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Abstract 

Altermagnets, which exhibit the advantages of both antiferromagnets and ferromagnets, have 

attracted significant attention recently. Among them, ruthenium dioxide (RuO2), a prototypical 

altermagnet candidate, is under intensive debate on its magnetic order and altermagnetic characters. 

In this work, we provide a comprehensive study of the spin-to-charge conversion in epitaxial RuO2 

thin films with various orientations and fabrication methods. By utilizing thermal spin injections 

from a ferrimagnetic insulator, we unambiguously reveal a negative spin Hall angle for RuO2, 

which is opposite to all the previous reports using ferromagnetic metals. Most importantly, we 

observe robust anisotropic spin-to-charge conversion in RuO2, with voltage ratios of 30% for the 

(100)- and (110)-orientations and 40% for the (101)-orientations. The ratio remains consistent 

across RuO2 films fabricated by sputtering, pulsed laser deposition, and molecular-beam epitaxy. 

These results conclusively show a robust and anisotropic spin Hall effect in RuO2 with the absence 

of altermagnetic spin-splitting contributions. Our study provides crucial insights and advances the 

understanding of spin-to-charge conversions in emerging materials with low crystal symmetries. 
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Recently, a significant amount of attention has been attracted towards altermagnetism, which 

is recognized as the third type of magnetism, alongside ferromagnetism and antiferromagnetism 

[1, 2]. The prominent feature of altermagnetism is that magnetically it is an antiferromagnet with 

zero net magnetization, therefore beneficial for a faster and robust spintronic device with high 

device density [3]; While electrically it is similar to a ferromagnet, through the altermagnetic spin-

splitting effect (ASSE), it generates a spin-polarized current that efficiently delivers spin angular 

momentum, allowing the reading and writing of spintronic memory devices. In essence, 

altermagnets combine the advantages of both antiferromagnets and ferromagnets and hold great 

potential for spintronic applications. 

A prototype altermagnet candidate is ruthenium dioxide (RuO2) [4]. It has a rutile crystal 

structure, with space group number 136 (P42/mnm). It has lattice constant a = b = 4.5 Å and c = 

3.1 Å. Experiments have shown antiferromagnetic order in RuO2 through neutron diffraction [5] 

and resonant x-ray scattering [6], with Néel vectors aligned along the c-axis. The unique 

crystallographic and magnetic symmetry results in a d-wave-like spin-splitting band in its 

momentum space [1, 2]. But recent works using muon spin resonance [7], neutron scattering [8] 

and spin-resolved and angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy [9] argue that the magnetic 

order in Ru is absent, posing serious doubt on the altermagnetism in RuO2.  

Besides the debates on the magnetic order, the reported spin and charge interconversions in 

RuO2 [10-16] also face complications. One of the main complications lies in the separation 

between the spin Hall effect (SHE) and the altermagnetic spin-splitting effect (ASSE) in RuO2, 

which is one of the key features of altermagnetism. Due to the d-wave-like spin-splitting bands in 

altermagnetic RuO2, an anisotropic spin and charge interconversion caused by the ASSE or the 

reciprocal inverse altermagnetic spin-splitting effect (IASSE) is expected. However, the presence 

of a sizable spin-orbit coupling in RuO2 and a low crystalline symmetry for the rutile structure 
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could also result in anisotropy in the SHE or the reciprocal inverse spin Hall effect (ISHE) and 

thus unavoidably mix the anisotropic ASSE with SHE [16].  

Most reported ASSE in RuO2 are conducted in the (101)-oriented film, which has a low 

symmetry and a tilted Néel vector away from both the film surface and the surface normal [13-

16]. Some studies use the (100)-oriented film, where the Néel vector lies in the film plane [10, 12, 

14]. However, both orientations could contain both the anisotropic ASSE and SHE, making the 

detection of ASSE difficult. To completely isolate the anisotropic SHE, (110)-oriented RuO2 film 

is crucial since it does not contain any ASSE at all. However, the study of the (110)-oriented films 

on cubic substrates like MgO may bring additional extrinsic contributions, such as multi-crystal 

domains or sample dependence [12, 16], that averages the anisotropic SHE and complex the 

separation. As a result, the size and sign of both the ASSE and SHE show a large discrepancy 

among reports [11-16]. 

