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A com prehensivetheoreticalinvestigation on the�eld-driven reorientation transitionsin uniaxial

m ultilayers with antiferrom agnetic coupling is presented. It is based on a com plete survey ofthe

one-dim ensionalsolutionsforthebasicphenom enological(m icrom agnetic)m odelthatdescribesthe

m agnetic properties of�nite stacks m ade from ferrom agnetic layers coupled antiferrom agnetically

through spacer layers. The generalstructure of the phase diagram s is analysed. At a high ra-

tio ofuniaxialanisotropy to antiferrom agnetic interlayer exchange,only a succession ofcollinear

m agnetic statesispossible.W ith increasing �eld �rst-order(m etam agnetic)transitionsoccurfrom

the antiferrom agnetic ground-state to a setofdegenerate ferrim agnetic statesand to the saturated

ferrom agneticstate.Atlow anisotropies,a �rst-ordertransition from theantiferrom agneticground-

state to an inhom ogeneousspin-op state occurs.Between thesetwo regions,transitionalm agnetic

phases occupy the range ofinterm ediate anisotropies. D etailed and quantitative phase diagram s

aregiven forthebasic m odelofantiferrom agnetic m ultilayersystem swith N = 2 to 16 layers.The

connection ofthe phase diagram s with the spin-reorientation transitions in bulk antiferrom agnets

isdiscussed.The lim itsoflow anisotropy and large num bersoflayersare analysed by two di�erent

representationsofthem agneticenergy,nam ely,in term sof�nitechainsofstaggered vectorsand in

a generalcontinuum form .Itisshown thatthe phenom ena widely described as\surface spin-op"

aredriven only by thecutexchangeinteractionsand thenon-com pensated m agneticm om entatthe

surface layersofa stacked antiferrom agnetic system .

PACS num bers: 75.70.-i,75.50.Ee,75.10.-b 75.30.K z

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

Since the discovery of antiferrom agnetic interlayer

exchange1 and thegiant-m agnetoresistance2 in m agnetic

superlattices, such structures have becom e im portant

com ponentsin m agneto-electronic devices. Research on

these coupled m ultilayer system s is m ainly driven by

applications in m agnetic storage technologies and the

em erging spintronics.3 Speci�cstructureswith antiferro-

m agneticcoupling arenow considered asprom ising stor-

age m edia.4 It is clear,that applications necessitate a

thorough controland understanding of their m agnetic

properties. O n the other hand, such synthethic anti-

ferrom agnetic structures are idealexperim entalm odels

for studies of m agnetic states and m agnetization pro-

cessesofantiferrom agnetsin con�ning geom etries.5,6,7,8

Two ferrom agnetic layers coupled antiferrom agnetically

through a spacer,asthe sim plestofthesesystem s,show

propertieswhich areform ally described by thesam ephe-

nom enologicaltheory asa two-sublattice bulk antiferro-

m agnet. However,the m agnetic states, dom ain struc-

tures, and m agnetization processes even of such two-

layersystem sdisplayabewilderingvariabilityand arefar

from understood in detail.9 M odern experim entalm eth-

ods now allow im aging ofm agnetic states and dom ains

in m ultilayersystem swith resolution into the depthsof

m ultilayerstacks.10,11 Therefore,detailed studiesofsuch

structureshavebecom e feasible.

Theoretical m odels to describe the m agnetic states

of �nite antiferrom agnetic superlattices have revealed

various surface e�ects, rich phase diagram s,and com -

plex m agnetization processes.Forantiferrom agneticlay-

ers, there are m any other e�ects. Surface-induced in-

teractions, exchange couplings of antiferrom agnets to

other m agnetic system s,in particular exchange bias in

antiferrom agnetic-ferrom agneticbilayersystem s12 add to

the m ultitude of possible m agnetic states in antiferro-

m agnetic layers.13 However,the di�culty to probe and

im agem agneticstructuresin antiferrom agneticm aterials

im pedes the progressofourunderstanding on the anti-

ferrom agnetic side in such layered system s. Hence,the

�nite antiferrom agneticsuperlatticesare a suitably sim -

plesystem which m ay prom oteabetterunderstandingof

surface related e�ects in antiferrom agnetic layered sys-

tem s generally. Itis im portantto stresshere,thatsur-

face e�ects in antiferrom agnets have a di�erent nature

than in a ferrom agneticsystem .Thecutexchangebonds

at a (partially) uncom pensated surface ofan antiferro-

m agnetcausesa particulardisbalanceofm agneticforces

which can neverbe understood asa sm allsurface-e�ect.

In contrast,surface-e�ectsin ferrom agnetsarerelated to

spin-orbite�ects which usually are weak in com parison

to the exchange.

A stack ofm agneticlayerswith antiferrom agneticcou-

plings providesthe basic m odelfor cut exchange bonds

ata fully uncom pensated surface.Thestudy ofthem ag-

netic states and transitions for such system s in exter-

nal �elds has a long history. In 1968 M ills proposed

that,atthesurfaceofa uniaxialantiferrom agnet,a �rst-

ordertransition should occurin �eldsbelow thecom m on

\bulk" spin-op (SF).Thistransition from theantiferro-

m agnetic to a \surface spin-op" state should result in

opping a few layersofspinsnearthe surface,i.e. they

would turn by nearly 90 degree.14 Furthertheoreticalin-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605493v1
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FIG .1: (Color online) Sketch of an antiferrom agnetically

coupled m ultilayercorresponding one-dim ensionalspin chain.

The"exchangesprings" arecutattheendsofthe�nitechain.

vestigationshaveim proved them athem aticalanalysisof

thisreorientatione�ect15,16,17,18,19 however,directexper-

im entalobservationsatsurfacesofcrystalline antiferro-

m agnetic m aterialsfailed,e.g.,forthe classicaluniaxial

antiferrom agnetM nF2,(see bibliography and discussion

in [20]).

As wasm entioned above the basic m odelfor two an-

tiferrom agnetically coupled layers is equivalent to the

classical m ean-�eld description of two-sublattice bulk

antiferrom agnets.21,22 These system scom pose two large

groups: antiferrom agnets with weak anisotropy22 and

strongly anisotropicuniaxialcrystalsthatarecom m only

called m etam agnets.21 The m etam agnetic phase transi-

tion between the antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic

phaseshasbeen observed and investigated in m any an-

tiferrom agnetic bulk system s.21 Easy-axisantiferrom ag-

nets with weak anisotropy also com pose a large group

of m agnetically ordered crystals. For bulk antiferro-

m agnets,the spin-op transition has been predicted by

N�eel23 and laterwasobserved experim entally in CuCl2�

2H 2O .
24 In thenext�fty years,spin op transitionshave

been discovered and carefully studied in m any classesof

antiferrom agnets(see bibliography in Refs.[22,25,26]).

Theinterestin spin-opsrevived with thesynthesisof

m agnetic m ultilayer stacks with indirect antiferrom ag-

neticexchangecouplingthrough spacers.5 Thesearti�cial

antiferrom agnetic layers, with few m agnetic units as

m acroscopic spins instead of atom ic spins (Fig. 1)

o�er the possibility to study �eld-driven reorientation

transitions with unusually low exchange com pared to

anisotropies.6 Experim entalinvestigationsin Fe/Cr(211)

antiferrom agnetic superlattices5 seem ed to con�rm the

scenario of the surface spin-op transition introduced

in Refs. [14,15]. The observation was supported by

num ericalinvestigation ofan elem entary m icrom agnetic

m odel.5,20 But, investigations on the m agnetism of

such antiferrom agnetic superlattices and thin �lm s

did not produce a consistent understanding of the

occurrenceand natureof\spin-op" transitionsorother

reorientation transitions in layered antiferrom agnetic

structures. Recent experim ents dem onstrate com plex

behaviourand di�erentscenariosfortheevolution ofthe

m agnetic states.10,11,12,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39

The problem of the m agnetic states in antiferro-

m agnetic superlattices with uniaxial anisotropy

is strongly related to the long standing prob-

lem of a \surface spin-op" discussed in various

papers.5,6,16,17,18,19,20,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51 The-

oretical investigations are m ostly based on num erical

calculations within a certain m odel, here called M ills

m odel.40,41,44,45,46,47 Further theoretical works related

these�niteorsem i-in�niteantiferrom agneticchain m od-

els to system s like the Frenkel-K ontorova m odel.43,52

Thesestudieshaveled to controversialresultsand gener-

ated a long-drawn discussion aboutthe physicalnature

of the reorientation transform ations in the antiferro-

m agnetic superlattices.13,40,43,44,45,53 O nly few attem pts

have been m ade to gain a com plete understanding of

the ground-state structure ofthe basic one-dim ensional

m odels for these superlattices.43,47,53 Thus, the basic

questions,whether,when,and how a surface spin-op

occurs,wereunresolved.

A fullsetofsolutionsfor the m odelunder discussion

was recently obtained by us.53 These outwardly sim ple

system swith few degreesoffreedom own rich phasedia-

gram sbecause ofthe com petition between internalsti�-

ness and anisotropy in conjunctions with restricted di-

m ensionality. Present paper presents an extended ac-

countand an analysisofthesolutionsfrom Refs.[53,54].

W e explain the physicalm echanism responsible for the

form ation ofthe m ain m agnetic states in antiferrom ag-

neticsuperlattices.W ederivea clearand sim plepicture

ofthephenom ena which havebeen discussed as\surface

spin-op". W e dem onstrate the connections with bulk

antiferrom agneticsystem sand otherclassesofm agnetic

nanostructures.55,56

The structure of the paper is as follows: The phe-

nom enologicalm odeland its variants are introduced in

Sec.II. The analysisofpossible m agnetic states in the

system startsfrom twolim itingcasesoflow and high uni-

axialanisotropy.The fullsolution forthe generichighly

sym m etric M ills m odelin applied �elds along the easy

axis are presented in Sec.IIIand the generalstructure

of the phase diagram s are presented. In this section,

m ainly analyticaland num ericalexam plesare em ployed

to explain thesesolutions.G eneralizationsarebriey in-

dicated.Them ethodscan beextended tosolveanyother

m ore generalm odelfor an antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer

system . In Sec.IV we exploit the fact that the m odels

forlow-anisotropyantiferrom agneticsuperlatticescan be

reduced toequivalentm odelsforachain ofexchangecou-

pled two-sublattice antiferrom agnets. Thisdim erization

transform ation reveals the physicalm echanism s ruling

the m agnetic states and reorientation transitions. Nu-

m ericalresultsforthe evolution ofinhom ogeneousspin-

op phases,m agnetization curves,and phase diagram s
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are presented along with this discussion. In particular

thelim itoflargenum bersoflayersand theem ergenceof

the bulk spin-op for such �nite system s are discussed.

Then,the continuum representation ofthegeneralm od-

elsispresented. Thiso�ersa di�erentpointofview for

the weak anisotropy. This continuum approxim ation is

applicable to any weakly anisotropic system . It allows

to derive the structure ofthe inhom ogeneous spin-op

phaseforarbitrarym odels,in particularm odelwherethe

m agneticm om entsatthesurfacesarepartially com pen-

sated. Hence,the succession of�eld-driven phase tran-

sitions between the antiferrom agnetic state towardsthe

saturated ferrom agneticstateviathisspin-op phasecan

be com pletely analysed.In Sec.V A the generalpicture

ofm agnetic states in antiferrom agnetic nanostructures

and som erecentexperim entalresultsarediscussed in the

contextofthe new results.

II. M O D EL

A . T he m icrom agnetic energy. M ills m odel

Letusconsidera stack ofN ferrom agneticplatesin�-

nitein x-and y-directionsand with �nitethicknessalong

the z-axis. The m agnetization ofeach plate is m i,and

they are antiferrom agnetically coupled through spacers.

Replacing this system by a chain ofsingle-dom ain par-

ticles with spontaneous m agnetization m
(i)

0 = jm ij,we

m ay describethem agneticcon�guration by thevariables

si = m i=m
(i)

0
,i.e.,by the setofunity vectorsalong the

m agnetization ofthe ith layer.W e assum e thatthe fer-

rom agnetic layers have a uniaxialm agnetic anisotropy

with a com m on easy axis.Thephenom enologicalenergy

ofthissystem can be written as

� N =

N �1X

i= 1

h
Jisi� si+ 1 + eJi (si� si+ 1)

2
i
� H �

NX

i= 1

�isi

�
1

2

NX

i= 1

K i(si� n)
2
�

N �1X

i= 1

K
0
i(si� n)(si+ 1 � n)+ ea(si):(1)

Here, �i = m
(i)

0 =m 0 designate deviations of the m ag-

netization in the i-th layer from the average value m 0.

