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Q uantum -classicalescaperatetransition hasbeen studied foruniaxialantiferrom agneticparticles

with an arbitrarily directed m agnetic �eld. In the case that the transverse and longitudinal�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 ofthe applied longitudinal

m agnetic �eld on quantum -classicaltransition vary greatly for di�erentrelative m agnitudesofthe

non-com pensation.

PACS num bers:75.50.X x,75.45.+ j,03.65.Sq

Escapefrom a stableorm etastablestateathigh tem -

peratures is governed by a classicaltherm alactivation

rate.Atlow tem peraturesclosetozero,quantum tunnel-

ing becom es relevant. W hen these two escape ratesare

equalthere exists a crossover tem perature T0 at which

a transition between classicaland quantum regim esoc-

curs. The study ofthe quantum -classicaltransition is

an interesting subjectwith a long history.[1]O ne ofthe

m ain issues in this subject is to determ ine whether the

transition is �rst-or second-order. The transition was

recognized as a sm ooth second-order one in the quan-

tum m echanicalm odelsofA�eck[1]and the cosm ologi-

calm odelsofLinde.[2]However,itwasshown[3]thatthe

sm ooth transition is not generic. Chudnovsky has sug-

gested thatthe orderoftransition isdeterm ined by the

behavior ofthe Euclidean tim e oscillation period �(E ),

whereE isthe energy nearthe bottom ofthe Euclidean

potential,which correspondsto the top ofthe potential

barrier.[3]Thenon-m onotonicbehavioroftheoscillation

period as a function of energy,i.e., the existence ofa

m inim um in the � � E curve,wasproposed asa condi-

tion forthe�rstordertransition in quantum -m echanical

tunneling.[3] Later, a su�cient criterion for the �rst-

orderphase transition wasobtained by carrying outthe

nonlinearperturbation nearthe sphaleron solution.[4]

Since the �rst-and second-order transitions between

the quantum and classical behaviors of the escape

rates in spin system s were introduced by Chudnovsky

and G aranin,[5, 6]the topic has attracted considerate

attention.[7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15]M osttheoretical

studieshavebeen focused on theferrom agneticparticles.

However,m ostferrom agnetic system sare actually ferri-

m agnetic particles. Forinstance,both M n12Ac and Fe8
arecharacterized by alargespin ground statewhich orig-

inates from incom plete com pensation of antiferrom ag-

netically coupled spins.[16]Thestrong exchangeinterac-

tion should be taken into consideration.In Ref.[17]K im

treated the phase transition in ferrim agnetic or antifer-

rom agnetic particles for two generalform s ofthe m ag-

netic anisotropy energy. Very recently, the quantum -

classical transition in antiferrom agnetic particles with

biaxial sym m etry in the presence of an applied m ag-

netic �eld along the m edium axisoralong the easy axis

wasinvestigated.[18,19]Notethatrecentwork ofChud-

novsky and G aranin postulatesdislocationsasthe m ain

sourceofspin tunneling in M n12 crystals.[20]Theirthe-

ory shows that when the externalm agnetic �eld is ap-

plied alongthecaxisofthecrystal,localrotationsofthe

m agneticanisotropyaxisduetodislocationsresultin the

e�ective localtransverse m agnetic �eld. Experim ental

evidence ofthe e�ects ofdislocations on tunneling has

been also reported.[21,22,23,24]Thereforein thestudy

ofthe quantum -classicaltransition ofM n12,the case of

coexistence ofthe transverse and longitudinalm agnetic

�eld is worth investigating. Considering the m olecular

clusterM n12 actually is ferrim agnetic,the exchange in-

teraction should bealsotaken intoaccount.In thispaper

weaim to investigatethequantum -classicaltransition of

theescaperateofuniaxialantiferrom agneticparticlesin

an arbitrarily directed �eld,i.e.,the coexistence ofthe

transverse and longitudinalm agnetic �eld. It is shown

thatthee�ectsoftheapplied longitudinalm agnetic�eld

on the quantum -classicaltransition vary greatly fordif-

ferentrelativem agnitudesofthe non-com pensation.

