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A nisotropic susceptibilities of thin ferrom agnetic Im s w ithin m any-body G reen’s
function theory
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T ransverse and parallkel static susceptibilities of In-plane uniaxial anisotropic ferrom agnetic In s
are calculated using a Heisenberg m odel w ithin the fram ework of m any-body G reen’s function
theory. T he in portance of collective m agnetic excitations, in particular in the param agnetic regin e,
is depp onstrated by com paring w ith m ean eld calculations. T he paper extends the work of Jensen
et al¥ on them onolayer w ith spin 1=2 to the m ultilayer case w ith aritrary spin.

1. Introduction

In a recent paper, Jensen et al;].‘ reported on the m easurem ent of the m agnetic susceptibility of a bilayer Co Im
with an In-plane uniaxial anisotropy. On the basis of a H eisenberg m odel they determm ined the isotropic exchange
Interaction and the m agnetic anisotropy w ithin the fram ework ofa G reen’s function theory by tting the interaction
param eters of the theory to the m easured susceptibilities along the easy and hard axes in the param agnetic regin e,
assum Ing a spin S = 1=2. In this paper, we generalize the theoretical treatm ent to the m ultilayer case and to spins
S>1/2.W e organize the paper as follow s. In Section 2 we explain the m odel and the G reen’s function form alisn for
its solution. Section 3 digplays the num erical results. In the nalSection 4 we sum m arize the results and present our
conclusions.

2. The m odeland the G reen’s function form alism

W e consider a H am iltonian consisting of a ferrom agnetic isotropic H eisenberg exchange interaction w ith strength
(Jx1 > 0) between nearest neighbour lattice sites, a uniaxial in-plane exchange anisotropy In the z-direction w ith

strength @ x1 > 0), and an extemalm agnetic eld B = B *;0;B?) con ned to the In plane:
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Here the notation S, = Sy JS]Z is Introduced, where k gnd lare lattice site Indices and < k1> indicates sum m ation
over nearest neighbours only. In kesping w ith reference!, we do not consider the dipole coupling, since it is alm ost
isotropic for the n-plane situation. W e note, howgyer, that the form alisn is capable of handling this coupling,
if so desired, and we refer the reader to references®, where we treated the reorientation of the m agnetization of
forrom agnetic  In's with anisotropies nomal to the In plane. Also I kesping with referencet, we choose the
exchange anisotropy over the single-ion anisotropy, which has the advantage ofbeing sin pler to handle in the G reen’s
flinction theory. M oreover, we have shown inf that once the strength ofthe exchange anisotropy is tted appropriately,
the m agnetization as a fiinction of the tem perature and In thickness behaves very sin ilar to that calculated from
the single—ion anisotropy, which m ay appear som ew hat surprising, since the anisotropies originate from very di erent
physicalm echanism s. In this paper we shall restrict ourselves to a sin ple cubic lattice.
In order to generalize the treatm ent of to generalspin S, we need the fllow ing G reen’s fiinctions
Gl " ()y=Hs; ;65" S
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where = (+; ;z)takescareofalldirectionsin space, = 1 refersto the anticom m utator or com m utator G reen’s
functions, respectively, and n  1;m 0 are positive integers, necessary for dealing w ith higher spin values S . For
n= landm = 0 we will recover the equations of.

T he exact equations of m otion for the G reen’s functions are

16,0 ()= A0 + B, jH] ;6" (5;) i,
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w ith the inhom ogeneities
AT =hB; ;6" 851 4 @

wherehudi= Tr(ze " )=Tre ! ) denotesthe them odynam ic expectation value.

A fter soling these equations, the com ponents of the m agnetization can be determ ined from the G reen’s functions
via the spectral theorem . A closed system of equations is achieved by decoupling the higher-order G reen’s functions
on the right hand sides. For the exchange-interaction and exchange-anisotropy tem s, we use a generalized T yablikov—
(RPA -) decoupling
AR ®)
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W e do not try to do better than RPA because we have shown in earlier work?€, by com paring RPA w ith \exact"
Quantum M onte C arl calculations that the form er is quite a good approxim ation In sin ple cases.
W e now proceed w ith the form ulation ofthe theory forthem ultilayer case. A fter a Fourder transform to m om entum
gpace, we cbtain, ora In with N layers, 3N equationsofm otion fora 3N -din ensionalG reen’s function vectorG ™ ™ :

