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Abstract

Generation and detection of spinful Cooper pairs in conventional superconductors has been

intensely pursued by designing increasingly complex magnet-superconductor hybrids. Here, we

demonstrate theoretically that magnons with nonzero wavenumbers universally induce a cloud of

spinful triplet Cooper pairs around them in an adjacent conventional superconductor. The resulting

composite quasiparticle, termed magnon-cooparon, consists of a spin flip in the magnet screened

by a cloud of the spinful superfluid condensate. Thus, it inherits a large effective mass, which can

be measured experimentally. Furthermore, we demonstrate that two magnetic wires deposited on

a superconductor serve as a controllable magnonic directional coupler mediated by the nonlocal

and composite nature of magnon-cooparons. Our analysis predicts a quasiparticle that enables

generation, control, and use of spinful triplet Cooper pairs in the simplest magnet-superconductor

heterostructures.

INTRODUCTION

The widely available and used conventional superconductors consist of spin-singlet Cooper

pairs which are devoid of a net spin. Unconventional superconductors, in contrast, host qual-

itatively distinct phenomena and Cooper pair properties [1]. Their limited experimental

availability, however, has driven the scientific community to try and engineer heterostruc-

tures comprising conventional superconductors into effectively unconventional ones [2–6],

e.g., in achieving Majorana bound states [7]. In particular, the highly desired spinful spin-

triplet Cooper pairs can be generated from a conventional superconductor if the latter inter-

acts with two or more non-collinear magnetic moments [2–6]. With this design principle, a

wide range of magnet-superconductor hybrids with multiple magnetic layers to generate and

detect spinful Cooper pairs have been investigated [8–11]. The challenge of detecting a spin

or its flow directly has resulted in the need for increasingly complex magnet-superconductor

hybrids rendering their direct detection a highly demanding, debated, and pursued goal [12–

15].

The ambition is to go beyond detection, and towards exploiting the fascinating physics

of these unconventional Cooper pairs for phenomena that are otherwise out of reach [16].

Noncollinear ground states of magnets [17, 18] and spin-orbit coupling [19, 20] have been

exploited in generating equilibrium spinful Cooper pairs. These have allowed a control over
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static properties, such as magnetic anisotropy [19, 20] or superconducting critical temper-

ature [21], of various superconductor-magnet hybrids. Nevertheless, on-demand steering

and movement of spinful Cooper pairs is highly desired and has remained an outstanding

challenge. For example, a directed flow of the spinful Cooper pairs could be used for deliv-

ering nondissipative spin transfer torques and magnetic switching [22–27]. Such goals face a

similar challenge that even when a complex heterostructure generates spinful Cooper pairs,

it becomes difficult to steer them. An injected charge current predominantly converts into

conventional spinless supercurrent [22]. Due to such reasons, several advantages of magnet-

superconductor heterostructures realized in various concepts and devices are still dominated

by the quasiparticle properties [6, 28–34]. The exploiting of spinful Cooper pairs for exciting

physics and devices has been impeded by the complex hybrids needed to generate them and

the difficulty of steering them.

In this work, we uncover a ubiquitous existence and control of spinful Cooper pairs in the

simplest magnet-superconductor hybrid - a bilayer - that has escaped attention thus far. We

find that a magnon, the quasiparticle of spin waves in a magnet, with nonzero wavevector

induces a cloud of spinful Cooper pairs in the adjacent superconductor [Fig. 1(a)]. This

accompanying cloud screens the magnon spin giving rise to a composite heavy quasiparticle

with an enhanced effective mass, which is termed ‘magnon-cooparon’ due to its similarity

to the polaron quasiparticle as discussed below. This induction of spinful Cooper pairs in

a conventional superconductor is caused by the noncollinear magnetization profile of a spin

wave with finite wavevector [Fig. 1(b)], an effect not seen when considering ferromagnetic

resonance of the uniform magnon mode. Furthermore, we demonstrate theoretically that

magnon-cooparons enable a magnonic directional coupler [35, 36] composed of two separate

ferromagnetic wires with coupling lengths shorter than previously feasible thereby allowing

smaller devices. Thus, it enables a valuable application in magnon-based logic and cir-

cuits [37, 38]. The magnon-cooparon is reminiscent of the fermionic polaron quasiparticle

created by screening of an electron by a phonon cloud [39], although the magnon-cooparon

is a bosonic excitation. Considering the gradual discovery of polaron and its variants in a

wide range of phenomena [39, 40], we expect magnon-cooparon to find a similar important

role in a broad range of magnet-superconductor hybrids. This concept can also significantly

expand the range of reported effects related to the mutual influence of superconductivity

and magnons [10–14, 31–33, 41–49].
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FIG. 1. Schematic depiction of the system under investigation and the magnon-

cooparon quasiparticle. (a) A localized spin-flip or magnon wave packet induces a surrounding

cloud of spinful triplet Cooper pairs in an adjacent conventional spin-singlet superconductor. The

spatially varying magnetization or spin profile (depicted via dashed line) associated with the exci-

tation induces spinful condensate, that screens the magnon spin, in the otherwise spinless super-

conductor. The resulting quasiparticle, termed magnon-cooparon, bears a smaller spin and larger

effective mass. Note that we depict magnetic moments (which point opposite to spins on account

of the negative gyromagnetic ratio) in the FI, while depicting electronic spins in S. (b) A spin wave

with wavenumber k propagates in an in-plane direction. The associated noncollinear magnetiza-

tion profile (red arrows) induces an analogous spatially varying exchange field (black arrows) in

the adjacent superconductor, resulting in spinful triplet condensate.
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RESULTS

Emergence and effective mass of magnon-cooparons

We consider a bilayer as depicted in Fig. 1(b), in which a ferromagnetic insulator FI (e.g.,

yttrium iron garnet) is interfaced with a conventional spin-singlet s-wave superconductor S

(e.g., Nb). The two layers with thicknesses dFI and dS (≪ ξS, the superconducting coherence

length) are considered thin such that physical properties vary only in the in-plane direction.

In its ground state, the FI is assumed to be magnetized along the z direction. For S/FI

structures the effective induced exchange field in the superconductor is well-documented

experimentally by measurements of the spin-split DOS [6]. At the same time for S/FM het-

erostructures, where FM means a ferromagnetic metal, the well-pronounced homogeneous

spin-split DOS was not reported. The physical reason for this can be related to the leak-

age of Cooper pairs into the ferromagnet and, consequently, much stronger suppression of

superconductivity at S/FM interfaces. Therefore, we expect that the renormalization of

the magnon spin and stiffness by the cloud of triplet pairs, generated in the superconductor

should be smaller in S/FM structures. From the other hand, in S/FM heterostructures there

is a proximity effect, that is a penetration of Cooper pairs into the ferromagnet. In principle,

in this case the cloud of triplet pairs, screening the magnon, could be generated directly in

the ferromagnetic metal. We expect that qualitative physics of the renormalization should

be similar.

