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Spin M otion in E lectron Transm ission through U frathin Ferrom agnetic Film s
A ccessed by P hotoelectron Spectroscopy
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Ab initio and m odel calculations dem onstrate that the spin m otion of electrons transm itted
through ferrom agnetic In s can be analyzed In detail by m eans of angle- and spin—resolved core—
Jevel photoelectron spectroscopy. The spin m otion appears as precession of the photoelectron spin
polarization around and as relaxation towards the m agnetization direction. In a system atic study
for utrathin Fe In son Pd(001) we elucidate its dependence on the Fe In thickness and on the
Fe electronic structure. In addition to elastic and inelastic scattering, the e ect ofband gaps on the

soin m otion is addressed in particular.

PACS numbers: 75.70-4, 79.60.4, 73.40Gk, 75.50Bb

To take advantage of the spin In electronic devices,
In order to form new \gpintronic" devices, is currently
In progressworldw ide. T his goalchallengesboth applied
and basic physics, the Jatterbeing m ostly concemed w ith
m odel system s of spin-dependent transport rE,']. An -
Ing at very am all devices, properties of m agnetic nano-—
structures becom e increasingly in portant. In particular,
soin-dependent scattering in ultrathin In sand at inter—
facesm ay have a profound e ect on the transport prop—
erties r_ﬁ,:j.]: the electronic spins start to precess and the
spdn current applies a spin-transfer torque on the m agne-
tization in the ferrom agnet. To understand in detail the
soin motion in electron tranam ission through m agnetic

In s, one obviously needs a m icroscopic probe.

Ferrom agnetic resonance, used successfully to study
m agnetic properties of m ultilayer system s Eff], unfortu—
nately cannot deal wih electron transm ission. How-—
ever, soIn—and tin eresolved photoelectron spectroscopy
was em ployed to investigate directly spin  Yering in the
tin e dom ain E]. A nother successfiil m ethod is trans—
m ission of spin-polarized electrons (usually produced
w ith a G aA s source) through freestanding ferrom agnetic

Ins :_fﬁ] This way, the spin motion which shows up
as precession of the electron spin-polarization ESP) P
around the m agnetization direction and as relaxation of
P towards the m agnetization M° was Investigated Ej, -'_8].

In this Letter, we propose to apply angle- and spin—
resolred photoelectron spectroscopy from core levels to
access directly the spin m otion of electrons tranam itted
through an ultrathin ferrom agnetic In (Fjg.:_:L) . The
\theoretical experin ents" reported here rely in particular
on the possbility to orient the spin polarization of the
Incom ing photoelectrons by the incident light, an e ect
w hich is due to spin-orbit coupling. In the ollow ing, the
basic ideas of our approach are described for the chosen
systemsn M L Fe/Pd(001), n = 1;:::;6 (fordetails, see
Ref. []).

(i) The incident light excites electrons from P d-3ds-,
core kevels of the Pd (001) substrate Into a state above
the vacuum JlevelE i,c.
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FIG .1: Spin motion in electron tranam ission through a ferro—
m agnetic In accessed by photoelectron spectroscopy. Left:
A core electron is excited by the incident radiation (wavy line,
photon energy !) in the Pd substrate (light grey). The soin
polarization (arrow ) of the photoelectron ( lled circle) is ori-
ented due to spin-orbit interaction. D uring the transm ission
through the m agnetic Fe In (dark grey), the spin polariza—
tion rotates further (spin m otion) but stops rotating in the
vacuum . Er and E yac are the Fem iand the vacuum Jlevel,
respectively. R ight: Set-up of nom al photoem ission from a
ferrom agnetic surface (W ith m agnetization along x) and p-—
polarized light incident in the xz plane (photon energy !).

