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Computer simulation of an Antiferromagnetic Domain Wall Motion by a Slope Electric Field
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FL®HIZ

WA, BEREZRIM L= A b L— DR %% 91 HEEBENTB T 2P0 AT O TV 5 [1], BEEBEIOFIEL L TOMBREIC &
DRERCAEVBIMEEAT D2 FER D LM, ZNAOOFETIIHEBEOMREATRE L 2o T2, BIfE, WEREIRBILOIZHOH
To7p L LT, B L D EER BN 0B S TR Y [2,3,4]. SUHR[A] TIRBIRIERIC L 2 SRR COREERBIZ DWW COFREN
1Tz, LavL, SaBEMER(FM) TORMBERE)TlE Walker Break Down(WBD) AL = % & ERERS BRI N RS 22 5N H 5, — ., il
REPEIR(AFM) T OREEERL BN Tlk WBD 23584 L2 ob Z ORBEZ iRk TX 2 L IR SN D, AWFFETIT AFM OREHERIFIZ I CHRNE
WL DHEERBN DO~ AV a~ TR T 4 v 7 VX 2 b— 3 YEITWD.FM COMBEBEIC T 5 AFM CORBESBI O 2 i LT,
ERER

FHRTCHWE FM & AFM OREHEMIBRIZRE S 1R x = 1000 nm, EE5R 2=1.0nm, BATEHR y (ZERKROFEHE Ui, HRHEHK
ITEAFOREE 10000/4m emu/om®, FFPETEEC 0.2 Merglem?®, ZZHAA T+ 7 % ZAFEHL 0.16 perglem, SORRBENEAZHATERL 1/n Gerglem®, $HKE
% 0.01 & L7z[5], ENhHIEL, RAGEEENEF T 55050 L Liz[4], MRERDRIT, BIEMRE S Hmicst LR FHEEREZHFIC
WL EEDZETERAL, BB EE AK, (erglem®) LEFR LTz, BEEOHIMINLE L, MERPL (p=0nm) & L7z,

X 1(a),(0)IZHE D FM & AFM ORBEDIFIZ(L 2R3, K 1@)7 5. AFM OB FM XV EEDSES EAN Y BRN T E 84550 o717,
F72. K 1(b)75 FM Tk WBD 22 & 72—J5, AFM TIiZ WBD BRREAELZ2WNWZ &8 hotz, LLEX D | BAEERIC L BEE R
TR TR (+x Fi1A) ~BEIT A 2 ERHERTTE ., ARM X FM KV EEDOSL S BB Y RRNZ Enshot, 212, AK 12 & D
FM & AFM OREREREE Db AR~ T, KD AFM CIESBIEA I3 UEBES TR FEE S LB L TIN5 Z L 3D, —J7. FM
TIERAATHEN LA 572 < 720 . WBD FAERITEEN DT 22 LB bnd, ULEOFRRNG, AFM O BNEEDILD Y I2k

WTFM XD EBMHERH Y. F72AK, > 1.5 Gerglem* TlX. AFM O 5 3R EE R OENMENH D Z E BNy oTz,
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(@) AK, =0.5Gerg/cm* (b) AK, = 4.0 Gerg/cm* Fig. 2 Comparison of domain-wall
velocity between AFM and FM
Fig. 1 Change in time of DW position by the slope electric field y
BN
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