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ABSTRACT

Due to its low intrinsic damping, Y3Fe5O12 and its substituted variations are often used for ferromag-
netic layer at spin pumping experiment. Spin pumping is an interfacial spin current generation in the
interface of ferromagnet and non-magnetic metal, governed by spin mixing conductance parameter
G↑↓. G↑↓ has been shown to enhance the damping of the ferromagnetic layer. The theory suggested
that the effect of G↑↓ on gyromagnetic ratio only comes from its negligible imaginary part. In this
article, we show that the different damping of ferrimagnetic lattices induced by G↑↓ can affect the
gyromagnetic ratio of Gd-substituted Y3Fe5O12.

1. Introduction
One of the focuses of spintronics, the research area about the

manipulation of spin degree of freedom, is the manipulation of
magnetic moment by spin current and vice-versa [1, 2]. At mag-
netic interface, a spin current can be generated from a ferromag-
netic layer to non-magnetic metallic layer by spin pumping [3]. The
pumped spin current arises from the exchange interaction between
the spin of ferromagnetic layer and the conduction spin of the non-
magnetic metal [4]. The polarization of the pumped spin current
depends on the dynamics of magnetic moments at the ferromag-
netic layer [5]

J = ReG↑↓m × ṁ − ImG↑↓ṁ, (1)

where m is the normalized magnetization direction and G↑↓ is the
interfacial spin mixing conductance [6]. While G↑↓ generally has a
complex value, its imaginary part is significantly smaller [7, 8].

Due to its low intrinsic damping [9, 10], Y3Fe5O12 (YIG) [11,
12, 13] and its substituted variations[14, 15] are often used for fer-
romagnetic layer at spin pumping experiment. It has been observed
that the spinmixing conductance can be enhanced by substitutingY
in ferrimagnetic Y3Fe5O12 with rare earths such as Gd [16, 17, 18].
Furthermore, the polarization switch of the spin current near the
magnetization compensation point of Gd3Fe5O12 is often studied
[19, 20]. The magnetization compensation points occur because
Gd3+ and Fe3+ ions in ferrimagnetic Gd3Fe5O12 are antiferromag-
netically coupled.

Beside using ferromagnetic resonance, spin pumping can be
excited using temperature gradient ΔT and produce spin Seebeck
voltage [21, 22]

V ∝

ReG↑↓

Ms
ΔT , (2)

where 
 and Ms are the gyromagnetic ratio and saturation mag-
netization of ferromagnetic layer, respectively. The proportionality
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constant only depends on the properties of the non-magnetic metal.
Ref. [14] shows that the magnitude of G↑↓ at the interface of Gd-
substituted Y3 Fe5O12|Pt is dominantly originated from the mag-
netization of Fe G↑↓ ∝ MFe. However, the linear relation of 
 and
V was not confirmed.

Reciprocally, spin mixing at the interface gives a torque on the
magnetization in the form of spin transfer torque due to spin accu-
mulation �s [23].

� = ReG↑↓m ×
(

m × �s
)

− ImG↑↓m × �s (3)

Spin transfer torque can be used for manipulation of the magne-
tization of the ferromagnetic layer [24, 25]. The real part of spin
mixing conductance ReG↑↓ has been shown to increase the Gilbert
damping of the magnetization [5].


� = 
�(0) +MjReG↑↓, (4)

On the other hand, ImG↑↓ has been predicted to reduce the gyro-
magnetic ratio [4, 5].

1


= 1

 (0)

+MjImG↑↓, (5)

However, the effect of ReG↑↓ to the gyromagnetic ratio is not well-
studied.

