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Coherent excitation of magnons is conventionally achieved through Raman scattering processes,
in which the difference-frequency components of the driving field are resonant with the magnon
energy. Here, we describe mechanisms by which the sum-frequency components of the driving field
can be used to coherently excite magnons through two-particle absorption processes. We use the
Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert formalism to compare the spin-precession amplitudes that different types
of impulsive stimulated and ionic Raman scattering processes and their sum-frequency counterparts
induce in an antiferromagnetic model system. We show that sum-frequency mechanisms enabled
by linearly polarized driving fields yield excitation efficiencies comparable or larger than established
Raman techniques, while elliptical polarizations produce only weak and circularly polarizations no
sum-frequency components at all. The mechanisms presented here complete the map for dynamical
spin control by the means of Raman-type processes.

Ultrashort laser pulses are able to generate coherent
quasiparticle excitations and induce macroscopic ampli-
tudes in the normal mode coordinates, such as atomic
motion for phonons and spin precession for magnons.
The most prominent excitation mechanisms are Raman
processes: impulsive stimulated Raman scattering, in
which photons from an ultrashort laser pulse scatter with
a Raman-active quasiparticle, and ionic Raman scatter-
ing, in which photons from an ultrashort pulse initially
excite infrared-active phonons coherently, which then in
turn scatter with a Raman-active quasiparticle. Im-
pulsive stimulated Raman scattering is an established
means of excitation for Raman-active phonons [1, 2] and
magnons [3–10]. Ionic Raman scattering in turn, pre-
dicted 50 years ago [11–13], has been demonstrated and
described only in recent years for Raman-active phonons
[14–17] and magnons [18–20] due to the development of
powerful terahertz and mid-infrared sources.

Phenomenologically, these Raman processes are de-
scribed by an ARA

2
D interaction term in the free energy,

whereAR is the amplitude of the normal mode coordinate
of the Raman-active quasiparticle and AD is the ampli-
tude of the driving field. In the case of impulsive stim-
ulated Raman scattering, AD corresponds to the electric
field amplitude of the laser pulse, and in the case of ionic
Raman scattering, AD is the vibrational amplitude of
the coherent infrared-active phonon. If the driving field
follows a sinusoidal shape AD ∼ sin(ω0t) with center fre-
quency ω0, then the force acting on the Raman-active
quasiparticle, A2

D ∼ 1 − 2 cos(2ω0t), produces a static
term and one oscillating at double the frequency. For
finite linewidths, these terms consist of difference- and
sum-frequency components, ω1 − ω2 and ω1 + ω2, re-
spectively. In conventional Raman scattering processes,
the difference-frequency components of the driving field
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are resonant with the frequency of the Raman-active
quasiparticle, as illustrated in Figs. 1(a) and (b). Very
recently, excitations of coherent Raman-active phonons
through sum-frequency components have been achieved,
in which the Raman-active phonon absorbs two photons
[21–24] or two infrared-active phonons [22–27]. In con-
trast, both experimental and theoretical demonstrations
are still missing for the excitation of magnons through
sum-frequency processes.

In this study, we develop a phenomenological descrip-
tion of the sum-frequency counterparts (Figs. 1(c) and
(d)) of impulsive stimulated and ionic Raman scatter-
ing for the coherent excitation of magnons, building on
the formalism developed in Ref. [20]. The sum-frequency
description of the scattering process differs conceptu-
ally from the Raman scattering processes with phonons
[21, 22], because angular momentum considerations have
to be taken into account. We compare the relative
strengths of the difference- and sum-frequency mecha-
nisms for the example of an anisotropic antiferromag-
netic Heisenberg model, for which we evaluate the spin-
precession amplitudes for different optical and phononic
drives. We show that sum-frequency mechanisms en-
abled by linearly polarized driving fields yield excitation
efficiencies comparable or larger than established Raman
techniques for comparable coupling strengths, while ellip-
tical polarization produces only weak and circularly po-
larization no sum-frequency components at all. In addi-
tion, the sum-frequency mechanisms benefit benefit from
a higher selectivity due to the possibility of resonant tun-
ing and due to the lower energy of the excitation.

I. THEORY OF OPTICALLY AND
PHONON-INDUCED SPIN DYNAMICS

A. Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert spin dynamics

We begin by reviewing the phenomenological theory of
spin dynamics in the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert formalism.
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FIG. 1. Fundamental scattering processes of photons and coherent infrared-active phonons with magnons. (a) Impulsive
stimulated Raman scattering, (b) ionic Raman scattering, (c) two-photon absorption, (d) two-phonon absorption. (e) Schematic
frequency spectrum of a magnon and opto-magnetic drives in the visible and terahertz range. Shown are the frequency of the
magnon, Ωm (green), the center frequencies of the visible and terahertz pulses, ωVIS (blue) and ωTHz (red), as well as the
difference- and sum-frequency components of the respective driving forces, ω1−ω2 and ω1 +ω2. In this example, the difference-
frequency components of the visible-light pulse and the sum-frequency components of the terahertz pulse overlap with the
magnon mode and are therefore able to excite it.

