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This study establishes a fundamental connection between the dissipation and polarization of spin waves,
which are often treated as independent phenomena. Through theoretical analysis and numerical validation,
we demonstrate that within the linearized spin wave regime, a spin wave mode’s dissipation rate, defined as
the ratio of linewidth to the resonance frequency, exceeds Gilbert damping by a factor given by its spatially
averaged polarization. This average is governed by a non-positive definite weight, whose magnitude depends
on the magnon density of the local excitation, while its sign is dictated by the local polarization handedness.
Remarkably, this universal connection applies across diverse magnetic interactions and textures, offering crucial
insights into spin wave dynamics and dissipation.

Spin waves, or magnons in quantized form, are collective
excitations of magnetic moments in magnetic materials [1].
The study of spin waves bridges fundamental physics with
practical applications, from understanding magnetic phase
transitions to developing novel spintronic devices [2]. Similar
to sound waves transmitting energy through vibrations, spin
waves carry magnetic energy and angular momentum without
the transport of charge. This unique property has made them
increasingly attractive for next-generation information pro-
cessing technologies with reduced energy consumption and
faster processing, particularly in the field of magnonics [3–6].

One of the critical challenges in utilizing spin waves for
practical applications is their dissipation, which limits their
lifetime and propagation length. This dissipation is phe-
nomenologically described by the Gilbert damping in the
Landau-Lifsthiz-Gilbert equation [7]. Yttrium iron garnet
(YIG) stands out with the lowest damping constant as low
as 10−5, enabling spin wave propagation up to several mil-
limeters [8–10]. The realistic value of the damping constant
is influenced by many factors, including the material compo-
sition, temperature, and extrinsic geometry or interfaces [11].
For magnonic devices to be viable in information processing,
it is essential to enhance spin wave lifetimes and propagation
lengths. Consequently, understanding and controlling dissipa-
tion has become a central focus in spin wave research.

The vector nature of magnetic moment endows spin waves
with a polarization degree of freedom, akin to the polarization
in sound and optical waves. The spin wave polarization char-
acteristics differ significantly between ferromagnetic and anti-
ferromagnetic spin waves. In ferromagnets, the broken time-
reversal symmetry restricts spin waves to only right-handed
circular or elliptical polarization [12]. In contrast, antiferro-
magnets support both right- and left-handed circular polariza-
tions, as well as their linear combinations, leading to diverse
linear and elliptical polarizations [13, 14]. This polarization
versatility presents promising opportunities for magnonic in-
formation processing based on spin wave polarization manip-
ulation [15–19], offering advantages over traditional methods
that rely on amplitude or phase [20–24].

As two important properties of spin wave, dissipation and

polarization are usually considered as distinct phenomena.
However, this work reveals a fundamental connection between
the two, termed the dissipation-polarization connection. Early
in the seventies, Kambersky et. al. examined the impact of el-
liptically polarized eigenmodes on ferromagnetic resonance
(FMR) linewidth [25], and Puszkarski proposed that elliptical
spin precession modifies resonance line intensity [26]. And
more recently, Rozsa et. al. pointed out a link between polar-
ization and linewidth in soft mode excitations in Skyrmions
[27]. Our findings suggest that the connection between spin
wave dissipation and polarization transcends the specific cases
in the these studies, asserting that spin wave dissipation rate,
which is closely related to the linewidth of magnetic reso-
nances, is strictly determined by the averaged polarization.
We also point out that this connection between spin wave
dissipation and polarization is universal: it applies to both
ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic spin waves across vari-
ous interactions, including anisotropy, exchange, dipolar in-
teractions, and complex magnetic textures. By establishing
the dissipation-polarization connection, we enhance the un-
derstanding of both spin wave dissipation and polarization,
pointing the way for improving spin wave lifetime and propa-
gation length in magnonic applications.

