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In this work we suggest a theoretical approach, that allows to study the effects of magnetocrys-
talline anisotropy (MCA) in metallic systems using the Green’s functions formalism. We demon-
strate that employment of the reciprocal space resolution instead of its reduction in the inter-site
variant essentially improves the numerical stability of MCA energy by means of Monkhorst-Pack
grid density and spatial convergence. The latter problem is able to be completely removed due to
rigorous analytical replacement of pairwise atomic summation by simple composition of sublattices
contributions, calculated as a whole. The approach is validated on the effective model of single
atom, which nevertheless inherits the qualitative MCA picture of Co monolayer and Au/Co/Au
sandwiched material. The numerical convergence is confirmed using the model of atomic chain in
the strong metallic regime. For cobalt monoxide, described by ab initio calculations using GGA+U,
the MCA energy angular profile reveals the prevailing role of ferromagnetically aligned Co sublattices
in forming of the easy axis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Today, an increasing amount of scientists attention is
devoted to magnetic materials exhibiting a non-trivial
and stable spin ordering patterns at relatively low tem-
peratures. There is a great number of studies, that re-
port the high sensitivity of their different representatives
to the common experimentally available influences, such
as external electric or magnetic field and pressure [1–7].
This remarkable palette of traits opens avenues for de-
signing energy-efficient and high-performance computer
memory modules based on the spin degrees of freedom
[8–10].

The emergence of the topologically protected magnetic
excitations are primarily reasoned by violation of spa-
tial symmetry in the crystal lattice. It follows from the
fact that commonly lattice appears as a dominant source
of spatial heterogeneity of the electron subsystem of the
material. On the contrary, if the symmetry is high, the
magnetic picture usually could be exhaustively captured
on the level of isotropic pairwise spin-spin interactions of
the Heisenberg type.

In this context, spin-orbit coupling plays a crucial
role, inducing a complex interplay between the spin
with the distorted crystal field. The latter can be in-
duced by either the mechanical deformation of the crys-
tal [1, 2, 11, 12] or the qualitative reduction of its dimen-
sionality as layered and two-dimensional structures are
synthesized [13–15]. The indicative outcome is the ap-
pearance of energetically favorable directions for atomic
moments – easy axes and magnetization planes.
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Thus, the energy of magnetocrystalline anisotropy
(MCA) becomes an important characteristic for analyz-
ing the possibility of magnetic ordering and its type
[13, 16–20]. For two-dimensional materials, this factor of-
ten appears decisive in overcoming the constraints of the
Mermin-Wagner theorem [21] regarding the impossibil-
ity of stabilizing magnetic order solely through isotropic
magnetic interactions.

Once the spin-orbit coupling is weak, this energy can
be estimated in the formalism of local magnetic moments
of atoms as the difference in the total energies of the
crystal, found for two cases: atomic magnetic moments
aligned with the quantization axis and atomic magnetic
moments oriented at an arbitrary angle to this axis. This
approach has proven effective in studies based on first-
principles calculations [1, 22–24] but lacks flexibility in
addressing the structural elements of the crystal.

It comes as a reason why there is yet another popu-
lar approach, which is based on Green’s functions frame-
work. Starting from the crystal’s Hamiltonian, written in
the tight binding approximation, with the spin-orbit cou-
pling treated as the perturbation, an expression for the
MCA energy could be derived. It has contributions of
all crystal’s atoms in the form of pairwise terms [25–27].
However, the practical application of such an approach
is generally limited to insulating systems, for which it is
sufficient to consider the spatial surrounding up to the
third nearest neighbors for each atom. Conducting sys-
tems lose this advantage, making the numerical conver-
gence of the pairwise contributions sum troublesome and
often non-achievable, as well as it was stated in the case
of building the picture of Heisenberg exchange interac-
tions environment [28–30]. Furthermore, it is known to
have a stability issues by means of Monkhorst-Pack [31]
grid used to perform the numerical estimations [25]. Also
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noteworthy, that examination the MCA energy for the
minimum regarding the spacial direction (φ, θ) requires
corresponding grid search, where obtaining a single (φ, θ)
point could take hours of multiprocessing computation.
In this view, for the investigation of MCA in real mate-
rials the fast algorithm comes as strictly necessary.

Due to these challenges, this work is aimed to develop a
method based on the application of spatially-dependent
Green’s functions to estimate the MCA energy for ar-
bitrary direction (φ, θ). For the purpose of easy axis
(or plane) determination we map the whole angular pro-
file onto the model of non-interacting spins, where MCA
is described by single ion anisotropy tensor (SIAT). We
demonstrate that it not just enhances numerical stabil-
ity, but also reduces the calculation time by two orders
of magnitude on a modern computer.

