arXiv:1308.0152v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 1 Aug 2013

Rashba-induced spin electromagnetic fields in a strong sd coupling regime

Noriyuki Nakabayashi^1 and Gen Tatara^2

1 Graduate School of Science and Engineering, Tokyo Metropolitan University, Hachioji, Tokyo 192-0397 Japan 2 RIKEN Center for Emergent Matter Science (CEMS), 2-1 Hirosawa, Wako, Saitama, 351-0198 Japan

Abstract. Spin electromagnetic fields driven by the Rashba spin-orbit interaction, or Rashba-induced spin Berry’s phase, in ferromagnetic metals is theoretically studied based on the Keldysh Green’s function method. Considering a limit of strong sd coupling without spin relaxation (adiabatic limit), the spin electric and magnetic fields are determined by calculating transport properties. The spin electromagnetic fields turn out to be expressed in terms of a Rashba-induced effective vector potential, and thus they satisfy the Maxwell’s equation. In contrast to the conventional spin Berry’s phase, the Rashba-induced one is linear in the gradient of magnetization profile, and thus can be extremely large even for slowly varying structures. We show that the Rashba-induced spin Berry’s phase exerts the Lorentz force on spin resulting in a giant spin Hall effect in magnetic thin films in the presence of magnetization structures. Rashba-induced spin magnetic field would be useful to distinguish between topologically equivalent magnetic structures.

1. Introduction

Electromagnetism is one of the most important physical phenomena which our modern technologies are based on. Precise design of electric devices is possible owing to the Maxwell’s equation, which describes a mathematical structure of the electromagnetism. Such a structure is not unique to the electromagnetism in the vacuum; it rather arises whenever there is a U(1) gauge symmetry. In solids, several possibilities of U(1) gauge symmetry are known to emerge. A simple example is a metallic magnet. A magnet is an ensemble of many spins, which are governed quantum mechanically by a noncommutative algebra of SU(2). When a magnet has a non uniform magnetization texture, a motion of conduction electrons is equivalent to that of a particle in a curved space; To put mathematically, it is described by a gauge field having SU(2) gauge symmetry. When an interaction between the magnetization and conduction electron (sd interaction) is strong, as is the case in most metallic ferromagnets, symmetry breaking of spin space occurs, and only one component of the SU(2) gauge field survives, resulting in an emergent U(1) gauge field or emergent spin electromagnetism [1].

By definition, spin electric field drives spin up and down conduction electrons in opposite directions, inducing a spin current, j_s (Fig. 1). In ferromagnetic metals, driven spin current is usually associated with a charge current, given by j = j_s/P , where P is a parameter representing spin polarization of carrier. Therefore, the spin electric field or spin motive force can be detected as a voltage, as was observed in the case of motion of a domain wall, vortex and skyrmions [2, 3, 4]. It is notable that a voltage generation by a moving domain wall was predicted by Berger [5] based on a phenomenological argument earlier than a gauge field argument by Volovik. In the same manner as spin electric field, the spin magnetic field, conventionally called the spin Berry’s phase, exerts the spin-dependent Lorentz force on the conduction electrons, inducing spin Hall effect, and the spin Hall effect is detected as an anomalous Hall effect [6]. To understand the whole structure of the emergent spin electromagnetic field is of essential importance in spintronics.

Figure 1. Schematic figure showing roles of conventional electromagnetic fields, E and B, and spin electromagnetic fields, E_s and B_s. While E and B drives conduction electrons having two different spins in the same direction, E_s and B_s drives the two spins in the opposite direction, inducing spin current and spin Hall effect, respectively.

When spin-orbit interaction is present, SU(2) gauge symmetry is affected resulting in novel contributions to spin electromagnetic fields. The spin-orbit correction to the spin electric field has been theoretically studied in [7, 8, 9]. Of particular current interest is the effect of Rashba spin-orbit interaction arising from the breaking of inversion symmetry at surfaces and interfaces. Takeuchi et al. investigated weak sd coupling regime and found a spin electric field proportional to α_R × (n × ṅ)[10, 9], where α_R is the Rashba electric field and n is a unit vector representing the local magnetization direction, while Kim et al. obtained a different form of α_R × ṅ in a strong sd coupling regime [8]. It was shown later in [11] that the contribution found in [10] arises in the strong sd limit when spin relaxation is included. The two contributions thus coexist in general. A unique feature of the Rashba-induced spin electric field is that it arises even from spatially uniform magnetization, in contrast to the conventional one induced by inhomogeneous magnetization textures.

For deriving an expression for spin electromagnetic fields, a gauge field argument based on a U(1) gauge invariance is useful [1] if in the absence of spin relaxation. It can be also calculated directly by evaluating a force acting on spin, which is proportional to the time-derivative of the current density [8, 11]. Spin electromagnetic field is also accessible by a transport calculation. In fact, in [10], the fields were identified by calculating the induced electric current density and then comparing the result with a general expression resulting from the Maxwell’s equation, j = σ_sE_s + ∇ × B_s − D_s∇ρ_s, where σ_s is spin conductivity, D_s is diffusion constant for spin and ρ_s is spin density. This approach is highly useful to study the weak coupling regime, where adiabatic component of spin gauge field can not be defined. As noted in [10, 9], the information in the pumped current, however, is not enough to completely determine the two fields and effective permittivity and permeability, and additional information is necessary. Besides, it is not clear whether all of the contributions to the current expressed as rotation of certain vectors are to be interpreted always as due to an effective magnetic field. This issue is answered by investigating the Hall effect; If the contribution is really induced by an effective magnetic field, the field should exert the Lorentz force on the electron spin and induce spin Hall effect. The aim of this paper is to determine a spin magnetic field uniquely by calculating the spin Hall effect, and explore structure of the spin electromagnetism induced by the Rashba interaction and dynamic magnetization structures. We shall show that the whole contribution pumped current that is written as a rotation of a certain vector is indeed to be identified as an effective magnetic field, at least in the present system of strong sd coupling limit with the Rashba interaction.

