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We use ab-initio calculations to investigate spin-orbit torques (SOTs) in FeRh(001) deposited on
W(100). Since FeRh undergoes a ferromagnetic-antiferromagnetic phase transition close to room
temperature, we consider both phases of FeRh. In the antiferromagnetic case we find that the
effective magnetic field of the even torque is staggered and therefore ideal to induce magnetization
dynamics or to switch the antiferromagnet (AFM). At the antiferromagnetic resonance the inverse
SOT induces a current density, which can be determined from the SOT. In the ferromagnetic case our
calculations predict both even and odd components of the SOT, which can also be used to describe
the ac and dc currents induced at the ferromagnetic resonance. For comparison we compute the
SOTs in the c(2 × 2) AFM state of Fe/W(001).

I. INTRODUCTION

Switching of the Néel vector in antiferromagnets
(AFMs) by the spin-orbit torque (SOT) is promising
to achieve higher writing rates on the terahertz scale
in magnetic memory devices (See Refs. [1–3] for recent
reviews). Additionally, AFM magnetic memory allows
higher data density than its ferromagnet (FM) counter-
part. Moreover, it has been proposed that SOT triggers
self-sustained THz oscillations in AFMs [4]. Néel vector
switching through SOT has been demonstrated experi-
mentally first in the bulk antiferromagnets (AFMs) CuM-
nAs [5] and Mn2Au [6]. Planar Hall effect and magne-
toresistance may be used to read the state of the AFM bit
in the memory device and they have also been used to ob-
tain an indirect proof of AFM switching. Direct evidence
of AFM switching is available through x-ray magnetic
linear dichroism-photoemission electron microscopy [6].

Experimentally, it has been shown that the Néel or-
der can be switched by the SOT also in bilayers com-
posed of a heavy metal layer (HM) and an AFM layer,
such as Pt/Fe2O3 [7]. However, it has been pointed out
that measurements of planar Hall effect and magnetore-
sistance in HM/AFM bilayers do not always provide clear
evidence of AFM switching [8, 9]. Most SOT switching
experiments on HM/AFM bilayers considered insulating
AFMs, such as NiO. In CoO/Pt and Fe2O3/Pt bilayers a
thermomagnetoelastic mechanism rather than the SOT
has been identified as dominating mechanism for current-
induced switching [8, 10].

In this paper we study the SOT in FeRh/W(001) bi-
layers. This choice is motivated by three key assets of
this system: (i) The use of W in magnetic bilayers leads
to large SOTs [11, 12]. (ii) Epitaxial layers of FeRh(001)
can be deposited on W(001) single crystals [13]. (iii)
FeRh has gained considerable interest in the spintronics
community. Since it exhibits an AFM-FM phase transi-
tion close to room temperature, femtosecond laser-pulses

have been used to study this phase transition at sub-
picosecond timescales [14]. The AFM-FM phase tran-
sition in FeRh has also been used to tune the damp-
ing dynamically [15]. Lateral spin-pumping between FM
and AFM domains has been found to be crucial for the
damping enhancement [16]. When FeRh/Pt is excited
by femtosecond laser pulses superdiffusive spin currents
are generated in FeRh and converted into a charge cur-
rent by the inverse spin Hall effect, which leads to a
measurable THz signal [17–19]. This THz signal varies
strongly as FeRh goes through the AFM-FM phase tran-
sition because it is suppressed in the AFM state of FeRh.
Similarly, the Hall effect changes significantly across the
AFM-FM phase transition [20].

