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1 Introduction

In the past several years, m any im portant Innovations in nanotechnology
were m ade. Today it becom es possble to m ake nanosize m agnetic particles,
and developm ent ofhigh storage-density m agnetic device is desired. T hough
dipole Interaction plays the main role in these m agnetic particle system s,
there is little system atic study of dipolar system s 'EJ].

Luttingerand T isza (LT ) discussed the ground states ofthree-dim ensional
dipole cubic lJattices in their pioneering w ork g]. They assumed 2 symm etry
that ground states are constructed by the translationsofthe dipoleson 2 2
2 cubic unit, and exam ined is dipole con gurations. In addition, since the
dipole interaction energy is a quadratic form , even though dipole m om ent
has O 3) symmetry, it is su cient to consider only eight arrays for each
com ponent of them om ent. W e de ne eight arraysby

Appyp 0= ( L>ETEYERL 6bb Ll L = 0;1): @)
Here by ;b ;b, are indices for a djpole con guration, and an array ;1% ;1)
represents a comer of the unit cube. An eight-din ensional vector A corre—
soondsto X ,Y , or Z depending on its com ponent ofm om ents. In F ig. -'14',

we show the eight basic arrays. For the sin ple cubic (SC) lattice, Luttinger
and T isza predicted the colum nar antiferrom agnetic state,

aX g11 + bY 101 + Z 1105 @+ P+ d=1); 2)

has the lowest energy. For the body centered cubic BCC) lattice, lowest
energy states predicted by LT are tabulated in Tab]e@'.

2 Resuls

In order to exam Ine the lowest energy states predicted by LT , we sin ulate
dipolar system s on the SC lattice and the BCC lattice at low tem peratures.
The Ham iltonian for system size L is given by
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Fig.1l. The eight basic arrays.

Table 1. Lowest energy states are tabulated below . T he states of lattice points
(lp.) and body centers (b .c.) are com m utative. T he condition, A+ P+ E=1,is
satis ed for the rst line, and others satisfy the condition, a?+ ¥ =1.

Atlp.bc) Atbe.(p.)

aX 101 + bY 110 + cZ o011 bX 110 + €Y 011 + @Z 101
aX 101 + bZ 101 BX 101 + aZ 101
aY 110 + bX 110 bY 110 + aX 110
aZo11 + bY o011 bZ 011 + aY¥ o11

W eam ployed heatbath m ethod forM onte C arlo spin update, and Ewald sum —
m ation m ethod §4,3] is used fr counting Iong range dipolar interaction.A s
expected, forthe SC and BCC ofL = 2 lattice system s, dipole con gurations
produced by sin ulations well agree w ith the prediction by LT . The dipole
con gurations are consistent w ith the low est energy state described in :_(.’Z) for
the SC of L 4 lattices. O n the other hand, for the BCC of L 4 lattices,
the stable dipok con guration that we obtained are di erent from the states
in Tabk i, which is shown Fig.4 (). The dipolke con guration in Figs2 o)
is characterized by stacked dipole layers in which all dipols align in the
sam e direction. Such stacked dipole layer con gurations can be constructed
from LT ’s predicted state, although ferrom agnetic layer is single J'g.EZ @),
but not doubl as In Fig. :_Z(b ). W e calculate the zero tem perature intemal
energy as a function of thickness of ferrom agnetic layer to check our result
of M C simulation. The results are shown in Table '@: At lrast till L. = 8,
the intemalenergy becom es low er as the thickness of ferrom agnetic layer in—
creases. Furthem ore the valuies of these intemal energies are low er than that
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Fig.2. Stable states for the body centered cubic lattice. (@) A stable state which
is consistent w ith LT ’s predicted ground states. (o) A stable state obtained by M C
sinulation which is not consistent w ith the states in Table {i.

Table 2. The zero tem perature intemal energy dependence on thickness of ferro—
m agnetic layer.

Thicknessof FM layer L=2 L=4 L=6 L=238

1 —7.94368 —7.94368 —7.94368 —7.94368
2 | 816968 | -8.16968
3 | | 823896 |

4 | | | -827087

of LT calculated.Thism eansthat one cannot assume 2 symm etry to dipole
system son the BCC lattice.

