
udkm1Dsim - A Python toolbox for simulating 1D ultrafast dynamics in
condensed matter

Daniel Schick∗

Max-Born-Institut für Nichtlineare Optik und Kurzzeitspektroskopie, Max-Born-Straße 2A, 12489 Berlin, Germany

Abstract

The udkm1Dsim toolbox is a collection of Python classes and routines to simulate the thermal, struc-
tural, and magnetic dynamics after laser excitation as well as the according X-ray scattering response in
one-dimensional sample structures. The toolbox provides the capabilities to define arbitrary layered struc-
tures on the atomic level including a rich database of element-specific physical properties. The excitation
of dynamics is represented by an N -temperature-model which is commonly applied in ultrafast physics.
Structural dynamics due to thermal stresses are calculated by a linear-chain model of masses and springs.
The implementation of specific magnetic dynamics can be easily accomplished by the user employing a
generalized magnetization interface class. The resulting X-ray diffraction response is computed by kine-
matical or dynamical X-ray theory which can also include polarization-dependent magnetic scattering. The
udkm1Dsim toolbox is highly modular and allows for injecting user-defined inputs at any step within the
simulation procedure.
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PROGRAM SUMMARY
Program Title: udkm1Dsim
CPC Library link to program files: (to be added by Technical Editor)
Developer’s repository link: https://github.com/dschick/udkm1Dsim
Code Ocean capsule: (to be added by Technical Editor)
Licensing provisions(please choose one): MIT
Programming language: Python
Journal reference of previous version: Computer Physics Communications Volume 185, Issue 2, February 2014,
Pages 651-660
Does the new version supersede the previous version?: yes
Reasons for the new version: The toolbox has been ported from MATLAB (MathWorks Inc.) to Python and is
based exclusively on free and open-source components. Moreover, new features have been added that allow for a
broader applicability of the toolbox.
Summary of revisions:
Porting to Python.
Introduction of amorphous layers in the sample structures.
Add magnetization property to atoms and layers.
Multilayer formalism to calculate laser absorption.
New magnetization class to allow for user-defined magnetization dynamics.
New resonant magnetic X-ray scattering employing dynamical X-ray theory.
Calculation of X-ray scattering as function of photon energy and scattering vector.
Nature of problem(approx. 50-250 words): Simulate the thermal, structural, and magnetic dynamics of 1D sample
structures due to an ultrafast laser excitation and compute the corresponding transient (magnetic) X-ray scattering
response.
Solution method(approx. 50-250 words): The program provides an object-oriented toolbox for building arbitrary
layered 1D crystalline/amorphous sample structures including a rich database of element-specific parameters. The
excitation, thermal transport, and lattice dynamics are simulated utilizing SciPy’s ODE solver. Magnetization
dynamics can be introduced by the user employing a magnetization interface class. The dynamical (magnetic) X-ray
scattering is computed by a matrix formalism that can be parallelized.
Additional comments including restrictions and unusual features (approx. 50-250 words): The program is restricted
to 1D sample structures. Phonon dynamics only include longitudinal acoustic phonons (sound waves). Magnetization
dynamics have to be defined by the user. X-ray scattering only allows for symmetrical and co-planar geometries due
to the 1D nature of the toolbox. The program is highly modular and allows the inclusion of user-defined inputs at
any time of the simulation procedure.
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1. Introduction

The investigation of electronic, magnetic, and
structural dynamics in solid state physics has made
great progress during the last decades due to the in-
creasing availability of ultrashort electron and light
pulses in a broad spectral range from THz to hard
X-rays at large-scale facilities as well as in the lab.
One of the major goals of these experiments is to fol-
low the coupling of different degrees of freedom on
the relevant time and length scales. Recent examples
reveal the complexity of these experiments even for
following only two sub-systems, such as the coupling
of electron and lattice dynamics [1, 2, 3], of electron
and spin dynamics [4, 5, 6], or the coupling of spin
and lattice dynamics [7, 8, 9].

