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Controlling spin current lies at the heart of spintronics and its applications. The sign 

of spin currents is monotonous in ferromagnets once the current direction is 

determined. Spin currents in antiferromagnets can possess opposite polarization, but 

requires enormous magnetic fields to lift the degeneracy. Controlling spin currents 

with different polarization is urgently demanded but remains hitherto elusive. Here, we 

demonstrate the control of spin currents at room temperature by magnon interference 

in a canted antiferromagnet, hematite recently also classified as an altermagnet. 

Magneto-optical characterization by Brillouin light scattering revealed that the spatial 

periodicity of the beating patterns was tunable via the microwave frequency. The 

inverse spin-Hall voltage changed sign as the frequency was scanned, i.e., a 

frequency-controlled switching of polarization in pure spin currents was obtained. Our 

work marks the use of antiferromagnetic magnon interference to control spin currents, 

which substantially extends the horizon for the emerging field of coherent 

antiferromagnetic spintronics. 

Spin waves, or their quanta magnons1,2, can coherently transfer spin information without Joule heating. 

They are therefore promising as information carriers for next-generation spintronic devices with ultra-

low power consumption. Spin-wave interference3-7, as a key signature for magnon coherence, is at the 

heart of numerous coherent spintronic devices, such as spin-wave logic circuits8,9, magnonic 

directional couplers10 and neural networks11. Recently, coherent antiferromagnetic spintronics12-14 has 

attracted extensive interest for exploiting spin coherence in antiferromagnets for ultrafast information 

processing with high reliability. The authors of Ref. 15 studied optical excitation of spin wave pulses 

in the single-crystal antiferromagnet DyFeO3 below 90 K and suggested about coherence-mediated 
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logic devices. To reach this goal, experimental evidence of magnon interference is a key prerequisite. 

However, magnon interference in a true antiferromagnet has not been observed, despite some studies 

on antiferromagnetically coupled ferromagnetic multilayers16,17. In this work, we report the direct 

observation at room temperature of interference between coherently excited antiferromagnetic 

magnons in single-crystal α-Fe2O3, also known as hematite18-21.  Hematite is a canted antiferromagnet 

at room temperature and also classified recently as an altermagnet22-24. The interference pattern occurs 

over several wavelengths and is spatially imaged by micro-focused Brillouin light scattering 

spectroscopy (μ-BLS). We observe that the spatial beating pattern periodicity becomes smaller at a 

higher excitation frequency. By placing a Pt bar at a certain position (𝑠) from the magnon emitter (Fig. 

1a), we detect pure spin current signals and investigate the inverse spin Hall effect (ISHE) which 

oscillates as a function of frequency between positive and negative values. These signals reflect the 

alternating spin polarization induced by the interference of antiferromagnetic magnons. We ascribe 

these independent measurements to interferences between an in-plane polarized bulk spin-wave 

mode25-27 and an out-of-plane polarized surface spin-wave mode28. A distinct nonreciprocal behavior 

is observed in both the optical (μ-BLS) and electrical (ISHE) measurements, which supports the 

surface magnon interpretation. Our findings offer a means of controlling spin-precessional 

polarization without changing magnetic field or temperature, and thus provide new opportunities for 

coherent antiferromagnetic spintronics with enhanced versatility of magnons as information carriers 

for next-generation logic and computation. 
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Fig. 1 | Antiferromagnetic spin-wave interference in spatial and frequency domains. a, Schematic diagram of the 

device studied with micro-focused Brillouin light scattering (µ -BLS) and inverse spin-Hall voltage ( 𝑉ISHE ) detection. 

