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1 Introduction

Recent three decades reveal extensive studies
on utilizing the spin of an electron alongside
its charge as an information carrier in elec-
tronics within the relatively new branch of
solid-state physics called spintronics [1]. Dur-
ing this effort, it turned out that magnons,
being quanta of spin waves, can be excel-
lent carriers of spin current, giving rise to
the emergence of magnonics [2]. The ad-
vantages of magnonic spin current over the
electronic one include negligible Joule heat-
ing, low energy consumption, long spin diffu-
sion length/mean free path, and efficient tun-
ability with a number of parameters [3, 4].
Electronic devices based on magnons, such
as logic gates, diodes, directional couplers,
memories, and others, have already been pro-
posed [5–11].

Magnon current can be driven by various
means. One promising approach is based on

the spin-thermoelectric effects [12]. Exploit-
ing a temperature gradient as a driving force
allows changing the Joule heat generated, for
instance, by conventional electronic devices,
which is normally emitted to the environ-
ment, into useful energy. This makes ther-
moelectric devices environmentally friendly.

Spin current can be driven by various
means including inductive microwave tech-
nique [13], ultra-short laser pulses [14], elec-
trically by spin-transfer torque technique [15–
17], passing charge current through metal-
lic films deposited on magnetic insulator [18,
19] or sending spin-polarized charge current
through a ferromagnetic tunnel contact [20].
In turn, many proposals on thermal spin-

current generators and converters have been
implemented experimentally, including a spin
Seebeck effect (SSE) in magnetic insulator
with attached metallic films [21, 22], SSE in
a non-magnetic semiconductor [23], longitu-
dal SSE in layered ferromagnetic insulators
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covered by metallic films [24], thermal spin
current from a ferromagnet to silicon induced
by Seebeck spin tunnelling [25]. Moreover, it
has been shown that thermal spin current in
magnetic tunnel contacts to semiconductors
can be fully controlled electrically [19]. Apart
from that, it has been observed that the ther-
mal generation of spin current in a ferromag-
netic tunnel contact on a semiconductor is
more efficient than electrical one [20]. Spin
current can also be controlled by valve effect
in insulating magnon junctions [26–28]. The-
oretical research within the linear response
formulation provides a qualitative and quan-
titative understanding of magnon-driven SSE
in ferromagnetic insulators [29]. In turn, the
developed transport theory of diffusive spin
and heat transport by magnons in magnetic
insulators with metallic contacts [30] allowed
to obtain results for the spin Seebeck coef-
ficient in YIG with Pt contacts which agree
with the published experiment [18]. Genera-
tion of pure spin current has been predicted
in thermally driven molecular magnetic junc-
tions [31], and rectification of thermal spin
current has been theoretically demonstrated
in metal-magnetic insulator interfaces [32, 33]
or insulating magnetic junctions with local-
ized spin [34].
However, quantum dot-based thermoelec-

tric devices seem to be very promising due to
their potentially high efficiency of converting
heat into useful (electric and) spin current(s)
[35–39]. Thus, in the present work, we in-
vestigate thermally induced spin current in a
system consisting of a quantum dot attached
to external ferromagnetic insulators. Recent
investigations have shown that there is inter-

est in the search for quantum dot systems
coupled to magnetic insulators [40].
Most studies concerning the transport of

