
Renormalization of antiferromagnetic magnons by superconducting condensate and
quasiparticles

A. M. Bobkov,1 S. A. Sorokin,2, 1 and I. V. Bobkova1, 2

1Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny, 141700 Moscow region, Russia
2National Research University Higher School of Economics, 101000 Moscow, Russia

(Dated: May 30, 2023)

The ability to modify and tune the spin-wave dispersion is one of the most important requirements
for engineering of magnonic networks. In this study we demonstrate the promise of synthetic thin-
film hybrids composed of an antiferromagnetic insulator (AF) and a normal (N) or superconducting
(S) metal for tuning and modifying the spin-wave dispersion in antiferromagnetic insulators. The
key ingredient is the uncompensated magnetic moment at the AF/S(N) interface, which induces an
effective exchange field in the adjacent metal via the interface exchange interaction. The exchange
field spin polarizes quasiparticles in the metal and induces spinful triplet Cooper pairs screening
the magnon. The quasiparticle and Cooper pair polarization renormalizes the magnon dispersion.
The renormalization results in the splitting of the otherwise degenerate AF magnon modes with no
need to apply a magnetic field. It is also proposed that measurements of the renormalized dispersion
relations can provide the amplitude of the effective exchange field induced by the AF in the adjacent
metal.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnonics is devoted to the exploration of spin waves
in magnetic structures. Now it is very rapidly developing
mainly due to the impressive advance of nanotechnology,
the development of new experimental techniques and the
promise of a new generation of devices in which magnons
would be employed1–3. In particular, the interconversion
between magnonic spin signals and electron spin signals
has been investigated4–9.
The other important question is a renormalization

of magnon characteristics in hybrid structures, and, in
particular, the influence of the adjacent metal on the
magnon characteristics in thin film ferromagnet/normal
metal (F/N) or ferromagnet superconductor (F/S) het-
erostructures. The ability to modify and tune the spin-
wave dispersion is one of the most important require-
ments for engineering of magnonic networks. In par-
ticular, it was found that the adjacent metal works as
a spin sink strongly influencing Gilbert damping of the
magnon modes10–20. Also, the adjacent superconducting
layer can result in shifting of k = 0 magnon frequencies
(Kittel mode)15,18–20. The exact mechanism is still under
debate now21,22, but it is probably of an electromagnetic
nature and is not related to the exchange-based proxim-
ity effects between the ferromagnet and the superconduc-
tor. The electromagnetic interaction between the ferro-
magnet and superconductor also results in the appear-
ance of skyrmion-fluxon excitations23–29, magnon-fluxon
excitations30 and efficient gating of magnons31. Further
it was reported that the proximity effect in thin film F/S
hybrids, which is the generation of an effective exchange
field in S by the proximity to F, results in the appear-
ance of composite particles of a different physical nature.
They are composed of a magnon in F and an accompany-
ing cloud of spinful triplet pairs in S, which was termed
magnon-cooparon32. The cloud of triplet pairs results
in the essential renormalization of the magnon stiffness

and its spin. Furthermore, for thin film S/F bilayers
with an unconventional spinful triplet superconductor, a
conversion of Cooper pair supercurrents to magnon spin
currents has been suggested33.

On the other hand, antiferromagnets (AFs) have re-
cently gathered interest as alternatives to ferromagnets
as active components in spintronics applications due
to their robustness against perturbation by magnetic
fields, the absence of parasitic stray fields and ultrafast
dynamics34–36. In particular, antiferromagnet/normal
metal hybrids have been actively studied in the context
of spin transport experiments37–40. Antiferromagnetic
magnons have been predicted to be effective mediators
of the superconducting pairing in antiferromagnet/metal
hybrid structures41–44.

The influence of superconductivity on the magnon
spectra in antiferromagnetic superconductors has been
studied in Ref. 45. It was reported that the supercon-
ductivity enhances k = 0 magnon frequency thus making
the magnon spectrum a nonmonotonic function of the
magnon wave number. However, much less is known
about the back action of the adjacent metal on the
magnon characteristics in thin film AF/N or AF/S het-
erostructures. Here we address this question for an anti-
ferromagnetic insulator/normal (superconducting) metal
interface if the corresponding interface is uncompensated,
that is, there is a nonzero average magnetization at the
interface. Due to the interface exchange coupling an ef-
fective exchange field is induced in the adjacent metal
producing an electron spin polarization there46. This
makes the thin conducting film proximitized by the un-
compensated antiferromagnet very much like a conductor
in a contact with a ferromagnetic insulator. The effec-
tive exchange field generates singlet-triplet conversion in
the superconducting film47, superconductivity suppres-
sion, spin-splitting of the superconducting DOS48 and
giant spin-dependent Seebeck effect49.

We study the back action of the spin polarization in-
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duced in the superconductor or normal metal on the
magnon spectrum of the antiferromagnetic insulator. We
consider an easy-axis antiferromagnet. It is known that
in this case there are two oppositely polarized magnon
modes, which are degenerate unless an external mag-
netic field is applied. We demonstrate that the back ac-
tion of the metal removes the degeneracy with no need
for application of the field. Moreover, the group veloc-
ities of the oppositely polarized modes become essen-
tially different. The general reason is that the sublat-
tice symmetry-breaking exchange at the uncompensated
interface results in the symmetry-breaking between the
two opposite-spin magnon modes. The dynamical po-
larization of the conduction electrons interacts with the
oppositely polarized modes asymmetrically. This effect
takes place both for AF/N and AF/S heterostructures.
It has two contributions. The first one is from quasipar-
ticles, which dominate at small magnon wave numbers k.
The second contribution is caused by the interaction of
magnons with a superconducting condensate and is ex-
plained by the appearance of the magnon-cooparon com-
posite particles, analogously to the case of F/S hybrids32.
Further we show that damping of the magnon modes can
also be renormalized by the back action of the metal, that
is by magnon-assisted processes of the electronic quasi-
particles spin flip. Finally, we demonstrate the appear-
ance of the additional modes in the magnon spectrum
due to the hybridization between the magnons and elec-
tron paramagnetic resonance mode, which is caused by
the exchange field induced in the metal by the antiferro-
magnet itself.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II the
system under consideration and the model under study
are described. In Sec. III we formulate the theoretical
framework to treat the problem. In Sec. IV the results
for the magnon spectrum renormalization are presented
and discussed: Sec. IVA gives a general overview of the
renormalization and splitting effects; Sec. IVB discusses
the physical reasons and temperature dependence of the
renormalization; Sec. IVC is devoted to the dependence
of the renormalization effect on the value of the effective
exchange field induced in the S(N) layer; in Sec. IVD the
dependence on the applied magnetic field is discussed. A
short summary of our research is given in Sec. V.

