arXiv:cond-mat/0506489v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 20 Jun 2005

N onlinear spin relaxation in strongly nonequilbbrium m agnets

V I.Yukalov
Institut fur T heoretische P hysik,
Freie Universitat Berlin, Amim allee 14, D -14195 Berlin, G emm any
and
B ogolubov Laboratory of T heoretical P hysics,
Joint Institute for Nuclkar Research, D ubna 141980, Russia

Abstract

A general theory is developed for describing the nonlinear relaxation of
soIn system s from a strongly nonequilibrium initial state, when, in addition,
the sam ple is coupled to a resonator. Such processes are characterized by non-—
linear stochastic di erential equations. This m akes these strongly nonequi-
lbrium processes principally di erent from the spin relaxation close to an
equilbrium state, which is represented by linear di erential equations. T he
consideration is based on a realistic m icroscopic H am iltonian including the
Zeam an temn s, dipolk Interactions, exchange interactions, and a sihgle-site
anisotropy. The In uence of cross correlations between several spin soecies is
Investigated. T he critically in portant function of coupling between the soin
systam and a resonant electric circuit is em phasized. The role of all m ain
relaxation rates is analyzed. T he phenom enon of selforganization of transi-
tion ocoherence n spin m otion, from the quantum chaotic stage of incoherent

uctuations, is thoroughly describbed. Local spin uctuations are found to
be the triggering cause for starting the spin relaxation from an incoherent
nonequilbbrium state. T he basic regim es of collective coherent soin relaxation
are studied.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The problem of spin relaxation from a state close to equillbbrium has a long history and
is well studied, being related to the description of soin m otion in the vicihity of di erent
m agnetic resonances. T his type of soIn rlaxation is usually characterized by linear di er—
ential equations, such as B loch equations. The theory of spin m otion close to equillboriuim
has been expounded in num erous literature, am ong which i would be possible to m ention
several good books [L{7].

E ssentially nonlinear soin m otion arises if the system is prepared In a strongly nonequi-
Ibrium initial state, eg. with m agnetization opposite to an extemalm agnetic eld, and,
In addition, is coupled to a resonator. Such nonlinear dynam ics are comm only treated by
the B loch equations supplam ented by the K irchho equation for a resonator electric circuit
B{1ll]. However, the phenom enological B loch equations do not allow for the elicidation
of di erent physical processes involved in the behaviour of the system and are not abl to
describe several, probably them ost Interesting, selforganized regin es of oin m otion, aswas
dem onstrated n Refs. [12{14]. Som e physicalm odels, based on m icroscopic spin Ham ilttoni-
ans, have also been considered, whose survey can be found In recent review s [15,16]. But In
each of these m odels one standardly studies only som e particular substances and considers
only a part of spin Interactions, m ainly secular dipole-dipole Interactions, and one takes
Into acoount only som e of the known attenuation processes. At the sam e tin g, it is evident
that taking care of only particularm odel elem ents can easily lead to w rong physical conclu—
sions, since realphysicalm aterials always Include several di erent characteristics com peting
w ith each other. The study of nonlinear spin relaxation is of param ount im portance not
sokly ow Ing to its theoretical beauty but also because it can be em ployed In a varety of
applications, such as the m easurem ent of m aterials param eters, ultrafast repolarization of
solid-state targets, creation of sensitive eld detectors, usage In quantum com puting and
others, as isdiscussed In review s [15,16]. O ne ofthem a prpossibl applications is in achiev—
Ing the regin e of superradiant operation by spin m asers [13,17{19]. Punctuated nonlnear
dynam ics of soIn assam blies can also be a new tool for mform ation processing R0].

The ain ofthe present paper is to develop a general theory of nonlinear soin relaxation,
being based on a realistic m icroscopic Ham iltonian incliding, in addition to the Zeam an
tem s, the maln soin interactions, and taking account of the di erent m a pr m echanian s
of soIn attenuation. By considering jist som e lin ited m odels, it is easy to come to false
conclusions and to predict ctitious physical e ects that by no means can exist in real
m aterials. It is only by carefully treating di erent com peting m echanian s that one can
derive reliable physical in plications.

II.BASIC SPIN HAM ILTONIAN
K esping In m ind the applicability of the theory to a wide class of spin system s, we start
w ith a rather generalH am ittonian incliding them a pr spin interactions the m ost often m et

In m agneticm aterdals [1{7,21{23]. Let us consider a solid sam pl containing N vector soins

ofspin S, starting from S = 1=2 to very high soin values. T hese can be nuclkar or electronic
soins, as In the standard problem s ofnuckar or electronic spin resonances [L{7,15]. M agnetic



m okcules, orm ing m olecular m agnets, can possess various soins ranging from S = 1=2 up
to S = 27=2, as is reviewed In Refs. [16,19,24{26]. Bos=E instein condensates of dilute
gases (see review s R7{30]), being placed in optical Jattices can form Ilocalized clouds w ith
an e ective spin per site of order 102 or 10°. Spin dynam ics n ainly linear) is an intensively
developing eld of research, called spintronics [B1].

The Ham iltonian ofa soin system can, generally, be ssparated into two parts,

A l A
H= Hir s Hyj 1)

the rsttem being related to individual soins, while the second representing spin interac—
tions. T he single—spin Ham ittonian

H;= 0B S D () @)

consists of the Zeam an energy and the energy of the single-site m agnetic anisotropy. Here

0 hs,wih ¢ beihg the gyrom agnetic ratio of a particle wih soin S. For electronic
sins, o < 0, whik for nuclkar sopins  can be either positive or negative. The total
m agnetic eld

B =Bye,+ B+ H)e, 3)

contains extemal longiudinal, B 3, and transversse, B, m agnetic elds, and also a feedback
eld H ofa resonator, ifthe sam pl is coupled to a resonant electric circuit. T he anisotropy
param eterD ispositive for an easy-axis anisotropy and negative In the case ofan easy-plane
anisotropy.
T he interaction Ham iltonian

Hy= DysS;S; IjS: $ “)

Includes dipole and exchange interactions. T he dipolar tensor is

2
D. = 2 3n.ng ; ©)
1] SIS
where ; = x;y;z and
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T his tensor en pys the properties
X X
D, =0; Dy =0; (6)
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i6 1)
of which the st is exact and the second one is asym ptotically exact for a m acroscopic
sam ple w ih a large number of spins N 1. A positive exchange Integral correspoonds to
ferrom agnetic interactions and negative, to antiferrom agnetic interactions.



