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The recent synthesis of ruthenium trihalides RuX3 (X = Cl, Br, I) has enlarged the set of material candidates
for Kitaev spin liquids. The realization of the Kitaev model necessitates the formation of J = 1/2 pseudospins
in the octahedral crystal field. We use Ru L3-edge resonant inelastic x-ray scattering to investigate the evolution
of multiplet structures in RuX3. We identified quasielastic magnetic correlations and spin-orbit transitions to the
J = 3/2 states without discernible trigonal splitting, thereby validating the J = 1/2 description of magnetism
in the RuX3 family. Lineshape broadening in RuI3 provides evidence for its bulk metallicity in the vicinity of
a bandwidth-controlled metal-insulator transition. Our results highlight the pivotal role of halogen p orbitals in
controlling the electronic properties of RuX3.
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The exactly-soluble Kitaev honeycomb model [1] embod-
ies key concepts in modern condensed matter physics, such
as quantum spin liquids, spin fractionalization, and emergent
Majorana fermions. This model also holds promise as a ba-
sis for fault-tolerant quantum computation, which drives the
search for its realization in physical platforms. The theoretical
proposal of t5

2g spin-orbit Mott insulators as a solid-state plat-
form of the Kitaev model [2] has spurred extensive research
into magnetism in 4d/5d transition metal compounds [3–5].
The bond-dependent interaction in the Kitaev model can also
emerge in the transition metal compounds with the high-spin
d7 electron configurations [6–8] and in the rare-earth magnets
with an odd number of 4 f electrons per site [9–11]. These
theoretical proposals have expanded the list of candidate mag-
nets whose syntheses have been already reported [8,12]. The
targeted synthesis effort requires experimental scrutiny to as-
sess whether each candidate contains the essential ingredients
of the Kitaev model.

Among the Kitaev spin liquid candidates, α-RuCl3 (here-
after RuCl3) has been a focus of extensive research since
signatures of fractionalized excitations have been identified
in Raman scattering [13], neutron scattering [14–17], and
thermal transport experiments [18,19]. However, the zigzag
antiferromagnetic order at ∼7 K [20] points to a certain devia-
tion from the pure Kitaev model due to additional non-Kitaev
interactions. In general, the nearest-neighbor interaction be-
tween the pseudospins on a z bond, H(z)

i j , is expressed as
[21,22]
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where K is the bond-dependent Kitaev interaction, J is
Heisenberg exchange, and � is the symmetric off-diagonal
exchange. The additional symmetric off-diagonal exchange �′
becomes nonzero if the crystal field shows distortions from
the cubic symmetry. For the γ = x, y bonds, H(γ )

i j follow from
cyclic permutations of Sx

i , Sy
i , Sz

i . Recent resonant x-ray scat-
tering studies [23,24] have revealed the predominance of the
ferromagnetic K term, while the subdominant J and � terms
are necessary to describe the zigzag order [25]. Considering
the proximity of RuCl3 to the Kitaev model, the fine-tuning
of the magnetic Hamiltonian of RuCl3 provides a viable ap-
proach to the spin-liquid state.

As the Kitaev interaction stems from the electron hopping
between the nearest-neighbor t2g orbitals via the ligand p
orbitals in the edge-shared octahedra [2], a natural strategy is
to replace Cl with heavier halogen elements, such as Br and I.
Indeed, the recent synthesis of the sibling compounds RuBr3

[26–28] and RuI3 [26,29,30], along with their solid solution
Ru(Br1−xIx )3 [31,32], paves the way for the continuous tuning
of the electronic properties. It is noteworthy that an insulator-
to-metal transition occurs in Ru(Br1−xIx )3 at the doping level
of x ∼ 0.85 [31,32], placing RuI3 in the metallic regime.
Moreover, the introduction of polar structural asymmetry in
the halogen site could stabilize an antiferromagnetic K term
[33]. Despite the large tunability of magnetism in transition
metal halides, the effect of the halogen substitution on the
microscopic electronic properties remains to be resolved.

