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Spin current generation by acousto-electric evanescent wave
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We experimentally demonstrate that a spin current can be induced by the acousto-electric evanes-
cent wave, an electric field associated with surface acoustic waves (SAWSs) that decay along the sur-
face normal. A previous study showed that a magnetic-field-dependent dc voltage (acoustic voltage)
emerges in heavy metal (HM)/ferromagnet (FM) bilayers under excitation of SAWs. The effect, re-
ferred to as the acoustic spin Hall effect, was understood by assuming a SAW-induced ac spin current
rectified by the oscillation of the FM layer magnetization and the inverse spin Hall effect. However,
the mechanism of the spin current generation remained unidentified. Here we measure the acoustic
voltage as a function of the SAW propagation direction relative to the crystalline orientation of a
LiNbOs3 substrate. We find that the magnetic field angle dependence of the acoustic voltage exhibits
a phase shift depending on the SAW propagation direction. The result is consistently explained in
terms of the acousto-electric evanescent wave generating the spin current in HM layer via the spin
Hall effect, thus clarifies the origin of the acoustic spin Hall effect.

Spin mechatronics [ 2] is an emerging field that inves-
tigates the interaction between spin angular momentum
and mechanical motions. Surface acoustic waves (SAWs),
localized sound modes near solid surfaces, are frequently
employed to generate rf mechanical vibrations. SAWSs
can be coherently excited by applying an rf signal to an
interdigital transducer (IDT) fabricated on a piezoelec-
tric substrate. Previous studies have demonstrated that
SAWSs can couple with electron spins via magnetoelas-
tic coupling [3HI8] and spin-vorticity coupling [I9H22],
leading to spin wave excitation and non-equilibrium spin
accumulation. A recent experimental study showed that
SAWs induce an ac spin current in metallic thin films
with significant spin-orbit interaction [23]. In this effect,
termed as the acoustic spin Hall effect, the SAW-induced
ac spin current was found to possess the following prop-
erties (see the light blue box of Fig. [[[a)): (a) The spin
current flows parallel to the surface normal with its polar-
ization orthogonal to both the flow and SAW propagation
directions; (b) The effect is observed in heavy metals but
not in materials with small spin-orbit interaction, such
as Cu; (c) The spin current is distributed uniformly in
the film thickness direction. If the electric field from the
piezoelectric substrate is efficiently screened by conduc-
tion electrons and decays rapidly in conductors, the last
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property suggests that the spin current have a mechanical
origin rather than an electromagnetic one [24, [25]. Based
on this observation, it was proposed that the source of
the SAW-induced spin current in heavy metals is pro-
portional to the time derivative of the lattice displace-
ment [23]. However, the microscopic mechanism under-
lying the spin current generation has remained unidenti-
fied.

In this work, we demonstrate that the origin of the
acoustic spin Hall effect is an acousto-electric evanescent
wave, an electric field that is localized near the substrate
surface and propagates at the speed of the SAW (see
Fig. a)). As reported previously, the ac spin current
manifests itself in a magnetic-field-dependent dc voltage,
referred to as the acoustic voltage hereafter, in heavy
metal (HM)/ferromagnet (FM) bilayers [23]. The acous-
tic voltage arises from the magnetoresistance-mediated
rectification of the ac spin current with an in-phase os-
cillation of the FM layer magnetization via SAW strain
and magnetoelastic coupling. The experimental setup
employed in the previous study, however, was unable to
identify the root cause of the SAW-induced spin current,
whether it is mechanical or electrical. Here we measure
the acoustic voltage as a function of the SAW propa-
gation direction with respect to the crystalline principal
axis of the piezeoelectric substrate. We find that the
magnetic field angle dependence of the acoustic voltage
is phase-shifted as the SAW propagation direction is var-
ied, implying the electrical origin of the acoustic spin Hall
effect. The phase shift is reproduced if we assume that
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic illustration of the acousto-electric

evanescent wave that travels with a SAW on the surface of a
piezoelectric substrate and the spin current generated by the
field in a heavy metal (HM) thin film. The grey spheres and
the light yellow arrows show atoms and their local sponta-
neous polarization, respectively, of the substrate. The purple
lined arrows represent the electric force associated with the
acousto-electric evanescent wave. The light blue box shows
the film deposited on the substrate. The blue and orange
spheres represent electrons with opposite spins flowing in
opposite direction in the film induced by the field and the
spin Hall effect. (b) W thickness (d) dependence of the nor-
malized acoustic voltage vi? = AV.¥/VY, measured for a
W(d)/CoFeB bilayer. Reproduced from Ref. [23].

the ac spin current is proportional to the in-plane electric
field ET™ associated with the acousto-electric evanescent
wave.

