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Abstract. An extended Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation is introduced to
describe the dynamics of inhomogeneous magnetization in a current-carrying wire.
The coefficients of all the terms in this equation are calculated quantum-mechanically
for a simple model which includes impurity scattering. This is done by comparing
the energies and lifetimes of a spin wave calculated from the LLG equation and from
the explicit model. Two terms are of particular importance since they describe non-
adiabatic spin-transfer torque and damping processes which do not rely on spin-orbit
coupling. It is shown that these terms may have a significant influence on the velocity
of a current-driven domain wall and they become dominant in the case of a narrow
wall.
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1. Introduction

The effect of passing an electric current down a ferromagnetic wire is of great current
interest. If the magnetization is inhomogeneous it experiences a spin-transfer torque
due to the current [I], 2, 3 [4]. The effect is described phenomenologically by adding
terms to the standard LLG equation [5, 6]. The leading term in the spin-transfer
torque is an adiabatic one arising from that component of the spin polarization of the
current which is in the direction of the local magnetization. However , in considering
the current-induced motion of a domain wall, Li and Zhang [3], [4] found that below a
very large critical current the adiabatic term only deforms the wall and does not lead
to continuous motion. To achieve this effect they introduced [7] a phenomenological
non-adiabatic term associated with the same spin non-conserving processes responsible
for Gilbert damping. Subsequently Kohno et al [§] derived a torque of the Zhang-Li
form quantum-mechanically using a model of spin-dependent scattering from impurities.
This may arise from spin-orbit coupling on the impurities. More recently Wessely et
al [9] introduced two further non-adiabatic terms in the LLG equation in order to
describe their numerical calculations of spin-transfer torques in a domain wall. These
quantum-mechanical calculations using the Keldysh formalism were made in the ballistic
limit without impurities and with spin conserved. Other terms in the LLG equation,
involving mixed space and time derivatives, have been considered by Sobolev et al [12],
Tserkovnyak et al [10], Skadsen et al [I1] and Thorwart and Egger [13].

The object of this paper is to give a unified treatment of all these terms in the LLG
equation and to obtain explicit expressions for their coefficients by quantum-mechanical
calculations for a simple one-band model with and without impurity scattering. The
strategy adopted is to consider a uniformly magnetized wire and to calculate the effect
of a current on the energy and lifetime of a long wavelength spin wave propagating along
the wire. It is shown in section 2 that coefficients of spin-transfer torque terms in the
LLG equation are directly related to ¢ and ¢ terms in the energy and inverse lifetime
of a spin wave of wave-vector ¢. The Gilbert damping parameter is the coefficient of the
w term in the inverse lifetime, where w is the spin-wave frequency. It corresponds to the
damping of a ¢ = 0 spin wave while higher order terms wq and wq? relate to damping
of spin waves with finite wave-vector q. The relation between the ¢ term in the spin
wave energy and the adiabatic spin-transfer torque has been noticed previously [2], 14].
We find that the ¢ term in the spin wave lifetime relates to the Zhang-Li non-adiabatic
spin transfer torque. Our result for the coefficient of the Zhang-Li term is essentially the
same as that obtained by Kohno et al [§] and Duine et al [I5] but our derivation appears
simpler. The ¢* terms in the spin wave energy and lifetime are related to the additional
non-adiabatic torques we introduced into the LLG equation [9], together with an extra
one arising from spin non-conserving scattering. Explicit expressions for the coefficients
of these terms are obtained in section 3. In section 4 we discuss briefly the importance
of the additional terms in our extended LLG equation for current-driven motion of a
domain wall. Some conclusions are summarized in section 5.
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2. The LLG equation and spin waves

We write our extended LLG equation in the dimensionless form
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Here s(z,t) is a unit vector in the direction of the local spin polarisation, time t is

measured in units of (yugm,)~' and the coordinate z along the wire is in units of the
exchange length l., = (2A4/uym?)Y/2. The quantities appearing here are the gyroscopic
ratio v = 2up/h,the permeability of free space g and two properties of the ferromagnetic
material, namely the saturation magnetisation mg and the exchange stiffness constant
A. e, is a unit vector in the z direction along the wire. The equation expresses the
rate of change of spin angular momentum as the sum of various torque terms, of which
the oy, o), a, f, a1, fi and g; terms are proportional to the electric current flowing.
The second term in the equation is the standard Gilbert term, with damping factor
a, while the o) and o), terms introduce corrections for spin fluctuations of finite wave-
vector. Skadsem et al [I1] point out the existence of the «f term but do not consider
it further. It was earlier introduced by Sobolev et al [12] within a microscopic context
based on the Heisenberg model. The a; and as terms are found to renormalise the spin
wave frequency, but for the model considered in section 3 we find that «; is identically
zero. We shall argue that this result is model-independent. Tserkovnyak et al [10] and
Thorwart and Egger [13] find non-zero values of oy which differ from each other by a
factor 2; they attribute this to their use of Stoner-like and s — d models, respectively.
Thorwart and Egger [13] also find the o term and they investigate the effect of oy and o)
terms on domain wall motion. Their results are difficult to assess because the constant
|s| = 1 is not maintained during the motion. In eq.(Il) we have omitted terms involving
the second order time derivatives, whose existence was pointed out by Thorwart and
Egger [13]; one of these is discussed briefly in section 3.2.

