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Current-induced spin torques in layered magnetic heterostructures have many commonalities
across broad classes of magnetic materials. These include not only collinear ferromagnets, ferri-
magnets, and antiferromagnets, but also more complex noncollinear spin systems. We develop a
general Lagrangian-Rayleigh approach for studying the role of dissipative torques, which can pump
energy into long-wavelength magnetic dynamics, causing dynamic instabilities. While the Rayleigh
structure of such torques is similar for different magnetic materials, their consequences depend sen-
sitively on the nature of the order and, in particular, on whether there is a net magnetic moment.
The latter endows the system with a unipolar switching capability, while magnetically compensated
materials tend to evolve towards limit cycles, at large torques, with chirality dependent on the
torque sign. Apart from the ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic cases, we discuss ferrimagnets,
which display an intricate competition between switching and limit cycles. As a simple case for
compensated noncollinear order, we consider isotropic spin glasses, as well as a scenario of their
coexistence with a collinear magnetic order.

Introduction—The spin Hall effect and the associ-
ated torque on magnetization dynamics encompass a
vast array of nonequilibrium phenomena in diverse mag-
netic heterostructures with different microscopic origins.1

Here, we attempt to establish a common thread for think-
ing about the consequences of these torques on mag-
netic dynamics and switching in different families of mag-
netic materials: ferro-, ferri-, antiferro-magnets, and spin
glasses. We focus on the most generic dissipative torques
unconditioned by the crystalline symmetries. Through
spin-orbit interactions, these are exerted by electrical
currents on collective dynamics of magnetic degrees of
freedom, steadily pumping energy into the latter.

While the formal structure of the theory is distilled
down to universal ingredients, irrespective of the details
of the magnetic order, the ensuing magnetic dynamics
differ significantly for different families of the mag-
netic materials. In particular, we emphasize a general
tendency for (anti)ferromagnetic correlations to align
along (perpendicular) the effective spin-accumulation
direction produced by the dissipative spin torque. Ferri-
magnets exhibits a competition between these opposite
propensities, while magnetically-compensated materials,
such as spin glasses, share much commonality with
antiferromagnets. The situation can become especially
intriguing when there is a coexistence of competing
magnetic orders in the same material.

Collinear order parameter.—As a central generic
model, we consider low-temperature classical dynamics
of an ordered collinear ferrimagnet,2 in the presence of
Gilbert damping3 and spin Hall torque.4 Following Ref. 5,
we write the magnetic Lagrangian density L[n,m] (focus-
ing on the dominant kinetic and energy terms) as

L = −sa(n)·∂tn+m·n×∂tn−
m2

2χ
+(m+sn)·b−E(n) .

(1)

The collective dynamics are parametrized by the direc-
tional order parameter n(t) (s.t., |n| ≡ 1) and a small
transverse spin density m(t) (obeying the constraint
m·n ≡ 0 and realizing generators for the order-parameter
rotations6). s is the (uncompensated) equilibrium longi-
tudinal spin density along the order parameter (zero in
the purely antiferromagnetic limit) and χ ∝ J−1 is the
transverse spin susceptibility (where J is the microscopic
Heisenberg exchange: assumed to be the largest energy
scale in the problem). The first term is the ferro-like
(Wess-Zumino) kinetic term, expressed in terms of a vec-
tor potential a(n) produced on a unit sphere by a mag-
netic monopole of unit charge. The second term is the
antiferro-like σ-model kinetic term. Both of these kinetic
terms stem from the Berry phases summed over the in-
dividual spins.7 The remaining terms consist of Zeeman
energy proportional to b ≡ γB, in terms of the gyromag-
netic ratio γ and magnetic field B, and energy E(n) that
includes all other order-parameter-dependent terms, such
as dipolar interactions (when s 6= 0), anisotropies, and
exchange-stiffness terms (in the case of order-parameter
inhomogeneities).

Lagrangian (1) constitutes a minimal model to describe
any (strongly) collinearly-ordered magnet. Pure anti-
ferromagnetic dynamics (i.e., the standard nonlinear σ
model7) is recovered by setting s→ 0, while the Landau-
Lifshitz equation9 for the ferromagnetic case would be
obtained by χ → 0. Generic dissipation can be intro-
duced into the model through the following Rayleigh dis-
sipation function:5

R =
α

2
(∂tn)2 +

g

2
(∂tn− µ× n)2 , (2)

which complements the above Lagrangian. α is the
Gilbert damping constant,3 which describes the viscos-
ity of the reorientational order-parameter dynamics, and
g is the spin-mixing conductance,10 which describes the
dissipative coupling between the spin accumulation µ
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magnetic film or layered heterostructure
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magnon spectrum

