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W ediscusstheinuenceofauniform current,~j,on them agnetization dynam icsofaferrom agnetic

m etal.W e�nd thatthem agnon energy �(~q)hasacurrent-induced contribution proportionalto~q�~J ,

where ~J isthe spin-current,and predictthatcollective dynam icswillbe m ore strongly dam ped at

�nite~j. W e obtain sim ilar results for m odels with and withoutlocalm om ent participation in the

m agnetic order. For transition m etalferrom agnets,we estim ate that the uniform m agnetic state

willbedestabilized forj& 10
9
A cm

� 2
.W ediscusstherelationship ofthise�ectto thespin-torque

e�ectsthatalterm agnetization dynam icsin inhom ogeneousm agnetic system s.

PACS num bers:

IN T R O D U C T IO N

The strong and robust m agnetotransporte�ects that

occurin m etallic ferrom agnets(anisotropic,tunnel,and

giantm agnetoresistanceforexam ple[1])resultfrom the

sensitivity ofm agnetization orientation toexternal�elds,

com bined with the strong m agnetization-orientation de-

pendentpotentialsfeltby thecurrent-carryingquasipar-

ticles. This fundam entally interesting class of e�ects

hasbeen exploited in inform ation storagetechnology for

som e tim e, and new variations continue to be discov-

ered and explored . Attention hasturned m ore recently

to a distinct class ofphenom ena in which the relation-

ship between quasiparticleand collectivepropertiesisin-

verted,e�ectsin which controlofthequasiparticlestate

is used to m anipulate collective properties rather than

vice-versa. O fparticular im portance is the theoretical

prediction [2,3]ofcurrentinduced m agnetization switch-

ingand related spin transfere�ectsin ferrom agneticm ul-

tilayers. The conditionsnecessary to achieve observable

e�ectshavebeen experim entally realized and thepredic-

tionsoftheory largely con�rm ed by a num berofgroups

[4,5,6,7,8,9]overthe pastseveralyears.

Current-induced switching isexpected [2,3,10]to oc-

cur in m agnetically inhom ogeneous system s containing

two orm ore weakly coupled m agnetic layers. The work

presented in the present paper was m otivated by a re-

lated theoreticalprediction ofBazaily,Jones,and Zhang

(hereafterBJZ),whoarguedthattheenergyfunctionalof

a uniform bulk half-m etallicferrom agnetcontainsaterm

linearin the currentofthe quasiparticles[11],i.e. that

collective m agnetic propertiescan be inuenced by cur-

rents even in a hom ogeneousbulk ferrom agnetic m etal.

The current-induced term in the energy functionaliden-

ti�ed by BJZ im plies an additionalcontribution to the

Landau-Lifshitz equationsofm otion and,in a quantum

theory,to a change proportionalto ~q�~j in the m agnon

energy�(~q).(Here~qisthem agnon orspin-wavewavevec-

torand~jisthecurrentdensity in theferrom agnet.) The

BJZ theory predictsthata su�ciently largecurrentden-

sity willappreciably soften spin wavesat�nite wavevec-

tors and eventually lead to an instability ofa uniform

ferrom agnet.Thecurrentdensitiesnecessary to produce

an instability wereestim ated by BJZ tobeoforder108 A

cm � 2,roughly the sam escaleasthe currentdensitiesat

which spin-transferphenom enaarerealized [4,5,7,8,9],

apparentlysuggestingtosom ethatthesetwophenom ena

aredeeply related.

In this paper we establish that m odi�cation ofspin-

wavedynam icsby currentisa genericfeature ofalluni-

form bulk m etallic ferrom agnets, not restricted to the

half-m etallic case considered by BJZ.W e �nd that,in

the generalcase,the extra term in the spin wave spec-

trum

��(~q)/ ~q�~J (1)

where ~J isthe spin current,i.e.,the currentcarried by

the m ajority carriers m inus the current carried by the

m inority carriers[12]. In the halfm etallic case ~J = ~j,

recovering the result ofReference 11. For reasons that

willbecom eapparentlater,wereferto theextra term in

the spin wavedispersion asthe spin wave Doppler shift,

although this term inology ignores the role of underly-

ing lattice aswe shallexplain. W e also study the e�ect

ofa uniform currenton spin-wave dam ping. The usual

G ilbert dam ping law  / �(~q = 0),has an additional

contribution proportionalto thespin-currentdensity.In

our picture,a uniform current m odi�es collective m ag-

netization dynam icsbecause italtersthe distribution of

quasiparticlesin m om entum space.

O ur paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

presenttwogeneralqualitativeargum entswhich partially

justify Eq.(1),independentofany detailed m icroscopic

m odel.In Section IIIwesubstantiatetheargum entswith

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311522v1
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am icroscopiccalculation ofthespin wavespectrum fora

ferrom agnetic(butnotnecessarilyhalf-m etallic)phaseof

aHubbard m odel,including thee�ectofthecurrent.W e

deriveEq.(1),and dem onstrateexplicitly thatwhen gen-

eralized from the half-m etallic case to the generalcase,

the spin wave Dopplershiftis proportionalto the spin-

current not the totalcurrent. The m icroscopic calcu-

lation ofSection III uses an e�ective action approach,

which separatescollective and quasiparticle coordinates

in a naturalway and iswellsuited to study theirinter-

play.In Section IV wespecializeto thehalf-m etalliccase

and re-derive the resultsofreference [11]forthe case of

an s� dm odelferrom agnet.Thisservesthepurposeofes-

tablishing a clearform alconnection between the deriva-

tionspresented in SectionsIIand IIIand the derivation

presented by BJZ,which appearsuper�cially to bequite

distinct. In Section V we discussthe e�ectofa current

on spin wave dam ping. W e considerboth dam ping due

to thecoupling ofspin waveswith thequasiparticlesand

two m agnon dam ping,which we argue is enhanced by

the spin waveDopplershiftofEq.(1).In Section VIwe

discuss the relationship between the spin wave Doppler

shift and spin-transfer in inhom ogeneous ferrom agnets.

Finally,in Section VII we sum m arize our m ain results

and presentourconclusions.

Q U A LITA T IV E EX P LA N A T IO N O F T H E

C U R R EN T -IN D U C ED M A G N O N EN ER G Y

SH IFT

The low energy collective dynam ics of the m agneti-

zation orientation in a ferrom agnet is described by the

Landau-Lifshitzequation:

~d~
(~r;t)

dt
= ~
�

2

4
�E

�
~
;@ i
j

�

�~

+ �~

d~
(~r;t)

dt

3

5 (2)

where ~
(~r;t) is an unim odular vector �eld which de-

scribes the orientation of the collective m agnetization

and E

�
~
;@ i
j

�

is an energy functionalof~
(~r;t) and

its derivatives. The generic applicability ofthis equa-

tion followsfrom the collective nature ofspin-dynam ics

in ferrom agnets. It can be derived from a num ber of

di�erent m icroscopic m odels in a num ber of di�erent

ways. In particular, this equation describes the low-

energy long-wavelength dynam ics ofthe two m odels of

m etallic ferrom agnetism that we consider in later sec-

tions.Norm ally E ism inim ized by a collinearcon�gura-

tions ~
(~r;t)= ~
0 along som e privileged easy direction.

