Exceptional spin wave dynamics in an antiferromagnetic honeycomb lattice
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We theoretically investigate possible effects of electric current on the spin wave dynamics for the
Néel-type antiferromagnetic order in a honeycomb lattice. Based on a general vector decomposition
of the spin polarization of conduction electrons, we find that there can exist reciprocal and nonreciprocal terms in the current-induced torque acting on the local spins in the system. Furthermore,
we show that the reciprocal terms will cause the spin wave Doppler effect, while the nonreciprocal
terms can induce rich non-Hermitian topological phenomena in the spin wave dynamics, including
exceptional points, bulk Fermi arc, non-Hermitian skin effect, etc. Our results indicate the capability to manipulate non-Hermitian magnons in magnetic materials by electric current, which could be
important for both fundamental physics and technology applications.

Introduction Spin wave, whose quanta is termed
“magnon”, describes the collective motion of magnetic
moments in magnetic materials[1]. The dispersion of spin
wave modes, or magnon spectrum alternatively, depends
on the effective interactions between the magnetic moments. Therefore, measuring the spin wave dynamics
can provide indispensable information about the magnetic orders in materials. Moreover, the spin waves can
be excited and tuned by different approaches. For example, the injection of an electric current into the magnetic
materials can cause the coherent excitation[2–7], Doppler
shift[8–12], attenuation suppresion and amplification[13,
14] of the spin waves. In fact, the capability to control
spin waves by the electric current is essential for the implementation of wave-based computing[15] and the development of magnon-based spintronics technologies[16, 17].
The recent breakthrough to fabricate two-dimensional
(2D) magnetic materials[18, 19] has triggered intensive
activities to explore the spin wave dynamics in the 2D
limit. For example, the spin wave modes in the 2D ferromagnetic material CrI3 have been observed by microRaman spectroscopy[20] and inelastic neutron scattering technique[21], respectively. In the van der Waals
antiferromagnetic(AFM) materials, the magnon transport over several micrometers has been experimentally
observed[22], and the spin Nernst effect due to the nontrival topology of magnon band has been theoretically
discussed[23, 24]. Furthermore, the ability to tune spin
wave by gate has been demonstrated in the AFM bilayer CI3 [25] and the magnon valve structure made of
MnPS3 [26], while the topological magnon insulator has
been realized in CrXTe3 (X = Si, Ge) compounds[27].
2D magnets, in particular the AFM, provide a new
realm to explore the influence of electric current on the
spin wave dynamics. In conventional spin valve structures and ferromagnetic spin textures[2–14], the magnetization configuration is slowly varying in space, allowing
it to be treated as a continuous vector field in formulating
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its dynamical control by the electric current via the spin
torque effects[8, 28–32]. However, such a methodology
may not be appropriate to describe the current-induced
spin dynamics when the direction of magnetic moments
can change abruptly in the atomic scale. In fact, the longstanding disputes on the form of spin torque in the AFM
materials [33–39] already manifest the challenge to treat
the antiparallel alignment of atomic magnetic moments
between the sublattices. Moreover, the lack of atomic
resolution in the long wavelength approximation implies
that important phenomena of the spin wave spectrum in
the whole Brillouin zone can be missed in this treatment.
In this paper, we exploit a vector analysis approach to
study the spin wave dynamics of a 2D AFM lattice in
presence of an electric current. We show that the spin
torque acting on each localized spin can be decomposed
into reciprocal and nonreciprocal terms, which can induce
Doppler shift, exceptional point, bulk Fermi arc, as well
as non-Hermitian skin effect in the spin wave dynamics
in this exemplary system. Our results reveal the wide
existence of current-induced non-Hermitian topological
phenomena in magnetic materials, which however have
been overlooked by the conventional approaches for spin
valve structures and magnetization textures.

