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A B ST R A C T

Ferrom agnetic resonance (FM R) in exchange-coupled bilayer �lm s has been the

subjectofintensive studiesin recentyears.From theexperim entalviewpoint,a char-

acteristic feature ofthisFM R isthatsom e specim ensshow single resonance,whereas

othersshow double resonance.M oreover,double resonance can exhibita regularpat-

tern,in which the high-�eld (HF) line intensity surpasses that ofthe low-�eld (LF)

line,oritcan exhibit an inverted pattern with the HF line less intense than the LF

line.Thereisa generalagreem entthattheinverted FM R pattern occurswhen theHF

lineisan ’optic m ode’,i.e.an out-of-phasecom position ofindividualsublayerm odes,

and the LF line isan ’acoustic m ode’,oran in-phase m ode com position. The exist-

ing theoreticalexplanations ofbilayer ferrom agnetic resonance are,as a rule,based

on phenom enologicalequation ofm otion ofthe m agnetization vector. In thispaper,

we propose a theory ofFM R in ultrathin bilayers based on an entirely m icroscopic

approach,usingtheHeisenbergm odeloflocalized spinsand assum ingthatthetwofer-

rom agneticsublayersareexchange-coupled through theirinterface.Both thestrength

and the sign ofthisinterface coupling (Jint)isarbitrary (we adm itferrom agnetic or

antiferrom agnetic interface coupling). The Ham iltonian containsan exchange energy

and aZeem an energy term s;theexternal�eld isassum ed tobeapplied obliquely tothe

�lm surface.W efocuson thee�ectsoriginatingfrom theinterfacecoupling,though the

system isassum ed to exhibitalso pinning e�ects,originating from surface anisotropy

on the outersurfacesofthe �lm aswellasfrom intrinsic interface anisotropy present

on internalinterfaces.Thelatteranisotropy isassum ed to consistoftwo com ponents:

uni-directional(~K int)and uni-axial(D int). W e show thatthe resonance spectrum in

sym m etric bilayeriscom pletely independentofJint,butdependsstrongly on the ap-

plied static�eld con�guration with respecttotheinterfacenorm al(angle�).A critical

angle�crit isfound to exist(asin thecaseofsingle-layer�lm )forwhich them ultipeak

spectrum reduces to a single-peak one. This rigorous m icroscopic FM R theory does

explain theinverted pattern ofthebilayerFM R spectrum by assum ing theHF lineto

correspond toan in-phasem ode,butofinterface-localized nature.Theintensity ofsuch

localized m odedecreaseswith growing strength ofitslocalization attheinterfaceand,

when thelocalization becom essu�ciently strong,becom eslowerthan theintensity of

theotherm ode(which isofthebulk type).Thisgivesa possibility to exploretheHF

resonance line corresponding to the interface-localized m ode asa potentialsource of

inform ation concerning thebilayerinterface.
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1 Introduction

M agnetic m ultilayershave recently becom e the subjectofintensive studies,both

theoreticaland experim ental,in which specialattention ispaid tointerfaceparam eters,

such asinterface exchange coupling orinterface anisotropy. Thisinterestin interface

is due to its signi�cant e�ect on the properties ofthe m ultilayer system as a whole.

Oneofthekey m ethodsofinterfaceinvestigation isbased on ferrom agneticresonance

(FM R).The interface coupling [1]{[3]as wellas the interface anisotropy [4,5]in a

m ultilayer can be studied by m eans ofthe FM R spectrum . In anisotropy studies,

angle relations play an im portant role [6]{[8]. Also,FM R has been recently used in

investigating m agneticparticlessizedistribution [9].

From theexperim entalviewpoint,theFM R in bilayer�lm sischaracterized by the

factthatsom especim ensshow singleresonance,whereasothersshow doubleresonance.
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M oreover,the double resonance can exhibita regularpattern,in which the high-�eld

(HF)line possessesan intensity greaterthan thatofthe low-�eld (LF)line,oritcan

exhibitan inverted pattern with a HF linelessintensethan theLF line.According to

a com m only accepted interpretation,the inverted FM R pattern occurswhen the HF

line is an out-of-phase com position ofthe individualsublayer m odes ("optic m ode")

and the LF line isan in-phase m ode com position ("acoustic m ode").Here,consensus

seem stobeduetothecircum stancethatout-of-phasem odes,naturally,areassociated

with lowernetm agnetization;thisisinvoked asan explanation ofthe lowerintensity

ofthe HF resonance line in an inverted pattern. However,a perusalofthe literature

showsthatthisinterpretation lacksrigorousproof;itsbasicassum ption -thatbetween

thetwo linesobserved alwaystheHF lineisout-of-phaseand theLF lineisin-phase-

hasnever,to ourknowledge,been proved.Thisstim ulated usto takea closerlook at

thewholeproblem .

FM R spectra are com m only interpreted on the basis ofm acroscopic theories;in

Artm an-Layaditheory [10]{[15],often applied to bilayer�lm FM R,sublayerm agneti-

zationsareregarded asclassicalvectorsandappearassuch inthekeyexpression forfree

energy ofinteractionsbetween sublayerm agnetizations.A m icroscopictheory ofFM R

in thin �lm shasbeen developed by som eauthors,including Ferchm in [16],Puszkarski

[17,18]and W ojtczak [19,20]. The Ham iltonian considered in theirstudiesincludes

the exchange interaction energy,Zeem an energy and the uni-axialanisotropy energy,

and is diagonalized by m eans ofTyablikov-Bogolyubov m ethod [21]. The resulting

eigenvaluescorrespond to spin-wave energies,indicating the resonance line positions,

and theintensitiesoftheseresonancelinescan befound from thecorresponding eigen-

vectors. Thus,a fulltheoreticalim age ofFM R spectrum is obtained by using this

m ethod.

In this study,the FM R spectrum in a m agnetic bilayer �lm is investigated as a

function ofthe interface coupling and the interface anisotropy,on the basis ofthe

theory developed by Puszkarskiin [17,18].TheHam iltonian ofnon-hom ogeneousthin

�lm m odelisspeci�ed in Section 2 and diagonalized in Section 3.TheHam iltonian of

ferrom agnetic bilayer�lm isdiagonalized in Section 4. Section 5 refersto the bilayer

FM R spectra com posed oftwo resonancelines,often reported in experim entalstudies;

as we m entioned above,in the m ost com m on interpretation the low-intensity line is

related to an optic m ode,and the high-intensity line to an acoustic m ode. However,

theFM R spectra com puted in ourm odelprovethisinterpretation isnotalwaysright.

In Section 6,we show thatsym m etric bilayerFM R spectrum doesnotdepend on the

interfacecoupling value,and thee�ectoftheinterfaceanisotropy on thecriticalangle

appearanceand valueisstudied in Section 7.

2 G eneralplanar thin �lm m odel

2.1 A ssum ptions

In the planar thin �lm m odel,referred to as Valenta m odel[22,23], the thin

�lm specim en isassum ed to be in�nite and hom ogeneousin the directionsparallelto

itssurface,but�nite and generally inhom ogeneous along the surface norm al. In the
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Figure1:Theplanarthin �lm m odel.

latterdirection,the inhom ogeneousthin �lm can be divided into a num beroflattice

planesparallelto the�lm surface(seeFig.1).Ifallthelatticeplanesareassum ed to

haveidenticalcrystallographicstructure(thesam eplanelatticetypeand equallattice

constantvalues),allatom swithin a planehaveidenticalneighbourhood,and thusare

in identicalphysicalconditions. A spin isplaced in each lattice node. Itsposition is

de�ned by the num berofthe plane to which the spin belongs(l)and the site vector

within this plane (~j); its nearest neighbours can lie not only in the sam e plane or

a neighbouring one,but in farther planes as well(this problem is m ore thoroughly

discussed in [24,25,26,27]).Thenum berofplanel0spinsbeing nearestneighboursof

aplanelspin shallbedenoted by zll0.Both thespinsand theexchangeinteractionsare

assum ed to beequalwithin a latticeplane(butthey can di�erfrom planeto plane).

