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Induced by an ultra-short laser pulse, the electronic structure of a material undergoes strong
modifications leading to a fast demagnetization in magnetic materials. Induced spin-flip transitions
are one of the reasons for demagnetization, that is discussed in the literature as a Stoner-like
mechanism. On the other hand, demagnetization due to transverse spin fluctuations is usually
discussed on the basis of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian and hardly accounts for the modification of
the electronic structure. In this work we demonstrate a strong impact of the laser-induced electron
transitions, both spin-flip and spin-conserving, on the exchange coupling parameters. For this, a
simple two-step scheme is suggested. As a first step, the electronic structure time evolution during
the ultra-short laser pulse is described accurately within time-dependent density-functional theory
(TD-DFT) calculations. As a next step, the information on the time-dependent electronic structure
is used for calculations of the parameters of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian. A strong modification
of the exchange coupling parameters is found in response to the applied ultra-short laser pulse.
The most important reason for this modification is played by the laser induced repopulation of the
electronic states. Although the changes of the exchange parameters are most prominent during
the laser pulse, they may be important also for the magnetic relaxation. The same concerns the
spin-lattice interactions playing a central role for the relaxation process. A strong impact of the
laser-induced modification of the electronic structure on the spin-lattice coupling parameters is also
shown in this work.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultrafast spin manipulation is one of the most ex-
citing research topics in the latest decades. Since the
first report by Beaurepaire et al.1, demonstrating that
magnetic order can be manipulated on a sub-picosecond
timescale using ultrashort laser pulses, many efforts have
been done, both experimental and theoretical, to shed
light on the physical processes behind ultrafast mag-
netic dynamics on the one hand side and to adjust these
processes to control, e.g. the magnetization dynam-
ics in magnetic materials2–4. Despite the huge progress
made by these activities, the various microscopic mech-
anisms responsible for the demagnetization at different
time scales is still under debate.1,5–9 Definitely, one can
see a consensus in the literature concerning the role
of the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) responsible for the
laser-induced demagnetization in metals leading to an
angular momentum transfer from the spin subsystem
to other degrees of freedom6,10 via spin-flip transitions
during the laser field induced excitation10,11 or Elliott-
Yafet-like processes with spin-flip electron scattering on
phonons7,12–14. The Stoner-type demagnetization mech-
anism is described reasonably well within time dependent
density functional theory (TD-DFT)15,16. It should be
stressed that such calculations are usually performed for
a non-distorted crystal lattice and a collinear magnetic
state. On the other hand, the impact of the electron-
phonon scattering on the time evolution of the magne-
tization was reported recently16 by performing TD-DFT
calculations in the presence of preexcited phonon modes
in the system. Apart from TD-DFT, other quantum-
mechanical investigations have been done estimating the

rate of angular momentum transfer from the electron to
the lattice and magnetic degrees of freedom via SOC-
driven spin-flip electron scattering6,7,9,13,17,18.
The experimental observation of a strong laser-induced

magnetization decay observed by Eich et al.19 in Co led
the authors to the conclusion, that the ferromagnetic-
paramagnetic phase transition is a result of an extremely
efficient ultrafast generation of collective transverse spin
excitations, i.e. magnons, rather than a loss of the ex-
change splitting. Tengdin et al.20, also report about the
demagnetization in Ni which occurs much earlier than the
collapse of the exchange splitting. The authors, however,
suggest that the ultrafast demagnetization is driven by
a highly nonequilibrium process, e.g. superdiffusive spin
currents.
Attributing the ultrafast demagnetization to magnetic

