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A bstract

W eusetim e-dependentspin-density-functionaltheory tostudydy-

nam icalm agnetic phenom ena. First, we recallthat the local-spin-

density approxim ation (LSDA) fails to account correctly for m ag-

netic uctuations in the param agnetic state ofiron and other itin-

erant ferrom agnets. Next, we construct a gradient-dependent den-

sity functionalthat does not su�er from this problem ofthe LSDA.

This functionalis then used to derive, for the �rst tim e, the phe-

nom enologicalG ilbertequation ofm icrom agneticsdirectly from tim e-

dependent density-functionaltheory. Lim itations and extensions of

G ilbert dam ping are discussed on this basis,and som e com parisons

with phenom enologicaltheoriesand experim entsare m ade.
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Thecollectivebehaviourofspinsofm obile,correlated electronsthatgives

risetom etallicm agnetism isstillonlyim perfectlyunderstood.Theproblem s

arising in m icrom agnetics[1]orspintronics[2],to m ention buttwo subjects

ofcurrenttechnologicalinterestthatinvolve itinerantm agnetism ,are ther-

foreoften dealtwith within the fram ework ofthefrankly phenom enological

Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equations,or sem iphenom enologicalm odels whose

foundation in m aterial-speci�c m icroscopic theory rem ainsincom plete. On

theotherhand,�rst-principlesspin-density-functionaltheory(SDFT),which

givesa m ore orlessadequate accountofthe ground state,failseven to ad-

dress directly the issue oftim e dependence ofthe m agnetization. Clearly,

underthese circum stancesitisworthwhile to inquire whatphysicalinsight

m ay be gained by approaching the problem from the novelpoint ofview

a�orded by tim e-dependent SDFT (TD-SDFT) [3,4]. Our aim here is to

explorethepotentialbene�tsand di�cultiesofsuch enterprise.

Inthepresentpaperwethus(i)explainwhythepopularlocal-spin-density

approxim ation (LSDA),on itsown,cannotaccountforthem agneticuctu-

ationsatand above the Curie tem perature,noteven when com bined with

TD-SDFT;(ii)constructa new gradient-dependent density-functionalthat

doesnotsu�erfrom thisproblem oftheLSDA;and (iii)use thisfunctional

to give a m icroscopic derivation ofthe phenom enologicalGilbert equation

ofm icrom agnetics. This equation has recently been invoked for the phe-

nom enologicalinterpretation ofexperim entson m agneticnanolayers[5],but

hasneverbeforebeen derived m icroscopically from density-functionaltheory.

Letus�rstconsideructuationsin theparam agneticphase.Am ong the

low-lying excitationsofa ferrom agnetabovetheCurietem peraturearespin

uctuations. Tem porarily,in the neighbourhood ofan atom ,these uctua-

tionsgiverisetom agneticm om entsthataveragetozeroon asu�ciently long

tim e scale. A convenientway to describe thisisby introducing the average

m agnetization

�m �(r)=
1

�

Z
�

0

dtm (r;t); (1)

where m (r;t) is the space and tim e-dependent m agnetization density ob-

tained,in principle,from solving the tim e-dependent Schr�odinger equation

forthem any-electron problem ,and � istheaveraging tim e.

Considernow the behaviourofthisaverage m agnetization asa function

of�.Rightafteram agneticuctuation hasgiven risetoam agneticm om ent

on a given site,theaverage �m �(r)willbedi�erentfrom zero.M oreover,this

m om entcertainly persistsuntil� isofthe orderofthe hopping tim e to the

2



nearest neighbour,Th,which can be estim ated by the inverse band width,

�h=W .On theotherhand,fortim esm uch longerthan theonecharacteristic

fortherm aluctuationsofthem agneticm om ent,Tfluc,theaverageoverall

con�gurationsofm (r;t)iszero.Thesetwo regim es,onewith short-term lo-

calm om entstheotherwith no m agneticm om ents,existin any ferrom agnet

above the Curie tem perature. Depending on the valuesofband width and

Curie tem perature there m ay also bea third regim e,characterized by aver-

aging tim essatisfying �h=W << � << Tfluc.In thiscase electronshop from

site to site,butm aintain su�ciently strong correlationsto preventim m edi-

atedestruction ofthelocalm agneticm om entsby therm aluctuations.This

latterregim ehasbeen addressed by thedisordered-localm om entpicture[6]