The spin electromagnetic fields studied here are generalized spin Berry’s phase including the Rashba effects. In contrast to the conventional spin Berry’s phase, the Rashba-induced one is linear in the gradient of magnetization profile, and thus it would dominate in the case of slowly varying magnetization. We show that the spin electric and magnetic fields are estimated to be extremely strong like 2.5 kV/m and 2.5 kT, respectively, for a strong Rashba interaction induced at surfaces [12] when the frequency and the length scale of magnetization profile are 1GHz and 1nm, respectively.

We demonstrate that the Rashba-induced effective spin electromagnetic fields in the strong sd coupling limit without spin relaxation are described totally by an effective U(1) gauge field, A_R =^m_{eℏ} (α_R × n) (m and (−e) are the electron mass and charge, respectively), at the linear order in the Rashba interaction. There is therefore no monopole in the present system, in contrast to what was observed in [10] in the weak sd coupling regime. In the light of the present result and that of [10], spin relaxation seems to be essential for an emergence of monopole, as claimed in [10]. In fact, as will show below, the spin electric field in the absence of spin relaxation is proportional to E_s ∝ α_R × ṅ, where α_R is the Rashba-field, in agreement with the result of [8]. Its rotation, ∇ × E_s, is thus written as a time derivative of ∇ × (α_R × n), and as we will show in the present paper, it is in fact written totally by a time-derivative of spin magnetic field, B_s ∝ ∇ × (α_R × n), i.e., ∇ × E_s = −Ḃ_s. The two fields satisfy thus the conventional Faraday’s law and there is no monopole term. In contrast, the spin electric field found in [10, 11] in the presence of spin relaxation is E_s ∝ α_R × (n × ṅ), and cannot be written by a time derivative of any local quantity. It therefore follows that ∇ × E_s + Ḃ_s ≡ −j_m is non-vanishing for any local function B_s, resulting in a finite current of spin damping monopole [10], j_m. The spin damping monopole was argued to be essential in spin-charge conversion in dynamic magnetization structures such as in the inverse spin Hall effect [13].

2. Calculation of electric current

In this section, we derive an expression for spin electromagnetic fields by calculating an electric current induced by magnetization dynamics and the Rashba interaction in a metallic ferromagnet. The Lagrangian of the system is L = ∫ d^3rc^† [ iℏ∂_t + ( ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + ϵ_F ) + Δ_{sd} (n · σ) − i 2 α_R · (_↔ ∇ × σ ) − v_i ] c, (1) where c and c^† are annihilation and creation operators of conduction electron respectively, α_R represents the strength and the direction of the Rashba interaction, n is the unit vector parallel to local magnetization, v_i is the random potential caused by spinindependent impurities, σ is a Pauli matrix vector, and Δ_{sd} is the strength of sd exchange interaction. We consider the limit where Δ_{sd} is large, and perform a local spin gauge transformation (rotation in spin space) defined by a ≡ Uc, where a is the annihilation operator in a rotated space and U ≡ m · σ, where m ≡ ( sin^θ_2 cos ϕ, sin^θ_2 sin ϕ, cos^θ_2 ) , (θ and ϕ are polar coordinates of n), is the rotation matrix in spin space [14]. This transformation diagonalize the sd interaction. (1) then reads L = ∫ d^3r { iℏa^†∂_ta − ℏa^†A_{s,t}a + a^† ( ℏ^2 2m ∇^2 + ϵ_F ) a + i ℏ^2 2m A^ℓ_{s,j} ( a^{† ↔}∇_jσ_ℓa ) − ℏ^2 2m a^†A^2_s a

+ Δ_{sd}a^†σ_z a − i 2 α_{R,j}ϵ_{jkℓ}R_{ℓn} [( a^†σ_n^↔∇_ka ) + 2iA^n_{s,k}a^†a ] − v_ia^†a } , (2)

where A_{s,μ} ≡ A^ℓ_{s,μ}σ_ℓ ≡ [m × (∂_μm)]_ℓσ_ℓ, is the spin SU(2) gauge field and R_{ℓn} ≡ 2m_ℓm_n − δ_{ℓn} is a rotation matrix element. Summation is assumed for repeated indices (A^ℓ_{s,μ}σ_ℓ ≡ ∑ ℓ=x,y,z A ℓ s,μσ_ℓ).