The first term on the right-hand side of eq. () is due to exchange stiffness and the
next term arises from an external magnetic field B.,e., with dimensionless coefficient
bext = Bewt/1oms. The third term is the adiabatic spin transfer torque whose coefficient
a is simple and well-known. In fact [3] [4]
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where J is the charge current density and e is the electron charge (a negative quantity).
The spin polarisation factor P = (J+ — J,)/(J+ + J|), where Jy, J| are the current
densities for majority and minority spin in the ferromagnet (J = Jy + J)). Eq.([2) is
valid for both ballistic and diffusive conduction . The fourth term on the right-hand
side of eq.( ) is the Zhang-Li torque which is often characterised [8] by a parameter
B = f/a. The next term is the F; term of eq.(7) in ref. [9]. It is a non-adiabatic torque
which is coplanar with s(z) if s(z) lies everywhere in a plane. As shown in ref. [9] it
is the z derivative of a spin current , which is characteristic of a torque occurring from
spin-conserving processes. In fact this term takes the form

g X Xa_2s _l @ ’ (3)
al@z S S 072 9° 0z )

The f; term may be written in the form

Js 0O%s 0 0%s
—f1(8'$><w)s+f1$<s><@). (4)

If s(z) lies in a plane, the case considered in ref. [9], the first term vanishes and we
recover the F) term of eq.(9) in ref. [9]. Its derivative form indicate that it arises from
spin-conserving processes so we conclude that the coefficient f; is of that origin. This
is not true of the last term in eq.(Il) and we associate the coefficient g; with spin non-
conserving processes. For a spin wave solution of the LLG equation, where we work
only to first order in deviations from a state of uniform magnetisation, the last three
terms of eq.(Il) may be replaced by the simpler ones
3 3

S (s s )
Apart from additional terms, eq.(Il) looks slightly different from eq.(7) of ref. [9] because
we use the spin polarisation unit vector s rather than the magnetisation vector m and
s = —m. Furthermore the dimensionless coefficients will take different numerical values
because we have used different dimensionless variables z and ¢ to avoid introducing the
domain wall width which was specific to ref. [9]. The torques due to anisotropy fields
were also specific to the domain wall problem and have been omitted in eq.(T).

We suppose that the wire is magnetised uniformly in the z direction and consider a
spin wave as a small transverse oscillation of the spin polarisation about the equilibrium
state or, when a current flows, the steady state. Thus we look for a solution of eq.(T])
of the form

S = (Cei(qz—wt)’ d6i(qZ_Wt), _1) (6)

where the coefficients of the x and y components satisfy ¢ < 1, d < 1. This represents
a spin wave of wave-vector ¢ and angular frequency w propagating along the z axis.
When ([6)) is substituted into eq.(Il) the transverse components yield, to first order in ¢
and d, the equations

—iXc+pud=0 , pc+iAd=0 (7)
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where

A =w—aq+ a1q’ — awwg® +iaqw

= —i0w + by + @ +ifq+i(fi+ 1) + wq — iwg al. (8)
On eliminating ¢ and d from eq.(7) we obtain A\*> = p?. To obtain a positive real part
for the spin wave frequency, we take A = p. Hence

w (1= a1g — asg?)

= beat +aq +¢° — arq’

+i [w (—a —alg—asd®) + fa+ (fi+ 1) d°]. 9)
Thus the spin wave frequency is given by

W= w; — tWws (10)
where

w1~ (1—a1g = sq®) ™ (bewt + aq + ¢ — a1g?)

wy ~ (1 — g — 042612)_1 w1 (o + g+ 0/2612) —fe—(fi+q) qg} - (11)

Here we have neglected terms of second order in «, of, o, f, fi and gy, the coefficients
which appear in the spin wave damping. This form for the real and imaginary parts
of the spin wave frequency is convenient for comparing with the quantum-mechanical
results of the next section. In this way we shall obtain explicit expressions for all the
coefficients in the phenomenological LLG equation. Coefficients of odd powers of ¢ are
proportional to the current flowing whereas terms in even powers of ¢ are present in the
equilibrium state with zero current.

