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Spin-torque resonance due to diffusive dynamics at a surface of topological insulator
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We investigate spin-orbit torques on magnetization in an insulating ferromagnetic (FM) layer that
is brought into a close proximity to a topological insulator (TI). In addition to the well-known field-
like spin-orbit torque, we identify an anisotropic anti-damping-like spin-orbit torque that originates
in a diffusive motion of conduction electrons. This diffusive torque is vanishing in the limit of zero
momentum (i.e. for spatially homogeneous electric field or current), but may, nevertheless, have a
strong effect on spin-torque resonance at finite frequency provided external field is neither parallel
nor perpendicular to the TI surface. The required electric field configuration can be created by a

grated top gate.

It is widely known that spin-orbit interaction provides
an efficient way to couple electronic and magnetic de-
grees of freedom. It is, therefore, no wonder that the
largest torque on magnetization, which is also referred
to as the spin-orbit torque, emerges in magnetic systems
with strong spin-orbit interaction [1, 2] as has been long
anticipated [3].

The spin-orbit coupling may be enhanced by confine-
ment potentials in effectively two-dimensional systems
consisting of conducting and magnetic layers. The in-
plane current may efficiently drive domain walls or switch
magnetic orientation in such structures with the help of
spin-orbit torque [4-7], which is present even for uniform
magnetization, or with the help of spin-transfer torque,
which requires the presence of magnetization gradient
(due to e.g. domain wall) [8-11].

Topological insulators (TI) [12-15] may be thought as
materials with an ultimate spin-orbit coupling. Indeed,
the effective Hamiltonian of conduction electrons at the
TI surface contains essentially nothing but spin-orbit in-
teraction term that provides a perfect spin-momentum
locking. Thus, the magnetization dynamics in a thin fer-
romagnetic (FM) film in a proximity to TI surface is ex-
pected to be strongly affected by electric currents and/or
electric fields [16]. There seems to be, indeed, a substan-
tial experimental evidence that the efficiency of domain
switching in TI/FM heterostructures is dramatically en-
hanced as compared to that in metals [17-22].

Nowadays the symmetry of spin-orbit torques is rou-
tinely inferred from the ferromagnetic resonance mea-
surements in which an alternating microwave-frequency
current (with frequencies 7 — 12 GHz) is applied within
the sample plane [17, 23-26].

In this Letter we identify a novel anti-damping-like
torque originating in a diffusive motion of conduction
electrons T at the TI surface. Such a torque is irrel-
evant in usual FM systems, where spins of conduction
electrons primarily align with the magnetization direc-
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FIG. 1. Proposed experimental setup. Non-homogeneous in-
plane electric field components are created by an ac top-gate
voltage Viop that induce a strong diffusive spin-orbit torque
(4) of the damping-like symmetry. An effective magnetic field
H is directed at the angle x with respect to 2.

tion of the FM. In-plane magnetization components at
the TT surface are not, however, leading to physically
observable effects, because those can be removed by a
gauge transformation (a shift of Dirac cones), while a
component of magnetization that is perpendicular to the
TT induces a gap in the electron spectrum. These prop-
erties of the TI/FM surface lead to very different re-
sponses of the in-plane and perpendicular-to-the plane
spin polarization components to electric field or cur-
rent. While the in-plane response defines a field-like
torque, the perpendicular-to-the-plane response of con-
duction electron spin polarization may induce a specific
antidamping-like diffusive torque that we discuss. Simi-
lar strong anisotropy of the Gilbert damping also follows
from our analysis.

Diffusive spin-orbit torque shows up as a response to
electric field with a finite frequency and momentum. The
latter can be created e. g. by applying an ac gate voltage
to a grated top-gate as shown in Fig. 1. The presence
of such a torque can be detected by rather unusual spin-
orbit-torque resonances in the TI/FM structures.

Microscopic theory of current-induced magnetization
dynamics in TT/FM heterostructures has been so far lim-
ited to some particular direction of magnetization or to
some very specific regimes. In particular, an analytic es-



timate of spin-transfer and spin-orbit torques in TT/FM
bilayer has been given in Ref. [27] for magnetization per-
pendicular to the TI surface. An attempt to general-
ize these results to arbitrary magnetization direction has
been undertaken more recently in Ref. [28]. The non-
local transport on a surface of the TI has been first dis-
cussed in Ref. [29]. The results of this work has been later
applied to TI/FM systems [30, 31] in a perturbative ap-
proach with respect to a weak s—d-type exchange. The
non-local behavior of non-equilibrium out-of-plane spin
polarization in TI/FM systems, which gives rise to dif-
fusive spin-orbit torques, have been, however, overlooked
in all these publications.

