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A bstract. A theory for the m agnetization offerrom agnetic �lm s is form ulated

within thefram eworkofm any-bodyGreen’sfunctiontheorywhich considersallcom -

ponentsofthem agnetization.Them odelHam iltonian includesa Heisenberg term ,

an externalm agnetic�eld,asecond-and fourth-orderuniaxialsingle-ion anisotropy,

and the m agnetic dipole-dipole coupling. The single-ion anisotropy term s can be

treated exactlyby introducing higher-orderGreen’sfunctionsand subsequently tak-

ing advantage ofrelations between products ofspin operators which leads to an

autom aticclosureofthehierarchy oftheequationsofm otion fortheGreen’sfunc-

tionswith respectto theanisotropy term s.Thisisan im provem enton them ethod

ofour previous work,which treated the corresponding term s only approxim ately

by decoupling them at the levelofthe lowest-order Green’s functions. RPA-like

approxim ations are used to decouple the exchange interaction term s in both the

low-orderand higher-orderGreen’sfunctions.Asa �rstnum ericalexam ple we ap-

ply thetheory toam onolayerforspin S = 1in ordertodem onstratethesuperiority

ofthe present treatm ent ofthe anisotropy term s over the previous approxim ate

decouplings.

K eyw ords: Quantized spin m odel;M any-body Green’sfunctions;thin ferrom ag-

netic�lm s.
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1 Introduction

There is increasing activity in experim entaland theoreticalinvestigations ofthe

properties ofthin m agnetic �lm s and m ulti-layers. Ofparticular interest is the

m agneticreorientation transition which ism easured asfunction oftem peratureand

�lm thickness;forrecentpapers,see[1,2]and referencestherein.

The sim plesttheoreticalapproach to the treatm entofthin ferrom agnetic �lm s

in the Heisenberg m odelis the m ean �eld theory (M FT),which can be applied

either by diagonalization ofa single-particle Ham iltonian[3]orby therm odynam ic

perturbation theory[4]. This approxim ation,however,com pletely neglects collec-

tive excitations(spin waves),which are known to be m uch m ore im portantforthe

m agneticpropertiesof2D system sthan for3D bulk m aterials.In orderto takethe

inuence ofcollective excitationsinto account,onecan turn to m any-body Green’s

function theory (GFT),which allows reliable calculations over the entire range of

tem perature ofinterest: see,forexam ple,Refs.[5,6,7],where the form alism in-

cludes the m agnetic reorientation. The application ofGreen’s functions after a

Holstein-Prim ako� m apping to bosons,as applied in Ref.[8],is valid only atlow

tem peratures.Anotherm ethod,which also can treatthem agneticreorientation for

alltem peratures,istheapplication ofaSchwinger-Boson theory[9].ClassicalM onte

Carlo calculationsarealsoabletosim ulatethereorientation transition (see[10]and

references therein). The tem perature-dependent reorientation transition has also

been investigated with a Hubbard m odel[11].

In thepresentpaper,weapply aGreen’sfunction theory toaHeisenberg Ham il-

tonian plusanisotropy term s,a system previously treated atthelevelofthelowest-

orderGreen’sfunctions[5,6,7].Theapproxim atetreatm entofthesingle-ionanisotropy

in the previous work is avoided here by extending the form alism to higher-order

Green’sfunctionsand applying relationsforproductsofspin operators,aprocedure

which leadstoautom aticclosureofthehierarchyofequationsofm otion with respect

to thoseterm sstem m ing from thesingle-ion anisotropy.Theexchangeterm soccur-

ring in the higher-orderGreen’sfunctionsm ust,however,stillbe decoupled in an

RPA-likefashion.Thiscan beconsidered asan extension ofthework ofDevlin[12],

who hasapplied higher-orderGreen’sfunctionsto thedescription ofbulk m agnetic

m aterialsin one direction only. Ourform ulation appliesto allspatialdirectionsof

a m ulti-layer system . W e form ulate the theory explicitly fora m onolayer forspin

S = 1 and giveequationsforan extension to them ulti-layercase.Itisstraightfor-

ward to seehow thetheory could beapplied to higherspins.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:in Section 2,theprevioustheory[5,6]forthin
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ferrom agnetic �lm s is generalized by introducing higher-order Green’s functions,

the m odelbeing explained in detailfora m onolayer with S = 1. Section 3 gives

theform alextension to them ulti-layercase.In Section 4,num ericalresultsforthe

S = 1m onolayerdem onstratethesuperiorityoftheexacttreatm entofthesingle-ion

anisotropy term over the previously applied[5,6]Anderson-Callen[13]decoupling.

Section 5 containsa sum m ary oftheresults.

2 T he G reen’s function form alism

W e investigate here a spin Ham iltonian,nearly the sam e asin Ref.[6],consisting

ofan isotropic Heisenberg exchange interaction between nearest neighbour lattice

sites,Jkl,second-and fourth-ordersingle-ion latticeanisotropieswith strengthsK 2;k

and K 4;k respectively,a m agneticdipolecoupling with strength gkl,and an external

m agnetic�eld B = (B x;B y;B z):

H = �
1

2

X

< kl>

Jkl(S
�
k S

+
l + S

z
kS

z
l)

�
X

k

K 2;k(S
z
k)

2
�

X

k

K 4;k(S
z
k)

4

�
X

k

�1

2
B
�
S
+
k +

1

2
B
+
S
�
k + B

z
S
z
k

�

+
1

2

X

kl

gkl

r5kl

�

r
2
kl(S

�

k S
+

l + S
z
kS

z
l)� 3(Sk � rkl)(Sl� rkl)

�

: (1)

Herethenotation S�
i = Sx

i � iS
y

i and B
� = B x � iB y isintroduced,wherek and l

are lattice site indices,and hkliindicatessum m ation overnearestneighboursonly.

Here,weadd totheHam iltonian in Ref.[6]afourth-orderanisotropy term which we

can treatexactlybutforwhich wepreviously had nodecouplingprocedureavailable.

Each layerisassum ed to beferrom agnetically ordered:spinson each sitein the

sam elayerareparallel,whereasspinsbelongingtodi�erentlayersneed notbe.Fur-

therm ore,the anisotropy strengths,coupling constantsand m agnetic m om entsare

considered tobelayer-dependent,sothatinhom ogeneoussystem scan beconsidered.

