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M agnetic and m agnetostrictive hysteresis loops of TbCo/CoFe m ultilayers under �eld applied

along the hard m agnetization axisare studied using vectorialm agnetization m easurem ents,optical

de
ectom etry and m agneto opticalK errm icroscopy.Even a very sm allanglem isalignm entbetween

hard axis and m agnetic �eld direction is shown to drastically change the shape ofm agnetization

and m agnetostrictive torsion hysteresisloops. Two kindsofm agnetic dom ainsare revealed during

the m agnetization: big regions with opposite rotation of spontaneous m agnetization vector and

spontaneousm agnetic dom ainswhich appearin a narrow �eld intervaland provide an inversion of

thisrotation.

W e show thatthe details ofthe hysteresisloops ofourexchange-coupled �lm scan be described

using the classicalm odelofhom ogeneous m agnetization rotation ofsingle uniaxial�lm s and the

con�guration ofobserved dom ains. The understanding ofthese features is crucialfor applications

(for M EM S or m icroactuators) which bene�tfrom the greatly enhanced sensitivity near the point

ofm agnetic saturation atthe transverse applied �eld.

PACS num bers:75.60.-d;75.70.-i;75.80.+ q;85.85.+ j

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Spontaneous m icroscopic m agnetostrictive deform a-

tions ofa m agnetically ordered m aterialcan be trans-

form ed into its m acroscopic deform ation by a m odi�ca-

tion ofitsm agnetization structurewhoseenergy ism uch

lower than the energy ofan 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 otorsetc[1],[2]. The m ain advantages

ofm agnetostrictive m aterials over piezoelectric or elec-

trostrictivem aterialsisthecapability ofrem oteaddress-

ing and controllingby an externalm agnetic�eld without

directelectricalcontacts.

O ne ofthe key problem s for practicalapplications of

m icrosystem sistoreducethem agneticdriving�eld.The

ideaproposed by Q uandt[3],[4]wasto com binethegiant

m agnetostrictivepropertiesofrareearth transition m etal

based alloys (Terfenollike alloys : TbFe or TbCo) and

the high m agnetization and softpropertiesoftransition

m etalalloys(such asCoFe)in m ultilayer�lm s.In order

toachievethisgoalthelayersshould bestronglycoupled.

Nevertheless, even in this case it is not a prioriclear

whetherthem agneticparam eterswillbeasim pleaverage

ofthoseofeach individuallayeroram orecom plexm odel

�Electronic address:jay@ univ-brest.fr

should be used forthe description oftheirproperties.

Recentwork [5]hasshown thatthe wellknown m ag-

netic instability of uniaxial m agnetic m aterials in the

vicinity oftheirsaturation pointunderthem agnetic�eld

applied alongthehard m agnetization axiscan beused to

increase the sensitivity ofm icro electrom echanicalsys-

tem s (M EM S) based on TbFe/Fe m ultilayers. This ef-

fectissom etim espresented asa spin reorientation phase

transition atthecritical�eld equaltotheanisotropy�eld

aswasintroduced in [6].Atthe sam etim e the observed

deform ation ofglassplateswith TbFe/Fem ultilayersde-

posited on them in the desired m agnetic �eld appeared

to bem uch m orecom plex than expected.So,forfurther

technicalapplications a better understanding of back-

ground m echanism sisnecessary.

In thisarticleweprovideadetailed experim entalstudy

ofm agneto-elastic and m agnetization behavior ofm ul-

tilayers with giant m agnetostriction and com bine them

with observations ofm agnetic dom ains under the sam e

conditions using the m agneto-opticalK err e�ect. The

m easurem ents are com pared with a m odeltaking into

account the coherent m agnetization rotation under the

applied �eld ofarbitrary direction and the role ofthe

m agnetic dom ains.W e haveselected forthe dem onstra-

tion ourresultsobtained on TbCo/CoFem ultilayerswith

very low saturation �eld H sat � 50 O e (4 kA/m ). O ur

experim ents on TbFe/CoFe m ultilayers give practically

identicalresults.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510568v1
mailto:jay@univ-brest.fr
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II. EX P ER IM EN TA L D ETA ILS

M agnetic m ultilayers were grown onto rectangular

Corning glass substrates (22 � 5 � 0.16 m m3) from

CoFeand TbCo m osaic4 inch targetsusing a Z550 Ley-

bold RF sputtering equipm entwith a rotary table tech-

nique.Basepressurepriorto sputtering wasbetterthan

4 � 10�7 m bar. TbCo and CoFe were deposited alter-

natively to geta (TbCo/CoFe)10 m ultilayer. TbCo was

deposited using 150 W attRF powerand argon gaspres-

sure of5 � 10�3 m bar. The deposition conditions for

CoFe are 200 W attRF powerand argon gaspressureof

1� 10�2 m bar. Sam ples were deposited under a static

�eld of� 300 O e(24 kA/m )applied along the long side

ofthesubstratetofavoran uniaxialm agneticanisotropy.

No annealing treatm ent was applied after deposition.

The sam ple studied in this paper is: f[Tb34% Co66% ]60
�A/[Co42% Fe58% ]50�Ag � 10. The chem icalcom position

wasdeterm ined on separately prepared m onolayersam -

ples(TbCoand CoFe)usingaX RayFluorescenceequip-

m ent.Thedeposition rateswerecalibrated using Tencor

pro�lom eteron separate single layers. Asusualforthis

type ofm aterialCoFe is polycrystalline while TbCo is

am orphousasproved by M �ossbauerspectroscopy [7].

