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Spin-F lop Transition and Surface E ects

U K .Ro Xr®i, and A N . Bogdanov@®¥
(@) Lelbniz-Institut fur Festkorper— und W erksto forschung D resden
Postfach 270116, D {01171 D resden, Gem any and
(o) Donetsk Institute for Physics and Technology
83114 D onetsk, Ukraine
D ated: April 14, 2024)

N anoscale superlattices w ith uniaxial ferrom agnetic layers antiferrom agnetically coupled through
non-m agnetic spacers are recently used as com ponents ofm agnetoresistive and recording devices. In
the last years Intensive experim ental investigations of these arti cial antiferrom agnets have revealed
a large variety of surface lnduced reorientationale ects and other rem arkable phenom ena unknow n
in otherm agneticm aterials. In thispaperwe review and generalize theoretical resuls, which enable
a consistent description of the com plex m agnetization processes In antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers,
and we explain the responsible physical m echanism . T he general structure of phase 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. T his explains the di erent appearance
of eld-driven reorientation transitions in system s lke Fe/Cr (001) and (211) superlattices, and In
[C oP tl/Ru m ultilayers w ith strong perpendicular anisotropy.

PACS numbers: 75.70.4, 75.50Ee, 75.10.5 75.30K z

1. Introduction.

Since the discovery of antiferrom agnetic interlayer exchange E'ZI_:], a large variety ofm agnetic nanostructures consist—
Ing of stacks of ferrom agnetic layers w ith antiﬁenom agnetic coupling via spacers has been synthesized. For recent
nvestigations on such superlattices, see [2 -4 5 6 and references in [‘2 -8] T hese synthetic antiferrom agnets are of
great interest in m odem nanom agnetisn , In parthu]ar due to their application in spin electronics [§] and high-density
recording technologies Q(_) .

In view of their m agnetic states and eld-induced reorientation transitions, these antiferrom agnetically coupled
superlattices can be separated into two groups: (1) System s with m agnetization in the In plane and low higher-
order) anisotropies only, eg. mulilayers grown on (001) faces of cubic substrates Ej] wih a Pur-old anisotropy
ow ing to the m agneto-crystalline anisotropies of the m aterials (for further references and a survey of their m agnetic
properties, see i_g]) . In these high sym m etry systam s, m agnetic statesarem ainly determ ined under com peting In uence
ofbilinear and biquadratic exchange interactions and the intrinsic m agnetic anisotropy. For this type of m ultilayers
w ith a fully com pensated antiferrom agnetic collinear ground state, them agnetization processesgenerally have a sin ple
character, In particular in the low anisotropy lim it no reordientation transition occurs w th elds In direction of easy
axes E]. (2) T he other group of the synthetic antiferrom agnets own an often sizeable uniaxial anisotropy. T his group
Inclides superlattices w ith Intrinsic or induced in-plane uniaxial anisotropy, eg. m ultilayerson (110) and 211) faces
of cubic substrates 'E: :4 or nanostructuresw ith perpendicular anisotropy E] Here, an interplay between the uniaxial
anisotropy and the con ning geom etry ofthe m ultilayers detem ines theirm agnetic properties and gives rise to e ects
s'[élc:g. as surface spin— ops E:, g], eld Induced cascades of m agnetization jim ps E :lL] and m ultidom ain structures

, 8l

T heoretical investigations of such system s have a long history le] and a large num ber of resuls on the m agnetic
states (m ostly within sin pli ed m odels and by num ericalm ethods) have been obtained I:L2| :13 :L4 H owever, these

ndings were often restricted to speci ¢ values of m agnetic param eters and led to con icting conclusions about the
evolution of the m agnetic states In these system . In particular, the understanding of the phenom ena called surface
spin— op rem ained controversial {13] R ecently, we have achieved a com plete overview on allone-din ensionalsolutions
for the basic phenom enologicalm odel of antiferrom agnetic super]aters w ith even num ber of layers N E'/], and the
m agnetization processes in the lim its of zero Lé and st:cong (_lL] uniaxial anisotropy have been investigated. In this
paper, we system atize and discussthe resultsof [j g E]_J,.;Lfa giving a consistent description ofm agnetic states and their
evolution in an applied m agnetic eld. M agnetization processes have been nvestigated in detail and corresponding
phase diagram s are derived. T hese reveal the qualitatively di erent behaviour arising for low , high, and interm ediate
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FIG.1l: The m agnetic states of an antiferrom agnetic superlattice stack can be represented by a linear chain of unity spins;
the \exchange springs" are cut at the ends of the nite chain.

