
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

83
24

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  1
6 

A
ug

 2
00

2

In-plane dipole coupling anisotropy ofa square ferrom agnetic H eisenberg m onolayer

M .Dantziger,B.G linsm ann,S.Sche�er,B.Zim m erm ann,and P.J.Jensen �

I. Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik, Universit�at Ham burg,

Jungiusstr.9, D-20355 Ham burg, G erm any

In this study we calculate the dipole-coupling-induced quartic in-plane anisotropy ofa square

ferrom agnetic Heisenberg m onolayer. This anisotropy increases with an increasing tem perature,

reaching itsm axim um value close to the Curie tem perature ofthe system . AtT = 0 the system is

isotropic,besidesa sm allrem aining anisotropy dueto thezero-pointm otion ofquantum m echanical

spins. The reason for the dipole-coupling-induced anisotropy isthe disturbance ofthe square spin

lattice due to therm al
uctuations(’order-by-disorder’e�ect). Forusualferrom agnets itsstrength

issm allascom pared to otheranisotropiccontributions,and decreasesby application ofan external

m agnetic �eld. The results are obtained from a Heisenberg Ham iltonian by application ofa m ean

�eld approach for a spin cluster,as wellas from a m any-body G reen’s function theory within the

Tyablikov-decoupling (RPA).

PACS num bers:75.70.-i,75.50.Ee,75.70.Cn

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The investigation of the m agnetic properties of fer-

rom agnetic ultrathin �lm s is a �eld of intense current

interest1. In this contribution we determ ine the m ag-

netic in-plane anisotropy of a square two-dim ensional

(2D)Heisenbergferrom agnetin presenceofthem agnetic

dipoleinteraction.In 2D m agnetstheaction ofm agnetic

anisotropiesis twofold. First,they induce a long range

m agnetization2,3,4 with a Curietem peratureoftheorder

ofthe exchange coupling5, whereas a strictly isotropic

2D Heisenberg m agnet does not exhibit any long range

m agnetic orderat�nite tem peratures(M erm in-W agner-

theorem )6. M oreover,the long range character ofthe

dipoleinteraction itselfissu�cientto stabilizethem ag-

netization in a 2D m agnet. Secondly,the anisotropies

determ ine the easy and hard axesofthe m agnetization

with respect to the lattice fram e1. For a ferrom agnetic

thin �lm thedipolecouplingprefersan in-planedirection

ofthe m agnetization (shape anisotropy,dem agnetizing

�eld). Except for very sm allthicknesses thin �lm s are

usually in-planem agnetized.Thecorrespondingin-plane

easy axis depends on the lattice sym m etry ofthe �lm

face. For a rectangular (110) m onolayer the dipole in-

teraction inducesa uniaxialin-planeanisotropy,theeasy

axis being the in-plane axialdirection with the sm aller

lattice constant,as can easily be shown by calculating

the corresponding latticesum s.

O n the otherhand,fora square m onolayerthe dipole

coupling, although itself not rotational invariant, ex-

hibitsa continuous energy degeneracy forclassicalspins

atT = 0. Thus,due to the M erm in-W agnertheorem a

long rangem agnetic orderisnotexpected at�nite tem -

peratures.However,ashasbeen shown by M onte Carlo

calculationsand interactingspin wavetheory,am agnetic

ordering and a criticaltem peratureexistsfordipolecou-

pled spinson a square lattice7,since the m agnetic exci-

tations are not continuously degenerate. In this case a

quarticin-planeanisotropy ispresent,thecorresponding

easy axesbeing the edgesofthe squarelattice.In other

words,thedensity ofstatesand thustheentropydepends

on the m agnetic direction within the lattice. This phe-

nom enon isan exam ple ofthe ’order-by-disorder’ e�ect

in frustrated m agnets8.In thesesystem stherm al
uctu-

ationsorlatticedisturbancespartly rem ovefrustrations,

and a collectivem agneticordering em ergesat�nitetem -

peratures.

