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We resolve the debate over the existence and magnitude of cross-sublattice (CS) contributions to spin pumping and
spin-transfer torques in a two-sublattice antiferromagnet connected to a non-magnetic metal. Guided by symmetry
considerations, we first relate the controversial CS terms to specific components in the spin conductance matrix. Then
we quantify these components by studying the spin-dependent electron scattering on a fully compensated interface.
We ascertain the absence of all CS contributions in the collinear regime. Even in the non-collinear regime, the CS
contributions only constitute a higher-order correction to the existing theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Demystifying the intricate interplay between magnetic ex-
citations and electronic transport is essential for realizing ef-
ficient electric control of magnetism, which underlies recent
development of spintronics, especially the emerging frontier
of sub-terahertz spintronics exploiting the unique dynamics
of antiferromagnets (AFMs)!. From a fundamental perspec-
tive, excitations of magnetic order can be converted into pure
spin currents of electrons either coherently or incoherently.
While an incoherent spin generation involves an ensemble
of thermal magnons to exchange spin angular momenta with
electrons, a coherent spin generation, on the other hand, typi-
cally involves only a resonance mode and is achieved by virtue
of spin pumping>4.

It has been shown that when a collinear AFM character-
ized by two unit sublattice-magnetic vectors my4 and mp is
interfaced with a non-magnetic metal (NM), the coherent dy-
namics of the Néel vector n = (m4 —mp)/2 and of the small
magnetic moment m = (m, + mpg)/2 can pump a total pure
spin current into the NM in the form of>"/
%Is:G’(nxn—i—mxm)—Gim, (1)
where I is measured in units of an electric current (in Amp),
e is the absolute electron charge, # is the reduced Planck con-
stant, G" and G' are two independent components of the inter-
facial spin conductance® which can be rigorously calculated
by considering the microscopic spin-dependent scattering on
the AFM/NM interface®”. Equation (1) can be equivalently
written in terms of the sublattice-magnetic vectors as

%Is = GMmy x 1y + GPBmp x g — GAring — GBring,
(2

where G = GB = G"/2 and G* = GB = G'/2 are the spin
conductance components associated with each sublattice.

Recently, coherent spin pumping in collinear AFMs that are
described by the above equations has been experimentally ver-
ified in a number of materials, notably in MnFy1%, Cr,051Y,
a—Fe, 031213 and synthetic AFM, stimulating a vibrant
search of new physics in the sub-terahertz frequency range
harnessing the unique spin dynamics of AFMs.

Latest theoretical studies 218, however, suggest that Eq. (Z))
should also admit cross-sublattice (CS) terms G*8my, x rivg
and GPAmgp x 14, which in turns changes the Gilbert damp-
ing constant into a matrix. While such terms do not contradict
directly with existing experimental observations, they could
modify the strength of spin pumping predicted by Egs. (I
and @, thus affecting the numerical extraction of the inter-
facial spin conductance involved in different materials. Even
more surprising is that the CS terms are believed to exist even
for a fully compensated AFM/NM interface in the collinear
limitl2, Furthermore, in the non-collinear regime of a two-
sublattice AFM (e.g., the spin-flop phase induced by a strong
magnetic field), the established form of spin pumping is ques-
tionable, especially whether n x 7 and m x riv in Eq. () still
share the same coefficient!?2", In direct connection with the
CS spin pumping, CS spin-transfer torques are allowed by the
Onsager reciprocal relations'®'18 but their existence remains
experimentally elusive.

In this Letter, we resolve the puzzle of CS contributions
to spin pumping and spin-transfer torques in collinear AFMs
from a theoretical perspective. Guided by phenomenological
argument, we first clarify a number of essential mathematical
relations between spin pumping and spin-transfer torques in
the presence of CS contributions, where the controversial CS
components are separated and expressed in terms of the cor-
responding coefficients in the spin conductance matrix. Then
we calculate these coefficients by studying the microscopic
spin-dependent scattering of electrons off a fully compensated
AFM/NM interface. We claim that all CS effects vanish in the
collinear regime for fully compensated interfaces, affirming
the validity of the established theories [viz. Egs. (T) and (2)]
and the experimental fitting they enable. We find that even
in the non-collinear regime, the CS effects only bring about
higher-order corrections.

