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A bstract. A theory for the m agnetization of ferrom agnetic In s is form ulated
w ithin the fram ew ork ofm any-body G reen’s function theory w hich considersallcom —
ponents of the m agnetization. The m odel H am ittonian inclides a H eisenberg tem ,
an extemalm agnetic eld, a sscond—and fourth-order uniaxial single-ion anisotropy,
and the m agnetic djpoledipole coupling. The singlke-ion anisotropy tem s can be
treated exactly by introducing higher-order G reen’s functions and subsequently tak—
Ing advantage of relations between products of soin operators which leads to an
autom atic closure of the hierarchy of the equations of m otion for the G reen’s finc-
tions w ith respect to the anisotropy tem s. This is an In provem ent on the m ethod
of our previous work, which treated the corresponding tem s only approxim ately
by decoupling them at the lkevel of the lowest-order G reen’s functions. RPA -like
approxin ations are used to decoupl the exchange interaction tem s in both the
low -order and higher-order G reen’s functions. Asa rst num erical exam ple we ap—
ply the theory to am onolayer for soin S = 1 In order to dem onstrate the superiority
of the present treatm ent of the anisotropy tem s over the previous approxin ate
decouplings.
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1 Introduction

There is Increasing activity in experin ental and theoretical Investigations of the

properties of thin m agnetic In s and multiHayers. O f particular interest is the

m agnetic reorentation transition which ism easured as function of tem perature and
In thickness; for recent papers, see [li, 4] and references therein.

T he sim plest theoretical approach to the treatm ent of thin ferrom agnetic Im s
In the Heisenberg m odel is the mean eld theory M FT), which can be applied
etther by diagonalization of a single-particle Ham iltonian 3] or by them odynam ic
perturbation theory]. This approxin ation, however, com pletely neglects collec—
tive excitations (spoin waves), which are known to be m uch m ore in portant for the
m agnetic properties of 2D system s than for 3D buk m aterials. ITn order to take the
In uence of collective excitations into acoount, one can tum to m any-body G reen’s
function theory GFT), which allow s reliable calculations over the entire range of
tem perature of interest: see, for exam pk, Refs. 3, &, 7], where the form alisn -
cludes the m agnetic reorientation. The application of G reen’s functions after a
Holstein-P rin ako m apping to bosons, as applied I Ref. B], is valid only at low
tem peratures. A notherm ethod, which also can treat the m agnetic reorientation for
all tem peratures, is the application ofa Schw inger-B oson theory [8]. C lassicalM onte
Carb calculations are also abk to sin ulate the reorientation transition (see [L0] and
references therein). The tem perature-dependent reorientation transition has also
been investigated w ith a Hubbard m odel[l1].

In the present paper, we apply a G reen’s fiinction theory to a H eisenberg H am ik
tonian plus anisotropy tem s, a system previously treated at the level of the lowest-
orderG reen’s functions(§,§, 7]. T he approxim ate treatm ent ofthe single-ion anisotropy
In the previous work is avoided here by extending the form alism to higher-order
G reen’s functions and applying relations for products of soIn operators, a procedure
w hich Jleadsto autom atic closure ofthe hierarchy of equations ofm otion w ith respect
to those temm s stemm Ing from the single—ion anisotropy. T he exchange tem s occur—
ring in the higherorder G reen’s functions m ust, however, still be decoupled In an
RPA -like fashion. T his can be considered as an extension of the work ofD evlin [12],
who has applied higher-order G reen’s fiinctions to the description ofbulk m agnetic
m aterials in one direction only. O ur form ulation applies to all spatial directions of
a mulidayer system . W e form ulate the theory explicitly for a m onolayer for spoin
S = 1 and give equations for an extension to the m ulti-ayer case. It is straightfor-
ward to see how the theory could be applied to higher soins.

T he paper is organized as fllow s: in Section 2, the previous theory [§, 6] for thin



ferrom agnetic Im s is generalized by introducing higherorder G reen’s functions,
the m odel being explained In detail for a monolayer with S = 1. Section 3 gives
the form al extension to the m ulti-layer case. In Section 4, num erical results for the
S = 1m onolayer dem onstrate the superiority ofthe exact treatm ent ofthe single—ion
anisotropy tem over the previously appliedf, #] A nderson-C allen [[3] decoupling.
Section 5 contains a summ ary of the resuls.