For estimating the effective field, we calculate the electric current induced by the Rashba interaction following the approach of [10]. The electric current density written in terms of a and a^† is

j_i = ieℏ 2m ⟨ a^{† ↔}∇_ia ⟩ − eℏ m A^ℓ_{s,i} ⟨ a^†σ_ℓa ⟩ − e ℏ ϵ_{ijk}α_{R,j}R_{kℓ} ⟨ a^†σ_ℓa ⟩ , (3)

where ⟨ ⟩ denotes the expectation value in the ground state. We calculate (3) at the first order of Rashba interaction. Generally, electric current pumped by dynamic spins is a sum of local terms and diffusion terms [15, 16], but we here look into the local terms only, which represents the local effect of the effective fields. The leading contributions of local electric current density are diagramatically depicted in Fig.2. The contribution represented by the first two diagrams in figure 2 reads

j^{12}_i (r, t) = − ieℏ^2 m α_{R,ℓ}ϵ_{ℓmn} ∑ k,p ∑ ω,Ω̄ e^{−ip·r+iΩ̄t}R_{no}(p, Ω̄) tr [ k_ik_mg_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω̄_2 σ_og_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω̄_2 + δ_{im} m ℏ^2 σ_og_{k,ω} ]_< , (4) where g_{k,ω} is the counter ordered Green’s function of conduntion electron with wave vector k and angular frequency ω, and^< represents a lesser component. It includes the elastic lifetime due to the impurities, τ, and is a 2 × 2 matrix in spin space. The contribution of remaining diagrams in figure 2 reads

j^{3−6}_i = − ieℏ^2 m α_{R,ℓ}ϵ_{ℓmn} ∑ k,q,p ∑ ω,Ω,Ω̄ e^{−i(q+p)·r+i(Ω+Ω̄)t}R_{no}(p, Ω̄)

× tr [ k_i ( k + q 2 ) m ℏJ_μ ( k − p 2 ) A^j_{s,μ}(q, Ω)g_{k−} q_{2 −} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_{2 −} Ω̄_2 σ_j g_{k+} q_{2 −} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_{2 −} Ω̄_2 σ_og_{k+} q_{2 +} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_{2 +} Ω̄_2 + c.c.

+ k_iA^o_{s,m}(q, Ω)g_{k−} q_{2 −} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_{2 −} Ω̄_2 g_{k+} q_{2 +} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_{2 +} Ω̄_2 + A^j_{s,i}(q, Ω)k_mσ_j g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω̄_2 σ_og_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω̄_2 + δ_{im} m ℏ^2 ℏJ_μ(k)A^j_{s,μ}(q, Ω)σ_og_{k−} q_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_j g_{k+} q_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 ]_< , (5)

where J_t(k) ≡ 1, J_i(k) ≡^ℏ_m k_i.

Figure 2. The Feynman diagrams representing the lowest order local contributions of electric current driven by the Rashba spin-orbit interaction, α_R, and spin gauge field, A_S. A cross represents a current vertex. The dotted line and the wave line denote the Rashba interaction and the spin gauge interaction respectively.

First, we culculate (4). The lesser components in (4) are given as

(g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω̄_2 σ_og_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω̄_2 )^< = f_{ω−} Ω̄_2 ( g^a_{k− p2 ,ω−}¯_{Ω2} − g^a_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2} ) σ_og^a_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2}

+ f_{ω+} Ω̄_2 g^r_{k− p2 ,ω−}¯_{Ω2} σ_0 ( g^a_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2} − g^r_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2} ) (6) g^<_{k,ω} = f_ω(g^a_{k,ω} − g^r_{k,ω}), (7) where g^r_{k,ω} and g^a_{k,ω} are retarded and advaiced Green’s function and f_ω =^1_{eℏβω+1} is the Fermi distribution function (β is the inverse temperature). Therefore j^{12} is calculated as j^{12}_i = ∑ p,Ω̄ e^{−ip·r+iΩ̄t}ξ_{ij} ( α_R × n(p, Ω̄) ) j (8) where ξ_{ij} ≡ ieℏ^2 m ∑ k,ω ∑ σ=± σ [ f_{ω−} Ω̄_2 k_ik_j (g^a_{k− p2 ,ω−}¯_{Ω2 ,σ} − g^r_{k− p2 ,ω−}¯_{Ω2 ,σ})g^a_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2 ,σ}

+ f_{ω+} Ω̄_2 k_ik_j g^r_{k− p2 ,ω−}¯_{Ω2 ,σ}(g^a_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2 ,σ} − g^r_{k+ p2 ,ω+}¯_{Ω2 ,σ}) + δ_{ij} m ℏ^2 f_ω(g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ}) ] , (9) and g^r_{k,ω,σ} ≡ (ℏω − ϵ_{k,σ} +^{iℏ}_{2τ} )^{−1} (σ = ± is spin index). Expanding with respect to p and Ω̄, assuming a slowly varying magnetization structure, we obtain ξ_{ij} = ieℏ^2 m ∑ k,ω ∑ σ σ { f_ω [ k_ik_j ( (g^a_{k,ω,σ})^2 − (g^r_{k,ω,σ})^2 ) + δ_{ij} m ℏ^2 (g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ}) ]

+ f_ωk_ik_j [ ℏ2 4m p^2 ( (g^a_{k,ω,σ})^3 − (g^r_{k,ω,σ})^3 ) + ( ℏ2 2m k · p )_2( (g^a_{k,ω,σ})^4 − (g^r_{k,ω,σ})^4 )]

− Ω̄ 2 f^′_ωk_ik_j(g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ})^2 } + O(p^3, Ω^2). (10)

Assuming a rotational symmetry in k space and carrying out an integraton by parts with respect to k and ω, (10) becomes ξ_{ij} = ieℏ^2 m ∑ k,ω ∑ σ σf^′_ω [ − 1 12ℏ (δ_{ij}p^2 − p_ip_j)(g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ}) − Ω̄ 6 δ_{ij} k^2(g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ})^2 ] + O(p^3, Ω^2).