(i) Choosing linearly p-polarized light with incidence
direction given by #,n = 45 polar angle and variabl
azinuth 'y, the photoelectron spin in the substrate
can be aligned to any desired direction in the xy sur-
face plane (C artesian coordinates are de ned in Fjg;_tl) .
It was theoretically and experin entally shown for non—
m agnetic layered system s w ith fourfold rotational sym —
m etry that an E SP perpendicular to the scattering plane
(spanned by the surface nom al and the ncidence di-
rection; see Refl f_l-(_i] and refs. therein) is produced:
P® / ( sh’pnjcos’ pn;0). For’on = 0 and 180 ,
P is perpendicular to the m agnetization M (which is
parallelto x). Hence, the comm only used extemalGaA s
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source for spin-polarized electrons is, so to speak, re—
placed by an Intemal one, w ith the advantage of easy
orientation of P . C hoosing other light polarizationsand
incidence directions one can produce P with a com po—
nent along the surface nom al I;fl:]

(iil) D uring the tranam ission through the Fe In, the
photoelectron is sub fct to elastic and inelastic processes.
Both can sim ply be m odeled by soin-dependent scatter—
ing at an asym m etric quantum wellwhich com prises the
substrate- Im and the In-wvacuum interfaces. T hetrans—
m itted ESP P'* reads

0 ., . " , 1
p A s D s s
P/ € PPRew’ TH Prma’TH A; Q)

where the spin-dependent tranam ission coe cients T " *)
take Into accountm ultiple scattering. C onsidering elastic
scattering only, the dependence of P on the In thick-
ness d show s two typical oscillation periods that depend
on the electron w avenum bers k: ) inthe In.Thelonger
period w ith wavelength 2 =(k, k¥) describbesthe preces-
sion of the transversal com ponents P * and P ;* around
M {12,13]. T he short-period oscillation w ith wavelength
2 =k, + k!) and much sm aller am plitude is due to m ul-
tiple scattering at the interfaces. T he longiudinal com —
ponent P}Er rem ains constant on average.

Inelastic scattering lads to spin-dependent attenua—
tion wihin the In. This can sinply be sinulated by
m ultiplying the phase factors that descrbe the propaga—
tion between the interfacesby exp ( d= "®)). This spin-

Tere ect relaxe® ™ towardsM (e, limg 1 PFF= 1
or "> *). & was successfiully used to detem ine the
attenuation kngths "® {14, 15] and to obtain the spin—
resolved electronic structure ofFe [_1§'] There is no spin
m otion in nonm agnetic regions (e.g., vacuum ).

(I7) T he photoelectrons are eventually detected spin—
resolved In nom al em ission K, = 0). Note that the
electron energies are considerably larger than those in
soin-dependent trangoort m easurem ents.

T he an all photoelectron escape depth t_l-]', :_L-é] restricts
dtoafew M L. This inplies or ultrathin  In s that the
shortperiod oscillation m ight dom inate the soin m otion,
a com plete precession cannot be observed, and the relax—
ation lm it & kM) cannot be reached in practice.

Theoretical. Starting from  rstprinciples electronic—
structure calculations for 0{6 M L fccFe/Pd (001) (lo—
cal spin-density approxin ation of density-finctionalthe-
ory; screened KKR method; for details, see Ref. E’_ﬁ])
we computed spin— and anglresolved constant=niial
state photoem ission spectra w ithin the relativistic one-
step m odel, as form ulated in the layerK KR m ethod (see,
e.g., Ref. [_1-55]) .

W e choose Fe/Pd (001) due to the lJarge m agnetic m o—
m ent ofFe and the strong soin-orbit coupling in Pd which
resuls in a sizable P . The covering Fe nduces a m ag—

T T T T T L T ] 2
3 ML Fe/Pd(001) Pd-3ds, .
—~~ 10 = r
g | O P
& °f X
g2 [ N\ Tz ~~_ / Wk LI
B
8 5t N
£ P
Q 7
L ~=— L J4-
F -10 —= tmag. Felmag. Pd 2
15 — nonmag. Fe/mag. Pd °
0 90 180 270 360 O )
©pn (deg)

FIG . 2: Tranam itted spin polarization P'** versus azin uth
" on of light ncidence for 3M L Fe/Pd (001) and 27 eV kietic
energy. Blue (red) lines are for m agnetic (nonm agnetic) Fe
on m agnetic Pd (see text). The right panel show s data for
"on =0 or360 enlarged (cf.the grey rectanglk).

netic m om ent of about 024 g in the Pd layer close to
the Fe/Pd interface i_E%]. Hence, P orighates from the
induced exchange splitting and from spin-orbit coupling.
To reveal the origin of the soin m otion, we considered
various \arti cial" m agnetic con gurations n which the
m agnetization In the Fe In or in the Pd substrate were
switched o separately. Further, changing the inverse
photoelectron lifetin e in the Fe In allowsto di erenti-
ate between elastic (precession around M) and nelastic
processes (relaxation towardsM' ).

