arXiv:1612.07440v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 29 Mar 2017

Spin Superfluidity in Biaxial Antiferromagnetic Insulators

Alireza Qaiumzadeh, Hans Skarsvåg, Cecilia Holmqvist, and Arne Brataas Department of Physics, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, NO-7491 Trondheim, Norway (Dated: May 19, 2018)

Antiferromagnets may exhibit spin superfluidity since the dipole interaction is weak. We seek to establish that this phenomenon occurs in insulators such as NiO, which is a good spin conductor according to previous studies. We investigate non-local spin transport in a planar antiferromagnetic insulator with a weak uniaxial anisotropy. The anisotropy hinders spin superfluidity by creating a substantial threshold that the current must overcome. Nevertheless, we show that applying a high magnetic field removes this obstacle near the spin-flop transition of the antiferromagnet. Importantly, the spin superfluidity can then persist across many micrometers, even in dirty samples.

PACS numbers: 75.50.Ee, 75.78.n, 75.70.Ak, 75.76.+j

Introduction.— Achieving long-range spin transport is essential in spintronics. In metals, conduction electrons can carry spin information. The spin-diffusion length is generally less than a few hundred nanometers and often as short as a couple of nanometers. However, in ferromagnets, there are additional transport channels via spin excitations, typically in the form of spin waves. In ferromagnetic insulators, the absence of noisy itinerant carriers implies less dissipation such that magnons can traverse distances up to several microns [1]. Magnetic lowdamping insulators in which new spin transport mechanisms can exist are of interest and can be promising candidates in low-dissipation spintronics.

Antiferromagnets (AFMs) have ordered spin configurations, but there is no net magnetization at equilibrium. New observations and advances in our understanding have stimulated increased interest in AFM spintronics [2–5]. AFMs produce no stray fields that can influence other elements. There are more known high-temperature AFM insulators and semiconductors than their ferromagnetic counterparts. AFMs exhibit transport properties similar to those of ferromagnets. Some of these features are anisotropic magnetoresistance [6], giant magnetoresistance [7], the large anomalous Hall effect in noncollinear AFMs [8], and the spin Hall effect (SHE) [9]. There are also recent investigations of the spin Seebeck effect in AFMs [10–13]. Additionally, there are observations of spin transport in AFMs via spin pumping from an adjacent ferromagnet into AFMs [14–17]. In these experiments, it is possible that (evanescent) magnons carry the spin current [18]. A unique aspect of AFMs is that it is possible to trigger ultra-fast THz dynamics of the AFM order parameter via charge [19, 20] and spin currents [21], magnons [22], spin-orbit torques [23], light [24], and spin Hall oscillators [25]. Furthermore, magnon Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) occurs in AFM insulators [26–28].

In this Letter, we investigate spin transport via spin superfluidity (SSF) in AFM insulators. We focus on NiO as a prototypical biaxial AFM insulator [29–31]. Crucially, the additional anisotropy normally hinders SSF [32–34]. However, we demonstrate that near the spin-

FIG. 1: SSF in a biaxial AFM insulator. The left and right normal metals (NMs) act as a spin injector and spin detector, respectively. The easy plane is the xy-plane and the easy axis is the x-direction. SSF occurs when the spins are tilted out of the easy plane and start to rotate around the hard axis with a spatially varying phase.

flop transition [35] superfluid behavior still emerges and long-range spin transport beyond micrometers is feasible. This makes NiO and other biaxial AFMs promising for the first explicit experimental demonstration of SSF in magnetic materials.

Superfluidity is a dissipationless flow mediated by soft Nambu-Goldstone boson modes [36]. Models of superfluidity typically use a complex scalar field with global U(1) symmetry. The superfluid velocity is proportional to the gradient of the condensate phase [36]. Halperin and Hohenberg demonstrated an analogy between the spin dynamics in planar magnetic systems and the hydrodynamic behavior of ideal liquids [37]. In a series of seminal works, Sonin extended the concept of superfluidity of electron-hole pairs [38, 39] to spin systems and introduced the notion of SSF [32]. In this scenario, SSF involves a 2π-rotation of spins in a planar magnet.

However, some of us have recently demonstrated that in planar ferromagnets, even as thin as 5 nm, the longrange dipole interaction destroys SSF based on the proposed mechanism [40]. Superfluidity reappears in synthetic AFM systems [40]. Since the dipole interaction is negligible in AFMs, we further explore SSF in AFMs [32, 41, 42].