II. SYSTEM AND MODEL

The model system that we consider is shown in Fig. 1.
It is a thin film bilayer consisting of an antiferromagnetic
insulator with homogeneous Néel order interfaced to a
conventional spin-singlet superconductor. The AF/N in-
terface is considered as a limiting case, corresponding
to temperatures above the superconducting critical tem-
perature. We assume uncompensated magnetic moments
at the AF/S interface, that is the interface possesses fi-
nite magnetization. Under these conditions, we expect
the uncompensated AF to induce a spin-splitting field in

the superconductor46 via an interfacial exchange interac-
tion. It is assumed that the thickness of the S film dS
is smaller than the superconducting coherence length ξS .
Then the induced spin-splitting can be considered as uni-
form along the y-direction. In general the magnetic prox-
imity effect at an AF/S uncompensated interface is not
reduced to the effective exchange only46, analogously to
the case of the ferromagnetic insulator/superconductor
interface50,51. However, in the framework of the present
study we neglect other terms which can be viewed as ad-
ditional magnetic impurities in the superconductor and
focus on the effect of the exchange field.

ω+-mode

ω−-mode

k

h0

z

y
S

AF
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dAF

mB

mA

mB

mA

FIG. 1. Sketch of the AF/S bilayer under consideration and
a schematic illustration of the circularly-polarized magnon
modes, which are energetically degenerate without a coupling
to the S(N) layer and at zero applied magnetic field H = 0.
The equilibrium (without a magnon) effective exchange field
induced in the S layer by proximity to the AF insulator is
denoted as h0.

We treat S within the quasiclassical framework and
solve the Eilenberger equation to obtain the Green’s func-
tion and, consequently, the electron spin polarization,
which is expressed in terms of the Green’s function. The
AF insulator is treated via the two-sublattice Landau-
Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) description. The sublattices A
and B are marked by the corresponding superscripts.
The two subsystems are coupled due to the interfacial
exchange, which is assumed nonzero between S and the
sublattice A. The AF film is also assumed to be thin with
uniform Néel order along the y-direction. The interface
exchange leads to a spin-splitting term in the Eilenberger
equation describing S and a spin torque term describ-
ing the magnetization dynamics for the AF sublattice A.
The overall system dynamics is determined by solving
the coupled equations self-consistently.
We wish to examine wavevector-resolved excita-

tions of the hybrid. Thus we can obtain the
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complete information needed for examining arbitrary
wavepackets generated by a given experimental method.
To this end, we assume the existence of a spin
wave with wavevector k in the AF [Fig. 1] such
that the magnetization unit vector mA,B(r, t) =

mA,B
0 + δmA,B(r, t) consists of the equilibrium part

mA,B
0 = ±ez and the excitation part δmν

±(r, t) =
δmν

± [cos(kr+ ωt)ex ± sin(kr+ ωt)ey] exp(−κt), where
ν = A,B. Unlike the ferromagnetic case, in AFs two
magnon modes52 are possible for the same wavevector k.
Please note that in the last expression the subscript ±
does not correspond to the sublatticeA(B) index, and de-
notes two different magnon modes. They are described

by the excitation parts δmA,B
± (r, t) and are called ω±

modes. The magnon modes are schematically shown in
Fig. 1. In these modes the two sublattice magnetiza-
tions are nearly opposite to each other. They precess
circularly, i.e., counterclockwise in one of the modes and
clockwise in the other. In the quantum language they
correspond to magnons carrying the opposite spins. In
the absence of the applied field and proximity to the su-
perconductor (or normal metal) these modes are degener-
ate. The effect of their own dipolar fields can also remove
the degeneracy and strongly hybridizes the spin carried
by the modes53. Here we neglect the effect of dipolar
fields because according to our numerical estimates the
coupling to the S(N) film generates larger splitting of the
modes, of the order of tens of GHz, while the splitting due
to the dipolar interaction was estimated as ∼ GHz53. In
addition the proximity-induced splitting manifests a very
strong temperature dependence at low (superconducting)
temperatures, which makes it possible to distinguish it.
We assume magnon wavevector k to be in the plane of
the AF/S interface.

III. FORMALISM

A. Description of magnons in AF

The magnetization dynamics is described within the
Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert framework. The LLG equation
can be written for each sublattice separately54:

∂mi

∂t
= −γmi ×Hi

eff +
∑
j

αijm
i × ∂mj

∂t
+N i, (1)

where i = A,B is the sublattice index and −γ with
γ > 0 is the AF gyromagnetic ratio, Hi

eff = Kmi
zez +

A∇2mi − JAFm
ī +H is the effective magnetic field in

the AF containing an external magnetic field H, easy-
axis anisotropy with easy axis along the z-direction and

anisotropy constant K, exchange stiffness A and antifer-
romagnetic exchange coupling between two sublattices
with coupling constant JAF > 0. ī = B(A) for i = A(B).
αij is the 2×2 Gilbert dissipation matrix54,55, which can
be characterized by two real positive numbers α and αc

as follows: αAA = αBB = α and αAB = αBA = αc. The
last term in Eq. (1) represents the torque experienced by
the sublattice.
The torque N i can be calculated starting from the

effective exchange interaction between the spin densities
on the two sides of the AF/S interface:

Hint = −
∫

d2rJSA · s, (2)

where s is the electronic spin density operator in the
S film, SA is the localized spin operator in the AF
film, belonging to the sublattice A. J parameterizes in-
terfacial exchange interaction between AF and S and
the integration is performed over the 2D interface. It
has been shown46 that this exchange interaction hamil-
tonian results in the appearance of the exchange field
h(r) = JMmA(r)/(2γdS) in the S film, where M is the
sublattice saturation magnetization.
From Eq. (2) one obtains the additional contribution

to the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation written in the
form of an interface torque acting on the magnetization:

NA
int = Jδ(y − yI)m

A(y)× s, NB = 0, (3)

where the interface is located at y = yI . We assume that
the antiferromagnetic film is thin and its magnetization
for a given sublattice is homogeneous in the y-direction.
In this case Eqs. (1) and (3) can be averaged over the
thickness dAF of the AF film. For the averaged torque
we thus obtain

NA =
JmA × s

dAF
= J̃mA × s, NB = 0. (4)

Here J̃ ≡ J/dAF. We expand the electronic spin polar-
ization over the three perpendicular vectors as

s = s0ez + δs∥δm
A + δs⊥(δm

A × ez), (5)

where s0 is the equilibrium value of the electron spin po-
larization in the superconductor, corresponding to the
absence of the magnon. δs∥ and δs⊥ describe the dy-
namic corrections to the spin polarization due to the
magnon. The components s0, δs∥ and δs⊥ are in general
functions of (ω,k) and are calculated in the framework
of the Usadel equations below. Substituting the expres-
sions for s and mA,B(r, t) = ±ez+Re[δmA,Beikr+iωt] in
Eq. (1) above and linearizing this equation with respect
to δmA,B , we obtain

