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Abstract.  

We study the influence of the porosity on the domain structure of cobalt antidots thin films with 

controlled and circular defects of 20, 40 and 60 nm of diameter. Micromagnetic simulations, combined 

with First-order reversal curves analysis of classical magnetometry measurements, have been used to 

track the evolution of the magnetic domain configurations. The found coercivity enhancement with the 

increase of the pore diameter is correlated to the domain reversibility. Moreover, we found that when the 

pores diameter increases the domain-domain interactions become dominant. 
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1. Introduction 

 

Nanostructured magnetic elements have received much attention from the scientific community in the last 

two decades due to their potential applications, ranging from sensors for the electronic and 

electromechanical industry to the storage media for the magnetic recording industry [1, 2, 3]. Such 

magnetic nanostructures are possible due to the recent advances in both lithographic techniques [4] (top-

down approach) and self-organization processes [5, 6, 7, 8] (bottom-up approach). These technologies 

enable scientists and engineers to control the size and geometry of the magnetic materials obtaining thus a 

broad spectrum of magnetic properties. Among the magnetic nanostructures that can be obtained by using 

self-organized processes there are the so-called magnetic antidots (i. e. holes arrangement embedded into 

a continuous magnetic film). In effect, the use of self-organized ordered nanoporous alumina membranes 

as templates has allowed the fabrication of magnetic antidots films with high hexagonal order and 

controlled pores distribution [9]. Magnetic antidots are a topic of intense current research since they are 

promising candidates for high-density information storage as well as a very exciting topic in fundamental 

physics [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. 

 

In an antidot array, magnetic features such as coercive field, anisotropy axes and reversal mechanisms, 

among others, can be tailored by tuning the geometric parameters of the array [18, 19, 20]. Such 

parameters are: the shape and diameter of the hole, the distance between holes and their spatial 

distribution. Besides, in the absence of a regular arrangement of the holes, the porosity can be used as a 

geometric parameter. In this work, we propose in an experimental way, a schematic study about the 

influence of the porosity on the magnetic properties of Cobalt antidots. Micromagnetic simulations 

performed in these systems enabled us track to the reversal modes and the magnetization state of the 

mailto:smichea@uc.cl


hysteresis loop in the entire film. Complementary, first order reversal curves (FORCs) performed on the 

antidots films add information about the inner interactions that may arise into these systems. 

 

 

2. Methodology 

 

2.1. Fabrication of cobalt antidots 

 

Nanoporous alumina membranes were prepared from a 0.32 mm thickness aluminum foil (Good-Fellow, 

99.999%) by using the so-called two-step anodization technique [7]. Prior to the anodization processes the 

aluminum foils were cleaned with acetone, isopropanol and distilled water, and then electropolished for 5-

10 minutes in an ethanol:perchloric acid (3:1) solution under a 25 V of voltage at 4°C. After this 

treatment the samples were submitted to a first anodization, at 40 V and 45 V for 8 hours in an oxalic acid 

solution at 20°C, in order to obtain large pore sizes, and in a 0.3 M sulphuric acid solution under a 20 V 

voltage at 20°C, in the case of smaller pore diameters. After the first anodization step, the anodized layer 

was etched with a solution at room temperature during 12 hours. This solution is composed of 7 gr of 

H3PO4, 1.8 gr of H3CrO4 and adding H2O up to complete 1000 ml. The ordered pore arrangement was 

achieved with a 6 hours long second anodization step performed under same conditions than the first one. 

The pore diameters for each sample obtained were 20, 40, and 60 nm. The inter-pore distance is 50 nm in 

the case of samples made by sulphuric acid and 100 nm for oxalic acid. In all cases, the membranes show 

a hexagonal order and good uniformity in both, the pore diameter and the distance between pores. The 

cobalt antidots were fabricated by magnetron sputtering deposition of a 28 nm cobalt layer on the top of 

the membranes with three different pore diameters, replicating the well-ordered array of nanoholes of the 

substrate, and also on a glass substrate used as a reference. The base pressure before deposition was 5 x 

10
-7

 Torr and the deposition pressure was kept at 3 mTorr using 20 sccm Ar flow and 50 Watts DC gun. 

