
Electrically induced angular momentum flow between separated ferromagnets

Richard Schlitz,1, ∗ Matthias Grammer,2, 3 Tobias Wimmer,2, 3 Janine Gückelhorn,2, 3 Luis Flacke,2, 3 Sebastian
T.B. Goennenwein,4 Rudolf Gross,2, 3, 5 Hans Huebl,2, 3, 5 Akashdeep Kamra,6 and Matthias Althammer2, 3, †

1Department of Materials, ETH Zürich, 8093 Zürich, Switzerland
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Converting angular momentum between different degrees of freedom within a magnetic material results from
a dynamic interplay between electrons, magnons and phonons. This interplay is pivotal to implementing spin-
tronic device concepts that rely on spin angular momentum transport. We establish a new concept for long-range
angular momentum transport that further allows to address and isolate the magnonic contribution to angular mo-
mentum transport in a nanostructured metallic ferromagnet. To this end, we electrically excite and detect spin
transport between two parallel and electrically insulated ferromagnetic metal strips on top of a diamagnetic
substrate. Charge-to-spin current conversion within the ferromagnetic strip generates electronic spin angular
momentum that is transferred to magnons via electron-magnon coupling. We observe a finite angular mo-
mentum flow to the second ferromagnetic strip across a diamagnetic substrate over micron distances, which is
electrically detected in the second strip by the inverse charge-to-spin current conversion process. We discuss
phononic and dipolar interactions as the likely cause to transfer angular momentum between the two strips.
Moreover, our work provides the experimental basis to separate the electronic and magnonic spin transport and
thereby paves the way towards magnonic device concepts that do not rely on magnetic insulators.

The advent of spintronics is usually associated with spin
transport mediated by charge carriers in metallic ferromagnets
(FMs) and related effects such as the giant [1–3] and the tun-
neling magnetoresistance [4–6]. These phenomena are based
on the spin of itinerant electrons and the flow of spin-polarized
electric currents in FMs. A substantial step forward was taken
with the transfer of spin angular momentum from itinerant
electrons to the magnetic order via spin transfer torque (STT)
effects [7–9]. This has enabled more efficient magnetic mem-
ories and the generation of quantized excitations of the mag-
netic system (magnons) at GHz frequencies in spin transfer
torque oscillators by a DC charge current bias [10–13], which
are now considered as spintronic building blocks for comput-
ing architectures beyond the von Neumann scheme [14–17].

A key breakthrough came with the demonstration that
spin information can be communicated via magnons instead
of itinerant electrons. Magnons are bosonic quasiparticles
and thus provide intriguing possibilities such as condensa-
tion [18, 19] and quantum fluctuations engineering [19–21],
not admitted by the fermionic electrons. The recently devel-
oped pathway for spin transport via magnons is to use mag-
netic insulators, where itinerant electron transport is absent.
Nevertheless, to enable electrical access, non-magnetic metal
strips on top of magnetic insulators have been used to elec-
trically induce magnon spin transport [22–25]. In these het-
erostructures, one utilizes charge-to-spin current interconver-
sion in the non-magnetic metal, e.g., by the direct and inverse
spin Hall effect (SHE) [26–29], to inject and detect magnon
spin transport in the adjacent magnetic insulator. This ap-
proach is based on the transfer of angular momentum across

the interface which therefore needs to be transparent to spin
currents.

In this article, we develop and demonstrate a pathway to ac-
cess magnonic spin transport in an all electrical fashion with-
out requiring magnetic insulators. To realize this concept,
we utilize two isolated ferromagnetic (FM) metal strips with
width w and separation d as electrical injector and detector of
spin current while allowing angular momentum transport be-
tween the two strips [see Fig. 1(a,b)]. The two FM strips are
deposited on top of a diamagnetic insulator (DI) as detailed in
the Supplemental Material (SM) [30]. Fig. 1(c) shows that a
Ni-Ni structure exhibits a finite voltage Vdet on one Ni wire,
when driving a current Iinj in the adjacent Ni strip and apply-
ing a sufficiently large magnetic field H to align the magne-
tization M along the surface normal z. Rotating the magnetic
field in three orthogonal rotation planes with the rotation an-
gles α,β ,γ [see Fig. 1(e)-(g) for the definition of the rotation
planes], we observe that Vdet vanishes to within our experi-
mental resolution when the magnetization is oriented in the
sample plane. Note that we utilize a current reversal scheme
in our measurements to rule out any contributions from ther-
movoltages arising due to Joule heating from Iinj(see SM [30]
for a detailed description).

