
Acta Mechanica Sinica

Acta Mech. Sin., Vol.40, 423613 (2024)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10409-024-23613-x

c⃝ The Chinese Society of Theoretical and Applied Mechanics and Springer-Verlag GmbH Germany, part of Springer Nature 2024

.RESEARCH PAPER .

Strain-induced fast domain wall motion in hybrid
piezoelectric-magnetostrictive structures with Rashba and nonlinear

dissipative effects

Sumit Maity, Sarabindu Dolui, and Sharad Dwivedi*

Department of Mathematics, School of Sciences, National Institute of Technology Andhra Pradesh, Tadepalligudem 534101, India

Received January 13, 2024; accepted January 26, 2024; published online June 11, 2024

The prime objective of this work is to analyze the motion of magnetic domain walls (DWs) in a thin layer of magnetostrictive
material that is perfectly attached to the upper surface of a thick piezoelectric actuator. In our analysis, we consider a transversely
isotropic hexagonal subclass of magnetostrictive materials that demonstrate structural inversion asymmetry. To this aim, we
utilize the one-dimensional extended Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equations, which describe the magnetization dynamics under the
influence of various factors such as magnetic fields, spin-polarized electric currents, magnetoelastic effects, magnetocrystalline
anisotropy, Rashba fields, and nonlinear dry-friction dissipation. By employing the standard traveling wave ansatz, we derive an
analytical expression of the most relevant dynamic features: velocity, mobility, threshold, breakdown, and propagation direction
of the DWs in both steady and precessional dynamic regimes. Our analytical investigation provides insights into how effectively
the considered parameters can control the DW motion. Finally, numerical illustrations of the obtained analytical results show a
qualitative agreement with the recent observations.
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1. Introduction

The investigation of field- and current-induced motion of
magnetic domain walls (DWs) in multiferroic heterostruc-
tures, driven by applied magnetic fields and electric currents,
has gained significant global attention due to its potential ap-
plications in various fields such as spintronic memories, sen-
sors, spin-wave filters, and logic gates [1-8]. The develop-
ment of hybrid piezoelectric-magnetostrictive (PZ-MS) het-
erostructures has been a focal point in achieving strong mag-
netoelectric coupling in multiferroic applications. These het-
erostructures consist of a thin magnetostrictive layer (MSL)
firmly attached to the upper surface of a thick piezoelec-
tric layer (PEL). In these composite structures, known as
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magnetoelectric multiferroics, the external voltage is ap-
plied to the PEL, generating an electric field that further in-
duces strains. These strains induced from the PEL are fully
moved to the MSL through their shared interface, substan-
tially impacting the magnetic configuration via inverse mag-
netostrictive effects [2, 7, 9-16]. Due to the combined exis-
tence of stress-free strains induced by magnetostriction, the
magnetic layer undergoes both direct and inverse magne-
tostrictive effects [7,17-23]. Recent observations have shown
that the crystal symmetry of the magnetic material signifi-
cantly impacts the motion of DWs in these heterostructures
by affecting anisotropy, magnetoelastic, and magnetostric-
tive energies [7, 20-22]. Magnetostrictive materials often de-
scribed in Refs. [2, 7, 20, 24-29] include Co-Pt (platinum-
cobalt alloys), Fe-Ga (Galfenol), Tb1−xDyxFe2 (terfenol-D),
NiFe2O4, CoFe2O4, BaFe12O19 and other manganites and fer-
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rites, whose crystal symmetry generally corresponds to the
cubic or hexagonal classes.

Furthermore, it has been observed that the motion of DWs
is affected by external stimuli, leading to two distinct dy-
namic regimes. In the case of low-strength of external stim-
uli, the DW moves rigidly with a fixed velocity along the ma-
jor axis, resulting in a steady-state regime. The boundaries
of this regime are determined by the threshold and Walker
breakdown (WB) limit corresponding to the minimum and
maximum values of the external stimuli that allow the mo-
tion to remain in the steady-state regime. However, when
the strength of the external stimulus surpasses the WB limit,
the motion becomes oscillatory due to internal deformation,
leading to a precessional regime [7, 13, 14, 17-19, 30, 31].

The DW motion occurring at mesoscale in the MSL is
governed by the extended Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (ELLG)
equation, which includes nonlinear dissipation described via
viscous-dry friction mechanism [7, 13, 14, 17-20]. The in-
jection of a spin-polarized electric current into the MSL in-
duces a torque on the magnetization, causing the DW to
shift toward the direction of the applied current. This torque
is known as spin-transfer torque (STT) [3, 7, 17, 19, 32-36].
In addition to STT, the structural inversion asymmetry of
the MSL, which arises from spin-orbit coupling splitting the
electronic energy bands, induces a qualitatively distinct spin-
orbit torque (SOT). The SOT is mainly due to the Spin-hall
and Rashba effects [19, 37-45]. This work specifically fo-
cuses on a subclass of transversely isotropic hexagonal ma-
terials that exhibit structural inversion asymmetry and com-
prise the Rashba effect. Recent studies have shown that the
Rashba field can significantly modify the DW velocity, mo-
bility, depinning threshold, breakdown, and propagation of
DW motion, thereby enabling the development of fast pro-
cessing speed devices [3, 13, 18, 19, 37, 38, 40].

The present study can be viewed as an extension of re-
cent research on DW motion in hybrid PZ-MS heterostruc-
tures for various crystal classes under different scenarios
[2, 7, 9, 10, 17-20, 26, 27, 30, 45-49]. It is worth mentioning
that these works on such bilayer heterostructures are focused
on the flat DWs motion. However, analytical investigation
related to the curved DWs in ferromagnetic nanowires/strips
can be found in Refs. [37,50,51]. In addition, in these works
on bilayer heterostructures, the MSL was considered to be
either isotropic [17-19, 45-47], cubic [20, 26, 27] or trans-
versely isotropic hexagonal [7] classes of materials. How-
ever, devices based on transversely isotropic ferromagnetic
materials have proven more advantageous due to their nar-
row DWs, stable magnetization states, and efficient current-
induced DW motion. In Ref. [7], the authors studied DW
motion for a transversely isotropic hexagonal class of mag-
netostrictive materials without the Rashba field and charac-

