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The concentration dependences of the transition temperature and compensation temperature in a
disordered binary ferrimagnetic alloy and its amorphization are investigated by the use of effective-
field theory with correlations. For the amorphization process, a number of interesting phenomena,
such as the possibility of the reentrant ferrimagnetic phase, are obtained which arise from the ran-
dom distribution of exchange bonds in sign. While new amorphous ferrimagnetic alloys may reveal
other new phenomena, at the present time the main interest of experimentalists is directed towards
obtaining an amorphous ferrimagnetic alloy which has a compensation point in the vicinity of room
temperature, because of its potential device applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few years the theory of phase transitions
in disordered binary magnetic systems has received con-
siderable attention from both a bond and a site perspec-
tive. However, the existing theories are essentially con-
fined to ferromagnetics and antiferromagnets. In both
cases all the magnetic atoms have equal spins (e.g., their
absolute values); the bond model considers all lattice sites
to be equivalent, but the interaction energy between each
pair of adjacent sites is randomly assigned one of a set of
positive (or negative) values. In the site model, the lattice
sites are randomly occupied by two different species of
magnetic ions with equal absolute spin values, and the in-
teraction between two ions is determined entirely by the
species of those ions.!

On the other hand, amorphous ferrimagnetic rare-earth
(RE)—transition-metal (TM) alloys*~> are currently of
considerable interest because of their potential device ap-
plications. The alloys provide an excellent system for in-
vestigating basic magnetic phenomena in amorphous mag-
netic materials. The magnetic properties of the alloys are
sensitive to slight compositional changes. The available
experimental data confirm their untypical magnetic
behavior. Of special interest are two physical parameters,
the Curie temperature T, and the compensation tempera-
ture Tcomp, at which the macroscopic magnetizations of
both components are identical and cancel each other. In
particular, amorphous ferrimagnetic Gd-Co films have
compensation points which vary with composition from
approximately 40 to 500 K. The compositions of amor-
phous RE-TM alloys which lead to compensation points
in the vicinity of room temperature have been investigated
by many authors, following the suggestion of Chaudhari
et al. that thermomagnetic writing and erasing can be
carried out at T =Ty, in these films.

Theoretically, in order to analyze the magnetic proper-
ties of disordered ferrimagnetic alloys and their tempera-
ture and concentration dependences, mean-field theory
has been extensively applied in the recent past. The

33

theory can be in fact relied on for an appropriate descrip-
tion of the major aspects of the phenomena being studied.
However, it is well known that the mean-field approxima-
tion (MFA) has some deficiencies, due to the neglect of
correlations, when compared with experiments. More-
over, it is not so clear whether the simple MFA theory
can be correctly applied to amorphous ferrimagnetic sys-
tems.

For discussing amorphous magnetic systems, there exist
a great number of sophisticated techniques. Because of
the difficulties inherent in the theoretical description of
such complicated magnetic systems, it is sometimes neces-
sary to make some simplifications. For studying such
systems, therefore, the lattice model has often been ap-
plied, in which the structural disorder is replaced by a
random distribution of the exchange integral. In a series
of works we have investigated the amorphization of pure
and diluted crystalline Ising ferromagnets by using both
the effective-field theory (EFT) with correlations intro-
duced by Kaneyoshi and co-workers® and the lattice
model of amorphous magnets.” Due to amorphization,
some interesting effects on the relevant thermodynamic
quantities appeared in the thermal behavior. The EFT
which substantially improves on the standard MFA has
been successfully applied to a variety of other physical
problems, such as pure systems,® dilute ferromagnets,’
and systems with competing interactions,'® as well as sur-
face systems.'!

In this paper, we investigate the transition temperatures
and the compensation temperatures for two (disordered
and amorphous) ferrimagnetic, binary, Ising alloys within
the frameworks of EFT and the lattice model of amor-
phous magnets. As far as we know, those quantities have
not been analyzed theoretically over the standard MFA as
functions of both concentration and fluctuation of ex-
change interaction which normally appear in amor?hous
magnetic materials, except in one incomplete work.'? The
purpose of this work is thus to gain some qualitative in-
sights on the above noted problems, whether the standard
MFA can be applied successfully to disordered and amor-
phous ferrimagnetic binary alloys, and the effects of con-
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centration and exchange fluctuation on these quantities.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
present the formulation of disordered and amorphous fer-
rimagnetic binary Ising alloys in the EFT. In Sec. III the
theory is applied to a disordered ferrimagnetic, binary,
square lattice, in order to discuss the effect of concentra-
tion and bond mixture on the transition temperatures and
the compensation temperatures, and to compare the re-
sults of EFT with those of standard MFA. In Sec. IV the
effects of amorphization on those quantities are investi-
gated. We find that for the amorphization these quanti-
ties in particular exhibit some interesting behavior, such
as the reentrant phenomena for ferrimagnetic phase.