uniaxial anisotropy. A \dim erization" transform ation for the energy of an antiferrom agnetic superlattice w ith N
layers into a chain of N =2 interacting \antiferrom agnets" explains the physics ruling the m agnetic phases in these
nanostructures in the low anisotropy lim it. The approach elicidates the crucial role of the cut exchange for the
formm ation of m agnetic states in an antiferrom agnetic layer [_l§'] and for the structure of the possble phase-diagram s
In nie antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer stacks U]. At high anisotropies, the phase diagram s display a xed sequence
ofm etam agnetic transitions betw een collinear m agnetic con gurations. T his sin plicity of the phase structure of this
m icrom agnetic m odel in the lim iting cases allow s to understand the general behaviour of its phase diagram s. O ur
results resolve the puzzle of reorientation transitions in these system s, w hich have been discussed as \surface soin— op"
form any years.

2. Generalm odeland sim pli cations.

Follow ing ij.,:g], an antiferrom agnetic superlattice is describbed by a stack ofN ferrom agnetic plates w ith m agnetiza—
tionsm ;, antiferrom agnetic couplings, and N even. To calculate the one-din ensional con gurations, one can replace
this by a linear chain of coupled unity vector soins s; = m ;=M ;3. For the system w ith uniaxialm agnetic anisotropy
its phenom enological energy can be w ritten as
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Here, J; and J; are bilinear and quuadratjc exchange constants, respectively. T he unity vector n points along the
com m on anisotropy axis; K ; and K are oonstants of In-plane and interplanar anisotropy.

For a detailed discussion ofthe m odel (-L) its lim its and relations to other theories, see H :15] T he functional {].
Includes allm ain energy contributions which are known to play a noticeable role in these nanostructured system s.
Tt can be used for a detailed descnthon of speci ¢ systam s and for the analysis of experin ental data. Am ong
the di erent m agnetic interactions in (-L) there are two factors which cause the striking behaviour of this class of
m agnetic nanostructures: (i) uniaxial anisotropy and (i) cut exchange londs ﬂ] A nisotropy ism andatory for eld—
driven reorientation. The second e ect is ilustrated In Fig. -l. Interior layers are coupled to two neighbours, while
the endm ost layers Interact only w ith one. T he corresponding weakening of the exchange sti ness at the ends of the
chain, the cut exchange bonds at the boundary layers, determ ines the reorientationale ects. In principle, the sam e
e ect of cut exchange bonds rules the m agnetization processes of a geom etrically con ned antiferrom agnet w ith non-—
com pensated surfaces. Sin ilar e ects cannot arise in ferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers (or ferrom agnetic Im s)
because here reorientational processes do not depend on the relative strength ofthe exchange interaction between the
layers at the surface or in the interior.

The e ects of uniaxial anisotropy and the exchange cut can be described by a sim pli ed version of the m odel (:1:)

with J;= J,K;= K, andJE—K0 0 fori= 1 toN . The vectors s; can be con ned to a plane, which includes the
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FIG.2: Basic con gurations: (a) antiferrom agnetic ground state, (o) saturated state in large elds, and (c) ferrin agnetic
states M ) for lJarge anisotropy at intermm ediate elds.

easy axisn. For an applied eld in direction ofthe easy axes, H kn, the energy reads

¥ 1 R .
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where ; isthe angle between s; and n, and forK > 0 the axisn is the easy direction of the m agnetization.

Them odel (2 for the m agnetic energy was introduced by M ills fora sam in nite chain {12], and it hasbeen studied
In many works (see fl3 and bibliography in h5]) Thism odel, called here M ills m ode], is a basic m odel to discuss
m agnetic properties of antiferrom agnetic superlattices. In the follow Ing sections we consider the structure of solutions
or @).

