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The spin-orbit assisted Mott insulator α-RuCl3 is a prime candidate for material realization of
the Kitaev quantum spin liquid. While little attention has been paid to charge degrees of freedom,
charge effects, such as electric polarization, may arise in this system, which could possibly allow elec-
trical access to low-energy excitations of quantum spin liquids. Here, we demonstrate ferroelectricity
in α-RuCl3, by means of pyroelectric, second harmonic generation and specific heat measurements.
The electric polarization and second harmonic generation signal develop substantially in the Kitaev
paramagnetic state when short-range spin correlations come into play. The electric polarization
appears mainly within the honeycomb plane and responds weakly to external magnetic fields. Vir-
tual hopping induced charge redistribution, together with moderate in-plane distortions, are likely
responsible for the establishment of electric polarization, which gets boosted by short-range spin
correlations. Our results emphasize the importance of charge degrees of freedom in α-RuCl3, which
establish a novel platform to investigate charge effects in Kitaev materials, and enrich the intriguing
Kitaev physics.

The intricate interplay of spin, charge, orbital, and lat-
tice degrees of freedom in Mott insulators often gives rise
to a broad variety of quantum phases of matter, such
as high-temperature superconductivity, frustrated mag-
netism, and nontrivial topological orders [1–3]. Of par-
ticular interests are spin-orbit assisted Mott insulators,
including α-RuCl3, A2IrO3 (A =Li, Na), which represent
prime material playgrounds to pursue the long-sought
Kitaev quantum spin liquid (QSL) [4–6]. The Kitaev
QSL is characterised by frustrated bond-dependent Ki-
taev interactions, which can host emergent Z2-fluxes and
Majorana fermion excitations that could be promising in-
gredients towards topological quantum computing [7, 8].
Exploration of QSL excitations in Mott insulating Ki-
taev materials, both in magnetic and charge channels, is
of great fundamental and technical importance [9, 10].

Compared with intensive studies in the spin channel,
charge degrees of freedom are often overlooked in Kitaev
materials. Due to strong on-site Coulomb repulsion, elec-
tronic charges are largely localized in the Mott insulating
state. The ground state and low-energy excitations, thus,
are typically treated by the remaining spin degrees of
freedom. Nevertheless, electrons are allowed to virtually
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visit neighboring sites, which actually is the key ingredi-
ent to mediate exchange interactions in the spin channel.
Theoretically, such virtual hopping of electrons can give
rise to various intriguing charge effects, such as fractional
charges, spontaneous orbital currents, and electric polar-
ization [11–18]. To realize these charge effects, geomet-
rically frustrated lattices are generally required in the
framework of the single-band Hubbard model [14, 15].
On the other hand, similar effects can survive in bipar-
tite Kitaev materials with multiorbital characters, due
to the interplay of spin-orbit coupling, crystal field dis-
tortion, and Hund’s coupling [19, 20]. This scenario is
likely realized in the spin-orbit entangled Kitaev mate-
rial α-RuCl3 [19, 20], which has sizable electronic dipole
contributions to the observed subgap optical conductivity
[21–25]. Even more interesting in this respect is the pos-
sibility to access, and even manipulate low-energy QSL
excitations electrically via these charge effects [9, 10, 26–
28]. Experimental identification of charge effects in QSL
candidates would be essential towards QSL-based appli-
cations.

Here, we have discovered ferroelectricity in α-RuCl3,
which establishes a prominent platform for searching
charge effects in Kitaev materials. The 4d transition-
metal binary halide α-RuCl3 is a spin-orbit assisted Mott
insulator with moderate electronic correlations (U ∼ 2
eV) and sizable nearest-neighbor hopping (t ∼ 100 meV)
[19, 20, 29–33]. Finite values of t/U and wide-spread d-
orbitals are advantageous for the development of charge
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Figure 1. Temperature evolution of electric polarization. a,b, The pyroelectric current (IP) and the integrated electric
polarization (P ) of sample 1 using an E ‖ ab poling configuration. c,d, Same measurements with those of a,b for sample 2,
which were performed with an out-of-plane E ⊥ ab poling geometry. For both samples, IP peaks around TH ∼ 60 K (vertical
dash lines), which respond weakly to in-plane magnetic fields up to 14 T.

fluctuations. This compound is a van der Waals layered
material, and each layer is formed by edge-sharing RuCl6
octahedra. The presence of octahedra crystal fields, to-
gether with strong spin-orbit coupling (λ ∼ 150 meV),
lead to an effective J =1/2 ground state for the 4d5
(Ru3+) configuration. The Ru atoms form a nearly ideal
honeycomb lattice within the ab plane, which is in close
proximity to the Kitaev QSL [34–41]. Although finite
non-Kitaev interactions drive RuCl3 into a zigzag anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) phase below TN ∼ 7 K, the Ki-
taev fluctuations and fractional excitations survive up to
TH ∼ 70 − 100 K in the Kitaev paramagnetic state [39–
41].