It is convenient to represent the Ham iltonians through the ladder spin operators S;
S¥ ig . Then the single-soin tem (2) w rites as

1

N 1
Hi=  oBoSI S oBitH) sf+s, D &°: )
W ith the notation
1 , 1 ,
ayy DI ; by y D DY 2D ; 5 DY DY @)

the Interaction H am iltonian (4) transfom s to

H.=a. S2?87 }S+S + b3S SY + b.S; S, +
i3 SEESES 5 7173 SEERES 1391 2

+ 20587 S5+ 2¢y8; S5 &y S{Sy + Sis} : ©)

The interaction param eters a;; = aj;, by = by, and ¢y = ¢; are symm etric and have the
property
X X X
ayy = by = cy= 05 10)
jE 1) 6 1) j66 1)
follow ing from Egs. (6).
T he equations of m otion for the soin operators are cbtained from the H eisenberg equa—

tions and the com m utation relations
h i h i
+
Si H Sj =2 iij H Slz; Sj = ijSi

In order to represent the evolution equations in a com pact form , it is convenient to introduce
the Iocal elds

1 X h N i
0 E aiij + Ciij + ciij + Jij Si Sj ’
36 1)
i X , 1 .
E 2C_LJS] 5 aiij + 2bJ_jS:J + Jij Si SJ 11)
36 1)
and the e ective force
i
T here is a characteristic frequency, the Zeem an frequency, which we denote as
! 2B, 13
0 o oo 13)
Then as the equations ofm otion for the spin operators, we cbtain
a5, i(l+ o)S, + £SZ+ D s s74 8% 14)
= a\. . ) 11— , ‘ 2qQ . .
at 0 0793 i h i1 iYi ’
w ith its Hem itian conjugate, and
dsf 1 + +
= - f'S; +S/f : 15)
dt 2

T he follow ing description of spin dynam ics w illbe based on these equations.



ITT.TRIGGERING SPIN FLUCTUATIONS

Suppose that the soIn system is prepared In a strongly nonequilbrium state, being
polarized along the z-axis. W hat then ocould be the triggering m echanisn s initiating soin
m otion and their relaxation to an equillbbrium state? It is evident that in posing transverse
m agnetic elds would push the spins to move. But assum e that there are no transverse
m agnetic elds at the initial tin e and no transverse ocoherence is in posed on the system .
W hat then would initiate the spin m otion? Here it is in portant to stress the role of local
soin waves as of the triggering m echanisn for starting the soin relaxation.

T he appearance of spin waves is due to the local elds (11). In order to consider spin
waves, or m ore generally, soin uctuations that arise In a state which is not necessarily
equilbbrium , it is approprate to work w ith the operator equations (14) and (15). Let us
de ne the operator deviation

s, § <s§> (16)

from an average < S; >, which is not necessarily an equilbrium average, but which can
be an average over a nonequilbrium statistical cperator, though such that < S; > weakly
depends on the Index i, because of which it can be taken out of the sum s in Egs. (11).
Then, ow Ing to Egs. (10), we have

X h i
aij S]Z+ Cij Sj + Cj_j S; + Jj_j SZ sz ’
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which dem onstrates that these Iocal elds really correspond to local spin  uctuations.

To em phasize the role of the sopin uctuations, et us sst B; = H = 0, that is, Jooking
at the case when the transverse elds do not initiate the soin m otion. A nd, respectively, let
< 8; >= 0, but the Iongitudinal polarization be nite, < Sf>%6 0. Then S; = S; .The
behaviour of spin uctuations is characterized by lnearizinhg Egs. (14) and (15) w ith respect
to the operator deviations (16). The lnearization of the single-site anisotropy term in Eqg.
(14) has to be done so that to satisfy the known exact rehtions forS = 1=2and S ! 1,
which can be represented [16,32] as

1
S; 87+ sfs, = 2 S < 8Sf> 8, : 18)

Introduce the sihgle-site anisotropy frequency

D
'y @S 1)1; 19)
and the e ective spin frequency
< 8¥>
ls !9 5 _S 7 0)



where !y isde ned In Eq. (13). Then, lnearizing Egs. (14) and (15),we nd

d ' zZ d Z
— S, = 1S, + <S> — S;=0: 21)
dt dt

T he second of these equations, under the nitialcondition S (0) = 0, gives S{ = 0.

Now Xt usemply the Fourier transfom s for the Interactions

1 X & g X ik 5

— xe" 9 ax = age & 9

N k Jj® 1)

aij =

w ith the analogous transform s for by and J;5, and for the spin operators

X ) 1 X

S, = Se®F; Sk = 5 S;e ™ ¥
K 3
U sing the notation
1 ax z 2 z
K !s+E E+Jk $ <S> ; " E}q<<si>; (22)
from the st ofEgs. (14), we obtain
d . . +
&Sk = 1xS, + 1S, : (23)
Looking for the solution of the Jatter equation In the fom
S, = ue iyt vkeilkt;
we nd the spectrum of soin waves
q__
= §  3xF: (24)
In the long-wave lim i, one gets
2 3
X a;s + 2J;s
o' #3110 < &> — P 25)
o 4h!yg
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where k ! 0, and the summ ation is over the nearest neighbours.

In this way, In the soin system there are always transverse uctuations, which can be
nam ed soin waves. The latter, as they have been describbed, are not necessarily the soin
waves In an equilbrium state, as they are usually understood [B33], but are to be considered
In a generalized sense. Under spin waves, wem ean here jist transverse spin  uctuations. Ik is
these transverse uctuationsthat are regponsible for triggering the initialm otion ofpolarized
soins, when there are no extemal transverse m agnetic elds. This is why these transverse
soin  uctuations can be called triggering soin waves. Taking into acoount such quantum
FiIn uctuationsm akes it possble to describe the dynam ical regin es of soin m otion, which
do not exist for classical B loch equations. And it beocom es possible to develop a detailed
picture ofhow the transverse soin ooherence arises from initially chaotic uctuations. This
selforganized process of coherence em erging from chaos is one of the m ost interesting and
challenging problem s of soin dynam ics.



IV.SPIN EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

The equations of motion (14) and (15) for spin operators are highly nonlinear. The
nonlinearity com es from two sources. O ne is caused by the soin Interactions accum ulated
in the Jocal uctuating elds (11). A nother kind of nonlineariy enters through the e ective
force (12) containing feedback elds included in the term H . T he treatm ent ofthe nonlnear
Foin dynam icsw illbe done here by m eans ofthe scale separation approach [11{15,34], which
is a generalization of the averaging technigue [B5] to stochastic di erential equations.

Notice, st ofall, that there are two di erent spatial scales. O ne of them is related to
local elds (11) descrbing random soin uctuations (17), which is characterized by a spatial
length ofthe order of the m ean interparticle distance ay . At this length scale, chaotic quan—
tum spin uctuations prevail. Another length scale is the wavelength a o corresponding
to ooherent e ects associated w ith the characteristic spin rotation frequency ! . At the lat-
ter scale, coherent soin correlations are im portant. These two di erent length scales allow
us to distinguish two types of operators. O ne type are the local uctuating elds (11), that
is, the varablks ,, , and *, and another type are the spin operators S SI ,and Sf.
The fom er, responsible or local shortrange uctuations, can be represented by random
variabls ,5,11,16,36], while the latter keep track of long-range coherent e ects. Respec—
tively, it is convenient to de ne two sorts of averaging w ith respect to the corresoonding
variables. Then the statistical averaging over soin operators w ill be denoted by the single
angl brackets < :::>, whik the averaging over the random local eldsw ill be denoted by
the doubl anglk brackets ::: . The Jatter, treating the chaotic local spIn  uctuations
as white noise, are de ned as

o) = © =0; o) o =25 BH;
o) ©) = © & =0; © © =25 bH; 26)

where 3 isthe width of inhom ogeneous dynam ic broadening.

