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We argue that a range of strong metallic electro-optic (EO) effects can be naturally realized
from non-Drude dynamics of free carriers in metals. In particular, in clean metals we identify
skew-scattering and a “Snap” (third-order derivative of velocity) dominating the Pockels and Kerr
EO behavior of metals in the clean limit. Strikingly, we find that both Pockels and Kerr EO in
metals play critical roles in metallic EO phenomena: for instance, metallic Pockels and Kerr EO
effectively compete to produce a field-activated birefringence that is non-reciprocal in applied DC
fields. Similarly, both contribute to sizeable field-induced modulations to transmission and reflection
across a range of frequencies. We find metallic EO effects can be naturally realized in layered 2D
materials such as gapped bilayer graphene producing pronounced values of EO coefficients in the
terahertz – an interesting new metallic platform for terahertz electro-optic modulation.

Electro-optic (EO) effects, where a material’s linear op-
tical properties are manipulated by an applied DC elec-
tric field, play a critical role in modern optical device
components [1–5]. Amongst the most prominent EO ef-
fects are the Pockels and nonlinear Kerr effects that alter
the dynamical conductivity (or equivalently, dielectric re-
sponse) of a material at linear or second-order in applied
DC electric field respectively. These EO effects enable to
modulate the amplitude and polarization of light, deflect
its direction of propagation, and can be used for sen-
sors of intensity and phase, and even for amplification of
light [6–9].

While traditional EO effects focus on interband pro-
cesses [10–14], recent attention has turned to exploiting
nonlinearities in noncentrosymmetric metals at lower fre-
quencies (e.g., terahertz). Unlike insulators, free carriers
in metals make intraband metallic EO possible. For in-
stance, the Berry curvature dipole (BCD) [15] in non-
centrosymmetric metals can mediate a linear EO Pock-
els effect [6, 7, 16–18]. Activated when rotational sym-
metry in 2D noncentrosymmetric metals is broken, this
effect, however, is weak. It often requires highly engi-
neered platforms such as strained flat band materials e.g.,
strained twisted bilayer graphene [7, 19, 20]. Similarly,
while the non Drude-like dynamics of carriers (e.g., aris-
ing from third-order derivative of the velocity) can me-
diate an EO Kerr effect [21], such Kerr effects require
highly dispersive bands – vanishing for linear, parabolic,
and cubic electronic dispersion relations. As a result, pro-
nounced metallic EO effects can be challenging to realize
and control.

Here we find that large metallic EO can be naturally
realized in gapped 2D materials without strain or flat
electronic bands. In particular, we argue that skew-
scattering of carriers in a metal yields a Pockels EO effect
at terahertz frequencies. Different from the BCD-induced
EO effect [6, 7, 16–18], the skew scattering Pockels effect
survives rotational symmetry, yielding large pronounced
values that dominate the metallic EO in clean noncen-
trosymmertic metals. As we will see below, the high mo-

FIG. 1. Metallic Pockels and Kerr coefficients in gapped bi-
layer graphene. (a) Real (red) and imaginary (blue) parts of
the skew-scattering Pockels coefficient P , and real (soild gray)
and imaginary (dashed gray) part of the field-free optical con-
ductivity σ0. (b) Real (red) and imaginary (blue) part of the
“Snap” Kerr coefficients K1 (left axis) and K2 (right axis).
Note that at about ωτ > 1 the real and the imaginary parts
of σ0, P , K1 and K2 all decay with increasing frequency, but
the rate of decay is not the same, as shown in Table. I. Here
we use λ = 1.754×10−1 m/s, vt = 1×105 m/s, ∆ = 50 meV,
the impurity density ni = 1 × 109 cm−2, the impurity po-
tential V0 = 1 × 10−13 eV · cm2 [22] and chemical potential
µ = 65 meV.

bility readily achieved for 2D materials such as gapped
bilayer graphene lead to pronounced EO Pockels effect at
relatively small applied DC electric fields.

Strikingly, beyond the skew-scattering Pockels EO ef-
fect, we find that the high-order dispersions induced in
gapped bilayer graphene also provide a natural venue for
a “Snap” Kerr effect. As we explain, both these skew-
scattering Pockels and “Snap” Kerr EO effects compete
in gapped bilayer graphene to produce a rich range of
metallic EO-induced phenomena such as a field-induced
birefringence that is non-reciprocal in applied DC field
as well as field-modulated transmission and reflectance.
Such 2D metallic EO effects provide a natural and readily
accessible platform to control a full range of electromag-
netic properties at terahertz frequencies.

