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The orbital angular momenta (OAM) of electrons play an increasingly important role in ultrafast
electron and magnetization dynamics. In this theoretical study, we investigate the electron dynamics
induced by femtosecond laser pulses in a normal metal, a ferromagnet, and a ferromagnet/normal
metal heterostructure. We analyze the spatio-temporal distributions of the laser-induced OAM
and their respective currents. Our findings demonstrate that a circularly polarized laser pulse can
induce a sizable and long-lasting OAM component in a normal metal. Furthermore, an interface
between a ferromagnet and a normal metal facilitates the demagnetization of the magnet by the
OAM contribution to the total magnetization. Finally, to transfer OAM from a ferromagnet into a
normal metal, it is advantageous to use a laser setup that induces the desired OAM component in
the ferromagnet, but not in the normal metal.
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simulations, orbital angular momentum

Introduction. In recent years, there has been signifi-
cant attention given to ultrafast phenomena in condensed
matter physics. While much of the focus has been on the
spin angular momentum (SAM) of electrons, which has
led to the field of spintronics, the closely related orbital
angular momentum (OAM) of electrons has also emerged
as an important topic in its own right [1–3]. Orbitronic
devices are seen as a potential alternative to electronic
and spintronic devices [4–6].

A number of ultrafast phenomena are well described
by means of SAM, for example, the optical manipulation
of magnetic moments [7–9], the demagnetization of fer-
romagnets [10–12] and the transfer of magnetic moment
between ferromagnetic layers [13–15] as well as across
magnet/normal metal interfaces [16–18]. Moreover, fem-
tosecond laser pulses induce SAM in non-magnetic and
magnetic samples [19, 20].

Spin-orbit coupling is not only ubiquitous in solids but
also indispensable for most of the phenomena mentioned
above. Therefore, a question arises regarding the con-
tributions of the OAM to these effects (recall that SAM
and OAM add up to the total angular momentum). In
this respect, we need to address several issues, such as:
what components of the OAM are induced by femtosec-
ond laser pulses, what is their magnitude, and what is
their spatio-temporal distribution? In this Paper, we re-
port on a theoretical study where we investigated photo-
induced OAM and their currents in Cu(100), Co(100),
and a Co/Cu(100) heterostructure excited with femtosec-
ond laser pulses.

Our findings, based on investigations of a Cu(100) film,
reveal a pronounced and persistent presence of laser-
induced OAM in the direction of the OAM current which
propagates through the sample. Furthermore, in the con-
text of a Co/Cu(100) heterostructure, we observe that
the interaction at the interface between a ferromagnet
and a normal metal facilitates the demagnetization of
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Figure 1. Geometry of an fcc Co/Cu(100) heterostructure.
The film is composed of 40 layers stacked in the x direction,
with 20 layers of both Co atoms (blue spheres) and Cu atoms
(orange spheres). It is infinite in both the y and the z direc-
tion. The Co magnetic moments point along the z direction
(black arrows). A circularly polarized laser pulse is incident
within the xz plane onto the sample.

the magnet due to the OAM contribution to the over-
all magnetization. Notably, for efficient transfer of OAM
from the ferromagnet to the normal metal, careful con-
sideration should be given to the polarization configu-
ration of the laser pulse. Specifically, inducing the de-
sired OAM component exclusively within the ferromag-
net, rather than in the normal metal, proves advanta-
geous.

Our study offers valuable insights into the ultrafast dy-
namics of electron orbital angular momenta. These dy-
namics are determined by both the electronic and mag-
netic properties of the samples as well as by the laser
pulse characteristics.

Theoretical aspects. We briefly present the main ideas
of our approach to ultrafast electron dynamics, evolve,
since it has been described elsewhere [20, 21].

We consider free-standing films of Cu(100), face-
centered cubic Co(100), and Co/Cu(100), each with a
thickness of 40 layers (20 layers each for Co/Cu). The
Cartesian x-axis is perpendicular to the film, and pe-
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riodic boundary conditions are applied in the y and z
directions. The local magnetic moments in Co(100) and
Co/Cu(100) are collinear and point along the z direction
(Fig. 1) [22].

The electron dynamics is described by the von Neu-
mann equation (in Hartree atomic units)

−i
dρ̂(t)

dt
= [ρ̂(t), Ĥ(t)] (1)

for the one-particle density matrix

ρ̂(t) =
∑
n,m

|n⟩ pnm(t) ⟨m|. (2)

{|n⟩} are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Ĥ0 which
describes the electronic structure of the samples in tight-
binding form [23, 24]. Collinear magnetism and spin-
orbit coupling are included [25].

