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We study nonequilibrium spin dynamics in differentially rotating systems, deriving an effective
Hamiltonian for conduction electrons in the comoving frame. In contrast to conventional spin current
generation mechanisms that require vorticity, our theory describes spins and spin currents arising
from differentially rotating systems regardless of vorticity. We demonstrate the generation of spin
currents in differentially rotating systems, such as liquid metals with Taylor-Couette flow. Our
alternative mechanism will be important in the development of nanomechanical spin devices.

Introduction.— Generating and controlling spin cur-
rents is a key challenge in spintronics [I]. Recent ad-
vancements of nanofabrication have enabled us to utilize
mechanical motions in materials for spin transport [2-
18]. In particular, the gyromagnetic effect [I9-21], the
conversion of mechanical angular momentum to electron
spin, is increasingly significant in this context. Since Bar-
nett, Einstein, and de Haas discovered [19H21], the gy-
romagnetic effect has been observed across a vast range
of rotational speeds from a few Hz to 1022 Hz in both
magnetic and non-magnetic materials [22H34]. More-
over, this effect defies the constraints of spin-orbit in-
teraction strength to generate spin current [35H40]. A
prime example of the spin-orbit free mechanism relying
on the gyromagnetic effect is the generation of spin cur-
rents in Cu thin films [36], conventionally considered un-
suitable due to weak spin-orbit interactions, using non-
uniform rotations in surface acoustic waves. This rev-
elation opens new avenues in material selection for mi-
cro/nanomechanical spin devices.

Traditionally, spin density in steady rigid body ro-
tation is generated through the spin-rotation coupling
H,, = —s -, where s is spin and (2 is angular veloc-
ity [41], known as the Barnett effect [I9]. If this inter-
action can be localized, spin density gradient and spin
current via diffusion may result. Previously, such ‘lo-
calization’ was embodied by the spin-vorticity coupling
Hg, = —s-w, in which the rigid angular velocity €2 is pro-
moted to the vorticity w = (1/2)V xw of the velocity field
v of the lattice. Here, a coupling with differential rotation
Q(r) = r x v/r? provides another way to localize the in-
teraction, though it has been overlooked in conventional
theories. This new coupling enables spin current genera-
tion in systems with non-uniform rotational motion but
without vorticity, and it may expand our understanding
of spin transport driven by non-uniform rotation.

In this study, we investigate the non-equilibrium spin

dynamics in differentially rotating systems within a mi-
croscopic theory. By mapping into a comoving frame, we
construct an effective Hamiltonian for conduction elec-
trons in these systems, demonstrating the emergence of
effective gauge fields. Furthermore, we derive micro-
scopic expressions for the spin density and spin current
of conduction electrons driven by these emergent gauge
fields. By applying this to a liquid metal and a non-
magnetic metallic cantilever as examples of differentially
rotating systems, we estimate the concrete amount of the
spin current. In particular, we show that even in cases
such as Taylor-Couette flow where the vorticity-gradient
is zero, spin currents can be generated due to the differ-
ential rotation. Consequently, we uncover mechanisms
of angular momentum transfer that have not been cap-
tured by traditional frameworks, specifically those involv-
ing temporally and spatially modulated lattices transfer-
ring momentum to conduction electron spins. Our re-
sults will contribute to the rapidly expanding field of
non-equilibrium spin physics in nanomechanical systems.

Emergent Gauge Fields in Comoving Frame.—We con-
sider the free electron system subject to momentum scat-
tering and spin-orbit scattering due to the impurities. In
the inertial laboratory frame the Hamiltonian is given by

~ N h2
H = /d3x¢T(w){—mV2 —er + Vimp (T, 1)
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where 1) () is the electron field operator, ez is the Fermi
energy, o = (0% ,0Y%,0%) are the Pauli matrices, and
Aso Is the strength of the spin-orbit interaction. The
third term represents the impurity scattering and the
fourth term represents the spin-orbit scattering. Here,
Vimp(®:1) = >_,u(x — ri(t)) is the total impurity po-
tential, where u(z — r’(t)) is a single impurity potential
due to the j-th impurity located at the position 7 (t).



