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A bstract

In thefram eworkoftheLandau-Lifshitzequationswithoutanydissipation (an approxim a-

tion which m ay also behelpfulfor�nitebutweak G ilbertdam ping),with allinteractions

included (speci�cally alwayswith exchangeand m agneticdipoleinteractions),forgeneral

ground states,geom etriesand dom ain structures,and form anytypesofe�ective�elds(in-

cluding contributionsfrom spin currentsetc.) thedynam icsofthespin-precession around

thisground stateisconsidered.

At�rsttheprecessionistreated in thelinearapproxim ation.Forthe(sm allam plitude)

eigenm odes oftheprecession onehasa ‘rule ofgeom etric m ean’ fortheeigenfrequencies.

For the eigenm odes pseudo-orthogonality relations are obtained, which re
ect the gy-

rotropic and elliptic character ofthe spin precession and di�er from those known from

theSchr�odingerequation.M oreover,in contrastto quantum m echanics,they arede�ned

locally,notthrough a globalaverage.Thuspseudo-orthogonality statem entsarevalid ev-

erywhere(forexam plesim ultaneously both in theouterregion and also in thecoreregion

ofa m agneticvortex line).

Then also som easpectsofthe nonlinearm ode coupling with em phasison ‘con
uence’

and ‘splitting’processesofelem entary m agneticspin-waveexcitationsareconsidered.At

the sam etim e these processescontributeto the G ilbertdam ping.

There are thusessentialdi�erencesto quantum m echanics,although ata �rstglance

one discoversm any sim ilarities.From the resultsone m ay also getinsightsofwhy these

system s are so com plex that (although the essentialquantities depend only on the lo-

cal valuesofthe partially long-ranged e�ective m agnetic �elds)practically only detailed

experim entsand com putersim ulationsm akesense.

PACS num bers:75.(M agneticproperties);75.40 GB (Dynam icproperties)

Keywords:Landau-LifshitzEqus.,Dynam icsofM agneticSystem s

1 Introduction

Recently, for possible applications in spintronics, the dynam ic behaviour of ultra-

thin planarm agneticnano-structuresisstrongly studied ([1,2,...,9],and and references

therein). Forexam ple,one considerscircularstructureswith nontrivialground states

(notably with vortex states).

Theoretically,on thespatialscaleoftypically ten (orm ore)nanom eters (nm )and

on thetim escaleoften (orm ore)picoseconds (ps)theLandau-Lifshitzequations,[10],

�
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with sm allphenom enological‘Gilbert dam ping’,[11],is very reliable and has found

m any applicationsin present-day sim ulation software (forexam ple,in the well-known

OOM M F,[12],orLLG program s,[13]). Itis‘generalfolklore’thatthere are consid-

erablesim ilaritiesbetween theLandau-Lifshitz-equation withoutGilbertdam ping and

thequantum m echanicalSchr�odingerequation.Thiswould beadvantageous,sincefor

weak Gilbertdam ping onecould then exploita lotofquantum -m echanicalrelations.

Unfortunately,however,di�cultiesarise,since(aswewillsee)thereareconsiderable

di�erencesfrom theSchr�odingercase.

Thepresentcom m unication intendstom akethesepointsclearer;italsoservesm ore

generalpurposes,forexam ple in the intention to go beyond num ericalsim ulation as

faraspossible.

2 B asic theory

In the fram ework ofthe Landau-Lifshitz theory,[10],the localvalue ofthe m agnetic

polarisation ~J(~r;t)(asafunction ofposition ~rand tim et)isdescribed by thefollowing

ansatz:

~J(~r;t)� Js � ~�(~r;t); (1)

whereJs isthesaturation m agnitudeand ~�(~r;t)thedirection ofthem agneticpolari-

sation vector ~J.Thevector~�isthusofunitlength.

