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T he origin ofincrease ofdam ping in transition m etals w ith rare earth im purities
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Abstract

The dam ping due to rare earth im puritiesin transition m etalsisdiscussed in the low concentration lim it. Itisshown that

the increase in dam ping ism ainly due to the coupling ofthe orbitalm om entsofthe rare earth im puritiesand the conduction

p-electrons. Itisshown thatan itinerantpicture forthe hosttransition ionsisneeded to reproduce the observed dependence

ofthe dam ping on the totalangularm om entofthe rare earths.

PACS num bers:72.25.R b,76.30.K g,76.60.Es

M agnetization dynam ics has becom e one ofthe m ost

im portant issues ofm odern m agnetism . This develop-

m ent is driven by the technological dem and to tailor

m agnetic responses on ever sm aller length and shorter

tim e scales. The im portance ofthis issue m anifests it-

self in a com pletely new area of research, spintronics,

and a hugeliteraturethatcannotbecited here.Selected

highlightsincludeprecessionalswitching by tailored �eld

pulses[1,2],spin-torque[3,4],and laser-induced m agne-

tization dynam ics[5,6].

In general, m agnetization dynam ics is described via

the Landau-Lifshitz-G ilbert equation (LLG ) [7]includ-

ing additionalterm s to incorporate spin-torque e�ects

[8]or those due to pulsed opticalexcitations [9]. All

these descriptions account for energy dissipation via a

phenom enologicaldam ping param eter � which governs

the tim e needed fora non-equilibrium m agnetic state to

return to equilibrium . Recently it has even been sug-

gested that� determ inesthem agneticresponseto ultra-

fasttherm alagitations[10].

Technologicalapplications callfor the ability to tai-

lor� [11]. The m ostsystem atic experim entalinvestiga-

tion on thistopicwaspublished by Bailey etal.[12]who

studied the e�ect ofrare-earth doping on the dam ping

in perm alloy. M ost rare earth ions induced a large in-

creaseof�,butneitherE u norG d altered the dam ping

ofperm alloy (cf.Fig.2). Since G d+ + + and E u+ + have

noorbitalm om entum ,thispointsim m ediately totheim -

portanceofthe angularm om entum in the dam ping pro-

cess. Bailey et al.determ ined dam ping by reproducing

theirdata via theLLG equation using � asa �tparam e-

ter.Thiswidely used procedurepointsto a fundam ental

problem ofthisphenom enologicalapproach.Though the

LLG equation describes data well,a m ore m icroscopic

approach isneeded to understand theorigin ofdam ping.

ItwasElliott[13]who �rststudied dam ping in sem i-

conductorsdueto spin-orbitcoupling.LaterK am bersky

[14]argued that the Elliot-Yafet m echanism should be

also operable in m agnetic conductors. K orenm an and

Prange[15]developed a m orem icroscopictreatm entand

found that spin-orbit coupling should be im portant at

low tem perature in transition m etals. Recent m easure-

m entsofdam ping in m agneticm ultilayersatroom tem -

perature[16]suggestthatthes-d interaction m ightalso

be at the origin ofdam ping [17,18]. Howevever,allof

the presentm odelsfailto reproducethe data ofRef.12.

In this Letter,we explain the increase ofdam ping in

rareearth doped transition m etalsvia a novelorbit-orbit

coupling between the conduction electrons and the im -

purities. The wellknown s-f interaction [19]gives rise

to a (gJ � 1)2 dependenceofthedam ping thatisin con-

tradiction to experim entalobservations[12].In contrast,

the orbit-orbit coupling considered here reproduces the

m easured (gJ � 2)
4 dependenceofthedam ping.Both de-

pendencieson theLandeg-factorgJ follow directly from

thefactthattherareearth ionsarein theirground state.