Mechanisms of the electro-optic effect in metals: We
begin by systematically characterizing the mechanisms
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dependence on τ Reδσ dependence on ω Imδσ dependence on ω

C3v (ω → 0) (ωτ > 1) (ωτ > 1)

σ0 + τ 1
ω2

1
ω

Pockels Effect

Berry curvature dipole (BCD) (antisymmetric) − τ 1 1

Berry curvature dipole (BCD) (non-Hermitian) − τ 1
ω2

1
ω

Skew scattering + τ3 1
ω2

1
ω

Nonlinear Kerr Effect

“Snap” Kerr effect + τ3 1
ω4

1
ω

TABLE I. Symmetry, τ dependence and ω dependence of various sources of the Pockels and the Kerr effects. + means that
the relevant mechanisms are allowed by C3v point group symmetry in a 2D system, while − means they are forbidden. The
antisymmetric part of the BCD Pockels does not depend on ω, shown as 1 in the table.

for metallic EO. The dynamical conductivity, σαβ (ω),
can be modified by an applied DC electric field E,

σαβ (ω) = σ
(0)
αβ (ω) + δσαβ (ω), where σ(0) (ω) is the bare

(field-free) optical conductivity and δσαβ describes the
electro-optic contribution

δσαβ (ω) = PαβγEγ +KαβγδEγEδ +O(E3) (1)

where {α, β, γ} = {x, y, z} indices are Cartesian coordi-
nates. The linear in E part is termed the Pockels effect
(P ), and the quadratic in E part is referred to as the
nonlinear Kerr effect (K). The Pockels effect requires
broken centrosymmetry while the nonlinear Kerr effect
does not.

To analyze various contribution to the electro-optic ef-
fect in metals, we examine the charge current dynamics
in the electronic band of a metal. These can be described
semiclassically as

j(t) = −e
∑
k

[
v(k) + eE(t)/h̄×Ω(k)

]
f(k, t), (2)

where the electron charge is −e < 0, k is the wavevector
of a Bloch electron, and f(k, t) is the electronic distribu-
tion function. Here v(k) = ∂ϵ(k)/h̄∂k is the electronic
group velocity [with electronic dispersion ϵ(k)], Ω(k) is
the Berry curvature, and E(t) = EAC(t) + E is the to-
tal electric field that includes both an oscillating part
EAC(t) = E(0)eiωt + c.c. as well as an applied DC field,
E, that produces the electro-optic effects we unveil.

The distribution function in Eq. (2) can be obtained
by analyzing the spatially uniform Boltzmann equation

∂tf(k, t)− eE(t) · ∂kf(k, t)/h̄ = I{f(k, t)}, (3)

where I{f(k, t)} is the collision integral that can in-
clude both symmetric (with rate wS

kk′) as well as anti-
symmetric (skew) scattering (with rate wA

kk′).
We solve the distribution function iteratively in the

standard perturbative fashion [in powers of E(t)] with the
relaxation time approximation, see SI [23] for a detailed

discussion. For example, in the absence of applied DC
electric fields, E = 0, the bare optical conductivity reads

σ
(0)
αβ (ω) = −e2τω

∑
k

vαvβ
∂f0(k)

∂ϵ
, τω =

τ

1 + iωτ
(4)

where 1/τ =
∑

k w
S
kk′(1− cosθk,k′), f0(k) is the equilib-

rium Fermi distribution, and θk,k′ is the angle between
v(k′) and v(k). Eq. (4) describes the conventional Drude
dynamics characterized by a frequency dependence that
goes as τω.
When a DC electric field E ̸= 0 is applied, we find

the current dynamics in Eq. (2) can change qualitatively
yielding (non-Drude) frequency dependence that departs
from τω. As we will see, these produce EO effects in
Eq. (1). Extracting the optical conductivity from Eq. (2)
and keeping terms up to the quadratic order of the ap-
plied DC electric field, we identify three mechanisms of
EO of non-magnetic metals summarized in Table I (full
details of derivation can be found in the SI [23]).
The Pockels effect has two major origins, Pαβγ =

P
(BCD)
αβγ + P

(skew)
αβγ . The first is the BCD Pockels effect

which arises from combining the anomalous velocity in-
duced by Berry curvature and distribution function with
symmetric scattering [6, 7, 16–18]

P
(BCD)
αβγ =

e3

h̄2
(τωεαγδDβδ + τεαβδDγδ) , (5)

whereDαβ =
∑

k f0 (k) [∂Ωβ/∂kα] is the Berry curvature
dipole (BCD) [15, 24, 25], a quantum geometric quantity.