We wish to examine wavevector-resolved excitations of the hybrid, and thus obtain

the complete information needed for examining arbitrary wavepackets generated by a

given experimental method. To this end, we assume existence of a spin wave with

wavevector kez in the FI [Fig. 1(b)] such that the magnetization unit vector m(r, t) =

m0 + δm(r, t) consists of the equilibrium part m0 = ez and the excitation part δm(r, t) =

δm [cos(kz + ωt)ex + sin(kz + ωt)ey] exp(−κt). While we consider an excitation with wavevec-

tor along ez, our analysis is general and valid for any in-plane wavevector. The magnetization

dynamics is described within the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert framework as

ṁ = −γ (m×Heff) + α (m× ṁ) + J̃ (m× s) , (1)

where −γ with γ > 0 is the FI gyromagnetic ratio, α is the Gilbert damping parameter, Heff

is the effective magnetic field in the FI, and J̃ ≡ J/dFI with J parameterizing interfacial
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exchange interaction between FI and S. The last term on the right hand side of Eq. (1)

accounts for the spin torque exerted on the magnetization by the spin density s it induces

in S [50]. Expressing s = s0m0 + δs∥δm + δs⊥(δm ×m0) and substituting the expressions

for s and m in Eq. (1) above, we obtain

ω = Dmk
2 + γK + J̃

(
δs∥ − s0

)
, (2)

κ = αω − J̃δs⊥, (3)

where Dm is the FI spin wave stiffness and K parameterizes a uniaxial anisotropy. Thus,

the spin density s induced in the S may renormalize both the excitation frequency and its

lifetime.

We now evaluate the induced spin density s treating S using the quasiclassical Green’s

functions framework [4, 6, 51]. Working in the dirty limit, we need to solve the Usadel

equation for the 8× 8 matrix Green’s function ǧ in spin, particle-hole, and Keldysh spaces:

iD∇ (ǧ ⊗∇ǧ) =
[
ϵÎτ̂z Î− h · σ̂σστ̂z Î+ i∆Îτ̂y Î, ǧ

]
⊗
, (4)

where Î is the 2 × 2 identity matrix, outer-product between the 2 × 2 matrices (decorated

by overheadˆ) in obtaining an 8 × 8 matrix (identified via an overheadˇ) is implied, and

we set ℏ = 1 throughout this Letter. Further, working in the mixed (ϵ, t) representa-

tion, we employ the notation [A,B]⊗ ≡ A ⊗ B − B ⊗ A with A ⊗ B ≡ exp[(i/2)(∂ϵ1∂t2 −
∂ϵ2∂t1)] A(ϵ1, t1)B(ϵ2, t2)|ϵ1=ϵ2=ϵ,t1=t2=t. τ̂x,y,z and σ̂x,y,z are Pauli matrices in particle-hole

and spin spaces, respectively. A real ∆ accounts for the intrinsic conventional spin-singlet

order parameter of the superconductor. The term h · σ̂σσ accounts for the exchange field in-

duced by the adjacent FI layer [4, 6, 52–57]. The exchange field bears units of energy, and

corresponds to the spin-splitting it causes. For the magnetization profile associated with the

excitation under consideration, we obtain

h = h0ez + δh [cos(kz + ωt)ex + sin(kz + ωt)ey] , (5)

where h0 and δh respectively capture the static and dynamic components of the induced

exchange field h = JMsm/2γdS, with Ms the FI saturation magnetization. The contribution

of the superconductor dynamics to the excitation under consideration can be evaluated

by solving Eqs. (4) and (5) up to the first order in δh. The desired spin density in the
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superconductor is evaluated as [6]

s = −NF

16

∫
dϵ Tr4

[
(σ̂σστ̂z) ğ

K
]
, (6)

where Tr4 denotes trace over a 4 × 4 matrix (decorated by an overhead˘), ğK is the 4 × 4

Keldysh component of the full 8× 8 Green’s function ǧ, and NF is the normal state density

of states at the Fermi level in S.
δD

m
/D

m

T/∆0

h0 = 0.2∆0

0.5∆0

0.61∆0

Tc Tc Tc

FIG. 2. Magnon-cooparon effective mass variation. Relative change in the spin stiffness

δDm/Dm as a function of temperature T for different values of the static exchange field h0 induced in

S. A reduction of the spin stiffness signifies an increased effective mass of the composite excitation.

Tc is the critical temperature of the superconductor. ∆0 is the superconducting gap when T =

h0 = 0. The dashed line plots the analytic result [Eq. (7)] obtained in the limit T → Tc.

Following the method outlined above and detailed in Supplementary Note 1, we obtain

analytic expressions for s [Eq. (6)], and thus, the excitation frequency [Eq. (2)] and lifetime

[Eq. (3)]. These unwieldy expressions simplify considerably in the adiabatic limit of ω ≪ T ,

that we discuss first. Further, quasiparticles are found to not play an important role in this

limit leaving the focus on the superfluid condensate. We find δs⊥ → 0 in this limit such

that the excitation decay rate [Eq. (3)] is not influenced by S. δs∥ − s0 is found to scale

as ∼ k2 in this limit, such that the excitation frequency becomes ω = D̃mk
2 + γK with

D̃m ≡ Dm + δDm and

δDm = −πNFγdSD∆2

16TcdFIMs

[
1

x
tanhx− 1

cosh2 x

]
, (7)
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where x = h0/2Tc, and Tc is the superconducting critical temperature taking into account the

static exchange field h0. In obtaining Eq. (7), we further worked in the limit |T − Tc| ≪ Tc.

The same stiffness renormalization [Eq. (7)] is obtained from purely energy considerations

within the Ginzburg-Landau framework [58]. The effective mass meff of the composite

quasiparticle is obtained as meff = 1/2D̃m = 1/(2Dm +2δDm). Since δDm < 0 [Eq. (7)], the

effective mass of the composite quasiparticle is enhanced as compared to that of a magnon.

Numerically evaluated δDm, without making the adiabatic approximation, plotted in Fig. 2

versus temperature further shows the direct role of the superconducting condensate and

suggests temperature as a handle to control the quasiparticle effective mass. The material

parameters assumed in Fig. 2 are detailed further below, together with the discussion on

experimental detection.

