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Q uantum M echanics ofSpin Transfer in Ferrom agnetic M ultilayers
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W e use a quantum m echanicaltreatm ent of a ballistic spin current to describe novelaspects

ofspin transfer to a ferrom agnetic m ultilayer. W e dem onstrate quantum phenom ena from spin

transm ission resonance (STR) to m agnetoelectric spin echo (M ESE),depending on the coupling

between them agneticm om entsin theferrom agneticthin �lm s.O urcalculation revealsnew channels

through which the zero spin transferoccursin m ultilayers:the STR and M ESE.W e also illustrate

thatcounter-intuitively,a negative spin torque can actinitially on the second m om entin a bilayer

system .

PACS num bers:75.70.A k,72.25.-b,85.75.-d

Thephenom enon ofspin transfer[1,2]hasresulted in

a recent wave ofprogress[3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]to

study interactions between spin-polarized electrons and

a m agnetic m om ent in a ferrom agnetic � lm . However,

thephysicsofspin transferstillhasnotbeen fully appre-

ciated quantum m echanically. The underlying principle

forthisphenom enon isangularm om entum conservation.

Sincetheincom ingelectronsarespin-� ltered by them ag-

neticm om ent,asareactiontothe� lteringe� ectthem ag-

neticm om entbecom estilted to align along thedirection

oftheincom ingspin.Thisalignm entisalsoknown asthe

spin torque because ofthe associated m om ent change.

However,spin is a quantum m echanicalconcept while

torque isa classicalquantity. These disparate viewsare

reconciled sincespin istransferredquantum m echanically

from theincom ingelectronstothem agneticm om ent,but

the e� ecton the m om entappearsin a classicalm anner.

In thispaper,wedem onstratesom equantum m echanical

aspectsofthespin transferin a ferrom agneticm ultilayer

by adopting an adiabatic approxim ation to describe the

dualelectron spin/ferrom agneticm om entsystem .

Two very interesting quantum m echanicalphenom ena

in these problem s are the spin transm ission resonance

(STR) [12]and the m agnetoelectric spin echo (M ESE)

e� ect [13]. The STR is due to quantum interference

ofthe right-m oving (transm itted) and left-m oving (re-


 ected)electron wavefunctionsin theferrom agnetic� lm .

O n the other hand,the M ESE is a consequence ofthe

tim e reversalsym m etry between the two m agnetic m o-

m ents. The STR and M ESE have som e sim ilarities as

wellas di� erences between them . Both phenom ena oc-

cur with e�ectively zero spin transfer to the m om ents.

However,as we elucidate below,the physics governing

the two phenom ena isquite di� erent.

First,STR can occurnotonly in a m ultilayersystem

but also in a single ferrom agnetic � lm while the M ESE

can only takeplacein am ultilayersystem .ForSTR,res-

onance ofthe electron wave function is essential,while

for the M ESE we require an anti-sym m etric con� gura-

tion between thetwo m agneticm om entsallthe tim e.In

thisway thespin current,onceabsorbed by the� rstm o-

m ent,can be generated by the second m om ent.Thatis,

thesecond m om entplaystheroleofa spin battery.Con-

sequently,a stronginteraction between thetwom om ents

isnecessary forthe M ESE while STR ism oreorlessin-

sensitive to the m om ent-m om entinteraction. M oreover

speci� cvaluesofthekineticenergy oftheincom ing elec-

trons are required for STR;this is not the case for the

M ESE.

To accountforboth STR and the M ESE,weconsider

a sim plem odelHam iltonian fortwo single-dom ain ferro-

m agnetic� lm swith allkey interactionsincluded

H =
p2

2m
� 2JH

2X

i= 1

M i� s�
JM


0
M 1 � M2 ; (1)

wherem istheelectron m ass,JH isthecouplingbetween

the m agnetic m om ent and the incom ing electron spins,

JM isthe coupling between the m om ents,and 
0 isthe

gyrom agnetic ratio. W e considerthe ballistic regim e as

in Refs.[12,13].

The m agnetic m om ents M 1 and M 2 in the m agnetic

m ultilayersareassum ed to originatefrom thelocalspins

in thesam eferrom agnetswith aconstantm agnitudeM 0.