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Crystal structure of an Néel-type
AFM honeycomb lattice. a1 and a2 denote the lattice vectors, and A and B denote the two spin sublattices. d1 , d2 , d3
denote the vectors from a A site to its three nearest neighbouring B sites; (b) crystal structure of an AFM nanoribbon
with zigzag edges. One unit cell of the nanoribbon is enclosed
by two dashed lines.
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Model Hamiltonian and Spin Dynamics The model
system under consideration is an Néel-type AFM honeycomb lattice in presence of an in-plane electric current
Ie , as shown schematically in √Fig. 1(a). The two√ lattice
vectors are denoted as a1 = a( 23 , 12 ) and a2 = a( 23 , − 12 )
with the lattice constant a, and there are two inequivalent
sites (A, B) in each unit cell; d1,2,3 are the three vectors
from one A site to its neighbouring B sites. Under the
nearest neighbor approximation, the Hamiltonian of the
system is written as H = HS + Hc + Vsd , where[40]
X
X
HS = J
Ŝi · Ŝj − K
(Ŝiz )2 ,
(1)
i

hi,ji

Hc =

c†j,s ci,s ),

(2)

Ŝi · c†i,s σ̂ss0 ci,s0 .

(3)

t
(c†i,s cj,s
hi,ji,s
X

Vsd = Jsd

X

+

hii,ss0

Here, Ŝi is the localized spin operator of the magnetic
atom at site i, c†i,s (ci,s ) is the creation (annihilation) operator of conduction electrons at site i with spin s, and
σ̂ are the Pauli matrices; J > 0 is the Heisenberg exchange coefficient between the localized spins located at
two nearest neighbor sites hi, ji, and K > 0 is the uniaxial magnetic anisotropy coefficient of localized spins, t
is the hoping parameter of conduction electrons between
the sites hi, ji, and Jsd is the exchange coefficient between
localized spins and conduction electrons.
With the Hamiltonian H above, the classical dyd
namics of localized spin at site i will be[41] dt
Si =
1
B
×
S
,
where
~
is
the
reduced
Planck
constant,
i
i
~
and the P
effective field acting on Si takes the form
Bi = J
Sj − 2KSiz êz + Jsd σi . Here, hjii denote
hjii

the nearest neighbor site j of the site i, and σi =
(hc†i,↑ ci,↓ i, hc†i,↓ ci,↑ i, hc†i,↑ ci,↑ i − hc†i,↓ ci,↓ i) is the spin polarization of conduction electrons at site i. In the equilibrium case, σi will vanish or align to the direction of
Si , which will not affect the dynamics of Si . However,
when a non-equilibrium distribution of conduction electrons is established after applying the in-plane electric
current, σi can deviate from the direction of Si , which
will induce a spin torque on Si to modify its dynamics.
The non-equilibrium spin polarization σi depends on
the local configurations of spins, quantum transport processes of conduction electrons, as well as the dissipation
effects of surrounding environments, which vary from materials to materials. Instead of a material specific discussion, here we exploit a vector analysis method to
reveal the general features of the current-induced spin
dynamics[41]. The non-equilibrium part of conduction
electron’s spin polarization at site i is due to the microscopic current flows between i and its neighbors hjii ,
on which the configurations of local spins are imprinted.
P
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that σi =
σi←j ,
hjii

where the contribution σi←j depends on the magnetic
moment of the site hjii [41]. Furthermore, we use the fact

