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M agnetic and m agnetostrictive hysteresis loops of TbC o/C oFe m ultilayers under eld applied
along the hard m agnetization axis are studied using vectorialm agnetization m easurem ents, optical
de ectom etry and m agneto opticalK errm icroscopy. Even a very sm allangle m isalignm ent betw een
hard axis and m agnetic eld direction is shown to drastically change the shape of m agnetization
and m agnetostrictive torsion hysteresis loops. Two kinds of m agnetic dom ains are revealed during
the m agnetization: big regions w ith opposite rotation of spontaneous m agnetization vector and
spontaneous m agnetic dom ains which appear In a narrow eld interval and provide an inversion of
this rotation.

W e show that the details of the hysteresis loops of our exchange-coupled In s can be described
using the classical m odel of hom ogeneous m agnetization rotation of single uniaxial In s and the
con guration of observed dom ains. T he understanding of these features is crucial for applications
(for M EM S or m icroactuators) which bene t from the greatly enhanced sensitivity near the point
ofm agnetic saturation at the transverse applied eld.

PACS numbers: 75.60.d; 75.70 —; 75.80 .+ g; 85854 J

I. NTRODUCTION

should be used for the description of their properties.

Spontaneous m icroscopic m agnetostrictive deform a-—
tions of a m agnetically ordered m aterial can be trans—
form ed into its m acroscopic deform ation by a m odi ca—
tion of itsm agnetization structure whose energy ism uch
Iower than the energy of an equivalent elastic deform a—
tion. M aterials developing this property are thus very
attractive for actuator and sensor devices such as m i-
crorobots, m icrom otors etcij:],i"_i]. The m ain advantages
of m agnetostrictive m aterials over piezoelectric or elec—
trostrictive m aterials is the capability of rem ote address—
ing and controlling by an externalm agnetic eld w ithout
direct electrical contacts.

O ne of the key problem s for practical applications of
m icrosystem s isto reduce them agneticdriving eld. The
idea proposed by Q uandt B], EZJ:] w as to com bine the giant
m agnetostrictive properties of rare earth transition m etal
based alloys (Terfenol like alloys : TbFe or TbCo) and
the high m agnetization and soft properties of transition
metalalloys (such asCoFe) In multilayer In s. In order
to achieve this goalthe layers should be strongly coupled.
N evertheless, even In this case it is not a priori clear
w hetherthem agnetic param etersw illbe a sin ple average
ofthose ofeach individual layer ora m ore com plex m odel

Recent work i_E;] has shown that the well known m ag—
netic instability of uniaxial m agnetic m aterials in the
vicinity oftheir saturation point under them agnetic eld
applied along the hard m agnetization axis can be used to
Increase the sensitivity of m icro electrom echanical sys—
tems M EM S) based on TbFe/Fe multilayers. This ef-
fect is som etin es presented as a soin reordentation phase
transition at the critical eld equalto the anisotropy eld
as was Introduced in f§]. At the sam e tin e the cbserved
deform ation ofglassplatesw ith TbFe/Fem ultilayers de—
posited on them In the desired m agnetic eld appeared
to be m uch m ore com plex than expected. So, for further
technical applications a better understanding of back—
ground m echanism s is necessary.

In this article w e provide a detailed experin entalstudy
of m agneto-elastic and m agnetization behavior of mul-
tilayers w ith giant m agnetostriction and com bine them
w ith observations of m agnetic dom ains under the sam e
conditions using the m agneto-optical Kerr e ect. The
m easurem ents are com pared wih a model taking into
acoount the coherent m agnetization rotation under the
applied eld of arbitrary direction and the role of the
m agnetic dom ains. W e have selected for the dem onstra-
tion our results obtained on TbC o/C oFem ulilayersw ith
very low saturation eld H g,¢ 50 0e @ kA/m). Our
experin ents on TbFe/CoFe m ultilayers give practically
dentical resuls.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510568v1
mailto:jay@univ-brest.fr

II. EXPERIM ENTAL DETA ILS

M agnetic multilayers were grown onto rectangular
Coming glass substrates (22 5 016 mnt) from
CoFe and TbCom osaic 4 Inch targets using a Z550 Ley—
bold RF sputtering equipm ent w ith a rotary table tech—
nigue. B ase pressure prior to sputtering w as better than
4 107 mbar. TbCo and CoFe were deposited aler-
natively to get a (TbCo/CoFe);g mulilayer. TbCo was
deposited using 150 W att RF power and argon gas pres—
sure of 5 103 mbar. The deposition conditions for
CoFe are 200 W att RF power and argon gas pressure of
1 102 mbar. Samples were deposited under a static

eld of 3000e (24 kA /m ) applied along the long side
ofthe substrate to favoran uniaxialm agnetic anisotropy.
No annealing treatm ent was applied after deposition.
The sam ple studied in this paper is: f£[Tbsys C0gge 160
A /[C04gs Fesgs 150A Qg 10. The chem ical com position
was determ ined on separately prepared m onolayer sam —
ples (TbCoand CoFe) using a X Ray F luorescence equip—
m ent. T he deposition rates were calbrated using Tencor
pro lom eter on separate single layers. A s usual or this
type of m aterial C oFe is polycrystalline while TbCo is
am orphous as proved by M ossbauer spectroscopy tj].

