
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

91
86

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  7
 S

ep
 2

00
2

N EU R A L N ET W O R K A N A LY SIS O F T H E M A G N ET IZAT IO N

R EV ER SA L IN M A G N ET IC D O T A R R AY S

M artin G M ITRA and DenisHO RV �ATH
D epartm entofTheoreticalPhysicsand Astrophysics,Faculty ofNaturalScience

University ofP.J.�Saf�arik,M oyzesova 16,040 01 K o�sice,tel.055/622 22 21,

E-m ails:gm itra@ host.sk,horvath@ kosice.upjs.sk

SU M M A R Y

W e sim ulated the rem agnetization dynam ics ofthe ultra-dense and ultra-thin m agnetic dotarray system with

dipole-dipole and exchange coupling interactions. W ithin the proposed 2D XY superlattice m odel,the square dots

are m odeled by the spatially m odulated exchange-couplings. The dipole-dipole interactions were approxim ated by

the hierarchicalsum s and dynam ics was reduced to dam ping term ofthe Landau-Lifshitz-G ilbert equation. The

sim ulation of40000 spin system leads to nonequilibrium nonuniform con�gurations with soliton-antisoliton pairs

detected atintra-dotand inter-dotscales. The classi�cation ofintra-dotm agnetic con�gurations was perform ed

using the self-adaptive neuralnetworks with varying num ber ofneurons.

K eyw ords :dotarray,neuralnetwork m odel,XY m odel,num ericalsim ulation

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

M any interesting applicationsofthe periodic

m agnetic dot arrays are expected in the �eld

ofthe m agnetic recording [1]and m agnetic sen-

sors. The typicalproperties brought by the ar-

ray geom etry is the lim ited length of the spin

chainscoupled by theexchangecoupling and the

uniqueness ofthe m agnetostatic interactions at

the scalescom parableorlargerthan dotsize.

Thepowerfultoolsto study thestaticand dy-

nam ic propertiesofm agnetic nanostructuresin-

cluding thethin �lm sand isolated sm allparticles

represent m icrom agnetic [2], and M onte Carlo

[3,4,5,6]sim ulations.They arefocussed to the

analysisofthe nonuniform m agnetization states.

O n apurelyqualitativeleveltheintra-dotnonuni-

form ities can be characterized as a m ixtures of

vortices,owers,dom ain walls,etc.. O ur recent

activityisrelated tothesearchforthetoolsallow-

ing the system atic classi�cation ofthe sim ulated

m agneticstructures.

The m ethodology presented in this paper is

inspired by the progress in the theory ofarti�-

cialneuralnetworks,that are nonlinear m odels

suitable to reduce,classify orinterpolate the in-

form ation involved in thesystem softhecom plex

patterns [7]. In the previous paper [8]we sug-

gested theim plem entation ofradialbasisfunction

networksto m odelthe m agnetic dotarray m ag-

netization processes.Thelack ofthisproposition

was the absence ofthe network learning which

needs the data support from physically accept-

ablem icrom odelsim ulations.

The above reasons led us to m ake som e

progress towards the opposite direction by us-

ing the neuralnetwork analysisofthe con�gura-

tionsgenerated by therem agnetization processes

described by the XY superlattice m odelof the

ultra-densearray ofthesquaredotslim ited to in-

plane spin polarization. The m otivation for the

study ofultra-densespin structuresisthespecial

interest for the interfacialinter-dot e�ects. The

experim entalstudiesofthe m agnetization rever-

salare generally not in agreem ent with the fa-

m iliarm odelofcoherentrotation.Instead,com -

plex processes such as curling and buckling are

observed. The m odelstructures were obtained

by sim ulations based on the num erical solving

ofLandau-Lifshitz-G ilbert equation. The sim u-

lationsbring the usualproblem ofe�ective data

post-processing[9].In thepresentpaperthedata

were treated by m eans ofso called adaptive re-

sonanceneuralnetworkART,which isintroduced

in section 3. This toolwas used to classify the

intra-dotm agnetic con�gurations,which are the

transientsofthe m agnetization reversalprocess.

The ART choice is connected with its ability to

vary the num ber ofneurons (network topology)

according to com plexity oftreated inputs,which

are in our case activated by the intra-dot m ag-

netic con�gurations.In the section 4 we concen-

tratetotheanalysisofdataprovided bythesim u-

lated m agnetization reversal.

