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Abstract. The m agnetic arrangem ent in the vicinity of the interface between a ferrom agnet and an anti-
ferrom agnet is investigated, in particular its dependence on the exchange couplings and the tem perature.
Applying a H eisenberg m odel, both sc(001) and foc(001) lattices are considered and solved by amean eld
approxim ation.D epending on the param eter values a variety of di erent m agnetic con gurations em erge.
U sually the subsystem with the lJarger ordering tem perature Induces a m agnetic order into the other one
(m agnetic proxin ity e ect).W ith Increasing tem perature a reorientation ofthe m agnetic sublattices is ob-
tained. For coupled sc(001) system sboth FM and AFM In s are disturbed from their collinear m agnetic
order, hence exhibit a sin ilar behavior. This sym m etry is absent for £c(001) In s which, under certain
circum stances, m ay exhbit two di erent critical tem peratures. Analytical results are derived for sinple
bilayer system s.

PACS. 7510 G eneraltheory and m odels of m agnetic ordering { 7525+ z Spin arrangem ents In m ag—

netically ordered m aterials { 75.70 -4 M agnetic properties of thin In s, surfaces, and interfaces

1 Introduction

M agnetic reordering in the viciniy of an interface has for
a long tin e attracted the interest of researchers. In fact,
when tw o m agnetically ordered system sare in atom ic con—
tact wih each other, it is quite natural to expect that
In the vichity of the interface a novelm agnetic arrange—
m ent, di erent from the buk one, will set in. T his phe—
nom enon is usually referred to as the m agnetic proxin iy
e ect M PE).To thebest ofourknow ledge thise ectwas

rst investigated to treat a ferrom agnet in contact w ith a
param agnet [1]. Since then a vast literature on the sub-
“ct has been published, of which we m ention just a few
exam ples [1].

T he interest n theM PE has revived lately in relation
to the exchangebiase ect [[]. It occurswhen a thin ferro—
magnetic FM ) In is deposited on an antiferrom agnetic
AFM ) material, resulting In a shift of the hysteresis loop
from its nomm al (symm etric) position. If the AFM has a
com pensated interface (‘inplane AFM /), ie., if the num -
ber of bonds between parallel and antiparallel spin pairs
across the interface is the sam e, the AFM often assum es
an alm ost orthogonalm agnetization w ith respect to the
FM m agnetic direction, while the spoins of the AFM in-—
terface layer adopt a canted con guration. T hism agnetic
arrangem ent ofthe AFM isusually called spin— op-phase,
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In analogy to an AFM system in an extemal m agnetic

eld []. The occurrence of the exchange bias e ect is, in
m ost lkelihhood, related to a certain am ount of interface
disorder ].

W hen considering coupled FM -AFM system swe real-
ized that results for fully ordered structures are scarce.
In previous studies the FM In is usually treated as a
system with uniform layers, ie., the spins w ithin a given
FM Jayer rem ain strictly parallel to each other 1,000, 0].
W hereas di erent m agnetization directions for di erent
FM layers are considered, each layer rotates solidly. W e
stress that in the case of a com pensated FM -AFM inter—
facean M PE m ay be present also for the FM layers close
to the Interface. T hus the m agnetic structure of each FM
layer is represented, in perfect analogy to the AFM Jayers,
by two interpenetrating sublattices w ith di erent m agne-
tization directions. T he consideration of a nonuniform in—
tralayerm agnetic structure n the FM subsystem leads to
new features, which in tum are strongly dependent on the
underlying lattice sym m etry.

Results conceming the spin reorientation of uillm ag—
netic layershavebeen obtained previously forvariousm ag—
netic system s but, to the best of our know ledge, caused
by m agnetic anisotropies [,0,]. It is in portant to stress
that although we also incorporate anisotropy, the spin ro—
tation in ordered FM -AFM In s ismainly caused by the
isotropic exchange Interactions. M oreover, these system s
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Topview —sketch of the (@) decoupled (Tt = 0) and () coupled Jine > 0) sc(001) bilayer system .A single FM layer
(dark arrows) and a single AFM layer (grey arrow s) is assum ed, with two sublattices per layer. T he angles

rM and arm

quantify the deviations from the undisturbed m agnetic arrangem ent shown in @).

exhbit a rotation of the m agnetic sublhttices, and not a
net spin reordentation of the fiill Jayers. T hese properties
constitute an essentialdi erence of the present treatm ent
w ith respect to previous studies.

In order to derive a num ber of general results, whilke
keeping the analysis as straightforw ard aspossble, we ex—
am ne at st the m agnetic arrangem ent of a perfectly
ordered bilayer consisting ofa single FM Jlayer that is cou—
pld to a single AFM layer.Using a mean eld approxi-
m ation, this particular structure yields results which can
be w ritten in an analytical form . In addition, we present a
num ber of results form ore realistic system shaving thicker
FM andAFM Ins.In particular,we Investigate thee ect
of the interface coupling on the characteristics and m ag—
nitude of the M PE at zero and nie tem peratures. O £
soecialconcem is w hether, and to which degree, m agnetic
order is induced by the subsystem w ith the higher (pare)
ordering (Neel or Curie) tem perature into the one w ith
the lower ordering tem perature. The resulting m agnetic
arrangem ents for various cases of the bilayer system , for

In swith severalatom ic Jayers, and for the corresponding
ordering tem peratures are determ ined. In fact, we show
that, depending on the lattice structure, the proxim iy
e ect is not always present, and that under certain cir-
cum stances two di erent critical tem peratures can occur.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Section llwe de—
ne our physicalm odel. Tn Section [l the m agnetic prop—

erties of the bilayer system at zero tem perature are dis—
cussed, which exhibits already a num ber of general fea-
tures. Results obtained or nie tem peratures are pre—
sented in Section M. Thicker Ins with several FM and
AFM layers are considered in Section M. C onclusions are
drawn in the last Section.

