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Nanoscale superlatticeswith uniaxialferrom agnetic layersantiferrom agnetically coupled through

non-m agneticspacersarerecently used ascom ponentsofm agnetoresistiveand recording devices.In

thelastyearsintensiveexperim entalinvestigationsofthesearti�cialantiferrom agnetshaverevealed

a large variety ofsurface induced reorientationale�ectsand otherrem arkable phenom ena unknown

in otherm agneticm aterials.In thispaperwereview and generalizetheoreticalresults,which enable

a consistent description ofthe com plex m agnetization processes in antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers,

and we explain the responsible physicalm echanism . The generalstructure ofphase diagram s for

m agnetic states in these system s is discussed. In particular,our results resolve the long standing

problem ofa \surface spin-
op" in antiferrom agnetic layers.Thisexplainsthedi�erentappearance

of�eld-driven reorientation transitionsin system slike Fe/Cr(001)and (211)superlattices,and in

[CoPt]/Ru m ultilayerswith strong perpendicularanisotropy.

PACS num bers: 75.70.-i,75.50.Ee,75.10.-b 75.30.K z

1. Introduction.

Sincethediscovery ofantiferrom agneticinterlayerexchange[1],a largevariety ofm agneticnanostructuresconsist-

ing ofstacks offerrom agnetic layers with antiferrom agnetic coupling via spacers has been synthesized. For recent

investigationson such superlattices,see[2,3,4,5,6]and referencesin [7,8].Thesesynthetic antiferrom agnets areof

greatinterestin m odern nanom agnetism ,in particulardueto theirapplication in spin electronics[9]and high-density

recording technologies[10].

In view oftheir m agnetic states and �eld-induced reorientation transitions,these antiferrom agnetically coupled

superlatticescan be separated into two groups: (1)System swith m agnetization in the �lm plane and low (higher-

order) anisotropies only,e.g.,m ultilayers grown on (001) faces ofcubic substrates [3]with a four-fold anisotropy

owing to the m agneto-crystallineanisotropiesofthe m aterials(forfurtherreferencesand a survey oftheirm agnetic

properties,see[8]).In thesehigh sym m etrysystem s,m agneticstatesarem ainlydeterm ined undercom petingin
uence

ofbilinearand biquadratic exchange interactionsand the intrinsic m agnetic anisotropy.Forthistype ofm ultilayers

with afullycom pensated antiferrom agneticcollinearground state,them agnetization processesgenerallyhaveasim ple

character,in particularin the low anisotropy lim itno reorientation transition occurswith �eldsin direction ofeasy

axes[8].(2)Theothergroup ofthesyntheticantiferrom agnetsown an often sizeableuniaxialanisotropy.Thisgroup

includessuperlatticeswith intrinsicorinduced in-planeuniaxialanisotropy,e.g.m ultilayerson (110)and (211)faces

ofcubicsubstrates[2,4],ornanostructureswith perpendicularanisotropy [5].Here,an interplay between theuniaxial

anisotropy and thecon�ning geom etry ofthem ultilayersdeterm inestheirm agneticpropertiesand givesriseto e�ects

such as surface spin-
ops [2,4],�eld induced cascades ofm agnetization jum ps [5,11]and m ultidom ain structures

[6,8].

Theoreticalinvestigationsofsuch system shave a long history [12]and a large num berofresultson the m agnetic

states(m ostly within sim pli�ed m odelsand by num ericalm ethods)have been obtained [12,13,14]. However,these

�ndingswere often restricted to speci�c valuesofm agnetic param etersand led to con
icting conclusionsaboutthe

evolution ofthe m agnetic statesin these system . In particular,the understanding ofthe phenom ena called surface

spin-
op rem ained controversial[13].Recently,wehaveachieved acom pleteoverview on allone-dim ensionalsolutions

forthe basic phenom enologicalm odelofantiferrom agnetic superlattices with even num ber oflayersN [7],and the

m agnetization processesin the lim itsofzero [8]and strong [11]uniaxialanisotropy have been investigated. In this

paper,wesystem atizeand discusstheresultsof[7,8,11,15]givingaconsistentdescription ofm agneticstatesand their

evolution in an applied m agnetic �eld. M agnetization processeshave been investigated in detailand corresponding

phasediagram sarederived.Theserevealthequalitatively di�erentbehaviourarising forlow,high,and interm ediate
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FIG .1: The m agnetic states ofan antiferrom agnetic superlattice stack can be represented by a linear chain ofunity spins;

the \exchange springs" are cutatthe endsofthe �nite chain.

