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The magnon Hedin’s equations are derived via the Schwinger functional derivative technique,
and the resulting self-consistent Green’s function method is used to calculate ground state spin
patterns and magnetic structure factors for 2-dimensional magnetic systems with frustrated spin-1/2
Heisenberg exchange coupling. Compared to random-phase approximation treatments, the inclusion
of a self-energy correction improves the accuracy in the case of scalar product interactions, as shown
by comparisons between our method and exact benchmarks in homogeneous and inhomogeneous
finite systems. We also find that for cross-product interactions (e.g. antisymmetric exchange), the
method does not perform equally well, and an inclusion of higher corrections is in order. Aside from
indications for future work, our results clearly indicate that the Green’s function method in the
form proposed here already shows potential advantages in the description of systems with a large
number of atoms as well as long-range interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to the steady improvement of material fabrication
procedures and high-resolution spin-resolved experimen-
tal techniques, in the past few decades the list of novel
magnetic phenomena and materials with complex mag-
netic order has grown at fast pace. Notable entries are,
for example, magnetoresistance materials [1, 2], helical
magnets [3–6] and spin liquid systems [7, 8], where in-
terest from fundamental research in novel magnetic be-
havior merges with aims of technological exploitation in
novel electronic devices.

An often distinctive trait of these systems is the occur-
rence of competing magnetic phases, which can change
into each other upon a slight change of experimental con-
ditions, and sometimes even exhibit even re-entrant be-
havior. This is for example what happens in TlCuCl3 [9],
where magnetic order can be tuned by applied pressure,
or in the cubic chiral magnet MnSi1−xGex [10], in which
the spin texture is changed between skyrmion lattice and
hedgehog lattice on Ge/Si substitution.

A key element in determining the aforementioned va-
riety of complex magnetic behaviors is magnetic frustra-
tion, which originates from different and competing mag-
netic couplings (e.g. spinel cubic materials, like CoAlO4

[11, 12], LiYbO2 [13]) or from specific spin lattice geome-
tries, in which a given coupling cannot favor one among
antagonistic magnetic configurations in a loop around a
lattice plaquette [14] (as e.g. for pyrochlore-lattice com-
punds [15]).

The notion of spin frustration is of quite general occur-
rence in magnetism [7, 16–19]: indeed, it is highly rele-
vant also for classical degrees of freedom (as e.g. in Ising
and Potts models) when, in the large-S limit, a classical
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treatment becomes appropriate. However, a quantum de-
scription is always in order for systems with spins S < 1,
where strong quantum fluctuations are present. In this
case, a customary way to describe frustration is via the
quantum Heisenberg model (QHM), in which spins S lo-
calized at the nodes of a graph interact via (possibly long
ranged) exchange interactions.

The QHM is a popular and flexible conceptual tem-
plate that can include, among others, three-spin cou-
plings [20], multipolar interactions [21], chiral spin-
interactions [22], quadratic anisotropy terms [23, 24], etc.
Importantly, the QHM is not only useful for its high ped-
agogical value: with a suitable choice of the model pa-
rameters (extracted for example by first principle calcu-
lations [25–27]), it is often possible to obtain an accurate
description of phase diagrams of real materials [24].

The QHM is also a paradigmatic testground for theo-
retical methods, and an extensive literature exists on the
subject (see e.g. [28]). Yet, in spite of a vast theoreti-
cal effort spanning almost a century, exact solutions are
analytically known only in special cases, namely for one-
dimensional (1D) chains with only nearest-neigbor (NN)
interactions [29], where the Bethe ansatz can be used.
For higher dimensions, or more complicated ”flavors” of
the QHM, approximations become necessary (as for ex-
ample, in mean-field level approaches like spin-wave and
bosonic methods [30]).

Exact solutions to the QHM can also be obtained nu-
merically, for example via exact diagonalization [31, 32]
(applicable for any dimensionality but limited to very
small samples), via quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) meth-
ods (based on stochastic algorithms) [28, 33–36], and the
density matrix renomalisation group (DMRG) [37, 38]
(originally devised for 1D systems [37] but recently em-
ployed also for higher dimensions [39–42]). Fairly large
samples can be treated within QMC and DMRG, which
are useful to perform benchmark tests.

