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Introduction

In the recent years, there has been a growing interest irtdldg sf nonequilibrium sys-
tems. The states of systems at thermal equilibrium, arecaigiven by the Boltzmann-
Gibbs distribution i.e. there is an energy functiéiiC') associated to every possible
configurationC' of the system and each configuratiohhas a weight proportional to
exp|—FE(C)/kgT], wherekg is Boltzmann’s constant andl is the temperature of the
system. Then all the thermodynamic quantities are obtaewvieyaging over all the config-
urations with respective weights. However, in nature tlesust a wide variety of systems,
which are not in thermal equilibrium. The probabilities dferent states of these systems
are not given by the Gibbs distribution, but are determingethle underlying microscopic
dynamical processes, and are often hard to determine daekof a general framework.

An important class consists of nonequilibrium systems,ciwhvhen driven by slowly
varying external forcing, relax through avalanche-likeamics in response to the exter-
nal perturbations. Examples include sand or rice pilegdifires, earthquakes, vortices
in dirty type Il superconductors, solid on solid frictionoming of interfaces in random
media, disordered ferromagnets and many others (see J&888nchap. 3). Depending
on the system, the avalanche is characterized by diffeteydigal quantities. For exam-
ple, in sand piles the system is driven by slowly adding samathg to the system and the
avalanche is characterized by the number of sand graintadesp after adding a single
grain or the lifetime of the avalanche. In earthquakes,thésenergy release and in case of
ferromagnets it is the size of the domain that flips. The aadas occurs in various sizes
in a random sequence, and one is generally interested indtrdodtion of the avalanche
sizes.

What is common in all the systems mentioned above is theesdstof threshold and
multiple metastable states i.e. if the applied externatdas less than a critical value the
system does not response and when the force exceeds thealamdiue the system passes
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Chapter 1. Introduction 2

from one metastable state to another. Due to existence dfppleunetastable states, the
state of a system at a given time depends on the history otigeol(path along which
the system is evolving in configuration space) and systerhibighysteresis in the zero
frequency limit of external forcing

In this thesis, we study a spin model in the presence of despodlled random field
Ising model, introduced by Sethna et al. (1993) in the cand&Barkhausen noise and
hysteresis in disordered ferromagnets. In this model, asexkternal field increases, the
magnetization increases as groups of spins flip up togeffiee. dynamics is governed
by the existence of many metastable states, with large ghengiers separating different
metastable states. We hope that this study of non-equitibresponse in this model would
help in the more general problem of understanding the 8tatisnechanics of metastable
states in glassy systems.

The remainder of this chapter is organized as follows. sectil contains a brief re-
view of theoretical studies of hysteresis in ferromagnietsection 1.2, we briefly discuss
Barkhausen effect. In section 1.3, we define the random fs#hd) Imodel with zero tem-
perature dynamics, and discuss some earlier results. timsekc4, we discuss some of
the equilibrium properties of random field Ising model. 8®tt.5 gives an outline of the
remaining chapters.

1.1 Hysteresis in ferromagnets

The studies of hysteresis in magnetic materials has beea ith@arious branches of sci-
ence, for a long time (see Bertotti 1998). Apart from thellatdual interest, it also has
wide range of technological applications, from designirapsformer cores to memory
devices.

Physicists have been looking for a convincing general theorinterpret the phe-
nomenon of hysteresis in magnets since the time of Rayl€i§B7), who gave the first
phenomenological theory where the experimental magntizaurves at small field were
approximated by parabolas. Starting from the demagngiizatate (zero magnetization
in the absence of external field), the magnetizatibhsat small fieldst-f, are expressed

TSystems also show hysteresis under periodic forcing. Fample, when a ferromagnet is placed in
oscillation field, the magnetization lags behind its inttarous equilibrium value and gives rise to hysteresis
loop. But the area of the hysteresis loop tends to zero inehe zequency limit of the driving field (Dhar
and Thomas 1992)
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Figure 1.1: Rayleigh hysteresis loop
as
My = ah £ bh?, (1.1a)

and when the field is cycled between small/,, the lower and the upper curves of the
hysteresis loop are represented by

1

In Fig. 1.1, we have shown the magnetization curves staftmm the demagnetization
state given by Eq. (1.1a) and the Rayleigh hysteresis lo@ndiy Eqg. (1.1b).

In Weiss’s (1907) theory of ferromagnetism, he postulabedeixistence of a powerful
internal “molecular field” in ferromagnet materials, whistould tend to tries to align the
magnetic moments along one direction. It agrees with sonthektxperimental cases
where it is possible to attain a large saturation magnéviadty the application of a very
weak magnetic field [see Fig. 1.2]. However, it did not expldie fact that, it is also
possible for the magnetization to be zero (or nearly zerth)erabsence of a magnetic field.
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Figure 1.2: Magnetization curve of single crystal of silicon iron. (Wims and Shockley 1949).

Weiss further made an assumption that, a ferromagnet carbé/gded into regions called
magnetic domaindn each individual domain, the the magnetic moments agaad along
the molecular field, but the orientation of the spontaneoagmatizations in each domain
distributed randomly inside the sample and hence the sedutiagnetization could be zero
in the absence of a external field, even at very low tempegattia external field is applied
opposite to the magnetization direction, a domain revettseslirection of magnetization
when the external field exceeds a critical valde Therefore, if a gradually increasing
external field is applied, domains whose magnetizationovecre at an angler — ) with
the external field, will suddenly reverse direction whenekiernal field exceedd../ cos 6.
This results a finite bulk magnetization for external field H.. A comprehensive review
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of the physical principles of domain theory and of the cruedgeriments which bear
directly on the foundation of the subject, may be found in idicle by Kittel (1949).

Preisach (1935) introduced a modified domain model, in whelassumed that mate-
rial is composed of many small domains and each of them pessesrectangular hystere-
sis loop. The interaction between domains are representaddral field acting on each
domain. Thus each domain has two different coercive fieldsd g for the increasing
and decreasing branches respectively. The ensemble oficl®mahen described by the
distribution functionP(«, 3) of the values ofr and/s and hysteresis loops are obtained by
taking the weighted sum of magnetization in all the domains.

Sethna et al. (1993) proposed the random field Ising modél té zero temperature
dynamics as a simple theoretical model for the Barkhauséserand hysteresis in dis-
ordered ferromagnets. In this model, magnetic domains egeesented by Ising spins
(s, = +£1) and the external field is coupled to these spin. In cont@mshé Preisach
model of hysteresis, where interactions between the iddalihysteresis units (domains)
are ignored, in the random field Ising model the spins intdemcomagnetically with their
neighbors. The homogeneities and disorder in materialsadeled by introducing a un-
correlated random field acting on each domain, chosen abraficom some distribution.
Since the domains interact ferromagnetically, flipping @foanain at some external field
may force the neighboring domains to flip as well in the samection, thus leading to an
avalanche of domain flips, which is analogue of a Barkhausésepn real magnets (for a
comparison, see Fig. 1.5 and Fig. 1.6).

In the models discussed above, the hysteresis does notdiepeithe rate at which the
external field is varied i.e. relaxation time from one methk state to another is much
larger to the rate at which the system is driving. In conjrdsgre are also other models
studied in the context of rate-dependent hysteresis, wihersystem exhibits hysteresis
only when it is driven at a finite rate (see Chakrabarti andakgha 1999, for a recent
review). Hysteresis in thév-vector model was widely studied by many authors (Rao
et al. 1990, Dhar and Thomas 1992, 1993, Somoza and Desa).183@as shown that
in all dimensionsd > 2, for N > 2 at low frequencyw and low amplitudef{, of the
driving field the area of the hysteresis loop scalegas.)'/? with logarithmic corrections.
At high frequencies the area varies H§/w. For any H,, there is a dynamical phase
transition separating these two frequency regimes. Abdwwetitical frequency(H,), the
hysteresis loop does not posses inversion symmetry. Usengucleation theory Dhar and
Thomas (1993) showed that fof = 1 andd > 1, the area of the hysteresis loop scales as
|T1n(H0w)|_1/(d_1) forw <« Hy.
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1.2 Barkhausen effect

The first evidence for the existence of ferromagnetic domaias from an experiment

by Barkhausen (1919). His experiment consists in ampliftime voltage induced in a

secondary pick-up coil wound around a ferromagnetic samyide the sample is being

magnetized by a continuous variation of external magnetid {Fig. 1.3]. He observed a

noise induced in the pick-up coil, corresponds to a suddsnpdtinuous jumps in magne-
tization [Fig. 1.4]. These jumps are interpreted as disccbianges in the size or rotation
of ferromagnetic domains. An elementary introduction & Barkhausen effect may be
found in the textbook by Feynman et al. (1977).

(77N

U

Figure 1.3: Barkhausen effect

In the recent years, there has been a great interest in tte stuhe statistical prop-
erties of the Barkhausen noise. A typical train of barkhauseise signals observed in
experiments is shown in Fig. 1.5. Three basic physical quesithat describe a single
Barkhausen noise signal in an experiment, are signal duratirea of the signal and the
energy released during the signal occurrence. It is obdeha distribution of these quan-
tities follow power law over a few decades with a cut-off aswsh in Fig. 1.7 (see Spaso-
jevit et al. 1996, and references therein). This power &t the Barkhausen avalanche
distribution was interpreted by Cote and Meisel (1991) agxample ofself-organized
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Figure 1.4: Barkhausen jumps

criticality’. But Perkovit et al. (1995) have argued that large burst®gponentially rare,
and the approximate power-law tail of the observed distidioucomes from crossover ef-
fects due to nearness of a critical point.

Barkhausen effect is also widely used as a noninvasive mbhtfraracterization tech-
nique for ferromagnetic materials (see Sipahi 1994, fonamaoew).

1.3 Hysteresis in random field Ising model

The nonequilibrium random field Ising model was proposed éth&a et al. (1993) as a
model for Barkhausen noise and hysteresis in ferromagfiéts. model is defined on a
lattice. At each lattice sité, there is a Ising spir; = +1, which interacts with nearest
neighbors through a ferromagnetic exchange interaction (0). Spins{s,} are coupled
to the on-site quenched random magnetic fieldnd the external field. The Hamiltonian
of the system is given by

H = —JZSZ'S]‘ _Zhisi_hzsia (12)
(4,7) 7 7

where(i, j) denotes that the sum runs over nearest neighbor pairs o episites and

J. We assume thdth; } are quenched independent identically distributed randaniables

TIn self-organized criticallysystems exhibit critical behavior (power law correlatipiwithout fine tun-
ing any parameter (for an overview, see: Dhar 1999, Jense®, Bak 1997).
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Figure 1.5: An example of experimental Barkhausen signal (voltagegopisduce from a pickup
coil around a ferromagnet subjected to a slowly varyingiaggdield) (Urbach et al. 1995).

700 T T T T T

600 -

500

400 -

300

Avalanche sizes

200

100

0
1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 1900
Time (steps)
Figure 1.6: Time series of the avalanches (the number of spin flips atendield) in the random

field Ising model on a square lattice of siz@) x 200. From one avalanche to the next avalanche is
considered as one time step.
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with the probability that the value of the random field at silies betweerk; andh; + dh;
beingg(h;) dh;.

When the external field is changed, the system relaxes tdbesipin configuration
through zero-temperature Glauber single-spin-flip dymraritawasaki 1972, see), which
is specified by the transition rates

I ifAE <0
Ratési — _Si] = { ! B (1.3)
0 otherwise

whereAF is the change of energy in the system as a result of the spinThprefore, a
spin-flip is allowed only if the process lowers energy. Weuass that the external field
is increased adiabatically, i.&. > w, the rate at which the magnetic fields increased.
Thus if the spin-flip is allowed, it relax instantly, so thlaétspins; in a stable configuration
is parallel to the net local field at the site:

s; = sign(/;) = sign (JZZ: sj+ hi + h) . (1.4)

j=1

Note that the limito/I" — 0 is taken after the limi" — 0. If the limits are taken in
the reverse order, the state of the the system at kastthe equilibrium state for all finite
T and the hysteresis loop area goes to zero.

We start withh = —oo, when all spins are down and slowly increaseé\s we increase
h, some sites where the quenched random field is large posvill/éind the net local
field positive, and the spin at that site will flip up. Flippiagspin makes the local field
at neighboring sites increase, and in turn may cause thenptoTthus, the spins flip in
clusters of variable sizes. If increasingby a very small amount causesspins to flip
up together, we shall call this event an avalanche of siz&s the applied field increases,
more and more spins flip up until eventually all spins are wugl, farther increase ih has
no effect.

