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A bstract. T heoretical foundations ofthe problem ofquantum spin tunnel-
Ing in m agnetic nanostructures are presented. Severalm odel problm s are
considered in detail, including recent new results on tunneling in antiferro—
m agnetic nanoparticles and topologically nontrivialm agnetic structures in
system s w ith reduced din ension.

1. Introduction

It is well known that m agnetic ordering is an essentially quantum phe—
nom enon. A ccording to the Bohr { van Leeven theorem (see, eg. [L]),
the m agnetization of a them odynam ically equilbrium classical system of
charged particles is zero even In presence ofan extemalm agnetic eld.C las—
sical theordes of m agnetic properties were based on certain assum ptions go—
Ingbeyond the lim its of classical physics (eg., the existence of stablem icro—
particles w ith nonzero m agnetic m om ent assum ed in Langevin’s theory of
param agnetism [l]). The nature of m agnetic ordering was revealed only
after the discovery of m odem quantum m echanics In the works of H eisen—
berg, Frenkeland D orfm an. In 30s, m any rem arkable results were obtained
w ithin the m icroscopic quantum theory: B loch R] predicted the existence
ofm agnons and low -tem perature behavior of m agnetization; Bethe B]lwas
able to construct the com plete set of excited states for a spjn—% chain, In-
cluding nonlinear soliton-type excitations (spn com plexes).

The undivided rule’ of the quantum theory of m agnetiam lasted only
til11935, when in the wellknown work Landau and Lifshitz 4] form ulated
the equation describing the dynam ics of m acroscopic m agnetization of a
ferrom agnet (FM ). W hen deriving the Landau-Lifshiz (LL) equation, a
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quantum picture ofm agnetic ordering w as used, particularly, the exchange
nature of spIn Interaction, but the LL equation itself has the form of a
classical equation for the m agnetization M” . Later on the basis of the LL
equation them acrosocopic theory ofm agnetism wasdeveloped and enom ous
num ber of various phenom ena w ere describbed [B, 6] (@n overview ofm odem
phenom enological theory of m agnetically ordered m edia can be also found
In thisbook In the kcture by V G Bar'yakhtar).

T his kecture presents an Introduction to the foundations of a new , fast—
developing topic in the physics of m agnetisn , M acroscopic Q uantum Tun-—
nelling M QT).Letus rstaddressbrie y the scope ofproblem sbelonging
to this eld.M QT prcblm s can be roughly divided into two m ain types.
F irst ofall, there are phenom ena connected w ith the underbarrier transition
from a m etastable state, corresponding to a Iocalm inimum of the m agnet
energy, to a stable one. Such e ects were observed In low -tem perature re—
m agnetization processes n snallFM particles as well as In m acroscopic
sam ples (due to the tunneling depinning of dom ain walls), see the recent
review [7]. Such phenom ena of \quantum escape" are typicalnot only for
m agnets, eg. quantum depinning of vortices contributes signi cantly to
the energy losses in HT SC m aterials B].

Here we w ill concentrate on another type of phenom ena, the so—called
owherentM Q T . To illustrate theirm ain feature, let us consider a snm allFM
particle with the easy axis along the O z direction. If the particle size is
an all enough (much lss than the dom ain wall thickness ), the parti
cke is In a single-dom ain state, because the exchange Interaction m akes the
appearance of a state w ith m agnetic lnhom ogeneities energetically unfavor-
able. Then, from the point of view of classical physics, the ground state of
the particle is tw ofold degenerate. T hose tw o states correspond to two local
m inin a of the anisotropy energy and are m acroscopically di erent since

they have di erent values ofm acroscopic m agnetization M = Mge,.The
situation isthe sam e as in the elem entary m echanical problem ofa particle
n twowell potential U (x) having equivalent m inima at x = a, see Fig.

1. In classical m echanics the m inim um of energy corresgpoonds to a particle
Jocated In one of the two localm inim a of the potential.

However, from quantum m echanics textbooks i iswellknown that the
actual situation is qualitatively di erent: the particke is \sporead" over two
wells, and the ground state is nondegenerate [9]. O ne can expect that the
sam e should be true for a FM particke: its correct ground state will be
a superposition of \up" and \down" states, and the m ean value of m ag-
netization will be zero. Such picture was rst proposed by Chudnovsky
[L0]; further calculations showed [11] that such e ects are possble for FM
particles w ith rather large num ber of spins (@out 103 1¢). T he tunnel-
Ing e ects, according to the theoretical estim ates [12, 13], should be even



m ore in portant for an all particles of antiferrom agnet @A FM ); the e ects
of quantum ooherence in AFM particles were observed in Ref. [14].

T hus, an In portant feature of quantum m echanics, a possibility of un—
derbarrier transitions, can m anifest itself iIn m agnetic particles on a m acro—
soopic (strictly speaking, m esoscopic) scale. M aybe even m ore Interesting
is the m anifestation of another characteristic feature of quantum physics,
viz.the e ects of quantum interference. Such e ects arise in the problem of
M QT in m agnetic nanostructures and can partially or com pletely suppress
tunneling, restoring the initial degeneracy of the ground state [15, 16].W e
w ish to rem ark that understanding that m otion of particles along very dif-
ferent classical tra fctordes can \sum up" ih som e sense and yield an inter—
ference picture was one ofthe crucialpoints in the developm ent of quantum
m echanics, and a considerabl part of the welkknow n discussion between
Bohr and E instein was devoted to this problem . Besides the In portance of
the tunneling phenom ena in m agnets from the findam ental point of view ,
they are potentially in portant for the fiiture m agnetic devices working on
a nanoscale.

In the present lecture we restrict ourselves to discussing the problem s
of coherent M Q T In various m esoscopic m agnetic structures. T he paper is
organized as follow s: Sect. 2 contains the elem entary description of the in—
stanton form alism , traditionally used in the theoretical treatment ofM Q T
problem s. Since the Instanton approach, though being the m ost straight—
forward one, is based on rather com plicated m athem atical form alism , we
w i1l discuss it in parallel w ith sim ple and w idely known sem iclassical ap—
proxin ation ofquantum m echanics. T he point is that those tw o approaches
are equally adequate for treating the problem of M Q T in gm all particls,
and the \standard" sam iclassical calculations, easily reproducble by any-
body who lamed foundations of quantum m echanics, m ay be helpfil for
understanding the structure of the resuls derived w ithin the instanton
technique. Further, iIn Sections 3 and 4 we discuss the problem of M QT
In ferro—- and antiferrom agnetic sm all particles, with a special attention
to the interference e ects. For the description of AFM we use sin plke but
adequate approach based on the equations for the dynam ics of the antifer—
rom agnetisn vector 1. T his approach easily allow s one to keep trace of the
actualm agnetic sym m etry ofthe crystal; the sym m etry is low ered w hen ex—
temalm agnetic eld is applied or when certain weak interactions, eg., the
so—called D zyaloshinskiiM oriya O M ) interaction, are taken into account,
which leads to quite nontrivial interference phenom ena. Section 5 is de—
voted to the analysis of coherent M Q T In \topological nanostructures," ie.
static inhom ogeneous states ofm agnets w ith topologically nontrivial distri-
bution ofm agnetization; am ong the exam ples considered there are dom ain
walls In onedin ensional (1D ) m agnets [L7, 18, 19], m agnetic vortices R0]




and disclinations R1] in 2D antiferrom agnets, and antiferrom agnetic rings
w ith odd number of spins R2]. For those problam s, when the description
of tunneling involves m ultidin ensional (space-tim €) Instantons, there is no
altemative to the instanton approach and is use is decisive. F inally, Sec—
tion 6 contains a brief sum m ary and discussion of several problem s which
are either left out of our consideration or unsolved.