terized it in steady and precessional dynamic regimes. The
present work aims to bridge this gap by focusing on stain-
induced DW motion in a transversely isotropic hexagonal
magnetostrictive material in the presence of simultaneous ef-
fects of magnetocrystalline anisotropy, magnetoelastic, crys-
tal symmetry of the magnetostrictive material, dry friction
dissipation, and the Rashba field. To achieve this, we estab-
lish explicit functional dependence of the key dynamical fea-
tures in terms of the considered parameters. Our results are
derived assuming that magnetostrictive material is linearly
elastic and piezo-induced strains are spatially uniform and
fully moved from the PEL into the MSL via a common in-
terface. Due to the elongated and thin geometry of the MSL,
we assume that the magnetic DW in the MSL undergoes a
one-dimensional motion along the major strip axis. In our
model, at the equilibrium, we assume a 180◦ Bloch-type flat
DW, which is initially nucleated at the center of the MSL.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents
a theoretical framework to examine the motion of DWs in hy-
brid PZ-MS heterostructures. This framework utilizes a one-
dimensional ELLG equation, which governs the DW motion
in steady-state and precessional dynamic regimes. By em-
ploying the standard traveling wave ansatz, we obtain an ex-
plicit analytical expression of the most significant dynamical
entities in terms of the key parameters. Section 3 is devoted
to the numerical illustration of the analytical results obtained
in Sect. 2. We demonstrate that DW dynamics can be con-
trolled by suitably adjusting the key parameters and provide
a qualitative comparison with the existing reference. Finally,
in Sect. 4, we conclude this work with plausible remarks.

2. The one dimensional micromagnetic model

We assume an artificial hybrid PZ-MS heterostructure,
shown schematically in Fig. 1. The heterostructure com-
prises a thick PEL and a thin MSL that is perfectly attached
to the upper surface of the PEL. We assume the MSL belongs
to a subclass of transversely isotropic hexagonal material that
depicts structural inversion asymmetry. The dimensions of
the MSL, including its length (L), width (w), and thickness
(d) along the e1, e2, and e3 axes, respectively, are such that
L >> w > d. This geometry causes the MSL to form an
elongated thin nanostrip. It can be moved along the major
axis e1 via the application of an external bias magnetic field
happ = h1e1 + h2e2 + h3e3 and/or an electric current density
J = Je1. These stimuli are uniform in space and constant in
time. The magnetic field is defined by its components along
the e1, e2, and e3 directions, denoted by h1, h2, and h3, respec-
tively, while J represents the strength of the applied current
density. The distortion in the PEL is due to an electric voltage
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Figure 1 Sketch of a hybrid PZ-MS heterostructure along with the refer-
ence axes.

V (P) applied between two electrodes, which in turn induces
an electric field directed along the e2-axis. Due to this in-
duced electric field, the width of the PEL undergoes an elon-
gation (contraction) along with a contraction (elongation) in
the other two orthogonal directions. As the PEL and MSL
are perfectly bonded, piezo-strains are assumed to be fully
moved from the PEL to the MSL through a shared interface.

The Spatio-temporal motion of DW in the ferromagnetic
MSL is governed by the ELLG equation [7,13,14,17-20,26,
27, 52]:

∂m
∂t
= tprec + tdiss + tstt + tra, (1)

where, m : R × R+ → S2, which represents the normal-
ized magnetization vector. It can be expressed as m(x, t) =
M(x, t)/Ms = (m1,m2,m3), where m1, m2, and m3 denote the
components of m along the e1, e2, and e3 axes, respectively.
Here, we consider that all vector quantity shows a functional
dependence on time t as well as on the major axis coordinate
e1, which describes the position along the MSL. This one-
dimensional model is well-established in the existing refer-
ence, particularly for geometries characterized by thin and
elongated structures of the MSL [7, 13, 14, 17-20, 26, 27, 31,
53, 54]. Here, S2 represents the unit sphere in R3, M(x, t)
represents the magnetization vector, and Ms corresponds to
the saturation magnetization. Furthermore, t and x represent
the time and space variables. Also, we have the following
torque terms: tprec, tdiss, tstt, and tra. These terms arise from
precession, dissipation, spin-transfer-torque, and the Rashba
field.

Next, we provide detailed explanations for each torque
term that appears on the right-hand side of Eq. (1). The
initial term corresponds to the undamped precessional move-
ment of the magnetization vector around the total effective
field heff and can be expressed as

tprec = γ (heff × m) , (2)

γ = (Msµ0ge)/me is a positive constant, where µ0, g, e, and
me correspond to the magnetic permeability of the vacuum,
Landè factor, electron charge, and mass of the electron, re-
spectively. In our analysis, we assume the collective effects
of exchange, demagnetizing, applied, magnetoelastic, and

anisotropy fields when determining the total effective field
heff and express it as

heff = hex + hdmg + happ + hme + han. (3)

The expression for the exchange field hex can be expressed
as [17-20, 26, 27]

hex = A
∂2m
∂x2 , (4)

where, the constant A is connected with the exchange length
lex and exchange stiffness constant Aex via the relation A =
l2ex =

2Aex

µ0 M2
s
.

The demagnetizing field hdmg is considered as [17-20, 26,
27]

hdmg = −N1m1e1 − N2m2e2 − N3m3e3, (5)

where, N1, N2, and N3 represent the demagnetizing factors,
obeying the normalization condition N1 + N2 + N3 = 1.
These factors are determined by the structural geometry of
the materials. However, accurately evaluating the demagne-
tizing field is a highly complex task. Explicit expressions
for the demagnetizing field are reported only for a few spe-
cific geometries, such as uniformly magnetized ellipsoids
[46, 55, 56], straight nanowires with circular cross-sections
[57, 58], and nanoscale magnetic tunnel junctions [59, 60].
However, the expression for the demagnetizing field being
considered is widely used in the reference as a reliable ap-
proximation [17, 19, 20, 26, 27, 31, 46].

Subsequently, the magnetoelastic field in the case of a lin-
ear elastic material can be expressed as [7, 17, 20, 21, 26, 27]

hme =
1
µ0M2

s
(ϵ − ϵµ) : C :

∂ϵµ

∂m
, (6)

where, ϵ = ϵe + ϵµ, ϵe represents the elastic strain and
ϵµ = Z : (m ⊗m) corresponds to the magnetostrictive strain
[7,61-63]. Moreover, “:” denotes the double contraction, “⊗”
reflects the tensor product, and C and Z correspond to the
elasticity and fourth-order magnetostriction tensors, respec-
tively. We consider the MSL of hexagonal crystal classes
6̄m2, 6mm, 622, and 6/mmm that exhibit transverse isotropy,
i.e., invariance under rotations about a certain direction, re-
ferred to as axis of symmetry. For such crystals, the elas-
ticity tensor C depends on five independent elastic constants
c11, c12, c13, c33 and c44, and in the Voigt notation, as follows
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[7, 20, 64]:

[C] =



c11 c12 c13

c12 c11 c13 0
c13 c13 c33

c44 0 0

0 0 c44 0

0 0
1
2

(c11 − c12)


.

