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ADbstract
T he dam ping due to rare earth im purities in transition m etals is discussed in the low concentration lim it. It is shown that
the ncrease n dam ping ism ainly due to the coupling of the orbitalm om ents of the rare earth in purities and the conduction

p-electrons.
PACS numbers: 7225Rb, 76 30K g, 76.60E s

M agnetization dynam ics has becom e one of the m ost
In portant issues of m odem m agnetian . T his develop—
ment is driven by the technological dem and to tailor
m agnetic responses on ever an aller length and shorter
tin e scales. The inportance of this issue m anifests it
self n a complktely new area of ressarch, spintronics,
and a huge literature that cannot be cited here. Selected
thh]Jghts Include precessional sw itching by tailored eld
pulses EL,'Z ], spin—torque B -4], and laser-induced m agne—
tization dynam ics Ea -_6].

In general, m agnetization dynam ics is described via
the Landau-Lifshitz-G ibert equation (LLG) [4] includ-
Ing additional tem s to incorporate spin-torque e ects
B] or those due to pulsed optical excitations E_Si].
these descriptions account for energy dissipation via a
phenom enological dam ping param eter which govems
the tin e needed for a non-equilbrium m agnetic state to
retum to equilbrium . Recently it has even been sug-
gested that detem inesthem agnetic response to ultra—
fast them al agitations Il-O']

Techno]ogzcal applications call for the ability to tai-
r [[1]. Them ost system atic experin ental investiga-
tion on this topic was published by Baiky et al. {12] who
studied the e ect of rareearth doping on the dam ping
In pem alloy. M ost rare earth ions induced a large in—
crease of , but neither E u nor G d altered the dam ping
of pem alloy (cf.Fjg.:_Z) . Snce Gd"** and Eu** have
no orbitalm om entum , thispoints im m ediately to the In —
portance of the angularm om entum in the dam ping pro—
cess. Bailey et al.determ ined dam ping by reproducing
their data via the LLG equation using asa tparame-
ter. Thisw idely used procedure points to a fundam ental
problem ofthis phenom enologicalapproach. T hough the
LLG equation describes data well, a m ore m icroscopic
approach is needed to understand the origin ofdam ping.

&t was E lliott l_l-;i'] who rst studied dam ping in sem i-
conductors due to spin-orbit coupling. Later K am bersky
t_l-é_J:] argued that the E lliot-Yafet m echanisn should be
also operabl In m agnetic conductors. K orenm an and
P range E[g‘n] developed a m orem icroscopic treatm ent and
found that spin-orbit coupling should be im portant at
Iow tem perature in transition m etals. Recent m easure-
m ents of dam ping in m agnetic m ultilayers at room tem —

It is shown that an itinerant picture for the host transition ions is needed to reproduce the observed dependence
of the dam ping on the total angular m om ent of the rare earths.

perature t_f@'] suggest that the sd interaction m ight also
be at the origin of dam ping I_l]', :_1§‘] Howevever, all of
the present m odels fail to reproduce the data ofR ef.:_lg‘ .

In this Letter, we explain the increase of dam ping in
rare earth doped transition m etals via a novelorbit-orbit
coupling between the conduction electrons and the in —
purities. The well known s—f Interaction L[(:S] gives rise
toa @y 1)? dependence ofthe dam ping that is in con—
tradiction to experin ental observations [_I;_i] In contrast,
the orbit-orbit coupling considered here reproduces the
measured (g; 2)? dependence ofthe dam ping. Both de—
pendencies on the Lande g-factor g; ollow directly from
the fact that the rare earth ionsare in their ground state.
Hence, their angular m om entum L¢, spIn S¢, and total
angularm om entum J¢ are related by the W igner E ckard
theorem : L = (2 gy)Jr and Sg= (g; 1)J¢. Deriv—
ing them agneticm om ents ofthe transition ions from the
electronic degrees of freedom is essential to capture the
correct behavior of dam ping as a function of J¢ . For the
uniform m ode, the dam ping due to orbit-orbit coupling
is of G ibert form in the low frequency lim it.

