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The spin current model of electric polarization of multiferroics is justified via the quantum hy-
drodynamic method and the mean-field part of the spin-orbit interaction. The spin current model
is applied to derive the electric polarization proportional to the scalar product of the spins of the
near by ions, which appears to be caused by the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction. Symmetric
tensor spin structure of the polarization is discussed as well. We start our derivations for the fer-
romagnetic multiferroic materials and present the further generalization for the antiferromagnetic
multiferroic materials. We rederive the operator of the electric dipole moment, which provides the
macroscopic polarization obtained via the spin current model. Finally, we use the quantum average
of the found electric dipole moment operator in order to derive the polarization evolution equation
for the antiferromagnetic multiferroic materials. Possibility of spiral spin structures is analyzed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equation happens to be
highly effective method of the theoretical study of the
macroscopic processes of the magnetization evolution in
the magnetically ordered materials. However, if we dial
with the multiferroic materials it requires equation for
the polarization evolution. Therefore, the problem of
derivation of the polarization evolution equation is for-
mulated [1], [2]. There are three mechanisms of the po-
larization formation in the II-type multiferroics [3]. Two
of them are considered in Refs. [1], [2] for the ferro-
magnetic multiferroics. Here, we consider the polariza-
tion evolution equation for the antiferromagnetic multi-
ferroics, where the electric polarization is proportional to
the scalar product of the spins of the neighboring ions.

Another subject of the study of multiferroics is their
classification. Fig. 2 of Ref. [3] gives an illustration
of classification of the mechanisms of ferroelectricity of
spin origin. Particularly, there is Inverse Dzylaoshinskii-
Moriya model associated with the spin current, which is
also called the spin current model. In this paper, we are
focused on the analytical justification of the spin current
model, which basically states that the polarization is pro-
portional to the spin-current Pα ∼ εαβγJβγ , where Pα

is the polarization, εαβγ is the three-dimensional Levi-
Civita symbol, Jβγ is the spin current tensor. We show
that it cab be derived with no relation to particular mech-
anism of the polarization formation. Further application
of the spin current caused by different mechanisms leads
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to the electric dipole moment proportional to the scalar
product of the spins, or the electric dipole moment pro-
portional to the vector product of the spins. Presented
here analytical derivation of polarization (its macroscopic
form and corresponding microscopic electric dipole mo-
ment) allows less freedom in interpretation of physical
mechanisms leading to the polarization formation.

Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equation contains a number
of terms representing major phenomena existing in the
magnetically ordered materials. One of major interac-
tions in the ferromagnetic materials is the exchange in-
teraction, which is modeled by the Heisenberg Hamilto-
nian. Multiferroic materials are the magnetically ordered
materials so similar mechanisms can affect the dynamics
of polarization in the multiferroic materials. Especially
it is related to the II-type multiferroics, where magnetic
and dielectric phenomena are deeply related, in contrast
to the I-type multiferroics, where magnetic and dielec-
tric phenomena are coexisting. Therefore, we consider
the role of the exchange interaction in the evolution of
polarization in the regime, where the electric dipole mo-
ment proportional to the scalar product of the spins.

the many-particle quantum hydrodynamic method

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II mi-
croscopic derivation of the spin evolution equation for
the antiferromagnetic materials is developed within the
many-particle quantum hydrodynamic method. In Sec.
III the approximate form of the polarization is considered
for ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic multiferroics, if
the electric dipole moment is proportional to the scalar
product of the spins. In Sec. IV the spin current model
is derived from the momentum balance equation with the
spin-orbit interaction. Furthermore, in Sec. IV, the spin-
current caused by Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction is
presented in order to obtain corresponding polarization.
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In Sec. V the polarization evolution equation is derived
as the evolution of the quantum average of operator of
the electric dipole moment under influence of the Zee-
man energy and the Coulomb exchange interaction both
for ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic multiferroics. In
Sec. VI the equilibrium solutions for the obtained model
of multiferroics are discussed including the spiral struc-
tures. In Sec. VII a brief summary of obtained results is
presented.

II. THE SPIN EVOLUTION EQUATION FOR

THE ANTIFERROMAGNETIC MATERIAL: THE

MICROSCOPIC BASED DERIVATION WITH

THE EXCHANGE INTERACTION

If we consider the spin evolution equation in the ferro-
magnetic materials with primarily exchange interaction
we find ∂tS = (1/6)gu[S,△S], where gu =

∫

ξ2U(ξ)d3ξ.

Firstly, it is based on the Heisenberg Hamiltonian Ĥ =

− 1
2

∑N
i=1

∑N
j=1,j 6=i U1(rij)(ŝi ·ŝj). Function U1(rij) is the

exchange integral. It depends on the distance between
interaction particles. In combination with the spin op-
erators it gives an effective potential energy. Function
U1(rij) drops at the distance larger average interparti-
cle distance. So, it includes the interaction of neibouring
atoms or ions. It can include the interaction of the atoms
separated by an atom, but in does not include influence
of atoms located at the further distances.
In order to get the systematic derivation of the spin

evolution equation we need to define the spin density of
the system. For the quantum systems it is defined as the
quantum average of the spin operator ŝi

S(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i

δ(r− ri)(ŝiΨ(R, t))dR, (1)

where i is the number of atoms. The spin operators obey
the commutation relation

[ŝαi , ŝ
β
j ] = ıh̄δijε

αβγ ŝγi , (2)

where α, β, γ are the tensor indexes, so each of them
is equal to x, y, z, summation on the repeating Greek
symbol is assumed, ı is the imaginary unit, δij is the
three-dimensional Kronecker symbol, εαβγ is the three-
dimensional Levi-Civita symbol.
We consider systems of atoms or ions. Hence, we deal

with structured objects or particles. There is exchange
interaction of valence electrons in each ion. It gives con-
tribution in the properties in the ion as the particle under
consideration. However, there is short-range correlation
between neighboring ions due to the exchange interac-
tion of valence electrons belonging to different ions. This
interaction is included in the model presented below via
the Heisenberg Hamiltonian.
Evolution of the wave function of system of ions is

described by the Pauli equation

ıh̄∂tΨ(R, t) = ĤΨ(R, t). (3)

In this paper we mostly focused on the evolution of spin
density and polarization under influence of the Zeeman
energy and the Coulomb exchange interaction

