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Efficient manipulation of magnons for information processing is a central topic in spintronics and
magnonics. An outstanding challenge for long-distance spin transport with minimal dissipation is to over-
come the relaxation of magnons and to amplify the spin current they carry. Here, we propose to amplify
magnon currents based on the realization of the bosonic Klein paradox in magnetic nanostructures. This
paradox involves the antimagnon, carrying opposite spin and energy, the existence of which is usually
precluded by ferromagnetic instabilities, as it is an excitation at negative energy. We show that by appro-
priately tuning the effective dissipation through spin-orbit torques, both magnons and antimagnons are
dynamically stabilized. As a result, we find that the reflection coefficient of incident magnons at an inter-
face between two coupled magnets can become larger than one, thereby amplifying the reflected magnon
current. Our findings can lead to magnon amplifier devices for spintronic applications. Furthermore, our
findings yield a solid-state platform to study the relativistic behavior of bosonic particles, which is an

outstanding challenge with fundamental particles.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Spin waves, and their quanta called magnons, are col-
lective excitations that occur in ordered magnets. The
emerging field of magnonics utilizes magnons for infor-
mation processing [1]. As information carriers, magnons
have the advantages of low power consumption and effi-
cient parallel data processing, as they do not give rise to
Joule heating. Furthermore, they are useful for both clas-
sical information processing, which includes logic gates
[2,3], transistors [4—7], and diodes [8], and for quantum
science and technologies, including single-magnon states,
squeezed states, and entanglement with other quantum
platforms [9—13]. A hurdle to be overcome in realizing
magnon-based technology is the dissipation of magnons,
which results from interactions of magnons with their
environment, such as conduction electrons, phonons, and
impurities. These interactions dissipate the amplitude and
coherence of magnon currents and are detrimental for
efficient application of magnons in nanoscale spintronic
devices. Therefore, a central challenge in magnonics is
to counteract the effect of magnon dissipation and to
find reliable “control knobs” to sustain the magnon cur-
rent for long-distance transport. It has been proposed that
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magnon Bose-Einstein condensates [14,15], spin superflu-
ids [16,17], the spin Hall effect [18], thermal spin torques
[19], topological edge-mode generation [20], and non-
Hermitian coupling with cavity photons [21] can be used
to enhance magnon currents.

In this paper, we show that the magnon spin current
can be significantly amplified at an interface between a
magnet that is not driven externally and a magnet into
which angular momentum is injected using spin-orbit
torque (SOT) [22-26]. By designing the balance of this
external driving with intrinsic dissipation, both magnons
(positive-energy excitations) and antimagnons (negative-
energy excitations) are dynamically stabilized. This results
in enhanced reflection of magnons from the interface with
the driven-dissipative magnet. The enhanced reflection is
accompanied by a transmitted antimagnon current. This
suggests a method to amplify magnon spin currents that
is relatively straightforward to implement, which may be
generalized to both ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic
materials, to different types of driving, and to both met-
als and insulators. Below, we explicitly illustrate the basic
physics for a magnetic heterostructure involving yttrium
iron garnet (YIG) and platinum.

Our result can be interpreted as a realization of the
bosonic Klein paradox, which refers to the counterin-
tuitive reflection or transmission of relativistic particles
from a potential barrier [27—32], and is a natural conse-
quence of quantum field theories. The experimental test of

© 2022 American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2079-332X
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevApplied.18.064026&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2022-12-09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.18.064026

HARMS, YUAN, and DUINE

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 18, 064026 (2022)

this paradox using fundamental particles is nearly impos-
sible because of the extremely high energy barrier that
needs to be overcome [33]. While its solid-state realization
for fermionic particles in two-dimensional materials with
gapless excitations has recently been reported [34-36],
the study of the Klein paradox for bosonic quasiparticles
remains an outstanding challenge because the presence of
bosonic antiparticles in a solid-state system usually signals
instabilities. In our implementation, these instabilities are
prevented by the external driving via SOT. Hence, in addi-
tion to the application-motivated magnon amplification
that is discussed above, our results launch driven magnetic
systems as a suitable solid-state platform to experimentally
study the field-theoretical physics of bosonic particles.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL

A. Setup and magnonic and antimagnonic excitations

We consider two exchange-coupled ferromagnetic (FM)
insulating thin films adjacent to a heavy-metal layer (HM)
subject to an in-plane external magnetic field in the z direc-
tion, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The magnetization of the right
FM aligns antiparallel to the external field. This situation
is energetically unstable but dynamically stable due to the
presence of an electric current in the HM layer, which
exerts a SOT on the magnetization dynamics. This can
be understood as follows: the spin current produced by
the electric current through the spin Hall effect in the HM
will keep injecting angular momentum to the FM layer to
counteract the damping of magnetization and to prevent
the magnetization to align with the external field, thereby
yielding a region with dynamically stable antimagnons. In
general, the dynamics of the magnetization, n, = M,, /M,
are well described by the Landau-Lifschitz-Gilbert (LLG)
equation with SOT [26], i.e.,

on,
ot

n, A
= —yn, X hegy +an, X ar +Jyn, Xz X n,,

(M

where v = L, R labels the (L)eft and (R)ight magnets, y
is the gyromagnetic ratio, « is the Gilbert damping, and
J,, characterizes the strength of the SOTs generated by
the spin current, which depends on the current flowing
in the HM layer, the spin Hall angle of the HM, and the
properties of the interface. The LLG equation describes
damped precession around the effective magnetic field,
heg, = —6E, /(M,én,), where M; is the saturation magne-
tization. Here, we consider the magnetic energy functional
E,[n,] in the left and right magnet to be of the form