First of all, the suggested approach is tested on the
simplest model of a single atom, for which the character
of the MCA can be predicted from the general physical
principles. After that on the case of an one-dimensional
atomic chain in the strong metallic phase we demonstrate
the stability of this approach with respect to the k-grid
density. The latter model appeared illustrative to show
that thus found numerical values of the MCA energy
could be stated as the asymptotic ones for the expression
based on the spatial summation of the pairwise atomic
contributions.

Approbation of the approach on the real materials is
performed on the case of transition metal monoxide CoO.
In the paramagnetic phase, this compound crystallizes in
rock-salt structure. However, the formation of antiferro-
magnetic long-range ordering, which is classified as AFM
II [32], at low temperatures causes significant distortions,
which lowers the symmetry of the crystal field to a mon-
oclinic structure. This monoclinic distortion could be
described as a composition of a rhombohedral and an
orthorhombic one, and together with the partially filled
t2g orbitals favours CoO to generate strong MCA of the
easy axis character. However, experimental and theo-
retical studies [1, 33] give ambiguous estimations of the
spacial direction of this axis, and the mechanisms of its
formations are yet to be understood.

In this work CoO is studied on the base of first-
principles calculations, performed in generalized-gradient
approximation with intra-atomic Coulomb interaction
taken into account (GGA+U ). To describe the MCA we
perform the decomposition of MCA energy angular pro-
file, obtained for one Co atom, onto individual contribu-
tions of each sublattice. The sublattice should be under-
stood as the composition of Co atoms with the same local
positions in the unit cells (each sublattice geometrically
is the Bravais lattice with atoms in the sites).

It reveals that easy axis of this atom (on the back-
ground of the on-site effects) is only reasoned by Co-Co
atomic interplay in (101) plane, where their spin mag-
netic moments are collinear. Therefore, we expect the
technologically perspective behaviour of CoO MCA if an
additional mechanism of lattice distortion along (101) is

introduced, such as a directional pressure.

II. METHOD

A. Finding SIAT

Single ion anisotropy tensor is defined in frame of
the spin model, where each magnetic atom (indexed
as i) is presented as the corresponding classic vector
Si =

∣∣Si

∣∣ (sin θi cosφi, sin θi sinφi, cos θi). The Hamil-
tonian of such model could be written as a simple combi-
nation of expressions, which set some spatial axis or plane
as favorable for each spin individually. For our purpose
we take θi = θ, φi = φ and thus establish the model as
the energy of all spins, simultaneously canted on (φ, θ):

Espin(φ, θ) =
∑
i

∣∣Si

∣∣2 ∑
µν

eµi A
µν
i eνi , (1)

where eµi = Sµ
i /

∣∣Si

∣∣ and Aµν
i is the SIAT element

(µ, ν = x, y, z).
Then to describe the crystal in electron language the

common practise is to use the tight-binding approxima-
tion [34]. Assuming that spin-orbital coupling is ne-
glected, we write:

Ĥ =
∑
i ̸=j

∑
αβ

∑
σ

tσi(α) j(β) ĉ
†
i(α)σ ĉj(β)σ+

+
∑
i

∑
α

∑
σ

εσi(α) ĉ
†
i(α)σ ĉi(α)σ ,

(2)

where ĉ†i(α)σ is creation operator of the electron with the

spin σ on the orbital α of the atom i; ĉj(β)σ is annihilation
operator of the electron with the spin σ on the orbital β
of the atom j; tσi(α) j(β) is the electron hopping integral

and εσi(α) is the on-site energy of the electron.

This Hamiltonian could be equally represented in ma-
trix form with illustrative and fruitful interpretation. If
the on-site physics and hybridization picture is being ex-
plained on the level of interplay between two different
unit cells, one can then state one of this cell as having
zero translation vector T = 0 (i.e. choose the coordinate
system origin) and express how it couples with some an-
other cell with translation T :[

Hσ(T )
]
ij
= tσij + εσi δij δT 0 . (3)

where Hσ(T ) is the unit cell sized matrix, whereas in-
dices ij denote selection of i atom from T = 0 cell and j
atom from T cell, interplay of which appear as the sector
of this matrix. Naturally, the case of the both cells being
actually the same one with T = 0 includes, apart from
intra-cell atomic couplings, the on-site electron energies.
This matrix form is convenient to be presented in the

reciprocal space

Hσ(k) =
∑
T

Hσ(T ) · exp(ikT ) (4)
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to introduce the Green’s functions toolbox. According to
the definition, we write the expression for k-dependent
Green’s function:

Gσ(E,k) =
{
E −Hσ(k)

}−1
, (5)

where E denotes the spectrum sweep energy as the diag-
onal matrix of Hamiltonian matrix size. Then the inter-
site version, describing the coupling between atoms i and
j, reads

Gσ
ij =

1

Nk

∑
k

[
Gσ(E,k)

]
ĩj̃
· exp(−ikTij) , (6)

where Tij is the translation vector, which connects the
unit cells of these atoms, Nk is the number of Monkhorst-
Pack grid points [31] and

[
Gσ(E,k)

]
ĩj̃

is the sector of

unit cell sized matrix, which could be interpreted as the
interplay between two sublattices of the crystal.

