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We study the classical dipole-octupole pyrochlore spin systems in an external magnetic field along
the [111] direction. We identify an intermediate fragmented spin liquid phase that precedes full spin
saturation, characterized by the coexistence of three phenomena: U(1) spin liquid on the Kagome
planes, spontaneous Z2 symmetry breaking, and partial spin polarization from explicit symmetry
breaking. We show that even without dipolar interactions, the dipolar components can form a spin
liquid driven by the octupolar spin liquid. The physics manifests itself experimentally as shadow
pinch points: low-intensity pinch points underlying the strong Bragg peaks. We discuss how these
discoveries are directly relevant to various experiments on dipole-octupole pyrochlore materials,
including neutron scattering, magnetization, and magnetostriction.

Introduction — Frustrated magnetic systems on the
pyrochlore lattice [1–5] have long served as fertile ground
for the exploration of exotic spin phases [1, 6–12], includ-
ing classical [10, 13–23] and quantum spin liquids [1, 9–
11, 24–34], spin fragmentation [35, 36], and order-by-
disorder phenomena [37–41]. In particular, rare-earth py-
rochlores in which one spin component behaves as a con-
ventional Ising dipole while the orthogonal components
transform as magnetic octupoles – the so-called dipole-
octupole (DO) systems [42] – have recently attracted in-
tense interest, both experimentally [5, 43–54] and theo-
retically [30, 33, 34, 55–62]. For the classical model in
zero external magnetic field, a dominant antiferromag-
netic octupolar exchange leads to an extensively degen-
erate ground-state manifold analogous to classical spin
ice (CSI), but with the “2-in-2-out” rule enforced in the
octupolar sector. Recent works have studied the effect
of an applied external magnetic field in the extensively
degenerate ground-state manifold [34, 46, 51, 52, 62–64].
When a magnetic field is applied along the global [111]
direction – which is one of the most important and com-
mon experiment on the relevant single crystal materials
– conventional Ising spin ices exhibit Kagome spin liq-
uid behavior with 2-in-1-out constraints on the Kagome
planes and fully polarized triangular layers [65, 66]. In
DO pyrochlores, however, the interplay between octupo-
lar correlations and Zeeman coupling of the dipoles gives
rise to qualitatively new physics beyond those of canon-
ical spin ice [34, 62, 63]. Understanding this interplay is
not only a crucial theoretical challenge but also of direct
relevance to imminent experiments on candidate materi-
als.

In this work, we investigate the effect of an exter-
nal applied magnetic field along the global [111] direc-
tion on a classical DO Hamiltonian, focusing on the
regime in which a single octupolar coupling dominates.
Through a combination of single-tetrahedron analysis
and large-scale Monte Carlo simulations, we identify low-

temperature “fragmented spin liquid” phase at interme-
diate magnetic fields that precedes full saturation, see
Fig. 1(a). This phase is characterized by (i) a frag-
mented U(1) classical spin liquid confined to the Kagome
planes, (ii) spontaneous breaking of a global Z2 symme-
try associated with the octupolar order parameter, and
(iii) partial dipolar polarization enforced by the field.
Microscopically, the octupolar degrees of freedom stabi-
lize algebraic correlations, manifesting as “shadow pinch
points” that underlie strong Bragg peaks in both octupo-
lar and dipolar structure factors, with the latter visible
to neutron-scattering experiments, see Fig. 1(b)-(e). We
further demonstrate that these signatures are observable
in cerium-based DO pyrochlores such as Ce2Hf2O7 under
accessible experimental conditions.

The Dipolar-Octupolar Hamiltonian — Our
starting point is the DO pyrochlore spin model [42] cou-
pled to the external magnetic field, described by the
Hamiltonian

H =
∑
⟨ij⟩

JxS
x
i S

x
j + JyS

y
i S

y
j + JzS

z
i S

z
j

+Jxz(S
x
i S

z
j + Sz

i S
x
j )− gz

∑
i

(H · ẑi)S
z
i , (1)

where Sα
i are the spin components in the local basis, H

is the external magnetic field, and ẑi is the unit vector of
the local [111] axis on site i, for the explicit basis vectors
we refer the reader to the Supplementary Material (SM).
Here, Sz

i is defined along the local [111] axis and acts
as a conventional dipole component. On the other hand,
the Sy

i components of the spins transform as octupoles
under the symmetries of the lattice and do not couple
to an external field linearly [4]. Sx

i is also an octupole,
but has symmetry properties identical to those of Sz. In
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) we only consider a Zeeman
coupling of the external magnetic field to the Sz

i compo-
nents of the spins as it has been found that the coupling
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FIG. 1. (a) Phase diagram of the Dipolar-Octupolar Hamil-
tonian using the interaction parameters {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} =
{1, 0, 0, 0} in an external [111] field. Here, the color bar
parametrizes the value of the Ax

2 parameter, where a non-zero
value characterizes the Z2 symmetry-broken phase. The white
full and dashed lines mark the symmetry-breaking transition
and crossover temperature, respectively. (b) and (c) illustrate
the Sx-spin structure factors for the two temperature and ex-
ternal magnetic field points marked by the white X markers
in panel (a) where the system is in the Z2 symmetry-broken
phase and the U(1) SI phase, respectively. (d) and (e) illus-
trate the Sz-spin structure factors for the same temperature
and external fields used in panels (b) and (c), respectively.
The white dots in the spin-structure-factor panel mark the
position of magnetic Bragg peaks, which have been subtracted
from the correlation function.

to the other spin component Sx
i is usually negligible in ex-

periments for pertinent materials, and is therefore set to
zero [5]. We are interested in the parameter regime where
Jx dominates [67] and for an external magnetic field H
applied along the global [111] direction, one of the most
common experimental setups [5, 44, 45, 48, 53, 68, 69].
We begin our investigation by taking Jx = gz = 1 and
Jy = Jz = 0 for a representative, minimal model cap-
turing the core physics, and then discuss experimentally
estimated parameters.

