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Therm ally activated m agnetization reversalin elongated particlesisstudied within a m odelthatallowsforspatially nonuniform

m agnetization con�gurationsalong theparticle.An external�eld antiparallelto theexisting m agnetization isshown to giverise

to an energy barrierwhich representsa spatially localized deviation from the initialuniform m agnetization con�guration.For

su�ciently elongated particles therm aluctuations thussubstantially lower the coercivity com pared to the previous theories

by N�eeland Brown which assum e a spatially uniform m agnetization. The m agnetization reversalrate is calculated using a

functionalFokker-Planck description ofthestochastic m agnetization dynam ics.Analyticalresultsareobtained in thelim itsof

sm all�eldsand �eldsclose to the anisotropy �eld.In the form ercase the hard-axisanisotropy becom ese�ectively strong and

them agnetization reversalrateisshown to reduceto thenucleation rateofkink-antikink pairsin theoverdam ped sine-G ordon

m odel.The presenttheory therefore includesthe nucleation theory ofthe double sine-G ordon chain asa specialcase.

PACS num bers:05.40.+ j,75.10.Hk,75.60.Ch,75.60.Ej,75.60.Jp,85.70.Li,87.40.+ w,91.25.Ng

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

The m agnetization in a uniform ly m agnetized sam ple

is usually stabilized by an easy-axisanisotropy ofcrys-

talline ordem agnetizing origin.To reach a state ofzero

net m agnetization one has to apply an external�eld in

the reversed direction, the so called coercive �eld. In

m acroscopicsam plesofhigh purity such asYttrium Iron

G arnet(YIG )1,this�eld can belessthan 10� 2 O e.This

low coercivity iscom m only attributed to theexistenceof

residualdom ainsofreversem agnetization in theoriginal

uniform ly m agnetized state. The m easured coercivity is

then associated with the depinning and m otion ofthe

corresponding dom ain walls.

This situation is strikingly di�erent for m icroscopic

single-dom ain particles where no such residualdom ains

exist.Thecoercivity can reach valuesofm orethan 1000

O e since the state ofreversed m agnetization has�rstto

benucleated.Consequently such particlesexhibitan ex-

trem ely high long-term stability of the m agnetization.

This fact renders them suitable for inform ation storage

in recording m edia and asconstituentsofrocksthey pre-

servethevalueofthelocalm agnetic�eld asthetem per-

aturehasdropped below theblockingtem peratureofthe

particle.W ith decreasingsam plesize,however,thee�ect

oftherm aluctuationsbecom esincreasingly im portant.

Forparticle sizesofa few nanom etersand atroom tem -

peraturethem agnetization uctuatesrandom ly overthe

anisotropy barrierand a superparam agneticstateresults

with vanishing averagem agneticm om ent.

This paper concentrates on particles whose size is

above the superparam agnetic lim it but which are still

sm allenough that the coercivity is a�ected by therm al

uctuations. The only ab-initio theory has been devel-

oped by N�eel2 and Brown3 and it is based on the as-

sum ption thatthem agnetization distribution isuniform

throughout the sam ple. Consequently the energy bar-

rierisproportionalto thevolum eand theArrheniusfac-

tor leads to an exponentialsuppression of therm alef-

fects with the particle volum e. This picture is indeed

adequate for sm allparticles ofapproxim ately spherical

shape. However, for su�ciently elongated particles a

m agnetization reversalvia a rigid rotation ofthe m ag-

netization becom esenergetically unfavorable. Itwillbe

m ore advantageous to form a spatially localized excur-

sion from the m etastable state since the additionalcost

ofexchange energy due to the spatialnonuniform ity is

by far outweighed by the gain ofanisotropy energy by

keeping the deviation localized.

Itisthe purpose ofthispaperto form ulate an ab ini-

tio theory ofthise�ectand to show thatforsu�ciently

elongated particlesa spatially nonuniform barrieryields

a m uch lowercoercivity than previoustheories.A short

account ofthe results ofthe present paper has already

been given elsewhere4. W e shallstart from a classical

one-dim ensionalm odelenergy density which takes into

accountthe exchange interaction between the m agnetic

m om entsalong theparticle.In addition,theenergy den-

sity contains hard- and easy axis anisotropies as well

as the coupling to an external�eld. The anisotropies

m ay contain contributionsofboth,shapeand crystalline

anisotropies.The barrierenergy isthen shown to be in-

dependentofthe hard-axisanisotropy,and itispropor-

tionalto the dom ain wallenergy and the sam ple cross

sectionalarea.Consequently,the barrierenergy isinde-

pendent ofthe particle length for su�ciently elongated

particles.

In ordertoinducem agnetizationreversal,therm aluc-

tuations have to form a \nucleus" ofcriticalsize with

the property that sm aller deform ations fallback to the

m etastable state whereaslargerdeform ationsgrow with

energy gain untilthe m agnetization is reversed. There-

fore the nucleus represents an unstable structure with

exactly oneunstablem ode.An analyticalexpression for
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this structure has been obtained4;5 and the spin wave

excitations of the nucleus have been investigated in a

previouspaper6 (henceforth referred to asI).Forexter-

nal�elds close to the anisotropy �eld which renders an

individualm agnetic m om ent unstable,the nucleus rep-

resentsonly a sm alldeviation from them etastablestate.

Forsm all�elds,thenucleusconsistsoftwowellseparated

dom ain wallsenclosing an already reversed dom ain.

Thepresentapproach relieson m ethodsthathavebeen

used in the description7 ofthe dynam ics of�rst order

phase transitions. This m ethod has been applied for

the description ofthe decay ofa supercurrent8 in a thin

wireorthepropagation9;10 ofdislocations.In contrastto

theseapplicationsweconsiderheretheregim eofm oder-

ate dam ping since dam ping in m agnetic system sisvery

sm all. The rate is shown to be the product ofa pref-

actor depending on the external�eld and tem perature

T,and the Arrheniusfactorexpf� A Es=kB Tg which in-

volves the barrier energy A Es with A the sam ple cross

sectionalarea (kB isthe Boltzm ann constant).

Fortheevaluation oftheprefactorweshallem ploy two

di�erent approaches. O ne is the Jacobim ethod which

relieson the explicitknowledge ofa zero-energy (G old-

stone)m ode. Therefore itcan only be applied foreasy-

plane uctuationsbutitcannotbe used foroutofeasy-

planeexcitationsduetotheexistenceofam assgap.The

second m ethod m akesuse ofthe scattering phase shifts

ofspin wavesaround the nucleus. This latterapproach

revealssom econsiderablesubtletieswhich donotseem to

have been noted previously.First,foreven-parity wave-

functions the 1D version11 ofLevinson’stheorem alters

the usualexpression for the density ofstates. Second,

the num berofbound statesofthe uctuation operators

is not conserved under sm alland large nucleus approx-

im ations. This fact raises doubts about the com m only

em ployed approach ofperform ing functionalintegralsof

thefreeenergy afteralready having perform ed thelim its

ofsm allor large nuclei. By a carefulinvestigation it is

shown that these two subtleties conspire in such a way

thatthisinterchangeoflim itsisindeed legitim ate.

There are only sparse treatm ents of m agnetization

reversal in the literature. However, this �eld is

closely related to m acroscopicquantum tunneling ofthe

(sublattice-)m agnetization in sm all(anti-)ferrom agnetic

grains, a subject that has attracted m uch interest re-

cently.Itthusappearstobeusefulto relatesom eim por-

tantpapersthatcontributed to thedevelopm entofthese

�elds.

Early work on nucleation theory culm inated in thecel-

ebrated paper13 by K ram ers who calculated the escape

rate due to therm alactivation outofa m etastable state

in the lim its of low as wellas m oderate to large fric-

tion. He showed that the rate is given by a prefactor

tim estheArrheniusterm .Despitethefactthathiswork

was restricted to one degree offreedom ,his m ethod of

the evaluation ofthe prefactorturned outto be so pow-

erfulthat its spirit stillunderlies m uch m ore com plex

applications.An extension to an arbitrary num berofde-

grees offreedom s in the large friction lim it was due to

Brinkm an,Landauer-Swanson and Langer14. The case

ofm oderatefriction hasbeen considered by Langer7 who

also pointed out that the nucleation rate m ay be inter-

preted astheanalyticcontinuation ofthepartition func-

tion.Thisidea isclosely related to the subsequently de-

veloped instanton concept15 in Euclidean quantum �eld

theories. K ram ers’s theory and its extensions have re-

centlybeen reviewed byH�anggi,Talknerand Borkovec16.

The �rstapplication ofK ram ers’stheory to m agnetic

system shasbeen m adebyBrown3 whoinvestigated ther-

m ally activated uniform m agnetization reversalin sm all

ferrom agnetic particles to explain superparam agnetism .

He setup the Fokker-Planck equation forthe stochastic

dynam ics ofthe m agnetization and thus related N�eel’s

earlierconsiderations2 on reversalrateswith the general

fram ework ofstatisticalm echanics. Foraxialsym m etry

ofthe anisotropy he obtained nucleation ratesfrom the

lowestnonzero eigenvalueoftheFokker-Planck equation

in the lim it oflow barriers. For a high barrier he used

K ram ers’sproceduretoevaluatetherateconstant.Later

the lowest positive eigenvalue was investigated num eri-

cally for allinterm ediate values between low and large

barriersby Aharoni17. Eisenstein and Aharoni18 inves-

tigated the com petition of the uniform m ode and the

nonuniform curling m ode aspossible candidatesofcrit-

icalnucleifor di�erent particle radii. However,the nu-

cleation ratesvia the nonuniform m ode were calculated

using Brown’stheory3 forspatially uniform nucleation.

Subsequently theissueofm agnetization reversalrates

was not addressed for m any years. A renewalofinter-

estthen arosefrom a quantum m echanicalpointofview.

Based on path integral19 and W K B20 techniques,�rst

investigationsshowed thata singlespin in an anisotropic

�eld behavessim ilarto a particle with inertia and tun-

nels between di�erent anisotropy m inim a. It has then

been suggested21 that in sm allferrom agnetic particles

m acroscopicquantum tunneling m ightoccur.The e�ect

ofdissipation due to m agnetoelastic coupling has been

discussed by G arg and K im 22. In the contextofrecent

experim ents23 these approaches have been reexam ined

and it has been predicted24 that quantum tunneling is

suppressed for halfinteger spins as a consequence ofa

previously neglected W ess-Zum ino term in the quantum

spin action and the destructiveinterference ofinstanton

and antiinstanton paths.

W hile allthese approaches dealt with tunneling via

spatially uniform structures, tunneling via spatially

nonuniform (bubble) structures in two dim ensions was

investigated in thelim itofexternalm agnetic�eldsclose

to the anisotropy �eld25 and forvery sm all�eldsin the

thin wallapproxim ation26. In the lattercase the nucle-

ating structure isa large cylindricaldom ain ofreversed

m agnetization delim ited by a Bloch wall. Various as-

pectsofquantum tunneling with em phasison tunneling

ofBloch walls have recently been reviewed by Stam p,

Chudnovsky and Barbara27.

Surprisingly,the conceptually m uch sim pler classical
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problem oftherm alnucleation rem ained untouched un-

tilrecently. K lik and G unther28 calculated the nucle-

ation ratefornucleation via uniform structuresforcubic

sym m etry.In contrastto earlierinvestigationsthey also

calculated nucleation ratesfora weakly dam ped system .

Nucleiofcurling sym m etry in an in�nite cylinder29 and

a nucleation center ofsphericalsym m etry31 have been

investigated recently.

From this review, there em erges clearly the need of

an ab initio theory for m agnetization reversalrates via

spatially nonuniform structures.Thepresentwork isor-

ganized asfollows:

In section IIsom eresultsofpaperIarereviewed which

are relevant to the present work. In section IIIa func-

tionalFokker-Planck equation is constructed which de-

scribes the stochastic m agnetization dynam ics near the

nucleusand thecorrespondingnucleation rateisderived.

