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Memory effects arise in many complex systems, from protein folding [1], to the spreading of
epidemics [2] and financial decisions [3]. While so-called non-Markovian dynamics is common in
larger systems with interacting components, observations in fundamental physical systems have
been confined to specifically engineered cases [4–10]. Here, we report the experimental observation
of non-Markovian dynamics in an elemental material, crystalline cobalt. By driving this material
with an intense terahertz electromagnetic field, we bring its magnetisation into a non-equilibrium
state and follow its evolution. We measure the sample’s low temperature magnetic response in the
time domain which leads to an unexpectedly rich multi-peaked spectrum in the Fourier domain, that
cannot be explained by established models. We use open quantum system theory, which predicts a
non-Markovian memory kernel in the dynamical equations to capture the fundamental interaction
between the spin system and the phonon bath. Simulations based on this theory produce a multi-
peaked spectrum, which matches the measured one. Our non-Markovian approach is also able to
reproduce the modification of the spectrum at higher temperatures. Our findings demonstrate that
non-Markovian effects are observable at a much more fundamental level than previously thought,
opening the door to their exploration and control in a broad range of condensed matter systems.

Damping is an everyday phenomenon, which we ex-
perience when we need to pedal to keep a constant
speed on a bicycle, or in the movement of an empty
swing that climbs less high with every round, finally
coming to rest. Microscopically, damping arises from
the system continuously interacting with a large num-
ber of degrees of freedom, its environment or bath.
Such dissipative dynamics is usually one-way: the sys-
tem will lose energy to the bath and move closer to
the rest state, as illustrated for a single pendulum in
Fig. 1a. This is known as Markovian dynamics where
the bath is memoryless. In contrast, when two individ-
ual pendula are coupled to each other, they are able to
transfer energy back and forth. Each pendulum then
undergoes so-called “non-Markovian” dynamics, where
backflow of energy is possible. Much more complex mo-
tion then emerges, sometimes towards and sometimes
away from the rest state, see Fig. 1b. While for two
coupled pendula this behaviour is easy to observe, non-
Markovian dynamics can in principle also arise from a
system’s natural coupling to its dissipative bath.
This requires the bath to play a much more active

role; instead of just receiving dissipated energy, it must
be able to give energy back. In statistical physics, such
dynamics is modeled by a generalised Langevin equa-
tion [11], which includes a memory kernel K(t − t′).
This function weights the impact of the past state of
the system (at time t′) on the current dynamics (at
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time t). For kernels with short memory times, the dy-
namics reduces to the standard (Markovian) Langevin
equation. For example, protein folding dynamics data
has been shown to be matched by models with a non-
trivial kernel [1], and methods to accurately infer mem-
ory kernels from observed system dynamics have been

FIG. 1. Sketch of Markovian vs non-Markovian dy-
namics. a. A pendulum (black) interacting with its envi-
ronment (shaded) has a trajectory (grey spiral) in position-
momentum space that monotonously moves towards its
state of rest, consistent with Markovian dynamics. b. In
contrast, the trajectory (grey spiral-like) of a single pen-
dulum (black) that interacts (orange spring) with another
pendulum, shows complex dynamics with non-Markovian
features, such as time excursions away from its state of rest.
This is highlighted by the later-time arrow (green) which is
longer than the earlier-time arrow (purple), each showing
the distance from the state of rest.
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developed [12]. Meanwhile, most experiments demon-
strating non-Markovianity have been confined to situ-
ations akin to the two pendula in Fig. 1b. For exam-
ple, for a Nitrogen-Vacancy (NV), the dynamics of its
electron spin is non-Markovian due to its tunable in-
teraction with the NV centre’s nuclear spin [7], while
any remaining bath-influence is demonstrably Marko-
vian. Experimental evidence of non-Markovian dynam-
ics that arises purely from a system’s interaction with a
dissipative bath, has only been achieved in rather com-
plex and often highly engineered systems, such as quan-
tum dots in microfabricated nanostructures [4], photon
polarisation made to interact with photon frequency in
all-optical setups [5], and colloidal particles swimming
in polymer enriched viscoelastic baths [10].
Here we report on the discovery of intrinsic non-

Markovian signatures in a fundamental condensed mat-
ter system: a ferromagnetic cobalt film. The quantity
of interest is the magnetisation M of the sample, while
the bath that damps its dynamics are the natural vibra-
tional excitations of the solid (i.e. phonon bath) [13].
By driving with an intense terahertz pulse, we bring
the spin system out of equilibrium and into resonance
with the phonon bath with which it can exchange en-
ergy. This is the corresponding intrinsic energy scale
where the bath does not only damp, but it can also
return energy and information back to the system.
Our experimental magnetisation signal shows a com-
plex Fourier spectrum with multiple peaks, which are
unexplained by established theory, such as the Landau-
Lifshitz Gilbert (LLG) equation [14] and the inertial
LLG (iLLG) equation [15–20]. To explain the peaks, we
advance that the missing conceptual ingredient is the
influential role of the bath of lattice vibrations. Tak-
ing an open quantum system approach widely used in
quantum optics [21, 22], we model the spin interaction
with its phononic environment [23]. Parametrising the
resulting non-Markovian LLG (nM-LLG) equation with
experimental values, we find that the simulated spec-
trum shows excellent agreement with the experimental
spectrum.