Hence,their angular m om entum Lf,spin Sf,and total

angularm om entum Jf arerelated by theW ignerEckard

theorem : Lf = (2� gJ)Jf and Sf = (gJ � 1)Jf. Deriv-

ingthem agneticm om entsofthetransition ionsfrom the

electronic degreesoffreedom is essentialto capture the

correctbehaviorofdam ping asa function ofJf.Forthe

uniform m ode,the dam ping due to orbit-orbitcoupling

isofG ilbertform in the low frequency lim it.

Takingthewavefunctionsofthed-,f-,and conduction

electronsorthogonal,the Ham iltonian forthe rare-earth

doped transition m etalin an external�eld H is

H = H e + H f + H d: (1)

This approxim ation should be valid for the heavy rare

earths but probably fails for elem ents like Cerium

where valence 
uctuations are im portant. The conduc-

tion electron Ham iltonian H e is the usualone, H e =
P

k;�
�k;�ak;�

yak;�,wherea
y
k;� and ak;� arethecreation

and annihilation operatorsofa conduction electron with

m om entum k and spin �. �k;� isthe energy ofthe con-

duction electronsincluding a Zeem an term .

H f istheK ondo Ham iltonian [20]ofthelocalized rare

earth m om ent

H f = �S e � Sf + �Le � Lf � �f � H : (2)

Se=f and Le=f are the spin and angular m om entum

of conduction and f electrons, respectively. Le=f are

taken with respectto the position ofthe im purity. The

spin-spin term is the wellknown s-f coupling used by
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de G ennes to reproduce the Curie-tem peratures in rare

earths with � being ofthe order 0:1 eV [19]. The last

term is again a Zeem an term . The m iddle term is

the essentialorbit-orbit interaction needed in our dis-

cussion. To get a non-zero orbit-orbit term due to

a single im purity at the center, it is essential to in-

clude higherterm softhe partialwaveexpansion forthe

wave functions of the conduction electrons:  k(r) =
4�p
V

P 1

l= 0

P m = l

m = � l
ilf(r)jl(kr)Ylm (�k;�k)Y

�
lm (�;�). The

�rstnon-trivialcontribution forl= 1 is[20]

H L L = i(2� gJ)
X

k;k0

�(k;k0)k̂ � k̂
0
� Jfa

y

k
ak0; (3)

where the orbit-orbit coupling � willbe assum ed to be

a function ofthe relative anglesofthe k vectorsand is

alm ost everywhere zero except for k close to the Ferm i

levelkF . The m agnitude of� is not known but is ex-

pected to be ofthe sam eorderasthe spin-spin coupling

constant� [21,22].Thecrystallineelectric�eld e�ectin

transition m etalsislessthan 0:1m eV which issm alland

hence the spin-orbitterm Se � Lf isneglected. Atroom

tem peraturealltherareearth ionsstudied in Ref.12are

in theirground statem aking theterm Sf � Lf ine�ective

asdam ping m echanism . Thisfollowsim m ediately from

the W igner-Eckarttheorem .

The Ham iltonian forthe hosttransition ionsisbased

on the Anderson Ham iltonian with explicit spin ro-

tational invariance in the absence of a Zeem an term

[15,23,24].Itis

H d = �dd
y
�d� +

X

k

Vkd
�

a
y
k;�d� + d

y
�ak;�

�

+
U

8
�
2
�
U

2
Sd � Sd � �d � H ; (4)

whereSd isthespinoperatorofthelocaldelectronswhile

their orbitalangular m om entum is assum ed quenched.

� is the charge density operator ofthe d electrons. In

transition ions such as Ni,Vkd � 1:0� 10:0 eV is com -

parableto theCoulom b potentialU . Thehybridization

term between theconduction-and d-electronsisessential

to establish a spin-independentorbit-orbit coupling be-

tween thed-and thef-ions.Thedegreeoflocalization of

them agneticm om entsincreaseswith decreasingVkd [25]

and controls the extent to which rare earth im purities

enhancedam ping.

