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In the presence of external magnetic field, the Kitaev model could either hosts gapped topological
anyon or gapless Majorana fermions. In α-RuCl3, the gapped and gapless cases are only separated
by a thirty-degree rotation of the in-plane magnetic field vector. The presence/absence of the
spectral gap is key for understanding the thermal transport behavior in α-RuCl3. Here, we study the
anisotropy of the oscillatory features of thermal conductivity in α-RuCl3. We examine the oscillatory
features of thermal conductivities (k//a, k//b) with fixed external fields and found distinct behavior
for the gapped (B//a) and gapless (B//b) scenarios. Furthermore, we track the evolution of thermal
resistivity (λa) and its oscillatory features with the rotation of in-plane magnetic fields from B//b
to B//a. The thermal resistivity λ(B, θ) display distinct rotational symmetries before and after
the emergence of the field induced Kitaev spin liquid phase. These experiment data suggest that
oscillatory features of thermal conductivity in α-RuCl3 are closely linked to the putative Kitaev
spin liquid phase and its excitations.

The Kitaev model departs from the Landau paradigm
of symmetry breaking and give new conservation rules by
topological order (in contrast to conservation by symme-
tries, i.e., Noether’s theorem). In this way, one can view
the formation of topological order as the opposite process
of symmetry breaking [1]. This conservation leads to a
more practical perspective on the Kitaev model: that
the non-Abelian anyon described within could provide a
platform for (fault-tolerant) topological quantum com-
putation [1, 2]. α-RuCl3 extend the abstract concept of
the Kitaev model to a tangible physical system. It is a
candidate material for realizing the Kitaev model, with
a zigzag order antiferromagnet ground state [3–7]. The
magnetic order can be suppressed by an in-plane mag-
netic field, and the field-induced spin disordered state is
proposed to be Kitaev spin liquid (KSL) [8–13].

Kitaev spin liquids could harbor unconventional exci-
tations, most notably Majorana fermions [1]. The sig-
nature of the Majorana mode can be detected through
scattering and transport experiments [5, 6, 14–16]. Ther-
mal transport experiment is uniquely suited for the study
of these charge-neutral quasiparticles. There are two
key findings from thermal transport studies on α-RuCl3.
Firstly, the in-plane thermal Hall conductivity could
reach half quantum thermal conductance (π2k2B/3h) [15–
17]. Secondly, the thermal conductivity shows oscillatory
features as a function of in-plane magnetic field [18, 19].
These two key findings reflect the dual aspects of the low
energy excitation gap in α-RuCl3. On one hand, the in-
plane thermal Hall effect suggests that α-RuCl3 should
host gapped bands with opposite topological indices [15].
On the other hand, the quantum oscillation interpreta-
tion [18] implies the existence of a Fermi surface, and
therefore gapless fermionic excitations. The physical ori-
gin of these observations is still under debate [15–21].

For the Kitaev model, the direction of the magnetic
field can be consequential. For example, the Majorana
fermion acquires a topological gap only for magnetic field
perpendicular to the honeycomb bond [1]. And braid-
ing is well-defined only for gapped, localizable excitations
[1]. Recent field-angle dependent studies of α-RuCl3 us-
ing different techniques provide important insights on
this candidate KSL material. For example, the angu-
lar dependent heat capacity measurement suggests the
existence of a fermionic excitation, whose spectral gap
evolves with magnetic field vector in the same way as
predicted by the Kitaev model [22]. Furthermore, angu-
lar dependent thermal transport studies show that the
in-plane thermal Hall effect has the sign-structure which
follows prediction by the Kitaev interactions [23, 24]. In
this context (thermal Hall and oscillations), the natural
following step is to investigate the angular dependence
of the oscillatory features of thermal conductivity in α-
RuCl3. This is the focus of our current work.

