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A selfconsistent theory ofthe current-induced switching ofm agnetization using nonequilibrium

K eldysh form alism is developed for a junction of two ferrom agnets separated by a nonm agnetic

spacer in the ballistic lim it. It is shown that the spin-transfer torques responsible for current-

induced switching ofm agnetization can be calculated from �rst principles in a steady state when

the m agnetization ofthe switching m agnetisstationary.A steady state isachieved when the spin-

transfertorque,proportionalto biasvoltagein thelinearresponseregim e,isbalanced by thetorque

dueto anisotropy �elds.Thespin-transfertorqueisexpressed in term sofone-electron surfaceG reen

functionsforthejunction cutinto two independentpartsby a cleavageplaneim m ediately to theleft

and rightoftheswitching m agnet.ThesurfaceG reen functionsarecalculated using a tight-binding

Ham iltonian with param etersdeterm ined from a �tto an ab initio band structure.Thistreatm ent

yields the spin transfer torques taking into account rigorously contributions from allthe parts of

the junction. The spin-transfer torque has two com ponents,one with the torque vector Tk in the

planecontaining them agnetizationsofthe two m agnetic layersand anotherwith thetorquevector

T? perpendicular to this plane. It is shown that,in general,Tk and T? m ay be com parable in

m agnitude and they both tend to �nite valuesindependentofthe spacerthicknessin the lim itofa

thick spacer.T? isshown tobesm allwhen theexchangesplittingofthem ajority-and m inority-spin

bandsin both ferrom agnetstendstoin�nity orin thecasewhen thejunction hasaplaneofre
ection

sym m etry atthecenterofthespacer.ThetorquesT? and Tk arecom parablefora Co/Cu/Co(111)

junction when the switching Co layer is one or two atom ic planes thick. T? is � 27% ofTk even

fora switching Co m agnetoften atom icplanes.D epending on m aterialparam etersofthejunction,

the relative sign ofT? and Tk can be negative as wellas positive. In particular,T? =Tk < 0 for

Co/Cu/Co(111) with switching Co m agnet of one atom ic plane and T? =Tk > 0 for two atom ic

planesofCo. A negative sign ofthe ratio T? =Tk hasa profound e�ecton the nature ofswitching,

particularly in therealisticcaseofeasy-plane(shape)anisotropy m uch largerthan in-planeuniaxial

anisotropy. To calculate the hysteresis loops ofresistance versus current,and hence to determ ine

thecriticalcurrentforswitching,them icroscopically calculated spin-transfertorquesareused asan

inputinto thephenom enologicalLandau-Lifshitz equation with G ilbertdam ping.In theabsence of

an applied m agnetic �eld,an ordinary hysteresisloop isthe only possible switching scenario when

T? =Tk > 0. However,for T? =Tk < 0,a norm alhysteretic switching occurs only at relatively low

currentdensities. W hen the currentexceedsa criticalvalue,there are no stable steady states and

thesystem thusrem ainsperm anently in a tim e dependentstate.Thisisanalogousto the observed

precession ofthe switching m agnet m agnetization caused by a D C current in the presence ofan

applied m agnetic �eld. The presentcalculationsforCo/Cu/Co(111) show thatthe criticalcurrent

forswitching in thehysteretic regim e is� 10
7
A=cm

2
,which isin good agreem entwith experim ent.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Slonczewski[1]proposed a new m ethod ofswitching the m agnetization direction ofa thin � lm by m eansof

a spin-polarized current. The currentisspin-polarized by passing through a thick layerofa ferrom agnetic

m etal,whosem agnetization isassum ed to be pinned,subsequently passing through a nonm agneticm etallic

spacer layer and then through a thin m agnetic switching layer into a nonm agnetic lead. Early related

theoreticalworkisduetoBerger[2].Switchingofthem agnetization isaccom panied byachangein resistance

(CPP G M R)and thee� ecthasbeen observedexperim entallybystudyinghysteresisloopsin resistanceversus

currentplotsforpillarsystem s[3]. Jum psin the hysteresiscurve occurbetween steady statesofconstant

currentand static m agnetization,justasin the Stoner-W ohlfarth [4]theory of� eld-switching jum psoccur

between equilibrium states.W e haveform ulated a � rst-principletheory ofcurrent-induced switching based

on thisidea.Asin theStoner-W ohlfarth theory,weassum ethattheswitchingm agnetrem ainssingledom ain

during the switching process.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407562v2
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O ne ofthe m ain aim softhispaperisto calculate hysteresisloopsofresistance versuscurrentfrom � rst

principles for a m uch m ore generalsituation than has been considered previously. In previous treatm ents

a uniaxialanisotropy � eld wasintroduced in the switching m agnetwith its direction parallelto the m ag-

netization ofthe polarizing m agnet [5],[1]. In this case,there are only two steady states in which the

m agnetizationsofthe polarizing and switching m agnetsareeitherparallelorantiparallel.Itisforthisrea-

son thatthesteady-stateapproach hasnotpreviously been furtherdeveloped.However,in realexperim ents

on pillarstructuresshapeanisotropy duetovariableshapeofpillarcrosssectionsm eansthatthedirection of

theanisotropy � eld in theswitching m agnetisnotsim ply related tothedirection ofthem agnetization ofthe

polarizing m agnet. Furtherm ore,in som e experim ents[6],[7]an external� eld isalso applied so thatm ore

generalorientationsofthe m agnetizationsoccurin the steady states. Itis,therefore,essentialto consider

a com pletely generalcasewhen the uniaxialanisotropy � eld m akesan arbitrary angle� with thepolarizing

m agnetization. W e also include the easy plane anisotropy,which is always large in layered m agnets,and

investigatefully itsconsequences.

In asteady statethereisabalancebetween thespin-currenttorque,actingon theswitchingm agnetdueto

thespin-polarized current,and thetorquedueto anisotropy and external� elds.In ourgeneral� rst-principle

treatm ent,two com ponents ofthe spin-currenttorque appearnaturally,one with the torque vector Tk in

theplanecontaining them agnetizationsofthetwo m agneticlayers(’in-plane’torque)and anotherwith the

torquevectorT? perpendicularto thisplane(’out-of-plane’torque).Slonczewski[1]considered only Tk and

itisgenerally believed [8]thatT? isnegligible.W estartthepresentation ofourresultsin Sec.6 by deriving

from the generalK eldysh form alism the resultsofSlonczewski’soriginalcalculations[1],in which only Tk

appears. Itwillbe seen thatthis resultis notalwaysvalid but is justan artefactofSlonczewski’ssim ple

m odel.In fact,weshallshow thatin som ecasesT? isdom inantand that,even when sm all,T? isessential

sinceitsim portanceisstrongly enhanced in the presenceofeasy-planeanisotropy.

Tocalculatehysteresisloopsforthisgeneralscenario,weneed tosolvethefollowingproblem s:(i)calculate

m icroscopically both thein-planeand out-of-planecom ponentsofthespin-currenttorque;(ii)determ inethe

steady stateswhich form the continuouspartsofthe hysteresiscurve;(iii)investigate the stability ofsuch

statesin orderto determ ine criticalcurrentsatwhich the jum ps,and hence switching,occur;(iv)calculate

the resistanceofthe layered structurealong the steady-statepaths.

W ithin our uni� ed theory,allthis can be done for a generallayered system with a fully realistic band

structure.

A jum p in the hysteresiscurve occursata criticalcurrentwhen one steady state becom esunstable and

thesystem seeksoutanotherstablesteady state.Thisisin analogy with theStoner-W ohlfarth [4]theory of

� eld-switching whereone dealswith equilibrium statesinstead ofthe presentnonequilibrium steady states.

As in thattheory we do notconcern ourselveswith the detailed dynam ics ofthe switching. However,we

identify in this paper certain cases in which one steady state becom es unstable above a criticalcurrent

butthere are no otherstable steady statesavailable. Underthese circum stancesthe m agnetization ofthe

switching layerrem ainsperpetually in a tim e-dependentstate.

In orderto study nonequilibrium steady stateswe use the K eldysh form alism [9],[10],[11]described in

Sec. 3. As pointed out above,the steady state arises from a balance between spin-current torque and

anisotropy � eld torque.Henceitisessentialto includeanisotropy and/orexternal� eldsin theHam iltonian

ofthesystem from theoutset.Itisalso necessary to treatcorrectly theon-siteelectron-electron interaction

which is responsible for the spontaneous m agnetization ofthe polarizing and switching m agnets. This is

achieved by insisting that the localexchange � eld is in the direction ofthe localm agnetization,which

is the essentialfeature ofself-consistent� eld approxim ations such as unrestricted Hartree-Fock (HF) and

localspin density (LSDA).Such a treatm entrespects the spin-rotationalsym m etry ofthe ferrom agnetin

the absence ofexternal� elds. Beyond this we do notneed to introduce a self-consistenttreatm entofthe

Coulom b interaction explicitly,although bulk LSDA calculationsunderlietheband param etersand exchange

splittingsused in ourcalculations. In ourK eldysh approach the direction ofm agnetization in each atom ic

plane ofthe switching m agnet is determ ined self-consistently in the steady state by the requirem ent that

the m agnetization ofa given atom ic plane isparallelto the exchange � eld in thatplane. The relationship

between thisapproach and the m oreintuitive oneofbalancing torquesisdiscussed in Secs.2 and 5.

The treatm entdescribed above enablesusto determ ine allpossible steady statesofthe system and the

next step is to investigate their stability. W e do this by introducing the spin-current torques,calculated

m icroscopically asfunctionsofm agnetization direction,and anisotropy torquesinto a Landau-Lifshitzequa-
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tion ofm otion forthem agnetization including G ilbertdam ping.W elinearizetheequation ofm otion about

the steady-statesolution to obtain the conditionsforstability.

Finally, we construct hysteresis curves from continuous steady-state paths and jum ps at points of

instability.