W econsiderasm alluniaxialantiferrom agneticparticle

with twom agneticsublatticeswhosem agnetizations,m 1

and m 2,are coupled by the strong exchange interaction

m 1� m2=�? ,where�? istheperpendicularsusceptibility.

Thesystem ofinteresthasanon-com pensation ofsublat-

tice with m (= m 1 � m2 > 0),and easy-axisanisotropy

alongthez-axis.In thepresenceofanarbitrarilydirected

m agnetic �eld,i.e.,the coexistence ofa transversem ag-

netic�eld H x alongthex-axisand a longitudinaloneH z

along the z-axis,the Euclidean action iswritten as[25]

SE (�;�) = V

Z

d�fi
m 1 + m 2



_� � i

m



_� cos�

+
e�
?

2
2
[(_� + i
Hx sin�)

2 + (_� sin�

+ i
Hx cos� cos� � i
Hz sin�)
2]
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+ K k sin
2
� � m Hx sin� cos�

� m Hz cos�g; (1)

where V is the volum e ofthe particle,
 the gyrom ag-

netic ratio,e�
?
= �

?
(m 2=m 1) and K k the longitudinal

anisotropy. The polar coordinate � and the azim uthal

coordinate �,which are the angular com ponents ofm 1

in thesphericalcoordinatesystem ,can determ inethedi-

rection ofthe N�eelvector.Dotovera sym boldenotesa

derivativewith respectto the Euclidean tim e �.

TheclassicaltrajectorycorrespondingtotheEuclidean

action (1)isdeterm ined by the equations

in_� sin� + x(� ibz
_� sin2� � 2ibx _� cos� sin

2
� � ��

+
1

2
_�
2

sin2�)�
V�

K k

= 0; (2)

� in_� sin� + x(ibz_� sin2� + 2ibx_� cos� sin
2
�

� �� sin2 � � _�_� sin2�)�
V�

K k

= 0; (3)

where n = m =(K k
),x = e�
?
=(K k


2),bx(z) = 
Hx(z),

V� = @V=@� and V� = @V=@�.Theinverted potentialis

V (�;�) = Kk(� sin2 � + 2hx sin� cos� + 2hz cos�

+
xb2

x

2
sin2 � +

xb2
x

2
cos2 � cos2 �

+
xb2

z

2
sin2 � � xbxbz sin� cos� cos�); (4)

where hx(z) = H x(z)=H c and H c = 2K k=m .In Fig.1 the

e�ective potential� V (�;� = 0) is drawn. The m inim a

ofthe potentialcorrespond to the equilibrium orienta-

tion oftheN�eelvector.Them etastability condition that

dV (�;0)=d� = 0 and d2V (�;0)=d�
2
= 0 determ ines the

criticalparam etersatwhich the barriervanishes.

In thehigh-tem peratureregim ethesphaleron solution

ofEqs.(2)and (3) is (�0;�0 = 0). �0 is the position of

the top ofthe potentialbarrier� V (�0;0),and isdeter-

m ined by dV (�;0)=d�j�0 = 0 and d2V (�;0)=d�
2
j�0 > 0.

�0 hasa cum bersom e analyticalform and its num erical

resultwillbe applied below to determ ine phase bound-

arylines.Furtherm ore,itsbehaviorisillustrated in Fig.2

forgiven hx and y.Above,y = x=n2(= ~�
?
K k=m

2)and

the param etery indicatesthe relative m agnitude ofthe

non-com pensation.Forlarge non-com pensation (y � 1;

i.e., m �
p
~�
?
K k) and for sm all non-com pensation

(y � 1;i.e.,m �
p
~�
?
K k),the system becom es fer-

rom agnetic and nearly com pensated antiferrom agnetic,

respectively.[17]Note that �0 = �=2 for hz = 0. The

crossoverbehaviorofthe escape rate ofthism odelfrom

quantum tunnelingtotherm alactivation can beobtained

from the deviation ofthe period ofthe periodic instan-

ton from thatofthe sphaleron. To this end we expand

FIG .1: The e�ective potential� V (�;� = 0):

