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We show that dynamics of the magnetization in ferromagnets can pump the orbital angular momentum, which
we denote by orbital pumping. This is the reciprocal phenomenon to the orbital torque that induces magnetiza-
tion dynamics by the orbital angular momentum in non-equilibrium. The orbital pumping is analogous to the
spin pumping established in spintronics but requires the spin-orbit coupling for the orbital angular momentum
to interact with the magnetization. We develop a formalism that describes the generation of the orbital angular
momentum by magnetization dynamics within the adiabatic perturbation theory. Based on this, we perform
first-principles calculation of the orbital pumping in prototypical 3d ferromagnets, Fe, Co, and Ni. The results
show that the ratio between the orbital pumping and the spin pumping ranges from 5 to 15 percents, being
smallest in Fe and largest in Ni. This implies that ferromagnetic Ni is a good candidate for measuring the orbital
pumping. Implications of our results on experiments are also discussed.

Injection of spin into a ferromagnet can induce magneti-
zation dynamics, which is called the spin torque [1–5]. The
reciprocal effect known as the spin pumping can generate non-
equilibrium spin by magnetization dynamics [6–10]. The spin
torque and pumping have played pivotal roles in spintronics
as means of manipulating the magnetization and generating
spin currents, respectively [11, 12]. In general, however, the
physical mechanism of magnetization dynamics is governed
by transfer of the angular momentum [13, 14], which is not
restricted to the spin. As a result, a recent theory has shown
that non-equilibrium orbital angular momentum (OAM) can
also induce magnetization dynamics [15], which is denoted
by the orbital torque. A crucial difference between the spin
torque and the orbital torque is that the orbital torque re-
quires the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) because local moments
in a ferromagnet are coupled to spin by the exchange inter-
action, and the OAM interacts with magnetization indirectly
via SOC. Thus, the orbital torque depends sensitively on the
way the spin and orbital characters are entangled for the states
near the Fermi energy [14, 16]. The orbital torque has been
measured in several experiments in recent years, via the sign
change, crucial dependence on the choice of a ferromagnet,
and orbital-to-spin conversion [16–24].

A natural question that arises is what are the properties of
the reciprocal phenomenon to the orbital torque. We may de-
note this by orbital pumping, generation of non-equilibrium
OAM from dynamics of the magnetization, whose concept
is schematically illustrated in Fig. 1. Recently, Hayashi et
al. reported an experimental observation of the orbital pump-
ing in Ti/Ni bilayers [25]. Here, the ferromagnetic resonance
generates the OAM together with the spin in Ni, which is in-
jected across the interface. The injected OAM in Ti is electri-
cally measured by using the inverse orbital Hall effect, where
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the inverse spin Hall effect is negligibly small due to small
SOC [26–28]. This result is consistent with the recent obser-
vation of large orbital Hall effect in Ti [27] and the orbital
torque measurement which finds pronounced torque response
when Ni is used as a ferromanget [23]. Interestingly, Hayashi
et al. found that the signal is significantly suppressed in Ti/Fe
bilayers [25], implying that the orbital pumping is less pro-
nounced in Fe. One may ask what makes the difference of
the orbital pumping between Fe and Ni. This motivates us
to investigate its microscopic origin and perform quantitative
evaluation of the orbital pumping in 3d ferromagnets.

In this Letter, we develop a formalism describing the orbital
pumping within the adiabatic perturbation theory and derive a
Green’s function expression for the generation of the OAM
by magnetization dynamics. From first-principles, we com-
pute the orbital pumping in ferromagnetic Fe, Co, and Ni. We
show that the orbital pumping is a concomitant effect of the
spin pumping due to the SOC and thus exhibits a Hund-rule-
like behavior [29, 30], evolving from the negative to the pos-
itive value as the occupation number of the d shell increases.
The magnitude of the orbital pumping ranges from 5 to 15
percents of that of the spin pumping in Fe, Co, and Ni, be-
ing smallest in Fe and largest in Ni. This result explains the
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FIG. 1. Concept of the orbital pumping.
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recent experiment measuring significant orbital pumping con-
tribution in Ti/Ni [25], but nearly complete suppression of the
signal in Ti/Fe cannot be explained by the bulk property of Fe
alone.

We define the orbital pumping as the response of ∂t⟨L⟩ to
the magnetization dynamics, where L is the OAM operator.
This can be formally written as a linear response expression,

∂t ⟨Lα⟩ =
∑
β

χL
αβ (m̂× ∂tm̂)β , (1)

where m̂ is the unit vector of the magnetization, and α, β are
Cartesian indices. Note that m̂ × ∂tm̂ acts as a generalized
force, pointing in the direction of the Gilbert damping. As
shown in Fig. 1, ∂t⟨L⟩ can be conveniently decomposed into
fieldlike and dampinglike components, which point in the di-
rections of ∂tm̂ and m̂×∂tm̂, respectively. Let us consider a
situation of the magnetization precessing around a certain axis
(grey arrow) with the cone angle θc and angular frequency w.
For convenience, let us define Cartesian coordinates such that
x, y, and z are axes parallel to ∂tm̂, m̂ × ∂tm̂, and m̂, re-
spectively. From Eq. (1), we find ∂⟨L⟩FL = x̂χL

xyw sin θc
and ∂⟨L⟩DL = ŷχL

yyw sin θc, where w sin θc is the norm of
m̂ × ∂tm̂. Both the fieldlike and dampinglike components
have AC responses, but the projection of the dampinglike
component on the precession axis generates a DC response,
which is given by χL

yyw sin2 θc. We emphasize that assum-
ing that θc is small enough, χL

αβ may be computed for a fixed
configuration of m̂ along an easy-axis.