It is worth noting that the electrons are subject to the
moving impurities because we suppose the total system
is differentially rotating. To characterize the differen-
tial rotation of the system, we introduce a rotation an-
gle ®(x,t) around the z-axis, which is chosen as a rota-
tion axis. When we take a cylindrical coordinate system,
the coordinate transformation from the laboratory frame
r’ = (r',¢’,2') to the rotating frame r = (r,p, 2z) can
be written as r = 1/, and ¢ = ¢’ — (', 1).
Note that ® is independent of ¢, i.e., d,® = 0 because
of axisymmetry. Supposing ®(x,t) = 0 at an initial time

= 0, the position of the j-th impurity at ¢ is given
by 7(t) = R.[®(r;,t)]r;, where R, denotes rotation
around the z-axis and r; is the position at the initial
time.

Now, we define a generator of the differential rotation
with angle ®(x,t) as

= /d%(b(a;, !t (@) T2 (x), (2)

where J? is the total angular momentum operator acting
on coordinates and spin space as J* = —ihd, + ho* /2.
Note that J* and ®(x,t) are commutative. For an ar-
bitrary state vector in the laboratory frame |¥’(t)), the
state vector in the rotating frame is given by

(o) = exp |1 Qu(0)] V(0. Q

The Schrédinger equation in the laboratory frame,
tho V' (1)) = H'|'(t)), yields

z = 2,

) Oash i —iOush
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where Qp,0 = [ d®z0,®(x, 1)) (z)J*)(z) and Qg com-
mute because of d,® = 0. The Hamiltonian Hr which
governs dynamics in the rotating frame. The density
operator in the rotating frame, p(t), is given by p(t) =
eQe/Npl (t)e~1@e/M wwhere §/(t) is the density operator in
the laboratory frame. The time evolution of 5(t) is deter-
mined by ihd;(t) = [Hr, p(t)]. Assuming that the single
impurity potential u(x) is isotropic and its typical range
a, such that u(x) ~ 0 for |x| > a, is much smaller than
a typical scale of the gradient of the differential rotation,
ie.,, a]V®| <« 1, the Hamiltonian in the rotating frame
can be rewritten as

Hy = /d%ﬁ(m){;n(iw — AJ*)? = AggJF —ep

+Vvimp($) + )\soo- : [V‘/;rnp(m) X (_Zhv - ASJZ)]}rL;(x)a
()

where the time and spatial derivatives of the rotation
angle are denoted by

A pu(x,t) = (th)(w,t),VCIJ(azt)) (u=0,z,y,2). (6)

We call A, ,(xz,t) “emergent gauge field” in this pa-
per. In the rotating frame, the effects of the differ-
ential rotation are represented by the emergent gauge
fields, whereas the impurity potential given by Vinp(x) =
>_; u(z—r;) does not depend on time under the assump-
tion a|V®| < 1.

Setup.—We present the Fourier representation of the
total Hamiltonian in the rotating frame to facilitate cal-
culations: Hp = FIo—i—fme—&—fISO—&—fI’( ), where H”( t) is
the contribution of the emergent gauge field, and we treat
it as a perturbation. The first term HO =>4 ekzbkz/)k
represents the kinetic term, where e, = h%k?/2m — ep
is the kinetic energy, and 1&1c is the Fourier component
of the electron annihilation operator. The second and
third terms describe the momentum scattering and the
spin-orbit scattering due to the impurities, respectwely
These are expressed as Hlmp Zkk, Vi k’wkwk/ and

Hyo = ihXso D popr Vie—ir (k X k') - wkawk/, where V}, de-
notes the Fourier component of the impurity potential
Vimp(x). We assume a short-range impurity potential,
ie., u(x —7r;) = wié(x — r;), where v; is the strength
of the impurity potential defined by u; = [ d3zu(z) in
general. While, the perturbed part, denoted by H’ (t) =
H, + O(L?) with L* = —ihd,, being the orbital angular
momentum, represents the effect of the emergent gauge
fields. The Hamiltonian H, incorporates the electron
spin, given by

H, = Z#’M <k0 5kk/*1 As ko k’>¢k' - As(q)

kk’

‘§(q)As,0(q)a (7)
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where A; 4 is the Fourier component of the emergent
gauge fields, and k41 = k £ g/2 are defined.