FIG .2: �0 versushz forsom e given hx and y:

(�;�)aboutthesphaleron con�gurations�0 and �0,i.e.,

� = �0 + �(�)and � = �0 + �(�),where �0 = 0.Substi-

tuting them into Eqs.(2)and (3)oneyieldsthefollowing

powerseriesequationsofthe 
uctuation �elds� and �

�
G
�

1
(�;�)

G
�

1
(�;�)

�

+

�
G
�

2
(�;�)

G
�

2
(�;�)

�

+

�
G
�

3
(�;�)

G
�

3
(�;�)

�

+ :::= 0;

(5)

where G 1;G 2;G 3;:::denote term s which contain linear,

quadratic,cubic and higherpowersofthe sm all
uctua-

tions,respectively:

G
�

1
(�;�) = insin�0_� � x�� + A1�

� ix(bz sin2�0 + 2bx sin
2
�0)_�;

G
�

2
(�;�) = incos�0�_� +

1

2
xsin2�0_�

2

+ A 2�
2
+ A 4�

2

� 2ix(bx sin2�0 + bz cos2�0)�_�;

G
�

3
(�;�) = �

i

2
nsin�0�

2_� + xcos2�0�_�
2

+ A 3��
2
+ A 5�

3
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+ 2ix(bz sin2�0 � bx cos2�0)�
2_�

+ ixbx sin
2
�0�

2_�;

G
�

1
(�;�) = insin�0_� � ix(bz sin2�0 + 2bx sin

2
�0)_�

+ xsin2 �0�� + B1�;

G
�

2
(�;�) = incos�0� _� � 2ix(bx sin2�0 + bz cos2�0)� _�

+ xsin2�0(_�_� + ���)+ B2��;

G
�

3
(�;�) = �

1

2
insin�0�

2_� + ixbx sin
2
�0�

2
_�

+ 2ix(bz sin2�0 � bx cos2�0)�
2_�

+ xcos2�0(2� _�_� + �
2��)+ B3�

2
� + B4�

3
;

where

A 1 = �
V��

K k

;A 2 = �
V���

2K k

;A 3 = �
V����

2K k

;

A 4 = �
V���

2K k

;A 5 = �
V����

6K k

; (6)

B 1 =
V��

K k

;B 2 =
V���

K k

;B 3 =
V����

2K k

;B 4 =
V����

6K k

: (7)

Itisintroduced thatV�� = [@2V=@�
2
]�= �0;�= �0,V��� =

[@2V=@�@�
2
]�= �0;�= �0

,and so on.

Denoting �
(�)� (�(�);�(�)),we have �
(� + �~)=

�
(�) at �nite tem perature and write it as the Fourier

series �
(�) =
P

1

n= � 1
�
n exp[i!n�], where !n =

2�n=�~.Sincesim pleanalysisshowsthat� isrealand �

im aginary,to thelowestorderwewritethem in theform

� ’ a�1 cos(!�)and � ’ ia�1 sin(!�).Herea servesasa

perturbation param eter. Substituting them into Eq.(5)

and neglecting term s oforder higher than a,we obtain

the relation

�1

�1
=

x!2
�
+ A 1

!� [n � 2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)]sin�0

= �
!� [n � 2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)]sin�0

x!2
�
sin2 �0 � B1

(8)

and the oscillation frequency

!
2

�
= �

1

2x2
f(A 1 � B1 csc

2
�0)x

+ [n � 2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)]
2
g

�
1

2x2
(4A 1B 1x

2 csc2 �0 + f(A 1 � B1 csc
2
�0)x

+ [n � 2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)]
2
g
2)1=2: (9)

Next, let us write � ’ a�1 cos(!�)+ �2, and � ’

ia�1 sin(!�)+ i�2,where �2 and �2 are ofthe order of

a2.Inserting them into Eq.(5),wearriveat! = !+ and

�2 = a
2
p0 + a

2
p2 cos(2!�); �2 = a

2
q2 sin(2!�); (10)

wheretheanalyticform sofcoe�cientsp 0,p2 and q2 are

cum bersom e,which arelisted in the Appendix.

