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D ynam ics of a m agnetic m om ent induced by a spin-polarized current

W onkee Kin and F. M arsiglio
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of A erta, Edm onton, A erta, Canada, T 6G 2J1

E ects of an Incom ing spin-polarized current on a m agnetic m om ent are explored. W e found
that the spin torque occurs only when the incom ing spin changes as a function of tin e Inside of
them agnetic In . This In plies that som em odi cations are necessary In a phenom enologicalm odel
where the coe cient of the spin torque tem is a constant, and the coe cient is detem ined by
dynam ics instead of geom etrical details. T he precession of the m agnetization reversal depends on
the incom Ing energy of electrons in the spin-polarized current. If the incom Ing energy is sm aller
than the interaction energy, the m agnetization does not precess whilke reversing is direction. W e
also found that the relaxation tin e associated w ith the reversal depends on the incom ing energy.
T he coupling between an incom ng spin and a m agnetic m om ent can be estin ated by m easuring the

relaxation tim e.

PACS numbers: 75.70Cn,7225B a,75.60 .Jk

I. NTRODUCTION

T rem endous attention has been paid to the dynam ics
ofm agnetization in recent years because this problem is
of findam ental In portance in understanding m agnetism
and because the problem is of fjterest to technological
applications in m agnetic devices® O ne of Intriquing fea-
tures of m agnetization motion is spin transfer from a
spin-polarized current to a m agnetization ofa ferrpm ag—
netic  Jn, theoretically proposed by Slongzew sk¥ and
Berger®, and later experin entally veri ed 8 Since this
spin trgnsfer m echanism was st conosptualized, m any
studie? 12249 have been perfom ed on thisphenom enon.
H owever, the dynam ics of a m agnetic m om ent driven by
a spin-polarized current has not been fully explored.

In this paper we investigate the current-driven preces—
sion and reversal of a m agnetic m om ent. This is done
quantum m echanically using a sin ple H am iltonian, w ith—
out introducing an extemalm agnetic eld. In thisway
one can easily distinguish contrbutions from the current
from those Induced by an extemally applied eld. To
this end, we describe the m otion of a m agnetic m om ent
In the lab fram e where details of the m agnetization re—
versalare best illustrated. Since dynam ics of a m agnetic
m om ent can be form ally described In the localm om ent
fram e and such a description m ay also give som e intuition

where ¥ (x) creates an electron with a spin  at x, m

is the electron m ass and V (x) is an in purity potential.
Them agniude of them agneticm om ent isM (, which re—
m ains unchanged. T he electron spin can be represented
asst= (1=2) * ¥ ,where ! isaPaulimatrix wih
i= x;y and z. W e assum e that the m agnetic m om ent

about the dynam ics, we exam Ine an interaction between
a soinpolarized current and a m agnetic m om ent in the
Jocal fram e at the H am iltonian levelin section (II).T hen
dynam ics in the lab fram e is illustrated In section (ITIT).
In this section one can see details ofthe dynam ics such as
under what conditions the m otion of the m agnetization
can be non-precessionalor the relaxation tim e associated
w ith the reversalis a m Inin um . T hese phenom ena have
not been explored In the literature so far. Section (IV)
is devoted to discussions about the adiabatic approxin a—
tion used to describe the m otion of a m agnetic m om ent,
and we close w ith a summ ary.
ITI. FORMALISM IN THE LOCALMOMENT
FRAME

To describe e ects of an Incgm Ing spin current on a
magneticmomentM , asin Reff one can choose a fram e
K % %%, where 2° is parallelto M . Such a frame is
called the localm agneticm om ent fram e. E xtensive w ork
on ferrom agpetism in the Iocalm om ent fram e has been
done in Refls An advantage of this fram e is that i is
trivial to diagonalize an interaction between an incom ing
soin sand amagneticmoment: 2( M s, whereyJ is
the coupling.

Let us start w ith a sin ple H am iltonian relevant to the
Interaction:

25M ) s+ V&' & &) @)

is determ ined by a localized electron so that the ki-
netic part of the localized electron is not lnclided in the
Ham iltonian.

