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We study the frequency nonreciprocity of the spin waves in symmetric CosoFe49B2o/Ru/CogoFes0B2o
synthetic antiferromagnet stacks set in the scissors state by in-plane applied fields. Using a combination of
Brillouin light scattering and propagating spin-wave spectroscopy experiments, we show that the acous-
tical spin waves in synthetic antiferromagnets possess a unique feature if their wave vector is parallel to
the applied field: the frequency nonreciprocity due to layer-to-layer dipolar interactions can be so large
that the acoustical spin waves transfer energy in a unidirectional manner for a wide and bipolar interval
of wave vectors. Analytical modeling and full micromagnetic calculations are conducted to account for
the dispersion relations of the optical and acoustical spin waves for arbitrary field orientations. Our for-
malism provides a simple and direct method to understand and design devices harnessing unidirectional
propagation of spin waves in synthetic antiferromagnets.
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Spin waves (SW), introduced by Bloch [1], are the
elementary excitations of the magnetic order parameter.
They have interesting properties, such as nonlinear effects,
anisotropic propagation, and frequency nonreciprocity
(NR) [2—4]. NR is the situation where the frequency w of a
SW of wave vector k changes upon reversing the direction
of phase propagation [5]. The asymmetry of the disper-
sion relation a)(l;) #* a)(—lz) can be harnessed to design
devices with very peculiar behaviors, such as magnonic
diodes [6,7], directional spin-wave emitters [8,9], curved
spin-wave antennas [10], chiral magnonic logic devices
[11], and passive nonreciprocal filters [12].

Layer-to-layer dipolar interactions in a multilayer can
lead to large NR [13]. This requires some contrast of mag-
netization—orientation or magnitude—within the thick-
ness of the multilayer [14]. The contrast is maximal for
synthetic antiferromagnets (SAFs), i.e., two ferromagnetic
layers separated by a spacer layer that mediates an effective
interlayer interaction of coupling parameter J < 0 favor-
ing an antiparallel state. In SAFs, SWs have two precession
modes [13] namely acoustical (in phase) and optical (out
of phase). Owing to the strong interest on nonrecipro-
cal SW modes, the analysis of the dispersion relations
in SAFs has already been undertaken by several authors
[4,14-19]. Analytical expressions were proposed for a
symmetric SAF in Refs. [14], [15] at zero applied field.
Expressions of a)(l;) valid at finite fields were then
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provided by Ishibashi et al. [16]. They were successfully
used for a qualitative discussion of experimental results.
One special character of nonreciprocity is unidirectional-
ity, achieved when reversing the sign of the wave vector
does not reverse the direction of the group velocity Vi (w),
such that the energy carried by a wavepacket is truly “uni-
directional”: SW can carry energy in one direction but
not its opposite. The concept of unidirectional SWs and
its potential applications has been reviewed in Ref. [20],
which mentions examples of successful implementations
on various configurations.

In this paper, we show that when a SAF is set in a
scissors state, its acoustical spin-wave mode can have a
very unique dispersion relation: there exists field con-
ditions and wave-vector orientations for which unidirec-
tionality is achieved, and in addition is reconfigurable.
We demonstrate switchable unidirectionality of acoustical
spin waves, in line with previous observations of reconfig-
urable frequency nonreciprocity in SAF (Refs. [15], [16]).
Furthermore, we develop an easy-to-use formalism vali-
dated by simulations and measurements. Our results and
the associated understanding could then be used to design
optimally nonreciprocal devices. The paper is organized
as follows. In Sec. I, we evidence this unique NR fea-
ture by Brillouin light scattering (BLS); we then design a
device that benefits from this feature. In this device, induc-
tive propagating spin-wave spectroscopy (PSWS) exper-
iments demonstrate that the energy flow associated with
SWs can be fully unidirectional. In Sec. II we derive an
approximate description of the group velocities, enabling

© 2023 American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8248-6635
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2025-7105
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3849-649X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7998-0993
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevApplied.20.054051&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2023-11-27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.20.054051

MILLO et al.

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 20, 054051 (2023)

a physical understanding of the peculiarities of the SW
propagation within SAFs. These expressions are com-
pared with Ref. [16] and with our full micromagnetic
calculations in Sec. III. Finally, their accuracy is discussed.

I. EVIDENCE OF UNIDIRECTIONALITY OF SPIN
WAVES IN SYMMETRIC SAF

A. Materials: synthetic antiferromagnets

We use symmetric SAFs of composition: substrate/Ta(6
nm)/CosoFe40B2o (fmag) /Ru(0.7 nm)/ CosoFes0Bao(fmag)/
Ru(0.4 nm)/Ta(3 nm), where fn,, = 17 nm. The proper-
ties of the SAFs were characterized in Refs. [21], [22],
notably to derive the interlayer exchange field H, =
—2J [ thoMtmag, Where M is the saturation magnetization.

Two different substrates were needed: Y-cut LiNbO;
substrates, which are optimal for microfabrication [23],
are used for electrical measurements, while naturally oxi-
dized silicon substrates are optimal for Brillouin light
scattering experiments. The corresponding samples have
slightly different properties. Both samples have in-plane
uniaxial anisotropies much smaller than their respective
spin-flop fields. They share the same saturation magneti-
zation uoM; = 1.71 T and the same damping o =~ 0.0045,
although different interlayer exchange fields: uoH, = 148
mT for Y-cut LiNbO; and poH; = 78 mT for oxidized sil-
icon substrates (more details are given in the Appendix).
Since we will focus on SWs of long wavelengths where the
shapes of the dispersion relations are mainly determined
by layer-to-layer dipolar effects [4,5,15,16,24], we will
consider that the two samples are essentially comparable.