Twotypesofcoordinatesystem shallbeused below.In the�rstone,xyz,related to

thecrystallattice,x and yaxesareparalleltothe�lm surface,thezaxisbeingoriented

along thesurfacenorm al.Anothercoordinatesystem to beused,x0y0z0,isrelated to a

singlelatticesite;in thislocalsystem ,thepositivedirection ofz0axisisde�ned by unit

vector~
l~j
,indicating the direction ofquantization ofthe spin in the considered site.

The direction ofquantization follows that ofthe e�ective m agnetic �eld in the spin

site. Three com ponents contribute to thise�ective �eld: the applied m agnetic �eld,

thedem agnetization �eld and theanisotropy �eld,thelatterusually dueto theatom ic

m agneticm om entinteractionswith thecrystallatticeelectric�eld (theso-called crystal

�eld).Theassum ptionsm adewithin thism odelim ply thatthee�ective�eld within a
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lattice plane isequalin allspin sites(~H
eff

l~j
� ~H

eff

l ),and consequently,allthe spins

within a singleplanehaveequaldirection ofquantization (~
l~j
� ~l).

2.2 T he H am iltonian

W earegoing to considera Heisenberg Ham iltonian ofthefollowing form :

cH = �2
X

l~j;l0~j0

J
l~j;l0~j0

b~S
l~j
�
b~S
l0~j0

� g�B
X

l~j

~H
eff

l �
b~S
l~j
�
X

l~j

D l

�
bSz

l~j

�2
; (1)

J
l~j;l0~j0

denoting the exchange integral,g being the gyrom agnetic ratio,and �B being

Bohr m agneton. Vector~j speci�es the node position in plane l(~j 2 l),and vector
~j0 plays the sam e role in plane l0 (~j0 2 l0). Sym bol

P
l~j;l0~j0

m eans the sum m ation

involves allthe spin pairs,each pairbeing considered once only. The three term sin

Ham iltonian (1)correspond to the exchange interactions energy,the Zeem an energy

and thesingle-ion anisotropy energy,respectively.Thedynam icdipolar�eldsshallnot

betaken explicitly into consideration here,since { asithasbeen shown by Krawczyk

[28]{ theire�ecton thelocalized stateexistenceconditionsism inor.

Assum ing that the exchange interactions occur between the nearest neighbours

only,and adm ittingthattheseinteractions,though equalwithin alatticeplane,can be

di�erentbetween spinslying in di�erentplanes(in thiscase,J
l~j;l0~j0

= Jll0),we obtain

thefollowing form oftheHam iltonian:

cH = �
X

l;~j6= l0;~j0

Jll0
b~S
l~j
�
b~S
l0;~j0

� g�B
X

l;~j

~H
eff

l �
b~S
l~j
�

X

l;~j

D l

�
bSz

l~j

�2
: (2)

In orderto �nd theinhom ogeneousthin �lm eigenstates,Ham iltonian (2)m ustbe

diagonalized.

3 H am iltonian diagonalization procedure

Fourtransform ationsshallbeperform ed[29],leadingtothediagonalform ofHam il-

tonian (2):1)transform ation to thelocalcoordinatesystem ,2)transform ation to the

boson operators,3)Fouriertransform ation in the�lm planeand 4)thetransform ation

along the�lm surfacenorm al.

3.1 Transform ation to the localcoordinate system

Firstweshalltransform Ham iltonian (2)from itsform in thecrystallatticecoor-

dinatesystem ,xyz,to thatin thelocalcoordinatesystem ,x0y0z0.Thistransform ation

reads[21]:
b~S
l~j
= ~

l~j
cS0

z

l~j +
1
p
2

�
~A
l~j
cS0

+

l~j +
~A
�

l~j

cS0
�

l~j

�

; (3)
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~
l~j
denoting the previously introduced quantization axis unit vector,and ~A

l~j
having

thefollowing coordinates(provided thaty0liesin planexy):

A
x

l~j
= �

1
p
2

r

1�
�
z
l~j

�2 �

x

l~j

z

l~j
+ i

y

l~j

�
;

A
y

l~j
= �

1
p
2

r

1�
�
z
l~j

�2 �

y

l~j

z

l~j
� i

x

l~j

�
; (4)

A
z

l~j
=

1
p
2

r

1�
�
z
l~j

�2
:

Vectors~
l~j
and ~A

l~j
ful�llthefollowing relations:

~
l~j
= ~�

l~j
; ~

l~j
� ~

l~j
= 1; ~A �

l~j
�~A

l~j
= 1;

~A
l~j
� ~

l~j
= 0; ~A �

l~j
� ~

l~j
= 0; ~A

l~j
�~A

l~j
= 0;

~
l~j
� ~A

l~j
= i~A

l~j
; ~A

l~j
� ~A �

l~j
= i~

l~j
:

(5)

3.2 Transform ation to second quantization operators

In the second step,the spin operators (expressed in x0y0z0 coordinates) shallbe

replaced with boson operatorsby m eansofHolstein-Prim ako� transform ation.In the

resulting Ham iltonian,only quadratic term s shallbe retained,and allthe term s of

otherorders shallbe om itted (however,the com m utation rules should be taken into

consideration,and attention paid to the sequence ofboson operatorswhen om itting

thehigher-orderterm s).

Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation reads[21]:

cS0
+

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
bf
l~j
ba
l~j
; cS0

�

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
ba+
l~j

bf
l~j
; cS0

z

l~j = S
l~j
� ba+

l~j
ba
l~j
;

bf
l~j
=

q
1� ba+

l~j
ba
l~j
=2S

l~j
;

(6)

with operatorsofcreation (̂a+
l~j
)and annihilation (̂a

l~j
)satisfying thefollowing com m u-

tation rules:

[̂a
l~j
;̂a

+

l0~j0
]= �ll0�~j~j0; [̂a

l~j
;̂a

l0~j0
]= 0: (7)

Using theapproxim ation ofquasi-saturation,weobtain:

cS0
+

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
ba
l~j
; cS0

�

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
ba+
l~j
; cS0

z

l~j = S
l~j
� ba+

l~j
ba
l~j
: (8)

Theabovetransform ationsshallbeapplied to the�rsttwo term sin theHam iltonian,

i.e. the exchange (bi-ion)interaction term and the Zeem an (single-ion,linear)term .

