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Controlling the magnetic properties of nanosystems by an electric field offers a number of ad-
vantages for spintronics applications. Using the noncollinear Alexander-Anderson model, we have
shown that the interaction of localized magnetic moments formed by itinerant electrons strongly
depends on the position of the d-level relative to the Fermi level, which determines the number of
localized electrons. Depending on this parameter, the ground state of the magnetic dimer can be
ferromagnetic, antiferromagnetic, or noncollinear without the effects of spin-orbit interaction. The
magnetic state can be controlled by shifting the d-level with an electric field, even without current
flow. For a sufficiently large value of the hopping parameter between localized states there can be
several self-consistent solutions with different values of magnetic moments. This opens new possi-
bilities for manipulation of the magnetic structure of nanosystems. The results obtained lead to a
new interpretation of the mechanisms of magnetization reversal, recording, and deleting of magnetic
structures in tunneling spectroscopy experiments.

The magnetic properties of 3d transition metals, al-
loys, and embedded clusters are caused by itinerant elec-
trons. In these systems, the magnetic moments of atoms
in Bohr magnetons are not integers and can depend on
local configuration, proximity to the surface, interface,
or structural defects [1]. Of particular interest is the
formation of localized non-collinear magnetic structures,
which can serve as bits of magnetic memory [2]. Stability
with respect to thermal fluctuations is a key considera-
tion for these applications. However, the calculation of
magnetic structures with atomic resolution within the
framework of models featuring a continuous magnetiza-
tion distribution, for example, by density functional the-
ory (DFT), becomes computationally challenging even
for systems with just a few magnetic atoms. Conse-
quently, Heisenberg-type models with localized magnetic
moments are often employed [3] to analyze the stability
and magnetic properties of such small 3d structures [4].
In this context, model parameters are typically chosen
to reproduce characteristics obtained from density func-
tional calculations [3–5]. Building on this approach, in
the present work we propose a mechanism by which vari-
ations in the particle number N shift a control parameter
x, thereby modulating the interactions between magnetic
states and enabling control over the magnetic ordering.
Typically, the parameters of the Heisenberg model can

be determined by considering infinitesimal rotations of
magnetic moments relative to equilibrium states in cer-
tain magnetic configurations. Such configurations can be
a collinear ferromagnetic (FM) or antiferromagnetic (AF)
state or a non-collinear localized magnetic structure.
Generally speaking, the parameters obtained for the
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Heisenberg exchange depend on the configuration with
respect to which small deviations of the moments are
considered [3, 6]. Note that even for a magnetic dimer,
for certain values of the parameters in the tight-binding
model, the ground state is non-collinear [7]. In the cor-
respondent generalized Heisenberg model, this indicates
the need to introduce a biquadratic exchange interaction.
A non-collinear structure arises even without taking into
account the spin-orbit interaction, which in turn can lead
to the appearance of the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interac-
tion, which is responsible for formation of non-collinear
chiral structures in magnetic systems [3, 8, 9].

Some previous studies claim that an adequate descrip-
tion of the magnetic structure and properties requires go-
ing beyond the Heisenberg approximation. This entails
accounting for complex interactions such as multispin
exchange and configuration-dependent effective interac-
tions, which become significant in noncollinear magnetic
regimes [10]. However, the question of the ability of the
localized electron model to reproduce all the features of
the magnetism of itinerant electrons remains open. What
peculiarities of the itinerant model are not accounted for
in the generalized Heisenberg model but are important
for describing the magnetic behavior and and controlling
magnetic interactions?

To study this issue, we will consider the simplest sys-
tem of magnetic dimer within the itinerant non-collinear
Alexander-Anderson (AA) model [11]. Initially, the AA
model was formulated for the description of two inter-
acting magnetic impurities in the non-magnetic metallic
matrix [12] In the mean-field approximation for Coulomb
repulsion on-site, this model is a variant of tight-binding
theory. It reproduces many of the results of density func-
tional calculations [13] and to some extent takes into ac-
count the effects of electron correlation [14].

