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Abstract

Approximate analytical solutions of the modified Ngevin equation are obtained. These
solutions are relatively simple and enough accurittey are illustrated by considering a mean-
field model of a system with interacting superpaagnetic particles. Within the framework of
this model we derived analytical approximate forasulor the temperature dependencies of the
saturation and remnant magnetization, coerciveefoiratial magnetic susceptibility as well as
for the law of approach to saturation. We obtaiatsth some exact analytical relationships for
the coercive force. We found remarkable similabgtween the approximate cubic equation,
which is resulted from the modified Langevin egoiatiand the exact equation resulting from the
divergence condition of a solution derivative. Tdmalytical formulas obtained in this work can
be used in various models (not only magnetic ongbgre the modified Langevin equation is

applied.

1. Introduction

The Langevin and Brillouin equations, which are caonly utilized in various mean-
field models [1-12], have exact solutions in thenfoof definite integrals [13, 14]. These
integrals are too cumbersome for applications. El¢here is a need in simple analytic solutions,
even though these are approximate [3]. The purpbseis work is to obtain such solutions of

the modified Langevin equation [2]:

z=L(a + f2) (1)
Here L(¢) is the Langevin function:
L(&) =coth¢) -1/¢ (2)

The parametera andf3 in equation (1) are discussed for a mean-field ehadsection 4. In this
modelaHy/T, BCA/T whereHp is an external magnetic field, is the absolute temperatudejs

the averaged measure of internal magnetic intenasti



Two approximants of (1) are introduced in the reedtion. Their analytical solutions are
discussed in section 3. As will be shown in sedidrb, these solutions allow to get analytic

formulas for temperature dependencies of magnetiarpeters in a mean-field model.

2. Approximations of modified Langevin equation
There exist quite a few approximate expressiondHerinverse Langevin function [15-

17]. Formula (3) presents a reasonable compronaseden simplicity and accuracy [16, 17]:

3)

The relative errog of equation (3) can be estimated as
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e=(z-L(z
Function (4) reaches its maximal valad€%) at z+0.65 and vanishes at z=; 0; 1. Formula
(4) is plotted for z>0 in Fig. 1. Combining (1) wi(3) we obtain
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Z =aq+ (5)
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As is shown in the next section, roots of equaff)rare quite close to the exact solutions of (1).

The second approximation follows from (2):

L(&)=+1-+ (6)

Sy

for |L(E)F1, EI>>1.
The relative errog of equation (6) is given by formula (7):
£=(L($) - (*x1-1/$)/L(S) (7)
The plus and minus sign in (6), (7) corresponds>t® and¢<0, respectively.

Formula (7) is plotted in Fig. 1 in the forevs z in assuming thag>0 andzJ[0,1],
where £L(§). The relative error of equation (6) equal®% if L({) =0.6 and vanishes if
L(¢) - 1. By the assumptiof#0 we combine (6) with (1) to get equation (8) éo¥3z>0 and

equation (9) foa+pz<0:

z=1- 1 :>22+(£—1)z+1_a=0:>
a+fz B B
2=1a-9: ta+ 9y -1 (8)
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2=+ D A= 07~ ®)

To satisfy #]<1 one should take the plus sign in (8) and theumsign in (9).
Formulas (8), (9) are close to the exact solutmm(d) only if 7>0.6 and, therefore, these
approximations are applicable not for all valuestandf3, unlike (5). But if =1, formulas (8)

and (9) become much more precise than the solutib(¥), as is shown in the next section.

3. Theroots of approximate equation (5)
The solutuions of equation (5) are strongly depdralethe value of the parameferFor

#£1, equation (5) can be written as

2°+Bz*+Cz+D =0, (10)

where

BEL; CE—’B_s; D=-B (11)
B-1 B-1

Formulas (12)-(15) present the solutuions of cegjaation (10).

= _ﬂ i Q _E (12)
z= 3sm(g) 3

_ | 4p_. @+2m B (13)
z 3sm(i3 ) 3

_ ¢+4m B

2Ty 35( 3 )73 (14)

z:?i/—g+ A+?§/—g—\/> -% (15)

Formulas (12)-(17) allow to calculate the real saodf equation (5) satisfyinglk1. The
formal derivation of (12)-(17) is given in the ApmBx. The coefficient$, q, 4, ¢ in (12)-(17)

are expressed in terms @fand3 by equations (Al1l), (A12), (A14), (A30), respeetiv(see the
Appendix). Each of formulas (12)-(17) is applicatdeseparate domains in the plaoe [§) (see
Fig. 2 and Table 1). There is the smooth joiningurictions (12)-(17) on the borders of these
domains. The functionsia(B) and 0x2(B) are defined by equations (Al5) and (Al6),
respectively (see the Appendix).

