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W e test the predictive power of rst-oder reversal curve (FORC) diagram s using sin ulations of
random m agnets. In particular, we com pute a histogram of the sw itching elds of the underlying
m icroscopic sw itching units along the m apr hysteresis loop, and com pare to the corresponding
FORC diagram . W e nd qualitative agreem ent between the switching— eld histogram and the
FORC diagram , yet di erences are noticeable. W e discuss possible sources for these di erences and
present results for frustrated system s where the discrepancies are m ore pronounced.
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INTRODUCTION

T he conventionalm ethods @J,:_ﬁ,:_ﬂ] to characterizem ag—
netic interactions in hysteretic system s, such asthe M
m ethod EZJ:, :5], utilize isothermm alrem anent m agnetization
(IRM ) and dc dem agnetization rem anence O CD ) curves
based on the W ohlfarth relation [4]. Recently, FORC di-
agram s [l, 8] have been introduced to study hysteretic
system s. T heir extrem e sensitivity hashelped to \ nger—
print" severalexperin ental system saswellas theoretical
m odels ranging from geological sam ples and recording
m edia to paradigm atic m odels of random m agnets and
soin glasses ig].

In thiswork we perform num erical sin ulations of ran—
dom m agnets (and spin glasses) in order to test the pre—
dictive power of FORC diagram s by com paring to a his—
togram ofup-and dow n-sw itching eldsoftheunderlying
sw itching units along the m a pr hysteresis loop.

T he aforem entioned reparam etrization of the m apr
hysteresis loop (switching— eld histogram ) displays the
Inform ation carried by the m apr loop In a m ore com —
prehensive way and provides a good com parison to the
FORC diagram . W e nd, that the m aprloop behav-
Jor predicts the m inor-Joop behavior captured by FORC
diagram s well. W e present a com parison of both distri-
butions and discuss som e di erences between them . W e
argue that sw itching— eld histogram s are usefiill to study
hysteretic system s in m ore detail than w ith conventional
m ethods due to their sim plicity and ease to com pute.

M ODEL & ALGORITHM

The Ham iltonian of the random — eld Ising m odel
1
RFIM ) is given by [_95]
X X X
H = JijSiSj hiSi H S (l)
hi;ji i i
Here S; = 1 are Ising soins on a square lattice of size
N = L° in three din ensionsw ith periodic boundary con—
ditions. T he interactions between the spins are uniform

(Ji3 = 1) and nearestneighbor, and H represents the
extemally applied eld. D isorder is introduced into the
m odel by coupling the spins to site-dependent random
elds h; drawn from a G aussian distrbution with zero
m ean and standard deviation g .

W e sinulate the zero-tem perature dynam ics of the
RFIM by changing the extemal eld H in snall steps
starting from positive saturation. A fter each eld step
we com pute the Iocal eld f; ofeach spin:

X
fj_ = Jj_ij H 1} : (2)
j
A soin is unstable if it points opposite to is local eld,
ie, f; $£< 0.W ethen I a random Iy chosen unstable
spin and update the Iocal eldsat neighboring sites. This
procedure is repeated until all soins are stable.

For the rest ofthiswork we set L = 50 (N = 125000
soins) and g = 50, unless otherw ise speci ed. The
di erent gures are calculated by averaging over 5000
disorder realizations in order to reduce nie-size e ects.

FORC DIAGRAM S

In oder to calculate an FORC diagram, a fam ily of
First O rder ReversalCurves FORCs) with di erent re—
versal eds Hpyr ismeasured, with M # ;HR) denoting
the resulting m agnetization as a function of the applied
and reversal elds. Com puting the m ixed second order
derivative E':/:, :_1-(_)']

1
H;Hg) = Et@ZM =@H @Hg ] 3)

and changing variablesto H. = # Hr)=2 and Hy =
#H + Hgy)=2, the ocal coercivity and bias respectively,
yields the \FORC distribbution" @Hyp;H.). FORC dia-
gram s resem ble the com m only known P reisach diagram s
t_l-]_:, :_1-2_5], yet they are m odelindependent and therefore
m ore general.