In this Letter, we report a systematic Ru L3-edge resonant
inelastic x-ray scattering (RIXS) investigation of the multiplet
structures in the ruthenium trihalides RuX3 (X = Cl, Br, I).
In all the RuX3 systems, we observed pseudospin J = 1/2
quasielastic peaks and spin-orbit transitions to the J = 3/2
quartet without discernible trigonal field splitting, validating
the formation of the J = 1/2 pseudospins as the basis of
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FIG. 1. Crystal structures of RuX3 (X = Cl, Br, I). (a) AlCl3-type crystal structure (space group: C2/m) of α-RuCl3. (b) BiI3-type structure
(R3) of RuBr3. (c) Anti-Ti3O-type structure (P31c) of RuI3. This figure is drawn using the VESTA software [34].

the magnetism of RuX3. In the metallic RuI3, we identified
lineshape broadening and the disappearance of the energy gap
in the intersite charge continuum. This suggests that RuI3 is
located on the verge of a bandwidth-controlled metal-insulator
transition. Multiplet analysis of the RIXS spectra reveals a
systematic evolution of the crystal field parameters due to
the increase of the halogen p orbital contribution to the low-
energy states as X goes from Cl to I. These results establish
halogen substitution as an effective tuning knob for the bulk
electronic properties of Kitaev magnets.

In addition to RuCl3 single crystals, we employed RuBr3

and RuI3 polycrystals with honeycomb lattice structures
grown by high-pressure synthesis [27,29,30]. We summarize
in Fig. 1 the crystal structures of the RuX3 employed in this
work. While the space group of RuCl3 at low temperature
is still under debate [25,35–37], there is a consensus that
RuCl3 at room temperature takes an AlCl3-type monoclinic
crystal structure with a slightly distorted honeycomb lattice in
the unit cell [C2/m, Fig. 1(a)]. The intralayer Ru-Ru bond
lengths d are given by d = 3.425 Å and 3.461 Å. RuBr3

has a BiI3-type structure below room temperature without
structural transition [R3, Fig. 1(b)] [27], where the three reg-
ular Ru honeycomb layers with d = 3.639 Å in the unit cell
form the ABCABC-type close-packed stacking sequence. For
RuI3, different growth conditions yield two types of crystal
structures [29,30]. Our RuI3 crystals have an anti-Ti3O-type
structure [P31c, Fig. 1(c)] [29], where the two regular honey-
comb layers with d = 3.913 Å form the ABAB-type stacking
sequence. We will discuss how the increase of d affects the
electronic properties below.

Figure 2(a) presents the scattering geometry of the RIXS
experiments, which were conducted using the intermediate-
energy RIXS (IRIXS) spectrometer at the Dynamics Beamline
P01 of PETRA III, DESY [38]. We utilized x-ray photons
close to the Ru L3 absorption edge, hν = 2837 and 2839 eV.
The use of these two photon energies reveals the strength of
the d-p orbital hybridization through the resonance effect of
the RIXS signal. The incident photons were π polarized, and
scattered photons with π and σ polarizations were collected
at a fixed scattering angle of 90◦ using a SiO2 (102̄) diced
spherical analyzer and a CCD camera. The incident x-ray
beam was focused to a beam spot of 20 × 150 µm2 (H × V).
The exact position of zero energy loss and the energy resolu-
tion of �E ∼ 80 meV were determined by the center and the
full width at half-maximum, respectively, of the nonresonant

elastic signal from silver paint deposited next to the samples.
For the measurement of the RuCl3 single crystal, the sample
angles were set to θ = 20◦ and φ = 0◦. For the RuBr3 and
RuI3 polycrystals, the RIXS data reflect the geometrical aver-
age over the entire range of sample angles θ , φ, and the tilt
angle χ (not drawn). All the measurements were performed at
T = 300 K, in the paramagnetic states of RuX3.

