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The scaling ofthe m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe rem anent m agnetization for di�erent tem -

peratures and di�erent spin-glass sam ples is studied. Particular attention is paid to the e�ect of

the de Alm eida-Thouless (AT)criticalline on spin-glass dynam ics. Itis shown thatresults ofthe

m ean-�eld theory ofaging phenom ena,with two additionalexperim entally justi�ed assum ptions,

predict H =H A T (T) scaling for rem anent m agnetization curves. Experim ents on a single crystal

Cu:M n 1.5 at % sam ple in the tem perature intervalfrom 0:7Tg to 0:85Tg give results consistent

with this scaling. M agnetization vs. �eld curves for di�erent Cu:M n and thiospinelsam ples also

scaletogether.Theseexperim entalresultssupportthepredictionsofthem ean-�eld theory ofaging

phenom ena.

PACS num bers:75.50.Lk,75.40.G b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

E� ect of a m agnetic � eld on the spin-glass state is

one ofthe m ost im portant open problem s in spin-glass

physics.Two m ajortheoreticaldescriptionsofspin-glass

phenom enahaveevolved overthepasttwenty years.O ne

ofthem isthem ean-� eld theoryforthestaticand dynam -

icalpropertiesofspin glasses,based on theParisireplica-

sym m etry-breaking form alism and related ideas.1,2 The

alternative approach is the droplet m odel, based on

theM igdal-K adano� approxim ation.3,4 Thetwo pictures

providevery di� erentphysicalinterpretationsofobserv-

able spin-glass phenom ena. This di� erence is particu-

larly pronounced when spin-glass properties in a m ag-

netic� eld areconsidered.Them ean-� eld theory predicts

a spin-glassstate with replica-sym m etry breaking at � -

nite m agnetic � elds below a criticalline in the (T;H )

plane.5 Thedropletm odelstatesthata truephasetran-

sition occursatzero m agnetic� eld only.Com pelling ex-

perim entalsupport for either m odelhas not yet been

presented. A detailed analysis ofm agnetic � eld e� ects

on realspin glasses can provide inform ation about the

com parativevalidity ofthe theoreticalpredictions.

Recent experim entalresults favor the m ean-� eld pic-

ture. Torque m easurem ents have shown that Heisen-

berg spin glasses with random anisotropy are charac-

terized by a true spin-glassordered phase athigh m ag-

netic � elds.6 Experim entalstudies of violations of the

 uctuation-dissipation theorem underan increasing � eld

changealsosupportpredictionsofthem ean-� eld theory.7

Therem anentm agnetization,m easured aftera change

in m agnetic� eld,containsallessentialinform ation about

spin-glassdynam ics.Thegeneralfeaturesofits� eld de-

pendencehavebeen studied forvariousspin glasses.8 All

experim entalresultsto date,however,havebeen treated

phenom enologically.A com prehensivetheoreticalpicture

which can explain theseresults,and predictthe� eld de-

pendence ofm easurable quantitiesovera wide range of

� eld variations,rem ainslacking. The m ean-� eld theory

ofaging phenom ena,2,9,10,11 developed in recent years,

now appears able to provide such a description within

thelinearresponseregim e.Thetheoryrelatesthem acro-

scopicrelaxation propertiesofthespin-glassstateto m i-

croscopic correlations. M any conclusions,derived from

thistheoreticalpicture,can betested experim entally.In

thepresentpaper,westudy thescaling ofm agnetization

curveswith m agnetic� eld forseveralspin-glasssam ples.

W eshow that,undersom eadditionalexperim entally jus-

ti� ed assum ptions,ourexperim entalresultssupportpre-

dictionsofthistheory.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next Sec-

tion, the theoreticalpicture underlying our analysis is

outlined.Sec.III.A presentsexperim entalresultson the

� eld scaling for di� erent tem peratures. In Sec. III.B,

experim entaldata for di� erent sam ples are com pared.

Section IV sum m arizesourconclusions.

