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The rare-earth pyrosilicate family of compounds (RE2Si2O7) hosts a variety of polymorphs, some with
honeycomb-like geometries of the rare-earth sublattices, and the magnetism has yet to be deeply explored in
many of the cases. Here we report on the ground state properties of C-Er2Si2O7. C-Er2Si2O7 crystallizes in the
C2/m space group and the Er3+ atoms form a distorted honeycomb lattice in the a-b plane. We have utilized
specific heat, DC susceptibility, and neutron diffraction measurements to characterize C-Er2Si2O7. Our specific
heat and DC susceptibility measurements show signatures of antiferromagnetic ordering at 2.3 K. Neutron
powder diffraction confirms this transition temperature and the relative intensities of the magnetic Bragg peaks
are consistent with a collinear Néel state in the magnetic space group C2’/m, with ordered moment of 6.61 µB

canted 13◦ away from the c-axis toward the a-axis. These results are discussed in relation to the isostructural
quantum dimer magnet compound Yb2Si2O7.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent efforts in the study of quantum magnetism and novel
magnetic ground states have focused on the use of 4f magnetic
atoms in different frustrated geometries (i.e. triangular,1–3

kagome,4 and pyrochlore lattices)5 instead of the traditional
3d magnetic atoms, such as Cu2+ or Ni2+. This is due to
numerous advantages to 4f magnetic atoms over traditional 3d
magnetic atoms. One of these advantages is 4f ions can often
be interchanged for each other within the same structure, which
tends to produce a wide variety magnetic behaviors. Addition-
ally - at the single-ion level - the effect of strong spin-orbit
coupling of the 4f ions and the surrounding crystal electric
field (CEF) is often to produce an energetically well-isolated
doublet that can be mapped to an effective spin 1

2 (Seff = 1/2).
These Seff = 1/2 systems have been shown to exhibit many
of the same quantum ground states expected for “bare” spin
1
2 systems.6–8 The highly localized 4f electrons are also ad-
vantageous as they lead to weak orbital overlap, and therefore
weak superexchange (typically on the order of 1 K). This weak
superexchange drives magnetic ordering transitions down in
temperature, but also allows for field-induced transitions to
generally be accessible with conventional, widely-available su-
perconducting magnets. Finally, the orbitally-active effective
spins allow for bond-dependent exchange interactions, which
can yield novel quantum phases such as the Kitaev quantum
spin liquid9,10 or Quantum Spin Ice.11,12 The Kitaev model was
originally derived for the honeycomb lattice and is therefore
of particular relevance to this work, as C-Er2Si2O7 forms a
distorted honeycomb lattice of Er3+ ions in the a-b plane. Nu-
merous magnetic honeycomb systems have been investigated
in the context of the Kitaev model,13–16 but the quantum spin
liquid state of the pure Kitaev model has yet to be discovered
in a real material. This provides impetus to study new hon-
eycomb materials with strong spin-orbit coupling, which will
aid theoretical and materials design efforts towards a Kitaev
quantum spin liquid.

The rare-earth pyrosilicate family (RE2Si2O7) of com-
pounds was synthesized in the 1980’s by Felsche.18 Struc-
tures were determined for all of the lanthanide atoms in this
series, with many of the lanthanides exhibiting a diamor-
phic or polymorphic phase diagram. The interest in these
compounds was primarily due to the Si-O-Si bonds in the
[Si2O7]6− groups. Therefore, little work was done on the low
temperature magnetic properties of the series at the time. The
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FIG. 1: a) The crystal and magnetic structure (obtained from the
refinement in Fig. 4a) of C-Er2Si2O7. The Er3+ atoms form a dis-
torted honeycomb lattice in the a-b plane. Here Er atoms are green,
Si are blue, and O are red. b) View of the crystal and magnetic
structure along the b-axis showing the separation between the layers.
The interlayer distance is 4.722 Å, which is slightly larger then the
nearest-neighbor bond distance of 3.477 Å. All panels of this figure
were created using the Vesta software.17

Er-based pyrosilicate compound Er2Si2O7 can crystallize in
three different structures depending on the synthesis tempera-
ture: the low-temperature phase P1 (Type B), the intermediate-
temperature phase C2/m (Type C) and the high-temperature
phase P21/a (Type D).18,19 We have recently begun explor-
ing the low-temperature properties of some members of the
rare-earth pyrosilicate series. In particular, we have studied
D-Er2Si2O7, which shows evidence of being a new experimen-
tal platform for studying the transverse-field Ising model.20 Of
more relevance to the current work, we have also studied the
magnetic properties of Yb2Si2O7,8 which forms the same C-
type "thortveitite" structure as the title compound, C-Er2Si2O7.
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We also note that Lu2Si2O7, Y2Si2O7
21 and Tm2Si2O7