First, we outline the strategy to identify the origin of
the spin current. When a SAW traverses a HM/FM bi-
layer, the acoustic voltage emerges via a process that
resembles the spin Hall magnetoresistance (SMR) [26].
Suppose the SAW generates an ac spin current in HM
that is uniform in the film normal direction. The spin
current diffuses to the HM/FM interface and gets re-
flected. The degree of reflection depends on the FM
layer magnetization direction: it is the largest when the
electron spin polarization of the incoming spin current is
parallel to the magnetization while it takes a minimum
when they are orthogonal to each other. The SAW also
changes the magnetization direction via its strain and
the magnetoelasticity of the FM layer. If the magnetiza-
tion direction oscillates in phase with the SAW-induced
ac spin current, the latter is rectified upon reflection at
the interface, thus causing a dc spin current that flows
away from the interface. The reflected dc spin current
is converted to a dc electric current via the inverse spin
Hall effect [27] of the HM layer, which is detected as the
dc acoustic voltage.

The uniformity of the spin current across the film
thickness was inferred from the HM thickness dependence
of the acoustic voltage. Figure (b) presents an exam-
ple from the previous study [23]. The acoustic voltage
reaches its maximum near the spin diffusion length of
the HM layer, which is consistent with the drift-diffusion
model assuming a uniform spin current [28]. However,

it was not possible to determine the mechanism of spin
current generation, whether it has a mechanical or elec-
trical origin. To overcome this issue, we study the acous-
tic voltage as a function of the angle (fsaw) between
the SAW propagation direction g and the crystalline
X-axis of the LiNbOj3 piezoelectric substrate (see inset
to Fig. a)) Due to the crystalline anisotropy of the
piezoelectric tensor, it is known that the relative phase
between the SAW’s mechanical properties (e.g., lattice
displacement, strain, vorticity) and electrical properties
(e.g., electric field, electric displacement field) shows a
strong Osaw dependence [29]. In contrast, the relative
phase among the mechanical properties or the electrical
properties hardly depends on Ogaw. As described above,
the acoustic voltage arises only when the ac spin current
varies in phase with the strain-induced magnetization os-
cillation (note that the latter is a mechanical property).
If the spin current originates from one of the SAW electri-
cal properties, the acoustic voltage will show a significant
fsaw dependence, whereas it will hardly depend on 0saw
if the source has a mechanical origin. Thus, the Ogaw
dependence of the acoustic voltage, together with model
calculations, will allow us to determine the mechanism of
the SAW-induced spin current.

The measurement setup and the coordinate system
are schematically shown in Fig. 2fa). A HM/FM bi-
layer film is grown on a Y+128°-cut LiNbOgs substrate
using rf magnetron sputtering. The film structure is
sub./W(2)/CoFeB(1)/MgO(2)/Ta(1) (thickness in units
of nanometers), where the top MgO/Ta layer is used as
the capping layer to prevent oxidation of the film. Here-
after, the film is referred to as W/CoFeB. Standard opti-
cal lithography and Ar ion etching are employed to pat-
tern a rectangle element from the film. Contact elec-
trodes and IDTs made of conducting metals are formed
using a liftoff process (see Supplemental Material [30],
Sec. I A for the detail).

An optical microscope image of the device is shown in
Fig. 2(b). A number of SAW devices with identical ge-
ometry are fabricated on the same substrate. The orien-
tation of each device is varied with respect to the LiNbOg3
crystalline X-axis to change the SAW propagation direc-
tion q in the substrate plane. The SAW transmission
spectra are measured using a vector network analyzer
(VNA) to obtain the SAW resonance frequency. A typ-
ical spectrum is shown in Fig. Pc). All devices show
a clear transmission peak corresponding to the funda-
mental SAW mode. The SAW resonance frequency f. is
estimated by a Lorentzian fitting. The SAW velocity v is
then derived from the dispersion relation v = f.\, where
A is the SAW wavelength defined by the pitch of the
IDT wires and is fixed to 12 pm. The Asaw dependence
of v is shown in Fig. a), which is consistent with the
velocity of the Rayleigh-type SAW obtained in previous
studies [31].

