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ABSTRACT

We study the interplay between electrons and spin waves (magnons) in a ferromagnetic material, using an augmented Vlasov–Poisson model
that includes the electron spin dynamics. The ions are fixed, but their spins can evolve in time on the unit sphere according to the Landau–
Lifshitz equation, which includes nearest-neighbor magnetic interactions. The two components interact not only through the electrostatic
Coulomb force, but also via magnetic-exchange interaction terms. The linear response analysis reveals the existence of a wave–particle reso-
nance occurring at the frequency of the magnons. This resonance gives rise to significant energy exchange between the magnons and the elec-
trons, resulting in a rapid loss of the localized magnetism, which is analogous to the ultrafast demagnetization observed in experiments on
thin ferromagnetic films. Depending on the initial electronic spin polarization, the resonance can lead to either damping or instability of the
wave. These results show that wave–particle effects, similar to those frequently encountered in plasma physics, may play a key role in spin-
polarized plasmas and electron beams.

VC 2026 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (https://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0312295

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultrafast magnetism refers to the study of magnetic phenomena
that occur on extremely short time scales, typically in the range of fem-
toseconds to picoseconds. It focuses on the rapid evolution of magnetic
order following external perturbations, such as laser irradiation, and
provides fundamental insight into the spin dynamics at the nanoscale.
A central topic within ultrafast magnetism research is the interaction
between ultrashort laser pulses and magnetic materials, which enables
the observation of sub-picosecond changes in the magnetic properties
of the sample. The seminal work by Beaurepaire et al.1 demonstrated
that such laser excitation can induce a rapid loss of magnetization in
ferromagnetic thin films. Despite significant progress, the microscopic
mechanisms underlying this ultrafast demagnetization process remain
the subject of ongoing investigation.2,3

Beyond such fundamental physics issues, achieving control over
ultrafast demagnetization across a wide range of magnetic materials is
essential for the development of future high-speed spintronic and

magneto-optical devices. While early studies concentrated on ferro-
magnetic thin films,4,5 subsequent research has extended to systems
with more complex magnetic ordering, including ferrimagnets6 and
antiferromagnets.7 It is also known that the ultrafast demagnetization
facilitates the conversion of laser pulses into terahertz (THz) electrical
currents.8,9 This process relies on the generation of spin currents in
response to electromagnetic pulses, which has been described in recent
computational studies.10

Finally, spin polarized plasmas have been considered in the con-
texts of nuclear fusion research11,12 and plasma wakefield acceleration.
In the latter domain, several theoretical and computational studies have
been conducted on the generation of highly spin-polarized electron
gases. This includes techniques such as spin filters13,14 and in situ gener-
ation of spin-polarized electrons.15 However, the experimental realiza-
tion of these techniques is currently still at the proposal stage.16–18

A widely adopted theoretical framework to describe the ultrafast
demagnetization is the so-called three-temperature model.1 It is a
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macroscopic (non-space-resolved), phenomenological model that
decomposes the system into three interacting subsystems—electrons,
ion lattice, and spins—each subsystem being described as a thermal
bath at instantaneous thermodynamic equilibrium. Using this
approach, it was shown that electron–magnon scattering (representing
energy transfer between the electronic and spin subsystems) occurs on
ultrashort timescales and significantly influences the initial phase of
the ultrafast demagnetization.19–21 Here, magnons are elementary spin
excitations, just like plamons are elementary charge excitations.

In the present work, we investigate the ultrafast magnetization
dynamics from the viewpoint of plasma physics, using a microscopic
phase-space model that goes well beyond the simple quasi-equilibrium
approach adopted in the three-temperature model.22–24 In our model,
we distinguish two types of magnetism: (i) itinerant magnetism, carried
by the conduction electrons that are spatially delocalized (s orbitals) and
(ii) fixed magnetism, carried by localized d-orbital electrons, hereafter
denoted simply as “the ions.” The distinctive feature of itinerant magne-
tism is that magnetic properties are conveyed directly by the motion of
the spin carriers, i.e., the conduction electrons. By contrast, spin trans-
port induced by localized magnetism occurs exclusively through collec-
tive excitations (magnons) without any accompanying transport of
matter. The itinerant electrons are described by a set of Vlasov equa-
tions generalized to the case of spin-1/2 fermions, whereas the fixed
ions are modeled by the Landau–Lifshitz equation,25 which governs the
evolution of the ion magnetization Sðx; tÞ in space and time.

The itinerant electrons and the fixed ions interact with each other
through electrostatic Coulomb forces (Poisson equation) and through
magnetic-exchange interactions modeled in the RKKY (Ruderman–
Kittel–Kasuya–Yosida) approximation.26 A sketch of the different spe-
cies intervening in the model, together with their respective interac-
tions, is provided in Fig. 1. We will refer to this mathematical model as
the spin-Vlasov–Poisson–Landau–Lifshitz (sVPLL) set of equations.

The fastest timescale in this system is given by the plasmon fre-
quency xp � 104 THz, corresponding to times around 0:1 fs, whereas
oscillations of the ion spins (magnons) have much smaller frequencies
xmag � 10� 1000 THz. Phonon modes, i.e., vibrations of the atomic
lattice, occur at even slower frequencies (� 1 THz), corresponding to
several picoseconds.27 As we are interested in the dynamics on time-
scales of a few hundred femtoseconds, electron–phonon interactions
will be neglected here.

An earlier version of the model, together with a description of the
related computational methods, was developed in a prior work.28

There, the electron gas was supposed to be weakly degenerate and
therefore described using the Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution, a sce-
nario that is appropriate for spin-polarized electron beams.13,14 In con-
trast, in solid state systems, where the Fermi temperature is typically
larger than 104 K, the electron gas is highly degenerate even at room
temperature and a Fermi–Dirac distribution should be used.

The present work aims at investigating the combined electron–
magnon (i.e., charge-spin) collective dynamics in a realistic ferromag-
netic material. We will show that resonant wave–particle effects,
similar to those well-known from plasma physics, can occur in these
systems. In particular, magnon waves can resonate with the electrons,
as their phase velocity falls within the electron Fermi–Dirac distribu-
tion—i.e., xmag=k� vF , where k is the wave number and vF the Fermi
velocity. This resonance gives rise to significant energy exchanges
between the spin modes (magnons) and the electrons, resulting in a
rapid loss of the localized magnetism similar to the ultrafast demagne-
tization observed in the experiments.1 Note that, in contrast, plasmons
are not resonant, as xp=k � vF , so that Landau damping and other
resonant plasma effects are excluded.

The present work is organized as follows. The details of the math-
ematical model are illustrated in Sec. II. The linear response and dis-
persion relation are analyzed in Sec. III. Numerical simulations in the
nonlinear regime are shown in Sec. IV and conclusions are drawn in
Sec. V.

II. SPIN VLASOV MODEL

The system considered in this study consists of a ferromagnetic
layer with a thickness of the order of a few nanometers, maintained at
room temperature. For the purpose of defining the atomic and elec-
tronic parameters, we adopt the properties of pure nickel (Ni), charac-
terized by an atomic density ni ¼ 9:1� 1028 m�3. The corresponding
interatomic spacing a is set to be equal to twice the Wigner–Seitz
radius rs, defined so that 4pnir3s =3 ¼ 1, yielding a ¼ 0:275 nm. In
nickel, two electrons per atomic site populate the conduction band
(Z ¼ 2). However, for simplicity, a charge state of Z ¼ 1 will be
assumed everywhere in this work, so that the electron and ion densities
are equal, ni ¼ ne. The main consequence of this assumption will be
discussed in Sec. IV. The Fermi energy and Fermi velocity are,

respectively: EF ¼ �h2

2me
ð3p2neÞ2=3 ¼ 7:41 eV and vF ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2EF=me

p
¼ 1:61� 106 m=s, whereme and ne are the electron mass and number
density.

