
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

13
88

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
tr

l-
sc

i]
  2

4 
Ju

n 
20

05

Q uantum States ofN eutrons in M agnetic T hin Film s

F.Radu1,� V.Leiner2,M .W ol�1;3,V.K .Ignatovich4,and H.Zabel1
1
Departm ent ofPhysics, Ruhr-University Bochum , D- 44780 Bochum , G erm any

2
Institutf�ur W erksto�forschung W FN,G K SS Forschungszentrum G m bH,21502 G eesthacht,G erm any

3
Institut Laue-Langevin, F-38042 G renoble Cedex 9, France and

4
Frank Laboratory ofNeutron Physics,JointInstitute for Nuclear Research,141980,Dubna M oscow Region,Russia

(D ated:April14,2024)

W ehavestudied experim entally and theoretically theinteraction ofpolarized neutronswith m ag-

neticthin �lm sand m agneticm ultilayers.In particular,wehaveanalyzed thebehaviorofthecritical

edgesfortotalexternalre
ection in both cases. Fora single �lm we have observed experim entally

and theoretically a sim ple behavior:the criticaledgesrem ain �xed and the intensity variesaccord-

ing to theangle between thepolarization axisand them agnetization vectorinsidethe�lm .Forthe

m ultilayercase we �nd thatthe criticaledges for spin up and spin down polarized neutronsm ove

towardseach otherasa function ofthe angle between the m agnetization vectorsin adjacentferro-

m agnetic�lm s.Although theresultsform ultilayersand singlethick layersappearto bedi�erent,in

factthe sam e spinorm ethod explainsboth results.An interpretation ofthe criticaledgesbehavior

forthe m ultilyersasa superposition offerrom agnetic and anti�erom agnetic statesisgiven.

PACS num bers:74.78.Fk,61.12.Ex,75.25.+ z
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IN T R O D U C T IO N

Neutron re
ectivity goes back to 1946 when it was

�rst used by Ferm iand Zinn for the determ ination of

coherent scattering lengths [1]. Subsequently inserting

a polarizerand analyzerto produce a polarized neutron

beam ,Hughes and Burgy started to perform polarized

neutron experim ents as early as 1951 [2]. It was fore-

seen by theauthorsofthiswork thatbeam sofcom pletely

polarized neutrons will be useful in the study of m ag-

netic and nuclear properties. The next m ajor achieve-

m entofPolarized Neutron Re
ectom etry (PNR)wasthe

prediction ofspin-
ip re
ectivity by Ignatovich (1978)[3]

and the pioneering experim entson m agneticsurfacesby

Felcher (1981) [4]. W hile specular PNR is widely rec-

ognized asa powerfultoolforthe investigation ofm ag-

netization pro�les in m agnetic heterostructures [5],the

description ofo�-specular scattering from m agnetic do-

m ains is stillunder developm ent [8]. In spite ofthese

im portantdevelopm entsthereisstillaconfusionconcern-

ingthequantum statesofneutronsin am agneticsam ple.

Hereweshow unam biguously thattheneutron hasto be

treated asa spin 1/2 particle[6,7]in each hom ogeneous

m agneticlayer.Thisisatvariancewith theconventional

description ofneutron re
ectivity,which often considers

the neutron m agnetic potentialas a classicaldot prod-

uct[9,10,11,12].

Neutrons interact with a m agnetic thin �lm via the

Ferm inuclearpotentialand via the m agnetic induction.

Thus,theneutron -�lm interaction ham iltonian includes

both contributions:V = Vn + Vm = (~2=2m )4�N b� �B ,

where m is the neutron m ass,N is the particle density

ofthe m aterial,b is the coherent scattering length,j�j

is the m agnetic m om ent ofthe neutron,and jB jis the

m agnetic induction ofthe �lm . Unconventionally,how-

ever,neutron re
ectivity treatsthedotproductbetween

the m agnetic induction and neutron m agnetic m om ent

classically:Vm = � �B = � j�jjB jcos(�),where� isthe

angle between the incom ing neutron polarization direc-

tion and the direction of the m agnetization inside the

�lm . W riting the m agnetic potentialas a classicaldot

product im plies that the neutron energies in the m ag-

neticlayerhavea continuousdistribution from -j�jjB jto

+ j�jjB j. This predicts that the criticalangle for total

re
ection dependson the angle between the direction of

polarization and thedirection ofthem agnetic�eld inside

the layer:

