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The reduction of phase noise in electronic systems is of utmost importance in modern communication and
signal processing applications and requires an understanding of the underlying physical processes. Here, we
systematically study the phase noise in mutually synchronized chains of nano-constriction spin Hall nano-
oscillators (SHNOs). We find that longer chains have improved phase noise figures at low offset frequencies
(1/f noise), where chains of two and ten mutually synchronized SHNOs have 2.8 and 6.2 dB lower phase
noise than single SHNOs. This is close to the theoretical values of 3 and 10 dB, and the deviation is
ascribed to process variations between nano-constrictions. However, at higher offset frequencies (thermal
noise), the phase noise unexpectedly increases with chain length, which we ascribe to process variations, a
higher operating temperature in the long chains at the same drive current and phase delays in the coupling
between nano-constrictions.

Spin transfer and spin-orbit torque provide means to
drive nanomagnetic systems into current tunable high-
frequency precession1–3. The resulting microwave volt-
age signal can be used for communication applications4–8

and spectral analysis9,10, where the small footprint,
ready integration with CMOS technology, and wide fre-
quency tunability make these oscillators particularly in-
teresting. While STNOs, comprising ferromagnetic/non-
magnetic/ferromagnetic structures, requires a somewhat
complex fabrication process due to the current flowing
out-of-plane, spin-orbit torque-driven spin Hall nano-
oscillators (SHNOs) utilize in-plane currents in simple
ferromagnetic/heavy metal bilayer systems11–20, where
heavy metals (e.g. Pt21, Ta22,23, and W15,24,25) pro-
duce pure spin currents through the spin Hall effect26.
The simple geometry and in-plane current flow allow
ease of fabrication, direct optical access, and the abil-
ity to synchronize multiple oscillators in chains and two-
dimensional arrays16,27,28, making such SHNOs promis-
ing candidates for emerging spintronic applications in-
cluding Ising machines29–31 and neuromorphic comput-
ing32–35. For communication applications, the phase
noise plays a crucial role, as it directly determines the
performance of the system. To evaluate the potential of
nano-oscillators for conventional signal processing appli-
cations, it is hence essential to characterize their phase
noise performance36–42, understand its physical origin,
and suggest methods43 for its improvement.

Here, we perform a comprehensive analysis of phase
noise in single NC SHNOs as well as short (2 NCs) and
longer (10 NCs) chains of mutually synchronized NC
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SHNOs and demonstrate that it can be significantly re-
duced compared to single SHNOs. We find that in the
case of two NC SHNOs the mutual synchronization leads
to an improvement of 2.8 dB in the 1/f flicker frequency
phase noise, which is very close to the theoretical pre-
diction of 3 dB. In the longer chain of 10 NCs, the 1/f
noise improves by 6.2 dB, which is substantial but further
(3.8 dB) from the theoretical expectation of 10 dB. We
argue that this deviation originates from process varia-
tions between individual NCs, since the theoretical value
assumes identical intrinsic frequencies of all oscillators.
Somewhat unexpectedly, the white (thermal) frequency
phase noise at higher noise frequencies is found to in-
crease with chain length, being 2.1 dB worse for two NCs
and 3.1 dB worse for 10 NCs, compared to single SHNOs.
In addition to process variations, the longer chains also
operate at higher temperature, due to the higher power
dissipation, which may further increase the phase noise,
in particular in the thermal region. As the measured
linewidth improves substantially with chain length, we
conclude that it is governed primarily by the 1/f noise.

Single NC SHNOs and chains were fabricated
from DC/RF magnetron sputtered W(5 nm)/NiFe(5
nm)/Al2O3(4 nm) stacks. The large spin Hall angle of W
(|θSH | >0.44) reduces the threshold current15,25 and the
anisotropic magnetoresistance (AMR) of NiFe (0.65 %)
provides a reasonable output power21,44. The devices
were patterned into 150 nm NCs with 200 nm center-to-
center separation (in chains) using e-beam lithography
followed by Ar-ion etching (for details see e.g.45). Fig-
ure 1a shows a schematic of a 10 NC chain.