FIG. 1. The schematic of a current-biased planar structure:
The magnetic film is in the yz plane. The reflection symme-
try is broken along the film’s normal, x. The electric current
j is applied in the y direction and an effective nonequilibrium
spin accumulation µ (according to the Edelstein effect,8 in the
presence of the C∞v symmetry relative to the vertical x axis)
is induced along the z axis: µ ∝ x × j. This spin accumula-
tion can be generated by a nonmagnetic heavy-metal capping
layer, substrate, or the magnetic film itself. In the case of an
axial symmetry about the z axis, the spin accumulation needs
to exceed the gap ω in the lowest magnon band, in order to
induce a magnetic instability. (The sign of µ, furthermore,
needs to be consistent with the chirality of the excited mode.)

(here induced by the Edelstein/spin Hall effect) and mag-
netic dynamics. For a Rashba-type, i.e., C∞v, symme-
try breaking normal to a film’s (yz) plane, for example:
µ ∝ x× j, in terms of the applied current density j. See
Fig. 1 for a schematic.

Rayleigh function (2) boils down to the dissipative
torque (i.e., the net angular momentum transfer onto
the collective magnetic dynamics from the nonmag-
netic/incoherent degrees of freedom)

τ ≡ −n× ∂R

∂∂tn
= n× (gµ× n− α∂tn) , (3)

where α→ α + g is henceforth the total effective damp-
ing, including also the spin-mixing-conductance contri-
bution (known as spin pumping10). According to the
Fig. 1 schematic, we will set µ → z, lumping the cur-
rent and the effective spin Hall angle,4 which determine
µ, into g (whose sign thus depends on the current di-
rection). Other torques can be added to Eq. (3), if the
structural symmetries are reduced further11 (depending
on the details of the crystal and device structure), as
in Ref. 12, for example. We are, furthermore, omitting
some of the other torques allowed in the present high-
symmetry case13 (like the field-like torque ∝ n× µ, and
the less common torques ∝ nzn× j, and ∝ nzn× j× n),
which are typically less important for large-angle reori-
entational dynamics.

Minimizing the Lagrangian (1) with respect to m, we
find the usual expression,7

m = χn× (∂tn− n× b) , (4)

for the transverse spin density. The other Euler-
Lagrange-Rayleigh equation gives the equation of motion
for the total spin density:

(∂t + b×)(sn + m) + n× ∂nE = τ . (5)

Setting χ → 0 recovers the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert
equation with the (damping-like) spin Hall torque,

while setting instead s → 0 gives the standard σ-model
equation for the Néel order (including spin-transfer
torque and relaxation). The expression for the torque,
Eq. (3), is the same in both cases.5 The equation of
motion (5) describes Larmor-type dynamics of the total
spin density, sn + m, in the presence of various torques:
Zeeman, anisotropy, spin-transfer, damping, etc.

Easy-axis anisotropy.—The above equations of motion,
Eqs. (4) and (5), establish the general starting point for
a collinear-order spin dynamics. As a simple illustrative
example, let us now specialize it to analyze stability of
the fixed points along the ±z orientations, if z is the easy
axis, i.e.,

E(n) = −Kn
2
z

2
, (6)

with K > 0. The two coupled equations of motion (set-
ting b→ 0, hereafter) are

∂tn =
1

χ
m× n ,

∂tm = n×
[
Knzz + gz× n +

1

χ
(sm + αn×m)

]
,

(7)

which could be integrated up, starting from an arbi-
trary initial configuration, with m ⊥ n. Linearizing
these equations close to the two equilibria, n→ ±z, and
switching to the complex notation: n ≡ nx + iny and
m ≡ mx + imy, we get

∂tn = ∓ i
χ
m and ∂tm = ∓(g+ iK)n− α∓ is

χ
m . (8)

Writing these as ∂t~s = −Â~s, where ~s ≡ (n,m) and Â is
the associated response matrix (that we can think of as
a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian describing the small-angle
dynamics), which is read out from the linearized equa-

tions (8), we are interested in the eigenvalue of Â with
the smallest real part λ. λ < 0 would signal a (spin-
torque-induced) instability.

This smaller (real part of the) eigenvalue is given by

λ =
α

2χ
− Re

√(
α∓ is

2χ

)2

− K − ig
χ

, (9)

where the square root is evaluated for its principal value
(yielding the nonnegative real part). As a sanity check,
we verify that λ ≥ 0 if g = 0.

