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Abstract

Laser-driven electron transport across a sample has garnered enormous attentions over several

decades, because it potentially allows one to control spin transports in spintronics. But light is a

transverse electromagnetic wave, how an electron acquires a longitudinal velocity has been very

puzzling. In this paper, we show a general mechanism is working. It is the magnetic field B that

steers the electron moving along the light propagation direction, while its strong transverse motion

leads to local excitation. We employ the formalism put forth by Varga and Török to show that if

we only include E, the electron only moves transversely with a large velocity. Including both B and

E and using real experimental laser parameters, we are able to demonstrate that a laser pulse can

drive the electron along the axial direction by 20 to 262 Å, consistent with the experiments. The

key insight is that B changes the direction of the electron and allows the electron to move along the

Poynting vector of light. Our finding has an important consequence. Because a nonzero B means

a spatially dependent vector potential A(r, t), B = ∇×A(r, t), this points out that the Coulomb

gauge, that is, replacing A(r, t) by a spatial independent A(t), is unable to describe electron and

spin transport under laser excitation. Our finding is expected to have a potential impact on the

ongoing investigation of laser-driven spin transport.
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Laser-induced electron and spin transport has attracted a broad attention over several

decades [1–11]. In 1987, using an ultrashort laser pulse, Brorson et al. [1] showed that the

heat transport is very rapid across the Au film, with the velocity close to the Fermi velocity.

Aeschlimann et al. [12] estimated that the excited electron velocity is 2 × 108 cm/s and

the inelastic mean free path of 400 Å in Au. In 2011, Melnikov et al. [13] detected laser-

excited spin-polarized carriers in Au/Fe/MgO(001). Transient spin current from ultrafast

demagnetization in a ferromagnetic Co/Pt layer can create a measurable spin accumulation

in Cu, Ag and Au [14]. Huisman et al. [15], using THz emission spectroscopy, detected

spin currents in GdFeCo. The temporal profile of spin pulses indicates ballistic transport

of hot electrons across the spin valves [16]. Thermovoltages and tunneling magneto-Seebeck

ratio sensitively depend on the laser spot diameter [17]. Even the exchange bias can be

changed [18]. Hot electrons alone can demagnetize a sample [19]. Theoretically, Lugovskoy

and Bray [20] employed a Volkov wavefunction to investigate electron dynamics. Several

studies adopted a time-dependent temperature in the Fermi distribution [21, 22], while

others were based on the spin superdiffusion transport [23–25], but this is proved to be

controversial [26, 27]. Moisan et al. [28] found that hot electron spin dependent transfer

between neighboring domains does not alter ultrafast demagnetization. Including a laser

field is possible in the Boltzmann equation, where nonequilibrium electron distribution can

be treated [29–31]. In the atomistic spin simulation [32], Vahaplar et al. [33] introduced a

phenomenological optomagnetic field. Fognini et al. [34] adopted a thermodynamic approach

to ultrafast spin current, where laser pumping effect is encoded in the electron population

change. Shokeen et al. [35] contrasted spin flips and spin transport processes and found

that spin flip dominates in Ni but in Co both play a role. This result is consistent with the

experiment in Ni, where Schellekens et al. [36] were unable to detect any major differences

in Ni thin films on conducting and insulating substrates. An excellent review on hot-electron

transport and demagnetization was given by Malinowski et al. [37]. So the central question

[38, 39] is why and how the electron could gain the longitudinal velocity.

The goal of this paper is to investigate how a single laser pulse could drive the electron

in a thin film down the axial direction so fast and so long. We employ Varga and Török’s

method, which is based on the Hertz vector and satisfies the Maxwell equation, to carry out

a series of simulations. We find a general conclusion. While the electron oscillates strongly

along the transversal direction and moves very little, its axial velocity does not oscillate and
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is unidirectional along the light propagation direction. Using an IR pulse of 1.6 eV moves

the electron along the axial direction by z = 20Å. z quadratically depends on the laser

field amplitude and linearly depends on the pulse duration. When we reduce the photon

energy ~ω to 0.1 eV, z can reach over 120 Å, Reducing ~ω to 0.06 eV, z reaches 262 Å even

with a weak pulse of 0.05V/Å, which is now closer to the experimental observations [1, 13].