Ĥ = −

N
∑

i=1

µ̂i ·Bi −
1

2

N
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1,j 6=i

U(rij)(ŝi · ŝj), (4)

h̄ is the Planck constant, N number of atoms/ions in
the system, Ψ(R, t) many-particle wave function of the
system, R = {r1, ..., rN}, Bi is the magnetic field, act-
ing on i-th atom, µ̂i magnetic moment operator, which
is proportional to the spin operator µ̂i = γiŝi with the
gyromagnetic ratio γi, Uij = U(ri − rj) is the exchange
integral of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian as the function of
the interparticle distance, (the exchange integral). Let
us repeat that N is the full number of atoms under con-
sideration. It can be considered as the sum of numbers
of particles in each of two species of the magnetic atoms
N = NA + NB. Formally, we have interaction between
all pairs of atoms in the system in the second term of
Hamiltonian (4), but the short range of function U(rij)
leads to the contribution of the neighboring atoms only.
If we consider two subsystems for the antiferromag-

netic material, we need to define the spin density for
each subsystem

Ss(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i∈s

δ(r− ri)(ŝiΨ(R, t))dR, (5)

where index s refer to the number of the species of atoms,
or, in the simples case, it can be atoms of the same isotop
with opposite spin projection. We focus on the system
of two subspecies s = A and s = B.
Next, we consider the spin evolution equation. The

time derivative acts on the wave function, while the time
derivative of the wave function is replaced with Hamilto-
nian in accordance with the Pauli equation

∂tSs(r, t) =
ı

h̄

∫

∑

i∈s

δ(r− ri)Ψ
†(R, t)[Ĥ, ŝi]Ψ(R, t)dR.

(6)
The partial contribution in the spin evolution equation

from the Zeeman energy −
∑N

i=1 µ̂i · Bi in Hamiltonian

(4) leads to ∂tSs =
2µ
h̄
[Ss,B]. If we consider the interac-

tion of the nearest neighbors, which corresponds to the
interaction of the different subspecies we find the follow-
ing contribution of the second term of Hamiltonian (4)
in the spin evolution equation

∂tSs = g0u,AB[Ss,Ss′ 6=s] +
1

6
gu,AB[Ss,△Ss′ 6=s]. (7)

If we consider the interaction second row neighbours,
which corresponds to the interaction of atoms of the same
species we find

∂tSs =
1

6
gu[Ss,△Ss]. (8)
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If we consider antiferromagnetic material composed of
atoms of the same species, we have same form of poten-
tial of interaction atoms of same subspecies and toms
of different subspecies. However, signs of the poten-
tials are different since the antiferromagnetic order cor-
responds to the negative exchange integral gu,AB < 0
while atoms with the same spin direction have positive
exchange integral gu > 0. So we can assume the follow-
ing relation of the interaction constants gu,AB = −gu.
Similarly, we have relation for the zeroth order constant
g0u,AB = −g0u. It allows co combine equations (7) and
(8) in order to get the spin evolution equation under the
exchange interaction of two subspecies

∂tSs =
2µ

h̄
[Ss,B]− g0u[Ss,Ss′ 6=s]

+
1

6
gu[Ss,△(Ss − Ss′ 6=s)]. (9)

It is well-known that the modeling of the antiferromag-
netic materials includes superpositions of the partial
magnetizations [4], in our case spin densities. Hence,
we introduce Σ = SA + SB and L = SA − SB . In liter-
ature, L is used for the difference of the magnetizations
[4], hopefully it would not confused readers. It leads to
the following equations

∂tΣ =
2µ

h̄
[Σ,B] +

1

6
gu[L,△L], (10)

and

∂tL =
2µ

h̄
[L,B] +

1

6
gu[Σ,△L] + g0u,AB[L,Σ], (11)

where we used simple representation [SA,SB] = [SA −
SB,SB] = [SA − SB,SA + SB − SA] = [L,Σ] −[SA −
SB,SA] = [L,Σ] −[SA,SB]. So, we get 2[SA,SB]=
[L,Σ]. Here we have | SA |≈| SB |, and SA ≈ −SB.
So, the sum of partial spin densities Σ = SA + SB

is a small value in the antiferromagnetic material, and
| L |≈ 2 | SA |≈ 2 | SB |.
Equation (10) is obtained for a small vector |Σ| ≪ |L|.

The first (second) term on the right-hand side is propor-
tional to the small vector Σ (to the small combination
of parameters gu△L). In equation (11) we see the first
term with no small parameters, the third term contain-
ing the small vector Σ, and the second term containing
the product of the small parameters Σ and gu△L. So,
the second term can be dropped in further applications.
Equations (10) and (11) are well-known for the antifer-

romagnetic materials [4]. However, our derivation allows
to establish the explicit form of coefficients in this equa-
tion in relation to the microscopic nature of the inter-
action entering the Pauli equation (4). Our major goal
in this paper in the derivation of the polarization evolu-
tion equation for the multiferroic materials. However, the
derivation of equations (10) and (11) shows usefulness of
our method of derivation of the macroscopic equations

from the microscopic theory. Details of the derivation
are not considered here, but the method of derivation
can be found in Ref. [2] and [5]. This work on the mi-
croscopic justification of the macroscopic equations for
the magnetization and polarization is a part of interdis-
ciplinary field, where similar justifications are made for
the classical and quantum systems [5], [6], [7], [8], [9].

III. MICROSCOPIC DEFINITION OF THE

MACROSCOPIC POLARIZATION IN THE

EXCHANGE STRICTION MODEL

Electric dipole moment related to a pair of neighboring
magnetic ions in the exchange striction regime is propor-
tional to the scalar product of spins of these ions [3]

di ∼ Π(si · si+1). (12)

The nonmagnetic ions contributing in the dipole moment
are not considered explicitly in this equation. Equation
(12) is useful to analyze a linear structure. Hence, we
make representation to the electric dipole moment of two
ions

dαij = Πα
ij(rij)(si · sj), (13)

where rij =| ri − rj | is the interparticle distance, and
dependence of vector function Πα

ij(rij) ensures that the
nearest neighbors give contribution in dipole moment dαij .
We develop the quantum theory of multiferroics so we

need to make transition to the operator form of the elec-
tric dipole moment via the consideration of the spin oper-

ators d̂αij = Πα
ij(ŝi · ŝj). Considering all nearest neighbors

of i-th atom/ion we get the full electric dipole moment
related to this atom

d̂αi =
∑

j 6=i

Πα
ij(rij)(ŝi · ŝj). (14)

We can use operator of the electric dipole moment (14)
in order to find approximate representation via the spin
density, which can be an analog of the M. Mostovoy [12],
but for different physical regime. Therefore, we present

the quantum average of operator d̂i, which gives the
macroscopic polarization

P(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i

δ(r− ri)(d̂iΨ(R, t))dR. (15)

Substituting of operator (14) in the polarization defi-
nition (15) and account of the formation of the electric
dipole moment by the nearest neighbors allows to get re-
quired approximate form of the polarization. We need
explicitly introduce the interparticle distance in all func-
tions in definition (15) as follows ri = Rij + (1/2)rij ,
and rj = Rij − (1/2)rij , where Rij = (ri + rj)/2, and
rij = ri − rj . This substitution includes the arguments
of the wave function Ψ(R, t) = Ψ(..., ri, ..., rj , ..., t).
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A. The polarization of the ferromagnetic

multiferroics

In this paper, we mostly focused on the antiferromag-
netic materials. However, for comparison, it can be useful
to obtain the polarization of the ferromagnetic multifer-
roics in the ”exchange striction” regime [3]. We use equa-
tion (15) with operator of the electric dipole moment (14)
and make expansion on the interparticle distance (some
details of the method are described in Ref. [2]). It allows
us to get approximate expression of the polarization (15)
in terms of the spin density:

Pα = gα0ΠS
2 +

1

6
gαΠ(S · △S), (16)

where gα0Π =
∫

Πα(r)dr, and gα(Π) =
∫

ξ2Πα(ξ)dξ. Equa-

tion (16) can be also represented in the following form
Pα = gα0ΠS

2 + 1
3

1
22 g

α
Π[△S2 − 2(∂µS

ν)(∂µS
ν)].