Both QMC and DMRG play a central role in our un-
derstanding large but finite-size clusters and periodic
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bulk systems with finite/short-range interactions; how-
ever, the case of long-range coupling, e.g., dipole interac-
tions, is difficult to address with these approaches, since
the range of the interaction can be significantly longer
than the size of cluster units computationally viable.

A way to overcome this issue is provided by the Green’s
function (GF) technique. Tyablikov [43] and Kondo [44]
developed different decoupling methods within the ran-
dom phase approximation (RPA) to solve the hierarchy
problem in the equation of motion of the GF. Similar
decoupling methods have been used to study 1- and 2-
dimensional S = 1/2 ferromagnets [45, 46].

The GF technique can be applied with relatively low
computational load to first-principles treatments of sys-
tems with effective spin-dependent interactions [47]. In
addition, the Schwinger functional derivative technique
for GF, which goes beyond the RPA decoupling, has been
used to calculate the spin-wave spectra [48]. Further-
more, applications of the GF technique are not restricted
to cluster models [49], which makes this technique a good
candidate in the study of strongly coherent behavior and
the magnetic structure factor of real materials, and in
particular to address the case of long-range coupling.

II. THIS WORK, AND PLAN OF THE PAPER

Motivated by these considerations, in this paper we
present a new approach to solve a finite S = 1/2 2-
dimensional frustrated J1 − J2 QHM within the GF
scheme. Our formulation is general and in principle exact
but, as usual in practice, an approximate scheme for ver-
tex corrections beyond the RPA needs to be introduced.
Since the magnetic structure factor is closely related to
response functions, it is natural to adopt the Schwinger
functional derivative technique when deriving the equa-
tions for the many-body correlation vertex, which then
opens the way to include systematically corrections be-
yond the RPA.

The main outcomes of our work are: (i) Derivation of
the magnon Hedin’s equations for the QHM, which are
solved self-consistently within a scheme beyond the RPA;
(ii) Inclusion of impurities; (iii) Calculations of the spin
correlations functions and the magnetic structure factor
for a cluster system using the developed GF method;
(iv) Comparisons against exact numerical benchmarks,
which show that our approach provides fairly good ac-
curacy with relatively low computational cost. Most im-
portantly, and more in general, our results suggest that
the new method offers a practical, computationally ad-
vantageous route to investigate long-range interactions in
the QHM.

The plan of the paper is as follows: in Section 2,
we introduce the system and the corresponding Hamil-
tonian, and derive the magnon Hedin’s equations via
the Schwinger functional derivative technique; in Sec-
tion 3, we solve in momentum space the equations self-
consistently for 2D lattices ; results and their discussion

are presented in Section 4; finally, in Section 5 we provide
some conclusive remarks and an outlook.

III. THEORY

The Schwinger functional derivative technique is used
here to relate the high-order Green’s function (GF) to the
response of the lower-order one with respect to a probing
field. The vertex equation of GF is derived and is solved
self-consistently. The procedure presented here provides
a formal justification of Tyablikov’s decoupling while at
the same time producing improved results. We consider
the isotropic QHM Hamiltonian:

H = −J1

∑
<ij>

Ŝi · Ŝj − J2

∑
�ij�

Ŝi · Ŝj −
∑
i

Bi · Ŝi, (1)

where Ŝi is the (vector) spin operator associated with a
3-component spin at site i, Bi is the external magnetic
field at site i, and < ij > (� ij �) denote, respectively,
nearest-neighbor (NN) and next nearest-neighbor (NNN)
sites, with coupling constants J1 (J2).

