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W e dem onstrate a possibility tom anipulate them agnetic coupling betw een tw o nanom agnetsw ith
a help of ac electric eld. In the schem e suggested the m agnetic coupling in question is m ediated
by a m agnetic particle contacting w ith both of the nanom agnets through the tunnelbarriers. The
ekectric eld providing a successive suppression of the barriers leads to pum ping of m agnetization
through the m ediating particle. T in e dependent dynam ics of the particle m agnetization allow s to
to sw itch between ferro—and antiferrom agnetic couplings.

The sensitivity of electron transport to the soin de—
gree of freedom bringsnew possibilities for In plem enting
device functions in electronics. As a result the eld of
sointronics is developing rapidly. The giant m agneto-
resistance '[_]:] is a strikking exam ple of an e ect of spin
dependent transport that has already found in portant
applications in com puter hardware. M ore findam ental
ideas Por using spin In order to realize devices that can
store and process quantum inform ation are now under
intensive discussion in the lirerature B/31.

M anipulation of the electron spin is only possbl if
one is able to controlthe m agnetization of the m agnetic
m aterials that are necessary elem ents of any spintron-
ics device. In nanoscale devices a findam ental obstacle
to achieve the required level of control com es from the
fact that the m agnetic elds used to control the m ag—
netization cannot be localized on the nanom eter length
scale. This is in sharp contrast to the electric eldsused
In m odem nanoelctronics based on the SingleE lectron
devices Eﬁ]. The problem of selective control of the m ag—
netization has therefore becom e crucial for fiinctioning of
the nanoscale spintronics devices. A use ofelectric rather
than m agnetic elds to m anijpulate nanom agnets could,
if it works, be a way out of this \nonlocality trap". A
naturalway to realize such a control is to m ake use of
the indirect exchange interaction between nanom agnets
Induced by conducting electrons. Indeed, in the hybrid
structures where ferrom agnetic layers are separated by
nom al m etals the Indirect exchange can be controlled
electrically by a ecting the wave functions of electrons
m ediating the exchange '_ ,?,?2]. In this case the transfer
of spin polarization between the ferrom agnetic layers is
controlled by an interference pattem produced by di er-
ent electronic waves and therefore crucially a ected by
any kind of structuralm aterial disorder. Since the lat—
ter is obviously dependent on the atom ic scale details of
Interface geom etry, the phenom enon becom es very sensi-
tive to uctuations and noise In the system .

Them ain idea ofthe present paper is to explore a new

possbility of m agnetic coupling where a m agnetization
is transferred through som e "tin e dom ains" rather than
through the spatialdom ains. Such a possbility occurs if
m agnetic coupling betw een tw o nanom agnets ism ediated
by a sm allm agneticparticle ("m ediator"). A ccum ulation
ofm agnetization transferred from one nanom agnet to an—
other in an "interm ediate state" on m ediatorenables one
to realize a delay line with the possbility to control a
m agnitude and ordentation of transferred m agnetization.
E lectricalm anijpulation of nanom agnets becom es possi-
bl if exchange Interaction, which is essentially of elec—
trostatic origin, is em ployed.

A sketch ofthe structure to be considered is presented
nFig.1.

FIG .1l. Schem atic diagram of the system discussed in the
text. Single dom ain m agnetic grains w ith m agnetic m om ents
M 1 and M r are coupled via the m agnetic cluster w ith m ag—
netic m om ent m , the latter being separated from the grains
by Insulating layers. T he gate electrodes lnduce an ac electric

eld, concentrated in the insulating regions. This eld con-
trolling the heights of the tunnelbarriers a ects the exchange
m agnetic coupling between di erent com ponents of the sys—
tem .