It is shown that the result has the sam e generalstruc-

ture asthatofRef.7(b).The prefactorseparatesinto a

term describing the dynam icaldecay ofthe nucleusand

in a term arising from the G aussian uctuationsaround

the nucleus. The unstable m ode enters in such a way

as ifit represented a stable m ode. The details ofthe

calculationsare presented in an appendix. The explicit

evaluation ofthe prefactorsin variouslim itsisthen the

subjectoftherem aining sections.In section IV weeval-

uate the statisticalpart ofthe prefactor analytically in

thelim itofsm alland largenucleiaswellasforlargeand

sm allvaluesofthehard-axisanisotropy.Forsm allnuclei

and ifthe hard-axisanisotropy is m uch largerthan the

easy-axis anisotropy,the out ofeasy-plane uctuations

do notcontributeatall.In section V thenucleation rate

is evaluated in the overdam ped lim it. The rate in the

m oderately dam ped regim e and the decay frequency of

thenucleusareinvestigated in section VI.In section VII

the resultsofthe previoussectionsare used to calculate

thecreation rateofkink-antikinkpairsin thedoublesine-

G ordon system .Itisshown thatthisratereproducesthe

m agnetization reversalrate in the lim it oflarge hard-

axisanisotropy orexternal�eldscloseto the (easy-axis)

anisotropy �eld. In section VIII experim entalim plica-

tionsarediscussed.Fora particleof100�A diam eterand

an aspectratio15:1,thepresenttheoryisshown toyield

a coercivity reduction from the anisotropy �eld that is

twice aslarge asthatofthe N�eel-Brown theory.Finally

theapplicability rangeofthepresenttheory isdiscussed

sinceitisknown thatin theunderdam ped lim ittherate

isgoverned by a di�usion in energy ratherthan in con-

�guration space.

II.M O D EL,N U C LEU S A N D FLU C T U A T IO N S

In thissection we presentthe m odeland review som e

im portant results of paper I. The ferrom agnet is de-

scribed within aclassicalcontinuum m odel,them agneti-

zation being represented by a vectorM ofconstantm ag-

nitude M 0. W e focus on an e�ectively one-dim ensional

situation where the m agnetization only depends on one

coordinate,i.e. M = M (x;t). The energy perunitarea

isgiven by

E =

Z L =2

� L =2

dx

�
A

M 2
0

�
(@xM x)

2 + (@xM y)
2 + (@xM z)

2
�

�
K e

M 2
0

M
2
x +

K h

M 2
0

M
2
z � HextM x

�

; (2.1)

where@x � @=@x and L isthe �nite sam ple length in x-

direction.Ultim ately,we shallbe interested in the lim it

L ! 1 . The �rst term in (2.1) is the classicalcoun-

terpart ofexchange energy and A is an exchange con-

stant. The second term de�nes an easy-axis along the

x-direction. The third term is a hard-axis anisotropy

which favors the m agnetization to lie in the xy-plane.

K e > 0 and K h > 0 are easy-and hard-axisanisotropy

constantsrespectively.The degeneracy between the two

anisotropy m inim a along the x-axis is lifted by an ex-

ternalm agnetic�eld H ext along thepositivex-axis.The

energy(2.1)describesm agnetization con�gurationsin an

elongated particleofdiam etersm aller32 orcom parableto

them inim allength scalein thesystem
p
A=K m ax,where

K m ax isthe largerofthe anisotropy constantsK e;K h.

Note that the energy (2.1) can be used to describe

threedistinctanisotropy con�gurationsin elongated par-

ticles.The�rst,m ostcom m on caseisan easy-axisalong

the particle axis which m ay be caused by both dem ag-

netizing (shape) and crystalline anisotropy (cf. Fig 1

a). E.g. foran in�nite cylinderwith an easy-axisalong

the sam ple onehasK e = �M 2
0 + K e;cryst wherethe �rst

term isdueto theshapeanisotropy and thesecond term

due to crystalline anisotropy. The hard-axisanisotropy

m ay arise eitherfrom an additionalcrystallineeasy-axis

that is m isaligned with the particle axis or from an el-

liptic sam ple crosssection. The second case is an elon-

gated particleofa m aterialofhigh crystallineanisotropy

(K e;cryst > 2�M 2
0) with both easy-and hard-axis per-

pendicular to the long-axis ofthe sam ple (cf. Fig 1b).

The third case refers to a thin slab with an easy-axis

anisotropy in the �lm plane (cf.Fig 1 c).

In thefollowing wefocuson a situation asin Fig.1a).

The results for con�gurations shown in Figs. 1 b),c)

are sim ply obtained by substituting y and z for the x-

dependence ofthe m agnetization. The com ponents in

internal(spin) space rem ain unchanged and the spheri-

calcoordinatesarealwaysde�ned in the sam e way with

respectto the coordinateaxes.

The dissipative dynam ics ofthe m agnetization is as-

sum ed to obey the Landau-Lifshitz-G ilbert equations

(seee.g.Ref.33):

@tM = � M � He� +
�

M 0

M � @tM : (2.2)

where  > 0 denotes the gyrom agnetic ratio, � > 0

is the dim ensionless dam ping constant and @t = @=@t.
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The�rstterm on ther.h.s.of(2.2)describesthepreces-

sion ofthe m agnetization in the e�ective m agnetic �eld

H e� = � �E=�M (�=�M denotesa functionalderivative).

The second term in (2.2)isa viscousdam ping term and

accountsfortherelaxation ofthem agnetization into the

direction ofthee�ectivem agnetic�eld.Thisterm isphe-

nom enologicalin nature.Itdescribesdam ping processes

which conserve the m agnitude ofthe m agnetization at

every space point. It is convenient to rewrite (2.2) as

follows

(1+ �
2)@tM = � M � He� �

�

M 0

M � [M � He�]:

(2.3)

Thisequation is obtained by evaluating the crossprod-

uctofM with (2.2).Eq.(2.3)issim ilarto the dam ping

term originally proposed by Landau and Lifshitz. How-

ever,Eq. (2.3)containsthe dam ping param eter� such

thatthem otion isslowed down forlarge� whiletheorig-

inalequation ofLandau-Lifshitz exhibits an unphysical

acceleration ofthem otion forlargedam ping param eters.

Since(2.3)conservesthem agnitudeofthem agnetiza-

tion itis appropriate to introduce sphericalcoordinates

accordingto M =M 0 = (sin� cos�,sin� sin�;cos�).W e

usedim ensionlessunitsde�ned by

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

r
A

K e

;

[t]= (1+ �
2)

M 0

2K e

;

[E]= 2
p
AK e: (2.4)

p
A=K e istheBloch wallwidth,2K e=M 0 isthepreces-

sion frequency in the anisotropy �eld.To sim plify nota-

tion,an additionalfactor1+ �2 hasbeen absorbed in the

tim escale.2
p
AK e ishalftheenergy ofa static�-Bloch

wall. In dim ensionless units and sphericalcoordinates

the energy perarea (2.1)takesthe following form

E =

Z L =2

� L =2

dx

�
1

2

�
(@x�)

2 + sin2 �(@x�)
2
�

�
1

2
[sin2 � cos2 � � 1]+

Q � 1

2
cos2 � � h[sin� cos� + 1]

�

; (2.5)

In (2.5),the dim ensionlessanisotropy ratio

Q =
K e

K h

; (2.6)

and the reduced external�eld

h =
H extM 0

2K e

; (2.7)

have been introduced. Using (2.4)and sphericalcoordi-

nates,the equations ofm otion (2.3) take the following

form (see also the appendix ofRef.33)

sin� @t� =
�E

��
� �

1

sin�

�E

��

@t� = �
1

sin�

�E

��
� �

�E

��
(2.8)

The�rstterm son ther.h.s.describetheprecessionin the

e�ective m agnetic �eld,whereasthe term sproportional

to � aredam ping term s.

Spatially uniform static solutions of (2.3) lie in the

easy plane and are given by (�0;�0) = (0;�=2) and

(�m ;�m ) = (�;�=2), the latter being stable only for

h < 1. The state (�0;�0) is com pletely aligned with

the external�eld and thusrepresentsthe state oflowest

energy. The con�guration (�m ;�m ) is oriented antipar-

allelto the external�eld and its energy per volum e ex-

ceedsthatofthe ground state (�0;�0)by 2h.Therefore

(�m ;�m )isa m etastablestate forh < 1.

At�nitetem peratures,them agnetizationexhibitsuc-

tuationsaround the m etastable state untiliteventually

overcom esa barrierform agnetization reversal.Forlarge

sam plelengthsL,a m agnetization reversalvia a uniform

rotation ofthe m agnetization is highly unlikely since it

would require an energy proportionalto L.Instead,the

system willestablish m agnetization reversalby form ing

a spatially localized deviation from them etastablestate.

Thereisa wellde�ned \nucleus" ofcriticalsizewith the

property that deform ations ofsm aller size fallback to

the m etastable state,whereaslargerdeform ations grow

with energy gain untilthewholesystem isin theground

stateparallelto theexternal�eld.In paperIithasbeen

shown thatthe m agnetization con�guration (cf. (I,3.9))

de�ned by

tan
��s

2
= �

cosh x� x0
�

sinhR
; �s = �=2; (2.9)

with

sech
2
R = h; � = cothR; (2.10)

exhibits exactly one unstable m ode and thus represents

such a nucleus ofcriticalsize. Eq. (2.9) is in princi-

ple only valid fora sam ple ofin�nite length L butitis

an excellentapproxim ation fora sam ple of�nite length

ifL > 2�
p
A=K e.Fortypographicalsim plicity the sub-

scriptsof� and R hasbeen dropped in contrasttopaper

I.x0 denotesthearbitrary position ofthenucleusalong

theparticle.Thisdegeneracywith respecttotranslations

givesrisetozeroenergy(G oldstone)m ode.In thefollow-

ing we shallputx0 = 0.The structure (2.9)can also be

viewed asa superposition oftwo �-Bloch wallscentered

atx = � R=� + x0 with opposite relative sense oftwist.

ForR sm all,(2.9)representsonly a sm alldeviation from

the m etastablestate,whereasforlargeR itrepresentsa

largedom ain ofsize 2R� delim ited by an untwisted pair

ofdom ain walls (cf. Fig. 2). In the following we shall

restrict ourselves to �+s only and we shalldrop the su-

perscript.The existence oftwo equivalentsaddle points

4



willresultin a factoroftwo in the�nalexpression ofthe

nucleation rate.

O utofeasy-planeuctuationsp and azim uthaluctu-

ations’ around �s areintroduced asfollows

�(x;t)= �s(x)+ ’(x;t);

�(x;t)= �=2� p(x;t): (2.11)

Inserting(2.11)into theenergy (2.5)weobtain up to 2nd

orderin ’ and p

E(2)s = Es +
1

2

Z L =2

� L =2

dx ’ H s’
’ +

1

2

Z L =2

� L =2

dx p H sp
p; (2.12)

where

H s’ = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2
V�

�
x

�
;R

�

; (2.13)

H sp = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2
V+

�
x

�
;R

�

+ Q
� 1
: (2.14)

Theenergy perunitarea ofthenucleus(2.9)isgiven by

Es = 4tanhR � 4R sech
2
R: (2.15)

The characteristic width � is given by (2.10),and the

potentialsV� can be inferred from (I,4.13)

V� (�;R)= 1� 2sech
2
(� + R)� 2sech

2
(� � R)

� 2sech(� + R)sech(� � R): (2.16)

Theeigenvalueproblem sof(2.13)and (2.14)arewritten

asfollows

H s’
�
s’
� (x;R)= E

s’
� (R)�s’� (x;R); (2.17)

H sp
�
sp
� (x;R)= E

sp
� (R)�sp� (x;R); (2.18)

where� denotesboth,bound statesand scatteringstates.

From I,two solutionsofthe eigenvalue problem s(2.17)

areknown:the ground state ofH sp

�
sp

0 / �
� 1

n

sech(
x

�
+ R)+ sech(

x

�
� R)

o

; E
sp

0 = Q
� 1
;

(2.19)

and the �rstexcited state ofH s’

�
s’

1 / �
� 1

n

sech(
x

�
+ R)� sech(

x

�
� R)

o

; E
s’

1 = 0:

(2.20)

Since�
s’

1 isantisym m etric,thereisexactly oneunstable

m ode ofnegativeenergy in ’ while alluctuationsin p-

direction have positive energy since Q � 1 > 0.Therefore

theuntwisted dom ain wallpairrepresentsa saddlepoint

ofthe energy with exactly oneunstable direction.

The operators characterizing the m odes around the

m etastable state (�m ;�m )are obtained in an analogous

way.Inserting

�(x;t)= � + ’(x;t);

�(x;t)= �=2� p(x;t); (2.21)

into (2.5)we have

E(2)m =
1

2

Z L =2

� L =2

dx ’ H m ’
’ +

1

2

Z L =2

� L =2

dx p H m p
p;

(2.22)

wherethe operators

H m ’ = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2
;

H m p = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2 + Q
� 1
; (2.23)

reectthe spatialuniform ity ofthe m etastable state.In

orderto calculatenucleation ratesby therm alactivation,

we have to exam ine the stochastic dynam icsaround the

nucleus.

