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ENHANCED SECOND-ORDER GAUSS-SEIDEL PROJECTION METHODS FOR
THE LANDAU-LIFSHITZ EQUATION

PANCHI LI AND XTAO-PING WANG*

ABSTRACT. The dynamics of magnetization in ferromagnetic materials are modeled by the Landau-
Lifshitz equation, which presents significant challenges due to its inherent nonlinearity and non-convex
constraint. These complexities necessitate efficient numerical methods for micromagnetics simulations.
The Gauss-Seidel Projection Method (GSPM), first introduced in 2001, is among the most efficient
techniques currently available. However, existing GSPMs are limited to first-order accuracy. This paper
introduces two novel second-order accurate GSPMs based on a combination of the biharmonic equation
and the second-order backward differentiation formula, achieving computational complexity comparable
to that of solving the scalar biharmonic equation implicitly. The first proposed method achieves
unconditional stability through Gauss-Seidel updates, while the second method exhibits conditional
stability with a Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy constant of 0.25. Through consistency analysis and numerical
experiments, we demonstrate the efficacy and reliability of these methods. Notably, the first method
displays unconditional stability in micromagnetics simulations, even when the stray field is updated

only once per time step.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ferromagnetic materials are ideal candidates for magnetic recording applications due to their in-
trinsic magnetic properties. This class of materials locally exhibits a net magnetic moment, known
as magnetization, in the absence of external magnetic fields. The distribution of magnetization in
the magnetic body gives rise to various static magnetic textures, such as the domain wall, magnetic
vortex and skyrmions. When the magnetic field, spin-polarized current or temperature gradient is
applied, the magnetic textures would be driven, collapsed and generated, where the dynamics of the
magnetization is guided by the Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation [13], [16].

The LL equation consists of the gyromagnetic and damping terms. The gyromagnetic term models
the precession of the magnetization and conserves the magnetic free energy of the system, whereas the
damping term governs the dissipation of energy. Below Curie’s temperature, the length of magnetiza-
tion is a constant at a point-wise level, and this infers the non-convex constraint in the LL equation. In
addition, both the gyromagnetic term and damping term are strongly nonlinear. These accumulated
features pose challenges in designing efficient and stable numerical methods for simulating the LL
equation in micromagnetics simulations.

Over the past several decades, various numerical approaches have been developed for the micro-
magnetics simulations, see e.g. review papers [1I, [10, [I5] and references therein. The explicit methods,
such as Runge-Kutta methods [7, 20], are favored in the early days. Explicit methods commonly
suffer from stability where a small temporal step size is allowed, which results in the low efficiency
of micromagnetics simulations even when certain adaptive strategies are adopted. On the contrary,
the implicit Crank-Nicolson [0} T1] method maintains the length of magnetization and the energy law
simultaneously. Nevertheless, the solvability of the implicit methods is strictly constrained with a ratio
between the mesh size and time step size, and the iteration solver is required in applications due to the
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nonlinearity. These issues can be addressed by using linearized implicit methods, also known as the
semi-implicit methods, such as the semi-implicit Euler method [9], implicit-explicit approaches [3], the
semi-implicit backward differentiation formula (BDF) methods [2, 22] and the semi-implicit Crank-
Nicolson method [4]. Semi-implicit methods are characterized by their unconditional stability, unique
solvability, and high efficiency. When a normalized step is further applied, the length of magnetization
is preserved, although the energy law cannot be strictly maintained. Conversely, in linearized implicit
methods, the preservation of magnetization length is not guaranteed, which may lead to inaccurate so-
lution in long-time simulations. In this regard, high-order accurate methods exhibit their advantages,
and some recent progress has been made such as the predictor-corrector methods [8] and IMEX-RK
method [14]. In practice, the high-order methods not only provide a more accurate numerical solution
but also can release the constriction of time step size. An intriguing example is provided in [17], where
the use of the second-order BDF (BDF2) scheme permits a larger time step for simulating the LL
equation with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction.

In addition to the aforementioned methods, there exists a class of numerical approaches known as
Gauss-Seidel projection methods (GSPMs). These methods have a computational complexity compa-
rable to that of solving the scalar heat equation implicitly and are faster than a 4th-order Runge-Kutta
method [5]. The GSPM was first proposed in 2001 [21] and has since been extensively used to study
magnetization dynamics under various external controls. To enhance stability and computational effi-
ciency, these methods have been developed in recent years [12], 18, [19]. However, all available GSPMs
are currently only first-order accurate in time.