T he hysteresis loops were m easured using a vibrating
sam plem agnetom eter (VSM ) that wasm odi ed in order
to record the evolution of both longitudinal and trans—
verse com ponents of the sam ple m agnetization. For this
purpose two sets of detection coils either parallel to the
applied eld (longitudinalcom ponentM 1, ) or perpendic—
ularto the applied eld (transverse com ponentM ) were
used. The vectorialm easurem ents give direct inform a—
tion about the direction of the m agnetization rotation
crucial for the m agnetoelastic behavior of the sam pl.
The orientation ofthe m agnetic eld relatively to the
hard m agnetization axis of the sam ple was varied by the
rotation of the m agnetom eter head. Figure :].' presents a
schem atic diagram of the experim ent.

T he m agnetostrictive deform ation of the sam pleswas

m easured by laser de ectom etry,detecting the exion ¢
and torsion  anglesat the free end ofthe plate. The de—

ection of the laser beam is detected using a two din en—
sional position sensitive diode (P SD ). T he ordentation of
the principal axes of PSD relatively to the ordentations
ofthe laserbeam displacem ent due to torsion and exion
wascarefully adjusted. The nitialangls ¢ and ,when
there isno applied eld and them agnetization is oriented
along the easy axis, are taken as zero. T he ordentation
ofthe applied eld was varied by rotation of the electro—
m agnet independently of the opticalde ectom eter.

T he stresses In the m agnetostrictive In produce cur-
vature of the sam ple with radiusR seen at tsend as a
de ection from the iniial horizontalplane, ¢ = L=R,
where L, is the "free" sam ple length. This exion anglk

f,measured with eld applied either parallel or perpen—
dicular to the sam pl length, is used to detemm ine the
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FIG.1: Geometry of the experim ents: (upper panel) M ag-

neticm easurem ent; (lowerpanel) M easurem ents ofm agnetoe—

Jastic deformm ations ( exion and torsion). Shown dow nwards
exion is de ned as negative.
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The k and ? indexes refer to the directions of ap—
plied eld: parallelorperpendicularto the sam ple length,
which In our case coincides w ith the m agnetic easy axis
ofthe Ims (see gqure 1:) . isthem agnetostriction coef-

cient ofthe In, tg is the substrate thickness, tr is the

In thickness, where tg tr. E5, Ef and 4, £, are,
regpectively, the Young m odulus and P oisson ratio ofthe
substrate (s) and ofthe In (f).

For Coming glass substratesEg = 60 GPa and ¢ =
027. UnPrtunately the elastic param eters of the Im
cannot be accurately determ ined and all techniques of
m agnetostriction m easurem entsofthin In sprovideonly
b ?,wih known only approxin atively.

Tt is in portant to note that the equation above is valid
only when the maxinum vertical sample de ection is
very snall : L %, that is ful lled In our experi-
ment. In this condition the total curvature of the sam -
plke R is an integral of Iocal defom ations and depends
neither on its shape nor on its inhom ogeneity. In this



case, one can easily consider our real situation, where
the principal axis of the curvature Wwhich corresponds
to the direction of sam ple m agnetization) deviates from
the sam pl axis. The sam pl has, thus, both exion
and torsion. In order to evaluate them , one can im ag—
ne a smallnarrow rectangl cut from a cylindrical sur-
face of radius R at an anglke ’ from is axis. The rota-—
tion of the nom alto the surface from one to the other
end of the rectangle is , = L=R sih’ . Its com ponent
In the direction of the sam pl axis is the exion anglk
fg= p,sin’ = L=R sin?’ , and is transversal com po—
nent is the torsion angle = , cos’ = IL=R sin2’.

W hen large sam ple deform ations are required forappli-
cation, the above conditions are not fiill lled and a much
m ore com plicated theory has to be used, see fg],[_l-gl]. In
general, the elastic properties of thin plates are describbed
by non-linear equations [_i]_:]

A nother point to outline is that the correct de nition
of the positive and negative exion angle is in portant
or the determ ination of the signs of b # and The

exion is positive when the sam ple tums towards ’Ellle
surface covered by them agnetostrictive In (seeFig.d).
A llourm easurem entsw ith TbC o/C oFe and TbFe/C oFe

In s give negative values orb  corresponding to posi
tive (elongation ofthem aterialalong the applied eld)
as reported in the literature also orbulk TbFe and TbC o
sam ples .