Moreover, it is also unclear if different sample preparation methods could induce different 

impurity levels, which alter the altermagnetism and thus affect the anisotropic spin-to-charge 

conversion in RuO2. The lack of a comprehensive study on the anisotropic spin Hall effect in rutile 

RuO2 impedes our further understanding of the spin-splitting effects. A thorough investigation of 

the spin-to-charge conversions in epitaxial RuO2 with different crystal orientations and preparation 

methods is imperative to resolve these issues.  

In this work, we investigate high-quality epitaxial RuO2 films synthesized by three widely 

used thin-film deposition techniques: magnetron sputtering, oxide molecular beam epitaxy (oxide 

MBE), and pulsed laser deposition (PLD). We use three different crystal orientations of TiO2 

substrates, (100)-, (110)-, and (101)-orientations, to enable epitaxial growth of RuO2 with varied 

crystal orientations. A capping layer of ferrimagnetic insulator yttrium iron garnet (YIG) is used, 

serving as the spin current source, and is free from charge current complications. Regardless of 
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the preparation methods, we obtain a negative spin Hall angle for all our RuO2 films, opposite to 

Pt and all previous reports on the RuO2 films. To elucidate this discrepancy, we investigate the 

electronic structure of Ru in YIG/RuO2 and permalloy (Py)/RuO2. The hard X-ray photoelectron 

spectroscopy measurements show the existence of interfacial metal Ru that complicates the spin 

current transport for the Py/RuO2 bilayer. Remarkably, with the injected spin being parallel or 

perpendicular to the c-axis or its in-plane projections, we obtain a robust and consistent anisotropic 

spin-to-charge conversion ratio of 30 % for the (100)- and (110)-RuO2 and a larger ratio of 40 % 

for the (101)-RuO2. These results suggest the absence of the ASSE contribution and a robust 

anisotropic spin Hall effect in RuO2. 

The RuO2 layers studied in this work are fabricated under high temperatures of 500 °C using 

DC sputtering, 350 °C using oxide-MBE, and 650 °C using PLD, and they are denoted as RuO2
S, 

RuO2
M, and RuO2

P, respectively. X-ray diffraction spectroscopy (XRD) measurements confirm 

that all the RuO2 films, regardless of the deposition methods or orientations, have an epitaxial 

relationship with the TiO2 substrates [see Supplementary S1]. The YIG layer is deposited by radio-

frequency (rf) sputtering at room temperature, followed by rapid thermal annealing in an oxygen 

atmosphere at 800 °C. X-ray diffraction and magnetization measurements show that after the 

annealing of YIG, the epitaxial crystallinity of RuO2 survives, and the YIG layer is crystallized 

with sizable magnetization [see Supplementary S2]. For comparison, we also prepare a reference 

Pt sample, deposited onto the epitaxial YIG film grown on the (111)-oriented gadolinium gallium 

garnet (GGG) substrate [see Supplementary S3], and a reference permalloy (Py) sample, deposited 

sequentially onto epitaxial RuO2 film at room temperature. 

We first show the conventional spin-to-charge conversion in Pt. Under a vertical temperature 

gradient of ∇T = 13 K/mm, estimated from an applied heat flux of Q = 105 W/m2 and the YIG 

thermal conductivity  = 7.4 Wm-1K-1, a magnon spin current is excited in a 52-nm-thick YIG due 
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to the spin Seebeck effect (SSE) [18]. The spin current (JS) is injected into the 3-nm-thick Pt layer 

and converted into a transverse charge current (JC) via the inverse spin Hall effect (ISHE). With a 

∇T applied along the + z direction, a magnetic field applied along the - x direction, a sizable and 

positive thermal voltage V is obtained for Pt, along the +y direction, as shown in Fig. 2(a). We plot 

our data as a function of the induced electromotive force E =V/d, normalized by the distance 

between the electrodes (d), as shown in Fig. 2(c). The sizable positive saturated electromotive 

force of E = 1635 nV/mm reveals a positive 𝜃SH ≈ + 4 % for Pt.  

