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We theoretically study angular momentum (AM) transfer from a spin-polarized dilute gas into
an nanoparitcle (NP) tightly trapped in optical tweezers. We formulate a microscopic model based
on the spin tunneling Hamiltonian method and derive a macroscopic stochastic differential equation
(SDE) which governs the AM-transfer-induced rotational motion of the NP. It is shown that the
AM transfer rate at the NP surface can be extracted via the inference of the SDE. This work will
open the door to the manipulation of nano-spintronic systems in gaseous environments.

Introduction.— The Einstein–de Haas (EdH) effect,
mechanical rotation caused by spin polarization, is a uni-
versal phenomenon of angular momentum (AM) conver-
sion in rigid bodies [1]. The EdH effect has been demon-
strated in a variety of magnetic systems [2–6].

Recently, the EdH effect has been utilized in micro-
magneto-mechanical systems to measure spin relaxation
processes involving electron spins [7] and magnons [8].
These studies imply that the EdH effect will lead us to
go further in studying the nonequilibrium spin physics
in nano-scale materials if combined with a high-precision
mechanical control and measurement. Optical manipula-
tion is a candidate for such mechanical control, which was
pioneered by Ashkin [9, 10]. This technique has been ap-
plied to trap not only nanoparticles (NPs) [11] but also
atoms, ions, and molecules [12–14]. Furthermore, the
optical angular momenta can be used as ‘spanners’ to
revolve tiny objects [15–18]. In the recent studies, they
further developed the optical trapping technique to cool
the center-of-mass motion of NPs down to sub-Kelvin
temperature [19–22]. Those techniques will enable us to
tightly trap and levitate NPs. However, the magneto-
mechanical response of such a levitated NP has not been
studied so far.

In this Letter, we formulate the AM transfer from a
spin-polarized dilute gas into a NP tightly trapped in an
optical fiber with optical tweezers (FIG. 1). Our theory
consists of (i) a microscopic model of the spin transfer and
(ii) a macroscopic stochastic equation for the mechanical
rotation of the NP.

The microscopic spin transfer from the gas to the NP
is described by the spin tunneling Hamiltonian [23–28]
where the spins can be injected from the gas into the NP
only when there is a difference between the nonequilib-
rium distribution function of the gas and that of the NP,
and hence a spin chemical potential difference.

The macroscopic stochastic differential equation

(SDE) is derived by applying the low noise approxima-
tion to the chemical master equation [29]. We reveal that
the fluctuation of the NP rotation is described by the
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process. We also show that
the spin transfer rate can be extracted from the variance
of the OU process.

FIG. 1. Setup of the Einstein–de Haas effect due to the spin
transfer from the spin polarized gas into the NP trapped in
a hollow-core optical fiber with optical tweezers. The spin
AM of the gas is converted into the mechanical AM of the
NP, whose electron state of the NP is modeled by a two-level
quantum system consisting of down-spin (g) and up-spin (e)
states as shown in the inset. The spins of the gas particles are
injected at a certain rate only when there is a finite difference
in the nonequilibrium spin state between the gas and the NP.
The spin transfer rate can be determined by the stochastic
differential equation for the rotational fluctuation of the NP.

Spin transfer from a spin-polarized gas into a NP.—
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Let us consider a microscopic description of the spin
transfer from the spin-polarized gas into the NP trapped
in the optical tweezers. The typical time scale of the spin
transfer is considered to be much faster than the contact
time of the gas at the surface of the NP. During the con-
tact time, the spin of the gas is transferred at a certain
rate into the NP. As a result, the spin polarization of
the gas is flipped and the injected spin is converted into
mechanical AM of the NP. We describe this situation by
the following Hamiltonian:

H = Hnp +Hgas +Hex, (1)

with a two-level Hamiltonian for the spin states in the
NP HS , the Hamiltonian of the spin-polarized gas HB ,