Phenomenology suggests that the antiferromagnetic
resonance is accompanied by spin-pumping and that con-
versely spin current from the spin Hall effect injected into
an AFM layer exerts staggered effective magnetic fields
on it, which are efficient to induce magnetization dynam-
ics in the AFM [21–23]. However, these concepts have
not yet been investigated by ab-initio methods. There-
fore, in this paper we investigate direct and inverse spin-
orbit torques in FeRh/W(001) based on first-principles
density-functional theory calculations. The direct SOT
describes the effective magnetic fields acting on the mag-
netic moments when an electric current is applied, which
may excite magnetization dynamics or switch the AFM
or FM magnetization. The inverse SOT [24, 25] describes
the electric current induced by magnetization dynamics
and is therefore related to vertical spin pumping, which
has been investigated experimentally in the similar sys-
tem of FeRh/Pt [16]. The inverse SOT is also related
to the helicity-dependent component of the THz signal
that follows excitation by a fs laser-pulse, and which was
measured experimentally in FeRh/Pt as well [18, 19]. For
comparison we compute the SOTs also in an Fe mono-
layer on W(001), which exhibits a c(2× 2) AFM config-
uration [26] and is therefore compensated like FeRh.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we ex-
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plain first our computational formalism for the direct
SOT (Sec. II A), followed by the formalism for the in-
verse SOT (Sec. II B). In Sec. III we discuss our ab-initio
results in the following order: In Sec. III A we specify the
computational details, and in Sec. III B and Sec. III C
we present our results on the even and odd direct SOT,
respectively, which we obtained in the AFM phase of
FeRh/W(001). We discuss the inverse SOT in the AFM
phase of FeRh/W(001) in Sec. III D. Next, Sec. III E is
devoted to the direct and inverse SOT in the FM phase
of FeRh/W(001). Finally, Sec. III F treats the SOT in
Fe/W. This paper ends with a summary in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Direct SOT

In order to compute the SOT we use the formalism
described in Ref. [12]. The torque Tµ on atom µ can be
expressed in terms of the torkance tensor tαβ,µ as

Tµ =
∑
α

êαtαβ,µEβ (1)

where Eβ is the β-th component of the applied electric
field and êα is a unit vector pointing into the α-th Carte-
sian direction. We separate the torkance into even and
odd parts with respect to inversion of the magnetization
direction. Since we study antiferromagnets in this work
we consider the atom-resolved torkances tαβ,µ, where the
index µ selects the atom. The even torkance is given by

teven
αβ,µ =

e~
2πN

∑
kn6=m

Im
[
〈ψkn|Tα,µ|ψkm〉〈ψkm|vβ |ψkn〉

]{
Γ(Ekm − Ekn)[

(EF − Ekn)2 + Γ2
] [

(EF − Ekm)2 + Γ2
]+

+
2Γ[

Ekn − Ekm
] [

(EF − Ekm)2 + Γ2
]+

+
2[

Ekn − Ekm
]2 Im log

Ekm − EF − iΓ
Ekn − EF − iΓ

}
(2)

and the odd torkance is given by

todd
αβ,µ =

e~
πN

∑
knm

Γ2Re
[
〈ψkn|Tα,µ|ψkm〉〈ψkm|vβ |ψkn〉

][
(EF − Ekn)2 + Γ2

] [
(EF − Ekm)2 + Γ2

] ,
(3)

where N is the number of k-points used to sample the
Brillouin zone, Tα,µ is the α-th cartesian component of
the torque operator of atom µ, vβ is the β-th cartesian
component of the velocity operator, Γ is the quasiparticle
broadening, and ψkn and Ekn denote the Bloch function
for band n at k-point k and the corresponding band en-
ergy, respectively.

Experimental works on the SOT typically discuss the
effective magnetic field that one would have to apply in
order to generate a torque of the same size as the SOT.
For a given torque Tµ this effective magnetic field may
be computed from

Beff
µ =

Tµ × M̂µ

mµ
, (4)

where mµ is the magnetic moment of atom µ and M̂µ

is its direction. In order to switch an antiferromagnet,
the effective magnetic field Beff

µ needs to be staggered,
i.e., its sign needs to be opposite between antiparallel
magnetic moments.

B. Inverse SOT

While the direct SOT is the generation of a torque on
the magnetization when an electric field is applied, the
inverse SOT is the induction of a current density j by
magnetization dynamics [24, 25]. When this current den-
sity is expressed in terms of the atom-resolved torkance,
Eq. (2) and Eq. (3), a summation over the atomic site
index µ is required:

jχα(t) =
1

V

∑
β,µ

tχβα,µ(−M̂µ(t))

(
M̂µ(t)× dM̂µ(t)

dt

)
β

,

(5)
where the superscript χ is set to ’even’ and ’odd’ to ad-
dress the even inverse SOT and the odd inverse SOT,
respectively. When the total inverse SOT is meant, χ is
left blank.

