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Currentdriven dom ain wallm otion in thin ferrom agnetic w ires
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T he coupling between a current and a B loch wallis exam ined In the halfm etallim it ofthe double
exchange m odel. The conduction electrons transfer angular m om entum to the Bloch wall with
100% e ciency In the absence of pinning. The wall is displaced w ithout distortion with velocity
proportional to the current. In the presence of a pinning potential either the angular m om entum

is destroyed by the perpendicular com ponent of the anisotropy

eld or is converted to coherent

m agnons. A m oving wallhas its velocity reduced by pinning. T he expression for the velocity agrees

surprisingly well w ith experin ent.

PACS num bers:

Spintronic devices have great technological prom ise
but represent a challenging problm at both an applied
and fundam entallevel. Tt hasbeen shown theoretically [1,
2] that the direction of a m agnetic dom ain m ight be
sw itched using currents alone. D evices designed to use
thisprinciple often consist ofm ultilayers ofm agnetic and
non-m agnetic m aterials. The advantages of sin ilar de—
vices based upon the current induced displacem ent of
Bloch wall are sin plicity and the fact that the sw ich-
Ing current is an aller3{5]. Experim entally the current
Induced displacem ent of a Bloch wall has been clarly
dem onstrated and in a recent experin ent the velociy of
the digplaced wallwasm easured [B].

In this Letter isdeveloped a  rst principles theory for
the coupling between a current and a B loch wall based
upon a standard m odel for ferrom agnets, ie., w ithin the
double exchange m odel. G reat care is taken in order
to ensure that angular m om entum is conserved. U sing
the s d-exchange m odel, Berger2] show s the polariza—
tion ofthe s-electrons rotates as it passes through a wall.
T he reaction force m ight then be assum ed to cause wall
m ovem ent. However, as w ill be shown, the situation is
com plicated. Angular m om entum given to the wall can
be taken up eittherby (i) the displacem ent ofthe wall, (i)
the production of coherent spin waves or (iii) a rotation
of the wall so that the angular m om entum is absorbed
by the anisotropy energy. These issues are m ost eas—
ily addressed in the halfm etal Iim it. T his is technologi-
cally pertinent since it correspoonds to the m ost e cient
devices. M ost work has been perform ed on Pem alloy
N ig1Feg). For thism aterdial, the current 3 has a polar-
ization p 0:7B] and so the present description based
upon p = 1 is not hopelessly unrealistic. W hen m ak—
Ing com parison w ih experin ent, the di erence will be
acoounted for by adding factors ofp as appropriate.

T he standard doubl exchange m odel is
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where S; is the Jocalized spin operator and ¢ creates
an elctron wih soin  at site i. The wire is assum ed
to extend along the z-direction. That this an easy axis
InpliesA > 0.

C orresoonding to highly correlated electrons, the lim it
U tistaken. Thispem its a spinlessm a prity electron

operatorc¢{ ¢, to be de ned, and in tem s of this the
m inority ¢j, = s, ¢ where s; is the conduction electron

soin operator. A large Hund’s rule coupling yJ j tis
also assumed. W ih this only the largest total angular
mom entum m anifold is relevant. At a site occupied by a
conduction electron only stateswih J = S + 1=2 need to
be accounted for and it ollows that 8; S;=(2S). This
isnot an assum ption about localequilbriim ofthe con—
duction electron but rather is an in m ediate and rigorous
consequence of the W igner¥ ckart theorem .

The Holsten-Prim ako transform ation [6] S, = S
pb,S; = @S Bb)™b,  (S)?b; isused to quan-
tize the soin degrees of freedom . In principle, the axes of
quantization are arbirary, however, asthe standard the-
ory of ferrom agnetic m agnons illustrates, in fact the lo-
calaxis of quantization m ust be taken along the classical
equilbriim direction, ie., the spin direction in the lm it
S ! 1 . W hen this is the case the approach generates
and expansion in 1=S . This localequilbriim direction is
soeci ed by theEulrangles ; and ;. In thisLetter the
solution w illm ost often be tim e dependent. R ather than
setting up the com plicated equations ofm otion, here ex—
tensive use w illbe m ade of rotating frames. The ain is
to reduce the problem to that of static equilbrium but
w ithin the tin e dependent fram e. The tin e dependent
solution is then cbtained upon reverting to the labora-—

tory fram e.

