arXiv:2306.14767v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 26 Jun 2023

Distorted triangular skyrmion lattice in a noncentrosymmetric tetragonal magnet

Takeshi Matsumura,^{1, ∗} Kenshin Kurauchi,^1 Mitsuru Tsukagoshi,^1 Nonoka Higa,^1 Hironori Nakao,^2 Masashi Kakihana,^3 Masato Hedo,^3 Takao Nakama,^3 and Yoshichika Ōnuki^{3, 4} 1Department of Quantum Matter, ADSE, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima 739-8530, Japan 2Photon Factory, Institute of Materials Structure Science, High Energy Accelerator Research Organization, Tsukuba, 305-0801, Japan 3Faculty of Science, University of the Ryukyus, Nishihara, Okinawa 903-0213, Japan 4RIKEN Center for Emergent Matter Science, Wako, Saitama 351-0198, Japan (Dated: June 27, 2023)

Magnetic skyrmions are particle-like spin-swirling objects ubiquitously realized in magnets. They are topologically stable chiral kinks composed of multiple modulation waves of spiral spin structures, where the helicity of each spiral is usually selected by antisymmetric exchange interactions in noncentrosymmetric crystals. We report an experimental observation of a distorted triangular lattice of skyrmions in the polar tetragonal magnet EuNiGe3, reflecting a strong coupling with the lattice. Moreover, through resonant x-ray diffraction, we find that the magnetic helicity of the original spiral at zero field is reversed when the skyrmion lattice is formed in a magnetic field. This means that the energy gain provided by the skyrmion lattice formation is larger than the antisymmetric exchange interaction. Our findings will lead us to a further understanding of emergent magnetic states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic moments in crystals prefer to align themselves in various kinds of self-organized structure to minimize the total free energy at finite temperatures. Among these structures, magnetic skyrmion lattice, a periodic arrangement of particle-like spin-swirling objects realized in magnetic fields, is of special interest because of its nontrivial and spectacular structure [1, 2]. Since the first discovery and demonstration of triangular skyrmion lattice (SkL) formation in MnSi [3], many types of SkLs have been reported. Initially, they were discovered in chiral magnets without either a space inversion or a mirror reflection symmetry. In metallic B_{20}-type compounds with the P 2_13 space group, such as MnSi, Fe_{1−x}Co_xSi [4, 5], and FeGe [6, 7], with helical magnetic orderings at zero field, the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM)-type antisymmetric interaction (ASI) in the form of D · (S_i × S_j ), which prefers to twist the spin alignments, was considered an important ingredient for the formation of such unusual ordered states. The range of the SkL formation extends to insulators such as Cu_2OSeO_3 [8, 9]. The Néel type SkL, originating from the cycloidal nature of the spiral, was found in nonchiral polar crystals such as GaV_4S_8 [10] and VOSe_2O_5 [11, 12], as has been theoretically predicted [13, 14]. These SkL states generally have a much longer period than the lattice constant, resulting in effective decoupling of the magnetic and crystal structures. The propagation vectors of the constituent waves are almost always perpendicular to the external magnetic field.

Recently, short-period SkL states have been discovered in rare-earth compounds. For example, in cubic EuPtSi with the same space group P 2_13 as MnSi, a very similar triangular SkL as that of MnSi is ob-

∗ tmatsu@hiroshima-u.ac.jp

served with a much extended phase stability down to very low temperatures [15–17]. As in MnSi, the magnetic order at zero field is helical, which is described by a single wave-vector (q) and a single helicity. The DM-type ASI is therefore considered to play an essential role. Here, since the S = 7/2 spin of the 4f electrons of Eu^{2+} is well localized, the magnetic exchange interaction is mediated by the conduction electrons, which is called the Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction [18]. Furthermore, recent discoveries of triangular SkLs in centrosymmetric rare-earth compounds such as Gd_2PdSi_3 [19] and Gd_3Ru_4Al_{12} [20] with hexagonal lattices further extended the research field. Since the ASI is not expected in these compounds, magnetic frustration is suggested to be a possible origin of SkL formation [21, 22]. A triangular SkL with triple-q constituent waves is compatible with the sixfold or threefold symmetry of the lattice. SkL states are observed even in tetragonal centrosymmetric compounds. In GdRu_2Al_2 and EuAl_4, a square and a rhombic SkL, respectively, are realized [23–25], both indicating a strong coupling with the underlying crystal lattice. Theoretically, the higher-order exchange term of the RKKY interaction, the biquadratic term, is considered to be responsible for the multi-q magnetic structure and stabilizes the SkL state [26, 27].

In contrast to the symmetric arrangements of the abovementioned SkLs, we report here the observation of a distorted triangular SkL realized in the tetragonal magnet EuNiGe_3 belonging to the polar space group I4mm, where the DM-type ASI is expected. The crystal structure is shown in Fig. 1A. The distortion of the triangle is a consequence of strong coupling between the magnetic structure and the tetragonal crystal lattice. Since the SkL generally prefers to form a triangular lattice to minimize the total free energy, the deformation shows that the spin system spontaneously chooses asymmetry to minimize the free energy in the tetragonal space. Moreover, we also show that the magnetic helicity of the original helimagnetic structure at zero field is uniquely determined in each magnetic domain and perfectly reflects the symmetry of the crystal. This shows that the DM-type ASI exists and fixes the helicity at zero field. Then, we show that when the triangular SkL is formed in magnetic fields applied along the fourfold c-axis, all three constituent waves of the helimagnetic structure are unified to have the same helicity, in which one of the helicities is reversed from the zero-field helicity to match the primary wave. These results show that the energy gain to form the triangular SkL is larger than the DM-type ASI to twist the spins, suggesting that the latter is not the main driving force for SkL formation.

The magnetic properties of EuNiGe_3 have been well studied and are summarized in Fig. 1 [28–31]. A magnetic phase transition to a helimagnetic order with a propagation vector q ≃ (0.25, 0.05, 0) occurs at T_N = 13 K [29]. The more precisely determined magnetic structure in our study is shown in Fig. 1C. The amplitude along the c-axis is approximately 1.9 times larger than those in the ab plane, indicating weak easy-axis anisotropy along the c-axis. Furthermore, as shown later, the helical plane is not perpendicular to q. The magnetization curve for H ‖ c exhibits discontinuous transitions at 2 T and 2.9 T, followed by a continuous increase to the fully polarized ferromagnetic state above 3.9 T (top panel of Fig. 1D). The magnetic phase diagram for H ‖ c is shown in Fig. 1B [30]. An attractive feature is that in intermediate phase II between 2 T and 2.9 T, an abrupt increase in the resistivity and a decrease in the Hall resistivity appear (bottom panel of Fig. 1D). This reminds us of the appearance of certain magnetic structures with an emergent magnetic field caused by topologically stabel SkL-like structures. Revealing the detailed magnetic structure of this phase is the main purpose of our study.