III.ST O C H A ST IC M O T IO N A N D N U C LEA T IO N

R A T E

The dissipativedynam icsofthe m agnetization isgov-

ernedbytheequationsofm otion (2.8).Toinvestigatethe

dynam ics near the nucleus,we insert (2.11) and (2.12)

into (2.8)and obtain the linearized equationsofm otion

@t’ = � Hspp� �Hs’’;

@tp = H s’’ � �Hspp: (3.1)

Noticetheunusualoccurrenceofdam ping term spropor-

tionalto � in the equationsofm otion forboth ’ and p.

The reversible partof(3.1)isofHam iltonian structure.

Thisisdue to the factthatthe z-com ponentofangular

m om entum cos� and the azim uthalangle � are canoni-

cally conjugatevariables.However,thesignsin Eq.(3.1)

are reversed com pared to a usualcanonicaltheory since

we are dealing with the m agnetization rather than the

angularm om entum .

The statically unstable m ode has a dynam icalcoun-

terpart (’+ (x;t);p+ (x;t)) / e�+ t(’+ (x);p+ (x)) with

�+ > 0which inserted into(3.1)obeysthecoupled eigen-

valueproblem :

�+ ’+ = � Hspp+ � �Hs’’+ ;

�+ p+ = H s’
’+ � �Hspp+ ; (3.2)

with the boundary conditions ’+ (�
L

2
) = p+ (�

L

2
) =

’0+ (�
L

2
)= p0+ (�

L

2
)= 0. The linearized equations(3.1)

ofm otion can also be castin a com pactform

@t i(x;t)= �
X

j

M ijH j j(x;t): (3.3)

In (3.3)wehaveintroduced
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 (x;t)� (’(x;t);p(x;t)) (3.4)

and the dynam ic m atrix

M =

�
� 1

� 1 �

�

: (3.5)

which is the sum ofa sym plectic m atrix describing the

reversible partofthe dynam ics and a diagonalpositive

de�nitedissipativem atrix.Fortheoperatorsin (3.3)we

haveused the notation (H 1;H 2)� (Hs’;H sp):

Eqns(3.3),and equivalently (3.1),describe the deter-

m inisticm otion ofthesystem in thevicinity ofthesaddle

point. However,they are not consistent with the uc-

tuation dissipation theorem since they lack the stochas-

tic forces resulting from the coupling to the heat bath.

W ithoutthesestochasticforces,them agnetization would

never be driven away from the initialm etastable state.

Stochastic forces can be added to the r.h.s. of(3.1) or

(3.3)to yield the Langevin equation

@t i(x;t)= �
X

j

M ijH j j(x;t)+ �i(x;t) (3.6)

where�i isG aussian white noisewith h�ii= 0 and

h�i(x;t)�j(x
0
;t
0)i=

2�

�A
�ij�(x � x

0)�(t� t
0) (3.7)

whereh:::idenotestheaveragewith respecttotheG aus-

sian noisedistribution expf� �A =(4�)
R
dtdx

P

i
�2ig and

� = 1=kB T. The dynam ics ofthe probability distribu-

tion functional%[ (x)]= h
Q

i;x
�( i(x;t)�  i(x))iwith

 i(x;t) a solution of(3.6)is governed38 by the Fokker-

Planck equation

@t%[ (x)]= �

Z

dx
X

i

�Ji

� i(x)
: (3.8)

The probability currentisgiven by

Ji = �
X

j

M ij

�

H j j(x)+
1

�A

�

� j(x)

�

%[ (x)]; (3.9)

In (3.9)we have exploited the antisym m etry ofthe o�-

diagonalpartofM .Notethatthecurrentisonly de�ned

up to a divergenceless term . Ifwe dem and in addition

that the equilibrium density has vanishing current,the

representation (3.9)isunique.Equations(3.8)and (3.9)

havethe following properties:

i) The equations ofm otion for the therm alexpecta-

tion valuesh’i,hpiareidenticalto the expectation value

of (3.3). [ Expectation values are de�ned by h’i =R
D ’D p ’ %,where

R
D ’ denotesfunctionalintegration.]

ii)The equilibrium density nearthe saddlepoint

%eq = Z
� 1 expf� �A E(2)s g; (3.10)

with E
(2)
s as in (2.12),is a stationary solution of(3.8)

with vanishing current. Z is a norm alization constant

arising from the condition that
R
D ’D p%eq = 1 in the

vicinity of the m etastable state. Since %eq is sharply

peaked around them etastablestate,a G aussian approx-

im ation m ay be used forthe evaluation ofZ.Note that

the propertiesi),ii)also allow fora directconstruction

oftheFokker-Planckequation withoutm akinguseofthe

Langevin equation.

Tocalculatethenucleation rate,wehavetoconstructa

stationary nonequilibrium probability density.To m ain-

tain a constant probability ux over the saddle point

we im pose the boundary conditions % ’ %eq near the

m etastable state and % ’ 0 beyond the saddle point.

Notethattherealization ofequilibrium atthem etastable

staterequiresabarrierenergywhich should belargecom -

pared to therm alenergies. As a criterion we m ay use

�A Es>�5. Since the prefactor is roughly ofthe orderof

the precession frequency 2K e=M 0 ’ 1010s� 1,this in-

equality is satis�ed even for very large switching rates

and thusdoesnotrepresenta restriction.Thetotalrate

isthen obtained astheprobability ux integrated across

a surface transversalto the unstable m ode. The deriva-

tion is sim ilar to that of Langer7 and is presented in

detailin the appendix. The switching probability per

unit tim e ofa particle with m agnetization prepared in

the m etastable state into the stable state is then given

by

� = 
e � �A Es; (3.11)

whereA isthecrosssectionalareaofthesam pleand Es is

the energy (2.15)perarea ofthe nucleus.The prefactor

isgiven asfollows


 = � + L

r
�A

2�3

s

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

r
detH m p

detH sp
: (3.12)

In (3.12)an explicitfactorof2 hasbeen included,since

the m etastable state � = �;� = �=2 m ay decay via ei-

theroneofthetwoequivalentsaddlepoints�� .The�rst

factor on the r.h.s. of(3.12)is the escape frequency of

the unstable m ode asde�ned by (3.2). Thisisthe only

term in (3.12)in which dynam icaldetailsofthe system

enter.Thesecond factorarisesfrom theintegration over

the zero frequency (G oldstone) m ode and is de�ned by

L =
p
EsL,where L is the system length and Es is the

energy perunitarea (2.15).The third factorisalso due

to the G oldstone m ode and determ inesthe tem perature

dependence ofthe prefactor. The rem aining factorsba-

sically arisefrom the functionalintegration ofthe parti-

tion function within G aussian approxim ation (2.12)and

(2.22).The determ inantsare de�ned asthe productsof

eigenvalues

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

=

Q

k
E
m ’

k

jE
s’

0 jE
s’

2

Q

k0
E
s’

k0

; (3.13)

wherek denotesscattering states.The prim e on detde-

notes om ission ofthe zero energy E
s’

1 . However,note
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that the unstable m ode E
s’

0 < 0 enters (3.13) as ifit

werea stableone.The determ inantofoutofeasy-plane

uctuationsisde�ned as

detH m p

detH sp
=

Q

k
E
m p

k

E
sp

0 E
sp

1

Q

k0
E
sp

k0

: (3.14)

Thebound stateenergiesE
s’

0 and E
sp

1 aregivenby(2.19)

and (2.20). In paper Iwe obtained E
s’

2 ’ �� 2 (I,6.13)

and E
s’

0 and E
sp

1 have been evaluated num erically for

arbitrary R.

Therefore we are left with the task ofevaluating the

products ofthe continuum eigenvalues. The continuum

eigenvaluesofH s’ and H sp coincide with those ofH m ’

and H m p,respectively,and aregiven by

E
m ’

k
= E

s’

k
= �

� 2 + k
2
;

E
m p

k
= E

sp

k
= Q

� 1 + �
� 2 + k

2
: (3.15)

Note that these equalities do not im ply a cancellation

of num erators and denom inators in (3.13) and (3.14),

sincetheallowed k -valuesaredi�erentand �xed by the

bondary conditionswhich we chooseasperiodic.

Thenextsectionsaredevoted totheexplicitevaluation

ofthein�niteproducts(3.13),(3.14)and thecalculation

ofthe escapefrequency �+ .

IV .EVA LU A T IO N O F T H E STA T IST IC A L

P R EFA C T O R

In thefollowing wedescribetwo m ethodsfortheeval-

uation ofthe statisticalprefactors(3.13),(3.14).

The �rst m ethod (see e.g. Ref.35) is based on the

knowledge of scattering phase shifts of the continuum

eigenfunctionsaswellasthe bound state energiesofthe

operators H s’,H sp. In strictly one dim ensionalprob-

lem sonehasto distinguish between thescattering phase

shifts ofodd and even parity wavefunctions. This is in

sharp contrast to the fam iliar situation ofa 3D s-wave

scatteringproblem wherethescaled wavefunction indeed

obeysa 1D Schr�odingerequation butisrequired to van-

ish attheorigin.Surprisingly,thisissuehasbeen ignored

untilrecently11;12,possibly also due to the factthatthe

m ostwidely used 1D potentialsbelong to theratherspe-

cialclassofreectionlesspotentialsforwhich scattering

phaseshiftsofeven and odd wavefunctionscoincide.

So far,the present m ethod for the evaluation ofthe

prefactorhasindeed been used only35 in the case ofre-

ectionless potentials where the scattering phase shifts

ofeven and odd wavefunctionscoincide. Here,however,

thepotentialsin H s’ and H sp only becom ereectionless

in thelim itsR ! 0and R ! 1 .Forinterm ediatevalues

ofR,the corresponding potentialsare notreectionless

and scattering phaseshiftsofeven and odd parity wave-

functionshaveto be distinguished.

Thereisanothersurprising featureoftheseoperators.

Thenum berofbound statesoftheoperatorswhich arise

in the lim its R ! 0 and R ! 1 di�ers from those for

�nitevaluesofR.Thiscastssom edoubtson theuseful-

nessofsuch operatorsforan approxim ation oftheprod-

ucts(3.13),(3.14).However,by a carefulanalysisusing

the explicitform ofLevinson’stheorem in 1D,we show

thattheexactuctuation determ inantsconvergetothose

evaluated by m eansofthe lim iting operators.

Thesecond m ethod usesthe explicitknowledgeofthe

zero m ode forthe evaluation ofthe uctuation determ i-

nants. Thisallowsan exactdeterm ination ofthe statis-

ticalprefactorforthe ’-uctuations. Forp-uctuations

an analytical treatm ent is only possible in the lim it

Q � 1 ! 0.

These resultscan then be com bined to obtain analyt-

icalexpressionsfor the totalstatisticalprefactorin the

lim it ofsm alland large nucleias wellas in the lim its

Q � 1 ! 0 and Q � 1 ! 1 . In the lim it Q � 1�2 ! 1

corresponding to either sm allnucleior large hard-axis

anisotropy,the out ofeasy-plane uctuations are sup-

pressed and do not contribute at all. W hile the latter

resultis to be expected from the fact that out ofeasy-

planeuctuationsaresuppressed dueto theirm assQ � 1,

the form er result is som ewhat surprising. It is related

to the divergence ofthe characteristic length scale for

R ! 0 which renderseven a sm allhard-axisanisotropy

e�ectively large. In both lim its the system m ay be de-

scribed by an e�ectivem odeldiscarding theoutofeasy-

plane degree offreedom . As we willlater address,this

m odelisequivalenttoadoublesine-G ordon m odelin the

azim uthalvariable�.

A .Scattering phase shift m ethod

In thissection we evaluate the products(3.13),(3.14)

using theknowledgeofbound stateenergiesand scatter-

ing phase shifts ofthe operators H s’,H sp which have

been evaluated in paperI.

In order to evaluate the density of states we con-

sider eigenfunctions obeying periodic boundary condi-

tions.Them odesaroundthem etastablestate(�m ;�m )=

(�;�=2), are then the plane wave eigenfunction eigen-

functionsoftheoperators(2.23)which can also be writ-

ten assinkx,coskx with wavenum bers

k =
2�n

L
; (4.1)

wheren = 0;1;:::forevenparityand n = 1;2;:::forodd

paritycontinuum eigenstates.Thecorrespondingdensity

ofstatesis

�
m i
(j) =

dn

dk
=

L

2�
; i= ’;p ; j= e;o: (4.2)

At the saddle point(�s;�s) = (�s(x);�=2),however,

weencountera di�erentsituation.Thenonuniform ity of

the nucleus,i.e. the nonconstantpotentialsin H s’;H sp

lead to phase shiftsofthe continuum eigenfunctions.In

7



contrastto 3D problem s,wherethewavefunction always

vanishesattheorigin,wehavetodistinguish between the

phaseshiftsofeven (e)and odd (o)parity wavefunctions.

