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Surface plasmons are the collective electron excitations in metallic systems and the associated
electromagnetic wave usually has the transverse magnetic (TM) polarization. On the other hand,
spin waves are the spin excitations perpendicular to the equilibrium magnetization and are usually
circularly polarized in a ferromagnet. The direct coupling of these two modes is difficult due to
the difficulty of matching electromagnetic boundary conditions at the interface of magnetic and
non-magnetic materials. Here, we overcome this challenge by utilizing the linearly polarized spin
waves in antiferromagnets (AFM) and show that a strong coupling between AFM magnons and
surface plasmons can be realized in a hybrid 2D material/AFM structure, featuring a clear anti-
crossing spectrum at resonance. The coupling strength, characterized by the gap of anticrossing
at resonance, can be tuned by electric gating on 2D materials and be probed by measuring the
two reflection minima in the reflection spectrum. Further, as a potential application, we show that
plasmonic modes can assist the coupling of two well-separated AFMs over several micrometers, fea-
turing symmetric and antisymmetric hybrid modes. Our results may open a new platform to study
antiferromagnetic spintronics and its interplay with plasmonic photonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the light-matter interaction is a central
topic in condensed matter physics. Light can induce elec-
tron oscillations on a metallic surface and in 2D conduct-
ing materials, so-called surface plasmons [1–3], which is
promising if one wants to confine and amplify electromag-
netic waves for sensing applications [4–6]. While surface
plasmons in the optical and infrared regime have been
widely studied, their extension down to gigahertz (GHz)
and terahertz (THz) regime with desirable polarity has
been an outstanding challenge for a long time. This is
because metals behave as perfect conductors in the low-
frequency regime and almost reflect all the incident elec-
tromagnetic waves, hindering the formation of surface
plasmons. With the development of fabrication technol-
ogy, one can grow artificially structured materials and 2D
materials to generate THz spoof surface plasmons with
similar dispersion and sub-wavelength field confinement
compared to the conventional surface plasmons [7, 8].

On the other hand, besides the charge degree of free-
dom, electrons also have intrinsic spin. Light can stim-
ulate collective excitations of exchange-coupled local-
ized spins in magnetic materials, so-called spin waves
[9, 10]. The quasiparticles corresponding to spin waves
are magnons. Investigating spin-wave transport and
novel magnon states and their potential applications in
information processing is the focus of magnon spintronics
[11, 12]. It has been shown that, by combining the 2D
materials such as graphene with magnetic systems, one
can generate a transverse electric (TE) surface plasmon

∗ Contact author: hyyuan@zju.edu.cn

ranging from GHz to THz regime under the assistance of
surface spin waves [13]. Such a proposal is free from the
constrains of the conductivity of 2D materials and further
benefits the great tunability of magnetic systems and 2D
materials by external magnetic fields and electric gating,
respectively. Nevertheless, to achieve coherent and re-
liable information transfer between two parties, such as
magnon-photon and magnon-qubit system, it is desirable
to realize strong coupling between them [12, 14]. This
is not easy in layered structures involving ferromagnets
and 2D materials, because the spin oscillations in a fer-
romagnet are circularly polarized, and it is challenging
to guarantee the continuity of electromagnetic boundary
conditions at the interface.

Here, we take a step further to show that surface plas-
mons can strongly couple to surface magnons in antifer-
romagnets (AFM), featuring a typical anticrossing spec-
trum. The essential physics is that left and right cir-
cularly polarized spin waves coexist in an AFM, and
their superposition could generate a linearly-polarized
spin wave. A transverse magnetic wave incident on the
interface of 2D materials and AFM could be efficiently
coupled to the linearized polarized spin wave and further
enhance the plasmon excitation in 2D material. This is
a unique feature of AFM, and is absent in ferromagnetic
thin films, which only allows the excitation of circularly
polarized spin wave. The THz nature of magnon fre-
quency in an AFM enables the excitation of THz plas-
mons, with a reduced wavelength compared to the vac-
uum light. To probe the excitation, we propose to mea-
sure the reflection spectrum of the hybrid system, where
the hybrid magnon-plasmon excitations carry away elec-
tromagnetic energy and generate a double-valley struc-
ture. As a potential application, we show that plasmons
can mediate the coupling of two AFMs separated over
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FIG. 1. Scheme of a dielectric/graphene/AFM structure. The
surface spin waves excited in the AFM is strongly coupled
to the transverse magnetic surface plasmons excited in the
graphene layer. The blue and red arrows represent the sub-
lattice magnetizations of the antiferromagnetic layer.

several micrometers, even though the AFMs have vanish-
ingly small magnetization. Our work may open a novel
route for the interdisciplinary development of antiferro-
magnetic spintronics and plasmonic photonics.

