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W e Investigate analytically and num erically the ground and m etastable states for easy-plane
H eisenberg m agnets w ith single—ion surface anisotropy and disk geom etry. The con gurations w ith
tw o halfvortices at the opposite points ofthe border are shown to be preferable for strong anisotropy.
W e propose a sin ple analytical description of the spin con gurations for all values of a surface
anisotropy. The e ects of lattice pinning leads to appearance of a set ofm etastabl con gurations.

PACS numbers: 75,70 Rf, 7525+ z

T he progress of nanotechnology pem its creation of
ensambles of ne m agnetic particles (m agnetic dots) of
nanom eter scale, see for review & M agnetic dots in the
ﬁ)nn ofcy]jnders or prism s have been m,adg, 9fsoﬂ: mag—

anisotropic m aterials ke Dy and FePt, see ! e M agnetic
dots and their arrays are of interest both in the basic and
applied m agnetism w ith potent:alapphcat:ons ncluding
high-density m agnetic storage m edia @

Usually a an allm agnetic particle is considered as be—
ing in the m onodom ain state with a hom ogeneous sat-
urated m agnetization (or N eel vector for antiferrom ag—
nets). D uring the last few years it had been established
that the distrbution of m agnetization wihin the dots
m ade of soft m agnetic m aterials can be quite nontriv-
ial; nam ely, various Inhom ogeneous states resulting from
the m agnetic dipoledipole interaction appear. In re—
cent years Interest in such states for subm icron particles
has risen signi cantly. A sm all enough non-ellipsoidal
dot exhibits a single-dom ain nearly uniform m agnefiza-
tion state, either so called ower and kaf statesB494142
W hen increasing the gize ofth.e ,dot above a cnthalvaJue,

such states is the non—saturatmg value of the totaldot
m agnetization, nearly zero for vortex states and nearly
saturated, but am aller that saturated, for rafand ower
states. S —

O’Shea and coworkers S:E 20 have observed non-
saturated states for the rareearth ferrom agnetic gran-
ules wih high anisotropy and the size about of 5nm .
A possble explanation of this fact is that these particles
are in non-unifbm states£d On the otherhand, it isclear
that the conogpts of non-uniform states referred to above
and caused by a m agnetic dipol interaction cannot be
applied directly to such am allparticlesm ade w ith high /-
anisotropicm aterdial. In this concem, som e other sources
of non-uniform iy need to be found.

The appearance of non-uniform states for am all bac
atom ic clusters w ith taking into acocount the single-ion
surface anjsot_topy_ha.ve been shown num erically by D in -
itrov and ) ysin 23224 G aranin and K achkachiin the re-
sent work%? investigated the e ective anisotropy caused
by such a non-uniform spin distrbution for smallm ag-—
netic particles. The di erence of the properties of the
soins on the surface and in buk could be considered as

a defect destroying the hom ogeneity of a sampl. It is
clear that due to the surface a hom ogeneous ordering is
distorted or even broken.

In realm agnets the surface could produce the surface
anisotropy fortw o reasons. F irst, them ain origin ofm ag-
netic anisotropy can be caused by the anisotropy of spin—
soin Interactions (the case of exchange anisotropy). For
this case even on an idealatom ically an ooth surface the
soins have di erent coordination num bers than in bulk,
and consequently the intensity of the exchange interac—
tion changes. For the surface exchange anisotropy the
direction of the chosen axis is the sam e as n buk and
hasno connection to the surface. Thise ect could lead to
the non-uniform states in som e specialcases only, m ostly
In the presence ofan extemalmnm agnetic eld, forexam ple
the surface spin— op transition 2421 and the statescaused
by the m agnetic eld for easy-axial ferrom a<_:pnets.—q Sec—
ond, in realm agnets surface atom s have a di erent en-
vironm ental symm etry. Thus, the surface distorts a
crystalline eld that acts on a magnetic ion, and the
anisotropy is changed drastically. Tt leads to a speci c
singk-ion surface anisotropy for the soins with a pre-
ferred axis coinciding w ith the nom al to the surface.
Thism odel is.cansidered by D In itrov and W ysin for foc
iron clusters£423 we would Iike to ivestigate this case
both analytically and num erically. Note that the sur-
face e ects, In particular, the surface-anisotropy, have
been considered by m any authors2?24 but in most of
these works the ground states has been assum ed to be
hom ogeneous, and the surface tem s are only accounted
In dynam ics. On the other hand, it is obvious that for

ne m agnetic particles the role of the surface becom es
much m ore In portant than for buk m aterials. The ef-
fects cased by the surface considered as a defect are pro—
portionaltoN =3, and their role increasesw hen the size
of the particle tends to the nanom eter scales.

