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Antiferromagnetic materials host pairs of spin-up and spin-down magnons which can be described
in terms of a magnonic pseudospin. The close analogy between this magnonic pseudospin systems
and that of electronic charge carriers led to the prediction of fascinating phenomena in antiferromag-
nets. Recently, the associated dynamics of antiferromagnetic pseudospin has been experimentally
demonstrated and, in particular, the first observation of the magnon Hanle effect has been reported.
We here expand the magnonic spin transport description by explicitly taking into account contri-
butions of finite-spin low-energy magnons. In our experiments we realize the spin injection and
detection process by two Platinum strips and investigate the influence of the Pt-strips on the gen-
eration and diffusive transport of magnons in films of the antiferromagnetic insulator hematite. For
both a 15 nm and a 100 nm thick film, we find a distinct signal caused by the magnon Hanle effect.
However, the magnonic spin signal exhibits clear differences in both films. In contrast to the thin
film, for the thicker one, we observe an oscillating behavior in the high magnetic field range as well
as an additional offset signal in the low magnetic field regime. We attribute this offset signal to the
presence of finite-spin low-energy magnons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnonic spin currents have become the active ingre-
dient in an emerging paradigm for spin and information
transport via magnons, the elementary excitations of the
spin system in magnetically ordered insulators. They
have drawn much attention due to their potential appli-
cations in information processing at a low dissipation [1–
11]. In particular, antiferromagnetic insulators (AFIs)
offer new opportunities for interesting device applications
due to their immunity to stray fields [12, 13], their mag-
netic resonance frequencies in the terahertz regime [12–
15], and ultrafast response times [16, 17]. Within the
last decade, the magnetic dynamics and transport prop-
erties of antiferromagnetic insulators have been inten-
sively studied [9, 13, 18]. It was shown that heterostruc-
tures consisting of AFIs and heavy metals with strong
spin-orbit coupling enable the study of magnon spin
transport in AFIs via electronic injection and detec-
tion [3, 10, 19–22]. In a two-strip configuration, the spin
Hall effect (SHE) in two spatially separated heavy metal
electrodes is utilized to inject and detect magnonic spin
currents [23–26]. Micrometer long spin transport has first
been observed in easy-axis AFIs in similiar devices [8].
Apart from SHE-induced magnons, the transport of ther-
mally generated magnonic spin currents via the spin See-
beck effect has also been reported [27, 28].
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In these studies, a simple intuitive understanding can
be accomplished by assuming a variation of the magnon
chemical potential along only one direction [3, 20, 29, 30].
This is a good approximation in magnetic layers much
thinner than the magnon diffusion length [31]. In a proto-
typical ferro(ferri)magnet - yttrium iron garnet (YIG), a
numerical analysis capturing the variation of the magnon
chemical potential across the thickness of the magnetic
layer was found to be important for reproducing certain
experimental features in films with thicknesses compara-
ble to the magnon diffusion length [32]. The magnetic
layers and the corresponding magnon density of states
in this treatment are assumed 3-dimensional. No new
features have been found in the magnon spin transport
studies when the thickness of the YIG film becomes larger
than the magnon thermal wavelength (typically much
smaller than the magnon diffusion length), i.e., when
the dimensionality of the magnetic layer changes from
quasi 2D to quasi 3D. On the other hand, spin Seebeck
effect measurements in YIG with different thicknesses
provide evidence for an important role of the magnon
density of states and low-energy magnons when cross-
ing the magnon thermal wavelength boundary [33]. This
raises the question whether there are any magnon spin
transport features that depend sensitively on the effec-
tive dimensionality of the magnetic layer. We aim to ex-
perimentally examine this question here, for easy-plane
antiferromagnets.

In contrast to magnons in ferromagnetic insulators,
which carry spin of only one direction, AFIs host pairs of
spin-up and spin-down magnons as the eigenmodes and
thus enable superpositions. This can result in linearly
polarized oscillations of the Néel order forming zero-spin
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excitations [34, 35]. Due to the existence of this configu-
ration in easy-plane AFIs, they were considered unlikely
to transport angular momentum. This opened the ques-
tion which type of magnonic transport are supported, by
this particular configuration. In the last year, the long-
distance transport of SHE-induced magnonic spin cur-
rents has been experimentally addressed in easy-plane
AFIs [29, 36–38]. On a theoretical level, these antiferro-
magnetic magnon pairs can be described as a pseudospin
system in an analogous manner as the two-level spin sys-
tem of electronic charge carriers [39–42]. Due to this for-
mal equivalence between electron spin and antiferromag-
netic magnon pseudospin, analogous phenomena are pre-
dicted in AFIs as they occur in electron spin systems [39–
45]. In particular, the first observation of the magnonic
analog of the electronic Hanle effect [46–48] has been re-
ported in thin films of the AFI hematite (α − Fe2O3)
in our previous letter [29]. This is achieved by the real-
ization of a coherent control of the magnon spin and its
transport in the AFI thin film. A similar magnon-based
Hanle effect has been observed in Zn-doped hematite [38].
Besides these experimental observations, the antiferro-
magnetic pseudospin dynamics have also been investi-
gated theoretically [30, 49]. Present studies focused on
thin films and the experimental findings were described
using a one-dimensional pseudospin transport model. As
discussed above, the validity of this model encounters
two important length scales associated with magnons -
namely the thermal wavelength and the diffusion length
- as the thickness of the magnetic film increases. The
former scale determines the effective dimensionality of
the magnet, thereby influencing the magnon density of
states and their role in spin transport. Here, we wish
to experimentally probe this transition characterized by
the magnon thermal wavelength and appropriately sup-
plement the theoretical model [30] in order to account
for the transition. To this end, we investigate magnonic
spin transport in hematite films with varying thickness
at different temperatures. The theoretical model [30]
is accordingly expanded to incorporate the role of finite
thickness and a direct evaluation of the experimentally
measured magnetoresistance utilizing a two strip device.