This fact is im portant throughout the paper. Essentially due to this constraint

on ~�(~r;t)theLandau-Lifshitztheory hasthesam etopologicalexitations(Bloch lines,

Bloch pointsingularities,vortex excitations,and allkindsof‘topologicalconstrictions’)

asin �eld-theory theso-called ‘non-linearsigm a-m odel’,[14],has;orasin elem entary

particlephysicsthecorresponding phenom enological‘Nam bu and Jona-Lasinio m odel’

has,[15].However,sincethem agneticdipole�eld(seebelow)isfar-ranged,theLandau-

Lifshitz theory isin principle even m ore com plicated than the above-m entioned �eld

theories (which usually do not treat interactions corresponding to the dipole-dipole

case).

In any case,the role ofthe topologicalconstraintsin applications(forexam ple,in

the wall-m otion ofm agnetic bubble-dom ains,[16],orin the change ofthepolarization

ofthecoreofa m agneticvortex-line,[17])should notbeunderestim ated.

Howeverthepresentpaperdoesnot concentrateon topologicalaspects!

Rather,in the linearapproxim ation (neglecting the dam ping unlessotherwise stated)

wederivea‘ruleofgeom etricm ean’fortheeigenfrequenciesand apseudo-orthogonality

relation fortheeigenm odesoftheprecession around thenontrivialground state.The

relationscorrespond toagyrotropicand ellipticm otionofthem agnetization;theydi�er

from thoseknown from quantum m echanics.In particularthey arede�ned locally.

Nonlinear term s are treated in the present paper rather phenom enologically. W e

only give som e schem atic argum entsfordam ping processesbased on ‘con
uence’and

‘splitting’in connection with theso-called m ode-m odecouplingofexcitationsin vortex

structures.Theresultsarein favouroftheexperim entsof[2]and [3].
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3 Landau-Lifshitz equations

In the absence ofany dissipation (see above), on the above-m entioned spatialand

tem poralscales,the equation ofm otion for the vector �eld ~�(~r;t) is the undam ped

Landau-Lifshitzequation,[10],which can bewritten as

d~�(~r;t)

dt
= � 
� ~�(~r;t)�~H e�(~r;t); (2)

wherethepositivequantity 
= g�
�0jej

2m e
istheso-called Land�efactorg (� 2)m ultiplied

by thegyrom agneticratio;e (= � jej)istheelectron’scharge(a negativequantity),me

itsm ass,and �0 theperm eability ofthevacuum ; ~H e�(~r;t)isan e�ective�eld,nam ely

thesum

~H e� := ~H
ext+ ~H

dipole+

3X

i;k= 1

2A i;k

Js

 
@~�

@xi

!

�

 
@~�

@xk

!

� grad~� F0(~�)+
~H
therm + ~H

~j
:(3)

In (3), ~H ext isthe externalm agnetic �eld;the A i;k arethe so-called exchange con-

stants ofthe crystal;F0(~�) is the anisotropy energy,representing the easy axes of

the m agnetization; ~H therm isa 
uctuating therm al�eld /
p
T,where T isthe Kelvin

tem perature;this �eld is neglected together with the friction,to which itis intrinsi-

cally related.Finally,~H
~j isan e�ective�eld proportionalto thedensity oftheelectric

current,~j,orto othersourcesoftorquesacting on the m agnetization. Forstationary

currentsallthesecontributionsto ~H e� do notdepend explicitly on thetim enoron the

tim ederivative,[19].Often they allcan beneglected with respecttothesecond and/or

third term on ther.h.s.ofequation (3).

Therem aining second term on ther.h.s.of(3),~H dipole,isthecum bersom equantity

in m icrom agnetism ,nam ely the m agnetic dipole �eld. In contrast, the third term

represents the exchange interactions,which at short wavelengths are m uch stronger,

suchthatpracticallytheyalonedeterm inethecriticaltem peratureTcoftheferrom agnet

considered. Butforapplicationsatroom tem peraturesand below,atdistanceswhich

are m uch largerthan the atom ic lattice constants(typically 0.2 nm )the dipole �elds

arem ostim portant.