In this paper, we present two second-order GSPMs, in which biharmonic equations are first solved
to construct the second-order approximation of the Laplacian operator. By a combination of the
semi-implicit BDF2 scheme, the second-order approximation for the LL equation is obtained. The
computational complexity is therefore on the order of solving the scalar biharmonic equation implic-
itly. With the application of Gauss-Seidel updates, we numerically demonstrate one is unconditionally
stable, while another is conditionally stable with the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) constant of 0.25.
In addition, based on the proposed Scheme A we provide an unconditionally stable method for micro-
magnetics simulations. Numerical experiments demonstrate that it maintains unconditionally stable
with respect to the damping parameter and reaches optimal efficiency in micromagnetics simulations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the fundamental model
problem. We introduce the GSPM and present the second-order GSPMs in Section 3. Numerical
experiments of 1D, 2D and 3D examples are conducted in Section 4. An application of the proposed
Scheme A for micromagnetics simulations is presented in Section 5. The conclusions are drawn in

Section 6.

2. LL EQUATION

Let M = (M, My, M3)" denote the magnetization, and the LL equation reads as

(2.1) M = —yM x H— 29M x (M x H),
M;
where v is the gyromagnetic ratio, 0 < o < 1 is the dimensionless damping parameter, My = |M]|

is the saturation magnetization, and H is the effective magnetic field derived from the variational
calculation of the energy functional

B A 9 M Ho 2
(2.2) E[M] _/Q [MSQ IVM|* 4+ @ <Ms> — noHe M} dx + 2 Jp IVU|" dx.

Here pg denotes the permeability of vacuum, A is the exchange constant, and H, is the external
magnetic field. In this paper, we will consider the uniaxial anisotropy with the easy-axis e; = (1,0, 0)7,
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ie., ®(M/M;) = K,(M3 + M3)/(M2?) with K, the anisotropy constant. The last term on the right-
hand side of ([2.2) is the dipolar energy from the stray field induced by the magnetization inhomogeneity
and discontinuity, in which

U= [ VNGx-y)-Miy)ay.
where N(x) = —1/(4n|x|). Hence the effective field is
2A 2K

2.3 Heg = —5AM - —2

where e = (0,1,0)7, e3 = (0,0,1)” and Hy = —VU defines the stray field.
Using the definitions Heg = poMsh, Ho = Mih,, Hy = M hg, and M = M m, with the spatial
rescaling x — Lx (L the diameter of ), the dimensionless form of the LL energy functional is
1

(2.4) Ffm] = 2/ [€19m? + g(m3 + m3) — 2h, -m — 2h, - m| dx.

where € = 24/(uoM2L?), q = 2K,/(noM?) and E[m] = E[M]/(uoM2). Furthermore, with the
temporal rescaling t — t(Mspoy) ™!, the dimensionless LL equation reads as

(Mzez + Mzes) + poHe + poHs,

(2.5) Om=-mxh—-amx (mxh),
where
(2.6) h = eAm — ¢(mgey + mse3) + he + hg.

Over a bounded domain, the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition is used as
(2.7) d,m = 0,

where v represents the outward unit normal vector along boundary surface 9f).

3. GSPMs FOR THE LL EQUATION
For the sake of simplicity and clarity, we consider the LL equation
(3.1) Om=-m x Am —am X (m x Am),
in which only the exchange field Am is considered. The corresponding energy functional is

(3.2) E.[m] = % /Q Vim|?dx.

Given a nonequilibrium initialization mj,(x) = mg(x) satisfying |mg(x)| = 1 in a point-wise sense,
the energy decays as time evolves, and the length of magnetization is preserved in a point-wise
sense simultaneously.

The earliest version of the GSPM was proposed in [2I], and subsequent improvements were made
in [12, 19]. An attempt to develop the second-order GSPM was made in [I8], where the GSPM-BDF2
enhanced the efficiency of micromagnetic simulations but did not achieve second-order accuracy. To
explain the accuracy of this class of approaches clearly, we consider the gyromagnetic equation

(3.3) Om = —m x Am.
The first-order GSPM solves it in fractional steps as follows:
m* — m"”
4 ———— =Am"
(34) = A,
mn+1 —m" " m* —m”
(3:5) AL MIXTA

It is evident that only heat equations need to be solved during the time stepping, which allows the Fast

