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A classicalcontinuum m odelofan e�ectively one-dim ensionalferrom agnet with exchange and anisotropies ofhard and easy-

axis type is considered. Ifan external�eld is applied along the easy axis,the lowest lying topologicalexcitations are shown

to be untwisted or twisted pairs of�-dom ain walls. The uctuations around these structures are investigated. It is shown

that the uctuations around the twisted and untwisted dom ain wallpair are governed by the sam e set ofoperators. The

untwisted dom ain wallpair has exactly one unstable m ode and thus represents a criticalnucleus for m agnetization reversal

in e�ectively one-dim ensionalsystem s. The twisted dom ain wallpair is stable for sm allexternal�eldsbutbecom es unstable

for large m agnetic �elds. The form er e�ect is related to therm ally induced coercivity reduction in elongated particles while

the latter e�ect is related to \chopping" oftwisted Bloch wallpairs in thin �lm s. In view ofa statisticalm echanicaltheory

ofm agnetization reversalwhich willbe presented in a separate article,the scattering phase shiftsofspin wavesaround these

structuresare calculated. The applicability ofthe presenttheory to m agnetic thin �lm sisdiscussed. Finally,itisnoted that

thestaticpropertiesofthepresentm odelareequivalentto thoseofa nonlinear�-m odelwith anisotropiesand an external�eld.

PACS num bers:03.50.K k,75.10.Hk,75.60.Ch,75.70.K w

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

M acroscopicferrom agneticsam ples1;2 consistofm any

dom ains in which the m agnetization is uniform and

directed along one of the m inim a of the crystalline

anisotropy. The phase boundariesbetween such regions

are form ed by dom ain walls (Bloch walls) in which the

m agnetizationvectorrotatescontinuouslybetween di�er-

entanisotropy m inim a.The form ation ofthese dom ains

isdueto thelong-rangem agnetostaticforceswhich tend

to avoid the form ation ofm agnetostatic charges at the

sam plesurface.However,dom ain wallshavelocally pla-

narsym m etry and can therefore locally be described by

an e�ectively one-dim ensionalm odel1;2.

A one-dim ensional description is also adequate for

elongated sam plesofm esoscopicsizeifthelateralsam ple

extension islessthan adom ain wallwidth.Such particles

arewidely used in m agnetic recording m edia,e.g.C rO 2

-particles3 are am ost perfect needles with aspect ratios

ofup to 20:1.Forthisreason and in view oftrem endous

recentprogressin sam ple preparation on the nanom eter

scale,it is therefore ofparticular im portance to study

the m odelofan e�ectively one dim ensionalferrom agnet

in detail.

In the following we shallfocuson a description ofthe

m agnetization within a classical�eld theory.Such a for-

m ulation also providesthe starting pointfora quantum

m echanicaltheory in the sem iclassicallim it4. The m ag-

netization istreated asaclassicalvectorofconstantm ag-

nitudeand adjacentm om entsinteractvia exchangethus

giving riseto a \sti�ness" ofthespin chain.Thepresent

m odelcontainssingleion anisotropiesofhard-and easy-

axis type which m ay have dem agnetizing or crystalline

origin. In addition itincludesan external�eld directed

alongtheeasy-axis.W ithoutan external�eld,thism odel

isalso known asa \biaxialferrom agnet".

The present m odel has also been used to describe

weakly coupled one-dim ensional (1D) ferrom agnetic

chains5. In e�ectively 1D antiferrom agnets such as

TM M C6,item ergesasan e�ectivem odelforthesublat-

tice m agnetization. The dynam ic version ofthis m odel

without external�eld and dam ping has been shown to

be integrable7 and revealsa surprisingly rich palette of

soliton and breather8 solutions,the solitonsplaying the

roleofdom ain walls.

The sim plest static,topologicalexcitation in a biax-

ialferrom agnetin the absenceofan external�eld isthe

�-Bloch wall9;10 (see Fig.1) which constitutes the tran-

sition region between two equivalentanisotropy m inim a.

Its stability has been investigated by W inter11 who ex-

plicitly derived spin wave excitations. He showed that

within the1D system ,Bloch wallsarestablesaveforthe

zero energy m ode which describesa rigid translation of

thedom ain wall.LaterJanak12 quantized thespin wave

excitations around a pinned dom ain walland included

dem agnetizing e�ects ofspin waves running parallelto

the dom ain wall. Hornreich and Thom as13 considered

a biaxialferrom agnet with an external�eld perpendic-

ular to the easy axis. They studied the instability of

dom ain wallstructuresforlargeexternal�eldsand gave

variationalstability boundariesincluding dem agnetizing

e�ectsofuctuations.

In thispaperwe considerthe di�erentsituation ofan

external�eld applied along the easy axis without the

lim itation to large external�elds. The external�eld re-

m ovesthe degeneracy between the two anisotropy m in-

im a and consequently only pairsofBloch wallscan exist

as static solutions. The basic topologicalexcitations of
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this system are thus twisted and untwisted pairs of�-

Bloch walls.

Experim ents14 and num erical sim ulations15 suggest

thattheannihilation oftwisted dom ain-wallpairsin thin

�lm srequiresm uch largerexternal�eldsthan thatofun-

twisted dom ain-wallpairs. Furtherm ore,the observed3

coercivity reduction in elongated particlesat�nite tem -

peratureshasno theoreticalexplanation.

In this work, it is shown that both of these e�ects

are related to the stability properties of twisted and

untwisted dom ain wallpairs. The prim ary aim ofthe

present paper is therefore a carefulinvestigation ofthe

uctuationsaround thesestructures.W eshallrevealthe

surprising factthatuctuationsaround the twisted and

untwisted dom ain wallpairs are described by the sam e

setofoperators.Thisputsthestability discussion ofthe

untwisted and the twisted dom ain wallpairon an equal

footing. Itthen followsim m ediately thatthe untwisted

dom ain wallpair has exactly one unstable m ode corre-

sponding to an expansion ora shrinkingofthestructure.

The untwisted dom ain wallpair is thus identi�ed as a

\nucleus" ofcriticalsizein a �rstorderphasetransition

and thusplaysa crucialrolein therm ally activated m ag-

netization reversal16 in elongated particles. A detailed

statisticalm echanicaltheory of m agnetization reversal

willbe presented in a forthcom ing paper17.

Anotherim m ediate consequenceofthisrelation isthe

instability ofthetwisted dom ain wallpair(or\2�-Bloch

wall")forlargeexternal�eldsashasbeen discovered by

M agyariand Thom as18 and independently in Ref.19.

By a carefulexam ination ofthe nonlocaldem agnetizing

�elds which are not included in the m odelofa biaxial

ferrom agnet,it is shown that this e�ect should be ob-

servablein thin �lm s.In particular,the m inim alattain-

able distance oftwo dom ain walls is shown to decrease

with increasing hard-axis ansiotropy. It is em phasized

thatthise�ectisbeyond the otherwisehighly successful

description ofdom ain wallswithin Slonczewski’se�ective

m odel2. The presentresultsare also crucialforthe cur-

rentdesign ofverticalBloch linem em ories20 whoseread

operations rely15 on a distinction between dom ain wall

pairswith di�erentrelativesenseoftwist.

The work is organized as follows. In section II we

present the m odel and discuss its role as an e�ective

m odelwhich describes planarstructures in a 3D m odel

including dem agnetizing e�ects.In section IIIuntwisted

and twisted dom ain wallpairs are presented and their

energy isevaluated.Itisshown thatboth structurescan

be viewed as a coherent superposition of two �-Bloch

walls.In section IV theoperatorsgoverning the uctua-

tionsaround the 2�-Bloch walland nucleusarederived.

In section V these results are applied to discuss the in-

stabilitiesofthesestructures.In section VI,bound state

energiesand scatteringphaseshiftsoftheuctuation op-

eratorsarediscussed analyticallyand num ericallyin view

ofa calculation ofnucleation ratesofdom ain wallpairs.

The discussion ofscattering phase shifts provides a lu-

cid exam pleofthewidely unknown version ofLevinson’s

theorem in 1D:Scattering phase shifts do not converge

uniform ly to those ofthe operatorsthatareobtained in

thelim itofsm alland largeexternal�elds.In section VII

we show thatthe presentm odelcan accountforseveral

di�erentexperim entalcon�gurationsin thin �lm sand we

shallshow thatthe nonlocalinuence ofdem agnetizing

�eldson twisted dom ain wallpairscan be neglected for

su�ciently thin �lm s. The present m odelis thus ade-

quateforsm alldom ain walldistancesin su�ciently thin

�lm swhere nonlocaldem agnetizing e�ectsare shown to

be negligible.

It is not necessary that the reader follows alldetails

ofthepresentpaper.Thosewho areinterested in exper-

im entalim plications m ay skip the m ore form alsections

IV and VIand directly proceed to section VII.

II.T H E M O D EL

In thisweworkweconsidere�ectively one-dim ensional

m agnetization con�gurationsdescribed by the following

energy perunitarea

E =

Z

dz

�
A

M 2
0

[(@zM x)
2 + (@zM y)

2 + (@zM z)
2]

+
K h

M 2
0

M
2
z �

K e

M 2
0

M
2
x � HextM x

�

; (2.1)

where M = M (z),@z � @=@z and M 0 � jM jisthe con-

stantm agnitude ofthe m agnetization.The �rstterm in

(2.1)isthe classicalcounterpartofexchangeenergy and

A isan exchangeconstant.The second term describesa

hard-axisanisotropycharacterizedbytheanisotropycon-

stantK h > 0 thusrendering thexy-planean easy-plane.