Pump-probe experiment

We perform single-cycle THz pump/time-resolved
magneto-optical Kerr effect (MOKE) probe measure-
ments on fcc Co thin film samples at cryogenic temper-
atures (see Appendix). The film is epitaxially grown on
an MgO substrate and exhibits exceptional crystalline
quality, which reduces internal damping [24]. The sam-
ple lies in the x-y-plane and is placed in a low-vibration
cryostat with windows transparent to both the tera-
hertz pump and the near-infrared probe light. Single-
cycle THz pulses are generated using organic crystals
that provide highest spectral power density in the 1–3
THz range [25, 26]. The THz magnetic field points
along the y-direction, while the external bias field acts
in the x-direction (see Appendix Fig. 5). The THz pulse
excites the spin dynamics, while minimizing thermal ef-
fects.
To isolate “magnetic” and “non-magnetic” parts of

the signal at low temperatures, where cryostatic con-

FIG. 2. Sum and difference spectra of terahertz-
induced dynamics in a ferromagnetic cobalt film.
a. Fast Fourier transform of summed (non-magnetic) time-
resolved signal (blue symbols on solid line) following spin
excitation with a strong terahertz pump field. Lorentzian
spectral density I(ν) (orange solid line) centred at frequency
ν0 = 4.2 THz to match signal, and with width Γ = 0.2 THz,
see main text. b. Fast Fourier transform of the difference
(magnetic) response following the same pump field and at
the same temperature (blue symbols on solid line), Fourier
spectra of the simulated LLG equation (grey solid line),
iLLG equation (black dashed line) and of the nM-LLG equa-
tion (orange solid line). nM-LLG simulation solves Eq. (1)
with memory kernel K(t− t′) specified by Lorentzian spec-
tral density I(ν), with fixed parameters ν0, A and Γ, see
main text. Units for amplitudes of the experimental and
simulation spectra are chosen such that the peak ampli-
tudes at 1.4 THz coincide.

finement makes switching the polarity of the bias mag-
netic dc field [18, 27] impossible, we instead take two
traces with flipped polarity of the terahertz pump field
(±µ0 HTHz ŷ), see Appendix Fig. 7. By crosschecking
this method’s difference signal with that obtained with
the standard method [18], both at room temperature,
their equivalence is confirmed experimentally. This dif-
ference (antisymmetric) signal isolates response com-
ponents that are odd with respect to the THz field,
which are primarily magnetic signatures. In contrast,
the sum signal is dominated by non-magnetic contri-
butions, such as phonon excitations. Thus, this ap-
proach provides selective access to signals primarily as-
sociated with magnetic (difference) and non-magnetic
(sum) parts of sample’s response. Identifying the non-
magnetic part, i.e. oscillatory features observed on
sub-10-ps timescales, is important for parametrising the
bath, as discussed below.

Typical time traces for the sum and difference signal,
measured at temperature Texp = 20 K, are shown in Ap-
pendix Fig. 8. Taking the fast Fourier transform (FFT)
of each, we first plot in Fig. 2a the magnitude of the
FFT of the non-magnetic contribution. The data re-
veal the presence of two peaks at 4.2 THz and 5.7 THz.
This signal evidences phonon activity linked to the non-
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equilibrium magnetisation dynamics, and the specific
frequencies match the zone edge frequencies of the Γ−L
and Γ −X phonons in fcc cobalt, respectively [28, 29]
(see Appendix).
Fig. 2b shows the FFT of the magnetic part of the

signal. It reveals a rich terahertz spectrum with three
rather unexpected pronounced peaks. Until recently,
modelling of magnetisation signals has been accom-
plished with the LLG equation [14], a phenomenolog-
ical and Markovian theory describing precession and
damping. However, it does not predict any such peaks.
Extending the LLG theory by including the angular
momentum degree of freedom was proposed by Ciornei,
Rub́ı andWegrowe [15] resulting in the so-called inertial
LLG equation, or iLLG. This inertial theory [19] pre-
dicts a single, much faster rocking motion on top of the
precession, which is typically observed in the GHz range
in ferromagnets. In previous experiments [17, 18], good
agreement between the iLLG’s single inertial peak and
one of the experimentally observed peaks, correspond-
ing to our peak at about 1.4 THz, was observed. How-
ever, the pronounced additional peaks that were ob-
served in Ref. [18], and that we now observe at 2.4 THz
and 4.2 THz, cannot be described by either the LLG or
iLLG equations.
Recently a non-Markovian LLG equation has been

put forward, derived using an open quantum systems
approach which models system and bath together [23].
In Fig. 2b we plot the Fourier spectrum of the mag-
netic response simulated with the nM-LLG equation as
the orange solid line on top of the experimental data.
It is immediately obvious that the nM-LLG simulation
naturally produces an initial valley followed by multiple
spectral peaks. Moreover, the quantitative match with
the experimentally observed peak frequencies is out-
standing. Simulation details are given in Appendix. We
note that simulations depend on three kernel parame-
ters which are obtained from the experimental data, see
below.

Non-Markovian kernel

The nM-LLG equation arises from coupling the spin
system to the phonon bath via an interaction term
Vint = M·

∫∞
0

dν
√
ν I(ν) Xν where M is the magneti-

sation of the sample, Xν is the position coordinate of
the phonon bath mode at frequency ν, and I(ν) is the
bath spectral density which characterises the strength
of coupling of the spin system to various bath frequen-
cies ν. Solving the set of coupled equations for the
magnetic system and the phonons results in the nM-
LLG equation

Ṁ(t) = M(t)×
[
γHeff(t) +

∫ t

t0

dt′K(t− t′)M(t′)

]
, (1)

where M(t) is the magnetisation at time t, |γ|/2π =
28 GHz/T, Heff(t) is the effective magnetic field con-
sisting of an external bias fieldHbias = 0.1T x̂ and a de-
magnetisation field Hd(t) which acts substantially only
along the z-direction (i.e. out-of-plane) in a thin film
and is proportional to Mz(t).

The non-Markovian nature of Eq. (1) is made ex-
plicit by the presence of the memory kernel K(t − t′).
Its significance is to link the dynamics at time t, to
the magnetisation vector M(t′) at previous times t′.
The strength and temporal extent of this memory is
determined by the exact shape and parameters of the
kernel. Physically, these parameters are fixed by the
bath properties [30]. Knowing the bath spectral den-
sity I(ν) determines the memory kernel [23], K(t−t′) =
2π
∫∞
0

dν I(ν) sin(2πν(t−t′)) for t ≥ t′. Spectral densi-
ties can be approximated with a Lorentzian shape [23],
I(ν) = AΓν/((ν20 − ν2)2 +Γ2ν2), which centers around
a dominant frequency ν0. Γ and A specify the range of
frequencies where coupling is significant and the overall
strength of the coupling, respectively. Zone-boundary
and transverse acoustic phonons can carry energy and
angular momentum in ultrafast demagnetisation exper-
iments [29, 31, 32]. Therefore, they can act as the en-
ergy and angular momentum bath in ultrafast spin dy-
namics.