Fourier Transform technique to be conveniently applied when the regularity domain is considered.
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The first-order approximation of (3.5)) for the gyromagnetic equation (3.3 can be obtained by the
Taylor expansion. According to the equation (3.4), we have

(3.6) m* = (I — AtA)"'m"” = m” + AtAm” + A?A’m" + - - .
A combination of (3.5)) and (3.6]) yields
n+1l _ n * n
(3.7) e N o mnx T Atm = -—m" x Am" — Atm" x A’m" + ... |

which indicates that if m € C*([0,T7]; [C°()]*) N L>([0,T7]; [C*(€2)]*), the numerical scheme (3.4)-
shall provide the first-order accurate solution in time. Obviously, is conditionally stable,
and the stability can be improved by the application of the Gauss-Seidel update for components of
magnetization.

Similar to the GSPM-BDF2 as in [I§], the construction of second-order GSPM is based on the
semi-implicit BDF2 scheme as

3 +1 _ 1an-1
(3.8) am” 2m" + ym™ — —@" x Am™tL,
At
where m"*! = 2m” —m"~!. According to (3.6 and , we see that m* is the first-order approxima-
tion of m™, as well as m*&mn for Am"™. Hence the direct combination of (3.6]) and (3.8), GSPM-BDF2
method, only achieves the first-order accuracute approximation.

Instead of the Taylor expansion (3.6)), we consider

(3.9) (I — AtA + APAY) ™ = T+ AtA — ABA3 + ... .

Therefore, we solve the biharmonic equation with the backward Fuler method, and the second-order
GSPM is

m* — mn+l

(3.10) A7 = Am* — AtA’m*,
3 1 1. n—1 . .
(3.11) " m2m gm0 T
' At At
Using a similar expansion as in (3.7), we have
%anrl —2m" + %mnfl i1 y mn—i—l 4 AtAIfln'H _ At3A3mn+1 4 — rhn—H
= —m
At At
(3.12) = —m"" x Am" — AZm" T x Al 4

This indicates that if m € C3([0, T7]; [C°(Q)]*)NC2([0, T]; [C®(Q)]?), the numerical scheme ([3.10)- (3.11])
shall provide the second-order accurate solution.
With the damping term being added, here we provide two GSPMs with second-order accuracy for the
LL equation (3.1]). Both of our methods are based on the following semi-implicit BDF2 discretization
3. n+1 n 1. . n—1
sm —2m sm
(3.13) 2 ~ 2 = —m"" x Am""! — arn

We substitute (3.10)) into the above (3.13)), and the full LL equation is approximated by

n+1

% (ﬁln-i-l % Amn+1)_

m* — mn+l

At

3 an+1 n 1. n—1 * ~n+1 % ~nd1
2m —2m” + =m . m* —m . . m° —1m
(3.15) 2 2 =—m"tlx = _am"t! x <m”+1 X >

(3.14) = Am* — AtA’m*,

At At At

with the projection m"*! = m"*! /|m"*!| in a point-wise sense. In following, the formula
mn-‘,—l % (Ii’ln+1 % Amn-i—l) — (ﬁ,ln—i—l . Amn+1>mn+1 _ |ﬁ,ln+1|2 . Amn+1

will be used, in which [m"*!| is maintained because of [m"*!| #£ 1.
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Remark 1. The continuous counterpart of the equation (3.14) is
(3.16) om = Am + 7A’m

where 7 is a small parameter to be determined. This defines an auxiliary equation to obtain the
second-order approximation for the Laplacian operator. According to the above analysis, we set
7 = —At in the semi-discrete scheme. To ensure the well-posedness of the auxiliary equation ,
one more boundary condition related to the second-order spatial derivative m is required. Here we
consider 9>m = 0, and then more ghost points around boundaries would be introduced to discrete the

bihormonic operator.

Using the Taylor expansion for the BDF2 scheme (3.13)), we can see that m" ! = m(t,, 1)+ O(At?),
where t,,41 = (n + 1)At. Similarly, we also have m"*! = m(t,.1) + O(A#?) in (3.15). Take m"*! =
m(t, 1) + MA#? with M being the coefficient of the second-order term, and we then obtain

- 1
"2 = (m(teg1)]? + 2m(tngr) - MAE + [MPPAE < (1+6) + <1 + 6) M > At

and

1
"2 > (1 —e) + <1 - > M [2Att.
€

Assume that there exist constants Cp and ¢y € (—¢, €) such that [m" 1| = (1+¢y) + CoAt?. We arrive
at

np1 . M m(t, ) + O(A?)