We employed resonant x-ray diffraction (RXD) to observe the magnetic scattering from the ordered structure (Fig. 2A). By tuning the x-ray energy at an absorption edge of the target element, the Eu L_2-edge here, the scattering intensity from the magnetic order is enhanced, which enables us to detect normally weak magnetic scattering of photons. Moreover, the high spatial resolution of RXD using a synchrotron x-ray beam allows us to resolve the small difference and variation in the q vectors. By using a phase retarder system, we can also manipulate the incident x-ray polarization, which is linear in the horizontal scattering plane, to right-handed circular polarization (RCP) or left-handed circular polarization (LCP). By analyzing the variation in the magnetic scattering intensity as a function of the incident polarization state, we investigated the magnetic helicity of the spiral orderings.

II. HELICAL MAGNETIC ORDER AT ZERO FIELD

At zero field, we confirmed that eight magnetic Bragg peaks are observed at q = (±δ_1, ±δ_2, 0) around the fundamental lattice peak, reflecting the formation of four magnetic domains, as demonstrated by neutron diffraction [29]. The domains are labeled A, B, C, and D, as shown in Fig. 2C. From more high-resolution measurements of the peak position by RXD, we obtained δ_1 = 0.26 and δ_2 = 0.052, which are indeed incommensurate. A typical rocking scan of the resonant Bragg peak is shown in Fig. 2D, exhibiting a sharp width of 0.08^∘. In our RXD study, we performed polarization analysis of the diffracted x-rays. We also performed a phase-retarder scan of the incident beam, thereby deducing the Fourier component of the magnetic propagation vector [32]. The single-q helical magnetic structure at zero field is expressed as

M(r) = m(q) exp(iq · r) + m(q)^∗ exp(−iq · r) (1)

where m_q represents the Fourier amplitude. Typical results for the phase-retarder scan are shown in Fig. 2B, where the incident polarization is varied from horizontal linear polarization (π) to LCP, vertical linear polarization (σ), RCP, and π by rotating the angle θ_{PR} around the 111 Bragg angle θ_B of the diamond phase plate. When we write Δθ_{PR} = θ_{PR} − θ_B, the degrees of circular and linear polarizations (Stokes parameters) are expressed as P_2 = sin(α/Δθ_{PR}) and P_3 = − cos(α/Δθ_{PR}), where α is a constant determined experimentally [32]. The experimental results in Fig. 2B for domain-C and domain- B clearly exhibit opposite asymmetries, indicating that they have opposite magnetic helicities. As shown by the solid lines in the figure, the calculated intensity explains the data well. The Fourier components m(q_C) and m(q_B) for domain-C and domain-B, respectively, are related by the [110]-[001] mirror-plane reflection. Similar measurements were also performed for other Bragg peaks for domain-A and domain-D. The result of the magnetic helicity measurement is summarized in Fig. 2C by + and − marks.

The helicities of the four helimagnetic domains perfectly reflect the fourfold and mirror-reflection symmetries of the crystal. This result clearly shows that the helicity selection occurs due to the DM-type ASI, depending on the position of the q vector. When q lies exactly on the mirror plane, a cycloidal structure should be selected because the D vector is perpendicular to the mirror plane, which is the case for EuIrGe_3 [27, 33, 34]. Because of the small value of δ_2 in EuNiGe_3, q is away from the mirror plane. The symmetry constraint of the D vector is removed, and consequently, the helical order is realized. The ordered moment is also free from the symmetry constraint from the viewpoint of irreducible representation for this q. As a result, the helical plane need not be perpendicular to q. The angle between q and the helical plane was experimentally deduced to be

64^∘ [32]. The distribution of the D vector in the reciprocal space, which is expected from the C_{4v} symmetry and the experimentally determined m(q) vectors, is shown schematically in Fig. 2C. The angle relation between q and D changes every 45^∘. Note that the helical order in EuNiGe_3 also accompanies a cycloidal component. The helicity of the cycloidal component is fixed by the polar nature of the crystal structure, which is common to all four domains. The two types of helicity selection consistent with the crystal symmetry clearly demonstrate that there indeed exists the DM-type ASI in this compound.

III. DISTORTED TRIANGULAR SKYRMION LATTICE IN PHASE II

When a magnetic field is applied along the c-axis, a phase transition occurs at 2 T. In phase II, the q vector exhibits a discontinuous shift, e.g., for domain-C, the original peak at 0 T shown by the open circle in Fig. 3B jumps to q_{C1} expressed by (δ_1, δ_2) = (0.237, 0.072). In addition, another Bragg peak simultaneously appears at q_{C2}, which is expressed by (δ^′_1 , δ^′_2 ) = (0.215, 0.083). There also arises another peak at q_{C3} = −(q_{C1} + q_{C2}), indicating that the three vectors are related to each other. The magnitudes of the q vectors are different, and the relative angles are not equal to 120^∘, as shown in Fig. 3B. Furthermore, the intensities of the three peaks are almost equal. Higher-order reflection is also observed at q_1 − q_3 with an intensity of ∼ 3% of that of the primary peaks. These results strongly guarantee that the three peaks form a triple-q state and not a multidomain single-q state.

The results of the phase-retarder scan for these three peaks originating from domain-C are shown in Fig. 3A, where the solid lines represent the calculated intensities obtained by using the Fourier components, as shown in each panel. These m(q) vectors are determined so that the results of the phase-retarder scans for the three peaks originating from the other domains can be consistently explained as well, where the m(q_i) (i = 1, 2, 3) for different domains are required to be related by the symmetry operations of the crystal. The results of polarization analysis of the diffracted x-rays were also taken into account to deduce the Fourier components [32].

The most surprising result of these data is that the asymmetry of the data for (4, 0, 0)−q_{C2}, which is close to the q_B-peak at zero field and is in the negative helicity region, is reversed. The result at 0 T that the helicity of the helical domain-B is uniquely determined to be negative means that the ASI affects the helical order propagating along the direction (cos θ, sin θ, 0) in the region π < θ < 5π/4 such that it has a negative helicity. The D vector in this region is antiparallel to the q vector. Therefore, the Fourier component of the q_{C2} peak in the triple-q structure of phase II should be affected by the ASI to have a negative helicity. However, the observation clearly shows that the helicity of the q_{C2} peak is positive.

This is reflected in the reversal of the sign of i in the z component of m(q).