3. Spin wave energy and lifetimes in a simple model

As a simple model of an itinerant electron ferromagnet we consider the one-band
Hubbard model

H() = —1 Z C;LUC]'U + U Z NNy — ,UBBext Z (niT — nw) s (12)
ijo i i
where ¢] creates an electron on site 7 with spin o and n, = ¢/ ¢;,. We consider a simple

cubic lattice and the intersite hopping described by the first term is restricted to nearest
neighbours. The second term describes an on-site interaction between electrons with
effective interaction parameter U; the last term is due to an external magnetic field. It
is convenient to introduce a Bloch representation, with

1 R.
Chy = NI z; KRl e =tk (13)

ex = —t Z e = —2t (cos k,ag + cos kyag + cos k.ag) . (14)

)
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The sum in eq.(I3) is over all lattice cites R; whereas in eq.(Id) p; =
(£ao,0,0), (0, £ag, 0), (0,0, +ap) are the nearest neighbour lattice sites. Then

Hy = Z exNke + U ZniTnii — B Beyt Z (N — Ny ) - (15)
ko i k

To discuss scattering of spin waves by dilute impurities we assume that the effect of
the scattering from different impurity sites adds incoherently; hence we may consider
initially a single scattering center at the origin, We therefore introduce at this site a
perturbing potential u 4+ vl - o, where 1 = (sin 6 cos ¢, sin ¢sin 0, cos ) is a unit vector
whose direction will finally be averaged over. w is the part of the impurity potential
which is indepndent of the spin o and the spin dependent potential vl - ¢ is intended to
simulate a spin-orbit L-o interaction on the impurity. It breaks spin rotational symmetry
in the simplest possible way. Clearly spin-orbit coupling can only be treated correctly
for a degenerate band such as a d-band, where on-site orbital angular momentum L
occurs naturally. The present model is equivalent to that used by Kohno et al [§] and
Duine et al [15]. In Bloch representation the impurity potential becomes V' = Vj + V4
with
Vi, = i i i T
1= Uy D harrar + 0y N D oy

k1k2 k1k2
| o
Vo = ve ¥ sin HN Z cLchkN + ve' sin HN Z cLlicsz (16)
k1k2 k1k2
and v = u +wvcos , vy = u —vcosf. To avoid confusion we note that the spin
dependence of the impurity potential which occurs in the many-body Hamiltonian Hy+V

is not due to exchange, as would arise in an approximate self consistent field treatment
(e.g. Hartree-Fock) of the interaction U in a ferromagnet.

3.1. Spin wave energy and wave function

In this section we neglect the perturbation due to impurities and determine expressions
for the energy and wave function of a long-wave length spin wave in the presence of an
electric current. The presence of impurities is recognised implicitly since the electric
current is characterised by a perturbed one-electron distribution function fy, which
might be obtained by solving a Boltzman equation with a collision term. We consider
a spin wave of wave-vector q propagating along the z axis, which is the direction
of current flow. Lengths and times used in this section and the next, except when
specified, correspond to actual physical quantities, unlike the dimensionless variables
used in section 2.

We first consider the spin wave with zero electric current and treat it, within
the random phase approximation (RPA), as an excitation from the Hartree-Fock (HF)
ground state of the Hamiltonian (IH). The HF one electron energies are given by

Eka =€k + U <n—a> - MBO-Bext (17)
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where 0 = 1, —1 for 1 and | respectively, and (n_,) is the number of —o spin electrons
per site. In a self-consistent ferromagnetic state at 7 = 0, (n,) = N 'Y, fxo and
n =y (ny), where, fx, = 0(Er — Ex,), n is the number of electrons per atom, and
Er is the Fermi energy. N is the number of lattice sites and 6(FE) is the unit step
function. The spin bands FEy, given by eq.(I7) are shifted relative to each other by an
energy A + 24 B, where A = U(ny —ny) is the exchange splitting. The ground state
is given by |0) = [],, ck,|) Where |) is the vacuum state and the product extends over
all states ko such that fx, = 1. Within the RPA, the wave function for a spin wave of
wave-vector q, excited from the HF ground state, takes the form

@) = Ng > _ Axcl, gk |0) (18)
k

where Ng is a normalisation factor. The energy of this state may be written
Eq = Egr + h(x}q = Egr + 2,uBBegmt + hwél (19)

where E, is the energy of the HF ground state and hwq is the spin wave excitation
energy. On substituting (I8) in the Schrodinger equation (Hy — Eq)|q) = 0 and
multiplying on the left by (O|CL,Tckf_q¢, we find

Ak’ (Ek’-‘rq — € + A — hw/ Z AkfkT 1 - fk-i—qi) (20)

Hence we may take

Ak:A(Ek-i-q_Ek"‘A_hW(/l)

-1

and, for small q, hw, satisfies the equation

U Jir — Jrral
N ” €k+q_€k‘|’A_hWél

1=

This is the equation for the poles of the well-known RPA dynamical susceptibility x(q, w)
[16]. The spin wave pole is the one for which fiw, — 0 as q — 0.