The longitudinal and transverse acoustic voltages, de-
noted by V., and V., respectively, are measured as a
function of the magnetic field angle ¢y and magnitude
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FIG. 2. (a) A schematic representation of the measurement
setup. The black and green arrows denote the propagation di-
rection of the SAW (q) and the in-plane magnetic field (H),
respectively. The left inset shows the crystalline axes XY Z
of LiNbOg3 substrate (Z corresponds to the spontaneous po-
larization) and the lab coordinate system (zyz). Here we set
z along q. The film stacking of the HM/FM bilayer employed
in this study is shown in the right inset. (b) An optical mi-
croscopy image of representative devices. The black scale bar
in the image corresponds to a length of 500 um. The bright
areas show the electrodes and the IDTs, whereas the dark
grey regions indicate the substrate. The light grey-rectangles
located in the center of the IDTs represent the HM/FM thin
films. (c) A typical SAW transmission spectrum. @saw is
set to 0°. The blue (red) curve shows the transmission spec-
trum when the SAW propagates from IDT1 to IDT2 (IDT2
to IDT1).

H while an rf signal is applied to IDT'1 from a signal gen-
erator (see Fig. a)). The average value of the rf power
is fixed to 13 dBm and its frequency is set to f.. The
measurement is performed under two different magnetic
field magnitudes of approximately 60 mT and 18 mT.
Details of the measurements are described in Sec. I C of
the Supplemental Material [30].

The ¢y dependence of V,, is shown in Fig. |3| (see
Supplemental Material [30], Sec. II C for the results of
Vyz). Ve shows a sinusoidal change whose period is
90° in all cases. The amplitude of the sinusoidal mod-
ulation is smaller when the magnitude of the magnetic
field is larger. This is caused by the reduction in the
strain-induced magnetization oscillation amplitude when
the magnetic field is increased [23]. Interestingly, the
g dependence of the acoustic voltage varies with Ogaw .
For instance, V,, changes in the form of sin®2py for
Osaw = 0° whereas it varies as sindpp for Ogaw = 45°.

Guided by the above observation, we fit the data using
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FIG. 3. (a-d) The magnetic field angle (pg) dependence of

the acoustic voltage Vi, for W/CoFeB. The red (blue) dots
show data when the magnitude of the magnetic field is set to
60 mT (18 mT). Osaw is denoted at the top of each panel. The
black dotted lines indicate the field-independent component
V2, defined by Eq. . The rf power is fixed at 13 dBm, and
the frequency is set to the SAW resonance frequency of 323
MHz (a), 305 MHz (b), 297 MHz (c), and 302 MHz (d).

the following function:
Ve = VO + AV sin 20 sin (205 — Age). (1)

AV2 represents the amplitude of the 90°-periodic com-
ponent. Ay, is a phase shift to account for the change in
the ¢ dependence with fsaw. V.2, AVA? and Agp,, ob-
tained from the fitting to the ¢ dependence of V, with
Eq. , are plotted against fsaw in Fig. @kb—d). All the
parameters show significant dependences on fsaw. First,
V9., indicated by the horizontal dotted lines in Fig.
changes its sign at a certain angle between |0saw| = 45°
and 60°. It was previously reported that V. originates
from the acousto-electric current, the dc charge flow gen-
erated by SAW [32H36]. Conventional theory suggests
that the sign of the acousto-electric current is the same
regardless of Osaw [33]. Hence the sign reversal of V2,
observed in this work cannot be explained with such the-
ory. As the focus of this work is on AVA and Ay, we
address the fsaw dependence of V2, in a different occa-
sion. AV and Agp, also show significant dependences
on Osaw. AV is roughly symmetric with respect to
Osaw = 0°, whereas Ay, monotonically and continuously
changes from —180° to +180° when fgaw is varied from
+90° to —90°.