Therotationalinvariancein thiseasy-planeisbroken by

an additionaleasy-axisanisotropy with anisotropy con-

stantK e > 0.The lastterm in the integrand of(2.1)is

the Zeem an term which isdue to an external�eld H ext

pointing along the easy-axis.

Apartfrom thedescription ofthe(sublattice-)spin con-

�guration in 1D (anti-)ferrom agneticsystem s5;6,theen-

ergy (2.1)hasfound wide applications1;2 in the descrip-

tion ofplanardom ain wallsand theirm obilitiesin bulk

ferrom agnets. As willbe discussed in section VII,it is

also adequateforthedescription ofdom ain wallpairsin

thin �lm s.Dueto theabsenceofdiscussion in therecent

literature,itseem sconvenientto review how the energy

(2.1) m ay be derived from the energy ofarbitrary 3D-

m agnetization con�gurationsM = M (r)in a volum e V

with inclusion ofdem agnetizing e�ects:

E =

Z

V

d
3
r

�
A

M 2
0

[(r M x)
2 + (r M y)

2 + (r M z)
2]

�
K e;cryst

M 2
0

M
2
x +

K h;cryst

M 2
0

M
2
z �

1

2
H m � M � HextM x

�

: (2.2)

In contrast to (2.1),the �rst term in the integrand is

the exchange term in three dim ensionswhile the second
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and third term sdescribe crystalline easy-and hard-axis

anisotropies of strengths K e;cryst;K h;cryst > 0, respec-

tively. The fourth term is the dem agnetizing energy

with the dem agnetizing �eld H m obeying the m agne-

tostatic M axwellequations r � Hm = 0, r � B = 0,

(B = H m + 4�M ). They can be rewritten in the form

ofa Poisson equation r 2�m = 4�r � M with the m ag-

netostatic potential�m de�ned via H m = � r �m . The

Poisson equation is integrated in a standard way,and

aftersplitting volum eand surfaceterm sweobtain

H m (r)= �

Z

V

d
3
r
0
�m (r

0)
r� r

0

jr� r0j3

+

Z

@V

dS
0
�m (r

0)
r� r

0

jr� r0j3
; (2.3)

where�m (r)� M (r)� n(r)isthem agneticsurfacecharge

(n isthenorm alofthesurface@V )and �m (r)= r � M (r)

isthem agneticvolum echarge.Inserting (2.3)into (2.2)

one recognizes that the evaluation of a m agnetization

con�guration M (r) by m inim ization of (2.2) for given

boundary conditionsisin generala hopelesstask.

However,experim ents revealthat the m agnetization

distribution in the vicinity ofa dom ain wallin the bulk

ofa sam ple is a locally planar structure. This suggests

the existence ofan e�ective energy density which is of

the form (2.1). In fact restricting ourselves to planar

structures M = M (z) and neglecting m agnetic surface

charges21 in (2.3)we obtain foran in�nite sam ple a de-

m agnetizing �eld ofthe form

H m (z)= � 4�Mz(z)ez; (2.4)

whereez istheunitvectorin z-direction.Forthederiva-

tion of(2.4) we have also assum ed that M z(� 1 ) = 0.

Afterinsertion of(2.4)into (2.2),the dem agnetizing en-

ergy takesthe form ofa hard-axisanisotropy along the

z-direction.Theunderlyingphysicalpictureissim ple:A

planararrangem entofparalleldipoleshashigherenergy

when the dipolesstick outofthe plane than ifthey are

in theplane.Theform ofthedem agnetizing �eld (2.4)is

used toanalyzewallm otion experim entsin garnet�lm s1.

For structures ofplanarsym m etry we thus m ay reduce

(2.2)to (2.1)provided that

K h = K h;cryst+ 2�M 2
0 > 0; (2.5)

K e = K e;cryst > 0: (2.6)

Thisholdsfora con�guration ase.g.shown in Fig.8 a).

For other sam ple geom etries and anisotropy con�gura-

tions,we can sim ilarly express the e�ective anisotropy

constants K e, K h in (2.1) by shape and crystalline

anisotropies.

To incorporate the constraintM 2 = M 2
0 = const:in

Eq.(2.1),weusesphericalcoordinatesde�ned by M =M 0

= (sin� cos�,sin� sin�,cos�).Furtheritisconvenient

tointroducedim ensionlessquantitiesbytakingthescales

oflength and energy perarea as

[x]= [y]= [z]=

r
A

K e

; [E]= 2
p
AK e: (2.7)

Consequently,the units ofthe m agnetic �eld are given

by [H ]=
p
2K e.The length

p
A=K e isthe width ofthe

static �-Bloch wall,and 2
p
AK e is halfthe energy per

unit area ofthe static �-Bloch wall. W ith these de�ni-

tions,the energy (2.1)becom es

E =

Z
1

� 1

dz

�
1

2
[(@z�)

2 + sin2 �(@z�)
2]

�
1

2
[sin2 � cos2 �� 1]+

Q � 1

2
cos2 �� hsin� cos�

�

; (2.8)

where � = �(z) and � = �(z). The norm alization is

chosen such thattheuniform states� = �=2and � = 0or

� = � havezeroenergyin theabsenceofan external�eld.

In (2.8)wehaveintroduced thedim ensionlessanisotropy

ratio Q > 0 with

Q =
K e

K h

; (2.9)

describing the ratio ofeasy-and hard-axisanisotropy in

the e�ective m odel(2.1). Note that this is a slight ex-

tension ofthe com m on de�nition whereK h = 2�M 2
0.In

(2.8)wehavealsoused thereduced external�eld h which

is related to the external�eld H ext in laboratory units

by

h =
H extM 0

2K e

> 0: (2.10)

At �rst sight,the choice ofthe coordinate fram e in

(2.1)and (2.8)m ightbe surprising sincethe polarangle

is not m easured relative to the external�eld. The ad-

vantageofsuch an orientation isthatthelinearization in

theangles� and � around structurescon�ned to thexy-

planeisequivalentto a linearization in a cartesian fram e

thatisrotated along thisstructure11;12 butissim plerin

practice. M easuring � from the external�eld would not

allow linearization in the azim uthalangle � to describe

spin wave excitations ofa uniform state parallelto the

external�eld.

III.D O M A IN W A LL ST R U C T U R ES

In the following we shallfocus on static easy-plane

structuresofthe m odel(2.8). Itisshown thatthe only

solitary easy-plane structuresare twisted and untwisted

pairs of�-Bloch walls. Sim ple representations are pre-

sented thatrelatethese solutionsto each other.

Inspecting (2.8), we recognize that the hard-axis

anisotropy is m inim ized for � = �=2. The correspond-

ing static structures then identically satisfy the Euler-

Lagrange equation �E=�� = 0 while the Euler-Lagrange

equation in � reads

3



�
d2�

dz2
+ sin� cos� + hsin� = 0: (3.1)

Upon integration with d�=dz weobtain the�rstintegral

1

2

�
d�

dz

� 2

+ V (�)= C; (3.2)

with

V (�)=
1

2
cos2 � + hcos�: (3.3)

Eq. (3.2) has the form ofan energy conservation for a

�ctitious particle m oving in the one dim ensionalpoten-

tialV (�).By thisanalogy,wecan gain an overview19 of

allstatic easy-plane structures. Note thatthe potential

V (�)isthenegativeofanisotropy and external�eld con-

tributionsto E for� = �=2 up to an irrelevantconstant.

Solitary solutions are now obtained as trajectoriesof

the �ctitious particle starting from a localm axim um of

V (�). Due to the \energy conservation" (3.2)itwillei-

thercreep into a di�erentm axim um ofthe sam e height

or,ifit started from a lower m axim um ,it willbounce

back into the sam e state. Forh 6= 0 the degeneracy be-

tween the m axim a ofV (i.e.,m inim a ofE)islifted and

twodistincttrajectoriesem erge.O netrajectoryconnects

a globalm axim um ofV at� = 0 with an adjacentoneat

� = � 2�. Thistrajectory correspondsto a twisted pair

of�-Bloch walls. The second possible trajectory repre-

sents a localized excursion from the lower m axim um of

V at� = � � which correspondsto an untwisted pairof

�-Bloch walls. For other values ofC in (3.2),periodic

solutions19 occur which m ay be regarded as generaliza-

tionsofthe abovesolutionsto �nite sam plelengths.

Thuswe have gained an overview overallpossible so-

lutions without having solved the di�erentialequation

(3.2) in detail. This analogue should also prove useful

for di�erent m odels with other form s ofthe anisotropy

and di�erentorientationsofthe external�eld.

