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EXPERIMMENTSON THE RANDOM FIELD ISING MODEL

D P.BELANGER
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of C aliformia
Santa Cruz, CA 95064, USA

N ew advances in experin entson the random — eld Isingm odel, as realized in dilute antiferrom agnets,
have brought us m uch closer to a full characterization of the static and dynam ic critical behavior
of the unusual phase transition in three din ensions (d = 3). The m ost in portant experimn ents
that have laid the ground work for our present understanding are reviewed. Com parisons of the
data with M onte C arlo sim ulations of the d = 3 criticalbehavior are m ade. W e review the current
experin ental understanding of the destroyed d = 2 transition and the experim ents exploring the
d = 2 metastability at low T . Connections to theories m ost relevant to the interpretations of all
the experim ents are discussed.

1 Introduction

The random — eld Isihg m odel:i: RFIM ) has been an i portant focus of theoretical and
experin ental studies of the statistical physics of random and frustrated system s. A Tthough
there are some sin ilarities, particularly at Jarge random elds, to the physics of soin—
glasses @, also covered in this book, the three dim ensional (d = 3) ground state of the
RFIM In the an all random — eld lin it has the sam e long-range order as would be observed
In the absence of random  elds. Hence, the two m odels di er findam entally. N evertheless,
thed= 3RFIM transition isprofoundly altered by the random eld.Ford= 2 the random
eld destroys the transition which takes place in the absence of the random eld. Not only

does the RFIM have signi cance in the form ation of long-range order n real m aterials,
w here defects causing random elds are offen present, i also challenges the m ethods and
ideas of theorists and experin entalists that have been developed in past studies of phase
transitions in pure, translationally Invariant m aterials. There are a number of relevant
review s that have been w ritten cgvering the form idable problem s encountered in the exper—
In ental study of REFIM system s@®. This one represents a com prehensive overview of the
experin ental situation in them ost studied system s, the dilute anisotropic antiferrom agnets,
em phasizing the m ost current experin ental results. T he theories and com puter sin ulations
m ost relevant to interpretations of the behavior observed in dilute antiferrom agnets w illbe
Included. A few systeam s that are not antiferrom agnets w illbe m entioned in section 11. A
com prehensive review ofthe theory ofthe RFIM by N attemm ann also appears in thisbook.

Ford = 3 it has been rigorously* shown that a transition m ust take place for am all
random elds. Aswe shall see, the RFIM transition is very di erent from the m ore usual
phase transitions encountered in antiferrom agnets. TheRFIM can bem ost sim ply m odeled
by spins on a lattice that point along one axis and are sub fcted to a random ordering

eld that com petes w ith the long-range collective spin ordering. O ne sin pl H am ittonian

representing an Ising ferrom agnet w ith an in posed random eld is

X X
H = JijSiSj hisi . 1)
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The random eld has the properties h;ilL, = 0 and [hf]av = hi where [:::l,, denotes an
average over the disorder. M ost of the theoretical and sin ulation e orts, though not all,
have focused on such ferrom agnetic m odels. O n the other hand, the m ost studied and best
characterized experin ental realization ofthe RFIM , by far, is the dilute, anisotropic antifer—
rom agnet In a uniform eld applied along the spin ordering axis, which can be represented

by the H am ittonian
X X

H = Jij i 35155 H iSi ; @)
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where ;= 1 if site i is occupied and 0 if em pty, and H is the uniform eld. Locally, the
sublattice w ith the m ost spins tends to align with the applied eld In com petition with
long-range antiferrom agnetic order in which one sublattice globally aligns w ith the elq
T he applied uniform  eld and the e ective random eld generated by it are proportional®.
The random eld is therefore easily controlled or even tumed o com pletely. T his provides
the opportunity to do scaling studies not easily done in other system s. In portantly, sam ples
can be cooled In zero eld befPre applying the random eld (ZFC). O ther systam s, such
as those w ith structural phase transitions can only be cooled In the random eld FC).
Since, aswe shall see, hysteresis plays an in portant roke In the understanding ofthe REIM

transition, the ZFC process is crucial. O foourse, by virtue of critical behavior universality,
the system s studied need not correspond precisely to the Ham ittonians above but must
sin ply have the appropriate symm etries.

Fishm an and Aharonyllz ,, st noted that the dilute antiferrom agnet in a uniform eld is
a RFIM system and Cardy'® showed that the critical behavior in the lim it of sn all elds
belongs to the sam e universality class asthe uniform ferrom agnet w ith random elds. These
works opened up a trem endous opportunityy to Investigate the REFIM experin entally. An
understanding of the RFIM phenom ena in the dilute antiferrom agnet is steadily evolving
w ith experin ents perform ed on very high quality anisotropic crystals. A majpraim ofthis
review isto present an overview ofthed= 3 RFIM transition that takes place In dilute an—
tiferrom agnetic system swhich is consistent w ith all of the published data (though certainly
not all the published Interpretations of the data). The d = 3 phase diagram has proven
much richer than anticipated and this review necessarily encom passes high, intermm ediate
and low m agnetic oonoentratilcgns aswellas large and an allrandom elds. Them ost recent
experin ents by Slanic, et al.® at high m agnetic concentrations are prom ising as they ap-
pearto a ord the opportunity to m ake realheadway In the experim ental characterization of
the RFIM critical behavior and in m aking connections to recent theoretical and sin ulation
resuls. Such work is still In progress, so only prelin nary resuls can be discussed.

T heory and experin ents on the REFIM haye been closely tied throughout the period of
Investigation from the F ishm an and A hamny:-] work until the present, though there hasnot
always been agreem ent. T he greatest progress in the experin ental investigations has com e
when a variety of techniques are em ployed and Interpretations consistent w ith them are
m ade. O ffen m istakes have been m ade when only one technique is relied upon for interpre-
tation. A com plication of studies using the dilute antjﬁerroll‘@ agnet is that random m agnetic
vacancies constitute strong pinning sites for dom ain walls?. Such strong vacancy pinning,
whikenrichingthed = 3 antiferrom agnetic phase diagram , isnot present in the theoretically
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wellstudied ferrom agnetic m odel. R andom — eld pinning, present in both antiferrom agnets
and ferrom agnets, seam sto bem uch weaker. T he correspondence betw een antiferrom agnets
and the ferrom agnetic m odels is best when the m agnetic dilution is an all, In which case
the antiferrom agnetic order is stable up to the transition, T. H ). For concentrations near
x = 035, there is evidence that the longrange order breaks into static structure consisting
of Jarge, ntertw ined and weakly interacting dom ainswellbelow T. #H ). Thishasprevented,
at these concentrations, a characterization of M 52 vs. T and the line shape below T.®H,).
W hen the percolation threshold is approached (x Xp = 025) a de Aln eida-T houless
behavior appears for larger H and the system appears to behave sin ilarly to a soin-glass.
In this review each of these three concentration regions is discussed.

Forthe case ofd = 2 dilute antiferrom agnets, the random -exchange Isihgm odel REIM )
transition is expected to be des&oyec;l:;":i_la' as soon asH , which generates the random eld, is
applied, and this has been ocbserved 1323, The tem perature_regin e wellbelow the rounded
transition, however, is still being nvestigated tl'leoreijcaJJy:H and experin entally 4. Both
tem perature regin es are brie y reviewed.