As an illustrative example, consider a four by four squattckawith periodic bound-
ary condition and a particular realization of quenched oamdields, which is shown in
Fig. 1.8(a). We sef = 1. Now start withh = —oc, when all spins are down [Fig. 1.8(b)]
and slowly increase it. A spin with. up neighbors, flips up dt, if the quenched random
field at the particular sité; > 4 — 2m — h. Therefore, when the external field just exceeds
the valuel.1, the local field at the site where = 2.9, becomes positive and the spin at
that site flips up. This increases the local fields at its nsagimg sites by2./ and as a result
spins at some of these sites flip up [Fig. 1.8(c)]. These m®centinues till there is no
more sites where the local field is positive at that extermddl fi In the figure, we denote



Chapter 1. Introduction 11

-5.2| 1.0 [=5.6] 0.1

—04) 1.7 | 28 | =65

141 07 | 29 [ 1.6

—-0.71-2.0|-0.8| 0.2

- - | - -
- - | - -
- - | - -

(@) (b) h = —o0 ©h=1.1%

) ¥ ) )
IERERR IERERR
) ) ) )
) ) ) )

- | = |- | -
- | = |- | -
- | = |- | -
- | | = | -

d) h= 18" ) h=1.9% (f) h = 2.5+

1.0

o
ot
\

Magnetization

(9)

71_07\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\7
4 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

(h) (i)

Figure 1.8: (a) Quenched random fields at various sites. (b) - (f) Stapie sonfigurations at
various external fields. The black spins are inactive spirteat particular field and the colored
spins are part of the avalanche. The colors specify the aranich spins flip during the avalanche.
(9) Clusters of spins, which flip during one avalanche. (hjp€map showing the order of events.
(i) Magnetization curve, corresponding to evolution.
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active spins with different color according to order at whikey flip during the avalanche.
As shown in Fig. 1.8(b) - (f), the system passes from one stadhfiguration to another,
as the external field is increased, till all the spins in theteay flip up. In Fig. 1.8(g), we
show the different clusters of spins, which flip at differéetds. Fig. 1.8(i) shows the
corresponding magnetization.

Sethna et al. (1993) studied the model with the infinite-eaimgeraction (mean field
theory), where every spin is coupled to aAllother spins with coupling/N. They found
that there exists a critical value of disord®r (which in the case of a Gaussian distribution
of random fields is= \/%J ), below which the hysteresis curve displays a jump due
to an infinite avalanche of spin flips, which spans the syst&buve the critical disorder
systems show smooth magnetization curve without macrasgomps. However, this
mean field theory does not show any hysteresis for disakder A.. Dahmen and Sethna
(1993, 1996) studied the hysteresis loop critical expaenrpanding about mean field
theory in6 —e dimensions. A power-low distribution with avalanche ofsatles is seen only
at the critical value of the disorder. However, the numesgaulations by Perkovic et al.
(1995) indicate that the critical region is remarkably &rglmost three decades of power-
law scaling in the avalanche size distribution remain whemasared 40% away from the
critical point. Therefore, they argued that several desaiescaling seen in experiments
need not be self-organized criticality, as many of the samplight have disorders within
40% of the critical value.

Interestingly the model can be solved exactly on a Bethedéator the magnetization
on the hysteresis curve for arbitrary distribution of ramdfields (Dhar et al. 1997). In
contrast to the infinite-ranged mean field theory, the cateuh on Bethe lattice shows
hysteresis even for large disorder. Another interestisglt®f the Bethe lattice calculation
is that, the first order jump in the magnetization disappeacéordination number of the
lattice less than 4. Only for coordination number 4 and abtha&re exists a critical value
of disorder below which there is a jump discontinuity in thagnetization.

1.4 Equilibrium properties of random field Ising model

In this thesis we are interested in the nonequilibrium prioge of the random field Ising
model. However, it is useful to recall the equilibrium prapes of this model, which
has been an important problem in statistical physics fomg liime. This model has a
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number of interesting realization in nature. A recent revid earlier work on this model
may be found in an article by Nattermann (1998). This moded firat studied by Imry
and Ma (1975), in the context of possible destruction of toagge order by arbitrarily
weak quenched disorder. The pure Ising model with neareghber interaction//, =

—J 3.5y 884, is known to have a ferromagnetically ordered phase in aleaisions/ > 1.
When the random field term 3 h;s; is introduced, it acts against the order. Imry and Ma
(1975) argued that arbitrarily weak disorder destroys {oangged ferromagnetic order in
dimensions/ < 2. The argument goes as follows:

}

Figure 1.9: Domain of reverse spins.

If we consider a domain of reverse spins [Fig. 1.9], of lindae~ L, the domain wall
energy is~ L4~!. However, according to the central limit theorem, if thedam field
has short-range spatial correlations, the fluctuation ennttagnetic field energy in such
domains is~ L%2. Thus, by splitting into domains of sizk, the system will gain bulk
energy ofO(L?) per domain, and loose a surface energy a surface energy iot!)
per domain. Thus, whenevér< 2, there will exists a large enough for an arbitrarily
small random field, where it will become energetically falde to the system to break
into domains of that size.

The argument by Imry and Ma (1975) suggests thatldieer critical dimensio is
d; > 2, rather thand, = 2, because other mechanisms could destroy long-range order
in higher dimensions. It is widely believed that thpper critical dimensiohis d, = 6,
instead of/,, = 4 for the pure Ising system. However, whether the lower @ititmension
d; = 2 ord; = 3, was a matter of a long controversy, but has now been edtallihat

TThe dimension below which long-range ferromagnetic ordenot exist.
{The dimension above which the critical exponents are thbdeedGaussian fixed point.
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d; = 2. Imbrie (1984) showed that if the disorder is small, the maaddimensiond = 3
exhibits long-range order at zero temperature. AizenmathVaehr (1989) rigorously
proved unigueness of the Gibbs statel/ia= 2, i.e. absence of any phase transition, in
agreement with the Imry-Ma prediction.

As far as an exact calculation of thermodynamic quantiseoncerned, there are only
a few results. For example, Bruinsma (1984) studied theamanfield Ising model on a
Bethe lattice in the absence of an external field and for ariaitearandom field distribu-
tion. There are no known exact results for the average freeggror magnetization, for a
continuous distribution of random field, even at zero terapge and in zero applied field.

1.5 Outline of this thesis

In this thesis, we study the nonequilibrium ferromagnedicdom field Ising model with
zero temperature Glauber single flip dynamics. The remgioivapters of the thesis are
organized as follows:

In chapter 2, we discuss some special properties of the ntioakaiakes the analytical
treatments possible. We briefly recapitulate the derivatioself-consistent equations for
the magnetization in the model.

In chapter 3, we use a similar argument to construct the géingrfunction for the
avalanche distribution for arbitrary distribution of theemnpched random field. In sec-
tion 3.2, we consider the special case of a rectangularnision of the random field.
In this case, we explicitly calculate the probability distition of avalanches, for the for
Bethe lattices with coordination numbers= 2 and3. In section 3.3, we analyse the self-
consistent equations to determine the form of the avaladidtebution for some general
unimodal continuous distributions of the random field. lagter 4, we derive the self-
consistent equations for the magnetization on minor hgsteoops on a Bethe lattice,
when the external field is varying cyclically with decre@smagnitudes. We also discuss
some properties of stable configurations, when the extéidlis varying.

In chapter 5, we study the model with an asymmetric distraoubdf quenched fields,
in the limit of low disorder in two and three dimensions. Wkate the spin flip process to
bootstrap percolation, and find nontrivial dependenceettercive field on the coordina-
tion number of the lattice.

Chapter 6 contains a discussion of our results, and soméuthng remarks.
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Some algebraic details of the analytical solution for ttegrdbution of avalanche sizes,
for the rectangular distribution of quenched fields on Bdd#tace are relegated to ap-
pendix A.

Part of this work has appeared in journals as refereed papé&cugh it is mostly a
repetition of the material presented in chapter 3 and ch&pt®r the convenience of the
reader, we have reproduced these papers as an appendirt@eiorthis thesis.



Earlier exact results on hysteresis

in random field Ising model

The difficulty of solving various mathematical equationsctéing actual physical situa-
tions leads to various approximation methods. These appedion method can be clas-
sified into two categories: One in which the approximatiomede in the mathematical
equations itself and another in which the physical systesinglified. Into the second
category fall many lattice model systems. Again in highenehsions the lattices contain
closed circuits which makes the model difficult to solve. $hone considers the problem
in the mean-field theory, where the underlying lattice strrecbecomes irrelevant or on a
different lattice where it can be solved exactly. Bethadator Cayley tree is one in which
there is no circuits at all which makes the model easier teesollrhe simplicity of the
lattice motivates one to study various systems on a Bethedat

In this chapter we briefly discuss derivation of hysteresis/e in the random field
Ising model in the mean field theory (infinite-range intei@ct and on the Bethe lattice.
In sections 2.1 and 2.2 we discuss two properties of zeroeaesyre random field Ising
model, namely thesturn point memory effeeind theabelian nature of spin-flipsvhich is
used to set up self-consistent equation to determine miagtieh on the Bethe lattice and
later in other chapters.

2.1 Return point memory

Sethna et al. (1993) showed that the RFIM exhibits the falgweturn point memory
effect: Suppose we start with = —oo, and all spins down at = 0. Now we change
the field slowly with time, in such a way tha{z) < A(7), for all timest < 7. Then

16
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() (b)

Figure 2.1: (a) change of external field with time. (b) magnetizatiorvews. external field given
by (a). When the external field returns to the previous exataralue, the magnetization returns to
the value at that field i.eV (h(t1)) = M (h(t3)).

the configuration of spins at the final instant 7 does not depend on the detailed time
dependence df(t), and is the same for all histories, so long as the conditien < 2(7)
for all earlier times is obeyed. In particular, if the maximwaluei(7") of the field was
reached at an earlier time, then the configuration (and hence the magnetization) a& tim
T is exactly the same as that at timgFig. 2.1].

Consider two spin configuratiort${s;, sa, ..., s, andC’{s}], s5, ..., s} If s; > s
for each site, the configurationg’ andC’ are called partially ordered, > C’. Let two
configurationg’(t) andC”(t) be evolve under the fiele( ) and?’(¢) respectively. Suppose
the initial configurationg”(0) and C’(0) are partially ordered such that(0) > C’(0)
and the fields satisfyt(¢) > A'(¢). Then if a spins(¢) is up in configuration”’(¢), the
corresponding spig;(¢) in configurationC'(¢) must be up, since the local fieltl(?) in
C'(t) can not be less thafi(¢) in C’'(¢). Therefore the configuratioris(¢) andC’(¢) will
always remain partially ordered;(t) > C’(t). This is the no passing property of the
system. An earlier treatment of “no passing” rule was givgrMiddleton (1992) in the
context of charged-density waves.

Let us consider the Fig. 2.2. The configuratibrs reached by increasing the field from
a lower value t0:;. On increasing the field monotonically frofm to /., configuration?B
is reached. Naturally, the configuratioAsand B are partially ordered such that

B> A. (2.1a)
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353

Figure 2.2: Partial ordering between configurations, when the field jsrdreased fronk, to Ao,
(2) then decreased frohy, to .y, (3) again increased frorf, to hs.

Similarly when the field is decreased monotonically frbgto 4, partial ordering exists
between the configuratioh and the final configuratio@’ such that

C < B. (2.1b)
Since during the evolution from to C', the fieldh(t) satisfiesi(t) > hy,
C > A. (2.1c)

Now suppose the configuratiari evolve to a configuratior? when the field is again
increased monotonically from to ;. Since the partial ordering is preserved by dynamics,
from Eq. (2.1b),

D<B (2.1d)

Y

and from Eq. (2.1c),
D> B, (2.1e)

asA evolves to3, when the field is increased frolm to #,. From Eqg. (2.1d) and Eq. (2.1e),
we must have

D=8 (2.1)

Y
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i.e. the system returns exactly to the same earlier configm;avhen the field is decreased
from a maximum valué, and then increased to the same value. The same memory effect
extends to subcycles within the cycles and so on.

2.2 Abelian property

Because of the previous property, we may choose to incrbadestd suddenly from-oc

to ~(7') in a single step. Then, once the field becorhes ~.(1'), several spins would have
positive local fields. Suppose there are two or more suchabjgsites. Then flipping any
one of them up can only increase the local field at other utestades, as all couplings are
ferromagnetic. Thus to reach a stable configuration, alh sgpins have to be flipped, and
the final stable configuration reached is the same, and inalégret of the order in which
various spins are relaxedThis is theabelian propertyof relaxation (Dhar et al. 1997).
Using the symmetry between up and down spins, it is easy ttha¢éhe abelian property
also holds whether the new value of fiélfl is greater or less than its initial valué so
long as one considers transition from a stable configuraidhto a stable configuration
ath’”.

