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Transport of spin angular momentum is an essential operation in spintronic devices. In magnetic 

insulators, spin currents are carried by magnons and can be launched straightforwardly by heating an 

adjacent metal layer. Here, we study the ultimate speed of this spin Seebeck effect with 10-fs time 

resolution in prototypical bilayers of ferrimagnetic yttrium iron garnet and platinum. Upon exciting the 

metal by a laser pulse, the spin flow is measured using the inverse spin Hall effect and terahertz 

electrooptic sampling. The spin Seebeck current reaches its peak within ~200 fs, a hallmark of the 

photoexcited metal electrons approaching a Fermi-Dirac distribution. Analytical modeling shows the spin 

Seebeck response is virtually instantaneous because the ferrimagnetic spins react without inertia and the 

metal spins impinging on the interface have a correlation time of only ~4 fs. Novel applications for 

material characterization, interface probing, spin-noise detection and terahertz spin pumping emerge. 

 

 

Figure 1 | Schematic of the experiment. To probe the ultimate speed of the spin Seebeck effect, a 
femtosecond laser pulse (duration 10 fs, center photon energy 1.5 eV) is incident onto a F|N bilayer made of 
platinum (N=Pt, thickness of ��� � � ��) on top of yttrium iron garnet (F=YIG, 5 µm, in-plane magnetization 	). 
While the YIG film is transparent to the pump pulse (band gap of 2.6 eV), the Pt film is excited homogeneously, 

resulting in a transient increase of its electronic temperature 
�� following thermalization. Any ultrafast spin-
current density ����� arising in Pt is converted into a transverse charge-current density ����� by the inverse spin 
Hall effect, thereby acting as a source of a THz electromagnetic pulse whose transient electric field ���� is 
detected by electrooptic sampling.  

 

 



 

 

 

Figure 2 | Terahertz emission of photoexcited F|N bilayers. a, THz emission signals ��±	� from a 
YIG(3 µm)|Pt(5.5 nm) sample for opposite directions of the in-plane YIG magnetization 	 as a function of time �. 
We focus on the difference �� � ��+	� − ��−	� odd in 	. b, Amplitude of �� (root-mean-square, RMS) as a 
function of the absorbed pump fluence. c, THz signal amplitude (RMS of ��) and Faraday rotation of a 
continuous-wave laser beam (wavelength of 532 nm) as a function of the external magnetic field. Both hysteresis 
loops were measured under identical pump conditions at room temperature. d, Terahertz emission signal from a 3 
µm thick YIG film capped with platinum (Pt) and tungsten (W), both 5.5 nm thick. e, Terahertz emission signal 
from a 5 µm YIG film capped with 5 nm Pt and with a bilayer of 1.9 nm Cu and 5.4 nm Pt (multiplied by 3). 

 

 

 

Figure 3 | Impact of sample temperature. a, Faraday rotation of a continuous-wave laser beam (wavelength of 
532 nm) as a function of the sample temperature. A fit analogous to Ref. 26 reveals a critical exponent of 0.5 and 
a Curie temperature of �� � ��� �. b, Temperature dependence of the magnetic terahertz emission signal. The 

solid line is a curve ∝ �� − ����, exactly as used in previous work on the DC SSE26.  
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Figure 4 | Femtosecond dynamics of the interfacial spin Seebeck effect. a, Extracted density ����� of the spin 
current entering the Pt layer together with a phenomenological model function �� − � !�− � "�⁄ �$ % � !�− � "&⁄ � 
with time constants of electron thermalization ("�) and cooling ("&) taken from literature36,37. b, Model schematic of 
the F|N interface. At time �', an N electron entering the interaction region induces a fluctuation (��'� of the total N-
cell spin. It exerts the effective field ±)�*(��'� on the F-cell spin for opposite +(��'� and −(��'�. Consequently, at a 
slightly later time �, the F-cell spin changes by ±
+���, resulting in zero change of the average F-cell spin. 
However, a second interaction with the N-cell field leads to the rectified torque )�*(��� % 
+��� for both ( 
directions and, thus, a net spin current between F and N. c, Calculated time-domain spin susceptibility of the 

