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T hrough num erical solution of the tin edependent Schrodinger equation, we dem onstrate
that m agnetic chains w ith uniaxial anisotropy support stable structures, separating ferrom ag—
netic dom ains of opposite m agnetization. T hese structures, dom ain walls in a quantum system ,
are shown to rem ain stable if they interact with a soin wave. W e nd that a dom ain wall
transm its the longitudinal com ponent of the spin excitations only. O ur results suggests that
continuous, classical spin m odels descrlbed by LLG equation cannot be used to describe spin

wave-dom ain wall Interaction in m icroscopic m agnetic system s.

KEYW ORD S: quantum spin m odel, nanom agnetic, dom ain wall, Schrodihger equation

1. Introduction

W ave propagation in onedimensional m agnets
through a m agnetic dom ain wall OW ) is an interesting
topic In quantum m any-body physics. A DW separates
two regions wih opposite m agnetization. The DW in
m esoscopic w ire can be considered to be selfassem bled
stable nanostructures which is treated as a kind of
soliton in a continuous medium . Such structure can
be created or annihilated by some extemal action.!
The manijpulation of DW in stripes has already been
proposed as a way of storing nfom ation or even
perform Ing logic finctions, and to o er new types of
electronics devices') in which the DW motion carries
the nform ation along a m agnetic w ire of subm icrom eter
width, wih DW velocitiesup to thousand kilom etersper
second 2’ R ecently, a direct observation ofthe pendulim
dynam ics of a DW has been reported® The DW as a
topological particle has a very an allbut nie mass of
66 10 23kgi¥

The structure of DW s and also wave propagation in
one-din ensional classical spin system s has been studied
in Refs.>® Recently, the nteraction between DW s and
soIn waves has attracted a lot of interest. Hertel et al
showed that the DW induced phase shift of spin waves in
the Landau-L ifshitz-G ibert (LLG ) m odelofthin, narrow
strips, is a characteristic property of such system s® The
value of the phase shift of spin waves passing through a
DW was found to be proportionalto the angle by which
them agnetization of DW rotatesin the Im plane® This
e ectm Ight be used as a concept ora new generation of
nonvolatile m em ory storage and logical devices®

O n the otherhand, recent progress in synthesizingm a-
terials containing ferrom agnetic chains’{*?) opens new
possbilities to study the interaction between a spin wave
and a DW in a microscopic soin chain. Furthem ore,
quantum spin m odels provide a playground to inves-
tigate how quantum infom ation can be transferred in
quantum spin networksl!3{'> But, in contrast to the
nanoscale phenom ena m entioned earlier, on the atom ic
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Fig. 1. Left pictures @b,c,d): Spin con gurations at tine t= =
0; R ight pictures (e,£9):D ynam ically stable spin con gurations
for the Heisenberg-Isingmodel ( = 2),attine t= = 100. (e):
Ferrom agnetic state of the spin chain; (f): State containing a
DW at the center of the chain; (g): State containing two DW s.
R ight picture (h): Spin con guration at tine t= = 100 for the
Heisenberg m odel ( = 1), illustrating the instability of the ini-
tialdom ain wall state d).

level, the spin dynam ics is purely quantum m echanical
and in such strongly quantum uctuating system simust
be descrbed by the tin edependent Schrodinger equa—
tion (TD SE).Then, it is of considerable interest to com —
pare the properties of soin wave propagation through a
m agnetic dom ain boundary In a singlke spin chain w ih
the dynam ics obtained in m esoscopic system , in which
the m agnetization is regarded as a classical, continuous
variabl. In the nanoscale regin e, the DW is de ned as
the boundary ofregionsw ith oppositem agnetization.O n
the atom iclevel,aDW m ay bede ned asa structurethat
isdynam ically stable under quantum m echanicalm otion,
the existence of which has to be con m ed.