II. MODEL AND PHYSICAL PICTURE

We consider a dielectric/graphene/antiferromagnetic
insulator (DE/GRA/AFM) hybrid structure as shown in
Fig. 1. The AFM layer constitutes two magnetic sublat-
tices, and the magnetization dynamics is described by the
two coupled Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equations

∂tm1 = −γm1 ×H1,eff + αm1 × ∂tm1, (1a)

∂tm2 = −γm2 ×H2,eff + αm2 × ∂tm2, (1b)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio, Mi = Msmi with Ms

being the saturation magnetization of each sublattice and
mi being a unit vector representing the direction of mag-
netization, α is Gilbert damping coefficient characteriz-
ing the relaxation rate of magnetization. The effective
fields Hi,eff (i = 1, 2) include the contributions from the
exchange field, anisotropy field, external field (He) and
dipolar field (Hd), i.e.

H1,eff = −Hexm2 +Hanm1,xex +He +Hd, (2a)

H2,eff = −Hexm1 +Hanm2,xex +He +Hd. (2b)

The classical ground state of the system in the absence
of external magnetic fields is a Néel state with M1 =
Msey, M2 = −Msey. When an external field is applied
perpendicular to the easy axis (y−axis), i.e. He = H0ex
the ground state becomes a tilted state as shown in Fig.
2(a-b) with the tilting angle cos θ = H0/(2Hex + Han).
Depending on the direction of the oscillating field h(t),
two excitation modes of magnetization can be generated.
When the driving field is applied along the z−axis, both
my and mz oscillate with time as shown in Fig. 2(d).
Such a geometry can help to excite the TE surface plas-
mons by matching the electromagnetic boundary condi-
tions at the interface of the 2D material and the magnet,
as verified in Ref. [13]. However, there is no anticrossing
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FIG. 2. Scheme of the two sublattice antiferromagnet under a
perpendicular magnetic field with driving field parallel (a) and
perpendicular (b) to the static magnetic field (x−axis). (c-d)
Time evolution of the total magnetization m = m1 + m2.
Magnetic parameters of NiO are used with Hex = 524 T,
Han = 1.47 T, Ms = 0.32 T [15], γH0 = 0.5ωsp. α is taken to
be 0.1 to accelerate the relaxation process.

between magnons and plasmons due to the absence of
bare TE plasmon mode.
On the other hand, when the oscillating field is applied

along the direction of static magnetic field (x−axis), one
can have a linearly-polarized spin wave with only mx os-
cillating in time, as shown in Fig. 2(c). Considering
the spin wave propagating in the y-axis, such an oscilla-
tion will generate a TM spin wave and thus can match
the input TM electromagnetic wave to excite TM surface
plasmons at the 2D layer, as we shall see below. Since
a bare TM plasmon is not forbidden in the current ge-
ometry, one can expect an anticrossing structure when
the frequencies of the surface spin wave and the surface
plasmon are close. This is the main idea of our proposal.
Next, we shall rigorously verify this point.

III. HYBRID MAGNON-PLASMON
EXCITATION

To study the spin-wave excitation above the ground
state shown in Fig. 2(a), we do linear expansions of the
sublattice magnetization around the tilted state as M1 =
Ms cos θex + M1,xex + M1,yey, M2 = −Ms cos θex +
M2,xex+M2,yey. Substituting this trial solution into the
coupled LLG equations (1) and keeping only the linear
terms, we derive that M1,y +M2,y = 0 and