2 Sam ple C onsiderations

The m ost studied dilute d = 3 antiferrom agnet suitable for RFIM studies isF eg;Zn; F».
Its large crystal- eld anisotropy peJ:sjstsEé as them agnetic spins are diluted and it is there—
fore an excellent Ising system for all ranges of m agnetic concentration x. C rystals can be
grown for all x w ith extrem ely sm all concentration variations x < 10 3 and w ith superb
structural quality. T he m agnetic interactions are dom nated by the sscond-nearest—neigh—
bor superexchange between the body-center and body-comer ions. A 1l other interactions
are negligble, exoept possbly near the pergolation threshold concentration, w here even tiny
frustrating interactions becom e in portantm"}q . Another class of m aterials representing the
anisotropic random — eld system s isFexM g; xC L. This system diers from FeyZni xF»,
In that it is Jayered. The layers are ferrom agnetic and the interplanar antiferrom agnetic
coupling is com parable in strength to the intraplane coupling, m aking this a good d = 3
Ising system . The am aller exchange in this system allows the large eld region of the
phase diagram to be expilored'-lg . Forx < 055, a strong second-nearest-neighbor com peting
exchange In the Fe;M g; xC L system induces spin-glass behavior?? and so random — eld
studies are restricted to higher x. There is excellent agreem ent between the random — eld
behavior of Fe,M g7 xC L and that of Fe,Zn; «F,. Som e studies have also m ade use of
the highly anisotropic C 0xZn; xF, system . A number of studies have been m ade in the
Jess anisotropic system M nyZn; xF,.The anisotropy n M nyZn; xF,, which is an all for
x = 10, decreages further upon dilution. N evertheless, theH = OREIM criticalbehavior of
M nyZng XF22g is quite consistent w ith that ofF e,Z nq XFZE% and allofthe RFIM experi-
mentsdoneon M nyZn; xF,; seem qualitatively consistent w ith those done In F e,Z2n; xF»
andFeM g1 xC L. Thesystem doesallow large applied elds relative to the anisotropy, al-
Jow iIng studies of the soin— op region e3ee, Eqrthed= 2RFIM ,RbCoM g; xF4 hasbeen
studied and appears to be an ideal system 23, T is very anisotropic and consists of layers
ofm agnetic ions w ith a singlke dom inant intralayer exchange interaction and an interlayer
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Interaction which is an aller by several orders of m agnitude.

D isagream ents am ong the various interpretations of experin entaldata have arisen w hen
concentration gradients cbscured the true random — eld behavior of a sam pl and were not
fully appreciated ,In the data analyses. A lfthough the gradient e ects have been exten-—
sively revjewedgq‘-”a, the problam is still relevant to Interpretations of recent experin ents,
as discussed below . Basically, one m ust realize that a concentration gradient w ill round
a transition and can a ect critical behavior m easurem ents drastically. It is best if the
gradients are unam biguously determ Ined independently of the critical behavior m easuring
techniques. The size of the gradient can then be ncorporated into the interpretation of
the critical behavior data. D isagream ents over interpretations ofdata n RFIM system s are
usually resolved once the e ect of concentration gradients are properly taken into acoount.

3 Scaling Behavior T heory

A Though the scaling behavior of the RFIM has been discussed extensively In previous re-
view s, we am phasize the salient points again since m any experin ents are addressing the
RFIM critical behavior and, unfortunately, not all of the current experin ental Interpreta—
tions being proposed are consistent w ith scaling theory. Static criticalbehavior for tem per—
atures very close to the second-order transition tem perature T, can generally be described
by power law behaviors which becom e exact as the reduced tem peraturet= T=T. 1! 0.
W e brie y list the ones m ost useful to us. The free energy has the asym ptotic behavior
F +¥ , and the speci c heat is correspondingly given by

Co=2A ¥j +B ; @3)

w here we Include a constant background tem which describbes the peak height when < 0.
Forthecaseswhere ! OandA*=A ! 1,we usethe symm etric Jogarithm ic form

Cp=AInij+B @)

Instead. Several critical param eters can be cbtained from neutron scatter:ing:?? . The corre-
Jation length for antiferrom agnetic uctuations has the form

1 .

= = 4 j:j H (5)
T he staggered susceptibility is

s= oF] : ©®)

For random — eld system s we have the disconnected staggered susogptibility

S= 0 F ™)
T he staggered m agnetization, the order param eter for antiferrom agnets, is given by

Ms=MoF) ®)
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which is only nonzero for t < 0. In these expressions + and are ort > 0 and < 0O,
respectively. T he exponents and the ratios for am plitudes above and below T, are universal
param eters comm on to all systam s sharing the sam e sym m etries. T he asym ptotic critical
exponents satisfy scaling relations such as

+ +2 =2 : ©)
T here are also hyperscaling relations that involve the din ension d such as
+ d=2 (10)

that hold for pure and REIM system s but are viclated In the RFIM , In which case Eq.:}-g
ism odi ed 2984 by the additional violation-ofhyperscaling exponent, ,with

+ d )=2 11)

AstheRFIM transition is approached by varyingH or T , one observes a crossover from
the zero— eld universality class to the REFIM one. T he crossover behavior can be describbed
by a crossover scaling function. For exam ple, the free energy is given by

F=13f f¢th, > ) ; 12)

where is the crossover exponent, is the zero— eld exponent and h, is the random —

eld strength. A consequence of crossover between di erent universality class behaviors
is that m easurem ents m ay not yield asym ptotic universal param eters unless the data are
su ciently close to T . Rather, one cbtains e ective exponents. T he scaling relations (not
the hyperscaling ones) between exponents are still approxin ately satis ed by the e ective
exponents2t. Another consequence of the crossover fiinction is a depression of the phase
transition tem perature given by

T.H)=Ty AH? HH? ; (13)

where b represents a anall m ean— eld shift also present in the pure system . The H-T
phase boundary curvature is detemm ined by . Fishm an and Ahamny:l showed that for the
crossover from pure to random -eld d = 3 behavior, = ,wih  _=_ 125 obtained from
theory and experin ent%%. A Ythough som e of the early experin ents23832? were Incorrectly
Interpreted as show ing this, t wasalso arguedga- that ismudh larger. T he latter resul now
appears to be universal, with = 142+ 0:03 cbtained forF e,Z2n; XFZEQ, =143 003
for M nyZn,; «F» 21 and = 141 005 brFeM g xClb 87, Aharony 38 predicted
that for a random -exchange to random — eld crossover, is several percent larger than
N eutron scattering m easurem ents?2 n F €462 NgsaF yielding = 131 003 con m this.
Thiswas sin ilarly veri ed %} ;mn M n,Zn; 4F, with the resulk = 1:36 0:08. The early
interpretations?383% that = 125 were in uenced by the concentration gradients in the
sam p]es@q and the resulting m isidenti cation of Ty .

T he scaling function has other consequences for random — eld antiferrom agnets. F ish—
m an and A harony' obtained

kKT =A;+ Ay} A3:f (14)
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for the static H = 0 uniform susceptbility for a system dom inated by the pure critical
exponents , and atH = 0. The experin ental system s, however, are dom nated by
random -exchange critical behavior at H = 0 and the correct relationship is thereforet?

kKT =2+ Ay3] A3 ; (15)

using the REIM egxponent and the REIM to RFIM crossover exponent . ForH > 0,
K Jeam ann, et al. &4 showed, by considering lading singularities in derivatives of the fiee
energy or H 6 0, that the eld dependence of the am plitude of the peaks in the speci c
heat, (@M =Q@T )y and (@M =@H )r is govemed by the exponentsy = 2= ) (~ )Py =
@e=)a+ ~ =2),andy= 2= )@+ ~ ),J:espect'_tfey,whereTjsﬂ'leRFM
speci c heat exponent. T he exponents can be determ ined from speci ¢ heat:fj and Faraday
rotation 82 experinents on FeZn; xFp; tobey _ 0d,y = 060 0:10, and y 0:97,
respectively. For FeygsM gpaC L,y = 056 005 “¢ or @M =@H ) . Since the exponents

= 142 003 and = 009 003 are known fairly accurately, we can invoke these
results as a strong indication from scaling that ~ 0 in good agreem ent w ith direct speci ¢
heat results discussed below . T here is am ple evidence that scaling workswell in allofthese
system s, despite recent argum ents®} to the contrary. Hence, at this tin e, experim ental
Interpretations should be constrained to agree w ith scaling theory.