Suppose a ocalm agneticmoment M (x) points in the
direction ( ; )atxasseen inFig.l. Then, a localrota—
tion (or coordinate transfom ation to the localm om ent
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fram e) is Introduced: ®x)=U &) x) ; where
U &) = cos( =2)et =2
sin ( =2)& =2
In temm s of (x), the H am iltonian can be w ritten as
z 1
H= dx —r *Uu* ru )

2m

Since the interaction term in the Ham ittonian is diagonalized in this

Z  h
H=Hy+ dx A
w here
Z 2
Ho = dx * x) —
2m
1 + 4
= — r r
J o ( )
©) 1 +
A = —@U ) @U);
2m

A fter djagc%{laljﬂ'ng the interaction,;we have an extra
tem H= dx A 3+ @ nEq. @) nstead

of o -diagonaltemm s of the interaction In Eq. @') . Using
the explicit form of U (x), we can calculate vector po-—

tentials A © and A . This was the route llowed in

Ref}?, which led to a m onopolelike term in the energy.
Those authors attrbuted the spin torque tem to this
new vector potential, which is purely geom etrical.

Herewe follow a di erent route, since we are interested
In a sim pler case, w here the m agnetization isnot a finc-
tion of position. Thus, In our case of a single-dom ain
ferrom agnet, the extra tem shown above w ill disappear
becauser U = 0. Instead, our son torque w illbe present
due to the dynam ics ofthe coupled spin-m om ent system .
In addition, we w ill not require an assum ption regarding
them agniude ofJy in orderto proceed, and we w illuti-
lize an im purity potential for convergence purposesw hich
is otherw ise frrelevant to the spin transfer as in R eff

III. DYNAMICSOF A MAGNETIC MOMENT
IN THE LAB FRAME

A disadvantage of the description in the localm om ent
fram e isthat the precession ofthem agneticm om ent can—
not be seen; In other words, a precessional reversalofthe
m agnetic m om ent cannot be distinguished from a plain
reversal. Since our goal in this paper is to nvestigate
the dynam ics of the m agnetic m om ent as m entioned in

EH Mo z

and

sih( =2)e' 72

cos( =2)& =2 @)
& ‘Ut M U +V (k) © 3)
(x) basis, we obtain
i
3+ A(O) ; @)

+V ) T ®) &)

A = iUT U );

the introduction, w e describe the m otion ofthem agnetic
mom ent In the lab fram e. T he geom etry of our problem
is shown In Fig. 1. W e assum e a singledom ain ferro-
m agnet in the Y Z plane for sim plicity and consider the
Ham ilttonian Eq.@). The incom ing spin is along 2 and
the direction of the m agnetic m om ent is de ned by (t)
and (t), which vary as functions of tim e t.

The equation of motion for the m agnetic m om ent
M can be obtained quantum m echanically: dM =dt =
iH;M ]. ShceM *= (1=2) ¢ * * ,where and *
are the operator and a Paulim atrix for localized elec—
trons, respectively, and ¢ is the gyrom agnetic ratio, the
equation becom es

dM

dt
To analyze this equation we consider M as a classical
vector and take s as its expectation value over the fer-
rom agnet. If we decom pose s into a parallel s, and a
perpendicular s, component to M , we know that only
s, contributes to the equation. W e can express s, usihg
any unit vector. Let us choose, for the uni vector, the
Initial direction of the incom ing spin §y = 2. Then

=20Js ™ s) : ©)

h i
ss=s. 0 )+ M @ o) ; 6
where s, = &Nflandsg = MW.Usjng
) 1 (6o ? 1 (8oM)
Eqg. (_d),we can rew rite Eq. (6) as follow s:
aM R o
— = 20Jgs: M ® M)+2 odgs, ™M 8): ()
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FIG.1l: Geometry of a quantum m echanical problem asso—
ciated with the spin transfer. The incom ing electron to the
positive X axisare soin-polarized along 2 axis. T he ferrom ag-
net surfaceisat x = 0 and parallelto Y Z plane. T he direction
ofthem agneticm om ent isde nedby and ,which are func-
tions of tim e t. T he ferrom agnet is assum ed to be su ciently
thick.