Classical ground states — Let us now understand
the zero-temperature ground-state physics at an inter-

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 2. Evolution of ground-state Sx
µ (a), Sz

µ (b), and Aα
2

(c) in a single tetrahedron as a function of field magnitude H.
Here the vertical dashed green line indicates the field value
where the system enters the fully saturated phase in which
all tetrahedra adopt a 3-in-1-out configuration. (d), (e), and
(f) illustrate the spin configuration in a single tetrahedron for
the H = 1.5, H = 3, and H = 7, respectively. The colors
in panels (d), (e), and (f) correspond to the spin sublattice
shown in panels (a) and (b).

mediate H ≡ |H|. First, when the antiferromagnetic
coupling Jx dominates and H = 0, the classical model
shows an extensively degenerate ground-state manifold
identical to a classical spin ice (CSI) for the component
Sx [30]. In conventional CSI (Jz dominant), the ground
states are spin configurations such that two spins point
inward and two spins point outward on each tetrahedron,
known as the 2-in-2-out ice rule. In the case of a dom-
inant Jx in the DO spin model, the spin configurations
in the ground-state manifold also follow a “2-in-2-out”
rule, but now rotated to the local x̂ axis. On the other
hand, when H is strong enough to saturate the system,
the ground state is an ordered ẑ axis 3-in-1-out state.
This is different from the canonical Ising CSI, in which
the spins are always constraint to be aligned along the
local ẑ axis at any H.

We now focus on the physics during the magnetization
process with intermediate H. Since the Hamiltonian has
a vanishing Jy interaction, the spins in the ground states
always lie in the local xz plane of each sublattice site.
The application of an external field breaks time-reversal
symmetry. However, since the field only couples to the
local Sz degrees of freedom, the model preserves a Z2

symmetry on the Sx
i components, i.e. Sx

i ↔ −Sx
i , as well

as one in the Sy
i components. Therefore, every ground

state is unique up to an overall −1 sign in Sx
i .

As H increases, the competition between the octupo-
lar (Sx) and the dipolar (Sz) components caused by the
Zeeman interaction becomes a determining factor of the
ground state configuration. The competition is between
spins tending to align along the local ẑ axis to reduce
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the Zeeman energy and forming a Sx 2-in-2-out states to
minimize the antiferromagnetic interactions. As a conse-
quence, the ground states at intermediate H fields before
saturation fulfill the following rules: the four spins on a
tetrahedron take the values

S0 = (X0, 0, Z0), (2)
{S1,S2,S3} = {(X1, 0, Z1), (X2, 0, Z2), (X2, 0, Z2)}

or the other two permutations (3)

and also those states from applying the global symmetry
Sx → −Sx. The exact values of Xi and Zi are shown in
Fig. 2(a,b), respectively, along with their net local mo-
ments Aα

2 =
∑3

i=0 S
α
i in panel (c). For the definition

of the net local moments we refer the reader to the SM.
We note that all the spins located in the triangular lay-
ers are fixed to a single value (modulo the Z2 symmetry
of Sx → −Sx), progressively aligning with the magnetic
field (Fig. 2(b), black line), resulting in a long-range-
ordered state. In contrast, for the Kagome layers, six
spin configurations on every triangle are obtained, where
one spin aligns along the local (X1, 0, Z1) direction, while
the other two along the local (X2, 0, Z2) direction. We de-
note this as the “2-red-1-blue” rule on the Kagome plane,
which in turn defines a U(1) classical spin liquid on the
Kagome plane. In Fig. 2 (d-e), some examples of the
single-tetrahedron spin configuration obtained at differ-
ent external fields are shown. Note that since X1 ̸= X2

for finite H, this is not identical to Kagome ice, which
allows both 2-up-1-down and 1-up-2-down. This distinc-
tion makes a qualitative difference in the nature of the
two spin liquids: our Kagome spin liquid is a U(1) spin
liquid, whereas the plain Kagome ice is a paramagnet.
Furthermore, we note that the Z2 symmetry of the Sx

components gives rise to two sets of ground states, dif-
fering by the sign of the local net x moment Ax

2 . The
two sets of ground states, related by Sx ↔ −Sx, cannot
be connected to each other without energy cost. That is,
there is an energetically costly domain wall of the asso-
ciated Z2 order parameter Ax

2 .
We have thus discovered an exotic zero-temperature

phase for the classical DO pyrochlore system under
magnetic field: it features the coexistence of layers of
Kagome-plane U(1) spin liquid, a global Z2 symmetry in
3D, which must be spontaneously broken at low tempera-
tures (as we also expose with our numerical simulations in
the next section) and its associated order parameter tak-
ing finite value, as well as magnetization due to explicit
symmetry breaking. The coexistence of a spontaneous
symmetry-breaking order and a classical spin liquid in
the intermediate field phase grants this phase the name
of a “fragmented spin liquid”. In comparison the conven-
tional Ising CSI has no such no fragmentation.

