arXiv:cond-mat/0605493v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 19 May 2006

Spin— op transition in antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers
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A com prehensive theoretical investigation on the eld-driven reorientation transitions in uniaxial
m ultilayers w ith antiferrom agnetic coupling is presented. It is based on a com plete survey of the
one-din ensional solutions for the basic phenom enological (m icrom agnetic) m odel that describes the
m agnetic properties of nite stacks m ade from ferrom agnetic layers coupled antiferrom agnetically
through spacer layers. The general structure of the phase diagram s is analysed. At a high ra-
tio of uniaxial anisotropy to antiferrom agnetic interlayer exchange, only a succession of collinear
m agnetic states is possble. W ith increasing eld rst-order (m etam agnetic) transitions occur from
the antiferrom agnetic ground-state to a set of degenerate ferrim agnetic states and to the saturated
ferrom agnetic state. At low anisotropies, a rst-order transition from the antiferrom agnetic ground-—
state to an inhom ogeneous spin— op state occurs. Between these two regions, transitionalm agnetic
phases occupy the range of interm ediate anisotropies. D etailed and quantitative phase diagram s
are given for the basic m odel of antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer system swih N = 2 to 16 layers. The
connection of the phase diagram s w ith the spin-reorientation transitions in bulk antiferrom agnets
is discussed. T he lim its of low anisotropy and large num bers of layers are analysed by two di erent
representations of the m agnetic energy, nam ely, In term s of nite chains of staggered vectors and In
a general continuum form . Tt is shown that the phenom ena w idely described as \surface spin— op"
are driven only by the cut exchange interactions and the non-com pensated m agnetic m om ent at the

surface layers of a stacked antiferrom agnetic system .

PACS numbers: 75.70.4, 75.50Ee, 75.10.5 7530K z

I. NTRODUCTION

Sihce the discovery of antiferrom agnetic interlayer
exchange! and the giant-m agnetoresistance? in m agnetic
superlattices, such structures have becom e in portant
com ponents in m agneto-electronic devices. Research on
these coupled multilayer system s is m ainly driven by
applications in m agnetic storage technologies and the
em erging spintronics2 Speci ¢ structures w ith antiferro—
m agnetic coupling are now considered as prom ising stor-
age mediad It is clear, that applications necessitate a
thorough control and understanding of their m agnetic
properties. On the other hand, such synthethic anti-
ferrom agnetic structures are ideal experin ental m odels
for studies of m agnetic states and m agnetization pro-
cesses of antiferrom agnets in con ning geom etries 2818
Two ferrom agnetic layers coupled antiferrom agnetically
through a spacer, as the sin plest of these system s, show
propertieswhich are form ally describbed by the sam e phe-
nom enological theory as a two-sublattice buk antiferro—
m agnet. However, the m agnetic states, dom ain struc-
tures, and m agnetization processes even of such two—
layer system sdigplay a bew ildering variability and are ar
from understood in detail? M odem experin entalm eth—
ods now allow in aging of m agnetic states and dom ains
In multilayer system s w th resolution into the depths of
multilayer stacks%4! T herefore, detailed studies of such
structures have becom e feasible.

T heoretical m odels to describe the m agnetic states
of nie antiferrom agnetic superlttices have revealed
various surface e ects, rich phase diagram s, and com —
plex m agnetization processes. For antiferrom agnetic lay—

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 agneticbilayer system st2 add to
the m ultiude of possible m agnetic states in antiferro—
m agnetic layersd3 However, the di culty to probe and
In agem agnetic structures in antiferrom agneticm aterials
In pedes the progress of our understanding on the anti-
ferrom agnetic side In such layered system s. Hence, the

nie antiferrom agnetic superlattices are a suiably sin —
ple system which m ay prom ote a better understanding of
surface related e ects In antiferrom agnetic layered sys—
tem s generally. It is in portant to stress here, that sur-
face e ects In antiferrom agnets have a di erent nature
than in a ferrom agnetic system . T he cut exchange bonds
at a (partially) uncom pensated surface of an antiferro—
m agnet causes a particular didalance ofm agnetic forces
which can never be understood as a sm all surfacee ect.
In contrast, surfacee ects in ferrom agnets are related to
soin-orbit e ects which usually are weak In com parison
to the exchange.

A stack ofm agnetic Jayersw ith antiferrom agnetic cou—
plings provides the basic m odel for cut exchange bonds
at a fully uncom pensated surface. T he study ofthem ag—
netic states and transitions for such system s In exter—
nal elds has a long history. In 1968 M ills proposed
that, at the surface ofa uniaxialantiferrom agnet, a rst—
order transition should occur in eldsbelow the comm on
\buk" spin— op (SF). T his transition from the antiferro—
m agnetic to a \surface spin— op" state should resul in

opping a few layers of spins near the surface, ie. they
woul tum by nearly 90 degreed? Further theoretical in—
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FIG.1l: (Colr online) Sketch of an antiferrom agnetically
coupled m ultilayer corresponding one-din ensional spin chain.
T he "exchange springs" are cut at the endsofthe nite chain.

vestigations have im proved the m athem atical analysis of
this reordentation e ectt2A827d812 how ever, direct exper—
In ental observations at surfaces of crystalline antiferro—
m agnetic m aterials failked, eg., for the classical uniaxial
antiferrom agnet M nF,, (see bbliography and discussion
n [@).

A s was m entioned above the basic m odel for two an—
tiferrom agnetically coupled layers is equivalent to the
classical m ean— eld description of two-sublattice buk
antiferrom agnets2i22 T hese system s com pose two large
groups: antiferrom agnets with weak anisotropy?? and
strongly anisotropic uniaxial crystals that are comm only
called m etam agnets2l T he m etam agnetic phase transi-
tion between the antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic
phases has been observed and investigated In m any an—
tiferrom agnetic bulk system s2! Easy-axis antiferrom ag—
nets wih 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
NeeE3 and later was observed experin entally in CuC L
2H ,0 2% In thenext fty years, spin op transitionshave
been discovered and carefilly studied in m any classes of
antiferrom agnets (see bibliography in Refs. ..]) .

T he interest n spin— ops revived w ith the synthesis of
m agnetic m ultilayer stacks with indirect antiferrom ag—
netic exchange coupling through spacers: T hese arti cial
antiferrom agnetic layers, with few m agnetic unis as
m acroscopic spins instead of atom ic spins Fig. M)
o er the possbility to study eld-driven reorientation
transitions with unusually low exchange com pared to
anisotropies® E xperin ental nvestigations in Fe/C r(211)
antiferrom agnetic superlattices® seem ed to con m the
soenario of the surface spin—- op transition ntroduced
in Refs. ..] The observation was supported by
num erical investigation of an elem entary m icrom agnetic
model22% But, investigations on the magnetism of
such antiferrom agnetic superlattices and thin Ins
did not produce a consistent understanding of the

occurrence and nature of \spin— op" transitions or other
reorientation transitions In layered antiferrom agnetic
structures. Recent experin ents dem onstrate com plex
behaviour and di erent scenarios for the evolution of the
magnetic  statesli0dll227282930,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,32
The problem of the magnetic states In antiferro—
magnetic superlattices with uniaxial anisotropy
is strongly related to the Iong standing prob-—
lm of a \surface soin— op" discussed In various
papers2:21017:18,19,20,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49,5051 T he-
oretical investigations are mostly based on num erical
calculations wihin a certain m odel, here called M ills
m odel20AL24:434647 pyyther theoretical works related
these nite or sem Hin nite antiferrom agnetic chain m od-
els to system s like the FrenkelK ontorova m odeli3:22
T hese studies have led to controversialresults and gener—
ated a long-drawn discussion about the physical nature
of the reordentation transform ations In the antiferro-
m agnetic superlatticesi34043444353 oy few attem pts
have been made to gain a com plkte understanding of
the ground-state structure of the basic one-din ensional
models for these superlattices34753 Thus, the basic
questions, whether, when, and how a surface spin— op
occurs, were unresolved.

A fll set of solutions for the m odel under discussion
was recently obtained by us33 These outwardly sinpl
system sw ith few degrees of freedom own rich phase dia—
gram s because of the com petition between intemalsti —
ness and anisotropy in conjunctions w ith restricted di-
m ensionality. P resent paper presents an extended ac—
count and an analysis of the solutions from Refs. ..]
W e explain the physical m echanism responsble for the
formm ation of the m ain m agnetic states in antiferrom ag—
netic superlattices. W e derive a clear and sin ple picture
ofthe phenom ena w hich have been discussed as \surface
soin— op". W e dem onstrate the connections w ith bulk
antiferrom agnetic system s and other classes of m agnetic
nanostnictures23:5%

The structure of the paper is as Pllows: The phe-
nom enologicalm odel and its variants are introduced in
Sec.ll. The analysis of possible m agnetic states in the
system starts from two lim iting casesoflow and high uni-
axial anisotropy. T he fiill solution for the generic highly
symm etric M ills m odel in applied elds along the easy
axis are presented in Sec.ll and the general structure
of the phase diagram s are presented. In this section,
m ainly analytical and num erical exam ples are em ployed
to explain these solutions. G eneralizations are brie y in—
dicated. T hem ethods can be extended to solve any other
m ore generalm odel for an antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer
system . Tn Sec.llll we exploit the fact that the m odels
for low -anisotropy antiferrom agnetic superlattices can be
reduced to equivalent m odels fora chain ofexchange cou-
pled two-sublattice antiferrom agnets. T his din erization
transform ation reveals the physical m echanisn s ruling
the m agnetic states and reordientation transitions. Nu-
m erical results for the evolution of lnhom ogeneous spin—

op phases, m agnetization curves, and phase diagram s




are presented along w ith this discussion. In particular
the lim it of lJarge num bers of Jayers and the em ergence of
the buk spin— op for such nie system s are discussed.
T hen, the continuum representation of the generalm od—
els is presented. This 0 ers a di erent point of view for
the weak anisotropy. This continuum approxin ation is
applicable to any weakly anisotropic system . It allows
to derive the structure of the inhom ogeneous spin— op
phase for arbitrary m odels, in particularm odelw here the
m agnetic m om ents at the surfaces are partially com pen—
sated. Hence, the succession of eld-driven phase tran—
sitions between the antiferrom agnetic state tow ards the
saturated ferrom agnetic state via this soin— op phase can
be com plktely analysed. In Sec. Ml the general picture
of m agnetic states in antiferrom agnetic nanostructures
and som e recent experin ental results are discussed in the
context of the new resuls.

II. MODEL
A . The m icrom agnetic energy. M ills m odel

Let us consider a stack ofN ferrom agnetic plates in -
nite In x—and y-directionsand w ith nite thicknessalong
the z-axis. The m agnetization of each plate ism ;, and
they are antiferrom agnetically coupled through spacers.
Replacing this system by a chain of sihgle-dom ain par-
ticles w ith spontaneous m agnetization m él) = mijwe
m ay describe them agnetic con guration by the variables
Si = m ;=m él) , ie., by the set of unity vectors along the
m agnetization of the ith layer. W e assum e that the fer-
rom agnetic layers have a uniaxial m agnetic anisotropy
w ith a comm on easy axis. T he phenom enological energy
of this system can be w ritten as

X 1h 2i R
= Jis; 1+ & (51 i81) H iSi
i=1 =1

1R %1

N =

K%(s; n)fs; n)+.els) i)

i=1 i=1
Here, ;i = m él)=m o designate deviations of the m ag—
netization In the i-th layer from the average valie m g.
J; and Ji are constants of bilinear and bigquadratic ex-
change interactions, respectively. The unity vector n
points along the uniaxial anisotropy direction; K ; and
K f are constants of the in-plane and interplane uniaxial
anisotropy. Finally, e; m ;) collects higherorderuniaxial
and In-plane m agnetic anisotropy contributions, eg., In—
trinsic cubic m agnetocrystalline) anisotropy In system s
like Fe and N i layers.