2.3 Hysteresis in the infinite-range interaction model

In this section, we will briefly discuss the results obtaitgdSethna et al. (1993), on the
hysteresis in the random field Ising model with infinite-rangeraction. In this mean field
theory, every spin is coupled to all other spins with coupling/N. The Hamiltonian is
given by

H = —% (Z Si) — hZSZ — ZhZSZ (228)

Now the interaction of a spin with other spins is replacedtbyrteraction with the mag-
netization} (k) of the system. The Hamiltonian then takes the form

k3

i.e. the effective local field at site i8M + ~ + h;. The spin at this site will flip up if
this field is positive i.e. the quenched random fig]dt this site exceeds.J M — k. This
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happens with probability

/ - S(hi) dh;.
—JM(h)—h
Therefore, the average magnetization satisfies the saeffistent equation
M(h) = 2/00 é(h:) dh; — 1. (2.3)
—JM(h)—h

Note that, for symmetric distributions of random field$(0) = 0 is the trivial solution at

h = 0. Now, if M(0) = 0 is the only solution at = 0, then there is no hysteresis. To
have other nontrivial solutions fd¥/ (0), the slope of the expression on the right hand side
of Eq. (2.3), as a function a#/(0) must be greater than unity af(0) = 0. Ath = 0
and nearV (0) = 0, the right hand side of Eq. (2.3) can be approximate2ild$0)./¢(0).
Therefore, the condition that the Eqg. (2.3) to has multisedl solution is

1
40) > —.

This condition corresponds to a critical disorder strength(width of the random field

(2.4)

distribution), above which there is no hysteresis i.e. tlagnetization follows the same
curve in the increasing and decreasing field. Beldw the magnetization curves in the
increasing and decreasing field are different iear0, i.e. the system exhibits hysteresis.
Moreover, there is a critical field, where the magnetizajiomps from one solution to
another one. In a specific case, where the random field distyibis Gaussian,

1 h?
P(h;) = o P (—@) ; (2.5)
using the condition given by Eq. (2.4), the critical valuedeforder is obtained as
A.=1/(2/m) . (2.6)

Figure 2.3 shows the magnetization curves for this mead-dievarious values of disorder
A< A, A =A.andA > A. for Gaussian distribution of random fields. Note that
hysteresis and jump in the magnetization exist only belowtecal disorder [Fig. 2.5(c)].

Sethna et al. have studied in detail the case of criticalrdesp and the power-law
divergence of various quantities at this critical point.eT$pecial value of disorder does
not seem to be particularly important and we shall not disdsere.

2.4 Hysteresis on the Bethe lattice

The shortcoming of the treatment discussed in the previeetgs is that the pair couplings
are weak and no correlations and short-range order. Oneammrkean field theory, but
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Figure 2.3: Magnetization curve for the random field Ising model withnitg-range interaction
at various values of disorder: (& = J, (b)) A = A. = /(2/x)J and (c\ = 0.5, for the
Gaussian random field distribution given by Eq. (2.5). Theheal line in (c) shows the third root
of the self-consistent equation for magnetization, giveieq. (2.3).
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add correlations by working on a Bethe Lattice.

The advantage of working on the Bethe lattice is that the IUBB&KY hierarchy of
equations for correlation functions closes, and one cae bmpet up exact self-consistent
equations for the correlation functions. The fact that Bistself-consistent approximation
becomes exact on the Bethe lattice is useful as it ensurethéhapproximation will not vi-
olate any general theorems, e.g. the convexity of thermaxaymfunctions, sum rules etc.
In the presence of disorder, in spite of the closure of the BRBGierarchy, the Bethe ap-
proximation is still very difficult, as the self-consisteaguations become functional equa-
tions for the probability distribution of the effective ftelThese are not easy to solve, and
available analytical results in this direction are mos#gtricted to one dimension, or to
models with infinite-ranged interactions. On the Bethadaftfor short-ranged interac-
tions with quenched disorder, e.g. in the prototypical aafséhe +./ random-exchange
Ising model, the average free energy is trivially deterrdiimethe high temperature phase,
but not in the low-temperature phase. It has not been pessibiar to determine even the
ground-state energy exactly despite several attempts.

o

Figure 2.4: A Cayley tree of coordination number 3 and 4 generations.

The random field Ising model model on a Bethe lattice is spegighat the zero-
temperatur@onequilibriunresponse to a slowly varying magnetic field can be determined
exactly (Dhar et al. 1997). To be precise, the average nornHagum magnetization in
this model can be determined if the magnetic field is increéasey slowly, from—oc to
+o0, in the limit of zero temperature. It thus provides a goodggedjical model to study
the slow relaxation to equilibrium in glassy systems.
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The usual way to solve a problem on Bethe lattice is to congiue problem on a
Cayley tree and calculate all the thermodynamic quantitigke deep inside of the tree.
Consider a uniform Cayley tree afgenerations where each non-boundary site has a coor-
dination number and the boundary sites have coordination numbjsee Fig. 2.4]. The
first generation consists of a single vertex. Thé generation has(z — 1)"~2 vertices for
r > 2. At each vertex there is a Ising spin.

Because of the return point memory, to find the magnetizattdreld % in the lower
half of the hysteresis loop, we start with= —oc, when all spins are down and increase
the field to in a single step. Now at this field, since the spins can be edlaxany order
(abelian property), we relax them in this: First all the spamgeneration (the leaf nodes)
are relaxed. Then spins at generation 1 are examined, and if any has a positive local
field, it is flipped. Then we examine the spins at generatien2, and so on. If any spin
is flipped, its descendent are reexamined for possible’ flips this process, clearly the
flippings of different spins of the same generaticare independent events.

Let PU)(h) be the probability that a spin on theth generation will be flipped when
its parent spin at generation— 1 is kept down, the external field ¥s, and each of its
descendent spins has been relaxed. As each of the direct descendents of a spin is
independently up with probability"t1), the probability that exactly. of them are up is
(1) [PU+Im 1 — pU+D]=1-m ] Suppose we pick a site at random in the tree away from
the boundary, the probability that the local field at this sstpositive, given that exactty:
of its neighbors are up, is precisely the probability thatltical field.; at this site exceeds
[(z —2m).J — h]. We denote this probability by, (/). Clearly,

(h :/OO hi) dh. 2.7
P (h) i o(h) (2.7)
Now it is straightforward to write down a recursion relation 2 in terms of P +1):
Pom =3 (7 1) [P - ] T . 28
m=0 m

Given a value of., we can determing,, () using Eq. (2.7). Then using Eq. (2.8), and the
initial condition P = py(h), PU") can be determined for all < n. Forr < n, these

TThis step is not really necessary if we are only interestatbtermining the magnetization at the gite
Skipping this step leads to considerable simplificatiorhefrielaxation process: First the spins of generation
n are examined, then those pf — 1) etc. till we finally examine the spin @. No spin is checked more
than once. The resulting configuration is not fully relaxedt, it is easy to prove that further relaxation will
not change the state of the spin@t The argument can be extended to show that the probabibtyatin
avalanches starting @étis of sizes also is the same in this partially relaxed state as in thg felbxed state.
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probabilities tend to limiting valuéjm,_,.. P") = P*, which satisfies the equation

z—1

ORI |

m=0

z—1

m

) PO (L= P (B, 2.9)

This is a polynomial equation if**(4), which can be solved in terms gp,,(h)}.
Finally, for the spin at), there are: downward neighbors, and the probability that it is up
is given by

Prol{so = +1| h) = >_ (Z) [P*(R)]™ 1 = P*(M)]"™" pm(h). (2.10)

m=0 m

Because all spins deep inside the tree are equivalent(£yeb+1| 1) determines the
average magnetization for all sites deep inside the trees ddtermines the lower half of
the hysteresis loop. The upper half is obtained similarly.

For the three coordinated & 3) Bethe lattice, the self-consistent equation satisfied by
P*[Eq. (2.9)]is quadratic and from physical arguments attleas root must vary between
0 and 1 continuously with for any value of disorder strength. Hence the magnetization
given by Eq. (2.10) is also a continuous functionkofThis is also the case with a linear
chain ¢ = 2), where the self-consistent equation [Eq. (2.9)] is linear

On the other hand, the situation is quite differentfor 4. For example, for = 4,
Eq. (2.9) is cubic, which has either one or three real rooishwhill vary with /. Figure 2.5
shows this variation for two values of disorder of the randwatd distribution given by

d(hy) = isecﬁ(hi/A). (2.11)

Note that for large disorder, there is only one real root Whiary continuously from O
to 1, giving rise to a continuous magnetization curve as shiowFig. 2.6. But for small
disorder,P*(h) as a function of. shows a “S” shaped curve, where at some valug, of
two real root merge to becomes imaginary and disappear finemeal plane. Therefore,
as we varyh, on the physical ground initially’*(%) takes the lower value till the point
where it becomes complex and at that point it jumps to the uppkele, giving rise to a
jump discontinuity in the corresponding magnetizatiorvelFig. 2.6].

This can be generalized to higher coordination number, gvtie mechanism of two
real solutions of the polynomial equation Eg. (2.9) mergind both becoming complex is
still the same.
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Figure 2.5: Variation of P*(h) with & for the Bethe lattice withe = 4, and the random field
distribution given by Eqg. (2.11).
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random field distribution given by Eq. (2.11).



Distribution of avalanche sizes
on the Bethe lattice

In this chapter, we study the distribution of avalanchessinghe random field Ising model
on a Bethe lattice (Sabhapandit et al. 2000). This chapterganized as follows. In
section 3.1, we set up a self-consistent equation for thergéing function?(x) of the
probability (,,, that an avalanche propagating in subtree flips exacttyore spins in the
subtree before stopping, for arbitrary distribution of acieed random fields. Then we
expressed the generating functi@fw) of distribution of avalanche sizes, in termsfx).

In section 3.2, we consider the special case of a rectandigaibution of the random
field. In this case, we explicitly solve the self-consistequiations for Bethe lattices with
coordination numbers = 2 and3. However, this case is non-generic. For small strength of
disorder, the magnetization jumps froni to +1 at some value of the field, but for larger
disorder, when the system shows finite avalanches, theejismp in magnetization and
the distribution function decays exponentially for largeln section 3.3, we analyse the
self-consistent equations to determine the form of theaanade distribution for unimodal
continuous distributions of the random field. We find thatdoordination number > 4,
the magnetization shows a first order jump discontinuityfasmation of the applied field at
some field-strengthy;sc, for weak disorder. Just below= /s, the avalanche distribution
has a universgl—3/2) power-law tail.

3.1 Generating function for avalanche distribution

Consider a Cayley tree rooted @t of N generation [Fig. 2.4]. We will be interested in
the portion of the tree where generatiorg N, in the limit N — oc. Now consider the

26
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Y

Figure 3.1: A sub-treel’y formed by X and its descendents. The sub-tree is rooted andY” is
the parent spin ok .

state of the system at external figldand all the flippable sites have been flipped. We
increase the field by a small amoutAttill one more site becomes unstable. We would like
to calculate the probability that this would cause an ‘avelhe’ of » spin flips. Since all
sites deep inside are equivalent, we may assume the newpsibsesite is the sité).

It is easy to see that this avalanche propagation is somdikbairopagation of infec-
tion in the contact process on the Bethe lattice. The ‘ind@ctravelsdownwardsrom the
site O which acts as the initiator of infection. If any site is infed, then it can cause infec-
tion of some of its descendents. If the descendent spineadrup, it cannot be flipped;
such sites act as immune sites for the infection proceshelflescendent spin is down, it
can catch infection with a finite probability. Furthermatas probability does not depend
on whether the other ‘sibling’ sites catch infection. Irtfen of two or more descendents
of an infected site are uncorrelated events. Thus, we caacexp find the distribution
of avalanches on the Bethe lattice, as for the size distobwdf percolation clusters on a
Bethe lattice (Stauffer and Aharony 1992). However, a geedescription in terms of the
contact process is complicated, as here the infectiondpiiea correlated background of
‘immune’ (already up) spins, and the probability that a saé&ches infection does depend
on the number of its neighbors that are already up.