The concept of sublattice goes as following. Each atom
in the unit cell has its own local position in this cell.
And the group of atoms from different cells but with
the same local positions compose the sublattice, where
all distances are fully defined by translation vectors T .
Therefore, the crystal itself could be presented as the
entirety of sublattices, amount of which is simply the
number of atoms in the unit cell. For the further analysis
it is crucially to note that

[
Gσ(E,k)

]
ĩj̃

alone actually

depends on the local positions of atoms i and j in their
unit cells (the tilde denotes corresponding sublattice),
but not on Tij .

If under our consideration are only 3d systems, the
spin-orbit coupling (SOC) could be added to initial elec-
tron model, Eq. (2), as a perturbation [25, 35]. In this
framework MCA energy along quantization axis (com-
monly denoted as z) reads [26]

Eelectron =

− 1

2π

∑
ij

∫ EF

−∞
ImTrL,σ

[
Hso Gij H

so Gji

]
dE ,

(7)

where EF is the Fermi energy, TrLσ is the trace over or-
bital (L) and spin (σ) indices, the Green’s functions are

expressed in a spinor form Gij =
(G↑

ij 0

0 G↓
ij

)
and the SOC

operator for d shell Hso = λLS =
( [Hso]↑↑ [Hso]↑↓

[Hso]↓↑ [Hso]↓↓

)
remains constant and equal for any atom taken into ac-
count (with λ as the small parameter).

Finding MCA energy along some another direction
(sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ) requires corresponding ro-
tation from (0, 0, 1), applied to Hso:

Hso(φ, θ) = U−1(φ, θ)Hso U(φ, θ) , (8)

where

U(φ, θ) =

(
cos(θ/2) sin(θ/2) · e−iφ

−sin(θ/2) · eiφ cos(θ/2)

)
(9)

is Wigner’s rotation matrix. Thus established
Eelectron(φ, θ) could be fitted by Eq. (1) in terms of Aµν

i
for particular set of

∣∣Si

∣∣:
[Aµν

i ]∗ =

argmin
{Aµν}

[ ∫∫
φ,θ

∣∣∣∣Espin(φ, θ)− Eelectron(φ, θ)
∣∣∣∣ dφ dθ

]
.

(10)

B. Optimization

First of all, we should note that MCA energy, Eq. (7),
in fact represents the simple composition of individual
magnetic pictures, centered on different i atom. The ex-
plicit indication Eelectron(φ, θ) =

∑
i{Eelectron(φ, θ)}i en-

ables one to directly match them with the terms of spin
Hamiltonian, Eq. (1).

Therefore, finding of each {Eelectron(φ, θ)}i requires
successive consideration of all crystal’s atoms (indexed as
j) in a pairwise manner. In the case of insulating systems,
where short-ranged micro-magnetic interactions prevail,
it appears enough to take into account the atoms up to
the third coordination sphere to obtain the converged re-
sult [29, 34, 36]. On the contrary, metallic systems, due
to conduction electrons, demonstrate long-ranged behav-
ior and hence strongly decelerate the convergence [28–
30, 37, 38]. Even assuming it to be possibly reached
(by no means guaranteed), we should consider hundreds
of coordination spheres to obtain {Eelectron(φ, θ)}i for
one particular set of φ, θ and i. The situation is addi-
tionally worsened by the fact, that numerical stability
of Eq. (7) appears sensible to the density of k-points
grid the Green’s functions are calculated on [25]. It dra-
matically escalates the expected calculation time on the
modern multiprocessor computer and rises the technical
demands to the required RAM.

To find the comprehensive solution in this paper we
suggest to rewrite the expression for MCA energy,
Eq. (7), in terms of local k-dependent Green’s functions
instead of inter-site ones. As the first step for the sake of
brevity let us define an operator:

F̂ [•] = − 1

2π

∫ EF

−∞
ImTrL,σ

[
•
]
dE . (11)

Then derivation starts from Eq. (7) with explicitly high-
lighted descriptions of {Eelectron(φ, θ)}i:

Eelectron(φ, θ) =∑
i

F̂
[∑

j

Hso(φ, θ)Gij H
so(φ, θ)Gji

]
. (12)

Let us substitute the expanded form of Gij and Gji from

Eq. (6) into the argument of F̂ . Here we employ the
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independence of
[
Gσ(E,k)

]
ĩj̃

from Tij :∑
j

Hso(φ, θ)Gij H
so(φ, θ)Gji =

1

Nk

1

Nk′

∑
j̃

∑
kk′

×Hso(φ, θ)
[
G(E,k)

]
ĩj̃
Hso(φ, θ)

[
G(E,k′)

]
j̃ĩ

×
∑
Tij

exp
(
i {k′ − k}Tij

)
.

