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The critical exponent = 0:16

002 for the random - eld Ising m odel order param eter is de—

termm ined using extinction-free m agnetic x—ray scattering for Fey.g5Znp:15F2 In m agnetic elds of 10
and 11 T . T he ocbserved value is consistent w ith other experin ental random — eld critical exponents,
but disagrees sharply w th M onte C arlo and exact ground state calculations on nite-sized system s.

PACS numbers: 61.10Nz, 7540Cx, 7550Ee, 75.50 Lk

T he Ising m odel is perhaps the m ost in portant m odel
In statisticalphysics, w th m any applicationsthat gowell
beyond the realm of physics. In 1944, the pure two-
din ensional (d = 2) model was solved exactly by O n-—
sager 'g:]. For the pure d = 3 Ising m odel, although
various calculations and com puter sim ulation techniques
have proven extrem ely usefii], no exact resuls are avail-
able. Nevertheless, there is extrem ely good agreem ent
am ong theory, sin ulations, and experim ents 'Q]. Hence,
the m odel can be considered well understood. T hrough
the years, the intellectual valie of the Ising m odel has
grown, particularly as a m odel of disorder. O ne of the
m ost In portant of these m odels of disorder occurs when
a random eld is In posed which couples directly to the
order param eter of the system . The most studied re—
alization ofthis random — eld Ishgmodel RFIM ) is the
dilited antiferrom agnet in an applied m agnetic eld. Un-—
like the pure d = 3 Ising m odel, there is, so far, poor
agreem ent between theory and simulations on the one
hand and experin ents on the other [g]. This hasm oti-
vated us to m easure the criticalbehavior ofthe staggered
m agnetization, the antiferrom agnetic order param eter

Mgs= Mot @)

wheret= (T.H ) T)=T.#H ),ofthedilute Ising antifer—
rom agnet in an applied eld, shoe this isone ofthem ost
valiable yet also least characterized aspects ofthe exper—
In entalsystem . O ur result forthe orderparam eter expo—
nent provides an in portant quantitative experin ental
contrbution toward a com prehensive understanding of
the RFIM .

T hedilute, nsulating antiferrom agnetFe, Zn; xF; has
a large single—ion anisotropy and is an extensively studied
E:] d= 3RFIM realization B -4] N evertheless, prior at—
tem pts to determ ine the criticalbehavior ofthe orderpa—
ram eter have been unsuccessful. Thism ay be surprising
since, in principle, one only needs tom easure the tem per-
ature dependence of the B ragg scattering intensity, I ,

which is proportionalto M 5)?, wih amagnetic eld H
applied along the caxis, the spin ordering direction. For
tw o reasons, such m easurem ents have proven very di —
cul in practice. F irst, neutron scattering on these high—
quality crystals su ersgreatly from the e ectsofextinc-
tion; the beam , upon tranam ission through the crystal,
is depleted of neutrons satisfying the B ragg condition,
resulting in the saturation of the m easured value of Iy .
Second, form agnetic concentrations x below the vacancy
percolation threshold {, @], x, = 0754, dom ain fom a-
tion obscuresthe RFIM criticalbehaviorbelow the tran—
sition at Tc.H ) In FeyZn; 4F, and is less anisotropic
isom oxph M nyZn; xF,. A lfhough the dom ainsm ay be
Intemally well ordered, Iz will be greatly dim inished if
the characteristic length scale for the dom ain structure is
an aller than that ofthe spectrom eter resolution; we w ill
refer to this as m icro-dom ain structure and it has been
studied extensively In previous works Ej]. Under severe
extinction conditions, dom ain structure m ay relieve ex—
tinction and actually cause Iy to increase. W hether do—
m ain structure form s or not, the B ragg scattering cross
section w illbe decreased by therm aldisorder as the tran—
sition is approached. In x-ray scattering, sihoe the m ag—
netic scattering cross section is relatively am all, the scat—
tering intensity, obtained in a re ection geom etry, does
not su er from extinction, as extensively discussed pre—
viously iﬁ, -r_fi]. T he use of extinction—-free m agnetic x-ray
scattering, and of a crystalw ith x > X, to avoid m icro—
dom ains, has allowed us to accurately characterize the
order param eter critical behavior in Fey.g5Z2ng.1sF 5.