2 Theory

To m odel the m agnetic arrangem ent and ordering tem —
peratures ofa coupled FM -AFM system weusean XY Z—
H eisenberg H am iltonian w ith localized quantum spins S;
and spin number S,

1X

2
hi;ji

H = JiyS: §+DHSY §+Dysy § @

W e take Into account the isotropic exchange interaction
Ji5 between spins located on nearest-neighbor lattice sites
iand j.In addition in-plane easy-axisexchange anisotropies
D and D, are considered, which ©r a particular layer
are directed either along the x— or along the y-direction.
N ote that for two-din ensional (2D ) m agnets a long-range
m agnetic order at nie tem peratures exists only in pres—
ence of such anisotropies 7). A perfectly ordered layered
structure in the xy-plane is assum ed, consisting ofan FM
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In wih nry lyersand an AFM  In wih napy layers.
Each layer is represented by two Interpenetrating sublat—
tices, applying otherw ise periodic lateral boundary condi-
tions. T he lattice symm etry, which is assum ed to be the
sam e forboth FM and AFM Im s, is characterized by the
num bers of nearest neighbors z; and z; within a Jayerand
betw een ad poent layers, regoectively. T he latter value also
refers to the num ber of bonds w ith which an FM spin is
coupled across the interface to neighboring spins in the
AFM layer.In this study the sc(001) and foc (001) Iattices
are taken as representative and extrem al exam ples corre—
soonding to z; 1 and z; = 4, respectively, and zg = 4
for both symm etries [i1]. A s willbecom e apparent in the
next Sections, the m agnetic properties of these two types
of coupled FM -AFM  Im s di erm arkedly.

The FM and AFM subsystem s are characterized by
the exchange couplings Jry > 0 and Jarm < 0, and by
the usually m uch weaker exchange anisotropiesDry > 0O
along the x-axisand D ary < 0 along the y-axis.D ue to
shape anisotropy the m agnetizations of both subsystem s
are con ned to the In plane, besides this dem agnetizing
e ect the m agnetic dipole interaction is not considered
explicitely 2], Furthem ore, the FM and AFM Insare
coupled across the interface by the interlayer exchange
coupling Jipt, where we consider Jye > 0 wihout loss
of generality, and D y,+ = 0. The (unperturbed) ground
state for a sn all interface coupling Jine ! 0 is de ned
by a mutually perpendicular arrangem ent of the FM and
AFM m agnetic directions. The choice of the anisotropy
easy axes support this perpendicular m agnetic arrange—
ment. A net m agnetic binding resuls only if the spins of
at least one ofthe subsystem s are allow ed to deviate from
the unperturbed state.H ence, them agneticm om ents can—
not be represented by Ising-lke spins.

In this study we apply a single-spin mean eld approx—
Ination M FA).W ithin this m ethod the site-dependent
m agnetizations hS;i = M ;(T) with components M [ (T)
andM { (T') are calulated, yielding them agnitudesM ; (T) =
M ;(T)jand in-planeanglestan ;(T)= M (T)M ' (T).
Furthem ore, the ordering tem peratures are detem ined.
For decoupled m onolayers (Jpnt = 0, npy = Narm = 1)
the bare Curie tem perature T ofthe FM and the analo—
gous N eel tem perature T ofthe AFM are given by

0 S+ 1)

3 zo Jrm + DEm ) ;

0 S+ 1)

2
3 @)

Zo Jarm * Darwm Ji
where the Bolzm ann constant kg is set equal to unity.
For thicker In s the ordering tem perature is determ ined
by the largest eigenvalue of a particular m atrix. W e w ill
Investigate the M PE for a num ber of di erent cases, ie.,
w hether and to which degree a m agnetic order propagates
from the subsystem wih the larger bare ordering tem —
perature into the other one. T he corresponding m agnetic
structure is characterized by the m agnetization vectors
M ;(T).Asmentioned, at rst we will consider the par-
ticularly sin ple bilayer system gy = nNarpm = 1) which
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Fig. 2. Equilbrium angles () QFM of the AFM layer and
©) EM oftheFM layer as finctions of the interlayer exchange

coupling Jine oran sc(001) bilayerat T = 0.Thedi erentplots
correspond to di erent AFM exchange couplings Jarm .Jrm 1S
the exchange in the FM layer, and zp and z; the num bers of
nearest neighbors w ithin a layer and between ad-pcent layers.

allow s to draw a number of general results and analytical
expressions. Later on we take into account coupled FM —
AFM systam s with thicker Ins. Since the explicit con—
sideration of anisotropies is not decisive w thin M FA , for
sin plicity we include them into the exchange couplings:
Jrm +* Dem ! Jpm and Jaem + Darm ! Jarm .Forthe
soin quantum numberweuse S = 1 throughout.