A one-dimensional (1D) configuration with periodic boundaries
is adopted, in which both position and velocity degrees of freedom are
aligned along the x-axis. In contrast, the spin vector (both for the elec-
trons and the ions) is allowed to evolve in three spatial dimensions.
Under this assumption, spin waves only propagate in the x direction,
and the spin-current tensor JSij (corresponding to the transport along
the spatial i direction of magnetic moment oriented parallel to the j
axis) reduces to the three components JSxx, J

S
xy , and JSxz . Although ideal-

ized, the 1D geometry adopted here has practical applications to ferro-
magnetic nanowires29 or nanolayers, in the latter case considering
transport in the direction normal to the layer’s surface.30 We also
emphasize that, although the dynamics is indeed 1D, the underlying
equilibrium (see Sec. III) is given by a fully 3D Fermi–Dirac distribu-
tion, integrated over the transverse velocity directions vy and vz .

FIG. 1. Schematic view of the electron–magnon system. The electron cloud, illus-
trated as dark blue dots with arrows, represents the itinerant component of magne-
tism. In contrast, the ion spin chain, shown in red, corresponds to the localized
magnetic component. Electron–electron interactions are governed by the electro-
static potential and involve the vacuum permittivity e0. Ion–ion interactions arise
from magnetic exchange between nearest-neighbor ions and are proportional to the
exchange constant J. The coupling between electrons and ions is described by the
magnetic exchange interaction in the RKKY approximation,26 which links the spin
orientations of the two subsystems through the coupling constant K.
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A. Evolution equations

The spin-Vlasov model27,28 describes the dynamics of a spin-
polarized electron gas through a set of coupled kinetic equations. In
this framework, the electronic degrees of freedom are represented by
two distribution functions defined over position-velocity phase space:
a scalar function f0ðx; v; tÞ and a vector function f ðx; v; tÞ, with
f ¼ ðfx; fy; fzÞ. The scalar distribution f0 corresponds to the charge
density, while the vector distribution f characterizes the spin density.
Both quantities evolve according to the coupled set of Vlasov
equations

@f0
@t

þ v
@f0
@x

� 1
me

@VH

@x
@f0
@v

� lB
me

@Bion

@x
� @f
@v

¼ 0; (1)

@f
@t

þ v
@f
@x

� 1
me

@VH

@x
@f
@v

� lB
me

@Bion

@x
@f0
@v

� eBion

me
� f ¼ 0; (2)

where e > 0 is the absolute value of the electron charge, �h is the
reduced Planck constant,me is the electron mass, and lB ¼ e�h=ð2meÞ
is the Bohr magneton. Here, VH is the Hartree potential, solution to
the Poisson equation, while Bion represents the magnetic field gener-
ated by the ions and experienced by the electrons. The above Vlasov
equations are semiclassical inasmuch as the orbital motion of the elec-
trons follows the classical trajectories, while their spin is treated as a
quantum variable.

The semiclassical Eqs. (1) and (2) can be derived from a fully
quantummodel based on the total Wigner function of the system,27 by
neglecting terms of second and higher orders in �h. This approximation
is valid in the long-wavelength limit,31 namely, when the characteristic
length scale of the system exceeds the de Broglie wavelength, defined
as kdB ¼ �h=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2meEF

p
for a degenerate electron gas. For the parameters

of Table I, this is approximately kdB � 0:07 nm. This semiclassical
approximation implies neglecting the wavelike behavior of the elec-
trons, which follow deterministic trajectories in the phase space.
However, as we shall see, their statistical distribution is fully quantum
(Fermi–Dirac). In summary, our model is classical for the particle tra-
jectories, but quantum for the statistics and the spin dynamics.

All physical quantities can be obtained by integration of the elec-
tron distributions. For instance, the electron number density
ne ¼

Ð
f0dv, magnetization m ¼ Ð f dv, and the charge and spin cur-

rents in the x-direction: JC ¼ �e
Ð
vf0dv and JS ¼ �e

Ð
vf dv. The

spin-up and spin-down distributions are related to the f0 and fz com-
ponents in the following way: f0 ¼ f" þ f# and fz ¼ f" � f#. The spin-
resolved electron densities are given by n";# ¼ ne 6 jjmjj.

The above spin-Vlasov equations describe the dynamics of the
itinerant magnetism, carried by the conduction electrons that are not
tied to a particular ion, but rather free to travel within the metal. In
order to describe the fixed, localized magnetism, we consider an ionic
spin chain where each spin Si interacts with its nearest neighbors and
is subject to a magnetic field Belec. This configuration can be modeled
by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian,

HH ¼ �
X
i

J Si � Siþ1 � lB
X
i

Belec � Si;

where J is the magnetic-exchange coupling constant, and Belec is the
magnetic field generated by the itinerant electrons. J corresponds to
the interaction energy of two ions with anti-aligned spins, and is
expressed in electron-volts. In the continuous limit, the ion spin vector
becomes a continuous function of the position variable Sðx; tÞ, which
obeys the Landau–Lifshitz equation25

@S
@t

¼ a2J
�h

S� @2S
@x2

� lB
�h
S� Belec; (3)

where a is the interatomic spacing. Note that Sðx; tÞ is a dimensionless
quantity. In the case of nickel atoms, the ion–ion magnetic-exchange
coupling constant is estimated10 to be J ¼ 0:022 eV.

B. Interactions

As illustrated in Fig. 1, there are three types of interactions gov-
erning the dynamics of the itinerant electrons and fixed ions: (i) the
electrostatic Coulomb interactions between the electrons and the ions
(coupling constant e0); (ii) the ion–ion magnetic exchange (coupling
constant J), and (iii) the ion–electron magnetic exchange (coupling
constant K). In the sVPLL model, all interactions are treated under the
mean field approximation.

The self-consistent electrostatic potential (known as the Hartree
potential in condensed matter physics) is a solution of the Poisson
equation

@2VH

@x2
¼ � e2

e0

ð
f0dv� Zni

� �
; (4)

where ni is the homogeneous ion density and e0 is the vacuum
permittivity.

The electron–ion magnetic-exchange interaction is treated in the
RKKY approximation.26 In this approximation, the ions experience an
effective magnetic field Belec proportional to the magnetization of the
electrons

Belecðx; tÞ ¼ � K
2lB

ð
f ðx; v; tÞdv; (5)

where K is the electron–ion magnetic-exchange coupling constant. The
product Kni represents the magnetic energy of a spin-down electron
that is embedded in a spin-up ferromagnet of density ni; K is then
expressed in units of eV nm3. Conversely, the electrons experience an
effective magnetic field Bion generated by the magnetization of the ions

Bionðx; tÞ ¼ � Kni
2lB

Sðx; tÞ: (6)

For nickel atoms, the value of the coupling constant can be estimated
as10 K ¼ 0:014 eV nm3.

TABLE I. Summary of the physical parameters used in the simulations, broadly relevant to a thin nickel layer.

Z ni;e ðm�3Þ xp ðs�1Þ EF ðeVÞ vFðm=sÞ LF ðnmÞ K ðeV nm3Þ xL ðs�1Þ J ðeVÞ a ðnmÞ
1 9:1� 1028 1:71� 1016 7.41 1:61� 106 9:45� 10�2 0.014 1:95� 1015 0.022 0.275
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The sVPLL system of Eqs. (1)–(2) and (3)–(6) conserves the total
energy

Etot ¼ me

2

ð ð
v2f0 dx dvþ lB

ð ð
f � B dx dv

þ e0
2

ð
@VH

@x

� �2

dx þ 1
2
a2JZni

X
j¼ x;y;zf g

ð
@Sj
@x

� �2

dx; (7)

and each component of the total magnetization

Mtot ¼ Z
2
lB

ð ð
f dx dvþ lBni

ð
S dx: (8)

Note that, because of the 1D nature of our model, the above
quantities have to be understood per unit surface.