(13)

The last sum could be found analytically:∑
Tij

exp
(
i {k′ − k}Tij

)
= Nk · δ(k′ − k) (14)

and follows us to the final expression:

Eelectron(φ, θ) =∑
i

1

Nk
F̂
[∑

j̃

∑
k

Hso(φ, θ)
[
G(E,k)

]
ĩj̃

×Hso(φ, θ)
[
G(E,k)

]
j̃ĩ

]
.

(15)

The prime advantage of this result is emphasized to be
vanishing of the direct spacial sum over all crystal’s atoms
j with the subsequent replacement by the composition of
sublattice-originated terms j̃ in a little amount of a num-
ber of atoms in the unit cell. Therefore, in view of the fact
that for metallic systems the former sum contains hun-
dreds of non-negligible contributions, the numerical cal-
culation of Eelectron on some grid of (φ, θ) using Eq. (15)
is expected to be two orders of magnitude faster than the
same employment of Eq. (7) with Eq. (8).
Furthermore, Eq. (15) possesses robuster stability by

means of k-grid density. In order to show it let us carry
out the formal analysis in a following way. Any con-
sidered inter-site Green’s function, calculated on some
practically implementable grid with Nk k-points, we can
express as the deviation from the ”ideal” case Nk = ∞.
Naturally, if the ”real” grid is dense enough, this devia-
tion should be stated small. One thus can write

Gij(Nk) = Gij(∞) + δGij(Nk) . (16)

Substituting it into Eq. (7) results in

Eelectron =
∑
ij

F̂
[
Hso Gij(∞)Hso Gji(∞)

]
+ F̂

[
Hso δGij(Nk)H

so δGji(Nk)
]

+ F̂
[
Hso Gij(∞)Hso δGji(Nk)

]
+ F̂

[
Hso δGij(Nk)H

so Gji(∞)
]
.

(17)

Here the first term corresponds to theoretically exact
Eelectron and the second term could be assumed negligible
as proportional to the square of small deviation. Whereas

the third and the fourth term appear linearly dependent
from this deviation, notably amplified by Gij(∞) and
Gji(∞), correspondingly. This fact stands as a clear
explanation why for non-insulating real materials the
Eelectron might not approach the convergence by means
of technically available k-grid density [25]. In compari-
son with Eq. (7), our final expression, Eq. (15), contains
only one sum over k-points, which eliminates the pos-
sibility to escalate the finite k-grid reasoned deviation
by Green’s functions themselves. In the next section we
show that it indeed results in more robust convergence,
even for metallic systems.

III. IMPLEMENTATION

A. Single atom model

The first and most important step for validation of the
suggested MCA energy expression, Eq. (15), should be
representation of the simplest possible model for which
the anisotropy direction can be predicted on the basis
of general physical considerations. The problem of con-
structing such a model appears non-trivial, since it is
necessary to design the spatial inhomogeneity of the or-
bital moment and perform its transmission to the spin
moment.

Obviously, we should start with the remark that ob-
servation of MCA requires uncompensated spin moment.
Consequently, only partially occupied electron orbitals
are expected to contribute. Therefore, the simplest band
structure (of 3d systems) to highlight the MCA could
contain five d-orbitals, that have one spin channel com-
pletely empty or fully occupied, and another one - nearly
half-filled.

In addition, the bandwidth is known to play an impor-
tant role. Traditionally, it is understood as proportional
to the net hybridization of an orbital with its surround-
ings. But to satisfy our goal of simplicity, we can confine
its representation within only one Γ point in the recipro-
cal space. In this frame the bandwidth could be approxi-
mated by on-site energy difference between d-orbitals. It
grants a remarkable possibility to completely remove the
crystal field from focus, turning the crystal model into a
model of the single atom with five free parameters only
- the on-site electron energy on d-orbitals with the spin
projection, which corresponds to the nearly half-filling
case (another spin channel is tuned to be fully occupied
also by means of corresponding on-site electron energies).

Thus, one can clearly distinguish the orbitals xy and
x2 − y2 as lying in the plane perpendicular to the quan-
tization axis z (in-plane orbitals), and the orbitals xz,
yz and 3z2 − r2 lying outside this plane (out-of-plane
orbitals).

Assuming that through the spin-orbit interaction
mechanism in-plane and out-of-plane orbitals hybridize
independently of each other, the number of free param-
eters can be reduced to two: in-plane and out-of-plane
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splitting. In order to provide the half-filling occupancy
for one spin channel we define the energies as follows

ε↑(x2 − y2) = −V∥

ε↑(xy) = +V∥

ε↑(3z2 − r2) = −V⊥ ,

ε↑(xz) = +V⊥

ε↑(yz) = +V⊥

(18)

where 2V∥ and 2V⊥ are the in-plane and out-of-plane
splittings, correspondingly, spin ”down” is assumed fully
occupied and the Fermi level is zero.