P
(BCD)
αβγ consists of two parts. The first is non-Hermitian:

it alters energy absorption of the metal and may even
contribute to amplification [6, 7]. In contrast, the other
term in Eq. (5) is purely antisymmetric, i.e., Hall in na-
ture. It does not do any work, and it does not affect en-
ergy absorption. It is, however, insensitive to frequency

and dominates the high frequency response of P
(BCD)
αβγ

producing a gyrotropic Hall effect that rotates the polar-
ization of incident linearly polarized light [16].
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FIG. 2. Field induced birefringence and polarization rotation
induced by metallic EO in gapped bilayer graphene. (a) Po-
larization rotation for transmitted light controlled by in-plane
DC electric field. (inset) The incident light is polarized at an
angle of π/4 to the x axis, and the reflected (green) and the
transmitted (blue) light are in general elliptically-polarized
with major axes rotated by (a) ∆θt and (b) ∆θr, respec-
tively. (b) Polarization rotation for reflected light controlled
by in-plane DC electric field. Both skew-scattering Pockels
EO and “Snap” Kerr EO contribute to the polarization ro-
tation. Their competition leads to polarization rotation that
is non-reciprocal in DC electric field. Note that the linear
region (i.e. dominated by Pockels EO) grows as ωτ increases.
Purple, orange and red curves correspond to ωτ = 1, 2, 5. Bi-
layer graphene parameters same as Fig. 1.

The other Pockels effect, which is one of the main re-
sults of our work, arises from dynamics of the distribution
function induced by skew-scattering:

P
(skew)
αβγ =

e3

h̄2

{
τ3ωS

(1)
αγβ + τωτ

2S
(1)
αβγ + τ2ω (τω + τ)S

(2)
αβγ

}
,

S
(1)
αβγ = − 1

h̄

∑
k

∂ϵ

∂kα

∂

∂kβ

∑
k′

wA
kk′

∂

∂k′γ
f0 (k

′) ,

S
(2)
αβγ = − 1

h̄

∑
k

∂ϵ

∂kα

∑
k′

wA
kk′

∂2

∂k′β∂k
′
γ

f0 (k
′) . (6)

The skew-scattering Pockels effect is a quatum geometric
effect, too, as the skew scattering rate wA

kk′ is related to
the Pancharatnam phase [26]. We note that the antisym-

metric part of P
(skew)
αβγ also contributes to the gyrotropic

Hall effect [16] but vanishes in rotationally symmetric

systems. As we will see below, P
(skew)
αβγ can also be sym-

metric, persisting in rotationally symmetric system, and
provides the dominant Pockels effect in clean metallic
systems.

Lastly, we find the main contribution to the Kerr ef-
fect in clean metals is a “Snap” term that arises from
the non-Drude dynamics of carriers. This arises from the
conventional velocity and high-order electric field induced
changes to the distribution function from symmetric scat-
tering,[

Kγδ
αβ

]
Snap

=
(
τ3ω + τ2ωτ + τωτ

2
)
Jαβγδ,

Jαβγδ = − e4

h̄4

∑
k

∂3ϵ

∂kα∂kβ∂kγ

∂

∂kδ
f0 (k) . (7)

It is not geometric, as it is determined by band disper-

sion only.
[
Kγδ

αβ

]
Snap

gives a symmetric contribution to

the optical conductivity, since Jαβγδ is invariant under
permutation of indices. Importantly, Jαβγδ effectively de-
pends on a “snap” (also called Jounce) [27], a third-order
derivative of the velocity. As a result, it requires bands
to possess high-order dispersions [21]: Jαβγδ vanishes for
linear, parabolic and cubic dispersion relations, rendering
its effects challenging to realize. As we will see below, the
non-parabolic bands of gapped bilayer graphene provides
an ideal venue to activate Jαβγδ.

We note, parenthetically, that apart from the “Snap”,
another mechanism could also contribute to the Kerr
effect: the Berry connection polarizability (BCP) [28].
This contribution can be obtained from Eq. (2) by tak-
ing into account the BCP correction to the velocity and
Berry curvature. However, in clean systems with long re-
laxation time τ , the Snap Kerr effect readily dominates
over it. As a result, here we will focus on Snap contribu-
tions.