The precession of a spin, Ss with |Ss| = 1, follows the
equation of motion

dSs

dt
= − γ

1 + Γ2

[
Ss ×Beff

s −
Γ

|Ss|
Ss × (Ss ×Beff

s )

]
,

(1)
where γ = gµB/~, g is the material-dependent gyro-
magnetic ratio, µB is the Bohr magneton, ~ is the re-
duced Planck’s constant, and Γ is a phenomenological
damping constant. The effective magnetic field acting
on the spin is given by Beff

s = ∂H/∂Ss, where H is the
Hamiltonian of the system. Here, we use a model of an
anisotropic Heisenberg antiferromagnet with two sublat-
tices, s ∈ {1, 2}, which interacts with light and coherent
phonons,

H = H0 +Hphot +Hphon. (2)

The ground state Hamiltonian

H0 = JS1 · S2 +

2∑
s=1

[
DxS

2
sx +DyS

2
sy

]
(3)

consists of a term with antiferromagnetic exchange cou-
pling, J = 6JNN > 0, where JNN is the nearest-neighbor
antiferromagnetic exchange coupling, and anisotropy
terms along the x and y directions, Dx and Dy, which
align the spins along the z direction, as shown schemat-
ically in Fig. 2. The studied model is similar to those
used to describe the prototypical antiferromagnet nickel
oxide (NiO) [28–30], but for demonstration purposes, we
use artificial values for the material parameters here that
do not reflect the properties of NiO. Hphot and Hphon

describe the interactions of the spins with light and with
coherent infrared-active phonons. In the ground state
and without external magnetic fields, this model exhibits
two magnon modes, one out-of-plane mode with energy

~ΩIP = 2
√
J(Dx +Dy), and one in-plane mode with en-

ergy ~ΩOP = 2
√
JDy [30]. The effective magnetic field

experienced by the spins in equilibrium, B0
s, is given by

[29]

B0
s =

1

γ~
∂H0/∂Ss (4)

=
1

γ~
[J(Ssxx̂+ Ssy ŷ + Ssz ẑ)

+2(DxSsxx̂+DySsy ŷ)]. (5)

In the following sections, we describe the effective
magnetic fields exerted on the spins by the electric-field
components of a laser pulse (opto-magnetic effects) and
by coherently excited infrared-active phonons (phono-
magnetic effects). We hereby extend the formalism of
Ref. [20] to include both difference-frequency components
through impulsive stimulated and ionic Raman scatter-
ing, as as well sum-frequency components through two-
photon and two-phonon absorption. The effective mag-
netic field picture provides an intuitive description of the
underlying physics in the regime of stable magnetic order,
where no photo- or phonon-induced melting is induced
[31–36]. Note that for very short pulses, the diamagnetic
response in the effective magnetic field picture may not
be entirely accurate anymore and additional diamagnetic
effects resulting from a quenching of orbital angular mo-
mentum have to be taken into account that may even
dominate the response in some cases [37–39]. The scat-
tering process then has to be treated in a fully quantum-
mechanical formalism [7, 40–42].

B. Effective opto-magnetic fields

We now derive the effective opto-magnetic fields aris-
ing from the interaction of the electric-field components
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of a laser pulse with magnetic order. In conventional
descriptions of nonlinear light-matter interactions in the
field energy density approach, a time averaging is applied
that eliminates fast-oscillating components [43–46]. To
obtain both difference- and sum-frequency components
of the opto-magnetic field, we write the field energy den-
sity, U , of a non-absorbing and linearly polarized material
without time averaging as

U =
1

2
Di(t)Ei(t), (6)

where Ei the electric field and Di = ε0Ei + Pi the elec-
tric displacement field along the spatial coordinate i,
and ε0 is the vacuum permittivity. The complex spec-
tral decomposition of the electric field reads Ei(t) =∑

n Ẽi(ωn)e−iωnt, where Ẽi(ωn) is the amplitude of the
electric-field component with frequency ωn, the sum over
n runs over all negative and positive frequencies, and
Ẽi(ωn) = Ẽ∗i (−ωn) to ensure that Ei(t) is real. We use
the Einstein notation for the summation of indices. The
polarization, Pi, up to first order in the electric field is
given by Pi(t) = ε0

∑
n χij(ωn)Ẽj(ωn)e−iωnt, where χij

is the frequency-dependent linear susceptibility, for which
χij(ωn) = χ∗ij(−ωn) = χ∗ji(ωn). We accordingly rewrite
the field energy density U as

U =
1

2
ε0Ei(t)Ei(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hvac/Vc

+
1

2
Pi(t)Ei(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Hphot/Vc

, (7)

where Hvac is the Hamiltonian of the vacuum polariza-
tion, Hphot that of the linear polarization of the medium,
and where Vc is the volume of the unit cell.
χij is further dependent on the magnetic order and we

expand it up to second order in the ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic vectors, m = S1 +S2 and l = S1−S2,
respectively, as [8–10, 20]

χij = χgs
ij + iαijkmk + iα′ijklk

+βijkomkmo + β′ijkolklo + β′′ijkomklo, (8)

where χgs
ij is the ground-state linear susceptibility, and

α(′) and β(′,′′) are the frequency-dependent first and sec-
ond order opto-magnetic coefficients (or magnetic Raman
tensors). The coupling of the laser pulse to the magne-
tization in first order is known as inverse Faraday effect,
while the coupling in second order is known as inverse
Cotton-Mouton effect [3–10, 20].