To elucidate the origin and shape of Vdet, we first consider
the situation in the injector wire (FM1) with the magnetiza-
tion M1 oriented along the surface normal as illustrated in
Fig. 1(a). By charge-to-spin current conversion via the anoma-
lous spin Hall effect (SHE) [29, 31–33], the charge current
bias Iinj ∥ x in the FM1 strip generates an electronic spin ac-
cumulation polarized along the magnetization direction at the
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FIG. 1. (a) Spin transport experiments between two FM strips on a diamagnetic insulator (DI). Charge-to-spin conversion leads to an electronic
spin accumulation µel at the edges of the FM1 layer upon application of a current Iinj with the spin polarization oriented along the magnetization
M. The electronic spin accumulation gives rise to a magnon chemical potential µm, which relaxes on the scale of the magnon diffusion length
λm, which exceeds the electronic spin diffusion length λel. The finite magnon accumulation at the right side couples to the thermal magnon
bath in the FM2 strip by dipolar coupling and via phonon spin transport through the DI and thereby induces a dc current Idet in the FM2
strip by spin-to-charge conversion. (b) Illustration of the chemical potential profiles for M ∥ y . The electron spin accumulation is now at the
top and bottom surfaces and fails to generate any substantial magnon chemical potential as t ≪ λm. Thus, no angular momentum transport
signal is observed in the detector. (c,d) Angle-dependence of Vdet for Ni-Ni strips (panel c) and CoFe-Pt strips (panel d) obtained at 280 K
and µ0H = 2 T,7 T. Black squares correspond to ip-rotations, red circles to oopj-rotations and blue triangles to oopt rotations, respectively.
(e,f,g) Illustration of the rotation planes used for the angle-dependent measurements: in-plane rotation (e, ip), out-of-plane perpendicular to j
(f, oopj), and out-of-plane perpendicular to t (g, oopt).

two sides of the wire over the electronic spin decay length λel.
This can be seen as the generation of electronic spin accu-
mulation via the typical SHE [27, 29], like in a non-magnetic
metal, but with a crucial difference: the inherent magnetiza-
tion eliminates all spin accumulation transverse to it [31–33].
The electronic spin accumulation (described via the electron
spin chemical potential µel) interacts with the thermal magnon
bath via inelastic spin-flip scattering. A magnon accumula-
tion is thereby generated on the edges over the magnon decay
length λm [see Fig. 1(a)] [34].

The (spin) angular momentum of the magnon accumula-
tion at the right side of FM1 can be transported to the de-
tector wire (FM2) via dipolar coupling [35, 36] and phonon-
mediated spin transport through the DI [37–43]. A nonzero
angular momentum transfer between the two separated FMs
on the DI can therefore take place so that an angular momen-
tum current jm−m flows along −y into the FM2 strip. There-
fore, a finite gradient in the magnon chemical potential at the
left side of FM2 arises, which in turn leads to an electronic
spin current flow js =− jsy. In the FM2 strip js is then trans-
formed into a charge current Idet flowing along −x by the in-
verse charge-to-spin current conversion processes. Since in
the experiment we detect the open circuit voltage Vdet, the re-
sulting charge accumulation leads to an electric field Edet ∥ x.

This picture is consistent with the experimentally observed

electric field direction. We emphasize that the direction of
the observed electric field is opposite compared to the typical
lateral magnon spin transport in magnetic insulators [22–25].

