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The fascinating high-speed field-driven domain wall (DW) motion along ferrimagnetic nanowires near the
angular momentum compensation point (AMCP) is solved based on the generic ferrimagnetic dynamics. The
physics of the absences of precessional torque and infinite high Walker breakdown field at the AMCP is proved
under general conditions. Based on the energy conservation principle, an almost exact DW velocity formula,
valid beyond the Walker breakdown field, is obtained. Our results agree with all existing experiments and
simulations. This theory provides useful guidances to DW manipulation.

Introduction.— Magnetic domain wall (DW) dynamics in
nanowires have attracted much attention for its rich physics
[1, 2] and promising device applications such as racetrack
memories [3]. One critical issue in applications is the real-
ization of high stable DW speed under external forces such
as magnetic fields and electrical currents. This requires a de-
lay or removal of so-called Walker breakdown [4]. The en-
deavour of increasing DW speed leads to studying DW mo-
tion in antiferromagnetic nanowires [5–7], and, very recently,
to that in ferrimagnetic nanowires [8–19]. A ferrimagnet has
at least two spin sublattices antiferromagnetically interacting
with each other. It has two special states called the angu-
lar momentum compensation point (AMCP) at which the an-
gular momenta of the two sublattices cancel each other and
the magnetization compensation point at which the magneti-
zations cancel each other. One class of ferrimagnets is rare-
earth-transition-metal alloys whose AMCP and magnetization
compensation point are different in general and can be tuned
by compositions, other than the temperature. Unlike an an-
tiferromagnet, ferrimagnetic states can be manipulated by a
magnetic field, a spin transfer torque, and a spin-orbit torque.
Also, unlike a ferromagnet, the net magnetization of a ferri-
magnet can be very small but not zero, especially around an
AMCP such that it is susceptible to the magnetic field with
small Zeeman energy. One fascinating discovery is the very
high DW speed of thousands meters per second in compen-
sated ferrimagnetic (FiM) nanowires near the AMCP [9–11].
Here we show that high DW speed near the AMCP is related
to the absence of precessional torque and Walker breakdown
phenomenon at the AMCP.

Although FiM dynamics should be described by coupled
partial differential equations for magnetizations on at least two
antiferromagnetically coupled sublattices, existing theoreti-
cal studies treat a ferrimagnet either as a ferromagnet whose
dynamics follows Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation
[10, 11] or an antiferromagnet with the Néel order governed
by a second-order partial differential equation [9, 12, 16, 20–
22]. DW dynamics is then obtained from converting the par-
tial differential equations into ordinary differential equations
for the collective coordinates of DW center and DW-plane
canting angle [9, 12, 16, 20–22]. Indeed, existing theories
have enriched our understanding of DW dynamics in ferri-

magnets in many aspects. However, there are some drawbacks
in these approaches. These approaches fail to provide a quan-
titative explanation to both experiments and simulations since
they rely on the existence of a DW plane and a rigid body
assumption for the Thiele equation [23]. It often needs to as-
sume also certain DW structure such that the approaches are
difficult, if not impossible, to generalize to situations where
the assumptions are not valid such as for vortex DWs and
DWs in chiral magnets. Furthermore, the physical picture be-
hind the FiM DW motion is unclear in these approaches and
an accurate description of the DW speed beyond the Walker
breakdown field is still challenging.

In this work, the origin of the high DW speed and absence
of Walker breakdown field at the AMCP of a FiM nanowire
are explained based on generic dynamics for coupled sublat-
tice magnetizations of a ferrimagnet with a general Rayleigh
dissipation. We show that a static DW between two domains
with different energy densities does not exist. Spins in the
DW must move in a field that creates such an energy density
difference. Moving spins must dissipate energy due to the in-
evitable coupling between spins and its environment described
by Gilbert damping in magnetization dynamics. The dissi-
pated energy must be compensated by the Zeeman energy re-
leased from the DW propagation toward domain of the higher
energy density. At the AMCP, precessional torque vanishes
due to the zero angular momentum and the Walker breakdown
field become infinity, leading to the high DW speed. Further-
more, a universal relationship between DW speed and DW
structure is obtained, and an almost exact formula for high-
field DW velocity is derived.

