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Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) offers a large variety of novel and extraordinary magnetic and electronic properties

in otherwise ‘ordinary pool’ of heavy ion oxides. Here we present a detailed study on an apparently isolated

hexagonal 2H spin-chain d” iridate Sr3LilrOg (SLIO) with geometric frustration. Our structural studies clearly

reveal perfect Li-Ir chemical order in this compound. Our combined experimental and ab-initio electronic

structure investigations establish a magnetic ground state with finite Ir>" magnetic moments in this compound,

contrary to the anticipated nonmagnetic J=0 state. Furthermore, the dc magnetic susceptibility (), heat ca-

pacity (Cp) and spin-polarized density functional theory (DFT) studies unravel that despite having noticeable

antiferromagnetic correlation among the Ir>* local moments, this SLIO system evades any kind of magnetic

ordering down to at least 2 K due to geometrical frustration, arising from the comparable interchain Ir-O-O-Ir

superexchange interaction strengths, hence promoting SLIO as a potential quantum spin liquid candidate.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic frustration disrupts conventional long-range pos-
sible magnetic order and establishes a highly entangled
ground state with nonlocal excitations known as quantum spin
liquid (QSL) [1-5]. Materials supporting strongly quantum-
entangled spin-liquid states are potential for data storage and
memory applications, and in particular, it is possible to realize
topological quantum computation by means of QSL states.

In this context, it is of interest to explore the enhanced quan-
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tum fluctuations of the spin-orbital entangled states of the ge-
ometrically frustrated 5d Ir-oxides. Here one of the most dis-
cussed prevailing controversy in the context of pentavalent d*
(Ir>*+:5d%) iridates is the deviation of ideally nonmagnetic .J =
0 state under strong SOC limit, and the concomitant develop-
ment of finite Ir-magnetic moments [6—11] and QSL in these

systems.

In such a backdrop, the 2 H-prototype A3 A’ MOg (A = Sr,
Ca; A’, any transition metal or nonmagnetic cation; M = tran-
sition metal) family of hexagonal oxides appear interesting
because of their unconventional magnetic properties due to the

interplay between low dimensionality, magnetic frustration,
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and magnetocrystalline anisotropy [12]. More recently the
exploration of this family of compounds has been extended
towards the analogs containing heavier 4d/5d transition-metal
ions, with the aim of studying the novel ground state magnetic
behaviors in the strong spin-orbit coupling regime [12-16].
Due to spatially extended 5d electronic orbitals, the extended
superexchange interactions (via multiple oxygen ions) be-
tween the neighboring spin-chains effectively influence their
respective magnetic ground states [17-20]. It would there-
fore be an interesting proposition to check if, by introducing
Ir>* at the M-site and any nonmagnetic monovalent alkali
metal cation at the A’-site, the strongly spin-orbit coupled
Ir"*-magnetism can be elucidated in the limit of geometri-
cal frustration and a path for realizing the quantum-entangled
spin-liquid phase could be evidenced in such an apparently

reduced dimensional structure.

Here in this paper we present detailed structural, chemical,
electronic, magnetic and thermodynamic characterizations of
a d* columnar spin-chain iridate Sr3LilrOg (SLIO). By means
of systematic investigations on the structural and chemical
properties we infer that this system is absolutely free from
structural disorder between the Li- and Ir-sites as well as Sr-
and Li-sites. The x-ray absorption (XAS) and x-ray photoe-
mission spectroscopy (XPS) studies confirm pure single 5+
oxidation state of Ir in this SLIO compound. The bulk mag-
netization study together with the spin-polarized electronic
structure calculations strongly suggest that each Ir>* ion in
SLIO possesses a large magnetic moment (~0.45 ;1p), thus
refuting strong spin-orbit coupled atomic nonmagnetic J=0
picture for Ir®* in SLIO. Furthermore, the detailed dc mag-
netic susceptibility (x) and heat capacity (C},) measurements,
as well as theoretical characterizations unveil that despite hav-
ing significant antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbor interaction
(Ocow ~-71 K) between the large local Ir®" moments, the
SLIO does not magnetically order down to at least 2 K (frus-
tration parameter >35) due to geometric frustration, arising
in the edge-shared Ir-triangular network (Fig. 5(b)) as a result
of the comparable interchain Ir-Ir magnetic exchange interac-

tion strengths, thereby pushing SLIO towards a potential QSL

state. In addition, the magnetic heat capacity displays a linear
temperature-dependence at low temperatures, a quintessential
feature for metals but here in a spin-orbit Mott insulator, point-
ing towards the gapless nature of spin excitations within this

compound.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Experimental techniques