Assuming two different masses and two spin wavepacket spatial widths for majority and

minority spins, our model can describe the spin moment change observed in experiments

[40], without assuming spin superdiffusion. Central to our success is that although B is

much weaker than E, B is the only one that can change the direction of electron motion,

a result that might be not surprising to those in axial optics and plasma physics, but

has been unknown in laser-induced electron transport community. This welcoming result

requires a nonzero B, but a nonzero B subsequently requires a spatially dependent vector

potential A(r, t), owing to B = ∇ × A(r, t). This has an important ramification. The

dipole approximation is frequently employed in model and first-principles theories [41–44],

but in order to describe electron transports in thin films, one has to use A(r, t), not A(t).

Our finding will have an important impact on future ultrafast electron and spin transport

[1, 13, 45–47].

A fundamental difference between the electric-field-induced transport and laser-induced

transport is that the latter does not have a voltage bias along the carrier moving direction.

A light wave propagating toward a sample along the z axis has its electric-field E along the

x axis and the magnetic field B along the y axis. Figure 1 schematically illustrates a typical

experimental geometry.

The Hamiltonian of the electron inside an electromagnetic field is

H =
1

2me

(p− qA(r, t))2 + qφ, (1)

where A(r, t) is the vector potential, φ is the scalar potential, q is the charge of the electron,

and p is the electron momentum. The equation of motion is given in terms of the generalized

Lorentz force as [48],

m
d2r

dt2
= qE(r, t) +

q

2m
(p×B(r, t)−B(r, t)× p)− q2

m
(A(r, t)×B(r, t)). (2)

If we set B(r, t) to zero, then every term, except the first term, on the right side, is zero, so

the electron only moves along E(r, t). This demonstrates that it is indispensable to include
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B(r, t). In the limit that B, not A(r, t), is independent of space, one recovers the usual

Lorentz force,

m
d2r

dt2
= qE+ qv ×B, (3)

where the velocity v is defined through the mechanical momentum v ≡ p−qA(r,t)
m

.

We follow Varga and Török [49], and start from the Hertz vector, which satisfies the

vectorial Helmholtz equation, so the resultant electric and magnetic fields automatically

satisfy the Maxwell equation, given in an integral form as

E =
1

2πk2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
g(kx, ky)F (kx, ky)e

i(kxx+kyy+kzz)dkxdky, (4)

and the magnetic field is

B = −i
√
ǫµ

2πk

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
m(kx, ky)F (kx, ky)e

i(kxx+kyy+kzz)dkxdky, (5)

where g(kx, ky) = (k2 − k2x)x̂− kxkyŷ − kxkz ẑ, m(kx, ky) = kz ŷ − ky ẑ, and F is given by

F (kx, ky) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
V (x, y, 0)e−i(kxx+kyy)dxdy.

Here V (x, y, 0) = A0e
− (x2+y2)

w2
0 has the dimension of the electric field, where A0 is the field

amplitude and w0 is the pulse spatial width chosen as 10λ. λ is the wavelength of the pulse.

Within the paraxial approximation, we integrate the above equations analytically to get

the reduced Ẽ and B̃,

Ẽx =
[

1 +
4x2−2w2

0

w4
0k

2

]

, Ẽy =
4xy
w4

0k
2 , Ẽz = −2ikzx

w2
0k

2 .

B̃x = 0, B̃y = − ikz
√
ǫµ

k
, B̃z = −2y

√
ǫµ

kw2
0
.

(6)

The final electric field and magnetic fields are

E = A0Ẽe
ikzz−iωt−

(

x2+y2

w2
0

)

,B = A0B̃e
ikzz−iωt−

(

x2+y2

w2
0

)

. (7)

When the light enters a sample, both fields are reduced by e−z/(2λpen), where λpen is the

penetration depth and 2 comes from the fact that penetration depth is defined at 1/e the

incident fluence and the fluence is proportional to the square of the electric field. λpen is

chosen to be 14 or 28 nm, typically values in fcc Ni.