3. Special cases ofM illsm odel.

In Eq. {_2) there are three Independent control param eters: num ber of the layersN , and the ratios H =J and K =J.
W e represent this phase space ofthem odelby #H =J, K =J) diagram s for di erent values ofN . W e start the analysis
ofM illsm odel from the lim its of the controlparam eters, w here the system becom es sin ple.

Lin iting values ofthe eld H . In these phase diagram sthe (zero— eld) ground state is alw ays the antiferrom agnetic
phase AF)with ;1 = and ,;= 0 Fig.d(@)).Athigh ed @ ! 1 )them ininum ofthe energy @) corresponds
to the forrom agnetic state F) with ;= 0 Fig.d®)).

The two Im its 0of N . For the sin plest antiferrom agnetic layer N = 2, the energy ('_2) reduces to that of a classical
bulk two-sublattice antiferrom agnet

K
€,=Joos(; ) H (os 1+ cos ;) ?(00321+0032 5): @)

T he corresponding phase diagram is plotted in Fjg.:_3 . ForK < a rst-order transition between AF (1 = 0,

2 = ) and the spin— op (SF) (1 = 2) phase occurs at Hgr = K @J K). This is the spin— op transition
f_l]]. In the SF phase cos 1 = H=Hp, whereHy = 2.%D K isthe eld ofthepoontjnuous (second-order) transition
Into the ferrom agnetic phase. The critical eldsH | = K@I+K) Hy,=Hry K=@J+ K) are stability 1im its for

the AF and SF phase, correspondingly. For K > J the rstorder transition between AF and ferrom agnetic phases
(m etam agnetic phase transition) occurs at the critical eld Hyy = J. For this transition the continuation of the line
Hr K ) gives the stability lin it of the ferrom agnetic phase. In m ultilbyersw ih N > 2 the exchange coupling per any
Intemal layer is 2J . T hus, the phase diagram for the system sw ith very large N can be obtained from that forN = 2
by substitution J ! 2J. T hese critical lines are shown in Fjg.:_ﬂ. T his procedure does not yield a com pletely correct
phase diagram because one neglects the cut of exchange bonds at the boundaries.
High and ow anisotropy. Su ciently large anisotropy suppresses deviations of the m agnetization from the easy

directions. In this lim i, only phase transitions between the collinear states are possible t_l-]_;] In particular for M ills
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FIG.3: Phase diagram for two antiferrom agnetically coupled uniaxial layers N = 2, or equivalently a two-sublattice buk
antiferrom agnet [17], with eld along easy axis. Light grey lines give transition lines, rescaled by J ! 2J, as approxin ation
for phase diagram s of m ultilayer system sN ! 1 .
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FIG .4: Evolution of con guration pro ls forM illsm odelN = 12 with low anisotropy (a) and for intem ediate anisotropies
) wih eld along the easy axis. In the SF-phase In (@) som e m om ents rotate against the external eld, eg. mom ent 2, up
to point R); at (') it is perpendicular to the eld. At point ( ), profctions of all interior m om ents onto the eld are equal
W ith stronger anisotropy, a serdes of canted and asym m etric con gurations occurs between AF and SF -state.

m odel there are two phase transitions f_l-.ji, :_l-é]: at Hpy = J between AF and ferrim agnetic M ) phases wih a
Jpped pair ofm om ents CE‘J'g.:_Z (©)) and at H gy 2 = 2J between FM and the ferrom agnetic state. T he transition from
the AF-phase into the collinear FM states is again a consequence of the exchange cut. The m om ent at the surface
pointing against the eld can be reversed m ore easily than a m om ent in the interior. However, the realizations of
the ferrim agnetic phases are degenerate for M ills m odel. They are built from one pair of ferrom agnetically aligned
soins "" between two collinear antiferrom agnetic dom ains, so that the two endm ost m om ents point in direction of
the ed: ("# :::"#) "" @#" :::4"). Allcon gurationsw ith di erent location of the ferrom agnetic pair, equivalently
w ith di erent lengths of the two ad pining antiferrom agnetic dom ains, have the sam e energy forM illsm odelEq. (:g) .
T herefore, they have the sam e transition eldsH gy and Hypy » Porthe rst-ordertransitions into the antiferrom agnetic
ground state and into the ferrom agnetic phase, resoectively. H ow ever, their stability regions are di erent and depend
on N . This rem arkable degeneracy is due to the highly symm etric choice for the m aterials constants of individual

layers in energy ('_2) . It does not hold for general cases described by Eq. @:) l_l-]_:]