T H EO R ET IC A L M O D EL

The layerstructureweconsiderisshown in Fig.1.Itconsistsofa
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FIG .1:Schem aticpictureofa m agneticlayerstructureforcurrent-induced switching (m agneticlayersaredarker,non-m agnetic
layerslighter).

sem i-in� nite polarizing ferrom agnetwith m agnetization P ,a nonm agnetic m etallic spacer with N atom ic

planes,a switching m agnetwith M atom icplanes,and a sem i-in� nitenonm agneticlead ofthesam em aterial

asthe spacer.Each layerisdescribed by a tight-binding m odel,in generalm ultiorbitalwith s,p,and d or-

bitalswhoseone-electron param etersare� tted to � rst-principlebulk band structure,asdiscussed previously

[12].The Ham iltonian is,therefore,ofthe form

H = H 0 + H int+ H anis; (1)

wherethe one-electron hopping term H 0 isgiven by

H 0 =
X

kk�

X

m �;n�

Tm �;n�(kk)c
y

kkm ��
ckkn��; (2)

where c
y

kkm ��
createsan electron in a Bloch state,with in-plane wave vectorkk and spin �,form ed from

a given atom ic orbital� in plane m . H int is an on-site interaction between electrons in d orbitals which

leads to an exchange splitting ofthe bands in the ferrom agnets and is neglected in the spacer and lead.

The m agnetization ofthe polarizing m agnetisassum ed to be pinned in the (z,x)-plane,m aking an angle �

with the z axis,asshown in Fig.1.H anis containse� ective � eldsin the switching m agnetcorresponding to

uniaxialH u and easy-planeH p anisotropies.Itisgiven by

H anis = �
X

n

S n:H A ; (3)

whereS n isthe operatorforthe totalspin angularm om entum ofplanen and

H A = H u + H p: (4)
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H u and H p aregiven by

H u = (ez:< S n > )H u0ez (5)

H p = � (ey:< S n > )H p0ey; (6)

where< S n > isa unitvectorin thedirection ofthetherm alaverageofS n,and ex,ey,ez areunitvectors

in the direction ofthe axesshown in Fig.1.H u0,H p0 m easurethe strengthsofthe uniaxialand easy-plane

anisotropies and have dim ensions offrequency. These quantities m ay be converted to a � eld in tesla by

m ultiplying them by ~=2�B = 5:69� 10�12 . W e assum e thatanisotropy � eldsare uniform throughoutthe

switching m agnetbutitwould be easy to generalizeto include,forexam ple,a surfaceanisotropy.Thespin

angularm om entum operatorS n isgiven by

S n =
1

2
~

X

kk�

(c
y

kkn�"
;c

y

kkn�#
)�(ckkn�";ckkn�#)

T (7)

and the corresponding operatorforspin angularm om entum currentbetween planesn � 1 and n is

jn�1 = �
i

2

X

kk��

T(kk)n�;n�1� (c
y

kkn�"
;c

y

kkn�#
)�(ckkn�1�" ;ckkn�1�# )

T + h:c: (8)

Here, � = (�x;�y;�z), where the com ponents are Paulim atrices and Eq.(8) yields the charge current

operatorif 1

2
� isreplaced by a unitm atrix m ultiplied by theelectronicchargee=~,whereeistheelectronic

charge(negative).

Allcurrents 
 ow in the y direction,perpendicular to the layers,and the com ponents ofthe vector j

correspond to transportofx,y,and zcom ponentsofspin.TherateofchangeofS n in theswitching m agnet

isgiven by

i~ _S n = [S n;H 0]+ [S n;H anis] (9)

sincethe spin operatorcom m uteswith the interaction Ham iltonian H int.

Itisstraightforward to show that

[S n;H 0]= i~(jn�1 � jn) (10)

and

[S n;H anis]= � i~(H A � Sn); (11)

In a steady state,the m agnetization istim e-independentso that< _S n > = 0.Hence

< jn�1 > � < jn > = H A � < Sn > : (12)

Theleft-hand sideofEq.(12)correspondsto therateoftransferofspin angularm om entum to planen in the

steady state.ThusEq.(12)showsexplicitly how,in thesteady state,thisspin-transfertorqueisbalanced by

thetorquedueto anisotropy � elds.Theconceptofspin-transfertorquewas� rstintroduced by Slonczewski

[1].

K ELD Y SH FO R M A LISM

In thissection weshow how to calculatethe spin current< jn�1 > and spin density < S n > in the non-

equilibrium steady stateand verify thatthey arerelated by Eq.(12).To producea spin-polarized currentin

the system we apply a biasVb between the polarizing m agnetand the lead. To use the K eldysh form alism

[9],[10],[11]to calculate < jn�1 > and < S n > we consideran initialstate attim e t= � 1 in which the

hopping integralTn�;n�1� between planesn � 1 and n isswitched o� .Then both sidesofthe system arein
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equilibrium butwith di� erentchem icalpotentials�L on theleftand �R on theright,where�L � �R = eVb.

Theinterplanehoppingisthen turned on adiabaticallyand thesystem evolvestoasteadystate.Thecleavage

plane,acrosswhich thehopping isinitially switched o� ,m ay betaken in eitherthespacerorswitching layer

orin the lead. Fig.1 showsthe situation when the cleavage plane isbetween atom ic planesn � 1 and n in

the switching m agnet. In principle,the K eldysh m ethod isvalid forarbitrary biasVb buthere we restrict

ourselvesto sm allbias corresponding to linear response. This is reasonable since for largerbias electrons

would be injected into the switching m agnetfarabove the Ferm ileveland m any-body processesneglected

herewould be im portant.Furtherm ore,in m etallic system sthe biaswillneverbe large.

Following K eldysh [9],[10],wede� ne a two-tim em atrix

G
+

R L
(t;t0)= i< c

y

L
(t0)cR (t)> ; (13)

whereR � (n;�;�0)and L � (n � 1;�;�),and wesuppressthe kk label.The therm alaveragein Eq.(13)is

calculated forthesteady stateofthecoupled system .Them atrix G
+

R L
hasdim ensions2m � 2m wherem is

thenum beroforbitalson each atom icsite,and iswritten so thatthe m � m upperdiagonalblock contains

m atrix elem ents between " spin orbitals and the m � m lowerdiagonalblock relates to # spin. 2m � 2m

hopping m atricesTL R and TR L are written sim ilarly and in thiscaseonly the diagonalblocksarenonzero.

Ifwe denote TL R by T,then TR L = T y. W e also generalize the de� nition of� so thatitscom ponentsare

now directproductsofthe2� 2 Paulim atrices�x;�y;�z and them � m unitm atrix.Thetherm alaverage

ofthe spin currentoperator,given by Eq.(8),m ay now be expressed as

< jn�1 > =
1

2

X

kk

Trf[G +

R L
(t;t)T � G

+

L R
(t;t)T y]�g: (14)

Introducing the Fouriertransform G + (!)ofG + (t;t0),which isa function oft� t0,wehave

< jn�1 > =
1

2

X

kk

Z
d!

2�
Trf[G

+

R L
(!)T � G

+

L R
(!)T y]�g: (15)

Again,the chargecurrentisgiven by Eq.(15)with 1

2
� replaced by the unitm atrix m ultiplied by e=~.

Sim ilarly,the totalspin angularm om entum on atom ic planeson eitherside ofthe cleavageplane,in the

non-equilibrium state,isgiven by

< S n�1 > = �
1

2
i~
X

kk

Z
d!

2�
TrfG

+

L L
(!)�g (16)

< S n > = �
1

2
i~
X

kk

Z
d!

2�
TrfG

+

R R
(!)�g: (17)

Following K eldysh [9],[10],wenow write

G
+

A B
(!)=

1

2
(FA B + G

a
A B � G

r
A B ); (18)

wherethe su� cesA and B areeitherR orL.FA B (!)isthe Fouriertransform of

FA B (t;t
0)= � i< [cA (t);c

y

B
(t0)]� > (19)

and G a,G r aretheusualadvanced and retarded G reen functions[13].Notethatin [9]and [10]thede� nitions

ofG a and G r areinterchanged and thatin the G reen function m atrix de� ned by theseauthorsG+ and G �

should be interchanged.

Chargeand spin current,and spin density,arerelated by Eqs.(15)-(17)to thequantitiesG a,G r,and FA B .

The latterare calculated forthe coupled system by starting with decoupled leftand rightsystem s,each in

equilibrium ,and turning on thehopping between planesL and R asa perturbation.Hence,weexpressG a,
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G r,and FA B in term sofretarded surfaceG reen functionsgL � gL L,gR � gR R forthedecoupled equilibrium

system .The� nalresultforthe spin angularm om entum on planen to the rightofthe cleavageplaneis

< S n > = < S n > 1 + < S n > 2; (20)

wherethe two contributionsto the spin angularm om entum < S n > 1 and < S n > 2 aregiven by

< S n > 1= �
~

4�

X

kk

Z

d! Im TrfAgR �g[f(! � �L )+ f(! � �R )] (21)

< S n > 2= �
~

2�

X

kk

Z

d! Im Trf(A �
1

2
)B g

y

R
�g[f(! � �L)� f(! � �R )]: (22)

Here,A = [1 � gR T
ygLT]

�1 ,B = [1 � g
y

R
T yg

y

L
T]�1 ,and f(! � �) is the Ferm ifunction with chem ical

potential� and �L � �R = eVb.To obtain < S n�1 > ,de� ned by Eq.(16),wem ustinterchangeL and R,and

T and T y,everywhere in Eq.(20)-(22). In the linear-response case ofsm allbiaswhich we are considering,

theFerm ifunctionsin Eq.(22)areexpanded to � rstorderin Vb.Hencetheenergy integralisavoided,being

equivalentto m ultiplying theintegrand by eVb and evaluating itatthecom m on zero-biaschem icalpotential

�0.