B. Spin-wave dispersion relations

We measured the dispersion relations of the SWs within
the SAF by performing wave-vector-resolved BLS spec-
troscopy. The experimental configuration is sketched in
Fig. 1(b). The applied field ,u0|H0| = 25 mT, higher than
the spin-flop field (M0|H sgl = 8 mT), was chosen to set
the SAF in one of the two degenerate scissors states
[16] sketched in Fig. 2(c). The BLS laser beam impinges
the sample surface with an incidence 6 € [5° — 30°] with
respect to the normal and we analyze the back-scattered
photons. The scattering conserves the total momentum, so
the wave number of the magnons annihilated (anti-Stokes
process) or created (Stokes process) in the scattering pro-
cess obeys k, = 4w /(1) sinf € [£2, +12] rad/pm with
a frequency shift allowing to construct w (k). Figure 1(c)
reports the measured dispersion relations a)(k) /2m for
ke || Hy. Two points are worth emphasizing:

(a) The optical spin-wave mode has a tilted (i.e., non-
symmetric) V-shaped dispersion relation [see Fig. 1(c)]:
it is nonreciprocal. The NR is classical in the sense that
the group velocity has always the same sign as the wave
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FIG. 1. (a) Multilayer stack of the synthetic antiferromagnet

used for the BLS experlments (b) BLS geometry: applied field
H, parallel to the x axis, plane of incidence (xz), wavelength of
laser beam A = 532 nm. (c) Dispersion relations are measured by
BLS for £, || H o0- The uniform resonances (circles at k=0) were
measured by vector network analyzer ferromagnetic resonance
(VNA FMR). The error bars are the linewidths (full width at half
maximum). The black arrow emphasizes that the group veloc-
ity of the acoustical SWs always points toward the positive side,
irrespective of the sign of the wave vector.

vector, i.e., it is a “forward” wave, in agreement with the
forthcoming modeling (Table I and Sec. III).

(b) In contrast, the dispersion relation of the acoustical
spin-wave branch is quasilinear in the range explored here
[—12,12] rad/pum, a fact that is very unusual for a wave.
The group velocity of these SWs is always positive, what-
ever the sign of the wave vector. This is a unique feature
of the acoustical SWs of a SAF set in the scissors state. As
a result, the energy carried by a wavepacket of acoustical
SWs is expected to propagate in a one-way manner.

It is also interesting to note that the frequency NR
O = 1/2n(w(|k]) — a)(—llzl)) of the two modes are of
comparable magnitudes although with opposite signs. For
k=2 rad/pwm, the NRs amount already to &f,c = 1.35
GHz and §f;, = —1.81 GHz. For k = 12 rad/pm, the NRs
are as large as 6f,c = 3.39 GHz and §f,, = —4.29 GHz.
These very large values demonstrate that the SAF has an
exceptional NR.
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FIG. 2. (a) Stack of synthetic antiferromagnetic film patterned

into devices for propagating spin-wave spectroscopy experi-
ments. (b) Geometry of the device. Gray: single-wire antennas
with » = 6 wm and w = 1.8 pm. Antenna 1 (A1) and antenna 2
(A2) are connected to a VNA to collect transmission [Si2, Sz ]
parameters. (c) Two possible scissors state of the system. (d),(e)
Forward and backward transmission parameter measured for
wave propagating from Al-to-A2, A2-to-Al, respectively, and
at one of two possible degenerate scissors state. (f),(g) Forward
and backward transmission parameter measured for propagating
SWs after toggling the scissors state.

Gallardo et al. [15] predicted, by theoretical and
micromagnetic simulations and measured by BLS, a high
NR in frequency in a bilayer system due to the layer-to-
layer dipolar interactions. They found that this high NR
of acoustical SWs can be controlled by equilibrium con-
figuration and by the geometry of the system. Our results
fully agree with their study. For the acoustical mode, the
NR even achieves unidirectionality of the energy flow
[see Fig. 1(c)]. Let us illustrate this point using electrical
measurements.

C. Energy flow carried by propagating spin waves

In this section, we perform propagating spin-wave spec-
troscopy measurements to identify in which direction the
spin waves effectively transfer energy. The measurement
relies on the device sketched in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). The
device is a SW conduit made of a 20-pum-wide SAF stripe

covered by a thick insulating layer and two inductive
antennas. These rf antennas have a width of w = 1.8 pm

and a center-to-center distance of 6 wm in the X direc-
tion. The antennas can be considered as infinite in the )S/
direction and therefore they couple only to SWs with wave
vectors directed in the X direction, as seen in Fig. 2(b).
When connected to a vector network analyzer, the antennas
emit a c1rculat1ng tf field H” (x,z) with components along

both X and 7 axes. Thanks to these two components the rf
field can couple with the acoustical spin waves even when

ﬁo I X. The applied field /,Lolﬁol = 41 mT was chosen to
lead to the same uniform resonance acoustical frequency

"k=0 — 5.4 GHz as in Fig. 1(c).

The four measurements of Figs. 2(d), 2(e) 2(f) 2(g)
are done for exactly the same applied field Hy || X. This
field sets the SAF in one of two degenerate scissors state
[see Fig. 2(c)] where the equilibrium magnetizations of
each layer [see Fig. 2(c)], m; and m;, scissors toward the
direction of the applied field Hy. The scissors state that is
effectively obtained is unknown: (72 x m1,). Z can be either
positive or negative. However, a toggle-switching exper-
iment [25] can switch the scissors from one state to the
other.

The experiment is done in four steps. First we apply
H o in the +x direction and characterize the sample [see
Figs. 2(d) and 2(e)]. The SAF is in one of the two pos-
sible scissors states [see Fig. 2(c)]. Then, we rotate H
by 180°. The scissors state follows the rotating field. We
then take back Hy to 0 mT, then apply again H, in the

+x direction: the obtained ‘toggled” scissors state [see
Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)] is the inverse of the initial one. Finally,
we perform the characterization exactly as for the initial
state.

Figure 2(d) shows that in the first scissors state, the
forward transmission parameter is oscillatory and strong,
while in the toggled scissors state [Fig. 2(f)] it is weak and
nonoscillatory, with a quasi-Lorentzian shape. The oscilla-
tory character is indicative [26] that the forward transmis-
sion arises from propagating waves. The quasi-Lorentzian
shape is indicative [27] that it arises from quasiuniform
SWs excited under the receiving antenna by the rf field
of the exciting antenna, cf. Figs. 2(e) and 2(f), without a
significant propagation of the involved SWs.