III. EQUILIBRIUM AND LINEAR RESPONSE

In this section, we investigate the linear response of the sVPLL
system, composed of Eqs. (1)–(2) and (3)–(6). The procedure follows
the analysis developed in our earlier work for Maxwell–Boltzmann
equilibria,28 adapting it to the case of Fermi–Dirac distributions. This
is an essential step for solid-state applications, where the electron gas is
fully degenerate even at room temperatures, as the Fermi temperature
is typically of the order 104–105 K.

As we shall see, the resonant wave–particle interaction described
in the present work is tied to spin waves (magnons), and not plasma
waves (plasmons), due to the specific frequency ordering, magnons
being much slower than plasmons. Therefore, since the degenerate
Fermi–Dirac distribution has a cutoff at the Fermi velocity vF , plas-
mons are not resonant, because their phase velocity largely exceeds vF .
In contrast, the magnonic phase velocity can be smaller than vF ,
depending on the wavelength of the perturbation, leading to the rich
linear-response phenomenology detailed in the Secs. III A and III B.

A. Equilibrium

We decompose the electron distributions and the ion spin density
into a spatially homogeneous equilibrium and a small perturbation,

such as fjðx; v; tÞ ¼ f ð0Þj ðvÞ þ f ð1Þj ðx; v; tÞ, with j 2 0; x; y; zf g, and
Sðx; tÞ ¼ Sð0Þ þ Sð1Þðx; tÞ, where the superscripts (0) and (1) denote,
respectively, the equilibrium and the perturbation. We further assume
that the equilibrium corresponds to a ferromagnetic configuration
with all spins aligned along the z-axis. Accordingly, the equilibrium

components satisfy f ð0Þx ¼ f ð0Þy ¼ Sð0Þx ¼ Sð0Þy ¼ 0, and Sð0Þz ¼ 1. The

other components of the electron distribution function f ð0Þ0 and f ð0Þz

are taken to be Fermi–Dirac distributions at zero temperature. The
spin polarization of the electrons at equilibrium may be quantified by
the parameter g 2 ½�1; 1�, defined as

g ¼

ð
f ð0Þz ðvÞ dvð
f ð0Þ0 ðvÞ dv

: (9)

For g ¼ 1 (respectively, �1), all electrons are spin polarized (respec-
tively, anti-polarized) along the z-axis; intermediate values of g corre-
spond to partial polarization.

In ferromagnetic materials, the Fermi temperature is typically of
the order TF � 5� 104 K. Hence, at room temperatures, the electron
gas is fully degenerate and its velocity distribution is well approximated
by a Fermi–Dirac distribution at zero temperature. Quantum mechan-
ically, this means that the energy levels are all occupied up to the

Fermi energy EF ¼ �h2

2me
ð3p2neÞ2=3, while they are empty for energies

exceeding EF . In our semiclassical approximation, this corresponds to
an equilibrium velocity distribution that is constant inside the Fermi
sphere, defined by jvj2 � v2F , where vF ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2EF=me

p
is the Fermi

velocity.
For spin polarized electrons, the radius of the Fermi sphere differs

for spin-up and spin-down electrons in the presence of an external
magnetic field. In velocity space, we will denote v" and v# as the Fermi
velocities of each spin component. Further, in the 1D case considered
here, the 1D velocity distribution along the x-axis is obtained by inte-
grating the three-dimensional equilibrium distribution over the two
transverse velocity components, vy and vz . The resulting 1D Fermi–
Dirac distribution at zero temperature takes a parabolic form in the
velocity variable.32

Remembering that the spin-up and spin-down distributions are
related to the f0 and fz components in the following way: f0 ¼ f" þ f#
and fz ¼ f" � f#, we can write the equilibrium 1D Fermi–Dirac distri-
butions as

f ð0Þ" ðvÞ ¼
0; for v2 > v2";

pC v2" � v2
� �

; for v2 � v2";

8><
>: (10)

f ð0Þ# ðvÞ ¼
0; for v2 > v2#;

pC v2# � v2
� �

; for v2 � v2#;

8><
>: (11)

where C ¼ ½me=ð2p�hÞ�3. More details on how to obtain the above
Fermi–Dirac equilibrium are provided in Appendix A, where
Fig. 11(a) shows the profiles of the equilibria.

The Fermi velocities v#;" can be written in terms of the unpolar-
ized Fermi velocity vF and the spin polarization g at equilibrium.
We have

ne ¼
ð
f ð0Þ" ðvÞdvþ

ð
f ð0Þ# ðvÞdv: (12)

Inserting the equilibria (10)–(11) into the above expression leads to
ne ¼ 4

3pCðv3" þ v3#Þ. Using the definition of the Fermi energy and
velocity in terms of the electron density, we obtain v3" þ v3# ¼ 2v3F .
From Eq. (9), the electron polarization becomes

g ¼ v3" � v3#
v3" þ v3#

; (13)

which yields, finally,

v" ¼ vFð1þ gÞ1=3 ; v# ¼ vFð1� gÞ1=3: (14)

B. Linear response and dispersion relation

Expressing the perturbed quantities, such as f ð1Þðx; v; tÞ and
Sð1Þðx; tÞ, in terms of plane waves expð�ixt þ ikxÞ, where k is the
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wave vector and x is the frequency of the wave, leads to a dispersion
function that can be factored as Dðx; kÞ ¼ DEðx; kÞDSðx; kÞ. The
first branch DEðx; kÞ ¼ 0 leads to the usual dispersion relation for
electrostatic Vlasov–Poisson plasmas (Bohm–Gross relation), which
includes Langmuir waves and Landau damping. The other branch
of the dispersion relation DSðx; kÞ ¼ 0 corresponds to collective
spin modes that are usually referred to as magnons in the literature33

and will be analyzed in detail in the forthcoming paragraphs.
The magnon branch of the dispersion function can be written as28

DSðx; kÞ ¼ x� a2J
�h

k2 � ZxLg
2

� x2
L

2ni

 
�hk
2me

ð
@vf

ð0Þ
0 ðvÞ

kv� xþ xL
dv

�
ð

f ð0Þz ðvÞ
kv� xþ xL

dv

!
; (15)

where xL ¼ eBð0Þ
ion=me ¼ Kni=�h is the Larmor frequency of the elec-

trons immersed in the equilibrium magnetic field Bð0Þ
ion generated by

the ions and directed along the z-axis.
In the limit of small electron polarization g and using the Fermi–

Dirac equilibrium at zero temperature defined in Eqs. (10) and (11),
the real and the imaginary parts of the frequency can be approximated
as (further details are given in Appendix B)

xr ¼ xS þ Z
2
xLg� 3Z�hx2

L

8EF

þ Z
4
x2

L

kvF

3
4
�hxL

EF
� g

� �
ln

kvF þ xL

kvF � xL

����
����; (16)

and

xi ¼
Zp
4

x2
L

kvF

3
4
�hxL

EF
� g

� �
; if

xL

kvF
< 1

0; otherwise:

8<
: (17)

As mentioned earlier, we take Z ¼ 1 everywhere in this work.
In the absence of electron–magnon coupling (K ¼ 0), the

magnon frequency is xmag ¼ xS ¼ k2a2J=�h � 2:6� 1012 s �1,
which is significantly smaller than the plasmon frequency
xp � 1:7� 1016 s�1. When the electron–ion coupling is intro-
duced, the ratio xp=xmag becomes somewhat smaller, but the fol-
lowing scaling remains valid:

xp � kvF 	 xL � xmag:

Typical values of the relevant physical parameters are summarized in
Table I.

The real and imaginary parts of the magnon frequency are shown
in Fig. 2 as a function of the electron spin polarization g (left panels)
and the wave vector k (right panels). The dependence of the frequency
on g is particularly interesting: below a certain positive gth the imagi-
nary frequency is positive, corresponding to an instability, whereas
above the threshold it is negative, signaling the damping of the initial
perturbation.