The azimuthal angle of the order parameter, ϕ, and the out-of-plane component of the total magnetization, m_z, can describe SSF [28, 32, 37, 40–42]. They are conjugate variables for AFMs. In the superfluid phase, m_z is the superfluid density and ϕ is the phase of the condensate. The transverse component of the order parameter precesses. The spatial gradient of the superfluid phase is proportional to the spin supercurrent.

Setup.— We consider a quasi-one-dimensional (1D) biaxial AFM insulator. There is a strong hard-axis anisotropy and a weaker easy-axis anisotropy. Two metallic layers attach at the left and the right of the antiferromagnetic sample, as shown in Fig. (1). Inducing SSF requires the spin accumulation to be polarized along the hard anisotropy axis. The spin-valve structure proposed in Ref. [40] can meet this requirement. It is also possible to use a heavy metal to create a spin current via SHE. In the latter case, there must be a finite angle between the hard axis and the interface normal to ensure a significant superfluid spin density.

The width of both leads is W , and the separation between them is 2W . The total system length is L = 4W . A spin accumulation generated by one of the two mentioned injection methods induces a spin current from the left. In turn, the spin current exerts a torque on the spins in the AFM and causes precession. A small spatial gradient of the phase of the precession governs superfluidity. Finally, spin pumping into the right lead causes a spin accumulation therein. The resulting spin accumulation can be measured using either a spin-valve structure or the inverse SHE.

Spin dynamics and stability criteria.— Superfluidity can be described semiclassically. We assume an AFM with two equivalent magnetic sublattices. The unit vectors along the directions of the magnetic moments are m_A(r, t) and m_B (r, t). At equilibrium, m_A(r, t) and m_B (r, t) are antiparallel. We introduce the magnetization, m = (m_A + m_B )/2, and the staggered order parameter, n = (m_A − m_B )/2. The effective total free energy density, see Eq. (S2) [43], is given by [2, 44]

f = λ^2ω_‖(∇n)^2 +ω_⊥(n·ẑ)^2 −ω_‖(n·x̂)^2 + ω^2_H 2ωex

(H ·n)^2, (1)

where λ = √ A/ω_‖ is the domain wall (DW) length, A is the exchange stiffness, ω_‖ is the uniaxial anisotropy, ω_⊥ is the hard-axis anisotropy, ω_{ex} is the homogeneous exchange energy, and ω_H the Zeeman energy induced by an external magnetic field in the H direction. The exchange stiffness, A, and the homogeneous exchange energy, ω_{ex}, are related via ω_{ex}/A = 2D/d^2, where D and d are the spatial dimension and the lattice constant, respectively. The magnetization is a slave variable of the staggered order parameter, m = ṅ × n/4ω_{ex} + ω_Hn × (H × n)/2ω_{ex} [2, 19, 20].

We consider an external magnetic field along the easy axis. Eq. (1) highlights that a critical magnetic field H_c = ω^c_H/γ = √ 2ω_{ex}ω_‖/γ, compensates the uniaxial anisotropy. This peculiarity of AFM systems is known as the spin-flop transition [35]. At the spin-flop transition, in this model, the free energies of biaxial AFMs become similar to those of planar AFMs with U(1) symmetry. However, the focus on this feature remains insufficient to prove, or fully understand, the range of validity of SSF.

The additional feature is that the magnetic field continues to influence the dynamic part of the AFM Lagrangian. This influence is via a gyrotropic term that breaks the Lorentz-invariant properties of AFMs, L_{kin}[n] = ( ṅ^2 + 4ω_Hṅ · n × H ) /(8ω_{ex}). It is the total Lagrangian density, L = L_{kin} − f, that determines the dynamics of the Néel vector. In the presence of the spin transfer torque exerted by the spin accumulation in the left lead μ^{in}_s and the dissipation, see Eq. (S1) [43], the dynamics of the staggered field is n × [ n̈ − 8λ^2ω_{ex}ω_‖∇^2n − 4ω_HH × ṅ + 8ω_{ex}ω_⊥n_zẑ − 8ωexω̄_‖nxx̂ + 8αωexṅ − 4αSPωexn × μ^{in}_s ] = 0 (2)

where ω̄_‖ = ω_‖ − ω^2_H/(2ω_{ex}) is the effective easy-axis anisotropy energy that has been renormalized by the magnetic field, and the damping α(r) = α_G + α_{SP}(r), is sum of the Gilbert damping α_G and the local damping enhancement α_{SP}(r).