In this article, we first present our theoretical model,
which enables a clear discussion and interpretation of
the experiments reported later. Hence, we begin by
briefly summarizing the magnon pseudospin concept of
spin transport in AFIs. Subsequently, we expand the
model by accounting for low-energy magnons and explic-
itly taking the spin injection and detection into account.
In the next part, we present our experimental results on
magnon spin transport in films of hematite with vary-
ing thickness utilizing the two-strip configuration. The
magnon spin signal measured at the detector exhibits
an oscillation of the polarity as a function of the ap-
plied magnetic field, which we explain in terms of an an-
tiferromagnetic magnon Hanle effect. Interestingly, for
thicker hematite layers we find a large positive offset in
the magnon spin signal. We attribute this to the typi-

cal diffusive transport of low-energy finite-spin magnons.
We discuss our results within the scope of our expanded
description of the magnon pseudospin dynamics.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

We begin with a discussion of the theoretical model
describing magnonic spin transport in an AFI. This pro-
vides us the tools and terminology for a clear discus-
sion and interpretation of our experiments reported fur-
ther below. A detailed theoretical analysis of magnon
transport in AFIs with arbitrary anisotropies has been
detailed elsewhere [30]. Here, we first repeat some key
elements of this magnon pseudospin-based transport the-
ory [30] (Sec. II A). Then, we augment this description by
accounting for the contribution of finite-spin low-energy
magnons (Sec. II B), which appear to underlie certain as-
pects of our experiments on thick AFI films. In the fol-
lowing, we will differentiate between thin and thick AFI
films. As we are interested here in characterizing the
change that accompanies the magnetic film going from
quasi-2D to quasi-3D, we compare our film thickness to
the thermal magnon wavelength. The latter is typically
much smaller than the magnon diffusion length, and we
work under this assumption. We refer to thick films
when the film thickness tm is on the order or larger than
the magnon thermal wavelength lth, while for thin films
tm � lth applies. Finally, we consider the spin injection
and detection process explicitly thereby evaluating the
experimentally measured magnetoresistance (Sec. II C).
We consider a simplified and analytically tractable theo-
retical model, which is, strictly speaking, not valid in the
full range of our experiments. Nevertheless, it allows us
to understand all the qualitative features, while provid-
ing insights on the reasons for deviations of theory from
the experiments in certain regimes.

A. Magnon pseudospin transport

We consider a device as depicted in Fig. 1. A charge
current driven through the injector strip consisting of a
heavy metal generates an electronic spin accumulation
at the interface via the spin Hall effect [23, 25]. This in
turn injects magnonic spin current into the AFI which
diffusively propagates towards another heavy metal elec-
trode [3, 8]. At this point, the magnon spin is detected
as a voltage in this detector electrode via the inverse spin
Hall effect. In this subsection, we focus on describing the
spin transport in the AFI leaving a detailed discussion
of the injection and detection processes to Sec II C. We
largely reproduce the key elements of the required spin
transport theory that has been detailed elsewhere [30].

Two-sublattice AFIs admit a broad range of excita-
tions formed from a superposition of spin-up and spin-
down magnons as the basis states [29, 30, 39, 40, 42].
As a result, the magnonic excitations are described via a
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Figure 1. Device schematic for non-local magnon spin trans-
port experiments. A z-polarized magnon spin and pseudospin
currents are injected into and detected from the antiferro-
magnetic insulator (AFI) using two spatially separated heavy
metal (HM) electrodes. The AFI is considered thin along the
x-direction and infinite along the z-direction.

pseudospin vector on the unit Bloch sphere [29, 30]. The
actual magnonic spin is given by the z-component of the
pseudospin vector and is parallel to the equilibrium Néel
order nnn. For example, the spin-1 magnons have their
pseudospin pointing along ±ẑzz and correspondingly carry
unit spin. In the classical Landau-Lifshitz description,
they correspond to spin waves with circularly precessing
Néel vector. Magnons with spin 0 have their pseudospin
lying in the xy-plane, and correspond to a linearly oscil-
lating Néel vector. The nature of magnonic eigenmodes
in the AFI is determined by the free energy landscape,
e.g., magnetocrystalline anisotropies. For example, easy-
axis AFIs have spin-1 magnonic eigenmodes while easy-
plane AFIs host spin-0 modes. However, in nonequilib-
rium situations, any magnonic modes can exist in any
AFI [30].

The general description of magnon-mediated spin
transport is conveniently captured via the dynamics and
spatial evolution of the pseudospin chemical potential
µµµs [30]:

∂µµµs

∂t
= Dm∇2µµµs −

µµµs

τm
+µµµs ×ωωω, (1)

where Dm is the magnon diffusion constant, and ωωω is
the pseudofield. The second term on the right hand side
accounts for magnon losses at a rate τ−1m and the last
term a pseudospin torque appearing when µµµs is not par-
allel to ωωω. In contrast to the usual scalar-valued magnon
chemical potential for ferromagnetic systems, the pseu-
dospin chemical potential is a vectorial quantity, which
thereby accounts for the eigenmode information. Here,
ωωω absorbs the material details, such as anisotropies, and
allows for an ensemble averaged description of spin trans-
port. It also determines the magnonic eigenmodes, since
their pseudospin vector is collinear with ωωω. We consider
ωωω = ωxx̂xx + ωzẑzz as it allows us to capture the complete

range of magnonic eigenmodes from spin-1 (ωx = 0) to
spin-0 (ωz = 0, ωx 6= 0). The injection of spin into the
AFI is taken into account via the boundary conditions.