magnons in such systems assumed energy-
independent coupling between the quantum
dot and the magnonic reservoirs [35, 37, 39],
and only a few papers consider the energy-
dependent magnonic density of states [36,
41]. Generally, in magnonic systems, the
wide band approximation - usually valid in
fermionic systems - is not valid, and energy
dependence of the density of states has to be
explicitly considered. To meet this require-
ment, here, we consider the energy-dependent
density of states of the magnonic reservoirs.
This assumption leads straightforwardly to
energy-dependent couplings between the dot
and external magnonic reservoirs. Our re-
sults show that the energy dependence of the
couplings strongly influences the magnon cur-
rent flowing through the system composed of
a quantum dot coupled to two magnetic in-
sulators. Apart from that, we also consider
magnon-magnon interactions and study their
impact on the thermally generated spin cur-
rent of the magnonic type. These inter-
actions are ever-present in magnetic mate-
rials and may significantly affect generated
magnon current, especially in high temper-
atures. Proper modelling of the magnonic
density of states and inclusion of many-body
interactions are crucial from the experimen-
tal point of view as shown in Ref. [42, 43]
in which theoretical predictions, including
magnonic spin current induced by the tem-
perature gradient in a ferromagnetic insu-
lator, have been compared to experimental
data and revealing good agreement.
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Although, experimental implementation of
the ferromagnetic insulator – QD – ferromag-
netic insulator is challenging, it can be re-
alized by utilizing two-dimensional electron
gas properly restricted by metallic gates [44–
46] and depositing additional contacts made
from magnetic insulators. Moreover as the
QD filters magnons of specific energy, the
proposed system can be used as a monochro-
mator for the thermally generated spin waves.
Such a possibility is inaccessible in junction
structures where magnons of all available fre-
quencies are transferred.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2
we present the theoretical description of the
considered system. In particular, we intro-
duce the model describing the considered sys-
tem and derive the formulas for thermally
generated magnon (spin) current taking into
account the energy-dependence of the rele-
vant couplings and magnon-magnon interac-
tions in the magnonic reservoirs. The numer-
ical results and their discussion are presented
in Sec. 3. Finally, the paper is concluded in
Sec. 4.

2 Theoretical framework

2.1 Model and Hamiltonian

The system under study is schematically de-
picted in Fig. 1. It consists of a quantum dot
(QD) with a single energy level coupled to
two ferromagnetic insulators treated as reser-
voirs of magnons. Each magnonic lead can
be held at a different temperature, i.e. Tβ

for the left (β = L) and right (β = R) lead.

When there is a temperature difference set
between the leads, the magnons flow in the
direction of the difference caused by the im-
balance in the occupation of the states in the
left and right reservoirs. The magnon current
flow is mediated via the means of the electron
present on the dot. Thus, the magnon cur-
rent can only flow when the dot’s level is split
by the Zeeman interaction with an external
magnetic field B. This allows transitions of
the electron between the spin-up and spin-
down states, accompanied by emissions or ab-
sorption of the magnons with energy equal to
the Zeeman splitting. Therefore, the dot fil-
ters only the magnons with energy equal to
gµBB, with g denoting the dot’s Lande factor
and µB being Bohr’s magneton. The Hamil-
tonian of the system can be divided into three
parts;

H = Hβ +Hd +Ht, (1)

describing the reservoirs, the dot, and the
tunnelling of magnons between the two leads
respectively.
The magnetic insulator is described by the

Heisenberg Hamiltonian;

Hβ = −Jβ
ex

∑
⟨i,j⟩∈β

Si ·Sj−gβmµBB
∑
i∈β

Sz
i , (2)

where ⟨i, j⟩ ∈ β means summation over near-
est neighbors in the lattice β (β = L,R),
Jβ
ex and gβm are the corresponding exchange

integral and Lande factor. We assume the
magnetic field is aligned parallel to the z di-
rection. To diagonalize Hamiltonian (2), we
perform the Holstein-Primakoff transforma-
tion [47], keeping terms quadratic and quar-
tic in the magnon operators and utilizing the

3



Figure 1: Schematic of the system. The quantum dot is depicted as two green lines symbol-
ising spin-up (bottom line) and spin-down (top line) states with energy ε↑(↓). The difference
in energies is ∆ε = gµBB. The reservoirs are marked as red and blue rectangles with tem-
peratures Tα = T0 ± ∆T

2
. The couplings Γα are function of the energy of magnons ε and the

temperature Tα.

random-phase approximation. As a result,
we obtain;

Hβ =
∑
qβ

εqβb
†
qβbqβ, (3)

with an energy dispersion εqβ =
αβ

[
2ZβSβJ

β
ex(1− γq) + gβmµBB

]
. Here,

Zβ denotes the coordination number of near-
est neighbours, and Sβ stands for the spin
magnitude of each atomic spin in the βth
reservoir, whereas γq = 1/Zβ