To study spin transport in the setup of Fig. (1), we consider 1D solutions of the linearized equation of motion of Eq. (2). We use spherical coordinates for the staggered order parameter field n = { √ 1 − n^2_z cos ϕ, √ 1 − n^2_z sin ϕ, n_z }, where n_z is the outof-plane deviation.

First, we consider the static regime to find the critical current required to trigger SSF and the Landau criteria for the breakdown of SSF. To the linear order in n_z, we find ω̄_‖ sin 2ϕ − 2λ^2ω_‖∂^2_xϕ = −αSPμz , (3a)

(ω_⊥ + ω̄_‖ cos^2 ϕ)nz − λ^2ω_‖∂^2_xnz = 0 . (3b)

where the driving force is μ_z = μ^{in}_{sz} Θ(W − x) and Θ is the Heaviside function. One solution of Eq. (3) is a homogeneous state. The spins are then in the easy plane, n_z = 0, and the azimuthal angle is governed by the STT, sin 2ϕ_0 = −(V_L/V_0)α_{SP}μ^{in}_{sz} /ω̄_‖, where V_L is the partial AFM volume below the left lead. The static macrospin solution becomes unstable when the spin-transfer torque is sufficiently large, |α_{SP}μ^{in}_{sz} | > V_0ω̄_‖/V_L. Consequently, in the presence of a finite effective uniaxial anisotropy ω̄_‖, triggering SSF requires a large spin accumulation when the spin-pumping-enhanced damping α_{SP} is small. It is therefore essential to reduce the effective uniaxial anisotropy by an external magnetic field. In this regime, there are also two types of spatially varying solutions of Eq. (3). An in-plane homogeneous spiral state is a stable state when ω̄_‖ = 0 while a kink-like state becomes more stable in ω̄_‖ ≠ 0 [34, 47].

Next, we allow the spins to vary in time. The dynamics of the conjugate variables, up to the linear order in n_z

FIG. 2: The ratio between the output spin accumulation and the input spin accumulation as a function of the applied magnetic field for two different input spin accumulations.

and the derivatives of ϕ, are described by ϕ̇ = − 4ω_{ex}m_z − 2ω_Hn_z cos ϕ, (4a)

ṁz = − 2λ^2ω_‖∂^2_xϕ + ω̄_‖ sin 2ϕ + 2αGϕ̇ + ωH 2ωex

(ṅz cos ϕ + nzϕ̇ sin ϕ). (4b)

Eq. (4b) is a continuity equation for the out-of-plane component of the magnetization. In an ideal planar AFM, ω_‖ = ω_H = α_G = 0; thus, the z-component of the magnetization is conserved and Eqs. (4a) and (4b) are similar to the Josephson supercurrent equations [32, 34].

Finally, the dynamics of ϕ and n_z read as

ϕ̈ − v^2_c (∂^2_xϕ − 1 2λ̄^2 sin 2ϕ) + 8αGωexϕ̇ + 4ωHṅz cos ϕ = 0,

(5a)

n̈z − v^2_c ∂^2_xnz + 8αGωexṅz + 8ωexnz (ω_⊥ + ω̄_‖ cos^2 ϕ)

− 4ωH cos ϕϕ̇ = 0, (5b)

where λ̄ = √ A/ω̄_‖ is the effective DW length and v_c = 2λ √ 2ω_{ex}ω_‖ is the effective velocity of ”light”. The AFM spin wave velocity, v_c, is significantly larger than its ferromagnetic counterpart by a factor of √ ω_{ex}/ω_⊥ [34].

The gyrotropic term in the Lagrangian causes the last terms in the dynamical equations, Eqs. (4a)-(5b). The gyroscopic term couples the dynamics of the condensate phase to the out-of-plane component of the order parameter. However, this term is proportional to ṅ_z, 5a, and might be disregarded when a strong hard-axis anisotropy suppresses the out-of-plane dynamics [43].