disorder in a ferromagnet, a natural question is what
is the efficient mechanism responsible for ultrafast gen-
eration of magnons, which will depend on the mate-
rial. To find the answer to this question, an efficient
way is to combine classical models used for spin dynam-
ics with first-principles DFT calculations. This may be
for instance the atomistic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG)
model based on a classical spin Hamiltonian21 giving
access to the magnetic torque accounting for contribu-
tions from isotropic exchange, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya in-
teractions (DMI), and magnetic anisotropy calculated
from first principles22. The ab-initio parametrized quan-
tum kinetic approach was reported recently to describe
magnon occupation dynamics due to electron-magnon
scattering in ferromagnetic metals excited by ultrafast
laser radiation23. The results demonstrate a strong de-
magnetization of Fe within 200 fs due to an ultrafast gen-
eration of high-energy magnons. The optically induced
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magnetic torque may be a consequence of a coupling be-
tween the electric field of the laser light and the electron
spins24–29, and may originate, e.g., due to the optical
spin transfer torque24,30 or due to the inverse Faraday
effect (IFE)25–29. Furthermore, it may be seen as a con-
sequence of the optically-induced changes of the inter-
atomic exchange interactions25,26. The laser induced de-
magnetization and relaxation may also be controlled by
spin-lattice interactions, which are responsible for the an-
gular momentum transfer between the magnetic subsys-
tem and the crystal lattice leading to ultrafast magnon or
phonon generation in the demagnetization and relaxation
processes, respectively8,31,32.
One should note, however, that the efficiency of the

magnon generation should depend not only on the mech-
anism of magnon excitation, but also on the properties
of the magnon spectrum determined by the parameters
of the spin Hamiltonian. Ultrafast heating of the elec-
tronic subsystem should almost immediately (i.e. on the
time scale of ∼ 10−15 s) result in a modification of all
parameters entering the equations used to describe spin-
dynamics. Accordingly, all parameters should change
with time following the absorbed energy and correspond-
ing time evolution of the electronic subsystem. This con-
cerns, in particular, the anisotropy field generated due
to the absorbed laser pulse33. In general, the theoretical
description of these changes for the non-equilibrium elec-
tron density require to go beyond the standard approach
used for the equilibrium, and should rely, for instance, on
the non-equilibrium Green’s-function formalism27,34, or
exact diagonalization approach35. Alternatively, we sug-
gest in the present work a simple scheme to demonstrate
the impact of the optically excited out-of-equilibrium
electron subsystem on the demagnetization or relaxation
processes. Information about the laser-pulse excited elec-
tron system is obtained via TD-DFT calculations, which
are used here to determine the time evolution of the
exchange coupling and spin-lattice coupling parameters.
As a result, the spin dynamic characteristics should fol-
low the changes of all the parameters that determine the
torque on the magnetic moments.
Note that on a longer time scale, when the magnetiza-

tion is also decreased due to increasing magnetic disorder,
its impact on the exchange coupling parameters may be
significant and should also be taken into account22.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Magnetic torque due to the optical heating of

the electronic subsystem

We focus first on the impact of the transverse spin fluc-
tuations on the laser-induced demagnetization in ferro-
magnets. When the system is in equilibrium, these fluc-
tuations are reasonably well described using the extended
Heisenberg spin model Hamiltonian HHeis with the pa-
rameters calculated from first principles, i.e. the pa-

rameters representing symmetric exchange interactions,
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions, magnetic anisotropy,
etc. The spin evolution out of equilibrium described by
the atomistic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation36, is gov-
erned by the torque on the magnetic moments on the

sites i, ~Ti = ŝi × ~Heff,i. The torque is determined by the
external perturbation field and effective magnetic field,
~Heff,i = −∂H

∂ŝi
, given in particular, in terms of the spin

Hamiltonian H = HHeis.

For a system affected by an ultrafast laser pulse, one

can consider the magnetic torque ∆~THeis,i created due to
changes of the parameters of the model Hamiltonian, i.e.

∆Jij(t) and ∆ ~Dij(t), ∆Ki(t) as a result of the strong
laser-induced heating of the electron subsystem. Note
that in general, the torque on the magnetic moment
should account for the impact of the spin evolution dur-
ing the whole time period starting with the laser pulse
(see, e.g. Ref. [36]). However, using a simplified time-
dependence for the magnetic torque, one can derive it
from the current state of the electronic structure evolving
in time. Despite the resulting uncertainty of the numer-
ical results, this allows a qualitative, semi-quantitative,
analysis of the impact of the laser-excited electronic sub-
system on the transverse spin dynamics.

Considering bcc Fe with a non-distorted crystal lat-
tice (Tlat = 0 K) as an example, we will focus on the
laser induced changes of the isotropic exchange inter-
actions represented by the parameter ∆Jij(t) and the

corresponding magnetic torque ∆~Ti =
∑

j(ŝi × ŝj)∆Jij ,
while the DMI parameters should vanish because of the
inversion symmetry. Furthermore, the parameters of the
magnetocrystalline anisotropy (MCA) are very weak in
the bulk.