T W] T 14 e + OAR

= (1 - eo)m(tns1) + O(AL?),

where ¢ is an arbitrarily small constant. To ensure |[m™"!| = 1, it is obvious that we can set ¢ to
be the order of At?. The second-order approximation is therefore maintained. An example of the

rigorous error estimate for the projection of second-order accuracy can be found in [4].

3.1. Scheme A. Denote £ = I — AtA + At2A%. With the Gauss-Seidel update for the components
of magnetization, we solve the full LL equation in two steps:

Step 1: semi-implicit Gauss-Seidel step
gf =Lt i =123, gt =Ltk i=1,2,

S = 2mf — ol (g5 — g g3)
(g} + g g g a((Rl ) 4 (gt 4 (),
;m;:m s (T i)
Qg+ s g a((n])? + (R 4 ()5,
gmifz:zmg—%mg* Gty ™ = rnsgl )

a(migit +mgey ™ + g gd)ms T + a((ig)? + (m3)? + (g t)?)gs,
where ) = 2m} —m} (i = 1,2).
Step 2: Projection onto S?

my ) mj
mgﬂ = 7|m*| m5

n+1 *
ms ms

In this scheme, the biharmonic equation with constant coefficients is solved 5 times at each time
step. It is the second-order counterpart of Scheme A in [19].
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3.2. Scheme B. Following the similar approach of Scheme B in [19], here we present the correspond-
ing second-order version. This requires additional initial conditions g? (i = 1,2,3). In practice, we
first compute the numerical solution m} using the first-order GSPM. The initial conditions are then
determined by

¢ =LC2mi -m)), i=1,23.
The formal algorithm is as follows.

Step 1: Semi-implicit Gauss-Seidel step
gt = L7 g i =1,2,3,

* n n—1 ~n+l n ~n+l n
51 = 2my — oM T (my™ g3 —m3™ gy)

2

— i gf g g+ (g 4 G + g
S = 2 — S — (g — i)

— (il gl g ) o)+ (g 4 i)
S = omlf — S~ (g — gt

—a(migy ™+ mggy g g )mg T 4 al(m)? + (h3)° + (my)?)gs

Step 2: Projection onto S?

mg—i—l = /m*| ms
n+1 m *
my m}

In this scheme, the biharmonic equation with constant coefficients is solved 3 times at each time step.

3.3. Spatial discretization. Without loss of generality, we consider the uniform mesh for Q c R3
with the mesh size h = Ax = Ay = Az. Define the index i = —1,0,1,--- N, + 1, N, + 2, j =
-1,0,1,--- ,N, +1,N, +2 and k = —1,0,1,--- , N, + 1, N, + 2, where i = —1,0, N, + 1, N, + 2,
j=-1,0,Ny+1,N,+2and k = —1,0, N, +1, N, +2 denote the "ghost points”. We use the half grid
points with my; j , = m((i — %)h, (j— %)h, (k — %)h) Consequently, the discrete Laplacian operator is

ml—"_l?]?k — 2m17]7k + ml_lv]vk

Ahmm-’k = sz +
My 1k — 2056 + M 51k +
Ay?
My j k1 — 200 5 + 1My k1
Az?

withi=1,--- ,N;,j=1,--- ,Nyand k =1,--- , N,. The values of "ghost points” are determined by
the homogeneous boundary condition such that

moj ke =M1k, MN+15k = MN, 5k,

m;or =M1k, MM4yN+1k=M4N, kK

m; o =Mm;j1, MM;jN 4+1=1I,;N,.
In addition, since the biharmonic operator is introduced, the discrete biharmonic operator is

Apmy iy g — 28my i + Apmy_q g

Azm- ik = +
h 1,7, AxQ
Apmg iy — 280pmy 55 + Apmy
Ay? +

Apmy g1 — 28,my i+ Apm; 1
Az2 '
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On the boundaries, we further introduce
Apmg ik = Apmy g,  Apmpy,4156 = Apmy, ik,
Apmygr = Apm; g, Apmyn, 11k = Apmy N, g,
Apm; o = Apm; 1, Apmy N, 11 = Apm; N, .
These indicate that the remaining ”ghost points” satisfy
m_j r =Mk, TN, 425k = MN, 1,5k,
m; 1k =MmM;2k, MM;N, 42k =14N, _1Fk,
m;j—1 =My 52, IMjjiN 2 =14jN, 1,
which can be obtained by the homogeneous boundary condition as well. Applying the Taylor expan-
sion, it is easy to check the second-order approximation of the above discrete forms for both Laplacian
and biharmonic operators.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we conduct numerical experiments to validate the second-order approximation of
the proposed GSPMs. The LL equation with a source term induced by an exact solution is considered
in both 1D and 3D tests, while the LL equation without the source term is considered in a 2D test.