Tt is worth stressing that the whienoise approxin ation (26) is not principal and could
be generalized to taking into acoount a coloured noise by including nite relaxation tim es.
This, however, would result in much m ore com plicated and cum bersom e equations. It is
therefore m ore convenient, ©llow Ing the ideas of the scale ssparation approach [11{15], to
separate in the tem poral behaviour of spin correlations two parts, fast and slow . The fast
part is connected to the localspin  uctuations described by the spectrum of Iocal spin waves
(24) . T he characteristic frequencies of these uctuations are de ned by the nearneighbour
soin coupling as well as by the applied extemal m agnetic eld. Here and in what follow s,
we assum e that this extemal eld is su ciently strong, so that the uctuation spectrum
(24) is characterized by the frequencies of the order of the Zeem an frequency !y, which is
essentially larger than the frequency tem s due to soin Interactions. W ith the tine 2 =!,
being the shortest am ong all other characteristic tim es, the related fast spin  uctuations can
bee ectively treated aswhite noise, asisdonein Eq. 26). The in uence of spin correlations
slow Iy decaying In tim e can be approprately included into the transverse relaxation time T,
determm ined by the strength ofthe soin—spin coupling allow ing for dipolar aswell as exchange
Interactions. This e ective relaxation tin e w ill also be taken into account in the follow Ing
consideration, together w ith the e ect of line narrow Ing due to high spin polarization [6].



Averaging over soin operators, because of their longrange rolk, one can emply the
decoupling

<8;8;>=<8;><8,> is J) : @7)

T hough this looks like a m ean— eld approxin ation, one should not forget that the restricted
averaging, denoted by the singlke angl brackets < :::>, by de nion, nhvolres only the
FoIn degrees of freedom , w ithout touching the stochastic variabls o and . Therefore
the quantum uctuations are not lost in decoupling (27) but are pressrved because of the
dependence ofthe spin averages < S; > on the random variabls ( and . Then decoupling
(27) is temm ed the stochastic m ean— eld approxin ation [11{16].

A special care is to be taken in considering the single-site tetm of Eg. (14). W hen
averaging the latter, one has to pressrve the exact lm ting properties known for S = 1=2
and S ! 1 . The corresponding decoupling, correctly interpolating between the exact
lin iting behaviours [16,19,32] is

A z _ l z .
< S;S{+ 88, >= 2 g <8, >< 8> : (28)

Thus, for S = 1=2, expression (28) becom es zero, as it should be, and forS ! 1 , one has
2< S8; >< S >,agalh In agream ent w ith the correct asym ptotic behaviour.

Let us average the equations ofm otion (14) and (15) over the soin degrees of freedom ,
not touching the uctuating random elds ( and . Our ain is to obtain the evolution
equations for the follow ing varables: T he transition flunction

1 &
S <S; > (29)
SN .

i=1
descrbing the average rotation of transverse spin com ponents; the coherence intensity

1 A

- - < 87s. > ; 30
SN N 1) iS5 ; (30)

6 3
show ing the level of coherence In the soin m otion, and the spin polarization

1 A
— < 87> 31
SN P> (31)

i=1

S

de ning the average polarization per particle.

In order to have the evolution equations representing realistic spin system s, but not
Just som e unreasonable m odels, an accurate acoount must be taken of the m ain relaxation
m echanisn s. Being based on unrealistic m odels, om itting in portant existing attenuation
processes, it would be easy to a1l into the sin of predicting physical e ects that In reality
can never occur. W e shall consider the follow Ing basic relaxation rates.

(1) Spin-kttHce ongitudinal attenuation 1, caused by spin—lattice interactions. The
corresponding longitudinal relaxation time is Ty 1=,. For di erent m aterials, ; can
be of di erent order. At low tem perature, when spin-phonon interactions are suppressed,



the param eter | can be rather snall. For Instance, In polarized nuclkar targets [L6] at
tem perature of 1 K, one has ; 10° s '. In molcular crystals below the blocking
tem perature of the order of 1 K, the spin-lattice rate can be between ; 107 and 10 °
s ! (see m ore details in Refs. [16,24{26]). Being am all, this relaxation param eter m ay not
play an essential roke at the nitial stage of spin m otion, however, it always plays a principal
role at the late stages of spin relaxation.

(2) Polrization pump rate ;, which is added to ; when the samplk is sub®ct to
a pem anent pum p supporting a nonequilbriuim Jlevel of the Iongiudinal spin polarization.
Thisrate can bem ademuch largerthan ;. Thus, by m eansofdynam ic nuckarpolarization,
the pum p rate for nuclear spins in solids can be as arge as 001 and 10 s! [16]. The
sum of ; and ; willbe denoted as

1 1+ 40 (32)

(3) Spin dephasing rate 5, due to spin—spin Interactions. This rate hasbeen calculated
by m any authors, and the generally acospted value [L{7]w rites as

2q
, = T FO SS+1); (33)

w here N =V is density and ny is a coe cient approxin ately equal to the number of

nearest neighbours. T he process of spin dephasing ism ainly due to dipolar forces. E xchange

Interactions slightly narrow the lne width (33), yielding 4,6,21] a factor of about 0.8. The

coe cient n Eq. (33) also depends on the type of lattice, so that the num erical factor here

is approxim ate. The value of , isusually lJarger than that of ;. Forexam pl, in polarized

solid targets [16] » 10 s !, in molecular m agnets [16,24] it is , 13° s !. Inverse of
» de nes the soin dephasing tine T, 1=,.

(4) E ective hom ogeneous broadening , (s) takes into account a correction to the spin
dephasing rate ,, appearing In the case of strongly polarized soin system s. Such a strong
polarization can be achieved in m agnetically ordered m aterials, by applying strong longi-
tudinal m agnetic elds, or by dynam ic polarization techniques. This e ective broadening
reads as

2= L0 1 $§ ; 20 2 (34)

where s is an average spin polarzation (31) and , isgiven by Eqg. (33). The derivation
of Eq. (34) is explained In Appendix A . Under weak polarization, when s? 1, one has
208) " 2.

(5) Static inhom ogeneous broadening , is due to various m agnetic defects, crystalline
defects, eld gradients, and a variety of additional interactions always present in any real
materals [1{7,21,31]. Very often the inhom ogeneity develops in m atter not because of
extemally incorporated defects, but being due to the intemal properties, when a heteroge-
neous state ism ore thermm odynam ically stable than a hom ogeneous state [37,38]. This, eg.,
happens in m any colossalm agnetoresistance m aterials 39{41] and in high-tem perature su-
perconductors [42{46], where there appearsm esoscopic phase segparation. In general, , can
be both an aller aswellas Jarger than ,. However In the m a prity of cases, to a very good



approxin ation >. Summ arizing the hom ogeneous and Inhom ogeneous m echanian s,
discussed above, we denote the overall transverse relaxation rate as

5 ;1 &+ L 35)

(6) D ynam ic inhom ogeneous broadening 3 iscaused by fast dynam ic soin  uctuations, or
the Jocalsoin waves, discussed In Sec. ITI. it com es Into play through the stochastic averaging
(26) . The value of the broadening, due to local spin waves, is of the order or an aller than
> [14{16,21]. A s is em phasized in Sec. III, this dynam ic broadening is crucially in portant
at the initial stage of spin relaxation, when there are no applied transverse elds.

(7) Cross relhxation rates arise when there are several soIn species In the system . For
exam ple, if there are two types of spins, S and F , then the dynam ic broadening for spin S
becom es

3= jst & ¢ (36)

C ross correlations can in uence other relaxation rates, egoecially if the Zeem an frequencies
ofthe spins S and F are close to each other [1{7,15,16].