Asshown in Fig.1,them agnetization P ofthepolarizing ferrom agnetisassum ed to be� xed in the(z;x)

plane and m akes an angle � with the z axis,which is the direction ofthe uniaxialanisotropy � eld in the

switching m agnet. W hen a biasisapplied,spin-polarized current
 owsthrough the switching m agnetand

exertsa torque on itsm agnetization. Thistorque isin com petition with the torque due to the anisotropy

� eld and causesthespin < Sn > in agiven atom icplanen to deviatefrom theanisotropyaxis.In thesteady

state< S n > settlesin a de� nitedirection speci� ed by theangles�n,�n shown in Fig.1.To determ inethese

angles,weassum etheexchange� eld �n in planen isin thedirection (�n;�n)and apply theself-consistency

condition

� n� < Sn > = 0: (23)

Thiscondition guaranteesthatthelocalm agnetization isin thedirection oftheexchange� eld,asitshould be

in theunrestricted Hartree-Fock approxim ation m entioned in Sec.1.Aswith anisotropy � elds,theexchange

� eld �n isde� ned asan angularfrequency so that~�n isthe energy to reversethe spin on plane n.M ore

precisely,the spin-dependentpartofthe on-site energy on plane n isgiven by � (1=2)~(H A + � n):�. W e

assum ethatj� n jalwaystakesitsbulk value.

Followingthem ethod outlined forobtainingEq.(20),sim ilarexpressionsin term sofretarded surfaceG reen

functions m ay be obtained forthe spin currents< jn�1 > and < jn > . W riting again < jn > = < jn > 1

+ < jn > 2,we obtain

< jn�1 > 1=
1

4�

X

kk

Z

d! ReTrf(B � A)�g[f(! � �L )+ f(! � �R )] (24)

< jn�1 > 2=
1

2�

X

kk

Z

d! ReTrf[gLTAB g
y

R
T
y � AB +

1

2
(A + B )]�g[f(! � �L )� f(! � �R )]: (25)

By considering the changesin gL,gR when the cleavageplane ism oved one atom ic plane to the right,itis

straightforward to show that

< jn�1 > � < jn > = (H A + � n)� < Sn > : (26)

This equation holds for a steady state with arbitrary exchange � elds �n which do not necessarily satisfy

the self-consistency condition (23). W hen the self-consistency condition (23) is satis� ed,we recover the

steady-stateresult

< jn�1 > � < jn > = H A � < Sn > (27)
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which wasderivedearlier[Eq.(12)]purelyfrom considerationsofthespin-rotationalsym m etryoftheelectron-

electron interactions.Thisveri� estheconsistency oftheK eldysh form alism com bined with theunrestricted

Hartree-Fock approxim ation.

Itfollowsfrom Eqs.(26)and (27)thatallcom ponentsofspin currentareconserved within thespacerand

lead,whereH A = 0;� n = 0,with orwithoutself-consistency.Furtherm ore,itfollowsfrom Eq.(27)thatin

the self-consistentsteady statethe com ponentofspin currentin thedirection ofthe anisotropy � eld H A is

conserved throughoutthesystem ,asofcourseisthechargecurrent.IfEq.(27)issum m ed overallplanesin

the switching m agnet,we obtain

< jspacer > � < jlead > = H A � < Stot > ; (28)

where< jspacer > ,< jlead > arethe spin currentsin the spacerand lead,respectively,and < S tot > isthe

totalspin angularm om entum oftheswitching m agnet.Thisshowshow thetotalspin transfertorqueacting

on the switching m agnetisbalanced by the torqueexerted by the anisotropy � eld on the totalm om ent.

W ehaveseparated in Eq.(20)thespin angularm om entum < S n > into two parts< S n > 1 and < S n > 2.

Itisclearthat< S n > 2 isproportionalto theapplied biasVb to the� rstorderand forzero bias(�L = �R )

only < S n > 1 rem ains. The spin transfer torque < jn > � < jn�1 > sim ilarly splits into two parts

(Eqs.(24),(25))in such a way thatEq.(26)holdsforeach com ponentseparately:

< jn�1 > i � < jn > i= (H A + � n)� < Sn > i;i= 1;2: (29)

O nly the � rst part< jn�1 > 1 � < jn > 1 is nonzero at zero bias. It correspondsto spin currents which

m ediate exchange coupling,eitherbetween the two m agnetsacrossthe spacerorbetween atom ic planesin

theswitching m agnet.Consequently,atzero biasthespin currentin thelead iszero.Itiseasy to verify that

the expressionsforinterlayerexchange coupling derived here,using the K eldysh form alism ,agree precisely

with thoseobtained earlierby otherm ethods[14].

The results ofthis section show the great advantage ofthe K eldysh form alism ,even within the linear

responseregim e.Spin currentsatzero bias,corresponding to exchangecoupling,transportspin and particle

currents,and spin densitiesareallcalculated in a uni� ed way.Relationshipsbetween thesequantities,such

as Eq. (29),are then easily derived. In the standard linear response theory ofK ubo zero-biasquantities

cannotbe calculated and di� erentresponse functionswould have to be introduced forcalculating currents

and spin density responseat� nite bias.

A P P LIC A T IO N T O A SW IT C H IN G M O N O LA Y ER

In the generaltheory outlined in Sec.3 the steady-state spin orientation ofeach atom ic plane n ofthe

switching m agnetm ust be determ ined self-consistently. In this section we � rstconsider the sim plest case

ofa single orbitalon each site and when the switching m agnetisa single atom ic plane. In thiscase there

is no interplane exchange coupling in the switching m agnet to consider and we assum e that the spacer is

su� ciently thick forthe zero-biasexchange coupling between the two ferrom agnetsto be negligible. Fora

given biasVb,the direction (�0;�0)ofthe steady-stateorientation ofthe switching m agnetm om ent< S >

isdeterm ined self-consistently from Eq.(23)with thecleavageplaneim m ediately to theleftoftheswitching

plane so that< S n > = < S > .Itisconvenientto determ ine (�0;�0)in two steps.The � rststep locatesa

’universalpath’on a unitsphere,independentofVb,on which the self-consistentsolutionsforany given Vb
m ustlie.In the second step the biasVb required to stabilizethe m agnetization in a given direction (�0;�0)

isdeterm ined asa function of�0,say.To establish thisprogram ,wewrite Eq.(23)as

(H A + � )� < S > = H A � < S > ; (30)

where� istheexchange� eld oftheswitching layerin thedirection (�0;�0).Splitting < S > into two parts

asin Eq.(20),thisbecom es

(H A + � )� < S >1 + (H A + � )� < S >2= H A � < S > : (31)

Hence using Eq.(29)wehave

< jspacer > 1 � < jlead > 1 + < jspacer > 2 � < jlead > 2= H A � < S > : (32)
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The� rsttwoterm son theleftcorrespond toexchangecouplingtorquewhich,asdiscussed above,isassum ed

to be negligible com pared with the anisotropy torque.Thisisjusti� ed forthick spacerssince the interlayer

exchange coupling tends to zero as the spacer thickness tends to in� nity. The last two term s on the left

correspond to thespin transfertorqueT ,which isproportionalto biasVb,and theright-hand sideofEq.(32)

is� TA ,whereT A isthetorqueexerted by theanisotropy � eld on theswitching m agnet.W eshallseethat,

in contrastto the exchangecoupling torque,T rem ains� nite asspacerthicknesstendsto in� nity.Hence

T = < jspacer > 2 � < jlead > 2= H A � < S > = � TA (33)

and,in particular,

T :H A = 0: (34)

ThebiasVb now cancelsand thisequation determ inestheuniversalpath described above.Eq.(33)determ ines

the biasrequired to stabilize any particularpointon thispath ofpossiblesteady states.

W e conclude this section with one exam ple in which,for sim plicity,we retain only uniaxialanisotropy,

this� eld being chosen in the z direction.W e use a single-orbitaltight-binding m odelwhoselattice istaken

to be sim ple cubic with layering in the (010)direction.The nearest-neighborhopping param etertistaken

to bethesam ethroughoutthesystem .Theon-siteenergy in thespacerand lead istaken asVsp,thezero of

energy being atthecom m on Ferm ilevelforzerobias.In thisexam pletheon-siteenergy Vsp isalsotaken for

m ajority spin in the ferrom agnets(perfectm atching in the m ajority-spin channel). The on-site energy for

m inority spin in the ferrom agnetsistaken asVsp + ~� ,where ~� isthe exchangesplitting. The m atching

ofspacer and m ajority spin bands is sim ilar to the situation in Co/Cu. W e take Vsp = 2:3;~� = 0:7 in

units of2t. Furtherm ore,we take the uniaxial� eld param eterHu0 = 1:86� 1010sec�1 which corresponds

to a � eld of0:106T.W e also takea generalvalue� = 2 radiansofthe anglebetween the polarizing m agnet

m om entand thedirection oftheuniaxialanisotropy axisoftheswitching m agnet.To determ inethetorque

T which appearsin Eq.(34)fortheuniversalpath,weneed to calculatetheG reen functionsgL ;gR which are

required in Eq.(25). Thisisdone by standard adlayering m ethodsdescribed previously [12]. Atthisstage,

the anisotropy � eld is included in the calculation ofallthe G reen functions. Fig.2 shows the calculated

universalpath of� versus � for the speci� ed param eters. The bias Vb required to yield a steady-state

angle α

φ

0 1 2 30

2

4

6

an
gl

e 

P

P

Q

FIG .2:U niversalpath of� versus �.

m agnetization ata given pointofthispath isplotted asa function of� in Fig.3,wherewehaveassum ed the

band width 12t= 6eV.Positive biascorrespondsto a drop in voltage between the polarizing m agnetand

the lead. The correspondence between the two curves in Fig.2 and Fig.3 is indicated by letters P and Q .

The discussion ofstability ofthese steady statesand the interpretation ofFig.3 ispostponed to section 7.

Them ethod ofcalculating steady statesused in thissection becom esm orecom plicated when the switching

m agnet contains severalatom ic planes since the m om ents < S n > ofallplanes m ust be determ ined self-

consistently. This entails the inclusion ofthe exchange sti� ness between atom ic planes ofthe switching

m agnetwhich iscontained in Eq.(29)with i= 1.To addressthisproblem ,weintroducein thenextsection

the sim pli� cationsrequired to derivefrom � rstprinciplesthe convenient’standard m odel’used by previous

authors[1],[5],[8].