Ji and ~Ji are constants ofbilinear and biquadratic ex-

change interactions, respectively. The unity vector n

points along the uniaxialanisotropy direction; K i and

K 0
i areconstantsofthein-planeand inter-planeuniaxial

anisotropy.Finally,ea(m i)collectshigher-orderuniaxial

and in-plane m agneticanisotropy contributions,e.g.,in-

trinsic cubic (m agnetocrystalline)anisotropy in system s

likeFe and Nilayers.

The functional (1) generalizes sim ilar m odels con-

sidered earlier in a num ber of studies on m agnetic

states in antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers with uniaxial

anisotropy.5,20,40,41,42,43,45,46,47,48,49 In a recentpaperon

antiferrom agnetic superlattice with higher (tetragonal)

sym m etry,Ref.[55],wehavediscussed thegeneralm odel

and the justi�cation ofthe approach used for this class

ofsystem s. Therefore,the reader is referred to55 for a

detailed discussion and furtherreferences. Eq.(1)com -

prises the m agnetic energies due to the m ain physical

m echanism s,which are present in m agnetic m ultilayers

with indirectexchangethrough spacerlayers(seeFig.1).

The ferrom agnetic layerscan be considered as hom oge-

neously m agnetized blocks with constant values ofthe

m agneticinteractions.Thisassum ption relieson thefact

thatin ferrom agneticnanolayerstheintrinsic(direct)ex-

changecoupling areusually very strong.Thus,they play

the dom inating role for the m agnetic order within the

layers which react also very sti�y on allexternaland

induced m agnetic forces. Thus, the internalm agnetic

structureofan individuallayerexperienceslittle change

underinuenceoftheinduced m agneticforcesatthesur-

facesand interfaces,and thereorientation ofotherlayers

in the stack. Thishypothesishasbeen justi�ed by suc-

cessfulapplicationsofsuch m odelsto describe m agneti-

zation processesin layered ferro-and antiferrom agnetic

nanostructuresin di�erentclasses.5,11,13,28,57,58,59,60

Antiferrom agneticm ultilayerswith uniaxialanisotropy

and in applied �eld along the axisn show the strongest

reorientation e�ects. Here,we addressthe overallm ag-

netic properties of such uniaxial system s. Their be-

haviourm ay beanalysed by considering only term swith

bilinear exchange J, uniaxial intralayer anisotropy K

and an external �eld H . The form of the energy in

Eq. (1) considers additional term s, which are known

to play a role in antiferrom agnetically coupled m ulti-

layers. In particular,strong biquadratic exchange has

been revealed in a num berofantiferrom agnetically cou-

pled m ultilayers.31,59,61,62 In Ref. [55], we have stud-

ied the related phenom enologicalm odelfor m ultilayers

with zeroand with four-fold(tetragonal)anisotropiesand

we havediscussed the relevanceofbiquadratic exchange

(eJ 6= 0),which playsessentially only a quantitative role

for the com petition between the various possible m ag-

netic states as long the antiferrom agnetic ground-state

rem ainscollinear.

Theuniaxialanisotropiesm ay beintrinsicto them ag-

netic m aterialofthe �lm or induced by surface e�ects.

Thus,the uniaxialanisotropiescan be strongly changed

with respectto bulk system s,and theirstrengthscan be

controlled in �lm system within widem argins.Com bina-

tion with intrinsic and induced fourth-orderanisotropy,

as considered in ea in Eq.(1), m ay lead to peculiari-

ties ofm agnetic properties,see Refs.[28,55],but here

wewilldisregard thesecontributions.Finally,strong de-

m agnetization e�ects in antiferrom agnetic superlattices

with perpendicular anisotropy are responsible for com -

plex evolution ofm ultidom ain statesand speci�cm agne-

tization processes.7,8,56,63,64 To investigate these e�ects

thestray-�eldenergym ustbeincluded in Eq.(1),and the

corresponding m agnetostaticproblem hasto be solved.

The m agnetic superlattices with antiferrom agnetic

coupling can be separated into two classes: non-
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com pensated system swith anetm agnetization and those

with fully com pensated m agnetization. In the form er

case,thenetm agneticm om entstrongly determ inestheir

globalm agneticproperties.In m anyphysicalaspecttheir

propertiesaresim ilarto thoseofbulk ferrim agnets.The

m ain subjectofthispaperarethe m ultilayerswith fully

com pensated m agnetization,i.e.,m ultilayerswith even N

and equalm agnetization in alllayersaresim ilarto bulk

collinear antiferrom agnets. For sim plicity, we assum e

�i = 1 in alllayersi= 1:::N . Atthe end ofthe paper

we also consider e�ects im posed by a partialcom pen-

sation ofthe m agnetization in the endm ost layers,i.e.,

deviationsof�1 and �N from unity.

For the reorientation e�ects in the antiferrom agneti-

cally coupled chain (Fig.1), the e�ect due to the cut

exchange bondsatthe surface dom inates. The lastm o-

m ents in the chain are coupled only to one neighbour

while \internal" m om ents interactwith two. Thus,the

m om entsatthesurfaceexperiencea weakened exchange

sti�ness and are m ore susceptible to the reorienting in-

uence ofan applied �eld. Due to this cutexchange at

thesurfacestheboundary m om entsoriented againstthe

external�eld turn into the �eld direction in lower�elds

than internalm om ents. The sim pli�ed version of the

m odel(1) with equalconstants Ji = J,K i = K ,and

eJi = K 0
i = ea = 0 foran applied �eld in direction ofthe

easy axes,H k n,describesthee�ectofthecutbondsas

the sole surface-im posed factor. Itallowsto investigate

thissurfacee�ectseparately from otherinteractions.

Usually them agnetization ofthelayersiscon�ned toa

certain plane.Form anym ultilayers,thisisthe�lm plane

owingtodem agnetization.Forthiscasethedeviationsof

m i from the anisotropy axiscan be described by angles

�i, and the energy (1) in the equalconstant m odelis

reduced to the following form

�N = J

N �1X

i= 1

cos(�i� �i+ 1) (2)

� H

NX

i= 1

cos�i�
K

2

NX

i= 1

cos2 �i:

For J > 0 and K > 0, the Eq. (3) de-

scribesantiferrom agnetically coupled ferrom agnetic lay-

ers with easy-axis anisotropy in an external �eld

along the anisotropy axis. Energy (3) has been in-

troduced by M ills for a sem i-in�nite chain (N =

1 ).14 Later this m odel (called here M ills m odel)

has been intensively studied for �nite and in�nite

N 5,6,15,16,17,18,19,20,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51 and has

been used asbasicansatztoanalyzeexperim entalresults

in antiferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers.5,10,39

Both theexchangeinteractionsand uniaxialanisotropy

in (3)havesurface/interfaceinduced nature,theirvalues

are very sensitive to m any physicalfactors such as the

structure ofthe spacers and substrates.60,65 Hence,the

m aterialsparam etersm ay vary from layerto layerin the

stack. A generalization ofthe M ills m odelm ay include

di�ering param etersforeach layer

b�N =

N �1X

i= 1

Ji cos(�i� �i+ 1) (3)

� H

NX

i= 1

�i cos(�i)�
1

2

NX

i= 1

K icos
2
�i:

This is a generalm odelfor antiferrom agnetic m ultilay-

ers.Even fora stack ofidenticalnanolayers,thetop and

bottom layersstillhaveadi�erent\neighbourhood"than

internallayers. To describe these e�ects we m ay intro-

ducea m odi�ed M illsm odelwith equalm aterialsparam -

etersforallinternallayersJi = J (i= 2;3;...;N � 2),

K i = K (i= 2;3;...;N � 1)and di�erentvaluesforthe

�rstand lastlayer(J1 = JN �1 = Js,K 1 = K N = K s,

�1 = �N = �s < 1)

e�N = Js[cos(�1 � �2)+ cos(�N �1 � �N ] (4)

+ J

N �2X

i= 2

cos(�i� �i+ 1)

� H �s(cos�1 + cos�N )� H

N �1X

i= 2

cos�i

�
1

2
K s

�
cos2 �1 + cos2 �N

�
�
K

2

N �1X

i= 2

cos2 �i:

In allthese cases,calculationsofthe m agneticstatesfor

theantiferrom agneticsuperlatticescan bereduced tothe

m inim ization oftheenergyfunctions�N (�1;�2;:::;�N ).

In thispaper,westudy in detailsolutionsforthe chains

with equalconstants as described by M ills m odel(3),

and we discussthe generalizationsaccording to Eqs.(4)

and (5).

B . G eneralfeatures ofthe solutions. R elation to

bulk antiferrom agnetism

The antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers with N = 2

are of particular im portance for investigations on

surface/interface-inducedinteractions.28,31,32,36 In exper-

im entalworksthey are often referred as \trilayers",we

use here the term \two-layersystem s". The energy (3)

forN = 2isthesam efunction asthem ean-�eld m agnetic

energy ofa bulk two-sublattice antiferrom agnet

e�2 = J s1 � s2 � H [(s1 � n)+ (s2 � n)]

�
K

2

h
(s1 � n)

2
+ (s2 � n)

2
i
: (5)

W ebriey review thereorientation transitionsin these

two-layerssystem s to �x our notation and term inology.

Following a generalconvention we introduce the linear

com binationsofthem agnetization vectorss1;2 = M � L,
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thetotalornetm agnetization M and thestaggered m ag-

netization L,that is also called vector ofantiferrom ag-

netic order22. The equations jsij= 1 lead to the con-

straints M 2 + L
2 = 1 and (M � L) = 0. In a m agnetic

�eld along the easy axisthe vectorsH ,s1 and s2 lie in

a �xed plane. The m agnitude ofthe netm agnetization

M = jM jcan beused asan internalparam eter.Afteran

independentm inim ization with respectto M ,theenergy

and the net m agnetization depend only on the orienta-

tion ofthe staggered vector L and can be expressed as

functions ofthe angle � between anisotropy axisn and

L

e�2(�) = �
H 2 sin2 �

(2J + K cos2�)
� K cos2 � + J; (6)

M =
2H sin�

(2J + K cos2�)
: (7)

Then,the phase diagram ofthe antiferrom agnetic two-

layersystem isgiven by thepotentialenergy forasystem

with onevariable� (7)with the controlofm aterialspa-

ram eters K =J;H =J. This phase diagram is plotted in

Fig.2.Thestructureofthephasediagram isdeterm ined

by the following characteristic�elds

H tr =
p
K (2J � K );HFM = J;H F = (2J � K )

H A F =
p
K (2J + K );H SF = (2J � K )

r
K

2J + K
:(8)

For K < J a �rst-order transition between the antifer-

rom agnetic (AF) phase with � = 0;� and the spin-op

phase (SF) with � = � �=2 occursatthe spin-op �eld

H tr.The�eldsH A F,H SF arestability lim itsofthesetwo

com peting phases. The di�erence H A F � HSF givesthe

width ofthem etastability region.Becausetheantiferro-

m agneticstatehaszerom agnetization them agnetization

jum p atthe�rst-ordertransition,�M = m 0 M SF(H tr)=

m 0

p
K =(2J � K ) exactly in the �eld Htr, equals the

m agnetization of the spin-op phase. For increasing

anisotropy K thism agnetization jum p M SF(H SF)grad-

ually increasesfrom very sm allvaluesM � 1 forK � J

tothesaturation valueM = 1which m arkstheend point

ofthe �rst-ordertransition line between the AF and SF

phase that is reached at K = J. A continuous transi-

tion from the SF phase to the ferrom agnetic (F) phase

occursatH F.Thistransitionleadingtoanenforced�eld-

polarized state is usually referred to as spin-ip transi-

tion.

For K > J, the SF phase does not arise as a sta-

ble state;instead there is a direct �rst-order transition

between the AF and F phase at H 1 = J. Such tran-

sitions in antiferrom agnets are known as m etam agnetic

transition.21 Forthishigh anisotropy region,K > J,the

critical�eld H F playstheroleofthestability lim itforthe

ferrom agneticphase(Fig.2).Them etam agnetictransi-

tion is characterized by a large jum p ofthe m agnetiza-

tion �M (H 1)= m 0 and extrem ely broad m etastability

regions.