1
Ev = /dV{A(thu)z - ,uf()He,vMsnz,v + EKI’I)%,U}, (2)

where A4 is the exchange stiffness, H,, is the external mag-
netic field strength, po is the vacuum permeability, and
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic of the driven-dissipative magnetic sys-
tem containing two exchange-coupled magnetic films. (b) The
magnon dispersion for the left and right ferromagnets, respec-
tively. The red dotted curves give the positive-energy excitations,
while the blue curve corresponds to the negative-energy exci-
tations. In other words, negative-energy excitations exist for
the wave numbers —2.1 < Ak < 2.1 between the zeros of the
dispersion in the right magnet. (c) A physical picture of the
anomalous magnon reflection. The blue and red arrows represent
the directions of the phase and group velocity, respectively.

K = poM? is the effective shape anisotropy caused by the
dipolar interaction.

Spin waves or magnons are introduced as linear dynam-
ical fluctuations on top of the equilibrium magnetization
ng, with ng; =e. and ngp = —e.. By introducing the
complex field W, = (1/+/2) ()2 F zf/) -n,, the linearized
LLG equation [37—39] accordingly becomes

i+ iwo)d, (0, . (W,
W (q;*) = (LL+il,1) <qj*> ,  (3)

v v

where
Li=(A+h,— A’V?) 0. +iAoy. (4)

In the above, o, . are the Pauli matrices, A = /24/puoM?
is the exchange length, 4, = H,, /M, is the dimension-
less external magnetic field, A = K/2uoM? = 1/2 is the
dimensionless anisotropy constant, and 1, = J,,/y noM; is
the dimensionless SOT. The =+ sign in the definition of W,
and Egs. (3) and (4) comes from the linearization around
the te, direction in the left and right ferromagnets, respec-
tively. We introduce spin-wave solutions of the linearized
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LLG equation [see Eq. (3)] in the form of the Bogoliubov
modes

U, (x, 1) = u, (x)e”™ — v (x)e* 5

Here, the Fourier transforms of u, (x) and v, (x) satisfy, up
to first order in « and /,, the following dispersion relation:

oy oy, —i(e[Axh —AK]-1), (6)
where w = A/y oM; is the dimensionless frequency,
@0 ) = (A+h, — AR)" = A2, 7)
is the dissipationless dispersion relation, and
W [l = o> = lvio |, 8)

is the norm of the two different branches of Eq. (3) [40].
In Fig. 1(b), we plot an example of the real part of the
dispersion relation for both the left and right ferromagnets,
with i; = 0.5and hg = 4.5 and w > 0.

At this point, it is good to pause to emphasize a couple of
things. First, the dissipationless limit of Eq. (3) is pseudo-
Hermitian; in other words,

0.Lio. = L. 9)

A consequence of this is that the magnon norm || Wy, || in
Eq. (8) is conserved in the dissipationless limit. Second,
Eq. (3) has the additional symmetry

ox(Lytiaw*o, +il,1)o, = —(Ly—iawo, + i, 1)*.
(10)

This implies that if w is an eigenfrequency of Eq. (3) with
eigenmode (v v )7, then —w* is also an eigenfrequency
with eigenmode (% «%)”. These two modes have oppo-
site norms by construction. Hence, the two branches of Eq.
(3) are related to each other via particle-hole symmetry. In
our magnetic system, this doubling is not physical but is
merely a result of our choice to describe spin waves using
complex scalar fields. Hence, in order to describe the full
dynamics of the system, it is sufficient to consider w > 0
and take into account the norms of different modes.

From this point onward, we refer to the positive-norm
excitations as magnons and to the excitations carrying
negative norm as antimagnons. This distinction between
magnons and antimagnons is only allowed if we can solely
consider excitation with a positive sign of w, i.e., w > 0.
Note that it is sufficient to consider @ > 0, due to the par-
ticle doubling. We can make two important observations.
First, antimagnons only exist in the right magnet. Second,
antimagnons carry negative energy and, most importantly,

have opposite handedness with respect to the magnonic
excitations.