Polycrystalline Sr3LilrOg sample was prepared using con-
ventional solid state reaction technique from high purity (>
99.9%) SrCO3, LioCO3 and IrO2 powders. The stoichiomet-
ric amounts of all these starting materials were mixed and ho-
mogeneously ground in an agate mortar. The mixture was
initially calcined at 600°C in air for 10 hours. The resultant
mixture was then reground and re-annealed at several higher
temperatures (700°C and 800°C for 12 hours each) in air with
few intermediate grindings. The phase purity of the sample
was checked from X-ray powder diffraction (XRD) measured
at Bruker AXS: D8 Advance x-ray diffractometer with Cu K,
radiation at the room temperature. The sample’s structure was
obtained after analyzing the XRD data by the Rietveld tech-
nique using FULLPROF program [21]. To verify chemical
homogeneity and cation-stoichiometry in the sample, energy
dispersive x-ray (EDX) analysis was also performed using
a field emission scanning electron microscope (JEOL, JSM-
7500F). The cation-stoichiometry was also checked by induc-
tively coupled plasma-optical emission spectroscopy (ICP-
OES) using a Perkin Elmer Optima 2100 DV instrument. The
Ir Ls-edge X-ray Absorption Near Edge structure (XANES)
and Extended X-ray Absorption Fine Structure (EXAFS)
measurements have been performed at the XAFS beamline of
Elettra (Trieste, Italy) synchrotron radiation facility at room
temperature in standard transmission geometry. Data treat-
ment and quantitative analysis of the measured EXAFS data
have been carried out using ARTEMIS program [22, 23]. The
core level and valence band x-ray photoemission spectroscopy

(XPS) measurements were carried out using an Omicron elec-



tron spectrometer, equipped with a Scienta Omicron sphera
analyzer and an Al K, monochromatic source with an energy
resolution of 0.5 eV. The sample surface was cleaned before
experiment by in situ Ar sputtering to negate the surface oxi-
dation effect as well as the presence of environmental carbons
in the pelletized sample. The collected XPS spectra were pro-
cessed and analyzed with the KOLXPD program. Further, the
electrical resistivity was measured using standard four-probe
method within the temperature range of 100-400 K in a lab-
based resistivity setup. The dc magnetic susceptibility was
measured in the temperature range of 2—400 K and in mag-
netic fields up to £70 kOe in a superconducting quantum in-
terference device (SQUID) magnetometer, Quantum Design.
Further, heat capacity in both zero field and applied magnetic
fields was measured within 2—300 K temperature range in a
physical property measurement system (PPMS, Quantum De-
sign). Moreover, the Ir L3-edge resonant inelastic x-ray scat-
tering (RIXS) was measured on this sample at the ID20 beam-
line of the European Synchrotron Radiation Facility (ESRF)
using 7-polarized photons and a scattering geometry with 26

~ 90° to suppress elastic scattering.

B. Theoretical methods

The electronic structure calculations based on density func-
tional theory (DFT) presented in this paper are carried out
in the plane-wave basis within generalized gradient approx-
imation (GGA)[24] of the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof exchange
correlation supplemented with Hubbard U as encoded in the
Vienna ab-initio simulation package (VASP) [25, 26] with
projector augmented wave potentials [27, 28]. The calcula-
tions are done with usual value of U and Hund’s coupling
(Jg) chosen for Ir with U.fr(=U-J) = 1.5 €V [29, 30] in
the Dudarev scheme [31]. In order to achieve convergence
of energy eigenvalues, the kinetic energy cut off of the plane
wave basis is chosen to be 550 eV. The Brillouin-Zone in-
tegrations are performed with 8 x8x8 Monkhorst grid of k-
points. The symmetry protected ionic relaxation of the experi-

mentally obtained crystal structure has been carried out within

VASP calculation using the conjugate-gradient algorithm un-
til the Hellman-Feynman forces on each atom were less than
the tolerance value of 0.01 eV/A. The optimized structure has
been used for calculations.

To get a quantitative estimate of the noncubic crystal dis-
tortion mediated Ir-ty, crystal field splitting and realistic hop-
ping parameters of our low-energy Hamiltonian, we employed
the muffin-tin orbital (MTO) based Nth order MTO (NMTO)
method[32, 33], as implemented in Stuttgart code, retaining
Ir-to, orbitals within the basis set and down-folding higher
degrees of freedom. The NMTO method relies on the self-
consistent potentials borrowed from the linear MTO (LMTO)
calculations[34]. For the self-consistent LMTO calculations
within the atomic sphere approximation (ASA), the space fill-
ing in the ASA is obtained by inserting appropriate empty

spheres in the interstitial regions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Structure from x-ray diffraction and composition

