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Spin-current is an important physical quantity in preseat glpintronics and it might be very usefull
in the physics of quantum plasma of spinning particles. Tihissimportant to have an equation of the
spin-current evolution. This equation naturally appeara @art of a set of the quantum hydrodynamics
(QHD) equations. Consequently, we present the set of the diations derived from the many-particle
microscopic Schrodinger equation, which consists of thetioaity equation, the Euler equation, the
Bloch equation and equation of the spin-current evolutidve use these equations to study dispersion
of the collective excitations in the three dimensional siaspf the magnetized dielectrics. We show that
dynamics of the spin-current leads to formation of new tyjtle collective excitations in the magnetized
dielectrics, which we called spin-current waves.

I. INTRODUCTION system behavior. We keep the spin-current as an indepen-
dent macroscopic variable defined via the many-particle
The spin-current is a very important characteristic forvave function governs system behavior. We use the spin-
various physical systems. For instance it is useful for decurrent along with the particle concentration, the velocit
scription of such processes as spin injectioh [1] and othelield, and the magnetization. We consider the spin-current
process, where spin transport is involved. Most of them ar@Volution due to interparticle interaction. For this puspo
accumulated in a grate field of physics: spintronids [2], [3] We derive the spin-current evolution equation as a part of
There are different methods of the spin-current generatiorthe set of quantum hydrodynamic equations. Total angular
such as spin pumping by sound waves [4], optical spifnomentum current was presented in Ref.| [18] as a gener-
injection [5], and at using of junctions as Polarizel$ [6],all_zat|on of the spin current, which conserve even when Fhe
spin flip in the result of electron interaction with electro- SPin-current does not conserve. In our paper we consider
magnetic wave [{7]. Spin-polarized currents are used ifhe spin-currentonly, since the spin-currenthas appeared
spin lasers development][8] and in spin-diode structurefie quantum hydrodynamic equations. It is not necessary
[9]. It is interesting to admit that in some devises the spin{0 have a conserved quantity for the spin-current. We study
current exhibits the sine wave-like behavidr |[10]. New the spin-current evolution due to interparticle interawti
modification of spin-field effect transistors have been sug- It can be expected that the spin-current evolution also
gested (see for example_[11], [12]), one of the spintronigives influence on the spin waves, which are well-known
devices utilize the electron’s spin properties in addition phenomenonin many different physical systems, first of all
its charge properties. Effects in junction play key role inthey exist in the ferromagnetics and other structures with
spintronic devises. The spin-dependent Peltier effect wastrong magnetization. For example quantum dots show in-
observed experimentally [13]. It is based on the ability ofteresting spin waves behaviar [23]- [27]. Dynamics of the
the spin-up and spin-down channels to transport heat indenagnetic moments in the quantum plasma has also been
pendently. The use of graphene has been involved in thistudied. In Ref. |[[28] existence of the self-consistent
field either [14], [15]. Processes of spin transport and respin waves in the magnetized plasma was shown. Thus
laxation in graphene have also been considered [16]. kew branches of the wave dispersion appear in the magne-
has been expected that silicon spintronics has potential tized plasma due to the dynamics of magnetic moment of
change information technology, this possibility discusse electrons and ions. It was demonstrated by means of the
in Ref. [17]. guantum hydrodynamics (QHD) method [[29]-[32]. Later,
We have described a number of examples there the spithe generalization of the Vlasov equation for the plasma
current plays important role. Thus, it is necessary to havef spinning charged particles was used to study the same
analytical definition of the spin-current and equation @f th problem [33]. Magnetic moment dynamics also leads to
spin-current evolution. In Refs. | [18]- [22] authors dis- existence of the effect of resonances interaction of the neu
cussed the definition of the spin-currentin terms of the onetron beam with the magnetized plasma, which gives new
particle wave function describing the quantum state of thenethod of wave generation in the magnetized plasma [34],
spinning particle. Knowledge of the wave function allows[35], [3€]. Method of the QHD has become very popular
to calculate the spin-current and make conclusions on thand powerful method of studying influence of the magnetic
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moment dynamics on various processes in the magnetizgghrticles, and the spin-curredt”. Two-particle macro-
plasma [[34], [[3[7]-41]. The method of the QHD can scopic functions also appear in the terms describing inter-
be used for systems of the neutral particles with the magparticle interaction. In the self-consistent field approat
netic moment. Such systems are more preferable to demotien, containing no contribution of the exchange interac-
strate results given by the QHD method at description ofion, the terms describing interaction have same form as
the physical effects caused by evolution of the magnetithe terms caused by the external fields.