F=YIG cell (transverse ,-. ���) and the N=Pt cell (isotropic ,���). d, Calculated dynamics of the SSE response 
functions /��� and /.��� which quantify, respectively, the spin current induced by a 0���-like temperature 

increase of the N=Pt and F=YIG layer (see text). For comparison, / is also shown in panel a. e, Resulting SSE 

responses �/ ∗ 2���� and �/. ∗ 2���� (grey and yellow curve, respectively) induced by the same step-like 

temperature increase 2��� at � � 3 in both layers. The total response �/ ∗ 2 − /. ∗ 2���� is also shown (black 
curve). To obtain an absolute ordinate scaling in agreement with the experiment, an interfacial exchange constant 
of ) � & ��4 was used. 

 

  



 

 

Introduction 

The electron spin holds an enormous potential to extend conventional charge-based electronics into 
spintronics, entailing exciting novel functionalities1. An important example is the transport of 
information carried by spin angular momentum. In contrast to charge currents, such spin currents can 
also flow in magnetic insulators by means of spin waves (magnons). They can be launched, for 
instance, by applying temperature gradients2,3,4. This spin Seebeck effect (SSE)5 is also observed at the 
interface3,6,7 of a magnetic insulator (F) and a nonmagnetic metal (N) (see Fig. 1a). Here, a static 
temperature difference 56 − 57 induces a spin current with density2,8 

89 � Κ ⋅ <56 − 57=. (1) 

It is polarized parallel to the F magnetization and can be measured in the N layer through the inverse 
spin Hall effect (ISHE) which converts the longitudinal 89 into a detectable transverse charge current 8@ 
(Fig. 1a). Magnon accumulation at the F|N interface can make an additional contribution not included 
in Eq. (1)3,9. 

Eq. (1) presumes a static temperature difference and frequency-independent spin Seebeck constant Κ. 
It is still open how this relationship should be modified for fast temporal variations of  56 and 57, for 
nonthermal states and whether there is a cutoff frequency above which 89 is suppressed. These 
questions directly address the impact of ultrafast processes such as magnon precession in YIG10 and 
spin relaxation in Pt11 on the buildup speed of the SSE current. The high-frequency behavior of the 
SSE is also highly relevant for applications such as magnetization control by THz spin currents12 and 
spintronic THz radiation sources13,14,15. 

In previous time-resolved SSE works, a transient 56 − 57 was induced by heating the N layer with an 
optical or microwave pulse. The transient spin current was detected by measuring either the ISHE 
voltage up to GHz bandwidth6,7,16 or the local spin polarization by magnetooptic probes17. It was 
shown that Eq. (1) remains valid on the time resolution of these experiments, that is, from 
microseconds6 through to ~0.1 ns7 and even down to 1.2 ps17. These results call for even better time 
resolution and bandwidth, ultimately reaching the 10 fs/100 THz scale, which is required to resolve 
even the fastest spin dynamics in magnetic materials18. For a direct comparison to the majority of SSE 
works, the spin current should ideally be detected through the ISHE.  

In this work, we extend the archetypal longitudinal SSE scheme to the ultrafast/THz regime in the 
most straightforward way (see Fig. 1a). We excite the metal of YIG|Pt bilayers with laser pulses 
(duration of 10 fs, center photon energy of 1.6 eV, energy of 3.2 nJ) from a Ti:sapphire laser oscillator 
(repetition rate of 80 MHz). Any ultrafast spin current 89�A� arising in the metal is converted into a 
transverse charge current and acts as a source of an electromagnetic pulse in the terahertz (THz) 
frequency range. As detailed in the Methods section and Ref. 19, we determine the spin current 89�A� 
with a time resolution of 10 fs by contact-free electrooptic detection of the transient THz electric field 
over a bandwidth of 45 THz. If not mentioned otherwise, measurements are conducted at room 
temperature in a dry N2 atmosphere in an external in-plane-oriented magnetic field of 10 mT saturating 
the YIG magnetization. 