Aswe can see In the above equation, the rst temm on
the right hand side gives the spin torque w hile the second
term causes a precession of the magnetic moment. W e
em phasize that the spin torque occurs only when s(t)
changes as a function of tim e t. If s rem ains parallel to
8y, then s, vanishes and no spin torque takes place. In
this instance, the e ect of a soin is the sam e as that of
an extemalm agnetic eld along 2 and the m agneticm o—
m ent precesses. In a phenom enologicalm odelf the spin
torque is represented by M % M)wiha proportional
constant. However, a tin e dependence of s, iscrucialas
we em phasized. W e also should stress that s; and s)
are determm ined by dynam ics, not geom etrical details as
in Refld

T o evaluate the expectation value of s, we need to solve
the Schrodinger equation for the Ham itonian Eg. (r_]:) .
Basically, the equation is one-dim ensional because of
translational symm etry In the Y Z plane. W e choose the
direction of the polarized spin to be 2. Then, an incom —
Ingwave function j ;3 iwih am om entum k oran energy

= ¥=2m is # 1e¥*, where # i is the spi-up state in
the lab fram e. W e need to consider a nom alization factor
C for j i i. Since this wave fiinction describes an elec—
tron beam , ©© F is the number of electrons N . per unit
length in one dim ension. Intuitively, the m ore electrons
are bom barded into the ferrom agnet, the stronger is the
e ect of soIn transfer. W e thus expect the tine scal
for the reversal to scale nversely w ith N, (the m ore the
num ber of electrons, the faster the m om ent responds).
Sin ilarly, the tin e scale w illbe proportional to the m ag—
nitude ofthe Iocalspin, Sipca1 E M o= o) (the larger the
m om ent, the longer it w ill take to reverse i).

Ny .
-JMo

FIG. 2: An energy band and relations am ong k?=2m ,
kf(#)=2m ,and Jg M o. In this gure, i is assumed that
k*=2m > Jy M.

The re ected (j rel) and tranam itted (j 1) wave
functions are eigenstates j »iand j i ofthe interaction

2dy M s=yM ; nam ely,;JM i=JgMojri
and Jy M ji= F M oJ #i. Therefore,
h i
§ yei= Ruwjwih w3 i+ Ryj 4ih 43 ie & ®)
while

J tri= Toj wih 03165 + Ty3 4ih 43 %% Q)
where kn = pk+ 2m Jg M g and ky = pk 2m J M ¢ as
depicted In Fig. 2. If the energy of the incom ing electron
is less than Jy M ¢, ks = i 4 becomes pure In aghary
where 4= 2mJg M k, and its corresponding wave
function decays exponentially; e *#*.

Forx< 0,] x< 0)i= j i+ Jreiand forx > 0,
J &> 0)i= J 1. The coe clentsR w4, and Tw 4, are
determ ined by m atching conditions ofw ave finctions and
their derivatives at x = 0:

kK kg 2k

— % and Teg = ————: 0
K+ Ko gp) BTt ke, a0

Rug) =

Note that we take § ni= 3 i&¥** i1 the above deriva—
tions. This means that the number of elkctrons in
the incom Ing beam N, is uniy for sin plicity; however,
when we num erically solve the equation of m otion for
a m agnetic m om ent, we can control this param eter. In
the Ham ittonian Eq. (:!}), we also have an in purity po-
tential V x). W e shall introduce mean free paths Ir

and i for each channel due to the inpuriy, and as in
Reff they serve as convergence factors such as e *~%*

and e *~'* when we average the expectation of s using
J & > 0)i over the ferrom agnet. W e assum e that the
thickness of the ferrom agnet (L) ismuch larger than the



mean free paths: L One may wonder if the
m atching coe cients change when the convergence fac-
tors are introduced. They do change as, for example,
ke ! ko + i=l; however, the conclusions we m ake later
rem ain unchanged aswe veri ed.

Now we can calculate the expectation value of s w ithin

].n #) *

the ferrom agnet; hsli= (1=2)h & ' wiwih i= x ;y
and z. T he average va]ueiof the expectatJon values are
evaluated as hsti= (1=2) dxh 4+ *J tri. After some
straightforw ard algebra, we obtain for incom ing energy
greater than Jy M ¢

I +
hs*i = —Re| 1+ ERe[ 1+ Re - (11)
2 2 =+ 1=L) ik k)
. Lo L
hs¥i= W[ ] ZTh[ ] : (12)
2 2 =k + 1=k) ik k)

hi- 2 3F 33+ 2% 53 53 +Re ; 13)

4 4 =+ 1=L) il k)

[

where = (1=2)Tv(l+m,), = (=2)Tz+ 1 m,), = as m egtioned earlier. In this case hsi changes to re ect
(1=2)Twfm x + im ), and = (1=2)Fm 4 + im ). Here ky=1 1 k. W e do not present equations or < 1
m E M= gSpca1) Is the unit vector of the m agnetic here because the derivation is parallel to the above case
moment; namely,m , = cos( ) andmy+ im y = sin ( )é . and expressionsare sin ilarw ith thosefor > 1. Sincewe
In our treatm ent, the incom ing energy = K¥=2m attrbute the In purity potential to the m ean free paths,

is a control param eter and Jy M ¢ is a scaling param —
eter. Experimentally, can be controlled by adijisting
the applied voltage while Jy M ¢ is uncontrollable be-
cause Jy Is a m icroscopic parameter. If = g M,,
then k=2m = ( + 1)&iMoandki=2m = (  1)gMo.