This interpretation—propagating SWs in the sole for-
ward direction—is corroborated by the frequency contents
of the transmission signals. Indeed the backward signal is
finite only near the uniform resonance £}~ = 5.4 GHz
within its linewidth. In contrast, the forward transmission
parameter spans over frequencies both much below and
much above £,/=°. This stems from the linear character
of the acoustical d1spers1on relation: the SWs with k£ < 0
have frequenmes below £,¥=0 and the SWs with k > 0 are
above £,*=0. They have both a group velocity pointing
towards the receiving antenna, such that this leads to a
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TABLE L

Group velocities of SWs in a SAF for a two-macrospin ground state in the long wavelength limit. The SAF is isotropic

and fully symmetrical. The field Hy is applied along the X direction. The group velocities are meant as i—‘;{’, irrespective of the sign of
k. They are given in units of %VOMstmag The colored cells highlight the situations when the SWs show frequency nonreciprocity. The
+ symbol recalls that the Taylor expansion to first order in kfm,g is not legitimate when the acoustical eigenfrequency vanishes. Note
that the sign of nonreciprocal terms within the group velocities are reversed when toggling the magnetizations of the two layers of the

SAF.
Field Hy=0 0<H()<]{j H()Z]‘Ij
State Antiparallel Scissors Parallel
Acoustical branch
UZC’HO Il kx, ke > 0 —17 FO Hj(MerH] ) H0+M (A — shaped)
T _ _ _0 _
ng’Ho | ke, by < O 17 1 H Hj(MerH] ) + H0+M (A — shaped)
ac 7y r My
v, fo L ke, Vi, 0 sen(ked) 7 i senk) o
(V-shaped dispersion) (V-shaped dispersion)
ac (1 O — _ ac _ Hy Hj —(M+Hj) sin? 2 (\/M&""HO -2 o JHy )
vel, (ke Ho} = @, ke > 0 cos @ T vg |H0=0 7, < NG )—I—O(HO) o SIY — A
Optical branch
2
op 7y n [ M M; H
vgaHOHkxakx>0 +< E+1> +( +1) . (F/O) 0
2

op 7y i My M H
o, Ho || B ke < 0 —( —_—1) —( E—l) 1—(710) 0
Vg, Ho L kx, Yk, 0 0 0

flat dispersion)

P

0P (ko Ho) = 9. ke >0+ ( /% cosg + 1) cos @ 0 oo + OUHY) 0

one-way transfer of energy between the antennas, in the
same direction for frequencies above and below k 0,

Interestingly also, when toggling the SAF from one of
degenerate scissors state to the other, we observe that the
direction in which the acoustical spin waves can trans-
fer energy is reversed [compare the panels of Figs. 2(d),
2(f) and Fig. 2(e), 2(g)]. As we shall see later, this arises
from the fact that the dispersion relation of acoustical spin
waves undergoes the transformation k., — —k, when the
two magnetizations of the SAF are toggled while keep-
ing H, applied along +x direction. This experiment can be
interpreted as switching the unidirectionality of the acous-
tical SWs, to be compared to the experiment of Ref. [16]
that switches the nonreciprocity of optical SWs.

II. APPROXIMATE GROUP VELOCITIES

Let us model the dispersion relations of SW in SAF and
their dependence over the field orientation. We shall make
approximations to get insightful expressions.

A. Simplifying assumptions and methods

We describe the ground state in the two-macrospin
approximation, i.e., we assume that the SAF comprises

two films (labeled 1 and 2 [see Fig. 2(a)]) that are uni-
formly magnetized across their thickness. For an applied
field |Hy| < Hj, the SAF is in one of the two degenerate
scissors states [13,28]. Note that to consider the other scis-
sors state [obtained by swapping of the magnetizations of
the top (¢) and bottom layers (b)] one just needs to rotate
the sample by 180° around the y axis, which changes +X
into —x and —I—kx into —k The measurement geometry
does not change in this process, but the top layer become
the bottom one and the antennas 1 and 2 get exchanged.
The measured dispersion relations have thus to obey the
bottom-top swapping property:

Wi (k) = wp(—h), (1)

as confirmed from the PSWS characterizations [see
Figs. 2(d), 2(e), 2(f), 2(g)]. The dynamical matrix of the
system can be calculated following the standard method-
ology [5,29-31] and must be augmented with the con-
tribution of finite wave vectors to the self- and mutual
demagnetizing effects of the two magnetic layers [see Eq.
(25) and (26) of Ref. [24] for a general description, or
Ref. [16] for the specific case of a SAF set in scissors
state]. The two eigenvalues of the dynamical matrix are

054051-4



UNIDIRECTIONALITY OF SPIN WAVES

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 20, 054051 (2023)

the frequencies of the SWs: the acoustical [13] SW mode
for which the scissoring state undergoes essentially a rigid
rocking, and the optical SW mode for which the scissoring
angle breathes. At k£ = 0 the eigenfrequencies reduce to

ﬁ:Ho MS+HJand gpoz M,/H —H
Y0 H; Yo HV 0’

)

where y is the gyromagnetic ratio.

Being solutions of a biquadratic equation, the expres-
sions of the frequencies of the optical and acoustical
spin waves are heavy [see, for instance, Eq. (1) and (2)
Ref. [16]]. To get linear in kty,g (simple to apply) for-
mulas, these frequencies were Taylor expanded to first
order in kty,e near kty,, = 0. The noticeable expressions
of the group velocities are gathered in Table I, given in
%yoMstmag units. We must again emphasize that we are in
a dipolar-dominated system where at low k y Aftmag > 1.
For H oL l_éx and H ol l;x, the group velocities have sim-
ple expressions that are consistent with previous reports
[16,23]. For wave vectors directed in other directions,
getting simple formulas requires a further Taylor expan-
sion assuming Hy < H; to provide an analytical angular
dependence of the v,’s valid at low fields.

B. Peculiarities of the group velocities of a SAF in the
scissors state

Several points are worth noticing in Table 1.