The magnetic field orientation dependence of the signal
can be motivated when considering the device geometry [see
Fig. 1(b)]. The distance between and the width of the wires is
always large compared to their thickness, i.e. t ≪ d,w. If we
change the orientation of the magnetization into the sample
plane M1 ∥ y, the charge-to-spin current conversion process
via the anomalous SHE gives rise only to a spin accumulation
at the top and bottom surfaces of the metal wires on the length
scale of λel. The associated spatial variation of the magnon
chemical potential is vanishingly small, as a significant varia-
tion is possible only on a length scale λm ≫ t. As the magnon
chemical potential at opposite film surfaces has opposite sign,
to a good approximation the generated magnon chemical po-
tential vanishes and no transfer of angular momentum to FM2
is possible. As nonequilibrium magnons are generated in FM1
only when the magnetization has a finite component along the
surface normal, our proposed mechanism is consistent with
a cos2(β ,γ) modulation of the signal taking into account the
projection of the magnetization on the surface normal for both
the injector and detector wire, where the same process takes
place in reverse. This is consistent with the experimental re-
sult shown in Fig. 1(c). We note that a similar transport of out-
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FIG. 2. External magnetic field dependence of ∆Vdet for Py-Py(t =
15nm) strips (red symbols), for CoFe-CoFe strips (light blue sym-
bols), and Ni-Py strips (green symbols), and CoFe-Py strips (brown
symbols) at T = 280 K. For large external magnetic fields ∆Vdet sat-
urates once the external magnetic field is large enough to fully align
the magnetization of both strips along the out-of-plane direction.

of-plane spins was observed in all-electrical magnon transport
experiments where ferromagnetic wires are placed upon mag-
netic insulators [33]. However, the absence of magnons in
the diamagnetic insulator excludes such a mechanism in our
devices.

From the angular dependence we extract the modulation
amplitude ∆Vdet as shown in Fig. 1(c). For the Ni-Ni strips
∆Vdet is of the order of 100 nV, corresponding to an equiv-
alent resistance ≈ 1 mΩ for this device. This signal magni-
tude is comparable to the amplitudes in all-electrical magnon
transport experiments using FM strips and yttrium iron garnet
layers [32, 33, 44], showing that such signals can be routinely
detected. The absence of the effect when one of the electrodes
is replaced by Pt shows that a purely electronic spin accumula-
tion is insufficient to observe the signal as shown in Fig. 1(d).
This observation indicates that the effect relies on the inter-
conversion of electronic and magnonic spin accumulations.
Furthermore, a contribution of potential orbital currents can
be excluded by the same notion, as a finite orbital Hall effect
is attributed to Pt.

The magnetic field dependence of ∆Vdet corroborates the
importance of the out-of-plane projection of the magnetiza-
tion (see Fig. 2), as it exhibits a saturation behaviour for
all FM1-FM2 strips within the noise level of our measure-
ments. The onset of saturation agrees with the external mag-
netic field required to overcome the magnetic anisotropy and
thus align the magnetization along z. Moreover, since ∆Vdet is
not reduced for large magnetic fields, we conclude that ther-
mal magnons with large wavevector dominantly contribute
to the spin transport. This is further supported by measure-
ments with different ferromagnetic materials for FM1 and
FM2, where the fundamental magnon mode frequency differs.

To establish the dominant angular momentum transport
mechanism, we investigate the temperature, drive current and
injector-detector distance dependence of ∆Vdet. Transfer of
angular momentum from electrons to magnons depends on the
thermal magnon population in the ferromagnet and thus on its
temperature [45, 46]. This can be intuitively understood as
the coupling strength between electrons and magnons scales
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FIG. 3. (a) Extracted temperature dependence for several FM1-
FM2 devices on different samples. The extracted values exhibit a
T 3-dependence. (b) Extracted current bias dependence (using the
charge current density j calculated from Iinj) of ∆Vdet for Ni-Ni strips
(280 K, 2 T, brown symbols), and for CoFe-Py strips ( 280 K, 7 T,
dark blue symbols). A linear fit with zero intercept is indicated for
each data by a dotted line.

with the magnon mode occupancy, which increases with tem-
perature.As shown in Fig. 3(a), ∆Vdet (amplitude of the cos2-
dependence) indeed depends sensitively on temperature. ∆Vdet
decreases with decreasing temperatures for all investigated
samples. For T ≤ 100 K, the extracted ∆Vdet is below our de-
tection limit. This observation is consistent with the magnonic
origin and the expected role of the thermal magnon bath in
the interconverison between the electronic and magnonic spin.
Note that for better comparison between the different combi-
nations of the FMs we normalized ∆Vdet(T ) to the value ∆Vdet
at the maximum temperature in the measurements (280 K or
300 K).

