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We theoretically consider the effect of vertex correction on spin pumping from a ferromagnetic

insulator (FI) into a two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) in which the Rashba and Dresselhaus
spin-orbit interactions coexist. The Gilbert damping in the FI is enhanced by elastic spin-flipping
or magnon absorption. We show that the Gilbert damping due to elastic spin-flipping is strongly
enhanced by the vertex correction when the ratio of the two spin-orbit interactions is near a special
value at which the spin relaxation time diverges while that due to magnon absorption shows only
small modification. We also show that the shift in the resonant frequency due to elastic spin-flipping
is strongly enhanced in a similar way as the Gilbert damping.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the field of spintronics™, spin pumping has long
been used as a method of injecting spins into various
materials? . Spin pumping was first employed to inject
spins from a ferromagnetic metal into an adjacent normal
metal (NM)%9, Subsequently, it was used on ferromag-
netic insulator (FT)/NM junctions'?. Because spin injec-
tion is generally related to the loss of the magnetization
in ferromagnets, it affects the Gilbert damping measured
in ferromagnetic resonance (FMR) experiments'?. When
we employ spin injection from the FI, the modulation of
the Gilbert damping reflects the properties of the spin ex-
citation in the adjacent materials, such as magnetic thin
films™, magnetic impurities on metal surfacest3, and su-
perconductors™® 7. This is in clear contrast with the
Gilbert damping of a bulk FI, which reflects properties
of electrons and phonon:

An attractive strategy is to combine spin pumping
with spin-related transport phenomena in semiconduc-
tor microstructures?L. A two-dimensional electron gas
(2DEG) in a semiconductor heterostructure is an easily
controlled physical system that has been used in spin-
tronics devices?225. A 2DEG system has two types of
spin-orbit interaction, i.e., Rashba?827 and Dresselhaus
spin-orbit interactionsz#2<,

In our previous work®?, we theoretically studied spin
pumping into a 2DEG in semiconductor heterostructures
with both Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit interac-
tions, which can be regarded as a prototype for a 2DEG
with a complex spin-texture near the Fermi surface [see
Fig. [1] (a)]. In that study, we formulated the modu-
lation of the Gilbert damping in the FI by using the

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic picture of junction composed of a fer-
romagnetic insulator (FI) and a two-dimensional electron gas
(2DEG) realized in a semiconductor heterostructure. Siot in-
dicates the total spin of the FI. We consider a uniform spin
precession of the FI induced by microwave irradiation. (b)
Laboratory coordinates (x,y, z) and the magnetization-fixed
coordinates (z’,y’,z’). The red arrow indicates the expec-
tation value of the spontaneous spin polarization of the FI,

(S).

second-order perturbation with respect to the interfa-
cial coupling®BIH35l and related it to the dynamic spin
susceptibility of the 2DEG. We further calculated the
spin susceptibility and obtained characteristic features
of the Gilbert damping modulation. This modulation
contains two contributions: elastic spin-flipping, which
dominates at low resonant frequencies, and magnon ab-
sorption, which dominates at high resonant frequencies.
In addition, we clarified that these contributions have
different dependence on the in-plane azimuth angle 6 of
the ordered spin in the FT [see Fig.[1] (b)].

When the Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit interac-
tions have almost equal magnitudes, spin relaxation by



nonmagnetic impurity scattering is strongly suppressed
because the direction of the effective Zeeman field gen-
erated by the spin-orbit interactions is unchanged along
the Fermi surface. Due to this substantial suppression of
spin relaxation, there emerge characteristic physical phe-
nomena such as the persistent spin helix staté?639, In
general, the vertex corrections have to be taken into ac-
count to treat various conservation laws, i.e., the charge,
spin, momentum, and energy conservation laws in cal-
culation of the response functions®®#3.  Therefore, for
better description of realistic systems, we need to con-
sider vertex correction, which captures effect of impurity
more accurately by reflecting conservation laws. How-
ever, the vertex corrections were neglected in our pre-
vious work®?. This means that our previous calculation
should fail when the Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit
interactions compete.

In this study, we consider the same setting, i.e., a
junction composed of an FI and a 2DEG as shown in
Fig.[1] (a), and examine effect of the spin conservation law
by taking the vertex correction into account. We theo-
retically calculate the modulation of the Gilbert damping
and the shift in the FMR frequency by solving the Bethe-
Salpeter equation within the ladder approximation. We
show that the vertex correction substantially changes the
results, in particular, when the strengths of the Rashba-
and Dresselhaus-type spin-orbit interactions are chosen
to be almost equal but slightly different; Specifically,
both the Gilbert damping and the FMR frequency shift
are largely enhanced at low resonant frequencies reflect-
ing strong suppression of spin relaxation. This remark-
able feature should be able to be observed experimen-
tally. In contrast, the vertex correction changes their
magnitude only slightly at high resonant frequencies.

Before describing our calculation, we briefly comment
on study of the vertex corrections in a different context.
In early studies of the spin Hall effect, there was a de-
bate on the existence of intrinsic spin Hall effect*¥46, By
considering the vertex corrections, the spin Hall conduc-
tivity, which is calculated from the correlation function
between the current and spin current, vanishes in the
presence of short-range disorder for simple models even if
its strength is infinitesimally smal* 79 This seemingly
contradictory result stimulated theoretical researches on
realistic modified modeld?%51 as well as definition of the
spin current®®56,  However, we stress that the vertex
corrections for the dynamic spin susceptibility, which is
calculated from the spin-spin correlation function, have
no such subtle problem® because it does not include the
spin current.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In Sec. [T}
we briefly summarize our model of the FI/2DEG junc-
tion and describe a general formulation for the magnon
self-energy following Ref. In Sec. [} we formulate
the vertex correction that corresponds to the self-energy
in the Born approximation. We show the modulation of
the Gilbert damping and the shift in the FMR frequency
in Secs. [[V] and [V] respectively, and discuss the effect
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FIG. 2. Schematic picture of the spin-splitting energy bands
of 2DEG for (a) 8/a =0 and (b) 8/a = 1. The red and blue
arrows represent spin polarization of each band. In the case
of (b), the spin component in the direction of the azimuth
angle 37 /4 is conserved.

of the vertex correction in detail. Finally, we summa-
rize our results in Sec.[VI] The six Appendices detail the
calculation in Sec. [Tl

II. FORMULATION

Here, we describe a model for the FI/2DEG junction
shown in Fig. [I] (a) and formulate the spin relaxation
rate in an FMR experiment. Because we have already
given a detailed formulation on this model in our previous
paper®?, we will briefly summarize it here.