W esetup asinpli edm odelto obtain an Intuitive understanding ofstable
states of dipolar system s at low tem peratures. In som e cases, consideration
oflow dim ensional system provides Insights into physics ofthe system .Sowe
start looking at tw o-din ensional system s.

T ypicalground states ofthe square lattice and triangular system s are de—
picted in Fig.d. In order to investigate the stable state at low tem peratures,
w e sin plify them odelas follow s:we treat the system as Interacting ferrom ag—
netic dipole chain system , and ferrom agnetic chain can take only two values
(rightw ard or keftward as in Fjg.:::’) . Then, Ham iltonian becom es

X
H = £fris) 157 (= 1) 4)
i6 3
that is, the m odel is m apped to a one-dim ensional Ising chain with long—
range interaction f (r). W e estin ate f (r) by num erical calculation w ith L=2
cut o . At the zero tem perature intemal energy of the square lattice and
the trangular lattice was calculated for several ferrom agnetic dipole chain
con gurations. For the square lattice, antiferrom agnetic state is the m ost
stable, w hereas for the triangular lattice, antiparallel tw o ferrom agnetic do—
m ains structure is the m ost stable. This di erence com es from the shape of
f (r), that is, £ (r) for square lattice is positive and m onotonically decreas—
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Fig.3. (@) A typicaldipole con guration in the ground state on the square lattice.
() A typicaldipole con guration in the ground state on the triangular lattice.
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Fig.4. @) A typicaldipole con guration in the ground state on the SC lattice. (b)
A typicaldipole con guration in the ground state on the BCC lattice.

ing function. For the triangular lattice, on the other hand, except for nearest
neighbor, f (r) ispositive and its absolute valie decreasesm onotonically. T hat
is to say, ordering in the sam e direction gains energy in short range, while
ordering in opposite direction gains energy in long range; as a consequence,
ferrom agnetic dom ains structure is realized at low tem peratures.

Since the sin pli ed m odel succeeded In explaining dipole con gurations
on two-din ensional lattices at low tem peratures, we extend the m odel to
three-din ensional system s. In Fig.4, we show typical ground states for the
SC lattice and the BCC lattice. If one notes dipok con guration on the
gray sheet ism erely reversed con guration on the white sheet, it is natural
to apply the sam e tactics which is em ployed In the two-din ensional system
to the three-din ensional system s: there are m agnetic sheets interacting each
other, and a m agnetic sheet can take only two ¥a]ues as like Ising variable.
Then, we obtain sinpli ed Ham iltonian, H = .léjf (ry3) 1 y:Again, the
m odelism apped to a one-din ensionalIsing chain w ith long-range interaction.
In Fig., we show the results of the SC Jattice and the BCC lattice. The
result of the SC lattice supports the one of LT . On the other hand, the
result of the BCC Iattice is not consistent w ith the LT resul, but w ith our
results ofM C simulation. It is notable that ferrom agnetic dom ains structure
is stable for the BCC lattice, even though interaction f (r) is positive. W e
also exam ined L = 64 chain m odel, and we con m ed the four ferrom agnetic
dom ains structure is the m ost stable.
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Fig.5. (@) The intemal energy at each site (layer) of the SC lattice L = 16).
The intemalenergy per site isEry = 02437, Ear = 02437, and Eyp = 0:1907
for ferrom agnetic dipole con guration, antiferrom agnetic dipole con guration, and
m agnetic dom ain dipole con guration respectively. (o) T he intermalenergy at each
site (layer) of the BCC lattice (L = 16). The Intemal energy per site isErny =
39016, Ear = 0:1488,and Eyp = 04508 for each dipole con guration.

3 Summary

To summ arize, we showed \antiferrom agnetic structure" is stable for the
square lattice and the SC lattice as LT predicted. O n the other hand, for
the triangular lattice and the BCC lattice, m agnetic dom ain structure is sta—
ble. T heoretical approach which assum es 2 symm etry fails in the triangular
Jattice and the BCC lattice. For future works, exam ination of the face cen—
tered cubic lattice and estin ation of critical tem peratures and exponents for
several lattices are rem ained.
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