Solving Eq. (1) in three-dimensions, i.e. for thick films,
is analytically intractable. Hence, we consider a thin film
such that µµµs does not depend on x (cf. Fig. 1). We fur-
ther consider the system to be translationally invariant
along the y-direction such that µµµs only depends on z.
Thus, in steady state Eq. (1) simplifies to:

Dm
∂2µµµs

∂z2
− µµµs

τm
+µµµs × (ωxx̂xx+ ωzẑzz) = 0, (2)

with the boundary conditions accounting for magnon
spin injection:

− Dmχ
∂µsz

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

= js0, (3)

∂µsx,sy

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

= 0. (4)

Here, js0 is the magnon spin current density that flows
along the positive z-direction at the injector location
z = 0. This will be discussed further in Sec. II C be-
low. χ is the susceptibility that relates the total magnon
pseudospin density SSS to the pseudofield ωωω via SSS =
χ(ωωω + µµµs) [30]. In addition, we assume µµµs(z → ∞) = 0
consistent with the requirement that injected spin decays
at large distances. After some algebra, the solution for
µsz(z) is obtained as [30]:

µsz(z) = µosc(z) + µdec(z), (5)

µosc(z) =
ω2
x

ω2
x + ω2

z

lmjs0
Dmχ (a2 + b2)

e−
az
lm

×
[
−b sin

(
bz

lm

)
+ a cos

(
bz

lm

)]
, (6)

µdec(z) =
ω2
z

ω2
x + ω2

z

lmjs0
Dmχ

e−
z
lm , (7)

where lm ≡
√
Dmτm is the magnon diffusion length and

we have additionally defined

a ≡ 1√
2

√
1 +

√
1 + β2, (8)

b ≡ 1√
2

√
−1 +

√
1 + β2, (9)

β2 ≡τ2m
(
ω2
x + ω2

z

)
. (10)

For a weakly coupled detector, as discussed further be-
low, the detected magnon spin signal at position z is
proportional to µsz(z). Thus, Eqs. (5)-(10) describe the
magnonic spin transport in the AFI.

We see that the spin propagation in the AFI consists
of two distinct contributions. The first, described by
Eq. (7), results from the magnonic eigenmodes bearing a
finite spin or equivalently, z-projection of the pseudospin.
This is the only mode of spin transport in easy-axis AFIs
that host spin-1 magnons as eigenexcitation [8, 50]. If
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the AFI eigenmodes would be perfectly spinless, i.e., bear
pseudospin along the x-axis (ωz = 0, ωx 6= 0) in the con-
sidered case, this contribution would be absent. However,
in the easy-plane phase, e.g. present in hematite investi-
gated here, a small but finite anisotropy within the easy-
plane [37, 51, 52], gives rise to a correspondingly small
but finite spin of the magnonic eigenmodes (correspond-
ing to pseudofield components |ωx| � |ωz| > 0). We call
this contribution the “finite-spin signal” and note that it
decays with the usual magnon spin diffusion length lm.

The second contribution to spin transport [Eq. (6)]
stems from the oscillation of magnon spin with time.
Since the spin-1 magnons injected by the heavy metal
do not correspond to the eigenmodes when ωx 6= 0, their
properties evolve with time as captured by pseudospin
precession about the pseudofield [Eq. (1)] [29]. The cor-
responding precession frequency ω depends on various
contributions (e.g., anisotropy, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya in-
teraction) to the magnetic free energy density and can
generally be tuned via an applied magnetic field. This
dependence of ω ≈ ωx in hematite provides an experi-
mental handle to control the magnon spin reaching the
detector electrode [29]. Thus, the detected spin signal
manifests oscillations characteristic of the Hanle effect
with ωx vanishing at a finite compensation field Hc. We
call this contribution the “Hanle signal” and note that
it decays faster than lm [Eq. (6)]. The reason for this
faster decay is that magnons take different trajectories
from the injector to the detector thereby arriving with
different phases and interfering destructively [30, 46, 48].

Unlike the case of electrons, in which the spin preces-
sion and Hanle effect are rooted in the Zeeman coupling
of the electron spin to the applied magnetic field [46–48],
the pseudofield ωωω is determined by various free energy
contributions describing the AFI and is model depen-
dent. Two related [29, 38, 49], but different, origins have
been suggested to dominate Hc. Here, we treat it as an
experimentally observed field and perform a Taylor ex-
pansion of ω ≈ ωx around Hc in analyzing our data.

B. Finite-spin contribution from low-energy
magnons

The magnon pseudospin chemical potential µµµs ade-
quately describes the magnonic spin transport in nearly
all of the Brillouin zone [30]. However, it is unable to
capture the role of low-energy magnons on account of an
assumption discussed further below. The former are dis-
regarded very often as they constitute a small fraction of
the total magnons in the system [20]. However, they have
much longer scattering lengths and are excited strongly
by the injector due to their high pre-existing thermal
occupation [20, 21, 53]. As a result, many experiments
provided evidence for an important and special role of
these low-energy magnons [10, 33, 54]. We now qualita-
tively discuss their role in the magnon spin transport in
AFIs.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

ω

k

f

∆fk

k

Figure 2. Schematic depiction of the low-k magnonic disper-
sion of the two eigenmodes at zero applied magnetic field in
hematite [49]. The lower branch contributes to the magnon
transport due to the finite spin of the corresponding magnons.