The hysteresisloopswere m easured using a vibrating

sam plem agnetom eter(VSM )thatwasm odi�ed in order

to record the evolution ofboth longitudinaland trans-

versecom ponentsofthe sam ple m agnetization.Forthis

purpose two setsofdetection coilseitherparallelto the

applied �eld (longitudinalcom ponentM L )orperpendic-

ularto theapplied �eld (transversecom ponentM T )were

used. The vectorialm easurem ents give direct inform a-

tion about the direction ofthe m agnetization rotation

crucialfor the m agnetoelastic behavior of the sam ple.

The orientation � ofthe m agnetic �eld relatively to the

hard m agnetization axisofthesam plewasvaried by the

rotation ofthe m agnetom eterhead. Figure 1 presentsa

schem aticdiagram ofthe experim ent.

The m agnetostrictive deform ation ofthe sam pleswas

m easured by laserde
ectom etry,detecting the 
exion �f
and torsion �t anglesatthefreeend oftheplate.Thede-


ection ofthelaserbeam isdetected using a two dim en-

sionalposition sensitivediode(PSD).Theorientation of

the principalaxes ofPSD relatively to the orientations

ofthelaserbeam displacem entdueto torsion and 
exion

wascarefullyadjusted.Theinitialangles�f and �t,when

thereisnoapplied �eld and them agnetization isoriented

along theeasy axis,aretaken aszero.Theorientation �

oftheapplied �eld wasvaried by rotation oftheelectro-

m agnetindependently ofthe opticalde
ectom eter.

Thestressesin the m agnetostrictive�lm producecur-

vature ofthe sam ple with radiusR seen atits end asa

de
ection from the initialhorizontalplane,�f = L=R,

where L isthe "free" sam ple length. This
exion angle

�f,m easured with �eld applied eitherparallelorperpen-

dicular to the sam ple length,is used to determ ine the
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FIG .1: G eom etry ofthe experim ents: (upper panel) M ag-

neticm easurem ent;(lowerpanel)M easurem entsofm agnetoe-

lastic deform ations (
exion and torsion). Shown downwards


exion isde�ned asnegative.

m agnetoelasticcoupling coe�cient

b

;2 = �

2

3

E f

1+ �f
�

by the theory ofLacheisserieand Peuzin [8]:

b

;2 = b(H k)� b(H? )atH k and H ? > H sat with

b(H i)=
E s

6(1+ �s)

�f(H i)t
2

s

L tf
(i= k;? ) (1)

The k and ? indexes refer to the directions of ap-

plied �eld:parallelorperpendiculartothesam plelength,

which in ourcase coincideswith the m agnetic easy axis

ofthe�lm s(see�gure1).� isthem agnetostriction coef-

�cientofthe �lm ,ts isthe substrate thickness,tf isthe

�lm thickness,where ts � tf. E s,E f and �s,�f,are,

respectively,theYoung m odulusand Poisson ratioofthe

substrate(s)and ofthe �lm (f).

For Corning glass substrates E s = 60 G Pa and �s =

0:27. Unfortunately the elastic param eters ofthe �lm

cannot be accurately determ ined and alltechniques of

m agnetostrictionm easurem entsofthin �lm sprovideonly

b
;2,with � known only approxim atively.

Itisim portantto notethattheequation aboveisvalid

only when the m axim um vertical sam ple de
ection is

very sm all: L� � ts, that is ful�lled in our experi-

m ent. In this condition the totalcurvature ofthe sam -

ple R is an integraloflocaldeform ations and depends

neither on its shape nor on its inhom ogeneity. In this
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case,one can easily consider our realsituation, where

the principalaxis ofthe curvature (which corresponds

to the direction ofsam ple m agnetization)deviatesfrom

the sam ple axis. The sam ple has, thus, both 
exion

and torsion. In order to evaluate them ,one can im ag-

ine a sm allnarrow rectangle cutfrom a cylindricalsur-

face ofradiusR atan angle ’ from its axis. The rota-

tion ofthe norm alto the surface from one to the other

end ofthe rectangle is �n = L=R sin’. Its com ponent

in the direction ofthe sam ple axis is the 
exion angle

�f = �n sin’ = L=R sin2 ’,and itstransversalcom po-

nentisthe torsion angle�t = �n cos’ = 1

2
L=R sin2’.

W hen largesam pledeform ationsarerequiredforappli-

cation,theaboveconditionsarenotful�lled and a m uch

m ore com plicated theory hasto be used,see [9],[10]. In

general,theelasticpropertiesofthin platesaredescribed

by non-linearequations[11].

Anotherpointto outline isthatthe correctde�nition

ofthe positive and negative 
exion angle is im portant

for the determ ination ofthe signs ofb
;2 and �. The


exion is positive when the sam ple turns towards the

surfacecovered by them agnetostrictive�lm (seeFig.1).

Allourm easurem entswith TbCo/CoFeand TbFe/CoFe

�lm sgivenegativevaluesforb
;2 corresponding to posi-

tive� (elongation ofthem aterialalong theapplied �eld)

asreported in theliteraturealsoforbulk TbFeand TbCo

sam ples.