In order to understand and interpret such ex-
perimental data, one relies on a bunch of simula-
tions for modeling and fitting, which are available
as software tool-kits or as published formalisms. A
list of required dynamic simulations might include
the simplistic N -temperature model (NTM) as ini-
tially proposed by Anisimov et al. [10] as well as
its modifications and implementations [1, 11, 12],
coherent phonon dynamics in a masses-and-spring
model [13, 14], molecular dynamics for simulations
of spin lattice coupling [15, 16], magnetic simulations
combining a 2-temperature-model with the Landau-
Lifschitz-Bloch equation [17], or full magnetic simu-
lations [18, 19, 20, 21]. Other aspects can be the spa-
tial absorption profile of the laser excitation in the
sample [22, 23] and, moreover, the calculation of the
actual observable, e.g. the scattered light intensity in
the framework of kinematical or dynamical scattering
theories [24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29] with possible inclu-
sion of resonant and magnetic scattering effects. The
implementation of the above mentioned formalisms
or the usage and adaption of available external soft-
ware packages is very time-consuming and each piece
of software covers only a very limited aspect of real
time-resolved experiments. To that end, the need
for a generic, modular, and open-source toolbox that
allows for combining many of the above mentioned
functionalities is obvious.

The udkm1Dsim toolbox allows to create arbi-
trary one-dimensional (1D) structures made of crys-

talline and/or amorphous layers, including stochio-
metric mixtures, typically on the nanometer length-
scale. These 1D structures hold all relevant material
information such as structural, elastic, thermal, mag-
netic, and optical parameters. The toolbox allows
for calculating thermal, structural, and magnetic dy-
namics on these 1D structures utilizing an NTM, a
linear masses-and-springs-model, as well as an inter-
face for user-defined magnetization dynamics, respec-
tively. Finally, different types of light-scattering the-
ories can be applied to retrieve the static as well
as transient response from these sample structures
due to the above mentioned dynamics, similar to real
pump-probe experiments. With that the generally
non-linear dependence of the actual observable (scat-
tered light intensity) and the physical quantity of in-
terest (temperature, strain, magnetization, ...) can
be revealed. This includes also methods to apply real-
istic instrumental broadening to the simulated results
for better comparison with experimental data. For
now the udkm1Dsim toolbox focus on light scatter-
ing from the extreme ultra-violet (XUV) up to hard
X-rays but can be easily extended to larger wave-
length radiation or totally different probing tech-
niques that can be modeled in 1D.

The original matlab (MathWorks Inc.)
udkm1Dsim toolbox [30] has been successfully
used in 40 publications (Feb. 2021) and is still avail-
able for download [31]. However, due to Python’s
increasing performance, popularity, and availabil-
ity the new version of the udkm1Dsim toolbox
has been ported to this programming language.
At the same time, the project has moved to
github.com/dschick/udkm1Dsim to provide full
version control, issue, and feature tracking, as well as
project management capabilities in order to allow for
better collaboration between users and developers.
This also includes automatic code validation and unit
testing, as well as source-code-based generation of
the documentation at udkm1Dsim.readthedocs.org

as part of the continuous integration (CI) concept.
Despite of the major step of porting the

udkm1Dsim toolbox to Python there are several new
features included in this release while only a few mi-
nor features of the old version have been dropped.
Accordingly, existing simulations in matlab (Math-
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Works Inc.) are easily portable to this new Python
version as the general concept and syntax of the tool-
box has been unaffected. The new functionalities of
the release include: the introduction of amorphous
layers in addition to crystalline unit cells; magnetic
properties of atoms including magnetic scattering fac-
tors; a multilayer formalism for calculating laser ab-
sorption profiles [22, 23]; a new magnetization dy-
namics module; a dynamical magnetic scattering for-
malism [28]; as well as a unified interface to calculate
light scattering as function of scattering vector and
photon energy.

Most of the underlying physics has already been de-
scribed in the initial version of the udkm1Dsim tool-
box [30] as well as in the API documentation of the
corresponding modules. Therefore we will concen-
trate mainly on the new features/physics as well as on
the slight changes of the workflow in Python. After a
general description of the implementation and work-
flow of the udkm1Dsim toolbox, we will introduce
the new release features within an exemplary simu-
lation of laser-induced dynamics in a magnetically-
coupled superlattice of Fe and Cr layers.

As a convention throughout this document all code
is written in typewriter font (code = [1, 2, 3]).

