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Q uantum —classical transition of the escape rate of uniaxial antiferrom agnetic particles
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Q uantum —classical escape rate transition hasbeen studied for uniaxial antiferrom agnetic particles
w ith an arbirarily directed m agnetic eld. In the case that the transverse and longiudinal leds
coexist, we calculate the phase boundary line between rst- and second-order transitions, from

which phase diagram s can be obtained.

It is shown that the e ects of the applied longiudinal

m agnetic eld on quantum -classical transition vary greatly for di erent relative m agnitudes of the

non-com pensation.
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E scape from a stable orm etastable state at high tem —
peratures is govemed by a classical them al activation
rate. At low tem peratures close to zero, quantum tunnel-
Ing becom es relevant. W hen these two escape rates are
equal there exists a crossover tem perature Ty at which
a transition between classical and quantum regim es oc—
curs. The study of the quantum —classical transition is
an interesting subfct w ith a long history.[l] O ne of the
m ain issues In this sub fct is to determm ine whether the
transition is rst- or second-order. The transition was
recognized as a an ooth second-order one In the quan-—
tum m echanicalm odels of A eck [i_i and the cosm ologi-
calm odels oijnde.i_Z.’] H ow ever, it was shown i_&’] that the
an ooth transition is not generic. Chudnovsky has sug—
gested that the order of transition is determm ined by the
behavior of the Euclidean tim e oscillation period € ),
where E is the energy near the bottom of the Euclidean
potential, which corresponds to the top of the potential
ban:ier.[_j] T he non-m onotonic behavior of the oscillation
period as a function of energy, ie., the existence of a
mimum in the E curve, was proposed as a condi-
tion for the rst order transition In quantum -m echanical
tunne]jng.t_}] Later, a su cient criterion for the wst—
order phase transition was obtained by carrying out the
nonlinear perturbation near the sphaleron solution .t_4]

Since the rst—and second-order transitions between
the quantum and classical behaviors of the escape
rates In soin system s were introduced by Chudnovsky
and Garanjn,i;], :@'] the topic has attracted considerate
attention.ff, §, 4,110, 11, 13, 13, 14, 131 ost theoretical
studies have been focused on the ferrom agnetic particles.
H ow ever, m ost ferrom agnetic system s are actually ferri-
m agnetic particles. For instance, both M ni,A c and Feg
are characterized by a large spin ground state w hich orig—
nates from Incom plte com pensation of antiferrom ag-
netically coupled spjns.i_l_é] T he strong exchange Interac—
tion should be taken into consideration. In Re£.[I1] K in
treated the phase transition in ferrim agnetic or antifer—
rom agnetic particles for two general form s of the m ag—
netic anisotropy energy. Very recently, the quantum —

classical transition in antiferrom agnetic particles with
biaxial symm etry in the presence of an applied m ag—
netic eld along the m edium axis or along the easy axis
w as Investigated i_l-é_i, :_IS_S] N ote that recent work of C hud-
novsky and G aranin postulates dislocations as the m ain
source of spin tunneling In M nj, crysta]sf_Z-C_i] T heir the—
ory show s that when the extemalm agnetic eld is ap—
plied along the c axis of the crystal, Jocal rotations ofthe
m agnetic anisotropy axis due to dislocations resul in the
e ective local transverse m agnetic eld. Experim ental
evidence of the e ects of dislocations on tunneling has
been also reported.R1, 24, 23,241 Therefore in the study
of the quantum —classical transition ofM nj,, the case of
coexistence of the transverse and longitudinal m agnetic
eld is worth investigating. Considering the m olecular
cluster M n;, actually is ferrim agnetic, the exchange in—
teraction should be also taken into account. In this paper
weam to Investigate the quantum -classical transition of
the escape rate of uniaxial antiferrom agnetic particles in
an arbirarily directed eld, ie., the coexistence of the
transverse and longiudinalm agnetic eld. It is shown
that the e ects ofthe applied longitudinalm agnetic eld
on the quantum —classical transition vary greatly for dif-
ferent relative m agnitudes of the non-com pensation.
W e consider a an alluniaxialantiferrom agnetic particle
w ith tw o m agnetic sublattices w hose m agnetizations, m ;
and m ,, are coupled by the strong exchange interaction
m; m= ,,where , istheperpendicularsusceptibiliy.
T he systam of Interest has a non-com pensation of sublat—
ticewithm (= m; m,; > 0), and easy-axis anisotropy
along the z-axis. In the presence ofan arbitrarily directed
m agnetic eld, ie., the coexistence of a transverse m ag—
netic eld H 4 along the x-axis and a longitudinaloneH ,
along the z-axis, the Euclidean action is w ritten as I_Z-E:]