uniaxialanisotropy. A \dim erization" transform ation for the energy ofan antiferrom agnetic superlattice with N

layers into a chain ofN =2 interacting \antiferrom agnets" explains the physics ruling the m agnetic phases in these

nanostructures in the low anisotropy lim it. The approach elucidates the crucialrole ofthe cut exchange for the

form ation ofm agnetic statesin an antiferrom agnetic layer[16]and forthe structure ofthe possible phase-diagram s

in �nite antiferrom agnetic m ultilayerstacks [7]. At high anisotropies,the phase diagram sdisplay a �xed sequence

ofm etam agnetictransitionsbetween collinearm agneticcon�gurations.Thissim plicity ofthephasestructureofthis

m icrom agnetic m odelin the lim iting cases allows to understand the generalbehaviour ofits phase diagram s. O ur

resultsresolvethepuzzleofreorientation transitionsin thesesystem s,which havebeen discussed as\surfacespin-
op"

form any years.

2. G eneralm odeland sim pli�cations.

Following[7,8],an antiferrom agneticsuperlatticeisdescribed by a stack ofN ferrom agneticplateswith m agnetiza-

tionsm i,antiferrom agneticcouplings,and N even.To calculatethe one-dim ensionalcon�gurations,onecan replace

thisby a linearchain ofcoupled unity vectorspinssi = m i=jm ij.Forthe system with uniaxialm agnetic anisotropy

itsphenom enologicalenergy can be written as

�N =

N �1X

i= 1

h

Jisi� si+ 1 + eJi (si� si+ 1)
2
i

� H �

NX

i= 1

si

�
1

2

NX

i= 1

K i(si� n)
2
�

N �1X

i= 1

K
0
i(si� n)(si+ 1 � n): (1)

Here,Ji and ~Ji are bilinearand biquadratic exchange constants,respectively. The unity vectorn points along the

com m on anisotropy axis;K i and K
0
i areconstantsofin-planeand inter-planaranisotropy.

Fora detailed discussion ofthe m odel(1),itslim itsand relationsto othertheories,see[8,15].The functional(1)

includes allm ain energy contributions which are known to play a noticeable role in these nanostructured system s.

It can be used for a detailed description of speci�c system s and for the analysis of experim entaldata. Am ong

the di�erent m agnetic interactions in (1),there are two factors which cause the striking behaviour ofthis class of

m agnetic nanostructures:(i)uniaxialanisotropy and (ii)cutexchange bonds [7].Anisotropy ism andatory for�eld-

driven reorientation. The second e�ectis illustrated in Fig.1: interiorlayersare coupled to two neighbours,while

the endm ostlayersinteractonly with one.The corresponding weakening ofthe exchangesti�nessatthe endsofthe

chain,the cutexchange bonds atthe boundary layers,determ inesthe reorientationale�ects. In principle,the sam e

e�ectofcutexchangebondsrulesthem agnetization processesofa geom etrically con�ned antiferrom agnetwith non-

com pensated surfaces. Sim ilare�ectscannotarise in ferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers(orferrom agnetic �lm s)

becauseherereorientationalprocessesdo notdepend on therelativestrength oftheexchangeinteraction between the

layersatthe surfaceorin the interior.

The e�ectsofuniaxialanisotropy and the exchange cutcan be described by a sim pli�ed version ofthe m odel(1)

with Ji = J,K i = K ,and eJi = K 0
i = 0 fori= 1 to N .Thevectorssi can be con�ned to a plane,which includesthe
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FIG .2: Basic con�gurations: (a) antiferrom agnetic ground state,(b) saturated state in large �elds,and (c) ferrim agnetic

states(FM )forlarge anisotropy atinterm ediate �elds.

easy axisn.Foran applied �eld in direction ofthe easy axes,H kn,the energy reads

e�N = J

N �1X

i= 1

cos(�i� �i+ 1)� H

NX

i= 1

cos�i�
K

2

NX

i= 1

cos2 �i; (2)

where�i isthe anglebetween si and n,and forK > 0 the axisn isthe easy direction ofthem agnetization.