To describe magnetization dynamics at a TT/FM inter-
face we employ an effective two-dimensional Dirac model
for conduction electrons

H=v[p—-—eA)xo], —Auam-oc+V(r), (1)

where A stands for the vector potential, e = —|e] is the
electron charge, z is the direction perpendicular to the
TI surface, v is the effective velocity of Dirac electrons,
and V(r) is a disorder potential that models the main
relaxation mechanism of conduction electrons. The en-
ergy Agq = JsqS is characterizing the local exchange in-
teraction Hex = —Jsa Y., Sn - choc, between localized
classical magnetic moments S,, on FM lattice (with con-
served absolute value S = |S,,| per unit cell area A) and
the electron spin density (represented by the vector op-
erator o = (0,,0y,0,) on the TI surface) [32]. Here o,
stand for Pauli matrices and Jyq quantifies the s—d-type
exchange interaction strength.

Classical equation of motion for the unit magnetization
vector m = S/S is determined by the exchange interac-
tion Hey as

omfot=vH xm+T, T=(JgA/h)mxs, (2)

where i = h/27 is the Planck constant and v is a gy-
romagnetic ratio for the FM spin. The effective field H
represents the combined contribution of external mag-
netic field and the field produced by neighboring mag-
netic moments in the FM (e.g. due to direct exchange),
while the term T represents the effect of the conduction
electron spin density s(r,t) = (cl oc,) on the TI surface.
To quantify the leading contributions to T' we mi-
croscopically compute: i) a linear response of s to the
in-plane electric field E(r,t) = Eq,, exp (—iwt +iq - 7);
and ii) a linear response of s to the time derivative
Om/ot. The former response defines the spin-orbit
torque, while the latter one does the Gilbert damping.
Before we proceed with the analysis we shall note that
the velocity operator v = v (o x 2) in the model of Eq. (1)
is directly related to the spin operator o. As the result,
the response of the in-plane spin density s = (s, sy) to
electric field E = —0A /0t is defined by the conductivity
tensor [28, 33]. This also means that the non-equilibrium

contribution to s from the electric current density J is
given by s; = (2 x J)/ev for any frequency and mo-
mentum irrespective of type of scattering for conduction
electrons and even beyond the linear response.

Thus, the response of s defines an exceptionally uni-
versal field-like spin-orbit torque

TEOT = (JaA/ev) m x (2 x J), (3)

that acts in the same way as in-plane external magnetic
field applied perpendicular to the charge current.

Apart from the universal response of s there might
also exists a non-equilibrium spin polarization s, per-
pendicular to the TT surface. This component plays no
role in Eq. (2) for m = £2 due to the vector product
involved. Also, the s, component is vanishing by sym-
metry for m = m, where we decompose m = m| +m
to in-plane and perpendicular-to-the plane components.

We find, however, that for a general direction of m, the
spin density s, may be strongly affected by the in-plane
electric field at a small but finite frequency and a small
but finite wave vector. In the leading approximation the
result can be cast in the following form
iDq-FE

TOT — pmxm, ———
diff n ’LCd—Dqu

eJ2AS
1= o Y

where D is a diffusion coefficient for conduction electrons
at the TI surface and E = Eq, exp (—iwt +ig - 7). Note
that the diffusive torque is non-linear with respect to m
and, from the point of view of the time reversal symme-
try, is analogous to anti-damping torque. The denomina-
tor iw — Dg? in Eq. (4) reflects diffusive (Brownian) mo-
tion of conduction electrons that defines the time-delayed
diffusive torque on magnetization TdSigT.

In order to derive the result of Eq. (4) and the expres-
sions for Gilbert damping we shall adopt a particular re-
laxation model for both angular and orbital momenta of
conduction electrons. For the model of Eq. (1) those are
provided by scattering on disorder potential. We choose
the latter to be the white-noise Gaussian disorder poten-
tial that is fully characterized by a single dimensionless
parameter a < 1,

(V(r)) =0, (V(r)V(r') = 2ma(hw)*s(r—7'), (5)

where angular brackets stay for the averaging over the
ensemble of disordered systems.