We then illustrate the spin-to-charge conversion in RuO2 in three commonly used orientations. 

For the (100)-, (110)-, and (101)-RuO2, as demonstrated in Fig. 1(a), (d), and (g), a spin current JS 

is injected perpendicularly into the films. The injected spin has a spin orientation  parallel 

(labeled as  , as shown in Fig. 1(b), (e), and (h)) or perpendicular (labeled as  , as shown in 

Fig. 1(c), (f), and (i)) to c-axis or its in-plane projection. As a result, the induced JC is expected to 

contain IASSE for the geometries in Fig. 1(b) and (h), but not for the geometries in Fig. 1(c), (e), 

(f), and (i). In all cases, an ISHE is expected due to the sizable spin-orbit coupling in RuO2. 

To quantitatively study only the inverse spin Hall effect in RuO2, we first use the (100)-RuO2, 

with spin oriented along the [01̅0] direction, perpendicular to the c-axis, as shown in Fig. 1 (c). 

Under the spin Seebeck setup, as shown in Fig. 2(b), which is effectively the same as that in Fig. 

2(a), a negative spin-dependent voltage is observed. Since YIG and TiO2 are both insulators, the 

opposite sign in voltage unambiguously reveals a negative 𝜃SH for (100)-RuO2. We observe the 

negative 𝜃SH  also for the MBE fabricated RuO2
M and PLD fabricated RuO2

P, and in other 

crystalline orientations, as shown by the curves in Fig. 3 and 4. The robust and consistent negative 

𝜃SH observed in the YIG/RuO2
S, M, P/TiO2 is against all the positive 𝜃SH observed in [12-16], where 

ferromagnetic metals, mostly permalloy (Py, Ni80Fe20 alloy), are used as spin current sources or 

detectors [see Supplementary S4].  
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We propose two mechanisms to explain the sign discrepancy. Firstly, when a charge current 

flows in the RuO2/Py structure for the spin-torque measurements, not only RuO2 but also Py 

generates sizable transverse spin current via spin Hall or anomalous Hall effects [17, 18]. We have 

previously shown that Py has a positive 𝜃SH [17]. However, the existing models on spin current 

transport in the Py/RuO2 bilayer overlook these contributions, which could ultimately lead to an 

overall positive 𝜃SH for the entire RuO2/Py system. Secondly, Ni80Fe20 (Py) may donate electrons 

to Ru4+ in RuO2 and thus change its valence state. Given that the 𝜃SH for pure Ru film is positive 

[19], the change of Ru4+ to a lower valence state can also contribute to a positive 𝜃SH  in the 

Py/RuO2 bilayer.  

This scenario is supported by our hard x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (HAXPES) 

measurement on Py/RuO2, YIG/RuO2, and RuO2, sputtered onto (100)-TiO2 substrates. As shown 

in Fig. 2(e), upper panel, for the Ru-3d5/2 HAXPES spectra, a main peak at 280.8 eV, marked by 

the black arrow, is observed corresponding to the Ru4+ state [20-23] for all three samples. However, 

for Py/RuO2 spectrum (red), an additional step is observed at around 280 eV, marked by the red 

arrow, indicating the lower valence state of Ru. The simulated spectra for Py/RuO2 (middle panel) 

and YIG/RuO2 (lower panel) reveal that the step at 280 eV for Py/RuO2 corresponds to the 

presence of a Ru metal state [20, 21, 23]. We estimated that around 10 % of Ru4+ is reduced to the 

Ru metal state owing to the presence of Py [see Supplementary S5]. Thus, the study using the 

Py/RuO2 bilayer is largely affected by the interfacial reduced Ru metal and cannot reflect the true 

spin-to-charge conversion in RuO2.  

