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Crystal structure, electronic state of Ir4+, and magnetic properties of the antifluorite compound
K2IrBr6 are studied using high-resolution synchrotron x-ray diffraction, resonant inelastic x-ray scat-
tering (RIXS), thermodynamic and transport measurements, and ab initio calculations. The crystal
symmetry is reduced from cubic at room temperature to tetragonal below 170 K and eventually to
monoclinic below 122 K. These changes are tracked by the evolution of the non-cubic crystal-field
splitting ∆ measured by RIXS. Non-monotonic changes in ∆ are ascribed to the competing effects
of the tilt, rotation, and deformation of the IrBr6 octahedra as well as tetragonal strain on the
electronic levels of Ir4+. The Néel temperature of TN = 11.9 K exceeds that of the isostructural
K2IrCl6, and the magnitude of frustration on the fcc spin lattice decreases. We argue that the
replacement of Cl by Br weakens electronic correlations and enhances magnetic couplings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-orbit coupling can have major effect on the elec-
tronic structure and magnetism of 5d transition met-
als [1, 2]. The extent of spin-orbit physics depends
on whether the orbital moment of a 5d ion is fully
or partially quenched – an effect that hinges upon de-
tails of crystal-field levels and local environment of the
transition-metal atom. For example, electronic state of
the 5d5 Ir4+ ion can change from mundane spin- 3

2 in
square-planar IrO4 complexes [3, 4] to a more exotic
jeff = 1

2 in the regular IrO6 octahedral environment,
which has interesting implications for spin-liquid physics
and unusual metallic states [5–7].

Experimental studies of iridates suggest that even
minor deviations from the ideal symmetry of an IrO6

octahedron may cause appreciable non-cubic crystal-
field splittings ∆. Many of the compounds studied to
date – including honeycomb iridates [8], double per-
ovskites [9, 10], and fluorides [11] – show the nearly
constant ∆ of about 150 meV [12]. This similarity goes
across different structure types, with the ∆ value being
remarkably insensitive to the structural motif or crystal-
lographic symmetry. For example, similar values of ∆
were reported for monoclinic Sr2CeIrO6 and nominally
cubic Ba2CeIrO6 [9, 10]. This raises a natural question
of which structural parameters determine ∆ in the limit
of weak local distortions, and whether ∆ values below
150 meV can be reached in a real Ir4+ material.

Here, we shed light on this problem by studying
K2IrBr6 and report ∆ ' 50 meV, the lowest value of
a non-cubic crystal-field splitting achieved so far in an
Ir4+ compound. We also track the influence of different
structural distortions on this parameter by monitoring ∆
upon cooling whilst the compound progressively reduces
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its symmetry via two consecutive structural phase transi-
tions. K2IrBr6 belongs to the family of Ir4+ antifluorites,
material realizations of frustrated spin- 1

2 fcc antiferro-
magnets [13–15], and we also investigate how symmetry
lowering changes the strength of electronic correlations
and magnetic couplings as well as the magnitude of mag-
netic frustration in this family of compounds. Our
results are complementary to the very recent study of
the Ir4+ antifluorites [16] where similarly low values of
∆ were reported for K2IrBr6, K2IrCl6, and other com-
pounds of the same family, but temperature evolution of
∆ and its interplay with the structural parameters were
not explored.

The manuscript is organized as follows. Sec. II con-
tains methodological details. In Sec. III, we report crys-
tal structure of K2IrBr6 as a function of temperature,
analyze individual distortions, and discuss phonon insta-
bilities that lead to consecutive structural phase transi-
tions in this compound. Sec. IV describes the electronic
state of Ir4+ studied by resonant inelastic x-ray scatter-
ing and ab initio calculations across the different poly-
morphs. Sec. V contains the results of thermodynamic
measurements and ab initio calculations of exchange cou-
plings that both probe low-temperature magnetism of
K2IrBr6. Sec. VI concludes the manuscript with a brief
discussion and summary.

II. METHODS

K2IrBr6 powder was obtained from ChemPUR GmbH
and Alfa Aesar (Ir 25.4% min). Its phase purity was con-
firmed by room-temperatures powder x-ray diffraction
(XRD) data collected at the Rigaku MiniFlex diffrac-
tometer (Cu Kα radiation). Single crystals were grown
from the solution prepared using this powder. A nearly
saturated and slightly acidic (pH ∼ 2) aqueous solution
of K2IrBr6 was placed into a glass beaker and kept inside
a box furnace with temperature maintained at 60 ◦C, for
the nucleation of the crystals by slow evaporation of wa-
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FIG. 1. Image of selected crystals on a mm graph paper and
x-ray Laue diffraction pattern of a K2IrBr6 single crystal.

ter from the solution. After 4 days many small crystals
with the typical size of about (0.7×0.6×0.4) mm3 were
found at the bottom of the glass beaker (Fig. 1). X-ray
Laue diffraction experiment confirmed high crystallinity
of these samples. The back scattered Laue diffraction
pattern with x-ray beam parallel to the normal of the
crystal face exhibits three-fold symmetry of the reciprocal
space (Fig. 1), and thereby confirms that all naturally oc-
curring crystal faces belong to the family of {111}c crys-
tallographic planes, where the subscript indicates plane
indices given with respect to the cubic axes of the room-
temperature K2IrBr6 structure.

Temperature-dependent crystallographic study was
performed on powder, because high resolution was re-
quired, and extensive twinning of the crystal could be
expected upon symmetry lowering. High-resolution pow-
der XRD was performed at the ID22 beamline of the Eu-
ropean Synchtron Radiation Facility (Grenoble, France)
using the wavelength λ = 0.40001 Å at temperatures
down to 20 K stabilized using He flow cryostat. Struc-
ture refinement was performed using the JANA2006 soft-
ware [17]. Additionally, structural phase transitions were
probed by a thermal expansion measurement down to
1.78 K using a highly sensitive capacitive dilatometer [18]
operated within Quantum Design PPMS. The data were
collected in both heating and cooling cycles with a tem-
perature sweep rate of 0.2 K/min.