The gure show stwo sihgle-dom ain nanom agnetsw ith
m agneticm om entsM ; andM r . They areboth coupled
by the direct exchange interaction spreading through the
corresponding tunnel barriers to a m agnetic cluster or
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m agneticm olecule w ith them agneticm om entm . So the
cluster/m olecule acts as a m agnetic weak link between
the m agnets. An indirect exchange interaction between
the tw o nanom agnets ism ediated by the cluster/m olecule
w hich actsasam agnetic weak link between them agnets.
N ote that the exchange coupling between m ediator and
the m agnetic leads is controlled by the heights of the
tunnel barriers that separate the electronic states of the
nanom agnets and the cluster. W e w ill show that a peri
odic electric eld applied to the tunnelbarriers (inducing
a tim edependent exchange coupling) can transform the
character of the m ediated exchange between the nano-—
m agnets from being ferrom agnetic to antiferrom agnetic
one. W ew illassum e that the exchange coupling betw een
m ediator and leads has a tin e dependence that corre-
soonds to a sequential coupling of the m ediator to rst
one of the m agnetic leads and then to another one, In
a periodically repeating pattem (the heights of the tun-
nel barriers oscillate w ith a phase shift of ). In this
case three stages of the m ediated coupling between the
Jeads can be distinguished: 1) polarization of the m edia—
tor by one of the leads (while the m ediator is essentially
decoupled from the other one); 2) the intemal dynam —
ics of the free m ediator (this occurs when the m ediator
is decoupled from both leads); 3)transfer of the induced
m agnetic polarization from the m ediator to the second
lead Wwhile decoupled from the rst one). For sin plicity
wew illom it this step, assum ing that there is no nontriv—
jaldynam ics of the m ediator soin when decoupled from
the Jeads. Under these conditions the tim e evolution of
m can be thought ofasbeing due to a sequence of "scat-
tering events". A single "scattering" results in a change
ofthe m ediatorm agneticm om ent by the valuie m .On
the other hand, due to the conservation ofm agneticm o—
m entum , a m agnetic m om ent change takes place also In
the lead after the "scattering" event. T herefore, one can
look at the process asbeing the m ediatorassisted ow of
m agnetic polarization between the leads. This ow, giv—
Ing rise to a synchronized evolution of the m agnetization
In the leads, establishes an e ective coupling between
them .

Since M >> m the dynam ics of the m agnetization
In the leads is much slower than the dynam ics of the
m agnetic m om ent (spin) of the mediator. W hen con-
sidering the dynam ics of the m ediator m agnetization,
one can therefore to a rst approxim ation neglect the
variation ofM altogether. T hus the tin edependent ex—
change coupling of the m ediator to the lads will result
In an e ective periodically oscillating m agnetic eld act—
Ing on them agneticm om ent of them ediator. Aswe w ill
prove below , any weak relaxation w ill bring the m edia—
torm agnetization m (t) Into a periodic regin e for which
m ()=m (+ 2T ). In this regin e the m agneticm om ent
ofthem ediator changes from a valuem ; to anothervalue
m , during a rst halfperiod when the m ediator cluster
is coupled to the lkeft lead, and vice versa (from m ; to

m 1) during a second halfperiod when i is coupled to the
right lead. W hile being coupling to a lead, the m ediator
being a ected by an e ective m agnetic eld wih xed
direction and itsm om ent rotates around an axis parallel
to the m agnetization ofthe lead (see Fig2).

FIG. 2. Schem atic diagram dem onstrating the periodic
T he bottom part represents periodic dynam ics of the pro gc—
tion of a m ediator m agnetization on the plane perpendicular
to the vectorM 1, + M r . Points L. and R represent the axes
aligned vectors M ; and M r correspondingly. If m olecular
cluster is coupled to one of the nanom agnets, its m agnetic
m om ent rotates counterclockw ise around the axes L or R
(depending on what nanom agnet it is sub fct to). The cir-
cles schem atically represent the tra fctories which are traced
out by the end of the vector m . The angl of rotation
depends on the length of tim e interval during which them e~
diator is coupled to the nanom agnets and on the intensity
of exchange coupling. T he m ediator m agnetization evolution
is m atched to be the oscillations between points 1 and 2 af-
ter each halfperiod. M agnetic moment m is transferred
from onenanom agnet to anotherone during the period setting

them into rotationalm otion around axesM 1 + M g (Upper
part of the gure).
T he total angle of rotation = gJ M T, after the

m ediator has been m agnetically coupled to the lead for
a certain am ount oftim e during one contact, depends on
the average exchange coupling strength J and thee ec—
tive couplingtineT (= 2 =h, istheBohrm agneton).
One ndsthatinthesymmetriccase ( = r = )that
we w ill consider in this report the vector m is perpen—
dicular to the plane spanned by M  and M g ) (oelow
denoted the xy-plane). The ow of polarized m agneti-
zation will result In a rotation of M around an axis
parallelto the vectorM  + M g (below x-axes). It can
be described as an e ect of some magnetic eld h di-
rected along that axes (see Fig2). Relaxation processes,
that are nevitably present, w ill tend to align the m agne—
tization of the lead along this eld. Let us suppose that
the rotation angle = ( ismuch snallerthan 2 .Un-
der this condition the vectorsm ;; willbe aligned nearly
along the bisector ofthe anglebetween M  andM r and
therefore h willbe directed along the vectorM  + M i .
In such a case the m agnetic m om ents of the lads, since
they tend to be aligned along the e ectivem agnetic eld,
w il obey a ferrom agnetic order ( = 0). Now let us as—
sum e that the rotation angl is 2 0> .One nds,