Apart from the trivial sym m etry arising from the

representation ofM in term s ofsphericalcoordinates,

Eq.(3.1)isinvariantunderthefollowing sym m etry oper-

ations

R x(�):� 7! � �; (3.4)

and

T :M 7! � M ;

h 7! � h: (3.5)

R x(�)correspondsto an (internal)rotation ofthe m ag-

netization by an angle � around the x-axis (� = �=2),

whereas T represents a tim e inversion. Therefore, all

speci�c solutions quoted below have equivalents arising

through the action ofR x,T and T � Rx. For a given

direction ofthe external�eld there are thusexactly two

equivalentstructuresrelated to each otherby the action

ofR x(�). To classify the solutionsitis also convenient

to introducethe twist

q(�)=
1

2�

Z
1

� 1

dz
d�

dz
: (3.6)

Single �-dom ain walls belong to jqj = 1=2, whereas

twisted dom ain wallpairs have jqj= 1 and untwisted

pairs have q = 0. Note that R x(�) changes the sign

ofthe twistq,whereasT leavesthe twistinvariantbut

reversesthe m agnetization atin�nity.

Fora vanishing external�eld,h = 0,(3.2)with (3.3)

m ay easily be integrated with the boundary conditions

@z�(� 1 )= 0,�(� 1 )= �,and �(1 )= 0 to yield the

�-Bloch wall

�K (z)= 2arctane� z;

�K = �=2: (3.7)

The con�guration (3.7) is shown in Fig. 1. The Bloch

wallrepresents a sm ooth transition region between the

two degenerateuniform statesofm inim alanisotropy en-

ergy while the m agnetization always lies in the easy

plane. In (3.7) an integration constant describing the

arbitrary wallposition has been �xed such that the �-

Bloch wallis centered around the origin. However,as

we shallsee in Sec. IV,thisdegeneracy with respectto

translationswilllead to a (G oldstone-)m odeofzero en-

ergy in the excitation spectrum . The �nite dom ain wall

width arisesthrough thebalanceofexchangeenergy and

uniaxialanisotropy, the form er tending to enlarge the

transition region,thelattertending to narrow theBloch

wall.

Inserting (3.7) into (2.8) for h = 0 we obtain for the

energy perunitarea ofthe �-Bloch wall

EK =

Z
1

� 1

dz

�
d�K

dz

� 2

= 2; (3.8)

wherein the�rststep wehavem adeuseofthefactthat

�K obeysthe \energy conservation" (3.2)with C = 1=2

and h = 0.

Forh 6= 0,thedegeneracy between thetwo anisotropy

m inim a at(�;�)= (�=2;�)and (�=2;0)is lifted. Con-

sequently,single Bloch wallscannotexistany m ore.In-

stead two di�erenttypesofBloch wallpairsarisewhich

arediscussed in the nexttwo subsections.

A .U ntw isted dom ain w allpairs

For0 < h < 1,theboundary conditions@z�(� 1 )= 0,

�(� 1 )= �,im ply thatC = 1=2� h.Theintegration of

(3.2)then yieldsthe \nucleus"16;23

�s(z)= 2arctan

�
coshz=�s

sinhR s

�

;

�s = �=2: (3.9)
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As we shallsee in Sec. V,the con�guration (3.9) rep-

resents a saddle pointofthe energy since it is unstable

for allvalues 0 < h < 1 ofthe external�eld. Since it

has exactly one unstable m ode,it represents a critical

nucleusform agnetization reversal.The integration con-

stant in (3.9) is chosen such that the sym m etry center

islocated atz = 0. Note,however,thatthe continuous

degeneracy of(3.9)with respectto translationswillgive

riseto a zeroenergy (G oldstone)m odein theuctuation

spectrum ,quiteanalogoustothecaseofthe�-Bloch wall

above.In (3.9)wehaveintroduced the\radius"R s ofthe

untwisted dom ain wallpair.R s isrelated to theexternal

�eld h and the width �s asfollows

h = sech
2
R s; �s = cothR s: (3.10)

Thenucleusm ayalsobewritten asasuperposition oftwo

untwisted �-Bloch walls(3.7)centered atz=�s = � Rs,

�s(z)= �K

�

�
z

�s
+ R s

�

+ �K

�
z

�s
+ R s

�

: (3.11)

Notethatthisrelation isexactforall0 < R s < 1 .Eqs.

(3.9),(3.11)thusdescribe a dom ain with m agnetization

oriented parallelto the external�eld which isdelim ited

by apairofuntwisted �-Bloch walls(cf.Fig.2).Theex-

istenceofthisstructureisduetothebalanceofexchange

and Zeem an energy. The exchange energy tends to at-

tract the untwisted dom ain walls,whereas the Zeem an

energy pullsthem apartsince itfavorsthe interm ediate

dom ain. As is illustrated by (3.10),(3.11),and Fig. 2,

the dom ain wallseparation tends to in�nity for h ! 0

whereas for h ! 1 the two oppositely twisted dom ain

walls alm ost annihilate each other and the nucleus de-

generatesto an in�nitesim aldeviation from the uniform

\down" state (�;�)= (�;�=2).

Using the param etrization (3.10),the energy perunit

area (2.8) of the nucleus relative to the \down" state

takesthe sim pleform

Es � E[�s;�s]� E[� = �;� =
�

2
]=

Z
1

� 1

dz

�
d�s

dz

� 2

= 4tanhR s � 4Rssech
2
R s: (3.12)

In the �rststep wehaveused the �rstintegral(3.2)and

theintegration ism osteasily perform ed with (3.11).The

�rstterm on ther.h.s.in (3.12)describesthedeform ation

energy ofthe nucleus com pared to the uniform state in

the absence ofan external�eld.The second term isthe

Zeem an energy � M sh. The m agnetic m om entperunit

area relativeto the down stateisthusgiven by

M s = 4R s: (3.13)

The deform ation energy vanishes for R s ! 0 reecting

thefactthatuntwisted pairsofdom ain wallsareattrac-

tive. ForR s ! 1 ,the energy convergesto thatoftwo

independent�-Bloch walls.

From (3.12)and (3.10)wem ay im m ediately derivethe

(form al)susceptibility

�s �
dM s

dh
=

2

h
p
1� h

: (3.14)

Thissusceptibility hasonly form alcharacter,sinceaswe

shallsee below,the nucleus is unstable for allvalues of

the external�eld 0 < h < 1.

B .T w isted dom ain w allpairs

For 0 < h < 1 , and for the boundary conditions

@z�(� 1 ) = 0, �(� 1 ) = 0, we have C = 1=2 + h.

Eq. (3.2)m ay then be integrated to yield the 2�-Bloch

wall22;18;19

�b(z)= 2arctan

�
coshR b

sinhz=�b

�

;

�b = �=2: (3.15)

The integration constanthasbeen chosen such thatthe

sym m etry centerislocated atz = 0 butasin thecaseof

thenucleus,thetranslationaldegeneracy willgiveriseto

a zero energy (G oldstone)m ode in the uctuation spec-

trum . The \radius" R b ofthe twisted dom ain wallpair

is related to the external�eld h and the characteristic

width �b asfollows

h = csch
2
R b; �b = tanhR b: (3.16)

The2�-Bloch wall(3.15)m ay also bewritten asa su-

perposition oftwo twisted �-Bloch walls(3.7)located at

z=�b = � Rb,

�b(z)= �K

�
z

�b
� Rb

�

+ �K

�
z

�b
+ R b

�

: (3.17)

This relation is valid for allvalues ofR b. Eqns (3.15),

(3.17)describe a pairof�-Bloch wallslocated atz=� =

� Rb with equalrelativesenseoftwist,enclosingadom ain

ofreversed m agnetization (cf.Fig.3).Thisstructure is

stabilized by the balance ofZeem an and exchange en-

ergy. The Zeem an energy tendsto enlarge the dom ains

oriented parallelto the external�eld, whereas the ex-

change energy pullsthe twisted dom ain wallsapart. As

illustrated by Fig. 3 b),the 2�-Bloch walldecays for

h ! 0 into two individual�-Bloch walls with increas-

ing separation,whereasforh ! 1 (Fig. 3 a)),the two

�-Bloch wallsaresqueezed and the transition region be-

com esin�nitesim ally sm all.

Theenergy perarea ofthe 2�-Bloch wallisgiven by

Eb � E[�b;� =
�

2
]� E[� = 0;� =

�

2
]=

Z
1

� 1

dz

�
d�b

dz

� 2

= 4cothR b + 4R bcsch
2
R b: (3.18)
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where (3.2) and (3.17) have been used. The �rst and

second term on ther.h.s.in (3.18)describethedeform a-

tion energy ofthe 2�-Bloch wallrelative to the uniform

\up"-state� = 0 in theabsenceofan external�eld,and

the Zeem an energy,respectively.The m agnetic m om ent

perunitarea relativeto the up stateisthusgiven by

M b = � 4Rb: (3.19)

Note thatthe deform ation energy in (3.18)divergesfor

R b ! 0 (i.e.,h ! 1 ),i.e. a com pression ofthe 2�-

Bloch wallto zero width is connected with an in�nite

increase in exchange energy. ForR b ! 1 (i.e. h ! 0)

the deform ation energy tends to that of two single �-

Bloch wallsand the Zeem an energy becom eszero.W ith

(3.18)and (3.19)weobtain the susceptibility

�b �
dM b

dh
=

2

h
p
1+ h

: (3.20)

Forlargeexternal�eldsthissusceptibility hasa only for-

m alm eaning,sincethe2�-Bloch wallcan becom eunsta-

ble forh>�Q
� 1=3 asweshallseein Sec.V.