9

α
0 1 2 3−0.01

−0.005

0

0.005

0.01

angle 

(v
ol

ts)
b

-V

PP

QQ

FIG .3:BiasVb required to stabilize the switching m agnet m om ent atan angle � on the universalpath.

T H E STA N D A R D M O D EL

In the K eldysh m ethod used above itisessentialto include the anisotropy � eld H A in the Ham iltonian

to obtain a non-trivialsteady state. In the absence ofH A itfollowsfrom Eq.(27)thatin the steady state

allcom ponentsofspin currentare conserved everywhere so thatthere are no spin-transfertorques. Hence

the only steady state isthe trivialone in which the switching m agnetisaligned parallelorantiparallelto

the polarizing m agnet.Previousauthors[1],[8]did notconsidera steady state butcalculated spin-transfer

torqueasa one-electron problem with theexchange� eldsofthepolarizing and switching m agnetsata � xed

assum ed angle.In a second independentstep,theseauthors[1],[5]balancethe spin-transfertorqueagainst

the torque due to anisotropy � eld in the contextofa Landau-Lifshitz equation. Thisapproach iswhatwe

callthe standard m odel(SM ).In thissection weshow how to arriveattheSM by m aking som esim plifying

approxim ationsin ourself-consistentapproach.

W ebegin with them onolayerswitchingm agnetofSec.4.In Eq.(33)thespin-transfertorqueT iscalculated

in thepresenceofH A and thespin < S > istheself-consistentm om ent.To obtain theSM wem ustneglect

H A in thecalculation ofT and replace< S > by itsnonself-consistentvaluein thedirection oftheassum ed

exchange � eld ofthe switching m agnet. These approxim ationsare both reasonable provided the exchange

� eld ism uch strongerthan theanisotropy � eld,which issatis� ed fora ferrom agnetsuch asCo.Thisfollows

since the G reen functionswhich determ ine both T and < S > depend on the total� eld � + H A .Thusin

theSM thespin-transfertorqueiscalculated asa function oftheanglebetween them agnetizationswithout

solving the self-consistency problem . Furtherm ore,equating it to the anisotropy torque as in Eq.(33) is

equivalentto calculating a steady state ofthe Landau-Lifshitz equation. The justi� cation ofthe SM fora

switching m agnetwith m orethan oneatom icplane ism oresubtle.

The self-consistency condition (23)m ustbe satis� ed foreach plane in the switching m agnet. Itm ay be

written [c.f.Eq.(30)forthe m onolayer]

(H A + � n)� < Sn > = H A � < Sn > (35)

and,using again < S n > = < S n > 1 + < S n > 2 and Eq.(29),weobtain

< jn�1 > 1 � < jn > 1 + < jn�1 > 2 � < jn > 2= H A � < Sn > : (36)

The � rsttwo term scontain the interlayerexchange coupling,which isneglected asin the m onolayercase,

and interplaneexchangecoupling within theswitching m agnet.To clarify theargum ent,wewritenotionally

thislastcontribution in term soflocalexchangesti� nessDn between atom icplanesn� 1 and n.Hencefrom

Eq.(36)

< jn�1 > 2 � < jn > 2= H A � < Sn > + D n�1 (S n�1 � Sn)� Dn(S n � Sn+ 1): (37)

O n sum m ing overallplanes n in the switching m agnetthe internalexchange coupling torquescanceland
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wehave

< jspacer > 2 � < jlead > 2= H A �
X

n

< S n > : (38)

In thefully self-consistentsolution ofEq.(35)theexchange� eld �n isparallelto thelocalm om ent< S n >

butthe � n are notcollinear.To proceed to the SM we m ustassum e thatallthe � n used to calculate the

spin-transfertorque on the leftofEq.(38)are equal,to � ,say. Furtherm ore,we assum e,asin the case of

the m onolayer,thatwe can neglectH A in the calculation ofthe spin-transfertorque and thatall< S n >

are in the direction � with m agnitude equalto the ground state m om ent. In m aking the approxim ation

� n � � wehavefailed to satisfy Eqs.(37)individually asisrequired forfullself-consistency.

To show that this is not serious for a ferrom agnet such as Co,consider the following argum ent. Ifwe

use the uniform value of� determ ined from Eq.(38),asdescribed,to calculate the spin-transfertorque in

Eq.(37)and assum e all< S n > are in the direction of� ,the lasttwo term s ofEq.(37)are zero and the

equationsare farfrom satis� ed. However,since the exchange sti� nessconstantsDn ofa ferrom agnetsuch

asCo arelargeoneneed only introducesm alldeviationsof� n from theuniform � ,and consequently sm all

deviations of< S n > from uniform ity,to satisfy the self-consistent equations (37). This is true because

the spin-transferand anisotropy torquesare insensitive to these sm alldeviations.The ability ofthe SM to

sim ulate the fully self-consistentsolution accurately has been veri� ed num erically for a switching m agnet

with two atom icplanesusing the single-orbitalm odelofSec.4.

T W O C O M P O N EN T S O F T H E SP IN -T R A N SFER T O R Q U E IN T H E STA N D A R D M O D EL

In thecalculation ofthespin-transfertorqueT within thestandard m odeltheanisotropy � eld isneglected

so that T depends only on the angle  between the m agnetization P ofthe polarizing m agnet and the

assum ed exchange � eld � ofthe switching m agnet. As in Fig.1,the m agnetization P ofthe polarizing

m agnetisin the(z,x)plane,m akingan angle� with thezaxis,and,forconvenience,wechoosetheexchange

� eld ofthe switching m agnetto be in the z direction so that = �.ThetorqueT in the SM isgiven by

T = < jspacer > 2 � < jlead > 2 (39)

where the right-hand side isrelated to the totalbias-induced spin S 2 =
P

n
< S n > 2 by Eq.(29),sum m ed

overn,with H A neglected and � n = � .Itfollowsthat

T = � �
X

n

< S n > 2= � � S2: (40)

Here,< S n > 2 isgiven by Eq.(22)with H A neglected in theG reen functionsgL,gR .Thethreecom ponents

ofS 2 = (S2x;S2y;S2z)are related to the three Paulim atrices�x;�y;�z in Eq.(22). Clearly,from Eq.(40)

the z com ponentoftorqueiszero so thatwecan write

T = (Tx;Ty;0): (41)

The ’in-plane’com ponent Tk = Tx,where ’in-plane’refersto the (z,x)plane containing P and � ,isgiven

by Tk = � � S2y and the ’out-of-plane’com ponent T? = Ty is given by T? = � S2x. The quantities

S2x and S2y representsm alldeviationsofthe switching m agnetm om entfrom the direction ofitsexchange

� eld. These spin com ponents are referred to by previous authors[15],[16]as ’spin accum ulation’. In the

self-consistent steady-state treatm ent ofSec.4 such deviations do not occur because the exchange � eld is

alwaysin the direction ofthe localm om ent. In ourview,tim e-independentspin accum ulation S2x,S2y in

theferrom agnetisanon-physicalconceptwhich,however,wem ay de� neform ally astheratiooftorques Tk,

T? ,to the exchange� eld � .Itisrem arkablethat,asshown in Sec.5,the SM in which thisconceptarises

providesa convenientand frequently accuratem ethod forcalculating spin-transfertorque.Tim e-dependent

spin accum ulation in the ferrom agnetin a non-steady state could be a valid concept.However,these tim e-

dependentspinswould produce tim e-dependentexchange � eldswhich would excite the whole spin system .

Thiswould requiream any-bodytreatm entgoingbeyond theunrestricted Hartree-Fockapproxim ation which
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isadequateforthesteady state.Spin accum ulation < Sx > ,< Sy > ,< Sz > proportionalto thebiasexists

in the spacereven in the steady state and has realphysicalsigni� cance. Calculation ofthis e� ectwillbe

published in a succeeding paper.

The spin transfer torque can be calculated either directly from Eq.(39) or from Eq.(40). However,the

latterwould require calculating < S n > 2 foreach atom ic plane ofthe switching m agnetso thatthe direct

m ethod isobviously preferable.

W e begin with an exactly solvable one-band m odelwhich we can connect with previous work [1]. This

m odelisrelated to theonedescribed attheend ofSec.4,wheretheswitchingm agnetisasingleatom icplane

and there isperfectm atching between the spacerband and the m ajority spin bandsin both ferrom agnets.

To obtain analyticalresultsin this� rstexam ple,wealso assum ethattheexchangesplitting � ! 1 both in

the polarizing and switching m agnets.In fact,once the bottom ofthe m inority-spin band iswellabovethe

Ferm ilevel,the resultsare ratherinsensitive to the m agnitude of� . Such a system issom etim esreferred

to asa half-m etallicferrom agnetand isthe � rstcaseconsidered by Slonczewskiin hisoriginalpaper[1].In

the lim it � ! 1 the SM m odelis exact since the m om ent ofthe switching m agnet cannot deviate from

theexchange� eld and theself-consistency condition (23)isautom atically satis� ed.W e,therefore,calculate

the spin-transfertorque in the absence ofanisotropy � eld.Clearly,owing to the in� nite exchangesplitting,

the only spin currentin the lead correspondsto the z com ponentofspin and the z-spin currentisequalto

the charge current(m ultiplied by ~=2e). It turns outin this m odelthat the y-spin currentin the spacer,

which is equalto the torque T? since the corresponding currentin the lead is zero,vanishes. Thus only

Slonczewskitorque Tk survivesand isgiven by

Tk = � ex
eV

8�

X

kk

t2(g0 � g�
0
)2 sin 

j1� t2g0(a+ bcos )j2
: (42)

Here,g0 = g0(kk;0)isthe m ajority spin surfaceG reen function forthe sem i-in� nite ferrom agnet,orequiv-

alently forthesem i-in� niteferrom agnetwith an overlayerofthem atching spacer.TheG reen function g0 is

evaluated atenergy ! = 0,thecom m on Ferm ileveloftheunbiased system .Also,tisthehopping param eter

introduced in Sec.4 and a and baregiven by

a =
1

2
(g0 + A N ) ; b=

1

2
(g0 � AN ); (43)

whereA N = sinN k? d=[tsin(N + 1)k? d]with

k? d = cos�1 [(V "
s + 2t(coskxd+ coskyd))=2t] (44)

and kk = (kx;ky;0);d isthe interatom ic distance,N isthe num berofatom ic planesin the spacer,and V "
s

istheon-sitepotentialin them ajority-spin band oftheswitching m agnet.Thecorresponding expression for

the chargecurrentisvery sim ilarand we� nd that

Tk =
~

2jej
tan( =2)� (chargecurrent): (45)

This is precisely the Slonczewskiresult for the analogous parabolic band m odel. It should be noted that

the torque Tk goesto zero for ! � since the charge currentfora halfm etallic m agnetcontainsa factor

1+ cos .