In our study, we choose a linearly x-polarized pulse that is propagating along the z axis.

The pulse is a Gaussian of duration τ , amplitude A0 and photon energy ~ω. A0e
−iωt in E
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and B in Eq. 7 is replaced by A0e
−t2/τ2 cos(ωt), so our electric and magnetic fields are

E(r, t) = A0e
−t2/τ2 cos(ωt)Ẽe

ikzz− z
2λpen

−
(

x2+y2

w2
0

)

, (8)

B(r, t) = A0e
−t2/τ2 cos(ωt)B̃e

ikzz− z
2λpen

−
(

x2+y2

w2
0

)

. (9)

These analytic forms of E and B, which contain both the spatial and temporal dependences,

greatly ease our calculation. As a first step toward a complete transport theory, we treat

the electron classically, and solve the Newtonian equation of motion numerically,

dv

dt
=

q

m
[E(r, t) + v ×B(r, t)]− v

Γ
, (10)

where m and q are the electron mass and charge respectively, v is its velocity, and Γ is

a small damping to mimick the resistance due to collision with other electrons and nuclei.

Although our method is classical, it fully embraces the real space approach that is more

suitable for transport, a key feature that none of prior first-principles and model simulations

is able to achieve. This will answer the most critical question whether the electron can move

along the axial direction.

We choose a pulse of ~ω = 1.6 eV, τ = 180 fs, A0 = 0.15 V/Å, often used in experiments

[50]. We set the initial position and velocity of the electron to zero and Γ = 200 fs. Figure

2(a) shows that the velocity along the x axis, vx, increases very rapidly, with the maximum

velocity reaching 1Å/fs, 105m/s, on the same order of magnitude of the velocity found

in Cu/Pt multilayers [51]. Unfortunately, the experimental fluence was not given, so a

quantitative comparison is not possible. Nevertheless, this velocity also agrees with another

experiment in Co/Cu(001) films [52]. Prior studies [23] often use the Fermi velocity to discuss

spin transport, which is not appropriate. Instead, one must obtain the actual electron

velocity first from the laser field, because in the absence of a laser field, the sum of the

velocities among the electrons must be zero and there should be no transport. Although vx

has a peak value, it oscillates very strongly. By contrast, Fig. 2(b) shows the velocity vz

increases with time, without oscillation. vz is always positive, increases smoothly and peaks

around 100 fs. This peak time is set by the laser parameter and the damping Γ. Using a

larger Γ leads to a larger vz. The positivity of vz, regardless of the type of charge, is crucial

to the electron transport, and can be understood from the directions of E and B. Suppose

at one instant of time, E is along the +x axis and B along the +y axis. The electron

experiences a negative force along the −x axis and gains the velocity along the −x axis, so
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the Lorentz force due to B is along the +z direction. Now suppose at another instance, E

changes to −x and B to −y, so the electron velocity is along +x, but the Lorentz force is still

along the +z axis. If we have a positive charge, the situation is similar. The fundamental

reason why we always have a positive force is because the light propagates along the +z

axis and the Poynting vector is always along +z and v ×B points along the +z axis. We

test it with various laser parameters and never find a negative vz. Under cw approximation,

Rothman and Boughn [53] gave a simple but approximate expression for the dimensionless

vz =
1
2

(

ωc

ω

)2
[cos(ωt)− 1]2, and Hagenbuch [54] gave pz = e2A2(τ ′)/2mc, both of which are

positive. Therefore, both their theories and our numerical results with a pulse laser agree

that the axial motion of the electron is delivered by both E and B. This is also consistent

with the radiation pressure from a laser beam can accelerate and trap particles [55, 56].