Model.— We consider a head-to-head (HH) DW in a FiM
nanowire, whose easy axis is along the wire defined as the z-
axis as shown in Fig. 1. M1 and M2 are the magnetizations
on two sublattices with M1 and M2 being their saturation mag-
netization. The total magnetic energy of the wire in the pres-
ence of a uniform magnetic field H is E =

∫
ε d3x with the

energy density of

ε = JM1 ·M2 +
∑
i=1,2

[
Ai (∇Mi)2 + fi(Mi) − µ0Mi ·H

]
, (1)

where J > 0 is the antiferromagnetic interlattice-spin coupling
constant. Ai and fi are the ferromagnetic exchange stiffness
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a HH FiM DW in a nanowire. Region I and III
are two uniform FiM domains, separated by a DW (region II) whose
width is ∆. DW structure can be very complicated. H is the external
field. Colours denote the spin orientations: The red for spins along ẑ
and the light-blue for spins along −ẑ.

and anisotropic magnetic energy density for sublattice i (i =

1, 2). fi is assumed to have two equal minima atMi = ±Miẑ.
The FiM magnetization dynamics is generically governed

by the following equations [24, 25]

1
γ1

∂M1

∂t
= −M1 ×

(
H1 −

α11

γ1M1

∂M1

∂t
−

α12

γ1M1

∂M2

∂t

)
1
γ2

∂M2

∂t
= −M2 ×

(
H2 −

α22

γ2M2

∂M2

∂t
−

α21

γ2M2

∂M1

∂t

)
,

(2)

where Hi = −µ−1
0 δE/δMi and γi = giµB/~ (i = 1, 2) are

the effective field and the gyromagnetic ratio for Mi, respec-
tively. gi, µB, and ~ are the Landé g-factor of sublattice i
(i = 1, 2), the Bohr magneton, and the Planck constant, re-
spectively. α11, α22 and α12, α21 are intra-sublattice and inter-
sublattice damping coefficients. We have α12

γ1 M1
= α21

γ2 M2
due to

the action-reaction law. si = Mi/γi is the spin density of sub-
lattice i (i = 1, 2). γ1 , γ2 in a general ferrimagnet because of
the difference in Landé g-factors of sublattices. For example,
in GdFeCo alloys, gGd ' 2, gFeCo ' 2.2 [9].

Results.— We prove first that no static DW is allowed in
the presence of a magnetic field along the z−direction, except
at magnetization compensation point. If a static DW solution
exists, the DW structure should satisfy equationsMi×Hi = 0
(i = 1, 2). As illustrated in the Supplemental Materials [26], it
impliesMi(x, t) (i = 1, 2) satisfying following equation	

∂Ω

ε1 − j=x,y,z∑
i=1,2

2Ai(∇Mi, j) ⊗ (∇Mi, j)

 · dσ = const. (3)

where ∂Ω is any closed surface of the system, 1 is the 3 × 3
unit matrix, and ⊗ denotes the dyadic product. Eq. (3) cannot
be true for a DW withM1 = M1ẑ,M2 = −M2ẑ on its left and
M1 = −M1ẑ,M2 = M2ẑ on its right as shown in Fig. 1, or
vice versa, because it requires (M1 −M2)H = 0. Thus, a static
DW can only exist either with H = 0 or M1 = M2. In other
words, a static DW cannot exist between two domains with
different energy density. This result can also be understood
from following argument: Assume Mi(x) is a static DW that
separate a left domain with a lower energy density ε1 from
the right domain with a higher energy density ε2(> ε1). The
energy change by shifting DW to the right by a distance L, i.e.

Mi(x)→Mi(x + Lẑ), is LS (ε1 − ε2) < 0, here S is the cross
section area of the wire. The DW is not stable against a rigid
shift to the right because this small change in spin structure
always lower the system energy. Thus a DW must vary with
time under a magnetic field.

When J is much larger than the Zeeman energy, M1 and
M2 are always anti-parallel to each other. We define Meff =

(M1 − M2)m, where m is the unit vector of M1. Then m
satisfies the following equation

(s1 − s2)
∂m

∂t
= −(M1 − M2)m ×Heff + αm ×

∂m

∂t
, (4)

where Heff = M1H1−M2H2
M1−M2

. In terms of m, the total energy

is E[m] =
∫ [

A(∇m)2 + f (m) − µ0(M1 − M2)m ·H
]

d3x

with A = A1M2
1 + A2M2

2 , where a is the lattice constant. De-
note α = α11s1+α22s2−α12s2

γ2
γ1
−α21s1

γ1
γ2

, the thermodynamic
second law requires α > 0 to ensure the Rayleigh dissipation
functional R =

µ0α
2

∫ (
∂m
∂t

)2
d3x [24, 25, 27] to be positive-

definite. Equation (4) says that the change of spin angular
momentum (left-hand side) equals the net torque (right-hand
side) that is the sum of a torque from an effective field on the
net magnetization (M1−M2 , 0) and a dissipative torque from
the motion ofm. At the AMCP, the dissipative torque cancels
the field torque.

