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1École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL), Institute of Materials,
Laboratory of Nanoscale Magnetic Materials and Magnonics, CH-1015 Lausanne, Switzerland
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We study theoretically antiferromagnet (AFM) based spin-Hall nano-oscillators (SHNOs) consist-
ing of a nano-constriction (NC) in a thin-film uniaxial AFM. By solving the derived SW equation we
evidence radially propagating spin waves (SWs) at THz frequencies similar to the Slonczewski SWs
known at GHz frequencies for a ferromagnet-based SHNO. We predict a minimum threshold current
for a specific NC radius accessible by the state-of-the-art nanotechnology. The exchange interaction
enhanced spin pumping for AFMs leads to a strong thickness dependent threshold frequency. We
show that the uniaxial AFMs generate ac electrical fields via spin pumping that are three orders of
magnitude larger than reported for biaxial AFMs. Our work enhances the fundamental understand-
ing of current-driven SWs in AFM-SHNOs and enables optimization of practical devices in terms of
material choice, device geometry, and frequency tunability. The propagating SWs offer remote THz
signal generation and an efficient means for synchronization of SHNOs when aiming at high power.

Introduction.— Terahertz (THz) radiation attracts
tremendous attention due to its several promising appli-
cations including ultrafast communication [1, 2], biosens-
ing and imaging [3, 4]. However, the widespread use of
THz instrumentation is constrained, in particular, be-
cause of the lack of efficient sources and detectors of THz
radiation for frequencies in the range of 0.1-10 THz (THz
gap) [3, 4]. Therefore, there is an urgent need to de-
velop small-sized solid-state THz sources and detectors.
Spin wave (SW) excitations in antiferromagnetic mate-
rials (AFMs) offer frequencies which cover perfectly the
THz gap. These materials can be utilized to close the
THz gap in terms of antiferromagnetic spintronic and
magnonic devices [5–30].

One of the most promising devices is the AFM-based
spin-Hall nano-oscillator (AFM-SHNO) consisting of an
AFM and a heavy metal (HM) layer [14–30]. In an AFM-
SHNO, a spin current generated by the spin-Hall effect
(SHE) in the HM enters the AFM layer and exerts the so-
called spin-orbit torque (SOT) [31, 32]. It has been shown
theoretically that when the spin current exceeds a certain
threshold, damping can be compensated, and the mag-
netization starts self-sustained auto-oscillations. They
can generate THz radiation via the combination of spin
pumping [5, 17, 33, 34] and inverse spin-Hall effect [14–
30]. The AFM-SHNOs have potential not only as THz
sources and detectors [14–28], but also as ultra-fast arti-
ficial neurons which generate picosecond-duration spikes
[29, 30] and enable ultra-fast neuromorphic applications
[35–38]. Howver, there has not yet been any report on
the experimental realization of an AFM-SHNOs.

All the theoretical studies mentioned above were car-
ried out by considering an AFM in the macrospin ap-
proximation. They described uniform antiferromagnetic
resonance (AFMR) excitation by a spin current in planar

bilayer HM/AFM structures [14–30]. Still, there have
been few micromagnetic studies of SHNOs addressing
the planar HM/AFM geometry and AFMR excitation
[22, 23]. These studies do not describe however a realis-
tic AFM-SHNO which incorporates a nano-constriction
(NC) [39–43]. NCs are essential for ferromagnet-based
SHNOs (FM-SHNOs) which excite propagating SWs [44–
47]. These SWs enable the efficient synchronization of
FM-SHNOs [48–53] granting sufficient signal quality for
applications.
In this Letter, we study theoretically and by means of