Experimental results 

Central experimental data are summarized in Figs. 2 and 3. While Fig. 2 displays THz signals for 
different magnetization directions, metal cap layers and pump powers, Fig. 3 shows the dependence of 
the THz signal on sample temperature and external magnetic field. We start with Fig. 2a, which 
presents typical THz electrooptic signals B versus time A for a YIG(3 μm)|Pt(5.5 nm) bilayer. The 
signals reverse almost entirely when the in-plane sample magnetization is reversed from +	 to – 	. 
Because we are interested in SSE physics, we focus on the difference B� � B�+	� − B�−	� odd in 
	 in the following. 

As seen in Fig. 2b, the root mean square (RMS) amplitude of B��A� grows approximately linearly with 
the pump power. Figure 2c shows the B� amplitude as a function of the external magnetic field along 
with the sample magnetization 	 measured by the magnetooptic Faraday effect. We find that the THz 
signal follows the hysteretic magnetization curve perfectly. Additional measurements reveal that the 



 

 

THz electric field associated with B��A� is linearly polarized and oriented perpendicularly to 	 
(Fig. S2). Furthermore, when changing the layer sequence from F|N to N|F, B��A� is found to change 
polarity (Fig. S3). Also, B��A� does not depend on the pump-pulse polarization (linear and helical). 

To test the relevance of the ISHE, we change the sign of the spin Hall angle of the N metal by 
replacing Pt by W. As seen in Fig. 2d, THz signals B��A� from YIG|W and YIG|Pt yield opposite sign, 
and the signal amplitude is smaller for YIG|W, consistent with previous ISHE works20,21. A test 
measurement on a bare YIG film does not yield any detectable signal B��A� (see Fig. S4). These 
observations and symmetry properties of the THz signal are consistent with the notion that the 
femtosecond pump pulse injects an ultrafast out-of-plane-directed, 	-polarized spin current into the 
N layer where it is converted into a transverse charge current by the ISHE (see Fig. 1a). 

Figure 2e shows that even upon introducing a 1.9 nm Cu spacer layer between YIG and Pt, a 
measurable THz signal prevails. Therefore, a possible (Nernst-like) contribution due to proximity-
induced Pt magnetic moments at the YIG/Pt interface is negligibly small, in agreement with previous 
results22,21,23. Likewise, a photo-spin-voltaic effect as reported recently24 does not make a dominant 
contribution to the THz signal. Our result is fully consistent with the picture of a spin current flowing 
from YIG to Pt and traversing the Cu layer. The amplitude reduction by ~6 as compared to YIG|Pt can 
be explained by spin-current loss in Cu14,25 and the reduced optical excitation density of the thicker 
metal films13. 

THz spin Seebeck effect 

To reveal the nature of the THz spin current at the YIG|Pt interface, we measure the impact of the 
equilibrium sample temperature 5D. Figure 3a displays the bulk magnetization of the 
YIG(3 μm)|Pt(5.5 nm) sample versus 5D as measured by the magnetooptic Faraday effect (see 
Methods). The Faraday signal disappears at 5D � 555 K, consistent with the Curie temperature 5F of 
bulk YIG. Figure 3b reveals that the RMS amplitude of the THz signal B� and, thus, the THz spin-
current amplitude also decrease with rising 5D, but more rapidly than the YIG bulk magnetization. 
Remarkably, for 5 < 5F, the curve can be well described by a function proportional to �5F − 5D�H, in 
striking agreement with the recently measured temperature dependence of the SSE/ISHE voltage in 
static experiments on YIG|Pt bilayers26. We summarize that the THz emission signal B� exhibits all 
characteristics of the DC SSE. Therefore, the THz data of Figs. 2 and 3 can be considered as a clear 
manifestation of the SSE at THz frequencies. 