We find that Scheme B is conditionally stable, and hence its CFL constant is investigated numerically.
4.1. Numerical accuracy.

4.1.1. 1D case. We assume that there is a source g satisfying the LL equation

(4.1) Om=-mx Am —am X (m Xx Am) + g.

The source g is the result of the exact solution

(4.2) m(z,t) = (cos(Z) sin(t), sin(z) sin(t), cos(t))7,

where 7 = 22(1 — x)%. We set Q = (0,1) and a = 0.01 and check the numerical convergence rates in
both time and space. The convergence rate with respect to time step size At is shown in Table

TABLE 1. The numerical convergence rate of the two GSPMs in time. We fix o = 0.01,
Az =1.0e-04 and T = 0.3.

At T /200 T /300 T /400 T/500 | order
Scheme A | 1.5771e-04  7.4962¢-05 3.9885¢-05 2.3881c-05 | 2.06
Scheme B | 1.5754¢-04 7.4324e-05 3.9032¢-05 2.4842¢-05 | 2.03

Meanwhile, we set the time step size to At =1.0e-05, and vary the spatial mesh size with Ax =
0.2,0.1,0.05,0.04. The second-order convergence rate in space is shown in Table

TABLE 2. The numerical convergence rate of the two GSPMs in space. We fix o = 0.01,
At =1.0e-05 and T = 0.05.

Az 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.04 order
Scheme A | 1.7327e-03 4.4315e-04 1.1888e-04 8.0147e-05 | 1.91
Scheme B | 1.7309e-03 4.4277e-04 1.1763e-04 7.8625e-05 | 1.92
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4.1.2. 2D case without source. In this experiment, over the domain = (0,1) x (0,0.2), we adopt the
initial condition

(4.3) myg(x) = (tanh(¢), sech(¢),0)7,

where ¢ = (0.5 — z)/2n with n being a small quality. Here we set n = Az and a = 0.01, and employ
the semi-implicit BDF2 projection method [22] to calculate the reference solution with At = 7"/5000.
Other setups are: Az = Ay = 0.1, T'=4.0e-05. We vary the time step size At = T/[10 20 40 80], and

obtain the second-order convergence rate as shown in Fig.

-7
75¢ D
5 7 ’
S -85
o™ @
9l O Scheme A |
i @ + Scheme B
O(A?)
-95 : : : : :
6.4 -6.2 -6 -58 56 -54 -52

10%10(At)

FI1GURE 1. The convergence rate of Scheme A and Scheme B for the full LL equation
without source term. The slope of the fitted solid line is 1.91.

4.1.3. 3D case. Consider the 3D equation with the source term induced by the exact solution

m(x,t) = (cos(Zyz) sin(t), sin(Zgz) sin(t), cos(t)) T,

where 5 = y?(1 — y)? and z = 22(1 — 2)?. We fix the damping parameter o = 0.1, the terminal time
T = 4.0, and the computational domain € = (0, 1)? with uniform mesh size h = Az = Ay = Az. The
second-order convergence rates in both space and time are obtained as in Table [3| and Table

TABLE 3. The numerical convergence rate in space (At =1.0e-03).

h 1/6 1/8 1/10 1/12 | order
Scheme A | 1.1510e-04 6.4244e-05 4.0743e-05 2.7983¢-05 | 2.04
Scheme B | 1.1619¢-04 6.4855¢-05 4.1130e-05 2.8272¢-05 | 2.04

TABLE 4. The numerical convergence rate in time (h = 0.1).

At 2.0e-01 1.0e-01 8.0e-02 5.0e-02 order
Scheme A | 3.5853e-02 9.5834e-03 6.1886e-03 2.4294e-03 | 1.94
Scheme B | 3.3793¢-02 9.3001e-03 6.0396e-03 2.3909¢-03 | 1.91

4.2. The stability of second-order GSPMs. We investigate the stability constraint of the pro-
posed methods in this experiment. The 1D LL equation with the exact solution is employed.
We fix a = 1.0 and T' = 1.0, and check the requirement of time step size for both Scheme A and Scheme
B as in Table [5l Numerical results show that Scheme B is constrained by the standard CFL condition

with a constant of 0.25, while Scheme A is unconditional.
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TABLE 5. The stability constraint of two schemes.