To define the spin-current operator, we consider the
temporal modulation of the z-polarized bpln density,
0:8(q) = —iq - jg( )+’7:1, where §(q) = Zkz/)k o @/}k+
is the spin-density operator, and 7:1 describes the spin
torque due to the spin-orbit interaction of the impuri-
ties. The spin-current density operator polarlzed in the
z-direction is defined by ]S( ) = Dok wk, jgk/kwm,
where the matrix elements j, p/x is given by

hA gk
om

(8)

Jsk'k = OkrkVk0” + Ao Vi —iex X (K" — k)] —

where vg, = fik/m is the velocity and e, is the unit vector
in z-direction.

Calculation of Spin Current.—We now compute the
spin current induced by the emergent gauge fields. The
statistical average of the spin density and spin current is



given by
A * de . <
<-7M(qaw)> = T ZTI‘ []su,k’ka+,k/ (6+76*)} )
—o0 ST -
(9)
where €L — € + UJ/2, jsO,k’k: = O'Z(Sk/k, and the

trace is taken for the spin space. Here, the four-
vector ju = (,75) represents the spin density and
spin current operators. The function G:Jﬂk, (e4,€-)
is the lesser component of the nonequilibrium path-
ordered Green function, defined by Ggr/(t,t) =
7i<TK1/A)k+ (t)ij;rc/ (t")), where Tk is a path-ordering op-

erator, ¥(t) = Ut (t)(t)U(t) is the Heisenberg repre-
sentation with U (t) = Texp[—(i/h) fioo Hp(7)dr] and T
being time-ordering operator, and (---) = tr(p---) rep-
resents the expectation value with the density operator

D
Assuming that the characteristic energy scales of the

momentum scattering and the spin-orbit scattering due
to the impurities are much smaller than the Fermi en-
ergy, i.e., nju; < ep and A2A2 kE < 1, we treat them
in the Born approximation. With the uniformly ran-
dom distribution of impurities, we perform the aver-
age of their positions to obtain the retarded/advanced
Green function: g;/a(e) = 1/(e — e £ ihy), where
Iy = mnjudvg (1 + 2h202 k% /3) is the damping constant
calculated with the density of state per spin at Fermi
level vy = mkp/27r2h2. We assume that hy < ep. This
condition is well-satisfied when u;vy < 1.

The spin-current density in linear response to the
emergent gauge fields is expressed as (j,(q,w)) =
K (w)As . (q,w), where K, (w) is the response func-
tion. It is presumed that the time and spatial varia-
tion of the differential rotation are much slower than the
electron mean-free path [ = vp7T and momentum relax-
ation time 7 = 1/27, respectively, i.e., [|[V®| < 1 and
T|0:®| < 1, where vy = hkp/m is the Fermi velocity and
krp = \/2mep/h? is the Fermi wavenumber. In terms of
Fourier space, conditions lg < 1 and 7w < 1 hold. By
including the ladder vertex corrections due to the impu-
rities, and using the relations hvpq/2 < hy < ep and
hw/2 < By < e, the response function is calculated as

ho.
2e2D

. h z T .z s @
+Wﬂzk:”k,urfr[0’ gyo" vk + A))g2 ], (10)

K;U/ ((U) - 5u06V0

where o, = n.e?7/m is the Drude conductivity with n, =
4epvp/3 being the number density of the electrons and
e(> 0) being the elementary charge, and D = v%7/3 is
the diffusion constant. We set v o = 1 and vk ; = hk;/m.
Here, A? describes the three-point vertex corrections, and

gl/a = g;/ia(:lzw/2) are specified. The first term of the

response function represents the spin susceptibility for

the rigid rotation [42], known as the Barnett effect.
Performing straightforward calculation, we derive the

rotation-induced spin density and spin current:

ho. 71

<§(q’w>> = _iw2e2D Dq2

2 d(q,w), (11
L algw), ()
ho. 71
wle _Ts  jad(qw), (12

262Dq2—iw+73_1q (g.) (12)

(Is(q,w)) =i
where 7, = 97/8h%A\2 k% is the spin-relaxation time.
Combining these results in the real space, we obtain
Fick’s law, js = —DVs. This implies that our spin cur-
rent is a diffusive flow produced by the gradient of the
spin density, in which the impurity scattering governs the
diffusion.

Now, we focus on long-term dynamics such that time
scales are longer than the period of the rotation, w < €.
If the spin relaxation is much faster than typical scales
of the angular velocity and the spatial variation of the
differential rotation, i.e., Dg*,w < Q < 7,7t which is
well-satisfied in metals, the rotation-induced spin current
reduces to the following form in the real space:

ho.

