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In this work, we investigate the steady propagation of 180-degree domain walls (180DWs) of Néel vectors in thin

antiferromagnetic strips under perpendicularly injected spin currents with various polarization orientations. Our results

show that only spin currents polarized normally to the strip plane guarantee a quick and steady rigid flow of 180DWs,

thus realize a fast reversal of Néel vectors in antiferromagnets (AFMs). Different from the common “current-in-plane”

geometry which is feasible only for metallic AFMs, our “current-out-of-plane” layout under investigation can further

apply to insulating AFMs (which are more common in real applications) via quantum tunneling effect. Results from

this work paves the way for fine control of Néel vectors in (both metallic and insulating) AFM strips and further

development of novel magnetic nanodevices based on them.

Fast reversal of Néel vector in antiferromagnets (AFMs)

is crucial for the realization of various advanced magnetic

nanodevices1–4, such as Terahertz nanooscillators5,6, high-

performance magnetic random access memories7, and high-

sensitivity Hall devices8, etc. In most existing treatments5–11,

AFM films or strips are considered to be single-domain in

Néel vectors due to the much larger exchange coupling in

AFMs compared with that in ferromagnets (FMs). How-

ever, for AFMs with large-enough film or long-strip geome-

tries, the flipping of Néel vectors is generally not realized

by the coherent reversal but by the motion of antiferromag-

netic 180-degree domain walls (AFM-180DWs), which can

be driven by several stimuli, such as staggered fields12, spin

waves (magnons)13,14, and in-plane currents15–20, etc. Among

them, in-plane currents are of the most interest due to their

simplicity in device-structure design, independence of inject-

ing electrons’ spin polarity, low total current intensity, and so

on. However, all these advantages rely on the metallicity of

AFM materials. In reality most AFMs with excellent prop-

erties are insulators or semiconductors. Therefore the afore-

mentioned “current-in-plane” geometry may not be the best

choice.

Inspired by the early works in FM spin-valves21–27, AFM-

180DWs can also be driven by spin currents coming from

a perpendicular electron flow that polarized by an adjacent

FM layer (the “polarizer”). Without loss of generality, we

only consider the effects of transmitted (through the polar-

izer) electrons hence the spin current propagates from FM

to AFM layer meantime has the polarization direction paral-

lel to the magnetization orientation of the polarizer28–30. On

the other hand, the AFM strip can be either metallic or in-

sulting in which the electron current achieves stable existence

through direct conduction or quantum tunneling. In fact, this

geometry (so-called “discrete FM/AFM heterostructure”) has

already been proposed for decades31–38, but the focus has been

on the coherent reversal of Néel vectors in it, rather than the

reversal through the motion of AFM-180DWs.

In this Letter, by transforming the discrete AFM Heisen-

berg model to a more convenient continuum model in nano-

magnetism, as well as introducing adequately Gilbert damp-

ing and Slonczewski-torque-induced energy gain, we system-

atically investigate the dynamics of AFM-180DWs driven by

vertically-injected spin currents in thin AFM strips. We fo-

cus on the rigid-flow mode of walls (especially its applicable

range and stability) under three typical choices of polarizer

orientation. It turns out that only perpendicular polarizers in-

duce steady rigid flows of AFM-180DWs with high wall ve-

locity, thus realize ultra-fast reversal of Néel vectors.

The system setup is illustrated in Fig. 1, in which an AFM

strip extends in z axis with length Lz, meantime keeps a finite

width w in x direction and a thin thickness d along y axis.

This AFM material can be either metallic or insulating, as

long as d is small enough (a few or tens of nanometers) so

that the itinerant electrons have a considerable probability of

passing through it. A single-domain metallic FM layer with

unit magnetization pcur acts as a polarizer that turns the spins

of itinerant electrons to follow the orientation of its magneti-

zation. A charge current with density jcur runs from the AFM

to FM layers, leading to a reversed electron flow with the same

strength. It then carries a spin current perpendicularly inject-

ing onto the AFM layer with polarization parallel to pcur. Be-

tween the AFM strip and polarizer, a normal metal (spacer)

with adequate thickness is sandwiched to avoid the magnetic

proximity effect meantime prevent spin dephasing.