verification

Rietveld refinement of the powder x-ray diffraction
(PXRD) pattern [Fig. 1(a)], collected from the SLIO sample
at 300 K, confirms pure single phase with rhombohedral R3c
space group. The refined crystal structure [see Fig. 1(b)] con-
sists of alternately arranged face-shared LiOg trigonal prisms
and IrOg octahedral units, leading to the infinite one dimen-
sional (1D) chains along the c-axis. These chains are sepa-
rated from each other by nonmagnetic Sr cations. In addi-
tion, presence of any anti-site disorder between Li and Ir has
been clearly refuted from our structural refinement. The re-
fined structural parameters are indicated in Table-1. Further,
the possibility of any site-exchange between Sr (18e) and Li
(6a) has also been discarded from the XRD refinement, sup-
porting the previously reported [35] 2 H-prototype columnar
spin-chain structure of this SLIO compound. In addition, the
IrO¢ octahedra undergo weak trigonal distortion in terms of

the little deviation of O-Ir-O bond angles (~ 90.4°) from the
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FIG. 1. (a) Rietveld refined XRD pattern of Sr3LilrOg¢. (b) The re-
fined crystal structure showing three different exchange interactions

by blue dotted lines/curves.

ideal 90° of perfectly cubic. The stoichiometry of this sample

TABLE 1. Structural information extracted from Rietveld refinement
of XRD data of SrsLilrOg sample at 300 K. Space group: R3c, a =
b=9.6429(1) A, ¢ = 11.1442(3) A, v = 120°, V = 899.5146(5) A®

Atoms | site | occupancy T Y z
Sr |18e 1.0 0.3579(7) 0 0.25
Li | 6a 1.0 0 0 0.25
Ir | 6b 1.0 0 0 0
O |36f 1.0 0.1757(4)|0.0212(5) |0.1071(6)

has been verified by SEM-EDX, which confirmed chemical
homogeneity of SLIO. In addition, the cation stoichiometry
is almost retained at the target composition, Sr : Na : Ir =
2.998:0.998:1.00 = 3 : 1 : 1 within the given accuracy of the
measurement. The cation-stoichiometry was further quanti-
fied through ICP-OES analysis which also reveals the actual

stoichiometry to be at the desired level.

B. Local structure from Ir Ls-edge extended x-ray absorption

fine structure (EXAFS)

It is known that the microscopic detail of any system may
take up a very different arrangement at the local level keeping
a deceptive similarity in the global context [36, 37]. On the
other hand, local anti-site disorder in 5d iridates largely in-
fluences the ground state magnetic responses [38]. The same

is also pertinent in case of SLIO, as the Li/Ir antisite disor-
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FIG. 2. (Left Panel) k> weighted Ir L3-edge experimental EXAFS
data (open black circles) and the respective best fit (red solid line)
for Sr3LilrOg sample (a). The contributions from the individual sin-
gle and multiple scattering paths (solid colored line) and the resid-
ual [k Xeap-k>xen] (Open cyan stars) are also indicated, vertically
shifted for clarity. (Right Panel) Fourier transform of the respec-
tive experimental (open black circles) and theoretical (solid red line)
curves (b); the magnitude (|[FT|) and the imaginary parts (Imm) are

also indicated; vertically shifted for clarity.

der would eventually increase the face-sharing Ir-Ir connec-
tivity in this system. Therefore, in order to check the local
atomic distribution along the 1D chain of this compound, the
local structure has been investigated by measuring the Ir Ls-
edge EXAFS signal. The collected experimental EXAFS data
along with the theoretical fitting are represented in Fig. 2 (a)
and (b). The fitted structural parameters obtained from EX-
AFS data analysis are tabulated in Table-II. The multishell
data refinement procedure [36] clearly support the hypothesis
of full Li/Ir site-ordering in this sample, consistent with the

XRD refinement. Moreover, the local interatomic distances
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FIG. 3. (a) Ir-L3 edge XANES spectrum (shaded orange circles),
with the solid blue arrow indicating asymmetric shoulder; Inset: cor-
responding second derivative curve (shaded dark cyan circles); (b)
Ir 4f core level XPS spectra (shaded black circles) along with the
fitting (red solid line).

obtained from the EXAFS fitting are also consistent with those
found from XRD fiting (see Table-II).

TABLEII. The results obtained from the Multi-shell analysis of the Ir
L3-edge EXAFS spectrum. Constraints among the parameters were
applied in order to reduce the correlation among them. The fixed or
constrained values are labeled by ‘x’. The absolute mismatch be-
tween the experimental data and the best fit is R? = 0.02. The bond
distances, obtained from XRD refinement, are also indicated for the

sake of comparison.

