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W e have studied experim entally and theoretically the interaction ofpolarized neutronsw ith m ag-
neticthin Im sand m agneticm ulilayers. In particular, we have analyzed the behavior ofthe critical
edges for total extemal re ection in both cases. For a single In we have cbserved experim entally
and theoretically a sin ple behavior: the critical edges rem ain  xed and the Intensity varies accord—
Ing to the angle betw een the polarization axis and the m agnetization vector inside the In . For the
m ultilayer case we nd that the critical edges for spin up and spin down polarized neutrons m ove
tow ards each other as a function of the angle between the m agnetization vectors in ad gpcent ferro—
m agnetic Im s. A though the results form ultilayers and single thick layers appear to be di erent, in
fact the sam e spinorm ethod explains both results. An interpretation of the critical edges behavior
for the m ultilyers as a superposition of ferrom agnetic and anti erom agnetic states is given.
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INTRODUCTION

Neutron re ectivity goes back to 1946 when i was
rst used by Fem i and Zinn for the detem nation of
coherent scattering lengths b:]. Subsequently inserting
a polarizer and analyzer to produce a polarized neutron
beam , Hughes and Burgy started to perform polarized
neutron experim ents as early as 1951 i’_Z:]. It was Pore-
seen by the authors ofthis work that beam s of com pktely
polarized neutrons will be usefiill in the study of mag-
netic and nuckar properties. The next m a pr achieve—
m ent ofPolarized Neutron Re ectom etry PNR) wasthe
prediction of spin— ip re ectivity by Ignatovich (1978) E]
and the pioneering experin ents on m agnetic surfaces by
Felcher (1981) {]. W hil specular PNR is widely rec—
ognized as a powerfuil tool for the investigation ofm ag—
netization pro les In m agnetic heterostructures 5], the
description of o —specular scattering from m agnetic do—
m ains is still under developm ent Eg]. In spite of these
In portant developm entsthere is stilla confiision concem-
Ing the quantum states ofneutrons in a m agnetic sam ple.
Here we show unam biguously that the neutron has to be
treated asa spin 1/2 particle i_d, -rj] in each hom ogeneous
m agnetic layer. T his is at vardance w ith the conventional
description of neutron re ectivity, which offen considers
the neutron m agnetic potential as a classical dot prod—
uct §,10, 13, 14).

Neutrons interact wih a magnetic thin In via the
Fem inuclear potential and via the m agnetic induction.
T hus, the neutron — In interaction ham iltonian includes
both contrbutions:V = V,+V, = (~=2m)4 Nb B,
where m is the neutron m ass, N is the particle density
of the m aterial, b is the coherent scattering length, j j
is the m agnetic m om ent of the neutron, and B jis the
m agnetic induction of the In . Unconventionally, how —

ever, neutron re ectivity treats the dot product betw een
the m agnetic induction and neutron m agnetic m om ent
classically: Vy, = B = J jB joos( ),where isthe
angl between the Incom Ing neutron polarization direc—
tion and the direction of the m agnetization inside the

In . W riting the m agnetic potential as a classical dot
product In plies that the neutron energies in the m ag—
netic layer have a continuous distrbution from —j IB jto
+ j IB J This predicts that the critical anglke for total
re ection depends on the angle between the direction of
polarization and the direction ofthem agnetic eld inside
the layer:
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where is the glancing angl to the surface, is the
wavelength of the neutrons, and Q  is the cr:ﬂ;ca% scat—
tering vector. There are experin ental data [L1, 13] on
m agnetic m ultilayers which apparently con m this be-
havior. Therefore, the classical representation appears
to provide a convenient and transparent way to describe
the experin ental observations i_S’t, :_l-(_i, :_l-]_;, :_l-Zj]