The results presented in Fig. [4c,d) establish that the
acoustic voltage varies significantly with Osaw, suggest-
ing that the spin current is of electrical origin. To account
for the Osaw dependence of the acoustic voltage quanti-
tatively, we extend the model developed previously [23]
to include the effects of all the strain components associ-
ated with the SAW. The following expression is obtained
for the acoustic voltage (see Supplemental Material [30],
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FIG. 4. The fsaw dependence of v (a), V& (b), AVa¢ (c),
and Ag, (d) for W/CoFeB. V., V¢, and Ay, are obtained
from the fit to the data using Eq. . The data are obtained
from measurements using a magnetic field of 60 mT. The rf
signal is applied to IDT1 with frequency at the SAW reso-
nance and power of 13 dBm. Black crosses in (a,c,d) show
results of the model calculation.

Sec. III for the details of the derivation):

AVE = Lonr28 J———
P poH Ms

2

J. = As\/@Re[(Xs)* . em])Z + (;Re[(XS)* : 2%}) ;
(2)

where pn is the resistivity of the HM layer, 7% is the
spin Hall magnetoresistance ratio of the HM/FM bilayer,
L is the length of the film along the SAW propagation,
b and Mg are the magnetoelastic coupling energy den-
sity and the saturation magnetization of the FM layer,
respectively, and pg is the vacuum permeability. €., and
€zy are the longitudinal and shear strain induced by the
SAW. X, denotes the hypothetical source of spin current
such as a component of electric field, and Ag is a prefactor
for X;. The phase shift Ay, is given as

A

cos Ap, = ﬁRe[(Xs)* “€zz),
| A ) (3)
sin Ap, = ﬁRe[(Xs) . ZEzy].

See Supplemental Material [30], Eq. (S35) for the explicit
form of A, using the relative phase between X and
€xms €xy- Our task is now to identify X, that reproduces
the experimental results shown in Fig. [{{c,d).

We perform a model calculation of electrical properties
of the SAW (as well as mechanical properties for confir-
mation) and the resulting acoustic voltage [33, B7, B8]:
see Supplemental Material [30], Sec. III, for the details
of calculation. The calculated SAW velocity, plotted in
Fig. a) with black crosses, reproduces the experimen-
tal results, thus justifying the model. We find that all

the experimental results can be accounted for if we take
X, = E™ the electric field along z originating from the
acosuto-electric evanescent wave with decay length ~ .
Since the film thickness is much smaller than A, EI™ is
almost uniform along z. Note that EI™ is not electro-
statically screened by the conduction electrons since it is
an electromagnetic transverse field [39]. The calculated
Ay, shown by the black crosses in Fig. d), agrees well
with the experimental data. We check whether other
choices for Xy may reproduce the data, and find that
only EIM can account for the experimental results: see
Supplemental Material [30], Fig. S5. Note that the time
derivative of the lattice displacement vector, proposed
as the source of the SAW-induced spin current previ-
ously [23], can account for the experimental results only
when QSAW = 0°.

The amplitude of the acoustic voltage AV is also es-
timated by the model calculation. First, we find |EI™M| =
4.1 V/em and |ez,| = 7.5 x 107° for the SAW excited by
the rf power of 18 mW along fsaw = 0° when the sub-
strate surface is covered with a film whose resistivity and
thickness are 150 uQ2-cm and 3 nm, respectively. AV, is
then calculated from Eq. with the electrical conduc-
tivity o, = pﬁl substituted for Ag, using the following pa-
rameters: L = 460 pum, py = 150 uQ-cm [23], uoH = 60
mT, b= —4.7 MJ/m? [8], and Mg = 1.3 MA/m [40]. r2¢
is obtained from the present experiments: we find ~0.9
% for all devices with different fsaw (see also Fig. S2(b)
of Supplemental Material [30]). The calculated AV is
shown by the black crosses in Fig. c)7 reproducing the
Osaw dependence well while the amplitude is off roughly
by a factor of three. The discrepancy is likely due to the
use of literature values of material parameters (both the
LiNbOj substrate and the thin films) in the calculation.
Given that there are no free parameters to adjust, we con-
sider this to be a satisfactory agreement. We thus con-
clude that the origin of the spin current is the ac electric
field that accompanies the SAW and the spin Hall effect
of the HM layer. We remark that the acousto-electric
evanescent wave is in fact a transverse (divergence-free
and not rotation-free) field that should induce magnetic
field [411 [42]. This theoretical aspect will be discussed in
a separate report [39].