Equation (16) is the result of expansion on the relative
distance. We included three terms of expansion. The
first and major term is proportional to gα0Π. The second
term is equal to zero. The third term is proportional to
gα(Π) appears as a correction.

B. The polarization of the antiferromagnetic

multiferroics

Formation of dipole (12) happens due to the presence
of the nonmagnetic ion with the opposite charge between
ions i and i + 1. If we consider the antiferromagnetic
material we find the alternation of the ”spin-up” and
”spin-down” ions. So, if ion i is ”spin-up” then ion i+ 1
is ”spin-down”. It shows that if we consider a line of
magnetic ions, we have the nonmagnetic ion after each
magnetic ion. It has no relation to the spin direction
of the magnetic ion. Hence, the effective dipole moment
(14) can be associated with each magnetic ion (”spin-up”
or ”spin-down”)

d̂αi∈s =
∑

j∈s′

Πα
ij(rij)(ŝi · ŝj), (17)

where index s or s′ refers to subsystem of spin-up or
spin-down ions. Moreover, s and s′ refers to different
subsystems. It leads to the polarization definition in the
antiferromagnetic multiferroics

P(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i∈A∪B

δ(r−ri)(d̂iΨ(R, t))dR, (18)

where s = A refers to subsystem of spin-up ions, and s =
B refers to subsystem of spin-down ions. Summation in
equation (18) explicitly specifies that index s in operator
(17) belongs to both subspecies A and B. Same is true
for the index s′, but they cannot belong to the same
subspecies. Definition (17) can be splitted on two partial

polarizations P = PA +PB

PA(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i∈A

δ(r− ri)(d̂iΨ(R, t))dR, (19)

with d̂αi∈A =
∑

j∈B Πα
ij(rij)(ŝi · ŝj), and

PB(r, t) =

∫

Ψ†(R, t)
∑

i∈B

δ(r − ri)(d̂iΨ(R, t))dR, (20)

with d̂αi∈B =
∑

j∈A Πα
ij(rij)(ŝi · ŝj). In order to make the

splitting given by equations (19) and (20) we specify the
subspecies s = A or s = B in operator (17).
We can calculate PA and PB separately

Pα
A = gα0Π,ABSASB +

1

3

1

23
gαΠ

[

△(SASB)

+2∂µ[S
ν
A∂µS

ν
B − Sν

B∂µS
ν
A]

+Sν
A(△Sν

B) + Sν
B(△Sν

A)− 2(∂µS
ν
A)(∂µS

ν
B)

]

, (21)

and

Pα
B = gα0Π,ABSASB +

1

3

1

23
gαΠ

[

△(SASB)

+2∂µ[S
ν
B∂µS

ν
A − Sν

A∂µS
ν
B]

+Sν
A△Sν

B + Sν
B△Sν

A − 2(∂µS
ν
A)(∂µS

ν
B)

]

. (22)

Equations (21) and (22) have similar structure. The dif-
ference between them is in the replacement of subindexes
A ↔ B. We obtain major contribution appearing from
the first order of the expansion on the relative distance.
It is indicated by the coefficient gα0Π,AB. We also find
correction to the major term. These corrections con-
tain the coordinate derivatives of the spin density. These
terms are indicated by the coefficient gαΠ,AB. Definitions
of gα0Π,AB and gαΠ,AB re identical to the definitions of gα0Π
and gαΠ presented after equation (16).
Next, we combine equations (21) and (22) to get an

expression for polarization of the whole system

Pα = 2gα0Π,ABSASB+
1

6
gαΠ,AB(S

ν
A△Sν

B+Sν
B△Sν

A). (23)

Equation (23) shows that the direction of polarization is
not related to the direction of the spin or the direction
of change of the spin density in space. The direction
is defined by coefficients gα0Π,AB and gαΠ,AB. Below, we
show that both constants have same direction. It is the
direction of the shift of the nonmagnetic ion from the line
of the magnetic ions.
We also represent the major term in the polarization

of via vectors L and Σ:

Pα =
1

2
gα0Π,AB(Σ

2 − L2) ≈ −
1

2
gα0Π,ABL

2. (24)
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IV. DERIVATION OF SPIN CURRENT MODEL

A. The spin current model as the consequence of

the momentum balance equation with spin-orbit

interaction

It is possible to use the electric dipole moment operator
(14) for the further derivation of the macroscopic polar-
ization evolution equation as an addition to the Landau–
Lifshitz–Gilbert equation for the study of perturbations
and structures in the multiferroics. However, we are go-
ing to derive and justify the electric dipole moment oper-
ator (14) starting from the quantum microscopic theory.
Therefore, we consider the many-particle Pauli equation
(3) with the following Hamiltonian

Ĥ =

N
∑

i=1

[

−d̂i ·Ei − µ̂i ·Bi −
1

mc
(µ̂i · [Ei × p̂i])

−
1

2

N
∑

j=1,j 6=i

(

Uij ŝi · ŝj +Dij · [ŝi × ŝj ]

)]

, (25)

where m the mass of atom/ion, c speed of light in vac-

uum, d̂i the electric dipole moment operator, being de-
fined via the displacement of ions with different charges,
its relation to the spins of ions will be found below, Ei is
the electric field, acting on i-th dipole, Uij = U(ri − rj)
is the exchange integral of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
as the function of the interparticle distance, Dij is the
Dzylaoshinskii vector constant. The Dzylaoshinskii vec-
tor has the structure related to the relative position of
two magnetic ions and one nonmagnetic ion (the ligand
ion) [10], [11]. It can be presented via the vector product
of radius-vectors of magnetic ions relatively nonmagnetic
ion [10]. Overwise, it can be presented as the vector prod-
uct of the relative position of two magnetic ions and the
shift of nonmagnetic ion from the line connecting two
magnetic ions [11] Dij ∼ rij × δ. This simple formula
is useful if we discuss one cell. However, if we consider
whole crystal macroscopically we need to specify that
we consider two neighboring ions. Hence, we introduce a
function, which decreases (drops to zero) at the distances
beyond period of crystal cell. So, we have the following
structure Dij = β(rij)rij × δ.
Let us also describe the physical meaning of terms in

Hamiltonian (25). First term is the action of the electric
field on the electric dipole moment. The second term is
the action of the magnetic field on the magnetic moment.
The third term is the spin-orbit interaction showing the
action of the electric field on the moving magnetic mo-
ment. The fourth term is the Coulomb exchange interac-
tion presented by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian. The last
term is the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction.
It is essential to specify that the electric dipole moment

is related to the group of magnetic and nonmagnetic ions.
However, in Sec. III we contracted the electric dipole mo-

ment operator associated with each magnetic ion. This
meaning of the operator is implicated in the Hamiltonian.