The pseudospin description validity at a given
wavevector kkk assumes that the frequency difference ∆fkkk
between the two eigenmodes is much smaller than their
average frequency [30]. If these two quantities start to
be comparable, initially we merely lose the validity of
linear response while the qualitative physics is still de-
scribed adequately by the pseudospin picture. When the
situation goes to an extreme with increasing ∆fkkk, as is
the case for the lower magnon branch around k = 0
in hematite at zero applied field [see Fig. 2] [49], the
pseudospin chemical potential completely fails to cap-
ture their contribution to the spin transport. Luckily,
the pseudospin remains a well-defined and useful quan-
tity. Its z-projection still corresponds to the spin carried
by the eigenmodes [30]. Thus, these low-energy magnons
simply contribute to the finite-spin signal, without con-
tributing to the pseudospin precession. Their contribu-
tion can hence be absorbed into Eq. (7) as another offset
that, in principle, would decay on a longer length scale
than lm.

The role of this ad hoc finite-spin contribution from
low-energy magnons is expected to diminish as an applied
magnetic field increases their energy [49] and they start
to be adequately described via the pseudospin chemical
potential. Furthermore, in very thin films, the density
of low-energy magnons is reduced considerably as the
boundary condition along the film thickness imposes a
finite and large k, thereby effectively gapping the low-
energy magnons out. Thus, this contribution is expected
to be relevant only in thick AFI films at low applied mag-
netic fields.

C. Spin injection and detection

In our discussion above, we focused on the pseudospin
and spin transport in the AFI. We treated magnon spin
injection by assuming a z-polarized pseudospin current
density js0 at z = 0, and µsz was treated as the detected
magnon spin signal. This is indeed sufficient for under-
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Figure 3. Equivalent circuit diagram for magnonic spin in-
jection and detection. A current driven through the injector
lead generates a spin accumulation µinj in the metal. This,
in turn, injects a spin current Isinj ≈ µinj/R

s
int,inj into the

AFI which propagates and evolves as pseudospin transport,
not described via a simple resistor. The detected spin cur-
rent Isdet ≈ µsz(z)/Rs

int,det senses the magnon spin chemical
potential at the detector location.

standing the spin propagation and dynamics in the AFI.
However, a direct relation between the charge current
driven in the injector and the voltage registered by the
detector is not obtained in this approach. We take up
this task in the present section.

A complete analysis of the problem at hand involves
several parameters and becomes tedious, even for the
much simpler case of ferromagnets [20]. Hence, in order
to model the essential physics, we work in the approxima-
tion that the AFI is weakly coupled to the injector and
detector leads. An equivalent circuit diagram describing
spin flow in the system at hand is depicted in Fig. 3.

A charge current density jci ŷyy driven through the injec-
tor generates a z-polarized electronic spin accumulation
at its interface with the AFI [20]:

µinj = 2eθilsiρi tanh

(
ti

2lsi

)
jci ≡ κijci, (11)

where e is the elementary charge, θi the spin Hall angle,
lsi the spin diffusion length in the injector, ρi its resis-
tivity, and ti is the injector thickness. Considering the
interfacial spin conductivity gi, the injected magnon spin
current is given as [20]:

Isinj = giwiL (µinj − µsz) ≈ giwiLµinj, (12)

where wi is the injector width, L is the device length
(along ŷyy) assumed to be the same for injector, detector,
and AFI. The approximation above [Eq. (12)] is valid in
the limit of giwiL → 0 such that the entire “potential”
drops across the interface. Considering that only half of
the injected spin current is directed towards the detector
(positive z-direction), we obtain:

js0 =
giκi

2tmti
Iinj, (13)

where tm is the AFI thickness and Iinj = jciwiti is the
total charge current driven through the injector. Equa-
tion (13) allows us to relate the assumed injected magnon
spin current density [Eq. (3)] to the relevant experimental
variable Iinj.

In a similar fashion, the spin current injected into the
detector electrode is obtained as [20]:

Isdet = gdwdL (µsz(z)− µdet) ≈ gdwdLµsz(z), (14)

where µsz(z) is the z-component of the magnon pseu-
dospin chemical potential at the detector position z, gd
is the interfacial spin conductivity, and wd is the detec-
tor width. With the interfacial spin current given by
Eq. (14), we evaluate the inverse spin Hall effect voltage
generated under open circuit conditions as [55]:

V el
det =

κdgdL

~td
µsz(z), (15)

where κd is defined similar to κi in Eq. (11), but for the
detector electrode. We may express Eq. (5) in a dimen-
sionless form:

µsz(z) =
js0lm
Dmχ

µ̃sz(z), (16)

where the dimensionless variable µ̃sz(z) contains all the
information about magnon pseudospin transport and dy-
namics in the AFI.