2. Implementation & Workflow

The structure of the udkm1Dsim toolbox as a
Python module tries to reflect the physical reality
of the modelled experiments, see Fig. 1. In the be-
ginning a Structure object needs to be build out of
any number and combination of AmorphousLayer and/or
UnitCell objects which themselves need to consist of
one or more Atom/AtomMixed objects. The Structure

holds all relevant physical parameters which are re-
quired for the actual static and dynamic simulations.
Within the simulations module different types of dy-
namic simulations can be carried out on the Structure

object, e.g. Heat, PhononNum/Ana, Magnetization simula-
tions.

In general, the Heat class models the laser-
excitation and the resulting energy-flow by an NTM.
The resulting phonon and magnetization dynam-
ics can be calculated sequentially or in any user-
defined class, that allows for coupling of the dif-

atoms
Atom
AtomMixed

layers
AmorphousLayer
UnitCell

structure
Structure

heat
Heat

phonons
PhononNum
PhononAna

magnetization
Magnetization

xrays
XrayKin      XrayDyn       XrayDynMag

structures module

simulations module

Figure 1: Workflow of the udkm1Dsim toolbox. (Sub-)Module
names are italic and class names are in bold letters. All classes
of the simulations module require a Structure object on ini-
tialization.

ferent degrees of freedom. The modular structure
of the in- and outputs of the simulation classes al-
low for easy exchange or alteration of the simula-
tion results with user-defined data or external cal-
culations. The classes of the xray module allow
for calculation of static symmetric X-ray scattering
from the given sample Structure as function of pho-
ton energy, scattering vector, as well as of light po-
larization. In addition, the results from the dy-
namic Heat, PhononNum/Ana, Magnetization simulations
can be input to the X-ray scattering calculation in
order to retrieve the dynamic scattering response
of the excited sample. This functionality of the
udkm1Dsim toolbox is of major importance, since
the transient change of the actual physical quantity
of interest, such as strain or magnetization, must not
be proportional to the actual observable - the scat-
tered light intensity.

The common experimental scheme is sketched in
Fig. 2 and shows the general definition of coor-
dinates and angles that are used throughout the
udkm1Dsim toolbox. Due to the limitation to 1D
sample structures the scattering plane must be co-
planar to the sample surface and only symmetrical
scattering with a scattering vector ~qz = ~kout − ~kin
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magn.
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Figure 2: Experimental scheme of the udkm1Dsim toolbox.
The co-planar scattering plane contains the scattering vector
~qz = ~kout − ~kin. The magnetization ~m of the individual Atom
objects can be defined in 3D by an amplitude and the according
angles γ and φ. The out-of-plane coordinate z points away
from the sample surface.

can be calculated in the X-ray simulations. Here the
norm of the scattering vector qz = 4π

λ sinϑ is defined
by the X-ray wavelength λ and the incidence angle
ϑ. The multilayer absorption uses the same defini-
tion as shown in Fig. 2 for the laser incidence angle.
The magnetization ~m of each Atom is defined by the ac-
cording angles γ and φ. The magnetization can point
into all directions in 3D in order to allow for any over-
lap with the incident X-ray polarization. Since the
sample structure is defined from top to bottom the
distances within the sample start at its surface and
proceed along −z direction.

All classes of the simulations module share an ad-
vanced caching mechanism which allows to save com-
putationally heavy results to a user-defined path for
later reuse. If enabled, the individual simulations
generate a unique hash for only the relevant physi-
cal parameters that affect the requested calculation.
The result of the calculation will then be saved and
tagged with this unique hash. It will be automati-
cally reloaded if the simulation is carried out again
with the exact same parameter set.

The udkm1Dsim toolbox fully relies on SI units
within its internal calculations. However, the exter-

nal user interface allows to define all relevant param-
eters as physical quantities using the Pint package
[32]. Accordingly, the unit conversion to proper SI
units will be done automatically within the code. If
no units are defined, parameters are assumed to be
already in SI units.