micromagnetic simulations a NC-based AFM-SHNO and
provide a fundamental understanding of its spin dynam-
ics. We first derive the SW equation for an insulating
AFM layer subjected to a spin current in a circular NC.
We show that the solution to this equation is the an-
tiferromagnetic counterpart of Slonczewski SWs known
for ferromagnetic SHNOs. The Slonczewski spin waves
are radially propagating waves generated by spin torque
in a circular NC in a FM layer [44–46, 54, 55]. We ob-
tain the threshold frequency and current for such THz
antiferromagnetic Slonczewski SWs (THz-ASSWs) as a
function of the material parameters and the NC radius
R. Our analytical results show good agreement with the
micromagnetic simulations. A unique feature of these
THz-ASSWs is that the threshold current exhibits a min-
imum with respect to the NC radius which allows one to
reduce the power consumption to a minimum. Interest-
ingly, the minimum diameter 2R is in the range of few
tens to few hundreds of nanometers for realistic material
parameters and is realizable by state-of-the-art fabrica-
tion technology. Moreover, we show that when used in
NC-SHNOs, the uniaxial AFMs generate THz outputs
three orders of magnitude larger compared to uniformly
excited biaxial AFM-SHNOs. This is a significant im-
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provement on both the power consumption and output
signal of the AFM-SHNOs and draws the attention to the
previously abandoned uniaxial AFMs which were consid-
ered not suitable for THz SHNOs [14, 15].

Theory.— We consider an AFM-SHNO as a plane
AFM film that is subjected to a spin current injected
locally in a circular region of radius R, as depicted in
Fig. 1 (a). Such spin current is generated by restrict-
ing the electric current in the adjacent HM into a NC
[39, 40]. We assume an AFM with uniaxial anisotropy in
the plane along the x-axis and a thickness, dAF , smaller
than the exchange length, λex =

√
a2ωE/4ωA. Thereby

we avoid standing waves along the thickness. Here,
a is the magnetic lattice constant of the material and
ωE = γHE (ωA = γHA) is the exchange (anisotropy)
field in the units of frequency with HE (HA) being the
exchange (anisotropy) field and γ is the electron gy-
romagnetic ratio. The Néel order vector and average
magnetization are defined as n = (M1 −M2)/2Ms and
m = (M1 +M2)/2Ms, respectively, where n.m = 0 and
|n|2 + |m|2 = 1. Mi (i = 1, 2) is the sublattice magne-
tization with |Mi| = Ms. We consider the polarization
direction of the spin current, p̂||n, where the SOT has
the highest efficiency [23]. There is no externally ap-
plied magnetic field. The total magnetic free energy of
the AFM is F =

∫
fdV , where the energy density, f , is

given by f = Ms

γ

{
1
2ωE

(
m2 − n2

)
− 1

2ωA

(
m2

x + n2
x

)
−

1
2ωAλ

2
ex

[
(∇m)

2 − (∇n)
2
] }

[5, 17, 56–58]. The dy-

namics of m and n is governed by the Landau-Lifshitz-
Gilbert-Slonczewski (LLGS) equations as

ṁ = ωm ×m+ ωn × n+ α (m× ṁ+ n× ṅ) + τ s
m, (1a)

ṅ = ωm × n+ ωn ×m+ α (m× ṅ+ n× ṁ) + τ s
n, (1b)

where ωm = − γ
Ms

δF
δm and ωn = − γ

Ms

δF
δn are the ef-

fective fields in frequency units [5, 17, 56, 58]. α =
α0+αSP is the effective damping consisting of the Gilbert
damping, α0, and the enhanced damping due to spin
pumping, αSP [5, 17]. The SOT terms are given as
τ s
m = ωs

[
m × (m× p̂) + n × (n× p̂)

]
H (R− r) and

τ s
n = ωs

[
m× (n× p̂) + n× (m× p̂)

]
H (R− r) where

ωs is the SOT strength in frequency units, H(R − r)
is the Heaviside step function and r is the radial dis-
tance from the center of the NC. We consider the ansatz
n = n0x̂ + n⊥ (x, y) eiωt with |n⊥ (x, y) | ≪ 1 to derive
the wave equation for small amplitude SWs excited by
SOT. In the exchange limit (ωA/ωE ≪ 1), which is the
case for most antiferromagnets and the absence of an ex-
ternal field, m ≃ (ωA/ωE)n⊥ ≪ n⊥ and |n0| ≃ 1. By
keeping the linear terms in m and n⊥ and eliminating
m between the Eqs. 1a and 1b [59], we obtain the wave
equation for complex SW amplitude, u = ny + inz. By
solving this equation we derive the threshold frequency
and current density for the excited mode as