Resonant inelastic x-ray scattering (RIXS) measure-
ments were performed on the single crystal of K2IrBr6

using the MERIX spectrometer on beamline 27-ID of
the Advance Photon Source (APS) at Argonne National
Laboratory to investigate crystal-field excitations of Ir4+.
The incident x-ray energy was tuned to the Ir L3 absorp-
tion edge at 11.215 keV.

Temperature and field dependence of the dc magne-
tization was measured on powder, on individual single
crystals, and on a stack of co-aligned single crystals
with the total mass of 2.8 mg using the Quantum De-
sign SQUID-VSM magnetometer (MPMS 3). Pulsed-
field magnetization data up to 57 T were collected in the
Dresden High Magnetic Field Laboratory on the powder
sample [19]. The pulsed-field data were then scaled with
the magnetization data measured with the SQUID-VSM

α-phase (cubic) β-phase (tetragonal) γ-phase (monoclinic)

a
b

c

FIG. 2. Crystal structures of the K2IrBr6 polymorphs.

magnetometer in static fields up to 7 T.
Specific heat of the K2IrBr6 single crystal was mea-

sured down to 0.5 K using Quantum Design Physical
Properties Measurement System (QD-PPMS) equipped
with 3He refrigerator. The conventional two-τ relaxation
method was used.

The temperature dependence of the dc electrical re-
sistivity was measured using B2987A Electrometer/High
Resistance Meter in a commercial PPMS cryostat
equipped with a home-made resistivity set-up. Standard
two-probe method was employed for the resistivity mea-
surement where two Cu wires were attached to the sam-
ple with high-conducting silver paste. The electric field
was along the 〈111〉c.

Orbital energies and exchange couplings were assessed
by scalar-relativistic density-functional (DFT) band-
structure calculations performed in the FPLO code [20]
using the 8 × 8 × 6 k-mesh for the tetragonal and mon-
oclinic structures. Phonon spectra were calculated in
PHONOPY via the frozen-phonon method [21]. The forces
for the phonon calculations were obtained from DFT
and DFT+U+SO calculations in VASP [22, 23] using
the 2 × 2 × 1 supercell and 0.01 Å atomic displace-
ments. Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof flavor of the exchange-
correlation potential [24] was chosen for all calculations.
DFT+U+SO calculations utilized double-counting cor-
rection in the atomic limit and the Hund’s coupling pa-
rameter J = 0.3 eV. The choice of the on-site Coulomb
repulsion parameter U is further discussed in Sec. IV B.

III. STRUCTURAL TRANSFORMATIONS

Antifluorite-type crystal structure of K2IrBr6 features
isolated IrBr6 octahedra arranged on the sites on an fcc
lattice and separated by K atoms (Fig. 2). The idealized
structure is cubic, but rotations, tilts, and deformations
of the octahedra may lead to different types of symmetry
lowering.

Early temperature-dependent studies reported two
phase transitions in K2IrBr6 at 182 K and 13 K from
differential thermal analysis and calorimetry [25]. No
diffraction experiments were performed. Our thermal
expansion (Fig. 3) and specific heat (Fig. 13) data con-
firm the transitions around 170 K and 12 K, respectively.
Magnetic susceptibility changes upon the latter transi-
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FIG. 3. Relative length change ∆L/L of the K2IrBr6 single
crystal measured along the 〈111〉c crystallographic direction,
and the corresponding linear thermal expansion coefficient,
αl = 1/L0[d(∆L)/dT ], as a function of temperature. Hys-
teretic behavior is clearly seen at the α−β transition around
170 K. A weaker anomaly around 12 K indicates the onset of
magnetic long-range order.

tion (Fig. 12) suggesting magnetic ordering rather than
structural transformation as the primary origin of this
anomaly. High-resolution XRD additionally shows an-
other structural phase transition around 120 K that lacks
any signatures in thermodynamic measurements. Cu-
bic symmetry of the room-temperature crystal structure
(α-K2IrBr6) is reduced to tetragonal below 170 K (β-
K2IrBr6) and to monoclinic below 122 K (γ-K2IrBr6).
This sequence of structural phase transitions is consis-
tent with the very recent neutron diffraction study [16].

A. Cubic α-phase

At 270 K, sharp and non-split reflections measured by
high-resolution synchrotron XRD (Fig. 4) confirm cubic
symmetry of the crystal structure. The refined lattice
parameter a = 10.29266(2) Å is consistent with the re-
ported room-temperature value of a = 10.298(5) Å [26].
Br atoms are at (x, 0, 0) with the Ir–Br distance of
2.466(2) Å, about 0.15 Å longer than in isostructural
K2IrCl6 [14].

The inspection of atomic displacement parameters
(ADPs) at 270 K revealed anomalously high values for
K and Br (Table I). In the case of Br, displacement el-
lipsoid is stretched in the direction perpendicular to the
Ir–Br bond (U22 = U33 � U11) and indicates disordered
rotations of the IrBr6 octahedra. Similar features have
been reported in isostructural K2IrCl6 [14].

The rotation angle ϕ is gauged using the transverse
component of the Br ADP. With U22 = U33 = 〈(∆r)2〉,
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FIG. 4. Structure refinements for α-K2IrBr6 at 270 K, β-
K2IrBr6 at 140 K, and γ-K2IrBr6 at 20 K. The solid red lines
are the calculated patterns. The insets show the temperature
evolution of the cubic (222) reflection, which at 20 K exhibits
a clear monoclinic splitting, whereas the (211) reflection is
forbidden in the fcc structure and appears only in the β-phase.

one estimates ϕ = tan−1(
√
U22/d), where d is the Ir–

Br distance. Temperature evolution of ϕ (Fig. 5) reveals
that the rotations are gradually suppressed upon cooling,
but remain sizable even at 170 K where they condense
causing the α− β transition.