Dom ain observations were perform ed using the

m agneto-optical longitudinal K err e�ect (M O K E m i-

croscopy [12]).The m icroscopeisofthe split-path type,

with an incidence angle of25�. The lenses,with a low

num ericalaperture (� 0:1), allow for wide �eld im ag-

ing oftheinclined sam plewith good polarisation quality.

The objective lens is �tted with a rotatable wave plate

(�=20)followed by a rotatableanalyser,foroptim alcon-

trast adjustm ent. The light source is a m ercury lam p

with apass-band �lteraround � = 546nm .A setofcoils

provides�eld in the 3 directions.The incidence plane is

parallelto the verticalside ofallthe im agesofdom ains

presented here.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

The m easurem ents ofb
;2 ofour m ultilayers are pre-

sented in Figure 2. The fact that under the �eld ap-

plied alongtheeasy direction �f rem ainsalm ostconstant

(zero)provesthe good alignm entofthe �eld.

W e found a negative value ofb
;2 � � 7 M Pa. O ne

should note thatwe have obtained an actuation �eld as

low as50O e(4 kA/m )thatgivesa�eld sensitivity m uch

higherthatreported by Betz forsim ilarsam ple com po-

sitionsand thicknesses[13]. O urlowerb
;2 isrelated to

a lowervalueofCurietem peratureofoursam pleswhich

should becloseenough to theroom tem peraturein order

to achievem axim alm agnetoelasticsusceptibility.

The 
exion �f(H ) cycle does not evolve m uch when

theangle� between thehard axisand theexternalm ag-
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FIG .2: Flexion cyclesfor the �eld applied parallelH k and

perpendicular H ? to the easy axis. Upper panel: experi-

m ental results. Lower panel: calculated torsion cycles for

twocases:strongly coupled m agnetizationsofm agneticlayers

(A 12 � 2K 2t2,H sat = 2K 2=�0M 1t1),and m oderateexchange

between M 1 and M 2 (A 12 = 4K 2t2,H sat � 4:0K2t2=�0M 1t1)

netic �eld isvaried a few degreesaround zero.Contrar-

ily,the torsionalangle loop �t(H ) evolves considerably

in a quite unexpected way as shown on �gure 3. Not

only the am plitude but also the shape ofthe torsional

cycle change signi�cantly when � isvaried around zero.

Thecharacteristic"butter
y"-like�guresatsm allangles

(� = � 1� in Fig. 3)was already found in sim ilar sam -

ples in [14]and the question of their explanation was

open. Having in m ind a sim ple m onotonic m agnetiza-

tion rotation,onewould expecta sim plesinusoidalform

�t(H )� sin(H =Hsat),sothattherealcom plicated shape

indicatesa m orecom plex m agnetization process.

O ursystem aticstudy oftheangulardependenceshows

that the cycles are antisym m etric around � = 0 (com -

pare,forexam ple,two fram esin Fig.3 corresponding to

� = + 12� and � 12�): when � changessign,allthe �g-

ure�t(H )isre
ected around thehorizontalaxis.O n each

branchof�t(H )correspondingtoincreasingordecreasing

�eld wide localextrem a are separated by a sharp asym -

m etric peak ofopposite direction. It should be noted

that the larger � is,the sharper are the centralpeaks.
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FIG .3: Experim entaltorsion cycles for various angles �

between hard axisand applied �eld direction.

W hen the �eld is close to the hard axis (� = 0) the

observed 3 torsion oscillations practically disappear. A

sm allrem aining irregular signalcan be explained by a

sm alldispersion oftheorientation oftheanisotropy axis

throughoutthe sam plethatwillbe discussed further.

A m ore transparent interpretation ofthe m agnetiza-

tion processesbehind the observed com plicated m agne-

tostrictive loops behaviour can be obtained from m ea-

surem entsoftwo com ponentsofthem agnetization.Fig-

ure 4 presents the longitudinal(ordinary) M L(H ) and

transversem agnetization M T (H )loopsobtained fordif-

ferent� angles.
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FIG . 4: Experim ental longitudinal (M L ) and transverse

(M T )m agnetization loopsforvariousangles� between hard

axisand applied �eld direction.

The longitudinalm agnetization at � = 0 has nearly

no hysteresis as usualfor the hard axis m agnetization.

At non-zero � som e hysteresis appears. W e willshow

below thatthecorresponding sm allcoercive�eld isfully

determ ined by the m agnetization rotation,the coercive

�eld ofdom ain wallm otion (corresponding to the �eld

wheretheback and forth branchesofthehysteresisloop

m erge)being higher.

The hysteresis ofM T (H ) is m uch m ore visible. The

transverse loops are antisym m etric around � = 0 in a

m anner sim ilar to the torsionalcycles: for positive �

when m agnetic �eld is decreased the transverse m agne-

tization M T increases �rst and abruptly changes from

positive to negative, whereas for negative �, M T �rst

decreasesand abruptly changesthe sign in opposite di-

rection.Itshowsclearly thatthe m onotonic m agnetiza-

tion rotation,started from saturation,interruptsatsom e

m om entafterthe�eld inversion,and m agnetization 
ips

relatively to the hard axis in order to be closer to the

m agnetic �eld again. Then it continues to turn toward
~H ,now in the opposite direction. The abruptm agnetic

inversion corresponds to the sharp peak on �t(H ) (see

Fig.3).