ωth =
αA12 (2ωE + ωA)

2 (1− αA12)
+

√[
αA12 (2ωE + ωA)

2 (1− αA12)

]2
+ (2ωE + ωA)

[
ωA +

(
A0 + αA11

1− αA12

)(
ωAλ

2
ex

R2

)]
, (2)

Jc,th =

(
eMsdAF

2γℏθSHη

){(
αB12

1− αA12

)
ωth +

(
ωAλ

2
ex

R2

)[
B0 + αB11 + αB12

(
A0 + αA11

1− αA12

)]}
, (3)

respectively, where A0 = 1.428, A11 = −3.087,
A12 = 0.815, B0 = 1.863, B11 = −1.581 and
B12 = 1.004.

Results and discussion.— By taking the fast-Fourier-
transform (FFT) of n, obtained from micromagnetic sim-
ulations [59–61], we extract the power spectral density
(PSD) of the magnetization dynamics. Varying the cur-
rent density and extracting the peak position of the PSD,
we obtained the frequency versus current density curve
of the SHNOs plotted in Fig. 1(b). The frequency varia-
tion for large currents is attributed to the excessive SOT
beyond threshold according to ω = ωth + β(Jc − Jth).
The inset shows the SW frequency shift coefficient β =
dω/dJc as a function of the NC area. β as determined
from micromagnetic simulations increases with R and
seems to asymptotically approach the macrospin limit.
The observed tunability of β goes beyond a constant

value in macrospin studies and can be used to engineer
NC performance.
Now we focus on the dynamics at the threshold, where

the PSD peak jumps from zero to the threshold fre-
quency. The threshold current density and correspond-
ing frequency decrease with the NC radius as plotted
in Fig. 1(c) and (d), respectively. The values Jc,th ob-
tained from micromagnetic simulations (red symbols) are
plotted with an offset of ∆J = −0.4 × 108 A/cm2. We
attribute this systematic error to the Taylor expansion of
the complex transcendental equation that we employed
to solve the eigenvalue problem [59]. This fixed offset
does not affect the main conclusion of the comparison,
i.e., the significant dependency of Jc,th on R making a
geometrical optimization of a NC device necessary. The
inset in Fig. 1(c) shows a zoom in of the region indicated
by dashed rectangle.
For large R ≫ λex the threshold current density Jc,th
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(frequency ωth) asymptotically approaches the AFMR

limit in a thin film, Jc,th =
(

eMsdAF

2γℏθSHη

)
αω0 (ω0 =√

(2ωE + ωA)ωA), indicated by the gray dashed line in
Fig. 1(c) (1(d)). The inset in Fig. 1(d) shows a snap-
shot of the spin-current-generated spin wave simulated
for R = 50 nm. For small R (below almost λex = 22.3
nm), the exchange term dominates and the threshold cur-
rent density and frequency are large. One can understand
the increase in threshold current density with decreasing
R by considering the energy flow away from the NC by
outgoing SWs. The wave vector, k, of the excited spin
wave at the threshold is comparable to 2π/R. Therefore,
by decreasing R one increases k and the group velocity
of the excited wave (following the dispersion in Eq. 2)
and hence, the propagating energy away from the NC.
To sustain this energy flow, a higher threshold current is
necessary.

For practical applications the power consumption of
the SHNO is of crucial importance. Approximating
the current passing part of the NC in HM as a resis-
tance with the length L = 2R and cross-sectional area

FIG. 1. (a) Schematics of the studied system. The spin
current with polarization p originates from the SHE of the
electric current constrained in a circular NC of radius R in
the adjacent HM layer. The spin polarization of the spin
current is assumed to be along the Néel order vector. (b)
Excitation frequency versus applied current density for the
simulated SHNOs with different NC radii R. The black up-
ward (downward) arrow indicates the mode for R = 25 nm
at threshold Jc,th = 2.12 × 108 A/cm2 with fth = 0.3 THz
(Jc,h = 11.3 × 108 A/cm2 with fh = 1.2 THz) which is se-
lected to calculate output electric fields due to spin pumping
in Fig. 4. The slope β as a function of R2 is shown in the
inset. Threshold current density (c) and frequency (d) ob-
tained from simulations (filled red circles) and Eqs. 3 and 2
(blue line), respectively. Gray dashed lines indicate the plane
film limit. Inset in (d) shows a snapshot of current induced
SW at threshold for SHNO with R = 50 nm (red circle) and
simulation parameters given in the supplementary [59].