A. Two-dimensional electron gas

We consider a 2DEG whose Hamiltonian is given as
Hxwm = Hyin + Himp, where Hyiyn and Hiy,p describe the
kinetic energy and the impurity, respectively. The kinetic
energy is given as

Hkin = Z(CLT C;E;L) ilk( Ct )a (1)

Ck
& 1

hi = &l — heg (k) - o, (2)

where ¢, is the annihilation operator of conduction elec-
trons with wave number k = (kg,k,) and z component
of the spin, o (=1,]), I is a 2 x 2 identity matrix, o,
(a = x,vy,2) are the Pauli matrices, & = h?k?/2m* — u
is the kinetic energy measured from the chemical poten-
tial, and m* is an effective mass. Hereafter, we assume
that the Fermi energy is much larger than the other en-
ergy scales such as the spin-orbit interactions, the tem-
perature, and the ferromagnetic resonance energy. Then,
the low-energy part of the spin susceptibility depends on
the chemical potential p and the effective mass m* only
through the density of states at the Fermi energy, D(ep).

The spin-orbit interaction is described by the effective



Zeeman field,

heg(k) = |k|(—asing — Bcos p, acos g + Ssing, 0)
~ kp(—asing — B cos p, acos ¢ + Bsinp,0), (3)

where « and [ respectively denote the amplitudes of the
Rashba- and Dresselhaus-type spin-orbit interactions and
the electron wave number is expressed by polar coordi-
nates as (kgz,ky) = (|k|cosy, |k|sing). In the second
equation of Eq. 7 we have approximated |k| with the
Fermi wave number kr assuming that the spin-orbit in-
teraction energies, krpa and kg, are much smaller than
the Fermi energy®®. When only the Rashba spin-orbit in-
teraction exists (8 = 0), the energy band is spin-splitted
as shown in Fig.[2| (a). The spin polarization of each band
depends on the azimuth angle ¢ because it is determined
by the effective Zeeman field hg which is a function of
 as seen in Eq. . In the special case of 8/a =1, the
spin polarization always becomes parallel to the direction
of the azimuth angle 37/4 in the xy plane as shown in
Fig. 2| (b). Then, the spin component in this direction is
conserved. This observation indicates that effect of the
spin conservation may become important when the two
spin-orbit interactions compete (o ~ 3).

The Hamiltonian of the impurity potential is given as

Hunp = Y S W (r) W, (ry), (4)

i€imp o

where W, (r) = A7Y/23", ckoe’® T, A is the area of the
junction, u is the strength of the impurity potential, and
r; is the position of the impurity site.

The finite-temperature Green’s function for the con-
duction electrons is defined by a 2 x 2 matrix g(k, iw,,)
whose elements are

hp )
goa/(k7 Zwm) = / dr elmegao’ (k7 7_)5 (5)
0
Yoo! (kv T) = _h_1<cka(7)c;;a’>7 (6)

where ¢k, (7) = efhsnat/he, e=Hxur/h o = Hign +
Himp; wm = m(2m + 1)/hP is the fermionic Matsubara
frequency, and [ is the inverse temperature. By em-
ploying the Born approximation, the finite-temperature
Green’s function can be expressed as

(ihwm — &k + iTsgn(wm)/2)] = heg - o
[T, (ihwm — By + ilsgn(wm)/2)
(7)

where Eif = &, + |heg ()] is the spin-dependent electron
dispersion,

g(ka Zwm) =

T = 2mn;u®D(er) (8)

is level broadening, and n; is the impurity concentration

(see Appendix [Al and Ref. [30l for detailed derivation).
As already mentioned, the case of 8/a = 1 is special

because the spin component parallel to the direction of

the azimuth angle 37/4 in the 2y plane is conserved (see
Fig. 2| (b)). By defining the spin component in this di-
rection as

3 /4 1
St = 5 D (chyonr — c i), (9)
k
crr\ _ l/ﬂ 67i37r/4/ﬂ Cht (10)
Clo— _6237r/4/\/§ 1/\/5 Crl )
we can prove [Hyin + Himp, 333/4] = 0. When the value of

B/« is slightly shifted from 1, the spin conservation law
is broken slightly and this leads to a slow spin relaxation.
As will be discussed in Secs. [[V] and [V} this slow spin re-
laxation, which is a remnant of the spin conservation at
B/a =1, strongly affects the spin injection from the FI
into the 2DEG. To describe this feature, we need to con-
sider the vertex correction to take the conservation law
into account in our calculation as explained in Sec. [[TI}

B. Ferromagnetic insulator

We consider the quantum Heisenberg model for the FI
and employ the spin-wave approximation assuming that
the temperature is much lower than the magnetic tran-
sition temperature and the magnitude of the localized
spins, S, is sufficiently large. We write the expectation
value of the localized spins in the FI as (S}, whose direc-
tion is (cos#,sind,0) as shown in the Fig. [1] (b). Using
the Holstein-Primakov transformation, the Hamiltonian
in the spin-wave approximation is obtained as

Hypr =Y _ hwgblbr, (11)
k

where b, is the magnon annihilation operator with wave
number k, fwy, = Dk? 4 hryhg. is the energy dispersion of
a magnon, D is the spin stiffness, v is the gyromagnetic
ratio, and hgy. is the externally applied DC magnetic field.
We note that the external DC magnetic field controls the
direction of the ordered spins. We introduce new coor-
dinates (z',y’,2’) fixed on the ordered spins by rotating
the original coordinates (z,y,z) as shown in Fig. [1] (b).
Then, the magnon annihilation operator is related to the
spin ladder operator by the Holstein-Primakov transfor-
mation as S¥ T = S,Z/ + Sz = (280)"/?bs. The spin
correlation function is defined as

hB _
Go(k,iwy,) :/ dr e"""Go(k,T), (12)
0
1 2! o —
Go(k,7) = _ﬁ<5k H(r)SE(0), (13)
where w,, = 2nw/Af is the bosonic Matsubara fre-

quency. The spin correlation function is calculated from
the Hamiltonian , as

250/h

Wy — Wi — ag|wn|’

Go(k,iw,) = (14)



where ag > 0 is a phenomenological dimensionless pa-
rameter that describes the strength of the Gilbert damp-
ing in the bulk FIL.