With respect to the q_{C3} peak, which is located close to the mirror plane, the ASI is expected to affect the ordering such that it is cycloidal. The D vector is almost perpendicular to q_{C3}. However, the Δθ_{PR}-scan data cannot be explained by such a model. The analysis shows that the Fourier component of the q_{C3} peak has a strong helical nature, i.e., the helical plane prefers to be perpendicular to q, as it is for other peaks of q_{C1} and q_{C2}. Note that the helicity of the cycloidal component of these peaks, although though much weaker than that of the helical component, does not change with the magnetic-field induced transition from phase I to phase II. It is fixed by the polar nature of the crystal. Only the helical component changes its helicity when forming the triple-q SkL.

The result of the helicity measurement for the triple-q components for domain-D is shown in Fig. 3D, which shows that all the constituent waves have negative helicity. This is a perfect mirror reflection of the domain-C structure. In this case, the helical component of q_{D2} should be affected by the ASI to have a positives helicity since it is close to q_A at 0 T and is in the positive helicity region. However, the helicity is reversed, and consequently, all three components are unified to have a negative helicity to form the triple-q SkL.

The three q vectors are away from the symmetric positions in the reciprocal space. They are not related by any symmetry relations. Simultaneously, the three Fourier components are not restricted by any symmetry constraints in terms of the irreducible representation for this q. Consequently, the angle between q and the helical plane has no symmetry relation; it is 85^∘ for q_1, 65^∘ for q_2, and 76^∘ for q_3. The ratio between the ab-plane component and the c-axis component, 1/ √ m^2_x + m^2_y , is 0.9 for q_1, 1.1 for q_2, and 1.6 for q_3 [32].

IV. DISCUSSION

The real-space magnetic structure is described by the superposition of the Fourier components. If we neglect the higher-order contributions, then it is expressed by M(r) = 3∑ j=1 [m(q_j ) exp{i(q_j · r + ϕ_j )} + c.c.] . (2)

Since the phase parameters ϕ_j cannot be obtained from the diffraction experiment only, we need to assume them to draw a real-space image. To describe the skyrmion state, we set them so that the magnetic moment at the center points opposite to the external field. The realspace image of the triple-q magnetic structure thus obtained is shown in Fig. 3C for domain-C. Fig. 3E shows the real-space image obtained for domain-D, which is the mirror reflection image of the domain-C SkL. Reflecting the asymmetry of the component q vectors, the triangular lattice of the skyrmions is distorted. Both structures in Figs. 3C and 3D have the topological skyrmion number of −1.

In phase III above 2.9 T, the z component of m_q vanishes. The magnetic structure is described by a sinusoidal modulation in the ab plane and the uniform magnetization along the c-axis. This is a natural result for the spin system that gains more energy from the Zeeman term than from the exchange interactions. The q vector jumps to (δ_1, δ_2, 0) = (0.25, 0.056, 0), the distorted triple-q triangular SkL disappears, and the eight Bragg peaks connected by the C_{4v} symmetry operations recover. Since this structure does not give rise to an emergent field, the anomalous topological Hall effect should disappear. The result for ρ_{yx} in phase III (Fig. 1D), which seems to be proportional to ρ_{xx}, is therefore considered not to be due to the topological Hall effect. However, these transport properties need to be studied more carefully.

The energy gain to form the triangular SkL in EuNiGe_3 is larger than the square lattice anisotropy. This anisotropy reflecting the fourfold tetragonal symmetry is considered to be caused by the RKKY exchange interaction [18, 27], where the Fermi surface geometry with tetragonal symmetry should play a fundamental role [30]. Since the orbital moment of Eu^{2+} is zero, the crystal field anisotropy is expected to be very weak, which is actually reflected in the almost isotropic magnetic susceptibility in the paramagnetic region.

The energy gain of the SkL formation is also larger than the intrinsic preference for the magnetic helicity due to the ASI. In chiral crystals, the helicity requirement to form the SkL, i.e., the requirement that the helicities of the three q components need to be the same, is automatically fulfilled [3, 4]. The SkL formation is assisted by the intrinsic ASI existing in the system. In centrosymmetric compounds, where both helicities are equivalently allowed, the spin system spontaneously selects one helicity when forming the SkL. In the present case of EuNiGe_3, where the intrinsic helicity of m(q) changes every 45^∘ in reciprocal space, the helicity of one of the triple-q components is unavoidably reversed.

The present experiment confirms that all three constituent waves of the magnetic spiral of the triangular SkL are unified to have the same helicity to minimize the total free energy of the spin system. This occurs even when one of the triple-q components has the opposite intrinsic helicity. Although the helicity of the primary q_1 component is determined by the intrinsic ASI of the polar tetragonal structure, the helicities of the other two components are unified to that of the primary component. Therefore, the driving force to form such an emergent state is not necessarily the DM-type ASI intrinsic to the noncentrosymmetric crystal structure. It is more likely to be associated with the competing or higher-order exchange interactions, as has been theoretically investigated [18, 21, 22]. Moreover, the total free energy of the spin system is minimized when the SkL becomes triangular, where the skyrmions are closely packed in two dimensions, even in the square lattice environment with strong coupling with fourfold symmetry. Since the two symmetries are not compatible, the SkL spontaneously deforms into an asymmetric structure.

acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge valuable discussions with A. Tanaka and A. O. Leonov. This work was supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) (No. JP20H01854) and by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Transformative Research Areas (Asymmetric Quantum Matters, 23A202, No. JP23H04867). The synchrotron experiments were performed under the approval of the Photon Factory Program Advisory Committee (Nos. 2020G034 and 2022G114). MT is supported by JST, the establishment of university fellowships toward the creation of science technology innovation, Grant No. JPMJFS2129.

[1] N. Nagaosa and Y. Tokura, Topological properties and dynamics of magnetic skyrmions, Nat. Nanotechnol. 8, 899 (2013).

[2] Y. Tokura and N. Kanazawa, Magnetic skyrmion materials, Chem. Rev. 121, 2857 (2021).

[3] S. Mühlbauer, B. Binz, F. Jonietz, C. Pfleiderer, A. Rosch, A. Neubauer, R. Georgii, and P. Böni, Skyrmion lattice in a chiral magnet, Science 323, 915 (2009).

[4] X. Z. Yu, Y. Onose, N. Kanazawa, J. H. Park, J. H. Han, Y. Matsui, N. Nagaosa, and Y. Tokura, Real-space observation of a two-dimensional skyrmion crystal, Nature 465, 901 (2010).

