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Abstract 

Metal-halide perovskites (MHPs) emerged as a family of novel semiconductors with 

outstanding optoelectronic properties for applications in photovoltaics and light emission. 

Recently, they also attract interest as promising candidates for spintronics. In materials 

lacking inversion symmetry, spin-orbit coupling (SOC) leads to the Rashba-Dresselhaus 

effect, offering a pathway for spin current control. Therefore, inversion symmetry breaking in 

MHPs, which are characterized by strong SOC, has crucial implications. Yet, in complex low-

dimensional hybrid organic-inorganic perovskites (HOIPs), the presence of and structural 
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contributions to inversion symmetry breaking remain elusive. Here, employing intense THz 

fields, we coherently drive lattice dynamics carrying spectroscopic fingerprints of inversion 

symmetry breaking in Ruddlesden-Popper (PEA)2(MA)n-1PbnI3n+1 perovskites, which are 

globally assigned to a centrosymmetric space group. We demonstrate coherent control by 

THz pulses over specific phonons, which we assign to either purely inorganic or highly 

anharmonic hybrid cage-ligand vibrations. By developing a general polarization analysis for 

THz-driven phonons, we pinpoint linear and nonlinear driving mechanisms. From this, we 

identify simultaneous IR- and Raman-activity of inorganic cage modes below 1.5 THz, 

indicating mode-selective inversion symmetry breaking. By exploring the driving pathways of 

these coherent phonons, we lay the groundwork for simultaneous ultrafast control of 

optoelectronic and spintronic properties in 2D HOIPs. 

 

1. Introduction 

Metal halide perovskites (MHPs) have emerged over the past decade as novel semiconductors with 

exceptional photophysical properties, suitable for various optoelectronic applications, including 

photovoltaics and light emission.[1] Low-dimensional, hybrid organic-inorganic perovskites (HOIPs) 

offer enhanced stability compared to their 3D counterparts and vast structural tunability achieved via 

easy, solution-based synthesis.[2] Among them, layered 2D perovskites are promising candidates for 

light emitting diodes, lasers and photodetectors.[3] The remarkable properties of such low-dimensional 

HOIP compounds are largely influenced by electronic confinement of the charge carriers in the 

inorganic sublattice[4] as well as the significant coupling of the electronic and spin degrees of freedom 

to the vibrational excitations of the soft,[5] anharmonic,[6] highly polarizable[7] and dynamically 

disordered[8,9] lattice. Lowered dimensionality is reported to enhance the coherent lattice dynamics in 

HOIPs,[10] modify the phonon spectrum[11–13] and alter charge carrier-phonon coupling,[14] but the exact 

underlying mechanisms remain underexplored. 

In addition, MHPs are recently intensely investigated as a new promising platform for spintronic 

applications.[15,16] In conjunction with a strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC) originating from the heavy 

metal atoms, lack of inversion symmetry in MHPs leads to the emergence of the Rashba-Dresselhaus 

effect:[17,18] a splitting of the electronic bands in momentum space, leading to an indirect bandgap and 

lifting of the spin degeneracy even in the absence of an external magnetic field. This makes inversion-

symmetry-broken MHPs highly interesting for spin-charge conversion and spin-dependent charge 

transport applications. Beyond spintronics, inversion symmetry breaking also underlies phenomena 

such as ferroelectricity[19] or even-order optical nonlinearities.[20] 

While the presence of inversion symmetry breaking in perovskite materials has far-reaching 

consequences, its exact nature in MHP materials often remains elusive and its presence and 
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magnitude are debated.[21] Rashba-Dresselhaus splitting as a result of broken inversion symmetry 

has been reported in 2D layered Ruddlesden-Popper perovskites,[22–25] but the exact nature and 

conditions for the emergence of this effect remain debated. Significant research effort has recently 

been directed towards the chemical engineering of MHP materials with globally chiral structures, 

which would allow for controlling spin populations thanks to their chiroptical activity and exploring the 

chiral-induced spin selectivity (CISS) effect.[26] However, it has also been suggested that nontrivial, 

local inversion symmetry breaking can occur in HOIPs even in the absence of the breaking of global 

central symmetry,[27,28] leading to the emergence of the Rashba effect even in nominally 

centrosymmetric crystals.[29] The presence and origin of such intrinsic ‘globally hidden’ symmetry 

breaking in HOIPs remain controversial[30] and difficult to prove, especially in structurally complex, 

low-dimensional hybrid compounds, highlighting the need for more detailed studies and new 

experimental approaches. Especially, while most common characterization methods provide 

information about static material symmetries, the potential of time-resolved methods to study the 

dynamic character of the symmetry breaking at ultrafast timescales has not yet been fully explored. 

The analysis of optical signatures of phonon modes in crystalline materials offers sensitive insights 

into underlying lattice symmetries, which dictate the selection rules for vibrational excitations’ 

interactions with light. Strong phonon-charge carrier coupling governs many of the MHP’s remarkable 

optoelectronic properties, including surprising defect tolerance[31] and polaronic effects.[32] Vibrational 

modes could also mediate dynamic inversion symmetry breaking and lead to the emergence of a 

local, dynamical Rashba effect, as previously suggested for MAPbI3.[33,34] Coherently driven phonons 

are therefore excellent handles for low-energy ultrafast material control, complementary to structural 

and chemical engineering, as recently demonstrated in 3D[7] and 2D[10] MHPs. 

In this work, we therefore use intense THz fields to drive coherent vibrational modes in a family of 

layered 2D HOIP compounds with varying degrees of out-of-plane confinement (see Figure 1a). The 

increased structural ordering, enhanced by large aromatic PEA+ ligands, and the high quality of our 

phase-pure single crystal samples enable us to drive room temperature coherent lattice dynamics in 

Ruddlesden-Popper perovskite (RPP) compounds with n=1, 2, up to 3 inorganic metal-halide 

octahedral layers. This contrast to a previous study on a 2D perovskite system with short alkyl chain 

butylammonium ligands,[10] where clear coherent dynamics was only observed in the n=1 compound, 

highlighting the crucial role of specific ligand molecules and the interplay of the organic and inorganic 

sublattice, dictated by hydrogen bonding, steric effects, and electrostatic interactions.[35] Through a 

systematic study of THz-induced transient birefringence, we trace the evolution of lattice dynamics as 

a function of the number of the inorganic layers n, identifying a vibrational mode likely specific to the 

organic-inorganic sublattice interface. Our comprehensive analysis of mode symmetries and driving 

mechanisms identifies a globally hidden inversion symmetry breaking, evidenced by the simultaneous 

Raman and IR activity[36] of specific inorganic layer phonons. We demonstrate how tailoring excitation 
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polarization conditions allows the selective targeting of specific vibrational modes, leveraging 

symmetry properties for ultrafast lattice-based material control. 

2. Results 

Here, we employ intense single-cycle THz pump pulses with peak fields of ~1 MV/cm (see Methods) 

and collinearly propagating 800 nm probe pulses, linearly polarized at 45° with respect to the THz, to 

stroboscopically sample the dynamics of the THz-induced birefringence [7,37] (see Figure 1b). The 

signal field is emitted in a wave mixing process by the nonlinear polarization induced via THz and 

visible/NIR field interactions.[7] The polarization component of the signal field perpendicular to the 

probe field is detected in a balanced detection scheme (see Figure 1b and Supplementary 

Information, S17 and S18). The anisotropic signal generation in this nonlinear process can effectively 

be described as a rotation of the probe polarization by the angle � due to transient changes of the 

refractive index (see Figure 1b). The probe photon energy is below the band gap of all the 

investigated samples, allowing us to investigate lattice dynamics in the unperturbed electronic ground 

state. With this method, we investigate single-crystal samples of lead iodide compounds from the 

family of layered Ruddlesden-Popper perovskites (RPPs) (PEA)2MAn-1PbnI3n+1 (see Figure 1a, 

Methods, and Supporting Information, S1), where phenethylammonium cations (PEA+) form the 

spacer bilayers and methylammonium cations (MA+) are incorporated in the 12-fold coordination in 

between the octahedra in the inorganic sublattice for n=2, 3.  

 

First, we measure the THz pump-induced transient birefringence for the n=1 sample at room 

temperature, varying the azimuthal crystal orientation in the plane perpendicular to the natural 

cleavage plane (�=0° azimuthal angle is defined as the long macroscopic crystal edge being parallel 

to the THz polarization, see inset Figure 1c). Both beams are incident normal to the sample surface, 

which corresponds to the 2D perovskite layer plane. Figure 1c shows the transient birefringence signal 

in (PEA)2PbI4 consisting of an instantaneous electronic response, which follows the square of the THz 

electric field, and a longer-lived oscillatory component. The THz-induced Kerr effect[37] (TKE) nature 

of the instantaneous signal is confirmed by the quadratic dependence of the instantaneous response 

peak at pump-probe delay 	 = 0 on the THz electric field (see Figure 1d). Furthermore, its amplitude 

shows a clear four-fold anisotropy (Supporting Information, S7), consistent with the four-fold pattern 

observed for visible-range nonlinear susceptibility in (PEA)2PbI4.[38] Based on this strong 

instantaneous nonlinear response, a nonlinear THz refractive index can be estimated as �� ≈ 1.4 ∙10���cm2/W (lower limit, see Supporting Information, S5). This value is higher than for the related 

3D compound MAPbBr3 and several orders of magnitude higher than for many typical materials for 

nonlinear THz photonics.[7] This finding complements previous reports of very high optical 

nonlinearities of 2D perovskites in the visible frequency range.[39,40]  
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We assign the oscillatory part of the signal at longer times to coherent Raman-active phonon 

signatures which decay over the course of several picoseconds.[10] The Fourier transform (FT) of this 

oscillatory signal (calculated for 	 > 1.5 ps, Figure 1e) reveals multiple peaks in the 0.5–3 THz range, 

within the spectral bandwidth of the pump THz field and its nonlinear sum- and difference-frequency 

driving forces.[41] This strongly contrasts with the single low-frequency mode dominating the transient 

birefringence response of 3D MAPbBr3,[7] which only becomes apparent at cryogenic temperatures 

due to strong phonon damping. Notably, a previous TKE study on 2D perovskites with butylammonium 

ligands revealed only a single vibrational mode at around 1.8 THz.[10] The larger number of Raman-

active modes observed by us is likely due to the lower, triclinic crystal symmetry of (PEA)2PbI4 (�1���� 

space group[29,42]). The long-lived room temperature vibrational lattice coherence in our investigated 

2D compound, significantly enhanced compared to the 3D MHPs, enables systematic studies of the 

phonon-modulated anisotropic transient birefringence response as a function of the sample azimuthal 

angle �. The coherence decay times of the most prominent modes, marked by the triangles in Figure 

1e), are 3.5 ps, 1.5 ps, and 2 ps for the 0.9 THz, 1.7 THz, and 2.9 THz modes, respectively. These 

timescales agree with the estimated 2.4 ps decay time of the single 1.8 THz phonon mode observed 

in (BA)2PbI4 (Ref.[10]). Comparing the coherent phonon signals from several crystals of significantly 

different thicknesses allowed us to carefully exclude propagation effects as the origin of the long-lived 

oscillatory signals[7,43] (see Supporting Information, S2) and confirm their assignment as vibrational 

lattice modes. 
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Figure 1 a) Schematic structure of Ruddlesden-Popper PEA+-based perovskites. b) Schematic of the 
experimental configuration. The azimuthal angle-dependent signal ���) is proportional to ���� , the signal field 
component polarized perpendicular to the initial probe polarization. c) RT transient birefringence traces for the 
n=1 sample for two different azimuthal crystal orientations. The instantaneous response approximately follows 
the square of the THz electric field measured by electro-optic sampling (shaded, grey). The enlarged traces 
show the oscillatory signal contribution. Inset: optical microscope image of the sample with the dashed line 
marking the long flake edge. d) Instantaneous response peak amplitude as a function of THz electric field for 
different sample orientations and corresponding quadratic fits. e) FTs of the oscillatory signal in panel c with 
dominant peaks marked, spectrum of the THz field (shaded grey) and the spectral profile of the difference- 
(orange) and sum- frequency (blue) nonlinear driving force. 
 