4 Thed= 3RFIM Transition

The rstevidence that a phase transition occurs in the d = 3 Ising m odel cam e from the
critical behavior of the speci ¢ heat m easured usihg optical Iinear birefringence 2% ( n)
techniques, which m inim ize the e ects of concentration gradients since the laser beam is
directed perpendicularly to the concentration gradient. The proportionality 22#2 between
dg?) and them :'algnet]'c contrbution €y ) to the pulsed speci c heat (C) data has been
shown explicitly 544 orF eueZ NossF2 and F epo3Zngp7F2. In anisotropic system s the
Zeem an contribution to the birefringence is negligble at reasonable eds?l. I addiion,
Faraday rotation®? and susoepti)j],ji;ﬁ_q m easurem ents yield the gpeci cheat critical behav—
Jor. Recent clam s to the oonUaryﬂl:"ﬁlsa have no ’cl'l_eQJ:eU'C<’;1lbasjs:‘-12 and depend on analyses
of experin ental data which have been questioned'-‘-l? .

The speci c heat criticg]l behavior In the intem ediate range, 04 < x < 038, has been
measured In FeZn, Fo BYY and FeM g1 xClhb 4¢ with enough precision to determ ine
that ZFC data are welldescribed by a sym m etric logarithm ic divergence over a reasonable
range In t. At very an all 1j rounding is ocbserved and is attributed to the trem endous
critical slow ng down of the REFIM in dilite antiferrom agnets, as w ill be discussed in the
ollow iIng section. FC always yields behavior that is much m ore rounded because nite-
size m etastable clusters®42% are frozen in Just above TcH ). The region over which the
logarithm ic ZFC behavior and the dynam ic rounding are ocbserved increases wih H as
expected from crossover scaling Eq. ;L-g) and dynam ic scaling as discussed in the next
section. .

Figure 1 show s recent d(d?) and C, data fr a high m agnetic concentration sam pk®
F eg93Z2 ng,07F 2. W ehave subtracted the approxin ate large phonon contribution to Cp, leav-
ngonly Cp , so that the correspondence of the tw o techniques is apparent. W e accom plished
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Figure1: dt n) vs.T,whereA = 917 10 °K ! is the sam e proportionality constant found forpureF eF,,

and Cp =R A\;jsT. T forF ep:93Zno:07F2. The speci c heat has the phonon contrbution subtracted as discussed
in the text. ZFC data are shown In themain gures. The insets show theH = 7T FC data aswellas the
ZFC data for the d(dTn) case. The curves In the kft gure are the sam e as the curves In the gure on the
right except that they are rounded by the larger, m easured concentration gradient. For the speci c heat
inset, the ZFC data are not shown, for clarity, but the dotted line is the sam e as the solid ZFC lne in the

main gure. Just as In experim ents at lower concentrations, the birefringence and pulsed heat technigques
yield precisely the sam e behavior, incluiding FC ZFC hysteresis very close to Tc H ). The critical behavior

forH > 0 is closely approxin ated by a sym m etric, logarithm ic divergence.

this by assum ing the sam e proportiona]ityfq between C, and d(d?) found for both F eF,

and F eyueZ nps4F . The excess speci ¢ heat contrbution found for the H = 0 was then
subtracted from all the C, data sets. The solid curves in the C, gure are adapted from

those In the d(d?) one by rst num erically rounding the d(d?) data by the known gradient,
draw Ing sm ooth curves through them , and then transferring the curves to the C,, gure
w ith no other adjistm ents. The C,, peaks are not as sharp since the entire sam ple was
used, Increasing the e ects of concentration gradients relative to the d(d?) data which are
sensitive only to the gradient along the laser beam . C karly, the known gradient acoounts
well for the di erence in the C,, and dfj?) data. T he insets for both sets of data show the
FC behavioratH = 7T .TheFC data are m ore rounded than the ZFC . TheFC C, data
are shown in the inset on the right w ith the dg?) FC curve, rounded by the concentration
gradient in the sam em anner as the ZFC ones, shown as a solid curve. The FC curve corre-
soondswellw ith the C,, data. T he dotted curve corresponds to the ZFC and isthe sam e as
the solid one In them ain gure. For clarity, we do not show the ZFC data in the lnset. No
other ad justm ents have been m ade. C learly, the hysteresis ism uch m ore di cult to discem

in the speci cheat data:f@, but this is consistent w ith the Jarger concentration gradient. T he
hysteresis can only be cbserved in sam plesw ith extrem ely an allgradients. T his is certainly

one reason why som e experin ents on sam ples w ith appreciable concentration gradients fail
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to exhibit hysteresis. In all respects we see that the dg?) and C, data yield the same

critical behavior jist as was found previously “4 orF €946Z Ng54F . A s discussed below,
F ey.93Z2 ng7F 2 yields neutron scattering line shapes that are fundam entally di erent from
those obtained at lower m agnetic concentrations in that they do not show hysteresis well
below T.H ). Yet, the speci ¢ heat appears ram arkably sim ilar to that of lower m agnetic
concentrations. The symm etric, logarithm ic ( = 0) behavior for ZFC contrasts_w ith the
H = 0 data that are consistent w ith the expected asym m etric random —exchange@rI cusp.

For all concentrations there is a tem perature, Teq H ), below which hysteresis between
the FC and ZFC procedures plays a rok in the speci c heat as well as m ost other ex—
d(d?) data show precgisely the sam e hysteresis,
contradicting recent claim s4l. U sing a capacitance technjque::r’% on FeyyeZngssF, and
F egn72Z2 ng2sF 2, the equilbbrium boundary TeqH ) hasbeen shown to lie just above T H ),
scaling precisely in the sam em annerw ith 142. The nature of thisboundary is stillnot
entirely clear, though i is sharp enough to bem easured precisely. It could be related to the
extrem e critical dynam ics discussed in the next section or it could be related to a RFIM
soin-glasslke behavior 2324 between Teq® ) and T H ). Certainly one must be careful
about the data extrem ely close to T H ) since the system could be out ofeggﬂjbmm .

perim ents. W e em phasize that C,, and

Hysteresis In the speci ¢ heat is not well cbserved in ac techniques 29 used on the
Jess anisotropic system M nyZn; xF, at 6:6 Hz. The extram ely rapid heating and cooling
m ethod (LQK perm inute) ofm easuring speci cheat n F exM g1 xC L also show svery little
hysteresjs§4, although early neutron scatter:ing::r’e-’ and m easurem ents In this system clearly
exhbi hysteresis. Perhaps the tin e dependent techniques cbscure the di erence between
FC and ZFC, though this isnot yet clear. Recently, it was clain ed that in F eg5Z nosF, no
hysteresis is observed in the speci cheat?}. A Tthough there isno published description ofthe
proceduresused, som e con fctures can bem ade asto w hy the hysteresiswasm issed . Perhaps
the sam ple concentration gradient induced rounding of 03 K “1 cbscures the transition at
the ow ed ®8. The phase boundary m ight have been exoceeded at the high eld 2857,
Finally, if them easurem ents were not su ciently adiabatic, the hysteresism ay be obscured
as they appear to be in other tin e dependent m easurem entsc2B2. The answer is sin Pl
unclear at this tin e and the failure to observe hysteresis could be a com bination ofe ects.