Therefore even in the�m and nm ranges,asm entioned,theexchange interactions

can often beneglected (we don’tneglectthem here!),whereasthe�eld ~H dipole,which

is,forexam ple,m ainly responsible forthe dom ain structure ofa ferrom agnet,can be

derived from therelation ~H dipole = � grad�m .

Them agnetostaticpotential�m isdeterm ined asfollows:

(i) eitherfrom them agnetic m om entrepresentation

�m (~r;t)
(i)
=

ZZZ

V d3x
0
~J(~r

0

;t)� (~r� ~r
0

)

4�� 0j~r� ~r
0

j3
(4)

(heretheintegration volum eV isthatofthem agneticsam ple),
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(ii) orfrom theequivalentrepresentation ofthe�ctitiousm agnetic charges:

�m (~r;t)
(ii)
=

ZZZ

V d3x
0 � div~J(~r

0

;t)

4�� 0j~r� ~r
0

j
+

ZZ


 @V d2A
0
~J(~r

0

;t)� ~n(~r
0

)

4�� 0j~r� ~r
0

j
: (5)

Here @V isthe (oriented)boundary ofV ;the vector~n isthe itsouternorm al;

the surface m easure is d2A. (Retardation e�ects do not play a role,unless the

frequenciesf (= !

2�
)arelargerthan c

�x
(= 3� 1015 Hzfor�x = 100 nm ).)

In any case,thelocalvalue ~H dipole(~r;t)ofthedipole�eld dependson them agnetiza-

tion distribution ofthewholesam ple;i.e.,in thecontextoftheLandau-Lifshitzequation

the dipole �eld isa long-ranged,butlocalquantity,which soundsasa contradiction in

itself,butbecom esnonethelessessentialbelow.

Unfortunately,them agnitudeofthis�eld can alsobevery large,nam ely atsurfaces

typically aslargeas Js
�0
,which correspondsto � 2:2 Tesla in Fe,� 1:7 Tesla in Co and

� 1:0 Tesla in perm alloy.So forapplicationsthem agneticdipole�eld isasim portant

astheexchange.

4 B asic relations for the dynam ics

4.1 G eneralequations

In thefollowingwewrite~�� ~�0+ ~�,where~� 0(~r)isthestaticground state,correspond-

ing,e.g.,to a non-trivialdom ain structure ofthe sam ple,whereas the vector ~�(~r;t)

describesthe dynam icsofthe sam ple. Here we use the linearapproxim ation with re-

spectto theground state(i.e.,weassum ethatj~�jis� 1,while ~� 0(~r)�~�(~r;t)� 0 and

~�20(~r)� 1).Asa consequence in linearapproxim ation also ~�2(~r;t)� 1,asdesired.

Furtherm orewedon’texcludetopologicalsingularities,e.g.,Bloch pointsorvortex

lines,butassum ethattheseareexclusively contained in thestatics ofthesystem (i.e.,

in ~�0(~r)),whereas ~�(~r;t)istopologically trivial(butsee[20]).

In thelinearapproxim ation onegetsthefollowing equation ofm otion:

�
d~�

d~t
= ~�0(~r)� ~H

~�

e� +
~�(~r;~t)� ~H

~�0
e� : (6)

Herewehaveused thereduced tim e~t := t� 
(in thefollowingwereplace
by 1,unless

otherwisestated).