2. Dynam ically Stable D om ain W alls

In this paper, we study the stability ofDW s and the
e ects of DW s on the spin wave propagation in a chain
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of N sites on which we place S = 1=2 spins. W e solve
the TD SE to com pute the tin eevolution of the m agne—
tization at each lattice site. T he H am iltonian ofthe spin
chain is given by'®
N 1
H= J (SrsX, +s¥sY, .+ SZISE. i @)
n=1
w here the exchange Integrals J > 0 and J detem ine
the strength of the interaction between the x, v and z
com ponents of spin 1=2 operators S, = (SX;SY ;S%).We
solve the TD SE by the Chebyshev polynom ialalgorithm
which is known to yield extrem ely accurate solutions of
the TD SE, independent of the tin e step used 7?9 W e
digplay the results at tine intervals of = =5J.We
present results for system s containingN = 26 spinsonly.
W e checked that sin ulations for N = 20 spins (data not
shown) yield qualitatively sim ilar results. In our num er—
jcalwork, we use units such that~= land J = 1.

First, we study the stability of DW s. The left panel
of Fig. 1 show s the spin con gurations that we take as
the initial state (= = 0) In the sinulation. A1l the
results shown In this Letter have been obtained using
open boundary condiions. W e ket the system evolve In
tim e according to the H am ittonian Eq.(l) fora long tin e
(= = 100) and nd thatthem otion generatesa dynam —
ically stable statewith DW (s) (seeFig.1(fg)).TheDW
is de ned as the boundary between regions of di erent
m agnetization but it is not trivial that these boundaries
exists In the presence of strong quantum uctuations.”
Figure 1 (e,f,g) shows the dynam ically stable soin con—

gurations obtained by starting from the corresponding
con guration @M,c).

W hether or not quantum uctuations destroy the
DW (s) depends on the value ofthe anisotropy .Forthe
modelEq.(), i is well know'® that quantum uctua-
tions destroy the long range order of the ground state
if 1< < 1 XY-lke) or = 1 (Heisenberg an—
tiferrom agnet) . For 1 (Ising-like) the ground state
exhbits long range order. T his property is re ected in
the stability of con gurations that contain one or m ore
DW s, except or = 1.0 ur num erical sim ulations show
that con gurationswih aDW are dynam ically stable if

> 1.For comparison, n Fig. 1 we include the case

= 1, where the Initial DW structure Fig. 1(d)) is
destroyed ' ig. 1 ()). Not surprisingly, the destructive
e ect of quantum uctuations can be suppressed by in—
creasing .Having studied system sw ith di erent values
of ,we found that = 2 is representative for the quan—
titative behavior of the anisotropic system s. T herefore,
in this paper, we present results for = 2 only.W e also
checked the e ect of the boundary condition. W e found
alm ost the sam e stable DW structures in the case ofpe-
riodic boundary conditions (results not shown).

3. Spin W ave P ropagation

W e use the con guration at = = 100 as the iniial
con guration to study the spin wave dynam ics. W e gen—
erate a soin wave exciation by rotating the left m ost
soin S; In Fig. 1(efig). For reference, we also consider
the dynam ics of the ferrom agnet (see Fig. 1(a,e)). This
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Fig. 2. (color online) Time evolution of the m agnetization

hSZ (t)iofthe Ising-like spin chain with = 2.Theinitialcon g-—
uration (= = 0) ofeach panel (@b,c) is shown in Fig.1(@,b,c),

respectively. At the tine t= = 100, the rst spin n = 1) is
ipped, generating a longitudinal spin wave.
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Fig. 3. (coloronline) T im e evolution ofthe transverse com ponent
hSX (t)i of the m agnetization, for the sam e cases as those shown
in Fig. 2 except that the st spin is rotated by =2 about the
y-axis (instead of ip) atthetimet= = 100.

case wihout DW can be analyzed analytically, so that
it also gives check of precision of num erical calculation.
A ctually, we found very sm alldi erence between the an-—
alytical results and num erical ones.