Il. PHENOMENOLOGICAL RELATIONS

In its most general form, the coherent spin pumping by a
two-sublattice AFM into an adjacent NM can be written as

e Gmm - Gmn m -
gIs = (m,n) X (Gnm Gnn) (’I’I,) —G"m, 3)



which differs (is generalized) from Eq. (I)) by the off-diagonal
terms G and G™ in the matrix of interfacial spin conduc-
tance. The dynamics of the AFM can be described by a set of
coupled Landau-Lifshitz equations as*!

hm = f"xn+ f" xm, (4a)
W =f"xn+f"xm, (4b)

where the Gilbert damping is omitted for simplicity, f" =
—de/dm and f" = —de/dn are the effective fields (or driv-
ing forces) with € being the magnetic free energy. In our con-
vention, f™ and f" are scaled in units of energy. By inserting
Egs. into Eq. (B), we can relate I to these driving forces
and establish a linear response relation
Ly =LIfr+ L0, (i jrunoverx,yz) (5
where the response coefficients Lj'(m, n) and Lj7 (m, n) are
related to the spin conductance. As the inverse effect of spin
pumping, the spin-transfer torques can be expressed as 7" =
LIV and T" = L}V;, where V* = py/e is the spin voltage
with peg = (uy — py )8 being the spin chemical potential (3
specifies the quantization axis). These response coefficients
must satisfy the Onsager reciprocal relation
L} (m,n) = L' (-m,—n), (6)
as both m and n break the time-reversal symmetry. An iden-
tical relation is applicable to Lj} and L7} as well. When Vj

is treated as a common driving force, L508) and L6 will
share the same unit, which simplifies the following discus-
sions. After some straightforward algebra, we find

eT" =G"m x (Vo xm)+G"'n x (Vy xm)
+G""m x (Vy;xn)+G"n x (Vyxn)
+G"m x V, (7a)

eT" =G"'n x (Vyxm)+G™"m x (V; xm)
+G""n x (V;xn)+G"m x (Vyxn)
LG XV, (7b)

where all spin-transfer torques have been scaled into the
inverse-time dimension so that 7" and T" can be directly
added to Egs. (@).

The spin-transfer torques exerting on the two sublattice-
magnetic moments, m,4 and mgp, are TA =T" +T" and
T8 =T™ —T". A simple manipulation of Eq. (7) shows that

TA =tfhmy x (VS x my) + 128my x (V¥ x mp)
+Thmy x V7, (8a)

T8 =tB8Bmp x (VS x mp) + t84mp x (V* x my)
+Bmp x V7, (8b)

where rgA(BB), rég(BM and TQ(B) represent the coefficients
of the damping-like torques, the CS torques, and the field-
like torques, respectively. To relate these torques to the

spin conductance matrix appearing in Eq. (3), we now define

GMBB) — (i ABB) o GABBA) — o8N j3 ang GAB) =
eT?(B), which satisfy
M= %(G’”’” + G G G, (9a)
GBB = %(G’"’” —-G" - G"+G™), (9b)
G'B = %(G’“’” + G — G — G™), (9¢)
G = %(G’"’” —G" 4G —G™), (9d)
and G* = G® = G". By invoking the Onsager reciprocal rela-

tions, we obtain

e GAA GAB m ] ]
ﬁIS = (mAamB) X <GBA GBB mz — GAmA — GB’I’I’LB7
(10)

which incorporates Eq. (2) as a special case when the CS
terms vamsh (GAB =GPA = 0) Because combining Egs. ()
and (T0) can reproduce Eq. (@) under the definitions of n =
(mA — mB)/Z and m = (mA +mp)/2, we have established
consistent relations between spin pumping and spin-transfer
torques in the presence of CS contributions, which hold in
both the (m,n) basis and the (m,,mp) basis.