The finctional ) generalizes sim ilar m odels con-—
sidered earlier n a number of studies on m agnetic
states In antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers wih uniaxial
anisotropy 320404142,4345464748.42 Ty 5 yecent paper on
antiferrom agnetic superlattice w ith higher (tetragonal)

sym m etry, R ef. [1]], we have discussed the generalm odel
and the justi cation of the approach used for this class
of system s. Therefore, the reader is referred to®® for a
detailed discussion and further references. Eq. ) com —
prises the m agnetic energies due to the m ain physical
m echanisn s, which are present in m agnetic m ultilayers
w ith indirect exchange through spacer layers (see Fig. ).
T he ferrom agnetic layers can be considered as hom oge—
neously m agnetized blocks with constant values of the
m agnetic interactions. T his assum ption relies on the fact
that in ferrom agnetic nanolayers the intrinsic (direct) ex—
change coupling are usually very strong. T hus, they play
the dom nating role for the m agnetic order within the
layers which react also very stiy on all extemal and
Induced m agnetic foroes. Thus, the intemal m agnetic
structure of an individual layer experiences little change
under In uence ofthe Induced m agnetic forces at the sur-
faces and interfaces, and the reorientation of other layers
In the stack. This hypothesis has been justi ed by suc—
cessfiil applications of such m odels to describe m agneti-
zation processes in layered ferro— and antiferrom agnetic
nanostructures in di erent classes>2143:28.:57.58,59,60

A ntiferrom agneticm ultilayersw ith uniaxialanisotropy
and in applied eld along the axisn show the strongest
reorientation e ects. Here, we address the overallm ag—
netic properties of such uniaxial system s. Their be-
haviourm ay be analysed by considering only term sw ih
bilinear exchange J, uniaxial intralayer anisotropy K
and an extemal eld H. The form of the energy in
Eqg. W) considers additional term s, which are known
to play a rol In antiferrom agnetically coupled muli-
layers. In particular, strong biquadratic exchange has
been revealed in a num ber of antiferrom agnetically cou—
pled muliayers3122:6182 T Ref, 1], we have stud-
ied the related phenom enological m odel for m ultilayers
w ith zero and w ith four-fold (tetragonal) anisotropiesand
we have discussed the relevance of biquadratic exchange
(¥6 0), which plays essentially only a quantitative role
for the com petition between the various possble m ag—
netic states as long the antiferrom agnetic ground-state
rem ains collinear.

T he uniaxial anisotropiesm ay be intrinsic to them ag—
netic m aterial of the In or nduced by surface e ects.
T hus, the uniaxial anisotropies can be strongly changed
w ith respect to buk system s, and their strengths can be
controlled In  In system w ithin widem argins. Com bina—
tion w ith intrinsic and induced fourth-order anisotropy,
as considered in e, in Eq. M), may lad to peculiari-
ties of m agnetic properties, see Refs. | ], but here
we w ill disregard these contrbutions. F inally, strong de—
m agnetization e ects in antiferrom agnetic superlattices
w ith perpendicular anisotropy are resoonsible for com —
plex evolution ofm ultidom ain states and speci cm agne—
tization processes./£26:6384 To nvestigate these e ects
the stray— eld energy m ustbe included in Eq. {ll), and the
corresponding m agnetostatic problem has to be solved.

The magnetic superhttices with antiferrom agnetic
coupling can be sgparated into two classes: non-



com pensated system sw ith a net m agnetization and those
with fully com pensated m agnetization. In the former
case, the net m agneticm om ent strongly determ ines their
globalm agnetic properties. In m any physicalaspect their
properties are sim ilar to those ofbulk ferrim agnets. T he
m ain sub ect of this paper are the m ultilayers w ith fiully
com pensated m agnetization,ie., m ultilayersw ith even N
and equalm agnetization in all lJayers are sim ilar to bulk
collinear antiferrom agnets. For sin plicity, we assum e

;= 1 alllayersi= 1:::N . At the end of the paper
we also consider e ects In posed by a partial com pen—
sation of the m agnetization in the endm ost layers, ie.,
deviations of ; and y from unity.

For the reorientation e ects In the antiferrom agneti-
cally coupled chain Fig. M), the e ect due to the cut
exchange bonds at the surface dom inates. The last m o—
ments in the chain are coupled only to one neighbour
while \intemal" m om ents interact w ith two. Thus, the
m om ents at the surface experience a weakened exchange
sti ness and are m ore susceptible to the reorienting in—

uence of an applied eld. Due to this cut exchange at
the surfaces the boundary m om ents oriented against the
extermal eld tum into the eld direction in lower elds
than Intemal moments. The sinpli ed version of the
model ) wih equal constants J; = J, K; = K, and
& =K?= e, = 0 Pran applied eld in direction of the
easy axes, H kn, describes the e ect ofthe cut bonds as
the sole surface—im posed factor. It allow s to nvestigate
this surface e ect separately from other interactions.

U sually them agnetization ofthe Jayers iscon ned to a
certain plane. Form any m ultilayers, thisisthe In plane
ow Ing to dem agnetization. Forthis case the deviations of
m ; from the anisotropy axis can be described by angles

;, and the energy W) in the equal constant m odel is
reduced to the ollow ing form

N 1
N = Jd cos( i 1) @)
i=1
'y g X
H oS E o i

For J > 0 and K > 0, the Eq. ) de
scribes antiferrom agnetically coupled ferrom agnetic lay—
ers wih easy-axis anisotropy In an extemal eld
along the anisotropy axis. Energy M) has been in-
troduced by M ills for a sam +in nite chain N =
1 )& Later this model (called here M ills m odel)
has been intensively studied for nite and in nie
N 5:6:15,16,17,18,19,20,40,41,42,43,44,4546,4748,49.50,51 snd has
been used asbasic ansatz to analyze experin entalresults
in antiferrom agnetically coupled m ultilayers320:32

B oth the exchange interactionsand uniaxialanisotropy
in M) have surface/ nterface induced nature, their valies
are very sensitive to m any physical factors such as the
structure of the spacers and substrates:£2%3 Hence, the
m aterials param etersm ay vary from layer to layer in the
stack. A generalization of the M ills m odelm ay include

di ering param eters for each layer

N1

J; cos( 1 i+1) 3)

i=1 i=1

This is a generalm odel for antiferrom agnetic m ultilay-
ers. Even for a stack of identical nanolayers, the top and
bottom Jlayers stillhave a di erent \neighbourhood" than
Intemal layers. To descrbe these e ects we m ay intro-
duce amodi ed M illsm odel w ith equalm aterials param —
eters for all intemal layers J; = J (1= 2;3;...;N 2),

K;i=K (A= 2;3;...;N 1) and di erent values for the
rst and last layer (J; = Jy 1 = Js, K1 = Ky = Kg,
1= n = s<1)
ey = Jsleos(: 2)+ cos(y 1 N ] (4)
N 2
+J cos( i ir1)
i=2
N 1
H 5 (cos 1+ cos y ) H wSs i
i=2
1
1 K X
EKS cos? 1+oos2N E o it
i=2

In all these cases, calculations of the m agnetic states for
the antiferrom agnetic superlattices can be reduced to the
m Inin ization ofthe energy fiinctions y (17 275 :::; 5 ).
In this paper, we study in detail solutions for the chains
w ith equal constants as described by M ills m odel W),
and we discuss the generalizations according to Egs. )
and .

B . G eneral features of the solutions. R elation to
bulk antiferrom agnetism

The antiferrom agnetic multilayers with N = 2
are of particular inportance for Investigations on
surface/ nterface-induced interactions28:3132:36 Tn exper-
in entalworks they are often referred as \trilayers", we
use here the term \two-layer system s". The energy W)
forN = 2 isthe sam e function asthem ean—- eld m agnetic
energy of a buk two-sublattice antiferrom agnet

€, = Js1 25 H g n)+ 4 n)l
g D i
2 2
> (51 n)t+ (s n) : ©)

W ebrie y review the reorientation transitions in these
two-layers system s to x our notation and termm inology.
Follow ing a general convention we introduce the linear
com binations of the m agnetization vectors s;;; = M L,



the total ornet m agnetization M and the staggered m ag—
netization L, that is also called vector of antiferrom ag—
netic order??. The equations F;j= 1 lead to the con-
straintsM 2+ L? = 1 and M

eld along the easy axis the vectorsH , s; and s, lie In
a xed plane. The m agnitude of the net m agnetization
M = M jcan beused asan Intemalparam eter. A ffer an
Independent m inim ization w ith respect toM , the energy
and the net m agnetization depend only on the orienta—
tion of the staggered vector L. and can be expressed as
functions of the angle between anisotropy axisn and
L

H 2 sin?
() = R —— K oof + J; ®)
@2J + K cos2 )
2H sin
= — (7)
@2J + K cos2 )

Then, the phase diagram of the antiferrom agnetic two-
layer system isgiven by the potentialenergy for a system

w ith one variable ) with the controlofm aterials pa—
ram eters K =J;H =J. This phase diagram is plotted in
Fig.l. T he structure ofthe phase diagram is determ ined
by the follow ing characteristic elds

p

Hee= K @J K)jHew = J;Hp= @J K)
r__

p— K
K@I+K);Hsrp= @J K) ——: (8)

H =
AF 27+ K

ForK < J a rst-order transition between the antifer—
rom agnetic AF) phaseswih = 0; and the spin- op
phase (BF) with = =2 occurs at the spin—- op eld
Hir. The eldsH pr,H sr are stability lim itsofthesstwo
com peting phases. The di erence H 5 ¢ Hsr gives the
w idth of the m etastability region. B ecause the antiferro—
m agnetic state has zero m agnetization the m agnetization
j,lm}g atthe rstordertransition, M = m oM gr Hir) =

mo, K=@J K) exactly n the eld H,, equals the
m agnetization of the spin— op phase. For increasing
anisotropy K this m agnetization jimp M g H s¢ ) grad—
ually increases from very sm allvaliesM 1 orK J
to the saturation valueM = 1 which m arksthe end point
of the rst-order transition 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 ') phase
occursatH r . T histransition leading to an enforced eld—
polarized state is usually referred to as spin— I 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; = J. Such tran-
sitions In antiferrom agnets are known as m etam agnetic
transition 2! For this high anisotropy region, K > J, the
critical eld H p playsthe role ofthe stability lin it forthe
ferrom agnetic phase Fig. ). The m etam agnetic transi-
tion is characterized by a large jim p of the m agnetiza—
tion M H 1) = mo and extrem ely broad m etastability
regions.