3. Example

We choose to simulate the laser-driven structural
and magnetic dynamics in an antiferromagnetically
(AFM) coupled Fe/Cr superlattice (SL) [33] as an
example to demonstrate the recent capabilities of the
udkm1Dsim toolbox. The test sample consists of
20x(Fe+Cr) on a Si substrate with a layer thickness
of dFe = dCr = 1 nm. In the Fe/Cr SL the individual
Fe layers are ferromagnetically aligned in the plane of
the sample. In dependence of the Cr layer thickness
the adjacent Fe layers can align anti-parallel to each
other [34]. Generally so-called SL Bragg peaks will
appear in the X-ray diffraction due to the artificial
periodicity of an Fe/Cr doublelayer (DL) [35]. For
the special case of resonant magnetic scattering, e.g.
at the Fe L2 and L3 edges, the doubled AFM peri-
odicity of two DLs is observable and leads to pure
magnetic Bragg peaks at half order of the structural
Bragg peaks [36].

The AFM Fe/Cr SL is already a very complex ex-
ample and the udkm1Dsim toolbox will be far from
covering all involved dynamics here. However, it can
provide important insights into the laser excitation
using the multilayer absorption formalism, the energy
transport on ultrafast timescales using a heat diffu-
sion model, resulting coherent acoustic phonons due
to thermal stresses, and a simplified demagnetiza-
tion model due the laser-driven temperature increase.
Moreover, the resulting magnetic X-ray scattering re-
sponse allows for a direct comparison between exper-
iment and simulations.

After successful installation of the
udkm1Dsim toolbox, it can be easily imported
in any Python script or Jupyter notebook:

import udkm1Dsim as ud

u = ud.u
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Here u is the so-called unit-registry based on the Pint

package [32] which is used internally in the toolbox
and must be used externally to allow for physical
quantities and automatic unit conversion.

3.1. Structure

In the first step the Atom and AmorphousLayer objects
are created to build the sample Structure:

Fe_right = ud.Atom('Fe', mag_amplitude=1,

mag_phi=90*u.deg, mag_gamma=90*u.deg,

atomic_form_factor_path='./Fe.cf')

Fe_left = ud.Atom('Fe', mag_amplitude=1,

mag_phi=90*u.deg, mag_gamma=270*u.deg,

atomic_form_factor_path='./Fe.cf')

Cr = ud.Atom('Cr')

Si = ud.Atom('Si')

The two atoms Fe_left and Fe_right represent the
two different anti-parallel magnetization states in the
sample. The parameters mag_amplitude, mag_phi, and
mag_gamma define the magnitude and pointing of the Fe
magnetization in accordance to Fig. 2. Here the mag-
netization can be understood as the so-called macro-
spin as within the Landau-Lifschitz-Bloch theory
[17], that allows for a temperature-dependent vari-
ation of the magnetization amplitude. The element-
specific atomic scattering factors are taken from the
Chantler [37] or Henke [38] tables which are both in-
cluded in the toolbox. The magnetic form factors
are taken from the Dyna project [39]. In case an
atomic_form_factor_path or magnetic_form_factor_path to
a user-defined data file is given, the according values
will be used instead.

Layer objects of Fe, Cr, and Si as substrate material
are initialized as amorphous layers and by providing
a dictionary of the relevant physical parameters:

prop_Fe = {}

prop_Fe['heat_capacity'] = 449*u.J/u.kg/u.K

prop_Fe['therm_cond'] = 80*u.W/(u.m *u.K)

prop_Fe['lin_therm_exp'] = 11.8e-6

prop_Fe['sound_vel'] = 4.910*u.nm/u.ps

prop_Fe['opt_ref_index'] = 2.9174+3.3545j

layer_Fe_left = ud.AmorphousLayer('Fe_left',

'Fe left amorphous', thickness=0.2*u.nm,

density=7874*u.kg/u.m**3, atom=Fe_left, **prop_Fe)

layer_Fe_right = ud.AmorphousLayer('Fe_right',

'Fe right amorphous', thickness=0.2*u.nm,

density=7874*u.kg/u.m**3, atom=Fe_right, **prop_Fe)

...

layer_Cr = ud.AmorphousLayer('Cr', "Cr amorphous",

thickness=0.2*u.nm, density=7140*u.kg/u.m**3,

atom=Cr, **prop_Cr)

layer_Si = ud.AmorphousLayer('Si', "Si amorphous",

thickness=0.2*u.nm, density=2336*u.kg/u.m**3,

atom=Si, **prop_Si)