The AA Hamiltonian describes the d-impurities in the
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sea of quasi-free s(p)-electrons of the conduction band.
It can be written as

H =
∑

k,α

ϵknkα +
∑

i,α

ϵ0iniα +
∑

k,i,α

(υikd
†
iαckα + υkic

†
kαdiα)

+
∑

i ̸=j,α

υijd
†
iαdjα +

1

2

∑

i,α

Uiniαni−α

(1)

Here d†iα(diα) are the creation (annihilation) operators of
d-electrons with spin α (α = ±1) localized on impurity

i (i = 1, 2) with energy ϵ0i while c†
kα (ckα) are the cor-

responding operators for s(p)-electrons with momentum

k and energy ϵk in the conduction band; niα = d†iαdiα
and nkα = c†

kαckα are the operators of occupation num-
bers. The parameters of s(p) -d hybridization and direct
electron hopping between impurities i and j are denoted
by υki and υij , respectively. The value Ui defines the
Coulomb repulsion of electrons localized on impurity i.

For the d-subsystem, the presence of the s(p)-
conduction band leads to a finite width Γ of d-levels and
a shift in their energy, as in the single-impurity Anderson
model [15]. The hopping parameter (Vij) is also renor-
malized due to transitions through the conduction band:

E0
i = ϵ0i +Re

∑

k

υikυki
ε− ϵk

, Γ = Im
∑

k

υikυki
ε− ϵk

,

Vij = υij +
∑

k

υikυkj
ε− ϵk

(2)

To describe the non-collinear structure, we use the mean-
field approximation in a local reference frame with the
quantization axis along the magnetic moment on each
impurity [16, 17]: niαni−α =< ni−α > niα+ < niα >
ni−α− < niα >< ni−α >. After transitioning to a
common laboratory frame of reference for both impu-
rity atoms with a quantization axis forming angles θi
and ϕi (i=1,2) with the directions of the magnetic mo-
ment, we obtain the effective Hamiltonian Hnc

d for the
d-subsystem.

Hnc
d =

∑

j,α

Eα
j njα+

∑

j,l,α,β

V αβ
jl d†jαdlβ−

1

4

∑

j

Uj(N
2
j −M2

j ),

(3)
where











Eα
j = E0

j +
Uj

2
(Nj − αMjcosθj)

V αβ
jl =

UjMj

2
(δαβ − 1)δjle

−αiϕj sinθj + (1− δjl)δ
αβVjl

(4)
Here, the indices j and l label the impurity atoms (j, l =
1, 2). The Greek indices α and β correspond to the spin
variables. The number of d-electrons Nj and the magni-
tude of the magnetic moments Mj in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4)
can be expressed in terms of the Green’s function using
the following relations [11, 18]:

Nj =
1

π

∫ ϵF

−∞

dϵ Im[G++
jj (ϵ− iΓ) + G−−

jj (ϵ− iΓ)],

Mj =
1

π

∫ ϵF

−∞

dϵ Im[G++
jj (ϵ− iΓ)−G−−

jj (ϵ− iΓ)]cosθj+

+
1

π

∫ ϵF

−∞

dϵ Im[G+−
jj (ϵ− iΓ)eiϕj +G−+

jj (ϵ− iΓ)e−iϕj ]sinθj

(5)
If we choose the quantization axis in the laboratory

system along the magnetic moment of the first atom, then
the following expression can be obtained for the Green’s
functions.