L) = 0. In a m agnetic

HIJ 1

H, A
0 \
T T T
0 1 2 KlJ
FIG.2: (Color online) The phase diagram of the solutions

for a two—-layer system inclides antiferrom agnetic A F), soin—

op (SF') and ferrom agnetic (F') phases. The AF phase is sep—
arated from the SF and F phasesby the rst-order transition
lines (thick). The second-order \spin— ip" lne Hr (dashed)
separates SF and and F phases. Thin lines indicate stability
lim its ofthe corresponding phases. Inset: in the spin— op eld
H = H¢, thepotentialwells switch from (0, ) AF phase) to
( =2, =2) (SF phase).

For low -anisotropy system s in the region K J, the
energy M) can be smpli ed
2 2
()= B™ cos2 ; Ho= 2JK : (9)
4J

In this lim it the m etastable region is restricted to a close
vicinity of the spin-op eld: H ar Hsr Her Hp.
T his sin pli ed potentialenergy Eq. ) reveals the phys—
icalm echanism of the spin— op transition. At zero eld
the uniaxial anisotropy stabilizes the antiferrom agnetic
phase. The potentialwellsat = 0; ocorresponding to
the tw o antiferrom agnetic states are stable. An increas—
Ing applied eld, H < H ., gradually reduces the height
of the potential barrier between the antiferrom agnetic
states. At the threshold spin— op eld H ¢, the stable po—
tential wells sw itch into the con gurations = =2,
= =2 that correspond to the opped states Fig. ).

Contrary to natural antiferrom agnetic crystals which
are descrbed only by m arginal parts of the K =J scale
with either low anisotropy, K = 1, or very large
anisotropy, K 1, antiferrom agnets com posed of m ag-
netic nanolayers can have arbitrary valuesofK =J . T hese
arti cialantiferrom agnets cover the w hole phase plane in
Fig.l.

In nitemultilayerswih N > 2 the cutting of the ex—
change bonds at the surfaces Fig. ) causes a strong
didoalance of the exchange interactions along the chain.
T his disbalance is the determ Ining factor for the appear-
ance of m agnetic states in the system . The detailed
analysis of the solutions for M ills m odel w ill be given



In the next section. Here, we summ arize the physical
m echanisn ruling the fom ation of m agnetic con gura—
tions in sim ple tem s. In the antiferrom agnetic con gu-
ration the m om ents at one surface always point against
an applied eld. These m om ents can be reversed m ore
easily than the intemalm om ents because of the cut ex—
change. Depending on the relative strength of the ex-—
change and anisotropy, this soeci ¢ instability leads to
di erent reoriented con gurations. At very strong uniax—
ial anisotropy K J) the exchange coupling between
layers becom es negligble. In this case the reorientation
ofthe m agnetization in the endm ost layer doesnot in u—
ence m agnetic states in the other layers. In an increasing

eld, a collinear spin con guration w ith an inverted end—
m ost m om ent is reached. The corresponding ferrim ag—
netic EM ) phase becom es energetically stable ata eld
Hry = J through a discontinuous rst-order transition
Fig. ) 3232% I the opposite case of weak anisotropy,
K J, the exchange coupling plays the dom inating
role. A coordingly the overtum ofthe endm ostm om ent is
sporead over the entire stack and creates a spatially inho—
m ogeneous spin con guration Fig. W23 In Ref. [11]
this m ode was called inhom ogeneous spin— op phase. In
Increasing elds, a curious evolution takes place w ithin
this spin— op phase, where som e m om ents rotate against
the applied eld and change their sense of rotation at
higher elds3% A conthuous spin— i Into the saturated
state occurs at an \exchange" eld H g, which depends
on the num ber of Jayers and on the anisotropy K . In the
region of m oderate anisotropy spatially inhom ogeneous
asymm etric states exist as transitional phases between
the inhom ogeneous SF and FM phases. These asym —
m etric phases arise by canting transitions, ie., elastic

distortions of the collinear FM phases when K =J <1,

These asym m etric canted (C) phases can be considered
as superpositions of ferrim agnetic states and the inhom o-
geneous spin-— op state Fig.M). Thism eansthat in these
low symm etry Interm ediate C phases all the sym m etries
are broken that are broken in the corresponding SE and
FM phases. Thus, m agnetic states arising in M illsm odel
com prise antiferrom agnetic, spin— op, and ferrom agnetic
phases, which exist in buk antiferrom agnets, and addi-
tional ferrim agnetic and canted con gurations. T he lat-
ter phases are In posed by the exchange cut. They are
speci cto nite antiferrom agnetic layer system s. In par—
ticular, the detailed solutions for larger N show series
of di erent canted phases. T he corresponding phase di-
agram s include a large num ber of critical points and a
tangled net of transition and lability lines (see exam ples
In 0 20]) . The cut exchange bonds underly this com —
plxiy asthe generalphysicalm echanisn for the form a-
tion of the various inhom ogeneous m agnetic states and
their transitions Into the sin ple collinear states in the
lim ting regions of the phase diagram for and low high
anisotropy and for large elds. T herefore, allthese phase
diagram s have a generaltopology represented in Fig. .

E o R F (A) fcrrirxg;ctic (B)
J S - (forced) ferromagnetic (h) f ‘ ‘ f FMZ
| s THEEEE (op0ee M,
spin-flop S HEI2IpRS

IRuwFed =

ferrimagnetic

K FMEit et

)

inhomogeneous spin-flop
RZNIARE H>H'
AF antiferromagnetic (d) ‘a“ﬁal‘li<H<H*

, f"‘f,‘ (©) Wa&PLd H< H,
’ 1 S IIAIO] TR N===F P
camcd (a)ﬂ?d@%%%

FIG .3: (Coloronline) Sketch ofthe phase diagram forN = 6
introduces the m ain types of the solutions for M ills m odel
Eqg. ) wih arbitrary even N (A).D ue to the cut exchange
bondsthe opped states are spatially inhom ogeneous and can
exist as sym m etric inhom ogeneous spin— op phase (SF) for
low anisotropy, or as asym m etric canted phases (C) form od—
erate anisotropies. In strongly anisotropic system s K J)
soin con gurations with Iped spins exist These collinear
ferrim agnetic (M ) phases exist at interm ediate elds be-
tween the antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic states. The
soin con gurations in panel B) show for N = 8 the degener—
acy of the Inhom ogeneous SF state forN = 8 (a) and (b); for
N = 6 the evolution of the inhom ogeneous SF in increasing

el (c) to (e) and thetwo di erent typesof FM states, where
FM ; is degenerate (f), h) and FM , (h) is a collinear version
ofthe inhom ogeneous SF state (c)—(e) in an even-odd system .

0

ITII. PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE SOLUTIONS

In this section we analyse the solutions forM illsm odel
), derive the regions of their existence, and conditions
of the transitions between di erent phases.

A . Spin- op transition and solutions for
inhom ogeneous spin— op phases

W e start wih low-anisotropy systems K).
Here, we consider generalized m odels that keep m irror
symm etry about the m ultilayer center w ith param eters
Ji= Jy i,Ki= Ky4+1 i,6tc, ori= 1:::N 2 or
N 1, respectively. Then, the equations, that m ini-
m ize the energy of these system s, have solutions for an
Inhom ogeneous soin— op phase w ith the property ; =

N i+ 1 2223 Thesem agnetic con gurationshave di er-
ent propertieswhen N = 41, ie, N is divisble by four
called here even-even systems, orwhen N = 41+ 2 for
even-odd system s (1= 1;2::3).

In ow elds, J; H, the spins In the opped state
deviate only slightly from the the direction perpendicular
to the easy axis

=2+ y 25+17; (@0)
J= 1;:::2N=2:

291 = =2 2917

Jos13 1

23 =

T he expansion of energy ) with respect to the small
param eters 4 ; allow sto derive analyticalsolutions for
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FIG.4: (Colr online) Evolution of the equilbrium m ag-

netic con gurations ; In M ills m odel for antiferrom agnetic
N = 6 layerswih nite uniaxial anisotropy, K = 001J (a),
K = 05J (o), n magnetic elds applied in direction of the
easy axis. For the low anisotropy case only AF, SF, and F
states exist (@). The points indicate the spin—-op eld H ¢
and the spiIn i eld H r . Characteristic edsareHgz,H-,
and H asm arked in the plot. The soin con gurations corre—
soond to H = H, = 1:104J where the m agnetization in the
2th and 5th layer is perpendicular to the applied eld. For
interm ediate anisotropy (o) canted asym m etric states exist in
the eld ntervalHc; < H < H¢,. The spin con guration
in () corresponds to the canted phase at the transition eld
Hecp= 0:906J7.

the opped states that can be form ulated for arbitrary
m odels. A san illustration we w rite the param eters 5 1
orM illsm odel ), ie., w ith equalconstants in the even—
even caseN = 8

R By a1
g 23 "7 g ’
2H K H 9K
5= == 14—
J J J

_ 5H 17K _ 3H 59K
T 2g 23 "7 24 63 '
1H 13K 1H 37K
s= o 1+ D = o 1+ 2
23 23 23 23

3H 25K
o= — 1+ 22 . a2)
23 2 J

TheEqgs. ), @), and ) display the generic struc—
ture of these solutions which apply also for generalized
models with aritrary param eters. The deviations of
the m agnetization direction from the directions =2
are snall of the order H=J. The corrections due to
the anisotropy are of the order H K )=J?. The devia-
tions ofthem agnetization direction in the di erent layers
gradually Increase towards the endm ost lJayers i= 1 or
i= N, respectively. The dom nating exchange interac—
tions favour antiparallel ordering in the ad-pcent layers.
n the opped con gurations {ll), ™) pairs of spins es—
sentially rem ain antiparallel. E g., orN = 8, the interior
pairs s,, s3 and s¢, 57 are aln ost antiparallel Fig. l B,
panel @)). This fact m ay be stated m ore precisely. A c—
cordingto W) j3 ;3= j; ¢J= BH K )=F, this
m eans the slight deviations from antiparallel arrange—
ment are due to a second order e ect. The exchange
coupling in such pairs is strongerthan the Zeem an energy
of the pair. This causes an Interesting e ect, a reverse
rotation of the m agnetization In a number of layers. In
them ultilayerw ith N = 8, the m agnetizations s, s7 un-—
dergo such a reverse rotation according to Eqgs. l@); or
the case N = 10 the corresponding m agnetizations are
Sy, S4, 57, and sg, see Egs. ).