We start with the initial configuration of all spins down. Naverease the external field
to the valueh.. Consider a siteX at some generation > 1 of the Cayley tree [Fig. 3.1].
We call the subtree formed by and its descendents, the subtree rooted af. We keep
its parent spint” at generatiom — 1 down, and relax all the sites ifiy at the uniform field
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h. If X is far away from the boundary, the probability that spitXais up is P*(h), which

is obtained by solving the self-consistent equation giverEl. (2.9). The conditional
probability that spin at a descendant¥fis up, given that the spin at is down is also
P*(h). We measure the responseTof to external perturbation by forcibly flipping the
spin atY” (whatever the local field there) and see how many spins insthidree flip in
response to this perturbation. L@t, be the probability that the spin &t was down when
Y was downandn spins on the subtreBy flip up if Sy is flipped up. Here allowed values
of n are0, 1,2, .. .. Clearly, we have

P+ f%@n = 1. (3.1)
We defineQ () be the generating functino_n 6f, as,
Q) = i Qna”. (3.2)
Clearly, -
Qz=0) = Qo (3.3)
Qz=1) = 1-P" (3.4)

It is straight forward to write the self-consistent equatior )(«). Let us first relax all
spins onl’y keepingX andY down. The probability that exactly. the descendents of
are turned up in this process be denoted kyPr Clearly

Pr(m) = (Z N 1) P (L — pryiem, (3.5)

For a givenn, the conditional probability that local field at is such that spin remains
down, even ifY" is turned up il — p,,.1. Summing overn, and using the expression for
Pr(m) above, we get

(21 *m *\z—1—m
a=3 (e ryr @6

We can write down an expression f@r, similarly. In this case, ifn of the direct
descendents of are up wherY" is down, the local field at all the remainiag-1—m direct
descendents must be such that they remain down evéndfflipped up. This probability
is (Z;I)P*ng‘l‘m. The local quenched field & must satisfy(z — 2m)J — h > hy >
(z — 2m — 2).J — h. The probability for this to occur is,,+1 — p,,. Hence we get

Q1 = ZZ_: (2;1) P S_l_m(pm-l-l — Pm)- (3.7)

m=0
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The equation determinés, for highern can be written down similarly. It only involves
the probabilitieg),,, with m < n for the descendent spins. Formally we can write

z—1 - 1 00 z—1—m
m=0 m {nl}:O =1
where
o 1 for 1=
(i, j) = L
0 for ¢#£y

is the Kroneker delta.

These recursion equations are expressed more simply ii$ @rthe generating func-
tion Q(x). Multiplying both sides by:" and then summing over, we see that the self-
consistent equation f@p(x) is

z—1

Q)= Qe =0)+1 % (Z;l)w A s —pn). (39)
This is a polynomial equation i@ («) of degree: — 1, whose coefficients are functions
of h throughP*(h) andp,,(h). Using Eg. (2.9) and Eq. (3.6), it is easily checked that for
x = 1, the ansatz)(x = 1) = 1 — P~ satisfies the equation, as it should. To determine
Q(x) for any given external field, we have to first solve the self-consistent equation for
P* [EQ. (2.9)]. This then determingg(x = 0) using Eq. (3.6), and then, givei* and
@(0), we solve forQ)(x) by solving the(z — 1)-th degree polynomial equation Eq. (3.9).
Finally, we express the relative frequency of avalanchesabus sizes when the ex-
ternal field is increased fromto i + dh in terms ofQ(x). Let G5(h) dh be the probability
that avalanche of sizeis initiated atO. We also define the generating functiofz|/) as

G(x|h) = i Gs(h)a®. (3.10)
s=1
Consider first the calculation @f,(4) for s = 1. Let the number of descendents@f
that are up at field bem. For the spin at sité) to be down at:, but flip up ath + dh,
the local fieldho must satisfy{(z — 2m)J — (h + dh)] < ho < [(# — 2m)J — h]. This
occurs with probabilitys(z.J — 2m.J — h) dh. Each of thgz — m) down neighbors of)
must not flip up, even whesy, flips up. The conditional probability of this eventdg™".
Multiplying by the probability thatr neighbors are up, we finally get

z

Gi(h)y =Y (;) P Qo™ bz d — 2mJ — ). (3.11)

m=0
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Arguing similarly, we can write the equation fat; (/) for s = 2, 3 etc. These equations
simplify considerably when expressed in terms of the geimgrdunctionG(x|h), and we
get

Glalh) =2 3 (;) P Q)" G2 — 2mJ — h), (3.12)
m=0
In numerical simulations, and experiments, it is much edsieneasure the avalanche
distribution integrated over the full hysteresis loop. &b the probability that an avalanche
of size s will be initiated at any given sit® in the interval when the external field is
increased fromh; to h,, we just have to integraté'(x|h) in this range. For any:, the
value ofd(G/dx atx = 1 is proportional to the mean size of an avalanche, and thugeto t

average slope of the hysteresis loop at that

3.2 Explicit calculation for the rectangular distribution

While the general formalism described in the previous saatan be used for any distri-
bution, and any coordination number, to calculate the adla distributions explicitly, we
have to choose some specific form for the probability distrdn function. In this section,
we shall consider the specific choice of a rectangular digtion: The quenched random
field is uniformly distributed betweenr A andA, so that

1
Qb(hl) = IN’

In this case, the cumulative probabilitigs (/) become piece wise linear functions of

for —A<h <A (3.13)

h, andh-dependence of the distribution is easier to work out explidMe shall work out
the distributions for the linear chain & 2), and the 3-coordinated Bethe lattice.

3.2.1 The linear chain ( z = 2)

The simplest illustration is for a linear chain. In this c#ise self-consistent equation, for
the probabilityP* [Eq. (2.9)] becomes a linear equation. This is easily sqlaed explicit
expressions for),, andQ(x) are obtained (see Appendix A.1). The different regimes
showing different qualitative behavior of the hysteresigds are shown in Fig. 3.2

Forh < 2J — A (region A), all the spin remain down. Fér> A, all spins are up
(region D). ForA < J, we get a rectangular loop and the magnetization jumps dlisaee
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AJJ

Figure 3.2: Behavior of RFIM in the magnetic field - disordér{ A) plane for a linear chain. The
regions A-D correspond to qualitatively different respemsin region A all spins are down and in
region D all are up. The avalanches of finite size occur inore@ and C.

ously from—1 to +1 in a single infinite avalanche, and we directly go from reghoto D
as the field is increased. Far > ./, we get nontrivial hysteresis loops.

The hysteresis loops for different values®i= 0.5, 1.5 and2.5 are shown in Fig. 3.3.
If A is sufficiently large A > J), we find that the mean magnetization is a precisely
linear function of the external field for a range of valuesha éxternal field: (region B in
Fig. 3.2). For largef values, the magnetization shows saturation effects, ana isnger
linear (region C).

The explicit forms of the generating functi@p(x) are given in the Appendix A.1.
We find that in region B, the functio®(z) is independent of the applied field The
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Figure 3.3: Hysteresis loops for the linear chain for the rectangulsiritiution of quenched fields
with different widths. (a)A/.J = 0.5, (b) A/J = 1.5and (C)A/J = 2.5

distribution function’7; (%) has a simple dependence ©of the form

Go(h) = Ays (%) (3.14)

whereA; is a constant, that depends only 6\, and does not depend eror /,

1 (1=J/A)
A= 53 ) (3.15)

In region C, the mean magnetization is a nonlinear functioh.oBut () is still a
rational function ofz. From the explicit functional form of)(x) andG/(x|h) are given in
the appendix A.1, we find that, (/) is of the form

Go(h) = [Als + AL (%)  for s>2. (3.16)
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Here A} and A, have no dependence emut are explicit functions of.
Integrating over: from —oo to oo we get the integrated avalanche distribution

D, = / TG (h) dh. (3.17)
It is easy to see from above that the integrated distributipalso has the form

D, = [Ass + B)] (%) Cfor s>, (3.18)

where the explicit forms of the coefficients and B, are given in the Appendix A.1.

3.2.2 Thecase z=3

The analysis for the case = 3 is very similar to the linear case. In this case, the self-
consistent equation foP*(%) [EQ. (2.9)] becomes a quadratic equation. The qualitative
behavior of solution is very similar to the earlier case. $athetails are given in Ap-
pendix A.2. We again get regions A-D as before, but the boueslare shifted a bit, and
are shown in Fig. 3.4. As before, in region B, the average m@zation is a linear function
of i, and the avalanche distribution is independernit.of

We find that in regime B, the distribution of avalanche sizegiven by

_ (2s)! ; ( J )
Gs(h) =N l(s (s 1 2) (1—=J/A) NE (3.19)
whereN is a nhormalization constant given by
N =2 (1= J/Aap— (3.20)
T 2A (J/A) '
It is easy to see that for large (7(h) varies as
Gy~ 5728, (3.21)
where
k=41 —J/A)J/A). (3.22)

In region B,.J/A is always less tham/3, and so this function always has an exponential
decay for large.
In the region C, we find that the avalanche distribution ishefform

Gy(h) = N’

(25)! 5
(s — 1)I(s +2)!] " (3.23)
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AJJ

Figure 3.4: Behavior of RFIM in the magnetic field - disordér ¢ A) plane for Bethe lattice of
coordination number 3. The qualitative behavior in différeegions A-D is similar to that of a
linear chain (Fig. 3.2).

whereN' is a normalization constant independentpéndx is a cubic polynomial in the
external fieldh:

K:8(1—;—J/A)2 {0 53(J/A) + 119(/A)? — 107(J/A))
+{=5+10(J/A) + 11(J/A) | (h/A)
+{3 = 9(J/ A} (/A + (h/A)]. (3.24)

For any fixeds, the integrated distributio®, can be evaluated explicitly, but become
lengthy even for smal.
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3.3 General distributions

The analysis of the previous section can, in principle, dereded to higher coordination
numbers, and other distributions of random fields. Howether self-consistent equations
become cubic, or higher order polynomials. In principle eaplicit solution is possible
for = < 5, but it is not very instructive. However, the qualitativenbgior of solutions is
easy to determine, and is the same for-alt 4. We shall take: = 4 in the following for
simplicity. Since we only study the general features of thiésonsistent equations, we

o(h;)

hi

Figure 3.5: A schematic plot of a unimodal random field distribution whasymptotically go to
zero attoo.

need not pick a specific form for the continuous distribusiohrandom field distribution
o(h;). We shall only assume that it has a single maximum aroundaret@symptotically
go to zero attoc, as shown in Fig. 3.5.

For small width (A) of the random field distribution i.e. for weak disorder thagn
netization shows a jump discontinuity as a function of theemal uniform field, which
disappears for a larger values Af (section 2.4). For fieldé just lower than the value
where the jump discontinuity occurs, the slope of the hgsisrcurves is large, and tends
to infinity as the field tends to the value at which the jump osciihis indicates that large
avalanches are more likely just before the first order jumpagnetization.

For z = 4, the self-consistent equation f6r () [Eq. (2.9)] is cubic

aP* +bP* 4 cP*+d =0 (3.25)
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wherea, b, c andd are functions of the external field expressible in terms of the cumula-
tive probabilitiesy;,7 = 0 to 3,

a = ps — 3p2 + 3p1 — po, (3.26a)
b= 3py — 6py + 3po, (3.26Db)
¢=3p1 —3po — 1, (3.26¢)
d = po. (3.26d)

This equation will have or 3 real roots, which will vary with.. We have shown this
variation for the real roots which lie between 0 and 1 in Fi&.f2r the case wherg(h;)
is a simple distribution given by Eq. (2.11).

We have also solved numerically the self-consistent eqadtr P* for other choices
of p(h;), like the gaussian distribution, and for high¢e 4, 5,6). In each case we find that
the qualitative behavior of the solution is very similar.tBlthat the rectangular distribution
discussed in the previous section is very atypical in th#t bte coefficientg andb vanish
for an entire range of values of

In the generic case, we find two qualitatively different bebes: For larger values of
A, there is only one real root for anly. For A sufficiently small, we find a range &f
where there arg real solutions. There is a critical valde. of the width which separates
these two behaviors. For the particular distribution chdgsy. (2.11)],A. ~ 2.10382.

In the first case, the real root is a continuous functioth oind correspondingly, the
magnetization is a continuous function/af This is the case corresponding4o= 2.5 in
Fig. 2.5.

For smallerA < A., for large+# there is only one root , but in the intermediate
region there are three roots. The typical variation is shfiwm\ = 1.5 in Fig. 2.5. In the
increasing field the probability* (%) initially takes the smallest root. Alsincreases, at a
valueh = hgise, the middle and the lower roots become equal and after thhtdsappear
from the real plane. At = hgisc the probability P*(%) jumps to the upper root. Thus
for A < A. there is a discontinuity it* (/) which gives rise to a first order jump in the
magnetization curve.