Hence, in order to identify I(ν) for the sample mea-
sured, we return to the frequencies seen in the non-
magnetic signal in Fig. 2a. We identify the peak at
4.2 THz as that corresponding to states occupied by
zone-boundary transverse acoustic phonons [28]. This
naturally fixes the center frequency of the sample’s
Lorentzian spectral density I(ν) to ν0 = 4.2 THz. The
remaining two Lorentzian parameters are obtained via
known identities [23] α = AΓ/ν40 and τin = (ν20 −
Γ2)/(2πν20Γ). Here α and τin are the damping pa-
rameter and the inertial time, previously found [18] by
fitting the first peak in the experimental signal with
the iLLG equation giving α = 0.15 and τin = 0.8 ps.
This fixes the kernel parameters Γ = 0.2 THz and
A = 242.0 THz3 (Appendix). Numerical simulation
of Eq. (1), including the memory kernel K while not
adding thermal noise (i.e. 0 K), produces the orange
line in Fig. 2b.

The match between fully parameterised theory and
experiment (at 20 K) demonstrates that the spin
system undergoes dynamics described by the non-
Markovian LLG equation (1), which includes a tempo-
rally extended memory kernel. This non-Markovianity
directly arises on the fundamental scale of the spins
interacting with their phonon bath.

Analytic reasoning for multiple peaks

We now give an analytic explanation for the appear-
ance of multiple spectral peaks. Returning to the nM-
LLG equation (1) it is instructive to Taylor expand the
magnetisation M(t′) around time t leading to multiple
derivatives of M(t), i.e.

Ṁ(t) = M(t)×

[
γHeff(t) +

∞∑
m=1

κm ∂m
t M(t)

]
. (2)

The derivatives are weighted by the coefficients κm =
(−1)m

∫∞
0

dζ ζm K(ζ)/m!, which are the m-th one-
sided moments of the memory kernel [23]. The stan-
dard LLG equation [14] is captured by this description
when only the first derivative (i.e. m = 1) is included,
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of THz-frequency
spectrum. a. Fourier transform of experimental signal
at three temperatures, Texp = 20 K (blue line, circles),
Texp = 220 K (purple line, triangles) and Texp = 300 K
(red line, squares). The three experimental spectra were
measured with a single THz polarity, and contain magnetic
and non-magnetic contributions. b. Fourier transform of
dynamics obtained by solving the nM-LLG equation for
three different unit-free temperatures T̃ ∝ Texp chosen at
the same ratios as in the experiment. Simulations of the
nM-LLG equation (1) include coloured thermal noise, and
the demagnetisation field is reduced for higher tempera-
tures, see Appendix. Scale of the T̃ = 20 graph in b is
chosen such that first peak amplitude matches the experi-
mental one in a. Amplitudes at higher temperatures follow
relatively from it. All remaining simulation parameters are
identical to Fig. 2.

which makes it Markovian by construction [11, 33].
This approach also describes correctly the iLLG equa-
tion [15] which is the Taylor expansion up to the second
derivative (m = 2); see also [34] where inertial damp-
ing is identified as a higher order spin-orbit coupling
effect. Thus, the iLLG equation can be seen as a trun-
cated Taylor expansion of the full non-Markovian de-
scription. We note that microscopic models resulting
in additional fractional derivatives in Eq. (2), which
also lead to non-Markovian dynamics, have also been
proposed [35, 36].

The full expansion of the nM-LLG equation high-
lights the presence of higher order derivatives in the
time-domain. It has previously been argued [37] that
expressing the dynamics in the frequency domain, and
by identifying the roots of the resulting frequency-
polynomial, gives insight into where additional peaks
are expected. The LLG (m = 1) and iLLG (m = 2)
equations produce one and two roots, respectively,
which are identified as the precession and the inertial
peak. In contrast, the memory kernel K in the nM-
LLG equation (1) naturally leads to the presence of
higher derivatives in (2). Hence if nature is described by
Eq. (1), one would expect multiple peaks in the MOKE
spectrum (see Appendix).

Variation with temperature

To complete the description of the bath-coupled dy-
namics, we finally explore the impact of temperature
variation on the non-Markovian dynamics, i.e. vari-
ation of the population of vibrational modes in the
bath. The experimentally measured spin dynamics at
three temperatures, Texp = 20 K, Texp = 220 K, and
Texp = 300 K, is presented in the Fourier domain in
Fig. 3a (for the temporal traces see Appendix Fig. 9).
We observe that the frequencies of the spectral peaks
remain fixed. Meanwhile, the peak amplitudes decrease
when the temperature of the sample is increased.

We now examine the expected temperature depen-
dence arising from the nM-LLG equation (1). It in-
corporates thermal fluctuations via the inclusion of a
thermal field hth(t) inHeff(t), which stochastically fluc-
tuates in time [23]. Additionally, the demagnetisation
field is reduced at increased temperatures [38], see Ap-
pendix.

The noise hth(t) has, via fluctuation-dissipation the-
orem, the power spectral density P (ν) = 2kBTexp I(ν),
which introduces the experimental sample temperature
Texp while kB is the Boltzmann constant. Within the
macrospin approximation, precise information on the
number of spins, their individual moments and their
interactions is not available, which leaves the absolute
temperature scale undetermined. Here we choose an
absolute scale by setting the unit-free version of the
simulation temperature, T̃ , to T̃ = Texp/K, which fixes
the relative temperature ratios thereafter. With tem-
perature now included in the simulation of the nM-
LLG equation (1), the THz-frequency spectrum for

three temperatures, T̃ = 20, T̃ = 220 and T̃ = 300,
is shown in Fig. 3b. As can be seen, the frequencies of
the peaks remain fixed, while their relative amplitudes
reduce with increasing temperature. The qualitative
agreement with the experimental data in Fig. 3a is also
impressive.