IV .FLU C T U A T IO N S

To investigatethestability ofthestructurespresented

in the last section,we perform an expansion around a

given easy-planecon�guration (�0(z);� = �=2)asfollows

�(z)= �0(z)+ ’(z);

�(z)= �=2� p(z); (4.1)

wherej’j;jpj� 1.First,weshallreview theuctuations

around the �-Bloch wallbecause oftheir close relation

to theuctuationsofthe2�-Bloch walland thenucleus.

Inserting (4.1)with �0 = �K into (2.8)for h = 0 we

obtain up to second orderin ’(z)and p(z):

E(2) = EK +
1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz ’ H K
’ +

1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz p(H K + Q
� 1)p;

(4.2)

where EK isthe Bloch wallenergy (3.8). No �rstorder

term in theuctuationsispresentin (4.2)since�K obeys

the Euler-Lagrange equations (3.1) with h = 0. The

operatorH K isde�ned as

H K = �
d2

dz2
+ 1� 2sech

2
z: (4.3)

Thepotentialappearing in (4.3)belongsto thefam ily of

reectionlesspotentials which are ofthe form � m (m +

1)sech
2
z (m an integer),and which arediscussed in the

appendix.The eigenvalueproblem of(4.3)is

H K
�
K
� (z)= E

K
� �

K
� (z); � = 0;k: (4.4)

Thereisone bound statewith zero energy

�
K
0 (z)=

1
p
2
sechz; E

K
0 = 0; (4.5)

and there arerunning (spin-wave)states

�
K
k (z)=

1
p
2�(1+ k2)

[� ik+ tanhz]eikz;

E
K
k = 1+ k

2
: (4.6)

The easy-axisanisotropy leadsto the gap 1 in the spin-

wave spectrum (4.5), (4.6) while (4.2) shows that the

hard-axisanisotropy givesriseto the\m ass" Q � 1 ofthe

p-uctuations.Since �K0 isnodelessand thusrepresents

the ground state ofH K , alleigenvalues ofH K + Q � 1

arepositive.Thereforealluctuationsaround a �-Bloch

wallhavepositiveenergyexceptforthezeroenergym ode

(’;p) = (�K0 (z);0). This m ode corresponds to a rigid

translation ofthe Bloch wall: Taking the derivative of

(3.2)forh = 0 we obtain H K d�K =dz = 0 and therefore

�K0 / d�K =dz. W e conclude that in the absence ofan

external�eld thestatickink isstablewith respectto pla-

nardistortionsexceptforrigid translationswhich involve

zero energy. Thisresultwas�rstobtained by W inter11.

W e now proceed with a discussion ofuctuationsofthe

nucleusand the 2�-Bloch wall.

A .N ucleus

Inserting (4.1)with �0 = �s into (2.8)and evaluating

E[�;�]� E[� = �;� =�

2
]to 2nd order in ’ and p we

obtain

E(2)s � Es +
1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz ’ H s’
’ +

1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz pH sp
p; (4.7)

where Es is given by (3.12). The �rst order term in

the uctuations is absent since �s satis�es the Euler-

Lagrange equations (3.1). The operators H s’ and H sp

arede�ned as

H s’ = �
d2

dz2
+ 2cos2 �s + sech

2
R scos�s � 1; (4.8)

H sp = �
d2

dz2
+ 2cos2 �s + 3sech

2
R scos�s

+ 2sech
2
R s � 1+ Q

� 1
; (4.9)

with

cos�s =
sinh

2
R s � cosh

2
(z=�s)

sinh
2
R s + cosh

2
(z=�s)

: (4.10)

Thisform oftheuctuation operatorsisratherinvolved.

Since the nucleuscan be represented asa superposition

(3.11)ofuntwisted �-Bloch walls,we expectthese oper-

atorsto contain potentials ofthe form (4.3)foreach of
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the constituents ofthe nucleus. In fact (4.8) and (4.9)

allow forthe m uch sim plerrepresentation

H s’ = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2
s V�

�
z

�s
;R s

�

; (4.11)

H sp = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2
s V+

�
z

�s
;R s

�

+ Q
� 1
; (4.12)

wherethe potentialsV� aregiven by

V� (�;R)= 1� 2sech
2
(� + R)� 2sech

2
(� � R)

� 2sech(� + R)sech(� � R): (4.13)

The second and third term on the r.h.sof(4.13)arethe

potentials (4.3) oftwo noninteracting �-Bloch walls lo-

cated at z=�b = � Rb. The last term , which vanishes

for R s ! 1 , describes the interaction of the two �-

Bloch wallsand isthussensitiveto theirrelativesenseof

twist.TheconstantQ � 1 in (4.12)isdueto thehard-axis

anisotropy and leads,in analogy to the �-Bloch wall,to

a �nite m assofuctuationsoutofthe easy plane. The

corresponding eigenvalueproblem sare

H s’
�
s’
� (z;R s)= E

s’
� (R s)�

s’
� (z;R s); (4.14)

H sp
�
sp
� (z;R s)= E

sp
� (R s)�

sp
� (z;R s): (4.15)

where the index � denotes bound states and scattering

states. An analyticalsolution ofthese eigenvalue prob-

lem s seem s only possible in the lim iting cases R s ! 0

and R s ! 1 . However,one bound state ofH s’,the

zero energy state,can be derived im m ediately by tak-

ing advantage ofthe continuous degeneracy of(2) with

respectto translations. Taking the z-derivative of(3.1)

at � = �s,we obtain with (4.8) H s’d�s=dz = 0,and

therefore

�
s’

1 /
d�s

dz
= �

� 1
s

�

sech(
z

�s
+ R s)� sech(

z

�s
� Rs)

�

;

E
s’

1 = 0: (4.16)

The antisym m etry of the zero m ode �
s’

1 with respect

to z is a consequence ofthe opposite relative sense of

twistofthe two �-Bloch wallsin (3.11). The rem aining

bound state energiesand the scattering phaseshiftswill

be investigated analytically and num erically in the next

section.

B .2� B loch w all

Inserting (4.1) with �0 = �b into (2.8) we obtain for

E[�;�]� E[� = 0;� =�
2
]to 2nd orderin ’ and p

E
(2)

b
� Eb +

1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz ’ H b’
’ +

1

2

Z
1

� 1

dz pH bp
p;

(4.17)

with Eb given by (3.18).TheoperatorsH
b’ and H bp are

de�ned as

H b’ = �
d2

dz2
+ 2cos2 �b + csch

2
R bcos�b � 1; (4.18)

H bp = �
d2

dz2
+ 2cos2 �b + 3csch

2
R bcos�b

� 2csch
2
R b � 1+ Q

� 1
; (4.19)

with (3.15)

cos�b =
sinh

2
(z=�b)� cosh

2
R b

sinh
2
(z=�b)+ cosh

2
R b

: (4.20)

The operator (4.18) is identicalto that describing the

uctuations around a kink in the double sine-G ordon

m odel24. In analogy to the nucleus,(4.18) and (4.19)

allow fora m uch sim plerrepresentation

H b’ = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2

b
V+

�
z

�b
;R b

�

; (4.21)

H bp = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2

b
V�

�
z

�b
;R b

�

+ Q
� 1
; (4.22)

where the potentials V� are given by (4.13). The rep-

resentation (4.21) has also been obtained by Sodano et

al.25 in thediscussion ofkinksin thedoublesine-G ordon

m odel.Itisinstructivetocom pare(4.21)and (4.22)with

(4.3): The 2nd and 3rd term on the r.h.s. of(4.13)are

thepotentialsofthenoninteractingdom ain wallslocated

atz=�b = � Rb. The lastterm describesthe interaction

ofthe two dom ain wallsand vanishesforR b ! 1 .The

constantQ � 1 in (4.22)isdueto thehard-axisanisotropy

and leads to a �nite m ass ofout ofeasy-plane uctua-

tions.

W e write the eigenvalue problem of(4.21)and (4.22)

in the following form :

H b’
�
b’
� (z;R b)= E

b’
� (R b)�

b’
� (z;R b); (4.23)

H bp
�
bp
� (z;R b)= E

bp
� (R b)�

bp
� (z;R b); (4.24)

The index � denotesbound statesand scattering states.