that if a rotation by an anglke ( around som e axis gives
rise to a change ofthem agneticm om ent from m , tom ,,
the rotation around the sam e axis by the angle 2 0
will transform m ; intom 5. T herefore, the periodic evo-
Jution ofm (t) w illbe established in the way that during
the rsthalfperiod (when them ediator is coupled to the
right lead) s m om ent changes from m ; tom , and vice
versa during the second halfperiod. So we w illhave the
sam em agnetic ow, but in the opposite direction. T hus
one conclides that the e ectivem agnetic eldsat ( and
at 2 o willbe pointing in opposite directions. C on—
sequently, at = 2 o theh should be antiparalelto
the vectorM 1 + M g m aking the ferrom agnetic ordering
unstable. Below we will show that if > the sys—
tem exhibits an antiferrom agnetic ordering. T herefore,
by tuning the rotation angle | w hich depends on the
am plitude and frequency of the altermating electric eld
| one can switch from ferrom agnetic to antiferrom ag—
netic coupling between the m agnetizations In the leads.
For a quantitative discussion of the phenom ena outlined
above, we w ill use Landau-L ifshits equations:

L an (@W )+ m il ) @)
T - — m - -
g dt @m nj @m
}dM_— (@l M )+ — M ™ @l))
g dt @M M @M
HereM = M Jjm = dn jand magnetic energy of
system W hasa fom :
X
W = J M m) )
=L,R

where J (t) descrbes a periodic (with the period 2T)
tin e-dependent exchange coupling betw een m ediatorand
m agnetic leads. In this paper we take Jp,x (©) = J (1
t)=2wih ()= sign(sh t=T). The second tem s n
equations (1) descrbe the relaxation w ith relative char-
acteristic frequency . In what Pllows we will assum e
1, (according to literature f#] varies from 05 to
0.005 depending on m agnetic m aterial). IN this case
the dissipation only slightly a ects the m agnetization
dynam ics and non-trivial regin es can be expected. If
M m , the dynam ics of m olecular spin ismuch faster
then the dynam ics of leads m agnetization, and one can
use adiabatic approxin ation to analyze the behavior of
the system . To do thiswe willcalculate m (t) under as—
sum ption that the m agnetization ofthe leadsis xed and
then substitute it into the equation (2). Then averaging
over the fast oscillation one obtains the follow ng equa—
tion forM

- = — h
M )+M ™ ™ ) B)

wherethee ectivem agnetic eldsh aregiven by the re—
Btonh = @T) ' /' dtJ ©m ). Therebre the dy—
nam ics of the leads m agnetization is controlled by aver—
age spin polarization ofthem ediatorwhen it iscoupled to

the lead. Integrating equation (1) over period, we obtain
m 2T) m ©0)=gTfM; ht)+ M g h¥)g. Emeans
that In the case of periodic evolution m T ) = m (0))
the average elds h™® cbey the relations M ; h') =

M®  hR). Taken scalar product of this relation w ith
M  one can easily nd that the profction ofh on the
axis perpendicularto M ;M R )-plane (pelow xy-plane)
is equalto zero in the periodic regine. As a resul, h
m ay be presented as a linear com bination ofm agnetiza—
tionsAM + LM ,where coe cient L is som e function
oftheangle between the vectorsM © andM ® . Onecan
represent them agnetic eldsthrough e ective nterJleads
Interaction energy W :

T he structure of the e ective potential W ocontrols the
type (ferrom agnetic or antiferrom agnetic) of the inter-
action between the nano-m agnets. M aking use of the
fact that W depends only on the anglke , and conse—
quently can be represented as a function of scalar prod—
uct M ¥ M), one can prove the ollow ing relations: (e,
Mt m)N= @ O H)H=ew ()= herewe
has chosen the z-axes along M g M1 )). Usihg this
relations one obtains the equation for the tin e evolution
ofthe angle

d @w
— @)