W e de�ne phaseshiftsasin paperI

�
si
k;(e)(x ! � 1 )/ cos

�

kx � �i(e)(k)=2

�

; (4.3)

�
si
k;(o)(x ! � 1 )/ sin

�

kx � �i(o)(k)=2

�

; i= ’;p: (4.4)

Since only the eigenfunctions ofH s ’;p exhibit a phase

shift,wehaveom itted thesuperscriptson �.Notethat

allphaseshiftsalsodepend on theparam eterR.Periodic

boundary conditionstogetherwith (4.3),(4.4)im ply

kL + � i
(j)(k)= 2�n; n = 1;2;:::; (4.5)

where i = ’;p and j = e;o. Following the argum ents

of Ref. 11, the lowest allowed36 k-values in (4.5) are

k = 2�=L for odd parity eigenfunctions and k = �=L

for even parity eigenfunctions. Note the surprising fact

that the latter value does not coincide with the lowest

k-value(4.1)ofeven-parity solutionsin the absenceofa

potential.

The density ofstatesforodd-parity continuum eigen-

functionsfollowsfrom (4.5)

�
si
(o)(k)=

dn

dk
=

L

2�
+

1

2�

d� i
(o)
(k)

dk
; i= ’;p: (4.6)

Since the spectrum ofeven-parity continuum eigenfunc-

tionsstartsatk = �=L whilefreesolutionsstartatk = 0,

the density of states exhibits an additional�-function

contribution atk ! 0

�
si
(e)(k)=

L

2�
+

1

2�

d� i
(e)
(k)

dk
�
1

2
�(k� 0+ ); i= ’;p:

(4.7)

This�-function also ensuresthatthenum berofstatesof

the free problem equals that ofthe scattering problem

including bound states

Z 1

0

dk

h

�
m i
(j)� �

si
(j)(k)

i

= N
i
(j); i= ’;p; j= e;o;

(4.8)

where,according to (I,6.25)

N
p

(e)
= N

p

(o)
= N

’

(o)
= 1; N

’

(e)
= 2: (4.9)

are the num berofeven-and odd-parity bound statesof

H s’ and H sp.Eq (4.8)with (4.9)isveri�ed using (4.6),

(4.7)and 1D Levinson’stheorem (I.6.23,24)which states

that

�
p

(e)
(k = 0)= �; �

p

(o)
(k = 0)= 2�;

�
’

(e)
(k = 0)= 3�; �

’

(o)
(k = 0)= 2�: (4.10)

W e are now in a position to express the ratio ofthe

productsin (3.13)in term softhedensity ofstates:

Q

k
E m i
kQ

k0
E si
k0

= exp

�Z 1

0

dk

h

�
m i
(e)+ �

m i
(o)� �

si
(e)(k)� �

si
(o)(k)

i

� lnEsik
	
; (4.11)

where i= ’;p. After inserting (3.14),(4.6),(4.7) into

(4.11),using (4.10)and perform ing a partialintegration

weobtain forthe ’-uctuations

Q

k
E
m ’

kQ

k0
E
s’

k0

= �
� 6 exp

�Z 1

0

dk

2�

h

�
’

(e)
+ �

’

(o)

i
2k�2

1+ k2�2

�

;

(4.12)

where we used the fact that the phase shifts vanish as

1=k� for k ! 1 according to Born’s approxim ation

(I,6.29). In a com pletely analogous way we obtain for

the p-uctuations

Q

k
E
m p

kQ

k0
E
sp

k0

=
�
Q
� 1 + �

� 2
�2

� exp

�Z 1

0

dk

2�

h

�
p

(e)
+ �

p

(o)

i
2k�2

1+ Q � 1�2 + k2�2

�

: (4.13)

Note thatin contrastto (4.11),the integrandsin (4.12)

and (4.13)areindependentofthek ! 0 lim itwhich due

toLevinson’stheorem issensitivetothenum berofbound

states. This fact renders (4.12) and (4.13) suitable for

phase shift approxim ations that converge nonuniform ly

to the exactphaseshiftsfork ! 0.

In the nexttwo subsectionswe explicitly evaluate the

prefactorin thelim itofsm alland largenuclei.W eshow

thattaking thelim itR ! 0;1 of(4.12),(4.13)isequiv-

alent to a direct evaluation ofthe determ inants ofthe

operatorsthatarisein theselim its.

1. Prefactor for h ! 1

In thelim itR ! 0,when theexternal�eld isveryclose

totheanisotropy�eld,thenucleusrepresentsaslightbut

spatially extended deviation from the m etastable state.

The operatorsH s’ and H sp given by (2.13) and (2.14)

then reduceto

�H s’ = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2(1� 6sech
2 x

�
) (4.14)

�H sp = �
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2(1� 2sech
2 x

�
)+ Q

� 1 (4.15)

Thepotentialsin (4.14),(4.15)arereectionlessand the

solution ofthecorresponding eigenvalueproblem siswell

known (see also the appendix of paper I). There are

bound stateswith the following energies

�E
s’

0 = � 3�� 2; �E
s’

1 = 0;

�E
sp

0 = Q
� 1
: (4.16)
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Note thatthe two eigenvaluesE
s’

2 ,E
sp

1 ofH s’ and H sp

turn into zero energy resonances37 of �H s’ and �H sp and

have therefore no counterparts in (4.16). The contin-

uum eigenvaluesof(4.14)and (4.15)aregiven by (3.15),

respectively. Since the potentials are reectionless the

scattering phase shiftsareparity independentand given

by

�� ’(k)= 2arctan
3k�

(k�)2 � 2
; (4.17)

�� p(k)= 2arctan
1

k�
; (4.18)

and theirlong wavelength behavior

�� ’(k ! 0)= 2�; �� p(k ! 0)= �; (4.19)

isin accordancewith Levinson’stheorem (I,6.27)forre-

ectionlesspotentials.Ashasbeen discussed in paperI,

Sec. VI.B,the convergence of �� ’, �� p towards the ex-

actphase shifts� si
(j)

isin generalnonuniform fork = 0

(cf. Figs. I.6,7). However,since the integrand in (4.12)

and (4.13) vanishes for k = 0,we can safely insert the

approxim ations(4.17)and (4.18)into (4.12),(4.13),re-

spectively,and obtain

lim
R ! 0

Q

k
E
m ’

kQ

k0
E
s’

k0

= 36�� 6; (4.20)

and

lim
R ! 0

Q

k
E
m p

kQ

k0
E
sp

k0

= Q
� 2
; (4.21)

respectively. Forthe evaluation ofthe determ inants,we

substitutethebound states(4.16)forthosein (3.13)and

(3.14).However,wehaveto com plete(4.16)by the zero

energy resonances E
s’

2 = �� 2,E
sp

1 = Q � 1 + �� 2. To-

getherwith (4.20)and (4.21),wethen obtain

lim
R ! 0

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

= 12�� 2; (4.22)

and

lim
R ! 0

detH m p

detH sp
= 1; (4.23)

where in (4.20), (4.22), �� 2 = R 2. The result (4.23)

is rem arkable since it shows that the uctuations in p-

direction do notplay a role atallforsm allnuclei,inde-

pendentofthesizeofthehard-axisanisotropy constant.

Thissuggeststhatin thelim itR ! 0 thesystem m ay ef-

fectively be described by a double sine-G ordon equation

in theazim uthalangle�.W eshallreturn to thisissuein

Sec.VII.

Alternatively, although less carefully, we can inter-

change the lim itR ! 0 with the functionalintegration,

and directly calculate

detH m ’

det
0
j�H s’j

=

Q

k
E
m ’

k

j�E
s’

0 j
Q

k0
�E
s’

k0

;

detH m p

det �H sp
=

Q

k
E
m p

k

�E
sp

0

Q

k0
�E
sp

k0

: (4.24)

Fortheevaluation ofther.h.s.in (4.24)weproceed sim i-

larlytothederivationof(4.12)and (4.13)with thefollow-

ing m odi�cations:The density ofstates�m i
(j)

� �si
(j)
(k)in

(4.11)hasto bereplaced by ��m i
(j)

� ��si
(j)
(k)= � 1

2�
d�� i=dk

with �� i given by (4.17)and (4.18)(i= ’;p).Using the

version (4.19)ofLevinson’stheorem togetherwith (4.17)

and (4.18),werecoverthe results(4.22)and (4.23)after

integration.

To sum m arize,wethushaveshown thatthesm allnu-

cleus approxim ation m ay be used for the evaluation of

the uctuation determ inants,orexplicitly

lim
R ! 0

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

=
detH m ’

det
0
j�H s’j

;

lim
R ! 0

detH m p

detH sp
=
detH m p

det �H sp
: (4.25)

where the r.h.s. has been evaluated in leading order in

R. The relation (4.25)hasnotbeen clearon the onset,

since the operators �H s’, �H sp exhibita di�erentnum ber

ofbound statesand di�erentlongwavelength behaviorof

thescattering phaseshiftsthan the operatorsH s’,H sp.

Aswehaveshown now,thesetwo di�erencesconspirein

such a way thatan interchange ofthe lim itsin (4.25)is

indeed correct.

2. Prefactor for h ! 0

ForR � 1 thenucleusseparatesinto two independent

�-Bloch walls.Correspondingly H s’ and H sp m ergeinto

thesam eoperatorĤ s which consistsoftwo independent

potentialwells ofthe form � 2�� 2 sech
2
(x=� � R). The

bound statesofĤ s arethen given by thesym m etricand

antisym m etric linear com binations ofthe ground states

ofthe singlewellsand haveenergies(cf.(I,6.4,6.6))

Ê
sp

0 = Q
� 1
; Ê

sp

1 = Q
� 1 + 8e� 2R ;

Ê
s’

0 = � 8e� 2R ; Ê
s’

1 = 0; (4.26)

Note,thatin thisapproxim ation E
s’

2 hasm erged into a

zero energy resonanceofĤ s.Thecontinuum eigenvalues

areidenticalto (??) whilethescattering phaseshiftsare

twicethoseofa singlepotentialwell(cf.(4.18))

�̂ s(k)= 4arctan
1

k�
: (4.27)

Thecoincidenceofthephaseshiftsofeven and odd eigen-

functionsoriginatesfrom thefactthatthetwo� 2sech
2
x

potentialwellsarereectionless.The phaseshifts(4.27)

obey thereectionlessversion ofLevinson’stheorem ,i.e.
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D̂ eltas(k ! 0) = �N with N the num ber of bound

states. But as in the previous subsection, the phase

shifts �
s’

(e)
and �

sp

(e)
only converge on the open inter-

val 0 < k < 1 towards �̂ s. Inserting (4.27) into

(4.12),(4.13),and using (4.26)togetherwith E
s’

2 = �� 2

in (3.13),(3.14),weobtain

lim
R ! 1

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

= 2e2R ; (4.28)

lim
R ! 1

detH m p

detH sp
= [

p
1+ Q +

p
Q ]4: (4.29)

The latter result approaches 1 for large hard-axis

anisotropiesasexpected.However,in the opposite lim it

ofhigh Q ,the p-uctuations lead to a prefactor (3.12)

proportionalto Q .

3. O utofeasy plane uctuations for Q
�1
�
2
! 1

A large hard-axisanisotropy leadsto the suppression

ofout ofeasy-plane uctuations by the existence ofa

largem assgap.Thereforewe expectthe uctuation de-

term inantto becom eone in thislim it.

To prove this conjecture,we rem ark that �
sp

(e)
,�

sp

(o)

arecontinuousfunctionswhich areproportionalto 1=k�

for k ! 1 according to Born’s approxim ation (I,6.29)

and rem ain �nite fork ! 0 due to Levinson’stheorem .

