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Spin-transfer torques occur In m agnetic heterostructures because the transverse com ponent of a
soin current that ows from a non-m agnet nto a ferrom agnet is absorbed at the interface. W e
dem onstrate this fact explicitly using free electron m odels and rst principles electronic structure
calculations for realm aterial interfaces. T hree distinct processes contribute to the absorption: (1)
soin-dependent re ection and tranam ission; (2) rotation of re ected and tranam itted spins; and
(3) spatial precession of spins in the ferrom agnet. W hen sum m ed over all Femm i surface electrons,
these processes reduce the transverse com ponent of the transm itted and re ected soin currents to
nearly zero for m ost system s of interest. Therefore, to a good approxin ation, the torque on the
m agnetization is proportional to the transverse piece of the Incom ing spin current.

I. NTRODUCTION

W hen a current of polarized electrons enters a ferrom agnet, there is generally a transfer of angular m om entum
betw een the propagating eleckrons and the m agnetization of the Im . This concept of \spin transfer”" was proposed
independently by Slonczew sk and B erger? in 1996. E xperin ents soon fllow ed w here anom alies in the current-voltage
characterdistics ofm agnetic heterostructures w ere interprgted as evidence for spin transfer£ U nam biguouscon m ation
cam e when the phenom enon of giant m agnetoresistanocs was used to detect m agnetization reversal in ferrom agnetic
muliayersw ith large current densities ow ing perpendicularto the plane ofthe layers 281 Subsequently, spin transfer
hasbeen in plicated tp explain the cbservation of spin precession for high-energy, spin-polarized electrons that traverse
amagnetic thin Im # and enhanced G ibert dam ping in m agnetic m ultilayers com pared to one-com ponent m agnetic

In s2 M ore experin ents m ay be expected in the firture because spin transfer is expected to play an in portant role
in the nascent el of \spin electronics" 19

T heoretical work on spin transfer generally falls Into one of three categaries. Qpe group of articles focuses on
deriving and solving classical equations of m otion for the m agnetization HE%‘H_&‘H%Q T hese studies generalize the
Landau-Lifshiz equation to take account of soin currents, spin accum u]atjon,'_l_z and the m echanical torques which
necessarily accom pany (spin) angular m om entum transfer. A, secongl gmup of articles generalizes charge transport
theory to take account of spin currents and spin relaxation 1329242422 These theories com pute the spin-transfer
torques that serve as Input to the m agnetization calculations. The torque can be com puted phenom enologically,
or from the Bolzm ann, K ubo or Landauer fom align s that incorporate quantum m echanical inform ation explicitly.
Fnally, there are articles that report quantum m echanical caloyJations of the param eters that serve as input to the
transport theories. T hem odel studies of Songzew sk and Berger? are ofthis sort, asarethe rstprinciples, electronic
structure calculations of X i and co-w orkers2?

In a previous paperfz. the present authorsused a 2 2 m atrix Boltzm ann equation to com pute soin currents, spin
accum ulation, m agnetoresistance, and spin—transfer torques in a C o/Cu/C o m ultilayer w ith non-collinear m agnetiza—
tion. T he physics of oin transfer entered this sam iclassical, kinetic theory calculation through quantum m echanically
derived m atching conditions in posed at each ferrom agnet/non-m agnet interface. Speci cally, we took account of a
re ection m echanism® that arises because the nterface re ection and franam ission am plitudes for polarized electrons
are spin dependent. W e also took account of an averaging m echanism? that arises because conduction electron spins
precess around the m agnetization vector n each ferrom agnet. The present work was m otivated origihally by two
assum ptions we m ade to sin plify the Co/Cu/Co calculations. F irst, we set to zero the transverse com ponent of the
soin ofthe conduction electron ensem ble in each ferrom agnet. Second, we disregarded the phase of the re ection and
tranan ission am plitudes. A s best we can determm ine, the sam e assum ptions are in plicit in the Landauer+type m odel
calculations reported In Ref.:_l-g' and Ref. 2-(_]l . Therefore, before calculations of this sort are carried very m uch further,
it seem ed appropriate to look m ore carefully into the correctness of these assum ptions. A s we w ill the spin transfer
process ism ore subtle and com plex than previously m anaged.

In this paper, we analyze quantum m echanically the fate of a polarized current that enters a ferrom agnet from
a m etallic non-m agnet. U sing both the free electron m odel and rst principles electronic structure calculations, we
conclude that the assum ptions in question are largely justi ed. An In portant point is that the soin of an electron
generally rotateswhen it is re ected or tranan itted at an interface. T his separates the re ection m echanisn Into two
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pieces. A soin— lter e ect reduces the transverse spin com ponent of each electron individually. A further reduction
occurs when we sum over allFem i surface electrons because substantial phase cancellation @eccurs when the distri-
bution of spin rotation angles is broad. A s for the m echanism we called \averaging" in Resz, cancellation occurs
because electrons have di erent precession frequencies. This leads to an asym ptotic, oscillatory, power-Jaw (rather
than exponential) decay of the tranam itted transverse spin com ponent. Putting everything together, we nd that
(exoept In very exceptional cases) the transverse soin current is aln ost com pletely absorbed within a faw lattice
constants of the interface. N one, or very little, is re ected or tranam itted. A s a resul, the spin-transfer torque is very
nearly proportionalto the transverse piece of the ncident spin current.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section IT, we de ne the basic variables of spin transport and establish
our notation. Section ITI analyzes the spin current and spin—transfer torque near a m agnetic/non-m agnetic interface
using a free electron m odel for both m aterials. Section IV generalizes the analysis of Section ITT to the case of real
m aterdials. W e summ arize our results in Section V .