∑
r exp(iq · r)

is a geometric/structure factor dependent on
the magnonic wave vector q and position
vectors of nearest neighbours r.
The parameter αβ takes into account the

renormalization of energy dispersion due to
magnon-magnon interactions and is given by
[48];

αβ = 1− 1

2JexNZS2

∑
q

ε̄qβ

exp
[
αε̄qβ
kBTβ

]
− 1

, (4)

where we assume that both magnonic leads
have the same magnetic properties, i.e. JL

ex =
JR
ex, SL = SR = S, and ZL = ZR = Z,

gLm = gRm = gm, ε̄qβ = εqβ/α is the energy of

the magnon without renormalization and N
denotes the number of primitive cells in the
volume of the βth lead. It is worth noting
that αβ can still be different for two reser-
voirs due to its temperature dependence.
For further calculations, we perform the

long-wavelength expansion at q = 0 up to
quadratic order, yielding;

εqβ = αβ
EBZπ

2

8qBZ

q2, (5)

where EBZ and qBZ are the energy and the
corresponding magnitude of the wave vector
of magnons at the edge of the Brillouin zone
of the magnonic reservoir.
The dot is described with a single atomic

level split by the Zeeman interaction induced
by an external magnetic field B. When the
dot emits (absorbs) a magnon coming to
(from) the βth magnetic insulator, the elec-
tron on the dot changes/flips its spin from
up to down (down to up). Due to the Pauli
exclusion principle, these spin-flip processes
can happen only when the dot is occupied
by one electron; hence, we assume the dot is
prepared in a singly occupied state and omit
Coulomb interaction between two electrons
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c)

d)
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b)

Figure 2: Magnon current as a function of (Left column) applied magnetic field B calculated
a) for the indicated values of the mean temperature T0 and the temperature difference
∆T = T0, b) for indicated values of the temperature difference ∆T and mean temperature
T0 = 50 K. (Right column) the temperature difference ∆T calculated c) for indicated
values of the mean temperature and applied magnetic field gµBB = 0.1EBZ , d) for the
indicated values of the magnetic field and the mean temperature T0 = 50 K. Inset presents
comparison between results obtained for energy-dependent (solid line) and constant (dashed
line) couplings of dot to the magnonic reservoirs calculated for T0 = 1 K and ∆T = T0.

occupying the dot’s level, as such a situation
is excluded in our model. This leads to the
Hamiltonian of the form;

Hd = εdσd
†
σdσ, (6)

where εdσ = ε0 ∓ 1
2
gµBB with the upper

(lower) sign for spin-up (down) electron on
the dot. The well-defined energy levels of the
dot impose the condition εq = εd↓−εd↑, which
further implies g ≥ gm.

The dot is coupled to the magnetic insula-
tors with tunnelling Hamiltonian;

Ht =
∑
q,β

jβqb
†
q,βd

†
↑d↓ +H.c., (7)

Where jβq depends on the distribution of the
spins on the interface and the coupling be-
tween these spins and the electron spin on
the dot. Here, we treat them as known pa-
rameters.
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2.2 Spin current

The spin (magnon) current is calculated in
the weak coupling regime within the Pauli
master equation technique. We take the cur-
rent flowing from the left reservoir to the dot
as positive, leading to the definition of the
magnon current in the left junction;

ILm = ΓIN
L P↑ − ΓOUT

L P↓, (8)

where ΓIN
L = jLρL (ε)n

+ (ε) ≡ ΓL (ε)n
+ (ε)

and ΓOUT
L = jLρL (ε)n

−
L (ε) ≡ ΓL (ε)n

−
L (ε)

are the relevant transition rates and
Pσ denotes the probability of the

dot being in the state occupied by
an electron with spin-up (σ =↑) or
spin-down (σ =↓). Here and further,
n+
β (ε) = [exp (ε/kBTβ)− 1]−1 = 1 + n−

