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Abstract

T hem utualdependence of spin-dependent conduction and m agnetization dynam ics of ferrom ag—
netsprovides the key m echanisn s in various spin-dependent phenom ena. W e com pute the response
of the conduction electron spins to a spatial and tim e varying m agnetization M (r;t) w ithin the
tin edependent sam iclassical transport theory. W e show that the lnduced non-equilbriim conduc—
tion soin density In tum generates four spin torques acting on the m agnetization {w ith each torque
plying di erent roles in m agnetization dynam ics. By com paring w ith recent theoretical m odels,
we nd that one of these torques that has not been previously identi ed is crucial to consistently

Interpret experin ental data on dom ain wallm otion.
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Recently, there are em erging Interests in the nterply between spin-dependent trans-
port properties and m agnetization dynam ics of ferrom agnets. G iant m agnetoresistive e ect
in m agnetic multilyers fli] is one of the exam ples that the spin—transport is controlled by
m agnetization dynam ics (or con gurations). Spin angular m om entum transfer )], or spin
torque, m anifests the m agnetization dynam ics controlled by spin-polarized conduction elec—
trons. There are quite a few closely related phenom ena reported recently, eg., enhancam ent
of dam ping param eters due to spin pum ping @, 4] and reaction spin torques F], dynam ic
RKKY interaction [-6], SoIn echo [1] and adiabatic spin torques In a dom ain wall f8]. These
proposed or cbserved phenom ena m otivated us to look for a theoretical fram ework which
is capabl to address the above phenom ena on an equal footing. T he essence of the above
phencom ena is to recognize two types of electrons: soin-dependent transport is provided by
electrons at the Fem i level and m agnetization dynam ics m ay involve electrons below the
Fem i sea. W hilke it is inpossble to unambiguously ssparate electrons of transport from
electrons of m agnetization in a real ferrom agnet, it has been conventionally m odeled via a
\sd" Ham iltonian,

Hgy= Jexs S 1)

where s and S are the soins of itinerant and localized electrons, and J., is the exchange
coupling strength. In this ketter, we show that the above sin ple sd m odel in fact captures
m ost of the physics on the Interplay between spin-polarized transport of itinerant electrons
and m agnetization dynam ics of localm om ents. W ew i1l rst derive a linear response function
for the conduction electron soin In the presence ofa tin e and spatially varying localm om ent,
and then by using the sam e sd m odel to calculate the spin torque on the m agnetization
dynam ics as a result of the lnduced non-equilbbrium conduction electron spin. Am ong other
things, we have found four distinct soin torques on the m agnetization. Three of them are
closely related to previously derived torques by using di erent m ethods. O ne of the derived
torque is new ; it describbes the m istracking between the conduction electron soin and the
goatially varying localm om ent. W e further show that our form ulation can be conveniently
applied to study m agnetization dynam ics. An exam ple of dom ain wallm otion is illustrated
in the end of the paper.

T he dynam ics of the conduction electron w illbe considered ssparately from that of local

m agnetization. W e treat the itinerant soin s as a fullquantum m echanical operator whose



equation ofm otion is govemed by a transport equation, but we approxin ate S as a classical
m agnetization vector whose dynam ics is much slower than that of itinerant soins, ie., we
replace S by a classicalm agnetization M (r;t)

ex

Hoy= s M (r;b) @)

~M

s
where M (r;t)j= M ¢ is the saturation m agnetization. W e rst determ ine the nduced spin
density fora given M (r;t) and then derive the reaction of the lnduced spin density to the
m agnetization.

In the present study, the non-equilbbrium conduction electrons are generated by applying
eithera D C ekctric eld ora tin edependent m agnetic eld. W hile the electric eld directly
generates the charge and soin currents in conducting ferrom agnets, the tin edependent
magnetic el is to drive the m agnetization m otion that induces a non-equilbriim soin
density via \sd" interaction. T he conduction electron soin operator satis es the generalized
Soin continuity equation,

A 1
—+ r J = -
Qt i~

BiHsal  re(8) Q)
where J is the soin current operator, and . (S) represents the spin relaxation due to scat—
tering w ith in purities, electrons, etc. By de ning electron spin density m (r;t) =< s> and
soin current density J (r;£) =< F > where <> represents the average over all occupied
electronic states, eg., < s>= Tr( s) where the trace is over all electronic as well as spin
states, and  is the density operator, one obtains a sam iclassical B loch equation for the
conduction electron spin density,

fm . ! Mot < > @)
—+r = m r; S
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w here the comm utator in Eq. (3) hasbeen explicitly calculated by utilizihg Eg. (2), and we
have de ned o = ~=J«-