But ~H
~�0
e� (~r)hasthesam edirection as~�

(0)(~r)(thereaderisrem inded to therelation

~�(0) � ~H e� = 0). Therefore the �nalterm in (6) can be replaced by a term with a

Lagrangeparam eterfunction �~�0(~r):

�
d~�

dt
= ~�0(~r)�

�

~H
~�

e�(~r;t)� �
~�0(~r)~�(~r;~t)

�

: (7)

Thisisa linear relation in ~�.Generally only thelocaland instantaneous valuesofthe

e�ective �eld ~H
~�

e� (and of~�)are involved. Itshould also be noted that(7)doesnot

explicitly depend on t,see(4)or(5).)
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Now we assum e the existence oflocal cartesian coordinatessuch thatthe local3-

axisis~�0(~r),whereas~e1(~r)and ~e2(~r)areperpendicularto ~�0(~r)and toeach other,but

otherwise notyet�xed: Then in linearapproxim ation the following equation forthe

vector ~�(~r;t)(which also m ustbeperpendicularto ~� 0)results:

�
d

dt
(�1(~r;t)~e1(~r)+ �2(~r;t)~e2(~r)) =

$

K (~r)(�1(~rt)~e1(~r)+ �2(~r;t)~e2(~r)): (8)

Here
$

K (~r) is an antisym m etric real2 � 2-m atrix,i.e.,with im aginary eigenvalues

(see below),such that(aftersuitable rotation ofthe axesperpendicularto ~�0(~r))the

equationsfor�1(~r;t)and �2(~r;t)becom eofthesim pleform

�
d�1

dt
= +h

eff

2 (~r)�2 (9)

and

�
d�2

dt
= � h

eff

1 (~r)�1 ; (10)

where h
eff

1 (~r)and h
eff

2 (~r)are extrem alo�-diagonalvaluesofthe 2� 2-m atrix
$

K (~r),

seebelow,which weassum eto benon-negative,unlessotherwisestated.

The equations (9) and (10) describe an elliptic spin precession around the local

equilibrium spin direction ~�0(~r),and the quantities h
eff

1 and h
eff

2 are locale�ective

�eldscorresponding to thelengthsoftheprincipalaxesofthelocalprecession ellipse.

In thefollowing weskip thesuperscriptsofh
eff

1 and h
eff

2 .

4.2 T he ‘rule ofthe geom etric m ean’for the eigenfrequencies

W e now m ake the ansatz �1(~r;t) = �
(0)

1 (~r)cos(!t) and �2(~r;t) = � �
(0)

2;� (~r)sin(!t),

where allquantities are real,! is positive,unless otherwise stated,and both polari-

sations enter (the upper (rsp.lower) sign in the ansatz for �2 correspond to m athe-

m atically positive(+)(rsp.negative,(-))circularly polarised precession;typically one

hasa superposition ofboth polarisations,which resultsin theabove-m entioned elliptic

precession. Ifthe external�eld H ext
3 (~r)and/orthe exchange �eld dom inate the local

e�ective�eld,seebelow,then onehaspurely positive(forpositiveH ext
3 )(rsp.negative,

fornegativeH ext
3 )circular polarisation.).

In any case, by the product of(9) and (10) one gets �nally the eigenfrequency

equation

(!�)
2 � sin!�t� (� cos!�t)� �

(0)

1 (~r)� �
(0)

2 (~r)
!
= 


2 � h
(�)

2 (~r;t)� h
(�)

1 (~r;t)� cos!�t� (� sin!�t)� �
(0)

2 (~r)� �
(0)

1 (~r); (11)

where the gyrom agnetic ratio 
 hasbeen restored. Forthe eigenfrequencies ! (�) this

yieldsthe (well-known,see [21]) rule ofthe geom etric m ean (the index � countsthe

eigenstates):

!� � 


q

h
(�)

1 (~r)� h
(�)

2 (~r): (12)

Hereoneshould notethatthel.h.s.oftheresultdoesnotdepend on ~r,in contrast

to the r.h.s. In fact in linear approxim ation,in the Landau-Lifshitz theory,one can
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perform anyposition-averagingofthetim e-dependentsignal(forexam ple,overallspins,

butusually with di�erentweightsatdi�erentpositions):theeigenfrequency spectrum

willalways be the sam e. (This is usefulforapplications,[3],and it also allows that

even from a distantposition therem ay becontributionsto ~H
�

e�(~r;t).)