In this paper, we focus on the oscillatory features of
thermal conductivity and investigate its anisotropic prop-
erties. With fixed field directions (B//a or B//b), we
measured the thermal conductivity with thermal currents
along a-axis (J//a) and b-axis (J//b). We found that the
oscillatory features for orthogonal thermal currents (ka
and kb) behave in-sync when the magnetic field is along
the a-axis (B//a), and out-of-sync when the magnetic
field is along the b-axis (B//b). We discuss the relevancy
of existing interpretations (specifically, quantum oscilla-
tion [18] and phase transition [19]) to our data and pro-
pose our understanding on the matter. Furthermore, we
investigate the oscillatory features’ evolution as the mag-
netic field is switched between B//b to B//a. We found
that the oscillatory features show distinct rotational sym-
metry before and after the emergence of the Kitaev spin

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

03
91

7v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  5

 O
ct

 2
02

3



2

FIG. 1. Kitaev model and the spectrum of the free Majorana
fermion. A spin operator fractionalized to one free Majorana
fermion (orange) and three local gauge Majorana fermion
(blue, green and red). The mutual statistics of the free Ma-
jorana fermion and the gauge Majorana fermions effectively
presents a model of anyon. The braiding trajectory of the
world lines of the free Majorana fermion encodes information
as the phase change of wave functions, a mechanism proposed
to be used in topological quantum computation. When the
spectrum is gapless, the free Majorana fermion cannot be lo-
calized, and braiding is not well defined. In α-RuCl3, the two
cases are simply thirty degrees away, as the magnetic field is
switched between B//a (gapped) and B//b (gapless).

liquid phase, showing higher order oscillations (doubling
of angular frequency) as KSL phase emerges. Our work
shows that in all respects, the oscillatory features of ther-
mal conductivity in α-RuCl3 seem to closely tie to the
Kitaev spin liquid phase, and the corresponding charge
neutral fermion it holds.

Single crystals with minimal secondary magnetic
phases were used in this work [23]. The field dependent
thermal conductivity and the oscillatory features mea-
sured at T = 2 K are shown in Figure 2. We investigated
a total of four experimental configurations on two sam-
ples: J⃗ ∥ B⃗ ∥ a⃗, J⃗ ∥ B⃗ ∥ b⃗, J⃗ ⊥ B⃗ ∥ a⃗ and J⃗ ⊥ B⃗ ∥ b⃗.

Here, B⃗, J⃗ and a⃗/⃗b represents the magnetic field vector,
the thermal current vector, and the crystal axis perpen-
dicular/parallel to Ru-Ru bond. The four curves shown
in Figure 2(a, c) can generally be viewed as fine oscil-
latory features [Figure 2(b, d)] superimposed upon an
oscillation-free background [23]. The background has a
broad valley in the region where the Kitaev spin liquid
phase dominate (light orange shaded). The interpreta-
tion of this valley is that phonon and other low energy
spin excitations in the system coexist and scatter strongly
in this region, suppressing the thermal conductivity [15–
21]. In contrast to the background, the amplitudes of the
oscillatory features are strongly enhanced within this re-
gion, as shown in Figure 2(b, d). Focusing on this region,
we take the normalized first derivative (k−1dk/dB) and
accentuate the oscillatory features, as shown in Figure
2(b, d). We find that the oscillatory features of ka and

kb are mainly in pace with each other for B//a (gapped),
whereas they are out-of-sync for B//b (gapless).

The oscillatory features of thermal conductivity in
α−RuCl3 is not an ordinary phenomenon. Currently,
there are two main proposals for explaining this observa-
tion. The first is to draw an analogy to the Shubnikov–de
Haas (SdH) effect [18]. For the SdH effect, resistivity os-
cillates with magnetic field as Landau levels pass through
the Fermi energy [Figure 2(d)]. The oscillation stops
when the lowest Landau level has passed the Fermi en-
ergy (i.e., in the extreme quantum limit). The second
explanation for the oscillatory features is that they are
signatures of field-induced transitions due to secondary
magnetic phases [19]. In other words, secondary mag-
netic phases with different Neel temperatures are sup-
pressed by different field strength, mimicking quantum
oscillation behavior [Figure 2(b)].