Such a threshold corresponds precisely to the electron spin polar-
ization induced by the magnetic field generated by the ions at equilib-
rium, i.e., Bð0Þ

ion ¼ �Kni=ð2lBÞ. A simple calculation (see Appendix A)
shows that the threshold spin polarization is related to the coupling
constant K through the expression

K ¼ EF
ni

ð1þ gthÞ2=3 � ð1� gthÞ2=3
h i

; (18)

which can be written as gth � 3
4
Kni
EF
, for gth 
 1. This value exactly

cancels the imaginary part of the frequency in the approximate expres-
sion given in Eq. (17). Using the parameters of Table I, we
obtain gth � 0:129. This is the “natural” state of polarization of the
electrons, in the absence of any other constraints such as an external
magnetic field.

According to Fig. 2, if g > gth (i.e., if the electrons are more
strongly spin polarized than they would naturally be by the ions), then
the electronic spin polarization is damped and tends to return to its
initial value. In contrast, if g < gth, an instability is observed: perturba-
tions are amplified and bring the system away from its equilibrium.
The instability rate increases with decreasing g, and is maximal when
g ¼ �1, i.e., when all the electrons are spin-polarized in the opposite
direction to that of the ions (anti-polarization).

The presence of an imaginary part in the magnon frequency
clearly suggests the occurrence of resonant wave–particle interactions.
The resonance is visible in the expression of the full dispersion relation,
Eq. (15), where the denominator vanishes for some value of the elec-
tron velocity, similarly to what happens for Vlasov–Poisson plasmas in
the case of Landau damping.

Resonance occurs for a velocity vres such that

x
k
¼ xL

k
þ vres; (19)

where x=k denotes the phase velocity of the ion spin wave (magnon)
and xL=k represents the phase velocity of the electron spin precessing
in the magnetic field generated by the ions. This condition implies that
resonance is achieved when the electron spin precesses at the same

FIG. 2. Linear response of the magnon modes. The solid orange lines represent
the exact dispersion relation (15), the solid blue lines represent the approximate dis-
persion relations (16) and (17), and the green dots correspond to numerical simula-
tions of the full sVPLL system close to equilibrium. The left panels show the real (a)
and imaginary (c) frequencies as functions of the electron spin polarization g, vary-
ing from �1 to 1, for a fixed wave vector k ¼ 5:29 nm�1. The dashed vertical line
corresponds to the threshold value gth ¼ 3�hxL

4EF
� 0:13 for which the imaginary fre-

quency vanishes. The right panels show the real (b) and imaginary (d) parts of the
frequency as functions of the wave vector k, varying from 0:3 to 5:3 nm�1, and van-
ishing spin polarization g ¼ 0. Other parameters are given in Table I.
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frequency as the magnon, adjusted by a Doppler shift due to the elec-
tron’s velocity vres relative to the fixed ions. This resonance exhibits simi-
larities to the Electron Cyclotron Resonance Heating (ECRH)
mechanism observed in fusion plasmas, albeit with two key distinctions.
First, the ion spin wave (magnon) assumes the role analogous to that of
the externally applied electromagnetic wave in ECRH. Second, unlike
ECRH, where the electron magnetic moment arises from orbital motion,
in this context, it originates from the intrinsic spin of the electron.

The damped regime observed for g > gth is suggestive of an effect
known as Gilbert damping in magnetic materials,34,35 whereby the mag-
netization vector tends to return to its initial direction when perturbed.
Gilbert damping is usually introduced phenomenologically in the
Landau–Lifshitz equation (3), although its microscopic origin is still
unclear. Our results show that electron–magnon interactions may consti-
tute a possible channel contributing to the overall Gilbert damping effect.

In the unstable regime (g < gth), the magnon amplitude
increases in time until it reaches a nonlinear regime where the linear
approximation is no longer valid. In this case, significant exchanges
can occur between the ions and the electrons, leading to a loss of mag-
netization on a femtosecond timescale, which is reminiscent of the
ultrafast demagnetization long observed in the experiments.1 These
aspects will be discussed in Sec. IV.

Figures 2(b) and 2(d) show the dependence of the magnon fre-
quency on the wave vector k, for unpolarized electrons with g ¼ 0.
The imaginary part of the frequency becomes nonzero above a certain
wave vector corresponding to the relation vres ¼ vF , where vres is the
resonant velocity defined in Eq. (19). Indeed, for a Fermi–Dirac distri-
bution at zero temperature [Eqs. (10) and (11)], there are no electrons
with velocities larger than vF , hence no wave–particle resonance is pos-
sible. Above this threshold, xi rises steeply because the Fermi–Dirac
distribution has a maximum gradient at v ¼ vF . Using k ¼ 1:1 nm�1

[read from the Fig. 2(d)] and the parameters from Table I, one obtains
vres ¼ 1:63� 106 m=s, which is indeed close to vF ¼ 1:61� 106 m=s.

The wave–particle resonance is distinctly observable in the veloc-
ity distribution at x ¼ 0, as shown in Fig. 3 for two values of the wave

vector. This result is obtained from numerical simulations of the full
sVPLL system operating in the linear regime, where only a single
mode is weakly excited at the initial time. The presence of resonant
electrons leads to a distortion of the Fermi–Dirac equilibrium near the
resonant velocity vres, characterized by a flattening of the distribution.
This behavior is reminiscent of classical plasma phenomena such as
Landau damping.

The evolution of the magnon amplitude (Sx component of the
ion magnetization) is shown in Fig. 4 for three representative values of
the electron spin polarization. The cases g ¼ 6 0:9 are respectively
damped (g > 0) and growing (g < 0), and saturate nonlinearly at
about the same time, t � 40 fs. The observed damping may be linked
to the Gilbert damping effect mentioned earlier.34 The case g ¼ �0:1
is weakly unstable, as expected from the diagram on Fig. 2(c). The real
part of the frequency is much smaller for this case, in accordance
with Fig. 2(a).

Finally, we note that the charge branch of the dispersion relation,
DEðx; kÞ ¼ 0, does not exhibit any resonant behavior. This is due to
the fact that, in solid-state plasmas, the plasma frequency vastly
exceeds the magnon frequency (see Table I), so that the phase velocity
xp=k is much larger than the Fermi velocity of the metal and no
wave–particle interactions can occur. Therefore, the resonant wave–
particle interactions observed in this system are purely magnetic in
nature and do not arise in spinless plasmas. Nonetheless, the underly-
ing resonant mechanisms bear resemblance to those encountered in
classical plasma phenomena such as Landau damping.

IV. NONLINEAR REGIME AND DEMAGNETIZATION

When the initial configuration is unstable, the perturbation grows
exponentially and quickly attains the nonlinear regime, where the lin-
ear response analysis of the preceding section no longer applies. To
explore the nonlinear regime, we have numerically solved the full
sVPLL system using an Eulerian code based on a Hamiltonian splitting
method, which was described in detail in our earlier work.28

The boundary conditions are periodic in x, with period L and
corresponding wave vector kmin ¼ 2p=L. The initial condition is a

FIG. 3. Electron velocity distribution functions at position x ¼ 0, in arbitrary units.
The black dashed line represents the initial Fermi–Dirac distribution
f0ðx ¼ 0; v; t ¼ 0Þ, the solid colored lines show the velocity distributions at a later
time for two different wave vectors, k ¼ 1:6 nm�1 (blue line, final time t ¼ 36:5 fs)
and k ¼ 2:6 nm�1 (orange line, final time t ¼ 124 fs). The dashed vertical lines
show the corresponding resonant velocities.

