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The Stoner-Wohlfarth (SW) model is a classical model for magnetic hysteresis of single domain
particles. For two dimensional magnets at finite temperature, the SW model must be extended
to include intrinsic strong spin fluctuations. We predict several fundamentally different hysteresis
properties between 2D and 3D magnets. The magnetization switching diagram known as the As-
teroid figure in the conventional SW model becomes highly temperature dependent and asymmetric
with respect to the transverse and longitudinal magnetic fields. Our results provide new insights for
2D magnetic materials based spintronics applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last several years, many 2D magnetic materials
with novel magnetic and spin transport phenomena have
been discovered [1–17]. These new classes of 2D mag-
netic materials generate an interesting perspective for
their possible applications in spintronics. To elucidate
the fundamental differences between 2D and 3D magnets
in response to an external magnetic field, we start with
a single domain magnet in which the magnetization is
spatially uniform across the sample. The single domain
magnet is usually a building block for magnetic memory
devices in which the direction of the magnetization can
be well controlled by either the magnetic field or the elec-
tric currents. The most elementary magnetic property of
a single domain is its very simple magnetic hysteresis
described by the classical Stoner-Wohlfarth (SW) model
[18, 19], whose magnetic energy is

Esw = −K(ẑ ·M)2 −H ·M (1)

where M is the magnetization vector, ẑ is the anisotropy
axis with anisotropy energy K, and H is the applied mag-
netic field. The above simple SW model immediately
gives rise to the well-known hysteresis loops for the dif-
ferent directions of the applied magnetic field, as shown
in Fig. (1) (a-d).

In this paper, we study the magnetic hysteresis of
two-dimensional single-domain magnetic particles with
uniaxial anisotropy, i.e., the 2D Stoner-Wohlfarth (SW)
model. Why does the above successful SW model for the
conventional 3D magnet fail for 2D magnets? In 3D, the
magnitude of the magnetization Ms(T ) = |M| is con-
trolled by the exchange interaction between the neigh-
boring spins and thus it weakly depends on the mag-
netic field or the magnetic anisotropy for temperatures
sufficiently less than the Curie temperature. Since the
hysteresis is measured with a constant temperature, Ms

does not change for the entire range of the field in the
hysteresis. In 2D, however, the magnitude of the mag-
netization depends on both the exchange interaction and
the total effective field Heff (the sum of the anisotropy
and the applied field). If the total effective field is zero,
the magnitude of the magnetization would be zero; this is
known as the Wigner and Mermin theorem [20]. The de-
pendence of the magnetization on the total effective field

is due to fundamentally strong spin fluctuation in low di-
mensions in which the number of low-energy excitations
(long-wavelength magnons) diverges, i.e., the long-range
ordering disappears. In the hysteresis loop, when the
magnetic field is reversed to the opposite direction of the
magnetization, the total effective field becomes small and
thus the magnetization reduces. To describe the varia-
tion of both magnitude and direction of the magnetiza-
tion with the applied field, we use the self-consistent spin-
wave method, which is equivalent to the random phase
approximation [21], to model the magnitude of the mag-
netization. Let us first show the 2D hysteresis along with
the above 3D hysteresis in Fig. (1) (e-h) followed by our
detailed theory and calculation in the next Section.

II. MODEL

The quantum version of the 2D SW model is

Ĥ = −J
∑
<i,j>

Ŝi · Ŝj −A
∑
<i,j>

Ŝzi Ŝ
z
j −

∑
i

H · Ŝi (2)

where Ŝi and Ŝzi respectively are the spin and the
z-component (taken as perpendicular to the two-
dimensional plane) of the spin operators at lattice site Ri,
J is the isotropic exchange integral, A is the anisotropic
exchange integral (it is worth mentioning here that the
anisotropy energy in the 3D classical limit K is equivalent
to zAMs in the quantum model, where z is the number
of the nearest-neighbour sites), < ij > indicates the sum
over nearest neighbors, and H is the external field. To de-
termine the magnetization, we have developed a random
phase approximation (RPA) in which the transverse spin
fluctuation and the longitudinal spin fluctuation are de-
coupled, and we have arrived at the self-consistent equa-
tion for the magnetization [21],

M = Ms −
∫

d2k

(2π)2

2M

eβEk − 1
(3)

where Ms is the magnetization at zero temperature,
and Ek is the magnon energy; in the long wave length
limit, Ek = zM(Jk2/2 + 2A) + H (assuming the field
is along the direction of the anisotropy field). Eq. (3)
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FIG. 1. Magnetic hysteresis and switching Asteroid for the 3D
(four left panels a-d) and 2D (four right panels e-h) Stoner-
Wohlfarth model (where m ≡ M/Ms , h3D ≡ H/2K and
h2D ≡ H/2zAMs). (a), (b), and (c), The hysteresis loops of
a 3D magnet with the angles between the magnetic fields and
the anisotropy axis at 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦. (d) The 3D Asteroid
figure for magnetization switching fields. (e), (f), and (g), are
the hysteresis loops of the 2D magnet with the angles between
the magnetic fields and the anisotropy axis at 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦

at T = 0.6Tc. (h) The 2D Asteroid figure at T = 0.6Tc.