Let us examine both hypothesis against the oscillatory
feature data in Figure 2 (b, d). In the quantum oscillation
picture, one should intuitively expect the oscillatory fea-
tures to depend on both the field vector B⃗ and the ther-
mal current vector J⃗ . This is because the conductivity
tensor will depend on both the density of states and the
crystal momentum. If we naively apply the Landau quan-
tization mechanism (ELL = (N+1/2)∗ℏqB/m) and test
it against data in Figure 2(d) (B//b, gapless), we could
obtain reasonable prediction for the critical fields by set-
ting appropriate Fermi energy [23]. It is worth noting
that while the oscillation amplitude is sample-dependent,
the critical fields for the oscillations agree reasonably well
between results from different groups [18, 19, 21]. How-
ever, for B//a, a gapped spectrum seemingly suggests
that there should not be a Fermi surface, nor quantum
oscillation. In the second scenario, the energy differ-
ence between the spin liquid state and the magnetic or-
der state (∆E = EKSL − EAFM ) decreases as the field
strength increases. At each critical field where a long-
range magnetic order is suppressed (determined by the
Neel ordering temperature), there is a strong suppression
of thermal conductivity due to this phase transition. For
the second scenario to hold true, we expect the oscilla-
tory features to depend only on the field vector B⃗. This
is because near phase transitions, strong fluctuations oc-
cur in every direction, thus ka and kb should oscillate in
pace with each other. The observation of in-sync ka and
kb oscillations for B//a is in line with this picture. How-
ever, the out-of-sync behavior of ka and kb oscillations
for B//b seem to contradict this interpretation.

Incomplete agreement between the proposed physical
pictures discussed above and the experiment data is an
indication that a broader framework of thinking is nec-
essary. As we draw an analogy from the SdH effect, we
also unintentionally carry over a false assumption: the
assumption that only the (spinon) Fermi surface mat-
ters for the oscillatory features of (thermal) conductiv-
ity. This is mostly true for the SdH effect. First, only
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FIG. 2. Field dependent thermal conductivity (ka, kb) and its oscillatory features (k
′
/k) at T = 2 K, measured with the

magnetic field applied along the a-axis (a, b) and b-axis (c, d). Here, a/b refers to perpendicular/parallel to Ru-Ru bond,
respectively. Illustrations of the two popular interpretations of the oscillatory feature are shown in (b, d), see main text. Neither
interpretation provide a satisfactory explanation to experiment data. The proposed mechanism to explain the difference in
oscillatory features for B//a and B//b, in terms of the charge neutral fermion and its interaction with other low energy
excitation in α-RuCl3.

charged particles (electrons) can contribute to electric
resistivity of a system. Second, the scale of the fermi
energy (of electrons) is much higher than any other exci-
tations in the system (e.g., phonons, magnons, etc). The
first condition ensures that only charge fermions need
to be considered, and the second condition ensures that
the charge fermions’ interaction with other quasiparti-
cles can be omitted, since they are buried deep in the
fermi sea. Neither condition is satisfied here for α-RuCl3.
First, recall that thermal conductivity is a measure of
the system’s ability to carry heat, and all quasiparticles
which can carry thermal energy in principle contribute
to this physical measurable. Second, the energy scale of
the spinon (meV) is on a comparable level to phonon
and magnon, etc. The interactions between spinons and
other quasiparticles in the system can greatly modify the
spinon spectrum. Therefore, as we consider the oscil-
latory features of thermal conductivity in α-RuCl3, the
spinon Fermi surface does not stand in isolation. Instead,
its own geometry, as well as its interactions with other
low energy excitations should be considered.

In this context, we can re-examine the data in Fig-
ure 2 with a broader perspective. First point of con-
sideration is why does thermal conductivity oscillate?
Both mechanisms discussed previously describe a pro-
cess where a series of levels (ELL or ∆E) pass through
a thresh-hold value (Ef or 0) as magnetic field changes,
causing the thermal conductivity to oscillate. In princi-