Antiferromagnetic spin waves are coherently excited in hematite (α-Fe2O3) by a gold antenna (200 nm wide, 100 µ m long 

and 120 nm thick). The 𝑥𝑦 plane is the magnetic anisotropy easy plane. A Pt bar (300 nm wide, 100 µ m long and 7 nm thick) 

is used as a detector for pure spin currents via the inverse spin-Hall effect. The BLS laser detects magnon intensities at a 

distance (𝑑) from the antenna and with a spatial resolution of 250 nm. In this study, a magnetic field is applied in-plane at 

an angle θ = 45°  with respect to the 𝑦 axis. b, Illustration of the interference between two magnon modes with vertical and 

horizontal spin-precessional polarizations. After a propagation distance 𝑠, a phase difference of Δφ = Δ𝑘 𝑠 builds up and 

produces right-handed (RH) total spin precession when Δφ = π/2 and left-handed (LH) one when Δφ = −π/2. c, The BLS 

intensity measured as a function of the distance. The excitation frequency is set at 16.2 GHz and a magnetic field of -50 

mT is applied. d, 𝑉ISHE measured by the Pt detector at 𝑠 = 9 μm as a function of excitation frequency. Here, the applied 

magnetic field is -20 mT. The input microwave power is set at 15 dBm. White and gray regions mark respectively the right-

handed (RH) and left-handed (LH) precessions with reversed 𝑉ISHE signs. 

We study a single-crystal hematite film with the 𝑐 axis [0001] pointing perpendicular to the film plane 

(Methods). Below the Morin temperature (~266 K), the sample is in the easy-axis phase with no 

detectable net magnetic moment (Supplementary Fig. S1). At room temperature, however, the sample 
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is in an easy-plane phase exhibiting a small canted moment which allows for a low-frequency 

antiferromagnetic magnon mode20,21. We employ an experimental scheme (Fig. 1a) with broadband 

excitation using a nano-stripline (NSL) antenna29 (Supplementary Fig. S2) and characterize the 

magnon propagation by the µ-BLS. A Pt bar is placed at a distance (𝑠) from the NSL for the magnon 

detection by the ISHE30,31 (Methods). The ISHE is sensitive to pure spin currents32 and its sign depends 

on the magnon handedness33,34 (Fig. 1b), i.e., left-handed and right-handed total spin precessions. 

Figure 1c shows the spatial variation of colour-coded BLS spectra probed by the focused laser spot 

when scanning from distance 𝑑 = 5 μm to 𝑑 = 20 μm for an excitation frequency of 16.2 GHz in a 

field of -50 mT. The lineplot is extracted at the same detection frequency of 16.2 GHz. An oscillatory 

signal variation is clearly observed on the background of an exponential decay of the magnon 

amplitude as a function of distance 𝑑. We consider the oscillation to arise from a standing beating 

pattern as a consequence of the interference between two antiferromagnetic (AFM) spin waves. If 

these two modes show different magnon polarizations (predominantly vertical and horizontal) and 

wavelength (𝜆), the superposition of these two coherently excited modes will not only exhibit the 

beating pattern of the magnon intensity but also lead to the oscillation of magnon handedness as 

illustrated in Fig. 1b. This interpretation is corroborated by our ISHE measurements. Figure 1d 

presents 𝑉ISHE  measured on a Pt detector30-32 placed at 𝑠 = 9 μm and plotted as a function of the 

frequency from 13 GHz to 17 GHz with an applied magnetic field of -20 mT. The 𝑉ISHE sign reversal 

indicates the alternation between right-handed (RH) and left-handed (LH) precession orientations. The 

positive 𝑉ISHE indicates right-handed precession whereas the negative 𝑉ISHE is the signature of left-

handed ones. The handedness is defined in reference to the control experiment performed on an 

yttrium iron garnet (YIG) film which is known to present only right-handed precession30,31 

(Supplementary Fig. S3). The BLS measurement at a set frequency (16.2 GHz) gives direct evidence 
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of the magnon interference in the real space. The oscillatory ISHE voltage gives direct evidence of the 

interference by scanning the frequency at a set detector position (𝑠 = 9 μm). 