By imposing symmetry constraints on m4 and mp (or m
and n), one can reduce the number of independent variables
in the matrix of spin conductance. For an insulating AFM,
practically only the magnetic layer in direct contact with the
NM is relevant. For an uncompensated interface such as the
(111) plane of NiO, the conduction electrons only couple to
one sublattice so the CS terms become irrelevant. Spin pump-
ing in this special case is physically equivalent to its ferro-
magnetic counterpart>®. On the contrary, for a fully compen-
sated interface, there is an effective PT symmetry requiring
that tp? = 58 and 728 = 782, which, according to Egs. (),
yields G = G™ = 0. What deserves special consideration
is the case of partially compensated interfaces, which typi-
cally arises when a compensated surface is subject to inter-
facial roughness, nonequivalent electron couplings to the two
sublattices, and so on, breaking the effective PT symmetry. In
the presence of T* and T® defined by Egs. (8), the effective
dynamics of the AFM can be formally written as

(11a)
(11b)

g = (faa + fag) X ma,
hrng = (fpa + fae) X ma,

where the diagonal fields fa4pp) involve the single-ion
anisotropy, the external Zeeman field and the ordinary spin
torques TgA(BB) and T?(B), whereas the off-diagonal fields

Jap(pa) include the exchange interaction between my4 and mp

as well as the CS torques TCS and T . Regarding V* x mgp
and V* x my as two reciprocal drlvmg forces cross-linking
my with mp, we could apply the Onsager reciprocity relation
to fag and fpa, Which gives rise to Tég = Tg? even though ‘L'é?
could differ from T . This means that on a partially compen-

sated interface w1th0ut the effective PT symmetry, we still



have G™ = G"™" (hence G*8 = GPB4) based on the relations
in Egs. (9), but this time G™ could be finite (hence G** and
G5B are different). Consequently, for compensated AFM/NM
interfaces, we have the general relations

1
o P = (G G 26, (12)
1

where G™ — 0 and T3 — 58 as the interface becomes
fully compensating. In any case, the CS terms could only
exist when G™" £ G™. Therefore, to resolve the puzzle of
CS contributions, we need to quantify and compare G™" and
G". Note, however, that if the two sublattices are chemically
nonequivalent, the above analysis is invalid, which belongs to
the category of ferrimagnets®2.

I1l.  MICROSCOPIC CALCULATIONS

The microscopic origin of G and G™" pertains to the spin-
dependent scattering of electrons off an AFM/NM interface.
Without losing generality, we consider a fully compensated
interfacce with a simple cubic lattice? as schematically illus-
trated in Fig. [T} Here we ignore interfacial roughness because
it incurs a random spin distribution that destroys the periodic
magnetic structure in the lateral dimension, thus invalidating
any meaningful band calculation. Following the wavefunction
matching approach detailed in Chapter 4 of Ref'?, we shall de-
termine the scattering matrix S of the form

St s+
5= <S_+ S__), (14)
where each block is a 2 x 2 matrix in the spin space and +
accounts for the sublattice (pseudo-spin) degree of freedom.

Under the adiabatic condition (i.e., the dynamics of m and n
is much slower than the electron relaxation), we have?*

S SgiO'o +8Em. o,

S xSm-oc+Smimxn) o,

(15a)
(15b)

where o = {0y, 0,,0;} is the vector of Pauli spin matrices
and oy is the identity matrix. The complete expressions of
S(jfi, Sﬁi, S, and S, in terms of the crystal momentum and
other material parameters are provided in the Supplementary
Material?2. If we turn to the collinear regime, |n?| =~ 1 and
|m2\ < 1, only Sgi and S, in Eqgs. (T3) will remain essential,
then the spin-flip scattering will be necessarily accompanied
by the reversal of pseudo-spin®®. If we go beyond the collinear
regime, however, the locking between spin and pseudo-spin
will be lifted. We also notice that previous studies assumed
S:F ~ S, in the collinear regime without a rigorous justifica-
tion®, so here in a general context we treat all components in
Eq. (T3) as independent quantities.

The pumped spin current polarized in the j direction (j =
x,y,z) can be calculated by

L= e {Te[S @ae)d}. (o)

Ao

-t

FIG. 1. A fully compensated AFM/NM interface with cubic lattice,
where t,, (¢) is the hopping energy in the AFM (NM), and ay is the
lattice constant. On the interface plane, the magnetic unit cell is in-
dicated by green dashed circles, which are periodic in both the £
([1,1,0]) and y ([1,-1,0]) directions.

which, after some tedious algebra, ends up with
¢
h

where

I, =Gy'n xn+Gy"m xm—G"m+AL;,  (17)

AI; =AG{[n-(mxm)ln+m-(nxn)m}
=AG [(n x n)|m|? + (m x ) |n)?
F2(nxm)(m-n)] (18)

is a (higher-order) correction term never claimed before. After
a straightforward re-ordering of terms, Eq. (17) can be effec-
tively written as