The double-time Green’s function is defined as

iGαδmn(t1, t2) ≡ 〈T [Ŝαm(t1)Ŝδn(t2)]〉, (2)

where T is the usual time-ordering operator and 〈 〉 de-
notes a ground state average at zero temperature. The
superscripts in Greek letters refers to the spin compo-
nents x, y, z, while mn are site indexes, and for the time
variables we henceforth use a simplified notation ti → i.
With the spin ladder operators defined as Ŝ± = Ŝx±iŜy,
the number of spin components can also be enlarged, i.e.
α, δ ∈ {x, y, z} or equivalently, α, δ ∈ {+,−, z}. When
t1 − t2 is infinitesimal positive difference, the Green’s
function provides the ground state correlation function,
i.e.

iGαδmn(1+, 1) = 〈ŜαmŜδn〉. (3)

The property of the propagator from one space-time
point to another is fully expressed with the components
representing spin combinations {xx, xy, xz, · · · , zz},
which can be written in matrix form, or equivalently,
with the independent components {+−, zz}. For exam-
ple, the equation of motion (eom) for G+−

mn is

i∂t1G
+−
mn(1, 2) =

−2i
∑
ĩ 6=m

Jmĩ

[
G(3)z+−

mĩn
(1, 1, 2)−G(3)z+−

ĩmn
(1, 1, 2)

]
+Bzm(1)G+−

mn(1, 2) + 2δ(1− 2)δmn〈Ŝzm(1)〉, (4)

where

G(3)αβδ

mĩn
(1, 1, 2) ≡ 〈T [Ŝαm(1)Ŝβ

ĩ
(1)Ŝδn(2)]〉 (5)

is a higher-order GF, composed of three field operators,
and ĩ labels the sites with non-zero exchange coupling to
site m. For our system, Jmĩ = J1 (J2) when ĩ is the NN
(NNN) site of m.
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Tyablikov’s method approximates the higher-order
Green’s function with

G(3)αβδ

mĩn
(1, 1, 2) ' 〈Ŝαm〉〈T [Ŝβ

ĩ
(1)Ŝδn(2)]〉+

〈Ŝβ
ĩ
〉〈T [Ŝαm(1)Ŝδn(2)]〉, (6)

which works well with pure ferromagnetic or anti-
ferromagnetic systems. However, for frustrated systems,
the simple factorization in Eq. (6) leads to discrepancies.
In the following, the functional derivative method is used
to derive the self-consistent equation for the GF, giving a
rigorous justification of Tyablikov’s approximation, and
extending the formulation to improve over it.

A. Schwinger derivative technique

In the interaction picture,

iGαδmn(1, 2) ≡ 〈Ψ|T [Û Ŝαm(1)Ŝδn(2)]|Ψ〉
〈Ψ|Û |Ψ〉

, (7)

where a local probing field B is contained in the evolution
operator,

Û = T exp

∫ ∞
−∞

d1
∑
i

B̂i(1) · Si(1). (8)

The higher-order Green’s function can be related to the
response of the Green’s function to the component of the
local probing field:

i
δGαδmn(1, 2)

δBβl (3)
= iG(3)βαδ

lmn(3, 1, 2)−Gαδmn(1, 2)〈Ŝβl (3)〉 (9)

A self-energy can now be defined making use of the eom
and the functional derivative. Considering for concrete-
ness the case Gmn ≡ G+−

mn ,∑
i

∫
d3Σmi(1, 3)Gin(3, 2) ≡

2i
∑
ĩ

Jmĩ

(δGmn(1, 2)

δBz
ĩ
(1)

− δGĩn(1, 2)

δBzm(1)

)
. (10)

An Hartree-like potential and an exchange-like potential
can also be defined:

V Hm (1) =
∑
ĩ Jĩm〈Ŝzm(1)〉 (11)

V F
mĩ

(1) = Jĩm〈Ŝzm(1)〉, (12)

leading to a Dyson-like eom in terms of the self-energy:

[i∂t1 − V Hm (1)−Bzm(1)]Gmn(1, 2)−
∑
ĩ6=m

V F
mĩ
Gĩn(1, 2)

−
∑
i

∫
d3Σmi(1, 3)Gin(3, 2) = 2δ(1− 2)δmn〈Ŝzm(1)〉.