4�sin(��c )

�
= Q

�
c =

r

2m

~
2
(Vn � j�jjB sjcos(�)); (1)

where � is the glancing angle to the surface,� is the

wavelength ofthe neutrons,and Q �
c isthe criticalscat-

tering vector. There are experim entaldata [11,13]on

m agnetic m ultilayerswhich apparently con�rm this be-

havior. Therefore,the classicalrepresentation appears

to providea convenientand transparentway to describe

the experim entalobservations [9,10,11,12].

From the Stern-G erlach experim ent we know that

thereareonly two eigen statesforthe spin 1/2 particles

in a m agnetic �eld. Therefore,the eigen wave num ber

ofa neutron in a m agnetic thin �lm hastwo properval-

ues. Aftersolving the Schrodingerequation one obtains

two eigen wavenum bersforneutronsin a m agnetic�lm :

k2� = 2m

~
2 (Vn � j�jjB j). They correspond to two possi-

blestatesofspin orientation:oneforthecase,when the

spin isparallelto the m agnetic induction,and the other

oneforthe antiparallelorientation.Itfollowsthatthere

areonly two possibleenergiesand consequently only two

values for the index ofrefraction corresponding to the

spin-up and spin-down statesoftheneutrons.Therefore,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501388v2
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Q M predicts that there are only two criticalangles for

the totalre
ection: one corresponding to the R + and

oneto the R � re
ectivity

4�sin(��c )

�
= Q

�
c =

r

2m

~
2
(Vn � j�jjB sj) (2)

O bviously thereisa contradiction between thequantum

m echanicalprediction (Eq.2) and the prediction based

on the classicalrepresentation of the m agnetic poten-

tial(Eq.1): quantum m echanics predicts that the spin

statesofthe neutron isdeterm ined by the m agnetic in-

duction in the sam ple,whereas classicalrepresentation

ofthe m agnetic potential,supported by experim entson

m agnetic m ultilayers,assert that the spin states ofthe

neutronsis�xed by the incidentpolarization axis.

Herewedescribean experim entwhich providesdirect

and unam biguousevidenceforthespin statesofneutrons

in m agnetic m edia. The goalis to �nd a system where

theanglebetween theneutron polarization and direction

ofthe m agnetization inside ofthe �lm can be �xed and

controlled. Then we m easure the R + and R � re
ectiv-

ities and determ ine whether the position ofthe critical

edgeschangesasafunction oftheangle�,orwhetherthe

criticaledgesstay �xed,and only intensity redistributes

between re
ections R + and R � with change of�. The

easiestway to controlthe angle � is to rotate the m ag-

netic�lm and thereforethem agnetization direction with

respectto the neutron spin polarization,which rem ains

�xed in space outside ofthe sam ple. Thisrequiresthat

the�lm should haveahigh rem anentm agnetization.Ad-

ditionally,the �lm thickness should exceed the average

neutron penetration depth [15]. The last requirem ent

is essentialin order to avoid neutron tunnelling e�ects

which willhinderthe precise determ ination ofthe criti-

caledges.

SA M P LE C H A R A C T ER IZA T IO N B Y M O K E

A N D P N R

To ful�ll the aforem entioned requirem ents, we have

chosen a 100 nm thick polycrystalline Fe �lm deposited

by rf-sputtering on a Sisubstrate. The thicknessofthe

Fe �lm swasabout4 tim eslargerthan the averagepen-

etration depth 1=
p

2m VN =~
2. The Fe �lm wascovered

with thin Co and CoO layers,the latter one protecting

the Fe �lm from oxidation. Forsam ple characterization

at room tem perature we �rst recorded hysteresis loops

with the m agneto-opticalK erre�ect(M O K E).A series

ofhysteresis loops were taken with the �eld parallelto

the �lm plane but with di�erent azim uth angles ofthe

sam ple. A typicalhysteresis loop is shown in Fig.1.