T hem agnetic x-ray scattering technigue w as em ployed
forM nF, forH = 0 by Goldm an etal E], and w as then
applied to M nyZn; xF, with H > 0 by Hill et al. E'@'].
W hereas the H = 0 study yielded the exponent con-
sistent with the d = 3 Ising m odel, the latter did not
revealthe universalRF M behavior @], which would be
consistent wih x < x,; the H = 0 transition tem pera-

ture [10 and its eld dependence, -i]are consistent w ith
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the concentration being very close to or below x, . That
the transition iIn Ref. @] was obscured by m icro-dom ains
Ei'] is suggested by the zero slope of M 52 versus T as
T ! T.@#H ).Thepresentm agnetic x-ray scatteringm ea—
surem ents use Feyg5Z2ng.5F 2, for which x is well above
Xy .

The m easuram ents were m ade at the new high— eld
m agnet facility on beam lne 72 of the Stanford Syn-
chrotron Radiation Laboratory. A m onochrom atic x—
ray beam was obtained from the wiggler spectrum via
a Si(111) double—crystalm onochrom ator. X -ray energies
between 14 and 135 keV were used, which resuled in
a penetration depth of about 60 m . The energy was
tuned to m Inin ize energy-sensitive m ultiple scattering
d]. The ssmpl had a nely polished face, a fow mm?
In area, wih the a-axis perpendicular to the polished
face and the caxis along the vertical eld. The tem -
perature of the crystal, mounted in a He atm osphere,
was stable to approxin ately 10 m K . T he transition tem —
perature for H = 0 wasmeasured to be Ty = 66:7 K,
consistent w ith birefringence m easurem ents on the sam e
sam ple f_l-Z_;] and w ith a concentration x = 085 Ll-g] t
has been shown that the antiferrom agnetic transition at
this m agnetic concentration is stable at elds ashigh as
H = 18T [l. ForH = 10 and 11 T, the transitions
are at Tc = 642 and 640 K, respectively. The lattice
constants of the sam ple were determ ined to be approx-—
Imately a = 468 A and ¢ = 327 A near the transition
tem perature. The halfw ddthsat-halfm axinum for the
Braggpeakswere4 10 %,4 10 3,and4 10 3 recipro—
callattice units for the transverse, longitudinaland verti-
caldirections, respectively, at the (100) m agnetic B ragg
point, about which transverse H = Oand H = 11 T
and longiudinal H = 10 T scans were obtained. The
sam ple was rem ounted between m easurem ents at di er—
ent elds, and therefore we nom alized intensities using
scans at T = 47 K . T hree conventional them altcycling
procedureswere em ployed. In ZFC, the sam ple is cooled
In zero ed below T.H ), the eld is applied, and the
sam ple is wam ed through T. # ), waiting at each tem -
perature at least 20 m in before taking data to It the
tem perature and system stabilize. In FC, the samplk
is cooled through T.H ) in the eld, taking data as In
ZFC .Fild-heated (FH) data were taken by heating in
the eld after FC. The scans typically consisted of 41
points, about 15 of which covered the Bragg peak. At
each point, the intensity was counted for 30 to 45 sec—
onds, depending on the tem perature of the scan.