Them odel(2)forthem agneticenergy wasintroduced by M illsforasem i-in�nitechain [12],and ithasbeen studied

in m any works(see [13]and bibliography in [15]). Thism odel,called here M ills m odel,isa basic m odelto discuss

m agneticpropertiesofantiferrom agneticsuperlattices.In thefollowing sectionsweconsiderthestructureofsolutions

for(2).

3. Specialcases ofM ills m odel.

In Eq.(2)therearethreeindependentcontrolparam eters:num berofthe layersN ,and theratiosH =J and K =J.

W erepresentthisphasespaceofthem odelby (H =J,K =J)diagram sfordi�erentvaluesofN .W estartthe analysis

ofM illsm odelfrom the lim itsofthe controlparam eters,wherethe system becom essim ple.

Lim iting valuesofthe�eld H .In thesephasediagram sthe(zero-�eld)ground stateisalwaystheantiferrom agnetic

phase(AF)with �2i�1 = � and �2i = 0(Fig.2(a)).Athigh �eld (H ! 1 )them inim um oftheenergy (2)corresponds

to the ferrom agnetic state (F)with �i = 0 (Fig.2(b)).

The two lim its ofN . Forthe sim plestantiferrom agneticlayerN = 2,the energy (2)reducesto thatofa classical

bulk two-sublatticeantiferrom agnet

e�2 = J cos(�1 � �2)� H (cos�1 + cos�2)�
K

2
(cos2 �1 + cos2 �2): (3)

The corresponding phase diagram is plotted in Fig.3 . For K < J a �rst-ordertransition between AF (�1 = 0,

�2 = �) and the spin-
op (SF) (�1 = � �2) phase occurs at H SF =
p
K (2J � K ). This is the spin-
op transition

[17]. In the SF phase cos�1 = H =H F,where H F = 2J � K is the �eld ofthe continuous(second-order)transition

into the ferrom agnetic phase.The critical�eldsH 1 =
p
K (2J + K ),H 2 = H F

p
K =(2J + K )are stability lim itsfor

the AF and SF phase,correspondingly. ForK > J the �rst-ordertransition between AF and ferrom agnetic phases

(m etam agnetic phasetransition)occursatthecritical�eld H FM = J.Forthistransition thecontinuation oftheline

H F(K )givesthestability lim itoftheferrom agneticphase.In m ultilayerswith N > 2 theexchangecoupling perany

internallayeris2J.Thus,thephasediagram forthesystem swith very largeN can beobtained from thatforN = 2

by substitution J ! 2J.These criticallinesareshown in Fig.3.Thisproceduredoesnotyield a com pletely correct

phasediagram becauseone neglectsthe cutofexchangebondsatthe boundaries.

High and low anisotropy. Su�ciently large anisotropy suppresses deviations ofthe m agnetization from the easy

directions. In thislim it,only phase transitionsbetween the collinearstatesare possible [11]. In particularforM ills
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antiferrom agnet [17],with �eld along easy axis. Light grey lines give transition lines,rescaled by J ! 2J,as approxim ation

forphase diagram sofm ultilayersystem sN ! 1 .
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FIG .4: Evolution ofcon�guration pro�lesforM illsm odelN = 12 with low anisotropy (a)and forinterm ediate anisotropies

(b)with �eld along the easy axis. In the SF-phase in (a)som e m om entsrotate against the external�eld,e.g. m om ent2,up

to point(R);at(‘)itisperpendicularto the �eld. Atpoint(�),projections ofallinteriorm om entsonto the �eld are equal.

W ith strongeranisotropy,a seriesofcanted and asym m etric con�gurationsoccursbetween AF and SF-state.

m odelthere are two phase transitions [13,16]: at H FM = J between AF and ferrim agnetic (FM ) phases with a


ipped pairofm om ents(Fig.2(c))and atH FM 2 = 2J between FM and theferrom agneticstate.Thetransition from

the AF-phase into the collinearFM statesisagain a consequence ofthe exchange cut. The m om entatthe surface

pointing againstthe �eld can be reversed m ore easily than a m om ent in the interior. However,the realizationsof

the ferrim agnetic phasesare degenerate forM ills m odel. They are builtfrom one pairofferrom agnetically aligned

spins "" between two collinear antiferrom agnetic dom ains,so that the two endm ost m om ents point in direction of

the �eld:("# :::"#)"" (#" :::#").Allcon�gurationswith di�erentlocation ofthe ferrom agnetic pair,equivalently

with di�erentlengthsofthetwo adjoining antiferrom agneticdom ains,havethesam eenergy forM illsm odelEq.(2).

