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A strategy for a scalable synchronization of an array of spin-Hall oscillators (SHOs) is illustrated.

In detail, we present the micromagnetic simulations of two and five SHOs realized by means of

couples of triangular golden contacts on the top of a Pt/CoFeB/Ta trilayer. The results highlight

that the synchronization occurs for the whole current region that gives rise to the excitation of self-

oscillations. This is linked to the role of the magnetodipolar coupling, which is the phenomenon

driving the synchronization when the distance between oscillators is not too large. Synchronization

also turns out to be robust against geometrical differences of the contacts, simulated by considering

variable distances between the tips ranging from 100 nm to 200 nm. Besides, it entails an enlarge-

ment of the radiation pattern that can be useful for the generation of spin-waves in magnonics

applications. Simulations performed to study the effect of the interfacial Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya

interaction show nonreciprocity in spatial propagation of the synchronized spin-wave. The simplic-

ity of the geometry and the robustness of the achieved synchronization make this design of array of

SHOs scalable for a larger number of synchronized oscillators. Published by AIP Publishing.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842]

Microwave oscillators are widely employed in modern

technology.1 For example, in wireless high-speed communica-

tions, they provide the clocking of the systems, as well as the

generation of the carrier waves. The most common type of

semiconductor microwave oscillators is the voltage-controlled

oscillator (VCO).2 It exhibits high operating frequencies (over

100 GHz), low cost, and low power consumption; nonetheless,

it holds limited tunability (620%).3,4 Microwave spin-trans-

fer-torque nano-oscillators (STNOs)5–8 and spin-Hall oscilla-

tors (SHOs)9–12 seem to be promising as solutions beyond

VCOs that are also compatible with the complementary-

metal-oxide silicon (CMOS) technology. In addition to low

cost, low power consumption and high output frequencies,

they offer a tunability, wider than VCO, on current and mag-

netic field.8,13 Other features are: better scalability (over 50

times smaller), high quality factors,14 stability in a broad

range of temperatures, intrinsic radiation hardness. On the

other hand, the main weakness of STNOs and SHOs is the

low output power (order of microwatts for the magnetic tunnel

junction STNO).13,15 This limitation can be overcome by the

synchronization of a number of oscillators. With this regard,

Kaka et al.16 and Mancoff et al.17 authored two milestone

papers where the first experimental observation of two phase-

locked nano-contact STNOs was demonstrated. The synchro-

nization was considered mutual since each oscillator partici-

pated actively in the phenomenon, and, among the results, it

entailed the desired increase of the output power and a reduc-

tion of linewidth. Starting from those papers, the

synchronization of STNOs has been studied diffusely, theoret-

ically,18,19 numerically,20,21 and experimentally.22–24 Ruotolo

et al.,23 for example, observed the synchronization of four

closely spaced vortex-based STNOs with no need of external

field, whereas Houshang et al.24 recently demonstrated the

synchronization of five STNOs by controlling through a com-

bination of Oersted field and external in-plane field, a highly

directional spin-wave beam.25 Concerning synchronization of

SHOs, Demidov et al.26 demonstrated the injection lock-

ing27–29 of an SHO to a microwave current, while the synchro-

nization of two nanoconstriction-based30 SHOs has been

predicted by Kendziorczyk and Kuhn.31

In this paper, we predict a strategy that permits to

achieve a scalable (in terms of number) synchronization of

SHOs, considering a generalization of the geometry intro-

duced in Ref. 11. Our key result is that synchronization

always takes place when the distance between SHOs is not

large enough. In other words, the magnetization precession

of all the involved spins is frequency locked for the whole

range of current starting from the critical excitation value.

This behavior is linked to the mechanism driving the

synchronization that is the magnetodipolar coupling.

Synchronization is also robust against geometrical variations

of the oscillators and/or the effect of the interfacial

Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (IDMI).32 The synchro-

nized mode is characterized by a unique radiation pattern, as

large as the number of synchronized oscillators increases.

This result is very promising for the realization of spin wave

generators in magnonics applications. Although the synchro-

nization of five SHOs is presented in detail here, the number

can be increased to a much larger value.
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Figs. 1(a)–1(c) display the geometrical details of the two

devices under investigation, and two and five SHOs are built

on top of a Pt(3)/CoFeB(1)/Ta(4) (thicknesses in nm) multi-

layer with a rectangular cross section of 1500� 3000 nm2.

