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The question how to introduce therm aluctuations in the equation of m otion of a m agnetic

system is addressed. Using the approach ofthe uctuation-dissipation theorem we calculate the

propertiesofthe noise forboth,the uctuating �eld and uctuating torque (force)representation.

In contrastto earliercalculations we considerthe generalcase ofa system ofinteracting m agnetic

m om entswithout the assum ption ofaxialsym m etry. W e show thatthe interactions do notresult

in any correlationsoftherm aluctuationsin the�eld representation and thatthesam ewidely used

form ula can beused in them ostgeneralcase.W efurtherprovethatclose to theequilibrium where

the uctuation-dissipation theorem isvalid,both,�eld and torque (force)representationscoincide,

being di�erentfaraway from it.

The problem ofa correctintroduction oftem perature

in theequationofm otion ofam agneticsystem hasgained

m uch im portance as a result of technological require-

m ents ofm agnetic recording industry [1,2,3]. This is

associated with theneed to perform calculationsofm ag-

netization dynam icsat� nite tem peratures. O pen prob-

lem s include fast m agnetization switching,therm alsta-

bility and m agneticviscosity,am ong others.Thecorrect

solution oftheproblem isstillfarfrom beingunderstood.

The m ain di� erence between the m agnetic problem and

the standard m olecular dynam ics approach is that the

m agnetic m om entdynam icsisgoverned by the Landau-

Lifshitzequation which includestheprecession ofa m ag-

neticm om entaround itsinternal� eld direction.Itcom -

prisescoupled � rst-orderequationsforthem agnetization

com ponents,and the requirem entofconservation ofthe

m agnetization am plitude.Asaconsequence,noanalogue

ofm assand kineticenergy existin thesystem ,thusm ak-

ing it im possible to introduce the tem perature through

thism echanism .

Consequently,the tem perature is introduced through

sm all deviations from the equilibrium con� guration.

Therefore,strictly speaking,this approach is only valid

when these deviations are sm alland it cannot be used

forfastm agnetization switching.

Letusbrie ysum m arizetheoriginalapproachfrom W .

Brown [4,5]. The underlying equation ofm otion isthe

Landau-Lifshitz-G ilbert equation which can be written

in the form

d
�!
M i

d�
= �

�!
M i�

�!
H i� �

�!
M i� [

�!
M i�

�!
H i]; (1)

where

� =
0H k

M s(1+ �2)
t;

�!
H = �

�E �

�
�!
M

(2)

0 isthe gyrom agnetic ratio and � isthe dam ping con-

stant. The m agnetic m om ent
�!
M is norm alized to the

saturation valueM s,and the internal� eld
�!
H isnorm al-

ized to the anisotropy � eld Hk = 2K =M s. The energy

E � = E =2K V ,where K is the anisotropy value and V

isthe particle volum e,containsallthe necessary energy

contributions: anisotropy,exchange,m agnetostatic and

Zeem an.

W .Brown proposed the inclusion oftherm al uctua-

tionsviaarandom � eld,added totheinternal� eld,Eq.2.

Forthe calculation ofthe propertiesofthe random � eld

he outlined two m ethods: (i) based on the  uctuation-

dissipation theorem (seealso[6])and (ii)byim posingthe

condition thattheequilibrium solution ofthecorrespon-

dentFokker-Planck equation isthe Boltzm ann distribu-

tion (see also [7]). Asa resultofboth the therm al� eld

statisticalpropertiesaregiven by

h�ii= 0; h�i(0)�j(�)i=
�kB T

K V (1+ �2)
�ij�(�); (3)

wherei;jdenoteCartesian com ponentsx;y;z.Di� erent

approaches based,for exam ple,on the Landau-Lifshitz

ratherthan on theLandau-Lifshitz-G ilbertequationwere

also introduced [7,8].

However,the propertiesofthe therm alnoise,Eqs.3,

were derived only for one isolated particle. M oreover,

Brown considered in hispaper[4]only the sim plestaxi-

ally sym m etriccase.Nevertheless,in thepasttheform u-

lasaboveprovided thebasisforpractically every num er-

icalm ethod [2,9,10,11]for the com putation ofm ag-

netization dynam icstaking into accounttherm al uctu-

ations. But the investigated m agnetic system s usually

com priseinteracting particles[12,13,14,15,16,17]due

to m agnetostatic and/or exchange couplings. For that

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202092v1


2

case the therm al� eld m ay be expected to be in uenced

by correlations between di� erent particles [10]. Hence,

itisnecessary to generalizeBrown’sresultto thecaseof

interactingm agneticm om ents.Tothebestofourknowl-

edge,thishasneverbeen donebefore.