in which the electronic hopping istreated with DFT,and the m uch slower

behaviourofthelocalm om entsisdealtwith by using statisticalm echanics.

W enow ask whethertheabove,widely accepted physicalpicturecan be

recovered within TD-SDFT.On a form allevelthere isno reason to expect

otherwise,since TD-SDFT isan exacttranscription ofthe tim e-dependent

m any-bodyproblem ,subjectonly toquiteweak v-representability conditions

[7],butthesituation isdi�erentwhen oneconsiderstheapproxim ationsfor

the density-functionalthat are necessary to perform an actualcalculation.

The sim plest tim e-dependent density functionalis the adiabatic LSDA,or

ALSDA [3]. Thisfunctionalisa straightforward generalization ofthe con-

ventionalLSDA ofground-state DFT,from which it can be obtained by

sim ply substituting the tim e-dependentdensitiesn(r;t)and m (r;t)forthe

ground-statedensitiesn(r)and m (r).

The�rstobjectiveofthispaperisto pointoutthata treatm entofm ag-

neticuctuationswithin theALSDA can nevercorrectly accountfortheob-

served m agnetic uctuations.To understand why,we only have to consider

theTD-SDFT equation ofm otion forthespin degreesoffreedom .Neglecting

spin currents,thisequation takestheform [4]

@m (r;t)

@t
= �m (r;t)� [B ext(r;t)+ B xc(r;t)]; (2)

whereB extistheexternally applied m agnetic�eld,thegyrom agneticratio,

and B xc(r;t) is the exchange-correlation (xc) m agnetic �eld ofTD-SDFT.

W ithin theALSDA this�eld iscalculated as

B
A LSD A

xc (r;t)= �
�E LSD A[n(r);m (r)]

�m (r)

�
�
�
�
�
n(r)! n(r;t);m (r)! m (r;t)

; (3)
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whereE LSD A istheLSDA functionalofstaticSDFT.W ithin theLSDA B xc

islocally parallelto m and hence dropsoutofequation (2).In theabsence

ofan externally applied m agnetic �eld this equation then predicts a tim e-

independent m agnetization density m (r;t)= const. W ithin the LSDA the

averagem agnetization �m �(r)isthusindependentoftheaveraging tim e,and

the LSDA is seen to be unable to account for the three di�erent regim es

described above.TheLSDA thusdoesnotcapturethe dynam icsofm agnetic

uctuations.

Thisdoesofcourse notim ply thatpreviousLSDA-based calculationsof

spin uctuations [6,8],which have had considerable em piricalsuccess,are

wrong.Such calcuationstypically avoid theproblem by bringing in concepts

from outsideofthatfram ework,such asexternalconstraining �eldsthatare

not recalculated selfconsistently,adiabaticity assum ptions for the spin dy-

nam ics,�tting to m odelHam iltonians,identi�cation ofKohn-Sham energies

with excitation energies and the Kohn-Sham susceptibility with the m any-

body one,etc. However,itwould clearly be desirable to have an approach

thatisexclusively based on TD-SDFT,withoutthe need foradditionalap-

proxim ationsand assum ptions.Thisobservation providesthem otivation for

thedevelopm ent,in thepresentpaper,ofaprototypedensity functionalthat

isdesigned to avoid theproblem sofLSDA.