We assume that our model system is irradiated with
light propagating along the x-direction, with electric-field
components lying in the yz-plane, as illustrated in Fig. 2.
In this geometry, symmetry considerations prevent terms
linear in l [9, 10], and the βijko term can be neglected,
because it scales with m2, which is small in an antifer-
romagnet. For the remaining coefficients, αzyx = −αyzx

and β′zyyz = β′zyzy = β′yzzy = β′yzyz. Using Eqs. (7) and
(8), the interaction Hamiltonian of light with magnetic

PumpProbe

θ
z

x

y

S1 S2 Rotated probe

ly(t)

mx(t)

FIG. 2. Schematic of the pump-probe geometry. The spins of
the antiferromagnetic model are aligned along the z-direction.
The in-plane magnon mode excited by the pump pulse in
this geometry (either directly, or through coherently excited
phonons) distorts the spins antiferromagnetically along the
y-direction, ly(t), as well as ferromagnetically along the x-
direction, mx(t). The probe pulse then undergoes a Faraday
rotation, θ(t), which follows the oscillation of mx(t).

order reads

Hphot =
Vcε0

2

[
χgs
yz(ωz)− iαyzx(ωz)mx

+ 2β′yzzy(ωz)lylzẼ
∗
z (ωz)eiωzt + c.c

]
Ey(t)

+
Vcε0

2

[
χgs
yz(ωy) + iαyzx(ωy)mx

+ 2β′yzzy(ωy)lylzẼ
∗
y(ωy)eiωyt + c.c

]
Ez(t). (9)

The effective opto-magnetic field acting on the spin Ss is
then given by Beff

s = (γ~)−1∂Hphot/∂Ss.
To induce an effective opto-magnetic field through the

inverse Faraday effect, light traveling in the x-direction
needs to be elliptically or circularly polarized, and we
write for the z and y components of the electric field

Ez(t) = Ez(t)(e−iωzt + eiωzt), (10)

Ey(t) = Ey(t)(ie−iωyt − ieiωyt). (11)

Here, Ei(t) = Ei0exp{−t2/[2(τ/
√

8 ln 2)2} is a Gaussian
carrier envelope, Ei0 is the peak electric field along di-
rection i, and τ is the full width at half maximum pulse
duration. In general, Ez(t) and Ey(t) can have different
center frequencies and their phase difference will change
in time; in circularly polarized light, ωz = ωy and their
phase difference is π/4.

Neglecting the dependence of χij on the shape of the
carrier envelope and assuming lz is constant in time as in
Ref. [10], we find that the inverse Faraday effect, medi-
ated through the αzyx term, generates an effective opto-
magnetic field, BIFE

s , according to

BIFE
s (t) =

ε0Vc
γ~
Ez(t)Ey(t)

× [α+ cos(ω−t) + α− cos(ω+t)] x̂, (12)

where BIFE
1 = BIFE

2 and where we defined ω± = ωz ± ωy

and α± = αzyx(ωy)± αzyx(ωz). For circularly polarized
light (Ey = Ez ≡ E and ωy = ωz), α− vanishes and we
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obtain the conventional equation for the inverse Faraday
effect [8, 10, 44],

BIFE
s (t) =

ε0Vc
γ~
E2(t)α+x̂. (13)

The inverse Faraday effect involving circularly polarized
light can therefore not produce sum-frequency compo-
nents. More generally it can only produce sum-frequency
components if αzyx shows a large frequency dependence
in order to make α− significant. Conventionally, Raman
tensors are only weakly frequency dependent in spectral
ranges far below the band gap [22], and we expect similar
behavior for magnetic Raman tensors here.

For an effective opto-magnetic field induced by the in-
verse Cotton-Mouton effect, we assume a laser pulse trav-
elling along the x-direction, which is linearly polarized in
the yz-plane with an angle of φ with respect to the z axis,

Ez(t) = Ez(t) cos(φ)(e−iωzt + eiωzt), (14)

Ey(t) = Ey(t) sin(φ)(e−iωyt + eiωyt). (15)

The effective opto-magnetic field generated by the in-
verse Cotton-Mouton effect, BICME

s , mediated through
the β′zyyz term, then yields

BICME
1/2 (t) = ±ε0Vc

γ~
Ez(t)Ey(t)β′+ sin(2φ)

× [cos(ω+t) + cos(ω−t)] lz ŷ, (16)

where we defined β′+ = β′zyyz(ωy) + β′zyyz(ωz). The in-
verse Cotton-Mouton effect is maximized when the linear
polarization is oriented at 45 degrees between the y and
z axes. Both the difference- and sum-frequency compo-
nents scale identically with β′+, in contrast to the inverse
Faraday effect.