For even-odd system s, the pro fctions of the m agneti-
zation vectors for the central layers (sy -5, Sy =2+ 1) Onto
the eld direction are of the order H =J, which ismuch
larger than the corresgponding pro gctions of the order
H K )=J% in even-even system s (com pare solutions for

4;i 5 In Egs. @), ; o W) and spin con gurations
in panels (@) and (c) Inset B of Fig. ll, respectively).
The solutions ; #H ) orM illsm odel of a m ultilayer w ith
N = 6 in Fig. M illustrate the general features of the

eld induced evolution of the spin— op state. (See also
the con gurations in panels (c)-() in Inset B of Fig. [,
and the solutions forN = 16 n Ref. [ l]]and N = 12 In
Ref. 1]). An Increasing m agnetic eld gradually slow s
dow n the reverse rotation ofthe soinsw ith negative pro—
“ections onto the eld direction. F nally at characteristic

elds H R(i) the sense of rotation changes. In this point

d ;=dH = 0. Another set of characteristic eldsH ?(i) de-
nes the points where the profction of s; changes the
sign, ie, (i@ ,’) H)= 0. In an increasing el these
characteristic elds, H R(l) and then H ?(l) , are reached  rst
for the central layers and at higher elds for those closer
to the boundaries. Fig.l (@) displays angles ; oran ex—
ampl ofM illsmodelEqg. ). with Iow K 6 0. Finall,
or M ills m odel at a particular eld H ? the profction



of the m agnetization onto the eld direction is equal for
all interjor Jayers. T his knot point is designated by \?".
The value ofH ? is analytically given by

5 o— K
H' =2 33 1 — 1+ — @3)
3J
2 s 3 1=
3 K
41+ ——+ 1+ — 5
437
. ' ' 2 p_
In particular, forK = 0theknotpointisH = 6Hr=4,
which coincides w ith the value derived in Ref. [1]. For

H > H°’ the positive profctions of the 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
anisotropy22

B . Critical lines and m ulticritical points

In this section we determm ine stability regions ofthe so—
lutions, conditions ofthe phase transitionsbetw een them
and construct the phase diagram s. M ills m odel W) has
three independent control param eters K =J, H=J, and
N . Correspondingly a set of K =J; H =J) phase planes
for di erent N provides com plete Inform ation about the
solutions for the model ). A s illustration we present
the K =J;H=J) phase diagram for M ills m odel w ih
N = 6 Fi.l, which containts all essential fatures
of the generic phase diagram and som e com plications
Fig.l®)), which are absent in the sin plest caseN = 4
aspresented in Ref. [11]. T he essential critical points for
M illsmodelswih N = 4 :::16 aregiven In Table I.Then
we proceed to discuss general features of the m odelw ith
arbirary N .

To determm ine the conditions for the phase transitions
between di erent spin con gurations and the stability
regions of these phases we m ay use standard procedures.
T he equality ofthe equilbrium energies ofthe com peting
phases yields the condition ofthe rst-order transitions.
T he stability ofthe solutions £ ;gi= 1;::;x can be checked
by w riting the energy of the system for am all arbitrary
distortions, i = i+ i, which yields the expansion

bl

N (1) + Ay o1 55
i;3=1

Aij=@2 N =@ i@ ;:

v () = 14)

The solutions ; are stable, if all eigenvalue of the sym —
metricmatrix Ay = (@A3iy)) are positive. In particular,
for the AF phase wihin M illsm odelthem atrix A y has
abandstructuregjyenbyAzjl;zjl = J+K + H,
J+ K H ﬁ)rj= 1:::N=2,andA-l;i+1=
J forj= 1:::N 1. A1l other elem ents are

A2y =
Ajrq;1 =

equal zero. The determ nant Dy = det@ y ) can be re—
duced to the follow ing form

_ 2 2
Dy IH_{ HAF}] (15)
D2
fH? (®%+ 4JK + 20%)Dy 4
=2
+H? ®?+ 4JK + 33%)] ( 1Dy 2:19:

i=3

T he obvious convention Dg = 1 and Dy = 0 ork < 0
starts the recursion n Eq. ). Any determ inant D y
Includesthe determ inantD , fora two-Jayersystem D , as
amuliplier. Thus, w ithin theM illsm odel W) the lability
eld of the AF phase has the sam e value for arbitrary
values of N 13434849 ' T coincides w ith that for a buk
antiferromagnet Har = K @I+ K) ).

N ote that this sin ple result for the stability lim it of
the AF phase holds only for M ills m odel because of is
high symm etry. For generalm odels (sce Eq. ), Har
is an Involved com bination of the m aterials param eters
and depends on N . For exam ple, for the m odi ed M ills
m odel one derives

H+pH?’+ q Dy 4 16)
=2
+ Hi'+ pH?+ (
i=3

DN =
1Dy 217

wherep; = 372 @+KYf @E+K)%, p=p F,
a=9 FUs+K), =9 I, andqg = p?
0+ K)Js+ ks)P. Thedeterm nantsDy 23 (3> 2) @
the right part of Eq. ) are sub-determ inants and do
not include \surface" tem s.
Tn Fig.ll the Iow -anisotropy region is shown by H {

K -phase diagram s forN = 6 as representative for the gen—
eral behaviour. Here, m agnetic elds are given relative
toHap,le. H H Har . The stability lim it for the
antiferrom agnetic phase is alw ays above the low er stabil-
ity lim its ofthe sym m etric and inhom ogeneous SF -phase.

C om paring the equilbriim energies n the AF and SF
phase we determm ine the eld for the rstorder transi
tion between these two phases Fig.l). Ih the low-
anisotropy lim it this rstorder transition line and the
two lability elds forthe stability 1im tsoftheAF I§nd SF
phase, respectively, are close to the value Hy = 2JH
from Eq. l). The di erence between them de ning
the co-existence region for m etastable states is of order
HoK=J) Ho.

Near the spin— P transition from the SF to the F
phase, the deviations of s; from the eld directions are
anall (; 1), and rm odelEq., B the stability m atrix

jl’lEq. !) becom es N (Ni)= I;];j=1Aij ijorhAij
having a tridiagonalband m atrix form where nonzero el-
em ents occur only n them ain diagonaland the rst side
diagonals. In particular, forM illsmodelA;; = H+K J,

= A; ;i = J, and the spin— i or exchange eld

Ajia
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(Color online) Phase diagram forM illsm odelw ith N =6 (a). D etail of phase diagram forM illsm odelwih N =6 ().

Special canted states Cx (sketched con guration) are stable In the hatched area. The point y is a triple point, where FM , SF,
and Cyx phase coexist. T riangles designate tricritical points, w here the SFCx transitions change from continuousto rst-order

w ith increasing anisotropy.
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FIG.6: (Colr online) Low anisotropy region of the phase

diagram forM illsmodelwih N = 6. The m agnetic eld is
given relative to the stability lin it ofthe AF phassby H =
H Har K ). The canted phase C; is stable in the darker
(blue) area. It ism etastable in the brighter (turquoise) areas.
Thick black lines give the rst-order spin— op transition from
AF to SF and AF to C, respectively. For anisotropies below
point only a rstorder spin— op from AF to the sym m etric
SF-phase exists. At higher anisotropies above the point b,
the rst-order transition is from SF to the asym m etric canted
Cphase. ForK < K < Ky, the canted phase exists only as
a m etastable state. For K > K . above the tricritical point ¢,
the transition from the asym m etric phase C; to the spin— op
phase is rst-order. Line a— b is the lower stability lim it of
the AFphase, along the line -b—c the contihuous transition
between C and SF takes place. Lines starting at point are
the m etastability lin its of the canted phase C .
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FIG.7: Hysteresis orM illsm odelN = 6 and an anisotropy
value, where a canting instability of the spoin— op phase oc—
curs in the m etastability region K < K < Kp. A resulting
m agnetic con guration ofthe canted C ; state is shown. Fild
H ¢ fOr the st-order transition between antiferrom agnetic
and spin— op-phase, and upper stability 1im £ H or ofthe an—
tiferrom agnetic phase are indicated.

is a linear function ofK

)

HYV®)=20+Ke K; HU'0)=27+K¢; A7)

where K ¢ is de ned as the value of uniaxial anisotropy
In the point £ where, depending on N , the line H E(N ) K)



(a)

<M>

0.75 1.00 125
HIJ

b b
OEOEOEOEOEOEOEFO®
OEOEOEOEOEOEOE@EO
OROEOHEOEOEOEO@OM
DOOROEOEOEO@ O™
cOOOROROEOEOOOOPO®
sOROOOROEOGHODODPO®
aOPOEOOORO@ODHMEHM®
& HOOPOOOWOERH@OH D
- OOOOIOIOIORODOD
cl®@‘®®@@@@@®@®@®@@
FOOOOOPOPOPOPOPOD

SF

FIG .8: (Coloronline) Equilbrium solutions for M ills m odel
with N =16 and intem ediate anisotropy K=J = 0:5. In in—
creasing eld a series oftransition lead from antiferrom agnetic
to ferrom agnetic phase via severalcanted (C;) and (reentrant)
soin— op states. Left panel: m agnetization of the equilibbrium
states( rst-order transitions are m arked by arrows). R ight
panel: spin-con gurations in the canted In spin— op states.

intersectslneHyy = 2J.ThelineHyy isthe transition
line betw een the ferrom agnetic and ferrin agnetic phases.
The value K ¢ can be derived analytically as solutions of
the equation D y (Aij)=0wjthAji=Kf J,Aji1 =
Aiq,5=J (TableD;H, ' (0)= 2T+ K ¢ isthe spin— ip
eld fr zero anisotropy (in point g, Fig.l). Th Ref. 1]
the spin—- ip elds have been calculated for generalized
isotropic m odels incuding biquadratic exchange.
For system s with larger anisotropies, an asymm etric
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canted phase C; occurs rst as a metastabke state for
K < K < Ky, which can be reached by a continu-
ous canting of the spin— op phase. A corresponding hys—
teresis around the rst-order transition between AF and
SF-phase is shown in Fig. ll) wih an exam ple of the
m agnetic con guration C;. This canted phase C; is de-
rived from elastically distorting the collinear ferrim ag-
netic state FM ; w ith a ferrom agnetically aligned pair at
the surface. For even larger anisotropy K, < K, the
C1 state becom es a stable phase of the system , which
is reached from the AF -state through a rst-order tran—
sition. In the H vs. K -phase diagram s, the m agnetic

elds for the upper and low er stability lim it ofthe canted
phase C; meet at the criticalpoint at & ,H ) This
point also delin its the line for the canting instability of
the m etastabke SF -state. The critical line for the cant—
Ing Instability of the stabk SF-state ends in the criti-
calpoint Ky, Hy) on the line of rst-order transitions
H i, between either the AF-phase and the SF-phase be-
low Ky, or the AF-phase and the C;-phase above K.
This point b Iocated at Ky, Hyp) designates the lower
anisotropy lin i, w here the phase C; and any asymm et—
ric canted phase is stable for M illsm odels. T he topology
of the phase diagram s in Fig. ll ©r the comer of Iow
anisotropy K < K and elds describes the generalbe-
haviour for arbirary N . From our previous analysis, we
have seen that no canted asym m etric phasem ay occur at
low anisotropies. The st canting instability at higher
anisotropy w illoccur into a phase sin ilarto the C; phase
wih a opped con guration at the surface. For M ills
m odels w ith various N we have num erically determ ined
the low -anisotropy parts of the phase diagram s and veri-

ed this generaltopology. C cordinates ofthe two critical
points and b for the canting Instabilities are collected
in Tablkl. from num erical nvestigations ofM illsm odels
wih N = 4;6;:;16.

M agnetization curves corresponding to the equilibbriim
states, where the canted state C; is a stable phase are
shown in Fig.ll. For anisotropy K > Ky, further tran—
sitions and critical points occur depending on N . E g.,
the transition betw een the C;-phase and the soin—- op for
N = 6 becom es rst-order above a tricritical point c.