Domain observations were performed using the

m agneto-optical Iongitudinal Kerr e ect M OKE m i-
Croscopy [_Iz_i]) . The m icroscope is of the split-path type,
with an incidence angle 0of 25 . The lnses, wih a low
num erical aperture (  0:1), allow for wide eld inag-
Ing ofthe Inclined sam ple w ith good polarisation quality.
The ob gctive lens is tted with a rotatable wave plate
( =20) Pllowed by a rotatable analyser, for optin alcon—
trast adjistm ent. The light source is a m ercury lamp
w ith a passband lteraround = 546nm .A sestofcoils
provides eld in the 3 directions. T he incidence plane is
parallel to the vertical side of all the Im ages of dom ains
presented here.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The m easurem ents of b 2 of our m ultilayers are pre—
sented in Figure :_ﬁ The fact that under the eld ap-
plied along the easy direction ¢ rem ainsaln ost constant
(zero) proves the good alignm ent ofthe eld.

W e found a negative value of b # 7MPa. One
should note that we have obtained an actuation eld as
Iow as500e (4 kA /m ) that givesa eld sensitivity m uch
higher that reported by Betz for sin ilar sam ple com po—
sttions and thicknesses [13]. Our owerb # is related to
a lower value of C urie tem perature of our sam ples which
should be close enough to the room tem perature in order
to achieve m axin alm agnetoelastic susceptibbility.

The exion ¢ #H ) cycle does not evolve much when
the angle between the hard axis and the externalm ag—
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FIG.2: Flexion cyclks Por the eld applied parallelH  and
perpendicular H, to the easy axis. Upper panel: experi-
mental results. Lower panel: calculated torsion cycls for
tw o cases: strongly coupled m agnetizations ofm agnetic layers
A1z 2K 2t2,H sat = 2K 2= (M 1t1), and m oderate exchange
beUﬂeean aHsz A1z = 4K2t2,Hsat 4:0K2t2= oM 1t1)

netic eld isvaried a few degrees around zero. C ontrar-
iky, the torsional angle loop +#H ) evolves considerably
In a quite unexpected way as shown on gure 3 Not
only the am plitude but also the shape of the torsional
cycle change signi cantly when  is varied around zero.
T he characteristic "butter y"-lke guresat sm allangles
( = 1 ;nFig.J) wasalready und in sin ilar sam -
pls In [_lé] and the question of their explanation was
open. Having in m ind a sin ple m onotonic m agnetiza—
tion rotation, one would expect a sin ple sihusoidal form
c®) sin H =Hgat), so that the realcom plicated shape
Indicates a m ore com plex m agnetization process.

O ur system atic study ofthe angular dependence show s
that the cycles are antisym m etric around = 0 (com —
pare, orexam ple, two frames in F ig. :_3 corresponding to

= +12 and 12): when changes sign, allthe g-
ure ¢ #H ) isre ected around the horizontalaxis. O n each
branch of + H ) corresponding to Increasing or decreasing

eld wide local extrem a are separated by a sharp asym —
m etric peak of opposie direction. It should be noted
that the larger is, the sharper are the central peaks.
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FIG . 3: Experinental torsion cycles for various angles

between hard axis and applied eld direction.

W hen the eld is close to the hard axis ( = 0) the
observed 3 torsion oscillations practically disappear. A
an all rem aining irregular signal can be explained by a
an all digpersion of the ordentation ofthe anisotropy axis
throughout the sam ple that w ill be discussed fiirther.

A more transparent interpretation of the m agnetiza-
tion processes behind the observed com plicated m agne—
tostrictive loops behaviour can be obtained from mea—
surem ents of tw o com ponents of the m agnetization. F ig—
ure :ff presents the longitudinal (ordinary) M # ) and
transverse m agnetization M ¢ # ) loops obtained for dif-
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FIG. 4: E xperim ental longitudmnal M 1) and transverse

M 7 ) m agnetization loops for various angles between hard

axis and applied eld direction.

The Iongiudinal m agnetization at = 0 has nearly
no hysteresis as usual for the hard axis m agnetization.
At non—zero  som e hysteresis appears. W e will show
below that the corresponding sn all coercive eld is fully
determm ined by the m agnetization rotation, the coercive

eld of dom ain wallm otion (corresponding to the eld

w here the back and forth branches of the hysteresis loop
m erge) being higher.

The hysteresis of M 1 H ) ismuch more visble. The
transverse loops are antisymm etric around = 0 in a
m anner sin ilar to the torsional cycles: for positive
when m agnetic eld is decreased the transverse m agne-
tization M ¢ increases rst and abruptly changes from
positive to negative, whereas for negative , Mt 1rst
decreases and abruptly changes the sign in opposite di-
rection. It show s clearly that the m onotonic m agnetiza-—
tion rotation, started from saturation, interruptsat som e
m om ent after the eld Inversion, and m agnetization s
relatively to the hard axis in order to be closer to the
m agnetic eld again. Then it continues to tum toward
H , now In the opposite direction. T he abrupt m agnetic
Inversion corresponds to the sharp peak on +H ) (see
Fig. d).

W e now explain the details of the m agnetization rota-
tion detected by the vectorialm easurem ents of M 1 H )
and M @) Prthecase = 12 Fig. 4, see also the
nset F ig. i11) using the schem atic diagram of F iy. 5—(@) .
This behavior was rst described by Stoner and W ohl-
farth [15].

