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Thermal transport has been used to probe the nature of α-RuCl3, an important candidate of
Kitaev material. Two remarkable observations were made under applied magnetic fields at low
temperatures, and have stimulated extensive discussions. One is a sizable thermal Hall effect, and
the other is an apparent “oscillation” of the longitudinal thermal conductivity with the magnetic
field. It has been proposed that the former is due to a bosonic Chern band. Meanwhile, the origin
of the latter has largely remained obscure. This work aims to resolve this “oscillation” puzzle. By
examining the thermal transport data as well as other measured properties of α-RuCl3, we argue
that the most plausible scenario is that of phonons scattering with spin degrees of freedom across
multiple phases. We substantiate this picture into a phenomenological theory, which reproduces
the “oscillation” behavior in a simple manner and makes predictions that can be examined by
future experiments. Moreover, our phenomenological theory and the aforementioned proposal for
the thermal Hall effect support each other. We hope this work can thus help settle the physical
mechanism behind the thermal transport puzzles in α-RuCl3.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Thermal properties often reveal important aspects of a
condensed matter system. The rough idea is, the system
may contain interesting degrees of freedom, fundamental
or emergent, which do not carry electric charge; how-
ever they do always carry energy, leading to signatures
in thermal properties. A recent remarkable success in
this regard is the observation of half-quantized thermal
Hall conductance in the ν = 5/2 quantum Hall state
[1], which revealed the existence of chiral Majorana edge
mode and hence, for the first time, nailed down the ob-
servation of a non-abelian topological order. For a simi-
lar motivation, in the recent years thermal transport has
been used extensively in the hunting for materials real-
izing Kitaev spin liquid, another non-abelian topological
order which also hosts a chiral Majorana edge mode, as
has been theorized in Ref. [2]. Among its candidate ma-
terials, one that is proposed the earliest and attracted
wide interests is α-RuCl3, see e.g. [3–6] for reviews. And
the recent thermal transport measurements on α-RuCl3
have indeed brought in surprises and generated extensive
discussions.

Our goal of this paper is to carefully analyze the ther-
mal transport data in α-RuCl3 and, combining with its
other measured properties, figure out what these data
have revealed to us about this material. We will layout
our general reasoning, introduce our phenomenological
theory and make predictions to be examined by future
experiments.

α-RuCl3 is a layered, quasi-2D material. Its basic
properties can be found in e.g. Refs. [7–9]. The thermal
transport observations of interest, made at low tempera-
tures and under applied in-plane magnetic fields, can be
summarized as two puzzles:
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FIG. 1. Longitudinal thermal conductivity of α-RuCl3. (a)
and (b) are both reprinted from [13], and they come from
different samples, (c) is reprinted from [14], and (d) from [15].
We added the tilted arrows indicating the two sets of dips
(see Section II C) that we will investigate. The blue arrows
indicate the first set of dips, and the red arrows the second set.
The dashed red arrows in (c) emphasize the disappearance
of the second set of dips at the lowest temperature so far
observed, which is an important feature that we will explain.

1. A sizable thermal Hall conductivity κH of order 1
magnitude in its natural unit κ0 = π2k2BT/6ℏ has
been observed [10–12].

2. The longitudinal thermal conductivity κL exhibits
significant “oscillations” with the in-plane mag-
netic field at lower temperatures [13]. In Fig. 1
we present the results from Refs. [13], [14] and [15].

Since its first observation, the thermal Hall conductivity
has been speculated to be carried by the long sought chi-
ral Majorana edge mode in Kitaev spin liquid [10]; how-
ever, the more recent data [12] strongly suggests that the
heat carrier has more of a Bose-Einstein statistics charac-
ter. One plausible phenomenological explanation is topo-
logical magnon bands [16], as we will discuss in the main
text later. On the other hand, the “oscillations” of the
longitudinal thermal conductivity has insofar remained
even more obscure. Therefore the primary problem of
this paper is to explain this second puzzle, in hope that
along the way the explanations for these two puzzles can
provide support for each other.

Let us summarize our phenomenological conclusions
here, before presenting the details of our analysis of the
experimental data and our theoretical reasoning.

1. The “oscillating” behavior is highly unlikely to be
a quantum oscillation of any sort – by which we
mean any mechanism due to the U(1) nature of

the magnetic field, or say the 2π(ℏ/e) periodicity
of the magnetic flux.

2. The longitudinal thermal current is carried by
acoustic phonons as usual. The “oscillating” be-
havior is due to a series of magnetic field driven
phase transitions of the spin degrees of freedom
in the material, which results in collective degrees
of freedom that scatter the phonons strongly. In
particular, the scatterers responsible for some dips
in κL are the critical fluctuations at second order
quantum phase transitions, while those responsible
for other dips may be domain walls formed near
first order quantum phase transitions.

3. With some physical insights from the previous stud-
ies on κH , we can form simple phenomenological
models for these two kinds of mechanisms, which
are consistent with other measured properties of
the material. Moreover, we make predictions that
can be examined by future experiments.

From the currently available data on the thermal proper-
ties of α-RuCl3 and our analysis, it is premature to con-
clude on the precise nature of those underlying phases, es-
pecially whether or not there is really a spin liquid phase.
However, our conclusions do provide useful constraints
and insights on what the phases might do.
This paper is organized as the following. In Sect. II

we present our general considerations which settle the
direction of thinking. In Sect. III and IV we introduce
two mechanism responsible of two sets of dips in κL re-
spectively. In Sect. V we explain how our theory and the
topological magnon theory for thermal Hall conductivity
[16] support each other. In Sect. VI we summarize our
results and list the predictions for future experiments to
examine our phenomenological picture.

II. GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

Our analysis is data driven, which means a priori we
are open to different directions of theoretical modeling. It
is therefore important to first narrow down the directions
using the data, numerology and qualitative reasoning.