(
−ω − iκ±B+ ± δω± ± iωα− iχ± ±γJAF ± iωαc

∓γJAF ∓ iωαc −ω − iκ∓B− ∓ iωα

)(
δmA

±
δmB

±

)
= 0, (6)
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where B± = γ(K + JAF +Ak2 ±H) = B ± γH. Eq. (6)
decouples giving two independent circularly polarized

magnon modes δm
A(B)
± = δm

A(B)
x ±iδm

A(B)
y . Terms δω±

and χ± result from the torque acting on the AF from the

superconductor. δω± = J̃ [δs∥(±ω,±k) − s0(±ω,±k)]

and χ± = J̃δs⊥(±ω,±k). Neglecting the small terms
resulting from (ωα)2, (ωαc)

2 and χ2
± in Eq. (6) we ob-

tain the following expression for the mode frequencies,
which are determined by the real part ω of the solution
ω± + iκ±, providing zero determinant of the matrix in
Eq. (6):

ω± = ±
(δω±

2
+ γH

)
+

√(δω±

2
)2 + ω2

0 + δω±B, (7)

where ω0 = γ
√
(K + JAF +Ak2)2 − J2

AF is the AF
magnon frequency at H = 0 and without any contact
with the S(N) layer. It is seen from Eq. (7) that the
interaction of the AF magnons with polarized electrons
in the adjacent metal layer removes degeneracy of the
magnon modes even at zero magnetic field.

The magnon decay rate κ is also renormalized by the
influence of the metal layer. The renormalized κ is deter-
mined by the imaginary part κ of the solution ω± + iκ±
providing zero determinant of the matrix in Eq. (6) and
up to the linear order with respect to α, αc and χ± takes
the form:

κ± =
αω

(
B + δω±

2

)
− JAFωαc ∓ χ±

2 (B− ± ω)√( δω±
2 )2 + ω2

0 + δω±B
. (8)

B. Electron spin polarization in S(N)

Now our goal is to calculate the electron spin polar-
ization s in the superconductor. The approach closely
follows Ref. 32, where it has been used for treating S/F
bilayers. Here we provide the corresponding equations
for consistency and generalize the calculations for the
case of two magnon modes. s can be calculated via the
quasiclassical Green’s function as

s = −NF

16

∫
dεTr4

[
στz ǧ

K
]
, (9)

where ǧK is the Keldysh component of the quasiclassi-
cal Green’s function ǧ, which is a 8 × 8 matrix in the
direct product of Keldysh, spin and particle-hole spaces.
It obeys the Usadel equation:

iD∇
(
ǧ ⊗∇ǧ

)
=

[
ετz − hστz +∆iτy, ǧ

]
⊗, (10)

where [A,B]⊗ = A⊗B−B⊗A and we work in the mixed
(ε, t) representation with A ⊗ B = exp[(i/2)(∂ε1∂t2 −
∂ε2∂t1)]A(ε1, t1)B(ε2, t2)|ε1=ε2=ε;t1=t2=t. In case
A[B](ε, t) = A[B](ε) exp[iΩA[B]t] the ⊗-product is
reduced to A(ε, t) ⊗ B(ε, t) = A(ε − ΩB/2)B(ε +
ΩA/2, t) exp[i(ΩA + ΩB)t]. τx,y,z and σx,y,z are Pauli

matrices in particle-hole and spin spaces, respectively.
∆ is the superconducting order parameter. The explicit
structure of the Green’s function in the Keldysh space
takes the form:

ǧ =

(
ǧR ǧK

0 ǧA

)
, (11)

where ǧR(A) is the retarded (advanced) component of the
Green’s function and gK is the Keldysh component. Fur-
ther we express the Keldysh part of the Green’s function
via the retarded, advanced Green’s functions and the dis-
tribution function φ̌ as follows: ǧK = ǧR ⊗ φ̌− φ̌⊗ ǧA.
The exchange field is taken in the form of a

time-independent component and a circularly polarized
magnon:

h± = h0ez + δh cos(kr + ωt)ex ± δh sin(kr + ωt)ey (12)

Then

δh±σ = δh±e
∓i(kr+ωt)σzσx. (13)

Please note that h±, respectively induced by the ω±
magnon modes, does not have a sublattice index. In the
framework of the considered simplified model the super-
conductor is only coupled to the A-sublattice of the an-
tiferromagnet and the induced exchange field is just an
imprint of this sublattice h± = JMmA

±/(2γdS). In real-
ity, of course a weaker exchange coupling of the exponen-
tially decaying electron wave function to the B-sublattice
is also possible. However, it does not change the physics
qualitatively, and only reduces to some extent the ampli-
tude of the effective exchange field δh± ∝ (δmA

±−wδmB
±),

where w is a factor taking into account the relative den-
sity of the electron wave function at the A and B sublat-
tices. The quasiclassical Green’s function is to be found
in the form: ǧ± = ǧ0+δǧ±, where ǧ0 is the Green’s func-
tion in the absence of the magnon and δg± is the first or-
der correction with respect to δh±. Taking into account
that ∇g0 = 0 (we assume that in the absence of the
magnon the bilayer is spatially homogeneous along the
interface) from Eq. (10) we obtain the following equation
for δǧ+:

iDǧ0 ⊗∇2δǧ+ =
[
ετz − h0ezσzτz + τz∆̂, δǧ+

]
⊗ −[

δhe−i(kr+ωt)σzσxτz, ǧ0
]
⊗ (14)

Introducing the unitary operator Û = e−i(kr+ωt)σz/2 we
can transform the Green’s function as follows:

δǧ+ = U ⊗ δǧm ⊗ U†. (15)

In the case where the system is spatially homogeneous
except for the magnon, δǧm does not depend on coordi-
nates. Then

∇2δǧ+ = −k2

2
Ǔ ⊗

(
δǧm − σzδǧmσz

)
⊗ U† = −k2δǧ+, (16)
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where when passing to the second equality it is used that
δǧ+ = δĝxσx + δĝyσy and has no z-component in the
spin space according to the spin structure of the magnon
exchange field δh+.