The relation (12)isactually atthe sam e tim em ore com plex and also m oresim ple

than in quantum m echanics:on theonehand onehastwo functions,h1(~r)and h2(~r),

instead ofonly onein quantum m echanics(i.e.,thepotentialenergy V (~r)),whereasin

quantum m echanics,on theotherhand,notallspace-averages,butonly thefull-space

averagewith theeigenfunction,
R
d3~r �

�(~r)H (~r) �(~r),correspondsto �h!� (in thelast

two equationsallquantitieshavetheirusualm eaning).

Ifwem ultiply thecanonicalrepresentation ofthe2� 2-m atrix
$

K (~r),

$

K (~r)= (
0 ; h2(~r)

� h1(~r) ; 0
); (13)

(wherethe1-and 2-directionsareperpendicularto ~�(0)(~r)and extrem al(seebelow))

by theim aginary num ber 1

i
,then equation (8)becom essim ilarto a Schr�odingerequa-

tion with two-com ponent vectors,(e.g.,with spin-orbit interaction),although in our

case the quantities
hj(~r)

i
(forj = 1;2)are independent im aginary functions,notnec-

essarily ful�lling the identity (
h2(~r)

i
)� = �

h1(~r)

i
(i.e.,herm iticity): only for h2 � h1

(circularprecession)onewould obtain
$

K �(~r)

i
= �̂y� h2(~r)(i.e.,a2� 2-Schr�odingerequa-

tion involving the (herm itian)Paulim atrix �̂y =

�
0 ; � i

+i ; 0

�

). Instead,forelliptic

precession oneobtains

$

K �(~r)

i
� �̂y�

h2(~r)+ h1(~r)

2
+ �̂x �

h1(~r)� h2(~r)

2
� i,with �̂x =

�
0 ; 1

1 ; 0

�

.

Thus in the elliptic case, the m atrix
$

K (~r)

i
is no longer herm itian, but stillpseudo-

herm itian1,in thesenseofthejust-m entioned identity;see[22].Theherm iticity would

belostfrom thebeginning,iftheGilbertdam ping wereincluded

4.3 Pseudo-orthogonality ofthe eigenm odes

Now we com plexify the eigenm odes ~�� asfollows: Starting from ~�(�)(~r;t)� �
(0)

1 (~r)�

cos(!�t)+ �
(0)

2 (~r)� sin(!�t)wewritecos(!�t)= R e(e� i!�t)and sin(!�t)= R e(e� i!�ti).

In thisway(byom ittingtherealpartR e)oneobtainstheprim ed quantity ~�(�)
0

(~r;t):=

�
(0)

1 (~r)� e� i!�t+ �
(0)

2 (~r)� e� i!�ti (i.e.,/ e� i!�t). By expansion with the com plete set

ofeigenm odesthiscan beextended to generalvectors ~�(~r;t).One also seesby direct

inspection that an eigenvector ~�
0

/ e� i!t ofthe equation � d~�
0

=dt=
$

K ~�
0

with the

eigenfrequency !� isobtained from thecom patibility relation �
0

2 = ih
� 1=2

2 h
1=2

1 �
0

1.

In the Landau-Lifshitz form alism (denoted by the sym bolLL) the pseudo-scalar

product oftwo vectors ~� can now be de�ned as follows (i.e., locally, and with the

1
Itcan be shown thatthis is equivalentto the statem entthat the diagonalisation can only be perform ed

with a non-trivialBogoliubov-Valatin transform ation,see [21].
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prim ed quantitieson ther.h.s.):

h~�(�)(~rt)j~�(�)(~r;t)iLL := �
(�)0

1 (~r;t)� � h2(~r)�
(�)0

2 (~r;t)� �
(�)0

2 (~r;t)� � h1(~r)�
(�)0

1 (~r;t);

(14)

wherethe*-sym boldenotestheherm itian-conjugatequantity.