∂ttδMx = −ω2
spδMx + 2γ2HanHx

− αγ(2Hex +Han)∂tδMx,
(3)

where δMx = M1,x + M2,x and ωsp =

γ
√

Han(2Hex +Han) is the eigenfrequency of the
spin-wave, which is field independent [16, 17]. Under
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the assumption of harmonic oscillation δMx ∝ e−iωt, we
can derive the susceptibility of the system defined as
χ ≡ δMx/Hx, where

χ =
2γ2HanMs

ω2
sp − iαγ(2Hex +Han)− ω2

. (4)

On the other hand, the magnetization dynamics should
also fulfil the Maxwell equations [13]

(∇2 + k2)H−∇(∇ ·H) + k2δM = 0, (5)

where k2 = ϵµ0ω
2 with ϵ being the permittivity of the

medium and µ0 being the vacuum permeability. Substi-
tuting the relation δMx = χHx into Eq. (5), we have

(1 + χ)k22 − (k22y + k22z) = 0 (6)

where ki represents the electromagnetic wavevector with
i = 3, 2 for dielectric layer and AFM layer shown in
Fig. 1, respectively. In the long wavelength or mag-
netostatic limit, 1 + χ = 0, the first term dominates
the equation and thus one has 1 + χ = 0. Through
straightforward mathematics, one can derive the reso-
nance frequency with the revisions of dipolar fields [15]

as ω0 =
√
ω2
sp + 2ωanωm in the absence of damping. Note

that ω2
sp/(2ωanωm) ∼ Hex/Ms ≫ 1 for crystalline mag-

net, hence the renormalized resonance frequency is very
close to the one without taking account of the dipolar
interactions.

Furthermore, by solving the Maxwell equation k×B =
−ωϵ/c2E with B = µ0(H + M) and c being the speed
of light, we obtain the electric components of EM wave
inside the AFM as

E2y = − (1 + χ)k2z
ωϵ0ϵ2

Hx, E2z =
(1 + χ)k2y

ωϵ0ϵ2
Hx, (7)

where ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity.
Similar to the ferromagnetic case [13], the eigen-

excitation of the hybrid system corresponds to the expo-
nential decay of spin-wave modes in the magnetic layer
and the evanescent EM waves in the dielectric layer. By
solving the Maxwell equations, we can explicitly obtain
the evanescent modes in the dielectric as

E
(+)
3y = − iκ3

ωϵ3ϵ0
H

(+)
3x , E

(+)
3z =

k3y
ωϵ3ϵ0

H
(+)
3x , (8)

where the sign (±) means exponential increase(decrease)

modes in the positive z−axis, κ3 =
√
k23y − ω2ϵ3/c2 is

the decay coefficient of EM wave.
Now, we are ready to match the boundary conditions

at the interface of dielectric and magnetic layers. The
continuity of tangential components of magnetic and elec-
tric fields at the interface requires that

E
(+)
3y = E

(−)
2y , H

(+)
3x + σE

(−)
2y = H

(−)
2x , (9)

where the surface plasmon excitation in graphene is mod-

elled as a surface electric current j = σE
(−)
2y , where σ

is the ac conductivity of graphene. This approxima-
tion has been widely used to treat plasmons in graphene
[18, 19]. It would be interesting to consider how to
bridge this approach with the one based on electron-
electron interaction in the future [20]. In THz regime,
the graphene conductivity is well described by the Drude
form σ = σ0EF /(πΓ − iπℏω) with σ0 = e2/4ℏ, EF be-
ing the Fermi energy and Γ being the relaxation rate of
carriers.
To guarantee a nontrivial solution of the electromag-

netic fields according to Eq. (9), it is required that

− κ3

ωϵ3

(
i
σ

ϵ0
− ωϵ2

δp

)
= 1, (10)

where δp (p ∈ {AFM,DE}) depends on the nature of
medium 2 with the form δAFM = −(1 + χ)κ2 and δDE =
−κ2. For a dielectric substrate with δDE, we recover the
known dispersion of surface plasmon in graphene [19]

4σ0EF

πϵ0ℏω2
=

ϵ2√
q2 − ω2ϵ2/c2

+
ϵ3√

q2 − ω2ϵ3/c2
, (11)

where we have imposed the requirement of momentum
conservation at the interface k2y = k3y ≡ q. Note that
this dispersion (11) is quite different from that of the
hybrid TE plasmon-magnon excitation [13]. In the elec-
trostatic limit, q ≫ ω