Finally, employing Eqs. (13), (15), and (16), we obtain
the experimentally measured magnetoresistance at the
detector:

∆Rel
det =

V el
det

Iinj
=

2L

~
κdgd
2td

κigi
2ti

lm
Dmχtm

µ̃sz(z) (17)

=
2L

~
κdκi
4titd

lm
Dmtm

(
gigd
χ

)
µ̃sz(z). (18)

Thus, within our model, the injector-detector separation
(z) dependence of the magnetoresistance directly probes
the magnonic spin transport as given by µ̃sz(z). Its mag-
nitude, however, depends on several factors involving the
properties of injector, detector, AFI and their interfaces.
Considering the temperature dependence of ∆Rel

det, we
expect the factor in brackets [Eq. (18)] to be the dom-
inant. All three quantities gi, gd, and χ are obtained
by summing over all magnon modes and increase sim-
ilarly as the number of magnons in the AFI increases
with temperature [20]. As a result, the term in brack-
ets also increases with temperature. The temperature
dependence of the remaining parameters in Eq. (18) has
been found to be weak in spin Hall magnetoresistance
experiments [56, 57].

Our assumption of injector and detector electrodes be-
ing weakly coupled to the AFI allows us to derive the
relatively simple result Eq. (18) for the experimentally
observed magnetoresistance ∆Rel

det. Within this model,
the absolute magnitude of ∆Rel

det depends on several de-
tails but its qualitative variation with injector-detector
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distance or applied field are directly given by the magnon
transport in the AFI via µ̃sz(z). In experiments, the re-
quirement of a detectable signal demands a not too weak
coupling and thus our assumed model may not be very
precise. In particular, deviations from our model are ex-
pected when the injector-detector distance is compara-
ble to the magnon diffusion length lm. In that limit, the
boundary conditions at the detector, in addition to those
at the injector [Eqs. (3) and (4)], need to be accounted
for directly when considering the magnon transport in
the AFI [20]. Nevertheless, our simple analytic model
succeeds in accounting for most features of the observed
magnetoresistance in a wide range of devices.

III. EXPERIMENTS

Next, we present our experimental results on the
magnon transport in the AFI hematite (α-Fe2O3) and
discuss them in the context of our theoretical model in-
troduced in Sec. II. In particular, we investigate the in-
fluence of dimensionality on the excited magnon spin
signal. First, we describe the experimental details of
the sample fabrication and the measurement methods
(Sec. III A). Then, we discuss the magnon spin signal
for a thin hematite film (tm = 15 nm), for which we find
similar results as in our previous work [29]. Here, we
particulary investigate the influence of different injector-
detector distances (Sec. III B). In addition, we investigate
the magnon transport through a 100 nm thick hematite
layer and observe significant changes in the magnon spin
signal (Sec. III C) as compared to the thin film.

A. Hematite films and measurement methods

The investigated hematite films are grown via pulsed
laser deposition at the Walther-Meißner-Institut. Here,
we deposit epitaxial α-Fe2O3 on (0001)-oriented Al2O3

substrates using a substrate temperature of 320 °C, an
oxygen pressure of 25 µbar, a laser fluence at the tar-
get of 2.5 J/cm2 and a laser repetition rate of 2 Hz. The
films have thicknesses of tm = 15 nm and 100 nm. In
the following, we refer to the first one as the thin film
and the second as the thick film. Both films feature
an out-of-plane Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI)
vector and an easy-plane phase over the whole temper-
ature range due to the lack of the Morin transition as
discussed in our previous work [29]. This means that the
Néel vector nnn and the two sublattice magnetizations mmm1

and mmm2 lie in the (0001) plane or yz-plane [cf. Fig. 4(a)].
They are slightly canted due to the DMI, resulting in a
net magnet moment mmmnet = mmm1 +mmm2, which is addition-
ally controlled by the magnitude of the applied magnetic
field. To investigate the magnon spin transport in the
two thin films, we employ two narrow Pt strips as illus-
trated in Fig. 4(a). To this end, we use electron beam
lithography to pattern two strip structures with varying

(a)

+
-

+
-

Pt

α-Fe2
O3d

Vdet

Iinj

detector

injector

w
d

w
i

Pt

n

m
1 m

net m
2

tm

(b)

H (ϕ=270°)

x

y
z

Hφ

Figure 4. (a) Sketch of the sample configuration, the electrical
wiring scheme, and the coordinate system with the in-plane
rotation angle ϕ of the applied magnetic field µ0HHH. The cant-
ing of the magnetic sublattices mmm1 and mmm2 is illustrated. The
corresponding net moment mmmnet is aligned along the applied
magnetic field µ0HHH, while the Néel order parameter nnn is per-
pendicular to µ0HHH. (b) Amplitude of the electrically excited
magnon spin signal ∆Rel

det as a function of the magnetic field
strength for devices on a tm = 15 nm thin film with a center-
to-center distance of d = 1000 nm and d = 700 nm, respec-
tively, at T = 200 K. The gray lines are fits using Eqs. (5)-
(10).

center-to-center distances d on top of the hematite films
and deposit ex-situ polycrystalline 5 nm of Pt by mag-
netron sputtering. The Pt-strips of a device have either
a width of wi = wd = 500 nm or 250 nm and a length of
L = 100 µm. This strip configuration allows for an all-
electrical generation and detection of pure spin currents.

For the experiments, we apply a DC charge current Iinj
to the injector featuring typical current densities of jci ∼
2× 1011 A/m2, which generates via the SHE an electron
spin accumulation at the interface with the hematite.
This spin accumulation leads to a finite spin and pseu-
dospin magnon current in the AFI. Via the inverse SHE
we electrically detect these magnons as a voltage signal
Vdet at the detector electrode. The current reversal tech-
nique allows us to unambiguously assign the measured
detector voltage V el

det = [Vdet(+Iinj)− Vdet(−Iinj)] /2 to
the SHE-induced magnons transported from injector to
detector [19, 58]. In order to account for the different
geometries and injector current Iinj, the magnon spin sig-
nal is given by Rel

det = V el
det/Iinj. The field-dependent and

angle-dependent measurements are performed in two dif-
ferent vector magnet cryostats.