Thus, this composite quasiparticle shares some similarities with the polaron [39]. The

latter, predicted almost a century ago [59, 60] and having found numerous applications

throughout condensed matter physics [39, 40], is formed when an electron is screened by the

phonon cloud leading to a heavy fermionic excitation. The quasiparticle under consideration

is a bosonic magnon spin being screened by a superconducting condensate. Due to this sim-

ilarity (and yet many distinctions) with the polaron, we term this spin flip surrounded by

a spinful Cooper pairs cloud [Fig. 1(a)] magnon-cooparon. Physically, a finite wavenumber

k is needed to create spinful Cooper pairs, in an otherwise spinless conventional supercon-

ductor, via a noncollinear exchange field [Fig. 1(b)]. This explains the ∼ k2 dependence of

the frequency renormalization, as well as the previous studies investigating uniform (k = 0)

magnon modes not encountering the magnon-cooparon.

Finally, going beyond the adiabatic approximation ω ≪ T , we find a nonzero renormaliza-

tion of the k = 0 mode frequency and the decay rate ∼ k2, as detailed in the Supplementary

Note 2. Similar effects are expected based on spin pumping into a normal metal or quasi-

particles in a superconductor [31, 61, 62]. Specifically, when quasiparticle spin relaxation

is disregarded, the increase in decay rate requires a spin sink, which may be provided by

the noncollinear magnetic moment in a second magnet [63]. In our case, a spatially distinct

part of the same magnet provides the noncollinear spin absorption channel, thereby short-

circuiting the spin wave. Hence, in this case too, the unique dynamic noncollinearity of the

finite-k spin wave results in novel effects.
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Spin of magnon-cooparons

The cloud of spinful Cooper pairs screening the magnon spin that increases its effective

mass further implies that (i) the total spin of magnon-cooparon is reduced from 1, and (ii)

a magnon spin current jmez in FI is accompanied by a superfluid spin current jSez in S. We

now address these effects and ascertain the net spin of the magnon-cooparon.

Since the dc spin current jm accompanying a spin wave or magnon scales as δm2, we

anticipate jS to scale as δh2, confirming this via a rigorous calculation detailed in the Sup-

plementary Note 3. As a result, we now need to solve Eq. (4) for the matrix Green’s function

up to the second order in δh. Since this is a more demanding calculation than that car-

ried out above, we restrict ourselves to the adiabatic approximation ω ≪ T and the limit

|T − Tc| ≪ Tc in the rest of our analysis. The spin current flowing along the direction of

magnon propagation (ez here) in S is then obtained as [6]

jSez =
NFD

16

∫
dϵ Tr4

[(
σ̂σσÎ

)
(ǧ∂zǧ)

K
]
ez, (8)

where the direction of jS pertains to the spin space. On explicit evaluation shown in the

Supplementary Note 3, jS is found to bear only a z component, as can be expected from its

screening the magnon spin, which itself bears only a z component. The total spin current

may thus be expressed as

jm + jS = Svknk ez ≡
(
1 +

jSz
jm

)
vknk ez, (9)

where vk = 2D̃mk is the magnon-cooparon group velocity, nk is the number of excitations,

and S becomes its net spin evaluated via

jSz
jm

= −8NFDγ

D̃mMs

∑
ωn>0

πTc∆
2h2

0 ω2
n

(ω2
n + h2

0)
2
(2ωn +Dk2)2

, (10)

where ωn are the fermionic Matsubara frequencies. Since jSz/jm < 0, the net spin of the

magnon-cooparon is reduced from 1 as per our expectation from the screening. Equation

(10) shows that the dynamical induction of spinful Cooper pairs always causes screening,

and thus, a reduction in the excitation net spin. Further, similar to the relative change in

the spin stiffness (Fig. 2), the spin reduction |jSz/jm| ≲ 1 for typical material parameters,

as estimated further below.
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FIG. 3. Schematic depiction of a magnonic directional coupler based on magnon-

cooparons. A spin wave propagating through one FI wire is controllably transferred to the

second FI wire.

Superfluid-mediated magnonic directional coupler

Since the Cooper pairs cloud comprising a magnon-cooparon extends over a length ∼ ξS,

it enables transfer of energy from a spin wave in one FI wire to another, nonlocally (Fig. 3).

Thus, two FI wires deposited on a conventional superconductor within ∼ ξS from each

other act as a magnonic directional coupler [35, 36], proposed to be a key building block

in wave-based logic and computing [64, 65]. The magnon-cooparon based design that we

demonstrate here offers stronger coupling strengths, smaller footprint, additional control

(e.g., via temperature), and universality (e.g., for antiferromagnets [55, 66]) as compared to

the dipole-interaction based designs considered previously [35, 36].

Considering the setup depicted in Fig. 3, we now assume existence of spin waves with

the wavevector kez in both FIs, assumed identical for simplicity. As a result, there exists

the same static exchange field h0 in S below both the FI wires. However, distinct dynamic

exchange fields δhl,r, similar to Eq. (5), exist in S below each of the FI wires. These are

proportional to the respective spin wave amplitudes δml,r in the two FIs. Solving the Usadel

equation (4) under this exchange field profile as detailed in the SM, we obtain the spin

density in S: s(x) = sl(x) + sr(x) with

sl,r(x) = s0(x) + sloc(x)
δhl,r

h0

+ snl(x)
δhr,l

h0

. (11)

Here, the contributions s0 and sloc are due to the static and dynamic exchange fields induced

by the FI directly above the S region. Thus, these are identical to our analysis of the magnon-

cooparon in a FI/S bilayer. The nonlocal contribution snl(x) characterizes the spin density
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generated in S below the left FI by the right one, and vice versa. Relegating its detailed

expression to the SM, we note that for d ≲ ξS, snl is comparable to the spin density sloc

accompanying a magnon-cooparon.

The induced nonlocal spin density leads to a fieldlike spin torque with the contribution

J̃ s̄nlml,r × mr,l to the magnetization dynamics ṁl,r in the two FIs [46], where s̄nl is snl(x)

averaged over the width t of the FI wire (Fig. 3), ad detailed further in the Supplementary

Note 4. The resulting eigenmodes are magnon-cooparons distributed over the two FIs and

the S layer with dispersion: ω± = γK+ D̃mk
2∓ J̃ s̄nl. Hence, a pure spin wave injected with

frequency ω into the left FI transfers its energy via the spinful superfluid to the right FI

after traveling the so-called [65] coupling length L:

L =
2π

k+ − k−
=

πD̃m(k+ + k−)

J̃ s̄nl
, (12)

where k± are the wavenumbers corresponding to the frequency ω of the injected spin wave. A

smaller L allows transfer of energy and the concomitant implementation of logic operations

in smaller devices and thus is desirable.