The antimagnons in this setup can be stabilized, since
in driven magnetic systems, energetic and dynamical sta-
bility do not necessarily coincide. For the system to be
dynamically stable, we need

Im(wg,y) >~ Im (wﬁ,v) + o [A +h, — Azkz] —1,>0,
(11)

for all wave numbers k, because then small-amplitude
fluctuations die out. This identity imposes that the
magnons on the right side are dynamically stable if
—Ir Z max [a(hg — A), A], whereas energetic instabili-
ties exist if the (anti)magnon excitation energy is negative,
re., [|Wkyll a)ﬁ,v < 0. We thus note that the magnons on
the right FM are energetically unstable for a range of
wave numbers but may be stabilized by injecting angu-
lar momentum via SOT (see Fig. 1). Physically, this
means that the internal energy of the right ferromagnet can
be lowered by small spin fluctuations (antimagnons) but
injection of angular momentum prohibits the system from
reaching a new ground state.

B. Exchange coupling at the interface

Additionally, the left and right thin films are exchange
coupled [41], which results in effective boundary condi-
tions for the magnetization. In terms of the Bogoliubov
ansatz (5), the four boundary conditions follow from vary-
ing the energy functional in Eq. (2) after including the
boundary term Ej, = —J.nz(0) - ng(0) at the interface
(x = 0). This gives

(12a)
(12b)

Adcpr — Ac(pr + @) =0,
Aovpr + Ac(@r + @) =0,

where ¢ = u,v and A, =J./AypuoMs. To analytically
solve the scattering problem, we first focus on the isotropic
case (A = 0) and further show that the essential physics
still holds for elliptical magnons (A # 0).

II1. SCATTERING OFF THE INTERFACE

Due to doubling of the modes, we consider w > 0
without loss of generality. Solutions of Eq. (3) without
dissipative terms have the form

u)\ _ (uk\ ke
(1) = () "
At a given @ > wpyiy, = hy, we find four different wave

numbers k. In the left region with only positive-energy
excitations, we find two real k-, k and two complex k%, k-
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wave numbers. These wave numbers are, according to Eq.
(6), given by

Ak =EtVo—hy,  AKL =Lijo+h. (14)

The complex modes are either blowing up or are
damped, where only the damped mode is physically
allowed [42]. However, in the right magnet—magnetized
against the external magnetic field—there are four real
wave numbers if w < wmax = hg, which are explicitly
given by

AR = £+ e, AKE = Esgn(w — hp)Vig — o.

(15)

The k, and k; modes correspond to positive-energy modes
(magnons) with a positive and negative group velocity,
respectively. Furthermore, £, and k_ correspond, respec-
tively, to additional right- and left-moving modes carrying
negative energy (antimagnons). We include sgn(w — hg)
in the expression of ki here such that k. corresponds
both to the right-moving negative-energy mode and the
exponentially damped mode when @ > wnax = fig.

We now construct the scattering solutions satisfying the
boundary conditions in Eq. (12). The general solution for
bulk modes at frequency w are given by

v ikyx v ikyx
u, (x) = Ajug, e + Ajuy, e

—I—Aiuk+’veik+x —i—AV_ukﬂ,}eik‘x, (16a)
v,(x) = Aﬁvkr,veik’x + A}’vk,’,,eik’x
+ A" v, €+ A vy e (16b)

where the 4! are the amplitudes of the scattering modes
in Egs. (14) and (15) and the (4. vkv) are solutions to Eq.
(3) with the ansatz given in Eq. (13) and the normalization
condition ||u,x|> — |v,x|*| = 1. By disregarding spatially
growing modes, the boundary conditions in Eq. (12) for
magnons incident from the left imply

1 AR
AL 0
+
Ar 0

We now distinguish between the cases w > hg and h;, < w < hg. (i) If @ > h, then |4F

Here, the matrix M is defined by the boundary condi-
tions in Eq. (12) and is given by

1 0 1
M= )‘Iuel_)‘ilfr (0 0)

R 4L R 4L
® )‘u,l)“v,-k —1 )\'u,l)“v,— -1
1 - A‘f,r)“ﬁ,—t- 1 - )‘f,r)‘i,—

1 0 O
Tk, <1 0)

AL =1 ARk =1
® 1 )\R )\,L 1 )\R )\,L 2 (18)
- Mo+l ur - Mo+l
where

hp; =i Ak — 1, (19a)

Ay, =—iA Ak — 1. (19b)

By solving Eq. (17), we derive the reflection amplitudes as

1 — AR AL
L __ v,+ " u,r L __
A; = ——1 EEVISVAR A~ =0. (20)
v+l

We want to find the ratio between the incoming and
reflected magnon spin currents. Here, we define the spin
current as the spatial current following from the conser-
vation of the norm—without dissipative terms—||W¥| =
lul?> — |v|?, ie., —id;||¥| F AidJ; = 0. Using the equa-
tions of motion in Eq. (3), we find that the spin current
is given by iJiA = udu* — u*oyu + vov* — v*o,v. Far
from the interface, the Fourier transform of the spin current
is dominated—for wave packets—by

S/ A=A Pl (g > + Lvg ) 1)
K

Finally, we derive the reflection coefficient as the ratio of
the reflected and incident spin currents, by combining Eqgs.
(14), (20), and (21):

R = —JRjgl =452 (22)

|> = 1; hence we have perfect

reflection in this instance. (ii) If #; < w < hg, then the reflection coefficient becomes

hr—h+ A2 (@ — hp)(hg — ©) + 20 — by b — @

RZ

B hR —hL+AC_2(Cl)—hL)(hR —Cl)) —2«/w—h“/hR —a)'

(23)

064026-4



ENHANCED MAGNON SPIN CURRENT...