Figure 2(b) shows the Ru L3 RIXS spectra of RuX3 (X =
Cl, Br, I) taken with incident photons with hν = 2837 eV. The
spectrum for RuCl3 reproduces a previous result in Ref. [24].
At low energy, the spin-orbit transitions to the J = 3/2 states
(circles) are identified in all the RuX3 compounds. The peak
energies for RuCl3 and RuBr3 are almost identical (0.25 eV),
while it shifts to a higher energy of 0.3 eV in RuI3. The
J = 3/2 peaks do not exhibit discernible splitting, indicating
that the trigonal distortion of the RuX6 octahedra is much
smaller than the energy resolution of 80 meV. The result for
RuBr3 agrees with Raman scattering data [39]. The small
trigonal distortion in the RuX3 family contrasts with apprecia-
ble trigonal distortion in the Ir-based Kitaev candidates [40].
These observations establish J = 1/2 pseudospin physics in
the RuX3 family. Moreover, for insulating RuCl3 and RuBr3

whose pseudospin interactions are given in Eq. (1), the small
trigonal distortion suggests small �′ terms. Momentum de-
pendence of the J = 1/2 intensity has yielded �′ = 0.1 meV
for RuCl3 [24]. Future investigation of single crystals will
allow the determination of the �′ term for RuBr3.

The intermediate energy range includes broad continua
originating from intersite electron-hole excitations. The onset
of the continuum is located at ∼1 eV for RuCl3 and 0.7 eV
for RuBr3 (vertical dashed lines), reaffirming their Mott-
insulating nature [27]. In contrast, the continuum extends to
zero energy in the metallic RuI3. As RIXS is a bulk-sensitive
probe, our RIXS data provide spectroscopic evidence that
the metallic transport of RuI3 [29,30] is not caused by the
grain boundary in the polycrystalline samples but reflects
its intrinsic bulk metallicity. This result agrees with metallic
band structures observed by angle-resolved photoemission
measurements [41]. The charge continuum overlaps with the
intraionic J = 3/2 transitions, causing substantial lineshape
broadening. However, the quasielastic J = 1/2 excitations
remain sharply peaked, indicating that the onset of the con-
tinuum is located close to zero energy.

On top of the continuum, one identifies intraionic crystal-
field transitions from the t5

2g ground state to the Hund’s
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multiplets with the t4
2ge1

g electron configurations (triangles).
The energy of the main peaks (filled triangles) monotonically
decreases as X changes from Cl to I. As this excitation en-
ergy is predominantly determined by the crystal field strength
10Dq, the present data point to a systematic decrease of the
10Dq parameter. This appreciable change of the 10Dq pa-
rameter [�(10Dq) � 0.1 eV, see Fig. 3(d)] is larger than that
in the exfoliated nanosheets of RuCl3 [�(10Dq) � 0.05 eV]
induced by surface strain [42], which has been proposed as
another means to control the magnetism of the Kitaev magnets
[43]. Furthermore, the energy separation of the shoulder struc-
tures (open triangles) decreases monotonically, indicating the
monotonic reduction of the Hund’s-rule coupling constant JH

as discussed below.

FIG. 2. (a) Scattering geometry for the resonant inelastic x-ray
scattering (RIXS) experiment. The incident photons were π polar-
ized, and the σ - and π -polarized scattered photons were collected at
the scattering angle of 90◦. (b) Ru L3 edge RIXS spectra of RuX3 (X
= Cl, Br, I) taken with the incident photons with hν = 2837 eV. The
circles indicate J = 3/2 spin-orbit transitions. The vertical dashed
lines indicate the onset energy of the intersite electron-hole contin-
uum. Filled and open triangles indicate the main peak and shoulder
structures from the crystal-field transitions to Hund’s multiplets with
t4
2ge1

g electron configurations. The inset shows the high-energy region
containing charge-transfer (CT) excitations (squares).

