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Why spin dynamics (excitations)?

“Static” (ground state) properties provide only a small
fraction of the available information

Dynamic properties are related to how the system
behaves at different temperatures,
relax towards equilibrium,
absorbs and emits energy,
interacts with external probes,
converts charge currents into spin currents and vice-versa,
etc.
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Experimental techniques

Ferromagnetic resonance (FMR) – bulk; λ→∞.
Neutron scattering – bulk; resolves λ.
Electron energy loss spectroscopy (EELS) –
surface sensitive; resolves λ.
Inelastic scanning tunneling spectroscopy –
localized excitations.
Spin-Hall effects (direct and inverse) –
transport experiments.
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Typical Systems – metallic substrates

Ultrathin films Trilayers Adatoms
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Typical Systems – low-dimensional substrates

Adatoms on carbon
nanotubes

Adatoms on graphene nanoribbons and
topological insulators
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Model

LCAO description of the electronic structure.

H = H0 +HU +HSO

H0 =
∑

l,l′;µ,ν;σ
Tµνll′ a

†
lµσal′νσ

HU =
∑
l

∑
µ,ν,µ′ν

∑
σ,σ′

Uµνµ
′ν′

l a†lµσa
†
lνσ′alν′σ′alµ′σ

HSO =
∑
l

∑
µν

ξl
2

[
Lzµν(c†lµ↑clν↑ − c

†
lµ↓clν↓) + L+

µνc
†
lµ↓clν↑ + L−µνc

†
lµ↑clν↓

]
Tµνll′ obtained from DFT calculations [PRB 88, 165127 (2013)].
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What I talk about when I talk about spin dynamics

Spin excitation spectra from the electronic structure alone:

χ+−
ll′ (t) = −iθ(t)

〈[
S+
l (t), S−l′ (0)

]〉
S−l ≡ a

†
l↓al↑

All damping mechanisms (except for magnon-magnon scattering)
are inherent to this approach:

I spin-orbit coupling damping,
I spin pumping damping,
I damping via Stoner excitations.

SOC ⇒ Magnetocrystalline anisotropy ⇒ gap in the spin wave
spectrum.
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Spin dynamics in the presence of SOC

SOC couples transverse spin excitations, given by

χ+−
ll′ (t) = −iθ(t)

〈[
S+
l (t), S−l′ (0)

]〉
to longitudinal spin excitations and charge excitations,

χ↑−ll′ (t) = −iθ(t)
〈[
n↑l (t), S

−
l′ (0)

]〉
χ↓−ll′ (t) = −iθ(t)

〈[
n↓l (t), S

−
l′ (0)

]〉
χ−−ll′ (t) = −iθ(t)

〈[
S−l (t), S−l′ (0)

]〉

PRB 82, 014428 (2010)
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SW spectrum: 8Co/Cu(001), long wavelength
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SW spectrum: 8Co/Cu(001), short wavelength
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SW spectrum: 8Co/Cu(001), intermediate wavelength
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SW dispersion relation - Fe/W(110)
Magnetocrystalline anisotropy gap.
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SW dispersion relation - Fe/W(110)
Dzyaloshiskii-Moriya coupling - left-right asymmetry.
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Magnon spectral density
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Frequency-dependent Gilbert damping - 2Co/2Pt(001)
FMR sweeping Zeeman field.
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PRB 92, 014419 (2015).
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Gilbert damping and Stoner enhancement -
2Co/2Pt(001)
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Fe adatom on Cu(111) surface

ḡ ≈ 2
PRL 106, 037205 (2011).

A. T. Costa (LNNano) Spin Excitations FAPESP, 06/2017 18 / 25



Fe adatom on Cu(111) surface - Calculations

g = 1.8; magnetic anisotropy ∼ 1 meV.
PRL 106, 037205 (2011).
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Dynamical (THz) Spin Hall Effects
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Dynamical (THz) Spin Hall Effects

Scientific Reports 7, 3686 (2017).
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Ongoing project: adatoms on topological insulators

Do spin excitations couple to “topological states”?
How does the coupling affects the spin excitations?
How does the coupling affect the “topological character” of the
edge states?
Is it possible to modulate the edge spin current via the coupling?
Do adatoms couple to each other through the edge states?
...
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Concluding remarks