To evaluate χL
αβ from the electronic structure, we apply

the adiabatic perturbation theory [1], in which m̂ evolves
slowly enough for the electronic eigenstates to evolve adia-
batically. From this, we derive a Green’s function’s expres-
sion for χL

αβ [32] in the Bastin-Smrčka-Středa’s form [2–4]
of the Kubo formula [5],

χL
αβ,even =

h̄

4π

∫
dE (∂Ef) (2a)

× Tr
[
TLα
tot

(
GR −GA

)
T

Sβ

XC

(
GR −GA

)]
,

χL
αβ,odd =

h̄

4π

∫
dEf (2b)

× Tr
[
TLα
tot

(
GR −GA

)
T

Sβ

XC

(
∂EG

R + ∂EG
A
)

−TLα
tot

(
∂EG

R + ∂EG
A
)
T

Sβ

XC

(
GR −GA

)]
,

where GR/A = 1/(E − Htot ± iΓ) is the retarded/advanced
Green’s function, Htot is the total Hamiltonian, E is the en-
ergy. The energy broadening Γ effectively describes relax-
ation of the electron quasiparticles by scatterings. The Fermi-
Dirac distribution function f is defined at energy E . The op-
erators TLα

tot = [Lα,Htot]/ih̄ and TSβ

XC = [Sβ ,HXC]/ih̄ =
J(r)m̂ × S are the total torque on the α component of the
OAM and the exchange torque on the β component of the
spin, respectively. Here, HXC = J(r) m̂ · S is the exchange
potential. In Eq. (2), we adopt the decomposition depending
on the time-reversal parity of the response [37]. Meanwhile,
the analogous expression of Eq. (1) for the spin pumping can

be obtained by replacing Lα by Sα in Eq. (2), which agrees
with the expression derived in Refs. [38, 39].

On the other hand, the linear response expression for the
orbital torque is given by〈

TSα

XC

〉
=

∑
β

χ̃L
αβB

L
β , (3)

where BL
β is an effective field that couples to the OAM by

the Zeeman interaction HL = BL · L. It effectively de-
scribes a situation where non-equilibrium OAM is induced,
for example, by orbital Hall effect [40–42] or orbital Edel-
stein effect [43–45]. Note that both ∂t⟨HL⟩ = ∂t⟨L⟩ ·BL and
∂t⟨HXC⟩ = ⟨TS

XC⟩·(m̂×∂tm̂) = ⟨JS⟩·∂tm̂ have the unit of
power. The expression for χ̃L

βα can also be derived similarly
to Eq. (2), by which the reciprocal relation

χL
αβ = χ̃L

βα (4)

can be explicitly shown [32].
We quantitatively evaluate the spin pumping and orbital

pumping in prototypical 3d ferromagnets: bcc Fe, hcp Co,
and fcc Ni. We set the magnetization m̂ = −ẑ. Details of
the computational method can be found in Ref. [32]. For all
Fe, Co, and Ni, only χL

xx,even and χL
yy,even are nonzero for

the T -even part [Eq. (2a)], and only χL
xy,odd and χL

yx,odd are
nonzero for the T -odd part [Eq. (2b)], where T is the time-
reversal. This constraint comes from the T M symmetry of
the systems, where M is the reflection with respect to a mir-
ror plane containing the magnetization [32]. Therefore, we
drop “even” and “odd” in the subscript of χL

αβ and χS
αβ in the

discussion below.
The results for the ratio χL

xx/χ
S
xx and χL

xy/χ
S
xy are summa-

rized in Tab. I. The ratios are between 5 and 15 percents, and
the magnitudes are in the order of Fe < Co < Ni. We find that
the ratios are nearly the same for the two chosen values of the
energy broadening Γ, 25 meV and 100 meV, implying that
the relative magnitude between the orbital pumping and spin
pumping is robust with respect to the degree of disorder. In
order to understand what makes Fe, Co, and Ni different, we
investigate Fermi energy dependence of both diagonal (χS

xx

and χL
xx) and off-diagonal (χS

xy and χL
xy) components of the

response, which are shown in Figs. 2(a,b) and Figs. 2(c,d),

Material χL
xx/χ

S
xx [%] χL

xy/χ
S
xy [%]

Fe (25 meV) 6.08 4.38

Co (25 meV) 9.87 9.62

Ni (25 meV) 11.08 15.10

Fe (100 meV) 7.19 4.39

Co (100 meV) 9.53 9.32

Ni (100 meV) 10.64 14.12

TABLE I. The ratio between the orbital pumping and spin pumping
in Fe, Co, and Ni for the diagonal and off-diagoanl responses, ob-
tained for Γ = 25 meV and 100 meV of the energy broadening.
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FIG. 2. The plots of the Fermi energy (EF) dependence of (a) χS
xx and (b) χL

xx, for the spin pumping and orbital pumping, respectively. The
same plots for χS

xy and χL
xy are shown in (c) and (d), respectively. The energy broadening is set to Γ = 25 meV in evaluating Eq. (2). The

Fermi energy is varied with respect to the true value Etrue
F within the rigid band approximation.

respectively. The sign for the spin pumping [Figs. 2(a,c)] re-
mains positive over a wide range of energy because the spin
pumping is mainly due to the exchange spin splitting. The or-
bital pumping, however, exhibits gradual change of the sign,
from negative to positive values [Figs. 2(b,d)]. We confirm
that the orbital pumping is linearly proportional to the SOC
strength and vanishes if the SOC is switched off [32]. That is,
the orbital pumping is a secondary effect following the spin
pumping by the SOC. This also explains the small magnitude
of the orbital pumping [Figs. 2(b,d)] compared to the the spin
pumping [Figs. 2(a,c)] by an order of magnitude.