Dissipation-Polarization Connection - The magnetization
dynamics is governed by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equa-
tion [7]

ṁ = −γm×Heff + αm× ṁ, (1)

where γ is gyromagnetic ratio, and α is the Gilbert damping
parameter characterizing the dissipation. Heff = −δF/δm
is the effective magnetic field derived from the free energy
F . The resonant and dissipative behavior of spin wave mode
can be characterized by its complex frequency ω, whose real
and imaginary parts represent the resonance frequency and the
broadening (linewidth), respectively. We define the magnetic
dissipation rate as the ratio of the linewidth to the frequency:

β ≡ linewidth
peak frequency

=
Im{ω}
|Re{ω}|

. (2)

Patton pointed out that the frequency-swept linewidths, not
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field-swept linewidths, are proportional to the dissipation rate
[28]. The dissipation rate also characterizes the number of
precession cycles before the spin wave is damped out, or the
fraction of energy dissipated per cycle. In most common case,
the damping rate equals to the Gilbert damping constant, i.e.
β = α. In the more general case as discussed in this paper,
they are not identical, but β ≥ α.

Because all free energy contributions under consideration
are quadratic in m, for an eigen mode with damping ne-
glected, the tip of the magnetization vector follows along
an elliptical trajectory in the complex plane formed by mx

and my . This elliptical trajectory can be decomposed as
a superposition of right- and left-handed motion: ψ(t) =
mx+imy = m+eiωt+m−e−iωt,withm± the corresponding
(complex) amplitudes. The lengths of semi-axis along the two
principal axes of the elliptical trajectory are a = |m+|+ |m−|
and b = |m+| − |m−|, respectively. And the spin wave polar-
ization can be quantified by the signed ellipticity

η =
|m+| − |m−|
|m+|+ |m−|

=
b

a
∈ [−1, 1], (3)

for which η > 0, η < 0, and η = 0 correspond to the
right-handed, left-handed polarizations, and linearly polarized
along the major axis respectively. We may also reparameterize
the ellipticity η with a complex parameter r with η = e−2r,
for which real r corresponds to right-handed polarization and
r with arg r = π/2 corresponds to left-handed one.

The dissipation rate and the polarization are seemly discon-
nect concepts. However, for linearized spin wave excitations,
we now establish a simple but universal connection between
them for the eigenmodes (proof in Appendix A):

β = α
η + η−1

2
= α cosh(2r). (4)

Because |cosh(2r)| > 1, it is evident that the damping rate
|β| always exceeds the intrinsic Gilbert damping constant α
as long as the spin wave is not circular (|η| ≠ 1 or Re{r} ≠
0). A simple message is that elliptically polarized spin wave
dissipates faster than the circular one.

In the more general case where the Gilbert damping αx or
the polarization rx vary in space, the dissipation rate βx =
αx cosh(2rx) is a function of position and is higher (lower)
at locations with more elliptical (circular) polarizations. Con-
sequently, the overall dissipation rate of the whole system is
given by a weighted average (proof in Appendix A):

β = ⟨βx⟩ ≡
∫
d3x Sxαx cosh(2rx)∫

d3x Sx
. (5)

Since b might take either sign, the weight Sx = πab =

(π/ω) Im
{
ψ̇(t)ψ∗(t)

}
here is the directed (signed) area of

enclosed by the local magnetization precession trajectory at
position x, and the sign is determined by precession direction
(+ for right-handed and − for left-handed). The dissipation-
polarization connection in Eq. (5) is exact for linearized spin

wave, i.e. the full Hamiltonian is of quadratic form of local
magnon creation and annihilation operators, regardless of the
types of interactions included. A similar expression to Eq. (5)
has been proposed by Rozsa et al. [27] to explain the damp-
ing enhancement in non-collinear spin configurations, partic-
ularly in ferromagnetic Skyrmions. However, the formulation
presented in Eq. (5), which incorporates negative weights for
the first time, emerges as a general principle that links dissipa-
tion and polarization. This connection is applicable across di-
verse scenarios, including those where both right-handed and
left-handed excitations coexist.