Based on previous theoretical and Raman spectroscopy studies, we assign the low-frequency 0.9, 

1.4 and 1.7 THz modes predominantly to vibrations of the PbI cage.[44,45] In 2D HOIPs, modes in this 

frequency range have been previously identified as tilts and rotations of the octahedral cages[44–46] 

(~0.8 THz), predominantly in-plane[44] metal-halide bond bending and stretching (1.3-1.7 THz)[44,46–48] 

as well as rattling and torsional modes of both the large ligand molecules and the smaller organic 

cations inside the inorganic cage (0.8 and 1.7 THz) .[48,49] The 1.7 THz mode is close in frequency to 

the single dominating 1.8 THz Raman-active phonon in (BA)2PbBr4 assigned to the inorganic cage.[10] 

The relative shift in frequency between the two compounds is attributed to the larger mass of the 

iodide compared to bromide ions. Driving these low-frequency metal halide cage modes is key to 

ultrafast control of RPP optoelectronic properties, as they are known to  strongly modulate the 

electronic structure of (PEA)2PbI4 and related compounds.[50,51] The mode around 2.9 THz in 2D 

HOIPs has previously been assigned to either out-of-plane metal-halide stretching[46] or a hybrid 
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vibration involving the organic ligand cation.[47] In contrast, we did not observe this mode in 3D 

MAPbBr3,[7] and only a very short-lived 2.9 THz vibration was reported in MAPbI3 in a recent THz-

driven broadband optical spectroscopy study,[52] therefore the prominence of this phonon appears to 

be characteristic to our 2D system. Given the evidence of enhanced lattice coherence times in the 

n=1 PEA+-based RPPs compared to 3D HOIP compounds and the appearance of multiple previously 

unreported vibrational modes, we next investigate the dependence of the lattice dynamics on the 

degree of confinement by comparison with n = 2, 3 samples. 

 

Transient birefringence measurements at the room temperature are compared in Figure 2a for n = 1, 

2 and 3 for crystal edge orientation at 45° to the THz polarization direction (see also Supporting 

Information, Fig. S1). Here, we witness clear coherent phonon signatures for n = 2, 3, in contrast to 

previously investigated butylammonium/methylammonium (BA/MA)-based RPP compounds, which 

only displayed coherent dynamics for n=1.[10] We attribute this difference to a higher structural 

ordering imposed by the bulky, stiff PEA+ cations which can undergo � − � stacking.[53] Figure 2b 

shows the corresponding FT amplitude spectra of the oscillatory signals (for 	 > 1.5 ps), for two crystal 

orientations � = 0° and � = 45°. Coherent phonon dynamics in pure PEA+ ligand-halide salt crystals 

(see Supporting Information, S15) significantly differ from those in the perovskite crystals, 

confirming the observed lattice dynamics in RPPs as an emergent property of the entire organic-

inorganic structure.[48]  

 

As shown in Figure 2b, we observe a clear amplitude decrease of the 2.9 THz mode relative to the 

low-frequency cage modes with an increasing number of inorganic layers from n=1 to n=3. We 

therefore tentatively assign the 2.9 THz to altered vibrational dynamics at the interface between the 

organic spacer ligands and the inorganic cage layers. The decrease in the mode’s relative amplitude 

with increasing number of layers n would in this case arise from a reduced dominance of the organic-

inorganic interface. The mode could be related to rigid-body dynamics of the PEA+ cation[47,48] or to 

inorganic cage vibrations activated in the altered local environment of the outermost inorganic 

octahedral layer interfacing the ligands.[48] Recently reported ab initio calculations predict higher 

mobility and mean displacements of halogen ions at the interface, leading to significantly larger 

vibrational density of states above 2.5 THz compared to the the intralayer ions, supporting this 

interpretation.[54] Alternatively, it could be a purely inorganic cage mode, more strongly damped in the 

higher-n and 3D compounds due to the presence of MA+ cations.[10,55] 

 

To gain further insight into the vibrational modes’ nature, we characterize the lattice dynamics for the 

n = 1 sample as a function of temperature. Figure 2c and d show the FTs of the transient birefringence 

signals in the temperature range from 80 K to 295 K. The lower-frequency modes (Figure 2c, � = 0°) 
and the 2.9 THz mode (Figure 2d, � = 45°) slightly soften and broaden with increasing temperature. 
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However, no significant spectral changes are observed. This confirms the absence of phase 

transitions in this temperature range and is consistent with previous Raman spectroscopy studies.[42] 

The softening of vibrational modes with temperature is a result of lattice anharmonicity[56] which 

underlies both lattice expansion and phonon-phonon scattering (see Supporting Information, S10). 

We plot the relative shift of the four characteristic modes in Figure 2e along with predictions of a 

simple model considering only a symmetric anharmonic decay into two lower-frequency phonons[57] 

(inset of Figure 2f, see Methods). Strikingly, the 2.9 THz mode shifts significantly more with 

temperature than all the low frequency modes, suggesting the presence of more efficient anharmonic 

decay channels. The temperature dependence of the extracted phonon lifetimes (see Figure 2f) is 

compared to a model including defect scattering[58] and temperature-dependent phonon-phonon 

scattering[56] (see Supporting Information, S10). This simple model qualitatively captures the 

observed evolution and highlights the much higher anharmonicity of the 2.9 THz mode compared to 

the lower frequency modes. At low temperatures, the 2.9 THz mode has a longer coherence time 

than the inorganic cage modes (��.� !" ≈ 1.7 ps, ��.' !" ≈ 2 ps, ��.) !" ≈ 3 ps at 80 K). At room 

temperature, the situation is reversed and the 2.9 THz mode is more strongly damped (��.) !" ≈ 1 ps) 

while the inorganic mode lifetimes are only very slightly affected by temperature (as can also be seen 

comparing the relative linewidths of the 0.9 THz and 2.9 THz modes at RT in Figure 1e). In line with 

our tentative assignment of this mode to a hybrid ligand-inorganic vibration, we propose that the 

strong decrease of its lifetime with temperature is due to scattering with thermally activated vibrations 

at the organic-inorganic interface. The lack of direct bonds between the organic and inorganic layers 

in RPPs typically results in significantly higher anharmonicity compared to lead organic chalcogenides 

with direct inorganic-ligand connectivity.[59] The stability of hydrogen bonds between the ligand 

molecules and halide ions in HOIPs strongly decreases with temperature,[60] potentially increasing 

dynamic disorder and reducing the lattice coherence. Weakening of the non-covalent interactions 

mediating the organic-inorganic sublattice coupling may explain the softening of a hybrid organic-

inorganic mode at higher temperatures. The different scattering rates for the specific vibrations may 

also reflect distinct selection rules for the scattering processes imposed by local symmetries of the 

respective lattice subsystems.[59] The observed nontrivial evolution of phonon amplitudes and lifetimes 

is a signature of strong anharmonicity and nonlinear phonon-phonon coupling in hybrid 2D layered 

perovskites. 
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Figure 2 a) RT transient birefringence traces for RPPs n=1, 2, 3 normalized to the instantaneous peak 
amplitude. b) FTs of the oscillatory signal for the RPPs at � = 45° and � = 0° crystal edge orientation with the 
2.9 THz mode marked. c) Temperature dependence of the spectra for n=1 measured at � = 0° showing the 
low frequency cage modes. The dashed lines marks the evolution of the characteristic peaks. d) Temperature 
dependence of the spectra for n=1 measured at � = 45°, showing the evolution of the 2.9 THz mode.  e) 

Relative frequency shift of the phonon modes with temperature and predictions of a 3-phonon scattering model 
for the different modes (dashed lines). f) Lifetimes of the modes as a function of temperature, estimates by a 
3-phonon scattering model for the 2.9 THz mode (light blue dashed line) and approximately temperature-
independent lowest-frequency mode lifetime (dark blue dashed line). Inset: schematic of symmetric 3-phonon 
scattering. 

 

To further investigate the intriguing anisotropy of the transient birefringence signal and the driving 

mechanisms of the coherent lattice modes, we perform measurements as a function of crystal 

orientation relative to the pump and probe polarization directions for the n = 1 sample. In this way, we 

can systematically analyze the symmetries of the phonon modes. In Figure 3a we map the measured 

spectral amplitude as a function of rotation angle � in the inorganic layer plane. The four dominant 

modes around 0.9, 1.4, 1.7 and 2.9 THz exhibit distinct angular signatures. Figure 3b shows the clear 

quadratic dependence of the 1.7 and 2.9 THz mode amplitude on the THz electric field. This scaling 

suggests a nonlinear driving mechanism, which could be either Raman-type photonic excitation,[41,61] 

where two THz photons within the bandwidth of the broadband THz pulse excite a Raman-active 

vibration Ω, in a sum-frequency[41] or difference-frequency process (as shown in Figure 3c), or ionic 

Raman-type excitation, via the anharmonic coupling of two directly driven IR-active phonons.[61] The 

direct (i.e. linear) excitation pathway remains forbidden for a Raman-active mode in the absence of 

inversion symmetry breaking, due to the rule of mutual exclusion, which prohibits simultaneous IR- 

and Raman-activity.[62] 
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In the following, we show how the polar patterns observed for the dominant modes (shown in Figure 

3d and e) can be explained in the framework of the nonlinear photonic driving for the 1.7 and 2.9 THz 

phonons, and how they allow us to unveil the specific mode symmetries. To do this, we separately 

consider the Raman-type coherent phonon driving and probing processes (see Figure 3c). The 

measured signal amplitude � is proportional to the product of the driving force -./0  and probing 

sensitivity �1/, i.e. � ∝ �1/-./0 . In the two-photon excitation scheme, the coherent phonon at frequency Ω0 = 3 !",� ± 3 !",� is driven by the interaction of the system with two THz fields 5 !",� and 5 !",� at 

frequencies 3 !",� and 3 !",�, which perturb the electronic cloud and create a driving force -./0  along 

the vibrational mode coordinate. The driving force is proportional to (see details in Supporting 

Information, S17): 

 -./0 ∝ 5 !",� ∙ 6789:,;,<= 5 !",�, �1) 

 

where 6789:,;,<= is the Raman susceptibility tensor. The values of the tensor components are dictated 

by the Ω0 mode symmetry and generally depend on the driving field frequencies 3 !",� and  3 !",�. 

The probing is also described as a Raman-type process (as shown in Figure 3c), in which the probe 

field 51/ is scattered by the coherent lattice vibrations, which gives rise to Stokes and anti-Stokes 

sidebands. The scattered field components polarized perpendicular to the probe field’s polarization 

are detected and give rise to the signal (see Supporting Information S17 for full description). For 

simplicity, only the anti-Stokes probing pathway is shown schematically in Figure 3c. The probing 

sensitivity �1/ is proportional to  �1/ ∝ ?@1/� ∙ 67AB,<=  51/, where 67AB,<= is the Raman tensor of the 

mode, defined for the incident probe field frequency 31/ (see Supporting Information), and ?@1/�  a 

unitary vector perpendicular to the probe polarization. 