The thickness of the basic Fe and Cr layers is chosen
to be only 0.2 nm in order to allow for a finer spa-
tial grid for the ordinary differential equation (ODE)
solvers in the dynamics simulations. The sample
Structure is created of a nested double-layer Structure

which allows to simplify rather complex sample ge-
ometries:

S = ud.Structure('Fe/Cr AFM Super Lattice')

# create a sub-structure

DL = ud.Structure('Two Fe/Cr Double Layers')

DL.add_sub_structure(layer_Fe_left, 5) # = 1nm

DL.add_sub_structure(layer_Cr, 5) # = 1nm

DL.add_sub_structure(layer_Fe_right, 5) # = 1nm

DL.add_sub_structure(layer_Cr, 5) # = 1nm

# add substructure to structure

S.add_sub_structure(DL, 10)

S.add_sub_structure(layer_Si, 500) # = 100nm

The sample Structure can be easily visualized by the
command S.visualize(), see Fig. 3

3.2. Simulations

All transient simulations of the udkm1Dsim tool-
box need a spatial and temporal grid defined in the
beginning:

delays = numpy.r_[-1:20:0.1]*u.ps

_, _, distances = S.get_distances_of_layers()

Here one can freely choose the temporal grid while
the spatial grid is generally given by the sample geom-
etry which can be easily accessed from the Structure

object itself.

3.2.1. Heat

In order to simulate the laser-driven dynamics, we
need to initialize a Heat object first and set all relevant
excitation parameters.

h = ud.Heat(S, True)

h.excitation = {'fluence': [20]*u.mJ/u.cm**2,

'delay_pump': [0]*u.ps,

'pulse_width': [0.1]*u.ps,

6
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Fe_left Cr Fe_right Si

Figure 3: Automatic visualization of the AFM-coupled Fe/Cr SL Structure. The blue and green regions indicate left and right
magnetized Fe layers, respectively. The orange and red regions indicate Cr and Si layers, respectively. The distances within
the Structure are along the −z coordinate.

'multilayer_absorption': True,

'wavelength': 800*u.nm,

'theta': 45*u.deg}

h.heat_diffusion = True

The fluence Fincident has to be input for normal inci-
dence . For the projection of the laser onto the sam-
ple surface, the angle of incidence ϑ is automatically
taken into account, which is for ϑ = 45◦ about 70 %
of Fincident. In order to calculate the laser absorption
profile, the user can either enable a multilayer ab-
sorption formalism [22, 23] or use the Lambert-Beer
formula as fall-back. Depending on the complexity
of the sample geometry and the variation of the com-
plex refractive index, the difference in the differential
absorption dA/dz between both algorithms can be
significant, see Fig. 4. The Lambert-Beer formula
also neglects any reflection from the sample surface,
while the multilayer formalism includes even multiple
reflections inside the sample. For the current sample
the optical reflectivity is about 48 % and the trans-
mission is about 10 %. From these parameters one
can calculate that the absorbed fluence in the sample
is only about Fabs/Fincident = 29 %.

The calculation of the 1D heat diffusion equation
on the above defined sample structure can then be
simply called by:

temp_map, delta_temp_map = h.get_temp_map(delays,

300*u.K)

Here the second argument of the get_temp_map()

method is the homogeneous initial temperature of
the sample which could be also an array containing
initial temperatures for all individual layers. The
resulting spatio-temporal temperature map of the
sample is shown in Fig. 5. In the background the
udkm1Dsim toolbox will also take care of sufficient
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Figure 4: Differential absorption calculation comparing the
Lambert-Beer law vs. the multilayer formalism. Despite in-
ternal multi-reflections, the multilayer formalism also includes
reflection from the front surface of the sample. The absorption
contrast between Fe and Cr layers is significantly different for
both methods.

spatial and temporal interpolation at layer interfaces
and pump events in order to improve the performance
of the ODE solver dramatically. This includes also
the separation of temporal regions, that do not re-
quire the calculation of heat diffusion because full
equilibrium conditions (no temperature gradients, no
excitation, isolating boundary conditions). More ad-
vanced settings like boundary conditions, multipulse
excitations, or ODE settings can be found in the ac-
cording examples of the udkm1Dsim toolbox.

