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ABSTRACT

The spin Hall effect!>2 is a celebrated phenomenon in spintronics and magnetism that has found numerous applications in digital
electronics (memory and logic), but very few in analog electronics. Practically, the only analog application in widespread use is
the spin Hall nano-oscillator (SHNO)? that delivers a high frequency alternating current or voltage to a load. Here, we report its
analogue — a spin Hall nano-antenna (SHNA) that radiates a high frequency electromagnetic wave (alternating electric/magnetic
fields) into the surrounding medium. It can also radiate an acoustic wave in an underlying substrate if the nanomagnets are
made of a magnetostrictive material. That makes it a dual electromagnetic/acoustic antenna. The SHNA is made of an array of
ledged magnetostrictive nanomagnets deposited on a substrate, with a heavy metal nanostrip underlying/overlying the ledges. An
alternating charge current passed through the nanostrip generates an alternating spin-orbit torque in the nanomagnets via the
spin Hall effect which makes their magnetizations oscillate in time with the frequency of the current, producing confined spin
waves (magnons), which radiate electromagnetic waves (photons) in space with the same frequency as the ac current. Despite
being much smaller than the radiated wavelength, the SHNA surprisingly does not act as a point source which would radiate
isotropically. Instead, there is clear directionality (anisotropy) in the radiation pattern, which is frequency-dependent. This is due
to the (frequency-dependent) intrinsic anisotropy in the confined spin wave patterns generated within the nanomagnets, which
effectively endows the “point source” with internal anisotropy.

1 Introduction

The spin Hall effect is a remarkable phenomenon in spintronics that is used to inject spin currents into ferromagnets by passing
charge currents through an underlying heavy metal or topological insulator*>. This results in a spin-orbit torque within
the ferromagnet which is harnessed to switch its magnetization, thereby making it an efficient mechanism to write bits into
non-volatile magnetic memory®. The same effect has also been leveraged to implement combinational Boolean logic using
magnetic switches’. These are digital applications. Analog applications of the spin Hall effect are few and far between, with
the most notable application being in the spin Hall nano-oscillator (SHNO) which is used in microwave assisted magnetic
recording® and neuromorphic computing?, among others.

SHNOs are high frequency oscillators that deliver a high frequency current to a load resistor® as shown in Fig. 1(a). The
SHNO device usually consists of a magnetic tunnel junction (MTJ) whose soft layer is placed in contact with a heavy metal
layer (HM) or a topological insulator (TI). An external magnetic field sets up magnetization precession in the soft layer to
produce spin waves, and the precession is sustained by passing a direct current through the HM or TI, which generates an
anti-damping spin-orbit torque on the soft layer of the MTJ via the spin Hall effect. This torque sustains the oscillations in time.
Because the magnetization of the soft layer oscillates in time, the MTJ acts as an oscillating resistor that will deliver a time
varying current to a load resistor when both are placed in series with a constant voltage source [see Fig. 1(a)].

The disadvantage of this approach is the need for an external magnetic field to set up the magnetization precession or spin
waves. Field-free oscillators, working on a somewhat different principle, have been proposed”, but not yet experimentally
demonstrated. We can also drive an alternating (instead of direct) current through the HM or TI [see Fig. 1(b)] to generate an
alternating (instead of time-invariant) spin-orbit torque in the soft layer. That will induce either back-and-forth domain wall
motion'® or magnetization precession to generate spin waves (magnetization oscillations) in the soft layer, predominantly at the
frequency of the ac current, and without the need for any magnetic field. The MTJ will then once again act as an oscillating
resistor that will deliver an alternating current to a load with the frequency of the injected current. This is, of course, not a
true SHNO since we are not converting dc power from a dc current/voltage to ac power, which an “oscillator” should, but it
will nonetheless produce the oscillating resistor — this time without the need for an external magnetic field. The magnetization
oscillation generated by an alternating spin-orbit torque may have other uses as well, but here we have leveraged it to implement



an “antenna’ that radiates electromagnetic waves into the surrounding medium with the frequency of the injected alternating
current. The fact that an alternating spin-orbit torque generated by passing an alternating current through a HM layer produces
magnetization oscillation of the same frequency in a nanomagnet in contact with the HM, has been verified experimentally by

us in the past'!.
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Figure 1. (a) A spin Hall nano-oscillator (SHNO) acts as a time-varying resistor that delivers a time-varying current to a load
resistor connected in series with it when both are powered by a dc voltage source. (b) Schematic of a SHNO device actuated by
passing an alternating current through a heavy metal (HM) or topological insulator (TI) and no external magnetic field present.
(c) Schematic of a spin Hall nano antenna (SHNA) where, again, no external magnetic field is needed.