2 The G reen’s function form alism

W e Investigate here a spin Ham iltonian, nearly the same as in Ref. [{], consisting
of an isotropic H eisenberg exchange interaction between nearest neighbour lattice
sites, Jx1, second—and fourth-order single—ion lattice anisotropies w ith strengthsK ;x
and K 4 respectively, a m agnetic dipole coupling w ith strength gy;, and an extermnal
magnetic edB = B*;BY;B?):
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Here thenotation S; = S iS{ andB = B* iBY isintroduced, where k and 1
are lattice site indices, and hkli indicates summ ation over nearest neighbours only.
Here, we add to the H am iltonian in Ref. ] a urth-order anisotropy tem which we
can treat exactly but forwhich we previously had no decoupling procedure available.
Each layer is assum ed to be ferrom agnetically ordered: spins on each site in the
sam e layer are paralkl], w hereas soins belonging to di erent layers need not be. Fur-
them ore, the anisotropy strengths, coupling constants and m agnetic m om ents are
considered to be layer-dependent, so that Inhom ogeneous systam s can be considered.
To allow as general a formulation as possble W ih an eye to a future study of
the reorientation of the m agnetization), we fom ulate the equations of m otion for

the G reen’s functions for all spatial directions:



G (1) = ms];s,ii
Gy () = HsS,;s;ii @)
Gy (1) = msf;s;ii

Instead of decoupling the corresponding equations of m otion at this stage, as we
did in our previous work [, 4], we add equations for the next higher-order G reen’s
fiunctions:

GL ' (1) = thEsf 1)s];s,ii

G, (1) = Hs; @sf 1);syii

G4 (1) = msis];s;ii 3)
Gy’ (1) = WS, s; ;s ii

Gy’ (1) = mhesisi 2s(s+ 1));S;ii

T he particular form for the operators used in the de nition ofthe G reen’s functions
in Egs. () isdictated by expressions com ing from the anisotropy tem s. Tem nating
the hierarchy ofthe equations ofm otion at this kevel of the G reen’s finctions results
In an exact treatm ent of the anisotropy tem s for sopin S = 1, since the hierarchy
for these termm sbreaks o  at this stage, asw illbe shown. T he exchange interaction
term s, how ever, still have to be decoupled, which we do w ith RPA -like decouplings.

For the treatm ent of arbitrary spin S, it is necessary to use 4S (S + 1) G reen's
finctions In order to obtain an autom atic break-o ofthe equationsofm otion hier-
archy com Ing from the anisotropy tem s. T hese are functions of the structure G 13
with = @)"@+)" and = ( )" ()", where, for a particular spin S, all com bina—
tionsofm and n satisfying v+ m ) = 2S have to be taken into account. T here occur
no G reen’s functions having m ixed + and  indices, because these can be reduced
by therelation S S =SS+ 1) S% (S?%)2.

T he equations of m otion which determm ne the G reen’s functions are

'Gy =Aj, +D,;H] ;S,ii; @)

w ith the iInhom ogeneities
A =hD,;s;1 i; 5)

where O; are the operators occuring in the de nition of the G reen’s finctions, and

hudi= Tr(:e B ).



In the follow ing, we treat a monolayer with S = 1 explicitly. In this case, a
system of 8 equations ofm otion is necessary:
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T hese equations are exact. T he in portant point now is that the anisotropy term s in
these equations can be sim pli ed by using form ulae which reduce products of spin
operators by one order. Such relations were derived in Ref. [14]:

2§ m

S )m (Sz)25+1m — S )m i(S;m)(sz)i;



2§(m )
=0
™) are tabulated in Ref. [14] or general spin. Forspin S = 1,

1
. . 1;0 1;0 1;0 1;1
only the coe cients with m = 0;1;2 occur: é ' = 2( ' = 0;1( ' = l;é ' =
1) 1:2)
O; 1 = l; 0 = .

A pplication of these relations, e ects the reduction ofthe relevant G reen’s fiinc-

The ocoe cients

tions com ing from the anisotropy tem s in equations (4):
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The higher G reen’s functions com Ing from the anisotropy tem s have thus been
expressed In temm s of the lower-order functions already present In the hierarchy; ie.
w ith respect to the anisotropy tem s, a closed system ofequations ofm otion results,
0 that no decoupling of these temm s is necessary. In other words, the anisotropy is
treated exactly. For higher spins, S > 1, one can proceed analogously. For this, one
needs even higher-order G reen’s functions but again, applying equations }) reduces
the relevant G reen’s functions by one order, which in tum lads to a closed system
of equations cbviating the decoupling of term s com Ing from the anisotropies.

No such procedure is availabl for the exchange interaction temm s, however, so
that these still have to be decoupled. For soin S = 1, we use RPA -1ke approxin a—
tions to e ect the decoupling:

Hs; S, ;S5 11 7 BbS;iG,} + hS, iG !
HS, S; S, ;S il 7 BS, iG 7 + bS; S, iG] ¢ ©)
N ote that we have constructed the decoupling so asnot to break correlations having
equal indices, since the corresponding operators form the algebra characterizing the
group fora spin S = 1 system . For spin S = 1, this decoupling m odel keads to 8
diagonal correlations for each layer i:

hS} i;bS, i;hS%i; hS! S i;hS; S; ;hS2S71;hS %S 1;hS, S#i;hS#S%i:

These have to be determ Ined by 8 N equations, where N is the num ber of layers.
W e have not attem pted to go beyond the RPA -approxin ation because a previous



com parison of G reen’s function theory wih ¥xact’ quantum M onte Carlo calcula-
tions for a H eisenberg ham iltonian foram onolyerwih S = 1=2 in am agnetic eld
showed RPA to be a rem arkably good approxin ation {15].