moments. The QHD description of the self-consistent spin To continue the comparison of the many-particle QHD
waves in a system of neutral particles in the one-, two-, anevith the one-particle one we admit that in the one-particle
three-dimensional dielectrics was described in Ref.| [42]casep®” = 0 andJ*? = Mv®, where M is the den-
Usually the set of QHD equations for the spinning chargedaity of magnetic moments, and is the velocity field. We
particles consists of the three equations for evolution otan also notice that in the one-particle case the kinetic en-
the material fields, these are the continuity equation fer thergy field s easily related with the particle concentration
particles concentration, the Euler equation for the véjoci n, magnetization)/® and velocity fieldv”?, so we have
field, and the generalized Bloch equation for the magnetie = mnv?/2. For the many-particle system we have that
moment evolution, and the Maxwell equations for the elecp>”, J*# ande are independent material fields additional
tromagnetic field description. to n, v, and M. In the many-particle systeni*’ and

The spin-current and an equation of its evolution ares are partly connected with, v®, and M “. Let us make
in the center of attention of this paper. The spin-currentain example to describe the last statement. For the energy
for many-particle systems of charged spinning particlesve haves = mnv?/2 + ne, where the last term corre-
appears in the QHD equations_[34], [43]. Usually wesponds to internal energy caused by the thermal motion of
need to find approximate relation between the spin-currergarticles [29]. A set of QHD equations including the en-
and other hydrodynamic variables to get closed set of thergy evolution equation and the non-zero thermal pressure
QHD equations. In this paper we go further, we derivein the Euler equation can be derived from a quantum kinetic
an equation for the spin-current evolution by means of thequation, but derivation of the quantum kinetic equation
QHD method. Recently, an analogous equation was dereeds some additional assumption to construct a distribu-
rived for graphene electrons which have also been obtainegbn function [47], [48]. Thus, to make more detailed study
by the QHD method|[44]. The spin-current definition andof magnetic moment dynamics we are going to present
corresponding equations appears in the QHD in the semthe straightforward derivation of equation for the magmeti
relativistic approximation. The spin-current have beeir un moment current (or the spin currenff? evolution from
versally defined according to the quantum electrodynamicthe many-particle Schrodinger and study its influence on
in Ref. [18]. the spin wave dispersion. During several last decades a lot

The first step in the development of the QHD was madef different ways of the quantum kinetic equation deriva-
after the Schrodinger equation had been suggested. Eon were suggested, but there are a lot of open questions
Madelung represented the Schrodinger equation for the orig this field. Derivation of a kinetic equation via the Wigner
charged particle in an external field as a set of two equadistribution function is the most popular and actively used
tions [45]. These equations are the continuity equatiorin recent publications. Moreover we keep developing the
and the Euler equation for the eddy-free motion. Later Tmethod of many-particle quantum hydrodynamics which
Takabayasi considered the QHD representation of the Paug more direct way of derivation of equations for collective
equation|[46]. guantum dynamics [34], [49], [50].

It is well-known that the one-particle Pauli equation can Waves in systems of neutral and charged spinning parti-
be represented as the set of the QHD equations. This set oles have been considered by means of many-particle quan-
equations is almost equivalent to the first three equationum hydrodynamics with no account of the spin-current
of the chain of the many-particle QHD equations takenequation. It has been assumed that the spin-curféft
in the self-consistent field approximation. The differesice appearing in the magnetic moment evolution equation can
are the follows. One-particle equations do not contain thée approximately considered 48° = M~v”. In this pa-
thermal pressure and the thermal contribution in the spinper studying waves in the magnetized dielectrics we con-
current. Hence, the one-particle approximation may beider two kind of equilibrium states. One of them corre-
used in semiconductors at low temperatures. However, theponds to the case when the equilibrium spin curget
hydrodynamical equations should be coupled with the setquals to zero, in second case we consider a non zero equi-
of Maxwell equations. librium spin current/*?, but we suppose that the equilib-

If we derive the QHD equations from the Pauli equationrium velocity field equals to zero. Such structure might be
for the one-particle in an external field we find three equarealized by means two currents (flows of neutral particles)
tion of material field evolution mentioned above. However,directed in opposite directions and having opposite dgtuili
if we have deal with many-particle system the set of therium spin.