(8) Spin rmdiation rate ., arises when there exist the socalled wave packets of strongly
correlated spins Interacting w ith each other through the comm on radiation eld. The possi-
bility of the appearance of such an electrom agnetic friction was, rst, noticed by G Inzburg
[47] and later discussed by m any authors (see eg. B8]). T his collective radiation rate is

2 2 3
= — S KkLg) ; 37
5 0 kLs) 37)

r

where k is the wave vector of the radiating eld and L is an e ective lnear size of a spin
packet radiating coherently. Rate (37) has earlier been obtained #7,48] in the classical
approxin ation. In Appendix B, we brie y sketch how this rate can be derived in a fillly
quantum -m echanicalpicture. It is in portant to stress that the existence of rate (37) presup—
poses the occurrence ofm onochrom atic radiation w ith a wellkde ned constant soin frequency
! and wave vector k, and that the radiation wavelength ism uch larger than the linear size
L, ofa spin packet, so that

kKL, 1 k 38)

s

c
If these conditions do not hold, no noticeable relaxation rate arises. A nd under the validity
of these conditions, one has

—  0dkL)® 1: (39)
2

Therate ,issomuch snallerthan ,,andusuallymuch anallerthan ,,that itcanbesafely

neglected, being absolutely unable to in uence the m otion of spins. A ctually, B loem bergen

[L] has already analysed this problm and com e to the conclusion that the interaction of

soins through the m agnetodipol radiation eld is com plktely negligble. H owever, one m ay

put the follow ng question. Suppose that the considered sam ple is ideally hom ogeneous, so

10



that , is very small, and ket the initial spin polarization be very high, such that s(zJ 1.
Then the e ective transverse rate (35) at the mitialtine t = 0 can becom e rather an all.
Could then the radiation rate (37) play any noticeable role, at least at the very Initial stage
of spin m otion? W e study this problem below .

(9) Therm alnoise attenuation | em ergeswhen the soin system is coupled to a resonant
electric circuit. T he resonator N yquist noise, due to the them al uctuations of current in
the circuit creates a uctuationalm agnetic eld, which has to be included in the e ective
force (12). Them agnitude ofthe them al eld, produced by the N yquist noise, iswellknown
[L0]. T was found [12{16] that the resulting them al attenuation is

2 |
0!

coth —
4h N 21
where isa lling factor, ! isthe natural frequency ofthe electric circuit, isthe resonator
ringing w idth, and !¢ k T=h is the them al frequency. B loembergen and Pound [B] st
m entioned that, because of the m acroscopic num ber of spins N entering the denom inator
of 1, the Iatter is unabl to In uence any spin motion In a m acroscopic sampl. This
conclusion was con m ed by accurate calculations [L12{16].

; (40)

T

(10) Resonator relaxation rate arises when the sam ple is coupled to a resonant electric
circuit. Then in the e ective foroe (12) them agnetic eld H is the resonator feedback eld.
The rok ofthis eld willbe thoroughly studied in what ollow s.

Sum m arizing all said above, for the spin averages (29) to (31), we obtain the evolution
equations

du , )
EC= i(ls+ o iz)Ju+ fs; 41)
aw 2w+ @ E+ £ 42)
— = w U u)s;,
dt 2 7
B larirw e ) 43)
—= - u S ;
at 2 ! ’

supplem ented by the initial conditions
u0) = uo; w (0)=wo ; sO) = so:
In these equations, isa stationary soin polarization, the characteristic soin frequency is
le=1o  bs; @4)
wih !'g given by Egq. (13) and ! ,by Eg. (19). The total longitudinal rate ; isde ned in
Eg. (32) and the totaltransverse rate ,, in Eq. (35). The e ective force is
f= ﬁ oB:+H)+ + u; (45)

w here the Jast term is the fidction foroe due to the Interaction through m agnetodipol radia—

tion, and . isthem agnetodipol radiation rate (37). Equations (41) to (43) are stochastic

di erential equations, since they contain the random variables o and , whose stochastic

averages are given in Egs. (26). The extemaltransverse eld B ; and the resonator feedback
eld H need yet to be soeci ed.

11



V.RESONATOR FEEDBACK FIELD

T he resonator feedback eld H is created by the electric current of the coil surrounding
the spIn sample. W e assum e that the coil axis is along the axis x. The elctric circuit is
characterized by resistance R, inductance L, and capacity C . The spin sam pl is nserted
Into a coil of n tums, length 1, crosssection area A, and volum e V. = A_.l. The ekctric
current in the circuit is described by the K irdhho equation

Z ¢ d

Lij+Rj+i )y =8, —; 46)
dt C o dt
In which E ¢ is an electrom otive force, if any, and the m agnetic ux
4
= — nA.my ; @7)
c

w here V= isa lling factor, is form ed by the x-com ponent ofthem agnetization density

0 X
— < Ssi> (48)
A

1

my

T he electric current, circulating over the ooil, creates a m agnetic eld

H = L 49)
a o’
T he circuit natural frequency is
!
! p—l L 4 n°Ac (50)
LC A1
and the circuit dam ping is
1 R ! 651)
2. 20 '
where is called the circuit ringing tin e and Q ! L=R isthe qualiy factor. A Iso, kt us
de ne the reduced electrom otive force
= (52)
o nA .

Then the K irchho equation (46) can be transfom ed to the equation

dn 2t dm .,
— +2H+!? HEO)d= e 4
dt 0 dt

(53)

for the feedback m agnetic eld created by the coil.

T he feedback equation (53) can be represented In another equivalent form that proved
to be very convenient for de ning the feedback eld [12{15]. For this purpose, we nvolve
the m ethod of Laplace transform s and introduce the transfer function

12



G = oos!k '—Osjn!"te £, (54)

w here q
1o R

Thus, we transform the feedback— eld equation (53) to the integral representation

H= G YHle® 4 m,&)1a; (55)
0
in which
(t) E 83<+>- (56)
o 2 Wge TV

Let the resonant part of the reduced electrom otive force (52) be
e )= hyoos!t: B7)

And Jt us Introduce the notation

ohz
2h

(58)

A susual, we assum e that all attenuation param eters are m uch an aller than the charac—
teristic spin frequency !s. Then Eqg. (55) can be solved by an iteration procedure, which in
rst order gives

oH
h

= i(u u)+ 2 cos!t: (59)

Here the coupling function

"

#
() ! (1 I
_ Ll 1 expf Il(. dt tg_l_ 1 expf .1(. + Dt tg 60)
+1it L) it + oty

describes the coupling of spins w ith the resonator and the fiunction
_ 21 et (61)

characterizes the action of the resonator electrom otive force on spins. In Eq. (60) the
notation for the natural soin w idth

0 S 62)

h
is em ployed.

T he soin—resonator coupling can be characterized by the din ensionless coupling param —
eter

; (63)



In which ' Jsjisthedetuning. A sisevident from Eqg. (60), an e cient spin—resonator
coupling is possbl only when the detuning from the resonance is an all, such that

- 1 ( ! ) . (64)

W hen the resonance is su ciently sharp, so that j j< , then the coupling function (60)
reduces to

=g, 1 et® : (65)
T hus, the resonator feedback eld H isde ned by Eqg. (59), In which isgiven by Eq. (65)

and ,by Eq. (61).