The time-dependent Hamiltonian Ĥ(t) in (1) supple-
ments Ĥ0 by the electric field of the femtosecond laser
pulse [26]. This field is a coherent superposition of s-
and p-polarized partial waves with energy ω and with a
Lorentzian envelope. In this Paper we focus on excitation
by circularly polarized light with helicity σ+ impinging
within the xz plane onto the films with a polar angle
ϑph = 45◦ of incidence (Fig. 1).

The geometry of the entire setup dictates what com-
ponents of the orbital angular momentum ⟨L⟩ can be
produced by the incident radiation [20, 27]. As for
the spin angular momentum, all three components ⟨Lµ⟩
(µ = x, y, z) can be induced in both non-magnetic and
magnetic samples by circularly polarized light.

The spatio-temporal properties of an observable O are
obtained by taking partial traces in the expectation value
⟨O⟩(t) = tr[ρ̂(t) Ô], with the density matrix in an ap-
propriate basis; partial trace means that the trace is re-
stricted to the desired subspace, e.g., to a specific site,
orbital or OAM component. We address the OAM ⟨li⟩(t)
at site i and its site-averaged (global) companion

⟨L⟩(t) ≡ 1

N

∑
i

⟨li⟩(t) (3)

in which the summation is over the N sites in a sample’s
unit cell. Similarly to the SAM currents in Ref. 20, OAM
currents are computed from the symmetrized form

⟨jµkl⟩(t) ≡
1

2
(⟨Lµjkl⟩(t) + ⟨jklLµ⟩(t)) , µ = x, y, z, (4)

in which the operator ȷ̂kl for the current from site l to site
k is derived from Mahan’s expression [20, 28]. Here, we
focus on non-equilibrium currents across the films (along
the zigzag path in Fig. 1), since these are important for
OAM transfer within stacked samples (as often used in
experiments).

In all simulations discussed below, the laser has a pho-
ton energy of 1.55 eV, a fluence of about 3.3mJ cm−2,

σ+
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Figure 2. Photo-induced orbital angular momentum (OAM)
in Cu(100) is excited with a circularly polarized laser pulse
with helicity σ+. (a) Site-averaged (global) OAM ⟨Lµ⟩(t),
µ = x, y, z. Thicker lines represent the data convoluted with
a Gaussian with standard deviation σ = 10 to better visualize
the main trends. (b) Spatio-temporal distribution of ⟨lxi ⟩(t)
depicted as a color scale. (c) OAM current ⟨jxkl⟩(t) across the
sample. Arrows indicate the criss-cross pattern. The color
bars indicate positive (red) and negative values (blue) of ⟨lx⟩
and ⟨jxkl⟩ in panels (b) and (c), respectively. Dashed vertical
lines at t = 0 fs mark the laser-pulse maximum.

and is modulated with a Lorentzian with a width of 10 fs
and centered at t = 0 fs. All samples comprise 40 layers,
with sites 0 and 39 defining the bottom and top surfaces,
respectively.

Cu(100). A circularly polarized laser pulse induces all
three OAM components [panel (a) of Fig. 2]. As has been
found for the SAM [20], all components of ⟨L⟩ exhibit
rapid oscillations that are associated with the laser’s fre-
quency. Both ⟨Ly⟩ and ⟨Lz⟩ fluctuate slowly about 0µB

after the pulse. Strikingly, ⟨Lx⟩ is increased within 10 fs
and oscillates about an almost constant value of 0.05µB

per site [thick blue spectrum in panel (a)]. This find-
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Figure 3. Same as Fig. 2 but for face-centered-cubic Co(100).
Recall that the OAM of Co has an intrinsic z component of
0.07µB [green in panel (a)].

ing implies that an OAM component of measurable mag-
nitude persists considerably long after the femtosecond
laser pulse in a non-magnetic sample.

The spatial distribution of ⟨lxi ⟩ is uniform across the
sample, as evidenced by the negative (blue) onset before
the laser-pulse maximum and the plateau-like positive
(red) distribution after the laser pulse [panel (b)]. Minor
deviations from this uniformity result in an OAM current
⟨jxkl⟩, which is strongest at the surfaces [sites 0 and 39;
panel (c)] at t ≈ 0 fs and moves toward the center of the
sample. This creates an antisymmetric criss-cross pat-
tern [arrows in panel (c)]. In a semi-infinite sample, an
x-polarized OAM current ⟨jxkl⟩ would be observed start-
ing at the surface, similar to the OAM of electron beams,
which is also oriented in the propagation direction [29].