De mBg ki=2m = Jy M 0'1&(" and k4 can be written as

i is naturalto assume I» = L 1. W e also introduce
a param eter a = 1kg. In the num erical calculations, we
vary a from 05 to 2. Q ualitative behaviors ofm are not
sensitive to the value ofa.

A din ensionless equation of m otion for the m agnetic
m om ent is

kn = + 1k and ky = 1 %k. Since the current
density is in energy unitstn 1D (1), using § = ko=m dm _ Ne= w h) 14)
w ih one electron per unit length we can de ne a di- d Siccal !
mensionlesstine = jt, which willbe used_in the nu-
m erical calculations. W hen < 1l, ke = 11 k w here
|
a a 4A ;=a 2{3 +1 P 1B
hi= - Fa+mm; —FQ mm; 5 o 5 as)
4 4 4=a2 + +1 1
with = x;jy,and z) B, = °In T.T, m2+m?

1
Ay = 5 Re TwTy, mym,+ Im TwT, my
1
Bx = - Re TvT, my In TwvTy mym,
1
Ay = 5 Re TwTy mym, Imn TnTy my
1
By = > Re TvTy myxy+ Im TvT, mym,
1 2 2
A, = ERe T"T# mx+my

2

C learly the factor N ¢=2S1,c51 could be absorbed into the
tin e (already din ensionless). Sihce its e ect is obvious,
we set N ¢=2S15ca1 = 4 forallour resuls.

W e choose various values of between 025 and 4, and

show m;( ) vs. and a locus ofm in the m;m ,;m )
coordinate. For an initial condition of m we choose
0= =101 and o= =4 to see them agnetic m om ent

reversal. Because of a rotational sym m etry, the initial
valie of isnot inportant. It is cbviousthat if ¢ = 0
or , the spin polarized current hasnoe ectonm . In
Fig.3@),weshow the locus (dotted curve) ofm for = 2
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FIG . 3: Precessional reversal of the m agnetic m om ent for

= 2and a= 1. Fig.3(a) shows the locus (dotted curve) of
m andFig.3@®) isform;i( ) vs. .The hiialdirection ofm
isgiven by o= =10l1and (= =4. Thih circlesde nea
unisphere.

anda= 1,and plotm;( ) vs. n Fig.30). Thin cir-
clesde neaunisphere. O scillationsinm y andm y Inply
precession ofm .For = 2,m show sa precessionalrever—
sal. On theotherhand, for = 035 ithasaplain reversal
w fthout precession aswe can see in Fig. 4 (@) and (o). In
this instance, m y and m y do not show oscillations. T he
precessional reversal takes place only when 1. This
rem ains true fora = 05 or 2. W e plot these results n
Fig.5(@) and 5p) for = 025 and 4.

One can de ne the relaxation tine o of the reversal
as an elapsed tim e during the reversal between !
and Y 0. When m, 1, we can param etrize
hfil m,()]l= g @ =9, where ¢ 8:9 and ¢
13:6. W e found these values are independent of and
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FIG.4: Plaln reversal of the magnetic moment or = 05

and a= 1.Fig.4 (@) showsthe locus (dotted curve) ofm and
Fig.4@) isormi( ) vs. . The initialdirection ofm isthe
sam e as In Fig. 3. Note that there are no oscillations in m x
and m . Thin circles de ne a unisphere.

a.Forgiven and a,we can detem ine ( by com paring
num ericalresultswith ¢ @ =(.Forexampl, o’ 79
for = 09 anda= 1. In general, the smallera (orl) is,
the Ionger ( isforagiven . Thiscan be understood be-
cause the wave fiunction j .1 decays faster if 1 is shorter
so that the spin transfer is relatively less e ective and,
thus, it takes a longer tine to reversem . In Fig. 6, we
pbtm , vs. for =4 main frame) and or = 025
(inset) with a = 05 (solid) 1 (dashed), and 2 (dotted
curve). In this gure, we can see the relation between
a and ( mentioned above. For 1, as a increases,
weak precession occurs because ( decreases as seen in
the main frame of Fig. 6; n other words, m does not
have enough tin e to precess strongly. W e can also see



FIG .5: Locusofm for = 05 (thick dotted curve)and = 4
(dotted cuxrve). In Fig.5@),a= 05 whika=2nFig.50).
Regardless of a, no precession occurs when = 025. Thin
circles de ne a unisphere.

such a behavior n Fig.5 comparinga = 05 and a= 2
for = 4.