These EO mechanisms have different dependences on
relaxation time and frequency, summarized in Table I.
For instance, at low frequencies, the BCD Pockels con-
tribution is proportional to τ , while the skew-scattering
Pockels and the “Snap” Kerr are proportional to τ3. This
renders skew-scattering Pockels and “Snap” Kerr effects
the dominant EO effects in clean metals. Interestingly, as
ω increases, the real part of the skew-scattering Pockels
and the “Snap” Kerr effects scale as 1

ω2 and 1
ω4 at ωτ > 1

respectively; their imaginary parts scale in the same way.
As a result, as we will see below, skew-scattering Pockels
effects play a dominant role at high frequencies.

The electro-optic effect in gapped bilayer graphene: To
illustrate the intraband metallic EO, we examine gapped
bilayer graphene that can be described via the effective
Hamiltonian [22]:

Hs (k) =
{
sh̄vtkx − h̄λ

(
k2x − k2y

)}
σx

+ (h̄vtky + 2sh̄λkxky)σy +∆σz, (8)

where s = ±1 represents valley degree of freedom, λ
characterizes the quadratic band dispersion, vt describes
trigonal warping, ∆ is the half gap, and σ matrices cor-
respond to the sublattice degree of freedom. In what
follows, we will focus on the clean limit readily realized
in gapped bilayer graphene with relaxation time τ ≈ 1 ps.

Gapped bilayer graphene possesses a C3v point group
symmetry with one mirror plane along the y-axis so
that Hs (k) is invariant under kx ↔ −kx and s ↔ −s.
C3v zeros the BCD [15] while allowing symmetric skew-
scattering Pockels and “Snap” Kerr effects to survive.
C3v also ensures that the field-free optical conductivity
σ(0) (ω) is isotropic. We find the EO contribution to the
optical conductvitiy tensor, δσ(ω), is symmetric and is
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described by

δσ =

(
PEy +K1E

2
x +K2E

2
y PEx +∆KExEy

PEx +∆KExEy −PEy +K1E
2
y +K2E

2
x

)
,

(9)
where the Pockels and the Kerr tensors in Eq. (1), Pαβγ

and Kαβγδ, are reduced to three numbers: P for Pockels,
and K1 and K2 for Kerr, with ∆K = (K1 −K2). In-
terestingly, we note that C3v symmetry dictates that the
“Snap” Kerr contribution K1 = 3K2.

Using Eqs. (6) and (7) and the Hamiltonian in Eq. (8),
we find pronounced intraband EO coefficients character-
ized by P and K coefficients in Fig. 1. Indeed, small
applied DC E ∼ 0.02V/µm readily produce EO δσ of
order 10 % of the field-free bare conductivity σ0(ω) [gray
curves]. As expected, ReK rapidly decreases for large
frequencies allowing ReP to dominate the real part (re-
sponsible for absorptive effects) of EO for ωτ > 1. In
contrast, both ImK and ImP decay as 1/ω at large fre-
quencies; given the large intrinsic values of ImK, the
Kerr effect readily dominates the imaginary part of EO
for modest values of applied E. As a result, as we will
see below, the interplay of both Pockels and Kerr effects
are critical in describing EO related phenomena such as
field-induced birefringence and field-tunable reflectance
and transmission.

The pronounced intraband EO coefficients enable to
modulate the optical properties of the Fermi surface. To
see this, we first examine the reflectance and transmission
tensors r̄ and t̄ linking the incident (Ei), the reflected (Er)

and the transmitted (Et) electric fields as
(
Er
x, Er

y

)T
=

r̄
(
E i
x, E i

y

)T
and

(
Et
x, Et

y

)T
= t̄

(
E i
x, E i

y

)T
. We solve for r̄

and t̄ across a thin film via the standard electromagnetic
boundary conditions, see SI [23].

We first note that the bare field-free conductivity is
isotropic. However, an applied E breaks this isotropy
manifesting a field-induced birefringence yielding a polar-
ization rotation for an initially linearly polarized beam.
As an illustration, we consider applied E along the y-
axis and incident light with a polarization aligned π/4
away from the y-axis. We find the intraband EO effects
in Eq. (9) produce a polarization rotation for both trans-
mitted and reflected beams, see Fig. 2. Interestingly, even
as the incident light is linearly polarized, both transmit-
ted and reflected beams are elliptically polarized. This
is because P , K1 and K2 in general are not in-phase. As
a result, for incident beams not along principal axes, δσ
cannot be diagonalized through unitary transformations.