 

Fig. 2 | BLS spatial mapping of the AFM magnon interference at different frequencies. a-c, Spatially resolved BLS 

measurement of magnon interference with continuous-wave microwave excitation at frequencies (𝑓RF) of 15.4 GHz (a), 15.9 

GHz (b) and 16.2 GHz (c). A magnetic field of -50 mT is applied at 45° with respect to the propagation direction. The BLS 

detection frequency (𝑓BLS) is swept about the excitation frequency. The BLS intensity is presented for the distance (𝑑) from 

5 µ m to 18 µ m in a colour scale after considering an exponential decay compensation. d-f, Lineplots extracted with the 

condition of 𝑓BLS = 𝑓RF for 15.4 GHz (d), 15.9 GHz (e) and 16.2 GHz (f). The periodicity of the interference pattern is fitted 

to be 5.5 (±0.2) µ m, 5.1 (±0.2) µ m and 4.1 (±0.3) µ m, respectively. g-i, Calculated spatial distribution of the normalized 

spin current polarization at difference excitation frequencies. The blue colour indicates a positive spin polarization, whereas 

the red colour indicates a negative spin polarization.  

When the microwave excitation frequency (𝑓RF) is tuned, the magnon interference pattern observed in 

the BLS spatial mapping changes accordingly as shown in Fig. 2a-c for 15.4 GHz, 15.9 GHz and 16.2 

GHz, respectively. The colour-scale BLS intensity is compensated35 for the distance-dependent decay 

of the magnon intensity (Methods). For the case when the BLS detection frequency equals the 
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microwave excitation frequency ( 𝑓BLS = 𝑓RF ), we extract line plots from the compensated BLS 

intensity as a function of the probing distance (𝑑) from the antenna and present the data in Figs. 2d-f 

at different frequencies. The periodicity of the oscillatory pattern is extracted to be 5.5 (±0.2) µm, 5.1 

(±0.2) µm and 4.1 (±0.3) µm for 15.4 GHz, 15.9 GHz and 16.2 GHz, respectively. This excitation 

frequency dependence of BLS spatial mapping is consistent with that of ISHE measurement showing 

alternating voltage signals when the Pt detector is placed at a fixed position (Fig. 1d). According to a 

simple theoretical model of interference between bulk acoustic magnon mode of hematite and another 

vertically polarized spin oscillation (Methods), the beating of BLS intensity should be accompanied 

by alternating spin current polarization36,37 with the same spatial periodicity as shown in Figs. 2g-i. 

The frequency dependence of periodicity can be predicted from the bulk magnon dispersion relation, 

which agrees qualitatively with the observation. A full chart of spin current polarization calculated as 

a function of both frequency and distance is presented in Supplementary Fig. S4i, which agrees 

reasonably well with both the distance-dependent BLS measurement and the frequency-dependent 

spin pumping measurement. 
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Fig. 3 | Nonreciprocal behavior of AFM magnon interference. a, The BLS spatial mapping measured at -10 mT along 

45° with the RF antenna placed at the centre position (𝑑 = 0 μm). The excitation microwave frequency is set at 12.4 GHz. 

b, Inverse spin-Hall voltages measured on the left Pt detector (𝑉L) plotted as a function of magnetic field and excitation 

frequency. The distance between the antenna and Pt bar is 8 µ m. c, Coloured SEM image of the device with Pt detectors 

on both sides of the NSL antenna. White scale bar, 5 µ m. Magnetic field (H) is swept at 45° with respect to the antenna. d, 

Inverse spin-Hall detection of spin currents at the right Pt bar (𝑉R). e, Single line plots extracted from the data measured on 

the left Pt detector (upper panel) and the right Pt detector (bottom panel). The magnetic field is set at -10 mT. f, Manipulation 

of spin currents by tuning the excitation frequency between 14.8 GHz (right-handed) and 14.3 GHz (left-handed). The 

microwave power is set at 15 dBm. A magnetic field of -40 mT is applied at θ = 45°.  

To gain more insights into the nature of the interference, we placed the microwave antenna at the 

centre of the hematite sample, and conducted the BLS spatial mapping on both sides of the antenna. 