Finite Temperature Results — To further charac-
terize the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) under the application of
an external magnetic field, we perform a classical Monte
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FIG. 3. Thermodynamic quantities obtained via classi-
cal Monte Carlo for distinct fixed external fields along the
global [111] direction as a function of temperature. Here, the
horizontal lines in the upper-leftmost panel mark the single-
tetrahedron energy predicted in the T → 0 limit.

Carlo (CMC) simulation. In what follows, we first con-
sider a system whose interaction parameters adopt the
values (Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz) = (1, 0, 0, 0), and then study more
general parameters relevant to the experimentally dis-
covered materials. For more details regarding the CMC
simulations, we refer the reader to the SM.

Figure 3 illustrates the internal energy, specific heat,
and thermodynamic average of the net α moment order
parameter ⟨Aα

2 ⟩ per site as a function of temperature
T obtained for a variety of external magnetic field am-
plitudes. Figure 3(a) illustrates the energy per tetrahe-
dron evolution as a function of temperature, where the
horizontal lines towards which the energy curves plateau
mark the ground-state energy as predicted by the single-
tetrahedron analysis. Figure 3(b) illustrates the tempera-
ture evolution of the specific heat. For the case of H = 0,
the specific heat develops a Schottky-like peak, similar to
the one observed in conventional spin ice, signaling the
depopulation of emergent magnetic monopoles in the sys-
tem [70]. As the magnetic field is increased, the Schottky
peak shifts to lower temperatures, reflecting the compet-
ing effect between the Zeeman energy and the antiferro-
magnetic interactions. At slightly higher fields within the
temperature window studied, a sharp peak in the specific
heat is observed. At temperatures where these specific
heat peaks occur, our simulations detect an increase of
the thermally averaged local Ax

2 parameter. The obser-
vation of a sharp peak in the specific heat together with
the evolution of the Ax

2 parameter provides evidence for a
Z2 symmetry-breaking transition in the Sx components
of the spins. Lastly, Fig. 3(d) illustrates the thermally
averaged Az

2 parameter. This last parameter plateaus
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to 0.5 in the low-temperature-high-field regime where all
tetrahedra adopt a 3-in-1-out configuration, i.e. the max-
imally polarized configuration. We note that the value to
which the Aα

2 parameter plateaus in the low-temperature
regime is accurately captured by the single-tetrahedron
analysis, see Fig. 2. Altogether, the phase diagram as
a function of external magnetic field and temperature is
shown in Fig. 1(a). For a further discussion on the Z2

symmetry breaking we refer the reader to the SM.
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FIG. 4. Snapshots of a single Kagome plane in the pyrochlore
lattice for two different temperatures where the sites are col-
ored by the Sx

µ component. The + and − signs label the local
Ax

2 sign measured in each the down triangles. It is worth not-
ing that for the T = 0.01 only positive moments are observed
in the down triangles, signaling the Z2 symmetry breaking in
the system. In panel (b) the black circular arrows mark some
of the possible hexagonal loops which can be permuted.

Fragmented Spin Liquid Phase and Shadow
Pinch Points — As illustrated in the previous sec-
tion, in the Z2 symmetry-broken phase, the spin com-
ponents Sx adopt a long-range ordered configuration in
the triangular planes while remaining in a disordered
configuration on the Kagome planes. This is shown in
Fig. 4, where a snapshot of a randomly sampled Kagome
plane is shown above (a) and below (b) the symmetry-
breaking transition, and the ± is the sign of the local Ax

2

parameter. This symmetry-broken phase can be under-
stood as a fragmented spin liquid described by an effec-
tive electric field, defined microscopically as Ei = Sx

i ẑi.
It can be separated into two components by a Helmholtz-
Hodge decomposition [35, 36, 71], a divergence-free and
a divergence-full component, i.e. E = E∥ +E⊥. In this
phase, the E satisfies an energetically imposed Gauss’
law, ∇ · E = ∇ · E∥ = Ax

2 , which describes the par-
tial order in the system. The remaining divergence-free
component of the field acts as a spin liquid, fulfilling a
vanishing Gauss’ law constraint, ∇ · E⊥ = 0, resulting
in algebraic correlations between the components of this
field [13, 72]. The decomposition of the field E is reflected
in the spin component Sx correlation function in the Z2

symmetry-broken phase in the [hk0] reciprocal plane, see
Fig. 1(b). In this correlation function, Bragg peaks and
pinch point features are observed simultaneously, where
the Bragg peaks are associated with the partial order of

the system (described by the E∥ component) while the
pinch points expose algebraic correlations taking place
in the disordered Kagome planes (described by the E⊥
component).