This im plies that there is no shift in the oscillation

frequency. In orderto �nd the change ofthe oscillation

period, we proceed to the third order of perturbation

theory by writing � ’ a�1 cos(!�)+ �2 + �3,and � ’

ia�1 sin(!�)+ i�2 + i�3,where�3 and �3 areoftheorder

ofa3.Substituting them again intoEq.(5),and retaining

only the term sup to O (a3),wehave

n
4
y
2(!2� !

2

+ )(!
2
� !

2

�
)= a

2
�
2

1

4sin2 �0
g(hx;hz;y); (11)

where

g(hx;hz;y)= g1(hx;hz;y)+ g2(hx;hz;y): (12)

Theform sofg1(hx;hz;y)and g2(hx;hz;y)are

g1(hx;hz;y) = � (A1 + yw
2)f3B 4�

2
� 6�hxw sin2 �0

� B3 � 2B2(2~p0 � ~p2)+ 3yw 2 cos2�0

+ 2yw 2 sin2�0(2~p0 + ~p2)+
1

�
[� 2B2~q2

+ 2w cos�0(2~p0 + ~p2)� 4hxyw cos2�0

�
1

2
w sin�0 � 8hzyw(2~p0 + ~p2)cos2�0

+ 4yw sin2�0(hz � 4hx~p0 � 2hx~p2)

+ 4~q2yw
2 sin2�0]g; (13)

g2(hx;hz;y) = (B 1 � yw
2 sin2 �0)f2�

3
hxyw sin2 �0

� �
2
(A 3 + 3yw 2 cos2�0)

+ �[� 4A2~q2 � 2(2~p0 + ~p2)w cos�0

+
3

2
w sin�0 � 4~q2yw

2 sin2�0

+ 4yw cos2�0(3hx + 4hz~p0 + 2hz~p2)

� 4yw sin2�0(3hz � 4hx~p0

� 2hx~p2)]+ 4A 4(2~p0 + ~p2)

+ 4~q2w(4hzycos2�0 + 4hxysin2�0

� cos�0)+ 3A 5g; (14)

where w = n!+ and � = �1=�1. Again,y = x=n2(=

~�
?
K k=m

2) and the param eter y indicates the relative

m agnitude ofthe non-com pensation. Also, ~p0, ~p2 and

~q2 are obtained by replacing �1 by ��1 and dropping

�
2

1 in p0,p2 and q2,respectively. It can be shown that

forhz = 0 Eq.(12)isreduced to the case corresponding

to uniaxialantiferrom agnetic particle with a transverse

m agnetic�eld only hasbeen investigated in Ref.[17].

As shown by Chudnovsky[3], if the oscillation pe-

riod � is not a m onotonic function of a, where a is

a function ofE in the absence ofdissipation,the sys-

tem exhibits a �rst-order transition. Thus,the period

�(= 2�=!)in Eq.(11)should belessthan �+ (= 2�=!+ ),

i.e., ! > !+ for the �rst-order transition. It im plies

thatg(hx;hz;y)> 0 in Eq.(11)for the �rst-ordertran-

sition,and g(hx;hz;y)= 0 determ inesthe phasebound-

arybetween the�rst-and thesecond-ordertransition.In
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FIG .3:Phase diagram hx(y)forhz = 0;0:1 and 0:2.

FIG .4:Phase diagram hx(hz)fory = 0 and 0:1.

thiscasethethreeparam etershx;hz;y should betreated

sim ultaneously,which is not a sim ple problem . In the

present work we will�x one param eter and then com -

putetheboundary curvewith theothertwo param eters.