Scheme A Scheme B
h=0.1 At <2.5e-03
h = 0.01 | No restriction | At <2.5e-05

h = 0.005 At <6.25e-06
h = 0.002 At <1.0e-06

5. AN UNCONDITIONALLY STABLE SECOND-ORDER GSPM FOR MICROMAGNETICS SIMULATIONS

We further adopt Scheme A to check the stability with respect to damping parameter « in mi-
cromagnetics simulations. In following, when the full LL equation (2.5)) is considered, we split the
effective field (2.6]) into

(5.1) h =eAm + f(m)
with f(m) = —g(maoes + mges) + he + hy. We therefore solve the equation
(5.2) Om = —m X (eAm + f(m)) — am x (m X (eAm + f(m)))
in two steps as follows.
Step 1: semi-implicit Gauss-Seidel step
g9i = (I — eAtA + EAPAR) T (I + At f; ()i = 1,2,3,
gt = (I — eAtA, + EALAL) g + Atfi(ml )i = 1,2,

3 ., 1
_ n n—1 ~n+1l x* ~n+1l *
Smy =2my — omyT — (hyT g3 — 3T g3)

2 2

—a(mit g +mit gy 4 mg g )mit £ et + (my T + (st g,
gmi = 2my — 5"’“5‘1 — (g gy —iigh)

— a(migh™ +mi g 4 mg g mi T+ a((n)? + (T2 + (T2 g,
S = 2l — St = (gl — gl

—a(mig! ™ +msgy T g g )ms T 4 a((m))? + (m5)? + (y 1)) g5

Step 2: Projection onto S?

m’il-i—l . m>{
mytt | = —— [ m}

n+1 |m | *
m3 ms

Notably, in the above algorithm, the magnetic field f(m) is not updated in the Gauss-Seidel manner,
i.e., the stray field is only calculated once at each time step. Therefore, we primarily assess the stability
of the method with respect to the small damping parameter. We consider a thin-film ferromagnet
with the size of 1 x 1 x 0.02 um? and a cell size 0.004 ym®. The physical constants characteristic
of the ferromagnet are: A = 1.3 x 1071 J/m, My = 8 x 10> A/m, K, = 1 x 10> J/m? and v =
1.76 x 10 T~!s~!. In simulations, we use the initial state mg = (0,1,0)7 if x € [0, L,./5]U[4L./5, L]
and mg = (1,0,0)” otherwise.

The GSPMs provided in [12], 19, 21] suffer from the computations of the stray field. Inadequate
updates for the stray field would lead to the stability issue. To improve the computational efficiency
and maintain stability, BDF2 was adopted in the GSPM-BDF2 where the stray field updates only once
per time step, and then a significant improvement in efficiency is achieved [I§]. However, all of these
schemes only have the first-order accuracy in time. As shown in Fig. [2| we depict the states of the
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system at T = 2 ns and record the energy behaviors for different damping values, in which we fix the
time step size At = 1 ps. The results demonstrate that our approach overcomes the dependence on
the damping parameter as reported in [12]. These demonstrate that our approach is unconditionally
stable with respect to the damping parameter and reaches the optimal efficiency in micromagnetics
simulations.
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(A) Angle profile, magnetization profile and energy decaying of the full LL equation with a = 0.1.
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FIGURE 2. The simulation of the full LL equation without external fields. Here the
magnetization on the centered slice of the material in the xy plane is depicted.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we develop two Gauss-Seidel projection methods (GSPMs) with second-order accu-
racy for the Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation. In the first-order GSPMs, heat equations are solved to
construct the first-order approximations for the Laplacian operator in fractional steps. Instead, the
biharmonic equation is solved to construct the second-order approximation for the Laplacian opera-
tor. Consequently, a combination of the semi-implicit second-order backward difference formula and
the biharmonic equation yields the second-order consistent scheme for the LL equation. By apply-
ing the Gauss-Seidel manner and the projection step, we obtain the unconditional stable Scheme A,
and conditionally stable Scheme B with a Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy constant of 0.25. We conduct nu-
merical experiments to validate the approximation error. In addition, we present an unconditionally
stable method for micromagnetics simulations. Numerical results showcase that our approach offers
an accurate and efficient solution for simulating LL dynamics.
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