B. Thin hematite film

First, we focus on the 15 nm thin hematite film. To
investigate the magnetic field-dependence of the signal
measured at the detector, we apply a magnetic field along
ŷyy, which orients the Néel vector nnn along −ẑzz. Only in
this configuration, for HHH ⊥ nnn, we expect an electrical
magnon excitation. In Fig. 4(b), the amplitude of the
magnon spin signal ∆Rel

det is plotted as a function of the
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magnetic field strength µ0H for two different injector-
detector distances d = 1000 nm (black data points) and
d = 700 nm (blue data points) at T = 200 K.

We observe a pronounced peak in the positive magnon
spin signal regime at µ0H ≈ 8 T for both electrode
spacings, which is in perfect agreement with our pre-
vious measurements [29]. For increasing or decreas-
ing field strength, respectively, ∆Rel

det decreases until
it approaches zero signal and exhibits a sign inversion,
which is particularly pronounced for the structure with
d = 1000 nm. Comparing this with our theoretical model,
which is described in detail in Sec. II A, this behavior
can be attributed to the “Hanle signal”. The peak corre-
sponds to the compensation field µ0Hc where the pseud-
ofield vanishes ω = 0. Note that the peak position is
independent of the electrode spacing d as the condition
for vanishing pseudofield is determined by the free energy
landscape of the AFI. For ∆Rel

det = 0, the pseudospin
density vector SSS is rotated by 90°, which means that the
propagating magnon modes are linearly polarized and
thus carry zero spin. The sign inverted spin signal corre-
sponds to a 180° rotation of the pseudospin vector and,
therefore, an inversion of the magnon mode chirality. In
contrast to the compensation field, the pseudofield re-
mains finite (ω 6= 0) for the two latter cases and thus we
expect that the magnetic field, where the magnon spin
signal vanishes or exhibits a sign inversion, varies with
the distance d. This is in agreement with our experimen-
tal data.

Consistent with our model, we can describe the field-
dependence of the magnon spin signal ∆Rel

det via Eqs. (5)-
(10). The corresponding theoretical curves (gray lines)
shown in Fig. 4(b) reproduce well the measured data
around the compensation field µ0Hc. Our model is,
strictly speaking, not valid in the full range of our ex-
periments, which can be observed in the low and high
field regime, respectively, where the theoretical curve
and experimental data deviate. In particular, in the
low field regime for d = 700 nm ∆Rel

det increases with
decreasing field until it approaches a finite positive sig-
nal at µ0H = 0 T. This behavior is in contrast to the
magnon spin signal from the structure with an electrode
spacing of d = 1000 nm, which approaches zero at zero
field. As discussed above in Sec. II C, deviations from the
model are expected when the injector-detector distance
is comparable to the magnon diffusion length, which is
lm ≈ 0.5 µm in our case [29]. While the black data points
correspond to a structure with an edge-to-edge distance
of 500 nm, the blue data points are from a structure with
an edge-to-edge distance of only 200 nm, which is clearly
smaller than lm. However, obtaining a full quantitative
model to account for all these contributions is complex
and not within the scope of this work.
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Figure 5. (a) Angle-dependent magnon spin signal Rel
det ∝

V el
det/Iinj of electrically induced magnons measured at the de-

tector with an injector-detector distance of d = 800 nm for
T = 200 K and various magnetic field magnitudes for the
100 nm thick hematite film. The solid gray lines are fits to
a simple ∆Rel

det sin2(ϕ) function. (b) Electrically induced
magnon spin signal amplitudes ∆Rel

det, extracted from the
angle-dependent measurements in (a), as a function of tem-
perature T for several injector-detector distances d. The solid
lines are only guides to the eye. The data is measured at an
external field strength of µ0H = 600 mT. (c) The amplitudes
∆Rel

det are plotted versus the distance d for different tempera-
tures T at µ0H = 600 mT. The solid lines are fits to Eq. (19).
(d) The extracted magnon diffusion length lm is plotted as a
function of T .

C. Thick hematite film

Next, we discuss the results for the 100 nm thick film
and compare them to those of the 15 nm thin sample
as well as to our theoretical model. For a comprehen-
sive study, we first measure the magnon spin signal Rel

det
as a function of the magnetic field orientation ϕ as il-
lustrated in Fig. 4(a) with a fixed magnitude µ0H at a
temperature of 200 K. The data is shown in Fig. 5(a)
for a center-to-center distance d = 800 nm. The results
exhibit the distinctive sin2(ϕ) angular variation expected
for electrically induced diffusive transport from injector
to detector [3, 19]. As shown by the gray lines in Fig. 5(a)
the angle dependence can be represented by a simple
∆Rel

det sin2(ϕ) function, where ∆Rel
det corresponds to the

amplitude of the electrically induced magnon transport
signal. Note that the electrical magnon excitation is
largest when nnn ‖ ẑ̂ẑz, this means HHH ‖ ŷ̂ŷy (as HHH ⊥ nnn) in
our experiments. In accordance with previous experi-
ments in AFIs, the magnon excitation originates from
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the antiferromagnetic Néel order and is shifted by 90°
compared to similar measurements in ferrimagnetic ma-
terials [3, 19, 59]. The quantity ∆Rel