N ote that sin ilar problem s arise in the other dom ains
of condensed m atter physics, where a role of surface is
in portant. T hese arg textures in liquid crystal®? and in
a super uid 3He, see 84 For the A phase of He CHed)
the unit vector order param eter 1, 12 = 1 is perpendic—
ular to the surface of a vessel. *He can not be in equi-
Ibrium with is own vapor; it 1lls the vessel com pletely
at tem peratures when it is super uid (I < 2mK).Thus,
the vector 1 should be perpendicular to the surface ofthe
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SHeA sample. T he analysis show s that the order param -
eter becom es non-uniform , and, m oreover, i is sihgular
for any sin ply-connected vessel8d

Tt is clear that such e ects may be cbserved in all

nie samples of ordered m edia wih vector order pa-
ram eter and a strong surface anisotropy of the fom
B f) where n is the nom alto the surface, m is
the order param eter, and B is the constant of single-ion
surface anisotropy, which orientsm w ith respect to the
surface. For the *HeA, the boundary condition could
be described as a lim it of an in nitely strong surface
anisotropy B < 0, Bj! 1, wih easy axis perpen—
dicular to the surface. T he concept developed Hr *HeA
could be a good guide for a theory of ne m agnetic par-
ticles w ith surface anisotropy. On the other hand, the
situation form agnets ism ore general: the m agniude of
the surface anisotropy form agnets is nite, and them ag—
netic m om ent could be Inclined w ith respect to the axis
of surface anisotropy. As we will show below nieness
of anisotropy could lead to the states w ith non-uniform
spin distrbutions but w ithout singularities.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. I
we discuss classical m odels for a an all m agnetic parti-
cle supporting sim plest non-uniform sgpoin distribution,
caused by surface anisotropy, which is planar and two-
din ensional 2D ) m odel. T hism eans that the spins par-
allel to one plane and the soin distribution depend§_ef—
fectively on only two space coordinates (x;y). Sec.IT is
devoted to the planar continuum 2D m odel in the lim it
case of the in nite surface anisotropy, where exact so—
lutions are found and analyzed. In Sec. -]ILL the sam e
m odelw illbe considered for the case of nite anisotropy.
Sec. -'_B-Z: contains results of direct num erical sin ulations
for the 2D lattice m odels and the consideration of pin—
ning e ects that can be estin ated from the continuum
m odel. The analysis of therm aland topo]ogical stability
is also done in this section. T he last Sec. -V' contains the
resum e of obtained results and a short dJscuss:|on them
In concem w ith other sin ilar system s.

I. MODEL

T here are two approaches to the analysis of the static
and dynam ic properties of m agnetic m aterials: discrete
m icroscopic and m acroscopic. T he m icroscopic approach
isbased on a discrete spin H am iltonian in which the spins
S; (Quantum or treated quasiclassically, as w illbe done
below) are speci ed at the lattice sites i. In discrete
m odels the m agnetic anisotropy can be Introduced in two
di erentways: as single-ion anisotropy, and as anisotropy
of the exchange interaction. To describe them , the spin
Ham iltonian is chosen in the form

X X X

H = Js;S;+ K s, “+ B (@SS

1
< ij> i i

Here S, isthe profction ofa classical spin on the sym —
metry axis ofthebulk crystal. The summ ation In the
rst termm is over all the nearest neighbors in the lattice,
J is an anisotropic exchange tensor. T he constant K
and function B (i) describe the volum e and the sur—
face single—ion anisotropy energies, respectively. For the
crystals with rhombic or higher symm etry, all tensors
describing volum e characteristics can be diagonalized si-
m ultaneously. T he tensor function B (1) isnonzero only
near the surface and abruptly decreases in the depth of
the sam ple. T he surface creates another chosen direction,
a nom alto i, and enters a local system of coordinates,
in which the tensorB (1) isdiagonal. W e neglect in the
Ham ilttonian (:14') a dipoledipole coupling and a Zeem an
Interaction w ith an extemalm agnetic eld.
W e shalluse a sin ple version of ('_]:) w ith an uniaxial
symm etry forthe bulk properties (z as a chosen axis, for
de niteness) and w ith nearest neighbors interaction only:

X
H = J

i
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Here J is the exchange integral, is the anisotropy pa-
ram eter of the exchange interaction, and are the vec—
tors of the nearest neighbors, the sum m ation over i
the last term includes only the surface sites, where the
num ber of the nearest neighbors di ers from the volum e
one. To more adequately com pare the lattice and con-
tinuum m odels, we assum e that the vectorn isa nomn al
to the surface, but not a direction given by the M iller
Indices.

T he sign of the exchange integralplays no rol for the
statics of non—-frustrated m agnetsw ith a bipartie lattice.
M oreover, am odelw ithout dipole-dipole coupling ism ore
adequate for antiferrom agnets than ferrom agnets. For
sim plicity we use below the ferrom agnetic representation
of spin distrbutions, ie. J > 0. The transition to the
antiferrom agnetic case for a bipartite lattice is trivial:
w e Introduce sublattices and change the directions ofthe
soins in one ofthem .