From the normalization condition ǧ ⊗ ǧ = 1 it follows
that ǧ0 ⊗ δǧ+ = −δǧ+ ⊗ ǧ0. It gives us ǧ0 ⊗ δǧ+ =
(1/2)[ǧ0, δǧ+]⊗. Eq. (14) takes the form:

[
ετz + i

Dk2

2
ǧ0 − h0ezσzτz + τz∆̂, δǧ+

]
⊗ −[

δhe−i(kr+ωt)σzσxτz, ǧ0
]
⊗ = 0. (17)

From Eq. (17) the following equation for δǧm is obtained:[
Λ̂dτz + Λ̂odiτy, δǧm

]
= δh

[
σxτz,

1

2

(
(g0,s + g0,aσz)τz + (f0,s + f0,aσz)iτy

)]
. (18)

It does not contain time dependence and ⊗-products. In
Eq. (18) we use the following definitions

g0,s(a) = g0,↑(ε+
ω

2
)± g0,↓(ε−

ω

2
), (19)

f0,s(a) = f0,↑(ε+
ω

2
)± f0,↓(ε−

ω

2
), (20)

where g0,↑(↓) represent the bulk Green’s functions for the
superconductor in the exchange field h0:

gR0,↑(↓) =
|ε∓ h0|√

(ε+ iδ ∓ h0)2 −∆2
(21)

fR
0,↑(↓) =

∆sgn(ε∓ h0)√
(ε+ iδ ∓ h0)2 −∆2

, (22)

and g(f)A0,↑(↓) = −g(f)R∗
0,↑(↓), g(f)K0,↑(↓) = [g(f)R0,↑(↓) −

g(f)A0,↑(↓)] tanh[ε/2T ].

Λ̂d = Λ0
d + Λz

dσz =

ε+
iDk2

4
g0,s +

(ω
2
− h0 +

iDk2

4
g0,a

)
σz, (23)

Λ̂od = Λ0
od + Λz

odσz =

∆+
iDk2

4
f0,s +

iDk2

4
f0,aσz. (24)

Solving Eq. (18) we obtain:

δǧm = δgmxσxτz + δfmxσxiτy, (25)

where

δgmx =
δh

[
f0,sΛ

z
od − g0,aΛ

0
d

]
2
[
Λ0
dΛ

z
d − Λ0

odΛ
z
od

] (26)

The distribution function also acquires a correction due
to the magnon: φ̌+ = φ̌0+ δφ̌+. It is convenient to work

with the transformed distribution function Û†φ̌+Û =
φ̌m + δφm, which does not depend on time and spa-
tial coordinates. Here φ̌m = (1/2)[φm,s + φm,aσz] with

φm,s(a) = tanh[(ε+ω/2)/2T ]±tanh[(ε−ω/2)/2T ] the re-
sult of the unitary transformation of the equilibrium dis-
tribution function φ̌0 = tanh[ε/2T ]. From the Keldysh
part of the Usadel equation (18) we can obtain the fol-
lowing equation for the first order correction to the dis-
tribution function δφ̌m:

iDk2[δφ̌m − ǧRm0δφ̌mǧAm0] +

ǧRm0[Ǩ, δφ̌m]− [Ǩ, δφ̌m]ǧAm0 +

ǧRm0[φ̌m, δhσxτz]− [φ̌m, δhσxτz]ǧ
A
m0 = 0, (27)

where

Ǩ = (ε+ (ω/2− h0)σz)τz +∆iτy, (28)

ǧR,A
m0 = Û† ⊗ ǧR,A

0 ⊗ Û =

(1/2)[(gR,A
0,s + gR,A

0,a σz)τz + (fR,A
0,s + fR,A

0,a σz)iτy], (29)

The structure of Eq. (27) dictates that

δφ̌m =

(
0 δφ↑

m

δφ↓
m 0

)
. (30)

Substituting Eq. (30) into Eq. (27) we obtain the follow-
ing result:

δφσ
m = −δhφm,a ×

2h0ωG−,σ + iσDk2(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)

4h2
0ωG−,σ + 4h0ωiσDk2(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)− (Dk2)2G+,σ

, (31)

where we introduce the spin subband index σ =↑ (↓)
in the subscripts/superscripts and σ = ±1 for spin-
up(down) subbands, respectively, if it is as a factor. Here,

σ̄ = −σ, h0ω = ω/2 − h0, g(f)
R,A
mσ = g(f)R,A

0,σ (ε + σω/2)

and G±,σ = 1− gRmσg
A
mσ̄ ± fR

mσf
A
mσ̄.

The electron spin polarization s+, induced in the su-
perconductor by the equilibrium magnetization mA

0 and
the magnon mode δmA

+ is calculated from Eq. (9). It can
be decomposed into three orthogonal components accord-
ing to Eq. (5). The corresponding components take the
form:

s0 = −NF

4

∞∫
−∞

dε tanh
ε

2T
Re

[
gR0,↑ − gR0,↓

]
, (32)

δs∥(ω,k) = −NFh0

8δh

∞∫
−∞

dε
{
2φm,sRe[δg

R
mx] +

∑
σ

(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)δφ
σ
m

}
, (33)

δs⊥(ω,k) =
NFh0

8δh

∞∫
−∞

dε
{
2φm,aIm[δgRmx] +

i
∑
σ

σ(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)δφ
σ
m

}
. (34)

The electron spin polarization induced by the mode δmA
−

can be obtained from Eqs. (33) and (34) by the substi-
tution ω → −ω and k → −k.
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IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Splitting and renormalization of the AF
magnon mode

The dispersion relations for the both AF magnon
modes ω±(k) at H = 0 are presented in Fig. 2. Panel (a)
represents the general view of the mode frequencies on a
large scale of the order of ∆0, where ∆0 is a value of the
superconducting gap in the bulk superconductor at T = 0
and without a proximity to the antiferromagnet. The nu-
merical parameters of the AF/S bilayer are taken to be
close to the material parameters of MnF2 (AF)52 and Nb
(S). The upper mode is the original AF mode, split and
renormalized by superconductivity. While the character-
istic AF frequencies ω0 ∼ ∆0 are of the order of THz, all
the effects of splitting and renormalization are caused by
δω±, as is seen from Eq. (6). δω± ∝ J̃δs∥. The charac-
teristic value of δs∥ in the superconducting state is of the
order of NF∆0 (in the normal state it is NFh0). There-

fore, the quantity δω± ∝ J̃NF∆0 ≡ β. Therefore, the
parameter β quantifies the back action of the electron po-
larization induced in the superconductor by the magnon
on the magnon itself. Taking dAF = dS , M ∼ 230G,
γ = 2µB/ℏ and NF ≈ 1.3 × 1035erg−1cm−3 for Nb, we
obtain for chosen materials β ∼ 0.05h0. The equilibrium
effective exchange field in the S(N) layer for the results
presented in Fig. 2 is assumed to be h0 = 0.2∆0. This
value corresponds to the available estimates of the effec-
tive field at the uncompensated AF/N interfaces of real
materials46.

