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We investigate how spatiotemporal spin polarized current can lead to terahertz frequency excita-
tions in non-collinear antiferromagnets. By solving the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation numerically
for non-collinear antiferromagnet, we show that the magnon frequency spectrum exhibits standing
spin wave modes and depends on the thickness of MnzGe in heterostructure Fe|Au|MnsGe. Also, we
analyze the switching process of ground state as a function of a spin current. We show a switching
phase diagram, which contains switching and non-switching regions. Our work suggests non-collinear
antiferromagnets as an efficient platform for terahertz magnonics and ultrafast memory devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of magnetization quenching [1], exci-
tation of terahertz (THz) frequency waves [2-4], and
switching [5] through femtosecond laser pulses paved
the way for the emergence of femtomagnetism as a new
field [6, 7]. The potential of femtosecond laser pulses
to provide further insights into ultrafast magnetization
dynamics has generated considerable interest. They of-
fer new opportunities for controlling magnetization in
thin magnetic layers within picoseconds. Application of
a femtosecond laser pulse on a ferromagnet|/nonmagnet
(FM|NM) structure causes majority spin electrons to exit
FM, resulting in demagnetization within a few picosec-
onds [8, 9]. The superdiffusion electron transport the-
ory, introduced by Battiato et al. [10-12], explained this
phenomenon. Similarly, in a spin valve comprising of
two ferromagnets (FM1 and FM2) and a nonmagnetic
spacer (FM1|NM|FM2), the polarized spin carriers can
reach FM2 due to demagnetization in FM1 by femtosec-
ond laser pulse [13-15]. The ultrafast polarized spin cur-
rent exerts spin transfer torque (STT) on FM2, resulting
the generation of THz dynamics and switching magneti-
zation. Recent studies on ferromagnet heterostructures
revealed that the excitation of magnon frequencies re-
portedly reached up to a few THz [13-15].

To enhance the excitation of magnon frequency range,
antiferromagnets (AFM) are considered to be reliable
choice over FMs. They offer several advantages, includ-
ing minimal stray fields, ultrafast magnetic dynamics,
and higher magnon frequencies [16, 17]. Ultrafast THz
dynamics of the Néel vector in AFMs can be induced
by spin currents [18] and light [19-22]. Theoretical pre-
dictions on collinear AFM revealed that ultrafast spin
dynamics caused by a spin current from a femtosecond
laser pulse can excite resonant magnon modes with fre-
quencies higher than FMs [23, 24].

Going beyond conventional collinear AFMs, non-
collinear antiferromagnetic (NAFM) materials like MngX
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustration of Fe|Au|MnsGe spin valve
heterostructure, where a femtosecond laser pulse irradiates Fe.
(b) The resultant temporal polarized spin current at MnsGe
using Eq. (3) with jo=10' A/m?. (c) Two degenerate ground
states of Mn3Ge, each with a magnetic unit cell of six Mn
atoms within kagome bilayer and the corresponding spin tex-
ture is a 120° non-collinear ground state. Collective magnetic
order of the ground state is represented by octupole moment
(green arrow). It is possible to switch from one ground state
to another using j,.

(X=Ir, Sn, Ge) are capturing interest due to their un-
conventional transport phenomena such as the anoma-
lous Hall effect [25-28], anomalous Nernst effect [29, 30],
and magneto-optical Kerr effect [31]. Recent studies re-
vealed that the ultrafast dynamics [32] and deterministic
switching [33] within the influence of STT in MnsSn. In
this paper, we demonstrate the generation of standing
spin waves with high-frequency magnon modes capable
of reaching several THz by considering MnsGe. Tak-
ing advantage of the ultrafast Néel vector dynamics in
Mn3Ge, the switching mechanism facilitates reversal of
Néel vector within a few picoseconds.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce a spin valve heterostructure along with the spin
Hamiltonian. We describe atomistic spin simulation tech-
nique for computing the ultrafast spin dynamics due to
STT on Mn3Ge. In Sec. 111, we investigate magnon spec-
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trum and switching phase diagrams. We show that the
emergence of standing spin waves, whose resonance fre-
quencies can reach THz range as a function of thickness.
We demonstrate that the STT induces ultrafast dynam-
ics in the Néel vector, enabling the field-free switching in
Mn3Ge. In Sec. IV, we summarize the results.