β (ε) is
the Bose-Einstein distribution of magnons
for the βth (β = L,R) reservoir, and ρβ is
the corresponding density of states. More-
over, Γβ(ε) denotes the coupling strength
of the dot to the βth magnetic insulator.
After substitutions of the above formu-
las for transition rates and probabilities
calculated with the help of the master
equation, the magnon current (8) becomes;

Im =
ΓL (ε) ΓR (ε)

[
n+
R (ε)− n+

L (ε)
]

ΓL (ε)
[
1 + 2n+

L (ε)
]
+ ΓR (ε)

[
1 + 2n+

R (ε)
] (9)

with ε = gµBB being the energy of trans-
mitted magnon. Due to the angular momen-
tum conservation, the magnon current satis-
fies Im ≡ ILm = −IRm. In turn, the spin cur-
rent carried by magnons flowing through the
left junction is given by Is = −ℏIm as each
magnon carries −ℏ momentum.

We stress out that the dot’s level widths
Γβ(ε) are functions of the energy of the
transported magnons due to the energy-
dependent density of states ρβ(ε). In the
long-wavelength limit, when the energy dis-
persion is given with Eq. (5), the density of

states (DOS) becomes;

ρβ (ε)=

(
1

2π

)3 ∫
dqβ δ (ε− εqβ) (10)

=
4
√
2q3BZ

E
3/2
BZπ

5α
3/2
β

√
ε.

The energy-independent factor is given as

jβ = 2π
〈∣∣jβq∣∣2〉, where the average is taken

over all the wave vectors in a given lead.

3 Results

We assume both magnonic reservoirs are
made of yttrium-iron-garnet (YIG) with the
following parameters taken from the litera-
ture [49]: lattice constant a = 1.2378 nm, fre-
quency of the acoustic magnons at the edge
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Figure 3: The influence of magnon-magnon interactions (MMI) on the magnon current.
Solid lines represent the magnon current with the interactions included, while dashed lines
correspond to the magnon current calculated with neglecting the interactions, setting pa-
rameter α to one. The temperature difference is set to ∆T = 2T0.

of the Brillouin zone EBZ/h = 8 THz, mag-
nitude of the wave vector at the edge of the
Brillouin zone qBZ = 2.8/a, exchange inte-
gral Jex = 0.82 meV, Lande factor gm = 2,
coordination number Z = 6, atomic spin
S = 5/2. Moreover, we assume that jL =
jR = 10−31 eV m3/s which ensures weak cou-
pling of the dot to the magnetic insulator.

Figure 2 a) presents the magnon current
as a function of the applied magnetic field
for indicated values of the mean tempera-
ture T0 and fixed temperature difference be-
tween reservoirs ∆T . The magnon current
increases sharply from zero with increasing
magnetic field and achieves a maximum for
some value of the magnetic field, let’s say

Bmax. The larger the temperature T0, the
larger the magnetic field for which the max-
imum is observed. For values greater than
Bmax, the current decreases monotonically to
zero. This behaviour follows from the in-
terplay between the properties of the Bose-
Einstein distribution and the density of states
as functions of the magnetic field. Particu-
larly, when the applied field is low, there is
an abundance of magnons, as the low tem-
perature is enough to excite them. However,
at low magnetic fields, the density of states
is also low, which leads to small values of the
spin current. At low temperatures, increas-
ing the value of the magnetic field results in
a fast growth of the spin current due to the
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rise in the density of states. After achieving
the maximum, the spin current starts to drop
because a lesser magnon population is avail-
able for transport even though the density of
states is growing with the magnetic field. As
the temperature becomes higher, the magnon
current also achieves higher values. However,
the maximum of the magnon current shifts
to larger values of the magnetic field. This
can be explained as follows: For higher tem-
peratures, more energetic magnons can be
excited, and together with the behaviour of
the magnonic density of states, this explains
the growth of the magnonic current and the
shift of its maximum. The inset of Fig. 2 a)
compares the magnon current obtained with
energy-dependent DOS [see Eq. (5)] with the
DOS assumed to be constant. When the DOS
is taken as a constant, the low magnetic field
limit B → 0 of the magnon current becomes
[37]