Different from the typical heavy-metal/ferromagnet/oxide

layered structure of an SHO, here, the ferromagnet

(CoFeB) is sandwiched between two heavy metals (Pt and

Ta). This option arises from the need to reduce the critical

current to excite propagating modes in an SHO that are still

not observed experimentally. In fact, in this system, the

spin-Hall effect (SHE) efficiency is increased. Pt and Ta

have an opposite sign of the spin-Hall angle and, as demon-

strated by Woo et al.,33 the top and bottom interfaces work

in concert and enhance the total torque on the magnetiza-

tion (typical values of spin-Hall angles for Pt and Ta are

�þ0.0834 and ��0.15,35,36 respectively, whereas a total

spin-Hall angle of 0.34 was observed in the sandwiched

configuration).33 To realize an SHO in this system, two tri-

angular Au contacts (150 nm thick) are deposited on top

(similarly to the strategy developed in Ref. 11); in this way,

the current is locally injected in the center of the ferromag-

net.12 The realization of N oscillators can be made through

N couples of contacts (see Fig. 1(b)). The distance between

each couple of contacts, namely between each oscillator, is

indicated with dc and, in this paper, we show the results for

dc¼ 400 and 800 nm. Distances between contacts are indi-

cated with di(i¼ 1,…,5) and are differentiated in order to

model fabrication induced geometrical differences in an

array of SHOs. As reference, in the paper by Demidov

et al.,11 the distance between the contacts is 100 nm; in our

study, we choose 100 nm� di � 200 nm. In detail, for the

device with two contacts, we analyze four different cases:

(i) d1¼ 100 nm, d2¼ 200 nm, dc¼ 400 nm; (ii) d1¼ 100 nm,

d2¼ 110 nm, dc¼ 400 nm; (iii) d1¼ 100 nm, d2¼ 150 nm,

dc¼ 400 nm; and (iv) d1 ¼ 100 nm, d2¼ 200 nm,

dc¼ 800 nm. On the other hand, the device with five oscil-

lators is characterized by d1¼ 170 nm, d2¼ 200 nm,

d3¼ 100 nm, d4¼ 150 nm, d5¼ 120 nm, and dc ¼ 400 nm.

In previous studies we already identified that in this kind of

SHOs propagating spin waves are excited with an out-of-

plane external field (see inset of Fig. 1(c)) larger than

200 mT.12,37

Micromagnetic simulations are performed by means of

our self-implemented code38 that solves the Landau-Lifshitz-

Gilbert equation of motion, where the SHE is included as an

additional term modeled as Slonczewski-type torque5,37,39

dm

ds
¼ �m� hEFF þ aGm� dm

ds

� glB

2c0eM2
StCoFeB

aHm�m� ẑ � Jð Þ; (1)

where m and hEFF are the normalized magnetization and

effective field of the ferromagnet, respectively. hEFF includes

the standard magnetic field contributions, as well as the

IDMI and the Oersted field (see its spatial distribution in

Figs. 1(d) and 1(e)). s is the dimensionless time s ¼ c0MSt,
where c0 is the gyromagnetic ratio and MS is the saturation

magnetization of the ferromagnet. aG is the Gilbert damping,

g is the Landè factor, lB is the Bohr Magneton, e is the elec-

tron charge, tCoFeB is the thickness of the ferromagnetic

layer, aH is the spin-Hall angle obtained from the ratio

between the spin current and the electrical current, ẑ is the

unit vector of the out-of-plane direction and J is the spatial

distribution of the current density in the heavy metals,

computed by averaging the current densities flowing in

the Pt and Ta over the two sections, respectively. The

IDMI is included in the effective field as hIDMI

¼ � 2D
l0M2

S

r �mð Þẑ �rmz½ �, where mz is the z-component of

the normalized magnetization and D is the IDMI parameter.

The boundary condition for the exchange interaction that

takes into account the presence of the IDMI is

dm=dn ¼ �ð1=vÞðẑ � nÞ �m, where n is the unit vector

normal to the edge, v ¼ 2A
D is a characteristic length related

to the IDMI and A is the exchange constant.36,40 For the sim-

ulations discussed in this paper, we have considered the

following physical parameters: MS¼ 1� 106 A/m, A¼ 2.0

� 10�11 J/m,41 and interfacial perpendicular anisotropy

induced at the boundaries between CoFeB and the heavy

metals characterized by the anisotropy constant Ku¼ 5.5

� 105 J/m3,42 aG¼ 0.03, and aH¼ 0.34.33 For the simulations

FIG. 1. Sketch of the devices under

investigation: (a) two SHOs and (b)

five SHOs realized by means of cou-

ples of Au triangular contacts over a

trilayered stack Pt/CoFeB/Ta (c).