Shell N |o? (x 10°A%)| RA) |Rxrp(A)

Ir-O 6.0*| 0.237(1) | 1.96(2) | 1.96(2)

Ir-Li 20| 0.0783) [2.701(2)| 2.786(1)
(intrachain)

Ir-Sr1 6.0  0.52(3)  |3.234(2)| 3.236(5)
Ir-0-0 (MS)|6.0* |  0.439(2) | 4.01(5) | 4.26(5)

Ir-Sr2 6.0 0.61(3) | 4.29(2) | 4.439(2)

C. Electronic characterization

Estimation of Ir-oxidation state has the central importance
in the context of ground state magnetism of 5d iridates, as
Ir'* and Ir* species are strongly magnetic [39—42], while the
Ir°* jon is ideally nonmagnetic .J = 0 [43]. On the other hand,

deviation from the ideal nonmagnetic J = 0 state in pentava-

lent d* iridates is often attributed to the presence of magnetic
Ir* /16t impurities [44]. Therefore, to confirm the Ir-valence
in SLIO, the Ir L3-edge x-ray absorption near edge structure
(XANES) spectrum has been collected and shown in Fig. 3(a).
The asymmetric structure of the spectral line, in the form of
a weak shoulder in the lower energy side (shown by the solid
blue line in Fig. 3 (a)), resembles quite well with the higher
oxidation state (> 4+) of Ir [45, 46]. The corresponding sec-
ond derivative curve (inset to Fig. 3 (a)), representative of the
white-line feature, clearly reveals well-resolved doublet fea-
ture, identifying the 2p — t», (lower energy feature) and 2p
— eg4 (higher energy peak) transitions. The peak shape, struc-
ture, and the relative peak intensity corresponding to 2p — 154
transition (inset to Fig. 3(a)) strongly affirm pure 5+ oxidation
state of Ir [10, 45, 46] in SLIO.

The Ir 4 f core level XPS spectrum was measured and sub-
sequently fitted using a single spin-orbit split doublet [Fig.
3(b)]. The energy positions of the 4 f7 /5 and 4 f5 /o doublets
along with their spin-orbit separation of 3.02 eV further con-

firm pure 5+ valence of Ir in this compound [8-10, 47, 48].

D. Electrical resistivity, XPS valance band, non-spin polarized
electronic structure and Ir- L3 resonant inelastic x-ray

scattering (RIXS) studies

Similar to the observation of spin-orbit coupled several 5d
iridates [8, 47-49], the negative temperature dependence of
the measured electrical resistivity of SLIO (see Fig. 4(a))
suggests insulating behavior in the entire temperature range
of measurement. In addition, XPS valance band spectrum (in-
set to Fig. 4(a)) clearly reveals absence of finite density of
states at the Fermi level (shown by vertical green dashed line
in the inset of Fig. 4(a)), affirming the charge-gapped elec-
tronic state for SLIO. Such a gapped electronic behavior es-
tablishes importance of SOC in Sr3LilrOg too.

At this point, we have carried out non-spin polarized
GGA+SOC electronic structure calculations of Sr3LilrOg
(SLIO). The GGA + SOC Ir-d projected density of states
plot in Fig.4 (b) reveal strong crystal field splitting of ~3.9
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FIG. 4. (a) Temperature dependence of electrical resistivity (shaded
black circles); Inset: XPS valance band spectrum (shaded violet
circles), with the vertical green dashed line representing the Fermi
energy position Er; (b) The orbital resolved density of states of
Ir-d orbital for SLIO within GGA+SOC; Comparison of the Ir-L3
RIXS spectra in (c) low-resolution high-energy features and (d) high-

resolution low-energy excitations.

eV within ¢5, and e, of Ir-d states due to the local octahe-
dral environment of the Ir atoms, which is consistent with the
low-resolution high energy RIXS results. Presence of trigo-
nal distortion within the IrOg octahedra further lifts the de-
generacy of the to, states into low lying singly degenerate
a14 and higher lying doubly degenerate ey states with small
non-cubic crystal field splitting of value 0.03 eV. Due to pres-
ence of heavy Ir atoms, spin orbit coupling (SOC) has pro-
found impact on the electronics structure of the SLIO. Inclu-
sion of SOC breaks the Ir-to, states into J.;y = 3/2 (I's) and
Jegr = 1/2 (I'7) states as seen in the density of states plot of
Fig.4 (b). The four electrons of the valence Ir-d orbital com-
pletely occupy the pseudo-spin J. sy = 3/2 states keeping the
Jegr = 1/2 state completely empty.