For transition metals, Hund’s third rule [29, 30] states that
when the d shell is approximately less than half-filled, the cor-
relation between L and S is negative, ⟨L · S⟩ < 0, thus the
spin pumping and orbital pumping exhibit the opposite signs.
When the d shell is more than half-filled, the correlation be-
comes positive ⟨L ·S⟩ > 0, thus the spin pumping and orbital
pumping have the same sign. The correlations between L and
S for the states at the Fermi surface in Fe, Co, and Ni are
shown in Fig. 3. In all Fe, Co, and Ni, ⟨L · S⟩ evolve from
negative values to positive values as the Fermi energy gradu-
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(e

V
·a

to
m
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Co

Ni

FIG. 3. Correlation between L and S at the Fermi surface.

ally increases. Note the stark resemblance between Fig. 2(b)
and Fig. 3, which clearly demonstrates the crucial role of the
correlation between the orbital and spin angular momenta in
the orbital pumping.

In general, we find that the diagonal component
[Figs. 2(a,b)] exhibits more rapid variation as a function
of the energy, as compared to the off-diagonal component
[Figs. 2(c,d)]. This is because the T -even [Eq. (2a)] and T -
odd response [Eq. (2b)] capture the contributions at the Fermi
surface and from the Fermi sea, respectively. At zero temper-
ature, Eq. (2a) becomes

χL
αβ,even =

h̄

π

∑
k

∑
nm

Ank(EF)Amk(EF) (5)

×Re
[
⟨ψnk|TLα

tot |ψmk⟩ ⟨ψmk|TSβ

XC |ψnk⟩
]
,

where ψnk is the Bloch state with band index n and crystal
momentum k, and Ank(EF) = Γ/[(EF − Enk)2 + Γ2] is the
spectral function at the Fermi energy, and Enk is the energy
dispersion. On the other hand, the T -odd response [Eq. (2b)]
has intrinsic limit even in the zeroth order of Γ,

χL
αβ,odd ≈ h̄

∑
k

∑
n̸=m

(fnk − fmk) (6)

×
Im

[
⟨ψnk|TLα

tot |ψmk⟩ ⟨ψmk|TSβ

XC |ψnk⟩
]

(Enk − Emk)2
,

where fnk is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function.
Because of this, the diagonal and off-diagonal responses

exhibit different behaviors as a function of the energy broad-
ening Γ. Figures 4(a) and 4(b) show the Γ-dependence of
χS
xx and χL

xx, respectively. Interestingly, both of them ex-
hibit non-monotonic behavior. They tend to increase from
the ultraclean regime (Γ ≈ 0) to moderately clean regime
(Γ ∼ 10−1 eV), but as Γ further increases toward a disordered
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FIG. 4. The plots of the energy broadening (Γ) dependence of (a)
χS
xx and (b) χL

xx, for the spin pumping and orbital pumping, respec-
tively. The same plots for χS

xy and χL
xy are shown in (c) and (d),

respectively.

regime (Γ ∼ 1 eV) the magnitudes start to decrease. This
suggests that samples need to be moderately clean but not too
clean to have sizable magnitude of χS

xx and χL
xx. We empha-

size that expressions like Eq. (5) often exhibit a conductivity-
like ∝ 1/Γ behavior because the band-diagonal term (n = m)
is proportional to Ank(EF)Ank(EF) ≈ (π/Γ)δ(EF − Enk)
in small Γ limit [37, 46]. However, χS

xx and χL
xx show a

quadratic ∝ Γ2 behavior because the band-diagonal com-
ponent of the torque-torque correlation in Eq. (5) is absent.
Therefore, spectral mixing of bands at the Fermi energy is
crucial for χS

xx and χL
xx. We note that non-monotonic depen-

dence on the broadening has been found in the study of the
Gilbert damping [47, 48].

On the other hand, χS
xy and χL

xy shown in Figs. 4(c) and
4(d), respectively, are stable up to moderate strength of the
broadening, displaying a typical intrinsic behavior. In gen-
eral, we find that the spin pumping [Figs. 4(a,c)] is more ro-
bust with respect to Γ when compared to the orbital pumping
[Figs. 4(b,d)]. This is because the relevant energy scale of
the spin pumping is the exchange interaction, which is of the
order of ∼ 1 eV. In contrast, the SOC is necessary for the
orbital pumping, whose energy scale is an order of magnitude
smaller than the exchange interaction.

The experimental work by Hayashi et al. measured the DC
component of the orbital pumping [25], which corresponds to
χL
xxw sin2 θc in our theory. They found that the orbital pump-

ing is significant in Ti/Ni while the effect is nearly absent in
Ti/Fe, which seems consistent with our theoretical calculation.
However, the numerical value of χL

xx for Ni is approximately
three times larger than that for Fe, which cannot explain al-
most complete suppression of the signal in Ti/Fe samples.
Therefore, we conclude that the orbital pumping in the bulk
ferromagnet alone cannot explain the experimental result. We
speculate that the OAM transmission or transparency at the

Ti/Fe interface could be much lower than that at the Ti/Ni in-
terface.