In thisway onegets~��� / e+ i!�t,and with (13)

h~�(�)(~rt)j~�(�)(~rt)iLL := ~�
(�)0(~r;t)

�

� (
$

K (~r)~�(�)
0

(~r;t)): (15)

Thisgeneralizesa relation ofW .FullerBrown,Jr.,[18],which wasrestricted to hom o-

geneousground-states.

Them ain result ofthepresentform alism isofcoursethefollowing statem ent:

Two eigenm odes ~�(�) rsp.~�(�) with di�erenteigenfrequencies,!(�) 6= !(�),are ev-

erywhere pseudo-orthogonal.

E.g.,the so-called radialand azim uthaleigenm odes,respectively,of[1]are every-

where pseudo-orthogonal,both in the outer region and also in the core region ofa

m agnetic vortex line; although in the outer region ~� = � ~e’,�1 = � �z,�2 = �r,

whereasin thecoreregion ~�� � ~ez,�1 � � �r,�2 = �’.

Thispseudo-orthogonality,which re
ectsthe gyrotropic and elliptic m otion ofthe

spins,isalso valid forany spatialaverage,see[23].

Sim ilarly to theform alism ofquantum m echanics,butwith theadditionalfreedom

oflocality,one should thus be able to estim ate the eigenfrequencies from variational

calculations,forexam plebyexploitingequation (12)forpointswith suitableproperties.

The proofofthe above-m entioned m ain result isstraightforward (here the super-

scripttm eanstransposed,and itshould benoted thattheprim ed quantitiesareused):

~�
(�)0(~r;t)

�

� (
$

K (~r)~�(�)
0

(~r;t))� � i!�~�
(�)0� �~�(�)

0

= (
$

K
t (~r)~�(�)

0�

)�~�(�)
0

= (�
$

K (~r)~�(�)
0�

)�~�(�)
0

� � i!�~�
(�)0� �~�(�)

0

; (16)

i.e.,onem inussign isproduced bythetransposition,and asecond onebytheherm itian-

conjugation.Asaconsequence,thestatesarepseudo-orthogonaliftheeigenfrequencies

di�er.

Another essentialpoint ofthe result is notthe above-m entioned strange ‘preces-

sional’form ofthepseudo-scalarproduct,butratherthefactthatin contrastto quan-

tum m echanics, which is nonlocal(see also [24]), here the localvalues of classical

e�ective quantitiescount.

W ecan again apply thepseudo-orthogonality relationsto vortex states.Here,su�-

ciently farfrom thevortex core,onehas~�(~r;t)/ ~e’,asalready m entioned.Forh1(~r)

and h2(~r)oneshould seetherem arksbelow.

5 Further rem arks on the relation to quantum m echanics

Som e statem entson the relation to quantum m echanicshave already been presented.

The following is m ore subtle and at the sam e tim e m ore basic: the Landau-Lifshitz
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equationsform anonlinearsetofclassicalintegro-di�erentialequations.The�nalquan-

tities�1(~r;t)and �2(~r;t)arereal(only ifonewantsto introducetheabove-m entioned

pseudo-orthogonality oneisapparently forced tom aketheansatz/ e� i!t)and in linear

approxim ation theycanbetaken from arealHilbertspace.Incontrast,in quantum m e-

chanics,which istotallylinear,theseobservablesarerepresented byherm itian operators

actingon theelem entsofacom plex Hilbertspace.Although theLandau-Lifshitzequa-

tionscan be derived from a quantum m echanicalm odel(e.g.,the Heisenberg m odel)

thisinvolvessom ekind ofm olecular-�eld approxim ation (e.g.,productsofexpectation

values,hÂihB̂ i,instead ofexpectation values ofproducts ofoperators,hÂ B̂ i). One

should ofcoursealso considerm etallicferrom agnets,which in quantum m echanicsare

betterdescribed by an itinerantm odelinstead ofthe sim plerHeisenberg one. Butin

any case both correspond to the sam e phenom enologicalLandau-Lifshitz theory. In

the ‘itinerant case’the atom istic derivation ofthe phenom enologicaltheory is m ore

delicate (for the exchange �eld the problem s have been overcom e by Korenm an and

coworkers,[25]). Therefore,although it was shown above that the equation ofm o-

tion for the classicalvector ~�(~r;t) in linear approxim ation looks very sim ilar to the