Again,an analyticsolution oftheseeigenvalueproblem s

seem s only possible in the lim iting cases R s ! 0 and

R s ! 1 . In analogy to the nucleus,one bound state of

H s’ can bederived im m ediately.Takingthez-derivative

of(3.1)at� = �s weobtainH
s’d�s=dz = 0andtherefore

�
b’

0 /
d�b

dz
= �

� 1

b

�

sech(
z

�b
+ R b)+ sech(

z

�b
� Rb)

�

;

E
b’

0 = 0: (4.25)

Thesym m etry of�
b’

0 with respectto z reectstheequal

senseoftwistofthe two dom ain wallsin (3.15).
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V .IN STA B ILIT IES

W earenow in a position to stateoneofthecentralre-

sultsofthispaper.Com paring (4.21),(4.22)with (4.12)

and (4.11)we inferthe rem arkableconnection

H sp(z;R)=

�
�b

�s

� 2

H b’(
�b

�s
z;R)+ Q

� 1
; (5.1)

H bp(z;R)=

�
�s

�b

� 2

H s’(
�s

�b
z;R)+ Q

� 1
: (5.2)

Here,for clarity,the notation H s’(z;R) � � d2=dz2 +

�� 2s V� (
z

�s
;R), �s = cothR, has been used and analo-

gously for the rem aining operators. Eqns (5.1), (5.2)

show thattheuctuationsaround the2�-Bloch walland

around the nucleus are governed up to rescaling by the

sam e setofoperators.Consequently the eigenvaluesare

related by

E
sp
� (R)=

�
�b

�s

� 2

E
b’

�0
(R)+ Q

� 1
; (5.3)

E
bp

�0
(R)=

�
�s

�b

� 2

E
s’
� (R)+ Q

� 1
; (5.4)

and the eigenfunctionsobey

�
sp
� (z;R)= �

b’

�0
(
�b

�s
z;R); (5.5)

�
bp

�0
(z;R)= �

s’
� (

�s

�b
z;R); (5.6)

where for bound states� = �0 and forscattering states

� = k,�0 = (�s=�b)k. The continuum eigenvalues are

de�ned asE
j’

k
= �

� 2

j + k2,E
jp

k
= Q � 1+ E

j’

k
forj= s;b.

In (5.1)-(5.6)we haveused

�b=�s = tanh
2
R: (5.7)

Therelations(5.3),(5.4)togetherwith (4.16),(4.25)now

allow ustodiscussinstabilitiesofthenucleusand the2�-

Bloch wallin a sim ple and straightforward way.

The function �
b’

0 asgiven in (4.25)issym m etric and

nodeless,and henceitrepresentstheground stateofH b’

with zeroenergy.Exceptforthisstate,H b’ hasastrictly

positivespectrum and so hasH sp,i.e.

E
b’
� (R b)� 0; E

sp
� (R s)> 0; (5.8)

forall� and 0< Rb;R s < 1 .Itthusfollowsthati)the

2�-Bloch wallisstablewith respectto easy-planeuctu-

ations(neutrally stable with respectto the zero m ode),

and ii)thatthe nucleusis stable with respectto outof

easy-planeuctuations.

O n the otherhand,the function �
s’

1 isantisym m etric

with onenodeand thusrepresentsthe �rstexcited state

ofH s’. Since it has zero energy,there is exactly one

nodeless,sym m etricbound state ofnegative energy,i.e.

E
s’

0 (R s)< 0; (5.9)

forall0 < R s < 1 .The inequality (5.9)isthe origin of

the following instabilities:

nucleus: Fluctuations in ’ direction exhibit exactly

one m ode ofnegative energy E
s’

0 . Since H sp ispositive

(cf.(5.8)),weconcludethatthereisexactly oneunstable

m ode of the nucleus for allvalues of R s. Since �s is

untwisted (i.e. q(�s)= 0),the instability in ’ provides

an exam pleofa topologically induced instability.

2�-Bloch wall:The2�-Bloch wallisstablewith respect

to ’ uctuationsbecause of(5.8). Since q(�b)= 1,this

stability isoftopologicalorigin.However, an instability

againstoutofeasy-plane distortions occursif

E
bp

0 (R b)� Q
� 1 � coth

4
R bjE

s’

0 (R b)j< 0: (5.10)

whereR b isrelated to theexternal�eld ash = csch
2
R b.

In (5.10)we havem adeuse of(5.4).

Anticipating resultsofthenextsection fortheasym p-

totic behaviourofthe eigenvalues,we obtain the follow-

ing asym ptoticbehaviourforthisinstability condition

Q
� 1

< 2h; h � 1; (5.11)

Q
� 1

< 3h; h � 1; (5.12)

Thenum erically evaluated instability condition (5.10)is

shown in Fig. 4 together with its asym ptotic behavior

(5.11)and (5.12).Theinstability ofthe2� Bloch wallis

in accordance with the resultofM agyariand Thom as18

who gavealso an im proved analyticalestim ateofthein-

stability range forlarge h,howeverthey did notdiscuss

thenucleusand therelation ofitsuctuationsto the2�-

Bloch wall.

Sincewehaveshown in thissection thattheeigenfunc-

tions and eigenvaluesofH bp and H b’ can be expressed

by those ofH sp and H s’,wem ay restrictourselvesto a

discussion ofthe latteroperatorsin the following.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N O F H
s’

A N D H
sp

In thissection we evaluate the eigenfunctionsofH s’,

H sp num ericallyand provideanalyticalresultsin thelim -

its oflarge and sm allR s. W e �rst discuss bound state

energies which are related to the stability properties of

the 2�-Bloch walland the nucleus.In view ofstatistical

m echanicalapproxim ations,the scattering phase shifts

ofthe continuum eigenfunctionsare discussed. Further-

m oreitisshown thattheappearanceofzero energy res-

onancesin the spectrum require a subtle analysisofthe

applicability ofanalyticalapproxim ations.

A .B ound states

In thelim itoflargeand sm allR s,theeigenvalueprob-

lem sofH s’ and H sp can be solved exactly:
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Forlarge R s,thepotentialsV� (
z

�s
;R s)decay into two

independentwellsofthe form � 2�� 2s sech
2
(z

�s
� Rs)and

wedenotethecorrespondingoperatorsby Ĥ s.Thislim it

oflarge R s is som etim es also referred to as \thin-wall

lim it"26. The bound states of H s’ and H sp are then

given by thesym m etricand antisym m etriccom binations

ofthe bound statesofthe single wells. ForR s ! 1 we

thushave�
s’

0 ! �̂
s’

0 and �
sp

1 ! �̂
sp

1 ,where

�̂
s’

0 (z)/ sech(
z

�s
+ R s)+ sech(

z

�s
� Rs); (6.1)

�̂
sp

1 (z)/ sech(
z

�s
+ R s)� sech(

z

�s
� Rs): (6.2)

Note thatthe r.h.s.of(6.1)and (6.2)arethe exactzero

energy eigenfunctions of H sp � Q� 1 and H s’, respec-

tively.SinceforlargeR s theseoperatorsdi�erby a term

O (e� 2R s),weobtain within �rstorderperturbation the-

ory:

Ê
s’

0 (R s)’
(̂�

s’

0 ;H s’ �̂
s’

0 )

(̂�
s’

0 ;�̂
s’

0 )
=

� �
� 2
s

�
3

cosh
2
R s

+
1

sinh
2
R s

2R s � sinh2Rs

2R s + sinh2R s

�

; (6.3)

’ � 8e� 2R s (6.4)

and

Ê
sp

1 (R s)’
(̂�

sp

1 ;H
sp�̂

sp

1 )

(̂�
sp

1 ;�̂
sp

1 )
=

�� 2s

�
3

sinh
2
R s

+
1

cosh
2
R s

2R s + sinh2R s

2R s � sinh2Rs

�

+ Q
� 1
; (6.5)

’ 8e� 2R s + Q
� 1 (6.6)

where(u;v)denotesthestandardscalarproduct
R
dzu�v.

For sm allR s,we have H
s’ ! �H s’ and H sp ! �H sp

with

�H s’ = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2
s [1� 6sech

2

�
z

�s

�

]; (6.7)

�H sp = �
d2

dz2
+ �

� 2
s [1� 2sech

2

�
z

�s

�

]+ Q
� 1
: (6.8)

Both potentials(6.7),(6.8)belong to the classofreec-

tionlesspotentialswhich arediscussed in the appendix.

The(unnorm alized)bound statesof �H s’ and theiren-

ergiesaregiven by

��
s’

0 (z)= sech
2 z

�s
; �E

s’

0 = � 3�� 2s ; (6.9)

��
s’

1 (z)= sech
z

�s
tanh

z

�s
; �E

s’

1 = 0; (6.10)

and the spin wavestatesread

��
s’

k
(z)=

�

3tanh
2 z

�s
� 3ik�stanh

z

�s
� 1� (k�s)

2

�

e
ikz
;

�E
s’

k
= �

� 2
s + k

2
: (6.11)

The operator �H sp is up to rescaling analogousto the

operator(4.3)which describesthe uctuationsaround a

single �-dom ain wall. It has one bound state ��
sp

0 (z) =

sech(z=�s)with energy �E
sp

0 = Q � 1,and spin wavestates,

��
sp

k
(z)=

�

� ik�s + tanh
z

�s

�

e
ikz
;

�E
sp

k
= Q

� 1 + �
� 2
s + k

2
: (6.12)

In Eqs(6.7)-(6.12)wehaveto put�s = R s in orderto be

consistentwith the term sneglected in the derivation of
�H sp and �H s’.

W e are now in a position to verify the asym ptotic be-

haviorofthe instability threshold ofthe 2�-Bloch-wall.

Inserting (6.4),(6.9)into (5.10)weobtain (5.11),(5.12),

respectively.

