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It is a well-established notion that the spin of a magnon should be flipped when it passes through a 180◦

domain wall (DW) in both ferromagnets and antiferromagnets, while the magnon spin transport through ferri-
magnetic DW is still elusive. In this work, we report that the magnon preserves its spin after the transmission
through an atomically sharp DW in ferrimagnets, due to the intriguing interband magnon scattering at the do-
main interface. This finding may provide significant insight to resolve the puzzling insensitivity of magnon spin
diffusion to the 180◦ ferrimagnetic DWs observed by recent experiments. Our results reveal the unique role of
ferrimagnetic DWs in manipulating the magnon spin and may facilitate the design of novel magnonic devices
based on ferrimagnets.

Magnons (or spin waves) are quasiparticles associated with
wave-like disturbances in ordered magnets, and are able to
carry both linear and angular momentum. The rise of the
emerging magnonics is largely due to the low energy dissipa-
tion and long coherence length of magnons [1–5]. One funda-
mental issue is to understand the interaction between magnons
and magnetic textures [6–19]. Magnetic domain wall (DW),
the transition region separating two magnetic domains, is a
prominent example of spin textures that are promising for in-
formation industry [20, 21]. It has been known that a magnon
will transfer its angular momentum when it passes through the
DW, leading to the so-called magnonic spin transfer torque
[6]. When the DW is wide, a continuum model is conve-
nient to describe the magnon transport since it allows ana-
lytical solutions. For a narrow DW, however, the continuum
model does not suffice to characterize the spin texture and an
atomistic approach is demanded to interpret, for instance, the
atomic DW pinning [22], the strong magnon reflection [23],
and the magnonic Cherenkov emission [24]. Narrow DWs
have been observed in antiferromagnets as well, like CuM-
nAs [25] and FePS3 [26]. As their ferromagnetic counterpart,
the spin of a magnon undergoes a sign flipping as it traverses
antiferromagnetic DWs [27, 28].

Ferrimagnets (FiMs), which exhibit antiferromagnetic cou-
pling but non-zero net magnetization, can be readily manip-
ulated for ultrafast devices [29, 30]. Due to different angu-
lar momentum densities of two sublattices in FiMs, there are
two non-degenerate circularly polarized states with contrast
magnon dispersions even without the external magnetic field,
providing a new degree of spin freedom [31–34]. Very re-
cently, a puzzling insensitivity of magnon spin diffusion in
multidomain ferrimagnet has been reported [35]. Following
the conventional wisdom for both ferromagnets and antiferro-
magnets that magnons flip their spin after passing through the
DW, one may expect that the angular momentum carried by
magnons in multi-domain state should quickly decay to zero
because of the cancellation effect in opposite domains. How-
ever, non-local measurements show almost the same signal
strength as that in a single domain state [35]. This thus bring
about a critical question: Do magnon reverse or reserve its
spin after passing through the DW in FiMs?

In this work, we theoretically investigate the angular mo-

FIG. 1: Spin wave transport through a single domain, wide DW, and
sharp DW in ferrimagnets, respectively. Green circles are the top
view of the magnetization precession. A and B label two sublattices.
±ℏ represents the magnon spin. k and k′ indicate the magnon wave
vector.

mentum transport of magnons through ferrimagnetic DWs in
atomic scales. For wide DWs, magnons indeed switch their
spin and meanwhile reserve the linear momentum after pass-
ing through the DW, which echoes the case for both ferromag-
net and antiferromagnet. Interestingly, we find that, for atomi-
cally sharp DWs, the magnon spin remains after the transmis-
sion due to the intriguing interband magnon scattering, which
is accompanied by a linear momentum jump. Our results ad-
vance the understanding of the interaction between magnons
and magnetic textures, and may offer stimulating insight to
clarify the aforementioned puzzling insensitivity of magnon
spin diffusion to ferrimagnetic DWs.

