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In this work, we study the stochastic dynamics of micro-magnetics interacting with a spin-current
torque. We extend the previously constructed stochastic Landau-Lifshitz equation to the case
with spin-current torque, and verify the conditions of detailed balance. Then we construct various
thermodynamics quantities such as work and heat, and prove the second law of thermodynamics.
Due to the existence of spin-torque and the asymmetry of the kinetic matrix, a novel effect of
entropy pumping shows up. As a consequence, the system may behave as a heat engine which
constantly transforms heat into magnetic work. Finally, we derive a fluctuation theorem for the
joint probability density function of the pumped entropy and the total work, and verify it using
numerical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the previous work [1], we studied the stochastic
thermodynamics of a micro-magnet coupled to a mag-
netic field. With the magnetic field fixed, such a sys-
tem converges to a thermodynamic equilibrium state that
obeys detailed balance and has no entropy production.
The probability current at equilibrium is however non-
vanishing, due to the existence of so-called reversible cur-
rent which does not contribute to dissipation.

In the present work, we consider a micro-magnet driven
by a non-conservative torque called spin-current torque or
spin-torque, which arises due to interaction with a spin-
polarized current. Although interaction between spin-
current and magnetization is of quantum origin [2], the
resulting dynamics of the magnetization can be still de-
scribed by the classical LL equation augmented by a new
term [3–5]. In this work, we shall incorporate stochas-
ticity into this dynamics and study its stochastic ther-
modynamics. We shall find a novel effect called entropy
pumping, which we argue represents the exchange of en-
tropy between the system and the spin-current that does
not involve dissipation. The effect of entropy pumping
was firstly discovered by Kim and Qian [6, 7] some time
ago in Hamiltonian system driven by velocity dependent
forces.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II we de-
rive the stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Slonczewski (s-LLS)
equation, which describes the Langevin dynamics of a
micro-magnet coupled both to a magnetic field and to a
spin-torque, and discuss the conditions of local detailed
balance. In Sec. III we develop the theory of stochas-
tic thermodynamics. We establish the first and second
laws of thermodynamics, and discuss the effect of entropy
pumping. In Sec. IV we prove a fluctuation theorem for
the joint distribution of work and pumped entropy, and
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verify it using numerical simulation. Finally in Sec. V we
draw the concluding remarks.

II. THE STOCHASTIC
LANDAU-LIFSHITZ-SLONCZEWSKI EQUATION

As shown in Eq. (2.12) of the preceding work [1],
a magnetic moment coupled to a magnetic field H
evolves according to the following stochastic Landau-
Lifshitz (sLL) equation:

dm = − γ0 m×H dt− ηm× (m×H) dt

− 2Tηm dt+
√
2ηTm× dW , (2.1)

where γ0 and η are respectively the gyromagnetic ratio
and the damping coefficient, dW is vector-valued Wiener
noise, whereas the product m × dW is defined in Ito’s
sense. This equation can be put into the covariant form:

dmi +
(
Lij(∂jU)− ∂jL

ij
)
dt = biαdWα(t), (2.2)

where U is the generalized potential

U(m,H) = −βm ·H − βF (H), (2.3a)

whereas F (H) is the equilibrium free energy:

F (H) = −T log
4πm sinhβ|H|m

β|H|
. (2.3b)

Lij is the kinetic matrix which can be decomposed into
a symmetric part Bij and an antisymmetric part Qij :

Lij(m) = Bij +Qij , (2.3c)

Qij(m) = Tγ0ϵ
ijkmk, (2.3d)

Bij(m) = Tη
(
m2δij −mimj

)
, (2.3e)

whereas the matrix biα is given by

biα(m) =

√
2ηT

m
(m2δiα −mimα). (2.3f)
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If the magnetic field is fixed, the system converges to the
following equilibrium state:

peq(m,H) = e−U(m,H). (2.4)

The effect of spin torque may be taken into account by
making the following replacement in Eq. (2.1) [2, 8]:

H → H + f = H +m× P , (2.5)

where the vector P is parallel to the spin-polarization of
the current, which in general may depend on many de-
tails of the spin-current, as well as on the magnetization
m itself. We shall make the simplifying assumption that
P is independent of m. Below we shall call P the spin
current vector, for simplicity. Hence m× P may be un-
derstood as the nonconservative effective magnetic field
induced by the spin-polarized current. It is nonconser-
vative because if cannot be expressed as the gradient of
certain potential function. The resulting equation shall
be called stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Slonczewski (s-LLS)
equation :

dm = − γ0m× (H +m× P ) dt

− ηm× (m× (H +m× P )) dt

− 2Tηmdt+
√

2ηTm× dW . (2.6)

This equation reduces to Eq. (2.12) of Ref. [1] in the
limit of vanishing spin current P → 0. It is also equiva-
lent to Eq. (15) of Ref. [8] and Eq. (5) of Ref. [9], which
were obtained by incorporating stochasticity and spin-
torque into the stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equa-
tion. Equation (2.6) is more convenient for our discussion
of stochastic thermodynamics.

The sLLS equation (2.6) is a special case of the co-
variant Ito-Langevin equation driven by non-conservative
forces [11]:

dmi +
(
Lij(∂jU − φj)− ∂jL

ij
)
dt = biαdWα(t), (2.7)

where φ is the rescaled non-conservative force:

φ ≡ βm× P . (2.8)

Using Eq. (2.6) and Ito’s rule:

dWαdWβ = δαβdt, (2.9)

we find the magnitude of m is conserved by Eq. (2.6):

dm2 = d(m ·m) = 2m · dm+ dm · dm
= −4Tηm2dt+ 4Tηm2dt = 0. (2.10)

The Fokker-Planck equation (FPE) corresponding to
the Langevin equation (2.7) is

∂t p(m, t) = L p(m, t), (2.11)

where the Fokker-Planck operator is derived in Ref. [11]:

L ≡ ∂iL
ij(∂j + (∂jU)− φj). (2.12)

Using the expressions for Lij , U and φj , we may rewritte
Eq. (2.12) into the following form:

L = L0 + δL, (2.13a)

L0 = Tη(m2∇2 −mimj∂i∂j − 2m · ∇)

+ η(−m2H · ∇+ (m ·H)m · ∇+ 2m ·H)

+ γ0(m×H) · ∇, (2.13b)

δL = γ0(−m2P · ∇+ (m · P )m · ∇+ 2m · P )

− ηm2(m× P ) · ∇, (2.13c)

where L0 is the Fokker-Planck operator in the absence
of spin torque, as given by Eq. (2.15) of I, and δL is
due to the spin torque. The derivation is tedious but
straightforward.

The FPE (2.11) may be rewritten into the following
form of probability conservation:

∂tp = ∂kj
k, (2.14)

where ji is the probability current defined as:

jk = −Lkj(∂j + ∂jU − φj)p+ ∂j(Q
kjp). (2.15)

We may decompose the current into a reversible current
jiR and an irreversible current jiIR:

jkR = −Qkj(∂j + ∂jU − φj)p+ ∂j(Q
kjp),(2.16a)

jkIR = −Bkj(∂j + ∂jU − φj)p. (2.16b)

In the absence of spin torque, Eq. (2.15) reduces
to Eq. (2.20) of Ref. [1], and Eqs. (2.16) reduce to
Eqs. (2.21) of Ref. [1].

A. Detailed balance

For micromagnetic systems without spin torque, the
conditions of detailed balance were discussed in Sec. IID
of Ref. [1]. These conditions guarantee that the steady
state can be understood as a thermodynamic equilibrium.
In the presence of spin torque, these conditions should be
properly generalized, and should be called the conditions
of local detailed balance. The conditions of local detailed
balance for the covariant Langevin equation (2.7) driven
by non-conservative forces were given in Eqs. (3.4) and
(3.6) of Ref. [11]. In the present case, the magnetiza-
tion m plays the role of state variable, and the magnetic
field H plays the role of control parameter. Note that
both m and H are odd under time-reversal, whereas the
spin current vector P is even under time-reversal, which
means that εi = −1, H∗ = −H,P ∗ = P . (The fact
that P is even under time-reversal can be easily seen via
dimensional analysis of Eq. (2.5).) Hence Eqs. (3.4) and
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(3.6) of Ref. [11] become