W hereas the existence ofa �nite m agnetization and

a quartic anisotropy at �nite tem peratures for dipole

coupled spins on a square lattice has been proven,the

strength and thetem peraturebehaviorofthisanisotropy

has not been determ ined yet. O fparticular interest is

whether the dipole-coupling-induced quartic anisotropy

can bem easured,and how thisanisotropycom pareswith

the single-ion quartic lattice anisotropy due to the spin-

orbitcoupling. In this study we willadressthese ques-

tionswith thehelp ofam ean �eld approxim ation,taking

into account a square spin cluster with di�erent num -

bers ofspins (O guchi-theory)9,10,as outlined in Sec.II.

Furtherm ore, we apply a m any-body G reen’s function

theory within the Tyablikov-decoupling (RPA) by con-

sidering collectivem agneticexcitations(spin waves)and

interactions between them 11,12,which are in particular

im portantfor2D m agneticsystem s.O urresultsaresum -

m arized and discussed in Sec.III.

II. T H EO R Y

The free energy F (T;�) is determ ined within a

Heisenberg-type Ham iltonian as a function ofthe tem -

perature T and the in-plane angle �. A square (001)

ferrom agneticm onolayerisconsidered,which isspanned

by the xz-plane,the z-direction refers to � = 0. The

isotropicnearestneighborHeisenberg exchangecoupling

J,the m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction,and an exter-

nalm agnetic �eld B between localized Heisenberg spins

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208324v1
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Si on latticesitesiaretaken into account:
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J
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��

rijSj

�i

; (1)

with gtheLand�efactorand �B theBohrm agneton.The

spin quantum num ber is assum ed to be S = 1=2. The

lattice vectorbetween sitesiand j isgiven by rij,with

rij = jrijjthe distance. Allspins are assum ed to be

aligned parallely (ferrom agnetic order),the m agnetiza-

tion m i(T)= m (T)= (0;0;m (T))isdirected along the

m agnetic�eld B = (0;0;B ).

To account for a varying angle ofthe m agnetization

with respectto thelatticefram e,thelatticeisrotated by

the in-planeangle� with respectto the z-axis,yielding

the rotated latticevectors:

r
0

ij =

0

@

rzij sin� + rxij cos�

0

rzij cos� � rxij sin�

1

A : (2)

Clearly,the only sourcein Eq.(1)fora possible in-plane

anisotropy is the double scalar product of the dipole

interaction. W ithin the single-spin (Bragg-W illiam s-)

m ean �eld approxim ation10 thedipolecoupling yieldsan

additionalcontribution to the m olecular �eld. The re-

sulting single-spin Ham iltonian reads

H (1)
= �

�

qJ m (T)+ w S(0;0)m (T)+ g�B B

�

S
z
1

+
1

2
m

2
(T)

�

qJ + w S(0;0)

�

; (3)

with q = 4 the num ber ofnearestneighbors (coordina-

tion num ber),w = (g�B )
2=a30 the strength ofthe dipole

interaction,ao thelatticeconstant,S(0;0)� 4:51681the

corresponding lattice sum 13,and m (T)= hSz1ithe m ag-

netization. Thus,within this approxim ation the dipole

interaction isisotropic fora square m onolayerand does

notdepend on the in-planeangle�.

O ur approach willnow be im proved by applying the

so-called O guchim ethod9,10.A num berN > 1 ofneigh-

boring spins isconsidered,the interactionsbetween the

N spinsin thisclusterare treated exactly. The rem ain-

ing lattice iscoupled to the spin clusterby a m olecular

�eld. To conserve the sym m etry ofthe square lattice,

we take into account only square-shaped spin clusters,

the three sm allestpossible clustersare characterized by

N = 4;9,and 16.Notethattheresulting clusterHam il-

toniansH (N ) areusually non-diagonal,i.e.contributions

proportionaltotheSx-and Sy-spin com ponentsm ay be

present. Therefore,as a further approxim ation we con-

sideronly thediagonalelem ents.Thisapproach guaran-

teesthatthem agnetization isdirected alongtheexternal

m agnetic �eld. Asan exam ple,the Ham iltonian forthe

four-spin cluster(N = 4)reads:

