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W e have m easured the In-plane angular variation of nucleation and annihilation eldsofa muli-
dom ain m agnetic single dot with am icro-SQU ID . The dots are Fe/M o (110) selfassembled n UHV,
w ith sub-m icron size and a hexagonalshape. T he angular variations w ere quantitatively reproduced
by m icrom agnetic sim ulations. D iscontinuities in the variations are observed, and shown to result
from bifircations related to the interplay of the non-uniform m agnetization state w ith the shape of

the dot.

Coherent rotation of m agnetization is the sinplest
m odel of m agnetization reversal, proposed by Stoner
and W ohlarth in 1948{l]. Coherent rotation predicts
the value of the switching eld H g, ; of a single-dom ain
system as a function of the direction of the extemal
eld H . For a two-din ensional system wih uniax—
ial anisotropy the polar plot H o, ; (" ) &lls on the well-
known astroid t_i]. T he full experim ental proof for coher-
ent rotation was given only recently, when nanoparticles
ofhigh quality and ofsize an allenough to roughly satisfy
the hypothesis of uniform m agnetization could be inves—
tigated individually ﬁ_?:, :_4]. Starting from this proof, i
isnow a challenge to understand m agnetization reversal
In increasingly large (and thus com plex) system s. The
sin plest Ingredient to add to coherent rotation is to al-
low m inor deviations from strictly hom ogeneousm agne—
tization. The consequences on m agnetization processes
were addressed by num erical m icrom agnetjcsﬁ_i], nvesti-
gated analytically 4] and checked experin entally fi]. The
next step is now to tackle quantitatively m ore strongly
non-uniform system s, those that m ay display m agnetic
dom ains and dom ain waﬂsg]. In such system s a sw itch—
Ing eld Hg,; is not the signature of the full reversal of
m agnetization, but instead re ectsevents like nucleation,
propagation and annihilation [g]. Few and only partial
experim entalf_ﬁ] and num encal[_l-(_j] reports are ound on
this issue. A m ore detailed study would open the door to
understanding m icroscopic details of m agnetization re—
versal processes In m acroscopic m aterials. In this Let—
ter we present such a study in a m odel system : sub-—
m icrom eter Fe faceted dots selfassembled in UHV, that
have a high structural quality and display sim ple m ulti-
dom ain states'_ﬂ}', :_1§'] The angular dependence of the
Hgi's ofa_sjngle dot was studied w ith the m icro-SQ U ID
techniqueI3]. T his can be seen asthe rst experin ental
generalization of astroids for an individualm ultidom ain
system . A striking feature is the occurrence of disconti-

nuities hereaffernamed jJmps) in H ,; (' ) plots. These
Jum ps were reproduced and understood w ith the help of
num erical m icrom agnetisn . They result from bifirca—
tions, related to the Interplay of the non-uniform m agne—
tization w ith the shape of the dot. T his also show s that
a com plex H g, ; behavior does not necessarily result from
defects, whose role m ay have been overestin ated in the
literature of m agnetic dots m ade by lithography.
TheFe(110) epitaxialdots were fabricated w ith pulsed
laserdeposition In ultra-high vacuum by selfassem bly on
M o (110) Bnm FA L 03 (1150) . The dots display the shape
of ingotsw ith atom ically— at facets, bulk lattice param e~
ter and bulk cubicm agneto-crystalline anisotropy K 1 fa—
voring < 100 > axes, howeverofm agnitudem uch sm aller
than £ oM 2 {[1]. The interdot dipolar elds are negligi-
ble w ith respect to H g, ;. T he rem anent state consists of
ux-closure dom ains, resulting from dem agnetizing elds
w ithin each dott_lg:]. Such dom ains can occur due to size
ofthe dots being wellabove the exchange length 4. [_14,
:}5]. The in-plne Hg i's of a single Fe dot were m ea—
sured below 4K using the m icro8Q U DD techniquefl3].
For these m easurem ents, the dots were covered In UHV
by MoPRnm ], ollowed by A1RPnm ] (then 12 hours air-
oxidized), and a SiRnm NNb[L5nm nSiPnm ] tri-layer.
Arraysofsquarem icroSQUD swihedgel 1 m were
pattemed by ebeam Ilithography and SF¢ reactive ion
etching of the tri-layer. The oxidized A 1 layer prevents
ferrom agneticsuperconductor proxin ity e ects between
the dots and the m icro-SQ U ID s. A though the dots are
random ly distrdbbuted on the surface, their Jarge num ber
yields a signi cant probability to nd one suitably cou—
pld to a m icro-SQU ID . The location and shape of the
single dots under Investigation were checked a posteri-
oriby AFM . The size of the dot selected here FIG .ila)
is 420 200 30nm FIG.dTb). M icrom agnetic sinu-
lations were perform ed for 0K ({no them al activation)
using custom -developed codes, either based on integrat—
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Ing the LLG equation In a nite di erences code (rect—
angular priam s) f_l-gl] oron energy m Inin ization in a nite
elem ents code (tetrahedra) t_l-]'] The applied eld was n—
creased step-w ise In hysteresis loops. In  nite di erences
the sam plewasdivided into cellsw ith uniform lateraland
verticalsize = = 470nm and , = 3:775nm, re-
spectively. For nite elem ents 83310 tetrahedra of irreg—
ularbut sin ilar shapewereused, wih am aximum (resp.
mnimum ) volume of 4229nm 3 (resp. 12:50nm3). We
setKi = 48 10°Jm 3,A =2 10 Jm ! and
s= 173 10°Am ! inthe calculation.