To extract the spin current 89�A� flowing in the Pt layer of the YIG(3 μm)|Pt(5 nm) sample, we apply 
an inversion procedure to our THz electrooptic signal waveforms19. Figure 4a shows the central 
experimental result of this study: the ultrafast dynamics of the SSE current following excitation by a 
10 fs laser pulse. Strikingly, 89 rises on an ultrafast time scale of 100 fs, more than one order of 
magnitude shorter than interfacial SSE response times reported so far for laser-heated YIG|Pt6,7,16,17. 
The positive sign of 89 implies that the magnetization of YIG decreases (see Fig. S5). 

Model of the dynamic spin Seebeck effect 

To gain insight into the ultrafast rise and relaxation of the SSE current, we adapt the model picture3 of 
the static SSE to the dynamic case and employ the linear-response approach to spin pumping27,28. A 
model schematic is shown in Fig. 4b: according to ab initio calculations29, the spins of the interfacial F 
and N layers are coupled by an sd-type Hamiltonian I9J+ ⋅ � over a thickness that equals about one 
lattice constant K � 1.24 nm of YIG. Here, I9J is an effective coupling constant, and ℏ+ and ℏ� are 
the total electron spin angular momentum contained in an interfacial cell of dimension KH on the F and 
N side, respectively. Thermal spin fluctuations Q�A� in F and (�A� in N cause stochastic effective 
magnetic fields I9JQ�A� and I9J(�A� and, therefore, torque of F on N and vice versa, respectively. As a 
result, spin currents 897 and 896 flow, which cancel each other for 57 � 56. 

In our experiment, this balance is perturbed by the pump pulse exciting exclusively the N electrons. 
Consequently, we focus on elementary interactions and the current 896 caused by spin fluctuations in 
N, as illustrated in Figs. 4b and 4c and derived rigorously in the Methods section. At time A' (Fig. 4b), 
the conduction electrons in the N cell exert the random field I9J(�A′� on the F-cell spins3. Therefore, at 
a slightly later time A > A', the F-cell spin has changed dynamically by 



 

 

ΔUV�A� �  ∑XVY7 �A −  A'�I9JZY�A'� where XVY7  is the spin susceptibility tensor of the F cell in the time 
domain3,27 (Fig. 4c). On average, however, this interaction does not result in a spin current because the 
expectation value 〈(〉 of the spin fluctuation of N is zero (Fig. 4b). 

Nevertheless, a net effect can be achieved by a second interaction of F with I9J( at time A > A′. The 
resulting torque I9J(�A� % ΔQ�A� scales with I9J]  and, therefore, rectifies the random field I9J(. Its 
expectation value is parallel to the F magnetization 	 (Fig. 4b). To obtain the spin current due to the 
N fluctuations, we integrate the second-order torque over all first-interaction times A' and find 

896�A� � I9J]
K] ^ dA' X-7�A − A'�`Za�A�Za�A'�b. (2) 

Equation (2) provides the key to understanding the dynamics of the SSE. The spin correlation function 
`Za�A�Za�A'�b shows that average torque on the F spins only arises if the two interactions with I9J( 
occur within the correlation time c6 of the N-cell spin. Since the fluctuations Za�A� predominantly 
arise from the electrons entering and leaving the N cell5,30,31, c6 can be estimated by the time it takes 
an electron to traverse the N cell (Fig. 4b). By averaging the Fermi velocity32 over all angles of 
incidence. we obtain c6 ∼ 3.5 fs. Once the pump pulse excites the N electrons, their distribution 
function changes abruptly. The spin correlation function follows these modifications on a 3.5 fs time 
scale, faster than the pump-pulse duration of 10 fs. Interestingly, the F spins react even instantaneously 
because ferromagnetically coupled spins are known to have no inertia33. Consequently, the transverse 
susceptibility X-7�A� � Xhi7 �A� − Xih7 �A� of the F-cell starts step-like at A � 0 (Fig. 4c), and the spin 
current rises on ultrafast time scales, consistent with our experimental observation (Fig. 4a). 