√
ϵi/c, Eq. (11) can be analytically

solved as ω =
√

8σ0EF /(πϵ0ℏ(ϵ2 + ϵ3))q ∝ √
q, similar

to the dispersion of surface plasmon on the metal surface
[3]. The tunability of Fermi energy EF in a 2D mate-
rial readily allows for the tunability of the dispersion of
surface plasmons, which is not present in normal metal
and is a unique feature of 2D systems. Figure 3(a) shows
that the dispersion relation at EF = 1 eV (red line), 2
eV (blue line), and 4 eV (purple line), respectively, by
numerically solving Eq. (11).
When the substrate is an AFM, the surface spin wave

in the THz regime will be excited and its frequency
crosses the plasmon dispersion (black dashed line in Fig.
3(a). At the crossing point, the momentum and energy
of surface magnons match that of the surface plasmon,
and it is expected that a gap will open due to the spatial
overlap of EM fields generated by plasmons and magnons
inside the hybrid structure. To verify this point, we recall
the dispersion relation (10) and simplify it as

4σ0EF

πϵ0ℏω2
=

ϵ2√
q2 − ω2ϵ2/c2

+
ϵ3

(1 + χ)
√
q2 − (1 + χ)ω2ϵ3/c2

.

(12)
Figure 3(b) shows the numerical solution of this equa-

tion at EF = 2 eV. A clear anticrossing feature can
be identified at the resonance point ωsp/2π = 1.1 THz.
The gap of the anticrossing around 23 GHz character-
izes the coupling strength between magnons and plas-
mons. Thanks to the tunability of the surface plasmon
dispersion in 2D material by electric gating, the coupling
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FIG. 3. (a) Dispersion of surface plasmons in the
DE/GRA/DE structure at different Fermi energy. The
black dashed line indicates the frequency of antiferromagnetic
magnons. ϵ3 = 2, ϵ2 = 11.9 for NiO [21]. (b) Anticross-
ing spectrum between magnons and plasmons in the hybrid
DE/GRA/AFM structure. The gap depth at resonance sig-
nals the coupling strength. EF = 2 eV. (c) Coupling spectrum
between magnons and plasmons as a function of Fermi energy,
which can be tuned by gating voltage. (d) Cooperativity in
the phase diagram of α and Γ. EF = 2 eV. All the other
parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2.

strength between magnons and surface plasmons can also
be tuned. Figure 3(c) shows that the coupling strength
increases with the electron Fermi energy and saturates
at a higher Fermi energy. This is because the disper-
sion of plasmon approaches ω = c/

√
ϵ for larger EF (ϵ

is the larger one of ϵ2 and ϵ3) according to Eq. (11),
which is insensitive to the position of Fermi level. Then,
the coupling behavior between the plasmon and magnon
also becomes insensitive to the Fermi energy.

Taking account of the dissipation of magnons γm =
αω0 and surface plasmons Γ, we can calculate the coop-
erativity C = g2/(γmΓ) [22] with g being the coupling
strength and show the result in Fig. 3(d). For typi-
cal values of magnetic damping α ∼ 10−4 and electron
relaxation rate Γ ∼ 0.5 meV, the magnon and surface
plasmon have already reached a strong coupling regime.

IV. PROBE THE COUPLING

We have shown that antiferromagnetic magnons and
surface plasmons can reach a strong coupling regime in
a hybrid dielctric/graphene/antiferroamgnet structure.
Here, we further show that such a coupling can be probed
by measurement of the reflection spectrum of a THz
wave from the hybrid structure. The idea is that the
hybridized excitations of magnons and surface plasmons
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FIG. 4. (a-b) Scheme of the two setups to measure the reflec-
tion rate of the hybrid DE/GRA/AFM and DE/GRA/DE
structures. (c-d) Reflection rate of the hybrid system as a
function of incident wave frequency for d = 10 µm and 40 µm,
respectively. Parameters are EF = 2 eV, Γ = 0.1 meV, α =
10−3, θ = 39.4◦.