Js(z,t) = —@V@@(w,t). (13)

In addition, the rotation-induced spin density reduces to

ho.

s(@.t) = 2e2D

P (x,t), (14)

which is the Barnett effect generalized to differential rota-
tions. The susceptibility given by ho./2e?D is identical
to that of the Barnett effect for rigid rotations. These
results suggest that the spin density and current are po-
larized along the rotation axis and the spin current is
driven in the direction of the spatial gradient of the an-
gular velocity. By contrast, if the spin relaxation is so
slow that 7,71 < w < Q, the spin density as well as
the spin current vanish, which implies that the spin
relaxation is necessary to generate the spin current and
spin density. Despite this fact, the magnitude of the spin
current is independent of the spin relaxation time.
The absence of 7, from the long-term dynamics of the
spin density and the spin current is explained as follows.
In the response function , the first term that orig-
inates from the spin-rotation coupling A, ¢.J? in is
principal, while the other terms including the spin-orbit
coupling are suppressed by 75w < 1. This means that
the spin density is determined only by the susceptibility
of the Barnett effect and the angular velocity. The gradi-
ent of this spin density produces the spin current due to
the diffusion caused by the impurity scattering, as shown.
Thus, the spin density and current are independent of 5.
The spin-orbit interaction contributes only to the tran-
sient process that is necessary to drive the system to the
final steady state, but it does not contribute to long-term



dynamics. Indeed, for w = Q, and provide the
following spin transport equation:

S S ho

which describes the transient process with a time-scale
w ~ 771, We expect to obtain similar diffusive spin cur-
rents as long as there are not only the spin-orbit interac-
tions as presented here but also other interactions that
can produce transient processes satisfying Q < 77! <
1L

Taylor-Couette Flow.—As an explicit example, let us
consider a two-dimensional steady flow with concentric
circular streamlines. In this case, the flow velocity is
parallel to the o-direction, v = (0, vy, 0), satisfying the
following Navier-Stokes equation: 02v, + (9,v,)/1 —
v,/r? = 0. The general solution is v, = ¢1/r 4 cor with
integration constants c¢; and ¢y determined by boundary
conditions. The first term represents irrotational flow,
while the second term represents rigid-rotation flow. We
consider the two infinitely long coaxial cylinders of radii
r1 and ro (re > r1), and the inner and outer cylinders are
rotating at constant angular velocities 2; and (25, respec-
tively. Under these boundary conditions, v, (r1) = r1{}
and v, (r2) = r2fds, the constants are obtained as ¢; =
(21— Qa)r2r3/(r3—12) and ¢z = (Qor3 —Qur2) /(13 —12).
This concentric steady flow, known as the Taylor-Couette
flow [43], induces the steady differential rotation with an-
gular velocity Q(r) = ¢1 /r?+cs, leading to the generation
of spin current (see Fig. [[(a)):

hO’c T‘%T‘% Ql_QQ

2 2 _ 2 3
e” T3 L r

Jjs(r) =e, , (16)

where e, being the unit vector in the r-direction. No-
tably, since the vorticity in this system is constant,
V X v = 2ce,, the conventional spin currents owing
to the spin-vorticity coupling, which require the vorticity
gradient [35], 44] or time-dependent vorticity [45], do not
appear. On the other hand, our theory predicts the gen-
eration of spin current even in vorticity-free cases co = 0.
To estimate the magnitude of the spin current, we as-
sume that the radii of the two cylinders are much larger
than the gap between them d = ro — 71, i.e., 1,72 > d,
and only the outer cylinder is rotating, €3 = 0 and
Qo # 0, for simplicity. Under this assumption, the spin
current is approximated as j; = ho.$s/2e2d. We con-
sider (Ga,In)Sn as the fluid with the electric conductiv-
ity o, = 3.26 x 105(Q - m)~! [38]. Set d ~ lum and
Qs ~ 10%kHz, the magnitude of the spin current in charge
current units is estimated as ejs ~ 1.07 x 102A-m~2.
Torsional Oscillation of Cantilever—As another ex-
ample, we focus on the torsional oscillation of a can-
tilever, wherein one of the ends is securely fixed while
external forces are exerted on the opposite end. These
forces induce only a twisting motion in the cantilever, not

jﬁfﬂ (Z)