II. FORMULATION

We consider a binary alloy of the type 4,B,_, random-
ly occupied by two different species of magnetic ions, A4
and B. Let the 4 and B atoms have different spins
(s4= % and sp=1), respectively. The interaction between
spins is of the Ising form with the exchange interaction
different for different pairs of spins. The Hamiltonian of
the systems is then

H=— 3 [J44548;4+Jppdigd;p
i<j

+(J488i48jp +JB48indj4)1s{s[EiE; (1
where the Jj;’s are the exchange interaction between type-i
and type-j ions and the sum is over all nearest-neighbor
pairs. £; is a random variable which takes the value of
unity or zero, depending on whether the site i is occupied
by a magnetic atom or not. Performing the random con-

figurational average denoted by ( --- ),, the averaged
value of &; has a restriction

(Eica)r+(&_p)r=1, (2)

where (&;_ ), =p is the concentration of 4 atoms. For
the amorphization of the system, moreover, it is necessary
to take account of the fluctuation of exchange integral;
the nearest-neighbor exchange interactions are given by
independent random variables as

P )=7[8J =T —A)+8(J 4. —T +AD)],
P(J 45)=P(Jg,)

=5[8(Jp—aJ —AT)+8(J p—aJ+AJ)], (3)
P(Jgp)=~[8(Jgg —bJ —AJ")+8(Jgg—bI+AJ")] ,

where parameters a and b are constants. The total mag-
netization per site of a binary alloy is then defined by

(sf)=Ei—alsfou)+&i_plsfop), (4)

i i
aAd

cosh +2s]sinh

J

(P Cimabizaly =< I1 {§j5fA

aA
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where the angular brackets denote the usual thermal aver-
ages.

The main problem is now the evaluation of the mean
values, (s%) and (s§). As has been discussed in a series
of works,'? the starting point for the evaluation of (s?_ ,)
with s, =+ 7 is the exact Callen identity'*

i= 6i=
1 §i=aB0i—4 >’ 5)

(sF- 4 )=—<tanh

2 2

with
6,=,, = 2 (JAASjA +JA38}'B )ngjz ,
J

where B=1/kgT. On the other hand, the mean value of
(sf_p) with sg==*1 and O is also given by the exact rela-
tion'?

( Si=B ) =<
with
0i—p= 2, (Jppdip +Jp48j4 )65} .
j

2sinh(§; _pB0; -
sinh(§; 586, —p) >’ ©)

2cosh(&; _pBc;i—p)+1

At this stage, in order to write identities (5) and (6) in a
form which is particularly amenable to approximation, we
have introduced the differential operator technique® as
follows:

D& _ 462 4)
(stoa)y=(e" =%y f(x) |, g )

and
(si_p)=(e"4=2%=8Ya(x) |, o, (8)

where D=43/0x is a differential operator. The functions
f(x) and g(x) are defined by

fx)=1 tanh gx ©)

and
2 sinh(fBx)
=" 10

g(x) 2cosh(Bx)+1 (10
Using the relation £7=¢; (n=integer) and the identi-
ties® 1

exp(ys% )= cosh 121 +2s% sinh -}2/—]

and (11)
exp(ysg)=(s§)*cosh(y)+sE sinh(y)+1—(s3)?,

the expectation values appearing in Egs. (7) and (8) are
generally rewritten as

l ]+§j5jg[(sf)2 cosh(D:;B)+sfsinh(DLB)+l—(sjz)z] b ,

(12)



7690

where a=4 or B and the parameters D', and D’ are
defined by

w8=DEi_oJap and Diy=DE_oJay -

For a disordered system with random bonds and ran-
dom occupation of magnetic atoms, we must perform the
random-configurational average for Eqs. (4), (7), and (8);
the averaged total magnetization per site is given by

m={(s#)),=pm4+(1—p)my , (13)

where m 4 and mp are defined by

_ <§i=A <Si'=,4 ) >r

A= (&i-4 ) ’ 14
_ (§i=8<sf=3)>r
mB————-———————<§i=B>’ . (15)

Here, it is clear that if we try to treat exactly all the spin-
spin correlations appearing in the sublattice magnetiza-

J

m 4 ={p[{cosh(+DJ 4,)), +2m 4 (sinh(3+DJ 1,)),]
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tions through the expansion of Eq. (12) and to perform
properly the random configurational average, the problem
becomes mathematically untractable. Therefore, in the
previous papers, within the EFT, the decoupling approxi-
mation, or

<<ijk(xl)2 R ) )r

=((x ), ((xie ), (X)), - (X)), (16)

with jstk=£l5£ -+ £n and xj=§jsf, has been used. In
fact, the approximation corresponds essentially to the Zer-
nike approximation in the nonrandom problem,'® as dis-
cussed in Refs. 6 and 13. The approximation has been
successfully applied to a great number of disordered mag-
netic systems.— 1113

Taking account of the facts that the exchange inter-
actions and the random occupation of magnetic atom sites
are given by independent random variables, the sublattice
magnetizations m, and mp for the EFT reduce to, upon
performing the random average,

+(l—p)[qg(cosh(DJAB)),+mB(sinh(DJBB)),+l—qB]}’f(x)|,=0 (17)

and

mp={p[{cosh(+DJg,)),+2m4(sinh(5DJg,)),]

+(1—p)[gp{cosh(DJpp)),+mp(sinh(DJpp)), +1—qp1}’g(x) | x =0 » (18)

where z is the number of nearest neighbors. The parameter gp is defined by

_ <§i=ﬂ<(siz=5)2>>r
= (§i=B>r

(19)