Letus start from the strong eldH > H gk which isap—
plied aln ost perpendicularly to the easy axisand is large
enough to approach the ongitudinalm agnetization satu-
rmtion:M; +MgandM; 0 (ointA InFig.5-@)).
W hen the eld starts to decrease, m agnetization, evi-
dently, rotates tow ard the closest easy direction. M 1 H )
decreases and M ¢ H ) Increases continuously as can be
s<en Fig. :ff, = 12 ). ForH = 0 the m agnetization is
aligned along the easy axis and M ¢ +Ms (oint B).
W hen the eld is reversed, at some mom ent (ot C)
com petition between Zeem an energy and the energy of
the uniaxialm agnetic anisotropy causes an abrupt m ag—
netization swich to the opposite easy direction (point
D ) which becom es now closer to the eld direction M 1
changes sign). This switch is clearly visble on M 1 # )
whileM 1, # ) only shows a am all discontinuity which is
even notvisbke for =7 (seeFi. :ﬁf.) A fter this transi
tion them agnetization continuesto rotate, now in the op-—
posite direction, till the negative saturation: M 1, Mg
and M ¢ 0 again (point E).The retum m agnetization
branch is sin ilar but i passes "by the other side" w ith
Mt Mg atH = 0 (from E to F and further).

In order to describe our m ultilayer system m ore pre—
cisely we consider CoFe and TbCo layers as two inter-
acting m agnetization vectors, M'; and M',. W e reduce
the total energy (per surface unit) to three term s only:
Zeem an energy of the CoFe layers, uniaxial m agnetic
anisotropy of TbCo layers and the interlayer exchange
energy :

oM 1 H cos( 1 ) Koty sin® ( ,)

Ay cos( 1 2) )

E (17 2)=

W e neglect the Zeem an energy of the TbC o layers, be—
cause their m agnetization is much sn aller than that of



FIG.5: Vectorial diagram of the m agnetization rotation
in (TbFe/CoFe) mulilayers. D irection of the applied eld
H (dashed line) is deviated from hard axis by = 12 .
In the gure easy axis is horizontal and hard axis is verti-
cal. (@)Approxin ation by a single m agnetization vector M s
(StonerW ohlfarth). The fan ofthin lines show s the sequence
of the rotation of M’ for eld varying between H  ax = %H K

and Hpa.x wih step H = OdHyx @©Hx = -—2X-).

oM s
(b)A pproxin ation by two coupled m agnetization vectors M ;
and M, corresponding to m agnetization of CoFe and TbCo
layers (exchange between layers A1, = 4K 2ty).T he sequence
of the rotation is represented by canted lines w ith the point
on extemal circle corresponding to M'; and the point on In-—
temal circle corresponding toM', . Here Hp ax = 3Hkx Hx =
%)aﬂd H = 02H x .PointsA B,.F mark character—
istic m om ents of the m agnetization rotation (see text). The
vector position between points D and E superin pose for the
descending and ascending eld.

C oF'e Jayers, and the m agnetic anisotropy energy ofC oFe
layersthat are known asm agnetically very soft. T he ori-
entations of the m agnetization ofboth CoFe Im ; and
TbCo In , aremeasured from the hard axis direction
(see Fig. -'_]:). ty and t, are the total CoFe and TbhCo
thicknesses (b + b = t¢). M agnetostrictive and elastic
energies do not enter to this equation because, in our
isotropic case, they do not depend on the ordentation of
m agnetization and the curvature of the sam ple, due to
balance of these energies that is taken into account in
equation @), rem ains constant. D uring the m agnetiza—
tion rotation considered here, only the ordentation ofthe
curvature changes as it was described above for the ex—

planation of the relation of torsion and exion.

The equilbrium angles ® ) and 2 # ), which cor-
respond to localminima of E ( 1; ,) are num erically
determ ined for successive values of the external eld
H and for its various orientations Once the equi-
Ibrim angl is ound, the longiudinal and transverse
m agnetization are sin ply com puted since they are given
principally by CoFe layers: M = M cos( ; ) and
My = Mjsin(? ). The exion and torsion an-—
gles are de ned by the m agnetostrictive layers TbCo:

£f = maXOOSZ( 2) and = % m ax SN @2 ;) correspond-—
ngly (see the explanations above). Here

6@+ s) L te 2
max — T? !

(sseEq. ).

For su ciently strong exchange between the layers,
A1, & 2K oty, the vectorsM'; and M', tum together, the
"m agnetostrictive" vector M, follow ing the leading con—
trolvectorM’; w ith a delay (see the results ofthe num er—
ical solution BrA;, = 4K ,t, in Fig. B()). This behav-
Jor is very sim ilar to the rotation of a single m agnetiza—
tion vector qualitatively describbed above for the classical
StonerW olfarth m odelofa sin ple uniaxialm agnetic Im
Fig. :_E;(a)) . Both m odels give the characteristic points
A B,...,F wih the abrupt m agnetization inversion from
C toD.IfA, . 2K ,t, thismagnetization jump m ay
disappear (depending on the value of ).