Therefore,they havethesam etransition �eldsH FM and H FM 2 forthe�rst-ordertransitionsintotheantiferrom agnetic

ground stateand into theferrom agneticphase,respectively.However,theirstability regionsaredi�erentand depend

on N . This rem arkable degeneracy is due to the highly sym m etric choice for the m aterials constantsofindividual

layersin energy (2).Itdoesnothold forgeneralcasesdescribed by Eq.(1)[11].

Next,we considerthe opposite lim itoflow anisotropy.Due to the cutting ofexchange bonds the SF phase in the

system s with N > 2 has an inhom ogeneous structure acrossthe stack and it undergoes a com plex evolution in an

applied m agnetic �eld [7,8].An exam ple isshown in Fig.4(a).Forthe highly sym m etric M illsm odelthisspin-
op
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state preserves m irror sym m etry about the center ofthe layer,�i = � �N + 1�i. For stronger anisotropies,such an

inhom ogeneousspin-
op state isreached only athigher�elds,seeFig.4(b).

4. H {K phase diagram for M ills m odel.

A phase diagram foran antiferrom agnetic superlattice isshown in Fig.5 asrepresentative forallcases. Atlarge
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FIG .5: Phasediagram M illsm odelEq.(2)with N = 12 layersrepresentativeforphasestructuresofuniaxialantiferrom agnetic

superlattices with �eld along easy axis. The collinear ferrim agnetic states are stable in the shaded region FM .First-order

transitions occur at lines H F M and H F M 2. Lines h1 and h2 are stability lim its ofdi�erent FM -phases. Canted asym m etric

phasesexistin region C,which isgrossly sim pli�ed here.Lightershaded areasm ark m etastability lim itsofFM -and C-phases.

Line H F:continuoustransition between spin-
op and saturated phase,and stability lim itofF below line H F M 2.

anisotropies,onehasthesim plesequenceofcollinearphasesAF ! FM ! F separated by �rst-order(m etam agnetic)

transitions.ThespeciallineH A F isthestability lim itoftheAF-phase.ForM illsm odel,onehasH A F =
p
2JK + K 2

forallN � 4 and even [13]. In Fig.5 stability lim itsfortwo realizationsofthe FM -phasesare shown:h1 forphase

FM 1 = ("# :::)"" with the ferrom agneticpairatthe surface,h2 forFM 2 = ("# :::)"" (#").Thus,atinterm ediate

anisotropies the collinear FM -phases can be distorted elastically. These are canting instabilities. The transitions

between the collinear phase FM i and a corresponding canted phase Ci usually are continuous. These instabilities

lead to the appearanceofseriesofdi�erentasym m etricphasesin the region m arked \C" in Figs.5 and 7.A typical

evolution through this region is dem onstrated in Fig.6,there are series of�rst-order transitions between various

canted phases. The low anisotropy and low-�eld part ofthe phase diagram in Fig.7 is shown with respect to the

stability lim itH A F.Forsm allanisotropiesbelow pointb,thereisonly thespin-
op transition AF ! SF.Finally,the

SF-phase reachesthe saturated F-state continuously atthe straightline H F = H
(N )
e � K with an exchange �eld H e

depending on N (Fig.5).

5. D oes a surface spin-
op occur in antiferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers?

a. Recentpicture ofa surface spin-
op. A com m on scenario for reorientationaltransitions in antiferrom agnetic

m ultilayers(see[4,14])wasbuilton thebasisofanalyticalinvestigationsforlow anisotropysystem s[12]and num erical

sim ulationsforsystem swith higheranisotropy [2,13].Itisdescribed asa localinstability driven by the �eld atthe

surfaceoftheuniaxialantiferrom agnetwith a m om entpointing againstthedirection ofthe�eld.Thisshould createa


opped con�guration atthissurface,hence,an asym m etricstate.Thispictureseem sto beborn outby theevolution

through sequencesofcanted phasesasshown in Fig.6 forsystem swith sizeableanisotropy.But,itisnotcom pletely
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phase C 1 isstable,the lightershaded area isitsm etastability range beyond the �rst-ordertransition line. Point� isthe low

anisotropy lim it,where the C 1-phase ism etastable.

correct.The transition �eld forthe surface spin-
op wasidenti�ed with the instability �eld ofthe antiferrom agnetic

phaseH A F ’
p
2JK [2,12].W ith increasing �eld,this
opped con�guration \m oves"into thecenterofthestack and

�nally the
opped con�gurationsshould expand by anothertransition atthe�eld forthebulk spin-
op H B ’
p
4JK .