Eqs. (5a) and (5b) decouple if ω_H = ω_‖ = 0. Then, Eq. (5a) determines gapless phase excitations, ω_ϕ = v_ck. Conversely, Eq. (5b) implies that excitations of n_z have a gap, ω_{nz} = √ v^2_c k^2 + 8ω_⊥ω_{ex}. Since the gap is large, it is considerably more difficult to excite dynamic variations in n_z. This is different in planar ferromagnets, where there is only one gapless magnon mode with linear dispersion [41, 42, 45]. In the considered regime, ω_H = ω_‖ = 0, the steady-state solution is ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(x) + Ωt. The precession frequency is determined by the driving force of

Eq. (3) such that α_GΩ = λ^2ω_‖∂^2_xϕ. The z-component of the magnetization is conserved. The continuity equation in the low Gilbert damping limit reads as M_sṁ_z = −∂_xJ_{sz} , where M_s is the saturation magnetization and the spin supercurrent density is J_{sz} = 2M_sλ^2ω_‖∂_xϕ(x) [32, 41, 42].

In the presence of a finite uniaxial anisotropy and magnetic field, the superfluid density m_z is no longer conserved. Nevertheless in the weak dissipation limit and at the spin-flop transition, the angular momentum is conserved, see Fig. S1 [43].

When ω̄_‖ ≠ 0, Eq. (5a) has a kink-like soliton solution for the condensate phase, ϕ(x, t) = 2 tan^{−1} [ exp ( ± (x − x_0 − vt)/(λ̄ √ 1 − (v/v_c)^2) )] , where x_0 is the arbitrary DW center position and v is the DW velocity. An inhomogeneous state then becomes stable. The DW velocity is determined by the driving force, resulting in v ∼ ±W α_{SP}μ^{in}_s /(2πα_G) < v_c. The traveling solitons generate an AC signal on top of a DC output in the detector. At the spin-flop transition, λ̄^{−1} = 0, only the DC component of the signal survives and the system exhibits perfect SSF.

Let us investigate the conditions for SSF stability. We will find two criteria that also exist in similar forms in ferromagnetic SSF [32]. To this end, we consider the limit of a large hard-axis anisotropy; then, n_z is very small, and the total free energy becomes f ∼ λ^2ω_‖(∂_xϕ)^2 + [ω_⊥ − λ^2ω_‖(∂_xϕ)^2 + ω̄_‖ cos^2 ϕ]n^2_z − ω̄_‖ cos^2 ϕ. At the spinflop transition, ω̄_‖ = 0, the free energy implies that the SSF remains stable provided that ∂_xϕ < √ ω_⊥/(λ^2ω_‖).

This upper critical limit for the gradient of the condensate phase is analogous to the Landau criterion in conventional superfluidity. A finite effective anisotropy increases the upper critical limit. Another necessary condition is that the spin supercurrent must be spatially uniform. The steady-state solution of Eq. (5a) gives rise to an approximately uniform spin supercurrent only when ∂_xϕ ≫ 1/λ̄ [32].

Numerical results and discussion.— To establish SSF, we numerically solve the coupled Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equations for sublattice magnetization m_A and m_B , Eq. (S1) [43], for the setup in Fig. (1). In the numerical calculations, we use parameters for the prototypical AFM insulator NiO [29–31, 48]. The spin-flop transition occurs at a critical external magnetic field of H_c ∼ 8.5 T [49]. It was experimentally shown that at near room temperature H_c is reduced to approximately 2 T in NiO [49]. We also estimate, ω^c_H/2ω_{ex} ∼ 10^{−3}, and thus, the z-component of the spin current is approximately conserved at the spin-flop transition Eq. (4b).

The spin accumulation pumped into the right lead, in the limit of low spin-memory loss, is μ^{out}_s = −(1/2) ∑ i m_i × ṁ_i [50]. When the hard-axis anisotropy is large, the z-component of the pumped spin accumu-

FIG. 3: The output spin accumulation (in the right lead) as a function of the input spin injection (in the left lead).

lation is given by μ^{out}_{sz} ≈ −ϕ̇. In Fig. (2), we plot the normalized spin accumulation in the right lead versus the input spin accumulation in the left lead, μ^{out}_{sz} /μ^{in}_{sz} , as a function of the applied magnetic field along the xdirection H. The system length is L = 0.75μm. We consider two STT amplitudes: μ^{in}_{sz} = 0.44μeV and μ^{in}_{sz} = 4.4μeV. In both cases, the maximum spin-transport efficiency occurs at the spin-flop transition. When the STT energy is smaller than the easy-axis energy, the output signal vanishes rapidly when the applied magnetic field deviates from the critical field. Naturally, we still find large signals when the input STT energy is larger than the uniaxial energy. In the latter case, the STT is strong enough to overcome the pinning arising from the effective uniaxial anisotropy and triggers coherent spin dynamics even at lower external magnetic fields. This fielddependent behavior can be used to experimentally distinguish the spin current arising from usual magnons and the spin current carried by SSF.