W enow explain thedetailsofthem agnetization rota-

tion detected by the vectorialm easurem ents ofM L(H )

and M T (H ) for the case � = 12� (Fig. 4,see also the

insetFig.11)using theschem aticdiagram ofFig.5-(a).

This behavior was �rst described by Stoner and W ohl-

farth [15].

Letusstartfrom thestrong�eld H > H K which isap-

plied alm ostperpendicularly to theeasy axisand islarge

enough to approach thelongitudinalm agnetization satu-

ration:M L � + M s and M T � 0 (pointA in Fig.5-(a)).

W hen the �eld starts to decrease, m agnetization, evi-

dently,rotatestoward theclosesteasy direction.M L(H )

decreases and M T (H ) increases continuously as can be

seen (Fig. 4,� = 12�). ForH = 0 the m agnetization is

aligned along the easy axis and M T � + M s (point B).

W hen the �eld is reversed,at som e m om ent (point C)

com petition between Zeem an energy and the energy of

the uniaxialm agneticanisotropy causesan abruptm ag-

netization switch to the opposite easy direction (point

D)which becom esnow closerto the �eld direction (M T

changes sign). This switch is clearly visible on M T (H )

while M L(H )only showsa sm alldiscontinuity which is

even notvisiblefor� = 7� (seeFig.4.) Afterthistransi-

tion them agnetizationcontinuestorotate,now in theop-

posite direction,tillthenegativesaturation:M L � � Ms
and M T � 0 again (pointE).The return m agnetization

branch is sim ilarbutitpasses"by the otherside" with

M T � � Ms 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 1 and ~M 2. W e reduce

the totalenergy (per surface unit) to three term s only:

Zeem an energy of the CoFe layers, uniaxial m agnetic

anisotropy ofTbCo layers and the interlayer exchange

energy:

E (�1;�2)= � �0M 1t1H cos(�1 � �)� K2t2 sin
2(�2)

� A12 cos(�1 � �2) (2)

W eneglecttheZeem an energy oftheTbCo layers,be-

cause their m agnetization is m uch sm aller than that of
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FIG . 5: Vectorial diagram of the m agnetization rotation

in (TbFe/CoFe) m ultilayers. D irection of the applied �eld

H (dashed line) is deviated from hard axis by � = 12
�
.

In the �gure easy axis is horizontaland hard axis is verti-

cal. (a)Approxim ation by a single m agnetization vector ~M s

(Stoner-W ohlfarth).Thefan ofthin linesshowsthesequence

oftherotation of ~M s for�eld varying between H m ax =
3

2
H K

and � Hm ax with step �H = � 0:1H K (H K = 2K

�0M s

).

(b)Approxim ation by two coupled m agnetization vectors ~M 1

and ~M 2 corresponding to m agnetization ofCoFe and TbCo

layers (exchange between layers A 12 = 4K 2t2).The sequence

ofthe rotation is represented by canted lines with the point

on externalcircle corresponding to ~M 1 and the point on in-

ternalcircle corresponding to ~M 2.Here H m ax = 3H K (H K =
2K 2t2
�0M 1t1

)and �H = � 0:2H K .PointsA,B,..F m ark character-

istic m om ents ofthe m agnetization rotation (see text). The

vectorposition between pointsD and E superim pose for the

descending and ascending �eld.

CoFelayers,and them agneticanisotropy energy ofCoFe

layersthatareknown asm agnetically very soft.Theori-

entationsofthem agnetization ofboth CoFe�lm �1 and

TbCo �lm �2 arem easured from the hard axisdirection

(see Fig. 1). t1 and t2 are the totalCoFe and TbCo

thicknesses(t1 + t2 = tf). M agnetostrictive and elastic

energies do not enter to this equation because, in our

isotropic case,they do notdepend on the orientation of

m agnetization and the curvature ofthe sam ple,due to

balance ofthese energies that is taken into account in

equation (1),rem ains constant. During the m agnetiza-

tion rotation considered here,only theorientation ofthe

curvature changesasit wasdescribed above for the ex-

planation ofthe relation oftorsion and 
exion.

The equilibrium angles�?
1
(H )and �?

2
(H ),which cor-

respond to local m inim a of E (�1;�2) are num erically

determ ined for successive values of the external �eld

H and for its various orientations �. O nce the equi-

librium angle is found,the longitudinaland transverse

m agnetization aresim ply com puted sincethey aregiven

principally by CoFe layers: M L = M 1 cos(�
?
1
� �) and

M T = M 1 sin(�
?
1
� �). The 
exion and torsion an-

gles are de�ned by the m agnetostrictive layers TbCo:

�f = �m ax cos
2(�?

2
)and �t =

1

2
�m ax sin(2�

?
2
)correspond-

ingly (see the explanationsabove).Here

�m ax =
6(1+ �s)

E s

L tf

t2s
b

;2

(seeEq.1).

For su�ciently strong exchange between the layers,

A 12 & 2K 2t2,the vectors ~M 1 and ~M 2 turn together,the

"m agnetostrictive" vector ~M 2 following the leading con-

trolvector ~M 1 with adelay (seetheresultsofthenum er-

icalsolution forA 12 = 4K 2t2 in Fig.5(b)).Thisbehav-

iorisvery sim ilarto the rotation ofa single m agnetiza-

tion vectorqualitatively described abovefortheclassical

Stoner-W olfarth m odelofasim pleuniaxialm agnetic�lm

(Fig. 5(a)). Both m odels give the characteristic points

A,B,...,F with the abrupt m agnetization inversion from

C to D.IfA 12 . 2K 2t2,this m agnetization jum p m ay

disappear(depending on the valueof�).