Bij(−m,−H) = Bij(m,H), (2.17a)

Qij(−m,−H) = −Qij(m,H), (2.17b)

U(−m,−H) = U(m,H), (2.17c)∫
m

e−U(m,H) = 1, (2.17d)

−φi(−m,P ) = φi(m,P ). (2.17e)

Equations (2.17a)-(2.17d) are precisely the conditions of
detailed balance for systems without spin torque, which
were given in Eqs. (2.29) of Ref. [1]. The new condition
(2.17e) can be easily verified using the definition (2.8).

Let us use PH,P (m1|m; dt) to denote the probability
density function that the system transits to state m1 =
m+dm at time t+dt, given that it is in state m at time
t. Note that the subscripts H,P describes the values of
magnetic field and spin-current in the dynamics. Using
Eqs. (2.17), we may derive the following conditions:

log
PH,P (m1|m; dt)

P−H,P (−m| −m1; dt)
= βH · dm+ βm× P ◦ dm

+ 2 γ0 m · P dt, (2.18)

where ◦ is the product in Stratonovich’s sense. This rela-
tion can be understood as a special case of Eqs. (3.73) of
Ref. [11]. Because of the time-reversal symmetry of the
underlying microscopic dynamics, the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.18)
should be understood as the change of environmental en-
tropy as the system transits fromm tom1 in the forward
dynamics characterized by H and P :

dSenv ≡ βH · dm+ βm× P ◦ dm+ 2 γ0 m · P dt.

(2.19)

In the absence of spin torque, Eq. (2.18) reduces to
Eq. (2.31) of Ref. [1].

III. STOCHASTIC THERMODYNAMICS

A general theory of stochastic thermodynamics was de-
veloped for non-conservative Langevin dynamics (2.7) in
Ref. [11]. This theory may be directly applied to s-LLS
equation (2.6).

The fluctuating internal energy is defined the same as
in the absence of spin torque (Eq. (3.1) of Ref. [1]):

E (m,H) ≡ −m ·H, (3.1)

such that the equilibrium state (2.4) takes the usual form
of Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution:

peq(m,H) = eβF (H)−βE (m,H). (3.2)

The work and heat at trajectory level are defined as

d̄W ≡ −m · dH +m× P ◦ dm, (3.3a)

d̄Q ≡ −(H +m× P ) ◦ dm. (3.3b)

It is easy to see that the first law of thermodynamics
holds at trajectory level:

dH = dW + dQ. (3.4)

To appreciate the physical meanings of work defined
above, we consider the special case of vanishing damping
coefficient η = 0, the s-LLS equation (2.6) reduces to

dm = −γ0m× (H +m× P ) dt. (3.5)

Such a case cane be obtained theoretically by decoupling
the system from the heat bath. Since there is no heat, the
energy change is entirely due to work. Hence we expect

d̄W = dE (m,H) = −m · dH −H · dm. (3.6)

But according to Eq. (3.5), dm · (H + m × P ) = 0,
and hence Eq. (3.6) is equivalent to Eq. (3.3a). In other
words, Eq. (3.3a) is the correct definition of work at least
for the special case η = 0.
Using Eq. (2.6), we may rewrite the definition of heat

Eq. (3.3b) into:

d̄Q = (H +m× P ) ◦
[
ηm× (m× (H +m× P )) dt

+ 2Tηm dt−
√

2ηTm× dW
]
, (3.7)

which vanishes identically in the limit of vanishing damp-
ing coefficient. Equation (3.7) may be understood as the
work done by the heat bath. This is of course consis-
tent with the common understanding of heat in stochas-
tic thermodynamics [10].
Using Eq. (3.3b), we may rewrite Eq. (2.19) as

dSenv = −βd̄Q + dSP. (3.8)