We now verify the polarization-dissipation connection
Eq. (5) through several concrete examples, including coupled
macrospins, magnetic domain walls, magnetic Skyrmions,
and dipolar spin waves. Furthermore, we shall also demon-
strate that this connection is not limited to ferromagnetic spin
waves, but also applicable to antiferromagnetic spin waves.
All simulation results in this paper are carried out using the
micromagnetic module that we developed based on COM-
SOL Multiphysics, which has been applied to simulate fer-
romagnetic and antiferromagnetic spin waves in both time
[16, 18, 29–31] and frequency domain [32].

Coupled Macrospins - We consider a simple system con-
sisting of two macrospins with free energy

F = −K
2

∑
i=1,2

(mi · ẑ)2 +
K ′

2
(m2 · ŷ)2 − Jm1 ·m2, (6)

where K is the uniaxial easy axis anisotropy along ẑ, K ′ is
the hard-axis anisotropy along ŷ, and J is the Heisenberg ex-
change coupling. The equilibrium magnetization of both sites
point in ẑ: m0

1 = m0
2 = ẑ. Both macrospins have the same

Gilbert damping parameter α. Fig. 1(a) shows the real and
imaginary eigenfrequencies of the two-macrospin system as
function of the coupling strength J , along with magnetization
trajectories for the two macrospins. At J = 0, the mode 1,
localized on m1, has perfect circular polarization, thus its dis-
sipation rate equals to α. While, the mode 2, localized on m2,
has an elliptical polarization because of the additional hard-
axis anisotropy, thus its dissipation rate is enhanced as given
by Eq. (4). As J becomes non-zero and positive (ferromag-
netic coupling), the eigenmodes are no longer localized but
encompass both macrospins. In the mean time, mode 1 (2) be-
comes more (less) elliptical. The dissipation rates calculated
from the complex eigenfrequencies (curves in the lower panel
of Fig. 1(a)) are in perfect agreement with the rates inferred
from the polarization-dissipation connection Eq. (5) (points in
lower panel of Fig. 1(a)) based on the spin wave profiles given
in right panel of Fig. 1(a).

Bipartite Antiferromagnet - Not only does the dissipation-
polarization connection apply to ferromagnetic systems, but it
also holds for antiferromagnetic systems. By letting let J >
0,K ′ = 0 in Eq. (6), we extend the coupled macrospin model
above to the case of antiferromagnetic configuration with
m0

1 = −m0
2 = ẑ. The complex frequencies for the antiferro-

magnetic eigenmodes are [33, 34] ω± = ±
√
K(K + 2J) +
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a)Two-macrospin b)Soft modes in magnetic Skyrmion c)Dipolar spin wave in thin film
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Figure 1. The simulated eigenfrequencies, dissipation rates, and spin wave profiles. (a) The acoustic and optical modes in the two-macrospin
model. Top panel: The real (solid) and imaginary (dashed, enlarged by 1/α) part of the eigenfrequencies for as function of exchange coupling
J . Bottom panel: dissipation rates obtained from the dispersions via Eq. (2) (curves) and inferred from the spin wave profiles via Eq. (5)
(points). Profile panel: The trajectories on mx-my projection for m1 (solid) and m2 (dashed) for J/K = −0.25, 0, 1, 2, 3. (b) Same as (a)
but for the soft modes in Skyrmion. The profiles (at H = 1240A/m) are along the radial direction. (c) Same as (a) but for the dipolar spin
wave in tangentially magnetized magnetic thin film with q ⊥ m0 and thickness d = 305 nm. The profiles are along the film thickness direction
(at qd = 1.25). Blue and red orbits correspond to the right-handed and left-handed polarizations. The size of the ellipses is proportional to the
square root of the real spin wave amplitudes. In all cases, α = 0.01.

iα(K + J). And the dissipation rates are [34]

β = α
K + J√
K(K + 2J)

, (7)

which is larger than the Gilbert damping constant α.
This enhancement can be understood using the dissipation-
polarization connection in Eq. (5). An important observa-
tion for antiferromagnetic spin wave is that the magnetiza-
tion from the two sublattices undergoes a circular preces-
sion with opposite handedness with respect to its local equi-
librium magnetization directions: η1 = −η2 = ±1 for
ω± mode, and the precession cone angles θ1,2 have a ra-
tio (θ1/θ2)± = [K + J ±