QHD equations contains some new functions, for example We also need to accent the fact that the many-particle
the kinetic pressurp®® caused by the thermal motion of QHD method has been used for the different physical sys-
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tems, thus the sets of the QHD equations have been olotion of independent particle in an external electromag-
tained for graphene| [44], the neutral ultracold quantummetic field. The first term is the kinetic energy, which con-
gases [51], the Bose-Einstein condensate of excitons if@ins vector potential via covariant derivatiize. There-
graphene|[52], along with the physics of plasma describefbre, it contains action of an external magnetic field and
above. a rotational electric field on particle charge. The second
Presented here results are also important for the physi¢erm in formulal(1) describes interaction of particle ctearg
of magnetized ultracold quantum gases. Used where moalvith an external potential electric field. And the third term
els are equivalent to the first three equations of the QHDpresents the action of an external magnetic field on the
they are the continuity equation, the Euler equation, andnagnetic moments. The second group of terms consists of
the Bloch equation| [53],L[54]. the two last terms. They describe the interparticle interac
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il we presention. In this paper we consider the Coulomb and the spin-
and describe the set of the QHD equations derives in thepin interactions presented by the fourth and fifth terms
paper. In Sec. Il dispersion of the spin waves is considcorrespondingly.
ered, a contribution of the spin-current in the spin wave Using explicit form of the Hamiltonian, we obtain the
properties is studied. In Sec. IV brief summary of obtainecchain of equations, we truncate the chain of the QHD equa-
results are presented. tions including the four equations only. These are the evo-
lution equations for the particle concentratiorthe veloc-
ity field v#, the density of magnetic moment or spiA®,
Il. THE MODEL and the spin-current?.
The first step in derivation of the many-particle QHD

The many-particle QHD equations are derived fromeduations is the definition of particle concentration. Viihic

e micoscopc many parcle Schodinger equaior® ! 1% lecius uanlun mechanicl obsenable o
O U(R,t) = HVU(R,t), where (R, ?) is the wave . avéragepof the microscopic concentrgtion
function of V interacting particles.V (R, ¢) depends on
coordinate of all particles. We present it shortly by means n(r,t) = /\If*(R,t) Z 5(r —r,)¥(R,t)dR, (2)
R, whichisR = (ry,ra,...,r ), wherer; is coordinate of "
i th Eamd?- T?e strufctrl:re of thle QHD efquatlogs dzpendﬁlhere we integrate over the 3N dimensional configura-
on the explicit form of the Hamiltonian of considered sys- ional s N
: : pace, andlR = [[ _,dr,. The formula [(2)

:jem_ oi_partu;lfhs. ngo nott(_jescrlb(?dth?re the methdodd. more than the first collective quantum mechanical ob-

erivation of the QHD equations, a lot of paper are dedio oo Using of the particle concentration operator

cated to this topic | [29]-[32]. However, to be certain we . _ _ . : . .
present the Hamiltonian n = >, 4(r —r,) gives the projector of the 3N dimen

sional configurational space in the three dimensional phys-

R 1 ical space. Waves propagation, the charge-current flow, the
H= Z(%Di + e,po — fypagB;’(m)> spin-current flow happen in the three dimensional physi-
P P cal space. Consequently it is worthwhile to have a model,
which explicitly describes the dynamic of quantum many-

1 particle system in the physical space. The QHD is an ex-

+3 Z (€pnGpn — Vo1 Golotal) (1)  ample of such model.

pn#p We now differentiate the particle concentration with re-

used for derivation of equations presented below, WhergpeCt to time and find the continuity equation, where the

a o o o _ particles current = nv emerges.
Dy = —ho, €p Ay et/ € Ppeaty Ap oy are the po? Hence, the first equation of the QHD set of equations is
tentials of the external electromagnetic fieltfy = V7

the continuity equatio
is the derivatives on space variables, &rg, = 1/r,, continulty qual n v _0 3
is the Green functions of the Coulomb interacti6i,’ = o e+ (”V_) - ( )_ '
47T5a,85(rpn)+8385(1/7,pn) is the Green function of spin- At derivation of the continuity equatiofil(3) the explicit

spin interaction,y, is the gyromagnetic ratiog? is the form of the particles current appears as
. - . . . . 1
Pauli matrix, a commutation relations for them is j = /25(r—fp)2 (\P*(R,t)Dp\II(R,tHh.c.) dR,
m
P P