C . M etam agnetism of strongly anisotropic system s

At high enough uniaxial anisotropy only collinear
phases are stable. For the In nite anisotropy lim it, one
can describe the m odel as an antiferrom agnetic chain of
classical Ising-spins. In this lin i, all collinear states co—
exist and transitions between them are rstorder. The
equilbriim states and their transitions are found from
the com parison of their di erent Zeem an and exchange
energy. Th M ills model ) only two rst order transi-
tions take place. For increasing elds these are a tran—
sition from the antiferrom agnetic AF) state to a set of
degenerate ferrim agnetic FM ) phasesatH = J, and the
transitions from these FM -phase into the saturated phase
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TABLE I: List ofmain critical points in the eld-anisotropy phase diagram s for M ills m odel antiferrom agnetic m ultilayers

wih N 2;4;:::;16. Field and anisotropy values are given in unitsofJ.

N ® ,H ) Ky, Hp) ® ,H )° K.* K¢

4 (0160, 0.522) (0300, 0.730) (0622102, 1.57956) 0.847759 2t=2

6 0.090, 0.408) (0206, 0.620) (0.637223, 1.51922) 0.842236 3172

8 (0.051, 0.312) (0120, 0.481) (0639260, 1.50798) 0.842001 2+ 21=2

10 (0.034, 0256) (0.080, 0.394) (0639621, 1.50545) 0.8419914 10+ 201=2=2
12 0.024, 0217) (0.056, 0.332) (0.639689, 1.50486) 0.841990990 6%+ 217%)=2
14 0.019, 0193) 0.042, 0286) (0639702, 1.50472) 0.8419909729 1.9498°

16 (0.014, 0.169) (0032, 0251) (0639705, 1.50469) 0.8419909721 2+ 27 22

2calculated from analytic expression w ith arbitrary precision.
PN um erical value given instead of a long analytic expression .

F)atH = 2J.
Due to the high symm etry ofM ills m odel, it displays
a rem arkable degeneracy of the FM phase. T his degen—
eracy has In portant consequences for the structure of
the phase diagram at nite anisotropy. Let us denote
a ferrom agnetic pair wih con guration "". The two
di erent antiferrom agnetic dom ains are AF1)="# and
w ith reversed spins @F2)=#". The ferrim agnetic con—
guration wih a ipped spin at the edge can be writ—
ten @F1)¥=? ! ), where exponents denote the num ber
of repetitions for a pair. It is easy to see that all con—
gurations of type FM ,= @QF1)¥ =2 * 1 F)@AF2)" wih
n = 1;:::;N=2 have the sam e energy for M ills m odel
Fig.W ©) panel (H-h)). There are no further ferri-
m agnetic equilbbriim phases for this m odel. For gener-
alized m odels w ith di ering m agnetic properties of indi-
vidual layers the degeneracy of the FM phases will be
lifted. T hen, the two transitions for M ills m odel in the
Iim i of In nite anisotropy w illbe replaced by sequences
ofm etam agnetic transitions betw een various asym m etric
collinear states. The exact sequence w ill be sub Ect to
the set ofm aterials param eters for the Individual layers.

Towards nite anisotropy, the collinear phases w illun—
dergo characteristic instabilities w ere the com petition of
Zeam an energy, exchange and anisotropy w ill cause elas—
tic distortions of these con gurations. T he stability lin —
is for these collinear phases can be calculated from the
analytic expressions for zero eigenvalues of their stability
matrices A in Eq. ). These analytic expressions are
derived sin ilarly to the expressions for the upper stabil-
ity linit Har of the AF phase, Egs. ll), ™), and for
the lower stability lm it or exchange eld H E(N ) of the
F phase, Eq. @) . I principle, they can be evaluated
w ith arbitrary precision. But, the stability lim its of the
di erent FM phases depend not only on N but also on
the particular realization FM ;, ie., on the location ofthe
F-pair in the chain. For the ferrim agnetic phase ofM ills
modelw th N = 4 there isonly one lability lineHey K ).
Tt can be written in the param etric form

_Jte 28+ 2)

H =J & K @O); _—
FM ( ©) 2@ 2t 1)

18)

The IneHyry K ) W) consists of tw o branches m eeting
In the pont K ,H ) where K = K (t) = 0:62210,
H =t K ()= 157956, ¢)*= 2+ 273+ 4173,
Forarbirary N , the stability lim its for the various en—
ergetically degenerate ferrin agnetic phases FM ; are dif-
ferent. Here, 1= 1 :::[(N 2)=2] and square brackets
k] denote the largest integer 1  x. However, they dis—
ply a certain system atics for M ills m odels. This can
be understood from the weakened exchange sti ness at
the surfaces, ie. the surface cut, which distinguishes the
state FM ; wih an F-pair at the surface from all other
realizations F; with 1 > 1 (see Fig. @) for the sin -
plst case N = 6). T he generic behaviour of these lines
is dem onstrated or the case N = 16 n Fig.ll. The
Iowerbranch for FM ; occurs always at higher elds and
anisotropies. This is the expected consequence of the
surface cut. The FM ; structure is m ore easily distorted
and plays a special role In the interm ediate anisotropy
range. In allphase diagram s, at a certain section of this
line a continuous transition between the FM ; phase and
the corresponding C;phase occurs (see Fig.lM@)). This
transition line at low elds and high anisotropies, starts
at the criticalendpoint K o, H¢) on the rst-order line
between the AF and FM -phase. In the phase diagram s
for N = 6, this section ends at a m ulticritical point x.
For general N , the other end of the line of continuous
transitions between the FM ; and the C; phase depends
on N because at higher elds other canted phases C;
wih 1> 1 may intervene. T hus, the serdes of co-existing
collinear states FM ; at high anisotropy gives rise to se—
ries of corresponding canted phases C; by elastic distor—
tions. These canted phases, however, are stable in dif-
ferent regions of the phase diagram tow ards interm ediate
anisotropies. T hus, the series of canted phases in increas-
Ing elds starts with C; and, for the highly symm etric
M illsm odel, it ollow s the sequence 1= 1;::: Fig.H©)).
For the st canting transition between the ferrim ag-
netic state FM ; and the corregponding canted phase C1,
along the line for the stability 1m it of the FM ; phase,
there isa m lnimum value of anisotropy K . T he corre—
soonding criticalpoint  coincidesw ith the upper lin i of
eldsH forthe m etastability lim i of the canted phase
C1. The values of these two characteristic points are
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FIG. 9: (Color online) H igh-anisotropy phase diagram for

M illsm odeland N = 16. T he degenerate ferrin agnetic phases
are stable In the shaded area. T he collinear phases FM ; and
FM,; to FM 4 are lin ited by the lability lines (1) and (2-4).
T he latter are nearly degenerate and not resolved.

listed .n Tabkel ©rM illsmodelsN =4 to 16. There is
only a weak dependence on N for the coordinates for the
critical points and e. This m eans, that there is also
only a weak shift of the region of stable and m etastable
FM -states. Further, the m iniIn um anisotropy values for
the stability region of the other collinear phases FM ;
wih 1> 1 are always larger than K T hus, canted
phasesm ay occur in the region rather well circum scribbed
by the area shown for the sim plest phase diagram s for
N = 4 and 6. Interestingly, all the stability lnes for
these collinear phasesFM ; 1= 1;::: cross at the point
xat Kx;Hy)= (4=3J;2=3J) PorM illsm odel and arbi-
trary N . O ne can show thisby a sin ilar recursion for the
eigenvalues of their tridiagonal stability m atrices as used
by Dantas et al. to calculate H p 5 <2 This poit is also
visited by the IneH 5 ¢ K ). Forallsystem sw ith an even—
odd num ber of layersN = 6, 10, etc., the point x isa spe-
cial m ulticritical point, where the collinear analogue of
the symm etric spin— op phase FM [y 2)-2; becom es de—
generate w ith the inhom ogeneous symm etric SF - state.
Thus, the rst-order transition line between the corre—
sponding canted phase C [ 2)-2; and the SF-phase ends
in x as in the phase diagram ©rN = 6 shown i Fig.H.
T his fiurther degeneracy ofM ills m odel yields som e sta—
bility and sim plicity of the general features of its phase
diagram s.

A sa caveat,we nally have to m ention additional low —
sym m etry phases w hich cannot be foreseen from the con-
siderationson the stable collinearphasesAF ,FM ;,and F
and their elastic distortions in the phase diagram . Such
an interm ediate phase C, appears already in the phase
diagram ofM illsm odel for N = 6 in the region between
the FM ; phases and the region of the stable SF-phase.
The C4 phase can be derived from an elastic distortion of
the collinear phases "#"""", which do not arise as stable
states. Sin ilar low -sym m etry canted phases also appear

12

In phase diagram s of M illsmodel for N > 6. For gen—
eralized m odels, the region of stability of these canted
Jow sym m etry phases w ill strongly depend on details of
them aterdals param eters of type Eq. ) . Further energy
termm s and/or disorder In m agnetic param eters of the lay—
ers can stabilize fiirther phases in the interm ediate region
ofthephasediagram . In the high-anisotropy 1im it ofsuch
generalized m odels, cascades ofm etam agnetic transitions
betw een ferrim agnetic collinear phases exist. From these
states various canted phases can be derived In the range
of Interm ediate anisotropiesK ;=J; “ 1.Thecom petition
between all these phases w ill lead to very com plicated
m agnetic phase diagram

IV. REORIENTATION IN W EAKLY
ANISOTROPIC M ULTILAYERS

A . Surface and volum e interactions

In this section, we reanalyze the m agnetic states of
an antiferrom agnetic m ultilayer stack, and their evo—
ution in an applied eld, by analytical m ethods. In
the lin it of weak anisotropy, the m icrom agnetic en-
ergy M) can be represented by a system of interacting
din ers and by a continuum form . Thus, we consider
the model M) fr weak anisotropies, K ;K ?  J;. Fur-
ther, we only study system sw ith collinear antiferrom ag—
netic (zero— eld) ground state. T hus, the strengths ofthe
biquadratic exchange constants is lin ited to the range,
0< & < J;=2% First, we rew rite the general energy
Eq. [ in this lin it. The resulting expression allow s to
recognize the m ain e ects expected in this lim it w thout
explicit calculations. W e group the m om ents of the su—
perlattice Into pairs as In a tw o-sublattice antiferrom ag-
netic system . Starting from the rstlayerwe com binethe
N m om ents along the antiferrom agnetic chain into N =2
pairs (sz5 1 7s23) with j = 1;:3N=2. For each of these
pairs, we introduce the vectors of net m agnetization M 4
and the staggered vector L 4

S91 =M 3+ Ly; sp5=M 3 Iy: 19)
T hese transform ationsare sin ilar to those applied forthe
two-layer system ,Eqgs. ) and ). From F;j= 1 ©llows
that M §+ L5 = 1andM 3 L= 0. The energy y
of Eq. M) can be rew ritten as a fiinction of M 3 and the
angles 5 between n and unity vectors Iy = Ls=13jand
expanded w ith respect to the sn allparam etersM 4 1.
Om iting constant and higher order tem s, one derives

=2 y=2 y=2



where 5 =
3= 2T25 1

K291 +Kzg)=2 ng 1
2% 1)t 252 2%y 2)+ (J23 2%j) Pr
l,and®; = K1+ K,)=2 K? KI=2,
By_,= Ky 1+Ky)=2 K7, KJ ,=2; 1=2(0
25)+ (@2 /), y—2=20n 1 By 1)+ Oy 2

28 2 ). Finally, the last expression n Eq. #®) collects
termm s that are linear w ith respect to ( 441 i)r

(ng 2 + ng)=2,

™M 5; §) = (21)
NXZJ'

T25 &M 35+ M3p1)( 441 3):
=1

An independent m inin ization with respect to M 5 (see
details In Ref. | 1) vields

M= JH H Ll (22)
It ollow sdirectly from W) thatM ;= H " sin(5 ),
where is the angk between the eld H and the easy
axisn in them odelofEq. ).