For the chosen parameters we obtain that the
superconductivity-induced splitting of the AF magnon
mode is of the order of tens of GHz. For this reason
panel (b) represents the upper mode on the appropri-
ate scale. First of all, it is seen from Fig. 2(a) that the
magnon modes are split even at zero magnetic field. Both
ω±(k = 0) and the magnon velocity vm,± = dω±/dk
are renormalized by the proximity to the adjacent metal.
The physical reason for this splitting is that only the
magnetization of A-sublattice mA is coupled to the con-
ductor. The amplitudes of magnon magnetizations at
A-sublattice are different for m± modes, see Fig. 1. This
results in different effective exchange fields, induced in
the conductor by these modes, which, in its turn, results
in nonequivalent back action of the electron polarization
on the magnon.

Moreover, due to the resonance shape of δω±(ω) [see
Eq.(37) below], the nonlinear equation (7) gives addi-
tional solutions for magnon frequencies, which do not oc-
cur in the absence of the adjacent conductor. The corre-
sponding magnon frequencies are located at ω2h0

≈ 2h0.
Their physical origin is from the hybridization of the
magnon modes and the electron paramagnetic resonance
mode in the conductor. However, the important point is
that in the considered case the electron paramagnetic res-
onance mode does not occur in the S(N) layer by itself
and appears due to the interaction with the antiferro-
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0.55
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AAK

2h0
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(b)
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κ/∆0

10−2

10−1

FIG. 2. Magnon dispersion ω(k) for h0 = 0.2∆0. ω is mea-
sured in units of ∆0 and k is measured in units of 2c−1,
where c is a length scale of the order of the interatomic dis-
tance. We take c = 3.3Å in accordance with the lattice period
along the ĉ-axis of MnF2

56. Panel (a) represents the general
view of the magnon modes dispersion in the AF/S bilayer at
T = 0.2∆0. Panel (b) represents the temperature evolution
of the dispersion in the rectangular region in panel (a) on a
large scale. Different colors correspond to different tempera-
tures. The ω+-mode is plotted by solid lines and the ω−-mode
is plotted by dashed lines. The original AF dispersion ω0(k)
is shown by grey line in panel (b). Panel (c) is the zoom
of the ω2h0 -mode, which is seen as a black point in panel
(a). Different colors are again different temperatures. The
decay rate is encoded by the brightness of the correspond-
ing line. We take β = 0.05h0, α = 2 × 10−4, αc = 10−4,
ξS = 10nm, ∆0 = 18K, γK = 0.061∆0, γJAF = 3.92∆0,
γA(c/2ξS)

2 = 2.26∆0 throughout the paper.

magnet. They are represented in panel (c) of Fig. 2. We
discuss the additional modes in more details below.

B. Physical reasons of the renormalization and
temperature dependence

Let us first concentrate on the physical reasons of
renormalization of the AF magnon mode. In panel (b)
of Fig. 2 the corresponding frequencies are plotted for
several temperatures. Different colors correspond to dif-
ferent temperatures. Solid and dashed lines of the same
color represent ω± for the same temperature. The renor-
malization of the magnon modes is originated from two
different physical sources. One of them is the influence
of quasiparticle polarization and the other one is the ef-
fect of an accompanying cloud of Cooper pairs. To study
both contributions in more detail, in Fig. 3 we plot the
dependence of the mode frequencies ω± on temperature
for three representative values of the magnon wave num-
ber k.

From panel (a) of Fig. 3 one can see that at k = 0
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T/∆0

ω
/∆

0
ω
/∆

0
ω
/∆

0

Tc

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 3. Dependence of the mode frequencies ω+(blue) and
ω−(red) on temperature for three representative values of
the magnon wave number k: (a)k = 0, (b)kc/2 = 0.009,
(c)kc/2 = 0.03. For all panels the black dashed line is ω0.
The vertical grey line marks the superconducting critical tem-
perature of the AF/S bilayer. h0 = 0.2∆0.

(Kittel mode) the renormalization is fully suppressed at
T = 0. That indicates the quasiparticle nature of the ef-
fect. Due to the presence of the superconducting gap the
quasiparticles in the S layer are suppressed at T → 0.
Physically the renormalization of the k = 0 AF fre-
quency can be understood as follows. The AF magne-
tization, including the equilibrium magnetization and a
magnon, induces an exchange field h in the supercon-
ductor. This exchange field polarizes quasiparticles. If
the AF magnetization were static, the quasiparticle po-
larization would be aligned with it and would not gen-
erate a torque on the AF magnetization. However, due
to the dynamical nature of the AF magnetization with
finite frequency ω0 the instantaneous quasiparticle polar-
ization in S is not aligned with it and works as an addi-
tional contribution to the anisotropy field, but different
for both AF magnon modes. The perpendicular compo-

nent of the polarization is determined by the difference
δs∥(±ω, k = 0) − s0(±ω, k = 0), which disappears at
ω±/∆0 → 0. This clearly indicates that the asymmetric
shift of the k = 0 magnons originates from the retarda-
tion effects. As seen from Fig. 3(a) the k = 0 frequency
shift is the most pronounced in the normal state when
the superconducting gap disappears. In this limit the
induced electron polarization in N can be found analyti-
cally:

δs∥,N = NF
ωh0(ω − 2h0)

(ω − 2h0)2 + (Dk2)2
, (35)

δs⊥,N = −NF
ωh0Dk2

(ω − 2h0)2 + (Dk2)2
, (36)

while s0,N = 0. For the ω+ mode this results in the
following expressions for δω and χ:

δω+,N = NF J̃
ωh0(ω − 2h0)

(ω − 2h0)2 + (Dk2)2
, (37)

χ+,N = −NF J̃
ωh0Dk2

(ω − 2h0)2 + (Dk2)2
. (38)

δω−,N (ω) = δω+,N (−ω), and the same is valid for χ−,N .
It is seen that δω+ ̸= δω−. The most important con-
tribution of the coupling δω± to the AF mode split-
ting in Eq. (7) is via the last term δω±B. Disregard-
ing the smaller terms containing δω± in this equation, at

H = 0 and k = 0 we obtain that ω± ≈
√

ω2
0 + δω±B ≈√

2γJAF(γK + δω±/2). That is, δω± acts on the AF
magnetization at k = 0 in the same way as an anisotropy
field does, but the contribution to the anisotropy field is
different for both magnon modes.
The similar shift of the Kittel mode k = 0 also takes

place for S/F bilayers20,32, but in that case the charac-
teristic magnon frequencies are of the order of GHz and,
consequently, ω0/∆0 ≪ 1. This leads to the fact that the
effective dynamical contribution to the anisotropy field is
small. Therefore, the k = 0 shift is negligible for ferro-
magnetic magnons and the main renormalization there
is due to the Cooper pairs32. Here, for the AF problem,
both sources of the renormalization are essential. For
small magnon wave numbers k the main contribution is
due to quasiparticles. This contribution is suppressed at
k ∼

√
|ω − 2h0|/D, as seen from Eq. (35).