VI.AVERAGED EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

The resonator eld, de ned n Eq. (59), has to be substituted In the e ective force
(45) entering the evolution equations (41) to 43). In Eg. 45), we also need to soecify
the extermalm agnetic eld B ;. In general, the latter m ay contain a constant part and an
altemating tem . So, ket us take this transverse eld In the fom

By = hg+ thIDS!t: (66)
In what follow s, we shall use the notation

OhO . Ohl .
0 h ’ 1 oh .

©7)

Equations (41) to (43) are stochastic di erential equations, containing the random variables
o and describing local spin  uctuations. In order to derive the evolution equations In
temm s of ordinary di erential equations, we have to accom plish the averaging over random
uctuations. This can be done by follow ing the scale ssparation approach [11{16], the usage
ofthe stochastic averages (26), and by invoking the known techniques of treating stochastic
variables B9].

Kesping In m ind that the attenuation param eters are substantially sn aller than the
characteristic soin frequency !, we notice from Eqgs. (41) to (43) that the function u can
be classi ed as fast, being com pared w ith the tem poralbehaviour of the functionsw and s.
T he latter play the rok of tam poral quasi-invariants w ith respect to u.

Fist, we substitute into Egs. (A1) to 43) the e ective Poroe (45), the resonator eld (59),
and the transverse m agnetic eld (66). This results in the equations

du

= ils+ Ju (5 s su+ fis su ; (68)

— = 2(, s W+ @afi+ ffu)s su+ @) ; (69)
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9s_ (+ 1) 3<f+f> ( >+} “+ @) ; (70)
dt_ r)W 2U.1 1 u 148 > u \st H

in which
i) i 2i(;+ )cos!t+ (71)

Then we solve Eq. (68) for the fast variabl u, kesping the quasiinvariants xed, which

yields 7
t

U= ugexp s+ s Lot 1 @) ad +
0

Z t Z t
+s HE)exp @G+ » s e BH i ) a: (72)
0 0
Solution (72) m ustbe substituted n Egs. (69) and (70) forthe slow functionsw and s. A fter
this, the latter equations have to be averaged over tin e and over the stochastic variables |
and , agaln kesping the quasi-nvariants xed. To slightly sim plify the resulting equations,
one can take the nitial condition for the transition function u in the real formm , such that
u, = Up, which is not principalbut just m akes the equations less cum bersom e.
To present the resulting equations In a com pact fom , we introduce the e ective attenu—
ation
0 ( 1 + ) t ( 1 + )2 t

2
0 .
— Gr e o 1oet (73)

in which
2t 3 (+ ¢)s: (74)

And nally, after the described averaging, we cbtain the evolution equations

S S)wW S 7
] 2 r 3 4
( r) 3 ( ) ( )
W S S . ;6
dt '

T hese equations are very general. They include various attenuation processes, described
In Sec. IV, and take into acoount transverse constant and altermating elds (66), as well
as the resonator elctrom otive force (57) entering through function (61). The resonator
feedback eld is responsble for the appearance of the coupling function (65). Notice that
the radiation relaxation rate ., de ned n Eqg. (37), enters everyw here together w ith the
Soin-resonator coupling . However their values are drastically di erent. Since

— 04— kL)’ 1;

's
the value of , is so lncom parably an aller than g 5, that it is evident, in the presence
of a resonator, the rate , must be forgotten.
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M oreover, even when there isno resonator, sothat = = 0,the radiation rate . plays
no rlk, since it ismuch smaller than ,, ,,and 3. Onem ight think that , could play
a rok in the follow Ing unrealistic case. Let us In agine an absolutely ideal Jattice w ith no
nhom ogeneous broadening, that is, et usset , = 0, which is certainly a purely in aginary
situation. Then, according to Eq. (35), onehas , = ,(1 g). Assum e that the soin
system is com plktely polarized, wih sy = 1. Hence, at the Initialtine, , = 0. Could then
the spin m otion be started by thetem wih ,? The answer isevident: A s farasthe largest
term s n both Egs. (75) and (76) are those containing 3, the temmswith , are always
negligbl, even if , = 0. Even more, functions (30) and (31), by their de nition, satisfy
the inequality

W+ & 1: (77)

T herefore, if one sets sg = 1, then wg = 0, and the term ,w sin ply disappears from the
equations. V ice versa, if one sets a noticeable wy 1, then & 1,and 5 r. In
thisway, the radiation rate ., neverplaysany rok in the soin m otion, which is n agreem ent
w ith the estin ates by B loem bergen [1].

N ote that the situation in spin system s is principally di erent from that happening in
atom ic system s. In the latter, both the linewidth , = 2§ Fk?=3 as well as the collective
radiation rate , = (=3)7 Fk’N., where N . is the number of correlated atom s, form ing a
w ave packet, are caused by the sam e physical process, by the interaction ofatom sw ith their
radiation eld. Hence ,= , = N 1, which results in the ocoherentization of the dipolk
transitions. This is possbl even if kL 1, but the num ber of atom s In a partial wave
packet isN . 1, since = ,= N 1. Contrary to this, In soin system s the Iinew idth ,,
given In Eqg. (33), is due to direct dipole-dipole interactions, whik the radiation rate (37)
is a result of the spin interactions w ith their radiation eld. This iswhy In the latter cass,
one alwayshas . >, and the radiation rate ., playsno part n the m otion of spins.

W em ay also notice that in the e ective attenuation (73) the tem s due to the presence of
a constant transverse eld are less In portant than the tem s caused by the localsoin  uctu-—
ations and by the altemating transverse elds. T herefore, om itting the tem s corresponding
to a pem anent transverse m agnetic eld, we have

(1+ )2 €

3= 3+ﬁ 1 e : (78)

F inallky, we obtain the evolution equations

dw

— = 2 S)W + 2 35 ; 79

ot (2 W 3 (79)
ds ¢ ) 80)
— = S S H

dt 3 1

descrbing the averaged m otion of soins.
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VII.COHERENCE EM ERGING FROM CHAOS

O ne of the m ost Intriguing questions is how the soin m otion could becom e coherent if
Initially it wasnot. Thisisa particular case of the generalphysicalproblem ofhow coherence
am erges from chaos.

Being Interested in a selforganized process of arising coherence, ket us consider the case,
when there are no extemal transverse elds pushing spins, thatis ;1 = = 0. Then Eq.
(78) yeelds 3= 3. Assume also that there isno pumping, so that ; = 0, hence ;= ;.
U nder these conditions, the initial soin m otion, for the tim e t such that

it 1; 2t 15 st 15 (81)

follow s from Egs. (79) and (80) in the fomm

h i
2
w' wot 2 355 2 1 %+ wo t;

s’ s [((1+ 3)s0 11t (82)

2= 2 ¢ 83)

If at the nitial tin e no transverse polarization is inposed on the system , and the iniial
coherence finction is zero, wo = 0, nevertheless the coherent spin m otion starts developing
according to the law

w' 2355t o= 0); (84)

provided there is an iniial longitudinal polarization sp & 0. T he initiation of the em erging
coherent m otion is caused by local spin  uctuations creating the e ective rate 3. Recall
that In the Blodh equations ooherent m otion never appears if it is not inposed by the
Iniial conditions. Contrary to this, Egs. (79) and (80) take :nto account the local spin

uctuations triggering the m otion of spins. The second of Egs. (82), kesping In m Ind that
usually 3 2, Can be sin pli ed to

s’ Sp (1 3t) . (85)