From the Stem-Gerlach experinent we know that
there are only two eigen states for the spin 1/2 particles
In a magnetic eld. Therefore, the eigen wave num ber
ofa neutron In a m agnetic thin In hastwo proper val-
ues. A fter solving the Schrodinger equation one obtains
tw o elgen wave num bers for neutrons in a m agnetic Im :
k? = & @, 3 B ). They correspond to two possi-
ble states of spin ordentation: one for the case, when the
soin is parallel to the m agnetic induction, and the other
one for the antiparallel orientation. It follow s that there
are only two possble energies and consequently only two
valies for the Index of refraction corresponding to the
son-up and spin-dow n states of the neutrons. T herefore,
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QM predicts that there are only two critical angles for
the total re ection: one corresponding to the R* and
oneto theR re ectiviy
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O bviously there is a contradiction between the quantum

m echanical prediction (qug:) and the prediction based
on the classical representation of the m agnetic poten-
U’alCEq:}:): quantum m echanics predicts that the spin
states of the neutron is determ ined by the m agnetic in—
duction in the sam ple, whereas classical representation
of the m agnetic potential, supported by experim ents on
m agnetic m ultilayers, assert that the spin states of the
neutrons is xed by the incident polarization axis.

Here we describe an experin ent which provides direct
and unam biguous evidence for the spin states ofneutrons
In magneticmedia. The goalisto nd a system where
the angle betw een the neutron polarization and direction
of the m agnetization inside ofthe In can be xed and
controlled. Then we measure the R*Y and R re ectiv—
ities and determm ine whether the position of the critical
edges changesas a function ofthe angle , orwhetherthe
criticaledges stay xed, and only Intensity redistributes
between re ections R* and R with change of . The
easiest way to controlthe angle is to rotate the m ag—
netic In and therefore the m agnetization direction w ith
respect to the neutron spin polarization, which rem ains

xed In space outside of the sam ple. This requires that
the In should have a high rem anentm agnetization. A d-
ditionally, the In thickness should exceed the average
neutron penetration depth [_l-§‘] The last requirem ent
is essential in order to avoid neutron tunnelling e ects
which will hinder the precise determ ination of the criti-
caledges.

SAMPLE CHARACTERIZATION BY M OKE
AND PNR

To ful 11 the aforem entioned requirem ents, we have
chosen a 100 nm thick polycrystalline Fe In deposied
by rfsputtering on a Sisubstrate. T he thickness of the
Fe Imswasabout 4 tin es larger than the average pen—
etration depth 1= 2mVy =~2. The Fe In was covered
wih thin Co and CoO layers, the latter one protecting
the Fe In from oxidation. For sam ple characterization
at room tem perature we rst recorded hysteresis loops
w ith the m agneto-opticalKerre ect M OKE).A series
of hysteresis loops were taken w ith the eld parallel to
the In plane but wih di erent azin uth angles of the
sample. A typical hysteresis loop is shown in Fig.i.
The coercive eld is about 20 O e and the rem anence is
high. A plot of the ratio between the rem anent m agneti-
zation and saturation m agnetization M y¢p =M g3+ Versus
the rotation angle about the sam ple nom al is shown in
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FIG .1: Bottom : hysteresis loop of the polycrystalline Fe/Si
sam ple m easured by M OKE . Top: the behavior of the rem a—
nent m agnetization as a function of the rotation angle ex—
tracted from hysteresis loops.
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FIG.2: (Colronline). Top: Polarized neutron re ectivity
curves R* (solid black circles) and R (open black circles)
of the Fe/Sisam ple. The black line is the sinulated R* re—
ectivity and the red (light gray) line is the sinulated R
re ectivity. The applied m agnetic eld was 2000 O e. In the
inset, the m agnetic pro ke obtained from tting the data is
shown. Bottom : E xperim ental (open black sym bols) and sim —
ulated (olack line) spin asymmetry (R R )=R" + R ))
are plotted for the sam e sam ple in saturation. A 11 lines in the
top and bottom panels are ts to the data points using the
GMM (for m ore details see text). The abscissa is the wave
vector transfer: Q = 4 sin( )= .



Fjg.:_]: . W e conclude that the system has no m acroscopic
anisotropy and the rem anent m agnetization is 97.5% of
the saturation m agnetization.

Neutron re ectivity experim ents were perform ed us—
Ing the angle dispersive neutron re ectom eterADAM In-
stalled at the Institut LaueLangevin, G renoble, which
operatesata xed wavelength of441A .TheR* andR
re ectivities and the spin asymmetry R* -R )/ R* +
R ) In a saturation eld of 2000 O e are plotted in the
top and bottom panel, respectively, ofFjg.-r_Z. The solid
lines are ts to the data points using the P olr¥ it code
based on the generalm atrix m ethod GM M ) Ij]. The

t and sam ple param eters are listed In Tabk :_i In or-
der to obtain a high con dence ofthe t param eters, all
re ectivitieswere ttted together and w ith the sam e pa-
ram eter set. In general it is usefulto t st the spin
asym m etry, for which geom etrical and nom alization pa—
ram eters drop out.