W hereas all the high resolution speci ¢ heat m easurem ents done to date indicate a
sym m etric, logarithm ic divergence w ith no evidence for any accom panying background dis—
oontinuityéq ,M onte€ arlo sin ulations®%% indicate a cusp, w ith a large, negative exponent.
T his discrepancy between the exponents from sin ulation and experim ent is, as yet, unre—
solved and is certainly a m a pr challenge to be addressed. —

In contrast to the birefringence m easurem ents that rst showed evidence®18? ofa d=3
transition, early neutron scattering m easurem ents cbtained w ith the FC process were In—
terpreted as indicating a destroyed transition 94 . Upon FC, no Bragg scattering is ocbserved
for concentrations x < 0:8. Instead, a nitewidth shape approxin ated by a squared—
Lorentzian, as discussed below , appears. W e now know that long-range antiferrom agnetic
order is di cul to establish upon FC at low concentraton, but that a phase transition is
nevertheless the basis of the underlying physics. Long-range orderdoesoccur forT < T )

when the el isapplied affer ZFC and FC dom ains have been shown to bem etastable®l.
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Quite di erent phenom ena are observed at high m agnetic concentration. Recent scat—
tering m easurem entsb using a crystal of F ey.93Z ngg7F 2 Indicate a ZFC transition that is
as sharp as allowed by the concentration gradient x = 0:002. M ore In portantly, there is
no evidence of nonequilbrium hysteresis except extrem ely close to T¢ # ), as In the speci ¢
heat:? . W hat ism ost ram arkable is that the F e3.93Z ngg7F 2 neutron scattering line shapes
show little hysteresisat low T . For x < 0:8, such hysteresis has always been observed and
hasbeen am apr obstack to interpreting the critical scattering below T.H ). An in portant
distinction can be m ade between hysteresis seen in line shapes at lower concentration well
below T.#H ) which m ost likely originates in the lJarge num ber ofvacancies, and the rounding
near T, H ) that appears even at high m agnetic concentration. T he latterm ay wellhave to
dowith RFIM critical dynam ics as is clearly the case w ith the speci c heat behavior??.

T he Interpretation of the scattering results in RFIM studies is severely ham pered by
the lack of adequately characterized line shapes provided by theory. A s previously reviewed
In more detajl:f"@‘f, m ean— eld theory yilds an elastic scattering cross section of the form

2 A 2
S@= @+tMs" @=—F——71tMs

P+

for a pure system and, w ith an additional squared-Lorentzian tem ,

@; (16)

-2 5 + M
S

S@= @+ ‘@ @; 17

for a random — eld system 2. These expressions can be only approxinate for d = 2 or
d= 3 in pure or random systam s, as one can see from the required asym ptotic behaviors

©) 2 3 and 4©0) M 52 4 T3 . The correspondence between the
m easured line shapes and the m ean— eld line shapes In pure systam s is fairly good for
d = 3 shce 004 is small, though evidence for deviations from m ean— eld behavior

have been cbserved 84. A Ythough Pelcovits and A harony ¢ predict signi cant deviations
from the Lorentzian line shape forT < ToH ) nthed= 3REIM ,where isalso anall, no
de nitive evidence forthishasyet been cbserved in experin ents. Ford = 2, the discrepancy

betw een the line shapes of the pure system and m eap- eld theory ism ore evident®%3 since

= 1=4. For random — eld system s, 1=2 is large® and them ean— eld term s in Eq.:;L-:/: are
expected to be far from accurate. T he cbserved line shape In the random — eld system s is in
m any cases nconsistent w ith the Lorentzian in Eq..16, aswas rst shown by Yoshizawa, et
al?. However, the story is not as sin ple as adopting Eqg. :_l-"_] since this expression is often
inconsistent w ith the dataé?, particularly below T.®H ). Neverthelkss, Eq..l] is a start.
The rst neutron scattering observations of the d= 3 RFIM phase transition ég-, m ade
using F epZ np4F 5, showed that above the transition the ZFC line shapes are inconsistent
w ith the sihgle Lorentzian temn but can be t adequately by the sum of Lorentzian and
squared-LQrentzian temm s as In Eq. -_1-:/. N on-Lorentzian line shapes had been observed
prevjous]yqu for the m etastable dom ain state wellbelow T.#H ) after FC . From the tsto
the criticalbehavior ghove Teq H ), theestim ations = 100 003, = 175 020and =
35 03 ar obtained®?. An attem pt at a better characterization, including orT < T, #H ),
wasm ade® with the very hom ogeneous crystal F eyugZ nogsqF o . Several scans are shown
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Figure 2: N eutron scattering intensity, I (q) vs.q orF ep.46Z no:s4F2 and F ep:93Z no:07F2 after ZFC . Above
T. #H ), detem Ined from the peak in the critical scattering, both sam ples exhibit Lorentzian plus squared-
Lorentzian line shapes. Below Tc H ), the F ep.46Z No:54F 2 crystalshow s a resolution lin ited lineshape which
confom s to neither a Lorentzian nor a squared-Lorentzian line shape In addition to the Bragg scattering
peak. T he B ragg scattering decreases dram atically at this concentration asT. H ) is approached and showsa
Jarge hysteresis upon tem perature cycling below T. H ). Thisbehavior is consistent w ith the system breaking
into large, intertw ined, weakly interacting dom ains, a result of the very large num ber of vacancies at this
concentration. In contrast, the F ep:93Z no:07F2 crystalexhibits Lorentzian line shapesbelow T. H ) wih no
sign of dom ain form ation. N o hysteresis for fyj> 0 is observed wellbelow T. H ), lndicating equilibrium

behavior. The Bragg intensity rem ains large extrem ely close to Tc (H ), indicating that  is very sm all, In

agreem ent w ith sin ulations.

in Fig. 2. A Ythough the ZFC scattering above T # ) is indeed fairly well tby Eq.d7, the
scattering line shapesbelow T. H ) are certainly not. Below T. H ) the m easured scattering
pro lsaremuch too narrow , being essentially resolition lin ted forallT < T, H ) Instead
ofhaving a w idth that variesas (T ). Furthem ore, the Intensity ofthe B ragg com ponent is
surprisingly sm allnear T. H ) and qualitatively it appears as if the B ragg peak transfom s
into the non-Lorentzian, resolution—Iim ited scattering contribution as T () is approached
from below . Finally, a peak in the g= 0 scattering intensity is cbserved®8 at T. @ ) upon
ZFC and the height of the peak grow s approxin ately logarithm ically w ith tin e, a resul of
the extram ely slow dynam ics. Such a peak isdi cul to ocbserve nom ally but is evident in
this case because the B ragg scattering, which usually swam ps the critical uctuation peak,
is abnom ally sn all just below ToH ). \o
A though it is clear that the scattering is peculiar and interesting, extinction e ects 7
give pause to direct interpretations of the B ragg scattering intensities In the F eyugZ np54F o
experin ents. H igh quality crystals scatter neutrons that are precisely aligned for the B ragg
scattering condition in the rst ten m icrons or so of m aterdial. A s the scattering cross
section dim lnishes upon approaching T.#H ), the scattering simply occurs over a larger
volum e. Hence, the scattered Intensity is saturated and does not exhibit the power law
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behavior in Eq.§. Thisdi cul problem hasbeen overcom e by exam ining /% an epitaxjal:zz.
Feys2ZnpgsF, In of thickness 34 m, grown on a ZnF, substrate. The In is thin
enough to avoid extiction e ects but thick enough ( 10% lattice spacings) ord = 3
critical behavior.