Conclusion and outlook

The discovery that the collective dynamics of spins
in a piece of ferromagnet cannot be described by the
usual one-way damped motion is a major change of
perspective for our understanding of condensed matter
systems. In the new picture, the phonon bath plays
a much more active role, not solely receiving dissi-
pation from the spin system, but also giving energy
back. Such backflow occurs because the phonon bath,
which interacts with the spin system, imprints an in-
trinsic non-Markovian memory kernel on the spin dy-
namics. Theory also allows to estimate the kernel’s
memory time [23], i.e. the extent of a system’s memory
of its past, here τmemory = 2/Γ ≈ 10 ps. This natu-
ral picosecond memory time is much shorter than the
time-period of precession in typical ferromagnetic reso-
nance experiments, which is in the nanosecond regime.
On this slower timescale the coupling of the spins to
the bath reduces to conventional damping, and non-
Markovian effects cannot be observed, as illustrated in
Fig. 4a. In contrast, when non-equilibrium spin dynam-
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FIG. 4. Illustration of Markovian and non-
Markovian spin dynamics. a. Markovian dynamics: the
magnetisation (red arrow) is coupled only to the instanta-
neous state of the phonon bath (connected grid) at each
frame in time t′ and t. Viewed on the Bloch sphere, the
magnetisation uniformly spirals towards its rest state (cf.
Fig. 1a). b. Non-Markovian dynamics: the magnetisation
at a later time t is coupled (red spring) also to the spin
state at an earlier time t′. Viewed on the Bloch sphere,
the magnetisation dynamics exhibits a complex behavior
(grey trajectory). The presence of higher frequency dynam-
ics leads to spin excursions away from its state of rest (green
arrow), a clear non-Markovian characteristic. In the Fourier
domain, such complex motion presents in the form of mul-
tiple THz-frequency spectral peaks as seen in Fig. 2 and 3.

ics is excited in the THz range, as was done here, its
timescale becomes of the same order as the bath’s im-
printed memory time. Without time-scale separation,
the past states of the spin influence its future dynam-
ics, as illustrated in Fig. 4b. The measurable effect
is a complex motion of the magnetisation at these time
scales, which in the frequency domain shows up as mul-
tiple peaks in the THz regime.
We anticipate the presented findings to be of broader

general validity, and to apply to the description of cou-
pled collective dynamics in solids where measurements
can be performed on the same timescale as the rele-
vant memory kernel. In the terahertz regime, this is
expected to happen, for instance, in nonlinear phonon-
ics experiments, where phonons can exchange energy
and angular momentum [39–41], while in the gigahertz
regime, non-trivial kernels could be present in cou-
pled magnon-phonon dynamics [42]. Theoretical mod-
els predict non-Markovian signatures in the absorp-
tion spectra of monolayers of transition metal dichalco-
genides, which feature strong exciton-phonon interac-
tion [43]. Future experiments may also investigate pre-
dictions that non-Markovian baths can enable faster
routes to stationarity [44]. Considerable system-bath
interactions promise a range of applications, such as
improved control of system dynamics via the environ-
ment. Application areas include phonon-assisted co-
herent control of a single color center in van der Waals
materials [45], and reducing decoherence in quantum

technologies with bath-engineering techniques [9]. Non-
Markovian baths are also expected to be important for
control applications with atomic scale probes on sur-
faces [46] as well as reducing environmental noise in
quantum sensing with single spins [46–48].

By exciting and detecting dynamics on ultrashort
timescales, our experiment opens new avenues for the
exploration of regimes where the inanimate world of
solids exhibits dynamics reminiscent of living systems,
and where the monotonic growth of entropy no longer
holds [49, 50]. Identifying the right scales and mecha-
nisms to observe such behaviour in other platforms will
be a key next step.
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[6] S. Gröblacher, A. Trubarov, N. Prigge, G. D. Cole,
M. Aspelmeyer, and J. Eisert, Observation of non-
markovian micromechanical brownian motion, Nat.
Commun. 6, 7606 (2015).

[7] J. Haase, P. Vetter, T. Unden, A. Smirne, J. Rosskopf,
B. Naydenov, A. Stacey, F. Jelezko, M. Plenio, and
S. Huelga, Controllable non-markovianity for a spin
qubit in diamond, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 060401 (2018).
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Appendix A: Experimental Method

We performed single-cycle THz pump-800 nm
magneto-optical Kerr effect (MOKE) probe measure-
ments on an epitaxially grown face-centered cubic
cobalt sample. The sample was placed in a low-
vibration cryostat from Advanced Research Systems,
allowing temperature-dependent measurements. To
minimize pump field loss, we installed TPX windows
from Tydex optimized for transmission at THz frequen-
cies. The experimental schematic is shown in the Fig. 5.
The magnetization M of the sample is saturated along
the x-direction using the field µ0Hbias of 100 mT of
a permanent magnet mounted inside the cryo cham-
ber on the sample holder. THz pump pulses required
to drive the ultrafast magnetization dynamics are gen-
erated in the organic crystal OH1 via nonlinear-optical
rectification of 1300 nm pulses from an optical paramet-
ric amplifier. The THz pulse’s electric field is polarized
along the x-direction with a maximum amplitude of 830
kV/cm, while the corresponding magnetic field is polar-
ized along the y-direction with a maximum amplitude
of 280 mT. The pump polarization was chosen to max-
imize the Zeeman torque on the sample magnetization
by the pump pulse. We characterized the THz pump
pulse spectrum using electro-optical sampling with a 50
µm-thick GaP crystal. The broadband spectrum of the
THz pump is centered at 2 THz with a bandwidth ex-
ceeding 1 THz (see Fig. 6). The THz pump and 800 nm
probe beams were collinearly incident on the sample at
a 45-degree angle. The pump-induced changes in the
Kerr rotation angle (∆θK) were monitored using a bal-
anced detection setup.