Let’s consider the following one-dimensional atomistic
spin Hamiltonian

H = J
∑

n

Sn · Sn+1 − K
∑

n

(S z
n)2, (1)

where J > 0 and K > 0 represent the antiferromagnetic
exchange couple and easy-axis magnetic anisotropy, respec-
tively. Due to the competition between these two energies and
the boundary condition, there are three kinds of magnetization
profiles, i.e., a single domain, a wide DW, and an atomically
sharp DW, as shown in Fig. 1. It is noted that the width of
DW is determined by the radio K/J (see below).

The equation of motion for each spin with index n can be
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expressed as sl∂tSn = −Sn×Heff,n, where sl = µl/γl (l = A,B)
is the angular momentum density, µl is the magnetic moment,
γl is the gyromagnetic ratio, and Heff,n = −δHn/δSn is the
effective field. When the index n is odd (even), l represents A
(B) sublattice. It is worth mentioning that sA , sB in general
for FiMs, because of which the degeneracy of ±ℏ magnons is
broken even without the external magnetic field.

We first linearize the equation of motion to obtain the dis-
persion relation of magnons. To this end, we express the spin
(S x

n, S
y
n, S z

n) in local frames as S x
n

S y
n

S z
n

 =
 1 0 0

0 cos θn sin θn

0 − sin θn cos θn


 S X

n
S Y

n
S Z

n

 , (2)

where S Z
n ≈ 1, |S X

n |, |S
Y
n | ≪ 1, and θn is the equilibrium deflec-

tion angle of the magnetization Sn from the z-axis, satisfying

J sin(θn−1 − θn) + J sin(θn+1 − θn) + K sin(2θn) = 0. (3)

We then obtain

sl∂tS X
n =
[
Jcn−1 + Jcn − 2K(cos2 θn − sin2 θn)

]
S Y

n

− Jcn−1S Y
n−1 − JcnS Y

n+1,

sl∂tS Y
n =(−Jcn−1 − Jcn − 2K cos2 θn)S X

n

+ JS X
n−1 + JS X

n+1,

(4)

where cn = cos(θn− θn+1). To facilitate the analysis, we define
wave functions of right-handed (RH) and left-handed (LH)
precession of local magnetic moments as ψ±n = S X

n ± iS Y
n =

Ξ±sl
exp[i(ωt − kna)], where Ξ+sl

and Ξ−sl
are the amplitudes of

RH and LH precessions, respectively, k is the wave vector, a
is the lattice constant, and ω/2π is the frequency.

For a single domain shown in the top panel of Fig. 1, where
θ2n−1(θ2n) = 0(π) with the integer n from −N to N, we derive
the dispersion and amplitude ratio for the RH (LH) magnon
[36]

ω± =
∓ζ +

√
ζ2 + η

sAsB
, (5)

ρ± =
Ξ±sA

Ξ∓sB

= −
2J cos ka

2J + 2K ∓ sAω±
, (6)

where the RH (LH) magnon takes the negative (positive) sign,
ζ = (sA − sB)(J + K) and η = 4sAsB[(J + K)2 − J2 cos2(ka)].

The wide DW.—When K ≪ J, we have a wide FiM DW.
The atomistic model then can be reduced to a continuum form.
We then obtain the equation of motion of the Néel vector n =
(SA − SB) /2 [29]

∂t(σsn × ṅ − δsn) = ∇ · J + Kunzn × ẑ, (7)

where J = An × ∇n is the magnon spin current [27, 28], σs =

s2a3/4J, δs = sA − sB, s = sA + sB, A = J/a, and Ku = 2K/a3.
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FIG. 2: The distributions of the variation of the x- and y-component
of Néel vector n under K/J = 0.01 (a) and K/J = 0.3 (b) for an
incoming RH magnon with k = 0.5 nm−1. TM as a function of k
under different K/J for an incoming RH (c) and LH (d) magnon.