The near isolation of Ir atoms in SLIO is supported by
the presence of narrow crystal field excitation (~3.9 eV) and
charge transfer (~6 and 9 eV) peaks in the low-resolution Ir-
L3 RIXS spectrum of SLIO compared to the 6/1-hexagonal
BasZnlr,Og [50] (see Fig. 4(c)). The band-width of ¢, states

for SLIO is found to be ~0.8 eV which is slightly higher
than that of it’s sister compound Sr3NalrOg (band-width ~0.7
eV)[30]. but substantially smaller than BazZnlryOg [50]. An-
other notable feature to address is that the ¢54 - ¢4 crystal field
splitting energy for SLIO (~3.9 V) in the present study ap-
pears at relatively higher energy compared to that of SNIO
(~3.5-3.6 eV) [30] and 6 H-BZIO (~3.2-3.3 V) [50], illus-
trated in Fig. 4(c), which could be assigned to the shorter
Ir-O bond lengths (1.96 A) in SLIO than those of the SNIO
and BZIO (~2.03 and 1.9-2.0 A respectively) [8, 30], and the
lower level of Ir-to, splitting due to much lesser IrO¢ octahe-
dral distortion in SLIO with respect to the SNIO and BZIO
[8, 30]. So, it would now be quite natural to assume that
a combination of lesser effective spatial dimensionality (i.e.,
isolated nature Ir°* ions), comparatively smaller bandwidth
and dominance of spin-orbit coupling in SLIO could extend
a much higher possibility to realize the coveted J, ;=0 non-

magnetic ground state within the nearly atomic SOC limit.

Next we compare the low-energy, high-resolution Ir-Lj
edge RIXS spectra between the two isovalent isostructural
columnar iridates Srs3(Na,Li)IrOg and a 6 H hexagonal iri-
date BagZnlryOg9 (BZIO), measured within the same techni-
cal specifications [50], and the results are resumed in Fig.
4(d). It is evident that there are substantial differences in the
spectral width, intensity, energy positions as well as number
of spectral features (peak at 0.18 eV energy loss and dou-
ble peak feature in the 0.3-0.4 eV range of the energy loss
in BZIO, shown by the bicoloured arrow and ellipse respec-
tively, which are missing in both the columnar systems) be-
tween the columnar and 64 family of d* iridates [30, 50]
could certainly be ascribed to the enhanced degree of intersite
Ir-Ir hopping due to face-sharing IrOg octahedral connectivity,
as well as greater extent of Ir {5, trigonal crystal field split-
ting in BZIO [8] compared to the columnar SrsNalrOg [30]
and Sr3LilrOg systems. On the other hand, like in Sr3NalrOg
(SNIO) [30], we observe three similar inelastic peaks below
1.5 eV in SLIO. Although the shape and energy positions of
these three peaks overall appear similar in both the colum-

nar iridates SNIO and SLIO, subtle changes in these inelas-



tic RIXS features are clearly visible, as demonstrated by in-
tensity enhancement and slight peak width broadening, as
well as development of weak but noticeable shoulders in the
higher-energy sides of the respective first and second inelas-
tic peaks (marked by two bicoloured arrows for SNIO in Fig.
4(d)). Clearly these differences in spectral features between
the two columnar iridates lie in their respective Ir-O octahe-
dral distortions, Ir-Ir hopping pathways and extent of Na/Li-Ir
anti-site disorder. While both these columnar iridates gener-
ally accommodate common face-sharing geometry along c-
axis of the crystal structure, the SLIO possesses compara-
tively weaker extent of trigonal distortion in terms of less de-
viated O-Ir-O bond angles (90.4°) from ideal 90° with respect
to SNIO (91.68°), and at the same time, there is increased
number of direct face-sharing Ir-Ir hopping pathways along
the chain in anti-site disordered SNIO (~10% Na-Ir disorder-
ing) [30] compared to the nominal Ir-O-(Li)-O-Ir intrachain
extended superexchange pathways in case of perfectly struc-
turally ordered SLIO. Also, there are different types of inter-
chain Ir-Ir connectivity and the respective hopping networks
(via Ir-O-O-Ir) as a consequence of Na-Ir site-disorder in ad-
dition to the nominally Na-Ir ordered configurations in SNIO,
in contrary to only two Ir-Ir interchain distances (schemati-
cally presented in Fig. 1(b) by J$* and J5* at ~5.87 and 6.7
Arespectively) and the corresponding Ir-O-O-Ir hopping path-
ways of the full Li-Ir chemically ordered SLIO. Moreover,
there would be bimodal distributions of local noncubic crystal
fields, Ir-O covalent interactions, Ir-Ir superexchange interac-
tions Jsp(=4t2/U) and the effective SOC strengths in SNIO
due to the presence of ~90% Ir in the ordered sites along with
the ~10% Ir in the antisite positions [30], which is naturally
absent in the complete site-ordered SLIO. All these issues give
rise to different extent of lifting of Ir-to, degeneracy, and ac-
cordingly, rearranging the spin-orbit derived Ir-J. s states in
either of these samples. In such a scenario, we must infer that
the aforementioned changes in low-energy Ir-Ls RIXS fea-
tures of Sr3LilrOg relative to the SrgNalrOg and BazZnlroOg
should be due to the dissimilar Ir-Ir hopping connectivity and