H (4)
= � (J � w)

�

S
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1
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+ 4J m
2
(T)+ 2w m

2
(T)

�

S(0;0)� 1�
1

25=2

�

: (4)

The partition function forthiscaseisgiven by:

Z
(4)
(T;B ;�)=

+ SX

S z
1
;S z

2
;S z

3
;S z

4
= � S

exp(� �H(4)); (5)

and the (average)m agnetization by:

m (T;B ;�) =
1

4Z (4)(T;B ;�)
�

+ SX

S z
1
;S z

2
;S z

3
;S z

4
= � S

(S
z
1 + S

z
2 + S

z
3 + S

z
4) exp(� �H(4)); (6)

with � = 1=kB T and kB the Boltzm ann constant. The

correspondingexpressionsfortheotherinvestigated sizes

are rather lengthy and not shown here. The di�erence

ofthe free energy F (T;B ;�)= � kB T lnZ(T;B ;�) be-

tween the diagonal(� = �=4) and the axialdirections

(� = 0)yieldsthein-planeanisotropyK 4;dip(T;B ),which

willbecalculated asa function ofthetem peratureT and

the externalm agnetic�eld B .

Itisim portantto m ention thatthe m ean �eld theory

asdescribed in the preceeding subsection doesnotful�ll

theM erm in-W agner-theorem fortheisotropic2D Heisen-

berg m agnet.In thiscasethelong rangem agneticorder

becom esunstableagainstcollectivem agneticexcitations

with long wavelengths2,3,5. Thus,the consideration of
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these spin wavesisvery im portantforthe m agnetic be-

haviorofa ferrom agneticm onolayer.Forthedeterm ina-

tion ofthe dipole-coupling-induced in-plane anisotropy

weapply in addition a m any-body G reen’sfunction the-

ory to theHam iltonian Eq.(1),afterthelatticeisrotated

by thein-planeangle�,Eq.(2).W econsidertheG reen’s

functions G
��

ij = hhS�i ;S
�

j ii, � = + ;� ;z, which are

solved within theTyablikov-decoupling11.Sinceinterac-

tionsbetween spin wavesare partly taken into account,

the m agnetic properties can be determ ined up to the

Curie tem perature by this m ethod. The respective for-

m alism isdescribed in detailin4,thusweoutlinem erely

necessary extensions in the Appendix. The m agnetiza-

tion m (T;B ;�),the internalenergy E (T;B ;�),and the

free energy F (T;B ;�) are calculated. For com parison,

we determ ine the corresponding quantities also by con-

sidering the Holstein-Prim ako� approxim ation14,which

isvalid atlow tem peratures.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

By application of the described m ethods we calcu-

late the e�ective dipole-coupling-induced in-plane m ag-

netic anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B ) for a square ferrom ag-

netic m onolayer as a function of the tem perature T

and the applied m agnetic �eld B . A �nite value in-

dicates that this anisotropy is caused by the m ag-

netic dipole coupling, since other sources of m agnetic

anisotropiesare not present in the Ham iltonian Eq.(1).

For the strength of the dipole interaction we choose

(g�B )
2=a3o = w = 0:01J,which is appropriate for 3d-

transition m etalferrom agnets. K 4;dip(T;B ) is given in

unitsofthe energy di�erencebetween the perpendicular

and the in-plane m agnetization (dem agnetizing energy)

E dem ag(0)= (3=2)w S(0;0)m 2(0)� 2� w S2 fora ferro-

m agneticm onolayeratT = 0.