Recent terahertz spectroscopy experiments have revealed
that ferromagnetic Ni can generate the OAM by laser ex-
tiation [49–51]. Although the dynamics of magnetic mo-
ments is incoherent, which is different from the ferromag-
netic resonance, we remark that the DC component pro-
jected onto the precession axis does not cancel as it is phase-
independent (Fig. 1). Thus, our results imply that excitation of
incoherent magnons by laser or temperature can induce OAM.
In particular, we predict that when the gradient of such exci-
tation is present, so-called orbital Seebeck effect may appear
by a similar mechanism of the orbital pumping. Recently, El
Hamdi et al. have shown that a temperature gradient can gen-
erate orbital currents, which is electrically measured via the
inverse orbital Edelstein effect [52]. The experiment suggests
that 6 percents of the OAM is injected compared to the spin
for ferromagnetic Permalloy, which is in reasonable agree-
ment with our calculation (Tab. I). In ferromagnets with low
crystal symmetry, another mechanism that enables to induce
the OAM from the thermal fluctuation of magnetic moments
is via magnon-mediated chirality [53], which can result in an
anomalous behavior of the g-factor as a function of the tem-
perature [54]. The OAM can also be generated by combining
the spin pumping and the spin-to-orbital conversion, which
can be achieved by adding an insertion layer with strong SOC
such as Pt [55, 56].

In conclusion, we have developed a theoretical formalism
that describes the orbital pumping in ferromagnets. Unlike
the spin pumping, the orbital pumping crucially depends on
the SOC. We have performed first-principles calculations on
ferromagnetic Fe, Co, and Ni for quantitative estimation of the
orbital pumping. The results shows that the orbital pumping
is strongest in Ni and weakest in Fe, whose magnitude ranges
from 5 to 15 percents compared to the magnitude of the spin
pumping. Our work opens the possibility of generating the
OAM by magnetization dynamics and serves as a guideline
for experiments.

Note added – During the preparation of the submission
of our manuscript, which was posted on arXiv in September
2023 [57], we have noticed a similar work as ours on the the-
ory of orbital pumping [58]. We note that Ref. [58] does not
include quantitative estimation of the orbital pumping in real
materials nor discussion on the role of microscopic electronic
structure, which are part of the main results of our work.
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1. Derivation of the orbital pumping response

1.1. Assumptions

We start from the adiabatic perturbation theory [S1] by assuming that the dynamics of the magnetization is sufficiently slower
compared to the inverse of the characteristic energy difference between two arbitrary electronic states. In this case, an electronic
eigenstate |n⟩ evolves adiabatically by following the time-dependent change of the Hamiltonian without making a transition to
another state, satisfying the eigenvalue equation

H(t) |n(t)⟩ = En(t) |n(t)⟩ . (S1)

Here, H(t) is the Hamiltonian, |n(t)⟩ is the eigenstate, and En(t) is the energy eigenvalue at time t. The time-derivative of the
expectation value of the orbital angular momentum (OAM) L is generally given by

∂t ⟨L⟩ =
∑
n

∂tf(En) ⟨n|L |n⟩+
∑
n

f(En) [⟨∂tn|L |n⟩+ ⟨n|L |∂tn⟩] , (S2)

where f(En) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function for the energy En. The first term on the right hand side of Eq. (S2) captures
the Fermi surface breathing effect, which is unique in metals and absent in insulators. Let us denote this term occupation-change
contribution. The second term is due to the adiabatic change of the eigenstates, which we denote by state-change contribution.

For the microscopic Hamiltonian, we have the following assumptions. First, only the spin S couples to the magnetization in
the following form of the Hamiltonian,

H(t) = H0 + J(r)m̂(t) · S, (S3)

where the second term is the exchange interaction between the magnetization and the spin, and the rest of the Hamiltonian is
indicated by H0. Second, we assume that the exchange coupling J(r) does not depend on t nor the direction of the magnetization.
That is, magnetization dynamics occurs such that only the direction varies while the exchange field strength remains constant.
This may be justified if the cone angle of the magnetization precession in the ferromagnetic resonance is small enough. Moreover,
for elementary 3d ferromganets, the magnitude of the magnetization exhibits little angular dependence. Finally, we assume that
the magnetization is uniform in space, i.e. no domain or real-space textures extending beyond the chemical unit cell. However,



S2

we allow the possibility that the exchange coupling J(r) is position-dependent. This is the case for the spin-dependent density
functional theory (DFT), which we use for the first-principles calculation. We emphasize that in principle, our formalism can be
applied to real-space magnetic textures if the entire magnetic texture is included in the unit cell.

With the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S3), we define exchange torque as

TS
XC =

1

ih̄
[S, Jm̂ · S] = Jm̂× S, (S4)

which describes the transfer of angular momentum between the magnetization (order parameter) and the spin of electrons. This
term keep appearing in describing the time-derivative of the Hamiltonian

∂tH = J∂tm̂ · S = (Jm̂× S) · (m̂× ∂tm̂) = TS
XC · (m̂× ∂tm̂) , (S5)

which is repeatedly used in the derivation below. Note the vector m̂ × ∂tm̂ pointing in the direction of the Gilbert damping
naturally appears.

1.2. Occupation-change contribution

The occupation-change contribution to the orbital pumping, the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (S2), can be expressed
as

∂t ⟨L⟩occu =
∑
n

f ′(En) ⟨n|L |n⟩ (∂tEn)

=
∑
n

f ′(En) ⟨n|L |n⟩ ⟨n| ∂tH |n⟩

=
∑
n

f ′(En) ⟨n|L |n⟩ ⟨n|TS
XC |n⟩ · (m̂× ∂tm̂) , (S6)

where f ′(En) = ∂En
f(En) is the energy derivative of the Fermi-Dirac distribution function. On the second line, we have made

use of the force theorem, and on the third line, we have employed Eq. (S5). If we rewrite Eq. (S6) as a response form, it becomes

∂t ⟨Lα⟩occu =
∑
β

χL
αβ,occu (m̂× ∂tm̂)β , (S7)

where α and β are Cartesian indices, and

χL
αβ,occu =

∑
n

f ′(En) ⟨n|Lα |n⟩ ⟨n|TSβ

XC |n⟩ . (S8)

1.3. State-change contribution

The state-change contribution, the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (S2), can be written as

∂t ⟨L⟩state =
∑
n

f(En)
∑
m ̸=n

[⟨∂tn|m⟩ ⟨m|L |n⟩+ ⟨n|L |m⟩ ⟨m|∂tn⟩]

=
∑
n

∑
m ̸=n

[f(En)− f(Em)] [⟨n|L |m⟩ ⟨m|∂tn⟩] (S9)

On the first line, n = m contribution vanishes because ⟨n|∂tn⟩ = −⟨∂tn|n⟩. On the second line, we have used ⟨m|∂tn⟩ =
−⟨∂tm|n⟩ and exchanged the dummy variables n and m, where it can also be seen that n = m contribution vanishes due to the
factor f(En)− f(Em), thus consistent with the first line.