Z
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+ Ky sin? mH, sih cos
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where V is the volum e of the particle, the gyrom ag-

netic ratio, e, = , (m,=m;) and K the longiudinal
anisotropy. The polar coordinate  and the azinmuthal
coordinate , which are the angular com ponents ofm ;
In the spherical coordinate system , can determ ine the di-
rection of the N eel vector. D ot over a sym boldenotes a
derivative w ith respect to the Euclidean tim e

T he classicaltra ctory corresoonding to the E uclidean
action (1) is detem ined by the equations

in—sih + x( ipb—sh?2 2ib—cos sin?
12 v
+-—sn2 ) —
= 0; 2)
in-sh + x@b—sin2 + 2ip—cos sif
sin? —_sin2 ) —
Ky
= 0; 3)
wheren = m=K, ), x= =Ky %), b = Hygr
V = @V=@R andV = @V=Q . The inverted potential is

V(; )= Kg( sif +2hsih cos + 2h cos
+ﬁsjn2 +gc:os2 cod
2 2
Xbﬁ . 2 ,
+75m xpb,sin cos cos ); @)

whereh, ,) = Hy;)=Hcand Hc = 2Ky=m . In Fig1 the
e ective potential V ( ; = 0) isdrawn. Them hina
of the potential correspond to the equilbriim orienta-
tion ofthe N eelvector. T hem etastability condition that
dv ( ;0)=d = 0 and dV ( ;0)=d” = 0 detem ines the
critical param eters at which the barrier vanishes.

In the high-tem perature regin e the sphaleron solution
oqus.(?_Z:) and (r_IJ.) is (g5 o= 0). ( is the position of
the top of the potentialbarrier V (4;0), and is deter—
mined by dv ( ;0)=d j = 0 and a2V ( ;O)=d2j0 > 0.

o has a cum bersom e analytical form and its num erical
result will be applied below to determm ine phase bound-
ary lines. Furthem ore, itsbehavior is ilustrated in Fig 2
frgiven h, and y. Above, y = x=n® & ~, K, =m ?) and
the param eter y indicates the relative m agniude of the
non-com pengation. For large non-com pensation (y 1;
ie, m ~, Kx) and for am all non-com pensation
(\% 1; ie, m ~, Ky), the system becom es fer-
rom agnetic and nearly com pensated antiferrom agnetic,
respectively fll] Note that o = =2 forh, = 0. The
crossover behavior of the escape rate of this m odel from
quantum tunneling to them alactivation can be cbtained
from the deviation of the period of the periodic instan—
ton from that of the sphalron. To this end we expand

FIG.1l: Thee ective potential V ( ; = 0):

FIG.2: o versush, for some given hy and y:

about the sphaleron con gurations ¢ and , ie.,
ot ()and = 4+ ( ),where ;= 0. Substi-
tuting them into Eqs.‘:a’) and (1_3) one yields the follow ing

(7))

pow er series equations of the uctuation elds and
G, (i) Gy ) 0 Gs(i ) g,
G,(7 ) G, (7)) Gs( ;)
©)

where G1;G ;G 3; ::denote term s which contain lnear,
quadratic, cubic and higher powers of the sm all uctua—
tions, respectively:
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I is introduced that V. = R?v=@ *]_ ,, - ,V =
R?v=e @ *]-,,- ,,and soon.
Denoting () ( (); ()),wehave ( + ~)
() at nie t%,nperature and w rite it as the Fourier
sries () = ., nexplil!, 1, where !y =
2 n= ~. Since sin plk analysis show s that Jsrealand

In agihary, to the lowest order we w rite them In the form

"ajcos(! )and ' ia;sin(! ).Herea servesasa
perturbation param eter. Substituting them into Eq.é'_ﬂ)
and neglecting tem s of order higher than a, we obtain
the relation

1 X!Z +A1
1 !' b 2xRcos o+ bysin ¢)lsih o
B ' h 2x@cos o+ bysin g)]lsn ¢ @)
X!Z Sjn2 0 B,
and the oscillation frequency
2 1
! = Ff(Al BlCSC2 0)X
+h 2x@cos o+ bsin o)]zg
1
F(4A1B1X CSC2 o+t f(A]_ B]_CSC2 o)X
+h  2xfoos o+ besin 0)Fg’) E)
Next, let us write " ajcos(! )+ ,, and ’
ia ;sin(! )+ i,, where , and , are of the order of
a’. Inserting them ntoEq.§), wearriveat ! = !, and

,=a’py+ a’pycosR! ); ,=a’gsn@! ); (10)

w here the analytic form s of coe cientsp ¢, p; and @ are
cum bersom e, which are listed In the A ppendix.