I
th

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration showing the generation of spin
current due to (a) the Taylor-Couette flow in a liquid metal
and (b) torsional motion of a cantilever.

bending or other deformations. In this case, the angu-
lar velocity of the system varies along the rotation axis
rather than the radial direction. The distortion angle
©(z,t) of the cantilever dictates the subsequent equation
of motion: C9?¢ = p,, 10%p, where C is the torsional
rigidity, p,, is the mass density, and I is the moment of
inertia of the cross-section about its center of mass. By
solving the equation of motion under the boundary con-
ditions ¢(0,¢) = 0 and 9,¢(l,t) = 0 and considering the
initial conditions ¢(I,0) = ¢ and drp(z,0) = 0, we de-
rive the solution as ¢, (z,t) = g sin k, 2z cosw,t, where
kn, = (2n — 1)7/2l and w,, = vk, with the integer n > 1
and the velocity v = 1/C/p.,, 1. The spin current, driven
by the n-th torsional oscillation of cantilever, flows along
the z-direction as given by (see Fig. [[b))

hocpov
2e2

Jsn(z,t) =€, k2 cos k2 sin wpt. (17)
The mechanism under investigation in this study rep-
resents a universal phenomenon, irrespective of material
choice, and fundamentally distinct from the previous the-
ory [46] that focus solely on magnetic materials.

Finally, we estimate the magnitude of the spin cur-
rent driven by the torsional oscillation. For a plate-
shaped cantilever with width a, thickness b and length
[, the quantities C' and I are calculated as C' ~ pab3/3
and I ~ a3b/12 (a > b) with Lamé constant pu. The
magnitude of the total spin current in charge current
units is denoted by J, = eabjs(0,0), while that at-
tributed to the first torsional oscillation mode is given
by Ji = (w2ho.po/4e)(b/1)%\/ 1) pm. We consider that
the cantilever is composed of copper with weak spin-
orbit interaction. By using the charge conductivity o. =
6.45x107 Q" 'm~!, the Lamé constant ; = 48.3 GHz and
the mass density p,, = 8.96 x 103 kg/m?, the total spin
current is estimated as J; ~ 0.15 uA for ¢y ~ 0.01 and
b/l =1/4.

Conclusion and discussion.— We studied non-
equilibrium spin dynamics in differentially rotating sys-
tems within a microscopic theory. We obtained a Hamil-
tonian with emergent gauge fields by using a mapping to
the comoving frame of the differential rotation. We esti-
mated the spin currents generated by differential rotation
in a liquid metal and a non-magnetic metallic nanome-



chanical system for experimental reference. Our mech-
anism produces spin currents even in vorticity-free sys-
tems. Hence, this mechanism of spin current generation
is novel and distinct from the known mechanisms based
on the spin-vorticity coupling.

Distinctions between our mechanism and those pro-
posed in other literature [35], 44], 45] can be summarized
as follows. In terms of spin transport equations, the
source terms that violate the conservation of the spin
density differ in the mechanisms. The spin current is
proportional to the spatial gradient of these source terms.
For our case, the spin transport equation is given in
and the source term is proportional to 2, the angular
velocity of the orbital rotation around a fixed axis. On
the other hand, the source term given in [45] and those in
[35L [44] are proportional to 9;& and @, respectively, where
w is the vorticity. These distinctions can be detected ex-
perimentally. In an irrotational flow, the vorticity is zero,
preventing the spin current generation due to the spin-
vorticity coupling. Creating an irrotational flow akin to
a differentially rotating system allows us to detect spin
currents specific to our mechanism. One may achieve
such flow in the Taylor-Couette flow by taking appropri-
ate boundary conditions that realize co = 0 with ¢; # 0.
Furthermore, we can distinguish the mechanisms even in
the case of ¢ # 0. Since the vorticity in this system is
uniform and time-independent, neither the source term
in [45] nor that in [35, @4] can contribute to the spin
current. As a result, the Taylor-Couette flow can gen-
erate the spin current in our mechanism but not in the
other ones. Exploring these experiments would be highly
valuable.