To generalise the above considerations to a current-carrying state we proceed as
follows. We re-interpret the state |0) such that (0|...|0) corresponds to a suitable
ensemble average with a modified one-electron distribution fi,. When a current flows
in the z direction we may consider the 1T and | spin Fermi surfaces as shifted by small
displacement 5TRZ, 1) ¢1A<Z where RZ is a unit vector in the z direction. Thus

fio = 0(Er — Ek—i—égfcz,a)

Oex
~ §(Er — Fxs) — 0,0(Ep — Exy) —

ok,

and the charge current density carried by spin o electrons is

9 0
Jo hNa3Z b i = hNa3Z( Ek) v )
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where ((Oey/0k.)?), is an average over the o spin Fermi surface and p,(Er) is the
density of o spin states per atom at the Fermi energy. We shall also encounter the
following related quantities;

N 861( a2€k
Ko = NA2G3 zk: Ok, Ok2 fio

o hJJ aEk 2a2€k (%k 2

—A2e<(a7) 8T> /<<8k) > (25)
0

O' AgQgZ( ek) .fka

() (@)

To derive egs.(25) and (26]), d, has been eliminated using eq.(24]).
To solve eqn.(22]) for hwy we expand the right-hand side of the equation in powers

of (€x1q — € — Iwg)/A and make the further expansions

8ek 8 €k a €k
Ceta ™ & = 05, q ok? 6 oK (27)
hog, =Bq+ D¢+ E¢* + ... (28)

in powers of g. We retain all terms up to ¢* except those involving B?; the coefficients

B and E are proportional to the current and we keep only terms linear in the current.
Hence we find a solution of eq.([22]) in the form (28] with

1 861( NCL h
B:mzk:(fm_fki)a NT—OJ\Qe (Jr —J)) (29)
1 1 0? 0
D= N —N, [5 ; (fur + fi)) 812{ A Z fir = fxp) ( ek) ] (30)
B _ %5
6
B 0? 0
+ N, —N)A zk:(fkT+fk¢) 8;{ A Z (fir = fict) ( 6k) ]
~Ua}y (K, —oL,). (31)

Here N, is the total number of o spin electrons so that N, = N(n,).

In the absence of spin-orbit coupling the expression for B in terms of spin current
is a general exact result even in the presence of disorder, as shown in Appendix A. The
coefficient D is the standard RPA spin-wave stiffness constant (e.g ref. [I6]). We note
that, in the limit A — oo, E takes the simple form —a2B/6.

On restoring the correct dimensions (as indicated after eq.(Il)) to the expression
for wy in eq.(II) we may determine the coefficients a and a; by comparing with the
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equation

hwgq = 2pupBeyt + Bq + D¢* + E¢. (32)
From the coefficient of ¢ we have

a+ a1bery = B/ (2uppomsles ) - (33)

a and B are both determined directly from the spin current JP independently of a
particular model (see appendix A) so that b.,; should not enter their relationship. We
conclude quite generally that c; = 0. In this case we find that on combining eqs.(33))
and ([29), and noting that m, = —ug(Ny — Ny)/Na}, eq.[@) is obtained as expected.
In section 3.2 we show explicitly for the present model that ay = 0. This conflicts
with the results of refs.[I0] and [13]. From the coefficients of ¢* in eqgs.(T]) and (32) we
find 1+ aobeyy = D/(4upA/mg). Thus an external field slightly disturbs the standard
relation A = Dmg/4pup. However in the spirit of the LLG equation we take A and
ms, which enter the units of length and time used in eq.(Il), to be constants of the
ferromagnetic material in zero external field. The coefficients of ¢* in eqgs.(1]) and (32))
yield the relation (taking ay = 0),

—a;+aa=FE/ (2u3u0m5l§m) ) (34)

We defer calculation of s until section 3.2 and the result is given in eq.(d4]). Combining
this with eqs.([34)) and (31) we find

2

Sy pomal® ay = % -2 4 v Z (K, — oL,). (35)
We have thus derived an explicit expression , for a simple model, for the coefficient a;
of a non-adiabatic spin torque term which appears in the LLG equation (Il). We have
neglected the effect of disorder due to impurities . In the absence of spin-orbit coupling
the expression for the adiabatic torque coefficient a, given by eq.(2), is exact even in
presence of impurities. In the next section we shall calculated further non-adiabatic
torque terms, with coefficients f; and gy, as well as damping coefficients «, o] and «j.
In the present model all these depend on impurity scattering for their existence.

3.2. Spin wave lifetime

The solutions of eq.(22) are shown schematically in figure [[I They include the spin
wave dispersion curve and the continuum of Stoner excitations CL +q Ckt|0) with energies
Eytq,— Ext. The Zeeman gap 2pupB.,: in the spin wave energy at q = 0 does not appear
because we have plotted fw;, rather than fwg (see eq.(I9)). Within the present RPA the
spin wave in a pure metal has infinite lifetime outside the continuum and cannot decay
into Stoner excitations owing to conservation of the momentum q. However, when the
perturbation V; due to impurities is introduced (see eqn.(I6)), crystal momentum is no
longer conserved and such decay processes can occur. These are shown schematically
by the dotted arrow in figure [Il If the bottom of the | spin band lies above the Fermi
level there is a gap in the Stoner spectrum and for a low energy (small ¢) spin wave
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Figure 1. Spin-flip excitations from the ferromagnetic ground state. The dotted
arrow shows the mechanism of decay of a spin wave into Stoner excitations which is
enabled by the impurity potential V.

such processes cannot occur. However the spin-flip potential V; enables the spin wave
to decay into single particle excitations CL 1+ qoCko|0) about each Fermi surface and these
do not have an energy gap.