This in plies that there is no shift iIn the oscillation
frequency. In order to nd the change of the oscillation
period, we proceed to the third order of perturbation
theory by writing ' aj cos(! )+ ,+ 5,and '
ia ;sn(! )+1i,+ 1i;,where ; and ; are ofthe order
ofa’. Substituting them again into Eq.(), and retaining
only the term s up to O @%), we have

2
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wherew = n!;, and = ,=;. Agah,y = x=n’E
~,K=m ?) and the param eter y indicates the reltive
m agnitude of the non-com pensation. A lso, py, p2 and
o are obtalned by replacihg ; by 1 and dropping

f n po, P2 and %/ regoectively. It can be shown that
forh, = 0 Eq. CLZ is reduced to the case corresponding
to uniaxial antiferrom agnetic particle w ith a transverse
m agnetic eld only hasbeen investigated in Ref. I17]

As shown by Chudnovsky[_ﬂ if the oscillation pe-
riod is not a monotonic function of a, where a is
a function of E iIn the absence of dissipation, the sys-
tem exhibits a rstorder transition. Thus, the period

2 =!) nEq.Jii) shoudbe kssthan , < 2 =!,),
ie, ! > !, for the rstorder transition. It in plies
that gy ;h,;y) > 0 in Eq.(_fll) for the rst-order tran—
sition, and g (hy;h,;y) = 0 determ ines the phase bound-
ary between the rst-—and the second-order transition. In



FIG . 3: Phase diagram hy (y) forh, = 0;0:1 and 02.

FIG .4: Phase diagram hy (h,) ory= 0 and 0.

this case the three param etershy ;h, ;v should be treated
sim ultaneously, which is not a sinple problem . In the
present work we will x one param eter and then com —
pute the boundary curve w ith the other two param eters.
W e rst solve Eq.C_l-]_;) num erically to obtain the phase
boundary lineshy (v)’s for severalvalies ofh,, which are
pbtted In Fig.3. From Fig.3, an inm ediate observation
is that the rst-order region for a given h, din inishes as
y Increases, which show s the sam e trend asthe h, = 0
case. Thus, i isevident that the region forthe rst-order
transition is greatly reduced as the system becom es ferri-
m agnetic and there isno rst-order transition in alm ost
com pensated antiferrom agnetic particles. T he result co-
incidesw ith Ref.[[1]. Fig 3 also show s that w ith increas-
Ing h, the variety of rst-order region is not a sinple
case. For the an ally case with increasing h, the rst-
order region is shrunk, while for the larger y case the
Iongitudinal eld h, favors occurrence of the rst-order
transition. For Instance, for the case of y = 005, the
m axin um values ofthe transverse led hy for occurrence
of the rst-order transition are hy, = 0203; 0195 and
0175 forh, = 0; 0:1 and 02, respectively. O n the other

FIG .5: Phase diagram hy th,) Pry= 02 and 0:3.

hand, the rstorder region vanishes beyond y ’ 0:46;
055 and 089 or h, = 0; 0:1 and 02, respectively.
This can be qualitatively understood from the consid—
eration that the height of the e ective potential barrier
decreases as h, Increases, whereas the height increases
as y Increases, therefore there is a com petition between
the longiudinal eld and the relative m agniude of the
non-com pensation. W hen y = 0, the fact that the region
forthe rst-ordertransition decreases as the longitudinal