It should be noted that CoFe and TbCo m agnetiza-

tionsareknown to becoupled antiparallel([13]).Never-

theless,sincein ourm odelweneglecttheZeem an energy

ofthe TbCo layers,and since �f = �m ax cos
2(�?

2
) and

�t =
1

2
�m ax sin(2�

?
2
)the m agnetization,torsion and 
ex-

ion loopsarenotsensitiveto thesign ofA 12.Taking this

into account,we havepresented the case ofpositive A 12

(parallelcoupling)forclarity of�gure5.

In our experim entalresults we do not see any e�ect

ofthe delay between ~M 1 and ~M 2. For exam ple,we re-

produce the U-like shape ofthe m easured 
exion curve

�f(H )only forA 12 � K 2t2 while a m oderate A 12 gives

a rem arkably di�erent triangular shape (Fig. 2: down

panel). So, our practical m ultilayers can be well de-

scribed by the sim plestm odel(A 12 = 1 ),usually called

theStoner-W ohlfarth m odel,where ~M 1 and ~M 2 arepar-

alleland can be,thus,represented by only one m agneti-

zation vector ~M s ([15],[16]):

E SW (�)

tf
= � �0M sH cos(� � �)� K sin2(�)

The course ofthe m agnetization rotation ��(H ) de-

scribed above(Fig.5-(a))wasobtained by m inim ization

ofthisenergy forvarying�eld between H m ax =
3

2
H k and

� Hm ax.

Figures ofsim ulations ofm agnetization (Fig. 6) and

m agnetostriction (Fig. 7) loops are obtained from this
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solution using M L ;T (�
?
1
) and �f;t(�

?
2
) given above with

��
1
= ��

2
= �� and M 1 = tf=t1 M s.
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FIG .6: Longitudinal(M L )and transverse(M T )m agnetiza-

tion loopsforvariousangles� between hard axisand applied

�eld direction calculated in thefram ework ofthem odelofthe

single m agnetization vector.

G eneralfeaturesobserved experim entally are wellre-

produced by thissim plem odel.Thisisparticularly clear

forhard axislongitudinalm agnetization M L(H )(Fig.4

and Fig.6,� = 0).Itislinearuntilthesaturation asfor

the classicalcase ofm onophase sam pleswith good uni-

axialanisotropy. In thism odelthe anisotropy �eld H K

wherethe extrapolation ofthe linearpartinterceptsthe

saturation m agnetization isusually introduced. Forour

sam pleH K = 2K

�0M s

= 2K 2t2
�0M 1t1

= 50 O e(4 kA/m ).

W hen � deviates from zero the longitudinal loops

M L(H )areno longerlinearand open up m oreand m ore

asseen experim entally.Thecharacteristic"strange"but-

ter
y shapeofthetorsion cycle�t(H )isalso wellrepro-

-1

0

1

-12° -1°

-1

0

1

1 2

-0.2°

T
o

rs
io

n
 a

n
g

le
 θ

t /
( 

  
θ m

a
x
) 

0° +0.2°

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

-1

0

1

H/Hk

+1°

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

+12°

-7°

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

 

 

+7°

FIG .7: Torsion cyclesm agnetization loopsforvariousangles

(�)between hard axisand applied �eld direction correspond-

ing to the m agnetization loopsgiven in Fig.6.

duced by this m odelfor angles � not too close to zero

withoutnecessitytoconsiderm orecom plexe�ectsaswas

suggested in [17].Theexperim entally observed inversion

ofthe "wings" foropposite � followsnaturally from the

m odelaswell.

W hen H isparalleltothehard axis,twopossibledirec-

tionsofthem agnetization rotation (clockwiseorcounter

clockwise)and two corresponding branchesofthe trans-

versem agnetization M T (H )(positiveand negativearcs)

areequivalent(Fig.6,� = 0).Thecorrespondingnearly

zero experim entalvalues for M T (H ) (Fig. 4, � = 0)

suggestthatthe sam ple issubdivided into m agnetic do-

m ainswhereboth oppositepossibilitiesarerealized.The

m agnetization in thedom ainsalternatesin away thaton

averagethetotaltransversem agnetization com pensates.

Assoon as� di�ersfrom zero,onebranch isfavorable

forthe decreasing �eld and the opposite forthe increas-

ing �eld so that the experim entalM T (H ) is no longer

com pensated.

This rem ark is also valid for the torsion angle loops

�t(H ) (Figs. 3 and 7). For � = 0 the calculated back

and forth loopsareequivalentshowingonem inim um and

one m axim um . The experim ental�t(H )iscom pensated

in the sam e way asM T (H ). Forexperim entalm easure-

m entsat� 6= 0,a "butter
y" loop opensup sim ilarly to

the calculated �gures. At this m om ent the third addi-

tionalextrem um corresponding to the abrupt m agneti-

zation inversion startsto be clearly visible.