3.2.2. Numerical Phonons

Using the above calculated temp_map and its tempo-
ral derivative delta_temp_map it is easily possible to cal-
culate the coherent acoustic phonon dynamics within
the same sample Structure by using the numerical
solver for the masses-and-spring model implemented
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Figure 5: Spatio-temporal temperature map after laser exci-
tation. The line-outs in (a) and the full color-coded map in
panel (b) represent the relaxation of the laser-induced temper-
ature gradient between absorptive Fe and Cr layers and the
transparent Si substrate. Due to the finite laser pulse width
of 100 fs the small temperature gradients between Fe and Cr
layers within the first 40 nm are immediately relaxed.

in the PhononNum class:

p = ud.PhononNum(S, True)

strain_map = p.get_strain_map(delays,

temp_map,

delta_temp_map)

The resulting strain_map represents the strain for ev-
ery layer at every delay point of the Heat simulation,
see Fig. 6.

The map features complex oscillatory structures
due to the excitation of so-called SL optical phonon
modes or zone-folded acoustical phonons (ZFLAPs)
[14] within the Fe/Cr region. These spatial and tem-
poral oscillations of the strain are also imprinted on
the bi-polar strain wave that is launched into the Si
substrate at later delays. One can easily read the
sound velocity of Si from the slope of the color gradi-
ent in Fig. 6 (b) as about 8 nm/ps. More details on
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Figure 6: Spatio-temporal strain map due to the laser-
excitation of coherent acoustic phonons. The full map in (b)
features a complex pattern of SL phonons mode within the
first 40 nm of the sample with tensile strain amplitudes of
more than 1.0 %. Panel (a) shows the bi-polar strain wave
that is launched from the SL into the substrate at later delays.
The bi-polar strain wave features additional oscillations that
stem from the SL geometry.

the ODE settings, phonon damping, and non-linear
phonon propagation can be found in the according
examples of the udkm1Dsim toolbox.

3.2.3. Magnetization

The simulation of magnetization dynamics is
a rather complex topic on its own and the
udkm1Dsim toolbox is currently not meant to pro-
vide any high-profile code here. Optionally, we pro-
vide an example of the microscopic 3-temperature-
model by Koopmans et al. [11] in the documentation.
This model provides decent fits of the average mag-
netization amplitude for the early delays after pho-
toexcitation but already neglects thermal transport
by phonons. Instead of implementing complex spin
dynamics simulations here, we decided to provide a
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generic interface to inject results from external mag-
netization dynamic calculations [40, 17, 18, 20, 19, 15]
or to easily add user-defined code. For that we pro-
vide the Magnetization interface class. By inheriting
from this interface class the user can reuse all fea-
tures of the Simulation class, such as caching, and
only needs to overwrite the calc_magnetization_map()

method. This method can have the temp_map and
strain_map as inputs and can access all properties of
the sample Structure. Its return value must be a
magnetization_map, which contains the magnetization
amplitude and direction (γ and φ in radians), see
Fig. 2, for every layer at every delay of the dynamic
simulation.

As an example we employ the Bloch formula, c.f.
Eq. 1, to calculate the spontaneous magnetization M
as function of the layer temperature T for every delay.

M(T ) = M0((1− (T/TC)α)β) (1)

We use the parameters TC = 770 K, α = 3/2 and β =
0.32 and set M0 such that M(300K) = 1. Running
the calculation is accomplished by:

mag = Magnetization(S, True)

magnetization_map = mag.get_magnetization_map(

delays, strain_map=strain_map, temp_map=temp_map)

The amplitude of the resulting magnetization_map is
shown in Fig. 7.