ThedirectionsofM 1 and M 2 atagiven tim eare(�1;�1)

and (�2; �2),respectively,and are subjectto the inter-

actions. In the Ham iltonian Eq.(1), the second term

transfersthe electron spin to the m agnetic m om entsvia

the spin 
 ip process while the third term controls the

relativeorientation ofM 1 and M 2.

O riginsofthecouplingbetween them agneticm om ents

aretheexchangeinteraction and am agneticdipoleinter-

action.Thee� ectivecoupling isdeterm ined by thecom -

petition between the two interactionsdepending on the

distancebetween the m agneticm om ents.A sim ple eval-

uation ofthem agneticinteraction energy showsthatthe

anti-parallelcon� guration is m ore stable than the par-

allelcase when the distance between the two ferrom ag-

netic � lm s is larger than the atom ic scale. For exam -

ple,forone-dim ensionaluniform ferrom agnetsoflength

L separated by the distance d,the m agnetic dipole in-

teraction energy isapproxim ately � 2M 2

0
=L2d forparal-
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FIG .1: (Color online) Q uantum m echanicalproblem asso-

ciated with the spin transfer to a ferrom agnetic m ultilayer.

Here m i = M i=M 0. Regions II and IV represent the ferro-

m agnetic �lm s with thickness L1 and L2,respectively. Note

that x1 = L1,x2 = L1 + d,and x3 = L1 + d + L2 where d

is the thickness ofa spacer. Regions I,III,and V are non-

ferrom agnetic.

lel(+ ) and anti-parallel(� ) con� gurations. For two-

dim ensionaluniform ferrom agnets with size of L � L,

theenergy isabout� 8M 2

0
ln(L=d)=L3.Aswem entioned

earlier,a necessary condition for the M ESE is that the

twom om entsrem ain anti-parallelforalltim es.ThusJM
m ustbenegativewith m agnitudelargecom pared to JH .

O therwise,thespin torquewillalign easilyboth m om ents

parallelto the initialdirection ofthe incom ing spin;the

M ESE can no longeroccur.

W e show in Fig.1 the geom etry ofthe problem . The

incidentdirection oftheelectronsisin thepositiveX di-

rection,and thetwo� lm sareplaced perpendiculartothis

direction,in theYZ plane.Translationalsym m etry isas-

sum ed in theplane.Therefore,theproblem ise� ectively

one-dim ensionalas in Refs.[9,12];this is a reasonable

approxim ation in theballisticregim e.Itisalso assum ed

thatregionsI,III,and V arenon-ferrom agneticand are

the sam e in nature for sim plicity. W hen we solve for

the dynam ics ofthe m agnetic m om entswe use the adi-

abatic approxim ation. W hile this is applicable in m ost

cases,itshould be used with caution forthe M ESE be-

cause the m agnetic m om entswilloscillate rapidly ifthe

m om ent-m om entcoupling is large. The applicability of

the adiabatic approxim ation requires the tim e scale for

the electrons to be m uch shorter than that ofthe m o-

m ents.

In principle,onecan useany basissetto representthe

wave functions in each region. For exam ple,one could

use the spin-up/down state j� iin the lab fram e forthe

basis. However,using the rightbasis m akes the calcu-

lations m uch easier. W e introduce eigenstates j��iand

j��i ofthe interactions 2JH s� M1 and 2JH s� M2 such

that2JH s� M1j��i= � JH M 0j��iand 2JH s� M2j��i=

� JH M 0j��i. Using the eigenstates of the interaction,

we can representthe wave function in each region. W e

em phasizethatthisprocedurecan besystem atically gen-

eralized to a system with m oreferrom agnetic� lm s.