TABLE I: Param etersoftheFe/Si'slam pl obtained by tting
totheR" anR data shown in Figh. d is the layer thickness,
is the m s roughness, SLD is the scattering length density,
and B is the m agnetic induction in the ferrom agnetic In s.
lar]] mistp  [Bpel |
Co,01y |50 115(4.9%6 |0
Cox Fer x |39 3 5.0518e6|15563 4
Fe 987 |5 8.024e-06|21600
substrate |non |6 2.073e06|0

Layer

From Tabl :_i and the magnetic characterization
CE‘jg.-r_]:) we conclude that the sam ple ful 1Is the require—
m ents as concems thickness, anisotropy, and rem anence
as required for our experin ent.
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FIG.3: (Color online). Experin ental (symbols) and simulated (lines) re ectivity curves R* and R
sam ple. The abscissa is the wavevector transfer. The two sets of R*
angles between the neutron polarization along B ( and the direction of

re ectivity curves were m easured for four di erent

the m agnetic induction B ) which lies in the sam ple plane. The guiding eld isBg
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) from Fe(1000 A)/Si

(solid black symbols) and R (open black sym bols)

10 Oe. The blue (thick dark gray) lines

are the sinulated R+ re ectivities and the red (thin light gray) lines are the sin ulated R —re ectivities. In the right side the

experin ental geom etry is shown. The gure show s that the criticaledgesQ § and Q © are not sensitive to the

ROTATION EXPERIM ENT

T he rotation experin ent was perfom ed as follow s: the
Fe layer wasm agnetized parallel to the neutron polariza—
tion direction and then them agnetwasrem oved. A gn all
guiding eld (#H.) is still present at the sam ple position
In order to maintain the neutron polarization. Subse—
quently a serdes of R* and R re ectivities, shown in
Fig. -'_Z%, were m easured for several in-plane rotation an-
gles of the sam ple. W e observe two characteristics of the

angle.

re ectivities: (1) the criticaledgesare xed and indepen-—
dent of the in-plane rotation angke  (see Eq.Z), and ()
the R Intensiy continuously increases at the expense
ofthe R* intensity as a function ofthe anglk. Using
the param eters obtained from the t to the saturation
data (see Table ::[) and using the rotation angle as set
during the experin ent, we have sin ulated I;Lé_i] the re ec—
tivitiesusihg the GM M approach []which transparently
predicts the behavior of the critical edges describbed by
E q.-'_j . The sin ulated curves are plotted togetherw ith the



experim entaldata in F ]gl_j . There areno free param eters
for these sim ulations, providing an excellent description
of the experin ental results. The =xed criticaledgesQ ¢

and Q¢ can easily be interpreted in the context of the
neutron spin states In hom ogenous m agnetic m edia as
discussed in the introduction.

EXPERIM ENTALDETERM INATION OF
MAGNETIZATION ORIENTATION

The sensitivity to the in-plane rotation anglk of the
m agnetization is seen very clearly seen in the re ected
intensities R* and R plbtted in Fig.3 . It has been
show n theoretically ﬂ_lé] that, or a sihgle m agnetic layer,
the nom alized spin asymm etry MSA ( )) is directly re—

lated to the angle through the follow ing expression:
SA () SA L) () 3)
n = = cos
SA (0)

Now, we use our experin ental data shown In Fjg.:_3 to
con m the validity of this equation. In Fjg.:ff is shown

the experin entalnom alized spin asym m etry and the co—
sine of the experim ental angles. T he agreem ent betw een
the experim ental nom alized spin asymm etry (sym bols)

and the cosine of the angles (lines) set during the ex—
perin ent is excellent over the whole w ave vector transfer
range. It follow s that the m agnetization orientation of
a single m agnetic layer w ith respect to the neutron po—
larization outside the ]ayer can be easily extracted ex-—
perim entally using Eq. a For m ore com plicated sys—
tem s a num erical tting is still necessary. The nSA is
an im portant m easure of hysteresis loops. It was shown