The interesting resultthat T? = 0 forthis m odelm ay be traced to an e� ective re
 ection sym m etry of

the system abouta planeatthe centerofthe spacer.Although thepresentsystem appearsasym m etricthe

in� nite exchange splitting m akesitequivalentto a sym m etric system with sem i-in� nite switching m agnet.

M oregenerally,we� nd,certainlyforaone-band m odelwith arbitraryparam eters,thatthey-spin com ponent

ofthespin currentin thespaceralwaysvanishesfora system with re
 ection sym m etry.In general,however,

the y-spin currentin the lead isnon-zero so that T? 6= 0 even fora sym m etricsystem .The result T? = 0

forthe abovem odelis,therefore,a very specialonedue to the artefactofa very largeexchangesplitting in

the ferrom agnets.

In the second setofexam pleswe considerseveralcases,within the one-band m odel,where the exchange

splittings in the ferrom agnetsare � nite. Sim ple form ulas,such asEq. (42),forthe torquesare no longer
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TABLE I:Param eters for one-band m odels. V
"

p ,V
#

p are on-site potentials for m ajority and m inority spin in the

polarizing m agnet;V
"

s ,V
#

s are on-site potentialsform ajority and m inority spin in the switching m agnet;Vsp isthe

on-site potentialin the spacer and the lead;N ,M are the num bers ofatom ic planes in the spacer and switching

m agnet,respectively.

case V
"

p V
#

p Vsp V
"

s V
#

s N M

(a) 2.3 3.0 2.3 2.3 5.0 20 1

(b) 2.3 3.0 2.3 2.3 3.0 20 1

(c) 2.3 3.0 2.3 2.8 3.0 20 1

(d) 2.1 3.0 2.8 2.1 5.0 20 1

(e) 2.3 3.0 2.3 2.8 3.0 20 1-10

availableand they m ustbecalculated num erically.In alltheexam plesthecalculated torquesarepersurface

atom .In allcases,weretain thegeom etry ofthe� rstexam ple.TableIliststheparam etersforallthecases

considered.

Allpotentialsin Table 1 arein unitsof2tand the Ferm ienergy �0 = 0.

Figure4 (a)showsthecalculated torques Tk persurfaceatom (in unitsofeVb)asa function oftheangle

 forthe m odelswith param etersets(a)-(d)ofTable 1. In case (a) Tk dom inates,asexpected from the
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FIG .4:D ependence ofthe spin-transfertorques Tk (a)and T? (b)on the angle  forthe m odelwith param etersets(a)-(d)

ofTable 1. The torques are in units ofeVb.

large exchange splitting V "
s � V#s in the switching m agnetwhich approachesthe in� nite exchange splitting

ofour� rstexactly solvablem odel.Theangulardependence ofboth torquesisclearly dom inated by a sin 

factor(c.f. Eq.(42))although som e distortionsare apparent. In case (b) Tk and T? are ofalm ostequal

strength.Thisiscasewherethe two ferrom agnetsareofthe sam em aterialand the bottom ofthe m inority

spin band isexactly attheFerm ilevel.Thissim ulateswellthesituation in Co/Cu and weshallseepresently

thatin realistic calculationsforthis system the torques Tk and T? are again sim ilarin m agnitude. The

param etersofcase (b)were used previously in Sec.4 asan exam ple ofa fully self-consistentcalculation of

steady states. In case (c) T? is larger than Tk. It is interesting that this occurs for sm aller exchange

splitting in theswitching ferrom agnet.In cases(b)and (c)theangulardependenceofthe torquesishardly

distorted from thesin form .In cases(a),(b),(c)thetwo torques Tk, T? havethesam esign.In case(d)

they haveopposite sign and alm ostequalm agnitude.In exam ples(a)-(d)the switching m agnetconsistsof

oneatom icplane.In case(e)shown in Fig.5 we usethe sam eparam etersasin case(c)butthe num berof

atom icplanesin the switching m agnetvariesbetween 1 and 10 and theangle = �=2.Itcan be seen from

Fig.5 that,contrary to popularbelief,the out-of-plane torque T? dom inatesover Tk forsm allthicknesses

ofthe switching m agnetand rem ains50% of Tk atM = 10 at.planes.Forallthicknessesofthe switching

m agnet, Tk and T? havethe sam esign.W e havealready seen in case(d)thatthisisnotalwaysthe case.

So far we have kept the num ber ofatom ic planes in the spacer at 20 but we m ust now highlight an
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FIG .5:D ependence ofthe spin-transfertorque Tk and T? on the thickness ofthe switching m agnetM for = �=2 and the

param eter set(c) ofTable 1.The torques are in units ofeVb.

im portantand surprising resultconcerning the dependence oftorque on N . In Fig.6 we show the torques

for the param eterset (b) and  = �=2 plotted as functions ofN . It is clearthat they both oscillate but
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FIG .6: D ependence ofthe spin-transfertorque Tk and T? on the thickness ofthe spacer N for = �=2 and the param eter

set(b) ofTable 1.The torques are in units ofeVb.

tend to constant values as N ! 1 in our ballistic lim it. In zero bias allspins ofthe system lie in the

(z,x)planeand itis,therefore,notsurprising thatwhen chargecurrent
 owsin nonzero biasthereare� nite

z-spin and x-spin currentsforarbitrary spacerthickness. The constantvalue ofy-spin currentasN ! 1 ,

thisbeing associated with T? ,m ay seem m ore surprising since there isno y-spin density in zero bias.O f

course,for 6= 0,there isa y-spin currenteven in zero biascorresponding to interlayerexchangecoupling,

butthise� ectisnotassociated with chargetransportand decaysas1=N2 with increasing spacerthickness.

Therelations Tk = � � S2y, T? = � S2x derived in thebeginning ofthissection within thestandard m odel

show thatbias-induced in-planespin density isrelated to out-of-planetorqueand viceversa.Itis,therefore,

inevitable thatboth torqueswillexist.

As a � nalexam ple ofthese spin-transfer torque calculations we consider a fully realistic m ulti-orbital

m odeloffccCo/Cu(111)with tight-binding param eters� tted to theresultsof� rst-principlesband structure

calculations,asdescribed previously [12]. Referring to Fig.1,the polarizing m agnetis a sem i-in� nite slab

ofCo,the spacer is 20 atom ic planes ofCu,the switching m agnet contains M atom ic planes ofCo with

M = 1 and 2,and thelead issem i-in� niteCu.Figure7(a),(b)showstheangulardependencesof Tk, T? for

the casesM = 1 and M = 2,respectively. Forthe m onolayerswitching m agnet,the torques T? and Tk

are equalin m agnitude and they have the opposite sign. However,forM = 2,the torqueshave the sam e

sign and T? issom ewhatsm allerthan Tk.A negative sign ofthe ratio ofthe two torque com ponentshas
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FIG .7:D ependence ofthe spin-transfertorque Tk and T? forCo/Cu/Co(111)on the angle  .The torquespersurface atom

are in units ofeVb.Figure (a) isforM = 1,and (b)forM = 2 m onolayers ofCo in the switching m agnet.

im portant and unexpected consequences for hysteresis loops as discussed in the next section. Finally,we

show in Fig.8thedependenceof T? and Tk on thethicknessoftheCoswitchingm agnet.Itcan beseen that
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FIG .8: D ependence ofthe spin-transfertorque Tk and T? for Co/Cu/Co(111) on the thickness ofthe switching m agnet M

for = �=3. The torques are in units ofeVb.

the out-of-plane torque T? becom essm allerthan Tk forthickerswitching m agnets. Thisisthe expected

behaviorsinceourpolarizingm agnetissem i-in� niteCo,sothatastheswitchingCo m agnetbecom esthicker

we approach the lim itofa sym m etric junction forwhich the y-com ponentofthe spin currentvanishesand

the corresponding com ponent in the lead is usually sm all. However, T? is by no m eans negligible (27%

of Tk)even fora typicalexperim entalthicknessofthe switching Co layeroften atom ic planes. Itisalso

interesting thatbeyond the m onolayerthickness,the ratio ofthe two torquesispositive with the exception

ofM = 4.

STA B ILIT Y O F ST EA D Y STA T ES A N D H Y ST ER ESIS LO O P S

In Sec.4 wecalculated thesteady-stateorientation ofthem agnetization oftheswitching m agnetfully self-

consistently asa function ofbiasVb (see Fig.3).Theseresultsallow usto calculatethe continuousportions

ofthehysteresisloopsofresistanceversusbias,butto determ inewherejum psoccurwem ustinvestigatethe

stability ofthesteadystates.Thiscannotbedonewithin thestandard K eldysh form alism sincethedynam ics

ofthesystem ,including dam ping,liesoutsideitsscope.W e,therefore,m ap them icroscopicproblem onto a

phenom enologicaltim e-dependentLandau-Lifshitz(LL)equation with G ilbertdam ping.An approach based
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on LL equation hasbeen used previously [1],[5]butourtreatm entdi� ersin severalim portantways.Firstly,

we use asan inputm icroscopically determ ined torques Tk, T? . In previouswork only Tk wasconsidered

and its m agnitude was an adjustable param eter. Secondly,the im portance ofthe steady state concept in

the contextofthe LL equation hasnotpreviously been fully recognized. Finally,the consequencesofeasy

plane anisotropy have hardly been explored;we � nd that,in fact,itcan lead to com pletely new switching

scenarioswhen Tk and T? have the opposite sign. Even in the absence ofeasy plane anisotropy, Tk and

T? with the oppositesign m ay lead to qualitatively di� erenttypesofswitching.