In antiferromagnets with two sublattices we introduce
the two vectors

L̃(t) =
1

2

[
M̂↑(t)− M̂↓(t)

]
(6)

and

M̃(t) =
1

2

[
M̂↑(t) + M̂↓(t)

]
, (7)

where M̂↑(t) and M̂↓(t) are the magnetization directions
on the two sublattices, which we denote by ↑ and ↓, re-
spectively. These vectors satisfy L̃ · L̃ + M̃ · M̃ = 1.
Similarly, we define the two torkances

t̃χβα =
1

2

[
tχβα,↑(−M̂↑) + tχβα,↓(−M̂↓)

]
(8)

and

t̄χβα =
1

2

[
tχβα,↑(−M̂↑)− tχβα,↓(−M̂↓)

]
. (9)

With these definitions the pumped charge current density
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in a 2-sublattice AFM can be written as

jχα(t) =
2

V

∑
β

t̃χβα

(
L̃× dL̃

dt
+ M̃ × dM̃

dt

)
β

+
2

V

∑
β

t̄χβα

(
L̃× dM̃

dt
+ M̃ × dL̃

dt

)
β

.

(10)

At the antiferromagnetic resonance the two magneti-
zation directions M̂↑ and M̂↓ precess with slightly dif-
ferent cone angles, which results in a non-zero vector
M̃ [27]. However, usually |M̃ | � |L̃| is satisfied, which
can be used to replace Eq. (10) by approximated expres-
sions. For a layerwisely compensated layered AFM in an
AFM/HM bilayer with two magnetic sublattices we can
approximate

t̃even
βα,` =

1

2

[
teven
βα,`↑(−M̂`↑) + teven

βα,`↓(−M̂`↓)
]
≈ teven

βα,`↑(L̃`),

(11)

where teven
βα,`↑(−M̂`↑) and teven

βα,`↓(−M̂`↓) are the two
torkances of the two sublattices in layer ` of the AFM
and

L̃`(t) =
1

2

[
M̂`↑(t)− M̂`↓(t)

]
(12)

is the generalization of Eq. (6) to a layerwisely compen-
sated layered AFM. Therefore, in this case the even com-
ponent of the pumped current density can be approxi-
mated as

jeven
α (t) ≈ 2

V

∑
β,`

t̃even
βα,`↑

(
L̃× dL̃

dt

)
β

, (13)

where we further approximated L̃` = L̃. Similarly, we
approximately obtain

jodd
α (t) ≈ 0 (14)

because

todd
βα,`↑(M̂`↑) = −todd

βα,`↓(M̂`↓) (15)

when M̂`↑ = −M̂`↓ for a layerwisely compensated lay-
ered AFM in an AFM/HM bilayer.

However, this vanishing jodd
α (t) is a special case

and the odd inverse SOT does not always vanish in
AFMs. Consider for example Mn2Au [6, 28] and CuM-
nAs [5]. In these bulk AFMs the torkance tensor satisfies

todd
βα,↑(M̂↑) = todd

βα,↓(M̂↓) when M̂↑ = −M̂↓. Thus, we
may approximate

t̃odd
βα =

1

2

[
todd
βα,↑(−M̂↑) + todd

βα,↓(−M̂↓)
]
≈ −todd

βα,↑(L̃)

(16)
and

jodd
α (t) ≈ − 2

V

∑
β,`

t̃odd
βα,↑

(
L̃× dL̃

dt

)
β

. (17)
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RhRh W W W W W Rh Rh

FIG. 1. One unit cell of the FeRh/W/FeRh film. The unit
cell is repeated periodically along the x and y axes. Red
arrows illustrate the directions of the magnetic moments on
the Fe sites.

III. RESULTS

A. Computational details

It has been shown in experiments that ultrathin epi-
taxial layers of FeRh(001) can be deposited on W(100)
single-crystals [13]. Since the mismatch between the
FeRh (CsCl structure) bulk lattice constant of 2.99 Å
and the one of bcc W of aW = 3.165 Å is 5%, pseudo-
morphic growth of the FeRh(001) layer leads to tetrago-
nal distortion.

We use the film mode [29] in the ab-initio program
FLEUR [30] in order to compute the electronic structure
of FeRh on W. In this mode the unit cell is repeated
periodically only in the in-plane directions and the re-
sulting film structure is embedded into vacuum. Since
systems with inversion symmetry take less computational
effort in the film mode we consider the centrosymmetric
system FeRh/W/FeRh, where 11 layers of W(001) are
sandwiched between two layers of FeRh on both sides.
In Fig. 1 we show the corresponding unit cell.