The lifetime 7 ! of a spin wave of wave-vector q is thus given simply by the “golden

rule” in the form

_ 2
i 1= fN,.mp (T + 1) (36)

where N, is the number of impurity sites and

=) ‘<0 ‘CLTCNVI‘ Q> ‘2 fa (1= fo) 6 (hvq = Epy + Eat)
kp

2
T = Z ‘<O ‘CLO_CI)O—‘/Q’ q>‘ fro (1 — fpo) 0 (hwq — €p + k) - (37)
kpo
We first consider T; and, using eqns.(I0) and (I8]), we find
T Nq
<O ‘CkTCpivl‘ q> = WfkT (1= fou) [Akvy (1 = o) = Ap—qtfo-at]

= %fm (1= fpy) (Axvy — Ap—quy) (38)

for small g. The last line follows from two considerations. Firstly, because of the ¢-
function in eq.(37) we can consider the states ky and p; to be close to their respective
Fermi surfaces. Secondly the | spin Fermi surface lies within the 7 Fermi surface and ¢
is small. Hence

Né 2
T = N2 Z Jir (L= fpy) 0 (hwg — Epy + Eiet) (Axvy — Ap—qvy)” (39)
kp
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To evaluate this expression in the case when a current flows we use the distribution
function fy, given by eq.([23]). Thus, neglecting a term proportional to the square of the
current, we have

N2
T=5 > 0 (hwg — Bpy + Bit) (Aivy — Ap_qut)?
kp

aEk
Ok,

X [Q(EF — Bit)0(Epy — Er) — 040(Epy — Er)d(Er — Eiy)

Oep

+ 5¢9(EF — EkT)é(EF — Epi) 8]) .

(40)

We wish to expand this expression, and a similar one for T, in powers of ¢ to O(¢?) so
that we can compare with the phenomenological expression (eq.(II])) for the imaginary
part of the spin wave frequency, which is given by 7 1/2. Tt is straight-forward to expand
the second factor in the above sum by using eqs.(21) and (28). We shall show that the
contribution to T} of the first term in square brackets in eq.(40) leads to a contribution
proportional to spin wave frequency wq. Together with a similar contribution to 75 it
yields the Gilbert damping factor a as well as the coefficients o}, o} of the terms in
eq.(II]) which give the q dependence of the damping. The remaining terms in eq.(40)
yield the spin-transfer torque coefficients f, f; and g;.

The normalisation factor Nfl which appear in eq.(40) leads naturally to the factor
(1 — a1q — axq®)~! which appears in eq.(I). From eq.(I8)) it is given by

2

N,
L=(dla) = 5 > (Aifir = Af i) (41)
k

By expanding Aj_, in powers of ¢, and using eq.(23), we find to O(¢?) that
Ng? = (Nt =Ny

2

q Oe 2
X {1 + ATIN, — N zk: (a—kl:) [0(Ep — Ext) — 6(EF — Eki)]} - (42)

We deduce that

a; =0 (43)
and
1 Oex 2
o=~ 2 () P~ B) — 0B~ Bul). 44
The result a; = 0, which was predicted on general grounds in section 3.1 and in

Appendix 1, arises here through the absence of a ¢ term, proportional to current,
in the spin wave normalisation factor. In the derivation of eq.(@2]) this occurs due
to a cancellation involving the Bg terms in the spin energy, which appears in Ay.
Without this cancellation we would have a; = 2B/l.,A which is of the form obtained
by Tserkovnyak et al [10] and Thorwart and Egger [13].
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We now return to the programme for calculating the LLG coefficients
a,al, oy, f, f1, g1 which was outlined after eq.(d0]). We have seen that the ¢ dependence
of N, qz corresponds to the prefactor in eq.(T]). Hence to determine the coefficients listed
above we can take N7 = N = (Ny — Ny)~! in Ty and T, when we expand terms in
powers of ¢ to substitute in eq.(36) and compare with eq.(II). We first consider the
case ¢ = 0 in order to determine the Gilbert damping factor av. Thus only the first term
in square brackets in eq.(40) contributes, since dey/0k, is an odd function k., and
B 4v2cos? §
~ N;— N,

X N7 "6 (hwo — Epy + Exy) 0(Er — Ext)0(Ep, — Er)  (45)

kp

Ti(q=0)

where cos? f is an average over the angle appearing in the impurity potential V (eq.(I0))
and we shall assume cos@ = 0. The summations in eq.(@5) may be replaced by energy
integrals involving the density of states of per atom p,(¢€) of the states Ey,. Then, to
order (hwg)?,