Since both the vector potential A and the magneti-
zation m couple to spin operators in Eq. (1), the linear
response of s to E = —0A/0t and 9m/0t is defined in
the frequency-momentum domain as

s = (v®h) " K(q,w) [ev (E x 2) —iwAgqm)]. (6)
Here, the dimensionless 9-component tensor K (q,w) is

given by the Kubo formula

2

N d*p
Kaﬁ(q,W) = ’112/(271_)2 Tr <UO&G§+hq,€+hw0—5G3s> ) (7)




where the notation Gﬁng) stands for the retarded (ad-
vanced) Green’s function for the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1),
the angular brackets denote the averaging over disorder
realizaitons, while the energy ¢ refers to the Fermi energy
(zero temperature limit is assumed).

The tensor K can be represented by the matrix [34]

A Opz Ozy Qy
K = Oyx Ogzxx —Qu | (8)
Qy 7QI C

where 0,5 are the components of the two dimensional
conductivity tensor at the TI surface (all conductivities
are expressed in the units of e2/h), the vector @Q defines
the diffusive spin-orbit torque of Eq. (4) (its contribution
to Gilbert damping is negligible), while ¢ determines the
response of s, to dm, /0t.

In the linear response theory of Eq. (6) one needs to
compute the tensor in Eq. (7) for a constant direction m
and for A = 0. In usual systems (conducting ferromag-
nets) the response of s in the direction of m is always
diffusive. This response, however, plays no role in the
torque since T" x m x s. The situation at the TI sur-
face is, however, special. Here, the in-plane components
of magnetization mg, m, play no role in Eq. (1), since
those are simply equivalent to a constant in-plane vector
potential for conduction electrons and, therefore, can be
excluded by a gauge transform (shift of the Dirac cone).
Consequently, all observable quantities in the model (in-
cluding all components of the tensor K ) may only depend
on the field A, = Aggm,. As the result, the diffusive re-
sponse occurs exclusively in s, component of spin polar-
ization and can easily enter the expression for the torque.

The conductivity tensor in the model of Egs. (1,5) has
been analyzed in detail in Ref. [35] in the limit w =g =10
(and for @ <« 1) with the result o,, = 0,y = 09 and
Ogzy = —0Oyz = 01, Where

2 2 3
oo = € i AZ 7 o = 8eA; (9
ma (€2 + 3A2) (2 4 3A2)2
Since the anomalous Hall conductivity oy o< a0 is sub-
leading with respect to gg, it has to be computed beyond
the Born approximation (see Refs. [34-37]).

Here we generalize the analysis to calculate the tensor
K for finite w and q assuming a < 1, wr, < 1, and
w o< Dg?, where D = hw?0y /¢ is the diffusion coefficient
and 1y, = heoo/(e2 + A2) is the transport scattering time
for the problem. In real samples 7, = 0.01 — 1 ps [38—41].

The main building block of our analysis is the averaged
Green’s function in the first Born approximation

R +ou(pxo), — Ao,

R _
GP,E - (ER)2 _ U2p2 _ (AZR)2 ’

(10)

where the complex parameters e® = ¢(1 + ira/2) and
AR = A (1 —imra/2) are found from the corresponding

self-energy

SR(e) = 27Tav2/ e (11)
(2m)2 " P
that gives rise to InXF = Fra(e — A,0,)/2 (strictly
speaking, the RG analysis [35] has to be applied). In the
Green’s function of Eq. (10) we shift the momentum p
such that there is no direct dependence on the in-plane
magnetization components m, and m,,.

The disorder averaging in Eq. (8) in the limit wr, < 1
also requires the computation of vertex corrections that
we relegate to the Supplemental Materials [34]. The
vector q selects a particular direction in space, that
makes the conductivity tensor anisotropic. By choosing
x direction along the g vector, we find the conductiv-
ity components [34] 04z = 00, Ogy = —0ys = on, and
oyy = iwog/(iw — Dg?), where we have kept only the
leading terms in the limits o < 1, wr, < 1 (more gen-
eral expressions are given in [34]). We can see that oy,
component also acquires a diffusion pole. One needs to
go beyond the non-crossing approximation in the compu-
tation of anomalous Hall conductivity [34-37].