In order to obtain the sublattice magnetizations, therefore, it is necessary to calculate the parameter ggz. As is understood
from the discussions of Ref. 15, we can easily get, in the same way as the evaluation of mp,

gs={p[{cosh(+DJg,)),+2m ((sinh(5DJp4)),]

+(1 —p)[qB(COSh(DJBB)>, +m3(sinh(DJBB)),+l—qg]}’h(x) 'x=0 , (20)

with

___2cosh(fBx)
h(X)_Zcosh(BxH-l )

In this section we have discussed the effective-field
theory with correlations in a binary Ising alloy with ran-
dom bonds. We are in a position to examine the transi-
tion temperatures and the compensation temperatures of a
disordered crystalline ferrimagnetic, binary, Ising alloy
and its amorphization. In the following sections, within
this framework, we shall study the physical quantities. At
this point, it is worth commenting that for particular
cases the above equations reduce to those already dis-
cussed in previous work; for the case with
Jpp=J 3=Jp4=0, mp=0, and M, is nothing but the

(21

equation discussed in Ref. 13 for the amorphization of di-
luted crystalline Ising ferromagnet. In the case of p=0,
Egs. (18) and (20) also reduce to those with zero uniaxial
constant in Ref. 15 for the pure (nonrandom bond) prob-
lem.

III. DISORDERED FERRIMAGNET
IN SQUARE LATTICE

In this section we investigate a disordered binary ferri-
magnet on a square lattice; the term ‘“disordered” means
that the distribution of all atoms is assumed to be com-
pletely random, but the interaction between two ions is
determined entirely by the species of those ions. There-
fore, it is not necessary to take account of the effect of the
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random distributions of bonds [namely, Eq. (3)] in Egs.
(17), (18), and (20).

We are now interested in studying the transition tem-
peratures and the compensation temperatures of the disor-
dered ferrimagnet. In order to determine the transition

(18). For the ferrimagnetic square lattice (z=4) with neg-
ative values of J,p=Jp,, the sublattice magnetizations
then reduce to

(Al—l)mA+B1mB=0 s

temperature, the usual argument that the sublattice mag- (22)
netizations tend to zero as the temperature approaches a Aym4+(B,—1)mp=0,
critical temperature allows us to consider only terms
linear in the sublattice magnetizations for Egs. (17) and  with
|
A, =8p*K, +24p*(1—p)[K3q5 +K1(1—g5)1+24p*(1—p[K 1095 +2K 13¢5(1 —gp) + K 12(1—gp)*]
+8p(1—p)’[K20q3 +3K2(1—gp)45 +3K24(1—45)’gp +Kas(1—gp)] , 23)
B, =4p*(1—p)Ks+12p*(1—p)[Ksqp +Ks(1—qp)]+12p(1—p)’[K 1695 +2K 15(1—g5)gp + K 19(1—gp)’]
+4(1—p)*[K 2693 +3K2s(1—qp)95 +3K30(1—gp)qp +K31(1—g5)°] 24
A, =8p°L;+24p>(1—p)[L3gp +L7(1—gp)1+24p*(1—p[L 1095 +2L13q5(1—qp) +L12(1—gp)*]
+8p(1—p)[Laog3 +3L2(1—g5)q3 +3L24(1—g5)°qp +Los(1—g5)’] , 25
B, =4p*(1—p)Ls+12p*(1—p)*[Lsqp+Lo(1—gp)1+12p(1—p)’[L 1695 +2L15(1—gp)gp +L1s(1—gp)’]
+4(1—p)*[L2eqs +3L2s(1—gp)g5+3L30(1—qp)gp + L3 (1—g5)’] . (26)
The critical surface characterizing the ferrimagnetic phase stability limit is determined by
(4, —1)(B;—1)=A;,B, . 27

Looking at Eqgs. (23)—(26), the parameter gp is included in them. In order to obtain the critical temperature T, from Eq.
(27), it is at first necessary to evaluate the parameter qp at T =T,, which is given by, from Eq. (20),

gp=p*M | +4p>(1—p)[M,gp+My(1—qp)]+6p*(1—p)[M 0q5 +M5(1—gp)*+2M3q5(1—qp)]
+4p(1—p [ Mg +3M2(1—gp)qf +3M4(1—qp)gp +Mys(1—gp)°]
+(1—p) [ M3oqs +4(1—gp)g3Ms;+6M;5(1—gp)’q5 +4(1—gp)’qpMs+M;g(1—gp)*] . (28)

The coefficients K;, L;, and M in Egs. (23)—(26) and
(28) are given in Appendix A.

In ferrimagnetic materials, on the other hand, the sub-
lattice magnetizations do not have the same sign, and
there may be a compensation temperature 7o, at which
the total magnetization m =0, even though m, 540 and
mp+0. The situation arises when, from Eq. (13),

pmy=—(1—p)mpg . (29)

Even for the case of a square lattice (z=4), the sublat-
tice magnetizations have complicated forms, when Egs.
(17) and (18) are expanded. Using the relation (29), how-
ever, the sublattice magnetizations at T'=T,,, can be
written in compact forms as follows:

, 1-C
and
1-D
mp= Dzl 31)

The factors C, C,, D, and D, in Egs. (30) and (31) are
given in Appendix B. In the factors, the parameter gp is
also included, which is given, on using Eq. (20) for z=4
and relation (29), by

gg=E\+Eym}+E3mj , (32)

where coefficients E,, E,, and E; are given in Appendix
B. By using Egs. (29)—(32), consequently, we can obtain a
closed-form, although complicated, expression for deter-
mining the compensation temperature. If a compensation
temperature exists, it can be obtained by numerically scan-
ning the temperature range between 0 K and the Curie
temperature.