To allow asgenerala form ulation aspossible (with an eye to a future study of

the reorientation ofthe m agnetization),we form ulate the equations ofm otion for

theGreen’sfunctionsforallspatialdirections:
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G
+ ;�

ij (!) = hhS
+
i ;S

�
j ii!

G
�;�

ij (!) = hhS
�
i ;S

�
j ii! (2)

G
z;�

ij (!) = hhS
z
i;S

�
j ii! :

Instead ofdecoupling the corresponding equations ofm otion at this stage,as we

did in ourpreviouswork[5,6],we add equationsforthe nexthigher-orderGreen’s

functions:

G
z+ ;�

ij (!) = hh(2Sz
i � 1)S+

i ;S
�
j ii!

G
�z;�

ij (!) = hhS
�
i (2S

z
i � 1);S�

j ii!

G
+ + ;�

ij (!) = hhS
+
i S

+
i ;S

�
j ii! (3)

G
��;�

ij (!) = hhS
�
i S

�
i ;S

�
j ii!

G
zz;�

ij (!) = hh(6Sz
iS

z
i � 2S(S + 1));S�

j ii! :

Theparticularform fortheoperatorsused in thede�nition oftheGreen’sfunctions

in Eqs.(3)isdictated byexpressionscom ingfrom theanisotropyterm s.Term inating

thehierarchy oftheequationsofm otion atthisleveloftheGreen’sfunctionsresults

in an exacttreatm entofthe anisotropy term s forspin S = 1,since the hierarchy

fortheseterm sbreakso� atthisstage,aswillbeshown.Theexchangeinteraction

term s,however,stillhaveto bedecoupled,which wedo with RPA-likedecouplings.

Forthe treatm entofarbitrary spin S,itisnecessary to use 4S(S + 1)Green’s

functionsin orderto obtain an autom aticbreak-o� oftheequations-of-m otion hier-

archy com ing from theanisotropy term s.ThesearefunctionsofthestructureG
�;�

ij

with � = (z)n(+)m and � = (�)m (z)n,where,fora particularspin S,allcom bina-

tionsofm and n satisfying(n+ m )= 2S havetobetaken intoaccount.Thereoccur

no Green’sfunctionshaving m ixed + and � indices,because these can bereduced

by therelation S� S� = S(S + 1)� Sz � (Sz)2.

Theequationsofm otion which determ inetheGreen’sfunctionsare

!G
�;�

ij = A
�;�

i;j + hh[O �
i;H ]� ;S

�
j ii; (4)

with theinhom ogeneities

A
�;�

ij = h[O �
i;S

�
j ]� i; (5)

whereO �
i aretheoperatorsoccuring in thede�nition oftheGreen’sfunctions,and

h:::i= Tr(:::e��H ).
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In the following,we treat a m onolayer with S = 1 explicitly. In this case,a

system of8 equationsofm otion isnecessary:

!G
+ ;�

ij = A
+ ;�

ij �
X

k

JikhhS
z
iS

+

k � S
z
kS

+
i ;S

�
j ii+ B

z
G
+ ;�

ij � B
+
G
z;�

ij

+(K 2;i+ K 4;i)G
z+ ;�

ij � 2K i;4(G
(z)2+ ;�

ij � G
(z)3+ ;�

ij );

!G
�;�

ij = A
�;�

ij +
X

k

JikhhS
z
iS

�

k � S
z
kS

�
i ;S

�
j ii� B

z
G
�;�

ij + B
�
G
z;�

ij

�(K 2;i+ K 4;i)G
�z;�

ij + 2K i;4(G
�(z)2;�

ij � G
�(z)3;�

ij );

!G
z;�

ij = A
z;�

ij +
1

2

X

k

JikhhS
�
i S

+

k � S
�

k S
+
i ;S

�
j ii�

1

2
B
�
G
+ ;�

ij +
1

2
B
+
G
�;�

ij ;

!G
z+ ;�

ij = A
z+ ;�

ij �
1

2

X

k

Jik

�

hh(6Sz
iS

z
i � 2S(S + 1))S+

k ;S
�
j ii

+2hhS�
k S

+
i S

+
i ;S

�
j ii� 2hhSz

k(S
z
iS

+
i + S

+
i S

z
i);S

�
j ii

�

�B
�
G
+ + ;�

ij �
1

2
B
+
G
zz;�

ij + B
z
G
z+ ;�

ij

�(K 2;i+ K 4;i)G
z+ ;�

ij + (2K 2;i+ 4K 4;i)G
(z)2+ ;�

ij � 6K i;4G
(z)3+ ;�

ij + 4K 4;iG
(z)4+ ;�

ij ;

!G
�z;�

ij = A
�z;�

ij +
1

2

X

k

Jik

�

hhS
�
k (6S

z
iS

z
i � 2S(S + 1));S�

j ii

+2hhS�
i S

�
i S

+

k ;S
�
j ii� 2hhSz

k(S
z
iS

�
i + S

�
i S

z
i);S

�
j ii

�

+
1

2
B
�
G
zz;�

ij + B
+
G
��;�

ij � B
z
G
�z;�

ij

+(K 2;i+ K 4;i)G
�z;�

ij � (2K 2;i+ 4K 4;i)G
�(z)2;�

ij + 6K i;4G
�(z)3;�

ij � 4K 4;iG
�(z)4;�

ij ;

!G
+ + ;�

ij = A
+ + ;�

ij �
X

k

Jik

�

hh(Sz
iS

+
i + S

+
i S

z
i)S

+

k ;S
�
j ii� 2hhS+

i S
+
i S

z
k;S

�
j ii

�

�B
+
G
z+ ;�

ij + 2B z
G
+ + ;�

ij � 4K 2;i(G
+ + ;�

ij � G
z+ + ;�

ij )

�K i;4(8G
(z)3+ + ;�

ij � 24G
(z)2+ + ;�

ij + 32G
z+ + ;�

ij � 16G
+ + ;�

ij );

!G
��;�

ij = A
��;�

ij +
X

k

Jik

�

hhS
�
k (S

z
iS

�
i + S

�
i S

z
i);S

�
j ii� 2hhS�

i S
�
i S

z
k;S

�
j ii

�

+B �
G
�z;�

ij � 2B z
G
��;�

ij + 4K 2;i(G
��;�

ij � G
��z;�

ij )

�K i;4(8G
��(z) 3;�

ij � 24G
��(z) 2;�

ij + 32G
��z;�

ij � 16G
��;�

ij );