Clearly, the components 0,4 define the field-like con-
tribution THOT that has been already discussed above.
It is interesting to note that the conductivity is isotropic
Ogx = Oyy = 0¢ only if the limit ¢ = 0 is taken before the
limit w = 0. If the limit w = 0 is taken first, the conduc-
tivity remains anisotropic with respect to the direction
of q even for ¢ = 0.

The vector Q = (@, Qy) quantifies both the response
of 5, to electric field or to dm| /0t as well as the response
of s to dm./0t. From Eq. (7) we find [34],

A, iDq
Qw,q) = hv iw — Dg?
where we again assumed wti; < 1. The result of Eq. (12),
then, corresponds to an additional diffusive spin-orbit
torque of the form (4).
Finally, the response of s, to dm, /0t is defined by [34]

(14 O(wter)) s (12)

A2

(= (110w, (13
where the limit ¢ = 0 is taken. Thus, we find from Eq. (6)
that there exists no response of s, to 9m,/0t. Instead,
the quantity ¢ defines the additional spin polarization
in z-direction ds, = —A3,;m?/(2rh?v?e) that we ignore
below. Egs. (12,13) including subleading terms in w7,
are presented in [34].

We also note, that Q(¢ = 0) = 0, hence there is no
term in s, that is proportional to dm/0t. This reflects
highly anisotropic nature of the Gilbert damping in the
model of Eq. (1).

The remaining parts of the Gilbert damping can be
cast in the following form

TGD _ Ty AS (

mh2v2

5 0m, on Omy
"ot T m. ot

X mJ_), (14)



where the coefficients, o9 and og/m, from Eq. (9) de-
pend on m?2, which is yet another source of the Gilbert
damping anisotropy. We note, that even though Eq. (14)
does not contain a term proportional to dm, /0t, the ex-
isting in-plane Gilbert damping is sufficient to relax the
magnetization along z direction.

Despite strongly anisotropic nature of the diffusive
torque (the torque is vanishing for purely in-plane or
purely perpendicular to the plane magnetization), its
strength for a generic direction of magnetization may be
quite large. For example, for m directed approximately
at 45 degrees to the T1I surface the ratio of amplitudes of
diffusive and field like torques is readily estimated as

T3OT  Agq 1
dSl(f)fT == — (15)
Tar hqu og

where we used the condition w <« Dg¢?. Let us assume
that a top-gate in Fig. 1 induces an ac in-plane elec-
tric field with the characteristic period 27¢~! ~ 1pum
and a typical FM resonance frequency, w ~ 7-12 GHz.
Then, for realistic materials one can estimate Dg? =~
100 GHz, hence w < Dg? indeed. For a typical veloc-
ity v = 10°m/s one finds hqv ~ 4meV. Thus, the ratio
Agq/hgu in Eq. (15) may reach three orders of magni-
tude, while the value of oq is typically 10. This estimate
suggests that, for a generic direction of m, the magnitude
of diffusive torque can become three orders of magnitude
larger than that of the field-like spin-orbit torque.

The diffusive torque at the TI surface can be most
directly probed by the corresponding spin-torque reso-
nance. In this case, one can disregard the effect of the
field like torque, so that Eq. (2) is simplified to

0
%—T =vyHxm+ f(r,t)ymxm, +acmXx g:”

, (16)

where ag = J2,ASoq/m(hv)? is the Gilbert damping am-
plitude (which is a constant for € 3> Ayq), while the terms
containing oy are omitted. The function

d2 , t p , 67(7‘77'/)2/4D(t7t/) v.E .y
t) = t . t
e e = (1),

defines the strength of the diffusive spin-orbit torque (4)
in real space and time.

Resonant magnetization dynamics defined by Eq. (16)
is illustrated in Fig. 2 for H directed at the angle x = 7 /4
with respect to 2z and for frequencies that are close to
the resonant frequency wg = vH. The time evolution of
magnetization projection my = m - H/H is induced by
the diffusive torque with f(t) = fo coswt (magnetization
at different 7 is simply different by a phase).