In this article, we aim to study the effect of G↑↓ on the gy-
romagnetic ratio of Gd substituted Y3Fe5O12, assuming negligible
ImG↑↓ → 0. While G↑↓ has been predicted to only increase the
damping, it can also affect the gyromagnetic ratio, because the ef-
fective gyromagnetic ratio of a ferrimagnet is determined on the
damping parameters of each magnetic lattice [26]. By studying
the damping increase due to G↑↓ of the interface in Sec. 2.1 and
the coupled dynamics of two magnetic lattices in Sec. 2.2, we can
describe the effect of spin mixing conductance on the effective gy-
romagnetic ratio of Gd substituted YIG in Sec. 3 and show that 

in Eq. 2 should be the G↑↓-corrected gyromagnetic ratio.
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2. Methods
2.1. Damping torque due to interfacial spin mixing

In second quantization, the interactions of conduction spin of
non-magnetic metal near the interface with n-th spin Sn of ferro-
magnet layer can be written with the following s − d Hamiltonian
[27]

 =
∑

p�
�pa

†
p�ap� − 
e

∑

p��
H ⋅ ���a†p�ap�

− J
∑

npq��
Sn ⋅ ���a†p+q�ap� , (6)

where 
e is the gyromagnetic ratio of free electron, a†p�(ap�) is the
creation (annihilation) operator of conduction electron with wave
vector p and spin �, � is Pauli vectors, �p = ℏ2p2∕2m is the energy
of conduction electron and J is the exchange constant.

In linear response regime, the exchange interaction dictates that
the spin density of the conduction electron responds linearly to per-
turbation due to exchange interaction[4, 28]

�i(r) =
∑

pq��
eiq⋅r���a†p+q�ap�

=J
∑

n
∫ drdt�ij(r − r′, t − t′)Snj(r′, t′), (7)

where i, j ∈ {x, y, z}. The susceptibility

�ij(r, t) =
i
ℏ
Θ(t)

⟨[

�i(r, t), �j(0, 0)
]⟩

(8)

can be determined by evaluating its time derivation

)�ij(r, t)
)t

= i
ℏ
Θ(t)

⟨[ 1
iℏ

[

�i(r, t),0
]

, �j(0, 0)
]⟩

. (9)

By setting the first two terms in Hamiltonian in Eq. 6 as the unper-
turbed0, the susceptibility can be evaluated�ij(r, t) =

∑

pq eiq⋅r−i!t�ij(p,q, !),
we can derive the exact expression of �ij in the static limit ! → 0
for all i, j combination

∑

p

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

�xx(p,q, 0) �xy(p,q, 0) �xz(p,q, 0)
�yx(p,q, 0) �yy(p,q, 0) �yz(p,q, 0)
�zx(p,q, 0) �zy(p,q, 0) �zz(p,q, 0)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

=
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

�(q) 
eHz'(q) 
eHy'(q)
−
eHz'(q) �(q) 
eHx'(q)

eHy'(q) −
eHx'(q) �(q)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

(10)

such that

�ij(r, t) =
∑

q
eiq⋅r−i!t

∑

p
�ij(p,q, 0)

=�(t)
∑

q
eiq⋅r

(

�ij�(q) + �ijk
eHk'(q)
)

. (11)

One can see that the susceptibility is anisotropic [29]. In the limit
of small magnetic fieldH ≪ �F , the induced spin density takes the
following form

�(r) =
∑

nk
eik⋅rJ

(

�(k)Sn + 
e'(k)Sn ×H
)

, (12)

where �(k) is the static susceptibility of a metal

� = (�F )

(

1 +
4k2F − q

2

4kFk
log

|

|

|

|

k + 2kF
k − 2kF

|

|

|

|

)

(13)

and

'(k) = lim
�→0

∑

p

fp − fp+k
(

�p+k − �p + i�
)2

= 2(�F )
�3

k2Fℏ
Θ(2kF − k)

k
. (14)

' is the anisotropic susceptibility that generates a term in � that
is non-collinear to Sn. Here  (�F ) is the density of state at Fermi
level. ' term generates a spin transfer torque on spin Sn [27]

� =
∑

n

nJSn × �(0)

=

(

J 2
∑

k
'(k)

)

∑

n

nSn ×

(

Sn × 
eH
)

. (15)