In whatfollowswe startwith the Brownian dynam ics

approach (see[18])which wasoriginally applied to m ag-

neticsystem sby A.Lyberatosetal.[6,10].However,we

considerthegeneralcaseofan interacting system with a

non-axially-sym m etricpotential.Following thestandard

approach,weintroducethetem peratureinto them otion

ofthe Brownian particles (i.e.the m agnetic m om ents)

asaresultofthe uctuation-dissipation theorem .Conse-

quently,thisapproachisonlyvalid when sm alldeviations

from equilibrium areconsidered.

ThegeneralLangevin equation ofm otion iswritten in

the form

dxi

dt
= �

X

j

ijX j + fi; X j = �
@S

@xj
; (4)

wheretheij aretheso-called kineticcoe� cients,X j are

variableswhich are therm odynam ically conjugate to xj,

and S istheentropyofthem agneticsystem .Foraclosed

system in an externalm edium ,

X j =
1

kB T

@E

@xj
: (5)

In Eq.4, fi is a random force representing therm al

 uctuationsin the system having the properties

hfi(t)i= 0 and hfi(0)fj(t)i= �ij�(t) (6)

where

�ij = ij + ji: (7)

A linearequation ofm otion ofthe form

dxi

dt
=
X

j

Lijxj; (8)

with the associated energy

E = E 0 +
1

2

X

i;j

A ijxixj; (9)

can be rewritten as

dxi

dt
= �

X

j

Lijxj = �
X

j

ij
1

kB T

X

k

A kjxk; (10)

sothatthem atrix Lik isrelated tothekineticcoe� cients

ik in the following way [6]:

Lik = �
1

kB T

X

j

ijA kj (11)

In m icrom agneticsthe m otion ofa m agnetic m om ent

M isgovernedbythedeterm inisticLLG equation(Eq.1).

Fortheequilibrium stateofthesystem Brown’scondition

�!
M

0

i �
�!
H

0

i = 0 (12)

m ust be satis� ed, im plying that here
�!
H

0

i and
�!
M

0

i are

parallel.Close to equilibrium ,the LLG equation can be

linearized using sm alldeviations

�!
m i =

�!
M i�

�!
M

0

i;
�!
hi =

�!
H i�

�!
H

0

i (13)

from theirequilibrium values,yielding

dm i

dt
=

3NX

j= 1

Lijm j: (14)

Here,the indicesi;j countthe particlessites1;:::;N as

wellas their x;y;z coordinates. The internal� elds hj
play the role ofthe variableswhich are therm odynam i-

cally conjugateto m j,

X j =
1

kB T

@E

@m j

= �
2K V

kB T
hj: (15)

Thus, the LLG equation should be rewritten in the

form

dm i

dt
=
2K V

kB T

3NX

j= 1

ijhj (16)

which isan easierway tocalculatethekineticcoe� cients

than the use ofEq.11. The representation ofthe LLG

equation in theform ofEq.4 m eansthatin whatfollows

the therm al uctuationsare introduced asa  uctuating

torque(a generalized forceratherthan a � eld).Laterwe

willshow thatin thelinearapproxim ation thisisequiva-

lentto the standard  uctuating � eld representation.Al-

ternatively,Eq.16 could be viewed asa polarrepresen-

tation ofthe m agnetization vectorm 1

i = �i;m
2

i = ’i,in

thiscasetheconjugatevariablesarethepolarprojections

oftheinternal� elds(h�;h’)and the uctuationsfi will

stand fortherandom � eld polarcom ponents.Thislatter

approach wasused originally by W .Brown [4].