Figure 3a shows that the magnon intensities on the right side is stronger than those on the left side 

reflecting nonreciprocal spin-wave propagation. The strong nonreciprocity is also electrically detected 
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with two Pt bars (Figs. 3b and 3d) placed on the left and right sides of the antenna as shown in the 

microscope image in Fig. 3c. Figures 3b and 3d present the inverse spin-Hall voltages measured on 

the left and right Pt detectors, respectively and plotted as a function of excitation frequency and applied 

magnetic field. A number of oscillations of 𝑉ISHE are observed over broad frequency and field regimes. 

More oscillations of 𝑉ISHE  are detected in the frequency domain with an increasing propagation 

distance (s) as shown in Supplementary Fig. S4. The angular dependence of 𝑉ISHE (Supplementary Fig. 

S5) is measured and qualitatively consistent with the conventional (𝐴 sin2 θ + 𝐵) cos θ shape that 

takes account of the efficiencies of antenna excitation and ISHE detection30,31. Oscillations of 𝑉ISHE 

persist over virtually all directions, however, with a small in-plane magnetic anisotropy and a clear 

nonreciprocity27. In most of the measurements, we employ the θ = 45°  configuration to attain 

efficiency in both excitation and detection. At a negative applied field, e.g., -10 mT, the ISHE voltages 

detected on the right Pt bar are significantly larger than those detected on the left side (Fig. 3e), 

whereas at positive fields, the left side exhibits stronger ISHE voltages than the right side. The 

asymmetric magnon propagation (intensity) to the left and to the right with wave vectors (−𝑘) and 

(+𝑘), respectively, indicates that at least one of the interfering magnon modes is chiral, which could 

potentially be a surface mode of the Damon-Eshbach type38 or a surface magnon polariton39 in an 

antiferromagnet. A recent report on nonreciprocal propagation of spin waves in hematite attributed its 

findings to the presence of dipolar-exchange surface spin waves27. We are unable to fully confirm this 

identification, however, as the surface mode exists in a very narrow range of θ according to the 

existing theoretical model40 while our nonreciprocal interference pattern is detected across all angles 

except for θ ≈ 0°, ±90°, ±180° . The bulk magnon mode has an elliptic precession of a large 

eccentricity with its major axis lying in-plane. Hence, the interfering magnon mode must have a 

predominantly out-of-plane linear polarization in order to account for the alternating spin current, 



10 
 

something which the tiny dipolar field alone cannot induce. Although the optical mode of the 

antiferromagnetic resonance does possess an appropriate polarization36, its frequency is well above 

100 GHz and too high to be relevant in our experiment. Another possible candidate may be a classical 

analogue of spin-singlet edge states in 1D antiferromagnetic spin chains41, although such microscopic 

modelling of hematite is beyond the scope of this study and left for a future work. 

Our assignment of the observed BLS and ISHE effects to interference are further confirmed with the 

following experiments. First, power-dependent data showed that the 𝑉ISHE oscillation existed in the 

linear excitation regime (Supplementary Fig. S6). This observation further supports our hypothesis 

that linear interference causes alternating spin currents. Second, we found that the use of an NSL was 

necessary to obtain this interference effect. We conducted conventional spin pumping in a flip-chip 

configuration (Supplementary Fig. S7) using a 75-m-wide CPW antenna which was two orders of 

magnitude wider than the NSL and prevented the emission of short-wave magnons. The results on 

hematite were consistent with previous studies20,21, where only the ordinary right-handed spin 

precession was observed. Third, we also found that below the Morin temperature, where the canted 

moment vanishes, the oscillatory 𝑉ISHE  signal disappeared (Supplementary Fig. S8). This 

experimental observation confirms that the alternating spin currents at room temperature arise 

primarily from the precession of the canted moment associated with propagating AFM magnons 

coherently excited at the NSL. 