W enow apply the above reduction, Egs. (§), and the decoupling of the exchange
interaction tem s, Egs. (), to the monokyer with spin S = 1. Then, after per-
form Ing a two-din ensional Fourier transform ation, one obtains a set of equations of
m otion, which, In com pact m atrix notation (dropping the layer index), is as ollow s:

(M1 )G =A ; 10)

whereG andA are 8-dim ensionalvectorsw ith com ponentsG / and A / where
=+; ;z;2+; z;++; ;zz,and 1 istheunitm atrix. The 8 8 non-symm etric

matrix is given by

0 HP 0 H K% 0 0 0
E 0 H? H, 0 K 0 0
E in, in} 0 0 0 0 0
_ E K, Zn6s?s® 4i 1S *S*iTy. h@S? 1)S * iJ. H ? 0 H 0
B S S i%y K2+ 250657S% 41 BS  (2S% 1)iTy 0 H ? 0 HY
E h@s * 1)S * iJy 0 2hS* S 4Ty H 0 2H % 0

¢ 0 nS (2S% 1)iTy 205 S iy 0 H 0 2H
35 (@S 1)iT 3nEs ? 1)S * idy 0 3H 3H* 0 0

w ith the abbreviations

He = B +8 1J@ «)i =+; iz

H = B +hS iJg; =+; ;z

Je = J i 12)
K, = Ky+ Ky:

Fora square lattice w ith a lattice constant taken to beunity, = 2(cosky + cosky),
and g = 4, the number of nearest neighbours. For spin S = 1 and S = 3=2,
the K4 term in the Ham iltonian lads only to a renom alization of the second-—
order anisotropy coe cient: K3 (S = 1) = K, + Ky, and K, (S = 3=2) = K, + 2K 4
respectively. O nly n the case ofhigher soins, S 2, are there non-trivial corrections
due to the fourth—- order anisotropy coe cient.

Ifthe theory is form ulated only in term sofG , there isno equation for determm in—
ing the hS* S*1ioccuring n the  m atrix. Tt is for this reason that we introduced
G* mEq. (_3), forwhich the m atrix tums out to be the sam g, so that, in general,
one can take a linear combination of G* and G and their corresponding inhom o—

geneities:

G = (1 aG +aG";

OO0 =



A = (1 aA +aA’:

13)
Hence, the equations of m otion are
('1 )G =A; 14)

from which the desired correlationsC = (1 a)C + aC* can be detem ined. The
param eter a is arbitrary (0 < a < 1). The correlation vector forgoin S = 1 in tem s
of the 8 correlations m entioned above is
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w here one can Introduce the dentity (forspin S = 1): hS*S*S*i=hS S S i= 0.
T he .Inhom ogeneity vectors for spin S = 1 are given by

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
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T he correlations C are related to the G reen’s finctions via the spectral theoram . In
order to determ ine these, we apply the elgenvector m ethod already used in Ref. [§]
and explined there In detail. This m ethod is quite general and not restricted to
the 8 8 problem above; it also m akes the extension of the theory to m ulti-layer
Systam s tractable.

The essential steps In deriving the coupled integral equations for determ ning
the correlations C are now outlined. O ne startsby diagonalizing the non-sym m etric
matrix ofequation (L4)

LR= ; a7

where R is a m atrix whose colum ns are the right eigenvectors of and its inverse
L = R ! contains the keft eigenvectors as rows, where RL = LR = 1. M ultiplying
Eq. {14) from the kft by L and hsertingRL = 1 yields

('1 )G=A; 18)

where we ntroduce G = LG and A = LA . Here G is a new vector of G reen’s

functions w ith the property that each com ponent G hasbut a singlke pole

A
G=' — @9)

T hisallow s the application ofthe spectraltheorem f17]to each com ponent separately,
wih C= LC:
A _
C=—""_+D : 20)
e 1
D = LD isthe correction to the spectral theorem needed in case there are vanishing
eigenvalues. T he corresponding com ponents D  are obtained from the anticom m u-

tator G reen’s function G -, ; :

_l]:_m' —l]:'m!A:”—l 0 o1
D —51!0-G=+1—5”07! ! _§!0A=+1r (21)
ie. D is non—zero only Pr eigenvalies ! = 0. Denoting these by D° and the

corresponding left eigenvectors by L, one cbtains from the Eq. 1)

1 1 1
D0=§AO=+1=§L0A :+1=§L0(A:1+2C)=C0: 2)

Here, we have exploited the fact that the com m utator G reen’s fiinction is reqular at
the origin (called the regularity condition in [§):

LA _.,= 1°2o_,=o0: @3)



T he desired correlation vector C is now obtained by multiplying the correlation
vector C, Eq. £0), from the keftby R :

C=RELA+RLC: @4)

Here, the two tem s on the right-hand side belong to the non—zero and zero eigen—
values ofthe m atrix, regpectively. R is the m atrix whose colum ns are the right
eigenvectors of the -matrix wih eigenvalues ! € 0 and L is the corresponding
m atrix whose row s are the keft eigenvectors w ith eigenvaluies ! 6 0. E isa diagonal
m atrix whose elem ents are the functions exp(il!)l . ThematricesR % and L° con—
sist of the right (colum n) and lft (row) eigenvectors corresoonding to eigenvalues
! = 0. This constitutes a system of integral equations which has to be solved
self-consistently.

