arXiv:2212.06105v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 12 Dec 2022

Magnon-Plasmon Hybridization Mediated by Spin-Orbit Interaction in Magnetic Materials

Anna Dyrdał^1,^∗ Alireza Qaiumzadeh^2,^† Arne Brataas^2, and Józef Barnaś^{1,3} 1Faculty of Physics, Adam Mickiewicz University in Poznań, ul. Uniwersytetu Poznańskiego 2, 61-614 Poznań, Poland 2Center for Quantum Spintronics, Department of Physics, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, NO-7491 Trondheim, Norway 3Institute of Molecular Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences, ul. M. Smoluchowskiego 17, 60-179 Poznań, Poland (Dated: December 13, 2022)

We propose a mechanism for magnon-plasmon coupling and hybridization in ferromagnetic (FM) and antiferromagnetic (AFM) systems. The electric field associated with plasmon oscillations creates a non-equilibrium spin density via the inverse spin galvanic effect. This plasmon-induced spin density couples to magnons by an exchange interaction. The strength of magnon-plasmon coupling depends on the magneto-electric susceptibility of the system and the wavevector at which the level repulsion is happened. This wavevector may be tuned by an applied magnetic field. In AFM systems, the degeneracy of two chiral magnons is broken in the presence of a magnetic field, and we find two separate hybrid modes for left-handed and right-handed AFM magnons. Furthermore, we show that magnon-plasmon coupling in AFM systems is enhanced because of strong intrasublattice spin dynamics. We argue that the recently discovered two-dimensional magnetic systems are ideal platforms to investigate proposed magnon-plasmon hybrid modes.

Introduction– Collective excitations in condensed matter systems are emergent phenomena arising from many-body interactions. For example, three fundamental collective excitations in crystals are phonons (quanta of lattice oscillations), magnons (quanta of spin oscillations), and plasmons (quanta of charge-density oscillations) [1–3]. Interaction between these three bosonic excitations, at the lowest order of interaction, leads to the hybridization of two modes and, in higher orders, leads to various scattering phenomena. The Hybridization of two bosonic modes manifests as an energy-level repulsion, giving rise to an anti-crossing gap at the intersection in the dispersion curves. Hybridization of the modes is interesting since it results in various topologically trivial and non-trivial emergent modes and may reveal some information about the quantum and topological nature of the system. Phonon-magnon [4–10] and phonon-plasmon [11–13] hybrid modes are among the most studied hybrid modes in the previous decades.

However, magnon-plasmon hybrid modes have received less attention, so far [14–17]. Hybridization of magnonplasmon modes needs fine-tuning the matching frequency and wavevector of two modes and an effective interaction between them that leads to the anti-crossing gap at the intersection in the dispersion curves. In three-dimensional (3D) metallic systems, the plasmon mode has an intrinsic band gap of optical frequency [2]. At the same time, magnons operate at GHz and THz regimes in ferromagnetic (FM) and antiferromagnetic (AFM) systems, respectively [18, 19]. Therefore, it is hard to achieve the frequency-matching criteria. On the other hand, it is known that plasmon dispersion in two-dimensional (2D) systems is gapless [2]. The discovery of 2D graphene layers [20] and surface states of topological insulators [21–23] make it possible to investigate magnon-plasmon hybrid modes in heterostructure of 2D metal and magnetic insulator bilayers. In a recent theoretical study, a topologically non-trivial magnon-plasmon hybrid mode at the interface of a topological insulator–FM insulator bilayer was proposed, leading to a large thermal Hall response [24].