We are now able to evaluate the Curie temperatures and
the compensation temperatures by the use of the above de-
rived equations. Before discussing the numerical results,
we first review the MFA theory of a binary ferrimagnet.
In subsection A the results of the MFA are given. The
numerical results of the present formulation are given in
Sec. III B and compared with those of the MFA.
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A. MFA results

In the MFA the sublattice magnetizations in a disor-
dered binary ferrimagnet are

1
2kyT

m, =+ tanh [zpJ y4m 4 +2(1 —p)] 4pgmp]

»

(33)

mp=B,

’

1
—=lzpJgam 4+2z(1—p)Jggmp]
ks T

where B,[x] is the Brillouin function for s =1. Near the
Curie temperature, Egs. (33) may be expanded and simpli-
fied as, for a square lattice with z=4,

my= ;—I—T"[pJAAmA +(1—pWpmp],
B

8

MB35 T

[pJpam 4+ (1—p)ipgmp],

from which the Curie temperature is given by
kB Tc
J

=1(p+3(1—pb+{[p—3(1—p)b]?

+2p(1—p)a?}'’?),  (34)

where we have defined the exchange interactions as

'IA.A =J Y
Jup=Jpa=aJ , (35)
Tas=bJ .

In the ferrimagnetic material with a <0, on the other
hand, the compensation temperature is determined by
solving Eqgs. (29) and (33) numerically in the range of tem-
perature between 0 K and the Curie temperature. In Figs.
1 and 3, some numerical results of Curie temperature and
compensation temperature in a ferrimagnetic square lat-
tice are depicted, in order to compare the MFA results
with those of the EFT.

B. Numerical results of the EFT

For some selected pairs of values (a,b), the behavior of
T, and Toy, versus concentration in a binary ferrimag-
netic square lattice are depicted in Figs. 1—3. In Fig. 1, in
order to compare the MFA results with those of the EFT,
some results of the quantities are shown for some pairs of
values (a,b) with a fixed value of b=0.1. The figure
clearly expresses that the MFA results for both quantities
deviate somewhat from those of the EFT, although they
show the qualitative description of the major aspects of
the phenomena being studied; because of its simplicity,
the MFA theory has been used by a great number of ex-
perimentalists for analyzing their experimental data of
ferrimagnetic alloys. The results of Fig. 1, however, im-
ply that the MFA theory must be applied with caution for
analyzing the experimental data.

In Figs. 2 and 3 the concentration dependences of T,
and T oy, obtained from the EFT are depicted for some
selected pairs of values (a,b). In Fig. 3 the MFA results
of T, are also shown for comparison. In the figure, the

|
10 10 __
_ n
-5 -a
3 =
=a =
" o
ﬂ-*\g a -
- <<
-a “z
N\ & ~=
— —_ Q
% 5 eE
o
[ ©°
0.5 05
o] 1.0

FIG. 1. Reduced plots of T, and Tcomp as a function of p of
atoms with s =% for some selected pairs of values (a,b=0.1):
(a) (—0.01,0.1), ® (—0.1,0.1), (c) (—0.5,0.1), and (d)
(—1.0,0.1). The solid lines are the MFA results, and the
dashed lines are the results of the EFT.

o
o

Te(P), Teomp(P)

o
wn

FIG. 2. Plots of T, and T, vs p for selected pairs of
values (q,b=0.1): (a) (—0.01,0.1), (b) (—0.1,0.1), (c)
(—0.25,0.1), (d (—0.5,0.1), (¢) (—0.75,0.1), and (f)
(—1.0,0.1). The solid lines are the concentration variation of
T. and the dashed lines are the concentration variation of
T comp-
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o] 05 pX 1.0
P

FIG. 3. Plots of T, and Tcomp Vs p for selected pairs of
values (a=—0.135,b): (a) (—0.135,0.014), (b) (—0.135,0.1),
(c) (—0.135,0.3), and (d) (—0.135,0.5). The solid lines are the
concentration variation of T, and the dashed lines are those of
Tomp- The dot-dashed lines are the MFA results.

transition temperature of the EFT for p=1 is given by
kgT./J =0.7724, which is nothing but the result obtained
from the Zernike approximation,’*!! although the MFA
leads to kgT./J=1.0 for p=1. As is seen from Figs.
1—3, on the other hand, the values of T ,m, are found in
a narrow range of p, when the value of a (or b) under a
fixed value of b (or a) increases. The concentration at
which Tomp =0 in the figures is given by p* = %, since at
T=0, m,=0.5 and mg= —1, and the concentration for
m =0 is determined from 53p —(1—p)=0. In curve (a) of
Fig. 3 numerical values of a and b are especially chosen
as a=—0.135 and b=0.014, since these values may be
consistent with experimental data for amorphous Gd-Co
alloys.'?