Finally, we show that potential spurious effects which could appear as an interference can be 

eliminated. In order to check whether the crosstalk-induced ac current in Pt caused a rectification 

owing to the sizable spin-Hall magnetoresistance (SMR) of hematite42, we fabricated devices with 

different ISHE detectors (Supplementary Fig. S9), namely Pt and W. At a given field and frequency, 
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the 𝑉ISHE sign was reversed for Pt and W due to their opposite spin-Hall angles43,44. Since SMR is 

known to be proportional to the square of spin-Hall angle, this eliminates the crosstalk-induced current 

rectification as a primary mechanism of the interference. Other possible ac signals in hematite include 

phonons, which nevertheless couple very weakly with magnons. The phonons are not expected to be 

excited efficiently in those experiments as the hematite crystal respects inversion symmetry and 

consequently there is no piezoelectric effect. Even if they were excited efficiently through acoustic 

resonance, they would be unable to affect the spin-wave precession across such a wide range of 

frequency and magnetic field.  

To conclude, we provide an experimental demonstration (Fig. 3f) of the control over pure spin current 

by simply tuning the excitation microwave frequency, which leads deterministically to negative and 

positive ISHE voltages at a given applied field. This frequency-controlled spin injection could be used 

to switch the magnetization of a nanomagnet located at the surface of hematite, thus providing a 

convenient technique to switch the nanomagnet45 back and forth with frequency-tunable magnon spin 

torque46,47 (see Supplementary Fig. S10 for a proposed device). The antiferromagnetic magnon 

interference observed in this work offers a means of controlling spin current polarization without 

changing magnetic field or temperature, and thus expands the horizons for magnonics enhancing the 

versatility of magnons as information carriers for next-generation logic and computing48.  
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Methods 

Sample information and device fabrication. The c-cut α-Fe2O3 single-crystalline bulk sample is a 

commercial product from the company SurfaceNet, the dimension of this sample is 5 mm × 5 mm × 

0.5 mm. The Morin transition temperature of this sample is around 265 K from the SQUID 

magnetometry. Thus, this sample exhibits an easy-plane phase at room temperature (~293 K) and the 

c axis [0001] is along the out-of-plane direction. At the easy-plane phase, the two sublattices of α-

Fe2O3 have a small titled angle due to Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction. When the temperature is 

lower than Morin temperature, the Néel vector rotates from in-plane to out-of-plane [0001] crystalline 

orientation then α-Fe2O3 becomes a uniaxial antiferromagnet. On top of the α-Fe2O3 sample, we use 

electron beam lithography to fabricate nanostructures including nano-stripline (NSL), coplanar 

waveguide (CPW) microwave antennas, and nano 𝑉ISHE detectors. Then we grow 120 nm thick Au for 

microwave antennas and 7 nm thick Pt or 3 nm thick W for the 𝑉ISHE detection. The Pt and W films 

were deposited by a magnetron sputtering system with a base pressure of 3.0 × 10−6 Pa at room 

temperature. The sputtering power was kept at 100 W and the deposition rate was 0.1 nm s-1. The Au 

was deposited at 30 W, and the deposition rate was 0.5 nm s-1. 

Nonlocal spin pumping measurements. The nonlocal spin pumping device consists of two parts: the 

NSL (CPW) microwave antenna and the Pt (W) bar for 𝑉ISHE detection. We have patterned a series of 

devices with different propagation distances (3 μm~11 μm) between the microwave antennas and Pt 

(W) bars. The width of the NSL (CPW) and Pt (W) bars are all 300 nm. The SEM image of the 

representative device can be found in Fig. S2a. The microwave antennas are connected to a PSG 

analog signal generator (Keysight E8257D) via a three-port microwave probe. For the DC detection 

part, a nanovoltmeter (Keysight 34420A) is used to pick up the DC voltages induced by spin pumping 

in α-Fe2O3 and YIG. The output frequency (power is set as 15 dBm for all measurements) of the signal 

generator is fixed and the in-plane magnetic field is swept from negative to positive values. For each 

magnetic field and frequency, the DC voltage measured by the nanovoltmeter is recorded. Then, the 

𝑉ISHE versus field line plot is plotted as shown in Fig. 1d. By combining multiple line plots at different 

frequencies, one attains the colour-scale plots as shown in Figs. 3b and 3d. The background noise can 

be suppressed by subtracting the DC voltages measured with the microwave on by signals measured 

with the microwave off. 
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Inelastic light scattering microscopy on microwave-induced spin waves. The spatial distribution 

of magnon resonance signals was measured by a scanning micro-focused Brillouin Light Scattering 