Therefore,theratio
p
2between the�eld forthis\surfacespin-
op"and thebulk spin-
op should hold.The�rst-order

transition AF ! C1 clearly resem blesan isolated 
op atthesurface.However,ithasto takeplaceconsiderably below

H A F (see Fig.6).The anom aliesidenti�ed with the \bulk spin-
op" are related to com plicated canting instabilities
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at�eldsbelow H B (transitionsbetween SF and Cx in Fig.6).

b. The spin-
op in the low anisotropy lim it. The picture ofthe \surface spin-
op" also isincom plete. There are

no asym m etricphasesorisolated 
opped con�gurationsatthe surfaceofa m ultilayerwith low anisotropy (Fig.7).

Forlow anisotropysystem s(K < < J)and weak m agnetic�elds(H < < J)theenergy (2)can bereduced toam odel

which allowsto extractthe physicalm echanism behind the com plex and unusualreorientationalprocessesdescribed

in the previoussections. Following a standard procedure we introduce fora two-layersystem with (3)the vectorof

the netm agnetization M = (s1 + s2)=2 and staggered vectorsL = (s1 � s2). foreach antiferrom agneticpair. From

si = 1 followsthatM 2 + L2 = 1 and M � L = 0.Using theseequationsthe energy (3)can be written asa function of

jM jand theangle� between L and theeasy axis.Afterm inim ization with respectto jM jtheenergy can bereduced

to the following form

e�2 = �
H 2 � 2JK

4J
cos2�: (4)

Com pared totheenergy (3)theEq.(4)includesonly leadingcontributionswith respectto thesm allparam etersK =J,

H =J.In thislim itthespin-
op �eld and lability �eldsofAF and SF phasesbecom eequal(H SF = H 1 = H 2 =
p
2JK )

Thisequation clearly dem onstratesthecom peting characterofthem agneticstatesin a bulk two-sublatticeeasy-axis

antiferrom agnetand the physicalessenceofthespin-
op transition.Theuniaxialanisotropy stabilizesthe AF phase

with the staggered vector along the easy-axis while the applied �eld favoursthe 
opped states with L? n. At the

threshold spin-
op �eld H SF =
p
2JK the system switchesfrom onem ode to another.

Now wesim plifytheenergyofthesuperlatticewith N layersconsideringitasasystem ofinteractingdim ers.W esort

N m agnetic m om entsin the chain into N =2 pairs:(s1;s2),(s3;s4),...,(s2j�1 ;s2j),...,(sN �1 ;sN )with j = 1;:::;N =2.

Thechain ofspinsforthem agneticm om entsthen appearsasachain ofdim ers,and each ofthesecan beconsidered as

atwo-sublatticeantiferrom agnet.Netm agnetization M j = (s2j�1 + s2j)=2 and staggered vectorsLj = (s2j�1 � s2j)=2

areintroduced foreach antiferrom agneticpair;from si= 1,onenow hasM 2
j + L

2
j = 1and M j� Lj = 0.ForH ;K < < J

thenetm agnetization isalwayssm all,M j < < 1.Thus,afterexpanding(2),onecan usean independentm inim ization

with respectto the variablesM j.

e�N =
J

2

N =2�1X

j= 1

(�j+ 1 � �j)
2 �

N =2X

j= 1

H 2 � �jK

2�j

cos2�j + �(� j): (5)

From them inim ization thenetm agnetizationsare�xed asdependentparam etersbyM j = H sin�j=�j.Theconstants

are �1 = �N =2 = 3J forthe pairsatthe surfaces,and �j = 4J forthe interiorofthe stack,j = 2;:::;N =2� 1.The

lastcontribution in (5)isa \surface"-term given by

�(� j)= � J
�
�
�1

2
+ �

�1

1

��
H � l1 � H � lN =2

�
� J

�
�
�1

2
� �

�1

1

��
H � l2 � H � lN =2�1

�
; (6)

where lj = Lj=jLjjare unity vectors along the staggered m agnetization. The energy contribution (6) is explicitly

given by �(� j)= � 7H (cos�1 � cos�N =2)=12+ H (cos�2 � cos�N =2�1 )=12.Com parison between the energies
e�2 (4)

and e�N (5)helpsto understand the di�erentcharacterofreorientationaltransitionsin the antiferrom agneticchain.