II. BACKGROUND

To help introduce the theory of soin transport, it is usefil rst to set down the fam iliar equations of particle
transport. T hese nvolve the num ber density,

X
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and the num ber current density,
X
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where¢ =  (th=m )r isthevelocity operatorand ;; (r) isan occupied single particle wave function w ith state index
iand spin Index . The contihuiy equation,
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expresses the conservation ofparticle num ber. In thispaper, we w illbe Interested exclusively in steady-state situations
w here the tim e derivative in @) is zero. Not far from equilbbrium , the current takes the phenom enological form ,

j= (=e)E Dr n; @)

where n=n ny isthe deviation of the number density from its equilbrium value, E is an electric eld, isthe
conductiviy, and D is a di usion constant. T he latter two are second rank tensors in the general case.
For the soin degree of freedom , the analogs to @) and @) are the spin density,
X
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and the spin current density
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where s= h=2) and isa vector whose C artesian com ponents are the three Paulim atrices. The spin current is a
tensor quantity. The left index ofQ j5 (r) is In spin space and the right index is in real space. Spin is not conserved so
the analog of @) generally has non-zero tem s on the right hand side. For our problem ,

o+ i @)
r - = - nex
Qt "y t

1
w here neyt is an extemaltorque den's:ity, r Q=@0xand m = (Jn J meg)M isthe socalled spin accum ulation &
The rsttem on the right side of (-2:) acocounts for the transfer of angularm om entum between the spin current and
the lattice due to sopin— . This process, w ith relaxation tine w4, changes the m agniude of the local soin density,



but not its direction. T he second tem on the right side of é'j) describes all external torques that act to change the
direction of the localm agnetization For exam ple, the Landau-L ifshitz-G ibert torque density,
Next = (@ s=h)m Be + M m @®)

Includes an e ective eld B o and phenom enological dam ping. The e ective eld is due to exchange, anisotropies,
and any extemal elds thatm ight be present.
To study m agnetization dynam ics, we m erely rearrange (.j) to
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w here
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is the current-nduced contribution to the torque density. T he divergence theorem then show s that, apart from soin—
Ip, the torque on the totalm agnetization in a volum e V arises from the net ux of soin current into and out of the
surface S that boundsV . Phenom enologically, the soin current is driven by drift and di usion:

Q= JEx DP@ m; 1)

Asin (:ff),weassum e the sin plest om for the spin transport coe cients. That is, weusethevector P = ( » 4)
rather than a third rank tensor and the scalar D P rather than a fourth rank tensor. The conductivities «» and 4
refer to m a prity and m inority electrons, regoectively.

In a non-magnet, »= 4 and a soin current arises only if there are regions of the m etal where there is a gradient
In the sopin accum ulation, m (r). This In plies that the spin density m (r) and the spin current density Q (r) are only
Indirectly related to each other. T hey need not be collinear and are generally not proportional. In a ferrom agnet, an
ekctric eld produces a current of polarized spins sin ply because « 6 4. This spin current ism odi ed by gradients
In spin accum ulation also. However, the second temm on the right side of ¢_1]_;) is valid (at m ost) when the direction
of the ferrom agnetic m agnetization is uniform in_space. Corrections are necessary when the m agnetization rotates
continuously in space, eg., Inside a dom ain wallt

W ih this background, the rem ainder of this paper is devoted to a detailed analysis of the fate ofa spin polarized
current that ows from a metallic non-m agnet Into a m etallic, single-dom ain ferrom agnet through an ideal, at
Interface. Speci cally, we point the particle current density vector j along positive &, we point the ferrom agnetic
m agnetization vector M along positive 2, and we x the interface at x = 0. Figure :l.: show s three possible steady
states of pure current polarization in the non-m agnet and the associated non-zero com ponent of the spin current
density tensor. For each case, we ket only one com ponent ofQ y be non-zero. Q ,x & 0 corresponds to longitudinal
(parallel to M ) current polarization. Qyy € 0 or Qyy $ 0 correspond to transverse (perpendicular to M ) current
polarization. To produce an \incident" polarized current in the non-m agnet, it is su cient that the current ow into
the non-m agnet from an ad-pcent feryom agnet and that the thickness of the non-m agnet be am all com pared to the
non-m agnet soin— i di usion length 17 For this reason, m agnetic m ulrilayer structures are the rule in most spin—
transfer experim ents. W e refer the reader to Ref. :_22_5 for som e insight into the polarization process for the Co/Cu/Co
system .

Fjgure:gl also indicates that, of the three Incident states of pure current polarization shown, only Q ,x transm is
Into the buk of the ferrom agnet. The m agnet absorbs the transverse com ponents. Furthem ore (see below ), alm ost
none of the transverse spin current re ects from the interface. Therefore, if we choose a rectangular pilbox that
Just straddles the interface, the divergence theorem discussion below C_lC_)') In plies that a current-induced spin-transfer
torque is exerted on the interfacialm agnetization. To bem ore precise, F jgure:g: lustrates such a pilbox and incident,
re ected, and tranan itted charge current density vectors. Integrating the steady state (_= 0) version ofthe continuity
equation (:_3) over the pilbox gives

0= ¢ F+ 5 = 12)

where A is the area of the interface. Eq. C_l-gi) says that the ncom ing ux 7 & m fus the outgong ux F* &R+
F°f  ( R) equals zero. The re ected ux hasam hus sign relative to the tranam itted ux because it passes through
the opposing face of the pilbox.

Ignoring spin  Ip, the sam e integration applied to C_l-(_i) yields

Ne.= Q" o%+0=f) m’ ofF m a3)
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FIG .1l: Three states of spin current scatter from an interface. The current ows from left-to-right, from the non-m agnet into
the ferrom agnet. Q ,x is longitudinal (parallel) to the m agnetization M . Qxx and Q yx are transversetoM .Only Q.x can be
non-zero In the bulk of the m agnet. T he transverse spin currents are absorbed in the interfacial region.
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where Q ™, 9 ™f, and Q ¥ are the spin current density ('_é) com puted using incident state, re ected state, and trans—
m itted state wave functions. E(g. {_l-g) says that the ncom ing spin ux Q ™ A m fus the outgolg spin  ux
Q0 m+ Q™ ( &) equals the torque on the m agnetization inside the pilbox 24 The torque N . is a vector 1
spin space because we have contracted the space index of the spin current density with the space vector . The
approxin ate form on the right ofEq. {;Lé) says that the torque is proportional to the tranverse part ofQ i, . That is
them ain m essage of this paper. T he follow ing sections are devoted to a dem onstration that the tranverse tranam itted
and re ected spin currents do indeed disappear in the inm ediate viciniy of the Interface.