In this Letter we propose a new mechanism of magnonplasmon hybridization based on the electronic spin-orbit coupling (SOC) and s–d(f) exchange interaction. We argue that the plasmon oscillations may induce a non-equilibrium spin density via inverse spin galvanic effect or Edelstein effect [25–33]. Hence, the plasmon-induced spin density is coupled to magnon modes via s–d(f) exchange interaction. In this scenario the magnon-plasmon coupling strength is linearly proportional to the wavevector. We show that the proposed here mechanism is very general and applies to 3D magnetic semiconductors and 2D metallic FM and AFM systems. As the recent discoveries of 2D magnetic systems opened a new path toward exploring emergent quantum many-body effects in low-dimensional magnetic systems [34, 35], we focus here mainly on 2D FM and AFM systems. In particular the 2D metallic AFM systems, that support two chiral magnon modes with opposite spin polarizations, seem to be exciting candidates for exploring novel magnon-plasmon hybrid modes.

General formalism of magnon-plasmon hybridization– First, we should obtain an effective magnon-plasmon Hamiltonian based on our proposal. To do that, we consider a metallic low-symmetry magnetic system with the following interacting Hamiltonian,

H = H_{el} + H_S + H_{int}. (1)

The first term, H_{el}, describes the electronic subsystem and includes kinetic term, Coulomb interaction, and SOCs. The second term, H_s, represents the FM or AFM magnetic subsystem and generally includes Heisenberg exchange interactions, magnetic anisotropies, dipolar interactions, and Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interactions (DMIs). Finally, the last term in the Hamiltonian describes the coupling between these two subsystems that is modeled by a Zener-type s–d(f) exchange interaction between the spin of the conducting s-orbital electrons s_i and localized d- (f-) orbital electrons S_i at site i,

H_{int} = −I_0 � i S_i · s_i (2)

where I_0 parametrizes the strength of interaction [36–38].

We are interested in the plasmon contribution of the electronic Hamiltonian, H_{el}. By introducing collective coordinates for the long-range part of the Coulomb interactions [3, 39], the Hamiltonian of interacting electrons can be transformed into an effective Hamiltonian that consists of terms describing a short-range interacting electron liquid, free bosonic plasmons, and electron-plasmon interactions [3, 39]. The electron-plasmon term is important as it leads to strong socalled Landau damping of plasmons by creating electron-hole pairs when plasmon dispersion enters the electron-hole continuum of the electron liquid at a critical wavevector q_c. Here, we only consider free and undamped plasmons, and thus the interacting electronic Hamiltonian H_{el}, reduces to the following plasmon Hamiltonian [3, 39, 40],

H_{pl} = � q<q_c

ℏω_{pl}a^†_qa_q , (3)

where a^†_q (a_q) is the bosonic creation (annihilation) operator of a plasmon mode with a wavevector q, ω_q is the corresponding plasmon frequency, and ℏ is the reduced Planck constant. Within the Random Phase Approximation (RPA), the plasmon dispersion at long wavelengths in 3D electron liquids is given by ω_{pl} ≃ Ω_0 � 1 + 3v^2_F q^2/10Ω^2_0 � , while in 2D systems, we have ω_{pl} ≃ Ω_0 � q/2 [2, 41–43]. Here Ω_0 = � 4πne^2/m, v_F is the Fermi velocity, n is the charge carrier density, e is the electron charge, and m is the electron effective mass. In 2D systems, the plasmon dispersion is gapless ω_{pl}(q → 0) = 0, while 3D systems have an intrinsic plasmon gap of Ω_0 that depends on the charge density.

In the magnetic subsystem H_S, we are interested in the lowenergy spin excitations, called magnons. Using the Holstein- Primakoff bosonization technique and within the linear spinwave theory, the spin Hamiltonian H_S reduces to the following free magnon Hamiltonian for FM and AFM systems [19],

H^{FM}_m = � q ℏω_mb^†_qb_q, (4)

H^{AFM}_m = � q,σ ℏω^σ_mb^†_{qσ}b_{qσ}. (5)

Here b^†_q (b_q) and b^†_{qσ} (b_{qσ}) are, respectively, boson creation (annihilation) operators at wavevector q in FM and AFM systems, with corresponding dispersion ω_m and ω^σ_m, respectively. AFM systems commonly have two magnon eigenmodes with right-/left-handed spin polarization (chirality), denoted by σ =↑/↓, while magnons in FM systems are only right-handed. The degeneracy of two AFM magnon modes can be broken by applying a magnetic field.