(t1 )G =A""; ©)

where 1 is the 3N 3N uni matrix. The G reen’s function vectors and inhom ogeneiy vectors each consist of N
three-din ensional subvectors w hich are characterized by the layer indices i and j
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Gij; (k;l) = Gij; (k;!) 7 Aj_j;: Aij; : (7)
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T he equations of m otion are then expressed in temm s of these layer vectors and the 3 3 subm atrices ;5 ofthe
3N 3N m atrix
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W hen perform ing the decouplings according to equation ('_'35), the -m atrix reducesto a band m atrix w ith zeros in the
15 Sub-m atrices,when j> i+ land j< i 1. Thediagonalsub-m atrices i; areofsize3 3 and have the form
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w here
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For a square lattice and a lattice constant taken to be unity, x = 2(cosky + cosk,), and g = 4 is the number of
Intra—layernearest neighbours. Themean eld M FT) results, which weuse Jater for com parison w ith G reen’s finction
theory, are cbtained by putting x = 0; ie. only the num ber of nearest neighbour counts, whereas RPA introduces a
m om entum dependence on the lattice under consideration.



N ote that because them om entum dependencg in H  stem s from the exchange anisotropy, H' € H [, which prevents
a naive extension of the formm alisn of reference? .
The3 3o diagonalsub-matrices ;3 orj= 1 1 are ofthe form
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T he treatm ent of m ultilayers is only practicable when using the eigenvector m ethod developed in reference?. The
)
essential features are as ollow s. O ne starts w ith a transform ation, which diagonalizes the -m atrix of equation (_é)

L R= ; 12)
where is a diagonalm atrix w ith eigenvalies ! ( = 1;::;3N ), and the transfom ation m atrix R and its nverse
R != L arecbtahed from the right eigenvectorsof ascolum nsand from the left eigenvectors as row s, respectively.

T hese m atrices are nom alized to unjtyr: RL=LR=1.
M ultiplying the equation ofm otion Q_é) from the left by L and inserting 1=R L one nds

(11 JLG™ " =LA™": 13)
DenihgG"?=LG"" and A™" = LA™" one obtains
(1 )G" = AT 14)
G™" is a vector of new G reen’s functions, each com ponent ofwhich hasbut a single pole
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T his is the In portant point because it allow s application of the spectraltheorem , e.g'ﬂ, to each com ponent separately.
W e obtain for the component  of correlation vector C'" = LC™" (whereC™" = h(@S*)" (S )"S iwih ( =
+i iz))

. Amn; A =+1
Cm n; _ I + _(1 )_ 1m ! (16)
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W e em phasize that when ( = 1), the second tem of this equation, which is due to the anticom m utator G reen’s
function, has to be taken into account. This term occurs for ! = 0 and can be sinpli ed by using the relation
betw een anticom m utator and com m utator
ATPS =A™ 4 20" 0 = L, @™ |+ 2C¢™R); a7)
where the index = 0 refers to the eigenvectorwih ! = 0.

The tem LoA™" ; = 0 vanishes due to the fact that the comm utator G reen’s fiinction has to be regular at the
origin

lm G mE o= 0; 18)
which leads to the regularity conditions:
H*A ™0+ g*a ™0+ 2H AT = 0: 19)
For details, see re&renoe:é.
T his is equivalent to
LoA™" ;= 0; (20)

because the keft eigenvector ofthe -m atrix with eigenvector zero has the structure (see also equation I_éj) below )

Lo/ H*;H*;2H ?): (21)



M
Form ore details conceming the use of the reqularity conditions, see refs24 . .

T he equations for the correlations are then obtained by m ultiplying equation (16) from the keft with R and using
equation @0); ie.

C = RELA + RoLoC; ©22)

where E isa diagonalm atrix w ith m atrix elmentsEj; = 56 't 1) ' Preigenvalies !; 6 0, and 0 r eigenvalies
! i= 0.

A problem associated w ith this equation is that the exchange anisotropy Introduces a m om entum dependence into
the pro gction operator R oL . Consequently, when the Fourier transform to real space is perform ed, the profctor
cannot be faken out of the integral as is possble in the case of the Anderson Callen decoupling of the single-ion
anisotropy?, w here the profctor tums out to bem om entum independent. T he solution is to elin inate one com ponent
of the proctor by a transform ation of equation z_2-g:), which is su cient to establish the Integral equations of the
elgenvectorm ethod.