Numerical estimates and experimental detection

We now employ material parameters pertinent to yttrium iron garnet [67] as FI and Nb

as S in finding the effects discussed above to be large. We consider Dm = 5 · 10−29 erg · cm2,

Ms = 140 G, γ = 1.76·107 G−1s−1, γK = 10−17 erg, D = 3 cm2s−1, NF = 1.3·1035 erg−1cm−3,

∆0 = 18 K, and ξS =
√

D/∆0 ∼ 10 nm. Further, we consider dFI = dS. Figure 2 plotted with

these values shows a large enhancement of the effective mass with decreasing temperature.

This can be measured using, for example, the Brillouin Light Scattering technique [68]

employed regularly in measuring magnon group velocities [69]. Furthermore, the enhanced

effective mass, and thus an altered spin conductivity, will manifest itself in the typical

nonlocal magnonic spin transport experiment [70, 71]. As the magnon spin conductivity

scales as ∼ 1/
√
Dm [72], its fractional modification due to the magnon-cooparon formation

is given by −δDm/2Dm and is expected to be large (Fig. 2). Besides the in-situ control via,

for example, temperature, the FI thickness can be used to engineer D̃m ex-situ. A negative

value of D̃m signifies that our assumed uniformly ordered magnetization is no longer the

ground state [73].
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With the material parameters above, h0 = 0.61∆0, and T = 0.9Tc, the net spin of the

magnon-cooparon [Eq. (9)] is evaluated as 0.4, reduced from spin 1 of the bare magnon. Fur-

ther, assuming t = 10ξS, d = ξS, and (k++k−)/2 = 107 m−1, the coupling length L [Eq. (12)]

of the magnon-cooparon based directional coupler is evaluated as ∼ 100 nm. This is an or-

der of magnitude smaller than the coupling length afforded by dipolar-interaction based

designs [35, 36]. The experimental realization of the magnon-cooparon based directional

coupler can follow the procedure similar to its dipole-interaction based counterpart [36, 64]

with the FI layers deposited on a superconductor instead of a substrate. Magnons with

nonzero k are often generated by applying ac voltage to a narrow conductor deposited on

the FI [36, 64]. The resulting spatially varying Oersted magnetic field bears a broadband k

spectrum and excites the finite-k magnon that matches the frequency of the exciting voltage.

Several other techniques can also generate finite-k magnons by exploiting the same lack of

k-conservation in hybrid systems [74].

CONCLUSIONS

We have demonstrated theoretically the ubiquitous existence of a quasiparticle, termed

magnon-cooparon, comprising a spin flip in a magnetic insulator screened by a spinful

Cooper pairs cloud in an adjacent conventional superconductor. The nonlocal nature of

the magnon-cooparon is then exploited to propose a high performance magnonic directional

coupler. While we have focused on a uniformly ordered ferromagnetic insulator, our analysis

is general and anticipates an important role for magnon-cooparons in a wide range of hybrids

comprising different magnetic insulators with various ground states.

METHODS

Our theoretical method is a combination of Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation to

describe the dynamics of the magnetization in the ferromagnetic part of the system and the

nonequilibrium quasiclassical theory in terms of Usadel equations for Green’s functions to

describe the conductivity electrons in the superconducting part. The Green’s function is used

to calculate the electron spin polarization in the superconductor. The coupling between the

LLG equation and the Usadel equation results from the S/FI interface exchange hamiltonian.
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It provides the spin torque term in the LLG equation, determined by the electron spin

polarization in the superconductor. Simultaneously the exchange hamiltonian gives rise to

the exchange field term in the Usadel equation, which is generated by the FI magnetization.

The coupled system of the LLG and Usadel equations is solved analytically to obtain

expressions for the magnon dispersion via the electron spin polarization and for the quasi-

classical Green’s function via the magnetization profile. The self-consistency between these

quantities is achieved numerically. The superconducting order parameter is also calculated

self-consistently via the Green’s function in the framework of this procedure. The closed

analytical results for the renormalization of a magnon stiffness and its spin were obtained

in the limiting case of high temperatures ∆ ≪ Tc and adiabatic approximation ω ≪ T .
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the Supplementary Material.
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

Supplementary Note 1: QUASICLASSICAL GREEN’S FUNCTION DESCRIPTION

OF THE SUPERCONDUCTOR

In the superconductor the Usadel equation for the 8× 8 matrix Green’s function ǧ in the

direct product of Keldysh, spin and particle-hole spaces takes the form:

iD∇
(
ǧ ⊗∇ǧ

)
=

[
ετ̂z − hσ̂τ̂z +∆iτ̂y, ǧ

]
⊗, (13)

where [A,B]⊗ = A ⊗ B − B ⊗ A and we work in the mixed (ε, t) representation with

A ⊗ B = exp[(i/2)(∂ε1∂t2 − ∂ε2∂t1)]A(ε1, t1)B(ε2, t2)|ε1=ε2=ε;t1=t2=t. In case A[B](ε, t) =

A[B](ε) exp[iΩA[B]t] the ⊗-product is reduced to A(ε, t) ⊗ B(ε, t) = A(ε − ΩB/2)B(ε +

ΩA/2, t) exp[i(ΩA+ΩB)t]. τ̂x,y,z and σ̂x,y,z are Pauli matrices in particle-hole and spin spaces,

respectively. ∆ is the superconducting order parameter. The explicit structure of the Green’s

function in the Keldysh space takes the form:

ǧ =

 ğR ğK

0 ğA

 , (14)

where ğR(A) is the retarded (advanced) component of the Green’s function and ğK is the

Keldysh component. Further we express the Keldysh part of the Green’s function via the

retarded, advanced Green’s function and the distribution function φ̆ as follows: ğK = ğR ⊗
φ̆− φ̆⊗ ğA.

The exchange field is taken in the form of a time-independent component and a circularly

polarized magnon:

h = h0ez + δh cos(kr+ ωt)ex + δh sin(kr+ ωt)ey. (15)

Then

δhσ = δhe−i(kr+ωt)σ̂z σ̂x. (16)
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The quasiclassical Green’s function is to be found in the form: ǧ = ǧ0 + δǧ, where ǧ0 is

the Green’s function in the absence of the magnon and δ̌g is the first order correction with

respect to δh. Taking into account that ∇ǧ0 = 0 (we assume that in the absence of the

magnon the bilayer is spatially homogeneous along the interface) from Eq. (13) we obtain

the following equation for δǧ:

iDǧ0 ⊗∇2δǧ =
[
ετ̂z − h0ezσ̂z τ̂z + τ̂z∆̂, δǧ

]
⊗ −

[
δhe−i(kr+ωt)σ̂z σ̂xτ̂z, ǧ0

]
⊗ (17)

Introducing the unitary operator Û = e−i(kr+ωt)σ̂z/2 we can transform the Green’s function

as follows:

δǧ = Û ⊗ δǧm ⊗ Û †. (18)

In case if the system is spatially homogeneous except for the magnon, δǧm does not depend

on coordinates. Then

∇2δǧ = −k2

2
Û ⊗

(
δǧm − σ̂zδǧmσ̂z

)
⊗ Û † = −k2δǧ, (19)

where when passing to the second equality it is used that δǧ = δğxσ̂x + δğyσ̂y and has no

z-component in the spin space according to the spin structure of the magnon exchange field

δh.