S = 2RdN in the xz−plane we obtain its resistance as
∼ (L/σNS) = 1/σNdN which is independent of R. By
multiplying Eq. 3 by S we obtain the threshold current
as

Ith(R) = αAωthR+ (Bλ2
ex/R). (4)

The first term in this equation represents the current
needed to overcome the damping which grows linearly
with R. The second term reflects the propagation energy
which scales with R−1. The combination of these two
terms leads to a minimum threshold current, Imin

th , with
respect to R. In Fig. 2(a) we depict Ith as a function
of R for the parameters used in Fig. 1 (blue line). For
comparison, we display Ith(R) for the uniaxial antifer-
romagnet Cr2O3 (orange line) with material parameters
of Ms = 45.5 kA/m, HE = 490 T, HA = 0.035 T and
a = 1 nm [62, 63]. Since ωth is a slowly varying function
of R for R ≳ 2λex (Fig. 1(d)) away from the exchange
dominated regime, we neglect its dependency on R, for

large R and obtain Rmin ≃
√

Bλ2
ex

αAωmin
th

where Rmin and

ωmin
th are the NC radius and threshold frequency at the

threshold current minimum, respectively. This expres-
sion slightly underestimates Rmin. In Fig. 2(b), (c) and
(d) we depictRmin, I

min
th and ωmin

th , respectively, as a func-
tion of HE and HA (for a set of parameters that hold the
exchange limit) which are numerically obtained by min-
imizing Ith(R). Figure 2 (b) shows that Rmin increases
(decreases) by increasing HE (HA). However, Imin

th (Fig.
2 (c)) and ωmin

th (Fig. 2 (d)) increase by increasing both
HE andHA. The parameters used for simulations is indi-
cated with the red asterisk. White circles indicate some
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FIG. 2. (a) Threshold current, Ith, as a function of R for
the parameters used in Fig. 1 (blue line). The orange line
considers Cr2O3 material parameters with the same HM and
interface parameters as Fig. 1. NC radius (b), threshold
current (c) and frequency (d) at the minimum point of Ith(R)
as a function of exchange and anisotropy fields. For all graphs
we considered dAF = 20 nm as well as the corresponding αSP.
Red asterisks indicate the material parameters used in Fig. 1.
White circles highlight further AFMs.
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FIG. 3. Spin pumping induced damping, αSP (a) threshold
current Imin

th (b), NC size Rmin (c) and threshold frequency,
ωmin
th (d) at the threshold current minimum as a function of

AFM layer thickness, dAF .

of the most interesting materials for AFM spintronics
[33, 34, 62–72] which all of them fall in the exchange
limit and our theory holds.

Due to the large exchange field in AFMs, the effect of
damping on Ith(R) is enhanced (Eq. 3 and 4). Therefore,
we evaluate the effect of AFM thickness which drastically
influences αSP. The intrinsic Gilbert damping, α0, is in
the order of 10−6 − 10−4 for insulating AFMs [67–71]
which is negligibly small compared to αSP for thin films.
Figure 3(a) shows αSP for the AFM simulated in Fig. 1
and Cr2O3. Since Ms for Cr2O3 is small, αSP depends
prominently on dAF . Despite the large αSP for Cr2O3,
its Imin

th (orange curve) is considerably smaller compared
to the AFM with large Ms (blue curve) as is shown in
Fig. 3(b). Though αSP decreases by increasing dAF , I

min
th

increases since SOT is an interface effect and scales with
d−1
AF . Rmin increases as a function of dAF (Fig. 3(c))

since Rmin ∝
√

α−1
SP ∝

√
dAF and A and B are slowly

varying functions of α. Despite having larger HE and
smaller HA, Cr2O3 has smaller Rmin due to larger αSP