The transform ationsto be applied to the rem aining anisotropy term (single-ion,non-
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linear),areasfollows[30]:

cS0
�

l~j
cS0

+

l~j = 2S
l~j
ba+
l~j
ba
l~j
;

cS0
+

l~j
cS0

�

l~j = 2S
l~j
+
�
2S

l~j
� 2

�
ba+
l~j
ba
l~j
;

�
cS0

z

l~j

�2
= S

02

l~j
�
�
2S

l~j
� 1

�
ba+
l~j
ba
l~j
;

cS0
+

l~j
cS0

z

l~j =
q
2S

l~j

�
S
l~j
� 1

�
ba
l~j
;

cS0
z

l~j
cS0

+

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
S
l~j
ba
l~j
;

cS0
�

l~j
cS0

z

l~j =
q
2S

l~j
S
l~j
ba+
l~j
;

cS0
z

l~j
cS0

�

l~j =
q
2S

l~j

�
S
l~j
� 1

�
ba+
l~j
;

cS0
+

l~j
cS0

+

l~j =

r

2S
l~j

�
2S

l~j
� 1

�
ba
l~j
ba
l~j
;

cS0
�

l~j
cS0

�

l~j =

r

2S
l~j

�
2S

l~j
� 1

�
ba+
l~j
ba+
l~j
:

(9)

Aftertransform ations(3),(8)and (9)Ham iltonian (2)becom es:

cH = E 0(~l)+
X

l;~j;l0;~j0

�

P
~j~j0

ll0 â
+

l~j
â
l0~j0

+
1

2
Q
~j~j0

ll0 âl~jâl0~j0 +
1

2
Q
�~j~j0

ll0 â
+

l~j
â
+

l0~j0

�

+
X

l;~j

�
R l̂al~j + R

�
lâ

+

l~j

�
;

(10)

where:

E 0(~l) = �N
X

ll0

zll0Jll0SlSl0~l� ~l0 � N g�B
X

l

Sl~H
eff

l � ~l

�N
X

l

D lSl

�

Slcos
2
�+

1

2
cos2��

1

2

�

; (11)

P
~j~j0

ll0 =

8
>>><

>>>:

2
P

n zlnJlnSn~l� ~n + g�B ~H
eff

l � ~l

�D l(Sl�
1

2
)(1� 3cos2�) forl~j= l0~j0;

�2
p
SlSl0Jll0A

�
l � Al0 forl~j6= l0~j0;

(12)

Q
~j~j0

ll0 =

8
><

>:

�D l

q
Sl(Sl�

1

2
)(1� cos2�) forl~j= l0~j0;

�2
p
SlSl0Jll0A l� Al0 forl~j6= l0~j0;

(13)

R l = �2

q
Sl

X

n

zlnJlnSnA l� ~n � g�B

q
Sl
~H
eff

l � Al

�
1

2

q
2Sl(2Sl� 1)cos�

p
1� cos2�: (14)

Sym bol�,appearing in theaboveequations,denotestheanglebetween the�lm m ag-

netization vectorand thesurfacenorm al;zll0,aspreviously de�ned,isthenum berofa

planelspin nearestneighboursin planel0.Equality Jll0 = Jl0lim pliesthatP
~j0~j

l0l = P
�~j~j0

ll0

and Q
~j0~j

l0l = Q
~j~j0

ll0,which m eansthatHam iltonian (10)isHerm itian.
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3.3 B i-linear H am iltonian

As m entioned above, only quadratic term s shallbe retained in the considered

Ham iltonian:

cH =
X

l;~j;l0;~j0

�

P
~j~j0

ll0 â
+

l~j
â
l0~j0

+
1

2
Q
~j~j0

ll0 âl~jâl0~j0 +
1

2
Q
�~j~j0

ll0 â
+

l~j
â
+

l0~j0

�

: (15)

The term soforderzero,shifting uniform ly the energy scale,are om itted. The �rst-

orderterm svanish when the direction of~ correspondsto the m inim um energy [30].

The fourth-order term s are related to the interactions between m agnons,and their

om itting isjusti�ed by ourpreviousassum ptions.

Thegeneralm ethod ofquadraticform diagonalization wasproposed by Tyablikov

and Bogolyubov,and applied to thin �lm and bilayer�lm by Puszkarski[31,30].The

procedure,analogicaltothatused by Ferchm in [16]and Corciovei[32],isbased on two

Fouriertransform ations,perform ed in the�lm planeand alongthedirection norm alto

the�lm surface.By theseoperations,boson operatorsâ+
l~j
and â

l0~j0
,originally expressed

in the directspace,l~j,are transform ed into the reciprocalspace,~kkk? ,in which the

Ham iltonian isdiagonal.

3.4 Fourier transform ation in the �lm plane

Thetransform ation in the�lm planereads[19,16,32]:

â
l~j
=

1
p
N

X

~kk

exp(�i~kk �~j)̂b~kkl
; (16)

â
+

l~j
=

1
p
N

X

~kk

exp(i~kk �~j)̂b
+

~kkl
;

N denoting the totalnum berofspinsin a single lattice plane parallelto the surface,

and ~kk = [kx;ky]being a vectorfrom the two-dim ensionalBrillouin zone (coordinates

kx and ky arequantized through im posingBorn-K�arm �an cyclicboundary conditionsin

thex and y directions).Operators b̂+ and b̂satisfy theboson com m utation rules:

[̂b~kkl
;̂b

+

~k0kl
0
]= �~kk ~k0k

�ll0; [̂b~kkl
;̂b~k0kl0

]= 0: (17)

By transform ation (16)Ham iltonian (15)becom es:

cH =
X

~kk;ll
0

�

Pll0(~kk)̂b
+

~kkl
b̂~kkl0

+
1

2
Q ll0(~kk)̂b~kkl

b̂
� ~kkl

0 +
1

2
Q
�
ll0(
~kk)̂b

+

~kkl
b̂
+

� ~kkl
0

�

; (18)

where:

Pll0(~kk) = �2

q
SlSl0Jll0A

�
l � Al0�

~kk

ll0 (19)

+�ll0

"

2
X

n

zlnJlnSn~l� ~n + g�B ~H
eff

l � ~l� D l

�

Sl�
1

2

� �
1� 3cos2�

�
#

;
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Q ll0(~kk)= �2

q
SlSl0Jll0A l� Al0

�

�
~kk

ll0

��
� �ll0

2

4D l

s

Sl

�

Sl�
1

2

� �
1� cos2�

�
3

5 : (20)

Term �
~kk

ll0, referred to as structuralsum , is de�ned as the following sum over spin

neighbours:

�
� ~kk

ll0 =
X

~j0

e
� i~kk� (

~j�~j0)
; (~j2 l;~j

0
2 l

0); (21)

and satis�esthefollowing relations:

�
�~kk

ll0 = �
� ~kk

ll0 ; �
~kk

l0l = �
�~kk

ll0 ; �0ll0 = zll0: (22)

3.5 Transform ation along the surface norm al

In thelaststep ofthediagonalization procedure,canonicalTyablikov-Bogolyubov

transform ation [21](along the �lm surface norm al) shallbe applied to Ham iltonian

(18):

b̂~kkl
=

X

k?

�

ul(k? )̂�~kkk?
+ v

�
l(�k? )̂�

+

� ~kk;� k?

�

; (23)

b̂
+

� ~kkl
=

X

k?

�

u
�
l(�k? )̂�

+

� ~kk;� k?
+ vl(k? )̂�~kkk?

�

;

where �̂+
~kkk?

and �̂~kkk?
areoperatorsofcreation and annihilation,respectively,ofa spin

wavewith energy E (~kk;k? )and wavevector~k = [~kk;k? ],com ponents~kk and k? being,

respectively,paralleland perpendicularto the surface. W hen expressed by operators

�̂~kkk?
and �̂+~kkk?

,theHam iltonian becom esdiagonal:

cH =
X

~kk;k?

E (~kk;k? )̂�
+

~kkk?
�̂~kkk?

+ const: (24)

Ham iltonian(24)is,byassum ption,Herm itian,whichim pliesthatE (~kk;k? )= E �(~kk;k? ).

Fortransform ation (23)to resultin the diagonalform ofthe Ham iltonian,functions

ul(k? )and vl(k? )m ustsatisfy thefollowing conditionsoforthonorm ality [33]:

X

l

[ul(k? )u
�
l(k

0
? )� vl(k? )v

�
l(k

0
? )]= �k? k0?

; (25)

X

l

[ul(k? )vl(�k? )� vl(k? )ul(�k? )]= 0;

X

k?

[ul(k? )u
�
l0(k? )� vl0(�k? )v

�
l(�k? )]= �ll0;

X

k?