The inset of Fig. 2(b) shows the high-energy region of the
RIXS spectra including the charge transfer (CT) excitations
(squares). The peak energy in RuBr3 (∼4.8 eV) is lower than
that in RuCl3 (∼5.5 eV), reflecting the lower binding energy
of the Br 4p orbitals in RuBr3 than the Cl 3p orbitals in
RuCl3. This leads to a stronger hybridization between the Ru
4d and Br 4p orbitals in RuBr3, as naturally expected from the
increased spatial expansion of the Br 4p orbitals compared
to the Cl 3p orbitals. The stronger hybridization results in
the suppression of CT peak intensity and the reduction of the
onset of the intersite charge continuum. This trend continues
in RuI3. With the further enhancement of the hybridization be-
tween the Ru 4d and I 5p orbitals, RuI3 no longer exhibits the
CT peak. Instead, its high-energy spectral weight merges with
the intersite charge continuum, which extends down to zero
energy. The systematic enhancement of the d-p hybridization
is well captured by electronic structure calculations [29,44–
47], which show the increase of the halogen p orbital contri-
butions in the low-energy density of states as X goes from Cl
to I.

To gain more insight into the evolution of d-p hybridiza-
tion, Figs. 3(a)–3(c) compare the RIXS intensity for RuX3

taken with the t2g resonance (hν = 2837 eV) and the eg

resonance (hν = 2839 eV). In all the RuX3 systems, the
latter condition diminishes the J = 1/2 and J = 3/2 tran-
sitions within the t5

2g sector. Concomitantly, it enhances
the high-energy transitions involving the eg orbitals in the
Mott-insulating RuCl3 and RuBr3. However, the resonance
enhancement becomes less pronounced in RuBr3, and the
metallic RuI3 yields almost comparable RIXS intensity in the
high-energy region (>1 eV). We also observe the spectral
weight shift in this region in RuI3, that is, the RIXS signal
is more fluorescencelike due to the itinerancy of the final
states. This indicates that the eg orbitals in RuI3 show a large
deviation from the Ru3+ ionic character due to the strong
hybridization with the I 5p orbitals. Note that the ligand p
orbitals more sensitively affect the Ru eg orbitals than the t2g

orbitals, as the eg orbitals point toward the halogen p orbitals.
We now quantify microscopic multiplet parameters in

RuX3. For simplicity, we employ a d5 ionic model Hamil-
tonian for the 4d electrons in a Ru3+ ion. It consists of
the intra-atomic Coulomb interaction terms in the Kanamori
form, HC [48,49], the intra-atomic spin-orbit coupling (SOC)
HSOC, and the cubic crystal field Hcub [50]. We employ a
spherical symmetry approximation of the interaction terms in
HC, which imposes the condition U ′

mm′ = U − 2JH,mm′ . This
approximation makes the multiplet energies from the ground
state independent of U in the ionic model with the fixed elec-
tron number 4d5. We do not include the trigonal crystal field
given the absence of discernible splitting in the J = 3/2 tran-
sitions (Fig. 2). Free parameters are the crystal field strength
10Dq, the Hund’s coupling between the t2g orbitals JH , and
the SOC λ. The RIXS transition amplitude from the ground
state was calculated within the dipole approximation and fast
collision approximation [51,52], which makes the transition
amplitude independent of the incident x-ray energy. Powder
averaging of the RIXS transition amplitudes was performed in
the calculations for the polycrystalline RuBr3 and RuI3 [50].

The theoretical RIXS amplitudes for RuX3 are shown in
Figs. 3(a)–3(c) as gray vertical bars. Each panel also includes
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FIG. 3. (a)–(c) Comparison of RIXS intensity for RuX3 taken with the t2g resonance (hν = 2837 eV) and with the eg resonance (hν =
2839 eV). The gray vertical bars indicate the theoretical RIXS intensity for the d5 ionic model Hamiltonian [50]. (d) Evolution of the determined
multiplet parameters 10Dq, JH , and λ for the RuX3 series.

the optimal parameters 10Dq, JH , and λ. Within the ionic
model, the J = 3/2 transitions are located at the energy of
∼3λ/2, which determines the λ parameter. For the Hund’s
multiplets involving the eg orbitals, the energy of the main
peak fixes the 10Dq parameter, and the energy separation of
the shoulder structures determines JH . It should be noted that
the determined parameters represent “effective” values that
incorporate the effect of the hybridization with the ligand p
orbitals and the interaction with the charge continuum. The
parameters for RuCl3 agree with those estimated in the former
study [24]. For the Mott-insulating RuCl3 and RuBr3, the
ionic model captures the multiplet structures of the RIXS data
very well. On the other hand, the agreement remains quali-
tative in the metallic RuI3 due to the strong mixing with the
charge continuum. Yet, the overall phenomenology persists,
allowing the estimation of the multiplet parameters.