Gαα
11 =

1

ϵ− Eα
1 −

V12V21

ϵ− Eα
2 −

V α−α
22 V −αα

22

ϵ− E−α
2 −

V12V21

ϵ− E−α
1

(6)

The density of states (DOS) with each spin projection is
now a superposition of at most four Lorentz contours of
width Γ. We will consider a dimer from 2 identical atoms:
E0

1 = E0
2 ≡ E0, U1 = U2 ≡ U, V12 = V21 ≡ V . The num-

ber of d-electrons and magnetic moment on both atoms
are also assumed to be the same N1 = N2 = N,M1 =
M2 = M . All energy parameters below will be measured
in units of Γ. In the collinear case, the DOS contains
only two contours. For parallel moment ordering, their
positions are separated by twice the hopping parameter
V/Γ, and their amplitudes are the same. The contours
for different spin projections are shifted by UM/2Γ. For
antiparallel moment ordering, the positions of contours
with different spins coincide, but their amplitudes are
different.
In the general case equations for the self-consistent de-

termination of the number of d-electronsN1 and the mag-
nitude of the magnetic moment M1 can be written as

N =
∑

α

4
∑

µ=1

pαµ
π
arccot

qαµ − ϵF

Γ
(7)

M =
∑

α

4
∑

µ=1

αpαµ
π

arccot
qαµ − ϵF

Γ
(8)

In this expression qαµ are the roots of the denominator
of Green’s function Eq. (6), and pαµ are the coefficients
of its expansion into simple fractions. These quantities
depend on M and N , as well as on the model parameters

x = E0−ϵF
Γ

, y = U
Γ
, v = V

Γ
. Therefore, (7) and (8) are

the equations of self-consistency.
If the magnetic momentM and the number of particles

N are given, the energy of the system can be found even
if M and N differ from the equilibrium values. To do
this, it is sufficient to integrate the DOS to the Fermi
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Graphical solution of equation (8) and the dependence of grand canonical potential of dimer 10∆G/Γ
on 5M . All variants with different numbers of solutions are shown

FIG. 2. (Color online) Self-consistent magnetic moment per
atom 5M and grand canonical potential of dimer 10∆E/Γ
as functions of d-electron numbers 5N . Parameter values:
y = 13 (a,c) v = 2, (b,d) v = 3. Insets shows the region of
non-collinear ground state

level and subtract the last term in Eq. (3), obtained in

the mean field approximation. We define

E(M,N) =
1

π

∑

α

4
∑

µ=1

pαµ

[

qαµarccot
qαµ − ϵF

Γ
+

+
Γ

2
ln
( (qαµ − ϵF)

2

Γ2
+ 1

)]

−
U

4
(N2

−M2)

(9)

where all notations are the same as in right hand Eqs.
(7),(8). Then ∆E(M,N) = E(M,N) − E(0, N) repre-
sents the energy of a state with magnetic moment M ,
measured from the nonmagnetic state with the same d-
electron number N , because contributions from the lower
limit of DOS integration in the magnetic and nonmag-
netic states will cancel out. Accounting for the fivefold
degeneracy of the d-levels leads to a fivefold increase in
the total number of particles N (7) and the magnetic mo-
ment M (8) on each atom, as well as a tenfold increase
in the total dimer energy ∆E .
When the angle θ between the magnetic moments

changes, the energy surface defined by expression Eq. (9)
is also transformed. If we assume that the position
of the d-level relative to the ϵF defined by the pa-
rameter x remains unchanged, then the number of d-
electrons will adjust and the equilibrium state will corre-
spond to the minimum of the grand canonical potential
∆Ω = ∆(E − ϵFN). In this case, self-consistent solutions
will correspond to extrema (minima or maxima) on the
∆Ω(N,M)-surface. Indeed, the conditions (d∆Ω

dN
)M = 0

and (d∆Ω
dM

)N = 0 coincide with the self-consistency equa-
tions Eq. (7) and Eq. (8), respectively.
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If the number of particles is fixed, N = N∗, then
changing the angle will adjust the parameter x, and the
equilibrium states with a given angle θ correspond to
the extrema of the canonical potential. In this case, we
can introduce the function ∆(M,x) = Ω(M,x(N∗,M))−
Ω(0, N∗, 0)) where x(N∗,M) determines the energy E0

that will give self-consistent values of N∗ (Eq. (7)) for
a given magnetic moment M . If we relate the change in
parameter x to the shift of the Fermi energy with respect
to E0, we obtain