Forarbitrary R s,thebound stateenergiesofH
s’ and

H sp have been evaluated num erically and the results

are sum m arized in Fig. 5. The values ofthe asym p-

totic form ulas(6.3)and (6.5)are represented by dashed

lines. Note that they are accurate for values as sm all

asR s ’ 1:5. The operatorH s’ hasthree bound states,

the ground state ofnegative energy E
s’

0 ,the zero-m ode

with E
s’

1 = 0 and a weakly bound state whoseenergy is

alwayswithin 1% ofthe continuum threshold according

to num ericalcalculations. For applications such as the

evaluation ofnucleation rateswecan thereforeuse

E
s’

2 ’ �
� 2
s : (6.13)

Thisbound statedoesnotseem tobeanum ericalartifact

since itsexistence also followsfrom the long-wavelength

behaviourofthe scattering phase shifts�
s’

(e)
aswe shall

see in the nextsection.The ground state wave function

�
s’

0 can be considered asan internal\breathing" m ode

ofthe nucleus,corresponding to an expansion orshrink-

ing,depending on the sign of�
s’

0 . Note,however,that

according to (6.1),a strictequality �
s’

0 / d�s=dR s only

holds in the lim it R s ! 1 . The operator H sp always

has two bound states. The ground state with constant

energy E
sp

0 = Q � 1 > 0 has its origin in the G oldstone

m ode ofthe 2�-Bloch wallwhile the excited state �
sp

1

ofenergy E
sp

1 isrelated to the \breathing" m ode ofthe

2�-Bloch wall.

Com paring the previous analytical discussion with

these num ericalresultswe are leftwith a paradox. �H s’

and Ĥ s both have two bound states,whereasnum erical

calculationsrevealthe existenceofthree bound statesof

H s’.Sim ilarly, �H sp hasonebound statewhereasĤ s and

H sp havetwo bound states.The resolution ofthispara-

dox liesin thefactthateach oftheoperatorsobtained in

thelim itsR s ! 0;1 exhibitsa zero energy bound state.

Any increase in the potentialstrength thus leads to an

additionalbound state which isprecisely the reason for

the excessbound states ofH s’ and H sp. The two well

approxim ation Ĥ s hasthe sam enum berofbound states

asH sp butan additionalzero energy resonance. As R s

becom es�nite,thezeroenergy resonanceofĤ s isshifted

into the continuum .
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B .Scattering P hase Shifts

The knowledge ofscattering phase shifts is ofim por-

tance for statistical m echanical applications. In par-

ticular, the results of the present section willbe used

in a forthcom ing article17 on nucleation ofdom ain wall

pairs.Thescattering phaseshifts� si
(o)

(� si
(e)
)oftheodd

(even)eigenfunctions�si
k;(o)

,(�si
k;(e)

)oftheoperatorsH si,

i= ’;p arede�ned asfollows:

�
si
k;(e)(z ! � 1 ;Rs)/ cos

h

kz� �si(e)(k;R s)=2

i

; (6.14)

�
si
k;(o)(z ! � 1 ;Rs)/ sin

h

kz� �si(o)(k;R s)=2

i

; (6.15)

where i= ’;p. Itissu�cientto restrictourconsidera-

tionsto thephaseshiftsofH s’,sinceaccording to (5.5),

(5.6)we have

�
b’

(j)
(k;R)= �

sp

(j)
(
�b

�s
k;R); (6.16)

�
bp

(j)
(k;R)= �

s’

(j)
(
�b

�s
k;R); (6.17)

wherej= e;o.

ForlargeR s,thepotentials� 2�� 2s sech
2
(z=�s� Rs)act

as independent scattering centers, each contributing a

phaseshift2arctan(1=k�s).Thereforewehave

�̂ s(k)= 4arctan
1

k�s
: (6.18)

For sm allR s,the continuum eigenfunctions (6.11) and

(6.12)of �H s’ and �H sp lead to27

�� s’(k)= 2arctan
3k�s

(k�s)
2 � 2

; (6.19)

�� sp(k)= 2arctan
1

k�s
: (6.20)

Eqns. (6.18)-(6.20)do notdistinguish between odd and

even parity eigenfunctions.

Itisasurprisingfactthatsom eofthescatteringphases

� si
(j)
,i = ’;p, j = e;o do not converge uniform ly to

(6.18-6.20)in the lim its R s ! 0 and R s ! 1 ,respec-

tively.Num ericalcalculationsshow that(cf.Figs.6,7),

�
s’

(e)
(k ! 0;R s)= 3�;

�
sp

(e)
(k ! 0;R s)= �;

�
sp

(o)
(k ! 0;R s)= 2�; (6.21)

forallR s. Eqns(6.18)-(6.20),however,deliverthe rela-

tions

�� s’(k ! 0)= 2�;

�̂ s(k ! 0)= 2�;

�� sp(k ! 0)= �: (6.22)

Thisdiscrepancy hasthe sam e rootsasthe paradox en-

countered in the previous subsection,nam ely the exis-

tence ofzero energy resonances. This is elucidated by

the widely unknown 1D version ofLevinson’stheorem 28

which relatesthelongwavelengthlim itofthephaseshifts

with the num berofbound states:

Theodd-parity wavefunctionsbehavelikein a 3D scat-

tering problem :

� si
(o)(k ! 0)= 2�N i

(o); i= ’;p; (6.23)

where N i
(o)

isthe num berofodd-parity bound statesof

H si.In the absence ofzero energy resonances,the scat-

tering phase shifts ofeven-parity wavefunctions obey a

di�erentrelation

� si
(e)(k ! 0)= 2�(N i

(e)�
1

2
); i= ’;p (6.24)

whereN i
(e)

isthe num berofeven-parity bound statesof

H si. According to the previoussubsection,we have for

allvaluesofR s

N
p

(e)
= N

p

(o)
= N

’

(o)
= 1; (6.25)

N
’

(e)
= 2: (6.26)

This shows that the k ! 0 behavior ofthe scattering

phase shifts (6.21) is in com plete agreem ent with the

num ber ofbound states ofH s’ and H sp as evaluated

in the previoussubsection.

Ifzero energy resonances are present and ifthe po-

tentialis reectionless,Eqs. (6.23),(6.24) have to be

replaced28 by the parity independentexpression

� si
(j)(k ! 0)= �

�

N
i
(e)+ N

i
(o)

�

; (6.27)

where i= ’;p and j = e;o. Eq. (6.27)relates(6.22)to

thenum berofbound statesofthereectionlessoperators
�H s’, �H sp,and Ĥ s as given in (6.4)-(6.12). Levinson’s

theorem thusrelatesthe nonuniform convergence ofthe

scattering phase shiftstowards �� s’, �� sp,�̂ s to the ap-

pearanceofzero energy resonancesin �H s’, �H sp,and Ĥ s.

How thissubtlety a�ectsstatisticalm echanicalconsider-

ations,willbe discussed in a forthcom ing paper17.

Theshortwavelengthbehaviourofthescatteringphase

shifts can be described within Born’s approxim ation29.

For an operator � d2=dz2 + V (z) with a sym m etric po-

tential(V (z ! � 1 )= 0),the phaseshiftisgiven by:

tan
� si
(j)
(k)

2
’ �

1

2k

Z
1

� 1

dzV (z)sin2(kz): (6.28)

Ifk� 1 ism uch sm allerthan variationsin V (z),wecan use

sin2(kz)’ 1=2 and afterinsertion ofV� (z=�s;R s)� �� 2s

(cf.(4.13))into (6.28)weobtain

� si
(j)
(k)

2
’

1

k�s
[2�

R s

sinhR s coshR s

]; for k�s � 1;

(6.29)
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where the upper sign refers to the i = p and the tan-

function has been replaced by its argum ent. Finally it

isinteresting to note thatfor �H sp the Born approxim a-

tion (6.28)with sin2(kz)! 1=2 coincideswith theexact

result(6.20).

V II.2� B LO C H W A LLS IN T H IN FILM S

Theresultsoftheprevioussectionsarerigorouswithin

the1D m odelofabiaxialferrom agnetwhich containsex-

change,localanisotropiesand thecouplingtoan external

�eld. W hile we have seen in Sec. IIthat localdem ag-

netizing e�ectscan be incorporated into the m odelby a

rede�nition oftheanisotropy constants,onem ightques-

tion the applicability to thin �lm s where nonlocalde-

m agnetizing e�ectsarenota priorinegligible.Since the

nonlocaldem agnetizing interaction decays algebraically

whiletheexchangeinteraction between dom ain wallsde-

creasesexponentially,weexpecttheexchangeinteraction

to be dom inantand thus our m odelto be adequate for

sm alldom ain wallseparations.

Indeed,it is the purpose ofthis section to show that

for su�ciently thin �lm s and at external �elds below

the threshold (5.10),twisted dom ain wallpairs m ay be

brought su�ciently close such that the exchange inter-

action between theindividualdom ain wallsbecom esim -

portantand nonlocaldem agnetizing e�ectsbecom eirrel-

evant. In this case our m odeladequately describes the

equilibrium separation ofthe walls. W e shalluse c.g.s

unitsthroughoutthissection.

To be speci�c,we choose coordinate axes as in Figs.

8 a), b) and consider a �lm of thickness D in x-

direction which extends in�nitely in the y-direction

and has length L in z-direction. Further we assum e

the m agnetization to be strictly one-dim ensional, i.e.