Eq.(5)can beconsidered astheenergyoftheinteractingdim erswith "self-energy"(4).The�rstterm in (5)hasthe

form ofan elasticenergy arising from theexchangecoupling between dim ers.Thesecond isa potentialenergy,which

changesitswellsatcriticalvaluesofthe �eld H =
p
�jK . There are two di�erentcritical�elds: H S =

p
3JK for

thesurfaces,whilein theinterioronehasH B =
p
4JK .Thetwo �eldsH S and H B would correspond to independent

spin-
ops ofthe antiferrom agnetic pairs either at the surface or in the bulk in the absence ofcouplings along the

chain.

Clearly,H S isan upperlim itforan instability oftheAF-statein a�nitesuperlattice.Itwould correspond toa\true

surface spin-
op". But the transition from AF to SF is driven by the energy contribution from the antisym m etric

\surface"-term s� Eq.(6),which describe the e�ectofthe cutexchange. Thiscontribution becom esnegative when

the staggered vectorsatboth endsofthe chain,l1 and lN =2,are antiparallel. Thus,before reaching the �eld H S,a

con�guration resem bling a 180-degreeantiferrom agneticdom ain wallwillbe created in the chain.The sym m etry of

the energy term sin (5)only allows(m irror)sym m etriccon�gurations.Thesearethe sym m etricSF-state(Fig 4(a)).

In m ultilayerswith large N the SF-con�guration m ay appear as a ratherlocalized wall-like structure in the center

ofthe system between antiferrom agneticdom ainswith antiparallelstaggered vectors.In thisstatereaching the �eld

H B ,the antiferrom agnetic con�guration ofthe interior antiferrom agnetic pairs m ust change. Asym ptotically with

N ! 1 ,thisisthe approach to the classicalspin-
op forthe corresponding in�nite bulk antiferrom agnet(Fig.3).

Thus,wehavethefollowingim portantconclusion.Thereorientationaltransitionsin thesecon�ned antiferrom agnets

known assurface spin-
op arenotrelated to surface states,and they areno spin-
ops.Itisa transition between the
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AF and theinhom ogeneousspin-
op phaseinduced by theinstability oftheantiparallelm agnetization in theendm ost

layersowing to the exchange cut. It is not related to the com petition between the applied m agnetic �eld and the

uniaxialanisotropy asin bulk antiferrom agnets. O wing to the elastic couplingsofthe system ,there isno m agnetic

transition related to the \bulk" threshold �eld H B for�nite superlattices.Howevera strong m agnetic anom aly m ay

be observablenearH B .

6. C onclusions.

W e havedem onstrated a fundam entaldi�erence ofthe spin-
op behaviourin m ultilayerswith low anisotropy and

with higher anisotropy. At low anisotropy,there is only an inhom ogeneoussym m etric spin-
op phase with a wall-

like con�guration in the center or som ewhere below the surfaces. This should also hold for �lm s m ade ofusual

antiferrom agnetic m aterials where K =J < < 1. This result explains the failure to observe a surface spin-
op as a

statenucleated atsurfacesofantiferrom agneticlayers.Canted asym m etricstates,which show a 
opped con�guration

at the surface,are observed in m ultilayers with larger anisotropies [2,4]. M etam agnetic transitions are found in

antiferrom agneticm ultilayerswith strong perpendicularanisotropy[5].By an extension ofourresultsforthe generic

M illsm odel,an analysisofthe generalm odels(1)isfeasible.Theirphasediagram scan be sim ilarly partitioned into

thethreecharacteristicregions:atlow anisotropiesthereisasequenceAF ! SF ! F-phasewith an inhom ogeneously

distorted SF-phase;athigh anisotropiescascadesofm etam agnetictransitionsbetween collinearphasestakeplace[11].

Num berand structureofthese collinearphasesdeterm ine the interm ediate region ofthe phasespace,where canting

instabilitiesoccurand asym m etrictransitionalphasesappear.In thisregion,thephasediagram sm ay stillre
ectsom e

featuresdescribed as\surfacespin-
op"[2];however,new typesofm agneticstatesm ay bestabilized and com plicated

m agnetization processeswillarisewhen the particulardegeneracy ofM illsm odelislifted.
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