A. Difficulties with Quantum Oscillation

The first question of importance, in regard of the ob-
served “oscillating” behavior in κL, is whether it is a
quantum oscillation of any sort. If it is, since α-RuCl3
is definitely not a Fermi liquid of electrons, it must be of
highly exotic nature. Now we argue that any quantum
oscillation is an unlikely scenario.
By “quantum oscillation”, we broadly mean any oscil-

lation mechanism that has an origin in the U(1) nature
of the magnetic field, i.e. the 2π periodic nature of the
magnetic flux in the natural unit ℏ/e. In this very broad
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sense, the oscillation can conceivably take periods either
in 1/B (for instance the usual quantum oscillation in an
electronic Fermi liquid, where something special happens
when on average an area of 2π flux contains an integer
number of mobile charges) or in B (if something special
happens when the flux through some fixed area crosses
an integer multiple of 2π).

In the κL measurements of α-RuCl3, the magnetic
fields are at the order of B ∼ 10T, and in this range only
a few dips are observed. This means, if the phenomenon
is indeed some form of quantum oscillation, regardless of
whether it takes periods in 1/B or B, the characteristic
magnetic field must be of order ∼ 10T. The characteris-
tic flux per unit cell area is Ba2 ∼ 5× 10−3 in the natu-
ral unit ℏ/e. This is 10−3 too small compared to the 2π
needed for quantum oscillation. This means a large com-
pensation factor of 103 is needed somewhere. In the case
of electronic Fermi liquid, the integer quantum Hall effect
as a limiting case of quantum oscillation also has a com-
parable characteristic magnetic field. There, the large
103 factor needed comes from the fact that the average
area occupied by each mobile electron is much larger than
a unit cell – but this is due to the artificial fine-tuning of
the 2DEG density to be so low for this very purpose. By
contrast, in the insulator α-RuCl3 there does not appear
to be any degree of freedom associated with such a large
area. Any strong assumption that places back the miss-
ing numerical factor of 103 would be highly contrived, re-
gardless of the details of the theoretical proposal (think
of some emergent magnetic field in place of the applied
magnetic field, but somehow 103 larger, or some emer-
gent mobile charged degrees of freedom that are present
but somehow as dilute as 10−3 per unit cell).

To add to the unlikeliness of quantum oscillation are
two more specific considerations: 1) in these measure-
ments the magnetic field is in-plane rather than perpen-
dicular, and 2) the obvious degrees of freedom coupling
to the magnetic field in the material should be the spins,
which do not see the 2π periodic nature of magnetic flux
to begin with.

The arguments above are from the theoretical side.
From the data side there is no compelling evidence for
a 1/B-periodic quantum oscillation either (and the “os-
cillation” is obviously not periodic in B). In Sample 1 of
[13], six dips were observed, such that the first three fits
to one value of periodicity in 1/B while the latter three
fits to another value which differs by nearly 50%; in the
chemical vapor transport (CVT) sample of [15], a sim-
ilar six dips pattern was observed. On the other hand,
in Sample 3 of [13], in the Bridgman sample of [15], and
in the samples in [14], only four dips were observed. So
from the currently available data combined, it is hard to
conclude a 1/B-periodic behavior.

B. Why Phonon Scattering

How do we perceive the unusual signature in the ther-
mal conductivity, if not as any kind of quantum oscilla-
tion? We argue that it is most plausible to view the sig-
nature as a series of dips occurring in the thermal conduc-
tivity, as a result of the heat-carrying acoustic phonons
being scattered by collective degrees of freedoms formed
by the spins.
α-RuCl3 is, in the first place, being studied for its rich

spin dynamics. A priori, the spin dynamics is expected to
be complex and hard to analyze, therefore a good starting
point is to first look at the large magnetic field limit in
which the spin degrees of freedom are frozen to align with
the field. We note in Fig.1 that:

• For B > 12T, the value of κ stabilizes, and notably
this value is larger than the values at any lower
magnetic fields, including the “oscillation” region
4T < B < 12T.

(Here and in the below, we will use the bullet point • for
aspects of the experimental results that we want to em-
phasize.) In this large B limit where the spin dynamics
is frozen, the κ value should entirely come from the usual
acoustic phonon contribution; it is found in this limit that
κ exhibits the phonon-driven T 3 behaviour [11]. The fact
that κ is lower at smaller magnetic fields strongly sug-
gests that, as the spins become more dynamical, they
scatter off phonons, and the dips are where the spins
form particularly strong scatterers.
We can further constrain the properties of such scatter-

ers. At low temperatures, the excited acoustic phonons
are of low energy and long wavelength, and therefore usu-
ally interact weakly with other degrees of freedom – the
acoustic wave often simply diffract through, as is famil-
iar from classical physics. With this in mind, it becomes
clear that: In order for the acoustic phonons to be scat-
tered strongly, the scatterer must either has low energy
dynamics, so that resonance occurs, or has large size,
so that the long wavelength acoustic wave sees it eas-
ily rather than diffracts through. Therefore, the plau-
sible physical picture is, the spins have rich dynamics
among themselves, such that at certain magnetic fields,
collective low energy and/or long wavelength degrees of
freedom are formed, and they interact strongly with the
acoustic phonons, hence turning the magnetic field driven
effects into dips in the thermal conductivity. (As we will
see later, this picture is also consistent with the expla-
nation to the sizable thermal Hall effect.) Note that the
spin system itself may also carry some heat current, but
the formation of dips means that such positive contribu-
tion is minor compared to the negative contribution due
to the strong scattering.
Before we move on, we would like to remark that the

picture of spin-phonon interaction gives reasonable nu-
merology (as opposed to quantum oscillation). Spin cou-
ples to the magnetic field through energetics. The mag-
netic dipole moment of a spin is of order 1 Bohr magne-



4

ton, which in the relevant units is µB ≃ 0.7K/T. There-
fore, in the typical magnetic field B ∼ 10T in these ex-
periments, the characteristic energy scale is BµB ∼ 7K,
which is at the same order as the temperature which ex-
cites the acoustic phonons.