An antenna is very distinct from an oscillator. While the former delivers an ac current or voltage to a load resistor, the
latter “radiates” an ac signal (electromagnetic wave) into the surrounding medium, as shown in Fig. 1(c). Various types of
modulation schemes (frequency modulation, phase-shift keying, frequency-shift keying, etc.) of spin torque (and by extension,
spin Hall) nano-oscillators have been demonstrated for signal processing'?>~!7, but there has been no demonstration of antenna
functionality (wireless signal transmission over long distances). Here, we report a spin Hall nano-antenna (SHNA) made of
nanomagnets placed in contact with a HM nanostrip through which an ac current is made to flow. The resulting alternating
spin-orbit torque sets up magnetization oscillations (confined spin waves) in the nanomagnets at the frequency of the current.
These spin waves radiate an electromagnetic wave into the surrounding medium at the frequency of the ac current, thereby
implementing an antenna. It is an extreme sub-wavelength antenna whose dimensions (sub-mm) are much smaller than the
radiated wavelength at the frequencies we have tested, which are between 1 and 10 GHz (free space wavelength 3-30 cm), and
yet it radiates efficiently. Had it been a conventional antenna, its radiation efficiency would have been very poor. This is an
entirely new application of spin-orbit torque and spin Hall effect, and it can spawn a new genre of antennas.

2 Experiment

2.1 Sample description

The schematic of our SHNA device is shown in Fig. 2(a). It consists of linear periodic arrays of “ledged” rectangular
nanomagnets deposited on a LiNbOj3 substrate, with a Pt nanostrip underlying the ledges as shown in Fig. 2. The Pt nanostrip is
~300 nm wide and 5 nm thick. There are 3000 linear arrays, each containing 95 nanomagnets (total of 285,000 nanomagnets),
and the ends of the nanostrips in each array are connected to two contact pads as shown in Fig. 2(a). Alternating charge current
is passed between these two pads to generate alternating spin-orbit torques on the nanomagnets, which produce spin waves that
radiate electromagnetic waves. The nanomagnets are made of Co, a magnetostrictive ferromagnet, and their thickness is 15 nm.
Nanomagnet and ledge dimensions, intermagnet separation, etc. are all shown in the scanning electron micrograph in Fig. 2(b).
The inter-nanomagnet separation is large enough that any dipole interaction between neighbors is negligible.
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Figure 2. (a) Schematic of the spin Hall nano-antenna device. (b) Scanning electron micrograph of the device showing the
various structural dimensions).

2.2 Antenna activation

An alternating current is pumped into each Pt nanostrip which injects spin currents of alternating spin polarization into the
nanomagnets via the spin Hall effect!? to cause alternating spin-orbit torque'® that results in either back-and-forth domain wall
motion in the nanomagnets'?, or magnetization precession, or both, which excites confined spin waves within the nanomagnets.
The spin waves are time varying magnetizations (mimicking oscillating magnetic dipoles) that can radiate electromagnetic
waves in the surrounding medium. The radiation can be detected with receiving antennas.

There is a reason why the nanomagnets are ledged and the Pt strip is placed only over the ledges. Since Co is magnetostrictive,
it physically expands and contracts when its magnetization alternates with the frequency of the pumped ac current. If we place
the Pt strip directly on the nanomagnets to generate the alternating spin-orbit torque, it will “clamp” the nanomagnets and
prevent the expansion/contraction, which will quench the spin waves and encumber the radiation process. It is imperative to not
clamp the nanomagnets if they are magnetostrictive. This is the reason that the Pt strip is placed only on the ledges so as to not
encumber the expansion/contraction of the bulk of the nanomagnets. The bottom surfaces of the nanomagnets are of course
clamped by the underlying substrate, but this does not hinder the expansion/contraction of the top layers and hence does not
prevent the generation of confined spin waves within the nanomagnets, which radiate electromagnetic waves.

Of course, the ledges would have been entirely unnecessary if we had chosen a non-magnetostrictive or weakly magne-
tostrictive ferromagnet like Fe (instead of Co), which would not have experienced the expansion/contraction. We did not do
that for a reason. If we can make the nanomagnets expand and contract with the frequency of the ac current (which requires
sufficient magnetostriction), then this expansion/contraction will generate a time-varying strain in the substrate underneath,
which will cause a surface acoustic wave (SAW) of the same frequency as the ac current to propagate in the substrate. That
SAW can be picked up with interdigitated transducers if the substrate is piezoelectric (this is the reason for using the LiNbO3
substrate; otherwise Si would work just as well). This will make this construct act as a dual electromagnetic and acoustic
antenna that radiates an electromagnetic wave into space while simultaneously radiating an acoustic wave in the underlying
substrate. The acoustic antenna functionality was already demonstrated by us in the past!! and hence not addressed here.

