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Two micromagnetic tools to study the spin dynamics are reviewed. Both approaches are based upon the so-called dynamical
matrix method, a hybrid micromagnetic framework used to investigate the spin-wave normal modes of confined magnetic systems.
The approach which was formulated first is the Hamiltonian-based dynamical matrix method. This method, used to investigate
dynamic magnetic properties of conservative systems, was originally developed for studying spin excitations in isolated magnetic
nanoparticles and it has been recently generalized to study the dynamics of periodic magnetic nanoparticles. The other one, the
Lagrangian-based dynamical matrix method, was formulated as an extension of the previous one in order to include also dissipative
effects. Such dissipative phenomena are associated not only to intrinsic but also to extrinsic damping caused by injection of a spin
current in the form of spin-transfer torque. This method is very accurate in identifying spin modes that become unstable under
the action of a spin current. The analytical development of the system of the linearized equations of motion leads to a complex
generalized Hermitian eigenvalue problem in the Hamiltonian dynamical matrix method and to a non-Hermitian one in the

Lagrangian approach. In both cases, such systems have to be solved numerically.

1. Introduction

In these last years, great attention has been given to the study
of magnetization dynamics in laterally confined magnetic
systems. It is well know that spin excitations are quantized
due to the lateral confinement. The oscillations are the so-
called normal modes, which represent a pattern of motion
given by all the parts of the system oscillating sinusoidally
with the same frequency and with the same phase relation.
In this last decade, analytical models have given important
contributions to understand the frequency spectrum of
normal modes for different ground-state magnetizations [1-
11]. However, some limitations due to the assumptions made
for the determination of the equilibrium state, the boundary
conditions, and the calculation of the energy contributions
to normal modes dynamics are still present.

On the other hand, a lot of efforts have been devoted to
develop micromagnetic codes having the aim of calculating

very precisely different ground states of nanometric particles
[12]. Due to their accuracy, the developed micromagnetic
methods have contributed to give additional information
about the spin dynamics. The first micromagnetic calcula-
tions were typically based upon codes developed to calculate
in the first place the ground state of a given magnetic particle.
Then the time evolution of the average magnetization of a
particle could be obtained and, from a subsequent postpro-
cessing of these data (mainly using the Fourier transform of
the magnetization), information could be extracted about
mode frequencies and spatial profiles [13]. In the simplest
application of the method, the limit of these calculations was
the observation of modes with nonzero magnetization only.
More recently, a micromagnetic method was extended to
the detailed calculation of eigenfrequencies and eigenvectors
under the effect of an oscillatory in-plane small magnetic
field [14]. Another recent micromagnetic method was also
developed to study the quantized spin excitations in laterally



confined systems [15]. This is the so-called Hamiltonian-
based dynamical matrix method (HDMM).

The HDMM was first formulated for isolated magnetic
nanoelements and then it has been generalized to the case of
interacting nanoelements [16]. It is the prototype of finite-
difference methods and represents an eigenvalue/eigenvector
problem. The scope of this method is to find the frequencies
and profiles of the spin modes which are associated to the
eigenvalues and the eigenvectors, respectively, of a dynamical
matrix. It can be considered the analogous of the dynamical
matrix formalism used to find atomic vibrations (phonons)
in crystalline solids. The dynamical matrix contains the
second derivatives of the density energy coming from a
second order expansion of the density energy around the
equilibrium. This method was already used to study the
spin excitations in magnetic multilayers with ferro- or anti-
ferromagnetic coupling [17, 18]. Due to the translational
invariance, the number of independent dynamic variables
was reduced to twice the number of the layers. The calcu-
lated second derivatives are evaluated at equilibrium. The
eigenvalue/eigenvector problem can be set as a complex
generalized Hermitian eigenvalue problem. The method
presents several advantages: a single calculation yields the
frequencies and eigenvectors of all modes of any symmetry; it
is applicable to a particle of any shape (within the nanometric
range), and the computation time is affordable. This means
that by means of this micromagnetic approach, it is possible
to determine, after a single iteration, the frequencies and the
profiles of all spin-modes, independently of the ground-state
magnetization (e.g., vortex state, vortex in the presence of an
external magnetic field, onion state, quasi-saturated state).
The main restriction of the method is its applicability to
confined magnetic systems whose spin dynamics is assumed
purely precessional with no dissipative effects. Of course,
this is true only in a first approximation, since in real
magnetic systems the intrinsic damping process plays an
important rule. In order to select the representative modes
of the spectrum and to compare them with the ones
observed by means of the experimental techniques, the
differential scattering cross-section has to be evaluated both
for noninteracting and interacting magnetic particles.

The first applications of the HDMM were on chains of
dipolarly interacting rectangular dots representing a one-
dimensional array [19] and of two-dimensional (2D) arrays
formed by circular nanometric disks [20]. Very recently, this
method was applied to study the collective mode dynamics
in arrays of holes embedded into a thin ferromagnetic
film. This calculation was done by including in the energy
density computation also the exchange interaction between
micromagnetic cells belonging to two adjacent primitive cells
[21].

In order to overcome the above-mentioned restrictions
of the HDMM, Consolo et al. formulated very recently
the so-called Lagrangian-based dynamical matrix method
(LDMM) [22]. Such a method explicitly takes into account
the intrinsic “positive” Gilbert damping and the current-
induced spin-transfer-torque “negative” dissipation. Since
the magnetic system so obtained is no more conservative,
a Lagrangian formalism is necessary. Unlike the HDMM,
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FIGURE 1: Reference frame used in the theory.

the LDMM cannot be cast as a classical (nongeneralized)
eigenvalue/eigenvector problem, but it has to be formulated
as a complex generalized non-Hermitian eigenvalue prob-
lem. The first application of the method was done on a
magnetic nanopillar stack of circular cross-section subject to
an external magnetic field directed a few degree away from
the normal to the plane [22]. The analysis was then extended
to the case of external magnetic fields of variable intensity
and orientation with respect to the plane of the nanopillar
[23].

It is important to notice that both formalisms have been
developed up to now in the linear approximation, namely,
considering small angular deviations of the magnetization
from equilibrium so that each spin excitation is a normal
mode of the system.

The reference frame used in the micromagnetic calcu-
lations performed both by means of HDMM and LDMM
is illustrated in Figure 1. The z-axis is along the normal to
the particle and the x-y plane lies on the particle plane.
According to this reference frame, the configuration of the

vector M, representative of the magnetic dipole momentum,
is identified through the polar angles, 6 and ¢, and the
intrinsic rotation y. As it will appear clear in the section
devoted to the Lagrangian approach, this latter angle does
not enter in the equation of motion, being the corresponding
Lagrange equation associated to a first integral of the motion
(the conservation of the angular momentum). So that, as it
is expected, because the modulus of the magnetization vector
is preserved in time, the dynamics can be described through
two degrees of freedom only (typically 6 and ¢).