In the absence of a \i_gaJJ, for large U, the kinetic
enermgy tem s T = t s oy + s, goysh ) + H
The Bloch wall is generated through via the static ro—
tationsby , and . For this large U regim g, the usual
SU (2) rotation ofthe conduction electron operators sin —
pli es to ¢ I, (cos[ =21+ sin[ =215 )c! and the ro-
tated T t $)=21cy + s; doyst)

hiji COS[( i
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5)=21(s; cic; é’cjls;jf ) + H ©: Charge
motion arisesprincipally via He =t tijcicj +H c:
where tjy = toos[( 3)=2]. The reduction oftyj in the
Bloch wall in plies a barrier, however this has a height
SA which is taken to be negligble com pared to Ep .
T he solutions of H + are, to a good approxin ation, plain
K-states Independent of the wallposition or itsm otion.
U sing the W ignerE ckart theorem , the part of T linear
In s; reducesto:
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which isthe key soin-charge current interaction. T he, bi-
Inear In s, , part of T is also of in portance. W hen act-
Ing on eigenstates of H + these lead to a renom alization,
J = Jo + ®%=2S5?), of the total exchapge coupling J.
The e ective concentration ¥ = (1=N) , (cosk.a)n,,
assum Ing isotopic hopping.

A anall wall transhtion by z
am all rotation generated byPR (z) = ,exp (g

1) ( z=a)Siy) 1+ (1=2) ;@ =@z) z@S)"*(

b)) 1+ st (2§=J)1:4 ( z=a)® L) which de nes
kY = (@=8A)""* @ ;=@z)ab;. That the transhtion
R ( z) Jeaves the energy unchanged in plies that &, cre-
ates a zero energy excitation localized in the wall. This
special kY -m ode is key to a understanding of not only
the dynam ics but also pinned static solutions ofa B loch
wall. It is of the nature of a discrete G oldstone boson
associated w ith the translational imvariance of the wall

The e ective, H Efy; g+ He + Hg + Hys,
where E £ ;; ig is the classical energy functional, H ¢ is
given above and H g is the m agnon Ham iltonian. The
Bloch wall structure can be detem ined by m inim izing

Ef ;; ;g. The standard resut is (z) = 2cot te &W)
5 12

ounts to a

with ;= 0frK, > 0. Thewallwidthw = a >
The bcalaxes change from = 0to = wih increas—
Ing z and thewalllies in thex  z-plane.

The conservation of the spin angular m om entum J,
is a central issue. If the coupling to the contacts is ig—
nored and K, = 0, it ollows that [J,;H]= 0. A wall
wih speed v Inplies &, = ~Sv=aRand, in fact thismust
be equal to the surface ntegral 8 Al where 8 is the
spin current. The conduction elctrons haye their spin
reversed n thewallin plying a contribbution s &/ I,
the charge current. Such a nie surface tem gives rise
to a ol tem r s/ Jj, the charge current density, in
the equation for dS;=dt and w ill lead to wallm otion even
when K, = 0.