It is to remark that for a transversely isotropic mate-
rial, the fourth-order magnetostriction tensor Z can be ex-
pressed via six independent magnetostriction coefficients

Z1111, Z1122, Z1133, Z2323, Z3311, Z3333 [7, 63, 65], and read as

[Z] =



Z1111 Z1122 Z1133

Z1122 Z1111 Z1133 0
Z3311 Z3311 Z3333

Z2323 0 0

0 0 Z2323 0

0 0
1
2

(Z1111 − Z1122)


. (7)

Using Eq. (7), the magnetostriction strain tensor ϵµ can be
expressed as [7, 63, 66, 67]

ϵµ =


Z1111m2

1 + Z1122m2
2 + Z1133m2

3 (Z1111 − Z1122)m1m2 2Z2323m1m3

(Z1111 − Z1122)m1m2 Z1122m2
1 + Z1111m2

2 + Z1133m2
3 2Z2323m2m3

2Z2323m1m3 2Z2323m2m3 Z3311m2
1 + Z3311m2

2 + Z3333m2
3

 . (8)

Now, to maintain the standard notation used in recent re-
ports [7, 63, 66-68], we express the magnetostriction coeffi-
cients in terms of λA, λB, λC , λE , λ13, and λ33 by assum-
ing the relation λA = Z1111 − Z1133, λB = Z1122 − Z1133,

λC = Z3311 − Z3333, λE = 2Z2323, λ13 = Z1133, and λ33 = Z3333

[66-68]. Under the aforementioned assumption, Eq. (8), can
be recast as

ϵµ =


(λA − λB)m2

1 − λBm2
3 + λB + λ13 (λA − λB)m1m2 λEm1m3

(λA − λB)m1m2 (λA − λB)m2
2 − λBm2

3 + λB + λ13 λEm2m3

λEm1m3 λEm2m3 λC(1 − m2
3) + λ33

 . (9)

By virtue of Eq. (6), the components of the magnetoelastic
field can be derived, and as follows [7, 20, 67, 68]:

hme
1 =

2
µ0M2

s

{
(λA − λB) m1

[
c11

(
ϵ11 − (λA − λB) m2

1

+λBm2
3 − (λB + λ13)

)
+ c12

(
ϵ22 − (λA − λB) m2

2

+λBm2
3 − (λB + λ13)

)
+ c13

(
ϵ33 + λCm2

3 − (λC

+ λ33)
)]
+ 2c44 (ϵ13 − λEm1m3) λEm3 + (c11

−c12) (ϵ12 − (λA − λB) m1m2) (λA − λB) m2

}
,

hme
2 =

2
µ0M2

s

{
(λA − λB) m2

[
c12

(
ϵ11 − (λA − λB) m2

1

+ λBm2
3 − (λB + λ13)

)
+ c11

(
ϵ22 − (λA − λB) m2

2

+ λBm2
3 − (λB + λ13)

)
+ c13

(
ϵ33 + λCm2

3 − (λC

+ λ33)
)]
+ 2c44

(
ϵ23 − λEm2m3

)
λEm3 +

(
c11

− c12

)(
ϵ12 − (λA − λB) m1m2

)(
λA − λB

)
m1

}
,

hme
3 =

2
µ0M2

s

{
− λBm3

[
(c11 + c12)

(
ϵ11 + ϵ22 − (λA

− λB)
(
m2

1 + m2
2

)
+ 2λBm2

3 − 2 (λB + λ13)
)

+ 2c13

(
ϵ33 + λCm2

3 − λC − λ33

)]
− λCm3

[
c13

(
ϵ11 + ϵ22 − (λA − λB)

(
m2

1 + m2
2

)
+ 2λBm2

3 − 2 (λB + λ13)
)
+ c33

(
ϵ33 + λCm2

3 − λC

− λ33

)]
+ 2c44λE

(
(ϵ23 − λEm2m3) m2 + (ϵ13

− λEm1m3)m1

)}
. (10)

Next, we elucidate the magnetoelastic field hme for the con-
sidered hybrid PZ-MS heterostructure. Given the compar-
atively smaller thickness of the MSL in comparison to the
PEL, we can conveniently ignore strain variations along the
e3-axis. As a result, the collective strains affecting the MSL
can be ascertained by applying mechanical boundary condi-
tions at both the upper and lower surfaces (in the e1-e2 plane)
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of the MSL. Based on recent observations, we assume that
the in-plane shear strain ϵ12 induced by the PEL can be ne-
glected [7, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27]. We further assume that the
three planar strains ϵ11, ϵ12, and ϵ22 induced by the PEL are
fully moved to the MSL through a shared interface between
the PEL and MSL. To determine the remaining components
of the strain tensor ϵ13, ϵ23, and ϵ33, we apply the traction
boundary conditions σi jn j = ti at the top surface of the MSL.
The null traction t = (0, 0, 0) acting on the top surface, along
with the normal vector n = (0, 0, 1), yields the following con-
straints [7, 20]:

σ13 = 0, σ23 = 0, σ33 = 0, (11)

where, σ = C : (ϵ − ϵµ), denotes the Cauchy stress tensor.
Using Eqs. (9) and (11), we obtain [7, 20]

ϵ13 =λEm1m3, ϵ23 = λEm2m3,

ϵ33 = −
c13

c33
(ϵ11 + ϵ22) + λC(1 − m2

3) + λ33

+
c13

c33
[(λA + λB)(1 − m2

3) + 2λ13]. (12)

It is worth mentioning that the crystal symmetry of the fer-
romagnetic material significantly impacts the magnetocrys-
talline anisotropy field. Thus, for the hexagonal crystals with
easy-axis oriented along the e3-axis, it takes the following
form Refs. [2, 7, 20, 67]:

han =
2K
µ0M2

s
(m.e3)e3, (13)

where K stands for the uniaxial anisotropy coefficient. Also,
han = (han

1 , h
an
2 , h

an
3 ), where han

1 , han
2 , and han

3 represent the
components of han along the e1, e2, and e3 directions, respec-
tively.