Hnp =
∑
σ=↑,↓

νa†σaσ, Hgas =
∑
kσ′

εkσ′c†kσ′ckσ′ , (2)

and the spin exchange Hamiltonian between the NP and
the gas,

Hex =
∑
q

λσ+
q S
− +H.c., (3)

where aσ (a†σ) and ckσ′ (c†kσ′) are the annihilation (cre-
ation) operators of the electron in the two-level system in
the NP and in the gas, respectively. We have introduced
labels for the wavevector, k, and for the spins, σ and σ′.
When the gas particles collide with the NP, the spin AM
is transferred from the gas into the NP with a tunneling
amplitude of λ. We have also defined spin flip operators,

S− = a†↓a↑, σ+
q =

∑
k

c†k−q↑ck↓. (4)

The injected spins per unit time is given by the spin
current at the NP surface defined as

Js := −~ ∂
∂t
σztot = i[σztot, H], (5)

σztot :=
1

2

∑
k

(c†k↑ck↑ − c
†
k↓ck↓). (6)

Note that we assume that the collision between the spin-
polarized and the NP is the perfect elastic collision and
can safely ignore the contribution from the orbital AM.
Following the spin tunneling Hamiltonian method of the
Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [24, 25], we obtain the sta-
tistical average of the spin current:

〈Js〉 = λ2Nint

∫
d(~ω)

2π

∑
k

ImχRk,ω(−ImGRω )δfneq, (7)

where Nint is the site number of two-level systems per
unit area on the NP surface, χRk,ω and GRω are the Fourier

components of the retarded spin susceptibility for the gas
and of the retarded Green’s function for the NP,

χRk,t :=
i

~
θt〈[σ+

k,t, σ
−
k,0]〉, GRt := − i

~
θt〈[S+

t , S
−
0 ]〉, (8)

where θt is the unit step function. The difference of the
nonequilibrium distribution function δfneq is given by

δfneqk,ω = fgask,ω − f
np
ω , (9)

fgask,ω :=
χ<k,ω

2i ImχRk,ω
, fnpω :=

G<ω
2i ImGRω

, (10)

where χ<k,ω and G<ω are the Fourier transformations of
the lesser components,

χ<k,t :=
i

~
〈σ−k,0σ

+
k,t〉, G<t := − i

~
〈S−0 S

+
t 〉. (11)

Note that the difference δfneq should originate from
the difference of the spin chemical potential between the
gas and the NP, that drives the spin transfer from the
gas into the NP at a certain rate, which is proportional
to λ2Nint. We will show how the spin transfer rate can
be extracted from a fluctuating rotational motion of the
NP in a possible situation below.

EdH effect of the NP.— The injected spins from the
gas are converted into the mechanical AM of the NP via
the EdH effect. The AM conservation among the gas and
the NP is given by

〈σztot(t)〉+ Iω(t) = const., (12)

where σztot(t) is the total amount of the spin accumulation
in the spin-polarized gas defined as

〈σztot(t)〉 := 〈σztot(0)〉 −
∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Js(t′)〉 . (13)

The NP moment of inertia is I, and the angular velocity
of the NP is ω(t).

SDE of the EdH fluctuation. — In order to connect
the microscopic description of the spin transfer processes
to the macroscopic quantities, we construct a SDE gov-
erning the EdH-induced rotational motion of the NP. For
simplicity, we assume that the injected spins are only con-
verted into the mechanical AM parallel to the spins, and
the NP is perfect sphere so that the collision between the
gas and the NP is elastic.