W hatever the value of K , , the translational invari-
ance of the H am iltonian in plies that the wallw illm ove
w ith a constant velociy in the presence of a charge cur-
rent. In order to prove this, use is m ade of a rotating
fram e. Consider again the current carrying states which
are egenstates of 1, = c;ck . The spin-charge coupling

reduces to
2 X
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Here 28)"™2(1=2i)®, 1Y) S, de ned to be strictly
perpendicular to the instantaneous axis of quantization.
The only derivative which is nite during this Short pe—
riod is the sin ilar instantaneous S5, = S ~2jea; (Sta.
T his derivative can also be m ade to be zero by a suitable
rotating fram e, ie. via r = exp (i@ =@t)S;t) so that

N \

Sy ! rSir ' and Sy ! S5 + i@ ;=Rt)B;S; 1=
Sx i@ ;=@t)S . The wall is therefore stationary, when
the localaxes of quantization rotate according to
@ ; Q@ ; ja3
= v ; vg = —: 4
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The solution of this is ; i (z wt) where ;(z) =
2cot e ®™) is the static solution. In the laboratory
fram g, the wall is translated without distortion. T he ve—
locity vg [B, 7] is such that the net conduction electron
soin current w hich entersthe wall is exactly com pensated
by the sin ilar current In plied by is uniform displace-
m ent.

T he sim plest m odel for the pinning of the Bloch wall
is to reduce by a an all am ount the anisotropy energy at
the origin. The added term H, = + A'Sp,” generates
a pinning gap E,. The problem of such a pinned wall
is surprisingly com plicated. O ur resuls developed below
show , or nie K, , the walltiltsby an angle and the
critical charge current j. is determm ined by the condition
that E, = 0. However, when K, is negligble, the wall
generatesm agnons w hich take aw ay the conduction elec—
tron angularm om entum given to the wall. In this case,
Je is ound to re ect the equality of the rate of creation
of linear m agnon m om entum to them axin um foroe gen—
erated by the pinning.

The largest pinning gap E , arisesw hen the wallis cen—
tered at the origin, ie., wih o= =2. Explicitly then,
Soz ! Sox and the diagonalpartofH, = 25 ABb,. The
value ofE is detemm ined by evaluating the com m utator
[H b, ;& ], which is equivalent to taking the expecta—
tion value w ith respect to the iy, -m agnon wave finction,
and, wih j= 0, gives,
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ThePwa]lcan now tikt so that is nite. T he anisotropy
K, ,Siy° contains 3SK, sh’ ;sih’ jbb, which
gives the b, -m ode an energy shift of 2SK, sin® . The
maximum allowed valie of therefore corresponds to
Ep=S @A=J)"" A 25K, sn® = 0.This is related
to the current through the terms n K, isiyz which
are linear in b, and b} . These are in aghary and can be



written as  iW@=2A)}™*K, (sh2 ) L ).Thiscancels
Hy if (~ja=2eS) = (5=2) 0=2A)' 2K, sin2 whence

elin nating , assum ing this is an all, gives a critical cur-
rent
_.r
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IfK , is an all there is an intrinsic m axin um current,
4 = (S%=~a?) J=2A)" °K,; r = =4, whih wil
be reached before E, = 0. Ik Pllows for large A that
J < Jor and K, is negligble. In order to conserve an—
gular m om entum , the wallm ust now produce m agnons,
ie., be tim e dependent. Sought again are current carry-
Ing elgenstates. To the j= 0 wall is added a tw ist char-
acterized by k (z) @ =@z and the solution is rendered
stationary by a rotation ofangular frequency ! about the
new axes ; and ;. The nal axes ofquantization then
correspondto ;= ;+ j;and ;. Thee ectofsucharo—
tation isto add an e ectivem agnetic eld ~!=gg which
hasan com ponent sin ;~!=g p perpendicular to the ;,
j axis. Thetwist ofthebond i! Ji+ 1 by (@ ;=@z)a
is introduced by Ri;i+ 1 ei(@ i=@z)a o 4,4 Sjo, . Equilb-
rium , In the rotating fram e, In plies zero coe cients of
koth b} and by . T he easiest fashion by which to establish
these equilbriim conditions isto cbserve the ocalS,, =
@S)'7* (1=2) o, + b)) whike S, = (25)'* (1=21) o; K).