B. Tetragonal β-phase

Below 170 K, additional reflections incompatible with
the face-centered cubic structure appeared in the XRD
pattern (Fig. 4). They could be indexed in a primitive

tetragonal unit cell with atet = acub/
√

2 and ctet = ccub.
The crystal structure was refined in the space group
P4/mnc determined previously for Rb2TeI6 [27] and sev-
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FIG. 5. Distortions of the K2IrBr6 structure. Upper panel:
rotation (ϕ) and tilt (ψ) of the IrBr6 octahedra. Lower panel:
tetragonal (δt) and orthorhombic (δo) deformations of the oc-
tahedra, as well as tetragonal strain (η). See text for the
definitions of δt, δo, and η. The lines are guide for the eye.

eral other distorted antifluorite compounds [28, 29]. K
and Ir positions remain fully constrained by symmetry,
whereas the Br position splits into two, resulting in two
types of distortions: i) cooperative rotations of the IrBr6

octahedra in the ab plane; ii) tetragonal deformation of
the octahedra. Our structure refinement shows that the
distortion is dominated by the former effect. The rota-
tion angle ϕ lies in the range of 4 − 5◦ (Fig. 5) suggest-
ing that dynamic rotations in the α-phase become static
below the transition. Tetragonal deformation is gauged
by δt = (d2 − d1)/(d1 + d2), where d1 and d2 are the
in-plane and out-of-plane distances in the IrBr6 octahe-
dron, respectively. This deformation remains negligible
throughout the stability range of the β-phase.

First-order nature of the α − β transition can be in-
ferred from the hysteretic behavior seen in the thermal
expansion measurement (Fig. 3) and from phase coexis-
tence revealed by XRD. At several temperatures around
the transition (Fig. 6), both cubic and tetragonal phases
were present in the sample, with the fraction of the β-
phase decreasing from 76 % at 165 K to 26 % at 170 K
upon heating [30].

The cubic-to-tetragonal transition in antifluorite com-
pounds is caused by soft phonon modes observed at the
zone center (Γ) and zone boundary (X) [31, 32]. Indeed,
our phonon calculations for α-K2IrBr6 reveal an imagi-
nary phonon band along Γ−X (Fig. 7). This instability
present in both DFT and DFT+U+SO calculations is a
rotary mode that causes dynamic rotations of the IrBr6

octahedra. It originates from a size mismatch between
the octahedra and K atoms [33].

The condensation of a soft phonon mode normally
leads to a second-order phase transition, as reported in
K2OsCl6 [34, 35], K2ReCl6 [36], and K2TeBr6 [29]. In
contrast, our data reveal strong signatures of a first-order
transition, even though it follows group-subgroup rela-

 fit

b -90 µ (Ts - T) 0.5

Ts=121.8(5)

FIG. 6. Lattice parameters of K2IrBr6. Upper panel: unit
cell volume (two formula units) and monoclinic angle β along
with the power-law fit described in the text. Lower panel: a,
b, and c/

√
2 given in the setting of β- and γ-K2IrBr6.

tion, and octahedral rotations serve as the primary order
parameter. In K2IrBr6, first-order character of the tran-
sition is likely caused by a strong coupling to the tetrag-
onal strain [37], η = (atetr − ctetr/

√
2)/(atetr + ctetr/

√
2),

that appears abruptly at the transition (η170 K = 0.69%)
and systematically increases down to low temperatures
(η20 K = 1.72%), as shown in Fig. 5. In contrast,
K2TeBr6 with the second-order α− β transition features
η ' 0 at the transition, followed by a linear increase of η
to 0.39% within a narrow temperature range below the
transition, and an eventual decrease down to η = 0.33%
at 20 K [29].

C. Monoclinic γ-phase

The second structural phase transition in K2IrBr6 has
no fingerprints in thermal expansion or specific heat, but
can be clearly seen in high-resolution XRD data where
(202) reflection of the β-phase splits into three peaks in-
dicative of a monoclinic distortion (Fig. 4). The absence
of this splitting above 120 K attests tetragonal symme-
try of the β-phase and suggests that an additional phase
transition should take place at the temperature where
peak splitting appears. This transition is further evi-
denced by the RIXS data that probe local environment of
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TABLE I. Structural parameters of α-K2IrBr6 at 270 K, β-K2IrBr6 at 140 K, and γ-K2IrBr6 at 20 K. The error bars are from
the Rietveld refinement. Atomic displacement parameters Uiso are given in Å2. All the crystallographic sites are fully occupied.
The RI and Rp are refinement residuals for the peak intensities and peak profile, respectively [30].

T (K) 270 K 140 K 20 K

Space group Fm3̄m P4/mnc P21/n

a(Å) 10.29266(2) 7.18558(8) 7.13121(10)

b(Å) 10.29266(2) 7.18558(8) 7.13240(10)

c(Å) 10.29266(2) 10.39521(14) 10.43467(15)

β (deg) 90 90 90.2857(5)

RI/RP 0.0765/0.1663 0.0699/0.1720 0.0303/0.0923

Ir 4a (0,0,0) 2a (0,0,0) 2a (0,0,0)

Uiso = 0.0166(1) Uiso = 0.0115(4) Uiso = 0.0033(4)

K 8c ( 1
4
, 1
4
, 1
4
) 4d (0, 1

2
, 1
4
) 4e (x,y,z)

x = −0.0077(8)

y = 0.4941(14)

z = 0.2583(6)

Uiso = 0.0409(6) Uiso = 0.0317(15) Uiso = 0.0143(16)

Br(1) 24e (x, 0, 0) 4e (0, 0, z) 4e (x, y, z)

x = 0.2373(1) x = 0.0263(3)

y = −0.0030(7)

z = 0.2376(2) z = 0.2361(1)

Uiso = 0.0346(4) Uiso = 0.0295(4) Uiso = 0.0087(7)

Br(2) 8h (x, y, 0) 4e (x, y, z)

x = 0.2231(2) x = 0.2803(4)

y = 0.2607(2) y = −0.2106(3)

z = −0.0125(2)

Uiso = 0.0295(4) Uiso = 0.0136(6)

Br(3) 4e (x, y, z)

x = 0.2156(3)

y = 0.2638(3)

z = −0.0102(2)

Uiso = 0.0136(6)

Ir4+ and its non-cubic crystal-field splitting (see Sec. IV).
In the case of K2PtBr6, a spectroscopic probe (nuclear
quadrupolar resonance) was also shown to be most sen-
sitive to distortions beyond tetragonal symmetry in an-
tifluorite hexahalide compounds [38].