also the influence of non-identical trigonal crystal field split-

ting on the Ir ¢y, orbitals in this SLIO. Infact, both hopping
and noncubic crystal field effect impart a strong impact on the
effective SOC strength in d* iridate systems [50]. Therefore,
demonstrating the spin-orbit-coupled Ir energy levels from the
perspective of atomic .J picture solely, as has been the widely
accepted description until recently [51], becomes insufficient,
as revealed by Nag et al. [50] and Revelli ef al. [52] very re-
cently. So, as estimation of the effective spin-orbit coupling
strength A.yy on Ir within only a purely atomic limit is not
at all a reasonable approach, we refrain from doing such an

estimation here in SLIO.

E. dc magnetic susceptibility and spin polarized DFT

calculations

Now in order to unfold the crucial question of whether the
elusive J. sy = O state is realized in SLIO, or not, the temper-
ature dependences of the zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-
cooled (FC) dc magnetic susceptibility have been measured
under different applied magnetic fields, and the results are
summarized in Fig. 5(a). The featureless paramagnet-like
bulk susceptibility clearly refutes any kind of magnetic order-
ing down to 2 K. However, for low applied fields (<5000 Oe,
not shown in the figure), appearance of a noticeable thermo-
magnetic irreversibility between the ZFC and FC magnetiza-
tions from a higher temperature, and a gradual suppression
of this low-field-ZFC/FC-divergence upon increasing applied
magnetic fields, indicate presence of short-range magnetic
correlations and/or minor spin-freezing effect in this sam-
ple [3, 53, 54]. Further, the field-dependent isothermal mag-
netization M — H curves, as presented in Fig. 5(c), clearly
reveal absence of coercivity and remanent magnetization even
at the lowest measured temperature of 2 K, but the slight non-
linearity probably supports the development of spin correla-
tions in SLIO at low temperatures, quite common in d* iri-
dates [44, 55, 56].

Now in such disordered magnetic system, it should be
worthwhile to state that within weak temperature-dependence

of the measured dc susceptibility, the Curie-Weiss (C-W) fit-
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FIG. 5. (a) Temperature dependence of dc magnetic susceptibility data along with Curie-Weiss fitting for 10 kOe (main panel) and 70 kOe

(inset) fields; (b) The edge-shared frustrated Ir-triangular network formed by interchain Ir-Ir exchanges J5“ and J5°; (c) Field dependent

isothermal dc magnetization M — H variations at three different temperatures;(d) Temperature variations of total specific heat C), in the low-T"

region for zero field and applied magnetic fields, Inset: Lattice part extraction (solid pink line) from the zero field C), data (half-filled cyan

circles); Temperature dependence of (e) magnetic specific heat C'y,, and (f) Zero field magnetic entropy Sas.

ting parameters always carry some uncertainties which criti-
cally depend on both the temperature range of C-W fitting and
the applied magnetic fields of measurement [57]. Considering
all the possibilities, the C-W analysis (x = xo + %
with o being the temperature independent paramagnetic sus-
ceptibility, and Cyy, © cw, the Curie constant and the Curie-
Weiss temperature, respectively) on the 10 kOe field-cooled
x(T) data seems to be most reasonable in the temperature
range 100-400 K (see Fig. 5(a)). The resulting fit yields a

Ocw value =~ -71 K and an effective paramagnetic moment

Heff ~ 0.45 ILLB/II’.

To explore the possibility of magnetism, the spin polarized
GGA+SOC+U calculation keeping the spin quantization axis
along [001] direction, has been carried out of the antiferro-
magnetic (AFM) configuration having anti-parallel spins ori-
entations at the neighboring Ir sites within the linear chain.

Total energy calculated from spin-polarized density functional

theory in presence of SOC suggests AFM configuration to be
lower in energy than both of the non-magnetic and ferromag-
netic configuration by energy values AFE/f.u.~ 2 meV and
3 meV respectively. This suggests the presence of AFM inter-
actions in SLIO, consistent with the negative O cyy extracted
from the high temperature Curie-Weiss fit of the dc suscep-
tibility measurements. In summary, our calculations reveal
a magnetic ground state with AFM spin configurations and
large Ir>* magnetic moments in contrast to the non-magnetic
Jesr = O state, as suggested by Ming et. al. in a recent theo-
retical study [58].