The strength of the spin fluctuations in the N cell is proportional to the frequency at which Pt 
conduction electrons scatter off the F|N interface (Fig. 4b). Assuming elastic and diffuse scattering, 
this rate scales with the number of occupied incident and unoccupied outgoing Bloch states, that is, 
with the quantity 

5kl6�A� � 1
mn

^ do p�o, A��1 − p�o, A�$. (3) 

Here, p�o, A� is the occupation number of a state at electron energy o (see Methods). Interestingly, 
when p�o, A� is given by the Fermi-Dirac function at temperature 5l6�A�, we obtain 5kl6�A� � 5l6�A�, 
thereby identifying 5kl6�A� as a generalized electronic temperature. Using this result and the Kubo 
formula, we can express the correlation `Za�A�Za�A'�b by means of 5kl6 and the isotropic spin 
susceptibility X6 of the N cell. Equation (2) then yields the spin current 

89�A� � ^ dA' κ6�A − A'�5kl6�A'� (4) 

due to the fluctuations of the N spins. This relationship is the desired generalization of Eq. (1) for 
time-dependent N temperatures and nonthermal electron distributions.  

The response function κ6�A� � mnI9J] K�]X-7�A� s dA' X6�A'�t
u  is entirely given by the susceptibilities 

of the F- and N-cell spins. To calculate its dynamics for our F=YIG|N=Pt sample system, we assume 
an isotropic Pauli-type susceptibility34 X6�A� with step-like increase and exponential decay with time 
constant c6 (see Fig. 4c). In contrast, X-7�A� is determined by classical atomistic spin-dynamics 
simulations10,35 and exhibits a strongly damped oscillation because many magnon modes contribute to 
the spin dynamics of the F cell in YIG (see Methods and Fig. 4c). The resulting κ6�A� is displayed in 
Fig. 4d. It has an ultrashort peak-like shape with a very small width on the order of c6, consistent with 
our qualitative discussion following Eq. (2).  

Discussion 

Since κ6�A� is much narrower than the rising edge of the measured spin current 89�A� (see Fig. 4a), the 
evolution of 89 must arise from the dynamics of the laser-excited Pt electrons. Indeed, the rise and 



 

 

decay times of the measured 89�A� agree remarkably well with the time constants cv � 0.26 ps and 
c] � 0.36 ps, respectively, with which the photoexcited electrons in Pt are known to approach a 
Fermi-Dirac distribution36 and to transfer their excess energy to the cold lattice37.  

Therefore, we ascribe the ultrafast temporal rise and decay of the SSE current to the thermalization 
and cooling of the optically excited Pt electrons, as supported by the following arguments. First, we 
phenomenologically model the dynamics of the spin current by �1 − exp�− A cv⁄ �$ ⋅ exp�− A c]⁄ �. As 
seen in Fig. 4a, we find excellent agreement between the model function and the measured 89�A�, 
without any fit parameters. Second, we observe almost identical relaxation dynamics of ultrafast spin 
current and transient optical reflectance, which is known to approximately monitor the decay of the 
electron temperature17,37 (see Methods and Fig. S6). 

Third, according to Eq. (3), maximum spin current is achieved when the pump pulse pushes the 
electronic occupation number p�o, A� toward a value of 0.5 over an electron-energy range as large as 
possible. Therefore, as many electron-hole pairs as possible should be generated for a given deposited 
pump-pulse energy. Initially, photoexcitation induces electrons and holes on average at half the pump 
photon energy of ℏ{| � 1.6 eV above and below o7, respectively. However, on a time scale given by 
cv, electron-electron scattering cascades multiply the number of electrons and holes by a factor on the 
order of ℏ{|/mn5l6 ∼ 30. Consequently, the generalized temperature 5kl6�A� and the spin current 
increase with time constant cv. The rise of the measured 89�A� can be considered as an experimental 
confirmation of the notion that the SSE current is due to electrons impinging on the YIG|Pt interface. 
We note that we have added a temperature scale on the right ordinate of Fig. 4a whose peak value is 
determined by the absorbed pump-pulse energy density and the Pt electronic specific heat38.  