If we assume that the magnetization vector M is placed
along the generic direction given by the unitary vector &3, it
can be expressed in Cartesian coordinates by

]\71(1‘) = M;(sin 6(¢) cos ¢(t), sin O(¢) sin ¢(t), cos 6(t)),
(1)
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being M; the saturation magnetization value (the modulus
of the magnetization vector) and the time dependence of the
angles 0 and ¢ expressed as

0(t) = ©@+60(1),
é(t) = O+ 5¢(1).

In (2), we indicate by (®, ®) the static (equilibrium)
orientation of the magnetization obtained by solving the

2

stationary problem (M = 0) for whatever effective field
and magnetization distributions. Instead, 66(t) and §¢(t) are
the small polar and azimuthal deviations from equilibrium,
respectively.

In the micromagnetic calculations, the magnetic system
is subdivided into rectangular cells. Each micromagnetic cell
is identified by a single index k(j) that varies from 1 to
N, where N denotes the number of cells. Hence, My is the
magnetization in the kth cell and rj; = r; — rj is the in-plane
distance between the ith cell and the jth cell. The index has
been assigned so that the first line of the rectangular matrix
(X X Y) corresponds to k = 1,...,Y and the second line
tok = Y +1,...,2Y, and so on and so forth. X(Y) is the
number of cells along x(y), while Z is the number of cells
along z for a sample of thickness equal to d. We define for

each cell the reduced magnetization n1, = My/M;. Hence, in
a polar reference frame for each cell

mi(t) = (sin Ok (t) cos ¢ (t), sin Ok (t) sin ¢ (t), cos Ok (1)),
(3)

where ¢y is the azimuthal angle and 6 is the polar angle of
the magnetization. The total energy density of the system,
obtained by dividing the total energy by the volume of the
cell, is a function of ¢ and 6 : E = E(6, ¢r) where k varies
from 1 to N.

In the following sections we describe in detail the
two micromagnetic methods. We do not illustrate the
applications of these methods to magnetic nanoparticles,
because this aspect is not the purpose of this paper. We give a
summary of the paper. In Section 2, we outline the formalism
at the basis of the HDMM. First, we introduce the different
contributions to the energy density and then we derive the
system of linear and homogeneous equations of motion for
the isolated particle from the Hamilton equations. Finally,
we present the generalization of the HDMM to the case of
interacting elements. In Section 3, the formalism at the basis
of the LDMM is presented. First, the Lagrangian equations
for a macrospin system are derived. Then a generalization is
given by considering N interacting momenta in an isolated
magnetic element.

2. HDMM

This section deals with the review of the HDMM formalism.
As stated above, the HDMM is a micromagnetic approach
that can be applied only to fully conservative systems
which are supposed to have, in a first approximation, a
purely (undamped) precessional motion of the magneti-
zation about the effective field. It is a finite-difference

micromagnetic method developed in the linear regime of
spin dynamics by considering small deviations from the
equilibrium magnetization. In the first subsection, the dif-
ferent contributions of the energy density entering into the
dynamical matrix are calculated and the equations of motion
for an isolated magnetic element are cast in the form of
a linear and homogeneous system that can be solved as a
complex generalized Hermitian eigenvalue problem. In the
last subsection, it is shown the generalization of the HDMM
to interacting magnetic nanoparticles by including into the
dynamical matrix the Bloch condition.

2.1. Energy Density. First, we give the explicit expressions
of the different interactions entering into the total micro-
magnetic energy density E of a given confined magnetic
system simulated by using the HDMM: Zeeman energy, ex-
change energy, demagnetizing energy, and anisotropy energy,
respectively [24]. The energy density is defined as E = E/V
where E is the energy of the system and V its volume. In the

presence of an external magnetic field H, the Zeeman energy
density can be written in the form

M=

Eext = _FOMSH . H_’ii, (4)

k=1

being o the vacuum permeability. In micromagnetic theory,
the exchange energy can be expressed as a volume integral of
the form

3
~ - 2

Boen = AJ > (Vm;)av, (5)
part j=1

where the subscript “part” denotes the volume of a general
magnetic particle, A is the exchange stiffness constant, and

V is the gradient applied to a given component of the
magnetization. In this case the exchange contribution is
independent of z. Using the first-neighbours model, the
exchange energy density can be written as follows:

N2 1—-—my-my
Eexcn :AZ Zf) (6)

where the variable ay, is the distance between the centers
of two adjacent cells of index k and #, respectively, k varies
over all micromagnetic cells, and the sum over n ranges
over the neighbours of the k-th cell. If the micromagnetic
cells k are situated at the edges, one must impose boundary
conditions. The cells on the edges interact with an external
row of cells that have the same fixed magnetization, in this
case the corresponding term in the sum must be weighted
twice.

In order to calculate the demagnetizing energy density,
we have followed the method of the demagnetizing tensor.
In the following, we use also the term dipolar in place
of the term demagnetizing, because the higher-order terms
of the expansion vanish in the practical cases examined.
Generally, within the framework of the demagnetizing tensor



method, the demagnetizing energy density can be written as
follows:

1 - -
Fams = S0 - NN

kj
M2 Nix Nxy Niz\ [ my;
:,‘40732<mxk1 myk)mzk)x Nyx Nyy Nyz my;j
kj Nx Nzy N, Mzj

(7)

This equation includes the self-energy and Ny = Naﬁ(r}j)
with a, § = x, y,z are the elements of demagnetizing tensor.
Each component of the demagnetizing tensor is related
to the interaction between two rectangular surfaces S and
§’. Under the assumption made for the calculation of the
demagnetizing field for uniform magnetization, by using a
version of Gauss’s theorem, the demagnetizing tensor can be
written as

. 1 S dS
Nirei) = — dSJ = 8
:(rk]) Vs s |1 ®

where V = [2d is the volume of the micromagnetic cell with
I. the cell size and d is the cell height. Because of the four-
fold C4 symmetry and since 17kj = (x, y,2), all components
can be expressed only as a function of Ny(x,y,z) and
Ny, (x, y,2z) components with suitable permutations of the
variables x, y, z.

The magnetocrystalline uniaxial anisotropy can be
labeled with the symbol E,p;. It is an energy density function,
for a given micromagnetic cell, of the angle ax between the
magnetization of the single cell m; and the easy axis of
generic direction given by the unit vector 7. We write

N N
Eani = > KWsin?ag = > KW (1 — cos?a)
k=1 k=1
)
N
= Y KO[1- (g - )],
k=1

where KV is the first-order anisotropy uniaxial coefficient.