T he continuum approxin ation of @') isbased on a free
energy functionalW [ ] that depends on the local nor-
m alized m agnetization m (r), m 2 = 1. Usig the stan—
dard sm oothing procedure of a lattice m odel, we w rite
down the functionalW [ ]as
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Here is the volum e of the particle, the vector r s pa—
ram eterizes the surface, (r) is the D irac delta-finction,
a is the lattice spacing, and S is the cross—section area.
T he solution ofthe Eulerl.agrange equation for ('_j) gives
soin con gurations w ith a preferential direction close to



the surface. It is clear that the m easure of nhom ogene—
ity depends on the problem param eters and the sam ple
shape. A sinpl consideration show s that for the xed
shape there are only two relevant param eters. Tlfge_rst
one isthe characteristic radiusR=ry,wherery; = a J=K
at = loryp = 2a =(1 ) at K = 0 isthem agnstic
Eength, de ned i the sam e way as orbuk m aterials 24
T he second param eter is the ratio of the exchange inte—
gralto the surface anisotropy B =J . To sin plify analysis
we consider a model with a purely planar spin distri-
bution. Such distrdbutions appear for m agnetic vortices
at strong enough easy=axis anisotropy, < <, Where

c 07 when 3 /' aki In this case we obtain the one-
param eter m odel characterized by the ratio B=J. As
we will see below such a m odel dem onstrates a w ide set
of Inhom ogeneous states and allow s com plete analytical
and num erical investigations. W e restrict ourselves the
case of one m ore sin pli cation, nam ely, a m odel w hich
allow s 2D spatial spin distrdbutions, ie. such distrdbu-—
tions which depend only on two spatial variables, say x
and y. Apparently such a sin pli cation is applicabl to
an island of a m agnetic m onoatom ic layer shaped as a
disk. For num erical sin ulation we w ill choose a frag—
m ent of the two-dim ensional square lattice in the fom
of a disk. However, applicability of obtained resuls is
not lim ited by this concrete case. It is easy to iIn agine
situations when the sam e spatia+w o-din ensional distri-
bution is realized. A s an exam ple one can regard a ferro-
m agnetic particle w ith the volum e easy-plane anisotropy,
having a form ofa cylinder w ith the base parallel to the
easy-plane (the xy-plane) and w ih the axis along the
z-axis. If one considers that the surface anisotropy con—
stant B in ('_3) is positive then the nom alto the surface
is the hard axis ofthe surface anisotropy. It is clear, that
any planar soin distrdbution wih S, (i) = 0 ensuresboth
the m ininum of the volum e and the surface anisotropy
on the upper and bottom cylinder surfaces. In this case
non-unifom iy is caused only by the lateralcylinder sur—
face, and one can expect that the distrbbution willbe a
spatialtw o-din ensionalone, w ith the sam e character as
for the purely two-din ensionalproblem .

II. A STRONG BORDER ANISOTROPY IN A
CONTINUUM APPROACH

W e shall start from the simplest m odel to describe
e ects of surface anisotropy. Consider a disk-shaped
(or cylindershaped, see above) m agnet, w ith xy-plane
as an easy-plane, and assume a 2D soin distrbution.
W e assum e that the m agnetization is a two-dim ensional
unit vector, In a polar mapping: m, = 0 andm , =
é,cos + é,sin , where €;é,;é,) is the basis in the
soin space and = (x;y) is the angle between m and

&, . The m agnetic energy of the disk takes the fom :
Z Z
dS @ Y+b d oo ( )

@)

Here isthe area of our disk-shaped m agnet w ith the

radius R, the contour is the border circle, and ( ; )

are the polar coordinates in the plane of m agnet. The
param eter b is proportional to the constant of a border
anisotropy, b= B=J)R=a). W e choose b 0, and the
preferential surface directions are tangent. This choice
is m otivated above; one m ore reason is that such an ef-
fective temm, -can be used to m odel the m agnetic dipol
interaction 83 The finction ( ; ) m ay have shgularities
Inside the disk .M inim alocon gurations for the energy

@) are constructed from solution ofthe respective E uler—

Lagrange equations, which is the scalar Laplace equation
r? =0; ©®)

w ith the boundary condition at = R

R(é— bsn2[ (; ) 1=0: ©)

=R

T hus, this is a problem w ith a nonlinear boundary con—
dition.