Figure 2(c) shows the displacement along the x (solid line) and z (dashed line) axes,

respectively. We see that x does not change very much. This shows that the electron

excitation along the x axis is local. If we include the band structure of a solid, it will

stimulate both intraband and interband transitions [57] and demagnetize the sample locally.

In our simple classical model, these features cannot be included. But our study confirms

the local heating must occur. Besides the direct demagnetization due to heating, it may

stimulate magnon generation to destroy the magnetic long-range ordering [58]. Central to

our research is whether the electron indeed moves along the axial direction. Figure 2(c)

demonstrates clearly that the electron successfully moves along the z axis by 20 Å.

We can move one step further. Keeping the rest of laser parameters unchanged, we

change the laser field amplitude A0 from 0.01 to 0.20 V/Å and then compute z for each

amplitude. Figure 3(a) is our result. First we notice that z change is highly nonlinear. We

fit it to a quadratic function, z = αA2
0, up to A0 = 0.15V/Å, where α = 919.254Å3/V2, and

find that the fit is almost perfect. Because |A0|2 is directly proportional to the fluence, this

demonstrates z is linearly proportional to the laser fluence, which is exactly expected from

the Poynting vector S = E ×B/c. Thus, both qualitatively and quantitatively our results

can be understood. What is less known is the dependence of z on laser pulse duration τ . We

change τ from 60 to 180 fs. Figure 3(b) shows z increases with τ linearly. As expected, the

increase is steeper at 0.15V/Å (the circles) than that A0 = 0.10V/Å (boxes). The duration

dependence leads us to wonder whether the photon energy ~ω also affects the axial motion

of the electron.
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We compute z with our photon energy going from 0.02 up to 1.6 eV, while keeping

both the duration τ = 180 fs and amplitude A0 = 0.05V/Å fixed. Figure 3(c) shows an

astonishing result: z is inversely proportional to ~ω. At the lower end of ~ω, z exceeds

100 Å. Note that at such a low amplitude, a pulse of 1.6 eV only drives the electron by

2-3 Å. This explains why THz pulses become a new frontier for ultrafast demagnetization

[59–61]. Polley et al. [62] employed a THz pulse to demagnetize CoPt films with a goal

toward ultrafast ballistic switching. Shalaby et al. [63] showed that extreme THz fields with

fluence above 100 mJ/cm2 can induce a significant magnetization dynamics in Co, with the

magnetic field becoming more important.

Our result uncovers an important picture. When the pulse oscillates more slowly, the

electron gains more grounds. Of course, a DC current can move electrons even further, but

then it does not have enough field intensity. This result can be tested experimentally.

We would like to see what happens to the electron under a THz pulse excitation. We

choose a pulse of ~ω = 0.06 eV, τ = 180 fs and A0 = 0.05V/Å. Figure 4(a) shows that

vz reaches 0.14 Å/fs, which is three times that with ~ω = 1.6 eV and A0 = 0.15V/Å in

Fig. 2(b). Our laser pulse is shown in the inset of Fig. 4(a). We should mention that our

current vx has a peak value of around 10 Å/fs, close to the Fermi velocity as found in the

experiements [1, 13]. Figure 4(b) shows that z reaches 55 Å. Increasing A0 to 0.15 V/Å

boosts vz by four times (Fig. 4(c)) and increases z to 262 Å. This distance is closer to the

experimental value. Melnikov et al. [13] employed a multilayer structure, (50 nm Au)/(15

nm Fe)/MgO(001). Once they increase the thickness of Au to 100 nm, they find a delay

signal in second-harmonic generation. This shows the electron in Au can travel a much

longer distance [64], suggesting that our Γ may be still too short. A much stronger effect is

found in plasma [65]. This may indicate the free electron mass used in our study may be

too big.