and ωmin
th . Though the AFMR frequency of Cr2O3 (164

GHz) is lower than the AFMR of Fig. 1 (202.5 GHz),
the threshold frequency at Imin

th is higher for Cr2O3 (Fig.
3(d)). The higher frequency is a consequence of low Ms

which results in a significant change of αSP with dAF .
In the following we make use of the predicted spin dy-

namics and evaluate electrical signals that arise due to
spin pumping into an adjacent HM layer. The dynamic
part of the Néel vector, n(r, t), gives rise to spin pumping
which scales with js = (n× ṅ)×ẑ [5, 14, 15]. By adding a
HM layer either above or below the AFM, an ac electrical
field is generated according to E = Ejs = E (n× ṅ) × ẑ
with E = ℏηθSH/edN [14]. Taking the complex SW am-
plitude, u, we obtain the ac signal [59]

Eac(r, t) = Enxṅz = Eω
√

1− |u(r)|2 Re
{
u(r)eiωt

}
.(5)

We numerically calculated js = (n× ṅ) × ẑ for each

cell at each moment in time from micromagnetic simula-
tions. We took the FFT of this quantity, multiplied by
E = 0.7× 10−7 V.s/cm and color-coded the absolute val-
ues as shown for two different currents Jc applied to a NC
with R = 25 nm in Fig. 4(a) and (b). Thereby, we evalu-
ate the spin pumping at fth = 0.3 THz and fh = 1.2 THz,
respectively. We display its spatially inhomogeneous
characteristics in units of V/cm. The panels of Fig. 4(a)
and (b) hence show ac electric fields in the typical HM as-
sumed above. They allow for a straightforward compari-
son with the earlier reports on spin pumping from biaxial
AFMs. For the fth mode, the maximum spin pumping
signal is obtained in the NC, while for the fh mode, Eac

vanishes under the NC. This result is explained by Fig.
4(c) illustrating the spin-precessional motion at fth (blue)
and fh (red) in the center of the NC. For fth, the SOT
excites a conically precessing Néel vector (See Supple-
mental video 1 [59]) with a well-defined almost circular
polarization and a cone angle smaller than π/2. At large
Jc (SOT), the cone angle reaches π/2 and the Néel vec-
tor precesses entirely in the yz-plane (See Supplemental
video 2 [59]). In this case, the spin-precessional ampli-
tude |u(r)| is maximum (|u(r)| = 1). In Fig. 4(d) we de-
pict the quantity js,ac = |u(r)|

√
1− |u(r)|2 as a function

of |u(r)|. The striking feature of js,ac is the maximum
ac spin pumping at |u|max =

√
2/2. Consistent with the

macrospin approximation applied in Ref. 15, we observe
zero spin pumping inside the NC when a large Jc gives
rise to |u(r)| = 1. But, the zero-spin pumping is no
longer true for the discovered Slonzweski waves propa-
gating into the AFM. Outside the NC a region is found
where due to damping the amplitude |u|max =

√
2/2 is

realized and maximum ac spin pumping occurs remotely
from the NC. The predicted excitation of propagating
THz-ASSWs makes uniaxial AFMs a promising mate-
rial for SHNOs as they exhibit a lower threshold cur-
rent and enable 3 orders of magnitude larger values |Eac|
than the earlier considered biaxial AFMs [14, 15]. In
Eq. 5, we find |Eac| to be proportional to the opera-
tional frequency ω, whereas for biaxial AFMs one finds
|Eac| ∝ ωeωE

4
√

α2ω2
E+ω2

. The latter value is orders of magni-

tude smaller due to small biaxial anisotropy ωe.
Conclusion.— We have derived and solved the spin

wave equation for a realistic SHNO considering AFMs
with uni-axial anisotropy. We find propagating THz
Slonzewski waves which allow one to generate large ac
electrical fields via spin pumping into an adjacent heavy
metal film. At the same time, synchronization between
neighboring SHNOs via propagating SWs might arise.
The predicted waves hence open unprecedented pathways
for dc current driven THz signal generation by means of
magnons in thin-film AFMs.
Acknowledgment.— We thank SNSF for financial sup-

port via grant 177550.
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