III. FREE ELECTRONS

In this section, we com pute the spin current near the interface of a non-m agnet and a ferrom agnet assum ing that a
free electron description is adequate for the conduction electrons in the non-m agnet and also forboth them a priy and
m nority congluction electrons in the ferrom agnet. W e do this in the interest of analytic sim plicity and also because
som e authordt 14 believe this is a fair representation of reality for the purposes of transport calculations.

W e rst work out the problem of one electron scattering from a planar interface to determm ine thg am plitudes for
re ection and transm ission. They tum out to be spin dependent. As rst shown by Slonczew ski¥ this fact alone
generates a \spin— fter" torque because the wave function for an incident electron w ith a non—zero com ponent of spin
transverse to M can alwaysbe reexpressed in term s of up and down spin com ponents.

The actual current polarization in the metal is obtained by summ ing over the fiill distribution of conduction
electrons. This ntroduces two e ects. The rst arises because the re ection am plitude for free electron interface
scattering is com plex. T his m eans that the spin of an Incom ing electron rotates upon re ection. The cancellation
which occurs when we sum over all these spin vectors reduces the net transverse soin current because re ection and



tranam ission both contribute to the outgoing ux from the Interface region. A second e ect arises because up and
down spin electrons on the Fem i surface with the sam e wave vector in the non-m agnet no longer have the sam e
wave vector when they transm i into the ferrom agnet. The two states are coherent, so precession in space (rather
than tin e) occurs. The precession frequency is di erent for electrons from di erent portions of the Fem i surface.
T herefore, when we sum over all conduction electrons, aln ost com plete cancellation of the transverse spin occurs after
propagation into the ferrom agnet by a few lattice constants.

A . Spin currents for a single electron

Let us choose the spin quantization axis to be parallel to the m agnetization of the ferrom agnet. Then, in the
non-m agnet, the wave finction for an electron whose spin points in an arbirary direction can alwaysbe w ritten asa
linear com bination of spin up and soin down com ponents. Speci cally,

n= cosi e' ™ Ji+ sl & FHi MFE (14)

represents a free electron propagating toward the interface in F igure :14' with its spin pointed in the direction ( ; )
with respect to M . W e are interested in conduction electrons so the wave vector k = (kg ;q) satis eshk?=2m = Ey.
The spatialvariabl isr= ;R ). As the notation indicates, (4) is the incident state for a scattering problem that
determ ines the wave function for the entire system . T he latter describes a steady-state situation like current ow 23
Like the incident state ﬁ_l-l_j), the com plete scattering state can also be w ritten as a linear com bination of spin up and
soin down com ponents:

= n + #° (15)
In detail,
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where Rvw, Ry, Tv, and Ty are the re ection and transam ission am plitudes for up and down soin electrons. These
am plitudes do not depend on the angles and . Notice that the up and down spoin com ponents do not propagate
w ith the sam e wave vector or x > 0. The wave vectors di er because their kinetic energy depends on the exchange
potentialenergy in the ferrom agnet. The comm on factorofexp (ig R) J'rl-'_(14'6) rem Inds us that scattering from a at
Interface conserves the wave vector com ponent parallel to the interface.

T he tranam ission and re ection am plitudes are determ ined by the m agniude of the potential step at the interface.
For a constant e ective m ass, this step height is param eterized by kg ,kF , and kﬁ < k; , the Ferm i wave vectors
for, respectively, electrons In the non-m agnet, m a prity electrons in the ferrom agnet, and m inority electrons In the
ferrom agnet. T he usual quantum m echanicalm atching conditions yield the realtranan ission am plitudes
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4 ke @ + k, @

p P
whereky, @ = ki o andk, @ = (k;)*> . There ection amplitudes are real or com plex depending on the
m agnitude of the parallelwave vector. T hey are
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where , @ = & kFZ.Theassocjatedtransmjssionandre ection prokabilities,
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satisfy R + T = 1 and are plotted in Fjgure:j for a slice through the free electron Fem i surfaces de ned by

k; =kr = 15 and kﬁ =kr = 0:5. For this case, the tranan ission probability for m a prity electrons (dashed curve)
is unity near the zone center and then falls rapidly to zero near kr . The m Inority electrons (solid curve) tranam it
sim ilarly exoeptthatT# falls to zero neark;f .

Tt isnow straightforward to com pute and interpret the incident, re ected, and tranan itted num ber current densities

and spin current densities. W e need only ('ga!), ('_é), and the appropriate piece of the wave function C_l-g‘) . The incident
current densities are

k= W
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where vy = hky=m . The re ected current densities are
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T he tranan itted current densities are
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where v, = hk, =m . Using {0), it is easy to check that 3 = I *fandQf = Q& Q=f. The rst relation is
consistent w ith C_ij) because there is no accum ulation of charge at the nterface. U sing C_f:’_:), the second relation tells
us that there is no torque associated w ith the transport of longitudinal soin current. H owever, a sin ilar relationship
does not hold for the other two com ponents ofQ . There is a discontinuity in the transverse spin current when a spin
scatters from an interface. A coording to C_l-z;), this in plies that a current-induced torque acts on the m agnetization.
In fact, three distinct m echanisn s contribute to the net torque.

O ne source of disgontinuity and soin-transfer torque is spin  Iering. T his occurs when the re ection probabilities
are soIn dependent ¥ To see this, note rst that the speci ¢ superposition ofup and down spin com ponents displayed
In the incident state wave function (_1-4) corresoonds to a speci ¢ transverse com ponent of the soin vector. IER» = Ry
and T» = T4, that speci ¢ linear com bination ispreserved in the re ected and tranan itted pieces ofthe scattering state
and no discontinuiy occurs in the spin current. However, if the re ection and transm ission am plitudes di er for up
and down spin com ponents, the up and down soin content of the spatially separated re ected and tranam itted states
di er from one another. T his leads unavoidably to di erent transverse spin com ponents and thus to a discontinuiy in



the transverse spin gunent G iven the structure of (,'2-2‘ and C2-3l we use the re ection and tranam ission probabilities
in the combination R'R¥+ T'T* asameasure ofthe ability of spin  Iering to provide spin-transfer torque. T he
next-to-top and next-to-bottom panels in FJgureg' display the required inform ation.