Since Sn = Snm and 
eH is a spin accumulation, by comparing
Eqs. 15 and 3 one can see that ' is related to spin mixing conduc-
tance G↑↓ =

∑

j G
↑↓
j , where the spin mixing conductance for j−th

lattice is

G↑↓
j = NjS

2
j J

2
∑

k
'(k), (16)

where Nj is number of spin at the interface. This torque increase
the damping torque on the total magnetic moment M =MsVm of
the whole volume of the ferromagnetic layer

dM
dt

=
∑

n

jG

↑↓
j m × (m ×H) , (17)

can be written in a normalized form

dm
dt

= 1
MsV

∑

n

jG

↑↓
j m × (m ×H) (18)

where Ms is magnetization saturation, V = Ad is volume of the
magnetic layer. One can see the damping due to spin mixing con-
ductance is inversely proportional to thickness d. For YIG, Ref. [4]
estimate the value per unit area to be G↑↓

YIG∕A ∼ Å
−2
. When Y is

substituted with Gd, the spin mixing conductance should include
the contributions from all magnetic lattice [30].

2.2. Landau-Lifshitz equation of ferrimagnet
The dynamics of magnetic moment of j-th magnetic lattice Mj

(j = 1, 2) in a ferrimagnet is governed by Landau-Lifshitz equation
[26].

dMj

dt
= − 
iMj ×Hj −

�j
j
Mj

Mj ×
(

Mj ×Hj
)

, (19)

where Hj is the effective magnetic field felt by Mj and �j is its di-
mensionless damping parameter. Hj consists of external magnetic
fieldH0 and molecular field due to coupling with another magnetic
lattice

Hj =H0 + �Mk≠j . (20)

� is coupling constant betweenmagnetic lattices. TheMj×
(

Mj ×Hj
)

term in Eq. 19 is the damping torque [31], that include the contri-
bution of spin mixing conductance in Eq. 17

(

�j − �
(0)
j

)

=
NjG

↑↓
j

MjV
, (21)
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Figure 1: Ferrimagnet with two magnetic lattices M1 and M2
under an external magnetic field H0. Due to magnetic inter-
action Hint = −�M1 ⋅ M2, the dynamics of M1 and M2 are
coupled as a total magnetization with effective gyromagnetic
ratio 
eff and effective damping parameter �eff . When � > 0
the coupling is ferromagnetic. On the other hand, when � < 0,
the coupling is antiferromagnetic.

where Nj is number of spin at the interface, �(0)j is the intrinsic
damping of i-th magnetic lattice of the magnetic layer. One can see
the damping enhancement is inversely proportional to thickness of
the ferromagnetic layer.

Here we note that the damping torque could take M × Ṁ form
as in the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation [32]. However, Ref. [33,
34] shows that Eq. 19 has better agreement with the experiment data
for rare earth garnet in large damping limit, which is appropriate for
spin pumping setup that has large damping.

In the ferromagnetic resonance linear polarizedmicrowavemag-
netic field is used to study the resonance spectrum of magnetic ma-
terial

H0 = H0ẑ + x̂�H cos!t, (22)

�H ≪ H0. Mathematically, a linear polarized magnetic field can
be written in a combination of circularly polarized magnetic field
with opposite frequency

x̂ cos!t = 1
2

∑

w=±!
(x̂ coswt + ŷ sinwt). (23)

Because of that, for mathematical simplicity, we can study the re-
sponse of the magnetization dynamics of the following circularly
polarized external magnetic field

H0 = H0ẑ + (x̂ cos!t + ŷ sin!t)�H. (24)

The coupled magnetization dynamics of our ferrimagnet can then
be linearized by settingMj+ =Mjx + iMjy and assumingMj+ ≪
Mjz. The coupled dynamics can be written in the following linear
equations.