In the local frame, we assume n = (δnX , δnY , 1) in Eq. (7)
with |δnX |, |δnY | ≪ 1, which is justified for small-angle pre-
cession of local magnetic moments. Substituting the Walker
ansatz θ(x) = 2 arctan[exp(x/∆)] into Eq. (7), we obtain

q2φ(ξ) =
(
−

d2

dξ2 − 2sech2ξ
)
φ(ξ), (8)

where ∆ =
√

A/Ku is the DW width, q2 = (σsω
2−δsω)/Ku−1,

φ = δnX ± iδnY , and ξ = (x − x0)/∆. The hyperbolic poten-
tial V = −2sech2ξ [6, 28] allows a total transmission of all
magnon modes, as shown in Fig. 2(a). We also observe that
δnx is ahead (behind) of δny in the left (right) domain, which
clearly indicates an angular momentum switching of magnon,
as schematically plotted in the middle panel of Fig. (1). Figure
2(b) shows that the amplitude of spin wave decreases when
it passes through the domain wall for K/J = 0.3, indicating
that the practical scalar potential is no longer reflectionless
[36]. Meanwhile, when an incident spin wave with the same
wave vector passes through DW of different widths, there are
different transmittances. As the width of DW decreases, the
transmittance of the magnon decreases.

To quantitatively describe the scattering between spin
waves and DWs, we define the transmittance based on z-
component of magnon spin current TM = Jt

z/Jz, where Jt
z

is the z-component of transmitted magnon spin current. In
atomic lattices, the z-component of magnon spin current Jz =

A (n × ∇n)z reads

Jz = ±
J

2a2 [(RsA )2 + (RsB )2 − 2RsARsB cos(ka)] sin(2ka), (9)

where RsA and RsB are the amplitudes of magnon in each
sublattice, and the RH (LH) magnon takes on the negative
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FIG. 3: Spatial profiles of S X with an incoming (a) RH and (b) LH
spin wave at ω/2π = 4.45 THz with K/J = 1. Inset: green curves
shows the magnon dispersion [36] where the black (red) dot indi-
cates the spin wave in the left (right) side of sharp DW. The orange
arrow shows the interband scattering direction. The dependence of
TM on ω/2π with an incoming (c) RH and (d) LH spin wave. Curves
and circles represent the analytical results (13) and numerical simu-
lations, respectively.

(positive) sign. Using the micromagnetic simulations, we de-
termine the transmittance TM under different K/J, as shown
in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d). The negative values of TM represent
spin-wave chiral flipping after passing through the DW. Mean-
while, for K/J ≤ 0.5, TM is similar for an incoming RH and
LH spin waves, indicating the insensitivity of polarization.
However, in the case of K/J = 0.6, there exists noticeable dif-
ference between TM of the RH and LH magnon, which results
from the polarization-dependent interband magnon scattering
and preserves the chirality of magnon (see analysis below).

The sharp DW.—It is noted that, when K/J ≥ 2/3, an
abruptly sharp DW (θn = 0 or π) forms with the spins pointing
towards the ±z axis [see Eq. (15) below], which is plotted in
the bottom panel of Fig. (1). Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show the
profiles of S X for an incoming RH and LH spin wave, respec-
tively, with ω/2π = 4.45 THz under K/J = 1. Strikingly dif-
ferent from the case of wide DWs, we observe that the trans-
mission coefficient sensitively depends on the polarization of
incoming spin waves and the wave vector k varies when it
passes through the DW. As shown in the inset of Fig. 3(a) and
3(b), the interband magnon scattering induces the variation of
magnon wave vector. Specifically, it is found that the ampli-
tude of spin wave in sublattice A decreases, while it increases
in sublattice B for an incoming RH spin wave. For the case of
an LH spin wave, the amplitudes in both sublattices decrease
after the transmission. To reach a quantitative understanding,
we derive both the magnon reflection and transmission coeffi-
cient below.