3 B ibyers: Zero tem perature
3.1 sc(001) { biayer

For this lattice type koth the FM and AFM layers are
disturbed from their ground state, thus also the FM layer
Yin erizes’ and exhibits a noncollinearm agnetization.T he
undisturbed m agnetic arrangem ent of an sc(001) bilayer
is depicted In Figurellla. For Jine > 0 both FM and AFM
layersassum e a canted m agnetic arrangem ent, as sketched
in Figurclb.The canting angles gy and arm represent
the deviations from the decoupled bilayer.
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Fig. 3.
arrangem ent. The FM Jlayer rem ains collinear.

T he energy of such an arrangem ent is given by

Es©oy ( FM 7 arM) =
Zp Zo .
> Jru COS@ Fu ) > Varm JCOS@ arm)

23 Jint COS( =2 FM 3)

AFM ) ¢

D i erentiation ofE sc(OOl)( FM 7 AFM )Wlth qu3ectto FM
and arpm Yieldsthe conditions for the equilbrium angles
0 0

F @A apy s

Zo Parm Jsin @ QFM )

_ 0 0 .
= Z1Jint OS( gy + apm ) ¢

Zo Jpv SN2 SM)=

)

W e em phasize that this behavior refers to a m agnetic ro—

tation of the two sublattices, w ith angles ? and 9,
and not to a net soin reorientation of layer i.

F irst we consider a ry j< Jry - In Figurell the angles

9y and 9., are shown as functions of the interlayer

coupling Ji+ for di erent values of Jary J. T he follow iIng

properties are quite apparent:

{ Fora anall Jary jthe AFM soins quickly tum into
the direction of the FM as Jyt Increases. A parallel
orientation ofthe AFM spinsw ith respect to the FM ,
ie, 2., =90 and 2, = 0, isreached at the par-
ticular strength J j];t of the interlayer coupling, given
by

k 20 2Jru Parm J

J. . = _—: ©)
e z1 Jrm Tarm J

The larger Jarn Jthe larger is the value of J;;t re—
quired to reach that lm it.

Same as Figure ll ©r an f&c(001) bilayer. The angle

(pAFM

(b)

arm quanti es the deviation from the undisturbed AFM

94 Increases and

{ W ih increasing Ji« the FM angle
exhibits a m axinum at
s

ZJFM .
Tarm I

Zo .
Jﬁfx = — Jarm J (6)
Z1 Jrm
assum ing thevalie sh 2 §3%) = Parm FJIpu and co-
incdingwith 2., = 45 .Notice that 2, (Jie) and
9 ou Uine) In generalare not symm etric w ith respect
to I
{ For the lim ting case PJarm J= Jrm , NO M axin um

of 0, is obtained. Instead one has tan@2 2,) =

tan@ .y ) = (@ Jne)=(@2Jrm ) For e ! 1 one
obtains Y, = 9., = 45 .

{ For It < 0 the sam e resuls em erge, if one perform s
the transfom ations 2, ! 9¢ and 9., O -

{ The sc(001) bilayer is characterized by an apparent
symm etry between the FM and AFM Jayers as deter—
mined wihin M FA .ForJry < Farm jthe behaviorof
theFM and AFM layers, In particular the equilbrium
angles 2, and 2., ,becomes interchanged, as can
be seen from the symm etry of equations ) and ).
Ifone exchanges Jpy and Jary jin the preceding de—
duction, Figurella is valid or , and Figurclb for

0y - Thus, Br Jy. > Ji,, antiferrom agnetic order
ofthe FM Jayer on top of the undisturbed AFM layer
sets in. A nother system exhibiting thisbehavior is the

boc (110) bilayer.

32 fcc(001) { bibayer

The foc(001) bilayer is characterized by the fact that for
an undisturbed AFM the sum of the coupling energies to
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Fig.4. Equilbrium angle gFM ofthe AFM layer as function
of the Interlayer exchange Jin+ oran foc(001) bilayerat T = 0.
T he corresponding angle of the FM layer is EM = 0.

a given FM spin vanishes, as can be seen from the undis—
turbed arrangem ent illustrated in Figurela. By setting
up an equation sim ilar to equation M) one can show that

94 = 0, hence in this case the spin structure of the FM
always rem ains strictly collinear. T he resulting m agnetic
structure of a coupled f££c(001) bilayer is shown in Fig—
urelb. Thus, the symm etry between the FM and AFM
subsystem s of the sc(001) bilayer is no longer present for
the f£c(001) one. This is a consequence of the fact that
for the sc(001) bilayer each FM spin couples to a singke
AFM sublattice, while for the f£c(001) interface each FM
sein couples identically to both AFM sublattices.A sim ilar
behavior holds forbcc(001) Im s.