We use the identity,

|∂tn⟩ = |n⟩ ⟨n|∂tn⟩+
∑
m ̸=n

|m⟩ ⟨m| ∂tH |n⟩
En − Em + iη

, (S10)
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which can be easily shown by taking the time-derivative of Eq. (S1). Here we have inserted an infinitesimally small variable
η > 0 to ensure that the contribution from degenerate energies (En = Em but n ̸= m) does not blow up to infinity, which will be
taken to the limit η → 0+ at the end of the calculation. Thus, Eq. (S9) becomes

∂t ⟨L⟩state =
∑
n

∑
m ̸=n

[f(En)− f(Em)] Re

[ ⟨n|L |m⟩ ⟨m| ∂tH |n⟩
En − Em + iη

]
. (S11)

Finally, by using Eq. (S5), the state-change contribution can be written as a perturbation-like expression,

∂t ⟨L⟩state =
∑
n

∑
m̸=n

[f(En)− f(Em)] Re

[ ⟨n|L |m⟩ ⟨m|TS
XC |n⟩

En − Em + iη

]
· (m̂× ∂tm̂) , (S12)

Note the similarity between Eqs. (S6) and (S12).
Because the contribution by degenerate pairs (En = Em) is excluded by the factor f(En)− f(Em), we can use the identity

⟨n|L |m⟩ = − ih̄

En − Em + iη
⟨n|TL

tot |m⟩ , (S13)

where

TL
tot =

1

ih̄
[L, H] (S14)

is the total orbital torque. Thus, Eq. (S12) becomes

∂t ⟨L⟩state = h̄
∑
n

∑
m ̸=n

[f(En)− f(Em)] Im

[ ⟨n|TL
tot |m⟩ ⟨m|TS

XC |n⟩
(En − Em + iη)2

]
· (m̂× ∂tm̂) . (S15)

Finally, we use a cute trick from the observation that the contribution n = m does not contribute anyway in Eq. (S15), which
can be included in the sum. Therefore, we have

∂t ⟨Lα⟩state =
∑
β

χL
αβ,state (m̂× ∂tm̂)β , (S16)

where

χL
αβ,state = h̄

∑
n

∑
m

[f(En)− f(Em)] Im

[
⟨n|TLα

tot |m⟩ ⟨m|TSβ

XC |n⟩
(En − Em + iη)2

]
. (S17)

1.4. Green’s function representation

Here, we show that the state-change contribution [Eq. (S17)] can be represented in terms of Green’s functions. We adopt
several tricks for manipulating equations, as presented in Ref. [S2] in the derivation of the Bastin-Smrčka-Středa’s form [S3, S4]
of the Kubo formula [S5]. The starting point is to insert a “magic number 1”, which equals the integral of the Dirac delta
function, into Eq. (S17),

χL
αβ,state = h̄

∫
dE

∑
n

f(E)δ(E − En)Im
[
⟨n|TLα

tot

∑
m

( |m⟩ ⟨m|
E − Em + iη

)2

T
Sβ

XC |n⟩
]

−h̄
∫
dE

∑
m

f(E)δ(E − Em)Im

[
⟨m|TSβ

XC

∑
n

( |n⟩ ⟨n|
E − En − iη

)2

TLα
tot |m⟩

]
. (S18)

In the Lehmann representation for the exact eigenstates, the retarded/advanced Green’s function is given by

GR/A(E) =
∑
n

|n⟩GR/A
n (E) ⟨n| , (S19)

where

GR/A
n (E) = 1

E − En ± iη
, (S20)



S4

and

∂EG
R/A
n (E) = −

[
GR/A

n (E)
]2
. (S21)

Also, the Dirac delta function, which is proportional to the spectral function, can be written in terms of the exact Green’s
functions,

δ(E − En) =
i

2π

[
GR

n (E)−GA
n (E)

]
. (S22)

By using these identities, Eq. (S18) can be written as

χL
αβ,state = − h̄

2π

∫
dE

∑
n

f(E)Re
[{
GR

n (E)−GA
n (E)

}
⟨n|TLα

tot

∑
m

|m⟩ ∂EGR
m(E) ⟨m|TSβ

XC |n⟩
]

+
h̄

2π

∫
dE

∑
m

f(E)Re
[{
GR

m(E)−GA
m(E)

}
⟨m|TSβ

XC

∑
n

|n⟩ ∂EGA
n (E) ⟨n|TLα

tot |m⟩
]
.