The monoclinic angle increases upon cooling. Its tem-
perature dependence can be approximated by (β−90◦) ∝
(Ts − T )0.5 and returns the transition temperature of
Ts = 121.8(5) K. The power-law evolution of β corre-
sponds to a second-order phase transition in agreement
with the absence of a volume change or hysteresis around
Ts (Fig. 6).

Symmetry lowering toward P21/n allows several types
of distortions, most notably the tilt of the IrBr6 octahe-
dra relative to the c-axis and the orthorhombic deforma-
tion of the octahedra (Figs. 2 and 5). The β − γ tran-
sition is driven by a phonon instability of the β-phase
where imaginary phonon modes are found around the Γ-
point (Fig. 7). Although metrically tetragonal, β-phase
still features a significant amount of dynamic disorder, as

seen from the increased ADPs of K and Br atoms (Ta-
ble I). In contrast, the γ-phase shows much lower ADPs.
This structure is dynamically stable, with no imaginary
phonon frequencies in DFT+U+SO. Imaginary phonons
are still obtained in the DFT calculation, but they are
a drawback of neglecting Coulomb correlations and spin-
orbit coupling, similar to α-RuCl3 where the spurious
dimerized state is stabilized on the DFT level [39].

Detailed analysis of the γ-phase structure shows that
orthorhombic strain (the difference between a and b) re-
mains negligible, whereas tetragonal strain η increases
steadily upon cooling (Fig. 5). In-plane octahedral rota-
tions ϕ increase too and reach nearly 7.5◦ at 20 K. Addi-
tionally, the octahedral tilt ψ and the orthorhombic de-
formation δo develop below the β− γ transition (Fig. 5).
Here, we define δo = (d1−d′1)/(d1 +d′1), where d1 and d′1
are the in-plane distances in the IrBr6 octahedron. The
orthorhombic deformation reaches about 1.3% at 20 K,
whereas tetragonal deformation δt remains small. In con-
trast, crystal structures of Ir4+ oxides are often domi-
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FIG. 7. Calculated phonon spectra for different polymorphs
of K2IrBr6. The dashed black and solid red lines are phonon
branches obtained within DFT and DFT+U+SO, respec-
tively.

nated by the tetragonal deformation, such as δt = −1.9%
in Sr2IrO4 [40] and post-perovskite CaIrO3 [41].

IV. ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE

A. Crystal-field splitting

Our structural analysis in Sec. III reveals the non-cubic
crystal environment of Ir4+ in K2IrBr6. Indeed, even
in the nominally cubic α-phase rotations of the IrBr6

octahedra may lower the symmetry locally. To assess the
effect of these structural distortions onto the electronic
levels of Ir4+, we performed RIXS measurements at the
Ir L3 edge.

Under ideal cubic symmetry and in the presence of
spin-orbit coupling, the t2g levels of Ir4+ transform into
the lower-lying jeff = 3

2 and higher-lying jeff = 1
2 states.

The lowest-energy excitation is then of the 3
2 →

1
2 nature

and appears at 3
2λ, where λ is the spin-orbit coupling

constant. K2IrBr6 reveals this excitation in the form of
a weakly split peak centered around 0.6 eV (Fig. 8). The
separation into two peaks manifests residual non-cubic
crystal-field splitting in the Ir t2g shell.

For a quantitative analysis, the spectral feature at
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FIG. 8. (a) RIXS spectra measured at the Ir L3 edge
(Ei = 11.215 keV) for different polymorphs. The peak at
0 eV corresponds to the strong elastic line, whereas the peaks
at 0.5 − 0.7 eV are inelastic lines due to the low-lying exci-
tations. The double-peak structure of this feature manifests
a splitting of the j = 3

2
states. (b-e) Enlarged view of the

inelastic lines at selected temperatures. The solid lines are
fits with two pseudo-Voigt functions. The fit to the 160 K
spectrum in panel (c) returns the lowest crystal-field splitting
of ∆ = 49 meV.

0.6 eV was fitted to the sum of two pseudo-Voigt func-
tions with the peak positions }ω1 and }ω2. Assum-
ing ∆ � λ, one finds (~ω1 + ~ω2)/2 = 3

2λ and ∆ =
3
2 (~ω2 − ~ω1) [42] (note the difference to Refs. 9 and 16
where ∆ is taken as the separation between ~ω1 and ~ω2

without the 3
2 pre-factor). We thus estimate λ = 0.40 eV,

which is lower than λ = 0.45 − 0.47 eV in Ir4+ ox-
ides [9, 10] and λ = 0.57 eV in Ir4+ fluorides [11]. This
reflects the increased covalency of the Ir–Br interactions,
as further discussed in Sec. IV B.

Weak splitting of the t2g levels leads to a slight mixing
of the jeff = 1

2 and jeff = 3
2 states. The ground-state
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wave function of Ir4+ in the |j, jz) basis takes the form

|0〉 = cos θ

∣∣∣∣12 , 1

2

〉
+ sin θ

∣∣∣∣32 , 1

2

〉
, (1)

where the mixing angle θ is given by [2]

tan 2θ =
4
√

2∆

2∆ + 9λ
. (2)

We estimate cos θ = 0.9993 using ∆ ' 49 meV at
160 K. This indicates more than 99.9% contribution of
the jeff = 1

2 state to the ground-state wavefunction of

Ir4+ in K2IrBr6. For comparison, this contribution is
99.4% in a typical Ir4+ oxide with ∆ ' 150 meV.

