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Recent findings in orbitronics pointed out large current-induced torques originating, in the current understand-
ing, from incident orbital currents. These are generated by orbital Rashba-Edelstein effect (OREE) produced
at the interface between some light metal and oxides films e.g. by naturally oxidized copper layer (Cu*). In
the present work, by using second harmonic Hall techniques, we determine the ratio of orbital vs spin currents
exerting torques on thin transition metals Co ferromagnet in systems using an orbit-to-spin Pt converter as in-
terlayer with Cu*. Our results quantifying damping like torques show that both orbital and spin currents are
enhanced in these systems. Moreover, the experimental determination of the decoherence length in a sample
series with varying Co thickness clearly demonstrates the interfacial generation of the orbital currents in Cu* by
Orbital Rashba-Edelstein effects (REE) leading to subsequent magnetic torque in Co over a typical lengthscale
of several nanometers.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the last decades, the fast development of spintron-
ics has led to the discovery of rich concepts involving spin-
transfer (STT) and spin-orbit torques (SOT). These aim to
enhance spintronic device performances with the use of pure
spin currents via spin-orbit interaction. A clear benefice is
an electrical control and manipulation of the magnetization,
e.g. in SOT-MRAM technology [1–3] constituting nowadays
an energy-efficient alternative to semiconductor based mem-
ories. For these perspectives, a better understanding of in-
herited fundamental concepts as charge-spin conversion phe-
nomena such as spin Hall (SHE) or Rashba-Edelstein (REE)
effects and reciprocals is mandatory.

Very recently, the physics of orbital angular momentum
(OAM) has been the focus of important breakthroughs in this
topics. The framework of orbital torque (OT) [4–7] relies
on the generation of polarized OAM, possibly its transport
over nanometric distance, and its conversion into spin angu-
lar momentum through spin-orbit (SO) interaction. Indeed,
several mechanisms may be at the origin of the OAM pro-
duction such as the orbital hall effect (OHE) [5, 6, 8–10], the
orbital Rashba-Edelstein effect (OREE) [11–15] and possibly
non-local or current gradient effects at the vicinity of specific
interfaces [16]. Those have been shown to overcome their
analog pure spin effects in some cases [17–19]. In order to
exert a magnetic torque on a ferromagnet via exchange pro-
cesses, the orbital currents have to be converted into spin us-
ing spin-orbit interactions. The orbit-to-spin conversion may
occur in the ferromagnetic (FM) itself during the torque pro-
cess or into an intermediate non magnetic layer (NM). In the
case of light materials, OT offers comparable efficiencies to
Pt [19, 20] a reference SHE material. By combining light
metals with heavy metal orbit-to-spin converters, a large en-
hancement of torques has been thus demonstrated [21–25].
Moreover, recent investigations showed the occurrence of a
strong OREE [26] at the interface between Al and an ultrathin
Co producing a strong increase of the field-like torque by one

order of magnitude [27].
Recent works focused more particularly on the role of O

p-type and Cu d orbital hybridization at the interface be-
tween metallic Cu and CuO to produce OREE [28] and subse-
quent OAM polarization. Numerous experiments showed that
the natural oxidation of Cu (noted Cu*) led to large torque
enhancement in bilayers [13, 20, 29–33], in lateral geom-
etry devices [34] or with the use of Pt spacer for its role
in the orbit-to-spin conversion [22–24, 35, 36]. Neverthe-
less, the actual composition of Cu* remains complex with
the presence of three possible oxidation degrees for Cu (Cu0,
Cu2O and CuO) [22, 37] and a strong dependence on the Cu
crystallinity[20]. The dependence of the OT on the Cu thick-
ness may indicate the pure interfacial origin or not, possibly
confirming the occurrence of OREE at the interface between
the light metal and the oxide film [20].

One one hand, questions arise about the typical coherence
length to expect for a non-equilibrium orbital current in para-
magnets over distance larger than typically 1 nm [38]. How-
ever, long range magnetic torques have thus been demon-
strated in non-magnetic light elements (Ti, Cr) via OHE [10,
21, 39, 40] or more recently with non-local measurments in
Cu|CuOx lateral devices [34]. On the other hand, orbital cur-
rents in ferromagnets have been predicted to possibly experi-
ence longer propagation length than spin currents due to the
specific orbital texture in the band structure and the presence
of hot-spots transport in the reciprocal k-space [41]. A clear
understanding of how far the orbital polarization can be active
on a magnetization is still under debate [42]. The dephasing
(or decoherence) of the spins penetrating a magnetic materials
around its exchange fields is known to be really short (∼ 1 nm
or less) in 3d transition metals [27, 43–45]. As the OAM inter-
act with the exchange field only through spin-orbit coupling,
its propagation in magnetic elements may remain longer than
for the spins reaching about 20 nm in Ni [39], 5 nm in Co [46]
or in CoFe [33] and CoFeB [31]. A precise evaluation of the
characteristic lengthscale for the torques may differentiate the
respective orbital and spin two contributions. Such methodol-
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ogy has been applied to Co|Pt systems [19] for which the in-
crease of the torque above the characteristic spin decoherence
length has been assigned to the OHE of Pt [19, 47], the posi-
tive sign of the SOC in Pt leading to additive orbital and spin
actions. Whereas this method has been successfully applied to
NM|FM bilayers involving either light or heavy materials, it
has never been applied in systems integrating an intercalated
Pt spacer. This appears as a direct way to determine if the
associated torque enhancement truly originates from orbital-
spin conversion, and to possibly give new insights on the in-
terplay between spin and orbital degrees of freedom in SOT
devices.