II. T H EO R ET IC A L B A C K G R O U N D A N D

SC A LIN G P R ED IC T IO N S

The equilibrium susceptibility ofan Ising spin glass,

identi� ed with the equilibrium value ofthe experim en-

tal� eld-cooled susceptibility, is given by the following

expression:12

�F C = [1�

Z 1

0

q(x)dx]=T : (1)

This susceptibility includes contributions from di� erent

pure equilibrium states with the nontrivialdistribution

ofoverlapsq(x).Thevalueq(1)= qE A istheequilibrium

Edwards-Anderson orderparam eter,and q(0)= qm in is

the m inim um possible overlap,nonzero in the presence

ofa m agnetic � eld. The spin-glass state is chaotic in

m agnetic � eld,12 m eaning that the average equilibrium

overlap oftwo statesatslightly di� erentvaluesofm ag-

netic � eld isequalto qm in.

The linear response susceptibility,identi� ed with the

experim entalzero-� eld-cooled susceptibility atshortob-
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servation tim es � = t� tw ,is given by the  uctuation-

dissipation theorem (FDT)in itsintegralform :11

�(t;tw )= [1� C (t;tw )]=T : (2)

Here,C (t;tw )istheautocorrelationfunction forasystem

ofN Ising spins,de� ned asfollows:

C (t;tw )= (1=N )

N
X

i= 1

hSi(t)Si(tw )i : (3)

Thelinearresponsesusceptibility isassociated with tran-

sitions within a single pure state. The di� erence be-

tween the valuesofthe � eld-cooled and zero-� eld-cooled

susceptibilities is a m anifestation of replica-sym m etry

breaking.12

Spin-glassdynam icsislim ited to a singleergodiccom -

ponent,becausetheenergy barriers,separating thepure

equilibrium states,are divergentin the therm odynam ic

lim it.Thelong-tim edynam icswithin onepurestatecan

beviewed asaseriesoftransitionsfrom atrap toadeeper

trap.2 Thebarrierssurroundingthesetrapsarehigh,but

� nite,and \trapsencountered atlong tim es tend to in-

creasingly resem blethe actualstatescontributing to the

equilibrium ".13 Thisinterpretation leadsto a description

ofasym ptotic spin-glass dynam ics,algebraically sim ilar

to the static replica-sym m etry-breaking form alism .

Dynam icalde� nitions of qE A and qm in are given in

term softhe correlation function:2,11

qE A = lim
�! 1

lim
tw ! 1

C (tw + �;tw ) ; (4)

qm in = lim
�! 1

C (tw + �;tw ) : (5)

Eq.(5) m eansthat,aftera sm all� eld change following

a � nite waiting tim e tw ,the system evolvestowardsan

equilibrium state that has the m inim um possible corre-

lation with the initialstate stateatt= tw .

Experim ents15 and com putersim ulations16 suggestthe

followingpictureofspin-glassrelaxation.Atshortobser-

vation tim es,� � tw ,therelaxation isfast(on thelinear

tim e scale) and equilibrium in nature. The correlation

function,Eq.(3),dropsfrom 1 to qE A .The  uctuation-

dissipation theorem holds,and thesusceptibility isgiven

by Eq.(2). At longer observation tim es,� > tw ,the

relaxation is very slow and tw -dependent. The correla-

tion decreasesfrom qE A to qm in. The FDT is violated,

and the zero-� eld-cooled susceptibility relaxes towards

the equilibrium value,presum ably given by Eq.(1).

It is proposed in the m ean-� eld theory of aging

phenom ena2 that,forlargetw ,thesusceptibility depends

on itstim eargum entsonly through thecorrelation func-

tion, i.e. � = �[C (t;tw )], even when the  uctuation-

dissipation theorem isviolated. The susceptibility �(C )

isa piecewisefunction.10,11 Itislinearin theequilibrium

regim e:

�(C )= [1� C ]=T , qE A � C < 1 : (6)

χ

C0

-1 / T

q
 d

χ
ZFC

(T)

χ
FC

(0)

    

χ
FC

(H)

q
 min

(H) q
 EA

(T)

FIG .1: A diagram ofthe spin-glass relaxation at tem per-

ature T after m agnetic �eld H is applied. The thick line

is the m aster curve ~�(C ). The straight line segm ent from

(qd;0) to (qE A ;�Z F C ) represents the equilibrium relaxation

regim e. The slope is�1=T. The m astercurve segm entfrom
(qE A ;�Z F C )to (qm in;�F C )correspondsto theaging regim e.