To quantitatively analyze the 𝜃SH  of RuO2, we measure the thickness-dependent ISHE 

voltage V[001], using the experimental geometry shown in Fig. 2(b). Consistently, a negative 𝜃SH is 

observed for all our films, ranging from 3.9 nm to 31.6 nm, as shown in Fig. 2(f). Thicker films 

show smaller voltages due to finite spin diffusion length 𝜆sd, in the scale of a few nanometers, 
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where spins decay while traversing. We plot the data as a function of thickness, as shown in Fig. 

2(g). We fit the results using Eq. 1 in ref [24] and obtain a 𝜃SH  = - (4.0 ± 0.8)% and 𝜆sd = 1.9 ± 0.5 

nm [see Supplementary S6 for details]. 

When the injected spin is aligned along the c-axis for the (100)-RuO2, as shown in Fig. 1(b), 

we found V[010] is significantly reduced with a relative V[010]/V[001] of around 30 % [10]. If ASSE 

plays an important role, the voltage ratio for other crystalline directions, in particular, the (110)-

RuO2, as shown in Fig. 1(d)-(f), which does not contain any ASSE at all, must be sharply different. 

Surprisingly, we obtain a consistent and robust 30% ratio in the (110)-RuO2 and 40% in the (101)-

RuO2. 

For the YIG/RuO2
S on (110)-TiO2 substrate, as shown in Fig. 3(a), the spin current JS injects 

into RuO2
S along the [110] direction, and the detected voltage Vx and Vy are aligned along the [001] 

and [1̅10] axes, respectively, with spin indices  oriented along the [11̅0] and [001] directions. As 

discussed earlier, both Vx and Vy contain only ISHE and no IASSE. However, the ISHE signal still 

shows considerable anisotropy with Ex= - 574 nV/mm and Ey = - 181 nV/mm, revealing an Ey/Ex 

ratio of 31 %, as shown in Fig. 3(b). The magnetic field (H) angular-dependent measurements of 

Ex and Ey, with H rotated in the xy plane, with angle  respect to the x-axis, as shown in Fig. 3(c), 

are nicely fit using the cosine and sine curves, respectively.  

For the YIG/RuO2
S/TiO2 (101) sample, as shown in Fig. 3(d), the pure spin current JS flows 

into the film along the film's normal direction. The detected voltages Vx and Vy are aligned along 

the [1̅01] and [010] directions, respectively. The corresponding spin indices  are oriented along 

[01̅ 0] and [1̅ 01] axes. For Ex,   is perpendicular to c-axis, with solely ISHE and no ASSE 

contribution. For Ey,  is parallel to the in-plane projection of c-axis, thus containing partial ISHE 

and IASSE contributions. As shown in Fig. 3(d), we obtain Ex = - 677 nV/mm and Ey = - 253 

nV/mm, yielding an Ex/Ey ratio of 38 %. The magnetic field (H) angular-dependent measurements 
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of Ex and Ey, with H rotated in the xy plane, as shown in Fig. 3(f), are also fit nicely by the cosine 

and sine dependence, respectively.  

Here, we use the anisotropic spin Hall effect to understand our experimental observation. 