Reference systems are also shown. (d)

and (e) Oersted field distribution corre-

sponding to (d) 2 SHOs, I¼ 2.56 mA

and (e) 5 SHOs, I¼ 4.72 mA.
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including IDMI, we have chosen a value of 1.5 mJ/m2 for

the parameter D.37 An external field of 400 mT, tilted 15�

with respect to the z-axis, is applied to the device and tilts

the equilibrium magnetization at about 23� with respect to

the z-axis. Snapshots of the Oersted field in the ferromagnet

are shown in Figs. 1(d) and 1(e) for the devices with two and

five SHOs, respectively. These computations are based on

the numerical framework already described in the previous

works,12,37 and they have been performed within a parallel

processing framework that has been designed and imple-

mented for accelerating algorithms computation.43,44

Figure 2 summarizes the simulation results of the two

SHOs. The output frequencies of the device vs. applied cur-

rent are reported for the abovementioned four cases (i)–(iv),

with and without including the IDMI (Figs. 2(a)–2(d)). In

any of the four cases and for the whole range of applied cur-

rents (starting from the threshold of the self-oscillations), we

observe that the spins oscillate at the same frequency (fre-

quency locked), with a spatially dependent phase shift, giv-

ing rise to a single frequency peak in the power spectrum

(see supplementary material Note 1 for the spatially depen-

dent phase shift). Synchronization still takes place for any

applied current also in the presence of a small variation of

out-of-plane amplitude and in-plane field angle (not shown).

Fig. 2(e) shows the results for the case (iii) and high-

lights that the wave vectors are almost the same along the

four directions, where specifically the spin-wave radiation is

isotropic (the excitation area is elongated due to the geome-

try of the contacts). This result, together with the synchroni-

zation at any current value, makes the double oscillator

comparable to a single oscillator with a wider excitation area

(its tunability is about 2–2.5 GHz). Figs. 2(a)–2(d) also show

that the frequency of synchronized mode exhibits blue shift

as a function of the applied current, as expected for the

Slonczewski-like spin-waves. With this regard, Figs. 2(f)

and 2(g) show the snapshots of the magnetization configura-

tion for the geometry of case (iii) (corresponding to Fig.

2(c)), without and with IDMI (multimedia view movie 2(f)

and 2(g)). In both cases, the radiation pattern is unique. The

inclusion of IDMI in the model introduces further nonlinear-

ities in the behavior of the device, and the output frequency

shows a non-monotonic behavior (see, in particular, Fig.

2(d)). Concerning the mode profile, it is clearly observed

that is nonreciprocal, in agreement with the previous results

FIG. 2. (a)–(d) Magnetization oscilla-

tion frequency of two synchronized

SHOs for four different configurations

of the Au contacts. In each graph, fre-

quencies with D¼ 0 mJ/m2 and with

D¼ 1.5 mJ/m2 are reported. (e) Wave

vectors along the in-plane axes for the

case in (c). (f) and (g) Snapshots of the

magnetization corresponding to the

points “f” and “g” indicated in (c) for

I¼ 2.56 mA (see movie 2(f) and 2(g)).

(Multimedia view) [URL: http://

dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.1][URL:

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.2]
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on the nonreciprocal spin-wave propagation in the presence

of IDMI.45,46

In order to investigate on the phenomenon driving the

synchronization, we have also simulated an ideal experiment

where the magnetic region between the two SHOs has been

cut in order to avoid spin-wave coupling. In those computa-

tions, synchronization takes place highlighting the key-role

of magnetodipolar coupling as driving phenomenon (see sup-

plementary material Note 2 for the simulations with the cut

ferromagnet). This is in agreement with a previous work,

where it is shown that synchronization driven by magnetodi-

polar coupling is characterized by a unique wavefront, as in

our cases (see Fig. 5 of Ref. 21). The leading role of magne-

todipolar coupling also explains the occurrence of synchroni-

zation for all the current values that is linked to the distance

dc between the SHOs. Simulations performed with

dc¼ 1600 nm, scenario where the synchronization is driven

mainly by spin wave interactions, in fact, show locking for a

limited range of current (see supplementary material Note 3

for an example of unsynchronized state at dc¼ 1600 nm).

