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T he treatm ent ofzero eigenvalues ofthe m atrix governing the equations ofm otion in

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:D ecem ber27,2021)

The spectraltheorem ofm any-body G reen’sfunction theory relatestherm odynam ic correlations

to G reen’s functions. M ore often than not,the m atrix � governing the equations ofm otion has

zero eigenvalues.In thiscase,thestandard text-book approach requiresboth com m utatorand anti-

com m utatorG reen’sfunctionsto obtain equationsforthatpartofthecorrelation which doesnotlie

in thenullspaceofthem atrix.In thispaper,weshow thatthisprocedurefailsiftheprojectoronto

the nullspace is dependent on the m om entum vector,k. W e propose an alternative form ulation

ofthe theory in term s ofthe non-nullspace alone and we show that a solution is possible ifone

can �nd a m om entum -independentprojectoronto som e subspace ofthe non-nullspace. To do this,

we enlist the aid ofthe singular value decom position (SVD )of� in order to project out the null

space,thusreducingthesizeofthem atrix and elim inating theneed fortheanti-com m utatorG reen’s

function.W e extend ourpreviouswork[1],dealing with a ferrom agnetic Heisenberg m onolayerand

a m om entum -independentprojectoronto thenullspace,to m odelswhereboth m ultilayer�lm sand

a m om entum -dependent projector are considered. W e develop the num ericalm ethods capable of

handling these cases and o�era com putationalalgorithm thatshould be applicable to any sim ilar

problem arising in G reen’sfunction theory.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.70.A k

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

The spectral theorem in m any-body G reen’s func-

tion (G F)theory relatestherm odynam ic correlationsto

G reen’sfunctions,thusproviding equationswhich,when

iterated to self-consistency, allow the com putation of

the expectation values ofthe operators from which the

G reen’s functions are constructed. Each G reen’s func-

tion can be expressed in term s ofan inhom ogeneity of

the equations ofm otion and higher-orderG reen’s func-

tions. Each higher-order G F can in turn be expressed

in term sofyetanotherinhom ogeneity and even higher-

order G reen’s functions,and so on. Truncation ofthis

in�nite,exact hierarchy seldom occurs naturally. It is

usually broughtaboutthrough a decoupling approxim a-

tion,wherebytheG Fsofsom eorderareapproxim ated as

linearcom binationsoflower-orderfunctionswhich have

already appeared in thehierarchy.Thisleadsto a closed

system oflinearequations,theso-called equationsofm o-

tion,which relate the G reen’sfunctions to the inhom o-

geneities. Anticipating resultsfrom the detailed exposi-

tion in the next section,we m ay write the equation of

m otion in com pactm atrix notation:

(!1 � � )G = A : (1)

Here,G is a vector whose com ponents are the G reen’s

functions,A is a vector ofassociated inhom ogeneities,
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and � isthem atrix (in generalunsym m etric)containing

the coe�cientsobtained via the truncation.

Each G reen’sfunction haspolesatalltheeigenvalues,

!i,ofthe m atrix � . As we shallshow in detailin the

overview section below,the spectraltheorem associates

avectorofcorrelationfunctions,C ,toquantitiesatthese

poles,and therebyprovidesaroutefrom theinhom ogene-

ity vectorto the vectorofcorrelation functions.In fact,

thisrelationship can beexpressed com pactly[2]by am ul-

tiplication ofthevectorA by a m atrix constructed from

the eigenvalues,!i, and the right and left m atrices of

eigenvectors,R ;L ofthe m atrix � :

C = R ELA ; (2)

L� R = 
 ; (3)

where
 isadiagonalm atrixhavingtheeigenvalues!ion

theprincipaldiagonaland E isa related diagonalm atrix

with elem entsEij = �ij=(e
�! i� 1),�being1=(kT).Since

C ,A ,and � alldepend on thesetofexpectation valuesof

theoperatorsused in constructing theG reen’sfunctions,

Eq.2 can be solved by varying the expectation values

untilthe left and right hand sides ofthe equation are

equal. Usually,the equation holdsin m om entum space,

soaFouriertransform tocoordinatespace(an integration

over the m om entum k) is also required; i.e. a set of

integralequationshasto be solved self-consistently.

This procedure, while som ewhat com plicated to de-

rive, is straightforward to apply, unless, as very often

happens,the m atrix � has a nullspace,i.e. there are

eigenvalues ofvalue zero. In that case,a naive use of

Eq.2 would involve a division by zero in the evaluation

ofE.The standard textbook procedureforhandling the

nullspacedem andsa knowledgeoftheanti-com m utator

G F in addition to thecom m utatorG F from which Eq.2

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407084v1
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was derived (see references [3,4]and textbooks [5,6]).

Thisleadsto additionalterm sin Eq.2 which restrictthe

G F m ethod to theevaluation notofthecom pletevector

C ,butonly to thatpartofC which liesin the non-null

space ofthe m atrix � . W hile thisin itselfisnotneces-

sarily a hindrance,it m ay becom e one ifthe projector

onto thenullspaceisdependentupon them om entum k.

In thissituation,even the m odi�ed equation Eq.2 fails

(see the following section); i.e. the standard textbook

solution isin thiscaseno solution.

W e propose here a new m ethod that addresses this

problem . It exploits the singular value decom position

(SVD) ofthe m atrix governing the equationsofm otion

in the m any-body G reen’s function theory in order to

treattheproblem sarising from thenullspaceofthem a-

trix.Ateach pointin m om entum space,theSVD e�ects

a transform ation to a sm aller num ber ofG reen’s func-

tionshaving no associated nullspace,so thatthe corre-

sponding correlationscan be obtained from the spectral

theorem in the straightforward m anner ofEq.2. This

has the double advantage ofboth elim inating the need

fortheanti-com m utatorG F and reducing thesizeofthe

� -m atrix,thereby also reducing the num ber ofcoupled

equationsneeded to iterateto consistency.Thisidea was

the subject of an earlier paper [1]on a ferrom agnetic

Heisenberg m onolayer with single-ion anisotropy. That

system isalsosolvablebythestandardprocedurebecause

theprojectoronto thenullspaceism om entum indepen-

dent. Assuch,itisan inadequate m odelwith which to

dem onstrate the e�ect ofa m om entum -dependent pro-

jector.

In the presentpaper,we treatasan exam ple a m odel

forHeisenbergthin �lm swith exchangeanisotropy,which

does lead to a m om entum -dependent projector. Note

that the SVD of� is itselfdependent upon k and so,

while having the advantagesm entioned above,doesnot

solve the basic problem autom atically. Nevertheless,it

does allow one to �nd som e SVD singularvectors(vide

infra) which are in fact independent ofk,thus provid-

ing equations which can circum vent the problem of a

m om entum -dependentprojectoronto the nullspace. In

connection with ourm ethod,therearea num berofnon-

trivialnum ericaldi�culties which arise and which be-

com e m ore acute when treating �lm s with m ore than

one layer. In orderto confrontthese problem shere,we

extend ourpreviouswork[1]on the m onolayerto m ulti-

layer�lm sand wedescribea num ericalprocedurewhich

surm ountsthesedi�culties.

In thefollowing section,wegivean overview ofthees-

sentialequations ofG F theory needed to explicate our

new m ethod,westatetheprecisenatureoftheproblem ,

and we describe ourproposalforsolving it.The section

after that outlines the num ericalproblem s which arise

and providesalgorithm s to solve them . Following that,

we presentthe m odelforferrom agnetic Heisenberg thin

�lm s with exchange anisotropy as an illustrative exam -

ple:we presentan algebraicexposition ofthe m odelfor

a 3-layer�lm ,which iseasy to extend to any num berof

layers. A detailed study ofthe m onolayer,forwhich all

equationscan beobtained analytically,revealsthestruc-

turein thesingularvectorsfrom theSVD and theeigen-

vectors of� ,which harks back to the structure ofthe

� -m atrix. Som e algebraic properties ofthe m ultilayers

arethen deduced from thestructuresfound in theanaly-

sisofthem onolayer.In thenextsection ofthepaper,we

presentsom e num ericalresultsasan illustration.In the

penultim atesection weo�ersom erem arkson how to use

the new m ethod to aid in the design ofan e�cient nu-

m ericalalgorithm .Thelastsection containsa discussion

and sum m ary.

II. O V ERV IEW

A . T he standard form ulation

In this section,we supply allofthe form ulae neces-

sary to m ake the paper self-contained and to allow the

readerto understand and m akeuseofthecom putational

algorithm sum m arized in the discussion section.

W e start with the de�nition ofthe retarded G reen’s

functions,which we shalluseexclusively in thiswork:

G
�
ij;�(t� t

0) = � i�(t� t
0)h[A i(t);B j(t

0)]�i
�

= hhA i(t);B j(t
0)ii�; (4)

where�(t� t0)isequal1fort> t0and 0fort< t0.A i(t)

and B j(t
0)are operatorsin the Heisenberg picture,and

i;jarelatticesiteindices.�= � 1denotesanticom m uta-

tororcom m utatorG F’s,h:::i= Tr(:::e��H )=Tr(e��H )is

thetherm odynam icexpectation value,and H theHam il-

tonian forthesystem underinvestigation.TheG Fshave

a label� because for m ultidim ensionalproblem s,G Fs

arerequired forseveraldi�erentoperatorsA and B .At

thispoint,oneneed notbe m orespeci�c.