Now, we formulate the effective Hamiltonian of magnonplasmon coupling. As plasmons are associated with spacetime oscillations of the charge density, they inherently generate an oscillating longitudinal electric field. This electric field can couple to the magnetic subsystem via SOCs, which effectively leads to the magnon-plasmon interaction. In fact, coupling of plasmons to magnons can be mediated either through the SOC in the electronic subsystem or through the SOC in the spin subsystem. In the former case, the electric field due to plasmons generates a dynamical spin polarization of the charge carriers via inverse galvanomagnetic effect, and resulting non-equilibrium spin polarization can be coupled to the localized spins through the s–d(f) exchange interaction H_{int}. In the second case, the plasmon electric field leads to dynamical spin polarization of the spin subsystem via SOC, which effectively gives rise to magnon-plasmon coupling. In the following, we focus on the magnon-plasmon coupling due to SOC in the electronic subsystem.

The longitudinal electric field associated with plasmon oscillations in d = {2, 3} dimensions can be computed using a method introduced in Ref. [44], E = 2^{d−1}πne ϵ � ℏ 2L^dnm

�_{1/2} � q q q^{d−2}ω^{1/2}_{pl}

(a^†_{−q} − a_q)e^{iq·r}, (6)

where L is the system size and ϵ is the material dielectric constant.

In the linear response regime, an ac electric field of frequency ω induces a non-equilibrium ac spin polarization via the inverse spin galvanic effect,

δs^a_ω = � j χ^{ab}_ω E^b_ω, (7)

where χ^{ab}_ω is the dynamical magneto-electric susceptibility or spin-charge response function of the electronic subsystem, with a, b = {x, y, z}. This response function may have an extrinsic contribution, proportional to the electron’s relaxation time, and/or intrinsic contribution, arising from the Berry curvature of electronic bands [45]. Therefore, the SOC acting in the conducting electron subsystem convert the plasmoninduced electric field, Eq. (6), to a non-equilibrium spin density, Eq. (7). This induced ac spin density interacts with magnon excitations via s–d(f) interaction, Eq. (2). Therefore, we can finally obtain the lowest order effective Hamiltonian of the magnon-plasmon interaction in FM and AFM metals as,

H^{FM}_{m−pl} = � q ℏ(a_q − a^+_{−q}) � C^{FM}_q b_{−q} + C^{∗FM}_q b^†_q � , (8)

H^{AFM}_{m−pl} = � q ℏ(a_q − a^†_{−q}) � C^{AFM}_q (b_{−q↓} + b^†_{q↑}) + C^{∗AFM}_q (b^†_{q↓} + b_{−q↑}) � , (9) where C^{FM}_q = B_qF_q/ℏ and C^{AFM}_q = (u_q + v_q)B_qF_q/ℏ are the effective magnon-plasmon coupling strength of FM and AFM systems, respectively. We define F_q = F^x_q − iF^y_q, where F^a_q =

�_b

q_bχ^{ab}_{ω=ωpl} , and B_q in 3D is given by B^{3D}_q = I_0 � πℏS n_sω_{pl}(ϵq)^{−1} while in 2D is B^{2D}_q = I_0ϵ^{−1} � πℏS n_sω_{pl}/2q, with S = |S_i| denoting the spin length and n_s the number of the lattice sites per unit cell.

The magnon-plasmon coupling constant in AFM systems is enhanced by a factor of (u_q + v_q), where u_q and v_q are AFM Bogoliubov transformation coefficients [18, 46]. This enhancement is attributed to the strong exchange-dominant intra-sublattice dynamics of two AFM spins in a magnetic unit cell.

