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A nisotropic susceptibilities ofthin ferrom agnetic �lm s w ithin m any-body G reen’s

function theory

P. Fr�obrich� and P.J. K untzy

Hahn-M eitner-Institut Berlin, G lienicker Stra�e 100, D-14109 Berlin, G erm any

(D ated:April14,2024)

Transverse and parallelstatic susceptibilitiesofin-plane uniaxialanisotropic ferrom agnetic �lm s

are calculated using a Heisenberg m odel within the fram ework of m any-body G reen’s function

theory.Theim portanceofcollectivem agneticexcitations,in particularin theparam agneticregim e,

isdem onstrated by com paring with m ean �eld calculations.The paperextendsthe work ofJensen

etal.
1
on the m onolayerwith spin 1=2 to the m ultilayercase with arbitrary spin.

1. Introduction

In a recentpaper,Jensen etal.1 reported on the m easurem entofthe m agnetic susceptibility ofa bilayerCo �lm

with an in-plane uniaxialanisotropy. O n the basis ofa Heisenberg m odelthey determ ined the isotropic exchange

interaction and the m agneticanisotropy within the fram ework ofa G reen’sfunction theory by �tting theinteraction

param etersofthe theory to the m easured susceptibilitiesalong the easy and hard axesin the param agnetic regim e,

assum ing a spin S = 1=2. In thispaper,we generalize the theoreticaltreatm entto the m ultilayercase and to spins

S> 1/2.W e organizethe paperasfollows.In Section 2 weexplain the m odeland the G reen’sfunction form alism for

itssolution.Section 3 displaysthenum ericalresults.In the�nalSection 4 wesum m arizetheresultsand presentour

conclusions.

2. T he m odeland the G reen’s function form alism

W e considera Ham iltonian consisting ofa ferrom agnetic isotropic Heisenberg exchange interaction with strength

(Jkl > 0) between nearest neighbour lattice sites,a uniaxialin-plane exchange anisotropy in the z-direction with

strength (D kl> 0),and an externalm agnetic�eld B = (B x;0;B z)con�ned to the �lm plane:
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�
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Herethenotation S
�

k
= Sxk � iS

y

k
isintroduced,wherek and larelatticesiteindicesand < kl> indicatessum m ation

overnearestneighboursonly. In keeping with reference1,we do notconsiderthe dipole coupling,since itisalm ost

isotropic for the in-plane situation. W e note, however,that the form alism is capable of handling this coupling,

ifso desired,and we refer the reader to references2,4,where we treated the reorientation ofthe m agnetization of

ferrom agnetic �lm s with anisotropies norm alto the �lm plane. Also in keeping with reference1, we choose the

exchangeanisotropy overthesingle-ion anisotropy,which hastheadvantageofbeing sim plerto handlein theG reen’s

function theory.M oreover,wehaveshown in4 thatoncethestrength oftheexchangeanisotropyis�tted appropriately,

the m agnetization asa function ofthe tem perature and �lm thicknessbehavesvery sim ilarto thatcalculated from

thesingle-ion anisotropy,which m ay appearsom ewhatsurprising,sincetheanisotropiesoriginatefrom very di�erent

physicalm echanism s.In thispaperweshallrestrictourselvesto a sim ple cubic lattice.

In orderto generalizethe treatm entof1 to generalspin S,weneed the following G reen’sfunctions

G
�;m n

ij;� (!)= hhS
�
i ;(S

z
j)

m (S
�

j )
n
ii!;� ; (2)

where� = (+ ;� ;z)takescareofalldirectionsin space,� = � 1 refersto theanticom m utatororcom m utatorG reen’s

functions,respectively,and n � 1;m � 0 are positive integers,necessary fordealing with higherspin valuesS. For

n = 1 and m = 0 wewillrecoverthe equationsof1.