To investigate the charge effects, we start with pyro-
electric experiments, and the results are presented in Fig.
1. Two typical single crystals, sample 1 and sample 2,
were studied with poling electric fields applied in-plane
(E ‖ ab) and out-of-plane (E ⊥ ab), respectively. Similar
results are found in other samples, which can be found
in Supplementary Material. A highly hysteretic struc-
ture transition typically occurs around 50 K and 170 K
upon cooling and heating [41–45]. To avoid the impacts
of structure transition, all measurements in this study
were performed upon warming. A clear but broad peak
centered around TH ∼ 60 K is seen in both samples, as
shown in Figs. 1a,c. More importantly, the sign of the
observed pyroelectric current is switchable by reversing

the direction of poling electric fields. These findings im-
ply the existence of ferroelectricity in RuCl3. Applica-
tion of in-plane magnetic fields, on the other hand, has
minimal effects on the pyroelectric current for both sam-
ples. Negligible response is also found by applying out-
of-plane magnetic fields (see Supplementary Material).
Note that the magnitude of the pyroelectric current ob-
served in sample 1 using the E ‖ ab poling configuration,
is one order of magnitude larger than that in sample 2
with E ⊥ ab. In Figs. 1e,f, by integrating the pyroelectric
current out, the electric polarization P is directly com-
pared for these two samples. Sizable polarization reach-
ing P = 1.5×103 µC m−2 is found for sample 1 below 40
K, which is three orders of magnitude larger than that of
sample 2. The polarization is therefore mainly develop-
ing within the honeycomb plane. Instead of a well defined
phase transition, the polarization picks up its value grad-
ually, showing crossover-like behaviour. This suggests
that the dipole-dipole interactions are only short-ranged,
leading to a relaxor ferroelectric behaviour, which is also
evidenced by highly frequency dependent dielectric con-
stant (see Supplementary Material).

The observation of ferroelectricity is necessarily asso-
ciated with inversion-symmetry-breaking. Lack of inver-
sion center produces nonlinear optical response, which
can be captured nicely by second harmonic generation
(SHG) techniques [46, 47]. We present the SHG results
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Figure 2. Second harmonic generation (SHG). a, Temperature dependence of SHG intensity (I2ωXX, red spheres) measured
for sample 2 using a normal incidence geometry (Eω,2ω ‖ ab). The fundamental and second harmonic beams were linearly co-
polarized. Electric polarization (black lines) obtained in pyroelectric experiments is also presented for comparison. b,c, Polar
plots of SHG intensity recorded at 300 K and 10 K. The lab coordinates are denoted as (x, y, z) and the ϕ = 0 direction points
perpendicular to the Ru-Ru bounds. Solid lines are theoretical fitting using D3 and C2 symmetries for data obtained at 300
K and 10 K, respectively. Dashed lines are guide to the eye. Bottom panels in b,c illustrate the Ru lattice in trigonal and
monoclinic representations (red bonds differ from blue bonds slightly).

obtained for sample 2 in Fig. 2 using a normal incidence
geometry, which was not poled by an external electric
field. Here, we focus on a linearly co-polarized configura-
tion (XX) of fundamental and second harmonic beams.
Data collected using a linearly cross-polarized (XY) ge-
ometry can be found in Supplementary Material. As
shown in Fig. 2a, sizable SHG signal (red spheres) is
found below TH, which persists up to room tempera-
ture with significantly reduced intensity. The SHG sig-
nal only varies slightly at low temperatures below TH,
whereas further warming leads to rapid loss of inten-
sity. Negligible variations are again recovered above 100
K. When compared directly with the polarization results
(black lines in Fig. 2a), one readily finds that the drastic
changes of SHG in the vicinity of TH track nicely with
the evolution of electric polarization. In the crossover re-
gion (50 K ∼ 90 K), we note that error bars of the SHG
signal are significantly enhanced, compared with other
temperatures. Moreover, the illuminated spot of the sam-
ple surface became greenish when passing through the
crossover interval (see Supplementary Material). These
effects again point to fluctuating, short-ranged dipole
correlations, which also cause rapid change in dielectric
properties seen by SHG. The development of ferroelec-
tricity near TH is therefore firmly supported by the SHG
findings.