O bviously,theabovem odelofcoherentrotation (both

in the sim pli�ed case of the single ~M s vector and in

the case two vectors ~M 1 and ~M 2) does predict the ob-

served abruptm agnetization inversion. Nevertheless,in

the experim ent the transition between two m agnetiza-

tion "branches" is not really abrupt: for exam ple, at

� = � 12� the transition occurs over a �eld range of

�H � 10O e(800A/m ).Itiswellknown thattheabrupt

coherentm agnetization rotation predicted by theStoner-

W olfarth m odel,atthem om entwhen them etastableso-

lution of�� disappears,can berealizedonlyin sm allsam -

ples.In largesam plesthe inversion from the m etastable

to the stable orientation is realized before reaching the

instability �eld by m eans ofthe nucleation and m otion

ofm agnetic dom ains.So,in orderto understand allde-

tailsofthe observed phenom ena,one hasto understand

the peculiaritiesofthe dom ain form ation and evolution

in thiscase.

W e have directly observed the dom ainsin ourexperi-

m entalsituation by m eansofthe longitudinalm agneto-

opticalK err e�ect. The K err im ages obtained for �eld

applied parallelto the easy axis(� = 90�)arepresented

in Fig.8.Theincidenceplaneisalsoparalleltothisaxis.

In thisgeom etry,the observed m agneto-opticalcontrast

isproportionalto theprojection of ~M onto theeasy axis.

Here,and in all�guresbelow,the im agesize is3 m m �

2.2 m m .Fram esa-cin Fig.8,showing successiveim ages

obtained in decreasing �eld,correspond to the descend-

ing branch ofthe m agnetization after the saturation in

the positive �eld H > + 10 O e (800 A/m ). Atthe pos-
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FIG .8: M O K E m icroscopy im agesform agnetic�eld (H easy)

applied along theeasy axisfollowing positivesaturation.(a):

�rstappearance ofdom ainsH easy = -4.1 O e(325 A/m ),(b):

H easy = -4.4 O e (350 A/m ),(c):H easy = -4.8 O e(380 A/m ).

The corresponding m agnetization loop isshown in thelower-

right corner. The m om ents where the K err im ages were ob-

tained are m arked by arrows(from a to c).

itive saturation,allthe im age is dark (m agnetization is

directed upward).Theoppositebrightspontaneousm ag-

neticdom ainsappearatthesam pleedgewherethestray

�eld ism axim al(atthetop oftheim age)only when the

�eld reversesand reaches� � 4 O e (-320 A/m ). Fram e

(a)correspondsto them om entafterthe�rstappearance

ofthe dom ains. W hen �eld sweep continues,the bright

dom ains grow and expelthe dark ones (fram es (b) and

(c)). The lastdark dom ains are seen for H = � 5:1 O e

(405 A/m ). This observation corresponds wellto the

m agnetization loop m easured for � = 90� (see inset in

Fig.8)and itsrectangularshape isusualwhen the �eld

isapplied along theeasy m agneticdirection.In thiscase

spontaneousdom ainsoccuronly in a narrow �eld range

(� 1O e(80A/m ))wherethey providethem agnetization

inversion.Itshould be noted thatthe dom ainscontinue

to m oveeven ifthe �eld iskeptconstant;thistherm ally

activated m otion givessom em odi�cation ofthehystere-

sisloop width asfunction ofthe rateoftheapplied �eld

sweep.

Now we passfrom the classicalobservation ofthe do-

m ain m otion underthe�eld applied alongtheeasyaxisto

ourexperim entson the hard axism agnetization.In the

im ages below (Fig. 9) the �eld is applied horizontally

while the incidence plane is kept in the sam e position

(vertical). The m agneto-opticalcontrastisproportional

to the projection of ~M onto the verticalaxisasbefore.

W e start from the dom ain con�guration created dur-

ing thepreviousexperim entwith ~H k easy axis(seeFig.

8). The initialdom ain con�guration shown in Fig. 9-

a isobtained afterthe following sequence with �eld ap-

plied alongtheeasy axis:negativesaturation,�eld inver-

sion to H = + 4 O e (320 A/m )(form ation ofdom ains),

FIG .9: M O K E m icroscopy im agesform agnetic�eld applied

alongthehard direction.(a)H = 0,thedom ainsareprepared

by an easy axis m agnetization sequence (see text). Subse-

quent�eldsapplied along thehard direction:(b)H hard = 30.6

O e(2450 A/m ),(c)H hard = 44.2 O e(3540 A/m ),(d)H = 0

after saturation at H hard > 50 O e (4 kA/m )along the hard

axis.The sam ple edge isvisible atthe top ofthese im ages.

H = 0 (dom ain structure is frozen in). The shape of

these dom ainsdoesnotvary when the m agnetic �eld is

applied perpendicular to the easy axis (� = 0 Fig. 9

b-c). O nly the contrast between opposite dom ains dis-

appearsprogressively corresponding to the m onotonous

rotation ofthem agnetization insidedom ainstowardsthe

�eld. The �eld atwhich the contrastbecom eszero cor-

responds to the saturation �eld ofthe hard axis m ag-

netization H sat = 50 O e (4 kA/m ) obtained in VSM

m easurem ents(�gure4 for� = 0).