The exactequationsofm otion forthe G reen’sfunctionsare

!G
�;m n

ij;� (!)= A
�;m n

ij;� + hh[S�i ;H ]� ;(S
z
j)

m (S
�

j )
n
ii!;� (3)
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with the inhom ogeneities

A
�;m n

ij;� = h[S�i ;(S
z
j)

m (S�j )
n]�i; (4)

whereh:::i= Tr(:::e� �H )=Tr(e� �H )denotesthe therm odynam ic expectation value.

Aftersolving theseequations,the com ponentsofthe m agnetization can be determ ined from the G reen’sfunctions

via the spectraltheorem .A closed system ofequationsisachieved by decoupling the higher-orderG reen’sfunctions

on therighthand sides.Fortheexchange-interaction and exchange-anisotropyterm s,weusea generalized Tyablikov-

(RPA-)decoupling

hhS
�
i S

�

k
;(Szj)

m (S
�

j )
n
ii� ’ hS

�
i iG

�;m n

kj;�
+ hS

�

k
iG

�;m n

ij;� : (5)

W e do not try to do better than RPA because we have shown in earlier work5,6,by com paring RPA with \exact"

Q uantum M onte Carlo calculationsthatthe form erisquite a good approxim ation in sim ple cases.

W enow proceed with theform ulation ofthetheory forthem ultilayercase.AfteraFouriertransform to m om entum

space,weobtain,fora�lm with N layers,3N equationsofm otion fora3N -dim ensionalG reen’sfunction vectorG m n:

(!1 � � )G m n
� = A

m n
� ; (6)

where 1 is the 3N � 3N unit m atrix. The G reen’s function vectors and inhom ogeneity vectors each consist ofN

three-dim ensionalsubvectorswhich arecharacterized by the layerindicesiand j

G
m n
ij;�(k;!) =

0

@

G
+ ;m n

ij;� (k;!)

G
� ;m n

ij;� (k;!)

G
z;m n

ij;�
(k;!)

1

A ; A
m n
ij;�=

0

@

A
+ ;m n

ij;�

A
� ;m n

ij;�

A
z;m n

ij;�

1

A : (7)

The equationsofm otion are then expressed in term s ofthese layervectorsand the 3� 3 subm atrices�ij ofthe

3N � 3N m atrix �

2
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:::

A N j;��N j

3

7
5 ; j= 1;:::;N : (8)

W hen perform ing thedecouplingsaccording to equation (5),the� -m atrix reducesto a band m atrix with zerosin the

�ij sub-m atrices,when j> i+ 1 and j< i� 1.The diagonalsub-m atrices�ii areofsize3� 3 and havethe form

�ii =

0

@

H z
i 0 � H x

i

0 � H z
i H x

i

�
1

2
~H x
i

1

2
~H x
i 0

1

A : (9)

where

H
z
i = Zi+ hS

z
iiJii(q� 
k);

Zi = B
z + D iiqhS

z
ii+ (Ji;i+ 1 + D i;i+ 1)hS

z
i+ 1i

+ (Ji;i� 1 + D i;i� 1)hS
z
i� 1i; (10)

~H x
i = B

x + hS
x
iiJii(q� 
k)+ Ji;i+ 1hS

x
i+ 1i+ Ji;i� 1hS

x
i� 1i;

H
x
i = ~H x

i � hS
x
iiD ii
k :

For a square lattice and a lattice constant taken to be unity,
k = 2(coskx + coskz),and q = 4 is the num ber of

intra-layernearestneighbours.Them ean �eld (M FT)results,which weuselaterforcom parison with G reen’sfunction

theory,areobtained by putting 
k = 0;i.e.only the num berofnearestneighbourcounts,whereasRPA introducesa

m om entum dependence on the lattice underconsideration.
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Notethatbecausethem om entum dependencein H x
i stem sfrom theexchangeanisotropy, ~H x

i 6= H x
i,which prevents

a naiveextension ofthe form alism ofreference2.