If B=1 then equation (5) reduces to a quadratic one saitutions (16) and (17):

Z:—i— :|_+i2 (16)
a a

Z:—£+ :|_+i2 (17)
a a



Table 1 shows also the number of the real roo{®)pfmeeting the requiremerd41 for

the different domains in the plane, [3].

Table 1. The limits of the applicability of formgl§12)-(17).

Number B a formula
of roots
1 ]-o0; 1 J~oo; +oo] (12)
1 B=1 J-o0;0[ (16)
10;+ oo (17)
1 ]—o0;—0n2(B)] (14)
1 11; 3] [~0n2(B);0tn2(B)] (15)
1 Jtaa(B); +eo] (13)
1 ]—o0;—0n2(B)] (14)
1 [—0a2(B);—aa1(B)] (15)
[
(14)
3 13;+] [—0a1(B);0a1(B)] (12)
(13)
1 [a2(B):0taz()] (15)
1 [asa(B)i+oo] 49

It follows from (11) thatB=D=0 for a=0. In this case equation (10) has the trivial

solutionz=0 and the two non-trivial solutions:

2= (18)

It is readily verified that in (20) is real and satisfies the conditigr] only for3=3.

Fig.2 shows that the solution of (5) is unique 3. If 3>3, then equation (5) has the
unique solution ford|>a1a(B) or three different solutions foat|kaa(B). In the case obty|=01a(p)
the two roots out of three coincide.

To demonstrate a peculiarity of equation (5) fef3 one can diffirentiate equation (10)

with respect to the parameier



322[02] +ZBZ(62] +22(08] +C(62] +z(acj +(6D] =0 (19)
0a ), 0a ), 0a ), 0a ), 0a ), \o0a),
Substituting (11) into (19), we obtain:

(azj _ 1-2 (20)
da), (B-1)(3z*+2Bz+C)

wheref3£1.
We conclude that the derivati&saij is expressed in terms of the functibitself and
a
B
can be calculated with the help of (12)-(17).
Puttingz=0 in (20), we can write:

(GZJ _ 1 (21)
oa B.a=0 3-p
Setting (18) in (20), we obtain:
[azj -1 (22)
00 ) g4 (B-D(L-3)
where3>3.

It follows from (21) and (22) that the derivati{%aij of functions (12)-(15) diverges at
a
B

the point ¢, )=(0, 3).
Let us remark that it is possible to show directljeature of exact equation (1) [&t3.
Indeed, the Langevin function (2) can be writtendmall&:
L) =413 $<<1
In assuming thatt -~ 0 andz- 0 we can obtain equation (21) from (1):

R o
a B -
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Whenf3<1, the unique solution of (5) is given by (12) &rvalues oft. Whenp=1, the

z

solution is given by (17) foa<0 and (16) folo>0. If a - 0 the right-hand side of (16) and (17)
tends to zero (see (A6) and (A7) in the Appendix).

For everypBl]1, 3], the unique solution of (5) is given by (1) |a|<aa(B), (14) for
a<-ap2(B), and (13) fo>aax(p).

Figure 3 shows the curve&)|s-constfor different values of satisfying the conditiof<3.

Each of these curves is continuous, though, theycalculated by the different formulas
(12)-(17) depending oa andf values. The inset (a) presents the two selectetesaAa)|g=const
on an enlarged scale. The inset (b) shows thewelatror of solutions (12)-(17) with reference

to numerical solutions of (1) for the three seldatarvesz(a)lg=const AS seen in the inset (b), the



relative error of formulas (12)-(17) does not ext&8o except for the pointa( 3)=(0, 3) at

. o z . . .
which the derlvatlve{g—j diverges. But the maximal error is rather smaB.b%) even near
a
B

this point.

Figure 4 demonstrates in detail the cure@s)|s-> calculated by (13)-(15) and (8)-(9).
The insets (a) and (b) show the error of formulds(9) and (13)-(15), respectively, with
reference to the numerical solution of (1), whicaswobtained by the iteration method [15]. One
can see the very high accuracy of (8)-(9) &dpdia2(B), where |z|>0.75. The error of (13)-(15)
does not exceed 2.5% in the whole range (gee the inset (b)).