Ferromagnetic case.—For the ferromagnetic (F) case,
χ→ 0, we get

λF = Re
K − ig
α∓ is =

αK ± gs
α2 + s2

. (10)

The instability sets in when λF → 0, which corresponds
to

g = ∓αK
s

= ∓αωF , (11)



3

where ωF ≡ K/s is the ferromagnetic resonance fre-
quency. For the equilibrium n oriented along the ±z
axis, we thus need a negative (positive) torque g in order
to trigger the F instability. This results in the familiar
unidirectional switching of the F orientation towards the
∓ orientation (which is then stable against the torque).
The above threshold makes sense thermodynamically:
In the absence of intrinsic damping (so that α is de-
termined by the spin-mixing conductance g), the spin
accumulation µ must overcome the intrinsic gap in the
magnon spectrum, i.e., ωF, while oriented parallel to
the spin angular momentum of individual magnons.14 A
finite intrinsic damping raises the instability threshold
further.

Antiferromagnetic case.—For the antiferromagnetic
(AF) case, s→ 0:

λAF =
α

2χ
− Re

√(
α

2χ

)2

− K − ig
χ

≈ α

2χ
− Re

√
−K − ig

χ
=

α

2χ
+ Im

√
K − i|g|

χ

≈ α

2χ
− |g|

2
√
Kχ

,

(12)

where the approximations are based on the assumptions
that α � √

χK (which physically corresponds to the
quality factor of the AF resonance Q� 1) and |g| � K
(which in fact follows from α � √χK, at the onset of
the instability: λAF → 0). Independently of the sign of
the torque g, we reach the instability at15

|g| = α

√
K

χ
= αωAF . (13)

ωAF ≡
√
K/χ is the AF resonance frequency. As in

the F case, this result makes sense thermodynamically:
In the absence of intrinsic damping (so that α is deter-
mined by the spin pumping ∝ g), the spin accumulation
µ must overcome the intrinsic gap in the magnon spec-
trum, i.e., ωAF. The sign of g determines which of the
two magnon branches of the spectrum goes unstable. Be-
yond the threshold of instability, the order parameter n
reaches a stable precession within the xy plane, which we
obtain according to Eqs. (7) (with s→ 0) as

∂tn =
g

α
z× n , m =

χg

α
z . (14)

For this trajectory, the torque (3) vanishes, so that
the work done on the magnetic dynamics by the
spin transfer g is dissipated by Gilbert damping α.
The corresponding precession frequency is ω = g/α (re-
call that g is proportional to the applied electric current).

Spin-glass case.—For a spin glass, we expect the dy-
namics similar to that of the AF case above.16 Namely,

beyond the threshold current set by anisotropies (which
may be randomized and thus reduced by disorder),
the SO(3)-valued state variable (which is rooted in
the Edwards-Anderson order parameter17), will precess
around the z axis at the frequency

ωSG =
g

α
, (15)

where g is the appropriate spin-mixing conductance,
which is closely analogous to the collinear case,5 and α
is the spin-glass Gilbert damping. At the same time,
a nonequilibrium spin polarization m builds up, as in
Eq. (14), determined by the spin-glass susceptibility χ.
This spin polarization, with magnitude χωSG, makes
sense from the rotating-frame perspective.

Ferrimagnetic case.—Since the F and the AF cases
showed qualitatively different behavior at the instabil-
ity threshold—namely, the F order tends to undergo a
unipolar switching along the easy axis, while the AF or-
der settles at an equatorial limit cycle perpendicular to
the easy axis—it is interesting to study the interplay be-
tween these different tendencies in ferrimagnets. This, in
particular, can provide us a blueprint for driven dynamics
in complex systems with competing magnetic orders.

We thus return to discuss the instability threshold in
the general (ferrimagnetic) case, Eq. (9), with both χ
and s being nonzero. In analogy to the above F and
AF cases, we expect the threshold to be reached when
g approaches αω, in terms of the respective resonance
frequency ω (supposing the overall damping is weak, so
that the quality factor of the dynamics is � 1), which
is easily verified also directly from Eq. (9). The normal-
mode frequencies for solutions ∝ eiωt are obtained from
Eqs. (8), after setting α, g → 0:

ω = σ

√
K

χ
+

s2

4χ2
± s

2χ
, (16)

with two magnon branches labelled by σ → ±. As be-
fore, the other ± in Eq. (16) stands for the initial ±z
orientation of the order parameter. The positive (nega-
tive) frequency (corresponding here to σ → ±) is associ-
ated with magnons carrying spin angular momentum ±~,
thus requiring a positive (negative) torque g to reach the
threshold. Using Eq. (16), we recover the F limit when
s/
√
χK →∞ and the AF limit when s/

√
χK → 0.