To effectively generate equal-spin pairs screening the
magnon, the spatial inhomogeneity of the exchange field
in the superconductor is required32. Consequently, this
process is more efficient at large k, comparable to the in-
verse superconducting coherence length ξ−1

S =
√
D/∆0,

which in our case corresponds to kSc/2 = ξ−1
S c/2 =

0.0165. Panel (c) of Fig. 3 demonstrates the tempera-
ture dependence of the magnon frequencies renormaliza-
tion at large k > kS . It is seen that the temperature
dependence is opposite to the k = 0 limit, presented in
panel (a). This is because the quasiparticle renormaliza-
tion is already not effective at such wave numbers and
the main effect is due to the screening of the magnons by
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the Cooper pairs. Panel (b) shows an intermediate case
when the pair contribution only starts to come into play.

C. Additional modes and dependence of the
renormalization on the value of the effective

exchange

Fig. 4 demonstrates how the renormalization of the
magnons depends on the value of the induced exchange
field h0. While our basic consideration presented above
corresponds to 2h0 = 0.4∆0 < ω0(k = 0), panels (a) and
(b) of Fig. 4 illustrate two other possible cases 2h0 ≈
ω0 and 2h0 > ω0, respectively. It is worth mentioning
that the amplitude of the effective exchange is ∼ d−1

S
and, therefore, can be tuned by varying the metal layer
thickness.

The induced exchange field h0 gives rise to the elec-
tron paramagnetic resonance mode in the S(N) layer. In
the considered case only spin up magnons with frequency
2h0 can be emitted and absorbed by the electron para-
magnetic resonance mode. Spin up magnons correspond
to the ω+-mode. For this reason only the ω+-mode can
interact with the electron paramagnetic resonance mode.
It is seen from Eq. (37) that the correction δω+ has a
resonance shape peaked at 2h0, which is originated from
the interaction with the electron paramagnetic resonance
in the N layer. On the contrary, the ω−-mode does not
exhibit the resonant behavior at ω ≈ 2h0. For the super-
conducting system the expression for δω+ is more com-
plicated, but it also has a similar resonance shape. That
results in additional solutions of nonlinear Eq. (7) located
at ω2h0

≈ 2h0. Moreover, if h0 is chosen in such a way
that ω0(k = 0) is close to ω2h0

, the ω+-mode interacts
strongly with the electron paramagnetic resonance mode
giving rise to the peculiar behavior shown in Fig.4a. The
details of the corresponding solution are presented in the
Appendix.

When ω0(k = 0) and ω2h0
are well separated, the cor-

responding additional branches are above or below the
main AF split modes and do not disturb them, as shown
in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 4(b). In principle, the additional
mode, originated from the electron paramagnetic reso-
nance can serve as an experimental probe of the effective
exchange field induced in the metal layer.

D. Dependence of the magnon frequencies on the
applied field

Further, in Fig. 5 we present the dependence of the
split magnon frequencies at k = 0 on the external field
H, applied along the easy-axis of the antiferromagnet.
The typical linear field-induced splitting of both modes
is shown in panel (a). As already discussed above, the
renormalization of the AF frequencies by the adjacent
conductor is not clearly seen on the scale ∆0. For this
reason in panel (b) we plot the difference between the

kc/2

ω
/∆

0
ω
/∆

0

ω−
ω+

ω− ω+

ω2h0

ω0

ω0

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Magnon dispersion in the AF/S bilayer at (a)
h0 = 0.35∆0 and (b) h0 = 0.5∆0. The inset to panel (b)
demonstrates the ω2h0 mode. Temperature T = 0.2∆0 for
both panels. The decay rate κ/∆0 is encoded by the bright-
ness of the corresponding line, and the scale is the same as in
Fig. 2.

magnon frequencies in the AF/S(N) bilayer and the cor-
responding magnon frequency of the bare antiferromag-
net ω±(k = 0) − ω0,±(k = 0) as a function of H.
Here ω0,± means the corresponding mode without the
proximity to the metal. The solid lines represent low-
temperature results calculated in the superconducting
state at T = 0.4∆0, and the dotted lines are the high-
temperature results at T = Tc, which actually corre-
spond to the normal state. It is seen that the difference
ω±−ω0,± grows with temperature supporting the quasi-
particle origin of the k = 0 renormalization, discussed
above. It is also important that ω± − ω0,± is an asym-
metric function of the applied field. This is obviously due
to the presence of the effective exchange h0 in the metal
layer. In this case the applied field also contributes to
the effective exchange as h0 → h0+µBH. The difference
ω± − ω0,± goes to zero at γH = −2h0. This provides
another method of experimental measurement of h0: the
induced exchange is determined by the applied field when
the difference between ω+(k = 0) in the superconducting
and normal states of the metal layer disappears.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we have investigated the renor-
malization of the magnon modes in a thin-film antifer-
romagnetic insulator caused by the proximity to a thin
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ω
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0
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ω+

ω2h0
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FIG. 5. (a) Dependence of the modes ω±(k = 0) and ω2h0

on the external magnetic field, applied along the easy axis.
Grey lines correspond to ω0,±(k = 0). While ω0,+ is seen in
panel (a), ω0,− cannot be distinguished from the renormalized
red line ω−. (b) Difference between the renormalized magnon
frequencies of the AF/S(N) bilayer and ω0 as a function of
the applied field. k = 0. Solid lines represent the difference
ω+(H)− ω0,+(H) (blue) and ω−(H)− ω0,−(H) (red) at T =
0.4∆0, and the dotted lines correspond to the same differences
but plotted at T = Tc. h0 = 0.2∆0 for both panels.

metal layer, which can be normal or superconducting.
The key point is the presence of an uncompensated mag-
netic moment at the AF/S interface, which induces an
effective exchange field in the adjacent metal via the in-
terface exchange interaction. The exchange field spin
polarizes quasiparticles in the metal and induces spinful
triplet Cooper pairs screening the magnon, which pro-
vide an additional dynamical contribution to the mag-
netic anisotropy and influence the magnon velocity. The
renormalization results in the splitting of the AF magnon
modes with no need to apply a magnetic field. The physi-
cal reason for this splitting is asymmetric coupling of two
antiferromagnet sublattices to the metal. The proximity
effect also leads to the appearance of additional modes
in the magnon spectrum due to the hybridization be-
tween the magnons and electron paramagnetic resonance
mode, which is caused by the exchange field induced in
the metal by the antiferromagnet itself.