Since the space group for RuO2 is No. 136 (P42/mnm), it has three independent spin Hall 

conductivity 𝜎𝑎𝑏
𝑐 ≠ 𝜎𝑏𝑐

𝑎 ≠ 𝜎𝑐𝑎
𝑏  [25], where a, b, and c represent the [100] -, [010] -, and [001]-axes, 

respectively. According to [16] and [Supplementary S6], we assign A, B, and C as the spin Hall 

conductivity 𝜎𝑎𝑏
𝑐 = −𝜎𝑏𝑎

𝑐 = 𝐴 , 𝜎𝑏𝑐
𝑎 = −𝜎𝑎𝑐

𝑏 = 𝐵 , and 𝜎𝑐𝑎
𝑏 = −𝜎𝑐𝑏

𝑎 = 𝐶 . The altermagnetic spin-

splitting conductivity is denoted as IASSE, representing the transverse charge-to-spin conversion 

via the spin-splitting effect. Through the transformation matrix, we calculate Ey/Ex = (A+IASSE)/B 

for (100)-RuO2; Ey /Ex = A/B for (110)-RuO2; and Ey /Ex=(0.32A + 0.68C + 0.32IASSE) / 

(0.68C+0.32B) for (101)-RuO2. The consistent 30% Ey/Ex ratio for (100)- and (110)-RuO2 leads 

to (A+IASSE)/B ≈ A/B ≈30 %, which suggests a striking result of IASSE ~ 0. The result indicates 

that the altermagnetic spin-splitting contribution is negligible, while the spin Seebeck voltage 

anisotropy is solely caused by the spin Hall effect anisotropy. On the other hand, for the (101)-

RuO2, the larger Ey /Ex of 38% reveals C/B= 8%. Considering the spin Hall angle for the (100)-

RuO2 as - 4.0 % and the estimated resistivity for the bulk RuO2 as 157 cm [see Supplementary 

S4], we obtain the anisotropic spin Hall angle and conductivity for each orientation as  𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑏𝑐
𝑎 ≈

-(4.0 ± 0.8)% , 𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑐𝑎
𝑏 ≈ -(0.3 ± 0.06)% , 𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑎𝑏

𝑐 ≈ -(1.2 ± 0.2)% , 𝜎𝑏𝑐
𝑎 ≈ -250 ± 51 𝑆𝑐𝑚−1 , 𝜎𝑐𝑎

𝑏 ≈

-19 ± 3 𝑆𝑐𝑚−1, and 𝜎𝑎𝑏
𝑐 ≈ -75 ± 15 𝑆𝑐𝑚−1. These results are summarized in Table I. 

To show the independence of the fabrication methods, we also study the anisotropic spin-to-

charge conversion in the MBE and PLD fabricated RuO2 film epitaxially grown on TiO2. As shown 

in Fig. 4 (a) and (b), we consistently observe an anisotropy in the spin-to-charge conversion. The 

ratios of Ey (perpendicular to the c-axis) to Ex (parallel to the c-axis) in these RuO2 films remain 
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impressively at 30 % for (100)- and (110)-orientation and 40 % for the (101)-orientation. The 

orientation dependence based on 15 samples studied in the work is summarized in Fig. 4(c), where 

the Ey/Ex ratio for (100)-, (110)-, and (101)-orientations are 31.9 ± 5.6 %, 28.4 ± 4.1 %, and 38.9 

± 5.2 %, respectively. The consistency among samples prepared by different methods shows the 

robustness of the anisotropic spin Hall effect in RuO2. These results also provide critical insight 

into the study of the anisotropic spin Hall effect for other altermagnet candidates with low 

crystalline symmetry. We also point out that, unlike many studies that report anisotropy using 

different samples, the anisotropy ratios for RuO2 obtained in this work are based on the anisotropic 

spin Hall effect within the same samples. For example, we obtain A/B using the (100)-RuO2 and 

C/B using the (101)-RuO2 sample. Although the absolute value of A, B, and C may have sample 

dependence, the ratio remains consistent and intrinsic, regardless of the preparation methods.  