0 1 2

0

1

2

3

 

AF H < Htr

0 /2- /2

H > HtrSFF

AF
H

tr

H
F

H
SF

H
AF

K/J

 

H/J

SF

FIG .2: (Color online) The phase diagram ofthe solutions

fora two-layersystem includesantiferrom agnetic (AF),spin-

op(SF)and ferrom agnetic (F)phases.TheAF phaseissep-

arated from theSF and F phasesby the�rst-ordertransition

lines (thick). The second-order \spin-ip" line H F (dashed)

separatesSF and and F phases. Thin linesindicate stability

lim itsofthecorrespondingphases.Inset:in thespin-op �eld

H = H tr thepotentialwellsswitch from (0,�)(AF phase)to

(� �=2,�=2)(SF phase).

Forlow-anisotropy system sin the region K � J,the

energy (7)can be sim pli�ed

e�2(�)=

�
H 2 � H2

0

4J

�

cos2�; H 0 =
p
2JK : (9)

In thislim itthem etastableregion isrestricted to a close

vicinity ofthe spin-op �eld: H A F � HSF � Htr � H0.

Thissim pli�ed potentialenergy Eq.(9)revealsthephys-

icalm echanism ofthe spin-op transition. Atzero �eld

the uniaxialanisotropy stabilizes the antiferrom agnetic

phase. The potentialwellsat� = 0;� corresponding to

the two antiferrom agnetic statesare stable. An increas-

ing applied �eld,H < H tr,gradually reducesthe height

of the potentialbarrier between the antiferrom agnetic

states.Atthethreshold spin-op �eld H tr thestablepo-

tentialwells switch into the con�gurations � = � �=2,

� = �=2 thatcorrespond to the opped states(Fig.2).

Contrary to naturalantiferrom agnetic crystals which

are described only by m arginalparts ofthe K =J scale

with either low anisotropy, K =J � 1, or very large

anisotropy,K � 1,antiferrom agnetscom posed ofm ag-

neticnanolayerscan havearbitraryvaluesofK =J.These

arti�cialantiferrom agnetscoverthewholephaseplanein

Fig.2.

In �nite m ultilayerswith N > 2 the cutting ofthe ex-

change bonds at the surfaces (Fig. 1) causes a strong

disbalance ofthe exchange interactionsalong the chain.

Thisdisbalanceisthedeterm ining factorfortheappear-

ance of m agnetic states in the system . The detailed

analysis ofthe solutions for M ills m odelwillbe given
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in the next section. Here, we sum m arize the physical

m echanism ruling the form ation ofm agnetic con�gura-

tionsin sim ple term s. In the antiferrom agnetic con�gu-

ration the m om entsatone surface alwayspointagainst

an applied �eld. These m om ents can be reversed m ore

easily than the internalm om entsbecause ofthe cutex-

change. Depending on the relative strength ofthe ex-

change and anisotropy,this speci�c instability leads to

di�erentreoriented con�gurations.Atvery stronguniax-

ialanisotropy (K � J) the exchange coupling between

layersbecom esnegligible. In thiscase the reorientation

ofthem agnetization in theendm ostlayerdoesnotinu-

encem agneticstatesin theotherlayers.In an increasing

�eld,a collinearspin con�guration with an inverted end-

m ost m om ent is reached. The corresponding ferrim ag-

netic (FM )phase becom esenergetically stable ata �eld

H FM = J through a discontinuous�rst-ordertransition

(Fig. 3).53,56 In the opposite case ofweak anisotropy,

K � J, the exchange coupling plays the dom inating

role.Accordingly theoverturn oftheendm ostm om entis

spread overtheentirestack and createsa spatially inho-

m ogeneousspin con�guration (Fig. 3).53,55 In Ref.[53]

thism ode wascalled inhom ogeneous spin-op phase. In

increasing �elds,a curious evolution takes place within

thisspin-op phase,wheresom em om entsrotateagainst

the applied �eld and change their sense ofrotation at

higher�elds.55 A continuousspin-ip into the saturated

state occurs at an \exchange" �eld H E,which depends

on thenum beroflayersand on theanisotropy K .In the

region ofm oderate anisotropy spatially inhom ogeneous

asym m etric states exist as transitionalphases between

the inhom ogeneous SF and FM phases. These asym -

m etric phases arise by canting transitions, i.e., elastic

distortions ofthe collinear FM phases when K =J
<
� 1.

These asym m etric canted (C) phases can be considered

assuperpositionsofferrim agneticstatesand theinhom o-

geneousspin-op state(Fig.3).Thism eansthatin these

low sym m etry interm ediate C phasesallthe sym m etries

arebroken thatarebroken in the corresponding SF and

FM phases.Thus,m agneticstatesarisingin M illsm odel

com priseantiferrom agnetic,spin-op,and ferrom agnetic

phases,which existin bulk antiferrom agnets,and addi-

tionalferrim agnetic and canted con�gurations.The lat-

ter phases are im posed by the exchange cut. They are

speci�cto �niteantiferrom agneticlayersystem s.In par-

ticular,the detailed solutions for larger N show series

ofdi�erentcanted phases. The corresponding phase di-

agram s include a large num ber ofcriticalpoints and a

tangled netoftransition and lability lines(see exam ples

in [47,53,54]).Thecutexchangebondsunderly thiscom -

plexity asthegeneralphysicalm echanism fortheform a-

tion ofthe various inhom ogeneous m agnetic states and

their transitions into the sim ple collinear states in the

lim iting regions ofthe phase diagram for and low high

anisotropy and forlarge�elds.Therefore,allthesephase

diagram shavea generaltopology represented in Fig.3.

F

FM
C

AF

SF

(A)
(h)

(g)

(f)

(e)

(d)

(c)

(b)

(a)

FM
1

FM
2

}

(B)

FIG .3: (Coloronline)Sketch ofthephasediagram forN = 6

introduces the m ain types of the solutions for M ills m odel

Eq.(3)with arbitrary even N (A).D ue to the cutexchange

bondstheopped statesarespatially inhom ogeneousand can

exist as sym m etric inhom ogeneous spin-op phase (SF) for

low anisotropy,orasasym m etric canted phases(C)form od-

erate anisotropies. In strongly anisotropic system s (K � J)

spin con�gurations with ipped spins exist These collinear

ferrim agnetic (FM ) phases exist at interm ediate �elds be-

tween the antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic states. The

spin con�gurationsin panel(B)show forN = 8 thedegener-

acy oftheinhom ogeneousSF stateforN = 8 (a)and (b);for

N = 6 the evolution ofthe inhom ogeneous SF in increasing

�eld (c)to(e)and thetwo di�erenttypesofFM states,where

FM 1 isdegenerate (f),(h)and FM 2 (h)isa collinearversion

oftheinhom ogeneousSF state(c)-(e)in an even-odd system .

III. P H A SE D IA G R A M O F T H E SO LU T IO N S

In thissection weanalysethesolutionsforM illsm odel

(3),derive the regionsoftheirexistence,and conditions

ofthe transitionsbetween di�erentphases.

A . Spin-op transition and solutions for

inhom ogeneous spin-op phases

W e start with low-anisotropy system s (J � K ).

Here,we consider generalized m odels that keep m irror

sym m etry about the m ultilayer center with param eters

Ji = JN �i,K i = K N + 1�i,etc.,for i = 1:::N � 2 or

N � 1, respectively. Then, the equations, that m ini-

m ize the energy ofthese system s,have solutions for an

inhom ogeneous spin-op phase with the property �i =

� �N �i+ 1 .
53,55 Thesem agneticcon�gurationshavedi�er-

entpropertieswhen N = 4l,i.e.,N isdivisible by four

called here even-even system s,or when N = 4l+ 2 for

even-odd system s(l= 1;2:::).

In low �elds,Ji � H ,the spins in the opped state

deviateonly slightly from thethedirection perpendicular

to the easy axis

�2j�1 = �=2� �2j�1 ;�2j = � �=2+ �N �2j+ 1 ; (10)

j�2j�1 j� 1 j= 1;:::N =2:

The expansion ofenergy (1) with respect to the sm all

param eters�2j�1 allowstoderiveanalyticalsolutionsfor
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N

K J

= 6
= 0.01/

(a)

N

K J

= 6
= 0.5/

(b)

4

4

4

4

FIG .4: (Color online) Evolution of the equilibrium m ag-

netic con�gurations �i in M ills m odelfor antiferrom agnetic

N = 6 layerswith �nite uniaxialanisotropy,K = 0:01J (a),

K = 0:5J (b),in m agnetic �elds applied in direction ofthe

easy axis. For the low anisotropy case only AF,SF,and F

states exist (a). The points indicate the spin-op �eld H tr

and the spin ip �eld H F. Characteristic �eldsare H R ,H ? ,

and H
�
asm arked in theplot.Thespin con�gurationscorre-

spond to H = H ? = 1:104J where the m agnetization in the

2th and 5th layer is perpendicular to the applied �eld. For

interm ediateanisotropy (b)canted asym m etricstatesexistin

the �eld intervalH C 1 < H < H C 2. The spin con�guration

in (b)correspondsto the canted phase atthe transition �eld

H C 1 = 0:906J.

the opped states that can be form ulated for arbitrary

m odels.Asan illustration wewritetheparam eters�2j�1
forM illsm odel(3),i.e.,with equalconstantsin theeven-

even caseN = 8

�1 =
2H

J

�

1+
11

2

K

J

�

;�3 =
H

J

�

1+
6K

J

�

; (11)

�5 =
2H

J

K

J
;�7 =

H

J

�

1+
9K

J

�

;

and in the even-odd caseN = 10

�1 =
5

2

H

J

�

1+
17

2

K

J

�

;�3 =
3

2

H

J

�

1+
59

6

K

J

�

;

�5 =
1

2

H

J

�

1+
13

2

K

J

�

;�7 =
1

2

H

J

�

1+
37

2

K

J

�

;

�9 =
3

2

H

J

�

1+
25

2

K

J

�

: (12)

TheEqs.(10),(11),and (12)display thegenericstruc-

ture ofthese solutions which apply also for generalized

m odels with arbitrary param eters. The deviations of

the m agnetization direction from the directions � �=2

are sm all of the order H =J. The corrections due to

the anisotropy are ofthe order (H K )=J2. The devia-

tionsofthem agnetization direction in thedi�erentlayers

gradually increase towardsthe endm ost layers i= 1 or

i= N ,respectively. The dom inating exchange interac-

tionsfavourantiparallelordering in the adjacentlayers.

In theopped con�gurations(11),(12)pairsofspinses-

sentiallyrem ain antiparallel.E.g.,forN = 8,theinterior

pairss2,s3 and s6,s7 are alm ostantiparallel(Fig.3 B,

panel(a)). Thisfactm ay be stated m ore precisely. Ac-

cordingto (11)j�3� �2j= j�7� �6j= �� (3H K )=J2,this

m eans the slight deviations from antiparallel arrange-

m ent are due to a second order e�ect. The exchange

couplingin such pairsisstrongerthan theZeem an energy

ofthe pair. This causes an interesting e�ect,a reverse

rotation ofthe m agnetization in a num beroflayers. In

them ultilayerwith N = 8,them agnetizationss2,s7 un-

dergo such a reverserotation according to Eqs.(11);for

the case N = 10 the corresponding m agnetizations are

s2,s4,s7,and s9,seeEqs.(12).

Foreven-odd system s,the projectionsofthe m agneti-

zation vectorsforthe centrallayers(sN =2,sN =2+ 1)onto

the �eld direction are ofthe order H =J,which ism uch

larger than the corresponding projections ofthe order

(H K )=J2 in even-even system s (com pare solutions for

�4;�5 in Eqs.(11), �5;�6 (12) and spin con�gurations

in panels (a) and (c) Inset B of Fig.3, respectively).