 

The Raman-active modes in crystals belonging to the triclinic �1���� space group have CD symmetry. In 

principle, all Raman tensor elements for such modes can be nonzero. We note, however, that only 

the anisotropic contributions to the Raman tensor elements give rise to the scattered field components 

which are detected in our balanced detection scheme. We find that the polar dependence of the TKE 

signal for the 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz modes can be very well reproduced based on tensors obtained by 

fitting the polar dependence of their intensity in polarization-resolved spontaneous Raman scattering 

experiments (see Supporting Information S14) by: 

6E = F G 43 GHIJ/�43 GHIJ/� −G L , 6M = FNHIJ/� − 89 N
− 89 N −NHIJ/�L . �2) 
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To describe the probing at 800 nm we assume tensors 67AB,<= identical to the ones obtained from 

fitting the spontaneous Raman scattering data, and use the real part of these tensors as 6789:,;,<= to 

construct the driving force -./0 ∝ 5 !",� ∙ 6789:,;,<=5 !",�. We calculate the predicted azimuthal angle 

dependence for the 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz mode amplitudes, using 6E and 6M  and their real parts 

respectively, as shown with black lines in Figure 3d. The deviations from the calculated pattern are 

predominantly artifacts due to inhomogeneities of the rotating sample (see also Supporting 

Information, S7). We summarize this mechanistic concept for the 2.9 THz mode in Figure 3e, which 

shows the calculated azimuthal angle dependence of the driving force Q-./0 Q and the probing sensitivity Q�1/Q amplitudes based on 6M. Their product matches very well the experimentally extracted 2.9 THz 

mode amplitude variation. Performing the same calculation using a tensor of the form 6E allows us to 

reproduce the 1.7 THz mode’s behavior.  

 
Figure 3 a) Azimuthal angle dependence of the spectral amplitude of the transient birefringence FT. � = 0° 
corresponds to the crystal long axis oriented parallel to the THz electric field. b) Amplitude of the 1.7 and 2.9 
THz modes as a function of the peak THz electric field and quadratic fits c) Schematic of nonlinear difference- 
and sum-frequency Raman excitation driving by THz fields with frequencies 3� and 3� and Raman-type probing 
mechanism d) Amplitude of the 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz FT peaks as a function of the sample’s azimuthal angle 
(points) and theoretically calculated TKE signal amplitudes (black solid line). e) Amplitude of Raman-type driving 
force |Fdr| and detection efficiency |Spr| as a function of sample azimuthal rotation angle. Arrows indicate the 
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polarization directions of the THz and incident probe electric fields. f) Amplitude of the 0.9 and 1.4 THz modes 
as a function of sample azimuthal angle. 
 

In striking contrast, the 0.9 THz and 1.4 THz modes show a six-lobed polar amplitude pattern (see 

Figure 3f), which cannot be modelled well assuming a Raman-type driving and detection mechanism 

(see Supporting Information, S12). In the following, we show that this experimental result can be 

explained by assuming simultaneous IR and Raman activity of these modes, which is a clear sign of 

broken inversion symmetry.[62] To decode the peculiar signal symmetry, we make use of the phase 

information provided by the coherent nature of our time-domain method and analyze the full complex 

FT. Figure 4a shows the imaginary part of the FT of the signal as a function of the azimuthal angle � 

to illustrate the phase changes of the oscillatory phonon signal with sample rotation. A sample rotation 

by 180° is equivalent to inverting the THz field polarity (5 !" → −5 !") relative to the crystal. 

Comparing the inverse FTs of the frequency filtered 0.9 and 1.7 THz modes (see box masks in Figure 

4a) in Figure 4b we observe a clear � phase shift of the oscillatory signal for the 0.9 THz mode and 

an unchanged phase of the 1.7 THz mode upon 180° rotation. The � phase shift corresponds to a 

change of sign of both the real and imaginary part of the complex FT, as seen in the phase map of 

Figure 4a and demonstrated in Figure 4c. 

 

To rationalize this observation, we assume a linear driving via the coupling of the THz field to the 

electric dipole moments of IR-active 0.9 and 1.4 THz modes. In contrast to the Raman-type driving 

mechanism discussed before, the sign of the linear driving force depends on the THz electric field’s 

polarity and -./S0(� = 0°) = −-./S0(� = 180°). The assumption of a linear driving mechanism is 

confirmed by the linear scaling of the low-frequency modes’ amplitude with the THz peak field (Figure 

4d). The observation is also consistent with the broad excitation spectrum covering the 0.9 and 1.4 

THz frequencies and with complementary THz transmission experiments (see Supporting 

Information, S16).  

 

Finally, we explain the observed polar pattern by considering the decomposition of the signal 

amplitude into excitation and detection terms in an IR-drive-Raman-probe type experiment.[36] We find 

the dipole moments of the IR-active modes to be oriented along the long axis of the flake (� = 0°). 
The driving force is proportional to the projection of the THz electric field along the mode dipole 

moment, which can be expressed as: -./S0 ∝ T∗ ∙ 5 !", �3) 

where T∗ is the mode effective charge. Thus, the driving force amplitude follows a dipolar pattern and 

is maximal for THz parallel to the flake long axis, i.e. � = 0°   or 180°. As our detection scheme is only 

sensitive to Raman-active modes, the 0.9 and 1.4 THz linearly driven modes must simultaneously be 

both IR and Raman active.[36] We calculate the probing sensitivity for those modes as described 
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previously, using a Raman tensor of the form 6E. The product of the probing sensitivity and driving 

force reproduces well the observed azimuthal angle dependence of the signal in Figure 4e and 4f. 

Not only the amplitude (Figure 4e), but also the sign of the theoretically calculated signal (Figure 4f) 

agrees well with the experimental data, reflecting the � phase jump between neighboring lobes of the 

polar pattern. 

 
Figure 4 a) Normalized imaginary part of the FT of the transient birefringence signal as a function of the sample 
azimuthal angle. The boxes marked with solid (dashed) lines indicate regions in which the signal was averaged 
around � = 0° (� = 180° ) for calculating the inverse FT. b) Inverse FTs of the masked regions in panel a), 
showing the time domain signal corresponding to the 0.9 THz and 1.7 THz phonon modes at � = 0° (solid) and � = 180° (dashed). c) The amplitude (shaded gray area) and real (solid) and imaginary (dotted) part of the FT 
around � = 0° and � = 180°  with highlighted spectral regions used to obtain traces shown in (b). Sketches on 
the right show the behavior of the complex FT upon 180° sample rotation for an IR- and Raman-driven 
resonance. d) Amplitude of the 0.9 THz and 1.4 THz modes as a function of the THz field and linear fits. e) 
Amplitude of the driving force (shaded magenta), probing sensitivity (green) and detected transient birefringence 
signal (black) as a function of the azimuthal angle f) Azimuthal angle dependence of the 0.9 THz mode 
amplitude, multiplied by the sign of the FT imaginary part to illustrate the changes of the phase (circles), the 
theoretically calculated transient birefringence signal S (black), driving force -./S0 (magenta) and probing 
sensitivity �1/ (green). 

 

The dominance of linear excitation via linear THz field coupling to the mode’s dipole moment (mode 

effective charge) for modes, which are both IR- and Raman-active, can be explained by the expected 

lower efficiency of the nonlinear driving pathway. Crucially, the simultaneous IR and Raman activity 

of the 0.9 THz and 1.4 THz modes contradicts the mutual exclusion principle imposed by a globally 
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centrosymmetric crystal structure. We observe the same phase behavior for the low-frequency cage 

modes in n=2 and 3 samples (see Supporting Information, S13), indicating that globally hidden local 

or dynamic symmetry breaking is experienced by phonon modes of the inorganic sublattice in the 

entire RPP family. 

3. Discussion 

Using intense THz fields, we drive coherent lattice dynamics in compounds of the (PEA)2(MA)n-

1PbnI3n+1 2D perovskite family. In contrast to BA+-based RPP compounds, which previously showed 

room temperature coherent lattice responses only for n=1 inorganic layers,[10] we observe the 

excitation of coherent phonons also for the less confined n=2,3 structures, extending the potential for 

phonon-driven material control under application-relevant conditions. This difference in lattice 

coherence when employing PEA+ and BA+ ligands highlights the impact of the organic cation on the 

global lattice behavior. The highly hydrophobic, bulky PEA+ cations improve material stability[63] and 

lead to reduced structural disorder, which is likely the key to the observed extension of phonon 

coherence times.[58] We furthermore identify a strongly anharmonic 2.9 THz mode that is absent in 

related 3D compounds,[7] which we assign to a hybrid organic-inorganic interface mode and which 

potentially mediates the organic-inorganic sublattice coupling and could be used as a handle to target 

interlayer charge transfer[64] in 2D RPPs. Our observations confirm the strong nonlinear response of 

layered 2D perovskites in the THz range,[10] complementing previous reports of exceptionally high 

nonlinearities in the optical range,[39] suggesting application potential for ultrafast THz photonic 

devices.  

 

We observe multiple anisotropic Raman-active modes in (PEA)2PbI4 in the 0.5-3 THz range and with 

our systematic polarization- and phase-resolved analysis, we identify their linear and nonlinear 

excitation conditions, laying the groundwork for selective THz lattice control. Strikingly, the two lowest-

frequency modes at 0.9 and 1.4 THz show simultaneous IR- and Raman-activity. In the closely related 

(BA)2PbI4 compound, a THz transmission study found 0.9 and 1.2 THz IR-active transitions with clear 

linear in-plane anisotropy polarized along the same crystal direction, assigned as octahedral rocking 

modes.[65] Given the structural similarity to (PEA)2PbI4 , the two lowest frequency modes observed by 

us are likely related to analogous inorganic cage dynamics. A local inversion symmetry breaking is a 

plausible explanation for the intriguing lifting of the mutual exclusion rule. With our broadband single-

cycle THz pulse, covering 0.5-2.5 THz, we expect to efficiently linearly drive all of the IR-active modes 

in this range. The simultaneous Raman and IR activity could alternatively be explained by a 

modification of the optical selection rules by strong spatial electric field gradients on the length scales 

of atomic bonds, as in the case of surface-enhanced Raman scattering experiments.[66] However, 

these should not occur under our experimental conditions. Interestingly, the linearly- and nonlinearly-

driven modes show similar amplitudes in the transient birefringence signal. This is surprising, since 
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signal amplitudes observed in a second-order nonlinear process (linear driving and Raman probing) 

are expected to be much higher than for a third-order (Raman driving and Raman probing) process. 

Previous reports of weaker second harmonic generation signals compared to third harmonic signals 

in (PEA)2PbI4[20] are in agreement with this observation. 