(BLS) setup at room temperature. A monochromatic continuous-wave solid-state laser with a 

wavelength of 532 nm and a power of 1 mW was focused with a lens with a numerical aperture of 

0.85 onto a diffraction-limited spot. Backscattered light was analyzed with a six-pass Fabry-Perot 

interferometer TFP-2 (JRS Scientific Instruments). The BLS signal was assumed to be proportional to 

the square of the amplitude of the dynamic component of the out-of-plane magnetization at the position 

of the laser spot. The sample was mounted on a closed-loop piezo-stage. Spatial maps were obtained 

by positioning the laser spot on the sample surface at different distances from the stripline antenna. 

The step size between different positions amounted of 250 nm. The positioning system was stabilized 

by a custom-designed active feedback, providing long-term spatial stability. Permanent magnets were 

used to apply external magnetic fields in the plane of the hematite sample at 45° with respect to the 

long axis of the stripline antenna. The ends of the antenna were wire-bonded to a printed-circuit board, 

which was electrically connected to a signal generator applying a microwave current. The microwave 

current produced a radiofrequency magnetic field which exerted a torque on the spins in hematite and 

induced spin-wave emission. For displaying colour-coded BLS spectra reflecting the spatial 

distribution of local minima in the spin-wave signals we proceeded as follows. Distance-dependent 

BLS data were taken for a fixed irradiation frequency on a line perpendicular to the antenna. We fitted 

the function 𝐴 exp(−𝛾𝑑) + 𝑦0 to the maxima of the spin-wave spectra, where 𝛾 was the inverse of 

the decay length and 𝑑 was the distance from the stripline antenna. Using the parameters extracted 

from the fit, we subtracted 𝑦0 from the original data and multiplied the remaining difference by the 

factor exp(𝛾𝑑)/𝐴. The result was analysed in terms of a standing wave pattern in which we had 

compensated for the signal decay (damping) as a function of distance 𝑑 from the spin-wave emitting 

antenna. Thereby we enhanced the signal-to-noise ratio of local minima in the distance-dependent 

BLS signals. 

Calculation for spatial distribution of magnon handedness. Here, we present a toy model that 

exhibits the observed spin-wave spatial interference pattern. We use the Landau-Lifshitz equations of 

easy-plane antiferromagnets with the Dzyaloshinskii-Moirya interaction appropriate for the crystalline 

symmetry of hematite21 
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𝑑𝐦1

𝑑𝑡
= −𝛾𝜇0𝐦1 × [𝐇0 − 𝐻ex𝐦2 −

1

2
𝐻ex𝑎ex

2 ∇2𝐦2 − 𝐻A(𝐦1 ⋅  �̂�)�̂� + 𝐻a(𝐦1 ⋅  �̂�)�̂� + 𝐻DM(𝐦𝟐 × �̂�)] , (1) 

𝑑𝐦2

𝑑𝑡
= −𝛾𝜇0𝐦2 × [𝐇0 − 𝐻ex𝐦1 −

1

2
𝐻ex𝑎ex

2 ∇2𝐦1 − 𝐻A(𝐦2 ⋅  �̂�)�̂� + 𝐻a(𝐦2 ⋅  �̂�)�̂� − 𝐻DM(𝐦𝟐 × �̂�)] , (2) 

where 𝐦1 and 𝐦2 are the normalized sublattice magnetizations, 𝛾 is the gyromagnetic ratio, 𝜇0 is the 

vacuum permeability, the coordinate system is such that 𝑥 and 𝑧 are aligned to the external magnetic 

field and surface normal respectively, and the parameters are taken as follows; external magnetic field 

𝜇0|𝐇0| = 50  mT, exchange field 𝐻ex = 1040 T , inter-sublattice exchange stiffness length 𝑎ex =

0.3 nm, out-of-plane anisotropy field 𝐻A = 1 mT, in-plane anisotropy field 𝐻a = 6.6 × 10−5 T, and 

Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya field 𝐻DM = 2.7 T.  