The corresponding energy expression E g.g1) IS ob-—
tained from equation W) by setting gy = 0.D i erenti-
ation with respect to apm yields the equilbrium angle

0 . ofthedisturbed AFM spin arrangem ent,

Z1 Jint

. (7)
220 Jarm J

sjn(gFM)=

which isshown in F igurell as fiinction of Jy,¢ .Forz, Jie >
227y Jaru jone obtains 2., = 90 , ie. the spins of the
AFM layerorderparallelto the FM ones.The case Iyt <
0 is recovered by replacing ¢ ! 0

AFM AFM *

4 B ihyer: Finite tem peratures

W e now tum our attention to the m agnetic arrangem ent
of the coupled FM -AFM bilayer at nite tem peratures.
Like in the previous Section we distinguish between an
sc(001) and an foe(001) sym m etry. Furthemm ore, we treat
thecasesT) < T2, T0 > T?,and T = T? separately.
Letusat urstpresent the ordering tem perature Tc for
a coupled m agnetic bilayerw ith a collinearm agnetization.
Tts tw o Jayers are characterized by the exchange couplings
J1 and J,, which can be of either sign.W ithin M FA one

1.0

0.2}-sc(001) bilayer

" NagmlFew =05
" 1 "
30 R
—— 3. 73,,=030
§ _— ‘]int/‘]FM =0.75]1
T, feeeeert TARMUTL e ‘]int/‘]FM =1.60
—~ 20 |
= .
= sc(001) bilayer
L
ot 19,3y, = 0.5
£ 10 .
o4
1 — 1
0.0 0.75 1.0
0
T/ TC
Fig. 5. (@) M agnetizations M ; (T) and () equilbrium an-

gles E (T) for an sc(001) bilayer as functions of the tem pera-
ture T for di erent values of the interlayer exchange coupling
Jint . The AFM exchange is chosen to be Jarmv FIenw = 035,
hence TY < T¢. The tem perature is given in units of the
bare Curie tem perature TC? ofthe FM m onolayer. At the sub—
Jattice reorientation tem perature Tr (Jint) TNO one obtains

dem @) ! 9 and 9, () ! O.
obtains
S+ 1)
c = - — Zo (J1 + J2)
q
+z2 (J1 0202+ 4 (21 Jne)? ®)

Except for the cases that will be m entioned below, Tc

of the coupled bilayer is always larger than the largest
bare ordering tem perature (I or T?) of the decoupld
m onolayers, regardless of the relative m agniude ofJ; and
J,, and of the sign of Jy. For unequal layers (J; € Jy)
and a sn all coupling Jir one obtains an Increase of T¢

given approxin ately by

S+ 1) (21 Tne)?
T in 4 .
¢ Tint) 3 TR )

From the denom inator of equation W) one observes that
the increase of T foran FM bilayer (J;;J, > 0) willbe
larger than the one for a corresponding FM -AFM bilayer
Jp, > 0,J, < 0).W ithin M FA the results for e < 0
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are Identicalto the corresponding ones for Jiye > 0, ifthe
signsof 2, T)and 2., (T) are adapted appropriately.

4.1 sc(001) { biayer

a)T) < T? .FortheAFM couplingwe choose Yaryu FJrum
= 05. 1 Figurell we display the m agnetizationsM gy (T)
and M arym (T), and the corresponding equilbrium angles

94 M)and 2., (T),asfunctions ofthe tem perature T .
D i erent valuesofthe interlayer coupling Ji,+ > 0 areused
as indicated. At low tem peratures both subsystem s de—
viate from the undisturbed m agnetic arrangem ent. W ih
increasing tem perature the equilbrium angle Y, (T) of
the FM layer decreases, whereas (., (I') of the AFM
layer increases. Approaching the sublattice reorientation
tem perature Ty , given in plicitly by the relation

Z1 IJint Jrm MFZM (Tr ) Faryu JM AZFM (Tr )

= 220Jrm Parm M rm TrR) M arm Tr) (10)
the AFM spins tum into the direction of the FM spins,
and one obtains Y, @) ! 0, J,, @) ! 90 .Thus,
for T > Tgr the AFM Jayer adopts ferrom agnetic order.
M arm (T) exhbits a sharp kink at Tr , whereasM gy (T)
show s no particular features. The FM -AFM bilayer be—
com es param agnetic above the ordering tem perature Tc
given by equation ).

b) T2 > T?. Here the strength of the AFM coupling
is stronger than the FM one. W e adopt Jarm FIrm =
2 for com parison wih the previous case. Then the re—
sults or T) > T are fully symmetric with the ones
derived for T¢ < TJ shown in Figure W, if one inter—
changes M py (T) $ Maru T), gy @) S Zpy @),
and TI? S TcO .Thusnew guresare not required.N otice
that for T > Tr the FM Jayer assum es an antiferrom ag—
netic structure. This nding dem onstrates the symm etry
ofthe FM and AFM layers of the sc(001) lattice w ithin
M FA , which also holds for nite tem peratures.

c) ) = T?.For the particular case Jary = Jru the
angkes 2, (T)and ., (T)are ndependent of the tem —
perature and are given by tan@2 2, ) = tan@ $.,) =
(z1 Jint)=(zo Jrm ). The magnetizations M py (T) and
M arm (T) are identical and vanish at the ordering tem —
perature, cf. equation W),

S+ 1) q

¢ = ——=— ZoJru

3 1+ £, ¢

11)