√
K(K + 2J)]/J [33]. Take

the ω+ mode as an example, the opposite precession hand-
edness means cosh(2r1) = +1 and cosh(2r2) = −1, and
the directed area for the circular orbits of m1 and m2 are:
S1 = +πθ21 and S2 = −πθ22 , respectively. Therefore, accord-
ing to Eq. (5), the weighted polarization ⟨cosh(2r)⟩ is

(+1)× (+πθ21) + (−1)× (−πθ22)
(+πθ21) + (−πθ22)

=
K + J√
K(K + 2J)

,

identical to the enhancement factor in Eq. (7), confirming the
dissipation-polarization connection in antiferromagnet.

Domain wall - The dissipation-polarization connection
also applies to spin wave excitations in complex magnetic tex-
tures. An interesting case is the spin wave excitation in a mag-
netic domain wall with the magnetization rotating from one
direction to another. One might anticipate that the inherently

non-collinear structure of the domain wall would lead to an el-
liptical polarization of the spin waves, thus the dissipation rate
would surpass the Gilbert damping constant. Contrary to this
expectation, numerical simulations show that the linewidth of
spin wave excitation in a magnetic domain wall is identical
to the Gilbert damping constant. This intriguing finding in-
dicates that, according to the dissipation-polarization connec-
tion Eq. (5), the polarization of the spin wave remains per-
fectly circular as it traverses the domain wall.

Ferromagnetic Skyrmion - We now consider a ferromag-
netic Skyrmion in the magnetic thin film with free energy

F =

∫
d2r

[
−K

2
(m · ẑ)2 + A

2
(∇m)2

−D
2
m · (∇×m)−Bm · ẑ

]
. (8)

Here, we focus on the soft modes excitation in Skyrmion, in-
cluding breathing, translational, and rotational modes. We do
not anticipate these soft modes to possess circular polarization
due to the inherent complexity of this non-collinear structure.
Fig. 1(b) shows the simulated results for the eigenfrequencies,
the dissipation rates, and the corresponding spin wave profiles
as function of external field B applied perpendicular to the
film. The dissipation rates β/α (obtained by Eq. (2)) shown
as curves in the lower panel of Fig. 1(b) are all greater than the
Gilbert damping constant α, implying the non-circular polar-
ization for these modes (the right panel of Fig. 1(b)). The dis-
sipation rates inferred from the spin wave profiles are shown
as the points in the lower panel of Fig. 1(b). The exact agree-
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Figure 2. The magnetization trajectory for ψ(t) in complex plane for
the two-macrospin model. Left: The overall trajectory ψ1,2(t) for
m1 (red) and m2 (blue). Middle: The right-handed component of
the trajectory. Right: The left-handed component (enlarged by three
times). The top row with α = 0 shows no phase delay between two
macrospins, and the bottom row with α = 0.2 has a phase delay.

ment confirms the applicability of the dissipation-polarization
connection Eq. (5) on the spin wave excitations with spatially
varying amplitudes and ellipticities.

Dipolar-exchange spin wave - The dissipation-polarization
connection is not limited to local interactions such as the ex-
change interactions, but also applies to the non-local long
range interactions such as the dipole-dipole interaction. The
dipolar interaction is intrinsically non-isotropic, leading to
non-circular polarization. We now consider the well stud-
ied dipolar-exchange spin wave in ferromagnetic thin films
[35], but we re-exam it from the viewpoint of its polarization
and dissipation rate. We focus on the Damon-Eshbach mode
with the equilibrium magnetization lying in the film plane and
wave vector perpendicular to the magnetization. The simu-
lated dispersion, dissipation rates (via Eq. (2)), and the spin
wave profiles are shown in Fig. 1(c). Since all profiles are el-
liptically polarized, according to the dissipation-polarization
connection Eq. (5), we immediately conclude that their dis-
sipation rates shall all exceed α, as seen in the lower panel
of Fig. 1(c). The points in the lower panel of Fig. 1(c) are
the dissipation rates inferred from the dissipation-polarization
connection Eq. (5) based on the spin wave profiles. They
match perfectly with the dissipation rates obtained from the
dispersions via Eq. (2). What’s especially interesting for the
dipolar-exchange spin wave is that the local precession can be
even left-handed in a homogeneous ferromagnet [36]: the red
profiles for modes n = 1, 2 indicating the left-handed motion.
Because of this opposite polarization, the integral variable in
the denominator of Eq. (5) is partly negative in these left-
handed precession locations. The accounting of the signed
weights is crucial for the agreement between dissipation rates
obtained from dispersions Eq. (2) and via the dissipation-
polarization connection Eq. (5) for such situations.