The appearance of SH response at room temperature
put strong constrains on the crystal space group. Due
to the nature of van der Waals inter-layer coupling, a
variety of crystal structures have been reported, includ-
ing trigonal P3112 [36, 48, 49], monoclinic C2/m [50–
52], and rhombohedral R3 [43, 53, 54], depending on the
inter-layer stacking details. A switching from the high-
temperature C2/m polytype to the low-temperature R3
phase (or from P31 to C2/m [49]) at the first-order struc-
ture transition has been suggested [43, 54]. Among these

polymorphs, only the P3112 space group lacks inversion
symmetry. The sizable SHG response at 300 K, likely
points to a high-temperature P3112 polytype for the
samples studied here.

The point group symmetry can be further explored by
presenting polar plots of SHG signal, as shown in Figs.
2b,c. Here, the polarization directions of fundamental
and excited detection beams were rotated simultaneously
within the sample ab plane. The ϕ = 0 direction is per-
pendicular to the Ru-Ru bounds. As expected for the
P3112 family, a threefold rotational symmetry is clearly
identified at 300 K, which can be well fitted using the D3

symmetry (solid line in Fig. 2b, see details in Supplemen-
tary Material). Slight deviations from the ideal D3 sym-
metry suggest minor distortions of the honeycomb layer,
in a way that one type of bonds (red links in the bot-
tom panels of Figs. 2b,c) are slightly longer than other
two types (blue bonds) by ∼ 0.2% [22, 49, 51, 54, 55].
This in-plane distortion turns out to be essential for the
establishment of electric polarization in such a bipartite
lattice, as we will discuss shortly. At low temperatures,
the rotational symmetry is reduced to twofold. The data
are nicely described by the C2 symmetry with the twofold
axis directed along the b direction (see Fig. 2c). More
plots captured at other temperatures are shown in Sup-
plementary Material. Similar C2 symmetric properties
in the low-temperature phase have also been reported by
anisotropic susceptibility measurements [56]. This sym-
metry reduction from trigonal (D3) to monoclinic (C2)
is likely resulted from the first-order structure transition,
agreeing well with earlier neutron experiments [49].

To further unveil the origin of the observed ferroelec-
tricity, we compare the pyroelectric current and mag-
netic specific heat in Fig. 3. The magnetic specific heat
CM = Ctotal−Cph is obtained by subtracting the phonon
contribution Cph from the measured total specific heat
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Figure 3. Correlation between electric polarization and short-range spin correlations. Comparison of magnetic
specific heat (CM, a,c) and pyroelectric current (b,d) of sample 1 and sample 2. The pyroelectric current peak appears
concomitantly with the hump in specific heat around TH, suggesting intimate coupling between electric polarization and short-
range spin correlations. e, Specific heat measured near the AFM transitions, which characterizes different degrees of stacking
faults for three samples. f, Electric polarization of the corresponding samples, which only depends weakly on stacking faults.
The polarization of sample 1 is scaled by a factor of 10−2 for better comparison.

Ctotal. The phonon background is estimated from an
isostructural non-magnetic material RhCl3 following S.
Widmann et al. [41] (see Supplementary Material for
more details). As seen in Figs. 3a,c, a broad hump ap-
pears clearly in CM around TH, agreeing well with former
studies [40, 41]. This high-temperature peak is very likely
correlated with entropy release of Majorana fermion ex-
citations in the Kitaev framework [40, 41, 57–61]. Sig-
natures of fractional excitations emerging near TH have
also been evidenced by various other techniques [34–41].
It becomes clear that short-range spin correlations start
to develop in the vicinity of TH, regardless of their mi-
croscopic origin. Interestingly, the pyroelectric current
peak occurs concomitantly with the broad hump in spe-
cific heat for both samples with different poling direc-
tions. The evolution of electric polarization certainly are
correlated with short-range spin correlations.

In addition to the high-temperature peak, we note that
there are two other anomalies appearing in specific heat
at TN1 ∼ 7 K and TN2 ∼ 14 K for both samples, which
are signatures of long-range ordered zigzag AFM tran-
sitions. Appearance of multiple transitions suggests the
existence of stacking faults. It has been suggested that
an ABC inter-layer stacking gives rise to the transition
at TN1, whereas an ABAB stacking leads to the transi-
tion at TN2 [50]. The magnetic orders can be suppressed
by an in-plane magnetic field of 9 T, as shown in Fig.
3a. However, the high-temperature peak in CM remains
nearly intact in the presence of magnetic fields, as also

found by S. Widmann et al. [41]. Similarly, the pyro-
electric current also respond weakly to external magnetic
fields, as shown in Figs. 3b,d. This again suggests that
spin correlations are short-ranged at an energy scale of
TH.