22

form the same structure. Lu2Si2O7 and Y2Si2O7 are non-
magnetic, so they may provide a useful non-magnetic ana-
log to C-Er2Si2O7. Meanwhile, the magnetism of Tm2Si2O7

has not been thoroughly investigated, though it does show a
low-temperature Schottky-like anomaly in the specific heat,23

similar to Yb2Si2O7. Yb2Si2O7 does not magnetically order
down to 50 mK in zero field, and exhibits a field-induced phase
similar to the triplon Bose-Einstein condensates observed in
3d transition metal based dimer magnets. This brings us to
the compound of current interest, C-Er2Si2O7. C-Er2Si2O7

is isostructural to Yb2Si2O7, thus providing an opportunity
to study how rare-earth substitution influences the magnetic
ground state properties of quantum magnets with the same
structures. In this thortveitite structure, the Er3+ ion resides
in a distorted octahedral site at the 4g Wyckoff position, re-
sulting in a CEF with C2 point group symmetry. The Er-O
bond lengths in this structure range from 2.234 - 2.279 Å. The
[ErO6] groups share three of their edges with adjacent groups,
forming the honeycomb layers in the a-b plane. The mag-
netic transition temperature of C-Er2Si2O7 has been reported
to be 2.50(5) K previously24,25 - although the data was not
shown - and magnetization measurements performed above
room temperature have been reported.26 No further studies of
the magnetic properties have been undertaken until this work.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

Powder samples of C-Er2Si2O7 were synthesized by grind-
ing stoichiometric amounts of SiO2 and Er2O3, pressing the
reactants into a rod, and heating 8 times at 1300◦C for 48 hours
with thorough grinding between heatings. Phase purity was
confirmed using powder x-ray diffraction. Refinement of 4
K neutron diffraction data yielded the lattice parameters: a
= 6.8529(4) Å, b = 8.9446(5) Å, c = 4.7219(3) Å, α = 90◦,
β = 101.763(4)◦, γ = 90◦. These parameters are consistent
with previously published values.18 The crystal structure and
magnetic structure of C-Er2Si2O7 are shown in Fig. 1.

Specific heat measurements were performed on a 1.1 mg
piece of sintered powder C-Er2Si2O7 using a Quantum Design
PPMS34 with a dilution insert. Temperature dependent sus-
ceptibility measurements were performed on a powder sample
of C-Er2Si2O7 from the same batch, immobilized in eicosane
wax, in a Quantum Design MPMS-XL system with a 100 Oe
DC magnetic field. Field dependent magnetization measure-
ments were performed on the same sample at a temperature
of 1.8 K. Powder neutron diffraction measurements were per-
formed on the BT-1 high resolution powder diffractometer at
the NIST Center for Neutron Research with 60’ collimation
and the Ge(311) monochromator (λ = 2.079 Å). The neu-
tron diffraction sample consisted of 3.5 grams of C-Er2Si2O7

powder loaded in an aluminum sample canister, with 1 bar of
helium exchange gas loaded at room temperature. The sample
was cooled using a 3He refrigerator, and measurements were
performed between 0.3 and 4 K. All error bars shown in this
work indicate one standard deviation.

TN = 2.3 K

Rln2

a)

b)

FIG. 2: a) Heat capacity vs. temperature, Cp(T ), of a powder sample
of C-Er2Si2O7 using a Quantum Design PPMS with dilution insert. A
lambda anomaly is observed at TN = 2.3 K, indicative of a transition
to long range magnetic order. b) Entropy calculated from the Cp vs. T
shown in panel a. The entropy approachesRln2 through the transition,
consistent with what one would expect for an Seff = 1/2 system.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Specific Heat and Magnetization

Specific heat data obtained between 150 mK and 4 K
(Fig. 2a) show a lambda anomaly at TN = 2.3 K, indicating a
transition to long range magnetic order. This transition temper-
ature is close to the previously reported 2.50(5) K,24,25 though
the previous reports do not mention the type of measurement
used to determine this or show any data. The entropy calcu-
lated from the specific heat is shown in Fig. 2b. The entropy
approaches Rln2 - the expected value for an Seff = 1/2 system
- but falls short of it, likely indicating that some short range
correlations persist to temperatures higher than 4 K. The tran-
sition temperature is corroborated by the observation of a peak



3

a) b)