Note that the right-hand side of Eq. £4) contains a Fourder transform ation,
which can be m ade m anifest by w riting out the equations for each com ponent of C
explicitly:

12 Z o ox
2

S
. dkx . dky leEjk jkLklAl+ RSJLCJ)]_C]_ : (25)

Ci=
=1 J=1k=1 J=1

Here we have 1 = 1;:3N oomreltions C; corresgoonding to the N-dim ensional -
matrix wih n non-zero and m zero eigenvalues M+ m = N ). The m omentum
Integral goes over the rst Brillbouin zone. For the case of a m onolayer w ith soin
S = 1, the totalnum ber ofeigenvalues isN = 8, and one can show , by w riting down
the characteristic equation ofthe  m atrix, that 2 eigenvalues are exactly zero; ie.
n= 6;m = 2.

In general this m atrix equation can be ilkde ned, for, w ithout loss of gener—
ality, one can choose the eld component BY to be zero, in which case the cor-
relations h(S*)™ (5" )"1 are the same as h(S )" (S*)" i. This leads to a system of
overdetermm Ined equations. T hese equations are solved by m eans of a sihgular value
decom position {1§], which is now illustrated for spin S = 1. Tn this case, we have
S*i=hS 4;hS* ST i=hS S i,and hS?*S*i= hS SZ%i; ie. there are only 5 inde—
pendent variables de ning the 8 correlations C . W e denote these variables by the

vector v
S i
hS#i
i (26)

S
SZ%i
S

<
Il
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10



T hen, the correlations C can be expressed as

C=ul+uyw @7)
w ih 0 1
2 2a
E :
B 22 &
5 &
E 0
B 2 2
a
ul = B ©28)
E 2a
g &
B 0 ¢
o
P00
0
and
0 1
E 0 a 1 a 0 a 1
E 0 a 1 a 0 a §
B &
B a 0 1 0 o
B 0 1 a a 0 32 3
U, = B (29)
§ 0 a 1 a 0 3a
E 2 2a 0 0 2a 2 0 &
B &
8 0 0 0 2a 0 g
ba 4 0 0 6 12a 0
Now wewrite the 8 5 matrix u. In tem s of its singular value decom position:
U.=U0UwV; (30)

wherew isa 5 5 diagonalm atrix whose elem ents are referred to as the singular
values. These are In general zero or positive but in our case they are all> 0 for
0< a< 1.U isan orthogonal8 bOLmatrixandV isa 5 5 orthogonalm atrix.
From Egs. 24) and @7) i ollow s that

uv=RELA +RL°@wv+ul) ul: (31)

C

To get v from this equation, we need only muliply through by u .l = vw T,
which yields the system of coupled integral equations

v=ul RELA+RLO@u.v+u?) ul; (32)

Cc C

11



orm ore explicitly with i= 1;::55

%8 1 Z Z %8 n x6
vy = (e )ik — dky dk,, RyiEnL5A 4
k=1 0 0 =1 =1
x? 0 S 0, ° X2 1 0
+ RpLyg (0 @)pve + @05 U )i @)k s (33)
=1 p=1 k=1

This set of equations is not overdeterm ned (5 equations for 5 unknowns In the

present exam pl ) and is solved by the curve—follow Ing m ethod described In A ppendix
A

3 The m ultilayer case

Fora ferrom agnetic In wih N layersand soin S = 1 one obtains 8N equations of
m otion for the 8N -din ensional G reen’s function vector G

('1 )G ; (34)

where 1 is the 8N 8N unit m atrix, and the G reen’s function and inhom ogene—
Ity vectors consist of N 8-din ensional subvectors which are characterized by layer

indices i and j

Gj_j(k;!)
Aj_j(k;!)

1 aG +aG) ;

@ an +any : (35)

T he equations ofm otion are then expressed In tem s ofthese layer vectors, and 8 8
subm atrices ;5 ofthe 8N 8N m atrix

2 0 132 2
5 1 12 o A1y 15
B & A
21 22 2N 25 23 .
'1 B § ;o J= 1;u3N
B HHN
@ A
N1 N2 % N N Ayinj

(36)
In themultilayer case, the m atrix reduces to a band m atrix w ith zeros in the 45
sub-m atrices, when 7> i+ land j< i 1. Thediagonalsub-m atrices ;; are ofsize
8 8 and have the sam e structure as the m atrix which characterizes the m onolayer,
seEq. (I1). Them atrix elem ents of ;; contan tem s depending on the layer ndex

i and additional temm s due to the exchange interaction between the atom ic layers.