[ul(k? )v
�
l0(k? )� v

�
l(�k? )ul0(�k? )]= 0;

and,m oreover,they m ustbesolutionsofso-called Tyablikov-Bogolyubov equations.
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In orderto �nd functionsul(k? )and vl(k? )in theirexplicitform s,we shallwrite

theHeisenberg equationsofm otion foroperators b̂~kkl
,�̂~kkk?

and �̂+~kkk?
:

i
_
b̂~kkl

=
h
b̂~kkl

;cH
i
=

X

l0

�

Pll0(~kk)̂b~kkl0
+ Q

�
ll0(
~kk)̂b

+

� ~kkl
0

�

; (26)

i
_

�̂~kkk?
=

h
�̂~kkk?

;cH
i
= E (~kk;k? ) ^�~kkk?

; (27)

i
_

�̂
+

� ~kk;� k?
=

�

�̂
+

� ~kk;� k?
;cH

�

= E (~kk;k? ) ^�~kkk?
:

By inserting (23)into (26),and using (27),thefollowing equation isobtained:

X

k?

�

ul(k? )E (~kk;k? )̂�~kkk?
� v

�
l(�k? )E (�

~kk;�k? )̂�
+

� ~kk;� k?

�

=

X

k?

X

l0

�

Pll0(~kk)

�

ul0(k? )̂�~kkk?
+ v

�
l0(�k? )̂�

+

� ~kk;� k?

�

+

Q
�
ll0(
~kk)

�

u
�
l0(�k? )̂�

+

� ~kk;� k?
+ vl0(k? )̂�~kkk?

��

;

equivalentto a setof2L equations,if�̂~kkk?
and �̂+

� ~kk;� k?
arelinearly independent:

ul(k? )E (~kk;k? )=
X

l0

h
Pll0(~kk)ul0(k? )+ Q

�
ll0(
~kk)vl0(k? )

i
;

�v
�
l(�k? )E (�

~kk;�k? )=
X

l0

h
Pll0(~kk)v

�
l0(�k? )+ Q

�
ll0(
~kk)u

�
l0(�k? )

i
:

Reversing the direction of~k in the second equation (~kk ! �~kk,k? ! �k? ) �nally

leadsto:

ul(k? )E (~kk;k? )=
X

l0

h
Pll0(~kk)ul0(k? )+ Q

�
ll0(
~kk)vl0(k? )

i
; (28)

�vl(k? )E (~kk;k? )=
X

l0

h
P
�
ll0(�

~kk)vl0(k? )+ Q ll0(�~kk)ul0(k? )
i
:

ThisisthesetofTyablikov-Bogolyubov equationscorresponding to ourproblem .The

spin waveenergy,E (~kk;k? ),aswellasfunctionsul(k? )and vl(k? ),describing thespin

waveprecession,can bededuced from itssolution.

4 T he particular case: ferrom agnetic bilayer �lm

4.1 G eneralform ofthe bilayer H am iltonian

Letusconsidernow a m agnetic bilayer�lm ,com posed oftwo hom ogeneoussub-

layers A and B having identicalcrystallographic structure;each sublayer isassum ed

to contain a num ber oflattice planes,N A and N B ,respectively (Fig. 2). M oreover,
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Figure2:Theplanarm agneticbilayer�lm m odel(seethetextfordetailed description).

the spinsin the lattice nodes,aswellasthe exchange interactionsbetween the near-

estneighbours,are assum ed to be equalwithin each sublayer,though they can di�er

between the sublayers. The sam e rule applies to the other param eters,such as the

bulk anisotropy constant and the e�ective �eld. Besides the standard notion ofbulk

anisotropy,D A (B ),two other quantities shallbe used: surface anisotropy D A (B )
s and

interfaceanisotropy D
A (B )

int .

Theexchangeinteractionthroughtheinterfaceshallbedescribed byintroducingthe

interfaceexchangeintegral,JA B ,positiveforferrom agneticinterfacecoupling,negative

for antiferrom agnetic interface coupling,and zero in the case where no coupling is

presentbetween the sublayers. In practice,a thin non-m agnetic interlayerisinserted

between the ferrom agnetic thin �lm s A and B,and the interface properties (D
A (B )

int ,

JA B )aredeterm ined by theinterlayerthicknessand m aterial.
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W ith theseassum ptions,them atrix form of(28)is:

0

B
B
B
B
@

X A X A B

X
y

A B X B

Y

Y
X A X A B

X
y

A B X B

1

C
C
C
C
A

2L� 2L

 
U

V

!

= E

 
U

�V

!

; (29)

U and V being de�ned asfollows:

U =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

U1

U2

...

ULA

ULA + 1

...

UL� 1

UL

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; V =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

V1

V2
...

VLA

VLA + 1

...

VL� 1

VL

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (30)

In �lm s obtained from cubic crystalsurface cuts (001),(110) or (111),the nearest

neighboursofaplanelspin liein planesup tol+ 3[24,25,26,27],sothegeneralform

ofm atricesX and Y isseven-diagonal:

X A =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

R A � a0 CA D A FA

C �
A R A � a1 CA D A FA

D �
A C �

A R A � a2 CA D A FA

F �
A D �

A C �
A R A CA D A FA

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

F �
A D �

A C �
A R A CA D A FA

F �
A D �

A C �
A R A � b2 CA D A

F �
A D �

A C �
A R A � b1 CA

F �
A D �

A C �
A R A � b0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

LA � LA

;

(31)

X B =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

R B � c0 CB D B FB

C �
B R B � c1 CB D B FB

D �
B C �

B R B � c2 CB D B FB

F �
B D �

B C �
B R B CB D B FB

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

F �
B D �

B C �
B R B CB D B FB

F �
B D �

B C �
B R B � d2 CB D B

F �
B D �

B C �
B R B � d1 CB

F �
B D �

B C �
B R B � d0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

LB � LB

;

(32)
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X A B =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 :::

FA B 0 0 0 � � �

D A B FA B 0 0 :::

CA B D A B FA B 0 :::

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

LA � LB

; (33)

Y =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

R
y

A ;s

R
y

A

...

R
y

A 0 0 F
y

A B

0 R
y

A 0 D
y

A B F
y

A B

0 0 R
y

A ;int C
y

A B D
y

A B F
y

A B

(F
y

A B )
� (D

y

A B )
� (C

y

A B )
� R

y

B ;int 0 0

(F
y

A B )
� (D

y

A B )
� 0 R

y

B 0

(F
y

A B )
� 0 0 R

y

B

...

R
y

B

R
y

B ;s

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

L� L

:

(34)
Thesym bolsused abovearede�ned asfollows:

Ci= �2SiJi�1;

D i= �2SiJi�2; (35)

Fi= �2SiJi�3;

R i = �2SiJi�0 + g�B ~H
eff

i � ~i+ D i

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�i� 1

�

+2[zi0 + 2(zi1 + z
i
2 + z

i
3)]SiJi; (36)

R
y

i;(int;s)
= �D i;(int;s)

s

Si

�

Si�
1

2

�

sin2�i; (37)

wherei= A;B ,and:

CA B = �2
q
SASB JA B ~A

�
A �

~A B �1;

D A B = �2
q
SASB JA B ~A

�
A �

~A B �2; (38)

FA B = �2
q
SASB JA B ~A

�
A �

~A B �3;

C
y

A B = �2

q
SASB JA B ~A A �

~A B �1;

D
y

A B = �2

q
SASB JA B ~A A �

~A B �2; (39)

F
y

A B = �2

q
SASB JA B ~A A �

~A B �3;
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a0 = 2(zA1 + z
A
2 + z