Therefore both phase shiftsobey the inequality �(k)<

c=k� with a suitably chosen constantc.Forthe integral

in (4.13)wethusobtain the following inequality

0 <

Z 1

0

dk

�

k�2
h

�
p

(e)
+ �

p

(o)

i

1+ Q � 1�2 + k2�2
<

d
p
1+ Q � 1�2

; (4.30)

whered = (c
p

(e)
+ c

p

(o)
)=2.SincedisindependentofQ ,the

upperlim ittendsto zero forQ � 1�2 ! 1 and therefore

we have with E
sp

0 � Q� 1,E
sp

1 = Q � 1 + "�� 2 with 0 <

"< 1 and (4.13),(3.14)

lim
Q � 1�2! 1

detH m p

detH sp
= 1: (4.31)

In fact we have now shed som e new light on the re-

sult (4.23). The hard-axisanisotropy does not enter in

isolated form but rather in the com bination Q � 1�2 =

Q � 1 coth
2
R which showsthatduetothediverginglength

scale,thehard-axisanisotropybecom ese�ectively strong

forsm allR,no m atterhow sm allQ � 1 is.

B .Jacobim ethod

There is also an alternative way for evaluating the

productsofeigenvalueswhich hasitsorigin in the space

slice representation ofthe path integrals. This m ethod

allowsfortheexactevaluation ofthestatisticalprefactor

in the’-variableforallvaluesofR.In thelim itQ � 1 = 0

wearealso ableto evaluatetheprefactorforoutofeasy-

plane uctuations. W e �rst show how this m ethod can

beapplied to theevaluation of(3.13).According to Ref.

34 we have

detL H
m ’

detL H
s’

=
D

(0)
’ (L=2)

D ’(L=2)
(4.32)

The notation detL on the l.h.s. of(4.32)indicates that

the evaluation ofthe determ inants relies on eigenvalue

problem sde�ned on the �nite interval[� L=2;L=2]with

respecttofunctionsthatvanish attheend oftheinterval.

The functions D ’ and D
(0)
’ on the r.h.s. of(4.32) are

solutionsofthe di�erentialequations

H s’
D ’(x)= 0; (4.33)

�

�
d2

dx2
+ �

� 2

�

D
(0)
’ (x)= 0; (4.34)

with thefollowing\initial"conditions(theprim edenotes

d=dx)

D ’(� L=2)= 0; D
0
’(� L=2)= 1 (4.35)

D
(0)
’ (� L=2)= 0; D

(0)
’

0
(� L=2)= 1: (4.36)

Notethaton the �nite intervalthe�rstexcited eigen-

function ofH s’ hasno longerzero energy and therefore

thel.h.sof(4.32)iswellde�ned.Theeigenvalueproblem

ofthisquasizero-energy m ode iswritten as

H s’
f = �f; (4.37)

where forlarge system lengthsL,� > 0 issm all,and f

obeystheboundary conditionsf(� L=2)= f0(� L=2)= 0.

Note thatforL ! 1 we havef ! �
s’

1 and � ! 0.The

uctuation determ inantisthen obtained asfollows:

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

= lim
L ! 1

�
�
�
�
�
�
D

(0)
’ (L=2)

D ’(L=2)

�
�
�
�
�
: (4.38)

W e now turn to the evaluation ofthe r.h.s. of(4.38).

D
(0)
’ (L=2)iseasily obtained by integration of(4.34)with

(4.36)

D
(0)
’ (L=2)= � sinh(L=�)’

�

2
e
L =�

: (4.39)

The function D ’(x)obeysthe sam e di�erentialequa-

tion (4.33)asthezerom ode�
s’

1 (x)(2.20),butsubjectto

di�erentboundary conditions(4.35).ThereforeD ’(x)is

a linear com bination of�
s’

1 (x) and the unknown linear

independent solution �
s’

1 (x) ofthe di�erentialequation

(4.33)

D ’(x)= u�
s’

1 (x)+ v�
s’

1 (x); (4.40)
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with realconstantsu;v.�
s’

1 istaken to beunnorm alized

�
s’

1 =
d�s

dx
= �

� 1 [sech(x=� � R)� sech(x=� + R)]:

(4.41)

The norm alization of �
s’

1 (x) is chosen such that the

W ronskian

�
s’

1

@�
s’

1

@x
� �

s’

1

@�
s’

1

@x
= 1: (4.42)

In orderto satisfy the initialconditions(4.35),we m ust

have

u = � �
s’

1 (� L=2); v = �
s’

1 (� L=2): (4.43)

From (4.41)weinferthe asym ptoticbehaviour

�
s’

1 ! N sgn(x)e� jxj=�; forx ! � 1 ; (4.44)

with

N = 4�� 1 sinhR: (4.45)

The sym m etry ofthe potentialin H s’ and the antisym -

m etry of�
s’

1 allow usto choose�
s’

1 asa sym m etricfunc-

tion which hasthe asym ptoticbehaviour

�
s’

1 ! N
0
e
jxj=�

; forx ! � 1 : (4.46)

From (4.42)itfollowsthat

N
0=

�

2N
; (4.47)

and thereforewith (4.43)-(4.47)wehave

D ’(L=2)= � �: (4.48)

Finally weareleftwith theevaluation of�.Theeigen-

function f m ay to �rstorderin � be expressed as

f(x)= �(x)+ �

Z L =2

� L =2

G (x;y)�(y)dy; (4.49)

with the G reen’sfunction

G (x;y)= �(x � y)[�
s’

1 (x)�
s’

1 (y)� �
s’

1 (y)�
s’

1 (x)]: (4.50)

The quasizero-energy eigenvalue � is now determ ined

such that f(� L=2) = 0. The function � is a solution

ofthe hom ogeneous problem (4.33) which satis�es the

boundary condition �(� L=2)= 0,

�(x)= �
s’

1 (x)+ c�
s’

1 (x); (4.51)

with

c= � �
s’

1 (� L=2)=�
s’

1 (� L=2): (4.52)

The requirem entf(L=2)= 0 then leadsto

� =
�
s’

1 (L=2)+ c�
s’

1 (L=2)
RL =2
� L =2

dy[(�
s’

1 (y))2�
s’

1 (L=2)� c�
s’

1 (L=2)(�
s’

1 (y))2]
:

(4.53)

Since the norm alization of�
s’

1 isindependentofL,the

�rstterm in the denom inatorisofthe orderexp(L=2�)

whereasthesecond vanishesasexp(� L=2�)and thusm ay

be neglected. In leading order in exp(� L=�) we thus

obtain

� =
2�1(L=2)

�1(L=2)
RL =2
� L =2

�21(y)
=
64�� 3 sinh

2
R

Es(R)
e
� L =�

; (4.54)

wherewehavem adeuseof(4.41)and (I,3.12).Inserting

(4.39),(4.48)and (4.54)into (4.38)and perform ing the

lim itL ! 1 ,we�nally obtain the result

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

=
8tanh

3
R sinh

2
R

tanhR � R sech
2
R
: (4.55)

which is exactfor allvalues ofthe external�eld. Note

thatin thelim itsR ! 0 and R ! 1 ,Eq.(4.55)reduces

to the results(4.22),(4.28),respectively.

Theabovem ethod cannotbeused fortheevaluation of

thep-determ inants(4.58)forarbitraryvaluesofthehard-

axisanisotropysincethezeroenergyeigenfunction ofH sp

is not explicitly known. In the lim it of sm allQ � 1�2,

however,the uctuation determ inantm ay be calculated

exactly:

TheQ � 1-independentoperatorH sp� Q� 1 exhibitsthe

zeroenergy m ode�
sp

0 and wecan proceed alongthesam e

lines40 asin the derivation of(4.55)to obtain

det(H m p � Q� 1)

det0(H sp � Q� 1)
=

8tanh
3
R cosh

2
R

tanhR + R sech
2
R
; (4.56)

where the prim e denotes om ission of the zero en-

ergy m ode. From (4.11) with (3.15) it follows that
Q

k
E
m p

k
=
Q 0

k
E
0sp

k
=
Q

k
(E

m p

k
� Q� 1)=

Q 0

k
(E

0sp

k
� Q� 1)+

O (Q � 1�2). W ith (3.14)we then obtain in leading order

in the sm allparam eterQ � 1�2

detH m p

detH sp
=

1

E
sp

0

E
sp

1 � Q� 1

E
sp

1

det(H m p � Q� 1)

det0(H sp � Q� 1)

= Q
E
sp

1 � Q� 1

E
sp

1

8tanh
3
R cosh

2
R

tanhR + R sech
2
R
: (4.57)

The second factor on the r.h.s has been retained since

the coe�cientsofitspowerexpansion in Q � 1�2 diverge

for R ! 1 . However,in the lim it Q � 1 � E
sp

1 (R not

too large),itreducesto one.Note thatthe result(4.57)

isonly valid forQ � 1�2 sm alland itcan thereforenotbe

used forR sm all.In thislattercase(4.31)applies.

W ith the exactresult(4.55),the prefactor(3.12)now

takesthe following form


 = � + L
p
�A

4

�3=2
tanh

3=2
R sinhR

r
detH m p

detH sp
; (4.58)

which isfurtherevaluated in the following section.
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V .N U C LEA T IO N R A T ES IN T H E

O V ER D A M P ED LIM IT

In thissection weshallderiveanalyticalresultsforthe

prefactor(4.58)in the lim itoflarge and sm allvaluesof

Q � 1�2 aswellaslargeR.In theinterm ediateparam eter

rangetheprefactorisevaluated num erically.Thediscus-

sion in this section is restricted to the regim e oflarge

dam ping .Thecaseofm oderatedam ping which ism ore

relevant for realsystem s shallbe discussed in the next

section.

W estartwith theevaluation ofthedecayfrequency �+
ofthenucleus.Forlargevaluesofthe dam ping constant

�,the equations(3.2)characterizing the unstable m ode

ofthe nucleusdecoupleand taketheform

�+ ’+ = � �Hs’’+ ;

�+ p+ = � �Hspp+ ; (5.1)

with �+ > 0. The unstable m ode is thus given by the

ground state ofH s’, i.e. (’+ ;p+ ) / (�
s’

0 ;0) and for

large� the corresponding escapefrequency isgiven by

�+ = �jE
s’

0 (R)j: (5.2)

The eigenvalue E
s’

0 (R) has been investigated in paper

I.It is known analytically in the lim its R ! 0;1 (cf.

(4.16),(4.26)respectively)which allowsan expliciteval-

uation ofthe prefactorin these lim its.

i)Forlargenuclei(R ! 1 )wem ay use(4.26),(4.29),

and togetherwith Es ! 4 and the prefactor(4.58)takes

the following form


 = �L
p
�A

16

�3=2

hp
Q +

p
1+ Q

i2
e
� R

: (5.3)

ii) For Q � 1�2 � 1,(4.31) and (5.2) m ay be inserted

into (4.58)to yield


 = �L
p
�A

4

�3=2
jE

s’

0 (R)jtanh
3=2

R sinhR: (5.4)

Forsm allR,thisreducesto


 = �L
p
�A

12

�3=2
R
9=2

: (5.5)

Note thatthe results,(5.4)and (5.5)are both indepen-

dentofthe value ofthe hard-axisanisotropy.

iii)In thelim itQ � 1�2 ! 0wecan use(4.58)and (4.57)

to obtain


 = �L
p
�A

8
p
2

�3=2
jE

s’

0 j
p
Q

s

E
sp

1 � Q� 1

E
sp

1

�
tanh

2
R sinh

2
R

p

tanhR + R sech
2
R
: (5.6)

ForvaluesofR such thatQ � 1 � E
sp

1 (R),thesquareroot

containing E
sp

1 reducesto 1. In the lim itR ! 1 ,Eqn

(5.6)reducesto (5.3)with Q � 1 ! 0

Note however, that the present theory is only valid

for hard-axis anisotropies which are not too sm allsuch

that the am plitude ofout ofeasy-plane uctuations is

m uch sm aller than one. Requiring the therm alexpec-

tation value hp2iwith respectto the Boltzm ann weight

expf� �A E
(2)
s g with E

(2)
s asin (2.12)to be sm allerthan

one and noting thatthe lowesteigenvalue in p-direction

is E
sp

0 = Q � 1,we obtain for the validity ofthe present

theory the condition �A
p
AK eK h=K e > 1.

Forallotherparam etervaluesthe prefactorhasbeen

evaluated num erically. The corresponding results are

shown in Fig.3 with thedashed and dashed-dotted lines

representing the asym ptotic form ulas(5.3)and (5.5)re-

spectively.Reinstating the units(2.4)we recognizethat

theprefactor(3.12)isinversely proportionalto �,a fact

which isin accordancewith thegeneralbehavior16 ofnu-

cleation ratesin the overdam ped lim it.