C. Two Sets of Dips

Now let us examine those unusual features more
closely. We note the following:

• As we mentioned at the end of Sect. II A, there are
four dips that are observed in the all samples pre-
pared by different methods and measured by dif-
ferent groups [13–15]. We will focus on these dips.
They occur at B ≈ 6T, 7T, 9T, 11T respectively. In
Ref. [14] and Ref. [15], the measurements are made
down to 0.15K, and it is found that the two dips at
B ≈ 6T and 7T persist at these low temperatures,
whilst the other two at B ≈ 9T and 11T fade away
below 0.25K.

• The phase diagram of α-RuCl3 in magnetic field
and temperature has been consistently settled us-
ing different approaches, including heat capacity,
susceptibility, neutron scattering, etc. [8, 9]. The
interval of B in which the dips in κ occur runs
cross multiple phases of the spin system: two
zig-zag magnetic ordered phases and the debated
“quantum spin liquid” regime which is not well-
understood.

These observations suggest that the “oscillation” might
be caused by different mechanisms in different phases of
the spin system, instead of a single mechanism. It is rea-
sonable to separate the dips into two sets which behave
differently at low temperatures.

For the first set of dips at B ≈ 6T and 7T,

• It is noted in Ref. [15] that these two dips in κ
coincide with two peaks in magnetic susceptibil-
ity, which correspond to the two second order mag-
netic phase transitions: Bc1 between the two zig-
zag phases, and Bc2 from a zig-zag phase to the
debated “quantum spin liquid” regime.

This strongly suggests that the scatterers for these two
dips are the low energy, long wavelength critical fluctu-
ations near the transitions. In Section III, we will for-
mulate this physical picture with the theory of critical
scattering.

The second set of dips at B ≈ 9T and 11T is more mys-
terious. They occur in the not-well-understood regime in
the phase diagram and are not accompanied by other
apparent features. In particular, heat capacity has been
measured in this regime of magnetic fields [8] and the
temperature scaling is dominated by the T 3 from acous-
tic phonons, up to exponentially small corrections. This
shows the absence of low energy spin excitation modes

below ∼ 10K. By the reasoning from the previous sub-
section, this means the scatterers are likely large size ex-
tended objects. In [15] it was suggested that the scat-
terers are stacking faults. However, the temperature de-
pendence of the magnetic susceptibility in [13] shows the
absence of stacking fault (which is, in particular, in con-
trast to the sample in [15] prepared by the same CVT
method); across all the samples currently available, there
is no clear correlation between the prominence of the dips
and the amount of stacking faults. Instead, we will show
in Section IV that a likely scenario is that the scatter-
ers are domain walls between competing spin states in
this regime, in consistency with the explanation for the
thermal Hall measurements (see Section V).

III. FIRST SET OF DIPS

In this section we will discuss the two dips near the
critical points Bc1 and Bc2, due to phonons scattering
with the long wavelength, low energy critical fluctuations.
Historically such effect has been studied by the theory of
critical scattering, which first appeared in the context of
critical opalescence, and later also in the context of Néel
phase transition [17]. However, the original derivation of
the theory was somewhat non-transparent and moreover
contained some important caveat. In this section we will
introduce the theory in a more accessible form and cure
the caveat.
The key idea and the beauty of this theory is that the

effects can be studied without involving much details of
the spin system – the phonon dynamics is much slower
than the spin dynamics, hence only sees the hydrody-
namical behavior of the spin system, and hydrodynamics
is universal.
Consider a generic spin Hamiltonian

Hs =
∑
i

Hi =
∑
i,α

JαQ
α
i , (1)

where i labels the lattice site, and α labels different spin
interaction terms in the Hamiltonian; in particular, Qα

i is
a local spin interaction term near site i, and Jα is the cor-
responding coupling constant. For instance, in α-RuCl3
it is believed that the important contributions have α
running over Heisenberg terms and Kitaev terms in dif-
ferent link directions; we emphasize that these details are
unimportant for the critical scattering.
Phonons and spins are coupled through the depen-

dence of the spin coupling constants Jα(u) on the vari-
ation of the acoustic displacement u. Schematically we
can write the interaction as

V =
∑
i,α

[
J (1)
α (∂u)i + J (2)

α (∂u)2i + · · ·
]
Qα

i (2)

In this expansion we kept the ∂u terms which correspond
to the spin system absorbing or emitting a phonon, and
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then the (∂u)2 terms which correspond to the spin sys-
tem absorbing and then emitting a phonon, or absorb-
ing or emitting two phonons. As the spin dynamics are
in general much faster than the phonon dynamics, res-
onance is hard to occur meanwhile conserving momen-
tum and energy, therefore resonance is not a major en-
hancement mechanism. On the other hand, processes
that are elastic in energy but involving large momentum
exchange between the phonons an the spin system can
take advantage of long wavelength of the critical fluc-
tuations in the spin system. Such elastic processes are
the processes of absorbing and then emitting a phonon,
which appear in the (∂u)2 terms. (This argument can be
verified more quantitatively [17], as it will become clear
later.) In the following, we therefore only consider the

(∂u)2 terms, and we denote them as
∑

i(∂u)
2
iV

(2)
i , where

V(2)
i =

∑
α J

(2)
α Qα

i .
We will describe the phonon transport using the Boltz-

mann equation, and the scattering effects occur in the
collision term. It is easy to see that the elastic scat-
tering contribution to the relaxation rate of phonons is
schematically proportional to:

1/τ(k) ∝
∫
k′
AV(2)(ωk′ − ωk,k

′ − k) , (3)

AV(2)(ω,q) ≡
∑
i

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiq·(ri−ri0 )−iωt

〈
V(2)
i (t) V(2)

i0
(0)

〉
s

where ωk is the energy of an acoustic phonon of momen-
tum k, the expectation ⟨· · · ⟩s is taken in the spin system,
and the t dependence on V(2) is generated by the spin dy-
namics Hs.