In Fig. (3), we plot the detected spin accumulation as a function of the STT amplitude for a system size L = 0.75μm. We show the results with and without an applied critical magnetic field. When there is no magnetic field, the spins are pinned by the uniaxial anisotropy. In this case, the STT amplitude should be larger than a threshold that is proportional to the effective uniaxial anisotropy energy ω̄_x to induce spin transfer. Near the spin-flop transition, this limit vanishes due to the restoration of the U(1) symmetry. At the spin-flop transition, higher order anisotropy terms may be present in the free energy; see for example, Ref. [2]. In this case, there is no longer a perfect U(1) symmetry. This residual anisotropy can easily be overcome by a small spin accumulation. Above the threshold, the ratio between the pumped and injected spin currents is linear in the input spin accumulation but only up to another critical value determined by the Landau criterion. There is no longer a typical superfluidity behavior beyond this point.

FIG. 4: The time evolution of the output spin accumulation for different length scales at the spin-flop transition H = Hc when μ^{in}_{sz} = 2μeV. Inset: Below the spin-flop transition H ≃ 6.6 T when μ^{in}_{sz} = 4.4μeV.

The magnetic moments in NiO are ferromagnetically aligned in the {111} planes. The adjacent planes are antiferromagnetically coupled. Thus, the easy planes are not parallel to, e.g., a surface along {100}. We therefore also explore the likely effect of a finite angle between the easy plane of the NiO layer and a Pt/NiO interface. To this end, we rotate the easy plane in our numerical calculations while maintaining the applied magnetic field in the x-direction. Fig. (3) demonstrates that SSF remains feasible at finite angles. Only the component of the magnetic field parallel to the uniaxial anisotropy reduces the effective anisotropy. Then, in the presence of a finite angle between the external magnetic field and the uniaxial anisotropy θ, the critical magnetic field is increased to H_c/ cos θ.

We plot the time evolution of the spin current for different length scales in Fig. (4). At the spin-flop transition point, even in a dirty sample where α_G ∼ 6.8 × 10^{−3} [29], SSF persists up to a few micrometers. This micron size range of the spin transport by SSF is considerably larger than the damping decay length of magnons in NiO, λ_G = v_c/(4α_Gω_{ex}) ∼ 40 nm. Fig. (4) also shows that when the system size increases, the transient time increases. In general, in the presence of a uniaxial anisotropy and a strong STT amplitude, the output spin accumulation has both AC components in the GHz regime together with a DC component. As discussed, the AC signal is a consequence of injecting kink-like solitons from the left lead. There is a reduction of the AC signal near the spin-flop transition. The signal is purely DC exactly at the transition point.

Experimentally, magnons and SSF contribute to the output spin accumulation. Their contributions can be distinguished either by changing the strength and direction of the magnetic field or by changing the sample size. Magnons decay exponentially with the system size, whereas we expect a very small algebraic decay for SSF in our setup.

Conclusion.— NiO is a biaxial AFM without a U(1) symmetry. This material can also have a significant Gilbert damping. These features appear to be detrimental to long-range spin transport via both magnons and SSF. Nevertheless, we demonstrate that NiO and other biaxial AFMs are good candidates for observing SSF over micrometer length scales. SSF behavior is dramatically improved around the spin-flop transition, which can be reached by applying an external magnetic field. SSF can be observed in standard non-local spin-transport setups and reach distances beyond micrometers.

The research leading to these results has received funding from the European Research Council via Advanced Grant number 669442 “Insulatronics”. We would like to thank M. Kläui and J. Cramer for useful discussions.

[1] L. J. Cornelissen, J. Liu, R. A. Duine, J. Ben Youssef, and B. J. van Wees, Nat. Phys. 11, 1022 (2015).