At the initial stage of soIn m otion, their coherence is yet Incipient, and the m otion is
mahly govemed by quantum chaotic spin uctuations. The ocoherentization of the trans-
verse m otion goes through the resonator feedback eld and the grow Ing coupling function
(65) . The quantiative change in the spin m otion happens when the coupling finction (65)
becom es s0 Jarge that the tem ( s) in Egq. (79) goes negative, which m eans that an
e cient generation of coherence has started In the system . This is analogous to the begin-—
ning ofm aser generation [L5{19]. The m cm ent of tin ¢, when the regin e of m ainly chaotic
quantum uctuations transfom s Into the regin e of predom inantly coherent spin m otion,
can be called the chaostime. Thistin e t. isde ned by theequality s= 5, that isby the

equation
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s= ,01 £+ , t=t) : (86)

From here, the estin ate for the chaos tin e is

9So
= I ; 87
t g% 1+ 2 87)

where  is the resonator ringing tine de ned .n Eq. (5l). The regin e of chaotic soin

uctuations lasts till the chaos tine 87), after which the coherent stage of soin m otion
com es into play. A s is clear from the above equations, the transform ation from the chaotic
to coherent regin e goes as a gradual crossover. N otice that the quantity 1 % + Ispositive
since s(2) 1. Then, In oxder that the chaos tin e (87) be positive and nite, the inequality

gso>1 €+ >0 88)

m ust hold. For a strong spin-resonator coupling, when gsy 1, the chaostin e (87) reduces
to

e — 1 &+ 89)
950

A s is seen, there exists a wellde ned stage of chaotic spin  uctuations, w ith a nite chaos
tine t. > 0, afferwhich the ocoherent regin e develops, ifgsy > 0. T he coupling param eter g
isde ned n Eq. (63), from which it follow s that one should have ! ;sg > 0. A ssum Ing that
the Initial spin polarization is positive, sy > 0, one gets the requirem ent that ! > 0. The
latter, by de nidon (44), is equivalent to the condition !y > !, s. M oreover, the coupling
function (65) is cbtained under the resonance condition (64), which In pliesthat ! s hastobe
close to the resonator natural frequency ! . There are two ways of preserving the resonance
condition (64). First, one can inpose a su ciently strong extemalm agnetic eld B (, such
that the frequency !y, given by Eq. (13), would be mudch larger than !, , de ned in Eqg.
(19). Thisbecomes trivial for S = 1=2,when !y, = 0. If !, !y, then it is easy to realize
the resonance condition (64),with !g ! and slightly varying In tin e detuning = ! s

T he second way ofkesping the resonance condition (64) isby m eansofthe chirping e ect
[16,19]. T his requires to vary in tin e the externalm agnetic eld B ; so that to m aintain the
equality

oBo
h

+ (!+ !ps)= ; (90)

wih a xed detuning.

VIII.COHERENT SPIN RELAXATION

A fter the chaos tin e (87), the m otion of spins becom es m ore and m ore coherent, being
collectivized by the resonator feedback eld, w ith the coupling function reaching the value
g ,.Atthe transient stage, when t> t.butt T;,wemayneglkectthetem wih ; nhEq.
(80) . A ssum ing that there is no pum ping, that is ; = 0, onehas ;= ;. Let us continue
studying the case of the selforganized coherent spin m otion, when there are no transverse
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extemal elds, sothat ;= = 0,hence ;= 3. W hen the ocoherence is well developed,
then themain tetmm In Eq. (79) is the rst one, whik the term with 3 can be neglected.
U nder these conditions, and using expression (35) forthe rate ,,Egs. (79) and (80) reduce
to the fom

adw

— = 2,1 &+ s ; 91
dt 2 g w ( )
ds ©2)
—_— = W
at g2

T he solution of these equations is explained in Appendix C and it yields

. !
w= —2 s’ 6 ;
g2 p
!
t 1+
s= —2 tanh L : (93)
g2 P g
Here
1= (94)

is the pulse tin e show ing the duration of the coherent relaxation occurring as a fast pulse.
The delay tin e

g (95)

to=tet

2 v 3

u
u
281+ %144 220 4 T (96)

ko]
N

In which
g 20 1 ): 97)
The boundary values w. and s. are
We= Wot 2h 353 2 1 %"‘ Wolt:; Sc= 5o (1 ste) 7 (98)

with the chaos tine t. given In Eg. B7). Since we are Interested in the selforganized
collective process, when there is no large transverse polarization in posed on the system at
the nithltine, wemay sstwy,  si. Then Eq. (96) sinpli esto

o= ot @2 we: (99)

The pulse tine (94) reads as
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T
o= & : (100)

M
@s. 1 ¥+ g?we

Tt is easy to notice that if the soin—resonator coupling is weak, g 1, then g 2
and T, . In that case, no s=lforganized coherence can arise in the system .

C ollective coherent e ects appear in the spin m otion only ifthe pulse tine  issnaller
than the dephasing tine T, . The inequality , < T, according to Eq. (100), requires that

gs. 1 F+ Fwe> 1 101)

Three di erent regin es can satisfy Eqg. (101).
T he regim e of collkctive induction happens when

gso < 1+ ; g®wo> 1: 102)

Then, as is clear from Eq. (97), one has 4 < 0, because of which ty < t.. Thismeans
that there isno a noticeable m axin um in the coherence function w, since, by de nition, the
delay tin e (95) should occur after the chaotic stage, so that ty > t.. But the latter in plies
that 4> 0.

T he triggered coherent relaxation corresoonds to

gso> 1+ ; 0< g?wo< 1: (103)
And the purely selfforganized coherent relaxation takes place when
gsp > 2+ ; wo= 0: (104)
In this classi cation, we kesp In m ind the lnequality st l,owingtowhich w., wy and
Sc % . The iniial coherence is assum ed to be weak, so that wy 1.

Forwg s%, the delay tin e (95) can be represented as

4
th=t.+ = In Gs. 1 s : (105)
2 W .

In the case of the purely selforganized coherent relaxation, for su ciently large coupling
and initialpolarization, such that gsg 1, the dely tin e (105) reduces to

2

—t+ -2 mn . 106
b=ttt 7 h— (106)
where , = T,=gs,. From these formulas, one seesthat if ;3 ! 0,thent ! 1 , and no

coherent relaxation ispossible. T hisem phasizes the crucialrole ofthe Iocalspin  uctuations,
whose existence results in the relaxation rate 5.
At the delay tin e (95), solutions (93) are given by the expressions

!
1+ ° 1+

W)= wet s i s(to) =

107)
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And ort ty, they exponentially decay to the values

w ' 4w ()exp( 2.1 ;
|
1+

s’ %+§(1+ )+ 2 s exp( 250 : (108)

Atvery argetinest T, thetransient equations (91) and (92) areno Iongervalid. T hen
one has to retum to the full equations (79) and (80). W ith increasing tim e, the solutions
tend to the stationary points de ned by the zeros of the right-hand sides of these equations.
Am ong the relaxation regim es to the stationary solutions, one is especially interesting, going
through a long series of coherent pulses. T his pulsing coherent relaxation takes place under
a pem anent extemal pum ping descrbed by a large pum ping rate 1. Then ;=
If also the coupling param eter is su ciently large, such that g 1 and

1.