T he neutron scattering results fortheH = 0 Bragg J'p_tensit:yﬂ ofthe Im are consistent
wih REIM behavior. Hence, the In is high enough 22 i quality to reliably re ect the
d= 3 criticalbehavior. T he scattering intensity forg> 0, com ing sokly from a Lorentzian
contribution, is too weak to be observed in the In . ForH > 0 the scattering resuls are
highl unusual. The ZFC Bragg intensity vs. T has the opposite curvature to that observed
forH = 0, so the Bragg scattering Intensity is very sm allquite farbelow T.H ). The loss
ofthe ZFC Bragg intensity is irreversible below T, H ). Thisbehavior has been interpreted
as the system breaking into two intertw ned dom ains w ith equal numbers of spins in a
sim ilar pattem to that observed in FC simulations?? at low T . The fom ation of dom ains
is observed to be rreversble below T, H ), a resylt that is consistent w ith the irreversibility
observed in m agnetization and optical studied4#98? . Inside the dom ains the soins are well
ordered. T he dom ain walls at this concentration x  0:5) are abl to pass predom nnantly
through the num erous vacancies, oosu'ngllt'he system very little energy. It is clear that the
In ry-M a dom ain wall energy argum ents? fail here since the energy needed to create such
a dom ain wall is Insigni cant com pared to the Zeam ann energy decrease. Furthem ore, the
dom ains are only weakly interacting and each contributes to the phase transition at T H ).
Since the dom ains form wellbelow T, #H ), neutron scattering m easuram ents are unable at
this concentration to determ ine the critical behavior of the order param eter. A nother piece
of evidence indicating that the hysteresis for T H ) com_es from dom ain form ation is found
In the experim ental resuls of x—ray scattering studies?? at the surface of M No:75Z2 NgosFo.
In the presence of surface defects, no hysteresis is cbserved, m ost likely a resul ofthe defects
preventing the form ation of the two intertw ining dom ains. W hen an identical sam ple was
polished, ram oving the m a prity of defects, the hysteresis reappeared.

In both the In (F eps2Zngagly) and buk F epugZ ngseF o) studies, we nd a large
resolution-lim ited scattering line shape below the transition that isnot well tby either a
Lorentzian or squared-Lorentzian term . It ism ost likely that this non-Lorentzian scattering
pro ke is a signature of dom ain structure that form sbelow T.H ) even upon heating after
ZFC .W ih this structure present it is very di cul to detemm ine the critical behavior of
the RFIM below the transition. Local probes like NM R Qq, M ossdbauer or SR in principle
could yield the order param eter critical behavior, but prove to be com plicated because of
the spatial variations w ithin the system . Thism otivated an investigation at a m uch higher
concentration, where the vacancy concentration is sm all enough that dom ain walls cannot
easily avoid a large energy cost of form ation. Since hysteresis at low tem peratures is seen in
the work 7} on M Ng:75% no.%5F2, it is clear that one m ust go to even higher concentrations.
P relin inary m easuram ents® using the F ey.93% Ng.7F» crystalseam to con m the idea; the
hysteresis in the scattering pro ke at low tem peratures is elim nated.

T he abrupt change In line shape ofF ey.93Z ngg7F 2 at Tc H ) is striking. Figure 2 show s
scans taken just above and Justbelow ToH ) atH = 7 T .Just 013K below T. #H ) the line
shape is lncom patible w ith any signi cant squared-Lorentzian term . A Lorentzian temm ts
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Figure 3: vs.T and vs.T PrF e.93Z2ng.07F2 orH = 0 and 7 T, obtained from prelim inary analysis

of the neutron scattering line pro les for §j> 0. ForH = 7T and T > T H ), the §j> 0 scattering is t

to a Lorentzian plus squared-Lorentzian lneshape. A Lorentzian was used in allother cases. ForH = 7T,

the open triangles are for ZFC and the lled ones are for FC . T he lack of hysteresis indicates equilibbrium

behavior. The solid curves are ts to the data. However, forH = 7T and T < T H ), no power law
describes the data well, so no curve is shown for this case.

fairly well. The absence of the non-Lorentzian com ponent ism ost lkely a signature of the
stability of the lJong—range order right up to T #H ). Above T. # ), on the other hand, the
line shapes arem uch m ore com patbl with a tto a Lorentzian plus squared-Lorentzian as
n Eqg. -_l-j . The abrupt disappearance of the Bragg peak at T, H ), lndicating a very sm all
value for , contrasts greatly the behavior cbserved at low er concenfrafions n F ¢,Zn; xF,.
A snallvalueof isconsistent w ith theory and sin ulation results?2®278  The only previous
experin entalm easurem ent!? of is from dilation experin ents on the low er concentration
sam ple F eyugZ ngsaF, which indicates 1=8. This suggests that the sn all exponent
value holds for lower concentrations even though the neutron scattering B ragg intensity
cannot show it. The snallvalue of is perhaps suggestive ofa rst-order trangition, but
no latent heat is cbserved in the speci c heat In the experim ents or sin u]ations:?':f“f'ﬂ?@q .

At the lower m agnetic concentrations, severe hysteresis is cbserved in the line shapes
below T.H ). In the case of F €y.93Z ngn7F 2, however, the lne shapes for g > 0 do not
exhib i hysteresis except for the region near T H ) where critical dynam ics dom inate. The
B ragg intensity does show som e hysteresis, being som ew hat Jarger upon FC, but this is an
extinction e ect!? re ecting the fact that longrange order on length scales wellbeyond the
Instrum ental resolution is not established upon FC, m ost lkely a result of RFIM dynam ics
very close to TcH ). T he tem perature dependence of the B ragg intensity is essentially the
sam e for the Bragg intensity upon ZFC and FC wellbelow T-H ).