2. Basics of Tunneling: W ith and W ithout Instantons

For the sake of the presentation com plteness, ket us recallbrie y them ain
concepts of the instanton technique, since we will extensively use them
below .

In quantum eld theory, the propagator, ie., the am plitude of proba-—
bility P, ofthe transition from any given state w ith the eld con guration
"a x) at t= 0 to another state ' 3 x) at t= ty is determ Ined by the path
Integral

. 2 xit)="5 )
Pap = W a3 9 pi= D’ (x;t) expfA [ Fhg; (1)

" ®i0)="a &)

where Z. 2
Ar]= dt OxL[ ;0]

0
is the action functional. Here L is the Lagrangian density, and the inte—
gration In (1) goes over all spacetime eld con gurations’ (x;t) satisfying
the boundary conditions ’ x;0) = "5 x) and ' x;t) = " ). W e leave
out the problem of a consistent de nition of the m easure D’ that arises
for system s w ith in nitely m any degrees of freedom , keeping In m ind that
we are going to tak about the application of eld theory to the physics of
soin system s on a discrete lattice, and thus allnecessary regularizations are
provided by the lattice in a naturalway.)

Instead ofworking w ith the propagator (1) in usualM inkovsky’s space—
tim e, it is convenient to m ake the W ick rotation t ! 1 (essentially this
procedure isan analytical continuation in t), passing to the E uclidean space—
tin e. Then one has the Euclidean propagator

Z

P O:hj Bi= D" expf Aqa~hg:

1 .
Pap = Da®P

Them ain contrbution to the path integralcom es from the globalm inin um
of the Euclidean action functional A ¢yc1- Thism ininum corresponds to a
trivial solution * = '’ g = const, where ’ § determ ines the m Inin al energy
of the system . However, if several di erent values of ’ ( are possble, i is
often im portant to take into account the contribution from the localm nin a



of the Euclidean action as well. Such a Ibcal m inimum can correspond,
eg, toatraectory ' = ' nse( ) connecting two possble /'y values; it is
clkar that the probability Pa g w illcontain the factor expf Aqucil’ mnstlo=h.
Such a contribbution can be calculated In a sem iclassical approxin ation and
describbes e ects which cannot be accessed by m eans of the perturbation
theory.

W e will Mustrate the above argum ents on the example of a sinpl
quantum -m echanical problem . C onsider the m otion of a particle of m ass
m in a symm etric two-wellpotentialU (x) ofthe type shown in Fig.1, w ih
two equivalent m inima at x = a.Follow Ing the popular choice R3], we
w il assum e this potential in the form

U = & &)?; @)

w here the param eters and a determm Ine the height and w idth ofthe barrier
between two wells. Thism odel is described by the Lagrangian

L™ T ©
= = — %) :

2 dt
A fter passing to the In aginary tin e, the E uclidean action is easily obtained
n the om

zZ 0 n l 2 @)
Aga= o d Em d_ + U x) : 4)
The classical (global) m nimum of this functional is reached at x = a or
X = a.Equations of m otion for the action (4)
d’x du
m —_—
d 2 dx
correspond to the particke m oving in the potential U x), sothatx= a

are m axim a of this e ective potential, and there exist classical low -energy
tra fctories connecting them . Such tra fctories represent Iocalm Inin a of
the Euclidean action functional and are called instantons. They can be
easily found in im plicit fom ,

Z 1=2

20 x)

= 07 ©)

where g is an arbitrary param eter determ ining the \centre" of instanton
solution. For m any potentials the Integration can be perform ed explicitly,
eg. In case of (2) one obtains

X = atanh ['o ( o)=2]; (6)
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Figure 1. A twowell potential U (x) with equivalent wells at x = a. Sem iclassical
treatm ent of tunneling is possible if the am plitude of zero-point oscillations a.

where !y = (8 a’=m) is the frequency of linear oscillations around one
of classical m inim a. Euclidean action for the Instanton trafctory can be

w ritten as 7
+tad —
Ag= 2m U (x)dx : (7)
a
P — .
Forthem odel (2) onehasA ¢ = 8a m =3.T hus, Instantons are very m uch
like solitons w ith the di erence that they are localized in tim e. T ra Ectories
(6) begin at ! 1 moneofthemiimaofU (" )andendat ! +1 in
the other one; the contribution of those tra pctories is responsible for the
tunneling splitting of the lowest energy level n the two-well potential. ITn—
deed, the tunneling level splitting is proportional to the m atrix elem ent t,
ofthe transition from one well to the other, and the probability am plitude
of such a transition is given by the path integral from x = a to x = a.
Tt is thus clear that the contrbution of a single Instanton to the transition
am plitude is proportionalto e 20,
The full calculation of this am plitude, however, is m ore com plicated
and should take into acoount not only the instanton tra pctories but all
tra fctories close to tham . Further, the full variety ofm ultiinstanton paths



w hich bring the particle from one wellto the other should be taken into ac—
count. Ifthe problem is sam iclassical, ie. A (=h is Jarge and the probability
of tunneling is an all, integration over \close" tra fctories can be described
as an e ect of an all uctuations above the Instanton solution.Even this,
usually elem entary, problem of integrating over am all (linear) uctuations
is nontrivial In case of instantons, because som e of those uctuations do
not change the action.Particularly, from (6) it is easy to see that changing
the position of instanton centre ¢ hasno e ect on A . Such \zero m odes"
always arise in instanton problem s and their contribution requiresa special
analysis. D etailed description of this technique would take us out of the
space lm its, and we refer the interested reader to textbooks and review
articles (see, eg., R4, 23)).

W e w ill attem pt to get the correct result for the probability am plitude
Pap by m eansofthe \traditional" quantum m echanics w ithout use ofpath
Integrals and instantons). First, ket us note that, due to the symm etry of
the potentialU ( x)= U x), two lowest levels correspond to even and odd
eigenfinctions &) and 4 x),with theenergiesE s and E 5, respectively.
M ultplying the Schrodinger equation for ¢ by 45 and vice versa, then
taking the di erence of those two equations and nally integrating over x
from 0 to 1 , one obtains the relation

Ea Es) s = a sdx; ®)

which is exact and is nothing but a m ere consequence of the symm etry
properties.

It isnaturalto try to use a sam iclassical approxin ation. T he sam iclas-
sical resukt is given, eg. In a popular textbook by Landau and Lifshitz
(O], see the problem 3 after x50). A coording to that result, Eg Es =
lgug= )expf AJ=hg, where !o = k=m ', k (@U=dx?)4-5 and A =

+aao Pm U ) E)I?, here a° is the tumover point of the classical tra—
fctory with energy E (corresponding to a non-split level) de ned by the
equation U (aO) = E .However, this resul is not adequate for our problem ,
and it does not coincide w ith the resul of instanton calculation. T he point
is that, surprisingly, the problem of tunneling from one classical ground
state to another is not sem iclssical: sam iclassical approxim ation cannot
be directly applied to the ground state wavefunction inside one well.

T hereforewe w illdo as follow s: let us represent the w avefiinctions inside
the barrier region as symm etric and antisym m etric com binations of the
W KB exponents,

C 2 x
s = P==cosh Piix

1
3 h o



2 = P— sinh Pox 9)

c 1% x
PJ h

0

where pj= P 2m U &) E ]. Those wavefiinctions can be used inside the
entire barrier region, excgpt narrow intervals k aj< near the well
minina,where = (h=m !o)l=2 is the am plitude of zeropoint uctuations.