T he adequate transform ation is found to be

0 1 0 1
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with T 'T = 1. )
A pplying this transform ation to equation {_2@) considered as a m onolayer problem
T 'c=7T 'RELTT A+ T 'RoL,TT 'C (4)

transform sthe second com ponent ofthe vector T IR gLoT T 1C to zero. This can be seen when Inserting the explicit
expressions for the eigenvalues and eigenvectors for the m onolayer. T he eigenvalues ofthe -m atrix in this case are

P
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the right elgenvectors are the colum ns of the m atrix
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and the kft eigenvectors are the row s of the m atrix
1
1 2H™H * 2H™*H * 4H *H *
L=4—2@ (x + HHHE® (x HZH* 2H*H*A @7)
K (x HHH* (x + H#)H* 2H*H*

T he second row ofthe transform ed equation C_Z-A_L'), togetherw ith the reqularity conditions {_1-9), Jeads to one Integral
equation for the correlations oreach fm ;n)-pair. _

The eigenvector m ethod can imm ediately be generalized to the case of N Jlayers by transfom ing equation {_2{3)
(extended to 3N -din ensions) with a 3N 3N matrix T * havingthe3 3T ® sub-m atrices {23) on the diagonal.

Before show ing nym erical results ﬁ)_r‘s > 1=2 and for m ultilayers we derive the equations for the m onolayer and
S = 1=2 of reference! from equation 4).

U sing equations {_ig:_Z-j), one obtains from the second row of equation C_Z-Z_i) for the m onolayer and for general spin
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The equations for S = 1=2 are cbtahed from these equations forn = 1;m = 0, ie. C % = S S i= 0,
c*® = s s*i= 1=2 1s%*i, A ° = 0,A" % = 2ns%i, C%0 = 1S S%i= 1=2hS*i, and from the regularity

condition (19) hS%i= [ *=H™*)rS*i:

coth ( "x=2); (30)

and

coth ( "«=2); @31)

which are the equations used In J:ef;:l' .

ForS > 1=2 and forthem ultilayer case, the eigenvectorshave to be calculated num erically and the system ofintegral
equations obtained from the Fourder transform ofequations .@4) to real space has to be solved self-consistently, w hich
is done by the curve—follow ing m ethod described in detail n2 .

3. N um erical results
3.1. The m onolayer w ith arbitrary spin S

W e start by show ing results for the m agnetizations hS?1 and hS*i with respect to the easy and hard axes of
a monolayer w ith various soin valies S. It tums out that one obtains fairly universal curves when scaling the
param eters of them odelas J=S (S + 1) = J;D'=S S+ 1) = D, and B*®@)=35 = B*®) | In the present paper we restrict
ourselves to the case w here the exchange interaction and exchange anisotropy param eters are the sam e for all layers
and interlayer couplings. The program is, however, written In such a way that di erent param eters can be easily
Introduced.

U sing the scaled variables, the Curie tem peratures Tc (S) collapse to a singlke universal valie (the sam e for each
soin S) both nmean eld theory M FT) and in the random phase approxin ation RPA).

RPA+MFT: <S§%>/8, 100+<S*>/(S+1)
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FIG . 1l: The Uuniversal m agnetizations hS*i=S and 100 hS*i=(S + 1) of an anisotropic ferrom agnetic H eisenberg m onolayer
for a square lattice are shown as fiinctions of the tem perature for S = 1=2;1;3=2;2;3;4;6;13=2. Com parison ism ade between
Green’s function RPA) andmean eld (MFT) caloulations using thg exchange interaction J' = 75, the exchange anisotropy
D = 3{75 (corresponding to J = 100;D = 5 of the S=1/2 case of Ref¥) and sn allm agnetic elds B* = B* = 001.