Discussion - In the examples shown above, we observe that
the spin wave polarization varies spatially, indicating that the
dissipation rates also change across space in accordance with
the dissipation-polarization connection Eq. (4). However, for

an eigenmode to maintain its relative profile over time, the dis-
sipation must occur uniformly. This contradiction is resolved
by a net energy flow from regions with lower dissipation rate
to regions with higher rate, that is the fast-damping region
helps dissipate part of the energy in the slow-damping region.
In the (collinear) two-macrospin example above, such dissi-
pation energy transfer is calculated by the energy transfer due
to the exchange interaction over one period (see Appendix B):

J

∫ T

0

dt ṁ1 ·m2 ∝ Im
{
m+

1 m
+
2

∗ −m−
1 m

−
2

∗
}
. (9)

This average energy transfer should vanish when Gilbert
damping is turned off, indicating that the phase difference
between the complex amplitudes at different locations must
be either zero or π: argm±

1 − argm±
2 = 0, π (see top

row in Fig. 2 for the case of 0). However, when Gilbert
damping is turned on, the trajectories are modulated so that
these amplitudes develops a small but critical phase differ-
ence argm±

1 − argm±
2 ∝ α (see bottom row in Fig. 2).

Consequently, a net energy transfer between the two sites
emerges, thus balancing their different dissipation rates. A
similar mechanism has been used to explain the enhanced dis-
sipation rate in antiferromagnets by the present authors [34].

Although the dissipation rate is influenced by the polar-
ization of spin waves, it is important to note that this does
not alter the Fluctuation-Dissipation Theorem (FDT) [37–39],
i.e. the dissipation parameter in the FDT is still the origi-
nal Gilbert damping parameter α, rather than the enhanced
rate β. We should also note that in this work we only con-
sider the simplest local dissipation. Whether the dissipation-
polarization connection applies to non-local dissipation such
as mi × ṁj with i ̸= j [40–42] requires further analysis.

In conclusion, we have established a universal connec-
tion between the dissipation rate and the polarization of spin
waves. This connection is exact for linear spin waves, and it
holds for a wide range of systems, including ferromagnetic
and antiferromagnetic spin waves, as well as spin waves in
complex magnetic textures.
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Relation between magnetic damping and polarization

Consider a discrete system with N sites. The energy func-
tion of linearized spin wave is quadratic and can be written
as

H =
1

2
Ψ̂

†

 A B

B∗ A∗

 Ψ̂ =
1

2
Ψ̂

†
hΨ̂, (10)

where Ψ̂ = (ψ̂1, ψ̂2, · · · , ψ̂N , ψ̂
∗
1, ψ̂

∗
2, · · · , ψ̂

∗
N )T and ψ̂j =

δm
(θ)
j + iδm

(ϕ)
j is the local magnon creation operator. It sat-

isfies the commutation relation
[
ψ̂
∗
j , ψ̂k

]
= δj,k and other

commutators are all zero. A is the self-energy and hopping
term, and B is the squeezing term. The Heisenberg equation
of motion is an eigenvalue problem,

−i d
dt

Ψ̂ = ΣzhΨ̂, (11)

where Σz = σz ⊗ IN×N and σz and I are the Pauli z matrix
and identity matrix, respectively.

