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Self-focusing m agnetostatic beam s in thin m agnetic Im s

Ram az Khom en'kﬂ
D epartm ent of P hysics, Tbilisi State University, C havchavadze ave. 3, Thilisi 0128, Republic of G eorgia

T he possibility of generation of stable selffocusing beam s in In-plane m agnetized thin m agnetic
In s is considered and theoretical conditions for the existence of such localized solutions are dis-
cussed. It is shown that for the de nite direction between static m agnetizing eld and preferential
direction of radiation from m icrowave antenna the problem reduces to the one-dim ensional non—
linear Schrodinger equation. For such angles it is possble to generate stable self-focusing beam s.
Particular values of beam w idth and propagation angles versusm agniude of m agnetizing eld are
calculated in order to suggest the realistic experin entalsetup for the observation ofdiscovered e ect.

PACS numbers: 85.70Ge; 7530D s; 76 .50+ g

I. NTRODUCTION

O bservations of m agnetostatic solitons in thin m ag—
netic Im stogetherw ith experin ents In nonlinear optics
are m a pr testing grounds for the nowadays advances
In nonlinear physics. In fiill accordance w ith theoreti-
cal predictionst m agnetostatic bright envelope solitons
have been cbserved in both in-plane?2£S and perpen—
dicularly m agnetized®?# quastone-din ensionalyttriim -
iron gamet thin Ins (n agnetic waveguides). On the
otherhand, asexpected, dark surface wavem agnetostatic
solitons have been cbserved only in in-plane m agnetized

In 2494 | M oreover, in fi1ll analogy w ith light bullets
in nonlinear optics*223 spin-wavem etastable bullets have
been Pund in wide m agnetic In s*%43. The only di er-
ence between nonlinear processes In m agnetic In s and
opticaldevices is that selffocusing m agm etostatic beam s
are unstable at relatively long distances unlike their opti-
calanalogies. In particular, in case ofm agnetic Imn sthe
focusing into one spatial point takes place in stationary
regin €. T his is explatned by the fact that Iongitudinal
dispersion could not be neglected in m agnetic Ims. In
the present paper it is shown that even that gap could
be lled considering in-planem agnetized In swhere car-
rier w ave vector is not either parallel or perpendicular to
the static m agnetic eld direction. T he conditions when
stationary and stable self-focusing m agnetostatic beam s
can be observed In w ide m agnetic Im s are found.

A though the linearized spin-wave solutions are well
known for arbitrary directions between wave vector and
m agnetizing eldt®2?, the nonlinear situation has been
studied only for the cases when carrier wave vector
is either parallel or perpendicular to the m agnetizing

eld directionl?345:6.718:91011141516 (one exception is
Ref2? wherem agnetized el is tilted from the In nor-
m alin order to controlthe nonlinear coe cient, but this
study does not pertain to the present consideration).
Only very recently the nonlinear e ects characterizing
general case has been investigated? and soliton solu-
tions have been found for the angles betw een w ave vector
and m agnetic eld other than 0 or 90 degrees. H ow ever,
such solutions are stable only n quasione-din ensional
case and they becom e unstable considering w ide sam —

pls. As it willbe shown below in two din ensional case
only selffocusing beam solutions are stable. Note that
bullet lke solutions are m etastable and they decay af-
ter either edge re ection or interaction w ith other m ov—
ing Jocalization*?23 (m etastability takes place due to the
com pensation of instability by dissipation).

Tt should be especially m entioned that the wave pro—
cesses are easily accessble from the surface by variety of
the m ethods such as inductive probes??, therm o-optical
m ethods?® and recently developed m ethod of space and
tin e resolved Brillbuin light scattering??. Therefore it
does not seam problem atic to detect nonlinear localiza—
tions predicted in this paper.

II. PROBLEM GEOMETRY AND REDUCTION
TO 1D NLS

Forarbitrary direction ofthe carrierw ave vectork w ith
respect to a staticm agnetic eld B the problem ofnon-
linear wave process (m agnetostatic and Landau-Lifshitz
equations) in In-plane m agnetized thin In reduces to
the follow Ing nonlinear equation for the wave envelope u
(sce eg. Ref?l):
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w here ¥ stands for the radius vector lying in the sam ple
plane yz, x is a coordinate along the direction perpen—
dicularto the In, and z isa direction of staticm agnetic
eld; vy, and v, are the com ponents ofgroup velocity and
they could be calculated from the linearized dispersion
relation (obut see below ) v Q!'=@K; ! and K are carrier
frequency and wave vector of m agnetostatic spin wave;
1@ @!=Rk @k (indexes and take the valuesy
and z). u isa com plex envelope of relative m agnetization
vectorm = M'=M o M ( isa staticm agnetization along z
coinciding w ith the direction ofm agnetizing eld):
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'y (g + 'y ) (@ is modulus of gyrom agnetic ratio
for electrons). The above expressions [) have been