Synchronization, finally, is also mutual since the frequency

of the locked mode is in-between the frequencies of the two

single SHOs (see supplementary material Note 4 for the

evaluation of the frequencies of the single SHOs).

Since the first work on the synchronization of two

STNOs,16 it was necessary more than 10 years to observe the

synchronization of five STNOs. It has required larger con-

tacts, a well-defined spatial alignment, and the intuition of

the role of the Oersted field.24 Encouraged by the results of

the device with two SHOs, we have performed micromag-

netic simulations increasing the number N of SHOs up to

N¼ 5. Our computations show synchronization characterized

by similar properties of the 2 SHOs. In particular, Fig. 3(a)

shows the frequency of the synchronized mode for N¼ 5,

with and without IDMI. Also, in this configuration, we

observe the frequency blue shifts with the applied current

and oscillators are synchronized for the whole range of cur-

rents (mind that dc¼ 400 nm). Once again, IDMI distorts the

profile of the spin-wave, which, even if it remains unique

and continuous, becomes non-reciprocal (see snapshots in

Figs. 3(b) and 3(c), and the corresponding multimedia view

movie 3(b) and 3(c), for the dynamics without and with

IDMI, respectively). On the whole, the excitation area is

larger than the case of two oscillators, due to the geometry of

the contacts. Different from Ref. 24, in the framework stud-

ied in this paper, the Oersted field is symmetric and has a

negligible role. This feature promises a propagation of the

spin-wave at longer distances that can be useful if spin-wave

has to reach other devices on the same ferromagnet, namely,

for magnonics applications.

In conclusion, our numerical simulations have demon-

strated the synchronization of two and five SHOs. In our

geometry, synchronization occurs for the whole range of cur-

rent if the distance between SHOs is not too large, and, in

our case, this critical distance is between 800 and 1600 nm.

The main mechanism at the basis of the synchronization is a

strong coupling due to the large and long range magnetodi-

polar fields that in our scenario are largest as compared to

the previous works on synchronization. This gives rise to a

robust synchronization against differences in the geometry

of the contacts. In the synchronized state, an enlargement of

the isotropic/anisotropic radiation pattern in the absence/

presence of IDMI, as a function of the increase in the number

of locked oscillators, can be useful for the realization of

spin-wave source for magnonics applications. The robust

occurrence of the synchronization makes our design of

SHOs array scalable for a larger number of oscillators.

See supplementary material for Notes 1–4 with details

on the spatially dependent phase shift, the simulations with

the cut ferromagnet, an example of unsynchronized state at

dc¼ 1600 nm, and the evaluation of the frequencies of the

single SHOs.

This work was supported by the Project No.

PRIN2010ECA8P3 from Italian MIUR and the executive

programme of scientific and technological cooperation

between Italy and China for the years 2016–2018 (code

CN16GR09) funded by the Ministero degli Affari Esteri e

della Cooperazione Internazionale. The authors thank

Domenico Romolo for the graphical support.

1M. D. Pozar, Microwave Engineering, 4th Ed. (John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,

Hoboken, USA, 2012).
2A. P. S. Khanna, Microwave J. 58, 22 (2015).
3A. Dec and K. Suyama, IEEE J. Solid-State Circuits 35, 1231 (2000).
4B. Catliand and M. M. Hella, IEEE J. Solid-State Circuits 44, 2463 (2009).
5J. C. Slonczewski, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 159, L1 (1996).
6D. C. Ralph and M. D. Stiles, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 320, 1190 (2008).
7M. Tsoi, A. G. M. Jansen, J. Bass, W.-C. Chiang, M. Seck, V. Tsoi, and P.

Wyder, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 4281 (1998).
8Z. Zeng, G. Finocchio, and H. Jiang, Nanoscale 5, 2219 (2013).
9J. E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1834 (1999).