We have a method for calculating spin excitation spectra that
requires nothing more than tight-binding parameters provided by
a DFT-based calculation.
All damping mechanisms are intrinsic to our approach, except
those coming from magnon-magnon scattering.
We can address results from many different experimental
techniques with essentially the same formalism.
Dynamical Spin Hall Effects are the latest addition to our
capabilities.
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Spin wave spectra of ultrathin films - 8Co/Cu(001)
J. RAJESWARI et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW B 86, 165436 (2012)

FIG. 2. (a) Spin wave spectrum measured for 8-ML Co deposited
on Cu(100) for in-plane wave vector transfer q‖ = −0.305 Å−1 along
[011] direction. The primary beam energy is E0 = 7.1 eV. Loss and
gain peaks correspond to creation and annihilation of spin waves. (b)
Data as in (a), however, divided by the Bose occupation number
n(h̄ω,T ) on the gain side and by n(h̄ω,T ) + 1 on the loss side.
Spin wave losses 1 and 2 are fitted by Gaussians (dotted line) after
subtraction of a Gaussian for the tail of the elastic line and constant
background (dashed line).

gain and loss side, respectively. The energy, intensity, and
eventually the width of the spin wave peaks (Sec. IV) are
then determined by fitting the loss side of the spectrum to one
or two Gaussians [dotted lines in Fig. 2(b)] after subtraction
of a Gaussian background tail of the elastic peak and a
constant [dashed line in Fig. 2(b)]. The solid line represents
the complete fitting function consisting of the background and
the two Gaussians for the spin wave peaks. The diffuse elastic
peak is also fitted by a Gaussian (short dashed line) to serve as
reference for energy resolution.

III. RESULTS

A series of high-resolution spectra for wave vectors in [011]
("̄X̄) direction ranging from q‖ = 0.235 to 0.434 Å−1 is shown
in Fig. 3(a). The FWHM of the diffuse elastic peak is about
7 meV. The primary electron energy is E0 = 7.1 eV. The
spin wave peaks are clearly seen as separate peaks down to
q‖ = 0.235 Å−1 corresponding to a spin wave energy of about
20 meV. The spectra are measured with gate times of 2–6 s
in 1-meV intervals. For smaller wave vectors (<0.3 Å−1), one
sees a distinct peak with a shoulder on the high-energy side.
The distinct peak is the surface spin wave. As discussed in

FIG. 3. (a) Series of spin wave spectra measured along [011]
direction with high resolution. Spectra are corrected for the Bose
occupation number. Two modes of spin waves are clearly visible for
low q ||. (b) A selection of spectra for larger q || obtained with the
same spectrometer setting. The Rayleigh phonons and spin waves are
clearly distinguished. The incident beam energy in all cases is 7.1 eV.

Sec. V theory identifies the second peak as a standing spin
wave mode of the film.

Spectra measured under the same conditions, yet for larger
q‖, are displayed in Fig. 3(b). The spin wave signals are rather
weak now but clearly discernible in higher magnification (see
inset). Strong loss features appear at low energies. These
energy losses are due to the excitation of Rayleigh phonons
(surface acoustic phonons polarized in the sagittal plane).30

The relatively low energies of Rayleigh phonons (compared
to spin waves) combined with the energy resolution of 7 meV
used in the experiments allowed for unambiguous distinction
between Rayleigh phonons and spin waves.

As seen in Fig. 3(b) the intensities of the spin wave losses
are rather low for larger q‖. This is partly due to the fact
that the spin wave features become broad. For larger wave
vectors between 0.4 and 1.0 Å−1 we have therefore performed
a series of experiments with lower energy resolution. The
typical FWHM of the diffuse elastic peak for this set is about
34 meV. The spectra were recorded along the "̄X̄ and the
"̄M̄ direction of the SBZ [Fig. 1(b)]. Because of the higher
intensities, gate times of 1 s were used for smaller q‖ and
2 s for q‖ > 0.85Å−1. The measurements were performed for
both positive and negative wave vector transfers.