Thefreeenergy F (T;�)exhibitsa four-fold sym m etry

as a function ofthe in-plane angle �. The easy m ag-

neticaxesaredirected along theedges(� = 0;�=2,etc.),

and the hard axes along the diagonals (� = �=4;3�=4,

etc.) ofthe square lattice as obtained in7. The quartic

anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B ) is depicted in Fig.1 as a func-

tion ofthe tem perature,calculated by the O guchiap-

proach.Three di�erentsizesofthe spin clusterarecon-

sidered (N = 4;9;16),aswellasdi�erentm agnetic�eld

strengths B . The Curie tem perature TC (N ) decreases

with an increasing N ,since additionalspin correlations

are considered. As can be seen,K 4;dip(T;B ) increases

with an increasing tem perature,reaching a m axim um at

TC .Thistem peraturebehaviorisin striking contrastto

the corresponding behavior ofother anisotropic contri-

butions.Usually the e�ective anisotropiesdecrease with

an increasing tem perature,and vanish atTC forB = 0.

K 4;dip(T;B )exhibitsacusp atTC and decreasesfortem -

peraturesT > TC . By increasing the size N ofthe spin

cluster,K 4;dip(T;B ) becom es larger. An application of

a m agnetic�eld reducesK 4;dip(T;B ),and the cusp near
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FIG .1: E�ective dipole-coupling-induced quartic in-plane

m agnetic anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B ) for a square m onolayer

as a function of the tem perature T, calculated within the

O guchi m ean �eld m ethod for spin cluster sizes N =

4; 9; 16. Two di�erent m agnetic �eld strengths B are con-

sidered (g�B B =E dem ag(0) = 0; 1:5). The �eld energy and

K 4;dip(T;B ) are given in units ofthe dem agnetizing energy

E dem ag(0).Thedot-dashed lineshowsK 4;dip(T;B )forB = 0

and N = 4 by considering non-diagonalm atrix elem ents of

theHam iltonian,cf.Sec.II.Forcom parison,also thee�ective

single-ion quarticanisotropy K 4;so(T)resultingfrom thespin-

orbitinteraction isshown,calculated within atherm odynam ic

perturbation theory by assum ing K 4;so(0) = 0:01E dem ag(0)

(dotted line).

TC changes to a m axim um . For com parison,in Fig.1

we show K 4;dip(T;B ) for B = 0 and N = 4 by consid-

ering also non-diagonalelem entsin the clusterHam ilto-

nian H (4),cf.Sec.II.A decrease ofTC and an increase

ofK 4;dip(T;B )by � 10% isobtained with respectto the

calculationswhich considerdiagonalelem entsonly.

In addition, we have calculated K 4;dip(T;B ) by ap-

plication ofthe m any-body G reen’s function theory as

outlined in4 and in the Appendix. For w = 0:01J

the Curie tem perature is calculated to be kB T
R P A
C =

0:373J. In Fig.2(a,b)we presentthe resulting m agneti-

zation m (T;B )and anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B )asfunctions

of the tem perature and the m agnetic �eld. In accor-

dance with the results obtained from the O guchi ap-

proach, K 4;dip(T;B ) increases with an increasing tem -

perature. Due to the consideration of quantum m e-

chanicalspins a �nite value of K 4;dip(T;B ) is already

presentatT = 0,resulting from the zero-pointspin m o-

tion (quantum 
uctuations). Note that the presence of

the dipole coupling causes a non-saturated m agnetiza-

tion m (T = 0) < S = 1=23,14. In Fig.2 also the re-

sultsasobtainedfrom theHolstein-Prim ako�approxim a-

tion areshown,which neglectsinteractionsbetween spin

waves. The corresponding m agnetization m (T;B ) and

anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B )atlow tem peraturesarecloseto

the resultsasobtained from the RPA.Atelevated tem -

peraturesT & TC =3 the Holstein-Prim ako� approxim a-
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FIG . 2: M agnetization m (T;B ) (a) and e�ective quartic