(1) At low applied fields, the group velocities of the
acoustical SWs follow a natural scale, which is %yoMstmag.
It amounts to 2.5 km/s for our material parameters. This
velocity scale is independent from the exchange cou-
pling J.

In contrast, the group velocities of the optical SWs
comprise an additional dimensionless accelerating factor
that depends on J. For k I H this accelerating factor is
either + (\/M;/H; + 1) or — (/M/H; — 1). These are,
respectively, 5.6 and —3.6 for our samples. This is in agree-
ment with the BLS study that concluded that optical SWs
are faster than acoustical ones when & | Ho [see Fig. 1].

(i) In the scissors state, the SWs in a SAF are almost
always nonreciprocal. The only reciprocal case is when
Ho L k,. The dispersion is then V-shaped for the acous-
tical mode and flat for the optical mode. In the other
cases, despite its nonreciprocity, the dispersion relation
of the optical SWs is still conventional in the sense that
the sign of group velocity and the sign of & are always
correlated. For most [32] wave-vector orientations, the dis-
persion relation of the optical SWs has the shape of a tilted
V: the group velocity and the wave vector are of the same
sign and a SW transmits energy in the direction of its wave
vector.

(iii) As anticipated from the experimental results, the
most counterintuitive situation is that of acoustical SWs
of wave vectors H o || k¢ in the scissors state. In this case,
the dispersion relation is quasilinear across £ = 0, such
that the group velocity points towards the same direction
regardless of the sign of k. Acoustical spin waves with
H, I l;x can transfer energy only in one direction. Since
toggling the SAF to the other scissors state is equivalent
to changing the sign of £, this also explains why the direc-
tion in which SWs can transfer energy is reversed when
toggling the SAF.

(iv) The nonreciprocities of the acoustical and optical
modes defined as 8fac, op = fac, op (k) — fac, op(—k) are pre-
dicted to be equal in magnitude but opposite.From Taylor-
expanded expressions of the SW frequencies versus &, we
find

H 2
8fops  — 8fac = YoMk fmag 1|1 — (FO) cosg. (3)
J

This expression is exact for ¢ = 0 and /2 but defined at
O(HOZ) otherwise.

(v) Finally we emphasize that the group velocity %7( (w)
is in general not colinear with the wave vector, such
that wavepackets with a two-dimensional content of wave
vectors will propagate with potentially nontrivial deforma-
tions like self-focusing and caustics, as already mentioned
in Ref. [4].

The expressions gathered in Table I are convenient for the
physical understanding. They must however be considered
with care: indeed the linear Taylor expansion over Afmag
leads to negative (unphysical) frequencies when used at
low fields. Besides, the expressions in Table I suffer from a
fundamental limitation: the two-macrospin ground state is
inaccurate for SAFs thicker than the exchange lengths [21].
In this case, a gradient of the magnetization orientation can
develop within each layer [21], which renders incorrect the
eigenfrequencies at £ = 0. The micromagnetic configura-
tion and its SWs must then be calculated numerically using
a full micromagnetic framework.

III. MICROMAGNETIC SIMULATIONS OF THE
DISPERSION RELATIONS

In this section we will develop micromagnetic simu-
lations based on the Mumax3 software [33] to provide
more reliable dispersion relations of Si/SiO, /SAF sys-
tem. After describing the geometry, we detail how to
selectively excite the acoustic or optic modes. Then we
describe a method that allows to differentiate +k (forward
phase velocity) and —k (backward) in any nonreciprocal
situation.
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A. Simulation geometry

To mimic experiments, we first define a SAF slab of
in-plane dimensions {/, x [} where I, =, =47 pym =~
12.6 wm and total thickness of 34 nm. The slab is repli-
cated 10 times in ¥ and fz directions to approximate an infi-
nite thin film. To optimize the calculation time, each slab
is meshed into 512 x 64 x 16 cells. The slices along the
thickness are numbered i = 1,...,16 upward. An inter-
layer exchange coupling is applied between slices i = 8
and i = 9 to account for the Ru layer whose thickness is
neglected. We first apply an in-plane static field Hy and let
the system relax to its ground state. As in the experiments,
the angle ¢ is defined between the SW wave vector (k;
conventionally along x), and the field Hj [see Fig. 3(¢)].

B. Methods

To identify the dispersion relations, we excite the sample
with stimuli that bring it out of equilibrium and we analyze
the spectral content of the magnetization response.

1. Mode-resolved dispersion relations

A frequently implemented stimulus is a short field pulse
that imprints a spatial periodicity and contains a broadband
frequency content. We choose to apply a pulsed rf field of
the form:

H™(x,1,2) = hof (¥) g(t) q(2) & @)
where

* the peak of the excitation field is wohg = 1 mT;
* the temporal shape of the pulse is g(f) = sinc(nf.?),

with its duration set by f. = 100 GHz [see Fig. 3(b)];
» the thickness profile of the stimulus is ¢(z)

[Fig. 3(e)]; .
* its spatial profile is f (x) = sin(k, - e, x) [Fig. 3(a)].
The spatial periodicity of the stimulus along ¢, is chosen so
as to fit an integer number of wavelengths within the slab
in the x direction, by setting k = Qmn/ lx)gx with n € N,
This leads to a wave-vector resolution of %rad/ pm.

The selective excitation of the acoustical mode is
depicted in Fig. 3(f). To excite the sole acoustical modes,
the torque from the stimulus must be made uniform across
the thickness of the SAF. This is ensured by setting g(z) =
¢ac(z) = 1 and an orientation of the rf field along 22 [see
Fig. 3(f)]. Conversely, to excite the sole optical mode one
applies torques that are opposite in the two layers. For
an rf field along 22, this condition is ensured by choos-
ing q(z) = qop(z) = sgn(i — 8.5) where sgn is the signum
function, which is —1 for the bottom layers (i < 8) and +1
for the top layers (i > 8). Finally, if one aims to excite both
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FIG. 3. Method used to construct the mode-resolved disper-

sion relations as described in Sec. III B 1. (a) Spatial dependence
and (b) time dependence of the pulsed rf field [Eq. (4)]. (¢)
Top view of the simulated system with lateral dimensions of
(4m x 4m) wm?. The SAF is in the scissors state. The angle

between SW wave vector k and the dc field A o is ¢. (d) Sketched
time-resolved response of the magnetization to the stimulus of
(a) for ¢(z) = ®(i — 8.5). (e) Power spectral density (PSD) of
this response after apodization [Eq. (6)]. The maxima correspond
to the acoustical and optical modes sharing the common spatial
periodicity defined in (a). (f) PSDs obtained after the selective
excitation of acoustical mode using a uniform ¢(z). Insets in (e)
and (f): sketches of the thickness profiles of the stimuli.

modes, one can just add the two stimuli and use a thick-
ness profile g(z) = qop(2) + gac(z) = O (i — 8.5), where ©
is the Heaviside distribution.