[ 4v?cos20 1
Ti(q=0) = ﬁ] [hwwm +3 (hwo)® (p1p), — Pyoy) (46)
T4
where p,(€) and its derivative p/ (€) are evaluated at e = Er. Similarly
[ v2sin2 0
To(q=0)= | ———— | K 24 2 47
5(q=0) NT_NJ wo (P + p}) (47)

and no w? terms appear. We have included the w? term in eq.(@6) merely because it
corresponds to a term s X (S X g—;?) in the LLG equation whose existence was noted by

Thorwald and Egger [13]. We shall not pursue terms with second-order time derivatives
any further. Since the imaginary part of the spin wave frequency is given by 7. 1/2 it

follows from eqgs.(I]), (36]), (46) and ([47) that

mev? g a2 (2 1 2
a=—-" [40082 Op+py + sin® 6 (pf + pi)] , (48)
{ny —ny)

where ¢ = Ny, /N is the concentration of impurities, in agreement with Khono et al [§]
and Duine et al [15]. If the direction of the spin quantisation axis of the impurities is

distributed randomly cos?§ = 1/3,sin®§ = 2/3 so that « is proportional to (py + p;)2.
To investigate the q dependence of Gilbert damping, and thus evaluate o/ and o}

in eq.(II), the second factor in the summation of eq.(@{) must be expanded in powers
of g. All the terms which contribute to the sum are of separable form g(k)h(p). The
contribution to 77 of interest here , proportional to wg, again arises from the first term
in square brackets in eq.(d0), and similarly for T;. The summations required in eq.(40)
are of the form

> 6 (hwq — oy + Bxt) 0(Er — Bxt)0(Ep, — Er)g(k)h(p)

kp

= (9(k)); (h(k)), prp hwq (49)
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where (g(k)), = N7'Y", 9(k)d0(Er — Exy) is an average over the Fermi surface, as used
previously in section 3.1. After some algebra we find

o) = 2Ba/Al,, (50)

2
, e 9 —7 Oex
Qy = (ny — ) 12,72 {mm (u + 5v”cos 9) ; <(8kz) >

—— D% ex
2
— 2pyp; Av=cos? 0 EU 0<8—]{7§>0

— 0?6y Dex ?
2 2 2 2
- s Lot (5F), 0 f’o<<akz) |
2D«
R (51)

We note that, unlike o and «}, the coeflicient o} is non-zero even when the spin-
dependent part of the impurity potential, v, is zero. In this case the damping of a
spin wave of frequency w and small wave-vector ¢ is proportional to prpju’wg?. In
zero external field w ~ ¢? so that the damping is of order ¢*. This damping due to
spin-independent potential scattering by impurities was analysed in detail by Yamada
and Shimizu [I7]. One of the Fermi surface averages in eq.(51l) is easily evaluated using

eqs.(Id) and (IT). Thus

0%ex a? a?
< k2 > = _30 <€k>o = _30 (Ef —U(n_g) + opupBest) . (52)
In the spirit of the LLG equation we should take B.,; = 0 in evaluating the coefficients
as.

We now turn to the evaluation of the non-adiabatic spin-transfer torque coefficients
f, f1 and g;. These arise from the second and third terms in square brackets in eq.({0),
and in a similar expression for T5. The summations involved in these terms differ from
those in eq.(49) since one #-function is replaced by a J-function. This leads to the
omission of the frequency factor hwy. The Fermi surface shifts d, are elininated in
favour of currents J, by using eq.(24)).

By comparing the coefficient of ¢ in the expansion of eq.(36]) with that in eq.(II))

we find the coefficient of the Zhang-Li torque in the form

Tev?

= mg [20082 0 (prdy — pyJy) +sin® 0 (p.J, — PTJT)] - (53)
This is in agreement with Khono et al [§] and Duine et al [I5]. In the “isotropic”
impurity case, with cos? = 1/3, sin?# = 2/3, it follows from eqs.(53), [@S) and () that
gl oy 2

a Upr +py)

In the limit of a very weak itinerant forromagnet p, — p, the paramagnetic density of
states, and Up — 1 by the Stoner criterion. Thus in this limit § = «. Tserkovnyak et

(54)
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al [10] reached a similar conclusion. For a parabolic band it is straightforward to show
from Stoner theory that 5/a > 1 and may be as large as 1.5.