O n the other hand, multipling Eq. (1) by e, and inte-
grating overthe rsthalfperiod (0,T), When them olec—
ular spin is coupled to the kft lead), or over the second
one (T ,2T), When it is coupled to the right lead), we
obtain m ,=T = g@m athcalw ( )@ Combining this
relation wih Eqg. (5) one obtainsthe follow ing equation
descrbing tin e evolution of the anglke

i m,= (—)— ®)
T 7

The value m ,=T j has a sin ple physical interpre—
tation: it gives the average ow of the z-com ponent of
m agnetization between the leads, m ediated by the peri-
odic evolution ofthem ediatorm agnetization. A sa result
a mutual rotation of vectorsM  around x-axisw ith the

frequency = JM takes place. To descrbe the fast
dynam ics ofm it is convenient to use the m atrix repre—
sentation. Let us Introduce the 2 2) m atrix ~ w ith the
follow ing properties: Tr* = 0, Tr™ " = 2m;=m , (F X,y,Z

and ; arePaulim atrixes). In this case rst equation in

(1) can be written in a form :

= if ©;"

A
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Here we took x-axis n xy-plain along the bisector of the
angle between M ¥ and M ® . Since the "Ham iltonian"
) (t) is a perdodic function of tim e, the solution of Eq.
(6) can be expressed In tem s of "quasienergy" states
¥; 1ide ned by the equations:

d N
¥ i=HO% 1 ®)
F+2NT; i=e'V g 4

In this representation the m atrix ~ hasa fom :

"= O EF+it;ty X ih
+ OF+ih ;t5+ ©O©OX

Rw)
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with 2+ jJ 3= 1.For = 0Eqg.(9) isa solution ofEqg.
(6) with and belng tin e Independent. At 1 the
coe cients and areslbow functionsoftin e. T he equa-
tion for their tin e evolution can be found by substituting
of M (t) n Eqg. (6) and averaging over the period. In the
case when m ediator is not coupled to both leads sin ul-
taneously, the states }; imay be Pund exactly and as
a result we have the ©llow Ing equation for the (t):
“)C (; )oos =2

= giM (1 (10)

dt
whereC (; )= 1 sf =2cos =2) ™2 cos =2. From
this equation i follow s that them olecular spin relaxesto
the periodic regin e of evolution ( j j! 0) and at this
regine = sign (cos =2).
Now we can calculate = m @T) Tr~, ("(@T) *(0)).
M aking use of the relation (5) we obtain the follow ng
equation for the tim e evolution of the angle

d T 12 sign(cos =2)B ( ; )si 1)
— = — sign (cos = ; )sin
dt M o9

where B ( ; ) = sirf ( )=Jsin jFrom this equation we

can conclude that the relative m agnetization of the leads
depends on the — the angk of precession of m olec—
ular spin during the act of is coupling to the lead.
If this angle corresponds to 2 n;2 @ + 1)) the me-
diated exchange interaction in poses the ferrom agnetic
ordering between single-dom ain nano-m agnets. If2 2
(@n 1) ;2n )theangk increasesand system dem on—
strates a trend to establish the antiferrom agnetic order-
Ing. However our analysis based on the adiabatic ap—
proxin ation breaks for the narrow interval of angle

j j m=M 1. Theangle = gM ¢&* T where

A = V=V, is proportional to the am plitude of altemat-
Ing electrostatic potential applied to the tunnel barriers.
T herefore varying the am plitude ofelectrical eld (orpe-—
riod of oscillation) one can sw itch m agnetic ordering of
the nanom agnets.

To conclude, we suggest a new type ofthe volage con—
trolled exchange coupling betw een the two nanom agnets
when the coupling ism ediated by a sm allm agnetic par-
ticle coupled w ith the nanom agnets through the tunnel
barriers. W e dem onstrated that the sequentual periodic
suppression of the tunnel barriers w ith a help of exter—
nalelectric eld allow both ferrom agnetic and antiferro—
m agnetic order in the system . The swich between the
two types of the order can be m ade by a variation of
the param eters of the controlling ac volage. Nanom e—
chanicalm anijpulation of nanom agnets is an altemative
to the above electricalone if \shuttling ofm agnetization"
is nduced by m echanicalm odulation of tunnel barriers,
sin ilarly to recent experin ents [¥,10], w here shuttling of
electric charge 1_11;'] w as observed.
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