The subsequent term tdiss consists of two parts and de-
scribes the dissipative processes of the system. The first one
represents the standard viscous Gilbert-dissipation that de-
scribes the dissipative processes in ideal ferromagnets. On
the other hand, the second part denotes the dry friction dis-
sipation due to the impurities, dislocations, and crystallo-
graphic defects present in the material and captures the pin-
ning effect more realistically [7, 17, 19, 20, 26]:

tdiss =

[
αG +

γαD

|∂m/∂t|

] (
m × ∂m

∂t

)
, (14)

αG and αD represent the classical Gilbert and dry friction dis-
sipation coefficients, respectively.

Next, tstt represents the STT due to the transfer of spin
angular momentum in the MSL. It comprises adiabatic and
non-adiabatic contributions, responsible for DW distortion
and propagation, respectively [7, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27]

tstt = −u0J
∂m
∂x
− ηu0J

(
∂m
∂x
×m

)
, (15)

where η denotes the phenomenological non-adiabatic param-
eter. Also, u0 = (gµBP/2eMs), µB, and P correspond to Bohr
magneton and current polarization factor, respectively.

Lastly, the term tra accounts for the Rashba field arising
from the structural inversion asymmetry of the MSL. This
term is augmented into the ELLG equation as both a field-
and STT-like contribution [3, 18, 19, 26].

tra = γα̂ra[e2 ×m + ηm × (m × e2)]J, (16)

where, α̂ra = αRP/(µ0µBM2
s ), αR quantifies the magnitude of

the Rashba field.
To characterize the DW motion, we transform the Eq. (1)

into a spherical polar framework by assuming the magnetiza-
tion vector as

m = cosφ sin θe1 + sinφ sin θe2 + cos θe3, (17)

where, θ(x, t) and φ(x, t) denote the polar and azimuthal an-
gles, respectively.

By inserting Eq. (17) in Eq. (1), we deduce a pair of partial
differential equations of the form:

sin θ
(
∂φ

∂t

)
−

{
αG + γαD

[(
∂θ

∂t

)2

+ sin2θ

(
∂φ

∂t

)2 ]−1/2} (
∂θ

∂t

)
= γ

[
−A
∂2θ

∂x2 +A sin θ cos θ
(
∂φ

∂x

)2

−cos θ cosφ
(
h1+hme

1 +han
1

)
− cos θ sinφ

(
h2 + hme

2 + han
2

)
+ sin θ

(
h3 + hme

3 + han
3

)
+ sin θ cos θ

(
N1cos2φ + N2sin2φ − N3

)
− α̂raJ cos θ sinφ

− ηα̂raJ cosφ
]
− u0J sin θ

∂φ

∂x
+ ηu0J

∂θ

∂x
, (18)

(
∂θ

∂t

)
+

{
αG + γαD

[(
∂θ

∂t

)2

+ sin2θ

(
∂φ

∂t

)2 ]−1/2}
sin θ

(
∂φ

∂t

)
= γ

[
A sin θ

∂2φ

∂x2 +2A cos θ
∂θ

∂x
∂φ

∂x
+(N1−N2) sin θ sinφ cosφ

+ (h2+hme
2 +han

2 ) cosφ−
(
h1+hme

1 +han
1

)
sinφ+α̂raJ cosφ

− ηα̂raJ sinφ cos θ
]
− ηu0J sin θ

∂φ

∂x
− u0J

∂θ

∂x
. (19)

Now, we investigate the DW progression in the steady-state
regime, where the DW rigidly propagates with a constant ve-
locity v and a fixed azimuthal angle φ = φ0 along the lon-
gitudinal axis e1. To this aim, we employ the classical trav-
eling wave ansatz, representing the DW profile as θ = θ(ξ),
where ξ denotes the traveling wave variable and is defined as
ξ = (x − vt). Under these assumptions, we can reformulate
Eqs. (18) and (19) as

(αGv − ηu0J) θ′ + α̂D
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= γ
[
− Aθ′′ − cos θ cosφ0(h1 + hme

1 + han
1 )

− cos θ sinφ0

(
h2 + hme

2 + han
2

)
+ sin θ cos θ

(
N1cos2φ0

+N2sin2φ0 − N3

)
+ sin θ(h3 + hme

3 + han
3 )

− α̂raJ cos θ sinφ0 − ηα̂raJ cosφ0

]
, (20)

(u0J − v) θ′

= γ
[

(N1 − N2) sin θ sinφ0 cosφ0 + (h2 + hme
2 + han

2 ) cosφ0

−
(
h1 + hme

1 + han
1

)
sinφ0+α̂raJ cosφ0−ηα̂raJ sinφ0 cos θ

]
,

(21)

where, α̂D = γαDsign

(
v

dθ
dξ

)
and ‘′’ denotes the derivative

with respect to ξ.
Taking into account Eqs. (10), (12), and (13), Eq. (21)

renders

θ′ = Γ(sin θ + Γ1 cos θ + Γ2), (22)

with

Γ =
γ

2(u0J − v)

[
(N1 − N2) +

2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB)

· (c11 − c12) (ϵ22 − ϵ11)
]

sin 2φ0, (23)

Γ1 = − {2ηα̂raJ sinφ0}
/{[

(N1 − N2)

+
2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB) (c11 − c12) (ϵ22 − ϵ11)

]
sin 2φ0

}
= − Γ̃1J, (24)

Γ2 = {2 (h2 cosφ0 − h1 sinφ0 + α̂raJ cosφ0)}
/{[

(N1 − N2)

+
2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB) (c11 − c12) (ϵ22 − ϵ11)

]
sin 2φ0

}
= Γ̃2 + Γ̂2J. (25)

Using Eqs. (20) and (22), we fetch the following equation:

F1 sin θ + F2 cos θ + F3 sin θ cos θ + F4sin2θ

+F5 sin θ cos3 θ + F6 = 0, (26)

with

F1 =Γ(αGv − ηu0J) − γ(h3 + AΓ1Γ2Γ
2),

F2 =Γ1Γ(αGv − ηu0J) + γ(h1 cosφ0 + h2 sinφ0

+ AΓ2Γ
2 + α̂raJ sinφ0),

F3 =γ

[
AΓ2(1−Γ2

1)+N3−N2sin2φ0−N1cos2φ0+
2(β − K)
µ0M2

s

]
,

F4 = − 2γAΓ1Γ
2,

F5 =
2γ
µ0M2

s

(λ2
A + λ

2
B)c11 + 2λAλBc12 −

c2
13

c33
(λA + λB)2

 ,
F6 =Γ2Γ(αGv − ηu0J) + α̂D + γAΓ1Γ

2 + γηα̂raJ cosφ0, (27)

where,

β = (λA − λB)
[ (

c11 cos2 φ0 + c12 sin2 φ0

)
ϵ11

+
(
c12 cos2 φ0 + c11 sin2 φ0

)
ϵ22

]
+

[
λB(c11

+ c12) −
c2

13

c33
(λA + λB)