II. MODEL AND SPIN HAMILTONIAN

We propose a heterostructure spin valve, comprising
Fe|Au|Mn3Ge as shown in Fig. 1(a). In this structure,
we consider a thin film of Mn3Ge, which is made up of AB
stacked kagome lattice planes in the [0001] direction [34].
The presence of geometric frustration causes a ground
state to be NAFM order with sublattice spins set at 120°.
Fig. 1(c) shows that a magnetic unit cell of six Mn atoms
within a kagome bilayer. The sublattice spins in layer-1
are labeled as 1,2 and 3 whereas 1/, 2’ and 3’ for layer-
2. The corresponding spin texture is characterized by a
ferroic order of cluster magnetic octupole [35, 36]. The
spin Hamiltonian describing Mn3Ge is given by

Jintra . . Jinter . .
H:—AQFMZSi-Sj+ N5+ Sy
(i,9) (i,37)
Jinter . . Dintra . . .
(4,5") (4,5)

- KZ(@ “hy)?, (1)

where the local magnetic moment of Mn at site ¢ is de-
fined by unit spin vector S; with magnitude ps. (i,7)
and (i, j') represent bonding between intralayer and in-
terlayer spins. JR4 is the intralayer nearest-neighbor
AFM exchange interaction strength. The interlayer FM
and AFM exchange strengths are represented by Jinter
and JiMS respectively. The intralayer Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction is D™ and K is the easy-axis in-
plane anisotropy, whose sublattice vectors are n; = —7g,
iy = ~(v3/2)i + (1/2)7 and 75 = (V3/2)i + (1/2)§
(shown in Fig. 1(c)). The corresponding spin configu-
ration is one of the degenerate ground states of Mn3Ge.
For simulations, the parameters in Eq. (1) are taken as :
Jipta — 374 meV, Jinter = -18.7 meV, JB = 6.24 x
1073 meV, D" = 2 18%x 1072 meV and K = 1072 meV
[37, 38]. The interlayer distance between two kagome
planes is taken as 2.2 A. In this work, the size of MngGe
system is taken to be 4x4xd nm?, where d is thickness of
MngGe. Periodic boundary conditions are implemented
in the xy-plane.

The spin valve setup shown in Fig. 1(a) utilizes the su-
perdiffusive transport theory [10, 11], implies Fe absorbs
a femtosecond laser pulse, resulting in the excitation of
spin electrons, polarized in the magnetization direction
of Fe. To enhance the effect of STT due to polarized spin
current, we assume the easy-plane of Mn3gGe is perpen-
dicular to the magnetization direction of Fe. Utilizing the

Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation, we carry out
atomistic spin simulations on Mn3Ge in the presence of
STT. The LLG equation is integrated numerically with
the support of fourth order Runge-Kutta solver. The
LLG equation is expressed as follows:

= _9S 98, & aua
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where v is the gyromagnetic ratio and « is the intrinsic
Gilbert damping. The effective field of site 7 is repre-

sented by H¢T = —%%

lows: € is the spin Hall angle, e is charge of an electron,
d is thickness, My is saturation of magnetization and Z is
the polarization direction of spin current. j, is the spin
current due to femtosecond laser pulse absorbtion of Fe.
In this model, j, is considered to be spatially dependent
in Mn3Ge as it transfers spin angular momentum to local
Mn spins, impacting its magnitude [13]. Thus, the pro-
file of js is presented in a spatiotemporal form as shown
below:

. Other parameters are as fol-
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Here jj is the magnitude of spin current at Au|Mn3Ge
interface, z is length of Mn3Ge and Agpr is penetration
depth of spin current. The parameters tg, 71 and 7o char-
acterize temporal profile of spin current. ty represents
delay time of pulse, while 71 and 75 are exponential de-
cay times. The values given to the parameters in Egs.
(2) and (3) are as follows: a = 0.003, My = 2.23x10°
A/m [32] and ps=2.5 up. The spin Hall angle is set to
be 1, adopted from Refs. [14, 39] and Asrr=1 nm to
mimic experimental conditions [40]. The time step for
numerical integration of Eq. (2) is 1 fs and total integra-
tion time is 500 ps. All the calculations are done at T =
0 K. The temporal variation of spin current is shown in
Fig. 1(b) for jo = 102 A/m? and temporal parameters
to = 300 fs, 71 = 10 fs and 7 = 150 fs for first layer of
MnsGe.

