
Symmetry of the dissipation of surface acoustic waves by ferromagnetic
resonance

Florian Millo ,1, a) Rafael Lopes Seeger ,2 Claude Chappert ,1 Aurélie Solignac ,2 and Thibaut
Devolder 1, b)
1)Université Paris-Saclay, C2N, CNRS, 91120 Palaiseau, France
2)SPEC, CEA, CNRS, Université Paris-Saclay, 91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France

(Dated: December 17, 2024)

We study the symmetry of the coupling between surface acoustic waves and ferromagnetic resonance in a thin magnetic
film of CoFeB deposited on top of a piezoelectric Z-cut LiNbO3 substrate. We vary the orientation of the applied
magnetic field with respect to the wavevector of the surface acoustic wave. Experiments indicate an unexpected 2-fold
symmetry of the absorption of the SAW energy by the magnetic film. We discuss whether this symmetry can arise from
the magnetoelastic torque of the longitudinal strain and the magnetic susceptibility of ferromagnetic resonance. We find
that one origin of the 2-fold symmetry can be the weak in-plane uniaxial anisotropy present within the magnetic film.
This phenomena adds to the previously identified other source of 2-fold symmetry but shall persist for ultrathin films
when the dipolar interactions cease to contribute to the anisotropy of the slope of the spin wave dispersion relation.

Magnetoelasticity deals with the coupling of the mechani-
cal strain and the magnetic degrees of freedom. In particular,
it couples surface acoustic waves (SAW) and ferromagnetic
resonance (FMR) as theoretically discussed in ref. [1]. Exper-
imental demonstrations of this coupling were typically done
on heterostructures comprising first thick [2, 3], then thin [4–
7] magnetic films deposited on top of piezoelectric substrates.
The piezoelectric materials used in literature are often treated
as isotropic and the SAW-FMR coupling is generally found to
arise at four evenly spaced field orientations [4]. This 4-fold
symmetry of SAW-FMR coupling is thought to result directly
from the symmetry of the magnetoelastic torque of the longi-
tudinal strain induced by the SAW on the magnetic film [5–
7]. Huang et al. [8] have identified another contribution to
the symmetry of the coupling of SAW and spin waves: A cou-
pling with 2-fold symmetry can arise because the dispersion
relations of the spin waves have this same symmetry. For in-
stance, backward volume spin waves may be resonant with the
SAWs while magnetostatic surface spin waves may not. Be-
sides, a weak uniaxial anisotropy of the magnetic layers was
recently shown to also influence the symmetry of the SAW-
FMR coupling [9].

In this paper, we study the symmetry of the SAW-FMR
coupling in SAW devices comprised of magnetostrictive
Co40Fe40B20 (CoFeB) deposited on top of a Z-cut LiNbO3

substrate. We find an unexpected 2-fold symmetry of SAW-
FMR coupling, that is maximal at field orientations that do
not arise from arguments based on the anisotropy of spin wave
dispersion relations. We develop a model that takes into ac-
count the weak uniaxial anisotropy of the magnet and repro-
duces the main experimental trends.

The paper is organized as follows. Sect. I describes our
samples and experimental setup, as well as the obtained sym-
metry of the SAW-FMR coupling. In Sect. II, we discuss
the physical effects at play in SAW-FMR coupling and their
potential symmetries. Sect. III describes a model based on
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Smit & Beljers formalism [10] and discuss the expected im-
pact of magnetic anisotropy on the SAW-FMR coupling. In
Sect. IV, we compare the measurements with the outcomes of
the model. We then summarize the main conclusions.

I. EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF THE DISSIPATION OF
SURFACE ACOUSTIC WAVES BY COUPLING TO THE
MAGNETIZATION

We study the SAW-FMR coupling in the following mate-
rial system: Z-cut LiNbO3 / Ta(6 nm, buffer) / CoFeB(t = 34
nm) / Ru(0.4 nm) / Ta(3 nm, cap). The SAWs in this mate-
rial and this specific crystalline orientation are very close to
Rayleigh SAWs [11]. They are generated using 70 nm-thick
aluminium interdigitated transducers (IDTs) of fundamental
frequency f1 = 430 MHz. A split-52 design [12] is used
to efficiently excite the odd and even harmonic SAWs at fre-
quencies fn = nf1, n ∈ N∗ [see Fig. 1(a)]. The SAWs are
launched in the Y crystalline direction of LiNbO3. We pattern
the CoFeB films in a rectangular structure between the two
IDTs. Its properties include a magnetization of µ0Ms = 1.71
T and in-plane uniaxial anisotropy of µ0Hu = 1.5 mT [13]
oriented with an angle φu. The magnetoelastic coefficients of
CoFeB are assumed to be B1 ≈ B2 = −7.6× 106 J/m3 [14].