Phase noise measurements were performed at fixed cur-
rent and magnetic field and analyzed using a Hilbert
transform technique8. Analysis of close-in phase noise
at low offset frequencies of sub-Hz range requires that
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a SHNO chain with 10 nano-
constrictions in series. (b) The phase noise measurement
setup, where LO is a local oscillator tuned around 18 GHz
to down-convert the SHNO signal to 10 MHz. The mixer is
a ZMDB-44H-K+ double-balanced mixer, and the LFP is a
lumped-element lowpass filter with a cutoff frequency of 30
MHz and stopband attenuation of 40dB. The sampling rate
of the oscilloscope is 50 MS/s.

the experimental time traces are accumulated over sec-
onds time scales, which would require Terabytes of data
to be processed with direct signal sampling at a 40 GS/s
rate. In order to reduce the processed amount of data
for such a long time series, we performed SNHO sig-
nal down-sampling using a frequency mixer as shown in
Fig. 1(b). The NC SHNO signal is downconverted to 10
MHz by adjusting the local oscillator (LO) frequency and
captured with a real-time oscilloscope at a low sampling
rate of 50 MS/s. We process the captured signal in sev-
eral steps. First, the captured SHNOs signal gets filtered
with an FIR digital band-pass filter with a central fre-
quency of 10 MHz, bandwidth of 12 MHz and stopband
attenuation of 60 dB to improve the signal-to-noise ra-
tio (SNR) so that the amplitude of the SHNO signal is
sufficiently higher than the RMS amplitude of the ther-
mal noise floor. Note that even though the bandpass
filter removes the thermal noise floor it still allows the
analysis of the close-in phase noise of the signal. Then,
the instantaneous phase gets extracted with a Hilbert

transform46–48 of signal time traces. At the next step,
the instantaneous phase signal is detrended. Finally, a
power spectrum density is calculated from the detrended
instantaneous phase signal using FFT.

The free-running auto-oscillations with varying DC
current (IDC) are shown in Fig. 2(a,b and C) for single
(1 NC), two (2 NC) and ten (10 NC) mutually synchro-
nized SHNOs, respectively. Figure 2d summarizes their
operating frequency, where it can be observed that mu-
tual synchronization of SHNOs leads to higher frequency
tunability. This could be understood as an absolute in-
crease in their magneto-dynamical region. Figure 2e and
2f shows the linewidth and integrated output power for
the oscillator chains. It is clear from the observed param-
eters that mutual synchronization leads to larger output
power and lower linewidth for a larger number of syn-
chronized oscillators in a chain, consistent with earlier
work27,28.

The results of phase noise measurement are presented
in Fig. 3(a-e) for a single and mutually synchronized 2 NC
and 10 NC oscillators in a chain. Phase noise measure-
ments are performed at IDC = 2.53 mA, 2.53 mA and 2.35
mA (also indicated by the yellow dashed line in Fig. 2a-
c) for single and mutually synchronized 2 NC and 10 NC
oscillators, respectively. As can be seen from Fig. 3(a)
all devices demonstrate regions with 1/f and white (ther-
mal) frequency phase noise. Interestingly, in our SHNOs,
the 1/f phase noise corner appears at a much lower offset
frequency of 50 kHz compared to the GHz frequencies for
MTJ STNOs40. A lower value of the 1/f corner leads to
an improved linewidth at laboratory time scales as the
1/f noise has a steep slope and a much higher contribu-
tion to the integrated power of phase noise.

A single SHNO exhibits a phase noise of 0 , −17, and
−67 dBc/Hz at the offset frequencies 100 Hz, 10 kHz, and
1 MHz, respectively. In Fig. 3(b) it can be seen that two
mutually synchronized SHNOs demonstrate a 2.8 dB im-
provement in the 1/f region, which is in good agreement
with the theoretical expectation of 3 dB improvement
for each doubling in the number of synchronized identi-
cal oscillators49–51. In case of 10 NC SHNOs, we expect
to see a 10 dB improvement, but the experiment only
showed a reduction of 6.2 dB. This may be attributed to
process variations in the NC width, which lead to varia-
tions in the intrinsic frequency of the nano-constrictions
in the chain. Process variations naturally become more
noticeable in longer chains as the probability to find N
identical oscillators decreases rapidly with N . Another
factor could be attributed to the geometry of the chain
and its associated thermal effects. A chain of two identi-
cal nano-constrictions will retain the same zero difference
in their relative frequencies even when the temperature
and its gradient increase. However, in the case of more
than two coupled NC-SHNOs, the inner and outer NCs
will heat up differently, leading to a varying intrinsic fre-
quency as a function of position in the chain.

Unexpectedly, in the region of white frequency phase
noise, the 2 NC and 10 NC SHNO, instead of an im-
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FIG. 2. Free running properties of single and mutually synchronized 2 NC and 10 NC SHNO chains. Power spectral density
(PSD) of the auto-oscillation for (a) single NC, (b) 2NC, and (c) 10 NC, respectively. Extracted (d) auto-oscillation frequency,
(e) linewidth, and (f) integrated power. The dashed yellow line represents the current used during phase noise measurements.