III. RESULTS

First, using the atomistic spin simulation technique,
we relax the spins of Mn3Ge to the ground state as de-
scribed in Eq. (1) without spin current. This can be
done by integrating Eq. (2) numerically with jo = 0.
After initial equilibration, we turn on js by taking jg
= 10" A/m? to investigate the spin current effect on
MnsGe as a function of thickness. We set tg = 300 fs,
71 = 10 fs and 75 = 150 fs. STT process excites ul-
trafast dynamics of all Mn spins in MnzGe, leading to
the generation of high-frequency spin waves that prop-
agate throughout the sample. These spin waves reflect
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FIG. 2. Excited magnon spectrum A(z, f) [Eq. (4)] at the
most distant layer (z = d) from the spin-current source for
four different thicknesses, d = 4.18, 6.38, 8.58, 10.78 nm. The
number of magnon modes increases with the thickness.

multiple times at the open ends over hundreds of picosec-
onds, resulting in the formation of standing spin waves
at THz frequencies. The Mn spins exhibit in-plane pre-
cession, while maintaining a non-zero z-component of the
spin vector. The spin precessions include both degener-
ate and highly excited spin configurations. By employing
the atomistic spin simulations, we examine the time evo-
lution of z-component of each spin (S7(z,t)) (irrespective
of the sublattice and layer) for 500 ps time interval. The
Fast Fourier transformations (FFT) are carried out for
S%(z,t) to extract the frequency spectrum. The ampli-
tudes of FFT are calculated by taking the S7? of each
layer is given by

M Nsteps

Az f) = Y > Si(z e, (4)

i=1 j=1

where S?(z,t) is z-component of i** site spin as a func-
tion of thickness coordinate (z) and time t. Ngeps is the
number of integration time steps and M is number of
spins per layer.

Spin excitations triggered by js lead to maximum spin
dynamics at the resonance frequencies of MnsGe, caus-
ing frequency peaks to emerge with large amplitude com-
pared to the rest of the spectrum. To investigate the spin
wave excitations, we calculate the magnon spectrum of
spins in the last layer of MngGe for different thicknesses,
shown in Fig. 2. Distinct peaks observed in each spec-
trum shows the formation of standing spin waves at res-
onant frequencies, regardless of film thickness. For a film
of finite thickness, these standing spin waves are repre-
sented by a wave vector, k,, = nw/d (n being an integer).
The magnon spectrum span a broad range of THz fre-
quencies and are resonantly excited with wave vectors
satisfy the confinement condition of k,. The low fre-
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FIG. 3. Layer dependent magnon spectrum A(z, f) [Eq. (4)]
for the thickness, d = 10.78 nm with 50 layers. The number
of standing spin wave modes, n = 0,1,2,...,10 are appeared.
Here A(z,f) is the normalized FFT amplitude.

quency peak (n = 0) is the fundamental AFM resonance
frequency of Mn3Ge, which is 0.13 THz from Fig. 2. This
peak position remains constant regardless of the thick-
ness. As d increases, more peaks start to appear in the
magnon spectrum and the separation between peaks de-
creases. Also, the peaks with n > 0 move towards lower
frequencies. The amplitudes of higher frequency peaks
are noticeably smaller compared to the peaks in the low
frequency spectrum. This is due to fact that the spin
dynamics of high frequencies being limited to a few pi-
coseconds, while lower frequency dynamics can last for a
few hundred picoseconds.

We now examine the spatial distribution of spin-wave
modes in the MnsGe. Fig. 3 illustrates the spatial de-
pendent magnon spectrum for d = 10.78 nm with 50 lay-
ers. The FFTs are carried out for S?(z,t) for each layer
separately over a duration of 500ps to get the layer de-
pendent spectrum. The emergence of standing spin wave
spectrum in Mn3Ge is a result of constructive interfer-
ence among the reflected spin waves. Apart from the
fundamental AFM resonance mode, there are 10 visible
spin wave nodes (n = 10) with wavelength, A = 2d/n.
The magnon spectrum does not show higher frequency
modes (n > 10). This is due to the fact that magnon
excitations of these modes have short lifetimes and are
suppressed quickly by damping [13]. The standing spin
wave magnon spectrum resembles the spectrum of FM
and collinear AFM [14, 15, 24].

Now we present the results for switching process in
MngGe. This can be identified by observing the sign
change of Néel vector and change in the octupole moment
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FIG. 4. Switching phase diagram as a function of jo and 72.
This plot consists of switching (II and IV) and non-switching
(I, III and V) regions.