From the normalization condition ǧ ⊗ ǧ = 1 it follows that ǧ0 ⊗ δǧ = −δǧ ⊗ ǧ0. It gives

us ǧ0 ⊗ δǧ = (1/2)[ǧ0, δǧ]⊗. Eq. (17) takes the form:

[
ετ̂z + i

Dk2

2
ǧ0 − h0σ̂z τ̂z + τ̂z∆̂, δǧ

]
⊗ −

[
δhe−i(kr+ωt)σ̂z σ̂xτ̂z, ǧ0

]
⊗ = 0. (20)

From Eq. (20) the following equation for δǧm is obtained:

[
Λ̆dτ̂z + Λ̆odiτ̂y, δǧm

]
= δh

[
σ̂xτ̂z,

1

2

(
(ĝ0,+ + ĝ0,−σ̂z)τ̂z + (f̂0,+ + f̂0,−σ̂z)iτ̂y

)]
. (21)

It does not contain time dependence and ⊗-products. In Eq. (21) we use the following

definitions

ĝ0,± = ĝ0,↑(ε+
ω

2
)± ĝ0,↓(ε−

ω

2
), (22)

f̂0,± = f̂0,↑(ε+
ω

2
)± f̂0,↓(ε−

ω

2
), (23)
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where ĝ0,↑(↓) represent the bulk Green’s functions for the superconductor in the exchange

field h0:

gR0,↑(↓) =
|ε∓ h0|√

(ε+ iδ ∓ h0)2 −∆2
(24)

fR
0,↑(↓) =

∆sgn(ε∓ h0)√
(ε+ iδ ∓ h0)2 −∆2

, (25)

and g(f)A0,↑(↓) = −g(f)R∗
0,↑(↓), g(f)

K
0,↑(↓) = [g(f)R0,↑(↓) − g(f)A0,↑(↓)] tanh[ε/2T ].

Λ̆d = Λ̂0
d + Λ̂z

dσ̂z = ε+
iDk2

4
ĝ0,+ +

(ω
2
− h0 +

iDk2

4
ĝ0,−

)
σ̂z, (26)

Λ̆od = Λ̂0
od + Λ̂z

odσ̂z = ∆+
iDk2

4
f̂0,+ +

iDk2

4
f̂0,−σ̂z. (27)

Solving Eq. (21) we obtain:

δǧm = δĝmxσ̂xτ̂z + δf̂mxσ̂xiτ̂y, (28)

where

δĝmx =
δh

[
f̂0,+Λ̂

z
od − ĝ0,−Λ̂

0
d

]
2
[
Λ̂0

dΛ̂
z
d − Λ̂0

odΛ̂
0
od

] (29)

The distribution function also acquires a correction due to the magnon: φ̆ = φ̆0 + δφ̌. It

is convenient to work with the transformed distribution function Û †φ̆Û = φ̆m + δφ̆m, which

does not depend on time and spatial coordinates. Here φ̆m = (1/2)[φm+ + φm−σz]τ̂0 with

φm± = tanh[(ε+ ω/2)/2T ]± tanh[(ε− ω/2)/2T ] is the result of the unitary transformation

of the equilibrium distribution function φ0 = tanh[ε/2T ]. From the Keldysh part of the

Usadel equation (21) we can obtain the following equation for the first order correction to

the distribution function δφ̌m:

iDk2[δφ̆m − ğRm0δφ̆mğ
A
m0] + ğRm0[K̆, δφ̆m]− [K̆, δφ̆m]ğ

A
m0 +

ğRm0[φ̆m, δhσ̂xτ̂z]− [φ̆m, δhσ̂xτ̂z]ğ
A
m0 = 0, (30)

where

K̆ = (ε+ (ω/2− h0)σ̂z)τ̂z +∆iτ̂y, (31)

ğR,A
m0 = Û † ⊗ ğR,A

0 ⊗ Û = (1/2)[(gR,A
0,+ + gR,A

0,− σ̂z)τ̂z + (fR,A
0,+ + fR,A

0,− σ̂z)iτ̂y], (32)
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Structure of Eq. (30) dictates that

δφ̌m =

 0 δφ↑
m

δφ↓
m 0

 τ̂0. (33)

Substituting Eq. (33) into Eq. (30) we obtain the following result:

δφσ
m = −δhφm−

2h0ωG−,σ + iσDk2(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)

4h2
0ωG−,σ + 4h0ωiσDk2(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)− (Dk2)2G+,σ

, (34)

where we introduce the spin subband index σ =↑ (↓) in the subscripts/superscripts and

σ = ±1 for spin-up(down) subbands, respectively, if it is as a factor. σ̄ = −σ, h0ω = ω/2−h0,

g(f)R,A
mσ = g(f)R,A

0,σ (ε+ σω/2) and G±,σ = 1− gRmσg
A
mσ̄ ± fR

mσf
A
mσ̄.

17



Supplementary Note 2: RENORMALIZATION OF THE EXCITATION DISPER-

SION AND DAMPING

Following the methodology detailed in the previous section, the electron spin polarization

s in the superconductor can be calculated as

s = −NF

16

∫
dεTr4

[
σ̂τ̂zğ

K
]
. (35)

It can be written in the form:

s = s0m0 + δs∥δm+ δs⊥(δm×m0), (36)

where s0 is the equilibrium value of the electron spin polarization in the superconductor,

corresponding to the absence of the magnon. δs∥ and δs⊥ describe the dynamic corrections

to the spin polarization due to the magnon.

s0 = −NF

4

∞∫
−∞

dε tanh
ε

2T
Re

[
gR0,↑ − gR0,↓

]
, (37)

δs∥ = −NFh0

8δh

∞∫
−∞

dε
{
2φm+Re[δg

R
mx] +

∑
σ

(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)δφ
σ
m

}
, (38)

δs⊥ =
NFh0

8δh

∞∫
−∞

dε
{
2φm−Im[δgRmx] + i

∑
σ

σ(gRmσ − gAmσ̄)δφ
σ
m

}
. (39)

As per the main text, δs∥ − s0 accounts for the renormalization of the magnon dispersion.