It is important to note that this model, despite its
simplicity, turns out to have an fruitful implementations
to explain MCA in real materials. For instance, in work
[39] authors use the same principles of band structure
schematization to qualitatively describe the appearance
of in-plane and out-of-plane magnetic anisotropy in a Co
monolayer sandwiched between Au layers. The density of
states of Co atoms’ d-shell, found from the first-principles
calculations [40], indeed shows full occupancy for one spin
channel and partial occupancy for the other one.

Authors demonstrate that the direction of MCA is sig-
nificantly affected by interaction between the layers. In
its absence (the case of a free-standing Co layer) the
tetragonal symmetry of the crystal field leads the out-of-
plane component of the orbital moment to be quenched.
Therefore, the orientation of the spin momentum is also
expected to be in-plane. The introduction of Au layers
from above and below enhances out-of-plane hybridiza-
tion, which makes corresponding component of the or-
bital moment predominant and consequently changes the
character of magnetic spin anisotropy.

By relating the width of electron bands to the intensity
of in-plane and out-of-plane splitting, authors numeri-
cally analyze the MCA character as a function of V⊥/V∥.
The calculations reproduce an in-plane anisotropy at
V⊥/V∥ < 1 and an out-of-plane direction in the oppo-
site case. It successfully reproduces the expectations for
real materials, with the given parameters, estimated in
the work [39]: V⊥ = 0.5 eV, V∥ = 1 eV for the free Co
layer and V⊥ = 1.5 eV, V∥ = 1 eV for the Au/Co/Au
layered structure.

Comprehensive elaboration of considered single atom
model using suggested MCA energy expression, Eq. (15),
is summarized in Fig. 1. One can mention on the den-
sity of states spectrum, where the width of each band
is approximated by a composition of two (in-plane or-
bitals) and three (out-of-plane orbitals) single-peaked
bands, which are connected to each other through the
spin-orbital coupling. It is clearly seen, that employing
k-dependent Green’s functions perfectly reproduces the
same picture of MCA, with rigorous switching of the di-
rection while crossing the V⊥/V∥ = 1 point. Apart from
the qualitative consistence, our approach yields

∆E = Eelectron(φ, θ = 0◦)− Eelectron(φ, θ = 90◦) (19)

FIG. 1. Single atom model. (a) MCA energy as a function
of θ, obtained using Eq. (15) (this energy is degenerated with
respect to φ). In the legend there are correspoding values
of V⊥/V∥. (b) MCA energy difference between out-of-plane
and in-plane direction, Eq. (19). (c, d) Density of states,
calculated for Co monolayer (V∥ = 1 eV, V⊥ = 0.5 eV) and for
the Au/Co/Au layered structure (V∥ = 1 eV, V⊥ = 1.5 eV)
(Eq. (18), Fermi level is zero). Note that this model does
not contain any hopping integrals, Eq. (2), causing complete
independence from k-grid density.
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as 2 meV for the free Co layer and −0.7 meV for the
Au/Co/Au sandwich (with spin-orbital constant λ =
0.07 eV), exactly as it is reported in [39]. Hereinafter
omitting φ as an argument denotes the absence of the ac-
tual dependency for particular case under consideration.
Obtained using Eq. (10) SIAT has the diagonal form

with [Axx
i ]∗ = [Ayy

i ]∗ = Eelectron(φ, θ = 90◦)/
∣∣Si

∣∣2 and

[Azz
i ]∗ = Eelectron(φ, θ = 0◦)/

∣∣Si

∣∣2, where ∣∣Si

∣∣ = 5/2.

B. Simple metal model

The next step of our study is to compare the numerical
stability of Eq. (15) with the original approach involving
an internal sum over lattice atoms, Eq. (7). As man-
ifested, the prime motivation for the new expression is
to improve the slow or absent convergence of the inter-
nal sum if metallic system is considered. Let us extend
the single atom model by setting back the natural mech-
anism of bandwidth formation - hybridization with the
orbitals of neighboring atoms, described by hopping in-
tegrals, Eq. (2). For this purpose, we are to explicitly
take into account the crystal lattice, at least in a mini-
mal concept.

For the sake of preserving the framework of V∥ and
V⊥ parameters as bandwidth tuners, here one can intro-
duce an one-dimensional simple crystal chain with the
following traits: one spin channel (”down”) is fully occu-
pied with no hoppings; for another spin channel on-site
electron energies ε↑ are set zero and non-zero diagonal

hopping matrices t↑i(α) j(β) = t↑(α) δαβ are only between

the first nearest neighbours.
Thus, once the connection

t↑(x2 − y2) = V∥/2

t↑(xy) = V∥/2

t↑(3z2 − r2) = V⊥/2 ,

t↑(xz) = V⊥/2

t↑(yz) = V⊥/2

(20)

is provided, we get five independent bands

[H↑(k)]α = 2 t↑(α) cos(kx · a) , (21)

where kx represents 1D reciprocal space, a is the lattice
constant, and the bandwidth is 4 t↑(α), in a correspon-
dence with the single atom model.