Tt should be noted that CoFe and TbCo m agnetiza—
tions are known to be coupled antiparallel (t_l:j]) . Never-
theless, sihce In ourm odelw e neglect the Zeaem an energy
of the TbCo layers, and since ¢ = yaxcos () and

e = % nax SN (2 ) the m agnetization, torsion and ex-
jon loops are not sensitive to the sign ofA 1, . Taking this
Into account, we have presented the case ofpositive A,
(parallel coupling) for clarity of gure :_E'i

In our experim ental results we do not see any e ect
of the delay between M'; and M, . For example, we re—
produce the U -lke shape of the m easured exion curve

fH ) only PorAiq, K.ty whilk a m oderate A 1, gives
a rem arkably di erent triangular shape Fig. 2: down
panel). So, our practical m ultilayers can be well de—
scribed by the simplest model A1, = 1 ), usually called
the StonerW ohlfarth m odel, where M"; and M, are par-
allel and can be, thus, represented by only one m agneti-
zation vector M, ({L5],[16]):

Esw ()

K sifi()
te

= oM ¢H cos( )
The course of the m agnetization rotation H ) de-

scribed above F ig. §—(a)) was obtained by m inin ization

ofthisenergy forvarying eldbetween H 45 = %H x and
Hm ax -

F igures of sim ulations of m agnetization F ig. :_6) and
m agnetostriction Fig. -’_’2) loops are obtained from this



solution using M ;7 ( ) and ¢, ( 2) given above w ith
and M 1= te=g M 4.
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FIG .6: Longiudinal M 1) and transverse M r ) m agnetiza—
tion loops for various angles between hard axis and applied

eld direction calculated in the fram ew ork ofthem odelofthe
single m agnetization vector.

G eneral features cbserved experin entally are well re—
produced by this sin plem odel. T his isparticularly clear
for hard axis longitudinalm agnetization M H ) ¢ ig. :ff
and F ig. -'_6, = 0). It is linearuntil the saturation as for
the classical case of m onophase sam ples w ith good uni-
axial anisotropy. In this m odel the anisotropy eld H x
w here the extrapolation of the linear part intercepts the
saturation m agnetization is usually introduced. For our

smpleHy = 25— = 222 = 500e @kA/m).
W hen deviates from zero the longiudinal loops

M 1 # ) are no longer linear and open up m ore and m ore
as seen experim entally. T he characteristic "strange" but-
ter y shape of the torsion cycle +# ) is also well repro—
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FIG .7: Torsion cyclsm agnetization loops for various angles
() between hard axis and applied eld djrect;jon correspond-—
ing to the m agnetization loops given in F ig. .

duced by this m odel for angles not too close to zero
w ithout necessity to considerm ore com plex e ectsaswas
suggested in [17]. T he experin entally observed inversion
of the "w ings" for opposite fOllow s naturally from the
m odelas well

W hen H isparallelto the hard axis, tw o possible direc—
tions ofthem agnetization rotation (clockw ise or counter
clockw ise) and tw o corresponding branches of the trans-
verse m agnetization M r H ) (positive and negative arcs)
are equivalent F ig. -'_6, = 0). The corresponding nearly
zero experin ental values orM H ) Fi. :ﬁf, = 0)
suggest that the sam ple is subdivided into m agnetic do—
m ainswhere both opposite possibilities are realized. T he
m agnetization in the dom ains altemates in a way that on
average the total transverse m agnetization com pensates.

Assoon as di ers from zero, one branch is favorable
for the decreasing eld and the opposite for the increas—
Ing eld so that the experimentalM ¢ H ) is no longer
com pensated.

This rem ark is also valid for the torsion angle loops

«®) Figs. d and ). For = 0 the calulated back

and forth loopsare equivalent show ing onem inimum and
onemaxinum . The experim ental  H ) is com pensated
In the ssmeway asM r H ). For experim entalm easure—
mentsat 6 0, a "butter y" loop opensup sin ilarly to
the calculated gures. At this m om ent the third addi-
tional extrem um corresponding to the abrupt m agneti-
zation inversion starts to be clearly visble.

O bviously, the above m odel of coherent rotation (ooth
In the simpli ed case of the sihgle M’y vector and in
the case two vectors M'; and M’',) does predict the ob—
served abrupt m agnetization inversion. N evertheless, in
the experin ent the transition between two m agnetiza—
tion "branches" is not really abrupt: for example, at

= 12 the transition occurs over a eld range of

H 100e (800 A /m ). Ik iswellknown that the abrupt

coherent m agnetization rotation predicted by the Stoner-
W olfarth m odel, at them om ent when the m etastable so—
lution of disappears, can be realized only in sm allsam —
pls. In Jarge sam ples the inversion from the m etastable
to the stable ordentation is realized before reaching the
Instability eld by m eans of the nucleation and m otion
ofm agnetic dom ains. So, in order to understand all de—
tails of the ocbserved phenom ena, one has to understand
the peculiarities of the dom ain form ation and evolution
In this case.