To thisend,note �rstthatthe problem isan intrinsic de�ciency ofthe

adiabaticLSDA,which persistseven ifthefunctionalisform ulated in anon-

collinearway,i.e.,in term softhe fullm agnetization vectorm (r;t)instead

ofthem orecom m on variablesn"(r;t)and n#(r;t).In Ref.[4]wefound that

thesim plestway tograftanontrivialspin dynam icsontothefunctionalisto

includegradientterm s.However,notany gradientswilldo thejob.Firstof

all,the gradientsm ustinvolve allcom ponentsofthe m agnetization vector.

Thisdiscardsallstandard GGA-typefunctionals,which areexplicitly form u-

lated forthez-com ponentonly and can thereforenotaccountfordirectional

uctuationsofthe m agnetic m om ents. Second,the functionalm ustsatisfy

thezero-torquetheorem (ZTT),which statesthatthenettorqueexerted by

B xc on thesystem asa wholem ustvanish [4]:

Z

d
3
rm (r;t)� B xc(r;t)� 0: (4)

Guided by these considerations we now construct a sim ple m odelfora

B xc functionalthatavoidsthe problem softhe LSDA.Ourstarting pointis
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thefollowing (stillcom pletely general)representation ofB xc as

B xc(r;t)=

Z

d
3
r
0

Z
t

� 1

dt
0
K̂ [n;m ](r;r

0
;t;t

0
)m (r

0
;t
0
); (5)

where K̂ [n;m ](r;r0;t;t0)isan,asyetundeterm ined,tensorialkernel,charac-

teristicforthespin-spin interactions.To m akecontactwith thephenom eno-

logicaltheories discussed below we now assum e that K̂ is a short-ranged

isotropicfunction oftheform K̂ (jr� r0j;t� t0).Thisisotropy assum ption is

reasonable ifB xc and m ,and therefore also K̂ ,are interpreted asaverages

over intraatom ic distances,as isthe case in the phenom enologicaltheories

[9].Duetotheshort-rangednessofK̂ wecan then expand thevectorm (r0;t0)

undertheintegralin Eq.(5)aboutthepointr and thetim et,

m (r
0
;t
0
)= m (r;t)+

(r
0� r)r 
 m (r;t)+

1

2
[(r

0� r)� r ]2m (r;t)+ (t
0� t)_m (r;t)+ :::; (6)

where we have kept �rst-order term s in the tem poralvariation, _m (r;t) =

@m (r;t)=@t, and second-order term s in the spatialone. As willbecom e

apparent later,it is these orders that are required to m ake contact with

phenom enologicaltheories. Based on experience with sim ilarexpansionsin

static SDFT,nonlinear term s in m (which would correspond to cubic or

higher-order term s in E xc) are not included in this expansion. B xc then

becom es

B xc(r;t)= K̂ 0(t)m (r;t)+ K̂ 2(t)r
2
m (r;t)+ �̂(t) _m (r;t); (7)

with

K̂ 0(t)= 4�

Z
t

� 1

dt
0

Z
1

0

dxx
2
K̂ (x;t� t

0
) (8)

K̂ 2(t)= 2�

Z
t

� 1

dt
0

Z
1

0

dxx
4
K̂ (x;t� t

0
) (9)

�̂(t)= 4�

Z
t

� 1

dt
0

Z
1

0

dxx
2
(t
0� t)K̂ (x;t� t

0
); (10)

and x = jr� r0j.Substituting thisin theequation ofm otion (2)weobtain

_m (r;t)= �m (r;t)� [B ext(r;t)+ B xc(r;t)]=

�m (r;t)�
h

B ext(r;t)+ K̂ 0(t)m (r;t)+ K̂ 2(t)r
2
m (r;t)+ �̂(t) _m (r;t)

i

:(11)
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Equation (11)constitutesa tensorialgeneralization ofthe Gilbertequation

ofm icrom agnetics[1,5].Thatequation isusually written as

_m (r;t)= �m (r;t)� B eff(r;t)+
�

M s

m (r;t)� _m (r;t); (12)

where B eff is a phenom enologicale�ective �eld com prising externaland

exchange �elds,M s isthe saturation m agnetization,and � isthe so called

Gilbertdam pingconstant[1,5].W eseethatourequation (11)reducesto an

equationoftheform (12)ifthekernelsweassum ed forgeneralitytobetensors

aretaken to bescalars,and theirintrinsictim e-dependence isneglected.