Taking the w ave functions ofthe d- £ - and conduction
electrons orthogonal, the H am ittonian for the rareearth
doped transition m etal n an extermal eld H is

H=H.+H;+Hygy: @)

This approxin ation should be valid for the heavy rare
earths but probably fails for elem ents lke Cerium
where valence uctuations are im portant. T he conduc—
Eion electron Ham iltonian H . is the usual one, He =

K ki 8k Yay; ,wherea’y; andag; arethe creation
and annihilation operators ofa conduction electron w ith
momentum k and spin . g; isthe energy of the con—
duction electrons including a Zeem an tem .

H ¢ isthe K ondo Ham iltonian 0] of the localized rare
earth m om ent

He = Se g+ Le L £ H: @)

Se=r and L..¢ are the spin and angular m om entum
of conduction and f electrons, respectively. L. are
taken w ith respect to the position of the im purity. The
soin—spin term is the well known s-f coupling used by
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de G ennes to reproduce the Curietem peratures in rare
earths with being of the order 01 &V [L9]. The last
term is again a Zeeman tem . The middle tem is
the essential orbit-orbit interaction needed in our dis—
cussion. To get a non-zero oroit-orbi temn due to
a single impuriy at the center, it is essential to n-
clude higher temm s of the partialwave expansion for the

wavs ﬁm%tjons of the conduction electrons:  (r) =
97 2o ol Pf@AKDYm (ki k)Y (5 ). The
rstnon—t:nwzaloont:ﬂbutjon ori= 1is 0]

Hyr=1i@Q gj) kikHk K° Jgalaw;  G)

k;k©

w here the orbit-orbi coupling willbe assumed to be
a function of the relative angles of the k vectors and is
aln ost everyw here zero except for k close to the Fem i
evelky . Themagnitude of is not known but is ex—
pected to be of the sam e order as the spin-spin coupling
constant 1y £2i. T he crystalline electric eld e ect in
transition m etals is less than 0:1 m eV which is an alland
hence the spin-orbit term S, L isneglcted. At room
tem perature allthe rare earth ions studied in Ref. :12 are
in their ground statem aking the term S¢ Lk ine ective
as dam ping m echanisn . This ©llow s in m ediately from
the W ignerE ckart theorem .

T he H am iltonian for the host transition ions is based
on the Anderson Ham iltonian wih explicit spin ro—
tational invariance In the absence of a Zeem an temm

fis, 23,241  is

X
Hyg = ddyd + Vka ayk; d + & Ak ;
k
+ 22 Bsg , ow, @)
8 2 !

w here S4 isthe soin operatorofthe locald electronsw hile
their orbial angular m om entum is assum ed quenched.

is the charge density operator of the d electrons. In
transition ions such as N i, Vig 1:0 100 eV is com —
parable to the Coulom b potentialU . T he hybridization
term betw een the conduction—and d-electrons is essential
to establish a spin-independent orbi-orbit coupling be-
tween the d-and the f-ons. T he degree of localization of
the m agneticm om ents increases w ith decreasing Vigq 1_2-5]
and controls the extent to which rare earth im purities
enhance dam ping.

T he orbit-orbit coupling (cf. E q.-r_i%) gives no contribu-—
tion ©rGd" ** (4£7) asobserved in the experin ent {L3].
A s forthe elem ent E u, it is believed from m easurem ents
ofthe param agnetic susogptibilities that the Jonic state is
Eu'* (@f’)andnotEu’** @4£°) [I9,26]. Ifthisisthe
case then clearly thisisa statewih L¢ = 0 and it isthe
sam e asthat of Gd"** . Y b is also present in a double-
ionized state P] and therefore dopingwith Yb'* @4£14)
should not increase dam ping. This result rem ains to be
con m ed by experin ent. ForE u there is an addiional

reason why itsangularm om entum isquenched. The rst
excited state of this Jatter elem ent lies only about 400 K
above the ground state [_2-]'] and this can lift the degen—
eracy of the ground state. The average orbital angular
m om entum w ill therefore be zero even though L? rem ains
a good quantum num ber I_2-§]. Hence our Ham ittonian
from the outset reproduces the experim ental results for
E u and G d and predicts that doping w ith Y b should not
change the dam ping. W e next address the rem aining
rare earth elem ents.