]
(ϵ11 + ϵ22) +

c2
13

c33
(λA

+ λB + 2λ13) (λA + λB) −
[
λ2

A + λ
2
B + λ13(λA

+ λB)
]
c11 −

[
2λAλB + λ13 (λA + λB)

]
c12. (28)

To find the explicit expression of the DW width δ = Γ−1, we
set F3 = 0 [7, 17-19, 26, 27]

δ2 = Γ−2 =
Aex

(
1 − Γ2

1

)
K − β + µ0M2

s

2

(
N1cos2φ0 + N2sin2φ0 − N3

) .
(29)

Next, we deduce an analytical expression of the traveling
wave profile θ(ξ). We remark that under the constraint
(Γ2

2−Γ2
1) < 1, a following meaningful solution of Eq. (22) can

be obtained satisfying the symmetry condition θ(0) = π/2.

θ(ξ) = 2arctan


Λµ2exp

(
Γ

√
1 + Γ2

1 − Γ2
2ξ

) − µ1

Λexp
(
Γ

√
1 + Γ2

1 − Γ2
2ξ

) − 1

 , (30)

where,

µ1 =
−1 +

√
1 + Γ2

1 − Γ2
2

(Γ2 − Γ1)
, µ2 =

−1 −
√

1 + Γ2
1 − Γ2

2

(Γ2 − Γ1)
.

By employing the symmetry condition θ(0) = π/2, we deter-
mine the constant Λ, it yields

Λ =
1 + (Γ2 − Γ1) (1 − Γ1) − (Γ2 − Γ1 + 1)

√
1 + Γ2

1 − Γ2
2

(Γ2 − Γ1)(Γ2 + 1)
.

(31)

It is important to emphasize that in the limit as |Γ1| → 0 and
|Γ2| → 0, the solution corresponds to the classical Walker
solution, which exhibits a 180◦ Bloch DW. In this case, the
DW profile θ(ξ) approaches 0 as ξ → −∞ and π as ξ → +∞
[7, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27]. However, as we gradually increase the
values of |Γ1| and |Γ2|, the solution deviates from the clas-
sical form, and the magnetization configuration between the
distant domains no longer aligns with the e3-axis. There-
fore, without loss of generality, we focus on the cases where
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|Γ1| ≃ 0 and |Γ2| ≃ 0 can be achieved by assuming realis-
tic values for the relevant parameters. Consequently, the DW
width (as described by Eq. (29)) shows a weak dependence
on the Rashba field and piezo-induced strain, as noted in the
recent observations [7, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27]. Thus, the width of
the DW is assumed to be constant hereafter.

By taking the average of Eq. (26) over the range of the
DW width, i.e., 0 ≤ θ ≤ π, we establish the expression of
steady DW velocity, as follows:

v =
1

ΓαG

(
2 + πΓ̂2J

) [2γh3 − α̂Dπ + (2Γηu0 − γπηα̂ra cosφ0)J

+ Γ
(
πηu0Γ̂2 − 2γAΓ̃1Γ̂2Γ

)
J2

]
. (32)

Let us now characterize the dynamics when the applied mag-
netic field happ and an electric current J act individually to
explore the impact of the external stimuli on the DW veloc-
ity. In the case of field-driven DW motion, the DW velocity
undergoes a linear upward, causing the DW to move along
the major axis e1. On the contrary, in current-induced DW
motion, the presence of the Rashba field introduces a non-
zero coefficient |Γ1|, resulting in a non-linear variation of the
DW velocity with the electric current. Moreover, the Rashba
field also affects the DW velocity, the modulus and sign of
the DW mobility (∂v/∂J), and the propagation direction of
DW motion. In fact, the direction of DW motion changes at
a critical value of the Rashba coefficient (α̂ra = α̂

∗
ra), which

can be expressed as

α̂∗ra =
πu0

2γAΓ

[
N1 − N2 +

2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB)(c11

− c12)(ϵ22 − ϵ11)
]

cosφ0. (33)

As a result, a forward (backward) motion is observed when
α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra (α̂ra > α̂

∗
ra). We remark that the change in the direc-

tion of motion also affects the coefficient of dry friction, α̂D,
while the traveling wave profile θ(ξ) remains unchanged.

The lower limit of the steady-state regime, referred to as
the threshold limit, corresponds to the minimum value of the
external stimuli to overcome the pinning effects. Now, we
determine the threshold value of the applied magnetic field
h3 and electric current density J by using the Eq. (32):

J = 0⇒ h(th)
3 =

π

2γ
α̂D, (34)

for the range α̂ra ≷ α̂∗ra and h3 = 0, we obtain

J(th) =
1

2Γ̂2Γ
(
πηu0 − 2γAΓ̃1Γ

) {γπηα̂ra cosφ0

− 2Γηu0 ∓
[

(2Γηu0 − γπηα̂ra cosφ0)2

+ 4Γ̂2Γ
(
πηu0 − 2γAΓ̃1Γ

)
πα̂D

]1/2}
. (35)

It is evident from Eqs. (34) and (35), the depinning threshold
depends only on the nonlinear dissipation coefficient for the
field-driven DW motion. On the other hand, the threshold can
be manipulated via the Rashba field, piezo-induced strains,
and nonlinear damping coefficient for the current-driven DW
motion.

The upper limit of the steady-state regime, known as the
WB limit, is derived from Eq. (32) and yields the following
DW velocity constraints:

J = 0⇒ v ≤ v∗, (36)

h3 = 0⇒
 v ≤ u0J + v∗, for α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra,

v ≥ u0J − v∗, for α̂ra > α̂
∗
ra,

(37)

v∗ =
γδ

2

[
N1 − N2 +

2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB)(c11 − c12)(ϵ22 − ϵ11)

]
.