Thesolutions�i(H )forM illsm odelofa m ultilayerwith

N = 6 in Fig. 4 illustrate the generalfeatures ofthe

�eld induced evolution ofthe spin-op state. (See also

the con�gurationsin panels(c)-(e)in InsetB ofFig.3,

and the solutionsforN = 16 in Ref.[53]and N = 12 in

Ref.[54]). An increasing m agnetic �eld gradually slows

down thereverserotation ofthespinswith negativepro-

jectionsonto the�eld direction.Finally atcharacteristic

�elds H
(i)

R
the sense ofrotation changes. In this point

d�i=dH = 0.Anothersetofcharacteristic�eldsH
(i)

?
de-

�nes the points where the projection ofsi changes the

sign,i.e.,(si(H
(i)

?
)� H )= 0. In an increasing �eld these

characteristic�elds,H
(i)

R
and then H

(i)

?
,arereached �rst

forthecentrallayersand athigher�eldsforthosecloser

to theboundaries.Fig.4 (a)displaysangles�i foran ex-

am ple ofM illsm odelEq.(3). with low K 6= 0. Finally,

for M ills m odelat a particular �eld H ? the projection
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ofthe m agnetization onto the �eld direction isequalfor

allinteriorlayers.Thisknotpointisdesignated by \?".

The valueofH ? isanalytically given by

H
? = 2

p
3J

�

1�
K

4J

� �

1+
K

3J

� 1=2

� (13)

�

2

41+
3K

4J
+

s

1+

�
K

4J

� 2

3

5

�1=2

:

In particular,forK = 0theknotpointisH ? =
p
6H F=4,

which coincideswith the value derived in Ref.[55]. For

H > H ? the positive projections ofthe m agnetization

onto the direction of the m agnetic �eld decreases to-

wards the center. The inhom ogeneous spin-op states

for isotropic M ills m odels,K � 0,exist starting from

zero �eld and have sim ilar features as those for �nite

anisotropy.55

B . C riticallines and m ulticriticalpoints

In thissection wedeterm inestability regionsoftheso-

lutions,conditionsofthephasetransitionsbetween them

and constructthe phase diagram s. M ills m odel(3) has

three independent controlparam eters K =J, H =J, and

N . Correspondingly a set of(K =J;H =J) phase planes

fordi�erentN providescom plete inform ation aboutthe

solutions for the m odel(3). As illustration we present

the (K =J;H =J) phase diagram for M ills m odel with

N = 6 (Fig.5), which containts allessentialfeatures

of the generic phase diagram and som e com plications

(Fig.5(b)),which areabsentin the sim plestcaseN = 4

aspresented in Ref.[53].Theessentialcriticalpointsfor

M illsm odelswith N = 4:::16aregiven in TableI.Then

weproceed to discussgeneralfeaturesofthem odelwith

arbitrary N .

To determ ine the conditionsforthe phase transitions

between di�erent spin con�gurations and the stability

regionsofthesephaseswem ay usestandard procedures.

Theequality oftheequilibrium energiesofthecom peting

phasesyieldsthe condition ofthe �rst-ordertransitions.

Thestability ofthesolutionsf�igi= 1;:::;N can bechecked

by writing the energy ofthe system for sm allarbitrary

distortions,~�i = �i+ ��i,which yieldsthe expansion

�N (~�i) = �N (�i)+

NX

i;j= 1

A ij��i��j; (14)

A ij = @
2�N =@�i@�j:

The solutions�i are stable,ifalleigenvalue ofthe sym -

m etric m atrix A N = ((A ij))are positive. In particular,

fortheAF phasewithin M illsm odelthem atrix A N has

a band structure given by A 2j�1;2j�1 = J + K + H ,

A 2j;2j = J + K � H for j = 1:::N =2,and Ai;i+ 1 =

A i+ 1;i = J for j = 1:::N � 1. Allother elem ents are

equalzero. The determ inantD N = det(A N )can be re-

duced to the following form

D N = [H 2 � H
2
A F]| {z }

D 2

� (15)

� f[H2 � (K2 + 4JK + 2J2)]D N �4

+ [H 2 � (K2 + 4JK + 3J2)]

N =2X

i= 3

(� 1)iD N �2ig:

The obvious convention D 0 = 1 and D k = 0 for k < 0

starts the recursion in Eq.(16). Any determ inant D N

includesthedeterm inantD 2 foratwo-layersystem D 2 as

am ultiplier.Thus,within theM illsm odel(3)thelability

�eld ofthe AF phase has the sam e value for arbitrary

values ofN 15,43,48,49. It coincides with that for a bulk

antiferrom agnetH A F =
p
K (2J + K )(8).

Note that this sim ple result for the stability lim it of

the AF phase holds only for M ills m odelbecause ofits

high sym m etry.Forgeneralm odels(see Eq.(17)),H A F

is an involved com bination ofthe m aterials param eters

and dependson N . Forexam ple,forthe m odi�ed M ills

m odelonederives

D N =
�
H

4 + p1H
2 + q1

�
D N �4 (16)

+
�
H

4 + p2H
2 + q2

�N =2X

i= 3

(� 1)iD N �2i ;

where p1 = 3J2 � (J + K )2 � (Js + K s)
2,p2 = p1 � J2,

q1 = q0 � J2(Js + K s)
2,q2 = q0 � J4,and q0 = [J2 �

(J + K )(Js + ks)]
2.Thedeterm inantsD N �2j (j> 2)in

the right part ofEq.(17) are sub-determ inants and do

notinclude \surface" term s.

In Fig.6 the low-anisotropy region isshown by �H {

K -phasediagram sforN = 6asrepresentativeforthegen-

eralbehaviour. Here,m agnetic �elds are given relative

to H A F,i.e.�H � H � HA F.Thestability lim itforthe

antiferrom agneticphaseisalwaysabovethelowerstabil-

itylim itsofthesym m etricand inhom ogeneousSF-phase.

Com paring theequilibrium energiesin theAF and SF

phase we determ ine the �eld for the �rst-order transi-

tion between these two phases (Fig. 6). In the low-

anisotropy lim it this �rst-order transition line and the

twolability�eldsforthestabilitylim itsoftheAF and SF

phase,respectively,are close to the value H 0 =
p
2JH

from Eq. (9). The di�erence between them de�ning

the co-existence region for m etastable states is oforder

H 0(K =J)� H 0.

Near the spin-ip transition from the SF to the F

phase,the deviations ofsi from the �eld directions are

sm all(�i � 1),and form odelEq.(4)thestability m atrix

in Eq.(15) becom es �N (~�i) =
P N

i;j= 1
A ij�i�j with A ij

having a tridiagonalband m atrix form wherenonzero el-

em entsoccuronly in them ain diagonaland the�rstside

diagonals.In particular,forM illsm odelA ii = H + K � J,

A i;i�1 = A i�1;i = J,and the spin-ip orexchange �eld
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Specialcanted statesC X (sketched con�guration)are stable in thehatched area.The pointy isa triple point,where FM ,SF,

and C X phasecoexist.Trianglesdesignatetricriticalpoints,wheretheSF-C X transitionschangefrom continuousto �rst-order
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FIG .6: (Color online) Low anisotropy region ofthe phase

diagram for M ills m odelwith N = 6. The m agnetic �eld is

given relativeto thestability lim itoftheAF phaseby �H =

H � H A F(K ). The canted phase C 1 is stable in the darker

(blue)area.Itism etastablein thebrighter(turquoise)areas.

Thick black linesgivethe�rst-orderspin-op transition from

AF to SF and AF to C,respectively. Foranisotropies below

point� only a �rst-orderspin-op from AF to thesym m etric

SF-phase exists. At higher anisotropies above the point b,

the�rst-ordertransition isfrom SF to theasym m etriccanted

C-phase.ForK � < K < K b,the canted phase existsonly as

a m etastable state.ForK > K c above the tricriticalpointc,

thetransition from the asym m etric phase C 1 to thespin-op

phase is �rst-order. Line a-�-b is the lower stability lim it of

the AF-phase,along the line �-b-c the continuoustransition

between C and SF takesplace. Linesstarting atpoint� are

the m etastability lim itsofthe canted phase C.

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.48  0.5  0.52  0.54  0.56  0.58  0.6

M
ag

ne
tiz

at
io

n

Magnetic Field H / J

N=6

K/J=0.15

HAFHtr

C1

AF

SF

FIG .7: HysteresisforM illsm odelN = 6 and an anisotropy
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m agneticcon�guration ofthecanted C 1-stateisshown.Field
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isa linearfunction ofK

H
(N )

E
(K )= 2J + K f � K ; H

(N )

E
(0)= 2J + K f ;(17)

where K f is de�ned asthe value ofuniaxialanisotropy

in thepointf where,depending on N ,thelineH
(N )

E
(K )
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with N = 16 and interm ediate anisotropy K =J = 0:5. In in-

creasing�eld aseriesoftransition lead from antiferrom agnetic

toferrom agneticphaseviaseveralcanted (C i)and (reentrant)

spin-op states.Leftpanel:m agnetization oftheequilibrium

states(�rst-order transitions are m arked by arrows). Right

panel:spin-con�gurationsin the canted in spin-op states.

intersectslineH FM = 2J.ThelineH FM isthetransition

linebetween theferrom agneticand ferrim agneticphases.

ThevalueK f can be derived analytically assolutionsof

the equation D N (A ij)= 0 with A ii = K f � J,Ai;i�1 =

A i�1;i = J (TableI);H
(N )

E
(0)= 2J+ K f isthespin-ip

�eld forzero anisotropy (in pointg,Fig.5).In Ref.[55]

the spin-ip �elds have been calculated for generalized

isotropicm odelsincluding biquadraticexchange.

For system s with larger anisotropies,an asym m etric

canted phase C1 occurs �rst as a m etastable state for

K � < K < K b, which can be reached by a continu-

ouscanting ofthespin-op phase.A corresponding hys-

teresisaround the �rst-ordertransition between AF and

SF-phase is shown in Fig.(7) with an exam ple ofthe

m agnetic con�guration C 1. Thiscanted phase C1 isde-

rived from elastically distorting the collinear ferrim ag-

neticstateFM 1 with a ferrom agnetically aligned pairat

the surface. For even larger anisotropy K b < K , the

C1 state becom es a stable phase ofthe system ,which

isreached from the AF-state through a �rst-ordertran-

sition. In the H vs. K -phase diagram s,the m agnetic

�eldsfortheupperand lowerstability lim itofthecanted

phase C1 m eetatthe criticalpoint� at(K �,H �)This

pointalso delim itsthe line forthe canting instability of

the m etastable SF-state. The criticalline for the cant-

ing instability ofthe stable SF-state ends in the criti-

calpoint (K b,H b) on the line of�rst-order transitions

H tr between either the AF-phase and the SF-phase be-

low K b,or the AF-phase and the C1-phase above K b.

This point b located at (K b, H b) designates the lower

anisotropy lim it,wherethe phaseC1 and any asym m et-

riccanted phaseisstableforM illsm odels.Thetopology

of the phase diagram s in Fig.6 for the corner of low

anisotropy K < K � and �eldsdescribesthe generalbe-

haviourforarbitrary N .From ourpreviousanalysis,we

haveseen thatnocanted asym m etricphasem ay occurat

low anisotropies. The �rstcanting instability at higher

anisotropywilloccurintoaphasesim ilartotheC1 phase

with a opped con�guration at the surface. For M ills

m odelswith variousN we have num erically determ ined

thelow-anisotropy partsofthephasediagram sand veri-

�ed thisgeneraltopology.Coordinatesofthetwocritical

points� and b forthe canting instabilitiesare collected

in TableI.from num ericalinvestigationsofM illsm odels

with N = 4;6;::;16.

M agnetization curvescorrespondingtotheequilibrium

states,where the canted state C1 is a stable phase are

shown in Fig.7. For anisotropy K > K b further tran-

sitions and criticalpoints occur depending on N . E.g.,

thetransition between theC1-phaseand thespin-op for

N = 6 becom es�rst-orderabovea tricriticalpointc.

C . M etam agnetism ofstrongly anisotropic system s

At high enough uniaxial anisotropy only collinear

phasesare stable. Forthe in�nite anisotropy lim it,one

can describe the m odelasan antiferrom agneticchain of

classicalIsing-spins.In thislim it,allcollinearstatesco-

existand transitionsbetween them are �rst-order. The

equilibrium states and their transitions are found from

the com parison oftheir di�erent Zeem an and exchange

energy. In M ills m odel(3) only two �rst order transi-

tions take place. For increasing �elds these are a tran-

sition from the antiferrom agnetic (AF)state to a setof

degenerateferrim agnetic(FM )phasesatH = J,and the

transitionsfrom theseFM -phaseintothesaturated phase
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TABLE I: List ofm ain criticalpoints in the �eld-anisotropy phase diagram s for M ills m odelantiferrom agnetic m ultilayers

with N = 2;4;:::;16.Field and anisotropy valuesare given in unitsofJ.