G iven that, eg, Ry = eisl\y rotates the ith soin by a
small it iseasy to show by evaluating [ ;H ] that the
coe cint of S;, n H must be (1=25) @E=Q ;) where
Ef i; ig is the already de ned cﬂassical energy. The
exchange part of this isE; = J ;los jcos 41+

P

sin ;sin 4471 (OS j0Os 41+ s jsin 4+1)]. A gma]l
rotation by is generated rather by R, = &«
where S, cos ;S;, + sh ;S;,. However [ ;H]

contains no cnumbers and so this rotation determ ines
the coe cient of S, ie., this is (1=2S sin ;) GE=R ;).
That the coe cient of S, be zero inplies BS sin2 ;+
JSa® @? =@z?)+ FSa?)@ ;=Rz)*sn2 ;+ ~!sih ;]
= 0. This can be re-integrated by ; to give back the
energy to within a constant, ie., it is In plied that:

2
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Using @E ;=@ forthe coe cient of S is cbtained
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Integrating this w ith respect to z resuls in an equation
relating currents:

~Ja ~ja®
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and gives

1 ~ja®
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which, wih Egn. (7), gives an equation for ;. How-—
ever, except to the extrem e right of the wall, i
and Egn. (7) givesdirectly ; while Eqn. (9) determ ines
the tw ist k (z). For the extrem e right Eqn. (9) reduces
to (JSa)ks i° = (~ja?=eS) which equates spin currents
and ultin ately determ ines am plitude ; of the m agnons
leaving the system to the right, whilk Egn. (7) reduces
to ~! = 2AS + JSa’ks’ which, correctly, equates the
frequency of the rotating fram e to the m agnon energy.
The whole solution is then param eterized by the value
ofks. This, In tum, is determ ined by requiring that the
absolute value ofthe ground state energy be am inim um .
G wen that the system is large com pared to the width
of the wall, the energy to be m inin ized it that of the
coherent m agnons to the right of the wall. The result
isksa= (2A=J)2 which corresponds a m agnon energy
peruni site ofe, = RA=J)'? (~ja’=e).

A relationship between e, and the force on the wall

is cbtained by considering a wall displacem ent z gen-—
erated by R( z) = 1+ S™@a=7)""( z=a)
b, ). For the displhhced wall HRP1i = Eq +
e, ( z=a)R Pi, not accounting for pinning. It ollows
that E = H;R( z)] = e.( z=a) and that there
is force £ = E= z = e=a. Usihg H;R ( z)] =
ST ea=0)"( z=a)H; & L)l = e ( z=a) shows
H contains 2S) ™2 (Aa=J)1" (~ja’=e)ly + L,). A
sin ilar temm arises from the Ilihear part P =
S Ash ¢cos o 2S)? [ + Iy) ofthe pinning tem , ie,,
P;b, 1= 532 (g=2a)""S A sih gcos (@ o=Qz)a.Cor-
responding to o = 55°, the m axinum pining oroe, is
@=3 3)$°? A @ +L,).Finally, them agnon de-pinning
current is obtained:

4  es?
= — A:
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Je2 =
This key resul is equivalent to equating the rate of cre—
ation oflinearm agnon m om entum to them axim um foroce
produced by the pinning potential.

T he voltage across the wall is easily deduced. For large
S, a nonpolarized contact will npct maprity " elec—
trons on the keft and thisde nes » = .+ asthe cheam ical
potential of the keft contact. For an eigenstate, the en—
ergy to add the last " electron cannot depend on position
and thus « isthe chem icalpotential for these electrons.
One ocould in aginem easuring -~ on the right with a spin
polarized contact. The destruction of such an electron
nvolves destroying a m agnon and hence » must be ex—
actly ~! . higher in energy than 4 = ., ie, thema-
prity and contact chem ical potential to the right, ie,

. r= &V =~ 4A S for sm all currents. T here is
evidently a branch Inbalance.
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FIG. 1l: The experin ental points are taken from [(B]. The
solid line is estim ated to correspond to the value of C from
Eqn. (11) and to a % 10 102A/m?. (This has been
corrected for the fact that the experim ental m aterial has a
polarization p 0:7.) Evidently to within the errors the
conduction electron angularm om entum , not destroyed by the
pihning center is, transn itted to wallm otion with e ciency
equaltop 0:7.