Experimental Signatures of the Fragmented
Spin Liquid Phase — The features manifested in the
Sx-component spin correlation function, whose octupo-
lar nature means it is not easily accessible in experiments
at the wave vector range studied in neutron-scattering
experiments [46]. However, as explained in the classi-
cal ground-state analysis, the dipolar components Sz of
the spins, whose correlations are more accessible, dis-
play a similar behavior in the Z2 symmetry-broken phase
ground-state to the Sx components, see Fig. 1(d). In this
phase, each triangle on the Kagome plane has a fixed 2-
red-1-blue rule for both the Sx and Sz, and this gives
rise to a U(1) spin liquid for the fragmented Sz compo-
nents on these planes too. As such, coexistence of Bragg
peaks and sharp pinch points is expected in the elastic
neutron-scattering experiments. When the Z2 symmetry
is recovered at higher temperatures, the U(1) topological
physics on the Kagome plane is lost, and the Sz pinch
point disappears, see Fig. 1(e). Note that the system
can still be in a 3D pyrochlore U(1) spin liquid phase,
as shown in Fig. 1(a) and (c), so the pinch-point fea-
tures observed in the Sx components associated with the
Kagome U(1) spin liquid disappear, but those associated
with the pyrochlore U(1) spin liquid remain.
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FIG. 5. Evolution of z-all-in-all-out Az
2 (a), ∂Az

2/∂H (b),
and magnetostriction ∆L/L (c) as a function of external
magnetic field for various temperatures. (d) Neutron struc-
ture factor in the [hk0] plane. The quantities illustrated
in this figure are obtained using the interaction parameters
{Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1., 0.478, 0.239,−0.0217} corresponding
to the parametrization for Ce2Hf2O7 obtained by Ref. [46],
where we have taken the Jx coupling as the measure of en-
ergy.
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Application to Cerium compounds — So far,
we have discussed how the application of an external
magnetic field along the global [111] direction results
in a symmetry-breaking transition in which the low-
temperature phase is a fragmented spin liquid. Although
the analysis presented considers a Hamiltonian which has
a single non-zero nearest-neighbor octupolar coupling,
the fragmented spin liquid phase can also be realized for
a more general set of parameters where one of the oc-
tupolar components is dominant and antiferromagnetic
in nature. These conditions are fulfilled by some of the
recently synthesized Ce-based compounds, see Table S1.
Indeed, using the parameters for Ce2Hf2O7 obtained in
Ref. [46], we found that the similar evolution of the spin
order parameter and symmetry-breaking transition, as
those shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 respectively, are ob-
served at low temperatures. As such, we expect that,
at low temperatures and under the application of an ex-
ternal magnetic field along the [111] direction, Ce2Hf2O7

can support such a fragmented spin liquid phase. Ex-
perimental signatures are expected to be observed not
only in the dipolar (z-component) correlation functions,
but also in the evolution of the magnetization, suscepti-
bility, and magnetostriction as a function of the field at
low temperatures. Figure 5 illustrates the field depen-
dence of the magnetization ⟨M⟩ parameter, the suscepti-
bility ⟨∂M/∂H⟩ associated with it, the magnetostriction
∆L/L along the [111] direction for various temperatures,
and neutron structure factor in the [hk0] scattering plane
in the fragmented spin liquid phase, we refer the readers
to the SM for the precise definition of these quantities.
As the temperature is decreased, the ⟨M⟩ curves rise,
and two distinct slopes can be identified as a function
of magnetic field, see Fig. 5(a). These two characteristic
slopes result in two distinctive features in the derivative
⟨∂M/∂H⟩; a sharp decrease of the susceptibility at low
fields and a bump at higher fields, see Fig. 5(b). A similar
(but inverted) behavior is observed in the magnetostric-
tion where, at low temperatures, a two-valley shape de-
velops at low fields, succeeded by two increasing linear
regimes at intermediate and higher fields, see Fig. 5(c).
Lastly, Fig. 5(d) illustrates the neutron structure factor
in the [hk0] plane, where similar features to those shown
in Fig. 1(c) are observed.

Conclusion and discussion — We have shown
that classical DO pyrochlore magnets with dominant
octupolar antiferromagnetic interaction in an external
[111] magnetic field host a novel fragmented spin liquid
phase, in which emergent U(1) spin-liquid behavior on
the Kagome planes coexists with Z2 symmetry break-
ing and partial dipolar polarization. This fragmentation
yields a unique combination of Bragg peaks and pinch-
point features (“shadow pinch points”) in both octupo-
lar and dipolar spin correlation channels. Our results
provide clear experimental predictions – magnetization
anomalies, magnetostriction signatures, and character-

istic structure-factor patterns – for Ce2Hf2O7 and re-
lated compounds. More broadly, the interplay of mul-
tipolar exchange and external fields in DO systems offers
a versatile platform for engineering and detecting hybrid
ordered-liquid states in frustrated magnets.