The field 4isc Where the discontinuity of magnetization occurs, is deteech by the
condition that for this value af, the cubic equation [Eq. (3.25)] has two equal roots. The
value of P* at this point, denoted b¥j;.., satisfies the equation

3@0P*2

disc

+ QbOPJisc + Cp — 0, (327)

whereag, by andcy are the values aof, b andc ath = hgjsc.



Chapter 3. Distribution of avalanche sizes on the Bethiétt 37

We now determine the behavior of the avalanche generatmgitinG;( ) for larges
andh nearhgise. The behavior for large corresponds ta nearl. So we writer = 1 — 9,
with § small, andh = hgisc — €. Nearhgise, @, b, . . . vary linearly withe and

P* = Pc?isc - Oé\/z—|— 0(6)7 (328)

wherea is a numerical constant.

SinceQ(xz = 1) = 1 — P*(h) , if = differs slightly from unityQ(«) also differs from
1 — P*(h) by a small amount. Substituting= 1 —§ and@Q)(z = 1—¢§) = 1 — P* — F'(¢,0)
in the self-consistent equation f@x(«) [EQ. (3.9)], where botld and F' are small, using
Eq. (3.27), we get to lowest order énec and I

F2 4 ByJeF — 426 =0, (3.29)

wheres and~ are some constants. Thus, to lowest ordeksandd, F'is given by

F=(1/2) [,/ﬁze + 4925 — Wz] . (3.30)

Thus@(z) has leading square root singularityaat= 1 + %. Consequently7(z|h)
will also show a square root singularity= 1+ %. This implies that the Taylor expansion
coefficients;(h) vary as

s B2\ "
Gs(h) ~ s72 (1 + 2 , forlarges. (3.31)
At e = 0, we get
Gs(hdisc) ~ 3_%- (332)

Thus ath = hgisc the avalanche distribution has a power law tail.

To calculate the integrated distributién, we have to integrate Eq. (3.31) over a range
of ¢ values. For large, only ¢ < g% contributes significantly to the integral, and thus we
get

D, ~s75, for large s. (3.33)

Thus the integrated distribution shows a robusb/2) power law for a range of disorder
strengthA.



Chapter 4

Minor hysteresis loops
on the Bethe lattice

In this chapter, we derive exact self-consistent equatiorabtain magnetization on the
minor loops as a function of external field for arbitrary dimiition of quenched random
fields on a Bethe lattice. The return hysteresis loops fotitlear chain was obtained by
Shukla (2000). In sec. 2.4, we have discussed how to obtaimmi@ignetization on the
lower hysteresis curve, i.e. if we start with= —oc, when all the spins are down, and
then slowly increase the external field. Now suppose thesys on the lower hysteresis
curve at some external field,. Decreasing the field from, to some field., and then
again increasing t@,, we obtain the first minor loop. Similarly starting from thesfi
minor loop at some field; and decreasing the field to, and then increasing tio;, we
obtain the second minor loop and so on. Figure 4.1 shows twomhbops. In general,
the r-th minor loop forn > 1 is obtained from the lower half @i — 1)-th minor loop by
decreasing the field fromy,, _; to /5, and then increasing 1;,,.1 < h2,_1. This involves
{hn} = hu, b1, ..., hy, the history of all the turning points frory to %,,. In the next
section we will obtain the exact expressions for the magagtins on the minor loops for
arbitrary distributions of random fields. Similar resultere later obtained independently
by Shukla (2001).

4.1 Magnetization on minor loops

In sec. 2.4, we have determined the average magnetizatiire ideep inside the Cayley
tree, on the lower hysteresis loop for arbitrary distribng of random field distributions.
The average magnetization is equivalent to the magnetdizati the rootD of the Cayley

38
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Figure 4.1: Minor hysteresis loops for Bethe lattice.

tree [Fig. 2.4], in the limit the number of generations;» oc. We obtained the magneti-
zation atO as,

Protiso = +11 1) = 3 (*) (P00 11— PO p(h), (220

m=0 \T
whereP*(h) is the limiting value { < n, and the limit. — oc) of conditional probability
P, that a spin on the-th generation will be flipped when its parent spin at genenat
r—1is kept down, the external field is and each of its descendent spins has been relaxed,
and is obtained by solving the polynomial equation

Py = Y ( - 1) P 1L = P (), 29

m=0 m

andp,,(h) is the probability that a spin flips up, given that exactlyneighbors are up,
which is obtained by integrating the random field distribotp(/,) as,

Pm(h) = /(Oo d(h;) dh;. (2.7)

Similarly for the upper half of the hysteresis loop, whenixéernal field is decreased
from oo, we can defing)(")(4) to be the conditional probability that a spin on th¢h
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generation will be flipped down when its parent spin at getiema: — 1 is kept up, the
external field is decreased froma to /, and each of its descendent spins has been relaxed.
The limiting valueQ)*(%) also satisfies self-consistent equation

=3 (- QU @@ . @)

and in terms of)*(h) the upper half of the major loop can be obtained. Singe, (h) =
pm(h + 2J), the recursion relation satisfies by~ Q) (h — 2.J), is same as the relation
satisfies byP")(h) which is given by Eq. (2.8). Therefore, we conclude th&t(h—2.J) =

1 — PU(h).

4.1.1 First minor hysteresis loop

Suppose the system is on the lower hysteresis curve at somenaxfield/,;. Now if
the field is decreased from to some fieldh, and then again increased/g, return point
memory [section 2.1] ensures that the loop closes. Thigifitst minor loop [see Fig. 4.1].
Now when the applied field is increased fremc to ~; and then decreased to a fiélg to
find out the spins which can flip down we need to consider onbuathe subset of spins
which flipped up at fieldh;. Suppose a spin at a randomly chosen site flips up at/field
As a result, the net local field at each of its nearest neighimreases by an amounf
and some of down neighbors might become unstable. We flipagethpins at time step
1. After flipping them more of their neighbor might becometabge. We flip them up in
time step 2 and so on. This process will be continued till tredaanche stop. Figure 4.2
shows the order at which spins flip during a particular awehi@n Now in this avalanche
if a spins; flips up at time steg and as a result, if» of its neighbors flip at time step
t + 1, then the local field at will increase by2m./. Therefore when the field is decreased
to hy, > hy — 2.J, s; can not flip back at:,; unless all the neighbors which had flipped at
time stept + 1 afters; flipped up, again flip back dt,. Therefore, the spin which was the
initiator of the avalanche (which flipped at time step 0) cgmdbwn at#, only at the end,
after all the spins of that avalanche flip back and in this ligzk avalanche the spins flip
exactly in the reverse time order to the previous avalanthis. property will be called the
time orderingproperty of spin-flip-back process.

Consider the case, when the system is on the lower half of #jerrfoop at fieldh;
and then the field is decreasedito— 2./. Then all the neighbors of a vertexvhich had
flipped up ath; afters; flipped up will flip back ath; — 2./, since they flipped up when
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Figure 4.2: Time order at which spins flip during a particular avalanche.

their local fields had been increased hy. Therefore, the conditional probability that a
spin is down at.; — 2./, given its parent spin is up is same as the conditional pribtyab
that a spin is down ai,, given its parent spin is down, which is— PU")(h,). The later
is again equal t@)")(h, — 2.J), the conditional probability that a spin is down when the
field is decreased fromo to 2, — 2.7, given its parent spin is kept up. Therefore the reverse
magnetization curve starting from, meets the upper major half/at— 2./ and merge with
it for hy, < hy — 2J. This result can be generalized for arbitrary graphs, wiachscussed
in section 4.2. Thus, we can consider the first minor loop érdngg/; — 2.J, h4]. Since
in this range of external field the spin-flip-back processysltiene ordering if a spins;
flips up ath; and flips down at:;, then the probability that a neighbor of it at generation
r is up befores; flips back ath, is same as the neighbor was up befaréipped up ath,,
given by PU")(h,). The probability that a neighbor is down befoteflips down ats; can
be splitted into two parts:

(1) itdidn’t flip up afters; flipped up ath; and

(2) itflipped up afters; flipped up at; and flips back at, befores; flips back.

Consider a siteX at some levet of the Cayley tree [Fig. 3.1]. We call the subtree

formed by X and its descendenisy, the subtree rooted &. We keep its parent spini
at generatiom — 1 down, and relax all the sites iy at the uniform field:;. Let R(f)(hl)
be the probability that y remains down aftefy turned up at,. Forr < n, in the limit
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n — oo, these probabilities tends to limiting valé& (%, ), given by

z—1
B = 1= 3 (N PO = P ). 42
m=0
Let G")(h,, hy) be the conditional probability that:
(a) sx was down at., givensy was down,
(b) sx flipped up ath, aftersy flipped up and
(c) sx flips back ath,, givensy is still up.
Then arecursion relation f«ii’(_”)(hz, hy) in terms ofG(_”“)(hQ, hy) can be written as

—1-m

G (hy ) = i (Z N 1) [P(ha)]™ [RUHD (hy) + GU (R ha)]

X [Pmt1(h1) = prmyi(ha)] (4.3)

m=0

and its limiting value’Z* (h2, k1), satisfies the self-consistent equation

—1-m

6ty = 3 (5 (PR (R )+ 62 )]

X [Pmt1(h1) = prmsi(h2)]. (4.4)

m=0

This is a polynomial equation i6* (h, hy) of degreez — 1, whose coefficients are func-
tions ofh; andh, throughP*(hy), R* (h1), pm(h1) andp,, (hz). To determinegs* (hq, hy)

for any given pair of external fields, and#,, we have to first solve the self-consistent
equation forP*(h,) [EqQ. (2.9)]. This then determine®* (h,) using Eq. (4.2), and then,
given P*(hy) and R* (hy ), we solve forGG* (hq, hy) by solving the(z — 1)-th degree poly-
nomial equation Eq. (4.4). Now the decrease in magnetizatiben the field is decreased
from h, to h,, is determined by the probability that a spirCatwvas up at:; and turns down
at i, given by,

Prolso = —1;hy | so = +1; 1) =

3 (2 ™ [ )+ G )] ) = i) (459

m=0 m

This determines the upper half of first minor loop.

Similarly when the field is again reversed frdm to 43 < hy, using the symmetry
between up an down spins it is easy to see that agaitirtteeorderingproperty holds.
Therefore the probability that the neighbor of a spins down befores; flips up aths is
[R(_T)(hl) + G(f)(hz, h1)]. The probability that a neighbor is up fat befores; flips up is
given by sum of two probabilitie® (1, h1) and G\ (hs, by, hy); where RV (hy, by ) is
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the probability that: (a}x is up athy, given thatsy is kept down and’y is relaxed, (b)
sy flips up ath; and (c)sx remains up aftegy flips down ath, and T is relaxed and
GS:)(hg, ha, hy) is the probability that: (a}x is up ath,, given thatsy is kept down and
T is relaxed, (bky flipped up athq, (c) sx flipped down aftery flipped down at:, and
(d) sx flips back aths, givensy is still down.
RS:)(hz, h1) is the equal to the probability that the spin is upaminus the probability
that it becomes down at. Its limiting value is given by
z—1 -1 . a1
s h) = P = 52 () O ) [ 0+ 6 )]
m=0
X [pm(h1) = pm(h2)] . (4.6)

The limiting valueG:?, (hs, hy, hy) satisfies the self-consistent equation

z—1

—1
G:(h:aahzahl) = Z (Zm ) |:Rj_(h27h1) —I'Gj_(hiﬁvh?vhl)}

m=0

m

< [ B (h) + G (o) T [pin(ha) — pn (k). (4.7)

Solving the above self-consistent equation [Eq. (4.7)] weednineG? (hs, hy, hy) and
then the increase in magnetization, when the field is inect&®m#; to /5 is determined
in terms of the following probability:

Prolso = +1;hs | so = —1;ha) =

z

> (m) [y ) + G (s, oy )| [RE () + G ()]

K n(ha) = pu(ha)] 4.8)

zZ—m

which determines the lower half of first minor loop.

4.1.2 General minor hysteresis loops

In the previous sub section, we obtained the first minor Idd@ other minor loops can be
obtained similarly. In all the minor loops the spin-flip-lBgarocess obeysme ordering
In general, the:-th minor loop forn > 1 is obtained from the lower half af: — 1)-th
minor loop by decreasing the field froim,,_; to h,,, and then increasing @, 1 < h2,_1.
For convenience, we will use the notatidl, } = %,,, h,,_1, ..., hy for the history of all the
turning points from;, to .,.