The 3� 3 o�-diagonalsub-m atrices� ij forj= i� 1 areofthe form

�ij =

0

@
� JijhS

z
ii 0 (Jij + D ij)hS

x
ii

0 JijhS
z
ii � (Jij + D ij)hS

x
ii

1

2
JijhS

x
ii �

1

2
JijhS

x
ii 0

1

A : (11)

The treatm entofm ultilayersisonly practicable when using the eigenvectorm ethod developed in reference2. The

essentialfeaturesareasfollows.O nestartswith a transform ation,which diagonalizesthe � -m atrix ofequation (6)

L� R = 
 ; (12)

where 
 isa diagonalm atrix with eigenvalues!� (� = 1;:::;3N ),and the transform ation m atrix R and itsinverse

R
� 1 = L areobtained from therighteigenvectorsof� ascolum nsand from thelefteigenvectorsasrows,respectively.

Thesem atricesarenorm alized to unity:R L= LR = 1.

M ultiplying the equation ofm otion (6)from the leftby L and inserting 1= R L one�nds

(!1 � 
 )LG m n
� = LA

m n
� : (13)

De�ning Gm n
� = LG

m n
� and A m n

� = LA
m n
� oneobtains

(!1 � 
 )Gm n
� = A

m n
� : (14)

Gm n
� isa vectorofnew G reen’sfunctions,each com ponent� ofwhich hasbuta singlepole

G
m n;�
� =

A
m n;�
�

! � !�
: (15)

Thisistheim portantpointbecauseitallowsapplication ofthespectraltheorem ,e.g.7,to each com ponentseparately.

W e obtain for the com ponent � ofcorrelation vector Cm n = LC
m n ( where C m n = h(Sz)m (S� )nS�i with (� =

+ ;� ;z))

C
m n;� =

A m n;�
�

e�! � + �
+
1

2
(1� �)

1

2
lim
!! 0

!
A
m n;�

�= + 1

! � !�
: (16)

W e em phasize thatwhen (� = � 1),the second term ofthis equation,which isdue to the anticom m utatorG reen’s

function,has to be taken into account. This term occurs for !� = 0 and can be sim pli�ed by using the relation

between anticom m utatorand com m utator

A
m n;0

�= + 1 = A
m n;0

�= � 1 + 2Cm n;0 = L0(A
m n
�= � 1 + 2C m n); (17)

wherethe index � = 0 refersto the eigenvectorwith !� = 0.

The term L0A
m n
�= � 1 = 0 vanishes due to the factthat the com m utatorG reen’s function hasto be regularatthe

origin

lim
!! 0

!G
�;m n

�= � 1 = 0; (18)

which leadsto the regularity conditions:

~H x
A
+ ;m n

�= � 1 +
~H x
A
� ;m n

�= � 1 + 2H z
A
z;m n

�= � 1 = 0: (19)

Fordetails,see reference2.

Thisisequivalentto

L0A
m n
�= � 1 = 0; (20)

becausethe lefteigenvectorofthe � -m atrix with eigenvectorzero hasthe structure(seealso equation (27)below)

L0 / (~H x
;~H x

;2H z): (21)
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Form oredetailsconcerning the use ofthe regularity conditions,see refs.2,4.

The equationsforthe correlationsare then obtained by m ultiplying equation (16)from the leftwith R and using

equation (20);i.e.

C = R ELA + R 0L0C ; (22)

whereE isa diagonalm atrix with m atrix elem entsEij = �ij(e
�! i � 1)� 1 foreigenvalues!i 6= 0,and 0 foreigenvalues

!i = 0.

A problem associated with thisequation isthatthe exchangeanisotropy introducesa m om entum dependenceinto

the projection operatorR 0L0. Consequently,when the Fouriertransform to realspace is perform ed,the projector

cannot be taken out ofthe integralas is possible in the case ofthe Anderson Callen decoupling ofthe single-ion

anisotropy2,wheretheprojectorturnsoutto bem om entum independent.Thesolution isto elim inateonecom ponent

ofthe projector by a transform ation ofequation (22),which is su�cient to establish the integralequations ofthe

eigenvectorm ethod.