It can be shown that in the adiabatic limit ℏω ≪ T if one neglects ℏω with respect to the

superconducting energies δs∥ − s0 ∝ Dk2. Consequently, it only renormalizes the magnon

stiffness. The explicit expression for the stiffness correction in the limit T → Tc takes the

form

δDm = −πTcNFℏγdSD
dFIMs

∑
ωn>0

∆2h2
0

[ω2
n + h2

0]
2
. (40)

The same result for the stiffness renormalization has been obtained from the consideration

of the total energy of the bilayer in the framework of the Ginzburg-Landau theory [58].
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If one does not make the adiabatic approximation, then the zero-momentum value of the

magnon energy is also slightly renormalized. The renormalization correction takes the form:

ℏ(ωk=0 − γK) =
J

dFI

(
δs∥(ω,k = 0)− δs∥(ω = 0,k = 0)

)
, (41)

where

δs∥(ω,k = 0) =
NF

4

h0

ω/2− h0

∞∫
−∞

dε[tanh
ε+ ω

2

2T
Re[gR0,↑(ε+

ω

2
)]−

tanh
ε− ω

2

2T
Re[gR0,↓(ε−

ω

2
)]]. (42)

The renormalization of the zero-momentum magnon frequency in the limit of h0 → 0 has

already discussed [62], and our result above is consistent with this previous work in the

relevant limit h0 → 0. The general results obtained above have been employed in plotting

the solid lines of Fig. 2 in the main text.

For estimates and numerical calculations we take material parameters of YIG as a FI and

Nb as a superconductor. σS = 9 · 1016s−1 is the Nb conductivity and D/ℏ = 3cm2 · s−1 is

the Nb diffusion constant. Then the DOS at the Fermi level in Nb is NF = ℏσS/(e
2D) =

0.13 · 1036erg−1 · cm−3. The YIG parameters are [67] Dm = 5 · 10−29erg · cm2, Ms =

1.4 · 102G, γ = 1.76 · 107G−1s−1 and ℏγK = 10−17erg = 4 · 10−3∆0, where ∆0 = 18K is

the zero-temperature order parameter in Nb. With these parameters we obtain that the

renormalization of the zero-momentum magnon frequency (ωk=0 − γK)/γK ≲ 10−2 due to

the smallness of the bare magnon frequency γK with respect to ∆0.

According to Eq. (3) in the main text, δs⊥ determines the correction to the magnon decay

rate. It is zero in the framework of the quasistatic approximation when we neglect ℏω with

respect to the superconducting energies. Beyond this approximation is it non-zero and the

correction to the Gilbert damping parameter δα = −(J/dFI)δs⊥/ω is presented in Fig. 4 as

a function of temperature for different values of h0. The normal state value of δα can be

obtained analytically:

δαN =
dS
dFI

(2ℏγNFh
2
0/Ms)Dk2

4(ω
2
− h0)2 + (Dk2)2

. (43)

It is seen that δαN is positive and vanishes for zero-momentum magnons. The result is

natural because in the framework of our model we consider the only source of spin relaxation

processes in superconductor - the finite momentum of the magnon, which results in the spin

relaxation rate Dk2.
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0.61∆0

TcTc Tc

FIG. 4. Fractional increase in the efffective Gilbert damping for the magnon-cooparon

due to the superconducting layer. This enhancement is mediated by the quasiparticles, and

not the superfluid condensate.

We do not consider any other spin relaxation processes such as spin-orbit relaxation and

relaxation at magnetic impurities. The corresponding relaxation rates would additionally

increase the correction to the Gilbert damping. Also the spin-flip scattering suppresses su-

perconducting order parameter [75]. In its turn, the suppression of the order parameter leads

to the suppression of the triplets, which are generated from the singlets. This fact results

in weakening of the magnon screening by the triplet cloud. To support these qualitative

arguments, in Fig. 5 we have plotted the dependence of the renormalized stiffness on the

Dynes parameter Γ, which roughly models the effect of spin-flip scattering on the spectral

functions and order parameter. We can also roughly estimate the realistic value of Γ ∼ τ−1
s ,

where τs is the spin flip scattering time. Taking τs ∼ 25 − 100ps, as it was reported for Al

thin films [76] we obtain Γ ∼ 10−1K ∼ 10−1∆0,Al or Γ ∼ 10−2∆0,Nb, where ∆0,Al(Nb) is the

superconducting order parameter at zero temperature for Al(Nb) superconductor. In our

calculations we focus on Nb parameters.

The correction to the Gilbert damping due to the spin-orbit relaxation and relaxation at

magnetic impurities has been investigated in Ref. 62 by calculation of the spin susceptibility

of the superconductor. Eq. (43) at h0 → 0 coincides with the result obtained in Ref. 62 with

the substitution Dk2 → 2Γ+ τ−1
s , where Γ is the Dynes parameter and τ−1

s is the spin-orbit

relaxation rate. Our estimates suggest that δαN ∼ 10−2(ξSk
2), where ξS =

√
D/∆0 is the

superconducting coherence length, which is of the order of 10 nm for Nb films. Consequently,
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the stiffness correction on the Dynes parameter. h0 = 0.5∆0,

T = 0.2∆0. Insert: Superconducting order parameter as a function of the Dynes parameter. Γc is

the critical value of the Dynes parameter, which fully suppresses superconductivity for a given h0

and T .

for short wave-length magnons the superconducting correction is essential in comparison

with the extremely low values of the Gilbert damping parameter in YIG[67] α ≈ 5 · 10−5.

The influence of superconductivity on the correction to the Gilbert damping constant is

presented in Fig. 4. The most important feature of the temperature dependence is that in

the presence of the finite h0 in the superconductor the correction in the superconducting state

demonstrates a sharp drop at a given temperature, which physically corresponds to the value

of the superconducting order parameter ∆(T ) = h0, where the gap in the superconducting

state is closed. At this point the number of thermal quasiparticles, which can flip their spin,

grows sharply. The results obtained at h0 → 0 and, consequently, not taking into account

the Zeeman splitting of the superconducting gap, manifest gradual decline of the correction

at the superconducting state [62].
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Supplementary Note 3: SPIN CURRENT

Now we calculate the spin current carried by the triplet pairs, induced in the supercon-

ductor by the magnon:

ĵs =
ℏNFD

16
Tr4

∫
dεσ̂

(
ǧ∇ǧ

)K
(44)

The first order contribution with respect to δh to the spin current is zero after the time

averaging. Therefore, the spin current is of the second order with respect to δh. It has

the only non-zero component jS,z carrying the z-component of spin along the k direction.