The solutions of (5), which are typical f8r3, are shown in Figs. 5, 6 f@=9. Pictured

together, these solutions form an "S"-shaped cuffe. inset (a) in Fig. 5 demonstrates on an

enlarged scale the region near the poirt —0; at which[g—zj diverges. Near this point, as
a
B

well as near the symmetric poiat= 0,1, the relative difference between the analyticdlitsmon
of (5) and the numerical solution of (1) reachd9%. This difference decreases rapidly away
froma = za,; (see the insets (b), () in Fig. 5).

In case ofd|>0,1 the unique solution is given by (14) fak—0a2, (13) for a>aa,, and
(15) forani<|a|<aaz. The error of these solutions does not exceed (s8¥%the inset (c)).

In case ofd|<aa;, one of the three solutions is described by (T2)s solution has a

negative derivativ{g—zj and equals to zero at=0. The other solutions, which are given by
a
B

(13) and (14), have a positive derivat@é%j and equal tatzz at a=0, respectively (Fig.6).
B

The value o¥Zg is equal to the magnitude nfrom (18).

Figure 6 shows in detail the "S"-shaped cumxfe) for (3=9. The inset (a) shows

z=(B)= B3 andzc(B), wherez:(B) corresponds to the symmetric rounding pointshefS"-

5-1

shaped curve at whicﬁg—;j o, The abscissa of these points equats:(pB), where
s

ac(B)=0a1(B) (see Fig.2). The asymptotic behaviorog{f3) is shown in the inset (c). It follows
from A(15) (see the Appendix) that(B) - B if B — oo.
To find explicitly z2() one can set the denominator in (20) to zero:

32°+2Bz+C=0 (23)



The quadratic equation (23) has the solution

,-_B, B _C_-aa*+3B-3(B-1) (24)
319 3 3(B-1)
Taking into accounZz(3)>0 we deduce from (24) that
—a,(B)+\a’ (B) +3(B-3(B-D)
= AL (25)
2(P) =

Substitutingaai () from A(15) into (25) we obtain:

(g V2B +00-9- (=3 +|@-4p)E-20+46-3) (2)
N2(8-1)

All segments of the “S”-shaped curve (Fig. 6) datténed iff3 increases. Indeed, f3f— o,

thenz:(B) - z=(B) (see inset (a)}o— mandy- 0 (see inset (c)). The angkeandy, are shown in
Fig.6. The angley is well-defined only if3>3. The value tgg) and tgy) is equal to the right-
hand side of equation (21) and (22), respectively.

4. M ean-field magnetic model

To illustrate the formulas obtained in the previsastions let us consider an ensemble of
identical single domain superparamagnetic particlé® particles are randomly dispersed in a
solid non-magnetic matrix. The effect of inter-paet magnetic interactions is represented by an
effective fieldHes that is proportional to the system magnetizakin

Neglecting magnetic anisotropy, the magnetizatidnthe superparamagnetic system
follows the Langeven law [21]:

M =nm=nmL(7) =nMV L(J), (31)

where

g = HaMH (32)
KT

is the ratio of the Zeeman’s enengymH to the characteristic thermal eneidy n = Np/V is the
volume concentration of the particlasy=MoVp is the particle magnetic momeril, is the
saturation magnetization of particle matenialis the total system volum&lr is the number of
the particles in the syste is the particle volumen is thermodynamically averaged magnetic
moment of a particleH is the magnitude of the total magnetic fielfl,is the absolute
temperature}l, is the magnetic permeability of the free spdces the Boltzmann constant,
L(J) is the Langevin function (2).

The total magnetic fielé is equal for all particles in the mean-field mof&!
H=H,+M, (33)



whereHy is a uniform external magnetic field,is the mean field constant. We suppose that the
parameters, Vp, Moin (31) are fixed.
Combining (33) with (31) and (32) we obtain:

_ HompH | HoMy
M = L(——)= L(——>(H, +AM 34
MM,L(= ) = LS == (Ho +AM)) (34)
Equation (34) can be rewritten as
/JoMonHo AxM
M = xM,L 1+—=-2)), 35
T (35)
wherex=nV,=NpVp/V is the fraction of the magnetic phase in the systésing the notations:
z=M/xM, (36)
o= HoM oV, H, (37)
KT
= MM V5 1, (38)
KT

we conclude that equation (35) is identical in famequation (1).
It is convenient to introduce the dimensionless me#ig field

a__H

- , 39
LR abvive (39)
and the dimensionless temperature

1 KT (40)

=—"=————
18 ,uOMOva/]X
For simplicity we suppose thatin (39) and (40) is temperature independent. U§3%)-(40),

we may rewrite equation (35) as

21270 (41)

Equation (41) is similar to equation (4) in [2], wi describes hysteresis in ferromagnetic
materials.