2.3 Spin waves in the nanomagnets due to ac spin Hall effect caused by the ac current

To further ascertain that pumping an alternating current into the heavy metal nanostrip overlying the ledges of the nanomagnets
indeed excites spin waves (magnons) in them, we carried out time-resolved magneto-optical Kerr effect (TR-MOKE) measure-
ments to confirm that spin waves are generated in the nanomagnets, and then find their frequency spectra. The details of the

3/10



" @1GHz

|
AN ()
F " X m . AW,
Laser spot (we v @1.5 GHz
are exciting A . ) A s

w
approximately ¥ T = ' " @2 GH
2 nanomagnets WWVV 3 l @ z
at a time.) [ A . A ] & \ -
SR Y Ay 3 y ' 1 s 2.5 GH
B Nanomagnet = l @ z
- with ledge A N A 2 . .
Is a E l @3 GHz

Kerr rotation
(arb. units)

P > M 15

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 0
Time delay (ns)

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3. (a) The pump and probe laser spots are approximately 1 ptm in diameter and hence cover two nanomagnets at a time.
Hence the spin waves are always sampled from two nanomagnets. (b) Kerr oscillations in the nanomagnets plotted in the time
domain. (c) Fast Fourier transform of the Kerr oscillations showing the peaks in the spin wave spectra.
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TR-MOKE setup are provided in the Supporting Information. We pumped alternating current into the heavy metal nanostrip at
six different frequencies of 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3 and 3.5 GHz with constant input power of 16 dbm. The pump and probe beam laser
spots of the TR-MOKE setup overlap in space and cover only two nanomagnets at a time and hence we are sampling the spin
waves from only two nanomagnets, as shown in Fig. 3(a). The measured Kerr-oscillations are shown in Fig. 3(b). Fast Fourier
transform of these oscillations reveals the peaks in the spectra of the spin waves excited by the ac current, which are shown in
Fig. 3(c). It is interesting to note that while there is always a peak at the current pumping frequency (as expected), there are
also other peaks at higher frequencies which are not necessarily integral multiples of the pumping frequencies. These other
peaks are obviously not associated with the ac current injection since they occur at arbitrary frequencies. Further investigation
showed that the frequencies where these peaks occur vary from one region of the nanomagnet array to another. Recall that the
pump and probe beam of the TR-MOKE setup samples only two nanomagnets at a time; hence, we are always probing the
modes locally, i.e. within those two nanomagnets. If we focus the pump and probe beam on a different nanomagnet pair, then
the mode at the ac current frequency remains unchanged in frequency, but the other mode frequencies change. This is shown in
the Supporting Information. Thus, the higher frequency modes are different in different regions of the nanomagnet array and
ensemble averaging over the entire array will wash them out. Therefore, we do not expect to see radiation at their frequencies,
but instead expect to see radiation only at the frequency of the ac current since ensemble averaging does not wash it out.

We cannot confirm the origin of the spatially-varying high frequency modes conclusively, but very likely they are vortex
modes caused by strain pulses generated in the nanomagnet by the laser heating and cooling. The heating and cooling by the
pump and probe pulses will cause strain pulses in the nanomagnets because of the unequal thermal expansion coefficients of
the nanomagnets and the substrate'®2!'. It has been shown that such strain pulses spawn vortex modes in magnetostrictive
nanomagnets>> and that the spectra of these modes depend on the nanomagnet diameter (D) and thickness (¢). Since both D
and ¢ vary somewhat across the nanomagnet array, we expect to see variance in the frequencies of the high frequency modes
and that is exactly what we see. Because of this variance, if we ensemble average the high frequency modes across the entire
nanomagnet array of 285,000 nanomagnets that are present in our samples, then their amplitudes will become negligible
compared to that of the one occurring at the frequency of the ac current. As a result, we cannot observe any electromagnetic
radiation with the frequencies of the spatially-varying high-frequency modes, but can only observe electromagnetic radiation at
the alternating current frequency.