On the other hand, if the condition a is satis ed, then for the
description of the wavefunction inside the well any reasonable potential
U x) can be replaced by the parabolic one, U x) ! (k=2) (x a¥.Then
In \non-sem iclassical” regions one m ay use wellknown expression for the
ground state wavefunction of a ham onic oscillator,

P Texplx ar=2?1: (10)

Thus, In the regions a? (x af 2 both the expressions (9) and
(10) are vald. Then, nom alization factors Cg; can be determ ined from
the condiion ofm atching (9) and (10) In the two above-m entioned regions,
and after that the Integration In (8) can be perform ed explicitly. A fier som e
am ount of algebra the tunneling level splitting can be represented in the
form

r (Z

2
E Es = 4h! —ex dx
a s P 0 2U (x)

—A ; 11
exXp hO ’ (11)

where the quantity A = R+;dxp 2m U (x) colncides with the Euclidean
action for the Instanton tra fgctory.

O ne can see that the di erence between the formula (11) and the usual
sam iclassical resul %nsjsts in the preexponential factor containing the
Integral of the type dxU 172 (x). Tt is clear that the m ain contrbution
into this prefactor cgm es from the region x a, where the Integral can
be approximated as ¢ dx=jh x7 so that it diverges logarithm ically at

! 0.Thus for any potentialU (x) the prefactor can be represented in the
form & (@a= ) or, equivalently, (CAy=h)'?.Here C is a num erical constant
of the order of uniy, i can be easily calculated for any given potential
U x).S0, nally we arrive at the follow ng universal form ula:

E. E,=dnl, = T Ao Bo | 12
a s = -0 n exp n : @z)
For them ode&gotentBJE U= & &) and U = 2Up sin® x the value of
C isequalto 3 and 2, respectively.
The formulas (11,12) give the desired resul for any two-well potential
w ith su ciently large barrier. The m ain feature of this resul is the pres-
ence of an exponentially sm all factor. The an all param eter of the M QT



problm ish=A y, which can be represented as a ratio of the zeropoint uc—
tuations am plitude to the distance between wells, h=A () ( =a%. The
expression e a’=? g non-analytical in the am all param eter, and thus the
M QT phenom enon cannot be cbtained in any order of the perturbation
theory.W e w ish to em phasize that the correct resul is roughly @ o=h)=?
tin es greater than that follow ng from \naive" sam iclassical form ula. This
large additional factor appears due to the contrbution from the regions
close to the m Inin a of the potential, where the m otion is not sam iclassic.
Let us try to understand this in the instanton language.

A swem entioned before, the sm allexponential factorexp ( Ag=h) arises
In m ediately In the Instanton approach; them ain problm isto com pute the
preexponential factor, w hich isdeterm ined by the integration overallan all
deviations from the Instanton solution. T hose deviations are of two types:
real uctuations of the instanton structure, which increase the Euclidean
action, and \zero m odes" w hich correspond to m oving the instanton centre.
Tt is rather clear that \nonzero" m odes have a characteristic energy of the
order of h!j, and that the quantity ! has nothing to do w ith the zero
m ode. Thus, i is cbvious that the factor h!y arises from the integration
over all \nonzero" m odes, and the large factor @ o=h)l=2 arises due to the
zero (in our case { translational) m ode. Such a \separation” naturally arises
In rigorous calculations 23, 24].

It is rem arkable that the above resul can be generalized to the case of
much m ore com plicated problem s nvolving space-tinm e instantons W hich,
as we w ill see Jater, is In portant for the problem of M QT in topological
nanostructures). For any instanton all nonzero m odes yild a factor like
h!y, and each of the zero m odes yilds the factor @ o=h)'™? 3, 24], so
that the nalresult can be reconstructed practically w ithout calculations
(up to a num erical factor of the order of uniy).

To illustrate one m ore feature typical for tunneling problem s, ket us
consider another m odel P4]: a particle ofmassm which can m ove along
the circle of radius R, so that its coordinate is determ ined by a single
angular variable ’ , 0 ’ 2 ,In the twowellpotential

U()=Ug@d oos2'): 13)
The m odel is described by the follow ing Lagrangian:

1, 4
L=-mR° — Uuc¢): (14)
2 dt

The classical Lagrangian can be modi ed by adding the arbitrary full
derivative tem , eg.,

Ly L+ 15)
at



which of course does not change the corresponding classical equations of
m otion . H owever, adding the full derivative (15) changes the de niion of
the canonical m om entum oconjugate to ’ , which, as one can easily check,
lads to a considerable change in the Ham iltonian of the corresponding
quantum -m echanical system after canonical quantization: fornonzero the
correct H am iltonian would be
1 % d4d ©2
P=—"— ih—+ +U () (16)
2mR? 4’

T hus, there isno one-to-one correspondence betw een classicaland quantum —
m echanical system s: several quantum system s can have the sam e classical
system as a classical lm it.

For thism odel problem the instanton tra fgctories can be w ritten dow n
explicitly :

cos’ = jtanh[! ( )1 a7
| = (Ug=m R?%)¥2;

where ; is the arbitrary param eter determm ining the instanton position in
the In aghhary tin eaxisand ;= 1 isthetopological charge distinguishing
Instantons and antiinstantons; the instanton action is nite and is given by
Ao= BmR?Uy)™.

T he in portance of the fiill derivative term (15) can bem ost easily un—
derstood in term s of nstantons. Indeed, ket us consider the tunneling am pli-
tude P, from the’ = Owellto’ =  one: i is clear that the contribution
to this am plitude ism ade equally by Instantons w ith ’ changing from 0 to

) and antiinstantons W ith ’ changing from 0 to ) . H owever, the tem
(15) becom es an In aginary part of the Euclidean action and lads to the
additional factor et ™ associated with the instanton contribution and a
sin ilar factore ¥ ™ Prantiinstanton paths. T hus, the resulting transition
am plitude for nonzero ism odi ed as follow s:

P12 = Pi12] —goos( =h); 8)

where P12] o/ ! ®Bo=h)'?e 2™, according to the general result de—
scribbed above. O ne can see that for halfinteger =h the interference of In—
stanton and antiinstanton paths is destructive, so that at = %; %; tee
the tunneling between two wells is com pktely suppressed. Thise ect ises-
sentially topological because the topological charge appears in the answer:
the contribution of con gurations w ith di erent topological charge is dif-
ferent. T he sam e result can be obtained directly by soling the Schrodinger
equation w ith the H am iltonian (16): for halfinteger =h it can bem apped
to the M athieu equation w ith antiperiodic boundary conditions, and the



corresponding energy levels are known to be doubly degenerate R5], which
also m eans absence of tunneling.

3. Field-T heoretical D escription of a Sm all Ferrom agnetic P ar-
ticle

In this section we consider the basic technique of eld-theoretical descrip—
tion for spin system s on the sin plest exam ple, nam ely a nanoparticle of a
ferrom agneticm aterial. Such an ob fctm ay beviewed asa zero-din ensional
m agnetic system , because at very low tem perature all spins in the particle
can be considered as pointing in the sam e direction.