In theaging regim e,the relaxing partofthe susceptibil-

ity,�ag(C ),isnonlinear:

�(C )= [1� qE A ]=T + �ag(C ), qm in < C < qE A : (7)

The well-known Parisi-Toulouse approxim ation14

m akesuse ofthe following assum ptions:the equilibrium

susceptibility, Eq. (1), is independent of tem perature,

while qE A and qm in are functions ofonly tem perature

and m agnetic � eld, respectively. The dynam ical ver-

sion ofthisapproxim ation im plies10,11 thatthe function

�ag(C ) in Eq.(7) is both T-and H -independent. This

m eansthatthe dependence �(C )isuniversalin the ag-

ing regim e,and followsa m astercurve ~�(C ).Ifthevalue

ofthe susceptibility atthe lim itofvalidity ofthe FDT,

i.e. atC = qE A ,isdenoted as�Z F C ,one can write the

following:

�F C = �F C (H ) ; �Z F C = �Z F C (T) : (8)

Fig.1,taken directly from Cugliandolo etal.,11 displays

the m astercurve ~�(C ). Each pointon thiscurve corre-

spondsto a transition from theequilibrium to the aging

regim e atsom e tem perature 0 < T < Tg. The quantity

qd isthe initialcorrelation C (tw ;tw ),which dependson

the num ber ofspin com ponents. It appears instead of

unity in Eqs.(6)and (7)ifthe spinsarenotIsing.

The contribution of this paper is the experim ental

study ofthe m agnetic � eld dependence ofthe rem anent

susceptibility �F C (H )� �Z F C (T). According to Fig.1,

itisrelated to thedi� erenceqE A (T)� qm in(H ).In order

to derive a m agnetic � eld scaling relationship,we m ust

introducetwo additionalassum ptions.First,weconsider

relatively high tem peraturesand assum ethatthem aster

curve ~�(C )atlow C can be approxim ated by a straight
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line. Then the trianglesin Fig.1 are geom etrically sim -

ilar for allallowed T and H ,and the following relation

holds:

�F C (H )� �Z F C (T)

�F C (0)� �Z F C (T)
=
qE A (T)� qm in(H )

qE A (T)
: (9)

Second,let us suppose that qm in(H ) is a hom ogeneous

function oforderp,thatisqm in(aH )= apqm in(H )with

som e p 6= 0.Then,introducing the criticalAT � eld,one

can write:

qm in(H )

qE A (T)
=

qm in(H )

qm in[H A T (T)]
=
qm in[H =H A T (T)]

qm in(1)
: (10)

Here we used the condition12 that the de Alm eida-

Thoulesscriticallineisde� ned by qm in = qE A .Itfollows

from Eqs.(9)and (10)thatthe rem anentsusceptibility,

�F C (H )� �Z F C (T),should scale asH =H A T . Thisisa

consequence ofthe proposed universality of ~�(C ). The

presentpaperisdevoted totheexperim entalstudyofthis

� eld scaling.W e shallalso use ourexperim entaldata to

justify the two assum ptions which lead to Eqs.(9) and

(10).

III. EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S A N D

A N A LY SIS

Before presenting our experim entalresults,we would

liketo m akesom eprelim inary rem arks.

Predictionsofthe m ean-� eld theory ofaging phenom -

ena,m entioned in the previoussection,are expected to

hold only in thelinearresponseregim e.Thism eansthat

a changein m agnetic� eld,acting asa probeofthespin-

glass state,m ust be m uch sm aller than the AT � eld at

a given m easurem enttem perature.A larger� eld change

would lead toadeviation from linearresponse.Them ea-

sured zero-� eld-cooled susceptibility would then becom e

� eld-dependent, and the argum ents, based on Fig. 1,

could notbe used.

Eqs.(8)-(10)can beapplied to experim entaldata only

ifthe zero-� eld-cooled susceptibility is m easured at the

end ofthe  uctuation-dissipation regim e. Forrelatively

shortwaitingtim es,thetransition from oneregim etothe

otherisnotwellde� ned. Com putersim ulationsshow16

thatviolation oftheFDT becom esvisibleatobservation

tim es� atleastoneorderofm agnitudeshorterthan the

waitingtim etw ,theviolation becom ingstrongat� � tw .