Deviations from the cubic symmetry have a relatively
minor influence on the electronic state of Ir4+. Neverthe-
less, it is instructive to track ∆ as a function of tempera-
ture and identify main structural effects behind its evolu-
tion. Fig. 9 shows that ∆ decreases upon cooling within
the α-phase, increases in the β-phase, and remains nearly
constant in the γ-phase. To elucidate this non-monotonic
evolution, we analyzed the effect of individual structural
distortions using DFT calculations [30].

r 
(W

 c
m

)

T (K)

ln
 r

 (W
 c

m
)

1000/T (K -1)

Eg = 0.45 eV

FIG. 11. Temperature dependence of zero-field resistivity (ρ)
measured on a single crystal from 380 K down to 140 K with
y-axis as log-scale. The resistivity was measured along 〈111〉c
with electric field E ‖ 〈111〉c. The inset shows ln ρ vs 1/T and
the solid line is the linear fit.

Fig. 10 reveals several trends that may seem counter-
intuitive at first glance. Tetragonal strain (η), octahedral
rotations (ϕ), and octahedral tilts (ψ) all cause non-cubic
crystal-field splittings, even though no distortion is intro-
duced in the IrBr6 octahedra. Tetragonal elongation of
the octahedra (δt > 0) renders ∆ < 0, which is oppo-
site to the simple electrostatic picture where elongation
stabilizes the dyz and dxz orbitals with ∆ > 0. Finally,
orthorhombic deformation (δo) has a much stronger effect
than the tetragonal one [43]. All these observations sug-
gest that atoms beyond nearest-neighbor bromines, and
especially K+ ions that change their positions relative to
Br−, contribute to the non-cubic crystal-field splittings
in K2IrBr6. Similar effects of distant neighbors were pre-
viously reported in the Ir4+ oxides [44].

The non-monotonic temperature evolution of ∆ can be
understood as follows. In the α-phase, dynamic rotations
of the octahedra are gradually suppressed upon cooling.
This lowers ϕ and leads to a monotonic reduction in ∆.
The increasing ∆ in the β-phase is due to the develop-
ment of tetragonal strain. On the other hand, the con-
stant ∆ value in the γ-phase should be a result of several
competing effects, most notably the orthorhombic defor-
mation δo that compensates the increased rotations and
strain. The lowest ∆ ' 49 meV is thus reached at the
α − β transition around 160 − 170 K where octahedral
rotations are most strongly suppressed, while tetrago-
nal strain only starts to develop. This puts K2IrBr6 in
the nearest proximity of the relativistic jeff = 1

2 state
compared to all materials reported previously. K2IrCl6
shows only a slightly larger ∆ ' 72 meV at 10 K [16].

B. Covalency and correlations

The reduced spin-orbit coupling constant λ gives first
indications of the strong hybridization between the Ir and
Br states. This hybridization should screen electronic
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correlations on the Ir site and thus reduce the band gap.
Indeed, our resistivity data reveal a lower band gap com-
pared to isostructural K2IrCl6.

The dc resistivity (ρ) of the K2IrBr6 single crystal in-
creases five orders of magnitude upon cooling from 380 K
to 140 K and exceeds 4 MΩ even at room temperature,
consistent with the Mott-insulating nature of the com-
pound (Fig. 11). The inset of Fig. 11 shows that the
T -dependence of ρ follows the activated behavior

ρ(T ) = exp

(
Eg

2kBT

)
, (3)

where Eg ' 0.45 eV is the activation energy and kB is the
Boltzmann constant. This activation energy is notably
smaller than Eg ' 0.7 eV in K2IrCl6 [14].

The effect of electronic correlations is gauged by com-
paring experimental activation energies Eg with the
DFT+U+SO band gap obtained for different values of
U . Best agreement found at U = 1.8 eV for K2IrBr6 and
2.2 eV for K2IrCl6 [14] confirms reduced electronic cor-
relations in the bromide compared to the chloride. This
result is cross-checked by analyzing ligand contributions
to the density of states near the Fermi level in the un-
correlated band structure. We find 51% of Br 4p states
in K2IrBr6, 43% of Cl 3p states in K2IrCl6, and 32% of
O 2p states in Ba2CeIrO6 as the best oxide analog of
antifluorite-type hexahalides. This indicates the increase
in covalency from oxides to chlorides and bromides of
Ir4+. Another experimental signature of strong cova-
lency in iridium halides is the Ir4+ magnetic form-factor
that shows acute deviations from the ionic value in the
case of K2IrCl6 [45].

V. LOW-TEMPERATURE MAGNETISM

A. Magnetization

Magnetic response of K2IrBr6 is nearly isotropic. In
Fig. 12a, we show that magnetic susceptibility data col-
lected on powder and on a stack of co-aligned single crys-
tals are nearly indistinguishable. Individual single crys-
tals had the weight of 0.1−0.2 mg and were too small for
a high-precision measurement up to room temperature.
Nevertheless, with the accuracy feasible for such a small
sample no directional dependence of the magnetization
could be observed either [30]. This result is consistent
with the isotropic nature of nearly jeff = 1

2 moments of

Ir4+.
Inverse susceptibility measured on single crystals re-

veals a small step at the α − β transition around 170 K
(Fig. 12b). We used the temperature range above the
transition for a Curie-Weiss fit,

χ(T ) = χ0 +
NAµ

2
eff

3kB(T −ΘCW)
, (4)

where χ0 = χdia + χvV is the temperature-independent
contribution due to core diamagnetism and van Vleck

 crystal, H|| 110 c

 CW fit

(b)

160 170 180

d(
c-1

)/d
T

T (K)

Ts=171.5 K

M
 (m

B/
Ir4+

)