T he independent m Inim ization w ith respect to M 5 is
Justi ed because the exchange Interactions dom inate the
energy and pairs of neighbouring m om ents do not devi-
ate strongly from antiparallel orientation in the lm it of
weak anisotropy and elds. T his establishes the relations
Eq. B between the com ponents of the net m agnetiza—
tion and the ordentation ofthe staggered vector. In other
words Eq. #) xedly connects the net m agnetizations,
as auxiliary degrees of freedom , to the vectors 1y and the
applied eld. Thisapproach reducesthe chain ofN m ag—
neticm om ents s; Into an equivalent system ofN =2 unity
vectors 1. Each site of this chain corresponds to a two-
sublattice antiferrom agnet or a dim er. Substituting )
into Eq. [l we obtain the ©llow ing expression for the
energy of these interacting dim ers

&=2
jCOSZ( j j) (23)

1
+ - J25( 441

lq
3= H20032
2

H? ‘L H4sn®2 ;  (4)

tan2 5 = H?sh2 =@ ?cos2  H);  (25)
q___
Hj = I@j j; (26)
w here
NXZ 1
(5 = H jsin (4 ) (541 3); @T)

5 = J2j 1+ 2 : (28)
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The m inin ization wih respect to M 5 according to
Eq. M and the representation of the energy by the
orm W) generalizes sin pli ed din erization transform a—
tion that have been considered In Refs. L[ 1].
T he energy ofthe interacting din ersEq. ) includes
rst the sum of their \self"-energies, then an exchange
sti ness energy given by the term quadratic w ith respect
todi erences ( 5+1 3),and a speci c energy contribu-—
tion ( j),de ned inEq. @M. Thetemsin ( ) arise
due to the varation of the m agnetic param eters along
the chain. The energy ( 5) can be w ritten in the form
of a \Zeem an energy" for the staggered m agnetization
vectors

(5) = 1H 1)

NXZ 2

v=21 @ ylz) @9

5) @ gd1)

( J+ 1
=1

The dim ensionless coe cients 5 are ratios of exchange
constants de ned n Eq. #®). The st two temns in
Eq. W) involve the endm ost dim ers, ie., they have the
character of a surface energy, which is im posed by the
exchange cut. The sum in W) describes sin ilar \inter—
nal' contributions arising due to any variation ofthe ex—
change couplings along the antiferrom agnetic chain. This
energy contribution disappears n m odels w ith equal ex—
change Interactions in intemal layers as in the reqular
and m odi ed M illsm odels Egs.ll) and ), respectively.

B. Physicalm echanism of the \surface spin— op"
phenom ena

T he m agnetic energy of the low -anisotropy antiferro—

m agnetic m ultilayers in the form of interacting dim ers

M) clucidates the com peting forces responsble or the

eld-driven reorientation processes. Let us com pare en—

ergy ) w ith that of an isolated dim er. For a localized

pairof s,y 1 and sy goins (ie. jth dimer) a m inim iza-
tion via Eq. M) yields

)i 30)

w ith an am plitude factor

O L Hrosz HZZ+Hisnl2 61
43 J
and a \phase"
tan2 ' =H?sn2 =@ ?cos2 HI); (2)
whereH? = [(Jo5 1 2%31)Ko51 +Koy+ 2K 35 )72,

T he energy in the orm W) coincidesw ith that ofa two-
sublattice antiferrom agnet and is a generalization of the
modelEq. ). The Eq. @) for the phase ;0) is known
as N eel equation 23 Tt determ nes the equilbbriim states

of the antiferrom agnet = ;O)+ k k= 0;1;:::). The



am plitude ;O) from Eq. B equals the potential bar-
rier between thewellsat = 1+ k.A magnetic ed
applied along the easy axis reduces the potentialbarrier.
W hen the eld reaches the threshold eld H 4 it causes
the spin—- op transition. For dim ers Incorporated into
the interacting chain the param eters of the selfenergies
arem odi ed due to the exchange coupling and additional
anisotropy contribbutions as seen by com paring Eqs. Bl)—
M) with Eqgs. B9)-@). TherePre, wihin the chain
the din ers have di erent threshold elds and they are
elastically coupled w ith neighbouring pairs. D ue to the
couplings the opping of the individual dim ers in their
individualthreshold eldsH ; Eq. #®) are ham pered. In—
stead the chain only can transform into the opped phase
when the opped con gurations are energetically advan—
tageous throughout the whole system . G enerally the dif-
ferences of the dim er selfenergies along the chain causes
spatialm odulations of any noncollinear m agnetic states.
T he inhom ogeneous soin— op and canted phases in M ills
model Fig. W) exem plify such spin-con gurations.

H owever, the energy contrbution ( ;) Eq. #) pro-
vides another m echanisn ofm agnetic— eld-induced reori-
entation in posed by the variation of the exchange inter—
actions along the antiferrom agnetic superlattice, n par-
ticular by the exchange cut at its ends. T hism echanisn
is due to the in uence of the linear energy temm s #),
which favour a rotation of the staggered vector. A s can
be seen from the equivalent Eq. [ll), an instability ofthe
collinear con guration is caused by the \Zeam an term s"
that are Inear in the staggered vectors 1;. G enerally, the

rst termm related to the two surfaces w ill dom nnate, and
this di erence will favour a rotation of these 1. This
enforoes an inhom ogeneous spin— op phase above a cer—
tain eld. Aswasshown in the previous section in strong
anisotropy system s the exchange cut leadsto ipsofthe
m agnetization and a transition into collinear FM phases,
which are also inhom ogeneous. In low-anisotropy sys—
tem s, under the dom inating in uence of the exchange
Interactions, the in uence of this \local" defect is spread
along the chain and stabilizes a spatially inhom ogeneous
structure.

Thus, we have the Pllow Ing inm portant conclusion.
There are two di erent m echanisn s of the eld-induced
reorientation in nite antiferrom agnetic superlattices: (i)
O ne ofthem is connected w ith a sw tching of the poten—
tialwells in the energy of the uniaxial antiferrom agnetic
units. Thism echanin s is sin ilarto theusual eld-driven
soin reordentation in (low -anisotropy) bulk antiferrom ag—
nets and two-layer system s. Therefore, it is a comm on
spin— op mechanism . (i) The other m echanisn is due
to variation of the exchange coupling along the superlat—
tice and, in particular, the exchange cut at the end of
the stack. T his type of reorientation transition can only
exist in nite antiferrom agnetic superhttices and has no
analogue In buk antiferrom agnetism .

T he Interplay ofthese twom echanism srules the form a-
tion and evolution of the m agnetic states in the system .
D epending on the values of the m aterial param eters dif-
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ferent types of m agnetization processes can be realized
in the generalm odel l). In the low -anisotropy system s,
ow Ing to the dom inance of exchange interactions, it is
the second e ect due to the cut exchange at the surfaces
that dom inates the eld-driven reorientation transition.

A's inportant cases for applications, we consider In
m ore detail the highly symm etric M ills m odels Egs. W)
and ). Both models are composed of identical in—
temal layers. For the modied M ills model Eq. W)

1= y=2 = 2QJIs+ J)=(1+ ), and 4 = 4J for
1. For the reqularM illsm odel Eq. )
3= 4J Prj= 1;:::;N=2. Theenergy W) with = 0

N = ——————— os2 4 (33)

whereHp = p4J—K. The last contribution in [l is due
to the nite length ofthe chain. It involesonly the two
last dim ers at both ends of the chai, ie., i represents
the speci c surface e ects orthe nite antiferrom agnetic
stack. For the reqular M ills m odel the isolated dimer
energy W) reducesto the orm ofEq. M), and the surface
energy becom es

s=iH2 HS2 CosS2 1+ 00S2 y =3

6J
’ H
—H cos oS y =
- 1 N =2

+ ! H (34)
—H oos COS y = ;
1 2 N=21

Hs = 3JK : (35)

In the case ofthem odi ed M ills m odel, the contribu-—

tion § hasthem odi ed form
1+ 4)?
e, = _dr o 2 H?SZ c0s2 1+ coS2 y-
8(Js+ J)
UH oos 1 COS y§ =2
+U,H oos @S y=2 1 (36)

The threshold el I¥5 and the coe cients, U ; and U,,
are de ned by

p
2K o+ K) @RI+ J)

By = ; 7
s T+ o) 37)
U, = Joes 1+2%3@, 3); 38)
4@2ds+ J)
U, = JR s+ 1) 2 . 39)
4Q2Js+ J)

he threshold eld for the endmost dipers is Hs =
3=2H ¢ and for ntemaldinersHg = 2H . Because



the soins In the chains have additional exchange cou—
plings, these thresholds are largerthan the threshold eld
H, fr an isolated pair. This renforcing by exchange
sti ness for the bound dim ers increases the values of the
threshold elds for the coupled chain.

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

The Iin it ofm ultilayers w th large N and the lim it of
In nite antiferrom agnetic system s is best discussed go—
Ing over to a continuum description. For the reqular
M illsm odel ) with arbitrary N the transition into the

opped state occursclosely toH v  Hp givenby Eq. D),
su ciently below the din er threshold eldsH 5 and Hp
(Fig. M), This means that this transition is im posed
by the exchange cut. T hese results can be easily under—
stood from the solutions for the spin-con gurations in
the opped state Egs. @), @), and ). The m agne—
tization vectors for all intemal layers can be com bined
Into pairs w ith antiparallelm agnetizations. T he system
e ectively behavesasan isolated din er consisting only of
the endm ost spins w ith energy ). C orrespondingly the

opping eld equalsthethreshold eld H ( ofthisisolated
pair. This result is comm on for system s w ith arbitrary
valies ofN .

H ow ever, above the critical eld H ¢ the evolution ofthe
system rem arkably changes w ith increasing N ( ig. ).
The mulilayer with low N are characterized by a large
m agnetization jum p at the transition eld and a nearly
linear increase of the m agnetization up to the I eld.
W ih Increasing N them agnetization jum p at H ¢ gradu—
ally decreases. C oncurrently, a steep section ofthe m ag—
netization curve is found around eldsw ith values close
toHp (seeEqg. @®). Finally, orN 1 the m agnetiza-
tion curves develop a strong kink around this value.