in-plane m agnetic anisotropy K 4;dip(T;B ) (b) for a square

m onolayer as functions ofthe tem perature T and the m ag-

netic�eld B ,calculated byapplication oftheG reen’sfunction

m ethod within the Tyablikov-decoupling (RPA).The Curie

tem perature is calculated to be kB T
R P A
C = 0:373J. The

�eld energy and K 4;dip(T;B ) are given in units of the de-

m agnetizing energy E dem ag(0). In addition, the results as

obtained from theHolstein-Prim ako�approxim ation (HP)for

B = 0aredepicted (dashed lines).Forcom parison,thedotted

lineshowsthee�ectivesingle-ion quarticanisotropy K 4;so(T),

with K 4;so(0)= 0:01E dem ag(0).

tion isno longervalid.

As has already been obtained from M onte Carlo cal-

culationsand interacting spin wave theory7,the dipole-

coupling-induced in-plane anisotropy is caused by m ag-

netic 
uctuations. This order-by-disordere�ect is thus

controlled by the m agnetic entropy ofthe system 8. An

energeticin
uence should becom e apparentatT = 0 al-

ready within a m ean �eld approxim ation. Besides the

e�ects resulting from the zero-point m otion,the term s

ofthe dipole interaction dependent on the in-plane an-

gle � cancelfor a strictly square m agnetic lattice, i.e.

fora fully saturated ferrom agnetic state. At�nite tem -

peratures therm al
uctuations disturb this square peri-

odicity, causing an e�ective quartic in-plane m agnetic

anisotropy,which re
ects the underlying spatiallattice

sym m etry. The single-spin m ean �eld theory conserves

the periodicity ofthe square m agnetic lattice,since all

other spin operators are replaced by uniform expecta-

tion values.Thus,within thisapproxim ation oneobtains

K 4;dip(T;B )= 0foralltem peratures.O ntheotherhand,

within the O guchiapproach the interactions between a

num berofspinsaretreated exactly,consideringafew col-

lectivem agneticexcitationswith shortwavelengthsrang-

ingoverseverallatticeconstants,and resultingin a�nite

valueforK 4;dip(T;B )forT > 0.Them any-bodyG reen’s

function theory takes into account spin waves with all

possible wavelengths. Since K 4;dip(T;B ) is m axim alat

elevated tem peratures, K 4;dip(T;B ) is caused by m ag-

netic 
uctuations in particular with short wavelengths,

which becom e excited in thistem peraturerange.

W ithin theO guchiapproach wecalculatea m axim um

valueofK 4;dip(T;B )oftheorderof0.1% ofthedem agne-

tizingenergyE dem ag(0).O n theotherhand,K 4;dip(T;B )

as calculated from the G reen’s function m ethod is

m ore than a m agnitude larger,nam ely K 4;dip(T;B ) �

0:01E dem ag(0)nearTC . Sim ilarly,the action ofa m ag-

netic�eld B on theanisotropy K 4;dip(T;B )iscalculated

to be m uch m ore pronounced within the G reen’s func-

tion theory than within the O guchiapproach,cf.Figs.1

and 2.Thereason forthestrong di�erencesbetween the

resultsobtained from thetwo m ethodsisthattheform er

one considers collective m agnetic excitations with long

wavelengths.These are known to have strong e�ectson

them agneticpropertiesofultrathin �lm s3,5.In thiscase

the m agnetic �eld acts m erely on spin blocks, i.e.cor-

related regionsofneighboring spinscharacterized by the

shortrangeorderparam eter15,resultingin am uch larger

m agneticresponse.Forinstance,theinduced m agnetiza-

tion in a ferrom agnetic trilayerhas been determ ined to

bean orderofm agnitudelargerby consideration ofspin

waves16. The collective m agnetic excitations are m ost

pronounced for a single m agnetic layer3,the zero-point

m otion isstrongestforthe spin num berS = 1=2. Note

thatthetheoreticalm ethodsapplied in thepresentstudy

arem uch lessdem andingthan M onteCarlosim ulations7.