!G
zz;�

ij = A
zz;�

ij +
X

k

Jik

�

3hh(Sz
iS

�
i + S

�
i S

z
i)S

+
k ;S

�
j ii� 3hhS�

k (S
z
iS

+
i + S

+
i S

z
i);S

�
j ii

�

�3B �
G
z+ ;�

ij + 3B +
G
�z;�

ij : (6)

Theseequationsareexact.Theim portantpointnow isthattheanisotropy term sin

these equationscan be sim pli�ed by using form ulae which reduce productsofspin

operatorsby oneorder.Such relationswerederived in Ref.[14]:

(S� )m (Sz)2S+ 1�m = (S� )m
2S�mX

i= 0

�
(S;m )

i (Sz)i;
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(Sz)2S+ 1�m (S+ )m =

2S�mX

i= 0

�
(S;m )

i (Sz)i(S+ )m : (7)

The coe�cients �
(S;m )

i are tabulated in Ref.[14]forgeneralspin. Forspin S = 1,

only the coe�cients with m = 0;1;2 occur: �
(1;0)

0 = �
(1;0)

2 = 0;�
(1;0)

1 = 1;�
(1;1)

0 =

0;�
(1;1)

1 = 1;�
(1;2)

0 = 1.

Application oftheserelations,e�ectsthereduction oftherelevantGreen’sfunc-

tionscom ing from theanisotropy term sin equations(6):

G
(z)4+ ;�

ij = G
(z)3+ ;�

ij = G
(z)2+ ;�

ij =
1

2
(G

z+ ;�

ij + G
+ ;�

ij );

G
�(z)4;�

ij = G
�(z)3;�

ij = G
�(z)2;�

ij =
1

2
(G

�z;�

ij + G
�;�

ij );

G
(z)2+ + ;�

ij = G
z+ + ;�

ij = G
+ + ;�

ij ; (8)

G
��(z) 2;�

ij = G
��z;�

ij = G
��;�

ij :

The higher Green’s functions com ing from the anisotropy term s have thus been

expressed in term softhelower-orderfunctionsalready presentin thehierarchy;i.e.

with respecttotheanisotropy term s,aclosed system ofequationsofm otion results,

so thatno decoupling oftheseterm sisnecessary.In otherwords,theanisotropy is

treated exactly.Forhigherspins,S > 1,onecan proceed analogously.Forthis,one

needseven higher-orderGreen’sfunctionsbutagain,applying equations(7)reduces

therelevantGreen’sfunctionsby oneorder,which in turn leadsto a closed system

ofequationsobviating thedecoupling ofterm scom ing from theanisotropies.

No such procedure isavailable forthe exchange interaction term s,however,so

thatthese stillhave to bedecoupled.Forspin S = 1,we use RPA-like approxim a-

tionsto e�ectthedecoupling:

hhS
�
iS

�

k;S
�
j ii ’ hS

�
iiG

�;�

kj + hS
�

kiG
�;�

ij

hhS
�
kS

�

iS


i;S
�
j ii ’ hS

�
kiG

�;�

ij + hS
�

iS


iiG
�;�

kj : (9)

Notethatwehaveconstructed thedecoupling soasnottobreak correlationshaving

equalindices,sincethecorresponding operatorsform thealgebra characterizing the

group fora spin S = 1 system . Forspin S = 1,thisdecoupling m odelleadsto 8

diagonalcorrelationsforeach layeri:

hS
+
i i;hS

�
i i;hS

z
ii;hS

+
i S

+
i i;hS

�
i S

�
i i;hS

z
iS

z
ii;hS

z
iS

+
i i;hS

�
i S

z
ii;hS

z
iS

z
ii:

Thesehaveto bedeterm ined by 8� N equations,whereN isthenum beroflayers.

W e have notattem pted to go beyond the RPA-approxim ation because a previous
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com parison ofGreen’sfunction theory with ‘exact’quantum M onte Carlo calcula-

tionsfora Heisenberg ham iltonian foram onolayerwith S = 1=2in a m agnetic�eld

showed RPA to bea rem arkably good approxim ation[15].

W enow apply theabovereduction,Eqs.(8),and thedecoupling oftheexchange

interaction term s,Eqs.(9),to the m onolayer with spin S = 1. Then,after per-

form ing a two-dim ensionalFouriertransform ation,oneobtainsa setofequationsof

m otion,which,in com pactm atrix notation (dropping thelayerindex),isasfollows:

(!1 � �)G � = A
�
; (10)

whereG � and A � are8-dim ensionalvectorswith com ponentsG �;� and A �;� where

� = +;�;z;z+;�z;++;��;zz,and 1 istheunitm atrix.The8� 8non-sym m etric

m atrix � isgiven by

� =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

H z
k

0 �H
+

k
~K 2 0 0 0 0

0 �H z
k

H
�
k

0 � ~K 2 0 0 0

�
1

2
H

�
k

1

2
H

+

k
0 0 0 0 0 0

~K 2 �
Jk
2
h6SzSz �4i �hS + S+ iJk h(2Sz �1)S + iJk H z 0 �H � 0 �

1

2
H +

hS� S� iJk � ~K 2 +
Jk
2
h6SzSz �4i �hS � (2Sz �1)iJ k 0 �H z 0 H + 1

2
H �

�h(2S z �1)S + iJk 0 2hS+ S+ iJk �H + 0 2H z 0 0

0 hS� (2Sz �1)iJ k �2hS � S� iJk 0 H � 0 �2H z 0

3hS� (2Sz �1)iJ k �3h(2S z �1)S + iJk 0 �3H � 3H + 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

(11)

with theabbreviations

H
�
k = B

� + hS
�
iJ(q� k); � = +;�;z

H
� = B

� + hS
�
iJq; � = +;�;z

Jk = Jk; (12)

~K 2 = K 2 + K 4:

Forasquarelatticewith alatticeconstanttaken tobeunity,k = 2(coskx+ cosky),

and q = 4, the num ber ofnearest neighbours. For spin S = 1 and S = 3=2,

the K 4 term in the Ham iltonian leads only to a renorm alization ofthe second-

orderanisotropy coe�cient: ~K 2(S = 1)= K 2 + K 4,and ~K 2(S = 3=2)= K 2 +
5

2
K 4

respectively.Onlyin thecaseofhigherspins,S � 2,aretherenon-trivialcorrections

dueto thefourth-orderanisotropy coe�cient.