At the saturation (H > H sat),the im age intensity is

uniform (average between the dark and brightvaluesof

theinitialdom ains).Upon thefollowing reduction ofthe

perpendicular�eld below H sat the initialarti�cially cre-

ated dom ainsneverappearagain.O nly som every sm all

spontaneous dom ains nucleate at the sam ple edges just

below H sat. They rem ain im m obile untilthe opposite

saturation justasdiscussed abovein thecaseofthe"ar-

ti�cial" dom ains. Theircontrastreachesa m axim um at

H = 0 (Fig.9-d). It is interesting to note that the m a-

jor area ofthe shown part ofthe sam ple becam e dark,

i.e.them agnetization haschosen nearly everywherehere

theupward easy direction.Ifitwould beso in thewhole

sam ple,we should have observed the nice large "butter-


ies" for �t(H ) and arcs for M T which we calculated.

The observed com pensation ofthese signalsm eansthat

thenearly hom ogeneousm agnetization shown in Fig.9-d

atonesam pleend doesnotextend towardsitsotherend.

Becauseofan inhom ogeneity ofthe orientation ofthe

easy axisthe di�erentpartsofthe sam ple willhave op-

positeorientationsofthem agnetization rotation towards

theclosesteasy direction.W eindeed observea m agnetic

separation boundary in the centralpart ofthe sam ple



8

(Fig. 10). This boundary has a com plex �ne structure

analogous to the structure ofthe spontaneous dom ains

at the sam ple edges and also rem ains im m obile under

thehard axis�eld.Atzero �eld itsm agneto-opticalcon-

trast is m axim albecause the m acrodom ains separated

by ithaveoppositem agnetization along theeasy axis.It

should be noted that this is not a norm al180� dom ain

wall.Theusual180� dom ain wallisnearlyparalleltothe

easy axisand m ovesacrossthe sam ple by the m agnetic

�eld.O n thecontrary,theposition ofthem acrodom ains

boundary is �xed on the line where the localeasy axis

is parallelto the applied �eld. M ore precisely,this line

isthe solution ofthe equation �0(x;y)= � where �0 is

thelocalorientation oftheeasy axisatpointx;y on the

sam plesurface.

It is obvious that with a di�erent orientation ofthe

applied m agnetic �eld �, this boundary appears at a

di�erent position. In order to characterize this e�ect

we have plotted the rem anenttransverse m agnetization

M rem
T

(M rem
T

= M T (H = 0)) as a function ofthe an-

gle � between the hard axisdirection and the m agnetic

�eld (see Fig.10). For �= 0,in a hom ogeneous sam ple,

one should observe M rem
T

= � M s since both rotation

branchesare equivalent,as discussed previously. W hen

� departsfrom zero jM rem
T

jdecreasesand reacheszero

for � = � 90� when the �eld is applied along the easy

axis:

M
rem
T = M ssign(�)cos(�):

In the reality,the centralstep at � = 0 is sm eared ac-

cording to the distribution �0(x;y)and the correspond-

ing gradualdisplacem ent ofthe boundary between two

oppositem acro-dom ainswith M rem
T

= � M s.In ourcase

theexperim entalvaluesm atch them odelforj�j& 6� 7�.

Thisallowsto quantify the easy axisdistribution within

thesam ple:itsm axim um deviation from theaveragepo-

sition isabout� 6�. W hen the m agnetic �eld isapplied

in this intervalaround the hard axisdirection the sam -

ple is divided onto correspondingly proportioned oppo-

site m acro-dom ains,while when j�j> 6� the sam ple is

m onodom ain. In our sam ple the observed structure of

the transverserem anentm agnetization correspondsto a

gradualm onotonousrotation ofthe easy axisacrossthe

sam ple.So,onecan expectthatin a sm allersam plethis

angularrangewherethem acro-dom ainsappearwould be

narrower. It is evident,that each m acro-dom ain repre-

sents the solutions for M T (H ) and �t(H ) shown above

atpositiveornegativesm allvaluesof�,which havethe

sam eam plitudeand shape,butchangesign from onedo-

m ain to another (see centralfram es ofFigs. 6 and 7).

So,the totalvalue averaged over both dom ains willbe

com pensated at� � 0.

In orderto illustratethe"ideal" processofthesam ple

m agnetization atj�j> 6�,when them agnetization rota-

tion is hom ogeneousoverthe whole sam ple,we present

K errim agesobtained ata �eld deviating by � 12� from

the hard axisdirection (Fig.11).W e see how,afterthe

initialsaturation m agnetization in thenegative�eld,the

FIG .10: Characterisation ofthe inhom ogeneity ofthe sam -

ple m agnetic anisotropy. Left panel : dependance of the

transverse rem anent m agnetization M
rem
T ofthe sam ple on

the�eld orientation �.Solid circlesrepresenttheexperim en-

talm asurem entsand solid line shows M rem
T (�)expected for

an idealsam ple with a wellde�ned easy axis. Right panel:

M O K E im age ofthe m acrodom ain boundary appeared in a

centralpartofthe sam ple 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 in a positive �eld by nu-

cleation ofspontaneousm agneticdom ainsatthesam ple

edge where the stray �eld ism axim um (Fig.11-a).The

m otion ofdom ain wallsextendsovera�eld rangeofsom e

�rsted (Fig.11-b,c)which isconsiderably largerthan in

the case ofthe easy axism agnetization presented above

(� 10 O e = 800 A/m contrary to � 1 O e = 80 A/m )

butrem ainsrathernarrow in com parison with the over-

allwidth ofthe hysteresis(H d � 30 O e= 2400 A/m )as

seen in the hysteresisloopspresented in the inset.