[2] B. A. Ivanov, Low Temp. Phys. 31, 635 (2005); A. M.

Kosevich, B. A. Ivanov, and A. S. Kovalev, Phys. Rep. 194, 117 (1990).

[3] T. Jungwirth, X. Marti, P. Wadley and J. Wunderlich, Nature (London) 11, 231 (2016).

[4] V. Baltz, A. Manchon, M. Tsoi, T. Moriyama, T. Ono, and Y. Tserkovnyak, arXiv:1606.04284.

[5] A. Sekine and K. Nomura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 096401 (2016); A. Sekine and T. Chiba, Phys. Rev. B 93, 220403(R) (2016).

[6] I. Fina, X. Marti, D. Yi, J. Liu, J. H. Chu, C. Rayan- Serrao, S. Suresha, A. B. Shick, J. Železný, T. Jungwirth, J. Fontcuberta, and R. Ramesh, Nat. Commun. 5, 4671 (2014).

[7] B. G. Park, J. Wunderlich, X. Martí, V. Holý, Y.

Kurosaki, M. Yamada, H. Yamamoto, A. Nishide, J. Hayakawa, H. Takahashi, A. B. Shick, and T. Jungwirth, Nat. Mater. 10, 347 (2011).

[8] S. Nakatsuji, N. Kiyohara, and T. Higo, Nature (London) 527, 212 (2015).

[9] W. Zhang, M. B. Jungfleisch, W. Jiang, J. E. Pearson, A.

Hoffmann, F. Freimuth, and Y. Mokrousov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 196602 (2014).

[10] A. Prakash, J. Brangham, F. Yang, and J. P. Heremans, Phys. Rev. B 94, 014427 (2016).

[11] S. Seki, T. Ideue, M. Kubota, Y. Kozuka, R. Takagi, M. Nakamura, Y. Kaneko, M. Kawasaki, and Y. Tokura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 266601 (2015).

[12] W. Lin, K. Chen, S. Zhang, and C. L. Chien, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 116, 186601 (2016).

[13] S. M. Wu, W. Zhang, A. KC, P. Borisov, J. E. Pearson, J. S. Jiang, D. Lederman, A. Hoffmann, and A. Bhattacharya, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 097204 (2016).

[14] H. Wang, C. Du, P. C. Hammel, and F. Yang, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 113, 097202 (2014).

[15] Z. Qiu, J. Li, D Hou, E. Arenholz, A. T. NDiaye, A. Tan, K-i. Uchida, K. Sato, S. Okamoto, Y. Tserkovnyak, Z. Q. Qiu, and E. Saitoh, Nat. Commun. 7, 12670 (2016).

[16] T. Moriyama, S. Takei, M. Nagata, Y. Yoshimura, N.

Matsuzaki, T. Terashima, Y. Tserkovnyak, and T. Ono , Appl. Phys. Lett. 106, 162406 (2015).

[17] R. Cheng, J. Xiao, Q. Niu, and A. Brataas, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 113, 057601 (2014).

[18] R. Khymyn, I. Lisenkov, V. S. Tiberkevich, A. N. Slavin, and and B. A. Ivanov, Phys. Rev. B 93, 224421 (2016).

[19] K.M.D. Hals, Y. Tserkovnyak, and A. Brataas, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 106, 107206 (2011).

[20] E. G. Tveten, A. Qaiumzadeh, O. A. Tretiakov, and A.

Brataas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 127208 (2013). [21] R. Cheng and Q. Niu, Phys. Rev. B 89, 081105(R) (2014).

[22] E. G. Tveten, A. Qaiumzadeh, and A. Brataas, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 112, 147204 (2014).

[23] C. Ciccarelli, L. Anderson, V. Tshitoyan, A. J. Ferguson, F. Gerhard, C. Gould, L. W. Molenkamp, J. Gayles, J. Železný, L. Šmejkal, Z. Yuan, J. Sinova, F. Freimuth, and T. Jungwirth, Nat. Phys. 12, 855 (2016); A. Qaiumzadeh, R. A. Duine, and M. Titov, Phys. Rev. B 92, 014402 (2015).

[24] A. V. Kimel, B. A. Ivanov, R. V. Pisarev, P. A. Usachev, A. Kirilyuk, and Th. Rasing, Nat. Phys. 5, 727 (2009).