Fjgure:]: shows an FORC diagram of the RFIM at
high disorder strength (g = 50 > o  2:16) 18]
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FIG.1l: FORC diagram ofthe RFIM fordisorder r = 590,
well above the critical disorder EL:}] in three din ensions. N ote
the pronounced vertical featureatH . = 1 w ith a wake extend—
Ing to H. = 0 which corresponds to m ultidom ain nucleation
in the sam ple. Thedotsalong the H , -axis are num ericalnoise
(no data am oothing).

N ote the vertical ridge at H . 1 rem iniscent of dom ain—
wall nucleation [_1-4] A vertical cross—section of the ridge
H . = 1) mirrors the distrbution of the applied ran—
dom elds, because these can be viewed as a distribution
of random biases acting on the spins when x crit -
W e have tested this In detail by selecting the random

elds from a box distrbution. The resulting FORC di-
agram is qualitatively sin ilar to the G aussian case, yet
a vertical cross-section of the ridge is box-shaped. This
is not evident by studying the m a pr hysteresis loop for
di erent disorder-distribution shapes and illustrates the
advantages of the FORC m ethod over conventional ap—
proaches for studying hysteretic system s.

SW ITCHING FIELD HISTOGRAM S

In order to test the predictive power of FORC dia—
gram s, we sin ulate the RFIM w ith the zero-tem perature
dynam ics describbed In Sec. and store the up—and down-—
switching elds of the spins along the m a pr hysteresis
loop. W e then create a histogram of the number of

ped soins for a given pair of up— #H +) and down-—
switching elds #H ). By changihg the variables to
the coercivity He = H Hy)=2] and bias H, =
H «+ H 4)=2] ofeach spin, we obtain a distribution ofthe
coercivities and biases of the spins In the system along
the m a pr hysteresis loop.

Fjgure:_z show sthe sw tching- eld histogram (SFH) for
the RFIM .0 ne can see a close resam blance w ith the cor-
responding FORC diagram presented in Fjg.:!.'. In oxder
to better com pare FORC diagram and SFH, In Fjg.-'_3 we
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FIG.2: Swiching- eld histogram of the three-din ensional
RFIM wih g = 5:0. Note thc‘a close resemblance to the
FORC diagram presented in Fjg.g. Because no derivatives of
the data are required, the contours are m uch an oother than
in the case ofan FORC diagram .

FIG. 3: Abso]].lrtle di erence between the FORC djagllcam
presented In Fig.d and the corresponding SFH iIn Fig.4 for
the threedin ensionalRFIM wih g = 5:0. The details are
discussed in the text.

present the absolute di erence between both diagram s.
Even though the SF'H and the FORC diagram of the
RFIM dier slightly (see Fig. :_?:), the main character—
istics representing the underlying physical properties of
them odelare the sam e (verticalridge representingm uli-
dom aln nuclkation). It is interesting that a zeroth-order
reversalcurve (them aprhysteresis loop) contains possi-
bly all the necessary inform ation to reconstruct the rst
order reversalcurves ofthe system (the FORC diagram ).
The di erences ound between the FORC diagram and
the SFH could be due to num erical error In the deriva—
tives of the FORC s because noise is am pli ed in num er—



ical derivatives considerably. In addition, the di erences
could be attributed to either hysteron correlations or the
failire ofthe (sin ple) P reisach picture ofhysterons. T he
latter would inply that a generalization of \classical"
hysterons is required.

F jgure:_j also illustrates how the reparam etrization of
them aprhysteresis loop in term sofan SFH show sm ore
details about the m icroscopic structure of the system .
T he gained inform ation is sim ilar to the inform ation pro—
vided by an FORC diagram , yet the com putation of an
SFH is considerably faster than calculating an FORC di-
agram s (generally 1¢ tim es faster) and involves no
num erical derivatives of the data, thus reducing num eri-
calerror.

