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A bstract

At the very heart ofthe successfulphenom enologicalm odelof m agnetic hysteresis

there is the so called Preisach distribution. In the existing literature it is im plicitly as-

sum ed,thatthisdistribution hasa m irrorsym m etry.W eshow,by sim pleand convincing

exam ple,thatthiscom m on assum ption isplainly wrong.D ropping it,wegain theability

to m odelnotonly theusualhysteresisloops(m ajorand m inor)m oreaccurately than ever

before,but also those displaying the exchange bias e�ect,what isim possible within the

fram ework ofthe sym m etricalPreisach m odel. It is hoped,that our observation paves

the way towardsthe uni�ed description ofallhysteretic system s,including,butnotnec-

essarily lim ited to,superconductors,(m ulti)layered structures,nanocrystallinem aterials,

patterned m edia,and { perhaps { the other non-m agnetic hysteretic phenom ena.

Introduction The m ajorhysteresisloop,observed in the sizable sam plesofhom ogeneous

ferrom agnetic m aterials,exhibitswellknown sym m etry:

M lb(H )= � M ub(� H ); (1)

where M lb (M ub) denotes the lower (upper) branch ofthe sam ple’s m agnetization,M vs.

exciting �eld H .The hysteresiscurve,notnecessarily the m ajorloop,butalso the response

to the arbitrary sequence ofexciting �elds as well,can be described,or m odelled,in m any

ways. O ne of them , the Classical Preisach M odel (CPM ), was �rst proposed by Ferenc

Preisach [1]and then subsequently developed,generalized and tested by m any researchers.

In thism odel,the change ofthe sam ple’sm agnetization isexpressed by the double integral:

�M = M (H f)� M (H i)= 2M s
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dH " dH # %(H ";H #); (2)

forthe m onotonously increasing �eld (‘i’{ the initialstate,‘f’{ �nal)and by

�M = M (H f)� M (H i)= � 2M s
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dH " dH # %(H ";H #); (3)

ifthe �eld ism onotonously decreasing.M s isthesaturation m agnetization,while thedistri-

bution %(H ";H #)� 0,supported over the dom ain H " � H # is called the Preisach density.

W ith the additionalcondition:
Z Z

dH " dH # %(H ";H #)= 1; (4)
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the Preisach density is com m only regarded as a probability distribution. It describes the

probability ofencountering the so called hysteron,i.e.the hypotheticalobjectcharacterized

by elem entary,rectangularly shaped,hysteresisloop with up-and down-switching�eldsequal

to H " and H #,respectively.

It is obvious,that the sym m etry presented in Eq.(1) willbe preserved,ifthe Preisach

distribution,%,isalso sym m etric,nam ely when

%(H ";H #)= %(� H #;� H ") (5)

holdsforany pair(H ";H #)ofitsargum ents,H " � H #.The m irrorsym m etry of%(H ";H #)

with respectto thelineH # = � H " isthereforecom m only assum ed,beforeany reconstruction

ofthe Preisach distribution is ever attem pted. In this paper we are going to show, that

sym m etric hysteresis loops can be generated by Preisach distributions, which them selves

have no m irror sym m etry. In other words: while the m irror sym m etry of% indeed im plies

Figure 1: A n exam ple ofthe non-sym m etric Preisach m ap,which generates sym m etric

m ajor hysteresis loop. Initially the only com ponents of the m ap are two sym m etrically

located pairs ofpositive,delta-shaped peaks,with identicalam plitudes,labeled as (P;Q )

and (P 0
;Q

0)respectively

the experim entally observed sym m etry properties ofhysteresis loops,then the inverse need

notto betrue.Theidea thatthePreisach distribution hasto besym m etric ispresentin the

literature since alm ost 50 years [2]. Itseem s so obvious thatnobody evercared to prove it

form ally.Forexam ple,M ayergoyz (1986)wrote in [3]

... itcan be easily proved that� (�;�)= � (� �;� �)

howeverhe didn’tpresentthe proof(M ayergoyz’s� isour%).

H ints for possible asym m etry Let us try to prove it now by reduction ad absurdum .

Assum e that we have a nonsym m etric distribution and let’s see whether it necessarily has

to generate the non-sym m etric hysteresis loop. The distribution is non-sym m etric,ifthere

exists at least one point
�

H
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in its support, such that the condition %
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is violated. But if this indeed is the case, then the integrals (2) and (3)



phys.stat.sol. { 3 {

rem ain unchanged,since a single pointisa zero-m easure seton a Preisach plane!Aswe can

see,itisim possible to prove the wellknown claim .O ne could argue thatour�nding hasno

physicalm eaning,since such kind ofasym m etry cannotbe detected in any realexperim ent

and,consequently,it should be regarded only as a m athem aticaltoy. Eventually we m ight

m odify the originalclaim to read:the Preisach distribution is sym m etric alm osteverywhere

on a Preisach plane. However, we are not going to stop at this point and shallpresent

a well-founded,physicalcounterexam ple.