Ifthetheoryisform ulated onlyin term sofG � ,thereisnoequation fordeterm in-

ing the hS+ S+ ioccuring in the��m atrix.Itisforthisreason thatweintroduced

G + in Eq.(3),forwhich the��m atrix turnsouttobethesam e,sothat,in general,

one can take a linearcom bination ofG + and G � and theircorresponding inhom o-

geneities:

G = (1� a)G � + aG
+
;
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A = (1� a)A � + aA
+
:

(13)

Hence,theequationsofm otion are

(!1� �)G = A ; (14)

from which thedesired correlationsC = (1� a)C � + aC + can bedeterm ined.The

param etera isarbitrary (0< a < 1).Thecorrelation vectorforspin S = 1 in term s

ofthe8 correlationsm entioned aboveis

C =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )S+ i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )S� i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )Szi

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )(2SzS+ � S+ )i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )(2S� Sz � S� )i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )S+ S+ i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )S� S� i

h((1� a)S� + aS+ )(6SzSz � 4)i

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

(1� a)(2� hSzi� hSzSzi)+ ahS+ S+ i

(1� a)hS� S� i+ a(2+ hSzi� hSzSzi)

(1� a)hS� Szi+ a(hSzS+ i� hS+ i)

(1� a)(2+ hSzi� 3hSzSzi)� ahS+ S+ i

(1� a)hS� S� i+ a(hSzi+ 3hSzSzi� 2)

(1� a)(2hS+ i� 2hSzS+ i)+ ahS+ S+ S+ i

(1� a)hS� S� S� i+ a2hS� Szi

(1� a)(6hS� Szi� 4hS� i)+ a(2hS+ i� 6hSzS+ i)

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (15)

whereonecan introducetheidentity (forspin S = 1):hS+ S+ S+ i= hS� S� S� i= 0.

Theinhom ogeneity vectorsforspin S = 1 aregiven by

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A + ;�

A �;�

A z;�

A z+ ;�

A �z;�

A + + ;�

A ��;�

A zz;�

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

2hSzi

0

�hS� i

6hSzSzi� 4

�2hS� S� i

4hSzS+ i� 2hS+ i

0

6hS� i� 12hS� Szi

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A + ;+

A �;+

A z;+

A z+ ;+

A �z;+

A + + ;+

A ��;+

A zz;+

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

�2hSzi

hS+ i

2hS+ S+ i

4� 6hSzSzi

0

2hS� i� 4hS� Szi

12hSzS+ i� 6hS+ i

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

:

(16)
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ThecorrelationsC arerelated to theGreen’sfunctionsvia thespectraltheorem .In

orderto determ ine these,weapply theeigenvectorm ethod already used in Ref.[6]

and explained there in detail. This m ethod is quite generaland notrestricted to

the 8� 8 problem above;italso m akes the extension ofthe theory to m ulti-layer

system stractable.

The essentialsteps in deriving the coupled integralequations for determ ining

thecorrelationsC arenow outlined.Onestartsby diagonalizingthenon-sym m etric

m atrix � ofequation (14)

L�R = 
; (17)

where R isa m atrix whose colum nsare the righteigenvectorsof� and itsinverse

L = R �1 containsthelefteigenvectorsasrows,where R L = LR = 1.M ultiplying

Eq.(14)from theleftby L and inserting R L = 1 yields

(!1� 
)G = A ; (18)

where we introduce G = LG and A = LA . Here G is a new vector ofGreen’s

functionswith theproperty thateach com ponentG� hasbuta singlepole

G
� =

A

! � !�
: (19)

Thisallowstheapplicationofthespectraltheorem [17]toeachcom ponentseparately,

with C = LC :

C
� =

A �= �1

e�! � � 1
+ D

�
: (20)

D = LD isthecorrection tothespectraltheorem needed in casetherearevanishing

eigenvalues.The corresponding com ponentsD � areobtained from the anticom m u-

tatorGreen’sfunction G�= + 1:

D
� =

1

2
lim
!! 0

!G�= + 1 =
1

2
lim
!! 0

!A �= + 1

! � !�
=
1

2
�!�0A

0
�= + 1 ; (21)

i.e. D � is non-zero only for eigenvalues !� = 0. Denoting these by D 0 and the

corresponding lefteigenvectorsby L0,oneobtainsfrom theEq.(21)

D
0 =

1

2
A

0
�= + 1 =

1

2
L
0
A �= + 1 =

1

2
L
0(A �= �1 + 2C )= C

0
: (22)

Here,wehaveexploited thefactthatthecom m utatorGreen’sfunction isregularat

theorigin (called theregularity condition in [6]):

L
0
A �= �1 =

X

�

L
0
�A

�
�= �1 = 0: (23)
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The desired correlation vector C is now obtained by m ultiplying the correlation

vectorC,Eq.(20),from theleftby R :

C = R E L A + R
0
L
0
C : (24)

Here,the two term son the right-hand side belong to the non-zero and zero eigen-

valuesofthe��m atrix,respectively. R isthe m atrix whose colum nsaretheright

eigenvectors ofthe �-m atrix with eigenvalues ! � 6= 0 and L is the corresponding

m atrix whoserowsarethelefteigenvectorswith eigenvalues!� 6= 0.E isa diagonal

m atrix whose elem entsare the functions 1

exp(�! �)�1
. The m atricesR 0 and L0 con-

sistofthe right(colum n)and left(row)eigenvectors corresponding to eigenvalues

!� = 0. This constitutes a system ofintegralequations which has to be solved

self-consistently.

Note that the right-hand side ofEq.(24) contains a Fourier transform ation,

which can bem adem anifestby writing outtheequationsforeach com ponentofC

explicitly:

Ci=
1

�2

Z �

0

dkx

Z �

0

dky

NX

l= 1

� nX

j= 1

nX

k= 1

R ijEjk�jkLklA l+

mX

j= 1

R
0
ijL

0
jlCl

�

: (25)

Here we have i = 1;::;N correlations Ci corresponding to the N-dim ensional�-

m atrix with n non-zero and m zero eigenvalues (n + m = N ). The m om entum

integralgoes over the �rst Brillouin zone. Forthe case ofa m onolayer with spin

S = 1,thetotalnum berofeigenvaluesisN = 8,and onecan show,by writingdown

thecharacteristicequation ofthe��m atrix,that2 eigenvaluesareexactly zero;i.e.

n = 6;m = 2.