At room temperature, magnetic contributions are
typically isolated by recording time traces under static
dc bias fields of equal magnitude and opposite polarity
and taking their difference. This approach relies on an
electromagnet to reverse the bias field, and the result-
ing difference signal selects components that are odd
under bias field reversal. Implementing such a scheme
inside a cryostat is technically challenging. To over-
come this limitation, we keep the bias field constant
and reverse the polarity of the THz pump magnetic
field. Two time traces are recorded, one for each THz
polarity, and their difference isolates the response com-
ponents that are odd with respect to the THz mag-
netic field, including the coherent magnetic precession
and the concomitant magnetization response [18, 27].
Comparison at room-temperature confirms that the dif-
ference signal obtained by THz-polarity reversal closely
matches the purely magnetic signal measured from re-
versing the dc bias field, indicating that the extracted
difference signal is predominantly magnetic in origin.

The sum of the two traces isolates the components
that are even with respect to the THz field, which in-
clude non-magnetic phonon dynamics and other even-
order magnetic contributions. The latter are negligible
within our experimental time window. Reversal of the
THz field polarity is achieved by rotating the THz gen-
eration crystal by 180◦. This introduces a temporal
shift of 165 fs due to crystal-thickness inhomogeneity.
The temporal shift is corrected before calculating dif-
ference and sum signals.

FIG. 5. Experimental schematic: THz pump-Magneto-
Optical Kerr Effect (MOKE) probe experiment on epitax-
ial Cobalt thin film. The THz pump and optical probe are
collinear with an angle of incidence of 45 degrees. The direc-
tions of external bias magnetic field (Hbias x̂), THz magnetic
field (HTHz(t) ŷ), and the demagnetizing field (−Hd(t) ẑ)
are shown.
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FIG. 6. Electro-optic sampling of the THz pump
pulse: a. Time-domain data: The time trace is zero-
padded from 2.7 ps onward to eliminate internal reflections
from the thin electro-optic crystal. b. Fast Fourier trans-
form of the time-domain signal, revealing the pump spec-
trum.

Appendix B: Amplitude of the time-resolved
MOKE signal

The time-resolved MOKE signal represents the
magneto-optical response, which is proportional to the
magnetization dynamics induced by the pump pulse.
The relationship between the time-dependent Kerr an-
gle ∆θK and the change in magnetization ∆M in the
weak-perturbation limit is given by

∆θK(t) = θK0
∆M(t)

M0
, (B1)

where θK0 is the static magneto-optic Kerr response
and M0 is the total magnetization of the sample [51].
The static Kerr response θK0 itself depends on var-
ious probe parameters, including but not limited to
the probe wavelength, angle of incidence, polarization,
and the sample’s refractive index at the probe wave-
length [52]. Consequently, the absolute magnitude of
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FIG. 7. Signal for positive and negative polarized
pump pulse: Kerr signal for positive +µ0HTHzŷ (dark
blue solid line) and negative −µ0HTHzŷ (light blue solid
line) polarized pump pulse, respectively.

the experimentally measured magneto-optical response
is not intrinsically significant and can vary depending
on the probing scheme.

Appendix C: Sample information

The epitaxial cobalt sample under study has a face-
centered cubic (fcc) structure with a thickness of 15 nm.
The sample stack, from top to bottom, consists of
Pt (5 nm)/Co (15 nm)/Cu (20 nm)/MgO (substrate).
The 5-nm-thick platinum layer serves as a cap layer,
while the 20-nm-thick copper layer functions as a seed
layer for the epitaxial growth on the MgO substrate.
Orientation-dependent static magneto-optical charac-
terizations revealed that the sample exhibits minimal
magnetocrystalline anisotropy within the plane. In our
experiments, the external bias magnetic field was ap-
plied along the [100] crystalline direction of the fcc
structure. The magnetic field required to saturate the
sample magnetization is < 100 mT. Therefore, we ap-
plied a field of 100 mT in our experiments to fully align
the magnetization along the x-direction. The static
magneto-optical characterization of the sample is de-
tailed in our previous work [18].

Appendix D: Data Analysis

To perform the Fourier transform, we used time-
domain data from a time delay of 2.3 ps to 6.7 ps, where
the THz-driven coherent precession has essentially van-
ished, and the MOKE signal oscillations were clearly
visible (See Fig. 8). The data was then multiplied by
a Blackman window centered at 4.5 ps with a width
of 4.4 ps to minimize spectral leakage. Finally, a Fast
Fourier Transform (FFT) was applied to the resulting
time-domain signal to obtain the frequency spectrum.

Appendix E: Sum (non-magnetic) signal and
phonon details

As discussed in the main text, we refer to the sum
and difference signal of the two THz polarities as non-
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−40
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20

∆
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exp. difference
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FIG. 8. Sum and difference time traces: Time trace ob-
tained by subtracting (magnetic, light blue) and summing
(non-magnetic, dark blue) signals, obtained for positive and
negative THz pump polarities, respectively, at a tempera-
ture of 20 K. The Fourier transforms of the two time traces,
for the time window 2.3 − 6.7 ps (dashed lines), are pre-
sented in main text Fig. 2a and b.

magnetic and magnetic signal, respectively. The exper-
imentally determined non-magnetic and magnetic con-
tributions at 20 K are shown in Fig. 8. The Fourier
transform of the non-magnetic signal, presented in
Fig. 2a, reveals an excitation peak at a frequency of
4.2 THz. Here we discuss the physical origin of this
signal.