N (K � ,H �) (K b,H b) (K �,H �)
a

K e
a

K f

4 (0.160,0.522) (0.300,0.730) (0.622102,1.57956) 0.847759 2
1=2

6 (0.090,0.408) (0.206,0.620) (0.637223,1.51922) 0.842236 3
1=2

8 (0.051,0.312) (0.120,0.481) (0.639260,1.50798) 0.842001
p

2+ 21=2

10 (0.034,0.256) (0.080,0.394) (0.639621,1.50545) 0.8419914
p

10+ 201=2=2

12 (0.024,0.217) (0.056,0.332) (0.639689,1.50486) 0.841990990 (6
1=2

+ 2
1=2

)=2

14 (0.019,0.193) (0.042,0.286) (0.639702,1.50472) 0.8419909729 1.9498
b

16 (0.014,0.169) (0.032,0.251) (0.639705,1.50469) 0.8419909721
p
2+

p

2+ 21=2

acalculated from analytic expression with arbitrary precision.
bN um ericalvalue given instead ofa long analytic expression.

(F)atH = 2J.

Due to the high sym m etry ofM illsm odel,itdisplays

a rem arkable degeneracy ofthe FM phase. Thisdegen-

eracy has im portant consequences for the structure of

the phase diagram at �nite anisotropy. Let us denote

a ferrom agnetic pair with con�guration "". The two

di�erent antiferrom agnetic dom ains are (AF1)= "# and

with reversed spins (AF2)= #". The ferrim agnetic con-

�guration with a ipped spin at the edge can be writ-

ten (AF1)N =2�1 (F),whereexponentsdenotethenum ber

ofrepetitions for a pair. It is easy to see that allcon-

�gurationsoftype FM n= (AF1)
N =2�n�1 (F)(AF2)n with

n = 1;:::;N =2 have the sam e energy for M ills m odel

(Fig.3 (b) panel(f)-(h)). There are no further ferri-

m agnetic equilibrium phasesfor this m odel. For gener-

alized m odelswith di�ering m agnetic propertiesofindi-

viduallayers the degeneracy ofthe FM phases willbe

lifted. Then,the two transitionsfor M ills m odelin the

lim itofin�nite anisotropy willbe replaced by sequences

ofm etam agnetictransitionsbetween variousasym m etric

collinear states. The exact sequence willbe subject to

thesetofm aterialsparam etersfortheindividuallayers.

Towards�niteanisotropy,thecollinearphaseswillun-

dergo characteristicinstabilitieswerethe com petition of

Zeem an energy,exchangeand anisotropy willcauseelas-

tic distortionsofthese con�gurations.Thestability lim -

itsforthese collinearphasescan be calculated from the

analyticexpressionsforzero eigenvaluesoftheirstability

m atrices A in Eq.(15). These analytic expressionsare

derived sim ilarly to the expressionsforthe upperstabil-

ity lim it H A F ofthe AF phase,Eqs.(8),(16),and for

the lower stability lim it or exchange �eld H
(N )

E
ofthe

F phase,Eq.(17). In principle,they can be evaluated

with arbitrary precision. But,the stability lim itsofthe

di�erentF M phasesdepend notonly on N butalso on

theparticularrealization FM l,i.e.,on thelocation ofthe

F-pairin the chain.Fortheferrim agneticphaseofM ills

m odelwith N = 4thereisonly onelability lineH FM (K ).

Itcan be written in the param etricform

H FM = J (t� K (t)); K =
Jt(t3 � 2t2 + 2)

2(t3 � 2t� 1)
: (18)

The line H FM (K )(18)consistsoftwo branchesm eeting

in the point (K �,H �) where K � = K (t�) = 0:62210,

H � = t� � K (t�)= 1:57956,(t�)2 = 2+ 21=3 + 41=3.

Forarbitrary N ,thestability lim itsforthevariousen-

ergetically degenerate ferrim agnetic phasesFM l are dif-

ferent. Here,l= 1:::[(N � 2)=2]and square brackets

[x]denote the largestintegerl� x. However,they dis-

play a certain system atics for M ills m odels. This can

be understood from the weakened exchange sti�ness at

thesurfaces,i.e.thesurfacecut,which distinguishesthe

state FM 1 with an F-pair at the surface from allother

realizations Fl with l > 1 (see Fig.5(b) for the sim -

plestcase N = 6). The generic behaviourofthese lines

is dem onstrated for the case N = 16 in Fig.9. The

lowerbranch forFM 1 occursalwaysathigher�eldsand

anisotropies. This is the expected consequence of the

surface cut. The FM 1 structure ism ore easily distorted

and plays a specialrole in the interm ediate anisotropy

range.In allphasediagram s,ata certain section ofthis

linea continuoustransition between the FM 1 phaseand

the corresponding C1-phase occurs(see Fig.5(b)).This

transition line atlow �eldsand high anisotropies,starts

atthe criticalend-point(K e,H e)on the �rst-orderline

between the AF and FM -phase. In the phase diagram s

for N = 6,this section ends at a m ulticriticalpoint x.

For generalN ,the other end ofthe line ofcontinuous

transitionsbetween the FM 1 and the C1 phase depends

on N because at higher �elds other canted phases C l

with l> 1 m ay intervene.Thus,the seriesofco-existing

collinearstates FM l athigh anisotropy givesrise to se-

riesofcorresponding canted phasesCl by elastic distor-

tions. These canted phases,however,are stable in dif-

ferentregionsofthephasediagram towardsinterm ediate

anisotropies.Thus,theseriesofcanted phasesin increas-

ing �elds starts with C 1 and,for the highly sym m etric

M illsm odel,itfollowsthesequencel= 1;:::(Fig.8(b)).

Forthe �rstcanting transition between the ferrim ag-

neticstateFM 1 and thecorresponding canted phaseC1,

along the line for the stability lim it ofthe FM 1 phase,

there isa m inim um value ofanisotropy K �. The corre-

spondingcriticalpoint� coincideswith theupperlim itof

�eldsH � forthe m etastability lim itofthe canted phase

C1. The values of these two characteristic points are
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FIG .9: (Color online) High-anisotropy phase diagram for

M illsm odeland N = 16.Thedegenerateferrim agnetic phases

are stable in the shaded area.The collinearphasesFM 1 and

FM 2 to FM 4 are lim ited by the lability lines (1) and (2-4).

The latterare nearly degenerate and notresolved.

listed in Table IforM illsm odelsN = 4 to 16. There is

only a weak dependenceon N forthecoordinatesforthe

criticalpoints � and e. This m eans,that there is also

only a weak shiftofthe region ofstable and m etastable

FM -states. Further,the m inim um anisotropy valuesfor

the stability region of the other collinear phases FM l

with l > 1 are always larger than K �. Thus, canted

phasesm ay occurin theregion ratherwellcircum scribed

by the area shown for the sim plest phase diagram s for

N = 4 and 6. Interestingly,allthe stability lines for

these collinearphasesFM l l= 1;::: crossatthe point

x at(K x;H x)= (4=3J;2=3J)forM illsm odeland arbi-

trary N .O necan show thisby asim ilarrecursion forthe

eigenvaluesoftheirtridiagonalstability m atricesasused

by Dantas et al. to calculate H A F.
49 This point is also

visited bythelineH A F(K ).Forallsystem swith an even-

odd num beroflayersN = 6,10,etc.,thepointx isa spe-

cialm ulticriticalpoint,where the collinear analogue of

the sym m etric spin-op phase FM [(N �2)=2] becom esde-

generate with the inhom ogeneous sym m etric SF-state.

Thus,the �rst-order transition line between the corre-

sponding canted phaseC[(N �2)=2] and theSF-phaseends

in x asin the phasediagram forN = 6 shown in Fig.5.

Thisfurtherdegeneracy ofM illsm odelyieldssom e sta-

bility and sim plicity ofthe generalfeaturesofits phase

diagram s.

Asa caveat,we�nally haveto m ention additionallow-

sym m etry phaseswhich cannotbeforeseen from thecon-

siderationson thestablecollinearphasesAF,FM l,and F

and theirelastic distortionsin the phase diagram .Such

an interm ediate phase Cx appears already in the phase

diagram ofM illsm odelforN = 6 in the region between

the FM l phases and the region ofthe stable SF-phase.

TheCx phasecan bederived from an elasticdistortion of

thecollinearphases"#"""",which do notariseasstable

states.Sim ilarlow-sym m etry canted phasesalso appear

in phase diagram s ofM ills m odelfor N > 6. For gen-

eralized m odels,the region ofstability ofthese canted

low-sym m etry phaseswillstrongly depend on detailsof

them aterialsparam etersoftypeEq.(4).Furtherenergy

term sand/ordisorderin m agneticparam etersofthelay-

erscan stabilizefurtherphasesin theinterm ediateregion

ofthephasediagram .In thehigh-anisotropylim itofsuch

generalizedm odels,cascadesofm etam agnetictransitions

between ferrim agneticcollinearphasesexist.From these

statesvariouscanted phasescan bederived in the range

ofinterm ediateanisotropiesK i=Ji
<
� 1.Thecom petition

between allthese phases willlead to very com plicated

m agneticphasediagram

IV . R EO R IEN TA T IO N IN W EA K LY

A N ISO T R O P IC M U LT ILA Y ER S

A . Surface and volum e interactions

In this section,we re-analyze the m agnetic states of

an antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer stack, and their evo-

lution in an applied �eld, by analytical m ethods. In

the lim it of weak anisotropy, the m icrom agnetic en-

ergy (1) can be represented by a system ofinteracting

dim ers and by a continuum form . Thus, we consider

the m odel(1)forweak anisotropies,K i;K
0
i � Ji. Fur-

ther,weonly study system swith collinearantiferrom ag-

netic(zero-�eld)ground state.Thus,thestrengthsofthe

biquadratic exchange constants is lim ited to the range,

0 < eJi < Ji=2.
62 First,we rewrite the generalenergy

Eq.(1)in thislim it. The resulting expression allowsto

recognizethe m ain e�ectsexpected in thislim itwithout

explicitcalculations. W e group the m om ents ofthe su-

perlattice into pairsasin a two-sublattice antiferrom ag-

neticsystem .Startingfrom the�rstlayerwecom binethe

N m om entsalong the antiferrom agnetic chain into N =2

pairs (s2j�1 ;s2j) with j = 1;::;N =2. For each ofthese

pairs,weintroducethevectorsofnetm agnetization M j

and the staggered vectorLj

s2j�1 = M j + Lj; s2j = M j � Lj: (19)

Thesetransform ationsaresim ilartothoseapplied forthe

two-layersystem ,Eqs.(5)and (7).From jsij= 1 follows

that M 2
j + L2

j = 1 and M j � Lj = 0. The energy � N

ofEq.(1)can be rewritten asa function ofM j and the

angles�j between n and unity vectorslj = Lj=jLjjand

expanded with respectto the sm allparam etersM j � 1.

O m itting constantand higherorderterm s,one derives

e� N =

N =2X

j= 1

�jM
2
j � 2

N =2X

j= 1

(H � Mj)�

N =2X

j= 1

eK icos
2
�j

+
1

2

N =2�1X

j= 1

J2j(�j+ 1 � �j)
2 + �(M j;�j); (20)
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where eK j = (K 2j�1 + K 2j)=2� K0
2j�1 � (K0

2j�2 + K
0
2j)=2,

�j = 2(J2j�1 � 2eJ2j�1 )+ (J2j�2 � 2eJ2j�2 )+ (J2j� 2eJ2j)for

j= 2;:::;N =2� 1,and eK 1 = (K 1 + K 2)=2� K0
1� K0

2=2,

eK N =2 = (K N �1 + K N )=2� K0
N �1 � K0

N �2 =2;�1 = 2(J1�

2eJ1)+ (J2 � 2eJ2),�N =2 = 2(JN �1 � 2eJN �1 )+ (JN �2 �

2eJN �2 ). Finally,the lastexpression in Eq.(20)collects

term sthatarelinearwith respectto (�j+ 1 � �j),

�(M j;�j) = (21)

�

N =2�1X

j= 1

(J2j � eJ2j)(M j + M j+ 1)(�j+ 1 � �j):

An independent m inim ization with respect to M j (see

detailsin Ref.[25,66])yields

M j = ��1

j [H � (H � lj)lj]: (22)

Itfollowsdirectlyfrom (22)thatM j = H �
�1

j sin(�j�  ),

where  is the angle between the �eld H and the easy

axisn in the m odelofEq.(1).