(13)

Using the identity δG
δBG

−1 + G δG−1

δB = 0, the self-energy
can be re-cast as

Σmn(1, 2) = −i
∑
ĩ6=m,l

Jmĩ

∫
d3×

{
Gml(1, 3)

δG−1
ln (3, 2)

δBz
ĩ
(1)

−Gĩl(1, 3)
δG−1

ln (3, 2)

δBzm(1)

}
. (14)

To solve for the response of G with respective to B, we
take functional derivative of Eq. (4) and neglect the sec-
ond derivative term δ2G/δB2, thus obtaining

i∂1
δGmn(1, 2)

δBzl (3)
= Gmn(1, 2)δ(1− 3)δml +

∑
ĩ6=m

Jmĩ

{
δ〈Ŝz

ĩ
(1)〉

δBzl (3)
Gmn(1, 2) + 〈Ŝz

ĩ
(1)〉δGmn(1, 2)

δBzl (2)
−

δ〈Ŝzm(1)〉
δBzl (3)

Gĩn(1, 2)− 〈Ŝzm(1)〉δGĩn(1, 2)

δBzl (2)

}
+

2
δ〈Ŝzm(1)〉
δBzl (3)

δmnδ(1− 2). (15)

To solve for the response function Rml(1, 2) =
δ〈Sz

m(1)〉
δBz

l (2)

we look at the eom for 〈Ŝzm(1)〉:

∂1
δ〈Ŝzm(1)〉
δBzl (2)

= i
∑
ĩ 6=m

Jmĩ
δ

δBzl (2)
〈Ŝ+
i (1)Ŝ−m(1)〉

=
∑

ĩ 6=m,pq

Jmĩ

∫
d3d4Gĩp(1

+, 3)
δG−1

pq (3, 4)

δBzl (2)
Gqm(4, 1)

(16)

Starting with G computed at the mean-field level, the
set of equations (13), (15)-(17) can be solved self-
consistently. Then, using Eq. (3), the observables as
ground state expectation values and correlation functions
can be computed from the equal-time Green’s function.

B. Solving the equations in momentum space

The magnon Hedin’s equations in the last section were
expressed in real space. Considering the time transla-
tional and spatial symmetries of the system, a Fourier
transform provides the GF in momentum-frequency
space:

Gmn(1, 2) ≡ Gmn(t1, t2)

=

∫
dω

∫
dkG(k, ω)eik·(rm−rn)e−iω(t1−t2).

(17)

The vertex function is now defined as

Λp,q,l(1, 2, 3) ≡
δG−1

pq (1, 2)

δBzl (3)
, (18)



4

FIG. 1. Comparison between RPA (left panel), ED (middle panel) and GF (right panel) results for a 5 × 5 lattice with open
boundary conditions. The results are for the Sz

total = 17/2 subspace, with FM exchange parameters: J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5. The
color coding in the vertical bar applies to all panels.

which can be written in momentum-frequency space ac-
cordingly:

Λp,q,l(1, 2, 3) ≡ Λp,q,l(t1, t2, t3)

=

∫
dkdk′dωdω′eik·(rp−rq)eik

′·(rp−rl)

× e−iω(t1−t2)e−iω
′(t1−t3)Λ(k,k′;ω, ω′).

(19)

In the (k, ω) space, our equations read[
ω − V HF −Bz

]
G(k, ω) = Σ(k, ω)G(k, ω) + 〈Sz〉 (20)

ωR(k, ω) = J(k)

∫
dk′dω′

× G(k + k′;ω + ω′)Λ(k,k′;ω, ω′)G(k′, ω′). (21)

Here, V HF = V H +V F, and V H, V F, 〈Sz〉 are the Fourier
transform of their corresponding real space-time values.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this Section, the approach introduced in Sect. III is
applied to 2D Heisenberg systems with square and hexag-
onal lattices, and different types of exchange coupling. To
assess the performance of the method, the Green’s func-
tion (GF) results are compared with numerical bench-
marks from the the Exact Diagonalization (ED) method.

A. The case of a 2D square-lattice cluster

The system we consider is a 5 × 5 lattice with open
boundary conditions. We discuss both FM and AFM
magnetic regimes in few selected subspaces with total
spin projection Sztotal. Compared to either the FM limit
(25 ↑, 0 ↓) or the AFM one (13 ↑, 12 ↓), an intermediate
value of Sztotal shows most clearly the competition of NN
and NNN exchange couplings. Thus it is convenient to

start the discussion with the subspace Sztotal = 17/2 (21↑
, 4 ↓). We use the parameters J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5. The
results are shown in Fig. 1, where we compare RPA, ED
and GF results. The color palette is used to represent
the expectation value of the z−component spin 〈Szm〉,
and the numbers show the z-z spin correlation between
lattice points 〈SzmSzn〉.