take away energy electromagnetic energy and result in
double minimums in the reflection spectrum. Next, we
will explicitly verify this point by analytically calculating
the reflection spectrum.
We add another input layer (dielectric medium 4) on

top of the dielectric layer in Fig. 1 and consider a hybrid
DE/DE/GRA/AFM(DE) structure as shown in Fig. 4(a-
b). The refractive index of medium 4 has to be larger
than that of medium 3 (ϵ4 > ϵ3) to guarantee that the
incident electromagnetic wave can generate an evanescent
wave in the medium 3 above a critical angle. By solving
the Maxwell equations, it is straightforward to have the
incident TM wave as

H
(i,r)
4 = (H

(i,r)
4x , 0, 0)eiqy+ik

(i,r)
4z z, (13a)

E
(i,r)
4 = (0, E

(i,r)
4y , E

(i,r)
4z )eiqy+k

(i,r)
4z z, (13b)

with

E
(i,r)
4y = − k

(i,r)
4z

ωϵ4ϵ0
H

(i,r)
4x , E

(i,r)
4z =

q

ωϵ3ϵ0
H

(i,r)
4x , (14)

where the indices i/r stand for the incident/reflected
waves, and q ≡ k4y is the in-plane momentum of the
electromagnetic wave, which should be conserved in the
whole hybrid structure. In the dielectric medium 3, now
we have both exponential increase and decay modes due
to its finite thickness (d). The full expression of magnetic
and electric components is a linear superposition of these
two modes, i.e.

H3 = (H
(+)
3x , 0, 0)eiqy+κ3z + (H

(−)
3x , 0, 0)eiqy−κ3z, (15a)

E3 = (0, E
(+)
3y , E

(+)
3z )eiqy+κ3z + (0, E

(−)
3y , E

(−)
3z )eiqy−κ3z.

(15b)
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The continuity of the tangential components of magnetic
and electric fields at the interfaces of media 4-3 (z = 0)
and media 3-2 (z = d) require that

H
(i)
4x +H

(r)
4x = H

(+)
3x +H

(−)
3x , (16a)

E
(i)
4y + E

(r)
4y = E

(+)
3y + E

(−)
3y , (16b)

H
(+)
3x eκ3d +H

(−)
3x e−κ3d + σE

(−)
2y e−κ2d = H

(−)
2x e−κ2d,

(16c)

E
(+)
3y eκ3d + E

(−)
3y e−κ3d = E

(−)
2y e−κ2d. (16d)

Here, we have shifted the coordinate center to the inter-
face of media 4-3 for simplicity. By solving the linear set
of equations (16), we derive the reflection coefficient of
the system as

R ≡ H
(r)
4x

H
(i)
4x

=
κ3ϵ4η1 + ikzϵ3η2
κ3ϵ4η1 − ikzϵ3η2

, (17)

where

η1 ≡ (−iδpσ + ϵ0ϵ2ω)κ3 sinh(κ3d)− ϵ0ϵ3δpω cosh(κ3d),

η2 ≡ (−iδpσ + ϵ0ϵ2ω)κ3 cosh(κ3d)− ϵ0ϵ3δpω sinh(κ3d).
(18)

Here p = DE for the DE/DE/GRA/DE structure and
p = AFM for the DE/DE/GRA/AFM structure, as de-
fined below Eq. (10).

Figure 4(c) shows the reflection rate |R|2 as a function
of the incident wave frequency for d = 20 µm. Clearly,
two reflection minima are identified (red line), corre-
sponding to the upper and lower branches of the hybrid
modes in Fig. 3(b), respectively. As a comparison, only
one dip structure is identified corresponding to the bare
plasmon mode when the AFM layer is replaced by a stan-
dard dielectric layer, as shown in Fig. 4(c) (blue line).
As the thickness of dielectric layer (medium 3) increases,
the reflection rate is approaching 1, indicating that only
tiny surface plasmons are excited at the graphene layer.
This is because the electromagnetic wave decays expo-
nentially in medium 3 and is not strong enough to ex-
cite the surface wave at the graphene after propagating a
longer distance d. In the limit d → ∞, R = 1, we recover
the textbook result of total reflection [23].