Figure 1l show sthe Bragg intensity orH = 0and 10T
versus tem perature, w ith the g and T Independent back—
grounds subtracted, where g is the distance In reciprocal
space from the (100) antiferrom agnetic B ragg point. T he
background depends on the precise experin entalcon g-
uration, but not on the them al cycling used to collect
data, and ism ostly from sources other than the crystal
itself. For com parison of the background to the B ragg
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FIG .1: The ZFC Bragg intensity, Is , in arbitrary units (@u.),
versus T forH = 0O and H = 10 T, w ith the T -independent
background intensity subtracted. T he square symbols in in—
setsa) and b) show the critical scattering contributions to the
x-ray Intensities forH = 0 and H = 10 T, respectively, de—
tem ined from neutron scattering m easurem ents as described
in the text.

signal, typicalbackground counts fortheH = 11 T scans
w ere eight counts per second w hereas the g= 0 intensity
was 160 countspersecond at T = 47K .Above the transi-
tion, the scattering intensity resultsonly from the critical
scattering and goes to zero wellabove T, # ), indicating
that there are no contributions from m uliple scattering
to the Bragg intensity. To determ ine the critical scat—
tering for H = 0, 10 and 11 T, neutron scattering line
shapes, obtained w ith a sam pl of nearly the sam e m ag—
netic concentration [_13] using a previously describbed pro—
cedure [_iﬁi], were folded w ith the x—ray resolution, and the
overallg= 0 amplinvdewasadjustedto ttheH = 10T
data above T H ). Insets a) and b) In Fig. 1 show the
critical scattering contrbutions forH = 0 and 10 T, re—
spectively. A s a result of the high m om entum resolution
of the x-ray technique, the critical scattering contribu-
tions, which are nearly Lorentzian forH = 0 [[4,115], are
alm ost negligbl Fig. la)). ForH > 0, however, tpe
critical scattering has a much larger g dependence I_lﬁi]
at small gq. Consequently, a sm all contrbution to the
g = 0 scattering is m ore discemible forthe H = 10 T
data. These contrbutions were subtracted from all the
data before determ ining the order param eter exponent.
Although neutron scattering measurements using
Fey.s5Z2np.15F 2 E_Q‘] and Fep.903Z2n0.07F 2 E_-Z_jl] show no evi-
dence form icro-dom ain form ation in the critical scatter—



Ing, H > 0 hysteresis in Iz is evident, wih the FC in-
tensities lJarger than the ZFC ones, a result ofextinction.
T he x-ray B ragg scattering also show s hysteresis, but in
this extinction—-free case the ZFC data arehigher in inten-
sity. In the random eld region, the FC intensity is fac-
torof4.] amn allerthan ZFC intensity. T his ratio depends
slightly on the cooling rate used in ocbtaining the FC data.
The ZFC data are rate independent. ForH = 11 T, the
corresponding ratio is approxin ately 40. FH data were
Interm ediate between the ZFC and FC curves. W e note
that speci cheatm easurem entsalso show hysteresisvery
close to T @ ) at this concentration [14, 16]. Such hys-
teresis is likely a result of the extrem ely slow activated
RFIM dynam icsand possbly representsthe fact that FC
long-range ordering m ust take place w hile traversing the
transition, where activated dynam ics plays the greatest
role. T he logarithm ically slow relaxation associated w ith
activated dynam ics [I, 18] severely lin its the ability of
the system to equilbrate extrem ely closeto T H ). This
lim its the fom ation of long-range order upon FC . ZFC
data, on the other hand, are obtained w thout approach—
Ing T H ) except when the order param eter is already
very an all, and thus do not visbly su er from the slow
dynam ics. M oreover, no dependence on the rate of tem —
perature change was observed upon ZFC .Hence, we be—
lieve the ZFC data represent the correct order param eter
m easuram ent. Variousm easuram ents near the transition
at this concentration have yielded critical behavior in—
dicative of a second-order phase transition. T here is also
nom easureable latent-heat in speci cheat criticalbehav-
ior m easurem ents t_lz_i] T herefore, this appears to be a
second-order transition, although an extraordinary one.

T he nom alized B ragg Intensity curves in Fig.1 clearly
approach T, #H ) vertically. This is characteristic of ex—
perin ents [13, 14, 15] and sinulations [B] fr x > x,
and in stark contrast with experinents @, 4, 19] and
sin ulations E_:Jz] for x < x,, where Iz approaches T. H )
horizontally. T he Jatterbehavior is attributable tom icro—
dom ain form ation, which is energetically favorable when
the vacancies percolate through the crystal, as shown in
M onte C arlo sin ulations f_’S].