In our previous study performed on Co|Pt|Cu*, we pointed
out that the maximum enhancement arises for 4 nm Pt [22].
In this work, we aim at i) evaluating the magnetic torque
and corresponding decoherence length through Co thickness
dependence in Co|Pt|Cu* series, ii) determining experimen-
tally the ratio of orbital and spin contributions in the torque
enhancement due to the intercalated Pt spacer, iii) checking
the interfacial origin of the orbital current in Cu*. In this
article, we present our results reporting on the extraction of
the decoherence length in Co by performing second harmonic
hall voltage measurements on different series: Co(tCo)|Pt(3),
Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)*, Co(t)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* and in series with
varying Cu thickness: Co(2)|Pt(3)|Cu(tCu)*, Co(2)|Cu(tCu)*.

II. MATERIAL SYSTEMS.

A. Sample growth and magnetic characterizations

The investigated sample series were deposited by dc mag-
netron sputtering on thermally oxidized Si|SiO2(280 nm) sub-
strates. The choice of depositing Co onto SiO2, that is with-
out the use of Ta|Pt bottom buffer (or any other buffer lay-
ers), is to avoid any generation of spurious spin-Hall currents
injected at the opposite Co interface. Such growth proce-
dure leads generally to a small increase of the layer resistiv-
ity due to slightly larger roughness. However a set of Co|Pt
optimized reference series grown on Ta(5)|Pt(8) buffer lay-
ers can be found in former work[27] and compared with the
equivalent series grown onto SiO2 to check our approach and
in particular the validity of our data analyses. The samples
are polycrystalline and magnetized in the plane. The oxida-
tion of Cu has been characterized in our previous work [22]
by X-ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy (XPS) experiments and
STEM cross-section analyses showing the presence of a sep-
arate metallic copper Cu(0) and oxidized copper with differ-
ent degree of oxidation (CuI, CuII) in the naturally oxidized
3 nm Cu layer. The resistivities and THz-TDS (time domain
spectroscopy) data are compatible with an equivalent 1 nm
metallic Cu and 2 nm of oxidized Cu for a 3 nm pristine Cu
overlayer. Details of the growth and characterizations of Cu*
are given in the Ref. [22].

The saturation magnetization values (Ms) for the different
series has been obtained by SQUID measurements at room
temperature for both sample series (Fig. 1a). We find quan-

titatively a similar behavior for the different sample series.
For Co layer thicknesses tCo > 1.4 nm, Ms ≃ 1300 emu/cm3

very close to the expected value for bulk Co at room temper-
ature. For thinner Co, (typically for tCo < 1.4 nm) Ms gradu-
ally decreases down to Ms ≃ 750 emu/cm3 for tCo < 0.5 nm.
Such reduction of Ms for tCo below the nanometer scale have
already been observed in Co|Al systems, possibly assigned
to local strain effects [48]. However, this may also indicate
superparamagnetic properties of ultrathin Co layers. The ef-
fective in-plane anisotropy field He f f

K = 4πMs −2Ks/(MstCo)
with Ks the surface anisotropy originating from the SiO2|Co|Pt
interfaces is plotted on Fig. 1b vs. the inverse Co thickness
1/tCo. First, the negative sign of the anisotropy for all the
samples indicates an in-plane anisotropy. Second, the inter-
cept of He f f

K with the ordinate axis corresponding to bulk Co
(infinite thickness) is about 1.7 T as expected (4πMs ≃ 1.7 T).
Secondly, the well-defined slope of He f f

K vs. 1/tCo for 1/tCo
< 1 nm−1 (tCo > 1 nm) indicates the pretty good quality of
Co and its interface for this thickness range in agreement with
the information given by the Ms. Thirdly, the slope equiva-
lent for the three sample series indicates a surface anisotropy
strength Ks ≃ 0.98 erg/cm2 (0.98 ≃ mJ/m2) in agreement with
Ref. [49].