The field-induced polarization rotation shown in Fig. 2
is non-monotonic as a function of E and is non-reciprocal:
i.e., polarization rotation is distinct for +E vs −E. This
behavior arises from a competition of both Kerr and
Pockels effects (even vs odd in E) yielding a displaced
dome/valley-like behavior for the polarization rotation
that shifts with frequency. The region of applied Ey

FIG. 3. Metallic EO effect modulated transmission and re-
flectance in gapped bilayer graphene. (a) EO modulation of
the transmittance and reflectance at Ey = −0.01 V/µm as
a percentage of the field-free transmittance (blue, ∆T/T0)
and reflectance (green, ∆R/R0). The bars show the rela-
tive contributions of ∆T/T0 or ∆R/R0 contributed by skew-
scattering Pockels (orange) and “Snap” Kerr (black) at fre-
quencies highlighted by circles, ωτ = 1 and 5. (b) ∆T/T0

(blue, bottom panel) and ∆R/R0 (green, top panel) as a func-
tion of applied DC electric field Ey at ωτ = 5. Both curves
have a linear behavior at small Ey indicating Pockels dom-
inance (areas in orange) and deviating from linear trend at
higher Ey as the Kerr effect kicks in. The other parameters
are the same as in Fig. 1.

where Pockels EO dominates also increases in agreement
with the ω dependence of P and K discussed above.

We can also track the intraband EO effect by examin-
ing how the intensity of transmitted and reflected light
can be modulated by the applied E through an EO in-
duced differential transmittance and reflectance, plotted
in Fig. 3. Here ∆T (∆R) = Ttotal(Rtotal)− T0(R0) where
the subscript 0 denotes the bare transmitted/reflected
intensity. In the same fashion as in the polarization ro-
tation, both Pockels and Kerr effects contribute to the
EO induced differential transmittance and reflectance
(see bar insets for comparison of relative magnitude).
However, their contributions are differentiated for re-
flectance and transmittance. At high frequencies, both
Pockels and Kerr effects play comparable roles in the re-
flectance; in contrast, the Pockels effect dominates the
transmittance (Fig. 3a). Indeed, the range of E values
where Pockels effects dominates are distinct for trans-
mittance and reflectance (Fig. 3b); Pockels dominates
for a larger range of E values for transmittance, while
reflectance very quickly enters into a Kerr dominated
regime. Strikingly, we find EO induced changes can be
sizeable reaching ratios of order 10% even for modest
fields of E = 0.05V/µm (Fig. 3b).

The scattering processes in a metal can lead to size-
able and a varied set of intraband EO effects, including
the skew-scattering Pockels effect and “Snap” Kerr ef-
fect that dominate the clean limit. Different from EO
effects in insulators, intraband EO effects operate at
low frequencies, with a characteristic scale ω ∼ 1/τ ;
for clean materials such as gapped bilayer graphene,
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τ ∼ 1 ps yielding characteristic operating frequencies in
the terahertz. While we have focussed on gapped bilayer
graphene (with sizeable EO effects), we anticipate the
intraband EO effects that are enhanced at long scatter-
ing times discussed here readily apply to a wide range of
materials. These mechanisms may add to and augment a
growing class of opto-electronic devices that rely on EO
effects of the Fermi surface [6, 7, 16–18].
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2018-T3-1-002.
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Supplemental Information for “Skew-scattering Pockels effect and metallic
electro-optics in gapped bilayer graphene”

The electro-optic effect and the Boltzmann equation

Here we review the standard derivation of nonlinear responses up to third order with the Boltzmann equation,
including both the symmetric scattering and the antisymmetric skew scattering in order to get the coefficients for the
electro-optic effect. We begin with the Boltzmann equation for a spatially homogeneous system [29–31],

∂

∂t
f (k, t)− e

h̄
E (t) · ∂kf (k, t) = I{f (k, t)}, (S1)

where E(t) = EAC(t)+E is the total electric field including an oscillating part EAC(t) = E(0)eiωt+c.c. and an applied
DC field E, and I{f (k, t)} is the collision integral [29–31],

I{f (k, t)} = −
∑
k′

{(
wS

k′k + wA
k′k

)
f (k, t)−

(
wS

kk′ + wA
kk′

)
f (k′, t)

}
, (S2)

with wS
kk′ and wA

kk′ for symmetric and anti-symmetric scattering rate, respectively. The collision integral above will
be simplified with conservation of probabilities

∑
k′ wA

k′k = 0 [16, 22] in the following.
To study both the Pockels and the Kerr effect, we need to solve the equation up to the third order of electric field.