The wave functionsin regionsI,II,III,IV,and V can

be written asfollows:

j Ii = j+ ieikx +
X

�= ";#

R �j��ih��j+ ie
�ikx

j IIi =
X

�= ";#

�
A �e

ik� x + B �e
�ik � x

�
j��ih��j+ i

j IIIi =
X

�= ";#

T�j��ih��j+ ie
ikx

+
X

�= ";#

R
0

�j��ih��j+ ie
�ikx

j IV i =
X

�= ";#

�
A
0

�e
ik� x + B

0

�e
�ik � x

�
j��ih��j+ i

j V i =
X

�= ";#

T
0

�j��ih��j+ ie
ikx (2)

The coe� cientsR � to T 0
� are determ ined by the bound-

ary conditionsatx = 0,L1,L1 + d,and L1 + d+ L2.In

general,the coe� cients depend on the directionsofthe

m om ents in the m agnetic m ultilayer. Ifdi� erent bases

areused to expand thewavefunctionsofeach region,the

coe� cientswillbechanged.However,thewavefunctions

rem ain thesam e.Sinceexpressionsofthecoe� cientsare

too long,wedo notshow them here.Instead,weexplain

im portantpropertiesassociated with thecoe� cientsand

the wave functions,below,forthe extrem e cases: i)the

STR with no dipoleinteraction and ii)theM ESE with a

strong dipole interaction.

Under the STR condition,the ferrom agnetic � lm be-

com es transparent to the incom ing spins [12]. O ne

set of conditions that is required is that L1 = 2nL00

(n = 1;2;� � �) for an energy ratio � = 5=4. Here

L00 = �=
p
2m JH M 0 isatypicallength scaleoftheferro-

m agnetic� lm and � istheratio oftheincom ing electron

energy k2=2m to the interaction energy JH M 0. If we

have the STR condition only forthe � rst� lm in region

II,T" = T# so thatthe spin state ofthe forward-m oving

wave in region III is the sam e as that ofthe incident

wave. But,unlike the single layercase,R � 6= 0 because

the wave function in region III is partially re
 ected at

x2 = L1+ d and there
 ected wavecan then passthrough

the� rst� lm in reverse(thesam eSTR condition applies).

W epointoutthateven in thiscaseR � 6= R 0
� becausethe

m agneticm om entsarenotnecessarilyparalleltoeach an-

other.SupposeSTR takesplaceonly in region IV where

the second � lm resides.Then clearly R0� = 0 so thatno

wave is re
 ected at x2. Nevertheless,T 0

"
6= T 0

#
because

the forward-m oving wavein region IIIhasboth j+ iand
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j� i com ponents. Each spin com ponent passes through

thesecond � lm freely dueto theSTR condition in region

IV.Thism eansthatthe� lm istransparentto two di� er-

ently spin-polarized electron beam sunderthesam eSTR

condition. W hen we have the STR condition for both

� lm s,T" = T# aswellasT
0

"
= T 0

#
and R � = R 0

� = 0 as

expected.

The other interesting lim it results in the M ESE.In

this case the coupling between m om ents is very large,

and antiferrom agnetic.W e � nd T0
"
= T 0

#
so thatthe net

spin transfer is zero because the spin state in region V

is the sam e as that ofthe incom ing electrons. It is in

thissensethattheM ESE issim ilarto theSTR forboth

� lm s. However, if the two � lm s also satisfy the STR

condition,then them om entsnolongerrotatein response

tothespin current,sotheresultism oreproperlythought

of as an STR,occurring twice, once in each � lm . In

allcases we have discussed so far the 
 ux is conserved

in each region while the spin currentisnotbecause the

spin torque acting on the m agnetic m om ent in region

II(IV)isequivalenttothespin currentdi� erencebetween

region Iand III(and between IIIand V).The netspin

torqueactingon them ultilayersystem isthespin current

di� erencebetween region Iand V.Later,wewilldescribe

the dynam ics ofthe m agnetic m om ents in term ofthe

spin current.