By design, Pem alloy has a sn all intrinsic anisotropy
and both A and K, m ight be expected 2 My ypi
cally 0:T .This is several orders ofm agnitude sn aller
than J and it m ust be expected that, eg., variations in
the wire w idth lead to variations J; and pinning. The
largest e ect occurs for the com ponents of J wih a
length scalewhich are com parabletow thewallw xqu_In
thiscasethepinninggap E, can beaslargeas S AJ.
W ih this it would be the case that j, < j1 andthetine
dependent solution w ith j., willapply.

H aving considered freem otion and pinning it iseasy to
solve the problem of sbw m otion w ith a pinning poten—
tial. Ifa wall ism oving slow Iy and there are m any pin—
ning centers, the wallw ill adialatically adjust to rem ain
in the ground state. The wallwidth isw = (J=2A)2a
and therefore the characteristic tin e the wall, w ith veloc—
ity v, Interacts w ith the pinning center is t= w=v and
correspondstoan energyE,  ~= t ~QA=J)? (v=a).
A diabacity requires that this be less that the energy of
the m agnons which are involed in the pinning deform a—
tions. At the worst these have a k 1=w and the energy
nvolred is  2SA the gap in spin wave spectrum . Adi-
abatically then mpliesv < v,  2S (@=~) @J)}~? which
is A=J)"? tines the maxinum spih wave velbcity.
G iven the experin entalvaluespb] corregpond tov  3m /s
this criterion is surely satis ed.

The principle of the calculation is to divide into two
parts the rotating fram es used to render the Bloch wall
stationary, one of which corresponds to the translational
m otion and a second which re ectsthe pinning. The dis—

Jacem ent corresponds to the rotation operatorR ( z) =

;1+ (1=2) @ ;=@z) z@S)™? (@ hL))where z= vt.
G wen the adiabatic approxim ation is well satis ed the
rotations R (vt) can be absorbed Into slow Iy tin e depen-—
dent conduction electron operators R (vt)gR ' (vt). In

thism oving fram e, the e ective current density is reduced
to ¥ = Ja %). Then follow ing the calculation for
pihning, the rem aining rotations Rf are those required
r the pinned ground state. The resulting 3° is given
by Egn. (10) and is determ ined by the pinning strength.
Thedi erencebetween the actualcurrent and that which
can be pinned is 3 ¥, and this in tum, detem ies v
and its relationship w ith the current j. T he velociy v is
given by:

a3

2es b

v=C (3 1)

where, as stated, j is the j. given by Eqn. (10) exaspt
that average rather than m axinum pinning strength is
nvolved. The iImportant result here is that C is inde-
pendent of j, ie., that part of the angular m om entum
current which is In excess of that converted to m agnons
by the pinning potential is 100% converted into m otion
of the wall. In Fig. (1) this prediction, corrected for
p= 0:7, is com pared w ith the experim ents of Yam aguchi
et al. Experim entally it is observed that there isa m in-—
mmum velocity of 3m /s for which uniform m otion is
observed. It is reported that no motion of the wall is
seen fr currents sn allerthat 1:0  10-%A /m ? and takihg
this to be § implies the solid line shown in the gure
w ith a gradient which would correspond to  pC . W hat
is strange is that the sam e velocity is reported fora cur-
rents .n the range 115 103%A/m? to 125 10°%A /m?2.
Tt isunfortunate that it is not possible to ollow the sys-
tem to higher velocities in orderto see ifthe nitialpoints
have to do w ith threshold e ects, eg. re ecting the st
order nature of the transition to the m agnon producing
pinned state. The wallw illbe displaced during the tin e
that the m agnon am plitude is developed and, in a pulse
experim ent, thism ight be interpreted as depinning.
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