det is extracted from
the angle dependent measurements for different struc-
tures and plotted in Fig. 5(b) as a function of tempera-
ture in the range T = 50−300 K for different distances at
a fixed magnetic field magnitude µ0H = 600 mT. For all
distances ranging from d = 550 − 900 nm the amplitude
∆Rel

det increases with increasing temperature up to 200 K
and starts to decrease again for higher temperatures. A
very similar behavior was found in Ref. [36], which also
studied the magnon spin transport in a hematite thin
film of similar thickness in the easy-plane phase. We
can explain the increase of ∆Rel

det with temperature by
an increase of the magnon population in the AFI. This
behavior has been captured in Eq. (18). The dominant
quantities regarding the temperature dependence of the
magnon spin signal are the interfacial spin conductivi-
ties gi, gd and the susceptibility χ, which increase sim-
iliarly with the number of magnons. However, at suf-
ficiently high temperatures, the predominant effect ap-
pears to be magnon scattering, which leads to a decrease
in their propagation length, as shown in Fig. 5(d). Fur-
thermore, we plot ∆Rel

det versus d in Fig. 5(c), which
allows us to extract the magnon diffusion length lm. The
amplitude ∆Rel

det exponentially decreases with increasing
distance as expected for diffusive magnon transport for
d > lm [3, 32]. To extract lm, we can use the relation

∆Rel
det =

C

lm

exp(d/lm)

1− exp(2d/lm)
, (19)

where C captures the distance-independent prefac-
tors [3]. The lines in Fig. 5(c) are fits to Eq. (19) and the
extracted lm are shown in Fig. 5(d) as a function of tem-
perature. We find a decrease of lm with increasing tem-
perature. While the temperature dependence slightly dif-
fers from the results in Ref. [36], which show an increase
of the magnon diffusion length at low temperatures, the
extracted magnon diffusion length lm ≈ 0.15 µm at room
temperature is in good agreement. In Ref. [37] a similiar
magnon diffusion behavior is observed. In this analysis,
we focused on magnetic fields much smaller then Hc and
thus we expect that the magnon spin signal at the de-
tector is dominated by the finite spin of the low-energy
magnons. It is encouraging that all experimental studies
obtain similar results indicating that the magnon trans-
port is dominated by the properties of hematite and the
injector/detector strip interface is only of minor concern.
This further justifies our assumption of a weak coupling
between injector/detector strip and the AFI.

Last but not least, we extract the magnon spin signal
amplitudes ∆Rel

det of the electrically excited magnons in
the 100 nm thick film as a function of the magnetic field
magnitude µ0H in the range 0 to 15 T. The magnetic
field is again applied along ŷyy and hence nnn ‖ ẑ̂ẑz (asHHH ⊥ nnn).
The data is exemplarily shown in Fig. 6(a) for two dif-
ferent injector-detector distances d = 800 nm and 900 nm
for T = 200 K. We find clear differences in the behavior

300 K
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150 K
100 K

50 K

50 100 150 200 250 300
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µ 0
H
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T (K)
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(a)

(b) (c)

Figure 6. (a) Magnon spin signal amplitude ∆Rel
det of the

electrically excited magnons as a function of the magnetic
field magnitude µ0H, which is applied along ŷyy (cf. Fig. 4),
for center-to-center distances d = 800 nm and d = 900 nm
between injector and detector on a tm = 100 nm thick film
measured at T = 200 K. The inset shows a zoom-in on the
oscillations for high magnetic fields. (b) ∆Rel

det plotted ver-
sus the magnetic field strength for a structure with a strip
distance of d = 800 nm for different temperatures. (c) Com-
pensation field µ0Hc as a function of T extracted from mea-
surements of structures with varying d.

of the 100 nm thick film compared to our thin film inves-
tigated in Sec. III B. Consistent with our previous obser-
vations, we clearly observe a peak in the positive magnon
spin signal regime for both devices, here at µ0H ≈ 5.5 T,
which corresponds to the compensation field µ0Hc. The
peak position is independent of the center-to-center dis-
tance d, which originates from the fact that the pseud-
ofield ω = 0 at µ0Hc. The measured magnon spin signal
amplitudes are about one order of magnitude larger com-
pared to our thin films discussed above. Comparing our
results to Eq. (18), one would expect a decreasing sig-
nal for increasing film thickness tm if we assume that the
other parameters remain unchanged. However, the dom-
inant effect of the increasing film thickness is a higher
density of magnonic states, which significantly enhances
the various conductances involved. This explains the in-
crease in the measured magnon spin signal.

For thicker films, a larger offset in the magnon spin
signal ∆Rel

det for µ0H < 5.5 T lets the Hanle peak ap-
pear smaller. We attribute the larger offset to the ordi-
nary propagation of the finite-spin low-energy magnons.
The observation of the typical magnon Hanle signal sup-
ports our model that the low-energy magnons do not con-
tribute to the pseudospin precession, but rather simply
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to the finite-spin signal. In contrast, in our thin film the
low-k magnons are efficiently removed due to the stand-
ing wave-like situation along the film thickness. In gen-
eral, the low-energy magnon spin signal starts to diminish
rapidly when the gap between the two magnon branches
closes. Hence, we may associate an applied magnetic field
with this point. The second magnetic field of relevance
is the compensation field µ0Hc. From our data, these
two magnetic field values seem to differ slightly. At the
same time, recent works [38, 49] attribute the compen-
sation field to the gap closing between the two magnon
branches, which would suggest that both characteristic
fields in our experiment overlap.