W e have directly observed the dom ains In our experi-
m ental situation by m eans of the longitudinalm agneto—
optical K err e ect. The Kerr in ages cbtained for eld
applied parallel to the easy axis ( = 90 ) are presented
nFig. :_é . The Incidence plane isalso parallelto this axis.
In this geom etry, the ocbserved m agneto-optical contrast
isproportionalto the pro fction of M’ onto the easy axis.
Here, and in all guresbelow, the in age size is 3mm
22mm . Framesa-ci Fig. :_8', show ing successive In ages
obtained in decreasing eld, correspond to the descend-
Ing branch of the m agnetization after the saturation In
the positive eld H > +100e (800 A/m ). At the pos-



FIG .8: M OKE m icroscopy in ages form agnetic eld H casy)
applied along the easy axis follow ing positive saturation. @):

rst appearance of dom ains H casy = 4.1 0e 325A /m), ():
Heasy = 440e 350A/m),(©): Heasy = 480e (380A/m)
T he corresponding m agnetization loop is shown in the lower—
right comer. The m om ents where the K err In ages were opb—
tained are m arked by arrows (from a to c¢).

itive saturation, all the In age is dark (m agnetization is
directed upward) . T he opposite bright spontaneocusm ag—
netic dom ains appear at the sam ple edge w here the stray
eld ism axin al (at the top ofthe in age) only when the
eld reverses and reaches 40e (B20A/m). Frame
(@) corresponds to them om ent afterthe rst appearance
of the dom ains. W hen eld sweep continues, the bright
dom ains grow and expel the dark ones (fram es () and
(©)). The last dark dom ains are seen forH = 51 Oe
(405 A /m ). This observation corresponds well to the
m agnetization loop measured for = 90 (see nset In
Fig.'d) and its rectangular shape is usualwhen the eld
is applied along the easy m agnetic direction. In this case
soontaneous dom ains occur only in a narrow eld range
( 10e (B0A /m)) where they provide them agnetization
nversion. It should be noted that the dom ains continue
to m ove even ifthe eld is kept constant; this them ally
activated m otion gives som e m odi cation of the hystere—
sis Joop w idth as function of the rate of the applied eld
Sweep.
Now we pass from the classical observation of the do—
m an m otion underthe eld applied along the easy axisto
our experin ents on the hard axis m agnetization. In the
In ages below F ig. :_é) the eld is applied horizontally
while the incidence plane is kept in the sam e position
(vertical). T he m agneto-optical contrast is proportional
to the progction of M onto the vertical axis as before.
W e start from the dom ain con guration created dur-
Ing the previous experim ent w ith H k easy axis (seeFJg
:ﬁ) . The initial dom ain con guration shown in Fig. 9.—
a is obtained after the ollow Ing sequence with eld ap—
plied along the easy axis: negative saturation, eld inver-
sontoH = +40e (320 A/m ) (om ation of dom ains),

direction [

FIG.9: M OKE m icroscopy In ages form agnetic eld applied
along thehard direction. (@) H = 0,thedom ains are prepared
by an easy axis m agnetization sequence (see text). Subse—
quent eldsapplied along thehard direction: (o) H harqa =30.6
Oe 2450A /m) , (©) Hphara =442 0e 3540A/m), d)H =0
after saturation at Hparg > 50 Oe (4 kA /m ) along the hard
axis. The sam ple edge is visble at the top of these in ages.

H = 0 (domain structure is frozen in). The shape of
these dom ains does not vary when the m agnetic eld is
applied perpendicular to the easy axis ( = 0 Fig. :_§
b—c). Only the contrast between opposite dom ains dis-
appears progressively corresponding to the m onotonous
rotation ofthem agnetization inside dom ains tow ardsthe

eld. The eld at which the contrast becom es zero cor-
regoonds to the saturation eld of the hard axis m ag—
netization Hgar = 50 Oe (4 kA /m) obtained in VSM
m easurem ents ( g‘ure:ff or = 0).

At the saturation H > H s;t), the In age intensity is
uniform (average between the dark and bright values of
the niialdom ains). Upon the ollow ing reduction ofthe
perpendicular eld below H 4+ the nitialarti cially cre—
ated dom ains never appear again. O nly som e very an all
spontaneous dom ains nuclate at the sam ple edges just
below H gst. They remain imm obilke until the opposite
saturation just as discussed above In the case ofthe "ar-
ti cial" dom ains. T heir contrast reaches a m aximum at
H = 0 Figgd). It is interesting to note that the m a—
pr area of the shown part of the sam ple becam e dark,
ie. them agnetization has chosen nearly everyw here here
the upw ard easy direction. If it would be so in the whol
sam ple, we should have observed the nice large "butter—

es" or +#H ) and arcs ©or M ¢ which we calculated.
T he observed com pensation of these signals m eans that
the nearly hom ogeneousm agnetization shown in F jg:_S’i—d
at one sam ple end does not extend tow ards its other end.