C. Effect of the FI/2DEG interface

The coupling between the FI and 2DEG can be ac-
counted for by the Hamiltonian,

Hi =Y (TeSE * sy~ + Tosp TSP 7)., (15)
k

where 7 is an exchange interaction at a clean interface,
for which the momentum of spin excitation is conserved.
The spin ladder operators for conduction electrons, s,ﬁli,
are obtained using a coordinate rotation as2!

’ 1 !
Si F= 5 Z Z ch’a(U i)aﬂ’ck/:l:ko’; (16>

o0’ Kk’
’ .
6% = —sinfo, +cosba, +io., (17)
~ ’ ~ . A
where 6%+ = Oy £16, and
Oy cosf sinf 0 Oy
Gy | = | —sinf cosf 0 oy
G 0 0 1) \o.

Assuming that the interfacial exchange interaction is
much smaller than the spin-orbit interactions, kpa and
kp 32200 we perform a second-order perturbation theory
with respect to the interfacial exchange interaction Hjy.
Accordingly, the spin correlation function of the FI is
calculated as

1
(Golk,iwn)) = — S (k, iwy)’
S(k, iwn) = |Te|* Ax(k, iwn), (19)

G(k,iw,) =

(18)

where X(k,iw,) is the self-energy due to the interfacial
exchange coupling and x(k, iw, ) is the spin susceptibility
for conduction electrons per unit area, defined as

hB _
xkion) = [ dreeTyn,  0)
0
1 2 o —
Xlhor) = T O, ()
where si/i(r) = eHNM"/hsi/ie_HNMT/h. Within the

second-order perturbation, we only need to calculate the
spin susceptibility for pure 2DEG without considering
the junction because the interfacial coupling is already
taken into account in the prefactor of the self-energy in
Eq. . The uniform component of the retarded spin
correlation function is obtained by analytic continuation

(K, twpm, + iwy,)

(a)
X(0,iw,) = @-
5
g(kviwm)
(b) O 9 o
. - |
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FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams of (a) the uniform spin susceptibil-
ity and (b) the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the ladder-type
vertex function derived from the Born approximation. The
cross with two dashed lines indicates interaction between an
electron and an impurity.

iwy, — w419, as

2So/h

G o,w) = : . (22
(0,w) w — (wo + dwp) + i(ag + dag)w (22)

5w0 250|76|2A R
Wo — hLd() ReX (07w0)a (23)

2 2
sag ~ — 250 TP A 1 R0, ), (24)
hwo

where the superscript R indicates the retarded compo-
nent, wy = wWr=o (= Yhac) is the FMR frequency, and
dwp and dag are respectively the changes in the FMR
frequency and Gilbert damping due to the FI/2DEG in-
terface. We note that in contrast with the bulk Gilbert
damping ag, the increase of the Gilbert damping, dag,
can be related directly to the spin susceptibility of 2DEG
as shown by Eq. . In fact, measurement of dag
has been utilized as a qualitative indicator of spin cur-
rent through a junction®*2. In Egs. and 7 we
made an approximation by replacing w with the FMR
frequency wp by assuming that the FMR peak is suffi-
ciently sharp (ag + dag < 1). Thus, both the FMR
frequency shift and the modulation of the Gilbert damp-
ing are determined by the uniform spin susceptibility of
the conduction electrons, x(0,w). In what follows, we
include the vertex correction for calculation of x(0,w),
which was not taken into account in our previous work=,

IIT. VERTEX CORRECTION

We calculate the spin susceptibility in the ladder
approximation??43 that obeys the Ward-Takahashi re-
lation with the self-energy in the Born approximation®’.
The Feynman diagrams for the corresponding spin sus-
ceptibility and the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the vertex

function are shown in Figs. [3[ (a) and [3] (b), respectively.



The spin susceptibility of 2DEG is written as

x(0,iwy,) = 4B~A Z Tr[ E, iwpm )T (K, iwn, , iwy )

k., iwm

Gk, i, + mn)&w/—}, (25)

where the vertex function T'(k, iwy, , iwy,) is a 2 X 2 matrix
whose components are determined by the Bethe-Salpeter
equation [see Fig.[3| (b)],

Toio(k, iwm, iwn)

= (6I’+)glc, + uni Z Z 9o (@, lwm)

q 0102

X F@ol (q7 W, iwn)golo(Qa W + iwn)' (26)

Since the right-hand side of this equation is indepen-
dent of k, the vertex function can simply be described
as I'(iwp,, iwy, ). We express the vertex function with the
Pauli matrices as

D(iwm, iwn) = Bl + X640 + Y&, + Z6.,  (27)

where F, X, Y, and Z will be determined self-
consistently later. The Green’s function for the conduc-
tion electrons can be rewritten as

Al + B6, + C6,y

g(q, Z.Wm) = D ) (28)
Aliwn,) = — &g+ 75gn(wm) (29)
B = —heg cos(d) —0), (30)

C = —heg sin(¢p — 0), (31)
Diwn) = [ lihwm — B + %sgn(wm)], (32)

v==+

where ¢ is the azimuth angle by which the effective Zee-
man field is written as heg = (o COS @, hegt Sin ¢, 0).
This heg is written as heg ~ kp \/a2 + B2 4+ 2afsin 2¢
using the Fermi wave number kp. By substituting

Eqgs. and into the second term of Eq. and
by the algebra of Pauli matrices, we obtain

U T; N . .
Zg q, iwm)D(q, 1w, iwn)3(q, iwn + iwy)

:EI—}—X’aIz—i—Yay/—i—Z’&z/, (33)
where
E' Ao + Ay 0 0 0 F
X' 0 Ag + Ao As 0 X
Y'| 0 As Ao — Ao 0 Y
A 0 0 0 Ao — Aq 7

—
w
=

S—

and Aj(iwm, iwy) (j =0,1,2,3) are expressed as

Ao (1w, i) = “Z"' 3 %, (35)
q

A (1w, ity ) = “Z"' 3 ggg,, (36)
q

Ao (i, i) = “Z“ e CO;%?’ =9 @

g (it icoy) = u?n; ’ h2g sin2(¢ — 9)7 (38)

A DD’
q

using the abbreviated symbols, A = A(iw,), A =
A(iwn, + iwy), D = D(iwy,), and D' = D(iwy, + iwy,).
Here, we have used the fact that the contributions of the
first-order terms of B and C become zero after replacing
the sum with the integral with respect to q and perform-
ing the azimuth integration. We can solve for F, X,
Y, and Z by combining Eq. and the Bethe-Salpeter
equation (26]), which we rewrite as