The examination of this model in Green’s functions
formalism is given in Fig. 2. Here we analyze the same
set of V⊥ and V∥ parameters, which corresponds to free
Co monolayer and Au/Co/Au sandwich, complemented
by V⊥/V∥ = 1 case as a critical one.
The first to note is that the two-peaked structure of the

density of states curves (Fig. 2, bottom, inset) appears as
more physically rigorous representation of the real elec-
tronic structure than it was in the single atom model

FIG. 2. MCA energy difference between out-of-plane and
in-plane direction for the simple 1D metal model, Eq. (19).
(top) Dependence from the k-points amount of the value, ob-
tained using Eq. (15). (bottom) Employing the Eq. (7), where
the pairwise contributions sum is being limited by setting the
most distant neighbour taken into account. Dashed lines de-
note the values, obtained using Eq. (15). The k-points grid
is 400 × 1 × 1. The inset shows the density of states for
two considered cases, with the Fermi level adjusted to maxi-
mize metallicity. Purple and green lines depict in-plane and
out-of-plane d-orbitals.

(Fig. 1, c-d), where these bands were approximated
by composition of two single-peaked curves. Therefore,
we expect the same dynamics of MCA with respect to
V⊥/V∥.

In order to validate the suggested expression stable for
metallic systems, for all cases we adjust the Fermi level
to be on the peak of density of states, as it is shown in
the inset. Fig. 2 (top) illustrates that the anticipated
tendency of switching the character of MCA in the point
V⊥/V∥ = 1 is perfectly reproduced in frame of the sim-
ple metal model. One can also observe the reliable con-
vergence of ∆E as k-grid density enhances, despite the
irregular perturbations on the way. It ensures the appli-
cability of Eq. (15) for real metallic compounds, which
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appears especially important on the background of [25],
where numerical stability of Eq. (7) by means of k-grid
revealed questionable.

Finally, in the Fig. 2 (bottom) we study the MCA en-
ergy to be estimated using the Eq. (7), as the maximum
distance between atoms i and j to contribute to the spa-
cial sum increases. One can see that it takes dozens of
coordination spheres to take into account for providing
the convergence, whereas the values to approach could
be found using suggested expression, Eq. (15). Hence,
we can again state it valid for the strongly metallic sys-
tems, and the basic problem of the spacial sum to be well
circumvented.

Finding SIAT reveals that it inherits the same struc-
ture as was found for the single atom model: [Axx

i ]∗ =

[Ayy
i ]∗ = Eelectron(φ, θ = 90◦)/

∣∣Si

∣∣2 and [Azz
i ]∗ =

Eelectron(φ, θ = 0◦)/
∣∣Si

∣∣2 (degeneneracy with respect to
φ is also preserved). It proves the ∆E parameter to be
decisive to exhaustively capture the MCA picture for the
materials, where intra-atomic physics contributes com-
parably with the spin-lattice interaction.

C. Cobalt monoxide

It is known that the strong MCA possessed by real bulk
crystals is quite rare, due to the high lattice symmetry.
The common values of ∆E have the order of µeV, but
some set of factors met together in one material can boost
the value up to a several meV.

A good example is cobalt monoxide CoO, a rock-salt
structure of which is distorted by presence of AFM II
magnetic order at low temperatures. Accompanied by
partially filled t2g orbitals of Co atoms, the robustness
of MCA are theoretically showed [1] to be about 1 meV,
generating an easy axis.

The monoclinic crystal structure of CoO is illustrated
in Fig. 3 (top). One can clearly see the stacking of the
ferromagnetic planes along [101] with opposite direction
of local spin magnetic moments for neighbouring planes,
which constitutes the AFM II magnetic order. Important
to mention that the stacking direction appears different
from the ordinary cubic [111] [32], thus in the text below
all corresponding results from references we translate into
the coordinate system with the stacking along [101].

The spatial configuration of Co atoms in the unit cell is
presented in Fig. 3 (bottom). Each of four atoms in the
cell thus belongs to different crystal’s sublattice, high-
lighting the fact that the physical lattice of the Co atoms
can be understood as the composition of four embedded
Bravais lattices.

To elaborate the question of MCA in CoO we per-
form the first-principles calculations using the GGA+U
method [41]. The low-energy model of magnetoactive
Co 3d-shell is obtained in the basis of Wannier functions
[42–44], and expressed as its tight-binding Hamiltonian,
Eq. (2). Details are provided in the Appendix A.