For µ0H > 5.5 T, ∆Rel
det decreases until it approaches

zero. Consistent with our model, we only observe a
spin signal from low-energy magnons for small applied
magnetic fields, as with increasing field strength their
energy increases and they are then described via the
pseudospin chemical potential. For further increasing
field strength, the magnon spin signal starts to oscillate
around ∆Rel

det = 0 Ω as clearly visible in the inset of
Fig. 6(a), which shows a zoom-in of the data in the range
µ0H = 10−15 T. This signal modulation does not show a
clear dependence on the distance d between injector and
detector. At present, we do not have a convincing ex-
planation for the physical origin of these oscillations and
more work from both theory and experiment is required
to better understand this interesting observation.

Finally, we carried out measurements of the tempera-
ture dependence of the field-dependent magnon spin sig-
nal ∆Rel

det. The data is shown in Fig. 6(b) for d = 800 nm.
For small applied magnetic fields, the offset finite-spin
signal initially increases with increasing temperature un-
til it starts to decrease again at a temperature of T ≈
200 K. Moreover, the peak amplitude at µ0Hc also in-
creases with temperature, however decreases again for
temperatures above T ≈ 250 K. The oscillating behavior
at higher fields is observed for all studied temperatures.
The temperature dependence can be well explained via
the two different contributions to the detector spin sig-
nal. At low temperatures, the low-energy magnons dom-
inantly contribute to the spin transport, which is sup-
pressed at high magnetic fields. At elevated tempera-
tures, the higher energy magnons and the corresponding
magnon Hanle signal is more and more contributing and
the maximum in the spin signal at µ0Hc is better dis-
cernible from the low-energy magnon background.

For a quantitative analysis of the compensation field,
we extract µ0Hc as a function of temperature for dif-

ferent distances. The result is shown in Fig. 6(c). For
each distance, we find a constant behavior in the tem-
perature range from 50 to 150 K, while a significant in-
crease is observed for larger temperatures. This is in
perfect agreement with the qualitative behavior of thin-
ner hematite films [29] and indicates that the compen-
sation field µ0Hc follows the temperature dependence of
the easy-plane anisotropy [29, 38].

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we systematically investigate the re-
cently discovered magnon pseudospin dynamics and the
associated magnon Hanle effect in hematite. This al-
lows us to expand our previous description of the mea-
sured spin transport phenomena in terms of antiferro-
magnetic pseudospin dynamics. In our analysis we take
into account both finite-spin contributions from low-
energy magnons and the spin injection and detection pro-
cess. This extended theoretical model is utilized to ex-
plain the influence of the effective dimensionality of the
magnetic layer on the magnon spin signal. First, the in-
fluence of the injector-detector distance on the magnon
spin signal is studied in a thin hematite film. We find
an additional offset signal in the low field regime, which
we could attribute to additional effects caused by an
injector-detector spacing smaller than the magnon dif-
fusion length. Second, we measured the magnon Hanle
effect in a 100 nm thick hematite film. In contrast to the
thinner films, peculiar changes are found. In particular,
a pronounced offset signal in the low field regime is at-
tributed to contributions from low-energy magnons and
their finite-spin signal. Additionally, we observe an os-
cillating behavior of the magnon spin signal above 10 T,
which shows no dependence on the electrode spacing dis-
tance. Our work provides an important step towards the
detailed understanding of magnonic pseudospin dynam-
ics in antiferromagnetic systems and highlights the rich
physics in antiferromagnetic magnonics.
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stra, S. Geprägs, M. Weiler, R. Gross, and H. Huebl,
Spin transport in a magnetic insulator with zero effective
damping, Physical Review Letters 123, 257201 (2019).

[11] A. Kamra, E. Thingstad, G. Rastelli, R. A. Duine,
A. Brataas, W. Belzig, and A. Sudbø, Antiferromagnetic
magnons as highly squeezed fock states underlying quan-
tum correlations, Physical Review B 100, 174407 (2019).

[12] T. Jungwirth, X. Marti, P. Wadley, and J. Wunderlich,
Antiferromagnetic spintronics, Nature Nanotechnology
11, 231 (2016).

[13] V. Baltz, A. Manchon, M. Tsoi, T. Moriyama, T. Ono,
and Y. Tserkovnyak, Antiferromagnetic spintronics, Re-
views of Modern Physics 90, 015005 (2018).

[14] J. Li, C. B. Wilson, R. Cheng, M. Lohmann, M. Kavand,
W. Yuan, M. Aldosary, N. Agladze, P. Wei, M. S. Sher-
win, et al., Spin current from sub-terahertz-generated an-
tiferromagnetic magnons, Nature 578, 70 (2020).

[15] P. Vaidya, S. A. Morley, J. van Tol, Y. Liu, R. Cheng,
A. Brataas, D. Lederman, and E. del Barco, Subtera-
hertz spin pumping from an insulating antiferromagnet,
Science 368, 160 (2020).
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M. Opel, R. Gross, D. Meier, C. Klewe, T. Kuschel, J.-M.
Schmalhorst, G. Reiss, L. Shen, A. Gupta, Y.-T. Chen,
G. E. W. Bauer, E. Saitoh, and S. T. B. Goennenwein,
Quantitative study of the spin hall magnetoresistance in
ferromagnetic insulator/normal metal hybrids, Physical
Review B 87, 224401 (2013).

[57] S. Meyer, M. Althammer, S. Geprägs, M. Opel, R. Gross,
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