Sch�odingerequation,thecorrespondencetotheBogoliubov-Valatin approach (see[21])

isactually only true ifone perform sa quantum m echanicalapproach from which the

Landau-Lifshitzequationscan bederived.

A quantum m echanicalm odelisalso thebasisofthefollowing section.

6 N onlinearity : m ode-coupling,con
uence and splitting

Now thethird-orderprocesses,which com einto play forhigheroscillation am plitudes,

are treated rather schem atically in an approxim ation corresponding in quantum m e-

chanicsto theBogoliubov-Valatin form alism :ifb̂+i and b̂i arethewell-known creation

and destruction operatorsfor(Bogoliubov-Valatin)quasi-particle m ode i,then in the

nextorderthe Ham ilton operatorcontainsa sum (orintegral)ofadditionalterm sof

the form �Ĥ := h� �̂b3(̂b
+
1 b̂

+
2 )+ h+ � (̂b2b̂1)̂b

+
3 ,while h� and it’sherm itian-conjugate

h+ are com plex am plitudesofphysicaldim ension ‘energy’. (In the following itisnot

necessary tocalculatethesequantitiesfrom ~�(~r;t),although justthisisim plicitly done

in thecom putersim ulations.)

AccordingtoFerm i’s‘Golden Rule’therelaxation tim esforthecorrespondingprocesses

derivefrom integralsinvolving theexpression

(
1

��
):=

2�

�h
� jh� j

2 � �(E3 � E1 � E2); (17)

where splitting and con
uence processescorrespond to the� or+ cases,respectively.

(In principle thisisalso notnew,see [29].) Ofcourse one hasjh+ j
2 � jh�+ j

2 = jh� j
2.

However,thepopulationsaredi�erent(seebelow).

In the above h� factor and the (E 3 � :::) argum ent,respectively,one has both a

spatialand also a tem poralconstraintcorresponding to them odeform and frequency,

sym bolized by ‘3 ! 1+ 2’(‘splitting’) and ‘1+ 2 ! 3’(‘con
uence’),with the en-

ergy corresponding to the frequency (through the usualrelation �E = �h�!). These
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contribute to the‘Stokes’and ‘Antistokes’populations,respectively. Atlow tem pera-

turesthe Stokespopulation (‘splitting’)isfrozen,since excitationsto be splitdo not

exist. Therefore through the tem perature dependence one can check the essentialsof

them ode-coupling theory.

In fact,in thisway one can sim ultaneously understand partsofthe above-m entioned

phenom enologicalgeneralisation oftheLandau-Lifshitzequation by Gilbert’sdam ping

term ,[11].M oreover,(only)ifafterintegration thetypicalrelaxation processesdo not

distinguish a particularaxis,theGilbertdam ping isisotropicperansatz.

7 A pplication to vortex states (radialand azim uthalm odes)

In thefollowingweconsiderin m oredetaila
atcirculardisk with radiusR oftheorder

of1 �and thicknessth � R.Outside a centralregion ofradiusO (�E ):= O (
q

�0� 2A

J2s
)

(�E =
q

�0� 2A

J2s
� 5:7�A for Perm alloy) the ground state ~�0 ofthe disc is the vortex

state (i.e.,~�0(~r)� ê’,where ê’ isthe azim uthalunitvector). The precession around

the vortex state is strongly elliptic,alm ost in-plane. The transverse �elds entering

the rule ofthe geom etric m ean are partially known: The out-of-plane com ponent is

h1 = � Js
�0
�
�

1+ O (th
R
)
�

(ifnoexternal�eld isapplied).In m agnitude,thisisaverylarge

�eld (�0jh1j� 1 T forperm alloy)driving the spinsbackwardsinto in-plane direction,

and practically independent ofthe m ode index � (but see [26]). This is already an

exceptionalcase:to keep ~�(~r;t)stationary (i.e.,! real),also h2 m ustbenegative.