A
3 )SAJA � g�B ~K

A
s � ~A � (D A

s � D A)(SA �
1

2
)(3cos2�A � 1);

a1 = 2(zA2 + z
A
3 )SAJA;

a2 = 2zA3 SAJA;

b2 = 2zA3 SAJA � 2zB3 SB JA B~A � ~B ;

b1 = 2(zA2 + z
A
3 )SAJA � 2(zB2 + z

B
3 )SB JA B~A � ~B ;

b0 = 2(zA1 + z
A
2 + z

A
3 )SAJA � 2(zB1 + z

B
2 + z

B
3 )SB JA B~A � ~B �

g�B ~K
A
int� ~A � (D A

int� D A)(SA �
1

2
)(3cos2�A � 1); (40)

c0 = 2(zB1 + z
B
2 + z

B
3 )SB JB � 2(zA1 + z

A
2 + z

A
3 )SAJA B~A � ~B �

g�B ~K
B
int� ~B � (D B

int� D B )(SB �
1

2
)(3cos2�B � 1);

c1 = 2(zB2 + z
B
3 )SB JB � 2(zA2 + z

A
3 )SAJA B~A � ~B ;

c2 = 2zB3 SB JB � 2zA3 SAJA B~A � ~B ;

d2 = 2zB3 SB JB ;

d1 = 2(zB2 + z
B
3 )SB JB ;

d0 = 2(zB1 + z
B
2 + z

B
3 )SB JB � g�B ~K

B
s � ~B � (D B

s � D B )(SB �
1

2
)(3cos2�B � 1):

Asassum ed previously,thedirection ofquantization appearingin theaboveform ulaeis

constantwithin a singlesublayer,butcan di�erbetween thesublayers(i.e.~l= ~A (B ),

which im plies ~A l= ~A A (B )).

4.2 T he e�ect ofvarious surface cuts

W e shallhenceforth considera bilayer�lm whose both sublayersare m ade ofthe

sam em aterial(SA = SB � S and JA = JB � J),possibleasym m etry beingdueonlyto

interface(D A
int 6= D B

int,
~K A
int6=

~K B
int)orsurface(

~K A
s 6= ~K B

s )conditions.In thesim plest

case,thenearestneighboursofa planelspin liein eitherthesam e ora neighbouring

plane(l0= l;l� 1),which bringstheHam iltonian m atrix toathree-diagonalform [34].

Thissituation takesplaceforsurfacecut(001)in allthreecubiccrystaltypes,and for

cut(110)in sc and bcc crystals.Asourstudy isfocused on ferrom agneticresonance,

in which standing spin wavesonly areobserved,weassum e~kk = 0.

In order to sim plify the problem ,the bilayer spin precession shallbe henceforth

assum ed to be circular. The spin precession ellipticity isallowed forin (29)through

m atrix Y (34),whose diagonaland out-of-diagonalelem ents are de�ned in (37)and

(39),respectively.Ifthequantization vector~hasthesam edirection in both sublayers,

then ~A A = ~A B ,and the out-of-diagonalelem entsofY vanish,since product ~A A �
~A B

iszero. The diagonalelem ents ofY can be divided into three groups,distinguishing

bulk,surfaceand interfaceelem ents.Theirdi�erentvaluesareduetothefactthatthe

ellipticity ofspin precession on the surface and the interface di�ersfrom thatin the

bulk.However,ifthespin precession ellipticity isassum ed approxim ately hom ogeneous

throughoutthebilayer�lm ,allthediagonalelem entsofY becom eequal;asshown in

[30],thisdoesnota�ecttherelativeintensitiesoftheresonancelines,and thusm atrix
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Y ,having no e�ect on the resonance spectrum ,can be om itted (i.e. we can assum e

Y � 0). Hence,in the circular spin precession approxim ation,set ofequations (29)

can beseparated,and reduced to a sim pleeigenvalueproblem with m atrix X only.

W ith theabove-speci�ed assum ptions,forcubiccrystalsurfacecut(001)equation

(29),divided by 2SJ�1,becom es:

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

2� A A
surf �1

�1 2 �1
...

...
...

�1 2 �1

�1 2� A A
int �Jint

�Jint 2� A B
int �1

�1 2 �1
...

...
...

�1 2 �1

�1 2� A B
surf

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

U = E
0
U;

(41)
theHam iltonian m atrix elem entsbeing de�ned asfollows:

A
A (B )

surf = 1�
g�B

2SJz?
(~�~K A (B )

s )

| {z }
as0

�
D A (B )

s (S � 1

2
)

2SJz?| {z }
as2

(3cos2�� 1); (42)

A
A (B )

int = 1� Jint�
g�B

2SJz?
(~�~K

A (B )

int )

| {z }
ai0

�
D

A (B )

int (S � 1

2
)

2SJz?| {z }
ai2

(3cos2�� 1); (43)

Jint = JA B =J: (44)

Propertiesoffunction � (22)im ply that� ll0(~kk = 0)= zll0,and thus

E
0= E =(2SJz? ); (45)

wherez? � zl;l+ 1.

Considering sym m etric surface or interface conditions,we shallhenceforth om it

indicesA and B in therespective sublayerparam etersym bols,e.g.aAi2 = aBi2 � ai2,or

A A
surf = A B

surf � A surf.

Equation (41) provides the basis for our further investigation. The Ham iltonian

m atrix correspondsto a sim pli�ed bilayer�lm m odelon which a spin-wave spectrum

can be studied as a function ofthree essentialstructuralm agnetic param eters: the

surface param eter,A surf,the interface param eter,A int,and the interface coupling,

Jint. Below,eigenvalue problem (41) shallbe solved num erically only,assum ing the

spin valueequalto one(S=1).
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5 A m biguity in existing interpretation of bilayer

FM R spectra

In the ’reversed’double-peak FM R spectrum ,reported in bilayer�lm s,the high-

intensity lineiscom m only interpreted ascorresponding to an acousticm ode,thelow-

intensity linebeingrelated toan opticm ode[35,36,37,38,39].Thisim pliesthatsuch

’reversed’spectrum should appear only in bilayers with antiferrom agnetic interface

coupling. Fig. 3 shows exam ples ofbilayer resonance spectra with inverse intensity

arrangem ent,resultingfrom ournum ericalcom putations;(a)-(c)wereobtained assum -

ingantiferrom agneticinterfacecoupling 1,while(d)-(f)correspond tobilayersin which

the interface coupling is ferrom agnetic. Perpendicular con�guration (� = 0),aswell

asthe absence ofthe uni-directionalanisotropy (ai0 = 0)were assum ed in allcases.

Thecasedepicted in Fig.3(a)correspondstothecom m only used interpretation:optic

bulk m ode n = 1 has lower intensity than acoustic m ode n = 2. In case (b),the

high-intensity m ode (n = 2)isstillacoustic,butthe low-intensity line (n = 1)corre-

spondstoan opticinterfacem ode.Anotherpossibility isshown in Fig.3(c):both �rst

m odes,n = 1 and n = 2,are of’optic’nature,n = 2 being an optic bulk m ode and

n = 1 being an opticsurfacem ode;thelow intensity ofthelatterisduenotonly to its

optic character,butalso to itslocalization atthe surface (thiscase hasalready been

studied in [40]).Iftheinterfacecouplingisferrom agnetic,threepossibilitiescan occur,

their exam ples shown in Figs. 3(d)-(f). In case (d),the low-intensity peak (n = 1)

corresponds to an acoustic surface m ode,while the high-intensity line (n = 3)isre-

lated to an acousticbulk m ode.In (e),thelow-intensity m ode(n = 1)isacousticand

localized atthesurface,and thehigh-intensity m ode(n = 2)isacousticand localized

atthe interface.In (f),thelow-intensity m ode(n = 1)isacousticand localized atthe

interface,whilethehigh-intensity peak (n = 3)correspondsto an acousticbulk m ode.

Theseresultsclearlyindicatethat,from thetheoreticalpointofview,thecom m only

used interpretation ofthe double-peak resonance spectra,relating the high-intensity

line to an acoustic m ode,and the low-intensity line to an optic m ode,isnotalways

legitim ate.