We start from the classical Heisenberg Hamiltonian includ-

ing the exchange coupling between classical spin vectors on a

one dimensional (1D) lattice with 2N sites. Together with the
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of an AFM strip and a FM polarizer,

separated by a metallic spacer. The AFM strip has a length Lz, width

w and thickness d (Lz ≫w≫ d). It is modeled by a 1D AFM Heisen-

berg spin chain, with SA
i and SB

i (both of magnitude S) constituting

the unit cell. The corresponding Néel vector is li. An electron flow

first passes through the polarizer (with unit magnetization pcur) then

vertically injects onto the AFM strip, carrying a spin current with

polarization along pcur. Driven by the resulting Slonczewski spin-

transfer torque, an AFM-180DW can propagate in z−direction.

biaxial anisotropy, the Hamiltonian reads

H = J
2N−1

∑
α=1

Sα ·Sα+1 +
2N

∑
α=1

[

Ky (Sα · ey)
2 −Kz (Sα · ez)

2
]

(1)

where Sα is the spin vector on the α−th site (|Sα | ≡ S), J > 0

is the positive exchange energy resulting in an AFM ground

state, and Kz(y) denotes the easy (hard) anisotropy in z (y) axis.

For a 1D AFM chain with 2N sites and bond length c, it is

bipartite thus the length of unit cell (labeled by i = 1, · · · ,N)

becomes a0 = 2c and the sublattice indices are denoted as A

and B. Correspondingly, Lz = Na0. Then we define the dis-

crete magnetization and staggered Néel vectors as

mi ≡−SA
i +SB

i

2S
, li ≡−SA

i −SB
i

2S
, (2)

so that m2
i + l2i ≡ 1 and mi · li ≡ 0. The minus signs come from

the fact that magnetic moments and spins of electrons are op-

posite. By taking: a0 ∑N
i=1 →

∫ Lz

0 dz, mi → m(z, t), li → l(z, t),
mi+1 −mi → a0∂m/∂ z, li+1 − li → a0∂ l/∂ z, and introduc-

ing the normalized Néel vector field n(z, t) ≡ l(z, t)/|l(z, t)|,
Eq. (1) is transformed to its continuum counterpart via the

“Hamiltonian approach”39,40 as EAFM =
∫ Lz

0
dz
a0

E with

E ≡ a

2
|m|2 + A

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂n

∂ z

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+L

(

m · ∂n

∂ z

)

+
ky

2
l2
y −

kz

2
l2
z , (3)

where a = 8JS2, A = a2
0JS2, L = 2a0JS2, and ky(z) = 4Ky(z)S

2.

In the deduction of Eq. (3), the following approximations have

been made: (i) The marginal term, − 1
2
JS2[(m2

1 −m2
N)− (l21 −

l2N)], has been dropped off, (ii) The typical length scales that

m and n vary are much longer than a0, (iii) The existence

of magnetic anisotropy prohibits the occurrence of spin flop

under weak external stimuli, thus |m| ≪ |n| ≡ 1.

Next, the kinetic energy of this bipartite AFM in the con-

tinuum approximation reads39

K =
∫ Lz

0

dz

a0

K , K = ρm ·
(

∂n

∂ t
×n

)

, (4)

with ρ ≡ 2Sh̄. It comes from the expanding of spin-pair Berry

phase in small deviations from the antiparallel configuration

(m ≪ 1), and discarding terms of the order |m|4 and higher.

The Lagrangian is then constructed as L =
∫ Lz

0
dz
a0

L with L ≡
K −E . By minimizing it with respect to m, we obtain

m =
ρ

a

(

∂n

∂ t
×n

)

− L

a

(

∂n

∂ z

)

, (5)

implying that m is indeed a slave variable of n.

Putting Eq. (5) back into Eqs. (3) and (4), the Lagrangian is

fully described by the Néel vector and its temporal and spatial

derivatives. Then we introduce the 1D unit cell with volume

c× c× 2c = a3
0/4, and the effective saturation magnetization

Ms ≡ geSµB/(a
3
0/4) with ge ≈ 2 being the Landé g-factor of

electrons and µB indicating the Bohr magneton. By noting

L2 ≡ aA/2, the Lagrangian density finally becomes

LAFM [n,∂Zn,∂τ n]

JS2/(µ0M2
s a3

0)
=

(

∂n

∂τ

)2

− 2

(

∂n

∂τ
×n

)

· ∂n

∂Z

−
(

∂n

∂Z

)2

−κyn2
y +κzn

2
z , (6)

in which µ0 is the vacuum permeability, κy(z) = 8Ky(z)/J,

Z = z/a0 and τ = t/t0 are the dimensionless spacial and tem-

poral coordinates. Here we have defined t0 ≡ (γ0HE)
−1, where

γ0 = µ0γe with γe being the electron gyromagnetic ratio, and

HE = JS/(γ0h̄) indicates the effective AFM exchange field.