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 18, 064026 (2022)

For A, > /hg — h; /2, the above expression is maximal
at w = (h; + hg)/2, with the maximal reflection

Riux = 1+ 8A7/(hg — hy). (24)
On the other hand, if A. < /hgr — hy/2, the expres-
sion in Eq. (23) is maximal for w = (hg + hr)/2 £
V/(hg + hy)(hg + hy — 4A2) /4 with the maximal reflec-
tion

R2 :VhR_hL+|Ac|
s Jhr —hp — A

For both cases, we find the maximum reflection Ry, >
1, which gives rise to spin-wave amplification and is the
magnonic analog of the Klein paradox.

The physical picture of this anomalous reflection is
illustrated in Fig. 1(c). Magnons with angular momen-
tum (AM) h are excited in the left domain and incident
at the interface. The overlap of the magnon band in the left
magnet with the antimagnon band in the right magnet, pro-
duced by the unequal external fields, guarantees that the
magnons can propagate into the right film. According to
AM conservation, a magnon current with AM & propagat-
ing forward is expected to be produced in the right domain.
However, magnons with AM A are forbidden due to the
antiparallel orientation of the magnetization with respect
to the external field. To conserve AM, antimagnon currents
with AM —h propagating backward are generated and thus
enlarge the reflected current. Throughout the scattering
process, the group velocity of the transmitted antimagnons
(vg) is always positive, to guarantee the forward flow of
energy. As a comparison, in the original Klein paradox, an
electrostatic potential lifts the positron band in the right
region and makes it overlap with the electron band in the
incident region, while in the present case an inhomoge-
neous field lifts the antimagnon band and makes it overlap
with the magnon band (see Appendix A).

(25)

IV. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION

To verify the analytical predictions and to account for
effects of dissipation and nonlinearities, we perform micro-
magnetic simulations on two exchange-coupled ferromag-
netic thin films as shown in Fig. 1(a) (for the simulation
details, see Appendix B). Here, the interdomain coupling
A; is a tunable coefficient and is related to J, in the theory
as J. = —24;/d. By applying a global driving microwave
h(?) = hysinc(w.£)x with w./2m = 100 GHz and kg = 50
mT, we first quantify the response of the magnetic system
and identify two regimes as shown in Fig. 2. (i) When
the current density J > —1.4 x 10'> A/m?, the antipar-
allel state of the right domain (ng || —hg) is dynamically
unstable and the magnetization switches to the parallel
state spontaneously (ng || hg). The magnon spectrum of

1.0 FFT Ampi‘(arb. units)
o
05 —>h
N
< 0.0 5
N
0.5} 3
-1.0
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

—J (102 A/m?)

FIG. 2. The steady state n, of the right magnet as a function
of the current density (J) obtained by simulations. The inset
shows the simulated magnon spectrum for J =0 and —1.5 x
10712 A/m?, respectively. The white lines are the analytical dis-
persions. The horizontal dashed line is the driving frequency of
the microwave (wy /27 = 20 GHz) to initiate magnon scattering.

the right magnet for the steady parallel state is a normal
parabola (left inset of Fig. 2) [43]. (i1) When J < —1.4 x
10'2 A/m?, the antiparallel state becomes dynamically sta-
ble, the antimagnon states in the negative-energy branch
are excited, and a sombrerolike spectrum is identified
(right inset of Fig. 2), consistent with the theory.

To study the magnon scattering off the interface between
the left and right magnets, a microwave source h(f) =
ho sin(wgt)x is applied at the left domain at x = —d;, with
dy; = 800 nm. The excited magnons propagate in the +%
direction and scatter at the interface (x = 0). By making a
Fourier transform of n,(x, y, #) in the propagating direction
(x) [45], we derive the response of the system in momen-
tum space as shown in Fig. 3(a). An antimagnon state
with k. < 0 is clearly identified in the right domain while
the reflection coefficient is larger than one. This demon-
strates the enhancement of the magnon spin current via
an analog of the Klein paradox. In the absence of injec-
tion, the antimagnon current is barely excited. A detailed
analysis of the evolution of the incident, transmitted, and
reflected magnon currents further verifies their correlation
(see Appendix C).