H (T)

 powder
 crystal, H|| 110 c

 extrapolation

T=1.8 K
Hsat ~ 132 T

c-
1

FIG. 12. (a) Temperature dependence of dc-magnetic sus-
ceptibility (χ) measured on powder (µ0H = 0.1 T) and on a
stack of co-aligned single crystals with the field applied along
〈110〉c (µ0H = 3 T). The inset shows field dependence of dc-
magnetization measured at 1.8 K in pulsed fields (on powder),
and the dotted line is the linear extrapolation to the satura-
tion magnetization of 1µB expected for j = 1

2
and g = 2. (b)

T -dependence of the inverse susceptibiltiy χ−1 for the single
crystal assembly. The solid red line is the Curie-Weiss (CW)
fit to the χ−1(T ) data at 215 ≤ T ≤ 350 K. The inset shows
the χ−1(T ) and d(χ−1(T ))/dT in the vicinity of the α − β
structural phase transition.

paramagnetism, NA is Avogadro’s number, kB is Boltz-
mann constant, µeff is paramagnetic effective moment,
and ΘCW is the Curie-Weiss temperature. The fit-
ted value of χ0 = −7.08 × 10−5 emu/mol can be com-
pared to χdia = −2.66 × 10−4 emu/mol [46] and yields
χvV = 1.95 × 10−4 emu/mol, which is on par with the
van Vleck terms in other Ir4+ compounds [14, 47].

The fitted value of paramagnetic effective moment,
µeff = 1.68µB, is slightly lower than 1.73µB expected
for the jeff = 1

2 state with g = 2. The fitting is done in
the temperature range of the cubic α-phase that features
extensive local disorder (Sec. III), but we deem this dis-
order unlikely to influence µeff , because similar dynamic
disorder has been also reported for K2IrCl6, where the
expected value of µeff = 1.73µB is readily obtained from
the Curie-Weiss fitting [14]. Moreover, the electronic
state of Ir4+ in K2IrBr6 remains very close to jeff = 1

2
even in the α-phase (Sec. IV). Another possibility is that
the temperature range of the fit was not high enough to
reach the Curie-Weiss regime. Indeed, ΘCW = −72.7 K
extracted from the fit is nearly twice higher than −42.6 K
reported in K2IrCl6 [14], and suggests that temperatures
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well above 170 K may be required for an accurate Curie-
Weiss fitting.

The ΘCW value gauges the strength of magnetic in-
teractions. Its increase in the bromide compared to the
chloride has been cross-checked by high-field magnetiza-
tion measurements. In the inset of Fig. 12, we show the
magnetization measured up to 57 T in pulsed field and
extrapolated to the expected saturation magnetization
of 1µB/f.u. The resulting saturation field of 132 T is in-
deed much higher than 87 T estimated for K2IrCl6 [14].
We conclude that the substitution of Cl by Br increases
magnetic interactions by 50− 70%.

The χ(T ) maximum around 14 K indicates the onset
of antiferromagnetic order. The exact Néel temperature
TN = 11.7 K was determined from the peak in Fisher’s
heat capacity d(χT )/dT in agreement with the specific
heat data (Fig. 13). Below TN , the susceptibility re-
mains nearly isotropic, with no significant difference ob-
served when the field is applied along 〈100〉c, 〈110〉c, and
〈111〉c [30]. This seeming absence of magnetic anisotropy
even in the long-range ordered state may be related to
the formation of magnetic domains and/or to the pos-
sible twinning of the crystal upon the structural phase
transitions.

B. Specific heat

Temperature-dependent specific heat tracks the α− β
transition around 170 K and the magnetic ordering tran-
sition at 11.9 K. Symmetric shape of the former peak is
consistent with the first-order character of the structural
phase transition. On the other hand, the peak at 12 K
is reminiscent of a λ-type anomaly and suggests second-
order nature of the transition, which is confirmed by the
absence of hysteresis in thermal expansion [48]. We thus
expect that no significant structural changes occur in
K2IrBr6 upon magnetic ordering. Applied magnetic field
shifts the transition toward lower temperatures (inset of
Fig. 13a).

Lattice contribution was estimated by measuring spe-
cific heat of non-magnetic K2PtBr6. Magnetic specific
heat Cmag of K2IrBr6 obtained by subtraction was used
to estimate magnetic entropy as

Smag(T ) =

∫ T

0

Cmag

T ′
dT ′. (5)

The resulting magnetic entropy is shown in the inset of
Fig. 13b and reaches only 63 % of R ln 2 expected for
jeff = 1

2 moments. We posit that K2PtBr6 may not
be the best reference compound for K2IrBr6, because
even isostructural compounds of adjacent chemical el-
ements sometimes show non-matching phonon spectra
and, therefore, different lattice contributions to the spe-
cific heat [39]. The presence of soft phonon modes and
structural phase transitions exacerbates this situation.
Indeed, the Curie-Weiss temperature of −72.7 K suggests
that a fraction of magnetic entropy should be released

 Smag

C
m

ag
,S

m
ag

 (J
K

-1
m

ol
-1

)

T (K)

R ln2

FIG. 13. (a) Temperature dependence of zero-field specific
heat (Cp) measured on a single crystal from 220 K down
to 0.5 K exhibits two anomalies at Ts1 and TN. The inset
shows Cp/T as a function of T for µ0H = 0, 5, and 14 with
H||〈111〉c. (b) Temperature dependence of the specific heat
Cp of the non-magnetic K2PtBr6, used as the reference data
to subtract the lattice contribution. The evaluated magnetic
contribution Cmag and the estimated magnetic entropy Smag

are shown in the inset for zero field. The dotted line refers to
the magnetic entropy of Smag = R ln(2j + 1) for j = 1

2
.

above 30 K, but this can’t be seen when K2PtBr6 data
are used as the reference.