El+ X6y + Y6y + Z6.
="+ BT+ X6 +Y'6y + 260, (39)

with 6%'* = 6,/ + i6.,. The solution is

E =0, (40)
* - (1- Ao)éxg— A—AF e
s e
Z = m (43)

By replacing the sum with an integral as { = &g,

AZ Dier) /de/j”ﬁf(m), (14)

Eqgs. (35)-(38) can be rewritten as

A (iwp,, twy,) = 0(—wn,)0(wWn, + wn)]\j(iwn), (45)

T
4 0 2

)

v,v'=

]\j (iwn) =

[ %
ihwy, + (v — V') heg

(¢) +il’
(46)

where we have used Eq. , 0(x) is a step function, and

fow, V', 0) =1, (47)
v,V o) =v/, (48)
fa(v, V' ) = v cos 2((y) - 0), (49)
fs(w, V', ) = v sin2(¢p(p) — 0) (50)



For detailed derivation, see Appendix[B} Substituting the
Green’s function and the vertex function into Eq. ,
we obtain

x(0, iwy,) *4[3./4 % DD [ZBC’X
+ (AA' — B* + C*Y —i(AA" — B* - C?*)Z|. (51)

By summing over k and w,, and by analytical continu-
ation, iw, — w + iJ, the retarded spin susceptibility is
obtained as®

x*(0,w)
_ D(ep)hw [55(1 — Af) — AF(1— A
T air (1—A§r2—<ﬁ2>

AR - AR ]
+ —————|—-D(ep), 52
v A R (52)
where
i&? = /N\f(w) = A (iwp, — w +16)

fiw, v o)

x sz; hw/Ao + (l/ — l//)heﬁ‘/Ao + ZF/AO

(53)

A detailed derivation is given in Appendix [C] Here, we
have introduced a unit of energy, Ay = kra, for the con-
venience of making the physical quantities dimensionless.
Using Egs. and , we finally obtain the shift in
the FMR frequency and the modulation of the Gilbert
damping as

5(.4}0

— = ag,o Re F(wy), (54)
wo
dag = —ag,0 Im F(wp), (55)
Flw) Ag {]\5(1 — Af) — AR — AF) + (AF)?
w) = — 4 -~ 4
2mil’ (1= A2 — (AF)?—(AF)?
AR — AR A
+—0_—L ]— e (56)
1—AF+AR] 7mho

where ago = 27S0|To|2AD(er)/A¢ is a dimensionless
parameter that describes the coupling strength at the
interface. This is our main result.

The spin susceptibility without the vertex correction
can be obtained by taking the first-order term with re-

spect to Af:
XR(O,w) ~ %1(_‘61:) [2AR AR ]\5’} — D(er)
) dop 11— co(olg) —6)
’MD(GF)/%[MMF 2
1 1+ cos?(¢(p) — 0)
* e~ 2hen (@) + T 4
| 1+ cos?(6(¢) — 0)
T e+ 2hen(p) £ 0 4 }_D(eF)'

(57)

The imaginary part of x*(0,w) reproduces the result of
Ref. 30l Using this expression, the shift in the FMR
frequency and the modulation of the Gilbert damping
without the vertex correction are obtained as

550 = ag.o Re Fay (wo), (58)
0
dad = —ag,0Im Fyy (wo), (59)
Ag rR_ir_ ir|_ Do
an (CU) 27‘(7,F |:2A Al A2 %, (60)

IV. MODULATION OF THE GILBERT
DAMPING

First, we show the result for the modulation of the
Gilbert damping, dag, for /o = 0, 1, and 3 and dis-
cuss the effect of the vertex correction by comparing it
with the result without the vertex correction in Sec. [V_Al
Next, we discuss the strong enhancement of the Gilbert

damping near 8/« =1 in Sec.

A. Effect of vertex corrections

First, let us discuss the case of 8/a = 0, i.e., the
case when only the Rashba spin-orbit interaction exists®*
Figure |4 (a) shows the effective Zeeman field heg along
the Fermi surface. Figures [4] (b) and 4| (¢) show the
modulations of the Gilbert damping without and Wlth
the vertex correction. The horizontal axes of Figs. 4| I
and I ) denote the resonant frequency wop = Yhgc 1n
the FMR experiment. Note that the modulation of the
Gilbert damping, dag, is independent of 8, i.e., the az-
imuth angle of (S). The four curves in Figs. {4 (b) and
(¢) correspond to I'/Ag = 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.0%%. We
find that these two graphs have a common qualitative
feature; the modulation of the Gilbert damping has two
peaks at wy = 0 and wg = 2A¢ and their widths become
larger as I' increases. The peak at wy = 0 corresponds
to elastic spin-flipping of conduction electrons induced
by the transverse magnetic field via the exchange bias
of the FI, while the peak at fiwg = 24 is induced by
spin excitation of conduction electrons due to magnon



FIG. 4. (Left panels) Effective Zeeman field heg on the Fermi surface. (Middle panels) Modulation of the Gilbert damping,
dagy, without vertex correction. (Right panels) Modulation of the Gilbert damping with vertex correction, dag. In the middle
and right panels, the modulation of the Gilbert damping is plotted as a function of the FMR frequency, wo = ~vhge. The
spin-orbit interactions are as follows. (a), (b), (¢): 8/a =0. (d), (e), (f): B/a =1. (g), (h), (i): B/a = 3. We note that (b),

(e), (h) are essentially the same result as Ref. 30.

absorption®. In the case of 3/a = 0, the vertex cor-
rection changes the modulation of the Gilbert damping
moderately [compare Figs. [4] (c) with[d] (b)]. The widths
of the two peaks at wg = 0 and wy = 24y become nar-
rower when the vertex correction is taken into account
(see Appendix |§| for the analytic expressions).

The case of B/a = 1 is special because the effective
Zeeman field hog always points in the direction of (—1,1)
or (1,—1), as shown in Fig. 4| (d). The amplitude of
hei depends on the angle of the wave number of the
conduction electrons, ¢,

hegr () = 20| sin(p + 7/4), (61)

and varies in the range of 0 < 2heg < 4A¢. Figures (4] (e)
and 4] (f) show the modulation of the Gilbert damping

without and with the vertex correction for I'/Ag = 0.5.
The five curves correspond to five different angles of (.S),
0 = —m/4,—7/8,0,7/8, and 7/4. The most remarkable
feature revealed by comparing Figs.[4] (f) with[4] (e) is that
the peak at wy = 0 disappears if the vertex correction
is taken into account (see Appendix [E| for the analytic
expressions). In the subsequent section, we will show
that dag(wo) has a d-function-like singularity at wg = 0
for B/a = 1 due to the spin conservation law along the
direction of h.g.