Compared to the RPA decoupling method, the inclu-
sion of the self-energy in the Green’s function method
gives higher accuracy for both 〈Szm〉 and 〈SzmSzm̄〉, as
shown by the improved locations of the poles of the GF.
The reason behind the improvement is that the direct re-
sponse δG/δB, which is either treated as a constant (pos-
sibly with value 0) in the RPA method, gives a nonzero
dynamical contribution to the self-energy. Therefore, the
approximation used in the derivation of self-consistent
equations in section III A is the key step forward com-
pared to the bare decoupling. Including higher-order re-
sponses δnG/δBn can in principle improve the accuracy,
but at the cost of increased converging difficulties and
heavier computational burden.

Our self-energy GF shows good accuracy also for J1 =
−1, J2 = 0.5, Sztotal = 17/2. Such parameters lead to
pure AFM interaction (i.e. no frustration) on the square
lattice. In the Sztotal = 17/2 subspace, where the majority
of the configurations is with spin up, the ground state due
to the AFM couplings is relatively homogeneous. This is
detailed in Fig. 2, where −0.45 ≤ 〈Szm〉 ≤ −0.27 and
〈SzmSzn〉 > 0 for all lattice sites.

With the same couplings, but for the Sztotal = 1/2
subspace, the GF method describes well the Neel-
type ground state: the distribution of 〈Szm〉 is bipar-
tite, sites on the same/different sublattices are posi-
tively/negatively correlated.

Remaining in the Sztotal = 1/2 subspace, but this time
with J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5, we observe that the GF ground
state has a small total spin value: the magnitudes of
〈Szm〉 are close to zero, NN sites are weakly correlated
compared with Sztotal = 1/2, J1 = −1, J2 = 0.5. Such
behavior is reminiscent of what occurs for systems with
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FIG. 2. 〈Sz
m〉 (denoted by color) and 〈Sz

mS
z
n〉 (denoted by

numbers) for a 5× 5 square lattice system with open bound-
ary conditions. The color coding in the vertical bar applies
to all cases, and results in each panel fulfill the C4v square
symmetry. Bottom panel: AFM, Sz

total = 17/2; Middle panel:
AFM, Sz

total = 1/2; Top panel: FM, Sz
total = 1/2. The AFM

coupling parameters are J1 = −1, J2 = 0.5 and the FM ones
are J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5.

an even number of sites, where Lieb’s theorem states that
Stotal = 0 in the ground state. For the three scenarios
discussed above, the ground states are either relatively
homogeneous (the signs of the exchange couplings and
the net value of Sztotal in the given subspace are chosen
so that they impose conflicting constraints on the spin
alignment) or bipartite. This suggests that, for these
cases, quantum fluctuations introduced by higher-order
response terms play only a small role in the determination
of the Green’s function.

Additional perspective on the method performance can
be gained from the spin structure factor, defined as

S(q) =
1

N2

∑
mn

〈SzmSzn〉eiq·(Rm−Rn), (22)

for a 5× 5 lattice with periodic boundary condition. Be-
cause we are considering a square (i.e. bipartite) lattice,
a Neel-like order is not compatible with a cluster with an
odd number of atoms and periodic boundary conditions.
Thus, we consider a 5×5 (4×4) cluster for FM (AFM) NN
exchange. The GF results for S(q) for a 5× 5 FM clus-
ter are shown in Fig. 3. The structure factor is strongly

FIG. 3. Static structure factor S(q) (q ∈ [0, 2π] × [0, 2π])
of a 5 × 5 square lattice with periodic boundary conditions
and J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5. Left: Sz

total = 17/2; Right: Sz
total =

1/2. The high symmetry points in the first Brillouin Zone are
labeled by Γ ≡ (0, 0), and M ≡ (0, π), (π, 0).

peaked at Γ point for Sztotal = 17/2 and relatively weakly
peaked at M points for Sztotal = 1/2, which agrees with
previous results in the literature [50]. The displayed GF
results are in very good agreement with the ED ones, and
the differences between the two treatments are indistin-
guishable on the scale of the figure. Similar consideration
apply to the agreement between GF and ED methods for
a 4× 4 cluster (not shown).