6 T he e�ect ofinterface coupling

In thisSection we shallanalyse ferrom agnetic resonance spectra obtained in the

so-called perpendicularcon�guration,i.e. for� = 0. Forsim plicity reasons,we shall

assum e thatthere isno uni-directionalanisotropy on the interface (ai0 = 0),and the

surface spinshave ’natural’freedom (A surf � 1),Thus,the only source ofanisotropy

1 This case (i.e. a bilayer with antiferrom agnetic interface coupling) was also considered in our

previouspaper[33].However,aswehavejustrecently realized,thenum ericalcalculationsperform ed

there-forthisparticularcaseonly -wereincorrectdueto thefaulty com putationalprogram used in

thatpaper. Thisresulted in m isinterpretation ofthe energetically lowestm ode asa sym m etric one.

O urpresentcorrectnum ericalcalculationsshow that,in fact,thism ode isofantisym m etric nature.

This discrepancy leadsto quantitatively di�erentresonance spectra,however,itdoes nota�ect the

correctnessofourm ain hypothesisform ulated in [33]abouttheperm issibleinterface-localized nature

ofthe �rstresonancem ode.
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Figure 3: Pro�lesofthe �rst(i.e. having the lowestenergies)bilayerm odesand the

corresponding resonance spectra obtained forthe param etervaluesspeci�ed in boxes

(the valuesofinterface param eterA int correspond to those assum ed forJint and ai2,

speci�ed on the right ofthe bracket). The dashed line indicates the position ofa

hypotheticuniform m ode(UM )with ~k � 0.

(a)Asym m etric interface,antiferrom agneticinterfacecoupling.

(b)Asym m etric interface,interface coupling stillantiferrom agnetic,butweaker than

in (a).Notethatthevalueofparam eteraBi2 isnegative.

17



 

2 3 

4 

1 

UM 

UM 
1 

2 

3 

4 5 

n=1 

n=2 

n=3 

n=4 

n=1 

n=2 

n=3 

n=4 

    (d) 
Asurf

A = 1.5 
A int

A = 0.5 
A int

B = 0.9 
Asurf

B = 1.5 

ai2
A = 0.1   

Jint = 0.3 
ai2

B = -0.1 

    (c) 
Asurf

A = 1 
A int

A = 0.9 
A int

B = 0.9 
Asurf

B = 1.5 

ai2
A = 0.1   

Jint = - 0.1 
ai2

B = 0.1 

n=1 

ENERGY 

ENERGY 

Figure3:c,d

(c)Asym m etric surfaces,antiferrom agneticinterfacecoupling.

(d)Asym m etric interface,ferrom agneticinterfacecoupling.
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(e)Asym m etric surfaces,ferrom agneticinterfacecoupling.

(f)Asym m etric surfaces,ferrom agneticinterfacecoupling.
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Figure 4:Energiesofsym m etric bilayerm odesversusthe interface coupling integral,

Jint.Thesolid linescorrespond toantisym m etricm odes,thedotted linescorresponding

to sym m etric ones.

isthe interface uni-axialanisotropy. Fig. 4 showsbilayerm ode energiesasfunctions

ofthe interface coupling integralin the absence ofany interface anisotropy (ai2 = 0)

(thissituation wasstudied in [33]).Ifthecoupling isferrom agnetic,Jint hasno e�ect

on the energy ofthe odd m odes,while in the case ofantiferrom agnetic coupling,the

m odes ’insensitive’to Jint variations are even. This result fully corresponds to that

reported in [33]and [20]. An insight into these functions is provided by the m ode

pro�lesanalysed versustheinterfacecoupling integral.Fig.5(a)showspro�lesofthe

six lowestm odesfor�vedi�erentJintvalues.In thecaseofferrom agneticcoupling the

interface coupling integralisfound to have little e�ecton the shape ofthese pro�les.

M ode n = 1 is always a uniform m ode;the even m odes are antisym m etric (and as

such do notappearin the resonance spectrum ),and alltheodd m odesexceptn = 1,

though sym m etric in thebilayer,areantisym m etric within each sublayerand thusdo

notappearin theresonancespectrum either.Hence,itisonly theuniform m odethat

is observed in the resonance spectrum (see Fig. 5(c)). W hen Jint < 0,the lowest

m odeislocalized atthe interface (the localization becom ing strongerasJint absolute

value increases),while m ode n = 2 is uniform . However,also in this case only one

resonance line isobserved (n = 2,see Fig. 5(b)),asallthe odd m odes,including the

interfacem ode,areantisym m etric,and thusdo notappearin theresonancespectrum .

Hence, the resonance spectrum is found to be insensitive to the interface coupling
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Figure 5: (a) Pro�les ofthe six lowest m odes and (b, c) the corresponding FM R

spectra in a sym m etric bilayer,com puted assum ing no interface anisotropy (ai2 = 0),

the surface spinshaving naturalfreedom (A surf = 1),fordi�erentvaluesofinterface

exchange integralJint. Each sublayer is com posed ofN = 11 lattice planes. UM

denotestheresonancelinecorresponding to theuniform m odeexcitation.
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integralvariations(since Jint hasno e�ecton the sym m etric m odes,and a�ectsonly

theantisym m etric ones).

The above conclusion can be equally deduced in a di�erent reasoning,based on

thenotion ofe�ective interface param eter,A eff,introduced in [33].In theconsidered

perpendicularcon�guration (�= 0)thisparam eterisexpressed asfollows:

A eff =

(
A s
eff = 1� 2ai2, forsym m etric m odes,

A a
eff = 1� 2ai2 � 2Jint, forantisym m etric m odes.

(46)

The above form ulae directly indicate that only the antisym m etric m odes depend on

Jint,thesym m etricm odesbeing unrelated to it.Thisrem ainsvalid also when ai2 6= 0,

asshown in Figs.6 and 7.However,theFM R spectrum depicted therecontainsm ore

than one peak,the resonance lines corresponding exclusively to either odd or even

m odes,for Jint > 0 or Jint < 0,respectively. In each case,as previously,the FM R

spectrum doesnotdepend on Jint value.

7 C riticalangle in bilayer resonance spectrum

The resonance spectra considered in the preceding sectionswere obtained forthe

so-called perpendicular con�guration,in which the m agnetization vector is oriented

alongthe�lm surfacenorm al.In thissection,wearegoingtoinvestigatecon�guration

e�ectsin resonancespectrum ,dueto di�erentorientation ofthem agnetization vector

with respectto the�lm surface.Ouranalysisshallbebased on thee�ective interface

param eter,A eff,a conceptintroduced in ourearlierstudy [33].In a sym m etricbilayer

�lm ,thisparam eterisexpressed asfollows:

A eff =

(
A s
eff = 1� ai0 � ai2(3cos

2�� 1), forsym m etric m odes,

A a
eff = 1� ai0 � ai2(3cos

2�� 1)� 2Jint, forantisym m etric m odes.

(47)

Bilayer resonance spectra are generally com posed ofseveralresonance lines (so-

called spin waveresonance-SW R),though in certain conditionsthespectrum reduces

to a single peak. Thisoccurs,forexam ple,when angle � between the m agnetization

vectorand thesurfacenorm altakesaparticularvalue,referred toascriticalangle.The

existence ofthe criticalangle isdue to the factthatthe e�ective interface param eter

(47)isa function of�.Forsim plicity reasons,in ourinvestigation ofthecriticalangle

e�ectwe shallassum e thatthe surface param eter,A surf,doesnotdepend on �,and

thatA surf = 1 (i.e.thespinshave’natural’freedom on both surfaces).