It is worthwhile to consider st the dynam ics of a singke spin S. In
order to obtaln the e ective Lagrangian describing the spin dynam ics, it
is convenient to use a coherent state path-integral approach (see, eg., the
excellent textbook by Fradkin R6]). Let us introduce a set of generalized
coherent states R7]

pi= expfi @ 2)8gin = si 19)

param eterized by the uni vectora ( ;). Here® is a unit vector pointing
along the z axis, and fn i denotesa spin-S statewith S? = m .They form a
non-orthogonal bvercom plete’ basis so that the ollow iIng property, usually

called a resolution of uniy, holds:
Z

Dn pimi= 1; (20)

another usefill property is that quantum average of? on those coherent
states is the sam e as of classical vector of length S :

hﬁ%jii= Sn:

In case of S=1/2 those coherent states have a very simple form and are
general single-spoin wavefiinctions:

fui= cos( =2)3§"i+ sin( =2)& j#i:

W e again start from the form ula for propagator (1) which is essentially
a de nition ofthe e ective Lagrangian . Slicing the tin e interval D;to] into
In nitely snallpieces t= t (=N , and successively using the dentity (0),
one can rew rite this propagator in n-representation as
Z

Pap = N]?ml dnodng n FRoimy B i
Ny 1 ,
my i =n Tyl 1)

k=0



Passing to the function n (t) of the continuum variabl t, one ends up
w ith the coherent state path integral (1) where the action A is determ ined
by the e ective Lagrangian

1
Lo = 5jh fiimpi MmRnig WP Ri: 2)
It can be shown that the dynam ical part of this Lagrangian has the
form

dl
hs (1 ; 23
( cos E 23)

for arbitrary S this calculation requires som e algebra, but for the sin plest
case S = % it is straightforward. The expression (23) is nothing but the
Berry phase R8] for adiabatic m otion of a single soin.

It should be ram arked that the presence of the full derivative termm
hS (d’ =dt) is rather nontrivial and allow s one to capture subtle di erences
between integer and halfinteger soins, as we w ill see below . For exam pl,
consider a singk soin S In som e crystal- eld potential, w ith the e ective
H am iltonian

P =xs2 K%Z; (24)
where K ;K > 0 and the easy-plane anisotropy K is much stronger than
the in-plane anisotropy K °. T he Lagrangian is

dl
L=hs@ ocos )y K S cos K%?sin® cof’ : 25)
There are two equivalent classicalm inin a of the potentialat = 5,” = 0
and = 5,’ = . Paths w ith =2 m ake the m ain contribution into
the tunneling am plitude, so that we can approximately sst = 5 + #,

# 1, and expand In # up to quadratic tem s In the Lagrangian; in the

tem proportional to #2 the K ° contrbution may be neglected as sn all
com paring to the contribution ofK . A fter that, the \slave" variable # can

be excluded from the Lagrangian (\integrated out" of the path integral)

because the corresponding equation ofm otion L= # = 0 allow s to express
# through ’ explicitly:

h d
2K S dt -
Substituting this solution into the original Lagrangian (25), one ocbtainsthe
e ective Lagrangian dependingon ’ only:

26)

& n* & 2
Le =hS—+ — — +K%%2xd’ : @7)
dt 4K dt
W e see that we end up w ith the Lagrangian of a particlke on a circle from
the previous section, with the topological term = hS. For each path



where ! changes from 0 to there is a corresponding antinstanton path

wih ’ changing from O to , and those paths contribute to the tunnel-
ing am plitude w ith phase factors ¢! ° and e * ®.For halfinteger S those

contribbutions precisely cancel each other, m aking the tunneling in possi-
bl. This is exactly in line w ith the wellkknown K ram ers theorem , which

states that In absence of externalm agnetic eld all energy levels of a sys—

tem w ith half-integer total spin should be twofold degenerate. O ne can also

straightforwardly check that for a single soin In m agnetic eld, ie., for

P = g gH @Z,the correct energy levels can be obtained only with the full
derivative term taken into account.

Now we are prepared enough, nally, to consider the problem of tun—
neling in a sn all ferrom agnetic particle consisting of N soin-S soins. Ifwe
assum e that ferrom agnetic exchange interaction is so strong that we m ay
consider all spins as having the sam e direction, then we com e to the \giant
soin" m odelw here the entire particle is described as a quantum -m echanical
(\zerodim ensional") system with only two degrees of freedom and ’ . In
fact, we should postulate that in gur path integral, when integrating over
the coherent state con gurations i ; i, them ain contribution com es
from the subspacew ith allN vectorsn; replaced by the sam evectorn ( ;' ),
and we take into acocount only con gurations from this subgpace.A ssum ing
that the crystal- eld anisotropy has the form (24), we com e to essentially
the sam e e ective Lagrangian (27), and the only di erence isthat Eg. (27)
should now bem uliplied by the totalnumberof spinsN . T he tunnel split—
ting of the ground state level, according to Eq. (18), is given by

n o

E=CNS)?KK®) ' ™ jos( NS)jexp NSEKEK )™ ; (8

where C isa num erical constant ofthe orderof1.A rem arkable property of
the result (28) isthat presence ofa large numberN in the exponent can be
to som e extent com pensated by sm allness ofthe ratio K &K .H owever, w hen
the in-plane anisotropy K ! 0, the splitting vanishes (this re ects the fact
that in uniaxial case tunneling is in possible because of the conservation of
the corresponding pro gction ofthe total spin; the sam e istrue orK ! 0).
Another rem arkable feature is that for halfinteger S the nite splitting
can be cbserved only in particles w ith even num ber of goinsN ; since in any
statistical ensemble N uctuates a bit, this roughly m eans that only one
half of all particles gives nonzero contribution.

Statistical uctuations of N have another, m ore painfiil consequence:
since N stays In the exponent, even an all uctuations of the total num ber
of spins In the particle kad to large uctuations ofthe gplitting.M oreover,
since N scales asthe third powerofthe linear size L, an all uctuationsofL
w illbe considerably enhanced In N .T hism ay be crucialifone tries to detect
the splitting by m eans of som e resonance technique: the nitially weak signal



would be even m ore weakened by the strong broadening of the resonance
peak.A ctually, m any factors can prevent one from observing the tunneling
resonance, eg., relaxation, tem perature e ects, etc. Here we willnot at all
touch the problem of relaxation because of its com plexity; instead of that
we refer the interested reader to the review R9]. Taking into acocount the
nite tem perature e ects is also nontrivial, particularly because it requires
changing the procedure of taking averages in the path integral: statistical
averages should be taken sim ultaneously with quantum -m echanical ones.
Roughly (@and w ithout taking into acocount the tem perature dependence of
relaxation m echanisn s) the e ects of nite tem perature can be estim ated
w ith the help ofthe concept of a characteristic tem perature T. below which
the e ects of quantum tunneling prevail over them al transitions. R ough
estin ate for T, is obtained from the com parison of the relative strength of
tw 0 exponential factors: them alexponente Y~T and tunneling exponent
e 2o™ where U isthe height of barrier separating two equivalent states
and A o is the corresponding instanton action, then To= (G U=A ;). Ik is
easy to see that for the ferrom agnetic particle problem considered above

Trnw = S K K =2)172; 29)

ie. the tam perature of crossover from classical to quantum transitions is in
this case rather an allsince it isdetermm ined by weak (relativistic) anisotropy
Interaction constants; for typical anisotropy values Tpy isabout 01 K.