Hk;i = Bi + }SllJn(q k)+ Jj_,-j_+1}'si+li+ Jj;ill’Sili; = +,' 72

H

i B, + }Si iJsg+ Jj_,-j_+1}'si+li+ Jj;ill’Sili; =+, ;Z

@37
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T he dipole coupling istreated In them ean eld Iim i, which was shown to be a good
approxin ation for coupling strengths much weaker than the exchange coupling [g].
In this cass, the dipolk tem s m ake additive contrlbutions to the m agnetic eld

com ponents B, ,

63

B. ! B + gy S, 1T+ ;

=1

BY ! B® 2 gyhsiiT?*?; (38)
=1

w here the Jattice sum s or a two-din ensional square lattice are given by

X ¥ n?
B+ m2+ n?)>2 "’

T" =
Im

39)

wheren = 3 Jj The indices (In) run over all sites of the square jth layer,
excluding the temm swih ? + m? + n® = 0. For the monolayer N = 1), one has
i= J, and obtains ;n partiocular T® * 4:5165. As can be seen from Egs. 38), the
dipole coupling reduces the e ect ofthe external eld com ponent in z-direction and
enhances the e ect of the transverse eld com ponents B

The 8 8 non-diagonalsub-matrices ;5 or j= i 1 are ofthe fom

=

kS i 0 ks i 000 00

B 0 nSZi ns i 000 00 %
1 : 1 +

B ips, i insTi 0 000 00 &

_ B 1h6SZs? 4 s [sii h@s? 1)S ;i 000 00 % @)
R S, s, i +1n6s?s? 4i hs [ @Sf i 0 0 0 0 O '

B nesz nsti 0 2ns) 8] i 000 00

B 1 1 1 1

€ 0 ps, @s? 1) 20 | s, i 000 0o A

3, @s? 1)i 3h@es ¥ 1s i 0 000 00

W e now dem onstrate that, if there is an eigenvector L° with eigenvalue zero
for the sub-m atrix 4, then there is also a kft eigenvector of corresponding to
eigenvalue zero w ith the structure

L= (0;:50;L%0;::50) ; 41)

;1% 1% 1% 1% 10 LY @2)

Lzl —iz+ =1 z T 14+ 145 ’ i,'zz)

L{= @y, L}

i

Mulplyihg from the keft by L° results in products of L{ with sub-m atrices 5.
The product wih 4 must be zero, sihoe the diagonalblocks of have the sam e
structure as the m onolayer m atrix, Eq. (1). For the o -diagonalblcks, i3, the
product is also zero because of the regularity conditions for layer i, derived from
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the fact that the com m utator G reen’s functions have to be regular at the origin; see
Refs. {8, 8] :

X ..

LY A" = 0;
X 0 .

L' A/ =0; 43)
X 0 -

L; A, = 0:

M ultiplying the non-diagonalm atrix {4() from the keft by the eigenvector (42) and
then applying the regularity conditionsEgs. @4) yields zero. Hence, we have shown
that there are asm any zero eigenvalues of as there are zero eigenvalues of all of
the diagaonalblocks ;. Since each diagonalblock has 2 zero eigenvalues (pecause
each blodk has the sam e structure as the m onolayer m atrix), there m ust be at least
2N zero eigenvalues of the m atrix

T herefore, apart from dim ension, the equations determ ining the correlation fiinc-
tions for the m ulti-ayer system have the sam e form as for the m onolayer case:

C=RELA+R%°L°C : (44)

Thematroes R and L have to be constructed from the right and left eigenvectors
corresponding to non-zero eigenvalues as before, whereas the m atrices R ° and L°
are constructed from the eigenvectors w ith eigenvalues zero.

4 N um erical resuls

T he resu s ofthe num erical calculationspresented in thispaperarem eant to dem on—
strate that our form ulation in handling the single-ion anisotropy works in practice.
To thisend we take them agnetic eld com ponents and the dipole coupling constant
to be zero and investigate the m agnetization asa function ofthe anisotropy strength
and the tem perature for a square m onolayer with soin S = 1. In this case there is
only a m agnetization hS?i in z-direction.

IhFig.lweshow resultsofmean eld M FT) calculations forhS*iand hS?S*ias
a function ofthe tem perature for di erent anisotropies in the range 0of0 < K , < 300
obtained In two ways. The rst is an exact diagonalization ofthemean eld Ham it
tonian, which is possibl because of its onebody nature. If our G reen’s finction
theory GFT) forthe anisotropy tem isexact, calculationsw ith the G reen’s function
program In themean eld Im i (ho m om entum dependence on the lattice: , = 0

ofEq. {_:2)) should give dentical results. This is Indeed the case; both results are

14



S=1 monolayer: mean field theory

magnetization <S>

L L L L L L L
"o 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220

temperature

Figure 1: Resultsofmean eld calculations using efther themean eld Iimit ¢ = 0)

of the G reen’s function program or an exact diagonalization of the corresponding m ean
eld Ham ittonian. Both results are identical. For a m onolayer wih S = 1, the m agneti-

zation com ponent hS?i and the correlation hS*S%1iin M FT are shown as functions of the

tem perature for anisotropy coe cients in the range 0 < K, < 300; the exchange coupling

strength is J = 100.