In summary, we have studied the acoustic voltage in
heavy metal (HM)/ferromagnet (FM) bilayers to identify
the source of the spin current generated in the acoustic
spin Hall effect. The magnetic field angle dependence of
the acoustic voltage exhibits a phase shift that depends
on the SAW propagation direction with respect to the
crystalline orientation of the LiNbOg substrate. A model
calculation shows that the results can be accounted for if
an ac electric field propagating at the speed of the SAW,
referred to as the acousto-electric evanescent wave, gen-
erates the spin current in the HM layer via the spin Hall
effect. These findings in turn imply potential applica-
tions of the acousto-electric evanescent waves. As their
phase velocity is several orders of magnitude slower than
that of light, the associated electric field has a wavenum-



ber far larger than that of microwaves. In analogy with
the excitation of surface plasmon polariton by evanescent
light, the acousto-electric evanescent wave may provide a
novel approach for probing unexplored quasiparticle exci-
tations in materials that are inaccessible by conventional
electromagnetic waves.

I. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank K. Usami for fruitful discussions. This work
was partly supported by JSPS KAKENHI (Grant Nos.

20J21915, 20J20952, 21K13886, 23KJ1419, 23KJ1159,
23H05463, and 24K00576), JST PRESTO Grant No.
JPMHPR20LB, Japan, and JSPS Bilateral Program
Number JPJSBP120245708.

[1] S. T. B. Goennenwein, S. Maekawa, and G. E. W. Bauer,
Spin mechanics, Solid State Commun. 198, 1 (2014).

[2] M. Matsuo, E. Saitoh, and S. Maekawa, Spin-
Mechatronics, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan
86, 011011 (2017).

[3] M. Weiler, L. Dreher, C. Heeg, H. Huebl, R. Gross, M. S.
Brandt, and S. T. B. Goennenwein, Elastically driven
ferromagnetic resonance in nickel thin films, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106, 117601 (2011).

[4] L. Dreher, M. Weiler, M. Pernpeintner, H. Huebl,
R. Gross, M. S. Brandt, and S. T. B. Goennenwein,
Surface acoustic wave driven ferromagnetic resonance in
nickel thin films: Theory and experiment, Phys. Rev. B
86, 134415 (2012).

[5] R. Sasaki, Y. Nii, Y. Iguchi, and Y. Onose, Nonrecipro-
cal propagation of surface acoustic wave in Ni/LiNbO3,
Phys. Rev. B 95, 020407 (2017).

[6] M. Kif}, M. Heigl, L. Flacke, A. Horner, M. Weiler,
M. Albrecht, and A. Wixforth, Nonreciprocal
dzyaloshinskii-moriya magnetoacoustic waves, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 125, 217203 (2020).

[7] D. Hatanaka, M. Asano, H. Okamoto, Y. Kunihashi,
H. Sanada, and H. Yamaguchi, On-chip coherent trans-
duction between magnons and acoustic phonons in cavity
magnomechanics, Phys. Rev. Appl. 17, 034024 (2022).

[8] H. Matsumoto, I. Yasuda, M. Asano, Y. To-
daka, T. Kawada, M. Kawaguchi, D. Hatanaka, and
M. Hayashi, Magnon—phonon coupling of synthetic anti-
ferromagnets in a surface acoustic wave cavity resonator,
Nano Letters 24, 5683 (2024).

[9] Y. Hwang, J. Puebla, K. Kondou, C. Gonzalez-
Ballestero, H. Isshiki, C. S. Munoz, L. Liao, F. Chen,
W. Luo, S. Maekawa, and Y. Otani, Strongly coupled
spin waves and surface acoustic waves at room tempera-
ture, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 056704 (2024).

[10] A. V. Chumak, P. Dhagat, A. Jander, A. A. Serga, and
B. Hillebrands, Reverse doppler effect of magnons with
negative group velocity scattered from a moving bragg
grating, [Phys. Rev. B 81, 140404 (2010).