The obtained dipole-coupling-induced in-plane

anisotropy is sm all as com pared to other (e�ective)

anisotropies, since we have considered interaction

strengthsappropriatefor3d-transition m etalferrom ag-

nets.A sm allvalueforK 4;dip(T;B )hasbeen conjectured

in7. Ifa ten tim es largerratio w=J between the dipole

coupling strength and the exchange interaction is

assum ed, the ratio K 4;dip(T;B )=E dem ag(0) increases

roughly by the sam e factor. Since usually the e�ective

anisotropies decrease with an increasing tem perature,

K 4;dip(T;B ) m ight becom e observable at elevated tem -

peratures. For com parison, we show in Figs.1 and 2

also the e�ective single-ion quartic in-plane anisotropy

K 4;so(T)resulting from the spin-orbitinteraction. This

quantity iscalculated with thehelp ofa therm odynam ic

perturbation theory17. By assum ing its strength to be

K 4;so(0) = 0:01E dem ag(0),and adapting corresponding

Curie tem peratures, K 4;so(T) becom es com parable to

K 4;dip(T;B ) at T=TC � 0:8� 0:9. In this tem perature

range the total quartic in-plane anisotropy should

increase again, or exhibit an in-plane m agnetic reori-

entation. As m entioned, this dipole-coupling-induced

anisotropy should be m ore apparent for ferrom agnetic

(001)thin �lm swith a largew=J-ratio.

W eliketocom m enton thefactthata�niteanisotropy

isobtained forT > TC .Usually the e�ective anisotropy

as observed for a collectively ordered ferrom agnetic

state vanishes above TC . However, a vanishing e�ec-
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tive anisotropy for T > TC does not indicate that the

anisotropy aspresentin theHeisenberg Ham iltonian dis-

appears.A single (param agnetic)spin isstillsubjectto

e.g.the single-ion uniaxialanisotropy K 2 also ifthe net

m agnetization is zero. The resulting free energy di�er-

ence between the easy and the hard m agnetic directions

(’param agnetic anisotropy’) behaves as / K 2
2=kB T for

K 2 � kB T,and israthersm allifK 2 issm allascom pared

to the exchange interaction J / kB TC . W ith regard to

the presentstudy,a �nite value ofK 4;dip(T;B = 0) for

T > TC re
ects the dipole-coupling-induced anisotropy

ofa spin block15.

Note that the free energy F (T;B ) as obtained from

theG reen’sfunction m ethod yieldsunphysicalresultsfor

tem peratures near and above TC . As can be shown18,

for large tem peratures the free energy F (T;B ) as cal-

culated by this m ethod does not approach the value

� kB T ln2, which is the free energy of a single, non-

interacting S = 1=2-spin. Thisunphysicalbehaviorre-

sults in a stillincreasing K 4;dip(T;B ) for T > TC , cf.

Fig.2(b).Nevertheless,weexpectthattheG reen’sfunc-

tion approachre
ectsthecorrectbehaviorofK 4;dip(T;B )

for T < TC ,since its behavior is corroborated by the

O guchim ethod and the Holstein-Prim ako� approach.

W ehaveconsidered asquarem onolayeronly.A sim ilar

e�ectisexpected alsoforthicker�lm swith asquare(001)

face,or for a hexagonal(111) thin �lm . In addition,a

corresponding e�ectm ay em ergefora three-dim ensional

cubic lattice, for which the dipole interaction cancels

exactly. At elevated tem peratures,however,caused by

therm al
uctuations the frustration due to this period-

icity willbe lifted. The dipole coupling then induces a

cubicm agneticanisotropy with easy axesdirected along

e.g.theedgesofthecubiclattice.Also isthiscasean in-

creasinganisotropywith an increasingtem peratureisex-

pected.To obtain an anisotropiccontribution caused by

them agneticdipoleinteraction via theorder-by-disorder

e�ect,we em phasize thatthe lattice sym m etry m ustbe

strictly cubic orsquare. A lattice distortion e.g.due to

m agnetostrictivee�ectswillprobably blurthise�ect.
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A ppendix: M any-body G reen’s function theory

