instances exist
wherein an additional magnetic interaction term, such
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as next nearest neighbor exchange interaction (J2), in-
duces the appearance of supplementary phases, as seen
in square lattice and cubic lattice systems [64, 65]. More-
over, the presence of slight, albeit non-negligible, in-
plane anisotropy could potentially trigger a change in
spin structures under a magnetic field. Consequently,
our study underscores the need for further investigations
to illuminate the role of J2 in stabilizing the new phase,
as well as meticulous research to uncover the nuances of
the in-plane anisotropy.

V. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we conducted specific heat and mag-
netocaloric effect (MCE) experiments up to 11 T at low
temperatures (T ≥ 30 mK). We observe the single mag-
netic phase transition to 120◦ at zero magnetic field,
which indicates negligible in-plane magnetic anisotropy.
Notably, we observed T -linear and linear increasing fea-
tures in C/T above the long-range magnetic phase tran-
sition, which serves as a signature of a proximate QSL.
Upon applying a magnetic field, the T -linear feature in

C/T rapidly suppresses. Furthermore, our investigation
unveiled a sequence of 2nd order phase transitions from
the 120◦ phase to the UUD phase and subsequently to the
oblique phase. These phases are emblematic of isotropic
TLAFs. Additionally, we uncovered the existence of two
new phases, urging careful consideration in the formu-
lation of a spin Hamiltonian model to fully comprehend
this compound’s behavior.
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[17] A. Wietek and A. M. Läuchli, Chiral spin liquid and
quantum criticality in extended S = 1

2
Heisenberg models

on the triangular lattice, Physical Review B 95, 035141
(2017).

[18] S.-S. Gong, W. Zhu, J.-X. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, and
K. Yang, Global phase diagram and quantum spin liquids
in a spin- 1

2
triangular antiferromagnet, Physical Review

B 96, 075116 (2017).
[19] D.-V. Bauer and J. Fjærestad, Schwinger-boson mean-

field study of the J1 − J2 Heisenberg quantum antiferro-
magnet on the triangular lattice, Physical Review B 96,
165141 (2017).

[20] H. Nishimori and S. Miyashita, Magnetization process
of the spin-1/2 antiferromagnetic Ising-like Heisenberg
model on the triangular lattice, Journal of the Physical
Society of Japan 55, 4448 (1986).

[21] A. Chubukov and D. Golosov, Quantum theory of an an-
tiferromagnet on a triangular lattice in a magnetic field,



7

Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 3, 69 (1991).
[22] T. Susuki, N. Kurita, T. Tanaka, H. Nojiri, A. Mat-

suo, K. Kindo, and H. Tanaka, Magnetization process
and collective excitations in the S= 1/2 triangular-lattice
Heisenberg antiferromagnet Ba3CoSb2O9, Physical Re-
view Letters 110, 267201 (2013).

[23] J. Villain, R. Bidaux, J.-P. Carton, and R. Conte, Order
as an effect of disorder, Journal de Physique 41, 1263
(1980).

[24] L. Seabra, T. Momoi, P. Sindzingre, and N. Shannon,
Phase diagram of the classical Heisenberg antiferromag-
net on a triangular lattice in an applied magnetic field,
Physical Review B 84, 214418 (2011).

[25] M. Lee, E. Choi, X. Huang, J. Ma, C. D. Cruz, M. Mat-
suda, W. Tian, Z. Dun, S. Dong, and H. Zhou, Mag-
netic phase diagram and multiferroicity of Ba3MnNb2O9:
A spin-5/2 triangular lattice antiferromagnet with weak
easy-axis anisotropy, Physical Review B 90, 224402
(2014).

[26] G. Quirion, M. Lapointe-Major, M. Poirier, J. Quil-
liam, Z. Dun, and H. Zhou, Magnetic phase diagram of
Ba3CoSb2O9 as determined by ultrasound velocity mea-
surements, Physical Review B 92, 014414 (2015).

[27] M. Lee, J. Hwang, E. Choi, J. Ma, C. D. Cruz, M. Zhu,
X. Ke, Z. Dun, and H. Zhou, Series of phase transitions
and multiferroicity in the quasi-two-dimensional spin- 1

2
triangular-lattice antiferromagnet Ba3CoNb2O9, Physi-
cal Review B 89, 104420 (2014).

[28] H. Zhou, C. Xu, A. Hallas, H. Silverstein, C. Wiebe,
I. Umegaki, J. Yan, T. Murphy, J.-H. Park, Y. Qiu, et al.,
Successive phase transitions and extended spin-excitation
continuum in the S= 1

2
triangular-lattice antiferromag-

net Ba3CoSb2O9, Physical Review Letters 109, 267206
(2012).

[29] B. Schmidt, J. Sichelschmidt, K. Ranjith, T. Doert, and
M. Baenitz, Yb delafossites: Unique exchange frustra-
tion of 4f spin- 1

2
moments on a perfect triangular lattice,

Physical Review B 103, 214445 (2021).
[30] J. Xing, L. D. Sanjeewa, J. Kim, G. Stewart, M.-H. Du,

F. A. Reboredo, R. Custelcean, and A. S. Sefat, Crys-
tal synthesis and frustrated magnetism in triangular lat-
tice CsRESe2 (RE= La–Lu): Quantum spin liquid can-
didates CsCeSe2 and CsYbSe2, ACS Materials Letters 2,
71 (2019).