The field dependence of the SAW transmission parameter
S21 is measured with a Vector Network Analyzer (VNA). The
S21’s are systematically post-processed using a time-gating
procedure [15] with gate start 0.23 µs and gate stop 0.3 µs.
This removes the electromagnetic feed-through and improves
the signal-to-noise ratio, revealing clearly the SAW harmon-
ics [Fig. 1(b)]. The frequencies fn of the SAW harmon-
ics are consistent with a SAW phase velocity VSAW = 3870
m/s, in-line with the expected value for a Z-cut Y-propagating
LiNbO3 material [16].

The measurements are done for applied in-plane dc fields
µ0|H⃗0| ∈ [−10, 10] mT of variable orientations ψ ∈
[0◦, 360◦]. The information of SAW-FMR coupling is en-
coded in the variation ∆S21 [dB] of the IDT-to-IDT trans-
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Figure 1. a) Experimental configuration and definitions. The SAWs are excited using a split-52 IDT using the first port of a VNA and the
transmission is collected at the second port. The IDTs periodicity is λSAW = 9 µm and the finger width is w = 0.9 µm. A CoFeB rectangle
of length d = 800 µm is placed between the IDTs. {xyz} is the reference frame of the in-plane dc field H⃗0 ∥ ˆ⃗x, and {XY Z} is the reference
frame of the LiNbO3 crystal. EA stands for easy axis. b) Example of time-gated transmission signal S21 defining the SAW frequencies
fn = nf1 GHz for n = 1, 2, 3, 4 and f1 = 0.43 GHz. c) Field dependence of ∆S21 for a field oriented at ψ = 15◦ and at f4 = 1.72

GHz. The arrows sketch the field sweeping direction. d) Measured maximum (negative) value of ∆S21 at f4 and µ0|H⃗0| = 4 mT versus the
orientation of the applied field. Note the 2-fold symmetry.

mission parameter defined as:

∆S21(H0, ψ, f) = 20 log10

(
|S21(H0, ψ, f)|
|S21(Href, ψ, f)|

)
(1)

where the µ0Href = −10 mT is a reference magnetic field
chosen far from the SAW-FMR resonance fields. Fig. 1(c)
shows the hysteretic behaviour of the SAW-FMR coupling
∆S21(H0, f) for a field orientation at ψ = 15◦ and at the
frequency f4. The coupling is maximal at µ0|H⃗0| ≈ ±3.5−4
mT, and leads to an extra loss of 4 dB [see Fig. 1(c)]. The
maximum of the extra loss depends on the field orientation ψ
with respect to the SAW wavevector direction [see Fig. 1(d)].
In contrast to the commonly reported 4-fold symmetry, we
find that ∆S21(H0, ψ, f) exhibits a clear 2-fold symmetry:
the SAW energy is significantly absorbed only for two field
orientations ψ = 15 and 195◦. The next section inquires
which physical effects can lead to this peculiar symmetry.

II. SYMMETRIES OF THE MAGNETO-ACOUSTIC
COUPLING

Past studies have identified different sources of the ob-
served symmetry in the coupling of SAW to magnetization

dynamics. These sources are conveniently revealed by the an-
gular dependence of the three metrics plotted in Fig. 2:

(i) The first metric is the magnetoelastic field arising from
the longitudinal strain ϵxx, also called tickle field or torkance.
It occurs in an isotropic magnetic film at uniform resonance
[Fig. 2(a)]. In this magnetically isotropic case, the equilib-
rium magnetization orientation matches with that of the field
(φ0 = ψ) and the magnetoelastic field has a perfect 4-fold
symmetry that can be calculated following Weiler et al. [4].