TheLandau-Lifshitzequationslinearized around ~
0 have

solutionswhich describedistortionsofthem agnetization

orientation that propagate like waves with wave ~q and

frequency !(~q) [13]. In a quantum treatm ent,m agneti-

zation orientation uctuations are quantized in units of

�(~q)= ~!(~q).

In a m etallic ferrom agnet,the quasiparticles occupy

bands[14] that are energetically split by an e�ective

Zeem an-couplingm agnetic�eld oriented along thedirec-

tion ~
. Non-collinear con�gurations are penalized be-

cause band-electron kinetic energiesare raised by an in-

hom ogeneouse�ective �eld ~
(~r;t). The easy axisisde-

term ined by spin-orbitinteractionsoftheband electrons

and by the m agnetostatic energy,which because ofits

long rangedependson the overallshapeofthe sam ple.

The dynam ics generated by the �rst term in square

bracketsin Eq.(2)isenergy conservingwhereasthesec-

ond term ,proportionaltothedim ensionlesscoe�cient�,

transfers energy from the collective coordinate to other

degreesoffreedom .In am etallicferrom agnet,thedam p-

ing ispartly due to the excitation ofelectron-hole pairs

in response to the tem poralevolution of~
. It is clear,

therefore,thatthere isan intim ate relation between the

dynam icsofthecollectivecoordinateand thestateofthe

quasiparticles.W hat’sm ore,when currentowsinsidea

ferrom agnet,them om entum -spacedistribution functions

thatdescribequasiparticlestateoccupation probabilities

are altered. It is natural,therefore,to expect that the

dissipativedynam icsofthe collectivem agnetization will

bea�ected by currentow.In Ref.11itwasshown that,

in a halfm etallicferrom agnetm odeled by a s-d m odel(a

m odelwith a single band coupled by exchange interac-

tions to localm om ents),the energy functionalE has a

term linearly proportionaltothequasiparticlecurrent,~j.

In the following paragraphswe presentthree argum ents

to supportthe idea thatthe spin wave spectrum ofany

m etallicferrom agnetism odi�ed by a uniform currentin

a m annersim ilarto thatsuggested by Eq.(1).

W e startwith the sim plestcase,a half-m etallic ferro-

m agneticelectron gas,in which thecurrente�ectcan be

understood sim ply in term sofG alilean invariance. The

current carrying state of this system is sim ply one in

which the entire electronic system s m oves along with a

driftvelocity ~vD .A spin waveexcitation isonein which

the m agnetization orientation precessesaround the easy

axiswith frequency !(~q):


̂ = (� sin(~q� ~r� !0(~q)t);� cos(~q� ~r� !0(~q)t);1� �=2)

(3)

In the lab fram e,the system isseen asm oving with ve-

locity ~vD ,and carrying current~j = � ne~vD . The �xed

position ~rL in the lab fram e,has position ~rL � ~vD t in

the m oving fram e. The precession frequency seen at a

�xed lab fram e position is therefore Doppler shifted to

!0(~q)+ ~q� ~vD .

This sim ple e�ect is the essence of the spin-wave

Dopplershift. In term softhe currentdensity the spin-

wave Doppler shift in the m agnon energy is ~~q �~j=en.

System sofpracticalinterestareneitherG alilean invari-

ant nor, with a few possible exceptions, half m etallic,
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howeverso a m oredetailed analysisisrequired to deter-

m ine how the spin-wave Doppler shift is m anifested in

realsystem s.

A second usefulpointofview followsfrom considering

a single-m ode-approxim ation forthequantum spin-wave

energy �(~q)= ~!(~q). Elem entary m agnon excitationsof

a ferrom agnetreducethe totalspin projection along the

easy axisby one unitand add crystalm om entum ~~q.A

statewith thecorrectquantum num berscan begenerated

starting from the ferrom agneticground state (orfrom a

statethatcarriesa uniform current)j	 0iby acting on it

with the ‘m agnon creation operator’

s� (� ~q)=
X

i= 1;N

s� iexp(i~q� ~r); (4)

wheres� i isthespin-loweringoperatorforthei-th parti-

cle.Two-particleG reensfunctionsconstructed from this

operatorhave poleswith large residuesatm agnon exci-

tation energies.Thesingle-m odeapproxim ation consists

ofusing j	(~q)i� s � (� ~q)j	 0iasa variationalwavefunc-

tion for the m agnon state at wavevector ~q. G iven this

approxim ation for the m agnon state,its excitation en-

ergy

�(~q)�
h	(~q)jH j	(~q)i

h	(~q)j	(~q)i
� E 0 (5)

can be expressed in term softhe expectation value ofa

com m utatorbetween thegeneralm any-particleHam ilto-

nian H and eitherm agnon creation orannihilation oper-

atorsand sim pli�ed to the following form :

�(~q)=
~
2q2

2m
+

~~q

m
�

P

ij
h	 0js+ is� jexp[i~q� (~rj � ~ri)]~pjj	 0i

h	 0js+ (~q)s� (~� q)j	 0i
(6)

The second term on the right hand side of Eq.( 6) is

the m agnon Dopplershiftterm .In thisterm s� i and ~pi

are the spin raising and lowering and m om entum oper-

atorsforparticle i. The num eratorand denom inatorof

this term are,in general,com plex two-particle correla-

tion functions. The correlation functions are sim pli�ed

when theferrom agneticstateisapproxim ated by aSlater

determ inant with de�nite occupation num bers for both

m ajority(")and m inority (#)spin m om entum states,i.e.

by the electron gas Stoner m odelferrom agnetic ground

state.Then toleadingorderin ~qwe�nd thatthem agnon

Dopplershifthasthe value

��(~q)=
~~q

m
�

~J

n" � n#
: (7)

Eq.7 is m ost easily obtained by writing the operators

whoseexpectation valuesneed to be evaluated asa sum

ofone-bodyand two-bodyterm sand then usingstandard

second quantization identities.Them ostim portantcon-

clusion suggested by this equation is that,at least for

parabolicbands,in generalizing them agnon Doppleref-

fectfrom half-m etallicferrom agnetstoferrom agnetswith

statesofboth spinsoccupied,the currentisreplaced by

the spin-current ~J ,and the density by the spin-density.

Finally,the sam eresultcan be derived by considering

a variationalwave function for the spin-wave state ofa

ferrom agneticm etalin which allquasiparticlestatesthat

aresinglyoccupied shareacom m on spinorthatdescribes

long-wavelengthspatialprecession around theeasydirec-

tion.Forexam pleifthe x̂ direction istheeasy direction

the spinor that describes sm allam plitude precession is

(u;v) = (1 � �2=2;� exp(i~q � ~r)). The ~q �~J correction

then followsby observingthatthem agnon energy equals

the energy change divided by the change in the x̂ direc-

tion m agnetization com ponent,with both quantitiesbe-

ing proportionalto �2 atsm all�. This�ndingssuggest

thattheexplicitapproxim ateexpression forthem agnon

Dopplershift,derived from theSM A forparabolicbands,

is likely to qualitatively correct even for realistic ferro-

m agnetswith m orecom plicated band structures.Indeed,

thatisthe conclusion thatfollowsfrom the m orem icro-

scopicderivationsin the following two sections.