(38)

Now, we establish the WB limit for the external magnetic
field and electric current density by using Eqs. (32) and (37).
It takes the following form:

hWB
3 =

αG

2

∣∣∣∣∣∣N1 − N2 +
2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB)(c11

− c12)(ϵ22 − ϵ11)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ + π

2γ
α̂D. (39)

For the current-induced motion, the WB limit depends on the
critical value of the Rashba parameter. To be precise, for
forward (backward) motion, the WB limit is represented as
JWB

upper

(
JWB

lower

)
. For forward motion, i.e., α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra

JWB
upper =

1
2((η − αG)u0πΓ̂2 − 2γAΓΓ̃1Γ̂2)

{(
2u0(αG

− η) + γπδηα̂ra cosφ0 + αGv∗πΓ̂2

)
+

[(
2u0(αG − η)

+ γπδηα̂ra cosφ0 + αGv∗πΓ̂2

)2
+ 4

(
(η − αG)u0πΓ̂2

− 2γAΓΓ̃1Γ̂2

)
(πδα̂D + 2αGv∗)

]1/2}
. (40)

For backward motion, i.e., α̂ra > α̂
∗
ra

JWB
lower =

1
2((η − αG)u0πΓ̂2 − 2γAΓΓ̃1Γ̂2)

{(
2u0(αG

− η) + γπδηα̂ra cosφ0 − αGv∗πΓ̂2

)
−

[(
2u0(αG − η)

+ γπδηα̂ra cosφ0 − αGv∗πΓ̂2

)2
+ 4

(
(η − αG)u0πΓ̂2

− 2γAΓΓ̃1

)
(πδα̂D − 2αGv∗)

]1/2}
. (41)

Eqs. (40) and (41) indicate that the WB limits are affected by
the Rashba field, piezo-induced strain, and dry friction co-
efficient. As the magnitude of the external stimuli exceeds
the WB limit, the motion is no longer steady and becomes
oscillatory, referred to as a precessional dynamic regime.
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Next, we characterize the precessional regime. In this
case, the DW motion is described via time-varying velocity
v(t) and periodic oscillations at microwave frequency with
constant angular speed φ̇ = ω0. The system of Eqs. (18) and
(19) reads as

sin θω0 +
{
αGv + γαDv

[
v2(θ′)2

+ ω2
0sin2θ

]−1/2
− ηu0J

}
θ′

= γ
[
− Aθ′′ − cos θ cosφ(h1 + hme

1 + han
1 ) − cos θ sinφ(h2

+ hme
2 + han

2 ) + sin θ(h3 + hme
3 + han

3 ) + sin θ cos θ(N1cos2φ

+ N2sin2φ − N3) − α̂raJ cos θ sinφ − ηα̂raJ cosφ
]
, (42)

(u0J − v) θ′ +
{
αG + γαD

[
v2(θ′)2

+ ω2
0sin2θ

]−1/2}
sin θω0

= γ
[
(N1 − N2) sin θ sinφ cosφ + (h2 + hme

2 + han
2 ) cosφ

− (h1 + hme
1 + han

1 ) sinφ + α̂raJ cosφ − ηα̂raJ sinφ cos θ
]
.

(43)

Now, we evaluate all dynamic entities at the center of the DW,
where θ = π/2, while assuming that the traveling wave pro-
file (22) remains constant. With these considerations, Eqs.
(42) and (43) can be expressed as

ω0 + Γ
[
αG + γαD

(
v2Γ2 + ω2

0

)−1/2 ]
v

= γh3 + Γηu0J − γηα̂raJ cosφ, (44)[
αG + γαD

(
v2Γ2 + ω2

0

)−1/2 ]
ω0

= Γ (v − u0J) + γ sinφ0 cosφ0

[
(N1 − N2)

+
2
µ0M2

s
(λA − λB) (c11 − c12) (ϵ22 − ϵ11)

]
+ γα̂raJ cosφ. (45)

By taking the average of Eqs. (44) and (45) over the preces-
sion period and making the further physical assumption that
Γva ≪ ω0 to achieve the explicit expression of the average
DW velocity. This assumption is reasonable based on the typ-
ical reference values of precessional angular frequency and
DW width. Consequently, we deduce

ω0 + αGΓva = γh3 + Γηu0J, (46)

αGω0 + γαD = Γ(va − u0J). (47)

By eliminating the parameter ω0 from the above two Eqs.
(46) and (47), we obtain the following expression for the av-
erage velocity of the DW, denoted as va.

va =
αGγδ

1 + α2
G

h3 +
(1 + αGη)u0

1 + α2
G

J +
γδ

1 + α2
G

αD. (48)

Eq. (48) reveals that the average velocity of the DW re-
mains unaffected by changes in the Rashba parameter. Fur-
thermore, in contrast to the steady-state regime, where piezo-
induced strains influence field-driven and current-driven DW

mobilities, the impact is distinct here. To be precise,
the piezo-induced strains affect the filed-driven DW mo-
bility (∂va/∂h3); however, the current-driven DW mobility
(∂va/∂J) remains unaffected.

3. Numerical results

In this section, we present the numerical illustrations of the
analytical results derived in the previous section and provide
qualitative comparison by assuming realistic parameter val-
ues from the Refs. [2, 7, 19, 21, 26, 67, 69-72]. We consider
the MSL having length L = 20 µm, width w = 700 nm, and
thickness d = 20 nm along the axes e1, e2, and e3, respec-
tively, and satisfying constrain L >> w > d. In our analysis,
we use the parameter for hexagonal cobalt-based alloy. More
precisely, the set of parameters comprises the following val-
ues: the exchange constant Aex is 14 pJ/m, the demagnetiz-
ing factors are N1 = 0.6417, N2 = 0.0093, and N3 = 0.3490,
the saturation magnetization Ms is 1.2971 A/m, the dimen-
sionless Gilbert damping constant αG is 0.01, the current po-
larization factor P is 0.45, the elastic constants are c11 =

320 GPa, c12 = 190 GPa, c13 = 265 GPa, c33 = 330 GPa, and
c44 = 75 GPa. Also, the non-adiabatic coefficient η is 0.5,
the anisotropy coefficient K is 2 × 105 J/m3, and the magne-
tostriction coefficients are λA = −45×10−6, λB = −95×10−6,
λC = +110×10−6, λE = −232×10−6, λ13 = −580×10−6, and
λ33 = 1.002 × 10−3 [21, 67, 69-72]. We assume that the out-
of-plane strain ϵ33 takes values in the range (−4,+10) × 10−4

and φ0 = 10◦ [7]. In addition, we consider the dry fric-
tion coefficient αD is dependent on the strains via the relation
αD = (1−νϵ33)×10−3, with ν = 500 or 0, as suggested in Ref.
[7]. It is evident from Eq. (12) that the out-of-plane strain ϵ33

depends on the piezo-induced strains ϵ11 and ϵ22. We remark
that the dependence of the dry friction coefficient on piezo-
induced strains is also considered in the works presented in
Refs. [17, 19, 26, 27].