The phonon DOS of fcc Co shows two dominant
peaks at approximately 4.2 THz and 8 THz, which
are associated with zone-edge transverse and longitu-
dinal acoustic branches, respectively [28, 53]. Recent
energy- and momentum-resolved studies have demon-
strated the critical role of zone-edge phonons in ul-
trafast spin–lattice interactions in metallic ferromag-
nets [29, 32]. In particular, transverse acoustic phonons
have been identified as efficient angular momentum
sinks on sub-picosecond timescales [31], while longitu-
dinal acoustic phonons, though capable of transporting
energy, cannot carry angular momentum and therefore
do not contribute significantly to spin–lattice angular
momentum transfer. These microscopic mechanisms
underscore the unique importance of 4.2 THz trans-
verse acoustic phonons and indicate their active partic-
ipation in ultrafast spin dynamics.

Appendix F: Experiments on additional samples

To confirm that the observed dynamics arise from
the intrinsic magnetic response of the sample - rather
than from spectral structure in the THz pump - we
performed complementary measurements on three ad-
ditional samples using the identical experimental setup.
These measurements were carried out at room temper-
ature. Therefore, unlike the low-temperature experi-
ments described in the main text, we isolated the mag-
netic contribution to the signal by inverting the ex-
ternal bias field instead of the THz polarization. The
experimental spectra of all three control samples are
shown together in the Fig. 10. The first control sample
was a 30-nm-thick epitaxially grown hcp-Co film (blue
circles), which exhibits three clear THz spectral peaks
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FIG. 9. Time traces of temperature-dependent mag-
netization dynamics: This is for a fixed polarity of
THz field, and thus the trace contains magnetic and non-
magnetic contributions. In addition to coherent precession
(slow oscillation) and THz-frequencies (fast oscillations), a
“non-magnetic” response (deep dips around 2 ps) are ob-
served. Spectra shown in main text Fig. 3 are obtained via
FFT of the time trace window 2.3− 6.7 ps.

at 2.1 THz, 3.9 THz, and 5.6 THz, consistent with pre-
vious reports [18]. The second sample was a 10-nm-
thick epitaxial hcp-Co film (green squares). It shows
spectral peaks at approximately the same frequencies,
but with amplitudes reduced by roughly a factor of two.
This reduction does not scale linearly with thickness
because the THz penetration depth in Co (∼ 20 nm)
lies between the two sample thicknesses: i.e. the 10
nm film is fully excited, whereas only approximately
two-thirds of the 30 nm film participate in the dynam-
ics. Despite the amplitude difference, both epitaxial
hcp-Co samples exhibit qualitatively similar behavior
that is nonetheless clearly distinct from the response of
the epitaxial fcc-Co sample discussed in the main text.
The third sample was a 30-nm-thick polycrystalline Co
film (yellow triangles). Here, no THz-frequency spec-
tral peaks were detected. This stark contrast with the
epitaxial samples highlights that high crystalline qual-
ity is essential for observing a coherent, non-Markovian
magnetization dynamics. Together, these control mea-
surements demonstrate that the dynamics reported in
the main text originate from the sample’s intrinsic mag-
netization response. The measured behavior depends
sensitively on crystal structure and disappears when
the crystalline order is reduced.

Appendix G: Technical simulation details

For the plots in Fig. 2b, all three equations, the
LLG, iLLG and nM-LLG simulations are run without
stochastic noise, i.e. at zero temperature. The LLG
and iLLG simulations are run with the same parameters
(i.e. damping, inertial time, initial state) as the nM-
LLG simulations to guarantee a fair comparison. The
effect of temperature on the observed THz-frequency
spectrum for the nM-LLG equation is discussed in the
main text (cf. Fig. 3b) and further details are given
below.
Simulating the iLLG equation follows the same pro-

cedure as previously outlined in Refs. [17, 18]. The sim-

FIG. 10. FFT of THz pump-MOKE probe measure-
ments of three Co samples: 30-nm hcp-Co (blue cir-
cles), 10-nm hcp-Co (green squares), and 30-nm polycrys-
talline Co (yellow triangles). The epitaxial hcp-Co samples
exhibit distinct THz spectral peaks in the FFT, while the
polycrystalline film shows no resolvable peaks. All three
measurements are performed at room temperature.

ulation of the nM-LLG equation is done via the open-
source software SpiDy [54], which simulates a dimen-
sionless version of Eq. (1). To rerun the simulation,
one needs to input the simulation time t̃ = ω̃Lt and
the Lorentzian parameters, Ã = 8π3A/ω̃3

L ≃ 1.1 · 107,
ω̃0 = 2πω0/ω̃L ≃ 151.7, and Γ̃ = 2πΓ/ω̃L ≃ 7.21.
These are scaled via an effective Larmor frequency ω̃L,
which is defined for a fixed field strength |H| = 1.0 T,
thus, ω̃L = |γ| · 1T ≈ 1.76 · 1011 rad/s, with |γ| ≈
1.76 · 1011 rad/s/T being the electron gyromagnetic ra-
tio. This effective Larmor frequency ω̃L is solely used
to transfer the dimensioned experimental parameters
given in the main text into dimensionless simulation
parameters, and vice versa. The real Larmor frequency
ωL of the simulated system is set by the effective mag-
netic field strength ωL = γ|Heff |, see Eq. (1).
The simulation incorporates the magnetic fields,

where the effective field can be written as the following
sum

Heff(t) = (Hbias +HK)x̂+HTHz(t)ŷ +Hd(t)ẑ. (G1)

In the experiment, the external bias field Hbias =
100mT is applied along the x-direction. We neglect the
anisotropy field HK, as it is small for the fcc Co sample
compared to the other magnetic field components [18].
The demagnetization field is given by [27]

Hd(t) = −Nx,0Mx(t)x̂−Ny,0My(t)ŷ −Nz,0Mz(t)ẑ,
(G2)

where Nx,0, Ny,0, and Nz,0 are the demagnetization
field factors. The normalized spin vector components
are M(t) = (Mx(t),My(t),Mz(t)). Here, we have
Nx,0 = Ny,0 = 0 and Nz,0 = 1.37 T, therefore, Eq. (G2)
reduces to Hd = −Nz,0 Mz(t)/M0 ẑ, where M0 is the
length of the macrospin, see Fig. 5. For a detailed nu-
merical and experimental study of the above defined de-
magnetization field, see Ref. [27]. Our non-equilibrium
dynamics simulations start once the THz-pulse field has
pushed the spin out of equilibrium. Thus, the THz
field in the simulation is off, HTHz(t) = 0, while we set

the initial conditions to M(0) = (
√
0.98,

√
0.02, 0.0) (cf.