B. The spin current model in ferromagnetic

materials

Here, we derive the macroscopic polarization corre-
sponding to the dipole moment operator (14) via the
spin current model. Here we also show that the spin
current model follows from the momentum balance equa-
tion. Therefore, we derive the momentum balance equa-
tion corresponding to the Hamiltonian (25).
To derive the momentum balance equation we need

to define the momentum density via the many-particle
wave function as the quantum average of the momentum
operator of each particle

p(r, t) =
1

2

∫

∑

i

δ(r−ri)

(

Ψ†
S(R, t)p̂iΨS(R, t)+h.c.

)

dR,

(26)
where h.c. is the Hermitian conjugation, and pi = −ıh̄∇i

is the momentum operator of i-th particle.
We consider the time derivative of the momentum den-

sity (26). The time derivative acts on the wave function,
while the time derivative of the wave function is replaced
with Hamiltonian in accordance with the Pauli equation:

∂tp(r, t) =
1

2

ı

h̄

∫

∑

i

δ(r− ri)×

×

(

Ψ†(R, t)[Ĥ, p̂i]Ψ(R, t) + h.c.

)

dR. (27)

Further calculation depends on the explicit form of the
Hamiltonian. Moreover, different interaction terms are
considered in different approximations. First three terms
in Hamiltonian (25) can be considered straightforwardly.
However, two last terms can be considered with the ac-
count of the short-range nature of these interactions. It
leads to the following momentum balance equation

∂tp = P β∇Eβ + µSβ∇Bβ +
µ

mc
εβγδJδγ(∇Eβ)

+g0uS
β∇Sβ + FDM , (28)

where g0u =
∫

U(r)dr, Jδγ is the spin-current tensor, P β

is the polarization or the electric dipole moment density
(15), FDM the force density of the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya
interaction:

FDM =
1

3
g(β)

(

(δ · S)∇(∇ · S)− (S · ∇)∇(δ · S)

)

, (29)

with g(β) =
∫

ξ2β(ξ)dξ. So, physical meaning of terms in
equation is the same like in Hamiltonian (25), they are
also placed in the same order.
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Let us consider the stationary regime, where the mo-
mentum density does not change in time ∂tp = 0. There-
fore, the right-hand side of the momentum balance equa-
tion (28) should be equal to zero. The balance of the
second and fourth terms gives equilibrium magnetic field
formed by magnetic moments due to the exchange inter-
action B = −g0uS/µ. The last term can be equal to zero
in equilibrium if the spin polarization is perpendicular to
the shift of the ligand ion from the line connecting neigh-
boring magnetic ions (δ ·S) = 0 or it can be equal to zero
at nontrivial balance of two terms in equation (29). How-
ever, our goal is to obtain the spin current model, which
follows from the balance of the first and third terms. It
can happen at the arbitrary electric field if polarization is
balanced by the spin current appearing in the spin-orbit
interaction:

Pµ =
µ

mc
εµαβJαβ . (30)

We obtain the spin-current model of the polariza-
tion with no particular relation to the form of the spin-
current. Hence, equation (30) can be applied for deriva-
tion of the polarization caused by different mechanisms.

C. The spin current model in antiferromagnetic

materials

First three terms in Hamiltonian (25) and momen-
tum balance equation (28) have same form for the fer-
romagnetic and antiferromagnetic materials. Difference
appears for the Coulomb exchange interaction and the
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction. The force fields for
these interactions are obtained in the following forms

FHH,s = g0u,ss′S
β
s ∇Sβ

s′ , (31)

and

FDM,s =
1

3
g(β),ss′

(

(δ · Ss)∇(∇ · Ss′ 6=s)

−(Ss · ∇)∇(δ · Ss′ 6=s)

)

. (32)

Hence, we derive the momentum balance equation for
each subspecies

∂tps = P β
s ∇Eβ + µSβ

s ∇Bβ

+
µ

mc
εβγδJδγ

s (∇Eβ) + FHH,s + FDM,s. (33)

The electric dipole moment is related to the group of ions,
but the operator definition is recontracted to the form of
operator associated with each magnetic ion. Hence, we
get the partial polarization of each subspecies from the
momentum balance equation of each subspecies. It gives
us the representation of the partial polarization via the

partial spin-current Pµ
s = µ

mc
εµαβJαβ

s . Complete polar-
ization of the sample is the combination of partial polar-

izations Pµ = Pµ
A+Pµ

B = µ
mc

εµαβ(Jαβ
A +Jαβ

B ). Therefore,
equation (30) is reestablished for the antiferromagnetic
materials.

D. Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya spin current and related

polarization in ferromagnetic materials

We presented the derivation of spin current model. It
appears due to the relativistic spin-orbit interaction. Its
further application requires an example of the spin cur-
rent related to specific physical mechanism. The explicit
form of the spin-current tensor can be found from the
spin evolution equation (Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equa-
tion). In this work we focus on justification of oper-
ator (14), which contains the vector coefficient of pro-
portionality between the combination of the spin opera-
tors and the electric dipole moment operator. In Hamil-
tonian (25) we have two interactions containing inex-
plicitly defined space dependencies. They are the two
last terms corresponding to the exchange Coulomb in-
teraction given by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian and the
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction, correspondingly. The
Heisenberg Hamiltonian contains scalar function, so we
expect that it is not related to the considering regime.
In contrast, the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction is pro-
portional to the vector Dzylaoshinskii constant, so it can
give a mechanism for the vector constant appearance in
operator (14). To check the described suggestion we need
to consider the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction contri-
bution in the spin evolution equation. Similarly to Sec.
II, we use the quantum hydrodynamic method and in-
clude the short range nature of the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya
interaction. As the result we find the partial contribu-
tion of the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction in the spin
evolution equation

∂tSs = TDM , (34)

where

TDM =
1

3
g(β)

(

(Ss · [δ ×∇])Ss − Sβ
s [δ ×∇]Sβ

s

)