)
)t

[

M1+
M2+

]

= iW
[

M1+
M2+

]

− iei!t�H
[ (

1 + i�1
)


1M1
(

1 + i�2
)


2M2

]

(25)

whereW =
[ (

1 + i�1
)


1
(

H0 + �M2
)

−
(

1 + i�1
)


1�M1
−
(

1 + i�2
)


2�M2
(

1 + i�2
)


2
(

H0 + �M1
)

]

(26)

For � ≫ H0 one can show that the leading order in the eigen values
ofW are

w1 =�
((

1 + i�2
)


2M1 +
(

1 + i�1
)


1M2
)

, (27)

w2 =H0
M1 +M2

M1
(1+i�1)
1

+ M2
(1+i�2)
2

. (28)

In the limit � ≫ H0, the solution for �H = 0 can be written as

Mtot+ ∝ ei(1+i�eff )
effH0t, (29)

as illustrated in Fig. 1. The eigenstate of w2 determines the effec-
tive gyromagnetic ratio


eff =
Rew2

H0
=

(M1 +M2)
(

M1∕
1
1+�21

+ M2∕
2
1+�22

)

(

M1∕
1
1+�21

+ M2∕
2
1+�22

)2

+
(

�1M1∕
1
1+�21

+ �2M2∕
2
1+�22

)2
(30)

and the effective damping

�eff =
Imw2

Rew2
=
�1

M1∕
1
1+�21

+ �2
M2∕
2
1+�22

M1∕
1
1+�21

+ M2∕
2
1+�22

. (31)

�eff is closely related to the width of the ferromagnetic reso-
nance (FMR) spectrum, which can be determined from the rate of
the loss of magnetic dissipation energy ΔF = −H0 ⋅ Mtot .

dF
dt

=
�eff
eff!2Mtot�H2

(

! − Rew2
)

+
(

Imw2
)2

(32)

The shape of the Lorentzian function indicates that the FMR width
is proportional to the effective damping parameter

Δ!
!peak

∼ �eff . (33)

In the limit of small �1, �2 → 0, we get the following well-known
effective gyromagnetic ratio

lim
�→0


eff =
M1 +M2

M1∕
1 +M2∕
2
. (34)

On the other hand, in the limit of large �2 ≫ �1 ≈ 0 we arrive at
the Kittel gyromagnetic ratio for ferrimagnet with an overdamped
M2 [33, 35]

lim
�2→∞


eff =
M1 +M2

M1∕
1
. (35)

3. Results and Discussion
From here on, we focus on substituted Y3Fe5O12. It has a gar-

net structure that consists of tetrahedron (d), octahedron (a) and
dodecahedron (c) of oxygen ions coordinated with metal cations.
The magnetic moments in tetrahedral and octahedral sites rise from
Fe3+ ions [36]. Because a and d sites are antiferromagnetically cou-
pled, 4 out of 5 Fe occupying a and d sites cancel each other. Y in

: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 6



Figure 2: One eighth of a unit cell of ferrimagnetic R3Fe5O12.
Lattice constant a = 12.4 Å. The garnet structure has metal
cations (Fe3+ and R3+) and oxygen anions that form tetrahedral
(a), octahedral (d) and dodecahedral (c) sites [36, 37, 38].
R site is occupied by Y or rare earth elements and coupled
antiferromagnetically with a-site. Fe ions occupy a and d sites.
Because a and d are antiferromagnetically coupled, 4 out of 5
Fe3+ in R3Fe5O12 cancel each other.

dodecahedral site can be substituted with rare earth elements and
is coupled antiferromagnetically with a-site as seen in Fig. 2 [36].

Ref. [14] experimentally measures the gyromagnetic ratio of
Y3−xGdxFe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12 for variations of x and y. Since Gd3+
has non zero magnetization from half-filled 4f orbital, substitution
of Y creates magnetic moment at c site. Mn2+ can substitute Fe3+ in
a site [39]. Al dominantly substitute Fe3+ in d site when y ≤ 2. For
y = 6%, 90% of Al3+ substitutes d−site, this percentage reduces
slowly as Al percentage increases [36]. Main contribution of Mn
and Al to the magnetization is the substitution of Fe in a site [36].
Fig. 3 illustrates that the magnetization of substituted Y3Fe5O12 is
dominated by Fe and Gd.