(S23)

Finally, this can be written in a gauge-independent manner without band indices,

χL
αβ,state =

h̄

2π

∫
dEf(E)Tr

[
TLα
tot

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC∂EG
A(E)

− TLα
tot ∂EG

R(E)TSβ

XC

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}]
, (S24)

where the cyclic invariance of the trace has been used. Equation (S24) is in fact identical to Eq. (2) of the main text. The
time-reversal-even contribution [Eq. (2a) in the main text]

χL
αβ,even =

h̄

4π

∫
dE {∂Ef(E)}Tr

[
TLα
tot

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}]
, (S25)

can be re-written using integration-by-part,

χL
αβ,even = − h̄

4π

∫
dEf(E)Tr

[
TLα
tot

{
∂EG

R(E)− ∂EG
A(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}
+ TLα

tot

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC

{
∂EG

R(E)− ∂EG
A(E)

}]
. (S26)

If we sum this with the time-reversal-odd contribution [Eq. (2b) in the main text]

χL
αβ,odd =

h̄

4π

∫
dEf(E)Tr

[
TLα
tot

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC

{
∂EG

R(E) + ∂EG
A(E)

}
−TLα

tot

{
∂EG

R(E) + ∂EG
A(E)

}
T

Sβ

XC

{
GR(E)−GA(E)

}]
, (S27)

we recover Eq. (S24). That is,

χL
αβ,state = χL

αβ,even + χL
αβ,odd. (S28)

1.5. Constant broadening approximation

As an approximation, we assume the constant broadening Γ > 0 of the energy spectrum of single-electron Bloch states. Thus,
the single-particle Green’s function contains Γ in the imaginary part of the self-energy,

G
R/A
nk (E) = 1

E − Enk ± iΓ
, (S29)

where n is the band index and k is the crystal momentum of the Bloch state ψnk. We also assume the zero temperature in the
Fermi-Dirac distribution function f(E) = Θ(EF − E), where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function and EF is the Fermi energy.
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Thus ∂Ef(E) = −δ(E − EF). With these assumptions, the energy integral can be analytically performed, and the explicit
expressions for Eqs. (S25) and (S27) [Eqs. (2a) and (2b) in the main text, respectively] become

χL
αβ,even =

h̄

π

∑
k

∑
nm

Re
[
⟨ψnk|TLα

tot |ψmk⟩ ⟨ψmk|TSβ

XC |ψnk⟩
]
Ank(EF)Amk(EF), (S30)

and

χL
αβ,odd =

h̄

π

∑
k

∑
nm

Im
[
⟨ψnk|TLα

tot |ψmk⟩ ⟨ψmk|TSβ

XC |ψnk⟩
]
Wnmk(EF), (S31)

where

Wnmk(EF) = − 1

(Enk − Emk)2

[
arctan

(Enk − EF
Γ

)
− arctan

(Emk − EF
Γ

)]
+

Γ

Enk − Emk

[
Ank(EF)Āmk(EF) + Ānk(EF)Amk(EF)

]
, (S32)

Ank(EF) =
i

2

[
GR

nk(EF)−GA
nk(EF)

]
=

Γ

(Enk − EF)2 + Γ2
, (S33)

and

Ānk(EF) =
Enk − EF

(Enk − EF)2 + Γ2
. (S34)

We remark that Eqs. (S30) and (S31) are the formulae which we have numerically implemented for the first-principles calcula-
tion. Meanwhile, note that the occupation-change contribution [Eq. (S6)] does not depend on the broadening, thus

χL
αβ,occu =

∑
k

∑
n

f ′(Enk) ⟨ψnk|Lα |ψnk⟩ ⟨ψnk|TSβ

XC |ψnk⟩ . (S35)

2. Reciprocal relation between the orbital torque and pumping

The orbital torque [Eq. (3) in the main text] is the response of the exchange torque TS
XC by the orbital-dependent Zeeman

interaction,

H′ = BL · L, (S36)

where BL is an effective magnetic field having the dimension of [time]−1. In the first-order perturbation, Eq. (S36) has two
consequences. The first consequence is the change of the occupation function, and the second consequence is the change of the
quantum states. Thus, the expectation value of the exchange torque changes by

δ
〈
TSα

XC

〉
=

∑
n

f ′(En)δEn ⟨n|TSα

XC |n⟩+
∑
n

f(En)
[
⟨δn|TSα

XC |n⟩+ ⟨n|TSα

XC |δn⟩
]
, (S37)

where δEn and |δn⟩ are the changes of the energy eigenvalue and the state ket. Note the similarity with Eq. (S2). By the
first-order perturbation theory, we have

δEn = ⟨n|H′ |n⟩ =
∑
β

⟨n|Lβ |n⟩BL
β , (S38)

and

|δn⟩ =
∑
m

|m⟩ ⟨m|H′ |n⟩
En − Em + iη

=
∑
β

∑
m

|m⟩ ⟨m|Lβ |n⟩
En − Em + iη

BL
β . (S39)

Thus, we may define occupation-change and state-change contributions analogous to Eq. (S2) on the orbital pumping,

δ
〈
TSα

XC

〉
=

∑
β

(
χ̃L
αβ,occu + χ̃L

αβ,state

)
BL

β , (S40)
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where note the tilde sign that distinguishes the response tensors for the orbital pumping. By inserting Eqs. (S38) and (S39) into
Eq. (S37), we obtain

χ̃L
αβ,occu =

∑
n

⟨n|TSα

XC |n⟩ ⟨n|Lβ |n⟩ , (S41)

and

χ̃L
αβ,state =

∑
n

∑
m ̸=n

[f(En)− f(Em)] Re

[
⟨n|TSα

XC |m⟩ ⟨m|Lβ |n⟩
En − Em + iη

]
(S42a)

= −h̄
∑
n

∑
m

[f(En)− f(Em)] Im

[
⟨n|TSα

XC |m⟩ ⟨m|TLβ

tot |n⟩
(En − Em + iη)2

]
. (S42b)

Note that in Eq. (S42b), we have used Eq. (S13) by replacing +iη into −iη, which does not affect the final result after taking the
limit η → 0+. We also included m = n contribution in the summation, which is zero due to the factor f(En)− f(Em).