3.2.4. Dynamical Magnetic X-ray Scattering

In the last step we are going to calculate the static
resonant magnetic scattering response of the sam-
ple before we use the strain_map and magnetization_map

from the calculations above to simulate a dynamical
scattering response similar to a real pump-probe ex-
periment. The xray module of the udkm1Dsim tool-
box currently includes three different X-ray scatter-
ing formalisms. A kinematical and dynamical X-ray
scattering formalism is implemented in the XrayKin

and XrayDyn classes, respectively. They work only
for crystalline unit cells and do not include mag-
netic scattering effects. Therefor we use here the dy-
namical magnetic formalism of the XrayDynMag class,
which is one of the most important new features of
the udkm1Dsim toolbox. This formalism has been
adapted form the open-source Dyna Project [39, 28]
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Figure 7: Spatio-temporal map of the magnetization ampli-
tude. The magnetization amplitude of the Fe layers is com-
pletely quenched for high local temperatures above TC =
770 K.

and was further improved by adding parallelization
features, increasing the vectorization, and allowing
for simultaneous energy- and qz-dependent calcula-
tion of the reflectivity and transmissivity for both
amorphous layers and crystalline unit cells. For the
later case no Bragg peaks from mono-atomic unit
cells can be calculated as the Dyna formalism relies
on scattering differences between adjacent layers.

In order to perform resonant magnetic scattering
simulations the atomic and magnetic form factors
need to be carefully determined. This is usually done
by measuring the dichroic absorption of circularly po-
larized light for the ferromagnetic state of the accord-
ing element across the resonances of interest. The
average and difference spectra can then be carefully
calibrated and scaled to theoretical values [37, 38] in
order to determine the absorptive parts f2 and m2.
By applying the Kramers-Kronig-relation the refrac-
tive contributions f1 and m1 can be retrieved as well.
This procedure is currently not within the scope of
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Figure 8: Energy-dependence of the refractive f1,m1 and ab-
sorptive f2,m2 parts of the atomic and magnetic form factors
of Fe.

the udkm1Dsim toolbox but can be easily achieved
with other free packages [41, 42]. Figure 8 shows
the atomic and magnetic form factors for the current
simulations.

The reflected intensity R of the static sample
for a given range of photon energies and scat-
tering vectors qz can be easily calculated by the
homogeneous_reflectivity() method of the XrayDynMag

class:

dyn_mag = ud.XrayDynMag(S, True)

dyn_mag.energy = numpy.r_[690:730:0.1]*u.eV

dyn_mag.qz = numpy.r_[0.01:5:0.01]/u.nm

R, _, _, _ = dyn_mag.homogeneous_reflectivity()

The resulting scattering map is shown in Fig. 9 and
features a strong structural SL Bragg peak around
qSL1z = 3.13 nm−1 for all photon energies. The purely
AFM Bragg peaks around qSL0.5z = 1.56 nm−1 and
qSL1.5z = 4.7 nm−1 appear only at the Fe L3 and L2

resonances which provide magnetic contrast.
To verify the magnetic origin of the AFM Bragg

peaks we conduct a polarization analysis within the
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Figure 9: Energy and qz-dependent scattering from the AFM-
coupled Fe/Cr superlattice. Selected line-outs from panel (b)
before as well as at the L3 and L2 resonances of Fe are shown
in panel (a). The AFM Bragg peaks only appear on-resonance
at qSL0.5

z = 1.56 nm−1 and qSL1.5
z = 4.7 nm−1, while the

structural Bragg peak is present for all energies at qSL1
z =

3.13 nm−1.

dynamical magnetic X-ray scattering simulations.
Figure 10 compares three different analyzer settings
for fixed σ polarization of the incident X-rays. While
normal charge scattering is not altering the polariza-
tion of the scattered light, this is not true for mag-
netic scattering. Accordingly, without analyzer both
charge and magnetic scattering are included as in
Fig. 9 before, the σ → σ channel only includes charge
scattering and the σ → π channel only includes mag-
netic scattering. As expected, the AFM Bragg peaks
do not appear in the σ → σ channel. Due to the sym-
metric layer thicknesses in the SL also even orders of
the AFM Bragg peak are forbidden in the σ → π
channel.
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Figure 10: Polarization dependence of magnetic X-ray scatter-
ing from the Fe/Cr SL at 708 eV. The σ → σ channel only in-
cludes charge scattering and the σ → π channel only magnetic
scattering. Without analyzer both contributions are included.