eld increases results from a attening ofthe peak ofthe
ban:ier.[_l-l:] Forthe anally case (ie., the Jarge noncom —
pensation), the crossover behavior of the ferrim agnetic
system still kegps qualitatively that of the ferrom agnetic
one. How ever, for the larger y case the exchange Interac—
tion playsthe role ofe ectivem agnetic eld and so, fora
given an all transverse eld the region for the rstorder
transition Increasesasthe longitudinal eld increases. To
lustrate further the e ect ofthe longitudinal eld h, on
quantum -classicaltransition, w e next calculate the phase
boundary lineshy h,)’s or severalvalues ofy, which are
shown In Figsd and 5. In Fig4, orthe caseofy = 0 cor-
responding to uniaxial ferrom agnetic system , the phase
boundary line is plotted by a dotted line. O bviously the
line coincides w ith Fig.13 in Ref.{[1], in which quantum —
classical transition In a uniaxial ferrom agnetic system
w ih a transverse m agnetic eld and a longiudinal one
was investigated. For the case of y = 0, the phase
boundary Ilineshy t;)’s shift downwardsand w ith h, in—
creasing the critical value of h, decrease m onotonically.
Fig5 gives another case, in which the phase boundary
lines hy h;)’s show a kind of non-m onotonic behavior.
For instance, for the case ofy = 0:3, the rstorder re—
gion vanishes beyond hy ’ 0:024 for h, = 0, whilk the
maximum ishy, ’/ 0:112 forh, = 0:332.

It was shown that quantum tunneling shall show up
at higher tem peratures and higher frequencies In antifer—
rom agnetic particles than In ferrom agnetic particles of
sim ilar size.[_éf'] M oreover, m ost ferrom agnetic system s
are ferrim agnetic, so nanom eter-scale antiferrom agnets
are m ore interesting from experim ental and theoretical



aspects. But a detailed com parison between the the- +A, f Ay f 2x! 1 1,082

ory and experin ent on quantum —classical transition re- +h, sn2 o))
mains a challenging task. It is very im portant to ob-
tain the Infom ation on the m agnitude of the quantity
y for observing the rst-order transition in real exper—
In ents. For the typical antiferrom agnetic particle w ith
10 4, Ky 1¢ erg/am 3, and m 500 em u/am3,
one can get the quantity y / 10 *.[9]Th thiscase, orthe
longiudinal eld parameterh, = 04, the range of the P2 = fB1 (@4 1+2a, )+ 2Byn! 4 s
transverse eld param eter for cbserving the rst-order 8]§x2 fgz cos® osh o
transition is 0 < hy . 0:427. It is note that W ensdorfer 2x! @Bby 1 ;
et a.lhfav.e perf)nn.ed the .swzi:d'ur.lg e@ measnemen.ts +Bib, 1 |+ 2R, f! + 2A, fg ) sin? o
on individual ferrim agnetic and insulating BaFeC oT O 5 5 4
nano-particle containing about 10° {10° spins at very low H8oxT 11Tl 1+ ! ) s o

tem perature (0.1{6 K).P6] Below 04 K, experin ental 4onx $!1%sin’ o+ 2ox 1! @F (B1

resuls are quantitatively in agreem ent w ith the predic— fhx 1! 2x1!2+ 4x 1!~2+

tions ofthe m acroscopic quantum tunneling theory w ith— +2% @b, 1!+ | 2 2 12 ) cos2

out dissjpation. The BaFeCoT 10 nano-particles have a 1 1 1o+ 0

strong uniaxialm agnetocrystalline anisotropy.[26] T here- +4n ;! sh o] oosoBin 1 ;!

fore, the m aterial is expected as a candidate to investi- + 21! @ 1!+ 2Bobx )

gat.e cl{uanturr.l -C]aSSIC:al t:cansﬂI:Jon of the e.scape Irate c?f Brx , (@b ;! ) !i lsin

uniaxial ferrin agnetic or antiferrom agnetic particles in

an arbitrarily directed eld. anx ! Bh 1!+ (12 212)]sin®
In conclusion, we have nvestigated quantum -classical +ax? B 21+ dp, . (12 12

escape rate transition for uniaxial antiferrom agnetic | 24 24 212)jsn® JJg=f 2B, @, + 4x12)
particle with an arbitrarily directed magnetic e, : 1 10+ 0 1l :
ie. the coexistence of the transverse and longitudinal +8!12RA.x+ (0 2bhxoos ¢)°

m agnetic elds. There are three param eters which can +4x?1?%]1sin® o+ 32yx!?(@b,xcos ¢ n)siT
be controlled by experiment: relative m agnitude of
the non-com pensation and two eld param eters. The
nonlinear perturbation m ethod is used to obtain various
phase diagram s or rst- and second-order transition
depending on the three param eters. It is shown that
the e ects of the applied longitudinal m agnetic eld on
quantum —classical transition vary greatly for di erent
relative m agnitudes of the non-com pensation.
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