Thisisshown in Figl,where M FT and RPA results or hS?i=S and 100 hS*i=(S + 1) are digplayed as functions
of the tem perature for the soin values S = 1=2;1."'3=2;2;3;4;6;13=2' For the exchange Interaction and exchange
anisotropy, we use the sam e param eters as .n Reff, which is the S=1/2 m onolayer case in our investigations. The
calculations for Fig.d are done with amall elds (B* = B* = 0:01); this stabilizes the num erical algorithm . W hereas



hS?i=S in RPA is universal over the whole tem perature range, the corresponding M FT curves as function of the

tem perature split som ew hat, reaching a saturation for large spin values S (@pproaching the classical lin it). The

curves 100 hS*i=(S + 1) have the sam e universalvalile n M FT and RPA forT < T?PA tET (B ecause of the very

anallB* eld we Introduced the factor 100 to m ake the curves visble). T he reason why the values for hiS*i=(S + 1)
coincide below the Curie tem perature is that the m agnetization in x-direction depends only on the num ber ofnearest
neighbours. T his can be understood from equation {_19') from which one cbtainswith m= 1;m = 0)

% s B* B*S (S + 1)
S*i= Im =—= —:
Bzl 0H*Z Dg D'gS

(32)

This explains the universality of lS*i=(S + 1) = B*=({0'q), where g= 4 is the num ber of nearest neighbours for the
squarem onolyer. T he fact that the universalC urie tem perature TS ¥ (S) isonly about onehalfof T 7T (S) forthe
m onolayer is due to the action of collective excitations (m agnons= soin waves), which are com pltely absent n M FT .

Spin waves also have signi cant e ects on the susogptbilities (in particular in the param agnetic regine T > T¢ )
w ith respect to the easy ( ,,) and hard ( xx) axes. T he susceptibilities are calculated as di erential quotients

22 hS*B%)i hS* ()i =B*

xx = ISTEF)L hS*(0)i =B*; (33)

where the use 0of B? = B* = 0:01=S tums out to be sm all enough to get good num erical estin ates of the quotients;
an aller elddswould only be necessary to get better estim ates close to the divergence of ,, at T¢ ; however, the errors
in the inverse susceptibilities ,,;} and ! atthispoint are not noticeable in the gures. T he inverse susceptibilities as

functions ofthe tem perature can be brought Into near comnicidence w ith a sihgle universalcurve ifthey arem ultiplied
wih a factor S (S + 1), especially In the param agnetic regine. In Fig2 we compare RPA and M FT calculations for
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monolayer S=1/2,1,3/2,2,3,4,6,13/2
300

200 |

1+S(S+1)

1
zz

100 -

\\/" MFT

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
temperature

FIG.2: VUniversal inverse susceptibilities Zi S (S + 1) along the easy axis of an anisotropic ferrom agnetic H eisenberg

m onolayer for a square lattice as functions of the tem perature for S = 1=2;1;3=2;2;34;6;13=2. C om parison ism ade between
G reen’s function RPA) andmean eld M FT) calculations.

the Inverse susceptibility zzls (S + 1) along the easy axis. As in Fig. 1, there is a shift in the Curie tem peratures
In going from RPA to MFT.ForT < Tc, the MFT resul behaves m ore universally than that of RPA ; above the
Curie tem perature, both resuls are nearly universal. SMET 56+ 1) isa staight Ine / T T FT) lkea

CurieW eiss law . For S = 1=2, one nds analytically from equation (30) in the im it hS?i! 0;T ! large, that

ZzZ

3
SE+1) WFT):Z“I Te 7 1); (34)
where TY T = J+ D . The nverse RPA susoeptibility 2 BFR) s s+ 1) iscurved BrT > T F? due tom agnon
e ects. This is a behaviour known from isotropic bulk ferrom agnets, but the e ect is signi cantly stronger for a
m onolayer.



RPA+MFT: inverse susceptibility X;,+S(S+1)
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FIG . 3: The Universal’ inverse susceptibilities ,. S (S + 1) along the hard axis of an anisotropic ferrom agnetic H eisenbery

m onolayer for a square lattice are shown as fiinctions of the tem perature for S = 1=2;1;3=2;2;3;4;6;13=2. Com parison ism ade
between the results of G reen’s function RPA) andmean eld M FT) calculations.

An analogous universaliy is ocbtained for the inverse suceptibility ! S+ 1). The results are shown I Fig 3.