T he m agnetic— eld driven transform ation ofthe dim er
energies in Eq. @) explains this peculiar behaviour.
In the transition eld H ¢, Hy the din er selfenergy
terms in [l still favour the antiferrom agnetic m ode
(I3h). The threshold elds are exceeded at higher elds
H > Hg rendmostand H > Hy for ntemaldim ers).
In superhtticesw ith few layersthe endm ost and intemal
din ers give com parable contrbutionsto them agnetic en—
ergy. The di erence in their Intemal energies suppresses
drastic reordientation e ects at the threshold elds H g
and Hy . W ith increasing num ber of layers the relative
energy contrbution of the intemal dim ers for the total
energy W) gradually increases. Then, the m agnetic en—
ergy of the intermal layers plays the dom inant role in the
form ation of the opped con gurations. T hus, the end—
m ost din ers does not ham per the reorientation e ects
in the threshold eld Hg. Below the threshold eld,
H < Hp, the antiferrom agnetic phase with 1jh corre—
soonds to the m inim a of the Intemal dim ers and the
inhom ogeneous spin— op phase consists of two antifer—
rom agnetic dom ains w ith antiparallel ordentation of the
staggered vectors (Fig.M®). These two regions are sep—
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FIG .10: (Coloronline) M agnetization curves forM illsm odel

w ith low anisotropy K =J=0.01 and large N In the vicihity of
the \buk spin—- op".

arated by a 180-degree dom ain wall with opped spin
con gurations in the center (1? n)

ForH > Hgp thepotentialwells for the intermaldim ers
sw itch nto (1? n) con guration. A round the eld H y the
center of the dom ain wall gradually extends and sweeps
out the regions w ith antiferrom agnetic con guration to—
w ards the surfaces of the stack. T his drastic transform a—
tion between the two con gurations w thin m ost of the
bulk of the antiferrom agnetic stack causes a prom inent
anom aly of the m agnetization curves near the eld Hp
Fig. ™). Above H 5 the net m agnetization M ; develops
two symm etric m axin a close to the surfaces, which m ay
be cbservable in experim ent.

Asymptotically with N ! 1 , them agnetization curve
approaches that of the usual spin— op In a buk uniaxial
antiferrom agnet. But, this reorientation occurs w ithin
the sam e m agnetic phase, and no phase transition is con—
nected w ith this process. Rather for any nie valie of
N the phase transition still occurs betw een the antiferro-
m agnetic and inhom ogeneous spin— op phase in the crit—
ical eld Hy, asa rstorder process. A swasm entioned
above for large N this eld-induced phase has the char-
acter of a dom ain wall between two antiferrom agnetic



states. Non-collinear states arise in the central region
of the stack, where the sn all totalm agnetization of the
con guration is concentrated. For xed sm all anisotropy
the transition is accom panied by a jum p of the m agneti-
zation at the transition eld H . The m agniude of this
jim p decreases w ith the num bers of layersN (F ig. ).
Hence, at rst glance we have a paradox phase diagram
forM illsm odel: a drastic eld-driven change ofthem ag—
netization isnot related to a phase transition, whilk a real
phase transition isnoticeable only by a an all um p ofthe
m agnetization, that vanishes for large N . H owever, this
has a clear physical foundation because the transition at
H ¢ is related to the surface e ect and its visble e ects
should vanish orN ! 1 , whereas the crossing-over to—
wardsthe opped con guration in the \buk" ofthem ul-
tilayer stack 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 interior of the nite system . C lose to the
boundaries the m agnetic con guration resem bles that of
the tw o antiferrom agnetic collinear dom ains. T his struc—
ture is consistent w ith the properties of sem #n nite an-
tiferrom agnetic chains described by M ichelttiet al2
the phase diagram s for these system s (even in the large
anisotropy lim it) a highly degenerate phase occurs, w here
a localized Inhom ogeneouscon guration is situated at ar—
bitrary distance from the surface2 For nite antiferro—
m agnetic chains w ith weak anisotropy, the m utualin u-
ence ofboth surfaces w ill determ ine a unique state w ith
180 degree walklike con guration in the center. Gen-
erally, such a symm etric con guration w illbe found for
antiferrom agnetic layers, when the core of this con gu-
ration isw ide enough to interact w ith both surfaces. For
the nite system s, the sim ple structure of the phase dia—
gram , show ing only a SF phase w th solutions preserving
m irror sym m etry about the center of the layer in inter-
mediate elds between the AF phase and the saturated
F' phase, is restricted to low anisotropy system s. At size—
able anisotropy, the asym m etric canting com plicates the
phasediagram .

The energy of themodi ed M illsmodelEq. ) pro-
vides a sinpl way to Introduce a continuum form of

energy #®). ForN 1 and low anisotropy K 1 the
energy #W) can be converted to
W = W W"AF #
Z -
d=2 d ? H? n2 )
A — + sin d
e d 162
+WsJ- a2 (40)

w ith the exchange constant A = Ja=2. The mulilayer
thicknessisd = N a w ith a the \periodicity" length ofthe
m ultilayer. T he zero ofenergy scale for W is shiffed to
the energy W pr of the antiferrom agnetic state ( = 0).
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model wih low anisotropy K =J=0.01 and N = 100 in the
vicinity of the \buk spin—- op": (@) local net m agnetic m o—
ments M j (b) ordentation of local antiferrom agnetic vectors
(according to the Eq. ). Inset show s average m agnetiza—
tionm vs. eld.

The last tem  is the surface energy given by

1+ )2
B
42Js + J)
1
sm() s - Hlos () 1] @D

Eq. W®) descrbes the energy of a plate of thickness d
for a buk easy-axis antiferrom agnet w ith the soin— op
eld Hy . It is the contihnuum counterpart of the dis—
cretized model Eq. ). The surface energy W, M)
Includes a comm on antiferrom agnetic contribution (the
rst term ) and a speci ¢ Zeam an energy in posed by the
exchange cut. D ue to m irror sym m etry of the Inhom oge—
neous soin— op phase the boundary conditions are
(= d=2)and , ( =d=2)= 1. By solving
the Euler equation frthe energy finctional MW®) w ith the
boundary condition 2A d =d )j- g=» = QW ( 1)=@
one cbtains a set of param etrized pro les ( ; 1). The
further optin ization of the energy w ith respect to the



param eter ; yields the equilbrium distrbution of the
staggered vector w thin the m ultilayer of nite thickness.
T hese solutions can generally be w ritten as ellptic fuinc—
tions.

In the lim it of in nite thickness,N ! 1 theboundary
valies of correspond to the con gurations in antipar-
allel dom ains of the antiferrom agnetic phase, 1( 1)
=0, ,@0) = In this case the variational problem
or the finctional W®) is equivalent to that of an iso—
lated m agnetic wallw ith \e ective uniaxial anisotropy"
K = H#? 2H2)=(16A). The corresponding analyti-
calresuls for the wall param eters have been derived by
Landau and Lifshiz88 . ForM illsm odelthis solution has
been analysed in4.

T his Iim iting case of the in nite chain provides a sim —
Pl physical explanation of the phase transition into the
inhom ogeneous spin— op phase. A ccording to Eqgs. @),
M) the op of the surface staggered vector (1 ) = 0

Into antjparallelposition (1 )=  yieldsa gain of sur-
face energy W ¢ = @s 1)H . By this process a
dom ain wall is gengtaﬂwhi'gh requires a positive en—
ergy contrbution 4 AK = HZ H?. The balance

betw een these com peting energy contributions is reached
at the critical ed

P 2
Htr=H0= 25

25+ 1: 42)
In particular, for the regularM illsmodel s = 1 and
the transition eld n Eq. @) equalsH (. Thissin ple en—
ergetics allow s to fom ulate a clear them 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 at the non-com pensated surface is
overtumed and reduces the Zeam an energy at the expense
of the form ation of a plnar defect in the center of the
superbttice, which has the character ofa dom ain wall

Because the energy gain in the inhom ogeneous spin—

op phase, W s(s) = @s 1)H , is proportional to
the non-com pensated m agnetization of the surface layer,
this transition into the opped state strongly depends
on the net m agnetization of the endm ost layers. Partial
com pensation ofthe surfacem agnetization istantam ount
to a reduction of the param eter ;. This reduction de—
creases W ¢ (), and increasesthe critical eld H , W),
For ¢ = 1=2 the energy gain W () equals zero and
H , reaches the threshold eld Hgy .

W e com e to an im portant conclusion. The exchange
cut provides the stabilization of the opped phase only
under condition of su ciently strong surface m agnetiza—
tion. In the regular M ills m odel the m agnetizations of
the layers are assum ed to have xed values. T he proper-
ties of the endm ost layers j= 1 and N are described by
the sam e iIntegral phenom enological param eters as the
layers j = 1 in the \buk". Only the ex-
change cut re ects the con nem ent of this antiferrom ag—
netic system . Tn the continuum lin it [l the surface cut
is represented by the surface contrbutions in the energy
that describe the e ective coupling of the staggered vec—
tor to the applied eld. The existence of surfaces w ith
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net non-com pensated m agnetization is justi ed for anti-
ferrom agnetic superlattices w th in-plane m agnetization.
Strong intra-layer exchange interactions and weak stray
eld e ects favour single dom ain states of the lndividual
ferrom agnetic layers in these m ultilayer stack and at the
surfaces. In other system s, variousm echanisn scan cause
reductions of the non-com pensated m agnetization at the
surfaces, such as crystallographic and m agnetic in perfec—
tions, form ation of antiferrom agneticm ultidom ain states
etc. A reduction ofthe totalm agnetization in the surface
layers can strongly reduce the non-com pensated m agne—
tization and suppresses eventually the fom ation of the
opped states. Forthe continuum m odel ) this occurs
for ¢ < 1=2.
The surface energy @) also includesthe rsttem that
has the conventional form ofa (local) antiferrom agnetic

unit with a modi ed threshold eld ¥g from Eq. ),
A coording to m any experin ental observations, the m ag—
netic param eters Js, K s and 5 can be strongly m odi ed
by surface-induced interactions, see, eg., Refs. [0 0],
Correspondingly ¥ in W) can vary in a broad range.
G enerally, considering m odels wih m odi ed m agnetic
surface properties, the volum e energy ) and the sur-
face energy M) m ay favourdi erentm agnetic con gura-
tions in certain intervals of applied m agnetic eld. This
com petition can stabilize inhom ogeneous phases w ith
continuous rotation of the m agnetization vectors along
the thickness. T he occurrence of such twisted states un—
der pinning (or anchoring) in uence of the surfaces is a
rather general e ect In orientable m edia. In particular,
they are known to occur in various classes of Iiquid crys—
tals as the so-called Freedericksz e ect’?7! and in ferro-
m agnetic m aterialsd27273 Spiraling In exchange spring
m agnets and exchange bias system s also belongs to this
class of phenom ena.’® The phenom enological theory of
such states In antiferrom agnetic nanolayers has been de—
veloped In Ref. [l]. It was shown that non-collinear
tw isted phases can arise as solutions for m agnetic states
under anchoring-e ectsat the surfaces. In contrast to in—
hom ogeneous spin— op states stabilized by the exchange
cut the tw isted phases arise due to pinning or distortive
e ects of surface-induced interactions on the m agnetic
states. Future analysisofgeneralized M illsm odels should
concentrate on the combined e ects of these surface in—
teractions.