(00, 00] = 216,607, @)
en, m, are the charge and the mass of partiélds the ~ Where h.c. means the hermitian conjugation.
Planck constant andis the speed of light. For electrons  Differentiating the function of current with respect to.
v, readsy, = e,fi/(2m,c), e, = —|e|. time, .We_obtaln the momentum balan(;e equations, this
This Hamiltonian[{lL) consists of two parts. The first of €quation is an analog of the Euler equation
them is presented by the first three terms, which describe mn (0, + vV )v® + dgp*”
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k2 N h? 5 9°n - 8°n time derivatives of the wave function. This equation is a
—Ra An + Ra Y generalization of the Bloch equation. From equatidn (8)
we see that evolution of magnetic moment density caused
o € gy 5 PR by both the spin curreni®? and interaction of the mag-
=enk™ + —¢ "nv”BY + MPV*B”,  (5)  netic moments with the magnetic field. Charge of particles
whereE andB are the electric and magnetic fieldi,is the ggr?ssitr;o interference in dynamics of the magnetic moment
. . 0‘57 . - . .
density of magnetic moments, aés.the antisymmetric The explicit form of spin-current in the many-particle
symbol (the Levi-Civita symbol)p” is the kinetic pres- svstem is
sure tensor. The momentum balance equaliibn (5) has usudl

momentum current on thermal velocitig®’, the quantum 2m %

Bohm potential specific for quantum kinematics (two terms
in the left-hand side of equatioil (5), which proportional to .
h?), and interaction, which is presented in the right-hand X (\P*(R,t)Dg?f;‘\If(R,t) + h.c.) dR. 9
side of the momentum balance equatibh (5). We derive
this equation for charged spinning particles, thus thegforc  Next equation is the equation of spin-current evolution.
field contains the density of the Lorentz force describingThe spin-current appears in the Bloch equation, and if we
action of electromagnetic field on charges presented by twimclude the spin-orbit and the spin-current interaction we
first terms and force acting on the magnetic moment denget that the spin-current gives contribution in the forcklfie
sity from the magnetic field presented by the last term. Wen the Euler equatiori{5), for example see Ref.| [34]. The
present the force field in the self-consistent field approxispin-current evolution equation for system of neutralipart
mation. General form of the force field appearing in thecles is
Euler equation and introducing of the self-consistent field 8,J°% 4 7 (JPu)
approximation are presented in Appendix A. ¢

The second-fifth terms in the left-hand side of equation

. . . 1
form, we see that evolution of the velocity field caused by JoB — /Z 3(r —r,)
p

p

2
(@) appear due to representation of the momentum flux — T pofBe - 2—75”“53”.]‘5[3. (10)
I1*%. At derivation of the Euler equation the momentum m h
flux II*” emerges in the following explicit form for flux of the spin-curreny/“?* which emerges in the sec-
5 1 ond term in the left-hand side of equatidn](10). Its explicit
I = or —r i
/zp: ( Z[))2mp>< formis

1
JOtﬂV - /Zd(r —rp)mx
p

P

X (\I'*(R,t)ﬁgﬁgkll(]%,t) +h.c.> dR.  (6)

To represent the momentum flux via the hydrodynamic  x (\Il*(R,t)lingc?g\P(R,t) + h.c.) dr. (11)
variables we need to introduce the velocity of a quantum

particlevy (R, t). It appears via the phasg( R, t) of the  Definition of the flux of spin-current contains two opera-
many-particle wave functio® (R, t) = a(R,t)e"™. {515 of the long derivativeD? when the spin-current con-
The velocity of i th particle isi? (R, t) = :ViS(R.t).  tains one operator of the long derivative. Sin&* is

We can also introduce the thermal velocity of i th particleihe flux of the spin-current we use an approximate formula
u = v (R,t) —v®(r,t) as difference of the velocity of i  jasy — jesyv  |n general casg/®®* has more com-

th particle and the the center of mass velocity (the velocityey structure and contains additional contribution ofbot
field) v(r,t) = j(r,t)/n(r,t) (for details see Refs|_[29], the thermal motion and quantum kinematics as the quan-

[32)). o o tum Bohm potential. The last one shows in the form of a
The definition of magnetization term analogous to the quantum Bohm potential. We do not
o B n ~ consider these contributions and pay attention to the spin
M*(r,t) = /Zé(r — )V (R, 8)a" U (R, t)dR, current evolution caused by inter-particle interactione W
p

) should pay special attention to equatién] (10) because all
this paper is dedicated to consideration of the influence of

the spin-current evolution on dynamics of particles system

Equation[(ID) is presented for the chargeless spinning par-

B,M®* + VB Job — 2_750457]\/[537 (8) ticles, and th[s form will be used in th_e paper. However, we
now present it for the charged spinning particles
is derived at differentiating of the magnetization with re- B (7B I
spect to time and using of the Schrodinger equation for the O+ 07 (J) = EM B

appears at derivation of the Euler equatidn (5)
The equation of evolution of the magnetic moments
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2 2 aB 58 — 2
+ ivgﬁ'yé!]a'vBé + lnaﬁB“ _ VEMJBVJM. (12) p por, O0p = mupdn,, (14)
mce