in Ref. [_1-§‘] that nSA can be wrtten, generally, as:
nSA = M M gt for both, m agnetization reversal via
coherent rotation and via dom ain wallm ovem ent. This
In pliesthat nSA reproduces the hysteresis loops asm ea—
sured by SQUID orM OKE .Herewe con m the validiy

of the nSA for determ ining the m agnetization reversal
via coherent rotation. W e m ention that this equation is
valid for sam ples which contain a single m agnetic layer.
ComparingM OKE orSQU ID hysteresis loopsw ith nSA

is a very usefuil tool for the evaluation of m agnetic do—
m ain state and/or a reduced m agnetization w ithin the
layer.

M ULTILAYERS

O urnext topic is to investigate the neutron spin states
In mulilayers with noncollinear m agnetization of adp—
cent layers. W e sinulated the re ectivity pro ke of a
Fe(60A)/Cr(8A))lo/Sisuperlattice, w ith thicknesses of
the Fe and Cr layers which are typical for m any real
superlattices {[3]. For the sinultion we used the free-
ware code PolarSin I_l-l_i] based on GM M for the calcula—
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FIG .4: (Colronline). Solid black sym bols: T he experin en—
talnom alized spin asymm etries MSA ( ) = SA ( )=(SA (0))),
plotted asa function ofthew avevectortransferQ .Lines: The
three lines are the cosines of the corresponding angles set dur—
jng the experim ent. From top: cosine of 48 (thin gray (red)
line) , 68 (thick gray (blue) line), and 88 (thin black line),
respectively. T he angles are the experim ental rotation angles
used during the experin ent shown in Fig. |$ The experi-
m entalnorm alized spin asym m etries are assem bled from the
R* and R re ectivities shown in Fig B. 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 ental re ectivities.

tion ofthe re ection and trananm ission coe cient together
with a f1ll quantum m echanical description of the spin
states [1]. In the sin ulation the choice of a Si substrate
has the advantage that it does not obscure the critical
edge ofthe () neutron state. In the top panelofF jg.:_5 we
show sinulationsofR* andR re ectivities orthree an—
gles Dbetween the m agnetization vectors of ad-pcent Fe
Ins: = 0 (or ferrom agnetic alignm ent); = 100 ; and
= 170 (clse to antiferrom agnetic alignm ent). Our
focus is on the behavior of the critical scattering vec—
tor for total re ection. W e observe that for = 0 the
(+) and () critical scattering vectors are well separated
and that they contain inform ation about the saturation
m agnetization. W hen the value Increases, the critical
edges approach each other. For an angke = 180 (not
shown here) there is no di erence between the R+ and
R-re ectivities. Them ain result from this simulation is
the observation that the separation of the critical edges
is a continuous function of the angle between the in—
plane ad poent m agnetization vectors. T he critical edge
positions satisfy the follow Ing relation:

r
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where V.°ff isan e ective nuclkar potential. C kearly, for
thisgeom etry the angles and =2 coincide ifthe neutron
polarization is parallelto the average eld B 1 + B ;)=2,
where B; and B, are the magnetic eld inductions of
ad-pcent layers. Therefore, num erically, the egs. 1 and
3 are alm ost identical. H owever, there is a findam ental
di erence: sin ilarly to the single layer, the angl does
not in uence the position of critical edges, whereas the
anglk is sokely responsible for the continuous shift.

To shed more light on how the and anglesa ect
the critical edges for polarized neutron re ectiviy at the
m ultilayers w e sin ulated num erically the rotation exper—
In ent perform ed on the single layer. Fora xed coupling
angkof = 90, as i can be achieved also experin entally
via biquadratic exchange coupling, the re ectivities R*
and R areplotted asa function ofthe angle. Here the