 

The topic of inversion symmetry breaking in HOIPs has been widely studied using second harmonic 

generation (SHG) spectroscopy and microscopy.[20,67] In PEA+-based RPPs, SHG has been previously 

observed and attributed to symmetry breaking induced by the ligand molecules.[20] However, reports 

on the presence and absence of SHG in samples of nominally identical composition are often 

inconsistent. The discrepancies have been assigned to edge states, grain boundaries and 

cancellation from random grain orientation.[20] These factors should be negligible in our study on highly 

ordered single crystals. However, we did not observe any SHG in macroscopic experiments using 

800 nm pump/400 nm detection on the samples studied here. SHG-based studies can further be 

complicated by multiphoton photoluminescence,[20] highlighting the advantages of our coherent 

phonon fingerprint approach to detecting inversion symmetry breaking. While SHG measurements 

primarily are sensitive to the electronic nonlinear susceptibility, our method directly interrogates these 

specific ionic motions, which witness an inversion symmetry-broken lattice potential. Our approach 

offers an alternative to conventional THz transmission spectroscopy for studying IR-active modes in 

non-centrosymmetric materials.[36] 

 

The inversion symmetry breaking observed here is unexpected, as most structural studies of 

(PEA)2PbI4 determine a globally centrosymmetric, triclinic �1���� space group.[29,42] However, 

crystallographic studies often provide incomplete or averaged information on the organic cation 

orientation, potentially leading to conflicting assignments of the same compound to either 

centrosymmetric or non-centrosymmetric space groups.[20] Two recent works based on combined X-

ray diffraction and DFT analysis proposed a multiconfigurational, polymorphic ground-state structure 

in (PEA)2PbI4, leading to intrinsic inversion symmetry breaking and the presence of the Rashba effect, 

despite the structure being conventionally assigned as centrosymmetric.[29,68] The tilt of the inorganic 

cages around the X∗ crystallographic axis and the rotation of the ligand molecules were proposed as 

degrees of freedom responsible for the emergence of the different phases. Inversion symmetry 

breaking could emerge at the interfaces between the distinct sub-phases, each belonging to a 

centrosymmetric �1���� space group,[29] or occur in entire crystalline domains due to misalignment of the 

PEA+ cations in adjacent layers.[68] 

 

In our work, the lowest-energy Pb-I modes serve as dynamic fingerprints of inversion symmetry 

breaking, independent of the number of the octahedral layers (n=1-3). This contrasts with 

mechanisms related to the out-of-plane symmetry breaking dependent on an odd/even number of 
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inorganic layers recently proposed for RPPs.[22] Thus, we tentatively attribute our observation of 

hidden symmetry breaking to local rotational distortions of the inorganic cages, present independent 

of the out-of-plane layer stacking and ordering of the layers. In-plane phonons related to inorganic 

cage tilting would be natural indicators of such nontrivial, intrinsic symmetry breaking. 

 

In complex structures like layered 2D HOIPs, it is essential to consider symmetries separately at the 

octahedral cage, inorganic sub-unit, and on a global level.[27] Several recent works proposed the 

presence of local, as opposed to global inversion symmetry breaking in MHPs.[27,28] The presence of 

local inversion-symmetry breaking, despite a globally centrosymmetric space group, has been 

previously linked to structural disorder on the micrometer scale in polycrystalline 3D HOIPs.[67] In our 

highly ordered single crystals, the local symmetry breaking may alternatively also be related to quasi-

one-dimensional twin domain boundaries within the RPP layers, arising due to collective alignment of 

the organic molecules and lead-halide cage distortions, as recently reported for BA+-based RPPs.[69,70] 

Previously, transient dynamic inversion symmetry breaking mechanisms, related to instantaneous 

distortions of the lead-halide local environment,[33,71,72] as opposed to static distortions, were proposed 

in HOIPs. At this point, however, we cannot distinguish between the static or dynamic origin of the 

observed effect. Given that phonons at frequencies as low as 0.9 THz bear the signatures of the 

broken inversion symmetry, we expect the symmetry breaking to persist for at least the time of an 

oscillation cycle, that is > 1 ps. Regardless of its static or dynamic character, the inversion symmetry 

breaking evidenced in our work is highly consequential for the optoelectronic and spintronic properties 

of the (PEA)2MAn-1PbnI3n+1 perovskite family, potentially leading to the emergence of a Rashba effect, 

chiro-optical activity and ferroelectricity. 

 

Exploring the exact microscopic nature and potentially spatially localized character of the hidden 

inversion symmetry breaking opens an exciting avenue for future research using spatially-resolved 

methods such as sum-frequency microscopy,[73] Kerr effect microscopy,[74] THz s-SNOM[75] or 

piezoresponse force microscopy.[76] Composition tuning of the perovskite materials, for example 

through ligand engineering,[77] could be employed to control the inversion symmetry breaking, as even 

small chemical substitutions in organic molecules may significantly influence the hybrid crystal 

symmetry.[78] Finally, addressing the changes of the vibrational spectrum and phonon mode 

symmetries under electronic excitation[79,80] would constitute a crucial step towards understanding 

charge carrier-phonon coupling and polaron formation in MHPs. This can be addressed by future 

transient birefringence experiments with simultaneous optical injection of charge carriers. 

 

Hidden, local symmetry breaking is potentially intrinsic and highly relevant to a wide range of 

nominally centrosymmetric materials, in which distinct local subunits may exhibit short-range 

inversion symmetry breaking, enabling functionalities forbidden by the global, long-range 
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symmetry.[81,82] Local nano- and mesoscale symmetry breaking has been suggested, among others, 

in inorganic superconducting perovskites,[83] cuprates[84] or metal oxides like VO2.[85] Our study 

demonstrates that analyzing the resonant ionic contributions to the nonlinear susceptibility provides 

a robust optical tool to investigate symmetry properties of such compounds.  

 

4. Conclusion 

In conclusion, we demonstrate selective, THz-driven coherent lattice control in layered PEA+-based 

RPP compounds with a varying degree of two-dimensional confinement. We identify a vibrational 

mode specific to the 2D system, which likely mediates the interactions between the inorganic 2D 

layers and organic spacer molecules. By a systematic polarization study of the THz-induced transient 

birefringence, we observe signatures of elusive, globally hidden inversion symmetry breaking, solely 

experienced by the lowest frequency inorganic cage modes. Coherent control of these vibrational 

modes could provide a promising handle for influencing RPP optoelectronic and spintronic behavior 

at ultrafast timescales. Further, spatially-resolved investigations of the microscopic nature of the 

hidden symmetry breaking may deliver crucial insights for harnessing emergent properties originating 

from the material’s local or transient non-centrosymmetric character. 

5. Experimental Section/Methods  

Crystal synthesis 

The single crystal samples were grown by the Anti-solvent Vapor-Assisted Crystallization AVC (free-

standing crystals for n=1,2,3, Figure S1 a-c) or Anti-solvent Vapor-Assisted Crystallization AVCC (thin 

crystals on glass substrate for n=1,2, Fig. S1 d-e) methods. The details of the synthesis are described 

in Ref.[86]. The regular shape of the crystals allowed us to orient them relative to the field polarization 

directions. In Fig. S1, the direction corresponding to the long flake edge, for which � = 0° when the 

axis is parallel to the THz field polarization direction, is marked.  

 

THz-induced transient birefringence measurements  

Single-cycle THz pump pulses (linearly polarized, peak fields ~1 MV/cm, 0.5-3 THz, �YZ![ ≈ 190 fs) 

are used to induce the transient birefringence are generated by optical rectification in LiNbO3.[87] The 

LiNbO3  crystal is driven by optical/NIR pulses (wavelength 800 nm, pulse duration 35 fs, pulse energy 

5 mJ, repetition rate 1 kHz) provided by a Ti:Sapphire amplifier (Coherent Legend Elite Duo) in the 

tilted pulse front geometry.[87] Broadband pulses at 80 MHz repetition rate (wavelength 800 nm, 400 

pJ, 20 fs pulse duration, linearly polarized) output from a Ti:Sapphire oscillator (Vitara) are used for 

probing. The THz pump (focus FWHM ~300 μm) and probe (focus FWHM ~50 μm)  pulses are 

collinearly focused on the sample using a parabolic mirror and lens, respectively. A linear translation 

stage is used to control the temporal delay between the pump and probe pulses. For detection of the 

fields radiated by the nonlinear polarization, a heterodyne detection scheme is employed, with the 
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residual transmitted probe acting as a local oscillator. The transmitted probe and nonlinear signal 

pass through a balancing setup consisting of a quarter-wave plate and half-wave plate and a 

Wollaston prism. The Wollaston prism projects the perpendicular vertical and horizontal polarization 

components of the local oscillator and signal fields onto two separate photodiodes and the differential 

signal is detected. The polarization of the probe is controlled by using a half-wave plate and is set to 45° relative to the fixed vertical THz polarization direction for all of the measurements, apart from the 

probe polarization scans described in the Supporting Information, S12. The room temperature 

measurements are performed with the sample mounted on a rotating holder inside of nitrogen purging 

box, and for low-temperature measurements, the sample is placed inside an optical, liquid nitrogen-

cooled flow cryostat. 

 

Time-domain THz transmission spectroscopy 

THz pulses generated by optical rectification in LiNbO3 (identical as in the transient birefringence 

measurements) were focused on the sample and the transmitted THz field was first collected by a 

second parabolic mirror, and then subsequently focused into an electro-optic sampling crystal (100 

μm ZnTe), collinearly with an 800 nm probe beam. The same heterodyne detection scheme as 

described for the TKE experiments was used to record the transient birefringence.  

 

Raman spectroscopy 

Polarization-resolved static micro-Raman measurements were measured using the Horiba T64000 

Raman triple grating spectrometer under ambient conditions with a 647 nm excitation laser in 

backscattering geometry. The incident beam was linearly polarized perpendicular to the 2D perovskite 

layer planes and the polarization direction relative to the sample controlled using a half waveplate. 

The scattered light was recorded by a spectrometer after passing through a linear polarization 

analyser, allowing to separately measure the co- and cross-polarized contributions.  
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Section S1. Sample growth and morphology 

The samples were grown as free-standing crystals by the Anti-solvent Vapor-Assisted Crystallization 

(AVC) method as well as, for n=1,2, by the Anti-solvent Vapor-Assisted Crystallization (AVCC) 

method on BK7 glass substrates. The AVCC crystals were measured as-grown on the substrate 
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(Figure S1 d-e)) and the AVC crystal either as-grown (Figure S1 a-c) or after thinning down by scotch 

tape cleaving. The regular shape of the crystals allowed us to orient them relative to the field 

polarization directions. In Figure S1 d, e, the direction corresponding to the long axis of the AVCC 

crystals, defining the azimuthal angle � = 0° when parallel to the THz field polarization direction, is 

marked. For the AVC crystals, the short/long edge assignment was more ambiguous but it was 

possible to distinguish between directions parallel and diagonal to the crystal edges. 

 

 

Figure S1. Optical images of a) AVC n=1, b) AVC n=2, c) AVC n=3, d) AVCC n=1, e) AVCC n=2 crystals. The 
dashed line marks the flake long axis. 
 

Section S2. Influence of sample thickness on transient birefringence signal 

To exclude possible misinterpretation of the oscillatory transient birefringence signals due to 

propagation effects,[1,2] measurements for the n=1 compound were performed on multiple samples 

with different thicknesses. Figure S2 shows a comparison of the room temperature signals measured 

on a very thin (d < 1 \m) AVCC crystal on BK7 substrate and on an as-grown free-standing AVC 

crystal of ] ~230 \m thickness. Features related to propagation artifacts should be strongly thickness 

dependent, so the observation of very similar peaks in the spectra of the two different samples in 

Figure S2b (0.8-0.95 THz, 1.15-1.35 THz and 1.55-1.65 THz) confirms their assignment as coherent 

phonon signatures. Especially the ~0.9 THz mode clearly dominates the signals for longer cutoff 

times (Figure S2c) for both samples. A smearing of the instantaneous response features in time 

domain is visible for the thicker sample in the form of a slight exponential tail.[1] Slight differences 

between the spectra of the two samples observed at shorter cut-off times (Figure S2b) may be related 

to interferences of the lattice response with residual contributions from the temporally smeared out 

instantaneous nonresonant response in the case of the thicker sample.  
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Figure S2. a) Transient birefringence signal recorded for a thin AVCC (blue) and thick AVC (black) crystals at � = 0° . b) Corresponding FTs of the oscillatory signal for cut-off time 1.5 ps and c) 9.5 ps.  
 