(11)

Using ∑ k |g^r_{k,σ}|^2 ≃^{2πνσ τσ}_ℏ and ∑ k ϵ|g^r_{k,σ}|^4 ≃^{4πνσ ϵFστ 3σ}_{ℏ3} , (ϵ ≡^{ℏk2}_{2m} and g^r_{k,σ} ≡ g^r_{k,ω,σ}|_{ω=0}) the coefficient ξ_{ij} is obtained as ξ_{ij} ≃ ∑ σ [ (δ_{ij} p^2 − p_ip_j ) eℏν_σ 12m − δ_{ij}Ω̄ 2ieϵ_{F,σ}ν_στ_σ 3ℏ ] , (12)

where ν is the density of states of electron. The result of j^{12} is

j^{12} = eℏ 12m (∑ σ σν_σ ){ ∇ × [ ∇ × ( α_R × n )]} − 2e 3ℏ (∑ σ σϵ_{Fσ}ν_στ_σ )( α_R × ṅ ) . (13)

Next, we calculate j^{3−6}, (5). Expanding with respect to q and p, (5) reduces to

j^{3−6}_i = − ieℏ^2 m α_{R,ℓ}ϵ_{ℓmn} ∑ k,q,p ∑ ω,Ω,Ω̄ e^{−i(q+p)·r+i(Ω+Ω̄)t}R_{no}(p, Ω̄)

× f(ω) ℏ^2 2m k^2 3 [ (q + p)_mA^j_{s,i}(q, Ω) − δ_{im}(q + p)_pA^j_{s,p}(q, Ω) ] × 2Re tr [ σ_j g^a_{k,ω}σ_o(g^a_{k,ω})^2 − σ_og^a_{k,ω}σ_j (g^a_{k,ω})^2] + O(q^3, Ω^1). (14)

(14) is calculated by use of the following identities, ∑ k,ω f(ω)ϵRe tr [ σ_j g^a_{k,ω}σ_o(g^a_{k,ω})^2 − σ_og^a_{k,ω}σ_j (g^a_{k,ω})^2 ]

= − 2 5ℏ ∑ k,ω f^′(ω)ϵ^2Re tr [ σ_j g^a_{k,ω}σ_o(g^a_{k,ω})^2 − σ_og^a_{k,ω}σ_j (g^a_{k,ω})^2 ] , (15)

obtaied by an integration by parts, and 2ϵ_{joz}A^j_{s,i}R_{no} = ∇_in_n, (16) tr[σ_j Aσ_oB − σ_oAσ_j B] = 2iϵ_{joz} ∑ σ σA_{−σ}B_σ, (17) where A ≡ diag(A_+, A_−) and B ≡ diag(B_+, B_−) are any 2×2 diagonal matrices. The leading contribution of (5) then reads j^{3−6} = η∇ × [ ∇ × ( α_R × n )] , (18)

where the coefficient is η = 2eℏ 15πm ∑ k Im [∑ σ σϵ^2g^a_{k,−σ}(g^a_{k,σ})^2 ]

= eℏ 60mΔ^2_{sd} ∑ σ σ ( ϵ^2_{F,σ}ν_σ − 5ϵ_{F,σ}ϵ_{F,−σ}ν_σ ) , (19)

and we used ∑ k ϵ^2g^a_{k,−σ}(g^a_{k,σ})^2 ≃^{πi}_{8Δ2sd} (2ν_{−σ}ϵ^2_{F,−σ} + 3ϵ^2_{F,σ}ν_σ − 5ϵ_{F,σ}ϵ_{F,−σ}ν_σ).

Therefore the total local electric current density is

j =(ξ_1 + η) { ∇ × [ ∇ × ( α_R × n )]} + ξ_2 ( α_R × ṅ ) , (20)

where ξ_1 =^{eℏ}_{12m} (∑ σ σν_σ ) , ξ_2 = −^{2e}_{3ℏ} (∑ σ σϵ_{Fσ}ν_στ_σ ) . Electric current driven by effective electromagnetic fields is generally written in diffusive regime as follows:

j = σ_sE_s + 1 μ_s

∇ × B_s − D_s∇ρ_s, (21)

where E_s and B_s represent driving fields, σ_s is the conductivity for spin, μ_s is the magnetic permeability of spin magnetic field and the last term is a diffusive contribution (D_s is the diffusion constant for spin and ρ_s is the density of electron spin). Comparing our result, (20), to (21), we see that

σ_sE_{s±} = ξ_2 ( α_R × ṅ ) B_s μ_s

= (ξ_1 + η) [ ∇ × ( α_R × n )] . (22)

We know that spin conductivity is given by

σ_s = ∑ σ=± σ e^2ℏ^2 3m^2 k^2_{Fσ}ν_στ_σ, (23)

and thus the spin electric field reads

E_s = − m eℏ α_R × ṅ. (24)

This result agrees with result of direct estimate of spin motive force [8, 11]. In contrast, to identify spin magnetic field from (22), we need additional information on the permeability. This is accomplished by analyzing the spin Hall effect, which is carried out in the next section.