Taking the tim e derivative of equation (4) and per-

form ing a Fouriertransform to energy space,oneobtains

an exactequation ofm otion

!hhA i;B jii
�
�;! = h[A i;B j]�i

� + hh[A i;H ]� ;B jii
�
�;! : (5)

Repeated application ofthe equation ofm otion to the

higher-order G reen’s functions appearing on the right-

hand side of Eq. 5 results in an in�nite hierarchy of

equations. In order to obtain a solvable closed set of

equations,the hierarchy has to be term inated,usually

by a decoupling procedurewhich,when restricted to the

lowest-orderfunctions,leadsto thesetoflinearrelations

hh[A i;H ]� ;B jii
�
� ’

X

�;m

�
��

im hhA m ;B jii
�
� ; (6)

where � is a m atrix (in generalunsym m etric) express-

ing the higher-orderG reen’sfunctionsin term soflinear

com binationsoflower-orderones.
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Thelatticesiteindicescan beelim inated by a Fourier

transform to m om entum space and the labels � can be

suppressed by writing theequation ofm otion in com pact

m atrix notation,where the vectorshavecom ponentsin-

dexed by the labels�:

(!1 � � )G� = A �; (7)

where1 istheunitm atrix,and theinhom ogeneity vector

hascom ponentsA �
� = h[A;B ]�i

�.NotethatG � depends

on energy and m om entum (G � = G �(!;k)) and that

A + 1 dependsupon them om entum k,whereasA �1 does

not.

It is now convenientto introduce the notation ofthe

eigenvectorm ethod ofreference[2],sinceitisparticularly

suitable for the m ulti-dim ensional problem s in which

m any zero eigenvalues are likely to appear. O ne starts

by diagonalizing the m atrix �

L� R = 
 ; (8)

where 
 is the diagonal m atrix of N eigenvalues,

!� (� = 1;:::;N ),N 0 ofwhich are zero and (N � N0)

are non-zero. The m atrix R contains the right eigen-

vectors as colum ns and its inverse L = R �1 contains

the lefteigenvectorsasrows.L isconstructed such that

LR = R L = 1.M ultiplyingequation (7)from theleftby

L,inserting1 = R L,and de�ningnew vectorsG� = LG �

and A � = LA � one�nds

(!1 � 
 )G� = A �: (9)

Thecrucialpointisthateach ofthecom ponents� ofthis

G reen’sfunction vectorhasbuta singlepole

(G
�
)� =

(A �)�

! � !�
: (10)

Thisallowsthestandard spectraltheorem ,seee.g.[5,6],

to beapplied to each com ponentoftheG reen’sfunction

vector separately: O ne can then de�ne the correlation

vector C = LC k, where C k = hB Ai is the vector of

correlationsassociated with G � (theindex k isadded to

em phasizethatoneisin m om entum space).

Forthe com m utatorfunctions(� = � 1),the N � N0
com ponents� for!� 6= 0,(C1)� (theupperindex 1 refers

to the non-nullspace),are

(C1)� =
i

2�
lim
�! 0

Z 1

�1

d!
(G�1 (! + i�)� G�1 (! � i�))�

e�! � � 1

=
(A �1 )�

e�! � � 1
: (11)

This equation cannot be used to de�ne the N 0 com po-

nents ofC0 (the upper index 0 refersto the nullspace)

corresponding to !� = 0 because ofthe zero in the de-

nom inator.Instead,onem ustenlistthehelp oftheanti-

com m utatorG reen’sfunction[3,4,5,6]:

(C0)�0 = lim
!! 0

1

2
!(G�= + 1)�0: (12)

The com ponentsofC0,indexed by �0,can be sim pli�ed

by using the relation between the com m utatorand anti-

com m utatorinhom ogeneities,A + 1 = A �1 + 2C k. This

yields,for!�0 = 0,

(C0)�0 =
1

2
lim
!! 0

!(A + 1)�0

! � !�0
=
1

2
(A + 1)�0

=
1

2
(L0(A �1 + 2C k))�0 = (L0

C k)�0; (13)

wherewehaveused theregularitycondition[2],L0A �1 =

0, which derives from the fact that the com m utator

G reen’sfunction isregularatthe origin:

lim
!! 0

L
0(!1 � � )G�1 = L

0
A �1 = 0: (14)

Again,we use superscripts0 and 1 to denote the vec-

torsbelonging to zero and non-zero eigenvalues,respec-

tively.Therightand lefteigenvectorsand thecorrelation

vectorsm ay then be partitioned as

R = (R 1
R

0) L =

�
L1

L0

�

C =

�
C1

C0

�

; (15)

where the correlation vectors from equations (11)

and (13)are then C0 = L0C k and C1 = E1L1A �1 ,and

E1 isthe(N � N0)� (N � N0)m atrix with 1=(e
�! � � 1)

on the diagonal.

M ultiplying the correlation vector C from the left by

R yieldsa com pactm atrix equation fortheoriginalcor-

relation vectorC k:

(1� R
0
L
0)C k = R

1
E
1
L
1
A : (16)

In the above equation and forthe restofthispaper,an

inhom ogeneity withouta subscript�alwaysrefersto the

case�= � 1,i.e.A � A�1 .Eq.16isin m om entum space

and the coupled system ofintegralequations obtained

by Fouriertransform ation to coordinatespace hasto be

solved self-consistently. Usually one is interested only

in the diagonalcorrelations;i.e. one has to perform an

integration overk in the �rstBrillouin zone

C =

Z

dkC k; (17)

wherethe C withoutthe subscriptdenotesthe vectorof

diagonalcorrelationsin coordinatespace.

B . T he problem and a proposalfor solving it.

Thequantity (1� R0L0)functionsasa projection op-

erator onto the non-nullspace,and as such has no in-

verse,so thatC k cannotbeextracted from Eq.16.This

tellsusthatthe G reen’sfunction m ethod asform ulated

here can retrieve only partofthe fullcorrelation vector

in coordinatespace.

In cases where the projector is m om entum -

independent,which is the case in m ost ofour previous
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work [1, 2, 7, 8, 9, 10], it is not necessary to know

the com plete C k, because one can take the projector

outside the k-integration,solving the resulting equation

self-consistently in coordinatespace:

(1� R
0
L
0)C =

Z

dkR
1
E
1
L
1
A : (18)

The m atrix elem ents of� ,the inhom ogeneity vectorA

and thecorrelation vectorC in coordinatespacedepend

only on the therm odynam ic expectation values(m agne-

tizationsand theirm om ents),which arethe variablesin

term s ofwhich the system ofequations (18) is solved.

Thisprocedurewasfollowed in m ostofourpreviouswork

[2,7,8,9,10].

Should,howeverthenull-spaceprojectordepend on k,

the above form ulation cannot be used to solve for the

expectation valuesbecausethereisno expression forC k

available;i.e.thestandardprocedurefails.A wayaround

thisisto transform the G reen’sfunctionsso asto elim i-

natethecom ponentslyingin thenullspace.Thespectral

theorem then leadsto a working equation in term sofa

correlation vectorwhich liesin the non-nullspace.

The toolfor �nding the necessary transform ation is

the singular value decom position (SVD) [11,12]ofthe

� -m atrix:

� = U W ~V : (19)

The m atrix W isa diagonalm atrix whose elem entsare

the singular values, which are � 0 and U and V are

orthonorm al m atrices containing the singular vectors:
~U U = 1 and ~V V = 1,where ~V denotes the transpose

ofV .Notethatthe � m atrix isfully determ ined by the

non-zerosingularvaluesand theircorrespondingsingular

vectorsalone:

� = U W ~V = uw ~v: (20)

u and v are N � (N � N0) m atrices obtained from U

and V byom ittingthecolum nscorrespondingtothezero

singularvalues.Them atrix w isthe(N � N0)� (N � N0)

diagonalm atrix with thenon-zero singularvalueson the

diagonal. The rem aining N � N0 m atrices associated

with the nullspacearedenoted by u0 and v0.TheN �

N m atrices v~v and v0~v0 are projectors onto the non-

nullspace and nullspace of� ,respectively. The sum

ofthese two projectorsspansthe com plete space: v~v +

v0~v0 = 1. It should be borne in m ind that although

R 0L0 also behaves as a projector onto the nullspace,

one cannotidentify v0 with R 0 or ~v0 with L0,since R 0

and L0 result from diagonalization ofthe unsym m etric

m atrix � . In fact we see from Eq.20 that L0 m ust lie

in thespacespanned by u0 so that(L
0u)w ~v = L0� = 0

and sim ilarly R 0 m ust lie in the space spanned by v0.

Note that V and U are m atrices ofthe eigenvectorsof

the sym m etric m atrices ~� � and �~� , respectively; the

eigenvaluesofboth ofthese m atricesare the squaresw 2
i

ofthe singularvaluesof� .