On the upper half of the-th minor loop ¢ > 1), when the field is decreased from
hy,—1 tO ha,, the probability that a neighbor of a spinis up befores; (which is deep



Chapter 4. Minor hysteresis loops on the Bethe lattice 44

inside the tree) flips down &b, is [} ({h2n-2}) + G7.({h2n-1})]. The probability that a
neighbor ofs; is down before it flips down is given by* ({h2,—1}) + G ({ h2,})], Where
RZ ({h2q-1}) is given by,

RE({han—1}) = [RL({h2n-3}) + GZ({h2-2})]
S O W [T I PYCH T

x[RZ({han-3}) + Gi({hzn—z})]z_l_m
X [Prt1(hzn—1) = prti(han-2)], (4.9)

andG* ({h,, }) satisfies the self consistent equation

G (tha)) = 3 (*) )R () + G (o

<[RE({h2n-1}) + GZ({han )T
X [pm+1(h2n—1) - pm-l—l(hzn)]- (410)

Therefore the decrease in magnetization, when the fieldciedsed fronk,,_; to f,,, IS
obtained from

Prolso = —1; hay| so = +1; hap_1)
—i()mmwm+@w%m1
CIR (Tt }) & G (o) pn(hancs) — po(hon)). (4.11)

Similarly on the lower half, the increase in magnetizatihen the field is increased
from hy,, t0 ha, 11, IS Obtained from

Prob{so = +1; hanir| 50 = —1; han)
—i()mmmwwqwmn
SR (Tt )+ GE (U D [ (hanss) — p(han)), (412)
where R ({hy,}) is given by
Ry({ha}) = [Bi({h2n—2}) + GL({h2n-1})]
-5 ()b + Githa

<[RE({hznoa}) + G ({haa DT
X [pm(h%—l) - an(h%)]v (413)
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andG7 ({h2n411}) is obtained by solving the self consistent equation

z—1

Githand) = 3 (7 )i () + G ()
AR (o)) + G ({7
X[pm(hant1) = pm(fan)]- (4.14)

In Fig. 4.1, we have plotted first two minor hysteresis loopsnerated by solving
above equations, for three coordinated Bethe lattice. &hdam field distribution is given
by Eqg. (2.11) and we choosk = 1.5.

4.2 Merging of different stable configurations

In the previous section, we see that the two ends of minor éve@at major loop, with the
external field is differed by./. In this section we generalize this to any stable configonati
on any graphs. We prove that, for RFIM on a connected geneaphg~, for a given
realization of random fields, all the stable configurationexernal fieldh go to unique
stable configuratiod'(h + 2z*.J) when the field is monotonically changed/tot 2z*.J;
wherez* is the minimum number required such that, any connectedraphg of ¢ has
at least one vertex such that, the number of edgesonnected to that vertex 1 z*. For
example:* = 2 for square lattice, and for Bethe lattice = 1.

Proof. — Consider two stable configuration§(#) andC,(h) at field .. We can de-
compose vertices of the graph into sets: (1)A.., up-spins in both configurations, (2)
Aug, Up-spins inC’; and down-spins iy, (3) A4, down-spins inC’; and up-spins i,
and (4) A,4, down-spins in both configurations. Consider when the ezlédiield is in-
creased monotonically i3£*.J. Since in the zero temperature dynamics, in the increasing
field field the spins flip only once, and the order in which vasgpins are relaxed does
not matter, we can increase the field in one stefpto2-*.J and then first relax spins from
setsA,, andA,,. Now the setd,,; can be written as union of disjoint subsets), A% .. .
Consider one such subset, which is on a subgrapbn this subgraph, the local field at a
vertex: in configurationg’; and(C, at field/ are,

A — b 200 — 20+ fi >0, (4.15)
(M) — oy b= 0T+ AT+ f <0, (4.16)

k3
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wherez/ are the number of vertices inconnected to vertex =/ are the number of vertices
in the set4,, connected te and f; is the contribution to the local field from the sets,
and Ay,. Sinceﬁﬁcl(ﬁ)) — EECQW) > 0, from Eq. (4.15) and Eq. (4.16) we get — 2/ > 0
orz/ > 1 asz! > 0. This means that, there can not be a subset,gfwhich has only one
element.

Now when the external field is increased/to+ 2z*.J, the local field at vertex in

configuration”', becomes,
G=Ahi+h+z7d—zJ+ fi} +{(zf —20)J + 22T}, (4.17)

Therefore, at all those vertices inwherez! < z* (there is at least one such vertexgn
by the definition ofz*), the local field will become positive. So, the spingip, at those
vertices will flip up and the original subset will will shrinio a new one on a different
reduced subgrapf) and the same argument holds for it also. Therefore, aftatie use
of this relaxation procedure, all the subsetsdqf, will become null sets and by the same
argument, it is also true fad,,. Therefore, after relaxing all the spins from the séts
andA,,, the resultant unstable configuratianig 4 +2z*.J) andC,(h+2z*J) are identical,
and hence relaxation of the remaining unstable spins fremset ;,;, will lead to the same
final stable configuration. From the symmetry between up awehdspins, it is obvious
that the configuratiod’; (k) andC(h) go to the same final configuration, when the field
is decreased by:*J.

For a square lattice* = 2, as in any connected subgraph of it, there exists at least
one vertex form which the number of edges connected to thgraph is< 2. Therefore
any two different stable configurations should merge to andiguration, when the field
is increased or decreased by. In Fig. 4.3, we consider two stable spin configurations
(a) and (b) at external field = 0, on a square lattice, for a given realization of random
fields. The lattice size i80 x 50. The spins which are down in (a) and up in (b) are shown
in (c) in black color. Now when we increase the external field.f, configurations (a)
and (b) evolve to new stable configurations (d) and (e) resehe We see that these two
configurations (d) and (e) are identical as seen from th#&réince configuration (c).
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(d) (e) ®)

Figure 4.3: (a) and (b)are two different stable spin configuration’ at 0, with the same realiza-
tion of random fields, on a square lattice of stfex 50. The up spins are represented by black and
down spins by white color. (c) shows the difference betwegaiid (b). The spins, which are down
in (a) and up in (b) are represented by black color in (c). (i) @) are new stable configurations
obtained from (a) and (b) respectivelyjfat 4.J. (f) shows the difference between (d) and (e).



Hysteresis on regular lattices
in the low disorder limit

In general, Bethe approximation is expected to work wellfoncritical propertiesls the
Bethe approximation is a good approximation for regulatitas?This is the question we
address in this chapter. Surprisingly, for asymmetricsiriiution, the answer can Ine.

In this chapter, we discuss the low disorder limit of the byssis loop in the random
field 1sing model (RFIM) on periodic lattices in two and thrdienensions. We find that
the behavior of hysteresis loops depends nontrivially @cibordination number (Sab-
hapandit et al. 2002). Far= 3, for continuous unbounded distributions of random fields,
the hysteresis loops show no jump discontinuity of maga&tn even in the limit of small
disorder, but for higher they do. This is exactly as found in the exact solution on the
Bethe lattice (Dhar et al. 1997).

As discussed in the introduction, random field Ising modes \iest studied in the
context of possible destruction of long range order by eahily weak quenched disorder
in equilibrium systems. Accordingly the distribution oindom field was assumed to be
symmetrical. However, in hysteresis problem, the symmia¢tyveen up and down spins
state is already broken by the specially prepared initeestall down in our case), and the
symmetry of the distribution plays no special role.

The analytical treatment of self-consistent equationfierBethe lattice is immediately
generalized to asymmetrical case. However, we find that $gmanetrical distributions
the behavior of hysteresis loops in euclidean lattices @anute different from that on
the Bethe lattice. On hypercubical latticesdimlimensions, there is an instability related
to bootstrap percolation, that is absent on the Bethe dattithis reduces the value of
the coercive fielthc,er away from the Bethe lattice valu@(./) to zero, where/ is the
exchange coupling. We note that the limit— 0 is somewhat subtle, as the system size

48
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L* required for self-averaging diverges very fast for smgland the finite-size corrections
to the thermodynamic limit tend to zero very slowly.

In the following, we shall assume that the distribution hasymmetrical shape, given
by

Blhe) =  exp(—hi/ A)o(hi); (5.1)
whered is the step function. The mean value/gfcan be made zero by a shift in the
value of the external uniform field. Our treatment is easkierded to other continuous
unimodal distributions. The exact form @f«) is not important, and other forms like
exp(—x — e~*) which fall sharply for negative have the same behavior.

For a given distributions(#,), we definep,, (k) with 0 < m < z as the conditional
probability that the local field at any sitewill be large enough so that it will flip up, if:
of its neighbors are up, when the uniform external field.i€learly

() = /(Oo (hs) dh;. 2.7)

z—2m)J—h

Clearly, for any given value of, the magnetization depends on the distributigh,)
only throughp,,(h).

5.1 Hysteresis on three coordinated lattices

Consider first the case of the two-dimensional hexagonitéatvith - = 3. For periodic
boundary conditions, i = 0, starting with a configuration with all spins down, clearly
one hasier = 3J. For A # 0, the site with the largest local field flips first, and then if
h > J, p1(h) = 1, this causes neighbors of the flipped spin to flip, and theghi®ors,
and so on. Thus, so long as there is at least one flipped spothat spins also flip, and
the magnetization i$. The largest local field in a system 6f spins is of orde2A In L.
Once this spin turns up, other spin will flip also up, causingnap in magnetization from
avaluex —1to a valuet1 in each sample. Hence the coercive field, (the valuewhere
magnetization changes sigio)lowest order inA, is given by

Sample to sample fluctuations in the position of the jump &rerder A. On averaging
over disorder, the magnetization will become a smooth fonaif 7., with the width of the
transition region being of ordeX.
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Figure 5.1: Magnetization in the increasing field. The curves for the tatues of A coincide.
Curves A is for hexagonal lattice of siz€96 and B is for a three coordinated lattice in three
dimensions [see Fig. 5.2] of si266°.

For a fixedA < J, if L is increased to a value neatp(.//A) = Lfe hcoer decreases
to a value nead/. Forh = .J, p;(h) is no longer nearlyt, but po(h) ~ 0, andpy(h) =~
ps(h) ~ 1. The value of magnetization depends onlyaf2), which is a function of
h = (h —J)/A. Ash increased from-oo, p, (h) increases continuously frofnto 1.

Note that forA = 0.01.J, L}, ~ 10*. Therefore it is impossible to study the larfe
limit with the available computers. To avoid the problem wilpability of nucleation being
very small for. near.J, we made the local field at a small fraction of randomly chastas
very large, so that these spins are up at/anyhe number of such spins we choose to be
of order L, so that their effect on the average magnetization is niéfgigintroduction of
these “nucleation centers” makes ~ O(v/L) ( the average separation between centers),
and hcoer drops to a value neaf, so that, we can study the lardelimit with available

computers. Fol. > L;.,, the behavior of hysteresis loops becomes independédnt of

In Fig. 5.1, curve A shows the result of a simulation on thedgemal lattice with
L = 4096, and periodic boundary condition. We see that magnetizatmlonger under-
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goes a single large jump, but many small jumps. In the figueeaiso show the plot of
magnetization when the random field at each site is decrdgsadiactor 10. This changes
the valueA from0.1.7 to 0.01.J. However, plotted as a function bf the magnetization for
these two different values (for smal) fall on top of each othefor the same realization
of disorder(except for the overall scald). Thus we can decreagk further to arbitrarily
small values, and the limit oA — 0 is straightforward for each realization of disorder.
Then, averaging over disorder, for a fix&d we see that . tends to the valug asA
tends ta). Also, we see that there is no macroscopic jump-discorttiriar any non-zero
A.

Figure 5.2: A three coordinated lattice: (= 3) in three dimensions.

We also show in Fig. 5.1 [curve B], the results of simulatida 8-dimensional lattice
with z = 3 [shown in Fig. 5.2] of siz€56° with periodic boundary condition. The behavior
is qualitatively same as that in two dimensions. The valuk.gf = J in the limit A —

0 is same for symmetrical distribution, and also is the sampreadicted by the Bethe
approximation.
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5.2 Bootstrap instability in RFIM on square lattice

On the square lattice also, the valué:gfcris determined by the need to create a nucleation
event. Arguing as before, we see thai. to lowest order inA is given by

heoer~ 4J —2A1n L, for 1<InlL < J/A. (5.3)

Adding a small number of nucleation sites suppresses s tshnsient, and lowers.qer
from4.J to a value neat./. However, in this case, even after adding the nucleatiotecgn
the system shows a large single jump in magnetization, atithig the existence of another
instability. We observed in the simulation that at Iaw as/ is increased, the domains of
up spins grow in rectangular clusters [see Fig. 5.3] and aitiaal value of icoe, ONE Of
them suddenly fills the entire lattice. This valuge,fluctuates a bit from sample to sample.