Because of an inhom ogeneity of the ordentation of the
easy axis the di erent parts of the sam ple w ill have op—
posite ordentations of the m agnetization rotation tow ards
the closest easy direction. W e indeed observe a m agnetic
separation boundary in the central part of the sample



Fi. :_1-9') . This boundary has a com plex ne structure
analogous to the structure of the spontaneous dom ains
at the sam plke edges and also rem ains Inm obile under
the hard axis eld. At zero eld ism agneto-opticalcon—
trast is m axin al because the m acrodom ains separated
by i have opposite m agnetization along the easy axis. It
should be noted that this is not a nom al180 dom ain
wall. Theusuall80 dom ain wallisnearly parallelto the
easy axis and m oves across the sam ple by the m agnetic

eld. O n the contrary, the position ofthe m acrodom ains
boundary is xed on the line where the local easy axis
is parallel to the applied eld. M ore precisely, this line
is the solution of the equation ¢ (x;y) = where 4 is
the Iocal orientation ofthe easy axis at point x;y on the
sam ple surface.

Tt is obvious that with a di erent ordentation of the
applied m agnetic eld , this boundary appears at a
di erent position. In order to characterize this e ect
we have plotted the rem anent transverse m agnetization
M M = Mr®H = 0)) as a function of the an—
gl between the hard axis direction and the m agnetic

eld (see Fjg\'}-c_}). For =0, n a hom ogeneous sam ple,
one should cbserve M ;" = Mg sihce both rotation
branches are equivalent, as discussed previously. W hen
departs from zero jM ;" jdecreases and reaches zero

for = 90 when the eld is applied along the easy
axis:

M =Mgsign( ) cos( ):
In the reality, the centralstep at = 0 is sneared ac—

cording to the distrdbution ( X;y) and the correspond—
Ing gradual displacem ent of the boundary between two
oppositem acro-dom ainswith M " = Mg. In ourcase
the experin entalvaluesm atch them odelforj j& 6 7.
T his allow s to quantify the easy axis distribution w ithin
the sam ple: tsm axin um deviation from the averagepo—
sition isabout 6. W hen themagnetic eld is applied
In this interval around the hard axis direction the sam -
pl is divided onto correspondingly proportioned oppo—
site m acro-dom ains, while when j j> 6 the samplk is
monodom ain. In our sam pl the observed structure of
the transverse rem anent m agnetization corresponds to a
gradualm onotonous rotation of the easy axis across the
sam ple. So, one can expect that in a am aller sam ple this
angular range w here the m acro-dom ainsappearwould be
narrower. It is evident, that each m acro-dom ain repre—
sents the solutions orM ¢ H ) and  #H ) shown above
at positive or negative an allvalies of , which have the
sam e am plitude and shape, but change sign from one do—
m ain to another (see central fram es of F igs. :§ and -rj).
So, the total value averaged over both dom ains w ill be
com pensated at 0.

In order to illustrate the "ideal" process of the sam ple
m agnetization at § j> 6 , when the m agnetization rota-
tion is hom ogeneous over the whole sam ple, we present
Kerr in ages obtained at a eld deviatingby 12 from
the hard axis direction F ig. :_1]_;) W e see how , after the
Initial saturation m agnetization in the negative eld, the
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FIG .10: Characterisation of the inhom ogeneity of the sam —
pl m agnetic anisotropy. Left panel : dependance of the
transverse ram anent m agnetization M " of the sam ple on
the eld orfentation . Solid circles represent the experim en—
talm asurem ents and solid line shows M ;" ( ) expected for
an ideal sam ple with a well de ned easy axis. R ight panel:
M OKE in age of the m acrodom ain boundary appeared in a
central part of the sampl at H = 0 after the hard axis sat—
uration. The m agnetization here is vertical: downward in
the left bright m acrodom ain and upward in the right dark
m acrodom ain.

m agnetization inversion starts n a positive eld by nu-
cleation of spontaneousm agnetic dom ains at the sam ple
edge where the stray eld ismaxinum Fig. t_L-]_;—a) . The
m otion ofdom ain wallsextendsovera eld rangeofsome
rsted Fig. 1lb,c) which is considerably largerthan in
the case of the easy axis m agnetization presented above
( 10 Oe= 800 A/m contrary to 10e=80A/m)
but ram ains rather narrow in com parison w ith the over—
allw idth ofthe hysteresis H 4 300e= 2400A /m) as
seen In the hysteresis loops presented in the inset.

Tt is in portant to note here the di erence between the
transverse hysteresis width H 4, the eld at which the
m agnetization vector Ips from one side to the other, ie.
Mt Hg) = 0) and the usual coercive eld H ., where
My H:) = 0). Hg( ) represents the coercive eld of
the dom ain wallm otion reached when the corresponding
force is equilbrated by the di erence of the Zeem an en—
ergy density : Fc My ;M ) = Hyg M, M ). Here
M, , M are magnetizations of dom ains w ith opposite
transversal com ponents.