Moreover, the intra and inter-chain hopping interaction
strengths between the Ir-d orbitals are calculated to be ~
130 meV and ~ 76 meV respectively. The estimated sub-
stantial nearest neighbor inter-chain Ir-Ir hopping interac-
tion through inter-orbital Ir-d,. and Ir-d,. overlap suggests

three-dimensional nature of magnetic exchange within this



apparently one-dimensional structure of SLIO. This observa-
tion of significantly large magnetic moments on individual
Ir5* ion immediately refutes the nonmagnetic .J. s /=0 ground
state proposition, and thus, an isolated atom-like descrip-
tion of Iridium in SLIO, and establishes SLIO as a magnet-
ically 3-dimensional (3D) system, consistent with the previ-
ously reported isostructural columnar spin-chain compounds
[20, 59-61]. Further, this large value of Irot magnetic mo-
ment strongly endorses only an intermediate effective SOC
picture [62, 63] in SLIO, thereby opposing the anticipated
higher atomic Ir-SOC picture in this compound.

The origin of such a large Ir°*-moment in SLIO could cer-
tainly be attributed to the intersite Ir-Ir hopping via ex-
tended Ir-O-O-Ir superexchange pathways within all possi-
ble intra and interchain magnetic exchange connectivity (rep-
resented by three different exchange interactions in Fig. 1
(b)), causing delocalization of intra-site Ir>* holes, and there-
fore, creating deviation from a perfect atomic J = 0 arrange-
ment [10, 47, 48]. In addition, the trigonal distortion of the
IrOg octahedra and the subsequent Ir-t9, splitting, as well as
the hybridization of extended Ir-5d orbitals and the stronger
Ir-O covalent interactions together might cause rearrangement
in the spin-orbit coupled Ir energy levels in SLIO, and as a re-
sult, leading to the possible breakdown of atomic J limit [63—
66]. But surprisingly, despite having significantly strong anti-
ferromagnetic correlation (by means of large negative O cyy)
between the large local Ir°" moments, the SLIO compound

does not trigger magnetic ordering down to 2 K at least.

To corroborate our prediction of magnetism within SLIO,
we have calculated the magnetic exchange interactions be-
tween the Ir atoms. For a quantitative estimation of the Ir-
Ir exchange couplings, we have calculated the symmetric ex-
change interactions by mapping total energies of several spin
configurations within GGA+SOC+U scheme to the Heisen-
berg model Hyy,;,, = Zij JijS’; . S’;-. Our calculations show
that the nearest neighbor intra-chain Ir-Ir interaction Ji* is
dominant and AFM in nature with a magnitude of 4.26 meV.
The second (J5*) and third (J5*) nearest-neighbor interac-

tions, representing the inter-chain Ir-Ir exchanges, are rela-

tively weaker with magnitude of 0.07 meV and 0.05 meV
and respectively FM and AFM in nature. The twelve inter-
chain J5* and J§* bonds with comparable exchange interac-
tion strengths therefore form a frustrated edge-sharing trian-
gular network (see Fig. 5b), prohibiting the long range order-
ing within this system.

Finally, absence of magnetic order within persistent sig-
nificant antiferromagnetic (AFM) correlation (in the form of
large negative 6y value) is one of the signature character-
istics of quantum spin-liquids (QSLs). From this view point
therefore, the Sr3LilrOg compound could be proposed as a po-
tential QSL candidate. Further, certain ambiguity in the AFM
interaction strengths [by means of different values of negative
Ocw at the different applied magnetic fields, as revealed by
the respective Curie-Weiss fittings, shown in Fig. 5(a)] is also
evident in SLIO, likely in consistent with many other existing

QSL systems [8, 47, 48, 57].

F. Heat capacity

The magnetic frustration of any disordered material is com-
monly expressed by the amount of magnetic entropy retained
within the system at very low temperatures. To further check
the magnetic ground state and also in order to probe the na-
ture of magnetic excitations in this d* columnar iridate SLIO,
the heat capacity C}, was measured as a function of temper-
ature in both zero field and several higher magnetic fields.
The collected C), versus T" data (Fig. 5(d)) do not show any
sharp A-like anomaly, hallmark of thermodynamic phase tran-
sition into a long-range magnetically ordered state, in any
of the applied magnetic fields in the measured temperature
range, further affirming the absence of magnetic long-range
ordered state and/or structural phase transition in SLIO. But,
a weak hump-like broad feature develops below ~ 10 K which
gradually shifts towards higher temperatures with the increase
of applied magnetic fields. As attempt to model this low-
temperature weakly field-dependent C),(1") behavior with the
“two-level Schottky anomaly” description fails, the possible

presence of isolated paramagnetic centers/impurities, often



highlighted in describing finite magnetism of the otherwise
nonmagnetic d* iridates [11, 38, 51, 56, 67], could definitely
be discarded in the SLIO [3, 56, 68]. Hence, the total C), of
SLIO can be modeled by the sum of the lattice part (Cgttice),
and the magnetic contribution (C,,,) from the correlated Ir®*

magnetic moments.