FIG. 4. Temporal evolution of the magnon for three values of the electron spin
polarization, g ¼ 0:9 (green line), g ¼ �0:9 (blue line), and g ¼ �0:1 (orange
line). The figure represents the amplitude of the lowest Fourier mode of the Sxðx; tÞ
component of the ion magnetization. The wave vector is k ¼ 5:29 nm�1; other
parameters are those given in Table I.
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homogeneous Fermi–Dirac distribution as in Eqs. (10) and (11),
perturbed sinusoidally at a certain wave vector k, usually the lowest
mode kmin

f0ðx; v; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ f ð0Þ0 ðvÞ 1þ e cosðkxÞ½ �;
fzðx; v; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ f ð0Þz ðvÞ;

fxðx; v; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ f ð0Þ0 ðvÞ e cosðkxÞ;
fyðx; v; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ f ð0Þ0 ðvÞ e sinðkxÞ;

where f ð0Þ0 ¼ f ð0Þ" þ f ð0Þ# , f ð0Þz ¼ f ð0Þ" � f ð0Þ# , and e 
 1 is a small per-
turbation. The above initial condition describes an electron gas that is
spin polarized along the z-direction, with small perturbations in the
transverse plane ðx; yÞ. The charge distribution f0 is also perturbed
with the same amplitude and wave vector.

We consider a similar initial condition for the ion spin distribu-
tion Sðx; tÞ

Szðx; t ¼ 0Þ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� e2

p
;

Sxðx; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ e cosðkxÞ;
Syðx; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ e sinðkxÞ;

whereby the ions are fully magnetized along the z-axis, while their spin
direction is slightly perturbed in the transverse plane. We emphasize
that the perturbation preserves the norm of the spin vector, with
jjSðx; tÞjj ¼ 1 at each spatial point.

Although one single mode is excited in the initial condition,
many more Fourier modes (kn ¼ nkmin, with n ¼ 1; 2;…) arise at
later times in an unstable configuration. The couplings between these
modes are responsible for the nonlinear saturation observed, for
instance, in Fig. 4. Figure 5 shows the evolution of the various
modes kn as the instability develops. At t ¼ 0, only the mode k1
¼ 0:264 nm�1 is present, but this mode is stable (xi ¼ 0) because its
phase velocity exceeds vF . However, higher order modes kn may be
unstable, as is evident from Fig. 2(d). These unstable modes, although
not present in the initial condition, are excited via mode couplings and
start growing exponentially around t ¼ 50 fs. Note that the growth
rate decreases with k [see Fig. 2(d)], so that higher-order modes
become significant at later times, as is apparent from Fig. 5. After
t ’ 200 fs, a wide spectrum of modes is excited, and the system is
clearly in a strongly nonlinear regime.

Figures 6 and 7 show, respectively, the charge distribution
f0ðx; v; tÞ and the spin distribution fxðx; v; tÞ at different times, for an

FIG. 5. Time evolution of the Fourier modes kn ¼ nkmin ¼ n 2p=L of the ion mag-
netization Sxðx; tÞ along the x-axis. The amplitude of the modes is given by the
color code shown at the right of the figure. At time t ¼ 0, the ion spins are
weakly excited at the mode k1 ¼ 0:264 nm�1, which is linearly stable. At later
times (t ’ 50 fs) several unstable higher harmonics with n > 1 appear, and for
t > 200 fs the Fourier spectrum becomes very broad. The electron spin polariza-
tion is g ¼ 0.

FIG. 6. Electron phase-space distribution function f0ðx; v; tÞ at different times, t ¼ 0 (a), t ¼ 37 (b), t ¼ 66 (c), t ¼ 220 (d), t ¼ 242 (e), and t ¼ 271 fs (f). Other parameters
are: L ¼ 3:96 nm, k ¼ 2p=L ¼ 1:59 nm�1, Kni=ð�hxpÞ ¼ 0:08, g ¼ �0:2, and perturbation e ¼ 10�4.
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unstable case with g ¼ �0:2 and Kni=ð�hxpÞ ¼ 0:08. The lowest wave-
vector mode k ¼ 2p=L ¼ 1:59 nm�1 is excited at t ¼ 0 and grows
exponentially due to the wave–particle interactions near the resonant
velocity vres ¼ �0:58vF . After t ¼ 66 fs—see Figs. 6(c) and 7(c)—non-
linear effects become dominant and the distribution function develops
phase-space vortices, as is usually observed in plasma instabilities.

Figure 8 shows the transfer of energy from the electron–ion mag-
netic exchange energy Emag ¼ � Kni

2

Ð Ð
f ðx; v; tÞ � Sðx; tÞdxdv to the

electrons’ kinetic energy Ekin ¼ me
2

Ð Ð
v2f0ðx; v; tÞdxdv. This transfer

of energy, due to the wave–particle interactions detailed in Sec. III, is
particularly evident during the nonlinear phase of the evolution,
highlighted in green on the figure.

Finally, Fig. 9 shows the loss of magnetization that is induced by
the wave–particle interactions. Initially, the ions are fully magnetized
along the z-directions. At later times, their average magnetization over
the entire domain is given by hSziðtÞ ¼

Ð
Szðx; tÞ dx=L. Following the

instability, part of their magnetization is transferred to the electrons,

FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6 for the electron spin distribution fxðx; v; tÞ. The values of fx in the first panel (a) have been multiplied by a factor of 200, so that the same color bar could
be used for all panels (a)–(f).

FIG. 8. Time evolution of the electron kinetic energy Ekin ¼ ðme=2Þ
Ð Ð

v2f0 dxdv
(orange curve) and electron-ion magnetic energy Emag ¼ �ðKni=2Þ

Ð Ð
f � S dxdv

(blue curve), for an initial electron spin polarization g ¼ �0:6 and excitation wave
number k ¼ 2:12 nm�1. The energies are expressed in arbitrary units. The curves
are shifted to improve readability: the kinetic energy is set to zero at t ¼ 0, while
the magnetic energy is set to 0.5 at the final time. The inset shows the amplitude of
the first Fourier mode of the ion magnetization Sxðx; tÞ (i.e., the magnon amplitude),
on a semi-logarithmic scale. The nonlinear regime is highlighted by the shaded
green background.

FIG. 9. Time evolution of the ion magnetization in the z-direction hSziðtÞ
¼ Ð Szðx; tÞ dx=L, expressed as a fraction of the initial magnetization, for three val-
ues of the initial electron polarization: g ¼ 0 (solid blue line), g ¼ �0:2 (solid
orange line), and g ¼ �0:4 (solid green line). The dashed blue line represents the
electrons’ average polarization hfziðtÞ ¼ Z

2

Ð Ð
fzðx; v; tÞ dxdv=

Ð Ð
f0ðx; v; tÞ dxdv,

for g ¼ 0, upshifted by 0.9 to improve the readability of the diagram. The excited
wave number is the lowest allowed by the periodic conditions: k ¼ kmin
¼ 1:1 nm�1. In this case, the electron–ion coupling constant K is defined by
Kni ¼ 0:3 �hxp; it differs from the value given in Table I for nickel and is closer to
the one that can be observed in cobalt samples.36
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whose average spin density is hfziðtÞ ¼ Z
2

Ð Ð
fzðx; v; tÞ dxdv=Ð Ð

f0ðx; v; tÞ dxdv. Such transfer of magnetization is evident from the
blue curves on Fig. 9, which represent a case with g ¼ 0, i.e., electrons
that are initially unpolarized. When the electrons are anti-polarized—
i.e., polarized in the direction opposite to that of the ions (orange and
green curves)—the loss of ion magnetization is even larger, and
approaches 30% for g ¼ �0:4.

We note that such loss of magnetization occurs on a few tens of
femtoseconds, in accordance with the experimental findings.1–3

Therefore, the wave–particle mechanism proposed in this work
may be a key element in the still elusive explanation of ultrafast demag-
netization occurring in ferromagnetic materials when irradiated with
laser light.