Theequationsofm otion ofthetwo m agneticm om ents

M 1 and M 2 are

dM 1

dt
= 2JH M 1 � h IIjsj IIi+ JM M 1 � M 2

dM 2

dt
= 2JH M 2 � h IV jsj IV i+ JM M 2 � M 1 :(3)

Note that di� erent wave functions are used to evalu-

ate the spin expectation valuesfor the equationsofthe

m om ents. W e use dim ensionless units as in Ref. [12],

where m i = M i=M 0 and the tim e is � = j0t, where

j0 = N eL00=(m Slocal) is the one-dim ensional current

with thenum berofincom ingelectronsN e perunitlength

and Slocal = M 0=
0. In these units,the coupling con-

stant due to the m agnetic dipole interaction becom es

� = (Slocal=2N eL00)JM =JH . Now the equationsofm o-

tion form i becom e

dm ix

d�
= � �im izm ix + 
im iy + � (m i� m j)x

dm iy

d�
= � �im izm iy � 
im ix + � (m i� m j)y

dm iz

d�
= �i

�
1� m

2

iz

�
+ � (m i� m j)z ; (4)

wherei;j= 1;2 (i6= j),

�i =
1

2

Z

dx Im
�
C
�

i#Ci"

�


i =
1

2

Z

dx Re
�
C
�

i#Ci"

�
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Fig.2 ( Kim and Marsiglio )
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FIG .2: (Color online) The tim e evolution ofthe m agnetic

m om ents (solid curves)and the spin torque (dashed curves)

on the m om entsfor� = 5=4,L1 = 2:6L00,L2 = 2:4L00,and

d = L00.No m agnetic dipole interaction isincluded (� = 0).

The initialvalue ofthe m om ents is m 1 = � m 2 = (0;1;0).

The spin torque on m 1z is N 1zx = Q I;zx � Q III;zx and the

torque on m 2z isN 2zx = Q III;zx � Q V ;zx

with C1� = A �e
ik� x + B �e

�ik � x, C2� = A 0
�e

ik� x +

B 0
�e

�ik � x. The integration range for �i and 
i is given

by thethicknessofthecorrespondingferrom agnetic� lm .

As we m entioned earlier,another way to understand

the dynam icsisusing the spin currenttensor;

Q ij =
s

2im

"

h j�i@jj i� h:c

#

; (5)

wheres= 1=2 istheelectron spin.Thespin currentin a

particularregion can be calculated using the wavefunc-

tion in the region. The tim e evolution ofthe m agnetic

m om entisgoverned by the spin torque which isthe net

spin 
 ux absorbed by the m om ent[9].Forexam ple,the

tim e evolution ofm 1z and m 2z is determ ined by N 1zx

and N 2zx,respectively,where N 1zx = Q I;zx � Q III;zx

and N 2zx = Q III;zx � Q V;zx. For a wave function

j i =

�
a1

a2

�

eikx +

�
b1

b2

�

e�ikx ,the spin current be-

com es

Q xx =
k

m
fRe[a�

1
a2]� Re[b�

1
b2]g

Q yx =
k

m
fIm [a�

1
a2]� Im [b�

1
b2]g

Q zx =
k

2m

��
ja1j

2
� ja2j

2
�
�
�
jb1j

2
� jb2j

2
�	

: (6)

The com ponents ai and bi are given by the wave func-

tions in the regionsI,III,and V;nam ely,ai (bi) is the

forward-m oving (backward-m oving)com ponent,respec-

tively.Forexam ple,in region III,a1 =
P

�
T�jh+ j��ij

2,
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a2 =
P

�
T�h� j��ih��j+ i, b1 =

P

�
R 0
�jh+ j��ij

2, and

b2 =
P

�
R 0
�h� j��ih��j+ i.

W e solved Eq.(4) for a typicalcase with � = 5=4,

L1=L00 = 2:6,L2=L00 = 2:4,and d=L00 = 1. The m ag-

neticdipoleinteraction issetto zero (� = 0)buta sm all

interaction (j�j< 1) gives a sim ilar result. The initial

direction ofm 1 = (0;1;0)and m 2 = (0;� 1;0).In Fig.2,

we plotm 1z and m 2z asthe solid curveswith the corre-

sponding labels. Based on the single layeranalogy,one

could expectthatm 1 and m 2 end up aligning with the

electron spin currentalong the Z direction. The behav-

ior ofm 1 does follow this naive expectation except for

a dip near� = 22,However,the initialdynam icsofm 2

isunexpected;the m agnetic m om entinitially acquiresa

m om entin the negative Z direction,anti-parallelto the

incom ing spin current.