In Figs. 4 and 5 the concentration dependences of T,
for a given value of a (or b) obtained from the present
formulation are depicted, on changing the value of b (or
a). A particularly interesting result appears in the fig-
ures; for a =0 (or b=0) the ferromagnetic (or ferrimag-
netic) phase cannot be obtained in a range of p, which just
corresponds to the dilution problem of exchange bonds.
Such a behavior cannot be obtained from the MFA
theory, for instance, as shown in Fig. 5.

In this section, we have studied the behavior of T, and
Tcomp Versus the change of p in a disordered binary ferri-
magnetic square lattice. In amorphous magnetic materi-
als, on the other hand, it has been discussed that the fluc-
tuations in the exchange interactions are the underlying
causes for the changes of physical quantities, in compar-

Tc(P)

FIG. 4. Concentration dependences of T, for selected pairs
of values (a,b=1.0): (a) (0.0,1.0), (b) (—0.2,1.0), (c)
(—0.4,1.0), (d) (—0.6,1.0), (e) (—0.8,1.0), (f) (—1.0,1.0), (g
(—1.2,1.0), (h) (—1.4,1.0), () (—1.6,1.0), (j) (—1.8,1.0), and
(k) (—2.0,1.0).

T, (P)

T (P)

0.5 0.5

[o] 05 1.0

FIG. 5. Concentration dependences of T, for selected pairs
of values (a=—1.5,b): (a) (—1.5,0.0), (b) (—1.5,0.1), and (c)
(—1.5,0.3). The dot-dashed line is the MFA result for curve
(a).
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ison with those of crystalline magnetic alloy.”'”!® In the
next section the effects of exchange fluctuations on T,
and T o, Will be investigated.

IV. AMORPHIZATION
OF FERRIMAGNETIC SQUARE LATTICE

To describe the structural disorder in a simple way, the
lattice model has been often used in amorphous magnets;
the nearest-neighbor exchange interactions are given by
independent random variables (3). The random-bond
averages in Egs. (17) and (18) are then given by

Jas J J AJ
(cosh D 5 >,--cosh 2D cosh > JD ,
<sinh DJﬁ >-—sinh iD cosh i—A—JD

2 |/ 2 2 2 ’
(cosh(DJ 45)), = cosh(aJD) cosh izl—z%{—D ,

(36)

(sinh(DJ 45)), = sinh(aJD) cosh —;-%"—D ,
(cosh(DJgg)), = cosh(bJD) cosh %%D ,
(sinh(DJgp)), = sinh(bJD) cosh %%"—D .

Here, it is extremely tedious to treat in general the
amorphization of the disordered ferrimagnetic square lat-
tice discussed in Sec. III, so that let us take

where & is a dimensionless parameter which measures the
amount of fluctuation of exchange interactions. The pa-
rameter § is often called the structural fluctuation. The
transition temperatures and compensation temperatures of
the amorphization in the disordered ferrimagnetic square
lattice can be evaluated from Eqgs. (27) and (28) for T, and
from Egs. (29)—(32) for T omp, except for the fact that in
the coefficients, K;, L;, and M, a power of the extra fac-
tor cosh[(J/2)8D] must be included, and the power de-
pends on how many of the functions of sinh and cosh are
included in the coefficients given in Appendix A.

Let us now discuss the numerical results for the
amorphization of the disordered ferrimagnetic square lat-
tice. In Figs. 6 and 7, the effects of the amorphization on
the T, and T, are shown. As is seen from the figures,
the effect of amorphization on T, and T op, is for them
to fall below the values of T, and Ty, in the disordered
ferrimagnetic crystalline alloy. Such a phenomenon is
genel;ally found in amorphous RE-TM ferrimagnetic al-
loys.

At this point some interesting phenomena of amorphi-
zation are observed in the figures. For the weak amorphi-
zation (8=0.2) of the curve (a) with a=—0.01 and
b=0.1 shown in Fig. 6, the value of T, disappears in the
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Te(P), Teomp (P) -

o
2

FIG. 6. Concentration variations of T, and Tcom, for select-
ed pairs of values (a,b=0.1): (a) (—0.01,0.1), (b) (—0.25,0.1),
(c) (—0.5,0.1), and (d) (—0.1,0.1). The solid lines are for the
weak amorphization (§=0.2). The dashed lines are for the
disordered crystalline alloys with §=0.1 in Fig. 2.

o
o)

Te(P), Teomp (P)
Te(P), Teomp (P)

o

o
o
)