In Sec.6 the unitvectorin the direction ofthe switching m agnetm om entm wasalwaystaken in the z

direction butto discusstheLL equation wem ustconsiderm in a generaldirection.Thetotalspin-transfer

torque T m ay be written quite generally asthe sum ofthe two com ponentsin the directionsofthe vectors

m � p and m � (p � m ),where p is a unit vector in the direction ofthe m agnetization ofthe polarizing

m agnet.Thus

T = T? + Tk; (46)

where

T? = g? (m � p) (47)

Tk = gk m � (p � m ): (48)

The m odulus ofboth vector products in Eqs.(47),(48) is equalto sin ,where  (0 �  � �) is the

angle between p and m . Since in the SM T? and Tk depend only on the angle  ,it follows that the

coe� cientsg? ,gk are functionsonly of . To determ ine g? ( ),gk( ),we return to the geom etry ofSec.6

with p = (sin ;0;cos )and m = (0;0;1).Itfollowsthat

Tk = gk( )(sin ;0;0) (49)

T? = g? ( )(0;sin ;0): (50)

Thusthe scalarquantitiescalculated in Sec.6 are Tk = gk sin , T? = g? sin .Hence them agnitudesand

signs ofgk( ),g? ( ) are determ ined. It is seen in Fig. 4 that the sin factor accounts for m ost ofthe

angulardependence of Tk, T? so thatto a good approxim ation gk,g? areconstants,proportionalto bias.

The LL equation takesthe form

dm

dt
+ 
m �

dm

dt
= � (51)

with the reduced totaltorque� given by

� = (� HA � < Stot > + T? + Tk)= j< S tot > j; (52)

where< S tot > isthe totalspin angularm om entum ofthe switching m agnetand 
 isthe G ilbertdam ping

param eter.Following Sun [5],Eq.(51)m ay be written m oreconveniently as

(1+ 

2)
dm

dt
= � � 
m � � : (53)

W e� rstconsidersteady-statesolutionsofthisequation butshallreturn to thefulltim e-dependentequation

when discussing stability ofthese states.In the steady state Eq(51)reducesto

� H A � < Stot > + T? + Tk = 0 (54)

which isequivalentto Eq.(33).

Them agnetization unitvectorp ofthepolarizingm agnetisgiven by (sin�;0;cos�)and in thephenom eno-

logicaltreatm ent,based on the SM ,the m agnetization ofthe switching m agnetisuniform in the direction

m = (sin�cos�;sin�sin�;cos�)(seeFig.1).Theprocedurefor� ndingsteady statesisexactlyanalogousto
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thatdescribed in Sec.4 forthem icroscopicapproach.Thustheuniversalpath on theunitsphereconsisting

ofpoints(�;�)which correspond to possible steady states,independentofbias,isagain given by Eq.(34).

Forgiven � thetorqueT = T? + Tk isnow de� ned explicitly asa function of� and � by Eqs.(47),(48),the

biasfactorin the constantsg? ,gk cancelling asbefore.Sim ilarly,using Eq.(54),wecan plot� againstbias

Vb forthe actualsteady statein the given biasasin Fig.3.

W e now return to Eq.(51)to discussstability ofthe steady states.The torque� isgiven by

� = Hu0f(m :ez)m � ez � hp(m :ey)m � ey + vm � (p � m )+ vrm � pg; (55)

where the relative strength ofthe easy plane anisotropy hp = H p0=H u0,using the notation ofEqs.(5),(6).

The last two term s correspond to Tk,with strength param eter v,and T? ,with strength param eter rv.

Clearly thereduced biasv isproportionalto theactualbiasVb and inversely proportionalto the num berof

atom icplanesin the switching m agnet.Com paring Eqs.(47),(48),and (55)weseethatr= g? =gk.Thusif

thescalartorquesTk,T? de� ned afterEq.(50)havethesam esign itfollowsthatrispositive.Conversely,ris

negativeifthetorqueshaveoppositesign.W enow linearizeEq.(51)abouta steady-statesolution m = m 0,

which satis� es� = 0,using the localcoordinateaxesshown in Fig.9.Thus

α 0

φ

z

0

m0

eφ

eα

y

x
FIG .9:Localcoordinate axes forthe deviation ofthe m agnetization m from itssteady-state orientation m 0.

m = m 0 + �e� + �e� (56)

and the linearized Eq.(53)m ay be written in the form

d�

d�
= A� + B �;

d�

d�
= C � + D �; (57)

whereA,B ,C ,D arefunctionsof�0,�0,� and the param etershp,v,r,and 
.Following Sun [5],wehave

introduced the naturaldim ensionlesstim e variable � = tHu0=(1+ 
2). The conditionsforthe steady state

to be stable are

F = A + D � 0;G = AD � B C � 0 (58)

excluding F = G = 0[17]. The dam ping param eter 
 appears in G only as a factor 1 + 
2 and m ay be

cancelled in the condition forstability G � 0.Thiscondition becom es

Q
2
v
2 + (Q vr+ cos2�0)(Q vr+ cos2 �0)+ hpfQ vr(1� 3sin2 �0 sin

2
�0)+ cos2�0(1� 2sin2 �0 sin

2
�0)g�

h
2

psin
2
�0 sin

2
�0(1� 2sin2 �0 sin

2
�0)� 0; (59)

whereQ = p:m 0 = sin� sin�0 cos�0 + cos� cos�0.Sim ilarly,the condition F � 0 becom es

� 2v(1+ 
r)Q � 
(cos2�0 + cos2 �0)� 
hp(1� 3sin2 �0 sin
2
�0)� 0: (60)

A num berofgeneralconclusionscan bedrawn from theseinequalities.However,we� rstconsiderthespecial

case when the m agnetization ofthe polarizing m agnetisin the direction ofthe uniaxialanisotropy axisof
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theswitching m agnet(� = 0).In thiscasetheequation � = 0,with � given by Eq.(55),showsim m ediately

thatpossible steady statesare given by �0 = 0;�,corresponding to the switching layerm om entalong the

axis ofthe uniaxialanisotropy. These are the only solutions when hp = 0. However,in the presence of

easy-plane anisotropy (hp 6= 0)there are additionalsteady state directionsofthe switching layerm om ent

given by sin2�0 = 2v=hp,cos�0 = � vrcos�0=(cos�0 + vsin�0). In the pure Slonczewskicase ofT? = 0

(r = 0) it follows that �0 = �=2. The stability conditions (59) and (60) then reduce to cos2�0 � 0 and

hp(1� 3sin2 �0)� 1 respectively.Forpracticalbiasesv=hp � 1 and the solution for�0 satisfying the � rst

stability condition is�0 � �=2� v=hp.The second stability condition isthen notsatis� ed.Thusfor� = 0,

r = 0 the only stable steady statesofinterestare given by �0 = 0 or�. Itiseasily seen thatin thiscase

the inequality (59)isalwayssatis� ed and the system becom esunstable when the left-hand side ofEq.(60)

changessign atvc = � (1+ 1

2
hp)
,corresponding to Sun’s[5]resultin zero external� eld.Thisshowsclearly

thatthe criterion form agnetization switching derived by Slonczewski[1]and Sun [5]in their very special

caseisequivalentto the instability ofa steady state in ourapproach.

In anotherspecialcase when we have only out-of-plane torque T? ,the switching criteria are clearly the

sam e as in the Stoner-W ohlfarth � eld-switching theory since the torque T? is equivalent to one arising

from an e� ective � eld ofm agnitude Hu0vr (see Eq.(55)). The stability criteria are then equivalentto the

conditions for a m inim um ofan energy function whose gradient gives allthe e� ective � elds. This was

previously recognized by Heideetal.[16].O bviously thisenergy doesnotinvolve
 and theabsenceof
 in

both criteria isclearly seen when in the second criterion (60)we take the lim itv ! 0;r ! 1 with the T?
param etervr � nite. Assoon asthe in-plane torque param eterv isnonzero,no energy function existsand

the stability criterion (60)involvesthe dam ping param eter
,showing itsessentially dynam ic nature. Itis

interesting thateven when both spin-transfertorquesexist,the in-plane torque dropsoutofEq.(60)in the

strong dam ping lim it
 ! 1 and wereturn to a Stoner-W ohlfarth situation.

In general,thesystem isneitherintheSlonczewski-SunnorStoner-W ohlfarthlim itand ourgeneralstability

analysis based on the criteria (59) and (60) is required. W e shall� rst apply it to discuss the stability of

the steady-state paths shown in Fig.3 which correspond to the m icroscopic param eters (b) ofTable I.In

this case,the reduced param eters ofthe present section,which reproduce accurately the m icroscopically

determ ined curvesin Fig.3,are hp = 0 and r = 1. The torque ratio r = 1 isclearfrom the curvesforcase

(b) in Fig. 4. The corresponding steady-state paths are shown in Fig.10 (a). In Fig. 10 (b) we plot the

steady-state paths for the param eterset (d) ofTable I,in which case r = � 1 (see Fig. 4). In Fig. 3 we

plotted � Vb on thebiasaxis,whereVb isin volts,in orderto com parewith thepresentreduced biasv which

isproportionalto eVb and e isnegative.(Vb and v havethesam esign when Tk < 0 and oppositesign when

Tk > 0.) W e have chosen for presentation purposes a value 
 = 0:05 ofthe dam ping param eter which is

FIG .10:R educed biasv required to stabilize the switching m agnet m om entatan angle � on the universalpath forr = 1 (a)

and r = � 1 (b)and hp = 0.Bold lines correspond to stable steady states.

som ewhatlargerthan thatsuggested in [5].W e recallthatFigs.3 and 10 correspond to the situation when

the m om entofthe polarizing m agnetisat� = 2 radians. W e � rstdiscussFig. 10 (a). Initially with zero

biasv the m om entofthe switching m agnetisin the direction ofthe uniaxialanisotropy � eld,i.e.,�0 = 0.