In generalthis m atrix equation can be ill-de�ned,for,without loss ofgener-

ality,one can choose the �eld com ponent B y to be zero,in which case the cor-

relations h(Sz)m (S+ )ni are the sam e as h(S� )n(Sz)m i. This leads to a system of

overdeterm ined equations.Theseequationsaresolved by m eansofa singularvalue

decom position[16],which is now illustrated forspin S = 1. In this case,we have

hS+ i= hS� i;hS+ S+ i= hS� S� i,and hSzS+ i= hS� Szi;i.e.there are only 5 inde-

pendentvariablesde�ning the 8 correlationsC . W e denote these variablesby the

vectorv

v =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

hS� i

hSzi

hS� S� i

hS� Szi

hSzSzi

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(26)
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Then,thecorrelationsC can beexpressed as

C = u
0

c
+ ucv (27)

with

u
0

c
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

2� 2a

2a

0

2� 2a

�2a

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(28)

and

uc =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 a� 1 a 0 a� 1

0 a 1� a 0 �a

�a 0 0 1 0

0 1� a �a 0 3a� 3

0 a 1� a 0 3a

2� 2a 0 0 2a� 2 0

0 0 0 2a 0

6a� 4 0 0 6� 12a 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (29)

Now wewritethe8� 5 m atrix uc in term sofitssingularvaluedecom position:

uc = U w ~V ; (30)

where w isa 5� 5 diagonalm atrix whose elem entsare referred to asthe singular

values. These are in generalzero or positive but in our case they are all> 0 for

0 < a < 1. U isan orthogonal8� 5 m atrix and V isa 5� 5 orthogonalm atrix.

From Eqs.(24)and (27)itfollowsthat

ucv = R E L A + R
0
L
0(ucv + u

0

c
)� u

0

c
: (31)

To get v from this equation,we need only m ultiply through by u�1
c

= V w �1 ~U ,

which yieldsthesystem ofcoupled integralequations

v = u
�1
c

�

R E L A + R
0
L
0(ucv + u

0

c
)� u

0

c

�

; (32)
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orm oreexplicitly with i= 1;:::;5

vi =

8X

k= 1

(u�1c )ik
1

�2

Z �

0

dkx

Z �

0

dky

8X

j= 1

n 6X

l= 1

R klEllLljA j

+

2X

l= 1

R
0
klLlj(

5X

p= 1

(uc)jpvp + (u0c)j

o

�

8X

k= 1

(u�1c )ik(u
0
c)k: (33)

This set ofequations is not overdeterm ined (5 equations for 5 unknowns in the

presentexam ple)andissolved bythecurve-followingm ethoddescribed inAppendix

A.

3 T he m ultilayer case

Fora ferrom agnetic�lm with N layersand spin S = 1 oneobtains8N equationsof

m otion forthe8N -dim ensionalGreen’sfunction vectorG

(!1 � �)G ; (34)

where 1 is the 8N � 8N unit m atrix,and the Green’s function and inhom ogene-

ity vectorsconsistofN 8-dim ensionalsubvectorswhich are characterized by layer

indicesiand j

G
�
ij(k;!) = (1� a)G

�;+

ij + aG
�;�

ij ;

A
�
ij(k;!) = (1� a)A

�;+

ij + aA
�;�

ij : (35)

Theequationsofm otion arethen expressed in term softheselayervectors,and 8� 8

subm atrices�ij ofthe8N � 8N m atrix �

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

!1�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�11 �12 ::: �1N

�21 �22 ::: �2N

::: ::: ::: :::

�N 1 �N 2 ::: �N N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

G 1j

G 2j

:::

G N j

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

A 1j�1j

A 2j�2j

:::

A N j�N j

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; j= 1;:::;N :

(36)

In them ultilayercase,the� m atrix reducesto a band m atrix with zerosin the� ij

sub-m atrices,when j> i+ 1and j< i� 1.Thediagonalsub-m atrices�iiareofsize

8� 8 and havethesam estructureasthem atrix which characterizesthem onolayer,

seeEq.(11).Them atrix elem entsof�iicontain term sdepending on thelayerindex

iand additionalterm sdueto theexchangeinteraction between theatom iclayers.

H
�
k;i = B

�
i + hS

�
iiJii(q� k)+ Ji;i+ 1hS

�
i+ 1i+ Ji;i�1 hS

�
i�1 i; � = +;�;z

H
�
i = B

�
i + hS

�
iiJiiq+ Ji;i+ 1hS

�
i+ 1i+ Ji;i�1 hS

�
i�1 i; � = +;�;z

(37)
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Thedipolecouplingistreated in them ean �eld lim it,which wasshown tobeagood

approxim ation forcoupling strengthsm uch weakerthan the exchange coupling[6].

In this case,the dipole term s m ake additive contributions to the m agnetic �eld

com ponentsB �
i,

B
�
i ! B

� +

NX

j= 1

gij hS
�
j iT

ji�jj
;

B
z
i ! B

z
� 2

NX

j= 1

gij hS
z
jiT

ji�jj
; (38)

wherethelatticesum sfora two-dim ensionalsquarelatticearegiven by

T
n =

X

lm

l2 � n2

(l2 + m 2 + n2)5=2
; (39)

where n = ji� jj. The indices (lm ) run over allsites ofthe square jth layer,

excluding the term swith l2 + m 2 + n2 = 0. Forthe m onolayer (N = 1),one has

i= j,and obtainsin particularT0 ’ 4:5165. Ascan be seen from Eqs.(38),the

dipolecoupling reducesthee�ectoftheexternal�eld com ponentin z-direction and

enhancesthee�ectofthetransverse �eld com ponentsB � .