Eventually, the total Hamiltonian of the system, Eq. (1), is reduced to the following effective Hamiltonian of interacting FM (AFM) magnon and plasmon collective modes,

H^{FM(AFM)} = H_{pl} + H^{FM(AFM)}_m + H^{FM(AFM)}_{m−pl} . (10)

Magnon-plasmon hybrid modes in generic 2D systems– The proposed magnon-plasmon coupling mechanism, Eq. (10), is quite generic and can be applied in 3D and 2D magnetic systems. However, as we mentioned earlier, the plasmon dispersion in 3D systems has an intrinsic gap of optical frequency and can hardly be hybridized with FM and AFM magnons that are in GHz and THz regime, respectively. On the other hand, plasmons in 2D systems are soft modes with a tunable energy dispersion [35], hence, recently discovered 2D magnetic materials are promising candidates for exploring magnon-plasmon hybrid modes. Therefore, in the rest of this Letter, without loss of generality, we assume 2D FM and AFM metallic systems with square lattice structure. Accordingly, the spin Hamiltonian of the magnetic subsystem is

H_S = ∓J � ⟨i j⟩

S_i · S_j − K_z � i (S^z_i )^2 + gμ_BH_0 � i S^z_i , (11)

where ⟨i j⟩ denotes summation over nearest-neighbor sites, i and j, J > 0 represents the isotropic exchange interaction, and the sign ∓ in front of J corresponds to FM/AFM ordering, respectively. Furthermore, K_z > 0 is the anisotropy constant, H_0 is the magnetic field along the z direction, g is the Landé factor, and μ_B is the Bohr magneton. The dispersion of FM and AFM magnons read,

ℏω_m = gμ_B(H_0 + H_A) + zJS (1 − γ_k), (12)

ℏω^{↑,↓}_m = � (zJS + H_A)^2 − (zJS γ_q)^2 ∓ gμ_BH_0, (13)

where γ_q = z^{−1}

�_δ

exp (iq · δ) is the lattice structure factor, with z and δ denoting the coordination number (z = 4 for 2D square lattice) and nearest-neighbor vectors, respectively, while H_A = 2K_zS/gμ_B is the anisotropy field.

To compute the magnon-plasmon hybrid modes, we should first find the effective magnon-plasmon coupling strength, C_q in Eqs. (8) and (9) that is proportional to B_qF^a_q in both FM and AFM systems. B_q is linearly proportional to the s– d(f) exchange interaction I_0 and F^a_q is related to the dynamical magneto-electric susceptibility, χ^{ab}_ω , of the magnetic system. In the following, for numerical calculations, we compute the effective magnon-plasmon coupling up to the linear order in I_0. Therefore, the magneto-electric susceptibility can be calculated in the nonmagnetic limit χ^{ab}_ω (I_0 → 0). On the other hand, the induced spin polarization in 2D nonmagnetic materials is perpendicular to the applied electric field direction and is proportional to the electron relaxation time (see, e.g.,[28, 32, 33, 45]). Therefore, in the frequency region of the interest, ω_{pl}τ ≪ 1, where τ is the electron scattering time, it is approximately frequency independent.

2D FM magnon-plasmon hybridization– First, we find the dispersion relation of magnon-plasmon modes in FM case. The total FM magnon-plasmon Hamiltonian, Eq. (10), can be written as H^{FM} =

�_q

Φ^†_qH^{FM}_q Φ_q, with the vector field operator Φ_q = (a_q, b_q, a^†_{−q}, b^†_{−q})^T , and H^{FM}_q defined as,

H^{FM}_q = ℏ � � � � � � ω_{pl} C_{FM} 0 C^∗_{FM} C^∗_{FM} ω_m −C^∗_{FM} 0 0 −C_{FM} ω_{pl} −C_{FM} C_{FM} 0 −C^∗_{FM} ω_m

� � � � � � . (14)

For clarity reasons, the q-dependence of the coupling parameter has been suppressed here. This bosonic Hamiltonian is now diagonalized using the procedure described in Ref. [18 and 47], and we find the following dispersion relations for FM magnon-plasmon hybrid modes,

ω^{1,2}_{m−pl} = 1 √ 2 � ω^2_{pl} + ω^2_m ± � (ω^2_{pl} − ω^2_m)^2 + 16|C_{FM}|^2ω_{pl}ω_m

(15)

In the absence of magnon-plasmon coupling, C_{FM} = 0, the above relations reduce to those of decoupled magnon and plasmon modes.