B. Single- and double-impurity configurations

In realistic cases, one is often faced with the problem
of having impurities in the system under investigation.
Impurity atoms can be included by introducing an addi-
tional term in the Hamiltonian,

Himp = −
∑
ij

∆JijŜi · Ŝj . (23)

where either i or j denote the impurity site(s). In the
following, we specialize to the cases of single and dou-
ble impurities in a 19-site hexagonal lattice and choose
to work in the subspace Sztotal = 9/2,which, as for the
square lattice, nicely illustrate the interplay of FM and
AFM couplings. In the no-impurity case, the coupling
parameters are J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5; in the presence of
impurities, we have the additional coupling strengths
∆Jij,NN = 0.5J1,∆Jij,NNN = 0.5J2. The GF result
is shown in Fig. 4. It is convenient for the discussion to
organize the lattice sites in shells, where sites in a given
shell are equally distant from central site, and different
shells correspond to different distances (Fig. 4).

For the non-impurity case (Fig. 4a), and because of the
FM NN couplings and the C6v lattice symmetry, the cen-
tral spin assumes the spin-down ↓ configuration. With
〈Szm〉 < 0 and 〈SzmSzn〉 > 0 at all sites, we then conclude
that the non-impurity system is dominated by FM inter-
actions.

Inserting one impurity in the system amplifies both NN
and NNN couplings. Locating the impurity at the center



6

(Fig. 4b) effectively increases the FM strength around
the impurity, which can be seen from the increased cor-
relation between the impurity site and its NN. When the
impurity moves away from the cluster center, the C6v

symmetry is broken. If the impurity is in shell 1 (Fig. 4c),
the number of its FM NN sites remains 6, while the num-
ber of its AFM NNN sites decreases. Accordingly, the
couplings between the impurity and its NN are FM dom-
inated, and thus the spins maintain the ↓ configuration.
However, when the impurity atom moves to the boundary
of the lattice (Fig. 4d,e), the value of spin-z projection at
the impurity, 〈SzI 〉, is close to zero. This change of 〈SzI 〉
when moving from the center towards the cluster bound-
ary (where the number of NN and NNN sites is smaller),
can be ascribed to the change in the number of neighbors,
i.e. finite size effect and the geometry of the cluster play
an important role. Finally, we also show results for one
geometry with two impurities, where the latter are both
located in shell 1 and NN to each other (Fig. 4f). In this
case, the impurities and their NN spins are strongly FM
coupled, and form a small FM sub-cluster.

The results presented in Fig. 4, which were obtained
with our novel GF technique, compare very well with
ED calculations (not shown). Furthermore, the trends
for other Sztotal subspaces are very similar, with the same
level of agreement between GF and ED schemes.

As an overall remark to this section, the GF approach
appears to be able to capture all the effects due to the
J1 − J2 competition, also in the presence of significant
finite size effects. However, it should also be noted that
the type of spin-spin interactions considered in the paper
so far are symmetric in nature (i.e, expressed in terms
of scalar products between spins). In many materials,
the spin-orbit interaction can mediate anti-symmetric ex-
change couplings among spins. This more challenging
situation is addressed in the next section.

C. Including Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions

The Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI), also re-
ferred to as antisymmetric exchange [51, 52], results from
the interplay of spin-orbit and super-exchange interac-
tions. The DMI can be written as

HDM = D
∑
<ij>

eij · (Ŝi × Ŝj) (24)

where eij = (rj − ri)/|rj − ri| is the unit vector pointing
from site i to site j. The DMI favours chiral canting of
the spins, and is thus responsible for the emergence of
complex spin patterns, for example magnetic skyrmions.
Here, we wish to see how the GF method performs when
DMI is present. To this end, we consider a system de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) to which the term
HDM of Eq. (24) is added. In the presence of DMI, a di-
agonalization partitioned in subspaces with definite Sztotal
is not possible, and thus we consider a rather small (3×3)
isolated cluster subject to an external field (0, 0, B), with