The adequatetransform ation isfound to be

T
� 1 =

1

2

0

@
1 1 0

� 1 1 0

0 0 2

1

A T =

0

@
1 � 1 0

1 1 0

0 0 1

1

A (23)

with T � 1
T = 1.

Applying thistransform ation to equation (22)considered asa m onolayerproblem

T
� 1
C = T

� 1
R ELT T

� 1
A + T

� 1
R 0L0T T

� 1
C (24)

transform sthesecond com ponentofthevectorT � 1
R 0L0T T

� 1
C tozero.Thiscan beseen when insertingtheexplicit

expressionsforthe eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsforthe m onolayer.Theeigenvaluesofthe � -m atrix in thiscaseare

!1 = 0; !2;3 = � "k = �

p

H zH z + ~H xH x; (25)

the righteigenvectorsarethe colum nsofthe m atrix

R =

0

B
@

H
x

H z

� (�k + H
z
)

~H x

(�k � H
z
)

~H x

H
x

H z

(�k � H
z
)

~H x

� (�k + H
z
)

~H x

1 1 1

1

C
A ; (26)

and the lefteigenvectorsarethe rowsofthe m atrix

L =
1

4�2
k

0

@

2 ~H xH z 2 ~H xH z 4H zH z

� (�k + H z)~H x (�k � H z)~H x 2H x ~H x

(�k � H z)~H x � (�k + H z)~H x 2H x ~H x

1

A : (27)

Thesecond row ofthetransform ed equation (24),togetherwith theregularity conditions(19),leadsto oneintegral

equation forthe correlationsforeach (m ;n)-pair.

The eigenvector m ethod can im m ediately be generalized to the case ofN layers by transform ing equation (22)

(extended to 3N -dim ensions)with a 3N � 3N -m atrix T � 1 having the 3� 3 T � 1 sub-m atrices(23)on the diagonal.

Before showing num ericalresults forS > 1=2 and for m ultilayerswe derive the equations forthe m onolayerand

S = 1=2 ofreference1 from equation (24).

Using equations(26,27),oneobtainsfrom the second row ofequation (24)forthe m onolayerand forgeneralspin

C
+ ;m n

� C
� ;m n +

1

2
(A

+ ;m n

�= � 1 � A
� ;m n

�= � 1)=

1

2
(A

+ ;m n

�= � 1 + A
� ;m n

�= � 1)
1

N

X

k

"k

H z
coth(�"k=2) (28)

and from the �rstrow

C
+ ;m n

� C
� ;m n +

1

2
(A

+ ;m n

�= � 1 + A
� ;m n

�= � 1)= (29)

2H x

H z
C
z;m n + A

z;m n

�= � 1

H x

H z

+
1

2
(A

+ ;m n

�= � 1 � A
� ;m n

�= � 1)
1

N

X

k

"k

H z
coth(�"k=2):



5

The equations for S = 1=2 are obtained from these equations for n = 1;m = 0, i.e. C � ;01 = hS� S� i = 0,

C + ;01 = hS� S+ i = 1=2� hSzi,A
� ;01

�= � 1 = 0,A
+ ;01

�= � 1 = 2hSzi,C z;01 = hS� Szi = 1=2hSxi,and from the regularity

condition (19)hSzi= (H z= ~H x)hSxi:

1

2
= hS

z
i
1

N

X

k

"k

H z
coth(�"k=2); (30)

and

1

2
= hS

x
i
1

N

X

k

"k

~H x
coth(�"k=2); (31)

which arethe equationsused in ref.1.

ForS > 1=2and forthem ultilayercase,theeigenvectorshavetobecalculated num ericallyand thesystem ofintegral

equationsobtained from theFouriertransform ofequations(24)to realspacehasto besolved self-consistently,which

isdone by the curve-following m ethod described in detailin3.