direction. For a three sublattice system, the two Néel vec-
tors can be defined as follows: [ = (§1 + 5, - 2§3)/3\/§
and I = (=S + $)/v/6 [41, 42]. Below, we show our
simulation results in terms of one Néel vector (fl) and
the angle of the octupole moment with y-axis, which is
denoted by ¢oct. Since it is observed that, during the
spin dynamics driven by STT, the spins constituting the
system preserve the 120° non-collinear configuration, we
take the mirror image of S; with respect to the xz-plane
as the octupole moment [43]. As the spins rotate clock-
wise, the octupole moment rotates counter clockwise, ful-
filling the condition of opposite handedness [44]. To ob-
serve a successful switching process, spins should gain
enough energy due to js to overcome the anisotropy en-
ergy barrier into a new spin reversal configuration [38].
For the switching calculations, we keep to = 300 fs
and 71 = 10 fs fixed while varying jo and 7o. Fig. 4
illustrates the switching phase diagram as a function of
jo and 75 for d = 4.18 nm. This phase diagram consists
of switching and non-switching regions. From the figure,
it is evident that critical values of jy and 75 are essential
for the switching process. For a better understanding,
we calculate the time evolution of fl and ¢oc for a few
points from Fig. 4, which are labeled by A, B and C with
different jo and 7o = 400 fs. No switching is observed at
A in region I for jo = 1x10'2 A/m? and magnetic unit
cell returns to the initial state. Only subtle dynamics
observed in fl and ¢oct, recovering their initial values
within a few picoseconds as shown in Figs. 5(a) and (d).
This is due to the temporal profile of j, is not sufficient
enough to exert STT on spins to overcome the barrier.
To realize a successful switching process, sufficiently
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FIG. 5. The dynamics of the Néel vector, l; and the angle
of the magnetic octupole moment, ¢oct (With respect to the
y-axis) are shown for three different jo values, taken from
Fig. 4 indicated in red dots and are labeled as A, B and C
respectively. Here jo = 1x10'2 A/m? for (a),(d), jo = 2x10"2
A/m? for (b),(e) and jo = 3x10** A/m? for (c),(f). Successful
switching is observed for jo = 2x10** A/m? and is shown in
(b) and (e). However, no switching process is observed in
(a),(d) and (c),(f). The values of ¢oct below 0° and above
360° can be translated as ¢oct = Poct + 360° and Poct = Goct
- 360° respectively.

large values of jo and 75 are required to overcome the
barrier between the degenerate ground states. At point
B in region-II, a successful switching is observed for jg
= 2x10'2 A/m?, with all spins rotating 180° from the
initial ground state. As shown in Figs. 5(b) and (e),

sign of Iy is reversed and a 180° rotation of octupole
moment leads to a 180° change in ¢oc;. The initial and
final spin configurations of a magnetic unit cell are shown
in Fig. 1(c). In regions IT and IV, successful switching
process occurs place for all (jo, 72). In these regions,
switching time depends on the magnitude of jj as large jg
potentially causes shorter switching time. This illustrates
one of our main results: non-collinear magnets can be
switched with suitable choice of the magnitude and the
pulse duration of the spin current. In region III at point
C with jo = 3x10'2 A/m?, spins return to their initial
state via a full 360° rotation, resulting in no switching.
Figs. 5(c) and (f) show that I; and ¢oe return to their
initial values. The spin dynamics videos of magnetic unit
cell at A, B and C are provided in Supplemental Material.
Similar to region-III, spins return to their initial states
in region V indicates that no switching process occurs in
these regions. To ensure a successful switching process
with increasing d, larger values of js are needed. It is also
possible to observe double switching by employing two
js pulses with a time delay of a few picoseconds between
the pulses for a the combination of (jg, 72) in region II



and IV. In this process, the initial spin configuration is
reversed by the first pulse; a second pulse rotates all spins
by another 180°, returning the system to its initial state.
Recent studies revealed that the spin reversal switching
other than 180° is possible in the presence external field
[33, 45].

IV. DISCUSSION

The main objective of this research was theoretical in-
vestigation of THz magnon excitations in NAFM. Our
study predicted that it is possible to observe THz fre-
quency excitations in Mn3zGe. Similar behavior was ob-
served in Fe and MnyAu [14, 15, 24] and the resonant
frequency spectrum spans a few THz. Despite that, our
studies revealed the use of NAFMs could be advanta-
geous for boosting the resonant frequencies higher than
10 THz. Manipulating the film thicknesses can lead to
the control and excitation of resonant frequencies above
the fundamental mode. We suggest that thickness can be
as a tool to control resonant THz frequencies of magnetic
materials.

We also showed the switching mechanism in MnzGe
using spin current due to femtosecond laser pulse. It
is possible to control the switching process by temporal

profile of femtosecond laser pulse. An investigation was
conducted on how damping affects the switching time of
the Néel vector in MnzAu [24]. In the case of MnsGe, two
damping values were considered for spin dynamics [32,
38]. Therefore, it is essential to continue the investigation
of switching process until experimental observations are
revealed.

In conclusion, we have showed the emergence of stand-
ing spin waves through the magnon excitations in NAFM
with spatiotemporal polarized spin current pulse. The
magnon spectrum revealed that the excitations of THz
frequency spin waves along with fundamental AFM res-
onance frequency. The thickness of MngGe determines
how many frequency modes are present in the spin wave
spectrum. Furthermore, we illustrated the switching of
ground state within a few picoseconds timescale. Our
work may be helpful towards THz magnonics and pi-
cosecond switching of NAFM based spintronic devices.
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