We solve Eq. (S1) perturbatively with the following ansatz [22]

f (k, t) = f0 (k) +
∑
ℓ,m

f
(m)
ℓ (k, t) , f

(m)
ℓ (k, t) =

∑
ν

f
(m)
ν,ℓ (k, t) , (S3)

where f0 (k) is the distribution function at equilibrium, ν is the frequency of the corresponding component of the
distribution function, ℓ is the order of the electric field, and m is the order of anti-symmetric scattering wA

kk′ . For

example, f
(0)
0,1 (k, t) is the purely symmetrically scattered distribution function up to first order of electric field of 0

frequency (DC component).
In the perturbative fashion, we can decompose the Boltzmann equation in Eq. (S1) in orders of ν, ℓ and m. We

first try to solve the equation at the first order of E, i.e., ℓ = 1. The symmetric scattering part (m = 0) reads

∂

∂t
f
(0)
1 (k, t)− e

h̄
E (t) · ∂kf0 (k) = −

∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
1 (k, t)− f

(0)
1 (k′, t)

)
, (S4)

while the anti-symmetric (skew) scattering part follows

∂

∂t
f
(1)
1 (k, t) = −

∑
k′

{
wS

k′k

(
f
(1)
1 (k, t)− f

(1)
1 (k′, t)

)
− wA

kk′f
(0)
1 (k′, t)

}
. (S5)

Components of different frequencies can be separated in a straightforward way. For example, we can break Eq. (S4)
into the following equations,

∂

∂t
f
(0)
ω,1 (k, t)−

e

h̄
E(0)eiωt · ∂kf0 (k) = −

∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
ω,1 (k, t)− f

(0)
ω,1 (k

′, t)
)
, (S6)

∂

∂t
f
(0)
0,1 (k, t)−

e

h̄
E · ∂kf0 (k) = −

∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
0,1 (k, t)− f

(0)
0,1 (k

′, t)
)
, (S7)

∂

∂t
f
(0)
−ω,1 (k, t)−

e

h̄
E(0)∗e−iωt · ∂kf0 (k) = −

∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
−ω,1 (k, t)− f

(0)
−ω,1 (k

′, t)
)
. (S8)

To solve for the distribution functions, we take the relaxation time approximation [16, 22, 29–31],∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(m)
ν,ℓ (k, t)− f

(m)
ν,ℓ (k′, t)

)
=

1

τ
f
(m)
ν,ℓ (k, t) ,

1

τ
= ⟨
∑
k′

wS
k′k (1− cos θvv′)⟩, (S9)
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where θvv′ is the angle between v (k) and v (k′), and ⟨...⟩ indicates taking average on the energy contour. We thereby
take the single relaxation time approximation where all components of the distribution function share a single τ and
the constant relaxation time approximation in which τ is momentum-independent [16]. In the following, we use the
short-hand notation τω = τ

1+iωτ .
With the relaxation time approximation introduced above, we have

f
(0)
ω,1 (k, t) =

e

h̄
eiωtτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k) , f

(0)
0,1 (k, t) =

e

h̄
τE · ∂kf0 (k) , f

(0)
−ω,1 (k, t) =

(
f
(0)
ω,1 (k, t)

)∗
. (S10)

Similarly, for ℓ = 2, we have

∂

∂t
f
(0)
2 (k, t)− e

h̄
E (t) · ∂kf (0)

1 (k, t) = −
∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
2 (k, t)− f

(0)
2 (k′, t)

)
, (S11)

∂

∂t
f
(1)
2 (k, t)− e

h̄
E (t) · ∂kf (1)

1 (k, t) = −
∑
k′

{
wS

k′k

(
f
(1)
2 (k, t)− f

(1)
2 (k′, t)

)
− wA

kk′f
(0)
2 (k′, t)

}
. (S12)

Following the same procedure, break up the equation for different frequencies and take the relaxation time approxi-
mation, for symmetric scattering we can get

f
(0)
2ω,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
e2iωtτ2ωE(0) · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k) , (S13)

f
(0)
ω,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
eiωtτω

{
E(0) · ∂kτE · ∂kf0 (k) +E · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k)

}
, (S14)

f
(0)
0,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
τ

{
E(0) · ∂kτ−ωE(0)∗ · ∂kf0 (k) +E · ∂kτE · ∂kf0 (k) + E(0)∗ · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k)

}
. (S15)

and for antisymmetric skew scattering we have

f
(1)
2ω,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
e2iωtτ2ω

{
E(0) · ∂kτω

∑
k′

wA
kk′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +
∑
k′

wA
kk′τ2ωE(0) · ∂k′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k

′)

}
, (S16)

f
(1)
ω,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
eiωtτω

{
E(0) · ∂kτ

∑
k′

wA
kk′τE · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +E · ∂kτω
∑
k′

wA
kk′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k

′)