Asv increasespositively,�0 increasesuntilthestability criterion (60)ceasesto besatis� ed.In Fig.10 stable
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steady states are indicated by heavy lines and unstable ones by thin lines. At this value ofv,the point

A in Fig.10 (a),the system seeks another steady state which is stable at the sam e bias and hence jum ps

to B.Itisassum ed thatfor� nite 
 the system willhom e in on the stable state. Sun [5]showed how this

happens dynam ically for the specialcase of� = 0. O n further increase ofbias the system proceeds to C

and,on reducing the bias to zero,it m oves to D where � = �. The current-induced switching process is

thuscom pleted with the m agnetization switched between the two stable zero-biasorientations(� = 0 and

�)in the uniaxialanisotropy � eld.To reversetheprocessthebiasisreversed and the system proceedsto E

where itbecom esunstable and jum psto F.Finally a furthernegative increase ofv takesthe system to G

and,on reducing the biasto zero,wereturn to O .Iftheresistanceiscalculated foreach steady state,using

ourK eldysh form alism (orequivalently the K ubo form ula)forcharge current,the corresponding hysteresis

loop ofresistanceversusbiascan be plotted.W e shalldo thisforlaterexam ples.

In the above exam ple,the in-plane and out-of-plane torquesare ofequalstrength and ofthe sam e sign

(r= 1).TheinstabilitiesatA and E aregoverned by thedynam icalcriterion (60).In theStoner-W ohlfarth-

like case discussed earlierthe system rem ainsstable,as bias is increased,up to the m axim um at A’.The

� rstcriterion (59)determ inesthe instability atthispointand sim ilarly atE’.

Fig. 10b showsthe situation forthe lessusualcase ofnegative r,in particularr = � 1 corresponding to

param eterset(d). Starting at�0 = 0,with biasincreasing from zero,an instability occursatA asbefore.

However,there are now two possible stable steady statesto which the system m ightjum p,labelled by B’

and B.W ecannotsay to which pointthejum p occurswithoutfollowing thedetailed dynam icsofthesystem

with tim e-dependentsolutionsofthe Landau-Lifshitz equation. Ifthe system jum psto B’furtherincrease

ofbiasleadstowardsG where the m om entofthe switching m agnetapproachesalignm entwith thatofthe

polarizingm agnet.Howeverthebiasisvaried now,through positiveand negativevalues,thesystem rem ains

on the stable steady state branch G G ’and no switching to the pointD can occur.If,however,the system

jum psfrom A to B,the biascan bereduced to zero atD and a hysteresisloop can be com pleted via E and

F.O n theotherhand ifon jum ping to B thebiasisfurtherincreased,to reach thestateC,a jum p willoccur

to C’and the system isagain trapped on the branch G G ’.

Thenextexam pleweconsiderem ploysam appingofthefully realisticm icroscopictorquesforCo/Cu(111)

shown in Fig. 7b onto the m acroscopic m odel. In this case the switching m agnet consists oftwo atom ic

planes ofcobalt (M = 2). W e recallthat the nonm agnetic spacer consists of20 atom ic planes ofCu. A

new feature ofthisexam ple isthatwe now introduce a strong easy-plane anisotropy with hp = 100. Ifwe

take H u0 = 1:86� 109sec�1 corresponding to an uniaxialanisotropy � eld ofabout0.01T,thisvalue ofhp
correspondsto theshapeanisotropy fora m agnetization of1:6� 106A=m ,sim ilarto thatofCo [5].W etake

again � = 2 radiansand a realisticvalueof
 = 0:01,which isin line with the valuequoted by Sun [5].The

valueofr which givesa reasonable� tto them icroscopictorquesshown in Fig.7b isr= 0:65.W e� nd that

the strong easy-plane anisotropy forces the switching m agnetm om ent to rotate in the (x;z) plane,which

m eans thatthe universalpaths in the (�;�) plane are alm oststraightlines with � = 0 or�. The plotof

reduced biasv against� isshown in Fig.11and again theheavy portionsofthecurvesindicatestablesteady

states.The m ultiple loopsofsteady statesin Fig.11a area new featureappearing forhp 6= 0.However,in

thiscase,they are allunstable. The im portantpartsofthe curvesare shown on a largerscale in Fig.11b.

Thisclearly resem blesFig. 10a and instabilitiesnow occuratthe extrem alpointsA’and E’instead ofA

and E asin Fig.10a.In general,thepointA liesfurtherup thecurvetowardsA’thelargertheproduct
hp.

Thisfollowsfrom Eq.(60)aslong astheeasy-planeanisotropy isstrong enough forjsin�0 sin�0 j< 1=
p
3 to

besatis� ed.Thisstabilizing e� ectofeasy-planeanisotropy hastheunwelcom econsequencethatthecritical

bias(current)forswitching isstrongly increased by such anisotropy. The corresponding hysteresisloop of

resistance versusbiasfor� = 2 radiansisshown in Fig.12a.W e have also transferred the key pointsfrom

Fig. 11b. In Fig. 12b we show the hysteresisloop for � = 3 radians,which is close to � = � assum ed in

previoustreatm ents[1],[5]. Itisratherinteresting thatthe criticalbiasforswitching is� 0.2m V both for

� = 2 and � = 3 radians. W hen thisbiasisconverted to the currentdensity using the calculated ballistic

resistance ofthe junction,we � nd that the criticalcurrentfor switching is � 107A=cm 2,which is in very

good agreem ent with experim ent [3]. However,there is a qualitative di� erence between the cases � = 2

and � = 3 radians. For � = 2 radians,switching is determ ined by the instability condition (59) which is

independentofthe dam ping param eter
. Thism eansthatswitching isofthe Stoner-W ohlfarth type. O n

the otherhand,for� = 3 radians,we � nd thatthe instability isdeterm ined by Eq.(60),which m eansthat
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FIG .11: R educed bias v required to stabilize the Co switching m agnet m om ent at an angle �, with � = 2, and realistic

anisotropy and dam ping param eters for Co/Cu/Co(111) with M = 2. The value � � 0 is obtained for v > 0 and � � � is

obtained forv < 0.
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FIG .12:R esistanceoftheCo/Cu/Co(111)junction asa function ofapplied biaswith M = 2 m onolayersofCo in theswitching

m agnet. (a) isfor� = 2 radiansand (b) isfor� = 3 radians.

switching isofthe Slonczewski-Sun type.

The last exam ple we consider em ploys again a m apping of the fully realistic m icroscopic torques for

Co/Cu(111)shown in Fig.7a onto the m acroscopicm odel.In thiscasethe num berofatom ic planesin the

switching m agnetisM = 1.W e use the sam e valuesofhp,
,H u0,and � asin the previousexam ple.The

best� tto the m icroscopic torquesin Fig.7a givesr = � 1:0.Thisexam ple,besidesbeing again a realistic

one,introducesthe feature ofnegative r which we m etin the single-orbitalm odelwith param eterset(d)

(see Figs. 4 and 10b). The plotofreduced biasv against� isshown in Fig. 13 with stable steady states

indicated asbefore. The low-biaspartofthe curvesisplotted in Fig. 13b on a largerscale. The factthat

jrjiscom parableforFigs.11 and 13 (oftheorderof1)butthesign ischanged,leadsto allthebiascurves

being essentially only re
 ected in the � axis. However,the change ofsign ofr isseen to have a dram atic

e� ecton the stability ofthe steady states. The m oststriking e� ectisthe creation ofa ’bias-gap’with no

stablesteady statesforvaluesofreduced biasjv jbetween about0.7 and 10.Forr= � 1 the bias-gap only

existsin thepresenceofeasy-planeanisotropy.In thisconnection wem ay com pareFig.13,with param eters

r = � 1,hp = 100,
 = 0:01,� = 2 with Fig.10b correponding to r = � 1,hp = 0,
 = 0:05,� = 2. (The

largervalue of
 forFig.10b isnotim portant;itwasused to push the pointofinstability A to largerbias

and thusclarify the� gure).Clearly thereisno bias-gap in Fig.10b with hp = 0.Anothere� ectoflargehp
isto push thepointofinstability G in Fig.13b to m uch largerbiasthan thecorrespondingpointin Fig.10b,

even with a sm allerdam ping param eter
.In fact,fortheparticularvaluesof
 and hp used forFig.13,G

liesata largerbiasthan E’.The resultanthysteresisloop,shown in Fig.14a,isthusexecuted in the sam e
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FIG .13: R educed bias v required to stabilize the Co switching m agnet m om ent at an angle �, with � = 2, and realistic

anisotropy and dam ping param eters for Co/Cu/Co(111) with M = 1. The value � � 0 is obtained for v < 0 and � � � is

obtained forv > 0.

sense as that shown in Fig.12a. However in Fig. 14b,corresponding to � = 3 instead of2,the sense is

reversed. In Fig.12 aswechangebiasfrom B to C orfrom F to G weareachieving saturation by aligning
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FIG .14: R esistance ofthe Co/Cu/Co(111) junction as a function ofapplied current,with M = 1 m onolayer ofCo in the

switching m agnet. (a) isfor� = 2 radiansand (b) isfor� = 3 radians.

the switching m agnetparallelorantiparallelto the polarizing m agnet. However,in Fig. 14 aswe increase

biasfrom F thesteady statebecom esunstableatthepointG ,fora criticalbias,butthereisno stablestate

forthesystem to jum p to with furtherincreaseofbias(seeFig.13b).To em phasizethispoint,thepointsG

and C arestarred in Fig.14a.Thusforbiaslargerthan thiscriticalonethesystem cannothom ein on any

stable state and the m om entofthe switching m agnetrem ainsperpetually in a tim e-dependentstate. For

m uch largerbiasthesystem can hom ein onto thestablem ultipleloop statesshown in Fig.13a.Thusthere

isa rangeofbiaswhereonly thetim e-dependentstateispossible.Thebottom ofthegap occursatthebias

pointG in Fig.14a.Ifthebiasisthen reduced below thisvaluethesystem willhom ein on a stablesteady

stateand the hysteresisloop can be com pleted.