Formation of stacking faults can break the inversion
symmetry locally at ABAB and ABC stacking inter-
faces, which can give rise to local electric polarization
[45]. To explore the influence of stacking faults, the po-
larization measured for three samples with different de-
grees of stacking faults are compared in Fig. 3f. Sample
2 has minimal stacking faults as the AFM transition is
dominated by a sharp peak in specific heat at TN1 (see
Fig. 3e). On the other hand, sizable stacking faults are
found in sample 3, which shows suppressed transition
at TN1 and enhanced transition at TN2, compared with
other two samples. And sample 1 lies somewhere in be-
tween. As shown in Figs. 3e,f, we find no clear connection
between stacking faults and the magnitude of polariza-
tion. The largest polarization is found in sample 1 using
a poling configuration of E ‖ ab. Although sample 2 and
sample 3 possess different degrees of stacking faults, they
share similar magnitude of polarization in an E ⊥ ab ge-
ometry, which is orders magnitude smaller than that of
sample 1. Therefore, the polarization depends strongly
on poling directions, and not on stacking faults. In addi-
tion, stacking faults only break the inversion symmetry
perpendicular to the ab plane, which would unlikely pro-
duce large in-plane polarization. The fact that sample
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Figure 4. Phase diagram. a, Schematic illustration of charge modulation induced electric polarization in RuCl3. Charge
density (ρq) distributes inhomogeneously on a distorted lattice due to anisotropic hopping (t 6= t

′
) along nearest neighbouring

bonds, forming a local trigonal charge order, which gives rise to electric polarization along the b direction. b, Phase diagram of
RuCl3. The ferroelectricity emerges concomitantly with the Kitaev paramagnetic state. Solid green spheres and purple stars
are extracted from the temperature dependence of specific heat CM(T ) and pyroelectric current IP(T ), respectively.

3 has slightly larger polarization than that in sample 2,
suggests moderate contributions of stacking faults to the
out-of-plane polarization.

As discussed above, external magnetic field can hardly
affect the observed ferroelectricity, which is reminiscent
of the charge-order-driven ferroelectricity found in molec-
ular dimer Mott insulators [62–64]. Trigonal and dimer-
like charge orders have indeed been visualized in RuCl3
by scanning tunnelling microscopy (STM) [49], which
is one possible driving force of the ferroelectricity ob-
served here. Unlike the spin-driven ferroelectricity, the
well separated crossover-like ferroelectric and long-range
AFM transitions in RuCl3 also favor an electronic ori-
gin. For the 4d5 configuration of Ru+3 valence state, one
hole per site is expected without any polarization. How-
ever, the average charge density per site (ρq) can deviates
from 1 due to virtual charge hopping among neighbour-
ing sites [14, 15]. As shown in Fig. 4a, to mimic the
case of RuCl3, we consider a distorted two-dimensional
honeycomb lattice, i.e., bonds along the b direction dif-
fer slightly from other two types (see also Fig. 2). The
bond anisotropy leads to anisotropic hopping processes
(t 6= t

′
), which likely produce the charge orders detected

by previous STM measurements even at room temper-
ature [49]. The inversion symmetry is broken by this
kind of site- and bond-centered charge ordering [65, 66],
which gives in-plane electric polarization locally along the
b-axis (see Fig. 4a). Still, spin correlations can also con-
tribute to the appearance of electric dipoles and to the
ferroelectricity [14, 15]. At high temperatures, electric
dipole-dipole correlations are hindered by thermal fluc-
tuations, and the system is in the paraelectric state. As
indicated in the specific heat measurements, virtual hop-

ping mediated short-range spin correlations are built up
near TH. This could also enhance the dipole-dipole in-
teractions (and/or vice versa) in the electric channel via
strong spin-orbit coupling and magnetoelastic coupling.
Inelastic X-ray scattering experiments have revealed sub-
stantial phonon softening below ∼ 100 K, indicating siz-
able spin-phonon coupling at this temperature scale [67].
Due to the short-ranged nature of the dipole-dipole inter-
actions, a crossover-like behaviour appears in accordance
with our observations (see Figs. 1,2).