3. The spin Hall effect induced by spin magnetic filed

To determine the effective spin magnetic field, (22) is not sufficient. In this section we calculate the Hall effect caused by the spin magnetic field when an electric field, E, is applied and determine the spin magnetic field uniquely. Since the Hall effect studied here drives electron spin, the effect is spin Hall effect. The Lagrangian has now the following additional terms coming from an applied vector potential, A (E = −Ȧ), δL = ∫ d^3r [ ieℏ 2m A_j ( a^{† ↔}∇_j a ) − e^2 2m ( a^†A^2a ) − eℏ m ( a^†A_j A_{s,j}a ) + e ℏ α_{R,j}ϵ_{jkl}R_{ln}A_k ( a^†σ_na ) ] . (25)

The electric current density is also modified to be j_i + δj_i, where δj_i = − e^2 m A_i ⟨ a^†a ⟩ . (26)

We calculate the Hall current induced by the effective magnetic field with applied electric field which is spatially homogeneous. The leading contribution to the Hall current

Figure 3. The Feynman diagrams representing the leading contributions to the spin Hall current. Dotted line denotes the Rashba interaction, and dotted wave line represents applied electric field, written by use of a vector potential, A. Contributions containing the interaction with spin gauge field, A_S, are neglected since they turn out to be smaller by the order of ℏ/(ϵ_Fτ).

density, j^{hall}_i , described by the Feynmann diagrams in figure 3, reads

j^{hall}_i = − ie^2ℏ m ∑ k,p,ω,Ω e^{−ip·r+iΩt}α_{R,j}ϵ_{jkl}

× tr { ℏ^2 m k_ik_kA_m(Ω)R_{ln}(p) [( k − p 2 ) m g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 + ( k + p 2 ) m g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 ]

− k_iA_k(Ω)R_{ln}(p)g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 + δ_{ik}k_mA_m(Ω)R_{ln}(p)σ_ng_{k,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k,ω+} Ω_2 − k_kA_i(Ω)R_{ln}(p)g_{k−}^p_{2 ,ω}σ_ng_{k+}^p_{2 ,ω} }_< , (27)

The contributions containing spin gauge field at the linear order are neglected, because those are smaller than the ones in (27) by the order of^ℏ_{ϵF τ} . Expanding with respect to external wave vector and frequency, p and Ω, we obtain

j^{hall}_i = − ie^2ℏ m ∑ k,p,ω,Ω e^{−ip·r+iΩt}α_{R,j}ϵ_{jkl}

× tr { ℏ^2 2m k_ik_kp_mA_m(Ω)R_{ln}(p) [ −g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 + g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 ]

− k_i(k · p)A_k(Ω)R_{ln}(p)g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 /(k · p) }_< + O(Ω^2, p^2). (28)

The lesser components of (27) are calculated as

[g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 ]^< =(f_{ω+} Ω_2 − f_{ω−} Ω_2 )g^r_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g^a_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng^a_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2

+ f_{ω−} Ω_2 g^a_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g^a_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng^a_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 + f_{ω+} Ω_2 g^r_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 g^r_{k−} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 σ_ng^r_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 , (29)

[g_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 ]^< =(f_{ω+} Ω_2 − f_{ω−} Ω_2 )g^r_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng^a_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2

+ f_{ω−} Ω_2 g^a_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng^a_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 + f_{ω+} Ω_2 g^r_{k−} p_{2 ,ω−} Ω_2 σ_ng^r_{k+} p_{2 ,ω+} Ω_2 . (30)

Assuming a rotational symmetry (i.e., using k_ik_j =^{k2}_3 δ_{ij} ), Hall current density reduces to j^{hall}_i = − ie^2ℏ 3m ∑ k,p,Ω e^{−ip·r+iΩt}ΩϵΓ_1 { A(Ω) × [ p × (α_R × n(p)) ]} i, (31)

where

Γ_1 ≡ ∑ ω,σ σ [ ℏf_ω ( (g^a_{k,ω,σ})^4 − (g^r_{k,ω,σ})^4 ) − f^′_ω ( g^r_{k,ω,σ}(g^a_{k,ω,σ})^2 − (g^r_{k,ω,σ})^2g^a_{k,ω,σ} )] . (32)

The summation about ω and k is evaluated as follows; ∑ k ϵΓ_1 = 1 3 ∑ k,ω,σ σf^′_ωϵ(g^a_{k,ω,σ} − g^r_{k,ω,σ})^3 ≃ 2i ℏ^2 ∑ σ σϵ_{Fσ}ν_στ^2_σ . (33)

The Hall current is finally obtained as

j^{hall} = − ∑ ± (±) eτ_± m σ_{B±} m eℏ ( E × (∇ × (α × n)) ) , (34)

where σ_{Bσ} ≡^{2e2}_{3m} ϵ_{Fσ}ν_στ_σ is the spin-resolved Boltzmann conductivity. Thus the Hall effect is described by a standard expression of

j^{hall} = σ_H(E × B_s), (35)

where σ_H ≡ − ∑ ±(±)^{eτ±}_m σ_{B±} and

B_s ≡ m eℏ ∇ × (α_R × n). (36)

In terms of Hall electric field, (34) is written as

E^{hall} = − 1 ne j × B_s, (37)

where n is electron density, j is the magnitude of longitudinal electric current driven by applied electric field. (35) and (37) are the central results of the present paper, indicating that the field B_s exerts the Lorentz force of F = −ev × B_s for electron spin and that B_s certainly play a role as a magnetic field for conduction electron.