V. DISCUSSION
A . Solving the \surface spin—- op" puzzle

The exchange cut is the prin ary driving force that
causes the speci ¢ reordentation e ects in antiferrom ag—
netically ordered m ultilayers and stabilizes the unique
m agnetic statesunknow n in other classes ofm agnetic sys—
tem s. T he pioneering studies by M ills and co-w orkers?-4
have introduced the notion of a surface-induced insta—
bility in con ned antiferrom agnetst? and of the novel



reorientation e ects in antiferrom agnetic superlattices®.
M ills form ulated the basic idea that, in a con ned antifer—
rom agnet, uncom pensated surface m agnetization causes
the Instability of the collinear state in the applied m ag—
netic eld quitebelow thecomm on (puk) soin— op. This
transition from the antiferrom agnetic to a \surface spin-
op" state should result in opping a few layers of spins
near the surface, ie., they would tum by nearly 90
degreed? Thispicture was in proved and detailed by K ef-
fer and Chow A2, and supplem ented by results of num er—
icalsin ulations2: 4248 T constitutes the recent scenario
of a \surface spin— op". A ccording to this picture the
opped states are nuclated initially at the surface and
In increasing eldsthis surface statem oves into the depth
of the sam pk as an antiferrom agnetic dom ain wall#342
\W hen the extermal el exceeds the surface spin— op
eld, the surface moment, initally antiparalkl to the
eld, rotates nearly by 180 . In e ect, a twist is applied
to one end of the structure. A dom ain wall is then set
up, In an o center position in the nite structure. [:::]
W ith forther increase in  eld, the wallundergoes a series
of discontinuous jim ps, as itm igrates to the center ofthe
structure. [:::] The dom ain walllbecom es centered in the
structure, and then with further increase in el broad—
ens, to open up asa ower to evolve Into a buk spin— op
state. The angk kbetween the spins and the external eld
is kss at and near the surface than in the center of the
structure \2

T he detailed investigations ofM illsm odel M) necessi-
tate a considerable revision of the surface spin— op sce—
nario expanded in®24 and som e other papers®2345 | This
scenario of the surface spin— op confuses three di erent
types of the solutions or M ills m odel W), see the phase
diagram s in Figs.ll and ll. The \ opping of a f&w lay—
ers of spins near the surface” is inspired by solutions for
ferrim agnetic and canted phases In system sw ith sizeable
anisotropy. The picture of the dom ain wall m ovem ent
into the center of the superlattice \In a sequence of dis-
crete hops™®® is related to cascades of phase transitions
between canted phases in superlhttices w ith m oderate
anisotropy EFigs.l). Fially, the ower-lke broadening
ofthe centered dom ain wall poetizes the evolution of the
Inhom ogeneous spin— op phases In eldshigherthan H g
Fig. 1),

Thus, the comm on scenario of the surface spin— op
com bines elem ents that belong to di erent solutions for
di erent valuesofthe controlparam eters K =J,H =J,N )
ofthem odel ll). Th Ref23, it was shown that the equa—
tionsm inin izing energy M), aswellasgeneralm odels ),
do not include solutions for surface—con ned (localized)
states, which were assum ed to occur at a \surface spin—

op" transition". These m odels own only welkde ned
\volum e" phases and transitions between them .

The term \surface spin— op" designates the reorienta—
tion into the inhom ogeneous spin— op phase at H ¢, (line
a binFigll). Therefore, i is a doublem isnom er. T his
transition does not take place at the surface because it
nvolves the reorientation of all spins along the superlat-
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tice, ie., i has a \volum e" character. And i is not a
proper spin—- op because it is induced by the exchange
cut rather than a switching of the potential wells as In
the comm on spin— ops in bulk antiferrom agnets.

B . N otes on the experim ental observations of
surface spin— op phenom ena

T he concept of a \surface spin— op" is comm only ap—
plied to analyse experim entalresults in antiferrom agnetic
superlattice?204137 1 ow ever, the application of an er—
roneous concept is dangerous. In particular, quantitative
conclusions about m agnetic m aterials param eters from
the observed reorientation transitions can lead to w rong
results. The Ibility eld of the antiferrom agnetic states
Har plays the prim e role in the comm on \surface spin—

op" scenario. Because the surface spin— op wasbelieved
to arise asa local surface instability ofthe collinearphase
exactly at the critical eld H ¢, thiswas considered as a
transition eld into the surface spin— op statel?42, In re-
ality a (voluim e) rst-ordertransition between the antifer—
rom agnetic and inhom ogeneous spin— op phases occurs
at H¢ (eg. the line ab in Fig. W), which is lower than
Har (Inea ) and larger than another habilty eld H s¢

(Ine a— ). The intervalH g < H < Har is a metasta—
bility region of these com peting phases Fig. ). In the
low -anisotropy lim it the m etastablity region is extrem ely
an all and these characteristic eld are all close to the
valuie H o from Eq. ). In the lin it of Jarge anisotropy
the lability eld H ¢ ismuch larger than the transition

eld between AF and FM phases Fig.ll).

The \buk" spin—- op eld is also considered as in por-
tant elem ent of the comm on scenario. Starting at Har
the expansion of the surface spin— op phase is com pleted
In eldsexactly equalto the value ofthe spin— op transi-
tion in a \buk" antiferrom agnet having the sam e values
of the m agnetic param eters as in m odel ). For low—
anisotropy system s this eld equalsH y and is 2 tines
larger than the \surface spin—- op" H (. This eld corre-
soonds to the threshold eld for the intemal din ers as
given in Eq. W) . Tn system sw ith Jarge num bers of layers
N , a strong reordentation of the opped states occurs n
the vicinity ofthis eld. N o phase transition is connected
w ith this process, however, i ism arked by a noticeable
anom aly ofthem agnetization curve E ig. ). T hus, the
m agnetization curve anom alies are connected w ith the
transition into the opped state at H ¢, Hy and w ith
a sm ooth reorientation near Hp that does not nvolve a
real transition. The ratio Hg=H +, isabout 2. A sim i
lar anom aly w ithin the soin— op state is also observed in
system sw ith rather lJarge anisotropy, w here the soin— op
phase is preceded by one or several canted phases. H ow —
ever, a glance at the phase diagram , eg., Fig.ll shows
that there is no sim ple quantitative relation between the
various reorientation anom alies observable In such mul-
tilayer system s w ith sizeable anisotropy.

M agnetic— eld-induced reorientation transitions were



nvestigated in high-quality Fe/Cr(@11) antiferrom ag—
netic superlattices?2®. I Ref. [1] m agnetization curves
for Fe/Cr (11) superlattices wih strong uniaxial
anisotropy were measured by a SQU ID m agnetom eter
and by longiudinal m agneto-optic Kerr e ect. The
m agnetization curves for both investigated m ulilayers
with even number of layers Cr(100)/Fe(@0)/Cr11)L>
and Cr(00)/Fe(0)/Cr(1l)Lo dem onstrate close corre—
soondence to theoretical results forM illsm odel. A coord—
ing to® the values of the antiferrom agnetic coupling be—
tween the layers is JM 2 = 0275 erg/an ? and uniaxial
anisotropy is KM 2 = 0.06 erg/an?, The ratio K =J =
022 show s that these m ultilayers belong to the system s
at Interm ediate anisotropy In the phase diagram that dis-
play cascadesofcanted phases. Indeed, the characteristic
anom aliesin the eld derivativesofthem agnetization re—
veala serdes of such reorientation transitions. T he asym —
m etric character of these transitions is dem onstrated by
Kerrm easurem ents (seeFig.3 (o) n Ref. [I]). A cascade
of canted phases has also been cbserved in anotherFe/Cr
system1?. T thispapera Cr(100)/ Fe(14)/Cr(11) Lo sys—
tem has been investigated with JM ¢ = 0.405 erg/am ?
andKM 2 = 006erg/am?. TheratioK =J = 015means
that this superlattice also evolres In the applied eld via
a cascade of canted phases. It should be noted that the

rst-order transitions between these di erent m agnetic
phases allow s for phase co-existence in ratherwide eld
ranges (see Refs. ]) . A llthese processesm ay Involve
multidom ain states. In the case of multilayers w ith ef-
fective in-plane anisotropy, the stabilization of dom ain
structures w ill be sub Ect to in perfections. In particu-—
lar, Interface roughness w ill lead to m agnetic charges or
laking dpolar stray elds. The corresponding dom ain
structures is determ ined by the defect structure of the
m ultilayer and w ill have an irregular appearance in gen—
eral (see, eg. chap. 55.7 In Ref. [1]).

In contrast, multilayers wih  perpendicular
anisotropies constitute a novel class of arti cialcon ned
antiferrom agnets, w here wellkde ned and requlardom ain
structures such as stripes orbubbles can be found. T hese
are layered system s as antiferrom agnetically coupled
multilayers [CoP t)/Ru’, or FeAu superlattices™ . These
strongly anisotropic system s correspond to the right side
ofthe phase diagram s in Figs. ll,ll and are characterized
by a num berm etam agnetic jim ps’2° . D ue to strong de—
m agnetization eldsthem agnetization processes in these
superlattices are accom panied by a com plex evolution of
mulidom ain states!®2824 A rti cial layered system s of
this kind w ith a controlled variation ofdistinct m agnetic
states in verticaldirection can be considered as arti cial
m etam agnets?® .

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have provided a com plete solution for
the basic m icrom agnetic m odel of an antiferrom agnetic
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superlattice w ith ideal non-com pensated surfaces under
a eld along the easy axis. W e have shown how one
can system atically enum erate and describe the m agnetic
phases and their transitions for such structures. T he puz—
zle of the variable appearance of \surface spin— op" phe-
nom ena has been resolved by the re-construction of the
phase-diagram s and of the lim iting cases for thism odel.
To this end various m ethods had to be introduced that
can be used for generalized m odels. A nalytical tools can
be e ciently used for all collinear or highly symm etric

phases, and for the case of weak anisotropies. Exten—
sions as given by them odels Egs. [l { ), that include
further m agnetic coupling tem s, additional anisotropies
etc., should be m ade the sub fct of further work. In
particular, the question of com peting surface-couplings
and partially com pensated surfaces In nite antiferro—
m agnetic stacks should be addressed. In such system s, a
com petition between a genuine inhom ogeneous soin— op
phase and tw isted states takes place.

In system s w ith interm ediate anisotropies com parable
to the indirect interlayer exchange w ithin antiferrom ag—
netic superlattices, one has to expect very com plicated
phase-diagram s. Stil], such situations can be analysed by
the m icrom agnetic m ethods developed here. H ow ever, it
isvitalto use clear concepts ofm agnetic phase transitions
and clean de nitionsthat designate the driving forcesbe—
hind the varieties of eld-driven reorientation processes
In con ned antiferrom agnets. W e em phasize that the no—
tion ofa \surface spin— op" is erroneous because the rel-
evant m agnetic energy term s that drive both the cant-
iIng instabilities at surfaces and the transition into the
Inhom ogeneous spin— op phase are not related to a bal-
ance between e ective anisotropies and Zeem an energy
In these nite antiferrom agnets. T he transitions experi
enced by the type of nite antiferrom agnets w ith non-
com pensated surfaces, as Investigated here, are always
related to the exchange cut. Finally, for the arti cial
antiferrom agnetic system s com posed of m esoscale ferro-
m agnetic units, the rst-order transitions are of crucial
In portance. T he phase-coexistence between states w ith

nite m agnetization w ill give rise to stable dom ain struc-
tures and hysteretic behaviour In these system s ow ing to
dem agnetization e ects.
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