T = 1.8 K
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FIG. 3: a) Susceptibility vs. temperature, χ(T ), of a powder sample of C-Er2Si2O7 in an applied field of 0.01 T. A sharp drop-off of the
susceptibility occurs at 2.3 K, consistent with antiferromagnetic order. Susceptibility values are shown in SI units (m3/mol-Er), the value in
Gaussian units (emu/mol-Er) can be obtained by multiplying by 4π x 10−6. (inset) Zoom-in of the low temperature region of χ(T ). b) χ−1(T )
and fit of the Curie-Weiss law. The fit was limited to the temperature range of 5 - 10 K, yielding an effective moment of µeff = 9.1(5) µB , and a
Curie-Weiss temperature of θCW = −7.3(2) K. (inset) Zoom in on the region where the Curie-Weiss fit was performed. c) Field dependent
magnetization measurements performed at 1.8 K on a powder of C-Er2Si2O7. At 5 T the magnetization appears to be approaching the saturated
limit, and powder-averaged moment of 4.8 µB is observed.

in the susceptibility, shown in Fig. 3a-b. The sharp downturn
in the susceptibility after the transition indicates the system
enters an antiferromagnetic ground state. A Curie-Weiss fit
to the inverse susceptibility is shown in Fig. 3b. The fit was
performed only for temperatures between 5 and 10 K, avoiding
lower temperatures due to the onset of significant correlations,
and higher temperatures due to the (likely) mixing of higher
CEF levels. This fit yielded a Curie constant of 10.4(1) mol-
Er·K/emu (8.30(12) × 105 mol-Er·K/m3), corresponding to an
effective moment of µeff =9.1(5) µB , which is below the free-
ion value µfree

eff = gJ
√
J(J + 1) = 9.58µB , where J = 15/2

is the total angular momentum and gJ = 6/5 is the Lande
g-factor for Er3+. The Curie-Weiss temperature was θCW =-
7.3(2) K. This yields a frustration index (f = θCW /TN ) of 3.2,
indicating the system is only lightly frustrated. However, we
note that Curie-Weiss fits can prove unreliable for rare-earth
ions, with significant non-linearity in the inverse susceptibility
arising from CEF effects. As the first crystal field level energy
is not known for C-Er2Si2O7, it is uncertain how accurate this
fit is, even within this low temperature regime.

The field dependence of the magnetization at T=1.8 K is
shown in Fig. 3c. The magnetization is approximately linear
up to 1 T, where it then begins to saturate near 5 T, though we
note that a fully saturated state is not expected due to mixing
with higher CEF levels as the field is increased. The powder av-
eraged “saturated” moment at 5 T is nearly 4.8 µB , which falls
well below the maximum allowed value of µfree

eff = 9.58µB .
This is not surprising, as the Kramer’s doublet CEF ground
state likely carries a strongly anisotropic g-factor, which will
appear as a reduced saturated moment on powder averaged
data. Further, the ground state CEF wavefunctions likely do
not solely consist of the maximum Jz eigenstates, which will
also reduce the observed magnetic moment compared to the
maximum possible value.

B. Neutron Diffraction

Powder neutron diffraction measurements obtained using
BT-1 were refined using the FullProf software27 and the

SARAh suite (using the Kovalev tables).28,29 The resulting
Rietveld refinement for the magnetic structure of C-Er2Si2O7

on the data obtained at 320 mK with 4 K data subtracted is
shown in Fig. 4a. A symmetry analysis of the allowed |~k|
= 0 magnetic structures for C-Er2Si2O7 provided four possi-
ble irreducible representations. The Rietveld refinement of
C-Er2Si2O7 yielded a |~k| = 0 magnetic structure in the Γ4 ir-
reducible representation with the space group C2′/m. The Γ4

irreducible representation contained two basis vectors for atom
1: ψ5 = (2,0,0) and ψ6 = (0, 0, 2). The basis vectors for atom 2
are the negative of the basis vectors for atom 1, guaranteeing
colinear antiferromagnetism. The coefficients for these basis
vectors are C5 = -0.84(3) and C6 = 3.03(1). These coefficients
yield the magnetic structure shown in Fig. 1. The structure
is a simple Néel structure with the moments canted 13◦ away
from the c-axis toward the a-axis. Multiplying the coefficients
by their respective basis vectors and taking into account the
non-orthogonal axes, the ordered moment extracted from the
fit is 6.61 µB .

The thermal evolution of the (110) magnetic Bragg peak
intensity is shown in Fig. 4b-c. The data shown in Fig. 4c is a
sum of the intensity over the full detector sweep used (i.e. the
range of |Q| values shown for the example peaks in panel b).
The magnetic intensity shows the typical shape for a second
order antiferromagnetic transition with a Néel temperature of
2.3 K. An attempt was made to fit the intensity in the proximity
of the Néel temperature to extract the order parameter’s critical
exponent, β. However, the point density in the proximity of
TN was too low to accurately determine the critical exponent.
Additionally, there is critical scattering that persists above TN

that further complicates the fitting of the critical exponent. The
dashed line on this figure is a guide to the eye.