4. Rashba-induced effective gauge field

In the preceeding sections, we have demonstrated that the effective spin electromagnetic fields are determined by calculating transport properties. Our results, (24) and (36), indicate that the Rashba-induced effective field is written as

E_s = −Ȧ_R B_s = ∇ × A_R, (38)

with

A_R ≡ m eℏ (α_R × n). (39)

The present spin electromagnetic fields are therefore explained by a standard U(1) gauge theory, as was argued in [8]. This fact is not obvious, since the combination of the Rashba spin-orbit interaction and sd interaction does not necessarily lead to an emergence of

U(1) gauge symmetry. Neverthelss a gauge field scenario holds as far as non-linear effects of the Rashba interaction are neglected. In fact, the Rashba interaction has the same effect as an SU(2) gauge field if non-linear effects are neglected. This is easily seen from (2), which indicates that the Rashba interaction in a rotated frame is written as ∫ d^3r iℏ^2 2m A^ℓ_R · (a^†σ_ℓ^↔∇a), (40)

where A_{R,j} ≡ A^ℓ_{R,j}σ_ℓ ≡ −^m_{ℏ2} α_{R,i}ϵ_{ijk}R_{kℓ}σ_ℓ. The kinetic term of (2) thus is written by an SU(2) gauge field defined as Ã_R ≡ A_s + A_R as ∫ d^3r ℏ^2 2m a^†(∇ + iÃ_R)^2a + O((A_R)^2). (41)

In the strong sd coupling limit, therefore, Ã^z_R acts as an effective U(1) gauge field and effective electromagnetic fields emerge according to Ẽ_R = − ˙Ã^z_R = E_B + E_s and B̃_R = ∇ × Ã^z_R = B_B + B_s, where E_s and B_s are the Rashba contributions (38), E_B ≡ −Ȧ^z_s and B_B ≡ ∇ × A^z_s are the Berry’s phase contributions discussed by Volovik [1]. It is generally expected that a novel U(1) gauge field different from the adiabatic gauge field emerges when spin-orbit interaction is included, as long as the linear effects are concerned.

5. Experimental possibilities

The Rashba-induced spin electromagnetic field we have discussed is an extension of the spin Berry’s phase generalized to include the Rashba interaction. The fields is linear in the gradient in space or in time and thus becomes dominant in slowly varying magnetization structures, since conventional spin Berry’s phase is second order of gradients. Let us estimate the magnitude. Rashba interaction is large on the surface of heavy metals in particular when doped with Bi [12]. Choosing α_R = 3 eVÅ[8], we obtain^{mαR}_{eℏ} = 2.5 × 10^{−6} Vs/m. For a magnetization dynamics with angular frequency ω of 1 GHz, we thus expect a large spin electric field of E_S =^{mαR}_{eℏ} ω = 2.5 kV/m. For a magnetization structure having a typical length scale λ of 1nm, the spin magnetic field corresponds to an extremely high field of B_S =^{mαR}_{eℏ} λ = 2.5 kT. The Rashba interaction is thus useful in creating extremely high effective spin electromagnetic fields.

When a magnetic structure is flows, the spin electric field is induced. In the case of a flow without deformation, the magnetization vector depends on the time as n(r, t) = n(r − vt), where v is velocity of the flow. The spin electric field then reads

E_s = m eℏ (α_R × (v · ∇)n). (42)

5.1. Vortices

A crucial difference between the conventional spin Berry’s phase and Rashba-induced one is that the former is of topological origin while the latter is not. The Rashba-induced field is therefore expected to be useful to discriminate topologically equivalent magnetic structures. An example is magnetic vortex or skyrmion. Structures shown in figure 4(a) and (b) are topologically equivalent, since structure (b) is obtained by shifting the in-plane angle ϕ of magnetization by^π_2 . They have, however, different response to the Rashba-induced field. Choosing α perpendicular to the plane, the Rashba-induced spin magnetic field measures the divergence of the magnetization structure resulting in a vanishing for structure (a) while that of (b) is finite. The total flux for a vortex (b) is Φ ≡ ∫ S dS · B_s = ∫ C dr · A_s where S is the area of the vortex and C is its perimeter.

Using (39), the flux is Φ =^m_{eℏ} α_RL =^ℏ_e^{αRk2FL}_{2ϵF} , where L is the length of the perimeter of a vortex.

When a vortex flows, the Rashba-induced spin electric field, (42), vanishes, since the average of ∇n inside a vortex vanishes if not deformed. This feature is a significant difference from the conventional Berry’s phase contribution (topological spin motive force), which has been used to detect skyrmion motions [4].

Figure 4. Schematic picture of two structures of vortex which are topologically equivalent, i.e., having equal spin Berry’s phase. The magnetization at the center is pointing perpendicular to the plane. The Rashba-induced spin magnetic field vanishes for a structure (a), while it is finite for a structure (b), where the total flux of spin magnetic field is Φ =^m_{eℏ} α_RL (L is perimeter of a vortex).