In the case of S/a = 3, the direction of the effec-
tive Zeeman field heg varies along the Fermi surface
[Fig. [ (g)]. Figures [4] (h) and [ (i) show the modula-
tion of the Gilbert damping without and with the ver-
tex correction for T'/Ag = 0.5. For /o = 3, a peak



FIG. 5. Modulation of the Gilbert damping calculated for 8/a = 1.1 (a) without the vertex correction and (b) with the vertex
correction. The horizontal axis is the FMR frequency wo and the five curves correspond to five different angles of (S), i.e.,
0 = —m/4,—7/8,0,7/8, and 7/4. (c) Enlarged plot of the modulations of the Gilbert damping as a function of the FMR
frequency wo. The angle of (S) is fixed as § = w/4 and the three curves correspond to §/a = 1.03, 1.05, and 1.1. In all the

plots, we have chosen I'/Ao = 0.5.

at wg = 0 appears even when the vertex correction is
taken into account. The broad structure in the range of
47y < hwy < 84y is caused by the magnon absorption
process where its range reflects the distribution of the
spin-splitting energy 2hes along the Fermi surface. By
comparing Figs. 4] (h) and [4] (i), we find that the vertex
correction changes the result only moderately as in the
case of B/a = 0; the peak structure at wg = 0 becomes
sharper when the vertex correction is taken into account
while the broad structure is slightly enhanced.

B. Strong enhancement of the Gilbert damping

Here, we examine the strong enhancement of the
Gilbert damping for §/« ~ 1. As explained in Sec.
the spin component in the direction of the azimuth angle
3w /4 in the zy plane is exactly conserved at f/a = 1
[see also Fig. {4| (d)]. When the value of 8/« is shifted
slightly from 1, the spin conservation law is broken but
the spin relaxation becomes remarkably slow. To see this
effect, we show the modulation of the Gilbert damping
without and with the vertex correction for 5/a = 1.1
in Figs. [p| (a) and [5| (b), respectively. The five curves
correspond to five different azimuth angles of (S), and
the energy broadening is set as I'/Ag = 0.5. Figs. 5| (a)
and [5[ (b) indicate that the Gilbert damping is strongly
enhanced at wg = 0 only when the vertex correction is
taken into account. This is the main result of our work.

Figure (c) plots the modulation of the Gilbert damp-
ing with the vertex correction for I'/Ay = 0.5 and
6 = w/4, the latter of which corresponds to the case of
the strongest enhancement at wg = 0. The three curves
correspond to 8/a = 1.03, 1.05, and 1.1. As the ratio of
B/a approaches 1, the peak height at wy = 0 gets larger.

20 0
0 =m/4 -
@]
40)
15 <
o £
-~ 20
g H
S 10 .
©) 0.01 0.03 0.05
d TLOJO/AO
o)
5 ﬁwg/Ag =0,0.005,0.01,
0.02,0.05
0 5 25 3

1.5
B
FIG. 6. Modulation of the Gilbert damping as a function
of B/a. The five curves correspond to hwo/A¢ = 0, 0.005,
0.01, 0.02, and 0.05. We have taken the vertex correction into
account and have chosen I'/Ao = 0.5. The inset illustrates

maximum values of the modulation of the Gilbert damping,
daa,max, in varying S/« for a fixed value of hiwo/Ao.

For B/a ~ 1, dag is calculated approximately as

504(; AO FS . 9 ™
aco " 2n (hogR T2 sin (9 + Z)’ (62)

2 [ dp  (hy + hy)?
T, = ,/ ﬁ%’ (63)
T Jo 271+ (2hes/T)2

where I'; gives the peak width in Figs.[5| (b) and[5](c) (see
Appendix [F| for a detailed derivation). For /o =1+4§
(6 < 1), Ty is proportional to 62 and approaches zero in
the limit of § — 0. This indicates that I'y corresponds
to the spin relaxation rate due to a small breakdown of
the spin conservation law away from the special point of
B/a = 1. Note that the peak height of dag at wy = 0
diverges at 8/a = 1. This indicates that for 8/a =
1, dag(wp) has a d-function-like singularity at wy = 0,
which is not drawn in Fig. {4| (f).



FIG. 7. (Upper panels) Modulations of the Gilbert damping, daq/aq,o for (a) 8/a =0, (b) f/a =1, and (¢) 8/a = 3. (Lower
panels) Shifts in the FMR frequency, dwo/(ag,owo), for (d) 8/a =0, (e) f/a =1, and (f) B/a = 3. The horizontal axes are
the FMR frequency, wo = vhdc, while the vertical axes show the azimuth angle of the spontaneous spin polarization, 6, in the
FI. In all the plots, we have considered vertex corrections and have chosen I'/Ag = 0.5. In (a), (c), and (e) there are regions
in which the values exceed the upper limits of the color bar located in the right side of each plot; the maximum value is about
0.45 in (a), 0.65 in (c), and about 10 in (e) (see also Fig.[8). In addition, (b) cannot express a §-function-like singularity at

wo = 0 (see the main text).

Figure [0] plots the modulation of the Gilbert damping
for I'/Ap = 0.5 and § = 7/4 as a function of /. The
five curves correspond to hwy/Ag = 0,0.005,0.01,0.02,
and 0.05, respectively. This figure indicates that when
we fix the resonant frequency wy and vary the ratio of
B/a, the Gilbert damping is strongly enhanced when 5/«
is slightly smaller or larger than 1. We expect that this
enhancement of the Gilbert damping is strong enough to
be observed experimentally. We note that dag/ago ap-
proaches 0.378 (0.318) for 8/a — 0 (8/a — o0). The
inset in Fig. |§| plots maximum values of dag/ag o when
B/ is varied for a fixed value of fiwg/Ag. In other words,
the vertical axis of the inset corresponds to the peak
height in the main panel for each value of hiwg/Ag. We
find that the maximum value of dag/ag o diverges as wp
approaches zero.