C U R R EN T D R IV EN SP IN W AV ES IN A

H U B B A R D M O D EL FER R O M A G N ET

In orderto explain ourtheory ofthe inuence ofuni-

form currentson the spin-wavespectrum ,we �rstrecall

how spin-waves and quasiparticle states are related in

equilibrium .Thisdevelopm entwillalso establish theno-

tation weuse forthenon-equilibrium case.Thedescrip-

tion we use isone in which a collective uctuation �eld

interactswith ferm ionic quasiparticle�elds.Itallowsus

to borrow from standard theoriesofquantum harm onic

oscillatorsweakly coupled to a bath,in orderto general-

izethetheory ofcollectivedynam icsfrom equilibrium to

non-equilibrium cases.

H am iltonian and e�ective action

In theprevioussection wediscussed threegeneralargu-

m entsin supportoftheexistenceofa spin waveDoppler

shiftin am etallicferrom agnetthatisproportionaltothe

spin currentasin Eq.(1).W e now look m ore closely at

the underlying physics by carrying out an explicit m i-

croscopic calculation of the spin waves for a Hubbard

m odelin thepresenceofa current.Unlikethes-d m odel

considered in Ref.11,theHubbard m odelallowsforfer-

rom agnetism in a system with only itinerant electrons.
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The Hubbard m odelHam iltonian is[16]:

H =
X

i;j

tijc
y

i;�
cj;� + U

X

j

nj;"nj;# (8)

The elem entary excitations ofa m etallic ferrom agnet

arequasiparticlesand spin waves.W ewantto derivethe

propagatorforthespin wavesoftheferrom agneticphase

ofthism odeland toseehow isa�ected by aquasiparticle

current. To do so,itisconvenientto use the functional

integration approach,[15,16,17,18],in which thequasi-

particlesareintegrated outand an e�ectiveaction forthe

spin waves is obtained. This procedure is sketched be-

low,the detailscan be found in Refs.15,16,17,18,19.

The�nalresultforthespin wavespectrum isequivalent

to thatobtained by doing a Random PhaseApproxim a-

tion (RPA)[20]calculation.However,thee�ectiveaction

approach providesa convenientconceptualfram ework to

understand theconnection between spin wavesand non-

equilibrium quasiparticlestates,thecentralfocusofthis

paper.

The interaction term in the Hubbard m odelcan be

written as[16]

U
X

j

nj;"nj;# = �
2

3
U
X

i

~S
2

i +
U

2

X

�;i

n�;i

W e represent the partition function ofthis m odelas a

path integralover ferm ion coherent states [22],labeled

by f	 �;	 �g ,where� � i;�.Thekey idea which allows

quasiparticleand collectivedegreesoffreedom to besep-

arated,while stilltreating the m agnetization asa quan-

tum �eld,istheintroduction ofa Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation [21]torepresenttheinteraction term .By

m aking thistransform ation,wetradea problem ofinter-

acting ferm ions for a problem ofindependent ferm ions

whosespin iscoupled to a bosonicspin-splitting e�ective

m agnetic �eld ~� i(�),which acts as the collective m ag-

netic coordinate.Thepartition function reads:

Z =

Z

D 	 �(�)D 	�(�)D~� i(�)exp

h

� S

�

	 �;	 �;~� i

�i

wherethe action is

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

i

3~� i(�)
2

8U
+
X

i;i0;�

	 i;�(�)G
� 1
ij;�;� 0	 j;�(�)(9)

and

G
� 1
ij;�;� 0 =

�

@� � � +
U

2

�

�i;j + ti;j � ~� i�
~��;� 0

2
�i;j (10)

isthe inverseofthe G reen’sfunction operator.

The action (9) is the sum of three term s, i) non-

interacting tightbinding ferm ions(with a Hartreeshift),

ii) a term quadratic in the bosonic �eld and iii) their

coupling ~� i �~Si,where ~Si(�) �
P

�;� 0

1

2
	 i;�~��;� 0	 i0;�0.

Since the action is quadratic in the ferm ion variables,

the ferm ion functional integralcan be form ally evalu-

ated. This allows to write the partition function as a

path integraloverthe auxiliary �eld ~� only,

Z =

Z

D ~� i(�)e
� Seff(

~�) (11)

wherethe e�ectiveaction reads:

Se�(~�)=

Z �

0

d�
X

i

3~� i(�)
2

8U
� TrLn

h

G� 1(~�)

i

(12)

Eqs.(11)and (12)areoneofthem anypossiblerepresen-

tations ofthe exactpartition function for the Hubbard

M odel.Thee�ectiveaction (12)describesa com plicated

quantum �eld theory for ~� i(�).

M ean Field theory: Spin-split bands

The �rst step in a �eld theory offerrom agnetism is

usually to look forclassicalsolutions,i.e.for�eld con�g-

uration ~� cl
i (�)forwhich thee�ectiveaction isstationary.

The saddle point equation reads ~� cl
i = 4U

3
h~Sii,where

the average is com puted with a G reen function G(~� cl)

obtained by replacing,in Eq.( 10),the uctuating �eld
~� i(�)by the saddlepointsolution.

Assum ing the existence ofa ferrom agnetic m ean-�eld

state,the classicalsolution fora perfectcrystalisstatic

(independentof�)and hom ogeneous(independentofi).

Itisthereforecharacterized by adirection n and alength

j~� clj� �. Because ofthe spin rotationalinvariance of

theHubbard Ham iltonian,n isarbitrary.In realsystem s

n isdeterm ined by spin-orbitinteractionsand m agneto-

static e�ects. The m ean-�eld G reen’s function,G(~� cl),

describesferm ionswhich occupybandsthatarespin-split

by an e�ectivem agnetic�eld along n (SeeFig.(1)).The

m agnitude ofthe spin splitting,�,isobtained from the

saddlepointequations,which,forthissim ple m odel,re-

duceto the following form :

� =
4U

3

1

2N

X

~k

�
nF

h

�
"

~k

i

� nF

h

�
#

~k

i�
(13)

where ��
~k
= �(~k)� ��

2
are the quasiparticle energies of

thespin-splitbandsand N isthenum beroflatticesites.

Noticethatthem ajority band hasspinsparallelton,de-

noted by ". The saddle pointequationsshow explicitly

that the auxiliary �eld ~� cl is proportionalto the aver-

ageferm ion m agnetization,which usually appearsasthe

fundam ental�eld in classicalm icrom agnetictheoriesfor

realistic m agnetic m aterials. Hereafterwe referto ~�(�)

asthe
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FIG .1: M ean �eld quasiparticle bands. D ashed line shows

the Ferm iEnergy.� isthe spin splitting energy.