N ext, we ssparate the induced soin density m into two tem s,

M (r;b)

m@EryH=moEH+ m &= + m (b )

S
where ng isthe Jocalequilbrium soin density whose direction isparallelto them agnetization.
The rsttem nEqg. (5) representsthe equilbrium spin density when the conduction electron

FoIn relaxes to is equilbriuim value at an instantaneous tim e t. Since the dynam ics of the



m agnetization is slow ocom pared to that of conduction electrons, it is reasonable to assum e
the spin ofthe conduction electrons approxin ately follow s the direction ofthe localm om ent,
know n asthe adiabatic process. T he second temm represents the deviation from thisadiabatic
process. Sin ilarly, we w rite the spin current density as

M (r;b)

s

J @@= Jo+ JT = (zP=e)}

+ J ;b (6)

where e is the electron charge, } is the current density,  is the Bohr m agneton, and P

is the spIn current polarization of the ferrom agnet. Note that the soin current is a tensor
that consists of two vectors: the charge current and the spin polarization of the current.
The rsttem In Eqg. (6) is the spin current whose spin polarization is parallel to the local
m agnetization M (r;t). To solve for the non-equillbbriim spin density In a closed fom , we
consider the follow ing sin pli cations. First, we use a sin pl relaxation tin e approxin ation
to m odel the relaxation term In Eq. @), ie, wewrite< (s) >= m (r;t)= s where ¢ is
the soIn— ip rlaxation tine. The approxin ation is necessary in order to cbtain a simplk
analytic expression. Second, we only consider the lnear reponse of m to the electric
current } and to the tin e derivative of m agnetization @M =@t. Since m isalready the st
order, @ m =@t willbe the order of 3 @M =@t or M =@t® and thus it can be discarded.
W ithin the sem iclassical picture of the transport, the non-adiabatic current density J is
related to the nonequilbrium spindensity m via J = Dyr m whereD, isthedi usion

constant. By nnserting Egs. (6) and (6) nto (4) and utilizing the above sin pli cation, we

obtain the closed form for the non-equilbbrium spin density
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One Inm ediately realizes that the non-equilbriuim spoin density is created by two source
tem s on the right side of Eqg. (7): one is the tin e varation and the other is the spatial
variation of the m agnetization. T he solution of the above di erential equation depends on
the detail structure of the m agnetization vector. Here we assum e that the m agnetization
varies slow Iy in space, ie., thedom an wallw idth W ofthem agnetization ism uch largerthan
the transport length scale de ned in the footnote P]. In this case, the spatialderivation, the

rst tem In Eqg. (7), can be discarded EBZ]. Then Eqg. (7) becom es a sin ple vector algebraic

equation and by using the elam entary vector m anijpulation we readily cbtain an explicit



expression for the non-equilbrium spin density
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where = = . The above induced spin density in tum exerts a soin torque on the
m agnetization. From Eq. ), thetorque isT = Jx=M M m = Jex="M )M m .

By using Eg. 8), we have
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There are four tem s; the rst two are from m agnetization variation in tin e and the last

two in space. Interestingly, the rst two tem s are Independent of the current. The last two

tem s represent the current-driven e ect since they are proportionalto the current. W e now
discuss the roke of each soin torque below .

T he standard Landau-L ifshiz-G ibert (LLG ) equation consists ofa precessionalterm due

to an e ective eld and a phenom enologicaldam ping term . In addition to these two torques,

the above torque T isnow added to the LLG equation,

@M @M
- = M Heor+ M — 4T 10)
dt M. dt

where  is the gyrom agnetic ratio, H .¢¢ is the e ective m agnetic eld, is the G ibert
dam ping param eter. W e Inm ediately realize that the rst tetm In Eqg. (9) is smply to
renom alize the gyrom agnetic ratio w hike the seocond temm is to renom alize the dam ping pa—

ram eter. T hus ifwe introduce an e ective gyrom agnetic ratio  ° and the dam ping param eter

0
’

where we have de ned = myM )=0+ ?), LLG equation rem ains in the same fom .
W e point out that the m odi cation of the gyrom agnetic ratio and the dam ping param eter
through the present m echanisn is rather an all in transition m etal ferrom agnets. For a
typical ferrom agnet (N i, Co, Fe and theiralloys), Jox 1€V, o 10 '?s,ne=M, 10 2,

10 ? and thus isabout 10 # and  is of the order of 10 *{much sn aller than the
typical dam ping param eter of the order of 10 2. T herefore, we conclude that the tem poral



FoIn torque driven by the exchange interaction only slightly m odi esthe dam ping param eter
and can not be denti ed as a lrading m echanian for m agnetization dam ping.