Figure 2: Stacked hysteresisloopsgenerated by non-sym m etric Preisach distribution pre-

sented in Fig.1 forvariousam plitudesoftheexciting �eld [� H ;+ H ].Forsm allam plitudes

there isa nullresponse (hence the loop issym m etric),in the interm ediate regim e the loop

becom es asym m etric and exhibits the so called exchange bias e�ect,while the m ajorloop

(lowest) issym m etric again

D erivation ofthe m ain result O urcounterexam ple usesfourD irac’sdelta functionsas

the sole com ponentsofa Preisach distribution. Thisisnotcom pletely crazy idea,since the

delta peaks are the only m athem aticalentities able to reproduce wellknown Barkhausen

jum ps.Thosejum psappearsom etim esvery stableagainstrepeated m agnetization reversals.

Thesam eistrueforthedom ain structures[4,5].Theotheradvantageisthatthesingle-point

support ofa delta function is no longer a zero-m esure set for integrals (2) and (3).W e are

not originalintroducing delta functions into Preisach m odel(see Pescetti[6]1989),so our

derivation cannotbe viewed only asa m athem aticalcuriosity.

Consider Fig.1. Initially the Preisach distribution consists oftwo delta peaks ofequal

am plitudes,located atpointslabeled asP and Q ,and theirsym m etricalim agesP
0
and Q

0
,

respectively. Such a distribution gives rise,ofcourse,to sym m etricalhysteresis loops. But

now we destroy theinitialsym m etry by m oving pointsQ ! Q
00
and P

0
! P

00
,asindicated

by arrows. Having done so,we can observe (Fig.2) thatthe m ajor hysteresis loop,as well

as som e m inor loops,rem ain sym m etric,although their overallshape has changed. There

are also som e m inorloops,which are asym m etric now,im itating the so called exchange bias

e�ect.

Itisalso possible to rearrange the fourinitialdelta peaksdi�erently,in such a way asto

preservethesym m etry ofallm inorloopswith turning pointsofequalm agnitudes.Thiscan

beachieved by rotating thepairs(P;Q )and (P
0
;Q

0
)around pointsP and Q

0
respectively by

the sam e angle ’. Letinitialy P = (H 0;� H 2),Q = (H 0;� H 1),with d = jH 1 � H 2j. After

rotation,thejum pson thelowerbranch ofthehysteresisloop ccurat�elds:H 0,H 0 + dsin’,

H 1 and H 1 + dcos’ (in increasing order). Upper branch jum ps (in decreasing order) are

located at:� H 0,� H 0 � dsin’,� H 2 + dcos’ and � H 2.O necan easily see,thatin allcases
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H
jum p

lb
= � H

jum p

ub
,what proves that allthe relevant sym m etry properties ofthe hysteresis

loopsare indeed preserved.

C om m ents O ur construction strongly suggests that the true (asym m etric) Preisach dis-

tribution m ay be a conform alim age ofsom e ‘ideal’, i.e. sym m etric m ap. It is worth to

note,however,that conform alm apping ofthe Preisach triangle onto itself,ifapplicable at

all,cannotbearbitrary.O rdinary Euclidean transform ations,i.e.translationsand rotations,

are useless (shifted distribution fails to describe exchange biased loops,see [7]). It rem ains

unclear,whethertheasym m etry ofthePreisach distribution alone would beable to describe

correctly the recently reported [8]hysteresisloopsexhibiting negative rem anence.

C onclusions W ehaveshown that,contrary tothecom m on belief,thePreisach distribution

need not to be sym m etric. This seem s to rem ove the apparent disagreem ent between the

distributionsrecovered from experim entaldata on oneoftheclassicalways[9,10,11](which

im plicitly assum e the existence ofsym m etry questioned here,som etim es even including the

postulated particular shape of the m ap to be reconstructed) with those obtained by the

recently introduced FO RC (FirstO rderReversalCurves)[12,13]diagram stechnique,which

revealstheasym m etry quiteoften;see[14,15,16]and especially im pressive�gurespresented

by Robb,Novotny and Rikvold [17].

Theconstruction ofFO RC diagram sim plicitly suppressesthereversiblepartofthePreisach

m ap,i.e.the one located on the line H " = H #.In ouropinion,itisthe com bination ofboth

techniques,whatshould constitute thecom plete toolforphysical,asopposed to purely phe-

nom enological,characterization ofm agnetic system sand theirinternalinteractions.
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