N ext, we consider the opposite lin it of low anisotropy. D ue to the cutting of exchange bonds the SF phase in the
system swih N > 2 has an inhom ogeneous structure across the stack and it undergoes a com plex evolution in an
applied m agnetic eld ij, 53:]. An exam ple is shown in Fjg.:fi(a) . For the highly sym m etric M ills m odel this soin—- op



state preserves m rror symm etry about the center of the layer, ; = , N+1i. For stronger anisotropies, such an
Inhom ogeneous spin— op state is reached only at higher elds, see Fig. Q:(b) .

4. H {K phase diagram for M illsm odel.

A phase diagram for an antiferrom agnetic superlattice is shown In Fjg.'ﬁ as representative for all cases. At large
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FIG .5: Phassdiagram M illsm odelEq. @) wih N = 12 layers representative for phase structures ofuniaxialantiferrom agnetic
superhttices wih eld along easy axis. The collinear ferrim agnetic states are stable In the shaded region FM . F irst-order
transitions occur at lnes Hry and Hrm 2. Lines h; and h; are stability lin its of di erent FM -phases. Canted asym m etric
phases exist in region C, which is grossly sin pli ed here. Lighter shaded areas m ark m etastability 1im its of FM —and C -phases.
Line H r : continuous transition between spin— op and saturated phase, and stability lin it of F below line H gy 2 .

anisotropies, one has the sin ple sequence of collinearphasesAF ! FM ! F separated by rstorder (m eé:am agnetic)

transitions. The speCJalJJneHAF is the stability lim it ofthe AF -phase. ForM illsm odel, onehasHr = 2JK + K 2
for allN 4 and even ﬂ_3] In Fig. -5 stability lim its for two realizations of the FM -phases are shown: h; for phase
FM, = ("# :::) "" wih the ferrom agnetic pair at the surface, hy, orFM, = ("# :::) "" #"). Thus, at Intem ediate

anisotropies the collinear FM -phases can be distorted elastically. These are canting instabilities. The transitions
between the collinear phase FM ; and a corresponding canted phase C; usually are continuous. These instabilities
Jead to the appearance of series of di erent asym m etric phases in the region m arked \C" in F igs. 'Ex' 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 of the phase diagram in Fig. -7' is shown w ith respect to the
stability 1im it H o ¢ . For an allanisotropiesbelow point b, there is only the spin— op transition AF ! SF .Finally, the
SF -phase reaches the saturated F -state continuously at the straight IneHy = H e(N ' K with an exchange eld H .
depending on N CE‘jg.-'_S) .
5. D oes a surface spin— op occur in antiferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers?
a. Rewent plcture of a surface spin— op. A comm on scenario for reorientational transitions in antiferrom agnetic
m ulilayers (see [4 :L4]) wasbuil on the basis ofana]yi:calmvest:gatjons for low anisotropy system s tl2] and num erical
sim ulations for system s w ith higher anisotropy E, .13 Tt is described as a local instability driven by the eld at the
surface of the uniaxialantiferrom agnet w ith a m om ent pointing against the direction ofthe eld. This should create a
opped con guration at this surface, hence, an asym m etric state. T his picture seem s to be bom out by the evolution
through sequences of canted phasesas shown in F ng_d for system s w ith sizeable anisotropy. But, it is not com pletely
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FIG. 6: Evolution of equilbbriuim m agnetic states for M ills model with N = 12 layers in the region of canted phases.
From bottom to top a series of transition leads from antiferrom agnetic to spin— op phase w ith Increasing eld. Left panel:
m agnetization ( rst-order transitions are m arked by arrow s). R ight panel: corresponding con gurations.
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FIG.7: Low-anisotropy and low- eld part of the N = 12 phase diagram in Fig. "EJa M agnetic eld is given relative to the
m etastability eld ofAFphase H = H ar H .F irst-order transitions take place at the thick black line: from AF to SF-phase
between points a and b; for larger anisotropy beyond point b, from AF to C;-phase (see Fig.:g‘i) . In the dark area the canted
phase C; is stable, the lighter shaded area is its m etastability range beyond the rst-order transition line. Point is the low
anisotropy lim it, where the C;phase ism etastable.