[5] W. Münzer, A. Neubauer, T. Adams, S. Mühlbauer, C. Franz, F. Jonietz, R. Georgii, P. Böni, B. Pedersen, M. Schmidt, A. Rosch, and C. Pfleiderer, Skyrmion lattice in the doped semiconductor Fe1−xCoxSi, Phys. Rev. B 81, 041203(R) (2010).

[6] Y. Yamasaki, D. Morikawa, T. Honda, H. Nakao, Y. Murakami, N. Kanazawa, M. Kawasaki, T. Arima, and Y. Tokura, Dynamical process of skyrmion-helical magnetic transformation of the chiral-lattice magnet FeGe probed by small-angle resonant soft x-ray scattering, Phys. Rev. B 92, 220421 (2015).

[7] D. McGrouther, R. J. Lamb, M. Krajnak, S. McFadzean, S. McVitie, R. L. Stamps, A. O. Leonov, A. N. Bogdanov, and Y. Togawa, Internal structure of hexagonal skyrmion lattices in cubic helimagnets, New J. Phys. 18, 095004 (2016).

[8] S. Seki, X. Z. Yu, S. Ishiwata, and Y. Tokura, Observation of skyrmions in a multiferroic material, Science 336, 198 (2012).

[9] T. Adams, A. Chacon, M. Wagner, A. Bauer, G. Brandl, B. Pedersen, H. Berger, P. Lemmens, and C. Pfleiderer, Long-wavelength helimagnetic order and skyrmion lattice phase in Cu2OSeO3, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 237204 (2012).

[10] I. Kézsmárki, S. Bordács, P. Milde, E. Neuber, L. M.

Eng, J. S. White, H. M. Rønnow, C. D. Dewhurst, M. Mochizuki, K. Yanai, H. Nakamura, D. Ehlers, V. Tsurkan, and A. Loidl, Neel-type skyrmion lattice with confined orientation in the polar magnetic semiconductor GaV4S8, Nat. Mater. 14, 1116 (2015).

[11] T. Kurumaji, T. Nakajima, V. Ukleev, A. Feoktystov, T. H. Arima, K. Kakurai, and Y. Tokura, Neeltype skyrmion lattice in the tetragonal polar magnet VOSe2O5, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 237201 (2017).

[12] T. Kurumaji, T. Nakajima, A. Feoktystov, E. Babcock, Z. Salhi, V. Ukleev, T. h. Arima, K. Kakurai, and Y. Tokura, Direct observation of cycloidal spin modulation and field-induced transition in Néel-type Skyrmionhosting VOSe2O5, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 024705 (2021).

[13] A. N. Bogdanov and D. A. Yablonskii, Thermodynamically stable “vortices” in magnetically ordered crystals. the mixed state of magnets, Sov. Phys. JETP 68, 101 (1989).

[14] A. Bogdanov and A. Hubert, Thermodynamically stable magnetic vortex states in magnetic crystals, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 138, 255 (1994).

[15] M. Kakihana, D. Aoki, A. Nakamura, F. Honda, M. Nakashima, Y. Amako, S. Nakamura, T. Sakakibara, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Giant hall resistivity and magnetoresisntance in cubic chiral antiferromagnet EuPtSi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 87, 023701 (2018).

[16] K. Kaneko, M. D. Frontzek, M. Matsuda, A. Nakao, K. Munakata, T. Ohhara, M. Kakihana, Y. Haga, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Unique helical magnetic order and field-induced phase in trillium lattice antiferromagnet EuPtSi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 013702 (2019).

[17] C. Tabata, T. Matsumura, H. Nakao, S. Michimura, M. Kakihana, T. Inami, K. Kaneko, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Magnetic field induced tripleq magnetic order in trillium lattice antiferromagnet Eu- PtSi studied by resonant x-ray scattering, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 093704 (2019).

[18] S. Hayami, R. Ozawa, and Y. Motome, Effective bilinearbiquadratic model for noncoplanar ordering in itinerant magnets, Phys. Rev. B 95, 224424 (2017).

[19] T. Kurumaji, T. Nakajima, M. Hirschberger, A. Kikkawa, Y. Yamasaki, H. Sagayama, H. Nakao, Y. Taguchi, T. Arima, and Y. Tokura, Skyrmion lattice with a giant topological Hall effect in a frustrated triangular-lattice magnet, Science 365, 914 (2019).

[20] M. Hirschberger, T. Nakajima, S. Gao, L. Peng, A. Kikkawa, T. Kurumaji, M. Kriener, Y. Yamasaki, H. Sagayama, H. Nakao, K. Ohishi, K. Kakurai, Y. Taguchi, X. Yu, T. Arima, and Y. Tokura, Skyrmion phase and competing magnetic orders on a breathing kagome lattice, Nat. Commun. 10, 5831 (2019).

[21] T. Okubo, S. Chung, and H. Kawamura, Multiple-q states and the skyrmion lattice of the triangular lattice heisenberg antiferromagnet under magnetic fields, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 017206 (2012).

[22] A. O. Leonov and M. Mostovoy, Multiply periodic states and isolated skyrmions in an anisotropic frustrated magnet, Nat. Commun. 6, 8275 (2015).

[23] N. D. Khanh, T. Nakajima, X. Yu, S. Gao, K. Shibata, M. Hirschberger, Y. Yamasaki, H. Sagayama, H. Nakao, L. Peng, K. Nakajima, R. Takagi, T. Arima, Y. Tokura, and S. Seki, Nanometric square skyrmion lattice in a centrosymmetric tetragonal magnet, Nat. Nanotechnol. 15, 444 (2020).

[24] N. D. Khanh, T. Nakajima, S. Hayami, S. Gao, Y. Yamasaki, H. Sagayama, H. Nakao, R. Takagi, Y. Motome, Y. Tokura, T. h. Arima, and S. Seki, Zoology of multiple- Q spin textures in a centrosymmetric tetragonal magnet with itinerant electrons, Adv. Sci. , e2105452 (2022).

[25] R. Takagi, N. Matsuyama, V. Ukleev, L. Yu, J. S. White, S. Francoual, J. R. L. Mardegan, S. Hayami, H. Saito, K. Kaneko, K. Ohishi, Y. Ōnuki, T. H. Arima, Y. Tokura, T. Nakajima, and S. Seki, Square and rhombic lattices of magnetic skyrmions in a centrosymmetric binary compound, Nat. Commun. 13, 1472 (2022).

[26] S. Hayami and Y. Motome, Square skyrmion crystal in centrosymmetric itinerant magnets, Phys. Rev. B 103, 024439 (2021).

[27] R. Yambe and S. Hayami, Effective spin model in momentum space: Toward a systematic understanding of multiple-Q instability by momentum-resolved anisotropic exchange interactions, Phys. Rev. B 106, 174437 (2022).