Spin w aves w ithout current

W eareinterested in thedynam icsofthecollectiveco-

ordinate,so thatthe static solution obtained by solving

them ean �eld approxim ation isinsu�cient.To describe

the elem entary collective excitations we need to study

sm allam plitude dynam ic uctuations of the collective

coordinatearound the staticsolution:

~� i(�)’ ~� cl+ �~� i(�) (14)

W eintroduceEq.(14)intothee�ectiveaction (Eq.(12))

and neglect term s oforder

h

�~� i(�)

i3

and higher. The

resulting actionScl(~�
cl)+ SSW ,where the �rst term is

the classicalapproxim ation to the e�ective action and

the uctuation correction is:

SSW =
1

2�N

X

Q ;a;b

��a(Q )K ab(Q )��b(� Q ) (15)

whereQ isashorthandfor~q;i�n,anda;bstand forCarte-

sian coordinates.Notethatthebosonic�elds,�~�(Q )are

dim ensionlessand theK ernelK hasdim ensionsofinverse

energy. This action de�nes a �eld theory for the spin

uctuations.Theequilibrium M atsubaraG reen function,

D ab(~q;i�n),isgiven [22,23]by theinverseofspin uctu-

ation K ernel,K ab(Q ).AnalyticalexpressionsforK ab(Q )

arereadily evaluated forthecaseofparabolicbandsand

areappealed to below.W eobtain theretarded spin uc-

tuationpropagatorbyanalyticalcontinuationoftheM at-

subara propagator: D ret

ab
(~q;!)= D ab(~q;i�n ! ! + i0+ )

The im aginary partofthe retarded propagatorsum m a-

rizesthe spectrum and the dam ping ofthe spin uctua-

tionsm ostdirectly.

The theory de�ned by Eq.(15)includes two typesof

spin uctuations which are very di�erent: i) longitudi-

naluctuations(parallelto n),oram plitude m odesand

ii) transverse uctuations (perpendicular to n),or spin

waves. The am plitude m odes involve a change in the

m agnitude ofthe localspin splitting,�,and are either

overdam ped orappearatenergiesabovethecontinuum

of spin-diagonalparticle-hole excitations. In contrast,

the spin wavesare gapless in the lim it ~q = 0,in agree-

m entwith the G oldstone theorem ,and areoften weakly

dam ped even in realisticsituations.Notethattheam pli-

tudem odesdecouplefrom thespin wavem odesforsm all

am plitude uctuations.For x̂ = n,we can write

K ab(Q )=

2

4

K jj 0 0

0 K yy K yz

0 K zy K zz

3

5 (16)

Since the low energy dynam ics ofa m etallic ferrom ag-

net is governed by transverse spin uctuations, we do

notdiscusslongitudinaluctuationsfurther. Afterana-

lytic continuation,we obtain the following resultforthe

inverseoftheretarded transversespin uctuation G reen

function (D ret)� 1,which isdiagonalwhen werotatefrom

ŷ;̂z to + ẑ� îy chiralrepresentations.The diagonalele-

m entsarethen

D
ret

� (~q;!) =
4U

3

1

1+ 2

3
U �(� ~q;� !)

(17)

where �(~q;!) is the Lindhard function evaluated with

the spin-splitm ean-�eld bands:

�(~q;!)=
1

N

X

~k

n
"

~k
� n

#

~k+ ~q

�
"

~k
� �

#

~k+ ~q
+ ! + i0+

(18)

where n�
~k
is shorthand for the Ferm i-Dirac occupation

function nF

h

��
~k

i

for the quasiparticle occupation num -

bers. Eqs. ( 17) and ( 18) m ake it clear that the spin

wavespectrum isa functionaloftheoccupation function

nF for the quasi-particles in the spin-split bands. The

inuenceofa currenton thespin-wavespectrum willen-

ter our theory through non-equilibrium values ofthese

occupation num bers.

In the case ofparabolic bands(stillwithoutcurrent),

the Taylor expansion ofthe Lindhardt function in the

low-energy low-frequency lim itgivesthe following result

forthe spin wavepropagator:

D
ret

� (~q;!)=
4U �

3

1

! � �q2
(19)

where� isthespin sti�nesswhich iseasily com puted an-

alytically for the case ofparabolic bands. The poles of

Eq.(19)givethewellknown resultforthespin wavedis-

persion,! = � �q2. Severalrem arksare in order: i) In

realsystem s,spin-orbit interactions lift spin rotational

invariance,resulting in a gap for the q = 0 spin waves.

The size ofthe gap is typically oforder of1 �eV [24].

ii) The interplay between disorderand spin orbitinter-

actions,absentin theabovem odel,givesriseto a broad-

ening ofthespin wavespectrum ,even atsm allfrequency

and m om entum .In Section V we addressthisissue and

discusshow dam ping ischanged in thepresenceofa cur-

rent.
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Spin w aves w ith current

In the previous subsection we derived the spin wave

spectrum ofa m etallic ferrom agnet in therm alequilib-

rium . Equations (17) and (18) establish a clear con-

nection between spin waves and quasiparticle distribu-

tions.In orderto addressthesam eproblem in thepres-

enceofa current,a non-equilibrium form alism isneeded.

By taking advantage ofthe form ulation discussed above

in which collective excitations interact with ferm ion

particle-hole excitationswe are able to appealto estab-

lished resultsforharm onic oscillatorsweakly coupled to

a bath. In the equilibrium case,the fact that the low-

energyHam iltonian form agnetization-orientation uctu-

ationsisthatofa harm onicoscillatorfollowsby expand-

ing the uctuation action to leading orderin ! to show

that ŷ and ẑ direction uctuations are canonically con-

jugate. In our m odelm agnons are coupled to a bath

ofspin-ip particle-hole excitations. Following system -

bath weak coupling m asterequation analyses[25]we�nd

that the collective dynam ics in the presence ofa non-

equilibrium current-carrying quasiparticle system di�ers

from theequilibrium onesim ply byreplacingFerm ioccu-

pation num bersby thenon-equilibrium occupation num -

bers ofthe current-carrying state. The following term

therefore appears in the Taylor expansion ofthe Lind-

hardtfunction �:

@�

@qi

�
�
�
�
q= != 0

=
1

N � 2

X

~k

@�(~k)

@ki

h

n
"

~k
� n

#

~k

i

(20)

Sincethisexpressionusestheeasydirection x̂ asthespin-

quantization axis, the x (spin) com ponent ofthe spin

currentis:

~J �
e

~N

X

~k

@�(~k)

@~k

h

n
"

~k
� n

#

~k

i

(21)

so that

@�

@qi

�
�
�
�
q= != 0

=
~

e� 2
Ji (22)

The quantity Ji,the com ponentofthe spin currentpo-

larized along the m agnetization direction n = x̂ and

owing along the i axis, is the di�erence between the

current carried by m ajority and m inority carriers. In

equilibrium there is no current and no linear term oc-

curs in the wavevector Taylor series expansion,leading

to quadraticm agnon dispersion asobtained in Eq.(19).

W hen (charge) current ows through the ferrom agnet,

the di�erence in carrier density and m obility between

m ajority and m inority bands inevitably gives rise to a

nonzero spin current [30]. W e therefore obtain the fol-

lowing spectrum forspin wavesin the presenceofa cur-

rent:

! = �q
2 �

2U

3�

~

e
~q�~J (23)

This equation is the centralresult of our paper. No-

ticethatitisin preciseagreem entwith thesingle-m ode-

approxim ation expression since� = 2U

3
(n"� n#);in that

case, however, the explicit expression was derived for

the case offree-particle parabolic bands only. Eq.( 23)

statesthatthespin wavespectrum ofm etallicferrom ag-

netdriven by a currentism odi�ed in proportion to the

resulting spin current.