It follows from (40) that the conditioff=3 corresponds to

1 KT,
g ===——"¢c 42
© 3 MV AX (42)
The critical temperaturéc is equal to
Tc - ,uOMOva/]X (43)
3k

The normalized magnetization z in (41) demonstratesseresis behavior (Fig. 5 and 6)#T¢
(6<6c¢, B>3) and Curie-Weiss behavior T>T¢ (6>6¢, <3). Indeed, it follows from (39)-(43)
that



OHo )y KT\ O ) 3KeTe \0a )0

Combining (21) with (44) and (36) we obtain

Yo = oM ::quOZVpX B :lquOZVpX Te — :uonmg (45)
0 oH, TH.=0 kT, 3-8 KT T-T. 3kg(T-T.)

Equation (46) represents the Curie-Weiss law fer ithtial magnetic susceptibility, of the
system ifT>T.

In experiments one can determine the saturation netagtion of the system
Ms<=nmy=xMy, the critical temperatur&:, the initial susceptibilityo as well as the temperature
and the external magnetic fieldp. The magnetic momemty can be calculated by the use of
equation (45):

_3ke(T=Te) X0 (46)
HM g

The parameterdy, and 8 can be expressed in terms Hf, T, Tc, which are measured

experimentally, andy, which is calculated by (46):

—_ :uOMOV —_ IUOrnOHO
=H = 47
M =H, 3k T, 3kl (47)

o= (48)
3T

C

It follows from (39), (40) and (47), (48) that

g =1 - HoMHo (49)
6 KT
_3Tc
B= T (50)

Substituting (49), (50) in (12)-(17) we can findeteystem magnetizatiod with reasonable
accuracy for all values of andHo. If M > 0.69Vs (z > 0.65) equations (8) and (9) can be also

used with sufficient accuracy. These equationsbeawritten in terms dfiy ande:

2=2(-h) [, Ah) -6 (51)

if (z+ho)>0;

z=-2 (L) - [ AR -6 (52)

if (z+ho)<0. The relative error of (51) and (52) is lesank1% if |z|>6.5 and vanishes when
|z|- 1.
If |ho|>>1, the law of approach to saturation followsrir(b1), (52):



6
1+ |hy |
In (53) upper and lower signs corresponchgp0 andhe<0, respectively. The relative error of
(53) is less tharl% if |z|>7.5 and goes to zero if}2.

z=+17F (53)

5. Magnetic hysteresis

Fig. 7 shows the isothermal curggyo), which demonstrates the magnetic hysteresis in
the system described in the previous section7<dfc (>3, 6<1/3) and —hc<ho<hc, the
magnetizationM is not a single-valued function & (Fig. 7). There are three values Mf
which correspond to the solutions of (5) and calted by (12)-(14).

The magnetic susceptibility of the solution (12Anél AJ/A; in Fig.7) is negative. This
solution is thermodynamically instable [22].

Solutions (13) and (14) (lines18; and AC; in Fig.7, respectively) have the positive
magnetic susceptibility, which can be written, assg hy=0 and using (22), in the terrhs and

0 as

0z I
0z - v 54
aho)“”b:‘) 3(6. -6)1-6) (c4)

(
The initial susceptibility (54) is positive, 86¢, tends to zero, ®- 0 (to meet the third law of
thermodynamics) and divergesgifs 6.

The isothermal magnetic susceptibility, which e&ated to solutions (13) and (14),
diverges at the points;Aand A, where tangential lines to the curvegCA and AC, become
vertical (Fig.7).

Abscissae of Au A, meet the conditiorhc and 4, respectively, wherbc=a1/B=00x;.
The divergence of the susceptibility at &nd A can be proved directly by substitution of (A34)
and (A37) into (20).

The magnetic hysteresis loop can be described lmsvéd When the magnetic fieldy
changes from a maximal positive value (the pointirCFig.7) down to—hc, the instability at
point A;, which is due to the divergence of the susceftbitesults in the transition ;A. B> to
the stable state BIf hy still decreases to limiting negative value (thenpd; in Fig.7) the
magnetization changes smoothly. Increas iftom G, to A, is accompanied by the continuous
change of the magnetization (Fig.7), which is inipted with the transition A- B; because of
the susceptibility divergence at.AThe uninterrupted portion of the magnetizationveuB;C;

completes the hysteresis loop.



The loop width equalstg, wherehc may be called the coercive force. The coercivedor
vanishes ab=6c and approaches to 1 @&t0. The law for the temperature dependehgas

presented by equation (55), which is derived frévig):

= \/2+69—992—(491’3—394’3)3’2 (55)
2
The argument of the square root in (55) is non-treg & 6<6c. The temperature dependence (55)
is plotted in Fig.8.
It is possible to obtain simple approximations éguation (54). The first order Taylor

expansion results in

he =V6(8. - 6)*"2 (56)
if 8- 06¢c, and

2 [6
v e o)
if 6-0.