W e investigated the criticalnegative value ofr atwhich the biasgap appears. Forthe param etersused

above,thegap isnotpresentforr= � 0:05 butisalready wellestablished forr= � 0:1.Thuswhen in-plane

and out-of-planespin-transfertorqueshaveoppositesign,and easyplaneanisotropyislarge,onlyasm allout-

of-planetorqueisrequired to producethisunusualbiasgap behavior.Sinceout-of-planetorquecorresponds

to an e� ective � eld,we believe that this behavior is closely related to the tim e-dependent m otion ofthe

m om ent ofthe switching m agnetwhich is observed in a su� ciently large applied m agnetic � eld [6]. This
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alternativem echanism fortim e-dependentm otion ofthe switching m agnetm om entisunderinvestigation.

Even in the absence ofeasy plane anisotropy,but with large negative r,we have found a criticalbias

abovewhich only tim e-dependentsolutionsexist.However,forsm allnegativer (jrj� 1)norm alsolutions

can occur(no biasgap). Forinterm ediate valuesofr,asdiscussed forr = � 1 with reference to Fig. 10b,

switching m ay or m ay not occur. Furtherm ore,in the case ofpure in-plane torque (r = 0) and no easy

plane anisotropy we � nd straightforward switching ofSlonczewski-Sun type for jcos� j> 1=3,while for

jcos� j< 1=3 a m orecom plicated hysteresisloop isfound.

C O N C LU SIO N S

O urprincipalresultisthatspin-transfertorquesresponsible forcurrent-induced switching ofm agnetiza-

tion can be calculated quantitatively for realsystem s such as Co/Cu/Co junction in the ballistic regim e

using nonequilibrium K eldysh form alism . In fact,we argue thatthe spin-transfertorque can be calculated

selfconsistently from � rstprinciplesonly in a steady state(switching m agnetm agnetization doesnotm ove),

and thisisprecisely whatthe K eldysh form alism isdesigned for.In the sm all-bias(linear-response)regim e

higher-order(m any-body) e� ects can be neglected and our results for the spin-transfer torque are,there-

fore,quite rigorous.K eldysh form alism providesan explicitform ula forthe localspin currentbetween any

two atom ic planes ofthe junction in term s ofone-electron surface G reen functions for the cut junction.

The surfaceG reen functionsare readily availableand we calculatethem using a tight-binding Ham iltonian

with param etersdeterm ined from a � tto an ab initio band structure.W ith the exception ofSlonczewski’s

parabolicband calculation [1],ourK eldysh form ulation isthe only theory thatyieldsthe localspin current

taking into into account rigorously contributions from allthe parts ofthe junction. As the following ar-

gum entdem onstrates,previoustheories[8],[15],which consideronly scattering ofspin-polarized electrons

incidentfrom thespaceron thespacer/switchingm agnetinterfaceareincom plete.W hen theparticlecurrent


 ows from the polarizing m agnet toward the switching m agnet it is clear that a spin-transfer torque acts

on the switching m agnet. However,when the polarity ofthe applied biasisreversed,the currentincident

from therightlead on the switching m agnetisunpolarized and,therefore,hasno e� ecton it.O n the other

hand,itiswellknown experim entally [3]thatchanging the polarity ofthe biasreversesthe direction ofthe

spin-transfertorque(them agnituderem ainsthesam e).Thiscannotbeexplained within atheory thattreats

only the spacer/switching m agnetinterface. The ingredientthatism issing isstrong re
 ection ofelectrons

from the polarizing m agnetwhich resultsin a spin polarization ofthe re
 ected electrons.Clearly only such

re
 ected spin current
 owing in the direction opposite to that ofthe particle currentcan exert torque on

the switching m agnet. It follows that m ultiple re
 ections ofelectrons from the polarizing and switching

m agnetarean essentialfeatureoftheproblem .They aretreated rigorously to allordersin ourtheory.The

fundam entalexperim entalfactthatthe spin-transfertorqueacting on theswitching m agnetisproportional

to theapplied biasisobtained naturally in ourtheory sincethespin currentanywherein thejunction,given

by Eq.(25),isproportionalto the di� erencebetween theFerm ifunctionsforthe leftand righthalvesofthe

cutjunction,i.e.,proportionalto the biasin the low-bias(linear-response)lim it.Theseargum entsindicate

that selfconsistenttreatm ent ofthe whole junction is crucialfor correctunderstanding ofcurrent-induced

switching ofm agnetization.

Thespin-transfertorquecalculated from ourK eldysh form alism hastwo com ponents,onewith thetorque

vector Tk in the plane containing the m agnetizations ofthe two m agnetic layers (’in-plane’torque) and

anotherwith thetorquevectorT? perpendiculartothisplane(’out-of-plane’torque).Itisgenerallybelieved

that the e� ective � eld-like com ponent T? is always sm all. W e � nd that this is not the case and our

calculations show that, in general,both the in-plane and out-of-plane com ponents tend to � nite values

independent ofthe spacer thickness in the lim it ofa thick spacer. However,it is true that T? is strictly

zero in the lim it ofan in� nite exchange splitting between the m ajority and m inority-spin bands in both

ferrom agnets,and this is the case considered initially by Slonczewski[1]. In the realistic case ofa � nite

exchange splitting,T? is nonzero and can be com parable with Tk. The only othergeneralcase when T?

can be sm alloccurs for a junction with re
 ection sym m etry about a plane at the center ofthe spacer.

Henceto observean e� ectofT? oneneedsto break there
 ection sym m etry ofthejunction.Fora junction

with polarizing and switching m agnetsm adeofthesam em aterial,thisisachieved by m aking theswitching

m agnetthinnerthan thepolarizingm agnet,and astrongeste� ectisfound foraswitching m agnetonly a few
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atom ic planesthick. O urcalculationsshow thatT? and Tk are com parable fora Co/Cu/Co(111)junction

when the switching Co layerisone ortwo atom ic planesthick. Nevertheless,fora good epitaxialjunction

(ballisticlim it),we� nd thatT? is� 27% ofTk even foraswitchingCom agnetasthick asten atom icplanes.

An alternativeway to break thesym m etry isto usea junction with polarizing and switching m agnetsm ade

ofdi� erentm aterials.

Anotherresultwewish to highlightisthat,depending on m aterialparam etersofthejunction,therelative

sign ofT? and Tk can be negative as wellas positive. For exam ple,T? =Tk < 0 for Co/Cu/Co(111)with

a switching Co m agnet ofone atom ic plane and T? =Tk > 0 for two atom ic planes ofCo. The negative

sign ofthe ratio T? =Tk hasa profound e� ecton the stability ofsteady statesand,hence,on the nature of

current-induced switching.

Finally,to determ ine the criticalcurrentsforswitching and to investigate the e� ectofT? ,we haveused

the m icroscopically calculated spin-transfertorquesasan inputinto the phenom enologicalLandau-Lifshitz

equation with G ilbert dam ping. O ur generalphilosophy is that allsteady states can be calculated from

� rst principles and loss oftheir stability,determ ined from the Landau-Lifshitz equation,corresponds to

switching.Thisholdsprovided there isanotherstable steady state atthe sam e currentdensity the system

can switch into. W e showed thatourcriterion forinstability ofthe steady state leadsto the sam e critical

currentforswitching asthatobtained earlierby Sun [5]in thespecialcaseofT? = 0and fortheinitialangle

� between thepolarizingand switching m agnetm om entsequalto 0 or�.However,we� nd thatqualitatively

di� erentswitching scenarioscan occurwhen T? =Tk 6= 0,� 6= 0,and in thepresenceofan easy-plane(shape)

anisotropy. In particular,when the easy-plane anisotropy is strong,even a relatively sm allT? (5-10 % of

Tk)hasa strong e� ecton switching. In the absence ofan applied m agnetic � eld,we � nd thatan ordinary

hysteresisloop isthe only possible switching scenario when T? =Tk > 0.However,forT? =Tk < 0,a norm al

hysterestic switching occurs only at relatively low current densities. W hen the current exceeds a critical

value,thereareno stablesteady statesand thesystem thusrem ainsperm anently in a tim edependentstate.

Thisisanalogousto theobserved precession oftheswitching m agnetm agnetization caused by a DC current

in the presence ofan applied m agnetic � eld [6]. In ourcase,the e� ective � eld-like term T? ,which causes

this behavior,is proportionalto the DC currentand,hence,com plete loss ofstability ofthe steady state

occursonly when thisterm islargeenough,i.e.,when the DC currentisabovea criticalvalue.

O urcalculationsforCo/Cu/Co(111)show thatthe criticalcurrentforswitching in the hysteretic regim e

is� 107A=cm 2 both forCo switching m agnetsofoneand two atom icplanes.Thisisin good agreem entwith

experim ent[3].W erecallthatthecriticalcurrentforswitchingisobtained usingthespin transfertorquesfor

a fully realisticCo/Cu/Co(111)junction and assum ing a uniaxialanisotropy of0:01T and G ilbertdam ping


 = 0:01.Thisisin line with the valuesofthe uniaxialanisotropy and G ilbertdam ping quoted by Sun [5].

W e conclude by stressing that allthe speci� c results we have obtained are strictly valid for a perfect

epitaxialjunction,i.e.,in theballisticlim it.However,theK eldysh form alism wehavedescribed isvalid also

in the di� usive lim it. G eneralization to the di� usive lim it is,in principle,straightforward. For exam ple,

onecould introducerandom im puritiesin the lateralsupercellgeom etry,determ inethe one-electron surface

G reen functionsin thisgeom etry and then perform con� guration averaging ofthe spin current.
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