. . where§*” is the Kronecker symbolyx is the Fermi ve-
Equations[(B)E(I0) take place for each species of partlrocity, Xa = Ka/V, is the ratio betwgen the equilibrium

cles. The electri& and magneti® fields appearing in magnetic susceptibility;, and the magnetic permeability

the equations(3)-(10) are caused by charges, electric cuy- — 4 + 4rk,. In the cases, < 1 we havey, ~ k..

rents, and magnetic moments of medium and satisfy t%ubstituting relationd (14) in the set of equatidds @), (5)

the Maxwell equations. Thus the QHD equations for eaci@ and [IB) and neglecting by the nonlinear terms, we ob-

species of particles connect by means of the Maxwell equgzi, 5 system of linear homogeneous equations in the par-

tions tial derivatives with constant coefficients. Passing to the
VB =0, VE=471)_ e.n,, following representation for the small perturbatiar’s
V xE=0, O0f = f(w, k)exp(—wt + 1kx)

4 yields a homogeneous system of algebraic equations.
VxB= " Z CaNgV, + 47 Z V XM, (13) Even when we consider an equilibrium spin-current the
c = - linear set of QHD equations splits on four independent sets.

where subindex "a” describes the species of particles. Th@N€ of them containg, 6v,, oM, J.,, the second one
ontainsoM,, oM, 6J,,, 0.J,,, the third set includes

Maxwell equationd(13) presented here do not contain tim X yz!
derivatives of the electric and the magnetic fields, be-gjwy’ 0.1, and fourth includes J, ., 6.J,.. Two last sets

cause we have derived the QHD equations from the norflave the same solution, which is the_cyclotron. frequency
relativistic theory. w = 2vB,/h. Hence, we have to consider solutions of the

first and second sets.

[1l. DISPERSION EQUATION . . .
A. The first group of dispersion branches

We consider the collective eigen-waves in a system of ) ) ) ) ) .
the neutral spinning particles being in an external uniform 1he first set give the following dispersion equation
magnetic field. Hence, we have deal with the paramag- 4 o fAmngy? 5\ o

w'tw| ——— —v° |k

netic and diamagnetic dielectrics. There are the two fun-
damental collective excitations in such physical systems,

they are the sound waves and the spin waves. Following A k3 M. P——-
the QHD description of the three dimensional magnetized 0 geay,  ZTOT 2 — g, (15)
dielectrics [42] one can show that there is one type of mno m
the spin waves in such systems. These waves have a conhere
stant eigen-frequency = 2B, /h, which is the cyclotron ) , B2k
frequency, where3, is an external magnetic field. Here vt =0vp + am2’ (16)
we have no dependency on wave vector, consequently the
group velocitydw /0k of these waves equal to zero. and

We are interested in an interference of the spin-current o — (3W2n)1/3ﬁ (17)
evolution on the dispersion properties of the medium. To r m’

find the dispersion dependence of eigen-waves in the dgye can see that a non-zero equilibrium spin-current leads
scribed systems we consider small amplitude excitationg, existence of the additional term in the dispersion equa-
around an equilibrium state of the medium. We considefjgn.
two different equilibrium states. In the first case we sup- | the absence of an equilibrium spin-current we have
pose that an equilibrium spin-current equals to zero, and ifyo solutions of the equatioR (1L5)
the second case we consider a medium with an equilibrium ) s 1o
spin-current under condition that an equilibrium velocity w® = —4my nok”/m, (18)
field equals to zero. and

For getting of solution we consider hydrodynamic vari- ) 9o
ables as the sum of an equilibrium part and a small pertur- w” = vk, (19)

bation where solution[(19) is the well-known sound wave. Dis-
n=ng+oén, E=0+E, persion of the sound wave consists of two pdris (16). The

first of them is the usual linear term, which appears due
B = Bye, +6B, v=0+dv, to the Fermi pressure. The second term is the contribution

of the quantum Bohm potential giving dispersion of the de

M = Mg +5M*, M§ =xBg, J* = J3” +6J°¢, Broglie wave. Moreover the evolution of spin-current leads



to existence of the second solutign](18). This solution can
be rewritten as

4
w =1 o

~vk. (20)
m
It shows faster damping and gives no wave behavior.