We can further deduce the lower-frequency eigenmode (acoustic mode) of 𝐦1,2  by the ansatz 

𝐦1,2(𝑘, 𝜔) = 𝐦10,20 exp 𝑖(𝐤 ⋅ 𝐫 − 𝜔𝑡). For detailed methodology and geometry to simplify Eqs.1 and 

2 to an eigenvalue problem, one may refer to Ref. 21. In the coordinate system in which �̂� and �̂� are 

aligned to the external magnetic field and surface normal respectively, one may take  𝐦10,20 =

(1, 𝑚10,20
𝑦

, 𝑚10,20
𝑧 ). The precession of the total magnetization could be then deduced from  

{
𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔) = sin 𝜃 (𝑚10

𝑦
+ 𝑚20

𝑦
),

𝑚𝑧(𝑘, 𝜔) = 𝑚10
𝑧 + 𝑚20

𝑧 ,
(3) 

where 𝜃 ≪ 1 is the canting angle of hematite. We assume there is another magnon mode, which is 

vertically polarized (i.e., vanishing 𝑥, 𝑦 components), and propagates instantaneously (i.e., no phase 

delay). The amplitude of this mode is denoted by 𝑚𝑧
rf . Then, the spatial distribution of the total 

magnetization could be represented by 

{
�̃�𝑦(𝑟) = 𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔) ⋅ exp 𝑖𝐤 ⋅ 𝐫 ,

�̃�𝑧(𝑟) = 𝑚𝑧(𝑘, 𝜔) ⋅ exp 𝑖𝐤 ⋅ 𝐫 + 𝑚𝑧
rf,

(4) 

where the tilde denotes the total magnetization taking into account the interference with the 

hypothetical second mode. According to the standard spin pumping theory33, the spin current should 

be given by 

𝐼𝑠 ≈ 𝐺𝜔
�̃�𝑦

∗ �̃�𝑧 − �̃�𝑧
∗�̃�𝑦

2𝑖
= 𝐺𝜔(Im[𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔)∗𝑚𝑧(𝑘, 𝜔)] − |𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔)∗𝑚𝑧

rf| sin(𝐤 ⋅ 𝐫 + 𝛼)), (5) 

where 𝐺 is the real part of spin-mixing conductance and 𝛼 is the phase of 𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔)∗𝑚𝑧
rf. The second 

term represents the beating and consequently spin current is spatially modulated. Taking into account 
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the almost in-plane polarization of the bulk acoustic magnon |𝑚𝑧(𝑘, 𝜔)| ≪ |𝑚𝑦(𝑘, 𝜔)|, 𝐼𝑠  can be 

dominated by the beating term and spatially oscillate with period 2π/|𝐤|. In Figs. 2g-i, total spin 

current after propagation 𝐼s = Γ(𝜔 − 𝜔0)𝐼𝑠  is plotted as a function of propagation length 𝑑  and 

detected frequency 𝜔, and we take |𝑚𝑧
rf|/|𝑚𝑦(𝜔0, 𝑘0)| = 1 and 𝛼 = 0, where 𝜔0 and 𝑘0 are excited 

frequency and the corresponding wavevector.  Given the 𝑚𝑦,𝑧  are normalized magnetization, the 

absolute amplitude of 𝑚𝑧
rf is meaningless while the ratio between |𝑚𝑧

rf| and |𝑚𝑧(𝜔0, 𝑘0)| is crucial. 

The excitation wavevector 𝑘0  is calculated by the equation 𝜔(𝑘0) = 𝜔0 . The Lorentzian envelop 

function, 

Γ(𝜔 − 𝜔0) =
1

(𝜔 − 𝜔0)2 + Δ𝜔2
, (6) 

has been inserted to qualitatively account for the resonant nature of the excitation without 

overcomplicating the modelling of the unknown 𝑚𝑧
rf, with Δ𝜔 = 0.1 GHz is the linewidth. 
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