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Quantum M echanics of Spin Transfer in Ferrom agnetic M ultilayers
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W e use a quantum m echanical treatm ent of a ballistic spin current to describe novel aspects
of spin 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 ents in the ferrom agneticthin In s. O urcalculation revealsnew channels
through which the zero spin transfer occurs in m ultilayers: the STR and M ESE . W e also illustrate
that counter-ntuiively, a negative spin torque can act initially on the second m om ent in a bilayer

system .

PACS numbers: 75.70 Ak,72.25.D,85.75.d

T he phenom enon of spin transfer 'E.', :_2] has resulted in
a recent wave of progress [3, :ff, id, :@', -r:/:, rg, :fj, :_l-(_)', -'_1-14'] to
study interactions between spin-polarized electrons and
a magnetic mom ent In a ferrom agnetic In . However,
the physics of soin transfer stillhasnot been fully appre—
ciated quantum m echanically. T he underlying principle
for thisphenom enon is angularm om entum conservation.
Since the incom ing electrons are soin— ltered by them ag-
neticm om ent, asa reaction to the leringe ectthem ag—
neticm om ent becom es tilted to align along the direction
ofthe Incom Ing spin. T hisalignm ent isalso known asthe
soin torque because of the associated m om ent change.
However, soin is a quantum m echanical concgpt whilke
torque is a classical quantiy. T hese disparate view s are
reconciled since spin is transferred quantum m echanically
from the Incom Ing electronsto them agneticm om ent, but
the e ect on the m om ent appears in a classicalm anner.
In thispaper, we dem onstrate som e quantum m echanical
aspects of the spin transfer in a ferrom agneticm utilayer
by adopting an adiabatic approxin ation to describe the
dualelectron spin/ferrom agnetic m om ent system .

Two very interesting quantum m echanicalphenom ena
In these problem s are the spin tranam ission resonance
(STR) [l4] and the m agnetoelectric spin echo M ESE)
e ect :_[l_‘B]. The STR is due to quantum interference
of the right-m oving (tranam itted) and left-m oving (re—

ected) electron w ave fiinctions in the ferrom agnetic Im .
On the other hand, the M ESE is a consequence of the
tin e reversal sym m etry between the two m agnetic m o—
ments. The STR and M ESE have som e sim ilarities as
well as di erences between them . Both phenom ena oc—
cur wih e ectively zero spin transfer to the m om ents.
However, as we elucidate below, the physics goverming
the two phenom ena is quite di erent.

First, STR can occur not only in a m ultilayer system
but also In a single ferrom agnetic In whilk the M ESE
can only takeplace n a m ultilayer system . For STR , res—
onance of the electron wave fiinction is essential, while
for the M ESE we require an antisymm etric con gura—
tion between the two m agnetic m om ents allthe tine. In
thisway the soin current, once absorbed by the rstm o—

m ent, can be generated by the second m om ent. T hat is,
the second m om ent plays the role ofa spin battery. Con—
sequently, a strong interaction betw een the two m om ents
isnecessary forthe M ESE while STR ism ore or less in—
sensitive to the m om ent-m om ent Interaction. M oreover
soeci cvalues ofthe kinetic energy of the Incom ing elec—
trons are required for STR; this is not the case for the
MESE.

To account for both STR and the M ESE, we consider
a sin plem odelH am ittonian for two single-dom ain ferro—
m agnetic In swith allkey interactions inclided

J,
MM 1
2m - 0

M ; @)
wherem isthe electronm ass, Jy is the coupling betw een
the m agnetic m om ent and the incom ing electron spins,
Ju is the coupling between the m om ents, and  is the
gyrom agnetic ratio. W e consider the ballistic regin e as
n Refs. 14, 13].

ThemagneticmomentsM ; and M , in the m agnetic
m ultilayers are assum ed to originate from the localspins
In the sam e ferrom agnetsw ith a constantm agnitudeM o .
ThedirectionsofM ; andM ,; atagiventineare ( 1; 1)
and (2; 2), respectively, and are sub Ect to the Inter-
actions. In the Ham iltonian Eq. @), the second temm
transfers the electron soin to the m agnetic m om ents via
the spin i process whilke the third temn ocontrols the
relative orientation ofM ; and M ;.