Co(100) and Co/Cu(100). After successfully estab-
lishing sizable and long-lasting laser-induced OAM in
copper, we now shift our attention towards magnetic sys-
tems.

For a Co(100) sample, one can observe a reduction of

the SAM, well-known as demagnetization [10, 20]. The z-
component of the OAM is strongly modulated during the
pulse but remains constant thereafter [shown in green in
panel (a) of Fig. 3] and has a magnitude similar to the in-
trinsic ⟨lz⟩ (0.07µB, which is in agreement with published
data [30]). This result suggests that OAM does not sig-
nificantly contribute to demagnetization in homogeneous
magnetic samples, at least in fcc Co. It is worth noting
that a laser pulse with opposite helicity, σ−, also does
not lead to orbital demagnetization (not shown here).

In the context of the Co/Cu(100) heterostructure, ⟨Lz⟩
is reduced to approximately 0.04µB, representing a rela-
tive decrease of roughly 35% [green in panel (a) of Fig. 4].
This finding suggests that inhomogeneities play an im-
portant role in orbital demagnetization, a phenomenon
that has already been established for the SAM. In an
inhomogeneous sample, the interface acts as a source for
both SAM and OAM currents, which we attribute to the
local imbalance of spin-dependent (SAM) or ⟨lzi ⟩ occupa-
tion.

In contrast to Cu(100), ⟨Lx⟩ is relatively small in both
Co(100) and Co/Cu(110) (about 0.01µB) but persists, as
well. Moreover, there is no precession of ⟨L⟩ before the
pulse maximum [31], which differs from the SAM [20].

Inspecting the spatio-temporal OAM-current distribu-
tions shows a criss-cross pattern for Co, similar to that
for Cu. The pattern for Co/Cu(100) is slightly more com-
plicated, but neither indicates a pronounced transfer of
OAM across the interface, especially from Co into Cu.

For Co/Cu(100) we found a pronounced dependence
of the SAM distribution on the laser’s polarization,
which suggests to replace circularly polarized light by
p-polarized light (electric field oscillates in the xz plane;
Fig. 1) in order to evoke transfer of OAM from Co into
Cu. Recall that ⟨Lx⟩ is not induced by p-polarized light
in Cu but in Co [20] [32].

Indeed, the negative ⟨lxi ⟩(t) induced at about t = 0 fs in
the Co region [dark blue region for sites 0 to 19; panel (e)
of Fig. 4] is transferred into the Cu region (oblique blue
stripe starting at the interface). In addition, the oscilla-
tions of ⟨lxi ⟩ shortly after the laser pulse (red-blue from
10 fs to 20 fs) propagate into the Cu region, visible as
oblique stripes. The pattern is perhaps better visible in
the distribution of ⟨jxkl⟩ [panel (f)]: the criss-cross motif
discussed before ‘spills over’ from the Co region into the
Cu region. This holds for the z-OAM as well (not shown
here). Consequently, it is possible to transfer OAM from
a ferromagnet into a normal metal using an appropriate
laser pulse.

Concluding remarks. Our theoretical investigation
yields these results: a sizable and persistent OAM com-
ponent can be induced in Cu by a circularly polarized
laser pulse; an interface between a ferromagnet and a
normal metal facilitates the demagnetization of the mag-
net, not only for the SAM but also for the OAM con-
tribution to the total magnetization; in order to trans-
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 2 but for a Co/Cu(100) heterostructure excited with circularly polarized [top row, panels (a)–(c)] and
p-polarized laser pulse [bottom row, panels (d)–(f)].

fer OAM from a ferromagnet across an interface into a
normal metal it appears advantageous to use a setup in
which the respective OAM component is not induced in
the normal metal; this concerns, in particular, the polar-
ization of the femtosecond laser pulse.

Standing to reason, these findings call for experimen-
tal verification, which might be challenging. It is not
just that experiments on ultrafast timescales are demand-
ing, it may be intricate to disentangle the spin and or-
bital contributions to the total angular momentum. As
suggested in Ref. 33, a suitable method for probing or-
bital currents could be similar to the indirect detection
of spin currents via accumulated angular momentum at
the edges of a sample via the magneto-optical Kerr ef-
fect (MOKE) [34–36]. In addition, X-ray magnetic cir-
cular dichroism (XMCD) measurements [37, 38] allow to
discriminate SAM and OAM; being element-specific they
provide also details on the OAM in regions of heterostruc-
tures. Moreover, we consider it worthy to investigate
other materials and material combinations.
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