FIG. 7. Concentration variations of T, and Tcomp for the
three values of §: (a) §=0.0, (b) §=0.2, and (c) §=0.5, when
the pair of values (a = —0.135, b) are chosen as (—0.135,0.1)
solid line, (—0.135,0.3) dashed line, and (—0.135,0.5) dot-
dashed line. The insert is the variation of p* for the system
with (—0.135,0.3), when 8 is changed.
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region of p given by 0.175 <p <0.390 and also a value of
T omp cannot be obtained; the exchange interaction J,p
then can take positive and negative values randomly be-
cause of the fact that a=—0.01 and §=0.2. The effect
of so called “frustration” appears in the region of p in
which the phase may be spin-glass-like. For the curve (a)
of Fig. 3 with a= —0.135 and b=0.014, similar behavior
can be also obtained for weak amorphization (§=0.2).
For instance, the solid curve (c) with a=—0.135 and
b=0.1 in Fig. 7 does not have a value of T, in the range
of p (0<p <0.505) and the value of T oy, cannot be ob-
tained (Fig. 7) for the amorphization of §=0.5, since J 4
and Jpp then can take positive and negative values ran-
domly. On the other hand, nontypical behavior is also ob-
tained in the concentration dependence of Ty, for the
amorphization, the solid curve (b) with a=—0.135 and
b=0.1in Fig. 7. As is seen from Figs. 6 and 7, for weak
amorphization (§=0.2) the concentration for Ty, =0 is
also given by p*=+. Increasing the structural fluctua-
tion, however, the concentration of 7o, =0 decreases
rapidly from p*= % at a value of 8, such as the inset of
Fig. 7 obtained for the case with @ = —0.135 and 4 =0.3.
The value of 8 at which the value of p* rapidly decreases
from p*=+ depends on the values of a and b. The
change of p* is due to the decreases from m, =+ and
mp=—1 of sublattice magnetizations at T=0 K in the
sense that it becomes impossible for some spins to take
any preferable direction because of the random distribu-
tion of Jj; in sign, although in this case the ferrimagnetic
order is not destroyed completely, as is seen from Fig. 7.
Thus, if the difference of the values of p* exists between a
disordered ferrimagnetic crystalline alloy and its corre-
sponding amorphous ferrimagnetic alloy with the same
composition, it may indicate that the exchange interac-
tions are in sign distributed randomly in the amorphous
alloy.

Now, it is here worth commenting on some relations
between the results obtained within the present formula-
tion (z=4) and those in real amorphous RE-TM ferri-
magnetic alloys which may be assumed to be z=12. In
real systems J,4, J4p, and Jpp correspond to TM-TM,
RE-TM, and RE-RE interactions, respectively. The mag-
nitudes of exchange interactions are usually taken as
Jpp < —J 4 <J 44. In order to analyze the experimental
data of amorphous RE-TM ferrimagnetic alloys, all ex-
perimentalists have taken a model discussed in Sec. III;
RE and TM ions are randomly distributed on a lattice
with z=12 and the exchange interaction between two ions
is determined entirely by the species of those ions. Except
for the authors of Ref. 12, the sublattice magnetizations
m, and mp are then assumed to follow Brillouin func-
tions (or the MFA theory) for the spin values sgg and
stMm (STMm <SRre), like Eq. (33). In order to explain the
concentration dependence of T, in amorphous binary fer-
rimagnets, in some works the spin value of TM is not a
constant value, but the variation of the TM moment in
terms of a charge transfer model with the addition of a
moment induced by the RE is taken into account within
the framework of the MFA.!"” On the other hand, Za-
gorski and Nazarewicz!? have tried to extend the MFA
theory of the model to a better approximate theory, al-

though their work seems to be incomplete in comparison
with the discussions of Sec. III. The exchange interac-
tions are then taken as J,,=J, J,3=—0.135J, and
Jpp =0.014J, which values may be consistent with the ex-
perimental data for amorphous Gd-Co alloys. They ob-
tained the concentration dependence of T, and Tom, for
the fcc lattice structure (z=12) with constant spin values
(s4 =% and sp=1); their results are similar to those of
curve (a) in Fig. 3 of Sec. III for z=4. The results are not
in contradiction with the experimental data, although a
close comparison is not possible.

To our knowledge, however, the effects of the structural
fluctuation 8 on these quantities in amorphous ferrimag-
nets have not been discussed in the previous works.
Theoretically, when we use the MFA theory, it is known
that the effect of the structural fluctuation on 7T, cancels
out and does not appear, and its effect on Tcop, is very
small.?® However, the results are characteristic of the
MFA. As discussed in this section, when we use an ap-
proximation better than the MFA, a number of interesting
effects of 8 come up in the behavior of T, and T omp.
The results imply that the MFA theory not including the
structural fluctuation may give incorrect analyses of the
experimental data for T, and Tc,yn,. Experimentally, in
amorphous TM-metalloid alloys, the fluctuation of ex-
change interaction J,, is considered as an important in-
gredient for the appearance of characteristic behavior,
such as the depression of reduced magnetization curves,
reentrant phenomena, and spin-glass phase. In amor-
phous Gd noble-metal ferromagnetic alloys, on the other
hand, reentrant phenomena and spin-glass phase are also
found; the exchange interaction Jgg is considered to be
fluctuating around a mean value. Thus, in amorphous
RE-TM ferrimagnetic alloys, it may be reasonable to take
account of the structural fluctuation, like Egs. (3) and
(37), although it is not certain whether the exchange in-
teraction J 45 fluctuates around a mean value.