3
g 1

1;

then the xed point ofEgs. (79) and (80) is given by the expressions
| |
1
S N | > ; s=21 — (L09)
g(2+ ) g 1 g g 1

W =

corresoonding to a stable focus. The relaxation to the stationary solutions (109) realizes
through a series of sharp coherent pulses, sin ilar to the form ofEgs. (93), w ith the tem poral
Intervalbetween the pulses asym ptotically de ned by the ssparation tim e

2
=i :
29 (2% )

Tsep = (110)

The number of the ssparate coherent pulses can be estin ated as N g, = 1= [ Teep, which

gives v

Bg (5+ ,)

_t g 2 27,

Nsep = 22
1

Such a highly nontrivial relaxation regin e occurs only under a strong pum ping and a su —
ciently strong coupling w ith a resonator.

IX.INFLUENCE OF CROSS CORRELATIONS

W hen In the sam pl, In addition to the studied spins, there are spins of other nature, the
presence of the latter can certainly in uence the dynam ics of the form er. Let us consider
the case of two types of coexisting spins, S and F . The totalH am iltonian is the sum

of the Ham iltonians for S-spins, F —spins and their interactions. The Ham itonian Pfs of
S-spInsisthe sameasin Egs. (1) to (4). Let us acospt for the H am iltonian PfF of F —spins
a sin ilar general formm
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. 2 -
i 6
T he sihgle-spin tem s are
Hy= oB F Dp E)); (113)

w ith the totalm agnetic eld (3). And the Interaction tem s are given by

Hipg = DypFiFy  JIpFs F; (114)
w ith the djpolar tensor
2
_ _OF
Dip = 3. 3%‘ Ny
ij
A ssum e that the Interactionsbetween the S-and F -soins are represented by the H am iltonian
N X X X
Hgp = AS; F+ Ay SiFy (115)
i i6 3

containing the part of the single-site interactions of intensity A and the part of the dipol
Interactions, w ith the dipolar tensor

0 OF
A.. = 3ni. n..
ij J:f J i3

J

In particular, these could be hyper ne interactions between nuclear and electron spins
[15,50].

W e emply notation (8) for the interaction param eters of S-spins and an equivalent
notation for the Interaction param eters ai , biyr , and ¢ OfF -spins. Sim ilarly, we de ne
the Interaction param eters

AXZ inY? (116)

1J J

NI

_ - 1 . _
ais A:jz ; by P A}l(]x YjY 2 }‘ijy ; Cij

for the soin cross interactions.
The local elds (11), acting on S-spoins, are generalized to the fom

1 X h . _ B B +i
0 E aijS:? + Cj_ij + Cj_ij + Jj_j (Si Sj) + aiijZ + Cj_ij + Cj_ij H
jE 1)
ix o1 .
E 2C_1_]Sj 5 aiij + 2}31_38j + Jj_j (Sl Sj )+
j6 i)

1 —
+ 2_C_L]F jz 5 éiij + 2bljF]+ . (117)

Analogous local elds act on F -spins,
1 X h i
z + z z —= z — — +
oF — aijF Fj + CijFFj + Cj_jF Fj + Jj_jF (Fj_ Fj ) + aiij + Ciij + ciij H
j66 1)
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iX 1
n 2cp F Y - SiF Fy + 2o Py + Jip @  F5 )+
j6 1)

_ . Ll_ —
+ 2G5 S S auS; + 2oST  : (118)
Instead of one e ective force (12), we have now two forces
f - B+ H)+ iA F. +
h 0 1 h it 4 ’

i i
£ = FH)Y SAS 4 oo 119
F n O B ) n i F 119)

In addition to frequency (13), ket us introduce the e ective frequencies

Lor % Boj " (120)

T he Heisenberg equations of m otion for the system with Ham itonian (111) yield the
equations for S-spins

354 i(lo+ "FZ+ ,)S. + SZf+ iD S.S?+ S%s
= i . . = g zq .
at 0 i 0 i I h i1 i1 ’
ds¥ 1, .
= < f's; +S{f ; (121)
dt 2

and the equations for F' -spins

= i (log + "SZ+ YE. + F2f + iD F.FZ+ FZF
= 1 (! : . — ) ; ; . H
at OF i OF i I-+F h F i*i i+ti ’
i 1 £ff'F. + F'f 122)
dt 2 FTA e

A galh we assum e that the sam pl is inserted into the coilof a resonant electric circuit. The
feedback eld acting on the sam ple is given by Eqg. (53) or (55), where now the m agnetic—
m om ent density is

0
mx=7i_l<s?‘> +7._<F?‘>; 123)
= =1

w ith Ny being the num ber of F' -spins.
Averaging Egs. (121) and (122), we derive the evolution equations for functions (29),
(30), and (31), corresponding to S-spins, as well as the equations for the finctions

- <F, >; (124)
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w <F/F, >; 125
1 R

S <F > ; 126

' FNF l:1 i 4 ( )

descrbing F —spins. In this notation, the transverse m agnetic-m om ent density (123) is

mx:i 0S (u +u)+§FOFF(uF+uF);

where  isthe density ofF -soins.

T he analysis of the evolution equations for the com bined system of S—and F —spins isthe
sam e as hasbeen given above for one type of oins S, w ith the di erence that allexpressions
becom e m uch m ore cum bersom e. Again it ispossble to show that in the triggering of spin
m otion an In portant rok isplayed by the coupled S F soin uctuations, which yield the
dynam ic relaxation rates ; and 3 de ned by the relations

2 2 2 2 2 2
3= sst s i 3F = rr T Fs 7 127)
where -
p 0 OF
ss FO SE+1); SF Py F;
2 gq__
P OF 0
FF F% FE+1); FS F n S :

The e ective frequencies of S—and F -soins, regpectively, are
lg =1, Ihs+ "s S ; e = o Lbrse + "SE ; (128)

where ! isgiven by Egq. (19) and

D
‘e (CF l)? : 129)

W e shall not overload this paper by a detailed exposition of various cross correlations
resulting from the com plicated system ofthe coupled evolution equations for S—and F -soins.
Let us only em phasize the existence of a rather nontrivial nonlnear e ect of m utual soin
Interactions through the resonator feedback eld. Calculating the latter from the Integral
representation (55), w ith the transverse m agnetic density (123), and substituting this into
the evolution equations results In an e ectivem utualin uence of spins through the feedback

eld. If the resonator is tuned to the characteristic frequency ! of S—spins, then for the
latter, we derive the evolution equations sin ilarto Egs. (79) and (80), but w ith the e ective

soin—resonator coupling
|

! "sp F
g= 20 S g 14 _F oOF Sk ; 130)
2( 2+ ) olr
Instead ofEqg. (63), and with 3 given by Eq. (127). D epending on the spin characteristics,
coupling (130) can substantially surpassthe valie ofEq. (63). T his isbecause the subsystem
of F -spins, coupled to a resonator, becom es itself a kind of an additional resonator for S-—

soins.
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X.CONCLUSION

A general theory is developed for describing nonlinear spin relaxation, which occurs
when the soh systam isprepared in a strongly nonequilbrium state and when the sam pl is
coupled to a resonatorelectric circuit. A strongly nonequilbrium initialstate can be realized
by placing a polarized sam pl Into an extemalm agnetic eld, whose direction is opposite
to the sam plk m agnetization. Nonlhearity In soin relaxation com es from direct soin-soin
Interactions and from theire ective interactionsthrough the resonator feedback eld. D irect
soin interactions are responsible for the appearance of local spin  uctuations, playing a
crucial rok at the starting stage of relaxation. T he resonator feedback eld collectivizes the
Soin m otion, kading to coherent collective relaxation. T he developed theory isbassd on a
realistic H am iltonian containing the m ain spin interactions. The role of various relaxation
rates is thoroughly analysed.