that each vector σi←j can be decomposed in a Cartesian
coordinates as σi←j = αi←j S −1 Si + βi←j S −2 Si × Sj +
γi←j S −3 Si × (Si × Sj ). Here, S is the magnitude of each
localized spin. After some vector algebra operations, the
spin torque on Si due to σi←j will be[41]
βi←j Jsd
γi←j Jsd
(Si × Sj ) × Si +
Si × Sj . (4)
~S 2
~S
Note that Eq. (4) resembles the forms of damping-like
and field-like torque in the spin valve structures[30, 31],
but Si and Sj here represent the spin vectors of two magnetic atoms, rather than two ferromagnetic layers.
The coefficients βi←j and γi←j have not been specified
yet. Considering that the non-equilibrium conduction
electrons are induced by the electric current, it is reasonable to assume that σi←j is proportional to the microscopic current flow Iij between sites i and j, namely,
i←j
βi←j = λi←j
Iij Furthermore, σj←i is
β Iij , γj←i = λγ
not necessarily equal to σi←j because of the unidirectional flow of the electrons. Therefore, we introduce the
i←j
±
i←j
coefficients λ±
± λj←i
± λj←i
)/2
γ
β = (λβ
β )/2, λγ = (λγ
to further decompose the torque τi←j into reciprocal and
nonreciprocal terms[41]. Without quantitative details of
±
the coefficients λ±
β and λγ , the influence of electric current on the spin wave dynamics in the atom scale can
already be studied in this general theoretical framework.
Non-Hermitian Spin Wave Dynamics The spin wave
dynamics of the system is obtained by considering an
infinitesimal deviation {si } from the AFM configuration, where the localized spins in the sublattice A(B) are
aligned along z(−z) direction. Keeping to the first order
of {si }, we can get the following dynamical equations[41]
X
d +
i
i
sµ,A = − (3J + 2K)Ss+
s+
µ,A − JS
ν,B
dt
~
~
ν
iX
+
Jsd (−iβµ,A←ν,B + γµ,A←ν,B )s+
ν,B ,(5)
~ ν
X
d +
i
i
sν,B = (3J + 2K)Ss+
s+
µ,B + JS
µ,A
dt
~
~
µ
iX
Jsd (iβν,B←µ,A + γν,B←µ,A )s+
−
µ,A . (6)
~ µ
τi←j =

For clarification, we have used the subscript µ, A (ν, B)
to label the site A (B) in the unit cell µ (ν).
Substituting the plane wave solution s+
=
µ,A
√
√
iRν ·k−iωk t
2Sak eiRµ ·k−iωk t and s+
=
2Sb
e
into
k
ν,B
Eqs. (5) and (6), we will get the eigen equation Hk ek =
~ωk ek , with the dynamical matrix[41]
Å
ã
(3J + 2K)S
JSγk − Ie Jsd λAB ηk
Hk =
−JSγk∗ + Ie Jsd λBA ηk∗
−(3J + 2K)S
Å
ã
ak
and the eigen vector ek =
. Here, we have γk ≡
bk
−ia1 ·k
−ia2 ·k
1+e
+e
, ηk ≡ j1 + j2 e−ia2 ·k + j3 e−ia1 ·k ,
+
−
+
−
−
+
−
λAB ≡ −iλβ −iλβ +λ+
γ +λγ , λBA ≡ iλβ −iλβ +λγ −λγ ,
with the notation jl ≡ Îe · d̂l .
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where the two conditions (i) d2R,k − d2I,k = 0 and (ii)
dR,k · dI,k = 0 are satisfied simultaneously[43]. In the
following, we demonstrate several typical phenomena in
the current-modified spin wave dynamics by tuning the
parameters of spin torque in Hk .
Doppler Shift and Exceptional Ring We find that the
reciprocal term λ+
β in the damping-like torque can cause
the Doppler shift of spin waves. As example, Fig. 2(b)
plots the numerical solution of Eq. (7) for an electric
current along y-direction and Ie Jsd λ+
β = 0.2 meV. Compared with Fig. 2(a), the gap in the spin wave spectrum
has become smaller and its location has been shifted.
For
√ an electric current smaller than a critical value Ic =
2 ∆b
3 Jsd λ+ , the long wavelength approximation of Eq. (7)
β
»
2
∆2b − 92 (Ie Jsd λ+
gives the gap value as ∆b =
β ) and
√