XX

Contrary to the curve or !, the hard axis susceptibility does not go to zero at T = T¢ . For T < T¢ one has the

zz I

sam e universalconstant n RPA andM FT , which can be calculated analytically for them onolayer Xxl SE+1)=Dqg
from equation C_SQ') . The slopesofthe curves orT > T are, however,di erent. TheM FT agail yields a straight line,
whereasthe RPA resul is curved and approaches a straight line only for very large T . Hence, we see that ow ing to the
scaling properties, i is not necessary to do calculations for each spin valie separately. It su ces to do calculations

for one spin value and then to apply scaling to obtain the resuls for other spin values.

3.2. M ultilayers at xed spin S

N ext we discuss the m ultilayer case for xed soin. W e use the example of sopin S = 1=2 W e have also considered
multilayersw ith soins S > 1=2. The resuls scale w ith respect to the soin as in the m onolayer case).

Curie tem peratures as function of the layer thickness are shown In Fig4. The di erence between RPA and M FT
is largest for the m onolayer, where TEP2 7 060 TY FT and shrinksto TEF? 7 080 T¥ FT ora In with N=19
layers, where one is approaching the bulk valie.

To further em phasize the di erence between RPA and M FT, we show in Figs. 5 and 6 the inverse susceptbilities

zzl and Xxl as functions of the tem perature. To avoid cluttering the gures, weplot only the results ofthe m onolayer
N=1) and the In wih themaxinum number of lJayers N=19), which is close to the buk lim it because the Curie
tem peratures saturate w ith increasing num ber of layersN . In each case, w e ocbserve the shift in the C urie tem peratures
between RPA and M FT corresponding to Fig4.

Above the Curie tem perature, the Inverse susceptibilities are straight lines In themean eld case and curved lines
In RPA . The slopes of the curves, however, are di erent for each In thickness. This is seen m ost clearly if one
nom alizes the tem perature scale to the Curie tem peratures Tc N ). The slopes in M FT Increase w ith increasing In
thickness, and In RPA the curvature decreases w th increasing num ber of layers, as shown in g.7.

For T Tc the inverse susceptibility Xxl is constant, having the sam e value in M FT and RPA but depending
on the num ber of layers. T he reason for the layerdependence is that, w ith increasing In thickness, the num ber of
nearest neighbours Increases and therefore one has an increase in the inverse susceptibility. For the square lattice
m onolayer and bilayer, the values can be calculated analytically from the regularity condition C_lg‘) : Xxl N =1)=Dg
and !N = 2)= D@+ 1), with g= 4 ra square lattice. From the value of ,! at T = T¢, one can obtain
an estin ate of the exchange anisotropy strength param eter D , which, together w ith the Curie tem perature, which
depends on the exchange Interaction strength J and on the exchange anisotropy strength D, a ords an estim ation of
J. A s the number of layers N increases, the relative weights of the layers having two neighbouring layers increases,
since it is only the sites in the surface layers which are restricted to having one nearest neighbour in the next layer;
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FIG.4: Curie tem peratures of ferrom agnetic Inswih spin S = 1=2 are shown as functions of the In thickness forM FT
Ty FT)and RPA (T8F?). Thedierence Ty 7 T &P? shrinksby a about a factor of two when going from the m onolayer
to the buk Im i.
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FIG . 5: The inverse susceptibilities Zi S (S + 1) along the easy axisof a ferrom agnetic In with spin S = 1=2 rRPA and
MFT are shown as a function of the tem perature for a m onolayer N=1) and a multilayer N=19).
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hence slow Iy increases (see Fig. 8).

4. Sum m ary and conclusion

W e have generalized the m any-body G reen’s function treatm ent for calculating in-plane anisotropic static suscepti-
bilities of ferrom agnetic Im s to arbitrary spin S and to m ulilayers. In particular, we have em phasized the di erence
In the resuls from a G reen’s function theory RPA) and mean eld theory M FT), pointing out the in portance of
sodn waves, which are absent in M FT . A Il results discussed below refer to a sin ple cubic lattice.