In Fig. 2 (a) and (b), we inspected the traveling wave pro-
file θ for varying Rashba parameter αR and fixed out-of-plane
strain ε33 and vice-versa, respectively. For a constant value of
ε33 and in the absence of the Rashba field, the traveling wave
profile attains the classical walker solution, i.e., θ(−∞) ≈ 0
and θ(+∞) ≈ π, which is associated with a 180◦ Bloch DW
[17,19,20]. Moreover, the profile shifts away from the classi-
cal form as we gradually increase the Rashba parameter. On
the other hand, for fixed αR, the traveling wave profile de-
picts negligible dependence on the out-of-plane strain (Fig.
2(b)). In Fig. 3, we gain the insight of out-of-plane strain
dependence of DW width for varying the Rashba parameter
reflecting forward (α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra) and backward (α̂ra > α̂

∗
ra) mo-

tion. For fixed αR, the DW width shows an upward shift and
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Figure 2 Traveling wave profile θ(ξ) obtained for (a) varying Rashba parameter αR and fixed out-of-plane strain ε33, and (b) vice-vesra.

varies linearly with the out-of-plane strain ϵ33. Moreover, for
α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra, there is no significant variation in the DW width,

as shown in the inset. However, the DW width decreases as
the Rashba parameter exceeds the critical value. Also, the
crystal symmetry impacts the DW width via the magnetoe-
lastic field and the magnetocrystalline anisotropy. Such be-
havior is also observed in the previous works presented in
Refs. [7, 26]. Moreover, the dependence of the depinning
threshold and WB limit of the external magnetic field with
the out-of-plane strain ϵ33 have been illustrated in Fig. 4.
We notice that the threshold and the WB limit decrease as
we gradually increase the out-of-plane strain. This decreas-
ing behavior of the threshold with the strain is also noticed
in Ref. [20], wherein the MSL is considered to be of cubic
crystal classes.

Now, we characterize the boundaries of the steady-state
regime for the current-induced DW motion. In Fig. 5, we
present the plot of the threshold electric current density J(th)

with the out-of-plane strain ϵ33 for varying the Rashba pa-
rameter αR. For forward DW motion with a fixed αR, the
threshold current density exhibits a linear decrease as ϵ33 in-
creases. However, when ε33 is held constant, an increase in
the Rashba parameter results in an upward shift in the depin-
ning threshold of the current density. Moreover, for the back-
ward DW motion, the threshold value of the current density
remains unchanged and demonstrates a weak dependence on
both αR and ε33, as observed in the inset of Fig. 5.

Furthermore, the dependence of the WB limit of current
density on the out-of-plane strain for varying the Rashba pa-
rameter has been portrayed in Fig. 6(a) and (b). In particular,
Fig. 6(a) and (b) delineate the forward (backward) DW mo-
tion in which the WB limit is identified as JWB

upper (JWB
lower). For

Figure 3 Schematics of a bilayer PZ-MS heterostructure along with the
reference axes.

the forward DW motion and the fixed αR, it decreases linearly
with the increase of out-of-plane strain ϵ33, whereas for the
fixed ϵ33, it increases as we increase the Rashba parameter.
On the contrary, for the backward motion and fixed αR, the
WB limit of electric current density increases linearly with
the out-of-plane strain ϵ33. Also, it decreases as we increase
the Rashba parameter for the fixed ε33. These results indicate
that the steady-state regime can be adjusted by suitably tun-
ing the Rasbha parameter and the out-of-plane strain. Such
qualitative trends of the threshold and WB values of applied
fields have also been observed for isotropic and cubic crys-
tal classes of the MSLs in these heterostructures under the
Rashba effect in Refs. [19, 26]. In Fig. 7, we characterize
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Figure 4 Out-of-plane strain ϵ33 dependence of the threshold h(th)
3 and WB

hWB
3 limits of applied magnetic field h3.

Figure 5 Dependence of threshold current density J(th) on the out-of-plane
strain ϵ33 for varying Rashba parameter αR.

the field-induced DW dynamics and delineate the strain-
dependent DW velocity v with an external magnetic field h3.
It is observed that the velocity of the DW increases linearly
with an external magnetic field for fixed ε33. However, for the
constant applied magnetic field, it is possible to achieve high
velocities as we gradually increase the out-of-plane strain. A
similar observation is also noticed without considering the
Rashba parameter in Refs. [2, 7].

In Figs. 8 and 9, we present the current-induced DW dy-
namics and illustrate the velocity profile for varying Rashba
parameters, fixed out-of-plane strain, and vice-versa. In par-
ticular, we investigate the dependence of DW velocity on the

Figure 6 Dependence of the WB limit of current density on out-of-plane
strain ϵ33 for the different values of αR (a) forward motion (α̂ra < α̂

∗
ra), and

(b) backward motion (α̂ra > α̂
∗
ra).

electric current density for the constant out-of-plane strain
and varying Rashba parameter for forward (Fig. 8(a)) and
backward motion (Fig. 8(b)). For the forward motion (v ≥ 0)
and the fixed Rashba parameter, the DW velocity v increases
with the current density J, as shown in Fig. 8(a). Further-
more, for the fixed J, the DW mobility (∂v/∂J) decreases
with an increase in the Rashba parameter. Also, a larger
Rashba field leads to higher velocities, with the correspond-
ing WB limit shifted upward. However, for the backward
motion (v < 0), the DW mobility changes sign, and the direc-
tion of motion is reversed, as apparent from Fig. 8(b). Conse-
quently, increasing the Rashba parameter increases DW mo-
bility, and a higher magnitude of DW velocities (in an abso-
lute sense) can be attained even for small current values.

Figure 9 (a) and (b) exhibit the relationship between the
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Figure 7 Profile of DW velocity v versus applied magnetic field h3 for
varying out-of-plane strain ϵ33.