In order to compute the antiferromagnetic state we
need a magnetic unit cell with in-plane area twice as large
as the one of the crystal unit cell. Therefore, we set the
in-plane lattice constant to

√
2aW = 8.459a0, where a0

is Bohr’s radius. In our calculations, the inter-layer dis-
tance is 0.5aW = 2.99a0 in W and 2.67a0 in FeRh. The
distance between the W layer and the Fe layer at the in-
terfaces is 2.83a0. We chose muffin-tin radii of 2.37a0 in
Fe and Rh and of 2.57a0 in W and performed the calcu-
lations with the generalized gradient approximation [31]
to density-functional theory. Spin-orbit coupling is in-
cluded in the calculations. The magnetic moments are
2.63µB in Fe1 and Fe2, while they are 3.21µB in Fe3 and
Fe4.

The computational parameters used in our calculations
of a monolayer of Fe on W(001) (we refer to this sys-
tem simply by Fe/W(001) in the following) are given in
Ref. [26]. Also in this case we compute the inversion sym-
metric system Fe/W/Fe in order to reduce the numerical
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effort.
In order to evaluate the SOT according to Eq. (2) and

Eq. (3) we make use of Wannier interpolation [32] for
computational speed-up. For this purpose we disentangle
18 maximally localized Wannier functions per transition
metal atom, where we employ our interface [33] between
FLEUR and the Wannier90 program [34].

B. Even torkance

We show the atom-resolved even torkance in Fig. 2.
While the magnetic moments in Fe1 and Fe2 are aligned
antiferromagnetically, their torkances agree: teven

yx,Fe1 =
teven
yx,Fe2. Similary, the torkances agree on atoms Fe3 and

Fe4, i.e., teven
yx,Fe3 = teven

yx,Fe4. This property of layerwisely
compensated layered AFMs is the basis for Eq. (11).
Additionally, the four torkances on atoms Fe1 through
Fe4 all have the same sign. Consequently, the effective
magnetic field, Eq. (4) is staggered, i.e., it has opposite
sign on Fe1 through Fe4 between magnetic moments that
point in opposite directions. Such a staggered effective
magnetic field is precisely what is necessary to switch the
antiferromagnetic layer composed of Fe1 through Fe4.

Fig. 2 also shows that the torques on Fe5 and Fe6 are
equal but opposite to the torques on Fe1 and Fe2. Simi-
larly, the torques on Fe7 and Fe8 are equal but opposite
to the torques on Fe3 and Fe4. This follows from the
fact that the space inversion operation maps Fe1 on Fe5,
Fe4 on Fe8, Fe2 on Fe6, and Fe3 on Fe7. We only show
the yx-component of the torkance, because the xx and
yy components are zero. The xy-component may be ob-
tained from teven

xy,µ = −teven
yx,µ.

In the limit Γ → 0 we find the torkances teven
yx,Fe1 =

−0.61ea0 and teven
yx,Fe4 = −0.51ea0. At high quasipar-

ticle broadening Γ = 100 meV the torkance on Fe4 is
significantly reduced, namely teven

yx,Fe4 = −0.12ea0, while
the torkance on Fe1 is still of similar magnitude, namely
teven
yx,Fe1 = −0.56ea0. In Ref. [12] we have shown that the

even torkance is described by a scattering-independent
mixed Berry curvature in the limit Γ→ 0. This predicts
the even torkance to be Γ-independent at small Γ. Indeed
at small Γ, e.g. Γ < 10 meV, both torkances are roughly
constant.

In Ref. [12] we determined the even torkance to be
teven
yx = −0.83ea0 in Mn(1)/W(9) and teven

yx = −0.56ea0 in
Mn(1)/W(15) in the limit Γ→ 0, while at Γ = 100 meV
we found the torkance to be teven

yx = −0.47ea0 in both
Mn/W(001) systems. Since the in-plane unit cell area of
FeRh/W/FeRh is twice as large as the one of Mn/W(001)
we need to compute teven,tot

yx = teven
yx,Fe1 +teven

yx,Fe4 in order to
perform a meaningful comparison of torkances between
FeRh/W/FeRh and W/Mn(001), i.e., we have to consider
half of the total torque on Fe1 through Fe4. This sum is
also shown in Fig. 2. We find teven,tot

yx = −1.12ea0 in the
limit Γ → 0 and teven,tot

yx = −0.68ea0 at Γ = 100 meV.
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Broadening Γ [meV]
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Fe3, Fe4
Fe5, Fe6
Fe7, Fe8
Fe1+Fe4