We can get the magnon frequencies by solving the equation
of motion using Bogoliubov transformation,

U−1ΣzhU =

Λ 0

0 −Λ

 , (12)

with the eigenvectors

Φ̂ = U−1Ψ̂. (13)

Λ is semi-positive defined diagonal matrix Λ =
diag(λ1, λ2, · · · , λN ). We can label eigenvalues in the
right below block in sequence. Its index j is larger than N
and we have λj = −λj−N . The eigenvalue λi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , is
nonnegative to ensure the stability of ground state.

The matrix U can be written as

U =

M N

N∗ M∗

 . (14)

To ensure the bosonic commutation relation, it is an element
of U(N, N),

U†ΣzU = Σz. (15)

It is easy to verify its inverse,

U−1 = ΣzU
†Σz =

 M† −NT

−N† MT

 . (16)

Suppose that the eigenvector of ith eigenvalues λi is
|Φi⟩ eiλit. It satisfies the eigenvalue equation,

Σzh |Φi⟩ = λi |Φi⟩ . (17)
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https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.130.1677
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.086601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.086601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.094415
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.094415
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Note that the effective Hamiltonian Σzh is non-Hermitian, the
orthonormal relation is different from the Hermitian case,

⟨ΦiΣz|Φj⟩ = (Σz)i,j . (18)

Now consider the effect of Gilbert damping with damping
parameter α. α = diag(α1, α2 · · · , αN , α1, α2 · · · , αN ) is a
diagonal matrix. Different labels of α indicate that the Gilbert
damping could be different for different sites. The damping
term adds a damping matrix to the equation of motion

−i(1− iαΣz)
d

dt
Ψ̂ = ΣzhΨ̂. (19)

It is still a eigenvalue problem,

−i d
dt

Ψ̂ = (1− iαΣz)
−1ΣzhΨ̂ =

(
Σzh+ iαh+O(α2)

)
Ψ̂.

(20)
We don’t need to solve the whole problem. Treat α as a small
number, we are interested in the first order correction of the
eigenvalues λi. The zeroth order correction is λi itself λ(0)i =
λi. The first order correction is given by perturbation theory,
for i ≤ N ,

λ
(1)
i = i ⟨ΦiΣz|αh|Φi⟩ = iλ

(0)
i ⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩ . (21)

For N < i ≤ 2N , the first order correction is similar,

λ
(1)
i = −iλ(0)i ⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩ = i|λ(0)i | ⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩ . (22)

We just need to focus on the first N states, because the other N
states have the same decay rates with their conjugation part-
ners. The eigenfrequency with damping considered is then
ωi = λi + iλi ⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩ for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . The ratio between
the imaginary part and the real part of ωi gives the β parame-
ter,

βi =
Im{ωi}
Re{ωi}

= ⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩ . (23)

If the normalization of eigenvectors isn’t strictly guaranteed,
which is always the case in practice, we need to divide the
metric norm of vector when getting the first order correction,

λ
(1)
i = i

⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩
⟨ΦiΣz|Φi⟩

λ
(0)
i . (24)

Thus, the β parameter is

βi =
⟨Φi|α|Φi⟩
⟨ΦiΣz|Φi⟩

. (25)

Now parametrize the eigenvector |Φi⟩ as |Φi⟩ =
(M1,i,M2,i, · · · ,MN,i, N

∗
1,i, N

∗
2,i, · · · , N∗

N,i)
T. Then, the

metric norm is

⟨ΦiΣz|Φi⟩ =
N∑
j=1

|Mj,i|2 − |N∗
j,i|2. (26)

The β parameter can be written as

βi =

∑N
j=1 αj

(
|Mj,i|2 + |N∗

j,i|2
)∑N

j=1 |Mj,i|2 − |N∗
j,i|2

. (27)

The time evolution of the jth sites can be extracted from
the Bogoliubov transformation Eq. (13). If the system is in
the coherent state of kth mode at t = 0, Φ̂k |ξ⟩ = ξ |ξ⟩, the
time evolution of the jth site is

⟨ψj(t)⟩ =Mj,kξ
∗eiλkt +Nj,kξe

−iλkt. (28)