Figure 5. (a) Domain walls with in-plane easy axis and (b) perpendicular easy axis (out-of-plane Neel wall). The spin magnetic field is induced inside the wall proportional to^{∂nx}_{∂x} , where n_x is x component of magnetization. Curves are schematically shown profiles of spin magnetic field induced by the wall.

5.2. Domain walls

Let us discuss the spin magnetic field for domain wall in a film in the xy plane with Rashba field in the z direction. The magnetization of the domain wall is changing in the x direction but is uniform in the y direction. We first consider an in-plane domain wall as in figure 5(a). The domain wall profile is θ =^π_2 , cos ϕ = tanh^x_λ , where λ is thickness of the wall. The spin magnetic field then reads (n_x = sin θ cos ϕ)

B_s =^{mαR}_{eℏλ}^{∂nx}_{∂x} ẑ =^{mαR}_{eℏλ}^1_{cosh2 xλ} ẑ (ẑ is unit vector in the z direction). The spin magnetic field is therefore localized to the wall, and it corresponds to a high field of 250 T if λ = 10nm. This localized strong field would be detected as a local spin Hall voltage in the y direction when current is applied in the x direction.

When the in-plane domain wall flows in x direction with a speed of v_x, a spin voltage in y direction (defined as V_y ≡ ∫ dxE_{s,y} with (42)) is induced;

V_y = 2mα_R eℏ v_x. (43)

For α_R = 3 eVÅand v_x = 100 m/s, the voltage is 0.5 mV. This value is 1000 times larger than the conventional Berry’s phase contribution observed in a permalloy, 0.4μV at 130m/s. Even for a system having a moderate value of α_R = 3 meVÅ, therefore, the Rashba-induced signal is comparable to the conventional signal.

In the case of out-of-plane domain wall of Neel type (figure 5(b)), cos θ = tanh^x_λ with magnetization at the center of the wall pointing x direction, we have B_s = −ẑ^{mαR}_{eℏλ}^{sinh xλ}_{cosh2} x_λ . The field produced by an out-of-plane wall changes sign at the wall center and has a large field gradient. For a flowing out-of-plane wall, the spin voltage, (42), vanishes.

5.3. Effect of gradient of Rashba field

So far we have argued the spin magnetic field induced by magnetization structures. (38) inducates that it arises also when the Rashba field, α_R, has a gradient, which is naturally expected at the surfaces of thin film [17, 18, 19]. The spin magnetic field then becomes

B_s = m eℏ ((n · ∇)α_R − n(∇ · α_R)) (44)

We consider a thin film in the xy plane with α_R = (0, 0, α_R(z)) along the z axis. When n is within the xy plane, we obtain B_s = −^m_{eℏ} (∇_zα_R)n. If the Rashba interaction decays at the length d, we might approximate ∇_zα_R ∼ 2α_R/d, resulting in a magnetic field of 25kT if d = 0.1 nm.

6. Propagation of spin electromagnetic field

According to our result, (38), spin electromagnetic fields satisfy a conventional Faraday’s law, ∇ × E_s +^{∂Bs}_{∂t} = 0. There is therefore no monopole in the present system.

From our results, (22) and (36), we see that 1 μ_s = eℏ m (ξ_1 + η). (45)

Electric permittivity in a diffusive case is ϵ_s = σ_sτ. The speed of the spin electromagnetic field is defined as

c_s ≡ 1 √ ϵ_sμ_s

. (46)

It should be noted that the sign of ϵ_s and μ_s may be negative depending on the material. If the product of the two is positive, the spin electromagnetic wave propagates, while it does not if one of the two is negative.

Let us look into an example of a strong sd coupling limit, ν_− = 0 (i.e., Δ_{sd} = ϵ_F). In this limit,^1_{μs} =^{e2ℏ2}_{60m2} ν_+

(_{ϵ2F+}

Δ^2_{sd} + 5 ) . In the present model of a parabolic band, ϵ_{F+}/Δ_{sd} = 2. Approximating^1_{μs} ≃^{3e2ℏ2}_{20m2} ν and ϵ_s ≃^{e2ℏ2}_{3m2} k^2_Fντ^2 (ν, k_F and τ here are spin-averaged quantities), we obtain

c_s = 3 2 √ 5 1 k_Fτ

. (47)

For k^{−1}_F = 1.5Å, and τ = 10^{−15} s, the spin electromagnetic wave propagates with a speed of c_s = 1 × 10^5 m/s. This speed is larger than in the weak coupling regime discussed in [9]. Observation of the propagation speed of spin electric field is an interesting challenge for experimentalists.

7. Summary

We have derived an expression for spin electromagnetic field induced by the Rashba spin-orbit interaction and magnetization structures in the strong sd coupling limit by calculating the pumped current and the spin Hall effect. Spin relaxation is not considered. We found that the spin electromagnetic fields are described totally by an effective U(1) gauge field, A_R =^m_{eℏ} (α_R ×n) at the linear order in the Rashba interaction. Thus a naive picture of regarding the Rashba interaction as an effective gauge interaction is valid at the linear order. The spin electromagnetic field discussed here is a generalized spin Berry’s phase. In contrast to the spin Berry’s phase, the Rashba-induced one is linear in the gradient of the magnetization profile, and can generate extremely high electric and magnetic fields of kV/m and kT for a frequency of 1GHz and for a structure of nano meter scale, respectively.