The independent m inim ization with respectto M j is

justi�ed becausetheexchangeinteractionsdom inatethe

energy and pairsofneighbouring m om entsdo notdevi-

ate strongly from antiparallelorientation in the lim itof

weak anisotropy and �elds.Thisestablishestherelations

Eq.(22)between the com ponentsofthe netm agnetiza-

tion and theorientation ofthestaggered vector.In other

wordsEq.(22)�xedly connectsthe netm agnetizations,

asauxiliary degreesoffreedom ,to thevectorslj and the

applied �eld.Thisapproach reducesthechain ofN m ag-

neticm om entssi into an equivalentsystem ofN =2 unity

vectorslj. Each site ofthischain correspondsto a two-

sublatticeantiferrom agnetora dim er.Substituting (22)

into Eq.(20)we obtain the following expression forthe

energy ofthese interacting dim ers

e� N = �

N =2X

j= 1

��jcos2(�j � ��j) (23)

+
1

2

N =2�1X

j= 1

J2j(�j+ 1 � �j)
2 + �(� j);

��j =
1

2�j

q �
H 2 cos2 � H2

j

�2
+ H 4 sin2 2 ; (24)

tan2��j = H
2 sin2 =(H 2 cos2 � H

2
j); (25)

H j =

q
eK j�j; (26)

where

�(� j) = � H

N =2�1X

j= 1


jsin(�j �  )(�j+ 1 � �j);(27)


j = J2j
�
�
�1

j + �
�1

j+ 1

�
: (28)

The m inim ization with respect to M j according to

Eq. (22) and the representation of the energy by the

form (23)generalizessim pli�ed dim erization transform a-

tion thathavebeen considered in Refs.[54,67].

Theenergy oftheinteracting dim ersEq.(23)includes

�rst the sum oftheir \self"-energies,then an exchange

sti�nessenergy given by theterm quadraticwith respect

to di�erences(�j+ 1� �j),and a speci�cenergy contribu-

tion �(� j),de�ned in Eq.(27).Theterm sin �(� j)arise

due to the variation ofthe m agnetic param eters along

the chain.The energy �(� j)can be written in the form

ofa \Zeem an energy" for the staggered m agnetization

vectors

�(� j) = �
�

1(H � l1)� 
N =2�1 (H � lN =2)

�
(29)

�

N =2�2X

j= 1

(
j+ 1 � 
j)(H � lj+ 1):

The dim ensionlesscoe�cients
 j are ratiosofexchange

constants de�ned in Eq.(28). The �rst two term s in

Eq.(29)involvethe endm ostdim ers,i.e.,they have the

character ofa surface energy,which is im posed by the

exchange cut. The sum in (29)describessim ilar\inter-

nal" contributionsarising dueto any variation oftheex-

changecouplingsalongtheantiferrom agneticchain.This

energy contribution disappearsin m odelswith equalex-

change interactions in internallayers as in the regular

and m odi�ed M illsm odelsEqs.3)and (5),respectively.

B . P hysicalm echanism ofthe \surface spin-op"

phenom ena

The m agnetic energy ofthe low-anisotropy antiferro-

m agnetic m ultilayers in the form ofinteracting dim ers

(23) elucidates the com peting forcesresponsible for the

�eld-driven reorientation processes. Letuscom pare en-

ergy (23)with thatofan isolated dim er.Fora localized

pairofs2j�1 and s2j spins(i.e.j-th dim er)a m inim iza-

tion via Eq.(22)yields

�
(j)

2 = � �
(0)

j cos2(�j � ��
(0)

j ); (30)

with an am plitude factor

�
(0)

j =
1

4J

q �
H 2 cos2 � �H 2

j

�2
+ H 4 sin2 2 ;(31)

and a \phase"

tan2��
(0)

j = H
2 sin2 =(H 2 cos2 � �H 2

j); (32)

where �H 2
j = [(J2j�1 � 2eJ2j�1 )(K 2j�1 + K 2j+ 2K

0
2j�1 )]

1=2.

Theenergy in theform (30)coincideswith thatofa two-

sublattice antiferrom agnetand isa generalization ofthe

m odelEq.(7).TheEq.(32)forthephase ��
(0)

j isknown

asN�eelequation.23 Itdeterm inesthe equilibrium states

oftheantiferrom agnet� = ��
(0)

j + �k (k = 0;1;:::).The
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am plitude �
(0)

j from Eq.(31) equals the potentialbar-

rierbetween the wellsat� = ��1 + �k.A m agnetic �eld

applied along theeasy axisreducesthepotentialbarrier.

W hen the �eld reaches the threshold �eld �H j it causes

the spin-op transition. For dim ers incorporated into

the interacting chain the param etersofthe self-energies

arem odi�ed duetotheexchangecouplingand additional

anisotropy contributionsasseen by com paringEqs.(23)-

(25) with Eqs.(30)-(32). Therefore, within the chain

the dim ers have di�erent threshold �elds and they are

elastically coupled with neighbouring pairs. Due to the

couplings the opping ofthe individualdim ers in their

individualthreshold �eldsH j Eq.(23)areham pered.In-

stead thechain only can transform intotheopped phase

when theopped con�gurationsareenergetically advan-

tageousthroughoutthewholesystem .G enerally thedif-

ferencesofthedim erself-energiesalong thechain causes

spatialm odulationsofany noncollinearm agneticstates.

Theinhom ogeneousspin-op and canted phasesin M ills

m odel(Fig.3)exem plify such spin-con�gurations.

However,the energy contribution �(� j)Eq.(21)pro-

videsanotherm echanism ofm agnetic-�eld-induced reori-

entation im posed by the variation ofthe exchange inter-

actionsalong the antiferrom agneticsuperlattice,in par-

ticularby the exchangecutatitsends.Thism echanism

is due to the inuence ofthe linear energy term s (27),

which favoura rotation ofthe staggered vector. Ascan

beseen from theequivalentEq.(29),an instability ofthe

collinearcon�guration iscaused by the \Zeem an term s"

thatarelinearin thestaggered vectorslj.G enerally,the

�rstterm related to the two surfaceswilldom inate,and

this di�erence willfavour a rotation ofthese lj. This

enforcesan inhom ogeneousspin-op phase above a cer-

tain �eld.Aswasshown in theprevioussection in strong

anisotropy system stheexchangecutleadsto ipsofthe

m agnetization and a transition into collinearFM phases,

which are also inhom ogeneous. In low-anisotropy sys-

tem s, under the dom inating inuence of the exchange

interactions,theinuenceofthis\local" defectisspread

along thechain and stabilizesa spatially inhom ogeneous

structure.

Thus, we have the following im portant conclusion.

There are two di�erentm echanism softhe �eld-induced

reorientation in �niteantiferrom agneticsuperlattices:(i)

O neofthem isconnected with a switching ofthepoten-

tialwellsin theenergy ofthe uniaxialantiferrom agnetic

units.Thism echanim sissim ilarto theusual�eld-driven

spin reorientation in (low-anisotropy)bulk antiferrom ag-

nets and two-layer system s. Therefore,it is a com m on

spin-op m echanism . (ii) The other m echanism is due

to variation oftheexchangecoupling along thesuperlat-

tice and,in particular,the exchange cut at the end of

the stack.Thistype ofreorientation transition can only

existin �niteantiferrom agneticsuperlatticesand hasno

analoguein bulk antiferrom agnetism .

Theinterplayofthesetwom echanism srulestheform a-

tion and evolution ofthe m agnetic statesin the system .

Depending on the valuesofthe m aterialparam etersdif-

ferent types ofm agnetization processes can be realized

in the generalm odel(1).In the low-anisotropy system s,

owing to the dom inance ofexchange interactions,it is

thesecond e�ectdueto thecutexchangeatthesurfaces

thatdom inatesthe �eld-driven reorientation transition.

As im portant cases for applications, we consider in

m ore detailthe highly sym m etric M illsm odelsEqs.(3)

and (5). Both m odels are com posed of identical in-

ternal layers. For the m odi�ed M ills m odel Eq. (5)

�1 = �N =2 = 2(2Js + J)=(1 + �s), and �j = 4J for

j = 2;:::;N =2� 1. Forthe regularM illsm odelEq.(3)

�j = 4J forj= 1;:::;N =2.Theenergy (23)with  = 0

reducesto

�N =

N =2�1X

j= 2

�
H 2 � H2

B

�

8J
cos2�j (33)

+
J

2

N =2�1X

j= 1

(�j+ 1 � �j)
2 + �s;

whereH B =
p
4JK .Thelastcontribution in (33)isdue

to the�nitelength ofthechain.Itinvolvesonly thetwo

lastdim ersatboth ends ofthe chain,i.e.,it represents

thespeci�csurfacee�ectsforthe�niteantiferrom agnetic

stack. For the regular M ills m odelthe isolated dim er

energy(30)reducestotheform ofEq.(9),and thesurface

energy becom es

�s =
1

6J

�
H

2
� H

2
S

� �
cos2�1 + cos2�N =2

�

�
7

12
H
�
cos�1 � cos�N =2

�

+
1

12
H
�
cos�2 � cos�N =2�1

�
; (34)

H S =
p
3JK : (35)

In the case ofthe m odi�ed M illsm odel,the contribu-

tion �s hasthe m odi�ed form

e�s =
(1+ �s)

2

8(2Js + J)

�
H

2 � eH 2
S

��
cos2�1 + cos2�N =2

�

� U1H
�
cos�1 � cos�N =2

�

+ U2H
�
cos�2 � cos�N =2�1

�
: (36)

The threshold �eld eH S and the coe�cients,U 1 and U2,

arede�ned by

eH S =

p
2(K s + K )(2Js + J)

(1+ �s)
; (37)

U1 =
J(6�s � 1)+ 2Js(4�s � 3)

4(2Js + J)
; (38)

U2 =
J(2�s + 1)� 2Js

4(2Js + J)
: (39)

The threshold �eld for the endm ost dim ers is H S =p
3=2H 0 and forinternaldim ersH B =

p
2H 0. Because
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the spins in the chains have additionalexchange cou-

plings,thesethresholdsarelargerthan thethreshold �eld

H 0 for an isolated pair. This reinforcing by exchange

sti�nessforthebound dim ersincreasesthevaluesofthe

threshold �eldsforthe coupled chain.

C . M ultilayers w ith large N .C ontinuum m odel

The lim itofm ultilayerswith largeN and the lim itof

in�nite antiferrom agnetic system s is best discussed go-

ing over to a continuum description. For the regular

M illsm odel(3)with arbitrary N the transition into the

opped stateoccurscloselytoH tr � H0 given by Eq.(9),

su�ciently below the dim erthreshold �eldsH S and H B

(Fig.11). This m eans that this transition is im posed

by the exchange cut. These resultscan be easily under-

stood from the solutions for the spin-con�gurations in

the opped state Eqs.(10),(11),and (12). The m agne-

tization vectors for allinternallayers can be com bined

into pairswith antiparallelm agnetizations. The system

e�ectively behavesasan isolated dim erconsistingonly of

the endm ostspinswith energy (4).Correspondingly the

opping�eld equalsthethreshold �eld H 0 ofthisisolated

pair. This resultis com m on for system s with arbitrary

valuesofN .

However,abovethecritical�eld H 0 theevolutionofthe

system rem arkably changeswith increasing N (Fig.10).

The m ultilayerwith low N are characterized by a large

m agnetization jum p atthe transition �eld and a nearly

linearincrease ofthe m agnetization up to the ip �eld.

W ith increasingN them agnetization jum p atH 0 gradu-

ally decreases.Concurrently,a steep section ofthem ag-

netization curve isfound around �eldswith valuesclose

to H B (seeEq.(33)).Finally,forN � 1 the m agnetiza-

tion curvesdevelop a strong kink around thisvalue.

Them agnetic-�eld driven transform ation ofthedim er

energies in Eq. (33) explains this peculiar behaviour.

In the transition �eld H tr � H0 the dim er self-energy

term s in (33) still favour the antiferrom agnetic m ode

(ljjjn).Thethreshold �eldsareexceeded athigher�elds

(H > H S forendm ostand H > H B forinternaldim ers).