V. SHIFT IN THE FMR FREQUENCY

Next, we discuss the shift in the FMR frequency when
the vertex correction is taken into account. The den-
sity plots in Figs.[7 (a),[7] (b), and [7] (c) for B/a =0, 1,
and 3 summarize the modulation of the Gilbert damping,
dag. These plots have the same features as in Figs. |4 (c),
(f), and [4] (i). Figures.[7](d),[7] (e), and [7] (f) plot the
shift in the FMR frequency dwg/wo with density plots
for B/a =0, 1, and 3. By comparing Figs. [7| (a), [7] (b),

FIG. 8. Shift in FMR frequency, dwo/(aq,o0wo), as a func-
tion of the resonance frequency wo for f/a = 1.1. The in-
set shows the same quantities in the low-frequency range of
0 < hwo/Ao < 0.05 with a larger scale on the vertical axis.
We have taken the vertex correction into account and have
chosen I'/Ag = 0.5.

and [7] (c) with [7] (d), [7] (e), and [7] (), we find that some
of the qualitative features of the FMR frequency shift
are common to those of the modulation of the Gilbert
damping, dag; (i) they depend on 6 for f/a > 0, while
they do not depend on 6 for 8/a = 0, (ii) the structure



at wg = 0 due to elastic spin-flipping appears, and (iii)
the structure within a finite range of frequencies due to
magnon absorption appears. We can also see a few dif-
ferences between dag and dwg/wy. For example, dwp/wo
has a dip-and-peak structure at hiwg/Ag = 2 where dag
has only a peak. Related to this feature, dwg/wo has a
tail that decays more slowly than that for ag. The most
remarkable difference is that dwg/wo diverges at wg = 0
for /a =1 except for = 3w /4, 7r /4, reflecting the o-
function-like singularity of dag at wy = 0. These features
are reasonable because dwg/wp and dag, which are de-
termined by the real and imaginary parts of the retarded
spin susceptibility, are related to each other through the
Kramers-Kronig conversion.

The main panel of Fig. [8 shows the frequency shift
dwo/wy for f/a = 1.1 as a function of the resonant
frequency wg. The five curves correspond to 0 =
—7/4,—-m/8,0,7/8, and w/4. Although the frequency
shift appears to diverge in the limit of wy — 0 in the
scale of the main panel, it actually grows to a finite value
and then goes to zero as wy approaches zero (see the inset
of Fig.[§). For 8/ =144 (6 < 1), the frequency shift
is calculated approximately as

5&]0 N ﬁ hwo
aG,0wWo T 27 (hwo)2 —I—Fg

sin? (0 + %) (64)
where I'y is the spin relaxation rate defined in Eq.
(see Appendix [F| for the detailed derivation). We expect
that this strong enhancement of the frequency shift near
B/a =1 can be observed experimentally.

VI. SUMMARY

We theoretically investigated spin pumping into a two-
dimensional electron gas (2DEG) with a textured effec-
tive Zeeman field caused by Rashba- and Dresselhaus-
type spin-orbit interactions. We expressed the change
in the peak position and the linewidth in a ferromag-
netic resonance (FMR) experiment that is induced by
the 2DEG within a second-order perturbation with re-
spect to the interfacial exchange coupling by taking the
vertex correction into account. The FMR frequency
and linewidth are modulated by elastic spin-flipping or
magnon absorption. We found that, for almost all of the
parameters, the vertex correction modifies the modula-
tion of the Gilbert damping only moderately and does not
change the qualitative features obtained in our previous
paper®!, However, we found that the Gilbert damping at
low frequencies, which is caused by elastic spin-flipping,
is strongly enhanced when the Rashba- and Dresselhaus-
type spin-orbit interactions are chosen to be almost equal
but slightly different. Even in this situation, the Gilbert
damping at high frequencies, which is caused by magnon
absorption, shows small modification. This strong en-
hancement of the Gilbert damping at low frequencies ap-
pears only when the vertex correction is taken into ac-
count and is considered to originate from the slow spin
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relaxation related to the spin conservation law that holds
when the two spin-orbit interactions completely match.
A similar enhancement was found for the frequency shift
of the FMR due to elastic spin-flipping. We expect that
this remarkable enhancement can be observed experi-
mentally.

Our work provides a theoretical foundation for spin
pumping into two-dimensional electrons with a spin-
textured Zeeman field on the Fermi surface. Although
we have treated a specific model for two-dimensional
electron systems with both the Rashba and Dresselhaus
spin-orbit interactions, our formulation and results will
be helpful for describing spin pumping into general two-
dimensional electron systems such as surface/interface
states198 and atomic layer compoundsS¥7Y,
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Appendix A: Calculation of Green’s function

In our work, Green’s function of conduction electrons
is calculated by taking effect of impurity scattering into
account. In general, the finite-temperature Green’s func-
tion g(k,iw,,) after the impurity average is described
by the Dyson equation with the impurity self-energy
I(k,wn,) as

1
Go(k, iwm)~t — (K, iwpn,)

9(k, iwm) = ; (A1)

where go(k, iw,,) ! is Green’s function of electrons in the
absence of impurities. In our work, we employ the Born
approximation in which the self-energy is approximated
by second-order perturbation with respect to an impurity
potential. In the Born approximation, the self-energy is
given as

N &’k _
D(k, iwm) :niuQ/Wgo(k,zwm),

(A2)
where n; is the impurity concentration. The correspond-
ing Feynman diagram of the Dyson equation is shown in
Fig. @ By straightforward calculation, Eq. can be
derived. For a detailed derivation, see Ref. [30.
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FIG. 9. The Feynman diagram for Green’s function within
the Born approximation.

Appendix B: Derivation of Equations. (45])-(50]

Egs. (35)-(38) can be rewritten with ' = 27n;uD(er)
as

o iL 2™ dy
Ao (1w, twy,) = Z/o o ;Lju’, (B1)
T [*"d
Al(iwm,iwn) = Zz/o % ;VV/IVV,7 (B2)

T (2" dyp
%/0 50082(,0 HZVVIW,

v,v’ (Bg)

T [*"d
%/0 %stg} HZVZ/IW,

v,v’ (B4)

Ao (i, iwy,) =

A3 (1w, iwy) =

where

oo [T 1
W) 2w ihwy, — € — vheg + i(1/2)sgn(wp)
1
. ih(wm + wp) — & — Vhegr + (L' /2)sgn(wy, + wp)
(B5)

We note that one needs to calculate this integral only for
wy > 0 to obtain the retarded component by analytic
continuation. Then, we can easily prove by the residue
integral that I,,, = 0 for w,, > 0 and w,, + w, > 0
(Wm < 0 and w,, +w, < 0) because both of the two poles
in the integrand are located only in the upper (lower) half
of the complex plane of £. For w,,, < 0 and w,, +w, > 0,
the integral is evaluated by the residue integral as

1
I, = - —. B6
ihwy, + (v — V)heg + 4T (B6)

By combining these results, Eqgs. — can be de-
rived.
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FIG. 10. Schematic picture of the change in the contour in-
tegral. (a) The original contour. (b) The modified contour.