For 0, Hq becom es as large as the saturation eld
Hk and the dom ains rem ain Inm obile between Hy as
demonstrated In Fig. 4. Hy  He only or large devi-
ation from the hard axis. For su ciently anall the
m agnetization "jim p" on the m agnetization hysteresis
curve M 1, H ) (the short interval of the dom ain m otion)
appears after it crosses the horizontal axis. So, H . has
nothing to do w ith the dom ain wallm otion and does not
correspond to any discontinuity ofthem agnetization pro—
cess. In this case (brexample fr = 12 ,Fig.13),H.
represents the hysteresis of the hom ogeneousm agnetiza-
tion rotation. Obviously or = 0,H .= 0.

Tt is interesting that the coherent m agnetization ro—
tation dom nates the m a pr part of the hysteresis even
for so big sam ples, w here nom ally the m agnetization by



FIG.1l: MOKE m icroscopy in ages for m agnetic eld de—
viating by 12 from the hard axis. (@) H = 105 Oe (845
A/m). ) H = 129 Oe (1030 A/m). (c) H = 146

Oe (1170 A /m ) in sequence after saturation In positive eld.
These points are indicated on the corresponding m easured
m agnetization loop M r H ) (centralpart) shown in the lower—
right panel together w ith the "standard" M H ). The i
lustrated m agn'etjzam'on nversion corresponds to the jump
C ! D imnFi. § realized by m otion of dom ains.

dom ains is considered as the m ost in portant. T hese fea—
tures were already observed in the case of sin ple m ono-
layer In sby Prutton @é] and in spin-valve m ulilayers
t_l-g']. T he m odel of the coherent m agnetization rotation
explains the experin ents so well because, when the pin—
ning of the dom ain walls is su ciently strong, or the
dom ain wallnucleation su ciently di cult, the dom ains
appear and m ove just before the m om ent of the rota—
tional instability. T he resulting behavior does not di er
very much from the calculated abrupt m agnetization in—
version.

Very few investigations of dom ains in m agnetostric-
tive m ultilayers are known. Chopra and co-w orkers l_2(_fli]
showed that In their dem agnetized state individual layer
ofasdeposited TbFe/C oFe are single dom ain due to stray

eld coupling between adpcent layers. Our m easure—
m ents and direct cbservations, on the contrary, show that
all Jayers are connected together by m agnetic exchange
and the m agnetization In the whole stack of the layers
tums asa singlem agnetic vector. T hem agnetic dom ains
which mnevitably appear in our sam ple are the same in
all lJayers (the m agneto-optical contrast is always hom o—
geneous) and the dom ain walls go_through thewhole In.

R ecently Shulland cow orkers R1] studied the in uence
of stress on dom ain wall structure In sin ilar m ultilayers
using them agneto-optic indicator In M O IF') technique
that reveals dom ains by an indirect e ect of their stray

eld. They show that m agnetization reversbly rotates
when stress is applied whereas m agnetization rotation
under eld application is irreversble and inclides wall
motion. Thiswork of Shullet al. is lim ited only to easy

axism agnetization when there is no m agnetostrictive de—
form ation of the sample. W e show that in the practi-
cally in portant geom etry ofthe hard axism agnetization,
when the m agnetostrictive deform ation is m axin al, the
m agnetization rotation is dom inating. O ur observations
via the direct m agneto-optical contrast give a m ore clear
In age of dom ains and the m agnetization distrdbution in—
side them . Studies ofthe in uence ofthe applied stresses
on the dom ain structure and m otion of the dom ain walls
in TbC o/C oFe m ulilayers w illbe published elsew here.

Iv. CONCLUSION

A s result of the system atic angular m easurem ents of
all com ponents of m agnetization and m agnetostrictive
deform ation together with a sim ple m odel, the m agne—
tization process of m agnetostrictive TbC o/C oFe m ulti-
layer has been fully understood. W e have shown that
even In large (centim eter size) sam ples the m a pr part
of the m agnetic hysteresis is related to a coherent m ag—
netization rotation inside dom ains. The coherent m ag—
netic rotation is broken only once when a rather abrupt
m agnetization reversaloccursw ith appearance of soonta—
neous m agnetic dom ains. In addition, we have revealed
the appearance of stationary m acro-dom ains related to
the sam ple Inhom ogeneity: T hey explain the disappear-
ance of the torsion angle loop and transverse m agne—
tization when m agnetic eld is applied along the hard
axis. A amallm isalignm ent of m agnetic eld modi es
noticeably these loops as the ratio of opposie m acro—
dom ains changes. The appearance of the m icro— and
m acro-dom ains in this system and the related e ects
should be taken into account in fiurther developm ent of
technical applications ofthe m agnetostrictive Im s. This
is particularly in portant for the reduction of the lateral
size of the m icro-actuators.
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