The correlation A is not in the usual (and physical)
retarded ordering. However, it can be related to the re-
tarded one by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (which
can be proven by the spectral representation):

AO(ω,q) = − ImχO(ω,q)

1− e−ω/T
(4)

where χO(ω,q) is the Fourier transformation of the re-
tarded correlation between local Hermitian operators
O. Even so, the correlation in the spin system is still
formidable to compute directly, because the spin system
of interest is strongly interacting. Fortunately, in our
case, since the phonon dynamics is much slower than
the spin dynamics, we only need to consider the slow re-
sponse in the spin system, which should be universally
described by hydrodynamics near the gapless criticality.
In hydrodynamics, the only remaining correlations are

those between conserved current components. While V(2)
i

is itself not a conserved current component, we note that
it involves the same operators Oα

i with the Hamiltonian
density Hi, though with somewhat different coefficients.

Therefore, we may replace V(2)
i = aHi + · · · , where the

coefficient a is non-small, and the remaining terms are

unimportant and dropped for not being conserved cur-
rent components. Therefore, in summary, we have

1/τ(k) ∝ AH(ωk′ − ωk,k
′ − k), (5)

where AH is proportional to the retarded correlation χH
between spin Hamiltonian densities, a hydrodynamical
quantity.

The main conclusion of critical scattering, given the
picture formulated above, is that 1/τ reaches maximum
with the heat capacity of the spin system – hence at
the criticality. The heat capacity Cs is proportional to
ImχH(ω,q) in the ω/|q| → 0, |q| → 0 limit, so what we
have to do is to analyze the ω,q dependence of ImχH.
In Appendix A, we show that in hydrodynamics,

ImχH(ω,q) =
ωDsq

2

(Dsq2)2 + ω2
χH(0,q) (6)

where Ds is the heat diffusion coefficient of the spin sys-
tem.

Let us first look at the χH(0, q) factor in (6). From crit-
ical scaling, we know that as the spin correlation length
ξ diverges,

Cs ∝ χH(0, 0)
ξ→∞−−−→ ξα/ν ,

and χH(0, q)
ξ→∞−−−→ q−α/ν , (7)

where α, ν are the familiar critical exponents. This
suggests we can write χH(0, q) ∼ q−α/νf(qξ), where
f(x) is some function satisfying f(x → 0) → xα/ν and
f(x → ∞) → 1. If we further make the mild assumption
that f(x) is monotonic, then we can see χH(0, q) at fixed
finite q increases with ξ, though not dramatically. (In
[17], the q in χH(0, q) was taken to 0 as an approxima-
tion without justification. Our discussion here clarifies
this caveat.)

Next let us look at the remaining, ω dependent fac-
tor in (6). We note that AH ∼ (T/ω)ImχH peaks at
ω = 0. This peaking is particularly prominent near
criticality, because the thermal conductivity of the spin
system (note, not the full system) is κs ∼ CsDs, and
at criticality, Cs diverges (or is cutoff by some disorder
scale) while κs does not in normal cases, which means
Ds ∼ κs/Cs becomes particularly small. Recall that
here ω corresponds to ωk′ − ωk, which can vanish for
elastic scattering of phonons at finite density of states.
(This, in retrospect, justifies our initial assumption that
the V(2) contribution dominates over the V(1) contribu-
tion [17], because for the latter, the same formula applies
but instead with ω corresponding to ωk of a phonon,
and phonons of vanishing ωk have vanishing density of
states.)

These arguments explain why the spins at criticality
scatter phonons particularly strongly, leading to dips in
the phonon thermal conductivity.
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IV. SECOND SET OF DIPS

The origin of the two dips in the debated quantum
spin liquid regime is more obscure. Since the gap of spin
system in this regime (∼ 10K, as discussed Sect. II C) is
well above the temperature (< 4K) of the longitudinal
thermal conductivity experiments, the scatterers cannot
be the low energy excitation of the spin system. As there
are no other obvious experimental signatures found in co-
incidence with these two dips, we have to start with some
educated hypothesis about the nature of the scatterers,
and then compare the theoretical analysis with the ther-
mal measurements. The principle behind our hypothesis
is that the scatterer must have some typical scale compa-
rable to the phonons – either of low energy or of extended
size. Now we discuss these two possibilities.

At the low energy front, given we have already ex-
cluded the spin state excitations, the remaining plausi-
ble possibility would be local dynamical defects, as is in-
spired by the traditional glass studies [18] and the recent
thermal Hall studies [19, 20]. We consider dynamical de-
fects whose energy levels depend on the magnetic field,
so that at certain magnetic fields the defects are near res-
onance with the phonons, giving rise to sizable scattering
effect. We find such model can indeed produce dips in
the magnetic field; however, the positions of the dips will
be temperature dependent, while in the α-RuCl3 experi-
ments the temperature dependence is negligible. There-
fore, while such mechanism might be of general interest
in thermal transport, it does not apply to α-RuCl3, and
we put the details of this theory in Appendix B.

At the extended size front, we propose the following
physical picture, which is supported by the thermal Hall
explanation and some numerics [16], as we will discuss
in Sect. V. The picture is that there are competing low
energy spin states forming domains; at certain magnetic
fields, the competing energies are so close that the do-
main walls get particularly dense. The characteristic
length scale here is the typical domain size, compara-
ble to or larger than the acoustic phonon wavelength, so
that the long wavelength acoustic waves sees them rather
than diffracts through. In Sect. IVA, we show the ther-
mal transport features predicted by this picture, under
very modest assumptions, match well with the exper-
imental results, including some seemingly puzzling de-
tails. Meanwhile, questions can be raised about our pic-
ture and assumptions – a major one is, why the compet-
ing spin states did not lead to other signatures, e.g. in
heat capacity? We will justify these issues in Sect. IVB,
showing that our theory is consistent with all the cur-
rently available relevant measurements on α-RuCl3.