3. N um ericalresults

3.1. T he m onolayer w ith arbitrary spin S

W e start by showing results for the m agnetizations hSzi and hSxi with respect to the easy and hard axes of

a m onolayer with various spin values S. It turns out that one obtains fairly universalcurves when scaling the

param etersofthem odelas ~J=S(S + 1)= J;~D =S(S + 1)= D ,and ~B x(z)=S = B x(z).In thepresentpaperwerestrict

ourselvesto the case wherethe exchangeinteraction and exchangeanisotropy param etersarethe sam e foralllayers

and interlayer couplings. The program is,however,written in such a way that di�erent param eters can be easily

introduced.

Using the scaled variables,the Curie tem peratures TC (S) collapse to a single universalvalue (the sam e for each

spin S)both in m ean �eld theory (M FT)and in the random phaseapproxim ation (RPA).

FIG .1: The ‘universal’m agnetizations hS
z
i=S and 100�hS

x
i=(S + 1)ofan anisotropic ferrom agnetic Heisenberg m onolayer

fora square lattice are shown asfunctionsofthe tem perature forS = 1=2;1;3=2;2;3;4;6;13=2.Com parison ism ade between

G reen’s function (RPA) and m ean �eld (M FT) calculations using the exchange interaction ~J = 75,the exchange anisotropy
~D = 3:75 (corresponding to J = 100;D = 5 ofthe S= 1/2 case ofRef.

1
)and sm allm agnetic �elds ~B

x
= ~B

z
= 0:01.

Thisisshown in Fig.1,whereM FT and RPA resultsforhSzi=S and 100� hSxi=(S + 1)aredisplayed asfunctions

ofthe tem perature for the spin 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 etersasin Ref.1,which is the S= 1/2 m onolayercase in ourinvestigations. The

calculationsforFig.1 aredone with sm all�elds(~B x = ~B z = 0:01);thisstabilizesthe num ericalalgorithm .W hereas
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hSzi=S in RPA is universalover the whole tem perature range,the corresponding M FT curves as function ofthe

tem perature split som ewhat,reaching a saturation for large spin values S (approaching the classicallim it). The

curves100� hSxi=(S + 1)havethesam euniversalvaluein M FT and RPA forT < T
R P A (M F T )

C
(Becauseofthevery

sm allB x �eld we introduced the factor100 to m akethe curvesvisible).The reason why the valuesforhSxi=(S + 1)

coincidebelow theCurietem peratureisthatthem agnetization in x-direction dependsonly on thenum berofnearest

neighbours.Thiscan be understood from equation (19)from which oneobtainswith (n = 1;m = 0)

hS
x
i= lim

B z! 0

~H x

H z
=
B x

D q
=

~B xS(S + 1)

~D qS
: (32)

Thisexplainsthe universality ofhSxi=(S + 1)= ~B x=(~D q),where q = 4 isthe num berofnearestneighboursforthe

squarem onolayer.ThefactthattheuniversalCurietem peratureT R P A
C (S)isonly aboutonehalfofT M F T

C (S)forthe

m onolayerisdueto theaction ofcollectiveexcitations(m agnons= spin waves),which arecom pletely absentin M FT.

Spin wavesalso have signi�cante�ectson the susceptibilities(in particularin the param agnetic regim e T > TC )

with respectto the easy (�zz)and hard (�xx)axes.The susceptibilitiesarecalculated asdi�erentialquotients

�zz =

�

hS
z(B z)i� hS

z(0)i

�

=B
z

�xx =

�

hS
x(B x)i� hS

x(0)i

�

=B
x
; (33)

where the use ofB z = B x = 0:01=S turnsoutto be sm allenough to getgood num ericalestim atesofthe quotients;

sm aller�eldswould only benecessary to getbetterestim atescloseto thedivergenceof�zz atTC ;however,theerrors

in theinversesusceptibilities�� 1zz and �� 1xx atthispointarenotnoticeablein the�gures.Theinversesusceptibilitiesas

functionsofthetem peraturecan bebroughtinto nearcoinicidencewith a singleuniversalcurveifthey arem ultiplied

with a factorS(S + 1),especially in the param agneticregim e. In Fig.2 wecom pareRPA and M FT calculationsfor