We have comments on possible pictures that come from
. If we interpret A, o = 0;® as a “chemical potential”
for the spin density, suggests that the diffusive spin
current is produced as a result of the position-dependent
“chemical potential” for the spin density. Also, rewriting
(13) as js(x,t)/n. = [—(h/2)VO,P]T/m, we may inter-
pret that a “thermodynamic force” —(h/2)V9,® is act-
ing on the electrons depending on their spin, since 7/m
is the mobility of the electron and j4(x,t)/n. can be un-
derstood as the mean velocity of the electrons. These
interpretations should be further refined by future stud-
ies.
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TRANSFORMATION TO DIFFERENTIALLY ROTATING FRAME

By using the total angular momentum operator acting on coordinates and spin space,

h
JP=—ih(@ x V). @1 +1@ So°,, (18)
we define the following operator:
N /dgx‘l’(m,t)W(m)J%(w), (19)

which is a generator of the differential rotation with angle ®(x, t) around the z-axis. Note that we assume the rotation
angle is axisymmetric, i.e., 9®/9¢ = 0. The canonical commutation relation {t(x),(y)} = §(x — y) yields

[Qa(1), b (@)] = —®(m, )T (x), [Qu(t), d(x)] = D(a, t)(J*d(x))". (20)
We have
E 9 7 _1' A __—i®(x,t)J* /B,
exp [ 100(0)| G(@)exp | -1 Qa(0)] =¥ M (a) o
_ e—i@(m,t)az/2¢(wl) (m/ = e—(b(a:,t)(wXV)zm).
Note that it can be explicitly written in matrix form as
cosp —sing 0
e 2@D@XV) g — REVB(x,t)]x, R.(p) = |sing cosp 0 (22)
0 0 1
The free part of the Hamiltonian (namely, the kinetic term) transforms as
. . Pl A .
¢iQu/h fr—iQa/h _ f 4 L / d,\eMQ¢/ﬁ[Q o, HoJe=iAQu/h
b Jo
=Ho+ - [Qqn Hy) - 2h2 [Qa, [Qa, Hol] — 3'h3 [Qqn [Qa, [Qa, Holl] + (23)
= i/d%[—mvw(m) — VO(z,t) L) [~ihVi(z) — VO(x,t) ]9 ()],
where we have used the following equations:
A A 2 ~ ~
Qo o] = 5 [ PaV(e,0)- [(-iVi(@) L) + (Li(@) (-iVi)] (24)
A A . k2 o R
[Qe, [Qa, Hol] = —E/dgwlvfb(mat)lz(sz/f(m))TJz?ﬁ(fv)a (25)
[Q‘I’? [Q@a [Q‘I’7 ]:]0]]] =0. (26)
The impurity potential part is
@ | [ Bt @il ()| @ = [ @il @)y )i )
_ Z/d?’wa (e — v (O)0(') () (t) = Ra[®(r), £)]r))
(27)

=52 [ iR oG, 0 Rl
:Z/d?)xz/ﬁ(w) u(x — ;) /dSW/JT Vimp (@ )@( )



(a) KW(W) = Uk, (e

(b) oA} (q) = Uk =

FIG. 2. The diagrams representing the (a) response functions and the (b) three-point vertices. The black circles represent the
vertices and the shaded region represents the ladder vertex corrections. The dotted lines represent the impurity potential and
the crosses represent the impurities.

where we have changed a variable of integration as @ — R.[®(x, )] in the third line. Because we assume that a
single impurity potential u(x) is isotropic and has compact support in |z| < a, we have
UW(RL[P(x, t)]x — R [®(r),t)|r;) = u(x — R[®(r),t) — D(x, t)|r;) ~ u(x —7;) (28)

for |z —rj| < a < 1/|V®|. In a similar manner, the spin-orbit interaction part is

imp

ei@a/h [/\SO / Brdi(z)o - [VVL (1) x (—ihV)]d(z)| e Qe/h
(29)
= e / Bt (@)o - [VVimp() X (—ihV — VO(x, t).J*) ) ().

DEFINITION OF SPIN CURRENT OPERATOR

In this section, we define the spin-current density operator through the continuum equation with respect to the
spin density. The z-polarized spin density operator is defined by

S(x) = 1 (@)™ (). (30)
The time derivative of the z-polarized spin density operator in the Heisenberg representation is given by
d . - .
&s(w,t) ==V g5z, t) + T (x,1). (31)

The first term is the divergence of the spin-current density:

ho*
2im

jula) = ' (a)|

A .
¥V e, x VV - QmAs} b(@). (32)

The second term represents the spin torque due to the impurity spin-orbit interaction:

T(x) = —%ASOW(m) [azez X (VV X ?V)]w(m). (33)

CALCULATION OF SPIN DENSITY AND SPIN CURRENT DENSITY

In this section, we demonstrate the calculation of the spin density and spin-current density driven by the differential
rotation in linear response to the emergent gauge fields. The response functions of spin density and spin-current density
corresponding to the diagrams shown in Fig. (a) are expressed as

ho.