The sound wave solutiori_(19) and spin wave =
2vBy/h appear in the simpler model without account of
the spin-current evolution. In this case a system of neutral
spinning particles can be described by the continuity, Eu- : : : : .
ler, and magnetic moment evolution equations, where we
can put/*? = M“v” to close the set of equations. It has 0 20 450 60 8_9 100
been mostly used for systems of charged spinning particles 1 O k cm
[2€], [34], [37]. 2

Presence of the equilibrium spin-current in the equa-
tion (I3) makes it rather complicate. So, we are going-ig. 1. (Color online) The figure describes the dispersiqrede
to solve it numerically. It seems reasonable to chous@ence of the stable collective excitation described by touia
Q= w/A = /m/(mng)w/(2vk) as dimensionless fre- (22). This figure is obtained in the de-Broglie regime. We see
guency, where we introduced that Q approximately proportional té. So this figure reveals
quadratic dependence of the frequencygf wave vectork.

3
10" Q2
OO

b

_ AmyPng

A2 K. (21)
m
In this case we get equatidn {15) in the form of 7 i
D'+ (1-a)+ 80 —a=0, (22) 6t ImO!

where a = muv?/(4mngy?) is the parameter describ- 5
ing contribution of the quantum Bohm potentigf, = G
kMyJi* /(v*n3) is the parameter describing contribution 4/
of the equilibrium spin-current. On figures we present 3 ]
a limit case: de-Broglie regime whea ~ a; = Re(2
h?k? /(16mrmngy~y?). The both parameters and 3 depend 2 Y . - 5
on module of the wave vectdr. Consequently equation 2 4 6 8 l 0
(22) allows to get2(k) dependence. Equation (22) gives -5 1

two solutions. One of them is stable solution, which disper- 1 O k Cm

sion presented on Fid,](1). The second solution of equation 2

(22) shows an instability, which exists due to the existence

of the equilibrium spin-currenf;”. This solution is pre-

FIG. 2. (Color online) The figure describes the second smiuti

sented on Fig[{2). . _ . of equation[(ZR) in the de-Broglie regime. This solution is u
Solutions [(I8) and_(19) can be briefly written in termsstaple.) The dispersion dependence and correspondireiitst

0f2reduced frequenc andc, so we have); = —1 and  increment of the collective excitation are presented.

Q5 = a.

Let us consider approximate solutions of equatian (22)
at nonzero equilibrium spin-current under assumption that); is used for short representation of solutiohs] (19) and
B gives small contribution in dispersion of waves](19) and(20). Includinga\? = vk we come to the following dis-

(20). Thus solutions of equation (22) emerge as persion relation for the sound wave
w = 'Uk + Cl (23) ﬁAQ
and w = vk + m = Ul k, (26)
47Tn0
w =3 vk + Co (24)  where we introduced a modified sound velodity, which
m . .
h slightly depends on the wave vectbrvia the quantum
where Bohm potential.
G = Bw;
T ] ] 2 — 2 2 k
5 mu? + 4dmy?ng
~ (25)

22(wi /A2 +1—a) Sincef > 0 andg ~ k we see thal/; > v.



Contribution of the spin-current in unstable brarlch (24)In the paramagnetic limit formul&(B0) gives
in considering limit

1 1
BA? w? =02 — X2 N\ /SN2 — 202, 33
WA e TN T2 ! ®

At large k at small magnetic field)¢ > Qﬁ) only one
4mng 2my*no 8 solution exists, which corresponds to the sign plus in front
+12 k — (28) ) . .
m mu? + 4my2n, of the square root in formula(B1). This solution appears as

appears to be real and negative. We see that real part of
solution [28) is almost a linear function of the wave vector e = Q /1671252% 1, (34)

k, but it contains small additional dependence on the wave
vector viav containing contribution of the quantum Bohm
potential. This results differs from previously considkre . Q? . . .
case depicted on Fig.2. Formul[a](28) is obtained in thé'nfev < 1 we have that this solution _ex'sfts at>
limit of small contribution of the equilibrium spin-curren 7, > 1. It corresponds to large magnetizatidf.

When Fig.2 is obtained for a finite value of the equilibrium  Equation [[2D) can be rewritten as an equation of fifth
spin-current, so it reveals an interesting dependenceabf redegree. One of its solution is = 0. So we have equation
and imaginary parts of the frequency on the wave vectoof fourth degree

discussed above.

w' + ()\2 —202(1 — 27r§)>w2
B. Wave dispersion for the second group of variables

The second set of equations containing evolution of o o )
6M,, 6M,, 6J,., 6J,. gives the following dispersion + Jw + (97(1 —4mE) + A ) =0, (39)
equation
Q where
w® + 87 hj]ku]g”
¥ = 1677y, J§"k/h. (36)
k kngy?h + Q. 2ymJg®
—|—47r—(w2+§2§)w no’Yh 5 ”sz 0 —Q§(1—47r£) = 0,This equation[(35) differs froni_(30) by one term only. It
w mh(w? — ) is the third termdw. Thus we have changing of solutions
(29)
2B, _ . (31) caused by the equilibrium spin-curreht- J5*. So-
where(2, = =% and¢ = Mo/ B,. For the ferromagnetic lutions of equation(35) we calculated approximately under