Whereas −βd̄Q is easily understood as the change of
bath entropy, the interpretation of the second term in
the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.10) is very subtle. It persists even
in the limit of vanishing damping, and hence cannot be
understood as entropy production due to dissipation. As
discussed in Sec. III.H of Ref. [1], it should be under-
stood as the entropy being pumped out of the system
by the non-conservative force. In the present case, we
believe that it is a non-dissipative entropy transfer from
the micro-magnet to the spin current (or the other way
around). Following Sec. III of Ref. [11], we shall call it
the pumped entropy and denote it as

dSP = 2 γ0 m · P dt, (3.9)

Equation (3.10) can then be rewritten as

dSenv = −βd̄Q + dSP. (3.10)

The entropy production at the ensemble level is the
sum of change of system entropy and that of the envi-
ronmental entropy:

dStot = dS + dSenv. (3.11)
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Whilst dS is the differential of Gibbs-Shannon entropy:

S[p] = −
∫
m

p(m, t) log p(m, t), (3.12)

dSenv should be understood as the ensemble average of
Eq. (3.10). After some tedious calculation, we obtain (c.f.
Eq. (3.78) of Ref. [11]):

dStot

dt
= Tη

〈
m2

(
∇ log p− βH − βm× P

)2
−

(
m ·

(
∇ log p− βH − βm× P

))2〉
,(3.13)

where ⟨ · ⟩ means average over p(m, t). The entropy pro-
duction is therefore always non-negative, and reduces to
Eq. (3.20) of Ref. [1] in the absence of spin torque. Us-
ing Eqs. (2.16), it is also easy to verify that the entropy
production can be rewritten into

dStot

dt
=

∫
m

p−1 jiIRBijj
j
IR, (3.14)

where Bij is the generalized inverse matrix of Bij . Note
that dStot/dt depends only on the irreversible probability
current jkIR but not on the reversible current jkR
Because m × P cannot be written as the gradient of

any function of m, it is easy to see that there exists
no function p(m) such that Eq. (3.13) vanishes identi-
cally. For fixed H and P , the system converges to a
non-equilibrium steady state with positive entropy pro-
duction rate.

IV. FLUCTUATION THEOREM

We consider a forward process where the system starts
at t = 0 from the initial equilibrium state peq(m;H0)
as defined in Eq. (3.2), whereas {H,P } evolve according
to the forward protocol {Ht,Pt}, until t = τ , when the
process stops. We define the backward process such that
the system starts at t = 0 from the initial equilibrium
state peq(m;−Hτ ) and whereas {H,P } evolve accord-
ing to the backward protocol {−Hτ−t,Pτ−t}, until t = τ ,
when the process stops. Note that both the forward pro-
cess and the backward process take place in the time
interval [0, τ ]. Note also that only the magnetic field H
changes sign when we transform the forward process to
the backward process. In general, the system is not in
equilibrium either at the end of the process or at the end
of the backward process.

Consider a forward trajectory:

γ = {m(t), t ∈ [0, τ ]}, (4.1)

we define its backward trajectory as

γ̂ = {−m(τ − t), t ∈ [0, τ ]}. (4.2)

Let WF[γ],QF[γ],SP,F[γ] (WB[γ̂],QB[γ̂],SP,B[γ̂]) be
the integrated work, heat, and pumped entropy along

the forward (backward) γ (γ̂) in the forward (backward)
process, which can be readily obtained by integrating the
differential work and heat that are defined in Eqs. (3.3).
We easily find the following symmetry:

WF[γ] = −WB[γ̂] =

∫
γ

(−m · dH +m× P ◦ dm),

(4.3)

QF[γ] = −QB[γ̂] = −
∫
γ

(H +m× P ) ◦ dm, (4.4)

SP,F[γ] = −SP,B[γ̂] =

∫
γ

2 γ0m · P dt. (4.5)

Taking the sum of Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4) we obtain the
integrated first law:

∆E = WF[γ] + QF[γ], (4.6)

where ∆E as the total change of the energy along γ:

∆E ≡ E (m(τ),Hτ )− E (m(0),H0), (4.7)