correct. The tgaijtjon eld for the surface spin—- op was identi ed w ith the instability eld of the antiferrom agnetic
phaseHar ' 2JK [_2, :_l@‘] W ith increasing eld, this opped con guration \m oves" into the center of the sb%:k and

nally the opped o?p._guratjons should expand by another transition at the eld forthebulk soin-op H 5 ’ 4JK .
Therefore, the ratio 2 between the eld forthis \surface soin— op" and thebulk soin— op should hold. The rstorder
transition AF ! C; clearly ressmblesan isolated op at the surface. H owever, it has to take place considerably below
Hap (see Fjg.-'ﬁ) . The anom alies identi ed w ith the \buk spin— op" are related to com plicated canting instabilities



at eldsbelow Hjy (transitionsbetween SF and Cy in Fjg.g) .

b. The spin— op in the low anisotropy lim it. T he picture of the \surface spin— op" also is incom plte. There are
no asymm etric phases or isolated opped con gurations at the surface ofa m ultilayer w Jth low anisotropy Fig. 7)

Forlow anisotropy system s K << J) andweak m agnetic elds H << J) the energy (|2 ) can be reduced to am odel
w hich allow s to extract the physicalm echanisn behind the com plex and unusual reorientational processes described
In the previous sections. Follow Ing a standard procedure we Introduce for a two-layer system w ith 6'_3) the vector of
the net m agnetization M = (s; + s,)=2 and staggered vectorsL = (51 $). for each antiferrom agnetic pair. From
si= 1 PllowsthatM 2+ L% = 1andM L =0. U sing these equations the energy:_ZS) can be w ritten as a function of
M jand the anglke between L and the easy axis. A fferm Inin ization w ith respect to M jthe energy can be reduced
to the ollow ing form

H? 2JK
€,= —— ws2 : )
4J
C om pared to the energy @'_3) theEq. ('_4) Includes only leading contributionsw ith respect to the am allparam etegK =J,
H=J. In this lin it the spin— op eld and lability eldsofAF and SF phasesbecomeequal H sr = H1 = H, = H)
T his equation clearly dem onstrates the com peting character of the m agnetic states in a bulk tw o-sublattice easy-axis
antiferrom agnet and the physical essence of the spin— op transition. T he uniaxial anisotropy stabilizes the AF phase
w ith the staggered vector alongpt‘tﬁeasy—axjs while the applied eld favours the opped stateswih L?n. At the
threshold spin— op eld H gr = 2JK the system switches from one m ode to another.
N ow we sin plify the energy ofthe superhtticew ith N layers considering it asa system of interactingdim ers. W e sort
N m agnetic m om ents in the chain into N =2 pairs: (s1;52), (S3754) /e (825 1 7529)seeer (By 1 75x ) with J= 1; 5N =2,
T he chain of spins for the m agneticm om ents then appearsasa chain ofdin ers, and each ofthese can be considered as
a tw o-sublattice antiferrom agnet. N et m agnetization M 5 = (s34 1 + 32])—2 and staggered vectorsLy = (525 1 S24)=2
are introduced for each antiferrom agneticpair; from s; = 1, onenow hasM 5t L2 =landM 3 L= O ForH ;K << J
the net m agnetization isalwayssnall,M 5 << 1. Thus, after expanding (-2.), one can use an Independentm inin ization
w ith respect to the variablesM 5.

)2 cos2 5+ ( 4): ®)

Ng2 1 =2
Jg X g2k
E ( J+ 1 j - 5

=1 =1

From them inin ization the netm agnetizationsare xed asdependent param etersbyM 5= H sin ;= 5. The constants
are 1 = y-p = 3J forthe pairs at the surfaces, and 5 = 4J for the interior of the stack, j= 2;:3N=2 1. The
last contrbution in (5) is a \surface"term given by
(= J '+ 4 H 18 &, J ' LOH A4 OH dgp ©6)
where 15 = Ly=1sJjare unity vectors along the staggered m agnetization. The energy contribution g-_d) is explicitly
givenby ( 5)= T7H (cos 1 ©0s y-—3)=12+ H (c0s , ©0s y-, 1 )=12. Com parison between the energies €, @)
and €y ('_5) helps to understand the di erent character of reorientational transitions in the antiferrom agnetic chain.
Eqg. C_S) can be considered as the energy ofthe interacting dim ers w ith "selfenergy” @) .The rsttem in @) hasthe
form ofan elastic energy arising from the exchange cBuijng between dim ers. The second isa potentjaleneﬁqy, which
changes is wells at critical valies ofthe eldd H_= sK . There are two di erent critical elds: Hg = 3JK for