FIG. 3. (a) Frequency of the magnetization oscillation of five synchronized

SHOs without and with IDMI. Distances between contacts are d1¼ 170 nm,

d2¼ 200 nm, d3¼ 100 nm, d4¼ 150 nm, d5¼ 120 nm, and dc¼ 400 nm. (b)

and (c) Magnetization configurations obtained without and with IDMI, respec-

tively, corresponding to the points “b” and “c” indicated in (a) for I¼ 4.72 mA

(see movie 3(b) and 3(c)). (Multimedia view) [URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/

1.4967842.3][URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.4]

202402-4 Puliafito et al. Appl. Phys. Lett. 109, 202402 (2016)

 Reuse of AIP Publishing content is subject to the terms at: https://publishing.aip.org/authors/rights-and-permissions. Download to IP:  192.167.111.128 On: Mon, 14 Nov

2016 15:51:06

126RI

ftp://ftp.aip.org/epaps/appl_phys_lett/E-APPLAB-109-060646
ftp://ftp.aip.org/epaps/appl_phys_lett/E-APPLAB-109-060646
ftp://ftp.aip.org/epaps/appl_phys_lett/E-APPLAB-109-060646
ftp://ftp.aip.org/epaps/appl_phys_lett/E-APPLAB-109-060646
ftp://ftp.aip.org/epaps/appl_phys_lett/E-APPLAB-109-060646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/4.859516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSSC.2009.2023155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(96)00062-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2007.12.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.4281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2nr33407k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4967842.4


10I. M. Miron, K. Garello, G. Gaudin, P.-J. Zermatten, M. V. Costache, S.

Auffret, S. Bandiera, B. Rodmacq, A. Schuhl, and P. Gambardella, Nature

476, 189 (2011).
11V. E. Demidov, S. Urazhdin, H. Ulrichs, V. Tiberkevich, A. Slavin, D.

Baither, G. Schmitz, and S. O. Demokritov, Nat. Mater. 11, 1028 (2012).
12A. Giordano, M. Carpentieri, A. Laudani, G. Gubbiotti, B. Azzerboni, and

G. Finocchio, Appl. Phys. Lett. 105, 042412 (2014).
13W. H. Rippard, M. R. Pufall, S. Kaka, S. E. Russek, and T. J. Silva, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 92, 027201 (2004).
14H. Maehara, H. Kubota, Y. Suzuki, T. Seki, K. Nishimura, Y. Nagamine,

K. Tsunekawa, A. Fukushima, H. Arai, T. Taniguchi, H. Imamura, K.

Ando, and S. Yuasa, Appl. Phys. Express 7, 023003 (2014).
15S. Bonetti, V. Puliafito, G. Consolo, V. Tiberkevich, A. Slavin, and J.

Akerman, Phys. Rev. B 85, 174427 (2012).
16S. Kaka, M. R. Pufall, W. H. Rippard, T. J. Silva, S. E. Russek, and J. A.

Katine, Nature 437, 389 (2005).
17F. B. Mancoff, N. D. Rizzo, B. N. Engel, and S. Tehrani, Nature 437, 393

(2005).
18A. N. Slavin and V. S. Tiberkevich, Phys. Rev. B 74, 104401 (2006).
19S. M. Rezende, F. M. de Aguiar, R. L. Rodrigues-Suarez, and A. Azevedo,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 087202 (2007).
20G. Hrkac, T. Schrefl, S. Bance, D. Allwood, A. Goncharov, J. Dean, and

D. Suess, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 320, L111 (2008).
21V. Puliafito, G. Consolo, L. Lopez-Diaz, and B. Azzerboni, Physica B

435, 44 (2014).
22M. R. Pufall, W. H. Rippard, S. E. Russek, S. Kaka, and J. Katine, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 97, 087206 (2006).
23A. Ruotolo, V. Cros, B. Georges, A. Dussaux, J. Grollier, C. Deranlot, R.

Guillemet, K. Bouzehouane, S. Fusil, and A. Fert, Nat. Nanotechnol. 4,

528 (2009).
24A. Houshang, E. Iacocca, P. Durrenfeld, S. R. Sani, J. Akerman, and R. K.

Dumas, Nat. Nanotechnol. 11, 280 (2016).
25M. A. Hoefer, T. J. Silva, and M. D. Stiles, Phys. Rev. B 77, 144401 (2008).
26V. E. Demidov, H. Ulrichs, S. V. Gurevich, S. O. Demokritov, V. S.