C. Effective phono-magnetic fields

Next, we derive the effective phono-magnetic fields pro-
duced by coherent infrared-active phonons analogously
to the previous section. In previous work, Ref. [20], fast-
oscillating components were eliminated in the derivation
of the Raman scattering mechanisms. In order to include
both difference- and sum-frequency components, we write
the interaction Hamiltonian, Hphon, as

Hphon =
1

2
Ii(t)Qi(t), (17)

where Qi(t) =
∑

n Q̃i(Ωn)e−iΩnt is the phonon ampli-

tude and Ii(t) =
∑

nDij(Ωn)Q̃j(Ωn)e−iΩnt can be re-
garded as phononic displacement field. We again use the
Einstein notation for summing indices, which here denote
the phonon band number and not spatial coordinates.
Dij = qT

i Dqj is the projected dynamical matrix, where
qi is the eigenvector of phonon mode i and D the dynam-
ical matrix. For i = j, we obtain the eigenfrequency of
phonon mode i as Ωi =

√
Dii. We expand Dij to second

order in the ferro- and antiferromagnetic vectors, m and
l, analogously to the linear susceptibility in the previous
section, yielding [20]

Dij = Dgs
ij + iaijkmk + ia′ijklk

+bijkomkmo + b′ijkolklo + b′′ijkomklo, (18)

where Dgs
ij is the projected dynamical matrix of the

ground state, and a(′) and b(′,′′) are the frequency-
dependent first and second order magneto-phononic coef-
ficients (or magnetic ionic Raman tensors). The coupling
of coherent infrared-active phonons to the magnetization
in first order has been described as phonon inverse Fara-
day effect, and the coupling in second order as phonon
inverse Cotton-Mouton effect [20, 47].

In our model, we assume that the terms remaining
in the expansion of the projected dynamical matrix are
analogous to those in the expansion of the susceptibil-
ity for the opto-magnetic effects, setting a′ijk = bijko =

b′′ijko = 0. For the remaining coefficients, azyx = −azyx
and b′zyyz = b′zyzy = b′yzzy = b′yzyz. Using Eqs. (17) and
(18), we obtain for the interaction Hamiltonian with co-
herent infrared-active phonons

Hphon =
Vc
2

[
Dgs

yz(Ωz)− iayzx(Ωz)mx

+ 2b′yzzy(Ωz)lylzQ∗z(Ωz)eiΩzt + c.c.
]
Qy(t)

+
Vc
2

[
Dgs

yz(Ωy) + iayzx(Ωy)mx

+ 2b′yzzy(Ωy)lylzQ∗y(Ωy)eiΩyt + c.c.
]
Qz(t).(19)

The effective phono-magnetic field acting on the spin Ss

is then given by Beff
s = (γ~)−1∂Hphon/∂Ss.

To induce an effective phono-magnetic field through
the phonon inverse Faraday effect, the coherent phonons
have to be elliptically or circularly polarized, for exam-
ple as a superposition of two phonons with orthogonal
polarizations along z and y directions and frequencies Ωz

and Ωy, which are excited coherently by an elliptically or
circularly polarized laser pulse traveling in x direction.
Without loss of generality, the phonon amplitudes can
be written as

Qz(t) = Qz(t)(e−iΩzt + eiΩzt), (20)

Qy(t) = Qy(t)(ie−iΩyt − ieiΩyt), (21)

where Qi(t) are the envelopes of the coherently excited
phonons that can be obtained by solving the phonon
equations of motion. We assume that the projected dy-
namical matrix is constant during the entire time evo-
lution. The effective phono-magnetic field generated by
the phonon inverse Faraday effect, BPIFE

s , through the
ayzx term then yields

BPIFE
s =

Vc
γ~
Qz(t)Qy(t)

× [a+ cos(Ω−t) + a− cos(Ω+t)] x̂, (22)
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where BPIFE
1 = BPIFE

2 , and where we defined Ω± =
Ωz ± Ωy and a± = azyx(Ωy) ± azyx(Ωz). BPIFE

s can
in short be written as cross product and in terms of the
angular momentum of the phonons, Q × Q̇ [19, 20, 47–

53], so that BPIFE
s = azyxQ ×Q∗ ≡ ãzyxQ × Q̇, where

Q = (Qz, Qy, 0) and ayzx(Ωi) = ãyzxΩi [20, 47]. The
prefactors to the difference- and sum-frequency compo-
nents can therefore be written as a± = ãyzxΩ±/2. For
circularly polarized phonons (setting Qz = Qy ≡ Q,
Ωz = Ωy ≡ Ω, and ãzyx ≡ ã) we obtain the regu-
lar difference-frequency equation for the effective phono-
magnetic field [19, 20, 47, 52],

BPIFE
s =

Vc
γ~
Q2(t)Ωãx̂. (23)

The phonon inverse Faraday effect, analogously to the in-
verse Faraday effect, produces no sum-frequency compo-
nents in the case of circularly polarized phonons, in which
a− = ãyzxΩ−/2 = 0. A significant sum-frequency con-
tribution is possible for strongly elliptical phonons with
different frequencies for z and y polarizations.

For an effective phono-magnetic field induced by the
phonon inverse Cotton-Mouton effect, we assume that
two phonons with orthogonal polarizations z and y are
excited in-phase,

Qz(t) = Qz(t) cos(φ)(e−iΩzt + eiΩzt), (24)

Qy(t) = Qy(t) sin(φ)(e−iΩyt + eiΩyt), (25)

where φ is the angle of linear polarization with respect to
the z axis. The effective phono-magnetic fields, BPICME

s ,
mediated through the b′zyyz term as the only contribu-
tion, yield

BPICME
1/2 = ± Vc

γ~
Qz(t)Qy(t)b+ sin(2φ)

× [cos(Ω+t) + cos(Ω−t)] lz ŷ, (26)

where we defined b+ = b′zyyz(Ωy) + b′zyyz(Ωz). Anal-
ogously to the opto-magnetic case, both difference-
and sum-frequency components in the phonon inverse
Cotton-Mouton effect scale identically with b+ and the
effect is maximized when the polarization of the phonon
modes is oriented at a 45 degree angle between the z and
y axes.