Since magnetic moment at d site cancels some of a site, the
magnetization of the Gd-substituted garnet arises from Fe3+ of a
site and Gd3+ of c site. We can then set Fe3+ of a site to be the first
magnetic lattice and Gd3+ of c site.

M1 =mFenFe, (36)
M2 = − mGdnGd, (37)

On the other hand, mGd is the magnetic moment of Gd3+. mFe is the
magnetic moment of Gd3+. Their ratio is determined by the param-
agnetic response of Gd to the molecular field of Fe ion, according

Figure 3: Magnetization of Y3−xGdxFe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12 in
Ref. [14] is dominated by Fe and Gd ions. Mn and Al indi-
rectly contribute to the magnetization by substituting Fe [36].
Ms is saturation magnetization, mX is the magnetic moment of
X ion. n(j)X is the number of X ion at (j)-site. Here mGd = mFe∕3.

to Curie law [40]
mGd
mFe

∝ 1
T
. (38)

Since the compensation temperature andCurie temperature ofGd3Fe5O12
is around 286 K [41]

MGd3Fe5O12 =mFe − 3mGd = 0, (39)

one can estimate that mGd = mFe∕3.
We can now describe the trend of gyromagnetic ratio using

Eq. 30. Fig. 4 illustrate the agreement of Eq. 30 with experimen-
tal data from Ref. [14]. The blue line is the gyromagnetic ratio of
Y3−xGdx Fe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12 bulk. From numerical fitting, one can
find that

�(0)Fe =0, (40)

�(0)Gd =0.36 ± 0.3, (41)

Fe

Gd

=1.43 ± 0.10. (42)

The value of 
Gd can be lower than 
Fe because of the crystalline
field [42]. For a bilayer of Y3−xGdx Fe5−y(Mn,Al)y O12 and Pt, we
need to take into account the contribution of ReG↑↓ according to
Eq. 21.

The spinmixing conductance at the interfaceY3−xGdx Fe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12
and Pt increases the magnetic damping of the ferrimagnet. Since
G↑↓
YIG = NFeG

↑↓
Fe , the damping enhancement of Fe lattice is

�Fe − �
(0)
Fe =

NFeG
↑↓
Fe

MFeV
=
G↑↓
YIG∕A
dMYIG

= 0.95. (43)

Here we used d = 1 mm [14] and lattice constant ∼ 12 Å. Using
Gj ∝ S2j proportionality, the damping enhancement of Gd lattice
can also be estimated

Δ�Gd =
NGdG

↑↓
Gd

MGdV
=
S2GdmFe
mGdS2Fe

Δ�Fe = 0.22. (44)

The change of damping parameter shifts the minimum value of the
gyromagnetic ratio as seen in Fig. 4. Since 
 that includes spin mix-
ing contribution is extracted from V in Ref. [14] using Eq. 2 (see
Appendix A), the agreement with the experiment data confirms the
proportionality of V and 
 .
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Figure 4: Normalized gyromagnetic ratio of substituted
YFe5O12 (sYIG) and sYIG|Pt as a function of the ratio of
M1 = mFenFe andM2 = −mGdnGd. The values are normalized to
the value of YFe5O12 ∼ 1.76×107 G−1s−1 [43]. Negative values
of M2∕M1 indicate that they are antiferromagnetically cou-
pled. Blue line is the gyromagnetic ratio of sYIG with intrinsic
damping �Fe = 0 and �Gd = 0.36. Red line is the gyromagnetic
ratio of sYIG|Pt with increased �Fe = 0.95 and �Gd = 0.58 due
to spin mixing at the interface. Theoretical values (blue and
red lines) agree with the experimental values of sYIG (white
circles) and sYIG|Pt (black circles) in Ref. [14] (see Table 1).
The minimum value is shifted and the width is broadened.