W econtinueby writingtheenergy ofthesystem in the

form

E
� =

NX

i

�

�
�!
M i�

�!
H i+

�

2
M

2

i

�

: (17)

where � is the Lagrange m ultiplier. In the zero order

approxim ation one obtains

�!
M

0

i =
1

�

�!
H

0

i (18)

which corresponds to Brown’s condition, Eq.12. The

linearapproxim ation leadsto the equilibrium condition

�
�!
M

0

i �
�!
hi�

�!
H

0

i �
�!
m i+ �

�!
M

0

i �
�!
m i = 0; (19)
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which leaves us only the quadratic form for the energy

expression nearthe equilibrium ,

E
� = E 0 �

NX

i

�
�!
m i�

�!
hi�

�

2
m

2

i

�

: (20)

The general expression for m agnetic energies is a

quadraticform in term softhem agnetization (apartfrom

the Zeem an term which is included in the equilibrium

� eld
�!
H

0

i and condition 19).Therefore,itisreasonableto

supposethatthe total� eld can be expressed as

h
�
i =

X

j;�

B
��

ij m
�

j = h
�
eff;i� �m

�
i (21)

whereh�
eff;i

arethecom ponentsofthee� ective� eld due

to the di� erent energy contributions and � �m �
i is the

� eld dueto thekinem aticinteraction expressingthecon-

straints(Lagrangem ultiplier).ThevalueoftheLagrange

m ultiplierisnorm ally found from theequilibrium condi-

tion 19. However,its actualvalue is not necessary for

calculationsdue to the factthatthe LLG equation con-

servesthe m agnetization length.Latin indicesrepresent

thesitesofthem om entsand theG reek onesthem agne-

tization com ponentsx;y;z.In thiscasethe� nalexpres-

sion forthe energy (Eq.20)takesthe form

E
� = E 0 �

X

i;j;�;�

(B
��

ij
� �ij��� )m

�
im

�

j
: (22)

The expressions for the kinetic coe� cients could be

obtained by using directly the expression 11.In thisap-

proach it seem s that the � nalresult could also include

correlations between di� erent particles [10]. But this

is not the case: the kinetic coe� cients can be obtained

m uch easierrepresenting the linearized LLG equation in

the form ofEq.16 yielding


xx
ij =

�kB T

2K V

h

(M
0;y

i )2 + (M
0;z

i )2
i

�ij (23)


xy

ij =
kB T

2K V

h

� M
0;z

i + �M
0;x

i M
0;y

i

i

�ij (24)


yx

ij =
kB T

2K V

h

M
0;z

i + �M
0;x

i M
0;y

i

i

�ij (25)


yy

ij =
�kB T

2K V

h

(M
0;x

i )2 + (M
0;z

i )2
i

�ij: (26)

The other coe� cients can be obtained by sym m etry.

Note, that there are no correlations between di� erent

particles. Also, the kinetic coe� cients have obviously

reversible parts (com ing from rotation)and irreversible

parts (from dam ping). The reversible antisym m etric

parts do not contribute to the therm al uctuations af-

teradding thekineticcoe� cientsto calculatethem atrix

�from Eq.7,yielding

�
xx
ij =

�kB T

K V

h

(M
0;y

i )2 + (M
0;z

i )2
i

�ij (27)

�
xy

ij =
�kB T

K V
M

0;x

i M
0;y

i �ij: (28)

O nce again,the others can be obtained by sym m etry.

Note that in a generalsystem ofcoordinates there are

correlationsbetween di� erentm agnetization com ponents

butno correlationsbetween di� erentparticles.However,

ifwesetthelocalcoordinatesystem such thatthez axis

coincides with the equilibrium m agnetization direction,

M
0;x

i = 0;M
0;y

i = 0;M
0;z

i = 1,these correlationsdisap-

pearand wehavethesam etherm al uctuationsin x and

y directionsbutno  uctuationsin z direction,

�
xx
ij = �

yy

ij =
�kB T

K V
�ij and �

zz
ij = 0: (29)

Thus,thetorque uctuationsproducee� ectively correla-

tions and di� erent values oftherm al uctuations in all

other system s of coordinates di� erent from the global

one,where one ofthe axesisparallelto the equilibrium

m agnetization direction and where the equation ofm o-

tion forthiscom ponentdisappears.

It is custom ary to introduce therm al uctuations in

the� eld com ponents(see[9]and originally W .F.Brown

[4]) instead ofthe torque  uctuations asderived above.

Thishasitsorigin in therepresentation oftheLLG equa-

tion in asphericalsystem ofcoordinatesin form ofEq.4.