In the absence of the boundary anisotropy, b= 0, ho—
m ogeneous solutions = const satisfy sin ultaneously Z_ﬂ)
and (:_6), and this trivial case is not considered. F irst of
all, we analyze possble solutions in the lim it of strong
border anisotropy, b = 1 , when the problem becom es
Iinear and can be solved exactly. The boundary condi-
tion leadsto thetwo possble solutions R; )= =2.
Such ambiguity of the boundary conditions here di ers
from the classic ntemalN eum ann problem ofm athem at—
ical physics and the relevant physics w ill be discussed
below . The solutions In both cases can be constructed
via ham onic functions, as.well it can be done in two—
din ensional electrostatics 24 T he general solution of the
Laplace equation can be w ritten via a com plex poten—
tialu (z) of Integer charges gk placed at the points z :

X

uz)=

=In u@]; g h(z z)+ const: (7)

k

T hese charges have a sin ple physicalm eaning, they de—
scribbe wellkknow n In-plane vortices, w hich have been re—
peatedly discussed In regard to 2D m agnetisn . W e intro—
duce a com plex representation for the coordinate plane
xy, 2= x+ 1y. The functionalW [u] is rew ritten as

, 1 dz du
W ul= Js° — d _— —
2 0 Z5 1z dz
b dz (2 1
+ 2 —2(72)2 AN )]
8 pyr Iz



w here

2 u): )

z
= —expQ
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In the continuum approxin ation the energy W [u] is
logarithm ically divergent close to points where the in—
plane vortices (charges) ¢k are placed. To descrbe these
sihgular solutions in the continuum m odel we have to
Introduce a cut-o param eter of the order of the lat-
tice spacing. Sihgularities cost much energy, and one
could expect that con gurationsw ith a globalm inin um
of W fu] should be sought am ong the nonsingular func-
tionsu (z) In thearea orfunctionsw ih a sn allnum ber
of singularities.

A . Vortex-like con gurations

T he sin plest solution w ith one singularity isa centered

vortex, see Fig. g_(a_):, generated by the functions u =
nhz 1 =2wih the energy

; 10)

where r is a cuto param eter for vortex states of the
order of the lattice spacing a. Besides these solutions
the others are non-centered vortices for in nite b, see
F jg.:_I_(-b_-):, generated by

2

— i
Zy 2

%)+ In z
(1)

w ith the vortex placed at the point zp. T hey also satisfy
the conditions = =2 on the border . As seen
from C_l]_;), the interaction between the vortex and the
border, which m ay be considered as a consequence of
the boundary condition (é), is equivalent to the coupling
betw een the vortex and the in age vortex placed outside
the disk at the inverse sym m etric point respective to the
border circle. T he calculation of the energy covers only
the area  and the sihqularity of the re ected charge
gives no e ect. The energy of non-centered vortex for

In niteb ( xed boundary conditions = =2 on the
border) is given by
R o
@ _ 2
B/ =398" n — nl5 12)

The rsttem ocoincides to a proper energy of the vor-
tex given by C_l(_i), and the second tem is the energy of
the interaction between the vortex and the border; it is
a repulsive one. Besides it another foroe acts on the vor-
tex: the vortex has a tend to escape from a nite area in
order to decrease ¥ m j and, thereby being attracted to
the border. In the case ofb= 1 the repulsive orce pre—
vails, the vortex is stabilized at the furthest point from
the border, and the second term in d_l-gg) is absent.

where Fyj R ;

(@) Centered vortex preferable for a strong border
anisotropy.

(o) N on-centered vortex preferable for a weak border
anisotropy.

FIG.1: Num elr_icaJJy calculated vortex-like states for the dis-
cretemodel(:g)wjth =0,K,=0andR = b5a.

B. Con gurations w ith two halfwvortices on the
border

The above considered vortex-lke distrbutions are
som e of the sim plest spin distrbutions, m Inin izing sur-
face anisotropy, not only for the circle shape but for a



border in the form ofany sim ple contour. Indeed, going
around a sin ple closed contour, the nom aln to it tums
to 360 . Thism eans that the topological characteristic
ofthe planarunit vector, so called vorticity 2% qequalsto
1 for the vector n . O bviously, those m agnetic vortices
having the vorticity g= 1 are quite probable candidates
to realize the energy m ininum . N evertheless, vortices
w ih any g€ 0 adm ittedly possess singularities inside the
sam ple. T he analysis of such distributions w here m agne—
tization has no sihgularities in the bulk is of interest. A
sim ple analysis dem onstrates that in this case, aswellas
r3HeA singularities should appear on the border.

To explain this, consider the behavior of the vector
edm = é,cos + &,sn on thebordercircle .The
boundary condition requires that the vectorm be par-
allel to the border. It can be presented by two ways:
m may be paralkl or antiparallel to the tangent vector
“=n &,.Assuming that m isnonsihgular inside ,
the circle can be divided into an even num ber of alter-
nating regions: in halffofthem m hasto rotate clockw ise
and in the others | counterclockw ise. T hus, besides the
above considered vortex-like solutions, there exist con g—
urations reqular Inside the circle and w ith singularities
on the border, see Fig. 3 (c}. (Such sihgularities :n the
three-din ensional case are referred to4 as vortex Iines.)
T he sin plest tw o-singularity solutions can be w ritten as