C. Comparison to Yb2Si2O7

As C-Er2Si2O7 is isostructural to Yb2Si2O7 , it is worth-
while to consider why C-Er2Si2O7 magnetically orders and
Yb2Si2O7 does not (in the absence of a magnetic field). The
difference in ground states may be due to slight differences in
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FIG. 4: a) Rietveld refinement of neutron diffraction data measured at 320 mK with the 4 K data (nuclear Bragg peaks) subtracted, which
is well fit by the |~k| = 0 structure shown in Fig. 1. b) A selection of peaks from parametric scans over the (110) Bragg peak, used for the
order-parameter curve in panel c. c) Evolution of the (110) Bragg peak intensity with temperature. The black dashed line is a guide to the eye
showing the extrapolation to the Néel temperature of 2.3 K, as expected based on the thermodynamic measurements above. The right-side axis
shows the corresponding ordered moment, determined based on the refinement of the 320 mK data. Error bars are smaller than the points shown.
Note: each intensity point shown is the sum of the intensity over the whole peak between Q = [1.11, 1.21] Å−1.

bond lengths. The nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor
bond lengths differ by 3.5% in Yb2Si2O7 , while the difference
is only 2.5% for C-Er2Si2O7. This indicates that C-Er2Si2O7

is closer, at least in the sense of the bond lengths, to being a
“perfect” honeycomb lattice. It is well-known that the ground-
state of a structurally isotropic honeycomb lattice with nearest-
neighbor antiferromagnetic XXZ exchange is the Néel state,30

due to the bipartite nature of the lattice. Likewise, the presence
of more pronounced structural dimers in Yb2Si2O7 compared
to C-Er2Si2O7 would naturally seem to lead to a dimerized
quantum (singlet) state. However, the details of the exchange
interactions in rare earth insulators is not only a matter of bond
lengths - it also depends on the bond angles and the nature of
the angular momentum states involved in the exchange.31 We
therefore expect some differences between C-Er2Si2O7 and
Yb2Si2O7 to arise due to the presence of different strengths of
anisotropic exchange. It would be reasonable to expect dipolar
interactions to be stronger in C-Er2Si2O7 due to the higher
overall moment Er3+ (µeff = 9.1) in comparison to that of
Yb3+ (µeff = 3.0µB) in this structure. Ideally, the exchange

interactions of C-Er2Si2O7 could be extracted via high-field
inelastic neutron scattering, but this requires single crystal sam-
ples. We have not been successful in growing single crystals of
C-Er2Si2O7 via the optical floating zone technique because the
high-temperature polymorph, D-Er2Si2O7, is stabilized from
the melt instead.32

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have used specific heat, magnetic susceptibility, and neu-
tron diffraction measurements to explore the low-temperature
properties and magnetic structure of C-Er2Si2O7. Our spe-
cific heat measurements show a sharp lambda-like anomaly
at TN = 2.3 K indicating a transition to long range magnetic
order. This is corroborated by magnetic susceptibility measure-
ments and neutron powder diffraction, which both reveal an
antiferromagnetic transition at 2.3 K. Furthermore, the neu-
tron diffraction measurements allowed for the determination
of the magnetic structure below 2.3 K. The ordered magnetic
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structure consists of a |k| = 0 antiferromagnetic Néel state,
with 6.8 µB moments pointing in the a-c plane (13◦ from c).
The different ground states of C-Er2Si2O7 and the isostructural
quantum dimer magnet system Yb2Si2O7 are interesting from
the perspective of understanding how the relevant rare-earth
species affects the nature of exchange interactions in quantum
magnets of fixed geometry. One possible avenue for future
work, which would not require single crystals, is the measure-
ment of the crystal field parameters for Er3+ in C-Er2Si2O7.
The C2 point group symmetry results in eight independent
Steven’s parameters. These can likely be determined via in-
elastic neutron scattering, since there are also eight Kramer’s
doublets for the Er3+ ion (J = 15

2 ), thus their energies and
relative intensities provide enough constraints to determine
the crystal field Hamiltonian. This would also allow some
insight into the crystal field Hamiltonian for Yb2Si2O7, an
important open question that cannot be easily addressed using
inelastic neutron scattering directly due to there being fewer
Kramer’s doublets available (only four in that case), which
can result in an under-constrained fit.33 An additional avenue

for future work would be the determination of the exchange
interactions for C-Er2Si2O7 using inelastic neutron scattering
on single crystal samples, if they become available. This would
be of great benefit to further enable the understanding of how
different rare-earth species affect the nature of the exchange
interactions in quantum magnets.
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