∆E(M,x) = ∆Ω(M,x)− ΓN∗[x(N∗,M)− x(N∗, 0)]

Then condition (d∆E
dM

)N = 0 yields the self-consistency

condition (8), and (d∆E
dx

)M = 0 will provide that the
number of d-electrons will be equal to N∗.
Let us now consider possible solutions of Eq. (8) de-

pending on the number of electrons N . The correspond-
ing data with dependence on the position of the d-level
x are given in the supplementary materials (SM) [19].
Note that the right-hand side of Eq. (7) is a monotoni-
cally decreasing function of N , while the left-hand side
is a monotonically increasing function. Therefore, this
equation has a unique solution. Substituting this solu-
tion into Eq. (8), we can graphically find possible self-
consistent values of M as shown on the upper panel of
Fig. 1. All possible variants of solutions are shown in
Fig. 1 together with the dependence of ∆E(M). The de-
pendencies are plotted for already self-consistent values
of N for the correspondent M . Note that there is always
a nonmagnetic solution. The case when it is the only
solution is shown in Fig. 1 (a, e). In this case, adopting
the parameters N = 8.5, θ2 = π/4, and v = 2, we find
that the self-consistent solution occurs at M = 0, with a
corresponding value of x = −14.13.

In Fig. 1 (b, e) one non-magnetic solution and one mag-
netic solution are presented. The non-magnetic solution
corresponds to the maximum of ∆E(M,N) and is unsta-
ble. The magnetic solution represents the ground state.
With parameters set to N = 7.0, θ2 = π/4, and v = 3,
two self-consistent solutions are obtained: one at M = 0
(x = −11.95) and another at M = 2.10 (x = −11.77).
Fig. 1 (c, f) show the case where 3 self-consistent so-

lutions are possible. The non-magnetic solution is the
ground state of dimer. The magnetic solution with a
small moment (about 1 µB) is unstable, and the sec-
ond magnetic solution with a moment greater than 4
µB are locally stable. For the case of N = 5.25,
θ2 = 0, and v = 3, self-consistent solutions appear
at the points (M,x) = (0,−7.57), (2.35,−6.98) and
(M,x) = (4.05,−7.67).
(d, h) in Fig. 1 show the case where there are four self-

consistent solutions of Eq. (8). The non-magnetic solu-
tion and the magnetic state with momentum 2.4 µB cor-
respond to the maximum ∆E(M,N) and unstable. The
other two magnetic solutions are locally stable. In the
ground state the moment is lower. Adopting the pa-
rameters N = 6.0, θ2 = 0, and v = 3, we obtain four
distinct self-consistent solutions. These can be expressed

as pairs of (M,x): (0,−9.87), (0.75,−9.52), (2.5,−8.52),
and (3.15,−8.93).
If we change the N near a self-consistent solution, leav-

ing the magnetic moment satisfying Eq. (8), it turns out
that the minima in Fig. 1 (e, f, g, h) correspond to the
minima in N , and the maxima to the maxima in N. Thus,
the extreme points turn out to be local maxima or min-
ima on the energy surface E(M,N). The same is valid
for Ω(M,x), as shown in the SM.
Fig. 2 shows the dependencies of the self-consistent

magnetic moment 5M and grand canonical potential of
dimer 10∆Ω on the number of d-electrons per atom 5N
for different angles θ. Figs. 2 (a, c) and (b, d) were
obtained for v = 2 and v = 3, respectively. The depen-
dencies are symmetric with respect to the point N=1:
M(2−N) = M(N), ∆E(2−N) = ∆E(N). The DOS on
the first atom for symmetric states satisfies the relation
ρ1(ϵ− ϵF ) = ρ1(ϵF − ϵ). Only region 5N > 5 is presented
in Fig. 2.
For both v=2 and v=3, there is a domain where the

ground state is non-collinear. For N > 5 to the left of
this region, the ground state is AF with the maximum AF
exchange at N=5. To the right, the ground state is FM.
This is consistent with the dependence of the exchange
parameter on the Fermi level reported in [6].
For certain values of the parameters in the tight-