A. Theory and Thermal Conductivity

This physical picture of domains of competing spin
states is largely motivated by the interesting temperature
dependence of κ at and near the two dips of interest, see

FIG. 2. A schematic energy density competition between low
energy spin states.

Fig. 1:

• The two dips of interest are observed for 0.5K <
T < 3K, and moreover the κ values near the dips
are significantly smaller than stable value at large
B. For T > 3K [13–15], the two dips gradually dis-
appear, while the overall κ values at nearby mag-
netic fields remain significantly smaller than the
stable value at B > 12T. For T < 0.5K [11, 14],
the two dips disappear too, but now the overall κ
values at nearby magnetic fields are close to the
stable value at B > 12T.

These behaviors find simple interpretations in our pic-
ture. We assume the competing spin states have close
energy densities following a pattern illustrated in Fig. 2,
in which the energy crossings are where the two dips
of interest would occur. When the temperature is too
high compared to the typical energy difference between
the domains, both competing states appear from ther-
mal fluctuations and form domains anyways, regardless
of whether the energies cross at certain magnetic fields.
Thus, the scattering of phonons from these domains leads
to an overall reduced κ compared to the κ value at large
B, but without obvious dips. On the other hand, when
the temperature is too low, the state with lower energy
will dominate over the sample, so there will be few do-
mains and thus no obvious reduction of κ. (For this
to happen, one might note that the spin state domains
must be fairly easy to re-distribute in order to thermally
re-equilibriate as the temperature varies in the exper-
iments. This is in contrast to the familiar magnetic
domains in permanent magnets, or structural domains,
which freeze rather than re-equilibriate at low tempera-
tures. We will justify this important point in Sect. IVB
and Appendix C.)
Now that we have this qualitative picture, we need to

show that under moderate, detail-independent assump-
tions, this picture can indeed lead to the observed re-
duction of κ – for T ≈ 1K, the overall κ values in the
debated spin liquid regime 8T < B < 12T is about half
of the stable value at large B. The domain walls can
scatter the phonons in many ways. There are refraction
and reflection, as long as phonons propagate at different
sound speeds in different spin state domains, due to the
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spin-phonon interactions Eq.(2); moreover, there may ex-
ist dynamical degree of freedom right on the domain wall
with which the phonons interact. In the following, we
only consider refraction and show this already gives us
sufficient scattering under mild assumptions.

We will assume the sounds speeds in the two competing
spin states to have a ratio of order

v′/v ∼ 0.95. (8)

While we do not need to make detailed assumptions
about the nature of the competing spin states, this ratio
is a reasonable estimation: For instance, in the DFT nu-
merical study Ref. [21], under different chosen magnetic
order ansatzs, the sound speeds are found to differ by
such a ratio.

The spin state with lower energy density can be viewed
as the “background” domain, while the one with slightly
higher energy density forms “island” domains over the
background, which are considered as extended scatterers
(their sizes thus must be larger than the phonon wave-
length, and soon we will justify the self-consistency of
this assumption). It is easy to calculate, given the sound
speed ratio above, that the typical deflection angle be-
tween the in-coming and out-going sound waves off such
an extended scatterer to satisfy cos δθ ≈ 0.99.

Let ℓ0 be the phonon mean free path at large B, which
is about 50µm according to Ref. [11]. On the other hand,
let ℓ be the phonon mean free path at the magnetic field
of interest, and n be the density of “island” domains at
that magnetic field. If refraction is the main scattering
mechanism as we supposed, then

1

ℓ
∼ 1

ℓ0
+
√
n(1− cos δθ). (9)

From the κ comparison, we know that in regime of B
of interest (but not exactly at the energy density cross-
ings), ℓ is about half of ℓ0. An “island” domain density of
n ∼ 1µm−2 would produce sufficient scattering; impor-
tantly, this is consistent with the assumptions we made
– the domain length scale bounded by 1/

√
n is indeed

larger than the typical phonon wavelength which is be-
low 0.1µm for T > 0.5K. At the energy density crossings,
“background” and “islands” exchange roles and domain
wall become denser, further reducing κ to form the ob-
served dips.

B. Heat Capacity

In the above we made our proposal and showed it can
reproduce the observed effects under mild assumptions.
There are some important questions about our proposal
remaining to be justified.

We assumed the distribution of the competing spin
state domains to be able to thermally re-equilibriate as
we change the temperature during the experiments, so
that the temperature dependence of the data can be ex-
plained. This assumption is in contrast to the familiar

case of magnetic domains in permanent magnets or the
case of structural domains, which, without annealing, get
frozen rather than re-equilibriate at low temperatures.
This contrast is due to the difference in the energy bar-
rier. In fact, it is very reasonable for spin domains to
be able to thermally re-equilibriate – for instance, it is
well-known that most ferromagnetic materials cannot be
used as permanent magnets, precisely because their mag-
netic domains can easily thermally re-equilibriate rather
than remain frozen below the Curie temperature; those
that can be used as permanent magnets are in fact spe-
cial cases, in the sense that all of them have special ma-
terial properties that prevent thermal re-equilibriation,
see Appendix C for a review. Therefore, while we do
not assume the detailed knowledge of the nature of our
proposed competing spin states in the 8T < B < 12T
regime, it is reasonable to assume that their distribution
follows thermal equilibrium (or with insignificant hystere-
sis).

Then, the natural question to ask is: Why are the
proposed energy crossings not leading to signatures in
the heat capacity data, if the competing domains are
not frozen but involved in the thermodynamics? Our
task in the remaining of this section is to estimate this
contribution to the heat capacity, and show the result is
consistent with the currently heat capacity measurement
data.