Figure 5.3: A snapshot of the up-spins just before the jurhp={ 1.998243.J). The lattice size is
200 x 200 andA = 0.001.J. Initial configuration is prepared with05% up-spins.
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Figure 5.4: Distribution of the scaled coercive field on a square laffiacalifferent lattice size?.

In Fig. 5.4 we have plotted the distribution of the scaledatale /. = (hcoer— 2.J)/A for
different system sizes, for A = 0.001.J. The number of different realizations varies from
10* (for the largest.) to 10° (for the smallest.). Note that the distribution shifts to the left
with the increasing system size, and becomes narrower.

This instability can be understood in terms of bootstragglation process BP (see
Adler 1991, for a review). Bootstrap percolation was firshgidered by Chalupa et al.
(1981) (also Kogut and Leath 1981) and was subsequentlyestiny many others in a
variety of contexts. The process BRs define as follows: On d@—dimensional lattice,
sites are independently occupied with a probabifitand the resulting configuration is
taken as the initial configuration, which is evolved by thkofeing rules:

(a) the occupied sites remain occupied forever,
(b) an unoccupied site having at leastoccupied neighbors, becomes occupied.

Form = 2, on a square lattice, in the final configuration, the sitesctvlaire occupied
form disjoint rectangles, like the cluster of up-spins iig.F.3. It has been proved that
in the thermodynamic limit of largé, for any initial concentratiop > 0, in the final
configuration all sites are occupied with probabilitfAizenman and Lebowitz 1988).

In the random field Ising model on a square lattice, for theramgtric distribution



Chapter 5. Hysteresis on regular lattices in the low disdiofet 54

[Eq. 5.1] fork > 0, p,, = 1 for m > 2, and any spins with more than one up-neighbors
flips up. Therefore, stable clusters of up spins are reclangu shape. The growth of
domains of up spins is same as in the bootstrap percolataoeps BE.

Consider a rectangular cluster of up spins, of lengémd widthm. Let P({,m) be
the probability that, if this rectangle is put in a randomigjpared background of density
p1(h), this rectangle will grow by the BPprocess to fill the entire space. The probability
that the random fields at any sites neighboring this receawdl be large enough to cause
it to flip up ispi(h). The probability that there is at least one such site aloh eatwo
adjacent sides of lengthandm of the rectangle i§l — ¢')(1 — ¢™), whereg = 1 — p;(h).
Once these spins flip up, this induces all the other spingatoe boundary side to flip up
and the size of the rectangle growgter 1) x (m + 1). Therefore

Pl,m)> (1 —¢"Y1 —g™P(I+1,m+1). (5.4)

Thus the probability of occurrence of a nucleation whichlfyngrows to fill the entire
lattice is

g
P
—~
|
»Q%
S’
[\™)

Poe > po(h)

ECH
Il
—

< ) TL 11 = exp {=pa(h)}
~ po(h)exp (— 3p7:(2h)) , forsmall p; (k). (5.5)

The condition to determink..eis that for this value of., P, becomes of ordelr/ .2,
so that we get

(hooer) s : (5.6)
exX —_— ~ —. .
Pol fcoer) €XP 31 (hcoer) 72

This equation can be solved fbg for any givenL. For the distribution given by Eq. (5.1),
this becomes

heoer— 4J 272 —hcoer+ 2J 1
exp (%) exp [—? exp (%)] ~ ﬁv for hcoer< 2J. (57)

Therefore, the leading-dependence df..e, to lowest order in\ is given by

3

heoar ™ 2J — Aln [—2(1n L J/A)] . for J/A < InL < exp(2J/A). (5.8)
T

This agrees with our observation that the scaled criticéd fle shifts to the left with
increasing system size. The width of the distribution ofrowbich the coercive field
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Figure 5.5: p1 (hcoer) VS. 1/ In L for square lattice.

varies, can be calculated from the width over which the podity of having at least one
nucleation in the entire lattice, i.é.— (1 — Pnuc)L2 ~ 1 — exp (—Paucl?), changes from

almost zero to almost unity:
A

InL
Therefore, for any fixech > 0, the jump will smeared out on averaging over disorder. Only

(Shcoer ~ (5 9)

inthe limitA — 0 andZ. — oo, the average magnetization will show a jump discontinuity.
To test the validity of Eq. (5.6) in simulations, we pyt/) = 0.005 independent of.
Eq. (5.6) then simplifies to

7T2

61ln L
In Fig. 5.5, we have plottegh for the mean:c.er from Fig. 5.4 versud/In L. The graph
is approximately a straight line, which agrees with Eq. @3.1The slope of the line is
0.765 £ 0.009, less than in Eq. (5.10), which only gives an upper bouni.¢e-

pl(hcoer) % (510)

If ~ > 0, we will havep, = 1, and bootstrapping ensures that so longas- 0, we
will have all spins up in the limit of largé. This implies thaticeer = 0 in this limit.
If there are sites with large negative quenched fields, tres@p growth stops at
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such sites. Hence the bootstrap instability cannot be seesyimmetric distributions.
For a symmetrical distribution of random fields, the averdigéance from a nucleus to the
nearest spin, which does not flips up even if it has two up regh isL* = 1/4/1 — pa(h).
Therefore the average area covered by a nucleus is

L
H (1—¢)* for L<L* (5.11a)

and
L*

L?T[(1—¢)* for L>L* (5.11b)

7=1
The condition to determing.. is that for this value of:, the average area due to the
growth become®)(?), i.e

po(heoer) L* x average area covered by a nucleu€)(L?). (5.12)

From Eq. (5.11b) and Eq. (5.12), in the lindit— oo,

o(heoe) 14 ;
e f;(hczer) ]1;[1(1 — @)~ O(1). (5.13)
Now py(2.) = 1 — p,(2J), and the produdfl’_, (1 — ¢7)*is O(1) ath = 2J asp,(2.J) =
1/2. Thereforeficoer = O(2.J).

Even if the quenched fields are only positive, the instabdites not occur on lattices
with z = 3. On such lattices, if the unoccupied sites percolate, therénfinitely extended
lines of unoccupied sites in the lattice. These cannot nifne occupied by bootstrapping
under BR. Thus the critical threshold for BRon such lattices is ndt

5.3 Bootstrap instability in RFIM on cubic lattice

The arguments for large void instability can be easily edézhto higher dimensions. In

d =3,if h > 0, thenp,,(h) = 1 for m > 3, therefore the spin flip process is similar to the
spanning process of three dimensional BBerf and Cirillo 1999). In this case, it is known
that for any initial non-zero density, in the thermodynaahianmit, the final configuration
has all sites occupied with probability The clusters of up-spins grow as cuboids, and at
each surface of the cluster, the nucleation process isaitailthat in two dimension. Let
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¢ be the probability that, a nucleation occurs at a given pafiat surface of the clusters of
up spins which sweeps the entire two dimensional plahe at

e~ pi(h)exp (— 3p:(h)) . (5.14)

The probability that, there exist at least one nucleatioiciviBweeps the entire plane of
sizel x 1, is1 — (1 — ¢)"". Therefore, the probability?,,, that a nucleation sweeps the
entire three dimensional lattice asatisfies

o0

Pue = po(W)TI[L— (1]

=1

~ po(h) H {1 — exp(—dQ)}3
=1
~ exp(—A/Ve), forsmall ¢ (5.15)

whereA = 2,/7((3/2). heoeris determined by the condition th&§,c must be of the order
1/L%:
A w2 1
h —_—— — || & —. 5.16
pO( Coer) exp [ pl(hcoer) eXp (6p2(hcoer))] L3 ( )
The leadingl-dependence ofic. is different in different ranges ofic.e, depend-
ing on whether the strongest dependence of the left-hardciches from variation of
po(h), p1(h) OF pa(h).
In the rangel.) < heoer < 6.0 p,, = 1, for m > 1. Then we must havg,(ficoer) ~
1/L?, which for the distribution given by Eq. (5.1) results

heoera 6.J — 3AIn L. (5.17a)

The corresponding range df, for the validity of of above equation is < InL <
(2J/3A).

Inthe range.J < heoer< 4J: p,, = 1, form > 2. Then in Eq. (5.16) the left hand side
varies asxp [—A’/,/pl(hcoer)} , Which gives

>
heowr = 4] — 2A In (m - 3—1) , (5.17b)

which is valid in the rangé€2.J/3A) < In L < exp(2J/A).
In the rangd < hgoer < 2J: p,, = 1 for m > 3. Then from Eq. (5.16), to the lowest
order inA, we get

>
heoar ™~ 2J — Alnln (mL - 3—1) , (5.17¢)
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forexp(2J/A) < In L < exp(exp(2.J/A)).
Inthe limit L >> Lg,, = exp(exp(exp(2.J/A))), the loop becomes independent/of

with fcer — 0. We have also verified the existence of jump in numerical &tran for
z = 4 (diamond lattice) in three dimensions.



Chapter 6

Discussion

Analytical treatment of problems having quenched disorslesually difficult. There are
few models having nontrivial quenched disorder that canobeed exactly. In this thesis,
we set up exact self-consistent equations for the avaladigtebution function for the
RFIM on a Bethe lattice. We were able to solve these equagrpkcitly for the rectan-
gular distribution of the quenched field, for the linear chai= 2, and the 3-coordinated
Bethe lattice. For more general coordination numbers, anéigl continuous distributions
of random fields, we argued that for very large disorder, tradaache distribution is ex-
ponentially damped, but for small disorder, genericalhg gets a jump in magnetization,
accompanied by a square-root singularity. For field-stitehgist below corresponding to
the jump discontinuity, we showed that the avalanche 8istion function has a power-law
tail of the forms—2/2. The integrated avalanche distribution then varies-a$’ for large
S.

We have also studied the behavior the return loop, when ttegredd field is increased
from —oc to some valué:, and then decreased to a lower valyeand again increased
to the previous extremum valug. We set up exact self-consistent equations to determine
the magnetizations on all minor loops for arbitrary disitibns of random fields.

Some unexpected features of the solution deserve mentiostlyFwe find that the
behavior of the self-consistent equations foe 3 is qualitatively different from that for
z > 3. The behavior for the linear chain = 2) is, of course, expected to be different
from higherz. One usually finds same behavior for alt> 2. Mathematically, the reason
for this unusual dependence is that the mechanism of twsodations of the polynomial
equation merging, and both becoming unphysical (compkexjoit available for = 3.
Here the self-consistency equation is a quadratic, and fsbysical arguments, at least
one of the roots must be real. That a Bethe lattice may showgeoeric behavior for
low coordination numbers has been noted earlier by Ananilegal. (1994) in their study

59
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of the Blume-Emery-Griffiths model on a Bethe lattice. Thaséhors observed that the
gualitative behavior for < 6 is different from that for= > 6. To find out whether this

unusual: dependence of the hysteresis loop persists on regulardsttive study it on the

regular lattices in two and three dimension, in the limit@ildisorder. We find that for

asymmetrical distributions of random fields, there is aab#ity which is not present in

three coordinated lattices, and hence the hysteresis @icemtinuous for such lattices.

The second point we want to emphasize is that here we findhtbgidwer-law tail in
the distribution function is accompanied by the first-orplenp in magnetization. Usu-
ally, one thinks of critical behavior and first-order tramsis as mutually exclusive, as
first-order jump pre-empts a build-up of long-ranged catriehs, and all correlations re-
main finite-ranged across a first-order transition. Thidearty not the case here. In fact,
the power-law tail in the avalanche distribution disappeahen the jump disappears. A
similar situation occurs in equilibrium statistical meoles in the case of a Heisenberg
ferromagnet below the critical temperature. As the extdiahl . is varied across zero,
the magnetization shows a jump discontinuity, but in addithas a cusp singularity for
small field$. But in this case the power-law tail is seentmsth sides of the transition

Note that for most values of disorder, and the external fiblel avalanche distribution
is exponentially damped. We get robust power law tails indistribution, only if we
integrate the distribution over the hysteresis cycle actbhe magnetization jump. But, in
this case, the control parametelis swept across a range of values, in particular across
a (non-equilibrium) phase transition point! In this sensdijle no explicit fine-tuning
is involved in an experimental setup, this is not a self-orged critical system in the
usual sense of the word. Recently Pazmandi et al. (1998) aayued that the hysteretic
response of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model to extefieddls at zero temperature shows
self-organized criticality for all values of the field. Hoves, this seems to be because of
the presence of infinite-ranged interactions in that model.