Therefore, by comparing Eqs. (S41) and (S42b) with Eqs. (S8) and (S17), we confirm the reciprocal relation for each
occupation-change and state-change contribution:

χL
αβ,occu = χ̃L

βα,occu, (S43a)

χL
αβ,state = χ̃L

βα,state, (S43b)

where the state-change contribution becomes identical in the limit η → 0+. Note that the Green’s function expression for the
orbital pumping is also analogously written as Eqs. (S25) and (S27). Thus, each of the even and odd part of the state-change
contribution satisfies the reciprocal relations.

3. Symmetry constraints on the orbital pumping

Here, we examine the constraints imposed by symmetries on χL
αβ,even [Eq. (S30)], χL

αβ,odd [Eq. (S31)], and χL
αβ,occu

[Eq. (S35)]. As examples, we examine Fe in the body-centered cubic (bcc), Co in the hexagonal close-packed (hcp), and Ni in
the face-centered cubic (fcc) structures, which we consider for the first-principles calculation in Sec. 4. We assume m̂ = −ẑ for
the magnetization direction.

First, let us examine the behavior of χL
αβ,even, χL

αβ,odd, and χL
αβ,occu under the time-reversal T . Physically, this corresponds

to the relation between the orbital pumpings in the original system and the time-reversed system in which the direction of the
magnetization is opposite to that of the original system. This can reveal whether a particular contribution is an even or odd
function of the magnetization. For evaluating the response function of the time-reversed system, we insert |T n⟩ in the place of
|n⟩. Here, one has to be careful for the anti-unitarity of T . In general, for an arbitrary operator A whose time-reversal parity is
PA, the relation

⟨T n|A |Tm⟩ = PA ⟨m|A |n⟩ (S44)

holds. Because of an additional sign change on the imaginary part of the matrix element, one needs to pay a particular attention,
in particular, when examining χL

αβ,odd [Eq. (S31)]. The time-reversal parities of angular momentum and torque operators are
odd and even, respectively. Note that the time-reversal parity of the energy is even, which is in fact why the time-reversal is
defined as an anti-unitary operator. Therefore, by Eq. (S44), χL

αβ,even, one can show that χL
αβ,odd, and χL

αβ,occu are even, odd,
and odd functions of m̂.

Now let us consider spatial symmetry operations in combination with T . When m̂ = −ẑ in bcc, hcp, or fcc crystals, the
following symmetries remain the system invariant,

I, Mz, MxT , MyT , (S45)

where I is the spatial inversion, and Mα is the mirror reflection with respect to α = x, y, z axis. Note that MxT and MyT are
anti-unitary, which additionally changes the sign of the imaginary part of a matrix element as in Eq. (S44). Before analyzing the
constraints imposed by the symmetries in Eq. (S45), let us make a table summarizing the parities;

Note that unitary operators impose the same constraint for all χαβ,even, χαβ,odd, and χαβ,occu, which is not the case for anti-
unitary operators MxT and MyT . From this, one notices that χαβ,odd [Eq. (S31)] and χαβ,occu [Eq. (S35)] are subject to the
same constraints.
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Lx Ly Lz Tx Ty Tz anti-unitary

I + + + + + + No

Mz − − + − − + No

MxT − + + + − − Yes

MyT + − + − + − Yes

Thus, each symmetry gives the following constraints. I does not impose any constraint. Mz forbids the components of χαβ , in
which only one of the indices contains z. That is, χxz , χzx, χyz , and χzy are zero for all T -even, T -odd, and occupation-change
contributions. From MxT , the following components are zero: χxy , χxz , χyx, χzx for the T -even contribution; χxx, χyy,
χyz , χzy , χzz for the T -odd and occupation-change contributions. Similarly, MyT forbids following components: χxy , χyx,
χyz , χzy for the T -even contribution; χxx, χxz , χyy, χzx, χzz for the T -odd and occupation-change contributions. Therefore,
combining all the symmetries leaves only the following nonzero components: χxx, χyy, χzz for the T -even contribution; χxy ,
χyx for the T -odd and occupation-change contributions.

We remark that although χzz may be allowed, it is irrelevant because the generalized force m̂×∂m̂ is orthogonal to ẑ = −m̂.
Finally, the four-fold rotation symmetry in bcc/fcc crystals or six-fold rotation symmetry in hcp crystals with respect to z axis
imposes χxx = χyy and χxy = −χyx. Therefore, in the first-principles calculation, we compute only χxx from the T -even
contribution and χxy from the T -odd and occupation-change contributions.

4. First-principles calculation of the orbital pumping

4.1. Methods

The first-principles calculation of the spin and orbital pumpings have been performed in the scheme of Wannier interpolation,
consisting of three steps of calculations. As the first step, the DFT-based self-consistent calculation of the electronic structure
has been carried out using the FLEUR code [S6], in which the full-potential linearly augmented plane wave (FLAPW) method is
implemented [S7]. We emphasize that the FLAPW method allows direct access to the OAM; We explicitly integrate the matrix
elements of operator Latom = (r − ratom) × p in terms of the FLAPW basis function in the muffin-tin sphere, where r is the
position operator, ratom is the position of an atom, and p is the momentum operator. For the exchange and correlation effects
have been treated by using the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof functional that implements the generalized gradient approximation
[S8]. We have chosen the bcc (a = 5.42a0), hcp (a = 4, 74a0, c = 7.68a0) and fcc (a = 6.65a0) structures for Fe, Co, and Ni,
where the numbers in the parentheses indicate the lattice constants and a0 is the Bohr radius. The muffin tin radii of Fe, Co, and
Ni are all set RMT = 2.30a0, wherein the harmonics are expanded up to lmax = 12. In the interstitial region, the plane wave
cutoff is set Kmax = 4.5a−1

0 . We have additionally included local orbitals describing 3p states for better convergence of the spin
density and potential. The spin-orbit coupling (SOC) is included in the second-variation scheme, where the spin quantization
axis is set along the c-axis (m̂ = −ẑ).