This opens the door to investigate the spin transport by using two different effective

masses of the electron. Since the effective mass of the majority spin is always smaller than

that of the minority spin, we assume m↑ = me andm↓ = 2me. Naturally, this huge difference

is somewhat exaggerated, but our intention is to see whether this difference could produce

something that can be related to experiments. With these different masses, we compute

the z↑ and z↓ separately. We employ the same laser parameters as above: A0 = 0.05V/Å,

~ω = 0.06 eV, and τ = 180 fs. For the same force, the acceleration a↑ is larger than a↓,
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since a = F/m. Figure 5(a) shows z(t) for spin up and spin down. It is clear that z↓ is

smaller than z↑, as expected. This means that the majority spin electron moves away from

the origin earlier.

The next question is how we can relate z to the spin. We recall that the classical position

is always a good measure for the center of the wavepacket of the electron in quantum

mechanics. In our mind, we envision that a wavepacket of some size is centered around z(t).

As time goes by, the center moves. Henn et al. [66] showed that the excited electron spin

spreads as a spin packet. Since we do not know the width of the wavepacket, we introduce

them as a parameter. We choose a simple one-dimensional Gaussian wavepacket, with the

wavefunction ψ(z, t) = Ce−βz2(t)eikzz, where β and C are constants. Other types should

work as well. We take fcc Ni as our target example. The number of 3d electrons in the

spin majority channel is about 5, while that in the minority is 4.46. This leads to the spin

moment of 0.54 µB [67]. The many-body density ρ = |ψ|2 is related to the electron number,

and then we have the spin moment at location z = 0 as

Mz(µB)(t) = 5e−(z2
↑
(t))/w2

↑ − 4.46e−(z2
↓
(t))/w2

↓ , (11)

where both z↑ and z↓ are referenced to z = 0 and w↑(↓) is the width of spin majority

(minority) wavepacket. This equation has a nice feature. At t = 0, Mz is 0.54 µB. As

the electrons move away from z = 0, the local spin moment change sensitively depends on

w↑ and w↓. It turns out that we cannot arbitrarily choose them, because they immediately

lead to an unphysical spin moment change. Too small values cannot reproduce experimental

results. A positive Mz > 0 means

e+(z2
↑
(t))/w2

↑
−(z2

↓
(t))/w2

↓ > 4.46/5 →
z2↑
w2

↑
−
z2↓
w2

↓
< 0.1142. (12)

For w↑ = 100Å,w↓ = 24.5Å, Fig. 5(b) shows an increase in Mz, which is very similar

to Fig. 2(a) of Ref. [40]. The reason is that when the majority wavepacket has a larger

width, the majority spin dominates over the minority spin. Once we increase w↓ to 30 Å,

we see there is a demagnetization, similar to Figs. 2(b), 2(c) and 2(d) of Ref. [40], without

assuming spin superdiffusion. Increasing w↓ further to 70.7Å flips the spin to the opposite

direction, which resembles to all-optical spin switching [45]. Since the electron scattering

and other scatterings are taken into account through Γ, our results are applicable to solids.

Our finding reminds us the earlier study by von Korff Schmising et al. [68], where within a
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few hundred fs magnetization reduction has a spatial distribution. In our picture, magnetic

and electric fields of the laser pulse jointly drive the electron down along the axial direction

as a wavepacket (see Fig. 1).

Our approach is in sharp contrast to the prior studies, where the axial motion is em-

pirically included [23] or simulated by chemical potential [4, 7, 34]. Indeed, Ashok and

coworkers [69] started with a space- and time-dependent transient chemical potential and

computed the internal electric field from the chemical potential and then current using the

Ohm’s law. Hurst et al. [70] recognized the importance of the magnetic field and adopted

the spin-Vlasov equation, instead of the Boltzmann equation. To simulate the external elec-

tric field effect, they shifted the distribution by a constant velocity ∆v. Choi et al. [4, 14]

gave the spin accumulation through the spin diffusion equation as

∂µs

∂t
= D

∂2µs

∂z2
− µs

τs
, (13)

where µs = µ↑−µ↓ is the spin chemical potential and D is the spin diffusion constant, and τs

is the spin relaxation time. This approach follows the electric-field induced transport, where

a voltage bias is applied across a device and the chemical potential difference maintained

between the drain and source drives the charge carrier across the device [71]. So the charge

carriers move along the electric field. In a shorter channel, the transport can be ballistic,

while in a longer channel, it is diffusive.