2.4 Electromagnetic radiation spectrum
We measured the spectra of the electromagnetic radiation emitted by the samples in an anechoic chamber, with the detecting
horn antenna facing the plane of the nanomagnets as shown in the inset of Fig. 4. A spectrum analyzer was connected to the
horn antenna to measure the spectrum of the received emission. The sample was placed at a distance of 81 cm from the horn
antenna to ensure that we are always measuring the far-field radiation at the excitation frequency. The input power from the ac
current source was set to 15 dbm (31 mW).

We had also measured the spectrum of the scattering parameter S1; with a vector network analyzer and that data are shown
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Figure 4. Electromagnetic radiation spectrum of the real and control samples when the frequency of the ac current pumped
into the Pt nanostrip is set to 3 GHz and the input power is 15 dbm. The distance between the receiving horn antenna and the
sample in this case is 81 cm which is 8 times the wavelength, ensuring that we are measuring the far-field radiation.

in the Supporting Information. There are two sharp notches in the Sy; spectrum at 3.1 and 5.8 GHz, showing stronger coupling
from the alternating current source into the sample at these frequencies. Because of this, we measured the spectrum of the
emitted radiation with the driving alternating current frequency set to 3 GHz.

The radiation measured by the horn antenna in the anechoic chamber is of course not solely due to the nanomagnets, but
also has contributions from the Pt nanostrip, the contact lines, the contact pads and any other extraneous source of radiation.
In an attempt to separate out the extraneous contributions, we fabricated two sets of samples that are otherwise nominally
identical, except one has nanomagnets and the other does not. We call the latter “control sample” and measure the spectrum
of the radiation it emits for comparison with that of the real sample which contains the nanomagnets. In Fig. 4 we show the
measured spectra from both the real and the control sample. Screenshots of the spectra taken from the spectrum analyzer can be
found in the Supporting Information.

It is important to understand that the difference between the power received at any point in space from the real and the
control sample need not be positive because of interference. The wave emitted from the nanomagnets and that emitted by
the peripherals interfere at any point in space. Destructive interference will make the power received from the real sample
(containing nanomagnets plus peripherals) less than that received from the control sample (containing only the peripherals),
whereas constructive interference will have the opposite effect. This introduces an ambiguity that cannot be resolved easily.
Furthermore, in our case, the observed difference is small in magnitude. The power received from the real sample by the horn
antenna of receiving area 3 cm X 3 cm was -55 dbm (3.16 nW) whereas that received from the control sample was -57.5 dbm
(1.77 nW). The difference of 1.4 nW, albeit well above the noise floor in the anechoic chamber [which was -120 dbm (1 pW)],
is too small to allow us to make any quantitative estimates, given the limited sensitivities of the measuring equipment. We also
cannot determine how much of this difference actually accrues from the nanomagnets and how much is due to unavoidable
slight differences between the peripherals (i.e. contact pads, etc.) in the real sample and control sample. Furthermore, as we
show in the next section, the nanomagnets radiate anisotropically, so that the difference between the power received from the
real sample and the control sample will be different in different directions for the same source-detector separation. All this
prevents us from drawing any quantitative inferences and hinders us from determining the radiation efficiency of the SHNA.

We also notice that there are satellite peaks in the radiation spectrum that are present in both the real sample and the control
sample. They are much weaker than the main peak. These satellite peaks do not conform to the higher frequency spin wave
modes observed in Fig. 3. Furthermore, the control sample, which does not have any nanomagnets, also emits those peaks. This
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tells us that these satellite peaks are either from extraneous sources, or generated by the peripherals, and are not associated with
the vortex modes generated in the nanomagnets by laser heating/cooling. As already mentioned, those vortex modes ensemble
average out when averaged over the entire nanomagnet array and hence do not contribute to measurable radiation.

We conclude this section by pointing out that it is well-known in the context of conventional antennas that the gain,
bandwidth and radiation efficiency will plummet if the antenna dimension is shrunk to small fractions of the electromagnetic
wavelength that it radiates>>?*. However, that happens only if the antenna is actuated by electromagnetic resonance. There is a
school of thought that believes that if an antenna is actuated by acoustic resonance instead of electromagnetic resonance, then
the effective wavelength that matters will be the acoustic wavelength at the frequency of radiation and not the electromagnetic
wavelength. Since the former is typically five orders of magnitude smaller than the latter, this will allow antennas to be
miniaturized to small fractions of the electromagnetic wavelength without sacrificing radiation efficiency or gain. This prompted
significant research in acoustically actuated magneto-electric antennas of various types>>~2°. Their intrinsic radiation efficiencies
did beat the theoretical limit on the radiation efficiencies of conventional antennas actuated by electromagnetic resonance,
sometimes even by many orders of magnitude, which lends credence to this idea. The SHNA that is presented here, however,
is not actuated acoustically and is of a completely different flavor. This new genre of antennas can open a new direction of
research in electrically small antennas whose dimensions are orders of magnitude smaller than the electromagnetic wavelength
and yet they radiate efficiently.