Thecrucialpointisthatthedim ension oftheequations

ofm otion can bereduced by thenum berofzero singular

values,which isequalto the num berofzero eigenvalues

of� ,by applying the following transform ations

 = ~v� v; (21)

g = ~vG ; (22)

a = ~vA ; (23)

c = ~vC k: (24)

This can be shown by m ultiplying Eq.1 from the left

by ~v and using the identity (recallthat ~vv = 1)� v~v =

uw ~vv~v = � :

~v(!1 � � v~v)G = ~vA

(!1 � ~v� v)~vG = ~vA

(!1 � )g = a: (25)

Here again,the eigenvector m ethod can be used. M a-

trices l= L1v and r = ~vR
1
diagonalize the -m atrix,

lr= ! 1,where!1 isidenticalto them atrix ofnon-zero

eigenvaluesofthe full� -m atrix (see Appendix A).The

spectraltheorem applied to theequation ofm otion with

the m atrix ,which now hasno zero eigenvalues,yields

theequation forthecorrelationsc = ~vC k in m om entum

space:

c = rE
1
la; (26)

wherethe (N � N0)� (N � N0)diagonalm atrix E
1 has

the sam eelem entsasbefore,1=(e�! � � 1).

In order to determ ine the correlations in coordinate

space,one hasto perform a Fouriertransform and then

self-consistently solvethe system ofintegralequations

0=

Z

dk(rE1l~vA � ~vC k); (27)

where A and C k are the inhom ogeneity and correlation

vectors ofthe originalproblem ,and the integration is

overthe�rstBrillouin zone.Aspointed outin theintro-

duction,Eq.27stillhastheproblem thattherow-vectors

in them atrix ~v arein generaldependenton them om en-

tum ;however,for the m odelwe have investigated,it is

possibleto �nd som erow-vectorswhich areindeed inde-

pendentofk.O nly theserowsin Eq.27 m ay be used as

working equations,for only then can those row-vectors

in the last term on the rhs ofEq.27 be taken outside

the integral,allowing the term to be evaluated from the

correlation vectorin coordinatespace:
Z

dk ~vjC k = ~vj

Z

dk C k = ~vjC ; (28)

where the index j labels one ofthe k-independent row-

vectors.

The above procedure form ally solves the problem of

thenullspace,butthererem ain twonon-trivialproblem s

born oftheneed to usenum ericalm ethodsto obtain the

vectors ~v and ~v0 in m ost cases. A precise statem ent

ofthese problem s and a description of the procedures

needed to solvethem arethesubjectofthenextsection.
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III. M ET H O D S FO R SO LU T IO N

Here we describe in detail the num ericaldi�culties

which arise because ofthe arbitrarinessassociated with

any num ericaldeterm ination ofthesingularvectors:vec-

tors belonging to degenerate singular values are deter-

m ined only up to an orthogonaltransform ation and the

phasesofnon-degeneratevectorsare not�xed[12]. This

arbitrarinessm ay berem oved by a sm oothing procedure

applied eitherto the SVD vectorsasthey are,(i.e. un-

treatedvectors),ortovectorswhich havebeen previously

subjected (optionally) to a labelling procedure. The

som ewhatlengthy description here willbe shortened to

a recipe given laterin the discussion section.

A . T he num ericaldi� culties

W hen therow vectorsin ~v aredeterm ined num erically,

they are unique only up to a sign changeor,in the case

ofdegeneratesingularvalues,an orthogonaltransform a-

tion ofthe degenerate vectors: each tim e these vectors

are com puted anew,they are in e�ectrotated by a ran-

dom am ount with respect to vectors from the previous

calculation;hence,even ifthe elem ents ofthe � -m atrix

arechangedcontinuously(e.g.byvaryingthem om entum

k upon which they depend),thecom puted vectors~v from

the singularvalue decom position willnotnecessarily be

continuous.Thisisalso trueofthevectorsin m atricesr

and l,which areobtained by anum ericaldiagonalization,

butthese occurin Eq.26 asfactorsseparated only by a

diagonalm atrix having the sam e degeneracy structure

as the eigenvectors,so that the arbitrarinessin r and l

canceleach other.Thevectors~v,however,appearalone,

so that vectors atneighbouring values ofk willin gen-

eralhave arbitrary phases. Ifthey di�erby a change of

sign,theintegrandsin Eq.27exhibitdiscontinuities,pre-

venting num ericalevaluation ofthe integralsoverk;we

denote thisproblem by the term phase di� culty. Ifthe

vectorsdi�erby an orthogonaltransform ation,the indi-

vidualm em bersofEq.27 willreferto di�erentthingsat

each value ofk,and no m eaningfulsystem ofequations

can result;we shallcallthis the labelling di� culty,for

reasonswhich willbecom e apparent.Both ofthesedi�-

cultiescan beovercom eby rotatingthevectors~v am ong

them selves to obtain a new set which spans the sam e

space,is labelled,and has a sm ooth dependence on k.

Itshould be em phasized thatthisrotation preservesthe

exactnatureofthe vectors~v;they arenotrenorm alized

oradjusted in any otherway whatsoever.

At this point,it is pedagogically usefulto consider a

concreteexam pleofthedi�culties.To do thisweantici-

patethem odelofsection IV fora 2-layer�lm ,forwhich

the m atrix � has dim ension 6 and the nullspace has

dim ension 2;hence,the two nullvectorsfrom the SVD

exhibitboth the labelling di�culty (because the vectors

belong to degeneratesingularvalues)and thephasedi�-

culty.The�rstthreecom ponentsofthesevectorsreferto

layer-1and thesecond threerefertolayer2.W ecalculate

the dot product ofeach ofthe two vectors ev0 with the

vector(1;1;1;0;0;0)(lying fully in the space oflayer-1)

as a function ofthe m om entum k along a line kx = ky

in the �rst Brillouin zone. The num ericalcom putation

ofthe dot products su�ers from both ofthe di�culties

m entioned above,asshown in panel(a)ofFig.1,where

thefullcirclesdenotethedotproductwith the�rstvec-

tor and the fulltrianglesthe dotproduct with the sec-

ond vector. Here the words \�rst" and \second" refer

to the orderin which the vectorsare returned from the

subroutine calculating the singularvalue decom position

(the untreated vectors);they haveno othersigni�cance.

Clearly, the behaviour of the vectors as a function of

k is unacceptable,for it would preventour successfully

evaluating the integralsnum erically.Becauseoftheway

in which we calculate the integrals in Eq.27, it is of

the utm ost im portance to ensure that the vectors vary

sm oothly with k before theintegralcalculation isbegun.

In evaluating each integral,therangeofk isdivided into

pieces and the contribution from each piece to the to-

talintegralis sum m ed. Then,the pieces are chopped

into sm allerpiecesand the procedurerepeated untilthe

integralestim ates(thesum s)from two successivesubdi-

visionsagreeto within som eerrortolerance.Thisallows

usto putthem oree�ortinto thoseregionswherethein-

tegrandsare largestorchange rapidly.Thism eansthat

two successiveintegrand calculationsm ay correspond to

values ofk far rem oved from each other. Thus,global

sm oothness is necessary;i.e. the phases ofthe vectors

overthewholerangeofk m ustbe�xed priorto thecal-

culation oftheintegrals.Thisisachieved by a sm oothing

procedure,which weshalldescribepresently,but�rstwe

addressthe labelling problem .

B . A labelling procedure

Itm aybenecessarytolabelthevectors~v and ~v0 either

to ensure thatvectorsatneighbouring valuesofk refer

to the sam e things orto constructvectorshaving som e

speci�c property (e.g.k-independence).Itisinstructive

to note that,whereas the nullspace vectors ~v0 (as de-

livered by the SVD)have no labelsdistinguishing them

from each other,thevectors~v arelabelled bythesingular

valuesto which they belong,provided only thatthe lat-

ter are not degenerate. Because degeneraciescan arise,

forsom eparticularvalueofk say,wecannotrely on this

labelling to protect us from the kind ofdiscontinuities

shown in panel(a)ofFig.1.Now thesingularvaluesare

ofno im portancein them selves:they serveonly to sepa-

rate the fullspace into a nullspace and non-nullspace.

W e are therefore free to take any linear com bination of

thevectors~v am ongthem selvesor~v0 am ongthem selves.

Thisfreedom perm itsan assignm entofunique labelsof

ourown choosing.