binding model, a canted ground state of the magnetic
dimer was obtained in [7] for closely located magnetic
impurities. With increasing distance the interaction be-
came collinear FM or AF. In our case, the noncollinearity
behavior does not change qualitatively with variation of
the hopping parameter v, although the strength of the
effective interaction and the values of moments decrease
with increasing v.
In the region of noncollinearity of the ground state,

the effective exchange stiffness is small, and spontaneous
emergence of noncollinear localized magnetic states with-
out DMI and spin-orbit interaction is possible here. Re-
alignment of such structures by a small external action
may be of interest for the development of new magnetic
memory circuits and other spintronics applications.
Let us now consider the possibility of the existence of

several locally stable solutions with different values of the
magnetic moments. This qualitatively distinguishes the
system under consideration from Heisenberg-type mod-
els. For v=2, several stable solutions are not realized.
Only for θ = 0 does a second self-consistent solution ex-
ist, corresponding to the energy maximum, as shown in
Fig. 1 e. However non-magnetic state here is unstable
with respect to the formation of AF order in the absence
of magnetic fields.
At v=3, multiple solutions exist for N located between

regions with noncollinear ordering. The presence of sev-
eral solutions occurs with parallel ordering of moments
or with small angles θ between them. In this case, states
with a large angle θ or antiparallel ordering are ener-
getically more favorable. Nevertheless, when a magnetic
field is turned on that stabilizes states with small θ, such
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states can be observed, and transitions between them are
possible when the field changes. Note that states with an
intermediate magnetic moment, which are practically in-
dependent of the number of particles, correspond to a
local energy maximum. All the possibilities shown in
Fig. 1 are realized in Fig. 2 and are marked there with
dotted vertical red lines. Based on this finding, we con-
clude that the particle number has a pronounced effect on
the system’s interactions, as evidenced by the threefold
change in the energy difference.
The possibility of multiple solutions in transition metal

nanoclusters on a Cu surface was demonstrated using
DFT calculations. However, this was obtained only for
clusters larger than a dimer with different electronic
states on different atoms [20]. Experiments and calcula-
tions on a Co atom on a black phosphorus surface demon-
strated the possibility of multiple magnetic states even
for a single atom, with different electron configurations
of its various orbitals [21, 22]. In all cases, the authors
claim the possibility of controlling the different magnetic
states using scanning tunneling microscopy (STM). Non-
collinear states and multiple magnetic solutions which we
found are realized already in 3d-dimer with degenerate d-
states.
The dependence of the exchange interaction on the

number of particles localized in the dimer atoms allows
for a new interpretation of the magnetization reversal
mechanisms for magnetic structures observed in STM
experiments. They show that to stimulate magnetiza-
tion reversal, the current I from the STM tip (and the
voltage U between the tip and the surface) must be suf-
ficiently large [23–26]. The effect is not limited to the
release of Joule heat and magnetic field produced by cur-
rent [23], since at constant power, switching rates depend
critically on U and significantly less on I [26]. The under-
lying mechanism is believed to be related to the moments
of forces acting on the magnetic structure during current
flow. This mechanism explains the different rates of mag-
netization switching for the current flowing from the tip
to the surface and in the opposite direction [23, 26].
The results obtained above suggest another mecha-

nism. As the tip approaches the surface, the associ-
ated electric field shifts the d-level and thus changes
the electron number N . For Fe, which carries about
seven d-electrons (i.e., 5N ≈ 7), a reduction in N low-
ers the energy of the FM state relative to the nonmag-
netic state, but also makes non-collinear configurations
more favorable, rendering the system unstable against
changes in the moment direction. Conversely, when N
increases, the exchange interaction energy rises relative
to the nonmagnetic state, as seen in Fig. 2, making the
magnetic structure more susceptible to thermal fluctua-
tions. These effects are not symmetric with respect to the
electric-field direction, but in both cases they reduce the
lifetime of magnetic states, consistent with experimental
observations. Note that the dominant factor is the volt-