derived?r in the linitkd 1 disa In thickness) and
this condition w illbe used further in this paper in order
to sin plify analytical calculations. Then the dispersion
relation could be expressed as expansion over an all pa—
ram eter kd and keeping only the term s up to the sec—
ond order of this param eter the follow Ing expression is
obtained? :
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T he phenom enological dissipation param eter !, in [) is
weak, but i plays in portant role in stabilization of local-
ized solutions (see eg. Refi®) and nally, the nonlnear
coe cient N In case of inplane m agnetized Ins is al-
ways negative and reads as ollowst N = Iy Iy =4!4.

In order to vanish the nondiagonal temn w ith coe —
cient !3902 in Eq. [) a new fram e of references should
be introduced (see Fig. [[k). Let us rotate the fram e of
references yz by the angle # de ned from the follow ing
relation: tan@#) = 2!0=(2 '¥). Then from [
(2+ 1) dim ensional (two spatialand one tem poraldim en—

sions) nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation is obtained:
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w hich reduces to the standard form W ithout rst gpatial
derivatives) after ntroducing the follow ng coordinate
transform m oving fram e) ! vtand ! vEt.
T Eqg. @) coe cientsR and S are digpersion and di rac-
tion coe cients, respectively, explicit form ofwhich are
given in Ref?! and v and v are group velocity com po—
nents w ith respect to new reference fram e . Usually
In isotropic system s transversal com ponent of group ve—
Iocity v is equalto zero (the sam e happens in case of
nonlinear m agnetostatic waves w hen carrier wave vector
is either parallel or perpendicular to a static m agnetic

eld!2). But in general for anisotropic system s v is not
equalto zero.

As well known @+1) NLS equation does not
perm #232¢ stable Jocalized solutions irrespective to the
relative sign of the coe cients S, R and N . Only the
m etastable bullet ke localizations appear243:2445 due
to the com pensation of wave instability by the dissi-
pation. However, In restricted geom etries W aveguides)
transverse instabilities do not develop and di raction
term could be neglected allow ing thus reduction to (1+ 1)
NLS equation. Such geom etries have been used in order
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FIG.1l: Geometry of the problem in case of stationary self-
focusing beam . a) O rientations of wave vector K, static m ag—
netic eld H , group velocity v and diagonalizing fram e of
references . Thin line indicates the direction of the beam .
b) The possble experin ental setup for observation of stable
m agnetostatic self-focusing beam . indicates an anglk be-
tween static m agnetizing eld and preferential radiation di-
rection of antenna (see also Figs. 5a and 6b In Ref.le).

to observe solitons in optical bers and m agnetic Imn
waveguides.

A nother possibility to see localized solution is the ab-
sence of digpersion tetm R = 0. Such a siuation is re—
alized In nonlinear optics where digpersion is negligble
In com parison w ith the di raction. In this case spatial
soliton solution (selffocusing beam ) is stablel’. How-—
ever, In case ofm agnetic In sdispersion coe cient could
not be neglected and beam lke solutions have not been
observed In the experim ental conditions considered till
now . In the present paper i is suggested the experin en—
tal setup where the angle between carrier wave vector
and m agnetizing eld getsthe value for which dispersion
coe clent isnearly zero R ' 0). As far as all the coef-

cients of 2+ 1) NLS equation {4) are de ned from the
dispersion relation M), they could be expressed as filnc—
tions of wave num ber k and the angle . Particularly,
In the Im it of smallk (kd ! 0) dispersion coe cient R
does not depend on k. T herefore the problem is reduced
to nding such which m akesR equalto zero for given
static eld and sam ple param eters. A s num erical sin u—



lations show , for each m agnitude of static m agnetic eld
i ispossbl to nd such an angle.

A ctually i isnot necessary to have such -s forwhich
R isexactly zero. O ne can neglect the role of dispersion
In form ation of nonlinear wave if the follow Ing inequality
hods R 1 .=k?, ie. the wave dissipates faster than
dispersion e ects take place. Sin ilarly one can neglect
higher order dispersion termm s In com parison w ith dissi-
pation as far as they are proportionalto the factor (kd)3
kd 1 in thispaper). At the sam e tin e the di raction
term in my calculations is much larger than dissipation
one. Thus only the di raction and nonlinearity deter—
m ine the dynam ics of nonlinear wave and reduction to
(1+ 1) NLS equation is jasti ed.