The torque determined this way, however, does not
give access to the angular momentum transfer to the spin
subsystem resulting in the generation of new magnons
responsible for the transverse demagnetization. As dis-
cussed above, magnon generation can be driven by the
optically induced magnetic torques that stem from the di-
rect laser light interaction with the magnetic moments26,
or from the phonon-magnon scattering. The latter mech-
anism is determined by spin-lattice coupling (SLC) DMI-

like, ~Dµ
ij,k, and MCA-like, Kµ

i,k parameters37,38 entering

the spin-lattice Hamiltonian Hsl (see Appendix B), and
require a finite temperature of the lattice subsystem lead-
ing to a broken local symmetry at the atomic sites due
to a finite amplitude of the lattice fluctuations. As a
consequence, magnetic torques created by the effective
fields Hα

sl,i = −∂Hsl

∂sα
i

31,37,38 may change in the case of a

strong laser-induced excitation of the electronic subsys-

tem, leading to a corresponding induced torque ∆~Tsl,i(t)
determined by the change of the SLC parameters follow-
ing the time evolution of the excited electronic system.

In order to demonstrate the impact of such a modifi-
cation of the exchange coupling parameters, we consider
the system at a certain time step instead of perform-
ing an integration of the atomistic equations of motion.
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The electronic structure for any time step found within
a TD-DFT calculations (here using the Elk code39) can
be used later on to calculate the exchange coupling pa-
rameters for this time step. We focus in this work on
two types of changes in the electronic subsystem, the
spin-dependent part of the electronic potential (in par-
ticular, the exchange field Bxc = 1

2 (V
↑ − V ↓)) and the

re-population of the electronic states, which in our opin-
ion has the main impact on the exchange parameters.
The goal is to demonstrate a significant role of the laser
induced modifications of these parameters for spin dy-
namics, in particular for laser-induced demagnetization

dynamics.
To account for the re-population when calculating

the exchange parameters, one has to adopt the expres-
sion for the exchange coupling parameters worked out
previously40–42 for the case of a reasonably low temper-
atures (. TC), when the Fermi-Dirac occupation func-
tion f(E) can be well approximated by the step func-
tion. Taking into account the temperature or laser-pulse
induced modifications of f(E) which become significant
in the high temperature (or strong pulse fluence) regime,
one obtains an expression for the elements of the J ij ten-
sor as follows (see Appendix A)

J
αβ
ij = −

1

2

[

1

π
ImTr

∫ ∞

dE
d f(E)

dE
(E − µ(T )) 〈∆V 〉αi τ ij(E) 〈∆V 〉βj τ ji(E)

+
1

π
ImTr

∫ ∞

dE f(E) 〈∆V 〉αi τ ij(E) 〈∆V 〉βj τ ji(E)

]

, (1)

with f(E) the spin-dependent occupation function. A
similar expression can be derived also for the spin-lattice
parameters. However, below we focus on the proper-
ties of the isotropic exchange coupling parameters, Jij =
1
2 (J

xx
ij + J

yy
ij ), and the DMI-like SLC parameters.

B. Exchange coupling parameters for out of

equilibrium situation

As a first step we consider the system being at a fi-
nite temperature T . This allows us to simulate the effect
of the optically induced re-population of the electronic
states, which can be seen as a heating of the electronic
structure to a temperature in the order of 104 K (see
below). The resulting impact for the heated electronic
subsystem with temperature Tel is described by the corre-
sponding Fermi-Dirac distribution function. In contrast
to this, we do not account for any changes of the elec-
tron potential, as well as thermal atomic displacements
and a deviation of the spin moments from perfect FM
ordering, i.e., we neglect at the moment their impact on
the exchange parameters. This simplification allows to
demonstrate the impact of the heated electronic subsys-
tem on the magnetic properties of the system in the ther-
mal equilibrium represented by the Heisenberg model.
The parameters Jij calculated for bcc Fe for five differ-

ent temperatures are represented in Fig. 1. We focus here
only on these parameters, first of all because they are re-
sponsible for the FM order and characterize the Curie
temperature in the system, while the DMI parameters
are equal to zero for symmetry reason.
The top panel in Fig. 1 shows the temperature de-