[11] T. P. Lyons, J. Puebla, K. Yamamoto, R. S. Deacon,
Y. Hwang, K. Ishibashi, S. Maekawa, and Y. Otani,
Acoustically driven magnon-phonon coupling in a layered
antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 196701 (2023).

[12] Y. Cao, H. Ding, Y. Zuo, X. Li, Y. Zhao, T. Li, N. Lei,
J. Cao, M. Si, L. Xi, C. Jia, D. Xue, and D. Yang,
Acoustic spin rotation in heavy-metal-ferromagnet bilay-

ers, Nature Communications 15, 1013 (2024).

[13] S. Mi, C. Zhao, M. Liu, J. Wang, and Q. Liu, Detection of
spin current generated by the acoustic spin—rotation cou-
pling mechanism via acoustic voltage, Applied Physics
Letters 125, 252402 (2024).

[14] Y. Nii, K. Yamamoto, M. Kanno, S. Maekawa, and
Y. Onose, |Observation of nonreciprocal diffraction of]
surface acoustic wave (2024), |arXiv:2405.18817 [cond-
mat.mes-hall].

[15] R. Chen, C. Chen, L. Han, P. Liu, R. Su, W. Zhu,
Y. Zhou, F. Pan, and C. Song, Ordered creation and
motion of skyrmions with surface acoustic wave, Nature
Communications 14, 4427 (2023).

[16] Y. Yang, L. Zhao, D. Yi, T. Xu, Y. Chai, C. Zhang,
D. Jiang, Y. Ji, D. Hou, W. Jiang, J. Tang, P. Yu, H. Wu,
and T. Nan, Acoustic-driven magnetic skyrmion motion,
Nature Communications 15, 1018 (2024).

[17] M. Foerster, F. Macia, N. Statuto, S. Finizio,
A. Herniandez-Minguez, S. Lendinez, P. V. Santos,
J. Fontcuberta, J. M. Hernandez, M. Klaui, and
L. Aballe, Direct imaging of delayed magneto-dynamic
modes induced by surface acoustic waves, Nature Com-
munications 8, 407 (2017).

[18] B. Casals, N. Statuto, M. Foerster, A. Hernandez-
Minguez, R. Cichelero, P. Manshausen, A. Mandziak,
L. Aballe, J. M. Hernandez, and F. Macia, Generation
and imaging of magnetoacoustic waves over millimeter
distances, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 137202 (2020).

[19] M. Matsuo, J. Ieda, K. Harii, E. Saitoh, and S. Maekawa,
Mechanical generation of spin current by spin-rotation
coupling, Phys. Rev. B 87, 180402 (2013).

[20] D. Kobayashi, T. Yoshikawa, M. Matsuo, R. Iguchi,
S. Maekawa, E. Saitoh, and Y. Nozaki, Spin current gen-
eration using a surface acoustic wave generated via spin-
rotation coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 077202 (2017).

[21] Y. Kurimune, M. Matsuo, and Y. Nozaki, Observation
of gyromagnetic spin wave resonance in nife films, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 124, 217205 (2020).

[22] M. Huang, W. Hu, H. Zhang, and F. Bai, Giant spin-
vorticity coupling excited by shear-horizontal surface
acoustic waves, Phys. Rev. B 107, 134401 (2023).

[23] T. Kawada, M. Kawaguchi, T. Funato, H. Kohno, and
M. Hayashi, Acoustic spin Hall effect in strong spin-orbit
metals, Science Advances 7, eabd9697 (2021).

[24] T. Funato and M. Matsuo, Acoustic rashba—edelstein ef-
fect, Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 540,


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.217203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.217203
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.3c05070
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.056704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.140404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.196701
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-45317-9
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0242879
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0242879
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18817
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18817
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18817
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18817
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-40131-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-40131-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-45316-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00456-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00456-0
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2021.168436

168436 (2021).

[25] F. Mahfouzi and N. Kioussis, Elastodynamically induced
spin and charge pumping in bulk heavy metals, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 128, 215902 (2022).