Our finding has several important implications. First, although the magnetic field is

much weaker than the electric field, if we ignore it, the electron only moves along the x axis.

Therefore, it is absolutely necessary to include the magnetic field, because it is the magnetic

field that changes the direction of the electron motion [54]. This is also consistent with

the Poynting vector, thus, the momentum, which is in the direction of light propagation.

Although ignoring the magnetic field greatly eases numerical calculation, it cannot describe

the laser-induced electron transport. Second, because B = ∇ × A, where A is the vector

potential, not to be confused with the laser field amplitude A0. A nonzero B means that

A must contain r as its variable. The regular dipole approximation, A(r, t) → A(t), is not

appropriate, if one wishes to describe the electron transport along the axial direction, but

nearly all prior theoretical studies employ this approximation [23, 41–44]. For instance, the

first model simulation [72] and even more recent first-principles investigations [41, 42, 44]

used a vector potential A that is independent of space. Such an approach, called the dipole
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approximation, is reasonable if the wavelength of a laser pulse is much larger than the area

illuminated and the focus is on the electronic excitation, rather than transport. Without

a spatial dependence, the electron only moves along the E field direction [73] which is

transversal to the light propagation direction and the oscillating current is exactly in the

same direction as the polarization [74].

In conclusion, we have shown that the electron transport under an ultrafast laser pulse

is most likely due to the joint effect of the electric and magnetic fields. Each field alone

cannot introduce the transport along the axial direction. The electric field provides a strong

transversal velocity, while the magnetic field steers the electron moving along the light prop-

agation direction. With the experimental accessible laser field parameters, we demonstrate

that the electron can move up to 20 to 262 Å, which now agree with the prior experiments

[1, 13]. Our finding points out a serious problem with the existing theories where the vec-

tor potential has no spatial dependence but is used to describe the transport. Our theory

goes beyond the classical Boltzmann equation and chemical potential change, and puts the

transport physics on a solid foundation. This potentially opens the door to more advanced

first-principles theory, which has a significant impact on future technology in charge and

spin transports [1, 13, 38, 39, 45–47, 75].
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FIG. 2. (a) The electron velocity vx strongly oscillates with time. Here we employ a pulse of

~ω = 1.6 eV, τ = 180 fs and A0 = 0.15 V/Å. (b) vz does not have this oscillation. The peak

around 100 fs is due to the damping Γ. (c) The electron moves little along the x axis (solid line)

and it oscillates locally. But along the z axis, the electron clearly transports with a finite distance

of about 20 Å (dashed line).
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FIG. 3. (a) The electron final position z as a function of the laser amplitude A0 (circles). The

line is a fit to the data up to A0 = 0.15V/Å, where z = αA2
0 and α = 919.254Å3/V. Here ~ω = 1.6

eV and τ = 180 fs. (b) z as a function of τ for a fixed ~ω = 1.6 eV for A0 = 0.15V/Å (circles) and

0.10 V/Å (squares). (c) z as a function of ~ω.
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FIG. 4. (a) vz as a function of time t. Our laser parameters are photon energy ~ω = 0.06eV,

duration τ = 180 fs, field amplitude A0 = 0.05V/Å. Inset: our laser pulse. (b) z as a function of

t. z reaches 55.2 Å. (c) vz as a function of time t with A0 = 0.15V/Å. (d) The dependence of z

on t. z reaches 262 Å.
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FIG. 5. (a) z for majority and minority spin channels as a function of time t, with ~ω = 0.06 eV,

duration τ = 180 fs, field amplitude A0 = 0.05V/Å. The majority and minority spin channels are

mimicked by the effective mass of the electron. m↑
eff = me and m↓

eff = 2me. (b) The spin moment

changes as a function of time for three wavepackets whose widths are given on each curves.

21 (October 23, 2023)


	Electron transport under an ultrafast laser pulse:  Implication for spin transport
	Abstract
	Acknowledgments
	References