pendent Fermi function f(E, Tel) for the temperatures
(a) 0 K, (b) 3000 K, (c) 6000 K, (d) 9000 K, and (e)
12000 K. The corresponding exchange coupling parame-

ters Jij for bcc Fe are shown in the bottom panel. One
can clearly see their significant decrease with increasing
electronic temperature. This in turn should lead to a de-
crease of the Curie temperature, as can be demonstrated
by Monte Carlo simulations for a finite temperature THeis

of the spin subsystem. It is worth noting that this im-
plies thermalization of the spin subsystem, that occurs
at the timescale of ∼ 10−12 s, i.e. much longer than the
duration of a typical laser pulse considered here2,4. This
point has to be discussed in addition, when dealing with
a realistic situation.

To get more insight into the behavior of the Jij pa-
rameters, Fig. 2(a) shows the energy dependence of the
integrand in the second term of Eq. (1) which deter-
mines the interatomic nearest-neighbor (nn) and next-
to-nearest-neighbor (nnn) exchange coupling parameters
J01 and J02, respectively, for bcc Fe in the ground state,
i.e. T = 0 K. Note that the first term in Eq. (1) van-
ishes in this case because of the distribution function
f(E, Tel = 0) = θ(E − EF ). For both curves in Fig.
2(a), one can see a pronounced variation in the energy
region close to the Fermi energy. The corresponding in-
tegrals in Eq. (1), using the energy Eocc as an upper
limit of integration, represent the parameters J01(Eocc)
and J02(Eocc) as a function of occupation of the elec-
tronic states. As can be seen in Fig. 2(b), these param-
eters exhibit a strong dependence on the occupation of
the electronic states (see, e.g., discussions in Ref. [43]).
A crucial consequence of the strong energy dependencies
shown in Fig. 2(a) occurs for the out-of-equilibrium elec-
tron subsystem with the laser-induced deoccupied states
below EF , and occupied states aboveEF . In this case the
main changes of the exchange parameters occur as a re-
sult of a convolution of the integrand plotted in Fig. 2(a)
with the occupation function f(E) shown in Fig. 4. This
can be seen in Fig. 2(b), dashed line, representing the
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FIG. 1. The Fermi-Dirac distribution corresponding to temperatures (a) 0 K, (b) 3000 K, (c) 6000 K, (d) 9000 K, (e) 12000
K, together with corresponding results for the temperature dependent exchange coupling parameters Jij(T ) for bcc Fe.
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FIG. 2. (a) The integrand in the second term of Eq. (1) for the
interatomic nn and nnn exchange coupling parameters of bcc
Fe in the ground state (Tel = 0 K) as a function of energy; (b)
interatomic nn and nnn exchange coupling parameters, J01

and J02, respectively, represented as a function of occupation
of the electronic states characterized by the threshold energy
Eocc below or above the Fermi energy EF. Solid lines repre-
sent results obtained for the electronic temperature Tel = 0 K,
while dashed lines correspond to Tel = 12000 K.

J01(Eocc, T ) and J02(Eocc, T ) parameters obtained using
the occupation function f(E, Tel = 12000K) (see Fig. 1).

C. Exchange coupling parameters under laser pulse

and ultrafast demagnetization

As a next step, we focus on the magnetic properties
of a material determined by laser induced changes of

the exchange interactions, considering also bcc Fe as an
example and making use of Eq. (1). In this case we
use as an input the exchange field Bxc = 1

2 (V
↑ − V ↓)

and spin-resolved occupation function fσ(E), delivered
by TD-DFT calculations performed with the Elk elec-
tronic structure code39, for a laser pulse polarized along
the x axis, a fluence of 24 mJ/cm2, a frequency of 413
THz and full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 4.8 fs.
The TD-DFT calculations have been performed for the
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FIG. 3. (a) Laser-pulse induced magnetization for bcc Fe.
TD-DFT calculations using a laser pulse polarized along the
x axis, fluence 24 mJ/cm2, FWHM of 4.8 fs. (b) Radial de-
pendence of the effective exchange field Bxc(r) =

1

2
(V ↑

−V ↓)
for Fe within the muffin-tin sphere, plotted for different time
steps during the laser pulse.

time interval up to 22 fs. As one can see in Fig. 3 (a), the
magnetization decreases during the laser pulse by ∼ 4%
due to the SOC-induced spin-flip transitions. It continues
to decrease also after the laser pulse down to ∼ 8%, due
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to the relaxation within the electronic subsystem accom-
panied by SOC-induced spin-flip transitions between the
’up’ and ’down’ spin channels characterized by different
out-of-equilibrium occupation functions fσ(E, t).