Figure 2 shows the logarithm of Iz, wih the con-
stant background and critical scattering contributions
subtracted, or H = 0, 10, and 11 T, versus the loga—
rithm oft. The values of T. H ) were detemm ined from

ts to the data. For 00007 < t< 003 and H = 0, we

nd = 035 002 (solid line), which agrees wellw ith
several experin ental and theoretical determm nations for
the random -exchange Ising m odel i_ﬁ]. ForH = 10 and
11T, a crossover from random -exchangeto RFIM critical
behavior occurs near :c = 0:03, consistent w ith birefrin—
gencem easurem ents t_lg'], and thedata can be ttoa sin-
gk power law only in the range 0:0001 < t< 0:03. The

ts over this range yield the exponent = 046 0:02 for
thecombined H = 10 and 11 T data and are indicated by
theparallelsolid linesin Fig. 2. A less sophisticated data

L ﬁ’
L ‘/s’
o« H=OT S |
|  a H=10T (ZFC) ’/A ]
|« H=11T (ZFC) o i

-5

log,,(Iy) (a.u.)

-35 x

FIG.2: Thesame ZFC data asn Fig. 1l aswellas data taken
atH = 11 T, corrected for the critical scattering contribution,
plotted as the logarithm of the intensity versus the logarithm
of t. The solid lines for H = 10 and 11 T indicate RFIM
behaviorwih = 0:{16,while the solid line forH = 0 re ects
conventional random -exchange behavior ( = 0:35).

analysis, which did not correct for the critical scattering

contrbution, resulted in a valie for the order param e-
ter exponent that is larger by 0.02, stillw ithin the error
bars. T he correction should, of course, be done In order
to obtain the correct value of . The slope of the data

at large t changeswih H since the de nition of the re—
duced tem perature nvolves T, H ) forH > 0 and not the

H = 0 transition tem perature Ty .

T hrough the Rushbrooke scaling relation

2 + + 2 )

w hich isusually satis ed asan equality, isrelated to the
universalcriticalexponents (forthe speci cheat) and

(for the staggered susceptibility) ofthed= 3RFIM .The
experin entally determ ined speci ¢ heat peak is nearly
logarithm ic and very symm etric close to T, H ), consis—
tent w ith 0 I:L-Z_:, J;-6_:]. N eutron scattering analyses
{3, 14] yield valies in the 145< < 1:65 range. T here—
fore, the experim ental value 0416 is fairly consistent
w ith Rushbrooke scaling, taking the upper lim  of and

= 0.

A very recent NM R study I_Z-(_i] of the order param e-
ter in the e ective shortrange interaction random — eld
ferroelectric Sr.1 xCexBag ;39Nb20 6r wih x = 0:0066,
yielded = 0:14 0:03, consistentw ih the present result
forFey.gsZng.asFo . T wasobtained, however, in the pres—
ence of m icro-dom ain structure. Apparently, the m ore



localNM R probe is Jess sensitive than the B ragg scatter—
Ing technigques to the fom ation ofm icro-dom ains. This
suggeststhat dom ain form ation doesnot preclude a 2irly
sharp RF M -lke phase transition and a m easurem ent of
itsorderparam eter 1_21:], but only preventsm easurem ents
of the order param eter through scattering experin ents
forx < x,.

T here does not exist a set of theoretical resuls that
are consistent w ith all the experin ents iﬁ] M onte C arlo
f22] and exact ground state calculations f23] yield very
an all values for and large, negatJye values for
O ther num ericaland scaling ana]yses E4 lyield closeto
zero, consistent w ith experin ents ll2, .16 but also yield

= 137 009, much larger than experin ental value

=105 001 i_l-g, :_1-1_1:1 A nother recent work [_55‘] yields

and closeto zero. O neM onte C arlo study, on a large
lattice and w ith less assurance of equilbrium than other
sinulations, yielded = 025 003 [6]. Since con-
sistency am ong num erical and experin ental exponents
continues to elude us, a com prehensive understanding of
thed= 3 RFIM isyet to be achieved. The determ ina—
tion of the order param eter exponent presented here is
an In portant quantitative contribution in this direction.