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (52)

In this Appendix, we give a detailed derivation of
Eq. from Eq. . First, we modify Eq. as

x(0,iw,) = 8,422[”1/ sin2(¢ — 0) L, 1
k v,w
{1 — v/ cos2(¢p — 0)} 2
- Z(l - VV/)IVI/,S ) (Cl)
where
X,
II/V = !
) g: ihwy, — BY + 1T /2sgn(wy,)
X = (C2)
ihwp, + ihw, — EY + /2 sgn(wy, +wy)’

and (X1,X2,X3) = (X,Y,Z). A standard procedure
based on the residue integral enables us to express the
sum Z,, ; for w, > 0 as a complex integral on the con-
tour C shown in Fig.[10](a). This contour can be modified
into a sum of the four contours, C; (I = 1,2,3,4), shown
in Fig. [10| (b). Accordingly, Z,, ; is written as

Tovr,g ZIS; e (C3)
o / A )X (i)
whi T Je, 2mi 2 — EY 4 il /2sgn(Im 2)
1
(C4)

X ’ . )
z +ihw, — EY +iI'/2sgn(Im z + wy,)

where f(2) = 1/(ePz+ 1) is the Fermi distribution func-
tion. The sum of the contributions from the two contours,



Co and Cgs, is calculated as

C C,
Il/l/2 ,J II/Z? ,J
dE
= —X n —_—
i) [ G HE)
1 1
X

" E—E{ —iT/2 E + ilw, — E +iT/2

1 1
E —ihw, — E} —iU2 E— E +il/2|

+ (C5)

Here, we have used the fact that X;(z,iw,) is indepen-
dent of z for 0 < Imz < w, from Eq. and have
deﬁned its value as X (iw,) (j = 1,2, 3). From Egs. —

, X, (iwy,) are calculated as

% ) — Ag(lwn)
Xl( n) (1 _ Ao(iwn})z _ 1~\2(i&~1n)2—/~X3(iwn)2 s (CG)
Ko (i) = 1 — Ao(iwn) = Aa(iwon) )

(1 - Ao(iw,%))Q - A/N\Q(Z'Wn)Q_]\?)(iwn)Q

Xaliwn) = 7~ Aoliwn) + A (i) (C8)

By changing the integral variable to E/ = E — EY, in the
first term and to B/ = —(E — EY') in the second term in
Eq. (C5)), we obtain

. dE' 1
IC2 ICS - —X.(i -
wrig v ](“"")/ omi B/ — il /2
SCE A B B+ B |
E' +ihwn, + By — EY' +i0/2 |

Using formula , we replace the sum over k in Eq. (C1))
by the integral with respect to £ and ¢. We can perform
the ¢-integral by using

- [l B - B+ B

— 2F' + EY — EY . (C10)
Then, by performing the E’-integral, we obtain
/oo df (102/ ) ICB/ ) _ ZﬁwnX] (an) )
- vy v EY — EY' + ihw, + il
(C11)

Next, let us consider the contribution from C; and Cjy.
On these two contours, X,(z,iw,) is independent of z
and its value is defined by )N(]’(zwn) (j =1,2,3). Because
Aj(ziwy) (J = 0,1,2 3) becomes zero for Imz < 0 or

wy, < Im z from Eq. , zwn) are given as

Xi(iwn) =0, Xj(iwn) =1, Xj(iwn) =1i. (C12)
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A similar calculation to that of C; and Cg yields
Cy Cy _ /[

[ AT T ) = ~Kjli). (C)

By substituting these results into Eq. (C1]), we obtain

(0, iton) = " de [W' in2(6 — ) i1 (iton)
R cosQ(qb —O)][—1 + i)
i — )i+ i:g(iwn)}] . (C14)
where
7 (i) = —eon X (iton) (C15)

By — By +ihw, + i’

Finally, Eq. is derived by substituting the expres-
sions for X;(iwy,) and by analytic continuation iw, —
w ~+10.

Appendix D: Analytic Expression for 8/a =0

In this appendix, we derive analytic expressions of the
modulation of the Gilbert damping when 8/a = 0, only
the Rashba spin-orbit interaction exists, to see the quan-
titative effect of taking the vertex correction into account.
For 8/a = 0, the spin-splitting energy 2hog = 24 is con-
stant along the Fermi surface, and Af(w) (1=0,1,2,3)
is simplified as

1

~ i

AS@) = 1A ; FoofBo () T iTjAy DY
At () Ao ; hw/Ao+ (v —v') +il/Ag’ 2
)= i@ =0 (D3

Then, we obtain the modulation of the Gilbert damping
with the vertex corrections,

[\(})%(wo)
1-— ]\(If(wo)

[\(})%(wo) _ ]\f”(wo)
1= Aff(wo) + Aff(wo)
(D4)

é
oG ﬂRe
aG,o 27

The modulation of the Gilbert damping without the ver-
tex correction is obtained by considering only the first-
order term with respect to A¥(wo),

50énv ~ Ao

—R
aG,o 2r ¢

(D5)

QAR(OJ()) A{%(WO)‘| .

When I' < Ay, the contribution of v = v/ is dominant
for the peak at wy = 0 and the modulation of the Gilbert



damping can be analytically calculated as

50[(; AO F/Q

786G L 20, D
ago  Ar (hwo)? + (T'/2)%° (D6)
60&1(1}‘/ AO r

~20__ D
G0 A (hwg)? + T2 (D7)

This indicates that the peak width is halved by taking
the vertex correction into account, which is consistent
with the results shown in Figs. [4| I ) and I

In a similar way, we can evaluate the modulation of
the Gilbert damping near the peak at wg = 2A¢/# as

Sag Ay [1 3r/4
aG,o - 47 2 (th — 2A0)2 + (3F/4)2
/2
, D8

o —onp e Y

sy Ay 3r/2
~ 20 _ D

6 7eX0] 47 (hw() — 2A0)2 + 12 ( 9)

As well, for the peak at wy = 2Ag/k, the peak width
becomes smaller when the vertex correction is taken into
account. This observation is consistent with the results
shown in Figs. 4| (b) and 4] (¢). For a finite value of T, a
sum of Egs. (D6) and (D8g)) [Eqs. and ] gives a
better analytic form which fits the numerical result with
(without) the vertex correction. Note that dag and dagy
depend on the impurity potential strength, u, and im-
purity concentration, n;, through I' = 27nu?D(er) [see
Eq. } As shown in Egs. —, the peak widths
of the Lorentzian functions in dag and dogy are deter-
mined by T' [see Figs. [4] (b) and [4] (¢)]. It is remarkable
that the peak width in dag is reduced from I' to I'/2 by
taking the vertex correction into account. To summarize
the effect of the vertex correction, we show dag — day’
and dwy — dwY in Figs. [L1] (a) and [11f (d), respectively.
We find that the vertex correction modifies mainly the
peak width around fiwg/Ap = 0 and 2, in consistent with
the above analytic expressions.