4. Conclusion
To summarize, we discuss the effect of spin mixing conduc-

tance on the effective gyromagnetic ratio of ferrimagnetic reso-
nance of two magnetic lattices using Landau - Lifshitz equation.
We apply the two latticesmodel to ferrimagnetic Y3−x GdxFe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12.
The two lattices model can be used for the substituted Mn and Al
substitution mainly replace Fe at a-site, and thus the magnetization
only originated from Fe and Gd. We show that it can describe the
effective gyromagnetic ratio of the substituted Y3Fe5O12 with and
without Pt interface.

The interfacial spin mixing conductance influences the effec-
tive gyromagnetic ratio by increasing the damping parameter of Fe
and Gd. Fig. 4 shows that the minima of gyromagnetic ratio of
substituted Y3Fe5O12 is further reduced due to spin mixing conduc-
tance of its interface with Pt. Far from the minima, the gyromag-
netic ratio is weakly increased. As a comparison, the effect of small
imaginary part of spin mixing conductance monotonically reduces
the gyromagnetic ratio. Our result can be applied for Y3Fe5O12 sub-
stituted by other rare earth elements which has various potential in
spin-caloritonics and related areas.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENTS
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Table 1
Number of Gd3+ and Fe3+ that contributes to magnetization
and gyromagnetic ratio of Y3−xGdxFe5−y(Mn,Al)yO12 (sYIG)
from Ref. [14]. The values of 
sYIG|Pt are deduced from the
spin Seebeck voltages (see Appendix A).

x y nGd nFe 
sYIG 
sYIG|Pt
(107(Gs)−1) (107(Gs)−1)

0.69 0.628 0.65 0.50 1.84 0.58

0.72 0.218 0.70 0.77 1.87 0.79

1.11 0.208 1.10 0.82 1.85 0.15

0.40 0.102 0.40 0.94 1.83 2.06

0.90 0.092 0.86 1.10 1.90 1.64

0.31 0.018 0.30 0.98 1.78 1.51

1.35 0.018 1.33 1.01 1.81 1.04

0.91 0.006 0.89 0.99 1.90 1.97

Table 2
Values of nGd, nFe, VsYIG|Pt , 
sYIG|Pt extracted from Ref. [14] and
the corresponding gyromagnetic ratio 
sYIG|Pt

nGd nFe VsYIG|Pt∕VYIG|Pt 
sYIG|Pt (107(Gs)−1)
0.65 0.50 0.50 0.58
0.70 0.77 0.60 0.79
1.10 0.82 1.00 0.15
0.40 0.94 1.35 2.06
0.86 1.10 1.20 1.64
0.30 0.98 0.95 1.51
1.33 1.01 0.90 1.04
0.89 0.99 1.50 1.97

A. Relation of gyromagnetic ratio and spin
Seebeck voltage in sYIG|Pt bilayer
Eq. 2 can be used for extracting the gyromagnetic ratio of sYIG|Pt

bilayer from the spin Seebeck voltage


sYIG|Pt

YIG|Pt

=

(

VMs∕G↑↓
)

sYIG|Pt
(

VMs∕G↑↓
)

YIG|Pt

. (45)

From Eq. 16, one can arrive at

G↑↓
sYIG|Pt ∝ nFeS

2
Fe + nGdS

2
Gd. (46)

Because of that we can find the ratio


sYIG|Pt

YIG|Pt

=
VsYIG|Pt
VYIG|Pt

1 + mGdnGd
mFenFe

1 +
S2Gd
S2Fe

nGd
nFe

=
VsYIG|Pt
VYIG|Pt

1 + mGdnGd
mFenFe

1 + nGd(mGd∕
Gd)2
nFe(mFe∕
Fe)2

, (47)

which is useful for extracting 
sYIG|Pt from raw spin Seebeck voltage
data in Ref. [14] (see Table 2).
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