(ii) The second relevant metric is the spin wave resonance
frequency of isotropic magnetic film for spin waves (SWs) of
finite wavevectors [Fig. 2(b)], that can be calculated follow-
ing Kalinikos and Slavin [17]. The SW resonance frequency
exhibits a 2-fold symmetry with maxima at ψ = ±π/2. Since
the magnetic susceptibility peaks when in resonant conditions,
the SAW-SW coupling shall reflect this 2-fold symmetry, as
discussed in ref. [8]. For didactic purposes, we shall not in-
clude this effect in our forthcoming model, since we aim at
discussing the specific role of uniaxial anisotropy.

(iii) The last relevant metric is the frequency of the uni-
form resonance (FMR-mode) in magnetic films with uniaxial
anisotropy [Fig. 2(c)], that can be calculated according to Smit
& Beljers [10]. This FMR has a 2-fold symmetry versus field
orientation. This symmetry should also appear in the angular



3

Figure 2. Illustration of the symmetries at play in magnetoelastic
coupling, evaluated for a field of µ0|H⃗0| = 4 mT of variable orien-
tation, and for a CoFeB magnetic film of thickness 34 nm. a) Tickle
field (torkance) for an isotropic magnetic film subjected to a sole lon-
gitudinal strain according to ref. [4]. b) Spin waves (SW) frequency
[17] evaluated at SW wavevector k4 = 2.8 rad/µm for an isotropic
magnetic film. The green line represents the FMR ωSW(k = 0)
value. c) FMR frequency evaluated for a uniaxial anisotropy field
µ0Hu = 1.5 mT oriented at φu = 105◦. The vertical lines repre-
sent the easy and hard axes (EA, HA).

dependence of the SAW-FMR coupling, as we shall model in
the next section.

III. MODEL OF THE DISSIPATION OF THE SAW ENERGY
BY FMR

A. Formalism

We use the Smit & Beljers formalism [10] to describe the
ferromagnetic resonance. The total energy E [J/m3] for the
configuration given in Fig. 1(a) is [18],

E = −µ0Ms|H⃗0| [cos(φ− ψ)] +
µ0M

2
s

2
cos2(θ)

−Hu
µ0Ms

2
sin2(θ) cos2(φ− φu), (2)

where the first term is the Zeeman energy, the second term is
the demagnetization energy, and the third term is the in-plane

uniaxial anisotropy. Numerical energy minimization yields
the ground state of the magnetization (M⃗ ), described in the
usual spherical coordinates by θ0 (inclination from +ˆ⃗z axis)
and φ0 (revolutions in the xy plane). The small fluctuations
δθ ≪ 1 and δφ≪ 1 about the ground state are described by,

θ = θ0 + δθ

φ = φ0 + δφ. (3)

Under the application of rf fields {hθ, hφ}, the small per-
turbations of the magnetization can then be expressed as,

iω

γ

(
δθ
δφ

)
=←→χ

(
hθ
hφ

)
. (4)

In Eq. 4, ←→χ is the magnetization susceptibility defined as
[18],

←→χ =
(γ/Ms)

2

(1 + α2)ω2 − ω2
FMR + iαωγ

Ms
(Eθθ + Eφφ)

×

(
Eφφ − iαωMs

γ
iωMs

γ

− iωMs

γ Eθθ − iαωMs

γ

)
(5)

where γ > 0 is the gyromagnetic ratio, ω = 2πfSAW is the
SAW frequency, ωFMR is the FMR frequency and the sub-
scripts of E mean their second partial derivatives with respect
to θ and φ. For in-plane magnetized film θ0 = π/2 and φ0 are
found by numerically minimizing Eq. 2. The FMR frequency
ωFMR

∣∣
φ=φ0

is defined as,

ωFMR = γµ0

√
|H⃗0| cos(φ0 − ψ) +Hu cos[2(φ0 − φu)]

×
√
|H⃗0| cos(φ0 − ψ) +Ms +Hu cos2(φ0 − φu).