In chapter 3, we discussed the behavior of avalanche distribbfor various distribu-
tions of random fields. A general question concerns the bhehav the avalanches for
more general probability distributions. Clearlyypifr;) has a discrete part, it would give
rise to jumps irp; as a function of:, and hence give rise to several jumps in the hysteresis
loop. These could preempt the cusp singularity mechanismhnik responsible for the

TBelow 7., the magnetization goes as,

m ~ sign(h) |mo+ Alh|"4=2/2|  as h—0, 2<d<4 (seeParisi1988)
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power-law tails. If the distributiop(;) is continuous, but multimodal, then it is possible
to have more than one first order jump in the magnetizatidris is confirmed by ex-
plicit calculation in some simple cases.plf:;) has power-law singularities, these would
also lead to power-law singularities iy, and hence iP*(h). Even for purely continuous
distributions, the merging of two roots as the magnetic fi@des need not always occur.
For example, it is easy to check that for the rectangularidigion, even for: > 4, we

do not get a power law tail for any value df. The precise conditions necessary for the
occurrence of the power-law tail needs to be investigatetidén

Finally, we would like to mention some other open questidhs: analysis relied heav-
ily on the fact that initial state was all spins down. Of caynse can start with other initial
conditions. For example, start with the equilibrium statemperaturdy and fieldh,, and
then quench to zero temperature. Our present treatmenottharapplied to these cases
as finite temperature brings about very nontrivial cootra@hs between spins. It would be
interesting to set up self-consistent field equations fenthIn case of minor loops also,
we have always started with = —oc and then vary the field cyclically. Moreover, to
find the magnetization at some particular point of the hysiercurve, we start with the
previous extremal field and change the field to the new valum@jump and then relax
the system. It would be useful to find out some dynamical ielatby which system can
be evolved from any state by changing the field in infinite$isteps.

Another extension would be to make the rate of field-sweeppewable to the single-
spin flip rate (still assuming zero temperature dynamicg)is vould mean some large
avalanches in different parts of the sample could be evglgimultaneously. Then one
could study the sweep-rate dependence of the hysteregs,land the frequency depen-
dence of the Barkhausen noise spectra. This is perhaps @ mgavance in real experi-
mental data, and would also make contact with other treasradrBarkhausen noise that
focus on the domain wall motion.

Another case of some interest is other type of disorder &g site-dilution case dis-
cussed by Tadit (1996). It seems plausible from the stracttiability of the mechanism
which leads to the cusp singularity just before the jummainginuity in magnetization,
in our model, introduction of site dilution would not chante qualitative behavior of
solutions.

We hope that many of these issues will be resolved in the eexyé€ars.

TThis would happen if"*(h) as a function of: shows a ‘double S’ curve. Then there must be at l¢ast
values ofh for which the slope of the curve is infinite. This is possibhdydf the equation determining; .
[variant of Eq. (3.27)] is at least a quartic, hence only if 6.



A.1 Avalanche distribution on a linear chain

For the case of alinear chain, the self-consistent equdbothe probabilityP* [Eq. (2.9)]
is a linear equation, whose solution is,

* - Po
P*(h) = = (= poll (A.1)

Forh < 2J — A, po is zero, and henc&~*(h) is zero, and all the spin remain down
(region Ain Fig. 3.2).

Forh > 2J — A, andA < J, p; is 1 whenevery, is nonzero. Then from Eq. A.1,
P*(h) becomes|. Thus, forA < .J, we get a rectangular loop and the system changes
from all spins down to all spins up state in a single big avethan

ForA > J, p; — po equals//A and is independent &f, in the range.J — A < h < A.
Thus P*(h) is a linear function of. in this range, increasing fromto 1.

Defining
1 h 2J
we obtain the expression fét* as
0 fore < 0,
1 fore > 1—J/A.
Using Eg. (3.6), the expression fox, is,
Qo = (1 —pl) - (pz - pl)P*(h)- (A.4)

The generating functio@(x) obtained from the self-consistent equation [Eq. (3.9)] is,

_ Qo+ aP*(p2 —p1)
Q(l’) - 1 — Sli(p1 o po) 9 (A5)
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and the generating functiaki(«|h) given by Eq.( 3.12) becomes ,

Glxlh) = 2 {[Q(2)P¢(2] — h) + 2P*[Q(2)]6(—h) + P2é(=2] = h)}.  (A6)
Now if A > 2J,and—A +2J < h < A —2.J (region B in Fig. 3.2),
(p2 = p1) = (p1 — po) = J/A,
o2 —mJ —h) = L for m=0,1,2;

2A
and P"+Q,=1-J/A.

Thus TN
Q) = m o (A7)
and r (1—=J/A)
el = 5 [P+ Qo = o HE2EE (n8)

ExpandingG/(xz|h) in powers ofz, we get the probability distribution of avalanches in
region B given by Eg. (3.14) of sec. 3.2.1.

In the region Cp, saturates to valug ¢(—2./—h) becomes zero arigh, — p; ) becomes
(1 —J/A —¢). Thus we get,

(1= J/A—¢)
In terms of P* and(), we get
QoA Pl —2(J/A) —¢]
and
* 2 *2
Glz|h) = 2A{P + Q)] = P} (A.11)
Expanding/(x|h) in powers ofr we get, in region C
* *2
Gi(h) = 55 (P + Qo) = P (A.12)
and N
Go(h) = [Als + A)) (Z) . for s>2. (A.13)
Here A, and B; have no dependence erbut are explicit functions of
, L[ 1 1 2 h\ .
= 55 |+ 0 g (1K - 5) e eor
1 2 h\* .,
TRIESE ( TAC Z) 7
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Integrating over: from —oc to oo we get the integrated avalanche distribution

D, = /_ O:O Gy (h)dh, (A.14)
where
o= o (5) e (x) - E) T E) 33 ]
(A.15)
and, for s > 2, .
D= (st ) () (A.16)

with
Ay = m [30 — 110 (%) + 135 (%)2 — 54 (é)j ,

b= s 09+ (2)]

A.2 Avalanche distribution on a three coordinated Bethe
lattice

For z = 3, the self-consistent equation. f&r(4) [Eq. (2.9)] is a quadratic equation,
[(p2 = p1) = (1 = po)]P*(R)* + [2(p1 — po) — 1] P*(h) + po = 0. (A.17)

For the rectangular distribution, the coefficient/f* is zero for a range of-values, and
P*(h) is still a piece wise linear function af

0 fore < 0,
Pr(h) =< t=g7ay for0 <e<1-2(J/A), (A.18)
1 fore>1—-2(J/A),
wheree is defined as,
1 h 3J
= |14+ ——=—]. A.19
= ( e A) (A19)

The self-consistent equation foX ) [Eq. (3.9)] becomes,
z(pr = po) [Q(2)]" + 22 P (ps — p1) = 1] Q(z) + P (ps — p2) + Qo = 0, (A.20)
where(), is obtained [EqQ. (3.6)] as

Qo= (1= p1) = 2(p2 — p1)P* + [(p2 — p1) = (ps — p2)] P, (A.21)
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and the expression fa¥(x|h) [Eq. (3.12)] becomes,

Glalh) = 2 {[Q(x)]P¢(3] — h) + 3[Q(2)*P*6(J — h)
+3[Q(0)] P2o(—J — h) + PPo(—=3J —h)}.  (A22)

Now in the region B,

(ps —p2) = (p2 = p1) = (p1 — po) = J/A,
1
&(3J —2mJ —h) = A for m=0to3,

and P"+Q,=1-J/A.

Solving Eqg. (A.20) and choosing the root which is well beltbfgr = near0, we get

- VL= AT/ A)e(P + Qo)

Q(z) TRIINE: — P, (A.23)
and the expression fa¥(x|h) [Eq. (A.22)] becomes
G(z|h) = — [P* + Q(x)]°. (A.24)

2A

Expanding’/(x) in power series of:, we obtain the Eq. (3.19) of sec. 3.2.2.
In the region Cp; saturates to the value ¢(—3.J — i) becomes zero anghs — p;) is
no longer independent @&f Substituting the appropriate expressions, we find that

- \/1 —A(J/N)a(1 =3(J/A) =) + (P +Qu)] P

Q(z) TRIINT: , (A.25)

and
G(z|h) = % [P+ Q)] — P} (A.26)

We note that the term inside the radical sigriific), and also inG/(«|h), is a simple
linear function ofz. It is thus straightforward to expand it in powersaotising binomial
expansion. This gives us the Eq. (3.23) of sec. 3.2.2.



Bibliography

Adler J. (1991)Physica A171, 453.
Aizenman M. and Lebowitz J. L. (1988), Phys. A: Math. Ger21, 3801.
Aizenmann M. and Wehr J. (198®Phys. Rev. Lett62, 2503.

Ananikyan N. S., Izmailyan N. S. and Shcherbakov R. R. (1998YP Lett, 59, 71, ;
Pis’'ma Zh. Eksp. Fiz59, 71 (1994).

Bak P. (1997)How Nature WorksOxford University Press, Oxford.
Barkhausen H. (1919%. Phys, 20, 401.

Bertotti G. (1998)Hysteresis in Magnetism: for physicists, materials segstand engi-
neers Academic Press, San Diego.

Bruinsma R. (1984)Phys. Rev. B30, 289.

Cerf R. and Cirillo E. N. M. (1999)Ann. Probah.27, 1833.
Chakrabarti B. K. and Acharyya M. (199%Rev. Mod. Physr1, 847.
Chalupa J., Leath P. L. and Reich G. R. (1981Rhys. C12, L31.
Cote P. J. and Meisel L. V. (19919hys. Rev. Lett67, 1334.
Dahmen K. and Sethna J. P. (199hys. Rev. Lett71, 3222.
Dahmen K. and Sethna J. P. (1998hys. Rev. B53, 14872.

Dhar D. (1999)cond-mat/99090Q9

Dhar D. and Thomas P. B. (1999),Phys. A: Math. Ger5, 4967.
Dhar D. and Thomas P. B. (1993),Phys. A: Math. Ger26, 3973.

66



BIBLIOGRAPHY 67

Dhar D., Shukla P. and Sethna J. P. (1997Fhys. A: Math. Ger80, 5259.

Feynman R. P., Leighton R. B. and Sands M. (19Thg Feynman Lectures on Physics
vol. Il, Addison-Wesley.

Imbrie J. Z. (1984)53, 1747.
Imry Y. and Ma S. K. (1975)Phys. Rev. Lett35, 1399.
Jensen H. J. (1998%elf-Organized CriticalityCambridge University Press.

Kawasaki K. (1972), Kinetics of Ising models, In C. Domb and 31 Green, edsRhase
Transition and Critical Phenomenaol. 2, 443, Academic Press, London.

Kittel C. (1949),Rev. Mod. Phy21, 541.
Kogut P. M. and Leath P. L. (1981), Phys. C14, 3187.
Middleton A. A. (1992) Phys. Rev. Lett68, 670.

Nattermann T. (1998), Theory of the random field ising motielA. P. Young, ed.Spin
Glasses and Random Fie|ds77, World Scientific, preprint cond-mat/9705295.

Parisi G. (1988)Statistical Field Theoryl195, Addison-Wesley.

Pazmandi F., Zarand G. and Zemanyi G. T. (1999)ys. Rev. Lett83, 1034.
Perkovit O., Dahmen K. A. and Sethna J. P. (199%)s. Rev. Lett75, 4528.
Preisach F. (1935%. Phys, 94, 277.

Rao M., Krishnamurthy H. H. and Pandit R. (199Bhys. Rev. B42, 856.
Rayleigh J. S. W. (1887Rhilos. Mag, 23, 225.

Sabhapandit S., Shukla P. and Dhar D. (2000%tat. Phys$.98, 103.
Sabhapandit S., Dhar D. and Shukla P. (200R)s. Rev. Lett88, 197202.

Sethna J. P.,, Dahmen K. A., Kartha S., Krumhans J. A., Rol®ert4. and Shore J. D.
(1993),Phys. Rev. Lett70, 3347.

Shukla P. (2000Rhys. Rev. E62, 4725.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 68

Shukla P. (2001)Phys. Rev. E63, 029102.
Sipahi L. B. (1994),). Appl. Phys.75, 6978.

Somoza A. M. and Desai R. C. (199Phys. Rev. Lett70, 3279.

Spasojevic D., Bukvit S., MiloSevi¢ S. and Stanley H(E296),Phys. Rev. E54, 2531.

Stauffer D. and Aharony A. (1992ntroduction to Percolation Theor26—-34, Taylor and
Francis, London.

Tadi€ B. (1996)Phys. Rev. Lett77, 3843.
Urbach J. S., Madison R. C. and Markert J. T. (19959)ys. Rev. Lett75, 276.
Weiss P. (1907)J. Phys, 6, 661.

Williams H. J. and Shockley W. (1949 hys. Rey.75, 178.