The coercive �eld is about20 O e and the rem anence is

high.A plotoftheratio between therem anentm agneti-

zation and saturation m agnetization M rem =M sat versus

the rotation angle aboutthe sam ple norm alisshown in
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FIG .1: Bottom :hysteresisloop ofthepolycrystalline Fe/Si

sam ple m easured by M O K E.Top:the behaviorofthe rem a-

nent m agnetization as a function of the rotation angle ex-

tracted from hysteresisloops.
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FIG .2: (Color online). Top: Polarized neutron re
ectivity

curves R
+
(solid black circles) and R

�
(open black circles)

ofthe Fe/Sisam ple. The black line is the sim ulated R
+
re-


ectivity and the red (light gray) line is the sim ulated R
�

re
ectivity. The applied m agnetic �eld was 2000 O e. In the

inset,the m agnetic pro�le obtained from �tting the data is

shown.Bottom :Experim ental(open black sym bols)and sim -

ulated (black line)spin asym m etry ((R
+ � R

�
)=(R

+
+ R

�
))

areplotted forthesam esam plein saturation.Alllinesin the

top and bottom panels are �ts to the data points using the

G M M (for m ore details see text). The abscissa is the wave

vectortransfer:Q = 4� sin(�)=�.
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Fig.1.W econcludethatthesystem hasno m acroscopic

anisotropy and the rem anentm agnetization is 97.5% of

the saturation m agnetization.

Neutron re
ectivity experim ents were perform ed us-

ing theangledispersiveneutron re
ectom eterADAM in-

stalled at the Institut Laue-Langevin,G renoble,which

operatesata�xed wavelength of4.41 �A.TheR + and R �

re
ectivitiesand the spin asym m etry (R + -R � )/(R + +

R � ) in a saturation �eld of2000 O e are plotted in the

top and bottom panel,respectively,ofFig.2. The solid

linesare �ts to the data pointsusing the PolarFitcode

based on the generalm atrix m ethod (G M M ) [7]. The

�t and sam ple param eters are listed in Table I. In or-

derto obtain a high con�denceofthe �tparam eters,all

re
ectivitieswere�ttted togetherand with thesam epa-

ram eter set. In generalit is usefulto �t �rst the spin

asym m etry,forwhich geom etricaland norm alization pa-

ram etersdrop out.

TABLE I: Param etersoftheFe/Sisam pleobtained by �tting

totheR
+
an R

�
data shown in Fig.2.d isthelayerthickness,

� isthe rm sroughness,SLD isthe scattering length density,

and B isthe m agnetic induction in the ferrom agnetic �lm s.

Layer d [�A]�[�A]SLD B [O e]

CoyO 1�y 50 11.5 4.99e-6 0

Cox Fe1�x 39 3 5.0518e-6 15563.4

Fe 987 5 8.024e-06 21600

substrate non 6 2.073e-06 0

From Table I and the m agnetic characterization

(Fig.1)we conclude thatthe sam ple ful�llsthe require-

m entsasconcernsthickness,anisotropy,and rem anence

asrequired forourexperim ent.
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FIG .3: (Color online). Experim ental(sym bols) and sim ulated (lines) re
ectivity curves (R
+
and R

�
) from Fe(1000 �A)/Si

sam ple. The abscissa is the wave-vector transfer. The two sets ofR
+
(solid black sym bols) and R

�
(open black sym bols)

re
ectivity curves were m easured for four di�erent � angles between the neutron polarization along B 0 and the direction of

the m agnetic induction (B )which liesin the sam ple plane.The guiding �eld isB 0 � 10 O e.The blue (thick dark gray)lines

are the sim ulated R+ re
ectivities and the red (thin lightgray)linesare the sim ulated R-re
ectivities. In the rightside the

experim entalgeom etry isshown.The �gure showsthatthe criticaledgesQ
c

+ and Q
c

� are notsensitive to the � angle.