According to Fig. 9, the loss of magnetization is greater the larger
the difference between the initial electron polarization g and the
threshold value gth ¼ 3

4
Kni
EF

for which the imaginary part of the fre-
quency (growth rate) vanishes. To explain this behavior, we consider a
simple “quasi-linear” scenario, similar to the quasi-linear theory of
wave–particle interactions in standard plasma physics.37 In this sce-
nario, we still use the linear-response theory detailed in Sec. III, but the
equilibrium is now assumed to slowly evolve in time (much slower
than any other frequency in the system). In particular, the electron
polarization gðtÞ and the ion magnetization Sð0ÞðtÞ are now time-
dependent quantities. Due to the instability, the ion magnetization
decreases, while the electron polarization increases (and possibly
changes sign if the initial g was negative). We postulate that the insta-
bility stops when the instantaneous growth rate vanishes, i.e., when,
from Eq. (17),

3
4
Kni
EF

Sz;f � gf ¼ 0; (20)

where Sz;f is the final value of the ion magnetization along the z-axis,
and gf is the final value of the electron polarization, defined by gener-
alizing Eq. (9) to nonequilibrium situations.

The conservation of angular momentum along z [see Eq. (8)]
implies that

Sz;f þ Z
2
gf ¼ 1þ Z

2
g; (21)

where we have restored the atomic number Z. By combining Eqs. (20)
and (21), we obtain the final ion magnetization as a function of the ini-
tial electron polarization g

Sz;f ¼ Zgþ 2
Zgth þ 2

; for� 1 � g � gth; (22)

and Sz;f ¼ 1, for 1 � g > gth, where we recall the expression of the
threshold polarization, gth ¼ 3

4
Kni
EF
.

Figure 10 shows the final ion magnetization as a function of g, for
various wave numbers kLF , where LF ¼ vF=xp. All final magnetiza-
tion values lie above the curve defined by Eq. (22), which serves as a
lower bound, representing the maximum possible demagnetization
achievable in this scenario. Such a lower bound is attained for small
wave numbers kLF 
 1 (large systems), whereas for kLF � 1 the data
points are shifted upward, although the slope of the curve remains the
same as in Eq. (22). Since LF � 0:1 nm, which is of the same order as
the interatomic spacing a (see Table I), wave numbers for which

kLF � 1 are not very relevant in practice, and one can consider that
the expected demagnetization is the one given by Eq. (22).

The choice of Z fixes the number of conduction-band electrons
capable of absorbing angular momentum from the ions. Consequently,
it determines the slope of the straight line in Fig. 10, and therefore the
value g ¼ �2=Z where it intersects the horizontal axis, which corre-
sponds to Mtot ¼ 0 (total demagnetization). For the case Z ¼ 1 con-
sidered here, the intersection occurs at g ¼ �2, hence total
demagnetization is never reached, since gmust be in the range ½�1; 1�.
In contrast, for Z ¼ 2, total demagnetization can be achieved when
g ¼ �1, i.e., when all electrons are anti-polarized with respect to the
ions. Despite these quantitative differences, simulations conducted
with Z ¼ 2 have shown that the qualitative behavior remains essen-
tially the same as for the Z ¼ 1 case presented here.

As concluding remarks, one should not forget that our model is
Hamiltonian and does not include any dissipative effects. Therefore,
the magnetization can only be exchanged between the two species—
the itinerant electrons and the localized ions—but cannot be evacuated
out of the system. By incorporating an appropriate dissipative channel,
such as electron–phonon couplings (which have a typical timescale of
a few picoseconds), it may be possible to describe the full demagnetiza-
tion process, although this would require longer and more time con-
suming simulations.

It is also important to emphasize that the electron–magnon inter-
actions described here occur even in the absence of spin–orbit coupling
(SOC), which is not included in our model. SOC is a relativistic effect
that couples the electron spin to an internal or external electric field,
which possesses a magnetic component in the reference frame of the
itinerant electron. Many existing models of the ultrafast magnetization
dynamics rely on SOC as the primary source of demagnetization.19,38

Our approach shows that resonant electron–magnon interactions can
lead to demagnetization on a femtosecond timescale, even in the
absence of SOC.

V. CONCLUSION AND PRESPECTIVES

In this work, we have explored the complex dynamics of wave–
particle interactions in a spin-polarized plasma, focusing on the

FIG. 10. Final value of the ion magnetization Sz;f as a function of the initial electron
polarization g. The colored dots represent simulation results for different values of
the wave number kLF, where LF ¼ vF=xp. The solid black line is the theoretical
result of Eq. (22), representing maximal demagnetization. Demagnetization can only
occur for values of g smaller than the threshold polarization, gth ¼ 3

4
Kni
EF
.
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coupling between electrons and magnons in a ferromagnetic material,
an effect that has attracted considerable attention in recent years, as a
potential mechanism contributing to ultrafast demagnetization.39 By
extending the Vlasov–Poisson framework to include spin degrees of
freedom and coupling it with the Landau–Lifshitz equation for the ion
magnetization, we developed a comprehensive phase-space approach
that captures both itinerant and localized magnetism.

Our linear response analysis revealed the existence of a magnon–
electron resonance, a phenomenon analogous to classical plasma
effects such as Landau damping and electron–cyclotron resonance
heating. This resonance occurs when the phase velocity of the magnon
wave matches the electron spin precession frequency, adjusted by
Doppler shift. In particular, the resonance disappears when the reso-
nant velocity of the electrons exceeds the Fermi speed. This is a signifi-
cant difference between degenerate systems (obeying Fermi–Dirac
statistics) and non-degenerate systems (obeying Maxwell–Boltzmann
statistics), which were studied in our earlier work.28 The resulting
energy exchange, due to the resonance, leads to either damping or
instability of the spin wave, depending on the initial electron spin
polarization. Notably, the threshold polarization at which the system
transitions from damping to instability corresponds to the natural self-
consistent equilibrium induced by the ion-generated magnetic field.

Numerical simulations confirmed these theoretical predictions,
showing that in the unstable regime, the system rapidly evolves into a
nonlinear state characterized by significant magnetization loss on fem-
tosecond timescales. This behavior closely mirrors the ultrafast demag-
netization observed experimentally in ferromagnetic thin films.1,3

Furthermore, the damped regime offers a microscopic interpretation
of Gilbert damping, suggesting that electron-magnon resonant interac-
tions may contribute to this effect.

Experimentally, the effects predicted in the present work could be
investigated through demagnetization measurements on ferromagnetic
films of increasing thickness. For a given thickness L, the smallest
wavevector mode kmin ¼ 2p=L is the most unstable one, see Fig. 2(d).
By increasing the sample size (i.e., decreasing kmin), its growth rate xi

increases until it reaches a maximum, after which it drops to zero
when its phase velocity becomes larger than vF . At that point, the sec-
ond mode k2 ¼ 2kmin becomes the most unstable one. By still increas-
ing the thickness of the film, this mode follows the same pattern: first,
the growth rate increases, then it suddenly drops to zero after reaching
the maximum seen in Fig. 2(d). This scenario is repeated for each
of the higher-order modes kn ¼ nkmin. As the demagnetization time is
proportional to the inverse of the growth rate, by performing succes-
sive measurements with growing sample sizes, one should observe a
sequence of slow decreases of the demagnetization time, followed by a
sudden jump when the phase velocity of the most unstable mode
exceeds the Fermi speed.