F irst, we outline the steps to derive the dam ping due
to the orbit-orbit coupling term . W e are only Interested
In the dam ping ofthe d-m om ents of the transition m etal,
therefore it isadvantageous to adopt a functional integral
approach. Since our system is near equilbrium and far
from the Curie point, we use the spin wave approxin a—
tion and expand the soin operators of the fm om ents in
tem s of Boson operatorsf wheref = S{ iS¥. We
keep only the rst non-trivialtemm s. The integration of
the conduction electrons is carried out exactly. A fter-
ward we integrate the in purity variabls, £ and f¥, also
exactly but keep only quartictem sin dand d* . The re—
m aining e ective action hasnow only the eldsd and dY
and from their equations of m otion the spin propagator
m ()m* (9iofthedmoments,m = S% iSY, can
be detem ined. W e use a Stratonovich-H ubbard transfor-
m ation to w rite thise ective Lagrangian in term sofm
T hen a stationary phase approxin ation ofthe functional
generator allow s us to determ ine the desired propagator
and hence the dam ping. W e nally com pare the func—
tional form ofthis resul to that of LLG and discuss why
the electronic (itinerant) picture of the host transition
jons is essential.

T he fundam entalquantity in our calculation isthe gen—
erating finctional
R

]= Tre oo f (m ()

z [
w here and are extemal sources and is inverse
tem perature. The propagator, ie.the connected two—
point G reen’s function, of the volime mode of the
transition m etal ions is und by functional di erenti-
ations w ith respect to the extemal sources and ,
m* ()m (Nie= *mz[ ; F () (9. kiscak
culated wihin a double random phase approxin ation
RPA2) method. The true singl particlke propagator of
the dbands is rst found within a RPA in the presence
ofan e ective eld due to the conduction electrons and
the In purities. In tum, the e ect of the f-im purities on
the conduction electrons is calculated within RPA . The
resulting e ective Lagrangian is now w ritten in temm s of
m only

1

Em 13K i5x1M k1
whereGg '(1; 2)=Q@  g+V2G .+t fG¢GBGAg
is the propagator of the d-electrons in the presence of

L = Trh Gd1+Km : 6)



the conduction electrons and the rare earth im purity
(1= 1;2 for spin up and spin down respectively). The
quadratic term In m represents e ective anisotropy and
spin-charge Interactions and is given by

8]
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Integrations over m om entum and spin are inplied n all
these expressions. T he di erent termm s that appear in K
are as Pollow s: G . is the G reen’s finction of the conduc—
tion electrons in themean eld approxin ation
1 0
G." ki ik 2

=(@+"k1 F)kk012

iKY @ @) IE kky Kk L0 @)

which iso -diagonalin m om entum due to the orbit-orbit
coupling. "x; now includes Zeem an temn s due to the
extemal eld and the z-com ponent of the eld due to
Inpurity. The propagator G¢ is that of the f-ions In
the presence of both the conduction electrons and the
transition ions, G, ' ( )= @ + ¢H + Txr,; fGAGBg.
The A and B m atrices are solely due to the presence of
the In purity and represent the indirect coupling betw een
the transition ions and the f-ions

(7)C1221 (1) =

3

A K% ki 2)=B ki 17k% 2) = o T, 1o [0, 0)
23,
where we have set o = —f— @ 1), o =
23; A
ZJf @ gs)yand 0 = k° K In the trace

log tem of the e ective Lagrangian, the rst nontrivial
contrbution is of order V4 and is given by Fig. i. The
diagram with a single nsertion of an f-propagator does
not contribute due to the antisym m etry ofthe orbit-orbit
coupling in the m om entum space. Varying the e ective

FIG .1: The rstdiagram that is contrbuting to the dam ping
ofthe d-electrons due to the f-m purities through the conduc-
tion electrons.

action wih respect to m j; gives four equations which
can be averaged and di erentiated w ith respect to the
extemal sources to get the m propagators. W e are only

Gy + Kiygghm 51 C(1221) + K1155C (i321)Hm 15410)
o1 Ko1a5C (321)Mm 521 Kopsyhm g5iC (1221):