Sampllif itshlargerthand(iﬂé d>> 1, Whilet§ is rather small assumption that the equilibrium spin-current gives small
¢ < 1forthe para- and the dla-magnetics. . contribution in dispersion dependence. Designating so-

In the absence of the equilibrium spin-current this equaytions of equation[{30) presented by formUlal(31)zas
tionis simplified to Then solutions of equatioh (B5) appear as

w'+ (A2—293(1—2w5)>w2+93 (A2+Qi(1—4w§)> =0. R -
(30) 200(2w? 4+ A2 — 2Q2(1 — 27€)) + 0
Solving this equation we get
1
2 _ 02(1 _ e ¥
w” = Q(1 - 27E) 2)\ ~ 4 v 37)

222 + N2 — 202(1 — 27€))’

4 \/1/\4 _ 2/\293(1 — 7€) + 167T252Q$' (31)  Using explicit form ofcw in the second term of formula
4 (34) we come to the following formula
These are new solutions. Their occurrence is caused by the
account of the spin-current evolution, so we called them Y
w=wxt 38)

spin-current waves. 4 Q\202(1 _ 202004
In the smallk limit we come to 2\/)\ 8A Qv(l m¢) + 64m Q”

2o o2 [ 1+27¢ 2 —
w—QV<1_6W£ >+)\ (_

+ A€

S
=3 [~
o

(32) Signs plus and minus in front of the second term of formula
' (38) correspond to signs in formu@{31).

o [
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C. Discussion frequency. It gives no changes in the imaginary part of the
solution.

Let us discuss the sound wave. In the absence of an
Formulas [(IB),[(19),[(31) and the cyclotron frequency ~-. * 5 o )
w = 2vB,/h appear as solutions of a dispersion equatiorrqu'“b”um spin-current it is described by formu[a(19).

obtained at account of the spin-current evolution in the apn the presence O.f an equilibrium spin-current we numeri-
cally consider a limit case: the de-Broglie regime. In the

de-Broglie regime we find that the equilibrium spin-current

"Hoes not change fo fthe di i e (fornfula (19
has an increasing amplitude. Another one has a decreas: ©s not changs form o ispersion curve (for (19)

2, . .
ing amplitude. Since we have no source of the energy iff' ©> UV = 5, in the de-Broglie regime). Thus we see
the system we have no mechanism for the amplitude inthat{2 linearly depends on the wave vecfgrandw ~ £°.
creasing. So, we conclude that the decreasing branch také8€ approximation of small equilibrium spin-current lets
place in considering case. This decreasing solution givel® trace contribution of the equilibrium spin-current oe th.
no contribution in the spectrum as it reveals monotonic deSound wave analytically. In the de-Broglie regime an addi-
creasing of the amplitude (non oscillating solution). Thugtion to spectrum of the free quantum particles as
we have got left the two unchanged solutions: the sound 8rmngy2S k
wave [19) and the spin wave = 2B, /h, which can be Awg = W2k + 16mmmng 2 TR v
found with no account of the spin-current evolution. We
have also found solutions{B1), which present the two spinwherex does not depend on the wave vectorOne can
current waves reaching the wave spectrum of magnetizetf€ that the frequency shift is positive and decreases at the

sence of the equilibrium spin-current.

dielectrics. increasing of the wave vector. In the Fermi regime we find
At this step we can conclude that the account of th hat the sound velocity increases on a constant value de-
ined by formulal(2I7).

spin-current evolution, without changing of conditionssy . o I .
tem being at, we obtained additional information about Let us dBCUS?‘ now pontrlbutlon O.f the equilibrium spin-
' yrrent in the dispersion of the spin-current waves. For-

processes happen in the system. In considering case Wi : ;
have got the two additional wave branches (the spin-curre ula [38) shows that the spin-current wave having plus

waves) described by formula(31). Formulal(32) reveal minus) in front of the square root in formula{31) gets pos-

that at smalk and large enough external magnetic fiélgl !tive (ne_gative_) contribution of the equilib_rium spin—cen@
the cyclotron frequenc§2, = 2B, /h gives main contri- in the dispersion dependence. So we find an increasing (a

bution in the dispersion of the spin-current waves. decreasing) of the frequency. Including the fact that &

. . . . and\ ~ k we have the following dependence of the last
Consideration of the spin-current as an independent,m in formula[[3B) (a frequency shift caused by the equi-
physical variable gives us possibility to consider some conjipium spin-current) on the wave vector appears as
ditions, which can not be included in more simple model.