u@)= @ Ré')+h@E R )+i L:oa3)
Thisisa eld created by two chargesplaced at the bor-
derpointsRe! * and Re! 2. It is easy to check that the
conditions =
ever where ([R; ) isde ned. To calculate the energy
thoroughly we have to introduce the cut-o param eter r°
and integrate over the disk except two halfcircles of
radius r’ centered at the charges. Under the condition
that the cuto regions do not overlap, R ( 1 2) a,
the energy of the con gurations are
En=JS° h ~ T2 hsh-—2
0
Here r0 is the corresponding cut-o param eter. T he con—
tinuum approxin ation does not provide a relation be-
tween r and r’ and we used num erical calculations for
the Jattice m odelto nd it out. T hese calculations show
with a good accuracy that r = 1%, and we w ill assum e
that in the Hlowing. Them ninum of {14) is achieved
for charges placed at the opposite points of the border,
it is given by

14)

5 R
nh — nh2 ;

Ep,=JS -

15)
T hus, the Interaction of surface chargesw ith each other is
also repulsive. C om paring the expressions ClO and (15
w e see that the energies for both con gurations are loga—
rithm ically diverged and di ering by the constant. T hus,
the con guration with two halfvortices at the opposite
points of the border is preferable to the single vortex for
X Y -m odel.

=2 are satis ed on the border w her-

III. FINITE VALUES OF A SURFACE
ANISOTROPY

In this section we consider the case ofa nite surface
anisotropy. Atb< 1 theboundary condition {4) isnon-
linear. It iseasy to see that the only centered vortex from
allcon gurationsw ith the vortex inside the sam ple isan
exact solution forany nievaluesb. A non-centered vor—
tex isnot a solution ofourproblem at nieb< 1 . Such
states are absent in the continuum m odel, but they be-
cam e m etastable in the discrete m odelbecause of lattice
pinning. T he num erical calculations show s that theiren—
ergies depend weakly on the surface anisotropy constant.
T his class w illbe considered in Sec. -1\/'I

T he solutionsw ith tw o halfvortices on the border C13)
for nite anisotropy b < 1 transfomm s to non-singular
solutions with two vortices placed outside the disk at
the opposite points zy and 3, where ;j> R. This
distrdbution is generated by the finction

u@z)= hn(z )+ In@z+ z)+ 1 i=2: 16)
T he particular exact solutions of the problm (E), q'gi)
with an arbitrary b have been found by Burylov and
Raikhe? for a distribution of the vector director near
the surface of a cylindrical solid particle embedded In a
m onodom ain nem atic liquid crystal. U sing ofthe bound-
ary condition ('_6) for the function C_l-é) gives the value of
zo In the fom
P
of=R?A+ 1+ )= an)
For such values zy the boundary condition ('_6) satisfy
exactly. T he energy of the con guration is equalto

P—
a2 1+ 1+ o3
Ehv(b)—JS —+ Db —P
2 1+ 1+
Z 0
208° xtanxdx : (18)

0

T he Jatter temm arisesdue to the cuto close to the half-
vortices which are introduced for #,j R r,and o=
arcoos[(zoj R)=r]. Its contribution is im portant for a
high enough surface anisotropy, B > J only, seeFig.3 (C} -
It is easy to see that for any nie b the energy of the
two-chargecon guration is lowerthan its lin it value C_l-g‘:),
and it decreases m onotonically with decreasing b. An-
other lim it case of am all surface anisotropy b! 0 ]eads
to the alm ost hom ogeneousdistrbutionm , seeFig. 13 (a),
with the nearly zero energy E = JS? b. W hen b n—
creases, the vector eld m is curved to the diam eu:tca]Jy
pair of points, and the energy ncreases, see Fig. -3 c)
T hese features are In good agreem ent w ith that obtained
num erically for discrete nite system . The dependency
ofEyy versus the surface anisotropy B from the Ham il-
tonian () isplotted in F ig.d together w ith that for the
continuum m odel @) . The discrepancy of the curves is
connected w ith the discretenesse ects, which are in por-
tant for an allsam ples, for lJarger system radius (the value
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FIG . 2: The dependence of the energy of the m inin al con—

guration versus the surface anisotropy for the disk w ith the
radiusR = 10a. The thin lne is a two-charge approxim ation;
the thick line is a num erically calculated result for the lattice
m odel.

ofR tillR = 30a hasbeen used). In the caseofb ! 1
the vortex energy is higher than the two-charge con g-—
uration energy for X Y -m odel, and the vortex states are
also m etastable forany nite b.

IV. NUMERIC SIM ULATION AND LATTICE
EFFECTS

For ourm odelw ith rather strong voluim e and surface
anisotropy, the characteristicsizeis ¥ m j a'! andiis
not obvious that e ects of discreteness can be neglected.
An exact analysis of the discrete m odel requires num er—
ical calculations, but som e qualitative results can be ob—
tained using the lattice potential m ethod. For a direct
num erical sin ulation we basically used the X Y -m odel
w ih = 0, ie. wih an extrem ely strong easy-plane
anisotropy (som e results conceming the nite willbe
discussed In conclusion).