Numerical calculations shows that in the inter®&:[0[0s, 6¢], where8s=2/5, 6.=4/5,

equation (55) is approximately given by

_ [ a-618)Y"
h(8) =h; +(h hF)((l_ o eF)] , (58)
where
h. =/6(6. -6,.)¥? =/6(8, 15)¥? = 004 (60)

The inset in Fig. 8 shows the relative error @& dpproximations (58)-(60) with reference
to the numerical solution of (1). The limiting pentage error equads.5% atb=06.

Equation (56) predicts thathg/d® [{6-6¢c)Y?-0, if 8—6c. It is interesting that
experiments [25-27] indeed show/T"-dependence (similar to (57)) fohc(T) at low
temperatures and the flatteninghg{T) at high temperatures.

The temperature dependence of the remnant magneihzz may be obtained from (18):
R

The formula (61) is plotted in inset (a) of Fig.The relative error of (61) with reference to the

numerical solution of (1) does not excedi®o, as can be seen from the inset (b) of Fig. Thén
vicinity of 6¢c equation (61) shows thak((1-6/6c)"% The same temperature dependence is

typical of qguantum mechanical mean-field modeld.[28



6. The exact value of the coercive force
Let us estimate the exact value of the coerciveefoFor this purpose a cubic equation

similar to (5) can be written by differentiation éfact equation (1) in assuming t{%} -0,
B

It follows from (1) that

Gz _dbde_d ., 592, (62)
da déda dé da

where=a+pz Gathering like terms in (62) and using the idgnti

da _,_ (63)
de 1-L(L+2/¢)
we obtain
dL 2
R s (64)

W 1-pl g AL

The condition[g—zj - o0 suggests that the denominator in (64) equals zero:
a
B

_ 2 - 65
1 ,8+,61_(L+a+ﬁz) 0 (65)
Setting (1) in (65), we obtain the cubic equation:
Z2+B'Z*+C'z+D'=0 (66)
where

a L-3 1
B=7; Cc=-£25 D=-B(-) (67)
B B B
The coefficients (67) can be expressed in ternthetoefficients (11):
B':&LB’ C':EC’ D'= D(&L)2 (68)
B B B

Assuming >3 (6<6¢), the solutions of (66) can be calculated usingaéiqns (12)-(15) and
Table 1 after replacement:

B-B;C-CiD-D;a,—aya,-a, (69)

where

B (70)

a,,= /L% (71)
£-1



The solutions of equation (66) and exact equatibnafe identical only at the points, where

(azj for (1) diverges. One such point is shown in Bidpy the arrow. It follows from (66) and
0a ),

(67) that

3_0yp 2 :8_3 aco(lg_l)_

— A0 2 _ =0, 72
% ,820 8 Zt B (72)

where the paramet@rc, and magnetizatiom, is corresponds to the exact value of the coercive

force heo. Replacinga—;;o by hco andf3 by 18 in(72), we obtain

Z5 ~heozg — (1-38)z)+ e, (1-6) =0 (73)
This is the accurate relationship between the ceerdorce heo and the normalized
magnetizatiorr, at the “rounding” point of the hysteresis loop éguation (1) (Fig. 9).

The value ohc in Fig. 9 is determined by (55). Combining (553 4i@0), we obtain also
the formula (74) foh’'c:

_a02 _ 13 _ npn4l3y3/2
h,Cz\/2+69 962 — (46" —30*") (74)

20-6)

The value othco may not be larger thaiw'c because the solutions of (66) are confined
between-h'c and -+h'c. Assuming hco<hc we should admit (see Fig. 9) that the curves
representing the exact solutions of (1) and thea@mate solutions of (5) may cross each other.
Such intersection is possible only for the trigalutions, which are thermodynamically unstable

if 8<B¢c and should be ignored. Therefdxg>hc and we can write

(75)

2+69_992 _ (491/3 _394/3)3/2 . hC . \/2+ 69_992 _ (491/3 _394/3)3/2
2(1-6) 0 2

If 8- 0 thenhco is practically equalbc (see the inset in Fig.8)