Figure 1(a) shows that the dispersion curves of noninteracting magnons and plasmons in a 2D FM system have an intersection at certain wavevector and frequency. Upon turning the magnon-plasmon coupling on, C_{FM} � 0, the hybrid magnon-plasmon states are formed around the intersection, that manifests as a level repulsion (level anticrossing) of the two modes. The magnon gap in FM system can be tuned by an external magnetic field, Eq. (12). Thus, the frequency and magnitude of the anti-crossing gap can be tuned, as well.

2D AFM magnon-plasmon hybridization– 2D AFM systems are more interesting since there are two polarized magnon modes, and by an applied magnetic field, one can tune the hybridization of two magnon modes with plasmons. The effective AFM Hamiltonian, Eq. (10), can be written as H^{AFM} =

�_q Ψ^†_qH^{AFM}_q Ψ_q, with the vector field operator Ψ_q = (a_q, b_{q↑}, a^†_{−q}, b^†_{−q↓})^T , and H^{AFM}_q given by,

H^{AFM}_q = ℏ � � � � � � ω_{pl} C^∗_{AFM} 0 C^∗_{AFM} C_{AFM} ω^↑_m −C_{AFM} 0 0 −C^∗_{AFM} ω_{pl} −C^∗_{AFM} C_{AFM} 0 −C_{AFM} ω^↓_m

� � � � � � . (16)

We should solve the following quartic equations for the hybrid modes, ω = ω^{1−4}_{m−pl}:

(ω^2 − ω^2_{pl})(ω ± ω^↓_m)(ω ∓ ω^↑_m) − 2|C_{AFM}|^2ω_{pl}(ω^↓_m + ω^↑_m) = 0. (17)

FIG. 1. Magnon-plasmon hybridization in a 2D FM system (a), and a 2D AFM system in the absence (b) and presence (c) of a magnetic field. Red and blue dashed lines present decoupled magnon and plasmon eigenmodes, respectively. Solid lines are hybridized magnon-plasmon modes. H_{eff} in (a) is a sum of external and anisotropy fields, H_{eff} = H_0 + H_A. The other parameters are: J = 5meV, I_0 = 3.6 · 10^{−15} meVcm^2, m = 0.9m_0,n = 1.1 · 10^{13} cm^{−2}, n_s = 1.1 · 10^{15} cm^{−2}, ϵ = 1, while χ_{xy} = 10^{12} s/ � cm^3g.

The general solutions of these two equations for nondegenerate AFM magnons are lengthy, and we do not represent them here. However, if AFM magnon modes are degenerate, ω^↓_m = ω^↑_m , the form of AFM magnon-plasmon dispersion is similar to the FM case, see Eq. (15).

Figure 1(b) and 1(c) represent the dispersion curves of the non-interacting magnons and plasmons in a 2D AFM system. The degeneracy of AFM magnon modes is broken in the presence of external magnetic field, Eq. (13), and thus the plasmon curve can intersect AFM magnon bands in two separate points with different frequencies and wavevectors, see Fig. 1(c). Again upon turning the magnon-plasmon on, C_{AFM} � 0, the corresponding hybrid magnon-plasmon states are appeared as anti-crossing level repulsion of bands around the intersection curves. Therefore, we can have two separate magnon-plasmon hybrid modes with opposite chirality at different frequencies and wavevectors, see Fig. 1(c). Furthermore, since the strength of the magnon-plasmon coupling is proportional to the wavevector hence, the right-handed magnon mode ω^↓_{AFM} has a stronger interaction with plasmon mode and hence a larger anti-crossing gap than the left-handed magnons ω^↑_{AFM}.