Beyond the classical model, it would be interesting to
study whether the fragmented spin liquid phase is still
stabilized when quantum effects are introduced. Recent
works [34, 62] found that, through the application of a
small external magnetic field, the nature of the quantum
spin ice can be tuned from the U(1)0 or U(1)π to other
flux-patterned spin liquid at zero temperature. Although
our results are classical, they are relevant for spin-1/2
DO pyrochlore systems at finite temperatures. This is
reflected in the reproduction of the magnetization curve
of Ce2Hf2O7 [73] (cf. Fig. S10 and SM). It remains an
interesting question to connect the finite temperature,
effectively classical physics with the zero-temperature
quantum phase in magnetic field [34, 62], and explore
how results in each regime help understanding each other.
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Supplementary Materials for “Fragmented Spin Liquid and Shadow Pinch
Points in Dipole-Octupole Pyrochlore Spin Systems”

LOCAL BASIS

In this section, we provide the local x and local z directions for the spins in a single tetrahedron illustrated in
Fig. S1. The remaining local y directions are obtained via the cross-product of these two.

x0 = 1√
6
(−2, 1, 1), (S1)

x1 = 1√
6
(−2,−1,−1), (S2)

x2 = 1√
6
(2, 1,−1), (S3)

x3 = 1√
6
(2,−1, 1), (S4)

and

z0 = 1√
3
(1, 1, 1), (S5)

z1 = 1√
3
(1,−1,−1), (S6)

z2 = 1√
3
(−1, 1,−1), (S7)

z3 = 1√
3
(−1,−1, 1). (S8)

S0

S1

S3 S2

FIG. S1. Single tetrahedron local basis vectors. Here the blue, green, and red directions correspond to the local x, y, and z
directions, respectively.

CLASSICAL MONTE CARLO DETAILS

For our simulations, we considered a system defined with an FCC unit cell composed of 4L3 spins with L = 10. We
thermalize the system, then implement a variety of local and cluster updates. For the local updates we implement a
Gaussian spin-flip update [76], and an over-relaxation update [38, 77], in addition to averaging up to 10 independent
CMC runs. For the cluster updates we use a generalized version of the loop algorithm developed in Ref. [75] for all
Cartesian components of the spins. Additionally, we developed an additional loop algorithm dubbed the permutation-
loop algorithm. This algorithm identifies a closed loop of alternating red-blue spins in a randomly chosen Kagome
plane and then permutes all the spin components by assigning them to the next site in the loop. We note that,
by construction, the permutation-loop algorithm does not change the energy of the new state. We note that the
application of the generalized version of the loop algorithm and permutation-loop significantly improve the statistics
of our CMC simulations. In particular, we note that, without the permutation-loop, the system would effectively
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freeze into a single configuration in the fragmented spin liquid phase. Indeed, both loop algorithms not only allow
us to increase our statistics but also give us access to the distinct topological sectors in the spin ice phase and the
fragmented spin liquid phase by identifying loops which wrap around the system.

We performed 8 × 104 thermalization sweeps and 2 × 105 measurement sweeps where we measured the energy,
specific heat, and spin structure factors of the systems considered. We study the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) with an
applied magnetic field along the global [111] direction for several magnitudes of the field H. We study this system by
both varying the temperature at a fixed external magnetic field, and by varying the field at a fixed temperature.

THERMODYNAMIC QUANTITIES AND CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this section, we provide the explicit expressions of the thermodynamic quantities measured in the CMC simula-
tions, the Sα-structure factors and the neutron structure factor presented in the main text. The Aα

2 order parameter
corresponds to the net moment of a tetrahedron along the local α component,

Aα
2 =

1

4

∑
i∈tetra

Sα
i . (S9)

For continuous spins, the Aα
2 parameter yields values in the range [−1, 1], where Aα

2 = 0 corresponds to a 2-in-2-out
configuration axis, Aα

2 = 0.5 (Aα
2 = −0.5) to a 3-in-1-out (1-in-3-out) configuration, and Aα

2 = 1 ( Aα
2 = −1) to the

all-in-all-out (all-out-all-in) configuration, where the spins point along their local α-axis. Another thermodynamic
quantity of interest presented in the main text corresponds to the magnetostriction along the [111] direction upon the
application of a magnetic field, defined as [63](

∆L

L

)
=

H

27cB
[(g10 + 2g9) (3⟨Sz

0 ⟩ − ⟨Sz
1 ⟩ − ⟨Sz

2 ⟩ − ⟨Sz
3 ⟩) + (g4 + 2g3) (3⟨Sx

0 ⟩ − ⟨Sx
1 ⟩ − ⟨Sx

2 ⟩ − ⟨Sx
3 ⟩)]

+
4H

27c44

[(
8
√
2g1 − 4g2

)
(⟨Sx

1 ⟩+ ⟨Sx
2 ⟩+ ⟨Sx

3 ⟩) + (g4 − g3) (9⟨Sx
0 ⟩+ ⟨Sx

1 ⟩+ ⟨Sx
2 ⟩+ ⟨Sx

3 ⟩)
]

+
4H

27c44

[(
8
√
2g7 − 4g8

)
(⟨Sz

1 ⟩+ ⟨Sz
2 ⟩+ ⟨Sz

3 ⟩) + (g10 − g9) (9⟨Sz
0 ⟩+ ⟨Sz

1 ⟩+ ⟨Sz
2 ⟩+ ⟨Sz

3 ⟩)
]
,

(S10)

where the coefficients cB = 1, c44 = 1, and gi for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10} take values [73]

8
√
2g1 − 4g2 = 0.723 (S11)

g3 = −0.358 (S12)
g4 = 0.606 (S13)

8
√
2g7 − 4g8 = −0.241 (S14)

g9 = 0.012 (S15)
g10 = −0.024 (S16)

In the main text, we mainly discuss two types of correlation functions; the Sα-structure factors and the neutron
structure factor. These correlation functions are defined using the general correlation between spins which is given by
the expression