42 fcc(001) { bilayer

A s mentioned in Section M, the behavior of the fc(001)
bilayer system isnot symm etric, which also holds for nite
tem peratures. Several cases have to be distinguished, for
this purpose we de ne the crossover interhyer coupling

q

Zo

Jine = 7 23arm J Parm J Jru 12)
1

1.0 T
0.2|]
0.4
0.8 L
E
E 0 6 -
S0 u(T)
E oaf ]
z \
= \
0.2} fcc(001) bilayer v
" [ apmlFey = 0.5 \\}
0.0t——1t—r '
T T ,I T T T T ]
so (®) —55 -
— 3= 02
= JidIen= 04| 1
Q _
=,
E -
< _
o
= -
fcc(001) bilayer
a9y =05
1 " 1
0.0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.0
0
T/ Tc
Fig. 6. (a) M agnetizationsM ; (T ) and () AFM equilbrium

angles gFM (T) ofan foc(001) bilayer as functions of the tem -
perature T =TCO for di erent values of Jine . The AFM exchange
is put equalto Jarm FIrv = 0:35, hence Tlf < TCO.The FM
anglk is SM (T)= 0.

a) T) < T .This case is sin ilar to the analogous sc(001)
one. H ow ever, unlke that system , for the foc(001) bilayer
the spins In the FM Jlayer rem ain always collinear, ie.,

94 (@)= 0.W ith increasing tem perature the equilbbrium
angle gFM (T) oftheAFM layer ncreasesand approaches
90 for the tem perature Tr given by

23 Iint M ru Tr) = 220 Parm JM arn Tr) : 13)

For T > Tg the AFM goins remain in a ferrom agnetic
structure up to the ordering tem perature given by equa-—
tion ). T hisbehavior is depicted in F iqurell Hrdi erent
values of Ji¢ . N otdce that due to the larger number z; of
Interlayer bonds the In uence of the interlayer coupling
for the foc(001) bilayer is m ore pronounced as com pared
to the sc(001) system .

b) T > T and Jpne > J;,.. In e ect this case is sin i
lar to the preceding one, ie., w th increasing tem perature
the AFM spins rotate into the direction ofthe FM . How —
ever, although the FM exchange is weaker than the AFM
exchange In this case, due to the strong interlayer cou—
pling the FM layer dom inates the behavior of the AFM ,
and results in an ordering tem perature, cf. equation W),
even larger than T . The lack of a sin flarm echanisn for
the AFM layer em phasizes the asym m etry ofthe two sub—
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Fig. 7. Same as Figure M for Jmt=Jrm = 1125 and

Parm Frv = 125, henoeTI\? > TCO.

system s. Resuls are illustrated in Figure ll ©or di erent
values of Tyt .

o) TY > T2 and Jipne < Jy,, - The asymm etric behavior of
the FM and AFM Jlayers for the foc(001) bilayer becom es
even stronger. A s before, the FM layer rem ains collinear.
However, in this case the disturbance of the AFM layer
and the angke ., (T) decrease with increasing tem per-
ature, as shown in Figurell ©rdi erent values of Jyne . At
the critical (Curie) tem perature T, > T2, given by

SES+ 1) Z1 Jint )?
_ ( ZOJFM+ (1 mt) ;

; . (14)
¢ 3 220 Tarm J

the FM layer becom es param agnetic, although in prin—
ciple coupled to a still ordered AFM layer. H ow ever, no
m agnetization is nduced in the FM for T > T., sihce
or ., (T)= 0the couplingsofan FM spin across the
Interface to the two AFM sublattices cancel exactly, and
since the scalar product of the Interlayer exchange cou—
pling, cf. equation W), vanishes for perpendicularly ori-
ented FM and AFM layers.TheAFM layerbecom esdisor-
dered at Tc = T, thus the bilayer ordering tem perature
is not given by equation ). Evidently, in this case the
Interlayer exchange coupling Ji,+ is not strong enough to
allow the FM Jayer to dom nate the AFM , like in the pre—
vious case. Hence, the coupled m agnetic system has two
critical tem peratures. T his behavior is present as long as

1.0 T :
L =04|
0.8+ (@) =0.8(
E |
z
< 0.6 ]
E -
E o04b .
z |
= 02 fcc(001) bilayer
a3y = 2.0
1
15 T T T T T T T T
(b) — JindIe =04 |
L — Jin I = 0-8
g 10+ T~ fcc(001) bilayer
= el 3y = 2.0
= -
=
o % -
S
o |
TNl
I 1 N I
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0
T/T.
Fig. 8. Same as Figure Ml ©r Jun: as indicated, and

Varv FIrv = 2.{),henoeTNO > TC0 .For these system s two dif-
ferent critical tem peratures T and T§ for the FM and AFM
layers, respectively, are obtained.For T ! T. the AFM spins
relax to the undisturbed AFM arrangem ent.

T. is smaller than T .Equating T, = T yields the re-
lation for the crossover interlayer coupling J;, given by
equation ).