First of all, the four spins in the dashed green box of the
bottom panel of Fig. (1) [or the top-right inset in Fig. (3)(b)]

are used as the boundary condition. For an incoming RH spin
wave, we obtain

(2K + sBω+)ψ−0 + Jψ+
−1 + Jψ−1 = 0

(2K + sAω+)ψ−1 + Jψ−0 + Jψ+2 = 0 . (10)

From the ψ−0 and ψ−1 in Eq. (10), it is evident that the two spins
at the domain interface automatically exhibit identical LH pre-
cession [37]. Hence, the angular momentum of magnon re-
mains when it passes through the sharp DW. However, due
to the different dispersions for the same polarized spin wave
in two sides of DW, there is an interband magnon scattering,
associating with a linear momentum transfer. Meanwhile, it
is worth noting that, because of the huge atomic pinning, the
sharp DW cannot be driven by the linear force [38]. For n ≤ 0,
ψ+n = Ξ

+
sA

(eikna + rRe−ikna) and ψ−n = Ξ
−
sB

(eikna + rRe−ikna). As
for n > 0, ψ−n = tRΞ−sA

eik′na and ψ+n = tRΞ+sB
eik′na, where k and

k′ are the wave vector of RH spin wave at the left and right
sides of the sharp DW, respectively. We derive the reflection
and transmission coefficients for RH magnons

rR =
AB∗ − J2ρ−

J2ρ− −AB
, (11)

and

tR =
J2ρ+(eika − e−ika)
β(J2ρ− −AB)eik′a , (12)

where β = Ξ−sB
/Ξ+sB

, A = 2Kρ− + sAω+ρ
− + Jeik′a and B =

2K + sBω+ + Jρ+eik′a. For a LH spin wave, one can do the
following substitution: ω+ → −ω−, ρ+ ↔ ρ− in Eq. (12).

In the case of an incident RH spin wave, the transmission of
the z-component of magnon spin current TM can be expressed
as

TM =
|βtR|2 [1 + (ρ−)2 − 2ρ− cos(k′a)] sin(2k′a)

[1 + (ρ+)2 − 2ρ+ cos(ka)] sin(2ka)
. (13)

It can be seen that the TM first increases and then decreases
with the frequency, as illustrated in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). The
two zero points result from the zero group velocity of the spin
wave. Meanwhile, the RH magnon passes more easily than
the LH one, which can be attributed to the distinct bound
states of spin waves associated with the DW [14]. In addi-
tion, when the angular momentum densities sA and sB switch,
there exist only slight differences of TM [36].

To further understand the scattering between the magnon
and DW, we fix the wavelength of the incident RH spin wave
and adjust the DW width, as shown in Fig. 4. It can be seen
that the TM for spin wave chirality flipping process is negative
and saturates to zero as the DW width decreases. However, for
the chirality conserving process, TM reaches the maximum at
K/J = 2/3 and then decreases. To interpret it, we consider
fluctuations of a single domain [39] as

W(θ2n − π) = θ2n−1 + θ2n+1, (14)

where W = 2(K/J + 1). The following solution is found:
θ2n = θse−2nϕ + π and θ2n−1 = θse−(2n−1)ϕ, where ϕ =
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cosh−1(W/2) and θs is the tilted angle for the upward spin.
Equation (3) in sharp DW then can be recast as

4
3

[K
J
− 1 −

(λ − 1)3

8

]
θ2

s = 2
K
J
− 1 − λ, (15)

where λ = e−ϕ. The phase transition emerges from θs , 0
to θs = 0 with K/J = 2/3. To describe the ratio of two
transmitted spin waves with different chiralities, we define the
proportion PT = |T s

M|/
∑

s |T s
M|, where T s

M represents the trans-
mittance of the spin-wave chirality flipping or conserving pro-
cess, as shown in Fig. 4(b). For K/J ≤ 0.2, the chirality flip-
ping process is dominant, which transforms the incoming RH
magnon to a LH one, as depicted in Fig. 4(c). For K/J ≥ 2/3,
the spin-wave chirality conserving process is dominant, which
reserves the chirality of magnon, as presented in Fig. 4(e). In
the region between the wide and sharp DW, the magnon fol-
lows a chiral asymptote. Noteworthily, at K/J = 0.487, we
observe PT = 1/2 that represents a zero magnon spin cur-
rent, and corresponds to a linearly polarized magnon state, as
shown in Fig. 4(d). Hence, we can conveniently manipulate
the chirality of magnon by tuning the DW width.