E vidently, ifwe can extract the criticalbehavior in the F €y.93Z ng.07F 2 sam ple, it should
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represent the equilbrium behavior since it is history independent. U nfortunately, the lack
of a theoretical scattering line shape that goes beyond the m iskading m ean— eld theory of
Eq.:_l-:l has severely lim ited the extraction of criticalparam etersbelow T. (H ). Experim ental
work In this area is ongoing w ith progress anticipated, but theoretical work is also much
needed In the near fiture. Above the transition the tsto Eq. :1.-2: seam to work fairly well
and one can extract the exponents, abeit w ith trepidation regarding exact results. The
results or and wvs. T are shown In Fig. 3 along with ts represented by the solid
curves. Fitsweremade rallofthe H = Odataand orT > TcH ) with theH = 7T
data. No suji:abille tto a power law is obtained for T < T.#H ) and no curves are shown.
P relin nary ts:? forT > TcH ) yeld = 093 003, = 171 006and = 30 041
for 10 2 < t< 10 #. These values are In reasonable agreem ent w ith earlier experin ental
results®? at x = 0:6 m entioned above but are in disagreem ent w ith other estin ations w here
the transition appears distinctly rounded 8! from concentration gradients. (Larger values
for have been obtained In other studies, but only because T (H ) hasbeen taken to bewell
below them nmum In In sam plsw ith relatively large gradient induced rounding.) T here
is reasonably good agreem ent between the exponents obtained from neutron scattering in
F ey.93Z2 ngn7F 2 and those obtained from M onte C arlo sim ulations. For exam pl, Rjegerfq
ocbtains =11 02, =17 02, = 33 06,and = 0:00 0:05 for a Gaussian
distribution of random elds. The scattering results are also reasonably consistent w ith

recent high tem perature expansion 83 results or and

Keeping In m ind the uncertainty conceming the scattering line shape appropriate for
analyzing the F ey.93Z ngo7F» data, the prelin inary scattering exponents above T.H ),
= 11 and and from the speci c heat, 0, satisfy the sin ple scaling relation in
Eq.:_9 if issnallas expected from theory. In stark contrast, a typical result from, M onte
Carlo sinulations is that is large and negative, for example = 05 02 89, Nev-
ertheless, the soeci ¢ heat exponent is the m ost consistent experim ental exponent. N ote
that the m easured am plitude ratio A* =A  is very close to unity which is consistent w ith a
logarithm ic divergence. A 1so, as dem onstrated in section 3, am plitude scaling relations for
dilute antiferrom agnets strongly indicate 0.
W e can use Eq:_l-;' and the measured exponent = 093 or T > T.H ) to estin ate
the violation of hyperscaling exponent = 0:85. Using the relations = (4 ) and
= 4 ) wih the valies from scattering = 171 and = 30, we can estin ate
= 016 and = 0:{77. These values are an aller than theoretical estin ates, but they are
very prelin nary and further m easurem ents and analysis w ill certainly re ne them in the
near future. The point to be m ade is that we are nally alm ost at the stage w here serious
com parison w ith theory can bem ade, though we are greatly ham pered by not know ing the
correct line shape.

Finally, we should brie y m ention a very recent suggestion by B irgeneau, et ald? that
the unusual curvature of the Bragg intensity versus T is actually a rounding of the phase
transition at interm ediate concentrations —the \trom pe Yoeil" phenom enologicalm odel, as
they have labelled it. Tt was introduced In an attem pt to describe the scattering, m ag—
netization and speci ¢ heat behavior of the d = 3 RFIM phase transition in the lower
concentration antiferrom agnets F ey5Z ngsF, and M nggsZngosF,. The interpretation of
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Figure 4: Ovs. T atf= 1Hz HrFeyusZnos3F, or applied edsH = 08,1%6,24,32 and 4MA /m.

O pen circles are ZFC data and lled circles are FC . Them ain contrdbution to the peak is from G ri ths-lke

clusters which form above T. H ). The sn aller peak, which is resolved only at Jarger elds and only upon

FC, is at the actualphase transition. From the dependence of the sm allZFC peak height vs. the frequency,

the dynam ics can be ascertained. T he behavior is consistent w ith a power law w ith a very large dynam ic

exponent or w ith activated dynam ics. The Inset shows a tto the broad peak atH = 32 M A /m using a
phenom enological G ri thsclister m odel

the data in thism odelcon icts sharply w ith the interpretations presented in this review “g,
since it clearly violates scaling for H > 0, which was developed by K leem ann, et al® and
Fishm an and Aharony* and is described in section 3. The authors take this as evidence
that the scaling theory is lncorrect. T he Interpretation requiresthat thepeak in @M =QT )y
coincide w ith the peak in (@M 52=@T )u and, to accom odate this, the (@M 52=@T )g data are
adjusted w thin the themm om etry uncertainties. T he shifts of the data weaken the m otiva—
tion for the new m odel and the argum ent that scaling fails. T he proposed m odel requires
that the uniform m agnetization couple strongly tg_the antiferrom agnetic long-+range order
and this has not yet found theoretical m otivation “l. Themodel also depends on the spe-
cicheat n F egs5Z ngsF, show ing no hysteresis, but such hysteresis has been observed in
pulsed heat experim ents using F ey.46Z Ngs4F > “and F €0:93Z Ng:p7F 2 8 crystals w ith very
an all concentration gradients.

5 CriticalD ynam ics ofthe d= 3 RFIM Transition

T he critical dynam ics of the d = 3 RFIM transition are extraordinarily slow . M any of
the experim ents in F e,Z2n; 4F, orH > 0 that would nom ally be considered static m ea—
surem ents have shown behavior w ith approxim ately logarithm jg tim e dependence. These
Inclide neutron cJ::ii'jca]igcatter:ing:Ejfz and capaciance tedn.m'ques92 . Spin-echo neutron scat—
tering techniques show 8} that very an all elds su ce to freeze the system over the entire
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critical region 1j< 0:d In the nanosecond tin e regine. The m ost direct m easurem ents
of the RFIM critical dynam ics are of the peak height of the ac susceptibility. The st
susceptibility m easurem ents on a RFIM  antiferrom agnet were performed on GdA 103 :La
by Rohrerf?. A Ihough at the tim e it was thought that the very rounded transition was
evidence of the destruction of the d = 3 RFIM trgnsition, it is now understood that the
rounding is caused by slow dynam ics. K ing, et al.®? m easured the peak height in the ac
susceptbility of F ey.4¢Z nosaF o as a fiinction of frequency and showed that the behavior is
consistent w ith either a power law behavior

U = I (s = R N (18)
where z 14 has an unusually lJarge value, or w ith activated dynam ics w ith
) ¥ cm!) ; (19)

where _ is the violation-ofhyperscaling exponent CEq.:_l-_i), as predicted by V ilainé? and
Fisher®?. Later Nash, et al.®? extended the m easurem ents on the sam e sam ple to a very

large frequency range of5 10 3 =2 10° H z and showed that activated dynam ics are
favored by thedatawih = 105 02. Thisis i accord w ith the violation of hyperscaling
relation d ) = 2 using the m easured values of 1 and 0, though it has

been suggested that corrections to scaling should be considered e1. However, the picture
changed substantially when, recently, B inek, K uttler and K leam ann #4 dem onstrated that
In Fepy7Znps3F, the peak in the ac susoeptbility studied previously is not that of the
phase transjtion itself but rather is due prim arily to the dynam ics of G ri ths-like spatial

uctuations®? above T.H ). kwas shown that the true critical peak corresponding to the
phase transition is but a sm all peak that is not resolved at low elds and was therefore
m issed In earlier studies, as shown in Fig. 4. The shape of the peak is consistent w ith
the exponent 0 obtained in other experim ents. H igh resolution m easurem ents for a
frequency range 3 10 * ! 3 10% Hz again show that the peak is adequately described
by either the power law with an unusually large exponent, z 14, or w ih activated
dynam ics. T he critical peak, visbl only upon ZFC, is surprisingly weak, indicating that
only a small portion of the spins are involved in the phase transition. This is consistent
w ith the very small peak observed In speci c heat experin ents at this concentration 24.
T he larger peak has been related %4 to G ri thslke instabilities in the tem perature range
between T. H ) and Ty , asdiscussed In the next section. Furtherre nam ent ofthe theory for
the ac susceptbility peaks and investigation of other sam ples, for exam pl F €y.93Z ng97EF 2,
may eventually settle the question of which dynam ic model best tsthe d = 3 REIM
In dilute antiferrom agnets. The unusual RFIM dynam ics have also been cbserved 8 n
FeysM gpa3C L using Faraday rotation techniques, where a sym m etric logarithm ic peak is
seen w ith rounding. A t of the peak height to a power law behavior yieldsz = 8:3.