(6)

In this study we consider only the longitudinal strain of the
SAW, hence the magnetoelastic energy (mel) is [11],

Emel = B1ϵxxm
2
x. (7)

The SAW-FMR coupling is studied in the reference frame
{xyz} of the magnetic field H⃗0. Hence a proper transforma-
tion from {XY Z} to {xyz} reference frame is performed in
a similar way as in refs. [4, 11]. We then deduce from Eq. 7,
the in-plane tickle field hθ generated by SAW as,

hθ =
2B1

µ0Ms
ϵXX cos (φ0) sin (ψ), (8)

where ϵXX = 0.76 × 10−5 is a typical value for a Z-cut
LiNbO3 material [11]. Since we consider in-plane magne-
tized films, the hφ component of the magnetoelastic field van-
ishes at first order19. To quantify the SAW-FMR coupling we
use the time-averaged power transmitted to the magnetic film
(W/m2, power per unit surface where SAWs are present) [11],

∆P = −µ0ωt

2
Im
(
h†θ ·
←→χ · hθ

) ∣∣∣
φ=φ0

, (9)

where the dagger symbol means transpose-conjugate.
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Figure 3. Angular dependence of SAW-FMR coupling when varying
the uniaxial anisotropy field µ0Hu and keeping constants µ0|H⃗0| =
4 mT, uniaxial anisotropy angle φu = 105◦, α = 0.01 and SAW
frequency f4 = 1.72 GHz. The vertical lines represent the easy and
hard axes (EA, HA). The green curve is the best fit of the measure-
ments.

B. Effect of the strength of uniaxial magnetic anisotropy
on SAW-FMR coupling

We first investigate the SAW-FMR coupling when there is
an in-plane uniaxial anisotropy of variable strength [Fig. 3].
The specific role of Hu can be revealed by keeping con-
stant the direction φu = 105◦ of the easy axis and the
SAW frequency. The isotropic case (Hu = 0) [see the top
of Fig. 3] leads to the well-known 4-fold symmetry where
∀ψ, ∆P (ψ) = ∆P (ψ + nπ/2) with n ∈ Z, with the max-
imum coupling occurring at ψres = π/4 + nπ/2 [4]. How-
ever by incrementing Hu the 4-fold symmetry is progres-
sively lost while a 2-fold symmetry is always maintained,
i.e., ∀ψ, ∆P (ψ) = ∆P (ψ + nπ) still holds. For small
anisotropy, the maximum coupling occurs in between the
previous π/4 + nπ/2 orientations and the hard axis of the
anisotropy. The coupling is maximal for anisotropy fields of
typically 2 mT. At anisotropy fields much larger than the ap-
plied field (last panel in Fig. 3) the maximum coupling finally
tends to align with the hard axis. Since the orientation of the
field leading to maximum coupling can change, it is worth

Figure 4. Angular dependence of SAW-FMR coupling when varying
the uniaxial anisotropy angle φu and keeping constants µ0|H⃗0| =
4 mT, uniaxial anisotropy field µ0Hu = 1.5 mT, α = 0.01 and
SAW frequency f4 = 1.72 GHz. The vertical lines represent the
easy and hard axes (EA, HA). The green curve is the best fit of the
measurements.

studying the impact of the orientation φu of the easy axis.

C. Effect of the orientation of uniaxial magnetic
anisotropy on SAW-FMR coupling

We now investigate the SAW-FMR coupling when rotating
the easy axis. Fig. 4 shows that as soon as there is some uni-
axial anisotropy, whatever its orientation, the SAW-FMR cou-
pling looses its 4-fold symmetry and only the 2-fold symmetry
remains. It is worth noticing that when either of the princi-
pal axes of the uniaxial magnetic anisotropy is along x (i.e.
for φu = nπ/2 for n ∈ Z), there are 4 orientations leading
to maximum SAW-FMR coupling. Two of the maxima pro-
gressively disappear when departing from these orientations.
The parameters chosen in Fig. 4 include H0 > Hu such that
ωFMR(ψ) > ω4 for ∀φu of the easy axis. This results in maxi-
mum coupling that is always near the hard axis. We will come
back to this point in the discussion. Before proceeding with
this discussion, we also investigate the frequency dependence
of the angular-resolved SAW-FMR coupling.
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Figure 5. Angular dependence of SAW-FMR coupling when varying
the SAW frequency fSAW, and keeping constants µ0|H⃗0| = 4 mT,
uniaxial anisotropy field µ0Hu = 1.5 mT, the uniaxial anisotropy
angle φu = 105◦ and α = 0.01. The vertical lines represent the
easy and hard axes (EA, HA).