M oreover,in contrastto the out-ofplane value h1,the in-plane com ponenth2 de-

pendsstrongly on �. Ifthe spatialpattern ofthe m ode correspondsto a plane wave

with (in-plane) polarisation parallelto the m agnetization,i.e.,~k � ~�0(~r) (or for an

azim uthal excitation ofa vortex con�guration,� ~e’) then h2 alm ost vanishes,since

there are no (e�ective) m agnetic charges generated in the bulk (again: but see [26]

concerning the so-called backward m odes);whereasin case ofan (in-plane)variation

corresponding to a propagation ~k ? ~�0(~r) (or for a radial excitation) the e�ective

m agnetic�eld h2(~r)ism axim al.

Asalready m entioned,the experim entsof[3]show the existence ofradialand az-

im uthalm odes,respectively.In agreem entwith theabovestatem entstheeigenfrequen-

ciesofthe azim uthalm odesare relatively low. In fact,forthe lowestm odesthey are

lessthan halfashigh asthatofthem odecorrespondingtothem ain radialpeak.Thus,

energetically,therecan becon
uenceprocesses (atlow tem peraturesand atroom tem -

perature) and splitting processes (only atroom tem perature,where they are equally

probableasthecon
uenceprocesses),involving forexam pleasplittingofa radialm ain

m ode into two azim uthalm odes.(Ofcoursethistentative suggestion ofthequenching

oftheseprocessesatlow tem peratureshasto becarefully checked experim entally).

8 C onclusion

In thiscom m unication som eresults(m ostly notnew,butnonethelessprobably useful)

forthe dynam icalpropertiescontained in the Landau-Lifshitz equation forferrom ag-
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netic system s with generalground state have been dem onstrated. Itwasshown that

thelinearapproxim ation oftheseequationshasstrong sim ilaritiesbutalso strong dif-

ferencescom pared with the quantum m echanicalSchr�odingerequation. The essential

di�erenceis

1) perhapsnot theaboverule ofthe geom etric m ean,

2) also not thecom plicationsarising from them agneticdipoleinteraction,

3) butthe sim ple factthatquantum m echanicsisnonlocal(e.g.,the state function

j icom prisesallvalues (~r)throughoutthespace),whereastheLandau-Lifshitz

theory isa classicallocaltheory (i.e.,thelocalvalues ~H e�(~r)ofthee�ective�elds

count,although thesourcesofthese�eldsm ay beata very largedistance).

Generally onehasgotrelationswhich arem orecom plicated than in thequantum m e-

chanicalcase. W e m ention (i) again the ‘rule ofthe geom etric m ean’ for the eigen-

frequencies and (ii)a localpseudo-orthogonality ofthe eigenm odes,re
ecting the gy-

rotropic and elliptic propertiesofthe precession. M oreover,the Gilbertdam ping was

partially traced back to m icroscopic three-( or m ore-)particle processes which corre-

spond to con
uence orsplitting ofelem entary m agnetic excitations asseen in recent

experim ents,[3].

Essentialresultsdepend on thelocalpropertiesofthem agnetization structure(for

exam ple,adom ainstructure).Thiscanbeatthesam etim ebothanadvantage andalso

a disadvantage oftheform alism ;i.e.,in addition to theknown problem sofcalculating

the m agnetic dipole �elds one sees at this place explicitly why these system s are so

com plex thatonecan hardly avoid a com parison with detailed num ericalsim ulations.
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