MFT: Anderson Callen decoupling

1.0
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0.0 L L L L
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220

temperature

magnetization <S=>

Figure 2: The guredisplays resultsoftheM FT lmit ofa GFT with the Anderson—

Callen decoupling, dem onstrating the di erence from the exact results of Fig. 1. The

m agnetization hS?i and correlation hS*S?i are shown only up to K , = 100, w here already

the di erences are large; results for K, > 100 lie outside the tem perature scale of the
gure. N ote that the values for h*S%1i= 2=3 contrast w ith the exact resuls.
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Indistinguishable in Fig. 1. The precise agreem ent of these very di erent m ethods
of calculations provides a check on the num erical procedures.

Fig. 2 presents the results ofa M F'T calculation using the A nderson-C allen de—
coupling of the single—ion anisotropy tem s. The shortcom ing of this decoupling
is seen by ocom paring w ith the exact resuls of Fig. 1. One observes that, up to
K, = 10, the approxin ate calculation overshoots the exact one only slightly, but
w ith ncreasing K , the disagreem ent becom es worse and worse. The resuls for
K, > 100 lie outside the fram e of the gure.

In the MFT results of Figs. 1 and 2 the weltknown shortcom ng of M FT is
evident, the violation of the M emm In-W agner theorem : there isa nie Curie tem —
perature for vanishing anisotropy: Ty 0L K, = 0) = %J = 13333 for an exchange
coupling strength ofJ = 100. Forarbirarily Jarge values ofthe anisotropy, the Curie
tem perature nM F T iscbtained analytically: TY I ®, ! 1 )= S?qJ=(S (S+1)) =
200 forS = 1;J = 100 and g= 4 (g is the coordination number of a square lattice).
This 1im it is aln ost reached num erically forK, = 300 ascan be seen In Fig. 1.

O ur G reen’s function theory w ith the RPA -like treatm ent of the exchange temm s

ful IIsthe M em In-W agner theoram : Toyure ! 0 OorK, ! O.

GFT: S=1 monolayer

T T T T
1.0 popomat g oo sngggggzzsssos ceveans s ]
%%, goo. s':sz’;woo;. SRRARITTI i
09 COREN e, e ® oty az b
% 0o o, o, Col%a, <S28%>
08| % ee %\\\ ., o ]
A % . ‘.. 0. ° o.
§ 06 v A TS .
§ os] L A -
% R Lo
o 04 ° . s A ° ‘ 1
g ° . E . % .
E oal s 1 . ]
o2} P oL ]
o1 K= 012 1% 10} 50. 100, .200 |

0.0 L Il : ! L i L L L L) L L
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
temperature
Figure 3: Results of the G reen’s function theory (W ith RPA -lke decouplings of the
exchange tem s) w ith the sam e input as in Fig.l are shown forhS*iand hS*S?*1ias functions
of the tem perature for various anisotropy coe cients K ,. Note the signi cant di erences

from themean eld resultsofFigl.

Comparson ofthe M FT resultsofFig.1 with the GFT results In Fig. 3 reveals
maprdierrncesbetween MFT and GFT with respect to the tem perature depen—
dence ofhS?1i fordi erent anisotropiesK ,, particularly in the low tem perature region
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and for an all anisotropies. For large anisotropies it can be shown analytically that
the f11l G reen’s function theory approaches the M FT lin i, Tcyurie = 200, when the
anisotropy becom es arbitrarily large (see Appendix B). T his isphysically reasonable
because, in the Jarge anisotropy lim it, GF T approaches the Ising lin i, and, for the
Ising m odel, a RPA treatm ent is identicalw ith them ean eld approach. T he resuls
of the exact treatm ent of the single-ion anisotropy term shown in Fig. 3 represent a
signi cant in provem ent over the decoupling ofthis term proposed by A nderson and
Callen [13]and the di erent decoupling of Linesfl8], both ofwhich yield a diverging
Curie temperature Teype | 1 orK, ! 1 . (See also Appendix B of Ref. [H]in
this connection.)