A very generalapproach is to generate block labels:

theG reen’sfunctionsareseparated into labelled sets,so
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FIG . 1: D ot products of the two ev0 vectors of a bilayer

(see the m odel described in section IV) onto the vector

(1,1,1,0,0,0) lying in the space oflayer-1 asa function ofthe

m om entum k.(a)untreated vectors,(b)vectorslabelled with

layerindex,(c)vectorslabelled and sm oothed (fullline);vec-

tors sm oothed but not labelled (dashed line). Calculations

are for a 2-layer �lm with exchange energy J = 100, ex-

changeanisotropy D = 0:7,B
x
= 0:1;B

z
= 0,attem perature

T = 90. (The reorientation tem perature for the m agnetiza-

tion isTR = 91).

thatthe� -m atrixispartitioned intoblockscharacterized

by the row labelindex and colum n labelindex. Just

how theblocksarechosen dependsupon them odelunder

consideration.e.g.in them odelused to constructFig.1

(vide infra),each block correspondsto G reen’sfunctions

having the sam e layer index. A setofreference vectors,

V ref,can then beconstructed by �nding theSVD ofthe

associated m atrix �ref which isjusttheblocked � -m atrix

with allo�-diagonalblockssettozero.Thism ustbedone

so thatthereferencevectorsalso havea block structure:

each vectorhasnon-zero com ponentsonly forthe block

to which itbelongs,so thatitm ay be labelled with that

+=
Full Ref Off

Vref
(1)

Vref
(2)

Vref
(3)

Vref =

0

0

0

0

FIG .2: Fullm atrix � expressed as a sum ofthe diagonal

referencem atrix �ref and theo�-diagonalblocks.Them atrix

ofreferencevectorsalso hasablock structureand isthedirect

sum ofthe row-vectorsbelonging to each block.

block index,asshown in Fig.2

�ref = U refW ref
~V ref: (29)

Thesetofreferencevectorssoconstructed span thesam e

space as allofthe originaluntreated vectors(~v and ~v0

together): V ~V = V ref
~V ref. Itisconvenientto de�ne a

block-labeloperatorin term softhereferencevectorsas

P op :=

N BX

i= 1

V
(i)

ref
L(i)~V

(i)

ref
; (30)

whereL(i)issom elabelforblock i(fora speci�c choice,

see Appendix B),N B isthe num berofblocks,and V
(i)

ref

isthe setofreference vectorsbelonging to block i. The

m atrix ofP op in the basisofthe singularvectorsv (or,

analogously,v0,iftheseareneeded)ofthefull� m atrix

is

P = ~vP opv =

N BX

i= 1

~SiSi; (31)

where Si :=
p
L(i)~V

(i)

ref
v This is equivalent to de�ning

P asa productofoverlap m atricesexpressed in term sof
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a m atrix ofthe reference vectorseach m ultiplied by the

squarerootoftheirlabels:

P = ~SS; (32)

S =

hp
L(1)~V

(1)

ref
� :::�

p
L(N B )~V

(N B )

ref

i

v: (33)

See Fig.2 forthe m eaning ofthe directsum sym bol� .

W e now write S in term sofitssingularvalue decom po-

sition:

S = Ly~Z; (34)

~SS = Zy
2~Z: (35)

i.e.Z diagonalizes ~SS,the m atrix ofthe block-labelop-

erator. The singularvaluesofS are the square rootsof

the eigenvalues ofthe block-labeloperator in the basis

v. In otherwords,ifeach vectorin ~v could be brought

into coincidence with one ofthe reference vectors,then

thesevectorswould havethesam elabelsasthereference

vectors.Thisdoesnot,in general,occur,becausetheo�-

diagonalblocksofthe� -m atrix ensurethatthereference

vectorscannotallbe singularvectorsofthe fullm atrix;

hence,thesquaresofthesingularvaluesofS can beused

aslabelsoftransform ed vectors,~vL :

~vL = ~Z~v: (36)

Them atrix oftheblock-labeloperatorin thebasisvL
isy2,adiagonalm atrix.Thistellsusthatwehavefound

arotation(recallthat~ZZ = 1)thatassociatesthevectors

~vL ascloselyaspossiblewith thereferencevectors.Ifthe

block-labelm ethod isto be practicable,then the values

y2 should lie closeto the labelsL(i).

In the concreteexam pleofFig.1,panel(b)showsthe

dotproductsagain,thistim ecom puted from vectors~v0;L
labelled with a layer-index. The erratic behaviour has

now disappeared:itisclearthatoneofthe nullvectors,

(the one whose dotproductisnearly zero)isnow asso-

ciated largely with layer2,while the otherisassociated

with layer1. Note thatthe discontinuitiescom ing from

the arbitrary signsofthe vectorsstillrem ains.Thiscan

be cured with the sm oothing procedure.

C . T he sm oothing procedure

At this point,it is convenient to drop the bold-face

k,writing sim ply k instead,since we can,without loss

of generality, discuss the m ethodology in term s of 1-

dim ensionalintegrals only. In fact,our m odels em ploy

the sim ple cubic lattice,where the 2-D integralscan be

reduced to 1-D integralsby exploiting the sym m etry in

the term scontaining kx and ky.The �rstBrillouin zone

ism apped ontothek-linein theinterval0� k � 1.Note

thatk isnotsim ply them agnitudeofk,butrathera pa-

ram eter which determ ines the value ofallterm s which

depend on the m om entum k.

The sm oothing procedure is akin to the labelling

m ethod in thatuntreated vectors ~V ,which weshallhere

referto astargetvectors,arebroughtinto asclosea co-

incidence aspossible with the reference vectors.i.e.the

targetvectorsare rotated to m atch the (�xed)reference

vectorsaswellaspossible. Here,however,the reference

vectors are sets ofstandard vectors determ ined at var-

ious reference values of k in the interval0 � k � 1.

As such,the reference vectors do not span exactly the

sam espaceasthesetoftargetvectorsata neighbouring

value ofk,so a slightly di�erentprocedure m ustbe em -

ployed. Note thatin this section,the untreated vectors
~V (V = (v;v0))m ay orm ay notbelabelled vectors ~V L ,

so we shalldrop the subscript L for generality. Ifthe

vectorsarenotlabelled,them ethod presented herem ust

be powerfulenough to cure the erraticbehaviourshown

in panel(a) ofFig.1,not just the sign changes shown

in panel(b) ofthe sam e �gure. (See the dashed line in

panel(c)ofthe �gureforsuch a case.)

W e achievethe globalsm oothing in two stages.Prior

totheintegralcalculation,wecom putesetsofwell-placed

reference vectors,f~V
(r)

ref
;r = 1;:::N rg corresponding to

points in the k-interval. These allow us to generate by

interpolation an appropriate reference vector anywhere

on thek-interval.Then,duringthecalculation ofthein-

tegrandsin Eq.27,werotatethevectors~v ataparticular

k so as to m atch as closely as possible the interpolated

referencevectorsappropriateforthatk.

To constructthe setsofreference vectors,we startby

obtaining the vectors ~V ref(k0)atsom e pointk0,taking

theseto beprim ary referencevectors.M ovingaway from

k0 a sm alldistance(e.g.a tenth ofthek� range),wecal-

culate the vectors ~V (k1)at the trialpoint k1 and from

these,weconstructa setofreferencevectors ~V ref(k1)by

a procedure designed to �nd the bestm atch of ~V ref(k1)

with ~V ref(k0). (An exposition ofthe m ethods to �nd a

generalrotation m atchingtwovectorspacescan befound

in Appendix B.)Theoverlapsofcorrespondingvectorsin

the two sets are used as a criterion for accepting or re-

jecting the trialpoint. Ifthe point is accepted,points

further away are tested untileither som e m axim um al-

lowed distanceisreached,ora pointfailsthetest.Ifthe

�rsttrialpointisrejected,thestep-sizeishalved to geta

new testpoint.In thisway,a setofsecondary reference

points can be found linking the vectors over the whole

k-intervalto theprim ary referencevectors.Forthework

reported here, sets of about 10 to 25 reference points

su�ced to ensure a very large overlap (0.98,where 1.0

is\perfect")ofcorresponding referencevectorsatneigh-

bouring k-points.

O nce the sets ofreference vectorsare in place at the

N r reference points fki;i = 0;1;2;:::;N rg, sm oothed

vectorsatany k m ay be obtained in two steps:1)a set

ofreferencevectorsatk isobtained by interpolating be-

tween thevectorsatthereferencepointskland kh which

bracketk: kl � k � kh. 2)The vectors ~v (untreated or

labelled) are then rotated to be as close as possible to

thosein the interpolated referenceset.

Thecom putation ofthe interpolated referencevectors
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requiresthree steps:

1.W eightsarede�ned forthe vectorsatkl and kh:

wl = cos2
�

2

�
k� kl

kh � kl

�

;

wh = 1� wl:

2.A setofinterpolated approxim atereferencevectors

atk,
e
V ref(k)isobtained asa weighted sum ofthe

vectorsatkl and kh:

e
V ref(k)= wl

~V ref(kl)+ wh
~V ref(kh): (37)

3.Theapproxim atevectorsareorthonorm alized by a

transform ationfound bydiagonalizingtheiroverlap

m atrix Y:

Y :=
e
V ref V ref;

� = ~T YT ;

Y
�1=2 = T �

�1=2 ~T ;

~V ref = Y
�1=2 e

V ref:

The overlap m atrix ofthe transform ed vectorsisclearly

unity:

~V refV ref = T �
�1=2

(~T YT )��1=2 ~T ;

= T �
�1=2

(�)��1=2 ~T ;

= 1:

The functionaldependence of the weights chosen here

ensures that the interpolated quantities are continuous

and sm ooth at the reference points. W e now have ref-

erence vectorsforthe non-nullspace and the nullspace

(V ref = (vref;v0;ref)).