Theorbit-orbitcoupling (cf. Eq.3)givesno contribu-

tion forG d+ + + (4f7)asobserved in theexperim ent[12].

Asfortheelem entE u,itisbelieved from m easurem ents

oftheparam agneticsusceptibilitiesthattheionicstateis

E u+ + (4f7)and notE u+ + + (4f6)[19,26]. Ifthisisthe

casethen clearly thisisa statewith Lf = 0 and itisthe

sam easthatofG d+ + + . Y bisalso presentin a double-

ionized state[27]and thereforedoping with Y b+ + (4f14)

should notincreasedam ping. Thisresultrem ainsto be

con�rm ed by experim ent. ForE u thereisan additional

reason why itsangularm om entum isquenched.The�rst

excited stateofthislatterelem entliesonly about400K

above the ground state [27]and thiscan liftthe degen-

eracy ofthe ground state. The average orbitalangular

m om entum willthereforebezeroeven though L2 rem ains

a good quantum num ber [28]. Hence our Ham iltonian

from the outset reproducesthe experim entalresults for

E u and G d and predictsthatdoping with Y bshould not

change the dam ping. W e next address the rem aining

rareearth elem ents.

First,weoutlinethe stepsto derivethe dam ping due

to theorbit-orbitcoupling term . W eareonly interested

in thedam ping ofthed-m om entsofthetransition m etal,

thereforeitisadvantageoustoadoptafunctionalintegral

approach. Since oursystem isnearequilibrium and far

from the Curie point,we use the spin wave approxim a-

tion and expand the spin operatorsofthe f-m om entsin

term sofBoson operatorsf� wheref� = S
y

f
� iSxf. W e

keep only the �rstnon-trivialterm s. Theintegration of

the conduction electrons is carried out exactly. After-

ward we integratethe im purity variables,f and fy,also

exactly butkeep only quarticterm sin d and d+ .There-

m aining e�ectiveaction hasnow only the�eldsd and dy

and from theirequationsofm otion the spin propagator

hm � (�)m+ (�0)iofthe d-m om ents,m � = Sx
d
� iS

y

d
,can

bedeterm ined.W euseaStratonovich-Hubbardtransfor-

m ation to writethise�ectiveLagrangian in term sofm � .

Then a stationary phaseapproxim ation ofthefunctional

generatorallowsusto determ ine the desired propagator

and hence the dam ping. W e �nally com pare the func-

tionalform ofthisresultto thatofLLG and discusswhy

the electronic (itinerant) picture ofthe host transition

ionsisessential.

Thefundam entalquantityin ourcalculationisthegen-

erating functional

Z [��;�]= Tre
�
R
�

0
d�fH � �

�
(�)m

�
(�)� �(�)m

+
(�)g

: (5)

where � and �� are externalsources and � is inverse

tem perature. The propagator, i.e.the connected two-

point G reen’s function, of the volum e m ode of the

transition m etalions is found by functionaldi�erenti-

ations with respect to the external sources �� and �,

hm + (�)m� (�0)ic = �2lnZ [�� ;�]=��(�)���(�0). It is cal-

culated within a double random phase approxim ation

(RPA2)m ethod. The true single particle propagatorof

the d-bandsis�rstfound within a RPA in the presence

ofan e�ective �eld due to the conduction electronsand

the im purities.In turn,the e�ectofthe f-im puritieson

the conduction electronsiscalculated within RPA.The

resulting e�ective Lagrangian isnow written in term sof

m only

L = �
1

2
m ijK ijklm kl� Trln

�

G
� 1

d
+ Km

�

: (6)

whereG d
� 1
(�1;�2)= @�� ��d+ V

2G c+ trk fG fG cB G cAg

is the propagator ofthe d-electrons in the presence of
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the conduction electrons and the rare earth im purity