A second source of transverse soin current discontinuity and spin-transfer torque is spin rotation. T his occurs when
the product R,R 4 is not positive real. Speci cally, (2-2:) show s that the transverse com ponents of the re ected spin
current contain a factor

R.Ry= R.Ry¥E 24)

The phase evidently adds directly to the azin uthalangle used to de ne the spin direction in the incident state

vector 114) In other words, the re ected spin direction rotates with respect to the incident soin direction. This is
an entirely quantum m echanical phenom enon for which there is no classical analog. T he bottom panel of F igure -3
show s that the range of can be surprisihgly large. Indeed, for this choice of Fem i surfaces, the soin direction

com pletely reverses when an electron re ects from the interface at near-nom al incidence. T here is no corresponding
rotation for tranam itted electrons because Tw and Ty are positive real (for free electrons). T he resulting discontinuiy
in the transverse spin current leads to a spin-transfer torque that is distinct from spin  Iering.

Finally, a glance at d_2:_i') reveals that spin precession is a third source of spin-transfer torque. Note specially
the spatially-varying phase factors which appear in the transm itted transverse spin currents because k, 6 k! i the
E;m:om agnet. Theirnet e ect is spatialprecession because Q xx and Q yx sin ply rotate into one another asa function of
%24 From ClO), such a spatialvaration ofQ contributesa distrbuted torque density at every point in the ferrom agnet.
T he top panel of F igure g show s the range of spatial precession \frequencies"

k=k! «x @5)

X

for the free electron m odel of that gure.

B . Spin currents for a distribution of electrons

The spin currents relevant to experin ent re ect the combined e ect of all the conduction electrons. In the m ost
general description of transport, it is necessary to keep track of the quantum m echanical coherence betﬂ.een all
electrons in di erent eigenstates. However, to m odel the spoin-transfer torque experin ents reported to date,é 2 it is
not necessary to m aintain the coherence between states w ith di erent Fem i surface wave vectors. It is su cient to
use a sem Iclassicaltheory that m aintains only the coherence between up and down soin states at each k-point on the
Fem isurface. A ccordingly, wede nea 2 2 electron occupancy distribution m atrix

fon (k;r) 0
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o g UVED @6)
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In temm s of the scalar occupancy functions for up and down spins and the spinor rotation m atrix
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W e have suppressed the k and r dependence of and for sim plicity. ' -

E Isew here, we have solved the Boltzm ann equation to nd fk,r) for a typical soin-transfer geom etry.@z. For the
sim ple scattering problem treated here, the re ected and tranam itted distrbutions are determ ined entirely by the
re ection and tranam ission am plitudes and the incident electron distribution at the interface between the non-m agnet
and the ferrom agnet: f(k) = £x = 0;k). For this distrbution, the sem iclassical version of the spin current ('_6) is

QF = - —=STrifk) 1 vk): @8)
vy > 0

T he restriction v > 0 lim its the integration to the occupied electron states that m ove toward the interface. Using
£e), £7) and the cyclic properties of the trace, we get, eg.,
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FIG . 3: Slices through a set of free electron Fem isurfaces. The two m iddle panels show the Femm isurface for the non-m agnet
and the superin posed Fem i surfaces of them aprity (dashed) and m inority (solid) states of the ferrom agnet. T he panel just
above the m agnetic Fem i surfaces is the probability for transm ission into the ferrom agnet form a prity (dashed) and m nority
(solid) electrons. T he panel Just below the non-m agnetic Ferm isurface is the probability forre ection back into the non-m agnet
form aprity (dashed) and m inority (solid) electrons. T he bottom panelshow s the phase n C24.l) acquired by an electron because
its spin rotates upon re ection. T he top panel show s the wave vector di erence (23) for a transm itted electron.

where £, k) = fn k) £} k) detemm nes the degree of polarization at each point on the Ferm i surface. The angles
x and  determ ine the direction of the spin polarization. E lectron states In the Inm ediate vicinity of the Fermm i
surface dom inate the transport of charge and spin. T herefore, we w rite

Qf
£ Kk)! f()+tg (q)% (30)
k

where £ isthe equilbrium Fem 1D iracdistrdbution finction and the partialderivative restrictsk to the Ferm isurface.
Wewriteg (g) ratherthan g (k) because kF = ¥k + € = ki . The equilorium tem does not contribute to the spin
current. O therw ise, we ket °k = d’qdk, and use dky@£=@ x = 1=hjx (@) i £9). The resuk is

Z
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w here
G @=9g @ g@: 32)
ForQ¥, , change cos 4 to sin 4 in B1).
The re ected spin current due to all the conduction electrons is
Z 3
ref h d’k ref
Q7 (@ = 2 WTr RYk;n)fk)R k;r) v k) (33)
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and vmf_(lf) is the velocity of a re ected electron w ith wave vector k. T he r-dependent phase factors in C_?:_') cancel
out in 83) =0, eg.,

rof 1 d°gq . i( )
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vy > 0

where 4 is the relative phase of the re ection am plitude as in @-ﬂ:) .ForQ ;if, change Reto In in ('_3-5) .
F inally, the total transm itted spin current is
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Tk = e ° . 37)
0 Ty k)e™ =
and
" #
Vtr(k)= v (k)‘;V (k) (38)

In these om ulae, the wave vector for incident states, k, transfom s to eitther k" or k* when the electron enters the
ferrom agnet. T he average tranam itted velocity v (k) is de ned only at values of g where both spins transm it. A
com parison of, say,

1 &g v+ v B e 1

tr - . iq 1(kx kx)x
Q. &) 1 2 )qu(q)sm T e @3 Re T. @)T4 @)e e 39)

v > 0

w ith C_Z-gx') con m s that C_3-§) is correct w ith the de nitions (1_3-2:) and (:_3-85). ForQ ¥, changeRe to Im in ¢_3-§)

yx/’
At this point, we must m ake a speci ¢ choice for g, k) and the polarization of the incident spin current. Let us
assum e the current is com pletely spin polarized along + 2. This xes y = =2 and x = 0. Forthe distrdbution {_33),

we begin w ith the approxin ate form
9 @) = a+ bvx @): (40)