We may assume ξ to be real, since its argument can be ab-
sorbed into the eiλkt term. The real part and imaginary parts
of ⟨ψj⟩ correspond to two orthogonal components of the local
magnon field. The trajectory of ⟨ψj(t)⟩ is an ellipse on com-
plex plane with its center on the origin. We label the lengths
of semi-major axis and semi-minor axis as aj and bj respec-
tively. The trajectory can be parametrized as

⟨ψj(t)⟩ = eiθj [aj cos(λkt+ ϕj) + ibj sin(λkt+ ϕj)], (29)

aj = ξ(|Mj,k|+ |Nj,k|), (30a)
bj = ξ(|Mj,k| − |Nj,k|), (30b)

θj =
1

2
arg(Mj,kNj,k) (30c)

ϕj =
1

2
arg(Mj,kN

∗
j,k). (30d)

We can verify that a2j + b2j = 2ξ2
(
|Mj,k|2 + |Nj,k|2

)
and

ajbj = ξ2|Mj,k|2 − |Nj,k|2. Note that for |Mj,k| > |Nj,k|,
we have aj > bj > 0 and the precessing is right-handed. For
|Mj,k| < |Nj,k|, we have aj > 0 > bj and the precessing is
left-handed.

If we define a signed area of the ellipse, Sj = πajbj based
on the precession direction of local magnon. For right-handed
precession, aj > bj > 0, we have positive area Sj > 0. For
left-handed precession, aj > 0 > bj , we have negative area
Sj < 0. Then, we can calculate the β parameter based on the
ellipse trajectory of each site,

β =

∑N
j=1 αj

(
a2j + b2j

)∑N
j=1 2ajbj

. (31)

Recall that η = b
a = e−2r in the main text. We can rewrite

the numerator with η,

a2j + b2j = ajbj(η + η−1) = 2ajbj cosh(2rj). (32)

Note that, for left-handed precession sites, cosh(2rj) is neg-
ative and the whole numerator ajbj cosh(2r) is still positive.
Finally, we get the β parameter,

β =

∑N
j=1 παjajbj cosh(2rj)∑N

j=1 πajbj
=

∑N
j=1 Sjαj cosh(2rj)∑N

j=1 Sj

.

(33)
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For a single site, we don’t need the summation. The weight
Sj is then cancel out, β = α cosh(2r). In continuous limit,
the summation becomes an integral,

β =

∫
d3x Sxαx cosh(2rx)∫

d3x Sx
.. (34)

We get the Eq. (5) in the main text.

Phase delay induced energy flow

The Gilbert damping is local and related to the polarization
of the local spin, i.e. α cosh(2r). While the system shares the
same damping rate in eigenstate. The polarization of differ-
ent place is different, which means that the energy loss rate
by Gilbert damping is different, so there should be another
mechanism to balance this difference.

Consider the two-macrospin model as an example. The free
energy is

F = −K
2

∑
i=1,2

(mi · ẑ)2 +
K ′

2
(m2 · ŷ)2 − Jm1 ·m2. (35)

The effective fields for lattice 1 and 2 are

H1 = K(m1 · ẑ)ẑ+ Jm2

H2 = K(m2 · ẑ)ẑ−K ′(m2 · ŷ)ŷ + Jm1.
(36)

The ground state is a ferromagnet m10 = m20 = ẑ. Con-
sider the spin wave excitation around ground state δmi =
mi − mi0 ≈ (mx

i ,m
y
i , 0) and |δmi| ≪ 1. With the help

of complex combination ψj = mx
j + imy

j , we can write the
linearized LLG equation,

−i(1− iα1)ψ̇1 = (K + J)ψ1 − Jψ2,

−i(1− iα2)ψ̇2 = (K + J)ψ2 +
K ′

2
(ψ2 − ψ∗

2)− Jψ1.