(�i = 1;2 forspin up and spin down respectively). The

quadratic term in m representse�ective anisotropy and

spin-chargeinteractionsand isgiven by

K �1�2�3�4 =
� U

4
(��1�2��3�4 � 2�1�1�2�2�1�3�2�4) (7)

� 22V 4G f(G cB G cAG c)�1�2G f(G cB G cAG c)�3�4��1�4��2�3

� V 4G cAG cG fG cB G c:

Integrationsoverm om entum and spin are im plied in all

these expressions.The di�erentterm sthatappearin K

areasfollows:G c isthe G reen’sfunction ofthe conduc-

tion electronsin the m ean �eld approxim ation

G
� 1
c

�

k;�1;k
0

;�2;�

�

= (@� + �"k�1 � �F )�kk0��1�2

+ i�(k;k0)(2� gJ)



J
z
f

��

k
0

xky � k
0

ykx

�

��1�2; (8)

which iso�-diagonalin m om entum dueto theorbit-orbit

coupling. �"k;� now includes Zeem an term s due to the

external�eld and the z-com ponent ofthe �eld due to

im purity. The propagator G f is that ofthe f-ions in

the presence ofboth the conduction electrons and the

transition ions,G � 1

f
(�)= @� + �fH + Trk;� fG cAG cB g.

The A and B m atricesare solely due to the presence of

theim purity and representtheindirectcouplingbetween

the transition ionsand the f-ions

A (k0;�1;k;�2)= B (k;�1;k
0
;�2)

�
= �0�

+

�1�2
� i�0�

+

k
0
k
(9)

where we have set �0 =
�
p

2Jf

4
(gJ � 1), �0 =

�
p

2Jf

2
(2� gJ), and � �

kk0
=

�

k̂
0� k̂

�

�
. In the trace

log term ofthe e�ective Lagrangian,the �rstnontrivial

contribution isoforderV 4 and isgiven by Fig. 1. The

diagram with a single insertion ofan f-propagatordoes

notcontributeduetotheantisym m etry oftheorbit-orbit

coupling in the m om entum space. Varying the e�ective

d d

d d

V V

V V

f f

c

c

FIG .1:The�rstdiagram thatiscontributingto thedam ping

ofthed-electronsdueto thef-im puritiesthrough theconduc-

tion electrons.

action with respect to m ij gives four equations which

can be averaged and di�erentiated with respect to the

externalsourcesto getthe m propagators.W e are only

interested in C(1221)= hm 12m 21iwhich isgiven by
�

G
� 1

d11
+ K 11ijhm iji

	

C(1221)+ K 11ijC(ij21)hm 12i(10)

= � hm 22i� K 21ijC(ij21)hm 22i� K 21ijhm ijiC(1221):

In theabsenceofim purities,theseequationsaretolowest

orderthe tim e-dependentgeneralization ofthe Hartree-

Fock equations derived by Anderson [23]. Using the

RPA2 m ethod,wesolveforC(1221)

C1221(!l)=
X

n

m 11(!n)m 22(!n + !l) (11)

=

h

1+
P

n;m
K 2112(!m )m 11(!n + !m )m 22(!n + !m + !l)

i

where!l= (2l+ 1)�=� forintegerl.Ifweignoretheim -

purity interaction and replace the average values ofthe

m ij by theAnderson solution,werecovertheRPA result

forthe propagatorofthe m agnetization.To include the

im purities,we evaluate the d propagators,m ij,within

RPA.In the low frequency lim it,! < < � < < ! c,we

�nd that the (retarded) propagatorCR ofthe theory is

proportionalto (! � !0 + i�!)
� 1
.Here,� � 1 isthe life-

tim eofthevirtuald states[23],!c denotesthefrequency

ofthe conduction electrons,and !0 isthe ferrom agnetic

resonance frequency ofthe transition m etal. This low

frequency lim itforthe dam ping issim ilarto thatofthe

LLG result[15]. The dam ping � in the spin-conserving

channelisproportionalto Jf(Jf + 1)((gJ � 2)jV j)
4
and

isgiven by

� = cj�V j
4
Jf(Jf + 1)(2� gJ)