We pbt o vs. In Fig. 7 for a given a. The re—
laxation tim e is evaluated using the param eterization:
hfil m,()]= g @ =g. Inthemain frame,a= 1
while in the nsesta = 2. At ormy, (o)’ 099 for
allplots. Interestingly, o ism ininum at " 1. There-
fore it is possble to estin ate the m icroscopic coupling
param eter Jy between an incom ing soin and a m agnetic
mom ent by m easuring ( ( ), because ¢ hasam ininum
for a given m ean free path.

IVv.. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

In this section we would lke to discuss the adiabatic
approxin ation, which we tacitly used to study the dy-
nam ics of a magnetic moment. First we summ arize
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FIG.7: The relaxation tine o
a= 1whike in the nset a = 2.
T,

o has a m Inimum value at

the procedure we Pllowed. W e calculated hsi using
J ®)i; namely, hsi = (1=2)h K)j j ®K)1 orx > 0 to
sole dM =dt= 2 oJg M hsi). Here we m ention that
Jj &> 0)iisobtained by congidering the H am iltonian at
a given tim e t fllow ing Reff Since the incom ing wave
function j ;1 3+ 1 isnot an elgenstate of the H am ilto—
nian for x > 0, we have a linear com bination of # i and
j iforj ®> 0)iand j (x < 0)i. Them atching condi-
tions of wave functions at x = 0 allow us to express the
coe cients ofthe com bination for j (x > 0)iin tem sof
M (t) (e Eqgs. (§) and (L0)). Now hsi is a finction of



M (t), and the tim e dependence ofhsi is given exclisively
by M (t). Thism eansthat the tim e evolution ofthe wave
function forx > 0 isnot fiilly taken into account. In ad—
dition to the equation fordM =dt, one can derive the tim e
derivative of the spin operator using ds=dt= iH ;sl]:

ds
—+r J =

dt A6

M) ; 16)
where J is the spin-current tensor. It is cbvious that
when we calculate an expectation value of s in Eq.{16)
weneed to use j &;t)i; hsi = (1=2)h ;0] J &;DL,
where j (x;t)iisobtained from iditj x;i=H j &;bi.
R igorously speaking, one has to solve the two coupled
equations forM and susihg j ;t)ito calculate the ex—
pectation value of s and r J . However, if we com pare
Eqg. (r'g') or C_l-fi) wih Eq. C_l-g')_, we see that Eq. C_l-é_l') has
a factor 1=S,c.1 whik Eq. C_lé) does not. This m eans
that ifwe treat them agneticm om ent sem iclassically, ie.
Sieal 1,then thetin e scak ofEq. {14) ismuch longer
than that ofEq. C_fé) . Therefore, the adiabatic approxi-
m ation is applicable to our analysis.

In sum m ary, we have studied the e ect ofan incom ing
soin-polarized current on a localm agneticmom ent in a
m agneticthin In . W e found that the soin torque occurs
only when the lncom ing spin changesasa function oftim e
Inside ofthem agnetic In . Ifthe incom ing spin rem ains

parallelto its initialdirection, no spin torque takesplace.
This In plies that som e m odi cations are necessary In a
phenom enologicalm odelw here the coe cient ofthe spin
torque tem is a constant. M oreover, the coe cient is
determm ined by dynam ics instead of geom etrical details.
T he m agnetization reversal can be precessional as well
as non-precessionaldepending on the incom ing energy of
electrons In the spinpolarized current. If the incom ing
energy is greater than the interaction energy [Jg M o),
the m agnetization precesses w hile reversing its direction.
For the Incom Ing energy sn allerthan Jy M o, them agne—
tization reversal is non-precessional. W e also found that
the relaxation tin e associated w ith the reversaldepends
on the Incom Ing energy for a given m ean free path. Our
num ericalcalculations in ply the coupling between an in-
com Ing spin and am agneticm om ent Jy can be estim ated
by m easuring the relaxation tim e.
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