%IS =(GP" 4 |m|*AG)n x nn + (G + |n|*AG)m x 1hr
—G"m+2AG(n x m)(m-n), (19)

where G™" and G’ indeed vanish as required by the PT sym-
metry; they could appear only as a consequence of imperfec-
tions (such as roughness) on a compensated interface. Eq. (T9)
is a generalized spin pumping formula involving four indepen-
dent components of the interfacial spin conductance. These
terms are determined by the corresponding components of the
scattering matrix as

A

Gy =% / 1S, 2d%k, (20a)

A __
Gy =55 [ (SiHP 415, P) &k, (200)
m_ A 4\ x o+ ——\xg——] 42

G" = hi2 /Im [(SO ) Sm +(S0 ) Sm ]d k, (20c)
A

AG=— / S| d* ke, (20d)

where d*k = dk,dky, and A is the area of the interface. Except
the last term proportional to AG in Eq. (I9), we can read off
the effective spin conductance G™ and G"™" as

G™ = G{" + |m|*AG,
G"™ = GI'™ 4 |n|*AG,

(21a)
21b)



and, according to Egs. (12) and (13), we obtain the damping-
like torques and the CS torques as

1
ot = B8 = 5. (G0" +Gy" +AG), (22a)

1
o5 =105 = 5 [G0" =G+ (Inf —[m[)AG],  (22b)

where [n|? +|m|?> = 1 is used. The above results are valid
even in the noncollinear regime.

Finally, we point out that the last term in Eq. (T9), pursuant
to the Onsager reciprocal relations, gives rise to an additional
CS torque

AG

ATA = AT® = —[V* - (my x my)](ma xmy), (23)
e

which is nonlinear in m; X m, thus not being captured by

the phenomenological consideration in the previous section.

In the collinear regime, this term is negligible.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Fig. 2] we numerically plot the four relevant components
of the spin conductance basing on Eq. (20) as functions of the
exchange coupling J (between the conduction electrons and
the magnetic moments) and the ratio of kinetic energies in the
AFM and NM (i.e., hopping integrals #,,, and ¢). Here, the spin
conductance is expressed in units of e?/h per a% (area of a
magnetic unit cell on the interface), which should be multi-
plied by the number of magnetic unit cells N on the interface
to retrieve the total spin conductance. Comparing Fig. 2Ja)
and (b), we find that G§" and G share a very similar pattern
as they both culminate around J/t = 1 and #,,/t = 0.5. They
are the dominant contributions to the damping-like torques
[see Eq. (22a)]. Figure[2[c) for G™, on the other hand, shows
how the strength of field-like torques varies over J and t,,. It
is clear that the damping-like (field-like) torques dominate the
strong (weak) exchange co%ing regime, which is corrobo-
rated by a recent experimen

In the collinear limit that |n|?> — 1 and |m|*> — 0, the CS
torques, according to Eq. (22b), reduce to

B(BA | - nn
tes " = 5o (GY" +AG —Gp). (24)

Using the numerical results shown in Fig. 2] we find that
Gy' = Gy + AG, (25)

which renders all CS torques exactly zero. As a matter of fact,
regarding the integrands in Egs. (20) as functions of the crystal
momentum, one can rigorously prove that Eq. (23)) is an exact
identify (see details in the Supplementary Material®). 1t is
interesting that even in the highly non-collinear regime where
|m?| is comparable to |n|?, the CS torques [proportional to
Gim — G + (In|* — |m|?)AG] is at most a few percents of
the damping-like torques since AG is much smaller than Gf"
and G, as shown in Fig. Ekd).
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FIG. 2. Interfacial spin conductance per unit-cell area (¢ /h per a(z))
as a function of J/t and #,,/r. Here, J is the exchange coupling be-
tween the conduction electrons and the magnetic moments on the
compensated interface, and #,, (¢) is the hopping energy on the AFM
(NM) side of the interface.

In conclusion, we have justified the absence of CS contribu-
tions to the coherent spin pumping and spin-transfer torques
in the collinear regime of two-sublattice AFMs, substantiat-
ing the data extraction and fitting approach based on Egs. (1)
and (2)) in explaining a number of recent experiment@h.
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See the supplementary materials for more mathematical de-
tails about the interfacial spin conductance.
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