B. Spin currents characterizations by Anomalous Hall effects
(AHE).

Anomalous Hall effects (AHE) can be used to probe the
spin-dependent scattering and spin-current properties at the
vicinity of the interfaces [22, 27, 50]. To realize these charac-
terizations, we have fabricated W = 5 µm wide and L= 50 µm
long Hall crosses by optical lithography followed by an ion
beam (IBE) etching step. The same Hall bars are used for
torque extraction. The dependence of the longitudinal resis-
tance (Rxx) vs. the Co layer thickness (tCo) including the Pt
spacer (of thickness tPt ) gives an estimate of the material re-
sistivity. It approaches ρPt ≃ 50 µΩ.cm for Pt in a large thick-
ness scale and ρCo in the range 40-100 µΩ.cm for Co depend-
ing on its thickness.

The parallel resistor model for the spin-dependent conduc-
tion includes possible current shunting in Pt and Cu* lay-
ers as far as Cu* is not fully oxidized. This can be quanti-
fied from the reduction of the anomalous Hall effect (AHE)
compared to the reference (’ref’) samples free of such cur-
rent shunting according to RAHE (ζ ) = ζ 2 Rre f

AHE (ζ = Rxx

Rre f
xx

< 1
is less than unity). In Fig. 2a, we display the AHE values
measured on the following sample series: Co(tCo)|Pt(3) (ref),
Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)*. The continu-
ous curves are the result of our fitting procedure following our
theory established for multilayers [50]. The increase of AHE
observed for Co thinner than 2 nm describes the gradual rise
of the spin-current polarization with tCo from both the bulk
(parameter β ≃ 0.6±0.05) and the spin-dependent interfacial
scattering (interfacial spin-scattering asymmetry γCo/Pt = 0.4
from Ref. [50]). The decrease of AHE at large tCo observed
for the three series follows the characteristic 1/tCo variation of



3

0 2 4 6 8 1 00 . 0

0 . 5

1 . 0

1 . 5

0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 0
- 2 . 0

- 1 . 5

- 1 . 0

- 0 . 5

0 . 0

C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 )
C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( 3 ) *
C o ( t ) | P t ( 4 ) | C u ( 3 ) *

C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 )
C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( 3 ) *
C o ( t ) | P t ( 4 ) | C u ( 3 ) *M S (1

03  em
u.c

m-3 )

t C o  ( n m )

( a )

H K (T
)

1 / t C o  ( n m - 1 )

( b )

FIG. 1. Cobalt thickness dependence for Co(tCo)|Pt(3), Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* of a) magnetization saturation MS mea-
sured by SQUID, b) anisotropy fields HK measured from first harmonic of the Hall voltage by out-of-plane field sweeping. The measurements
were performed at 300 K.

the Co film resistance. Comparing the three different series,
the smaller AHE magnitude for Co(tCo)|Pt(3-4)|Cu(3)* com-
pared to Co(tCo)|Pt(3) can be quantitatively understood by i)
the current shunt in Cu(3)* with a native 1 nm thick metal-
lic Cu layer whereas ii) the difference in the AHE between
Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* (red and blue
curve) is explained by the additional current shunt introduced
by Pt(4) compared to Pt(3), and iii) an effective smaller Pt
thickness (about 1.5 nm) with larger resistivity (50 µΩ.cm)
possibly due to Pt over oxidation for the Co(tCo)|Pt3 se-
ries [27]. To go further in the fitting analyses, we show in
Fig. 2b the variation of RAHE

R2
xx

vs. tCo. For all the series, a linear

variation of RAHE
R2

xx
is found according to:

(
W
L

)2 RAHE

R2
xx

≃ σ
Co
AHE(tCo) tCo +TCo/Ptθ

Pt
SHEPPt

s (tCo)σ
Co
xx λPt (1)

with PPt
s (tCo) the polarization of the spin current injected

from Co to Pt, TCo/Pt =
0.4

1−γ2
Co/Pt

the average electronic trans-

mission for majority spins at the Co/Pt interface (γCo/Pt is the
interfacial spin-asymmetry coefficient). The conductivity of
Co, Pt and Cu was set to σCo

xx = 2.5× 106 Ω−1m−1, σPt
xx =

2 × 106 Ω−1m−1 and σCu
xx = 5 × 106 Ω−1m−1 respectively.