FIG. 2. (Color online) Effects of electric current on the spin
wave modes of the AFM honeycomb lattice. Here, we set
a = 6.077 Å, JS = 3.85 meV, KS = 0.0043 meV. (a)
Spin wave spectrum without electric current. (b) Spin wave
Doppler shift induced by the λ+
β term. Here, Ie is along
y-direction, and Ie Jsd λ+
=
0.2
meV.
(c) Exceptional nodal
β
−
phase induced by λ+
and
λ
terms
together.
Here, Ie is along
β
β
+
y-direction, and Ie Jsd λβ = 0.4 meV, Ie Jsd λ−
β = 0.04 meV.
(d) Exceptional points A, B and bulk Fermi arc AB (green
line) in the nodal phase in case (c). On the Fermi arc, ~ωk,+
and ~ωk,− will have the same real part, but different imaginary part.
1

As a 2 × 2 traceless non-Hermitian matrix, Hk
can be written as Hk = dk · σ in terms of the Pauli
matrices σ. Here, both the real and imaginary part
of the coefficient dk = dR,k + idI,k are modulated
by the current as[41] dR,k = (−Ie Jsd λ−
γ <(ηk ) −
−
−
=(η
)
−
I
J
λ
<(η
Ie Jsd λ−
=(η
),
I
J
λ
k
e
sd
k
e
sd
k ), (3J +
γ
β
β
+
2K)S), dI,k = (−Ie Jsd λγ =(ηk ) + Ie Jsd λ+
β <(ηk ) +
+
JS=(γk ), −Ie Jsd λ+
<(η
)−I
J
λ
=(η
)
+JS<(γ
k
e
sd
k
k ), 0).
γ
β
Then the eigen spectrum of Hk will be
»
~ωk,± = ± d2R,k − d2I,k + 2idR,k · dI,k .
(7)
When there is no electric current, Eq. (7)
willp reduce to the familiar form ~ωk,±
=
2
2
2
±S (3J + 2K) √− J |γk | [23, 24], which has a finite gap ∆b ≡ 12JKS 2 + 4K 2 S 2 at Γ point due to
the magnetic anisotropy. For illustration, Fig. 2(a) plots
±|~ωk | in this case with the parameters a = 6.077 Å,
JS = 3.85 meV and KS = 0.0043 meV, which are taken
for a prototypical material MnPS3 [23, 42]. When a
modest current is turned on, the spin wave spectrum
will become complex in general. Especially, exceptional points of ~ωk can appear in the reciprocal space

3Jsd λ+

the gap location as kg = − JSa β Ie [41]. This currentinduced spin wave Doppler shift has been predicted in
the spin torque theories for slowly varying magnetization
textures[8, 9, 34], and then has been observed in ferromagnetic materials[10–12]. Nevertheless, our results here
are not limited to the long wavelength modes around Γ
point, but include all the spin wave modes in the whole
Brillouin zone. Such a feature is essential to reveal the
current-induced topological phenomena in the spin wave
spectrum.
When the electric current is larger than the critical
value Ic , the gap value ∆b will become imaginary, and an
exceptional ring will appear in the spin wave spectrum.
In this case, the condition dR,k · dI,k = 0 is trivially
satisfied in the whole Brillouin zone, because the dynamical matrix Hk now is pseudo-Hermitian, namely, Hk =
σz Hk† σz [43]. Then the condition d2R,k − d2I,k = 0 will
result in »
an exceptional ring centered at kg with the ra2 2
1
2
dius JSa 3(Ie Jsd λ+
β ) − 3 ∆b [41]. As an non-Hermitian
topological object, exceptional rings have been spawned
out of Dirac cones by introducing non-Hermitian perturbations in the photonic crystal slabs[44]. While in
magnetic materials, we show that exceptional ring in the
spin wave spectrum is intrinsically related to the spin
wave Doppler effect, both of which can be induced by
tuning the reciprocal term in the damping-like torque.
Exceptional Points and Bulk Fermi Arc The existence
of exceptional ring is topologically protected by the
pesudo-Hermiticity of Hk [43]. This constraint will be
−
lifted by turning on the nonreciprocal terms λ−
β or λγ in
the torque. Fig. 2(c) plots the spectrum ±|~ωk | by set−
ting Ie Jsd λ+
β = 0.4 meV and Ie Jsd λβ = 0.04 meV for the
electric current along y-direction. In this case, the solutions of conditions (i) and (ii) form a ring and two crossing lines respectively (see Fig. 2(d)), and their intersections determine two exceptional points A and B. Moreover, the two branches ~ωk,± of the spectrum on the line
terminated by A and B have the same real part but different imaginary part, which forms the “bulk Fermi arc”
in the non-Hermitian topological band theory[45, 46]. In
addition, the exceptional points and the Fermi arc in ~ωk
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can be further tuned by the direction of electric current,
as well as other terms in the spin torque[41]. Therefore,
the electric current can induce rich exceptional nodal
phases in the spin wave dynamics in magnetic materials.