Resonant dynamics at w = wp in Eq. (16) consists of
precession of m around the vector H such that the az-
imut (precession) angle is changing linearly with time
o(t) = wot — w/2 [34] (for fo < wp and ag < 1). In
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FIG. 2. The projection mu(t) as simulated from Eq. (16) for
fo = 0.1wg. Top panel illustrates the behavior at different
frequencies for ag = 0.005. Lower panel illustrates the res-
onant behavior at different values of ag. Dashed horizontal
line corresponds to mu = 1/ V2. Dots indicate the asymptotic
solution for ag = 0 as given by Eq. (17).

addition, the projection my oscillates between 1 and 0
on much larger time scales. Such oscillations are damped
by a finite ag to the limiting value myg = 1/\/5

In the limit of vanishing Gilbert damping, ag = 0, one
simply finds the result [34]

mu(t) = [cosh (3 fotsin(2x))] - (17)
which clearly illustrates the absence of the effect for
both perpendicular-to-the-plane (x = 0) and in-plane
(x = 7/2) magnetization. The qualitative behavior at
the resonance (w = wy) is illustrated at the lower panel
of Fig. 2 for different values of ag.

In conclusion, we considered magnetization dynamics
in a model TI/FM system at a finite frequency w and
q vector. We identified a dynamic torque on magneti-
zation of diffusive nature that is specific for the TT/FM
system. We showed that, in realistic conditions, the anti-
damping like diffusive torque may become orders of mag-
nitude larger than the usual field like spin-orbit torque.
We also investigated the peculiar magnetizations dynam-
ics induced by the diffusive torque at the frequency of
the ferromagnet resonance. Our theory also predicts ul-
timate anisotropy of the Gilbert damping. In contrast,
to the phenomenological approaches [42, 43] our micro-
scopic theory is formulated in terms of very few effective
parameters. Our results are complementary to previous
phenomenological studies of Dirac ferromagnets [44—66].
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ONLINE SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Non-local spin-orbit torque at a surface of topological insulator
R. J. Sokolewicz, I. A. Ado, M. I. Katsnelson, P. M. Ostrovsky and M. Titov

In this Supplementary Material we provide main technical details of the analytical calculation.

I. KUBO FORMULA

The linear response formula used in the Letter can be obtained in a Keldysh-framework. We start by introducing
the Green function G in rotated Keldysh space [see e.g. J. Rammer and H. Smith. Rev. Mod. Phys. 58, 323 (1986)]

o— (% o) ()

where R, A and K denote retarded, advanced and Keldysh Green functions respectively. In this notation a perturbation
to a classical field V (z, t) is given by

0G(x1,t1; 2, 12) = /da:g /dt3 GO (@1, tr; 25, t3)V (23, 13)G D (23, t3; T2, 12) + O(V?) (s2)

with G(©) equilibrium Green functions. The Wigner-transform of a function F(zxy,t1; 2, ts) is given by

Flai, b1, 1) :/dzp 2 —ietti—ta)hgip@i—22) h (e p BT (3)
) ) ) (27Th)2 27Th ) ) )
with energy e, momentum p, time T' = % and position R = @ In equilibrium the Green functions G(©
do not depend on R and T, so that the momentum-frequency representation of Eq. (s2) becomes 6G(e,w,p,q) =
Q5+,p+ ,qgg, q_, With subscripts e; =& + hw/2 and p1 = p + hq/2 and V,, 4 the Fourier transform of V(R,T).
The spin density s, q is given by

< < _ K _ sAR A
Swq = /27rh/ 2mh)? 6G (e, 7)o ] G (g,w,p,q) = 1/2(6G* (e, w,p,q) — 6G™(e,w, P, q) + 6G* (g, w, P, q).

(s4)
In equilibrium we have the fluctuation-dissipation theorem G¥, | = (1-2f.,)(GE, ,, —G2, ) with f., the Fermi
distribution, so that the spin density now becomes
d2 A R A
Sw,q = 27Th —(fey — [ )‘7 £4,D+ V,dGZ_ — e UG5+ p+V qGe p_ + [ UGE+ Py Vi,aGz_ p,>v

(s5)
where the angular brackets stands for impurity averaging. The latter amounts to the replacement of the Green’s
functions with the corresponding impurity averaged Greens functions (in Born approximation) and to the replacement
of one of the spin operators with the corresponding vertex corrected operator (in the non-crossing approximation).
The corrections beyond the non-crossing approximation are important for those tensor components that lack leading-
order contribution [35]. To keep our notations more compact we ignore here the fact that the Green’s functions before
disorder averaging lack translational invariance, i.e. depend on both Wigner coordinates: momentum and coordinate.