the surfaces, while in the interiorone hasHyg = 4JK . Thetwo eldsH s and Hp would correspond to independent
soin- ops of the antiferrom agnetic pairs either at the surface or In the buk in the absence of couplings along the
cham.

C learly, H 5 isan upper lim it foran instability ofthe AF state .n a nite superlattice. Tt would corregpond to a \true
surface spin— op". But the transition from AF to SF is driven by the energy contrbution from the antisym m etric
\surface"tem s Eqg. (2_5:), which describe the e ect of the cut exchange. T his contrdbution becom es negative when
the staggered vectors at both ends of the chaimn, 3 and % -,, are antiparallel. T hus, before reaching the ed Hg, a
con guration resem bling a 180-degree antiferrom agnetic dom ain wallw ill be created in the chain. The symm etry of
the energy term s In 6'_55) only allow s (n irror) sym m etric con gurations. These are the sym m etric SF -state Fig Zl:(a)) .
In multilbyers with lJarge N the SF-con guration m ay appear as a rather localized walllke structure in the center
of the system between antiferrom agnetic dom ains w ith antiparallel staggered vectors. In this state reaching the eld
H gy, the antiferrom agnetic con guration of the interior antiferrom agnetic pairs m ust change. A sym ptotically w ih
N ! 1 ,thisisthe approach to the classical spin— op for the corresponding in nite bulk antiferrom agnet F ig. -'g:) .

T hus, we have the ©llow ing Im portant conclusion. T he reorientationaltransitions in these con ned antiferrom agnets
known as surface spin— op are not related to surface states, and they are no spin— ops. It is a transition between the




AF and the nhom ogeneous spin— op phase iInduced by the instability ofthe antiparallelm agnetization in the endm ost
layers ow ing to the exchange cut. It is not related to the com petition between the applied m agnetic eld and the
uniaxial anisotropy as in bulk antiferrom agnets. O w ing to the elastic couplings of the system , there is no m agnetic
transition related to the \buk" threshold eld Hy for nite superlattices. H owever a strong m agnetic anom aly m ay
be observable nearHy .

6. Conclusions.

W e have dem onstrated a findam entaldi erence of the spin—- op behaviour in m ultilayers w ith low anisotropy and
w ith higher anisotropy. At low anisotropy, there is only an inhom ogeneous sym m etric spin— op phase w ith a walk
like con guration in the center or som ew here below the surfaces. This should also hold for In s made of usual
antiferrom agnetic m aterials where K=J << 1. This result explains the failure to observe a surface spin- op as a
state nucleated at surfaces of antiferrom agnetic layers. C anted asym m etric states, which show a opped con guration
at the surface, are observed In mulilayers with larger anisotropies ﬁ :4 M etam agnetic transitions are found in
antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers w ith strong perpendjcu]ar anisotropy [5'] By an extension of our results for the generic
M illsm odel, an analysis of the generalm odels (].) is feasible. Their phase diagram s can be sim ilarly partitioned into
the three characteristic regions: at low anisotropiesthere isa sequence AF ! SF ! F-phasew ith an inhom ogeneously
distorted SF -phase; at high anisotropies cascades ofm etam agnetic transitionsbetw een collinearphases take place {_l-]_;] .
N um ber and structure of these collinear phases determ ine the interm ediate region of the phase space, where canting
Instabilities occur and asym m etric transitionalphases appear. In this region, the phase diagram sm ay stillre ect som e
features described as \surface spin— op" ['_2]; how ever, new types ofm agnetic statesm ay be stabilized and com plicated
m agnetization processes w ill arise w hen the particular degeneracy ofM ills m odel is lifted.
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