FIG. 2. Atom-resolved even torkances vs. quasiparticle
broadening Γ in the AFM phase of FeRh/W/FeRh. The
atomic site labels Fe1 through Fe8 are explained in Fig. 1.
The sum of the torkances on Fe1 and Fe4 is also shown
(’Fe1+Fe4’). The product of elementary positive charge e
and Bohr radius a0 used as unit of torkance amounts to
ea0 = 8.478 · 10−30 Cm.

Thus, the torkances in FeRh/W/FeRh are larger than in
W/Mn. However, since the sign of the torkances agrees
between the two systems, and since the magnitudes are
similar, we assume that the even SOT is generated by
the same mechanism in both systems. In Ref. [12] we
have shown that the even SOT in W/Mn arises from
spin currents and may be attributed to the spin Hall
effect from W. Therefore, we attribute the even torque
in FeRh/W/FeRh also to spin currents from the SHE of
W.

The quasiparticle broadening Γ also determines the ef-
fective spin-diffusion length. Consequently, we assume
that teven

yx,Fe4 decays stronger with increasing Γ than teven
yx,Fe1

because the Fe4 is further away from W than Fe1 and
therefore a larger fraction of spin current is lost for high
Γ before the spin current reaches Fe4.

C. Odd torkance

In Fig. 3 we show the odd torkance. We only show the
component todd

xx,µ, because due to symmetry the xy and

yx components are zero and todd
yy,µ = todd

xx,µ. For atoms re-
lated by space inversion, e.g. Fe1 and Fe5, the torques are
again equal but opposite. The magnetic moments on Fe1
and Fe2 are antiparallel, but the odd torkances at these
sites are opposite as well. Consequently, the effective
field is not staggered for atoms Fe1 and Fe2. Similarly,
the magnetic moments on Fe3 and Fe4 are antiparallel
and their torkances are opposite such that the effective
field is not staggered for these two atoms either. This
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FIG. 3. Atom-resolved odd torkances vs. quasiparticle broad-
ening Γ in the AFM phase of FeRh/W/FeRh. The difference
of the torkances on Fe1 and Fe4 is also shown (’Fe1-Fe4’),
because it can be used to obtain the total odd torkance ap-
proximately in the FM phase (discussed in Sec. III E).

is a property of layerwisely compensated layered AFMs,
which we expressed also in Eq. (15).

On the other hand, Fe1 and Fe4 are antiparallel, their
odd torkances are not staggered, but their effective fields
are staggered. Similarly, Fe2 and Fe3 are antiparallel,
their odd torkances are not staggered, but their effective
fields are staggered. In order to induce magnetization
dynamics in an AFM, the effective field should ideally be
staggered consistently in the AFM. This criterion is not
satisfied by the odd torkance in this system. The total
torkance on Fe1, Fe2, Fe3, and Fe4 is zero for the odd
torque, in contrast to the even torque discussed in the
previous section.

At small broadening Γ the sign of todd
xx,Fe1 is different

to the one of todd
xx in Mn/W(001), which we attribute

to different interfacial spin-orbit interactions in the two
systems. These differences may be described by opposite
signs of the effective Rashba parameter in the two cases.

D. Inverse SOT

Previous works on spin-pumping in AFM/HM bilay-
ers focused on the dc spin current pumped at the an-
tiferromagnetic resonance [21–23]. This dc component
is observed when the staggered magnetization is paral-
lel to the bilayer interface. Here, we consider a different
geometry (see Fig. 1) with staggered magnetization per-
pendicular to the bilayer interface. In this geometry only
ac spin currents can be pumped. In FM/HM bilayers it
has been pointed out that the pumped ac spin current is
larger in magnitude than its dc counterpart [35]. AC spin
currents can even be measured directly [36]. Moreover,

only the phase-sensitive measurement of the ac inverse
SOT allows us to access both its even and odd compo-
nents [24, 25] in FM/HM bilayers.