FIG .2: ‘Universal’inverse susceptibilities ��1zz � S(S + 1) along the easy axis ofan anisotropic ferrom agnetic Heisenberg

m onolayerfora square lattice asfunctionsofthe tem perature forS = 1=2;1;3=2;2;3:4;6;13=2. Com parison ism ade between

G reen’sfunction (RPA)and m ean �eld (M FT)calculations.

the inverse susceptibility �� 1zz S(S + 1)along the easy axis. Asin Fig. 1,there isa shiftin the Curie tem peratures

in going from RPA to M FT.For T < TC ,the M FT result behaves m ore universally than that ofRPA;above the

Curie tem perature,both results are nearly universal. �
� 1(M F T )
zz � S(S + 1) is a straightline / (T � TM F T

C ) like a

Curie-W eisslaw.ForS = 1=2,one�ndsanalytically from equation (30)in the lim ithSz
i! 0;T ! large,that

S(S + 1)�� 1(M F T )
zz =

3

4
4(T � T

M F T
C ); (34)

whereT M F T
C = J + D .The inverseRPA susceptibility �

� 1(R P A )
zz � S(S + 1)iscurved forT > TR P AC due to m 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.
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FIG .3: The ‘universal’inverse susceptibilities �
�1

xx �S(S + 1)along the hard axisofan anisotropic ferrom agnetic Heisenberg

m onolayerfora squarelatticeareshown asfunctionsofthetem peratureforS = 1=2;1;3=2;2;3;4;6;13=2.Com parison ism ade

between the resultsofG reen’sfunction (RPA)and m ean �eld (M FT)calculations.

An analogousuniversality isobtained forthe inversesuceptibility �� 1xx � S(S + 1).The resultsareshown in Fig.3.

Contrary to the curve for�� 1zz ,the hard axissusceptibility doesnotgo to zero atT = TC . ForT < TC one hasthe

sam euniversalconstantin RPA and M FT,which can becalculated analytically forthem onolayer�� 1xx � S(S+ 1)=
~D q

from equation (32).TheslopesofthecurvesforT > TC are,however,di�erent.TheM FT again yieldsastraightline,

whereastheRPA resultiscurved and approachesastraightlineonly forvery largeT.Hence,weseethatowing to the

scaling properties,itisnotnecessary to do calculationsforeach spin value separately. Itsu�cesto do calculations

foronespin valueand then to apply scaling to obtain the resultsforotherspin values.

3.2. M ultilayers at �xed spin S

Nextwe discussthe m ultilayercase for�xed spin. W e use the exam ple ofspin S = 1=2 (W e have also considered

m ultilayerswith spinsS > 1=2.The resultsscalewith respectto the spin asin the m onolayercase).

Curie tem peraturesasfunction ofthe layerthicknessare shown in Fig.4. The di�erence between RPA and M FT

is largestfor the m onolayer,where T R P A
C ’ 0:60 T M F T

C and shrinks to T R P A
C ’ 0:80 T M F T

C for a �lm with N= 19

layers,whereoneisapproaching the bulk value.

To furtherem phasize the di�erence between RPA and M FT,we show in Figs. 5 and 6 the inverse susceptibilities

�� 1zz and �� 1xx asfunctionsofthetem perature.Toavoid clutteringthe�gures,weplotonly theresultsofthem onolayer

(N= 1)and the �lm with the m axim um num beroflayers(N= 19),which isclose to the bulk lim itbecause the Curie

tem peraturessaturatewith increasingnum beroflayersN.In each case,weobservetheshiftin theCurietem peratures

between RPA and M FT corresponding to Fig.4.