ITII. STATIONARY SELF FOCUSING BEAM
SOLUTION

Considering standard stationary situation @=@t = 0
and using coordinate transform ! (v=v ) Incase
of close to zero dispersion R ’/ 0) Eq. [@) reduces to
(1+ 1) NLS equation ( plays a rok of the tine) wih
stable spatial soliton solutions. For instance one soliton
solution could be presented analytically as follow s:

$14= 13 axsech — V) ©)

corresponding to the selffocusing beam along the direc—
tion of group velocity v. Here beam width is de ned
as follow s:

= — — : (6)
N Hhoax

N ote that the am plitude j13, ax decays and beam w idth
Increasesw ith distance taking into acoount the weak dis-
sipation e ects.

Know ng angles forwhich the dispersion e ect could
be neglected, it is easy to calculate di raction coe cient
S and group velocity v. Then the angle between v
and axis z for that particular values of angles could
be found. The observation of stationary self-focusing is
possbl only for the m entioned radiation direction. In
Fig. [ the dependences of angles and versus static
m agnetic eld are presented.

Iv. DISCUSSION OF POSSIBLE
EXPERIM ENTAL SETUP

T he ollow iIng values forthe In param etersareused in
the calculations: In thicknessd= 5 m ; dam agnetizing
edHy = !y =g= 1750 O e and dissipation param eter
istaken !, = 5 1®' asin Ref®. As it is discussed
above the beam selffocusing process is realized if dis-
persion e ects could be neglected, ie. if the ollow ng
inequality is satis ed R ! .=k?. The calulations are
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FIG . 2: Range of angles for which selffocusing beam regin e
could be realized. (dashed borders) stands for the angle
range between carrier wavevector and static m agnetic eld,
while (solid line) isa corresponding angle betw een direction
of group velocity and static m agnetic eld.
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FIG . 3: Self ocusing beam w idth versus detuning of the car—
rier frequency ! = ! ! and static m agnetic eld. Inset
show s the proction ofthe plot on the horizontalplane w here
the llked area Indicates considered range. staticm agnetic eld
is restricted by the boundaries 03!y < 'y < 237!y (see
the text), while the upper lim it corresponds to the condition
kd < 0:d. The Hllow Ing param eters are used for the calcu-
lations: relative am plitude of the beam Jijax = 0:d1; Im

thicknessd= 5 m and dem agnetizing eldH y = 1750 Oe.

m ade for carrierwave numberk = 50an ! . In Fig. B the
anglk range between K and static m agnetic eld is pre—
sented for which the above inequality holds (dispersion
e ects could be neglected) and, besides that, the range
of angles corresponds to the single direction of group
velocity. A s seen for the values of static m agnetic eld
Hy > 25000e almost the sam e direction of group ve-
locity corresponds to the w ide range of validiy of beam



generation regin e. That direction must coincide w ith
a preferential direction of m agnetostatic wave radiation
from short antenna orpoint like source. T hewaysto vary
experim entally the preferential direction of radiation in
linear regin e has been suggested in Reft® and now we
suggest here to use the sam em ethod in nonlinear regin e
In order to observe slf-focusing beam s. Thus the an—
tenna should be ordented by such a way that the angle
between is preferential direction of radiation and static
m agnetic eld coincidesw ith the derived angles for beam
group velocity (@ngles in Figs. [l andP). & should be
m entioned that as calculations show in the considered
Iim it kd ! O the required angles between radiation di-
rection and staticm agnetic eld do not depend on kjand
consequently on the carrier frequency ! ofthe excitation
(note that this happens when dispersion coe cient R is
negligble). W hilk the di raction coe cient S and as a
result beam s w idth is inverse proportionalto kd.

In Fig.[d three dim ensionalplot of beam width ver—
sus detuning of carrier frequency ! = ! ¢ ! and m ag—
nitude of static m agnetic eld is presented. M agnetic

eld variesw thin theboundaries03!y < !y < 237!y

w here the lower boundary appears from the requirem ent
that three m agnon processes should not take placet (oth—
erw ise the Iocalizationsw illdecay rapidly), while above a
upper lim it the di raction coe cient S becom es negative
and consequently according to the Lighthill criterion?”
self-focusing process does not take place.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Concluding it could be stated that the conditions for
the observation of stationary self-focusing beam s in m ag—
netic Im s are found. It is suggested that such localiza-
tions could be observed along preferential direction of
antenna’s radiation.
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