Equation (4) can be recast as an effective LLG equation
[11, 20, 28–30]

∂m

∂t
= −γeffm ×Heff + αeffm ×

∂m

∂t
, (5)

with an effective gyromagnetic ratio γeff = |M1−M2|/(s1− s2)
and an effective Gilbert damping αeff = α/(s1 − s2). γeffαeff is
always positive because a moving magnetization must dissi-
pate its energy to its environment (See Eq. (6) below). s1 > s2
and s1 < s2 correspond to lattice-1 and lattice-2 dominate
cases. Following a similar derivation in the literature [31, 32],
the energy dissipation rate is [33, 34],

dE
dt

= −
αeffγeffµ0(

1 + α2
eff

)
(M1 − M2)

∫
(Meff ×Heff)2 d3x. (6)

We divide the wire into three regions as shown in Fig. 1:
I for the domain with Meff parallel to H , II for the DW, and
III for the domain with Meff anti-parallel to H . Energy dis-
sipation occurs only in the DW region (region II) where Meff

andHeff are not collinear [33, 34]. The change of energies, EI
and EIII, of region I and III comes from the DW propagation
along the wire, and should be d(EI+EIII)

dt = −2µ0(M1−M2)HvS ,
where v is the DW velocity. DW energy EII must be around
a certain value. Thus the time averaged energy change rate
must be zero. In another word, dEII

dt is either zero or oscillates
with zero average. The energy conservation requires

v =
αeffγeff

2HS
(
1 + α2

eff

) ∫
(m ×Heff)2 d3x

+
1

2µ0(M1 − M2)HS
dEII

dt
.

(7)
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This is a universal relationship between DW velocity and the
DW structure and can serve as a proper definition of instan-
taneous DW velocity. The second term on the right should
be identical zero in the case of a rigid DW motion such that
the DW speed is constant. In the case that a DW deforms
itself during its propagation, the energy dissipation rate and

DW energy EII oscillate with time and dEII
dt = 0, where the bar

denotes the time average. This results in an oscillating DW
speed whose time-averaged value is

v̄ =
αeffγeff

2HS
(
1 + α2

eff

)∫ (m ×Heff)2 d3x. (8)

We note (m ×Heff)2 = H2
eff,θ+H2

eff,φ, where Heff,θ and Heff,φ

are two field components perpendicular tom in the local coor-
dinate framework

(
em, eθ, eφ

)
. θ(x, t) and φ(x, t) are the polar

and the azimuthal angles ofm. Below we consider anisotropy
energy of f (m) = −Kzm2

z + Kym2
y .

Heff,θ = H sin θ −G,

Heff,φ = −
1

µ0(M1 − M2) sin θ
∂ f
∂φ

+
2A

µ0(M1 − M2) sin θ
∂

∂z

(
sin2 θ

∂φ

∂z

)
,

(9)

where G = 1
µ0(M1−M2)

[
2A ∂2θ

∂z2 −
∂ f
∂θ
− 2A sin θ cos θ

(
∂φ
∂z

)2
]
.

Equation (5) along eθ, eφ becomes

∂θ

∂t
= γeffHeff,φ − αeff sin θ

∂φ

∂t

sin θ
∂φ

∂t
= −γeffHeff,θ + αeff

∂θ

∂t
.

(10)

Eliminate time-derivative of θ from equation (10), we have(
1 + α2

eff

)
sin θ

∂φ

∂t
= γeff

(
αeffHeff,φ − Heff,θ

)
. (11)

If the DW propagates as a rigid-body along the z-direction,
the case of a field below the Walker breakdown [4], i.e.
∂φ
∂z = 0, ∂2φ

∂z2 = 0, and ∂φ
∂t = 0, using Eq. (9), we have

2A ∂2θ
∂z2 −

∂ f
∂θ

= 0, so that Heff,θ = −H sin θ, whose max-
imal allowed external field is the Walker breakdown field.
For (M1 − M2), (s1 − s2) , 0, ∂φ