Similarly, we expect the ac inverse SOT to induce
larger voltages than its dc counterpart in the present
AFM/HM bilayer. However, in the present case the
odd part is not easy to access even in a phase-sensitive
measurement of the ac inverse SOT, because it is ap-
proximately zero according to Eq. (14). This vanishing
odd inverse SOT corresponds to the vanishing total odd
torkance discussed in the previous Sec. III C.

Assuming that L̃ precesses around the z axis according
to

L̃(t) = [sin(θ) cos(ωt), sin(θ) sin(ωt), cos(θ)]
T

(18)

at the antiferromagnetic resonance, we obtain from
Eq. (13) the current densities

jeven
x ≈ − ω

V
teven
yx sin(2θ) sin(ωt) (19)

and

jeven
y ≈ ω

V
teven
yx sin(2θ) cos(ωt), (20)

where

teven
yx = teven

yx,Fe1+teven
yx,Fe3 = teven

yx,Fe1+teven
yx,Fe4 = teven,tot

yx (21)

should be used to describe the current induced in
FeRh/W(001), i.e., Fe5, Fe6, Fe7, and Fe8 have to be
skipped in this summation, because in the centrosymmet-
ric FeRh/W(001)/FeRh system the inverse SOT current
density is zero if both the upper (Fe1-Fe4) and the lower
(Fe5-Fe8) AFMs perform the same precession Eq. (18).

E. Ferromagnetic FeRh

When we flip all magnetic moments in the system, the
even torkance on a given atom does not change, while the
odd torkance on a given atom changes sign. This holds
exactly, because the torkances in Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) are
even and odd, respectively, with respect to inversion of
magnetization, i.e., with respect to flipping all magnetic
moments. When we flip only the magnetic moment of
atom µ but keep all other magnetic moments unchanged,
the even torque on atom µ stays approximately the same,
while the odd torque on atom µ changes sign and stays
approximately the same in magnitude. These relations
hold only approximately, because by flipping only a sin-
gle magnetic moment we obtain a new system that is not
related by any symmetry operation to the original sys-
tem. We may use these approximate relations in order
to describe the ferromagnetic system. Thus, the even
torkances shown in Fig. 2 for the AFM case apply ap-
proximately also to the FM case, i.e., the even torkances
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are approximately constant as FeRh passes through the
AFM-FM phase transition. The torkance may therefore
be used to describe the SOT in the FM case or to compute
the voltage induced by the inverse SOT at the ferromag-
netic resonance.

In order to obtain approximately the odd torkances
for the FM case, i.e., the case in which the magnetic
moments of Fe2, Fe4, Fe6, and Fe8 are flipped relative to
what is shown in Fig. 1, we only need to flip the signs
of the odd torkances of those atoms. The resulting total
torkance on Fe1 and Fe4 is also shown in Fig. 3 (label
’Fe1-Fe4’). It is the difference between the odd torkance
of Fe1 and the one of Fe4, because Fig. 3 discusses the
torkances in the AFM phase and therefore we need to
multiply the torkance of Fe4 by -1 if we use it to describe
the FM case. Consequently, the sum of the odd torkances
on Fe1 and Fe4 in the FM phase is approximated by the
difference between the odd torkances on Fe1 and Fe4 in
the AFM phase.

In FeRh/Pt the spin pumping and inverse dc SOT
have been investigated experimentally across the AFM-
FM phase transition [16]. Similarly, our results can be
used to determine the ac and dc inverse SOT in the FM
phase of FeRh/W. In the case of FMR-driven magneti-
zation precession around the z axis according to

M̂(t) = [sin(θ) cos(ωt), sin(θ) sin(ωt), cos(θ)]
T

(22)

we obtain the current densities [24]

jeven
x ≈ − ω

V

[
teven
yx,Fe1 + teven

yx,Fe4

]
sin(2θ) sin(ωt) (23)

and

jodd
x ≈ 2ω

V

[
todd
xx,Fe1 − todd

xx,Fe4

]
sin(θ) cos(ωt). (24)

Here,
[
todd
xx,Fe1 − todd

xx,Fe4

]
refers to the difference of

torkances shown in Fig. 3 (label ’Fe-Fe4’).
In Ref. [18, 19] a helicity-dependent THz signal was

measured in FeRh/Pt after illumination with a fs laser-
pulse, which can be explained by the model described
in Ref. [37]. Similarly, the odd torkance in the FM
phase obtained from our calculations may also be used
to predict a helicity-dependent THz signal in the similar
system FeRh/W. For this purpose one may neglect the
anisotropy of the odd torkance and apply our result for
magnetization along z to the case with in-plane magne-
tization.