In general, the calculation of second order terms with respect to δh terms in the Green’s

function is rather cumbersome. Here we restrict ourselves by the calculation at T → Tc,

where the Green’s functions can be linearized with respect to the superconducting order

parameter ∆. Then the solution for the retarded quasiclassical Green’s function takes the

form ğR = τ̂zσ̂0 + f̂Rτ̂+ + ˆ̃fRτ̂−. The linearized with respect to the anomalous Green’s

function version of Eq. (44) takes the form:

ĵs =
ℏNFD

16
Tr2

∫
dεσ

[1
2

(
f̂R∇ ˆ̃fR + ˆ̃fR∇f̂R − (∇f̂R) ˆ̃fR − (∇ ˆ̃fR)f̂R − R → A

)
tanh

ε

2T

+ 2∇φ̂(2) + 2∇ ˆ̃φ(2)
]
, (45)

where the distribution function φ̆ = tanh[ε/2T ] + φ̂(2)(1 + τz)/2 + ˆ̃φ(2)(1 − τz)/2 contains

the seconds order correction with respect to the anomalous Green’s function due to the

non-equilibrium generation of the triplet pairs. At first let us calculate φ̂(2). The equation

for the distribution function is obtained from the Keldysh part of Eq. (13) and up to the

second order with respect to the anomalous Green’s function takes the form:

iD∇
[1
2

(
f̂R∇ ˆ̃fR − (∇f̂R) ˆ̃fR − R → A

)
tanh

ε

2T
+

2∇φ̂(2)
]
=

h0

2
[σ̂z, (f̂

R ˆ̃fR + f̂A ˆ̃fA)] tanh
ε

2T
+

1

2
[δhσ̂, (f̂R ˆ̃fR + f̂A ˆ̃fA)] tanh

ε

2T
− 2h0[σ̂z, φ̂

(2)]− 2[δhσ̂, φ̂(2)]. (46)

In order to simplify the calculations further we work in the quasistatic approximation, when

we neglect the correction of the order of ω/Tc and higher orders of this parameter. In this

limit all the ⊗-products in Eq. (46) can be changed by the usual multiplication because

the neglected corrections are of the order of ω/Tc, which is assumed to be small. To this
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approximation the correction φ
(2)
z to the distribution function (which could contribute to

the spin current) is zero.

Then the spin current is expressed by the first two lines of Eq. (45). In order to calculate

the spin current we need to calculate

Î = f̂R∇ ˆ̃fR + ˆ̃fR∇f̂R − (∇f̂R) ˆ̃fR − (∇ ˆ̃fR)f̂R = −2[f̂R∇f̂R − (∇f̂R)f̂R] (47)

the second order with respect to δh contribution to Î takes the form:

Î(2) = ikÛ
[
δf̂R

m[σ̂z, δf̂
R
m]− [σ̂z, δf̂

R
m]δf̂

R
m

]
Û † (48)

The anomalous Green’s function is f̂R = f̂R
0 + δf̂R, where δf̂R = Ûδf̂R

mÛ
†. δf̂R

m can be

obtained from Eq. (21) and takes the form:

δf̂R
m = δfR

m,xσ̂x,

δfR
m,x =

δhfR
0,s

ε+ iDk2/2
. (49)

In Eq. (49) fR
0,s = ∆ε/(ε2 − h2

0) and ε has an infinitesimal positive imaginary part δ.

Substituting Eq. (48) into Eq. (45) and taking into account that f̂A = −f̂R∗, we obtain:

jS,z =
ℏNFDk

2

∫
dε tanh

ε

2T
Im

[
δfR

m,x

2
]
=

2πTcℏNFDk
∑
ωn>0

∆2δh2ω2
n

(ω2
n + h2

0)
2(ωn +Dk2/2)2

. (50)

The spin current in the FI, carried by the magnons takes the form:

jm = −k
(δh
h0

)2 D̃mMs

ℏγ
, (51)

where D̃m = Dm + δDm is the exchange stiffness renormalized by the superconductor and

Ms is the saturation magnetization. Taking the YIG parameters [67] Dm = 5 ·10−29erg ·cm2,

γ = 1.76 · 107G−1 · s−1 and Ms = 1.4 · 102G, we obtain

jm ≈
(
δh

h0

)2

k · 4 · 10−7erg · cm−1. (52)

From the spin currents thus obtained, the net spin of the magnon-cooparon is evaluated as

discussed in the main text.
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Supplementary Note 4: NONLOCAL EXCITATION OF THE MAGNON SPIN CUR-

RENT VIA A SUPERCONDUCTOR

The system under consideration is depicted in Fig. 3 of the main text. It is assumed

that the width t of each of the FIs is smaller than the typical magnon wavelength in order

to neglect inhomogeneities of the magnetization distribution in each of the FIs along the

x-direction. From the other hand we assume t ≫ ξS. In this case we can consider each of the

FIs as semi-infinite from the point of view of the superconductor. With these assumptions

we solve the linearized Usadel equation in the superconductor with the following spatial

profile of the exchange field:

h(x) = h0(x)ez + δh(x),

h0(x) = h0[Θ(−d

2
− x) + Θ(x− d

2
)],

δh(x) = δhlΘ(−d

2
− x) + δhrΘ(x− d

2
), (53)

δhl,rσ̂ = δhl,re
−i(kr+ωt)σ̂z σ̂x. (54)

In order to catch the physical essence of the effect basing on the simplest equations, we

again work in the linearized with respect to ∆ and adiabatic approximation. Making use

of the unitary transformation Eq. (18) we come to the following equation for the dynamical

triplet anomalous Green’s function

−i
Dk2

4
[δf̂R

m − σ̂zδf̂
R
mσ̂z] + i

D∂2
xδf̂

R
m

2
= εδf̂R

m − h0

2
{σ̂z, δf̂

R
m} − δh(x)σ̂xf

R
0,s(x), (55)

where δh(x) = δhlΘ(−d
2
− x) + δhrΘ(x− d

2
) and fR

0,s(x) is now also spatially inhomogeneous

and should be found from the system of coupled equations:

i
D∂2

xf
R
0,s

2
= εfR

0,s − h0(x)f
R
0,z −∆,

i
D∂2

xf
R
0,z

2
= εfR

0,z − h0(x)f
R
0,s. (56)

The singlet anomalous Green’s function obeying these equations takes the form:

fR
0,s(x) =


∆ε

(ε+iδ)2−h2
0
+ C+le

λ+(x+d/2) + C−le
λ−(x+d/2), x < −d/2,

∆0

ε
+ C1e

λx + C2e
−λx, −d/2 < x < d/2,

∆ε
(ε+iδ)2−h2

0
+ C+re

−λ+(x−d/2) + C−re
−λ−(x−d/2), x > d/2,

(57)
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where ∆0 and ∆ are superconducting order parameters in the middle superconducting region