∂t = 0 obviously requires
αeffHeff,φ = Heff,θ. This means that the DW-plane cants an an-
gle to generate a non-zero Heff,φ to coherently vary θ such that
the DW propagates along the wire. Recall our biaxial model
f (θ, φ) = −Kz cos2 θ + Ky sin2 θ sin2 φ, the Walker breakdown
field is HW = max

(
αeff Ky sin 2φ
µ0(M1−M2)

)
=

αKy

µ0 |(M1−M2)(s1−s2)| . Both γeff

and αeff diverge as (s1 − s2)−1 near the AMCP. The limit of
Eq. (11) under s1 − s2 → 0 (α2

eff
, γeffαeff ∼ (s1 − s2)−2) gives

Heff,φ = 0 and φ = 0 when ∂φ
∂t = 0. Thus the DW-plane re-

mains in the xz-plane and never rotates, leading to an infinite
HW at the AMCP. One can also see this point by consider-
ing an equivalent form of Eq. (5), ∂m

∂t = −
γeff

1+α2
eff

m ×Heff −

γeffαeff

1+α2
eff

m × (m ×Heff). At the AMCP, the precessional torque

vanishes since γeff

1+α2
eff

→ 0 as (s1 − s2) → 0 while the damp-

ing torque is finite because of lim(s1−s2)→0
γeffαeff

1+α2
eff

= M1−M2
α
, 0.

This means that the precessional motion is completely pro-
hibited, and m at any point inside the DW rotates coherently
toward external field, leading to a rigid DW propagation along
the wire (see the Supplemental Materials [26]).

Equation (5) with our biaxial magnetic anisotropy has
the well-known Walker DW solution [4] of θ(z, t) =

2 arctan
(
exp

((
z −

∫ t
0 v(τ)dτ

)
/∆(t)

))
, where ∆ is the DW

width. It gives dEII
dt = − 4AS

∆2
d∆
dt = 0 for a rigid-body DW

propagation. Heff,θ = αeffHeff,φ = −H sin θ, (m ×Heff)2 =

H2
eff,θ + H2

eff,φ =
(
1 + α2

eff

)
H2 sin2 θ/α2

eff
. Substituting DW

width definition of
∫

sin2 θd3x = 2S ∆ into Eq. (7), one has
v =

(M1−M2)∆
α

H and DW speed at Walker breakdown field
vW =

Ky∆

µ0(s1−s2) , independent of the damping coefficient and
divergent at the AMCP.

Away from the AMCP, HW is finite. A DW shall precess
around wire axis while it propagates along the wire when H >
HW . From Eqs. (8) and (9), we have

v̄ =
αeffγeff

2HS
(
1 + α2

eff

)∫ [
(H sin θ −G)2 + H2

eff,φ

]
d3x. (12)

Average DW velocity is (see the Supplemental Materials [26]
for detailed derivation),

v̄ = c1H +
c1

α2
eff

(
H −

√
H2 − H2

W

)
(13)

where c1 =
αeffγeff

2S (1+α2
eff)

∫
sin2 θd3x =

(M1−M2)α∆̄

(s1−s2)2+α2 is peaked at the
AMCP. Equation (13) is exact under very sensible assump-
tions, and all coefficients in Eq. (13) are fully determined by
the model parameters.

Equation (13) predicts a negative differential DW mobility
in the range of HW < H <

α2
eff

+1
√
α4

eff
+2α2

eff

HW . This prediction is

also true for ferromagnetic case. In order to find out how ac-
curate of Eq. (13) is for H > HW , we use MuMax3 [35] to nu-
merically solve Eq. (2) for a synthetic ferrimagnetic strip wire
as shown in Fig. 1 that consist of two antiferromagnetically-
coupled ferromagnetic-layers of 1nm thick each. The strip
size is 16 nm × 2 nm × 1024 nm. The cell size in simulations
is chosen to be 1 nm × 1 nm × 1 nm. To mimic a GdFeCo al-
loy [9], the model parameters are J = 1.2 × 10−4 J · A−2m−1,
A1 = 9.8 × 10−24 J · m · A−2, A2 = 1.23 × 10−23 J · m · A−2,
biaxial anisotropy are considered for each sublattice, fi =

−
Kz,i

M2
i

M2
i,z +

Ky,i

M2
i

M2
i,y, i = 1, 2, Kz,1 = Kz,2 = 0.65 MJ/m3,

α12 = α21 = 0. Ky,i and αii (i = 1, 2) are used for simulat-
ing different systems as labelled by Set 1-6 in Table I. The
gyromagnetic ratios γ1 = γ2 = 1.76 × 1011 s−1T−1, the satura-
tion magnetizations are M1 = 1010 kA/m, M2 = 900 kA/m.
The coupling field between two sublattices is of hundreds of
Tesla to guarantee collinearity of two spin sublattices. Dif-
ferent from a natural ferimagnet, inter-sublattice coupling is
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Data set Set 1 Set 2 Set 3 Set 4 Set 5 Set 6