6 Thed= 2D estroyed RFIM Transition
In contrast to the d = 3 case, &t is clear from theory U822 that the d = 2 phase transi-
tion is destroyed by the random eld. Experim entally this was dem onstrated de nitively
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Figure5: d( n)=dT vs.T and theg= 0peak intensity vs. T forthed= 2RFIM system RI»C 0p:s5M go:15F 4.

T he birefringence data show that the application ofthe random  eld destroys the transition. T he data show

no hysteresis near Tc (H ), which Indicates equilibbrium behavior. T he neutron scattering peak Intensities are

obtained after ZFC and FC .At low tem peratures the long-range antiferrom agnetic order B ragg com ponent

is stable. As T is increase, the long-range order becom es unstable and decays, wellbelow the tem perature
region of the destroyed phase transition. N o long-range order is observed upon FC .

in RpCoxM g1 xF4 by the birefringence experin ents of Ferreira, et al.gz-' and (@M =@T )y
experin ents of kedad. dg?) isproportionalto them agnetic speci cheat®? and isparticu—
larly in portant for low dim ensional system sw here the phonon speci c heat is considerable.
The transition for H = 0 is well described experim entally by a sym m etric logarithm ic di-
vergence. However, even relatively an all applied elds round the transition, as is evident
In Fig. 5. This behavior contrasts greatly wih d = 3 rounding cbserved upon FC since
the d = 2 crystal is in equilbrium above and below the H = 0 transition and no hystere—
sis is observed upon FC and ZFC .A s the eld increases, the rounding also Increases in a
way oconsistent w ith the random — eld scaling function Eqg. g'g.') with a crossover exponent

= 1:75, which is approxin ately equalto the zero— eld staggered susceptibility exponent'?q
as expected.

W hereasthebehaviornear Ty is In excellent accord w ith theory, the physicsofd = 2 di-
lute antiferrom agnets,at low tem peraturesm ay not be equivalent to that of the ferrom agnet
with random elds®i®3. The Iow T behavior is discussed in the next section.

T he neutron scattering line shapes were studied when the sampl was FC to tem per-
atures well below the destroyed phase transition 22 where nonequilbriim behavior dom i
nates. T he Lorentzian plus squared-Lorentzian line shape ofE q:_l-]' works quite wellas does
a Lorentzian to a pow er of approxin ately 3=2. A Ithough no com prehensive study has been
m ade ofthe line shapesnear T, #H ), prelin inary indications are that the squared-L.orentzian
scattering term is relatively unin portant In R, C og.gsM gpas5F 4 In thisequilbbrium 1egjon9‘% .
This con icts w ith the m ean— eld theory that predicts that the squared-Lorentzian should
be just as mportant ord = 2 and d = 3 near T. (H ) and suggests that the m ean— eld
argum ents for the squared-Lorentzian are not particularly relevant. T his problem deserves

further study.
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7 Low Tem perature D ynam ics in d= 3 and d= 2

Thedynam icsoftheRFIM below T, #H ) in dilute antiferrom agnets have been explored using
Squid m agnetom etry In F ey.46Z nps4F 2 by Ledem an, et al®a fter nducing dom ainsusing
the FC procedure, the relaxation of the m etastable dom ain walls has been m easured as a
function of tin e. The excess m agnetization from the dom ain walls scales as the inverse
of the dom ain sizel?. The dynam ics for a variety of elds and tem peratures have been
characterized. Below T, H ), which is approxin ately equal to the equiliorium line Teq® ),
and above the another line T; # ), the tin e dependence of the dom ain wall size R (t) is
consistent w ith the expression introduced by V illain :?g, R () H ® m@E= ), where is
a soin— I tim e. This indicates that the dynam ics are govemed by the pinning from the
random — eld uctuations. Below T, H ) at lower elds, the random — eld pinning seem s to
be insigni cant relative to the pinning from vacancies, which are known to freeze In dom ain
structure even at zero e]d:fl'?"-zg’:g ford= 3. Atvery ow T forall elds the Ising character
of the spins is su cient to freeze the dom ain structure. It is not yet clear how this picture
m ight change w ith variation in the m agnetic concentration. T he tin e dependence cbserved
by Ledem an, et al. is consistent w ith regent dom ain grow th near T, # ) observed by Feng,
etal?lmF e5ZNgsFo In a very ]argem eld H = 55T . The line shape w idth decreases
wih tinenear T. H ) but not at low tem peratures. The sn aller eld behavior hasnot been
probed. REFIM dynam ics have also been observed using M onte C arlo technjques:?? .

Thelow T dynam icsofthed= 2RFIM dilite antiferrom agnet Rb,C 0p.gsM gg.15F 4 were
probed using neutron scattering technjquesgga . No Bragg,peak develops upon cooling w ith
H > 0 since the equilbrium phase transition is destroyedQZ- . Instead, a non-Lorentzian-like
scattering line shape devellops§2 wellbelow the rounded transition. O n the other hand, if
the system is ZFC, longrange order is observed to be stabk at Iow T forH > 0. Upon
heating, a tem perature region is reached where the Bragg scattering peak decays. This
region, shown In Fig. 5, iswellbelow the destroyed phase transition as seen by com paring
w ith the birefringence data 13, also in Fig. 5. The tin e dependence of the decay of the
B ragg Intensity at the stespest slope in the B ragg intensity, Tr , versus T is observed to be
approxin ately logarithm ic. Furthem ore, the scaling behavior Ty T H % is chserved
wih = 174 002, In good agreem ent w ith the random — eld crossover exponentgg
1:75. Hence, the instability of the long-range order is certainly connected w ith the random —

eld behavior. Just as In the case of d = 3, once the dom ains are introduced into the
systam below Ty and the eld istumed o , the domainsramain forT < Ty even though
the ground state is long-range order.

T he dynam ics of dom ain form ation at low tem peratures have been studied very close
to the percolation threshold in RIC opgoM JpuoF 4 by Ikeda, et aLidd using neutron and
m agnetization techniques. Currently, the behavior is being investigated 23 at higher con-
centration in Rb2C 0Op .g5M go;15F4 .

8 Gri ths-like Phase in D ilute A ntiferrom agnets

G ri ths 2% showed that them agnetization in dilute m agnets isnonanalyticin H atH = 0
below the transition tem perature ofthe corresponding pure system . T his isa consequence of
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the random ness of the Iocalm agnetic concentration . E vidence for dilution-induced G ri ths

instabilities has been cbserved &4 by studying the deviations from the CurieW eiss behav-
ior of °which appears at the pure N eel tem perature and extends down to the transition
tem perature In F epy7Z2ngps3F2 and K 2CupgZnppF2. A sin ilar, but much stronger e_ect
isobserved In F ey47Z ng53F 2 once random  elds are introduced. B inek and K leem ann < ooue
were abk to descrbe the eld-induced G ri thsdke peak n %, seen as the broad peak in
Fig. 4, using a phenom enological Lorentzian density distribution of local critical tem pera—
turesbetween T, (0) = Ty and T.H ) wih a corresponding power law | O behavior at each
tem perature. T hese phenom ena have only recently been Jnveslugated in d= 2 system s.