To estimate the heat capacity contribution from the
competing domains, we may think of the situation at
each 2D layer of α-RuCl3 as an effective 2D Ising model
(and the coupling between layers is negligible). In this
picture, we think of each effective “site” as representing a
small region of the material, which can be in either of the
two competing spin states – so such an effective “site” is
not an actual lattice site in α-RuCl3. Let each effective
“site” occupy an area r2; while there is no precise rule
to fix the value of r2, it cannot be smaller than, say,
some tens of unit cells, because it would be impossible to
consider any notion of “spin state” in too small an area.
The hszi term in the Ising model, then, represents the
energy difference between the two competing spin states
over an area of r2, while the Jszi s

z
j term in the Ising

model represents the domain wall energy.

With this perspective, we can use some known results
about the thermal properties of the Ising model. The
energy crossings correspond to when h changes sign while
T < Tc in the Ising model. It is known that the heat
capacity rises by a factor of order 1 as h approaches 0
from either side, and has only a small discontinuity near
h = 0, instead of any divergence or prominent increase.
(If there is no hysteresis, there will only be a kink at
h = 0, and an insignificant hysteresis turns the kink into
a small discontinuity near h = 0.) In particular, when
T ≪ Tc, the rise of heat capacity near h = 0 is by a
factor of order 1 compared to when h is large, and as
T increases this factor becomes small. Thus, any heat
capacity feature due to the proposed energy crossings
should be most easily observed at low temperatures.
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FIG. 3. (a) Measured heat capacity in α-RuCl3 reprinted
from [8]. The acoustic phonon contribution βphT

3 is sub-
tracted, and the remaining contribution (plotted) is found to
be exponentially small at low temperatures. (b) Our theo-
retical estimation (11) (assuming Tc ≈ 10K), which is indeed
much smaller than βphT

3 at low temperatures, and upper
bounded by the data in (a) at all temperatures.

Now, we shall show that at low temperatures,
Cdomain ≪ Cphonon, so the order 1 rises in Cdomain near
the dips do not lead to any significant feature, in consis-
tency with the experimental data. Since we are interested
in T ≪ Tc, it suffices to use mean field theory to estimate
the scale of Cdomain. The self-consistent equation for the
mean field s̄ is

s̄ = tanh(s̄Tc/T ). (10)

As we are well away from Tc, we have s̄ ∼ 1 (this is
compatible with n ∼ 1µm−2 estimated at the end of Sec-
tion IVA) and ds̄/dT ∼ −4(Tc/T

2)e−2Tc/T . Then we
use Cdomain = (1/V )(dE/dT ) and E/V ∼ (kBTc/2)s̄

2 to
find the average heat capacity per unit cell:

Cdomaina
3 ∼ 4kB

a2

r2
T 2
c

T 2
e−2Tc/T . (11)

Now we compare this result with experiments. In
Ref. [8], the heat capacity of α-RuCl3 is measured. The
contribution Cpha

3/mol = βphT
3 from acoustic phonons

is extracted to find βph ≈ 1.22mJmol−1K−4, and after
subtracting off the phonon contribution, the remaining
heat capacity is reproduced in Fig. 3(a). This remaining
heat capacity should be the contributions from the spin
system, and is found to be exponentially small at low
temperatures, with a characteristic scale of about 10K.
Our Cdomain contribution should be upper bounded by
this measured remaining part (Cdomain can be smaller
than total spin system contribution because the spin
system may also contain gapped magnon contributions,
etc.); moreover, it should be much smaller than the
phonon contribution at low T as mentioned before. In
Fig. 3(b), we plotted Cdomain estimated using (11),
assuming Tc ≈ 10K and r ∼ 10a. Indeed, we find
Cdomain ≪ Cphonon at small T , and is also smaller than
the measured total spin system contribution. (We are

only plotting up to T ≤ 6K because we only need the re-
sult for T ≪ Tc, and moreover the mean field estimation
we employed is indeed only suitable for this regime.)

V. RELATION TO THERMAL HALL

As discussed in the introduction, another notable ther-
mal transport phenomenon is the surprisingly large ther-
mal Hall effect, which starts to ramp up at around 4K
and peaks at around 10K [12]. While initially speculated
to have an origin in the chiral Majorana edge mode of Ki-
taev spin liquid, later phenomenological theory suggests
an origin in gapped magnons with topological Chern
band [16], and the predictions of this theory agree well
with the recent data [12].
It is natural to ask whether the interesting phenom-

ena in the longitudinal thermal transport and the ther-
mal Hall transport are related. The temperature regimes
of the two phenomena are different: as the temperature
rises to where κH starts to ramp up, the dips in the lon-
gitudinal κ are already diminishing. The plausible heat
carriers are also different: as we have argued in Section
II, at the low temperatures at which the dips in κ are
seen, the heat current is carried by acoustic phonons;
on the other hand, the thermal Hall current are carried
by gapped magnons, hence only occurring at the tem-
perature scale of the gap, ∼ 10K. However, the plausible
mechanisms behind these two phenomena do have an im-
portant connection – they both involve low energy spin
states competing in the regime 8T < B < 12T.
Ref. [16] conducted a mean field study of the Heisen-

berg+Kitaev model of α-RuCl3 in the regime of 8T <
B < 12T. While a priori the mean field approximation
is not controlled in such a strongly coupled and strongly
frustrated system, the reproduction of the observed ther-
mal Hall curve from the resulting topological magnon
band suggests that it indeed captured some essential
physics. (Remarkably, neutron scattering [9, 22] shows
no obvious spectral line in this regime, which means the
proposed magnons should be strongly interacting and are
not long-lived quasiparticles, but their topological Chern
band physics retains.) The mean field analysis finds mul-
tiple competing low energy spin states, whose energy den-
sities cross each other with the tuning of B, in a manner
that is more complicated than the schematic Fig. 2.
While our phenomenology study does not rely on the

detailed knowledge of the competing states, Ref. [16] con-
tained some detailed mean field solutions. They are all
spin ordered states, with large spin ordered unit cells
– some tens of the original unit cell – due to the strong
frustration. These are some reasonable candidates for the
possible nature of the competing spin states, and they are
compatible with our assumption that r2 is at least some
tens of a2 when discussing the domain contribution to
heat capacity. (It is also possible that in the actual ma-
terial, the low energy spin states are not ordered, which
if true would be a more interesting situation, but this is
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subjected to further experimental studies.)
From different starting points and via different ap-

proaches, the analysis of [16] and our analysis both
point to the presence of competing spin states in the
8T < B < 12T regime, in a compatible manner, and
together the analyses explain and reproduce the seem-
ingly puzzling thermal transport phenomenon observed
in α-RuCl3.