4. Quantum Tunneling in a Sm all A ntiferrom agnetic P article?

41. CONTINUUM FIELD MODEL OF ANTIFERROMAGNET

The problem of continuum eld description of antiferrom agnet AFM ) is
m ore com plicated but also much m ore interesting than a sim ilar prob—
Jem for ferrom agnet. A ntiferrom agnet contains at least two di erent \sub-
Jattices" whose m agnetizations com pensate each other in the equilbrium
state. %hus, when choosing the coherent state wavefunction in the fom
ji= ; Rii as described above, one cannot any m ore consider n; as a
\am ooth" function of the lattice site i. Let us adopt the sin plest two—
sublattice m odel which, despite the fact that i m ay be nadequate for
a speci ¢ m aterial, still allow s one to dem onstrate the essential physics
of antiferrom agnetism . W e assum e that there are two equivalent sublat-
tices w ith m agnetizations M1 (¢) and M, ®), M'1j= M, = My. Then,
when passing to the continuum Iim i, one has to Introduce an oocth elds
m= M1+ My)=Mgand 1= M, M ,)=2M ¢ describing net m agnetiza—
tion and sublattice m agnetization, regoectively. T hey satisfy the constraints

!Subsection 422 was w ritten together w ith Vadin K ireev.



ml= 0,m?+ ¥ =1, and we further assum e that & J  JJ. T he energy of
AFM W = HPithen can be expressed as a functional ofm and 1:
7
2 1 5,1 2 g
WE’H;I]=MO av §m+5 (rI) +Wa(l) M—(ﬁ"( H) H (30)
0

Here the phenom enological constants and  describe hom ogeneous and
Inhom ogeneous exchange, respectively, H is the extemal m agnetic eld,
g is the Lande factor, the function w, de%:rbes the energy of m agnetic
anisotropy, and we use thenotation (r 172 ; (@=@ xi)2 .Them agnitude of
sublattice m agnetization M ¢ = g g S=vy, where 3 isthe Bohrm agneton,
S is the soin of a m agnetic ion, and vy is the volum e of the m agnetic
elem entary cell.
Aswe kamed from the previous section, the correct Lagrangian, suit—
able for the quantum -m echanical treatm ent, has the form
X d’ 13 d’ 21
L = hsS @1 oosj) ot + 1  oos »;) ot

i

W o ]; (31)

w here the anqular variables ( 1i;’ 11) and ( 237’ 21) determ ine the unit vec—
torsdescribing the ordentation of spinsin st and second sublattice, respec—
tively. N ote that we have kept Intact the sum m ation sign in the dynam ical
part of (31): the reason is that the explicit expression for the Berry phase
in the continuum lin it strongly dependson the details of the m agnetic ele—
m entary cell structure (which dictates the correct de nition ofm and Tand
the procedure of passing to the continuum lim it).

U nder the assum ption that f j 1 the m agnetization m can be ex—
clided from the Lagrangian (31), and one obtains the e ective Lagrangian
depending only on 7; after that step 1 can be regarded as a unit vector,
?=1.

For exam ple, In the sin plest case of an antiferrom agnet w ith only two
(equivalent) atom s in elem entary m agnetic cell the dynam ic part of the
Lagrangian (31) can be w ritten as

Z
dv 2hSm 1( @=Qt); (32)
and the density of the e ective Lagrangian takes the fom
8 Ly 2 !
r-u?2 — & D wel® +—m 1 a- (33)
0: 22 et 2 7 et

w here w, is the anisotropy energy renom alized by the m agnetic eld,
2
Mg

Wy = Wa t a m)?; (34)



= g p =h is the gyrom agnetic ratio, and c= % Mo ( )2 isthe lin iting
velociy of spin waves. U sing general phenom enological argum ents, one can
show [B0]that in case ofarbitrary collinear antiferrom agnet the Lagrangian
should have the form sim ilarto (33).

O ther, m ore com plicated iInteractions can be present n Eqg. 30). In
som e AFM m aterials which are, strictly speaking, weak ferrom agnets) the
so-called D zyaloshinskiiM oriya O M ) Interaction is possible. It can be de-
scribed by including the term D jm ;L under the Integration sign in Into
(30), where D j is som e tensor Wwhich is not necessarily sym m etric or anti-
symm etric) . T he origih oftheDM interaction is rathernontrivial, and there
is a num ber of \selection rules" excliding the possbility of its existenoe,
particularly the DM interaction cannot exist (i) ifthere is an inversion cen—
ter interchanging sublattices; (ii) ifthere is a translation which Interchanges
sublattices, ie. ifthem agnetic elem entary cell is lJarger than the elem entary
cell of the original crystal lattice. It can be shown [B1] that presence of the
DM Interaction can be taken into acoount by the substitution

1
g7 B=-1 M oD (35)

In the Lagrangian (33), where the com ponents of vector D' are de ned as
D i= D lk]k .

If there exists a sublattice-interchanging nversion center, another in—
variant m ay be present in (30), namely ;i  B0x;) here ;are certain
exchange constants). It is very im portant for the physics of AFM in one
dim ension, as we w ill see later.

42. SPIN TUNNELING IN ANTIFERROMAGNETIC NANOPARTICLE

In case of a an all particle one can consider m and T as being uniform
throughout the particle, ie. as not having any space dependence. T hen,
the Lagrangian (33) takes the form

hNs ™, 5

I, = m 24+ sn® ?+2 —f, 008" HEysn’) (36)
e

o
+ 2 ’_E?Zsjnz sin cos Ky sin’ + Ifx cos’ )] Mgwaa;
where N is the total num ber of m agnetic elem entary cells in the particle,
He = Mp=2 is the exchange eld, the dot denotes di erentiation with
respect to tim e, and we used angular variables for the vector 1,
1, = cos ; L+ i, = s g

T here isanotherpossble ect, typicalonly for antiferrom agnetic particles:
due to theboundary (surface) e ects, the num berof soins In two sublattices



can di er from each other. In that case the Lagrangian (36) w ill contain
the additional term
h S@ oos )’; 37)

which is essentially the Berry phase of non-com pensated spins. Such a
sublattice decom pensation in fact should be present In any ensem bl of
nanoparticles, so that has certain statistical variation.

The fullLagrangian (36) is rather com plicated, and forthe sake ofclariy
we w ill consider separately the e ects of eld and DM interaction.

42 1. Tunneling in presence of externalm agnetic eld
Considera sn allAFM particlke w ith easy-axis anisotropy

Wazé (JSZ,‘l' ﬁ)

In externalm agnetic eld H perpendicular to the easy axis. Then the Eu-
clidean action takes the form

hN S d 5 4 . L, d
A cucl 0 d d_ + sm — + 2i H —
e
h i)
+ 'g sin’® sif’ + 1+ ’H 2='g)oos2 (38)
Z a
+ i1 S d (@1 cos —()i—

where jstl'leinagjnaryu'me,and!o=%Mo( ¥=2 is the characteristic

m agnon frequency !y is the m agnon gap).

There are two equivalent states A and B w ith opposite direction of 1
along the easy axis O x, and obviously the m ost preferabl instanton path
isgwvenby = =2,’ ="' ( ).The instanton solution for’ isthe sam e as
In case of partick on a circle, and one-instanton action is

Ay, NS

h He

4!y 24iH) 1 S; (39)

where  signs correspond to Instantons and antinstantons. T hus, the tun-
neling am plitude Py is proportional to

AN S, AN S,

exp cosf S+ 2 NS H=H.)g; (40)
He He

and the corresponding m agniude of tunneling level splitting (proportional
to Pap ) oscillates with the period H = H =2N S) when changing the



extemal eld.Thisperiod H may be rather an all, for typical values of
the exchange eld H o 1¢ O e and the number of spins in the particle
N 16¢ 10 one obtains H 102 10 Oe.The e ects of this type
were studied n [32, 33].

The result (40) illustrates also another ram arkabl feature: n any ex-—
perim ent probing the response of the ensemble of AFM nanoparticles at
each H there must be only one possbl valie of spolitting (ie. only one
peak in the low frequency response) when the soin of m agnetic ions S is
Integer; but if S is halfinteger then, since n any ensemble  arbirarily
takes even and odd values, for approxin ately one half of all particles the
phase of cosine In (40) is shifted by =2, and there should be two peaks at
each H .