By Introducing scaled variables, we were able to show that the m agnetic properties of thin ferrom agnetic In s
with in-plane anisotropy m anifest nearly universal behaviour. P lotting hS*i=S and hS*i=(S + 1) as functions of
the tem perature reveals a nearly universal behaviour over the whole tem perature range for RPA , whereas hS?1=S
for MFT shows a small dependence on S. The main di erence between RPA and MFT is in the universal Curie
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FIG . 6: The inverse susceptibilities 1 s+ along the hard axis ofa ferrom agnetic In with spin S = 1=2 or RPA and
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MFT are shown as a function of the tem perature for a m onolayer N=1) and a m ultilayer N=19).
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FIG .7: The inverse susceptibilities 1 s+ along the hard axis of a ferrom agnetic In with spin S = 1=2 or RPA and
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MFT are shown as a function of the reduced tem perature T=Tcyrie N ) OrN=1,2,3,5,11,19 Jayers.

tem perature which, for the m onolayer, is nearly a factorof two larger n MFT than mn RPA, TY FT 7 2 TF?, due
to spin wave e ects. T he hard-axis m agnetization hS *1i has the sam e constant value in RPA and MFT for T Tc
because it depends only on the num ber of nearest neighbours and not on the m om entum of the lattice. T he inverse
susceptibilities along the easy and hard axes also behave universally when scaled as ,}! S(S+ 1)and .} S+ 1),
particularly in the param agnetic regin e. The di erence between M FT and RPA consists In the shift of the Curie
tem peratures and the behaviour In the param agnetic region (T > Tc ). W hereasthe M FT inverse susceptbilities are
Inearin T T FT) (@ CurieW eisslke behaviour), the RPA susceptibilities are curved, ow Ing to spin-wave e ects,
and approach a straight line only asym ptotically for very large tem peratures. A s long as one scales w ith respect to
the spin S there is no qualitative change in the physicalpicture from that discussed in Reff orspin S = 1=2. & is
not necessary to perform calculations for each spin value separately. Instead, it is su clent to calculate the results
for one spin value and to apply scaling. T his is one of the m ain results of the paper.

For the multilayers at a xed soin S, the Curde tem perature ncreases w ith Increasing In thickness, approaching
thebulk Im it around a In consisting ofN 7 19 Jayers. T he di erence betw een the C urie tem peratures forM FT and
RPA decreases w ith Increasing In thickness from TY FT=TSF2 N = 1)’ 2to TS FT=TFP2 MW = 1)’ 13,whih
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FIG . 8: The inverse susceptibilities I s+ 1) along the hard axis at the Curie tem peratures of a ferrom agnetic Im wih

XX

sein S = 1=2 orRPA are shown as a function of the Im thickness.

show s that the spin wave e ects are strongest for the m onolayer. In M F T, the Inverse susceptibilities show a linear
CurieW eissbehaviour or T > T. , whereas the RPA results are curved. W hen plotting the inverse susocgptibilities as
a function ofthe nom alized tem peratures T=T. N ) the slopes of the straight lines ofM FT increase w ith increasing
layer num ber, whereas the curvatures of RPA decrease w ith increasing In thickness. From the curvatures of the
Inverse susceptibilities it is thus possible to deduce the num ber of Jayers, which m ight be a way to extract inform ation
on the Im thickness from experim ent. For T T¢ , the Inverse hard axis susceptibilites x; are constants, but their
valie increases w ith Increasing layer thickness, although not very strongly, which allow s one to discrin inate betw een
In swith di ering num bers of layers. From Xxl (T Tc ), one can get in principle infom ation about the exchange
anisotropy strength, whereas the value of the Curie tem perature depends on both the exchange interaction and the
exchange anisotropy strengths. A 1l the resuls discussed m ight be m odi ed by a layerdependence of the exchange
Interaction and exchange anisotropy or, when a di erent lattice type has to be considered. O ther e ects like dom ain
wallm otion or vortex excitations, which are not treated in the theory above, could also lead to m odi cations.

T he calculations here dem onstrate that we are technically able to calculate the m agnetic properties of in-plane
anisotropic ferrom agneticm ultilayer Inswih S 1=2. H opefiilly, som e ofthe predictions ofthe present calculations
can be veri ed experim entally in the future, In particular w,ith respect to the hard axis susceptibility. Thism ight
be possble if the experin ental techniques discussed in Ref?, where experin ental resuls on a bilayer are reported,
can be in proved. H igh precision m easurem ents of anisotropic susceptibilities ofthin  Im s, particularly above T¢ , are
called for, which is certainly a challenge for experin entalists.

W e are Indebted to P J. Jensen for usefuldiscussions.
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