We nevertheless expect that our lattice contribution
should be rather accurate at low temperatures. Only 50%
of total magnetic entropy is released below TN , indicating
that magnetic frustration is not insignificant, similar to
some of the Ir4+ double perovskites that also feature a
distorted version of the frustrated fcc spin lattice [49].

C. Microscopic magnetic model

Exchange couplings in Ir4+ compounds are described
by the spin Hamiltonian

H =
∑
〈ij〉

Si Jij Sj , (6)
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TABLE II. The Ir–Ir distances (in Å) and main components
of the exchange tensors (in K) calculated for the 20 K struc-
ture of γ-K2IrBr6. |D| is the length of the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya vector. For the notation of individual interactions see
Fig. 14.

dIr−Ir J K Γ |D|
J1 7.132 20.0 8.9 1.5 0

J2 7.131 15.8 7.4 −0.9 0

J3 7.132 20.0 8.9 1.5 0

J4 7.131 15.8 7.4 −0.9 0

J5 7.243 15.7 5.7 2.1 12.1

J6 7.269 14.0 4.6 −3.0 13.3

J7 7.269 14.0 4.6 3.0 13.8

J8 7.243 15.7 5.7 −2.1 12.1

with S = 1
2 and the sum taken over atomic pairs. The

Jij ’s are exchange tensors of the form:

Jij =

 J + Γxx Dz + Γxy −Dy + Γxz
−Dz + Γxy J + Γyy Dx + Γyz
Dy + Γxz −Dx + Γyz J + Γzz

 ,

where J is the isotropic (Heisenberg) coupling, D =
(Dx, Dy, Dz) is the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) inter-
action vector, and Γ describes the symmetric portion of
anisotropic exchange.

In the cubic structure of K2IrCl6, each exchange tensor
is reduced to the simpler form

Jxy =

 J ±Γ 0

±Γ J 0

0 0 J +K

 (7)

where diagonal part of the anisotropic exchange is re-
duced to the isotropic Kitaev term K, off-diagonal part
is restricted to the single component Γ, and DM interac-
tions are forbidden by symmetry. The exchange param-
eters J ' 13 K, K ' 5 K, and Γ ' 1 K were determined
from superexchange theory of Refs. 50 and 51 using the
optimal value of U = 2.2 eV.

Full exchange tensors determined for the 20 K crys-
tal structure of γ-K2IrBr6 using the same method and
U = 1.8 eV are given in the Supplemental Material [30].
In both cases, hopping parameters were obtained by
Wannier projections that take covalency effects into ac-
count. Lower symmetry of K2IrBr6 causes exchange
tensors to deviate from the simple form of Eq. (7), al-
though one can still recognize a similar structure and
introduce effective values of J as the isotropic cou-
pling, K as the leading diagonal anisotropy, and Γ as the
leading symmetric off-diagonal anisotropy, augmented by
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya vectors D for bonds J5− J8 with-
out inversion symmetry.

The monoclinic structure of γ-K2IrBr6 features
8 nonequivalent nearest-neighbor exchange pathways

J
1

J
2

J
3

J
4

J
5

J
6

J
7

J
8

a

b

c

FIG. 14. Distorted fcc spin lattice in the γ-phase of K2IrBr6.
Crystallographic directions of the monoclinic γ-structure are
shown. The spin configuration of canted type-I order, as ob-
tained from DFT+U+SO calculations, is superimposed (see
text for details).

shown in Fig. 14. The corresponding interactions are
listed in Table II. In contrast to the regular fcc lattice,
each triangular loop includes three couplings of different
strength. This partially alleviates the frustration and ex-
plains the change in the frustration ratio ΘCW/TN from
13.7 in K2IrCl6 [14] to 6.0 in K2IrBr6.

We also find up to 50% increase in the magnitude of
exchange couplings compared to K2IrCl6. This increase
should be traced back to the reduced strength of elec-
tronic correlations and, eventually, to the enhanced co-
valency of the Ir–Br interactions (see Sec. IV B). The
hierarchy of hopping parameters does not change signif-
icantly. Therefore, all interactions J1 − J8 feature large
Heisenberg exchange with a weaker antiferromagnetic Ki-
taev exchange and minor off-diagonal anisotropy.

The fcc antiferromagnets with predominant nearest-
neighbor couplings feature two types of collinear mag-
netic order known as type-I and type-III [52]. We com-
puted energies of type-I and type-III spin configura-
tions of γ-K2IrBr6 in DFT+U+SO (in VASP) while al-
lowing magnetic moment directions to relax. This led
to the 1.6 meV/f.u. lower energy of the type-I order
(Fig. 14), in agreement with the neutron results that re-
vealed the propagation vector k = ( 1

2 ,
1
2 , 0) compatible

with the type-I order. Stabilization of this order is ac-
companied by a spin canting wherein four sublattices fea-
ture spins directed along ±(−0.075,−0.050, 0.996) and
±(0.254,−0.085, 0.963) within the Cartesian coordinate
frame of γ-K2IrBr6. The sizable canting angle of 13.7◦ is
probably a result of large DM couplings on some of the
bonds.

VI. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

The non-cubic crystal-field splitting of ∆ = 50 −
70 meV observed in K2IrBr6 and other Ir4+ antifluo-
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rites [16] is remarkably smaller than in Ir4+ oxides with
weakly distorted IrO6 octahedra. Larger deformations
of the octahedra enhance ∆ significantly. For example,
post-perovskite CaIrO3 reveals ∆ = −0.71 eV [42] for the
tetragonal distortion of δt = −1.9%. Our calculations
(Fig. 10) suggest that a similar distortion in the bromide
would lead to only a small ∆ ' 0.01 eV.