The dependence of the renormalized magnon modes
in the AF/S(N) bilayer on the applied magnetic field is

also studied. It is proposed that measurements of the
renormalized dispersion relations can provide direct in-
formation about the amplitude of the effective exchange
field induced by the AF in the adjacent metal. Our
study demonstrates the promise of synthetic thin-film hy-
brids for tuning and modifying the spin-wave dispersion
in antiferromagnets by manipulating the temperature or
thickness of the metallic layer.

ω/∆0

δω
−
/∆

0
δω

+
/∆

0

FIG. 6. Top panel: δω+ as a function of ω. Bottom panel:
δω− as a function of ω. h0 = 0.2∆0, T = 0.2∆0, kc/2 =
0.0003.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful to Akashdeep Kamra for valuable dis-
cussions. The financial support from the Russian Sci-
ence Foundation via the RSF project No.22-42-04408 is
acknowledged.

APPENDIX

Here we present the details of the numerical solution
for the ω± and ω2h0 modes, presented in Figs. 2, 4. The
mode frequencies are obtained as solutions providing zero
real part Z of the determinant of the matrix in Eq. (6),
that is

Z = Re

[
det

(
−ω − iκ±B ± δω± ± iωα− iχ± ±γJAF ± iωαc

∓γJAF ∓ iωαc −ω − iκ∓B ∓ iωα

)]
≈ ω2 − ω2

0 + δω±(∓ω −B) = 0. (39)
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Here we consider H = 0. For this reason B+ = B− = B.

ω/∆0 ω/∆0

ω/∆0

Z
Z

ω+,1 ω+,2

ω+,3

ω−
ω0
HHj ?

FIG. 7. Z(δω+)(blue) and Z(δω−)(red) as functions of ω.
Bottom panels represent regions in the vicinity of the inter-
sections of the curves with zero level on a larger scale. Three
solutions of the equation Z(δω+) = 0 are marked by the blue
points and the only solution of the equation Z(δω−) = 0 is
marked by the red point. The mode frequency ω0 for the
isolated antiferromagnet is marked by the grey point. The
parameters correspond to Fig. 6.

ω/∆0

δω
−
/∆

0
δω

+
/∆

0

FIG. 8. Top panel: δω+ as a function of ω. Bottom panel:
δω− as a function of ω. h0 = 0.35∆0, other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 6.
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ω/∆0
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ω0
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FIG. 9. Z(δω+)(blue) and Z(δω−)(red) as functions of ω.
Bottom panel represents regions in the vicinity of the inter-
section of the curves with zero level on a larger scale. The
parameters correspond to Fig. 8.

Eq. (39) is nonlinear due to the dependence δω±(ω).
The superconducting corrections δω± as functions of ω
at kc/2 → 0 are shown in Figs. 6, 8 for two different
values of the effective exchange field h0 = 0.2∆0 and
h0 = 0.35∆0, respectively. It is seen that ω+ manifests a
resonant behavior at ω = 2h0, while ω− has no resonance
features. As already discussed in the main text, this is
because only the ω+-mode interacts with the electron
paramagnetic resonance mode.

Figs. 7, 9 demonstrate the dependence Z(ω) for h0 =
0.2∆0 and h0 = 0.35∆0, respectively, taking into account
the superconducting correction. Blue curves correspond
to Z(δω+), and red curves represent Z(δω−). Far from
ω = 2h0 Z(δω+) almost coincides (on the scale of the fig-
ure) with Z(ω0) = ω2−ω2

0 , corresponding to the isolated
antiferromagnet. Z(ω0) is shown by grey lines in Figs. 7
and 9. Z(δω−) is visually indistinguishable from Z(ω0)
everywhere.

Intersections of the blue and red curves with the hor-
izontal line Z = 0 give the solutions ω±. The regions
in the vicinity of the intersection points are shown on
the bottom panels of Figs. 7, 9 on a larger scale. In
Fig. 7 ω+,3 provides the renormalized value of the bare
antiferromagnetic mode ω0 and is called by ω+ in the
main text. ω+,1 is the additional mode caused by the
interaction of the magnonic subsystem with the electron
paramagnetic resonance mode and is called ω2h0

in the
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main text. ω+,2 is not discussed in the main text due to
its very strong decay. Physically it means that we hardly
can think about this solution as a real mode. We cut the
lines if κ/∆0 > 0.3.

The key difference between the considered cases h0 =
0.2∆0 and h0 = 0.35∆0 is that for the last case the res-
onance region ω ≈ 2h0 is very close to ω0 ≈ 0.694∆0,
which leads to much stronger renormalization of the bare
antiferromagnetic mode and its overlapping with the ad-
ditional modes. It is the reason for the very unusual
behavior presented in Fig. 4(a) of the main text. The
solutions ω+,1 and ω+,3 in Fig. 9 correspond to two ω+

branches seen in Fig. 4(a) at k → 0. Analogously to
the previous case ω+,2 is also strongly decaying. For this
reason the corresponding branch is not seen at small k in

Fig. 4(a).
Fig. 9 is plotted for the case k → 0. However, the

number of solutions of the equation Z = 0 depends on
k. Upon increasing k the decay rate of the solution ω+,2

decreases and this solution splits into three different so-
lutions. As a result we have five branches of ω+(k) in
Fig. 4(a). Upon further increase of k solutions of the
equation Z = 0 continue to evolve, which leads to the
fact that at first there are three branches and then only
one.
For the curves, presented in Fig. 4(b) and correspond-

ing to h = 0.5∆0 the intersection ω0 ≈ 2h0 occurs at
large k, where δω+ is strongly suppressed. For this rea-
son in Fig.4(b) we do not obtain any unusual features in
the vicinity of this intersection.

1 S. O. Demokritov and A. N. Slavin, Magnonics from Fun-
damentals to Applications (Berlin: Springer, 2013).

2 S.M. Rezende, Fundamentals of Magnonics (Berlin:
Springer, 2020).

3 Anjan Barman, Gianluca Gubbiotti, S. Ladak, A. O.
Adeyeye, M. Krawczyk, J. Gräfe, C. Adelmann, S. Coto-
fana, A. Naeemi, V. I. Vasyuchka, B. Hillebrands,
S. A. Nikitov, H. Yu, D. Grundler, A. V. Sadovnikov,
A. A. Grachev, S. E. Sheshukova, J.-Y. Duquesne,
M. Marangolo, G. Csaba, W. Porod, V. E. Demidov,
S. Urazhdin, S. O. Demokritov, E. Albisetti, D. Petti,
R. Bertacco, H. Schultheiss, V. V. Kruglyak, V. D.
Poimanov, S. Sahoo, J. Sinha, H. Yang, M. Münzenberg,
T. Moriyama, S. Mizukami, P. Landeros, R. A. Gallardo,
G. Carlotti, J.-V. Kim, R. L. Stamps, R. E. Camley,
B. Rana, Y. Otani, W. Yu, T. Yu, G. E. W. Bauer, C. Back,
G. S. Uhrig, O. V. Dobrovolskiy, B. Budinska, H. Qin,
S. van Dijken, A. V. Chumak, A. Khitun, D. E. Nikonov,
I. A. Young, B. W. Zingsem, and M. Winklhofer, “The
2021 magnonics roadmap,” Journal of Physics: Condensed
Matter 33, 413001 (2021).