Curie temperatures: MFT and GFT

300

Anderson-Callen <

o
o 200} o . o o MET
5 g oo ° w0
o ® o [e]
I_ e® O o °

O
100 | & GFT(K, exact)

0 L L
100 200 300

single-ion anisotropy K,

o

Figure 4: Comparison of the Curie tem peratures calculated w ith the present exact
treatm ent of the anisotropy temm s, the A nderson-€ allen decoupling [53] andMFT .The &rst
two approaches fuil 1lthe M em inW agner theorem : T ! 0 orK, ! 0, whereas the
M FT result doesnot. For Jarge anisotropies K, ! 1 ), the new m odel approaches slow ly
themean eld resuls, as it should do, whereas the A nderson-C allen decoupling procedure
leads to a diverging T¢

To show the di erence between the new m odeland the A nderson-C allen decou—
pling more clkarly, we compare In Fig. 4 the Curie tem peratures obtained from
MFT, the new G reen’s function theory, and the G reen’s function theory w ith the
Anderson-Callen decoupling of Refs. [, §]. For am all anisotropies, there is only
a slight di erence between the two GFT results which, .n contrast to M FT, cbey
the M em In-W agner theoram . However, on increasing the anisotropies, the GFT
resuls deviate from one another signi cantly: orK, ! 1 , the Anderson-Callen
result diverges, w hereas the exact treatm ent approachesthe M FT Iim i, albeit very
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slow 1y.

The di erence between the exact treatm ent of the anisotropy tem s and the
approxin ate A nderson-C allen decoupling is further dem onstrated In Fig. 5, where
the m agnetizations hS?1i as a fiinction of the tem perature for di erent values ofK ,
are com pared. W e see that, for an all anisotropies, there is rather good agreem ent,
which, however, worsens as K , lncreases. A nother di erence concems the second
mom ents hS*S%i, which, In the case of the Anderson-C allen decoupling, approach
the value hS*S?i(T ! Tcyrie) = 2=3 (see Ref. {)]), whereas In the exact treatm ent,
the values of 'S?S%i(T ! Tcure) are lJamger than 2=3. This is as it should be,
because, as shown in Appendix B, hS*S%i! 1 forK, ! 1

K,: exact (open circles); decoupling (lines)

1.0
{08
0.8
07
0.6
0.5
. 0.4
103
0.2
i 04

magnetization <S=>

= 0.0
100 120 140 160 180 200

temperature

Figure 5: Comparison of GFT calculations for hS?1 and hS*S*i as functions of the
tem perature using the exact treatm ent of the anisotropy (open circles) and the A nderson—
Callen decoupling used in in Refs. ES,EG] (am alldots).

5 Conclusions

W e have presented a form altheory for the m agnetization ofthin ferrom agnetic Ins
on the basis ofm any-oody G reen’s function theory w ithin a H eisenberg m odelw ith
anisotropies. The essential in provem ent over our previous work §, 4] is the exact
treatm ent of the single—ion anisotropy brought about by the introduction of higher—
orderG reen’s finctions. P reviously, the anisotropy term wastreated by approxin ate
decoupling procedures only at the level of the lowest-order G reen’s functions. The
exchange Interaction tem s are decoupled using an RPA —like approach. W e did not
try to go beyond RPA since our com parison with ®xact’ quantum M onte Carlo
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results has shown this to be a very good approxin ation 1§].

N um erical calculations of the m agnetization as a function of the tem perature
for various anisotropies K , (ho extemal eld, no djpole-coupling) dem onstrate the
superiority of the new spin wave m odelover M FT . In particular, there is no viola—
tion of the M em in-W agner theoram . T he A nderson-C allen decoupling used In our
previous work gives resuls close to those of the new m odelwhen the anisotropy K »
is an allbut, as the anisotropy increases, the di erence between the two approaches
becom es Jarger: the new m odel approaches the M FT I it as it should do, whereas
the Curie tem perature from the A nderson-C allen decoupling diverges.

Our new fomulation should allow a future investigation of the reordentation
problem when switching on the m agnetic eld and/or the dipol coupling. The
treatm ent of m ulti-layer system s and soin S > 1 should be possble.

W e are indebted to A .Ecker and P J. Jensen for discussions.

A ppendix A : The curve-follow ing procedure

Consider a st of n coupled equations characterised by m param eters fP;;i =
1;2:::;;mgand n varables fVi;i= 1;2;:::;ng:

SiP M ;v h])= 0;i= 1;:::;n=: (45)

In our case, the param eters are the tem perature, the m agnetic eld com ponents,
the dipole coupling strengths, the anisotropy strengths, etc; the variabls are the
soin-correlations. T he coupled equations are cbtained by de ning the S; from then
selfconsistency equations for the correlations vector v €q. §2)):

S = v ucl RELA + RL v ug) ug):

For xed parameters P, we look for solutions S; = 0 at localised points, V ],
In the ndin ensional space. If now one of the param eters Py is considered to be
an additional variable V  (in this paper, the tem perature is taken as the vari-
ablk), then the solutions to the coupled equations de ne curves In the  + 1)—
din ensional space V [p + 1]. From here on, we denote the points in this space by
fVi;i= 0;1;2;:::::;ng. The curve-follow Ing m ethod is a procedure for generating
these solution—curves point by point from a few closely-sgoaced points already on a
curve; ie. the m ethod generates a new solution-point from the approxim ate direc—
tion of the curve In the vicinity of a new approxim ate point. This is done by an
frerative procedure described below . If no points on the curve are known, then an
approxin ate solution point and an approxin ate direction m ust be estin ated before
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applying the iterative procedure to obtain the st point on the curve. A second
point can then be cbtained In the sam e fashion. If at least two solution-points are
available, then the new approxin ate point can be extrapolated from them and the
approxin ate direction can be taken as the tangent to the curve at the last point.