2. X Y M O D EL O F U LT R A -D EN SE

A R R AY

The details ofthe rem agnetization dynam ics

arestudied by m eansofthe m odelof�nite m ag-

netic superlattice system described by the XY

spin Ham iltonian

H = �
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The�rstsum ofEq.(1)representsthedipolarcon-

tribution controlled by the constant K , where

S� (jS�j = 1) is the planar spin variable and

D
��

��
isthedem agnetizationtensorofsuperlattice;

�;� are site indices. The second sum represents

the exchange energy contribution with periodi-

cally m odulated nearest-neighbor exchange cou-

pling interaction J��� ,where ��� 2 f0;1g (see

Fig.1). The third sum representsstandard Zee-

m an term where ex is the Cartesian unit vector

oriented along them ain axisofsuperlattice.Pre-

sented m odelbelongs to the idealized structure,

where the patterning attains the m axim um geo-

m etric �lling independent ofdot size (L 0 linear

sizeofdot).

Figure 1: The schem atic plotofthe exchange cou-

pling (bonds represents ��� = 1) m odulation. The

system contains 16 dots,each ofthem consists of25

spins.

The m odel dynam ics was described by the

Landau-Lifshitz-G ilbertequation,thatin 2D case

reduces to relaxation term . The num ericalin-

tegration schem e wasderived from the recursive

propagatorform

S�(t+ �t)= Û

 
Z t+ � t

t

!�(�)d�

!

S�(t);

(2)

where !�(t)= (S�(t)� ex)(h�(t)� ey)� (S�(t)�

ey)(h�(t)� ex)istheinstantangularfrequency of

the spin rotation,h�(t)= � �H =�S� isthe local

e�ective �eld;tisthe tim e,�tisthe integration

step.The unitarity ofthe spin rotation m atrix

Û (’)=

�

cos’ � sin’

sin’ cos’

�

(3)

im plies that num ericalintegration schem e con-

serves the spin vector size independently ofad-

ditionalapproxim ation ofintegralin Eq.(2).The

com putationally dem anding task ofthe integra-

tion isthecalculation ofthedipolar�elds,where

essentialreduction brings the hierarchicalsum -

m ation [10].In the caseofarray,the m ostnatu-

ralhierarchy levelchoiceisthe block association

with the singleintra-dotm om ent.

3. T H E A RT C LA SSIFIC AT IO N O F

IN T R A -D O T C O N FIG U R AT IO N S

The arti�cialneuralnetwork m odels are in-

spired by the physiology,and m im ic the neurons

and synaptic connections ofa brain. They can

be considered as m appings [7]constructed from

given activation functions.Theunknown param -

eters of these functions called synaptic weights

areadjusted by training.Thefascinating feature

of the neural system s is the associative recog-

nition ofcom plex structures. In this paper we

dealwith the ART networks developed by Car-

penterand G rossberg [11],originally asa m odel

to explain theadaptivephenom ena in visualsys-

tem s. The fam ily ofART algorithm sbelongsto

group ofunsupervised learning algorithm sbased

on thetheory ofadaptive resonancem otivated by

theneed to constructnetwork su�ciently exible

to novelinputsand preservingpreviously learned

patterns. ART m odel represents sim ple clus-

tering algorithm ,which has been com plem ented

with theability to generatenew neuronsifneces-

sary. This isdone by using a so called vigilance

param eter. For the sum m ary ofthe key results

and exam ples ofART network applications see

e.g.[12]

These properties led us to the opinion that

ART network should be powerfulto classify and

com press the m agnetic intra-dot con�gurations

generated during thereversal.First,wem usten-

code the m agnetic structure into network input

form at.W e used encoding,where each dotm ag-

netization �eld is replaced by N c e�ective m ag-

neticm om entslocatedatinteractioncenters.The

m om ents incom e into 2N c� dim ensionalvectors

[8]nam ed as ~m i,where iis the dot label. The

vectors ~m i representinputs ofART which com -

pressesthisinform ation into N w outputneurons

nam ed ~wj.Theirstructureis

~m i � [m i1;m i2;:::;m iN c
]

~wj � [w j1;w j2;:::;w jN c
]

wherei2 f1;2;:::N dg,j2 f1;2;:::N w g and

m in =
1

N S

X

l22 in

Sl; (4)

index n enum erates the spin blocks;m in repre-

sentslocally averaged dotm icrostateovertheN S

spins(seeFig.2)belonging to thesquareelem ent

2 in ofith dot. The m atch between ART input

~m i and output ~wj ism easured by the"m agnetic"

2



Euclidean distance

k~wj � ~m ik =

v
u
u
t

N cX

n= 1

(w jn � m in)� (wjn � m in)
T

(5)

(T issuperscriptdenotesthe transposition).

m

i6

2

i6

N

S

= 49

Figure2: Theexam pleoftheaveraging from Eq.(4)

showing the sixth square segm ent 2 i6 ofith dot in-

cluding N S = 49 spins.