It is worthw hile to note that the real part of the one-instanton action,
which enters the exponent in (40), is proportional to K =J)1? where J
and K are the exchange and anisotropy constants) w hik the corresponding
quantity for ferrom agnet, according to (28), does not contain the exchange
constant and is detem ined by the rhombicity K %K )'?.0One may con—
clide that tunneling in AFM particles ism ore easy than in FM ; indeed, the
characteristic crossover tem perature below which quantum e ectsdom inate
over them alones, for antiferrom agnets is

Tarm / S ® J)7?; (41)

which ismuch greater than for ferrom agnets [cf. Eq.29)]; typically Tarwum
isaboutl 3K.

42 2. Tunneling in presence ofthe DM interaction
Consider the sam e snallAFM particle from the previous subsection, but
In agine that the DM Interaction in its sin plest form is present, w ith the
energy given by

wg=dmyl m;L): 42)

Then theDM interaction leadsto the contrbution into the Lagrangian (36)

of the fom
L oN S 2H d (s ) 43)
= — (sin o©os’);
d He dt
where Hpy = dM ¢ is the socalled D zyaloshinskii eld.This term w ill con—
tribute to the im aghhary part of the Euclidean action (38), and as a resul

the cosine n (40) willbem odi ed as

cosf S+ 2 NSH=H.)+ 4NSHp=H.)g: 44)

T hus, presence of the DM interaction alone also leads to e ective change
of the Berry phase and lifts the degeneracy forodd and halfinteger S.



5. Spin Tunneling in TopologicalM agnetic N anostructures?

A swem entioned before, one of the m ost di cult experin ental tasks w hen
trying to detect the resonance on tunnelsplitted levels in am all particles is
to prepare the ensem ble of particles w ith very sharp size distribution : even
an all uctuations of size lead to lJarge uctuations of the tunneling proba-—
bility since they contribbute to the pow er of exponent. P reparing such an en—
sam ble requireshigh technologies and involves considerable di culties.O ne
m ay think about som e other, \natural" type ofm agnetic nanostructures to
cbserve soin tunneling phenom ena in. O ne nice solution, which have actu—
ally been used in experin ent, is to use biologically produced nanoparticles
[L41.

A nother possibl way, proposed in [17, 18, 20], is to use topologically
nontrivial m agnetic structures: kinks in quasi-lD m aterials, vortices and
disclinations in 2D , etc. Such ob fcts have required m esoscopic scale e€g9.,
the thickness of a dom ain wall is usually about 100 lattice constants) and,
since their shape is determm ined by them aterial constants, they are identical
to a high extent (up to a possible inhom ogeneity of the sam pl).

Here we consider several possible socenarios of tunneling in topological
nanostructures and show that their use has a num ber of advantages.

51. TUNNELING IN A KINK OF 1D ANTIFERROMAGNET

Consider a one-din ensional two-sublattice antiferrom agnet w ith rhom bic

anisotropy described 1:}>(y the Ham jl;:(onjan
=3 SiSui1+  Ki6H*+ K607 45)
1 1

w here i Jabels sites of the sopin chain w ith the Jattice constanta, K1 > K, >
0 are the anisotropy constants (so that O z isthe di cul axisand O x isthe
easy axis), and J is the exchange constant. For passing to the continuum

eld description onem ay Introduce vectorsm and Tasm = @or+ 11 Rox)=2
and T = @ok+1 x)=2, where n are the unit vectors describing the
direction of spins (the param eters of the corresponding coherent states, see
the discussion in Sect. 4.1) above. These elds live on the Jattice w ith the
double spacing 2a, and it iseasy to see that the energy functionalW = HP i
containsthe term m @l Usihg theequation L= m = 0, onem ay express
m through 1and its derivatives and exclude it from the Lagrangian. The
e ective Lagrangian takes the follow ing form :

7 ( 5 )
Le = % Z—J @D* IS’ @D® KiS’L  KyS®E + Ligp; (46)

2Subsection 52 was w ritten together w ith Vadin K ireev.



which representsa (1+ 1)-dim ensionalnonlinear -m odelw ith the so—called
topological term 7

1
Lep= -hS ax1 @ @D: @7)

Tt iseasy to trace the origin ofthistem :because ofpresence o @ in the
energy, the expression form ocontains @,Twhich after the substitution Into
the Berry phase (23) yields the topological term . In agreem ent w ith gen-—
eralphenom enologicalresult (33), the Lagrangian (46) is Lorentz-invariant,
w ith the lmm iting velocity c= 2JSa=h.

A stable kink solution corresponds to rotation of vector 1 in the easy
plane (xy):

L= ‘tanh &= ); ly=m; L=20; 48)
where = a(@J=K 2)1:2 is the characteristic kink thickness, and the quan-
tities and %may take the values 1. T he topological charge of the kink

0 is detemm ined by the boundary conditions and cannot change in any
them alor tunneling processes. T he situation is di erent w ith the quantity
which determm ines the sign of 1 projction onto the \intem ediate" axis
Oy.Two stateswith = 1 are energetically equivalent; change of is
not forbidden by any conservation law s and describes the reorientation of
the m acroscopic num ber of soins N =a 1 \inside" a kink, typically
N 70  100.

A gain, tunneling between the kink stateswih = 1 can be studied
using the instanton form alism . In contrast to the case of a nanoparticl,
here the tunneling between two inhom ogeneous states takes place, so that
nontrivial space-tim e instantons com e Into play. The instanton solution
D ®; ) isnow two-din ensional and has the follow ing properties (see F ig.
2):

L ! O atx! 1
5L ! atx = 0; ! 1 49)
L=p= 1 atx=0; = 0:
A long any closed contour around the instanton center in the Euclidean
plane vector 1 rotates through the angl 2 in the easy plane (xy), where
= 0= 1. Thus, the instanton con guration has the properties of a
m agnetic vortex and is characterized by two topological charges B4, 35]:
vorticty and polarization p.T he Instanton solution satis esthe equations
#? +sn ocos [+ sh’)= 2 £7)*]1=0;

* h#r)y (=?%sh® sn’ cos’ = 0; (50)



Figure 2. The structure of instanton solution for the problem oftunneling in a kink ofa
1D antiferrom agnet. A rrow s and circles denote pro fctions of vector Ton the easy plane

(xy) and on the di cult axis O z, respectively.Vector 1fom sthe angle ofabout 45 w ith
the easy axis O x on thin solid curves, and with the di cul axis O z on the circle (the
circle radius is approxin ately rp).

w herew e have introduced the angularvariabls 1, + il, = sin & ;% = cos ,
= K1 K;)=K , is the rhom bicity param eter, and ¥ = (@=@x7;Q@=0@x,)
is the Euclidean gradient, (X1;x2) x;c ).

Several In portant properties of the instanton can be cbtained w thout
using the explicit form of the solution.F irst of all, note that this instanton
has two zero m odes which correspond to shifting the position of its centre
along the direction of and x axes, respectively. T he physical m eaning
of the 1st mode is the sam e as for 1D instanton, and the second m ode
corresponds to m oving the kink center in real space (the kink position
In In nite 1D magnet is not xed In our continuum m odel); however, if
the kink center is xed due to some e ects (eg., because of pinning on
the Jattice, or by boundary conditions), so that the eigenfrequency of its
oscillations is com parable w ith the characteristic m agnon frequency, then
only one zero-frequency m ode is present.