In the last step we calculate the dynamic re-
sponse of the sample due to the above calcu-
lated spin and lattice dynamics, providing the
magnetization_map and strain_map as inputs to the
inhomogeneous_reflectivity() method of the XrayDynMag

class:

R_seq, _, _, _ = dyn_mag.inhomogeneous_reflectivity(

strain_map = strain_map,

magnetization_map=magnetization_map)

The result around SL1.5 at 720 eV is shown in Fig. 11.
Due the quasi-instantaneous demagnetization, as in-
put by the magnetization_map, the AFM Bragg peak
intensity is quenched and recovers on a 10 ps time
scale. At the same time coherent acoustic phonon
dynamics lead to an obvious shift of the magnetic
Bragg peak and the structural Laue oscillation be-
neath it.

In Fig. 12 (b) we compare relative intensities
I(qz, t)/I(qz, t < 0) for different scattering vectors
qz with the input average strain and magnetization
of within the Fe/Cr SL, c.f. panel (a). Depending on
the selected qz the observed transients resemble dom-
inantly the coherent acoustic phonon or magnetiza-
tion dynamics or a mixture of both. Note that even
on the AFM Bragg peak maximum at qz = 4.7 nm−1

the relative drop of the intensity by about 75 % is
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Figure 11: Transient resonant magnetic X-ray scattering
around qSL1.5

z = 4.7 nm−1 at 720 eV featuring a strong
quenching and recovery of the AFM Bragg peak intensity as
well as a peak shift due to coherent acoustic phonon dynamics.

not comparable with the change of the average mag-
netization in the Fe layers of less than 60 %. This
results clearly indicates the importance of a careful
analysis of time-resolved scattering data especially if
magnetic effects are involved.

4. Conclusions & Outlook

With the porting of the udkm1Dsim toolbox from
matlab (MathWorks Inc.) to Python several new
features have been added to the toolbox. The imple-
mentation of magnetic properties as well as the res-
onant magnetic scattering formalism drastically ex-
tends its outreach. The toolbox allows to carry out
a full set of static and dynamics simulations on one
and the same sample structure without switching be-
tween packages or even programming languages. At
the same time it relies to 100 % on free and open-
source software making it accessible to a broader au-
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Figure 12: (a) Average magnetization of Fe layers and average
strain of Fe and Cr layers within the SL structure. (b) Relative
reflectivity at selected qz positions from Fig. 11.

dience in research and teaching. This is further sup-
ported by its ease of use and detailed documentation.

The open-source aspect of the udkm1Dsim tool-
box allows for easy adaption and adding extensions
to it. These can be either done by the users them-
selves or discussed at the project page at github.

com/dschick/udkm1Dsim. Possible new features can
be interfaces to other existing simulation packages,
such as Ubermag [18] in order to allow for more de-
tailed magnetization dynamics. Also the inclusion
of temperatures in the X-ray scattering simulations
will be interesting in terms of Debye-Waller-effects
and transient changes of the scattering factors due to
excitation of the band structure. Additional probing
techniques, such as visible light or electron scattering
could be included in the future as well.
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providing us with the source code for the optical mul-
tilayer formalism as well as Lisa-Marie Kern, Martin
Borchert, and Martin Hennecke for extensive testing
of the toolbox.

References

[1] L. Waldecker, R. Bertoni, R. Ernstorfer, J. Vor-
berger, Electron-phonon coupling and en-
ergy flow in a simple metal beyond the two-
temperature approximation, Phys. Rev. X 6
(2016) 1–11. doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.6.021003.
arXiv:1507.03743.

[2] D. Schick, M. Herzog, H. Wen, P. Chen,
C. Adamo, P. Gaal, D. G. Schlom, P. G.
Evans, Y. Li, M. Bargheer, Localized
Excited Charge Carriers Generate Ultrafast
Inhomogeneous Strain in the Multiferroic
BiFeO3, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014)
097602. URL: http://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.112.097602. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevLett.112.097602.

[3] M. Nicoul, U. Shymanovich, A. Tarasevitch,
D. von der Linde, K. Sokolowski-Tinten, Pi-
cosecond acoustic response of a laser-heated
gold-film studied with time-resolved x-ray
diffraction, Appl. Phys. Lett. 98 (2011)
191902. URL: http://link.aip.org/link/

APPLAB/v98/i19/p191902/s1{&}Agg=doi.
doi:10.1063/1.3584864.

[4] F. Willems, C. von Korff Schmising, C. Strüber,
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