Section S3. Sample thickness: pump-probe walk-off effects 

We note differences between the relative intensities of the different phonon signatures in the signals 

measured on different samples, with the higher frequency modes typically becoming less prominent 

in thicker AVC samples compared to thinner AVCC crystals. Figure S3a compares the FTs of 

transient birefringence signals measured on four different samples of n=1, thin AVCC (typically d < 

5 \m), a thick AVCC sample and an AVC sample (typically d > 50 \m). The walk-off effects due to 

different propagation velocity of the pump and probe pulse[3] will lead to a relative decrease of the 

higher-frequency components of the driving force at finite depths in the sample, as demonstrated by 

simple modelling in Figure S3 b, c. For simplicity, we consider only the real part of the refractive 

index, neglecting absorption and anisotropy, and assume � !" = 2.9 (calculated from approximate ^̃̀  based on data from ref.[4]) and �abb = 2 (extrapolating after[5]). The incident field is extracted from 

an electro-optic sampling measurement after detector response function correction.[6] The driving 

force spectrum for the photonic driving mechanism is proportional to the Fourier transform of the 

squared THz field:  

 -./�3) ∝ FT e� !"� �	)f ��1) 

 

The THz-induced Kerr-type transient birefringence signal ��	) related to instantaneous electronic 

polarizability can be written as being proportional to:[7] 

 

��	) ∝ g ]hi
b Δ� kh, 	 + hmabbn =  g ]hi

b Δ��0, 	 + oh) ∝ g ]hi
b -./�0, 	 + oh) ��2) 
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where o = mabb�� − m !"�� = ��abb − � !")Xb is the inverse velocity mismatch between the probe and the 

pump and Δ��h, 	) = ��Xbpb� !"� �h, 	) ∝ -./�h, 	) is the THz-induced refractive index anisotropy 

determined by the square of the THz electric field and the nonlinear refractive index ��, assuming the 

THz field after propagating a distance h inside the sample can be written as � !"�h, 	) = � !"�h =0, 	 − hm !"�� )[7] and neglecting THz absorption. In frequency domain: 

��3) ∝ FT q1o -./�0, 	) ∗ rect k 	o] − 12nu
∝ FT e� !"� �0, 	)f ⋅ ] ⋅ exp k− x3o]2 n sinc k3o]2 n = -{||,./�3, ]) ��3) 

 

where the last expression describes a modified effective driving force spectrum -{||,./�3, ]) resulting 

from integration over the sample thickness. Figure S3b shows the effective driving force spectrum as 

a function of the sample thickness compared to the driving force calculated for the field at h = 0. In 

frequency domain (Figure S3b), the driving force spectral amplitude bandwidth decreases significantly 

with increasing sample thickness. In time domain (Figure S3c), the velocity mismatch leads to a 

smearing out of the electronic response signal and appearance of box-like signals for larger 

thicknesses.[7] Including anisotropy, the dispersion of the THz refractive index and absorption which 

are both significant in (PEA)2PbI4 in the 0-5 THz range (see Section S4) to fully describe our system 

would result in a significantly more complex response, but maintaining a similar driving force 

bandwidth reduction for thicker samples.  
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Figure S3 a) Fourier transforms of transient birefringence spectra for sample azimuthal orientations � = 0° and � = 45° for thin and thick AVCC crystals and thick AVC free-standing crystals. Each pair of spectra for the two 
angles for each sample were normalized by the intensity of the 0.9 THz peak for � = 0°. b) Driving force 
spectrum calculated based on the incident field (black, dashed) and considering walk-off effects for a range of 
thicknesses d. c) Corresponding time domain TKE instantaneous response signals.  
 

Section S4. Absorption and dispersion effects 

Figure S4a shows the complex refractive index terms for (PEA)2PbI4 calculated from the dielectric 

constant given in Ref.[4]. The frequency-dependent penetration depth of the THz into the sample can 

be estimated based on the absorption coefficient as (Figure S4b): 

} = ~�� = �b4�� ��4) 

Figure S4c shows the modification of the spectrum of the THz field and corresponding driving force 

upon transmission into the sample taking into account the transmission coefficient at the air-sample 

interface: 

	 = 2��� !" + 1) ��5) 
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Figure S4d shows the spectra of the THz electric field and the driving force after propagation for 

different finite depths into the sample. Higher frequencies are more strongly absorbed, leading to a 

reduction of the field bandwidth for larger thicknesses. Together with propagation effects, absorption 

could explain the higher contribution from higher frequency modes in thinner samples. 

 

 
Figure S4 a) Complex refractive index �� = � + x� calculated based on the dielectric function from ref. [4] and its 
fits using three Lorentzian oscillators. b) Penetration depth in the THz range calculated based on k. c) The 
incident THz electric field spectrum ����, the field transmitted through the air-sample interface ��/ and the 
respective nonlinear driving force spectra. d) Electric field spectra and driving force spectra at a depth h =0.5, 
5 and 50 μm in the sample.  
 

Section S5. Estimation of nonlinear refractive index 

The nonlinear refractive index at ~1 THz is estimated for the n=1 sample by converting the measured 

transient birefringence signal into a rotation angle (Figure S5) and extracting the instantaneous peak 

rotation ∆���� = 31.1 mrad.  
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Figure S5 Transient birefringence signal converted into rotation angle for n=1 AVCC sample at � = 0°.  
 

Assuming �� !" = 3.51 and �� !" = 0.53 (see Figure S4a), a thickness of the sample ] = 5\m, an 

absorption coefficient ~� !" = 4��� !"�� !"�� = 2235.5 cm-1, an incident THz peak electric field ����� = 1.1 MV/cm and an air-sample transmission coefficient given by Eq. (S5) 	� !", we can write 

a ballpark estimate for ��:[1,7] 

���1 THz) = Δ���� ∙ �abb2�Xbpb � ]h��� !"�h))�ib =
= Δ���� ∙ �abb2�Xbpb � ]h �	� !" ∙ ����� ∙ exp �−0.5 ∙ ~� !" ∙ h))�ib �S6) 

  
which gives a value of ���1THz) ≈ 1.4 ∙ 10��� cm/W. The main source of uncertainty in the estimate 

of �� is the unknown exact sample thickness. The typical thickness of AVCC crystals is in the 0.5-10 

μm range. Assuming 0.5 μm and 10 μm thicknesses for the calculations yields upper and lower limits 

for the estimated values of ���1THz) ≈ 1.3 ∙ 10��� and ���1THz) ≈ 7.2 ∙ 10���, respectively. 

 

Section S6. Probe fluence dependence 

We measured the transient birefringence signals as a function of varying probe fluence for the n=1 

sample at two different orientations (long flake axis at � = 0° and � = 45° to THz polarization) to 

confirm that there are no additional effects caused by the presence of charge carriers generated by 

two-photon absorption and that the signal scales according to our predictions. The normalized signals 

(Figure S5a and b) and the corresponding FTs (Figure S5c and d) do not show any changes with 

the probe fluence. In the four wave mixing picture, the nonlinear signal field ���������)  is proportional to 

the probe electric field at the depth h �1/��{�h) in the sample where the signal is generated. Assuming 

that most of the signal is generated near the surface of incidence, we can assume �1/��{�h) ≈�1/��{,����.{��~��1/��{ where �1/��{ is the measured power of the incident probe. The signal measured 
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in our detection scheme assuming balanced conditions is proportional to ��������,���) − �������,���) ) ∙�1/��{,�/, where �1/��{,�/ is the transmitted probe field after the sample used for heterodyning. The 

transmitted field can experience losses due to scattering and two-photon absorption, therefore is not 

simply proportional to �1/��{,����.{��.We measure the photodiode voltage ��  on a single channel 

under balanced conditions for every �1/��{, assuming that �1/��{,�/~�� . We finally plot the transient 

birefringence signal magnitude as a function of ��1/��{ ∙ �� , and obtain almost perfect linear scaling 

as expected (Figure S5e and f). 

 

 

Figure S6. Normalized transient birefringence signals as a function of incident probe power for a) � = 0° and 
b) � = 45° and corresponding FTs c) and d). Amplitude of the e) 1.6 THz peak and f) 3 THz peak as a function 

of ��1/��{ ∙ ��  and the fitted power laws C = ���1/��{ ∙ ��  )¡ 
. 

 

Section S7. Reproducibility of azimuthal angle scans 

We repeated the transient birefringence measurement as a function of the crystal azimuthal angle on 

several flakes to confirm the observed polar patterns. Figure S7 shows a comparison of the angle-

dependent instantaneous response amplitude and the Raman-active mode signal amplitudes for two 

different flakes in a and b. In both data sets, we observe deviations of the experimental signal from a 

four-fold symmetry for the instantaneous response as well as from the theoretically predicted coherent 

phonon signal amplitude. The differing deviations for the two different flakes suggest that these are 

experimental artifacts arising due to sample inhomogeneities and/or imperfect sample orientation in 

the plane normal to the beam.  
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Figure S7. Instantaneous response amplitude ��	 = 0), and mode amplitudes extracted from the Fourier 
transforms of the transient birefringence traces as a function of the sample azimuthal angle for two different n=1 
flakes in a) and b). In both cases, � = 0° corresponds to long crystal axis parallel to the THz polarization. The 
magenta and black lines show the theoretically calculated coherent phonon signal amplitude assuming IR 
driving and Raman probing, or Raman driving and Raman probing, respectively. 
 

Section S8. Balancing artifacts in azimuthal angle scans 

Due to our experimental configuration, full azimuthal angle scans could not be performed while 

adjusting the balancing optics (quarter- and half-wave plate) in the detection setup for every angle �. 

Balancing was therefore done for � = 0° and the positions of the balancing optics were left unchanged 

during the scan. Intrinsic sample birefringence in the 800 nm range may lead to slight changes in 

balancing conditions with azimuthal angle, which in turn could influence the signal amplitude. We 

estimate the magnitude of this effect comparing a scan where the configuration of the balancing optics 

was left unchanged from balancing at � = 0° and a measurement where for each �, the balancing 

was adjusted manually. Figure S8a shows the non-normalized signals acquired in both 

configurations. Figure S8b compares the signal Fourier transforms for signals divided by the sum of 

the voltage on the two diode channels, which was acquired for every angle � for each channel, and 

normalized so that the instantaneous signal amplitude is equal for the balanced and the unbalanced 

scan at � = 0°. Figure S8 (c) compares the azimuthal angle dependence of the instantaneous peak 

amplitude (normalized to be equal for both scans at � = 0°) and the FT spectral amplitude at the 

peaks at around 0.9 THz, 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz. The differences are negligible and do not influence 

our mode symmetry analysis and conclusions. 
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Figure S8. a) Transient birefringence signals for different sample azimuthal angles at 10° intervals measured 
with manual rebalancing at every angle (blue) and without (red). b) Corresponding FTs of the oscillatory part of 
the traces, normalized to match the instantaneous response magnitude at � = 0° between the traces. c) 
Magnitude of the instantaneous response peak and the FT spectral amplitude at the 0.9 THz, 1.7 THz and 2.9 
THz dominant modes as a function of azimuthal angle extracted from the measurements with and without 
rebalancing.  
 