Local charge imbalance induced polarization is also
possible even in the pure Kitaev scenario [10, 19, 20],
which likely explains the subgap optical conductivity
found by terahertz spectroscopy experiments [21–25].
There, the electric polarization arises at the second order
of hopping amplitude in the presence of finite trigonal
distortion, Hund’s coupling and strong spin-orbit cou-
pling. The presence of magnetoelectric coupling could
further produce a Majorana-Fermi surface [28] in the Ki-
taev QSL. Moreover, as shown by R. G. Pereira et al.
[10], finite charge modulations and electric polarization
can arise around Z2 vortices, allowing electrical control
of gauge fluxes and fractional spin excitations [10]. How-
ever, one may expect cross-tuning effects of electric (mag-
netic) properties using magnetic (electric) fields, which
are not evident in our experiments. Nevertheless, this
possibility can not be completely ruled out, since ex-
tremely large electric fields (E ∼ 107 V m1) and suffi-
ciently low temperatures (� 1 K) may be required to
see sizable cross-tuning effects [28]. Further studies are
necessary to extract the interplay of electric polarization
and low-energy spin excitations.

Finally, we arrive at the phase diagram of α-RuCl3,
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both in the magnetic and electric channels, as shown in
Fig. 4b. At high temperatures well above TH, spins
and electric dipoles are not correlated, the system is
at a conventional paramagnetic state and a paraelectric
phase. Short-range spin correlations, possibly Kitaev-
like, build up near TH, which drive α-RuCl3 into the
Kitaev paramagnetic state at lower temperatures. Con-
comitantly, short-range dipole-dipole interactions are es-
tablished, leading to relaxor-like ferroelectricity. This
ferroelectric sate persists well inside the long-range AFM
phase, and survives in the field-induced magnetically dis-
ordered state above ∼ 8 T.

In summary, we have discovered ferroelectricity in the
spin-orbit assisted Mott insulating Kitaev material α-
RuCl3. Virtual hopping induced charge fluctuations and
moderate in-plane distortions, are key ingredients to pro-
mote electric polarization. Our findings suggest that α-
RuCl3 is a unique system to investigate charge effects
in Kitaev materials, and call for further investigations
to track down the interplay of electric polarization and
novel fractional spin excitations.

METHODS

Crystal growth High-quality single crystalline α-
RuCl3 samples were grown in a two-zone furnace using
the chemical vapour transport method [45]. Commercial
RuCl3 powder (Furuya metal) was firstly sealed in a silica
ampule, which was subsequently inserted into a two-zone
furnace. The source and sink temperatures were set to
790 ◦C and 710 ◦C, respectively. Single crystals of α-
RuCl3 were obtained as black shiny plates at the sink
end after 5 days.

Pyroelectric measurement Two typical types of
samples were chosen for pyroelectric measurements.
Sample 1 and sample 4 (see Supplementary Material)
are relatively thick crystals with typical dimension of
5×3×0.6mm3). These two samples were cut into rectan-
gular cuboids with the largest faces perpendicular to the
honeycomb layer, so that an E ‖ ab poling configuration
was adopted. The other type of samples, i.e., sample 2
and sample 3, are thin plates with the widest planes being
the ab plane (typical dimension: 5×5×0.05 mm3). And
an E ⊥ ab poling geometry was used for sample 2 and
sample 3. Thin layer of Au (50 nm) was sputtered on the
corresponding sample surfaces to serve as contact elec-
trodes for the pyroelectric measurements. Background
current was measured by a Keithley 6517B electromemter
upon heating (3 K min−1) after cooling the samples down
to 2 K in zero electric field. Subsequently, poling electric
fields were applied at 80 K using the Keithley 6517B and
the samples were then cooled down in electric fields down
to 2 K. The pyroelectric current was finally recorded us-
ing the Keithley 6517B upon warming (3 K min−1) in
zero electric field after the electrodes were shortened for
20 min at 2 K. The net pyroelectric current was eval-
uated by subtracting the background current from the

measured total pyroelectric current. The electric polar-
ization was obtained by integrating the net pyroelectric
current. The pyroelectric measurements were carried out
in a commercial cryostat(Oxford Instruments, 14 T).

Second-harmonic generation (SHG) The SHG
measurements were conducted in a low-vibration optical
cryostat (ARS, CS204SF-FMX-20) with a base temper-
ature of 10 K. Femtosecond fundamental beams ( 800
nm) were generated from a Ti: sapphire laser (100 fs, 84
MHz). A normal incidence geometry was adopted, and
the probing electric fields of light were directed within
the ab plane of RuCl3 samples. The SHG signal was col-
lected using two configurations, XX and XY, in which
the fundamental light and the outgoing beam were co-
and cross-polarized, respectively. Samples were cleaved
in-situ before SHG experiments.

Heat capacity experiment The specific heat CP ex-
periments were performed in a Physical Property Mea-
surement System (Quantum Design Dynacool, 9 T) using
the conventional relaxation method from 2 K to 100 K
upon warming. The lattice contribution was estimated
by the specific heat of a non-magnetic isostructural com-
pound RhCl3 using the data reported by S. Widmann et
al. [41] (see Supplementary Material for more details).
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