The magnetization response to the stimulus is simulated
for t; = 5 ns. This duration appears sufficient to reach the
ground state [Fig. 3(d)]. We perform a Fourier analysis of
the magnetization response averaged over one row of cells
m;(f), aligned in the direction perpendicular to the wave
vector; in practice [21], we choose the row {i =1, x =
l,/2}. To minimize the spectrum leakage we apodize this
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averaged moment with a Hann-window function:

2 m(t—ts/2)
cos- —= for0<t<t
AHann(t) = { s - s (5)

0 otherwise

We then make a Fourier transform of the apodized form of
i1 (f):

i1 () = F (Aptann i1 (1)), (6)
where “”” recalls the complex-valued nature of frequency-
domain magnetization. The SW frequencies are finally
identified by the maxima of the power spectra of the x

component of magnetization ey ):

max (||r?1;f=1(f)||2) . (7

One representative result of this procedure [Eq. (4) to (7)]
is illustrated in Fig. 3(e). When the thickness-resolved
stimulus ¢(z) is meant to excite both optical and acousti-
cal SWs, two eigenfrequencies are expected if the situation
is reciprocal. However, in a nonreciprocal situation like
ours, four eigenfrequencies are generally obtained. This
arises because the spatial stimulus f (x) = sin(l;x . 2): x)isa
standing wave composed of the sum of waves of wave vec-
tors k, and —k, [notice that f (x) oc ek ¥) _ o=(ikxes x)
]. As a result, even if exciting only the acoustical branch
[Fig. 3(f)] or only the optical branch (not shown), one is
still left with a pair of elgenfrequenmes {10, f0 } that must

be attributed to either {—I—kx, k, }or {— kx, +k 1.

2. Sign-of-k-resolved dispersion relations

Getting sign-of-k-resolved dispersion relations requires
application of a stimulus that exclusively excites either the
+k, or the —k, spin wave [Fig. 4(a)]. We thus replace the
previously used broadband stimuli of Eq. (4) by traveling-
wave stimuli at the previously identified fy. The alternative
stimuli have the form [see Fig. 4(a)]:

H7 (x,t,2) = ho q(2) sin(ky.ex x — 27fo) €. (8)

To ensure that at least one of these stimuli is resonant with
fo, we investigate now signed wave vectors, i.e. spanning
over the bipolar interval:

= Qmn/l)e; with n € Z. ©)

A much smaller value of pghy = 1 WT is chosen for the
(continuously applied) stimulating field to remain in the
linear domain. .

To determine whether a given {k,, fo} combination is res-
onant, the relevant information is the susceptibility, i.e., the

(a) Stimulus: s'm( Exéx x — anot) éz

(b)
— fo =5 GHz
L | |
I
S
1 ﬁjv
ii/' 3 rad/pm [ 1
~
N NI
k. (rad/pm)

FIG. 4. Method used to construct the sign-of-k-resolved dis-
persion relation, as described in Sec. III B 2. (a) Traveling-wave-
like stimulus used to excite. (b) Real part of the dynamical
magnetic response of the system at fy =5 GHz versus wave
vector according to Eq. (10).

amplitude of the magnetization response once the steady-
state regime is reached. As before, we focus on one par-
ticular row of cells [e.g., {i = 1, x = [,/2}] on which we
average the magnetizations. We apodize the time response
using Eq. (5) to minimize the spectral leakage and in addi-
tion, to cancel the spectral contribution of the transient
response of the magnetization. This requires calculation
of the magnetization response for a longer duration, e.g.,
ts = 10 ns.

Since the power of the stimulus is fixed, the resonant or
nonresonant character of the dynamical magnetic response
versus {ky, fo} can be evaluated by simply plotting

Re(F(Anan(® -, 0))(f =f)  (10)

at a given frequency fy versus l;x . 2)5. The system’s
response for a frequency fy =5 GHz versus the wave
vector is shown in Fig. 4(b). From this plot, we can con-
clude that the specific frequency f, corresponds to k, =
+3 rad/pm and not to k, = —3 rad/pum [see Fig. 4(b)].
By performing this analysis for each SW frequency that
was identified from the broadband stimulus, we can assign
each eigenfrequency to a wave vector of the correct sign,
and thus we can construct the dispersion relation even in
nonreciprocal cases.

C. Dispersion relations

Flgure 5 shows the mlcromagnetlc dispersion relations
fork | Ho andk 1L HO at /L0|H0| =25mT.
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Dispersion relations: u0|ﬁ0| =25mT

ZZ TableI — Ref (16) g Mumax3
A
= 25k « I Hy -
2 5ol
'S NN T umnn®
% 15t Optical
Flop N e
= 5| Acoustical . ..eextzts —

0L

o 5
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S 15
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g aur
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=

-12 -6 0 6 12

k, (rad/um)
FIG. 5. Comparison between our model (Table I, dashed

lines), Ishibashi’s analytical model [16] (continuous lines) and
Mumax3 simulation (squared dots) adapted with our parameters
of Si/Si0,/ SAF system for an applied dc field 25 mT. (a) Spin
waves Wlth ke | Ho (nonreciprocal situation). (b) Spin waves
with &, L H o (reciprocal situation). For the optical mode, the
dashed and continuous lines are superimposed.