ple, the threshold values could also be the energy where
the spinon band and other lower energy excitation branch
meet. We can consider a two-level Hamiltonian near this
band crossing. Adding an interaction term cause a repul-
sion between the level, modifying both bands. This is a
simple yet general model widely applicable to many mag-
netic systems. A second point of considerations is why do
the oscillatory features for ka/kb behave differently in the
presences of Ba/Bb? The main difference between Ba/Bb
is the presence/absence of a spectral gap for the charge
neutral free fermion [22]. For B//a, field strength acts to
increase the gap size [22]. Peaks/valleys of thermal con-
ductivity comes about as the charge neutral fermion and
other lower energy excitations come in and out of contact
in reciprocal space. This process is isotropic with respect
to the crystal momentum, thus isotropic response for ka
and kb is anticipated. The exact physical picture is com-
plicated: various spectroscopic methods have identified
many different low energy excitations in α-RuCl3. The
low energy excitation could be phonon [25], magnon and
their bound states [26, 27], or even continuum spin exci-
tations [28, 29]. However, in terms of thermal transport
properties, the fermionic excitation is the primary con-
sideration: whether it is the in-plane thermal Hall effect
(Majorana fermion) [15], oscillatory feature of thermal
conductivity (spinon) [18] and its anisotropic behavior
studied here.

The magnetic field as a vector, governs the underlying
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FIG. 3. (a) Thermal resistivity (λa) measured with θ from 90◦ to 60◦ at dθ ≈ 3.33 ◦ per step. The curves for B//a (orange)
and B//b (blue) have been shifted vertical by 2 Wm−1K−1 for clarity. (Inset) Illustration of the experiment setup at θ = 90◦

(B//b). (b) Second field derivative of λa. Black circle markers indicate the peaks, and black dash lines indicates the one-to-one
correspondence as field switch from B//a to B//b. (c) Pseudo-color map of the second field derivative of λa. The two cosine
functions (red dash) are intended for guide-to-eye only. (d, e) Polar plot of λa at selected fields showing different rotational

symmetry (d) before and (e) after the emergence of the Kitaev spin liquid phase. θ denotes angle between B⃗ to J⃗ . Gray area

indicates measurement range. Additional range is generated by assuming the symmetry constraint that λa(J⃗) = λa(−J⃗) [23].

physics of α-RuCl3. From a theoretical viewpoint, dif-
ferent field directions determine whether we are study-
ing a non-Abelian anyon or a gapless Majorana fermion.
From an experimental viewpoint, both the in-plane ther-
mal Hall effect and oscillatory features of thermal con-
ductivity behave distinctly different for B//a and B//b.
A natural question is how are the gapped (B//a) and
gapless (B//b) cases connected as the magnetic field ro-
tates? How does the thermal transport properties evolve
in response to changes of the magnetic field direction?

Figure 3 (a) shows the thermal resistivity measured
with J//a (λa), and the magnetic field applied at θ be-
tween 90◦ (B//b) and 60◦ (B//a) at about 3.33◦ per

step. Here, θ refers to the relative angle between B⃗ and
J⃗ . Inset shows an illustration of the experiment setup for
θ = 90◦ (B//b). In the field range B = 4 T to B = 8 T, λa

decreases monotonically as θ increases. The oscillatory
features at B//b and B//a are composed of the same set
of peaks as the field rotates. In Figure 3(b), the oscilla-
tory feature (|d2λa/dB

2|) at the two extremes (B//a and
B//b) are shown, where we could identify a one-to-one
correspondence for peaks indicated by the black circle
marks [23]. In Figure 3(c), we track the evolution of this
correspondence by constructing the pseudo-color map of
the oscillatory features as functions of field strength and
angle (θ). Peaks of oscillatory features are the blue re-
gions, weaker oscillatory features are hard to discern due
to insufficient contrast. At approximately 8 T, the field
is sufficiently strong to induce the phase transition from

conventional order to Kitaev spin liquid state, irrespec-
tive of the field direction. The angular-dependence of the
oscillatory features are different for field strengths above
and below 8 T. The red dash lines in Figure 3(c) are co-
sine functions intended to roughly trace out the peak-θ
dependence. For oscillatory features below 8 T, the peak-
θ dependence is monotonic. The θ-frequency for oscilla-
tory features above 8 T is nearly doubled, compared to
data below 8 T. For example, the peak near 9.25 T (red
dash) are nearly at the same critical field for B//a and
B//b, while it reaches its maximum peak location (9.75
T) near θ = 75◦.