In addition, the Rayleigh dissipative functional including the

Gilbert damping and the Slonczewski spin-transfer term from

the vertically injected spin current reads29,30,35–38

RAFM =
αG

4γ0Mst
2
0

(

∂n

∂τ

)2

+
ε h̄ jcur

4deµ0M2
s t0

∂n

∂τ
·(n×pcur) , (7)

where αG is the damping coefficient, ε (0 < ε < 1) is the po-

larization efficiency, and e(> 0) is the absolute value of elec-

tron charge. Now the magnetization dynamics can be well-

described by the “Euler-Lagrange-Rayleigh” equation

∂µ

(

∂LAFM

∂ (∂µΛ)

)

− ∂LAFM

∂Λ
+

∂RAFM

∂ (∂τ Λ)
= 0, (8)

in which Λ denotes any generalized coordinate.

Next, n(Z,τ) is fully described by its polar and azimuthal

angles: [θ (Z,τ),φ(Z,τ)]. We then expand the configuration

space of AFM-180DWs by the generalized Walker ansatz,

ln tan
ϑ(Z,τ)

2
= η

Z − q(τ)

∆(τ)
, φ(Z,τ) = ϕ(τ), (9)

in which q(τ), ϕ(τ), and ∆(τ) respectively indicate the center

position, tilting angle, and width of the AFM-180DW. η =
+1 or −1 represents a head-to-head (HH) or tail-to-tail (TT)

wall. By letting Λ take q(τ), ϕ(τ), and ∆(τ) successively and
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integrating over the long axis (i.e.,
∫+∞
−∞ dZ), Eq. (8) provides

0 =
(q̈+αGq̇)∆− q̇∆̇

∆2
−η

π

2

t0

t‖
sinθp sin

(

ϕ −φp

)

,(10a)

0 = ϕ̈ +
ϕ̇∆̇

∆
+

κy

2
sin2ϕ +αGϕ̇ − t0

t‖
cosθp, (10b)

0 =
6

π2

[

q̇2 − 1

∆2
− ϕ̇2 +κy sin2 ϕ +κz

]

+
∆̈+αG∆̇

∆
− ∆̇2

2∆2
, (10c)

where a dot (two dots) over a variable means its first-

order (second-order) partial derivative with respect to τ , θp

(φp) is the polar (azimuthal) angle of pcur, and (t‖)
−1 ≡

ε jcura
3
0/(8Sde) denotes the spin-transfer rate. This set of

equations is the central result of our analysis in this work.

Based on it, we explore three typical polarizers. We start

from the simplest case: parallel polarizers, i.e. θp = 0 and

arbitrary φp. Then Eqs. (10a) and (10b) become

0 = (q̈+αGq̇)∆− q̇∆̇, (11a)

0 = ϕ̈ +
ϕ̇∆̇

∆
+

κy

2
sin2ϕ +αGϕ̇ − t0

t‖
, (11b)

with unchanged Eq. (10c). We focus on the rigid-body mode,

that is, ϕ̇0 = ϕ̈0 = 0, ∆̇0 = ∆̈0 = 0, and q̈0 = 0. This leads to

q̇0 = 0, sin2ϕ0 =
2t0

κyt‖
, ∆0 =

1
√

κz +κy sin2 ϕ0

, (12)

implying an upper limit of current density, j
up
cur ≡

4κyJS2de/(ε h̄a3
0), for the existence of rigid-body mode. In

addition, there are two possibilities for the tilting angle: ϕ±
0 =

arcsin

√

[1±
√

1− (2t0)2/(κyt‖)2]/2. To determine which

one is stable, we set

q = q0 + δq, |δq| ≪ 1 (13a)

ϕ = ϕ0 + δϕ , |δϕ | ≪ |ϕ0|, (13b)

∆ = ∆0 + δ∆, |δ∆| ≪ |∆0|. (13c)

By putting Eqs. (12) and (13) into Eq. (10) and preserving

only the linear terms of δq, δϕ and δ∆, we have

0 =
∂ 2(δq)

∂τ2
+αG

∂ (δq)

∂τ
(14a)

0 =
∂ 2(δϕ)

∂τ2
+αG

∂ (δϕ)

∂τ
+κy cos2ϕ0δϕ , (14b)

0 =
∂ 2(δ∆)

∂τ2
+αG

∂ (δ∆)

∂τ
+

6∆0

π2

(

2δ∆

∆3
0

+
2t0

t‖
δϕ

)

.(14c)

Therefore, only the ϕ+
0 −branch is stable. In summary, un-

der parallel polarizers AFM-180DWs may creep for a while

but will eventually come to a standstill, as long as we do not

consider the instability of walls under extremely high jcur.