M = M (z). The dem agnetizing energy per area Em =

� (1=2D )
R
dx dz H m (x;z)� M (z)can then be castinto

a very convenientform due to Dietze and Thom as32:

Em =

Z L =2

� L =2

dz 2�M 2
z(z)+

1

D

Z L =2

� L =2

dz

Z L =2

� L =2

dz
0[M x(z)M x(z

0)� M z(z)M z(z
0)]�

ln

�

1+
D 2

(z� z0)2

�

: (7.1)

Eq.(7.1)reducestoasim plehard-axisanisotropyenergy

in the following two lim iting cases:

Fora �lm thicknessD sm allerthan the characteristic

length scale of M , i.e. sm aller than the dom ain wall

width,theintegration overtherelativecoordinatein the

second term on ther.h.s.in (7.1)can beperform ed,and

Eq.(7.1)reducesto

Em = 2�

Z L =2

� L =2

dz M
2
x(z): (7.2)

Thishasthe form ofa hard-axisanisotropy energy nor-

m alto the �lm plane.

In the oppositelim itoflargeD � L,the second term

on the r.h.s. of (7.1) tends to zero30 and we recover

the result(2.4). Thisform ofthe dem agnetizing energy

is used for the description ofdom ain walldynam ics in

m oderately thin (’ 1�m )rareearth garnet�lm s1;2.

As the m agnetostatic interaction has the form of a

hard-axisanisotropy in these lim its,the energy density

(2.8)can beused to describethreedistinctexperim ental

con�gurations.In addition to the bulk situation consid-

ered so far(cf. Fig. 8 a),itdescribes con�gurationsin

thin �lm s (D =
p
A=K e � 1) which are perpendicularly

(Fig 8 b)orin-plane(Fig 8 c)m agnetized provided that

thecoordinateaxesarechosen appropriately.Theresults

ofthe previous sections thus hold for allcon�gurations

shown in Fig.8 in the lim itofin�nitesim ally thin �lm s.

In the following it is discussed how nonlocaldem agne-

tizing �elds,i.e. the nonlocalcontribution in (7.1),will

a�ectthese resultsfora �lm of�nite thickness.

A .Perpendicularly M agnetized Film s

Consider a situation as in Fig. 8 b) which requires

thecrystallineeasy-axisanisotropy to belargerthan the

dem agnetizing energy, i.e. K e;cryst > 2�M 2
0, and the

easy-axis to be oriented perpendicularly to the �lm , a

situation typically realized in bubble�lm sorin Barium -

Ferrite. To estim ate the nonlocaldem agnetizing inter-

action for dom ain wallseparationslarge com pared to a

dom ain wallwidth,weconsiderthe con�guration

M
(0)(r)=

�
M 0ex forL > jzj> a

� M 0ex forjzj� a;
(7.3)

for 0 � x � D , � 1 < y < 1 and vanishing else-

where. The nonlocalm agnetostatic interaction is due

to the nonuniform surfacechargedistribution caused by

the reversed dom ain atjzj� a (cf. Fig 8 b). Inserting

(7.3) into (7.1) and perform ing the lim it L ! 1 after

evaluation ofthe integrals,we obtain31

E perp
m = Em [M

(0)]� Em [M 0ex]=

� 4M 2
0D �

�

4tan� 1
1

�
+ 2� ln� + (

1

�
� �)ln(1+ �

2)

�

; (7.4)

where� = 2a=D isthewidth ofthereverseddom ain with

respectto the�lm thickness.Notethatther.h.sof(7.4)

decreaseswith increasing� and thusfavorsan expansion

ofthe reversed dom ain independentofthe relativetwist

ofthe dom ain walls.Forthetwisted dom ain wallpairit

thuscom peteswith the repulsiveexchangeinteraction.

An externalm agnetic �eld H ext along the positive x-

direction (cf.Fig.8b)willcounteractthism agnetostatic

repulsion. A relation for the corresponding equilibrium

width isobtained by m inim izingtheenergy(7.4)plusthe
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Zeem an energyoftheinterm ediatedom ain,2M 0H extD �,

with respectto � with the result

H ext

4�M 0

=
2

�
tan� 1

1

�
�
�

�
ln

�

1+
1

�2

�

: (7.5)

Note thatthe relation (7.5)doesnotdepend on the ab-

solutesizeofthereversed dom ain butonly on itsrelative

sizewith respecttothe�lm thickness.Sinceon theother

hand the m utualexchange repulsion oftwisted dom ain

wallsdependson theirabsolute distance,itcan only be

observed ifthe equilibrium width in Eq. (7.5)is sm all.

However,since the external�eld m ust not exceed the

instability threshold,this can only be achieved in su�-

ciently thin �lm s.

To investigate this e�ect quantitatively, we have to

com pare the equilibrium width 2a = �D of(7.5) with

theseparation 2a = 2R b�b�0 ofthedom ain wallsform ing

a 2�-Bloch wall(3.16),(3.17)where�0 =
p
A=K e isthe

static Bloch-wallwidth. Itis su�cientto look atsm all

H extM 0=(2K e) where this relation between equilibrium

width and external�eld can be expressed as

H ext

4�M 0

=
2K e

�M 2
0

exp

�

�
2a

�0

�

: (7.6)

This topological (exchange) interaction between the

dom ain walls thus decreases exponentially, while the

m agnetostatic interaction (7.5)decaysalgebraically,i.e.

H ext=4�M 0 = D =(2�a),forlarge2a=D .Sincether.h.sof

(7.6)isproportionalto the \quality factor" K e=(2�M
2
0)

ofthedom ain wall,theexchangerepulsion willm anifest

itselfat larger dom ain wallseparations with increasing

quality factorsand decreasing �lm thickness.

Thisisillustrated in Fig.9 wherethe solid linesshow

the exchange dom inated wallseparation (7.6) whereas

the dashed linesrepresent(7.5).The experim entally re-

quired �eld to reach a certain wallseparation willfollow

the curve thathasthe m axim alvalue ofH ext consistent

with the sam pleparam eters.Notethatthe exchangere-

pulsion between the dom ain walls has a drastic e�ect.

E.g. for a �lm with D =�0 = 0:1 and K e=(2�M
2
0)= 10,

theexternal�eldsto establish a distanceof7� predicted

by (7.6)exceedsthatof(7.5)by an orderofm agnitude,

orvice versa,the wallseparationsdi�erby a factorof3

forH ext=(4�M 0)= 0:01. This large discrepancy should

be accessibleto experim entalveri�cation.

So farwedid notdiscussthecaseofuntwisted dom ain

wallpairs. Despite the factthatthey have been shown

to be unstable in Sec. V,Eq.(7.5)showsthatsuch do-

m ain wallpairscan existin thin �lm sdueto thebalance

ofdem agnetizing and Zeem an energy provided they are

wellseparated. However,the ansatz (7.3)overestim ates

dem agnetizing e�ects. Asthe wallseparation decreases,

the untwisted walls annihilate each other (cf. Fig. 2

a))and them agnetostaticsurfacechargesaredrastically

reduced com pared to those of(7.3). This im plies that

theexperim entally observed separation ofuntwisted wall

pairswillnotfollow the dashed curve in Fig.9 down to

vanishing a but exhibit an instability at �nite a. This

instability willoccurat�eldsthatarem uch sm allerthan

theinstability threshold ofthetwisted dom ain wallpair.

W e do notconsiderthis case further but conclude with

therem arkthataquantitativetheory can beobtained by

im proving theansatz(7.3)by replacing itby thenucleus

solution (�s;�s).

B .In-P lane M agnetized Film s

Consider the con�guration shown in Fig. 8 c) with

a crystalline easy-axis in the �lm plane. Allprevious

form ulae hold also for this con�guration provided that

werede�ne allcoordinatesappropriately,i.e.(x;y;z)!

(z;x;y).Since the m agnetization con�guration isexclu-

sively in the �lm plane,there are no induced m agneto-

static surface charges in a �lm that extends in�nitely

in x-direction and there is no equilibrium dom ain for-

m ation in the in�nite �lm geom etry. However,we as-

sum e that dom ain walls exist that have been created

e.g. by nucleation at a sam ple end and/or nonuniform

external�elds. Ifdom ain wallsare present,a m agneto-

static interaction arises between the m agnetostatic vol-

um e charges ofthe dom ain walls. For su�ciently well

separated twisted dom ain wallpairs,Eq. (3.17) takes

the form M y=M 0 = sech((y + a)=�0)� sech((y� a)=�0).

Inserting thisinto (7.1)(with rede�ned coordinateaxes)

we obtain for a m uch larger than a dom ain wallwidth

�0,

Eipm = 2D (�M 0)
2

�
�0

2a

� 2

: (7.7)

Eq.(7.7)issim plytheinteraction energyoftwoin�nitely

long strings ofdipoles along y with dipole m om ent per

unit length �y = D
R
dyM y(y) = D �0�M 0. The m ag-

netostaticinteraction between thewallsisthusrepulsive

forthe twisted dom ain wallpairand com peteswith the

exchange interaction between the individualwalls. (For

untwisted dom ain wallpairsthem agnetostaticaswellas

the exchange interaction would be attractive.) An ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld in x-direction willcounteract this

repulsion.The equilibrium distance 2a between two do-

m ain wallsisobtained by m inim ization ofdem agnetizing

plusZeem an energy,Eipm + 4M 0H exta,with the result

H ext

4�M 0

=
�

2

D

�0

�
�0

2a

� 3

: (7.8)

In Fig. 9 b),this is com pared with the wallseparation

(7.6) which is predicted by our m odel. Dem agnetizing

e�ects are obviously weaker than in a perpendicularly

m agnetized �lm . For �lm s ofthickness D = 0:1�0 and

K e=(2�M
2
0) = 10,the exchange interaction dom inates

the dem agnetizing interaction already ata dom ain wall
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separation of2a = 13�0 which issurprisingly large con-

sidering the exponentialdecrease ofthe exchange inter-

action (7.6).Notealso thattheexternal�eldswhich are

required to achieve a dom ain walldistance of6�0 di�er

by a factorof100. Finally,we note thatuntwisted wall

pairsin in-planem agnetized �lm sareneverstableforthe

anisotropy con�guration shown in Fig.8 c).