, (35)

with g(β) =
∫

ξ2β(ξ)dξ.
Equation (35) shows that the spin-torque caused by the

Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction cannot be represented
as the divergence of the spin-current tensor. However,
the second term in (35) can be represented in the re-
quired form Sδ

sε
αβγδβ∇γSδ

s = ∇γ [(1/2)εαβγδβS2
s]. We

can use this part for the calculation of the polarization.
However, the first term in (35) gives some freedom in the
interpretation of the spin current since it allows to get an
additional term.
Let us start the analysis of the polarization using

simplest form of the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya spin-current
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TDM = −∂βJ
αβ
DM

Jαβ
DM = −

1

6
g(β)ε

αβγδγS2
s. (36)

It leads to the following form of the macroscopic polar-
ization

Pµ
DM =

µ

mc
εµαβJαβ

DM = −
1

3

µ

mc
g(β)δ

µS2
s, (37)

which corresponds to the first term on the right-hand side
of equation (16), which is derived from operator (12).
As a matter of discussion, let us represent the spin

torque (35) in a form, where the spin current is extracted
from the first term in addition to the spin current follow-
ing from the second term

TDM = −
1

3
g(β)

(

(Ss(δ · [∇× Ss])

+∇β{[δ × Ss]
βSs}+

1

2
[δ ×∇]S2

s

)

. (38)

It shows that we can choose the spin current in the fol-
lowing alternative form

J̃αβ
DM =

1

3
g(β)δ

γ

[

Sα
s ε

βγδSδ
s −

1

2
εαβγS2

s

]

. (39)

This extended spin current leads to the following form of
polarization

P̃µ
DM =

µ

mc
εµαβ J̃αβ

DM = −
1

3

µ

mc
g(β)(δ · Ss)S

µ
s . (40)

This form of the polarization completely differs from the
structure following from the well-known electric dipole
moment of the pair of ions (12) and (16). We want to
mention that the spin torque following from the Heisen-
berg exchange interaction appears as the divergence of
the spin current tensor with no additional terms.
Comparison of expressions (37) and (16) we see that

they are found in different approximations. Polarization
(37) is obtained in the main order of the expansion, while
polarization (16) contains corrections related to the sec-
ond space derivative of the spin density. To complete
our comparison we can find corrections to the spin-torque
caused by the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction (35) in
the next order of expansion. Our calculation gives the
following spin-torque

T µ
DM,3 =

1

30
g2(β)

[

(Ss · [δ ×∇])△Ss − Sβ
s [δ ×∇]△Sβ

s

]

,

(41)
with g2(β) =

∫

ξ4β(ξ)dξ.
We need to extract a part of the spin torque, which

appears as the divergence of the spin current ∂βJαβ . In
equation (35) we used the term containing the scalar
product of the spin densities Sβ

s [δ × ∇]Sβ
s (the second

term on the right-hand side). In equation (41) we follow
the same approach and consider the term containing the
scalar product of the spin densities Sβ

s [δ × ∇]△Sβ
s (the

second term on the right-hand side). However, the term
under consideration does not appear as the divergence of
the second rank tensor. We need to split it on two parts
Sβ
s [δ×∇]△Sβ

s = [δ×∇](Sβ
s △Sβ

s ) −(△Sβ
s )[δ×∇]Sβ

s and
use the first of them to get the effective spin current

Jαβ
DM3 = −

1

5

1

6
g2(β)ε

αβγδγ(Ss · △Ss). (42)

It leads to the following polarization

Pµ
DM =

µ

mc
εµαβJαβ

DM = −
1

3

1

5

µ

mc
g2(β)δ

µ(Ss·△Ss). (43)

We see the the spin structure in polarization (43) corre-
sponds to the spin structure in the second term on the
right-hand side in equation (16). Hence, we justify equa-
tion (16) found from the electric dipole moment (12) us-
ing the spin current model with the spin-current related
to the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction. Moreover, our
calculations in two major orders of expansion give the in-
terpretation of the direction of the vector constant Πα(ξ).
We see that it is parallel to the shift of the ligand ion from
the line connecting neighboring magnetic ions δα. The
complite polarization is also parallel to this direction. It
also corresponds to the microscopic meaning of the elec-
tric dipole moment as a shift of ions of opposite charges.
In Sec. III we found the macroscopic polarization (16)

corresponding to electric dipole moment (12). Here, we
found macroscopic polarization using the momentum bal-
ance equation with the spin-orbit interaction and the
spin-current caused by the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya inter-
action. These expressions have same structure. It al-
lows us to give physical interpretation for the vector con-
stant in electric dipole moment (12). Let us compare
polarization given by the first term in equation (16) with
equation (37). It gives the following relation gα0ΠS

2
s =

− 1
3

µ
mc

g(β)δ
µS2

s, where we can drop the square of the

spin density S2
s and compare the coefficients. Basically,

we need to compare the functions under the integrals.
We have two options. First, we equate the functions un-
der integrands and find Πα(ξ) = −(1/3)(µ/mc)ξ2β(ξ)δα.
Second, we transform the left-hand side by integration
by parts, so we obtain gα0Π = −(1/3)

∫

ξ(∂Πα(ξ)/∂ξ)d3ξ.
Next, we equate the functions under integrands and ob-
tain ∂Πα(ξ)/∂ξ = (µ/mc)ξβ(ξ)δα.
We found relation between empirically introduced

function Πα(ξ) being coefficient of proportionality in
electric dipole moment (12) and function β(ξ) ap-
pearing in the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction. The
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction is the exchange part
of the spin-orbit interaction and coefficient is the ex-
change integral. It is similar to the exchange integral in
the Heisenberg exchange interaction, where the exchange
part of the Coulomb interaction is considered.
In order to prove the found expression for function

Πα(ξ) we considered the next order of expansion for
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the polarization definition (16) and the Dzylaoshinskii-
Moriya spin-torque giving the effective spin-current and
corresponding polarization (43). Hence, we compare the
second term on the right-hand side in equation (16)
with polarization (43). Dropping equal spin structures
we find 1

6g
α
Π = − 1

3
1
5

µ
mc

g2(β)δ
µ Here we need to com-

pare the functions under integral and prove relation be-
tween ∂Πα(ξ)/∂ξ and β(ξ) obtained above. We trans-
form the left-hand side by integration by parts, so we
obtain gαΠ = −(1/5)

∫

ξ3(∂Πα(ξ)/∂ξ)d3ξ. It leads to re-
lation

∂Πα(ξ)

∂ξ
=

µ

mc
ξβ(ξ)δα, (44)

which is presented above from the first order of expan-
sion.
The spin torque caused by the Heisenberg exchange

interaction can be presented as the divergence of cor-
responding spin-current tensor [4] guε

αβγSβ
s △Sγ

s =
∂δ(guε

αβγSβ
s ∂δS

γ
s ) = −∂δJ

αδ
HH . This spin current ten-

sor can be placed in the polarization obtained in the
spin current model Pµ = µ

mc
εµαβJαβ . It gives polar-

ization coinciding with the result of M. Mostovoy [12].
The method demonstrated in Sec. III can be applied to
operator dij = αij [rij × [si × sj ]] in order to rederive re-
sult of M. Mostovoy [12]. So, we can conclude that this
result follows from the Heisenberg exchange interaction.
This comment is placed here for comparison with results
of our paper.

E. Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya spin current and related

polarization in antiferromagnetic materials

In this section we need to consider the spin-torque
caused by the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction. Partic-
ularly, we need to consider the interaction between dif-
ferent subspecies in the antiferromagnetic samples. Our
calculations give the following form of the s subspecies
spin evolution equation under the Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya
interaction with s′ subspecies:

∂tSs = TDM,s′ 6=s, (45)

where

TDM,s′ 6=s =
1

3
g(β)AB

(

(Ss·[δ×∇])Ss′ 6=s−Sβ
s [δ×∇]Sβ

s′ 6=s

)

.

(46)
General structure of obtained spin torque is similar to the
torque existing under interaction of the ions of the same
subspecies (35). However, there is an essential difference
related to appearance of two kinds of subindexes s and
s′. So, we find no term, which can be rewritten as the
spin current.

In order to solve described problem we suggest the fol-
lowing step. We need to consider the sum of spin torques

TDM,A and TDM,B instead of sum of partial spin cur-
rents:

TDM =
1

3
g(β)AB

(

(SA · [δ ×∇])SB

+(SB · [δ ×∇])SA − [δ ×∇](Sβ
AS

β
B)

)

. (47)

So, a part of combined spin torque can be presented as a
”combined” spin current. So, we would be able to derive
spin polarization of full system instead of partial polariza-
tions. Anyway, the partial polarizations are intermediate
theoretical constructions, which have no physical mean-
ing since the polarization formation is related to mag-
netic ions of both subspecies (and ions of the nonmag-
netic subspecies). Similarly to the last term in equation
(35), we see that the last term in equation (47) gives us
the effective spin current caused by the intersubspecies
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction

Jαβ
DM = −

1

3
g(β)ABε

αβγδγ(SA · SB). (48)

It leads to the polarization of antiferromagnetic materials

Pµ
DM =

µ

mc
εµαβJαβ

DM = −
2

3

µ

mc
g(β)ABδ

µ(SA ·SB). (49)

V. POLARIZATION EVOLUTION EQUATION

For the derivation of the polarization evolution equa-
tion we use Hamiltonian (4), where we include no rela-
tivistic interactions. The polarization itself it caused by
the relativistic effects, hence relativistic interactions (the
spin-orbit interaction, Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction,
and evolution of the dipole moment under action of the
external electric field due to the relativistic nature of the
electric dipole moment) give relatively small effect.
In order to derive the polarization evolution equation

we consider the definition of the polarization in terms of
the microscopic many-particle wave function (15), with
operator (14). We consider the time derivative of this
definition. The time derivative acts on the wave func-
tions under the integral. We find for Hamiltonian (4) the
following intermediate form of the polarization evolution
equation

∂tP(r, t) =
ı

h̄

∫

∑

i

δ(r− ri)Ψ
†(R, t)[Ĥ, d̂i]Ψ(R, t)dR.

(50)
The first term contains dependence on two particles i

and j in the functions δ(r−ri), B
α
i and Πα

ij placed under
the integral in equation (50). In the following calcula-
tions of this term we need to include the strong decrease
of function Πα

ij with the increase of the interparticle dis-
tance. We need to make transition to relative interparti-
cle distance similarly to Sec. III, where we made analysis
of the definition of polarization (15).
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The second term has more complex structure. It de-
pends on three particles i, j and k in the functions placed
under the integral in equation (50). Therefore, we need
to introduce the center of mass and the relative distances
for three particles In our calculations we use the following
substitution ri = Rijn+(2/3)rin−(1/3)rjn, rj = Rijn−
(1/3)rin+(2/3)rjn, and rn = Rijn−(1/3)rin−(1/3)rjn,
where Rijn = (ri + rj + rn)/3, rin ≡ r1 = ri − rn, rjn ≡
r2 = rj−rn, and rij ≡ r3 = r1−r2. It leads to the change
of the element of volume of the configuration space
dR = dRN−3dRijkdrindrjn. We use this substitutions
in the delta function δ(r − ri) and in the many-particle
wave function Ψ(R, t) = Ψ(..., ri, ..., rj , ..., rn, ..., t).

After described change of notations under the integral
in equation (50) we make expansion on the relative dis-
tances. It is possible due to strong dependence of func-
tions Πα

ij and U(rkj) on the relative distance. Below we
present the results of our calculations for two regimes:
the ferromagnetic materials and the antiferromagnetic
materials.

A. Polarization evolution for the ferromagnetic

materials

In this subsection, we present results of our derivation
of the polarization evolution for the ferromagnetic mate-
rials

∂tP
α =

1

3
γgαΠε

βγδ(∂µBβ)Sγ∇µSδ+Gα(S·[∇µS×∂µ△S]),

(51)
where the first term is the contribution of the Zeeman en-
ergy (see the first term in Hamiltonian (4)), it is obtained
in this paper, the last term is caused by the Coulomb ex-
change interaction and obtained in [2]. The following
notations are used in equation (51): γ is the gyromag-
netic ratio, µ̂α

i = γŝαi is the magnetic moment, and the
vector interaction constant

Gα =
1

3!

1

33
1

5
g0ug

α
4Π +

24

35
gug

α
Π, (52)

which is a combined interaction constant with g0u =
∫

U(r)d3r, gα4Π =
∫

r4Πα(r)d3r, gu =
∫

r2U(r)d3r,
gαΠ =

∫

r2Πα(r)d3r. Here we see two interaction con-
stants related to the exchange integral g0u =

∫

U(r)d3r
and gu =

∫

r2U(r)d3r two interaction constants related
to the function describing formation of the electric dipole
moment gαΠ =

∫

r2Πα(r)d3r and gα4Π =
∫

r4Πα(r)d3r.
The contribution of the Zeeman energy in the polar-
ization evolution equation, in the regime, where electric
dipole moment is proportional to the vector product of
the spin operators, is found in Ref. [1]. It is related to
another mechanism of the polarization formation in the
multiferroic material.