InFig.2 @) we show thetin eevolution offhS? (t)ig for
n= 1;:::N affer pping S, In the case of the uniform
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Fig. 4. (color online) Time evolution of the m agnetization
Sg (® . (@) spin wave generated by ipping the rst spin Si;
() spin wave generated by rotating the st spin S; by =2
about the y-axis. Solid (plack) line:No DW , corresponding to
the spin con guration Fig.1l(e); D ashed (red) line:oneDW , cor—
responding to the spin con guration Fig.1(f).Because Sy (0
is negative in this case, we plot the absolute value to facilitate
the com parison; D otted (blue) line:two DW s, corresponding to
the spin con guration Fig.1(g).C om parison of (@) and (o) show s
that the tim es at which the S{ (t) reachesone ofthem inima
does not depend on m ethod by which the spin wave is generated.

chain. The tin e evolution of fhS? (t)ig forn = 1;:::N
in the chain with one DW at n = 13;14 is depicted
In Fig. 2{), and Fig. 2(c) shows the results for the
chain with one DW atn = 10;11 and another DW at
n = 17;18.Hence, we dem onstrate that even in the pres—
ence ofa spin wave, the DW structure rem ain stable. In
the m odel Eqg.(1l), the m agnetization in the z-direction
is a conserved quantity. Hence, by Ipping one or m ore
soins we change the total m agnetization of the initial
state. T he expectation value of the transverse spin com —
ponents is dentically zero (SX ()i = hSY )i = 0 for
n= 1;:::N), orallt> 0.

From Fig.2,we can deduce how the spin wave is scat—
tered by the DW (s). T he trangular pattem In Fig. 2 (@)
m erely results from the re ection ofthe spin I excia-
tion by the other edge of the chain. T he trdangular pat—
tem is also present In Fig. 2 o), but the presence of the
DW causeshS? (t)ito change sign ifn > N=2.Fi. 2 ()
also dem onstratesthat the DW itself isextrem ely robust,
even In system sw ih one spin Ipped.A sin ilar behav—
Jor is observed for the case oftwo DW s (see Fig. 2 (0)),
indicating that the change of sign at the DW is generic.

The slope of the line in Fig. 2 from the point h =
1;&= = 100) that connects spin 1 and spin N is directly
related to the velociy ofthe excitation.W e can estin ate
the tin e ofthe excitation to propagate from siten to site
m by analyzing the In niely long chain. Starting from
an initial state in which we ip the soin at site n, the
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Fig. 5. (cobronline) T im e evolution of Sy (t) ofthe sam e sys-
tem as in Fig. 3, plotted on two di erent scales. Solid (black)
line:No DW , corresponding to the spin con guration Fig. 1 (e);
D ashed (red) line:One DW , corresponding to the spin con gu-—
ration Fig. 1 (f).D otted (blue) line:Two DW s, corresponding to
the spin con guration Fig.1(g).

m agnetization at sitem is given by

1 .
By i = I -1 ng T wif ;@
1
= 51 232 .3 ; )

where jn i denotes the ferrom agnet state wih a Ipped
Son at stem and J, ) istheBesselfinction ofthe rst
kind oforderm .A though Eqg. (3) isvalid forthe In nie
chain only, wem ay expect that it provides a qualitatively
correct description of the wave propagation in the nie
system . O ur num erical calculations (resuls not shown)
dem onstrate that forN 16, the tin e for the excitation
to travel rom n = 1 tom = 26 agrees within 2% with
the rstm ininum ofEqg. (3).

A though it is clear that the longitudinal m otion of
the son that results from the spin I can easily prop—
agate through the DW structures, quantum uctuations
reduce the am plitude ofthe excitation and fort= > 250
it becom esdi cul to ollow the excitation in Fig.2 (o,c).
A sm entioned earlier, we could Increase to reduce the
quantum uctuations but this does not change the qual-
fative features that we are interested In.

N ext, we study the propagation ofthe transverse com —
ponents, that is the x ory com ponents ofthe expectation
values of the spins. At = = 100, we excite the system
by rotating the st spin In Fig. 1(,£9) by =2 about
the y-axis. A fter this rotation, the m agnetization of spin
S1 isparallel to the x-axis. Starting from this con gura—
tion, the tin e evolution w ill cause the rst spin to rotate
about the z-axis (due to the presence of the neighboring
soin that ispointing in the z-direction). T his then gener-
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ates spin waves that contat both lIongiudinal fhS? (t)ig
and transverse (fhS} (t)ig, fhS! (t)ig) com ponents.