5 Thicker Film s

In this Section we will present a number of resuls for
coupled FM -AFM system s, where the ndividualFM and
AFM Im s are thicker than just a m onolayer. Evidently,
them agnetizationsM gy ; (T ) and M ary 1 (T ), and the sub—
lattice canting angles 2, ;(T) and 2., ;(T) willdepend
on the layer i. The deviation from the undisturoed m ag—
netic arrangem ent, cf. Figuresllla and s, is expected to
be particularly pronounced for the layers close to the in—
terface, whereas w ill vanish rapidly with ncreasing dis—
tance from the interface. h Figurell the equilbrium an-
glks are shown for an sc(001) lattice symmetry at T = 0
as function of the AFM Im thickness.For the FM Im

one and two layers are considered. T he angles S, par-
ticularly those close to the Interface, saturate within two
AFM Jayers, while thicker AFM Imn s exhibi a weak os—
cillatory behavior of decreasing am plitude which cannot
be cbserved on the scale ofthe gure.An altemating sign
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Fig. 9. Equilbrium angles 2 of layers i close to the interface

ofan sc(001) FM -AFM In as function oftheAFM Im thick-
nessnarm atT = 0.Forthecouplingsweassum e Jinc=Jry = 4
and VUarm FIrv = 05, and for the FM thickness npy = 1
(solid lines) and nrm = 2 (dashed lines). Shown are f of the
FM interface layer (fullcircles), the AFM interface layer (open
circles), and the subsequent two AFM layers (open squaresand
diam onds) .

of ., ;iscbtained Horneighboring AFM layers.For dis-
tances from the interface lJarger than approxin ately three
layers the AFM rem ains virtually undisturbed. A corre—
soonding behavior is obtained by varying the FM Im
thickness. Sin ilar resuls have been reported for instance
n 2.

M oreover, we also investigate sc(001) FM -AFM sys—
tem s with thicker AFM Ins at nite tem peratures. A s
for the bilayer, and also forthicker Insand forT) < 77,
the AFM spins exhbit a rotation of the sublattice m ag—
netization. W ith increasing tem perature they tum into
the direction ofthe FM In and becom e collinear above
the sublattice reorientation tem perature Tg , cf. F igurcl¥,
The AFM magnetic arrangem ent for T > Ty representsa
Yayered AFM structure’ consisting of ferrom agnetic layers
w ith an alternating ordentation for neigboring layers.A 11
AFM layers becom e collinear at the sam e tem perature,
the variation of ., ;(T) is the steeper the larger the
distance of layer i from the interface.A sin ilar behavior
is also obtained for FM Imn s thicker than a m onolayer.
In addition, or T > T the behaviors of the FM and
AFM subsystem s are interchanged. T hus, the m entioned
symmetry between FM and AFM Ims for the sc(001)
symm etry, as calculated w ithin M FA, is also present for
thicker Ims.

T he discussion ofthe corresponding behavioroffcc(001)
FM-AFM Ims requires som e Introductory rem arks. Un—
lke FM Ins, and unlke sc(001l) AFM Ins, as calcu—
lated wihin M FA the Neeltem perature Ty arm ) 0fan
foc(001) AFM In with an Inplane AFM order and w ith
nearest neighbor exchange interactions only does not in—
crease w ith Increasing thicknessnary .M erely, a constant
Ty arm ) 9iven by the one ofthem onolayer ary = 1)
resuls.C onsequently, the sam em agnetizationsM ; (T ), In—

1.0

N T T T T T
(@) sc(001) film
0.8+ -
E
E
L 0.6
=
E o04f Men=1 .
T n =2
s AFM
0.2 3/ =16 i
I‘]AFMV‘]FM
1
50 T T T I T T T T T
(b) ! sc(001) film |
D 40l I n. =14
2 I FM
— I Naem =2
E 30 ! l = N
\'/5 // | Jim/JFM =16
0 : _ ]
OSL?Li Purns (M /,// [ 9 apmlFey = 05
20 B
E _
oe’E 10 i
| L |
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0 0.8 1.0 1.2
T/ Tc
Fig.10. (a) M agnetizations M ; (T) and () equilbrum an-—
gles 2 (T) or an sc(001) FM -AFM In as functions of the

tenperatureT:TcO .Weusenry = landnarm = 2, M Oreover,
Jint=Jrm = 1% and Parm FIrv = 0:35. For convenience, for
the second AFM layer we show gFMZ(T).

dependent of the Individual layer i, are obtained. Hence,
the expression forthe ordering tem perature, cf.equation m,
isnotvald foran f£oc(001) AFM bilayer.T he reason isthat
forsuch a system w ith a collinearm agnetization each layer
is virtually decoupled from the rest. Only in the case of
noncollinearm agnetic order, as is present eg. close to the
FM -AFM interface, a net coupling between neighboring
AFM layers resuls.

Keeping these features n m ind we now discuss the
nite-tem perature propertiesofan FM -AFM system w ith
an foc(001) symm etry and or nary > 1.As for the bi-
layer,allFM spins rem ain strictly collinear for all tem per—
atures. In F igureM the m agnetizationsM ; (T ) and angles
ECI) forFM-AFM Inswihnary = 2 and narm = 3
close to their critical tem peratures T¢ is presented. The
FM In thicknessnyy = 1 and the coupling constantsare
the sam e for both cases and are chosen In such a way that
T) > T2 .Thecasenarm = 2 correspondsto the situation
shown in Figurell. The FM layer becom es param agnetic
above the critical tem perature T. in the presence of a
still ordered AFM  In . Thus, two critical tem peratures
can occur also for thicker FM -AFM  Ins. The m agne-
tizations M ; (T ) of the two AFM layers are identical to
each other over the whole tem perature range and vanish
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Fig.11. M agnetizationsM ; (T ) and equilbrium angles f (T)
for f£c(001) FM -AFM  In s as functions of the tem perature
T=TC0 .W e have assum ed a singke FM layer, Jint=Jru = 066,
and Jarm FIrv = 125. @) referstonarw = 2, ©) and (c) to
narv = 3.Forthe second AFM Jlayer gFM 5 (T) is depicted.