Since the spin electromagnetic fields have U(1) gauge invariance, there is no monopole in the strong sd limit without spin relaxation, in contrast to what was observed in [10] in the weak sd coupling regime. The present result confirm the argument in [10] that spin relaxation is essential for an emergence of monopole. In fact, the spin electric field in the presence of spin relaxation, E_s ∝ α_R × (n × ṅ), cannot be written by a time derivative of any local quantity, resulting in non-vanishing ∇ × E_s + Ḃ_s ≡ −j_m for any local function B_s. To study the effect of spin relaxation in the present framework is an urgent and important future work.

Acknowledgment

The authors thank H. Ueda, H. Kohno and H. Kino for valuable discussion. N. N. is financially supported by the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science for Young Scientists. This work was supported by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) (Grant

Rashba-induced spin electromagnetic fields 15

No. 25400344) from Japan Society for the Promotion of Science and UK-Japanese Collaboration on Current-Driven Domain Wall Dynamics from JST.

References

[1] G. E. Volovik. Linear momentum in ferromagnets. J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys., 20:L83–L87, 1987.

[2] Shengyuan A. Yang, Geoffrey S. D. Beach, Carl Knutson, Di Xiao, Qian Niu, Maxim Tsoi, and James L. Erskine. Universal electromotive force induced by domain wall motion. Phys. Rev. Lett., 102(6):067201, 2009.

[3] K. Tanabe, D. Chiba, J. Ohe, S. Kasai, H. Kohno, S. E. Barnes, S. Maekawa, K. Kobayashi, and T. Ono. Spin-motive force due to a gyrating magnetic vortex. Nat Commun, 3:845, May 2012.

[4] T. Schulz, R. Ritz, A. Bauer, M. Halder, M. Wagner, C. Franz, C. Pfleiderer, K. Everschor, M. Garst, and A. Rosch. Emergent electrodynamics of skyrmions in a chiral magnet. Nat Phys, 8(4):301–304, Apr 2012.

[5] L. Berger. Possible existence of a josephson effect in ferromagnets. Phys. Rev. B, 33(3):1572–1578, 1986.

[6] Naoto Nagaosa, Jairo Sinova, Shigeki Onoda, A. H. MacDonald, and N. P. Ong. Anomalous hall effect. Rev. Mod. Phys., 82:1539–1592, May 2010.

[7] R. A. Duine. Effects of nonadiabaticity on the voltage generated by a moving domain wall. Phys.

Rev. B, 79(1):014407, 2009.

[8] Kyoung-Whan Kim, Jung-Hwan Moon, Kyung-Jin Lee, and Hyun-Woo Lee. Prediction of giant spin motive force due to rashba spin-orbit coupling. Phys. Rev. Lett., 108:217202, May 2012.

[9] Gen Tatara, Akihito Takeuchi, Noriyuki Nakabayashi, and Katsuhisa Taguchi. Monopoles in ferromagnetic metals. Journal of the Korean Physical Society, 61:1331–1348, 2012.

[10] Akihito Takeuchi and Gen Tatara. Spin damping monopole. Journal of the Physical Society of Japan, 81(3):033705, 2012.

[11] Gen Tatara, Noriyuki Nakabayashi, and Kyun-Jin Lee. Spin motive force induced by rashba interaction in the strong sd coupling regime. Phys. Rev. B, 87:054403, Feb 2013.

[12] Christian R. Ast, Jürgen Henk, Arthur Ernst, Luca Moreschini, Mihaela C. Falub, Daniela Pacilé, Patrick Bruno, Klaus Kern, and Marco Grioni. Giant spin splitting through surface alloying. Phys. Rev. Lett., 98(18):186807, 2007.

[13] E. Saitoh, M. Ueda, H. Miyajima, and G. Tatara. Conversion of spin current into charge current at room temperature: Inverse spin-hall effect. Appl. Phys. Lett., 88:182509, 2006.

[14] Gen Tatara, Hiroshi Kohno, and Junya Shibata. Microscopic approach to current-driven domain wall dynamics. Physics Reports, 468:213–301, 2008.

[15] Kazuhiro Hosono, Akihito Takeuchi, and Gen Tatara. Perturbation theory of the dynamic inverse spin hall effect with charge conservation. Journal of the Physical Society of Japan, 79(1):014708, 2010.

[16] Akihito Takeuchi, Kazuhiro Hosono, and Gen Tatara. Diffusive versus local spin currents in dynamic spin pumping systems. Phys. Rev. B, 81(14):144405, Apr 2010.

[17] J. Henk, A. Ernst, and P. Bruno. Spin polarization of the L -gap surface states on au(111). Phys.

Rev. B, 68:165416, Oct 2003.

[18] G. Bihlmayer, Yu.M. Koroteev, P.M. Echenique, E.V. Chulkov, and S. Blgel. The rashba-effect at metallic surfaces. Surface Science, 600(18):3888 – 3891, 2006. Berlin, Germany: 49 September 2005, Proceedings of the 23th European Conference on Surface Science.

[19] Taichi Kosugi, Takashi Miyake, and Shoji Ishibashi. Slab thickness dependence of rashba splitting on au(111) surface: First-principles and model analyses. Journal of the Physical Society of Japan, 80(7):074713, 2011.