ments Hkb,j;b,j = −(3J + 2K)S, Hka,j;a,j = (3J + 2K)S,
−
−iak
Hkb,j;a,j = −JS(1 + e−iak ) + iJsd (λ+
),
β − λβ )(j3 + j2 e
−
iak
Hka,j;b,j = JS(1 + eiak ) + iJsd (λ+
),
β + λβ )(j3 + j2 e

Hkb,j;a,j−1 = −JS, Hka,j;b,j+1 = JS[41]. Besides, the open
boundary condition is set as Hkb,1;a,0 = Hka,N ;b,N +1 = 0
and Hka,N ;a,N = −Hkb,1;b,1 = 2J + 2K, where the coordination number of the edge sites will be 2 instead of
3[41].
Fig. 3(a) plot the spin wave spectrum |~ωk | for a N =
30 nanoribbon with the same parameters in Fig. 2(a),
where Ie = 0. Because of the reduced coordination number of edge sites, the dispersion of edge modes is isolated from the spectrum of bulk modes, and its gap ∆e =
√
8JKS 2 + 4K 2 S 2 is smaller than the bulk value ∆b [41].
When the electric current is applied along y-direction, the
current-induced spin wave Doppler shift will also arise
in the nanoribbon structures after turning on the reciprocal term λ+
β in the damping-like torque, as shown in
√
3Jsd λ+

Fig. 3(b). Here, the gap is shifted to − JSa β Ie with
»
2
a smaller value ∆2e − 3(Ie Jsd λ+
β ) [41]. When the electric current is larger than the critical value √3J∆e λ+ , the
sd

β

gap will be closed and exceptional points will appear in
the spin wave spectrum[41]. Besides, there is a degenerate point in the bulk part of √
the spectrum, which will
FIG. 3. (Color online) Effects of electric current on the spin
wave modes of an AFM zigzag nanoribbon. Here, we set
N = 30, a = 6.077 Å, JS = 3.85 meV, KS = 0.0043 meV.
(a) Spin wave spectrum without electric current. (b) Spin
+
wave Doppler shift induced by the λ+
β term. Here, Ie Jsd λβ =
0.2 meV. Inset: |~ωk | around the degeneracy point, which lo√
3Jsd λ+

cated at πa in case (a) and is now shifted to πa − JSa β Ie by
the current. (c) Higher-order exceptional points and Fermi
+
arc induced by the λ−
β term. Here, Ie Jsd λβ = 0.4 meV and
1
Ie Jsd λ−
β = 0.04 meV. Inset: |~ωk | around two high-order exceptional points. (d) Non-Hermitian skin effect induced by
the λ−
β term. Here, the amplitudes of sk are plotted for a
19 π
corresponding to the
chosen spin wave mode at k = 20
a
three circumstances: green square for (a); blue diamond for
(b); red circle for (c).