We further introduce γ0 ≡ m(0) and γ̂0 ≡ −m(τ) to
denote the initial state of γ, γ̂, respectively. These no-
tations (boldface) should be carefully distinguished from
γ0, the gyromagnetic ratio, appearing in Eqs. (2.1) and
(2.6). We can construct the pdfs of trajectories both for
the forward process and for the backward process, using
the definition of conditional probability:

pF[γ] = pF[γ|γ0] p
eq(m(0);H0), (4.8a)

pB[γ̂] = pB[γ̂|γ̂0] p
eq(−m(τ);−Hτ ), (4.8b)

where pF[γ|γ0], pB[γ̂|γ̂0] are the conditional pdf of tra-
jectories of the forward (backward) processes given their
initial states.
Because of the Markov property, pF[γ|γ0] and pB[γ̂|γ̂0]

can be calculated using the time-slicing method. Further
using Eq. (2.18) for each pair of time-slices, we find

log
pF[γ|γ0]

pB[γ̂|γ̂0]
=

∫
γ

(dSB + dSP)

= −βQF[γ] + SP,F[γ], (4.9)

where QF[γ] is the total heat absorbed by the system
along the trajectory γ in the forward process.
Let us define:

ΣF[γ] ≡ log
pF[γ]

pB[γ̂]
. (4.10)

Using Eqs. (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain:

ΣF[γ] = log
peq(m(0);H0)

peq(−m(τ);−Hτ )
− βQF[γ] + SP,F[γ].

(4.11)

Recalling the symmetry: peq(−m;−H) = peq(m;H), if
the protocol is such that the final state of the forward
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process is the equilibrium state peq(m;Hτ ), we may also
write Eq. (4.11) into

ΣF[γ] = − log
p(m(τ), τ)

p(m(0), 0)
− βQF[γ], (4.12)

which is the stochastic entropy production [12] along the
trajectory γ in the forward process. If the system is not
in the NESS at the end of the forward process, however,
the physical meaning of ΣF[γ] is more subtle.

Further taking advantage of Eq. (3.2) as well as the
first law (4.6), we may rewrite Eq. (4.11) into:

ΣF[γ] = log
pF[γ]

pB[γ̂]
= SP[γ] + WF[γ]−∆F, (4.13)

where ∆F is defined as

∆F ≡ F (Hτ )− F (H0). (4.14)

Using Eq. (4.3), we may rewrite Eq. (4.13) into

log
pF[γ]

pB[γ̂]
= β (WF[γ]−∆F ) + SP,F[γ]

= −β (WB[γ̂] + ∆F )− SP,B[γ̂]. (4.15)

We can now define the pdfs of the integrated work both
for the forward process and for the backward process:

pF(W ,SP) ≡
∫
Dγ δ (W − WF[γ]) δ (SP − SP,F[γ]) pF[γ],

pB(W ,SP) ≡
∫
Dγ δ (W − WB[γ]) δ (SP − SP,B[γ]) pB[γ].

Taking advantage of Eq. (4.15), and using standard
methods of stochastic thermodynamics, we can prove the
following fluctuation theorem for W and SP:

pF(W ,SP) e
−SP−βW +β∆F = pB(−W ,−SP). (4.16)

We can also obtain the generalized Jarzynski equality:〈
e−βW −SP

〉
= e−β∆F . (4.17)

We define the following functional of a trajectory γ:

Σ[γ] ≡ SP[γ] + βW [γ]− β∆F, (4.18)

which may be understood as the stochastic entropy pro-
duction along γ, if the final state of the system is an
equilibrium state. We can then use Eq. (4.16) to prove
the following fluctuation theorem:

pF(Σ) e
−Σ = pB(−Σ). (4.19)

Recall that from the joint pdf pF(W ,SP) we can define
the conditional pdfs for W and for SP respectively:

pF(W |SP) =
pF(W ,SP)

pF(SP)
, (4.20)

pF(SP|W ) =
pF(W ,SP)

pF(W )
. (4.21)