Allofour experim ents have been perform ed on a com -

m ercialQ uantum Design SQ UID m agnetom eter. The

shortestpossibleobservationtim eisabout40s.Thetyp-

icale� ective cooling tim e is600 s because ofthe rather

low cooling ratenearthem easurem enttem perature.By

thetim ethe� rstexperim entalpointistaken,thefastini-

tialdecay isessentially over.Thus,the short-tim e m ea-

surem entsyield results,which are approxim ately atthe

end ofthe  uctuation-dissipation regim e,even at zero

waiting tim e.
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FIG .2: The �eld-cooled m agnetization ofthe single crystal

Cu:M n 1.5 at% fordi�erenttem peraturesTr = T=Tg. The

insetdisplaysthe irreversibility (1�ZF C=M F C )�100% as

a function oftem perature forH = 200 O e.

In ouranalysis,we use experim entalvaluesofm agne-

tizationsinstead ofsusceptibilities. This is because nu-

m ericaldi� erentiation requires� tting,and any � tting in-

volvesinterpretation.O fcourse,allargum entsregarding

the� eld scaling apply to m agnetizationsaswell.Forex-

am ple,Eqs.(9)and (10)suggestthattheslopeofthere-

m anentm agnetization,M F C � ZF C ,at� eld H ,divided

by itsslope atH = 0,willbe a function ofH =H A T (T).

TherestofthisSection presentsourexperim entalresults,

which willsupportthisprediction.

A . Field scaling for di�erent tem peratures

In order to test validity of Eqs. (9) and (10), we

m easured the � eld-cooled (M F C ) and zero-� eld-cooled

(ZF C )m agnetizationsasfunctionsofthe� eld H = � H

for four di� erent tem peratures. Allresults reported in

thissubsection wereobtained fora singlecrystalCu:M n

1.5 at % . It is a long-range Heisenberg spin glass with

a glass tem perature Tg ofapproxim ately 15:2 K . The

experim entalphase diagram forthissam ple willbe pre-

sented elsewhere.Them easurem entsoftheZF C m agne-

tization werem adeattheshortestobservation tim e,with

zero waiting tim ebetween thecooling and application of

the � eld.

Fig.2 exhibitsthe � eld dependence ofthe� eld-cooled

m agnetization.Thedataarepresented astaken,without

any rescaling ofthe � eld oradjustm entofthe m agneti-

zation m agnitude. Error bars are considerably sm aller

than the sym bolsizes and are not shown in the � gure.

The sam e appliesto the other� guresin thispaperthat

do not exhibit error bars. It is evident that M F C (H )

is virtually independent oftem perature. Therefore,the

Parisi-Toulouse approxim ation works rather wellin the
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FIG .3: The rem anent m agnetization ofthe single crystal

Cu:M n 1.5 at% asa function of�eld forthe sam e tem pera-

turesasin Fig.2.

caseofthissam ple.Thisappearstobeacom m on feature

ofCu:M n spin glasses.11

Thespin-glassphaseischaracterized by thedi� erence

between the � eld-cooled and zero-� eld-cooled m agneti-

zations. The inset of Fig.2 displays tem perature de-

pendence of the M F C � ZF C irreversibility at � xed

m agnetic � eld. W eak irreversibility in the Cu:M n 1.5

at% single crystalappearsslightly abovethe glasstem -

perature of15:2 K . The irreversibility becom es strong

as tem perature is lowered, evolving to a region where

it increases linearly with a large slope. The strong

M F C � ZF C irreversibility is interpreted as a sign of

the spin-glass phase transition. The T-intercept ofthe

linear� tin thisregion istaken asthe crossovertem per-

ature Tc(H ). These crossovertem peratures,determ ined

fordi� erentm agnetic� eldsH ,de� ne the AT line.

Fig.3 displays� eld dependencesoftheM F C � ZF C

irreversibilityfordi� erenttem peratures.Thefourcurves

aresim ilarin shape,butthe � eld scaleforeach depends

on the m easurem enttem perature.The peak in M F C �

ZF C correspondstoastrongviolation oflinearresponse.

Itturnsoutthattheposition ofthispeak dependson the

valueofthe AT � eld.

Theexperim entalAT linefortheCu:M n 1.5 at% sin-

glecrystalsam pleisexhibited in Fig.4.O necan seethat

thislinehasthefunctionalform Tg� Tc(H )/ H 2=3,typ-

icalofthe AT line5 in the Sherrington-K irkpatrick (SK )

m odel.17 Fig.4 also shows tem perature dependence of

the position ofthe peak in TRM (H ),which we denote

asH M (T),and ofthepeak in (M F C � ZF C )(H ),which

we refer to as H m (T). The therm orem anent m agneti-

zation, TRM , is not equalto M F C � ZF C if linear

response is violated, and H m < H M for any tem per-

ature. However,both H M (T) and H m (T) are propor-

tionalto the critical� eld HA T (T),according to Fig.4.