V. PLASMON ASSISTED AFM-AFM
COUPLING

As an application of the strong magnon-plasmon
coupling, we show how the plasmon mode can medi-
ate the coupling of magnon excitations in two well-
separated antiferromagnets. We consider a hybrid
AFM/GRA/DE/GRA/AFM structure as shown in Fig.
5. Following a similar approach to match the continuity
of electric and magnetic fields at the interfaces of media
4-3 and 3-2, we find that the eigenexcitation of the hybrid
system should satisfy the following equation

(a) (b)

(c) (d)
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E 0
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# 4
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ω
r/2

π
(T

H
z)

FIG. 5. (a) Scheme of a hybrid AFM/GRA/DE/GRA/AFM
structure. The surface plasmons excited at the graphene lay-
ers can mediate the coupling between two spatially separated
antiferromagnets. (b) Dispersion relation of the hybrid modes
calculated by numerically solving Eq. (20a) (Magenta and red
lines) and Eq. (20b) (Gray and blue lines), respectively . Pa-
rameters are d = 4 µm, ϵ4 = ϵ2 = 11.9, ϵ3 = 2. (c) and (d) are
the spatial distribution of electric fields in the antisymmetric
(modes #2 and #4) and symmetric modes (modes #1 and
#3) at the crossing points between the vertical dashed line
and the four hybrid modes shown in (b).

e−κ3d

(
ωϵ3
κ3

+
ωϵ2
δm2

− iσ2

ϵ0

)(
ωϵ3
κ3

− ωϵ4
δm4

− iσ4

ϵ0

)
=

eκ3d

(
ωϵ3
κ3

− ωϵ2
δm2

+
iσ2

ϵ0

)(
ωϵ3
κ3

+
ωϵ4
δm4

+
iσ4

ϵ0

)
.

(19)
Here we have shifted the coordinate origin to the cen-
ter of the middle dielectric layer with thickness d. The
characterizing function δmi = −1(1+χi)κi, where χi and
κi are respectively the magnetic susceptibility and decay
coefficients of the i−th layer.
Without loss of generality, we assume that ϵ2 = ϵ4,

σ2 = σ4, then the dispersion equation can be factorized
and analytically solved as

sinh
κ3d

2

ωϵ3
ϵ3

+ cosh
κ3d

2

(
ωϵ2

(1 + χ)κ2
+

iσ

ϵ0

)
= 0, (20a)

cosh
κ3d

2

ωϵ3
ϵ3

+ sinh
κ3d

2

(
ωϵ2

(1 + χ)κ2
+

iσ

ϵ0

)
= 0, (20b)

where κ2 = κ4 ≡ κ, χ2 = χ4 ≡ χ, When d → ∞, these
two equations are identical to each other, whose solution
recovers the two set of hybrid magnon-plasmon mode as
already presented in Fig. 3.
For a dielectric layer with finite thickness, the hybrid

magnon-plasmon mode at the left region (z < 0) will
overlap with that in the right region (z > 0) through the
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middle dielectric layer. Such a hybridization will result in
two new classes of hybrid modes, as shown in Fig. 5(b).
Here the black and red lines refer to the solutions of Eqs.
(20a) and (20b), which correspond to the symmetric and
antisymmetric mode, respectively. To clarify, we can ex-
plicitly solve the linear set of equations characterizing the
boundary conditions and derive the spatial distribution
of electric fields across the hybrid structures. Figures 5(c)
and (d) show that symmetric and antisymmetric modes
are identified for the mode satisfying Eqs. (20a) and
(20b), respectively. Such an indirect coupling channel
share certain similarities with the coupling between two
magnons mediated by phonons in a nonmagnetic insula-
tor, where both in-phase and out-of-phase motions can
be generated [24].