Figure 3(b) shows that the reflected coefficient, defined
as the peak height ratio of the reflection magnons and inci-
dent magnons, increases with the interdomain exchange
coupling. For comparison, we also simulate the magnon
scattering in the parallel configuration (ng || hg) and find
that the reflection keeps decreasing to zero with increas-
ing coupling between the magnetic films (black diamonds).
As expected, no antimagnon state is excited in this case.
We find good agreement between the analytical prediction
in Eq. (23) and the micromagnetic simulations for small
couplings. For large exchange couplings, however, we see
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FIG. 3. (a) The scattering of magnons at the interface of left
and right domains. 2y = 10 mT, 4;/4 = 1. The red vertical lines
represent the theoretical predictions of the magnon wave vectors.
(b) The reflection of magnons as a function of the interdo-
main exchange couplings. The Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interac-
tion (DMI) strength is D = 0 (red circles) and D = 0.1 mJ/m?
[44] (blue triangles). The purple dashed line is predicted by Eq.
(23) and the solid line is the prediction with shape anisotropy.

quantitative differences, which are not explained by the
inclusion of dipolar anisotropy [see the purple solid line
in Fig. 3(b)]. We expect the quantitative difference at large
couplings to stem from nonlinear effects, which are not
treated in the analytical formalism. The reflection ampli-
tudes become increasingly large at increasing couplings,
thereby making nonlinear effects important.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we show analytically and confirm numer-
ically that the magnon spin current can be amplified
through the realization of the bosonic Klein paradox in a
driven-dissipative magnetic system. The Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction (DMI) caused by the interfacial sym-
metry breaking in the hybrid system does not change the
results significantly, as shown in Fig. 3(b). In our proposal,
we dynamically stabilize the antimagnons by the SOT. The
essential physics is applicable to a wide class of materials
and driving “control knobs,” which are able to maintain
the magnetization against the external field; for example,

electric currents through spin-transfer torque [46], optical
waves through magneto-optical interaction [47], and other
effective techniques capable of producing a positive damp-
ing of the magnons. Our proposal can therefore be realized
in ferromagnetic insulators as well as metals. Experimen-
tally, the magnons may be detected by optical, inductive,
and even electrical techniques [48—50].
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APPENDIX A: DETAILED COMPARISON
BETWEEN ORIGINAL AND MAGNON KLEIN
PARADOX

In this appendix, we address the analog between the
original Klein paradox and the magnon Klein paradox pre-
sented in the main text. In the original Klein paradox, Klein
studied the scattering of an electron off a potential barrier
[27], as shown in the top panel of Fig. 4(a). The electro-
static potential in the right domain will lift the negative
energy band of positrons [blue line in Fig. 4(a)] and make
it overlap with the positive energy band of electrons on
the left (red line). Then, the incident electrons from the
left domain can excite a positron current moving to the
right in the right domain. This corresponds to a left-moving
electron current and thus could enhance the reflection of
electrons at the interface. A detailed treatment of this scat-
tering process can be found in the literature [32]. In the
magnon Klein paradox, an inhomogeneous external field,
for example, can induce the band overlap of the magnon
band in the left domain with the antimagnon band in the
right domain, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Again, the antimagnon
current generated at the interface enhances the strength
of the reflected magnon current. The underlying physics
of the original and the magnon Klein paradoxes is there-
fore the same. This is so despite the fact that the magnon
bands on the left and right domains also overlap, but their
coupling is very weak in our setup and thus this does not
change the essential physics.
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FIG. 4. A comparison between (a) the original and (b) the
magnon Klein paradox. In each subfigure, the top panel (green
line) sketches the “potential” distribution, while the bottom
panel sketches the dispersion relation of particles (red lines) and
antiparticles (blue lines).

APPENDIX B: PARAMETER SPECIFICATION IN
NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

The magnetization dynamics of the two exchange-
coupled magnetic films are simulated by numerically solv-
ing Eq. (1). Note that the dissipation of the magnon spin
current caused by its interaction with the environment
is phenomenologically covered by the Gilbert damping,
while identifying its microscopic mechanism, including
spin-orbit interaction, spin pumping, and two-magnon
scattering [13], is not the focus of our current work.

The dimensions of the nanostrip on each domain
are length /= 2048 nm, width w = 64 nm, and thick-
ness d =2 nm. The SOT strength J; =0 and Jz =
JhOsy/(2Mle|ld), where J is the current density, Osy is
the spin-Hall angle of the heavy-metal layer, and e is
the electron charge. Here, we use the magnetic parame-
ters of YIG/Pt, i.e., the exchange coefficient 4 = 3.1 x
102 J/m, the saturation magnetization M, = 1.92 x
10° A/m, the spin-Hall angle sy = 0.1 [51], and the
Gilbert damping o = 1072, The interdomain coupling 4,
is assumed to be a tunable coefficient and it is related to
the coupling coefficient J, in the theory as J. = —24;/d.
The mesh size is 2 x 2 x 2 nm>. Absorptive boundary
conditions are taken on the left domain to eliminate the
influence of boundary reflection of magnons. The MUMAX?
[52] package is employed to numerically solve the LLG
equation [Eq. (1)].