Higher-order exceptional points and non-Hermitian
skin effect We also found interesting manifestation
of the current-modified spin wave dynamics at the
open edges of the AFM lattice.
As example,
nanoribbons with zigzag edges are considered (see
Fig. 1(b)), where the lattice sites in the lth unit cell
are labelled as {Bl,1 , Al,1 , · · · , Bl,j , Al,j , · · · , Bl,N , Al,N }.
The plane wave solution of the
(k, ωk ) can
√ modeilak−iω
kt
be expressed as s+
=
2Sa
e
and
j,k
l,j,A
√
+
ilak−iωk t
sl,j,B =
2Sbj,k e
, which will give the
eigen equation Hk sk = ~ωk sk .
Here, sTk =
(b1,k , a1,k , · · · , bj,k , aj,k , · · · , bN,k , aN,k ), and Hk is a
2N × 2N non-Hermitian matrix with the nonzero ele-

also be shifted from
current[41].

π
a

to

π
a

−

3Jsd λ+
β
JSa Ie

by the electric

The nonreciprocal terms in spin torque will also
break the pseudo-Hermiticity of Hk for the nanoribbon structures. After turning on the λ−
β term, we
find that the single degenerate point in the bulk spectrum will become a Fermi arc terminated by two
higher-order exceptional points (see inset in Fig. 3(c)).
Such a behavior can be mathematically explained by
the transfer matrix method[47], which gives the bulk
spectrum
in Fig. 3(c) by the expression ~ωk,±,φ =
»
p
2
± ∆b + 8J 2 S 2 − Γk,+ Γk,− − 2JS Γk,+ Γk,− cos φ for
φi=1,··· ,N −1 ∈ (0, π)[41]. Here, we have Γk,+ Γk,− =
−
2 ak
2
4Ω2 cos2 (ϕ + ak
2 ) − 3(Jsd λβ Ie ) sin 2 with the nota√

−
tion Ωe−iϕ ≡ JS − i 23 Ie Jsd λ+
β . If λβ = 0, we will
get Γk,+ Γk,− ≥ 0, and there is only one degenerate point
which satisfies the condition cos(ϕ + ak
2 ) = 0; otherwise,
there will be two exceptional
points
given
by the condi√
3Jsd λ− Ie

β
tion cos(ϕ + ak
sin ak
2 ) = ±
2Ω
2 . For the k space
between these two exceptional points, ~ωk,±,φ will have
the same real part but different imaginary part because
of Γk,+ Γk,− < 0, which interprets the formation of Fermi
arc[41].

Non-Hermitian skin effect is another consequence induced by the nonreciprocal terms in the spin torque.
We have examined the spin configurations of the spin
wave modes for the three sets of simulation parameters
in Fig. 3(a-c)[41]. In the cases without the λ−
β term, the
spin wave amplitude will extend over the nanoribbon;
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however, if λ−
β 6= 0, the spin wave amplitude will become
localized near one of the nanoribbon edges (see Fig. 3(d)).
This anomalous bulk-boundary correspondence[48–54]
directly manifests the non-Hermiticity of the currentmodified spin wave dynamics, which could be utilized
to detect the nonreciprocity of the spin torque.
Conclusion In a general framework of vector analysis, we show that an electric current can induce Doppler
shift and various non-Hermitian topological phenomena
in the spin wave dynamics in a AFM honeycomb lattice. In turn, the reciprocal and nonreciprocal terms in

the spin torque could be revealed by measuring these effects of electric current on the spin wave dynamics. Furthermore, we anticipate that similar phenomena could
widely exist in other magnetic materials with different
lattice structure, magnetic order, or higher dimension,
which therefore serve as potential platforms to explore
fundamental physics and develop frontier technology of
non-Hermitian magnons.
The work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 12074195), the
Croucher Senior Research Fellowship, and the Research
Grant Council of Hong Kong SAR (HKU17303518).
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