In thehalfm etalliccase,when thedensity ofm inority

carriers is zero, the spin current is equalto the total

current and we recover the result ofBJZ [11]. In that

lim it� = 2U

3
n and � ’ ~

2

2m
,leading to

! =
~
2

2m
q
2 �

~

en
~q�~j=

~
2

2m
q
2 � ~~q� ~vD (24)

where we have expressed the currentas~j = en~vD with

~vD thedriftvelocity,generalizingthehalf-m etallicsim ple

Dopplershiftresultto non-parabolicbands.

Spin w ave instability

Eqs.(23)and (24),taken atface value,predictthat

theenergy ofa spin wavesisnegativeand thereforethat

theuniform ferrom agneticstateisdestabilized by an ar-

bitrarily sm allcurrent.Ifthiswere really true,itwould

presum ably be a ratherobviousand wellknown experi-

m entalfact.Itisnottruebecausespin wavesin realfer-

rom agnetic m aterialshave a gap due to both spin-orbit

interactionsand m agnetostaticenergy.Insertingbyhand

this(ferrom agneticresonance)gap,thespin wavedisper-

sion reads:

! = !0 + �q
2 �

2U

3�

~

e
~q�~J (25)

so that it takes a criticalspin current to close the spin

wavegap.In Fig.(2)weplotthecurrentdriven spin wave

spectrum assum ing !0 = 1�eV ,the electronicdensity of

iron (n = 1:17 1023 cm � 3)and a Dopplershiftgiven by

q vD . The criticalcurrentso estim ated is � 1:1 109 A

cm � 2 fora typicalsystem .Thiscriticalcurrentcould be

m uch lower,perhapsby severalordersofm agnitude,in

m etallicferrom agnetsin which m aterialparam etershave

been tuned tom inim izethespin-wavegap.Experim ental

searches for current-driven anom alies in perm alloy thin

�lm s,forexam ple,could proveto be fruitful.

Spin w ave action w ith current

In the sm all! and sm all~q lim it,the spin waves are

independentand theiraction isequivalentto thatofan

ensem bleofnon interacting harm onicoscillators,indexed

with the label~q. The M atsubara action fora single os-
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FIG .2: Currentm odi�ed spin-wave spectrum

cillatorm odeisthe frequency sum of

[p~q;x~q]

 
1

2M ~q
� i!

2

i!
2

K ~q

2

! �
p~q

x~q

�

(26)

where the diagonalterm s are the Ham iltonian part of

the action and the o�-diagonalterm can be interpreted

as a Berry phase. For the spin waves,the analog ofp

and x are,m odulo som e constants,��y;��z. In this

representation, the low ! and low ~q spin wave action

reads:

�
� 1

?
(!;~q)=

�
�~q� ~q � i!

i! �~q� ~q

�

+
2U

3�

~

e
~J � ~q

�
0 � i

i 0

�

(27)

This representation m akes it clear that the spin wave

Doppler shift appears as a m odi�cation of the term

which couples the canonically conjugate variables,��y
and ��z,i.e.,the spin wave Doppler shift m odi�es the

Berry phase.W hen expressed in thisway,thespin-wave

Doppler shift is partly analogous to the change in su-

peruid velocity in a superuid thatcarriesa �nitem ass

current,and thestabilitylim itwehavediscussed ispartly

analogousto the Landau criterion forthe criticalveloc-

ity ofa superuid.Theseanalogiesarecloserin thecase

ofidealeasy-plane ferrom agnets,which like superuids

havecollectivem odeswith lineardispersion instead ofa

having a gap.

A LT ER N A T E D ER IVA T IO N O F SP IN -W AV E

D O P P LER SH IFT

In the previous section we have used a functionalin-

tegralapproach to calculatehow the spin wavepropaga-

torofa Hubbard m odelm etallicferrom agnetism odi�ed

when currentowsthrough thesystem .TheBJZ deriva-

tion ofthe sam e e�ect was based on an identity at the

operatorlevel.BJZ used a s� d m odel,i.e. a Ham ilto-

nian foritinerant(s)electronsinteracting with localized

(d) spins via an exchange interaction. They considered

the lim it ofvery large exchange interaction and low s

electron density,so that,in the ground state,the elec-

trons are fully spin polarized. They then introduced a

localspin rotation transform ation de�ned so thatatev-

erypointofthespacethespin oftheselectronsisparallel

with thelocalvalueofthed electronsm agneticm om ent.

Thisunitary transform ation hasbeen previously used for

both s� d and other m icroscopic m odels offerrom ag-

netism [18,26,27,28,29].In thetransform ed fram e,the

exchangeinteraction isalwaysdiagonalin thespin index

butthe expression forthe kinetic energy iscom plicated,

and includes new term s. O ne ofthe new term s couples

the s electron currentto a space derivative ofthe local

spin m agnetization.Itisfrom thisterm in the exchange

energy thatBJZ derived them odi�cation oftheLandau-

Lifshitzequationsthatwehaveidenti�ed asa spin-wave

Dopplershift.In thissection webridgethegap between

the two derivations. W e recover the half m etallic s-d

Ham iltonian resultofBJZ in a system aticway.

Thecontinuum s-d m odeldescribesitinerantelectrons,

 �,interacting with a continuum oflocalized quantum

spins, ~M (~x),through a exchangeinteraction ofstrength

J.TheHam iltonian forparabolicbandsisgiven by:

H =

Z

d~x
X

�;� 0

 
y
�

 

�
~
2~r 2

2m
��;� 0 �

J~��;� 0

2
� ~M (~x)

!

 �0

where ~� are the Paulim atrices. In order to derive an

e�ectivetheory forthecollectivebehaviorofthissystem ,

weexpressitspartition function asa coherentstatepath

integral:

Z =

Z

D 2	 �(~x;�)D~
(�)e
� SB +

R
�

0
d�	 � 0(@� � �)	 � 0� H

where � is im aginary tim e, ~
(~x;�) = 1

S
~M (~x;�) =

[cos(�)sin(�);sin(�)sin(�);cos(�)]istheunim odularvec-

tor�eld which labelsthe spin coherentstates,SB isthe

Berry phase term that captures the spin com m utation

relations[23],and 	 arethe G rassm ann num berswhich

labelthe ferm ion coherentstates[22].