O rigins ofthe coupling betw een the m agneticm om ents
are the exchange interaction and a m agnetic dipole inter—
action. Thee ective coupling is determm ined by the com —
petition between the two interactions depending on the
distance between the m agneticm om ents. A sinple eval-
uation ofthe m agnetic interaction energy show s that the
antiparallel con guration is m ore stable than the par-
allel case when the distance between the two ferrom ag—
netic Ins is lJarger than the atom ic scale. For exam —
ple, r onedim ensional uniform ferrom agnets of length
L separated by the distance d, the m agnetic dipole in-
teraction energy is approxim ately 2M 2=L2d for paral


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407365v1

FIG.1l: (Colr online) Quantum m echanical problem asso—
ciated w ith the spin transfer to a ferrom agnetic m ultilayer.
Herem ; = M ;=M (. Regions IT and IV represent the ferro-
m agnetic In s with thickness L; and L, respectively. N ote
that x; = L1, %X, = L1+ d,and x3 = L1+ d+ L, whered
is the thickness of a spacer. Regions I, ITT, and V are non-—
ferrom agnetic.

kel +) and antiparalkel ( ) con gurations. For two-—
din ensional uniform ferrom agnets wih size of L. L,
the energy isabout 8M £ h (L=d)=L°>. A swem entioned
earlier, a necessary condition for the M ESE is that the
twom om ents ram aln antiparallel for alltim es. T hus Jy

m ust be negative w ith m agniude large com pared to Jy .
O therw ise, the spin torque w illalign easily both m om ents
parallel to the initial direction of the incom ing soin; the
M ESE can no longer occur.

W e show in Fig.1 the geom etry of the problem . The
Incident direction ofthe electrons is in the positive X di-
rection,and thetwo In sareplaced perpendicularto this
direction, In the Y Z plane. Translationalsym m etry isas—
sum ed in the plane. T herefore, the problem ise ectively
one-din ensional as In Refs. E'gl, :_fZ_i]; this is a reasonable
approxin ation in the ballistic regin e. It is also assum ed
that regions I, ITT, and V are non-ferrom agnetic and are
the sam e in nature for sin plicity. W hen we solve for
the dynam ics of the m agnetic m om ents we use the adi-
abatic approxin ation. W hile this is applicable in m ost
cases, i should be used w ith caution for the M ESE be-
cause the m agnetic m om ents w ill oscillate rapidly if the
m om ent-m om ent coupling is large. T he applicability of
the adiabatic approxin ation requires the tin e scale for
the electrons to be much shorter than that of the mo—
m ents.

In principle, one can use any basis set to represent the
wave functions In each region. For exam ple, one could
use the spin—up/down state j 1 in the lab fram e for the
basis. However, using the right basis m akes the calcu-

lJations m uch easier. W e introduce eigenstates § i and
j 1 ofthe Interactions 2Jy s M; and 2Jy s M, such
that2dg s M;j i= JgMyj iand2Jgs Myj i=

Jg M oj 1. Ushg the eigenstates of the interaction,
we can represent the wave function in each region. W e
em phasize that this procedure can be system atically gen—
eralized to a system w ith m ore ferrom agnetic Imn s.

T he wave fiinctions in regions I, IT,ITT, IV, and V can
be w ritten as follow s:

. X .
ji= i+ R j ih 3 de **
X o ,
j i = Aed*ip e * 5 i i
=";#
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J i = T j ih 3*'lelkx
=";#
X .
+ R%9 ih 3 de *=
=";#
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=

The coe cientsR  to T are determ ined by the bound—
ary conditionsatx= 0,L;,L;+ d,and L; + d+ L,. In

general, the coe cients depend on the directions of the

mom ents In the m agnetic m ultilayer. If di erent bases
are used to expand the wave functions ofeach region, the
coe clientsw illbe changed. H ow ever, the w ave functions
rem ain the sam e. Since expressions ofthe coe cientsare
too long, we do not show them here. Instead, we explain

In portant properties associated w ith the coe cients and

the wave functions, below , for the extrem e cases: i) the
STR w ih no dipole interaction and ii) theM ESE wih a

strong dipole interaction.

Under the STR condition, the ferrom agnetj;c In be-
com es transparent to the incom ing spins [_lﬁ] One
set of conditions that is required is that L, 2nLgg
n = 1;2; ) for an energy ratio = 5=4.
Loo= = 2mJyM ( isa typicallength scale ofthe ferro—
magnetic In and isthe ratio ofthe incom ing electron
energy k?=2m to the interaction energy Jy M (. Ifwe
have the STR condition only forthe »st In in region
II, Tn = T4 so that the spin state of the forward-m oving
wave In region ITT is the sam e as that of the incident
wave. But, unlke the singke layer case, R 6 0 because
the wave function In region ITT is partially re ected at
X, = L1+ dand the re ected wave can then pass through
the rst In in reverse (the sam e STR condition applies).
W e point out that even i thiscaseR 6 R° because the
m agneticm om ents are not necessarily parallelto each an—
other. Suppose STR takesplace only in region IV where
the second In resides. Then clearly R® = 0 so that no
wave is re ected at % . Neverthelss, T) 6 T because
the forward-m oving wave in region ITT hasboth # i and