This much weaker crystal-field splitting can be traced
back to the reduced charge of the ligand and the en-
hanced covalency that both weaken electrostatic effects
on the Ir 5d orbitals. The crystal-field splitting as low as
50 meV can be reached in this way. Its size appears to be
determined not only by deformations of the IrBr6 octa-
hedron, but also by the positions of more distant neigh-
bors such as K+ ions. On one hand, this creates a large
flexibility. Different types of distortions compensate each
other and keep ∆ small, as in the γ-phase of K2IrBr6. On
the other hand, residual crystal-field splittings are hard
to eliminate in this setting, because virtually every struc-
tural distortion, be it static in monoclinic γ-K2IrBr6 or
dynamic in cubic α-K2IrBr6, renders ∆ non-zero. Reach-
ing ∆ = 0 and the pure, unperturbed jeff = 1

2 state ap-
pears to be exceedingly difficult, because even effects like
zero-point motions and vibronic couplings are likely to
affect crystal-field levels of Ir4+.

In summary, we reported and elucidated structural
transformations in K2IrBr6 and their effect on the non-
cubic crystal-field splitting ∆ for the Ir4+ ion. Relevant
structural distortions are separated into two groups. Ten-
sile tetragonal strain and octahedral rotations on one side
and octahedral tilts as well as orthorhombic deforma-
tions of the IrBr6 octahedra on the other side lead to
antagonistic changes in ∆. These changes underlie the
non-monotonic evolution of ∆ across the structural phase
transitions. The transitions cause a distortion of the fcc
spin lattice and partially alleviate magnetic frustration.
Magnetic couplings are similar in nature to the cubic Ir4+

hexahalides, with the predominant Heisenberg term and

a weak antiferromagnetic Kitaev term, but show a larger
magnitude thanks to the reduced correlations on the Ir
site. This way, covalency not only reduces crystal-field
splittings, but also enhances magnetic couplings. Type-I
magnetic order is stabilized, albeit with a large spin cant-
ing caused by the underlying structural distortion.
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Supplemental Material

Toward cubic symmetry for Ir4+: structure and magnetism of the antifluorite K2IrBr6

A. Crystal structure
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FIG. S1. Refined synchrotron powder X-ray diffraction pat-
terns of K2IrBr6 in the temperature range of phase coexis-
tence upon the α− β transition.

In Fig. S1, we show structure refinements in the vicin-
ity of the α− β transition to highlight phase coexistence
at 165 and 170 K.

Refinement residuals RI and Rp use standard defini-
tions of JANA2006. The intensity-based R-value is deter-
mined via integrated reflection intensities Ii,

RI =

∑
i

∣∣Iobs
i − Icalc

i

∣∣∑
i I

obs
i

. (S1)

In contrast, the profile-based Rp gauges the agreement
at each point of the powder profile,

Rp =

∑
i

∣∣yobs
i − ycalc

i

∣∣∑
i y

obs
i

, (S2)

where yi is the observed (calculated) intensity at a given
2θ angle.

H || 111 c
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FIG. S2. Temperature dependence of the inverse suscepti-
bility (a), and field dependence of the magnetization at 2 K
(b) measured on a 0.29 mg K2IrBr6 single crystal in the field
µ0H = 7 T applied along 〈100〉c, 〈110〉c, and 〈111〉c directions.
The data for powder sample are superimposed.

B. Magnetic susceptibility

In Fig. S2, we show field- and temperature-dependent
magnetization measurements on an individual single
crystal of K2IrBr6. The data are somewhat noisy be-
cause of the very small crystal mass, but clearly show
the absence of magnetic anisotropy, in agreement with
the jeff = 1

2 state of Ir4+.

C. Crystal-field splitting

The effect of individual structural distortions on the
crystal-field splitting ∆ was studied for several model
structures. They were constructed as follows:
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• Octahedral rotations (ϕ): space group P4/mnc,
the octahedra are kept rigid and rotate in the ab
plane

• Octahedral tilts (ψ): space group I2/m, the octa-
hedra are kept rigid and tilt in the ab plane

• Tetragonal strain (η): space group P4/mnc, the Br
positions are adjusted in such a way that the Ir–Br
distances remain constant

• Tetragonal deformation (δt): space group P4/mnc,
the Br positions are adjusted in such a way that the
average Ir–Br distance (d1+d2)/2 remains constant

• Orthorhombic deformation (δo): space group
Fmmm, the Br positions are adjusted in such a
way that (d1 + d′1)/2 = d2 remains constant

In all cases except δo, the tetragonal/monoclinic unit cell
of β-/γ-K2IrBr6 was used. In the case of δo, the unit cell
of α-K2IrBr6 was used but with the lower symmetry to
allow for the deformation. Scalar-relativistic calculations
were performed, and orbital energies of the t2g manifold
were obtained by Wannier projections.

D. Exchange couplings

Exchange couplings were estimated for the 20 K
structure of γ-K2IrBr6 using superexchange theory of
Refs. [50] and [51] with the effective Coulomb repulsion
U = 1.8 eV, Hund’s coupling J = 0.3 eV, and spin-orbit
coupling constant λ = 0.4 eV. Individual exchange ten-
sors are given below. All components are in units of
Kelvin. For the notation of bonds, see main text.

J1 =

 20.1 1.5 −0.3

1.5 20.0 0.5

−0.3 0.5 28.9



J2 =

 15.8 −0.9 0.6

−0.9 15.7 0

0.6 0 23.2



J3 =

 20.0 1.5 −0.5

1.5 20.1 0.3

−0.5 0.3 28.9



J4 =

 15.7 −0.9 0

−0.9 15.8 −0.6

0 −0.6 23.2



J5 =

 14.9 10.4 5.4

−10.3 21.3 4.6

−1.1 −6.2 16.4



J6 =

 14.4 8.9 −2.1

−8.3 18.6 −10.3

−4.0 9.3 13.6



J7 =

 18.6 9.0 −10.0

−8.3 14.4 5.3

10.9 0.8 13.6



J8 =

 21.3 10.4 6.4

−10.3 14.9 0.8

−4.7 −5.1 16.4


Note that J1 − J4 are symmetric, because inversion

centers in the middle of the bonds render D = 0. In
contrast, J5−J8 lack such inversion symmetry and entail
sizable Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions.