Next we turn to the perpendicular polarizers (θp = π/2 and

φp = π/2). Equations (10a) and (10b) now become

0 =
(q̈+αGq̇)∆− q̇∆̇

∆2
+η

π

2

t0

t‖
cosϕ , (15a)

0 = ϕ̈ +
ϕ̇∆̇

∆
+

κy

2
sin2ϕ +αGϕ̇ , (15b)

meantime leaving Eq. (10c) unchanged. Again we focus

on the rigid-body mode, which now has the following two

branches: the “kπ” (k ∈ Z) one with nonzero wall velocity

q̇1 =
η(−1)k+1ξ
√

κz + ξ 2
, ϕ1 = kπ , ∆1 =

1
√

κz + ξ 2
, (16)

where ξ ≡ π
2αG

t0
t‖

, and the “(k+1/2)π” one with zero velocity

q̇2 = 0, ϕ2 =

(

k+
1

2

)

π , ∆2 =
1√

κz +κy

. (17)

Stability analysis indicates that the “(k+1/2)π” branch is not

guaranteed to be stable. While the “kπ” branch will be stable

when (12/π2)κz −α2
G > 0, which holds for nearly all real-

istic systems. This means that spin currents filtered by per-

pendicular polarizers can induce steady propagation of AFM-

180DWs. In addition, several interesting inferences can be

drawn from Eq. (16): (i) The direction of wall motion de-

pends on both the wall’s topological charge (η) and the tiling

angle (k); (ii) The magnitude of wall velocity is positively

correlated with jcur and approaches 1 (in dimensional form

vSW ≡ a0/t0, which is the group velocity of AFM spin wave

in long-wavelength limit41) under high enough jcur. Of course

in reality jcur can not be too large, otherwise the wall would

deform or even collapse. (iii) The wall velocity is negatively

correlated with αG, similar to that in FM spin valves.

Then we arrive at the planar-transverse polarizers (θp =
π/2, φp = 0). Similar algebra also provides two branches:

the “kπ” branch with zero wall velocity

q̇3 = 0, ϕ3 = kπ , ∆3 =
1√
κz

, (18)

and the “(k+ 1/2)π” branch with nonzero velocity

q̇4 = η(−1)kξ ∆4, ϕ4 =

(

k+
1

2

)

π , ∆4 =
1

√

κz +κy + ξ 2
.

(19)

Only the “kπ” branch is stable, hence reduces the availability

of reversing Néel vectors by planar-transverse polarizers.

In a word, our analytics has proved that for HH or TT AFM-

180DWs, only spin currents stimulated by perpendicular po-

larizers can drive them to propagate steadily along the AFM

strip. This can be understood as follows. By setting µ = Z,τ ,

Λ = n and taking into account |n| ≡ 1, Eq. (8) provides

∂ 2n

∂τ2
×n =

∂ 2n

∂Z2
×n−κynyey ×n+κznzez ×n

+αGn× ∂n

∂τ
+

t0

t‖
n× (n×pcur) . (20)
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the dynamics of four typical AFM-180DWs

(η =±1, k =±1) under perpendicular polarizers. The black, red and

blue arrows respectively indicate the Néel vectors, the Slonczewski

effective fields, and the propagation directions of walls.

The first three terms on the right hand can be regrouped to

n × heff with heff ≡ − ∂ 2n
∂Z2 + κynyey − κznzez describing the

internal exchange and anisotropy contributions. The fourth

term indicates the damping process. The last term is often

called the “Slonczewski torque” with the corresponding effec-

tive field hSLT ≡− t0
t‖

n×pcur describing the effect of vertically

injected spin current on the Néel vector. In Fig. 2 we illus-

trate four possibilities (η = ±1, k = ±1) of a AFM-180DW

lying in the easy plane under perpendicular polarizers. The

black arrows represent the Néel vectors around the wall cen-

ters. After injecting the vertical spin current, the Slonczewski

effective fields hSLT emerge and are indicated by the red ar-

rows at each position of Néel vectors. The damping process

will cause the Néel vector to rotate towards hSLT, leading to

the propagation of walls along Z axis. Note that for η = 1

(−1) the wall motion and rotation of Néel vector at wall center

are homodromous (heterodromous). Alternatively, if the wall

lies in YZ plane, its energy is at the saddle point rather than

a minimum. The corresponding Slonczewski effective field

only results in a twisting (thus instability) of the wall but no

driving effect. Similar discussions apply to “planar-transverse

polarizer” case and we will not elaborate further.