The spacetin e diagram ofhS? (t)i Jooks very sin ilar
as Fig. 2 and therefore we do not show i.Now, we In—
vestigate the propagation of the transverse spin waves
by considering one of the two com ponents (the actual
choice is irrelevant) . In F ig. 3, we present results for the
tin e evolution of hSY (t)i orn = 1 to N . In the Ising-
like H eisenberg chain w thout a DW , the transverse spin
w aves propagate In the sam e m anner as the longitudinal
waves. (compareFig.2 (@) and Fig. 3 @)) . H owever, from
Fig. 3 (,c) i is clear that the transverse waves do not
propagate through the DW structure but are re ected
instead.

For a m ore quantitative study of the interaction of
DW (s) and spin waves In quantum spin chains, we ana—
Iyze In detail, the tin e evolution of the right-m ost spin.
In Fig. 4 we plot hS? (£)i as a function of tin e for the
six casesdepicted N Figs.2 Fig.4@))and 3 Fig.4(b)).

From Fig. 4, we conclide that the propagation of lon—
giudinal spin waves in the two cases is essentially the
sam e, exoept for the am plitude. R otating the st soin
by =2 (Instead of in the case ofthe spin ip) about
the x or y axis generates waves of which the am plitude
of the longiudinal com ponent at the site N is half of
that ofthe soin—- I case.Usihg Eq. (3) and the fact that
Jy5 X) hasa rst maxinum at x 274, we nd that
ISZ. ()i hasa minmum at = 144.This value is in
agream ent w ith the tin e at w hich the num erical solution
fortheN = 26 chaih exhibitsa rstdip (seeblack (solid)
linein Fig.4@)).A st conclusion from this analysis is
that the qualitative aspects of the interaction of the lon—
gitudinal spin wave excitation and the DW (s) does not
depend on the transverse com ponents of the soin wave.

Fig.4 also clearly show sthat the presenceofaDW in—
creases the speed at which the excitation travels through
the DW . Com paring the curves for the system w ithout
DW ,oneDW ,and two DW s, we conclude that the solid
curve lags behind w ith respect to the dashed curve, and
the dashed curve lags behind w ih respect to the dot—
ted curve. T hus, the longitudinal com ponent of the spin
wave excitation is shifted forward as it passesa DW .

Fig.5 show sthe tin e evolution ofhSy (t)i.In contrast
to the longitudinalcom ponent (seeF ig.4), them axin um
am plitude of the transverse signals strongly depend on
the presence of DW (s) in the system (@mote the di er-
ence In scale between Fig.5@) and Fig.50)). Thus, In
the quantum system , the re ection ofthe transverse spin
wave excitation is signi cantly larger than the re ection
ofthe longitudinal com ponent.

4. D iscussion and Sum m ary

Finally, we point out the di erence between the con—
tinuous m odel for m esoscale m agnetic system s and the
present lattice m odel. In the form er, DW s exist as rota—
tion of the spins according to a soliton structure, whik
In the m icroscopic quantum system , there is no struc—
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ture In the transverse spin com ponent and a DW is de—

ned as a dynam ically stable structure of the longiu-—
dinal com ponents. W e found that such DW s exists for

> 1 whereas for 1 they are unstable. W e also

studied spin wave propagation and found that the longi-
tudinalcom ponents ofthe spin wave soeed up when they
crossa DW . T he transverse com ponents ofthe spin wave
are aln ost totally re ected by the DW , but this charac—
teristic feature of the m icroscopic quantum chain is not
found in m esoscopic m agnetic system , where the trans—
verse com ponents crosse a DW w ithout re ection and
with a phase shift of =2.%) It should be noted that the
systam descrbed by the LLG equation is findam entally
di erent from the system that we consider in this Let-
ter. T he form er treats the m agnetic system in them eso—
scopic regim e as a classical, continuousm edium , w hereas
the present study treats the m agnetic system asam icro—
scopic, quantum m echanical system .W hich ofthese two
approaches is them ost suitable description cbviously de-
pends on the speci ¢ m aterial. T he change of behavior
from m esoscopic to m icroscopic m ay becom e in portant
as bottom -up cheam ical synthesis is providing new ways
for further dow n-sizing of the m agnets.
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