Sαγ
µν = ⟨Sα

µ (q)S
γ
ν (−q)⟩, (S17)

where µ, ν label the sublattices and α, β label the spin components. The Sα-structure factors is defined as

Sαα(q) =
∑
µ,ν

⟨Sα
µ (q)S

α
ν (−q)⟩, (S18)

which uniquely studies the correlation between the α components of the spins. In addition to Sα-structure factors,
we have also computed the experimentally measurable unpolarized neutron structure factor, given by the expression

S⊥(q) =
∑
α,β

∑
µ,ν

(
δα,β − q̂αq̂β

)
⟨mα

µ(q)m
β
ν (−q)⟩, (S19)
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which measures the correlation between the dipolar magnetic moments, miµ, of the systems considered where the
sub-index i labels the primitive FCC vectors Ri and µ denotes the sublattice sites, defined as

mα
iµ =

∑
β

gαβµ Sβ
iµ, (S20)

where gαβµ is the g-tensor, which in the local basis takes the form

gµ =

gxy 0 0
0 gxy 0
0 0 gzz

 . (S21)

Since the spins in the local basis of the dipolar-octupolar Hamiltonian only have a Sz
i dipolar component, we consider

a g-tensor where gxy = 0. Consequently, for the dipolar-octupolar spin system the neutron structure factor simplifies
to the expression

S⊥(q) =
∑
α,β

∑
µ,ν

(
δα,β − q̂αq̂β

)
zα
µz

β
µ⟨Sz

µ(q)S
z
ν (−q)⟩, (S22)

where zα
µ corresponds to the α component of the local z direction of the spin in the µ sublattice, and for simplicity

we set gzz = 1.

10 3 10 2 10 1 100

T

2

4

6

8

H

A x
2

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

10 3 10 2 10 1 100

T

2

4

6

8 A z
2

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

10 3 10 2 10 1 100

T

2

4

6

8 C

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

FIG. S2. Thermodynamic quantities obtained via classical Monte Carlo for distinct fixed temperatures as a function of
external magnetic field for the set of parameters {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1, 0, 0, 0}. Here the white dots mark the set of parameters
for which the spin distributions and the structure factors are calculated.

EXTENDED PHASE DIAGRAM

The phase diagram shown in Fig. 1(a) of the main text is obtained by studying the temperature and field dependence
of the Ax

2 parameter, the Az
2 parameter, and specific heat; the Z2 symmetry-breaking transition is identified by the

observation of a non-zero Ax
2 parameter, the crossover from the paramagnetic phase to the U(1) spin ice phase is

identified as the temperature where the specific heat presents a maximum associated with the Schottky-like peak,
and the crossover from the PM to the polarized state is identified as the temperature at which the Az

2 reaches 90%
saturation of the maximal value (i.e. Az

2 = 0.45). Additionally, the polarized 3-in-1-out phase is identified when the
Az

2 parameter plateaus to a value of approximately 0.5. Figure S2 depicts the temperature and field dependence of
the Ax

2 , Az
2, and specific heat C measured via CMC.

DETAILED EVOLUTION OF THE SPIN STRUCTURE FACTOR

In this section, we provide further analysis of the x- and z-component spin correlation functions discussed in the main
text as a function of temperature and external magnetic field. Figure S3 illustrates the x-component spin correlation
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function in the [hk0] plane for three temperatures and magnetic field strengths. At low fields and intermediate
temperatures, the system is in the octupolar U(1) spin ice phase, where the regular diamond-shaped spectrum and
pinch points associated with a spin ice spin liquid are observed. As the magnitude of the field is increased, the spins
in the triangular layers start to be pinned by the external magnetic field, while the Kagome layers remain disordered.
Additionally, the diamond-shaped features become pinched in their center, leading to additional pinch points at [200]
and other symmetry-related points. As the temperature is decreased, the pinch points become sharper and, below
the phase transition, magnetic Bragg peaks appear whose locations are marked by the white dots. As discussed
in the main text, these Bragg peaks are associated with the spins in the triangular layers which adopt a uniform
configuration throughout the lattice.
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FIG. S3. Temperature and field dependence of the x-component spin-spin correlation function in the [hk0] scattering plane
for a system with the interaction couplings {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1, 0, 0, 0}. In this figure, white dots mark the points where
magnetic Bragg peaks are observed. The Bragg peaks in these correlation functions have been subtracted in order to reveal
the underlying diffuse scattering.

Figure S4 illustrates the z-component spin correlation function in the [hk0] plane for the same temperatures and
fields as those used in Fig. S3. In these correlation functions, the magnetic Bragg peaks have been subtracted in
order to expose the underlying correlations in the system. These Bragg peaks marked by white dots reflect the overall
tendency of the system to polarize the spins along the global [111] direction. The diffuse scattering observed in these
correlation functions exposes roughly uniformly distributed correlations for temperatures and magnetic field strengths
distant from the Z2 symmetry-broken phase. In contrast, for temperatures and fields within or in the proximity of
the Z2 symmetry-broken phase, pinch points are observed. As discussed in the main text, the observation of these
anisotropic features is associated with the collapse of the system into one of the Z2 symmetry sectors.
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FIG. S4. Temperature and field dependence of the z-component spin-spin correlation function in the [hk0] scattering plane
for a system with the interaction couplings {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1, 0, 0, 0}. In this figure, white dots mark the points where
magnetic Bragg peaks are observed. The Bragg peaks in these correlation functions have been subtracted in order to reveal
the underlying diffuse scattering.