T he two tem s acoount for interface and bulk.e ects, regoectively. T he velocity-dependent bulk termm is fam iliar from
textbook treatm ents ofe]ectrjcaloonductjyjtygf except, from C_l-]_:), gradients in son accum ulation (rather than electric
potential) drive the spin current In the non-m agnet. T he constant tem- is needed because a spin-dependent chem ical
potential di erence across an interface also drives a soin current. 17 In this paper, we assum e that the interface
resistance is lJarge (large re ection probability) so we use

g @)’ a= : 41)
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T his is the sam e approxin ation that ism ade in Landauertype transport calculations.
W ih these choices, the incident soin current is

sy 2
om =1 1 g = LK 42)
22 )2 a9 42 )
0
The re ected spin currents nom alized to the Incident spin current are
ref &
Qx 2 .
~n = 7z daaR. @Ry @Jjcos g 43)
Q XX kF
0
and
s
orf 2 .
" - 7 9aqR. @Ry @3Ish g 44)
Q XX kF

0

Weget Q% f & 0 because, as discussed earlier, m any of the spins rotate upon re ection. On the other hand, the

smusmdal ﬁctors lead to substa.m:al selfcancellation of the integrals {43 and d44| when the range of q 1s large

(see bottom panel ofF Jgured) 1 In m ost cases, we nd the totaltransverse re ected spin current to be very am all.
T he nom alized transm itted spin currents are

#
F

O &) _ 2 ki @+ ki @ ; .

—_— = — dgg——————Tn T 45
om K2 efe; 2%, @3 @Ty @cos &, @ k, @)x (45)

0
and

0 27 K@+k@ . .

_— = — dggX— X =T (@T i k : 46
o K2 e, 2%, @3 @T4 @ sin &k @ L @)x 46)

0

Based on the behavior of the transverse re ected spJn current, we expect C45 and (216) to decay as a function of x
because the generally w ide range of k = k¥ @ . @) (see top panel of F igure d) ought to induce se]f—ca.noe]JatJon
of the integrals. In fact, lke a sim ilar Jntegral that appears In the theory of oscillatory exchange ooup]Jng,- 1 we can
extract the asym ptotic form (x ! 1 ) analytically using a stationary phase approxin ation. Only sn all values of g
contrbute in that instance so for, say, the xx com ponent, we nd

h ] i

tr sin  ( ko )x
Q5 ) _ 2kk k +kFT"(O)T#() "F F

Iim - _ 47
xt1  Qin k2 2kg &y ké)x “n

To understand this result, we note (see the top panelofF jg.:é') that the electron statesw ith wave vectors In an Interval
gnearg= 0 Wwhich share the value k'’ kg) ply a special role. T hese states precess together (coherently) w ith
spatial frequency k" k . Slow dephasing begins only after a distance x wherex g 1.

T he oscillatory, a]gqh.ragc decay exhbited by {4"}) contrastsm arkedly w ith the assum ption ofm onotonic, exponential

decay m ade by others22324 0 fcourse, incoherent scattering processesm ay be expected to superin pose an exponential
decay on the algebraicdecay we nd. The solid curves in F ig. -4 llustrate the behavior of the transm ited soin current
C45 for three freeelectron m odels. The dashed curves show the asym ptotic behavior from C47 T he top panel
corresponds to Fig. d w here the Femn i sphere of the non-m agnet is signi cantly an aller than the m a prity sphere
and signi cantly larger than the m nority sphere. The m iddl panel is a situation where the Fem i sphere of the
non-m agnet is identical In size to the m a prity sohere and both are signi cantly larger than the m nority sphere.
F inally, the lower panel show s resuls for m a prity and m inority spheres which are, respectively, slightly larger and
slightly am aller than the Femm i sphere of the non-m agnet. T his corresponds to the socalled \s-d m odel" where the
conduction electrons bands in the ferrom agnet are regarded as slightly split by exchange w ith localized m om ents.

The interfacial \spin— *er" m akes each solid curve In Fi. -4. dier from uniy already at x = 0. The lter ismost
e ective when the Fem i surface of the non-m agnet is poorly m atched w ith one or both of the Fem i surfaces of
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FIG . 4: D ecay of transverse tranan itted spin current as a function of distance from the interface for three free electron m odels.
In each panel, the solid curve is the exact result (43) and the dashed curve is the asym ptotic result #47). Top panel: the
m ism atch is very large beUﬂeen the sizes of the m agnetic and non-m agnetic Fem i surfaces; kpn=kr = 15 and krs=kr = 05.
This isthem odelused In Fig. |3. M iddle panel: the Fem isurfaces are identical for the non-m agnet and the m a prity electrons
in the m agnet; kpn=kr = 120 and krs=kr = 0:5. Bottom panel: an s-d-like m odel where the m ismn atch is very am all between
the sizes of the m agnetic and non-m agnetic Fem isurfaces: kpn=kr = 1: and krs=kr = 0:9.

the ferrom agnet. Owjng to Cﬁ this is consistent w ith our earlier discussion where we identi ed the tranam ission
probability condition T" (@) 6 T* (@) as a prerequisite to the action ofthe spin  Ier. The subsequent decay of each
curve n Fig. -4 to zero re ectsthe distribution of spatialprecession frequencies aswe have indicated. W e have repeated
these calculations assum ing that the distrdbution finction g, is proportionalto the velociy tenn n 640) alone rather
than the constant term in C40) alone. W e nd no signi cant changes from the resuls ofF ig. -4.

W e are now ready to use our com puted results to nd the spin-transfer torque (13') for free electron m odels. T he
top and bottom panels of F igure § show the transverse spin space vectorsN ,Q 2,07 2,and Q™ % ortheFem i
surfaces used In the top and bottom panels ofF ig. -4 W e have suppressed the contraction with ® in the spin current
labels for clarity. In fact, the vectors for Q ™ and Q ¥ represent these quantities jist at the interface. Therefore,
the re ected piece includes the dephasing e ects of di erential spin rotation whereas the tranam itted piece does not
Inclide the dephasing e ects of di erential spin precession. A s we have seen, the latter reduces the transm ited spin
torque to zero not far from the interface. T herefore, we have drawn the torque vector (for a unit area of interface) so
N = Q ™+ Q ™f, The top panelofF i. :5 (large Ferm isurface m igm atch) show s a signi cant dephasing ofthe re ected
soin current. The bottom panel of Fig. -5 (sm all Ferm i surface m ism atch) show s nearly zero re ected spin current.
The re ected spin current is exactly zero for the m odel (not shown) used in the m iddle panel ofF i. 4 These resuls
show that, unless the Fem i surface m ism atch is very am all, the interface e ectively absorbs the entire transverse
com ponent of incident spin current. This abrupt change In angular m om entum is the source of current-nduced
soin-transfer torque at the interface between a ferrom agnet and a non-m agnet.