B. Polarization evolution for the antiferromagnetic

materials

In this subsection we consider the time evolution of
polarization given by equation (19), which includes the
structure of antiferromagnetic materials. Here we have
two subspecies A and B, so we derive the polarization
evolution equation for each of them Let us present the
result for one of the subspecies

∂tP
α
A =

1

6
εβγδgαΠγ(∂

µBγ)[Sδ
B∂

µSβ
A−Sβ

A∂
µSδ

B−∂µ(Sβ
AS

δ
B)]

+
1

6
εβγδ[(gαΠg0u + 2gα0Πgu)S

β
BS

γ
A△Sδ

A

+(−gαΠg0u + 2gα0Πgu)S
β
AS

γ
B△Sδ

B

+2gαΠg0u(∂
µSβ

B)S
γ
A∂

µSδ
A]. (53)

The first term in this equation is proportional to the
space derivative of the magnetic field (∂µBγ). It appears
from the Zeeman energy (the first term in Hamiltonian
(4)), like the first term in equation (51) obtained for the
ferromagnetic regime. Other terms in equation (53) con-
tain the interaction constants of the Heisenberg-Coulomb
exchange interaction since their appearance is caused by
this interaction from the second term in Hamiltonian (4).
The result for the second subspecies can be obtained be
exchange of subindexes A ↔ B.
It has been mentioned above that the polarization ap-

pears in the complex of two neighboring ions which be-
long to different subspecies. So the partial polarization
(19) and equation for its evolution (53) are the interme-
diate theoretical tools. We need to combine the partial
polarizations in the full polarization ∂tP

α = ∂tP
α
A+∂tP

α
B

and obtain equation for its evolution

∂tP
α = −

1

3
εβγδgαΠγ(∂

µBγ)∂µ(Sβ
AS

δ
B)

+
1

3
εβγδ[2gα0ΠguS

β
BS

γ
A△(Sδ

A − Sδ
B)

+gαΠg0u(∂
µSβ

B)(S
γ
A − Sγ

B)∂
µSδ

A], (54)

where the meaning of different terms is the same to the
physical meaning of the terms in equation (53).
The spin evolution equations (9) are combined in the

evolution equations for functions Σ = SA + SB and L =
SA−SB, which are traditionally used in the theory of the
antiferromagnetic materials [4]. Therefore, it is essential
to represent equation (54) in terms of these functions

∂tP
α = −

1

6
εβγδgαΠγ(∂

µBγ)∂µ[LβΣδ]
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+
1

6
εβγδ[2gα0ΠguΣ

βLγ△Lδ+gαΠg0u(∂
µΣβ)Lγ∂µLδ], (55)

where we include εβγδ[(Σβ +Lβ)(Σδ −Lδ)] = 2εβγδLβΣδ

Physical meaning of terms in the obtained equations can
be traced via the coefficients. The presence of the mag-
netic field shows appearance of this term from the Zee-
man energy and the presence of g0u or gu shows its ap-
pearance from the exchange interaction, similarly to the
equations shown above.

VI. EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTIONS SET OF

SPIN-POLARIZATION EVOLUTION

EQUATIONS

Let us consider equilibrium structures obeying sys-
tem of equations for the spin evolution and polarization
evolution. For the simplicity of derivation of the equa-
tion obtained above we considered the external magnetic
field. It is possible to include the magnetic field created
by the magnetic moments of the medium. Hence, we
need to include the Maxwell equations: ∇ · B = 0 and
∇ × B = 4πγ∇ × S, where we included the zero time
derivative of the electric field due to our focus on the
static regime.

A. Ferromagnetic multiferroics

We start this analysis with the ferromagnetic materi-
als. In this case we consider several configurations of the
spin density.

1. Parallel spins, transverse change of spin magnitude

Let us consider the regime, where we consider the spin
density directed in the z-direction S0 = S0ez . We also
assume that its module changes in the x-direction S0 =
S0(x). Since we assume ∂tS0 = 0, we need to check that
the right-hand side of the spin evolution equation

∂tS =
2γ

h̄
[S×B] +

1

6
gu[S×△S] (56)

is equal to zero. We see △S ‖ ez, hence the last term
is equal to zero. To check the first term we need to find
corresponding magnetic field assuming that the exter-
nal magnetic field is equal to zero. We find ∇ × S0 =
−(∂xS0(x))ey. Hence, ∇ × B0 = −4πγ(∂xS0(x))ey. It
gives B0 = −4πγS0(x)ez. Condition ∇×B0 = 0 is also
satisfied. It is parallel to S0, so the first term in equation
(56) is equal to zero as well.
Equilibrium condition means that the polarization

does not depend on time. Hence, the right-hand side
of equation (51). Estimations given above show that this
condition is satisfied. We also need to find correspond-
ing polarization (nonzero value) via the first term on the

right-hand side of equation (16): P0 = g0ΠS
2
0. Let us

remind that constant g0Π is parallel to the shift of the
ligand ion δ. We present a simple equilibrium spin struc-
ture leading to nonzero polarization.

2. Parallel spins, longitudinal change of spin magnitude

We consider the spin density directed in the z-direction
S0 = S0ez, where its module changes in the z-direction
S0 = S0(z) as well. We require ∂tS0 = 0 and check the
value of the right-hand side of the spin evolution equation
(56). We see △S ‖ ez, hence the last term is equal to
zero. We also find the zero magnetic field B = 0. Hence,
both equations (51) and (56) are satisfied. We also find
corresponding polarization P0(z) = g0ΠS

2
0(z).

3. Cycloidal spiral spin structure

Let us consider the spiral spin structure which was
earlier presented in works [12], [13]:

S0(r) = sbey cos(r · q) + scez sin(r · q) + saex, (57)

where q = qey. It is a spiral shifting in the direction
being in the rotation plane. It can be represented in the
following form

S0(y) = syeb cos(yq) + scez sin(yq) + saex, (58)

which can be substituted in the spin evolution equation
to find the magnetic field corresponding to equilibrium
condition.
The right-hand side of equation (56) should be equal

to zero for the static regime. In addition to the magnetic
field parallel B1 = χS0 to the equilibrium spin density
we need to include additional field since the second term
[S0 ×△S0] = −q2[S0 × (S0 − saex)] = saq

2[S0 × ex] has
nonzero value. It leads to the following structure of the
magnetic fieldB0 = B1+B2 with the additional constant
field B2 = − guh̄

12γ q
2saex. To complete the solution we

need to find the coefficient χ. If we assume χ = const
we find that equation ∇ · B0 = 0 cannot be satisfied.
So we consider coefficient χ s a function of coordinates
χ(r). However, x and z projections of equation ∇×B0 =
4πγ∇ × S0 can be satisfied at χ = 4πγ or q = 0. We
conclude that two interactions entering the spin evolution
equation (56) cannot support structure (57). Possibly,
one can find consistent solution in form (59) at extending
the range of interactions included in the model.