[28] A. Maurya, P. Bonville, A. Thamizhavel, and S. K. Dhar, EuNiGe3, an anisotropic antiferromagnet, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 26, 216001 (2014).

[29] X. Fabrèges, A. Gukasov, P. Bonville, A. Maurya, A. Thamizhavel, and S. K. Dhar, Exploring metamagnetism of single crystalline EuNiGe3 by neutron scattering, Phys. Rev. B 93, 214414 (2016).

[30] M. Kakihana, H. Akamine, K. Tomori, K. Nishimura, A. Teruya, A. Nakamura, F. Honda, D. Aoki, M. Nakashima, Y. Amako, K. Matsubayashi, Y. Uwatoko, T. Takeuchi, T. Kida, M. Hagiwara, Y. Haga, E. Yamamoto, H. Harima, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Superconducting, fermi surface, and magnetic properties in SrTGe3 and EuTGe3 (T:transition metal) with the Rashba-type tetragonal structure, J. Alloys and Compounds 694, 439 (2017).

[31] W. Iha, S. Matsuda, M. Kakihana, D. Aoki, A. Nakamura, M. Nakashima, Y. Amako, T. Takeuchi, M. Kimata, Y. Otani, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Anomalous Hall effect in antiferromagnet EuNiGe3 with the Rashba-type tetragonal structure, JPS Conf. Proc. 30, 011092 (2020).

[32] Materials and methods are available as supplementary materials.

[33] T. Matsumura, M. Tsukagoshi, Y. Ueda, N. Higa, A. Nakao, K. Kaneko, M. Kakihana, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Cycloidal magnetic ordering in noncentrosymmetric EuIrGe3, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 91, 073703 (2022).

[34] K. Kurauchi, T. Matsumura, M. Tsukagoshi, N. Higa, M. Kakihana, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki, Helicity selection of the cycloidal order in noncentrosymmetric EuIrGe3, arXiv:2306.12669, to be published in J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. (2023).

[35] K. Hirano, T. Ishikawa, and S. Kikuta, Development and application of x-ray phase retarders (invited), Rev. Sci. Instrum. 66, 1604 (1995).

[36] S. W. Lovesey and S. P. Collins, X-ray Scattering and Absorption by Magnetic Materials (Oxford, New York,

1996).

[37] T. Matsumura, Y. Kita, K. Kubo, Y. Yoshikawa, S. Michimura, T. Inami, Y. Kousaka, K. Inoue, and S. Ohara, Chiral soliton lattice formation in monoaxial helimagnet Yb(Ni1−xCux)3Al9, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 124702 (2017).

[38] T. Nagao and J. Igarashi, Resonant x-ray scattering spectra from multipole ordering: Np M4,5 edges in NpO2, Phys. Rev. B 72, 174421 (2005).

[39] T. Nagao and J. I. Igarashi, Electric quadrupole contribution to resonant x-ray scattering: Application to multipole ordering phases in Ce1−xLaxB6, Phys. Rev. B 74, 104404 (2006).

FIG. 1. Structures and bulk properties of EuNiGe3. (A) Body centered tetragonal lattice of EuNiGe3 with a fourfold axis and the mirror planes including the c-axis (point group C4v ). (B) Magnetic phase diagram for H ‖ c constructed from the bulk property measurements [28, 30]. (C) Helical magnetic structure at zero magnetic field described by a single propagation vector. The amplitude along the c-axis is larger than those in the ab plane. The helical plane is not perpendicular to q. (D) Magnetization (M), magnetoresistance (ρxx), and Hall resistivity (ρyx) for H ‖ c at 1.8 K for the field-increasing process [31]. Phase transitions occur at 2 T, 2.9 T, and 3.9 T, above which a fully polarized ferromagnetic state is realized. The low-field phase below 2 T, the intermediate phase between 2 T and 2.9 T, and the high-field phase between 2.9 T and 3.9 T are labeled phases I, II, and III, respectively.

FIG. 2. Single helicity of the helimagnetic structure at zero field confirmed by resonant x-ray diffraction (RXD). (A) Experimental setup of RXD in our study. The linear π-polarization of the incident beam from the synchrotron source is tuned to circular polarization by using a diamond phase retarder. A vertical magnetic field is applied on the sample. (B) The phaseretarder angle (ΔθPR) dependences of the magnetic Bragg peak intensity at (4, 0, 0) + (−δ1, −δ2, 0) and (4, 0, 0) + (−δ2, −δ1, 0), corresponding to the single-q helimagnetic domain-B and -C, respectively, where δ1 = 0.260 and δ2 = 0.052. The vertical dashed lines indicate the positions of left- or right-handed circular polarization. At large ΔθPR values the polarization becomes elliptic and approaches linear π-polarization. The solid lines are the calculated intensities for the Fourier component m(q) with (mx, my) = (0.395, 0.526). (C) The experimentally determined magnetic helicities of the four domains are indicated by + and − signs, which perfectly reflect the four fold and mirror reflection symmetries of the crystal. The short arrows schematically represent the q-dependent D vectors estimated from the m(q) measurements and symmetry considerations. (D) Example of the magnetic Bragg peak measured at a resonance energy of 7.612 keV.

FIG. 3. Observation of the triangular skyrmion lattice state described by triple-q Fourier components. (A) Results of the ΔθPR dependence of the Bragg peak intensity at three constituent q vectors for domain-C, where (δ1, δ2) = (0.237, 0.072) for the primary peak at q1, (δ^′_1, δ^′_2) = (0.215, 0.083) for the secondary peak at q2, and the third peak appears at q3 = −(q1 + q2). The solid lines are the calculated intensities for the Fourier components with (mx, my) = (0.41, 1.03) for q1, (m^′_x, m^′_y) = (0.90, 0.09) for q2, and (m^{′′}_x, m^{′′}_y ) = (0.28, 0.56) for q3. All three components have the same helicity (+) as shown in (B). The open circle near q1 is the primary q vector at zero field. (C) Real-space image of the magnetic structure in phase II for domain-C in the ab plane. The color and the arrows represent the z and the xy components, respectively. (D,E) Results for the domain-D peaks, where all the data are explained by the same helicity (−). The-real space image is the mirror reflection of that for domain-C.