4 A. V. Chumak, V. I. Vasyuchka, A. A. Serga, and
B. Hillebrands, “Magnon spintronics,” Nature Physics 11,
453–461 (2015).

5 Y. Kajiwara, K. Harii, S. Takahashi, J. Ohe, K. Uchida,
M. Mizuguchi, H. Umezawa, H. Kawai, K. Ando,
K. Takanashi, S. Maekawa, and E. Saitoh, “Transmis-
sion of electrical signals by spin-wave interconversion in a
magnetic insulator,” Nature 464, 262–266 (2010).

6 Akashdeep Kamra and Wolfgang Belzig, “Magnon-
mediated spin current noise in ferromagnet | nonmagnetic
conductor hybrids,” Phys. Rev. B 94, 014419 (2016).

7 Mathias Weiler, Matthias Althammer, Michael Schreier,
Johannes Lotze, Matthias Pernpeintner, Sibylle Meyer,
Hans Huebl, Rudolf Gross, Akashdeep Kamra, Jiang Xiao,
Yan-Ting Chen, HuJun Jiao, Gerrit E. W. Bauer, and Se-
bastian T. B. Goennenwein, “Experimental test of the spin
mixing interface conductivity concept,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 176601 (2013).

8 T. Kato, Y. Ohnuma, M. Matsuo, J. Rech, T. Jonckheere,
and T. Martin, “Microscopic theory of spin transport at
the interface between a superconductor and a ferromag-
netic insulator,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 144411 (2019).

9 Morten Amundsen, Irina V. Bobkova, and Akashdeep
Kamra, “Magnonic spin joule heating and rectification ef-
fects,” Phys. Rev. B 106, 144411 (2022).

10 Yaroslav Tserkovnyak, Arne Brataas, Gerrit E. W. Bauer,
and Bertrand I. Halperin, “Nonlocal magnetization dy-
namics in ferromagnetic heterostructures,” Rev. Mod.
Phys. 77, 1375–1421 (2005).

11 Yuichi Ohnuma, Hiroto Adachi, Eiji Saitoh, and
Sadamichi Maekawa, “Enhanced dc spin pumping into a
fluctuating ferromagnet near TC ,” Phys. Rev. B 89, 174417
(2014).

12 C. Bell, S. Milikisyants, M. Huber, and J. Aarts, “Spin
dynamics in a superconductor-ferromagnet proximity sys-
tem,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 047002 (2008).

13 Kun-Rok Jeon, Chiara Ciccarelli, Hidekazu Kurebayashi,
Lesley F. Cohen, Sachio Komori, Jason W. A. Robinson,
and Mark G. Blamire, “Abrikosov vortex nucleation and
its detrimental effect on superconducting spin pumping in
pt/nb/ni80fe20/Nb/Pt proximity structures,” Phys. Rev.
B 99, 144503 (2019).

14 Kun-Rok Jeon, Chiara Ciccarelli, Hidekazu Kurebayashi,
Lesley F. Cohen, Xavier Montiel, Matthias Eschrig, Sa-
chio Komori, Jason W. A. Robinson, and Mark G.
Blamire, “Exchange-field enhancement of superconducting
spin pumping,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 024507 (2019).

15 Kun-Rok Jeon, Chiara Ciccarelli, Hidekazu Kurebayashi,
Lesley F. Cohen, Xavier Montiel, Matthias Eschrig,
Thomas Wagner, Sachio Komori, Anand Srivastava, Ja-
son W.A. Robinson, and Mark G. Blamire, “Effect of
meissner screening and trapped magnetic flux on magneti-
zation dynamics in thick Nb/ni80fe20/Nb trilayers,” Phys.
Rev. Applied 11, 014061 (2019).

16 Kun-Rok Jeon, Chiara Ciccarelli, Andrew J. Ferguson,
Hidekazu Kurebayashi, Lesley F. Cohen, Xavier Montiel,
Matthias Eschrig, Jason W. A. Robinson, and Mark G.
Blamire, “Enhanced spin pumping into superconductors
provides evidence for superconducting pure spin currents,”
Nature Materials 17, 499–503 (2018).

17 Yunyan Yao, Qi Song, Yota Takamura, Juan Pedro Cas-
cales, Wei Yuan, Yang Ma, Yu Yun, X. C. Xie, Ja-
gadeesh S. Moodera, and Wei Han, “Probe of spin dynam-
ics in superconducting nbn thin films via spin pumping,”
Phys. Rev. B 97, 224414 (2018).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/abec1a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/abec1a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.014419
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.176601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.176601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.144411
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.106.144411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.1375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.1375
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.89.174417
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.89.174417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.047002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.144503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.144503
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.024507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.11.014061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.11.014061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41563-018-0058-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.224414


12

18 L. L. Li, Y. L. Zhao, X. X. Zhang, and Y. Sun, “Possible
evidence for spin-transfer torque induced by spin-triplet
supercurrents,” Chin. Phys. Lett. 35, 077401 (2018).

19 I.A. Golovchanskiy, N.N. Abramov, V.S. Stolyarov, V.I.
Chichkov, M. Silaev, I.V. Shchetinin, A.A. Golubov, V.V.
Ryazanov, A.V. Ustinov, and M.Yu. Kupriyanov, “Mag-
netization dynamics in proximity-coupled superconductor-
ferromagnet-superconductor multilayers,” Phys. Rev. Ap-
plied 14, 024086 (2020).

20 M. A. Silaev, “Finite-frequency spin susceptibility and spin
pumping in superconductors with spin-orbit relaxation,”
Phys. Rev. B 102, 144521 (2020).

21 M.A. Silaev, “Anderson-higgs mass of magnons in super-
conductor/ferromagnet/superconductor systems,” (2022),
arXiv:2207.13201 [cond-mat.supr-con].

22 S. V. Mironov and A. I. Buzdin, “Giant demagnetization
effects induced by superconducting films,” Applied Physics
Letters 119, 102601 (2021).

23 Kjetil M. D. Hals, Michael Schecter, and Mark S. Rud-
ner, “Composite topological excitations in ferromagnet-
superconductor heterostructures,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
017001 (2016).

24 J. Baumard, J. Cayssol, F. S. Bergeret, and A. Buzdin,
“Generation of a superconducting vortex via néel
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néel-type skyrmion with a superconducting vortex,” Phys.
Rev. B 103, 174519 (2021).
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