T he Euclidean action A o1 can be represented in the form

1
A cucl= EShF + i2 ShQ; where



F=% &Fx [ ¥+ sn® f')2+izoos2 1+ sif’)]

&Fx" sn @ @7 : 1)

=7

In agihary part ofthe Euclidean action is in this case com pletely determ ined
by the topological term Ly, . The word \topological" becom es now clear,
because Q is the hom otopical index ofm apping of the (x1;x,) plane onto
the sphere ¥ = 1 (the Pontryagin index, or the winding number). For
uniform boundary conditions at in niy in the xi;Xy) plane Q can take
only integer values, but in ourcaseQ = p =2= % is half-integer, which
is typical for vortices (see, eg., B4, 35]).For a kink w ith given O there are
tw o Instanton solutionsw ith the sam evorticity and di erent polarizations
p. Thus, the tunneling am plitude is proportional to cos( S) and vanishes
when the spin S of m agnetic ions is halfinteger. H ow ever, the degeneracy
can be lifted in presence of extermalm agnetic eld or the DM interaction,
aswe w ill see below .

W e are not able to construct the exact solution ofEgs. (50), but the es-
tin ate ofthe tunneling am plitude In various lin iting cases can be ocbtained
from approxin ate argum ents. For 1 the characteristic space scale of’
variation ="~ ismuch greater than the kink thickness , and the prob-
len can bem apped to one w ith a nite num ber of degrees of freedom  (one
m ay introduce the variable having the m eaning of the angle of deviation
out of the easy plane \inside a kink", so that the instanton solution can be
seeked In the form = ( )), then it iseasy to obtain [36]

F’r 41 at 1: (52)

In the opposite lin g case 1 one again has two di erent length
scales: the kink thickness and the \core" radiusr o= K »=K 1)2, rp
.Forr all interactions exospt the exchange one can be neglected,
and onem ay use the \isotropic" vortex solution

olm; =i = 1;
& o 1 2 .
—+ — — +shh goos o= 0; (53)

dr? 2 r

where r = (xf + x2)1=2, = arctan X,=x1) are polar coordinates in the
(%1;x2) plane.Forr 1y, ie. far outside the core, one can approxin ately
assum e that

=—; £% = _—sn2 : (54)

W ihin a wide range of r (for ry r ) the solutions (53) and (54) can
be regarded as conciding, and the integrand in F is proportional to 1=r?.



Then, one m ay divide the integration dom ain into two parts: r < R
and r > R, where R is arbitrary In between ry and .For r < R the
solution (53) may beused, yeldingF,«xg = Ih( R=pg)wih ' 42 [B7].
For r > R, one can use a sinpl trial finction approxim ately satisfying
(54), eg.

X2 1 , X1 1
cws!'=———,; sn’" = ———; (55)
r cosh x= ) r cosh (x= )
whith yieldsF g = h(°=R)wih 0d.Summ Ing up the two con-—

tributions, we cbtain
F'’ T@0#A2 =ry) at 1: (56)
T he tunnel splitting of the \ground state" level of the kink
/ hlpEs=2)""e T2 55; (57)

where ! 1= 25 (JK , ) isthe frequency ofthe out-ofplane m agnon local
zed at the kink, is the factor determ ined by the in aghary part of the
Euclidean action [in the sin plestmodel = cos( S)J], and n isthe number
of zero m odes which can be equalto 1 or 2 depending on w hether the kink
position is xed, see above. It is easy to estin ate the crossover tam perature
for the problem oftunne]jgg na kj%k, com paring the exponent In (57) w ith
e Vol where Uy’ 2S%( JK; JK ;) is the barrier height; for 1
(ie., K, K ;) and n = 1 one cbtains

S (JK 1)

T, ) SR
T hE 1=K ,)

(58)

which is only logarithm ically am aller than the corresponding tem perature
for a particle (41).

Let usdiscuss now the behavior of the Im aginary part of the Euclidean
action In case of deviations from the sinplest m odel (45) for which the
tunneling is prohbited for halfinteger S. The m ost sin ple observation
is that in a spin chaln with altemated exchange interaction, when along
the chain the strength of exchange constant altemates as J1J,J1J2 , the
topological term  (47) acquires additional factor J1=J, (see, eg., B8, 39]),
which lreadsto = ocos( SJ:1=J;) and allow s tunneling for halfinteger S.
Another way to lift the degeneracy at halfinteger S is to \sw itch on" the
DM Interaction or extemalm agnetic eld.

C onsider the sam e m odel (45) w ith the addition of a m agnetic eld H
applied in the easy plane (xy).P resence ofthe eld leads to the additional



contribution to the Im aghary part ofA o1

Aqict? Acuat thO;
Z
2S H Q1
0= n 1 —/— d&x; (59)
a He @x,

where n H'=H . Them ixed product In (59) can be rew ritten in angular
variables as

@ + (g cos’ D,(sjn’)@—:

sh s @@oos’ + nysin’)
Y @Xz @Xz

One may note that sin and signi cantly di er from zero only in the
vortex core, and thus the isotropic vortex solution (53) m ay be used for the
calculation of Q. A fter integration we obtain

Q0= 25— —p@n,+ Bn,);

7, He a z

A= . dr=)sin ooos o; B = . dr=)r@d o=dr); (60)
where p and , as earlier, denote the polarization and vorticity of the In—
stanton solution, and A ;B are num erical constants (recall that, according
to (53), the isotropic solution ¢ m ay depend only on r= ).A fter perform —
ing the summ ation in p; , and w ith the account taken of the contribution
Q com ng from the topological temm , the factor in (57) willbem odi ed
as

j— H H -

7 H = COS 2ASnXH—eg cos S+ 2B SnyH—eg ; (61)
which m eans that for the given geom etry only the eld com ponent per—
pendicular to the easy axis lifts the degeneracy existing for half-nteger S.
Sin ilarly to the case ofa an allAFM particl, the tunneling am plitude is an
oscillating function of the extemalm agnetic eld H , but here the situation
ism ore com plicated because the period of oscillations dependson the eld
orientation.

52. TUNNELING IN ANTIFERROMAGNETIC RINGSW ITH ODD
NUMBER OF SPINS

A notherexam ple ofa m agnetic nanostructure is a ring form ed by m agnetic
atom s; such ringsm ay occur in a dislocation core ofa 2D crystalas shown
In Fig. 3, and the characteristic feature of this ob Fct is that the num ber of
atom s In the ring is odd. H ere we consider only antiferrom agnetic rings. In
term s of the vector T such a ring is a spin disclination. Let us assum e that



Figure 3. A \ring" around the core of dislocation in two-din ensional antiferrom agnet.
T he dislocation is shown w ith a dashed line.

the m agnetic anisotropy is of the easy-plane type, and all spins lie In the
xy) plane,
Si= ( 1f(excos’ i+ e,sin’y);

where e, are the unit vectors along x;y. T hen there are tw o energetically
equivalent states ofthe ring, wih ;= =2 and '’ ;= =2, where ; is
the azim uthal coordinate of the i-th soin (let us assum e that the ring is a
circle of radius R ). It is possible to construct the instanton solution which

Iinks the two states; in temm s of T it can be w ritten as

= Ccos—; = sin — cos  ; = sin—sin ;
x 2 Y 2 k 2

1 =2
aos = tanh(!o ); !0’ E MO( } H
Calculation show s R2] that the tunneling am plitude is proportional to

cos( S)expf SR=g; = (=)' (62)
ie., the probability of tunneling is su ciently large if the radius of the ring
is am aller than the characteristic thickness of the dom ain wall (usually
100A).A gain, the tunneling is suppressed for half-nteger S, and this
can be changed wih the help of extermal m agnetic eld. M ore detailed
analysis R2] show s that the eld H should be applied in the easy plane In
order to lift the degeneracy, then the cosine n (62) w ill change into
>, H R
oS S + S -
4H . a




where a is of the order of the lattice constant. For weak elds the above
expression describes jist the Zeam an splitting of the ground state level of
a ring (recall that due to the odd num ber of spins the ring always has an
unoom pensated total spin if S is halfinteger).