Supplemental Material

Distorted triangular skyrmion lattice in a noncentrosymmetric tetragonal magnet

T. Matsumura, K. Kurauchi, M. Tsukagoshi, N. Higa, H. Nakao, M. Kakihana, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, and Y. Ōnuki

I. EXPERIMENT

A. Sample

The EuNiGe_3 single crystal used in the resonant X-ray diffraction experiment was grown by the In-flux method as described in Ref. 30. The starting elemental materials were placed in an alumina crucible, which was encapsulated in a quartz ampoule. The ampoule was heated up to 1130^∘C, held for three days, and cooled down to 500^∘C by taking 15 days in total. The In flux was removed at 250^∘C by spinning the ampoule in a centrifuge. The lattice parameter, electrical resistivity, specific heat, magnetic susceptibility, and magnetization are reported in Ref. 30, which are all consistent with the previous data by Maurya et al. reported in Ref. 28.

B. Resonant X-ray Diffraction

Resonant x-ray diffraction (RXD) experiment was performed at BL-3A of the Photon Factory, KEK, Japan. Figure S1 shows the scattering geometry of the RXD experiment. A plate-shaped sample with a mirror polished (100)-plane surface, 1.9 × 1.2 mm^2 in area and 0.2 mm in thickness, was mounted in a vertical field 8 T superconducting cryomagnet so that the [001]-axis (c-axis) was vertical and the (100)-plane was normal to the scattering vector Q = k^′ − k for the (H00) reflection. We used X-ray energies around the L_2 absorption edge of Eu.

Circularly polarized beam was obtained by using a diamond phase-retarder system. When the incident X-ray from the synchrotron source, which is polarized in the horizontal plane (π-polarization), passes through the diamond phase plate set near a Bragg angle, a phase difference occurs between the σ and π components with respect to the scattering plane tilted by 45^∘ [35]. The phase difference is proportional to 1/(θ_{PR} − θ_B), where θ_B is the Bragg angle of the phase plate. It is therefore possible to tune the incident linear polarization to right-handed circular polarization (RCP) and left-handed circular polarization (LCP) by manipulating Δθ_{PR} = θ_{PR} − θ_B around the Bragg angle θ_B. Here in this experiment, we used a 111 Bragg reflection of a diamond phase plate with a thickness of 0.63 mm. The polarization state of the Xray after transmitting the phase plate can be described by using the Stokes parameters P_2 and P_3, where P_2 represents the degree of circular polarization (+1 for RCP and −1 for LCP) and P_3 represents the degree of linear polarization (+1 for σ and −1 for π polarization) [36]. In the horizontal scattering-plane geometry in our experiment, P_2 and P_3 can be expressed as P_2 = sin(α/Δθ_{PR}) and P_3 = − cos(α/Δθ_{PR}), where α is an experimentally determined parameter specific to the phase plate. Near Δθ_{PR} = 0 the beam becomes depolarized. P_1 (+1 for 45^∘ and −1 for −45^∘ linear polarization) is zero in the present setup.

We use the scattering-amplitude-operator method to analyze the experimental results [36]. The resonant scattering amplitude can be expressed by a 2 × 2 matrix F̂ , consisting of four elements of the scattering amplitude for σ-σ^′, π-σ^′, σ-π^′, and π-π^′:

F̂ = ( F_{σσ}′ F_{πσ}′ F_{σπ}′ F_{ππ}′ ) . (S1)

Using the four elements of (S1), the scattering intensity can be written as I = 1 2 ( |F_{σσ}′ |^2 + |F_{σπ}′ |^2 + |F_{πσ}′ |^2 + |F_{ππ}′ |^2 ) + P_1Re { F^∗_{πσ}′ F_{σσ}′ + F^∗_{ππ}′ F_{σπ}′ } + P_2Im { F^∗_{πσ}′ F_{σσ}′ + F^∗_{ππ}′ F_{σπ}′ } (S2) + 1 2 P_3 ( |F_{σσ}′ |^2 + |F_{σπ}′ |^2 − |F_{πσ}′ |^2 − |F_{ππ}′ |^2 ) . Therefore, the intensity for the incident beam described by the Stokes parameters (P_1, P_2, P_3) can generally be written as

I = C_0 + C_1P_1 + C_2P_2 + C_3P_3 , (S3)

which can be used as a fitting function for the Δθ_{PR} scan with four parameters of C_n (n = 0 ∼ 3) [37].

For the E1 resonance, the scattering amplitude from a magnetic dipole order is expressed as

F_{εε}′ (ω) = f(ω)(ε^′ × ε) · Z_M , (S4)

FIG. S1. Scattering geometry of the resonant X-ray diffraction experiment with a phase retarder system inserted in the incident beam.

FIG. S2. (left) X-ray energy dependence of the (4, 0, 0) + (−δ2, −δ1, 0) Bragg peak at 0 T and 1.8 K without phase retarder. (δ1, δ2) = (0.26, 0.052). (right) Rocking curve of the Bragg peak at the resonance energy of 7.612 keV.

where

Z_M = ∑ j M(r_j ) exp(−iQ · r_j ) , (S5)

represents the magnetic dipole structure factor for the scattering vector Q = k^′ − k, m_j the magnetic dipole moment located at r_j , and f(ω) the spectral function for the E1 resonance [38, 39]. When the magnetic structure is expressed by

M(r_j ) = m(q) exp(iq · r_j ) + m(q)^∗ exp(−iq · r_j ) , (S6)

Z_M is equal to m(q) and m(q)^∗ when Q = G + q and Q = G − q, respectively, where G represents a reciprocal lattice vector.

Figure S2 shows the X-ray energy dependence of the magnetic Bragg reflection at (4, 0, 0) + (−δ_2, −δ_1, 0), corresponding to the domain-C. The intensity exhibits a resonant enhancement centered at 7.612 keV. Since this energy corresponds to the L_2 absorption edge of Eu, the signal directly reflects the ordered magnetic moment of the Eu ion.

Figure S3 shows the Δθ_{PR} dependence of the intensity of the (3, 1, 0) fundamental Bragg reflection. Since this intensity is purely due to the Thomson scattering, which

FIG. S3. (top) ΔθPR dependence of the Stokes parameters P2 and P3, which are expressed as P2 = sin(α/ΔθPR) and P3 = − cos(α/ΔθPR). (bottom) ΔθPR dependence of the intensity of the (3, 1, 0) fundamental Bragg reflection. Solid line is a fit with a convolution of a Gaussian resolution function, from which α = 0.02094 was obtained. The vertical dashed lines represent the positions of the offset angle ΔθPR where the RCP and LCP states are obtained.

can be expressed by F_{σσ}′ = 1 and F_{ππ}′ = cos 2θ, the intensity is expressed as I ∝ ( 1 − 1 − P_3 2 sin^2 2θ ) . (S7)

By fitting the data with this function, the phase-plate parameter α = 0.02094 (deg.) was deduced. We use this α for further analyses of the magnetic signals. Convolution with a Gaussian resolution function is taken into account in the analyses. When |Δθ_{PR}| > 0.1^∘, P_3 exceeds over 0.95 as shown in the top panel. In this region, the beam is almost linearly π-polarized. Around Δθ_{PR} ∼ 0, the beam is depolarized.