In the limit of small frequency, i.e. hw < €, we obtain

Sq = sI + sg, (s6)
/ / G2, p VoraGl . = 0GR, VoaGE ), (s8)

where s' and s'! are the Kubo and Streda contributions respectively. The Streda contribution is sub-leading in the
powers of weak disorder strength a < 1 as far as the Fermi energy lies outside the gap. Similarly, the AA and RR

( ) Tr (206GE ,, VoaGL . = 0aGL, VoG . = 0aGR |, VogGR ), (57)

£4,P+



s2

bubbles in the expression of s!, are sub-leading and may be neglected. Furthermore, we work in the zero temperature
limit.

With these considerations together with Vg, = —ev(A X 0), — Asgm - o, we obtain
Lo s . 2 2 d*p R A
Sqw = ﬁK(q,w)[ev(Eqw X z) —iwAgamy,], Kap(q,w)="v om)? Tr(0aGpingetnwT8Gp.e)s (s9)

which correspond to Eqs. (6,7) of the main text. Here we used Eq,, = iwAgq,.

II. CALCULATION OF THE SPIN-SPIN CORRELATOR

The spin polarization sq ., needs to be averaged over many disorder realizations. In the Born approximation we
replace each Green’s function in Eq. (s9) with a disorder averaged one and replace one of the spin-operators with a
vertex corrected spin operator. When calculating the components of K,z that are of the order O(e7)?), one should
also include contributions from rare-scattering events. This is done by including the crossed diagrams depicted in
Fig. sl.

The disorder-averaged Green functions are obtained by including the Born self-energy SR(4) (we set i =1 in the
subsequent formulas)

2 -1
SR = 97002 / (;l ?2 (5 - H- ER(A)) , (s10)
7r

whose imaginary parts are (to the leading order in 1/a) given by Im SR(A) = T4 (eoo — A.o3). The real part of
YR(A) Jead to renormalization of ¢ and Ag. In the following we keep the same notation for € and A, though now
they correspond to renormalized quantities. The Green functions are then given by

R(A) _ RNy + v (p x o), — AZR(A)O'g
= (s11)
e P (eR(A))2 — 422 — (AS(A))Q

where ¥4 = ¢(1 4 ira/2) and AFA) — A.(1Fima/2). The m components were removed via the gauge transfor-
mation.
Next, we need to replace the spin operator with a vertex corrected spin operator in the ladder approximation,

O'oz(— 0a<+ Ga(a
(s12)

where, the dressing of o, with a single disorder line is defined by

d*p
Oa < = 2rav? / e GEA+w,p+qCTaG§ = naM,gog, (s13)
with Myg = v? [d*pTr [0 G§+w’p+q05GQP] /(2m)%. The ladder summation is conveniently represented in the matrix

form by introducing a matrix M with 16 components M,z for o, = 0,z,y,z (69 = 1). We stress that, in the
computation of vertex correction, we are interested only in the leading order contributions to M,g that are of the
order of 1/a. The sub-leading contributions to Mgy and M,, components suffer from a logarithmic divergency at
large momenta. In our calculation the terms of the order of aIn peytot/e (Where peusost is the ultraviolet momentum
cut-off), is, therefore, disregarded with respect to 1. This approximation is legitimate since we assume that all model
parameters €, Agq and « are first renormalized such that peutosr = €.
It is, then, easy to see that the vertex-corrected spin operator is readily obtained from the geometric series of powers
of maM,
N N -1
Oa ( =04 + TaMapog + (ma)?(M?)0gos + - = {1 — WQM} 578 (s14)
«

where the summation of the repeating index 8 = 0, x,y, z is assumed.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. sl. Diagrams considered in the calculation of K: (a) non-crossing diagram, (b) X diagram, (c-d) ¥ diagrams. Green
areas indicate the ladder summation for the vertex correction in the non-crossing approximation [35].

Thus, in the non-crossing approximation (illustrated in Fig. s1 (a)), one simply finds K = M|[1 —waM]~". Dressed
spin-spin correlators are defined by the components Kag with a, 8 = x,y, 2. The crossed diagrams in Fig. s1 (b-d)
give a contribution to the components of K of the order O(a?). The only components that are modified to this order
are those corresponding to the Hall conductivity (i.e. a,f = 1,2 and vice versa). Details of this calculation can be
found in Ref. [35].