Thepeak in (M F C � ZF C )(H )iseasierto identify than
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FIG .4: From top to bottom :H A T (T),theexperim entalAT

criticalline;H M (T),the position ofthe peak in TR M (H );

H m (T),the position ofthe peak in (M F C �ZF C )(H ).
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FIG .5: Scaling ofthe rem anent m agnetization curves for

di�erent tem peratures. The positions ofthe peaks,H m (T),

are used asscaling param eters.

theAT lineitself.In thissubsection,weshalluseitsposi-

tion,H m (T),asthe� eld scalingparam eter,and consider

H =H m scaling instead ofH =H A T scaling.

Fig.5exhibitstheM F C � ZF C irreversibility,norm al-

ized by itsvalue atH m ,and plotted versush = H =H m .

O ne can see that the curves for di� erent tem peratures

fallon top ofone anotherforh < 1.Thisisthe interval

of� eld variations where linear response holds,at least

approxim ately.Therefore,the � eld scaling,predicted by

Eqs.(9)and (10),isindeed observed in spin-glassexper-

im ents. For h > 1,however,the scaling is ratherpoor.

Thereisstrong nonlinearity in thespin-glassresponsein

thisregim e,and them ean-� eld theory ofaging phenom -

ena willnotbe applicable.
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FIG .6: Them astercurve ~�(C )forthesinglecrystalCu:M n

1.5% ,estim ated from theexperim ental�Z F C (T)dependence.

The m astercurve forthe SK m odelis ~� = (1�C )1=2
.

O fcourse,nonlinearity by itselfdoes not necessitate

lack ofscaling. There are atleasttwo probable reasons

forthe observed di� erencesin high-� eld behavioratdif-

ferenttem peratures.First,freezingofthetransversespin

com ponents18 in Heisenberg spin glasses produces the

weak irreversibilityin thelongitudinaldirection.Second,

the distribution ofglasstem peratures,alwayspresentin

realsam ples,hasastrongere� ectathigherm easurem ent

tem peraturesand higher� elds.TheinsetofFig 2 shows

thatthereisasigni� cantrem anenceatthecrossovertem -

perature. Itcorrespondsto the rem anence nearthe AT

line at h � 3:5 in Fig.5. O bviously,we cannot expect

the H =H A T scaling to hold precisely in thisregion.

The scaling of the M F C � ZF C curves in Fig. 5

suggests,a posteriori, that the assum ptions leading to

Eqs.(9)and (10)arein factreasonable.In orderto clar-

ify thisconclusion,wedeterm ined them astercurve ~�(C )

according to the m ethod ofCugliandolo et al.11 Ifthe

zero-� eld cooled susceptibility is m easured at the lim it

ofvalidity oftheFDT,thecorrespondingcorrelation can

be obtained from Eq.(6). Then the valuesof�Z F C (T)

for di� erent tem peratures,plotted vs. C (T),span the

m aster curve ~�(C ). The experim entalm aster curve is

shown in Fig.6. The data points were taken in the in-

tervalfrom T = 2:4 K to T = 15:0 K atthe sam e low

� eld H = 16 O e.Each m easurem entwasindependentof

the others,and included a quench from above the glass

tem perature.

Fig.6 dem onstratesthattheexperim entaldependence

of� on C isclose to linearovera wide rangeofcorrela-

tions. Thisjusti� es the assum ption underlying Eq.(9):

them astercurve ~�(C )atrelatively low C can beapprox-

im ated by a straightline.

The experim ental data for the AT critical line in

Fig.4 suggest that,to the leading order ofm agnitude,

qm in(H )/ H 2=3.Therefore,qm in(H )isindeed a hom o-

geneousfunction oforderp = 2=3,and the assum ption

underlying Eq.(10)isalso veri� ed.