FIG. 4. 〈Sz
m〉 (denoted by color) and 〈Sz

mS
z
n〉 (denoted by

numbers) in an open-boundary 19-site hexagonal lattice sys-
tem with and without impurity. The non-impurity coupling
parameters are J1 = 1, J2 = −0.5. The additional impu-
rity coupling strengths are ∆JNN = 0.5J1,∆JNNN = 0.5J2.
Sz
total = 9/2 (14 ↑ 5 ↓). The top panel illustrates different

shells of atoms (see main text). The color coding in the hori-
zontal bar applies to all cases. (a) No impurity case. (b)-(f)
The circles with a black outline are impurity sites.

FM parameters J1 = 1, J2 = 0, B = 0.1. The value cho-
sen for the DMI is D = 4, that for the cluster considered
provides noticeable canting of the spins.

On inclusion of the DMI, there is a significant discrep-
ancy between GF and ED spin patterns, (as is shown in
Table I, our GF approach fails to capture that the spins
on the corner site of the cluster are completely in plane.),
indicating that, at least for this small system, a large ver-
tex correction beyond the RPA is needed (this cannot be
easily provided by a low-order self-energy as the one con-
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sidered in Sect. III). To investigate the source of such
discrepancy, we consider the imaginary part of G+−

12 . In
Fig. 5 we show the results for ImG+−

12 , obtained both via
our self-energy treatment and by applying spin operators
on the ED ground state.

FIG. 5. Imaginary part of the G+−
12 component of the Green’s

function in the frequency domain.

The GF and ED curves show similar generic trends,
but for more detailed features the two treatments are
clearly at variance, with some specific structures differ-
ing both in position and strength. In particular, the loca-
tions of poles of ImG from ED are overall more compactly
distributed, especially at positive frequencies. This dis-
crepancy, observed also for other GF components (and
for the real part of the GF as well) when DMI is present,
is likely to be a general shortcoming of the GF approach
within the linear response approximation and indicates
the need to include nonlinear response. The quality of
the GF solution in the presence of DMI is considerably
better when we place the 3 × 3 quantum spin cluster as
center block of a 9 × 9 lattice, and the remaining lat-
tice points are occupied by mutually interacting classical

spins with magnitude |~S| = 1/2, that also interact with
the quantum spins. Mixed quantum-classical systems
can be useful to gain insight in large systems when the
spin pattern develops over several lattice distances, and
a quantum treatment of all spins is computationally not
viable (as for example in the case of magnetic skyrmions
[53]). For our 9 × 9 system, we use a mixed quantum-
classical self-consistent description where the quantum
spins on the cluster border interact with the neigbhoring

TABLE I. Comparison between ED and GF on a 3×3 cluster.
a refers to the bottom-left site, b refers to the left-middle site,
and c refers to the center site. The lattice symmetry requires
that 〈Sx

c 〉 = 〈Sy
c 〉=0, so neither of them is listed in the table.

〈Sx
a 〉 〈Sy

a〉 〈Sz
a〉 〈Sx

b 〉 〈Sy
b 〉 〈Sz

b 〉 〈Sz
c 〉

ED 0.05 -0.05 0 0 -0.13 0.05 0.27
GF 0.12 -0.12 0.04 0 -0.23 0.14 0.34

classical spins according to -
∑
qc JqcŜq · ~Sc. For a suitable

FIG. 6. Quantum spins (shaded region) in the background
of classical spins. The arrow represents the spin projection
in the xy plane, the color represents the Sz for classical spins
and 〈Sz〉 for quantum spins. The coupling parameters are the
same as in the 3× 3 pure quantum case.

choice of the J1, J2, D and B parameters, a skyrmion-like
ground state is expected to occur in the system. Here,
we do not perform an extensive parameter search to es-
tablish the skyrmion regime. Rather, and for sake of
comparison, the coupling parameters used are the same
as in the isolated 3 × 3 quantum-spin cluster, and the
results thus obtained are shown in Fig. 6. Within the fig-
ure resolution, the results from the self-energy approach
and ED are not distinguishable. Furthermore, they dif-
fer from those of the isolated cluster. From the figure, no
skyrmion like patterns is easily discernible: however, an
interesting qualitative aspect is that ED and GF solution
compare well, due to the action of the “forcing” field due
to the classical spins.