T he dashed arc labelkd Q 5t in each panelofFjg.B is a portion of a circle whose center is the \tail" position for all
three spin current vectors. T he radius of this circle, com pared to the length of the vector Q , gives an indication of
the m agniude of the spin  lere ect. Q uantitatively, the circle radius is proportionalto

#
o _ 27 2 & @+ X @
on = g dgg Rv @Ry @ + E dqu
0 0

e @Ty @3¢ (48)
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FIG . 5: G raphical representation of the interfacial torque and transverse spin currents for two free electron m odels. The
x-com ponents are horizontal and y-com ponents are vertical. T he horizontal arrow is the incident spin current directed along
the x-direction. The dashed arc indicates the reduction In spin current due to the \spin— fer" e ect. The thick arrow is the
re ected spin current at x = 0. The dashed arrow is the tranam itted soin current at x = 0. The thin arrow is the naltorque
taking account of the fact that precessional averaging in the ferrom agnet drives Q ® ! 0 after a fow lattice constants. Panel
(@) is the large Ferm isurface m ism atch m odel of F Jg:; Panel () is the s-d m odel of the bottom panelofF i. :fl:

W ith this de nition, Q f m easures the m agnitude of the total outgoing spin current (re ected plus transm itted)
w fthout taking phase cancellation into account. This scalarm easure of the spin  Ier is truly m eaningfilonly when
the re ection and tranam ission am plitudes are both realand positive, which is not the case. N evertheless, the dashed
arcs give som e nsight into the e cacy ofthe spin lterm echanism for di erent freeelectron Fem i surfaces.

T he foregoing m akes clear that free electron m odels are usefiil or building intuition about spin currents and spin—
transfer torque. H ow ever, there is no substitute for rst-principles calculations ifwe are Interested In speci cm aterial
Interfaces. At the very least, such calculations can be used to judge the correctness of approxim ate constructs such
as the s-d m odel

Iv. REAL INTERFACES

In this section we repeat the calculations of Section ﬂ_:[;-_B; for ten lattice-m atched interfaces between a non-m agnet
and a ferrom agnet using a m ore realistic m odel of the electronic structure for both. Speci cally, we calculate the
tranam ission and re ection am plitudes using a linearized-augm ented-planewave in plem entation of the localspin—
density approxination. The details can be found in Ref. 30 and Ref. 31. Compared to that earlier work, the
calculations reported here use a m esh In reciprocal space that is a factor oftwo denser in each direction. For one case
(Co/Cu), we checked that no changes in relative spin currents greater than 10 ° occurred when the m esh wasm ade
another?2 2 denser. Evanescent states (which decay exponentially away from the interface) play a crucialrole in the
calculation of the re ection and tranam ission am plitudes. W e have ignored them in our spin currents com putations.
Their e ect is to change the wave functions in the mm ediate vicinity @ few atom ic layers) of the interface in such
a way that there is no true discontinuity in the transverse spin current at the interface. A s a practicalm atter, this
m eans only that the \interfacial" torque we com pute is{in reality {spread out over a few atom ic spacings.

The two m iddle panels of F jg.:§ show a slice through the Femm i surface of copper and the sam e slice through the
mapriy (dashed lines) and m nority (solid) Fem isurfaces of cobalt for the Co/Cu (111) system . The Femm isurface
topologies here are m uch m ore com plicated than the corresponding free electron topologies (cf. Fig. :_3) . M oreover,
as the Co m inority Fem i surface show s, there can be m ore than one pair of states for each parallel wave vector.
C onsequently, we supplem ent every integral over parallel wave vectors w ith a sum over all possible states that m ove
toward the Interface for each parallel wave vector. W e index these states by n, refer to them as associated w ith the
n™ sheet ofthe Fem isurface, and adopt the notation k, = fq;k¥ g to labelFerm isurface wave fiinctions. W e drop
the spin index 1n the non-m agnet.

T he transverse pieces of the incident spin current for a real interface are

. 1
Qux = G kn)sin  (ky)cos (ky) 49)
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FIG.6: Same as Fig.:;i' fr a realm aterial interface: Co/Cu (111) with parallel wave vectors in the [110] direction. The two
m iddle panels show the Fem isurface for the non-m agnet and the superin posed Fem i surfaces of the m a prity (dashed) and
m inority (solid) states of the ferrom agnet. T he panel Just above the m agnetic Ferm isurfaces is the probability for tranam ission
into the ferrom agnet form a prity (dashed) and m inority (solid) electrons. T he panel just below the non-m agnetic Ferm isurface
is the probability for re ection back into the non-m agnet for m a prity (dashed) and m inority (solid) electrons. T he bottom

panel show s the phase in {55 ) acquired by an electron because its spin rotates upon re ection. T he top panel show s the wave
vector di erence @2! for a tranam itted electron.

and

% kn)sin ky)sin (kn): 0)

These di er from the corresponding free electron form ulae by the sum over the sheet ndex n. That sum is restricted
to the sheets of the Fem i surface w here the electronsm ove toward the interface.