Following BJZ,we perform a unitary transform ation

on the spins ofthe itinerant electrons so that,at each

point oftim e and space,the quantization axis is paral-

lelto ~M (~x;�). BJZ considered only the lim it ofvery

strong ferrom agneticJ,so thatthespinsoftheoccupied

electronic states are always parallelto ~M (~x;�) and we

can ignore the antiparallelelectrons. This approxim a-

tion is valid in half-m etallic system s for energies m uch

sm allerthan J,the localspin splitting. In thisapprox-

im ation the action for the parallelferm ions in the ro-

tated fram e,denoted by �(~x;�),can then be written as
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S = SB + S0 + S1 + S2 where:

SB =

Z �

0

d�

Z

d~x iS cS

�

1+
��

2ScS

�

cos(�)@��

S0 =

Z �

0

d�

Z

d~x �

�

@� � � �
~
2r 2

2m
� JS

�

�

S1 =
~
2

2m

Z �

0

d�

Z

d~x

0

@
X

i;j

r i
j r i
j

1

A
1

4
��

S2 =
2

ec

Z �

0

d�

Z

d~x

h
~JP + ~JD

i

�~A (̂
); (28)

cS is the density of local m om ents with spin S, and
~A (̂
)= ~c

4
cos(�)~r � isan e�ectivevectorpotentialwhich

dependson thelocalspin con�guration,~
.In Eq.28, ~JP
and ~JD are respectively param agnetic and diam agnetic

contributionsto the currentdensity de�ned by

~JP �
e~

2m i

�

�(~x;�)~r �(~x;�)� ~r �(~x;�)�(~x;�)

�

~JD �
e

m c
�(~x;�)�(~x;�)~A (̂
): (29)

The ~JP �~A coupling hastheform anticipated by BJZ.

To addressthem agneticelem entary excitation spectrum

weform allyintegrateouttheferm ion �elds�and expand

to quadratic orderin m agnetic uctuations. The action

expressed in term s ofonly the spin �elds is Se�(~
) =

SB + Tr[lnG� 1]with

G� 1(�;�)= @� � � �
~
2

2m

 

i~r �
~A

2c

! 2

+

+ icos(�)@�� +
~
2

8m

X

i;j

r i
j r i
j: (30)

Expanding around the x̂ (� = �

2
� = 0) direction we

obtain forthe spin-waveaction

TrLn
�
G� 1(�;�)

�
= TrLn

h

G� 1(
�

2
;0)+ �G� 1(~
)

i

To leading orderin �G� 1,theaction reads:

S = SB (n)+

Z �

0

Z

d~x
~
2n

8m

X

i;j

r i
j r i
j

+
2

ec

Z �

0

Z

d~x

h
~j+

en

m c
~A (̂
)

i

�~A (̂
) (31)

where ~j � Tr

h

G(0;�
2
)~JP (~x;�)

i

is the average current

and n � Tr
�
G(0;�

2
)�(~x;�)�(~x;�)

�
is the average den-

sity in the collinear ground state. In deriving this ex-

pression weallowed the m ean-�eld ferm ion quasiparticle

occupation num bers to assum e values consistentwith a

non-equilibrium current-carrying state.

Equation (31)de�nesa theory forthe collective m ag-

netization ofthe ferrom agnet. The �rst two term s are

the Berry phase ofthe d spin and a renorm alization of

theBerry phaseduetothespin oftheselectrons,sim ilar

to thatderived by M illisetal. forthe double exchange

m odel[27].Thethird term describestheenergy penalty

for non collinear con�gurations,or spin sti�ness. The

term sin thesecond lineyield thecoupling oftheaverage

(param agnetic and diam agnetic) currents to the collec-

tivem agnetization.

Thesem iclassicalequationsofm otion of(31)yield the

Landau Lifshitz(LL)equationsincluding thejir i
� 


term derived by BJZ (equation (5)).In thecaseofBJZ,

the LL equationsare derived from a m icrom agnetic en-

ergy functionalplus the param agnetic currentterm . In

ourcase,thewholefunctionalisderived from them icro-

scopic Ham iltonian. The spin wave expansion for (31)

around a classicalhom ogeneous ground state,~
cl = x̂

isobtained by expanding ~
 = ~
cl+ �~
 and identifying

� 
y ’ �,� 
z ’ cos(�). Dropping term soforder�
3

and higher,the action (31)becom es:

SSW =
1

2�V

X

Q ;ab

�
a(Q )K ab(Q )�
b(� Q ) (32)

as in Eq.( 15). After analyticalcontinuation,the spin

wavekernel1,in they;z representation:

�
� 1

?
= cS

�
�q2 � iS0!

iS0! �q2

�

+
~

e
~j� ~q

�
0 � i

i 0

�

(33)

where r � n

cS
,� � r ~

2

4m
,and S0 = S + r

2
. The m ain

di�erence between s � d and Hubbard m odelresult is

the appearancehereofboth localm om entand itinerant

electron (r=2)contributionsto theBerry phase,which is

proportionalto the totalspin density. Note that since
~A is quadratic in the spin wave variables,the term ~A 2

in (31)givesno contribution to (32). Afterdiagonaliza-

tion ofEq. (33) we obtain the retarded propagatorfor

the spin wavevariables.The realand im aginary partof

the polesofthe retarded propagatorgive the spin wave

dispersion and dam ping,respectively.In thistheory,the

im aginarypartiszero,sincethespin ip ofquasiparticles

isblocked.The realpartreads:

! =

�
~
2n~q2

4Sm
�

~

2Se
~j� ~q

�

�
1

cS

�

1+ n

2ScS

� (34)

Hence, we see how the spin wave dispersion in this

theory hasthe ~q�~j term derived by BJZ.Since the sys-

tem described by the theory is fully polarized,the cur-

rent and the spin current (polarized along the ground

state m agnetization direction)are identical. Thisresult

isto becom pared with Eq.(24),derived with a di�erent

m ethod fora di�erentm icroscopic m odel. W e conclude

that spin-wave Doppler shifts due to spin currents are

generic,although their quantitative details can depend

on the m icroscopicphysicsofthe ferrom agnet.
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EN H A N C ED SP IN -W AV E D A M P IN G A T FIN IT E

C U R R EN T

In SectionsIIIand IV wehaveshown how the disper-

sion ofspin waves in a m etallic ferrom agnetis a�ected

by currentow,and wehaveobtained resultscom patible

with thoseofBJZ [11].In thissection weaddressaprob-

lem which,to our knowledge,has rem ained unexplored

sofar:how doesthecurrentow a�ectthelifetim eofthe

spin waves. In subsection A we analyze the dam ping of

spin wavesatzero current. In the subsectionsB and C

wediscusshow theseresultsarem odi�ed by thepresence

ofa current.

A ferrom agnetic resonance (FM R)experim entprobes

the dynam icsofthe coherentor~q = 0 spin wave m ode.

The signallinewidth isinversely proportionalto the co-

herentm ode lifetim e,the tim e thatittakesfora trans-

verse m agnetic uctuation to relax back to zero. Spin

waveshave a �nite lifetim e because they are coupled to

each other and to other degrees of freedom , including

phononsand electronic quasiparticles. In ferrom agnetic

m etals,the quasiparticles are an im portant part ofthe

dissipativeenvironm entofthespin waves[31,32,33,34].

and we can therefore expect that quasiparticle current

ow a�ectsthespin wavelifetim eto som edegree.In or-

derto discussthise�ect,itisusefulto �rstdevelop the

theoryofquasiparticlespin-wavedam pingin equilibrium .