Theprocedureform atchingtheuntreated (orlabelled)

vectors~v with theinterpolated referencevectors~vrefdur-

ing the integrand calculation isto seek a transform ation

Q thatrotatesthetargetvectorsam ongthem selvessoas

to achievethe bestm atch,justasin the labelling proce-

dure:

~vS = Q ~v: (38)

Q isobtained viathesingularvaluedecom position ofthe

overlap m atrix ofthe reference vectors with the target

vectors:

S := ~vrefv;

= Lx ~Z ;

Q = L ~Z ;

where x isthe diagonalm atrix ofsingularvaluesofthe

overlap m atrix,which areallvery closeto unity by con-

struction.Q isindeed a rotation because

~Q Q = Z ~Z = 1; (39)

the latter equality holding because the overlap m atrix

hasnonullspace.Theoverlap ofthetransform ed vectors

with the referencevectorsisalm ostthe unitm atrix:

~vrefvS = SZ ~L = Lx ~Z Z ~L = Lx ~L � 1: (40)

i.e. the new vectors are as close as possible to the ref-

erence vectors. This procedure �xes the phases ofthe

new vectors,becausethetransform ation m atrix Q isthe

productofthe m atricesL and ~Z which stem from a sin-

gle SVD com putation,so that the arbitrariness in the

num ericaldeterm ination ofL and ~Z islifted.

To sum m arize: the untreated vectorscan be both la-

belled and sm oothed by the transform ation

~vL S = Q ~vL = L ~Z ~Z~v: (41)

In our concrete exam ple,the e�ect ofthe sm oothing

operation is seen in panel(c) ofFig.1. The solid lines

are the resultofapplying the sm oothing to the labelled

vectorsin panel(b): ~v0;SL = L ~Z ~Z~v0,where ~v0 are the

untreated vectorslabelled only by the singularvalues0.

The dashed lines result from sm oothing the untreated

vectorsin panel(a): ~v0;S = L ~Z ~v0.

In our exam ple,we have not attem pted to calibrate

theprim ary vectorsin any way,butthiscould bedoneif

desired;however,thiswould stillbe a very crude way of

labelling the vectors. A m ore im portantfunction ofthe

prim ary vectoristo ensure thatallpointsin the region

of a given point are related to one another. k is not

the only param eter determ ining the elem ents ofthe � -

m atrix;the expectation valuesofthe spin operatorsare

others.In particular,ifthe derivativesofsom e quantity

with respectto any ofthese param etersisneeded,then

it is a good idea to retain som e standard vector with

which to calibrate the prim ary vectors for allpoints in

the neighbourhood ofsom egiven point.

IV . H EISEN B ER G H A M ILT O N IA N W IT H

EX C H A N G E A N ISO T R O P Y

A . A lgebraic form ulation

In order to illustrate the labelling and sm oothing

procedures described here, we consider the m odel of

reference[14], a Heisenberg Ham iltonian with an ex-

change anisotropy for thin ferrom agnetic �lm s. In con-

trastto the work in reference[1],the projectoronto the

nullspaceheredependson them om entum .To show the

im portanceofthelabelling procedure,weneed to extend

the m odelofreference[1]to m ultilayerthin �lm s.

In whatfollows,a com posite subscriptofthe type k�
referstothesitek in layer�.W eshallconsideronlynear-

estneighbourinteractionsin a sim plecubiclatticestruc-

ture. The Ham iltonian ischaracterized by an exchange

interaction with strength (Jk� l� > 0) between nearest

neighbourlatticesites,a uniaxialexchangeanisotropy in
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the z-direction with strength (D k� l� > 0),and an ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld B = (B x;0;B z) con�ned to the

reorientation planeofthe m agnetization:

H = �
1

2

X

< k� l� >

Jk� l� (S
�

k�
S
+

l�
+ S

z
k�
S
z
l�
)

�
1

2

X

< k� l� >

D k� l� S
z
k�
S
z
l�

�
X

k

�

B
x 1

2
(S

+

k�
+ S

�

k�
)+ B

z
S
z
k�

�

: (42)

Herethenotation S�
k�

= Sx
k�
� iS

y

k�
isintroduced,where

k� and l� are lattice site indicesand < k�l� > indicates

sum m ation over nearest neighbours only. To fully de-

scribe m agnetization in the xz-plane for arbitrary spin

S,G reen’sfunctionsofthe following type arerequired:

G
�;m n
r�;s�

= � S
�
r�
;(Szs� )

m (S�s� )
n
� ; (43)

where � is one off+ ;� ;zg and m and n are integers

which are determ ined by the spin S. The equation of

m otion forthisG reen’sfunction is

!G
�;m n
r�;s�

= A
�;m n
r�;s�

+ �

h

S
�
r�
;H

i

�

;(Szs� )
m (S�s� )

n
� ;

A
�;m n
r�;s�

=

�h

S
�
r�
;(Szs� )

m (S�s� )
n
i

�

�

: (44)

Thegeneralized Tyablikov decoupling approxim ation[16]

isnow applied to each G reen’sfunction on therhsofthe

equation ofm otion,e.g.

� S
�
r�
S
�

t�
;:::� � hS

�
r�
iG

�;m n

t� ;s�
+ hS

�

t�
iG

�;m n
r�;s�

: (45)

Elim ination of the site indices by m eans of a Fourier

transform ation to m om entum space results in the m a-

trix form oftheequationsofm otion shown in Eq.1.The

com ponentsin the G reen’sfunction vectorhave the su-

perscripts�and m n and two subscriptlayer-indicesand

depend on energy and m om entum :G �;m n
�� (!;k).

1. The 3-layer m odel

W e now specialize the exposition to the 3-layer �lm ,

since it is the sm allest non-trivialexam ple from which

the extension to larger �lm s is obvious. For this case,

Eq.1 hasthe following structure:

2

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

!1 �

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�11 �12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

�21 �22 �23 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 �32 �33 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �11 �12 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �21 �22 �23 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 �32 �33 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 �11 �12 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 �21 �22 �23
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �32 �33

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

3

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

�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

G 11

G 21

G 31

G 12

G 22

G 32

G 13

G 23

G 33

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A 11

0

0

0

A 22

0

0

0

A 33

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: :(46)

Each ofthe entries in the 9 � 9 m atrix � is in fact a

3 � 3 m atrix corresponding to a G reen’s function vec-

tor with the sam e m n values and layer subscripts but

with superscripts � = f+ ;� ;zg characterizing the vec-

tor com ponents. Using ias a layer-index,the diagonal

m atrix �ii is

�ii =

0

@

H z
i 0 � Hx

i

0 � Hz
i H x

i

� 1

2
~H x
i

1

2
~H x
i 0

1

A : (47)

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�1 i; (48)

~H x
i = B

x + hS
x
iiJii(q� k)+ Ji;i+ 1hS

x
i+ 1i+ Ji;i�1 hS

x
i�1 i;

H
x
i = ~H x

i � hS
x
iiD iik :

For a square lattice and a lattice constant taken to be

unity,k = 2(coskx + cosky),and q = 4 isthe num ber

ofintra-layernearestneighbours. The 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 :

(49)

Unlike the elem entsofthe � -m atrix,the com ponentsof

the vectorsC and A are dependenton the valuesofm

and n.Forspin S = 1,the valuesof(m ;n)required are

(0;1)and (1;1).The valuesofthe diagonalcorrelations

Cii and A ii foreach valueof�areshown in Table I.The

layerindex ihasbeen om itted forbrevity.

The block-diagonalstructure ofthe m atrix in Eq.46

allows us to write Eq.46 in term s ofG reen’s functions

and inhom ogeneities labelled by a single layer index i.
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TABLE I:D iagonalcorrelationsand inhom ogeneitiesforspin

S = 1.

� m n = (0;1) m n = (1;1)

+ h2S
z
i � 2� hS

z
i+ 3hS

z
S
z
i

A - 0 hS
x
S
x
i

z � hS
x
i � hS

z
S
x
i

+ 2� hS
z
i� hS

z
S
z
i hS

z
i� hS

z
S
z
i

C - hS
x
S
x
i hS

z
S
x
S
x
i

z hS
x
i+ hS

z
S
x
i hS

z
S
x
i+ hS

z
S
z
S
x
i

De�ne singly-indexed G reen’sfunction vectors(here3�

3 = 9 com ponents),theircorresponding correlations,and

inhom ogeneitiesforfi= 1;2;3g.

G i =

0

@
G 1i

G 2i

G 3i

1

A ; Ci(k)=

0

@
C1i

C2i

C3i

1

A ; A i =

0

@
A 1i�1i

A 2i�2i
A 3i�3i

1

A :

The (9� 9)m atricesareindependentofan index:

� =

0

@
�11 �12 0

�21 �22 �23
0 �32 �33

1

A : (50)

Thebigequationscan now bereplaced by3sm allerequa-

tionsofm otion and correlation equationsi= 1;2;3:

(!1 � �)Gi = A i; (51)

(1 � R
0
L
0)Ci(k) = R

1
E
1
L
1
A i: (52)

Applying theSVD to � yieldssix vectors ~v in thenon-

nullspace (each layercontributesone nullvector). The

correspondingsixcorrelationscareobtainedbym ultiply-

ing the lastequation by ~v and inserting v~v + v0~v0 = 1:

~v(1 � R
0
L
0)Ci(k)= R

1
E
1
L
1(v~v + v0~v0)A i: (53)

Use of~vR 0 = 0,L1v0 = 0 (see Appendix A),r = ~vR 1,

and l= L1v leadsto

~vCi(k)= rE
1
l~vA i; (54)

which,afterintegration overk correspondsto Eq.27.