Ky,1( MJ/m3) 0.05 0.035 0.02 0.1 0.1 0.1
Ky,2( MJ/m3) 0.05 0.035 0.02 0.1 0.1 0.1

α11 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.005 0.01 0.015
α22 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.005 0.01 0.015
αeff 0.3473 0.3473 0.3473 0.0868 0.1736 0.2605

Ky( MJ/m3) 0.1 0.07 0.04 0.2 0.2 0.2
µ0HW (T) 0.3157 0.2210 0.1263 0.1579 0.3157 0.4736

∆̄(nm) 3.85 3.87 3.89 3.79 3.75 3.79
c1(µ0 ·m · s−1T−1) 210.00 211.13 212.34 57.48 111.37 162.69

TABLE I. Ky,1, Ky,2, α11, and α22 are model parameters. αeff , Ky, µ0HW , ∆̄, and c1 are computed quantities.

along the y-direction in our synthetic ferrimagnet. In the sim-
ulation, a DW is first created at the center of nanowire, then a
uniform magnetic field is applied in the +ẑ direction. The ve-
locity is obtained from the linear fit of time-evolution curve of
the DW center (where mz = 0). For high fields above Walker
breakdown, the average velocities are obtained from data ac-
cumulated for more than 4 velocity oscillating periods.

We consider six different systems with various Ky,i and αii

(i = 1, 2). The detail values of the model parameters are given
in Table I. Because of large speed difference, Fig. 2(a) plot v̄
vs. H for three systems with the same αii = 0.02 and different
Ky,i, label as Set 1, 2, 3. Figure 2(b) is the similar plots for
three systems with the same Ky,i = 0.1 MJ/m3, but different
αii, label as Set 4, 5, 6. The corresponding values of c1, αeff ,
and HW computed from this theory are also given in Table
I. The perfect agreements between the simulation results (the
symbols) and theoretical prediction (the solid curves) demon-
strate that Eq. (13) is almost exact.

Discussion and Conclusion.— Before conclusion, we
would like to make a few remarks. 1) The relationship be-
tween the instantaneous DW speed and the DW structure is ex-
act that explains why our high-field DW speed formula with-
out any fitting parameters agree perfectly with simulation re-
sults. 2) Since no collective-mode approximation is used, the
theory is applicable to all types of DWs. 3) High DW speed
is a result of the absence of Walker breakdown field at the
AMCP. This explains the observed high DW speed of more
than 1.5km/s at the AMCP although the mobility µ =

(M1−M2)∆
α

for H < HW itself is comparable to or even smaller than that
for a ferromagnetic wire [36, 37].

In summary, a generic theory of field-driven DW motion
in FiM wires is presented. A static DW cannot exist in a
homogeneous ferrimagnetic nanowire when a uniform static
magnetic field or any other external force creates an energy
density difference between two domains separated by the DW.
Spins in the DW must vary with time under the external mag-
netic field such that the system energy is dissipated due to the
Gilbert damping. The dissipated energy must be compensated
by the Zeeman energy released from moving the DW toward
the domain with the higher energy density. High DW speed
near the AMCP is the consequence of the absences of preces-
sional torque and infinite high Walker breakdown field at the

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. Average DW speed of a head-to-head DW as a function of
an applied field along the +ẑ-direction. Symbols are MuMax3 sim-
ulation results and solid curves are theoretical formula without any
fitting parameter. a) Three systems (denoted as Set 1, 2, 3) with the
same α11 = α22 = 0.02 but different Ky,i. b) Three systems with (de-
noted as Set 4, 5, 6) with the same Ky,i = 0.1 MJ/m3 but different αii

(i = 1, 2). Their values are listed in Table I.

AMCP. A lower Zeeman energy density and a high energy dis-
sipation rate contribute also to the high DW speed at a reason-
able lower field near the AMCP. Away from the AMCP, our
approach can not only obtain the exact DW velocity below the
Walker breakdown field, but also an almost exact velocity for-
mula beyond the Walker breakdown field. This theory agrees
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with all existing experiments and simulations, and provides
useful guidances to DW manipulation.
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