A . Num erical sim ulation

For num erical calculation of the equilbrium stateswe
started from the discrete Ham ittonian for the m agnetic
energy @) . Calculations have been perform ed starting
from a random initial con guration or from a con gura-—
tion given by G:/.) w ith constants z,, g appropriate for a
considered problem . T he energy m inin ization has been
perform ed through a Seidellike algorithm with the suc—
cessive exact solution of the local equilbrium equation
fora xed site that can be obtained from the follow ing
one-site energy

E, = SH +—@6n)? —8?; 19

2 2
w here jsaﬁ;agrangem ultiplier orthe condition $ j= 1
andH =J _, (8¥é&+ SYé, + S5?&,) isthe e ective
eld created by the nearest neighbors of the xed site.
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(c) T he charges are close to the border, B=J = 20.

FIG.3: M J'n'IE’l al non-topological con gurations for the dis-
crete m odel @) with = 0,K.,= 0andR = 5a fordi erent
values of border anisotropy.
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FIG .4: M etastable con gurations fortheR = 8a disk. Shown
approxin ately 3 Todots. Regions \1" and \2" are shown in
Fig.ﬁ and 1a.

The term with B is present for the border spinsonly. In
asimplkcaseB = OweobtainS = H =H j W henB 6§ 0
a m ore com plicated analysis of the roots of the equilbb—
rium condition dE;=dS = 0 is needed. Am ong these
roots Sy i we choose the value that gives the deepest
mininum ofE; . For allm inin izations we observe that
this procedure converges to one of the stable con gura-
tions. The con guration appearing during m inin ization
energy process was m ainly dictated by the choice of the
niial con guration.

In order to explore all m etastable m inim al con gu-—
rations in the lattice m odel {_2) w ith = 0 we per-
mm ed m ore than 107 m inin ization procedures accord-
Ing w ith the describbed schem e. Initialcon gurationsand
the surface anisotropy B are chosen random . The ob—
tained energy values are presented by dots on the plane
® =J;E =JS?), seeFjg.:f.', the system size is chosen sm all
enough to show a discrete nature of the possble states.
Such an analysisallow sto judge both the energy absolute
m ininum fora given B =J and the presence ofm etastable
states. It is seen that In som e plane regions (m arked as
\1" and \2") the dots are grouped in m ore or less well-
de ned lines, which obviously corresoonds to the m ost
stable states and describes the dependence of their en—
ergies on b. The characteristic regions are present in

Figs. O, 6. The region (narked as \3"), in which the
dots are distrbuted practically random Iy (in fact, there

the dots also are tted by lnhes), corresponds to high

energy states. They are not sub fcts of interest. To

classify the soin states the positions of singularities of
the finction  (x;y) have been analyzed num erically and

the positions of poles (vortices), which are placed inside

of a disk or on is border, have been obtamned. Such

an analysis dem onstrated the presence of all states de—
scribed above, incliding non-centered vortices and states

w ith non-sym m etrically placed surface singularities, but

yet som e less favorable states nam ely antivortices w ith

the distrdbution lke = + const, where is the po-
lar coordinate, instead of =+ const, characteristic
for vortices. Let us discuss the obtained resuls.

E/JS?
O = N W ke Ot N
T
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0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 045 0.5
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FIG.6:Vortex m inina close to B = 0 for the R = 8a disk.

First of all, the given analysis has con med that
the sym m etrical states w ith tw o singularities possess the
m Inin al energy. In the region of the sm all anisotropy
and energy E < 40 (ere and after energy values are
presented in unitsofJS?) only statew ith symm etrichalf-
vortices are present, see detailsofthisregion in F jg.:_s LAt
B=J > 0:5 otherwellkde ned lines of dots appear, w hich
also correspond to states w ith tw o halfvortices, however
w ith broken symm etry. T hese states have higher energy
and they are unstable at an allB, but at larger B they
becom e m etastable due to surface pinning e ects. W ith
B increase rst ofall the states pinned in the viciniy of
non-regular regions of a surface, which result from cut—
ting a circle specinen from the square lattice appear.
W ih further increase of B=J 15 2 the number of
asym m etric states grow s.