Section S9. Phonon lifetime estimation 

We estimate the phonon lifetimes based on the linewidths extracted from frequency-domain fits of 

Lorentzian functions to the respective peaks in the squared Fourier transform amplitude spectrum. As 

a cross-check we compared time- and frequency-domain fits. Figure S9a shows the fitting of the 

oscillatory signal in time domain with an exponentially damped sine function: 

 

                     ��	) = C ⋅ exp�−¢£	) ⋅ sin�2�¤b	 + ¥) + ¦ �S7) 
 

for an exemplary trace acquired on the n=1 sample at 150 K for the azimuthal angle � = 45°, after 

substracting an exponential tail related to the instantaneous response and propagation effects. We 

assume here that the amplitude decay time τA = ¢��  corresponds to twice the phonon lifetime τ 

(assuming the absence of elastic scattering leading to pure dephasing), τA =2τ. From the time domain 

fit, we extract the frequency and lifetime of the single mode as ¤b = 3.062 ± 0.004 THz and � = 1.9 ±0.2 ps. Figure S9 (b) shows fitting of the squared Fourier transform spectral amplitude of the same 

trace with a single Lorentzian function: 
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                     ��¤) = § ⋅ Γ2�¤ − ¤b)� + �Γ/2)� +  ©, �S8) 
where Γ corresponds to the peaks’ full width at half maximum. Phonon lifetime is given by � = 1/�2�Γ). 

From this fit, we obtain the mode frequency ¤b = 3.066 ± 0.003 THz and a phonon lifetime of � = 2.0 ±0.2 ps. The results between time and frequency domain fitting agree very well, as expected when the 

signal amplitude fully decays within the measurement window in time domain. We therefore use only 

the frequency domain fitting for the remaining analysis. 

 
Figure S9. a) Oscillatory part of transient birefringence signal for n=1 sample at 150 K for the azimuthal angle � = 45° (red) and damped sine function fit (black). The red shaded area corresponds to the standard deviation 
of the experimental data. b) Corresponding intensity spectrum (squared FT spectral amplitude) and Lorentzian 
fit in the range of interest. 
 

Figure S10 shows exemplary frequency-domain fits of the low-frequency modes for n=1 at  � = 0° at 

(a) 80 K and (b) 150 K. We use a sum of three Lorentzian functions to fit the spetra in the 0.5-2 THz 

range. At 80 K, the lowest frequency peak shows a slight splitting, which we do not take into account 

for the purpose of our analysis.  
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Figure S10. Intensity spectra for the n=1 sample at  � = 0° and fits of the three low-frequency phonon modes 
at a) 80 K and b) 150 K. 
 

Figure S11 (b) illustrates the relative differences in mode lifetimes by comparing FT amplitude spectra 

of two room temperature transient birefringence traces for the n=1 sample at � = 0° and � = 45° 
(panel a), taken after cutting off the data at different pump-probe delay times. For 	 > 0.5 ps, the low-

frequency mode lineshape for � = 0° is distorted and resembles a Fano profile, due to the interference 

of the resonance and nonresonant terms in the nonlinear signal[8] (originating from the ionic and 

instantaneous electronic response, respectively). For 	 > 1.5 ps, the interference effects disappear 

and both low-frequency modes and the 2.9 THz mode are still detectable in the signal, while at longer 

times 	 > 5 ps only the low-frequency cage modes contribute to the oscillatory response. 

 

 
Figure S11. a) Transient birefringence signal of the n=1 sample at different azimuthal angles. Dashed lines 
mark the cutoff times. b) Corresponding FT spectral amplitude of the traces cut off at different times for the two 
azimuthal angles.  
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Section S10. Temperature dependence of phonon lifetime and frequency 

Phonon lifetimes and frequencies are obtained based on fitting a Lorentzian function to the norm-

squared of the FT amplitude in frequency domain. We assume that the observed decay of the 

coherent phonon population is mainly governed by inelastic defect-phonon and phonon-phonon 

scattering, and not by pure dephasing mechanisms, such as electron-phonon (elastic) scattering.[9] In 

this case, the inverse of the FWHM of the peak for a particular mode gives a good approximation of 

its lifetime.[9–11] We compare the observed shift and broadening of the phonon modes as a function of  

temperature ª with predictions of a model which considers only the simplest case of a symmetric 3-

phonon anharmonic decay.[12,13] The shift of a phonon mode with temperature in this approximation is 

the sum of the term related to lattice expansion Δ¤b�ª) as well as the one due to the phonon-phonon 

scattering Δ¤1«,��ª):[12] Δ¤�ª) = Δ¤b�ª) + Δ¤1«,��ª), �S9) 
Δ¤1«,��ª) = C ¬1 + 2

H ®̄��°± − 1² . �S10) 
A is the anharmonic constant, �³ the Boltzmann constant, ℎ the Planck constant and ¤b the phonon 

frequency in the harmonic approximation at 0 K. We neglect the influence of lattice expansion on the 

mode frequencies as we do not have detailed information on the evolution of the lattice constants, 

and also given that the modes have largely in-plane character and the in-plane lattice expansion as 

a function of temperature in 2D layered perovskites is not significant and strikingly weaker than in the 

out-of-plane direction.[14] We therefore fit the observed shift using only the second term in expression 

(1) and obtain the following parameters (Table S1): 

 

Mode 0.9 THz 1.4 THz 1.7 THz 3 THz C [THz] -0.00010 -0.00014 -0.00029 -0.0036 ¤b[THz] 0.94 1.37 1.72 3.15 
 

 

Table S1. Parameters obtained from the phonon frequency shift fitting. 

 

The same 3-phonon scattering model predicts the evolution of the phonon linewidth (and 

corresponding lifetime) as a function of temperature: 

Γ��ª) = Γb + ¦ ¬1 + 2
H ®��°± − 1² �S11) 

For the Γ�ª) fitting, we can assume the frequency ¤ = ¤b as a constant parameter equal to the un-

renormalized frequency ¤b at 0 K, as the change of ¤ with temperature is relatively small. Γb is the 

temperature-independent broadening due to impurity scattering,[15] and the anharmonic constant ¦ 
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corresponds to the intrinsic linewidth at  ª = 0. We performed this analysis only for the mode at around 

3 THz, as the other modes do not present a clear enough dependence. The fitting parameters 

obtained are given in Table S2: 

 

Mode 3 THz ¦ [THz] 0.0023 ¤b[THz] 3.16 Γb[THz] 0.017 
 

 

Table S2. The parameters obtained from the phonon linewidth fitting. 

 

While in reality, contributions from higher order and asymmetric scattering processes,[16,17] as well as 

corrections due to lattice expansion may be non-negligible, the simple model qualitatively captures 

the observed mode behavior. We do not assign the phonon branches into which the original optical 

modes scatter, which could in principle either be both acoustic (for example the symmetric Klemens 

mechanism[13]) and optical, as we lack information on the full phonon dispersion of the complex RPP 

material. 

 

Section S11. Raman tensor assignment and probe polarization dependence 

We base our Raman tensor element assignment for the 1.4, 1.7 and 2.9 THz modes on fitting the 

polarized spontaneous Raman scattering data (see Section S14). Using the same tensors to describe 

the probing process and their real parts to describe the driving process allows us to well reproduce 

the transient birefringence experimental data. Table S3 summarizes the Raman tensor assignment 

and the driving mechanisms of the different modes. Note that  as given in Table S3 describe only the 

general form of the tensors, and to reproduce the quantitative results a scaling factor multiplying the 

tensor should be used to account for different intensities of the modes. For the 0.9 THz mode we 

assume the same form of the Raman tensor as for the 1.7 THz mode, as its low intensity in 

spontaneous Raman scattering hinders precise fitting of the tensor elements.  

To confirm the assignment of the mode symmetries, we measured the transient birefringence signal 

for the n=1 sample as function of the probe polarization direction (changed by rotating a half-wave 

plate in the incoming probe beam) for three different, fixed flake orientations, as shown in Figure S12. 

To calculate the signal, we assigned Raman symmetries and driving mechanisms as summarized in 

Table S3. Comparing the experimental signal of the four dominant vibrational modes (taking into 

account both amplitude and sign) with theoretical calculations we obtain very good agreement, as 

can be seen in Figure S12 c, f, i. The very weak signal of the 0.9 THz mode, observed for the flake 



37 

 

oriented perpendicular to the THz polarization (Figure S12f), may be present due to imperfect 

polarization and flake orientation, or represent a weak contribution from the Raman-type driving, not 

taken into account in our calculation. 

 

Mode 0.9 THz 1.4 THz 1.7 THz 2.9 THz 

Driving  IR IR Raman Raman 

Raman 

tensor 

6 = 

G F 1 43 HIJ/�43 HIJ/� −1 L 

6 = 

G µ 1 HIJ/�HIJ/� −1 ¶ 
6 = 

G F 1 43 HIJ/�43 HIJ/� −1 L 

6 = 

N FHIJ/� − 89− 89 −HIJ/�L 

Table S3. Driving mechanisms and Raman tensors for the different vibrational modes. 
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Figure S12. Probe polarization scans for flake long axis oriented parallel to the THz (a)-c)), at −45° (d)-f)) and 
perpendicular (g)-i)). Panels a), d), g): transient birefringence signal as a function of probe polarization angle. 
Panels b), e), h): signal Fourier transform amplitude. Panels c), f), i): experimental (black dots) and theoretically 
calculated (red lines) signal amplitude as a function of probe polarization angle for the different Raman-active 
modes. 
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Section S12. Raman and IR driving mechanism simulations for the 0.9 and 1.4 THz modes 

To confirm the assignment of the symmetries and driving mechanisms for the 0.9 THz and 1.4 THz 

mode, which show the complex multi-lobed transient birefringence pattern as a function of the sample 

azimuthal rotation angle, we calculated the driving force -./, probing sensitivity �1/, and transient 

birefringence signal using alternative forms of the mode’s Raman tensors. We compared the results 

obtained using the tensors: 

 

6E = G F 1 43 HIJ/�43 HIJ/� −1 L , 6¡ = ·G 00 X¸ , �S12) 
 

with real c≠a, c>0, a>0, and assumed either Raman, or IR driving as described in detail in Section 

S18. The comparison between the theoretical signals calculated using 6E and 6¡ shows that also this 

alternative Raman tensor including xy in-plane anisotropy cannot explain the observed angle 

dependence in a Raman driving – Raman probing picture. Figure S13 shows that only the combination 

of IR driving and probing via 6E reproduces the experimental observations, in particular the signal 

sign changing as a function of �.  

 

 
Figure S13. Calculated a) driving force, b) probing sensitivity, c) transient birefringence signal as a function of 
sample azimuthal angle for three different combinations of driving and probing mechanisms: Raman-type driving 
and probing described by 6E (top), Raman-type driving and probing described by 6¡(middle) and IR driving and 
Raman-type probing described by 6E (bottom). The black lines indicate zero of the calculated functions. The 
signal corresponds to the product of -./ and �1/. We use an unphysically high anisotropy ratio of the 6¡tensor 

elements c=20a to demonstrate the effect more clearly. 
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Section S13. Azimuthal angle scans for n=2,3 

We measured transient birefringence signals for samples with n=2,3 inorganic layers as a function of 

the crystal azimuthal angle. Angle scans for n=1,2 and 3 are compared in Figure S14 a-f. For all the 

samples, the signal originating from the lowest-frequency modes shows a dependence on the field 

polarity, suggesting IR-type driving. This can be visualized by the imaginary part of the Fourier 

transform d-f, as well as by comparing the inverse Fourier transforms after spectral filtering upon a 180° rotation, shown for the dominant low frequency modes in Figure S14 j-l. The balancing was not 

adjusted during the scans. While, as shown in section S8, the effect of this is mostly negligible for 

n=1, we did not perform such cross-checks for n=2,3, therefore the exact relative intensities measured 

in the angle scan may carry some error. The relative intensities at different angles � also carry an 

error due to sample inhomogeneities and imperfect centering of the rotation axis in the experimental 

setup. 
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Figure S14. a)-c) spectral amplitude of the transient birefringence signal FT for n=1,2,3 samples as a function 
of azimuthal angle and d)-f) the corresponding imaginary part of the FTs. g)-i) Spectra averaged over 180°. j)-
l) Inverse Fourier transforms calculated after spectral filtering around the dominating peaks marked with black 
triangles in panels g)-i), for two angles marked in panels d)-f) with the solid and dashed lines. 
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Section S14. Raman spectroscopy 

We characterized the n=1 and n=2 using polarization-resolved spontaneous Raman scattering 

spectroscopy. The measurements were performed under ambient conditions, using a 647 nm 

excitation laser. Figure S15 shows static Raman spectra measured on two different spots for each of 

the samples: with unpolarized detection for arbitrary excitation laser polarization (grey, the sum of the 

co- and cross-polarized spectra averaged over a full polarization scan (black), as well as the azimuthal 

angle-averaged transient birefringence spectrum squared (blue). The Raman spectra show good 

agreement between the different spots.  