D am ping at zero current

The elem entary excitation energies for the ferrom ag-

netic phase ofthe Hubbard m odel,are speci�ed by the

locationsofpolesin Eq.(17).The dam ping rate ispro-

portionalto the im aginary part ofthe transverse uc-

tuation propagator. According to Eq.( 17),the dam p-

ing ofa spin wave with frequency ! and m om entum ~q,

(~q;!)= � 2Im [�(!;~q)]isgiven by:

(~q;!)=
2�

N

X

~k

h

n
"

~k
� n

#

~k+ ~q

i

�

h

�
"

~k
� �

#

~k+ ~q
+ !

i

(35)

In theabsenceofdisorder,thisquantity isnonzero when

j~qjiscom parableto kF " � kF # orwhen ! ’ �,theband

spin-splitting. Either disorder, which breaks transla-

tionalsym m etry leading to violationsofm om entum con-

servation selection rules,orspin-orbitinteractions,which

causeallquasiparticlestohavem ixed spin character,will

lead to a �nite electronic dam ping rate atcharacteristic

collective m otion frequencies. Because this dam ping is

extrinsic, however, its num ericalvalue is usually di�-

cultto estim ate.Itisoften notknown whethercoupling

to electronicquasiparticles,phonons,orotherdegreesof

freedom dom inatesthe dam ping.

Form ally generalizing Eq.(35)to the case with disor-

derand spin orbitinteractionsleadsto

(!)/
X

~k;~k0;�;�0

S�;�0(~k;~k
0)

�

n
�
~k
� n

�
0

~k0

�

�

h

�
�
~k
� �

�
0

~k0
+ !

i

(36)

where S�;�0(~k;~k
0) � jh~k;�jS(� )j~k0;�0ij2 is a m atrix ele-

m entbetween disorderbroadened initialand �nalquasi-

particle states,labeled by m om entum ~k and band index

� (butnotBloch states).Averagingouttheextrinsicde-

pendence on wavevectorlabels by letting S�;�0(~k;~k
0)!

S�;�0 we obtain

(!) = n
2
X

�;�0

S�;�0

Z

d�

Z

d�
0
N �(�)N�0(�

0)�

� (n(�)� n(�0))� [� � �
0+ !] (37)

where N �(�)isthe density ofstatesofthe band �. For

! ofthe orderofthe ferrom agneticresonancefrequency,

wecan expand Eq.(37)to lowestorderin !:

(!)’ !

2

4n
2
X

�;�0

S�;�0N �(�F )N �0(�F )

3

5 (38)

This result can be considered a m icroscopic justi�ca-

tion ofthe G ilbert dam ping law,which states that the

dam ping rate is linearly proportionalto the resonance

frequency and vanishes at ! = 0. The proportionality

between frequency and dam ping ratefollowsfrom phase

spaceconsiderations:thehigherthespin wavefrequency

!,the larger the num ber ofquasiparticle spin ip pro-

cessescom patible with energy conservation.

D am ping at �nite current

W eanalyzehow acurrentm odi�esquasiparticledam p-

ing,we again appealto the picture ofm agnons as har-

m onic oscillatorscoupled to a bath ofparticle-holeexci-

tationsand borrow resultsfrom m asterequation results

foroscillatorsweakly coupled to a bath [25]Form agne-

tization in the ‘"’direction,m agnon creation is accom -

panied by quasiparticle-spin raising and m agnon annihi-

lation isaccom panied by quasiparticle-spin lowering. It

turnsout[25]thatonly the di�erence between the rate

ofquasiparticleup-to-downand quasiparticledown-to-up

transitionsenterstheequation thatdescribesthem agne-

tization evolution.Thistransition ratedi�erenceleadsto

the sam e com bination ofquasiparticle occupation num -

bersasin Eq.(38),exceptthatthe occupation num bers

characterizethecurrent-carryingstateand arenotFerm i

factors.Form etalswecan usethestandard approxim ate

form [35]for the quasiparticle distribution function in a

currentcarrying state:

g
�
~k
= n

�
~k
� e~E � ~v�(~k)��(�

�
~k
)

"

�
@n

@�

�
�
�
�
�= ��

~k

#

(39)
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Because of the independent sum s over ~k and ~k0 in

Eq.( 36),and because it is a sim ple di�erence ofFerm i

factorsthatentersthe dam ping expression,we conclude

thatthe quasiparticle dam ping correction willvanish to

leading order in the spin-dependent drift velocities v�D .

W e reach this conclusion even though the phase space

forspin-ip quasiparticletransitionsatthespin-waveen-

ergy isaltered by a factor� 1 when �F �
vD
vF

� �0,where

�F isa characteristic quasiparticle energy scale,i.e. the

up-to-down and down-to-up transition rateschange sig-

ni�cantly when thiscondition ism et,butnottheirdi�er-

ence.Toobtain acrudeestim ateforthecurrentatwhich

thiscondition issatis�ed weusethefollowingdata[35]for

iron:n � 1.71023,Ferm ivelocity� 1:98108 cm s� 1.The

driftvelocity corresponding to a currentdensity of10�A

cm � 2 is vd =
j

en
’ 10�� 4 cm s� 1. The typicalenergy

ofa long-wavelength m agnon is � 10� 6 eV.Therefore,

currentdensities ofthe orderof106 A cm � 2 and larger

willsubstantially change the coupling ofspin-waves to

their quasiparticle environm ent. Although this change

willinuence the spin-wave density-m atrix,m agnetiza-

tion uctuation dam ping itselfwillnotbealtered by this

m echanism untilm uch strongercurrentsarereached.

T w o m agnon dam ping

In the previous subsections we have calculated the

dam ping ofthe lowestenergy spin wave due to its cou-

pling to the reservoir ofquasiparticles. In this section

we study dam ping ofthe coherentrotation m ode (~q = 0

spin wave)duetoitscouplingto�nite~qspin waves.This

m echanism isknown astwo m agnon scattering and isef-

�cient when the coherent rotation m ode is degenerate

with �nite ~q spin waves[36],a circum stance thatsom e-

tim esarisesduetom agnetostaticinteractions.Them ain

point we wish to raise here is that because ofthe spin-

wave Doppler shift,precisely this situation arises when

the ferrom agnet is driven by a current. As in the pre-

vioussubsection,we assum e thatsom e type ofdisorder

liftsm om entum conservation.Thee�ectiveHam iltonian

forthe spin wavesreads:

H = !0b
y

0
b0 +

X

~q6= 0

!(~q)b
y

~q
b~q + b

y

0

X

~q6= 0

g~q
p
V
b~q + h:c: (40)

where b~q is the annihilation operator for the spin wave

with m om entum ~q and g~q issom e unspeci�ed m atrix el-

em entaccounting fordisorderinduced elastic scattering

ofthe spin waves. Equation (40) is the wellHam ilto-

nian known fora dam ped harm onicoscillatorand can be

solved exactly.Thedam pingrateforthe~q= 0spin wave

reads:

(~J )=
2�

~

Z
d~q

(2�)3
jg~qj

2
�(!0 � !~q) (41)

Now weuse!0� !~q = �q2� a~q�~J .Afterastraightforward

calculation weobtain:

(~J )=
g2

4�

aj~J j

�2
(42)

wherewehaveapproxim ated g~q ’ g.Hence,in thepres-

ence ofelastic spin wave scattering,renorm alization of

the spin wave spectrum due to the currentwillenhance

the dam ping ofthe lowestspin wave m ode. Unlike the

G ilbertm odel,the dam ping rate given by equation (42)

is independent of !0, im plying that the dim ensionless

G ilbertdam ping coe�cientwould decline with external

�eld ifthism echanism weredom inant.