To evaluate the effective phono-magnetic fields in
Eqs. (22) and (26), we calculate the phonon amplitudes
Qi by numerically solving the equations of motion

Q̈i + 2κiQ̇i + Ω2
iQi = ZiEi(t), (27)

where κi are the phonon linewidths and Zi are the mode
effective charges [16, 22, 54]. The shapes of the electric-
field components Ei for the excitation of phonons for
the phonon inverse Faraday and phonon inverse Cotton-
Mouton effects are given by Eqs. (10), (11), (14), and
(15), respectively, where the center frequencies are cho-
sen resonant with the phonon frequencies, ωi = Ωi.

Note that while the coherently excited infrared-active
phonons mediate their energy to the spins, they couple

nonlinearly to other vibrational degrees of freedom and
participate in ionic Raman scattering or two-phonon ab-
sorption by other phonons, and may induce transient dis-
tortions in the crystal structure that alter the magnetic
order quasistatically [55–63]. These effects and other
non-Raman spin-phonon interactions [57, 64–73], as well
as two-magnon processes [74, 75] are not discussed in this
work.

II. NUMERICAL SPIN-DYNAMICS
SIMULATIONS

We turn to the numerical evaluations of the spin dy-
namics that the different optical and phononic drives
induce according to the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert formal-
ism in Eq. (1) and in the pump-probe geometry shown
in Fig. 2. We use two different sets of anisotropy pa-
rameters for the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model de-
scribed by Eq. (3) in order to create one system with
a high-frequency and one system with a low-frequency
in-plane magnon mode. For the antiferromagnetic ex-
change coupling, we set J = 6JNN = 106 meV. We set
Dx = 4.3 meV and Dy = 1.0 meV to get an in-plane
magnon frequency of 5 THz, and Dx = 0.43 meV and
Dy = 0.040 meV to get an in-plane magnon frequency
of 1 THz. In some materials, magnetic anisotropy in-
duces structural distortions along the corresponding lat-
tice directions, which shifts the frequency of the phonons
polarized in this direction. As these distortions are gen-
erally very small we will neglect the influence of the mag-
netic anisotropy on the phonon frequencies here. We set
the phenomenological damping of the spin precession to
Γ = 2.4 · 10−4 and the opto- and phono-magnetic co-
efficients to αzyx = 2.8 × 10−58, β′zyyz = 2.3 × 10−60,

azyx = 4.9× 10−6 m3 s−2, b′zyyz = 2.2× 10−8 m3 s−2 in
the unit system used here. In a real system, the opto-
and phono-magnetic coefficients are strongly material de-
pendent and have to be computed using first-principles
calculations.

The spin precession induced by the opto- and phono-
magnetic fields can be detected through Faraday-rotation
experiments, in which the Faraday rotation, θ, is propor-
tional to the oscillation of the ferromagnetic component,
m,

θ(t) = Cx̂ ·m(t), (28)

where the proportionality constant includes the gyromag-
netic ratio, γ, the ion density of the material, and the
Verdet constant [29]. As we compare relative magnitudes
of the spin precession, we set C = 1 without loss of gen-
erality.

A. Opto-magnetic effects

We now compare the relative efficiencies of the
difference- and sum-frequency excitation mechanisms via
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FIG. 3. Spin dynamics induced by the inverse Faraday and inverse Cotton-Mouton effects. In (a)-(d), we compare the effective
magnetic fields, BIFE

s and BICME
1 , produced by the different optical drives in the near-infrared (ω0 ≡ 1 eV, τ = 90 fs) and

terahertz (ω0 = 2.5 THz, τ = 1 ps and ω0 ≡ 0.5 THz, τ = 5 ps) spectral ranges in the 5 THz and 1 THz magnon systems.
With these parameters, all three pulses have the same total energy. In (e)-(h) we compare the Faraday rotations, θ, around
the x-direction arising from the spin dynamics induced by the effective magnetic fields. The Faraday rotations are directly
proportional to the induced spin-precession amplitudes, θ(t) ∝ m(t), see Eq. (28). Both the effective magnetic fields and the
rotations are normalized to those generated by the respective high-frequency drives, B0 and θ0.

the inverse Faraday and inverse Cotton-Mouton effects
for the 5 THz and 1 THz magnon systems. For the laser
pulses in Eqs. (10), (11), (14), and (15), we assume equal
center frequencies and peak electric fields for the z and
y components, ωz = ωy ≡ ω0 and Ez0 = Ey0 ≡ E0. For
the difference-frequency components in impulsive stim-
ulated Raman scattering, we use typical pulse parame-
ters in the near-infrared regime, with a photon energy
of 1 eV (center frequency ω0 = 237 THz), full width
at half maximum pulse duration of τ = 90 fs, and a
peak electric field of E0 = 25 MV/cm [10]. For the sum-
frequency components in two-photon absorption, we re-
quire pulses with center frequencies of half the magnon
frequency, ω0 = ΩIP/2. We therefore set the parameters
to ω0 = 2.5 THz, τ = 1 ps, and E0 = 7.5 MV/cm for the
5 THz magnon system, and ω0 = 0.5 THz, τ = 5 ps, and
E0 = 3.4 MV/cm for the 1 THz magnon system, where
we chose the pulse durations and peak electric fields such
that all three pulses have the same total energy.