Ky (w) = 0400005 375

. h .
+ zwﬂ ; U, utr[o® gl o® (v, + A})g2], (34)



where the three-point vertices A} are shown in Fig. b). Up to the second order in the wavenumber g and frequency
w, the response functions are calculated as

Koo(w) = 22327 + iw% [1 + Ag} fo= 22(27;7 Dquqtuﬁ; r (35)
Roglo) =g [+ 83] 1y = i oo (30
Kio(w) = iw%[i [1 + Ag} = —iw Z; Dq2_’fw+T1 (37)
Kij(w) = iw% [Jij + IiAj} - iw% <6ij - Lﬁ:ﬁu—l) : (38)

where the Latin indices represent the spacial directions, i.e., ¢ = x,y, z. Here, the integrations I, are defined by

Iul/ = ka,uvk,l/g:—ga—a (39)
k
and given by
Io = Ioo = 52 [1 = 7(Dg’ — iw)} (40)
Y
. Tl
I; = Ijp = Iy = —Dig;——, (41)
hry
2
VE T ) 3.9 6
L = ?H [5,;]- + 04T (zw - qu ) - 57'inij| . (42)
Note that the response functions satisfy the following identities:
ho. 71 ho 71
—iwkK, iq; Ko; = —i 2 . —iwKig +igi Ky = iw—s ——— % ig;. 43
w00 + ;o “9e2D Dq? —iw+ 715 wwhkio 145 %45 “Woe2 Dqg? —iw—i—T;llq (43)
The spin density is given by
(3(q,w)) = KooAs,o + KojAs
ho. 71 ho. iq;
= ¢ l AS e ") (s AS,_',AS
22D D — i+ 700 262 D g gt A T A0)
ho. !
= Ts - (—iwd). (44)

2e2D Dq? —iw + 75
The spin-current density is given by

(s.i(@,w)) = KigAs o + KijAs

ho, 71
o2 D — w1
. ho 1 ) ) . ho. 1Dq; ) ,
e (—iwAs; —igA — U (g A, — g As
T 00 D i g T A T As0) iy e et (i i As)
hoe 1 .
=w——————1q; . 45
2e2 Dg? —iw + 715+ 4 (45)

We note that (A0, As;) = (—iw®,ig; D).

Ladder vertex corrections

In this section, we calculate ladder vertex corrections due to the impurity scattering and spin-orbit scattering. First,
we define the elementary vertex f,; shown in Fig. a) corresponding to the coupling to the single impurity:

fab = 0ap + ih)\so(k X kl) " Oab, (46)
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(2) (b) *

X
I(q) = = x +
fab ¢

FIG. 3. (a) The elementary vertex due to the single impurity. (b) The four-point vertex in the ladder approximation.

where the Latin indices a, b describe the spin space. The proper four-point vertex I'’ shown in the first term on the
right-hand side of Fig. [3|(b) is calculated as

h 1
ng,cd = nzu? <fadfcb>FS = <705ad60b + 57500ad acb) ) (47)
Vo 3

where (- - - )ps means averaging over at the Fermi surface, firyg = mn;u?vy is the damping due to the impurity scattering,

and 5o = h*A2 kE70 is the damping due to the spin-orbit scattering. The four-point vertex shown in Fig. b) is
determined by the following Dyson equation:

Cab,ca(q) = ng,cd + ng,efIO(‘I)Ffe,cd(Q)

= Fc(q)(sabécd + Fs(q)aab * Ocdy (48)
where a, ..., f are the spin indices, and
h 1
I'.(q) = —, 4
(a) AmvgT2 Dg? — iw (49)
h 1-Z
Ls(q) : (50)

AT D@2 — w4 T b

Therefore, the three-point vertices A? are calculated by

oapr (@) = 0g.Lab.ca(@) 1y, (51)
and given by
1
Ag = - 17 52
0(a) 7(Dg? —iw + 75 ) (52)
Digq;
Aj(q) = 4 (53)

_T(Dq2 — W —|—Ts_1).
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