As the dynamical matrix components are expressed in
terms of the second derivatives of the energy density, it is
necessary to calculate them from the above expressions. First,
we calculate the second derivatives of the magnetization with
respect to the polar and azimuthal angles of the given micro-
magnetic cell that represent the degrees of freedom of the
system. Indeed, the second derivatives of the magnetization
appear in the final expressions of the second derivatives of
the energy density. In particular

5 =
?)gzg = (— sin Ok cos ¢y, — sin O sin ¢, 0),
k
9?1y .
W = (— cos O sin ¢y, cos Oy cos P, 0), (10)
? iy

3507 = (- sin 6 cos ¢, — sin B sin ¢y, — cos O).
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The second derivatives of the energy density are calculated
at equilibrium. For the sake of simplicity, in the following,
the derivatives are calculated with respect to §6x and 56,

implying that one or two of the two generic variables could
be also §¢.

The second derivative of Zeeman energy density becomes

T
~HMH - 556 5se LTF 4

0 [+k.

azEext _
986,086,

As outlined previously, for the calculation of the ex-
change contribution, the nearest-neighbour model is taken
into account. It is useful to give also the expression of the
first derivative due to some important manipulations that
have to be performed. The first derivative with respect to
00, includes in the sum a term in which i = k and thus
n#k and also the other terms with n = k and with i
one of the nearest neighbours. Thanks to a proper change
of indices in the second term, the following equation is
obtained:

4 -

1 . omyg
—A E My =
Ak, 006k

aEexch _ : L a”_'ik -
06, Aﬂ; a2, 900, "

(12)
4

_ L omr -
- ZAZaZ 200,

n=1%kn

where the sum over # is made up over the nearest-neighbour
micromagnetic cells of the k-th cell. In the special case of
the adopted first neighbours model, the second derivatives
are

azEexch
086,080,
) 4 .
1 J*my .
242 o Ssg08, T 1K
= fZAL% i} I, k: nearest-neighbour

aZ, 906, 906,
k=+#1and
not nearest-neighbour.
(13)

We now pass to the calculation of the derivatives of the
demagnetizing energy density. Due to their rather compli-
cated form, we give in the following the expression not only
of the second derivatives of the demagnetizing energy density
but also of the first derivatives with respect to the generic
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variable §0;. The first derivative of the demagnetizing energy
density (7) is

aEdmg B 5 on; on;
a00, o [ 21 Nk ) g5+ 22556
#i j#i
I B O .
- N(k,i)m; + 2306, (m,- - N(i,1) ml)}

5 om;

= poM; ka N(k, 1) i - N, l) 350"

i l

(14)

In the sum, the contribution of the terms with the same index
k = j = i has been separated; moreover, we have taken
into account that the tensor N fulfils N(k,i) = N(i,k) and
is symmetric (Nug = Npq). o o o

Thanks to the previous consideration, it is possible to
write

oniy . N
= . 1
900, - N(k,i)ym; = m; Q(k,z)awk, (15)
and therefore,
J /. =\ Omy m
356, (7 M6 i) = 550 NG s 1 - N aae
. . Om;
=2m; - ﬁ(z,z)aaei.
(16)

The second derivative must take into account the two cases:
i#1,i=1(j = i), namely,

M2 i;ﬁ Nk, D) =i i

S\ & 206,080; .

2 = =i
OEdmg _ | | o i
260,000; = Nk D ooy
1000; aae 080;

om om;
2 omyp i .
M2 55 - Nk D355 1#i.

(17)

The k = i term resulting from the derivative of the second
term (in the expression of the first derivative given above)
has been included in the sum over k.

The last step is the calculation of the term associated with
the anisotropy energy density. The second derivative of the
anisotropy energy density can be written as

azEani
906;006;

i omy A omik
KO | Z=E R i,
| () (G
P . .
(88(/5@5@”)] f0r69,8¢k—]

= o 2 -
omp - A mr
KM [ = . ==
[(a&pk ”) F e ) (a&bkz “)]

for 6¢, ¢ or 60,60 k = j

L0 k#j.
(18)

-a)umk-a)

2.2. Equations of Motion for an Isolated Magnetic Particle.
The derivatives calculated previously are included into the
dynamic equations. Indeed, the equations of motion can be
cast into a linear and homogeneous system in which the
second derivatives of the energy density calculated at equi-
librium appear explicitly. It is well know that the equation
of motion for a magnetic spin system which undergoes a
purely precessional motion is the Landau-Lifshitz equation
[25], expressed as a torque equation involving the effective
field and the magnetization itself. Since our aim is to find
the energy density in a conservative system, we derive the
equations of motion from the Hamilton equations.

2.2.1. HDMM for a Macrospin System. The equation of
motion for the magnetic systems under investigation will be
derived by following semiclassical approach. Also, the model
will be first derived by considering the so-called macrospin
approximation, where the material is thought as uniformly
magnetized and represented by a single dipole momentum.

As known from classical mechanics, in the presence
of fixed constraints and conservative sources, the system
Hamiltonian # coincides with the total mechanical energy
E, namely, # = E=1T- U, where T is the kinetic
energy and U is the potential expressed as the opposite of
the potential energy V. By defining the Lagrangian variables
of the problem with g,, where n = 1,2,... is the number of
degrees of freedom corresponding to the dynamic variables,
and the corresponding conjugate momenta with p,, the
Hamilton equations in the 2n canonical variables (q,, pn)
take the form [15]

gy OH
ot ap,’
(19)
P K
o oqn

The direction of the magnetic dipole moment of thekth cell
is given by (3). For the specific case, the dynamic variables



referred to the k-cell are the small deviations from equilib-
rium of the azimuthal and polar angles given by

q1 =90¢, q» =206, (20)

where 1 (2) labels the first (second) variable.
To determine the conjugate momenta, the expression of
the angular momentum is needed. We recall the relation

between the angular momentum I and the magnetic mo-
mentum g by referring to a a rigid body with a fixed point Q
(see Figure 1), namely,

-

i veM; -

i = m, 21
Iz " (21)

_ 1
Y
where y is the gyromagnetic ratio and v, the volume of the
magnetic moment to the case. Indeed, since g, represents a
rotation about the z-axis of the magnetic dipole, its conjugate

momentum p; corresponds to the z component of the
variation of the angular momentum, namely,

VM

pr= ol = Mg VMG gsg, (22a)
where m = (sin 0 cos ¢, sin Osin ¢, cos 0) is the unit magne-
tization vector, normalized to the saturation magnetization
M;. Following an analogous argument, the other momentum
P> can be determined. Indeed, ¢, is a rotation of the dipole
moment about an axis of unitary vector ¢’ = —sin¢ & +

cos e, in the x-y plane at an angle $’ = ¢ + n/2 from
the x-axis. Therefore, p, corresponds to the projection of
the variation of the angular momentum along the ¢’ vector,
namely,

p2=0lo- ¢ = ”f;ws (6m - §)
veM.
=-—— 5 —68 22b
y <¢ ¢+ ) ¢ (22b)
:CiMssinG&p.