7. Conclusions

The approximate analytical solutions (8), (9),)¢(27), which are obtained in this paper
for the modified Langevin equation (1), are ratbienple and enough accurate. An application of
these solutions to the magnetic mean-field modwlite in formulas (61), (51)-(52) and (55), for
the temperature dependencies of the saturationramthant magnetization as well as the
coercive force, respectively. We found also thecestarmula (73) for the coercive force. We
certainly realize that the mean-field model, démdiin sections 4-6, is too rough to explain
complex properties of real superparamagnetic systéor example, equation (35) neglects of a
particle magnetic anisotropy and polydispersivitly smch systems. The nonzero magnetic

anisotropy results in drastic slowing relaxatiom@gnetization below the blocking temperature



Ts [23]. To a certain degree neglect of the anisotrcan be justified only abovEs since in the
system of superparamagnetic particles with randgis) distribution the average magnetization
is hardly subject to the uniaxial magnetic anygogr(see Fig. 11 in [24]). Tg<<Tc, whereTc

is the transition temperature due to magnetic au®ns between particles, the formulas of
sections 4-6 can be also applied in the vicinityTef Polydispersivity of real nanoparticle
systems can be considered by introducing some mah&o distribution of magnetic parameters
(Mo, Vp, A, etc.). We suppose that analytical formulas deriire this paper can be useful in
various mean-field models of ferromagnets [2, 2jrocolloids [29-31] and other theories, in
which the modified Langevin equation is included.
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Appendix
If a=0, then equation (5) may be written as

3-77 _
1-2°

z

Bz (A1)

Equation (A1) has the trivial solutia=0. If z£0, then we can rewrite (Al) as
3-7 _
1-7

It follows from (A2) that

B (A2)

22 = 3-8 (A3)
1-B8
This enables us to write the non-trivial solutiaigAl) as
7=+ B3 (A4)
£-1

It follows from (A4) that |z|<1 only iB=3.
It is possible to obtain an approximate equati&e ({A4) directly from equation (1) in

assuming thagB(0z/0a)g>>1 anda - O:

9zy _dL ofy _n_ | +2 02y .
(aia)ﬁ_df aa)p [l |—(|—+E)][1+,3(aa)p]
=[1—22—Z]ﬁ(;)ﬁ:ﬂ:[l—zz—zwz z=+% 1—2

where=a+Bz This equation is less accurate than (A4).



If =1, then equation (5) may be written as
az®+2z-a=0 (A5)

If a=0, then equation (A5) has the unique trivial solutz=0. This is in agreement with
the solutions of (Al).

If a£0, then equation (A5) has the unique non-trividlison

Z=—1i 1+i (A6)

a a’®
Equation (A6) requires “+” foo>0 and “-" fora<0 to satisfy |z|<1.
If a -0, then (A6) may be written as

_1,1+050% _a (A7)

z=-—+¢
a |a | 2

Equation (A7) can be obtained directly from (1)\pded that3=1,a -0, z- 0:

z=L(a+z)=a;Z:>z=%

If B£1, then we may write (5) as the cubic equation

2°+Bz*+Cz+D =0, (A8)

where

BEL; CE—’B_g; D=-B (A9)
B-1 B-1

Equation (A8) can be reduced to

Y’ +py+q=0. (A10)

where

poc-B o @B -4p+3) __a*+3(B-3(B-Y) (AL1)

3 3(B-1) 3(B-1)
_28°_BC,  _2a(a*-98(B-1) (A12)

27 3 271B-1)3

y=z+° (A13)

3

Solutions of (A10) depend on the sign of the disanantA [18, 19]:

A:qj+ﬁ:_a4+(,6’—3)3(,6’—1)+a2(9—6,6’—2,6’2) (A14)
4 27 27(B-1*

The equalityA=0 holds true ifi=t0a; Or a=t0x2, Where

- \/2/3’2 +68-9-(48-3°" (AL5)
AT 2

. \/2/3’2+6/3’-9+(4/3’—3)3’2 (AL6)
A2 T 2



It follows from (A11) thatp=0 if a=xap, where

a, =/3L-B)(B-3 (A7)
Settingg=0 in (A12), we obtaim=+0,, where
a,=3 | B(B-1) (A18)

Figure A shows the curves, which are specifiedAil5)-(A18) in the planeq B).
Equation (A10) is simplified if one or both pfand q equals zero. Let us consider all
possible variants.
(1) p=0; g=0
The equation has the unique trivial solut#® corresponding to the points (0, 4)0, 3) in
plane €, B) (Fig. A).
(2) p=0; g#0
Equation (A10) has the unique non-trivial solution
Y1 =Y, = Y5 =-3q (A19)
Combining (A12), (A13), (Al17), (A19) we obtain

514 981 (A20)
A(B-1) p-3

I 4 AB-1) ., (A21)
AT Ty g Y

wherea=zxa,.
If -1, then (A21) coincides with (A7):

a4, g _a
IB-1) 3AB-3I 2

Yi=Y.=Ys=

(3) 9=0; p£0

Equation (A10) has the three roots

Y1=0y, :ﬁﬁ = _H (A22)

If p>0, theny,andys are imaginary. Hencg is the unique real solution of (A10) at the poifuts
B) with a=0, 1<3 (see Fig. A).