The Cjattice Was obtained after fitting the high temperature
C)p data (100-300 K) using Debye-Einstein model, yielding a
Debye temperature O p = 425 K. This fit is thereafter extrap-
olated down to the lowest measuring temperature (see inset to
Fig. 5(d)) and taken as the C4¢tice, Which was then subtracted
from the total C), so that the sample is now only left out with
correlated magnetic contributions to the heat capacity due to

intrinsic Ir°* local moments.

Finally, the temperature dependence of the magnetic spe-
cific heat C,, is displayed in Fig. 5(e), which reveals a no-
ticeable field-dependence in the 2-12 K temperature range,
indicating presence of short-range magnetic correlations in
SLIO. As displayed in Fig. 5(e), the C,,, attains a strictly field-
independent broad maximum at ~ 20-25 K region, suggesting
highly frustrated nature of magnetic interactions in SLIO sys-
tem, similar to the observations in spin-liquids [2, 53, 69]. In
addition, the C',, shows a finite T'-linear contribution (C)p; ~
~T at very low temperatures, shown in the inset to Fig. 5(e)),
unusual for charge insulators, thus signifying low-energy gap-
less spin excitations or the presence of metal-like spinon
Fermi surface, as discussed in the context of QSL candidates
[2, 8,47, 70-73].

The release in zero field magnetic entropy Sy, (Fig. 5(f)),
obtained by integrating the zero field % with 7', achieves
a value of ~ 2.0 J/mol-K till 70 K, which is almost ~ 20%
of the maximum of RIn(2J + 1), with J = 1 corresponding
to the hypothetical triplet state [48], for a completely mag-
netically ordered state. This points towards the fact that de-
spite having large local Ir®* moments as well as significantly
strong AFM correlation among these moments, the SLIO pre-
serves a large percentage of the entropy (= 80%), and hence,
affirming persistence of spin-fluctuation and also low-energy

spin-excitations in SLIO [5, 74-76], thus promoting a poten-
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tial QSL candidature in SLIO.

Ultimately by comparing the bandwidth (theoretically pre-
dicted) vs. moment (obtained from DFT calculations and ex-
perimental observations, either) trends in SLIO with the other
two columnar counterparts SrsNalrOg (SNIO) and Sr3KIrOg
(SKIO), and a 6 H hexagonal perovskite iridate BZIO [30],
we infer that the magnetic moment continues to decrease with
the gradually increasing bandwidth, which can only be argued
within the framework of weak or at most intermediate spin-
orbit coupling for the d* iridates, contrary to the pertaining

assumptions of strong SOC in iridates.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We investigate a new 2H -prototype columnar spin chain
d* iridate Sr3LilrOg through combined structural, chemical,
electronic, transport, magnetic and thermodynamic character-
izations. Our dc susceptibility together with the spin polarized
electronic structure calculations refutes the coveted nonmag-
netic J.ry=0 singlet ground state in this stoichiometrically
perfect structurally ordered material, and rather a large mag-
netic moment is developed at the individual Ir5 T -site of SLIO
likely due to intersite hopping (via extended Ir-O-O-Ir su-
perexchange pathways within intra- and inter-chains), noncu-
bic crystal distortion, hybridization of Ir-5d states, Ir-O cova-
lent interactions and bandwidth effect. Further, the substantial
intra- and inter-chain hopping interaction strengths establish
an effective 3-dimensional magnetic environment. Despite
significant AFM interactions between the large local Ir>* mo-
ments, the heat capacity and dc magnetic susceptibility mea-
surements clearly discern the absence of magnetic ordering
in SLIO down to at least 2 K as a result of persistent spin-
fluctuation due to the geometric frustration, hence proposing
this material as a potential QSL candidate. Both the XPS va-
lence band and electrical resistivity measurements suggest a
gapped electronic structure of this compound, but the linear
behavior of the magnetic specific heat at very low temper-
atures points towards the gapless nature of spin-excitations

(i.e., gapless spin density of states) in this material.
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