Naturally, there is at this point no way to say for cer-
tain if the similar ED and GF solutions describe well
the full quantum exact solution for the 9 × 9 cluster.
However, as an overall and final remark to the results of
this section we note that, unlike the Heisenberg exchange
coupling, the DMI involves the cross-product of the spin
operators. Such difference in structure and symmetry of
the Hamiltonian leads to a very different structure of the
magnon Hedin’s equations. In the derivation in section
III A, the higher-order response of the Green’s function
is approximated with zero. The approach shows good
result for scalar-product exchange couplings, but proba-
bly requires more considerations for interactions involv-
ing cross-product couplings.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Remarkable progress has been made in understand-
ing magnetism in condensed matter from a microscopic
perspective. However, as of today, describing complex
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magnetic configurations in real materials largely remains
an open problem. This is because long-ranged magnetic
patterns emerge from a delicate balance of several fac-
tors: among the most important are electronic correla-
tions, electron-phonon interactions, crystal field effects,
spin-orbit interactions, disorder and impurities. Addi-
tionally, the number of atoms involved in the periodic
unit (for commensurate order) of such magnetic textures
can often be quite large (and unlimited for incommensu-
rate order) which currently makes accurate first-principle
descriptions challenging if not prohibitive.

An often adopted strategy is to turn to spin model
Hamiltonians, with parameters extracted for first-
principle calculations. This considerably simplifies the
problem, but without necessarily making it easily solv-
able. A case in point is provided by the quantum Heisen-
berg model (QHM), the model in focus in this work: Ex-
act numerical methods like exact diagonalization(ED),
DMRG, or Monte Carlo can be applied for not too large
samples, and highly valuable information extracted for
ferro-, antiferro, ferri-magnetic orders.

However, for large number of atoms/spins in the mag-
netic pattern, a significant increase in size is needed, (as,
e.g., for dipolar interactions, or when antisymmetric ex-
change couplings are present); here, using spatial/spin
symmetries, the computational difficulty can be mildly
reduced, but not eliminated. As a concrete example, for
magnetic skyrmions it is the anti-symmetric exchange
that leads to a novel spin texture. For this type of
exchange coupling,, the total spin-z operator does not
commute with the Hamiltonian, and configurations with
different spin-z are mixed. Furthermore, skyrmion spin-
textures extend over several lattice distances, and direct
exact numerical methods become inadequate at these
sizes.

The alternative considered in this work is the Green’s
function (GF) formalism that, even for considerable lat-
tice/cluster sizes, remains quite affordable from the com-
putational point of view. In this paper, we have derived

the magnon Hedin’s equations via the Schwinger func-
tional derivative technique, and applied the GF method
to solve Heisenberg model on 2D lattices, comparing the
results with ED benchmarks.

On the one hand, for a J1 − J2 model on square and
hexagonal lattices the GF scheme beyond the RPA gives
reasonable accuracy with relatively low computational
costs (in our comparisons, the limiting factor for the size
of the clusters was in fact the ED treatment). The consid-
erations apply to both ground state spin patterns and to
magnetic structure factor results. Furthermore, th same
level of agreement was found for inhomogeneous clusters
in the few-impurity limit.

On the other hand, a preliminary attempt to apply the
GF scheme to systems with an antisymmetric exchange
interaction was not equally satisfactory. Our results sug-
gest that a cross-product spin coupling may require a
better approximate prescription than the neglect of the
high-order response of the GF to the probing field. Pos-
sible procedure for improvements in this direction are
currently being explored.

Finally, based on the outcomes of this work, we expect
that the current approach (and the inherent approxima-
tion scheme used here) will work for long-range scalar
product (e.g. magnetic-dipole) interactions. As another
follow-up of this work, we plan to investigate systems
with magnetic dipole interactions and compare the GF
results with experimental values. Quite naturally, the
long term goal is to improve the GF scheme in a way
that it would become possible to accurately calculate the
magnetic structure factor of real materials.
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