5 0 5 10
0.0

0.2

0.4
(a) F

B
F
B
F
B

0 5 10
0.0

0.1

0.2
(b) F

B
F
B
F
B

5 0 5 10
Σ

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3
(c) F

B
F
B
F
B

4 2 0 2 4
Σ

2.5

0.0

2.5

5.0 (d) Theoretical Result

0.95
1.00
1.05

Theoretical Result

FIG. 1. Numerical verification of fluctuation theorem (4.19).
The dynamic protocol is shown in Eq. (4.27) and Table I.
(a), (b), (c): Histograms of the entropy production (4.18). In
all legends F, B mean forward and backward respectively.
(d): Verification of FT (4.19), where the vertical axis is
log pF(Σ)/pB(−Σ). The black straight-line is the FT (4.19).
Circles, triangles, and squares are respectively data from pan-
els (a), (b), (c). Inset: The fitting slopes and error bars for
each process.

We can also define the conditional averages:

〈
e−SP

〉
W

≡
∫

SP

e−SPpF(W |SP), (4.22)

〈
e−W

〉
SP

≡
∫

W

e−βW pF(SP|W ). (4.23)

These two conditional averages are respectively functions
of W and of SP. From Eq. (4.16) we can then derive the
following fluctuation theorems for SP and for W :

pF(W )e−βW
〈
e−SP

〉
W

= pB(−W ) e−β∆F ,(4.24)

pF(SP)e
−SP

〈
eβ(∆F−W )

〉
SP

= pB(−SP). (4.25)

Note that Eq. (4.24) reduces to the usual Crooks FT:

pF(W )e−βW = pB(−W ) e−β∆F , (4.26)

if entropy pumping is absent.

A. Verification of fluctuation theorem of ∆Stot

We verify the Fluctuation Theorem Eq. (4.19) by nu-
merical simulation of the sLLS equation (2.6). Details of
the simulation method was discussed in Appendix A of
Ref. [1]. The entropy production of trajectory γ is cal-
culated using Eqs. (4.18), (4.3), and (4.5). We simulate
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process color τ Hτ Pτ/2

(a)

blue 0.1

(0,0,-1) (0,0,1)orange 1

green 2

(b)

blue

1

(0,0,-1)

(0,1,1)orange (0,-1,-1)

green (0,1,1)

(c)

blue

1 (0,0,-1)

(0,0,0.2)

orange (0,1,0)

green (0,2,0)

TABLE I. Parameters used in the simulation study. All pro-
cess has the same parameter H0 = (0, 0, 1), η = 0.5, γ0 =
1, T = 1.

5 0 5 10
0.0

0.2

0.4
(a) F

B
F
B
F
B

5 0 5 10
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W−∆F
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0

5 (d) Theoretical Result

1.0

1.5

Theoretical Result

FIG. 2. Verification that work W does not satisfy the usual
fluctuation theorem. Vertical axis is log pF(W )/pB(−W ).

the following protocols for the forward process:

Ht = H0 +
t

τ
(Hτ −H0) , (4.27a)

Pt =

{
2t
τ Pτ/2, 0 ≤ t ≤ τ/2;

τ−2t
τ Pτ/2, τ/2 ≤ t ≤ τ.

(4.27b)

Note that the spin current vector P vanishes identi-
cally both at the beginning and at the end of the pro-
cess. Furthermore, the initial state of the forward (back-
ward) process is the equilibrium state corresponding to
the magnetic field H0 (Hτ ), as we discussed above. The
duration τ of the process, the damping coefficient η, the
initial and final fields H0,Hτ , as well as the peak value
of the spin current vector Pτ/2 are systemically varied,
as shown in Table I. The verification of the FT (4.19).
is shown in Fig.1. As one can see there, all data agree
well with the theoretical prediction, which is shown as
the solid straight-line in (d), (e), and (f).

Using the same simulation data, we may also verify
that the usual form of Crooks fluctuation theorem (4.26)
is not satisfied, due to the existence of entropy pumping.
The results are shown in Fig. 2.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have demonstrated that interaction
with a spin-current torque leads to important change of
the stochastic thermodynamics of micromagnetics. The
new effect of entropy pumping may be used to design
novel steady-state information engine that extract use-
ful works from heat bath or reduce the entropy of spin-
polarized current. The physical properties of these sys-
tems will be studied in future publications.
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