In the second step, maximally localized Wannier functions (MLWFs) are obtained from the converged Kohn-Sham states in
the first step, for which the FLEUR code is interfaced with the WANNIER90 code [S9, S10]. We use 36Natom Kohn-Sham states
to construct 18Natom MLWFs, where Natom is the number of atoms in the unit cell (Natom = 1 for Fe and Ni, and Natom = 2
for Co). The 18 MLWFs are obtained from the initial projections of s, px, py , pz , dz2 , dx2−y2 , dxy , dyz , dzx shape Wannier states
for spin up and down states. To ensure that sd orbital characters are contained in the MWLFs, we set the frozen energy window
in the disentanglement step, whose maximum is set 5 eV above the Fermi energy. Then we iteratively minimize the spread of
the Wannier functions until they are converged. From the converged MWLFs, the Hamiltonian, spin and OAM operators, which
are obtained first in the FLAPW basis in the first step, are transformed into the representation in terms of the MWLFs.

In the last step, from the obtained operators written in terms of the MLWFs in real space, we diagonalize the Hamiltonian and
obtain the Bloch states and the energy eigenvalues and evaluate the formulae in Eqs. (S30) and (S31). In this step, we use the
in-house code ORBITRANS, which can compute orbital response properties in the Wannier representation in a highly efficient
manner with massive parallelization in a hybrid scheme (the code is unavailable to the public yet but is to be released in the near
future).
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4.2. Negligible magnitude of the occupation-change contribution

In Fig. S1, we show the occupation-change contribution in Fe, Co, and Ni, as a function of the Fermi energy. Generally, we find
that the values are significantly smaller than the T -even contribution which is subject to the same symmetry constraints. Thus,
in Tab. I and Figs. 2 and 3 of the main text, the occupation-change contribution is not included in the result. The occupation-
change contribution is small because the occupation-change contribution is driven by the diagonal components of the exchange
torque and OAM/spin, which are much smaller than the off-diagonal components. We note that the diagonal component of the
exchange torque is zero if the SOC is absent. Thus, even for the spin pumping, the occupation-change contribution requires
the SOC, unlike the other contributions. This also explains why the occupation-change contribution is more pronounced in Ni
compared to Fe and Co because the ratio of the SOC and the exchange interaction is relatively large in Ni, compared to the ratio
in Fe and Co.

Meanwhile, we find that χS
xy,occ is smaller than χL

xy,occ by an order of magnitude, while the state-change contribution exhibits
the opposite behavior. This is because a transverse component of the OAM to the magnetization is generally more strongly
polarized than that of the spin. In ferromagnets, the spin is substantially split due to the exchange interaction. On the other
hand, although the OAM is generally quenched by the crystal field potential, there exist hotspots in which the orbital degeneracy
remains protected by the crystal symmetries, in which a transverse component of the OAM may be large [S11].
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FIG. S1. The Fermi-energy (EF) dependence of the occupation-change contribution [Eq. (S35)] for (a) the spin pumping and (b) the orbital
pumping in Fe, Co, and Ni.

4.3. Dependence on the spin-orbit coupling

We compute the T -even and T -odd terms in the state-change contribution by scaling the SOC by 0, 20, 40, 60, 80, and 100 %.
The results for Fe, Co, and Ni are shown in Figs. S2, S3, and S4, respectively. In all cases, we find that the spin pumping is
nearly independent of the SOC, while the orbital pumping is linearly proportional to the SOC.
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FIG. S2. SOC dependence of the spin pumping and orbital pumping in Fe, (a) χS

xx, (b) χL
xx, (c) χS

xy , and (d) χL
xy . The scaling ratio of the

SOC is indicated by different line colors and styles. The Fermi energy (EF) is varied with respect to the true value Etrue
F within the rigid band

approximation. The energy broadening is set to Γ = 25 meV.
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FIG. S3. SOC dependence of the spin pumping and orbital pumping in Co, (a) χS
xx, (b) χL

xx, (c) χS
xy , and (d) χL

xy . The scaling ratio of the
SOC is indicated by different line colors and styles. The Fermi energy (EF) is varied with respect to the true value Etrue

F within the rigid band
approximation. The energy broadening is set to Γ = 25 meV.



S10

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

°5 °4 °3 °2 °1 0 1 2 3

EF ° E true
F [eV]

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05
¬

S x
x

[h̄
/a

to
m

]

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

°5 °4 °3 °2 °1 0 1 2 3

EF ° E true
F [eV]

°0.015

°0.010

°0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

¬
L x
x

[h̄
/a

to
m

]

°5 °4 °3 °2 °1 0 1 2 3

EF ° E true
F [eV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

¬
S x
y

[h̄
/a

to
m

]

°5 °4 °3 °2 °1 0 1 2 3

EF ° E true
F [eV]

°0.15

°0.10

°0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

¬
L x
y

[h̄
/a

to
m

]

FIG. S4. SOC dependence of the spin pumping and orbital pumping in Ni, (a) χS
xx, (b) χL

xx, (c) χS
xy , and (d) χL

xy . The scaling ratio of the
SOC is indicated by different line colors and styles. The Fermi energy (EF) is varied with respect to the true value Etrue

F within the rigid band
approximation. The energy broadening is set to Γ = 25 meV.
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