+
∑
k′

wA
kk′τω

[
E(0) · ∂k′τE · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +E · ∂k′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k
′)
]}

, (S17)

f
(1)
0,2 (k, t) =

e2

h̄2
τ

{
E(0) · ∂kτ−ω

∑
k′

wA
kk′τ−ωE(0)∗ · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +E · ∂kτ
∑
k′

wA
kk′τE · ∂k′f0 (k

′)

+ E(0)∗ · ∂kτω
∑
k′

wA
kk′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +
∑
k′

wA
kk′τE(0) · ∂k′τ−ωE(0)∗ · ∂k′f0 (k

′)

+
∑
k′

wA
kk′τE · ∂k′τE · ∂k′f0 (k

′) +
∑
k′

wA
kk′τE(0)∗ · ∂k′τωE(0) · ∂k′f0 (k

′)

}
. (S18)

The above distribution functions (for ℓ = 1 and ℓ = 2) contribute to the Pockels effect. We now examine distribution
functions for ℓ = 3. These will contribute to the Kerr effect discussed in the main text. In so doing, we will focus
on symmetric scattering m = 0, as the antisymmetric skew scattering contribution is disallowed by time-reversal
symmetry,

∂

∂t
f
(0)
3 (k, t)− e

h̄
E (t) · ∂kf (0)

2 (k, t) = −
∑
k′

wS
k′k

(
f
(0)
3 (k, t)− f

(0)
3 (k′, t)

)
, (S19)

and the distribution function is solved in the same way,

f
(0)
ω,3 (k, t) =

e3

h̄3
eiωtτω

{
E(0) · ∂kτ

(
E(0) · ∂kτ−ωE(0)∗ · ∂kf0 (k) +E · ∂kτE · ∂kf0 (k) + E(0)∗ · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k)

)
+E · ∂kτω

(
E(0) · ∂kτE · ∂kf0 (k) +E · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k)

)
+ E(0)∗ · ∂kτ2ωE(0) · ∂kτωE(0) · ∂kf0 (k)

}
.

(S20)
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For the electro-optic effect, we focus on the electric current of frequency ω, j (t) = jωeiωt+c.c., where jωα = σαβE(0)
β .

The conductivity σαβ is the sum of a field-free part σ(0) (ω) and the electro-optic contribution δσαβ , σαβ (ω) =

σ
(0)
αβ (ω) + δσαβ (ω). δσαβ can be expressed with the Pockels and the Kerr coefficients Pαβγ and Kαβγδ,

δσαβ (ω) = PαβγEγ +KαβγδEγEδ +O(E3). (S21)

In order to extract the coefficients Pαβγ and Kαβγδ, we evaluate the current in the semiclassical picture,

j(t) = −e
∑
k

{
1

h̄
∇kε+

e

h̄
E(0) (t)×Ω

}
f(k, t), (S22)

where Ω is Berry curvature. We assume the oscillating part of the electric field is much weaker than the DC field,
|E(0)| ≪ |E|, so that the AC Kerr effect can be ignored. Therefore, third-order terms proportional to E(0)E(0)∗E(0)

are dropped.

First, the bare conductivity σ
(0)
αβ can be obtained from the field-free current jω,1(t) = −e

∑
k

1
h̄∇kεf

(0)
ω,1(k, t),

σ
(0)
αβ = − e2

h̄2

∑
k

∂ε

∂kα
τω

∂

∂kβ
f0 (k) . (S23)

The Pockels coefficient contains a BCD part and a skew-scattering part, Pαβγ = P
(BCD)
αβγ +P

(skew)
αβγ . The BCD Pockels

comes from the combination of the anomalous velocity induced by Berry curvature and distribution function with

symmetric scattering, jω,2,BCD(t) = − e2

h̄ eiωt
∑

k E
(0) ×Ωf

(0)
0,1 (k, t)− e2

h̄

∑
k E×Ωf

(0)
ω,1(k, t). The coefficient reads

P
(BCD)
αβγ =

e3

h̄2
(τωεαγδDβδ + τεαβδDγδ) , (S24)

where Dαβ =
∑

k f0 (k) [∂Ωβ/∂kα] is the Berry curvature dipole (BCD) [15, 24, 25]. The other Pockels contribution,
the skew-scattering one, comes from the group velocity and the skew-scattering distribution function, jω,2,skew(t) =

− e
h̄

∑
k ∇kεf

(1)
ω,2(k, t). The coefficient satisfies

P
(skew)
αβγ =

e3

h̄2

{
τ3ωS

(1)
αγβ + τωτ

2S
(1)
αβγ + τ2ω (τω + τ)S

(2)
αβγ

}
, (S25)