Theseargum ents,ofcourse,should betaken with cau-

tion.A reliableexperim entaldeterm ination ofthem aster

curve ~�(C )would require independentm easurem entsof

both the susceptibility and the correlation. Fig.6 only

givesan idea ofhow therealcurvem ay look.In particu-

lar,theexperim entalm astercurvein Fig.6 doesnotex-

hibita signi� cantdownturn athigh valuesofC=qd.The

di� erence between this curve and the theoreticalcurve

~� = (1� C )1=2 fortheSK m odel10 isvery pronounced in

thatregion.Thisproblem ,however,isbeyond thescope

ofthe present paper. It is also evident that we cannot

expect the above two assum ptions to hold beyond the

leading orderofm agnitudeeven athigh enough tem per-

aturesand low values ofC . Itwould be correctto say,

therefore,thatthe AT � eld de� nesa characteristic � eld

scaleatany tem perature,butthescaling itselfisalways

approxim ate.

B . Field scaling for di�erent sam ples

Theresultsoftheprevioussubsection suggestthatthe

m aster curve ~�(C ) in Fig.1 is universal,that is T and

H independent,thussupporting the Parisi-Toulouseap-

proxim ation. It would be interesting to see,therefore,

ifthis curve depends on the choice ofsam ple. Di� er-

ent spin-glass sam ples have di� erent m icroscopic prop-

erties, and, consequently, di� erent e� ective m agnetic

� eld scales. Ifthe Parisi-Toulouseapproxim ation holds,

the m agnetic � eld H appears in the analysis through

qm in(H ) only. Therefore, if the m aster curve ~�(C ) is

sam ple independent,and qm in(H ) has alwaysthe sam e

functionalform ,wecan expectthescaling ofm agnetiza-

tion curvesto hold fordi� erentsam ples.

In order to study this issue, we m easured the � eld-

cooled (M FC)and the therm orem anent(TRM )m agne-

tizationsasfunctionsofH = � H for� ve di� erentspin-

glass sam ples. In addition to the single crystalCu:M n

1.5 at % ,described previously,we used a single crystal

Cu:M n 0.6 at % , with the glass tem perature ofabout

6:0 K . Both sam ples have been prepared in K am m er-

lingh O nnesLaboratory (Leiden).Sim ilarsinglecrystals

have been used for newtron-scattering experim ents.19

The otherthree ofoursam plesare polycrystalline. The

polycrystalCu:M n 6.0 at % has been extensively stud-

ied before.20 Its glasstem perature is near31:0 K . The

thiospinelC dC r1:7In0:3S4 is an insulating short-range

spin glasswith Tg = 16:7 K .Ithasalso been studied in

detail.21 Thesecond thiospinelsam ple,used in ouranal-

ysis,hasbeen obtained from thepartofthe � rstsam ple

by sifting itthrough a 100 nm m esh. Thiswasdone to

probethe� nite-sizee� ects.22 Thesifted thiospinelhasa

slightly lowerglasstem peratureTg � 16:5 K .

Fig. 7 displays the therm orem anent m agnetizations

versusthe� eld H forthese� vesam ples.Alldata points

aretaken atthesam eshortobservation tim eof90safter
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FIG .7: Therm orem anent m agnetization for �ve spin-glass

sam ples m easured at tw = 30 m in. The positions of the

m axim a,H M (T),are proportionalto the AT �elds.
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the� eld iscuttozero.Thewaitingtim ebetween theend

ofthecoolingprocessand the� eld changeis30m in.The

reduced m easurem enttem peratures,Tr= T=Tg,fordif-

ferentsam plesarenotexactlythesam e,butitisnotvery

im portantconsidering the resultsofSec.III.A.Itisevi-

dentfrom Fig.7thatdi� erentsam pleshaveverydi� erent

characteristic � eld scales. The e� ect ofthe sam e m ag-

netic � eld isstrongestin the case ofthe thiospinel,and

itism uch lesspronounced forthe single crystalCu:M n

1.5 at % . The characteristic � eld scales for these two

sam plesdi� erby oneorderofm agnitude.

O necan seefrom Fig.7 thateach TRM (H )curvehas

a m axim um . According to Fig.4,the position ofthis

m axim um ,H M (T),isproportionalto the corresponding
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FIG .9: Scalingofthetherm orem anentm agnetization curves

from Fig.7,plotted vs.H =H M .

AT � eld,HA T (T).In thissubsection,wewillcharacterize

each sam ple by its value ofH M , and consider H =H M

scaling instead ofthe H =H A T scaling.

Fig.8 exhibits experim entalM F C (H ) curves,plot-

ted versus h = H =H M and norm alized by their values

at h = 1. All� ve curves seem to scale welltogether.