Before the end of this letter, we perform typical numerics

to test our analytics. The magnetic parameters are as follows.

The geometry of our AFM strip is w = 100 nm, d = 5 nm and

Lz = 10 µm with αG = 0.01. The bond length c = 1 nm in

all directions, thus the unit cell has the dimension (a0/2)×
(a0/2)×a0 with a0 = 2 nm, and 2N = 104. Its exchange field

is µ0HE = 100 T, leading to t0 = (γ0HE)
−1 = 5.68× 10−14 s

and J = h̄/(t0S) = 1.856× 10−21 J (by setting S = 1). The

biaxial anisotropy fields read µ0Hz
K = 1 T (easy) and µ0H

y
K =

0.05 T (hard), hence κz = 8Kz/J = 0.01 and κy = 8Ky/J = 5×
10−4. By setting ε = 0.5 we have t0/t‖ = 3.547× 10−10 jcur,

in which jcur takes the unit of “A/cm2”. Finally, the upper

limit of wall velocity is vSW = 3.52× 104 m/s, leading to a

nanosecond-level (Terahertz) reversal of Néel vectors.

Our numerics are performed at two levels. At the first one,

we check whether our rigid-body results coincide with the

long-term stable solutions of Eq. (10), which is obtained via

the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm. At the second level,

we perform numerical simulations based on the discrete lat-

tice model in Eq. (1). The two unit vectors along the respec-

tive magnetic moments in the “i−”th unit cell, that is m
A(B)
i ,

satisfy the following LLG-Slonczewski equation set

∂m
A(B)
i

∂τ
= −m

A(B)
i ×h

A(B)
i +

αG

4
m

A(B)
i × ∂m

A(B)
i

∂τ
+

t0

4t‖
m

A(B)
i ×

(

m
A(B)
i ×pcur

)

,

hA
i = −

(

mB
i−1 +mB

i

)

− κy

4

(

mA
i · ey

)

ey +
κz

4

(

mA
i · ez

)

ez,

hB
i = −

(

mA
i +mA

i+1

)

− κy

4

(

mB
i · ey

)

ey +
κz

4

(

mB
i · ez

)

ez, (21)

where 1≤ i≤N and mB
0 =mA

N+1 ≡ 0. Equations (21) and (20)

are equivalent after ignoring the second and higher orders of

|mi| (or |m|).
In Fig. 3, we plot the jcur−dependence of the velocity,

tilting angle and width of a AFM-180DW in Fig. 2(b) un-

der perpendicular polarizers. The solid curves, hollow cir-

cles and cross stars are data respectively from the analytical

results in Eq. (16), long-term stable solutions of Eq. (10),

and numerical simulations based on Eq. (21). Note that

tilting angles from simulations are the average ones across

the whole wall. All three groups of data coincide perfectly,

indicating the correctness of our analytics. It should be

noted that in simulations when Jcur ≥ 1.0× 106 A/cm2, the

stronger Slonczewski torque make the ϕ−plane suffer a dis-

tortion but the wall velocity remains regular and approaches

vSW when Jcur → 1.0× 107 A/cm2. Furthermore, for Jcur >
1.0× 107 A/cm2 AFM-180DWs begin to distort severely or

even collapse, hence we can not acquire reasonable data for

wall width and velocity from simulations. More interestingly,

under Jcur = 5.5 × 104 A/cm2 (5.5 × 105 A/cm2), AFM-

180DWs can acquire approximately 3% (30%) of vSW that

already exceed 103 (104) m/s. This greatly improves the prac-

ticability of our proposal under small current densities.

In summary, we have revealed a new possibility of achiev-

ing ultrafast propagation of AFM-180DWs in bipartite AFM

strips (either conducting or insulating) by vertically injected
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FIG. 3. Comparison between analytics and numerics under perpen-

dicular polarizers for walls in Fig. 2(b). The solid curves come from

Eq. (16). The open circles are the long-term stable solutions of Eq.

(10). The cross stars denote simulation results based on Eq. (21).

spin currents. Among three typical polarizations the spin

current would have, only the perpendicular ones can sus-

tain a steady rigid-body propagation with high-enough veloc-

ity. This has been first theoretically proposed, then numeri-

cally confirmed under a practical set of magnetic parameters.

Our results should inspire the development of novel magnetic

nanodevices based on fine manipulations of Néel vectors in

AFMs, especially the insulating ones with excellent proper-

ties.
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