We set λ
↑
Co ≃ 5.7 nm and λ

↓
Co ≃1.2 nm and λPt ≃ 1.5 nm,

the electron mean free path in Co (for majority ↑ and mi-
nority ↓ spins) and Pt respectively. The spin-memory loss
parameter δCo/Pt is set to 0.4±0.05 corresponding to an ef-
fective spin loss of 0.5±0.1. Such a typical linear variation
observed at large tCo should be associated to a spin-Hall con-
ductivity for Co of σCo

xy ≃ 180 Ω−1cm−1 corresponding to a

mean Hall angle θ AHE
Co =

σCo
xy

σCo
xx

≃ 0.007. The inset of Fig. 2c
describes the gradual increase of the current spin-polarization
PCo

s vs. tCo at the Co|Pt interface in the Co(tCo)|Pt|Cu tri-
layers inside Co (dashed line) and inside Pt (straight line).
The typical lengthscale variation is the electronic mean free
path for ↓ spin in Co. The difference between the two curves

describes the spin-memory loss when electrons cross the in-
terface. The linear variation observed on Fig. 2b is reached
when PCo

s reaches its saturation. Moreover, we have plot-
ted in Fig. 2c the profile in depth of the Co(2)|Pt(tPt )|Cu(3)*
multilayers of the local transverse conductivity σxy(z) arising
from the proximity spin-current from Co. Here, one has con-
sidered the local spin-Hall angle in each separate layer, in par-
ticular in Pt showing the larger efficiency in the σxy(z) values
at the scale of its mean-free path (1.5 nm). The larger inte-
grated value of σPt

xy (z) value in Pt for the Co(2)|Pt(3) bilayer
is understood by a slightly larger resistivity of the top Pt in the
bilayer compared to the trilayer.

III. QUANTIFICATION OF DAMPING-LIKE AND
FIELD-LIKE TORQUES AND DECOHERENCE LENGTH

Spin-orbit torques are evaluated by using standard second
harmonic (f-2f) Hall measurements in the so-called in-plane
(φ ) geometry corresponding to the rotation of the applied field
in the plane (IP) of the stacks. We recently showed that out-
of-plane (OOP) angular variation geometry give equivalent re-
sults [51]. An oscillating current at frequency f = 727 Hz is
injected while the transverse voltage Vxy is measured. We first
perform 1st harmonic measurement (V 1ω ) in out-of-plane field
sweeping geometry to extract the AHE resistance (RAHE ) and
magnetic anisotropy (HK). We extract the planar Hall effect
(PHE) voltage (V 1ω ) and resistance from the azimuthal field
rotation. From the analysis of the 2nd harmonic signals (V 2ω )
we determine the respective damping-like (DL) and field-like
(FL) effective fields. Note that we have checked on spe-
cific samples that the measurements and analyses of magnetic
torques extracted from out-of-plane (OOP) angular geometry
gave consistent results. According to Ref. [52, 53], the second
harmonic voltage V 2ω writes:



4

0 2 4 6 80

1

2

3

4

0 1 20
2
4
6
8

0 2 4 6 8 1 00

1

2

0 2 4 6 8 1 00 . 0

0 . 5

1 . 0

1 . 5

2 . 0

C u

P t

� xy (
104  Ω-1 .cm

-1 )

z  ( n m )

   C o ( 2 ) | P t ( 3 )
   C o ( 2 ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( 3 ) *
   C o ( 2 ) | P t ( 4 ) | C u ( 3 ) *

C o

� int
(10

5 Ω
-1 .cm

-1 )

t C o  ( n m )

( c ) C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 )
 C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( 3 ) *
 C o ( t ) | P t ( 4 ) | C u ( 3 ) *

 C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 )
 C o ( t ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( 3 ) *
 C o ( t ) | P t ( 4 ) | C u ( 3 ) *

R AH
E (Ω

)

t C o  ( n m )

( a ) ( b )

R AH
E/R

xx2  (1
0-6  Ω-1 )

t C o  ( n m )
FIG. 2. Cobalt thickness dependence for Co(tCo)|Pt(3), Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* series of a) the anomalous Hall resistance
(AHE) RAHE measured from first harmonic of the Hall voltage by out-of-plane field sweeping, b) RAHE/R2

xx ratios showing a linear behavior
owing to the intrinsic spin-Hall conductivity of Co. Measurements were performed at 300 K. c) Calculated layer-resolved local transverse
conductivity σxy(z) for the three sample series showing enhancement of the AHE in the Pt layers at the scale of the mean-free path (1.5 nm).
Inset: Calculated current spin-polarization in Co (PCo

s , dashed line) and in Pt (PPt
s , straight line) vs. the Co thickness (tCo).

R2ω = (RAHE × HDL

HK +Hext
+ Iα∆T )cosφ +

+2RPHE × (2cos3
φ − cosφ)× HFL +HOe

Hext
(2)

with HOe the Oersted field produced by the current and α

the thermal coefficient giving rise to an additional voltage by
Nernst effects.