As discussed in section 2 the coefficient f; is associated with spin-conserving
processes, and hence involves the spin independent potential u. The coefficient ¢;
is associated with spin non-conserving processes and involves v. By comparing the
coefficient of ¢* in the expansion of eq.(386]) with that in eq.(II]) we deduce that

mc 9
=—uw' (K5 +201+ M 55
fi Spram2ia. " (K1 + 2Ly + M) (55)
and
1 (3D d}
= (F-%)1
7TC’U2 — ~ 92,
[cos 8 (5K, + 6L, — M) +sin? 0 (3Ky +4Ly)| . (56)
2I[’Lom§lgl‘
Here

Ky = Kypy + Kypy , Ko = Kypy + Kypy
Ly = Lipy = Lypy , Lo = Lypy — Lypy

N h 861( 2 8261{
M, = E; [20<<8k;z) >_ +A<8k§ >_U Jop—o. (57)

This complete the derivation of expressions for all the LLG coefficients of eq.(l) within

the present impurity model

4. The extended LLG equation applied to current-driven domain wall
motion

In a previous paper [9] we introduced the a; and f; terms of the extended LLG equation
(cf. eqns.[d), @) and ()) in order to describe numerically-calculated spin-transfer
torques acting on a domain wall when it is traversed by an electric current. In that
work the origin of the small f; term for a pure ferromagnetic metal was specific to
the domain wall problem; it was shown to be associated with those electronic states at
the bulk Fermi surface which decay exponentially as they enter the wall. The analytic
derivation of f; in section 3 (see eqn.(BH])) is based on impurity scattering in the bulk
ferromagnet and applies generally to any slowly-varying magnetization configuration.
For a ferromagnetic alloy such as permalloy both mechanisms should contribute in the
domain wall situation but the impurity contribution would be expected to dominate.

To describe a domain wall we must add to the right-hand side of eqn.(l) anisotropy
terms of the form

—(s-e,)sxe, +b ' (s-e)sxe, (58)

where e, is a unit vector perpendicular to the plane of the wire. The first term
corresponds to easy-plane shape anisotropy for a wire whose width is large compared
with its thickness and the second term arises from a uniaxial field H, along the wire,
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so that b = my/H,. The solution of eqn.(Il), with the additional terms (B8], for a
stationary Néel wall in the plane of the wire, with zero external field and zero current,
is

s = (sech(z/b"?), 0, —tanh(z/b'?)). (59)

As pointed out in ref. [9] there is no solution of the LLG equation of the form
s = F(z — vyt), corresponding to a uniformly moving domain wall, when the f; term
is included. It is likely that the wall velocity oscillates about an average value, as
predicted by Tatara and Kohno [I8], [19] for purely adiabatic torque above the critical
current density for domain wall motion. However, we may estimate the average velocity
vy using the method of ref. [9]. The procedure is to substitute the approximate form
s = F(z — vwt) in the extended LLG equation (), with the terms (B8) added, take the
scalar product with F x F’ and integrate with respect to z over the range (—oo, 00).
The boundary conditions appropriate to the wall are s — Fe, as z — +o00. Hence for
bezt = 0 we find the dimensionless wall velocity to be

ff (F x F) dz+f1foo (FXF/')2d2+glffooo(F//)2dZ
a[Z (FxF)dz+ay [© (F7)de '

To estimate the integrals we take F(z) to have the form of the stationary wall s(z)
(eqn.(59)) and, with the physical dimensions of velocity restored, the wall velocity is
given approximately by

o — v él + f1(3fb)_l

Y a1+ ah(ab)

where vy = upPJ/(mge). We have neglected g; here because, like f and «, it depends
on spin-orbit coupling but is a factor (ag/le,)? smaller than f (cf. eqns.(53) and (56)).
f1 and @5 are important because they do not depend on spin-orbit coupling.

(61)

It is interesting to compare vy with the wall velocity observed in permalloy
nanowires by Hayashi et al [20]. We first note that v, is the velocity which one obtains
very simply from spin angular momentum conservation if the current-driven wall moves
uniformly without any distortion such as tilting out of the easy plane and contraction
[21]. This is never the case, even if f; = 0, o), = 0, unless § = a. For a permalloy
nanowire, with pom, = 1 T, vg = 110P m/s for J = 1.5 - 108A/cm?. Thus, from the
standard theory with f; = 0, o = 0, vy = 110P3/a m/s for this current density. In
fact Hayashi et al [20] measure a velocity of 110 m/s which implies 5 > « since the spin
polarization P is certainly less than 1. They suggest that S cannot exceed « and that
some additional mechanism other than spin-transfer torque is operating. However in the
discussion following eqn. (B4l we pointed out that in the model calculations it is possible
to have § > «. Even if this is not the case in permalloy we can still have vy, > v if the
last factor in eqn. () is greater than 1 when f; and o are non-zero. We can estimate
terms in this factor using the observation from ref. [20], that Iy, = l.zb'/? = 23 nm, where
Iy is the width of the wall. From equs.([53) and (55) we find f1/(f0) ~ (u/v)*(kplyw) 2,
where kp is a Fermi wave-vector. In permalloy we have Fe impurities in Ni so that in
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the impurity potential u+ v - o we estimate u ~ 1 eV and v ~ 0.005 eV. The value for v
is estimated by noting that the potential v - ¢ is intended to model spin-orbit coupling
of the form (L -0 with € < 0.1 eV and (L,)p. ~ 0.05, L, being the component of orbital
angular momentum in the direction of the magnetization [22]. Hence u/v ~ 200 and
kply ~ 200 so that f1/(fb) ~ 1. of/(ab) is expected to be of similar magnitude. We
conclude that the of and f; terms in the LLG equation (IJ) can be important in domain
wall motion and should be included in micromagnetic simulations such as OOMMF
[23]. For narrower domain walls these terms may be larger than the Gilbert damping «
and non-adiabatic spin- transfer torque f terms which are routinely included. Reliable
estimates of their coefficients are urgently required using realistic multiband models of
the ferromagnetic metal or alloy.