In a dilute gas, the spin transfer in each collision is
independent, and thus we can describe it by a counting
process. This is where the stochasticity arises in our sys-
tem. The counting process can be regarded as a pair of
chemical reactions in the system with a volume of Ω,{

A1
κ1−→ A2 (Reaction 1),

A2
κ2−→ A1 (Reaction 2),

(14)
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where A1 and A2 are a spin-polarized (up-spin) gas par-
ticle and non-polarized (down-spin) one. We have de-
fined N1,2 as the number of up-spin particles and that of
down-spin particles. Note that the total particle number
N := N1 + N2 is conserved. The reaction 1 represents
the spin transfer from a gas particle into the NP while
the reaction 2 corresponds to its back-action from the
NP to the gas particle. The reaction rate per unit time,
κm(m = 1, 2), is associated with the spin current via a
micro-macro correspondence,

〈Js〉 = κ1N1 − κ2N2. (15)

The stochastic dynamics of the particle numbers, ~N :=
(N1, N2)>, is subject to the chemical master equation
(CME),

∂Pt( ~N)

∂t
=

2∑
m=1

[
Fm( ~N − ~sm)Pt( ~N − ~sm)

− Fm( ~N)Pt( ~N)
]
, (16)

where Pt( ~N) is the probability distribution function of ~N ,

and Fm( ~N) := κmNm is the propensity functions of the
reaction m. The stoichiometric vectors accompanying
the reaction m,

~sm=1 :=

(
−1
+1

)
, ~sm=2 :=

(
+1
−1

)
, (17)

are responsible for the variation of the particle numbers
of A1 and A2.

If the stoichiometric change is small compared to the
total reactants population, | ~sm| � | ~N |, the CME can be
approximated by a continuous diffusion process. Here, in
order to derive the SDE governing the NPAM dynamics,
we use the system size expansion, that is also called as
the low noise approximation and valid within large sys-
tem and small fluctuation [29]. Firstly, we separate the
particle numbers in terms of deterministic and fluctuat-
ing parts of the number densities,

~N = Ω~φ(t) + Ω1/2~ξ(t). (18)

It is worth noting that it is generally important to analyze
the fluctuating part ~ξ(t) in small systems including the
NP trapped by the optical tweezers. The deterministic
part ~φ(t) is the solution of the chemical rate equations,

∂

∂t
~φ(t) = K~φ(t), K =

(
−κ1 κ2
κ1 −κ2

)
. (19)

Within the small stoichiometric change regime (i.e.,

| ~sm| � | ~N |), we can perform the Kramers-Moyal expan-

sion around ~N for ~sm.

∂Pt( ~N)

∂t
=

∑
l1,l2≥0
m=1,2

Γml1,l2
∂l1+l2

∂N1
l1∂N2

l2

[
Fm( ~N)Pt( ~N)

]
(20)

where we have defined Γml1,l2 ≡ (−s1,m)l1(−s2,m)l2/l1!l2!.
Substituting Eq. (18), we write the probability distribu-

tion function as a function of re-scaled variable ~ξ instead
of ~N ,

Pt( ~N) = Πt(~ξ), (21)

and collect the zeroth order terms in the system size Ω
to get the Fokker-Planck-type diffusion equation for ~ξ.

∂Πt(~ξ)

∂t
=

∑
l1,l2≥0
l1+l2=1
m=1,2

Γml1,l2
∂

∂ξ1
l1∂ξ2

l2
[κmξmΠt(~ξ)]

+
∑

l1,l2≥0
l1+l2=2
m=1,2

Γml1,l2
∂2

∂ξ1
l1∂ξ2

l2
[κmφmΠt(~ξ)] (22)

We can get the corresponding Langevin-type SDE [29],

dξi(t) =

2∑
m=1

[
si,mκmξm(t)dt

+ si,m
√
κmφm(t) · dWm(t)

]
(i = 1, 2). (23)

In the following, we consider a situation where almost
all of the gas particles are spin-polarized [i.e., N1(0) ≈
N,N2(0) ≈ 0] in the initial state and focus on the short-
time dynamics so that we can safely assume that N1 �
N2. From these observation, we can assume that the
first component of ~ξ is much larger than the second one,
|ξ1| � |ξ2|. Since we focus on the short-time dynamics
after the initial state, we have φi(t) ∼ φi(0) = const. and
φ1(t) � φ2(t). In other words, we can ignore the back-
action from the NP to the gas particles. Finally, we can
write the SDE of the spin AM

dξ1(t) ≈ −κ1ξ1dt+
√
κ1φ1(0) · dW1(t). (24)

This equation describes the fluctuations of spin AM of
NP. This type of SDEs is often called as the OU process
[30].