The DL and FL components present different dependencies
on the azimuthal angle allowing to be fitted separately. The
DL fields may be disentangled from the thermal components
(Iα∆T ) from their strong external field dependence unlike the
thermal component. In order to estimate the latter contribu-
tion, we have thus performed the measurements for different
magnetic fields for Co(2)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* as shown on Fig. 3a
for a current of 5 mA. We have extracted the amplitude of the
respective cosφ and

(
2cos3(φ)− cos(φ)

)
components corre-

sponding to the respective DL and FL torques. In Fig. 3b,
we present the cos(φ) DL components for which the ther-
mal contribution corresponds to the y-intercept at the origin
and the slope is equal to RAHE ×HDL. From RAHE , we ex-
tract the effective DL as a function of the current density in
Pt for the Co|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* series with Co thicknesses rang-
ing from 0.9 nm to 6 nm (see Fig. 3c) showing the expected
linear relationship. Note that we systematically calculate the
current density in Pt in order to compare the different sam-
ples integrating or not Cu* by using a parallel conductance
model and from the analysis presented in the previous sec-
tion. This method is equivalent to compare each measurement
at constant applied electric field. The DL effective fields are
fitted with a linear regression, the slopes of the fittings be-
ing equal to the ratio HDL/JPt and decrease with Co thickness
in agreement with the expected evolution of the DL effective
field (∝ 1/tCo).

Following a similar procedure, the FL fields are extracted
from the 2cos3(φ)− cos(φ) component of the raw data ob-
tained for different external magnetic fields. They are plotted

vs. 1/Hext and fitted with a linear regression as well where
the slope is now equal to RPHE × (HFL +HOe). However, the
Oersted field component cannot be directly disentangled from
the FL as they are both proportional to the current applied and
both independent on the external field. They may be disentan-
gled with further studies using thickness dependent measure-
ments, or comparison with models. Finally using the same
estimation for the current densities in Pt we extract for each
samples the ratios (HFL +HOe)/JPt .

We carried out the Co thickness dependence of the SOT on
i) Co(tCo)|Pt(3) series as reference of a dominant spin contri-
bution to the SOT, typically displaying a short decoherence
length of the order of 1.2 nm [27], on ii) Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)*
series providing a small enhancement compared to the ref-
erence, and on iii) Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* series displaying the
maximum of orbit-to-spin conversion with a two fold en-
hancement. In the two latter series, the OHE for Cu is ex-
pected to be negligible [8, 47], in particular for very thin
metallic Cu layer as considered here. The incoming spin cur-
rent penetrating the thin Co ferromagnet may be generally
composed of two terms of distinct origin: one from the SHE
produced inside Pt and one from the orbital current. Such or-
bital current can be generated either in Pt, either by the OREE
in Cu* and afterwards transmitted through Pt to reach Co. We
have thus possibly four different channels to consider: i) A
spin-Hall current from Pt, ii) a secondary spin-current in Pt
generated from orbital-to-spin conversion, iii) a pure orbital
current from Pt and iv) the orbital current from Cu* transmit-
ted up to Co through the entire structure. The two main contri-
butions can be gathered into the phenomenological equation:

θ
e f f = θ

SHE
Pt +η

Pt
L→S θ

OREE
Cu (3)

with equivalent expression for the effective Hall conductivi-
ties (ηPt

L→S is the characteristic efficient orbit-to-spin conver-
sion coefficient). This expression has been recently consid-
ered to explain the enhancement of torque amplitudes and spin
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FIG. 4. Co thickness dependence for the Co(tCo)|Pt(3), Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* series of a) damping-like (DL) torque
effective fields over the electric field ratios, b) DL torque efficiency in unit of electric field. Measurements are performed at 300 K.

pumping signals integrating orbital-to-spin conversion pro-
cesses [22–24]. However it has to be noticed that only spin
effects are considered in the net effective torque. As a matter
of fact, to be more general, the possible injection of pure or-
bital current directly in the ferromagnet, that would not have
been converted into spin current in the Pt spacer, have to be
taken into account. We already know that processes i) and ii)
previously described, exist (see e.g. Ref. [22]). A detailed ex-
amination of the decoherence length for the torque may help
to confirm or not if processes iii) and iv) may subsist.