SP IN -W AV E D O P P LER SH IFT A S A

SP IN -T O R Q U E EFFEC T

In thissection weexplain how theinuenceofan uni-

form currenton m agnetization dynam ics can be under-

stood asa specialcase ofa spin-torque e�ect[2,3]. The

lattertakesplacewhenaspincurrentcom ingfrom am ag-

netspin polarized along ~M 1 entersin a m agnetspin po-

larized along ~M 2.In thiscircum stancethereisan im bal-

ance between the incom ing and the outgoing transverse

com ponent(with respectto ~M 2)ofthe spin currentsin

m agnet2. Because ofspin conservation (resulting from

the rotationalinvariance ofthe system ),the im balance

in the spin ux acrossthe boundariesofm agnet2 m ust

be com pensated by a changeofthem agnetization ofthat

m agnet,which is described by a new term in the Lan-

dau Lifshitz equation [2,3]. The m icroscopic origin of

the spin current im balance can be understood as a de-

structive interference e�ect,originated by the fact that

the steady state spin current is a sum over stationary

states with broad distribution in m om entum space [2].

Alternatively,it is possible to understand the spin cur-

rent ux im balance as a destructive interference in the

tim e dom ain. At a given instant oftim e,the outgoing

current-carrying quasiparticles have elapsed a di�erent

am ountoftim e in m agnet2.Thisbroadening in the in-

teraction tim edistribution resultsin a broadening ofthe

spin precession angle [37]. The averageoverthatdistri-

bution resultsin a vanishing transversespin com ponent

ofthe outgoing ux.

The above argum ent,connecting spin ux im balance

and spin-torque,appliestoasystem in which theinhom o-

geneousm agnetization isdescribed bypiecewiseconstant

function.Itisourcontention thatthespin waveDoppler

shiftcan be understood by applying the sam e argum ent

to the caseofsm oothly varying m agnetization.W e con-

sider again a m agnet with charge current~j, and spin

current ~J . W e assum e that current ows in the x̂ di-

rection and,im portantly,thatthe spin currentislocally

parallelto them agnetization orientation ~J (x)= js
̂(x).
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Itcan be shown thatthisisthe case in a wide range of

situations.

Thespin density reads ~S(x)= S0
̂(x)whereS 0 isthe

averagespin polarization.W efocuson theslab centered

atxand bounded byx� dx and x+ dx.Spinsareinjected

into the slab at the rate js
̂(x � dx) and leave at the

rate js
̂(x + dx). The resulting spin currentim balance

is2dxjs@x
̂.Therefore,therem ustbea spin transferto

the localm agnetization:

d~S(x)

dt

�
�
�
�
�
ST

= js@x
̂ (43)

Now,using ĵ
j2 = 1ateverypointofthespaceweobtain:

d~S(x)

dt

�
�
�
�
�
ST

= js
̂(x)� (@ x
̂(x)� 
̂(x)) (44)

which isexactly the sam e resultobtained in 11.Includ-

ingthisterm in theLandau Lifshitzequation and solving

forsm allperturbationsaround thehom ogeneousground

state(spin waves)resultsintothespin waveDopplershift

discussed in previoussections. In conclusion,thisargu-

m entdem onstratesthatthespin-waveDopplershiftand

spin transfertorquesaredi�erentlim itsofthesam ephys-

icalphenom ena,thetransferofangularm om entum from

the quasiparticlesto the collective m agnetization when-

everthe latterisnotspatially uniform .

D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The e�ect ofhigh current densities on the m agneti-

zation dynam ics offerrom agnetic m etals have been ex-

plored experim entally in severalcon�gurations.In point

contact experim ents,a large current density is injected

from anorm alm etalliccontactinto aferrom agneticm ul-

tilayer [4,5]or single layer [8]. W hen a large ow of

electrons ( current density j’ 108 A cm � 2) enters into

the ferrom agnetic m ultilayer,the resistivity presentsan

abrupt increase which has been related to the coherent

precession of spin waves [4]and/or phonons [5]. The

fact that Jiand Chien [8]report sim ilar results when

thecurrentisinjected into a a singleferrom agneticlayer

dem onstratesthatinterlayercoupling isnotessentialfor

the anom alies observed in transport. It m ust be noted

thatwhen the currentow issuch thatthe electronsgo

from theferrom agneticlayer(s)toward thepointcontact,

no anom aly isobserved. Sim ilartransportanom aliesat

currents densities higher than those ofcurrent induced

m agnetization switchingareobserved by anum berofdif-

ferent groups [7]in a system oftwo adjacent ferrom ag-

netic nanopillars. In thissystem a large currentdensity

owsfrom oneferrom agnetto the other.

Thefactthatthecurrentdensitiesatwhich theanom a-

lousbehaviortakesplace isofthe sam e orderofm agni-

tude than the current at which the spin wave Doppler

shift m akes the collinear state unstable m ight lead to

suggesta connection between the two.However,the ex-

perim ents in the point contact geom etry show that the

transport anom alies only occur for one direction ofthe

current,som ething which seem s at odds with the spin

waveDopplershiftinstability.

In sum m ary,the focusofthispaperison the e�ectof

the current in the spin wave dynam ics ofa bulk ferro-

m agneticm etal.W ehaveaddressed two typesofe�ects:

the change in the spin wave dispersion and change in

the spin wave dam ping. These quantities are given,at

a form allevel,by the spin wave propagator. The cen-

tralidea isthatthespin wavepropagatorisa functional

of the quasiparticle occupation function. In the pres-

ence ofthe currentthe occupation function changes,af-

fecting both the dispersion and the dam ping ofthe spin

waves.Throughoutthe paperwehaveassum ed thatthe

functionalrelation between the quasiparticleoccupation

function and thespin wavepropagatorrem ainsthesam e

when the system is out ofequilibrium . In that sense,

the above derivations are heuristic. O ur m ain conclu-

sionsare:i)A current~jowingthrough am etallicferro-

m agnetresults[30]in a spin current ~J which m odi�esits

spin wavespectrum by an am ountproportionalto ~q�~J .

ii) This m odi�cation,which was derived by BJZ for a

fully polarized s-d m odel,occurs as wellin a non fully

polarized Hubbard m odel,in which the d electrons are

itinerantand,according to the argum entsofsection II,

in typicalreal-world ferrom agnets. iii) In the presence

ofelastic two m agnon scattering,the spin waveDoppler

shiftleadsaswelltoabroadeningofthelowestspin wave

m ode(Eq.42),which isproportionaltothespin current.

iv) Both the spin-wave Dopplershiftin spatially hom o-

geneousferrom agnetsand the spin torquee�ectin inho-

m ogenoeusstructures[2,3]area consequenceofthespin

transferfrom the quasiparticlesto the collective m agne-

tization when the latterisspatially inhom ogeneous.
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