V I.N U C LEA T IO N R A T E FO R M O D ER A T E

D A M P IN G

In the last section we have presented results for nu-

cleation rates oftherm ally activated m agnetization re-

versalin the overdam ped lim it. In thatcase,the decay

ofthe nucleus is governed by purely dissipative m echa-

nism s.However,in ferrom agneticm aterialsthedam ping

constantisusually ofthe order� = 10� 2 orsom etim es

as sm allas 10� 4 in som e high purity m aterials such as

YIG .

Accordingto(3.12),thedynam icpropertiesofthesys-

tem enter the nucleation rate only41 in the form ofthe

decay frequency of the nucleus. In order to evaluate

thenucleation ratein them oderately dam ped regim ewe

therefore have to include the conservative,precessional

partofthe dynam icsfortheevaluation ofthe decay fre-

quency �+ . In the lim its ofsm alland large nucleithis

decay frequency can again beexpressed in closed analyti-

calform thusenablingustogiveexactresultsofthetotal

prefactorand hence ofthe totalrate.To the bestofm y

knowledge,thisprovidesthe�rstapplication ofLanger’s

generaltheory7 of m oderate friction to a system with

in�nitely m any degreeoffreedom s.

In a �rst part we discuss the escape frequency �+ .

W e obtain exact expressions in the lim its R ! 1 and

Q � 1�2 ! 1 as wellas an approxim ate form ula which

expresses�+ by E
s’

0 .These resultsallow an exacteval-

uation ofthe nucleation rate in the lim its R ! 0 and

R ! 1 .

A .Escape Frequency

The dynam ically unstable m ode (’+ ;p+ ) ofthe nu-

cleus is the solution of the (non-Herm itian) coupled

eigenvalue problem (3.2). Before turning to a quanti-

tative analysis we give a qualitative discussion of the

12



parity and relative sign ofthe functions ’+ ,p+ . Both

functionsarenodelessand sym m etricin x with opposite

relative sign as m ay be seen from the following plausi-

bility argum ents: For � ! 1 we know from (5.1)that

the dynam icalunstable m ode coincideswith the ground

state ofH s’,i.e. (’+ ;p+ )/ (�
s’

0 ;0),and therefore ’+
is a sym m etric nodeless function in x. For�nite values

of� there willbe a nonzero p+ -com ponent. Since the

nucleusrepresentsan untwisted �-Bloch wallpair(cf.(I,

3.11 )),the instability representsa conuenceora sepa-

ration ofthe two dom ain wallswhich isassociated with

a m onotonicalincreaseordecreaseoftheangle�.Hence

’+ isa sym m etric nodelessfunction in x. To com m ent

on p+ ,we have to recallthat a m otion ofthe dom ain

wallis only possible ifthe structure exhibits an out of

easy-plane com ponent45. In orderfor the dom ain walls

tom ovein oppositedirections,theoutofeasy-planecom -

ponentm usthavethesam esign atthecenterofthetwo

oppositely twisted kinks and due to the gyroscopic na-

ture ofthe equations ofm otion,p+ and ’+ m ust have

oppositesigns.

Therefore we are looking for even-parity nodeless so-

lutions of(3.2) with opposite signs. The am biguity in

the overallsign of(’+ ;p+ )describesthe freedom ofthe

nucleuseitherto collapseorto expand.Inspecting (3.2)

we recognize that the eigenvalue problem can be easily

solved if’+ and p+ aretheground statesofH s’ and H sp

respectively and proportionalto each other. Thisisful-

�lled in two lim iting cases,i)R largeand ii)Q � 1�2 � 1.

i)ForlargeR wehaveaccording to (2.19)and (I,6.2)

�
s’

0 / �
sp

0 / sech(x=� + R)+ sech(x=� � R): (6.1)

Inserting ’+ / p+ / �
s’

0 into (3.2)and using that the

ground state energy ofH sp is given by E
sp

0 � Q� 1 we

obtain

�+ = �
�

2
[Q � 1 + E

s’

0 ]

+

r
�
�

2

�2
[Q � 1 � E

s’

0 ]2 � Q� 1E
s’

0 ; (6.2)

where E
s’

0 ’ � 8e� 2R in the lim itR ! 1 . The square

rootin (6.2)hasbeen retained becausetherelativem ag-

nitudeofthe(sm all)param etersE
s’

0 ,�,and Q � 1 hasnot

been speci�ed yet. The corresponding unstable m ode is

given by

(’+ ;p+ )/

h

sech(
x

�
+ R)+ sech(

x

�
� R)

i

� (1;� Q [�+ + �E
s’

0 ]): (6.3)

The plus sign ofthe square rooot is chosen in order to

reproducethecorrectasym ptoticbehavior(5.2)forlarge

�.NotethatEq.(6.3)agreeswith the statem entsm ade

above:Thefunctionsp+ ;’+ aresym m etricand nodeless

whiletheratiop+ =’+ isalwaysnegativeand vanishesfor

� ! 1 .For� ! 0 wehavep+ =’+ = �
p
Q jE

s’

0 (R)j.

ii)ForQ � 1�2 � 1 wehaveH spp+ = Q � 1p+ + O (�� 2).

Thus the �rst Eq. of (3.2) can be solved for p+ and

afterinsertion into the second eq.of(3.2),the following

eigenvalueproblem isobtained:

H s’
’+ = � �+

�+ Q + �

1+ �2 + ��+ Q
’+ ; (6.4)

The solution ofthis equation is known,i.e. ’+ / �
s’

0 ,

and hencethecoe�cientof’ + on the r.h.s.equalsE
s’

0 .

Solving for �+ we recover the expressions (6.2) for �+
and (6.3)forp+ =’+ butwith E

s’

0 (R)now evaluated for

arbitrary values ofR. This is a rem arkable resultas it

dem onstratesthe validity of(6.2),(6.3)in the opposite

lim its Q � 1�2 � 1,R � 1. Note that for large Q � 1,

(6.2)and (6.3)hold forallvalues ofR. In the particu-

larcase ofsm allR (�2 � 1)we can insert the sm allR

approxim ation E s’ = � 3R2+ O (R 4)into (6.2)to obtain

�+ = �
�

2
[Q � 1 � 3R2]+

+

r
�
�

2

�2
[Q � 2 + 6Q � 1R 2]+ 3Q � 1R 2: (6.5)

Theunstable m ode isthen given by

(’+ ;p+ )/ sech
2
(
x

�
)(1;� Q (�+ � 3�R2)): (6.6)

Thevalidity oftheexpression (6.2)in theoppositelim its

R ! 0;1 m ight hint to a m ore extended validity. In

order to investigate �+ for interm ediate values ofR at

arbitrary Q � 1 we have to resortto num ericalm ethods.

It turns out that the direct integration of (3.2) yields

ratherinaccurate results(errorsof10% ). Considerable

im provem enthasbeen achieved by converting (3.2)into

two decoupled 4th orderdi�erentialequationsin each of

the variables’+ ;p+ . As isseen from Fig. 4,Eq. (6.2)

provides an excellent approxim ation to these num erical

results.

B .N ucleation R ates

W e are now in a position to give the results for the

prefactorform oderate dam ping. Resultsin closed form

are obtained in the lim its R ! 0 and R ! 1 . For

Q � 1�2 ! 1 the prefactorcan be expressed in term sof

thenegativeeigenvalueE
s’

0 which forarbitrary valuesof

R hasto be evaluated num erically.

i)ForlargeR,wecan com bine(4.58),(4.29)and (6.2)

with E
s’

0 = � 8e� 2R to obtain


 = L
p
�A

2

�3=2
[
p
Q +

p
1+ Q ]2eR

n

�
�

2
(Q � 1 � 8e� 2R )

+

s �
�

2

2
�

[Q � 2 + 16Q � 1e� 2R ]+ 8Q � 1e� 2R

)

: (6.7)

Thesquareroothasbeen retained sincetherelativeorder

ofthesm allparam eters� ande� 2R hasnotbeen speci�ed
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yet. However,in an expansion ofthe square root only

leading term sin e� 2R should be taken into account.

ii)ForQ � 1�2 ! 1 ,theresults(4.58)and (4.31)yield


 = � + L
p
�A

4

�3=2
tanh

3=2
R sinhR (6.8)

with �+ given by (6.2).Forsm allR,thisresultreduces

with (6.5)to


 = L
p
�A

4

�3=2
R
5=2

(

� �(Q� 1 � 3R2)

+

r
�
�

2

�2
[Q � 2 + 6Q � 1R 2]+ 3Q � 1R 2

)

: (6.9)

Also here,thesquareroothasbeen retained sincewedid

notspecify the relative m agnitude ofthe sm allparam e-

ters � and R. However,we have to keep in m ind that

upon expansion ofthe squarerootonly term sin leading

orderin R haveto bekeptin orderto beconsistentwith

the derivation ofthe determ inantofp-uctuations. For

sm alldam ping constants � �
p
Q R,Eq. (6.9)reduces

to


 = L
p
�A

4
p
3

�3=2

p
Q � 1R

7=2
: (6.10)

Thislim it isrealized in typicalexperim entalsituations.

For
p
Q R � � weobtain


 = L
p
�A

12

�3=2

�

� +
1

�

�

R
9=2

: (6.11)

Forlargevaluesof�,Eq.(6.11)m ergesintotheprefactor

forthe overdam ped regim e(5.5).

Theaboveresultsforthe prefactoraresum m arized in

table I.In Fig.5,num ericalresultsforthe prefactorare

shownforarbitraryvaluesofR.Theprefactorism axim al

forR ’ 1 and decreasesasthe external�eld approaches

theanisotropy �eld,i.eh ! 1,orasthe�eld approaches

zero.O neclearly recognizesthat
 isindependentofthe

hard-axis anisotropy Q � 1 and the dam ping constant �

for sm alland interm ediate values ofR,respectively as

predicted by (6.11),(6.10).

Thetotalrateform agnetization reversalisthen given

by (3.11) and experim entalconsequences ofthis result

shallbe discussed in section VIII.A detailed discussion

ofexperim entalim plicationsoftheseresultsm ay also be

found in Ref.42.

V II.R ELA T IO N T O T H E D O U B LE

SIN E-G O R D O N SY ST EM

In thissection itisshown thatthe resultsofthe pre-

vious sections allow us to calculate the nucleation rate

ofkink-antikink pairs ofthe double sine-G ordon m odel

form oderate to largefriction.Second,we shallsee that

in the lim itQ � 1�2 ! 1 (i.e.,largehard-axisanisotropy

and/or�eldsclosetotheanisotropy�eld),m agnetization

reversalratesbecom e equivalentto the creation ratesof

kink-antikink pairsin the doublesine-G ordon m odel.

Discarding noise term s for the m om ent,we consider

thedynam icsofa �eld variable�(x;t)which isgoverned

by the dam ped double sine-G ordon equation

Q @
2
t� + �@t� = �

�EdSG

��
; (7.1)

with the energy

EdSG =

Z L =2

L =2

dx

�
1

2
(@x�)

2 +
1

2
sin2 � � hcos�

�

: (7.2)

The constant Q plays the role of a m ass and � is a

dam ping constant. In the overdam ped lim it,the inertia

term Q @2t� in (7.1)can beneglected and thedynam icsis

purely determ ined by thedam ping term .Notethat(7.2)

isequivalentto theenergy density (2.5)restricted to the

easy-plane � = �=2. Therefore,Eq. (7.1) exhibits the

sam e saddle pointsolution �s (2.9)asthe fullm agnetic

system . The corresponding barrier energy between the

m etastablestate� = � and theabsolutem inim um � = 0

isgiven by Es (2.15).Expanding�(x;t)= �s(x)+ ’(x;t)

and linearizing the equation ofm otion (7.1)around the

saddlepointyields

Q @
2
t’ + �@t’ + H s’

’ = 0; (7.3)

where H s’ is given by (2.13). A description of the

stochastic dynam ics in the vicinity ofthe saddle is ob-

tained by adding the stochasticforce�(x;t)to the r.h.s.

of (7.3). with the noise correlation h�(x0;t0)�(x;t)i =

(2�=~�)�(x � x0)�(t� t0). The corresponding Fokker-

Planck equation takes the form of (3.8) if we identify
~� = �A ,M 11 = 0,M 12 = � M 21 = 1,M 22 = � and

H = (H s’;Q � 1).