APPENDIX C: CORRELATIONS OF INCIDENT,
REFLECTED, AND TRANSMITTED MAGNON
SPIN CURRENT

In the main text, we consider a classical model in which
the antimagnons in the right domain can only be excited
by an incoming magnon current from the left domain
dynamically stabilized by SOTs. Without an incoming spin
current from the left magnet, the right domain stays in the
dynamically stabilized state, where the magnetization is
pointing against the external field. Continuous emission
of antimagnons would be present in a quantum mechani-
cal treatment of the problem, since there is no true ground
state of the system. This can be interpreted as an analog
of Hawking radiation. Since we are considering a classical
theory in this paper, spontaneous emission of antimagnons
is not captured by our classical model.

To verify the temporal correlation of antimagnon exci-
tation and injected magnons, we plot the evolution of the

(a) Left domain Right domain
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FIG. 5. The evolution of incident, reflected, and transmitted
magnons at (a) ¢ = 0.05 ns, (b) 0.5 ns, (¢) 0.7 ns, and (d) 1.0 ns,
respectively. The microwave source located in the left domain
is turned on at r = 0 ns to excite magnons and then the magnons
propagate toward the interface 800 nm away from the microwave
source. All the other parameters are the same as in Fig. 3(a) of
the main text.
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incident, reflected, and transmitted magnon spin currents
in Fig. 5. Right after the microwave source located in the
left domain is turned on, the excitations of both magnons
and antimagnons are nearly zero [Fig. 5(a)], where the
tiny excitations mainly result from the fluctuation of spins
in the ground state. Around 0.5 ns, the magnons in the
left domain are significantly injected and propagate toward
the interface [Fig. 5(b)]. At around 0.7 ns, the magnons
reach the interface of the left and right domains and inject
the antimagnon current into the right domain [Fig. 5(c)].
Meanwhile, the reflected spin current appears and is ampli-
fied. As more antimagnons are excited, the reflection also
becomes stronger [Fig. 5(d)]. This indeed verifies the
temporal correlation between the incident, reflected, and
transmitted magnon spin currents.

[1] A.V. Chumak, V. 1. Vasyuchka, A. A. Serga, and B. Hille-
brands, Magnon spintronics, Nat. Phys. 11, 453 (2015).

[2] M. Kostylev, A. Serga, T. Schneider, B. Leven, and B.
Hillebrands, Spin-wave logical gates, Appl. Phys. Lett. 87,
153501 (2005).

[3] K. Ganzhorn, S. Klingler, T. Wimmer, S. Geprigs, R.
Gross, H. Huebl, and S. T. Goennenwein, Magnon-based
logic in a multi-terminal YIG/Pt nanostructure, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 109, 022405 (2016).

[4] A. V. Chumak, A. A. Serga, and B. Hillebrands, Magnon
transistor for all-magnon data processing, Nat. Commun. 5,
1(2014).

[5] H. Wu, L. Huang, C. Fang, B. Yang, C. Wan, G. Yu, J. Feng,
H. Wei, and X. Han, Magnon Valve Effect between Two
Magnetic Insulators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 097205 (2018).

[6] L. Cornelissen, J. Liu, B. Van Wees, and R. Duine, Spin-
Current-Controlled Modulation of the Magnon Spin Con-
ductance in a Three-Terminal Magnon Transistor, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120, 097702 (2018).

[7] J. Cramer, F. Fuhrmann, U. Ritzmann, V. Gall, T. Niizeki,
R. Ramos, Z. Qiu, D. Hou, T. Kikkawa, J. Sinova, U.
Nowak, E. Saitoh, and M. Klaui, Magnon detection using a
ferroic collinear multilayer spin valve, Nat. Commun. 9, 1
(2018).

[8] J. Lan, W. Yu, R. Wu, and J. Xiao, Spin-Wave Diode, Phys.
Rev. X 5, 041049 (2015).

[9] H. Yuan, P. Yan, S. Zheng, Q. He, K. Xia, and M.-H.
Yung, Steady Bell State Generation via Magnon-Photon
Coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 053602 (2020).

[10] H. Yuan and R. A. Duine, Magnon antibunching in a
nanomagnet, Phys. Rev. B 102, 100402 (2020).

[11] H. Yuan, S. Zheng, Z. Ficek, Q. He, and M.-H. Yung,
Enhancement of magnon-magnon entanglement inside a
cavity, Phys. Rev. B 101, 014419 (2020).

[12] D. Lachance-Quirion, S. P. Wolski, Y. Tabuchi, S. Kono, K.
Usami, and Y. Nakamura, Entanglement-based single-shot
detection of a single magnon with a superconducting qubit,
Science 367, 425 (2020).

[13] H. Yuan, Y. Cao, A. Kamra, R. A. Duine, and P. Yan, Quan-
tum magnonics: When magnon spintronics meets quantum
information science, Phys. Rep. 965, 1 (2022).