atT? arm = 1), cf. F igure®a. I contrast, the equilio—
riim anglkes 9., ;(T) aredi erent orboth AFM layers,
and approach §.,;T)! 0HrT ! T. (ot shown).
Forthe applied coupling constants thisbehavior changes

drastically if three AFM layers are considered. A Ithough
stil T? < T2, the FM layer now dom inates and causes
a sin ilar behavior as shown in Figurell ©ran FM AFM
bilayer w ith a strong interlayer coupling. A s can be seen
from Figure W, the angles J.,;(T) of the AFM lay—
ers Increase w ith increasing tem perature.The AFM spins
eventually becom e collinear w ith respect to the FM , w ith

an altemating m agnetic orientation for neighboring AFM
layers. In contrast to the sc(001) In shown in Fiqure @,
the sublattice reorientation tem perature Ty ;; isnow layer
dependent and Increases as the distance ofthe layer i from
the interface becom es larger. M oreover, as long as the
AFM layersm aintain a noncollinear structure, them agne—
tizationsM ; (T ) are identical and independent ofthe layer
index.Only for temperatures T > Tg,;; theM ;(T) dier
from each other, and vanish together w ith the m agnetiza—
tion ofthe FM In at the comm on ordering tem perature
Tc ofthe totalFM -AFM systam , cf. F igure Ml .

The di erent behavior of the AFM m agnetizations in
coupled sc(001) and f£c(001) FM -AFM  In s can be un—
derstood as follow s. For the form er sym m etry the m ag—
netic structures of allFM and AFM Jlayers are disturbed
for T 0, and becom e collinear at the sam e tem pera—
ture.On the other hand, for foc(001) In sthe FM layers
always rem ain collinear ( 2, ;(T') = 0).Consider the sit-
uation depicted in Figures@b c. If, eg., the spins of the
AFM interface layer AFM 1) tum into the direction ofthe
FM , the remaining AFM layers virtually experience an
ordered FM In with an Increased thickness. A s before,
the ram aining AFM Jayers can m aintain a noncollinear
m agnetic arrangem ent, and there is no need for all lay-
ers to becom e sim ultaneously collinear. In addition, we
notethattheAFM In sabove the sublattice reordentation
tem peratures exhibit, forboth AFM thicknesses shown in
Figure®®, 3 collinear structure. N evertheless they behave
di erently since ornapy = 2, Figure M3, the m agnetic
structure refers to an ‘n-plane AFM ' for T > T., and
ornapy = 3and T > Ty, Figure @b ¢, to a Tayered
AFM structure’. In the latter case the AFM m agnetiza-
tions M ; (T ) are layer dependent, and the corresponding
ordering tem perature dependson the AFM In thickness.

6 Conclusion

In this study we Investigated how the m agnetic structure
rearranges in the vicinity ofthe interface between a ferro—
m agnet and an antiferrom agnet. Thin In system s wih
sc(001) and foc (001) sym m etries have been solved forboth
zero and nite tem peratures w ithin the fram ework of a
mean eld approxin ation.A variety ofcon gurationswas
obtained, and the underlying physics has been discussed.
In contrast w ith previous work 1,00 ,1], these properties
arem ainly determ ined by the isotropic exchange Interac—
tions. T he consideration of a particularly sin ple bilayer
system , and the application ofan M FA at nie tem pera-
tures, allow sus to derive analytical expressions for various
quantities. T hese serve as estin ates of the m agnetic be-
havior form ore realistic coupled FM -AFM system shaving
thicker FM and AFM Ims.

W e em phasize the di erent behaviorofthe sc(001) and
foc (001) lattice sym m etries. In particular, a canting ofthe
sublattice m agnetizations ofboth FM and AFM Jlayers is
obtained for the fom er case, whereas for the latter only
the AFM layer is disturbed. M oreover, if the bare Curie
tem perature T? oftheFM In islargerthan thebareN eel
tem perature T ofthe AFM In,the AFM spinsbecom e
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collinear w ith respect to the FM system above the sub-
Jattice reordentation tem perature Tr forboth investigated
symm etries.ForT > Tg theAFM Im assumesa Tayered
AFM structure’. For an sc(001) lattice this reordentation
happens sim ultaneously for all layers at the sam e tem —
perature.For T > T? a corresponding behavior w ith an
Interchanged role oftheFM and AFM Im s results, which
within M FA is perfectly symm etric to the case T < T0.
In contrast, such a symm etry between FM and AFM is
not present for the foc(001) lattice. M erely, the FM spins
alwaysrem ain strictly collinear.The di erent AFM layers
tum into the direction of the FM at di erent sublattice
reorientation tem peratures.