3 Radiation patterns

We measured the radiation patterns of the SHNA in three different planes — the plane of the nanomagnets and the two transverse
planes. They were measured at frequencies of 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 GHz (wavelengths 5 - 30 cm). The detector was always placed
at a distance of 81 cm from the sample, which means that we are detecting the far-field radiation pattern. The patterns were
measured for both the real sample and the control sample. The results are shown in Fig. 5 for both horizontal and vertical
polarizations in the plane of the nanomagnets. The radiation patterns in the two transverse planes can be found in the Supporting
Information.

Since the radiation pattern of the real sample is very significantly different from that of the control sample, we can once
again conclude that the nanomagnets are radiating. This is further confirmatory evidence of the spin Hall nano-antenna (SHNA)
operation.

We note from Fig. 5 that the difference between the radiation from the real sample and the control sample varies quite
strongly with direction, which means that the nanomagnets are radiating anisotropically. This anisotropy is surprising since
the lateral dimension of the entire nanomagnet array (~ 160 gm) is much smaller than the electromagnetic wavelength at all
measurement frequencies. Hence the entire nanomagnet array could be viewed as a point source that should radiate isotropically.
Yet, it does not. To understand the origin of the anisotropy which is counter-intuitive, we have simulated the magnetization
oscillations (spin waves) in the nanomagnets when pumped by the ac spin-orbit torque.

We used the micromagnetic simulator OOMMEF package to find the magnetization components along the three coordinate
axes My(t), M, (t) and M,(r) as a function of time for three different frequencies of the pumping current: 3, 4 and 6 GHz. These
plots are shown in Fig. 6 for 3 GHz. It is interesting to note that the oscillations (and hence the spin waves) have much larger
amplitude along the in-plane direction that is perpendicular to the ledges (i.e., the x-direction). This feature is observed at
all three frequencies of 3, 4 and 6 GHz. Only the 3 GHz results are shown in Fig. 6, while the other two can be found in
the Supporting Information. Hence, the so-called “point source” has internal anisotropy since the spin waves have different
amplitudes in different directions. That causes the anisotropy in the radiation pattern. Of course, this happens because of the
anisotropic shape and geometry of the nanomagnets employed here.

In Fig. 6 we also show the power and phase profiles of the spin waves excited in the nanomagnet at 3 GHz excitation,
calculated by the procedure described in®°. Surprisingly, these profiles are quite frequency-dependent. For example, at 3 GHz,
the spin wave power is concentrated at the edge of the nanomagnet abutting the ledge, while at 4 and 6 GHz (see Supporting
Information) it is concentrated in the ledge and the edge facing away from the ledge. These features are responsible for the
frequency dependence of the radiation pattern.

4 Conclusion

We have demonstrated a spin Hall nano-antenna (SHNA) which is an analogue of the celebrated spin Hall nano-oscillator
(SHNO) — the difference being that the latter delivers an alternating signal to a load whereas the former radiates an alternating
signal into the surrounding medium. The SHNA is actuated by periodic spin-orbit torque (SOT) generated in nanomagnets by
pumping an alternating current into a heavy metal nanostrip in physical contact with the nanomagnets. The alternating SOT,
arising from the alternating spin Hall effect in the heavy metal, generates confined spin waves (magnons) in the nanomagnets
that radiate electromagnetic waves (photons) in space.
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Figure 5. The radiation pattern at different frequencies in the plane of the nanomagnets. The patterns are shown for both the
real sample and the control sample, as well as for both horizontal and vertical polarizations.

The SHNA can be orders of magnitude smaller than the radiated electromagnetic wavelength and yet emit efficiently. Hence,
it is ideal for embedded applications where the antenna has to be much smaller than the wavelength (medically implanted
devices, underwater/under-ice communication, wearable electronics, etc.) and yet must radiate with acceptable efficiency.
We have also shown that while these antennas can be viewed as “point sources” because they are much smaller than the
electromagnetic wavelength, they radiate anisotropically because the spin waves that are excited in the nanomagnets are
anisotropic in nature.
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Figure 6. Simulated magnetization oscillations (spin waves) in a nanomagnet at an ac current frequency of 3 GHz. (a)
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and phase profiles of the spin waves inside a nanomagnet; (e) designation of the coordinate axes x, y and z.

Data Availability
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