T he second interesting region of plane at the energy
E 10 corresoonds to vortex states. Tts details at sm all
B =J are depicted In Fjg.:_d. Tt is worth to note that ac—
cording to the analytical consideration the centered vor-
tex presents at any B and its energy does not depend
on B . Besides that state there exist non-centered vor-
tices stabilized by the lattice pinning. Since the state
w ith non-centered vortex at the nite b is not an exact
solution (unlike to the non-singularcase), they w illbe an—
alyzed num erically in the next subsection wih a sinple
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FIG .7: The energy of a non-centered vortex versus its dis—

placem ent for three values of surface anisotropy: @) B=J =
04 B. (attraction to the center), ) B=J = 004 ' B
(equilbrium ), (c) B=J = 0:004 B. (repulsion from the

center). Radius of the disk is 30a. T he radius of the pinning
region Rp 24) ismaxim al for the largest value of B and
decreases for low er values.

qualitative m odelofpinning. At large enough anisotropy
the energies ofnon-centered vortices are higher com pared
to the state w ith the centered vortex. H owever, at an all
anisotropy, B =J 02 for the system size R = 8a used
forF igs. 4{6 ) an Interesting e ect em erges: non-centered
vortices becom e m ore favorable than the centered one
(the correspondent region m arked as \a"). This e ect
could be described as a change ofthe sign ofthe e ective
Interaction between the vortex and the border at som e
valie B = B.. (Let us ramind that the case B = 1
corresponds to xed boundary conditions, while the case
B = 0 ocorresponds to free boundary conditions, which
are associated w ith repulsion and attraction ofthe vortex
to the border, respectively, sed®l)) This e ect is present
also for big values of the radiis, see Fig. -’2 in which is
plotted the vortex energy calculated in them odel d) ver—
sus its displacem ent for three value of surface anisotropy
and the radiuus R = 32a. The characteristic value of
the surface anisotropy B. decreases Inverse proportion—
ally to the system size. T he values found num erically for
R= (6 30)a can be extrapolated by the dependence
B.=J 12@=R).

AtB = 0 the vortex and antivortex have the sam e en—
ergy and In the region of extrem ely an allB antivortices
are also reliably observable, see Fjg.:_é, region \b". How—
ever, when B Increases the energy of antivortices grow s
rapidly and we do not discuss them .

B . Lattice e ects and vortex stability

For non-uniform states the lattice pinning of singular
points in the spin distrdbution both vortices and surface
sihgularities (halfvortices) plays an essential roke. It is
Interesting to discuss such points In m ore details. The
continuum m odel neglects a discrete nature of crystals

and thepihning e ects. T he sim plest way to describe an—
alytically lattice e ects and, in particular, to Investigate
the localstability ofm etastable states, is to introduce an
e ective periodical potential P elerlsN abanro potentigl)
into the continuum m odel. Schnitzer show s24 see also 8%
that for in-plane vortices this potential is iIndependent
of the values of out-ofplane anisotropy param eters (for

< 0#8) and can be presented in the simplest form as
Upy &;y)= JS? B’ & =a)+ sin’ (y =a)], where the
origin is chosen at the point which is equidistant from
lattice sites, and the num eric parameter ’ 020024
The potential m nima are attained at all points like
r = ney+ mey,wherem ,n are integers, £, j= #,J= a
and the saddle points are at (n + 1=2)e, + me, and
ney + m + 1=2)e,. A metastable state with a vortex
shifted from the center to the point r exists only when
thesum E (r) = Ey (r;b)+ Upy (r) hasam ininum atthis
point. The loss ofstabJJJty m anifests itself as ruptures of
lines n Fig. 5 and-é sealo Fig. -1

Then it iseasy to show that the non-centered vortices
are held by the pinning potential and are stable if their
coordinates are inside the circle of radiusR, . The radius
of the pinning region R, is determ ined from the explicit
expression {_i:_i) for the energy ofthe vortex placed at the
point ry as

_ GEvor @) o 20)
dry =R, a
and thecasea R lkadstoRp,=R a=

T hus the vortices can be pinned everyw here inside the
sam ple exoept the thin strip close to the border. Their
energies relative to the zero level of the centered vortex
lie in the band of the width JInh R=a). Such states
are frequently observed in num eric sinm ulations for the
discrete m odel when initial con gurations for the m ini-
m ization are chosen random ly.

A though a detailed analysis of themm al uctuations
and decay of m etastable states is beyond the scope of
this work, their role can be discussed on the basis of
the previous estin ates. T he above introduced R, is the
radius of the region where pinning disappears, ie. at
r ! R, thebarrierheight separating statesw ith a vortex
placed In ad-poent lattice sites, becom esto zero. &t isalso
reasonable to introduce the function R, € ), such that at
r < Ry E) the barrier height between these two states
ishigher than somevalueE . Naturally, R, E) ! Ry at
E! O,Rp,E)! OatE ! El"®*, whereE[* = Js?
is the m axin al pinning energy. For intermm ediate region
E E[ % a sinple calculation yields

a Ep*
R RE)= ——F— @1)
E g ax E
and orallvaluesofE[ ** E E} #* thevalie of R, E )
isagain nearto R . T hus, the role ofthem al uctuations
atkg T E[ ® can be considered as negligently sm all,
and the above described m etastable statesm ay be m an—
ifest as long-lived ones even for nite tem perature. On



the other hand at kg T Ep ®* m etastable states like
the non-centered vortex w ill not be m anifest and only
the centered vortex should be considered.