We shall compute the matrix M to the second order in powers of w and g. The result is represented in the form
M = My + M, + M2 + My, + M2, where

e? 0 0 —eA,
- 1 0 (£2-A2)/2 masA, 0 ‘
Mo = M 0 —macA, (2-A%)/2 0 J (s15a)
_EAZ 0 0 Ag
e’ 0 0 —eA,
- iwe 0 (e? A /2 ma( - ADAf2e 0
M= [ra(e2+A2))2 | 0  —ma(e® —A)A /2 (2 - A2)/2 0o |’ (s15b)
_EAZ O 0 Az
e’ 0 0 —eA,
o (iw5)2 0 ( A )/2 O[(EQ o AE)AZ/2€ 0
M2 = m 0 —ma(e? —A?)A,/2¢ (e2 — A2)/2 0 ; (s15¢)
—€Az 0 0 Az
2 2 0 €qx EQy 0
U(E — Az) <_7/ Ew > €qx 0 0 _Azq:c
Mo = 2P (2 T a2+ 22)] : 15d
Y a2+ AP\ 2 [ra(e2+A2)]) [eq, O N (s15d)
0 —Aqu _Azqy 0
¢’ 0 0 —eA,¢?
2.2 A2 A2 i o s
My = U(E—Az)g 0 —(2—AH(3eE —q;)/4 2(5 QAZ)%a:Qy/QQ 0 (s15¢)
2[ra(e? + A%)] 0 —(? =47 qu/z —( - A)Bg — )/ 0
—eA.q? 0 0 A2g2
Using the result for M we, then, compute the tensor K as
R Ogzx Ogxy Qy
K= |0y oy —Qu]-. (s16)

Qy _Qz C

Complete expressions for o;; and Q are cumbersome. We proceed by analyzing the denominator of the components
of K, which is proportional to det[1 — 7aM]

€ (52 + 3A2)2 < ( g2 — 5A? >
det]l —maM]=——"—"22 _ x [iw |1 —iwrr——2 + O((wTiy
| } dra (2 + Az)s g2 A2 ((wrie)”)
13A% + 10A2e2 4 ¢* (€2 + 3A2%)(e* — 1422A, — 35A%)
_D 2 1 . . z z _ (s . 2 z z . 3 D 2\2 .
7 (1+ o s — (iwne EF IO PRSI L o((me ) ) + (D))

(s17)

where D = v?0q/e stands for the diffusion coefficient, 7, = e00/(% + A2) for the transport time and oq the zx
component of the conductivity tensor [35]. By restricting ourselves to perturbations that vary slow in time compared
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to the transport time 7¢, and smooth in space compared to the diffusion length Lp = /Dm,, i.e. W, Dq27'tr < 1,
we are able to extract the diffusion pole (iw — Dg?)~1.
The components of the conductivity tensor & at finite w and g are given by

Owx = 00 + Zw?qlz)q? (Zgao — WTgr (:{lw + % q§2;2q§ )) (s18a)
Oyy = 00 + Z-wqu;)qz (Z%Jo — iWT (73045;12;‘5 - ;qi;zqg)) (s18b)
Opy = OH + = lzq;q2 <— ngy o0 — iwnr% ngy> (s18c)
Oyw = —Ou + iwlj q;q2 (_ q;gy o0 — iwrtr% q;”?’) : (s18d)

where oy and op are given in Eq. (9) of the main text. The remaining components of K are given by

A, iDgq ) (e2 + TA2)
— 2y L T2 ) 19
Q=7 z’w—Dq2( T T A (s19a)
2 1 2 _5A?
=2 — (1 i, & 2582 ;)) : (s19b)
€ jw— Dq2 + w%‘Hﬁ Sl Az

where the w?-term was included in the denominator of ¢ because of its importance when taking the limit ¢ — 0. The
leading contributions to Eq. (s19a) in the limit wr, < 1 together with Eq. (s19b) in the limit ¢ — 0 corresponds to
Egs. (8,9,13) of the main text.