One of these conditions is the existence of an equilib- A — 8y/mmiL, J;* k

rium spin-current with the zero equilibrium velocity field 7 hy/ng M’

vy = 0. Presence of an equilibrium spin-current leads to .
changes of solution§ (18) arid {19), and to complication owvhere @ = 2m(1 — 7€)Q2/(n7?) and b =
dispersion equatiofi(BO) (degree of this equation incease4m?>£*Q2] /(ng~*) are positive constants. At — 0 we
so we get equatior (29)). However it gives no change irobtainAw; — 0. Aw; increases with increasing of the
the dispersion of spin waves with the cyclotron frequencywave vector. Howeverhw; reaches its maximum at an

w = 2vBy /h. intermediate wave vectdr, = ‘/372_97. This maximum
Presence of an equilibrium spin-curreff” leads to  value of the frequency shift is ’

change of the solution§ (119) arld 120). Real part of solu- o

tion (20) appears due td;*. In the de-Brolie regime it Aw (ko) = 8y/mmil, Jg 1 .

is pictured by lowest curve on Fig. (2). It reveals as a hy/no iz

curve with two linear areas, one at smalland the sec-

ond one att > 4 - 10° cm~!. They connect smoothly At largek the frequency shiff\w ; decreases als/ k.
aroundk = 3 - 10° cm~!. Thus, we can assunieé = v;k,

with different v; for each area. Consequently, we have

Rew = /T02yy;k?. Imaginary part of solution mw IV. CONCLUSION
is pictured by upper curve on Fig.(2). Its form is similar
to the form of the real part of the frequendiew, but it To getinfluence of the spin-current on dynamics of mag-

has larger value. Limit of small contribution of the equilib netized dielectrics we have derived equation of the spin-
rium spin-current allows to obtain some analytical solutio current evolution as a part of the set of the QHD equations.
(28). In this approximation the equilibrium spin-current In the result we have set of four equations: the continuity
J§* gives rise to appearance of the negative real part of thequation (particle number evolution equation), the Euler
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equation (momentum balance equation), the Bloch equa- It has been shown that a two-particle functibur,r’, t)
tion (magnetic moment balance equation), and equation dsee formulad(43) anf (#4)) appears as a sum of two terms
the spin-current evolution. These equations are used in thg (r,r',t) = f(r,t)f(r',t) + g=(r,r’,t). The first of
self-consistent field approximation. the two terms is the product of corresponding one-particle
With no account of the spin-current evolution equationfunctions. It corresponds to the self-consistent field ap-
we find two wave solutions: the sound wave and one spiproach suitable for the long-range interaction. The second
wave solution. Including the spin-current evolution equa-term gives contribution of quantum correlations, particu-
tion leads to account of new solutions. We found three nevarly the exchange correlation.
wave solutions. Two of them have frequencies near the cy- Thus, in the self-consistent field approximation we
clotron frequency. These solutions make spectrum of spihave that the two-particle concentration represents as
waves richer. It appears as a splitting of one spin wavehe product of the concentrations in pointsand r’:
branch on three branches. The third solution has negae,(r,r’,t) = n(r,t)n(r’,t); and the two-particle mag-
tive square of the frequency and reveal monotonic dampingetization gives us the product of the one-particle magneti
of perturbation amplitude. These solutions emerge WheﬂationMg‘ﬁ(r7 r',t) = M“(r,t)Mﬁ(r’,t). Putting these
the equilibrium spin-current equals to zero. Account of arvepresentations in formula{42) we can introduce electric
equilibrium spin-current does not give new solution, but afield caused by the electric charges and the magnetic field
change of wave dispersion was obtained. caused by magnetic moments. These fields emerge as

E* = —eV"‘/G(r —r)n(r',t)dr’, (45)
APPENDIX A: GENERAL FORM OF THE FORCE
FIELD AND THE SELF-CONSISTENT FIELD and

APPROXIMATION
B* = /Go‘ﬁ(r —tYMP(r' t)ar’. (46)

In the Euler equatiori{5) the force field They satisfy the Maxwell equatioris{13). Using these fields
F* — enE® + EeaﬁanﬁBW 1 MPVeRs (39) we come to the force field (89).
&

is presented in the self-consistent field approximation.
Here we are going to present general form of this force

field and explain how we got formula_(39) from the gen- . andreevpa@physics.mst.ru
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