Summary– We have formulated a magnon-plasmon hybridization mechanism in FM and AFM systems. The hybridization in this model is mediated by SOC in the electronic subsystem. An electric field associated with plasmon oscillations induces a non-equilibrium spin polarization via the Edelstein effect or inverse spin galvanic effect. This plasmon-induced spin polarization may interact with the magnons via a Zener-like s–d(f) coupling interaction. The strength of magnon-plasmon hybridization depends on the magneto-electric susceptibility and s–d(f) exchange interaction. We propose the recently discovered 2D FM and AFM systems are ideal candidates for observation of this effect.

Also the interface of a magnetic insulator and a heavy metal may host magnon-plasmon hybrid mode associated with our proposed mechanism. In AFM systems, we can tune the band splitting of two chiral AFM magnon eigenmodes and thus adjust the frequency, wavevector, coupling strength, and polarization of the magnon-plasmon hybrid mode. We found an enhancement of magnon-plasmon coupling in AFM systems compared to their FM counterpart. This enhancement appears because two AFM sublattices are strongly entangled and involved in the magnon dynamics in AFM systems, and is described by a factor proportional to the corresponding Bogoliubov transformation coefficients. We believe that the magnon-plasmon hybridization will become an important issue in the following, as a connection of already well-developed plasmonics and magnonics.

Note added–— Recently, we became aware of two papers that discussed magnon-plasmon hybridization in 2D FM systems. In Ref. [48], the mechanism of FM magnon-plasmon hybridization is based on the direct Zeeman coupling of the electromagnetic field of plasmon oscillations to the localized spins. However, in Ref. [49], the hybridization mechanism is based on the spin polarization of the bands in 2D FM metals.

Acknowledgments–- This work has been supported by the Norwegian Financial Mechanism under the Polish- Norwegian Research Project NCN GRIEG, project No. 2019/34/H/ST3/00515, ’2Dtronics’ (AD, AQ, JB); AQ and AB acknowledge support of the Research Council of Norway through the Centres of Excellence funding scheme, Project No. 262633, ’QuSpin’.

∗ adyrdal@amu.edu.pl † alireza.qaiumzadeh@ntnu.no [1] A. Atland and B. Simons, Condensed Matter Field Theory (Cambridge Univ. Press, 2010).

[2] G. F. Giuliani and G. Vignale, Quantum Theory of the Electron Liquid (Cambridge Univ. Press, 2005).

[3] E. K. U. Gross, E. Runge, and O. Heinonen, Many-Particle Theory (Adam Hilger, 1991).

[4] B. Sheikhi, M. Kargarian, and A. Langari, Phys. Rev. B 104, 045139 (2021).

[5] G. Go, S. K. Kim, and K.-J. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 237207 (2019).

[6] T. Kikkawa, K. Shen, B. Flebus, R. A. Duine, K.- i. Uchida, Z. Qiu, G. E. W. Bauer, and E. Saitoh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 207203 (2016).

[7] X. Zhang, Y. Zhang, S. Okamoto, and D. Xiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 167202 (2019).

[8] S. Park and B.-J. Yang, Phys. Rev. B 99, 174435 (2019). [9] T. T. Mai, K. F. Garrity, A. McCreary, J. Argo, J. R. Simpson, V. Doan-Nguyen, R. V. Aguilar, and A. R. H. Walker, Sci. Adv. 7, eabj3106 (2021).

[10] T. Hioki, Y. Hashimoto, and E. Saitoh, Commun. Phys. 5, 115 (2022).

[11] Y. Liu and R. F. Willis, Phys. Rev. B 81, 081406 (2010). [12] E. H. Hwang, R. Sensarma, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. B 82, 195406 (2010).

[13] V. W. Brar, M. S. Jang, M. Sherrott, S. Kim, J. J. Lopez, L. B.

Kim, M. Choi, and H. Atwater, Nano Letters 14, 3876 (2014), pMID: 24874205.

[14] G. Baskaran and K. P. Sinha, Pramana 1, 31 (1973). [15] J. Barnaś, Acta Phys. Pol. A 53, 571 (1978). [16] J. Barnaś, Acta Phys. Pol. A 55, 647 (1979). [17] J. Barnaś, Acta Phys. Pol. A 56, 807 (1979).