Above the Curie tem perature,the inversesusceptibilitiesarestraightlinesin the m ean �eld case and curved lines

in RPA.The slopes ofthe curves,however,are di�erent for each �lm thickness. This is seen m ost clearly ifone

norm alizesthetem peraturescaleto theCurietem peraturesTC (N ).Theslopesin M FT increasewith increasing �lm

thickness,and in RPA the curvaturedecreaseswith increasing num beroflayers,asshown in �g.7.

For T � TC the inverse susceptibility �� 1xx is constant,having the sam e value in M FT and RPA but depending

on the num beroflayers. The reason forthe layer-dependence isthat,with increasing �lm thickness,the num berof

nearest neighbours increases and therefore one has an increase in the inverse susceptibility. For the square lattice

m onolayerand bilayer,thevaluescan becalculated analytically from theregularity condition (19):�� 1xx (N = 1)= ~D q

and �� 1xx (N = 2) = ~D (q+ 1),with q = 4 for a square lattice. From the value of�� 1xx at T = TC ,one can obtain

an estim ate ofthe exchange anisotropy strength param eter D,which,together with the Curie tem perature,which

dependson the exchangeinteraction strength J and on the exchangeanisotropy strength D,a�ordsan estim ation of

J.Asthe num beroflayersN increases,the relative weightsofthe layershaving two neighbouring layersincreases,

since itisonly the sitesin the surface layerswhich are restricted to having one nearestneighbourin the nextlayer;
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FIG .4: Curie tem peratures offerrom agnetic �lm s with spin S = 1=2 are shown as functions ofthe �lm thickness for M FT

(T
M F T

C )and RPA (T
R P A

C ).The di�erence T
M F T

C �T
R P A

C shrinksby a abouta factoroftwo when going from the m onolayer

to the bulk lim it.

FIG .5:The inverse susceptibilities�
�1

zz �S(S + 1)along the easy axisofa ferrom agnetic �lm with spin S = 1=2 forRPA and

M FT are shown asa function ofthe tem perature fora m onolayer(N= 1)and a m ultilayer(N= 19).

hence �� 1xx slowly increases(seeFig.8).

4. Sum m ary and conclusion

W ehavegeneralized them any-body G reen’sfunction treatm entforcalculating in-planeanisotropicstaticsuscepti-

bilitiesofferrom agnetic�lm sto arbitrary spin S and to m ultilayers.In particular,wehaveem phasized thedi�erence

in the resultsfrom a G reen’sfunction theory (RPA)and m ean �eld theory (M FT),pointing outthe im portance of

spin waves,which areabsentin M FT.Allresultsdiscussed below referto a sim plecubic lattice.

By introducing scaled variables,we were able to show that the m agnetic properties ofthin ferrom agnetic �lm s

with in-plane anisotropy m anifest nearly universalbehaviour. Plotting hSzi=S and hSxi=(S + 1) as functions of

the tem perature reveals a nearly universalbehaviour over the whole tem perature range for RPA,whereas hSzi=S

for M FT shows a sm alldependence on S.The m ain di�erence between RPA and M FT is in the universalCurie
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FIG .6:The inverse susceptibilities�
�1

xx �S(S + 1)along the hard axisofa ferrom agnetic �lm with spin S = 1=2 forRPA and

M FT are shown asa function ofthe tem perature fora m onolayer(N= 1)and a m ultilayer(N= 19).