V III.C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwehavediscussed thestability oftwisted

and untwisted dom ain wallpairs within a 1D m odelof

a ferrom agnet.Theuctuationsaround thesestructures

havebeen shown to bedescribed by thesam eoperators.

By m eansofexactly known eigenfunctionswhich arere-

lated to the G oldstone m odes ofthese structuresit has

been shown thatuntwisted dom ain wallpairsexhibitex-

actly oneunstablem odewhiletwisted dom ain wallpairs

aresubjectto an instability atlargeexternal�elds.

Furtherm ore we have argued that this m odel ade-

quately describestheseparation oftwisted dom ain walls

in ultrathin �lm s and thus the above instability should

be observable.

Although untwisted dom ain wallsare unstable within

the biaxialferrom agnet,they can exist in thin �lm s at

largeseparationsdueto thelong rangem agnetostaticin-

teraction.However,asa consequenceoftheirtopological

instability,the corresponding collapse�eld willbe m uch

sm allerthan thatoftwisted dom ain wallpairs.Thereare

experim ental14 and num erical15 hints for this behavior,

but m ore system atic studies are required to allow for a

quantitativecom parison with the presenttheory.

Anotherim portantaspectisthe role ofuntwisted do-

m ain wallpairs as nucleifor m agnetization reversalin

elongated particles. As has been reported elsewhere16,

theexistenceofsuch nonuniform nucleifactcan lead to a

substantialreduction ofthecoercivity com pared to stan-

dard theoriesofm agnetization reversal. Furtherdetails

ofthe statisticalm echanicaltheory ofm agnetization re-

versalarecovered in the following paper17.
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A P P EN D IX

In (4.3),(6.7),(6.8)weencountered Schr�odingeroper-

atorsofthe form

H (m ) = �
d2

dx2
�
m (m + 1)

cosh
2
x

; (A1)

with m an integer. In the following,we shallshow how

thecorrespondingeigenvalueproblem sm ay besolved ex-

actly with them ethod ofRef.33.The continuum eigen-

functions of H (m ) have the rem arkable property that

their reection coe�cient is zero. W e write the eigen-

valueproblem of(A1)asfollows

H (m )
 
(m )

�
= � 

(m )

�
: (A2)

Thekey pointforthesolution oftheeigenvalueproblem

(A2) is the observation that H (m ) m ay be factorized in

two di�erentways:

H (m ) = Q
(m )

+ Q
(m )

�
� m

2
; (A3)

= Q
(m + 1)

�
Q
(m + 1)

+ � (m + 1)2; (A4)

with

Q
(m )

�
= �

d

dx
+ m tanhx: (A5)

O perating on (A2) from the left with Q
(m )

�
,Q

(m + 1)

+ ,

werecognizethatif 
(m )

�
isan eigenfunction ofH (m ) with

eigenvalue�,then

 
(m � 1)

�
= Q

(m )

�
 
(m )

�
; (A6)

 
(m + 1)

�
= Q

(m + 1)

+  
(m )

�
; (A7)

are eigenfunctions of H (m � 1), H (m + 1), respectively, to

the sam e eigenvalue�.

Thecontinuum eigenfunctionsofH (m ) can thusbere-

lated to those ofH (m � 1). Since H (0) representsthe free

problem ,the continuum eigenfunctions ofH (m ) can be

obtained by successive application of Q
(m )

+ onto plane

wavesolutions,i.e.

 
(m )

k
= Q

(m )

+ :::Q
(2)

+ Q
(1)

+ e
ikx

; (A8)

and belong to the eigenvalue � = k2. For H (1) =

� d2=dx2 � 2sech
2
x,Eq.(A8)yields

 
(1)

k
= Q

(1)

+ e
ikx = [� ik+ tanhx]eikx (A9)

ForH (2) = � d2=dx2 � 6sech
2
x weobtain thecontinuum

eigenfunctions

 
(2)

k
= Q

(2)

+ Q
(1)

+ e
ikx

; (A10)

= [3tanh
2
x � 3iktanhx � 1� k

2]eikx: (A11)

To �nd the bound states with � < 0,we �rst rem ark

thatthenorm alizationofbound stateeigenfunctionswith

di�erentm arerelated as
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Z + 1

� 1

dx( 
(m � 1)

�
)2 =

Z + 1

� 1

dx 
(m )

�
Q
(m )

+ Q
(m )

�
 
(m )

�
;

=
�
� + m

2
�
Z + 1

� 1

dx( 
(m )

�
)2: (A12)

Continuing this recursion towardslowervaluesofm we

recognizethatthenorm alization of,say, 
(l� 1)

�
would be-

com enegative.Thiscan only beavoided iftherecursion

(A12)stops,i.e.ifthebound stateeigenvaluesaregiven

by

�l= � l
2
; l= 1;2;:::m : (A13)

According to (A12)thisim pliesthat

Q
(l)

�
 
(l)

�l
= 0: (A14)

Thisdi�erentialequation can be integrated with (A5)

 �l(x)= sech
l
x: (A15)

For m > l,the unnorm alized lth bound state (counted

from the continuum ) can be obtained recursively with

the help of(A7)

 
(m )

�
= Q

(m )

+ :::Q
(l+ 1)

+ sech
l
x: (A16)

Speci�cally,weobtain form = 1

 
(1)

1 = sechx; (A17)

with energy �1 = � 1,and form = 2

 
(2)

2 = sech
2
x; (A18)

 
(2)

1 = sechxtanhx: (A19)

with energies�2 = � 4 and �1 = � 1.Alloperators(A1)

share the property ofhaving a zero energy resonance.

This m eans that an in�nitesim alincrease in the poten-

tialstrength of(A1)leadsto an additionalbound state.

Therefore,theoccurenceoftheoperators(A1)asdescrib-

inguctuationsaroundnonlinearstructuresin som elim it

ofthe external�eld has to be handled with care,since

theirnum berofbound statesin generaldi�ersfrom those

ofthe operatorsthey em ergefrom .
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FIG .1. a) The �-Bloch wallinterpolates between di�er-

entanisotropy m inim a;b)Fluctuations ’,p around a given

structure with �s;’ and � = �=2 ata given space pointz.
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FIG .2. Thenucleusisshown fora)sm all�elds(R s = 3:5)

and b)for�eldsclose to the anisotropy �eld (R s = 0:4)

FIG .3. The 2�-Bloch wall is shown for a) sm all �elds

(R b = 3:5)and b)forlarge �elds(R b = 0:4)

FIG .4. Stability and instability regions of the 2�-Bloch

wallasafunction oftheexternal�eld h and thedem agnetizing

�eld strength Q
�1
.Thedotted and dashed linesreferto(5.11)

and (5.12)respectively.

FIG .5. The rescaled bound state energiesofH s’ and H sp

are shown as a function ofR s (�s = cothR s). The shaded

region indicates the continuum states. The horizontallines

E
s’

1
and E

sp

0
correspond to the zero m odesofH s’ and H

bp,

respectively.E
s’

2
isa very weakly bound statejustbelow the

continuum threshold.The dashed linesindicate the approxi-

m ation form ulas(6.3)and (6.5).The bound state energiesof

H
b’

and H
bp

m ay be obtained from (5.3),(5.4).

FIG .6. The odd and even parity scattering phasesofH
s’

are shown for di�erent values ofR s (�s = cothR s). �� s’ (k)

and �̂
s
(k)aregiven by (6.18)-(6.20).Notethattheconver-

gence�
s’

(e)
(k)! ��

s’
(k)forR s ! 0 and �

s’

(e)
(k)! �̂

s
(k)for

R s ! 1 isnonuniform .

FIG .7. The odd and even parity scattering phasesofH sp

are shown . The convergence �
sp

(o)
(k)! ��

sp
(k)for R s ! 0

and �
sp

(e)
(k)! �̂

s
(k)forR s ! 1 isnonuniform .

FIG .8. M agnetization con�gurations in �lm s thatcan be

described by the m odel(2.8). Note thatthe anisotropy con-

stant has to be chosen as indicated to incorporate the local

partofthem agnetostatic interaction.Note also thattheori-

entation ofthe coordinate fram e in a) as used in the text is

di�erentfrom b)and c).

FIG .9. D om ain wallseparationsfora twisted dom ain wall

pair in a) perpendicularly and b) in-plane m agnetized �lm s

duetobalancebetween external�eld and exchange(solid line,

Eq.(7.6))orbetween external�eld and dem agnetizinge�ects

(broken line,a)Eq.(7.5)),b)Eq.(7.8).
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