In the following we call © the angle between the
Inplane H ¢+ and the inplane long axis of the dot
PO1] F TG .ilb). D ue to a shapee ect, in-plane [110] (¢ =
90 ) isam agnetha]Jy—haJ:der direction than [001]. The
nsets of FIG . -th show m icro-SQ U ID hysteresis loops for
two angles (" = +6;+90 ). Such loops w ith negligble
rem anence although w ith signi cant hysteresis, are char—
acteristic of m ultidom ain system sw ith a lin ited num ber
of dom ains. Starting from positive saturation the rst
H g, i, nam ed hereafterH ., isexpected to reveala nuck-
ation event, e.g. the entry ofa m agnetic vortex [_Ig'] in the
dot. The second H g, i, occurring at negative elds and
nam ed H ,,,, is expected to revealan annihilation event,
ie. the expulsion from the dot ofa previously-nucleated
vortex orwall. FIG . -'_]:c show s the experim ental angular
variation H juc (") and H zpn (). The two-old symm e~
try results from the elongated shape of the dot. Two
striking features are observed, that shallbe explained in
the course of the discussion. First, jum ps ofboth H ¢
and H ., occur at som e angles. Second, depending on
the range of angls, one or two H . and/or H 4, are
observed.

The Jum ps ofH 4, ; can be understood qualitatively by
sin ple argum ents. Let us sketch in a quasistatic picture
the evolution of m agnetization M (r) close to an edge
during the st stages of a hysteresis loop FIG . ;_Z:a—b) .
Starting from saturation, upon decrease of H oyt the =l
ative im portance of the dipolar energy E4 increases. As
a result M progressively rotates tow ards the edge to re—
duce surface charges, and thus reduce E 4 . T he direction
of rotation, clockw ise or anticlockw ise, depends on the
Iniial direction of M w ith respect to the nom alto the
edge (Im posed by the direction ofH ,+), due to the torque
exerted by the dipolar eldHg4q on M . W ith thispicture
at least two di erent slightly inhom ogeneous m agneti-
zation states, so-called ’leaf states’f_d], are expected to
appear upon decrease of H o4+, 9. when starting from
saturation along’ = 0 or’ = 90 IG.:gc—d).Bi—
furcation m ust occur for at least one interm ediate angle
between these two paths. Then, it is ocbvious that for
H ot applied on either side of this angle, the m agnetiza—
tion pattem w illevolve tow ardsvery di erent states, each
characterized by a di erent entry point for vortices{and
thus of edge ordentation, explaining a Jump in Hyo (" ).
These ideaswerecon m ed by m icrom agnetic sin ulation.

In a rst attem pt the sin ulations were perform ed on a
dot w ith vertical facets and symm etric ends. FIG . :ja—
b show s the static m agnetization states jist before and
after H jyc. For’ = 40 , before H ;. the state belongs
to the class sketched in FIG .:gic, as expected. Then two
regions of strongly non-uniform m agnetization develop
sin ultaneously, ending up in the entry of two vortices
at Hpue. A S H oxt Is further decreased the two vortices
w ith opposite circulation m ove tow ards the Inner part of
the dot, ending up In a diam ond state FIG. 'l:q"a) . For
! = 50 the state before nuclkation looks like that in
FIG . 'gd. T he lociof the entering vortices are thus m od—
i ed wih respect to the above situation, explaining the
Jum p ofH e, but ending aswellin a diam ond state, ie.
w ith two vortices ' IG .Bb).