The temperature dependence is similar to all-electrical
magnon transport experiments, where a reduction at low tem-
peratures is found [23, 47]. However, the T α dependence with
α ∼ 1.5 observed in Ref. [23] and which is attributed to the
spin convertance at the interface [45, 48] to the spin trans-
port does not fit our data. The dashed black line indicates that
α ∼ 3 is more adequate to describe our data. The implications
of this dependence on the dominant mechanism for angular
momentum transport are discussed further below.

As shown in Fig. 3(b), ∆Vdet depends dominantly linear on
Iinj for all FM1-FM2 strips (dashed same colored lines indi-
cate a linear fit with zero y-axis intercept). This is compatible
with a non-equilibrium process in linear response driven by
electronic and magnonic spin accumulations proportional to
the electrical current drive [46]. For large currents a cubic
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deviation is observed for CoFe-CoFe that stems from Joule
heating increasing the device temperature and thereby ∆Vdet.
Note that thermal effects to the voltage that are independent
of the direction of current flow are removed by a current re-
versal technique and therefore do not contribute to the signal
(see Methods).

To analyze how the wire separation d of the FM1-FM2
strips and the thickness t influence ∆Vdet, we utilized 4 sam-
ples with several Py-Py strips with identical width w and
a systematic variation in d, while varying t for each sam-
ple deposited on YAG or Al2O3 substrates. To remove any
device variations, we calculated the spin transfer efficiency
ηs(d) = Idet/Iinj = ∆Vdet/Vinj for each device. Here, we uti-
lized that the resistance of our injector and detector strips are
identical within 1− 3 %. For ηs(d) we observe a reduction
with d (see Fig. 4) for all investigated samples. Moreover, our
data suggest that the spin transfer efficiency is enhanced with
increasing t, but the investigated thickness range at present is
too limited to extract a concrete dependence.

The d dependence of the signal may provide valuable in-
formation about the physical mechanisms underlying our ob-
served finite magnon conductance across the spatially sepa-
rated FM1-FM2. The contribution due to the diffusive trans-
port of an intermediary, such as phonons, may be expected
to result in an exponential dependence ∼ exp(−d/λph)[49].
We note that an oscillatory behavior has been predicted [41]
for the angular momentum transport mediated by phonons
between two ferromagnets and for short distances d, which
we do not observe in our experiments. On the other hand,
magnons in either ferromagnet can extend to the respective
other one by dipolar coupling, so that angular momentum
transfer between the two FMs may manifest with an algebraic
decay with d. This phenomenon is established in literature
and is referred to as magnon tunneling [50–52]. Quantitative
modeling of this mechanism without knowledge of the spec-
tral distribution of contributing magnons is however compli-
cated and rendered analytically intractable by the finite sizes
of the two FMs and the long-range nature of the dipolar inter-
action. Thus, we heuristically motivate a d dependence that
may capture the dipolar coupling contribution.

The dipolar interaction between two thin magnetic wires
separated by distance d scales as ∼ 1/d2. The corresponding
coupling between an infinitely wide film and a wire placed at
distance d from its edge scales as ∼ 1/d. Our finite size FMs
may be expected to manifest a scaling ∼ 1/dn, with 1≤ n≤ 2.
Furthermore, considering that our FMs are wide and the rel-
evant angular momentum transfer originates predominantly
from a region about λm from the FM edge, the effective sep-
aration between the wires becomes d + c2 with c2 a distance
comparable to λm. Thus, we may consider the following dis-
tance dependence for the dipolar mechanism, assuming n = 1
for simplicity [53]:

ηs(d) =
c1

d + c2
, (1)

where c1 is a scaling constant. We fit our data with Eq.(1)
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FIG. 4. The spin transfer efficiency ηs as a function of the distance d
is shown for 4 different Py samples with varying DI substrate and Py
thickness (2.5 T, 280 K). The dashed lines represent a fit to each data
set using Eq. (1), which are in excellent agreement with the obtained
data. The dotted magenta line shows an exponential decay fit to the
Py-Py(15) data for comparison, yielding a decay length λ ≈ 600nm.