II. DATA ANALYSIS

A. magnetic structure at zero field

Figure S4 shows the Δθ_{PR} dependences of the intensity of the resonant magnetic Bragg reflections around the (4, 0, 0) fundamental reflection from the lattice. The four data sets correspond to the four domains, A, B, C, and D, shown in Fig. 2 of the main text. The solid lines are the calculated intensities obtained from Eq. (S2) by assuming the helical magnetic structures for the respective domains.

Clear asymmetric intensity variation is observed for the domains B and C, whereas the asymmetry is weak for the domains A and D. This is because of the geometrical reason associated with the factor (ε^′ × ε) · Z_m in Eq. (S4). The asymmetry is due to the C_2P_2 term in Eq. (S3), which arises from F^∗_{ππ}′ F_{σπ}′ as expressed in Eq. (S2). Note that F_{σσ}′ = 0 for the E1 resonance from magnetic dipole moment since (ε^′ × ε) = 0. Here, F_{ππ}′ is almost equal for all the four domains because F_{ππ}′ is proportional to the c-axis component of m(q). On the other hand, F_{σπ}′ , which is associated with the ab-plane component of m(q), is large for the B and C domains, whereas it is small for the A and D domains due to the geometrical relation between m(q) and ε^′ × ε.

The ratio between the ab-plane and the c-axis components in m(q) is more sensitively reflected in the linear polarization analysis of the diffracted beam. The scattering geometry of this analysis is shown in Fig. S5. We used a 006 Bragg reflection of a pyrolytic graphite (PG) analyzer crystal, where the angle 2θ_A is 93.5^∘ at the resonance energy of 7.612 keV in this experiment. This 2θ_A angle is close to 90^∘ and effectively eliminate the π^′ (σ^′) polarization at ϕ_A = 0^∘ (90^∘).

The results of the linear polarization analysis for the four magnetic domains are shown in Fig. S6. In this polarization analysis, the intensity is proportional to |F_{πσ}′ |^2 (|F_{ππ}′ |^2) when ϕ_A = 0^∘ (ϕ_A = 90^∘). Therefore, this analysis is complementary to the Δθ_{PR} dependence measurement, which is sensitive to F^∗_{ππ}′ F_{σπ}′ . All the four data sets in Fig. S6 show finite intensity for π-π^′ (ϕ_A = 90^∘), indicating that the c-axis component commonly exists in m(q). The π-σ^′ intensity at ϕ_A = 0^∘, on the other hand, is finite for the domains A and D and is very weak for the domains B and C. This is also due to the geometrical relation between m(q) and ε^′ × ε. By combining all the data sets in Figs. S4 and S6, we determined the Fourier component m(q) for the four magnetic domains as summarized in Table S-I. This is a helimagnetic structure with an elliptic helical plane elongated along the c-axis as concluded by neutron diffraction [29]. In addition, more detailed analysis in this work show that the helical plane is not perpendicular to the q vector and makes an angle 64^∘ ± 2^∘. The real space structure is shown in Fig. 1 of the main text. The calculated intensities of the Δθ_{PR} scan and the ϕ_A scan for the four domains of this magnetic structure are shown by the solid lines in

FIG. S4. ΔθPR dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities around the (4, 0, 0) fundamental reflection. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The background has been subtracted. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-II.

FIG. S5. Scattering geometry of linear polarization analysis of the diffracted beam. Phase retarder is removed from the incident beam path. The incident beam is π-polarized.

TABLE S-I. Fourier components of the helical magnetic structure at zero field for the four domains. The parameters are (δ1, δ2) = (0.26, 0.052) and (mx, my) = (0.40, 0.53). The angle between q and m(q) is 64^∘ ± 2^∘. The ratio between the z (c-axis) and the xy (ab-plane) components of m(q), 1/ √ m^2_x + m^2_y , is 1.9 ± 0.1.

domain q m(q) helicity A (−δ1, δ2, 0) (mx, my, i) + B (−δ1, −δ2, 0) (mx, −my, i) − C (−δ2, −δ1, 0) (−my, mx, i) + D (δ2, −δ1, 0) (my, mx, i) −

Figs. S4 and S6, which reproduce the experimental data well.

FIG. S6. Analyzer angle (ϕA) dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities around the (4, 0, 0) fundamental reflection at 0 T. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-I.

As explained in the main text, the helimagnetic structures for the four domains perfectly reflect the C_{4v} crystal symmetry. The magnetic structure of the domain A is transformed to that of domain C by the 90^∘ rotation and to that of domain D by the mirror reflection with respect to the [110]–[001] plane. The magnetic structure of the domain C is transformed to that of domain D by the mirror reflection with respect to the [010]–[001] plane. The helicity of the magnetic structure is reversed by the mirror reflection.

B. D-vector in reciprocal space

In Fig. 2C of the main text, we presented a schematic distribution of the D vector in the reciprocal space. The q-dependent D vector in the space group I4mm lies in the (HK0) plane [27]. When q is parallel to the mirror plane, the D vector is perpendicular to the mirror plane. This has been confirmed experimentally in the cycloidal order of EuIrGe_3 [34]. When q is away from the mirror plane, such constraint is removed and D_x(q) and D_y(q) are independent. We are interested in this distribution of the D vector in the HK-plane. With respect to the eight q vectors, corresponding to the four helical domains at zero field, including −q, we may assume that the D vector is perpendicular to the helical plane. We plot these eight points as experimental data in Fig. S7, where the directions of q and D are expressed by q = (cos θ_q , sin θ_q , 0) and D = (cos θ_D, sin θ_D, 0), respectively. Additional eight points for the q vectors on

FIG. S7. q dependence of the D vector expected from the experimental m(q) vectors obtained at 0 T and the C4v symmetry of the crystal.

the mirror plane are also plotted so that the relation θ_D = −π/2 + θ_q holds (D ⊥ mirror plane). This is the case (a) in Fig. S7.

Next, the data points were fit with a simple sine wave as shown by the solid line. The distribution of the D vector in the HK-plane shown in Fig. 2C of the main text, corresponding to the case (a) here, was obtained in this way. Although some assumptions were used, the symmetry relation of the D vector in the HK-plane is visualized. The fourfold symmetry and the mirror-reflection symmetry are both satisfied. Note that we do not refer to the absolute direction of the D vector, i.e, which of (a) or (b) is the case. The experimental determination of the D vector is not in the scope of this work.