In previous work on the amorphization of a crystalline
Ising ferromagnet on a square lattice with s=7,'> we
have discussed that reentrant phenomena can be obtained
for large structural fluctuation in the range of
8(0.5<5<0.565) and for 6>0.565 the system may be in
the spin-glass phase (the definition of & in the work corre-
sponds to =25 in the present formulation). The results
can also be obtained from Eq. (17), when we put p=1 and
z=4 into it and use the distribution function (3) and (36).
Therefore, in Figs. 8 and 9, the effects of large fluctua-
tions 8 on T, are depicted for three selected pairs of
values (a,b) in Figs. 4 and 5. In Fig. 8 the exchange in-
teractions are taken as J, =—J p=Jgp=J (or a=—1
and b=1). Increasing the structural fluctuation, as men-
tioned above, the transition temperature at p =1 decreases
monotonically until the value of §=1 and in the range
1.0<8 < 1.13 the reentrant ferromagnetic phase is ob-
tained and for § > 1.13 the system becomes spin-glass-like.
Even for the amorphization, the concentration variation
of T, changes almost linearly (except the region near
p=1) until the value of §=1 [or curve (c)]. For the curve
(d) with 8= 1.2, the possibility of a reentrant ferrimagnet-
ic phase is seen in the region 0.86 < p <0.96, since the sys-
tem for p=1 is already spin-glass-like. For a little larger
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T, (P)

FIG. 8. Concentration dependences of T, in the system with
a=—1.0 and b=1.0 for the amorphization: (a) §=0.0, (b)
6=0.5, (c) 6=1.0, (d) §=1.2, and (e) §=1.5.

1.0

Te (P)
Tec (P)

0.5

FIG. 9. The concentration dependences of T, in the two sys-
tems with solid line (a=—1.5,b=0.3) and dashed line
(a=—1.5,b=0.0) for the amorphization: (a) §=0.0, (b)
8=0.5, (c) 6=1.0, and (d) 6=1.2.
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value of 8 [or curve (e)], however, the reentrant ferrimag-
netic phase is found only in a very narrow region of p.
On the other hand, in Fig. 9 the exchange interaction J 45
is fixed at a = —1.5 and two values of Jpp (or b=0.0 and
b=0.3) are chosen. For large amorphization, a reentrant
ferrimagnetic phase is also observed in the figure: for the
solid curve (c) with §=1.0, in the region 0.382 <p <0.4
because of randomly distributed positive and negative
values of Jgg, and for the solid curve (d) with §=1.2, in
two regions, 0.46 <p <0.485 and 0.885<p <0.97, be-
cause of the frustration coming from J,, and Jpz. As
shown in Figs. 6—9, in this way a number of interesting
phenomena coming from the random distribution of ex-
change bonds may be expected in amorphous ferrimagnet-
ic alloys, although at the present time we do not have any
experimental result.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the concentration dependence of tran-
sition and compensation temperatures in a disordered
binary ferrimagnetic square lattice and its amorphization
using effective-field theory with correlations. As dis-
cussed in Sec. IV, the MFA theory especially must be ap-
plied with caution to amorphous binary ferrimagnetic al-
loys because of the serious effects of structural fluctuation
on T, and Tcomp, even though all experimentalists have
neglected these effects in analyzing their experimental
data. At the present time, the main interest of experimen-
talists is directed towards obtaining an amorphous ferri-
magnetic alloy which has a compensation point in the vi-
cinity of room temperature and a wide region with a large
and stable coercive field near the point because of its po-
tential device applications, such as thermomagnetic
recording.?! As shown in Sec. IV, on the other hand, a
number of interesting phenomena coming from the ran-
dom distribution of exchange bonds may be also expected
in amorphous ferrimagnetic alloys, although they may not
be of technical, but only of academic importance.

Finally, it may be worth commenting on the following
facts; in order to discuss the concentration change of the
compensation point, we have used the Ising model. In ac-
tual materials, however, there exist transverse components
in the spin Hamiltonian which may be important for the
compensation effect, although they are not effective for
discussing the transition temperature, since only the
counting of the statistical weights of the system is effec-
tive near T,. The concentration dependence of compensa-
tion, therefore, may need more detailed study than that of
the present work. The problem is left as future work.

APPENDIX A

The coefficients K;, L;, and M, in Egs. (23)—(26),
(28), and (A 1)—(A7) are given as follows:

K= cosh*(+J D) sinh(+J 4, D)f(x) | x o »

K, = cosh(5J 44D)sinh*(+J ., D)f(x) | x -0 »

K3 = cosh¥+J 4,D)sinh(+J D) cosh(J ;5D)f(x) | x =0 s
K, = sinh’(+J D) cosh(J .5D)f(x) | x —o
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Ks=cosh’(3-J 4,D)sinh(J ;gD)f(x) | x o » M;=sinh*(3J 45 D)sinh(JggD)h(x) | x o ,
K¢= cosh(+J ,,D)sinh*(+J ,,D)sinh(J ;D) (x) | x =0 Mg = cosh®(3:J gD)h(x) |40 ,

K= cosh®(+J .,D)sinh(+J ,4D)f(x)] x =0 My = cosh(5J5D)sinh*(3J,45D)h(x) | x—o »
Kg= cosh’(+J D) cosh(J 45D)sinh(J ;5D)f(x) | x =0 » M o= cosh¥(3J 5D) cosh¥(JggD)h(x) | 5o ,
Ky = cosh’(3J44D)sinh®(J ;3 D)f(x) | x =0 , M = cosh¥(+J,3D)sinhX(JD)h(x) | o »