Finally, we note that the same analytical expressions
for dag and dagy can be obtained for the case of a/f =
0, i.e., when only the Dresselhaus spin-orbit interaction
exists. We also note that for general values of 3/a, dag
and dagy’ depend on I' in a more complicated way.

Appendix E: Analytic Expression for 8/a =1

In this Appendix, we derive analytic expressions of the
modulation of the Gilbert damping when 8/a = 1. In
this case, the effective Zeeman field is parallel to the
(—1,1,0) direction and its amplitude is given as

hest () = 24| sin(p + 7/4)]. (E1)
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Then, Af(w) (j =0,1,2,3) becomes

vv! E2
z =
Vl/ b E3
= A Z vV T (E3)
AR (w) = —sin 20 AR (w), (E4)
A? (w) = — cos 20 Af{(w) (E5)
where
B 27 d(,D AO
Tov (W) = /O % hw + (l/ _ V/)heff(QO) i (EG)

In the case of § = 7/4, the modulation of the Gilbert
damping with the vertex correction is expressed as

0
Jac _ 20 Ao Re | —2 + _ 1 _
ag,o 2nl 1 — Af(wo) + AF(wo)
+ 1 (E7)
1 — Aff(wo) — Af(wo)

The third term of the above equation is calculated as

1 1 hw AN
AR AR = i = 0 F! . (E8)
1= Ag*(wo) — Ay*(wo)

i
L o hwo

This indicates that the expansion with respect to /~\f can

not be allowed for wy < I". This is why the modula-
tion without the vertex correction, which is obtained by

taking from the first-order term of /N\f in Eq. 1’ as

50&&" - AO R
e 271_FRe {QAO (wo)], (E9)

gives a different result near wg ~ 0. Actually, for § = 7 /4,
dag and dod) are calculated as

50éG _ Ao 20 pe Z%(jJr +'~7*+) (EIO)
ago 27l 1 —ign (j+ +J-4)
6anv

7Re Z(j+ + j—+ + j++ + j__) . (Ell)
aG,o 47

Note that Eq. is not valid for wy = 0. As indicated
from the absence of Jy 1 and J__, the graph of dag(wp)
has no peak at zero frequency even though dag (wp) has a
peak there. This observation is consistent with Figs. [4] (e)
and [4] (f)

In the case of § = —m /4, the modulations of the Gilbert
damping with and without the vertex correction are

doc _ Ao 1220 (Jr-+T-4) (E12)
ago 0|1 —igns (Te- +T-4) |

dagy 1 .

ao 2 W*”*)]' e
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FIG. 11. (Upper panels) Change of the Gilbert damping due to the vertex correction, dag —dag’, for (a) B8/a =0, (b) 8/a =1,
and (c) B/a = 3. (Lower panels) Change of the FMR frequency due to the vertex correction, dwo — dwg", for (d) 8/a =0, (e)
B/a =1, and (f) B/a = 3. The horizontal axes are the FMR frequency, wy = vhdc, whereas the vertical axes are the azimuth
angle of the spontaneous spin polarization, 6, in the FI. In all the plots, we have set I'/Ao = 0.5.

Note that dag is obtained by taking the first-order term
in Eq. . As indicated by the absence of the terms,
J++ and J__, neither dag nor dag’ has any structure
around wg = 0. It can be checked that these two expres-
sions give almost the same result when I' < Ag, which is
consistent with Figs. [4] (e) and [4] (f). Note as well that
dag is just doubled compared with the result for § = 7/4
in Eq. .

To summarize the effect of the vertex correction, we
show dag — 6aly and dwy — dwd¥ in Figs. [11] (b) and
(e), respectively. We find that the vertex correction
modifies mainly the peak width around hwy/Ay = 0.
In addition, the broad peak in the range of 0 < hwy <
2/ is enhanced or suppressed depending on the azimuth
angle of the ordered spin. These features are consistent
with the above analytic expressions. We note that similar
features are observed for 3/a = 3 as seen in Figs. [11] (c)

and [11] (f).

Appendix F: Approximate Expressions near 8/a =1

In this Appendix, we derive the approximate expres-

sions Egs. and for B/a =1+4§ (§ < 1) and
w~0. For f/a =140 (6 < 1), we can use the approx-
imation,

cos2(¢p — 0) ~ sin20(—1 + W>, (F1)
sin2(¢ — ) ~ cos 29(—1 + W) (F2)

Then, we obtain

AR ~ X sin 26, (F3)
AF ~ X cos 26, (F4)
2
oo il /2” do (14 ) (F5)
T4 ), 2« c~ hw+ (V= v/ )heg + 1T

in the low-frequency region. Here, the contribution of
the second term of the bracket in Eq. does not have
a singularity at wg = 0 because ]\(1):5 and ]\f" do not de-
pend on the effective Zeeman field heg. Therefore, the
singularity comes from the first term of the bracket in
Eq. and we can approximate F(w) as

Ao AF(1—AF) — AF(1 - AF) + (AF)?

2mil (1 - A2 — (AS)2—(Af)?

Ay (1-sin20)/2 (1 +sin26)/2

2mil’ 1-AR-X 1-AR+X |
(F6)

F(w) ~

Finally, using the equation,

sy 7w 9
? — ZT + O(w ),
we find that the third term in the bracket in Eq. (F6) is
divergent at w = 0 in the limit of § — 0 since the denom-
inator vanishes. By substituting Eq. (F'7) into Eq. (F6]),
the most singular part is calculated as

Ag sin?(0 + /4
Flw) = 35 F(—l—iha{)'

1-AR+X = (F7)

- 2mi (F8)
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Using Egs. (b4) and , it is straightforward to obtain
Eqs. and (|64)).
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