Itisim portantto noteherethedi�erencebetween the

transverse hysteresis width (H d,the �eld at which the

m agnetization vector
ipsfrom onesideto theother,i.e.

M T (H d) = 0) and the usualcoercive �eld (H c,where

M L(H c) = 0). H d(�) represents the coercive �eld of

thedom ain wallm otion reached when thecorresponding

force isequilibrated by the di�erence ofthe Zeem an en-

ergy density : FC (~M + ;~M � ) = ~H d � (~M + � ~M � ). Here
~M + , ~M � are m agnetizations ofdom ains with opposite

transversalcom ponents.

For� � 0,Hd becom esaslargeasthesaturation �eld

H K and the dom ainsrem ain im m obile between � Hd as

dem onstrated in Fig. 9. H d � Hc only for large devi-

ation from the hard axis. For su�ciently sm all� the

m agnetization "jum p" on the m agnetization hysteresis

curve M L (H )(the shortintervalofthe dom ain m otion)

appearsafter it crossesthe horizontalaxis. So,H c has

nothing to do with thedom ain wallm otion and doesnot

correspondtoanydiscontinuityofthem agnetizationpro-

cess.In thiscase(forexam ple for� = 12�,Fig.11),H c

representsthehysteresisofthehom ogeneousm agnetiza-

tion rotation.O bviously for� = 0,H c = 0.

It is interesting that the coherent m agnetization ro-

tation dom inates the m ajor part ofthe hysteresis even

forso big sam ples,wherenorm ally them agnetization by



9

FIG .11: M O K E m icroscopy im ages for m agnetic �eld de-

viating by 12
�
from the hard axis. (a) H = � 10:5 O e (845

A/m ). (b) H = � 12:9 O e (1030 A/m ). (c) H = � 14:6

O e (1170 A/m )in sequence aftersaturation in positive �eld.

These points are indicated on the corresponding m easured

m agnetization loop M T (H )(centralpart)shown in thelower-

right paneltogether with the "standard" M L (H ). The il-

lustrated m agnetization inversion corresponds to the jum p

C ! D in Fig.5 realized by m otion ofdom ains.

dom ainsisconsidered asthem ostim portant.Thesefea-

tureswere already observed in the case ofsim ple m ono-

layer�lm sby Prutton [18]and in spin-valve m ultilayers

[19]. The m odelofthe coherentm agnetization rotation

explainsthe experim entsso wellbecause,when the pin-

ning of the dom ain walls is su�ciently strong, or the

dom ain wallnucleation su�ciently di�cult,thedom ains

appear and m ove just before the m om ent ofthe rota-

tionalinstability. The resulting behaviordoesnotdi�er

very m uch from the calculated abruptm agnetization in-

version.

Very few investigations of dom ains in m agnetostric-

tive m ultilayersare known. Chopra and co-workers[20]

showed thatin theirdem agnetized stateindividuallayer

ofasdeposited TbFe/CoFearesingledom ain duetostray

�eld coupling between adjacent layers. O ur m easure-

m entsand directobservations,on thecontrary,show that

alllayers are connected together by m agnetic exchange

and the m agnetization in the whole stack ofthe layers

turnsasasinglem agneticvector.Them agneticdom ains

which inevitably appear in our sam ple are the sam e in

alllayers(the m agneto-opticalcontrastisalwayshom o-

geneous)and thedom ain wallsgothrough thewhole�lm .

Recently Shulland coworkers[21]studied thein
uence

ofstresson dom ain wallstructure in sim ilarm ultilayers

usingthem agneto-opticindicator�lm (M O IF)technique

thatrevealsdom ainsby an indirecte�ectoftheir stray

�eld. They show that m agnetization reversibly rotates

when stress is applied whereas m agnetization rotation

under �eld application is irreversible and includes wall

m otion.Thiswork ofShulletal.islim ited only to easy

axism agnetization when thereisnom agnetostrictivede-

form ation ofthe sam ple. W e show that in the practi-

cally im portantgeom etryofthehard axism agnetization,

when the m agnetostrictive deform ation is m axim al,the

m agnetization rotation isdom inating. O urobservations

via thedirectm agneto-opticalcontrastgivea m oreclear

im ageofdom ainsand them agnetization distribution in-

sidethem .Studiesofthein
uenceoftheapplied stresses

on thedom ain structureand m otion ofthedom ain walls

in TbCo/CoFem ultilayerswillbe published elsewhere.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

As result ofthe 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 ofm agnetostrictive TbCo/CoFe m ulti-

layer has been fully understood. W e have shown that

even in large (centim eter size) sam ples the m ajor part

ofthe m agnetic hysteresisisrelated to a coherentm ag-

netization rotation inside dom ains. The coherent m ag-

netic rotation isbroken only once when a ratherabrupt

m agnetization reversaloccurswith appearanceofsponta-

neousm agnetic dom ains. In addition,we have revealed

the appearance ofstationary m acro-dom ains related to

the sam ple inhom ogeneity:They 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 sm allm isalignm ent ofm agnetic �eld m odi�es

noticeably these loops as the ratio of opposite 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 accountin further developm entof

technicalapplicationsofthem agnetostrictive�lm s.This

isparticularly im portantforthe reduction ofthe lateral

sizeofthe m icro-actuators.
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