By substituting (20), (22a), and (22b) into the first
Hamilton equation (cf. (19)), the following system of
equations is obtained:

T Y
¢ = VCMssineﬂag’ (23)

fY J—

7.% >
v.M;sin 0 %

where the dot notation stands for the time derivative and, at
the right-hand side, the first derivatives of the energy with
respect to the mechanical variables appear. By introducing
the energy density E = E/v (keeping in mind that # = E)
and expanding it in a power Taylor expansion around the
equilibrium up to the second order, it yields

E=Ey+> [E¢¢(6¢>) +2Egp0¢00 + Ep(80)* ], (24)
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where Ej is the constant zero-order term that is inessential,
the first-order terms vanish at equilibrium, and E,g represent
the second derivatives calculated at equilibrium (E, =
0?E/ddaddp with a, B = ¢,60). By using (23) and (24), we
obtain

7

09 = i ing | Eag0¢ + Eapd6),

(25)
86 = L [Egy8¢ + Egad0].

M;sin 0

By inserting the time dependence in the form e, where w
is the angular frequency of the given collective mode, the
system of equations of motion reads

Eog Ege
~sinf ¢_ 989 /\8¢—0
(26)
Eoy 8¢+ 66 166 = 0.
sin 0

The linear and homogeneous system of equations expressed
in (26) can be written as an eigenvalue problem

~

Cv=21v, (27)

with A = i(M,/ y)w the complex eigenvalues of the problem,

_ Lo Ees
o sinf  sin6 ’ (28)
- Epp  Ego
sinf@ sinf

being C a real, but not symmetric, matrix and v = (8¢, 8 G)T.

However, the system of motion equations (26) can be
also recast as a complex generalized Hermitian eigenvalue
problem

Av =1 By, (29)

where B is a Hessian matrix expressed by the second deriva-
tives of the energy density at equilibrium. In particular

B — |Ese Ego
= | Ees Ego|

0 isin @
A= |:—isin9 0 }

It should be noticed that the matrix A is Hermitian, whereas
B is real and symmetric, so that all the corresponding
eigenvalues A = y/Mw are real quantities.

(30)

2.2.2. HDMM for an Isolated System Composed by N Inter-
acting Magnetic Momenta. Equation (24) can be generalized
to the case of N interacting magnetic momenta (where each
momentum is identified with a micromagnetic cell) taking
the form

N N

E=FEo+ = ZZ[E(M,l8¢n8¢l+2E¢ng,6¢n861+Eg 6,00,00, ).

n 1i=1
(31)



Advances in Condensed Matter Physics

In (31), the total energy density is given by E = Eext + Eexch +
Edmg + Eani where the different contributions are expressed in
(4), (6), (7), and (9), respectively. By substituting (31) into
(23), we get

N
oy
S = M sin 6 Z:Zl [E0k¢z5¢z + Egkglael]’
(32)

N
N 4
o = i IZI [E.0061 + Ege0,061].

By introducing the time dependence in the form e, the
system of equations of motion is composed by the following
2N linear and homogeneous equations fork = 1- - - N:

(o i( E%)ae A6¢r = 0,
= smG = sin 6, k=

Z( Eoue ) z( 98 )59 166 = o.

sin O

(33)

The unknown factors ¢y, §0; represent the eigenvectors of
the problem and are expressed by the small angular deviation
from the equilibrium position of the azimuthal (¢;) and
polar (6;) angles in the /th micromagnetic cell. The system
above has a solution only if the determinant is zero. By
suitable exchanges of rows (columns), the linear and homo-
geneous system of equations expressed in (33) can be written
as an eigenvalue problem in analogy with the case of a
macrospin system

Ci=1v. (34)

In (34), v is the set of the unknown factors representing the
eigenvectors of the problem that take the form
v = (8¢1,001,8¢,06,,...,0¢x,00y)". (35)

C is the matrix whose elements are expressed as

Ep A
Cok-120-1 = —ﬁ
00,
Cok—101 = ——
T s L NN
£ =1---N,J=1---N. (36)
C _ (o]
2k,20-1 -
sin 0
C _ Egy0,
2%2l =
sin 6

Analogously to the case of a macrospin system, the matrix
C is real but not symmetric, also in this case the eigenvalues
(and not only the eigenvectors) are complex. This matrix can
be indeed seen as composed by two submatrices 2% 2 for each
pair of values (k,I). In the diagonal submatrices (k = I) the
following relation is verified:

Cok-1,2k-1 = —Cok k. (37)

For the elements of two different submatrices (k, ) and (I, k),
that are not diagonal (k # ), the following symmetries hold:

sin Ok Cox—1,21-1 = — sin 0;Cy1 21,

sin Ok Cok—1,01 = sin 0;Cy1—1 2%
(38)

s ekczk,zlﬂ = sm 01C21,2k—1,
sin Ok Cox 21 = — sin 0;Cy—1 pk-1.

As for the macrospin approximation, the equation of motion
can be recast as a complex generalized Hermitian eigenvalue
problem

v=2A

[l
Iles

v, (39)

where B is a Hessian matrix expressed by the second deriva-
tives of the energy density at equilibrium. B is given by

BZk*l,Zl*l = E¢k¢l

B2k—1 21 = E¢k91
> k=1---N,I=1---N, 40
Bokpi-1 = Egg, (40)
Boko1 = Eg,g,

where the matrix B is, again, real and symmetric. Moreover,
since the static magnetization corresponds to a minimum of
the energy and the matrix B is its Hessian, the matrix B is
also positive defined. Instead, the matrix A has the following
form:

0 isin 6, 0 0
—isin 6, 0 0 0 ce
A= 0 0 0 isinf, ---|. (41)
B —isinf, 0 cee

0 0

The matrix A is Hermitian. This allows us to solve the system
as a complex generalized Hermitian eigenvalue problem
which admits only real eigenvalues. To further reduce the
computational time, it is possible to evaluate only some
eigenvalues and eigenvectors that are in a specific range.