We perform the parametric estimation of this stochas-
tic process to estimate the reaction rate κ1 and the spin
current 〈Js〉 by using the micro-macro correspondence
(15). The mean and variance of the OU process are eval-
uated as follows:

〈ξ1(t)〉 = ξ1(0)e−κ1t, var[ξ1(t)] =
N

2Ω
(1− e−2κ1t).

(25)

The relation between the angular velocity of the NP ω(t)
and the fluctuation ξ1(t) is given by means of the AM
conservation,

I
dω(t)

dt
= κ1(Ωφ1(t) + Ω1/2ξ1(t)). (26)
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FIG. 2. Numerical solutions of the SDE (Eq.(24)) with κ1 =
1, N = 100, Ω = 1, and ξ1(0) = 0. (a) The time evolution
trajectories of the NP angular acceleration ω̇(t) and (b) that
of the NP angular velocity ω(t) for different pseudo-random
numbers.

Discussion.— The trajectory data generated by Eq.
(24) is shown in FIG. 2. We can calculate the mean and
the variance in accordance with Eq. (25) to estimate the
reaction rate κ1. We can also evaluate the spin current
〈Js〉 by the micro-macro correspondence (15). We have
estimated the angular acceleration of the NP as follows:

dω

dt
∼ τ−1N~

V

Ω
I−1 ∼ 101 [rad · s−2], (27)

where τ is the time interval of the collision per one spin-
polarized gas, which is evaluated as τ ∼ R/

√
kBT ∼

0.1 [µs] where R ∼ 10 [µm] is the core radius of the
optical fiber, and kB is the Boltzmann’s constant. The
number of the gas particles is estimated N ∼ 105 at a
pressure of 10−3 [Pa]. The volume of the NP and that of
the optical fiber are estimated at V ∼ r3 ∼ 10−21 [m3]
and Ω ∼ R3 ∼ 10−15[m3]. The NP moment of inertia I is
in the order of ∼ 10−31 [J ·m2]. Note that the transition
rate from a gas particle to the NP is assumed to be 100%.

Finally, let us mention the contribution from the or-
bital AM of the gas to the NP rotational motion. We
have assumed the perfectly spherical NP so that the col-
lisions between the NP and the gas particles are elastic.
Thus, we can safely neglect peripheral collisions of the gas
and hence the contribution from the orbital AM. When
the collision is inelastic, although both the spin AM and

the orbital AM drive the NP rotational motion, we can
separate them because the orbital AM only contributes
to the variance of the angular acceleration while the spin
AM contributes to both the mean and the variance.

Conclusion.—In this Letter, we have investigated the
AM transfer between a spin-polarized gas and a NP
trapped by optical tweezers. To describe the EdH fluc-
tuation caused by the spin transfer from the gas into the
NP, we formulated a microscopic model of the spin trans-
fer and a macroscopic SDE for the fluctuating rotational
motion of the NP. Using the spin tunneling Hamiltonian
method, we modeled the microscopic process of the spin
transfer from the gas into the NP, whose spin state is de-
scribed by a two-level quantum system. We showed that
the spins are injected at a certain rate when there exists
a difference in the nonequilibrium spin chemical poten-
tial between the gas and the NP. We performed the low
noise approximation of the CME to derive a macroscopic
SDE of OU type for the fluctuation of the NP angular
velocity and acceleration. We found that the spin trans-
fer rate can be extracted from the variance of the OU
process. The present results will offer a tool for investi-
gating nonequilibrium spin states at the nanoscale, com-
bined with high-precision measurement techniques such
as optical tweezers.
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