Interestingly,afterthereduction oftensorsto scalarsthe�rsttwo term s

(containing K 0 and K 2) in B xc satisfy the ZTT identically. On the other

hand, the Gilbert dam ping term on its own is not guaranteed to satisfy

theZTT.Sincethelatterisan exactconstraintthatm ustbeobeyed by any

e�ective�eldtobeused intheequationofm otion(2),thism ustbeconsidered

a de�ciency ofthesim pleform oftheGilbertdam ping or,equivalently,the

linearization oftheexpression (5)forB xc(r;t).Anotherlim itation ofGilbert

theory that becom es apparent from our derivation is that in generalthe

coe�cientsin Eq.(11)are tim e dependent,while those in Eq.(12)are not.

This tim e-dependence can give rise to additionaldynam ics and dam ping

thatisnotdescribed by the Gilbertterm .Below we willshow thatthere is

a sim ple m odelwithin which one can rationalize this lack ofintrinsic tim e

dependence ofthecoe�cients.

Carrying on,m om entarily,with tim e-independentscalarsK 0 and K 2 in-

stead oftim e-dependenttensors,wecan writetheB xc functionalas

B xc(r;t)= K 0m (r;t)+ K 2r
2
m (r;t)+ � _m (r;t); (13)

whereK 0,K 2,and �arenum bersthatcharacterizethespin-spin interaction

kernel. The correspondence between the phenom enologicaland the m icro-

scopic equations,found above,shows one way in which these num bers can

be obtained,since the param etersentering the Gilbertequation can be ex-

tracted from experim entorsim ulations[1]: The �rstterm in Eq.(13)isof

theform obtained in theLSDA,i.e.,paralleltom .(Thisobservation im plies

thatonecan,in principle,determ ine K 0 from theLSDA.)Interestingly,the

derivative term s in the expression (13)im ply thatthe resulting B xc is not

parallelto m even when thecoe�cientsarereduced from tensorsto scalars.

Asaconsequencetheygive,unliketheLSDA,risetonontrivialspin dynam ics
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and spin uctuationswhen substituted back into theequation ofm otion.To

show why weexpecttheresulting spin dynam icsto beessentially correct,in

spiteoftheapproxim ationsm adein theargum entso far,letus,tem porarily,

neglectthe dam ping term ,and write B eff(r;t)= B ext(r;t)+ K 2r
2m (r;t)

(the term containing K 0 doesnotcontribute to the equationsofm otion in

thescalarapproxim ation).Thisisprecisely oftheform ofthee�ective �eld

enteringthephenom enologicalLandau-Lifshitzequation [10],which isknown

to correctly accountfortheobserved spin dynam icsin ferrom agnets.In this

context K 2 is usually replaced by the spin wave sti�ness D ,which is re-

lated to ourK 2 by D = �hM sK 2 and can be obtained from experim ent or

independentcalculations(see,e.g.,Ref.[11]and referencestherein).

One way to com pletely �x the param eters in our functionalis thus to

determ ine K 0 from the LSDA,K 2 from the spin sti�ness,and � from the

Gilbertdam pingconstant.Clearly,thisem piricism dim inishesthepredictive

powerofthe functional,and we willpropose below a slightly lessem pirical

strategyin itsplace.Asitstands,them ain virtueoftheconstruction leading

toEqs.(11)and(13)isratherinitsconceptualconsequences:(i)itgivessom e

degreeofm icroscopic justi�cation to thephenom enologicalapproaches,and

(ii)itshowswhattheterm m issing in theLSDA treatm entofspin dynam ics

and spin uctuationsis,and how a sim pleprototypeB xc functionalthathas

thisterm m ightlook like.