[14] S. O. Demokritov, V. E. Demidov, O. Dzyapko, G. A.
Melkov, A. A. Serga, B. Hillebrands, and A. N. Slavin,
Bose-Einstein condensation of quasi-equilibrium magnons
at room temperature under pumping, Nature 443, 430
(2000).

[15] D. A. Bozhko, A. J. Kreil, H. Y. Musiienko-Shmarova,
A. A. Serga, A. Pomyalov, V. S. L’vov, and B. Hille-
brands, Bogoliubov waves and distant transport of magnon
condensate at room temperature, Nat. Commun. 10, 1
(2019).

[16] S. Takei and Y. Tserkovnyak, Superfluid Spin Transport
through Easy-Plane Ferromagnetic Insulators, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 227201 (2014).

[17] W. Yuan, Q. Zhu, T. Su, Y. Yao, W. Xing, Y. Chen, Y.
Ma, X. Lin, J. Shi, R. Shindou, X. C. Xie, and W. Han,
Experimental signatures of spin superfluid ground state in
canted antiferromagnet Cr,Os via nonlocal spin transport,
Sci. Adv. 4, eaat1098 (2018).

[18] O. Gladii, M. Collet, K. Garcia-Hernandez, C. Cheng, S.
Xavier, P. Bortolotti, V. Cros, Y. Henry, J.-V. Kim, A.
Anane, and M. Bailleul, Spin wave amplification using the
spin Hall effect in permalloy/platinum bilayers, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 108, 202407 (2016).

[19] E.Padron-Hernandez, A. Azevedo, and S. Rezende, Ampli-
fication of Spin Waves by Thermal Spin-Transfer Torque,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 197203 (2011).

[20] D. Malz, J. Knolle, and A. Nunnenkamp, Topological
magnon amplification, Nat. Commun. 10, 1 (2019).

[21] Y.-P. Wang, J. Rao, Y. Yang, P.-C. Xu, Y. Gui, B. Yao,
J. You, and C.-M. Hu, Nonreciprocity and Unidirectional
Invisibility in Cavity Magnonics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,
127202 (2019).

[22] 1. M. Miron, K. Garello, G. Gaudin, P.-J. Zermatten, M. V.
Costache, S. Auffret, S. Bandiera, B. Rodmacq, A. Schuhl,
and P. Gambardella, Perpendicular switching of a single
ferromagnetic layer induced by in-plane current injection,
Nature 476, 189 (2011).

[23] L. Liu, O. Lee, T. Gudmundsen, D. Ralph, and R. Buhrman,
Current-Induced Switching of Perpendicularly Magnetized
Magnetic Layers Using Spin Torque from the Spin Hall
Effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 096602 (2012).

[24] K. Garello, I. M. Miron, C. O. Avci, F. Freimuth, Y.
Mokrousov, S. Bliigel, S. Auffret, O. Boulle, G. Gaudin,
and P. Gambardella, Symmetry and magnitude of spin-orbit
torques in ferromagnetic heterostructures, Nat. Nanotech-
nol. 8, 587 (2013).

[25] A. Manchon, H. C. Koo, J. Nitta, S. Frolov, and R. Duine,
New perspectives for Rashba spin-orbit coupling, Nat.
Mater. 14, 871 (2015).

[26] A. Manchon, JI. Zelezny, I. M. Miron, T. Jungwirth, J.
Sinova, A. Thiaville, K. Garello, and P. Gambardella,
Current-induced spin-orbit torques in ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic systems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 035004
(2019).

[27] O. Klein, Die Reflexion von Elektronen an einem Poten-
tialsprung nach der relativistischen Dynamik von Dirac,
Zeitschrift fiir Physik 53, 157 (1929).

[28] N. Dombey and A. Calogeracos, Seventy years of the Klein
paradox, Phys. Rep. 315, 41 (1999).

[29] A. Hansen and F. Ravndal, Klein’s paradox and its resolu-
tion, Phys. Scr. 23, 1036 (1981).

064026-8


https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3347
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2089147
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4958893
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5700
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097205
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097702
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03485-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041049
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.053602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.100402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.014419
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz9236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2022.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05117
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10118-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.227201
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat1098
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4952447
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.197203
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11914-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.127202
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.096602
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.145
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat4360
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.035004
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01339716
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00023-X
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/23/6/002

ENHANCED MAGNON SPIN CURRENT...

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 18, 064026 (2022)

[30] A. Nikishov, Barrier scattering in field theory removal of
Klein paradox, Nucl. Phys. B 21, 346 (1970).

[31] S. Gavrilov and D. Gitman, Quantization of charged fields
in the presence of critical potential steps, Phys. Rev. D 93,
045002 (2016).

[32] R. Brito, V. Cardoso, and P. Pani, Superradiance (Springer,
2020).

[33] J. D. Bjorken and S. D. Drell, Relativistic Quantum
Mechanics (McGraw Hill College, New York, 1964).

[34] M. Katsnelson, K. Novoselov, and A. Geim, Chiral tun-
nelling and the Klein paradox in graphene, Nat. Phys. 2,
620 (2000).