Let us now start from the AF limit, and consider the
weakly ferrimagnetic case, s� √χK. The normal-mode
frequencies (16) (corresponding in the continuum de-
scription to the gaps of the respective magnon branches)
then become

ω ≈ σ
√
K

χ
± s

2χ
= σωAF ±

s

2χ
. (17)

When s is increased, the lower of these two frequencies
would eventually approach the ferromagnetic resonance
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switching

FIG. 2. Evolution of the dynamical state for the order parme-
ter n(t) according to Eq. (7), in the ferrimagnetic case [cf.
Eq. (17)]. Stable (unstable) fixed points and limit cycles are
shown in black (red). For small positive g, two stable fixed
points at nz → ±1 coexist with an unstable limit cycle (in
the lower hemisphere) near the xy plane. For large g, these
fixed points become unstable, while the limit cycle stabilizes
(in the upper hemisphere), analogously to the antiferromag-
netic case. At intermediate values of g, only one fixed point
is stable, as in the ferromagnetic case.

frequency (ωF = K/s), according to Eq. (16). Equa-
tion (17) shows that the threshold of instability depends
on the orientation of n and the sign of g. For instance,
when g > 0, the ω > 0 branch is excited and the
critical current corresponds to the σ → + (i.e., spin-up
magnon) mode, which is now split by s/χ, depending
on the initial up or down orientation of n along the z
axis [denoted by ± in Eq. (17)]. We thus conclude that
when g/α < ωAF − s/2χ, both n → ±z are stable fixed
points; when ωAF − s/2χ < g/α < ωAF + s/2χ, the
n → z is stable, while n → −z is unstable (allowing for
the unidirectional switching, as in the ferromagnet); and
when g/α > ωAF + s/2χ, both are unstable (resulting
in a stable precessional state, as in the AF case, albeit
somewhat canted out of the xy plane). In Fig. 2, we
show a schematic of how this dynamical system evolves
as a function of g > 0.

Summary.—This Letter aims to establish basic aspects
and intuition for thinking about spin-torque instabilities
and the ensuing dynamics of the ordered magnets and
spin glasses, under the generic dissipative torque (3). To
summarize: Beyond an instability threshold, which is de-
termined by the anisotropies, the order parameter gen-
erally has a tendency to precess according to the right-
hand rule around the spin accumulation µ ∝ z. This is
seen from the torque (3), which imparts positive work
∝ µ for the right-hand precession. As a result of the
instability, the order parameter either switches (cf. the
ferromagnetic case) or precesses steadily (cf. the anti-
ferromagnetic and spin-glass phases), in which case the
steady input of work is dissipated by Gilbert damping.
The ferrimagnetic case (with both s, χ 6= 0) combines

both of these aspects, as sketched in Fig. 2.

Generally, when under the action of the damping
torque (3), we expect for the F spin order to tend to
point along the applied spin accumulation (depending
on its sign). In this case, the magnons associated with
a potential destabilization of the order, which carry spin
opposite to the order parameter, are thermodynamically
biased to be ejected by the spin accumulation.14 The AF
order, on the other hand, tends to dynamically orient nor-
mal to the spin accumulation (independent of its sign).
Such order-parameter reorientations can result in char-
acteristic electrical magnetoresistive or X-ray dichroism
signatures.15,18,19 In the multidomain case, the possible
reorientation of domains depends crucially on the dy-
namics within the domain walls, whose motion is likewise
driven by a positive gain of the work by the spin torque
∝ µ (thus being sensitive to the chiral structure of the
moving domain walls19).

It is interesting to consider a situation, in which a
torque-driven precessional state is reached in a spin glass
(SG) coexisting with another magnetic order.20 In the
case of a (coarse-grained) rotational symmetry about
the z axis, furthermore, the threshold for SG dynamics
could be low. The steady-state SG frequency is given by
Eq. (15). In the rotating frame of reference, other degrees
of freedom would get polarized by the fictitious Zeeman
field of ωSG along the rotation (i.e., z) axis. This, in
turn, would facilitate the switching towards the z axis in
the F case or precession towards the xy plane in the AF
case. The details would depend on the exact interaction
of the coexisting SG and collinear magnetic components
(and could in principle be handled with our Lagrangian-
Rayleigh approach,5 subject to a decomposition of the
magnetic state into the SG and ferrimagnetic variables).
In this sense, the SG dynamics can be viewed as en-
hancing the torque transfer from the electronic to the
magnetic degrees of freedom.20

Finally, we wish to emphasize that, in our analysis, we
have retained only the most generic Slonczewski-like21

torque (3) due to the Edelstein/spin Hall effect, as a
means to pump energy into magnetic precession and
cause dynamic instabilities. Other types of torques, as
discussed below Eq. (3), may need to be included in
more specialized cases, especially if the symmetries are
reduced by crystalline order.
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