[18] S. M. Rezende, A. Azevedo, and R. L. Rodriguez-Suarez, J. Appl. Phys. 126, 151101 (2019).

[19] A. I. Akhiezer, V. G. Bar’yakhtar, and S. Peletminskii, Spin Waves (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1968).

[20] A. H. Castro Neto, F. Guinea, N. M. R. Peres, K. S. Novoselov, and A. K. Geim, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 109 (2009).

[21] X.-L. Qi and S.-C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057. [22] S. Raghu, S. B. Chung, X.-L. Qi, and S.-C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 116401 (2010).

[23] T. Stauber, G. Gómez-Santos, and L. Brey, ACS Photonics 4, 2978 (2017).

[24] D. K. Efimkin and M. Kargarian,

Phys. Rev. B 104, 075413 (2021).

[25] M. Dyakonov and V. Perel, Physics Letters A 35, 459 (1971). [26] E. L. Ivchenko and G. E. Pikus, JETP Lett. 27, 604 (1978). [27] Y. B. L.-G. A. G. Aronov, JETP Lett. 50, 398 (1989). [28] V. Edelstein, Solid State Commun. 73, 233 (1990). [29] S. Ganichev, S. Danilov, P. Schneider, V. Belkov, L. Golub, W. Wegscheider, D. Weiss, and W. Prettl, Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 300, 127 (2006), the third Moscow International Symposium on Magnetism 2005.

[30] Y. K. Kato, R. C. Myers, A. C. Gossard, and D. D. Awschalom, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 176601 (2004).

[31] C. M. Wang, H. T. Cui, and Q. Lin, physica status solidi (b) 246, 2301 (2009).

[32] A. Dyrdał, J. Barnaś, and V. K. Dugaev, Phys. Rev. B 95, 245302 (2017).

[33] A. Maleki Sheikhabadi, I. Miatka, E. Y. Sherman, and R. Raimondi, Phys. Rev. B 97, 235412 (2018).

[34] M. Gibertini, M. Koperski, A. F. Morpurgo, and K. S.

Novoselov, Nat. Nanotechnol. 14, 408 (2019).

[35] A. Rodin, M. Trushin, A. Carvalho, and C. N. A. H., Nat. Rev. Phys. 2, 524 (2020).

[36] C. Zener, Phys. Rev. 82, 403 (1951).

[37] K. Yosida, Theory of Magnetism (Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 1996).

[38] S. V. Vonsovskii, Magnetism, Vol. 2 (New York: J. Wiley & Sons, 1974).

[39] D. Pines, Elementary Excitations in Solids (CRC Press, 1999). [40] A. W. Overhauser, Phys. Rev. B 3, 1888 (1971). [41] A. Agarwal, S. Chesi, T. Jungwirth, J. Sinova, G. Vignale, and M. Polini, Phys. Rev. B 83, 115135 (2011).

[42] A. Agarwal, M. Polini, G. Vignale, and M. E. Flatté, Phys. Rev. B 90, 155409 (2014).

[43] S. Maiti, V. Zyuzin, and D. L. Maslov, Phys. Rev. B 91, 035106 (2015).

[44] N. F. Deigen and L. A. Suslin, Phys. Status Solidi (b) 65, 271 (1974).

[45] A. Qaiumzadeh, R. A. Duine, and M. Titov, Phys. Rev. B 92, 014402 (2015).

[46] M. Shiranzaei, R. E. Troncoso, J. Fransson, A. Brataas, and A. Qaiumzadeh, New J. Phys. 24, 103009 (2022).

[47] R. M. White, M. Sparks, and I. Ortenburger, Phys. Rev. 139, A450 (1965).

[48] A. T. Costa, M. I. Vasilevskiy, J. Fernandez-Rossier, and N. M. R. Peres, (2022), 10.48550/ARXIV.2211.08949.

[49] S. Ghosh, G. Menichetti, M. I. Katsnelson, and M. Polini, (2022), 10.48550/ARXIV.2211.11098.