FRUSTRATED SYSTEM S

A s the random - eld Ising m odel is a random m agnet
w ith no frustration, we also calculate the FORC diagram
and SFH for the 3D EdwardsAnderson Ising spin glass
I_l-ﬁ] (EASG).Dueto frustration,a spin can I m orethan
tw ice along the full hysteresis loop. W ih the current
de nition ofthe SFH this is not taken Into account and
di erences to an FORC diagram are expected.

T he Ham iltonian of the E dwardsA nderson Ising spin
glss is given by Eqg. @.') where the Jj; are nearest-
neighbor interactions chosen according to a G aussian dis—
tribbution w ith zero m ean and standard deviation unity,
and h; = 0 8i. H representsthe extermally applied m ag—
netic eld and periodic boundary conditions are applied.
For the sinulations we use the zero-tem perature algo—
rithm presented in Sec. . Frustration is introduced by
the random signs of the interactions Jj5 .

Fjgure:_él show sthe FORC diagram ofthe EASG .0One
can see a pronounced ridge along the H .-axis together
w ith an asym m etric feature at an allcoercivities. T heun—
derlying details of the EASG FORC diagram have been
discussed elsew here [E].

In Fig. § the SFH of the EASG is shown. Note that
the asym m etry present n the FORC diagram in Fig. -4:
is Jost. The weight of the asym m etric part ofthe FORC
diagram shifts to the ridgeat Hy, = 0.

A though som e of the features In the FORC diagram
Fig. :fJ'n) of the EASG are m issing in the corresponding
SFH Fig. r'_d), the horizontal ridge ram Iniscent of the un-—
derlying reversalsym m etry ofthe H am iltonian i_d] is con—
served. In particular, by com paring the FORC diagram
and SFH one can study the e ects of frustration on the
hysteretic behavior ofa soin glass.

CONCLUSIONS

By reparam eterizing the m a pr hysteresis loop w ith a
sw itching— eld histogram we show that for system s w ith
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FIG .4: FORC Diagram ofthe EA SG .N ote the ridge along
the H -axis. D ata or 5000 disorder realizations and N = 50°
spins.

FIG .5: SFH oftheEASG .W hik the ridge along the H .-axis
is qualitatively conserved, the SFH show s drastic di erences
to the FORC diagram presented in Fig. A In particular, the
asymm etry w ith respect to the horizontal axis is lost.

no frustration (random - eld Isihgm odel) the SFH closely
resambles the FORC diagram . Sm all di erences can be
attrbuted to num erical error In the calculation of an
FORC diagram , hysteron correlations, or the breakdow n
of the hysteron picture.

SFHs show more details about the system than the
m a prhysteresis loop and are considerably faster to com -
puter than FORC diagram s. T herefore they are an e —
cient altemative in order to study the m icroscopic distri-
butions of coercivity and bias of the sw itching units.

Because the switching elds of the underlying m icro-
soopic sw itching units have to be recorded for the com —
putation of an SFH, the method is In general lim ied
to num erical studies of hysteretic systam s. E xperin ental



applicability m ight be possible w ith synthetic particulate
sam ples [16] where the individual sw itching units can be
traced during the m agnetic eld sweep.

W e also present results on the (frustrated) Edwards-
Anderson Ising spin glass. W e show that there are clear
di erencesbetween the FORC diagram and the SFH be—
cause SFH s do not take into account m ultiple sw itching
events of the soins, a halim ark of spin glasses. W e sug—
gest these di erences can be used to quantify the e ects
of frustration n FORC diagram s.

The FORC and SFH methods prom ise to be power—
ful tools to \ ngerprint" hysteretic system s. Still, the
breadth of nform ation they provides rem ains to be un—
derstood fully.
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