R O TA T IO N EX P ER IM EN T

Therotation experim entwasperform ed asfollows:the

Felayerwasm agnetized parallelto theneutron polariza-

tion direction and then them agnetwasrem oved.A sm all

guiding �eld (H c)isstillpresentatthe sam ple position

in order to m aintain the neutron polarization. Subse-

quently a series ofR + and R � re
ectivities,shown in

Fig.3,were m easured for severalin-plane rotation an-

glesofthesam ple.W eobservetwo characteristicsofthe

re
ectivities:(1)thecriticaledgesare�xed and indepen-

dentofthein-planerotation angle� (seeEq.2),and (2)

the R � intensity continuously increases at the expense

ofthe R + intensity as a function ofthe � angle. Using

the param eters obtained from the �t to the saturation

data (see Table I)and using the rotation angle � asset

duringtheexperim ent,wehavesim ulated [14]there
ec-

tivitiesusingtheG M M approach [7]which transparently

predicts the behavior ofthe criticaledges described by

Eq.2.Thesim ulated curvesareplotted togetherwith the
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experim entaldatain Fig.3.Therearenofreeparam eters

forthese sim ulations,providing an excellentdescription

ofthe experim entalresults. The �xed criticaledgesQ c
+

and Q c
� can easily be interpreted in the context ofthe

neutron spin states in hom ogenous m agnetic m edia as

discussed in the introduction.

EX P ER IM EN TA L D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F

M A G N ET IZA T IO N O R IEN TA T IO N

The sensitivity to the in-plane rotation angle ofthe

m agnetization is seen very clearly seen in the re
ected

intensities R + and R � plotted in Fig.3 . It has been

shown theoretically [16]that,fora singlem agneticlayer,

the norm alized spin asym m etry (nSA(�))isdirectly re-

lated to the � anglethrough the following expression:

nSA(�)=
SA(�)

SA(0)
= cos(�) (3)

Now,we use our experim entaldata shown in Fig.3 to

con�rm the validity ofthisequation. In Fig.4 isshown

theexperim entalnorm alized spin asym m etry and theco-

sineofthe experim entalangles.The agreem entbetween

the experim entalnorm alized spin asym m etry (sym bols)

and the cosine ofthe � angles(lines)setduring the ex-

perim entisexcellentoverthewholewavevectortransfer

range. It follows that the m agnetization orientation of

a single m agnetic layerwith respectto the neutron po-

larization outside the layer can be easily extracted ex-

perim entally using Eq. 3. For m ore com plicated sys-

tem s a num erical�tting is stillnecessary. The nSA is

an im portantm easure ofhysteresisloops. Itwasshown

in Ref. [16]that nSA can be written, generally, as:

nSA = M jj=M sat for both, m agnetization reversalvia

coherentrotation and via dom ain wallm ovem ent. This

im pliesthatnSA reproducesthehysteresisloopsasm ea-

sured by SQ UID orM O K E.Herewecon�rm thevalidity

ofthe nSA for determ ining the m agnetization reversal

via coherentrotation. W e m ention thatthisequation is

valid forsam pleswhich contain a single m agnetic layer.

Com paring M O K E orSQ UID hysteresisloopswith nSA

is a very usefultoolfor the evaluation ofm agnetic do-

m ain state and/or a reduced m agnetization within the

layer.

M U LT ILA Y ER S

O urnexttopicisto investigatetheneutron spin states

in m ultilayers with noncollinear m agnetization ofadja-

cent layers. W e sim ulated the re
ectivity pro�le of a

[Fe(60�A)/Cr(8�A))]40/Sisuperlattice,with thicknessesof

the Fe and Cr layers which are typicalfor m any real

superlattices [13]. For the sim ulation we used the free-

warecodePolarSim [14]based on G M M forthe calcula-
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FIG .4:(Coloronline).Solid black sym bols:The experim en-

talnorm alized spin asym m etries(nSA(�)= SA(�)=(SA(0))),

plotted asafunction ofthewave-vectortransferQ .Lines:The

threelinesarethecosinesofthecorresponding anglessetdur-

ing the experim ent.From top:cosine of48
�
(thin gray (red)

line),68
�
(thick gray (blue)line),and 88

�
(thin black line),

respectively.Theanglesare theexperim entalrotation angles

� used during the experim ent shown in Fig.3. The experi-

m entalnorm alized spin asym m etries are assem bled from the

R
+
and R

�
re
ectivities shown in Fig 3. This �gure shows

that the equation nSA(�)= cos(�) is valid over the whole Q

range for a single m agnetic layer. It can be used to extract

the angle � directly from the experim entalre
ectivities.