DW velocity and current density, considering different values
of out-of-plane strain and a fixed Rashba parameter. These
figures depict both the forward and backward motion of the
DW. It is observed that the out-of-plane strain does not im-
pact the mobility of the DW; however, it expands the steady-
state regime. Furthermore, the influence of out-of-plane
strain on the DW velocities is more significant during back-
ward motion than the forward one. It is to emphasize that a
similar trend in DW velocity under the action of the Rashba
field is also reported in previous studies [19, 26] concerning
isotropic and cubic crystal classes magnetostrictive materials
under the Rashba effect.

Finally, the field- and current-induced DW motion in the
precessional regime have been exhibited in Fig. 10 (a) and
(b), respectively. In Fig. 10 (a), we represent the variation
of the average velocity va of the DW with the applied mag-
netic field h3 for varying out-of-plane strain ϵ33. For the fixed
strain, we observe that the average velocity of the DW in-
creases linearly with the magnetic field. However, for a fixed
external magnetic field, it decreases with an increase in ϵ33.
Moreover, Fig. 10(b) shows the average velocity of the DW
as a function of current density J for varying out-of-plane
strain ϵ33. The average velocity of the DW increases linearly
with the current density. Also, it admits weak dependence on
the out-of-plane strain. It is worth remarking that the average
velocity of the DW is affected by the Rashba field via the DW
width (Eq. (48)). Since the width of the DW is weakly reliant
on the Rashba field; as a result, the average velocity remains
unaffected by tuning the Rashba parameter. It shows a qual-
itative agreement with the recent theoretical studies reported
in Refs. [18, 26].

Figure 8 Profile of DW velocity v versus current density J for constant ε33

and different values of αR (a) forward motion (α̂ra < α̂
∗
ra), and (b) backward

motion (α̂ra > α̂
∗
ra).

Lastly, it is worth mentioning that the theoretical findings
presented in this study are at par with recent observations
[2, 3, 7, 9, 10, 18-20, 26, 30, 48]. These studies provide em-
pirical evidence for achieving versatile control over DW mo-
bility. More precisely, they demonstrate that adjusting the
Rashba parameter and piezo-induced strains makes it possi-
ble to modulate both the DW velocity, threshold, and WB
limit.

4. Conclusions

In a nutshell, this work deals with an analytical investi-
gation of strain-induced fast DW motion in a hybrid PZ-
MS heterostructure by considering the combined influence
of various factors, including applied magnetic fields, spin-



S. Maity, et al. Acta Mech. Sin., Vol. 40, 423613 (2024) 423613-12

Figure 9 Profile of the DW velocity v versus current density J for constant αR and different values of ϵ33 (a) forward motion (α̂ra < α̂
∗
ra), and (b) backward

motion (α̂ra > α̂
∗
ra).

Figure 10 Dependence of average velocity va of the DW for varying out-of-plane strain ϵ33 on (a) applied magnetic field h3, (b) electric current density J.

polarized currents, magnetoelastic effects, magnetocrys-
talline anisotropy, nonlinear dry friction dissipation, Rashba
fields, and the crystal symmetry of the ferromagnetic mate-
rial. Furthermore, it is assumed that the MSL belongs to a
subclass of transversely isotropic hexagonal crystal class that
exhibits structural inversion asymmetry. The analysis is car-
ried out by assuming the linear elasticity for the MSL and
considering that the piezo-induced strains are spatially homo-
geneous and fully moved from the PEL to the MSL through
their shared interface.

We analyzed using the ELLG equation framework and ob-
tained an explicit analytical expression for the key features

of DW motion in both dynamic regimes. Our findings reveal
that piezo-induced strains and the Rashba field significantly
impact expanding the steady-state regime, leading to higher
DW velocities. The relationship between DW velocity and
external stimuli remains linear in the presence of dry friction
and piezo-induced strains. However, the introduction of the
Rashba field introduces nonlinearity. Additionally, by appro-
priately adjusting factors such as piezo-induced strains, elec-
tric current density, Rashba, and dry friction coefficients, the
average velocity of the DW can be modulated.

In summary, our findings suggest that the Rashba field pro-
vides an additional control parameter through which the DW
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motion in the considered bilayer structure can be suitably ma-
nipulated. More precisely, our observations exhibit that the
velocity of the DW increases with the increase of the Rashba
field. In addition, the presence of the Rashba parameter re-
sults in a higher WB limit of the applied current density.
These observations hold significant promise for developing
high-performance and energy-efficient DW-based devices.

Finally, we emphasize that the obtained results in this
study demonstrate a qualitative agreement with the existing
reference. The previous works have investigated the DW
motion wherein the impact of the relevant key parameters
was considered separately. However, our approach involves
the holistic consideration of these parameters, enabling us
to present a thorough analysis that unveils the interrelation-
ships and cumulative influence of these factors on the sys-
tem’s dynamics. In our future work, we intend to extend the
present study to further research lines that include (1) investi-
gating fast DW motion in PZ-MS heterostructures for various
crystal classes of magnetostrictive materials such as trigonal,
tetragonal, orthorhombic, etc. (2) spinorbitronic technolo-
gies, where thin MS layers exhibit perpendicular anisotropy,
Spin-Hall effect, and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (3)
strain-controlled curved DW motion in such heterostructures.
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考考考虑虑虑Rashba效效效应应应及及及非非非线线线性性性耗耗耗散散散效效效应应应的的的混混混合合合压压压电电电-磁磁磁致致致伸伸伸缩缩缩结结结构构构中中中
的的的应应应变变变诱诱诱导导导快快快速速速磁磁磁畴畴畴壁壁壁运运运动动动

Sumit Maity, Sarabindu Dolui, Sharad Dwivedi
摘要 本文主要目的是分析磁致伸缩材料薄层中磁畴壁的运动, 这类材料可以完美附着在厚压电器的上表面. 我们的分

析中考虑了一类横观各向同性的六角形亚类磁致伸缩材料, 这些材料展示了结构反转非对称性. 为此, 我们利用了一维扩

展Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert方程描述在磁场、自旋极化电流、磁弹性效应、磁晶各向异性、Rashba场和非线性干摩擦耗散等因素影响

下的磁化动力学.通过标准的行波近似法,我们推导出了最相关动态特性的解析表达式: 速度、迁移率、阈值、击穿和畴壁的传播方

向,包括稳态和进动动态状态. 我们的解析研究提供了如何有效控制磁畴壁运动的参数的见解.解析结果的数值模拟与近期的观测结

果定性上一致.
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