Fortwo-charge con gurations the lattice potentialalso
creates others m etastable con gurationsw ith higher en—
ergies than the energy of con gurationsw ith m axin ally
separated charges. Their analysis is sin ilar to the one
that has perfomm ed for the case ofa non-centered vortex.
Two pinned charges on the border can be approached
only down to the angle = j1 2j’” a= R.Con-
sideration of them al uctuations can be done for non—
centered vortices as well and it leads to the sin ilar re—
sults, practically all such states arem etastable.

In conclusion of this section discuss the stability of
vortices as a topologically nontrivial con guration under
transform to non-topologicalone. Inside of two topologi-
cally di erent classesofstates | w ith vortex orw ith two
surface singularities | e ective relaxation to the m ost
favorable state Inside ofthe given class ispossible. How —
ever, the previous results show that the vortex-like con—

gurations w ith the centered vortex have higher energy
than the two-charge con guration, and are m etastable.
T herefore, the state w ith centered vortex m ay relax to—
ward the m ost pro tabl state wih two surface singu—
larities. T he sim plest scenario of the vortex decay is the
follow ing. T he vortex m oves to the nearest point on the
border and its counterpart m oves also to it. The point,
w here they m erge, is a saddle point of the path w ith the
energy Egg = JS? I ®R= ) overthe centered vortex en—
ergy. This state-is referred as a boojum or ountain in
the 3He theory2%8% where i is a true m ininum . Fur-
ther, the m erged charges decouple and m ove along the
border: one | in the clockw ise direction and another
| in the counterclockw ise direction to the m ost distant
positions. Thus, the energy E 4,4 is the barrier height
between the two classes of con gurations, and i can be
used for the analysis of a them al (or quantum tunnel-
ing, for Iow tem perature) decay of vortex states. Note,
the barrier is nothing to do w ith pinning potential. Its
value does not contain the param eter , but it is propor—
tionalto In R=a) and ismuch higher that the exchange
energy JS?. Thus, vortex states can be stabl even at
high enough tem perature com paring w ith the C urie tem —
perature T.  JS?, and the probability of the decay of
the vortex state is very low even at the tem peratures
com parable w ith T..

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

A strong surface anisotropy for easy-plane H eisenberg

m agnetsdestructs the hom ogeneous ordering and leadsto
the two types of static structures: the vortex state and
the state w ith pair of halfvortices on the surface. For
nite anisotropy the latter state becom es non-singular.
T his state is energetically favorable for all nie values

of surface anisotropy. The energy gap between it and
the vortex state is of the order of the exchange energy,
but the energy barrier ism uch higher that the exchange
energy. The strong bulk anisotropy leads to well pro—
nounced e ects of lattice pinning, and large num ber of
m etastable states appears aswell.

Tt is interesting to com pare these resultsto those which
have been obtained for ne particlesm adew ith softm ag—
netic m aterdals such as pem alloy m agnetic dots, where
the non-uniform statesare caused by them agneticdipol
Interaction. The comm on point for these cases is not
only the presence of the vortex state but also the pres—
ence ofhop-tepologicalnon-uniform states, leafor ower
states242129 The distinction consists in the fact that
for soft m agnetic particles there are non-singular vortices
w ith the out-ofplane m agnetization com ponent while in
our problem with the strong bulk anisotropy the only
In-plane vortices with a singularity are presence. It is
likely that in virtue of this for pem alloy particles there
is a very much pronounced transition from the vortex
state to the non-topologicalone w ith the system size de—
creasing, whilke in our problem the vortex state isalways
Jess favorable energetically. It is worth to note that our
prelin nary num erical data indicate the appearance of
such a transition at a weak easy-plane anisotropy; an ex—
tended discussion of this problem is beyond the scope of
the present work.

Tt is also interesting to note that the soin distribution
iIn the non-singular state of our 2D problem resembles
the distrbution having axial sym m etry and the plane of
symm etry perpepdjailar to the axis obtained by D in —
itrov and W ysin?3€4 for 3D particlkes where both the
volum e and surface anisotropies are presented. R ecently,
the stable three-din ensional analog of vortices, hedge—
hog con guration has been discovered for a balkshaped
particle w ith, strong nom alborder anisotropy by num eric
calculations®8 O n the otherhand, frthe super uid He-
A, which is de ned In tem s of our m odel by use of the
In niely strong surface anisotropy and isotropic volum e
properties, the truem inin um constitutes less sym m etric
state (poojm , or fountain) with ope,surface singular-
ity and w ithout the sym m etry plane248 In our case the
"boojum 1ke" distribution appears only for non-stable
saddlepoint, which separatesthe vortex and non-singular
states.
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