The following com m utator G reen’s functions in the

frequency space are taken into account: G �
ij(!) =

hhS�i ;S
�

j ii!, � = + ;� ;z. By considering the Ham il-

tonian Eq.(1), these G reen’s functions are solved in

the usual way by the equation of m otion4,11,12. The

higher order G reen’s functions are approxim ated by

the Tyablikov-decoupling (RPA)11,e.g.hhSzk S
+

i ;S
�

j ii’

hSzihhS
+

i ;S
�

j ii,resulting in a system oflinearequations

forthe G �
ij(!). By application ofa Fouriertransform a-

tion into the 2D wave vectorspace kk � k,one obtains

G z(k;!) = 0,ifhS+ i = hS� i= 0. The rem aining two

G reen’sfunctionsG � (k;!)areeasily evaluated4:

G
+
(k;!) = 2m (T)

! + a(k)

!2 � "2(k)
; (7)

G
�
(k;!) = 2m (T)

b(k)

!2 � "2(k)
; (8)

with m (T)= hSzi.Them agnon dispersion relation "(k)

isgiven by

"
2
(k) = a

2
(k)� b

2
(k); (9)

a(k) = g�B B + m (T)

�

J(0)� J(k)

�

(10)

+ w m (T)

�

S(0;0)+ S(kz;kx)

�

1�
3

2
cos

2
�

�

+ S(kx;kz)

�

1�
3

2
sin

2
�

�

+ 3T(kz;kx)cos� sin�

�

;

b(k) =
3

2
w m (T)

h

S(kz;kx)cos
2
� + S(kx;kz)sin

2
�

� 2T(kz;kx)cos� sin�

i

: (11)

J(k)= 2J (coskxa0 + coskza0)isthe Fouriertransform

oftheexchangeinteraction,with ao thelatticeconstant.

Theoscillating lattice sum s13 arede�ned by

S(kx;kz) =

+ 1X

l;n= � 1

l2

(l2 + n2)5=2
exp(� ikxa0l� ikza0n);

T(kz;kx) =

+ 1X

l;n= � 1

ln

(l2 + n2)5=2
exp(� ikza0l� ikxa0n);

(12)

where the term s with l = n = 0 have to be om itted.

Thefollowing expressionsarevalid forthespin quantum

num ber S = 1=2. The m agnetization m (T)is obtained

from the spectraltheorem 12:

m (T;�) =
1

2
�

1

N

X

k

hS� S+ i(k)

=
1

2
�
m (T)

N

X

k

�
a(k)

"(k)
cothx � 1

�

; (13)

with x = "(k)=2kB T. The sum m ation extendsoverthe

�rst Brillouin zone,N denotes the num ber ofk-points.

By calculating the expectation value hSziS
z
ji with the

help of G + (k;!)12, we obtain for the internal energy

E (T;�)perspin:

E (T;�) = E 0 +
m (T;�)

2N

X

k

 

e1(k)

�
a(k)

"(k)
cothx � 1

�

+

�

e2(k)
b(k)

"(k)
+ "(k)

�

cothx � a(k)+ b(k)

!

; (14)
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with the denotations

E 0 = �
1

2
g�B B �

1

8

�

J(0)+ w S(0;0)

�

; (15)

e1(k) = g�B B +
1

2

�

J(0)� J(k)

�

+
w

2

�

S(0;0)+ S(kz;kx)+ S(kx;kz)

�

;(16)

e2(k) =
1

2
J(k)�

w

2

�

S(kz;kx)+ S(kx;kz)

�

: (17)

Finally,thefreeenergy F (T;�)iscalculated from a tem -

peratureintegraloverE (T;�)12.TheHolstein-Prim ako�

approxim ation14 isobtained by replacing them agnetiza-

tion m (T)on the rightside ofEq.(13)by itssaturation

valueS = 1=2.
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