TABLE S-II. The q vectors and the Fourier components of the triple-q helical magnetic structure at 2.4 T in phase II. The q vectors are chosen so that the relation q1 + q2 + q3 = 0 is satisfied. The parameters are (δ1, δ2) = (0.237, 0.072), (δ^′_1, δ^′_2) = (0.215, 0.083), (mx, my) = (0.41, 1.03), (m^′_x, m^′_y) = (0.90, 0.09), and (m^{′′}_x, m^{′′}_y ) = (0.28, 0.56). The angle between q and m(q) is 85 ± 5^∘ for q1, 65 ± 5^∘ for q2, and 76 ± 5^∘ for q3. The ratio between the z (c-axis) and the xy (abplane) components of m(q), i.e., 1/ √ m^2_x + m^2_y , is 0.9 ± 0.1 for m(q1), 1.1 ± 0.1 for m^′(q2), and 1.6 ± 0.1 for m^{′′}(q3). domain q m(q) helicity A qA1=(−δ1, δ2, 0) (mx, my, i) + qA2=(δ^′_2, −δ^′_1, 0) (−m^′_x, m^′_y , i) + qA3=(δ1 − δ^′_2, −δ2 + δ^′_1, 0) (m^{′′}_x, −m^{′′}_y , i) + B qB1=(−δ1, −δ2, 0) (mx, −my, i) − qB2=(δ^′_2, δ^′_1, 0) (−m^′_x, −m^′_y, i) − qB3=(δ1 − δ^′_2, δ2 − δ^′_1, 0) (m^{′′}_x, m^{′′}_y , i) − C qC1=(−δ2, −δ1, 0) (−my, mx, i) + qC2=(δ^′_1, δ^′_2, 0) (−m^′_y, −m^′_x, i) + qC3=(δ2 − δ^′_1, δ1 − δ^′_2, 0) (m^{′′}_y , m^{′′}_x , i) + D qD1=(δ2, −δ1, 0) (my, mx, i) − qD2=(−δ^′_1, δ^′_2, 0) (m^′_y, −m^′_x, i) − qD3=(−δ2 + δ^′_1, δ1 − δ^′_2, 0) (−m^{′′}_y , m^{′′}_x, i) −

C. Triple-q structure in phase II at 2.4 T

The Fourier components of the triple-q magnetic structure in phase II at 2.4 T were obtained by the same method by combining the ϕ_A-scan and the Δθ_{PR}-scan data sets. The results of linear polarization analysis (ϕ_A scan) for all the Bragg peaks in phase II, at three q vectors for each of the four domains, are summarized in Fig. S8. In Figs. S9, S10, and S11, the results of the Δθ_{PR} scan for domains A, B, and D, respectively, are summarized in the same manner as for the domain C in Fig. 3 of the main text. The Fourier components of m(q_1), m^′(q_2), and m^{′′}(q_3) are summarized in Table S-II, where the x and y components are determined to satisfy the C_{4v} symmetry and simultaneously explain the data sets as much as possible. The z (c-axis) components of m(q), which are expressed by an imaginary number, determines the sense of rotation of the helimagnetic Fourier components. This is sensitively reflected in the asymmetry in the Δθ_{PR}-scan data. The helicities determined experimentally, which are also summarized in Table S-II, clearly show that each domain of the tripleq magnetic structure has its own unified helicity that is primarily determined by the parental helicity of m(q_1).

FIG. S8. Analyzer angle (ϕA) dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities around the (4, 0, 0) fundamental reflection at 2.4 T in phase II. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-II.

FIG. S9. ΔθPR dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities at three q vectors for the domain-A in phase II at 2.4 T. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The background has been subtracted. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-II.

FIG. S10. ΔθPR dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities at three q vectors for the domain-B in phase II at 2.4 T. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The background has been subtracted. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-II.

FIG. S11. ΔθPR dependences of the magnetic Bragg-peak intensities at three q vectors for the domain-D in phase II at 2.4 T. The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance. The background has been subtracted. The solid lines are the calculated intensity curves for the Fourier components summarized in Table S-II.

D. Higher-order peak in phase II at 2.4 T

The peak profile of the magnetic Bragg peak at q_{D1}, q_{D2}, and −q_{D3} for the domain-D in phase II is shown in Fig. S12(a), (b), and (c), respectively. The phase retarder is used and the polarization analysis is not performed (Fig. S1). The intensity of the q_{D1} peak is stronger by a factor of ∼ 2 than that of the q_{D3} peak. This is because the q_{D1} intensity consists of both π-π^′ and π-σ^′ scatterings, whereas the q_{D3} intensity consists mostly of π-π^′ scattering only as shown in Fig. S8. This is due

FIG. S12. (a, b, c) Peak profile of the ω-2θ scan for the magnetic Bragg peak at qD1, qD2, and −qD3, respectively, in phase II at 2.4 T. The phase retarder is set at ΔθPR = −0.2^∘. (d) Peak profile of the ω-2θ scan for the higher-order peak at qD1 − qD3 = (2δ2 − δ^′_1, −2δ1 + δ^′_2, 0). (e) ΔθPR dependence of the intensity of the higher-order peak at qD1 − qD3. The background has been subtracted. The solid line is a calculated intensity curve for the Fourier component m(qD1 − qD3) = (1.00, −0.07, i) with a helicity (−). The x-ray energy is 7.612 keV at resonance.

to the geometrical reason. The intensities of the π-π^′ scattering for the three peaks are almost equal.

The higher-order peak at q_{D1} −q_{D3} = (2δ_2 −δ^′_1, −2δ_1 + δ^′_2, 0) is shown in Fig. S12(d). The intensity is ∼ 3% of the average of the q_{D1} and q_{D3} intensities. The result of the Δθ_{PR} scan for this higher-order peak is shown in Fig. S12(e). Note that q_{D1} − q_{D3} is in the positive helicity region as for q_C at zero field. However, the asymmetry of the Δθ_{PR} dependence for the q_{D1} − q_{D3} peak is clearly opposite to that for the q_C peak at zero field (see Fig. 2B of the main text), indicating that the helicity of this Fourier component is (−). Since all three primary components of q_{D1}, q_{D2}, and q_{D3} have negative helicity, this is a natural result. The unified helicity extends to higher-order Fourier components. Although it is difficult to determine precisely the Fourier component of the higher-order peak due to the relatively poor statistics, the intensity calculation by assuming m(q_{D1} −q_{D3}) is approximately around the average of m(q_{D1} and m(q_{D3}, i.e., m(q_{D1} − q_{D3}) ∼ (1.00, −0.07, i), well explains the data.