Thetransition ratefrom them etastablestate(neglect-

ing transitionsthatlead back from the m etastable state

over the barrier to the initialstate) can then be calcu-

lated asin the appendix with the result:

�dSG =
~�+

p
2�3

p
EsL

q

~�

s

detH m ’

det0jH s’j
e
� ~�Es; (7.4)

where Es is given by (2.15). In (7.4) a factor of2 has

been included dueto theexistenceoftwo equivalentsad-

dle points � �s,and the ratio ofthe determ inants has

been calculated in (4.55). ~�+ > 0 is the nucleus decay

frequency which isobtained by insertion of’ = e
~�+ t’+

into (7.3),

~�+ =
�Q � 1

2
[� 1+

q

1+ 4Q jE
s’

0 j=�2]; (7.5)

with E
s’

0 the (negative) ground state energy of H s’.

Eqns (7.4), (7.5) constitute the creation rate of kink-

antikink pairs in the m oderately dam ped double sine-

G ordon system .
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It m ay now be veri�ed that the m agnetization rever-

salrate (3.11), (3.12) with (4.31) is equivalent to the

result(7.4)in the lim itQ � 1�2 ! 1 ,provided thatthe

tim e scale in (7.1)-(7.4) is chosen as [t]= M 0=(2K e)

whileenergiesand lengthsarechosen asin (2.4).Taking

the lim it Q jE
s’

0 j=�2 ! 0 in (6.2) and (7.5) we obtain

�+ = (� + �� 1)jE
s’

0 jand ~�+ = jE
s’

0 j=�,respectively.

Reinstating units,the equivalence of� and � dSG isim -

m ediately veri�ed.

V III.D ISC U SSIO N

In the previoussectionswe have investigated the rate

ofm agnetization reversalin an e�ectively 1D ferrom ag-

net which describes m agnetization con�gurations in an

idealelongated particleofa sm allconstantcrosssection

A .Theexperim entally m ostim portantconclusion isthe

existence ofa saddle point structure which is localized

along the sam ple.Unlike the N�eel-Brown theory2 which

leads to a barrier energy V K e(1 � h)2 proportionalto

the particle volum e V , the present theory leads to an

energy barrier A Es that is proportionalto the sam ple

crosssection and to the dom ain wallenergy (afterrein-

stating the units (2.4)). For su�ciently elongated par-

ticles the energy ofthe nonuniform barrier is thus al-

ways lower than that ofthe uniform one and thus the

presenttheory predictsm uch lowercoercivitiesthan the

N�eel-Brown theory. To illustrate this,we consider the

following typicalm aterialparam etersofparticlessuch as

C rO 2: A = 5 � 10� 7 erg/cm , K e = 7 � 105, erg=cm
3
,

M 0 = 480 O e, = 1:5� 107O e� 1s� 1. For T = 300 K ,

Q � 1 = 0:2,� = 0:05,the num erically evaluated switch-

ing rate (3.11),(4.58) is shown in Fig. 6 as a function

ofthe external�eld for various particle diam eters but

fora �xed aspectratio of15:1. The dotted lines repre-

sent the predictions28 ofthe N�eel-Brown theory,while

H extM 0=(2K e) = 1 is the Stoner-W ohlfahrth value of

thenucleation �eld.O neclearly recognizesthedram atic

coercivity reduction for particles with sm alldiam eters.

Notethattheswitching rateata given �eld predicted by

thepresenttheory exceedsthatoftheN�eel-Brown theory

bym orethan 10ordersofm agnitude.Conversely,theco-

ercivity ofa particleofdiam eter100�A exhibitsa coerciv-

ity which (depending on them easurem enttim e)isabout

onethird oftheStoner-W ohlfahrth value.Sincethebar-

rierenergy A Es isindependentoftheparticlelength,the

presenttheorypredictsthecoercivitytobecom eindepen-

dentofthe particle length forsu�ciently long particles.

Thisisin contrasttothetheoryofN�eeland Brown which

predicts a suppression oftherm ale�ects in the particle

volum e.

Experim ents investigating the coercivity of a single

elongated particle indeed show a signi�cant coercivity

reduction from the Stoner-W ohlfahrth value for �elds

alongtheparticle.Theseexperim entshavealsoshown an

asym m etry in the angulardependence ofthe coercivity,

the coercivity reduction being m ore pronounced for ex-

ternal�eldsalongtheparticleaxisthan for�eldsdirected

perpendicularly to the sam ple. Both ofthese �ndings

are in qualitative agreem ent42 with the present theory.

A quantitative com parison between theory and experi-

m entsisdi�cultforthepresently availableexperim ental

data since the particlesare irregularly shaped and often

contain voids.Experim entson particleswith am oreper-

fectm orphology such asC rO 2 ordata ofparticleswith

variousaspectratiosand diam eterswould clearly bede-

sirableto furtherclarify them echanism oftherm ally ac-

tivated m agnetization reversal.

Let us now recallthe various assum ptions that have

been m adein the presenttheory:

The cross-sectionalarea hasbeen considered constant

throughouttheparticle.Thisassum ption leadsto a con-

tinuous degeneracy of the solution �s with respect to

translations.In thecaseofavaryingcrosssectionalarea,

thepresenttreatm entwillstillbeapproxim ately correct

ifthe variations have a m uch shorter wavelength than

the characteristic length scale � ofthe nucleus. How-

ever,ifthe crosssectionalarea variessubstantially,the

saddle pointenergy willdepend on the coordinate x0 in

(2.9)and hencea wholeclassofenergetically alm ostde-

generatesaddlepointsem erge.Such an extension ofthe

presenttheory would predictthatonesingleparticlebe-

havesasifthere would be a distribution ofsaddle point

energies.Experim entalresults44 indeed show deviations

from an Arrheniuslaw involving a single energy barrier.

They exhibita decay ofthem agneticm om entofa single

particlethatisproportionaltolntoverseveraldecadesin

t,a factthatisusually attributed to a distribution ofen-

ergy barriers.Such a behaviorcannotbereconciled with

the sim ple N�eel-Brown picture which predicts a unique

energy barrierfora singleparticle.

In addition,wehavefocussed on nucleation in theinte-

rioroftheparticlebutwehaveneglected e�ectsoccurring

atthe particleends:

Sincethenucleus�s describesam agnetization con�gu-

ration m erging asym ptotically into them etastablestate,

the present nucleus m ay also be used to describe a sit-

uation where the m agnetization ispinned atthe sam ple

ends. In orderfor the presenttheory to hold,however,

thepinning energy hastobesu�ciently sm allthatitcan

be overcom e by the two dom ain wallspropagating from

the nucleation location to the sam pleends.

In the opposite case offree boundary conditions,i.e.

M
0(� L=2)= 0,thereexistsalso thepossibility thatonly

one dom ain wallis nucleated at one sam ple end. This

casecan alsoberelated tothepresenttheory.In theideal

situation ofa sam ple ofconstant cross section and an

e�ectiveeasy-axisanisotropy thatextendsto thesam ple

end (atleastwithin a distance sm allerthan the dom ain

wallwidth),the saddle point structure �s restricted to

theinterval� 1 < x < 0 representsa dom ain wallwhich

isnucleated atthe sam ple end x = 0.Consequently the

corresponding energy ishalfofthe nucleusenergy A Es.

The theory asoutlined in the appendix appliesto the
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regim eofm oderateto largefriction.Since,however,the

dam ping constant in m agnetic system s is quite sm all,

som e estim atesofthe applicability range ofthe present

theory arepresented in the following.

A .V alidity ofthe T heory

Theprincipalexistenceofa lowerlim itofthedam ping

constantfor the presenttheory m ay be seen as follows.

For� = 0,thelinearized equations(3.1)do notdescribe

the decay of the nucleus towards the stable state but

rathera purely precessionalm otion which conservesthe

energy.Therefore,thecorrespondingdecayfrequency �+
iscom pletely irrelevantforthenucleation ratefor� ! 0.

For very sm allvalues ofthe dam ping constant �, a

com pletely di�erent m ethodology would have to be ap-

plied,since the nucleation doesno longercorrespond to

a di�usion in con�guration space but rather in energy

space. Since the tim e evolution ofthe nucleus for ex-

trem ely sm all � is expected to exhibit a \breathing"

oscillation45,a derivation ofthe corresponding Fokker-

Planck equation would be an extrem ly di�cult task.

However,weshallseethatthe applicability rangeofthe

presenttheory extends to rathersm allvaluesof� even

for sm allnucleiand sm allcross sectionalareas of the

sam ple.Therefore we do notconsiderthe underdam ped

theory any further.

A criterionforthecrossoverbetween thepresenttheory

and energy di�usion has been given by Landauer and

Swanson (Ref.14 and in Ref.16 (seealso Ref.39)).The

m oderately dam ped theory m ay beapplied iftheenergy

lossduring an (approxim ate)period ofthe m otion near

the saddlepointexceedskB T.

Using the equationsofm otion (2.2)we obtain forthe

energy lossrateperarea

dE

dt
= � �

Z

dx(@tm )
2
; (8.1)

where m � M =M 0. Since (8.1) m ay also be expressed

by spatialinstead oftem poralderivativesitisclearthat

the energy loss will be sm allest for sm all nuclei. In

this lim it we m ay em ploy the spin wave approxim ation

m y;m z � 1,m x = � 1+ O (m2x).Theenergy lossduring

oneapproxim ateperiod then takesthe following form

A �E = � �A

Z 2�

!

0

dt

Z

dx
�
(@tm y)

2 + (@tm z)
2
	

(8.2)

where 2�

!
is the precession period. The r.h.s. of(8.2)

is now evaluated approxim ately. First,we are only in-

terested in leading orderin � and thus we m ay use the

conservativeequationsofm otion fortheevaluation ofthe

integrand in (8.2). Second we discard any breathing ef-

fectsand neglectthe exchange coupling ofthe m agnetic

m om entssuch thatthe precession am plitude isgiven by

the spatialdistribution ofthe nucleus. Linearization of

theequationsofm otion for� = 0,@tm = m � (@E0=@m ),

with E0 theenergy (2.1)withoutexchange,then leadsto

@tm y = (1� h + Q
� 1)m z

@tm z = � (1� h)my: (8.3)

They describe an ellipticalprecession m z = m 0
z sin!t,

m y = � m0y cos!twith m
0
z=m

0
y =

p
1� h=

p
1� h + Q� 1

and ! =
p
(1� h)(1� h + Q� 1). Inserting this into

(8.2)weobtain

A �E = � �A
2�

!

Z

dx(m 0
y)

2(1� h)(1� h +
Q � 1

2
): (8.4)

Now,forsm allnuclei,wehaveh = sech
2
R ’ 1� R2.The

precession isassum ed to coverthenucleusstructureand

therefore we have m 0
y = 2sinhR cosh(x=�)=(sinh

2
R +

cosh
2
(x=�)). Inserting this in (8.4) and perform ing the

integration the validity condition A �E > k B T takesthe

following form in leading orderR

�E = 8�Q � 1=z2
�A �R2

> 1: (8.5)

For typicalvalues ofthe constants as given above and

Q � 1 = 0:2 we obtain the condition �R 2a 7 � 1013 > 1

where a isthe crosssection area m easured in cm 2. The

lim itisreached fore.g.� = 0:05,R = 0:4 (h = 0:84)at

particle diam eters70�A.Note thatdue to the neglection

ofthebreathing contribution to theenergy lossthisrep-

resentsa lowerlim itfor� and therefore the theory m ay

beapplied even forsm allervaluesof� orsam plessm aller

than indicated above.
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A P P EN D IX

In this appendix we present a derivation of the ex-

pression forthenucleation ratestartingfrom theFokker-

Planck equation (3.8) near the saddle point. Since the

determ inistic partofthe dissipativelinearized equations

(3.2) constitutes a non Herm itian eigenvalue problem ,

thereisno known setofeigenfunctionsto expand in and

thereforetraditionalform ulationswhich arebased on an

expansion into m ode am plitudes cannot be applied im -

m ediately. In the sequelwe shallshow,however,that

thewithin a functionalform ulation,thederivation ofthe

nucleation ratecan becarried outin closeanalogy to the

m ethodsofK ram ers13 and itsextension to m any degrees

offreedom byLanger7(b).In thelim itoflargefriction the
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resultreducesto the theories14 ofBrinkm an,Landauer-

Swanson and Langer.

The basic principles of the m ethod go back to

K ram ers13.W ecalculatethestationaryuxofanonequi-

librium distribution across a surface transverse to the

unstable direction at the saddle point. A m ain di�er-

ence to �nite dim ensionalproblem s is the existence of

the G oldstone m ode with zero energy which reectsthe

continuousdegeneracy ofthe nucleus�s with respectto

rigid translations.