FIG. 3. The crystal structure of CoO with monoclinic distor-
tion. (top) Stacking of the ferromagnetic Co planes. The blue
(green) spheres represent Co atoms with the spin up (down),
and the red spheres denote oxygen atoms. The highlighted
plane in our study is (101), thus the stacking is assumed to
be along [101]. (bottom) Positions of Co atoms in the unit
cell. The yellow (#1) and blue (#2) spheres are Co atoms
with the spin up, and green (#3 and #4) spheres show atoms
with the spin down. The number in parentheses corresponds
to the local positions given in Appendix A. The yellow color
highlights the atom with the local position (0, 0, 0) Å and
indicates it as for which the MCA energy profile is estimated.
Two planes are depicted to facilitate the visual view.

Spin magnetic moment per Co atom is obtained as
2.53 µB , which is in a good agreement with previous es-
timations reported [1, 45–47]. Nevertheless, various ex-
change functionals are shown to produce the value closer
to 3 µB [47]. It enables us to treat the on-site spin mag-
netic moment of each Co atom as spin

∣∣Si

∣∣ = 3/2 for
parameterize the model, Eq. (1), by means of SIAT.

The Monkhorst-Pack grid in use is 20× 20× 20, which
commonly appears as a reliable density to produce phys-
ically valid numerical estimations [29, 30] for transition
metal bulk magnets. Nevertheless, for the Co atom with
the local position (0, 0, 0) Å (see Fig. 3 (bottom) and
Appendix A) the computation of MCA energy full angu-
lar profile on φ×θ grid with density of 8×21 points took
≈ 360 hours using two processors Intel Xeon E5 2670
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v3 with 48 parallel threads in total. The application of
Eq. (7) would increase this time by one or two orders
of magnitude, not to mention the convergence problems
highlighted above, which once again emphasizes the prac-
tical significance of the suggested approach.

The resulting angular profiles of MCA energy differ-
ence obtained using Eq. (15) in the form of

∆E(φ, θ) =
Eelectron(φ, θ)− Eelectron(φ = 0◦, θ = 0◦)

(22)

for φ = 0◦ and φ = 90◦ are given in Fig. 4. The Ref. [47]
reports the curves of remarkable consistence with ours
and traces the nature of them as proportional to the an-
gular dependence profile of the orbital magnetic moment
on the Co atom. Authors also performed the fitting of
the MAE energy difference angular profile by trigonomet-
ric functions, designed for rhombohedral or monoclinic
symmetry [48]. It results in estimation of the easy axis
direction as [1̄ 0 7.2]. However, the experimentally mea-
sured directions appears in a variation from [1̄ 0 7.1] to
[1̄ 0 2.8] [32, 33, 49]. Thus, the origins of the easy axis in
CoO are worthy to be under consideration.

For this purpose we firstly map our MAE energy an-
gular profile onto the spin model, Eq. (1). Thus found
SIAT reads (in meV)

[Ai=1]
∗ =

−2.512 0 0.567
0 −1.725 0

0.567 0 −2.147

 . (23)

Minimization of the Eq. (1) with respect to (ex, ey, ez)
yields [1̄ 0 0.75] = [4̄ 0 3] for the easy axis direc-
tion. Equality ey = 0 was anticipated directly from
the rigorous symmetry of MAE energy angular profile:
Eelectron(ex, ey, ez) = Eelectron(ex, − ey, ez), provided
by our local coordinate system adjustment. One can
readily mention that this axis lies close to the ferromag-
netic plane (101) of Co atoms (the angle between this
plane and the axis is ≈ 8 ◦). It leads to hypothesis that
the nature of this axis resides in the plane (101).

To provide an verification we employ an remarkable
feature of Eq. (15), that allows one to directly decompose
the MCA energy value onto individual contributions of
the sublattices:

∆E(φ, θ) =
∑
j̃

{∆E(φ, θ)}j̃ . (24)

We uncover a dramatic difference in proportions of these
contributions. Two sublattices, which constitute the fer-
romagnetic plane with the Co atom (0, 0, 0) Å included,
appear with dominating role in developing of the whole
MCA energy angular profile (Fig. 4). Whereas contri-
butions of the rest two sublattices, which describe the
AFM related plane-plane interaction, are revealed nearly
negligible (∼ 0.1 µeV). Thus we can reliably state our
assumption reasonable and hence (101) planar physics
drives the easy axis formation in CoO.

FIG. 4. MCA energy difference (meV) in CoO, obtained in
the form of Eq. (22) for Co atom with local (0, 0, 0) Å position
in the unit cell. (top) Angular profile with φ = 0◦. (bottom)
Angular profile with φ = 90◦. The contribution of the sub-
lattice with this atom included is denoted as {∆E(φ, θ)}j̃=1.
The case of another sublattice, which constitutes the ferro-
magnetic plane with the first one, is {∆E(φ, θ)}j̃=2. The con-
tributions of the rest two sublattices (with AFM orientation)
are negligibly small. The atom of each four sublattices in
the unit cell with zero translation vector is given in the Ap-
pendix A as rj . The illustration of the unit cell is given in
Fig. 3 (bottom).