We show the normalized effective opto-magnetic fields
produced by the inverse Faraday effect according to
Eq. (12) and by the inverse Cotton-Mouton effect accord-
ing to Eq. (16) in Figs. 3(a)-(d), as well as the normal-
ized Faraday rotations according to Eqs. (28) and (1) in
Figs. 3(e)-(h). In the inverse Faraday effect, only static
responses of the effective opto-magnetic fields, BIFE

s , re-
sulting from difference-frequency components from both
the near-infrared and terahertz pulses show up. While
the 1 eV pulse is short enough to impulsivley excite co-
herent spin precession, the 0.5 THz pulse simply drags
the ferromagnetic spin component along for the dura-
tion of the pulse. In the inverse Cotton-Mouton effect in

contrast, an oscillatory component of the effective opto-
magnetic field, BICME

1 , is clearly visible. There, the 1 eV
as well as both terahertz pulses excite coherent spin pre-
cessions with similar magnitudes. The sum-frequency
excitations by the terahertz pulses are not impulsive
in nature and the spin-precession amplitude builds up
gradually, compared to the sudden onset of the ampli-
tude in the difference-frequency case. This behavior of
the magnons in the impulsive stimulated Raman scat-
tering and two-photon absorption processes underlying
the inverse Cotton-Mouton effect is equivalent to that of
Raman-active phonons [22].

B. Phono-magnetic effects

We next compare the relative efficiencies of the
difference- and sum-frequency excitation mechanisms via
the phonon inverse Faraday and phonon inverse Cotton-
Mouton effects for the 5 THz and 1 THz magnon systems.
In a real material, the coherent excitation of infrared-
active phonons imposes an additional limitation on the
possible excitation strength of the laser pulses. When the
amplitude of atomic motion exceeds a certain threshold,
the structure of the crystal will break down. It is there-
fore more meaningful to compare the phono-magnetic ef-
fects in terms of equal phonon amplitudes and not in
terms of equal total pulse energies as in the case of the
opto-magnetic effects.

For the difference-frequency components in ionic Ra-
man scattering, we assume phonons polarized along the
z and y directions with equal eigenfrequencies of Ωz =
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FIG. 4. Spin dynamics induced by the phonon inverse Faraday and phonon inverse Cotton-Mouton effects. In (a)-(d), we
compare the effective magnetic fields, BPIFE

s and BPICME
1 , produced by the different phonons (15, 2.5, and 0.5 THz) in the

5 THz and 1 THz magnon systems. In (e)-(h) we compare the Faraday rotations, θ, around the x-direction arising from the
spin dynamics induced by the effective phono-magnetic fields. The Faraday rotations are directly proportional to the induced
spin-precession amplitudes, θ(t) ∝ m(t), see Eq. (28). Both the effective magnetic fields and the rotations are normalized to
those generated by the respective high-frequency drives, B0 and θ0.

Ωy ≡ ΩIR = 15 THz, which are resonantly driven by
a pulse with a center frequency of ω0 = ΩIR, a full
width at half maximum pulse duration of τ = 0.1 ps,
and a peak electric field of E0 = 23.7 MV/cm. For
the sum-frequency components in two-phonon absorp-
tion, the phonon frequencies have to be half the magnon
frequency, ΩIR = ΩIP/2, at 2.5 THz for the 5 THz
magnon system and at 0.5 THz for the 1 THz magnon
system. We yield phonon amplitudes equal to that of the
15 THz phonon when we set the parameters as follows:
ω0 = ΩIR = 2.5 THz, τ = 1 ps, and E0 = 0.4 MV/cm
for the 5 THz magnon system, and ω0 = ΩIR = 0.5 THz,
τ = 5 ps, and E0 = 16 kV/cm for the 1 THz magnon sys-
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of the phonon amplitudes, Qz, in
response to the excitations by resonant terahertz pulses. (a)
15 and 2.5 THz phonons in the 5 THz magnon system, and
(b) 15 and 0.5 THz phonons in the 1 THz magnon system.
We chose the pulse energies such that the maxima of Qz are
equal for the high- and low-frequency phonons, respectively.
In the case of circular excitation, Qy (not shown) is shifted
in phase by π/4 with respect to Qz and in the case of linear
excitation it is in phase with Qz.

tem. The excitation of the 2.5 THz phonon with equal
amplitude as the 15 THz phonon therefore requires a
factor of 350 less total pulse energy ∝ E2

0 τ , and even a
factor of 40’000 less for the 0.5 THz phonon. For the
linewidths of all phonons, we use phenomenological val-
ues of κz = κy ≡ κIR = 0.05 × ΩIR. We further set the

mode effective charges to ZIR = 1 eÅ, where e is the
elementary charge [22].

We show the amplitudes of the coherently excited
infrared-active phonons, Qz, according to Eq. (27) in
Figs. 5(a) and (b). In the case of circular excitation, Qy

(not shown in the figures) is shifted in phase by π/4 with
respect to Qz and in the case of linear excitation it is in
phase with Qz. We further show the normalized effective
phono-magnetic fields produced by the phonon inverse
Faraday effect according to Eq. (22) and by the phonon
inverse Cotton-Mouton effect according to Eq. (26) in
Figs. 4(a)-(d), as well as the normalized Faraday rota-
tions according to Eqs. (28) and (1) in Figs. 4(e)-(h).