The sim ple functional(13)isalready su�cient to recover the two basic

regim esforspin uctuationsabove the Curie tem perature,discussed in the

introduction.To show thiswesubstituteEq.(13)into (11)and linearizeby

setting m (r;t)= M 0 + n(r;t),where n describes sm alluctuations about

the equilibrium m agnetization M 0.The resulting setofcoupled di�erential

equations forn is readily identi�ed as describing dam ped oscillations with

frequency


(q)=

s

!(q)2 �
k(q)2

4
+ i

k(q)

2
; (14)

where �h!(q)= �h(B + q2M sK 2)=(1+ �2)= (g�0B + D q2)=(1+ �2),B =

jB extj,and k(q)= 2�!(q)=(1+ � 2).Below theCurietem peratureM 0 isthe

dom inating contribution to m (r;t)and to theaverage �m � ofEq.(1).Above

thistem perature M 0 = 0,and the �-averaged m agnetic m om entisentirely

dueto thedam ped spin uctuationsdescribed by n(r;t).Asa consequence

ofthedam ping,theaveragem agneticm om entiszero forsu�ciently large�.

On a tim e scale shorterthan thatsetby the dam ping constant�,however,
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thecontribution ofn(r;t)to �m � doesnotvanish,and oneobtainsatransient

m agneticm om ent.Thisfundam entalseparationoftim escalesisnotobtained

from the LDA,within which � = 0 and there isno dam ping. Furtherm ore,

in the absence ofthe external�eld B ext the spin dynam icscontinuesto be

driven by thegradientterm / K 2,whereasin theLDA K 2 = 0 and thereis

no intrinsicspin dynam icsatall(
LD A � 0).

W e now proceed to give a som ewhat m ore m icroscopic characterization

ofthe coe�cients K 0,K 2 and �. To this end we recallthat according to

Eqs.(8)to (10)thesecoe�cientsareallde�ned ascertain integralsoverthe

spin-spin interaction kernelK (jr� r0j;t� t0).A sim ple,butnotunrealistic,

m odelforthespaceand tim edependence ofthiskernelis

K (x;t)= K e
� x=�

e
� t=T

; (15)

which am ountsto assum ing thatspin-spin interactionsdecay exponentially

both in space and tim e. The am plitude K in Eq.(15)isa m easure forthe

strength ofthespin-spin interaction,while�m easuresitsspatialrangeand

T its tem poralrange,i.e.,its m em ory. W ith this m odelfor the spin-spin

kernelthe integrals(8)to (10)can be evaluated analytically,and one �nds

K 0 = 8�K T�3,K 2 = 48�K T�5 = 6�2K 0,and � = �8�K � 3T2 = �TK 0.

These relationshave severalinteresting consequences. Firstofall,they re-

place the coe�cientsK 0,K 2 and �,which had been introduced above in a

purely m athem aticalway,by thephysically m eaningfulquantitiesK ,�and

T. Second,although the kernelK (x;t)in Eq.(15)hasan explicittim e de-

pendence,thecoe�cientscalculated with itdepend onlyon them em orytim e

T,and noton titself.W ithin thism odelwecan thusjustify thereplacem ent

oftim e-dependentcoe�cientsby staticones,m adeby thephenom enological

theories[cf.ourdiscussion ofthelim itationsofconventionalGilbertdam p-

ing,below Eq.(12)].On theotherhand,recentexperim entsreportenhanced

Gilbertdam ping in Fe-Au nanolayers [5]. In layered system s the isotropic

exponentialm odel(15)forK is,ofcourse,unrealistic,and itsm ain conclu-

sion,thetim e-independenceofK 0,K 2 and �,doesnothold.Them icroscopic

equation (11)then retainsatim e-dependencein itscoe�cients,and attem pts

to recastitin theform ofthetraditionalGilbertequation (with atim einde-

pendent�/ �)m ustresultin theappearanceofadditionaldam ping term s.