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

First, all our previous calculations focus on the mono-
layer graphene. For a double-layer graphene attached
on top of an antiferromagnet, the modelling technique is
quite similar to the one shown in Fig. 5, where a dielec-
tric layer replaces the medium 4. The magnon-plasmon
coupling spectrum of the hybrid structure can still be
routinely described by Eq. (19) after replacing δm4 by its
dielectric counterpart −κ4. When the interlayer distance
of the two grpahene layers is very small that κ3d ≪ 1,
we can analytically solve the dispersion relation as

− κ3

ωϵ3

(
i
2σ

ϵ0
− ωϵ2

δAFM

)
= 1, (21)

where we have assumed κ4 = κ3 for simplicity. Com-
pared with the monolayer case derived in Eq. (10), the
graphene conductivity is doubled. Since the conductivity
of graphene is proportional to the electron Fermi energy,
the Fermi energy will then be shifted upwards, and hence
the coupling strength between magnons and plasmons
will become stronger, as discussed in Fig. 3(c). Physi-
cally, a larger electron Fermi energy will make the bare
plasmon dispersion more steep (Fig. 3(a)) and crosses
the frequency of spin wave at a smaller wavevector q.
Then the decay length of surface plasmon toward the di-
electric medium 3 (1/κ = 1/

√
q2 − ω2ϵ3/c2) will become

larger, resulting in a stronger overlap between plasmon
mode and surface spin wave mode. This is why the effec-
tive coupling between magnons and plasmons becomes
stronger.

Further, the above analysis on double-layer graphene
may not work for bilayer graphene with atomic inter-
play distance close to that in graphite (∼ 3.4 Å). Then,
the conductivity of the system will be modified by the
van der Waals interaction between the two layers. Take
the AA-stacked bilayer graphene as an example, the two
copies of band structure of monolayer graphene will shift
upward and downward by ∆, respectively, with ∆ being
the interlayer coupling strength. The resulting dynamic

conductivity is [25]

σ(ω) =
8iσ0

πℏω
max(∆, EF ) +

i

π
ln

ℏω − 2|∆− EF |
ℏω + 2|∆− EF |

+
i

π
ln

ℏω − 2|∆+ EF |
ℏω + 2|∆+ EF |

.

(22)

When the Fermi energy is much larger than the inter-
layer coupling, i.e. EF ≫ ∆, the conductivity is reduced
to σ = 8iσ0/(πℏω), which is exactly two times of the con-
ductivity of monolayer graphene. Then we recover the re-
sults of double-layer graphene. When the Fermi energy
is comparable to the interlayer coupling, especially when
their energy difference |EF − ∆| is close to the magnon
energy, the results can be very different. A detailed dis-
cussion on the bilayer case will be given elsewhere.
Lastly, we would like to discuss a few literature on the

coupling between magnons and plasmons. Costa et al.
[26] reported strong coupling between surface plasmon
and magnons in graphene-2D ferromagnetic heterostruc-
tures by assuming an artificial Zeeman interaction be-
tween plasmonic magnetic fields and spins. Here we no-
tice that one has to be very careful to match the bound-
ary conditions at the interface between graphene and
magnets. Also, generating THz uniform magnon mode
in a ferromagnet is very challenging due to the influence
of exchange interaction. Dyrdal et al. [27] reported the
hybridization of magnons and plasmon by spin-orbit in-
teraction in 2D magnets. Ghosh et al [28] showed that
plasmons can hybridize with weakly dispersive optical
magnons in 2D honeycomb magnets. A proof-of-concept
experiment on this coupling is still lacking. Recently,
Xiong et al. [29] observed the strong coupling between
magnons and spoof surface plasmons in a hybrid struc-
ture of magnetic sphere and microwave spiral resonator
in experiments.
In conclusion, we have shown that surface plasmons in

2D material can reach strong coupling with the surface
magnons in antiferromagnets at the THz regime. The
coupling strength is tunable by electric gating of the 2D
material, where the Fermi energy of electrons and thus
the conductivity can be changed. To probe the coupling,
we propose measuring the reflection spectrum of the hy-
brid system, where the hybrid magnon-plasmon modes
take away electromagnetic energy and generate two re-
flection minima. We further show that the plasmons can
mediate the coupling between two AFMs over several mi-
crometers. Both symmetric and antisymmetric hybrid
modes can be generated. Our finding may open a novel
platform to study the interplay of magnon spintronics
and plasmonics, where antiferromagnets may manifest
their THz dynamics in particular. Further, it would be
interesting to dive into the quantum regime by quantiz-
ing the classical field profiles and to study the quantum
correlations between magnons and plasmons, potentially
including plasmons to the family of quantum magnonics
[12]. This will be the focus of our follow-up work.
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