A s before, the e cacy ofthe soin  Yter can be judged from the interface transm ission and re ection probabilities.
T hese statetostate M ! n% quantities are

V.o 2
_Vn
TnnO - j[‘ nn®J

Vn

1)
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and

FmoJ
"R pnod (52)

Vn

Rnno =
T he absolute value is needed in C.gé) because v;0 < 0 and R, » m ust be non-negative. Fjg.:_é show s the tranam ission
and re ection probabilities for one slice through the Co/Cu (111) Fem isurfaces.
T he transverse com ponents of the re ected soin current are
Z

1 d?q X X 5 kno )]R .
ref _ . X n i kn)
= — sin ————Re R,. R e " 53
Qxx 4 @ )2 ) % kn) kn) L yx (kn nnoN #nn? (53)
and
Z h i
1 d?q X X 5 kno)J *
ref _ . x ¥*n i(kn) .
ny = 4— W gp(kn)sm (kn) J[XTH:EH R..nnoR#nnoe . (54)

no

Here, the sum overn? is restricted to the sheets ofthe Ferm isurface w here the electronsm ove away from the interface.
Sin ilar to the free electron case, the dephasing of the re ected transverse soin current is detem ined by re ection
phases nno @) where

s R
RupnoR#nn0 = RupnoRgnno € =20 @: (55)

The bottom panel of Fig. -6 show s that the Co/Cu (111) phases are both m ore com plicated and exhibit greater
digpersion than the oon:espondmg free electron results plotted in F ig. d
T he transverse pieces ofQ ¥ and Q ™f w ritten above aye closely related to the m ixing conductance, G, i, ntroduced
by Brataas et al% and com puted recently by X i et al23 In our notation,
Z d2 X " X . . #
£ Il Rymno 56)
Lo Fxkn)3

2

hA @ )2

This omula is relevant to situations where g k,), &q), and (k) In C_ig‘i)—('_5-fl:) are all constants{a restriction
In plicit in the Landauer description of transport. In that case, the realand In aghary parts ofG, i are proportional
to the xx and yx components of Q  + Q ™f. From (13), the Jatter is proportional to the spin~transfr torque if we
neglect the transverse part of the tranam itted spin cunent“%z: For the system s treated by both ofus, our num erical
results for spin-transfer torque agree sam iquantitatively w ith the m ixing conductance calculations ofX ia at al.

T he transverse tranam itted spin currents are

. 2 3
1 d?q X sin . X e x
O )= — L7 gk Tlgede s w0 T g re e @ix)e e KRe%S 67)
4 @2 Frx kn)J 000,10
and
. 2 3
1 d#q X kn ) X ik * g0 k Xo, )%
0 &)= — g Kk )7311 4ot kn) Ty o0l #nn0 noopo (;x)e Ta®r Sao)®5 . (58)
yx 4 @2 " 5 k)3 oo

Apart from the sum s over n® and n® (poth restricted to sheets of the ferrom agnetic Fem i surfaces w here electrons
move away from the interface), these formula are less sin ple than the corresponding free electron resuls C45 and
d46 for tw o reasons. F irst, the tranan ission am plitudes, T 0, are com plex rather than real. Second, the B loch wave
functions R ;x;k, ) have a non-trivial dependence on the spatial variable R parallel to the interface plane. For
the latter reason, the transm itted spin currents contain a factor ,w,o (g;x) de ned by

z
oo (qix)e TEne Kao® N dR W @knn )V 4 Ciknog) 4 @knop)Vx w @iknn) : 59)
v > 0
This yieds
vt o
nn @;X) = == (60)

N
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when free electron wave flinctions are used in {_59') . Othemw ise, Lwqo(g;x) is a com plex, periodic function of x w ith
period equal to one layer spacing. Thus, it can be calculated once and propagated from layer to layer. A related
factor enters the re ected spin currents (§7_:) and (§§:) . However, because the spin up and spin down wave fiunctions
are the sam e In the non-m agnet, it reduces to the velocity factor in the num erator of those expressions.

G ven the foregoing, it is sensible to de ne tranam ission phases gno (@) so that

TupnoT#nn0® none @;x = 0)= Tu,,0T4nno nowpo @;x = 0) &t Y : 61)
T his tells us that, unlke free electrons, the soins of B loch electrons generally rotate when they tranam it through a
realm aterial interface. If the distribbution of tranam ission phases is broad, substantial cancellation of the transm ited
soin current occursat x = 0 when we sum over all tranam itted electrons. Thise ect is independent ofthe spin  lter,
which also actsat x = 0.
Any son current that survives to propagate Into the ferrom agnet rapidly disappears due to di erential spatial
precession. The (generalized) spatial precession frequency is determm ned by the di erence In wave vector for di erent
sheets of the m a prity and m inority Ferm i surfaces:

k non® = k;(o# k§00u H (62)

T he top panel ofFjg.-r_é ilustrates the distribbution of k popo for a Femn i surface slice of Co/Cu(111). The large
digpersion seen there suggests that the soin current decays very quickly in the ferrom agnet. This is con m ed by
Fi_:].-'j, which show s the com puted decay of the transverse spin current for three interface orientations ofCo/Cu. The
non-zero value of the dashed curves at x = 0 show s that a Jarge am ount of rotation occurs upon tranam ission. T he
Fem i surfaces are m ore com plicated than the free electron m odels, so the iniial decay is m ore com plicated also.
N evertheless, both the (111) and (110) ordentations settle into behavior that is readily characterized as a dam ped
precession. T he am plitude of the precession for the (100) ordentation is so sm allthat it isdi cul to see whether it is
precessing or not. In general, there could be several decaying precessions w ith di erent precession rates and di erent
am plitudes.

Tt is worth noting that none of these curves (or analogous curves for the other m aterial pairs we have studied)
resem bles the the bottom panel of F jg.:fl approprate to the s-d m odel. This Jack of agreem ent is consistent w ith the
fact that essentially all the Fem i surface wave functions in third-row ferrom agnets contain as much \localized" 3d
character as \delocalized" 4s character#d

F jgure:_é graphically sum m arizesour rst-principlesspin current calculations forten di erent interface com binations.
T he vectors Jabeled Q *f and Q ¥ correspond to x = 0 and re ect the e ect of spin  Itering and spin rotation only.
Q =f is very sm alland, as we have em phasized, Q ¥ ! 0 aftera fow lattice constants. T herefore, the torque per unit
area of nterface sQ P+ Q ™f 7 0™  Dueto spin Iering, di erential spin rotation, and di erential precession, nearly
all of the incident transverse spin current is absorbed In the inm ediate vicinity of the interface. For Co/Cu, Fe/A g,
and Fe/A u, the spin— lter accounts for som ew hat m ore than halfofthe e ect and the interface dephasing for the rest.
ForNi/Cu and Fe/Crthe spin Iere ect isweaker. ForN i/Cu, the decay of the precessing tranam itted spin current
plys a large rolke.