tion ofthere
ection and transm ission coe�cienttogether

with a fullquantum m echanicaldescription ofthe spin

states[7]. In the sim ulation the choice ofa Sisubstrate

has the advantage that it does not obscure the critical

edgeofthe(-)neutron state.In thetop panelofFig.5we

show sim ulationsofR + and R � re
ectivitiesforthreean-

gles
 between the m agnetization vectorsofadjacentFe

�lm s:
 = 0 (orferrom agneticalignm ent);
 = 100�;and


 = 170� (close to antiferrom agnetic alignm ent). O ur

focus is on the behavior of the criticalscattering vec-

tor for totalre
ection. W e observe that for 
 = 0 the

(+ )and (-)criticalscattering vectorsarewellseparated

and thatthey contain inform ation aboutthe saturation

m agnetization. W hen the 
 value increases,the critical

edgesapproach each other. Foran angle 
 = 180� (not

shown here)there is no di�erence between the R+ and

R-re
ectivities.The m ain resultfrom thissim ulation is

the observation thatthe separation ofthe criticaledges

is a continuous function ofthe angle 
 between the in-

plane adjacentm agnetization vectors. The criticaledge

positionssatisfy the following relation:

4�sin(��c )

�
= Q

�
c =

r

2m

~
2
(V

eff
n � j�jjB sjcos(
=2));

(4)
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whereV eff
n isan e�ectivenuclearpotential.Clearly,for

thisgeom etrytheangles� and 
=2coincideiftheneutron

polarization isparallelto theaverage�eld (B 1 + B 2)=2,

where B 1 and B 2 are the m agnetic �eld inductions of

adjacentlayers. Therefore,num erically,the eqs. 1 and

3 are alm ostidentical. However,there isa fundam ental

di�erence:sim ilarly to the single layer,the � angle does

not in
uence the position ofcriticaledges,whereas the


 angleissolely responsibleforthe continuousshift.

To shed m ore light on how the � and 
 angles a�ect

thecriticaledgesforpolarized neutron re
ectivity atthe

m ultilayerswesim ulated num erically therotation exper-

im entperform ed on thesinglelayer.Fora �xed coupling

angleof
 = 90,asitcan beachieved alsoexperim entally

via biquadratic exchange coupling,the re
ectivities R +

and R � areplotted asafunction ofthe� angle.Herethe

� angle is the angle between the incom ing neutron po-

larization and thedirection oftheaveragem agnetization

vectoroftwo adjacentferrom agnetic layers.The results

are shown in the bottom panelofFig.5. W e observe a

sim ilarbehaviorofthecriticaledgesand intensitiesasfor

the single layer.W hile the positionsofthe criticalscat-

tering vectors Q c
+
and Q c

� rem ain �xed for a constant

coupling angle 
,the R� intensity increases on the ex-

pense ofthe R + intensity with increasing � angle.W ith

this sim ulations we lift the contradiction stated in the

introduction by showing that Eq.1 is a particular case

ofEq.4,which,in turn,is in agreem ent with the Q M

description oftheneutron spin statesin m agneticm edia

Eq.2. The di�erent behaviors ofthe criticaledges for

thecaseofa singlehom ogeneousferrom agneticlayerand

for a m ultilayer with alternating directions ofthe layer

m agnetization vectorsnow becom esobvious:in them ul-

tilayerthe neutronsarea�ected by an averagem agnetic

potentialwhich dependson therelativeorientation ofthe

m agneticinduction in theindividuallayers.However,in

both cases,single�lm aswellasm ultilayer,them agnetic

potentialofthe individuallayers(Vm = j�jjB sj) enters

the algorithm forcalculating the re
ectivities.