When lzx | Ho, a strongly nonreciprocal behavior due
to layer-to-layer dipolar interactions [15] is observed for
both modes [see Fig. 5(a)]. The dispersion relation of
the optical mode has the shape of a tilted V. The disper-
sion relation of the acoustical mode still exhibits its quite
unique feature: it is essentially linear at low wave vectors.
Micromagnetic calculations confirm that the amplitude of
the nonreciprocity is very strong.

For instance, for |l€| =2 and 12 rad/pm, it predicts,
respectively, §fac = 1.6 and 7.2 GHz, and exactly oppo-
site values dfop = —1.6 and —7.2 GHz. These equalities
confirm the analytical prediction of Eq. (3).

Conversely, when l;x 1 H 0, a perfectly reciprocal
behavior is observed [Fig. 5(b)]. An additional striking fea-
ture that is specific to SAFs is that the optical mode has a
very flat dispersion relation (i.e., ¥y & 0 km/s, Vk).

To discuss these micromagnetic dispersion relations,
we have superimposed the predictions of two analytical
two-macrospin models based on dynamic matrix theory
[5,29-31]: our formalism [Eq. (2) and Table I] and that of

Ishibashi et al. [16]. These analytical models do not take
into account the limited intralayer exchange stiffness.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this section, we compare the approximate models to
the mlcromagnetlc calculations. The results for k I H 0
and k, L H o shown in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) are completed
by additional field magnitudes given in Fig. S1 within
the Supplemental Material [34]. We also provide angle-
resolved dispersion relations for M0|H ol = 25 mT in Fig.
S2 within the Supplemental Material [34]. The fields span
from 10 mT, for which the scissors state is close to antipar-
allel with magnetizations that are quite uniform across the
two Co-Fe-B layers, up to 75 mT, i.e., close to uoH; =
78 mT where the SAF is close to the parallel state but with
a very significant gradient of the magnetization orientation
within each Co-Fe-B layer [21]. Several points arise from
these comparisons:

(i) Uniform resonance (k = 0). At low fields Eq. (2)
correctly accounts for the precession frequencies. As
the applied field increases, the magnetizations of each
layer develop an increasing gradient within thickness, and
Eq. (2) progressively fails to account for the two precession
frequencies (see Fig. S1 within the Supplemental Mate-
rial [34]). This failure of the 2-macrospin model for nearly
saturated thick SAF was already noticed and discussed in
Ref. [21]. An unavoidable consequence of this failure of
the two-macrospin model at large fields is that the group
velocities of Table I and of Ishibashi ez al. [16], which are
both calculated assuming a two-macrospin ground state,
are increasingly failing when approaching saturation.

(i) Concerning the optical mode, a thorough exami-
nation of Fig. 5 and Fig. S1 within the Supplemental
Material [34] indicates that the three models agree for
low and moderate applied fields, i.e., woHy < 50 mT (see
Fig. S1 within the Supplemental Material [34]). The lin-
ear expansions of Table I are usable for wave vectors k €
[—12,12] rad/pm when k 1 Hy: o: the dispersion relation
Jop(k) is then very flat and one can hardly perceive some
curvature of the largest wave vectors [see Fig. 5(b)]. For
Ky I H,, the linear expansions of Table I are usable only
up to k € [-3,3] rad/pwm. Above 3 rad/pm, Ishibashi’s
model performs better and almost agrees with the result of
micromagnetic calculations [see Fig. 5(a)]. This agreement
indicates that the intralayer exchange stiffness—neglected
in the approximate models—has little influence on the
optical dispersion relation at least up to 12 rad/pm._

(iii) Concerning the acoustical mode, for £, L H, the
approximate models perform well at low and moderate
applied fields. At fields Hy < 15 mT [see Fig. S1(b),(f)
within the Supplemental Material [34]], the predictions
of Table I are closer to full micromagnetic calculations
than those of Ref. [16]. At these fields, the branches of
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the V-shaped dispersion relation are remarkably close to
linear. The branches acquire progressively a curvature for
woHy > 25 mT [see Fig. 5(a)], and then Ishibashi’s model
starts performing better than the expressions of Table L.

The case of k | H o is far less satisfactory
[Fig. 5(a)]. The approximate models perform reasonably
well but only at very low k € [—3,3] rad/wm, and pro-
vided that the applied field is low. For instance, at a
field of 25 mT, a linear fit through positive wave vec-
tor yields Vy = 2.95 km/s for micromagnetic calculations
[Fig. 5(a)] to be compared with V, =2.57 km/s from
Table I and V, = 2.4 km/s from Ishibashi’s analytical
model. Besides, these three velocities are higher than the
experimental results, which were Vg (k; > 0) = 1.25 km/s
for Si/Si0O, /SAF system studied by BLS [see Fig. 1(c)],
and Vg (ke > 0) = 1.9 km/s for LiNbO3 / SAF system by
propagating spin-wave spectroscopy [see Figs. 2(d), 2(e),
2(1), 2(2)].

There is thus a discrepancy for l;x I H, both among the
models and with the experimental results. We believe that
this is an indication that the texture of the ground state—it
being different from a two-macrospin scissors—has a
major impact on the dispersion relation of the acoustical
mode for this field orientation. As mentioned in Sec. II B,
the slope of the dispersion relation of the acoustical mode
is set by the scaling factor %yoMstmag: it is proportional
to the thickness #y,, of each layer; if a gradient of the
magnetization develops within each layer, the relevant
thickness to be considered becomes ill defined. This is
also probably the case in experimental samples where the
exchange stiffness is potentially nonuniform near the Ru
barrier because of composition gradients [22]. This has a
substantial impact on the acoustical dispersion relation for
k I H , which remains to be fully expressed analytically.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have combined experiments, analyt-
ical modeling and numerical simulations to study the
spin waves in symmetric synthetic antiferromagnets in the
scissors state. The nonreciprocity comes from the layer-
to-layer dipolar interactions, which is the only contribu-
tion. Whatever the wave-vector orientation, the frequency
nonreciprocities of the acoustical and optical spin waves
coincide in magnitude but have opposite signs. Our mod-
eling explains why the frequency nonreciprocity can reach
unusually large magnitudes, especially when the static
field is oriented close to the spin-wave wave vector (Fig.
S2 within the Supplemental Material [34]). In this case, the
acoustical spin waves exhibit a unique dispersion relation:
it is close to linear around k£ = 0. As a result, reversing the
sign of the SW wave vector does not reverse the direction
of the group velocity, such that the energy flow associ-
ated to a wavepacket of acoustical spin waves is truly

unidirectional: these wavepackets can carry energy in one
direction but not the opposite. We have developed a sim-
ple analytical model to approximate group velocities and
evidenced switchable unidirectionality of spin waves in
synthetic antiferromagnets, a feature that opens potential
applications.
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APPENDIX: SAMPLE DETAILS