In conclusion, we have comprehensively studied the spin-to-charge conversion in RuO2 thin 

films with varying crystal orientations and fabrication methods. Our results consistently show a 

negative spin Hall angle across all the epitaxial RuO2 films studied in this work, as determined 

through thermal spin current injection from the ferromagnetic insulator YIG. The HAXPES 

measurements reveal the presence of interfacial metal Ru, which may influence spin current 

transport in the Py/RuO2 bilayer. From thickness-dependent measurements, we extract both the 

spin Hall angle and spin diffusion length. Most importantly, we observe a robust and consistent 

anisotropic spin Hall effect in RuO2 with an Ey/Ex ratio of 30% for the (100)- and (110)-oriented 

RuO2 and 40% for the (101)-oriented RuO2. This anisotropy remains unchanged across RuO2 

fabricated via sputtering, MBE, and PLD. These results suggest a minimal contribution from the 

altermagnetic spin-splitting effect and a dominant role of the anisotropic spin Hall effect in the 

rutile RuO2. Our findings provide valuable insights into spin-charge interconversion mechanisms 

in RuO₂ and other altermagnetic candidates with low crystalline symmetry. 
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Spin Hall Angle 𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑏𝑐
𝑎

 𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑐𝑎
𝑏

 𝜃𝑆𝐻𝑎𝑏
𝑐

 

(%) -4.0 ± 0.8 -0.3 ± 0.06 -1.2 ± 0.2 

Spin Hall Conductivity 𝜎𝑏𝑐
𝑎 = −𝜎𝑎𝑐

𝑏  𝜎𝑐𝑎
𝑏 = −𝜎𝑐𝑏

𝑎  𝜎𝑎𝑏
𝑐 = −𝜎𝑏𝑎

𝑐  

(𝑆𝑐𝑚−1) -250 ± 51 -19 ± 3 -75 ± 15 

Anisotropy Ratio 𝜎𝑏𝑐
𝑎 /𝜎𝑏𝑐

𝑎  𝜎𝑐𝑎
𝑏 /𝜎𝑏𝑐

𝑎  𝜎𝑎𝑏
𝑐 /𝜎𝑏𝑐

𝑎  

(%) 100 8 30 

 

Table I. Summarization of the anisotropic spin Hall angle, spin Hall conductivity, and anisotropy 

ratio obtained from the anisotropic spin-to-charge conversion in RuO2. 
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustrations of the rutile-RuO2 crystal structure, highlighting (a) the (100)-plane, 

(d) the (110)-plane, and (g) the (101)-plane. Schematic illustrations of the d-wave spin-splitting 

band with injected spin oriented (b), (e), (h) parallel or (c), (f), (i) perpendicular to c-axis or its in-

plane projection. In all cases, ISHE are expected, while only (b) and (h) generate IASSE. 
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FIG. 2. Schematic illustrations of spin Seebeck measurements for (a) Pt/YIG/GGG and (b) 

YIG/RuO2/TiO2. The spin current injection direction follows the temperature gradient and thus is 

the same for (a) and (b), regardless of YIG layer sequence. The spin Seebeck voltages for (c) Pt 

(3 nm)/YIG grown on (111)-oriented and (d) YIG/RuO2 (3.9 nm). (e) HAXPES spectra (top panel) 

and simulations (middle and bottom panels) for Py/RuO2 (red), YIG/RuO2 (black), and RuO2 

(blue). Thickness dependent (f) spin Seebeck electromotive force and (g) normalized plot for RuO2 

of various thicknesses. All these RuO2 films are sputtered onto the (100)-oriented TiO2 substrate.  
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FIG. 3. Schematic illustrations of experiment setup for (a) (110)-oriented and (d) (101)-oriented 

YIG/RuO2/TiO2 samples. The x-axis is aligned parallel to the [001]- and the [1̅01]-axis in (a) and 

(d), respectively. ϕ represents the angle between the external magnetic field and the x-axis. The 

spin Seebeck voltage and the H-angular-dependence is obtained for (b)-(c) (110)-RuO2
S and (d)-

(f) (101)-RuO2
S, respectively.  
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Fig. 4. Anisotropic spin Seebeck voltages for (a) PLD-fabricated and (b) MBE-fabricated RuO2. 

(c) Summarization of orientation-dependent Ey/Ex ratios for all samples studied in this work. 
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