The decrease of the Fe magnetic moment is a con-
sequence of the modified spin density due to the re-
population of the electronic states, induced by the laser
pulse. This in particular results in a change of the effec-
tive exchange field Bxc(r) shown in Fig. 3 (b), plotted
within the muffin-tin sphere for different time steps. One
can clearly see a decrease of the magnitude of the B-field
during the laser pulse, while the changes are almost in-
visible when the pulse is finished.

The laser-induced spin-dependent occupation function
fσ(E, t) plotted in Fig. 4, top panel, is represented for
five time steps during the laser pulse. One can see a con-
siderable depopulation of the electronic states below EF

due to the optical excitation to high-energy states. More-
over, in contrast to finite-temperature considerations dis-
cussed above, the occupation functions are different for
the majority- and minority-spin states, and the difference
increases during the laser pulse.

The quantities Bxc(r) and fσ(E, t) have been used in a
quasi-stroboscopic way for calculations of the Green func-
tion varying in time under the influence of the laser pulse,
to be used later on for calculation of time-dependent ex-
change coupling parameters. The calculations have been
performed by means of the SPR-KKR band structure
method using Bxc(r) at every time step to calculate the
corresponding scattering path operator and the pertur-
bation potential 〈∆V 〉αi . The exchange coupling param-
eters, Jij , modified under the impact of the laser pulse
are given in the middle panel of Fig. 4. As one would
expect, the Jij parameters decrease with time during the
laser pulse. The most pronounced changes concern the
nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor parameters.
After the pulse, the exchange parameters remain practi-
cally unchanged (see Fig. 4(e), middle panel).

To illustrate, which impact on the magnetic proper-
ties can be expected due to such a modification of the
exchange interactions, one can consider the system at
every time step as one being electronically in a frozen
state. As can be seen in Fig. 4 (bottom), the modifica-
tion of the exchange interactions shown in Fig. 4 (middle)
leads to a softening of the magnon spectrum, reflecting
the fact that the magnetization gets less robust. In line
with this, we find a distinct decrease of the effective Curie
temperature during the absorption of the laser pulse (see
Fig. 5(a)), which was obtained from Monte Carlo sim-
ulations using the fixed exchange coupling parameters.
Furthermore, considering the initial temperature for the
spin subsystem, THeis, to be finite and fixed during the
laser pulse, which seems to be a reasonable approxima-
tion for the ultrashort time scale, one can check the time
dependent behavior of the net magnetization using dif-
ferent exchange parameters calculated for different time
steps. Corresponding results for the magnetization evo-
lution obtained making use of the parameters shown in

Fig. 4 are plotted in Fig. 5(b) for three different tem-
peratures THeis, demonstrating a strong magnetization
decrease during the laser pulse which can lead even to
the break of the magnetic order if THeis is high enough.
Obviously, these conclusions on the magnetic properties
have essentially semi-qualitative character because of the
approximations discussed above. Nevertheless, we would
like to stress that they are based on the electronic struc-
ture with its time evolution coherently treated within the
TD-DFT formalism.
In a more realistic scenario, THeis is non-zero and can