E xistence and origin of the spin m otion. C onsidering
thecon gurationw ith allFe layersand theP d layersclose
to the Fe/Pd iInterface being m agnetic (\m ag. Fe/m ag.
Pd", blue in Fjg.-'_fi) and p alongthey axis ("pn = 0
right panel), the existence of the soin m otion is estab—
lished by nonzero P and P*. For ' ,, = 90 and 270
(Le, P™ k M) both P* and P* vanish, lkaving only
P ™ nonzero in agreem ent with Eq. @) . The dependence
of P™ on ' o (eft panel) Hlow s perfectly that derived
analytically in Ref. {1].

Setting allFe layers arti cially nonm agnetic but keep—
ing the m agnetism in the Pd interface layers (\nonm ag.
Fe/mag.Pd", red in Fig.d), P~ is strongly reduced (in
absolute value). Thiscon m sthat the soin m otion orig—
nates dom nantly from the m agnetisn in the Fe Im.
In the com plete nonm agnetic con guration (ot shown),
P " vanishes.

E bstic and inelstic processes. Inelastic processes
can be sim ulated in calculationsby adding an in aginary
selfenergy to the potential (see, e.g., Ref. 1_2-9]) . To un—
veil the in uence of these processes, we reduced the in—
verse photoelectron lifestine in the Fe In to 0:001 &V
(\elastic" case), com pared to the otherw ise chosen 1:8 €V
(\inelastic" case). Being rather small and aln ost con—
stant in the \elastic" case, P ¥ ncreases w ith Fe coverage
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FIG . 3: E Jastic and inelastic e ects In electron tranam ission
through 0{6 ML Fe on Pd(001) at 17:55 &V kinetic energy
and azinuth of light incidence ' ,n = 0 . The transm itted
electron-spin polarization P'** is shown versus Fe— In thick—
nessn (nM L) orthe\nelastic" plue) and the\elastic" (red)
case. The Inset show s corresponding resuls ofa m odel calcu—
Jation.

i the \inelstic" case Fig.d), ie, P™ starts to relax
towards M’ . Because the short-period oscillation is rel-
evant ©r ukrathin Ins, the precession ofP ™ around
M @which show s the long wavelength) cannot be clearly
observed. To corroborate these ndings, we calculated
PY within the quantum -wellm odel sketched preceding,
w ith param eters obtained from the Pd and Fe bulk-band
structures (nset in Fjg.-'_ZJ.). T he resulting wavelengths
of about 200 M L. (precession) and 39 ML multiple-
scattering) kad to reasonable agreem ent conceming P
and P;*. However, P~ does not show such pronounced
amihinum at 3{4 M L. The di erences between m odel
and ab initio calculations can be attributed to the num -
ber of transm ission channels: a single one In the m odel
but several channels W ih di erent wavelengths) in the
ab initio calculations.

E ects of the ekctronic structure. To show how the
sodn m otion depends on details of the electronic struc-
ture, we address spin-resolved constant-initiakstate pho—
toam ission spectra. In contrast to SPLEED experi
ments in which P® is typically parallel or antiparalkel
to the m agnetization !g-]_},:_Z-gi], we choose a transverse P
("pn = 0 ). For clarity reasons, the follow ing discussion
rests upon the com plex bulk band structure, rather than
on layer-and spin-resolved spectral densities.