5. Conclusions

The coefficients of all the terms in an extended LLG equation for a current-carrying
ferromagnetic wire have been calculated for a simple model. Two of these (f; and
af) are of particular interest since they do not rely on spin-orbit coupling and may
sometimes dominate the usual damping and non-adiabatic spin-transfer torque terms.
One term (o) which has been introduced by previous authors is shown rigorously to
be zero, independent of any particular model. Solutions of the extended LLG equation
for domain wall motion have not yet been found but the average velocity of the wall is
estimated. It is pointed out that the f; and o) terms are very important for narrow
walls and should be included in micrmagnetic simulations such as OOMMEF. It is shown
that there is no theoretical reason why the wall velocity should not exceed the simplest
spin-transfer estimate vy, as is found to be the case in experiments on permalloy by
Hayashi et al [20]
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Appendix A.

The simple single-band impurity model used in the main text is useful for obtaining
explicit expressions for all the coefficients in the LLG equation (). Here we wish to
show that some of these results are valid for a completely general system. We suppose
the ferromagnetic material is described by the many-body Hamiltonian

H:H1+Hint+Hext (Al)
where H; is a one-electron Hamiltonian of the form

Hy=Hy+H,+V. (A.2)
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Here Hj is the total electron kinetic energy, H,, is the spin-orbit interaction, V is a
potential term, H;,; is the coulomb interaction between electrons and H,.,; is due to an
external magnetic field B.,; in the z direction. Thus

Hemt = _2NBSgBemt (A?))

where S? is the z component of total spin. Both H,, and V can contain disorder. Since
we are interested in the energy and lifetime of a long-wavelength spin wave we consider
the spin wave pole, for small ¢, of the dynamical susceptibility.

qw) = / d((S; (), S+ ) )e " (A4)

(w_ = w —i€) where S:l—L = Sg £ 15y are Fourier components of the total transverse spin
density. Here
_ Ut
((Sq (£), 8%q)) = £([Sq (), SZ)O(2). (A.5)
In general we shall take the average () in a steady state in which a charge current density
J is flowing in the q direction. Following the general method of Edwards and Fisher
[24] we use equations of motion to find that
2(55) 1
yW) = —
X(q ) h (w - bext) h2 (w — bext)

where Abeys = 2pipBegt, Cq = [Sg, Hi] and

> {xela,w) = ([Cq, 870} (A6)

wla.w) = [ d(Co (0. CEg))e . (A7)
For small ¢ and w, x is dominated by the spin wave pole, so that
2(S§
(g.) = =) (A8)

fo(w — bext — wy)
where b,y + w, is the spin wave frequency, in general complex corresponding to a finite
lifetime. Following ref. [24] we compare (A.6) and (A.8) in the limit w, < w — bey to
obtain the general result

Wy = _2(5}@77, { lim x.(q,w)—([Cg, qub} . (A.9)

w—rbext

Edwards and Fisher [24] were concerned with Re w, whereas Kambersky [25] derived the
above expression for Imw, for the case ¢ = 0, and zero current flow. His interest was
Gilbert damping in ferromagnetic resonance. Essentially the same result was obtained
earlier in connection with electron spin resonance, by Mori and Kawasaki [20], see also
Oshikawa and Affleck [27]. Since S commutes with the potential term V', even in the
presence of disorder, we have

Cq = [Sq. Hi] = [Sq, Hi] + [Sq: Heo) - (A.10)
For simplicity we now neglect spin-orbit coupling so that

Cq = [Sq. Hi] = hqJg (A.11)

q
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where the last equation defines the spin current operator J; . For a general system, with
the n* electron at position r, with spin ¢, and momentum p,,

Sy =Y €vo, | Hy=> pl/2m. (A.12)
Hence, from eqns. (A1) and (A.12),
- h’q? :
([Cq,5%4]) = N -+ 2hzn:(anvn> q (A.13)

where N is the total number of electrons and v,, = p,/m is the electron velocity, so
that e (oZv,) is the total spin current. Hence from eq.(A9), we find

B h¢> [ N Bq
“o = 3rgay {% -t XJ“)’”)] i (A.14)
with
B = hugPJ/ems. (A.15)

This expression for B has been obtained by Bazaliy et al [2] and Ferndndez-Rossier et
al [T4] for simple parabolic band, s — d and Hubbard models. The derivation here is
completely general for any ferromagnet, even in the presence of disorder due to impurities
or defects, as long as spin-orbit coupling is neglected. Eqs.(2)) and (A.14) are both valid
for arbitrary b, so that in eq. ([B3)) we must have ay = 0.
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