A. Cobalt thickness dependence of DL torques

We first discuss the evolution of DL torque with Co thick-
ness in the three series. In Fig. 4a, We compare reference
sample Co(tCo)|Pt(3) (black diamond) to Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)*
(red circles) and Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* (blue triangles) by ex-
tracting the corresponding amplitude of the cos(φ) DL com-
ponent. This includes the i) removal of the thermal compo-

nent and ii) the measurement of the HDL at different elec-
tric field E. The advantage of this method compared to
a normalization vs. the current density in Pt (JPt

s ) as per-
formed in Ref. [22] is that, this way, the effect of the varia-
tion of the conductivity of each layer vs. the film thickness
are correctly considered. In particular, one can observe that
the Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)* series (blue triangles) display a clear
torque enhancement visible for tCo > 1 nm for the Pt(4) sam-
ple. We can compare the measured values to our previous re-
sults obtained on a different series of equivalent samples [22],
where tCo was fixed to tCo = 2 nm. Indeed, the HDL/JPt ra-
tios at 2 nm Co in this work can then be estimated vs. cur-
rent density in Pt to give (HDL/JPt)Co2|Pt3 = 1.56 mT/(1011

A m−2), (HDL/JPt)Co2|Pt3|Cu3∗ = 1.67 mT/(1011 A m−2) and
(HDL/JPt)Co2|Pt4|Cu3∗ = 3.92 mT/(1011 A m−2) in agreement
with our previous values given in Ref. [22]. Moreover, the
DL torque normally decreases as Co becomes thicker as ex-
pected from its well-known τ ∝ 1/tCo dependence for suffi-
ciently thick absorbing layer (the torque is purely interfacial
at this scale).
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effective fields on electric field ratios b) FL torque efficiency in unit of electric field. Measurements were performed at 300 K.

It is even more appropriate to consider the so-called effec-
tive spin-Hall conductivity for the torque defined as:

ξDL,FL =
2eMstCoHDL,FL

h̄E
(4)

with HDL the extracted DL field (HFL is the FL field), Ms the
saturation magnetization measured by SQUID magnetome-
try. The resulting ξDL vs. tCo are reported in Fig. 4b. First,
for tCo < 2 nm corresponding to a pretty short decoherence
length for the three sample series, we deduce a dominant spin
contribution, as expected. In this thickness range, the experi-
mental data can be fitted with conventional ’spin-only model’
(next section) corresponding to the absorption of the trans-
verse spin-current J⊥,in

s by Co and showing a saturating behav-
ior at thick Co. The value obtained for ξDL for Co|Pt bilayers
of about 2550 Ω−1/cm is in the range of what has been found
previously in spin-pumping experiments when one considers
spin-backflow effects and spin-memory loss. The difference
in the saturation values of fitting functions with the larger ef-
fective torque obtained for Co(tCo)|Pt(3-4)|Cu(3)*, witnesses
a second additive spin channel played by the orbital-spin con-
version in Pt.

We now discuss the data in the region corresponding to
thicker tco. We clearly observe a linear increase of the torque
efficiency ξDL for the three samples up to tCo = 10 nm. Such
non-regular behavior, also highlighted in Ref. [33], has been
assigned to the pure orbital contribution to the torque and aris-
ing in Pt [47, 54]. Our results confirm that the pure orbital
torque may have a significant impact on the overall torque
over a 10 nm thick Co, thus manifesting a pretty long orbital
decoherence length in 3d ferromagnet.

B. Co thickness dependence of Field-like torques

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the FL torque.
By using an equivalent procedure, we have extracted the[
2cos(φ)3 − cos(φ)

]
signal component from V2ω signature of

the total out-of equilibrium effective field HFL +HOe, sum of
FL torque and Oe fields. The FL plus Oe torques follow the
same trends as the DL torque with an increase at small Co
thickness (Fig. 5a). Interestingly, the torque ratio HFL+0e

HDL
be-

comes larger than unity for tCo < 1 nm which manifests the
smaller impact of the precession action in this thickness range
smaller than the decoherence length [27]. Nonetheless, the
Oe and FL fields can be hardly disentangled at this stage ex-
cept from their different signatures upon the Co thickness. In-
deed, whereas the Oe field is mainly independent on tCo at the
nanometer scale, the FL torque is mainly interfacial. We re-
port on the evolution of the (HFL +HOE)/E ratio in Fig. 5a
for the three series. Additionally the FL torque present a sign
change at tCo ≈ 1.5 nm indicating that HOe has an opposite
sign to the FL torque for 5d Pt as previously demonstrated for
4d Pd [55]. Note that a minimum is reached for each series at
tCo = 3.5 nm, and the effective field then decreases in ampli-
tude. This corresponds to the shunt of the top structure by the
thick Co layer.