Once the eigenvectors v are obtained, the dynamic
magnetization dmi in the kth micromagnetic cell expressed
in Cartesian coordinates and in unit of Mg is given by

dmyi = (— sin Ok sin ¢x8¢x + cos Ok cos P06k,

sin Ok cos ¢r Oy + cos O sin ¢80k, — sin 6 56y).

(42)

For each solution of the eigenvalue problem, the collection
of all 81, defines the mode profile. It must be remarked that
dmy is a complex vector, because 00k, ¢ are, in general,
complex.

2.3. Equations of Motion for Interacting Magnetic Particles.
Let us suppose to have a 2D periodic array of 1nteract1ng
nanodots characterized by the primitive vectors d; and d,;



for example, for the specific case of a rectangular lattice their
values are

a =MX,  a =AY, (43)
where A, and A, represent the periodicity along x-axis and
y-axis, respectlvely The primitive vectors of the reciprocal

lattice are b1 and bz
- B X d1) X a:
(al X az) (44)
- 1 X dy) X a.
o 2l X ) 2
((11 X tlz)

For the special case of a rectangular lattice the vectors become

b - %

45
;o (45)
2—/\y)’-

Due to the analogy with the Bloch wave (analogy, not equal-
ity, because the wave function has not a physical meaning,
contrarily to the magnetization), it is possible to write the
following periodicity rule valid for the dynamic magnetiza-
tion:

ot (7+R) = e Rom(r), (46)

where R is a vector of the particle lattice given by

> . e, .. N; N;
R=iay +ia, i, €, 11,12:—*1"'*1—1,

2 2
(47)

and r can be confined into the first primitive cell centered in
the first dot. The Bloch vector takes the following values:
=+ ny -~ N, i N, i

K=2b+2b, mel, n=-—...20_1
Nll sz n; n; B B
(48)

N1, N, € N indicate the number of primitive cells n in
direction a; and a,, respectively. In this scheme, both N
and N, are taken as even numbers. In order to confirm the
hypothesis on the dynamic magnetization N;, N, must be
very large.

If the magnetizations of different primitive cells and the
different micromagnetic cells were independent, that is no
periodicity rule were present, then one would have a dynamic
system with variables 6, ; and ¢, 5, where the k index changes

inside the magnetic particle and R can assume the values
indicated in (47). In this case, the linear and homogeneous
system of 2N equations of motion is

Eo ¢ Eg 0,
_ bt IR L
z ( sin 6, ) O + Z ( sin ijR) 06,z = A0z = 0,

LR

Eg, 0 Eg 0

N - + IR 50, — 180, - = 0,
Z ( sin 6, ; IR Z sinf, ;) R kR
I LR

(49)
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where k = - N and the sums over [ and R’ are on the
same values. Instead, thanks to the Bloch condition expressed
in (46), one can consider the equations only at R = 0; more-
over, taking into account the same condition, the variables
appearing for R' #0 can be replaced by using the same
condition. Now, when rewriting the system, the index R is
omitted when it has value equal to 0 or it is irrelevant.
Owing to these considerations, the system given in (49) can
be rewritten in the form [16]

N S - Ego- KR N 3 KR
_ZR ki R’ 0k9m

l:zl ( sin ) o1+ 1:21 ( sin Oy ) 36,
- /T(S(pk =0,

N (S Eyg eK-R NS Eyo. KR

R ki R “O

1:21 ( sin O ) 1+ 1:21 ( sin O ) 36

— 186, = 0.

(50)

Equation (50) is similar to (33) by making the following re-
placement:

By — 2. " Baopry (51)
}i,

and recalling that now the energy is referred to the whole
system of particles. Like for the case of the isolated magnetic
particle, also for the case of interacting magnetic particles the
system of linear and homogeneous equations given in (50)
can be written as an eigenvalue problem which in turn can be
cast as a complex generalized Hermitian eigenvalue problem.

The symmetry for the matrix elements that was valid for

a smgle pr1m1t1ve cell now is not respected except for K=0
or K = G/2 with G a translational reciprocal vector:

iK-R' iK-R' iK-R'
Ze E"‘kdﬁm' Ze E:Bm Qg Ze Eﬁlo O

R R R

_ —iK-R"
- Ze Eﬁz %R
7

(52)
iK-R c,oe G
#2e REy oo, K#0,K# >
7
with R" = —R’. The primitive cell has at the centre a single

dot that occupies only a part of it. The interdot exchange
coupling is zero. Thanks to the last consideration and to the
fact that derivatives of Zeeman, exchange, anisotropy, energy
density are referred only to the cell of the first variable ()
with g = Hké, ¢,z or at most to the nearest neighbour,

all terms of the sum in (51) with R’ #0 are zero. Hence,
for these energy density terms, the equations are the same
as those of the single particle case and the same occurs for
their corresponding derivatives appearing in the equations of
motion. The only energy density term that differs from the
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one obtained for the isolated element is the demagnetizing
energy density. For a system of interacting nanoparticles, the
demagnetizing energy density can be written as

Eumg = 20 > (BN (R kK Vi (B, (53)
RR Kk

Due to its rather complex expression, it is useful to give the
derivation also of the first derivative of Eqm, like for the case
of the isolated nanoelement.

In order to calculate the first derivative, the properties of
the demagnetizing tensor must be considered

(vINlw) = (@|N*[v)" = (@|N*|v)
(54a)
= (w|N'[v) = (w[N|v),

since N is real and symmetric and

N(RR,kk)=N(R - R+ —#t)

= N(-R +R-7 +7c) = N(R,RK,k),
(54b)

thanks to the inversion symmetry. Hence, the first derivative
of the energy is

aEdmg
d0ax (6)

™S e (R) - N(R.6K ) o (0)

RK ddax (6)
(RK) # (0,k)
. Z af’?lk(ﬁ) N(6 R’, K k)l’;lk (ﬁ/)
o wa(@) S0
(RK) # (0k)

+88¢xk(6> =
o . Lo (0)
= oM % s (R') N(R,O,k,k)aéak@)
(RK) # (0,k)
. ariii (0)

(55)

The second derivative takes the form
azEdmg
90 (0) 20 (R)
y0M§[Zrﬁkr (R') - N(R,0,K k)
R'K

ik (0)
X —— 5
90 (0)25p (0)

In the sum it is included the case in which (13’, k') = (6,k)
that is generated from the derivative of the second term in
the expression of the first derivative given above. Now it is
possible to calculate the terms that enter into the system of
(50), starting with the one corresponding to I = k

iK-R _ iK-R
Ze E B Ze E“kdﬁk;i
R R

= #oMsZ[Zn*ak' (0) - N(R,0,K', k)
Rk

. aziak(é) . anak((z)

90a (0)20B (0) ~ a0p(0)

i (0)
X —— o
900y (0) 5B (0)
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(57a)

Equation (57a) is obtained by taking into account (46), by

including the term corresponding to R = 0 into the sum

performed over R#0 and by considering that both the
static magnetization and the dynamic magnetization do not
depend on R. Indeed, second derivatives are calculated at
equilibrium and the exponential iK'k appears on both the
numerator and the denominator of the derivative.