Tiberkevich, A. N. Slavin, A. Zholud, and S. Urazhdin, Nat. Commun. 5,

3179 (2014).
27W. H. Rippard, M. R. Pufall, S. Kaka, T. J. Silva, S. E. Russek, and J. A.

Katine, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 067203 (2005).

28M. D’Aquino, C. Serpico, R. Bonin, G. Bertotti, and I. D. Mayergoyz,

Phys. Rev. B 82, 064415 (2010).
29V. Puliafito, Y. Pogoryelov, B. Azzerboni, J. Akerman, and G. Finocchio,

IEEE Trans. Nanotechnol. 13, 532 (2014).
30V. E. Demidov, S. Urazhdin, A. Zholud, A. V. Sadovnikov, and S. O.

Demokritov, Appl. Phys. Lett. 105, 172410 (2014).
31T. Kendziorczyk and T. Kuhn, Phys. Rev. B 93, 134413 (2016).
32I. Dzyaloshinskii, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 4, 241 (1958); T. Moriya, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 4, 228 (1960).
33S. Woo, M. Mann, A. J. Tan, L. Caretta, and G. S. D. Beach, Appl. Phys.

Lett. 105, 212404 (2014).
34L. Liu, O. J. Lee, T. J. Gudmundsen, D. C. Ralph, and R. A. Buhrman,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 096602 (2012).
35L. Liu, C.-F. Pai, Y. Li, H. W. Tseng, D. C. Ralph, and R. A. Buhrman,

Science 336, 555 (2012).
36V. Puliafito, A. Giordano, B. Azzerboni, and G. Finocchio, J. Phys. D:

Appl. Phys. 49, 145001 (2016).
37A. Giordano, R. Verba, R. Zivieri, A. Laudani, V. Puliafito, G. Gubbiotti,

R. Tomasello, G. Siracusano, B. Azzerboni, M. Carpentieri, A. Slavin, and

G. Finocchio, Sci. Rep. 6, 36020 (2016).
38A. Giordano, G. Finocchio, L. Torres, M. Carpentieri, and B. Azzerboni,

J. Appl. Phys. 111, 07D112 (2012).
39G. Finocchio, M. Carpentieri, E. Martinez, and B. Azzerboni, Appl. Phys.

Lett. 102, 212410 (2013).
40R. Tomasello, E. Martinez, R. Zivieri, L. Torres, M. Carpentieri, and G.

Finocchio, Sci. Rep. 4, 6784 (2014).
41N. Sato, R. M. White, and S. X. Wang, Appl. Phys. Lett. 108, 152405 (2016).
42S. Emori, E. Martinez, K.-J. Lee, H.-W. Lee, U. Bauer, S.-M. Ahn, P.

Agrawal, D. C. Bono, and G. S. D. Beach, Phys. Rev. B 90, 184427 (2014).
43G. Siracusano, F. Lamonaca, R. Tomasello, F. Garesc�ı, A. La Corte, D. L.

Carn�ı, M. Carpentieri, D. Grimaldi, and G. Finocchio, Mech. Syst. Sig.

Process. 75, 109 (2016).
44G. Siracusano, A. La Corte, V. Puliafito, and G. Finocchio, J. Appl. Phys.

115, 17D108 (2014).
45J.-H. Moon, S.-M. Seo, K.-J. Lee, K.-W. Kim, J. Ryu, H.-W. Lee, R. D.

McMichael, and M. D. Stiles, Phys. Rev. B 88, 184404 (2013).
46R. Verba, V. Tiberkevich, and A. Slavin, Appl. Phys. Lett. 107, 112402

(2015).

202402-5 Puliafito et al. Appl. Phys. Lett. 109, 202402 (2016)

 Reuse of AIP Publishing content is subject to the terms at: https://publishing.aip.org/authors/rights-and-permissions. Download to IP:  192.167.111.128 On: Mon, 14 Nov

2016 15:51:06

126RI

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4892168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.027201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.027201
http://dx.doi.org/10.7567/APEX.7.023003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.174427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.104401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.087202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2008.03.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physb.2013.09.042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.087206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.087206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2009.143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.144401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.067203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.064415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNANO.2014.2308474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4901027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.134413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(58)90076-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.4.228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.4.228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4902529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4902529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.096602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1218197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/49/14/145001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/49/14/145001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep36020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3673428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4808092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4808092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep06784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4945039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.184427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ymssp.2015.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ymssp.2015.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4861212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.184404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4931089