The ain ofthe present paper hasbeen to develop a general theory providing an accurate
and realistic description of nonlinear spin relaxation. This theory can be em ployed for
a large class of polarized soin m aterials. Applications to particular substances require a
oecial consideration and separate publications. There exists a large variety of m aterials
that can be treated by the developed theory. Just to give an exam ple, we m ay m ention the
class ofm olecularm agnets [16,19,24{26]. For instance, them olecular crystalV ;5 ism ade of
m olecules of spin 1=2, s0 has no m agnetic anisotropy. Its nonlinear soin relaxation can be
realized In a rather weak external eld B 1 G.ThemolkculsM n, and Fes possess the
soin S = 10. They form crystals w ith density 10! an 3. The anisotropy frequency is
'p 102 s . At Jow tem peratures below about 1 K, the m olecules can be well polarized,
w ith the spin-lattice relaxation parameters ; 10° 107 s '. The line width is caused
by rather strong dipole interactions, wih 16° s . The condition !y > !p can be
reached ©rB, > 10° G . In the molcular m agnet, ©m ed by the m olecules M ng, whose
spin is S = 12, the m agnetic anisotropy is much weaker, with !p 16° s !, being of the
sameorderas , 10° s !. Therefore the required m agnetic el is not high, B, > 10°
G . Coupling a m olecular crystal to a resonant circuit w ith the natural w idth =20,
where Q isthe resonator quality factor, one can attain the values of the coupling param eter
as large as g Q 16. W ith such a strong coupling, the in uence of the resonator
feedback eld outperfom s other relaxation m echanian s, producing fast coherent relaxation,
wih relaxation tines , 10 s. Such a fast reorientation of the m agnetic m om ent can
result in the em ission of radiation pulses ofhigh Intensity.
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A ppendix A : E ective H om ogeneous B roadening

T he hom ogeneousbroadening, existing in soin system s, arises from spin-goin interactions
and is usually expressed through the mom ents M ,, which m ay depend on the level of the
Iongitudinal polarization s, provided the latter is su ciently lJarge. The m om ents have been
calculated in a number ofworks [L{7,21]. The m ost general and exact form ula, relating the
e ective broadening w ith the m om ents, can be found in Abragam and G oldm an [6], which
for the G aussian line shape is

(eiets
=
Nw
)

2= oML e MEel

T he Lorentzian line shape yields to practically the sam e ression, w ith a slightly di erent
coe cient. The broadening , (s) orthe Lorentzian lne is~ ofthe G aussian broadening.

The dependence of the m om ents on the polarization has been accurately calculated [6],
yielding

M,@E)=M,0@0 $); Mye)=218M70)@ $£)Q 0429):

Substituting this into , (s), and taking into account that s 1, weobtaln Eq. (34).
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A ppendix B : Spin R adiation R ate

To get a fully quantum -m echanicalm icroscopic picture of soin interactions w ith electro—
m agnetic eld they radiate, one hasto add to the spin H am iltonian (1) the eld Ham iltonian

Z
N 2 2 .
Hf_8_ E“+ H dr,

whereE = E (r;t) iselectric eldand H = H (r;t) ism agnetic eld, and the operator energy
of spin— eld Interactions
R
Hge = o Si Hij
=1
where H ; = H (ry;t). From the Heisenberg equations of m otion for the eld variables, one
nds the vector potential

1
A= - Jr;t
c
In which the current density is
i=1

The vectorpotentialA; A (5;t) can be represented as

A;=A,+A7+AY;

where 1
X 1@ ry Ty
A, = 1+ - — ;3 ~8, t =
; c @t c
X e s
Al= oogsr e B
5 iy C
w ith the notation
0 .
~ oS e /)y ~o 08zt

From here, wegetthemagnetic eldH; H (g;t) acthgon an i-th soinasH ;= £; Ay,
which gives the eld
Hi=H,+H!+H?;

In which
" 5 !#
X~ ~ N3 ~ 3¢ })10 45 13 15
H, = & gng €, oy, e g Iy ;
] Cryy Qe T3 c @t c
oo o 3k BNy . Iy
* 3, J c



If the soIns on di erent sites m ove independently of each other, so that the shgle-spoin
tem s In the above sum s chaotically oscillate, then the average m agnetic eld acting on
each spin from the radiation of other soins is zero. Noticeable action of other spins can
arise only if there exist the groups of spins, the socalled soin padckets, which are strongly
correlated, m oving together. A substantial m utual Interaction between spins, caused by
their electrom agnetic radiation, can appear only when this radiation is m onochrom atic,
w ith a wellde ned soin frequency !, the related wavelength = 2 c=! 4, and wave vector
= ! =c. This radiation can collectivize spins In a spin packet of size L, provided that

kLg 1:

W hen the radiation wavelength ismuch larger than the system length L, then L = L.
This, however, is not com pulsory, and the size of a spin packet can be much shorter than
L, but i should be much larger than the m ean intersoin distance. T hus, Inequality (38) is
a necessary condition for the appearance of collective e ects.

Under condition (38), the above m agnetic elds can be sim pli ed, averagihg them over
soherical angles. The resulting expressions have to be added to the m agnetic eld In the
e ective force (12), which acquires one m ore tem , being the friction force

f0=(r il)u;

In which the collective radiation rate and frequency <hift are

Xs sin (kryj)
r 0 ——— (& ry);
. kri-
J
X< coskry)
L =t )i
krij
J
w here
2 2 3
S~ oSk
is the single-spin naturalwidth, ( ) isa unistep function, and N, = szsthenumber

of pins n a soIn packet. These form ulas can be further sin pli ed to

2
r= oNg= — gSk3Ns

3h

and 5 1
= ——==2SkLy":
2kL. h 0S KLs)

T he frequency shift is very an all, even as com pared to ,, sihce
|

— = 01 KLy)?* 1:
2

O f course, such a an all shift can be om itted, being negligbl as compared to , and the
m ore 0 as com pared to ! . And for the radiation rate ., substituting there N = Lz,we
obtain Eq. (37).
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A ppendix C : Transient Stage of R elaxation

A fter the chaotic stage of spin uctuations, the transient stage com es Into ply, charac—
terized by Egs. (91) and (92). T he Jatter, by introducing the finction

y , 1 S+ gs

and keesping n m ind a su ciently large coupling param eterg s, rearrange to

aw dy

— = 2 ; — = 2w e
” YW ; o g 2)

D i erentiating the second of these equations, we have

Fy dy
— + 2 - = O .
az Y a ’
which yields
dy 2 2
a:+ y = 5

with , being an integration param eter. T his R iccati equation possesses the solution

t &
y= ptanh ;
p

nwhich 1 and % is another integration constant. Inverting the dependence of y on
sfors® 1,weget
Yy 1+
s= —+
g2 g
T hisgivesthe second ofEgs. (93),whilethe rstofsolutions (93) follow sfrom Eqg. (92). The
Integration constants , and t; are de ned by the initial conditions, which for the transient

stagearew.= w (&) and s, = s().
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