In the absence of In purities, these equationsare to lowest
order the tim e-dependent generalization of the H artree—
Fock equations derived by A nderson f_Z-Z_%] Using the
RPA 2 method, we solve for C (1221)
X

mi; (Pp)mon (b + 1)

n

h
1+

P
am K212 U )mar (n + I dmop (Pn + 1y + 1)

where ! ;= 21+ 1) for nteger 1. Ifwe ignore the in —
purity Interaction and replace the average values of the
m ;3 by the A nderson solution, we recoverthe RPA result
for the propagator of the m agnetization. To Include the
in purities, we evaluate the d propagators, m i3, w ithin
RPA . In the low frequency lim i, ! << << ! ., we
nd that the (retarded) propagator C® of the theory is
proportionalto (! !o+ i !) ! Here, ! isthe life-
tin e of the virtuald states ﬁ_ZIj'], ! « denotes the frequency
of the conduction electrons, and ! is the ferrom agnetic
resonance frequency of the transition metal. This low
frequency lin it for the dam ping is sin ilar to that of the
LLG result l_l-g:] The damping In the spin-conserving

channel is proportionalto Js Je + 1) (@ 2)V j4 and
is given by
=civige @+ 1@ g’ a2
U E nm kg )?
40 (Y¢)

223E@ E)?E+ E)?Z 18!+
Here n is the density of conduction electrons, c is the
concentration ofthe f-m purities, and E E istheen-
ergy of the up/down d states. T hese latter energies can
be determ ined selfconsistently as In the A nderson solu—
tion l_2-§] and hence their form is not expected to depend
strongly on the atom ic num ber ofthe rare earth in purity
at low concentrations. T he explicit form of the function
Q isnot needed here but it represents contributions be-
yond the mean’ eld approxin ation of the f-in purities
and is given by Fig. d. In Fig.d, we show that the
leading coe cient of the dam ping due to non-spin i
scattering (solid curve) is in very good agreem ent w ith
the experim ental results of Bailey et al. i_le]

F inally wepoint out the reasonsbehind insisting on us—
Ing the itinerant electronsexplicitly instead ofthe sim pler
s—d exchange Interaction w hich accountswell for dam ping
in perm alloy [16]. U sing a localized-type H am iltonian for
the d-m om ents

Hg JSe 3 d

| 13)

Instead ofEq. ::4;, leads to a dam ping which di ers signif-
icantly from experin ent (dashed curve in Fig. d). This
lJocalized m om ent Ham iltonian however appears to de—
scribewelldam ping in insulators such asheavy rare earth
doped gamets f_Z-g'] In gamets, the hybridization cou-
pling is sm aller than In metals. Hence our result also

11)
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explains why the dam ping In rareearth doped gamets is
not as strong as in the rare-earth doped transition m etals.
T he experin entalm easurem ents (triangles) clearly show
that at room tem peraturenon-spin ip scattering ism ore
In portant than spin- ip scattering which only becom es
In portant close to the critical tem perature. A gain, the

Normalized Damping Prefactor

FIG .2: Com parison of the nom alized lading factor in the
dam ping as a function of the rare earth im purity In Eq. 13

i iy
(solid line) and quij (dashed line) to the data of Ref. :_1%
T he squares represent dam ping due to s—f coupling only, Eqg.

:2:, w ithout the orbit-orbit coupling.

data is well reproduced by the orbit-orbit coupling and
the relatively lJarge ncrease in dam ping isdue to the large
virtualm ixing param eter V4 . In constrast, the s—f cou—
pling (squares in Fig. d) is in con ict w ith experin ent.

In sum m ary, we have shown that the dam ping in rare-
earth doped transition m etals ism ainly due to an orbit—
orbi coupling between the conduction electrons and the
In purity ions. Fornearequilbrium conditionsand in the
Iow frequency regin e this leads to dam ping for the uni-
form m ode that is ofG ibert form . T he orbit-orbitm ech-
anisn introduced here is much stronger than the soin—
orbi based E lliott-Yafet-K am bersky m echanism since
the charge-spin coupling at the host ion is of the order
0f1-10 €V com pared to 001 eV for soin-orbit coupling.
T he predicted increase of dam ping is proportionalto vV 4
which In transition lons is of the sam e order as U the
Coulom b potential. A localized m odel for the d-m om ents
based on the s-d exchange is unable to account for the in—
crease in dam ping In these doped system sasa function of
the orbitalm om ent of the rareearth in purities. An ad—
ditionaltest ofthis dam ping theory would be to m easure
the e ect of a sihgle rare earth elem ent on the dam ping
In various transition m etals. Such experin ents w ill pro—
vide further insight into the dependence of dam ping on
V and will in prove our understanding of the itinerant
versus localized pictures ofm agnetian .
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