The evolution of these multiplet parameters in RuX3 is
summarized in Fig. 3(d). First, we discuss the decreasing trend
of 10Dq (top panel). The larger ionic radii of the heavier
halogen elements lead to the expansion of the crystal lattice
and the Ru-Ru distance d . At the same time, the outermost
halogen p orbitals become more spatially extended. The de-
crease of the 10Dq parameter reveals that the crystal lattice
expansion outweighs the expansion of the p orbitals, reducing
the Coulomb repulsion between the Ru 4d and the halogen
p electrons. The JH parameter also shows a decreasing trend
(middle panel). This indicates that the reduction of the charge
gap enhances the screening of the Coulomb interactions. In
the band picture, the enhanced d-p hybridization increases
the overall bandwidth, which effectively reduces the electron
correlations and induces the phase transition into the metallic
state.

The well-defined J = 1/2 magnetic correlations in the
metallic RuI3 point to its proximity to the metal-insulator tran-
sition. In the archetypal J = 1/2 Mott insulator Sr2IrO4 [53],
electron doping through La substitution at the Sr site induces a
metallic state with backfolded Fermi surfaces [54,55]. While
the antiferromagnetic correlations become short ranged with
doping, the dispersion and intensity of the damped magnetic
excitations remain analogous to the parent antiferromagnetic
magnons [55,56], allowing a “paramagnon” description of the
magnetic dynamics akin to those in the hole-doped cuprates
[57–59]. On the other hand, the O K-edge RIXS spectra of
the 4d5 paramagnetic metal Sr2RhO4 lack paramagnons at
low energy, although the energy scale of the J = 3/2 excitons

remains relevant [60]. The J = 1/2 magnetic correlations in
RuI3 thus provide spectroscopic evidence for its proximity
to a magnetically ordered phase. This is in line with the
metal-insulator transition at the doping level of x ∼ 0.85 in
Ru(Br1−xIx )3 [31,32]. The persisting magnetic fluctuations
are likely responsible for the quasiparticle mass enhancement
in the metallic region (x > 0.85), which is identified from the
increase in the Sommerfeld coefficient upon approaching the
phase boundary [31].

The bottom panel of Fig. 3(d) shows the evolution of
the λ parameter. The insulating RuCl3 and RuBr3 have an
identical λ = 0.15 eV. On the other hand, the hardening of
the J = 3/2 peak in RuI3 leads to a larger λ = 0.18 eV.
Note here that the increased d-p covalency reduces the orbital
angular momentum of the t2g electrons [48], which would
yield the reduction of the λ parameter. Hence, additional ef-
fects need to be considered to describe the increasing trend.
For this purpose, we consider the interaction with the charge
continuum and the SOC of the I 5p orbitals. To clarify the
former effect, we refer to the RIXS spectra of electron-doped
Sr2−xLaxIrO4 [55]. While the lineshape broadening occurs
with increasing doping, the energy of the J = 3/2 transitions
remains almost identical across the insulator-metal transition.
This suggests that interaction with a charge continuum alone
does not induce appreciable hardening of the J = 3/2 transi-
tions. The increase of the λ parameter in RuI3 is thus primarily
attributed to the SOC of the I 5p orbitals, which is activated
via the strong mixing between the Ru t2g and the I 5p orbitals.
This conclusion is corroborated by a recent RIXS study of
RuP3SiO11 [61], where a smaller λ = 0.13 eV is realized
by the hybridization with the O 2p orbitals with a smaller
SOC. In general, honeycomb-lattice transition metal iodides
have the potential to host higher-spin Kitaev magnetism
utilizing the SOC splitting of the I 5p orbitals [62,63]. Our re-
sults, therefore, suggest the important role of the I 5p orbitals
in the low-energy magnetism of transition metal iodides.