The sum of FL and Oe spin-Hall effective conductivity ex-
tracted from Eqn. [4] are reported on Fig. 5b for the three
different series. We emphasize that the three series present
similar values at low thicknesses tCo < 1.5 nm. The FL torque
mainly manifests itself for Rashba-like contributions via lo-
cal exchange effects whilst less from spin current injection as
investigated here. If we consider HOe negligible for thin Co,
FL torques are observed to be quite insensitive to any orbital
contributions. In the region tCo > 1.5 nm, the three different
series differs in agreement with a dominating Oe field torque
contribution. Indeed, HOe is expected to rise with the current
asymmetry distribution, mainly flowing in the top layers of the
stacks. Finally at large thickness (tCo > 6 nm) the efficiencies
decrease because a dominant current in Co with a resulting
more symmetric current path distribution.
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IV. MODELING OF THE TRANSVERSE SPIN CURRENT
PENETRATION AND DL TORQUE

In this section, we detail our quantitative model describ-
ing the spin-orbit torque arising from spin only in the limit of
small tCo, region wherein the orbital torque is negligible. Our
approach to evaluate the out-of-equilibrium transverse spin
accumulation ∆µs(z)⊥ and spin current J⊥s (z) = σF

∂∆µ⊥
s

∂ z (z
is the coordinate in the FM thickness layer) and transverse
spin decoherence length λ⊥ relies on the generalized complex
Boltzmann equation describing the precession/relaxation in-
tertwined mechanisms and parametrized by a complex spin
resistance in Co [27]. The general equation for ∆µs(z) and
J⊥s (z) is then [27, 56, 57]:(

∂
2
z − 1

λ 2
s f

)
α
⊥
s − 1

λ 2
J

α
⊥
s ×m− 1

λ 2
φ

m×
(

α
⊥
s ×m

)
= 0 (5)

with α⊥
S = µ⊥

s or J⊥s , λs f the spin-diffusion length, λJ
the Larmor precession length and λφ a certain memory
length. We end up with a resolution of the form µ⊥

s ,J⊥s ∝

A(+) exp
(
+ z

λ ∗
F

)
+A(−) exp

(
− z

λ ∗
F

)
with λ ∗

F the complex de-
coherence length of the system; the real part corresponding
to a vanishing propagation in the FM, whereas the imagi-
nary part describes the effective precession length according
to λ ∗

F = λ
⊥,Re
F + iλ L,Im

F .

To solve the problem, we use the respective transmission
and reflection coefficients at the boundaries with the SHE Pt
layer in the the spin-mixing conductance (G↑↓) framework at
the Co|Pt interface. We find that the thickness dependence of
the integrated torque in the FM is expressed as a function of
the transverse spin-current really injected in Co. It results in
fine in:

σ
e f f
SHE = σ

(0)
SHE

G↑↓rPt
s tanh

(
tPt

2λPt

)
tanh

(
tF
λ ∗

F

)
1+G↑↓rPt

s coth
(

tPt

λ
s f
Pt

)
tanh

(
tF
λ ∗

F

) (6)

with σ
e f f
SHE the effective spin-Hall conductivity that we are

searching for vs. tCo. The latter expression traduces the fi-
nite transmission coefficient (through G↑↓), the spin-backflow
process (through the inverse of the spin resistance rPt

s ) and the
finite thickness of both the heavy metal and the ferromagnet.
In that sense, this formula typically describes the ferromagnet
thickness-dependence of the spin-mixing conductance when
tCo becomes smaller than the decoherence length. It has been
established by considering perfect electronic reflection at the
back-end of the thin ferromagnet. A possible impact of the
spin memory loss at this interface may enter in an overall re-
duction prefactor. The real and imaginary parts correspond to
integrated DL and FL torques respectively over the ferromag-
netic volume:

τDL =

(
Sh̄
m∗

)
Re
(

J⊥,in
s

)
, τFL =

(
Sh̄
m∗

)
Im
(

J⊥,in
s

)
(7)

0 1 2 3 4 50
1
2
3
4

C o ( 2 ) | P t ( 3 ) | C u ( t ) *
C o ( 2 ) | C u ( t ) *
C o ( 2 ) | P t ( 3 )

ξ DL
,E  (

103  Ω-1 .cm
-1 )

t C u *   ( n m )
FIG. 6. Cu* thickness dependence DL effective field normalized by
the electric field for light element system Co(2)|Cu(tCu)* and orbit-
to-spin conversion system Co(2)|Pt(3)|Cu(tCu)*. Measurements were
performed at 300 K.

with S the area of the Co|Pt interface. The fitting proce-
dure has been performed by considering the product G↑↓rPt

s ≈
2 as well as the spin diffusion length in Pt λ

s f
Pt = 1.75 ±

0.05 nm [22, 27]. It results in an effective spin-Hall conduc-
tivity of σ

e f f
SHE ≈ 1600

( h̄
e

)
(Ω cm)−1 for pure Pt, σ

e f f
SHE ≈

2090
( h̄

e

)
(Ω cm)−1 for Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)* and σ

e f f
SHE ≈

2860
( h̄

e

)
(Ω cm)−1 for Co(tCo)|Pt(4)|Cu(3)*. These values

are all in agreement with the ones previously reported on the
same systems [22] and extrapolated for slightly thinner Pt
thickness (3 nm). The decoherence length extracted from ξDL

fittings show a behavior expected from SHE that is λ
⊥,Re
F =

1.40±0.16 nm for the Co(tCo)|Pt(3) reference series. We find
a short decoherence length as well for Co(tCo)|Pt(3)|Cu(3)*
series with λ