2. Analyticalalgebraic results for the m onolayer

W e now investigate in detailthe m onolayer for spin

S = 1, for which m any results can be obtained ana-

lytically and revealfeatures which are pertinent to the

structuresfound forthe m ultilayers.

The m onolayerm odelleadsto an equation ofm otion

with the single diagonalblock �11 and the vectorsG 11,

C 11, and A 11. For the rem ainder of this section, we

shalldrop the subscripts 11. The eigenvalues of� are

f0;�k;� �kg,where �k =
p

H zH z + H x ~H x. The m atri-

cesofeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsof� arethen

L� R = 
 =

0

@
0 0 0

0 �k 0

0 0 � �k

1

A ;

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 ; (55)

L =
1

4�2
k

0

@

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

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

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

1

A :

Taking the �rst row ofL from Eq.55 and the inhom o-

geneity vectors for m n = f0;1g from Table I,we �nd

from the regularity condition L0A = 0,

~H x

H z
=
hSxi

hSzi
: (56)

This im plies that the ratio on the lhs is not dependent

upon them om entum .Thiscan alsobeseen directly from

the de�nitionsin Eq.49:

hSxi

hSzi
=

B x

B z + D qhSzi
: (57)

From the sam e de�nitions it is clear that the ratio H
x

H z

does depend upon m om entum because H x di�ers from
~H x byam om entum -dependentterm ;hencetheprojector

R 0L0 onto the nullspaceism om entum dependent.

The singularvectorsin U and V (see Eq.20)m ay be

obtained as the eigenvectors ofthe sym m etric m atrices

� ~� and ~� � ,respectively. The singularvaluesin W are

the squarerootsofthe eigenvaluesofthese m atrices.

W =

0

@
W 11 0 0

0 W 22 0

0 0 0

1

A ; (58)

W 11 =
p
H zH z + 2H xH x; (59)

W 22 =

r

H zH z +
1

2
~H x ~H x; (60)

U =

0

B
B
B
@

� 1p
2

�H
z

p
2W 22

~H
x

2W 22

1p
2

�H
z

p
2W 22

~H
x

2W 22

0
~H
x

p
2W 22

H
z

W 22

1

C
C
C
A
; (61)

~V =

0

B
B
@

�H
z

p
2W 11

�H
z

p
2W 11

2H
x

p
2W 11

�1p
2

1p
2

0

H
x

W 11

H
x

W 11

H
z

W 11

1

C
C
A : (62)

Them atrix U hasbeen blocked intou and u0 by thever-

ticallineand ~V into ~v and ~v0 by thehorizontalline.W e
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seehereexplicitly (by factoring outH z and applying the

regularity condition) that the vector L0,the �rst row-

vectorin the m atrix L in Eq.55,isproportionalto the

vectoru0 and isindependentofm om entum .In fact,the

vectors in u are also independent ofm om entum . Sim -

ilarly,R 0 is proportionalto v0,but does depend upon

m om entum .Asthem om entum varies,~v0 also variesbut

rem ainsin theplanecontaining theG z-axisand theline

bisecting the axes G + and G � . This im plies that one

ofthe vectorsin the non-nullspace can be chosen to be

perpendicularto thisplane and therefore m ustbe inde-

pendentofm om entum .Thisisthe second row-vectorin
~V in Eq.62.The�rstrow-vectorin ~V isalso dependent

upon m om entum and liesin the sam e plane asthe null

vector.

From these considerations, it is clear that, for the

m onolayer,only the second row-vectorof ~V in Eq.62 is

m om entum -independent;hence,onlythesecondrow from

Eq.54(herespecialized to them onolayer)can beused in

theconsistency equations.Forspin S = 1,therearetwo

expectation valueswhich actasthevariableswhich m ust

beiterated toself-consistencyin Eq.27,hSziand hSzSzi.

Sinceonly onerow ofEq.54 can beused,itisnecessary

tousethisequation twice,each tim ewith di�erentvalues

ofm n (seeTableI).Theothercorrelationsin TableIcan

be expressed in term s ofhSziand hSzSzivia the regu-

larity condition L0A m n = 0,for m + n � 2S + 1 (for

detailssee [2]).

In them ultilayercase,each layersuppliesan extrarow

in Eq.54 which can be used as a consistency equation,

so thatthere are justenough equationsto solve forthe

expectation valueshSziiand hS
z
iS

z
iiforeach layeri.

3. Algebraic properties ofthe m ultilayers

W hileitisnotpracticabletoperform thesingularvalue

decom position algebraically forthem ultilayer�lm s,itis

nevertheless possible to deduce som e properties ofthe

singularvectorsby exam ining the resultsforthe m ono-

layerand com bining thesewith thestructureofthe3� 3

blocksofthe m atrix � in Eq.46.

W e startwith the structure ofthe nullvectorsofthe

m atrix � from Eq.50 in a �lm ofN layers. W e m ay

writea nullrow-vectorin term softhethreecom ponents

foreach layeras

~v0 = (~v
(1)

0
;:::;~v

(N )

0
) (63)

ThereareN nullvectorseach with 3N com ponents.W e

seefrom Eq.62 thatthecom ponents~v
(i)

0
ofthenullvec-

torfortheith layerconsidered in isolation havetheform

(ai;ai;bi). But this m ust also hold for each ofthe null

vectorsin Eq.63. To see this,considerthe � -m atrix of

Eq.50extended toN layersactingon asinglenullvector:

� v0 = 0 (64)

Thisgives3N equationsforthe com ponentsofv0,3 for

each layer. Denote the com ponentsbelonging to layeri

as(xi;yi;zi)Now the structure ofthe 3� 3 blocksin �

issuch thatthe � rstequationsforeach layer(i.e. equa-

tions 1;4;7;:::) involve only the com ponents xi and zi
for alli;i.e. the N equations su�ce to determ ine the

N ratiosxi=zi.The second equationsforeach layer(i.e.

2;5;8;:::) involve only yi and zi and they are exactly

the sam e asthe �rstequationsforeach layer.The com -

ponents xi are therefore the sam e as the yi. But this

im plies,from the structure ofthe blocks in � ,that the

third equationsforeach layerarethen autom atically sat-

is�ed.Thevaluesofthe xi,yi,and zi arethen obtained

from norm alization. This m eans that each nullvector,

although perhapsdependentupon them om entum ,m ust

liein thehyperplanein which thecom ponentsbelonging

to layerihavethe form (ai;ai;bi).This,in turn,m eans

thatthe hyperplane in which alllayercom ponentshave

the form (ci;� ci;0) m ust lie in the non-nullspace and

be independent ofm om entum ,since each vectorofthis

form isobviously orthogonalto each nullvector.

Considernow specialvectorsofthisform forwhich the

com ponentsforlayeriare(ci;� ci;0)butallothercom -

ponents are zero,i.e. N ofthe 3N reference vectorsof

Eq.29, ~V ref. Clearly,these vectorsare also in the non-

nullspace and are orthogonalto each other.Thisisthe

reason why the labelling procedure picksoutthese par-

ticularreference vectorsasbeing identicalwith som e of

thevectors~v.O fcourse,therestofthevectors~v arenot

in generalidenticalto any oftherem aining 2N reference

vectors,becausethenullvectorsdo notin generalhavea

layer-structure,im plying thateach ofthe rem aining ref-

erencevectorsliespartially in thenullspace.Allofthese

features are fully veri�ed by the num ericalcalculations

ofthe nextsection.

In sum m ary, we see that in the N -layer �lm , there

are only N com ponentsofthe vectorc from Eq.54 (for

a given value ofm n)which are independentofm om en-

tum and also possess a layer-structure. The num erical

labelling procedureiscapableofdelivering thesevectors.

This bit ofserendipity is essentialto the success ofthe

entirem ethod,sinceweonly know how to determ inethe

diagonalcorrelations,Cii,from the expectation values;

hence,werequirethatthedotproductofourvectorwith

Ci(k)only involvethecom ponentCii.Thisisensured by

the aforem entioned property ofthose (labelled) vectors

in ~v which are independentofm om entum . In contrast,

them om entum -dependentvectorsin ~v do notsharethis

propertyand thereforecannotbeused in solvingthecon-

sistency equations(27).

B . N um ericalresults

W econcludeourexposition with a few illustrativenu-

m ericalcalculations for the S = 1 Heisenberg Ham ilto-

nian m odelwith exchange anisotropy of Eq.42. The

exchange energy isJ = 100,the exchange anisotropy is
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TABLE II:Row-vectors ~V at k = 0:0100113 for the 3-layer

�lm .