Thissuggeststhat,apartfrom thedi� erencesin the� eld

scales,thephysicalm echanism behind theobserved � eld

dependence isthe sam e forallthese very di� erentsam -

ples.Fig.8 suggeststhatthefunctionalform ofqm in(H )

isessentially independentofsam ple.

The experim entalTRM (H )curvesfrom Fig.7,plot-

ted versus the reduced � eld h = H =HM ,are presented

in Fig.9. The overallscaling is surprisingly good,tak-

ing into account the diversity in properties ofthe � ve

sam ples. W e conclude thatthe observed nonlinearity in

spin-glass response has the sam e physicalorigin for all

sam ples.

The m ajordeviationsfrom perfectscaling seem to re-

sultfrom � nite-size e� ects. They are notclearly visible

in Fig.9,butcan beseen in Fig.10.This� gureexhibits

the norm alized TRM curves,divided by h = H =H M ,

forthe two thiospinelsam ples. The fullthiospinelsam -

plewith Tg � 16:7 K hasa broad distribution ofparticle

sizes.Thesifted thiospinelsam plewith Tg � 16:5K con-

sistsofparticlessm allerthan 100 nm in diam eter. The

m easurem enttem peratureswere14:4 K and 14:2 K ,re-

spectively,so thatthe reduced tem perature Tr = T=Tg

hasthe sam evalueof0.86 forboth sam ples.

Two conclusions can be derived from the data in

Fig.10.First,the characteristic� eld forthe sifted sam -

ple is about 10% higher than for the fullsam ple. This

isconsistentwith them ean-� eld-theory predictions.The

di� erences in free energies per site for di� erent equilib-

rium statesareoftheorderof1=N ,whereN isthetotal

num berofspins.Forsm allerN ,a strongerperturbation

isneeded toredistributetheseenergydi� erencesand thus
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ples.Thedi�erencesin thevaluesofH M and in thelow-�eld

behavior can be attributed to the �nite-size e�ects on the

spin-glasspropertiesofthe sifted sam ple.

reshu� etheweightsofdi� erentpurestates.23 Therefore,

nonlinearity in response appearsathigher� eld changes

for sm allerparticles. The second conclusion is thatthe

di� erences in behaviorbetween the fullsam ple and the

sifted sam ple are m ore pronounced in the low-� eld re-

gion.Thisisalso in agreem entwith resultsofthem ean-

� eld theory.The m agnetic correlation length,�H ,drops

sharply as the change in � eld increases.23 If the � eld

changem akestwospinsuncorrelated,existenceofagrain

wallbetween them becom esirrelevant. Thus,� nite-size

e� ects on spin-glass dynam ics are m ore pronounced at

lower� eld changes. O fcourse,there m ay be other rea-

sonsforthe di� erencesbetween the two thiospinelsam -

ples.

Apart from the � nite-size e� ects, the overallscaling

in Fig.9 isim pressive,and dem onstratesthe validity of

the theoreticalanalysis in Section II.O ur results sug-

gestthat both the m aster curve ~�(C ) and the function

qm in(H =H A T )are essentially independentofthe nature

ofa particular spin-glass sam ple. This is a strong evi-

dencein supportofm ean-� eld theory.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

Them ean-� eld theory ofaging phenom ena establishes

a relation between the susceptibility � and the corre-

lation C in both the equilibrium and aging regim es of

spin-glassrelaxation.Itsuggeststhat�(C )isa universal

function in the aging regim e, and that the rem anent

susceptibility �F C � �Z F C is related to the di� erence

qE A � qm in in the values ofthe correlation. W e have

shown in this paper that two additional assum ptions,

the linearity of �(C ) in the aging regim e and the

hom ogeneity ofqm in(H )in a widerangeof� elds,lead to

a prediction ofH =H A T (T)scaling ofthe rem anentsus-

ceptibility curves.O urexperim entson the singlecrystal

Cu:M n 1.5 at % dem onstrate the existence of such

scaling in the tem perature intervalT=Tg = 0:7:::0:85.

M oreover,thetherm orem anentm agnetization curvesfor

di� erentspin-glasssam plesalso scalequitewelltogether

ifplotted vs.H =H A T . These resultsindicate thatthere

is universality for the m agnetic properties of di� erent

spin glasssystem s atdi� erenttem peratures. They also

suggest that the m agnetic � eld e� ects on spin-glass

dynam ics in the linear response regim e are correctly

described by the m ean-� eld theory ofaging phenom ena.
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