K o= cosh(+J 4 D)sinh(3J D) coshXJ5D)f(x) |y =0, M= coshX(3J4D)h(x) |0,
Ky = cosh(+J ,D)sinh(5J D) sinh®J gD)f(x) | x—0, My 3= coshX(3J,5D)cosh(JgzD)h(x)| =0,

K1, = cosh(+J D) sinh(5J,,D)f(x)| x =0 » M 4= cosh(5J 5 D)sinh(3J 45D)

K 3= cosh(5J D) sinh(+J D) cosh(J 4gD)f(x) | x =0 , X cosh(JggD)sinh(JggD)h(x) | x =0 »

K 14=sinh¥(+J D) cosh(J ;3D)sinh(J ;5D )f(x) | x =0 » M 5= cosh(+J 4pD)sinh(5J D) sinh(JzpD)h(x) | 5o
Ks= sinh*(3+J ,D)sinh(J 3D )f(x) | x 0 » M g=sinh*(3J 43D) cosh’(Jpp D)k (x) | x o ,

K 6= cosh(+J D) cosh’(J 45 D) sinh(J ;gD)f(x) | x 0 » M ;= sinh®(3J 45D) sinh*(JgpD)h(x) | x =0 »

K17= cosh(+J D) sinh*(J ;3 D)f(x) | x =0 » M g =sinh*(3.J ;5D)h(x) | x =0 ,

K 5= cosh(+J D) cosh(J 45D)sinh(J ;5D)f(x) | x o My =sinh¥(3-J 5D ) cosh(JggD)h(x) | 4o ,

K19 = cosh(+J,,D)sinh(J ;3D)f(x) | x -0 » M= cosh(5J 45D) cosh*(JggD)h(x) | x—0 »

K= sinh(+J D) coshXJ 3D)f(x) | x =0 » M, = cosh(+J 45D) cosh(Jgg D) sinh*(Jgp D)h(x) | x—o
K, = sinh(5-J D) cosh(J ;5D)sinh¥(J ;5 D)f (x) | x 0 » M, = cosh(5J 45D) coshX(JggD)h(x) | o ,

K, = sinh(5J .,D) cosh®(J 45D)f(x) | x =0 » M,; = cosh(5J g D) sinh*(JggD)h(x) | x o ,

Ky =sinh(3+J ,D)sinh*(J ;5D)f (x) | x -0 » M, = cosh(+J ;gD) cosh(JggD)h(x) | 5 —o

K4 = sinh(+J .,D) cosh¥(J ;gD)f(x) | x =0 » M 5= cosh(5J,5D)h(x) | x 0 »
Ks=sinh(5J,44D)f(x) | x =0, M= sinh(3J45D) cosh’(JppD)sinh*(JgpD)h(x) | x o ,
K 6= cosh®(J ;gD)sinh(J 4D )f(x) | x —o » My, = sinh(3J 45D) sinh*(JppD)h(x) | x =0 ,

K= cosh(J ;gD)sinh*(J 5 D)f(x) | x—0 » Mg = sinh(5J 45 D) cosh®(J g D) sinh(JggD)h(x) | 5o ,
K3 = cosh®(J 45 D) sinh(J ;5D)f(x) | x o M= sinh(+J 45 D)sinh(Jgg D) (x) | x o »

K= sinh*(J43D)f (x) | x —o , M= cosh*(JggD)h(x) | x 0 »

K30= cosh(J 4pD)sinh(J 4D )f(x) | x o , M3, = cosh®(Jgg D) sinh*(JggD)h(x) | x o »

K3y =sinh(J43D)f(x) | x =0 » M3, = sinh*(JggD)h(x) | 1o,

K3y =sinh*(37,4D)f (x) | x o - M3 = cosh®(JgD)h(x) | x—o

= 12
The coefficients L; (j=1—32) can be obtained by doing M3y = cosh(Jps D) sinh™(Jpp D)h(X) | x 0 »
the following replacements in K; (i=1-32): M= cosh®(JggD)h(x) |, o ,

Jau/2—J45/2, J4up—Jpp, and f(x)—g(x). We have
i 4B 4B BB & M36= Sinhz(JBBD )h(x) l x=0>

Ml = COSh4( ELJABD)h(x ) I x=0"> M37= COSh(JBBD)h(X) ! x=0>

M, = cosh¥(3J ;5D)sinh*(3-J ;g D)h(x) | x o » Mz =h(0) .

M;=sinh*(3:J 3D)h(x) | x o , The coefficients K;, L;, and M} can easily be calculated
by applying a mathematical relation, e“2f(x)=f(x +a).

M, = cosh®(3-J ;3D) cosh(JggD)h(x) | x =0 ,
M= cosh(5J 43D)sinh*(5J 45D) cosh(Jgg D) (x) | x —¢

APPENDIX B

The factors C,, C,, D, D,, E;, E,, and E; in Egs.
M= cosh’( %JABD) sinh( {-JAED)sinh(JBBD)h(x) | x=0>» (39), (31), and (32) are defined as follows:
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