53. TUNNELING IN A MAGNETIC VORTEX OF 2D
ANTIFERROMAGNET

O nem ore exam pl of a m agnetic topologically nontrivial structure ism ag—
netic vortex In quasi?D easy-plane antiferrom agnet. C onsider the system
describbed by the H am ittonian
X X
=07 5 S;+K (%) (63)
hi;ji i

where K > 0 is the anisotropy constant, and O z is the di cult axis. In
termm s ofthe angular variables for the antiferrom agnetism vector, 1, = cos ,
L+ il = s &', a vortex corresponds to the solution

= g @; = + 703 (64)
o l)= =2 S O=0 ,0= ; (65)

where ( satis estheequation from the second line ofEqg. (54), x+ iy = rel ,
and the solutions | and , have the sam e vorticty =~ but di erent polar-

zationsp= cos (0)= 1.Thevortex stateswithp= 1 are energetically
equivalent, and the transition between them corresponds to reorientation
of a m acroscopic num ber of spins N (=a)?,where = a®=4J) '™ is

the characteristic radius of the vortex core and a is the lattice constant. It
is worthw hile to rem ark that such a transition would be forbidden in fer-
rom agnet because of the conservation of the z-projction of the total spin
SZ.

The instanton solution 1(x;y; ) linking two vortex con gurations |
wih = lwhentheinagharytine changesfrom 1 to+1 isschemat-
cally shown In Fig. 4. In the 3D Euclidean space x;y; ) i descrbbes a
topological con guration of the hedgehog type and has a singularity at the
origin. Such a shgularity m eans that In a an all space region around the
origin (roughly w thin the distance ofabout a) one has to take into acoount
the change ofm agniude of the sublattice m agnetization : the length of the
vector 1 has to change so that J(0;0;0)j= 0. In this case there are our
zero m odes, three of them correspond to translations along x, y, , and
the Purth one corresponds to changing the ’ o angl. If the position and
structure of the vortex are xed by som e additional interactions, only one
zero m ode is keft.



Figure 4. The structure of instanton solution for the problem of tunneling in a vortex.
At ! 1 onehasp = 1 and p = + 1 vortices, respectively. The sphere near the
origin corresponds to the region where a hedgehog-type solution is adequate.

The Euclidean action derived from the Lagrangian of the -m odelhas
the ollow ing form

8 ) 9

< : 1 —

—E @2
(66)

where 19 describes the vortex solution (64) and c denotes the lim iting
velocty ¢ = 2JSa=h.Away from the shgularity (for a, €2+

. + @&D* £19)%+



x% + y?)¥™2) the condition ¥ = 1 holds, and the equations for ;’ becom e

2

#?2 +sin cos [O=2 €£7)%]=0;

¥ shrr)=0: 67)
In the region a this system has an exact centrally sym m etric
solution of the hedgehog type:
c Yy
s =—; tan’ = =: (68)
X

It can be shown that the contribution of the singularity itself is am all and
can be neglected. D ividing the integration dom ain into two regions < R
and > R,whereR , one can see that the contrdbution of the region
of am alldistances < R to the Euclidean action is given by

Ag[ <R]=4 (JS*=0)R : (69)

For estim ating the contrbution of the \large" distance region we use a
variational procedure w ith the trial function of the form

+)

Xiy;i )= =2+Fc)H)l=2 , O (70)
where F (c ) is a \sneared step function F ! 1 as ! 1 and the
derivative of ' isnonzero in the region ofthe thickness ; around = 0.A

sin ple estin ate show s that the resulting contrbution of the region > R
is described by

Apg[ >Rl= Q2 J?=0)[1 1h(=R)+ , 1+ 3 = 11; (71)

where 13 are num erical constants of the order ofunity. Sum m ingup (69)
and (71) and m inin izing Ay wih regpectto ; andR,we nd 1 R
. T hus, the total one-nstanton Euclidean action m ay be estin ated as

Ag= 2 JS =c= hsS =a; (72)

w here 1.

D em anding that the tunneling exponent is not too large, eg., Ay <
20 30, we see that or S = 5=2 thismeans =a < 3 4, which is rather
tight; the continuum eld approach we used here form ally requires a,
but In practice i is still applicabl for =a 2 3 [40]. The cigssover
tem perature T, S (K }72 isnot am all since it is proportionalto  J.

6. Summ ary, and W hat is left under the carpet.

Let usm ention brie y the problem s which are closely related to the topic
ofthispaperbut were left out of discussion, and also those problem swhich
are not clear at present, to our opinion.



First ofallwe would like to ram ark that we did not touch at allm icro—
scopic essentially quantum e ects in m agnets, eg., predicted by Haldane
destruction of (quasi)long—range order in 1D antiferrom agnets w ith integer
soIn S caused by quantum uctuations. E ects of quantum interference
are also in portant for this phenom enon, and is existence is determ ined
by the presence of topological term in the Lagrangian of antiferrom agnet
(see, eg., the review s 34, 39]) .Foram allS and weak anisotropy the ground
state of 1D antiferrom agnetic system can di erdrastically from its classical
prototype; eg., the ground state ofa S = 1 AFM ring is not sensitive to
w hether the num ber of spins is odd or even and is always unigque, and the
ground state ofa S = % AFM ring wih odd number of soins is fourfold
degenerate R2].

W e also did not consider the contrbution of tunneling-generated in—
termal soliton m odes to the them odynam ics and response functions of 1D
antiferrom agnets, which can lead to interesting e ects (see 36, 35, 19, 41]).

Another problem which was ignored in our consideration is the rol of
relaxation and them al uctuations ofdi erent origin.Even at low tem per—
ature the Interaction of sopinsw ith other crystalsubsystam s (lattice, nuclkar
spins, etc.) m ay be very in portant, see 42, 43, 44]. It is clear that stochas—
tic In uence on the dynam ics of m agnetization from themm al uctuations
Jeads to decoherence and suppresses coherent tunneling. D escription ofthis
fundam entalproblem in any detailgoes farbeyond the scope of the present
kcture, and we refer the reader to the review by C aldeira and Leggett R9].

One more problem which is unclear from our point of view is a jisti-
cation of considering all spins in a gn all particle as m oving coherently
(@ \giant spin" approxin ation usually used in treating theM Q T problem s
and also adopted in the present paper). In fact, the only jasti cation of
this approxin ation is energetical: if the particle size ismuch an aller than
the characteristic dom ain wall thickness, any Inhom ogeneous perturbation
costs much energy. On the other hand, for the Ham ittonian 4) neiher

§2 nor $? are good quantum num bers, which m eans presence of m agnons
(deviations from ocollinear order) in the ground state.

Our kcture was devoted wst ofallto the fundam entalaspects ofM Q T
considered as a beautifiil physical phenom enon which is rather di cul to
observe. But technological developm ent can lead to the situation when this
phencm enon w ill becom e practically in portant. T he present tendency of
Increasing the densiy of recording in the developm ent of nform ation stor-
age devicesm eans decrease of the elem entary m agnetic scale corresponding
to one bit of nform ation, and one m ay expect that quantum e ects w ill
determ e the \natural lin " ofm iniaturization in fture.
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