section below on the initial state).
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We numerically integrate the mLLG equation, trans-
forming the integro-differential equation (1) into a sys-
tem of first-order coupled differential equations [23, 54],

dM(t)

dt
=M(t)×

(
Heff +

1√
M0

hth(t) +V(t)

)
,

dV(t)

dt
=W(t), (G3)

dW(t)

dt
= − ν20V(t)− ΓW(t) +AM(t),

here |M(0)| is assumed to be normalized. V(t) and
W(t) are dummy vectors to incorporate the mem-
ory kernel K(t − t′). Mathematically, this step is
known as Markovian embedding, where the full non-
Markovian dynamics is solved via coupled Markovian
equations [55, 56]. This introduces the need for nine ini-
tial conditions (three for M and three for V and W),
compared to three or six for the LLG or iLLG equa-
tion, respectively. To simplify, we set V(0) = 0 and
W(0) = 0, representing an initial state without mem-
ory effects or momentum in the auxiliary variables. We
choose M(0) slightly out of equilibrium to model realis-
tic dynamics, where the system is perturbed from per-
fect alignment, as typical for pump-probe experiments
when the pump pulse has passed.
Similarly to the amplitude of the time-resolved

MOKE signal, see above, the absolute amplitude of the
simulated THz-frequency spectrum is not directly infor-
mative. It depends, e.g., on the time-step choice and
the exact initial conditions. For visualization purposes,
we here chose the amplitudes of the experimental and
simulation spectra such that their first THz-frequency
peak amplitudes match, as seen in Fig. 2b.

Appendix H: Parameter variation

We here compare the robustness of the obtained fre-
quency spectra for the iLLG and nM-LLG equation for
changes in the inertial time τin = 0.8 ps. For changes of
±5% the spectra are shown in Fig. 11. We observe that
the frequency of the single inertial peak in the spectrum
of the iLLG equation is inversely proportional with τin,
as previously reported e.g. in Ref. [57]. Likewise we
find that the lowest frequency peak in the THz range in
the spectrum of the nM-LLG equation changes; how-
ever, the change is more pronounced and other parts
of the spectrum change as well. The frequency peak
at 4.2 THz is very robust. This arises because the
non-magnetic ν0 enters as a parameter in the mem-
ory kernel, see Eq. (J1), which hence oscillates with

ν1 =
√
ν20 − Γ2/4 ≈ ν0, for Γ ≪ ν0. A movie, show-

ing the change of the THz-frequency spectrum arising
from the nM-LLG-equation when it is solved for differ-
ent inertial times τin while holding α and ν0 fixed (A
and Γ are changed accordingly) is available at [58]. We
note that the specific THz-frequency spectrum is quite
sensitive to variation, both experimentally [17] and the-
oretically, see Fig. 11. This points at the reasons of why
it has been rather difficult for the community to mea-
sure THz-frequency spectra. Despite the parameter-
sensitivity of the detailed spectrum, we highlight that
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FIG. 11. Parameter varied spectrum. Thick lines show
spectra identical to Fig. 2b while the more transparent lines
show changes of the spectra when the inertial time τin is
varied by ±5%. In a. the simulation of the iLLG equation
and in b. the simulation of the nM-LLG equation.

the theory consistently predicts, for a wide range of
Lorentzian parameters, a structured multi-peak spec-
tral THz-frequency response. This indicates the pos-
sibility to characterize the THz-frequency spectrum of
other ferromagnetic materials in the future.

Appendix I: Multiple THz-frequencies predicted
by susceptibility expansion

In the main text we gave a heuristic explanation
and numerically demonstrated that the nM-LLG equa-
tion (1) produces multiple THz-frequencies. Here we
provide an even more detailed analytical explanation
for their appearance, following the approach proposed
in [37].

The magnetic response arises from the memory-
kernel K(t − t′) in Eq. (1), which is Taylor expanded
in Eq. (2). The effective field Heff(t) is specified as in
Eq. (1), however, the demagnetization field is neglected
for simplicity and we drop the eff index. We wish to
find the magnetic response in Fourier picture (indicated
by )̃; more specifically we wish to find the susceptibility
χj(ν) which links the field to its response via

M̃j(ν) = M0 χj(ν) H̃j(ν), (I1)

for each spatial component j. We follow [37] and lin-
earize Eq. (2) by neglecting higher-order products of M
and H. Applying the Fourier transform one obtains

iν M̃(ν) =− νL x̂× M̃(ν) + x̂× H̃(ν)

+ x̂×
∞∑

m=1

κm (iν)m M̃(ν), (I2)

with νL = ωL/(2π) = 2.8GHz being the Larmor fre-
quency for the external bias field of Hbias = 100 mT.
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Using M̃± = M̃z ± iM̃y and H̃± = H̃z ± iH̃y, one
arrives at the susceptibility χ±(ω) for positive (+) and
negative (−) polarization directions,

χ±(ν) =

(
νL −

∞∑
m=1

κm(iν)m ± ν

)−1

. (I3)

This susceptibility χ±(ν) diverges whenever the m-th
order polynomial in Eq. (I3) becomes zero. The ab-
solute values of the real part of these roots give the
frequency at which maxima (and also minima) are ex-
pected in the Fourier spectrum of the spin dynamics
described by Eq. (2).

For the iLLG equation, the damping α and inertial
time τin, relate to the two expansion coefficients κ1,2

in Eq. (2) as κ1/M0 = −α and κ2/M0 = −α τin. For
the parameter values specified above, one analytically
finds roots at the precession frequency at 2.8 GHz, and
a single spectral THz-frequency at 1.4 THz, consistent
with the simulation shown in Fig. 2a. It is well-known,
that the iLLG equation can only show a single iner-
tial peak, and its frequency has previously been derived
Refs. [37, 57].