At this point, we should com pare other theories on the soin torque. T serkovnyak et
al. B, 7] proposed an adigbatic spin pum ping m echanism to explain the enhancem ent of
G ibert dam ping param eters. Ho et al suggested a radiation eld induced by m agnetization
precessional m otion of m agnets 1. M ost recently, a sin ilar sd model in the presence of
the tin e-dependent m agnetization hasbeen considered [L{]. The present approach reduces
to these theories n the sim ple lin it considered for these two tem s. In fact, the idea ofthis
tem poral oin torque had been suggested earlier: when them agnetization varies in tin g, the
FoIn of the conduction electrons tends to ollow the direction of the m agnetization wih a
tin e delay given by spin relaxation tin e; this phenom enon was nam ed as \breathing Ferm i
surface" {I1]. W e are now able to consider this physics of the enhanced dam ping on the
equal footing as the current Induced spin torques.

Ourm ain focus here is the spin torque due to the spatially non-uniform m agnetization
vector, the last two temm s in Eqg. (9). Since the tem poral spin torques can be com pletely
absorbed by the rede nition of the gyrom agnetic ratio and dam ping constant, we should
now Jjast ignore them and concentrate on the rol of spin torque generated by the non-
uniform m agnetization. W e thus write the full equation for the m agnetization dynam ics
below

@M @M o} @M @M
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where we assum e the direction of current x-direction (L = jex), by =P 3L g=eM 1+ 2),
andcgy =P 5 =M (1+ ?).Notethatlh; and c; have the unit of velocity. The \Ipy " term

has been already proposed by Bazaliy et al. [12] when they consider a ballistic m otion of
conduction electrons in the halfm etalm aterials. Recently Tatara and K ochno also derived
sin ilar expression 1. W e have seen that this term descrbes the adiabatic process of the
non-equilbrium conduction ekctrons. The \¢; " tem is com pktely new ; it is related to the
goatialm istracking of spins between conduction electrons and localm agnetization. W hilke
this term isknown in the physics of dom ain wall resistance {14,115, 14], i also gives rise a
non-adiabatic soin torque, the last term In Eqg. (11). At st sight, onem ight think that this
\c; " term m ay be discarded since it ism uch an aller than the \Ip; " term  (g;=hy = 10 2).
W ew illshow below that the term inalvelocity ofa dom ain wall is independent ofthe strength



of \Iy ", rather i is controlled by this am all \¢; " tem . Thus, experin ental analysis on the
dom ain wallm otion must include this new \c? tem .

Tom ake a concrete prediction on the dom ain walldynam ics from Eqg. (11), we consider a
Neeclwall in a m agnetic nanow ire whose m agnetization vector only depends on the position

along thewire, ie, M =M (x;t). The e ective eld entering Eqg. (11) ism odelkd by

HKMX

28
Here = Cut 5T M 4 M,e, + Houe, 12)

s s
where Hx is the anisotropy eld, A is the exchange constant, and 4 M , is the de-
m agnetization eld. In the presence of the soIn torque, we ollow the W alker’s prescription
of the dom ain wallm otion by introducing a tral function M ( ;’ ) where ( ; ) are polar
angles in the ©llow ng form  {17],

1 £
ro— ; = v 1
t); Intan > o X i ()d 13)

The rstequation assum esthat the profction ofthem agnetization vector in thedom ain wall
on the yz plne is Independent of the position. T he sscond equation in Eq. (13) postulates
that the dom ain wall shape ram ains a standard Neelwall form exospt that the wall w idth

W (t) varesw ith tin e and the wallm oves at velocity v (t) . By placing Egs. (13) and (12) Into
Eg. (11), and by assum ing the dom ain wallw idth changes slow Iy as in the W alker’s theory,
we can nd two coupled di erential equations for determ ining the dom ain wall distortion

parameters ’ (t) and W (). Interestingly, the expression for the velocity of the dom ain wall

at the initial application of the current is f1§]

1 H ext

vO= 172 wo

+ by + s (14)

while the temm nalvelocity of the dom ain wallis

Hext CJ
1)= — — 1
vi  v(l) W) 15)

where W (1 ) is the tem nalwall width that is slightly sm aller than the initial Neelwall
width W (0):Equations (14) and (15) reveal the di erent roles played by the adiabatic (oy
term ) and non-adiabatic (¢ tem ) spin torques: the adiabatic torque ism ost im portant at
the Initial m otion of the wall while the non-adiabatic ¢y controls the tem inal velocity of
the dom ain wall. The adiabatic torque causes the dom ain wall distortion. The distorted

dom ain wall is able to com pltely absorb the adiabatic soin angularm om entum so that the



net e ect of the adiabatic torque on the dom ain wall velocity becom es null, ie. dom ain
wall stops. In contrast, the non-adiabatic soin torque behaves as a non-uniform m agnetic

eld c;@M =@x that can sustaln a steady state wallm otion. A though the m agnitude ofthe
non-adiabatic torque ¢y is about two orders ofm agnitude an aller than adiabatic torque by,
the tem inal velocity is inversely proportional to the dam ping param eter w hich m akes the
velocity com parable to by .