Finally, our findings suggest that wave–particle resonances—long
studied in plasma physics—may also play an important role in spin-
polarized charged particle beams. For instance, in plasma wakefield
acceleration experiments, our results could find applications in the
measurement of the electron spin polarization. By directing the spin-
polarized electron beam onto a ferromagnetic material, it may be pos-
sible to observe some demagnetization that one could relate to the
degree of polarization of the incoming beam. Further research is neces-
sary to ascertain the feasibility of this approach under actual experi-
mental conditions.
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APPENDIX A: EQUILIBRIUM

1. Electron gas without spin

In the case of a homogeneous equilibrium, the Hartree potential
vanishes, so that the Hamiltonian of a spinless electron gas is simply

H ¼ meðv2x þ v2y þ v2zÞ
2

: (A1)

The equilibrium distribution FðHÞ follows the Fermi–Dirac
distribution. At zero temperature, this implies that all energy states
below the Fermi energy EF are occupied, while all states above EF
are empty. The distribution is then

FðHÞ ¼ 2pC
me

HðH � EFÞ; (A2)

where H is the Heaviside step function and C ¼ ½me=ð2p�hÞ�3 is a
normalization constant that enforces the total number of
electrons.
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The 3D velocity distribution f 3Dðvx; vy; vzÞ associated with F
is constant inside the Fermi sphere—defined by jvj2 � v2F , where
vF ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2EF=me

p
is the Fermi velocity—and zero outside

f 3Dðvx; vy; vzÞ ¼ pC; if kvk2 �v2F ;
0; otherwise:

�
(A3)

The 1D distribution is obtained by integration: f 1DðvxÞ
¼ Ð Ð f 3D dy dz, which yields

f 1DðvxÞ ¼
pCðv2F � v2xÞ; if v2x < v2F ;

0; otherwise:

(
(A4)

2. Polarized electron gas

When the electron gas is polarized by a magnetic field B (either
external or internal), the spin degrees of freedom cannot be
neglected. The magnetic field splits the electron distribution
into two different populations, with spins either parallel or antipar-
allel to the field. The Hamiltonian is a diagonal 2� 2 matrix
H ¼ diagðH";H#Þ, with

H" ¼
meðv2x þ v2y þ v2zÞ

2
� lBB; (A5)

H# ¼
meðv2x þ v2y þ v2zÞ

2
þ lBB: (A6)

Each population follows its own Fermi–Dirac distribution:

F";#ðH";#Þ ¼ 2pC
me

HðH";# � lÞ; (A7)

where the chemical potential l is the energy needed to add one elec-
tron to the system. The chemical potential is adjusted to correspond
to the number of particles in the system, and it plays the same role
as EF in the non-polarized case.

In terms of the velocity, there are now two Fermi spheres, one
for each population, whose radii are v" and v#. From Eq. (A7), the
energies associated with these velocities are given by
me
2 v2";# ¼ l6 lBB. By eliminating l, one obtains

2lBB ¼ meðv2" � v2#Þ
2

: (A8)

Integrating over vy and vz , we finally obtain the 1D Fermi–Dirac
distributions at zero temperature

f ð0Þ";# ðvxÞ ¼
pC ðv2";# � v2xÞ; if v2x < v2";#;

0; otherwise;

(
(A9)

which are identical to Eq. (11) in the main text. An example of these
equilibrium distributions is shown in Fig. 11(a).

Finally, if, in Eq. (A8), we take B to be the magnetic field gener-
ated by the fully magnetized ions lBB ¼ �Kni=2, and use Eq. (14),
we obtain

K ¼ EF
ni

ð1þ gÞ2=3 � ð1� g2=3Þ
h i

;

which is the same as Eq. (18) for g ¼ gth.

3. Low-polarization equilibrium (g 
 1)

For small values of g, the electron charge density f ð0Þ0

¼ f ð0Þ" þ f ð0Þ# is almost identical to that of an unpolarized gas. The z-

component of the spin density f ð0Þz ¼ f ð0Þ" � f ð0Þ# is given by the dif-
ference of two truncated parabolas with the same curvature and
boundaries v" � v# � vF , see Eq. (A9). Therefore, it can be approxi-

mated by a constant f ð0Þz ¼ A, within the interval v 2 ½�vF ; vF �. The
constant A is determined by the normalization conditionÐ vF
�vF

f ð0Þz dv ¼ neg, so that A ¼ gne=ð2vFÞ. This approximation is
illustrated in Fig. 11.

APPENDIX B: APPROXIMATE MAGNON DISPERSION
RELATION

In this Appendix, we provide some details on the derivation of
the approximate dispersion relation given in Eqs. (16) and (17).

We first define the following functions, which are useful for
computing the dispersion relation of a Fermi gas at zero temperature:

WnðcÞ ¼
ð1
�1

vn

v� c
dv:

These functions are the Fermi–Dirac counterpart of the Fried-
Conte function ZðcÞ for a Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution.40

In particular, the first two functions W0 and W1 are relevant
here, as they intervene in the integrals of Eq. (15), after some nor-
malization that can be recovered easily using the scaling propertyða

�a

vn

v� c
dv ¼ an Wnðc=aÞ:

Using the definition of the complex logarithmic function, one can write:
W0ðcÞ ¼ lnð1� cÞ � lnð�1� cÞ, andW1ðcÞ ¼ 2þ cW0ðcÞ.

With the above mathematical tools and making use of the low-
g approximation illustrated in Fig. 11, we can compute the integrals
appearing in Eq. (15)

ð
@vf

ð0Þ
0 ðvÞ

v� x� xL

k

dv ¼ �4pCvF 2þ x� xL

kvF
W0

x� xL

kvF

� �	 

;

ð
f ð0Þz ðvÞ

v� x� xL

k

dv ¼ pC
4g
3
v2F W0

x� xL

kvF

� �
:

When these expressions are inserted into Eq. (15), one gets

Dðx; kÞ ¼ x� a2J
�h

k2 � ZxLg
2

þ 4px2
L

ni
CvF

�h
2me

þ 2px2
L

ni
CvF

x� xL

kvF

�h
2me

þ gvF
3k

� �
W0

x� xL

kvF

� �
:

Injecting the value of the constant C ¼ 3Zni
8pv3F

¼ ðme
2p�hÞ3 leads to

Dðx; kÞ ¼ x� a2J
�h

k2 � ZxLg
2

þ 3Z�hx2
L

8EF

þ Zx2
L

4
x� xL

kvF

3�h
4EF

þ g
kvF

� �
W0

x� xL

kvF

� �
:

Physics of Plasmas ARTICLE pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

Phys. Plasmas 33, 022111 (2026); doi: 10.1063/5.0312295 33, 022111-11

VC Author(s) 2026

 24 February 2026 15:37:55

pubs.aip.org/aip/php


The difficulty now lies in simplifying the expression
W0

x�xL
kvF

� �
. Using the scaling

xp � kvF 	 xL � xS;

which is satisfied for typical sizes k�1 > 1 nm (see also Table I), one
can neglect x compared to xL. In that case, the imaginary part of
the argument of W0 vanishes and one can write

W0
x� xL

kvF

� �
� W0

�xL

kvF

� �
¼ ipþ ln

1þþxL

kvF

1� xL

kvF

0
BB@

1
CCA:

The dispersion function then becomes

Dðx; kÞ ¼ x� a2J
�h

k2 � ZxLg
2

þ 3Z�hx2
L

8EF

þ ZxL

4
xL

kvF
� 3
4
�hxL

EF
þ g

� �
ipþ ln

1þ xL

kvF

1� xL

kvF

�������
�������

0
BB@

1
CCA:

Setting Dðx; kÞ ¼ 0, leads to the approximate expressions for
the real and imaginary parts of the magnon frequency, as given in
Eqs. (16) and (17) of the main text.

REFERENCES
1E. Beaurepaire, J.-C. Merle, A. Daunois, and J.-Y. Bigot, “Ultrafast spin dynam-
ics in ferromagnetic nickel,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 4250 (1996).
2K. Krieger, J. K. Dewhurst, P. Elliott, S. Sharma, and E. K. U. Gross, “Laser-
induced demagnetization at ultrashort time scales: Predictions of TDDFT,”
J. Chem. Theory Comput. 11, 4870 (2015).