(dashed lines in Fig. 4) and obtain similar values c2 ≈ 200 nm
for all investigated samples (see SM [30] for a detailed list
of all fit parameters), suggesting that the dipolar coupling is
likely the main contribution to our observed angular momen-
tum transfer. For comparison, we also show the exponential
fit to our data in Fig. 4 for the Py-Py(t = 15 nm) dataset. Fur-
thermore, in the dipolar interaction-mediated transport sce-
nario, our observed temperature scaling with T 3 (Fig. 3a) is
attributed to the product of the magnon number in each FM,
which both follow the Bloch T 3/2 dependence.

In summary, our results establish a device architecture to in-
vestigate and exploit magnonic angular momentum transport
between two FM strips by all-electrical means. The concept is
based on charge-to-spin current conversion in the metallic fer-
romagnets and the interplay of the accumulated electron spin
with the thermal magnon gas. The observed scaling with dis-
tance and temperature is compatible with angular momentum
transport by dipolar coupling between the two ferromagnets,
but we cannot rule out the potential dominance or relevance of
a phononic contribution. Our results lay the foundation for all-
electrical investigation of magnon spin transport and charge-
to-spin current conversion processes in nano-structured FMs.
The presented scheme provides a blueprint for magnonic de-
vices that do not rely on magnetic insulators and transpar-
ent interfaces for spin currents to separate the electronic and
magnonic systems. Our results further provide a perspective
on the characterization and exploitation of magnonic crys-
tals [54] for spin wave propagation.
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tané, C. Beigné, G. de Loubens, M. Viret, N. Beaulieu,
J. Ben Youssef, V. E. Demidov, S. O. Demokritov, A. N.
Slavin, V. S. Tiberkevich, A. Anane, P. Bortolotti, V. Cros, and
O. Klein, Nonlinear spin conductance of yttrium iron garnet
thin films driven by large spin-orbit torque, Physical Review
B 97, 060409 (2018).

[25] R. Lebrun, A. Ross, S. A. Bender, A. Qaiumzadeh, L. Baldrati,
J. Cramer, A. Brataas, R. A. Duine, and M. Kläui, Tunable long-
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and S. Vélez, Magnon transport and thermoelectric effects in
ultrathin Tm3Fe5O12/Pt nonlocal devices, Phys. Rev. Res. 4,
043214 (2022).

[58] V. D. Ky, The planar Nernst effect in permalloy films, physica
status solidi (b) 17, K207 (1966).

[59] V. D. Ky, Planar Hall and Nernst effect in ferromagnetic metals,
physica status solidi (b) 22, 729 (1967).

[60] Y. Pu, E. Johnston-Halperin, D. D. Awschalom, and
J. Shi, Anisotropic thermopower and planar Nernst effect in
Ga1-xMnxAs ferromagnetic semiconductors, Physical Review
Letters 97, 036601 (2006).

[61] A. D. Avery, M. R. Pufall, and B. L. Zink, Observation of the
planar Nernst effect in permalloy and nickel thin films with in-
plane thermal gradients, Physical Review Letters 109, 196602
(2012).

[62] Y. Omori, E. Sagasta, Y. Niimi, M. Gradhand, L. E. Hueso,
F. Casanova, and Y. Otani, Relation between spin Hall effect
and anomalous Hall effect in 3d ferromagnetic metals, Physical
Review B 99, 014403 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b02114
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b02114
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.96.024449
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.96.024449
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-408130-7.00004-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-408130-7.00004-6
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4936207
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.121.027202
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.121.027202
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0079-y
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0035690
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.101.060407
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.124.117201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104402
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.103.144430
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.103.144430
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5101032
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5101032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.214424
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.014412
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.014412
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.94.180402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.140402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.140402
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/90/27003
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4948381
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4948381
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-020-00485-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-020-00485-6
http://stacks.iop.org/0022-3727/50/i=24/a=244001
http://stacks.iop.org/0022-3727/50/i=24/a=244001
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4839395
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4839395
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.96.174406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043214
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043214
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.19660170262
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.19660170262
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.19670220242
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.97.036601
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.97.036601
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.109.196602
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.109.196602
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.99.014403
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.99.014403

	Electrically induced angular momentum flow between separated ferromagnets
	Abstract
	Acknowledgements
	References