It opens up a new perspectives towards experimental
control of the MCA by applying a directional pressure
along (101). Taking into account, that the character of
the monoclinic distortion is known to be significantly sen-
sible to hydrostatic pressure [1, 2], one could expect non-
trivial influence on the magnetism of CoO in the proposed
conditions.

In Fig. 4 we also find instructive to consider the differ-
ence between sublattices of the ferromagnetic plane. The
sublattice with the Co atom (0, 0, 0) Å included naturally
appears special, because incorporates all purely on-site
physics of this atom. To contrast it we should assume
that these two sublattices by means of atom-lattice inter-
action contribute similarly to ∆E(φ, θ). In this case the
estimation of on-site effects impact could be performed
as

δon-site(φ, θ) =
|{∆E(φ, θ)}j̃=1 − {∆E(φ, θ)}j̃=2|

|∆E(φ, θ)|
. (25)

Thus we obtain for the maximum of φ = 0◦ profile, for
the minimum of φ = 0◦ profile and for the maximum of
φ = 90◦ profile (Fig. 4) 44.3%, 43.8% and 46.7%, corre-
spondingly. Such uniformity in developing of the whole
profile clearly points out the complicated nature of MCA
in CoO, where the intra-atomic effects stand in line with
spin-lattice interplay.
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IV. CONCLUSION

As a result of our research, we found out that the em-
ployment of electronic Green’s functions with k resolu-
tion actually led to significantly more stable results of
MCA energy for metallic systems. Testing on the effec-
tive model of individual d -atom showed full agreement
with the general physical expectations. The study of
simple one-dimensional model with contrasted metallic-
ity showed that the expression for MCA energy, based on
inter-site Green’s functions, has an asymptotic behavior
as the maximal distance between atoms to be taken into
account grows. The values to be converged to were suc-
cessfully estimated using suggested approach, confirming
its fruitfulness.

The ab initio study of cobalt monoxide, empowered by
the approach, has lifted the veil from the physical mech-
anisms, underlying the forming of the MCA picture. The
decomposition of MCA energy profile into the contribu-
tions of four Co sublattices proved the ferromagnetic Co
plane dominant in generating of the easy axis and en-
abled one to qualitatively distinguish itinerant mecha-
nisms from the intra-atomic Co effects.

Thus, the approach suggested in this work was shown
effective for studying the effects of magnetocrystalline
anisotropy in both model and real materials with a metal-
lic electronic structure.
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Appendix A: Ab initio calculations of CoO

We performed the first-principles calculations of CoO
electronic structure within density functional theory
(DFT) [50]. For this purpose we employ the generalized
gradient approximation with an effective Coulomb repul-
sion on the Co atoms (GGA+U ) and the Perdew-Burke-
Ernzerhof (PBE) exchange-correlation functional [41].
The GGA+U calculations are based on the scheme of
Dudarev et al. [51] and we perform it using the Quantum-
Espresso simulation package [52].

The basic parameters of the simulation are following:

• The energy cutoff of the plane wave basis construc-
tion is set to 330 eV;

• The energy convergence criterion is 10−6 eV;

• The 20×20×20 Monkhorst-Pack grid was employed
to carry out integration over the Brillouin zone;

• The lattice vectors are: a = (6.07, 0, 0) Å;
b = (0, 2.96, 0) Å; c = (3.07, 0, 4.23) Å;

• The local positions of four Co atoms in the unit
cell are: r1 = (0, 0, 0) Å; r2 = (4.57, 1.48, 2.11) Å;
r3 = (3.03, 0, 0) Å; r4 = (1.54, 1.48, 2.11) Å;

• An effective Coulomb repulsion parameter is
U = 4 eV, in consistency with Ref. [1].

Fig. 5 gives the resulting band structure of CoO, which
is in excellent agreement with that presented in previous
theoretical studies [53].

To construct the low-energy model of magnetoactive
Co 3d-shell we project obtained from GGA+U wave
functions onto maximally localized Wannier functions
[42–44], describing along with the 3d states also 4s, 4p
states for cobalt and 2s, 2p states for oxygen, because of
the essential entanglement of corresponding bands. As it
is seen from Fig. 5, the resulting model perfectly repro-
duces DFT band structure in wide energy range.

FIG. 5. The band structure of CoO, obtained from GGA+U
calculations (green solid line) and from low-energy model
(blue points). The high symmetry points are Y(0.5, 0, 0),
Γ(0, 0, 0), Z(0.5, 0.5, 0), C(0.5, 0.5, 0). The Fermi level is zero.
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