For n=1, the 0.9 THz mode, prominent in the transient birefringence spectrum, is negligible in the 

spontaneous Raman spectra. This can be due to its weak Raman activity, its dominance in the 

transient birefringence experiments being related to the very efficient linear direct driving. Relative 

differences in mode amplitude between the two experiments may be related to the driving force 

spectral profile, as discussed in Section S4. Certain modes appear absent in the transient 

birefringence spectrum (2.15 THz and 3.4 THz), which may be due to the balanced detection scheme 

being uniquely sensitive only to anisotropic modes. 

 

 
Figure S15. Comparison between spontaneous Raman scattering and transient birefringence measurements 
for  a) n=1 and b) n=2. Grey: Raman spectrum for arbitrary excitation polarization and unpolarized detection. 
Black: sum of the Raman signal collected in co- and cross-polarized configuration, averaged over the sample 
azimuthal angles �: ∑ ��∥��))» + ∑ �����))» . Blue: squared transient birefringence spectrum, averaged over �: ∑ |FT����))|�.»  

 

Figure S16 shows intensity maps of the Raman spectra measured in the co- and cross-polarization 

configuration as a function of the laser in-plane polarization angle for the two samples.  The marked 

dominant modes show 2-fold and 4-fold symmetry, with maxima for laser polarization along the long 

flake edge direction, or at 45° to it. 
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Figure S16. Polarized Raman spectra for n=1 a) and b)) and n=2 c) and d)) as a function of the excitation 
polarization angle. Maps in a) and c) show to co-polarized spectra, and b) and d) cross-polarized spectra. 
Dominant modes at ~1.2 THz, 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz are marked for n=1.The solid and dashed lines in all panels 
correspond to excitation polarization at 0° and 45° to the long crystal axis, respectively.  
 

Figure S17 shows Raman spectra detected in both polarization configurations with the laser polarized 

at 0° and 45° to the long flake edge, corresponding to the lines in Figure S16, and squared transient 

birefringence spectra for the THz at 0° and 45° to the long flake edge.  
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Figure S17. Co- (black) and cross-polarized (red) Raman spectra and squared transient birefringence spectra  
(blue) for n=1 a) and c)) and n=2 b) and d)). Solid lines show Raman spectra acquired at excitation polarization 
at 0° to the flake long edge, and transient birefringence measured for THz polarization parallel to the flake long 
axis. Dashed lines show spectra measured at the respective angles of 45° to the flake long edge. 
 

Figure S18 a, b, f, g shows polar plots of the dominant 1.7 THz and 2.9 THz Raman peak 

experimental intensities as a function of the excitation polarization angles in the co- and cross-

polarized configuration compared with theoretical calculations based on assigning the tensors of the 

modes as 6E and  6M, as given in the Main text and Table S3, respectively. The Raman peak intensity 

measured in those configurations is given by ��� ∝ |Ĥ�6Ĥ�|� and ��/��� ∝ QĤ��6Ĥ�Q�
, where Ĥ� is a vector 

along the polarization direction of the incident laser beam and Ĥ�� perpendicular to it and 6 the mode 

Raman tensor. The tensor elements are obtained based on fitting the Raman intensity angle 

dependence up to a phase factor of HIJ/�. The final phase is assigned to obtain agreement with the 

transient birefringence experimental results. 

Figure S18 c, d, i, h shows the azimuthal angle dependence of the driving force amplitude and 

probing sensitivity, as derived in Section 17. The probing sensitivity is calculated using 6E  and  6M 

for the two modes. We use the real part of the respective tensors to describe the driving process. 

Figure S18 e, j shows the corresponding experimentally measured and calculated TKE signal 

amplitude, as described in Section S18.  
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Figure S18. a)-e) 1.7 THz mode: Co-polarized (�∥, black, a)) and cross-polarized (��, red, b)) Raman intensity, 
driving force amplitude c), probing sensitivity d) and TKE signal amplitude (blue, e)). Points show experimental 
data and solid lines calculations based on the assigned Raman tensors. � = 0° corresponds to long flake edge 
and the arrows mark the THz pump and probe polarization directions.  f)-j) 2.9 THz mode.  
 

Section S15. Transient birefringence measurements on PEA halide salt crystals 

Figure S19a  shows the transient birefringence traces acquired at room temperature on PEAI and 

PEABr crystals, compared with the trace for the n=1 perovskite sample. For the ligand-halide crystals, 

thin samples (on BK7 glass substrates) and thicker crystals (Figure S19d) are compared. While clear 

oscillations are visible in both PEABr traces on the ps timescale, PEAI does not show distinguishable 

coherent phonon signatures. This may be related to much higher structural disorder, as can be seen 

in the optical images in d, as PEAI in contrast to PEABr does not form well oriented crystals on the 

substrate but rather disordered thin films. PEAI thick crystals also show an incoherent response after 

THz excitation, which does not fully decay in our measurement window of tens of ps, likely due to 

heating effects and slow heat dissipation in PEAI. The instantaneous response in the thin films shows 

an unipolar character, following � !"� , in PEABr and n=1 perovskite and a bipolar form in PEAI, 

reminiscent of earlier measurements in butylammonium ligands.[18] In thick crystals, the response may 

be strongly affected by anisotropic propagation effects[2] and is therefore not representative. The 

differences between THz-driven dynamics between PEAI, PEABr and perovskite crystals point to a 

strongly synergistic character of the response. Panel b shows the spectra of the oscillatory response 

in PEABr and (PEA)2PbI4 thin films. The clearly distinct peaks observed in both materials 

demonstrate, that the low-frequency rigid-body modes of the organic ligand molecules are highly 

sensitive to the local environment and the entire hybrid crystal structure. The vibrational response is 
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strongly anisotropic for the highly ordered PEABr crystals, as shown in the azimuthal angle scan in 

panel c, which evidences the tendency of the PEA molecules to form highly ordered structures. 

 

 
Figure S19. a) Normalized transient birefringence traces for thin and thick PEAI and PEABr crystals and the 
n=1 perovskite thin crystal sample. b) Normalized, azimuthal angle-averaged transient birefringence spectra for 
PEABr and n=1 thin crystals. c) Map of spectral amplitude for PEABr as a function of the sample azimuthal 
angle. d) Optical images of the measured ligand-halide crystals. 
 

Section S16. THz transmission 

We measured THz transmission through a thick, free-standing n=1 perovskite crystal for different 

sample azimuthal orientations via electro-optic sampling using a 100 μm ZnTe detection crystal. 

Figure S20a  shows the Fourier transforms of the as-measured traces after clipping the signal in time 

domain to filter out pump and probe reflections. Figure S20b shows the relative transmittance at the 

respective angles, calculated by taking the ratios of the squared sample and reference signal spectral 

amplitudes, compared with an angle-averaged n=1 thin crystal transient birefringence spectrum. The 

relative transmittance is only meaningful for frequencies < 1.5 THz because of the signal to noise ratio 

at higher frequencies. A pronounced dip in the relative transmittance spectrum at around 0.9 THz 

corresponds to the dominant THz-induced transient birefringence peak, which we assigned to a 

simultaneously IR- and Raman-active mode. 
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Figure S20. a) Spectral amplitude of electro-optic sampling signal, acquired without the sample (reference, grey 
area) and for the n=1 sample at different azimuthal angle orientations, where � = 0° corresponds to the long 
crystal axis parallel to the incident THz polarization. b) Relative transmittance ª��¾1�{/ª/{|, compared with angle-

averaged transient birefringence spectrum. 

 

Section S17. Theoretical description of coherent phonon driving and probing 

 

S17.1. Coherent phonon driving 

 

In the discussion of our experimental results, we consider two types of coherent phonon generation 

mechanisms: linear and nonlinear photonic Raman-type driving.  

Linear driving is possible for IR-active (polar) modes with resonance frequencies within the driving 

field spectrum. IR-active modes are associated with a change of the macroscopic polarization per unit 

cell with the mode normal coordinate, which means that the mode has nonzero effective charge. The 

Born effective charge tensor ZÀ,IÁ∗  contribution of the n-th ion is defined as:[19] 

ZÀ,IÁ∗  = Vb ÃÄÁÃÅÀ,I  ÆÇÈb , �S13) 
where Vb is the unit cell volume, ÅÀ,I the displacement of ion n along the spatial direction i and ÄÁ the 

macroscopic polarization in the unit cell along the direction j for zero macroscopic electric field �. 

Modelling coherent phonons as driven, damped harmonic oscillators and assuming a harmonic lattice 

potential, in frequency domain we write the equation of motion for an IR-active mode with the normal 

mode coordinate ÉS0�Ω) under external electric field 5./,��3�) of the driving pulse as:[20] 

 �ΩS0� − Ω� − xΓΩ)ÉS0 = -./S0�	) = T∗ ∙ 5./,��3�), �S14) 
 

where Γ is the damping coefficient, ΩS0 the mode eigenfrequency and T∗ = ∑ ÊÀ∗ ÅÀÀ  is the mode 

effective charge vector[20] coming from the summation over the contributions of all the ions in the unit 
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cell. -./S0 is the driving force for the IR-active mode. Phonon driving in this case occurs via a one-field 

interaction. 

 

Modes for which T∗ = 0 can be driven via a two-field, Raman-type interaction. For these modes, the 

linear susceptibility Ë��)�É0) changes as a function of the normal mode coordinate and can be 

expanded into a Taylor series for small perturbations around the equilibrium position É0 = 0: 

Ë��)�É0) = Ëb��) + ÃË��)ÃÉ0 ÆÌ=Èb É0  + ⋯ , �S15) 
where the derivative 

ÎËÏÐ�;)ÎÌ= ÑÌ=Èb ≡ 6IÁ defines the Raman susceptibility tensor.[21] The Raman tensor 

element values are in general frequency dependent due to the dispersion of Ë��) and specific to a 

particular mode at frequency Ω0: 67,<= = ÎË�;)�7)ÎÌ= ÑÌ=Èb. In the presence of a driving electric field 

component 5./,� of the frequency 3�, the induced nonequilibrium polarization Ó�É0, 5./,�) in the 

material is then given by:[21] 

 ÓÔÉ0, 5./,�Õ = pbË��)�3�, É0)5./,� = Ó{� + pbÉ067;,<=5./,�, �S16) 
 

with the first non-resonant term Ó{� = pbËb��)5./,�, corresponding to instantaneous electronic 

polarization, and the second term, modulated as a function of the Raman-active mode displacement. 