W ealso plotthespin torqueacting on them om entsas

dashed curveswith labels. The behaviorofthe torques

explainsthedynam icsofthem agneticm om ents.M ostly

a positive spin torque isapplied to m 1 so thatitaligns

along the Z direction m ore or lessm onotonically (there

isa sm alldip in thetorquewhich correspondsto thedip

in the m 1z curve m entioned above). O n the otherhand

m 2 m ovesbelow the XY plane due to a negative torque

up to � = 8.Then a positive torquebeginsacting on m 2

untilthe m agneticm om entalignsto the Z direction.

A second case is one in which a strong m agnetic

dipole interaction exists between the two � lm s: M ESE.

In Fig.3,we plot the num ericalresults for � = � 500,

� = 15,L1=L00 = L2=L00 = 2,and d=L00 = 1. W e use

a large energy for the incom ing electron to ensure the

applicability ofthe adiabatic approxim ation. The solid

oscillatorycurveswith labelsarethetim eevolution ofthe

m agnetic m om ents. The dashed line isthe spin current

in region Iand V while the dashed (oscillatory)curve is

the spin current in region III.For the M ESE,the spin

torque is not com pletely equivalent to the spin current

di� erence because the m agnetic dipole interaction also

contributesto thetorque.Nevertheless,thespin current

stillprovidesusefulinform ation forthe dynam icsofthe

m om ents. As shown in Fig.3,Q I;zx � Q III;zx is posi-

tive.Thisindicatesthatthe spin currentisabsorbed by

m 1.O n the otherhand,Q III;zx � Q V;zx isnegativebut

jQ III;zx � Q V;zxj= jQ I;zx � Q III;zxj.Consequently,the

exactly sam evalueofthespin currentisgenerated by m 2

because ofthe tim e reversalsym m etry between the two

m om ents.Thisiswhy e� ectively zero spin istransferred

forthe M ESE.

Asdiscussed in Ref.[13],thethicknessofthetwo � lm s

should be the sam e. Brataasetal. estim ated the e� ect

ofthe thickness m ism atch. W e quantify this e� ect by

calculating (Q I;zx � Q V;zx)=Q I;zx for given param eters.

For the sam e param eters except for � = 10,we found

thata 2% m ism atch (L2=L00 = 2:04)gives0:3% ofthe

spin transferon the tim e scale ofFig.3 (� = 20)while

a 5% m ism atch yields 1:7% ofthe spin transfer on this

0 5 10 15 20
τ

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

m
1z

 ( 
m

2z
 ) 

or
 Q

zx
 in

  I
, I

II,
 a

nd
 V

Fig.3 ( Kim and Marsiglio )

m1z

m2z

FIG .3: (Color online) The tim e evolution ofm 1z and m 2z

(solid curves)forM ESE with � = � 500,� = 15,L 1 = 2L00,

L2 = 2L00,and d = L00.The dashed line isthe spin current

in region Iand V whilethedashed curveisthespin currentin

region III.The initialvalue ofthe m om entsism 1 = � m 2 =

(1=
p

3;1=
p

3;1=
p

3).

tim e scale. A longertim e scale ofcourse leads to m ore

spin transfer.W e also found thatthe spin transferisin-

sensitiveto� (forlargevalues),and thatif� isincreased,

the spin transferisdecreased forthe sam etim e scale.

In sum m ary we have studied quantum m echanicalas-

pectsofthe spin transferto ferrom agneticbilayers.O ur

form ulation is readily generalized to m ultilayers. The

physics ofthe spin transfer in the m ultilayers is gener-

ically di� erent from that ofa single layer. W e dem on-

strated novelquantum m echanicalfeatureswhich can oc-

cur only in the m ultilayersystem such as negative spin

torqueand m agnetoelectricspin echo (M ESE).Thespin

transm ission resonance (STR) in a m ultilayeris also il-

lustrated.O urcalculation revealsnew channelsthrough

which the zero spin transfer occurs in m ultilayers: the

STR and M ESE.In spite ofirregularities in realm ate-

rials,we expect to see som e ofthe qualitative features

described here.
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