Here



j i com ponents. Each spin com ponent passes through
the second In freely due to the STR condition in region
IV .Thism eansthat the In istransparenttotwodi er-
ently soin-polarized electron beam s under the sam e STR
condition. W hen we have the STR condition for both

Ins, T = T4 aswellasT)= T)andR = R® = 0 as
expected.

T he other interesting lim it results n the MESE. In
this case the coupling between m om ents is very large,
and antiferrom agnetic. W e nd T = T, so that the net
soin transfer is zero because the spin state in region V
is the sam e as that of the incom ing electrons. It is in
this sense that the M ESE is sim ilar to the STR forboth

Ins. However, if the two Ins also satisfy the STR
condition, then them om entsno Ionger rotate in response
to the spin current, so the result ism ore properly thought
of as an STR, occurring twice, once In each In. In
all cases we have discussed so far the ux is conserved
In each region while the soin current is not because the
sodn torque acting on the m agnetic m om ent in region
IT(IV ) isequivalent to the spin current di erencebetw een
region I and ITT (@nd between ITT and V). The net spin
torque acting on them ultilayer system isthe spin current
di erencebetween region Tand V .Later, we w illdescribe
the dynam ics of the m agnetic m om ents in term of the
spin current.

T he equations ofm otion ofthe two m agneticm om ents
M, andM , are

a L.
= 2Jg M1 hirBjrritIdwMi1 Mo
dt
a . )
& = 2JgM,2 hwB)jwitIuM2 M1:03)

Note that di erent wave fiinctions are used to evalu—
ate the spin expectation values for the equations of the
mom ents. W e use din ensionless units as in Ref. t_lZ_;],
wherem ; = M ;=M § and the tine is = 3t, where
Jo = NegLgo=m Sioca1) is the one-dim ensional current
w ith the num berof incom ing electronsN . perunit length
and Sica1 = M o= o. In these units, the coupling con-
stant due to the m agnetic dipole interaction becom es

= (B1ca1™N Lgg)Jy =Jy . Now the equations ofm o—
tion form ; becom e
dm i
o MM+ Mgy + M mo§),
dm iy
. MMy Mgt Mg mog),
drn.
d—u: 11 mi + @i omy), @)
where ;5= 1;2 16 J),
Z
1
i = E dX:ﬁ'ﬂ. Ci#ci"
Z
1
i = E dx Re Cj_#ci"
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The tin e evolution of the m agnetic
m om ents (solid curves) and the spin torque (dashed curves)
on themoments for = 5=4,L; = 2:©6Loo, Lz = 2:4Lgo, and
d= Lgo.Nomagnetic dipole Interaction is incuded ( = 0).
The initial value of themoments ism; = m, = (0;1;0).
The spin torqueon m 1, ISNi1zx = Qr1;2x  Qrrr;2x and the
torque on m », jSNZZX = QIII;ZX QV;ZX

with ¢; = A e*¥*+B ek %, ¢c, = abek x4
B%e ¥ ¥, The integration range ©or ; and ; is given
by the thickness of the corresponding ferrom agnetic In .
A s we m entioned earlier, another way to understand
the dynam ics is using the soin current tensor;
" #
= S . 55 .
Qij_Ehji@j]l hc ; 5)
where s = 1=2 isthe electron soin. The spin current n a
particular region can be calculated using the wave func—
tion in the region. The tin e evolution of the m agnetic
m om ent is govemed by the spin torque which is the net
spin  ux absorbed by the m om ent :_[9] For exam ple, the
tin e evolution ofm 1, and m,, is determ ined by N 1,4
and N .y, resgpectively, where Ni,x = Q I;zx Q1r1;zx
and N,y = Qrrr2x Qv;zx . For a wave finction
ay oikx 4 b

az by

ji= e **  the spin current be-

com es
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The com ponents a; and by are given by the wave func-
tions in the regions I, ITT, and V; nam ely, a; (o) is the
forward-m oving (packw ard-m oving) oonbponent, respec—
tively. For exam ple, In region III, a; = T 3 if,



az =p Th i ih i, b = R+ 3 i¥, and
b = R°h j§ ih 1.