Piezoelectric Y-cut LiINbOj3 substrates were used for the
fabrication of devices meant for electrical measurements.
A strong interlayer exchange coupling J = —1.7 mJ/m?
is obtained when using these substrates [21,22], leading to
an interlayer exchange field poH; = —2J /Mty,e, which
amounts to 148 mT. The relatively low exchange stiff-
ness Aex = 16 pJ/m within this SAF allows for gradients of
magnetization orientation within the thicknesses of the Co-
Fe-B layers [21,23], which increases the saturation field up
to woHsat = 251 mT. There is a small (unwelcome) uniax-
ial anisotropy field, with anisotropy field being puoH; = 3
mT and spin-flop field poHsr = 19 mT.

Si/SiO, substrates were used instead of the piezoelec-
tric LINbOj; substrates when preparing samples meant for
Brillouin light scattering. Using Si/SiO,, substrates ensures
that the BLS signals can be unambiguously attributed to
spin waves and not to the surface or bulk acoustical waves
potentially present in the LiNbOj substrates. On these
Si/SiO, substrates, a thermal treatment can be applied to
suppress any anisotropy [22]. It was effectively reduced to
only uoH; = 0.8 mT. The thermal treatment also reduces
the interlayer exchange energy down to J = —0.9 mJ/m?
(i.e., woH; = 78 mT) while it increases the exchange stiff-
ness Aex = 28.3 pJ/m. Spin-flop field amounts to poHsg =
8 mT. As a result of the strong intralayer exchange, this
SAF behaves more like a two-macrospin system and its
saturation field oHs, = 100 mT is thus close to its woH;.

[1] F. Bloch, Zur Theorie des Austauschproblems und
der Remanenzerscheinung der Ferromagnetika, Phys.
Zeitschrift Physik 74, 295 (1932).

[2] S.M. Rezende, Fundamentals of Magnonics, Lecture Notes
in Physics, Vol. 969 (Springer Nature, 2020), p. 144.

054051-9


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-41138-4_1

MILLO et al.

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 20, 054051 (2023)

[3] S. O. Demokritov, Spin Wave Confinement: Propagating
Waves (Pan Stanford, Singapore, 2017), 2nd ed.

[4] R. A. Gallardo, P. Alvarado-Seguel, A. Kakay, J. Lindner,
and P. Landeros, Spin-wave focusing induced by dipole-
dipole interaction in synthetic antiferromagnets, Phys. Rev.
B 104, 174417 (2021).

[5] F. C. Nortemann, R. L. Stamps, and R. E. Camley, Micro-
scopic calculation of spin waves in antiferromagnetically
coupled multilayers: Nonreciprocity and finite-size effects,
Phys. Rev. B 47, 11910 (1993).

[6] M. Grassi, M. Geilen, D. Louis, M. Mohseni, T. Bricher,
M. Hehn, D. Stoeffler, M. Bailleul, P. Pirro, and Y. Henry,
Slow-wave-based nanomagnonic diode, Phys. Rev. Appl.
14, 024047 (2020).

[7] J. Lan, W. Yu, R. Wu, and J. Xiao, Spin-wave diode, Phys.
Rev. X 5, 041049 (2015).

[8] T. Bracher, O. Boulle, G. Gaudin, and P. Pirro, Creation
of unidirectional spin-wave emitters by utilizing interfa-
cial Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, Phys. Rev. B 95,
064429 (2017).

[9] D. Osuna Ruiz, E. L. Martin, A. P. Hibbins, and F. Y.
Ogrin, Unidirectional emission and reconfigurability of
channeled spin waves from a vortex core in a teardrop-
shaped nanopatch, Phys. Rev. B 104, 094427 (2021).

[10] E. Albisetti, S. Tacchi, R. Silvani, G. Scaramuzzi, S.
Finizio, S. Wintz, C. Rinaldi, M. Cantoni, J. Raabe, G.
Carlotti, R. Bertacco, E. Riedo, and D. Petti, Optically
inspired nanomagnonics with nonreciprocal spin waves
in synthetic antiferromagnets, Adv. Mater. 32, 1906439
(2020).

[11] J. Chen, T. Yu, C. Liu, T. Liu, M. Madami, K. Shen, J.
Zhang, S. Tu, M. S. Alam, K. Xia, M. Wu, G. Gubbiotti, Y.
M. Blanter, G. E. W. Bauer, and H. Yu, Excitation of uni-
directional exchange spin waves by a nanoscale magnetic
grating, Phys. Rev. B 100, 104427 (2019).

[12] H. Qin, R. B. Holldnder, L. Flajsman, F. Hermann, R.
Dreyer, G. Woltersdorf, and S. van Dijken, Nanoscale
magnonic Fabry-Pérot resonator for low-loss spin-wave
manipulation, Nat. Commun. 12, 2293 (2021).

[13] R. L. Stamps, Spin configurations and spin-wave excita-
tions in exchange-coupled bilayers, Phys. Rev. B 49, 339
(1994).

[14] R. Verba, V. Tiberkevich, and A. Slavin, Wide-band nonre-
ciprocity of surface acoustic waves induced by magnetoe-
lastic coupling with a synthetic antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev.
Appl. 12, 054061 (2019).