change also during and after the laser pulse, that hap-
pens however on a longer time scale. This implies a mag-
netic disorder in the system varying in time until the
full relaxation of the excited system. As the exchange
parameters depend also on the magnetic configuration,
this situation can also be taken into account considering
the laser induced demagnetization and relaxation pro-
cesses. Such investigations have been performed recently
combining first principles calculations and spin dynamics
simulations22, where the finite temperature effect after
the laser pulse has been taken into account for the elec-
tron and spin subsystems. However, in that work, both
effects were small because of a weak laser power used in
the calculations (for comparison, the maximal effective
temperature of the electron gas considered in this work
was about 1000 K, far below the effective temperature
∼ 104 K estimated for the laser pulse used in the present
case.) Furthermore, the thermalization of the spin and
lattice subsystems at later times results in an increase
of the magnetic disorder as well as increase of the am-
plitude of atomic displacements. One can compare the
impact of these factors on the exchange coupling with
the impact of the laser-induced strong excitation of the
electron subsystem. For this we consider the limiting
case of T = TC with thermally induced magnetic disor-
der treated here making use of the relativistic disordered
local moment (RDLM) theory44,45. Corresponding ex-
change coupling parameters Jij are plotted by squares in
Fig. 6. As one can see, the nnn parameters decrease sig-
nificantly when compared to the FM system (T = 0K),
however at the same time one can see an increase of the
nn parameters. Obviously, this effect is very different
when compared to the effect caused by the laser-excited
out-of-equilibrium electron subsystem. The lattice vibra-
tions at this temperature43 also lead to some changes of
Jij , which however mainly concern the nn parameters.

D. Spin-lattice coupling parameters

Finally we will shortly discuss another type of inter-
action, namely the spin-lattice interactions responsible
for the energy and angular momentum transfer between
the magnon and phonon subsystems. These interactions
are discussed, in particular, for a long time scale when
considering the mechanisms responsible for the magnetic
relaxation37.
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FIG. 4. (Top) spin-dependent electronic occupation function fσ(E, t) for five time steps during the laser pulse, calculated using
the Elk TD-DFT code, with the laser pules parameters: FWHM = 4.8 fs, pulse fluence of 24 mJ/cm2, light frequency 413 THz.
(Middle) The exchange coupling parameters Jij (open symbols) calculated for several time steps with the SPR-KKR band
structure code using corresponding occupation functions fσ(E, t) (top panel) and effective exchange field Bxc obtained within
TD-DFT calculations. Full symbols represent the results for the ground state parameters. (Bottom) Spin-wave dispersion
relations calculated for different time steps (red symbols) using the exchange parameters shown in the middle panel. Black
symbols represent the results for the results for the ground state.

The impact of the lattice vibrations on the exchange
coupling parameters is demonstrated in Fig. 6. Dis-
cussing this in terms of the spin-lattice interaction, it
was shown38 that it can be associated with the SLC pa-
rameters of second order with respect to displacements,
J
αα,µν
ij,kl , leading to corrections of the exchange coupling

∆Jij ∼ 〈u2〉T . Note that the amplitude of the atomic
displacement is directly connected to the lattice temper-
ature Tlat, and can be reasonably well estimated for a
given temperature Tlat within the Debye model approach.
A more pronounced effect is expected due to the SLC pa-
rameters linear w.r.t. the atomic displacements. These
parameters characterize the rate of spin angular momen-
tum transfer due to the torque on the magnetic moments,
~Ti = êi × ~Heff , caused by the effective field induced by
the displacements u

µ
k of the atoms on sites k, or alter-

natively, due to the mechanical torque on the atom k,
~T
ph
k = ~uk × ~Fk, created by the forces induced by spin

tiltings êαi on sites i31,37,38.

Similar to the exchange coupling parameters, the SLC
parameters are determined by the electronic structure
and one can expect their changes caused by the laser
induced strong modification of the electron subsystem.
We will focus here only on the so-called DMI-like SLC

parameters ~Dµ
ij,k

37,38, characterizing the change of the

DMI parameters ∆ ~Dij =
∑

k,µ
~Dµ
ij,k(u

µ
k − u

µ
i ) caused by

atomic displacements ~uk (note that similar arguments

hold also when considering the properties of the MCA-
like SLC parameters, Kαz,µ

i,k characterizing local changes

of the MCA parameters ∆Kαz
i =

∑

k,µ K
αz,µ
i,k (uµ

k − u
µ
i )).

As an example, Fig. 7 shows the parameters
Dz,µ

ij,j uD(T ) represented as a function of time for three
different temperatures of the crystal lattice Tlat: 300 K,
600 K and 1040 K. The lattice temperature is assumed
to be constant during the full time range. One can see,
that the SLC parameters (and corresponding contribu-
tions to Dz

ij) are of the order of 0.1 meV in the equilib-
rium, and change in amplitude and sign during the laser
pulse reaching a value up to ∼ 0.4 meV (depending on
the lattice temperature). Similar arguments as in the
case of the exchange coupling parameters may be used
also to explain the time dependent change of the Dz,µ

ij,j

parameters. This is a consequence the strong energy de-
pendent changes of the integrand (see Fig. 7(b)) in the
expression for the SLC parameter (see Refs. [37 and 38]),
leading in particular to a strong dependence of the SLC
on the occupation of the electron states shown in Fig.
7(c).