F. Fe/W(001)/Fe

In our calculation there are two Fe monolayers in the
c(2×2) AFM state that sandwich the W(001) layer. Each
Fe monolayer is described by an in-plane unit cell con-
taining two Fe atoms, which we label as follows: The top
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FIG. 4. Atom-resolved even torkances vs. quasiparticle
broadening Γ in the AFM state of Fe/W(001)/Fe. Fe1 and
Fe2 are in the top layer (z > 0) while Fe3 and Fe4 are in the
bottom layer (z < 0).

layer (z > 0) in Fe/W(001)/Fe is composed of the atoms
Fe1 and Fe2, while the bottom layer (z < 0) is com-
posed of the atoms Fe3 and Fe4. In Fig. 4 we show the
even torkance in the AFM configuration. At high quasi-
particle broadening Γ = 100 meV we find the torkance
teven
yx,Fe1 = −0.31ea0, which is slightly smaller than the

value found in Mn/W(001) of teven
yx = −0.47ea0 [12].

At Γ = 25 meV we find teven
yx,Fe1 = −0.68ea0, which is

larger than teven
yx ≈ −0.3ea0 found in Fe/Mn(110) stud-

ied in Ref. [38]. However, it is smaller than teven,tot
yx

in FeRh/W/FeRh. The agreement in sign of the even
torque between Mn/W(001), Fe/W(001), Fe/W(110) and
FeRh/W(001)/FeRh suggests that it is dominated by the
absorption of spin current from the spin Hall effect of
W irrespective of W orientation (i.e., both in (001) and
(110)) and for different FMs and AFMs, namely for Mn,
Fe, and FeRh. However, this behaviour cannot be gen-
eralized to all magnets. For example, it has been shown
that in Ni/W(110) the even torque arises from the or-
bital torque and that it is opposite in sign compared to
Fe/W(110) [38].

In Fig. 5 we show the odd torkance in the AFM config-
uration. At high quasiparticle broadening Γ = 100 meV
we find the torkance todd

xx,Fe1 = 0.15ea0, which is oppo-
site in sign and larger in magnitude when compared with
Mn/W, where we found todd

xx = −0.082ea0 [12]. However,
the sign agrees with the one of todd

xx,Fe1 in FeRh/W/FeRh.
The sign agrees also with the one of Fe/W(110) studied
in Ref. [38].

The inverse SOT in Fe/W may be obtained in the same
way as discussed in Sec. III D.
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FIG. 5. Atom-resolved odd torkances vs. quasiparticle broad-
ening Γ in the AFM state of Fe/W(001)/Fe. Fe1 and Fe2 are
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IV. SUMMARY

We use ab-initio calculations in order to study the SOT
in FeRh/W(001) bilayers. Both the AFM and the FM
phase of FeRh are interesting for spintronics applications.
In the AFM phase the even SOT leads to a staggered ef-
fective field, which couples favourably to the staggered
magnetization. In contrast, the effect of the odd torque
in the AFM phase is negligible. We derive expressions
for the inverse SOT in AFMs, i.e., formulas that express
the current-density induced by magnetization dynamics
in terms of the torkance tensors. We discuss the modi-
fications of the torkance tensor as the system goes from
the AFM state to the FM state. In the FM phase both
even and odd SOT are significant, and both of them con-
tribute to the ac inverse SOT at the ferromagnetic reso-
nance. For comparison we also compute the SOTs in the
c(2× 2) AFM state of Fe/W(001), where we find smaller
even torkances.
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[24] F. Freimuth, S. Blügel, and Y. Mokrousov, Direct and in-
verse spin-orbit torques, Phys. Rev. B 92, 064415 (2015).

[25] A. J. Berger, E. R. J. Edwards, H. T. Nembach,
A. D. Karenowska, M. Weiler, and T. J. Silva, Induc-

tive detection of fieldlike and dampinglike ac inverse
spin-orbit torques in ferromagnet/normal-metal bilayers,
Phys. Rev. B 97, 094407 (2018).

[26] A. Kubetzka, P. Ferriani, M. Bode, S. Heinze,
G. Bihlmayer, K. von Bergmann, O. Pietzsch, S. Blügel,
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