If p<O, then all roots (A22) are real and distinChis case corresponds to linesy() and the
points witha=0, ¥p<w in Fig. A. The corresponding solutions of (A8) da@ deduced from
(A22) by (A13)

B B B
2=-5i%=["p ~5in=-/-p - (A23)

3
If a=0, then it follows from (A23) that



z=y%,=02=Y, \/;’23 b \/;

If 3<PB<e, then all solutions (A24) complies with |z|<1.
According to (A9), (Al1), (A18), and (A24) for timints on the curvesoy(B) (Fig. A)

_[[B ., _JAB-3-B., _~|4B-3-B (A25)
g-1UF g1 B

The onlyzin (A25) complies with |z|<1.

21:

(4) p20; g£0

Equation (A10) has one real root and two imaginesoiA>0, three real roots, two of
which are coincide, if=0, and three distinct real rootsAkO [19]. The planed, ) contains
three connected domains, two of which haAw®, and the third ha&>0 (Fig. A).

If A>0, then the unique real root of (A10) is calcudbby the Cardano formula

y:i/_qq. A+3_9_@ (A26)
2 2
The root of (A11), corresponding to (A26), is weittas
z:g\/_‘h A+i/—q—\/Z_B (A27)
2 2 3

The three real roots of (A10) corresponding to ¢badition A=0, which holds for the

curves+o(B) u +an(B) in Fig. Al, can be written as

_y =39y — o5 (A28)
= =3/= = 3/
Y=Y, =31V Z\E

The rootysin (A28) can be derived from (A26) lly- 0, i.e. in moving in the plane( )
(Fig. A1) from points inside the domain witk»0 to the curvesaa(B) or oax(B). It will be
shown (see (A33)) that the roots (A28) can be foatsb in going to the curvesoai(B) or
+0a2(B) from points inside the domains wif{x0.

If A<O, then equation (A10) has the three real distinets:

_ [_4ap_ _¢+2km,, (A29)
Yo == sin® =)

where k=0, 1, 2.
The angle in (A29) may be calculated by the formula

¢= arcsinQHqZJ—ﬂ) (A30)
4p 3

Note thatp<O in (A29) and (A30). Indeed, it follows from (Al#hat if g0 andA<O, then p<O0.
If g=0, thenA andp have the same sign.



The roots (A29) meet the condition+y,tys; = 0. In view of (A13) we have for the
corresponding roots of (A8)
21+2+73=-B

According to (A14), ifA - 0 andg#0, p£0, then

o?/p® - (-4127) (A31)
In view of (A31) equation (A30) is rewritten as

. 9 [ 4g, _ - \/E - san@) A32
@ - arcsin(sgiiq) 7 3p3) sgn@) arcsmé 81) sgn@) > ( )

It is evident from Fig. Al that q<0 and g>0 hold the curves e&ai(B), +aa2(B) and i (B),
—-ap(B), respectively. Hence, in moving from the domaivith A<O to the curves eai(B) u

+0a2(B) the roots (A29) tend to their limit values adduls:

- Py L o|_P (A33)
Yi1=Y¥3 — 3’ Y2 3

Combining (Al11), (A13), (A15), (A16), (A33) we mayrite the related roots of (A8) as follows:

foq N8P 188495 (4F -3 +\[25" +65-92 (45 -3 (A34)
3V2(8-1)
7 2\/8ﬂ2 -186+9+ (4ﬂ—3)3/2 _\/2ﬂ2 +68-9+ (4ﬂ_3)3/2 , (A35)
2 32(8-1)

where the plus and minus sign should be takendas() and Hx1(B), respectively.
In moving from the domains with<O0 to the curves aa1(B) u —aa2(B) the roots (A29)

behave as follows:

I (A36)
Yi=Y> 31)’3 3

Using (A11), (Al13), (A15), (Al16), (A36) we have tliermulas for the related roots of

(A8):
=2, - \/8,6’2 -183+9+ (43-3)%* +\/2,32 +63-9+ (48-3)%? (AST)
32(5-1)
_2(8f7 186 +92 (45 -9 24" +66-02 (453" (A38)
z, - . |
(8-)

where the plus and minus sign are used WLB) and -€1(B), respectively.