[35] N. Stander, B. Huard, and D. Goldhaber-Gordon, Evidence
for Klein Tunneling in Graphene p-n Junctions, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 102, 026807 (2009).

[36] C. Gutiérrez, L. Brown, C.-J. Kim, J. Park, and A. N. Pasu-
pathy, Klein tunnelling and electron trapping in nanometre-
scale graphene quantum dots, Nat. Phys. 12, 1069 (2016).

[37] C.Kittel, On the theory of ferromagnetic resonance absorp-
tion, Phys. Rev. 73, 155 (1948).

[38] M. Sparks, Ferromagnetic resonance in thin films. III.
Theory of mode intensities, Phys. Rev. B 1, 3869 (1970).

[39] B. Kalinikos and A. Slavin, Theory of dipole-exchange
spin wave spectrum for ferromagnetic films with mixed
exchange boundary conditions, J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys.
19, 7013 (1986).

[40] E. Lundh and H. M. Nilsen, Dynamic stability of a doubly
quantized vortex in a three-dimensional condensate, Phys.
Rev. A 74, 063620 (2006).

[41] Here, the interface of the left and right domains may be a
normal-metal layer that generates the interlayer exchange
interaction between the left and right domains, an irradi-
ated region where magnetic parameters can be effectively
designed, or other regions that could induce an effective
exchange coupling between the left and right domains.

[42] R. Verba, V. Tiberkevich, and A. Slavin, Spin-wave trans-
mission through an internal boundary: Beyond the scalar
approximation, Phys. Rev. B 101, 144430 (2020).

[43] Here, the line shape of dispersion is consistent with the
theoretical predictions (white lines), while we also note a
series of standing-wave modes in the transverse direction

(kbw=nmw,n=0,1,2,...). For a real magnetic film with
a sufficiently larger width, the lower modes of the stand-
ing waves merge together. This does not have a significant
influence on our results.

[44] H. Wang, J. Chen, T. Liu, J. Zhang, K. Baumgaertl, C. Guo,
Y. Li, C. Liu, P. Che, S. Tu, S. Liu, P. Gao, X. Han, D. Yu,
M. Wu, D. Grundler, and H. Yu, Chiral Spin-Wave Veloc-
ities Induced by All-Garnet Interfacial Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya Interaction in Ultrathin Yttrium Iron Garnet Films,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 027203 (2020).

[45] Here, to eliminate the influence of magnons on the regions
x < —d;, which have the same wave vector and propaga-
tion direction as the reflecting magnons, the fast Fourier
transform is only performed in the region between the
microwave source and the interface, while a same-sized
region is taken in the right domain.

[46] J. Wegrowe, M.-C. Ciornei, and H. Drouhin, Spin transfer
in an open ferromagnetic layer: From negative damping to
effective temperature, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 19, 165213
(2007).

[47] Y. Cao and P. Yan, Negative Gilbert damping, Phys. Rev. B
105, 064418 (2022).

[48] T. Sebastian, K. Schultheiss, B. Obry, B. Hillebrands, and
H. Schultheiss, Micro-focused Brillouin light scattering:
Imaging spin waves at the nanoscale, Front. Phys. 3, 35
(2015).

[49] V. Vlaminck and M. Bailleul, Spin-wave transduction at the
submicrometer scale: Experiment and modeling, Phys. Rev.
B 81, 014425 (2010).

[50] L. Cornelissen, J. Liu, R. Duine, J. B. Youssef, and B. Van
Wees, Long-distance transport of magnon spin information
in a magnetic insulator at room temperature, Nat. Phys. 11,
1022 (2015).

[51] H. Wang, C. Du, Y. Pu, R. Adur, P. C. Hammel, and F.
Yang, Scaling of Spin Hall Angle in 3d, 4d, and 5d Metals
from Y3FesO,,/Metal Spin Pumping, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
197201 (2014).

[52] A. Vansteenkiste, J. Leliaert, M. Dvornik, M. Helsen, F.
Garcia-Sanchez, and B. Van Waeyenberge, The design
and verification of MuMax3, AIP Adv. 4, 107133
(2014).

064026-9


https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90484-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.045002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys384
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.026807
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.73.155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.1.3869
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/19/35/014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.063620
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.144430
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.027203
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/16/165213
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.064418
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2015.00035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.014425
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3465
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.197201
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4899186

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. PHYSICAL MODEL
	A. Setup and magnonic and antimagnonic excitations
	B. Exchange coupling at the interface

	III. SCATTERING OFF THE INTERFACE
	IV. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION
	V. CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A: DETAILED COMPARISON BETWEEN ORIGINAL AND MAGNON KLEIN PARADOX
	B. APPENDIX B: PARAMETER SPECIFICATION IN NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS
	C. APPENDIX C: CORRELATIONS OF INCIDENT, REFLECTED, AND TRANSMITTED MAGNON SPIN CURRENT
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