[26] H. Nakayama, M. Althammer, Y.-T. Chen, K. Uchida,
Y. Kajiwara, D. Kikuchi, T. Ohtani, S. Geprags,
M. Opel, S. Takahashi, R. Gross, G. E. W. Bauer,
S. T. B. Goennenwein, and E. Saitoh, Spin Hall magne-
toresistance induced by a nonequilibrium proximity ef-
fect, Physical Review Letters 110, 206601 (2013).

[27] E. Saitoh, M. Ueda, H. Miyajima, and G. Tatara, Conver-
sion of spin current into charge current at room temper-
ature: Inverse spin-Hall effect, Applied Physics Letters
88, 182509 (2006).

[28] Y. T. Chen, S. Takahashi, H. Nakayama, M. Althammer,
S. T. B. Goennenwein, E. Saitoh, and G. E. W. Bauer,
Theory of spin Hall magnetoresistance, Phys. Rev. B 87,
144411 (2013).

[29] S. Datta, Surface Acoustic Wave Devices (Prentice-Hall,
1986).

[30] See Supplemental Material for more detailed information
about the device fabrication, the measurement setup, the
derivation of the acoustic voltage, the model calculation
of the SAW and the phase shift, and the spin Hall mag-
netoresistance ratio vs the SAW propagation direction.

[31] R. Weser, A. Winkler, M. Weihnacht, S. Menzel, and
H. Schmidt, The complexity of surface acoustic wave
fields used for microfluidic applications, Ultrasonics 106,
106160 (2020).

[32] G. Weinreich and H. G. White, Observation of the acous-
toelectric effect, Phys. Rev. 106, 1104 (1957).

[33] K. A. Ingebrigtsen, Linear and nonlinear attenuation of
acoustic surface waves in a piezoelectric coated with a

semiconducting film, J. Appl. Phys. 41, 454 (1970).

[34] M. Rotter, A. Wixforth, W. Ruile, D. Bernklau,
and H. Riechert, Giant acoustoelectric effect in
GaAs/LiNbO3 hybrids, Appl. Phys. Lett. 73, 2128
(1998).

[35] V. Miseikis, J. Cunningham, K. Saeed, R. O’Rorke, and
A. Davies, Acoustically induced current flow in graphene,
Applied Physics Letters 100 (2012).

[36] D. M. Nichols, J. G. Berg, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe,
P. Dhagat, V. V. Deshpande, A. Jander, and E. D. Minot,
Charge pumping in h-BN-encapsulated graphene driven
by surface acoustic waves, |Journal of Applied Physics
136, 024302 (2024).

[37] J.J. Campbell and W. R. Jones, A method for estimating
optimal crystal cuts and propagation directions for exci-
tation of piezoelectric surface waves, IEEE Transactions
on Sonics and Ultrasonics SU15, 209 (1968).

[38] K. A. Ingebrigtsen, Surface waves in piezoelectrics, J.
Appl. Phys. 40, 2681 (1969).

[39] T. Kawada, K. Yamamoto, M. Kawaguchi, H. Mat-
sumoto, R. Hisatomi, H. Kohno, S. Maekawa, and
M. Hayashi, Electromagnetic evanescent field associated
with surface acoustic wave: Response of metallic thin
films (2024), |arXiv:2412.13436 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[40] T. Kawada, I. Yasuda, M. Kawaguchi, and M. Hayashi,
On-chip all-electrical determination of the magnetoelas-
tic coupling constant of magnetic heterostructures, Ap-
plied Physics Letters 123, 092403 (2023).

[41] S. F. Li, The electromagneto-acoustic surface wave in a
piezoelectric medium: The Bleustein-Gulyaev mode, J.
Appl. Phys. 80, 5264 (1996).

[42] C. A. Skoryna-Kline, J. Monroy-Ruz, and K. C. Balram,
Piezoelectric microresonators for sensitive spin detection,
Phys. Rev. Appl. 22, 064019 (2024).


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2021.168436
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.215902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.215902
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2199473
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2199473
https://books.google.co.jp/books?id=ng9TAAAAMAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0220123
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0220123
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13436
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13436
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13436
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13436
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0166817
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0166817
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.22.064019

	Spin current generation by acousto-electric evanescent wave
	Abstract
	Acknowledgments
	References