Z2 SYMMETRY BREAKING

As discussed in the main text, the Z2 symmetry breaking observed in the CMC simulations is associated with the
selection of the charge sector, either positive or negative, of the Ax

2 order parameter. In this section, we provide
further analysis regarding this transition by further studying the spin configurations sampled in the simulation shown
in Fig. 4 in the main text and analyzing distribution of the spin components on the Kagome layers as a function
of external magnetic field. Figure 4 shows a section of a randomly selected Kagome plane above and below the
symmetry-breaking transition, where the sites i are colored according to their corresponding Sx

i components. In this
figure, each down triangle is assigned a “±” according to the sign of the local Ax

2 parameter. As shown in Fig. 4(a),
at a temperature above the transition, the local Ax

2 parameter adopts both positive and negative values. In contrast,
after the system is cooled below the transition, the Ax

2 parameter becomes homogeneous by selecting a unique sign
of the local Ax

2 parameter across the lattice, see Fig. 4(b). This selection reflects the Z2 symmetry breaking that has
taken place. We note, however, that the observation of a symmetry-breaking transition does not imply that all the
spin degrees of freedom adopt an ordered configuration. Furthermore, by inspecting Fig. 4(b), one can identify a set
of minimal hexagonal loops on the Kagome plane marked by black circular arrows, which can be permuted with no
associated energy cost. The identification of the minimal loops and the associated ground-state degeneracy supports
a U(1) spin liquid.

Figure S5 illustrates the x and z distributions of the spins for a range of field values at a fixed temperature. In this
figure, the vertical dashed lines label the ground-state values of the Sx and Sz components. For the x distribution the
two sets of colored lines correspond to the two Z2 symmetry sectors. At the highest field illustrated, the ground-state
corresponds to a fully polarized state, where the x components vanish while the z components become fully saturated.
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FIG. S5. Thermal distribution of the Sx and Sz components for a model with {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1, 0, 0, 0} as a function of
field for a fixed temperature. Here each row corresponds to a fixed temperature.

At finite temperatures in the polarized phase (upper panels), the z components of the spins on the Kagome layers
fluctuate above the maximal polarization, i.e. Sz

i = 1. Additionally, the x components of the spins act as fluctuations
about the ground-state configuration, resulting in a distribution centered about Sx

i = 0. As the external field is
decreased to H = 4.8, the system enters the correlated paramagnetic phase (middle panels), where the octupolar
antiferromagnetic interaction energetically enforces a 2-in-2-out rule, resulting in a symmetric bimodal distribution
of the x components of the spins. The peaks of the x distribution occur between the possible ground-state values
associated with the two Z2 symmetry sectors. On the other hand, the z components of the spins are distributed
according to a bimodal distribution, where one of the peaks of the distribution occurs between the values predicted
for the ground-state configuration at the corresponding field. Lastly, as the field is decreased to H = 3.2, the system
enters the fragmented spin liquid phase. In this phase, the x component distribution remains bimodal where the two
peaks of the distribution are now centered at values corresponding to one of the two Z2 symmetry sectors. We note
that the Z2 symmetry-breaking in this phase is also reflected in the missing symmetry of the distribution about the
Sx = 0 axis. In the fragmented spin liquid phase, the z components of the spins are distributed according to a bimodal
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distribution where the peaks of the distribution match the expected values of the ground-state configurations.

FURTHER DETAILS IN Ce-BASED COMPOUNDS

In this section, we present CMC simulations for Ce2Hf2O7, Ce2Sn2O7, and Ce2Zr2O7 for various temperatures as
a function of external magnetic field. For these simulations, we have used the interaction parameters presented in
Table S1 marked by an asterisk and rescale these by the largest coupling. Fig. S6 illustrates the evolution of the Aα

2

parameters as a function of field and temperature with α ∈ {x, y, z}. We note that for the interaction parameters
considered, all of these compounds yield an octupolar spin liquid at low temperatures and vanishing magnetic field.
Under the application of a magnetic field along the [111] direction, our simulations detect a Z2 symmetry breaking
transition in the octupolar component for which the interaction coupling is dominant. In other words, the x component
for Ce2Hf2O7, the y component for Ce2Sn2O7, and a mix between both components for Ce2Zr2O7 develops a non-
vanishing average value signaling the Z2 symmetry-breaking transition.

Material Parameters
(Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz)

single
crystal comment

*Ce2Hf2O7 [46] [Set 1] 0.046, 0.022, 0.011,−0.001 Yes O-SI phase
Ce2Hf2O7 [68, 73] [Set 2] 0.0432,−0.018, 0.0158, 0.0166 Yes AIAO phase
Ce2Hf2O7 [68, 73] [Set 3] 0.0417, 0.021, 0.012,±0.0018 Yes O-SI phase
Ce2Sn2O7 [53] −0.027,−0.001, 0.006, 0.026 Yes

*Ce2Sn2O7 [44, 45] 0.01, 0.048, 0.01, 0 No
*Ce2Zr2O7 [48] 0.063, 0.062, 0.011, 0 Yes
Ce2Zr2O7 [69] 0.05, 0.08, 0.02, 0 Yes

TABLE S1. Some estimated coupling parameters for DO-QSI candidates, quoted in meV, taken from literature.