W e thank M .M atsuda, S.K atano, H . Yoshizawa and
J.A .Femandez-B aca for allow ing the use ofunpublished
neutron scattering results in the analysisshown in Fig.1,
and the SSRL sta Hrtheirhelp n building the m agnet
facility. T he x-ray experin ents were carried out at the
Stanford Synchrotron R adiation Laboratory, a national
user facility operated by Stanford University on behalf
of the U S. D gpartm ent of Energy, O ce of Basic En-
ergy Sciences. The work at Stanford was also supported
by the U S. D epartm ent of E nergy under C ontract N os.
DE-FG03-99ER 45773 and DE-AC 03-76SF 00515, by N SF
Grant Nos. DM R-9985067 and DM R-9802737, and by
the A P.Sloan Foundation. Thework at UC SC was sup—
ported by D egpartm ent of Energy Grant No. DE-FG 03—
87TER 45324. The work at W est V irginia University was
supported by NSF Grant No. DM R-9734051.

[l1 L.Onsager, Phys.Rev. 65, 117 (1944).
R1D .P.Belanger, B razilian J.ofPhys. 30, 682 (2000), and
references therein.
B] S.Fishm an and A .Aharony, J.Phys.C 12,1729 (1979).
4] J.L.Cardy,Phys.Rev.B 29, 505 (1984).
BlW .C.Barber and D . P. Belnger, J. Appl Phys. 87,
7049 (2000).
6] T.Sakon, S.Awaj, M .M otokawa, and D . P. Belanger,
J.Phys. Soc. Japan 71, 411 (2002).
[71U .Nowak, Fractals1, 992 (1993), and references therein.
B]A .I.Godman etal, Phys.Rev.B 36, 5609 (1987).
P]J.P.H1il, Q .Feng,R .J.Birgeneau and T .R . Thurston,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 70, 3655 (1993).
[10] D .P.Belanger, F.Borsa, A .R .K ing and V . Jaccarino,
J.Magn.M agn.M at.15-18, 807 (1980).
l1]C.A.Ramos, A.R.King and V . Jaccarino, Phys. Rev.
B 37,5483 (1988).
[l2] F.Ye and D .P.Belanger, unpublished.
[I3]F.Ye, M .M atsuda, S. Katano, H. Yoshizawa, J. A .
Femandez-Baca and D .P.Belanger, unpublished.
[14]1 Z. Slanic, D . P. Belanger and J. A . FemandezBaca,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 82, 426 (1999).
51w . C. Barber, F. Ye, D. P. Belanger, and J. A.
FemandezB aca, unpublished.
[l6] Z. Slanic and D . P. Belanger, J. M agn. M agn. M ater.
186, 65 (1998).
[L7]1 D .S.Fisher, Phys.Rev.Lett.56, 416 (1986).
8] A .R.King, J.A .M ydosh and V . Jaccarino, Phys.Rev.
Lett.56, 2525 (1986).
[19]1 D .P.Belanger et al,, Phys.Rev.B 54, 3420 (1996).
RO]W .K leem ann et al,, Europhys. Lett. 57 14 (2002) .
Rl1]C. A.Ramos, A. R. King, V. Jaccarino and S. M .
Rezende, J.Phys. Paris) 49, 1241 (1988).
R2] H .Rieger, Phys.Rev.B 52, 6659 (1995).
R3]A.K.Hartmann and A.P. Young, Phys. Rev.B 64,
214419 (2001).
R41A.A .M iddlton and D. S. Fisher, Phys. Rev.B 65,
134411 (2002)

peljw .C. Barbera.ndD .pP. Be]anger,J M agn.M agn.M ater.
226230, 545 (2000).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207438