It is interesting to consider the peak ISHE electric field normalized by the peak temperature increase 
5l6 − 5D (Fig. 4a), which yields an efficiency figure of ∼ 1 V m�v K�v. This value is on the same or 
similar order of magnitude as results from SSE experiments on samples with Pt layers of similar 
thickness, both for static (0.1 V m-1 K-1)39 and laser-heating at MHz (0.7 V m-1 K-1)6 and GHz 
frequencies (37 V m-1 K-1)7. Comparison of the efficiency found in our work to our modeling yields an 
estimate of the YIG/Pt interfacial exchange coupling constant of I9J ∼ 2 meV. This value 
approximately agrees with the antiferromagnetic exchange coupling constant I�J between adjacent a-
Fe3+ and d-Fe3+ ions of bulk YIG.40 It can be converted into a spin mixing conductance with real part 
Re �↑↓ � 5 % 10v� m�], which is in good agreement with calculated29 and measured values41,42.     

To estimate how strongly the YIG is modified by the ultrafast spin current, we time-integrate the 
measured 89�A� (Fig. 4a). The resulting loss of spin angular momentum is equivalent to increasing the 
temperature of the interfacial YIG monolayer by about 50 K (Fig. 3a), which is one order of 
magnitude less than the increase of the Pt electron temperature 5l6. This small effect is further 
diminished by transport of magnons away from the interface. Therefore, we can neglect any 
significant back-action of the heated YIG layer on the spin current.   

So far, our experiments have been restricted to excitation of the metal part of YIG|Pt. Our modeling, 
however, allows us to also calculate the SSE response function κ7�A� related to heating of the F=YIG 
layer (see Fig. 4d and Methods). If a fictitious sudden and uniform temperature jump were applied 
simultaneously to both YIG and Pt layers, no current would flow according to Eq. (1). In contrast, our 
theory predicts a short current burst with a duration of about 100 fs (Fig. 4e). It arises from the 
inherent asymmetry of the F|N structure. At times A > 100 fs, the total spin current vanishes, 
consistent with the familiar static result of Eq. (1). 

Conclusion 

We observe an ultrafast charge current in prototypical YIG|Pt bilayers triggered by femtosecond 
optical excitation of the metal layer. It features all the hallmarks expected from the THz analogue of 
the SSE in terms of symmetries, sample structure and sample temperature. Our modeling, based on 
exchange-coupled YIG|Pt layers, delivers an order of magnitude and rise time of the photocurrent that 
are both fully consistent with our experimental observations. In particular, the femtosecond response is 
found to arise from the ultrashort spin correlation time of the heavy metal and the inertia-free, almost 
step-like transverse response of the YIG spins. 



 

 

These results are significant. In terms of applications, the ultrafast SSE current of Fig. 4a can be 
understood as a first demonstration of incoherent THz spin pumping. Therefore, an instantaneously 
heated metal layer is a promising transducer for launching ultrashort THz magnon pulses into YIG. 
They may lend themselves for magnon-based information transfer and for exerting torque on remote 
magnetic layers. 

From a fundamental viewpoint, our experimental approach permits characterization of the interfacial 
SSE and the ISHE of metals in standard bilayer thin-film stacks, without extensive micro structuring 
and contacting. Likewise, the THz interfacial SSE can be considered a contact-free probe of the 
magnetic texture and the exchange coupling at interfaces. As indicated by Eq. (2), the THz SSE 
current can also be used to measure local electron spin noise at highest frequencies, even under highly 
transient, nonstationary conditions. Finally, the YIG|Pt bilayer studied here serves as a model system 
for all magnetic systems in which laser-driven spin transfer between two constituents (such as alloy 
components43 and spin sublattices44) plays a significant role. 
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