3J.-Y. Bigot, M. Vomir, and E. Beaurepaire, “Coherent ultrafast magnetism
induced by femtosecond laser pulses,” Nat. Phys. 5, 515 (2009).

4B. Koopmans, G. Malinowski, F. D. Longa, D. Steiauf, M. F€ahnle, T. Roth, L.
Floreano, M. Cinchetti, and M. Aeschlimann, “Explaining the paradoxical
diversity of ultrafast laser-induced demagnetization,” Nat. Mater. 9, 259 (2010).

5G. Malinowski, F. D. Longa, J. H. H. Rietjens, P. V. Paluskar, R. Huijink, R.
Huijink, H. J. M. Swagten, and B. Koopmans, “Control of speed and efficiency
of ultrafast demagnetization by direct transfer of spin angular momentum,”
Nat. Phys. 4, 855 (2008).

6D. Gupta, M. Pankratova, M. Riepp, M. Pereiro, B. Sanyal, S. Ershadrad, M.
Hehn, N. Pontius, C. Sch€ußler-Langeheine, R. Abrudan, N. Bergeard, A.
Bergman, O. Eriksson, and C. Boeglin, “Tuning ultrafast demagnetization with
ultrashort spin polarized currents in multi-sublattice ferrimagnets,” Nat.
Commun. 16, 3097 (2025).

7I. Radu, K. Vahaplar, C. Stamm, T. Kachel, N. Pontius, H. A. D€urr, T. Ostler, J.
Barker, R. F. L. Evans, R. W. Chantrell, A. Tsukamoto, A. Itoh, A. Kirilyuk, T.
Rasing, and A. V. Kimel, “Transient ferromagnetic-like state mediating ultra-
fast reversal of antiferromagnetically coupled spins,” Nature 472, 205 (2011).

8J. Walowski and M. Muenzenberg, “Perspective: Ultrafast magnetism and THz
spintronics,” ChemInform 47, E9 (2016).

9W.-T. Lu, Y. Zhao, M. Battiato, Y. Wu, Y. Wu, and Z. Yuan, “Interface reflec-
tivity of a superdiffusive spin current in ultrafast demagnetization and terahertz
emission,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 014435 (2019).

10J. Hurst, P.-A. Hervieux, and G. Manfredi, “Spin current generation by ultrafast
laser pulses in ferromagnetic nickel films,” Phys. Rev. B 97, 014424 (2018).

11S. C. Cowley, R. M. Kulsrud, and E. Valeo, “A kinetic equation for spin-polar-
ized plasmas,” Phys. Fluids 29, 430 (1986).

12R. M. Kulsrud, E. Valeo, and S. C. Cowley, “Physics of spin-polarized plasmas,”
Nucl. Fusion 26, 1443 (1986).

13Y. Wu, L. Ji, X. Geng, Q. Yu, N. Wang, B. Feng, Z. Guo, W. Wang, C. Qin, X.
Yan, L. Zhang, J. Thomas, A. H€utzen, M. B€uscher, T. P. Rakitzis, A. Pukhov, B.
Shen, and R. Li, “Polarized electron-beam acceleration driven by vortex laser
pulses,” New J. Phys. 21, 073052 (2019).

14Y. Wu, L. Ji, X. Geng, J. Thomas, M. B€uscher, A. Pukhov, A. H€utzen, L. Zhang,
B. Shen, and R. Li, “Spin filter for polarized electron acceleration in plasma
wakefields,” Phys. Rev. Appl. 13, 044064 (2020).

15Z. Nie, F. Li, F. Morales, S. Patchkovskii, O. Smirnova, W. An, N. Nambu, D.
Matteo, K. A. Marsh, F. Tsung, W. B. Mori, and C. Joshi, “In situ generation of
high-energy spin-polarized electrons in a beam-driven plasma wakefield accel-
erator,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 054801 (2021).

16Z. Nie, F. Li, F. Morales, S. Patchkovskii, O. Smirnova, W. An, C. Zhang, Y.
Wu, N. Nambu, D. Matteo, K. A. Marsh, F. Tsung, W. B. Mori, and C. Joshi,
“Highly spin-polarized multi-GeV electron beams generated by single-species
plasma photocathodes,” Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 033015 (2022).

17M. Wen, M. Tamburini, and C. H. Keitel, “Polarized laser-wakefield-accelerated
kiloampere electron beams,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 214801 (2019).

18J. Vieira, C.-K. Huang, W. B. Mori, and L. O. Silva, “Polarized beam conditioning
in plasma based acceleration,” Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 14, 071303 (2011).

19A. Manchon, Q. Li, L. Xu, and S. Zhang, “Theory of laser-induced demagnetiza-
tion at high temperatures,” Phys. Rev. B 85, 064408 (2012).

20E. G. Tveten, A. Brataas, and Y. Tserkovnyak, “Electron-magnon scattering in
magnetic heterostructures far out of equilibrium,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 180412
(2015).

21M. Weißenhofer and P. M. Oppeneer, “Ultrafast demagnetization through fem-
tosecond generation of non-thermal magnons,” Adv. Phys. Res. 4, 2300103
(2025).

FIG. 11. Equilibrium distribution of an electron gas with spin, for a polarization
g ¼ 0:7. Top panel (a): Spin-up and spin-down Fermi–Dirac distributions at zero
temperature. v" and v# are the Fermi velocities for each spin population. Bottom
panel (b): The solid blue line represents the exact spin distribution in the z-direction
fz ¼ f" � f#. The dashed red line is an approximation valid for low values of g.
The error (shaded green area) is localized near the Fermi velocity and comes from
the difference v" � v# � 2g=3, see Eq. (14). Here, we used a large polarization
g ¼ 0:7 to better illustrate the approximation.

Physics of Plasmas ARTICLE pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

Phys. Plasmas 33, 022111 (2026); doi: 10.1063/5.0312295 33, 022111-12

VC Author(s) 2026

 24 February 2026 15:37:55

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.76.4250
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.5b00621
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1285
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat2593
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1092
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-025-58411-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-025-58411-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09901
https://doi.org/10.1002/chin.201648262
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.101.014435
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.014424
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.865726
https://doi.org/10.1088/0029-5515/26/11/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab2fd7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.044064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.054801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.033015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.214801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.14.071303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.064408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.180412
https://doi.org/10.1002/apxr.202300103
pubs.aip.org/aip/php


22J. Hurst, O. Morandi, G. Manfredi, and P.-A. Hervieux, “Semiclassical Vlasov
and fluid models for an electron gas with spin effects,” Eur. Phys. J. D. 68, 176
(2014).

23G. Manfredi, P.-A. Hervieux, and N. Crouseilles, “Spin effects in ultrafast laser-
plasma interactions,” Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 232, 2277 (2023).

24N. Crouseilles, P. A. Hervieux, X. Hong, and G. Manfredi, “Vlasov–Maxwell
equations with spin effects,” J. Plasma Phys. 89, 905890215 (2023).

25M. Lakshmanan, “The fascinating world of the Landau–Lifshitz–Gilbert equa-
tion: An overview,” Philos. Trans. R. Soc., A 369, 1280–1300 (2011).

26M. A. Ruderman and C. Kittel, “Indirect exchange coupling of nuclear mag-
netic moments by conduction electrons,” Phys. Rev. 96, 99–102 (1954).

27G. Manfredi, P.-A. Hervieux, and J. Hurst, “Phase-space modeling of solid-state
plasmas,” Rev. Mod. Plasma Phys. 3, 13 (2019).

28B. Bakri, N. Crouseilles, P.-A. Hervieux, X. Hong, and G. Manfredi, “Ultrafast
dynamics of a spin-polarized electron plasma with magnetic ions,” J. Plasma
Phys. 91, E9 (2025).

29L. Sun, P. C. Searson, and C. L. Chien, “Finite-size effects in nickel nanowire
arrays,” Phys. Rev. B 61, R6463–R6466 (2000).
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