FIG. 3. Phase noise spectrum plot for a single and mutually synchronized 2 NC and 10 NC SHNOs in a chain. The
dashed vertical line represents the 1/f–corner frequency of 50 kHz and separates regions with flicker frequency noise and white
frequency phase noise. The steep reduction in phase noise above 6 MHz is associated with the applied bandpass filter used to
improve SNR.

provement, show an increase of the phase noise by 2.1
and 3.1 dB, respectively, as compared to a single NC
SHNO (see Fig. 3(d)). A possible explanation could be

that process variations affect thermal noise much more
than the 1/f noise. From Fig. 2(d) we can deduce from
the increase of the frequency variation with current that
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FIG. 4. COMSOL simulation of 10 NC SHNOs in a chain.
Top panel: a thermal map for an applied DC current of
2.35 mA. Bottom panel: a temperature profile along x-axis
depicted as a dashed green line in top panel. The temparature
difference ∆T between the cental and the edge NC SHNOs is
13K.

nonlinearity of NC SHNO chains increases with the num-
ber of oscillators. It may lead to a sufficient shift in the
corner of white frequency phase noise. Additionally, the
temperature of the NC SHNO is higher for longer chains
which contributes to the region of up-converted thermal
noise. From the inset of Fig. 3(a) where we plot fre-
quency noise, it is more evident that for 2 and 10 NC
the level of white frequency noise, which corresponds to
the flicker frequency type of phase noise, increases with
chain length.

To understand the extent of the temperature gradi-
ent in long chains, we performed COMSOL simulations
of a 10 NC SHNO chain. We used the COMSOL mod-
uel Electric Currents (ec) to simulate the current density
variation in the nanoconstrictions together with the Heat
Transfer in Solids (ht) module. Multiphysics simula-
tions were performed using the Electromagnetic Heating
(emh1) module. In our simulation, we took into account
the 2 nm silicon oxide layer on top of the silicon wafer
which has a significantly lower thermal conductivity of
1.4 W/(m*K). The base silicon wafer has a thermal con-
ductivity of 34 W/(m*K). The simulations are performed
using the measured resistivity for the thin films i.e. W
(300 µΩ-cm) and NiFe (40 µΩ-cm). In order to reduce the
simulation time and resources we simulate a limited chip
area of 1.5x1.5x0.5 mm. Temperature boundary condi-
tions of 293.15 K are applied at the edges of the simulated
area. The top panel in Fig. 4 shows a thermal map for
an applied DC current of 2.35 mA flowing through the
chain. In order to visualize the temperature gradients we
have plotted a temperature profile along x-axis in bottom
panel of Fig. 4. It can be seen that the temperature gra-
dient exponentially increases to the edge of an array. The
temperature deviation ∆T between the central and the

outer NC SHNOs is 13 K. In our previous studies52, we
have experimentally observed a large change in operat-
ing frequency due to thermal effects. In our present work,
we estimate that the temperature gradient contributes a
20 MHz change in intrinsic frequency between the oscil-
lators. However, since a deviation of 20 MHz unequiv-
ocally falls within the broad locking range of SHNOs27

it cannot be the main factor of the sufficient increase
in phase noise. Another reason that can lead to an in-
crease of phase noise in mutually synchronized chains of
oscillators with primarily nearest-neighboor coupling is
the phase delay in the coupling. In the paper53 it has
been shown that the total phase noise can sufficiently
increase in a chain of oscillators with nearest-neighboor
coupling. Since NC SHNO chains demonstrate positive
nonlinearity the coupling between oscillators most likely
happens through propagating spinwaves which may lead
to a large delay. The phase delay of the coupling between
NC SHNOs has to be explored further in order to fully
understand its contribution to the phase noise increase
in both flicker frequency and white frequency regions of
the phase noise.

In summary, we have analyzed the phase noise for sin-
gle, double and ten nano-constriction SHNOs. Two mu-
tually synchronized SHNOs demonstrate a 2.8 dB reduc-
tion in phase noise, which corresponds well to the theo-
retical estimation of 3 dB. The longer chains of 10 nano-
constrictions demonstrate an improvement of 6.2 dB,
which is further from the theoretical value of 10 dB and
can be associated with several factors such as i) pro-
cess variation of the nano-constrictions, ii) temperature
gradients within the chain making the NC SHNOs non-
identical and increasing the overall temperature, and iii)
phase delays in the coupling between nano-constrictions,
which may lead to decoherence in the chain and elevated
noise levels. Further phase noise measurements and anal-
ysis will be required for a more complete understanding
of these different mechanisms and ways to mitigate their
impact.
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and J. Åkerman, Nat. Commun. 10, 2362 (2019).

20V. H. González, R. Khymyn, H. Fulara, A. A. Awad, and
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113, 092401 (2018).

22D. Tiwari, N. Behera, A. Kumar, P. Dürrenfeld, S. Chaudhary,
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