In previous calculations, we have fixed the net spin angu-
lar momentum density δs of FiMs. To further modulate the
magnon transmittance, we vary δs under a constant K/J = 1,
as shown in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b). As δs increases, the max-
imum value of transmittance for an incoming RH and LH
magnon first increases and then decreases, as indicated by the
orange dots. Then, we fix the wave vector k = 2.0 nm−1

of incident spin waves, which is indicated by the red dotted
line in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b). It can be seen that for an incom-
ing RH magnon the transmittance increases as δs increases,
see Fig. 5(c). As for the incident LH magnon, the transmit-
tance TM first increases and then decreases as δs increases,

-12 -8 -4 0 4 8 12
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

10-3(a) (b)

(d)
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35
10.54
8.78
7.02
5.27
3.51
1.76
0

-1.76
-3.51
-5.27
-7.02
-8.78
-10.54

(c)

-12 -8 -4 0 4 8 12
5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12 10-3

Theo.
Sim.

FIG. 5: TM as a function of the wave vector k under different
net angular momentum densities for an incident RH (a) and LH (b)
magnons with K/J = 1. The orange dots label the maximum of each
curve. TM at various net angular momentum densities δs for an in-
cident RH (c) and LH (d) magnons with k = 2.0 nm−1. Red curves
and purple circles show analytical results (13) and numerical simu-
lations, respectively.

see Fig. 5(d). Simulation results agree well with our analyti-
cal formula.

It is crucial to point out that the fundamental reason for the
interband magnon scattering is merely θs = 0. Consequently,
an artificially sharp DW, stabilized by the RKKY coupling,
is sufficient induce a significant interband magnon scattering
[36]. The roles of dipolar interaction and magnetoelastic cou-
pling are interesting issues for future study. Generalizing the
present formalism to higher dimensions is an open question.

In conclusion, we investigated the spin transport of
magnons through atomic ferrimagnetic DWs. In the case of a
wide DW, it was found that the magnon flips its spin, echoing
its ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic counterparts. How-
ever, for sharp DWs, the magnon reserves the spin due to
the emerging interband magnon scattering. In the interme-
diate region, the transmission magnons with two spins mix
and can even carry zero magnon spin current under some cir-
cumstances. Moreover, we identified that the net angular mo-
mentum density of FiMs can effectively modulate the magnon
transmittance. These findings may greatly advance our un-
derstanding of the scattering between magnons and magnetic
textures in FiMs.
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[9] S. J. Hämäläinen, M. Madami, H. Qin, G. Gubbiotti, and S. van
Dijken, Control of spin-wave transmission by a programmable
domain wall, Nat. Commun. 9, 4853 (2018).

[10] S.-H. Oh, S. K. Kim, J. Xiao, and K.-J. Lee, Bidirectional spin-
wave-driven domain wall motion in ferrimagnets, Phys. Rev. B
100, 174403 (2019).

[11] J. Han, P. Zhang, J. T. Hou, S. A. Siddiqui, and L. Liu, Mutual
control of coherent spin waves and magnetic domain walls in a
magnonic device, Science 366, 1121 (2019).

[12] X. Liang, Z. Wang, P. Yan, and Y. Zhou, Nonreciprocal spin
waves in ferrimagnetic domain-wall channels, Phys. Rev. B
106, 224413 (2022).

[13] J. Lan, W. Yu, and J. Xiao, Antiferromagnetic domain wall as
spin wave polarizer and retarder, Nat. Commun. 8, 178 (2017).

[14] E. Faridi, S. K. Kim, and G. Vignale, Atomic-scale spin-
wave polarizer based on a sharp antiferromagnetic domain wall,
Phys. Rev. B 106, 094411 (2022).

[15] J. Iwasaki, A. J. Beekman, and N. Nagaosa, Theory of magnon-
skyrmion scattering in chiral magnets, Phys. Rev. B 89, 064412
(2014).
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