4. Screw spiral spin structure

Here we consider a spiral shifting in the direction per-
pendicular to the rotation plane, so substitute q = qex
in equation (57). In chosen regime structure simplifies to

S0(x) = sbey cos(xq) + scez sin(xq) + saex. (59)
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Let us consider the right-hand side of equation (56)
under assumption (59) for the spin structure. The bal-
ance of two terms leads to following form of magnetic
field B0 = B1 +B2 with B1 = χS0 and

B2 = −
guh̄

12γ
q2saex. (60)

We need to check that found magnetic field satisfies
equation ∇ · B0 = 0. It shows that function χ depends
on coordinates y and z (χ(y, z)) or to be a constant
χ = const. Next, we need to consider second Maxwell
equation∇×B0 = 4πγ∇×S0 (its static regime). Assum-
ing χ = const, we fond explicit expression for χ = 4πγ.
We can check that the right-hand side of equation (51)

is equal to zero since we consider the equilibrium state.
We see that it is satisfied. Let us present correspond-
ing polarization Pα

0 = gα0ΠS
2 = gα0Π(s

2
a + s2b cos

2 qx +

s2c sin
2 qx). It can be a constant under conditions sb =

±sc. It gives polarization Pα
0 in the following form

Pα
0 = gα0Π(s

2
a + s2b). Let us remind that the constant

gα0Π is parallel to the shift of the ligand ion δα (44).

B. Antiferromagnetic multiferroics

We presented a spiral spin structure in a-direction for
ferromagnetic multiferroics in terms of the model based
on the Zeeman energy and the Heisenberg-Coulomb ex-
change interaction. So, we are focused on the same
regime for the antiferromagnetic multiferroics, but we
also briefly mention the uniform regime.

1. Uniform regime

For the uniform regime we have parallel partial spin
densities and therefore we have parallel vectors L0 and
Σ0. However, we can consider different modules of the
partial spin densities at their opposite directions, so Σ0

has nonzero equilibrium value. It corresponds to the con-
stant magnetic field parallel to vectors L0 and Σ0.

2. On a form of screw spiral spin structure

In the uniform case we consider the parallel partial spin
densities with different modules. Here, we can consider
two regimes of spirals in a-direction. One corresponds
to the parallel partial spin densities with different mod-
ules. So, we see spirales for L0 and Σ0 with the space
phase shift on π. Another case is the regime, where the
partial spin densities have approximately equal modules,
but they are directed at the angle to each other. It leads
to perpendicular directions of L0 and Σ0 in each point.
It corresponds to the space phase shift on π/2 for L0 and
Σ0.

Let us start the analysis with the screw spiral structure
for L0 vector

L0(x) = lbey cos(xq) + lcez sin(xq) + laex, (61)

while other characteristics we retrive from equilibrium
regime of equations of motion.
Next, we need to find the magnetic field correspond-

ing both the spin evolution equations (10), (11) and
the Maxwell equations ∇ · B0 = 0 and ∇ × B0 =
4π2

i=1∇ × (γiS0i). In chosen case, we have γ1 = γ2 and
S01 + S02 = Σ0.
We consider equilibrium form of equation (11), where

we dropped the second term on the right-hand side. It
gives (2µ/h̄)B0 = χL0 − g0u,ABΣ0, where χ is an un-
known coefficient. We substitute this magnetic field in
equation (10) and obtain vector Σ0:

Σ0(x) =
α

χ
L0 +

1

6
guq

2laex, (62)

where α is another unknown coefficient. It also leads to
the expression for the magnetic field B0 = (h̄/2µ)[(χ −
g0u,ABα/χ)L0 −

1
6g0u,ABguq

2laex.
Equation ∇·B = 0 can be satisfied if (χ− g0u,ABα/χ)

is a constant or a combination of functions equal to zero.
Equation ∇ × B = 4πγ∇ × Σ0 can be satisfied at the
following relation between two introduced coefficients

χ2 = α(4πγµ/h̄+ g0u,AB). (63)

Hence, (χ−g0u,ABα/χ) is a nonzero constant. So, α and
χ are constants connected via equation (63).
To complete our analysis we need to check that the

polarization evolution equation (55) also corresponds to
the equilibrium regime, so its right-hand side is equal to
zero. Direct substitution of found B0, L0, and Σ0 shows
that it is satisfied.
In this case the polarization is mostly defined by vector

L in accordance with equation (24). If we need to get a
constant value of polarization we need to choose lb = ±lc
and find P0 = (1/6)(µ/mc)g(β)δ(l

2
a + l2b ).

VII. CONCLUSION

The Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equation can be called
the main macroscopic equation for the evolution of the
magnetization in the magnetically ordered materials.
Multiferroic materials show existence of the electric po-
larization in addition to magnetization. Hence, the study
of the multiferroics requires a couple of connected equa-
tions for the magnetization and the electric polarization.
The problem of derivation of described set of equations
for the antiferromagnetic materials has been formulated
in this paper. The II-type of multiferroics with the elec-
tric dipole moment proportional to the scalar product of
the neighboring spins have been chosen for this research.
The polarization evolution equation has been found un-
der the action of the Zeeman energy and the Heisenberg-
Coulomb exchange interaction. Similar equation for the
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ferromagnetic regime has been demonstrated as well.
The many-particle quantum hydrodynamic method has
been applied for the derivation of the required polariza-
tion evolution equation. Before, the application of this
method to this derivation, the method has been success-
fully tested on the derivation of the spin/magnetization
evolution equation.
However, the chosen definition of the electric dipole

moment has been required an analytical justification.
The justification has been made in several steps. First,
the spin-current model is justified for the ferromagnetic
materials via the momentum balance equation (the hy-
drodynamic Euler equation) containing the spin-orbit
interaction. Second, the spin-current caused by the
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya interaction has been found from
the spin/magnetization evolution equation and placed in
the spin-current model to find the required polarization.
Finally, same steps have been made for the antiferromag-
netic materials.
Therefore, it has been analytically derived that there

is the electric dipole moment proportional to the
scalar product of the neighboring spins caused by the
Dzylaoshinskii-Moriya. The interpretation of direction
of the vector coefficient of proportionality in the electric
dipole moment has been interpreted being parallel to the
shift of the ligand ion from the line connecting neighbor-
ing magnetic ions (this vector is the well-known part the
Dzylaoshinskii vector constant).
Several equilibrium spin configurations have been con-

sidered for the ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic mul-
tiferroics. Regimes of parallel and spiral spin structures
have been discussed and corresponding electric polariza-
tions have been calculated.
Overall, the Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equation con-

tains the contribution of a number of physical mecha-
nisms. Their systematic including in the polarization
evolution equation is the research programm demon-
strated in this paper. The account of the Zeeman energy
and the Heisenberg-Coulomb exchange interaction for the
antiferromagnetic materials with the electric dipole mo-
ment proportional to the scalar product of the neighbor-
ing spins has been one of initial steps towards realization
of this programm.
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data were created or analyzed in this study, which is a
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