−d/2 < x < d/2 and in the left and right regions covered by the FIs, respectively. ∆ < ∆0

because of the order parameter suppression by the exchange field h0. λ =
√
−2iε/D,

λ± =
√

−2i(ε± h0)/D. Constants C±l,r take the form:

C±l = C±r =
1

2

(
∆

ε± h0

− ∆0

ε

) λ±
λ
(1− coshλd)− sinhλd

(1 +
λ2
±
λ2 ) sinhλd+ 2λ±

λ
coshλd

. (58)

The solution of Eq. (55) takes the form f̂R
m = fm,xσx with

δfR
m(x) =



Cxle
λk(x+d/2) + δhl∆ε

(ε+iDk2/2)((ε+iδ)2−h2
0)
+

2δhlC+le
λ+(x+d/2)

iD(λ2
k−λ2

+)
+ 2δhlC−le

λ−(x+d/2)

iD(λ2
k−λ2

−)
, x < −d/2,

Cx1e
λkx + Cx2e

−λkx, −d/2 < x < d/2,

Cxre
−λk(x−d/2) + δhr∆ε

(ε+iDk2/2)((ε+iδ)2−h2
0)
+

2δhrC+re
−λ+(x−d/2)

iD(λ2
k−λ2

+)
+ 2δhrC−re

−λ−(x−d/2)

iD(λ2
k−λ2

−)
, x > d/2,

where λk =
√

−2i(ε+ iDk2/2)/D and constants take the form:

Cxl,r = − δhl,r∆ε

2(ε+ iDk2

2
)[(ε+ iδ)2 − h2

0]
+

δhr,l∆εe−λkd

2(ε+ iDk2

2
)[(ε+ iδ)2 − h2

0]
−

δhl,r

iD

( 1∓ λ+

λk

λ2
k − λ2

+

C+l,r +
1∓ λ−

λk

λ2
k − λ2

−
C−l,r

)
+

δhr,le
−λkd

iD

( 1± λ+

λk

λ2
k − λ2

+

C+r,l +
1± λ−

λk

λ2
k − λ2

−
C−r,l

)
. (59)

The spin polarization created by the triplet pairs is calculated from Eq. (45). In the super-

conducting region under the left(right) FI it can be written as follows:

sl,r = s0(x) + sloc(x)
δhl,r

h0

+ snl(x)
δhr,l

h0

, (60)

where the first term is the polarization induced by the equilibrium FI magnetization, sloc is

the polarization induced in the left (right) covered superconducting region by the magnon

travelling in the left (right) FI and snl is the nonlocal part of the polarization induced by the

magnon travelling in the right(left) covered superconducting region via the nonlocal triplet

correlations penetrating from the other covered superconducting region. As it was mentioned

above, we assume that the FI magnetization is homogeneous along the x-direction in each

of the FIs. Consequently, only the averaged over the FI width value of the polarization

enters the LLG equation. Therefore, we need to average Eq. (60) over the FI width in each
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of the superconducting regions under the FIs. Then s0 and sloc contain terms of zero and

first order with respect to the parameter ξS/t and we can neglect the terms ∼ ξS/t ≪ 1

for simplicity without loss of important qualitative physics. At the same time snl is ∼ ξS/t

because it is entirely determined by the correlations coming from the second FI region and

decaying at ξS. Under the described simplifying assumptions we obtain that s0 and slocδh/h0

are described by the linearized versions of Eqs. (37) and (38), respectively, and the nonlocal

contribution to the polarization takes the form:

snl = −NF

∫
dε tanh

ε

2T
Re

[ h0∆εe−λkd

λkt[(ε+ iδ)2 − h2
0]

{ ∆ε

2[(ε+ iδ)2 − h2
0](ε+ iDk2/2)

+

1

iD

( C+,l

λk(λk + λ+)
+

C−,l

λk(λk + λ−)

)}]
. (61)

Taking into account the torque resulting from the nonlocal polarization, we obtain the

coupled system of the LLG equations for the both FIs:

∂ml,r

∂t
= −γml,r ×Heff + αml,r ×

∂ml,r

∂t
+

J

dFI
snlml,r ×mr,l. (62)

The last term couples the both magnetizations. Then we express ml,r = m0 + δml,r as a

sum of the equilibrium magnetization m0 and the magnon contribution δml,r. Linearizing

Eqs. (62) with respect to δml,r and solving them for the magnon dispersion, we obtain:

ω±(k) = ω0 + D̃mk
2 ∓ J

dFI
snl, (63)

where ω0+ D̃mk
2 is the magnon dispersion in a separate FI/S bilayer with the renormalized

stiffness D̃m = Dm + δDm and the last term accounts for the hybridization and splitting of

the magnon modes due to the interaction via the superconductor. The eigenvectors of the

linearized with respect to δml,r version of Eqs. (62) corresponding to the eigenfrequencies

Eq. (63) take the form:  δml,±

δmr,±

 =

 1

±1

 , (64)

that is, the eigenmodes of the system are represented by the symmetric and antisymmet-

ric combination of the uncoupled magnons. The value of the frequency splitting ∆ω =

(J/dFI)snl can be estimated as ∆ω ∼ 109 exp(−d/ξS) Hz for the material and geometric

parameters used above and t/ξS ∼ 10.
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The coupling between the uniform modes of two ferromagnetic insulators via a super-

conductor layer has recently been investigated [46]. However, the nonzero-wavevector ex-

citations considered here allow for a realization of magnon directional coupler based on a

fundamentally different physical principle than it has been proposed earlier [36, 65, 77].

Indeed magnons of a given frequency injected into the coupled region have different wave

vectors k± ≈ k0 ± ∆k, where ∆k = k0∆ω/D̃mk
2
0. The coupling length admitted by this

design is given in Eq. (12) of the main text. Among the other advantages of this coupling

principle we can mention more compactness of the proposed setup, because the strength of

the dipole-dipole coupling is strongly reduced with lowering the thickness dFI of the FI layers

along the z-direction [36], while in the framework of the proposed mechanism the coupling

strength is ∝ d−1
FI , that is ultra-thin ferromagnetic films are more favorable. Second, the

superconducting coupling can be switched on/off by any means, which are known to control

superconductivity: temperature, magnetic field, voltage. An interesting perspective is to

investigate the possibility to control the coupling strength via the superconducting phase.

Our proposed design also enables an analogous coupler for magnons in antiferromagnetic

lines, because the dynamical triplets should also be generated there, but the stray fields are

weak and, therefore, the dipole-dipole coupling principle does not work well.
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