FIG .7:The inverse susceptibilities�
�1

xx �S(S + 1)along the hard axisofa ferrom agnetic �lm with spin S = 1=2 forRPA and

M FT are shown asa function ofthe reduced tem perature T=TC urie(N )forN= 1,2,3,5,11,19 layers.

tem peraturewhich,forthem onolayer,isnearly a factoroftwo largerin M FT than in RPA,T M F T
C ’ 2� TR P AC ,due

to spin wave e�ects. The hard-axism agnetization hS x
ihasthe sam e constantvalue in RPA and M FT forT � TC

because itdependsonly on the num berofnearestneighboursand noton the m om entum ofthe lattice.The inverse

susceptibilitiesalong theeasy and hard axesalso behaveuniversally when scaled as�� 1zz � S(S + 1)and �� 1xx � S(S + 1),

particularly in the param agnetic regim e. The di�erence between M FT and RPA consists in the shift ofthe Curie

tem peraturesand thebehaviourin the param agneticregion (T > TC ).W hereastheM FT inversesusceptibilitiesare

linearin (T � T M F T
C )(a Curie-W eiss-likebehaviour),theRPA susceptibilitiesarecurved,owing to spin-wavee�ects,

and approach a straightline only asym ptotically forvery large tem peratures. Aslong asone scaleswith respectto

the spin S there isno qualitative change in the physicalpicture from thatdiscussed in Ref.1 forspin S = 1=2.Itis

notnecessary to perform calculationsforeach spin value separately. Instead,itissu�cientto calculate the results

foronespin valueand to apply scaling.Thisisoneofthe m ain resultsofthe paper.

Forthe m ultilayersata �xed spin S,the Curie tem perature increaseswith increasing �lm thickness,approaching

thebulk lim itaround a �lm consisting ofN ’ 19 layers.Thedi�erencebetween theCurietem peraturesforM FT and

RPA decreaseswith increasing �lm thicknessfrom T M F T
C =T R P A

C (N = 1)’ 2 to T M F T
C =T R P A

C (N = 1)’ 1:3,which
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FIG .8:The inverse susceptibilities��1xx �S(S + 1)along the hard axisatthe Curie tem peraturesofa ferrom agnetic �lm with

spin S = 1=2 forRPA are shown asa function ofthe �lm thickness.

showsthatthe spin wave e�ectsare strongestforthe m onolayer. In M FT,the inverse susceptibilitiesshow a linear

Curie-W eissbehaviourforT > TC ,whereastheRPA resultsarecurved.W hen plotting theinversesusceptibilitiesas

a function ofthe norm alized tem peraturesT=TC (N )the slopesofthe straightlinesofM FT increasewith increasing

layer num ber,whereas the curvatures ofRPA decrease with increasing �lm thickness. From the curvatures ofthe

inversesusceptibilitiesitisthuspossibleto deducethenum beroflayers,which m ightbea way to extractinform ation

on the�lm thicknessfrom experim ent.ForT � TC ,theinversehard axissusceptibilites�
� 1
xx areconstants,buttheir

valueincreaseswith increasing layerthickness,although notvery strongly,which allowsoneto discrim inatebetween

�lm swith di�ering num bersoflayers.From � � 1
xx (T � TC ),one can getin principle inform ation aboutthe exchange

anisotropy strength,whereasthe value ofthe Curie tem perature dependson both the exchange interaction and the

exchange anisotropy strengths. Allthe results discussed m ight be m odi�ed by a layer-dependence ofthe exchange

interaction and exchangeanisotropy or,when a di�erentlattice typehasto be considered.O there�ectslike dom ain

wallm otion orvortex excitations,which arenottreated in the theory above,could also lead to m odi�cations.

The calculations here dem onstrate that we are technically able to calculate the m agnetic properties ofin-plane

anisotropicferrom agneticm ultilayer�lm swith S � 1=2.Hopefully,som eofthepredictionsofthepresentcalculations

can be veri�ed experim entally in the future,in particular with respect to the hard axis susceptibility. This m ight

be possible ifthe experim entaltechniques discussed in Ref.1,where experim entalresultson a bilayerare reported,

can beim proved.High precision m easurem entsofanisotropicsusceptibilitiesofthin �lm s,particularly aboveTC ,are

called for,which iscertainly a challengeforexperim entalists.

W e areindebted to P.J.Jensen forusefuldiscussions.
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