(37)
The solutions of these equations give ellipse trajectories ψj =
m+

j e
iωt +m−

j e
−iωt with the lengths of two principal axes aj

and bj .
When the damping is neglected, the tangent direction of the

trajectory is ṁj and mj0·(ṁj×τ) gives the area decrease due
to the torque τ in time t ∼ t+ dt. The linearized form under
complex combination is Im(ψ̇jτ

∗). The integral average of
the ratio of Im(ψ̇jτ

∗) and its trajectory area over one period
give the total relative decrease

Aj(τ) =
ω

2π

∫ 2π/ω

0

Im(ψ̇jτ
∗)

ajbjω
dt. (38)

If damping is considered, the eigenfrequency gets an imag-
inary part Re{ω} = ω0 and Im{ω} = ω′. The ellipse
shrinks and the lengths of two axes decrease exponentially
aj(t) = aj(0)e

−ω′t. The time derivative of ψj compensated
with ω′ψj is then on the tangent direction of the ellipse,

Tj = ψ̇j + ω′ψj . (39)

The area decrease is then Im(Tjτ∗). Note that Im(Tjψ∗
j ) =

ω0ajbje
−2ω′t is proportion to the corresponding ellipse area

at time t. The relative area decrease in one period is the inte-
gral average of the ratio between them,

Aj(τ) =
ω0

2π

∫ 2π/ω0

0

Im(Tjτ∗)
Im(Tjψ∗

j )
dt. (40)

We could examine the terms in LLG equation one by one. The
time derivative of ψj gives the total damping

Aj(ψ̇j) =
ω0

2π

∫ 2π/ω0

0

Im(Tjψ̇∗
j )

Im(Tjψ∗
j )
dt = −ω′. (41)

The Gilbert damping term iαjψ̇j gives the area loss due to
Gilbert damping, i.e. the trajectory polarizations,

Aj(iαjψ̇j) = −αjω0

a2j + b2j
2ajbj

= −αjω0 cosh(2rj). (42)

The torque from local anisotropy is a linear composition of ψj

and ψ∗
j , τA = iu1ψj + iu2ψ

∗
j , with u1 ∈ R and u2 ∈ C. Its

contribution to the area loss is always zero

Aj(τA) = 0. (43)

The exchange torque from two lattices with collinear ground
state is τE = iJ(ψj − ψl). Its contribution is related to the
phase delay of two lattices

Ajl(τE) =
J Im

{
m+

j m
+∗
l −m−

j m
−∗
l

}
ajbj

(44)

A(τ) is a linear function, A(c1τ1 + c2τ2) = c1A(τ1) +
c2A(τ2) for c1, c2 ∈ R. Apply it to LLG equations of two
macrospin model, we find that

A1(ψ̇1) = A1(iα1ψ̇1) +A12(τE). (45)

It means that the total area loss is equal to the sum of loss due
to Gilbert damping and the transfer between two lattices. We
verify this result by examining it on the numerical solution of
two macrospin model.

If we compensated the exponential decay part of the
eigenvector, we could neglect the denominator since
Im(e2ω

′tTjψ∗
j ) = ω0ajbj is a constant. Using the compen-

sated eigenstate ψ̃j = eω
′tψj , we have Tj = e−ω′t ˙̃ψj we

could define the absolute area loss,

Ãj(τ) =
ω0

2π

∫ 2π/ω0

0

Im(
˙̃
ψjτ

∗)dt. (46)

The transfer between two lattices could be written as

Ãjl(τE) =
〈
Im

{
iJ

˙̃
ψj(ψ̃j − ψ̃l)

∗
}〉

=
〈
Im

{
−iJ ˙̃

ψjψ̃
∗
l

}〉
.

(47)
Then we have

ω′ω0ajbj =
〈
αj | ˙̃ψj |2

〉
+
〈
Im

{
iJ

˙̃
ψjψ̃

∗
l

}〉
. (48)
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Its physical meaning is the same as above.
Now focus on the Heisenberg exchange transfer term, and

suppose m represents the compensated magnetic vector, we
have

Ã12(τE) = −ω0J

2π

∫ 2π/ω0

0

ẑ · (ṁ1 × (m1 ×m2))dt

= −ω0J

2π

∫ 2π/ω0

0

ṁ1 ·m2dt

= −J Im
{
m+

1 m
+
2

∗ −m−
1 m

−
2

∗
} (49)

It gives the flow from lattice 1 to lattice 2, which balance
the mismatch of area loss from Gilbert damping due to space
varies polarization.
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