has a straightforward explanation: the magnetization is
subtracted by the number of the magnons which are
softened by the factor of M at the finite temperature.
We note that a) Eq. (3) is the RPA approximation for
spin-1/2; the higher spins would lead to a more compli-
cated equation; b) the RPA is considered an excellent
approximation for temperature sufficiently lower than
the Curie temperature, and c) we consider the magnetic
anisotropy from the anisotropic exchange rather than on-
site anisotropy in the form of −A(Szi )2. By using the
quadratic dispersion in the energy, we may integrate out
d2k, resulting to a simple analytical expression,

M = Ms −
1

πzJ

(
1

β
ln

∣∣∣∣eβ(∆+W ) − 1

eβ∆ − 1

∣∣∣∣−W) (4)

FIG. 2. The solutions of Eq. (4) for three different magnetic
fields. For the field less than |H| < Hc the equation has two
solutions m1 and m2. At H = −Hc (the coercive field) the
equation has one solution which is the critical magnetization
at which the magnetization reversal occurs.

where ∆ = 2zAM+H and W = 2πzJM are the effective
magnon gap and the magnon bandwidth, respectively.
Clearly, the magnetization depends on the magnetic field
even for temperature significantly lower than the Curie
temperature.

III. EXTERNAL FIELD IN THE DIRECTION
OF THE ANISOTROPY

The numerical solution of M for the field in the direc-
tion of the anisotropy field is readily solved from Eq. (4).
A simple way to obtain a solution for given parameters
(temperature, field, and anisotropy) is to plot two func-
tions y = M and y = f(M) where f(M) is the right side
of Eq. (4). Note that the function f(M) is only physi-
cally meaningful when the magnon energy gap is positive,
i.e., ∆ > 0. The negative gap is unstable such that the
magnetization reversal takes place. In Fig. (2), we show
f(M) for three different magnetic fields: for a positive or
small negative field, M = f(M) has two solutions, rep-
resenting an energy minimum (the solution with a larger
M) and an energy maximum. At a critical negative mag-
netic field, there is only one solution, which is also known
as the coercive field. Beyond the critical field, there is no
solution for M > 0, indicating magnetization reversal
occurs.

Compared with the conventional SW model, the hys-
teresis shown in Fig. (1e) is no longer square. The reduc-
tion of the magnetization near the critical value of the
field is caused by the reduced effective gap and thus the
increased number of magnons. Since the magnon pop-
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FIG. 3. (a) The hysteresis of a single domain 2D magnet at
different temperatures (2zAMs = 1). (b) The temperature
dependence of the critical magnetization. (c) The tempera-
ture dependence of the coercive field.

ulation depends on the temperature, the magnetization
at the critical magnetic field decreases significantly at
higher temperatures as shown in Fig. (3). This contrasts
with the 3D magnet, which is essentially independent of
temperature.

IV. EXTERNAL FIELD AT AN ARBITRARY
DIRECTION

We now consider the hysteresis loop with the field in
an arbitrary direction, H = H0(ẑ cos θ + x̂ sin θ) where
θ is the angle between the applied field and the z-axis .
The total effective field is the sum of the external and
anisotropic field, Ht = H+ 2zA(M · ẑ)ẑ where the direc-
tion and the magntitude of M need to be self-consistently
determined. At equilibrium, the magnetization M is al-

FIG. 4. The temperature dependence of the Asteroid diagram
of 2D single domain magnet (2zAMs = 1).

ways parallel to Ht, i.e.,

Mx

Mz
=

H0 sin θ

H0 cos θ + 2zAMz
(5)

Eq. (4) remains valid as long as the magnon gap is re-
placed by the total magnetic field in the direction of the
magnetization, i.e., ∆ = Ht ·M/M . Thus, Equations (4)
and (5) determine the magnetization for arbitrary direc-
tion of the magnetic field. As an example, we show in
Fig. (1f) the hysteresis for the field direction at θ = 45◦.
Comparing 3D, Fig. (1b), and 2D, Fig. (1f), the coerciv-
ity is smaller while the magnetization jumps at a positive
value. For θ = 90◦, i.e., the hard axis loops, both 2D and
3D hysteresis are single valued. However, the 2D SW
model has a non-zero slope even above the anisotropy
field while the 3D SW would be completely saturated
above the anisotropy field.

Finally, we construct the critical values of the magnetic
field for the magnetization reversal for all directions of
the magnetic field, known as the Asteroid figure. When
the magnetic field increases across the Asteroid line, the
reversal occurs. In the classical SW model, the Asteroid
line can be readily derived from Eq. (1) and the analytic

expression of the Asteroid is H
2/3
z +H

2/3
x = (2K)2/3. In

2D SW model, the Asteroid is highly temperature de-
pendent as shown in Fig. (4). At low temperature, the
Asteroid figure resembles that of the 3D SW model. At
higher temperature, the magnetization reversal for the
longitudinal field (parallel to the anisotropy field) is more
effective than for the transverse field; this is because for
the same magnitude of the field, the longitudinal direc-
tion reduces the magnon gap more than the transverse
direction, leading to the asymmetry of the Asteroid figure
in the direction of the applied field.
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In summary, we have formulated the magnetic hystere-
sis loops of 2D single domain magnets. Compared to 3D
Stoner-Wohlfarth single domain model, the 2D magnetic
hysteresis is more complicated due to the fundamentally
stronger spin fluctuations. We have used the equilibrium

magnetization formulation which has been derived pre-
viously by the random phase approximation. As long as
the temperature is not too close to the Curie tempera-
ture, the RPA provides an excellent approximation.

This work was partially supported by the U.S. National
Science Foundation under Grant No. ECCS-2011331.
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