age (electric-field strength), while the dependence on the
tunneling current is much weaker. Thus, this is another
mechanism for controlling magnetic structures using an
electrostatic field, which has attracted considerable in-
terest [27, 28]. Electric fields can control magnetic struc-
tures by modifying interfacial charge, orbital hybridiza-
tion, and exchange interactions—allowing reversible tun-
ing of exchange bias and interfacial magnetic order in
BiFeO3-based heterostructures [29, 30]. Complementar-
ily, spin-transfer torque enables spin-polarized currents
to directly switch or reorient magnetic moments, form-
ing the basis of applications such as STT-MRAM and
current-driven domain-wall motion [31, 32]. The pos-
sibility of manipulating charge topological solitons and
bisolitons using an electric field or STM current was re-
cently demonstrated in the experiment [33].

In conclusion, we demonstrated that within the non-
collinear AA model for itinerant electrons, the interac-
tion of localized states strongly depends on the occu-
pation numbers of the states. Self-consistent solutions
correspond to extreme points on the energy surface, as
functions of the d-level position and the magnetic mo-
ment. Regions of non-collinear magnetic ordering in a
magnetic dimer on a nonmagnetic substrate and regions
of the existence of several solutions with different mag-
netic moments were found. Our work highlights two key
findings. First, we demonstrate that the particle number
significantly modulates the interaction within the sys-
tem, manifested as variations between the magnetic and
non-magnetic energy states. Second, we uncover a new
mechanism for magnetization reversal in nanostructures
driven by an external electric field and further influenced
by the current from an STM tip.
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The main text presents the dependencies of the magnetic moment M and the energy ∆E (the canonical potential)
of the magnetic dimer relative to its non-magnetic state with the same number of d-electrons. In this case, the
self-consistent solutions corresponded to the extrema of ∆E , considered as a function of the magnetic moment M and
the parameter x, which determines the position of the d-level relative to the Fermi level.
The dependencies of the magnetic moment M and the grand canonical potential ∆Ω on x are given here. The

self-consistent solutions correspond to the extrema of ∆Ω(M,N) with respect to M and N . Fig. ?? shows the
dependencies of M(x) and ∆Ω(x) for v = 2 and y = 13. The colors display different angles θ between the magnetic
moments in the dimer.

FIG. S1. (Color Online) The magnetic moment of each atom and the grand canonical potential of the magnetic dimer as a
function of x. Values of parameters are v = 2, y = 13. Individual colors indicate the angles between the magnetic moments.
Filled and empty symbols correspond to the ground and unstable states, respectively. The inset shows the non-collinear ground
state regions at a larger scale.

As can be seen, the magnitude of the moments depends weakly on the angle θ. All dependencies are symmetric
about the point x = −6.5, which corresponds to the half-filled band. There are regions of non-collinear ordering
between the states corresponding to ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic states; these regions are shown in the insets
on a larger scale.
Fig. ?? shows the evolution of the x-dependence of the magnetic moment of the dimer atoms and the grand canonical

potential of the dimer with a change in the angle θ between the magnetic moments. At small θ there are several
self-consistent solutions for the same value of x. Magnetic solutions can correspond to the ground, metastable, and
unstable states. The first two correspond to local minima of ∆Ω, as a functional of M and x. They are shown in
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the figure in blue and green. In the latter case, a local maximum is observed, and the corresponding curve is colored
orange.
For θ > π/2, only one magnetic solution is possible. Near the half-filled band, the ground state corresponds to

an antiferromagnetic ordering of the moments. However, as can be seen in the fig. ??(f), there is a region with red
squares where the ground state is non-collinear.

FIG. S2. (Color online) Dependence of the magnetic moment per atom and the grand canonical potential of a magnetic dimer
on the parameter x for different angles θ: (a),(d) – θ = 0; (b),(e) – θ = π/4, (c),(f) – θ = π/2 and θ = π. Parameter values:
v = 3, y = 13.
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