W e �rst solve Eq.(11) num erically to obtain the phase

boundary lineshx(y)’sforseveralvaluesofhz,which are

plotted in Fig.3. From Fig.3,an im m ediate observation

isthatthe�rst-orderregion fora given hz dim inishesas

y increases,which shows the sam e trend as the hz = 0

case.Thus,itisevidentthattheregion forthe�rst-order

transition isgreatly reduced asthesystem becom esferri-

m agnetic and there isno �rst-ordertransition in alm ost

com pensated antiferrom agneticparticles.The resultco-

incideswith Ref.[17].Fig.3 also showsthatwith increas-

ing hz the variety of�rst-order region is not a sim ple

case. For the sm ally case with increasing hz the �rst-

order region is shrunk,while for the larger y case the

longitudinal�eld hz favorsoccurrence ofthe �rst-order

transition. For instance,for the case ofy = 0:05,the

m axim um valuesofthetransverse�led hx foroccurrence

ofthe �rst-order transition are hx = 0:203;0:195 and

0:175 forhz = 0;0:1 and 0:2,respectively.O n the other

FIG .5:Phase diagram hx(hz)fory = 0:2 and 0:3.

hand,the �rst-order region vanishes beyond y ’ 0:46;

0:55 and 0:89 for hz = 0; 0:1 and 0:2, respectively.

This can be qualitatively understood from the consid-

eration thatthe heightofthe e�ective potentialbarrier

decreases as hz increases,whereas the height increases

asy increases,therefore there isa com petition between

the longitudinal�eld and the relative m agnitude ofthe

non-com pensation.W hen y = 0,thefactthattheregion

forthe�rst-ordertransition decreasesasthelongitudinal

�eld increasesresultsfrom a 
attening ofthepeak ofthe

barrier.[11]Forthe sm ally case (i.e.,the large noncom -

pensation),the crossover behavior ofthe ferrim agnetic

system stillkeepsqualitatively thatoftheferrom agnetic

one.However,forthelargery casetheexchangeinterac-

tion playstheroleofe�ectivem agnetic�eld and so,fora

given sm alltransverse�eld the region forthe �rst-order

transition increasesasthelongitudinal�eld increases.To

illustratefurtherthee�ectofthelongitudinal�eld hz on

quantum -classicaltransition,wenextcalculatethephase

boundary lineshx(hz)’sforseveralvaluesofy,which are

shown in Figs.4and 5.In Fig.4,forthecaseofy = 0 cor-

responding to uniaxialferrom agnetic system ,the phase

boundary lineisplotted by a dotted line.O bviously the

linecoincideswith Fig.13 in Ref.[11],in which quantum -

classicaltransition in a uniaxial ferrom agnetic system

with a transverse m agnetic �eld and a longitudinalone

was investigated. For the case of y = 0:1, the phase

boundary lineshx(hz)’sshiftdownwardsand with hz in-

creasing the criticalvalue ofhx decrease m onotonically.

Fig.5 gives another case,in which the phase boundary

lines hx(hz)’s show a kind ofnon-m onotonic behavior.

For instance,for the case ofy = 0:3,the �rst-orderre-

gion vanishes beyond hx ’ 0:024 for hz = 0,while the

m axim um ishx ’ 0:112 forhz = 0:332.

It was shown that quantum tunneling shallshow up

athighertem peraturesand higherfrequenciesin antifer-

rom agnetic particles than in ferrom agnetic particles of

sim ilar size.[25]M oreover,m ost ferrom agnetic system s

are ferrim agnetic, so nanom eter-scale antiferrom agnets

are m ore interesting from experim entaland theoretical
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aspects. But a detailed com parison between the the-