M oreover, the possbility of two critical tem peratures
is pointed out, as derived for foc(001) FM -AFM  bilay-
ers or T2 > T? and Jye < Jy.. In this case the FM

In becom es param agnetic at tem peratures T, where the
AFM In is still m agnetically ordered. T he presence of
two di erent T¢ ’s in m agnetic system s iswell known, for
Instance, fortwo coupled sem iin nite ferrom agnets. Sin i+
larly, ifam agnetic In w ih a strong exchange interaction
is deposited on a buk ferrom agnet, two di erent ordering
tem peraturesm ay exist I4]. In contrast, to ourknow ledge
tw o critical tem peratures for coupled m agnetic In swith

nie thicknesses have not been reported previously.

However, the existence of two T s is expected to be
fragile. In fact, an alldeviations from the foc(001) symm e
try, for exam ple in presence of disorder near the interface,
could destroy the lower one. The reason is that in this
case the couplings of the two AFM sublattices across the
Interface do not cancel exactly, and a m agnetization will
be induced in theFM forT > T, .In general, wenote that
In realFM -AFM interfaces disorder is alw ays present, like
step, vacancies, interdi usion, etc. In this case the lateral
periodicity of the m agnetic structure as sketched in Fig—
ureslllo and b w ill vanish w ith increasing degree of disor-
der. T he presented resuls are obtained for fully ordered
Interfaces and thus w ill serve as starting points to investi-
gate the roke ofdisorderat FM -AFM interfaces.Forexam —
ple, the resulting m agnetic arrangem ent can be a m xture
of the two extrem al cases represented by the sc(001) and
foc (001) stackings.For a strong disorder com pensated and
noncom pensated interfaces can no longer be distinguished
=<].M oreover, asm entioned in the Introduction, the con-
sideration of disorder seem s to be essential to explain the
exchange bias e ect 1].

A snoted in Section ll, we have chosen anisotropy easy
axesoftheFM and AFM In swhich support a perdendic—
ularm agnetic arrangem ent ofboth subsystem s. A nisotro—
piesw ith di erent sym m etries and arbitrary directions of
the easy axes can be considered as well. In that case the
m agnetic structure and the (sublattice) soin rotation will
also depend on the anisotropies. In presence of disorder
the anisotropy easy axes w ill be site-dependent which, if
the anisotropy is su clently strong, can disturb the lat-
eralperiodicity of the m agnetic arrangem ents sketched in
Figuresllb andlb.

In this connection we lke to point out an im portant
di erence w ith our prior work [], which also dealt wih

coupled FM -AFM Im s. T here the m agnetization of the
FM undergoes a full spin reorientation transition (SRT)
as a function of tem perature, ie., the net m agnetization
of each layer changes is direction whereas its m agniude
stays approxim ately constant. To exhibi such an SRT a
signi cant anisotropy in the FM m ust be present, eventu—
ally com peting w ith the interlayer exchange. In contrast,
In the present study both sublattices in every layer ex-—
hiit a m agnetic reorientation, w ith opposite sense of the
rotations. T he directions of the net layer m agnetizations
rem ain constant and do not show an SRT, whereas their
m agnitudes vary considerably. These di erences should
becom e apparent in possble experim entalrealizations,eg.,
w ithin an elem ent-speci ¢ X ray m agnetic linear or circu—
lardichroism XM LD ,XM CD ) m easurem ent =J].W hether
a fullSRT like in ], orwhetherthem agnetic arrangem ent
as described in the present study dom inates, depends on
the actualFM -AFM system under consideration.

Finally, we lke to discuss the in uence of collective
m agnetic excitations (soin waves). A s is well known, for
2D m agnetic systeam s these excitations play a very in por-
tant role, which however are neglected in the M FA used
In this study. It is therefore in portant to apply in proved
m ethods which take into account collective excitations,
for exam ple, w ithin a m any-body G reen’s function theory
GFT) wJl.FM -AFM bilayerand m ultilayer system shave
been Investigated previously by this m ethod, considering
a collinear m agnetization =9]. In =¢] the collective exci-
tations were discussed to be a possble source for the ex—
changebiase ect.TheGF T has recently been generalized
-] to take Into acocount severalnonvanishing com ponents
of the m agnetization, hence allow ing the investigation of
noncollinearm agnetic strucures. To avoid the catastrophe
oftheM em In-W agner-theorem [=0]m agnetic anisotropies
m ust be incorporated explicitly. A nalytical results, which
can bedrawn from them uch sin plerM FA ,m ay not be ob—
tained from such im proved theoreticalapproaches.A Iso, it
hasbeen shown thatM FA yields at least qualitatively cor—
rect results for anisotropic m agnetic thin In s, although
quantitatively it strongly overestin ates the ordering tem —
peratures. P relim nary results calculated with GFT show
that the m ain properties obtained In the present study
are supported. In particular, this is valid for the sublat—
tice m agnetic reorientation, and the distortion ofboth FM
and AFM layers In case of sc(001) FM -AFM Ins.On
the other hand, the exact sym m etry between the FM and
AFM layers for the sc(001) system tums out to be an
artifact of the M FA . The reason is that the spin wave
dispersion relations foran FM and an AFM di er qualita—
tively, as do the respective ordering tem peratures even for
the sam e strengths of the exchange couplings. H ow ever,
M FA incorrectly yields the sam e ordering tem peratures.
Further investigations using GFT are underw ay.
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