W e solved Eqg. (:4) for a typicalcase with = 5=4,
Li=Lgo = 2:6, Ly=Lgo = 2:4, and d=Lgyy = 1. Themag—
netic dipole Interaction isset to zero ( = 0) buta small
Interaction (j j< 1) gives a sim ilar result. The iniial
direction ofm; = (0;1;0) andm, = (0; 1;0). mFi.2,
wepltm i, and m,, asthe solid curves w ith the corre-
soonding labels. Based on the singlk layer analogy, one
could expect that m ; and m , end up aligning w ith the
electron spin current along the Z direction. T he behav—
jor of m ; does follow this naive expectation except for
a dip near = 22, However, the initial dynam ics ofm,
is unexpected; the m agnetic m om ent initially acquires a
m om ent in the negative Z direction, antiparallel to the
incom Ing spin current.

W e also plot the spin torque acting on them om ents as
dashed curves w ith labels. T he behavior of the torques
explains the dynam ics of the m agnetic m om ents. M ostly
a positive spin torque is applied to m ; so that it aligns
along the Z direction m ore or less m onotonically (there
isa an alldip in the torque which corresponds to the dip
in them ;, curve m entioned above). O n the other hand
m , moves below the XY plane due to a negative torque
up to = 8. Then a positive torque begins acting on m,
until the m agnetic m om ent aligns to the Z direction.

A second case is one In which a strong m agnetic
dipole interaction exists between the two Ins: MESE.
In Fig. 3, we plot the num erical results for = 500,

= 15, L1=Lgo = Ly=Lgg = 2, and d=L00 = 1. Weus
a large energy for the incom ing electron to ensure the
applicability of the adiabatic approxin ation. The solid
oscillatory curvesw ith labelsare the tin e evolution ofthe
m agnetic m om ents. T he dashed line is the spin current
In region I and V while the dashed (oscillatory) curve is
the spin current in region ITI. For the M ESE, the soin
torque is not com plktely equivalent to the spin current
di erence because the m agnetic dipole interaction also
contributes to the torque. N evertheless, the soin current
still provides useful inform ation for the dynam ics of the
moments. As shown In Fig. 3, Q1;2x  Qrrr;2x IS posi-
tive. T his indicates that the spin current is absorbed by
m ;.0n theotherhand, Qr11;2x Qv ;zx 1S negative but
:QIII;zx QV;zxj= :QI;zx QIII;ZX j- COHSEquentJyl the
exactly sam e value ofthe spin current isgenerated by m ,
because of the tim e reversal sym m etry between the two
moments. Thisiswhy e ectively zero soin is transferred
fortheM ESE .

A sdiscussed in Ref. [_l-§'], the thicknessofthetwo Ins
should be the sam e. Brataas et al. estim ated the e ect
of the thickness m ism atch. W e quantify this e ect by
ca]cu]at'jng (Q I;zx Q Vizx )=Q I;zx or gjyen param eters.
For the sam e param eters except or = 10, we ound
that a 2% misnatch L;=Lgg = 2:04) gives 0:3% of the
soin transfer on the tine scale of Fig. 3 ( = 20) whik
a 5% migmn atch yields 1:7% of the soin transfer on this
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The tim e evolution ofm 1, and m 3,
(solid curves) orM ESE with = 500, = 15,L1 = 2Lgo,
L, = 2Lgo, and d= Lo . The dashed line is the spin current
In region Iand V while the dashed curve is the spin current in
reg%'prl II%'J;he ilpj_ijalvahe ofthemomentsismi:1= m, =
1= 3;1= 3;1= 3).

tin e scale. A longer tim e scale of course leads to m ore
soin transfer. W e also found that the soin transfer is in—
sensitiveto  (brlargevalues), and that if isincreased,
the spin transfer is decreased for the sam e tin e scale.

In summ ary we have studied quantum m echanicalas—
pects of the spin transfer to ferrom agnetic bilayers. O ur
form ulation is readily generalized to multilayers. The
physics of the spin transfer in the m ultilayers is gener—
ically di erent from that of a single layer. W e dem on-
strated novelquantum m echanical featuresw hich can oc—
cur only In the multilayer system such as negative soin
torque and m agnetoelectric spin echo M ESE).The spin
tranam ission resonance (STR) in a mulilyer is also il
lustrated. O ur calculation reveals new channels through
which the zero spin transfer occurs In m ultilayers: the
STR and M ESE . In spite of irregularities in realm ate—
rials, we expect to see som e of the qualitative features
described here.
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