D. Effect of the frequency on the SAW-FMR coupling

We will finally discuss the symmetry of SAW-FMR cou-
pling when varying the SAW frequency fSAW at which the
coupling is evaluated [Fig. 5]. At the lowest SAW frequency
fSAW = f1 = 0.43 GHz, the SAW is very far from being
resonant with the FMR and the coupling is consequently very
low [see the top panel of Fig. 5]. The maximum coupling is
achieved for applied fields oriented close to the hard axis. The
coupling is much stronger at intermediate frequencies when
there exists field orientations for which the SAW can be reso-
nant with the FMR. Since the FMR frequency depends on the
field orientation, the coupling peaks at field orientations that
depends strongly on the applied frequency. Finally at very
large frequencies, the SAW can no longer be resonant with the
FMR such that the magnitude of the coupling decreases and
the 4-fold symmetry is almost recovered. The maxima of the
coupling tend to correspond to the orientations of maximum
torkance of the isotropic system [see Fig. 2(a)], i.e. they occur
at orientations near π/4, 3π/4, 5π/4 and 7π/4 [see the bot-
tom panel of Fig. 5] with little dependence on the orientation
of the easy axis (not shown).

E. Practical Consequences of the model

In summary, our model predicts that a 4-fold symmetry
of the SAW-FMR coupling is only possible for magneti-
cally isotropic material. As soon as some magnetic uniaxial
anisotropy is present in the sample and whatever its orienta-
tion, the symmetry is reduced to 2-fold.

The magnitude of the SAW-FMR coupling can be under-
stood from the angular dependence of the torkance [Fig. 2(a)]
and from the detuning between the SAW and the FMR-mode
frequencies [Fig. 2(c)]. The magnitude of the coupling is typ-
ically low in large detuning conditions, i.e., when the applied
frequency is much below, or much above the FMR for all
field orientations. In this case, the (weak) maxima of the cou-
pling tend to coincide with the orientations of the maximum
torkance of the isotropic system [Fig. 2(a)]. The coupling
is maximal for magnetization orientations φ0 at π/4, 3π/4,
5π/4 and 7π/4. For H0 ≫ Hu the magnetization is almost
aligned with the applied field such that, this maximum cou-
pling tends to correspond to the same field orientations, ψ at
π/4, 3π/4, 5π/4 and 7π/4.

The SAW-FMR coupling is strong when the applied fre-
quency can hit the FMR, except when this requires a magne-
tization orientation that happen to coincide with a vanishing
torkance, i.e., when φ0 = nπ/2. In a correlated manner, the
strongest maxima of the coupling occur when the SAW fre-
quency matches the FMR for a field orientation that leads to
one of the high torkance orientations (φ0 = π/2 + nπ/4).

This can be used to formulate a rule of thumb to en-
sure large coupling. A very good coupling can be ex-
pected when H0 = Hu, φu = 0 and when the
SAW frequency is set in-between the easy axis frequency
γ0
√

(H0 +Hu)(H0 +Hu +Ms) and the hard axis fre-
quency γ0

√
(H0 −Hu)(H0 −Hu +Ms). Indeed in this

case, the matching of the FMR resonance with fSAW is ob-
tained for a field orientation that is in between the easy and
the hard axis, which leads to a magnetization orientation that
is also in between the easy and the hard axis. We then have
approximately ψ ≈ φ0 ≈ π/4 which coincides with the maxi-
mum torkance, thereby providing strong SAW-FMR coupling.

As a last comment, let us examine the situation of large ap-
plied fields, i.e. H0 > Hu. In this case, rotating the applied
field along a full turn ψ ∈ [0→ 2π] triggers a full continuous
turn of the magnetization φ0 ∈ [0 → 2π]. As a result, the
system crosses the zero torkance magnetization orientations
φ0 = nπ/2 four times, such that regardless of the matching
or non-matching of the resonances, the coupling must van-
ish 4 times during this full rotation of the applied field. This
happens in all panels of Figs. 4 and 5, as well as in all pan-
els of Fig. 1 except the very bottom one. Any experimental
deviation from this "four zeros" rule is indicative that other
components of the strain tensor are magnetoelastically active.

Although we are aware that our model neglects the
anisotropy of the SW dispersion relation [Fig. 2(b)] as well as
the contributions from the shear strain and from the magneto-
rotation coupling [11], we will compare the predictions of
SAW-FMR coupling to experimental measurements to clarify
what our model captures and what it misses.
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Figure 6. Field orientation and field strength dependence of Y-propagating SAW absorption in the heterostructure comprised of Z-cut LiNbO3

/ CoFeB(34 nm). Measurements (∆S21 [dB]) conducted at a) f3 = 1.29 GHz and at b) f4 = 1.72 GHz. Theory (∆P [nW/m2]) implemented
at c) f3 = 1.29 GHz and at d) f4 = 1.72 GHz. Fitted parameters are µ0Hu = 1.5 mT, φu = 105◦, and α = 0.01.