The8� 8 non-diagonalsub-m atrices�ij forj= i� 1 areoftheform

� ij = Jij

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�hS z
i
i 0 hS

+

i
i 0 0 0 0 0

0 hSz
i
i �hS

�
i
i 0 0 0 0 0

1

2
hS

�
i
i �

1

2
hS

+

i
i 0 0 0 0 0 0

�
1

2
h6Sz

i
Sz
i
�4i �hS

+

i
S
+

i
i h(2Sz

i
�1)S

+

i
i 0 0 0 0 0

hS
�
i
S
�
i
i +

1

2
h6Sz

i
Sz
i
�4i h�S

�
i
(2Sz

i
�1)i 0 0 0 0 0

�h(2S z
i
�1)S

+

i
i 0 2hS

+

i
S
+

i
i 0 0 0 0 0

0 hS
�
i
(2Sz

i
�1)i �2hS

�
i
S
�
i
i 0 0 0 0 0

3hS
�
i
(2Sz

i
�1)i �3h(2S z

i
�1)S

+

i
i 0 0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (40)

W e now dem onstrate that,ifthere is an eigenvector L0 with eigenvalue zero

for the sub-m atrix �ii,then there is also a left eigenvector of� corresponding to

eigenvaluezero with thestructure

L
0 = (0;:::;0;L0

i;0;:::;0); (41)

where,forspin S = 1,

L
0
i = (L0

i;+ ;L
0
i;� ;L

0
i;z;L

0
i;z+ ;L

0
i;�z ;L

0
i;+ + ;L

0
i;�� ;L

0
i;zz) (42)

M ultiplying � from the leftby L 0 resultsin productsofL0
i with sub-m atrices�ij.

The productwith �ii m ustbe zero,since the diagonalblocksof� have the sam e

structure asthe m onolayerm atrix,Eq.(11). Forthe o�-diagonalblocks,� ij,the

product is also zero because ofthe regularity conditions for layer i,derived from
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thefactthatthecom m utatorGreen’sfunctionshaveto beregularattheorigin;see

Refs.[15,5]:

X

�

L
0
i� A

�;+

i = 0;

X

�

L
0
i� A

�;�

i = 0; (43)

X

�

L
0
i� A

�;z

i = 0:

M ultiplying thenon-diagonalm atrix (40)from theleftby theeigenvector(42)and

then applying theregularity conditionsEqs.(44)yieldszero.Hence,wehaveshown

thatthere are asm any zero eigenvaluesof� asthere are zero eigenvaluesofallof

thediagaonalblocks�ii.Sinceeach diagonalblock has2 zero eigenvalues(because

each block hasthesam estructureasthem onolayerm atrix),therem ustbeatleast

2N zero eigenvaluesofthem atrix �.

Therefore,apartfrom dim ension,theequationsdeterm iningthecorrelation func-

tionsforthem ulti-layersystem havethesam eform asforthem onolayercase:

C = R E L A + R
0
L
0
C : (44)

The m atricesR and L have to be constructed from the rightand lefteigenvectors

corresponding to non-zero eigenvalues as before,whereas the m atrices R 0 and L0

areconstructed from theeigenvectorswith eigenvalueszero.

4 N um ericalresults

Theresultsofthenum ericalcalculationspresented inthispaperarem eanttodem on-

stratethatourform ulation in handling thesingle-ion anisotropy worksin practice.

Tothisend wetakethem agnetic�eld com ponentsand thedipolecoupling constant

tobezeroand investigatethem agnetization asafunction oftheanisotropy strength

and the tem perature fora square m onolayerwith spin S = 1. In thiscase there is

only a m agnetization hSziin z-direction.

In Fig.1weshow resultsofm ean �eld (M FT)calculationsforhSziand hSzSzias

afunction ofthetem peraturefordi�erentanisotropiesin therangeof0< K 2 < 300

obtained in two ways.The�rstisan exactdiagonalization ofthem ean �eld Ham il-

tonian,which is possible because ofits one-body nature. Ifour Green’s function

theory(GFT)fortheanisotropyterm isexact,calculationswiththeGreen’sfunction

program in the m ean �eld lim it(no m om entum dependence on the lattice:k = 0

ofEq. (12))should give identicalresults. Thisisindeed the case;both resultsare
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Figure 1: Resultsofm ean � eld calculations using either the m ean � eld lim it(k = 0)

ofthe G reen’s function program or an exact diagonalization ofthe corresponding m ean

� eld Ham iltonian. Both resultsare identical. Fora m onolayer with S = 1,the m agneti-

zation com ponenthSziand the correlation hSzSziin M FT are shown asfunctionsofthe

tem peratureforanisotropy coe� cientsin therange0 < K 2 < 300;theexchange coupling

strength isJ = 100.

Figure 2: The � gure displaysresultsofthe M FT lim itofa G FT with the Anderson-

Callen decoupling,dem onstrating the di� erence from the exact results ofFig. 1. The

m agnetization hSziand correlation hSzSziareshown only up to K 2 = 100,wherealready

the di� erences are large;results for K2 > 100 lie outside the tem perature scale ofthe

� gure.Note thatthe valuesforhSzSzi= 2=3 contrastwith theexactresults.
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indistinguishable in Fig. 1. The precise agreem entofthese very di�erentm ethods

ofcalculationsprovidesa check on thenum ericalprocedures.

Fig.2 presentsthe resultsofa M FT calculation using the Anderson-Callen de-

coupling ofthe single-ion anisotropy term s. The shortcom ing ofthis decoupling

is seen by com paring with the exact results ofFig.1. One observes that,up to

K 2 = 10,the approxim ate calculation overshoots the exact one only slightly,but

with increasing K 2 the disagreem ent becom es worse and worse. The results for

K 2 > 100 lieoutsidethefram eofthe�gure.

In the M FT results ofFigs.1 and 2 the well-known shortcom ing ofM FT is

evident,the violation ofthe M erm in-W agnertheorem : there isa �nite Curie tem -

perature forvanishing anisotropy: TM F T
C urie(K 2 = 0)= 4

3
J = 133:33 foran exchange

couplingstrength ofJ = 100.Forarbitrarilylargevaluesoftheanisotropy,theCurie

tem peratureinM FT isobtainedanalytically:TM F T
C urie(K 2 ! 1 )= S2qJ=(S(S+1))=

200 forS = 1;J = 100 and q= 4 (q isthecoordination num berofa squarelattice).

Thislim itisalm ostreached num erically forK 2 = 300 ascan beseen in Fig.1.

OurGreen’sfunction theory with theRPA-liketreatm entoftheexchangeterm s

ful�llstheM erm in-W agnertheorem :TC urie ! 0 forK 2 ! 0.

Figure 3: Results ofthe G reen’s function theory (with RPA-like decouplings ofthe

exchangeterm s)with thesam einputasin Fig.1areshown forhSziand hSzSziasfunctions

ofthe tem perature forvariousanisotropy coe� cientsK 2.Note the signi� cantdi� erences

from the m ean � eld resultsofFig.1.