Interestingly,additionaldam pinghasindeed been found necessary in various

proposals[5]forexplaining theexperim entalresults.

Returning now to them odel(15),wenotethattheexpressionsobtained

from itforK 0,K 2,am d � can beused,togetherwith theaboveconnection
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ofthese coe�cients with the phenom enologicalparam eters in the Landau-

Lifshitz-Gilbert equations,to deduce relations between the latter and the

m icroscopicparam etersK ,�and T.An interesting exam pleis

�=

s

TD

6�h�
=

s

D

6�hM sK 0

; (16)

which showshow them icroscopicquantities�and T (characterizing thespa-

tialrangeand m em ory ofthespin-spin interaction kernel)arerelated to the

m acroscopicparam eters�(Gilbertdam ping),M s (saturationm agnetization)

and D (spin sti�ness).Totesttheconsistency oftheserelationswenow con-

nectthem toanothersem iphenom enologicalapproach,nam elyStonertheory.

Recallthatin thattheorytherearenogradient-dependentterm s,sinceitcan

be interpreted asa linearized LSDA.Ifwe use itto evaluate � we thusex-

pect that the gradient-dependent term s in our functionaldisappear. This

isindeed the case: In Stonertheory the proportionality factorbetween the

e�ective m agnetic �eld and the localm agnetization isjust1=2� 2
0
tim esthe

Stonerparam eterI.HenceK 0 � I=(2�20).Plugging thisinto thepreceeding

equation and using for I,D ,and M s the experim entalvalues for iron,we

�nd that � = 0:18� 10� 10m . This value,which is m uch shorter than the

latticeconstantin iron (2:7� 10� 10m ),showsthatStonertheory isindeed a

localtheory,in which spin-spin interactionsdecay veryrapidly.Italsoshows,

through therelation K 2 = 6�2K 0,thatthegradient-dependentterm sin our

functionalare strongly suppressed when one usesStonertheory to evaluate

them ,asexpected.

Finally,we point out that the tim e average ofour expression for B xc,

Eq.(13),canalsobeinterpreted asam agneticequationofstate[12],andused

to extract the equilibrium m agnetization. Naturally,in the param agnetic

state the tim e-dependence ofB xc(r;t) is due to uctuations only,and the

long-tim e average ofB xc(r;t) is zero. In the ferrom agnetic state,on the

otherhand,thisaverage rem ains�nite. Upon including a cubic term in m

in theexpansion and calculating theaverageaccording to Eq.(1),weindeed

recoverthe usualequationsofspin-uctuation theory [12],determ ining the

equilibrium m agnetization and the Curie tem perature. Here,however,they

areobtained by invoking theergodictheorem ,characterizing equilibrium via

tem poralaveraging instead ofby therm alaverages.

The m ain results ofthis work are as follows: W e have shown that the

LSDA failstoaccountforspin uctuationsneartheCurietem perature,even
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when itism ade tim e-dependent(ALSDA)and fully noncollinear. W e next

identi�ed certain gradient-dependentterm sasthe key m issing ingredientin

theALSDA,andconstructed averysim pleprototypefunctionalthatcontains

these gradients. Although sim ple,this functionalgives rise to a stillquite

generalequation ofm otion for the spin degrees offreedom ,which can be

identi�ed as a m icroscopic version ofthe equations ofm otion ofLandau-

Lifshitz and of Gilbert. This identi�cation provides m icroscopic support

for these phenom enologicaltheories and opens up a way for the em pirical

determ ination oftheparam etersin thefunctional.However,italsobringsto

lightsom eshortcom ingsofthephenom enologicalapproaches,which m ay be

relevantforrecentexperim ents.Insum m ary,wehavepresented evidencethat

tim e-dependentSDFT m ay bea noveland usefulalternativeto constrained

SDFT asa �rst-principlesdescription ofitinerantm agnetism in m etals.
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