Im =
∆T
T0

ΓLΓR

∆T
T0

(ΓL − ΓR) + 2 (ΓL + ΓR)
. (11)

Since the energy dependence of the DOS is
neglected here, the above formula gives the
maximal value of the magnon current for
B → 0. This result follows from the
fact, that magnons are bosonic particles and
the lowest energy state is the most occupied.
Since the density of states here is constant,
there is no compensation to this effect sim-
ilar to the one described above. Moreover,
the results for constant DOS overestimate the
spin current and the magnon current is al-
ways maximal for B close to zero in contrast
to the current model with energy-dependent

DOS. Thus, comparing results obtained for
constant density of states with the current,
more general, model one notices that the
former breaks in low-magnon energy regime
both qualitatively and quantitatively.
In Fig. 2 b), we show the magnon current

as a function of the applied magnetic field for
a given value of the mean temperature and in-
dicated values of the temperature difference
∆T . In general, increasing the temperature
difference leads to an increase in the magnon
current due to a greater imbalance in the oc-
cupation of the left and right magnonic reser-
voirs.
The magnitude of the magnon current flow-

ing through the system is greater with a
larger temperature difference between the
reservoirs, as plotted in Fig. 2 c) and Fig. 2
d). In Fig. 2 c), we plot the magnon current
as a function of the temperature difference
for the indicated values of the mean temper-
ature T0. Even though the factor αβ differs
for the left and right reservoirs, the formula
(9) is symmetrical with respect to the tem-
perature difference inversion, and thus the
magnon current is too. The current is ap-
proximately linear for a quite large range of
∆T . Particularly, the larger the mean tem-
perature, the rate of increase becomes smaller
at higher values of the temperature differ-
ence. However, the magnon current depen-
dence seems to be linear for the whole range
of ∆T for low mean temperatures (see red
curve). Moreover, the magnon current grows
with increasing values of the mean temper-
ature. Fig. 2 d) presents the magnon cur-
rent as a function of the temperature differ-
ence ∆T calculated for the indicated values of
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the applied magnetic field. It shows that the
magnon current decreases with increasing ap-
plied magnetic field for the reasons mentioned
in the previous paragraph.

Figure 3 presents the influence of the
magnon-magnon interactions on the magnon
current flowing through the system. To ex-
tract the information about the interactions,
we compare results obtained with α calcu-
lated self-consistently to ones obtained with
setting α = 1 in both leads, which indicates
ε̄qβ = εqβ. The interactions do not mat-
ter for low temperatures but become impor-
tant for sufficiently high temperatures. This
results from the temperature dependence of
magnon-magnon interaction factor αβ given
by Eq. (4), which influences both the Bose-
Einstein functions and coupling strengths via
the energy-dependent density of states given
by Eq. (10). Additionally, for sufficiently
low magnetic fields, these interactions seem
to have little impact on the magnon cur-
rent, whereas, for larger B, they influence it
greatly.

4 Conclusions

In conclusion, we have presented results
on the magnon current in the system con-
sisting of two magnetic insulators and a
quantum dot, generated through tempera-
ture differences. Particularly, we have pre-
sented thermally generated spin current as
a function of the applied magnetic field
and the temperature difference between the
magnonic reservoirs. We compared results
obtained for constant couplings with the ones

taking into account energy-dependent DOS
and temperature-dependent magnonic energy
renormalization. We showed that the de-
pendency of couplings on energy is impor-
tant and needs to be included, especially
for low-energy magnons, to obtain correct
results. Moreover, many-body interactions
of magnons leave their mark on the cur-
rent only for relatively high temperatures.
The presented results bring understanding of
the thermally generated spin current trans-
port in a quantum dot system coupled to
magnetic insulators which may stimulate fur-
ther experiments and help in designing spin
wave monochromators. Apart from that, the
present model, including energy-dependence
of the magnonic density of states, delivers
more realistic predictions, than those dis-
played in Ref. [37], especially in a low-energy
regime, and thus, are more relevant for com-
parison with future experimental data.
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