4 (12)

�

�
U �E

25�3(E � �E )2(E + �E )2

(nm kF )
2

18!c
4

+ Q (!f)

�

Here n is the density ofconduction electrons,c is the

concentration ofthef-im purities,and E � �E istheen-

ergy ofthe up/down d states. These latterenergiescan

be determ ined self-consistently asin the Anderson solu-

tion [23]and hencetheirform isnotexpected to depend

stronglyon theatom icnum beroftherareearth im purity

atlow concentrations.The explicitform ofthe function

Q isnotneeded here butitrepresentscontributionsbe-

yond the ’m ean’�eld approxim ation ofthe f-im purities

and is given by Fig. 1. In Fig.2, we show that the

leading coe�cient ofthe dam ping due to non-spin 
ip

scattering (solid curve) is in very good agreem ent with

the experim entalresultsofBailey etal.[12].

Finallywepointoutthereasonsbehind insistingon us-

ingtheitinerantelectronsexplicitlyinsteadofthesim pler

s-dexchangeinteraction which accountswellfordam ping

in perm alloy [16].Usingalocalized-typeHam iltonian for

the d-m om ents

H d = � JSe � Sd � �d � Sd (13)

instead ofEq.4,leadsto a dam ping which di�erssignif-

icantly from experim ent(dashed curve in Fig. 2). This

localized m om ent Ham iltonian however appears to de-

scribewelldam pingin insulatorssuch asheavyrareearth

doped garnets [29]. In garnets,the hybridization cou-

pling is sm aller than in m etals. Hence our result also

3



explainswhy thedam ping in rare-earth doped garnetsis

notasstrongasin therare-earthdoped transition m etals.

Theexperim entalm easurem ents(triangles)clearly show

thatatroom tem peraturenon-spin 
ip scatteringism ore

im portant than spin-
ip scattering which only becom es

im portantclose to the criticaltem perature. Again,the
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FIG .2: Com parison ofthe norm alized leading factor in the

dam ping as a function ofthe rare earth im purity in Eq. 13

(solid line) and Eq.13 (dashed line) to the data ofRef. 12.

The squaresrepresentdam ping dueto s-f coupling only,Eq.

2,withoutthe orbit-orbitcoupling.

data is wellreproduced by the orbit-orbitcoupling and

therelativelylargeincreasein dam pingisduetothelarge

virtualm ixing param eterVkd.In constrast,thes-f cou-

pling (squaresin Fig.2)isin con
ictwith experim ent.

In sum m ary,wehaveshown thatthedam ping in rare-

earth doped transition m etalsism ainly due to an orbit-

orbitcoupling between theconduction electronsand the

im purity ions.Fornearequilibrium conditionsand in the

low frequency regim e thisleadsto dam ping forthe uni-

form m odethatisofG ilbertform .Theorbit-orbitm ech-

anism introduced here is m uch stronger than the spin-

orbit based Elliott-Yafet-K am bersky m echanism since

the charge-spin coupling at the host ion is ofthe order

of1-10 eV com pared to 0.01 eV forspin-orbitcoupling.

Thepredicted increaseofdam ping isproportionalto V 4

which in transition ions is ofthe sam e order as U the

Coulom b potential.A localized m odelforthed-m om ents

based on thes-d exchangeisunabletoaccountforthein-

creasein dam pingin thesedoped system sasafunction of

the orbitalm om entofthe rare-earth im purities.An ad-

ditionaltestofthisdam ping theory would beto m easure

the e�ectofa single rare earth elem enton the dam ping

in varioustransition m etals. Such experim entswillpro-

vide further insightinto the dependence ofdam ping on

V and willim prove our understanding ofthe itinerant

versuslocalized picturesofm agnetism .
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