III. SUMMARY

In summary, we find a distinct impact of the optically
overheated electron subsystem on the inter-atomic ex-
change coupling parameters. While a simplified scheme
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FIG. 5. (a) Curie temperature for bcc Fe as a function of time
calculated using the exchange coupling parameters changing
in time due to the laser pulse induced evolution of the elec-
tronic structure. (b) Time-dependent evolution of the magne-
tization for different temperature of the spin subsystem taken
unchanged at the time interval shown in the plot. Even ne-
glecting the energy transfer from the electronic subsystem in
the ultrafast regime, the temperature can be seen as an initial
temperature of the sample being in thermodynamic equilib-
rium.

1 1.5 2 2.5
R

ij
/a

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

J ij
 (

m
eV

)

T = 0 K
T = T

C
 (RDLM)

T = T
C
 (RDLM, lat.vib.)

bcc Fe

FIG. 6. Exchange coupling parameters Jij for bcc Fe calcu-
lated for the FM reference state (full circles), for the mag-
netically disordered states treated within the RDLM approch
(opened squres) and accounting both magnetic disorder and
atomic diaplacements at T = TC . The amplitude of the lat-
tice vibrations at given temperature is estimated using the
Debye model43,45.

is used to demonstrate this effect, the calculations of the
exchange parameters rely on the electronic structure cal-
culated using the TD-DFT method which ensure an ac-
curate description of the electronic structure modifica-
tions under the influence of an ultrafast laser pulse. We
have demonstrated a crucial role of the laser-induced de-
occupation of the electronic states varying in time and
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FIG. 7. (a) DMI-like spin-lattice coupling parameters as a
function of time, represented by a contribution to the DMI
parameters due to atomic displacement, D

z,µ
01,1(u

µ
j − u

µ
i ) for

µ = x, y, z characterizing the directions of displacements of
the atom in the position ~R01 = (−0.5,−0.5,−0.5)alat. The
results are presented for three different temperatures of the
crystal lattice, 300 K, 600 K and 1040 K (TC), described by
the displacement amplitude given by rms displacement uD(T )
estimated within the Debye model, i.e. 0.18, 0.28 and 0.39
a.u., respectively. (b) The integrands for the components
of the DMI-like spin-lattice coupling parameters, D

z,x
01,1 and

D
z,y
01,1, as a function of energy. (c) The components of the

DMI-like spin-lattice coupling parameters, D
z,x
01,1 and D

z,y
01,1,

represented as a function of occupation of the electronic states
characterized by the threshold energy Eocc below or above the
Fermi energy EF.

dependent on the power of the laser pulse, leading to a
strong weakening of the exchange parameters. Similarly,
the laser-induced changes of the spin-lattice parameters
can influence the efficiency of magnon generation and in
turn the rate of demagnetization. At a longer time scale
the laser-induced changes of the exchange parameters as
well as spin-lattice parameters can influence the magne-
tization relaxation process and should correct the results
obtained so far using equilibrium parameters.
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IV. APPENDIX

Appendix A: Exchange coupling parameters out of

equilibrium: impact of non-equilibrium occupation

Considering the FM state as a reference state, the de-
viation of some magnetic moments from the collinear FM
state is described by the perturbation potential

∆V (~r) =
∑

i

δv(~r − ~Ri)

= −
∑

i

β(~σ · δm̂i)B
xc
i (r) . (A1)

In the presence of a perturbation, the Green function
is modified as follows

G = G0 +G0∆V G0 +G0∆V G0δV G0 + ... = G0 +∆G .