The phonon inverse Faraday effect displays only static
responses of the effective phono-magnetic fields, BPIFE

s ,
resulting from difference-frequency components from the
15, 2.5, and 0.5 THz phonons, analogously to its opto-
magnetic counterpart. Analogously to the opto-magnetic
case, the high-frequency drive of the 15 THz phonon leads
to an impulsive excitation of the magnon through ionic
Raman scattering, while the 2.5 and 0.5 THz phonons in-
duce a transient magnetization instead, as the ferromag-
netic component m follows the envelope of the respec-
tive phonon. Notably, also the 15 THz phonon induces a
transient magnetization that is reminiscent of the tran-
sient structural distortion generated through nonlinear
phonon-phonon coupling in nonlinear phononics experi-
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ments [14–17].
For the phonon inverse Cotton-Mouton effect, a strong

oscillatory component is visible in the effective phono-
magnetic field, BPICME

1 . While all three phonons are
excited with similar amplitudes and yield similar mag-
nitudes of effective magnetic fields, the spin-precession
amplitudes and therefore Faraday rotations induced by
the 2.5 and 0.5 THz phonons exceed those of the 15 THz
phonon by a factor of 30-50. This is due to the non-
impulsive nature of the sum-frequency process that grad-
ually builds up the amplitude of the magnon, and which
benefits from the long lifetime of the low-frequency
phonons, while the impulsive excitation through the
difference-frequency components is independent of the
envelope of the high-frequency phonon. Analog to the
opto-magnetic case, the behavior of the magnons in the
ionic Raman scattering and two-phonon absorption pro-
cesses underlying the phonon inverse Cotton-Mouton ef-
fect is similar to that of Raman-active phonons [22].

III. DISCUSSION

Our results show that the inverse Faraday and phonon
inverse Faraday effects do not produce sum-frequency
components for circularly polarized light or phonons,
respectively. The weak dependence of the first-order
opto-magnetic coefficients on the frequency of light and
phonons makes it further unlikely that significant excita-
tion will be achieved through elliptical polarization. In-
triguingly however, the difference-frequency components
of the phonon inverse Faraday effect induce a transient
magnetization that could be considered a magnetic ana-
logue of the transient structural distortion in nonlinear
phononics [14–17, 54–60, 62, 63, 76].

The inverse Cotton-Mouton and phonon inverse
Cotton-Mouton effects in contrast produce strong sum-
frequency components that scale identically in terms of
the second-order opto- and phono-magnetic coefficients
as the difference-frequency components. Here, for the
same total pulse energies and magnitudes of the opto-
magnetic coefficients, similar spin-precession amplitudes
can be achieved through impulsive stimulated Raman
scattering and two-photon absorption. In the phono-
magnetic effects, spin-precession amplitudes induced by
two-phonon absorption are at least an order of magni-
tude larger than those induced by ionic Raman scat-

tering for equally strong phonon excitations and phono-
magnetic coefficients. This difference arises from the non-
impulsive nature of the sum-frequency mechanisms in
combination with the long lifetimes of the low-frequency
phonons, where the spin-precession amplitude can build
up gradually over time. In addition, the pulse energies
required to excite these low-frequency phonons are or-
ders of magnitude lower than the ones required to ex-
cite high-frequency phonons, making the phonon inverse
Cotton-Mouton effect particularly efficient.

From a feasibility perspective, opto-magnetic sum-
frequency excitation can straightforwardly be imple-
mented by choosing the center frequency of the laser
pulse at half of the magnon frequency. The feasibil-
ity of the phono-magnetic sum-frequency mechanism in
turn strongly depends on the material properties that
determine the magnon and phonon frequencies. For low-
frequency magnons, as the example of the 1 THz magnon
here shows, phonons with an eigenfrequency of 0.5 THz
would be required that are not present in most ex-
isting compounds. The phono-magnetic sum-frequency
mechanism should therefore be more applicable to high-
frequency magnons, for example in complex magnetic
structures such as yttrium iron garnet [77], which host
a large number of magnon and phonon modes. There,
the high selectivity provided by the sum-frequency mech-
anisms due to their resonant conditions in combination
with the high selectivity of coherent phonon excitations
achievable in recent years [78] may become powerful tools
for spin dynamical control in the future.
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inverse Faraday effect in view of ultrafast magnetization
experiments,” Phys. Rev. B 84, 214421 (2011).

[41] M. Berritta, R. Mondal, K. Carva, and P. M. Oppeneer,
“Ab Initio Theory of Coherent Laser-Induced Magneti-
zation in Metals,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 137203 (2016).

[42] A. H. Majedi and B. Lounis, “Nonlinear Optics of
Optomagnetics; Quantum and Classical Treatments,”
arXiv:2007.15744v1 (2020).

[43] P. S. Pershan, “Nonlinear optical properties of solids: en-
ergy considerations,” Phys. Rev. 130, 919–929 (1963).

[44] P. S. Pershan, J. P. van der Ziel, and L. D. Malmstrom,
“Theoretical Discussion of the Inverse Faraday Effect,
Raman Scattering, and Related Phenomena,” Phys. Rev.
143, 574 (1966).

[45] B. A. Zon and V. Y. Kupershmidt, “Inverse Faraday ef-
fect in magnetically ordered crystals,” Zh. Eksp. Teor.
Fiz 84, 363 (1983).