A comparison between (A34) and (A37), (A35) and §AShows that the roots of (A8)
satisfy z@)=-z(-a) for the curvestoai(B) u *aax(B). Using (A31), one can proof the
coincidence of (A33), (A36) with (A28).



Algebraic manipulations, which are direct but cunsbene, demonstrate that every root
(A34), (A35), (A37), (A38) satisfies the conditigai<1 for+an;(B) and the only two roots (A35),
(A38) do it for+aas(B).
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Fig.1 The relative errog of approximate equations (3) (squares) and (6¢lés) plotted from

equations (4) and (7), respectively. In case ofN&)suppose th&>0 andz=L(¢)[0,1].



12 (7)
| \
.l
N
= 0 (12)
Sl
4
ol -
)
10l

Fig. 2 The applicability regions of equations (12)). The functionsua(B) and aa(B) are
given by (A15) and (A16), respectively.



Fig. 3. The curveg(a)|s=const for different values op satisfying the conditioff<3. These values
are indicated at the top right of the Figure. Ins@t the portion of the curves f@=2.999 and
=2 on an enlarged scale. Inset (b): the relativeresf solutions (12)-(17) with reference to the
numerical solutions of (1) for the curves &1, 2 and 2.999. The numerical solutions of (1)

were calculated by the iteration method [18] with telative error of 8.
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Fig. 4 The curveg(a)|s-, calculated by (13)-(15) (crosses) and (8), (9)idsines). The circles

denote the numerical solution of (1), which wascahkted by the iterative method [18] with the

relative error of 1¥. The dashed line corresponds to the tangent lin@=8 according to
equation (21). The inset (a) and (b) show the ir&dagrror of solutions (8), (9) and (13)-(15),
respectively, with reference to the numerical solubf (1).
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Fig. 5 The curve(a)lg=g (circles) calculated by (12)-(15). Inset (a): gwetion of the curve near

O = —0p1, where(azj diverges. The solid lines represent the numerioalt®ns of (1) for
B

oa

=9. Insets (b): the relative error with referencehe numerical solutions of (1) for (12)-(14) if
|al<aas. Inset (c): the relative error with reference e thumerical solution of (1) for (13) if
0>0py, for (14) if a<-0a, and for (15) ifaa>|a|>aa. The numerical solutions of (1) were

calculated by the bisection method [18] with thiatiee error of 1CP.
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Fig. 6 The details of the "S"-shaped cum{e)|s-9. The circles and the solid lines represent the

solutions (12)-(14) and (8), (9), respectively. T@ynbolz: andac denote the modulus of the

ordinate and abscissa, respectively, of the paantsvhich [5—;} -0, The anglesy andy
B

define ata=0 the slope of the curve (12) and (13), (14), eesigely. Insets (a), (b) and (c) show
the B-dependency of: andzg, ac, Y andyo, respectively. The dashed line in inset (C) regpmes

o= as the asymptotic formula foi: if 3 - co.
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Fig. 7 The isothermalBEb/2, f=6) curve of the normalized magnetizatiz(hy). The residual
magnetization is denoted lm. The symbolhc represents the modulus b at which the
transition A - B; or A,-B; takes place. The curves;E;A; and GB,A, corresponds to
continuous changing of the magnetization. Insettfe temperature dependencezp({see (61)).
The dashed line M\, represents unstable states. Inset (b): the rel&tikor ofzz with reference
to the numerical solution of (1). The numericalusimins of (1) were calculated by the bisection

method [18] with the relative error of 0



Fig.8 The temperature dependence (55) of the aaeforcehc (solid line). The circles represent
the values ofhc calculated by means of the numerical solution bf. (The approximate
dependences (56) and (57) are indicated by theedalsfes. The inset shows the relative error
with reference to the numerical solution of (1) falationship (55) (dashed line) and its
approximations (56), (57) and (58) (solid lines)ie intervalb/6c[6g, 1], [0, B8s] and PBs, 6],
respectively, wher8s=2/5, 8-=4/5.
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Fig. 9 The solutions of equations (5) (squares}) (@hick lines) and (1) (thin lines) fds=6
(6=6c/2). The arrow shows the point at which the denea{64) diverges. This point determines
the exact valuéco of the coercive force. The valuestef h'c, and g are defined by equations
(54), (73), and (72), respectively. The symbals and zj; are introduced in analogy t@ m
Fig.6. The value ofg is determined by (26).



Fig. A The boundaries of the sign changd\isolid lines),p (dotted line) andj (dashed lines)
(see (A15)-(A18)) in theq( B) plane.