Several characteristic fields (where λa peaks) were cho-
sen to produce the angular dependent polar plots shown
in Figure 3(d, e). The vertical dash lines in Figure
3(a) indicates field values which were chosen. For field
strength below 8 T (d), we observe that λa gradually
evolves from being principally isotropic (2T, circular) to
principally six-fold anisotropic (7.5 T, [23]). For field
strength above 8 T (e), there is a doubling of angular-
frequency of thermal resistivity. At high fields (above 12
T) where the system nearly enters the polarized state, the
anisotropic character of λa is gradually suppressed. The
oscillatory features of λa shows distinct θ-dependence be-
fore and after the emergence of Kitaev spin liquid phase.
Except for the very low (< 2 T) and high field regions (>
12 T), λa is highly anisotropic. This indicates that while
phonons contribute to the thermal conductivity, it alone
cannot dictate the rotational symmetry of λa and its os-
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cillatory features. For example, at B = 2 T where phonon
contribution dominates, λa is nearly isotropic with re-
spect to θ. At intermediate field strength, λa shows six-
fold symmetry [23], similar to the six-fold symmetry ob-
served in the thermal dynamic study [22]. This is un-
surprising since the Kitaev model is an anisotropic spin
model on a honeycomb lattice (six-fold). The doubling
of angular-frequency for λa above 8 T is unexpected.

The symmetry of transport coefficients reflects the
symmetry of the physical mechanism responsible for
them. Vice versa, identifying new symmetries of the
transport coefficients could lead to the discovery of
new states/physical mechanisms. For example, six-
fold in-plane rotational symmetry of the second crit-
ical field (Hc2) of an Ising superconductor signifies
finite-momentum Copper pairing in 2H-HbSe2 (Fulde-
Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov state) [30]. The planar
anisotropic magnetoresistivity of a topological kagome
metal KV3Sb5 shows higher-order oscillation (doubling of
angular-frequency) above 10 T [31]. Both instances em-
phasize on the rotational symmetry change of the trans-
port coefficient as evidence for either the emergence of
new states or the presence of strong correlations.

The generic in-plane magneto-resistance effect depends
only on the angle between B⃗ and J⃗ (i.e., ∆ρ ∝ cos2(θ)
[32]), and deviation from this two-fold symmetry has
only been observed in films or nano-flakes [31, 33, 34].
In these cases, the magnetic field either directly modi-
fies the Fermi surface (Bi thin film, [33]), or indirectly
affects ρ through magnetic scattering (LAO/STO inter-
face, [34]). The doubling of angular frequency for λa

and its oscillatory feature may have similar implications
here. In α-RuCl3, there is also a Fermi surface involved,
except now it is that of a charge neutral fermion. While
neither spinons nor Majorana fermions carry charges,
they both carry spin (S=1/2), and therefore the mag-
netic field vector could directly modify the correspond-
ing Fermi surface. Furthermore, the doubling of angular
frequency for λa only occurs as the Kitaev spin liquid
phase emerges. One finds a similar situation in KV3Sb5:
where the higher order oscillation of ρ occurs simultane-
ously as the charge density wave (CDW) order establishes
[31]. The synchronous emergence of higher order oscilla-
tion and a new phase, either classical such as a CDW, or
topological such as the Kitaev spin liquid phase, suggests
that there should be a close correlation between the two.
The exact physical mechanism is a subject warranted for
future studies.

In conclusion, we investigate the oscillatory features
of thermal conductivity in α-RuCl3, as functions of the
thermal current direction and magnetic field vector. De-
pending on the filed direction, the thermal conductivity
for orthogonal thermal current directions (ka, kb) either
oscillates in-sync (B//a, gapped) or out-of-sync (B//b,
gapless). We discuss the relevance of the charge-neutral
fermion, its spectral gap and its interactions with other

quasiparticles to the aforementioned observations. We
also track the evolution of oscillatory features as func-
tions of θ, the angle between thermal current vector and
magnetic field vector. The thermal resistivity shows a
higher order oscillation (with respect to θ) as the Kitaev
spin liquid phase emerges. We point out the close resem-
blance of higher order oscillation of transport coefficients
observed in α-RuCl3 and other two-dimensional electron
systems: both tied to the magnetic field modification of
a Fermi surface.
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