[46] Robert F. Boyd, Nonlinear Optics (Academic Press, Inc.,
2008).

[47] D. M. Juraschek and P. Narang, “Giant phonon-
induced effective magnetic fields in 4f paramagnets,”
arXiv:2007.10556v1 (2020).

[48] L. Sheng, D. N. Sheng, and C. S. Ting, “Theory of the
Phonon Hall Effect in Paramagnetic Dielectrics,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 96, 155901 (2006).

[49] L. Zhang and Q. Niu, “Angular Momentum of Phonons
and the Einstein–de Haas Effect,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
085503 (2014).

[50] D. A. Garanin and E. M. Chudnovsky, “Angular momen-
tum in spin-phonon processes,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 024421
(2015).

[51] J. J. Nakane and H. Kohno, “Angular momentum of
phonons and its application to single-spin relaxation,”
Phys. Rev. B 97, 174403 (2018).

[52] D. M. Juraschek and N. A. Spaldin, “Orbital magnetic
moments of phonons,” Phys. Rev. Mater. 3, 064405
(2019).

[53] S. Streib, “The difference between angular momen-
tum and pseudo angular momentum,” arXiv:2010.15616
(2020), 2010.15616.

[54] M. Fechner and N. A. Spaldin, “Effects of intense optical
phonon pumping on the structure and electronic proper-
ties of yttrium barium copper oxide,” Phys. Rev. B 94,
134307 (2016).

[55] D. M. Juraschek, M. Fechner, and N. A. Spaldin, “Ultra-
fast Structure Switching through Nonlinear Phononics,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 054101 (2017).
[56] P. G. Radaelli, “Breaking symmetry with light: Ultrafast

ferroelectricity and magnetism from three-phonon cou-
pling,” Phys. Rev. B 97, 085145 (2018).

[57] M. Fechner, A. Sukhov, L. Chotorlishvili, C. Kenel, J. Be-
rakdar, and N. A. Spaldin, “Magnetophononics: ultra-
fast spin control through the lattice,” Phys. Rev. Mater.
2, 064401 (2018).

[58] M. Gu and J. M. Rondinelli, “Nonlinear phononic control
and emergent magnetism in Mott insulating titanates,”
Phys. Rev. B 98, 024102 (2018).

[59] G. Khalsa and N. A. Benedek, “Ultrafast optically in-
duced ferromagnetic/anti-ferromagnetic phase transition
in GdTiO3 from first principles,” npj Quantum Materials
3, 15 (2018).

[60] S. F. Maehrlein, I. Radu, P. Maldonado, A. Paarmann,
M. Gensch, A. M. Kalashnikova, R. V. Pisarev, M. Wolf,
P. M. Oppeneer, J. Barker, and T. Kampfrath, “Dis-
secting spin-phonon equilibration in ferrimagnetic insula-
tors by ultrafast lattice excitation,” Sci. Adv. 4, eaar5164
(2018).

[61] D. Afanasiev, J. R. Hortensius, B. A. Ivanov, A. Sasani,
E. Bousquet, Y. M. Blanter, R. V. Mikhaylovskiy, A. V.
Kimel, and A. D. Caviglia, “Light-driven ultrafast
phonomagnetism,” arXiv:1912.01938 (2019).

[62] A. S. Disa, M. Fechner, T. F. Nova, B. Liu, M. Först,
D. Prabhakaran, P. G. Radaelli, and A. Cavalleri, “Po-
larizing an antiferromagnet by optical engineering of the
crystal field,” Nat. Phys. 16, 937–941 (2020).

[63] M. Rodriguez-Vega, Z.-X. Lin, A. Leonardo, A. Ernst,
G. Chaudhary, M. G. Vergniory, and G. A. Fi-
ete, “Phonon-mediated dimensional crossover in bilayer
CrI3,” Phys. Rev. B 102, 081117(R) (2020).

[64] J. Fransson, D. Thonig, P. F. Bessarab, S. Bhattacharjee,
J. Hellsvik, and L. Nordström, “Microscopic theory for
coupled atomistic magnetization and lattice dynamics,”
Phys. Rev. Mater. 1, 074404 (2017).

[65] Y. Hashimoto, S. Daimon, R. Iguchi, Y. Oikawa, K. Shen,
K. Sato, D. Bossini, Y. Tabuchi, T. Satoh, B. Hille-
brands, G. E. W. Bauer, T. H. Johansen, A. Kirilyuk,
T. Rasing, and E. Saitoh, “All-optical observation and
reconstruction of spin wave dispersion,” Nat. Commun.
8, 15859 (2017).

[66] S. Roychoudhury and S. Sanvito, “Spin-Phonon coupling
parameters from maximally localized Wannier functions
and first-principles electronic structure: Single-crystal
durene,” Phys. Rev. B 98, 125204 (2018).

[67] S. Streib, H. Keshtgar, and G. E. W. Bauer, “Damping
of magnetization dynamics by phonon pumping,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 121, 027202 (2018).

[68] T. Nomura, X. X. Zhang, S. Zherlitsyn, J. Wosnitza,
Y. Tokura, N. Nagaosa, and S. Seki, “Phonon Magne-
tochiral Effect,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 145901 (2019).

[69] J. Hellsvik, D. Thonig, K. Modin, D. Iuşan, A. Bergman,
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