When [ # k, the term turns out to be

iK-R
Ze Eoipi

R

&.i9 (6> 5o oy (6)
%e 053] - N(R,0,1,k) ==

Due to the properties of the demagnetizing tensor, the
symmetry

iK-R _ iK-R'
Zel Ba e = Zel Eag,» (58)
R’ R

is fulfilled when [ = k, but it is not fulfilled when [ # k.

The formalism previously developed for interacting
particles can be extended to a system of 2D antidots (ADs).
In this case, it is necessary to add the exchange interaction
between primitive cells [21]. In extended magnetic system
like AD arrays, in addition to the usual nearest-neighbours
exchange interaction between micromagnetic cells, the
exchange contribution across the nearest-neighbours micro-
magnetic cells belonging to adjacent surface primitive cells
must be taken into account. Hence, we recall the exchange
energy density of (6)

mk my)

Eexeh = AZZ . (59)

akn

Here, the first sum runs over all the micromagnetic cells
of the primitive cell and the second sum runs over the
nearest neighbours of the kth micromagnetic cell. When
the kth micromagnetic cell is on one of the edges (vertices)
of the given primitive cell, the interaction with one (two)
micromagnetic cell(s) belonging to the correct nearest
primitive cell must be added.

3.LDMM

This section is devoted to the review of the LDMM approach
through which we derive the generalized Lagrange equation

Advances in Condensed Matter Physics

Free layer
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!

FIGURE 2: A schematic of a spin-valve nanopillar device.

in the presence of two dissipative effects arising from the
“positive” intrinsic damping and the “negative” one induced
by the current-driven spin-transfer torque [22]. As for the
Hamiltonian approach, we limit our study to the dynamics
taking place in the linear and autonomous regime.

3.1. Description of the Magnetic System and Equation of
Motion. The magnetic systems in which such competing
phenomena take place are generally referred to as spin-valve
nanopillars. These are heterostructures composed by two
ferromagnetic layers, having generally different thicknesses,
separated by a nonmagnetic (metallic or insulating) spacer,
which is used to decouple the exchange interactions between
them. The thinner magnetic layer is generally referred to as
“Free Layer” (FL), whereas the thicker one is called “Fixed
Layer” or “Pinned Layer” (PL). By means of an external
voltage source and metallic contacts applied at the top and
bottom of the structure, a current flow traverses the structure
along the normal-to-plane direction (see Figure 2).

In this kind of device, conservative effects arise from the
previously mentioned classical micromagnetic contributions
(exchange, demagnetizing, magnetocrystalline anisotropy,
and Zeeman fields) together with the Ampere (or Oersted)
field due to the current flow. This latter contribution,
however, will be neglected for simplicity. In fact, the main
goal of this section is to describe why and how a Lagrangian
approach needs to be take into account when noncon-
servative forces act in the system. The inclusion of more
sophisticated effects, such as the Ampere field, will become
relevant when this approach will be further generalized to
describe the dynamics occurring in the nonlinear regime of
spin-wave generation.

Let us now briefly recall the governing equation of
motion. When no dissipative contributions are taken into
account, a persistent precessional motion of the magnetiza-

tion vector M takes place. It is described by classical Landau-
Lifshitz equation M = y(l__ieff X M), where I__ieff is the

effective field which accounts for all the above-mentioned
contributions.
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On the other hand, nonconservative contributions arise
from the material intrinsic dissipation and the spin-transfer
torque induced by the current flow [26]. The former ac-
counts for the phenomenologically introduced intrinsic
Gilbert dissipation [27], the phenomenon by which the pre-

cessional motion of M , excited by a given stimulus, relaxes
towards its equilibrium state. The relaxation rate is propor-
tional to a scalar quantity, called Gilbert constant a. The
torque exerted on the magnetization is generally represented

by Tp = (OC/Ms)(M X M)

Concerning the dissipative effects induced by the current
flow, it has been extensively shown that this bias current can
become spin-polarized in the direction of the magnetization
vector of the thicker magnetic layer and can then transfer
this induced spin angular momentum to the magnetization
of the thinner magnetic layer. For a proper direction of the
bias current I, this spin-transfer mechanism creates a torque
which opposes to that induced by the Gilbert damping,
creating an effective negative damping. The corresponding
spin-transfer torque, derived by Slonczewski [28], can be

expressed as fST = (UI/MS)[M X (M X ﬁ)], where the unit
vector p defines the direction of the spin polarization (in
turn defined by the magnetization vector of the PL) and
the constant ¢ modulates the strength of the spin-torque
effect. It is equal to 0 = egoup/2eMsSd, where ¢ is the spin-
torque efficiency (defined in [29]), gy is the Lande factor, up
is the Bohr magneton, e is the absolute value of the electronic
charge, d is the thickness of the magnetic layer, and S is the
current-carrying area [30].

It should be mentioned that, because of the larger value
of both saturation magnetization and thickness, the PL is not
substantially affected by any current-driven magnetization
dynamics, so that it is generally treated as it were fixed (or
pinned) along its equilibrium direction. On the contrary, the
FLs properties allow it to describe more easily several kinds
of dynamics (e.g., switching [31], precession [32], domain-
wall motion [33], gyrotropic motion of vortex state [34]), as
it were “free” to move.

Under these circumstances, the magnetization dynamics
of the FL is governed by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert-Slonc-
zewski (LLGS) equation

M =y (Hoox M) + - (M 0) + 22 [30 < (3¢ 5) |
(60)

It has to be remarked that the equality (with opposite sign)

of the two torques (fID = —fST), achievable by means of
a proper intensity and sign of current (the positive one, I
> 0, which corresponds to a current flow moving from the
PL to the FL), which in turn implies the fully compensation
of the two dissipation mechanisms, yields the system in an
out-of-equilibrium zero-dissipation stationary state (a limit
cycle, using the notation of dynamic systems) (see Figure 3).
In such a regime, the excitation of microwave spin waves
becomes physically conceivable.