[25] R. Cheng, D. Xiao, and A. Brataas, Phys. Rev. Lett.

116, 207603 (2016).

[26] T. Giamarchi, C. Rüegg, and O. Tchernyshyov, Nat.

Phys. 4, 198 (2008).

[27] E. L. Fjærbu, N. Rohling, A. Brataas, arXiv: 1612.00366 (2016).

[28] C. Sun, T. Nattermann, and V. L. Pokrovsky, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 116, 257205 (2016).

[29] T. Satoh, S.-J. Cho, R. Iida, T. Shimura, K. Kuroda, H.

Ueda, Y. Ueda, B. A. Ivanov, F. Nori, and M. Fiebig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 077402 (2010).

[30] T. Moriyama, S. Takei, M. Nagata, Y. Yoshimura, N.

Matsuzaki, T. Terashima, Y. Tserkovnyak, and T. Ono, Appl. Phys. Lett. 106, 162406 (2015).

[31] T. Kampfrath, A. Sell, G. Klatt, A. Pashkin, S. Mährlein, T. Dekorsy, M. Wolf, M. Fiebig, A. Leitenstorfer, and R. Huber, Nat. Photonics 5, 31 (2011).

[32] E. B. Sonin, J. Low Temp. Phys. 171, 757 (2013); Adv.

Phys. 59, 181 (2010); Ups. Fiz. Nauk 137, 267 (1982) [Sov. Phys. Ups. 257, 409 (1982)]; Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 74, 2097 (1978) [Sov. Phys. JETP 47, 1091 (1978)]; Solid State Commun. 25, 253 (1978).

[33] R. A. Duine, A. Brataas, S. A. Bender, and Y.

Tserkovnyak, arXiv:1505.01329 (2015).

[34] H. Chen and A. H. MacDonald, arXiv:1604.02429 (2016);

H. Chen, A. D. Kent, A. H. MacDonald, and I. Sodemann, Phys. Rev. B 90, 220401(R) (2014); J. König, M. C. Bønsager, and A. H. MacDonald, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 187202 (2001).

[35] A. N. Bogdanov, A. V. Zhuravlev, and U. K. Rößler, Phys. Rev. B 75, 094425 (2007).

[36] G. E. Volovik, The Universe in a Helium Droplet (Oxford University Press, New York City, 2003).

[37] B. I. Halperin and P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 188, 898 1969).

[38] A. N. Kozlov and L. A. Maksimov, J. Exptl. Theoret.

Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 48, 1184 (1965) [Sov. Phys. JETP 21, 790 (1965)].

[39] W. Kohn and D. Sherrington, Rev. Phys. Phys. 52, 1 (1970).

[40] H. Skarsvåg, C. Holmqvist, and A. Brataas, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 115, 237201 (2015).

[41] B. A. Ivanov and D. D. Sheka, Phys. Rev. Lett 72, 404 (1994).

[42] S. Takei, B. I. Halperin, A. Yacoby, and Y. Tserkovnyak, Phys. Rev. B 90, 094408 (2014).

[43] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.137201

for details of the free energy, the coupled LLG equations, and the estimation of the corrections to the continuity equation.

[44] Throughout the paper we use the natural units ℏ = c = 1, where ℏ is the Planck constant and c is the light velocity in the vacuum.

[45] S. Takei and Y. Tserkovnyak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 227201 (2014).

[46] S. K. Kim, S. Takei, and Y. Tserkovnyak, Phys.

Rev. B 93, 020402(R) (2016); S. K. Kim and Y.

Tserkovnyak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 127201 (2016). [47] In the static limit of Eq. (2), there is also a Bloch domain wall-like state solution when ω̄_‖ = 0. This Bloch state can be excited thermally as discussed for ferromagnets [46]. Thermal excitations then cause a phase slip that destroys the spin supercurrent.

[48] We use these parameters extracted from Refs. [29– 31]: ω_{ex}/2π ∼ 27.4 THz, ω^{(1)}_⊥ /2π ∼ 23 GHz, ω^{(1)}_‖ /2π ∼ 1 GHz, and α_G ∼ 6.8 × 10^{−3}.

[49] K. Kurosawa, M. Miura, and S. Saito, J. Phys. C 13, 1521 (1980).

[50] Y. Tserkovnyak, A. Brataas, G. E. W. Bauer, and B. I. Halperin, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 1375 (2005).