[31] Z. Zangeneh, S. Avdoshenko, J. van den Brink, and
L. Hozoi, Single-site magnetic anisotropy governed by
interlayer cation charge imbalance in triangular-lattice
AYbX2, Physical Review B 100, 174436 (2019).

[32] A. Scheie, V. O. Garlea, L. D. Sanjeewa, J. Xing, and
A. S. Sefat, Crystal-field Hamiltonian and anisotropy in
KErSe2 and CsErSe2, Physical Review B 101, 144432
(2020).

[33] M. M. Bordelon, C. Liu, L. Posthuma, E. Kenney,
M. Graf, N. Butch, A. Banerjee, S. Calder, L. Balents,
and S. D. Wilson, Frustrated heisenberg J1 − J2 model
within the stretched diamond lattice of LiYbO2, Physical
Review B 103, 014420 (2021).

[34] N. P. Salke, A. B. Garg, R. Rao, S. Achary, M. Gupta,
R. Mittal, and A. Tyagi, Phase transitions in delafossite
CuLaO2 at high pressures, Journal of Applied Physics
115 (2014).

[35] C. Boyraz, P. Aksu, A. Guler, and L. Arda, The effect
of defects formed under pressure on CuCrO2 delafossite,
SN Applied Sciences 4, 193 (2022).

[36] J. Sichelschmidt, B. Schmidt, P. Schlender, S. Khim,
T. Doert, and M. Baenitz, Effective spin-1/2 moments
on a Yb3+ triangular lattice: An ESR study, JPS Con-
ference Proceedings 30, 011096 (2020).

[37] L. Wu, S. Nikitin, Z. Wang, W. Zhu, C. D. Batista,
A. Tsvelik, A. M. Samarakoon, D. A. Tennant,
M. Brando, L. Vasylechko, et al., Tomonaga–Luttinger
liquid behavior and spinon confinement in YbAlO3, Na-
ture communications 10, 698 (2019).

[38] A. Scheie, E. Ghioldi, J. Xing, J. Paddison, N. Sherman,
M. Dupont, L. Sanjeewa, S. Lee, A. Woods, D. Aber-
nathy, et al., Proximate spin liquid and fractionaliza-
tion in the triangular antiferromagnet KYbSe2, Nature
Physics , 1 (2023).

[39] A. Scheie, Y. Kamiya, H. Zhang, S. Lee, A. Woods,
M. Gonzalez, B. Bernu, J. Xing, D. Pajerowski, H. Zhou,
et al., Non-linear magnons in the 1/3 magnetization
plateau of a proximate quantum spin liquid, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2207.14785 (2022).

[40] J. Xing, L. D. Sanjeewa, A. F. May, and A. S. Sefat, Syn-
thesis and anisotropic magnetism in quantum spin liquid
candidates AYbSe2 (A= K and Rb), APL Materials 9
(2021).

[41] D. Yamamoto, G. Marmorini, and I. Danshita, Quantum
phase diagram of the triangular-lattice XXZ model in
a magnetic field, Physical Review Letters 112, 127203
(2014).

[42] E. Gopal, Magnetic Contribution to Specific Heats
(Springer, Boston, 1966) pp. 102–111.

[43] B. Bleaney, Hyperfine interactions in rare-earth metals,
Journal of Applied Physics 34, 1024 (1963).

[44] A. Scheie, Exotic Magnetism in Frustrated Pyrochlore-
Based Magnets, Ph.D. thesis, The Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity (2019).

[45] R. Ishii, S. Tanaka, K. Onuma, Y. Nambu, M. Toku-
naga, T. Sakakibara, N. Kawashima, Y. Maeno, C. Bro-
holm, D. P. Gautreaux, et al., Successive phase transi-
tions and phase diagrams for the quasi-two-dimensional
easy-axis triangular antiferromagnet Rb4Mn(MoO4) 3,
Europhysics Letters 94, 17001 (2011).

[46] V. Zapf, M. Jaime, and C. Batista, Bose-einstein conden-
sation in quantum magnets, Reviews of Modern Physics
86, 563 (2014).

[47] M. Lee, R. Schönemann, H. Zhang, D. Dahlbom, T.-H.
Jang, S.-H. Do, A. D. Christianson, S.-W. Cheong, J.-H.
Park, E. Brosha, et al., Field-induced spin level crossings
within a quasi-x y antiferromagnetic state in Ba2FeSi2O7,
Physical Review B 107, 144427 (2023).

[48] D. J. Farnell, R. Zinke, J. Schulenburg, and J. Richter,
High-order coupled cluster method study of frustrated
and unfrustrated quantum magnets in external magnetic
fields, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 21, 406002
(2009).

[49] T. Jolicoeur, E. Dagotto, E. Gagliano, and S. Bacci,
Ground-state properties of the s=1/2 heisenberg antifer-
romagnet on a triangular lattice, Physical Review B 42,
4800 (1990).

[50] Y. Ran, M. Hermele, P. Lee, and X.-G. Wen, Projected-
wave-function study of the spin-1/2 heisenberg model on
the kagome lattice, Physical Review Letters 98, 117205
(2007).
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