The spin-averaged intensiies Fig. -'_4a) decrease sig—
ni cantly with Fe coverage, caused by the an all photo—
electron escape depth. The global shape of the spec—
tra, however, ram ains alm ost una ected. Changes ofthe
slopes, best to be seen for 1 M L Fe but present for all
Fe—- In thicknesses, can be traced back to the Fe elec—
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FIG . 4: Energy dependence of the spin m otion for 1{6 M L Fe
on Pd(001). (a) Spin-averaged constant-initialstate photo-
em ission intensities I versus kinetic energy E i, of the photo-
electrons. (){ (d) Tranam itted electron-spin polarization P ™.
TheFe- In thicknessn (in M L) is indicated by num bers and
color-coding. The grey area highlights a prom inent feature
discussed in the text.

tronic structure (ot shown): an increase of the slope is
associated w ith the onset ofadditionaltranam ission chan-—
nels, i.e., dispersive Fe bands. In particular, one pair of
soin-split bands provides e cient trananm ission channels,
which leadsto the Intensity ncrease at about 15eV . The
pronounced m inim um at about 34 eV kinetic energy can
be attributed to a P d-band gap, which reduces the num —
ber of tranam ission channels in the substrate.

Athigherenergies where severaltransnm ission channels
contribute, the evolution of P'** w ith Fe coverage is rather
com plicated F igs. -r_4b{d) . Therefore, we concentrate on
low energies where the num ber of channels is sm alland
the evolution is alm ost m onotonous. The most signi -
cant structures that increase w ith Fe coverage show up
between 12 €V and 16 &V (grey area in F igs. '@b{d): pr
and P display =t and += modulations, resp., ac-
com panied by a maximum in P*. A detailed analysis
corroborates its relation to the Fe electronic structure
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FIG.5: E ect of exchange—split band gaps in the In elec—
tronic structure on the spin motion. (a) and (): Com plex
band structure of the substrate (dash-dotted, \inc.") and
the m agnetic In (m apriy, solid, \m aj."; m inority, dashed,
\m n.") in the extended zone scheme. (c) E lectron spin po-
Jarization of the tranam itted electrons. For details, see text.
Vertical dash-dotted lines serve as guides to the eye.

and show s that i can be attrbuted to exchange-split
band gaps in conjunction with the onset of additional
tranam ission channels In that particular energy range.

To provide direct evidence that band gaps m anifest
them selves In pronounced spin-m otion structures, we cal-
culated the ESP in an inelastic threeband nearly-free—
electron m odel. The substrate is taken as sem in nite
free space Wih zero potential), whereas a nonzero
scattering potential In the magnetic In gives rise to
exchange—split band gaps F igs. Ea and b). For P;“ =
50% in a representative set-up, P ;" and P* show a =+
andasmall+ = modulation, resp., whereasP * increases
In the bandgap m iddlke Fi. EC) . These ndings can
be explained by the reduced tranam ission of one spin
channelwhich ism ediated by evanescent states honzero
Im k) h Fi. Eb; note that transverse spinors are given
by a weighted sum of spin-up (mai") and spin-down
(\m in.") Pauli spinors]. A lthough the Fe band structure
ismuch m ore com plicated, the structures in the m odel
calculation have counterparts in F igs. :fib{d (grey area).
T hat distinct band-gap related features do not show up
in Fig. 4 at higher kinetic energies can be attributed to
the onset ofe cient tranam ission channels Just at about
15€&V.

Conclusions. W ehave shown by m eansof\theoretical
experin ents" that the spin m otion in electron tranam is—
sion through ferrom agnetic Im scan be analyzed in detail
by angle- and spin—resolved photoelectron spectroscopy.
A sm ain advantages of this approach one m ight consider
that the preparation of freestanding Im s is avoided and
that the spin polarization of the incom ing electrons can
easily be oriented. Since Intensities and soin polariza—
tions depend signi cantly on the In thickness, one ob—

tains inform ation on the electronic structure, in partic—
ular on that of the Im . Realistic calculations for Fe

Inson Pd(001), that are to be con m ed experin en—
tally, suggest prom ising analysesof spin-dependent trans—
port through m agnetic layers. Further, we regard our
approach as a tool for nvestigations of m agnetic con g-—
urations, w ith the possbility of analyzing noncollinear
spin structures.
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