Itshould benoted thatthedependenceofQ c
+
and Q c

�

on the angle 
 in a m ultilayer is a generalproperty of

theperiodicpotentialwith di�erent�eld orientation and

m agnitude.Itisnaturalto expectthatsuch a sam ple is

anoncollinearferrim agnetwith ferrom agnetic�eld B f =

(B 1 + B 2)=2,

B f = jB 1 + B 2j=2 = B cos(
=2); (5)

and with antiferrom agnetic�eld B af = (B 1 � B 2)=2,

B af = jB 1 � B 2j=2= B sin(
=2): (6)

Then,the criticaledgescan be expected to be given by

Eq.4.

To furtherstresstheorigin ofthee�ectivenuclearpo-

tentialV eff
n term in Eq.4.,let us consider the critical

edgefornon-polarizedneutronswhen scattered ata[Fe(x
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FIG .5: (Coloronline).Top:Sim ulation ofpolarized neutron

re
ectivities[R
+
(dashed lines,shiftingfrom righttoleft),R

�

(solid lines,shifting from leftto right)]fora Fe/Crm ultilayer

asa function ofcoupling angle(
)between them agnetization

vectors of adjacent Fe layers. Bottom : Sim ulations of R
+

(solid lines,shifting from top down) and R � (dashed lines,

shifting from bottom up)asa function ofrotation angle � for


 = 90
�

�A)/Cr(y �A))]1 m ultilayer.Naively,we m ay expectthat

thecriticaledgeto begiven by theFerm iinteraction po-

tentialofFeasitishigherthan thepotentialofCr.This

is,however,notthe case. Fora �nite thicknessx ofthe

Felayerand zero thick Crlayer,indeed the criticaledge

is equalto the criticaledge ofa single thick Fe layer.

Viceversa,forzero thicknessofFelayerand �nitethick-

ness y for the Cr layerthe criticaledge is given by the

Ferm ipotentialofCr. However,when both layershave

�nite thicknessesthe criticaledge ofthe m ultilayerwill

vary from thevalueforpureFeto thevalueforpureCr.

Therefore,thecriticaledgefornon-polarized neutronsre-


ected from a m ultilayernotonly dependson the Ferm i

potentialofthe two separate layers,but also on their

individualthicknesses.
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C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,wehaveanalyzedthebehaviorofthecriti-

calscatteringvectorsQ c
+
and Q c

� fortotalexternalre
ec-

tion ofa polarized neutron beam forthecaseofhom oge-

neous ferrom agnetic �lm s and for antiferrom agnetically

coupled m ultilayers. Fora single �lm we have observed

experim entally and shown theoretically thatthe critical

edgesdo notchange asa function ofthe angle between

the neutron polarization and the direction ofthe m ag-

neticspinsinsidethe�lm .They ful�lltherelation Eq.2:

Q �
c =

q
2m

~
2 (Vn � j�jjB sj),which directly re
ects the

spin statesofthe neutron beam in m agnetic thin �lm s.

Form ultilayerswefound thatthecriticaledgesfortotal

externalre
ection m ovetowardseach otherasa function

ofthe coupling angle. Theirposition iswellreproduced

by the Eq. 4: Q �
c =

q

2m

~
2 (V

eff
n � j�jjB sjcos(
=2)).

The cos(
=2) dependence is not related to the neutron

spin statesin the m agneticm edia,butitisthe resultof

the presence ofa ferrom agnetic �eld direction along the

average�eld in thenoncollinearferrim agnetic.By choos-

ing a �xed coupling angle 
 between the m agnetization

vectors ofadjacent layers and rotating the sam ple,the

criticaledges behave again in accordance with the neu-

tron spin statesin hom ogeneousm agneticm edia.Practi-

cally,thecouplinganglein non-collinearsuperlatticescan

be inferred directly from the experim entaldata through

theseparation ofthecriticaledges.Fora singlelayerthe

orientation ofthem agnetization can beextracted exper-

im entally from the spin asym m etry.
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