T he above argum ents explain the jum ps of H ¢, but

failto explain (1) the existence ofejther oneortwo H ¢
and H 5, Porsom e angles FIG -].c) (2) the expenm ental
dbservation of both diam ond and Landau statesfl3],
w ith two or one wallor vortex. Indeed in the sin u]atJons
forany ’ two vortices appear sin ultaneously on opposite
loci, as the dot was assum ed to be perfectly sym m etric.
D ue to the large dot size these vortices interact weakly
w ith each other, thus both enter the dot, ending up in a
diam ond state. In order to re ne our interpretations, we
now report sim ulations perform ed on dotsw ith a slightly
asym m etric shape, sin ilar to that of the AFM observa-
tion of the m easured dot FIG . :!.'a) . Opposie loci are
no m ore equivalent due to the ponntxeversal sym m etry
breaking. Two situations occur. If opposite lociare sin —
ilar two vortices still enter the dot, one slightly before
the other in tem s of H 4+, however still ending in the
diam ond state g. or’ = +50 FIG.4d). If opposite
loci are signi cantly di erent, then one of the vortices
m ay enter the dot at a much higher eld than the other.
Tt then m oves towards its centre, delaying and possbly
preventing the entry ofa second m ain vortex. T his ends
up in a Landau state (. or’ = +40 ,FIG.4d). No-
tice that the vortex m ay continuously change its shape
into a Bloch wall, provided that the dot is long and
thick enough [125, :155 Thus, an asym m etric feature (ke
shape) is necessary to explain the experim ental observa—
tion of one-w all/vortex state[lZ] N otice also that m ore
vorticesm ay appear depending on the detailed shape of
the dot FIG . -rjﬁe,g) . FIG. :_].'c (upper part) show s that
these sim ulations reproduce experim ental H . (' ) con—
vincingly. A s a further step som e sin ulations were per—
form ed In the nie-<elem ent schem e to avoid num erical
roughness on the surfaces. T his yielded resuls quantita—
tively sim ilar to the case of vertical facets.

Sin ulations ofH ann () (owerpart of F IG .iic) also re—
produce experim entaldata. The jum psofH ., () again
result from the bifircation before nucleation, i plying
di erent states before annihilation. The occurrence of
one versus two H 5y, m ay be associated w ith the occur—
rence ofdi erent ux—closure statesat low eld.A more



general experin ent consists In proceeding to nuclkation
w ith the eld decreased along a given angle ’ 1, followed
by annihilation w ith the eld increased along a di erent
direction ’ ;. The plot H 4y, (" 2), m easured while keep—
ng ', xed ie. trying to prepare the system always in
the sam e starting state, can be viewed as a signature of
this state. FIG . 4a displays such pbts or several val-
ues of’ 1, chosen iIn di erent branches of the experin en—
talH yue FIG .::4:b). The plots are not identical, which
con m sthat the rem anent state depends on the angle of
H oxt. The fact that di erent plots roughly consist of dif-
ferent partsofa com m on set oftw o branches is also easily
understood. For a given ’ , a wall or a vortex of given
circulation w illalw ays be pushed tow ards the sam e locus
of the dot, be it alone at rem anence (vortex or Landau
state) or having a com panion (diam ond state). In the
latter case one point is found on each branch, whereas in
the form er case only one branch is revealed.

Finally, the valies of H ;i3 depend only weakly on
the algorithm used ( nie di erences or nite elem ents).
However, som etin es ne di erences appear upon nucle-
ation, such as the m agnetization direction of vortices’
cores, or the occurrence of m ore than two vortices (see
FIG. d, c versus e; d versus f; g), although both codes
w ere benchm arked successfiilly one against each other on
tin eresolved m agnetization reversal issues f_Z-(_)'] Thisun-
derlines that describing the ne details ofnucleation w ith
sin ulations rem ains a challenge and that resuls should
still be taken w ith care.

To conclude, we reported the m easurem ents, quanti-
tative reproduction and understanding of angular nucle—
ation and annihilation elds Huc (") and Hann () In a
m ultidom ain m agnetic particle. This is an exam plk ofa
generalization to m ulti-dom ain states of the wellkknown
StonerW ohlfarth astroid. Them ain feature is the occur—
rence of Jim ps in both plots, which result from the inter-
play ofa non-uniform m agnetization state w ith the shape
ofthedot. Thus, such Jum ps should not be autom atically
ascribed to defects when observed In experin ents.
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strongly coupled to them icro-SQ U ID is indicated by a circle.
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FIG .2: Schem atic illustration ofm agnetization state bifirca-
tion related to the ordentation of the extermal eld H cx+ w ith
respect to an edge. A rrow s length sketch the m agnitude of
H ext . The external eld H ekt istilted (a) clockw ise or (o) an—
ticlockw ise w ith respect to the nomm al to the edge. For a
hexagonaldot, just after bJﬁJrcatJon the m agnetization state
m ay thusbe in a leafstate l6] oriented either along the (c) long
edge or (d) a diagonal.
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FIG. 3: (ad) M id-height view s of m icrom agnetic nite dif-
ferences sin ulations of dots with vertical facets, for 7 =

-20mT

g

40 (left) and ¥ = 50 (right), for (@) symm etric and (c—
d) asym m etric Inplane shape. H ««+ isdecreased from positive
saturation towards the ux-closure state. Nuclkation loci are
indicated w ith f1ll dots (e-f) F lux—-closure state obtained on
the sam e elem ent with nite elem ents simulations (surface
view s) (g) Flux—closure states for’ = 40 , for nite di er-
ences (keft) and nite elem ents (right). T he color codes the
perpendicular com ponent of m agnetization (see scale).
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FIG.4: @) PolarplotsH ann (" 2) starting from di erent zero-—

eld states, each state being prepared by initial saturation
along a given direction ’ 1, shown in (o) with respect to the
Hnouc (") plot (c) Polar p]otI ?fH ann (") or radial eld sweep-—
Ing (sam e data ason FIG .4).