O f course, our calculations pertain to ideal, latticem atched interfaces. A variety of e ects m ake the interfacial
absorption of transverse spin even m ore e cient. W e have m entioned already that scattering in the ferrom agnetic
layer increases the rate ofdecay ofthe precession. Steps at the Interface lead to increased dephasing forboth re ection
and transm ission. For thin layers w here the decay of the precession m ight not be com plete, the dephasing on passing
through the second interface generally leads to a fiirther decay of the transverse spin current. T hickness uctuations
further reduce the spin current.

T he Interfacg forque we com pute is interesting because of the recent dem onstrations of current-induced m agnetiza—
tion sw itching24# H ow ever, the m aterial pair that optin izes the sw itching is not determm ined by the conversion of the
spdn current into a torque. T his process is the sam e for all of the interfaces considered. For the ideal iInterfaces consid—
ered here, the optim um choice depends on the ability ofthe m aterialpair to generate a spin current In the rst place.
This depends on the spin-dependent Interface resistances and the soin-dependent buk conductivities. The Fe/Au
and Fe/A g pairs have the strongest spin dependence of the interface resistance 82 How ever, in reality the optin um
com bination w ill likely depend on grow th considerations. T he generalm ism atch between the body-centered-cubic Fe
lattice and the facecentered—cubic Au or A g lattice w ill probably lead to poor grow th, unless the interface is forced
to be (100) W here the rotated latticesm atch quite well) and the num ber of steps at the Interface is kept quite sm all

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, we used free electron m odels and rst principles electronic structure calculations to study the spin-—
transfer torque that occurs when a spinpolarized current ows from a non-m agnet Into a ferrom agnet through a
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FIG . 7: Decay of transverse tranam itted spin current as a function of distance from the interface for three orientations of
Co/Cu. For a unit incident transverse polarization, the solid curve in each panelis Q xx (x). The dashed curve in each panelis
Qyx ).

perfect interface. T he origin of the torque is a transfer of spin angular m om entum from the conduction electrons to
the m agnetization of the ferrom agnet. T he origin of the angular m om entum transfer is the absorption of transverse
soin current by the Interface. W e identi ed three distinct processes that contrbute to the absorption: (1) spin-
dependent re ection and transm ission; (2) rotation of re ected and tranam itted spins; and (3) spatial precession
of spins in the ferrom agnet. W hen summ ed over all Fem i surface electrons, these processes reduce the transverse
com ponent of the tranam itted and re ected spin currents to nearly zero for m ost system s of interest. T herefore, to
a good approxin ation, the torque on the m agnetization is proportional to the transverse piece of the Incom Ing spin
current.

To be m ore quantitative, we used the analogy between charge current and spin current to show that a spin current

ow ing in the + R direction (perpendicular to the interface) delivers a torque per unit area

N .
f= @™ o"+9™H 2 63)

to a m icroscopically sm all region around the interface. Here, Q ¥, 9 ¥, and Q ™f are the incident, transm itted, and
re ected soin currents com puted using incident, transm itted, and re ected wave functions. W e found the latter
by solving the one-electron stationary-state scattering problem . In the quasiclassical approxim ation, the total spin
current is the sum of contributions from every conduction electron.

Q uite generally, the com ponent ofN . parallel to the ferrom agnetic m agnetization is zero. T his is consistent w ith
our classical intuition. O n the other hand, we fund that the transverse com ponents ofQ ¥ and Q ref relevant to C_6§)
are also zero (or nearly so), except In very exceptional cases. T his m eans that the entire transverse soin current is
absorbed (transferred to the m agnetization) in the inm ediate viciniy of the interface. A s Indicated above, this is so
due to spin  ltering, di erential spin re ection, and di erential soin precession.

The soin— ter e ect occurs because the wave fiinction for an incident electron w ih a non-zero spin com ponent
transverse to the m agnetization spin can alwaysbe w ritten as a linear com bination of spin-up and spin-down com po—
nents. T hen, because the re ection and tranam ission am plitudes di er for up and down spins, the up and down spin
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FIG . 8: G raphical representation of the interfacial torque and transverse spin currents for a series of real nterfaces. The
x-com ponents are horizontal and y-com ponents are vertical. T he horizontal arrow is the incident spin current directed along
the x-direction. T he dashed arc indicates the reduction in spin current due to the \spin— ter" e ect. T he thick arrow is the
re ected spin current at x = 0. The dashed arrow is the tranam itted soin current at x = 0. The thin arrow is the naltorque
taking account of the fact that precessional averaging in the ferrom agnet drivesQ ™ ! 0 after a few lattice constants.

content of the re ected and tranam itted wave functions which are spatially separated) di er from both each another
and from the Incident state. The soin currents directly encode this inform ation. A s a resul, the right side of ¢63) is
non-zero. T his is a oneelectron e ect that operates ndependently for every electron.

The two other e ects that help drive the transverse parts of Q * and Q *™f to zero occur when we sum over the
entire ensam ble of conduction electrons. The st arises because the spin of an electron generally rotates when it
is re ected or tranam itted at the interface between a non-m agnet and a ferrom agnet. T he rotation is non-classical
and the am ount of rotation di ers considerably for electrons w ith wave vectors from di erent portions of the Fem i
surface. Phase cancellation occurs when we sum over allelectrons. In the end, we nd that very little rem ains of the
re ected transverse spin current. T he cancellation of the tranam itted spin current is less dram atic.

F inally, due to exchange splitting, the electrons that tranam it into the ferrom agnet possess spin-up and spin-down
com ponents w ith the sam e total energy, E¢ , but di erent kinetic energy and so di erent wave vectors. T his In plies
that each electron soin precesses (In space) as it propagates away from the interface. H ow ever, lke the soin rotation
angles, the spatial precession frequency varies considerably over the Fem i surface. Consequently, rapid dephasing
of the transverse spin com ponents of the ndiridual electrons occurs as the conduction electron ensem ble propagates
Into the ferrom agnet. T he net resul is a precessing soin current that dam ps out algebraically within a few lattice
constants of the interface.

Our st principles calculations show that the relative im portance of these three m echanian s di ers for di erent
m aterials pairs and also for di erent crystallographic orientations for the sam e m aterial pair. N evertheless, the nal
result is the sam e In all cases: the transverse spin current essentially disappears at the interface. T he concom itant
transfer of angularm om entum delivers a torque to the m agnetization in the inm ediate vicinity of the interface.
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