Accounting only for single particle contribution to the free energy, omitting the ~r arguments, the perturbation
results in a free energy change

∆F =

(

−
1

π

)

ImTrace

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dEf(E)(E − EF )∆G(E) . (A2)

Keeping the second-order free energy term, one can use the sum rule for the Green functions dG(E)
dE

= −G(E)G(E)
to transform this expression and taking into account the property of invariance of the trace under cyclic permutations
of matrices, the expression above can be transformed as follows

F (2) =

(

−
1

π

)

ImTrace

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE f(E) (E − EF ) G0(E)∆V G0(E)∆V G0(E)

=

(

1

π

)

ImTrace

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE f(E) (E − EF )∆V G0(E)∆V
d

dE
G0(E) . (A3)

By performing then the integration by parts, we arrive at

F (2) = −
1

2

[(

1

π

)

ImTr

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE
d f(E)

dE
(E − EF )∆V G0(E)∆V G0(E)

+

(

1

π

)

ImTr

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE f(E) ∆V G0(E)∆V G0(E)

]

. (A4)

The first term should vanish for the ground state as d f(E)
dE

= δ(E − EF ).
Using the real space multiple scattering representation of the Green function G0(~r, ~r

′, E)

G(~r, ~r ′, E) =
∑

Λ1Λ2

Zn
Λ1
(~r, E)τnn

′

Λ1Λ2
(E)Zn′

×
Λ2

(~r ′, E)−
∑

Λ1

[

Zn
Λ1
(~r, E)Jn×

Λ1
(~r ′, E)Θ(r′ − r)

+ Jn
Λ1
(~r, E)Zn×

Λ1
(~r ′, E)Θ(r − r′)

]

δnn′ (A5)

and the perturbation ∆V associated with a change of the spin-dependent potential due to a rotation of the spin
magnetic moment, given by the expression

∆V (r) = Vŝ(r) − Vŝ0(r) = β(~σ · δŝ)B(r) , (A6)

(where δŝ = (δŝx, δŝy, δŝz)), one obtains the expression for the exchange coupling parameters as follows

J
αβ
ij =

∂2F (2)

∂ŝαi ŝ
β
j

= −
1

2π

[

ImTr

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE
d f(E)

dE
(E − EF ) 〈∆V 〉αi τij(E) 〈∆V 〉βj τji(E)

+ImTr

∫ ∞

Ebottom

dE f(E) 〈∆V 〉αi τij(E) 〈∆V 〉βj τji(E)

]

, (A7)
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where Green function in Eq. (A5) in terms of the wave functions Zn
Λ(~r, E) and Jn

Λ(~r, E) and the scattering path

operator τnn
′

ΛΛ′ (E)46 was used.

Using naive arguments, the time dependent behavior of
E(2) and as a result of the exchange coupling parameters
may be calculated following the scheme used for ground
state, but with the Green function G(E, t), calculated for
each time step using potentials obtained within the TD-
DFT, and using occupation function, f(E, t), calculated
for each time step within TD-DFT calculations.

Appendix B: Spin-lattice coupling parameters

Concerning the responsibility of the spin-lattice inter-
actions for the transverse spin excitations, we focus next
on the impact of the laser pulse on the behavior of the
SLC. The torque on the magnetic moments due to the

SLC, ~T SLC
i = ŝi × ~HSLC , responsible for the creation of

transverse spin fluctuations, may be associated with dif-
ferent types of contributions, e.g. by the MCA-like and
DMI-like SLC38. Corresponding effective fields originat-
ing from the MCA-like term in the spin-lattice Hamilto-
nian are given in terms of the parameters Kαz,µ

i,k as follows

Hα
sl−MA,i =

∑

k

K
zα,µ
i,k (uµ

k − u
µ
i ) , (B1)

while the DMI-like interactions give rise to the effective
field

Hα
sl−DMI,i =

∑

j,k,µ

[ŝj ×Dµ
ij,k]α(u

µ
k − u

µ
i ) . (B2)

On the other hand, the SLC-driven force on atom k
due to a spin tilting on site i in the case of MCA-like
SLC is given by the expression

Fµ
sl−MA,k =

∑

α

K
zα,µ
i,k δŝαi (B3)

and in the case of DMI-like SLC the force looks as follows

Fµ
sl−DMI,k =

∑

j,α

[ŝj × ~Dµ
ij,k]αδŝ

α
i . (B4)

Note that the expressions for the SLC parameters

Kαz,µ
i,k and ~Dµ

ij,k derived for the ground state37,38 should
be modified taking into account re-population of the
laser-perturbed electronic states, that can be done in
line with the corresponding modifications given in the
Appendix for isotropic exchange coupling parameters.
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