Figure 4(a) shows a selection of spin wave spectra measured
along the [011] ("̄X̄) direction, and Fig. 4(b) along the [010]
("̄M̄) direction for positive wave vector transfers. The dashed
line is a guide to the eye connecting the maxima of the loss
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First experimental observation of
optical spin wave modes on
ultrathin metallic films.
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Spin waves on 8Co/Cu(001) - dispersion and linewidths
SURFACE SPIN WAVES OF fcc COBALT FILMS ON . . . PHYSICAL REVIEW B 86, 165436 (2012)

FIG. 10. Comparison of the theoretical dispersion (open circles)
with experimental data (open squares and triangles).

due to details of the electronic structure. The large wave vector
dispersion relation, however, depends on sums of products of
exchange integrals by oscillatory functions of the wave vector.
Small uncertainties in the determination of the electronic
structure may lead to large variations of spin wave energies
at large wave vectors. This may explain why the discrepancy
between theory and experiment in the large wave vector region
is much larger than at small wave vectors. This reasoning is
especially compelling to us because the discrepancy between
theory and experiment starts to increase noticeably around the
same wave vector region where the dispersion relation ceases
to be quadratic.

We now turn to the linewidth of the spin wave peaks.
These linewidths represent the hallmark of itinerant magnetism
and are a direct consequence of the system’s electronic
structure. No adjustable parameter was employed in their
determination. We recall that the only parameters in our
calculations are those describing the hopping integrals and
the effective Coulomb interaction; they are the output of ab
initio calculations specifically designed for the geometry of
the system in question.

The calculated spectral linewidths agree nicely with those
extracted from the experimental results for small and interme-
diate wave vectors. When plotted vs the spin wave energy
then the agreement is nearly perfect for wave vectors up
to q‖ = 0.88 Å, the largest wave vector for which we have
attempted to deduct a FWHM from the experimental data
(Fig. 11). In both cases the data are fit by a linear relation
between the FWHM and the spin wave peak energy with the
slope of 0.43. The only difference is a minor offset on the
energy scale. This difference may be not significant, because
of experimental errors in the determination of the FWHM at
low energies.

The roughly linear relationship between linewidth and spin
wave energy can be understood as follows: The lifetime of
a spin wave with energy h̄ω is inversely proportional to the
density of Stoner excitations at h̄ω (Landau damping), which
is given by the spectral density associated with the mean-field
transverse susceptibility. It has been shown12 that this spectral

FIG. 11. Full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the spin wave
peak vs the spin wave energy. Solid squares are the experimental data
from Fig. 9, the open circles are from theory. When fitted to a linear
relation the theoretical results follow the same slope. See text for
further discussion.

density is proportional to an integral over the interval (EF −
h̄ω,EF ) of a product of single-particle Green functions. Since
h̄ω is typically much smaller than the electronic bandwidth,
the integrand is approximately constant over the integration
interval and the result is roughly linear in h̄ω. According to
this argument the linear relation between linewidth and energy
should display zero linewidth for zero spin wave energy while
the linewidth in Fig. 11 actually approaches zero for a finite
spin wave energy. The reason for this is related to the spectrum
of available Stoner excitations h̄ω(q). Inspection of the band
structure of fcc cobalt42 shows that the main channel for
Stoner excitations with q‖ along the [110] direction closes at
a minimum wave vector of qc = 0.25 Å−1, corresponding to a
spin wave energy of 22 meV. This critical qc is shown in Fig. 11
as an arrow pointing to the corresponding spin wave energy.

One of the main difficulties in interpreting spin wave spectra
measured by electron energy loss spectroscopy comes from the
very nature of the probe: The electron beam penetrates a few
atomic layers close to the surface of the magnetic film and
interacts in a complicated fashion with the magnetization of
these layers. A complete calculation of the spectra would re-
quire detailed multiple scattering calculations combined with
a spectral function that is not quite the same as the transverse
susceptibility described by Eq. (18). Also details of the surface
potential enter critically into such calculations since the energy
of the probing electron is small.43 Here, we merely make a
crude attempt at describing the contribution of deeper layers
to the calculated spin wave spectra. We assume that the electron
beam penetrates the magnetic film with an exponentially
decaying intensity, characterized by a decay length λdec, and
no phase shift. The resulting spectral density is given by

AMS(ω) = − 1
π

Im
∑

l,l′

e
− (l+l′)d

λdec χ+−
ll′ (ω; $q||), (20)

where d is the interlayer distance. The layer indices l, l′

run from 0 to 7, 0 being the surface layer. The decay length
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