Thelearning algorithm isdescribed in thefollow-

ing points

1. Initialization setting N w = 1, ~w1 = ~m i for

random selection i2 f1;2;:::N dg.

2. Loop through the setofthe intra-dotm ag-

netic patterns. Foreach random ly selected

dotifollows:

2.1 Presentation ~m i to thenetwork.Thelearn-

ing is repeated for iteration steps k =

1;2;:::

2.2 Com puting of the actualindex j�(k;i) of

the winning neuron ~wj� (k;i)(k) trained by

~m i according to the com petitive rule

j�(k;i)= arg m in k~wj(k)� ~m ik
j= 1;2;:::;N w

(6)

2.3 Com paring k~wj�(k;i)(k)� ~m ik to the vigi-

lanceparam eter�.

2.3.1 UpdateoftheweightsviatheHebbian learn-

ing rule[7]

~wj� (k;i)(k + 1)= ~wj� (k;i)(k)+

�(k)
�

~m i� ~wj� (k;i)(k)
�

; (7)

isapplied ifk~wj� (k;i)� ~m ik� �with thek-

dependent learning rate param eter �(k) =

�0 exp(� k=�learn).

2.3.2 Creation ofthe new neuron ~wN w + 1  ~m i,

N w  N w + 1 ifk~wj�(k;i)(k)� ~m ik> �.

2.4 Annihilation of the neuron pair

[~wz�
1
(k);~wz�

2
(k)], z�1 < z�2 selected ac-

cording to relation

[z�1;z
�

2]= arg m in k~wz1 � ~wz2k
z1;z2

(8)

ifk~wz�
1
� ~wz�

2
k < �.

The product ofannihilation [z�1;z
�

2]! z�1,

N w  N w � 1istheneuron ~wz�
1
determ ined

by the m idpointrule ~wz�
1
 1

2
(~wz�

1
+ ~wz�

2
).

After ~wz�
1
update ~wj> z�

2
neuronsundergoto

collapse: ~wj�1  ~wj.

3.Stop criterion isrepresented by theinequal-

ity

1

N d

N dX

i= 1

k~wj� (k;i)(k + 1)� ~wj� (k;i)(k)k < ";

(9)

where " is sm allparam eter. Ifthe above

inequality isnotful�lled the algorithm fol-

lowsfrom thestep 2 with k increm ented by

1.

Theful�llm entofthelastcriterion m eansthat

network attainsa �xed point. By thisway �xed

neuronswj;j= 1;2;:::;N w representthecollec-

tion ofthe basic typesofthe extracted intra-dot

con�gurations. In the case ofm agnetization re-

versal,the ART network hasbeen applied inde-

pendently to arraysatdi�erenttim e steps. The

typical intra-dot and inter-dot rem agnetization

transientstatesarepresented in thenextsection.

4. R ESU LT S O F SIM U LAT IO N

Thecom putationswereperform ed forsystem

of100 dots which each dotconsistsof400 spins

in external�eld H =J = � 1 and K =J = 0:1 with

initialsaturated state M (t= 0)� ex = 1,where

M isthe m agnetization ofarray.

In the array sim ulationswe observed the ho-

m ogeneously m agnetized dots as well as dots

showing thenonuniform rem agnetization.Atthe

beginning ofreversalthe opposite externalm ag-

netic�eld form sdom ain nucleation centersatthe

dotcorners. The dom ainsinclined by the exter-

nal�eld then grow and passtowardsthedotcen-

ters by dim inishing the area ofthe opposite do-

m ains. Ifthe sam e polarity dom ainsoriginating

atdi�erentparts(cornersoredges)ofthedotare

separated by thedom ain ofoppositepolarity,the

dom ain growth causes the form ation oftwo-fold

dom ain wall- so called soliton-antisoliton pairs

[3].

The hom ogenization ofintrinsic dotregion is

attained by the driving e�ect of externalm ag-

netic�eld which leadstowallm otion annihilating

the soliton-antisoliton pairs (see m odelFig.3).