7.1 T he e�ect ofuni-axialanisotropy

In the�rstcaseto beconsidered,thee�ectoftheuni-directionalanisotropy shall

be neglected (ai0 = 0). Figs. 8(a)and 8(c)show the intensities ofm ode excitations

(in relation to that ofthe �rst sym m etric m ode,n = 1) as functions ofangle � in

a sym m etric bilayer �lm (com posed of22 atom ic planes,11 planesin each sublayer)

with ferrom agnetic interface coupling (Jint = 0:3). Graphs (a) and (c) were plotted
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Figure6:(a)Pro�lesofthesixlowestm odesand (b,c)thecorrespondingFM R spectra

in a sym m etric bilayer,com puted assum ing interfaceanisotropy ai2 = 0:2,thesurface

spins having naturalfreedom (A surf = 1),for di�erent values ofinterface exchange

integralJint. Each sublayer is com posed ofN = 11 lattice planes. BM denotes a

resonancelinecorresponding to thesym m etric bulk m odeexcitation.

23



 

0.1Jint −=  0.1Jint =  0.5Jint =  0Jint ≈  5.0Jint −=  

n=1  (IM) 

n=3 

n=2  (IM) 

n=4 

n=1 

n=2 

n=3 

n=4 

n=5 

n=6 

(b)  FMR spectrum for Jint < 0 (c)  FMR spectrum for Jint ≥ 0 
 

(a) 

ENERGY 

Figure 7: (a) Pro�les ofthe six lowest m odes and (b, c) the corresponding FM R

spectra in a sym m etric bilayer,com puted assum ing interface anisotropy ai2 = �0:1,

the surface spinshaving naturalfreedom (A surf = 1),fordi�erentvaluesofinterface

exchangeintegralJint.Each sublayeriscom posed ofN = 11latticeplanes.IM denotes

theresonancelinecorresponding to thesym m etric interfacem odeexcitation.
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Figure8:Resonancelinerelativeintensitiesversusthecon�guration anglein a bilayer

�lm with sym m etricinterfaceboundary conditionsand ferrom agneticcoupling (Jint=

0:3). The otherparam etervaluesassum ed: N = 11,ai0 = 0,A surf = 1. Graphs(a)

and (c)show intensity ratio In=I1 plotted versusangle�;thecorresponding pro�lesof
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25



assum ing aAi2 = aBi2 = �0:3,and aAi2 = aBi2 = 0:3,respectively. The corresponding

pro�lesofthesix lowestm odesaredepicted in Figs.8(b)and 8(d),forthreedi�erent

values ofangle �: 40o (� < �crit),54:7
o (� = �crit) and 70o (� > �crit). (Note that

in both cases the even m odes,being antisym m etric,do notappear in the resonance

spectrum ).

Asshown in Fig.8(b),foraAi2 = aBi2 = �0:3,m oden = 1,localized attheinterface

when �< �crit,becom esa uniform m odefor�= �crit,and a bulk m odewhen �> �crit.

Theotherm odesareofbulk naturein all�range.Theresonanceintensity ofthe�rst

bulk m ode (n = 3),surpassing thatofthe interface m ode at� = 0o (see Fig. 8(a)),

decreaseswith growing � and equalsthe interface m ode intensity at� � 23:4o. As�

continuesto increase,theintensitiesofthebulk m odesdecreasestillfurtherto vanish

com pletely at�= �crit(� 54:7o),when m oden = 1 becom esuniform ,and theonly one

to appearin theSW R spectrum .W hen �> �crit,allthem odesareofbulk character,

theintensitiesofm odesn � 3 being m uch lowerthan thatofm oden = 1.Thus,the

criticalangle is found to separate two regions in which the relative m ode intensities

areradically di�erent.

ForaAi2 = aBi2 = 0:3 thesituation isreversed (Figs.8(c)and 8(d)).W hen �< �crit,

allthe m odes are ofbulk character;m ode n = 1 becom es uniform at� = �crit (the

intensitiesofallotherm odesbeing zero),and localized attheinterfacewhen �> �crit,

itsintensity rem aining thehighestin all� range.Thiscaseisa ’m irrorim age’ofthat

depicted in Figs. 8(a)and 8(b);also here,the criticalangle separatestwo regionsin

which therelativem odeintensitiesarecom pletely di�erent.

W hen the interface coupling becom esantiferrom agnetic (Jint = �0:3,see Fig. 9),

theanglerelationsoftherelativem odeintensities(with respectto theintensity ofthe

�rstsym m etric m ode,n = 2)are in principle sim ilarto those obtained in the case of

ferrom agneticcoupling,thecriticalanglerem aining 54:7o.

From thenum ericalanalysispresented abovewededucethatin thecaseofsym m et-

ric bilayerwith surface spinshaving naturalfreedom ,the criticalangle value is54:7o

and doesnotdepend on eithertheinterfacecoupling,Jint,ortheuni-axialanisotropy,

ai2. Itsindependence ofthe interface coupling isa consequence ofthe factthatJint,

having no e�ecton the sym m etric m odes,doesnota�ectthe bilayerresonance spec-

trum ,asshown in Section 6.Asregardstheuni-axialanisotropy,itsvariations,though

signi�cantly m odifyingtheSW R spectrum ,donotchangethe�critvalue,asthecritical

anglecondition,A s
eff = 1,issatis�ed when cos2�� 1= 0(or�= 54:7o)(47),ai2 being

uninvolved.

Letusnow considera bilayer�lm with asym m etric interface conditions. Fig. 10

showsthecorresponding relativem odeintensitiesplotted versusthecon�guration an-

gle,�. In the considered asym m etric bilayer �lm ,each sublayer is com posed of11

atom ic planes,the interface coupling isantiferrom agnetic (Jint = �0:3),and the as-

sum ed interface uni-axialanisotropy valuesin sublayersA and B are aAi2 = �0:3 and

aBi2 = 0 or0:2,respectively.

Asym m etric interface conditions are found to have a signi�cante�ecton the res-

onance spectrum . Asthe asym m etry becom esstronger,the relative intensitiesofthe

quasi-antisym m etric m odes increase, while those ofthe quasi-sym m etric m odes de-

crease,but the criticalangle value rem ains unchanged and equalto 54:7o,as in the
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Figure 9: Resonance line relative intensities versus the con�guration angle in a bi-

layer �lm with sym m etric interface boundary conditions and antiferrom agnetic cou-

pling (Jint= �0:3).Theotherparam etervaluesassum ed:N = 11,ai0 = 0,A surf = 1.

Graphs(a)and (c)show intensity ratioIn=I2 plotted versusangle�;thecorresponding

pro�lesofthesix lowestm odesareshown in (b)and (d)forthreedi�erent� values.
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Figure10:Resonancelinerelativeintensitiesversusthecon�guration anglein abilayer

�lm with asym m etric interface boundary conditions and antiferrom agnetic coupling

(aAi2 6= aBi2,Jint = �0:3). The other param eter values assum ed: N = 11,ai0 = 0,

A surf = 1.Graphs(a)and (c)show intensity ratio In=I2 plotted versusangle�fortwo
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B
i2;thecorresponding pro�lesofthesix lowestm odesareshown in

(b)and (d)forthreedi�erent� values.
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caseofsym m etricbilayer�lm .Thisisdueto thefactthatin thecriticalcon�guration

a bilayer�lm m ustbefully sym m etric.

Thus,in aferrom agneticbilayer�lm with ’natural’surfacesand theinterfaceprop-

ertiesde�ned by two param etersonly,nam ely theinterfacecoupling and theinterface

uni-axialanisotropy,the criticalangle value isalways 54:7o,forboth sym m etric and

asym m etricinterfaceconditions.