Now, the memory kernel K(t − t′) in the nM-
LLG equation naturally leads to the presence of mul-
tiple expansion orders in Eq. (2). This implies
higher order polynomials in Eq. (I3), which have
a larger number of zeroes. Hence with a memory
kernel present in the dynamics, we would analyti-
cally expect multiple spectral THz-frequency peaks.
Specifically, for our Lorentzian memory kernel, the
expansion coefficients κm/M0 in Eq. (2) are [23]

κm/M0 = (−1)mA/
(
ν1ν

2(m+1)
0

)
Im[((Γ/2)+iν1)

m+1],

where ν1 =
√
ν20 − Γ2/4. While this series never breaks

up, the coefficients decay with increasing order. Here
we take into account the first six expansion orders.
Solving for the zeroes of the sixth order polynomial
in Eq. (I3), we find zeroes at 2.8 GHz and 1.23 THz
– which are close to the zeroes of the iLLG equation
for the precession and the inertial peak, respectively.
In addition, we find a (semi-degenerate) frequency at
2.45 THz (and 2.46 THz), which very well matches the
second spectral THz-frequency peak found numerically
in the spin dynamics, see Fig. 2b. A further (semi-
degenerate) zero lies at 1.82 THz (and 1.85 THz), which
appears to correspond to a “valley” in Fig. 2b.

Predicting the exact frequencies of the peaks is not
reliable, as the above analytical approach is based on
several assumptions, including forcing a linearization of
Eq. (2). Further untangling the mathematical interplay
of non-linear effects together with the memory kernel
will be the subject for future research.

Appendix J: Form of memory kernels in time

In this manuscript we discussed that the nM-
LLG equation with its memory kernel is capable to
capture the experimentally observed complex frequency
spectrum. The kernel of the Lorentzian spectral density
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FIG. 12. Memory kernels in time: Plot of memory
kernels K(t − t′), which when inserted into Eq.(1), result
in the three equations, LLG, iLLG, nM-LLG, respectively.
The kernels shown here lead to the Fourier spectra plot-
ted in Fig. 2b. The standard LLG equation is time-local
and Markovian. The kernel for the nM-LLG equation has
an extended memory time of ∼ 10 ps, which leads to non-
Markovian dynamics on this timescale.

is given by

K(τ) = Θ(τ)Ae−Γτ/2 sin(ν1τ)

ν1
, (J1)

where τ = t− t′ and ν1 =
√

ν20 − Γ2/4. For the above
discussed Lorentzian parameters the kernel is plotted
in the bottom panel of Fig. 12.

In Ref. [23] the LLG-limit (time-local, Markovian) of
Eq. (1) is discussed. To obtain the desired limit, one
chooses a spectral density which is linear in frequency,
i.e. I(ν) ∝ αν, where α is the damping parameter.
This leads to the following memory kernel

K(τ) = −αΘ(τ)∂τδ(τ − ϵ+), (J2)

where ϵ+ is an infinitesimal positive constant which is
set to zero at the calculation’s end.

Following a similar logic one can construct a memory
kernel which leads to the iLLG equation

K(τ) = αΘ(τ)
(
∂τδ(τ − ϵ+) + τin∂

2
τ δ(τ − ϵ+)

)
. (J3)

The memory kernel for the LLG and iLLG equation are
shown in the top and middle panel of Fig. 12, respec-
tively. For illustrative purposes, the delta functions are
approximated by a Gaussian.

Appendix K: Temperature-dependent simulations

Adding a demagnetization field Hd(t) =
−Nz,0 Mz(t)/M0 ẑ to the bias field Hbias = x̂ · 0.1 T
is a way of introducing the geometry of the film,
with Nz,0 being the demagnetization field factor at
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zero Kelvin. The effect of Hd(t) is to counteract
any magnetization pointing outside the film, i.e.
Hd(t) acts whenever there is a non-zero Mz com-
ponent. The demagnetization field factor Nz,0 is
taken for temperature of 0 Kelvin as Nz,0 = 1.37 T.
With increasing temperature, the magnitude of the
magnetization, ⟨Mx⟩eq(T ), decreases and the coun-
teracting demagnetization field is then proportionally
reduced [38], i.e. here Hd(t, T ) = −NT Mz(t)/M0 ẑ

with NT = Nz,0
⟨Mx⟩eq(T )
⟨Mx⟩eq(0) . Here ⟨Mx⟩eq(T ) is ob-

tained by solving the dynamics to steady state, where
⟨My⟩eq = ⟨Mz⟩eq = 0, including the demagnetization
field of Hd(t, T = 0K). Second order corrections
could be taken into account self-consistently; however,
these corrections are negligible here. This yields
the following demagnetization field factors for the
three simulation temperatures in the main text:
NT(T̃ = 20) ≈ 0.98Nz,0, NT(T̃ = 220) ≈ 0.8Nz,0, and

NT(T̃ = 300) ≈ 0.73Nz,0.

The nM-LLGsimulation is carried out for a single
magnetic moment M0. This can represent either a
single spin or, in the macrospin approximation, an ef-
fective moment associated with an ensemble of inter-
acting spins. Due to the mLLG equation only de-
pending on the combined scale M0Tsim [23], the sim-
ulation temperature Tsim corresponding to Texp is not
specified without knowing the magnetic moment in the
macrospin approximation. Knowing this analytically
is not feasible – it would require specifying the num-
ber of spins, their individual moments and their in-
teractions. Instead of doing so, we set the magnetic
moment as M0 = 1ℏ and chose the simulation tem-
perature proportionally to the experimental tempera-
ture Tsim = Texp c/K, with c a proportionality constant.
We choose c = 1 · 104 ℏω̃L/kB. This corresponds to a
macrospin length of Mmac ≈ 1.3 · 104 ℏ.
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