In superlatticeswith few layerstheendm ostand internal

dim ersgivecom parablecontributionstothem agneticen-

ergy.Thedi�erence in theirinternalenergiessuppresses

drastic reorientation e�ects at the threshold �elds H S

and H B . W ith increasing num ber oflayers the relative

energy contribution ofthe internaldim ers for the total

energy (20)gradually increases.Then,the m agnetic en-

ergy oftheinternallayersplaysthedom inantrolein the

form ation ofthe opped con�gurations. Thus,the end-

m ost dim ers does not ham per the reorientation e�ects

in the threshold �eld H B . Below the threshold �eld,

H < H B ,the antiferrom agnetic phase with ljjn corre-

sponds to the m inim a of the internal dim ers and the

inhom ogeneous spin-op phase consists of two antifer-

rom agnetic dom ainswith antiparallelorientation ofthe

staggered vectors(Fig.11). These two regionsare sep-
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FIG .10: (Coloronline)M agnetization curvesforM illsm odel

with low anisotropy K =J= 0.01 and large N in the vicinity of

the \bulk spin-op".

arated by a 180-degree dom ain wallwith opped spin

con�gurationsin the center(l? n)

ForH > H B thepotentialwellsfortheinternaldim ers

switch into(l? n)con�guration.Around the�eld H B the

centerofthe dom ain wallgradually extendsand sweeps

outthe regionswith antiferrom agnetic con�guration to-

wardsthesurfacesofthestack.Thisdrastictransform a-

tion between the two con�gurationswithin m ost ofthe

bulk ofthe antiferrom agnetic stack causes a prom inent

anom aly ofthe m agnetization curves near the �eld H B

(Fig.10).AboveH B thenetm agnetization M j develops

two sym m etricm axim a closeto the surfaces,which m ay

be observablein experim ent.

Asym ptotically with N ! 1 ,them agnetization curve

approachesthatofthe usualspin-op in a bulk uniaxial

antiferrom agnet. But, this reorientation occurs within

thesam em agnetic phase,and no phasetransition iscon-

nected with this process. Rather for any �nite value of

N thephasetransition stilloccursbetween theantiferro-

m agneticand inhom ogeneousspin-op phasein thecrit-

ical�eld H tr asa �rst-orderprocess.Aswasm entioned

above forlarge N this�eld-induced phase hasthe char-

acter of a dom ain wallbetween two antiferrom agnetic
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states. Non-collinear states arise in the centralregion

ofthe stack,where the sm alltotalm agnetization ofthe

con�guration isconcentrated.For�xed sm allanisotropy

thetransition isaccom panied by a jum p ofthem agneti-

zation atthe transition �eld H tr.Them agnitudeofthis

jum p decreaseswith the num bersoflayersN (Fig.10).

Hence,at�rstglance we have a paradox phase diagram

forM illsm odel:a drastic�eld-driven changeofthem ag-

netization isnotrelated toaphasetransition,whileareal

phasetransition isnoticeableonly by asm alljum p ofthe

m agnetization,thatvanishesforlarge N .However,this

hasa clearphysicalfoundation becausethetransition at

H tr isrelated to the surface e�ectand itsvisible e�ects

should vanish forN ! 1 ,whereasthe crossing-overto-

wardstheopped con�guration in the\bulk"ofthem ul-

tilayerstack should approach a true spin-op transition

forN = 1 .

A transition into the inhom ogeneous spin-op state

m eans that the free boundaries cause an inhom ogene-

ity far in the interiorofthe �nite system . Close to the

boundariesthem agnetic con�guration resem blesthatof

thetwo antiferrom agneticcollineardom ains.Thisstruc-

tureisconsistentwith thepropertiesofsem i-in�nitean-

tiferrom agneticchainsdescribed by M ichelettietal.43 In

the phase diagram sforthese system s(even in the large

anisotropylim it)ahighlydegeneratephaseoccurs,where

alocalized inhom ogeneouscon�guration issituated atar-

bitrary distance from the surface.43 For�nite antiferro-

m agneticchainswith weak anisotropy,the m utualinu-

ence ofboth surfaceswilldeterm ine a unique state with

180 degree wall-like con�guration in the center. G en-

erally,such a sym m etric con�guration willbe found for

antiferrom agnetic layers,when the core ofthis con�gu-

ration iswideenough to interactwith both surfaces.For

the�nitesystem s,thesim plestructureofthephasedia-

gram ,showingonly a SF phasewith solutionspreserving

m irrorsym m etry aboutthe centerofthe layerin inter-

m ediate �eldsbetween the AF phase and the saturated

F phase,isrestricted to low anisotropy system s.Atsize-

ableanisotropy,the asym m etriccanting com plicatesthe

phase-diagram .

The energy ofthe m odi�ed M ills m odelEq.(5) pro-

vides a sim ple way to introduce a continuum form of

energy (33). ForN � 1 and low anisotropy K � 1 the

energy (20)can be converted to

�W = W � W A F =
Z d=2

�d=2

"

A

�
d�

d�

� 2

+

�
H 2 � H2

B

16A

�

sin2 �

#

d�

+ W sj�= �d=2 (40)

with the exchange constant A = Ja=2. The m ultilayer

thicknessisd = N awith a the\periodicity"length ofthe

m ultilayer.Thezero ofenergy scalefor�W isshifted to

the energy W A F ofthe antiferrom agnetic state (� = 0).
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FIG .11: (Coloronline)Evolution ofcon�gurationsforM ills

m odelwith low anisotropy K =J= 0.01 and N = 100 in the

vicinity ofthe \bulk spin-op": (a) localnet m agnetic m o-

m ents M j (b) orientation oflocalantiferrom agnetic vectors

(according to the Eq.(19). Inset shows average m agnetiza-

tion m vs.�eld.

Thelastterm isthe surfaceenergy given by

W s =
(1+ �s)

2

4(2Js + J)

�
H

2
� eH 2

S

�
sin2 �(�)

� sgn(�)

�

�s �
1

2

�

H [cos�(�)� 1] (41)

Eq.(40) describes the energy ofa plate ofthickness d

for a bulk easy-axis antiferrom agnet with the spin-op

�eld H B . It is the continuum counterpart of the dis-

cretized m odelEq.(33). The surface energy W s (41)

includes a com m on antiferrom agnetic contribution (the

�rstterm )and a speci�cZeem an energy im posed by the

exchangecut.Dueto m irrorsym m etry oftheinhom oge-

neousspin-op phase the boundary conditionsare �1 �

�(� = � d=2)and �2 � �(� = d=2)= � � �1.By solving

theEulerequation fortheenergyfunctional(40)with the

boundary condition 2A(d�=d�)j�= �d=2 = � @Ws(�1)=@�

one obtainsa setofparam etrized pro�les�(�;�1). The

further optim ization ofthe energy with respect to the
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param eter �1 yields the equilibrium distribution ofthe

staggered vectorwithin them ultilayerof�nitethickness.

Thesesolutionscan generally bewritten asellipticfunc-

tions.

In thelim itofin�nitethickness,N ! 1 theboundary

values of� correspond to the con�gurationsin antipar-

alleldom ains of the antiferrom agnetic phase, �1(� 1 )

= 0,�2(1 ) = �. In this case the variationalproblem

for the functional(40) is equivalent to that ofan iso-

lated m agnetic wallwith \e�ective uniaxialanisotropy"

K � = (H 2 � 2H2
0)=(16A). The corresponding analyti-

calresultsforthe wallparam etershave been derived by

Landau and Lifshitz68.ForM illsm odelthissolution has

been analysed in14.

Thislim iting caseofthein�nite chain providesa sim -

ple physicalexplanation ofthe phase transition into the

inhom ogeneousspin-op phase.According to Eqs.(40),

(41) the op ofthe surface staggered vector �(1 ) = 0

into antiparallelposition �(1 )= � yieldsa gain ofsur-

face energy �W s = � (2�s � 1)H . By this process a

dom ain wallis generated which requires a positive en-

ergy contribution 4
p
AK � =

p
H 2
B
� H2 . The balance

between thesecom peting energy contributionsisreached

atthe critical�eld

H tr = H 0=
p
2�2s � 2�s + 1 : (42)

In particular,for the regularM ills m odel�s = 1 and

thetransition �eld in Eq.(42)equalsH 0.Thissim pleen-

ergeticsallowsto form ulate a cleartherm odynam ic rea-

son for the transition into the inhom ogeneous spin-op

phase provided by the exchange cut. The anti-aligned

m agnetization vector atthe non-com pensated surface is

overturned and reducestheZeem an energy attheexpense

ofthe form ation ofa planar defectin the center ofthe

superlattice,which hasthe characterofa dom ain wall.

Because the energy gain in the inhom ogeneous spin-

op phase,�W s(�s)= � (2�s � 1)H ,is proportionalto

thenon-com pensated m agnetization ofthesurfacelayer,

this transition into the opped state strongly depends

on the netm agnetization ofthe endm ostlayers.Partial

com pensation ofthesurfacem agnetization istantam ount

to a reduction ofthe param eter �s. This reduction de-

creases�W s(�s),and increasesthecritical�eld H tr (42).

For �s = 1=2 the energy gain �W s(�s) equals zero and

H tr reachesthe threshold �eld H B .

W e com e to an im portant conclusion. The exchange

cut providesthe stabilization ofthe opped phase only

undercondition ofsu�ciently strong surfacem agnetiza-

tion. In the regular M ills m odelthe m agnetizations of

thelayersareassum ed to have�xed values.Theproper-

tiesofthe endm ostlayersj= 1 and N are described by

the sam e integralphenom enologicalparam eters as the

layers j = 2;:::;N � 1 in the \bulk". O nly the ex-

changecutreectsthecon�nem entofthisantiferrom ag-

neticsystem .In thecontinuum lim it(40)thesurfacecut

isrepresented by thesurfacecontributionsin the energy

thatdescribethee�ectivecoupling ofthestaggered vec-

tor to the applied �eld. The existence ofsurfaces with

netnon-com pensated m agnetization isjusti�ed foranti-

ferrom agneticsuperlatticeswith in-planem agnetization.

Strong intra-layerexchange interactionsand weak stray

�eld e�ectsfavoursingledom ain statesoftheindividual

ferrom agneticlayersin thesem ultilayerstack and atthe

surfaces.In othersystem s,variousm echanism scan cause

reductionsofthenon-com pensated m agnetization atthe

surfaces,such ascrystallographicand m agneticim perfec-

tions,form ation ofantiferrom agneticm ultidom ain states

etc.A reduction ofthetotalm agnetization in thesurface

layerscan strongly reduce the non-com pensated m agne-

tization and suppresses eventually the form ation ofthe

opped states.Forthecontinuum m odel(40)thisoccurs

for�s < 1=2.

Thesurfaceenergy(41)alsoincludesthe�rstterm that

hasthe conventionalform ofa (local)antiferrom agnetic

unit with a m odi�ed threshold �eld eH S from Eq.(37).

According to m any experim entalobservations,the m ag-

neticparam etersJs,K s and �s can bestrongly m odi�ed

by surface-induced interactions,see,e.g.,Refs.[60,69].

Correspondingly eH S in (41) can vary in a broad range.

G enerally, considering m odels with m odi�ed m agnetic

surface properties,the volum e energy (40)and the sur-

faceenergy(41)m ay favourdi�erentm agneticcon�gura-

tionsin certain intervalsofapplied m agnetic �eld. This

com petition can stabilize inhom ogeneous phases with

continuous rotation ofthe m agnetization vectors along

the thickness.The occurrenceofsuch twisted statesun-

derpinning (oranchoring)inuence ofthe surfacesisa

rathergenerale�ect in orientable m edia. In particular,

they areknown to occurin variousclassesofliquid crys-

talsasthe so-called Freedericksz e�ect70,71 and in ferro-

m agnetic m aterials.12,72,73 Spiraling in exchange spring

m agnetsand exchange biassystem salso belongsto this

class ofphenom ena.73 The phenom enologicaltheory of

such statesin antiferrom agneticnanolayershasbeen de-

veloped in Ref. [13]. It was shown that non-collinear

twisted phasescan ariseassolutionsform agnetic states

underanchoring-e�ectsatthesurfaces.In contrasttoin-

hom ogeneousspin-op statesstabilized by the exchange

cutthe twisted phasesarisedue to pinning ordistortive

e�ects of surface-induced interactions on the m agnetic

states.FutureanalysisofgeneralizedM illsm odelsshould

concentrate on the com bined e�ectsofthese surface in-

teractions.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

A . Solving the \surface spin-op" puzzle

The exchange cut is the prim ary driving force that

causesthe speci�c reorientation e�ects in antiferrom ag-

netically ordered m ultilayers and stabilizes the unique

m agneticstatesunknownin otherclassesofm agneticsys-

tem s.Thepioneering studiesby M illsand co-workers5,14

have introduced the notion ofa surface-induced insta-

bility in con�ned antiferrom agnets14 and of the novel
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reorientation e�ects in antiferrom agnetic superlattices5.