7.2 T he e�ect ofuni-directionalanisotropy

Thee�ectoftheuni-directionalanisotropy on thecriticalanglevaluein sym m etric

bilayer SW R spectrum is illustrated in Fig. 11. Each sublayer contains 11 atom ic

planes,and the coupling between them isofferrom agnetic nature (Jint = 0:3). The

assum ed values ofinterface uni-axialand uni-directionalanisotropies are ai2 = �0:3

and ai0 = 0:2;�0:2,respectively.

The criticalangle is found to strongly depend on the uni-directionalanisotropy.

Theexactrelation,deduced from (47),isasfollows:

�crit= arccos

s
1

3

�

1�
ai0

ai2

�

: (48)

Theaboverelation isplotted in Fig.12 (bold line);in thesam egraph,intensity ratio

I3=I1 isplotted versusangle�and uni-directionalanisotropy ai0.Function (48)follows

exactly thelinealong which thevalueoffunction I3=I1(�;ai0)vanishes.

Thus,a criticalangle value di�erent from 54:7o,found experim entally in a sym -

m etricbilayerSW R spectrum ,would provideevidenceforco-existenceofuni-axialand

uni-directionalanisotropies in the studied sam ple,the ratio ofthese two anisotropy

typesbeing deducible from thecriticalanglevalue(according to (48)).

8 C onclusions

Theresultsofourtheoreticalinvestigation ofbilayerFM R spectrum ,presented in

thisstudy,deny the interpretation com m only used in experim entalstudies reporting

double-peak FM R spectrain bilayer�lm s.In thisinterpretation thelow-intensity peak

isrelated to an opticm ode,and thehigh-intensity lineto an acousticm ode.However,

ourtheoreticalstudy showsthisisnotalwaystrue,providing exam plesofdouble-peak

spectrain which bothappearingm odesareacousticor,whatism ore,thehigh-intensity

peak corresponds to an optic m ode. Thus,the interpretation ofthe observed m odes

cannotbeunam biguousa priori,astheintensity ofa resonancelinedependsnotonly

on thephaseshiftin thesublayerm agnetization precession,butalso on theprecession

am plitudedistribution,and especially on itslocalization.

In the investigated sym m etric bilayerSW R spectra both the position and the in-

tensity ofthe resonance lines are found to be independentofthe interface coupling

integralvalue.The reason isthatin sym m etric bilayer�lm thee�ective interface pa-

ram eterdependson theinterfacecoupling integralforantisym m etric m odesonly,and

thesem odesdo notappearin theSW R spectrum .Hence,sym m etricbilayer�lm seem s
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Figure11:Resonancelinerelativeintensitiesversusthecon�guration anglein abilayer

�lm with sym m etricinterfaceboundary conditionsand ferrom agneticcoupling,assum -

ing non-zero uni-directionalanisotropy (Jint = 0:3,ai0 6= 0). The other param eter

values assum ed: N = 11,A surf = 1. Graphs (a) and (c) show intensity ratio In=I1
plotted versusangle� fortwo di�erentvaluesofai0;thecorresponding pro�lesofthe

six lowestm odesareshown in (b)and (d)forthreedi�erent� values.
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�crit,asa function oftheinterfaceuni-directionalanisotropy,ai0.
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to be particularly convenient forinterface anisotropy studies. However,itshould be

rem em bered thatwhen theinterfacecoupling isferrom agnetictheodd m odesaresym -

m etric,and theeven m odesareantisym m etric,while in the case ofantiferrom agnetic

coupling the situation is reversed: the odd m odes (including the �rst one,with the

lowestenergy)areantisym m etric,theeven m odesbeing sym m etric.

M oreover,we show that the criticalangle e�ect can occur in a bilayer �lm even

in the absence ofsurface anisotropy. In this case, this e�ect is totally due to the

interface,and ifthe interface anisotropy ispurely uni-axial,thecriticalangle valueis

always54:7o and doesnotdepend on theanisotropy value.Any deviation ofthecritical

anglevaluefrom 54:7o involvesan additionalsourceofinterfaceanisotropy,nam ely the

uni-directionalanisotropy.
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A ppendix: B ilayer H am iltonian m atrix elem ents

Below wespecify theexplicitform ofHam iltonian m atrixelem entsforcubiccrystal

surface cuts(001)and (110). Ourform ulae were derived for~kk = 0,with the quanti-

zation vectorsin both sublayersassum ed to be identical(i.e.~A = ~B ,which im plies
~A A = ~A B ),and thespin precession tobecircular.On theseassum ptionsm atrices(31),

(32)and (33)becom e:

X A =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

R A � a CA

C �
A R A CA

...
...

...

C �
A R A CA

C �
A R A � b

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;X B =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

R B � c CB

C �
B R B CB

...
...

...

C �
B R B CB

C �
B R B � d

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;

X A B =

2

6
6
4

...
...

0 0 :::

Cint 0 :::

3

7
7
5 :

In alltherelationsdetailed below index idenotesthesublayerlabel(A orB).

sc(001) surface cut

R i = 4SiJi+ g��(~H
eff

i � ~)+ Di

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�� 1

�
;

Ci = �2SiJi;

Cint = �2

q
SASB Jint;

a = 2SAJA � g�B ~K
A
s � ~� (DAs � D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

b = 2SAJA � 2SB Jint� g�B ~K
A
int� ~� (DAint� D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);
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c = 2SB JB � 2SAJint� g�B ~K
B
int� ~� (DBint� D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

d = 2SB JB � g�B
~K
B
s � ~� (DBs � D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1): (49)

bcc(001) surface cut

R i = 16SiJi+ g��(~H
eff

i � ~)+ Di

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�� 1

�
;

Ci = �8SiJi;

Cint = �8
q
SASB Jint;

a = 8SAJA � g�B ~K
A
s � ~� (DAs � D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

b = 8SAJA � 8SB Jint� g�B ~K
A
int� ~� (DAint� D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

c = 8SB JB � 8SAJint� g�B ~K
B
int� ~� (DBint� D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

d = 8SB JB � g�B ~K
B
s � ~� (DBs � D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1): (50)

fcc(001) surface cut

R i = 16SiJi+ g��(~H
eff

i � ~)+ Di

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�� 1

�
;

Ci = �8SiJi;

Cint = �8
q
SASB Jint;

a = 8SAJA � g�B ~K
A
s � ~� (DAs � D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

b = 8SAJA � 8SB Jint� g�B
~K
A
int� ~� (DAint� D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

c = 8SB JB � 8SAJint� g�B ~K
B
int� ~� (DBint� D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

d = 8SB JB � g�B ~K
B
s � ~� (DBs � D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1): (51)

sc(110) surface cut

R i = 8SiJi+ g��(~H
eff

i � ~)+ Di

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�� 1

�
;

Ci = �4SiJi;

Cint = �4

q
SASB Jint;

a = 4SAJA � g�B ~K
A
s � ~� (DAs � D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

b = 4SAJA � 4SB Jint� g�B ~K
A
int� ~� (DAint� D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);
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c = 4SB JB � 4SAJint� g�B ~K
B
int� ~� (DBint� D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

d = 4SB JB � g�B
~K
B
s � ~� (DBs � D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1): (52)

bcc(110) surface cut

R i = 4SiJi+ g��(~H
eff

i � ~)+ Di

�

Si�
1

2

� �
3cos2�� 1

�
;

Ci = �4SiJi;

Cint = �4

q
SASB Jint;

a = 4SAJA � g�B ~K
A
s � ~� (DAs � D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

b = 4SAJA � 4SB Jint� g�B ~K
A
int� ~� (DAint� D A)(SA �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

c = 4SB JB � 4SAJint� g�B
~K
B
int� ~� (DBint� D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1);

d = 4SB JB � g�B
~K
B
s � ~� (DBs � D B )(SB �

1

2
)(3cos2�� 1): (53)
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