Layer 1 2 3

� + - z + - z + - z

0.71 -0.71 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0.46 0.46 -0.76 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.02

~v 0 0 0 0.71 -0.71 0 0 0 0

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.47 0.47 -0.74 0.02 0.02 0.02

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.71 -0.71 0

0.01 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.46 0.46 -0.76

0.54 0.54 0.65 -0.02 -0.02 0.025 -0.01 -0.01 0.02

~v0 0.02 0.02 -0.04 -0.53 -0.53 -0.67 0.02 0.02 -0.04

0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.03 -0.54 -0.54 -0.65

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0.03

0.06

0.09
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0.15
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V
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FIG .3: O necom ponentofa m om entum -dependentvector~v

forthe3-layer�lm neartheReorientation tem peratureofthe

m agnetization (T = 107)atthe reference pointski.

D = 0:7,and the�eld in thez-directioniszero.W eshow,

as representative exam ples,som e results ofcalculations

for1-,3-,and 7-layer�lm s.

First,the labelled and sm oothed row-vectors ~V (V =

(v;v0)) are shown in Table II for a 3-layer �lm with

B x = 0:1;B z = 0 atT = 107,which isvery nearthe re-

orientation tem perature ofthe m agnetization,TR . Dis-

played are the six vectorsin the non-nullspace,~v,and

the three nullvectors,~v0,at k = 0:0100113. Vectors

1,3, and 5 are independent of m om entum and have a

layer-structure: i.e. they m ay be identi� ed with layers

1,2,and 3,respectively.In contrastto this,vectors2,4,

and 6 have contributionsfrom each layer. Nevertheless,

each ofthese vectors can be labelled by the layers 1,2,

and 3,respectively,becausethecontributionsfrom those

layers are by far the greatestin each respective vector.

The null-vectorsare sim ilarto vectors2,4,and 6:they

vary with k,havenolayer-structure,butm ay belabelled

with a layerindex.

A com ponentofoneofthevectors~v isshown in Fig.3

at the reference points ki for one of the m om entum -

dependent vectorsfor the 3-layer�lm ata tem perature

T = 107 nearthe reorientation tem perature ofthe m ag-

netization. Since there is rapid variation near k = 0,

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

k

A
 c

om
po

ne
nt

 o
f v

ec
to

r 
v Bx0

Bx1

Bx2

Bx3

FIG .4: A singlecom ponentofoneofthevectorsin ~v forthe

m onolayerasa function ofm om entum k forincreasing values

ofm agnetic �eld B
x
: B

x0 � 0 < B
x1 :::< B

x3 � 1:3. The

circlesindicate the position ofthe reference vectors.

the num ber ofreference points there is denser than at

largerk.Atsm allertem peratures,thisbehaviourisnot

asextrem e.

Fig.4 displaysthem ostrapidly varying com ponentof

one ofthe m om entum -dependent labelled vectors ~v in

thenon-nullspaceasa function ofthem om entum k over

the�rsttenth ofthek-rangeforthem onolayeratT = 0;

the curvesrem ain roughly constantoverthe restofthe

range. For increasing m agnetic �eld in the x-direction,

B xi,the curves becom e steeper near k = 0,becom ing

nearly L-shaped for the largest�eld value (correspond-

ing to hSzi! 0). A greaterdensity ofreference vectors

(positions are indicated by the fullcircles)is needed in

thisrange.Nevertheless,thesm oothingprocedureisable

to deliver acceptable vectors even under these extrem e

conditions. Note that allthe vectors ~v in the non-null

space are needed accurately,not just those that are in-

dependentofm om entum ,because they are em ployed in

reducing the size ofthe � -m atrix by the transform ation

in Eqns.21 to 24.

W enow presentthem agnetizationscalculated by solv-

ingEq.27self-consistentlyasafunction ofm agnetic�eld

and tem perature. Fig.5 shows the m agnetization hSzi

(beginning at1 atB x = 0),the m agnetization hSxiin-

creasing linearly from 0,the reorientation angle ofthe

m agnetization, �, and the absolute value of the total

m agnetization fora spin S = 1 Heisenberg m onolayeras

functionsoftheapplied m agnetic�eld in thex-direction,

B x at tem perature T = 0. (Results at other tem pera-

turesaresim ilar.)

M agnetization com ponents as a function oftem pera-

ture are shown for the 3-layer �lm in Fig. 6. M agne-

tizations for layers 1 and 3 are identicalas required by
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FIG .5: M agnetization com ponents hS
z
i (= 1 at B

x
= 0)

and hS
x
i(solid lines),thereorientation angleofthem agneti-

zation,� = (arctan
hS x i

hS z i
)=�

2
(dashed line),and the absolute

value ofthe totalm agnetization (dash-dot chain) for a spin

S= 1 Heisenberg m onolayer as functions ofthe applied m ag-

netic �eld in the x-direction,B
x
,atT = 0.

FIG .6: M agnetization com ponents in di�erentlayers hS
z
ii

and hSx
ii (solid lines)and thereorientation angleofthem ag-

netization (dashed line),fora spin S = 1 Heisenberg trilayer

asfunctionsofthe tem perature,T,atB
x
= 0:1

sym m etry. Because the m agnetic �eld com ponentB x is

so sm all,the 3 com ponentsin the x-direction cannotbe

distinguished from one another on the scale ofthe dia-

gram .

Fig.7 dem onstratesthatitisalso no problem to cal-

culate the reorientation ofthe m agnetization for a �lm

consisting of7 layers.Film swith spin S > 1 can also be

treated.In fact,allofourpreviousworkonthism odel[14]

can be reproduced with the presentm ethod,so there is

no need to presentm oreexam pleshere.

FIG .7: M agnetization com ponents in di�erentlayers hS z
ii

and hSx
ii (solid lines)and thereorientation angleofthem ag-

netization (dashed line),fora spin S = 1 Heisenberg 7-layer

�lm asfunctionsofthe tem perature,T,atB
x
= 0:1

V . A M O R E EFFIC IEN T A LG O R IT H M

In this section,we shallestablish the connection be-

tween them ethod developed hereand theoneweused in

ourpreviousworkon ferrom agneticHeisenberg�lm swith

exchange anisotropy[14]. To do this,the working equa-

tions are cast in a slightly di�erent form that in som e

cases allowsone to dispense with the sm oothing proce-

dure.Thissuggeststhatthenew m ethod servesnotonly

as a toolto �nd appropriate consistency equations but

also as a m eans ofdesigning an e�cient algorithm for

solution.

O ur m ethod has so far em ployed the m atrix of sin-

gularvectors ~v to transform the correlationsin m om en-

tum space (c = ~vC k) so that c can be expressed via

Eq.26 in term s ofquantities referring only to the non-

nullspace ofthe m atrix � . Via the labelling procedure,

the row-vectors ~v were then transform ed so thata sub-

setofthem were independentofm om entum ;hence,the

result in Eq.28 could be exploited in the consistency

equationsEq.27.Letusnow m ultiply the rhsofEq.26

by the unitm atrix ~vv:

~vC k = ~v(vrE1l~vA ): (65)

Considernow theconsistencyequation obtained from the

m om entum -independentvector~vj,which wetakeasthe

second row-vector ~V in Eq.62 (referalso to Eq.28):

~vj

Z

dk C k = ~vjC =

Z

dk ~vj(vrE
1
l~vA ): (66)

There is one such equation for each layer. Taken to-

gether,these equations succinctly describe the m ethod

ofsolution in reference [14],where,foreach layer,a dif-

ferenceofcorrelations(thelhs)wasrelated to thedi�er-

encebetween the�rstand second integrated com ponents
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oftherhsoftheequation in round brackets.Theidea to

build this di�erence ofcom ponents cam e from the em -

piricalobservation (by taking linearcom binationsofthe

equations ofthe standard procedure in the fullspace)

that such di�erence term s m ake no contribution to the

m om entum -dependentterm R 0L0,thuselim inating the

latterfrom theconsistencyequations.Here(Eq.66),tak-

ingthedi�erenceise�ected viam ultiplication bythevec-

tors~vj found system atically from theSVD coupled with

the labelling procedure,thus replacing intuition with a

system aticapproach.

The advantage ofthisway ofsolving the equationsis

thatin thiscasethereisno need to apply thesm oothing

procedure ateach value ofk,since the singularvectors

v and ~v now both occurin theproductin theintegrand;

i.e.an arbitrarysign arisingfrom ~v iso�setby thatfrom

v.W eem phasizethatsm oothing would stillbeneeded if

there were degeneraciesin the non-zero singularvalues,

which wasnotthe case in ourpreviouswork. Also,the

labelling and sm oothing procedures are required to � nd

the appropriate ~vj in the diagnosticphaseofthe work.

Thissuggeststhatthe procedure in thispapercan be

used as a toolto �nd appropriate vectors ~vL S via the

labelling and sm oothing procedures and then,once the

vectors have been found,to design a m ore e�cient nu-

m ericalprocedure. W e note here that the m om entum -

independent vectors for the exchange anisotropy m odel

areparticularly sim ple,being in factjustnum bers.This

need not always be the case: in general,these vectors

willdepend on the m agnetizationsand willvary asone

m ovesthrough solution space (e.g. m agnetizationsasa

function oftem perature). In this case,a m ethod ofthe

type suggested above would require that the diagnostic

toolbebuiltintothenum ericalalgorithm in orderto�nd

the appropriatevectorsateach pointin space.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

The m ain thrustofthispaperisto dem onstrate that

theSVD isa very powerfultoolforsolving theproblem s

which arise when the equationsofm otion m atrix � has

zeroeigenvalues.In particular,thesingularvectorsin the

non-nullspace,~v,are used to reduce the size ofthe m a-

trix thatneedsto bediagonalized and,atthesam etim e,

increase the num ericalstability by elim inating the zero

eigenvaluesand the degeneracy associated with them ,a

factofconsiderablepracticalim portance,especiallywhen

som eofthenon-zeroeigenvalueslieclosetozero.In addi-

tion,thesuitably labelled and sm oothed singularvectors

~vL S serve to transform the consistency equations so as

to deliver the correlation functions in coordinate space

required forthe solution ofthese equations.