ory and experim ent on quantum -classicaltransition re-

m ains a challenging task. It is very im portant to ob-

tain the inform ation on the m agnitude ofthe quantity

y for observing the �rst-order transition in realexper-

im ents. For the typicalantiferrom agnetic particle with

� � 10� 4,K k � 106 erg/cm 3,and m � 500 em u/cm3,

onecangetthequantityy ’ 10� 4.[19]In thiscase,forthe

longitudinal�eld param eter hz = 0:4,the range ofthe

transverse �eld param eter for observing the �rst-order

transition is0 < hx . 0:127.Itisnote thatW ensdorfer

et alhave perform ed the switching �eld m easurem ents

on individualferrim agnetic and insulating BaFeCoTiO

nano-particlecontaining about105{106 spinsatvery low

tem perature (0.1{6 K ).[26]Below 0.4 K ,experim ental

resultsare quantitatively in agreem entwith the predic-

tionsofthem acroscopicquantum tunneling theory with-

out dissipation. The BaFeCoTiO nano-particles have a

stronguniaxialm agnetocrystallineanisotropy.[26]There-

fore,the m aterialis expected asa candidate to investi-

gate quantum -classicaltransition ofthe escape rate of

uniaxialferrim agnetic or antiferrom agnetic particles in

an arbitrarily directed �eld.

In conclusion,we have investigated quantum -classical

escape rate transition for uniaxial antiferrom agnetic

particle with an arbitrarily directed m agnetic �eld,

i.e., the coexistence ofthe transverse and longitudinal

m agnetic �elds. There are three param eters which can

be controlled by experim ent: relative m agnitude of

the non-com pensation and two �eld param eters. The

nonlinearperturbation m ethod isused to obtain various

phase diagram s for �rst- and second-order transition

depending on the three param eters. It is shown that

the e�ects ofthe applied longitudinalm agnetic �eld on

quantum -classical transition vary greatly for di�erent

relativem agnitudesofthe non-com pensation.

The work was supported by China PostdoctoralSci-

enceFoundation underG rantNo.2002032138,National

NaturalScience Foundation ofChina under G rantNos.

10174015 and 10234010,and Research G rantCouncilof

Hong K ong.

A ppendix

The coe�cientsin Eq.(10)are deduced by using soft-

wareM athem atica3.0.

p0 =
1

2A 1

[�1 cos�0(n�1! + x�1!
2

+ sin�0)

+ A 2�
2

1 � A4�
2

1 � 2x!�1�1(bz cos2�0

+ bx sin2�0)];

p2 = fB 1(A 4�
2

1 + A 2�
2

1)+ 2B 2n!�1�1 sin�0

� 8b2
z
x
2
�
2

1!
2 cos3 �0 sin�0

� 2x!(2B2bx�1�1
+ B 1bz�1�1 + 2A 4�

2

1! + 2A 2�
2

1!)sin
2
�0

+ 8bzx
2
�1!

2(bx�1 + !�1)sin
4
�0

� 4bznx�
2

1!
2 sin3 �0 + 2bzx�1! cos

2
�0[B 1�1

� 6bxx�1! � 2x�1!
2 + 4x�1!

2

+

+ 2x(3bx�1! + �1!
2
� 2�1!

2

+ )cos2�0

+ 4n�1! sin�0]� cos�0[B 1n�1�1!

+ [2�1!(n
2
�1! + 2B 2bzx�1)

� B1x�1(4bx�1! � �1!
2

+ )]sin�0

� 4nx�1![3bx�1! + �1(!
2
� 2!2+ )]sin

2
�0

+ 4x2![4b2
x
�
2

1! + 4bx�1�1(!
2
� !

2

+ )

� !(2b2
z
�
2

1 + �
2

1!
2

+ )]sin
3
�0]g=f� 2B1(A 1 + 4x!2)

+ 8!2[A 1x + (n � 2bzxcos�0)
2

+ 4x2!2]sin2 �0 + 32bxx!
2(2bzxcos�0 � n)sin3 �0

+ 32b2
x
x
2
!
2 sin4 �0g;

q2 = f�1(A 1 + 4x!2)[B 2�1 � n�1! cos�0

+ 2x�1!(bx sin2�0 + bz cos2�0)

� 2x�1!
2

+ sin2�0]� ! sin�0[n �

2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)][2n�1�1! cos�0

� 4x�1�1!(bx sin2�0 + bz cos2�0)

+ x�
2

1!
2

+ sin2�0 � 2A4�
2

1 � 2A2�
2

1g

=f8!2 sin2 �0[n � 2x(bz cos�0 + bx sin�0)]
2

+ 2(A 1 + 4x!2)(4x!2 sin2 �0 � B1)g:
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