To derive the mathematical formulation of the LDMM,
for the sake of simplicity, we write, first, the generalized
Lagrange equation for the case of an isolated magnetic

11
[_}Cff HClT
AT -
Hegg X M . ‘ Heg X M
M MxMxp
Undamped Out-of-equilibrium
precession precession

FIGURE 3: Schematic representation of undamped (in the absence
of both Gilbert and current-induced damping) and out-of-
equilibrium (in the presence of both Gilbert and current-induced
damping) precessions. In this latter case, a limit cycle is described as
well since the torques due to the intrinsic dissipation and the spin-
transfer-induced one (for a proper intensity and direction of the
current) balance each other.

particle within the macrospin approximation. After that,
we will generalize this approach for the case of an isolated
particle composed by N interacting momenta.

3.1.1. LDMM for a Macrospin System. We will preliminarily
assume that the dynamics of the magnetization vector could
be described through three degress of freedom (6, ¢, v), as
shown in Figure 1. In such a framework the generalized
Lagrange equations read

d (JdL oL 93t 9Tpp
=) -= > 2 =0,
dt(aqs) 6" 9 o
i(%)_%ﬁi‘ma@
dtr\ 90 20 30 90

d<aL> _ 9L, s, B _

dt \ oy oy Iy oy

where L = T + U represents the Lagrangian of the system

given by the sum of the kinetic energy T and the potential U,

whereas Jgr and Jyp are the dissipation functions related to

the spin torque and the intrinsic damping, respectively.
Taking advantage of the explicit formulations of the

energy contributions given in Section 2.1, we can rewrite the

previous system by accounting for the relationship among

the potential, the kinetic energy, and the conservative part

=0, (61)

E = T — U of the total mechanical energy (which in the
conservative limit coincides with the Hamiltonian of the
system F in the presence of fixed constraints). By sub-
stituting L with 2T — E, we thus obtain

d (oT d (oF oT oF 09%9¢r 99

2* e - 7| = —27 = I n =V,
dt(a¢> dt(a¢> 6 "o o Tag 0
d(9T\ d(oE\ _oT 9E 93s 0% _

2dt<89) dt(aé) 0t 0 T T ©
d(aT\_d(3B\_,or o ov  a%m
2dt<av>> dt(afp) Yoy oy oy ey

(62)
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To solve the proposed problem, we need thus to explicitly
find the expressions of the variables T, E, I1p and Jgr, shown
in (62), in Lagrangian coordinates.

The kinetic energy T associated to the precessional
motion of the magnetization vector can be computed by
referring to the case of a rigid body with a fixed point Q (see
Figure 1). In this case, the rotational kinetic energy density is
expressed as

-6, (63)
where I is the angular momentum and @ is the angular
velocity vector. Notice that in the following the kinetic
energy T, the dissipation functions Jip and Jst, the work
dw, and the energy losses dw/dt are referred to their
corresponding quantities per unit volume. In addition, we
recall the definition of the energy density E = E/V given
in Section 2.1. By virtue of the relationship between angular

momentum lg and magnetic dipole momentum 4 (lQ =
(1/y)4), and considering that this latter is directed along &}
(see Figure 1), the previous scalar product involves, in turn,

the only component of I along é3. It leads to

T:%%(¢c059+1j/>. (64)

Equation (64) therefore represents the rotational kinetic
energy T = T(60,¢,y) expressed in Lagrangian coordinates
with Mg = u/V. The conservative part E of the energy density
accounts for all the standard micromagnetic contributions
discussed previously. As shown in Section 2.1, all the con-
tributions appearing in E only depend on the Lagrangian
variables 6,¢, but not on their derivatives, namely, E =
E(0,¢).

To derive the Lagrangian formulation of the dissipative
contributions, let us start from the classical definition of
the work dw carried out by a magnetic system subject to a
nonconservative force. As it is known, such a force has to be
derived from the gradient of a dissipation function J and the
rate of energy losses associated to a dissipative torque can be
thus expressed as

b S (65)

where the plus (minus) sign accounts for torques which act
as “drain” (“source”) of energy and refers to the case 3 = Jp
(3 = Isr). R

So, by multiplying the LLGS equation (60) by Heg and
assuming that the energy losses rates are small compared to

M ~ —yyo(Mx

Hegr), we deduce the following expressions for the dissipative
function densities

the conservative (precessional) part, namely,

N
Ip = M, S (66)
g1 = o 5. (1\71 ><1\7I> 67
sT = yMop . (67)
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It should be noticed that (66), which appears in the usual
form of a Rayleigh-like dissipation function, is a positive-
definite form, as expected for a power dissipated through
a viscous friction mechanism, whatever the magnetization
configuration (a, y, and M; are positive constants). On the
other hand, the spin-torque dissipation function of (67) is
a non-Rayleigh one and strongly depends, apart from the
direction of the current flow J, on the relative magnetization

configuration of the ferromagnetic layers (M and p).

Finally, taking into account the expression of the time-
independent unit vector ﬁ = (sin ®pr, cos Ppy, sin Opy,
sin @pr, cos Opy,), the explicit expressions of the dissipative
functions densities are

Iip = oczl\;l (92 + ¢?sin’ ) = I (6,¢),
o (68)
Ser = "] [ £1(9)0+ £2(6,9)¢ ] = Is1(6,9),
where
fi(¢) = sin Opp sin(Dpr. — ¢), (69)
£(6,¢) = sin*6 cos ®pr. — cos O sin O sin Opr. cos(Dpr. — ¢).
(70)

We proceed by evaluating first the third Lagrange equation
d(aT\ _d(9E\ LT 9E 3% 3% _
2dr<a¢> dt(afw) AR

(71)

In (71), we notice that the kinetic energy is the only term
dependent on the intrinsic rotation, and, in particular, on its

velocity V¥, so that the previous equation reduces to

d (T
24() -0 -

which stands for a first integral of motion representing
the conservation of the (only component of the) angular
momentum

o M _7 s
Wy o constant = [ - €. (73)

Such a first integral also points out that our system can be
described through only two degrees of freedom, as expected
for the characterization of the dynamics of a vector having
constant modulus which undergoes a precession (with a fixed
point) onto a sphere. Taking into account this result, in the
following we will use the parameters 6, ¢.

The first two Lagrange equations read

,d (9T d(oF _28T 9E 0% 9% _
dt\o¢ ) dt\o¢ ¢¢a¢ 0

d (0T d (JE 0T OE 09sr GSID_
25(%)‘&(3@)‘2£+£+ 0 T "

(74)
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which, substituting the corresponding expressions (the con-
servative part E of the total energy density will be discussed
later on in the text), become

A:S 96+%+0]Mf2 3M: 5in26 = 0,
(75)
M; M .
7¢Sm6+89 U]y f 6 -

Since in the present LDMM approach we are interested in
the characterization of the linear dynamics of these magnetic
current-driven auto-oscillatory systems, we adopt the clas-
sical formalism of small oscillations. By following this pro-
cedure, we linearize the system of (75) by considering small
perturbations (66, §¢) around the equilibrium configuration
of the FL (®, @), as done in (2), and expand the energy terms
in Taylor series up to the second perturbative order.