[15] R. Gallardo, T. Schneider, A. Chaurasiya, A. Oelschligel,
S. Arekapudi, A. Roldan-Molina, R. Hiibner, K. Lenz, A.
Barman, J. Fassbender, J. Lindner, O. Hellwig, and P. Lan-
deros, Reconfigurable spin-wave nonreciprocity induced by
dipolar interaction in a coupled ferromagnetic bilayer, Phys.
Rev. Appl. 12, 034012 (2019).

[16] M. Ishibashi, Y. Shiota, T. Li, S. Funada, T. Moriyama, and
T. Ono, Switchable giant nonreciprocal frequency shift of
propagating spin waves in synthetic antiferromagnets, Sci.
Adv. 6, eaaz6931 (2020).

[17] Y. Shiota, T. Taniguchi, M. Ishibashi, T. Moriyama, and
T. Ono, Tunable magnon-magnon coupling mediated by
dynamic dipolar interaction in synthetic antiferromagnets,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 017203 (2020).

[18] A. F. Franco and P. Landeros, Enhancement of the
spin-wave nonreciprocity in antiferromagnetically coupled

multilayers with dipolar and interfacial Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interactions, Phys. Rev. B 102, 184424 (2020).

[19] A. Kamimaki, S. Tihama, K. Suzuki, N. Yoshinaga, and
S. Mizukami, Parametric amplification of magnons in
synthetic antiferromagnets, Phys. Rev. Appl. 13, 044036
(2020).

[20] J. Chen, H. Yu, and G. Gubbiotti, Unidirectional spin-
wave propagation and devices, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 55,
123001 (2022).

[21] A. Mouhoub, F. Millo, C. Chappert, J.-V. Kim, J. Létang,
A. Solignac, and T. Devolder, Exchange energies in
CoFeB/Ru/CoFeB synthetic antiferromagnets, Phys. Rev.
Materials 7, 044404 (2023).

[22] R. L. Seeger, F. Millo, A. Mouhoub, G. de Loubens, A.
Solignac, and T. Devolder, Inducing or suppressing the
anisotropy in multilayers based on CoFeB, Phys. Rev.
Materials 7, 054409 (2023).

[23] T. Devolder, S.-M. Ngom, A. Mouhoub, J. Létang, J.-V.
Kim, P. Crozat, J.-P. Adam, A. Solignac, and C. Chappert,
Measuring a population of spin waves from the electrical
noise of an inductively coupled antenna, Phys. Rev. B 105,
214404 (2022).

[24] Y. Henry, O. Gladii, and M. Bailleul, arXiv:1611.06153
[cond-mat] (2016).

[25] L. Savtchenko, United States Patent 6545906B1 (2003).

[26] T. Devolder, G. Talmelli, S. M. Ngom, F. Ciubotaru, C.
Adelmann, and C. Chappert, Measuring the dispersion rela-
tions of spin wave bands using time-of-flight spectroscopy,
Phys. Rev. B 103, 214431 (2021).

[27]1 M. Sushruth, M. Grassi, K. Ait-Oukaci, D. Stoeffler, Y.
Henry, D. Lacour, M. Hehn, U. Bhaskar, M. Bailleul, T.
Devolder, and J.-P. Adam, Electrical spectroscopy of for-
ward volume spin waves in perpendicularly magnetized
materials, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 043203 (2020).

[28] T. Devolder and K. Ito, Spin torque switching and scal-
ing in synthetic antiferromagnet free layers with in-plane
magnetization, J. Appl. Phys. 111, 123914 (2012).

[29] Z. Zhang, L. Zhou, P. E. Wigen, and K. Ounadjela, Angu-
lar dependence of ferromagnetic resonance in exchange-
coupled Co/Ru/Co trilayer structures, Phys. Rev. B 50,
6094 (1994).

[30] M. Grimsditch, L. Giovannini, F. Montoncello, F. Nizzoli,
G. K. Leaf, and H. G. Kaper, Magnetic normal modes in
ferromagnetic nanoparticles: A dynamical matrix approach,
Phys. Rev. B 70, 054409 (2004).

[31] L. Giovannini, F. Montoncello, F. Nizzoli, G. Gubbiotti,
G. Carlotti, T. Okuno, T. Shinjo, and M. Grimsditch, Spin
excitations of nanometric cylindrical dots in vortex and
saturated magnetic states, Phys. Rev. B 70, 172404 (2004).

[32] The optical wave has a backward character only in the nar-

. . T _ [ Hj
row range of orientations when 3 < @ < cos ! <— ﬁ’ .
5

In this case, the group velocity is very close to vanish and
propagation is not foreseen.

[33] A. Vansteenkiste, J. Leliaert, M. Dvornik, M. Helsen, F.
Garcia-Sanchez, and B. Van Waeyenberge, The design and
verification of MuMax3, AIP Adv. 4, 107133 (2014).

[34] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supple
mental/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.20.054051 for dispersion
relations at additional field magnitudes (Fig. S1) and angle-
resolved dispersion relations (Fig. S2) at dc applied field
wolHo| = 25 mT, which includes Refs. [16] and [33].

054051-10


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.174417
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.11910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.024047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041049
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.064429
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.094427
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201906439
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.104427
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-22520-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.339
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.12.054061
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.12.034012
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaz6931
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.017203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.184424
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.044036
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6463/ac31f4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.7.044404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.7.054409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.214404
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.06153
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.214431
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043203
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4729776
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.50.6094
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.054409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.172404
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4899186
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.20.054051

	I. EVIDENCE OF UNIDIRECTIONALITY OF SPIN WAVES IN SYMMETRIC SAF
	A. Materials: synthetic antiferromagnets
	B. Spin-wave dispersion relations
	C. Energy flow carried by propagating spin waves

	II. APPROXIMATE GROUP VELOCITIES
	A. Simplifying assumptions and methods
	B. Peculiarities of the group velocities of a SAF in the scissors state

	III. MICROMAGNETIC SIMULATIONS OF THE DISPERSION RELATIONS
	A. Simulation geometry
	B. Methods
	1. Mode-resolved dispersion relations
	2. Sign-of-k-resolved dispersion relations

	C. Dispersion relations

	IV. DISCUSSION
	V. CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX: SAMPLE DETAILS
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