In conclusion, we have presented Ru L3 RIXS measure-
ments of the multiplet structures of the Kitaev spin liquid
candidates RuX3 (X = Cl, Br, I). The RIXS spectra exhibit
quasielastic magnetic correlations and spin-orbit transitions
to the J = 3/2 states, establishing the J = 1/2 description of
magnetism in the RuX3 series. We also identified the gradual
reduction of the intersite charge excitation gap, evidencing the
bulk metallicity of RuI3. The multiplet analysis of the RIXS
spectra reveals gradual suppression of electronic correlation
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as X goes from Cl to I, which is attributed to the increased
bandwidth due to the enhanced d-p hybridization. Our results
demonstrate the crucial role of halogen p orbitals in control-
ling the electronic properties of RuX3.

We thank R. Valentí and J. Nasu for enlightening discus-
sions. This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid for Sci-
entific Research from JSPS (KAKENHI) (No. JP22K13994,
No. JP22H00102, No. JP19H05823, No. JP19H05822, No.

JP22H01175, and No. JP22K18680), JST CREST (Grant
No. JP19198318), and the European Research Council under
Advanced Grant No. 669550 (Com4Com). We acknowledge
DESY, a member of the Helmholtz Association HGF, for the
provision of experimental facilities. The RIXS experiments
were carried out at the beamline P01 of PETRA III at DESY.
Sample growth at ISSP was carried out under the Visiting
Researcher’s Program (No. 202011-MCBXG-0006 and No.
202106-MCBXG-0073).

[1] A. Kitaev, Anyons in an exactly solved model and beyond, Ann.
Phys. 321, 2 (2006).

[2] G. Jackeli and G. Khaliullin, Mott insulators in the strong spin-
orbit coupling limit: From Heisenberg to a quantum compass
and Kitaev models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 017205 (2009).

[3] J. G. Rau, E. K.-H. Lee, and H.-Y. Kee, Spin-orbit physics
giving rise to novel phases in correlated systems: Iridates and
related materials, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 7, 195
(2016).

[4] M. Hermanns, I. Kimchi, and J. Knolle, Physics of the
Kitaev model: Fractionalization, dynamic correlations, and ma-
terial connections, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 9, 17
(2018).

[5] H. Takagi, T. Takayama, G. Jackeli, G. Khaliullin, and S. E.
Nagler, Concept and realization of Kitaev quantum spin liquids,
Nat. Rev. Phys. 1, 264 (2019).

[6] H. Liu and G. Khaliullin, Pseudospin exchange interactions in
d7 cobalt compounds: Possible realization of the Kitaev model,
Phys. Rev. B 97, 014407 (2018).

[7] R. Sano, Y. Kato, and Y. Motome, Kitaev-Heisenberg Hamilto-
nian for high-spin d7 Mott insulators, Phys. Rev. B 97, 014408
(2018).

[8] H. Liu, J. Chaloupka, and G. Khaliullin, Kitaev spin liquid in
3d transition metal compounds, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 047201
(2020).

[9] F.-Y. Li, Y.-D. Li, Y. Yu, A. Paramekanti, and G. Chen, Kitaev
materials beyond iridates: Order by quantum disorder and Weyl
magnons in rare-earth double perovskites, Phys. Rev. B 95,
085132 (2017).

[10] J. G. Rau and M. J. P. Gingras, Frustration and anisotropic
exchange in ytterbium magnets with edge-shared octahedra,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 054408 (2018).

[11] S.-H. Jang, R. Sano, Y. Kato, and Y. Motome, Antiferro-
magnetic Kitaev interaction in f -electron based honeycomb
magnets, Phys. Rev. B 99, 241106(R) (2019).

[12] Y. Motome, R. Sano, S. Jang, Y. Sugita, and Y. Kato, Materials
design of Kitaev spin liquids beyond the Jackeli–Khaliullin
mechanism, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 32, 404001 (2020).

[13] L. J. Sandilands, Y. Tian, K. W. Plumb, Y.-J. Kim, and K. S.
Burch, Scattering continuum and possible fractionalized excita-
tions in α-RuCl3, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 147201 (2015).