The ierative procedure for nding a better point, V, from an approxin ate
point, V , is now descrbed. One searches for the isolated solution-point in the
n-din ensional subspace perpendicular to the approxin ate direction, which we char-
acterise by a unit vector, . The functions S; are expanded up to rst oxder in the
corrections about the approxin ate point, V

X @Sy v

Jr
=0 Qv

Si(V)=S;V )+ (46)
where V 5= Vj I Atthe solution, the S; are all zero, w hereas at the approxin ate
point V  the finctions have non—zero values, S;; hence, one must solve for the

corrections V 5 for which the left-hand side in the above equation is zero:

X @s;
ev,

Vy= S,;fi= 1;2;:::;ng: @47)

=0
These n equations are supplem ented by the constraint requiring the correction to
be perpendicular to the unit direction vector:

xn

ay V4= 0: (48)
3=0

This in provem ent algorithm in the subspace is repeated until each of the S; is

su ciently anall. I practice we required that F 1 (8,)? , where we took =

10 ® . If there is no convergence, the extrapolation step-size used to cbtain the

orighal V. is halved, a new extrapolted point obtained, and the in provem ent

algorithm repeated.

T he curve-follow Ing m ethod is quite general and can be applied to any coupled
equations characterised by di erentiable functions. By utilizing the infomm ation
about the solution at neighbouring points, the m ethod isabl to nd new solutions
very e ciently, routinely converging after a few iterations once two starting points

have been found.

A ppendix B : Curie tem perature forK, ! 1

W e show analytically that the Cure tem perature of the G reen’s function theory
w ith the exact treatm ent of the anisotropy for a square-lattice m onolayer w ith S=1
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approaches the mean eld value when the anisotropy coe cient goes to in nity,
w hereas the A nderson-C allen decoupling kads to a divergence In this lin it.

For the case ofa single m agnetic direction, the 8 8 problem ofEq. (10) reduces
toa2 2problkm fortheG reen’sfinctionsG;’ = HS] ;S, ilandG’ = hh(2S}
1)S% ;S; ii. For this special case, it is possble to derive analytical expressions for
the correlations hS?i and hS*S*i:

1
ks s'i = 2 mS*i m*sfi= —  dk,  dk,
0 0 | + |
h
@hS*i(!"  hS*iJy) + K, (6hS*S%i  4))—— il
o !
1 io
@hsZi(! hSZiJy) + K, (6hS*S%1 4)),7l 49)
o !
z + 2 Z 1 1 ZoZ2 1 g g o 1
ns @s 1)S"i=hS*i = (@hs*s®i 4)= — dk, dk,
2 2 0 0 ' !
h
(6hs*s*i  4)(* I’SZJ'JO)+K2(21’SZJ'_))I+71
o !
1 io
(6hs*s®i  4) (! hSZjJO)+K2(2hSZi)),7l (50)
o !
w ih s
1. , 1 _ 1
! =§h€ iJdo  Jy) K 2 5(6hszszl 4)K ,Jy 71hsle: (51)

At the Cure tem perature, hS?i ! 0, so that the equation for ! becom es

S

I @S*i=0= 1°= K2K> %(&stzi) 4)3x); 52)

Equation 49) then reduces to

Z Z

K,
dky dk,——

i | By coth( 19=2): (53)

1
2 ©S*S*i= (6hS*S“i 4)

2
S
For arge K,, ! = K, 1 (6hS2S%i 4)J,=@QK,) ’ K,. Passihg to the lim i

K, ! 1 ,oneobtainsfrom Eq. 63) at Tcure

hS*S*i= 1: (54)

Now, expanding Eq. (60) around hS?i = 0, and com paring the coe cients of hS #i
of the resulting equation, one has at Tc urie

n g J, (6hS?8%1 4 10
1= — dk, dk Koo del )
0

0 10 410

+ (%-Jk Jo) (BhS*S*i 4)( (55)
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R R
Noting that , dky , dk,Jx = 0 and that 197 K, for large K ,, one obtains from
Eq. 63

B2y g, emsts 4))67“: (56)
2 eXz 1)2

Agal, goint to the lImit K, ! 1 and using Eq. (54), one obtains for the Curie
tem perature

1 ooth(

1
Tcurie = JOE (ehs*s*i  4)= Jy= 4J (57)

Thisis just theM FT resul! This isphysically reasonabl because a Jarge anisotropy
approaches the Ising lin i, and the RPA for the Ising m odel is identical to itsm ean
eld treatm ent.
This is .In contrast to the result of the decoupling procedure. In Appendix B of
Ref. ] we have shown that the A nderson-€ allen decoupling of the anisotropy term
leads for a square m onolayer to a C urie tem perature

) 8 J=3 _
h@+ 3 2J=K,)’

TC urie

(58)

which diverges forK, ! 1 !
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