It is convenient to rotate the coordinate system such that the new & axis lies along g. Let us introduce a rotation
matrix U to transform the tensor K,

4:/q —qy/q 0 )
U=\|a/q¢ /9 O], K =U"KU, (520)
0 0 1

so that the new components of Eqgs. (s18) become

~ Dq¢* . 7e? + 11A2 (s21a)
T — - W Ty szla
? 70 G - D@ " 2ra(e? + A2)
2 2 2
- . e®+5A%
Oyy = 00 + m <0’0 — ZWTtrW—|—A§)> (Sle)
Gyz = —0Ozy = OH, (s21c)
and the rotated, K, tensor is conveniently written as
B &w:v OH 0
K=|—-ou dyy Q. (s22)

0 Q@ ¢

The components of K correspond to different responses at different limits. When discussing the response to an electric
field Eq., we are primarily interested in the limit w < Dg?, whereas the response to time-derivative of magnetization
m is defined by the limit ¢ — 0.

III. DERIVATION OF EQ. (17)

The equation of motion for the magnetization direction m reads

0 0
87,’::—’meHeff+f(T,t)meJ_+OleX g:”,

(s23)
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FIG. s2. The projection mu(t) as simulated from Eq. (16) for fo = 0.1wo. Top panel illustrates the behavior at different
frequencies for ac = 0.005. Lower panel illustrates the resonant behavior at different values of ac. Dashed horizontal line
corresponds to my = 1/\@ Dots indicate the asymptotic solution for ag = 0 as given by Eq. (17).

where 7 is a gyromagnetic ratio, Heg is an external effective field, ag = J2.AS0q/m(hv)? is a Gilbert damping (which
is independent of energy for € > Ayq) and the function f(r,t) is given by

L[t e/t o
f(r,t):fn/d r [ dt = 1) V-E@.t). (s24)

The function f(r,t) defines space and time dependence of the diffusive spin-torque.

To illustrate the behavior of m(¢) we consider f = fy cos(wt) at a particular point . It is, also, convenient to let
the field Heg to lie in the & — 2-plane and rotate the coordinate system such that H.g lies along new z-direction.
This is achieved by introducing the rotation matrix R,

. cosxy 0 —siny
R= 0 1 0 , (s25)
siny 0 cosy

where x is the angle between 2 and Heg. Furthermore, introducing the frequency wo = |yHeg| and the unit vector
h = (—sin,0,cos x) T, we can write the equation of motion (s23) in the rotated coordinate frame as

om=—wym x z+ f(r,t) (m-h) [m x h] +ag [m x (9;m)] — ag (dym) - 2 [m x 2], (s26)

where the vector 2 is defined now as the unit vector along H.g, hence the magnetization projection my = m - h is
simply given by m..
The numerical solution of Eq. (s26) for the time evolution of my is illustrated in Figs. s2,s3 assuming the initial
condition myg = 0.9999 at ¢t = 0. In Fig. s3 we plot the Bloch trajectory of the spin for different parameter choices.
In the regime of ag < fo €K< wy we can find the asymptotic behavior of my at sufficiently small times. In order
to do that it is convenient to represnt m in spherical coordinates: m = (sin @ cos ¢, sin fsin ¢, cos §) ", where 6 is the
polar angle between m and 2 and ¢ is the azimuth. In the limit ag — 0 we find the equations of motion on 6 and ¢:

00 = sin xsin o f(r, t)(sinxsin@cosd) — COS Y COS 0) (s27)

1
Orp = wo + f(r,t) cos B(cos? x cos? ¢ — sin? ¢ — 5 sin y(cot 6 — sin §)). (s28)
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FIG. s3. Real-space visualization of the trajectory of m at different driving frequencies w, corresponding to the top panel in
Fig. s2

We take f(r,t) = fo coswt and assume that fy < wo, so that we find ¢ = wot — ¢o. It is convenient to choose ¢g = 7/2
so that
010 = — fo sin x cos? wot (sin @sin x sin wot — cos O cos x). (s29)

Because we assumed that fo < wg, the dynamics of ¢ is much faster than the dynamics of §. Therefore we average
Eq. (s29) over ¢ and obtain

00 = % cos @sin 2. (s30)
This equation is readily solved by means of the substitution cosf = 1/coshz, sinf = —tanhz. Using the initial
condition 6(0) = 0 one finds
1
cosf(t) = (s31)

cosh (% fotsin2y)’

which gives the result of Eq. (17) of the main text.
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