Com parison oftheM FT resultsofFig.1 with theGFT resultsin Fig.3 reveals

m ajordi�erencesbetween M FT and GFT with respectto the tem perature depen-

denceofhSzifordi�erentanisotropiesK 2,particularlyin thelow tem peratureregion
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and forsm allanisotropies.Forlargeanisotropiesitcan beshown analytically that

thefullGreen’sfunction theory approachestheM FT lim it,TC urie = 200,when the

anisotropy becom esarbitrarily large(seeAppendix B).Thisisphysically reasonable

because,in thelargeanisotropy lim it,GFT approachestheIsing lim it,and,forthe

Isingm odel,aRPA treatm entisidenticalwith them ean �eld approach.Theresults

oftheexacttreatm entofthesingle-ion anisotropy term shown in Fig.3 representa

signi�cantim provem entoverthedecoupling ofthisterm proposed by Anderson and

Callen [13]and thedi�erentdecoupling ofLines[18],both ofwhich yield adiverging

Curie tem perature TC urie ! 1 forK 2 ! 1 . (See also Appendix B ofRef. [5]in

thisconnection.)

Figure 4: Com parison of the Curie tem peratures calculated with the present exact

treatm entoftheanisotropy term s,theAnderson-Callen decoupling[6]and M FT.The� rst

two approaches ful� llthe M erm in-W agner theorem : TC ! 0 for K 2 ! 0,whereas the

M FT resultdoesnot.Forlargeanisotropies(K 2 ! 1 ),thenew m odelapproachesslowly

them ean � eld results,asitshould do,whereastheAnderson-Callen decoupling procedure

leadsto a diverging TC

To show thedi�erence between thenew m odeland theAnderson-Callen decou-

pling m ore clearly,we com pare in Fig. 4 the Curie tem peratures obtained from

M FT,the new Green’s function theory,and the Green’s function theory with the

Anderson-Callen decoupling ofRefs.[5,6]. For sm allanisotropies,there is only

a slightdi�erence between the two GFT results which,in contrast to M FT,obey

the M erm in-W agner theorem . However,on increasing the anisotropies,the GFT

results deviate from one anothersigni�cantly: forK 2 ! 1 ,the Anderson-Callen

resultdiverges,whereastheexacttreatm entapproachestheM FT lim it,albeitvery
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slowly.

The di�erence between the exact treatm ent ofthe anisotropy term s and the

approxim ate Anderson-Callen decoupling isfurtherdem onstrated in Fig.5,where

them agnetizationshSziasa function ofthetem peraturefordi�erentvaluesofK 2

are com pared.W esee that,forsm allanisotropies,there israthergood agreem ent,

which,however,worsens as K 2 increases. Another di�erence concerns the second

m om ents hSzSzi,which,in the case ofthe Anderson-Callen decoupling,approach

the valuehSzSzi(T ! TC urie)= 2=3 (see Ref.[5]),whereasin theexacttreatm ent,

the values ofhSzSzi(T ! TC urie) are larger than 2=3. This is as it should be,

because,asshown in Appendix B,hSzSzi! 1 forK 2 ! 1 .

Figure 5: Com parison ofG FT calculations for hSzi and hSzSzi as functions ofthe

tem peratureusing theexacttreatm entoftheanisotropy (open circles)and theAnderson-

Callen decoupling used in in Refs.[5,6](sm alldots).

5 C onclusions

W ehavepresented aform altheory forthem agnetization ofthin ferrom agnetic�lm s

on thebasisofm any-body Green’sfunction theory within a Heisenberg m odelwith

anisotropies. The essentialim provem ent over ourprevious work[5,6]isthe exact

treatm entofthesingle-ion anisotropy broughtaboutby theintroduction ofhigher-

orderGreen’sfunctions.Previously,theanisotropyterm wastreatedbyapproxim ate

decoupling proceduresonly atthe levelofthe lowest-orderGreen’sfunctions. The

exchange interaction term saredecoupled using an RPA-likeapproach.W edid not

try to go beyond RPA since our com parison with ‘exact’quantum M onte Carlo
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resultshasshown thisto bea very good approxim ation[15].

Num ericalcalculations ofthe m agnetization as a function ofthe tem perature

forvariousanisotropiesK 2 (no external�eld,no dipole-coupling)dem onstrate the

superiority ofthe new spin wave m odeloverM FT.In particular,there isno viola-

tion oftheM erm in-W agnertheorem .The Anderson-Callen decoupling used in our

previouswork givesresultscloseto thoseofthenew m odelwhen theanisotropy K 2

issm allbut,astheanisotropy increases,thedi�erencebetween thetwo approaches

becom eslarger:thenew m odelapproachestheM FT lim itasitshould do,whereas

theCurietem peraturefrom theAnderson-Callen decoupling diverges.

Our new form ulation should allow a future investigation ofthe reorientation

problem when switching on the m agnetic �eld and/or the dipole coupling. The

treatm entofm ulti-layersystem sand spin S > 1 should bepossible.

W eareindebted to A.Eckerand P.J.Jensen fordiscussions.

A ppendix A :T he curve-follow ing procedure

Consider a set of n coupled equations characterised by m param eters fPi;i =

1;2:::;m g and n variablesfVi;i= 1;2;:::;ng:

Si(P[m ];V [n])= 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 variables are the

spin-correlations.Thecoupled equationsareobtained by de�ning theSifrom then

self-consistency equationsforthecorrelationsvectorv (Eq.(32)):

S = v � u
�1
c
(R ELA + R

0
L
0(ucv � u

0

c
)� u

0

c
):

For�xed param etersP,we look forsolutionsSi = 0 atlocalised points,V [n],

in the n-dim ensionalspace. Ifnow one ofthe param eters Pk is considered to be

an additional variable V� (in this paper, the tem perature is taken as the vari-

able), then the solutions to the coupled equations de�ne curves in the (n + 1)-

dim ensionalspace V [n + 1]. From here on,we denote the pointsin thisspace by

fVi;i= 0;1;2;::::::;ng.The curve-following m ethod isa procedure forgenerating

these solution-curvespointby pointfrom a few closely-spaced pointsalready on a

curve;i.e. the m ethod generatesa new solution-pointfrom the approxim ate direc-

tion ofthe curve in the vicinity ofa new approxim ate point. This is done by an

iterative procedure described below. Ifno pointson the curve are known,then an

approxim atesolution pointand an approxim atedirection m ustbeestim ated before
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applying the iterative procedure to obtain the �rst point on the curve. A second

pointcan then beobtained in the sam e fashion.Ifatleasttwo solution-pointsare

available,then thenew approxim ate pointcan beextrapolated from them and the

approxim atedirection can betaken asthetangentto thecurveatthelastpoint.