However,in both ofthese papersabove only the axially

sym m etriccasewithoutinteractionswasconsidered.The

big di� erence between these two approachesisthe m ul-

tiplicative characterofthe� eld noiseversusthe additive

noise ofthe torque. Thisturnsoutto be im portantfor

largerm agnetization deviations. But � rst we willshow

that in the globalcoordinate system both approaches,

torque and � eld, give the sam e result, as long as the

m agnetization deviationsfrom theequilibrium aresm all.

Let us use a decom position ofthe � eld com ponents

accordingto H i ! H i+ �i,where�i arethecom ponents

ofthe  uctuation part ofthe � eld. W hen this is done

we obtain the following expansion of the equations of

m otion,

dM i

d�
= � "

ijk
M

j
H

k
� �H

m
�

M
m
M

i
� �

m i
�

� "
ijk
M

j
�
k
� ��

m
�

M
m
M

i
� �

m i
�

= A
i(M n

;H
l)+ B

ij(M n)�j: (30)

Furtherm ore,in the globalsystem ofcoordinateswelin-

earize the m agnetization by the decom position M i !

M i
0
+ m i,where m i are sm all uctuations around the

equilibrium values M i
0
,and apply the constraintcondi-

tion,j
�!
M j= 1.Forsim plicitybelow wedrop in theform u-

lastheparticleindex i.Thecom ponentsin thespeci� ed

coordinatesystem arethen

dm x

d�
= A

x(�!m )� (m y + �m
x)�z + f

x
; (31)

dm y

d�
= A

y(�!m )+ (m x
� �m

y)�z + f
y
; (32)

dm z

d�
= (m x + m

y)(�x � ��
y); (33)
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where
�!
A (�!m )standsforthelinearized determ inisticpart

ofthe LLG equation and

f
x = �

y + ��
x
; f

y = � �
y + ��

x
: (34)

Theconstraintcondition im pliesthatin a � rstorderap-

proxim ationitism z(�)= 0;8�.Thisiscom patiblewith

Eq.33 only ifthe � eld  uctuations�i can be considered

to be sm allquantities,in which case productsofthe �i

with the m i can be ignored in Eq.(31).These equations

suggestthat the � eld  uctuations contribute additively.

From Eqs.34 one can also obtain Brown’sform ulasfor

the � eld  uctuations(Eq.3).

Itisim portanttonotethatthelastequationissatis� ed

forany  uctuation � eld valuedueto thecharacterofthe

LLG equation. Thusthe fz value (or�z)isin thiscase

unde� ned.In any casethe com ponent�z isnote� cient

sinceitactsparallelto them agnetization direction.The

assum ption m ade in the paper ofA.Lyberatos and R.

Chantrell[9]is that the � eld com ponents are isotropic

and that

h�
x
i= h�

y
i= h�

z
i: (35)

This assum ption in the global system of coordinates

(where the  uctuation-dissipation theorem is applied)

leadsto the rem arkablesym m etry (35)ofthe � eld com -

ponentsin allthe system sofcoordinatesand to the ab-

sence ofcorrelations. Furtherm ore,it is assum ed that

this property is valid through the m agnetization rever-

sal.

Forthe torque  uctuations the reasonable hypothesis

to m im ic the � eld ones would be the assum ption that

therearenevertorque(force) uctuationsalongthem ag-

netization direction.In thiscasethecorrelationsbetween

di� erentnoisecom ponentswould appearin allothersys-

tem sofcoordinatesdi� erentfrom theglobalone.W hile

equivalent near the equilibrium , these two approaches

willbe di� erentfarfrom it.Atthispoint,wewould like

to restate that the whole theory is valid for sm all uc-

tuationsaround the equilibrium where both approaches

coincide.

In conclusion,theapplication oftheBrownian dynam -

icsapproach to the m otion ofa m agnetic system shows

thatinteractionsdo notintroducecorrelationsinto ther-

m al uctuationsintroduced asboth,eithera  uctuating

torque or a  uctuating � eld. Correlations m ay appear

between di� erentm agnetization com ponentsasa result

oftheconservation ofthevalueofthem agneticm om ent.

The reasonable hypothesis that allthe  uctuating � eld

com ponentsare equivalentleadsto Brown’swell-known

form ulasforthe uctuating � eldsvalueswithoutcorrela-

tions. This validatesallpreviously done m icrom agnetic

calculationswherethiskind ofassum ption wasm ade.
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