angle is the angle between the incom ing neutron po-—
larization and the direction ofthe average m agnetization
vector of two ad-pcent ferrom agnetic layers. T he results
are shown In the bottom panel ofF ig. B W e observe a
sim ilarbehavior ofthe criticaledges and intensities as for
the singlke layer. W hile the positions of the critical scat—
tering vectors Q¢ and Q€ remain xed for a constant
coupling angle , the R intensity increases on the ex-—
pense ofthe R* intensity with increasing angle. W ih
this sim ulations we lift the contradiction stated in the
introduction by show ing that Eq. i is a particular case
oqu.:fi, which, in tum, is n agreem ent w ith the QM
description of the neutron spin states in m agnetic m edia
Eg. :_2 T he di erent behaviors of the critical edges for
the case ofa single hom ogeneous ferrom agnetic layer and
for a mulilayer w ith altermating directions of the layer
m agnetization vectors now becom es ocbvious: In them ul
tilayer the neutrons are a ected by an average m agnetic
potentialw hich depends on the relative orientation ofthe
m agnetic induction in the individual layers. H ow ever, in
both cases, sihglke In aswellasm ulilayer, them agnetic
potential of the individual layers (V, = Jj JB s) enters
the algorithm for calculating the re ectivities.

Tt should be noted that the dependence 0fQ § and Q ©
on the angle In a mulilayer is a general property of
the periodic potentialw ith di erent eld ordentation and
m agnitude. Tt is naturalto expect that such a sam pl is
a noncollinear ferrim agnet w ith ferrom agnetic eld B ¢ =
B1+ B2)=2,

Be= B1+ B,¥F2= B cos( =2); ®)
and w ith antiferrom agnetic eld B, = B 1 B 2)=2,
Bar = :B]_ B2j=2=BSj1’1( :2): (6)

T hen, the critical edges can be expected to be given by
Eq. :ff .

To further stress the origin ofthe e ective nuclar po—
tent®1V HE tem i Eqg. :ff., let us consider the critical
edge fornon-polarized neutronsw hen scattered ata Fe(x
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FIG.5: (Colronline). Top: Sin ulation ofpolarized neutron
re ectivities R* (dashed lines, shifting from right to left) ,R
(solid lines, shifting from left to right)] for a Fe/C rm ultilayer
asa function of coupling angle ( ) between the m agnetization
vectors of adpcent Fe layers. Bottom : Simulations of R*
(solid lines, shifting from top down) and R (dashed lines,
shifting from bottom up) as a function of rotation angle for
= 90

A)/Cry A))h multilayer. Naively, we m ay expect that
the critical edge to be given by the Ferm i interaction po—
tential ofFe as it ishigher than the potentialofC r. This
is, however, not the case. Fora nite thickness x of the
Fe layer and zero thick Cr layer, indeed the critical edge
is equal to the critical edge of a single thick Fe layer.
V ice versa, for zero thickness ofFe layerand nite thick—
ness y for the Cr layer the critical edge is given by the
Fem ipotential of Cr. However, when both layers have

nite thicknesses the critical edge of the m ultilayer w ill
vary from the value for pure Fe to the value forpure Cr.
T herefore, the criticaledge fornon-polarized neutrons re—

ected from a m ultilayer not only depends on the Ferm i
potential of the two separate layers, but also on their
Individual thicknesses.



CONCLUSION S

In summ ary, we have analyzed the behaviorofthe criti-
calscattering vectorsQ § and Q © fortotalextemalre ec—
tion ofa polarized neutron beam for the case ofhom oge—
neous ferrom agnetic In s and for antiferrom agnetically
coupled m ultilayers. For a shgle In we have observed
experim entally and shown theoretically that the critical
edges do not change as a function of the angle between
the neutron polarization and the direction of the m ag—
netic spcilns inside the In . They ful llthe relation Eq.'g::

Q. = & W, Jj iBsI), which directly re ects the
sodn states of the neutron beam in m agnetic thin Ims.
Form ultilayers we found that the critical edges for total
extermalre ection m ove tow ards each other as a function
of the coupling anglk. T&iejr position is well reproduced

by the Eq.4: 0, = 2 @f 3§ 9B sjoos( =2)).
The cos( =2) dependence is not related to the neutron
soin states in the m agnetic m edia, but it is the result of
the presence of a ferrom agnetic eld direction along the
average eld in the noncollinear ferrim agnetic. By choos—
Ing a xed coupling angle between the m agnetization
vectors of adpcent layers and rotating the sam ple, the
critical edges behave again in accordance w ith the neu—
tron spin states in hom ogeneousm agneticm edia. P racti-
cally, the coupling angle in non-collinear superlattices can
be nferred directly from the experim ental data through
the separation of the criticaledges. For a single layer the
ordentation of the m agnetization can be extracted exper—
In entally from the spin asymm etry.
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