The coherent rotation occurs only at the early

stagesofthe rem agnetization forthe su�ciently

sm all dots when the exchange length is su�-

ciently greater than size ofdot. This coherence

locatesnearlythecornersofarray.Theform ation

ofthe soliton-antisoliton dom ain walls is typical

forthecentralpartsofthearray and laterstages

ofthe rem agnetization.

3



a) b)

Figure 3: Two schem es of the principal tran-

sientstatesofthe nucleation,soliton-antisoliton pair

form ation, dom ain m otion and double-wall annihi-

lation. The axial-sym m etric scenario with open-

wall soliton-antisoliton pair (case a) is typical for

the earlier transients of rem agnetization and non-

centric dots, whereas the center-sym m etric soliton-

antisoliton closed-wallm ode(caseb)istypicalatthe

later transient states and dots located near to the

centerofarray.

Them ainpointofanalysisofintra-dotm agne-

tization con�gurationsdealswith the im plem en-

tation ofART network treating the subsequent

stagesoftherem agnetization.TheART training

wasrealized forthecon�gurationsattim essepa-

rated by thetim estep �tfortrainingparam eters

�0 = 0:1,�learn = 20 and "= 10�6 ,�= 1:15.The

optim ized choice of vigilance (� = 1:15) stem s

from theprelim inaryquasistaticcalibrationsim u-

lations(seeFig.4),wherevigilancewasslowlyde-

creased from theinitiallargevalue�= 1:5(stabi-

lizingoneneuron)tothesm allvaluespushingthe

network to the incorporation of m any neurons.

The view point m ediated by ART leads to the

intra-dottaxonom y depicted by Fig.5,wherethe

nearestneurons[in the sense ofdistance Eq.(5)]

belonging to di�erenttim esareconnected by ar-

rows. The ART m odelclearly distinguishes be-

tween coherently rotating m onodom ain dotsand

0
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N

w
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a)
b)

Figure 4: The pruning ofART network with the

increasing vigilance param eter for K =J = 0:1 and

L0 = 20. The intra-dotcon�guration islocally aver-

aged over N S = 4 spins [see Eq.(4)]. a) the con�gu-

ration nearto the switching tim e (t’ 850�t);b)for

the tim e when internalenergy attains its m axim um

(t’ 1100�t).

dotsincluding com plex dom ainsstructures. The

increasing diversity of con�gurations occurring

im m ediately after the switching tim e is self-

adaptively reected by the extended population

ofneurons. The ART com pression for later re-

versaltransient states is clearly caused by the

sm allintra-dot diversity within the array. The

details can be studied by m eans ofthe param e-

ter �,which represents the virtual"m agnifying

glass" capable to focus to the m ost interesting

�nalintra-dottransients(seeFig.6 for�= 0:8).

1 700 750 810 850 860 910 940 980 1020 1050 1060 1070 1080 1220 1230

Figure 5: The ART network representation of the m agnetization reversalfor K =J = 0:1, L0 = 20. The

con�guration belongs to N S = 4 spin average (see Eq.(4)). The arrows connectthe closest dots(in the sense of

"m agnetic" Euclidean distancefrom Eq.(5)).Thecolum nsofintra-dotstructurescorrespond to integerm ultiplies

of�t= 0:01 units.
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1010 1020 1050 1110 1160 1200 1300

Figure6: Thedetailed view on reversalin theART

representation for su�ciently sm all� = 0:8 showing

theprocessofform ation and annihilation ofintra-dot

solitons (for the sam e param eters used in previous

picture).

5. C O N C LU SIO N S

The m agnetization reversal has been sim u-

lated for superlattice m odelofultra-dense m ag-

netic dot array. Results of ART classi�cation

dem onstrated that details ofreversalare deter-

m ined by theinterplay ofexchangeand m agneto-

static couplings,inter-dotdom ain wallcouplings

and �nite-size e�ects. The consequence ofperi-

odic exchange-coupling cuts is the form ation of

intra-dotsoliton-antisoliton pairs.

The neuralnetwork is a new type ofm odel

which allow studying ofsystem s with m any in-

teracting pieces. W e have shown that ART dia-

gram m aticviewpointishelpfulin thinking how a

dotswitchesfrom onestateto anotherwithin the

largetim eintervals,and how to extractthetypi-

calchannelsofintra-dotevolution.Thecom puta-

tionalexperiencecreatesalso believethatadvan-

tagesofART paradigm should bevalued nam ely

in 3D case,where visualclassi�cation m eetshu-

m an recognition bounds.
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