9 Thed= 3RFIM at Large M agnetic D ilution and Large F ields

N ew physicsem erges once the percolation thresholdx 024 nF e,Z2n; «F, isapproached.
T he system_behaves much lke a spm-g]assl-ogéo% aswas rst discovered by M ontenegro,
et al.104 £07 . This behavior takes place even though the frustrating exchange interactions
n FesZny Fy are very an a]l'le. N ear the percolation threshold, even tiny frustrating
Interactions are predicted to becom e inportantE?. For Ising systam s, i is also expected
that the dynam ics even In zero eld should be extrem ely slow o_si. Both of these m ay
contrbute to the spin-glassdike behavior, although cgm puter simn ulations seem to indicate
that the an all frustrating interactions are su cient 1744, Very close to the percolation
threshold, for x = 025 and x = 027, no Bragg peak, and hence no antiferrom agnetic
ordering, is cbserved in zero eld with neutron scattering d_ _(Interestingly, this does not
seam to have been observed_nn the related anisotropic system - Oq CopoeZ nga4F, or In the
weakly anisotropic system a1 M nyZni; xF,. The antiferrom agnetic correlation length
ram ains sm alland constant for T below approxim ately 10 K (Ty = 784 K forpureF eFy).
M ossbauer m easuram ents indicate a com petition between antiferrom agnet and spin-glass—
like ordergl-]: . The tem perature below which rem ains constant is jast the endpoint of the
de A Ineida-Thouless line TegH ). The ToH ) curvature is described we]lby a crossover
exponent = 34, the sam e exponent m easured in canonical spin-glassest 2 For a higher
concentration, x = 0:31, a m ore com plicated phase diagram is ocbserved '-194. The low-—

eld behavior is the sam e as cbserved for higher concentrations, ie. the low — eld phase is
antiferrom agnetic and = 142. Asthe eld increases, the curvature changesto = 34
and no antiferrom agnetic order is cbserved below Teq#H ). The large eld induces the
soin-glass-like behavior away from percolation. A s we m ove to even higher concentrations,
x = 05, very high elds are needed to probe the region above the antiferrom agnetic phase,
as shown by Lin g, et al.t?l em plying high— eld m agnetization m easurem ents. C om puter
sin ulations?? indicate that below x  0:6, weak frustration a ects the ordered state of the
REIM in dilute antiferrom agnets.

In the lss amsotroch system M ngasZngesF2, som ewhat sin ilar behavior to that in
Feys1ZnpgoF, is observed'llr‘: In m agnetization and ac susceptibility studies. T here is som e
Indication that the phase diagram sm ay di er in som e respects and this is currently under
Investigation. A de A Imeida-Thouless Inewih = 34 isobserved OrM ngs3s5Z2 ngesks.

A spin—glasslike phase has also been ocbserved above them ixed phasein Fe,M g xC b
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for relatively largem agnetic oonoentcatjonsl.ll_% . Slow dynam icsare observed forthem etastable
dom aln structure w ithin the m ixed antiferrom agneticparam agnetic phasegg . Them am ory
of dom ain structure is preserved upon decreasing the eld to zero and even upon eld
reversal. Them em ory e ect is also observed after entering the spin-glass-like phase.

10 First-order to Second-order Transition in FeM g xClb

R ecently the m etam agnetic transition in Fe,M g1 xC L for has been studied optically and
w ith com puter sin u]atjonszl-‘! . Rounding of the m etam agnetic transition is Interpreted as
the driving of the transition from rst-order to second-order by random elds and random —
eld-induced dom ain structure. The dom ain structure is optically cbserved to be greatly
alered by the dilution-induced random elds. This is in accord w ith predictions that
quenched in pur:ii‘jesglﬁ and random elds™% can drive a phase transition from rst-order
to second-order. T he concentration at which the m etam agnetic transition becom es second—
order is estin ated to be x = 0:6. For su cient dilution the rst-order nature of the transi-
tion is Jost when the avalanche of dom ain  jpping no longer Involyes n nite length scales.

U niversalbehavior is predicted for this nonequilbriim Uansjijongl-—’: .

11 OtherRFIM System s

A though a great deal of the experin ents shedding light on the RFIM have beelr_l_done
on dilute antiferrom agnets, other systam s have been studied as well. K leem ann 118 has
reviewed random — eld dom ain states In ferroelectric and structural phase transitions. T he
criticalbehavior ofthe RFIM structuralphase transition In D yA s,V 10 4 hasbeen studied
extensively 1 and ocom pared to the dilute antiferrom agnet. Neutron and light scattering
experin ents have been done on binary m xtures In silica gels 12 . Certanly more RFIM

realizations w illbe studied in the future and w ill signi cantly add to our understanding as
well as incorporate aspects of the dilute antiferrom agnet resuls.

12 Conclusions

T here is good reason to be optim istic about achieving a good characterization of d = 3
RFIM critical behavior in the near future. E xperin ents are nearly at the point where se—
rious com parisons between theory and experin ent can be m ade. T his is possible since the
high concentration crystals show no evidence for the fom ation of dom ain structure or for
hysteresis in the line shapes well below the transition, two aspects of the experin ents at
low er concentration that have been severe in pedin ents. It would be interesting to Investi-
gate ifthe rem arkable di erence In the behaviorat high and low m agnetic concentration isa
resul of a concentration critical point below which the long—range order becom es unstable.
O ne outstanding problem isthe lack ofa theoretically derived line shape to use In analyzing
data; the m ean—- eld argum ents are clearly inadequate. W hen such a theory is developed,
m ore reliable critical exponents and am plitude ratios w ill be derived from the scattering
data.
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Two kinds of hysteresis can now be distinguished ford = 3. At low m agnetic concen-
trations, vacancies cause irreversibilities and dom ain form ation which are m ost evident in
scattering experim ents. At all concentrations where transitions take place, there appears
to be hysteresis, cbservable in all experim ents, that m ay be attrbutabl to random — eld
critical dynam ics. For d = 2, hysteresis occurs only at low tem peratures, well below the
rounded transition. T he dynam ics ofdom ain form ation in this region are stillbeing studied.

G i thslke dom ain structure dom inates the ac suseptibility in the d = 3 random — eld
transition in F ep.46Z Ng54F 2 . It ram ains a task to determ ine w hether the am all critical peak,
recently discovered, yields power-law or activated dynam ics.

N ear the percolation threshold, it appears that the d = 3 Ishg system FeZni xF»
behaves very much lke a spin-glass despite having only sm all frustrating interactions.
The behavior in the m ore isotropic M nyZn; xF, is beihg studied to elicidate the role
of anisotropy in the spin—glasslke behavior. In related studies, interm ediate concentration
crystals of F e,Zn1 yF, are being studied in the high— eld 1im it.

R ecent experim ents have addressed the random — eld e ects on rst-order transitions
nhFeM g xCL. The rstorder transition appears to be driven to be second-order w ith
su ciently strong random elds, In agreem ent w ith theory.

A reasonable understanding of the random — eld Ising m odel as realized in dilute anti-
ferrom agnets is em erging, though there is considerable work yet to be done. A 1l aspects
of the rich behavior of these dilute antiferrom agnets are In portant to characterize partly
for their Intrinsically interesting properties and partly because other m aterials m ay show
one orm ore of the characteristics. T he antiferrom agnets are the best studied and probably
the m ost easily understood system s. In trying to understand the behavior In m ore com —
plkex system s, one w ill have to keep In m ind the array of possible behaviors. Certainly, the
random — eld physicsw illbe ncorporated into the descriptions ofm any im portant m aterials
In the future.
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