O ur goalis the construction ofa stationary nonequi-

librium probability density obeying theboundary condi-

tions% ’ 1 nearthe m etastable state and % ’ 0 beyond

the saddle point. To this end we factorize the desired

probability distribution asfollows:

% = %eqF: (A1)

Thekey assum ption isnow to letF bea function ofone

coordinateu only.F issuch that%isanorm alizablefunc-

tion. In the vicinity ofthe saddle point,the coordinate

u isa linearfunctionalin  

u =

Z

dx
X

j

Uj(x) j(x); (A2)

with (U1;U2)= (U ’;U p). After insertion of(A1) with

(A2)into (3.8)and using thestationarity of% weobtain

Z

dx
X

ij

M ij

�

� Hi i(x)Uj(x)
dF

du

+
1

�A
Ui(x)Uj(x)

d2F

du2

�

= 0: (A3)

In orderfor(A3)tobecom eaproperdi�erentialequation

in u alonewem usthave

Z

dx
X

ij

M ijH i i(x)Uj(x)= �u; (A4)

1

�A

Z

dx
X

ij

M ijUi(x)Uj(x)= �; (A5)

where , � are real constants. Since from (3.5),
P

ij
M ijUiUj = �

P

i
U 2
i, the condition (A5) am ounts

to a norm alization ofthe Ui and we have� > 0.Using

(A4)and (A5),Eq (A3)reducesto the sam e di�erential

equation asin the case13 ofone degreeoffreedom :

� u
dF

du
+ 

d2F

du2
= 0: (A6)

which is integrated with the boundary conditions

F (� 1 ) = 1, F (1 ) = 0, i.e. the vicinity of the

m etastable state (u ! � 1 )ischaracterized by therm al

equilibrium while the probability distribution vanishes

beyond thesadllepoint(u ! 1 ).Since% hasto benor-

m alizable we m ust have  < 0 and hence � < 0. F is

then given by

F (u)=
1

p
2�jj

Z 1

u

duexp

�

�
u2

2jj

�

: (A7)

Inserting (A7)and (A5)into (3.9)weobtain forthecur-

rentnearthe saddlepoint:

Ji(x)=
1

�A
p
2�jj

exp

�

�
u2

2jj

�

%eq

X

j

M ijUj(x):

(A8)

W e now return to the evaluation of�.Equation (A4)is

ful�lled if

X

j

M ijH iUj = �Ui: (A9)

Note that this im plies that U ’(x) has no com ponent

along the zero frequency m ode since (�
s’

1 ;U ’) = �� 1

�
P

M ’j � (Hs’�
s’

1 ;U ’)= 0.Thisisphysically plausible

since the dynam icalinstability of�s is only associated

with ashrinkingorexpansion ofthenucleusbutnotwith

a puretranslation ofthenucleusasdescribed by �
s’

1 (x).

BecauseH sp isa positiveoperatorthereisno restriction

on the functionsU p(x). Therefore (A9)can be inverted

to give

X

j

M ijUj = �H
� 1

i Ui; (A10)

where (H s’)� 1 actsonly on the subspace ffj(f;�
s’

1 )=

0g.Eqn (A10)and hence(A9)aresolved byputtingUi =

H i 
+

i where  + = (’+ ;p+ ) is the dynam icalunstable

m odeobeying (3.2).Thereforewe have

� = � �+ < 0: (A11)

The escape rate � is now obtained by integrating the

ux transverse to the unstable direction,e.g. over the

m anifold u = 0:

� =

Z

u= 0

D ’D p

Z

dx
X

i

Ui(x)Ji(x)

= �+

r
jj

2�

Z

D ’D p�(u)%eq: (A12)

where we have used (A8) and �+ is determ ined by the

eigenvalue equation (3.2). The constant  willcancel

in the �nal result as we shall see below. %eq has to

be evaluated on the hyperplane u = 0 in the vicinity

ofthe saddle point. According to (3.10) it is given by

%eq = expf� �A E
(2)
s g=Z with . Z is determ ined by the

norm alization of %eq in the vicinity of the m etastable
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state. Upon insertion of (3.10) and using the Fourier

representation ofthe �-function,eq.(A12)reads

� = �+

r
jj

2�

e� �A Es

Z

Z
dq

2�

Z

D ’ D p expfiqug

� exp

�

� �A [
1

2

Z

dx’H s’
’ +

1

2

Z

dxpH sp
p]

�

: (A13)

Forthe evaluation ofthe functionalintegralswe use the

selfadjointnessofH s’ and H sp acting on functionswith

periodicboundaryconditionson [� L

2
;L
2
].Thereforethey

have an orthogonaland com plete set ofeigenfunctions

�s’� ,�sp� with H s’�s’� = E s’
� �s’� , H sp�sp� = E sp

� �sp� ,

where �;� denote the bound states �;� = 0;1;(2) and

scattering states�;� = k aswell. Therefore we can ex-

pand

’(x)=
X

�

’� �
s’
� (x); (A14)

p(x)=
X

�

p� �
sp
� (x); (A15)

where �� k = ��
k
,and ’�;p� are com plex expansion co-

e�cients. Since ’ and p are realwe have ’ � = ’�� �
and p� = p�� �. Expanding sim ilarly u =

P
U ’ �
� ’� +P

U p �
� p� we obtain

� = �+

r
jj

2�

e� �A Es

Z

Z
dq

2�

Z
Y

�

d’�

Z
Y

�

dp�

� exp

(
0X

�

(iqU ’ �
� ’� �

�A

2
E
s’
� ’

�
� ’�)

)

� exp

(
X

�

(iqU p �
� p� �

�A

2
E
sp
� p

�
� p�)

)

; (A16)

wheretheprim eon thesum indicatesthattheintegrand

isindependentof’1,since E
s’

1 = U
’

1 = 0. To sim plify

notation we now chooseintegration m easures(d’�)and

(dp�)in (A16)and in Z such thate.g.

Z 1

� 1

(dp0)exp

�

�
�A

2
E
sp

0 p
2
0

�

=
1

p
E
sp

0

;

Z 1

� 1

(dp�k)(dpk)expf� �A E
sp

k
p
�
kpkg =

1

E
sp

k

: (A17)

But note that we have to restore
p
�A =2� in the in-

tegration over the zero m ode which does not contain a

G aussian and note also thatthe integration m easure in

q isthe usualone. W e now perform the integrationsin

’� and p� exceptfortheam plitudesofthezero m ode’1
and thatofthe unstablem ode,’0,to obtain:

� = �+

r
jj

2�

e� �A Es

Z

1
p
det

00
H s’

1
p
detH sp

Z

(d’1)

�

Z

(d’0)

Z
dq

2�
exp

(

�
q2

2�A
(
X 00

�

jU ’
� j

2

E
s’
�

+
X

�

jU p
�j

2

E
sp
�

)

)

exp

�

iqU
’

0 ’0 +
�A

2
jE

s’

0 j’20

�

: (A18)

Theexpression detH standsfortheproductofalleigen-

valuesofH . The double prim e on the determ inantand

the sum m ation indicates that the term s � = 0;1 corre-

sponding to the unstable m ode and the zero m ode are

om itted.

W e now turn to the evaluation of the zero m ode.

To this end we rem em ber that a pure translation of

the nucleus can be described by �s(x + dx)� �s(x) =

�0s(x)dx orsince�
s’

1 / d�s=dx wecan equally wellwrite

�s(x+ dx)� �s(x)= �
s’

1 (x)d’1.Thisallowsustoreplace

theintegration overthezerom odeby an integration over

x. Since �
s’

1 isnorm alized to unity and reinstating the

integration m easure(A17)of(d’1)wehave

Z

(d’1)=

r
�A

2�

Z L =2

� L =2

dx

s
Z

dx0

�
d�s

dx0

�2

=

r
�A

2�
L;

(A19)

where

L �
p
EsL: (A20)

Here we have m ade use of(2.15). After perform ing the

q-integration (A18)we have to convince ourselvesthat

therem aining integralconverges.Thisisensured by the

following relation,which followsfrom (A5)and (A10)

X

i

Z

dxUi(x)H
� 1

i Ui(x)= � jj�A < 0: (A21)

Using the expansions ofUi in term s ofthe �s’;p� and

recalling that U
’

1 � 0 we see that the exponent is in

factnegative.W e are now leftwith the evaluation ofZ.

Since %eq is strongly peaked atthe m etastable state we

can perform a G aussian approxim ation

Z =

Z

D ’ D pexp

�

� �A [
1

2

Z

dx ’ H m ’
’

+
1

2

Z

dx p H m p
p]

�

; (A22)

where in contrast to the above ’ and p now describe

uctuationsoutofthem etastablestate.They arede�ned

by � = � + ’ and � = �=2� p,where j’j;jpj� 1.This

integralisperform ed analogously to the previousone:’

and pm ay beexpanded into the(planewave)eigenstates

ofH m ’;H m p.Theintegrationsthen areallG aussian and

using the m easure (A17)forthe integrations,we �nally

obtain

Z =
1

p
detH m ’

1
p
detH m p

: (A23)

After having perform ed the q-integration we can now

carryoutthe�nalG aussian integration overtheunstable

m ode’0.Using (A5),(A18)leadsto the �nalresult:
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� =
�+

2�
L

r
�A

2�

s

detH m ’

det
0
jH s’j

r
detH m p

detH sp
e
� �A Es; (A24)

where det
0
jH s’jdenotes the productofthe m odulusof

the eigenvalues with om ission ofthe zero m ode. Apart

from thedynam icalprefactortheresultlooksasif wehad

evaluated in G aussian approxim ation theratio Zm =Zs of

the partition functions at the m etastable state and the

saddle point,respectively,with the unstable m ode ren-

dered toastableone.O rlooselyspeaking,thenucleation

rate is proportionalto the im aginary part ofthe ratio

Zm =Zs. Forlaterreference,we expressthe result(A24)

in term softhe eigenvaluesE s’
� ,E sp

� :

� =
�+

2�
L

r
�A

2�

1
p
jE

s’

0 jE
s’

2 E
sp

0 E
sp

1

�

v
u
u
t

Q

k1
E
m ’

k1Q

k0
1

E
s’

k0
1

v
u
u
t

Q

k2
E
m p

k2Q

k0
2

E
sp

k0
2

e
� �A Es; (A25)

whereaccordingto(A20)L = L
p
Es (Es isgiven by(2.15)

)and �+ isdeterm ined by (3.2). Note thatin ourcase

oftwo equivalentsaddle points �� we have to m ultiply

this�nalresultby a factoroftwo.
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FIG .1. Various anisotropy con�gurations axes that can

be described by the energy density (2.5). The sam ple cross

sectionalareasare assum ed to be su�ciently sm allsuch that

transversalvariationsin the m agnetization are suppressed.

FIG .2. The spatialvariation ofthe nucleus is shown for

i) �elds close to the anisotropy �eld and ii) sm all�elds. In

thesepictures,them agneticchain istaken alongtheeasy-axis.

However,them odel(2.5)equivalently appliesto allsituations

shown in Fig 1.

FIG .3. The reduced prefactor in the overdam ped lim it is

shown as a function ofthe param eter R for di�erent values

ofthehard-axisanisotropy.Thelines(-� -� )and (---)are the

asym ptotic form ulas(5.5)and (5.3)respectively.

FIG .4. The decay frequency ofthe nucleus is shown for

di�erentvaluesofR and �.The dotsare resultsofa num er-

icalsolution of(3.2) and the solid line is the approxim ation

form ula (6.2).

FIG .5. Num ericalresultsforthe reduced prefactor(4.58)

for m oderate dam ping as a function ofR . The dashed lines

representthe asym ptotic form ula (6.7).

FIG .6. The totalnucleation rate � isshown asa function

ofthe reduced external�eld for various particle diam eters.

The m aterial param eters are chosen as in Sec. VIII.The

dashed curvesindicate the results ofthe N�eel-Brown theory.

The particle aspectratio isassum ed to be 15:1.
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TABLE I. Sum m ary ofthe resultsforthe prefactor
 (4.58)in the m oderately dam ped lim itfori)large e�ective hard-axis

anisotropy Q �1
� � 1,(� = cothR ),and ii)sm all�eldsR � 1 (h = sech2R ).Note thattheunderlying dim ensionlessunitsare

given by (2.4).
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(6.7) (6.2)
d

a In thislim it,detH m p
=detH sp = 1,cf.(4.31)

b
hasto be evaluated num erically

c
Com pared to (6.2),sm allterm softhe orderO ((Q E

s’

0
)
2
)have been dropped.

dtypically realized in experim ents
e
For� ! 1 ,these resultsm erge into (5.5),(5.3)obtained in the overdam ped lim it.
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