THERMODYNAMIC MEASUREMENTS ON DISTINCT PARAMETER SETS FOR Ce2Hf2O7

In this section, we provide the prediction of the Aα
2 order parameters with α ∈ {x, y, z}, the susceptibility ∂Az

2/∂H,
and the corresponding magnetostriction ∆L/L measured along the [111] direction, for three different sets of parameters
for Ce2Hf2O7 illustrated in Table S1. The Aα

2 order parameters are illustrated in Fig. S7 where each column correspond
to a set of parameters indicated in in Table S1. The measured thermodynamic quantities as a function of field for
various temperatures are shown in Fig. S8. The average value of the spins per sublattice used to obtain a measure of
the magnetostriction in Fig. S8 are shown in Fig. S9. Lastly, in Fig. S10 we provide additional temperature curves for
the parameter set 2 [73] of the averaged spin quantities ⟨Sα

µ ⟩, averaged order parameter ⟨Ay
2⟩, average Magnetization

⟨M⟩, susceptibility ⟨∂M/∂H⟩, and magnetostriction ∆L/L, where the curves of the magnetization, susceptibility
and magnetostriction have been vertically displaced to better illustrate their evolution as a function of temperature.
In this figure, the unit-less temperatures T = 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4 approximately correspond to the temperatures T =

100mk, 200mk, 400mk, 800mk, respectively, where we have used the conversion 1
4 ×0.0432[meV]× 11600[mK]

1[meV] , where the
factor 1

4 accounts for the spin S = 1/2. For this set of parameters, the system realizes a low-temperature symmetry-
breaking Ay

2 phase in the absence of external magnetic field, as indicated by the evolution of the ⟨Ay
2⟩ parameter.

As the external field increases, the Ay
2 parameter vanishes and the system enters the fragmented spin liquid phase,

as signaled by a sharp peak in the susceptibility ⟨∂M/∂H⟩, and the small discontinuity in both the magnetization
⟨M⟩ and magnetostriction ∆L/L. Lastly, at higher fields, a broad bump in the susceptibility ⟨∂M/∂H⟩ signals the
crossover to the fully polarized phase. At these fields, the magnetization saturates and the magnetostriction becomes
linear as a function of magnetic field.

COEXISTENCE OF DISTINCT SYMMETRY SECTORS

So far, the simulations carried for the sets of parameters used in Fig. S7, S8, and S9, result in a single sector of the
fragmented spin liquid phase at low temperatures, i.e. one where the gauge-charge associated with the Ax

2 parameter
is either positive or negative. As discussed in the main text, the simultaneous realization of the two symmetry-sector
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FIG. S6. Prediction of the Aα
2 parameters as a function of field and temperature with α ∈ {x, y, z} for distinct fixed

temperatures as a function of field. Here, the fist, second and third columns were obtained using the interactions param-
eters {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1, 0.478, 0.239,−0.0217} [46], {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {0.208, 1, 0.208, 0} [44], and {Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} =
{1, 0.984, 0.175, 0} [48], respectively, where we have taken the highest coupling as the unit of energy.

on a system would yield high-energy domain walls, resulting in a higher energy configuration. However, if this scenario
were to take place, the Z2 symmetry on local x-components of the spin, would enforce a vanishing average of the these
components, i.e. ⟨Sx

µ⟩ = 0. In such a case, the magnetostriction in Eq. (S10) would only capture the temperature
evolution of the z degrees of freedom. For completeness, in Fig. S11 we illustrate the magnetostriction for the three
parameter sets considered for Ce2Hf2O7. For these curves we have enforce ⟨Sx

µ⟩ = 0, yielding a distinct behavior to
the one seen in Fig. S8.
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FIG. S7. Prediction of the Aα
2 parameters with α ∈ {x, y, z} for distinct parameters for Ce2Hf2O7 at fixed temperatures as a

function of field. Here, each column correspond to a particular set of parameters given in Table S1 as indicated in the title of
the first row.
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FIG. S9. Thermodynamic average of the spin quantities ⟨Sα
µ ⟩ and

∑3
µ=1⟨S

α
µ ⟩ with α ∈ {x, z} as a function of applied magnetic

field at fixed temperature T = 0.01. Here, each column correspond to a particular set of parameters given in Table S1 as
indicated in the title of the first row. The data illustrated in this figure corresponds to the lowest temperature used in Fig. S7
and S8.
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FIG. S10. Thermodynamic average of the spin quantities ⟨Sα
µ ⟩, ⟨Ay

2⟩ order parameter, magnetization ⟨M⟩, susceptibil-
ity ⟨∂M/∂H⟩, and magnetostriction ∆L/L as a function of external magnetic field obtained using the set of parameters
{Jx, Jy, Jz, Jxz} = {1,−0.417, 0.366, 0.384} corresponding to Set 2 of interactions parameters in Table S1, where we have used
the Jx coupling as a measure of energy. In this figure, the color of the curves correspond to a particular temperature as labeled
in the upper rightmost panel.
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FIG. S11. Magnetostriction obtained for the three sets of parameters considered for Ce2Hf2O7 in Table S1 where a vanishing
average on the local x-component of the spins is enforced. These figures should be compared to those shown in Fig. S8.