Here, the Raman susceptibility tensor 67;,<= is defined for the driving electric field frequency 3�, and 

the Raman phonon natural frequency Ω0. The potential energy Ö of the nonequilibrium polarization 

under a second driving electric field component, 5./,�, is given by Ö = − 5./,�  ∙ ÓÔÉ0, 5./,�Õ =5./,�  ∙ Ó{� + pbÉ,5./,�  ∙ 67;,<=5./,�. The driving force for the collective dynamics of a Raman-active 

vibrational mode from this is as follows: 

 

-./0 = − ÃÖÃÉ0 = pb5./,�67;,<= 5./,�. �S17) 
 

As can be seen from Equation (S17), two field interactions are necessary to drive a Raman-active 

mode. We assume that the Raman tensor 67;,<= describing the coherent driving process has purely 

real elements. Under this assumption, using the real part of the Raman tensors obtained from fitting 

the spontaneous Raman results in the visible range as  67;,<=, we obtain very good agreement of our 

theoretical description with experimental results. In our case, 5./,�and 5./,� are two THz electric field 

components at frequencies 3�,  3� from within the bandwidth of the driving pulse. Considering energy 

conservation for the Raman process, the  eigenfrequency of the coherently-driven Raman mode Ω0 
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has to be equal to Ω0 = �3� + 3�) or  Ω0 = �3� − 3�) for a sum-frequency (analogous to two photon 

absorption[22]) or difference-frequency excitation process, respectively.[20,22] The equation of motion 

for the Raman-active mode then becomes:[20]  

 �Ω0� − Ω� − xΓΩ)É0 = -./0 = pb5./,�67;,<=5./,�. �S18) 
 

In principle, another excitation mechanism can lead to an observed quadratic dependence of the 

mode amplitude on the driving THz electric field, the so-called ionic driving mechanism. In this 

pathway, the THz electric field directly excites IR-active modes which subsequently anharmonically 

couple to drive a Raman-active mode.[23] Distinguishing between the Raman-type photonic and ionic 

mechanism is beyond the scope of this work and for simplicity we focus here on the photonic 

mechanism which, in contrast to the ionic mechanism, is universally possible. 

 

S17.2. Coherent phonon detection 

 

Coherent phonon probing in our detection scheme relies on the modulation of the linear susceptibility Ë��)�31/, É0) at the frequency 31/ of the probing field by the collective Raman-active phonon motion. 

We again Taylor-expand the susceptibility as a function of the vibrational coordinate É,: 

Ë��) Ô31/, É0Õ = Ëb��)�31/) + ÃË��)�31/)ÃÉ0 É0 + ⋯ . �S19) 
67AB,<= = ÎË�;)�7AB)ÎÌ= ÑÌ=Èbis the Raman susceptibility tensor, this time considered for 31/. The linear 

susceptibility is modulated by the oscillating phonon only if the mode is Raman-active, i.e. if the 

second term of Equation (S19) is nonzero. We are therefore only sensitive to Raman-active modes 

in our detection scheme. These can be purely Raman-active, or both IR- and Raman-active in an 

inversion symmetry-broken material, such as the 0.9 THz and 1.4 THz modes considered in our work.  

The nonequilibrium polarization Ó1/� É0, 51/) induced in the material in the presence of the probe 

field, written as a function of the coherent phonon vibrational coordinate is therefore: 

 Ó1/� É0, 51/) = pbË��)Ô31/, É0Õ ∙ 51/ = Ëb��)�31/)51/  + pbÉ067AB,<=  51/ �S20) 
 

The first term of Equation (S20) includes the linear, as well as pump field-induced nonlinear 

polarization, related to the nonresonant electronic response. In the second term of the right-hand side 

of Equation (S20), the phonon amplitude É0 is a function of the driving field and corresponds to an 

effective nonlinear polarization. The solutions for the coherent phonon equations of motion (S14) and 

(S18) in the case of linear and Raman-type driving give us, respectively: 
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ÉS0�3 = 3�) = -./S0�3)ΩS0� − 3� − xΓ3 = T∗ ∙ 5./,��3�)ΩS0� − 3� − xΓ3 , �S21) 
 

É0�3 = 3� ± 3�) = -./0 �3)Ω0� − 3� − xΓ3 = pb5./,��3�) ∙ 67;,<=5./,��3�)Ω0� − 3� − xΓ3 . �S22) 
 

From Equations (S20), (S21) and (S22) we obtain the expressions for the phonon-modulated 

component of the nonlinear polarization for the case of IR-driving and Raman driving, Ó1/��)Ô3, 31/Õ and 

Ó1/��)Ô3�, 3�, 31/Õ, respectively: 

 Ó1/��)Ô3, 31/Õ ∝ �T∗ ∙ 5./,��3))�67AB,<×=,=  51/), �S23)  
 Ó1/��)Ô3�, 3�, 31/Õ ∝  �pb5./,��3�) ∙ 67;,<=5./,��3�))�67AB,<×=,=  51/). �S24) 
 ΩS0,0 is the frequency  of a mode which is simultaneously IR and Raman-active, enabling both linear 

driving and Raman-type probing.  Ω0 is the frequency of a Raman-driven mode. The polarization is 

second-order Ó1/��)Ô3, 31/Õ in the case of linear driving of IR-and-Raman-active modes and third-order 

Ó1/��)Ô3�, 3�, 31/Õ for Raman-type driving. In the wave-mixing picture, we can introduce the effective 

nonlinear susceptibility tensors Ë{||��) and Ë{||��):  
 Ó1/,I��) = Ë{||,IÁ���) 5Á1/5�./,� ∝ 6IÁ7AB,<×=,=5Á1/T�∗ 5�./,�, �S25) 
 Ó1/,I��) = Ë{||,IÁ�Ø��) 5Á1/5�./,�5Ø./,� ∝ 6IÁ7AB,<=6�Ø7;,<=5Á1/5�./,�5Ø./,�, �S26) 
 

where the repeating indices indicate summation.  

 

The effective Ë{||��) is constructed as a product of two standard Raman susceptibility tensors, provided 

the absence of absorption (transparency at the probe frequency) .[24] The nonlinear polarization is the 

source of signal fields 5��� at frequencies shifted from the probe frequency by the phonon frequency Ω: (31/ ± Ω). Our experiment is equivalent to heterodyne detection of signal fields generated in 

coherent anti-Stokes Raman scattering (CARS) and coherent Stokes Raman scattering (CSRS) 

processes,[25,26] with the transmitted probe field acting as the local oscillator in the heterodyne 

detection scheme. 
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S17.3. Signal field detection in balanced detection scheme 

 

In our experiment, the signal fields co-propagate together with the remaining transmitted field 51/,�/ 
towards the detection setup. Because 5��� frequencies lie within the spectral bandwidth of the fs probe 

pulse (~ 25 THz), we can consider the superposition of the signal and transmitted probe field as an 

effective change of the probe beam polarization state (transient birefringence picture[27]). The 

balanced detection scheme consists of a quarter- (QWP) and half-wave plate (HWP). During 

balancing, the HWP is first adjusted so that the static transmitted probe field amplitudes along the Ù 

and Ú directions are equal and the QWP is afterwards added and then adjusted to compensate for 

any static ellipticity. In this way, we afterwards convert the THz-induced elliptical polarization of the 

transmitted probe beam to a rotation of its linear polarization. The sum of the signal field and probe 

field transmitted through the sample (5��� + 51/,�/) passes through a Wollaston prism which projects 

the field components polarized along the Ù and Ú directions to two separate photodiodes. We use and 

an incident probe polarization angle such that in the balanced condition in the absence of THz 

modulation, the transmitted probe field is along the �−Ù, Ú) direction after the two waveplates.  

The detected transient birefringence signal � is proportional to the intensity difference on the two 

diodes � ∝ �5��� + 51/,�/)�� − �5��� + 51/,�/)Û�  . In the balanced case ��1/,�/ = �Û1/,�/ and assuming the 

quadratic terms ������)�and ������)� are negligibly small, � ∝ (����� − �Û���). 

As seen from the above expression, the signal � scales linearly with the amplitude of the nonlinear 

signal field. The phonon-modulated nonequilibrium polarization, which is the source of the signal field, 

in turn scales linearly with the coherent phonon amplitude (Equation S20). In the time domain the 

signal ��	) therefore directly visualizes the instantaneous periodic displacement of the lattice mode É�	). 

 

Section S18. Numerical simulation of the signal angle dependence 

In our numerical calculation, we use the Jones formalism to implement the probe and pump electric 

field polarization vectors and optical elements. We use electric field vectors normalized to unity, and 

define the matrix describing the effect of a QWP at the angle corresponding to our lab geometry as 

(for simplicity here neglecting adjustments of the optics to compensate for static birefringence): 

ÜÝZ��Þ° = 1√2 ·1 xx 1¸ . �S29) 
Similarly, we implement the HWP matrix: 

Ü!Z��Þ° = · 0 −1−1 0 ¸ , �S30) 
 

and on describing the Wollaston prism: 



52 

 

ÜZ�b° = ·1 00 −1¸ . �S31) 
To simulate the azimuthal angle dependence experiment, we assume incident THz and probe fields 

propagating along h, with polarization identical to our experimental conditions: 

5 !" = ·01¸ , 51/ = 1√2 ·−11 ¸ �S32) 
We define the Raman tensors for the different vibrational modes: 

6 = ·G NN X¸ �S33) 
under the assumption that (|G|, |N|, |X| ≪ 1), consistent with the fact that Raman scattering is generally 

a weak process and only considering the ÙÚ plane. We calculate the Raman-type driving force -./��) for every sample rotation angle � based on the rotated Raman tensor 6./��): 6��) = á�−�)6./�� = 0)á��) �S34) 
 

where á��) is the rotation matrix about the z axis by an angle � (assuming � = 0 for the crystal axis 

along the Ú direction): 

 

á��)  = µ cos ��) sin ��)−sin ��) cos ��)¶ �S35) 
 

The driving force for a given mode is then calculated as:  

 -./��) = 5 !"6./��)5 !" �S36) 
 

We calculate the signal field emitted by the nonlinear polarization 5�����)��) as: 

 5�����)��) = H�IJ/�-./��) �S37) 
 

The emitted signal field is phase-shifted by – �/2 relative to �1/��{. This follows from the one-

dimensional inhomogeneous wave equation, considering propagation along h, where the field emitted 

by the nonlinear polarization �ãä is given by:[28] 

 ]5����31/ ± Ω; h) ]h ∝ x�ãä�h), �S38) 
 

meaning that the signal field has a −�/2 phase shift relative to �1/: 
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5���  ∝ H�IJ� -./��) 61/51/ �S39) 
 61/ is the Raman tensor describing the probing process. We approximate the total field after the 

sample as the sum of the incident probe field and the emitted signal field 5�����)=(51/ + 5�����)��)), 

which after passing through the balancing optics becomes: 

 5.{���) = ÜZ�b° Ü!Z��Þ° ÜÝZ��Þ° 5�����) �S40) 
 

The calculated intensity of the Ù and Ú polarization components on the photodiodes after the 

Wollaston prism are �� = 5�.{� ∙ �5�.{�)∗ and �Û = 5Û.{� ∙ �5Û.{�)∗  and we therefore compute the 

normalized signal finally as: 

 ���) = ��� − �Û) �S41) 
 

We note that in our calculations the field vectors are normalized and the absolute values of the Raman 

tensor elements are arbitrary (while fulfilling the condition ≪ 1). Therefore, we always obtain only the 

relative sign and magnitude of the driving force, signal field and measured transient birefringence 

signal as a function of the rotation angle � for a particular mode. While this information is sufficient 

for our symmetry analysis, we cannot conclude on the differences in absolute phonon amplitudes or 

signal magnitudes between the different modes. 
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