M illsform ulated thebasicideathat,in acon�ned antifer-

rom agnet,uncom pensated surface m agnetization causes

the instability ofthe collinearstate in the applied m ag-

netic�eld quitebelow thecom m on (bulk)spin-op.This

transition from theantiferrom agneticto a \surfacespin-

op" stateshould resultin opping a few layersofspins

near the surface, i.e., they would turn by nearly 90

degree.14 Thispicturewasim proved and detailed by K ef-

ferand Chow,15,and supplem ented by resultsofnum er-

icalsim ulations.5,6,45,46 Itconstitutestherecentscenario

ofa \surface spin-op". According to this picture the

opped states are nucleated initially atthe surface and

in increasing�eldsthissurfacestatem ovesintothedepth

ofthe sam ple asan antiferrom agnetic dom ain wall:15,45

\W hen the external �eld exceeds the surface spin-op

�eld, the surface m om ent, initially antiparallel to the

�eld,rotates nearly by 180�. In e�ect,a twistis applied

to one end ofthe structure. A dom ain wallis then set

up,in an o� centerposition in the �nite structure.[:::]

W ith furtherincreasein �eld,thewallundergoesa series

ofdiscontinuousjum ps,asitm igratesto thecenterofthe

structure.[:::]The dom ain wallbecom escentered in the

structure,and then with further increase in �eld broad-

ens,to open up asa owerto evolve into a bulkspin-op

state. The angle between the spins and the external�eld

is less atand near the surface than in the center ofthe

structure.\6

The detailed investigationsofM illsm odel(3)necessi-

tate a considerable revision ofthe surface spin-op sce-

nario expanded in5,14 and som eotherpapers6,15,45.This

scenario ofthe surface spin-op confuses three di�erent

typesofthe solutionsforM illsm odel(3),see the phase

diagram s in Figs.3 and 5. The \opping ofa few lay-

ersofspinsnearthe surface" isinspired by solutionsfor

ferrim agneticand canted phasesin system swith sizeable

anisotropy. The picture ofthe dom ain wallm ovem ent

into the centerofthe superlattice \in a sequence ofdis-

crete hops"45 isrelated to cascadesofphase transitions

between canted phases in superlattices with m oderate

anisotropy (Figs.8). Finally,the ower-like broadening

ofthecentered dom ain wallpoetizestheevolution ofthe

inhom ogeneousspin-op phasesin �eldshigherthan H B

(Fig.10).

Thus, the com m on scenario of the surface spin-op

com bineselem entsthatbelong to di�erent solutionsfor

di�erentvaluesofthecontrolparam eters(K =J,H =J,N )

ofthe m odel(3).In Ref.53,itwasshown thatthe equa-

tionsm inim izingenergy(3),aswellasgeneralm odels(1),

do not include solutions for surface-con�ned (localized)

states,which were assum ed to occurata \surface spin-

op" transition". These m odels own only well-de�ned

\volum e" phasesand transitionsbetween them .

The term \surfacespin-op" designatesthe reorienta-

tion into the inhom ogeneousspin-op phaseatH tr (line

a� bin Fig.5).Therefore,itisa doublem isnom er.This

transition does nottake place atthe surface because it

involvesthereorientation ofallspinsalong thesuperlat-

tice,i.e.,it has a \volum e" character. And it is not a

proper spin-op because it is induced by the exchange

cut rather than a switching ofthe potentialwells as in

the com m on spin-opsin bulk antiferrom agnets.

B . N otes on the experim entalobservations of

surface spin-op phenom ena

The conceptofa \surface spin-op" iscom m only ap-

plied toanalyseexperim entalresultsin antiferrom agnetic

superlattices5,10,11,37.However,theapplication ofan er-

roneousconceptisdangerous.In particular,quantitative

conclusions about m agnetic m aterials param eters from

the observed reorientation transitionscan lead to wrong

results. The lability �eld ofthe antiferrom agnetic states

H A F playsthe prim e role in the com m on \surface spin-

op"scenario.Becausethesurfacespin-op wasbelieved

toariseasalocalsurfaceinstability ofthecollinearphase

exactly atthecritical�eld H A F,thiswasconsidered asa

transition �eld intothesurfacespin-op state14,15.In re-

alitya(volum e)�rst-ordertransitionbetween theantifer-

rom agnetic and inhom ogeneous spin-op phases occurs

atH tr (e.g.,the line a-b in Fig. 5),which islowerthan

H A F (line a�)and largerthan anotherlability �eld H SF

(line a-�). The intervalH SF < H < H A F isa m etasta-

bility region ofthese com peting phases(Fig. 6). In the

low-anisotropylim itthem etastablity region isextrem ely

sm alland these characteristic �eld are allclose to the

value H 0 from Eq.(20).In the lim itoflargeanisotropy

the lability �eld H A F ism uch largerthan the transition

�eld between AF and FM phases(Fig.5).

The \bulk" spin-op �eld isalso considered asim por-

tantelem ent ofthe com m on scenario. Starting atH A F

theexpansion ofthesurfacespin-op phaseiscom pleted

in �eldsexactly equalto thevalueofthespin-op transi-

tion in a \bulk" antiferrom agnethaving thesam evalues

ofthe m agnetic param eters as in m odel(3). For low-

anisotropy system sthis�eld equalsH B and is
p
2 tim es

largerthan the \surface spin-op" H 0. This�eld corre-

sponds to the threshold �eld for the internaldim ers as

given in Eq.(33).In system swith largenum bersoflayers

N ,a strong reorientation ofthe opped statesoccursin

thevicinity ofthis�eld.Nophasetransition isconnected

with thisprocess,however,itism arked by a noticeable

anom aly ofthem agnetization curve(Fig.10).Thus,the

m agnetization curve anom alies are connected with the

transition into the opped state atH tr � H0 and with

a sm ooth reorientation nearH B thatdoesnotinvolve a

realtransition. The ratio H B =H tr isabout
p
2. A sim i-

laranom aly within thespin-op stateisalso observed in

system swith ratherlargeanisotropy,wherethespin-op

phaseispreceded by oneorseveralcanted phases.How-

ever,a glance at the phase diagram ,e.g.,Fig.5 shows

thatthereisno sim plequantitativerelation between the

variousreorientation anom alies observable in such m ul-

tilayersystem swith sizeableanisotropy.

M agnetic-�eld-induced reorientation transitions were
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investigated in high-quality Fe/Cr(211) antiferrom ag-

netic superlattices5,10. In Ref.[5]m agnetization curves

for Fe/Cr (211) superlattices with strong uniaxial

anisotropy were m easured by a SQ UID m agnetom eter

and by longitudinal m agneto-optic K err e�ect. The

m agnetization curves for both investigated m ultilayers

with even num ber of layers Cr(100)/[Fe(40)/Cr(11)]22
and Cr(100)/[Fe(20)/Cr(11)]20 dem onstrate close corre-

spondenceto theoreticalresultsforM illsm odel.Accord-

ing to5 the valuesofthe antiferrom agnetic coupling be-

tween the layers is JM 2
0 = 0.275 erg/cm 2 and uniaxial

anisotropy is K M 2
0 = 0.06 erg/cm 2,The ratio K =J =

0.22 showsthatthese m ultilayersbelong to the system s

atinterm ediateanisotropyin thephasediagram thatdis-

playcascadesofcanted phases.Indeed,thecharacteristic

anom aliesin the�eld derivativesofthem agnetization re-

veala seriesofsuch reorientation transitions.Theasym -

m etric characterofthese transitionsisdem onstrated by

K errm easurem ents(seeFig.3 (b)in Ref.[5]).A cascade

ofcanted phaseshasalsobeen observed in anotherFe/Cr

system 10.In thispapera Cr(100)/[Fe(14)/Cr(11)]20 sys-

tem has been investigated with JM 2
0 = 0.405 erg/cm 2

and K M 2
0 = 0.06erg/cm 2.Theratio K =J = 0.15 m eans

thatthissuperlatticealso evolvesin theapplied �eld via

a cascade ofcanted phases. Itshould be noted thatthe

�rst-order transitions between these di�erent m agnetic

phasesallowsforphase co-existence in ratherwide �eld

ranges(seeRefs.55,56]).Alltheseprocessesm ay involve

m ultidom ain states. In the case ofm ultilayers with ef-

fective in-plane anisotropy,the stabilization ofdom ain

structures willbe subject to im perfections. In particu-

lar,interface roughnesswilllead to m agnetic chargesor

leaking dipolar stray �elds. The corresponding dom ain

structures is determ ined by the defect structure ofthe

m ultilayerand willhavean irregularappearancein gen-

eral(see,e.g.,chap.5.5.7 in Ref.[9]).

In contrast, m ultilayers with perpendicular

anisotropiesconstitute a novelclassofarti�cialcon�ned

antiferrom agnets,wherewell-de�ned and regulardom ain

structuressuch asstripesorbubblescan befound.These

are layered system s as antiferrom agnetically coupled

m ultilayers[CoPt]/Ru7,orFe-Au superlattices74.These

strongly anisotropicsystem scorrespond to therightside

ofthephasediagram sin Figs.3,5 and arecharacterized

by a num berm etam agneticjum ps7,56.Dueto strong de-

m agnetization �eldsthem agnetization processesin these

superlatticesareaccom panied by a com plex evolution of

m ultidom ain states7,8,56,64. Arti�ciallayered system sof

thiskind with a controlled variation ofdistinctm agnetic

statesin verticaldirection can beconsidered asarti�cial

m etam agnets56.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork,wehaveprovided a com pletesolution for

the basic m icrom agnetic m odelofan antiferrom agnetic

superlattice with idealnon-com pensated surfacesunder

a �eld along the easy axis. W e have shown how one

can system atically enum erateand describethem agnetic

phasesand theirtransitionsforsuch structures.Thepuz-

zleofthevariableappearanceof\surfacespin-op" phe-

nom ena hasbeen resolved by the re-construction ofthe

phase-diagram sand ofthe lim iting casesforthism odel.

To this end variousm ethods had to be introduced that

can beused forgeneralized m odels.Analyticaltoolscan

be e�ciently used for allcollinear or highly sym m etric

phases,and for the case ofweak anisotropies. Exten-

sionsasgiven by the m odelsEqs.(1){(5),thatinclude

furtherm agneticcoupling term s,additionalanisotropies

etc., should be m ade the subject of further work. In

particular,the question ofcom peting surface-couplings

and partially com pensated surfaces in �nite antiferro-

m agneticstacksshould beaddressed.In such system s,a

com petition between a genuine inhom ogeneousspin-op

phaseand twisted statestakesplace.

In system swith interm ediateanisotropiescom parable

to the indirectinterlayerexchange within antiferrom ag-

netic superlattices,one has to expect very com plicated

phase-diagram s.Still,such situationscan beanalysed by

them icrom agneticm ethodsdeveloped here.However,it

isvitaltouseclearconceptsofm agneticphasetransitions

and clean de�nitionsthatdesignatethedrivingforcesbe-

hind the varieties of�eld-driven reorientation processes

in con�ned antiferrom agnets.W eem phasizethattheno-

tion ofa \surfacespin-op" iserroneousbecausetherel-

evant m agnetic energy term s that drive both the cant-

ing instabilities at surfaces and the transition into the

inhom ogeneousspin-op phase are notrelated to a bal-

ance between e�ective anisotropies and Zeem an energy

in these �nite antiferrom agnets. The transitionsexperi-

enced by the type of�nite antiferrom agnets with non-

com pensated surfaces,as investigated here,are always

related to the exchange cut. Finally, for the arti�cial

antiferrom agnetic system scom posed ofm esoscale ferro-

m agnetic units,the �rst-ordertransitions are ofcrucial

im portance. The phase-coexistence between stateswith

�nitem agnetization willgiveriseto stabledom ain struc-

turesand hystereticbehaviourin thesesystem sowing to

dem agnetization e�ects.
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