S
(1)
αβγ = − 1

h̄

∑
k

∂ϵ

∂kα

∂

∂kβ

∑
k′

wA
kk′

∂

∂k′γ
f0 (k

′) , (S26)

S
(2)
αβγ = − 1

h̄

∑
k

∂ϵ

∂kα

∑
k′

wA
kk′

∂2

∂k′β∂k
′
γ

f0 (k
′) . (S27)

The “Snap” contributions to the Kerr effect can be obtained by combining the group velocity with distribution

function calculated with symmetric scattering, jω,3,Snap(t) = − e
h̄

∑
k ∇kεf

(0)
ω,3(k, t),[

Kγδ
αβ

]
Snap

=
(
τ3ω + τ2ωτ + τωτ

2
)
Jαβγδ, (S28)

Jαβγδ = − e4

h̄4

∑
k

∂ϵ

∂kα

∂3

∂kβ∂kγ∂kδ
f0 (k) . (S29)

We note that there can an additional contribution to the Kerr effect that originates from Berry connection polarizability
corrections to the velocity. In clean metals, Snap Kerr effects can readily dominate over BCP. In our work, we focus
on the Snap contributions.

The reflection and transmission matrices

Let us consider the electro-optic effect in a 2D thin film modelled as an conducting interface on x − y plane with
incident light as plane wave propagating along z direction, i.e., normal incidence. As shown in Fig. S1, we denote the
complex amplitude of the incident, the reflected and the transmitted electric field as Ei, Er and Et, respectively, and
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FIG. S1. Schematic of a 2D thin film (the red line in the middle) with the incident and the reflected electric (magnetic) field
Ei (Hi) and Er (Hr) on side 1 and the transmitted electric (magnetic) field Et (Ht) on side 2.

those of the corresponding magnetic field as Hi, Hr and Ht. We number the side with the incident and the reflected
as 1, and the other side with the transmitted as 2, and we can write the electric field and the magnetic field on the
two sides as

E1 (z) = ei(kz−ωt)Ei + ei(−kz−ωt)Er = ei(kz−ωt)

(
E i
x

E i
y

)
+ ei(−kz−ωt)

(
Er
x

Er
y

)
, (S30)

E2 (z) = ei(kz−ωt)Et = ei(kz−ωt)

(
Et
x

Et
y

)
, (S31)

H1 (z) = ei(kz−ωt)Hi + ei(−kz−ωt)Hr = ei(kz−ωt)

(
Hi

x

Hi
y

)
+ ei(−kz−ωt)

(
Hr

x

Hr
y

)
, (S32)

H2 (z) = ei(kz−ωt)Ht = ei(kz−ωt)

(
Ht

x

Ht
y

)
, (S33)

For simplicity, we assume that the current is only on the 2D interface and that the current-less space is homogeneous.
Ei, Er, Et, Hi, Hr and Ht are linked by the Maxwell equations in the current-less space, ∇× E = −∂B

∂t = −µ0
∂H
∂t ,

∇×H = ∂D
∂t = ϵ0

∂E
∂t , where we also assume that the 2D material lies in vacuum. Therefore,

Hi = − i

Z0
τyEi, Hr =

i

Z0
τyEr, Ht = − i

Z0
τyEt, (S34)

where τy is one of the Pauli matrices. Further, E1, E2, H1 and H2 are constrained by the boundary conditions
for electromagnetic field, the tangential component of the electric field being continuous across the interface, and
ẑ×

(
H2 (0)−H1 (0)

)
= j.

The reflected and the transmitted electric field Er and Et can be expressed with the reflectance and transmittance
tensors, r̄ and t̄ as Er = r̄E i and Et = t̄E i, where

r̄ =
1

Y

(
−2Z−1

0 σxx + σ2
xy − σxxσyy −2Z−1

0 σxy

−2Z−1
0 σxy −2Z−1

0 σyy + σ2
xy − σxxσyy

)
, (S35)

t̄ =
2

Y

(
2Z−2

0 + Z−1
0 σyy −Z−1

0 σxy

−Z−1
0 σxy 2Z−2

0 + Z−1
0 σxx

)
, (S36)

where Y = (2ϵ0c+ σxx) (2ϵ0c+ σyy)− σ2
xy, and Z0 = (ϵ0c)

−1
is the vacuum impedance.


	Skew-scattering Pockels effect and metallic electro-optics in gapped bilayer graphene
	Abstract
	References
	The electro-optic effect and the Boltzmann equation
	The reflection and transmission matrices