By means of such a formalism, the system given in (75)
leads to the set of generalized Lagrange equations

oJM;

M
- 751n®66+w+

x | x(©,0)860 + 1(©, )¢ + v(0, ) |

aM;
+ —8¢sin’@® = 0,
y ¢ (76)
% . OE o] M;
; 8¢sin® + 889 + [((®,®)d¢ + B(©,D)]
+ M 5o,
y

where

x(®,®) = sin 20 cos Opy, — cos 20 sin Opy, cos(Ppy, — D),
7(®,®) = cos O sin O sin Opy, sin(D — Dpy),
(0, D) = sin O(sin O cos Opy, —cos O sin Opy, cos(Dpp — D)),

{(®, D) = — sin Opy cos(Dp, — D),
ﬂ(@, (D) = sin @pL sin(CDpL - (D)
(77)

Furthermore, by developing also the energy density E
in Taylor series around the equilibrium state in analogy
with what was done in (24) for HDMM, we notice that
only the second derivatives appear in the equation. Indeed,
the inessential constant term can be neglected and the first
derivatives vanish at equilibrium. Moreover, considering
that the new Lagrangian variables (60,6¢) have to exhibit
a time dependence proportional to exp(iwt) (being w/2m
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the frequency of the spin-wave eigenmode), we end up

with
o] M, }
y

= 8¢[—1w ;\//I s1n2®} +60[iw1\;15 sin@],

56 [E¢,¢ + IMs ;” ;1] + 59[

(78)

C] + 00 Ees]

6(/5 |:E9¢ + 0])1}\/[5

(xMS}
y |
where the subscripts stand for partial derivative with respect
to the indicated variables, whose explicit expressions can be
found in the Section 2.1. The terms involving 3(®, ®) and
7(©, @) have been disregarded since they do not exhibit an
explicit time dependence.

By setting A = y/Msw and ¢ = oM,/y, (78) can be
recast in the form of a complex generalized non-Hermitian
eigenvalue problem

= 8¢[—iw1\;[5 sin 6)} + 89[

[
<

v = ABV, (79)

with

| —iasin’® isin®
| —isin® @ —iax |

Egg +0Jn Egp + UJX (80)
Eos +GJ(  Ege

i [09, 6],

As expected, if no damping and current are taken into
account (& = 0, ] = 0 A/m?), the system in (79) so obtained
recovers exactly the fully conservative HDMM one, where
the matrix A is Hermitian, whereas the matrix B is real and
symmetric (see (40)), and all the corresponding eigenvalues
are real.

In the presence of dissipative effects due to damping and
spin torque, the symmetry of the problem is strongly reduced
and the corresponding eigenvalues will be, in general, com-
plex quantities: the real part represents the mode frequency,
whereas the imaginary part defines the mode decay rate.
With this information in hands, it will be possible to
establish, after a single iteration, the subset of the spin-wave
normal modes which becomes unstable after the application
of a spin-polarized current. In detail, for any applied current
below the excitation threshold, the imaginary parts of all
eigenvalues have to be positive, recalling the behavior of
a damped oscillator. On the contrary, for current values
above the excitation threshold, the imaginary parts of the
activated normal modes switch to a negative value, giving
rise to the instability mechanism which determines, in the
time domain, the growth of the precession cone and, in turn,
the change of the generated frequency.
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Finally, it should be mentioned that, unlike HDMM,
LDMM cannot be recast in a nongeneralized eigenvalue
problem form.

3.1.2. LDMM for an Isolated System Composed by N Interact-
ing Magnetic Momenta. Let us consider now the magnetic
system of our micromagnetic calculations composed by a
finite number N of interacting magnetic momenta. Within
our nanoscale numerical approach, each magnetic momen-
tum is identified by means of a micromagnetic cell. The
generalization of (78) to N cells (k = 1,...,N) leads to a
system of 2N scalar and linear equations as follows:

|
|

M=

[E¢k¢z8¢l + E¢k91891] + 86 [S-JX’C] + 8¢k [5]1’];(]}

Il
—

= 8¢x [ —iasin’@ | + 06k [i sin O],

M=

Il
—

| Eog,0¢1 + E,0,06,] + 5¢k[77](k]}

= 8¢k [—i sin O] + 80k [—ia].
(81)

The system in (81) can be analogously formulated as a
complex generalized non-Hermitian eigenvalue problem (in
the same form as (79)), where

—i(XSil’l2®1 iSil’l@l 0 0

—i sin ®; —ix 0 0
A= 0 0 —iasin?@, isin®; --- |,
- —isin®, —ia

0 0

E¢1¢]+5]171 E¢]9]+5]X1
Eg¢+0JC1  Eg,
é: E¢z¢1 E¢291
E92¢1 E9291

E¢1¢2

Ee,g, Eo,0,
E¢2¢2+5]l’]2 E¢292+5]X2 LI N
E01 ¢1+3]{1 EHsz

v =[0¢1,001,0¢,,80,,...... S, 001"
(82)

It is also interesting to notice that both matrices A and
B appearing in (80) and (82) admit a decomposition
which allows to separate the conservative part from the
nonconservative one

nc

[l
I

1>
+
b

(83)

JIs¥
I
15
+
&

Advances in Condensed Matter Physics

where
0 i sin ® 0 0
—isin ©; 0 0 0
A = 0 0 0 isin®; ---|,
* 0 0 —isin ®; 0
—iasin?®, 0 0 0
0 —ia 0 0
Ape = 0 0 —iasin’®@, 0 ---|,
T 0 0 0 —ix - - -

(84)

Egi¢ Egio, Epig, Egro,

E91¢1 E9191 E91¢2 E9192

&: E¢2¢1 E¢261 E¢2¢2 E¢262 R Y
~ | Eeps Eoe, Eoip Ege, ---

alm oJyi O 0
516, 0 0 0
Bie=| 0 0 0Jp d]x
0 0 &G 0

The results of this approach have been successfully compared
with those coming from another micromagnetic framework
which integrates the LLGS equation in the time domain
by using a finite-difference scheme [22, 23, 35]. In these
works, we evaluated the accuracy of the LDMM approach in
determining the excitation threshold and studied in detail the
reorientational phase transition which takes place when the
direction of the external magnetic field is varied.

Finally, we would like to mention that the extension of
the LDMM approach to model the more realistic (and at-
tractive) nonlinear and nonautonomous dynamics [30, 36—
41] is currently under study.
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