F inally, we em phasize that the present study has resolved an outstandingm ystery between
the recent experin entalobservation {19]and the theoreticalprediction based on the adiabatic
soin torque. Tt has been recognized that a critical current density of the order of 10°
10'°A =am ? is required to m ove a perfect dom ain wall [§,13] ifwe only use the adiabatic spin
torque by . Experim entally, a velocity about 3 m /swas cbserved in a N Fe nanow ire when a
current density 12 10°A=am ? was applied. T his velocity had been assum ed to relate w ith
by [L9] in spite ofthe apparent qualitative and quantitative disagresm entbetw een theory and
experin ent. Here, we have pointed out that by is sin ply an initial velocity of the dom ain
wall and the m easured velocity was the tem inal velocity. For the experin ental current
density of 12  108A=am ?, the adiabatic spin torque alone is unable to sustain a constant
velocity. By including a sm all non-adiabatic torque ¢y, we nd the dom ain wall velocity is
now cy= In the absence ofthem agnetic eld, sse Eqg. (15). A though the num erical values
ofboth the exchange constant J., and the dam ping param eter are not precisely known in
ferrom agnets, we estin ate that thewallvelocity shouldbe 6 60 m /s) forthe above current
density if we use the param eters indicated before (taking = 001 01 for pem alloy).
W hilke the experin ental velocity is sn aller than our estin ated value, it is reasonable that
we do not include any defects that m ay reduce the cbserved velociy signi cantly.

T he research was supported by N SF grants EC S-0223568 and DM R -0314456.

L] M .N.Babih et al, Phys.Rev.Lett. 61, 2472 (1998).

R] L.Berger, Phys. Rev.B 54, 9353 (1996); J. Slonczew ki, J.M agn.M agn. M ater. 159, L1
(1996).

B] Y .Tserkovnyak, A .Brataas, and G .E.W .Bauer, Phys.Rev. Lett. 88, 117601 (2002).

4] R.Urban, G .W oltersdorf, and B . Heinrich, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 217204 (2001).



B] J.Ho,F.C.Khanna,and B.C .Choi, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92, 097601 (2004).

6] B.Heinrich et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 187601 (2003); E . Sin anek and B . Heinrich, Phys.
Rev.B 67, 144418 (2003).

[7] A .Brataas et al, Phys.Rev. Lett., 91, 166601 (2003).

B] G .Tatara and H .Kohno, Phys.Rev. Lett., 92, 086601 (2004).

D] Equation (7) may be written in the orm ofr?y (1= )y = £ () wherey = m, im,

is the spin density in the rotating frame, my and m, are two transverse com ponents of

b
m (perpendicular to M (r)), and = Do (=g + i= &) 1. The solution of the above
R o 0s
di erential equation is y (r) = %f @31’ For a slow Iy varying finction f %,
onem ay replace £ (% by f (r) In the integral and thusy = 2f (r), ie., one can neglkct the

rst term ofEqg. (7).

[L0] Y . T serkovnyak, G .A .Fite, and B . I. Halperin, brX iv:cond-m at/0403224.

[11] V.Kambersky, Can.J.Phys. 48, 2906 (1970).

[12] Ya.B .Bazaliy, B.A .Jones, and S .Zhang, Phys.Rev.B 57, R 3213 (1998).

[3] Z.Liand S. Zhang, to appear In Phys.Rev.B (2004).

[14] P.M .Levy and S. Zhang, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79, 5110 (1997).

[15] G .Tatara and H .Fukuyam a, Phys.Rev. Lett. 78, 3773 (1997).

[l6] E.Simn anek, Phys.Rev.B 63, 224412 (2001).

7] N.L.Schryerand L.R .W aker, J.Appl Phys. 45, 5406 (1974).

[18] TheW aker's trial function breaksdown at a very high current density at least 10°A =an 2, see
2

Ref. Bland [13]. Here we assum e the current is am aller than 10°A =am 2.

[L9] A .Yam aguchiet al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92, 077205 (2004).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403224