⊥,Re
F = 1.85± 0.20 nm. For the Co|Pt(4)|Cu(3)*

the extracted decoherence length is observed to reach λ
⊥,Re
F =

1.67± 0.10 nm. The first result of the present study is the
demonstration that the enhancement of the torque efficiency
for tCo < 2 nm for Co(2)|Pt(4)|Cu* originates from spin ef-
fects due to a second spin channel due to the orbital-to-spin
conversion in Pt as suggested above. The major result of this
paper is the linear increase of ξDL for tCo ≥ 2 nm assigned to
pure orbital injection and interactions in Co.

V. ORBITAL CURRENTS GENERATION IN NATURALLY
OXIDIZED CU (CU*)

In this section, we investigate the Cu* thickness depen-
dence on either Co(2)|Cu(tCu)*, a pure orbital torque sys-
tem, and Co(2)|Pt(3)|Cu(tCu)*, a system involving orbit-to-
spin conversion in which moreover Pt plays the role of a
diffusion barrier for oxygen [27]. In Fig. 6, we present the
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DL field extracted from our second harmonic analysis (red
losange). We have normalized the data by the electric field
applied HDL/E for a fair comparison between samples. As
expected, the Co|Pt|Cu* series has a maximum torque effi-
ciency for the thinner Cu tCu∗ = 2 nm reaching ξDL = 2.5×
103

( h̄
e

)
(Ω cm)−1, and hereafter gradual decreasing values

down gradually in the Cu thickness window up to tCu∗ = 5 nm
(ξDL = 2.1× 103

( h̄
e

)
(Ω cm)−1). It has to be emphasized

that this values obtained in fine for tCu = 5 nm lies slightly
over the reference value obtained for Co|Pt previously found
(small black square). Such behavior also discards any bulk
OHE from metallic Cu to confirm an interfacial OREE. In-
deed, in tat case, the current density in Cu*, and accordingly
the torque efficiency ξDL, would be expected to largely in-
crease with tCu∗ contrary to what we find.

Finally, we analyze the results for the Co|Cu* series in
which we find a torque increase vs the Cu thickness in the
tCu∗ = 3− 5 nm range (blue circle), starting from relatively
low values, ξDL = 0.36 × 103

( h̄
e

)
(Ω cm)−1, reaching the

same value of ξDL = 2.0×103
( h̄

e

)
(Ω cm)−1 as that found for

Co(2)|Pt(3)|Cu(5). Importantly, we note that the orbital torque
from pure light element, presently, Co(2)|Cu(5)* exceeds the
one of Co(2)|Pt(3) confirming thus the strong impact of the
orbital currents on the torque. Finally, for these series the FL
torque are found negligible as expected for tCo = 2 nm .

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have demonstrated an enhancement of
the damping-like (DL) torque in Co|Cu* and Co|Pt|Cu* sam-
ple series with the benefit of additional angular momentum
channels to the SOT. Those are played either by additional
pure orbital current (OT) generated at the Cu|CuOx interface
(Cu*) or by orbital-to-spin conversion of those orbital cur-
rents into spin in interlayer Pt. In details, our results and
analyses indicate that the observed torque enhancement (max-
imum of twofold enhancement) in the region of thick Co
(tCo ≥ 2 nm) is due to the action of a pure orbital current

contrary to what is expected by the orbit-to-spin conversion
in Pt relevant at smaller Co thickness (≃ 1 − 2 nm). Such
orbital current is generated by OREE at the Cu|CuOx inter-
face and partially transmitted through Pt until Co. The sec-
ond issue deals with the possibility to consider other mecha-
nisms at play in addition to OREE at Cu|CuO interfaces dis-
carded in the present analysis. To go further in the under-
standing, using other 3d ferromagnets with larger spin-orbit
coupling, as Ni or CoPt, could be investigated in the future. In
particular, Ni presents a higher sensitivity to the orbital cur-
rent injection and thus would allow a more accurate analy-
sis. Finally reproducing FM thickness dependence with other
measurements (STT-FMR or current-induced magnetization
switching) could bring additional information. Finally we
also demonstrate the interfacial nature of the orbital current
generation in the top naturally oxidized Cu layer, through the
Cu thickness dependence of Co(2)|Pt(3)|Cu(tCu)* series pre-
senting constant values, contrary to the Co(2)|Cu(tCu)* series
that exhibit an increase with Cu thickness that we may explain
with crystalline and chemical arguments.
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