IV. COMPARISON BETWEEN MEASUREMENTS AND
THEORY

In this section we compare the measurements with the
model developed in Sect. III. Fig. 6 reports the dependence
of the SAW-FMR coupling versus field amplitude and orien-
tation, i.e., maps of the experimental ∆S21(H0, ψ) and the
modeled ∆P (H0, ψ) for the SAW frequencies f3 and f4.
A damping of α = 0.01 was assumed to account for the
linewidths seen in the measurements. The model has suc-
cesses and limitations.

The model clearly reproduces the 2-fold symmetry of the
coupling. The high coupling zones are visible in all pan-
els of Fig. 6 as dark tilted segments emerging from uni-
formly colored regions with no coupling. These coupling
maxima are predicted at the correct field orientations (ψres =
15◦ ∼ 30◦ + n 180◦) and for the correct field strengths (e. g.
µ0|H⃗0, res| = 3 ∼ 5 mT). The increase of the coupling with
increasing SAW frequency is also clearly reproduced. For in-
stance both the predicted ∆P and the measured |∆S21| dou-
ble when passing from f3 to f420.

Despite these successes, the model wrongly predicts a faint
but finite coupling at low fields for large intervals of orien-
tations near ψ = 135◦ and 315◦. This is seen as ∨-shaped
halos in Fig. 6(d) and their narrower counterparts in Fig. 6(c).
These halos are absent from the experimental data. This lim-
itation of the model can be understood from Fig. 2(b). In the

regions where ψ ≈ φ0 ≈ 0 or π, the spin waves have a back-
ward volume character with almost vanishing group velocity
such that their frequency is very close to FMR and thus quite
well described by the Eq. 6 used in the model. The predic-
tions are thus correct when they concern these field orienta-
tions and spin waves of backward volume character. In con-
trast, the spin waves have a magnetostatic surface wave char-
acter (hence with large group velocity) in the regions where
ψ ≈ φ0 ≈ π/2, such that the spin wave frequency are very
different from the FMR frequency used in the model. The
real detuning is thus substantially underestimated by Eq. 6 for
these magnetization orientations. Accounting for the real de-
tuning would substantially suppress the coupling for these ori-
entations and likely account for the experimentally observed
values.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the coupling between surface acous-
tic waves propagating in the Y crystalline direction of a Z-cut
LiNbO3 substrate, and the magnetization of the CoFeB thin
film. Our experiments show that the dissipation of the SAW
energy by its coupling to the magnetic film depends on the
strength and on the orientation of the applied magnetic field,
with a clear 2-fold symmetry. This symmetry cannot be ac-
counted for by the sole angular variation of the magnetoelastic
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torque of the longitudinal strain.
Using a model based on the magnetic susceptibility of the

ferromagnetic resonance, we show that this 2-fold symmetry
can arise from the combination of the magnetoelastic torque
of the longitudinal strain and the presence of some in-plane
uniaxial anisotropy within the magnetic material. The model
is meant to evidence the role of uniaxial anisotropy and there-
fore does neither take into account the contributions of shear
strains, nor that of the lattice rotations, which are of both of
secondary importance for thin in-plane magnetized systems
like ours. Our model is nominally restricted to the sole uni-
form ferromagnetic resonance, but is applicable whenever the
involved spin waves have frequencies close to the uniform res-
onance. The model will thus be applicable in the case in ul-
trathin films for magnetostatic spin waves, but when in thick
films, it is restricted to the coupling of SAWs with spin waves
of wavevectors close to the magnetostatic backward volume
configuration. We have calculated how the strength of the
uniaxial anisotropy, its orientation and the frequency of the
used SAW frequency matter for the symmetry of the coupling.
The model reproduces the experimental findings except in the
regions where the involved spin waves have frequencies far
from the uniform resonance. Our findings can be used to for-
mulate rules of thumb to ensure large SAW to spin wave cou-
pling in the case of magnetic material exhibiting some uniax-
ial anisotropy.
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