Them ethod outlined herecan beviewed asarecipefor

directnum ericalcalculation .Therecipeisquitesim ple:

1.Atthe currentpointin solution space,generate a

su�cient num ber ofreference vectors ~V ref(ki) at

suitably chosen knotski.

2.Ateach desired value ofk,

(a) O btain theuntreated singularvectors~v in the

non-nullspacefrom theSVD ofthe� -m atrix.

(b) Ifnecessary,�nd labelled vectorsfrom these:

~vL = ~Z~v.Ifno labelling isdesired,set ~Z = 1

atthispoint.

(c) Find the set of sm oothed reference vectors

appropriateto k and carry outthesm oothing

transform ation:~vL S = L ~Z ~Z~v.

(d) Use the sm oothed vectors to reduce the

� -m atrix by elim inating the null space.

Diagonalize the reduced m atrix to get the

eigenvaluesand eigenvectors:lr= ! 1

(e) Select the appropriate (i.e. properly labelled

m om entum -independent) vectors ~v to gen-

erate the set of consistency integrands of

Eq.27:rEl~vA � ~vC k

3.Finally,solvetheconsistency equationsEq.27(e.g.

with the m ethod described in [9]).

This recipe cannot be so generalas to apply to any

problem ,for the labelling is dictated by the properties

ofthe � -m atrix,which willdepend upon the nature of

the physicalm odeland the approxim ationsused in the

decouplingleadingtothe� -m atrix.Them ethod can also

failifit is not possible to �nd m om entum -independent

vectors.

The m ethod m ay also be usefulas a diagnostic tool

to aid in the design ofan e�cientcom putation m ethod.

O nce the consistency equationshave been found by our

system aticprocedure,Eq.66 can be used asa m oree�-

cientworking equation,since itusually doesnotrequire

thesm oothingprocedure.In otherwords,ourprocedure,

used diagnostically,servesto identify theallowed consis-

tency equations.W earethen freeto m anipulatetheseto

form a new setofallowed equationshaving sim pler nu-

m ericalrequirem ents,thusleadingtoan optim alsolution

ofany particularsolvableproblem .

A P P EN D IX A :R ED U C T IO N O F T H E � -M A T R IX

W IT H T H E SIN G U LA R VA LU E

D EC O M P O SIT IO N (SV D )

In Eq.21,the m atrix � is reduced in dim ension by

thenum berofzero eigenvalues,N 0,via a transform ation

by the singular vectors spanning the non-nullspace,~v.

Itisvery im portantthatthe eigenvaluesofthe reduced
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m atrix,,be identicalwith the non-zero eigenvaluesof

� ,!1.In thisappendix,weshow underwhich conditions

wecan expectthisto be the case.

W hile the nulleigenvectorsof� ,L0 and R 0,lie com -

pletely in thespacesspanned by u0~u0 and v0~v0,respec-

tively,thevectorsbelonging to thenon-zero eigenvalues,

L1 and R 1,m ay havecom ponentsin both thenullspace

and non-nullspace. (e.g. ~vR 0 = 0 but ~v0R
1 6= 0 in

general). In what follows,we assum e that the left and

righteigenvectorsof� have been constructed to be or-

thonorm al:LR = 1.

Because L and R diagonalize � , we have, inserting

� = � v~v and v~v + v0~v0 = 1,


 = L� R ;
�
0 0

0 !1

�

=

�
L0

L1

�

(v~v + v0~v0)� v~v(R
0
;R

1);

=

�
e11 e12
e21 e22

�

; (A1)

wherethe individualm atrix blocksare

e11 = L
0(v~v + v0~v0)� v~vR

0
;

= L
0
� R

0
;

e12 = L
0
� v~vR

1
;

= L
0
� R

1
;

e21 = L
1(v~v + v0~v0)� v~vR

0
;

= L
1
� R

0
;

e22 = L
1(v~v + v0~v0)� v~vR

1
: (A2)

Since� R0 = 0 and L0� = 0,theblockse11,e12,and e21
are zero asrequired. The otherblock isthe sum oftwo

term s:

e22 = L
1
v~v� v~vR

1
+ L

1
v0~v0� R

1
;

= lr+ L
1
v0~v0� R

1
; (A3)

where we have de�ned l:= L 1v and r = ~vR 1. Ifthe

second term in Eq.A3 werezero,then the vectorsland

r would diagonalize yielding the eigenvalues! 1 asde-

sired. This condition is ful�lled ifthe eigenvectors R 0

span the nullspace,forwe can then expressthe vectors

v0 in term softheR
0,each ofwhich isorthogonalto L1

by construction (L1R 0 = 0). In allofourcalculations,

thiswasindeed thecaseand waschecked num erically at

every reduction of� .

A P P EN D IX B :M A T C H IN G O F T W O V EC T O R

SPA C ES

In the contextofthispaper,we areusually concerned

with rotating a set oftarget vectors (which we do not

want to disturb in any other m anner) so as to m atch

as closely as possible a set of (approxim ate) reference

vectorswhich serveaslabelsorcalibration vectors.The

m ethod outlined below treatsthis problem in a general

way and showshow theSVD can e�ectthism atching in

an optim alway.Notethatthenotation in thisappendix

isindependentfrom thatin them ain body ofthepaper.

It often happens that there are two sets of N -

dim ensionalvectors which are related by a generalro-

tation (i.e. a rotation aboutan arbitrary axis)and that

we wish to �nd thisrotation.Ifeach ofthe two setsare

subsetsofthewholespace,itm ay bethateach setspans

a slightly di�erent subspace. This is the problem that

wem ostoften m eethere:thetwo subspacesdo notover-

lap exactly but have a high degree ofoverlap. In this

case,we wish to �nd the \best" generalrotation in the

sensethateach vectorofonesetisbroughtinto asclose

a coincidence as possible with som e vector ofthe other

set.

Let r = 1;:::;N R label the N R colum n vectors of

length N ,the reference vectors,in the m atrix R ofdi-

m ension N � NR . Sim ilarly,lett= 1;:::;N T labelthe

N T colum n vectorsoflength N ,thetargetvectors,in the

m atrix T ofdim ension N � NT .W eassum eherethatthe

vectorsin R and T are orthonorm alam ong them selves

(~R R = 1 and ~T T = 1.) W e wish to �nd a rotation

which,when applied to the targetvectors,brings them

into closest coincidence with the reference vectors. In

order to ensure that there are no system atic degenera-

ciesin thesingularvaluesthatwewillcalculate,we�rst

associate the vector R �;i (i.e. the colum n iofthe m a-

trix R ) with the unique labelL(i) = N R + 1 � i (i.e.

a labelwhich decreases as iincreases. Then,we de�ne

a weighted overlap m atrix whose N R � NT elem entsare

given by

Srt :=
p
L(r)~R r�T �t: (B1)

TheSVD ofthe m atrix S isthen

SN R �N T
= LN R �N T

yN T �N T

~ZN T �N T
: (B2)

The m atrix ofthe labeloperator in the basis oftarget

vectorsis

P N T �N T
= ~SS: (B3)

W riting S in term s ofthe SVD in this equation shows

thatthem atrix Z diagonalizesP to produceeigenvalues

y2,so thatthe required rotation isjustZ.i.e.

T
0= T Z: (B4)

The justi�cation forthistransform ation isthatthe m a-

trix ofthe labeloperator in this new basis is diagonal:

P
0= ~S0S0= y

2
: (B5)

IfN R = N T and the reference and target vectors lie

in thesam esubspace,then thesingularvaluesyi willbe

identicalto
p
L(i)provided thatthe singularvaluesare

num bered in decreasing order,theusualconvention;this
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isthereasonfortheparticularchoiceoflabelsL(i)above.

Ifthe referenceand targetvectorsspan slightly di�erent

spaces,then therewillbesom ediscrepancy between the

singularvaluesand the squarerootsofthe labels.

Ifthenum berofreferencevectorsislessthan thenum -

ber oftarget vectors,then som e ofthe singular values

ofS willbe zero. This m eans that a subset ofthe ro-

tated targetvectorswillbeasclosely coincidentwith the

(sm aller)num berofreferencevectorsaspossibleand the

restofthe (rotated)targetvectorswillbe arbitrary and

span the (null)spaceofS leftover.The arbitrarinessof

the vectorsisdue to the degeneracy ofthe nullspace.

Iftherearem orereferencevectorsthan targetvectors,

then each (rotated)targetvectorwillbewell-de�ned but

the set oftarget vectors willnot span the space ofthe

referencevectors.
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