VI. SUMMARY AND PREDICTIONS

In this paper we provided phenomenological explana-
tions for the puzzling “oscillatory” behavior in the lon-
gitudinal thermal conductivity of α-RuCl3. The dips in
the thermal conductivity are caused by two mechanisms
in different regimes of magnetic fields. Critical scatter-
ing causes the dips at small magnetic fields, as analyzed
in Section III, in agreement with [15]. At higher mag-
netic fields in the debated “quantum spin liquid” regime,
we propose in Section IV that there are competing spin
states forming domains, and the dips in the thermal con-
ductivity are caused by domain wall scattering. In this
mechanism we do not have to assume detailed knowl-
edge about the nature of these competing states – which
we believe cannot be determined by the currently avail-
able experimental data. Our simple proposal can explain
the significant as well as the subtle features in the data,
and is moreover consistent with other measured prop-
erties of the material. Our proposal of competing spin
states is also consistent with the theory for thermal Hall
conductivity [16] (Section V), hence forming a coherent
phenomenological picture for what is happening in the
thermal transport in α-RuCl3.

We make some predictions regarding our proposal of
competing spin states in the regime 8T < B < 12T, to be
examined by future experiments. In our proposal the do-
main wall scattering is primarily due to refraction, which
requires different acoustic velocities in the two compet-
ing spin states (in agreement with [21]). To examine this
difference, one can go to the cold enough temperature
so that the system is almost entirely in the lowest en-
ergy spin state. For B on the two sides of an energy
crossing point (a dip in κ), the lowest energy spin states
are different. Then their difference in acoustic velocity
will manifest in sound propagation, thermal conductiv-
ity (∝ v−2) and heat capacity (∝ v−3). A measurement
precision to about 10% is needed.
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Appendix A: Some Derivations in the Theory of
Critical Scattering

In this appendix we derive (6). We do so by perform-
ing two computations for χ(ω, q), one hydrodynamical,
and one quantum mechanical, and matching the results.
First, the response function χ, as the name implies, is the
physical measurable quantity in linear response, there-
fore we expect to describe it by some phenomenologi-
cal computation in hydrodynamics. Here, the pertur-
bation is an energy density operator that generates a
temperature gradient [23], and the measured quantity
is also the energy density. We set up a perturbation
∆T (t, r) = T (t, r) − Teq; since we need to know the ω, q
dependence in χ, we need a non-uniform, time-dependent
∆T . It suffices to consider a quenched setting

∆T (t, r)/T = −ϵ θ(−t)eiq·r. (A1)

Since for t < 0 the perturbation is time-independent, the
energy density at t ≤ 0 is, by definition, j0(t ≤ 0, r) =
χ(ω = 0,q)eiq·r ϵ. The behavior at t > 0 can be derived
by the diffusion equation and the conservation equation:

ji = −D∂ij
0, ∂tj

0 = −∂ij
i, (A2)

which lead to

j0(t, r) = j0(t = 0, r) e−Dq2t,∫ ∞

0

dt j0(t, r) eiωt =
χ(0,q)

Dq2 − iω
eiq·r ϵ . (A3)

On the other hand, we can also compute the result in the
general quantum mechanical linear response theory:∫ ∞

0

dt j0(t, r) eiωt (A4)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt eiωt

∫ 0

−∞
dt′ χ(t− t′,q) eiq·rϵ

=

∫ ∞

0

dt eiωt

∫ 0

−∞
dt′

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π
e−iω′(t−t′)χ(ω′,q) eiq·rϵ

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2πi

ei(ω−ω′)t

ω′ − i0+
χ(ω′,q) eiq·rϵ

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

χ(ω′,q) eiq·rϵ

(ω′ − i0+)(ω − ω′ + i0+)
. (A5)

Using the analytical property of χ(ω′,q), the above can
be evaluated as contour integral and we find

i

ω
[χ(0,q)− χ(ω,q)] eiq·rϵ . (A6)
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Equating the results from the hydrodynamical computa-
tion and the general quantum mechanical computation,
we have

χ(ω,q) = χ(0,q)

[
1− ω

ω + iDq2

]
. (A7)

Taking the imaginary part and using the analytical prop-
erty that χ(0,q) is real leads to (6).

Appendix B: The Mechanism of Low Energy
Dynamical Defect Scatterers

In this appendix, we give another mechanism in which
thermal conductivity κ can have dips with varying ex-
ternal magnetic field. If there is some kind of dynamical
defects in the material coupled to the phonons, κ decrease
when the typical energy transition of the dynamical de-
fects is near the typical phonon energy; if the energy
levels of the defects vary with the magnetic field, dips in
κ will develop with varying magnetic field. Here we con-
sider a two level dynamical defect derivation to illustrate
the idea. This mechanism has appeared in the appendix
of [24]. We will explain why we believe this mechanism
is not applicable to the observation in α-RuCl3.