[14] A. Banerjee, C. A. Bridges, J. -Q. Yan, A. A. Aczel, L. Li, M. B.
Stone, G. E. Granroth, M. D. Lumsden, Y. Yiu, J. Knolle, S.
Bhattacharjee, D. L. Kovrizhin, R. Moessner, D. A. Tennant,
D. G. Mandrus, and S. E. Nagler, Proximate Kitaev quantum
spin liquid behaviour in a honeycomb magnet, Nat. Mater. 15,
733 (2016).

[15] A. Banerjee, J. Yan, J. Knolle, C. A. Bridges, M. B. Stone,
M. D. Lumsden, D. G. Mandrus, D. A. Tennant, R. Moessner,
and S. E. Nagler, Neutron scattering in the proximate quantum
spin liquid α-RuCl3, Science 356, 1055 (2017).

[16] S.-H. Do, S.-Y. Park, J. Yoshitake, J. Nasu, Y. Motome, Y. S.
Kwon, D. T. Adroja, D. J. Voneshen, K. Kim, T. H. Jang, J. H.
Park, K.-Y. Choi, and S. Ji, Majorana fermions in the Kitaev
quantum spin system α-RuCl3, Nat. Phys. 13, 1079EP (2017).

[17] A. Banerjee, P. Lampen-Kelley, J. Knolle, C. Balz, A. A. Aczel,
B. Winn, Y. Liu, D. Pajerowski, J. Yan, C. A. Bridges, A. T.
Savici, B. C. Chakoumakos, M. D. Lumsden, D. A. Tennant,
R. Moessner, D. G. Mandrus, and S. E. Nagler, Excitations
in the field-induced quantum spin liquid state of α-RuCl3, npj
Quantum Mater. 3, 8 (2018).

[18] Y. Kasahara, T. Ohnishi, Y. Mizukami, O. Tanaka, S. Ma, K.
Sugii, N. Kurita, H. Tanaka, J. Nasu, Y. Motome, T. Shibauchi,
and Y. Matsuda, Majorana quantization and half-integer thermal
quantum Hall effect in a Kitaev spin liquid, Nature (London)
559, 227 (2018).

[19] T. Yokoi, S. Ma, Y. Kasahara, S. Kasahara, T. Shibauchi, N.
Kurita, H. Tanaka, J. Nasu, Y. Motome, C. Hickey, S. Trebst,
and Y. Matsuda, Half-integer quantized anomalous thermal Hall
effect in the Kitaev material candidate α-RuCl3, Science 373,
568 (2021).

[20] J. A. Sears, M. Songvilay, K. W. Plumb, J. P. Clancy, Y. Qiu, Y.
Zhao, D. Parshall, and Y.-J. Kim, Magnetic order in α-RuCl3:
A honeycomb-lattice quantum magnet with strong spin-orbit
coupling, Phys. Rev. B 91, 144420 (2015).

[21] J. G. Rau, E. K.-H. Lee, and H.-Y. Kee, Generic spin model
for the honeycomb iridates beyond the Kitaev limit, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 077204 (2014).

[22] V. M. Katukuri, S. Nishimoto, V. Yushankhai, A. Stoyanova, H.
Kandpal, S. Choi, R. Coldea, I. Rousochatzakis, L. Hozoi, and
J. van den Brink, Kitaev interactions between j = 1/2 moments
in honeycomb Na2IrO3 are large and ferromagnetic: insights
from ab initio quantum chemistry calculations, New J. Phys.
16, 013056 (2014).

[23] J. A. Sears, L. E. Chern, S. Kim, P. J. Bereciartua, S. Francoual,
Y. B. Kim, and Y.-J. Kim, Ferromagnetic Kitaev interaction and
the origin of large magnetic anisotropy in α-RuCl3, Nat. Phys.
16, 837 (2020).

[24] H. Suzuki, H. Liu, J. Bertinshaw, K. Ueda, H. Kim, S. Laha, D.
Weber, Z. Yang, L. Wang, H. Takahashi, K. Fürsich, M. Minola,
B. V. Lotsch, B. J. Kim, H. Yavaş, M. Daghofer, J. Chaloupka,
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