The iterative procedure for �nding a better point, V , from an approxim ate

point,V �,is now described. One searches for the isolated solution-point in the

n-dim ensionalsubspaceperpendicularto theapproxim atedirection,which wechar-

acterise by a unitvector,bu.ThefunctionsSi areexpanded up to �rstorderin the

correctionsabouttheapproxim atepoint,V �:

Si(V )= Si(V
�)+

nX

j= 0

@Si

@Vj

�

�V j; (46)

where�V j = Vj� V
�
j .Atthesolution,theSiareallzero,whereasattheapproxim ate

point V � the functions have non-zero values, S�
i; hence, one m ust solve for the

corrections�V j forwhich theleft-hand sidein theaboveequation iszero:

nX

j= 0

@Si

@Vj

�

�V j = �S
�
i;fi= 1;2;:::;ng: (47)

These n equations are supplem ented by the constraintrequiring the correction to

beperpendicularto theunitdirection vector:

nX

j= 0

cuj�V j = 0: (48)

This im provem ent algorithm in the subspace is repeated untileach ofthe S�
i is

su�ciently sm all. In practice we required that
P

i(S
�
i)

2 � �,where we took � =

10�16 . Ifthere is no convergence,the extrapolation step-size used to obtain the

originalV � is halved, a new extrapolated point obtained,and the im provem ent

algorithm repeated.

The curve-following m ethod isquite generaland can beapplied to any coupled

equations characterised by di�erentiable functions. By utilizing the inform ation

aboutthesolution atneighbouring points,them ethod isableto �nd new solutions

very e�ciently,routinely converging aftera few iterationsonce two starting points

havebeen found.

A ppendix B :C urie tem perature for K 2 ! 1

W e show analytically that the Curie tem perature ofthe Green’s function theory

with theexacttreatm entoftheanisotropy fora square-latticem onolayerwith S=1
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approaches the m ean �eld value when the anisotropy coe�cient goes to in�nity,

whereastheAnderson-Callen decoupling leadsto a divergence in thislim it.

Forthecaseofasinglem agneticdirection,the8� 8problem ofEq.(10)reduces

toa2� 2problem fortheGreen’sfunctionsG
+ ;�

ij = hhS
+
i ;S

�
j iiand G

z+ ;�

ij = hh(2Sz
i�

1)S+
j ;S

�
j ii. Forthisspecialcase,itispossible to derive analyticalexpressionsfor

thecorrelationshSziand hSzSzi:

hS
�
S
+
i = 2� hS

z
i� hS

z
S
z
i=

1

�2

Z
�

0

dkx

Z
�

0

dky

n 1

!+ � !�

h

(2hSz
i(!+

� hS
z
iJ0)+ K 2(6hS

z
S
z
i� 4))

1

e�!
+

� 1

�(2hSz
i(!�

� hS
z
iJ0)+ K 2(6hS

z
S
z
i� 4))

1

e�!
�
� 1

io

(49)

hS
� (2Sz

� 1)S+
i= hS

z
i�

1

2
(6hSz

S
z
i� 4)=

1

�2

Z �

0

dkx

Z �

0

dky

n 1

!+ � !�

h

((6hSz
S
z
i� 4)(!+

� hS
z
iJ0)+ K 2(2hS

z
i))

1

e�!
+

� 1

�((6hSz
S
z
i� 4)(!�

� hS
z
iJ0)+ K 2(2hS

z
i))

1

e�!
�
� 1

io

(50)

with

!
� =

1

2
hS

z
i(J0 � Jk)�

s

K 2
2 �

1

2
(6hSzSzi� 4)K 2Jk �

1

4
hSzi2: (51)

AttheCurietem perature,hSzi! 0,so thattheequation for!� becom es

!
� (hSz

i= 0)= �!
0 = �

s

K 2(K 2 �
1

2
(6hSzSzi)� 4)Jk); (52)

Equation (49)then reducesto

2� hS
z
S
z
i= (6hSz

S
z
i� 4)

1

�2

Z �

0

dkx

Z �

0

dky
K 2

2!0
coth(�!0

=2): (53)

For large K 2,!
0 = K 2

q

1� (6hSzSzi� 4)Jk=(2K 2) ’ K 2. Passing to the lim it

K 2 ! 1 ,oneobtainsfrom Eq.(53)atTC urie

hS
z
S
z
i= 1: (54)

Now,expanding Eq.(50)around hSzi= 0,and com paring the coe�cientsofhS zi

oftheresulting equation,onehasatTC urie

1=
1

�2

Z �

0

dkx

Z �

0

dky

n

(
K 2

!0
�
Jk(6hS

zSzi� 4)

4!0
)coth(

�!0

2
)

+ (
1

2
Jk � J0)�(6hS

z
S
z
i� 4)

e�!
0

(e�!
0

� 1)2

o

: (55)
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Noting that
R
�

0 dkx
R
�

0 dkyJk = 0 and that!0 ’ K 2 forlarge K 2,one obtainsfrom

Eq.(55)

1� coth(
�K 2

2
)= �J0�(6hS

z
S
z
i� 4))

e�K 2

(e�K 2 � 1)2
: (56)

Again,goint to the lim it K 2 ! 1 and using Eq.(54),one obtains forthe Curie

tem perature

TC urie = J0
1

2
(6hSz

S
z
i� 4)= J0 = 4J (57)

ThisisjusttheM FT result!Thisisphysically reasonablebecausealargeanisotropy

approachestheIsing lim it,and theRPA fortheIsing m odelisidenticalto itsm ean

�eld treatm ent.

Thisisin contrastto theresultofthe decoupling procedure.In Appendix B of

Ref.[5]wehaveshown thattheAnderson-Callen decoupling oftheanisotropy term

leadsfora squarem onolayerto a Curietem perature

TC urie ’
8�J=3

ln(1+ 3�2J=K 2)
; (58)

which divergesforK 2 ! 1 !
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