Suppose the energy separation of a two-level dynamical
defect is ∆, so that in the defect’s diagonal basis we have
Hdefect = −(∆/2)σ3. Meanwhile, consider the coupling
between phonons and the defect:

Hint = g(∂ · u)σ1 (B1)

∼ gℏ√
2ρV

∑
k

√
1

ℏωk
ik(ak + a†−k)σ

1

The second line is schematic, as we have neglected details
such as the phonon polarizations. (There can also be σ3

couplings but they are unimportant for the development
of dips.) Then we compute the T-matrix, which give us
the cross-section of phonon scattering off the defect:

Tα
k′k = ⟨k′, α|HintG(Ein + i0+)Hint|k, α⟩ (B2)

where α = − and + represent the two levels of the de-
fect, and G(E) = 1

E−Hdefect
is the defect Green’s func-

tion. The T-matrix gives the collision term in Boltzmann
equation of phonon:

v⃗k · ∂f0
∂T

∇⃗T = − df

dt

∣∣∣∣
collison

(B3)

where df/dt|collison = g(k)/τ(k), with g(k) = f(k)−f0(k)
and

1

τ(k)
=

V Nd

πvℏ2
k2

[
|T−

k′k|
2 1

1 + e−
∆
T

+ |T+
k′k|

2 1

1 + e
∆
T

]
+

1

τ0
(B4)

FIG. 4. FT 3(∝ κ) varying with ∆. Unfortunately the mini-
mum moves with T .

in which τ0 is the relaxation time contributed by bound-
ary scattering, Nd is the total number of defects, and v
is acoustic velocity.
The matrix element |Tα

k′k|2 can be computed:

|Tα
k′k|2 =

g4ℏ2k2

4ρ2V 2v2
1

(ℏωk −∆)2 +
Γ2
α

4

(B5)

where Γα = 1
4π

g2∆3

ρv5ℏ3 fα, and fα = 1+ 1
e∆/T−1

and 1
e∆/T−1

when α = − and + respectively. Substituting into the
Boltzmann equation and solving for the thermal current
response, one can find the thermal conductivity to be:

κ =
k4BT

3

2π2ℏ3v
τ0F (B6)

where F is the dimensionless integral

F =

∫ TD
T

0

dx
x4ex

(ex − 1)2
τ(x)

τ0
(B7)

in which x is the dimensionless variable ℏωk/kBT .
Now, if we consider ∆ as the tuning parameter that

varies with the magnetic field, we can find that κ devel-
ops a minimum. We plot this in Fig. 4, using parameters
suitable for α-RuCl3: v = 600m/s, ρ = 2000 kg/m3, τ0 =
50µm/v ∼ 10−7 s, and assuming Nd/V = 10−3 nm−3 and
g = 0.1 eV. The minimum is produced because in F , the
τ(x)/τ0 factor is a function that is almost constantly 1
for most x, except for a region where the function drops
to almost 0; the width of this region is determined by
when the first term in (B4) becomes larger than 1/τ0,
and physically this region of x presents the energies of
those phonons whose ωk are close enough to ∆ so that
the scatterings with the dynamical defects dominate over
the boundary scatterings. (Thus, the width of this sup-
pressed region in τ is not controlled by Γ, although Γ
is usually called the “width”. We can even set Γ → 0
here and the result remains unchanged.) When this re-
gion overlaps with the peak of the x4ex/(ex − 1)2 (which
represents the majority of the phonon excitations) in F ,
the integral will be suppressed.
The problem of applying this mechanism to explain

the dips of κ in α-RuCl3 is that the positions of the dips
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vary with temperature, but in the experimental data, the
positions of the dips barely move. (Another problem is
it is hard to produce multiple nearby dips, because the
minima due to two ∆’s will usually combine into one
broad minimum.)

Appendix C: Domain Configurations:
Re-Equilibriate versus Frozen

In this section, we review the physics of whether do-
mains tend to re-equilibriate or to freeze at low temper-
atures [25]. In some familiar examples such as perma-
nent magnets and structural domains, the domains are
frozen at low temperatures, but in others they do not.
Four kinds of “energies” are involved in the competition:
The energy cost localized on domain walls (such as the
exchange energy in ferromagnet), the long range energy
cost between domains (such as the electromagnetic en-
ergy in ferromagnet), the entropy contribution in the free
energy, and the “coercive energy” against moving the do-
main walls. In all cases the local domain wall energy and
the entropy are present, so what distinguish the cases are
the long range energy and the “coercive energy”. What
determines whether domains re-equilibriate or freeze is
whether the “coercive energy” is minor or significant. In
the below we briefly review the different cases.

In the familiar Ising model, there is neither a long
range energy nor a “coercive energy”. Domains easily re-
equilibriate. The magnetization has a finite jump when
B crosses 0 and there is no hysteresis.
In ferromagnets like Fe/Co/Ni, there is the long range

electromagnetic energy between spin domains and no

significant “coercive energy”. Again domains easily re-
equilibriate. But the difference with the Ising model is
that, here the magnetization is “softer”: Even as T → 0,
the magnetization changes continuously (though rapidly)
as B crosses 0, but there is no finite jump. This is because
at large distances, the long range electromagnetic energy
cost, which prefers domains to be small, dominates over
the local domain wall energy, which prefers domains to
be large; hence at B = 0 the magnetization must be 0.

In ferromagnets that can be used as permanant mag-
nets, there is still the long range electromagnetic energy
between spin domains, but the “coercive energy” is signif-
icant, making the magnetization “hard”. These materials
are usually alloy with a lot of disorders, and the energy
costs for spin domain walls to move across certain kinds
of disorders are very high, so that the domains tend to
freeze rather than re-equilibriate, leading to significant
hysteresis. (Among ferromagnetic materials, the coerciv-
ity between different materials can differ by a factor of
107 [25].) The long range electromagnetic energy does
not play a crucial role here, therefore, in other kinds of
highly “coercive” situations such as structural domains
where there is no long range energy involved, the qualita-
tive behavior of frozen domain walls would remain simi-
lar.
For our proposal of competing spin states in α-RuCl3

in 8T < B < 12T, there is no obvious element to produce
a significant coercive effect, therefore it is a reasonable
assumption that the spin states tend to re-equilibriate.
Whether there is a long range energy between the do-
mains would depend on more details of the nature of the
spin states.
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