Under this conditions the deposition rate was 3.5 nm/min. In order to avoid the cobalt oxidation a 2 nm 

Ta layer was deposited over the film. 

 

 

2.2. Structural and magnetic characterization 

 

The morphology of the samples was performed by a Scanning Electronic Microscope (SEM) Carl Zeiss 

EVO MA 10. The magnetic properties were measured by alternating-gradient force magnetometer 

(AGFM) at room temperature. Magnetization loops were measured with the applied field parallel to the 

antidots film plane. 

 

 

2.3. Micromagnetic Simulations 

 

Micromagnetic simulations were performed using the 3D OOMMF package [22]. Under this frame, the 

ferromagnetic system is divided into cubic cells with a uniform magnetization inside each cell. For our 

simulations we use the typical Cobalt parameters: saturation magnetization MS= 1.4 x 10
6
 A/m, exchange 

stiffness constant A= 30 x 10
-12

 J/m, an anisotropy constant K = 0 Jm
-3

 (since the film is polycrystalline) 

and a mesh size of 4 x 4 x 4 nm
3
, where spins are free to rotate in three dimensions. In all the cases the 

damping constant is 0.5. In order to perform the micromagnetic simulations we have used two kinds of 

masks, the first one (from now on called the real mask) is obtained by exactly mimic the geometry of each 

antidot system. To achieve this, the SEM images (shown in figure 1 and corresponding to different pore 

diameters) have been treated by an image editor in order to improve the contrast and then they have been 

used as inputs in the simulation code [22]. The second kind of mask, from now on referred as the ideal 

mask, consist of a geometry that contains actual values for the pore diameter and inter-pore distance and a 

perfect hexagonal arrangement of the pores. In all the simulations we have used images of 1000 nm x 



1000 nm and a film thickness of 28 nm. For the ideal mask a 50 nm interpore distance for 20 nm pores 

diameter and 100 nm interpore distance for 40 and 60 nm pores diameters were considered. 

 

 

2.4. First Order Reversal curves 

 

In order to study the magnetic properties of the samples in detail we applied the first order reversal curves 

(FORCs) technique [23]. Due to the fact that a hysteresis curve is a global measurement of the 

magnetization it does not clarify all the aspects involved in the magnetic properties of this system. In this 

context, the FORCs diagram technique makes an important contribution to the experimental study of 

magnetic systems composed of many magnetic particles or magnetic domains. In these cases FORCs 

diagrams provide information about the coercivity distribution and interactions inside the system and the 

portions of reversible and irreversible magnetization [24, 25]. This technique has been used to study 

diverse magnetic phenomena and systems [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. 

 

Measuring a FORC begins by saturating the sample at high field. The field is then reduced to a Ha 

reversal field. Thus, a FORC is defined as the magnetization curve measured when the applied field 

increases from Ha until saturation. Magnetization for the Hb field over the FORC with the initial Ha field 

is denoted by M (Ha, Hb), where Hb > Ha. A statistical model that describes the system as a set of 

magnetic entities based on the Preisach model [33] is used to illustrate and obtain information from the 

FORCs. The probability density function of the ensemble is defined by the equation [34]: 
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This function extends over the entire (Ha, Hb) plane. A FORCs diagram is a contour plot of equation 1, 

and can be expressed in terms of the variables Hc = (Hb + Ha)/2 and Hi = (Hb - Ha)/2, which are the 

commutation (coercivity of an entity) and interaction fields (shift of an entity) [33, 34], allowing us to 

capture the reversible magnetization component, which appears to be centered in Hc = 0. The density 

function in equation 1 for a sample is obtained by numeric derivation of the M (Ha, Hb) function, which 

contains all the measured FORCs. In this way, the FORCs diagram is obtained by making a contour plot 

of the equation 1. 

 

 

3. Results and discussions 

 
Figure 1. Scanning Electron Microscope images of cobalt antidots where the pore diameters d are (a) 20 nm, (b) 40 

nm and (c) 60 nm. The inset graph shows the diameter size distribution for each sample. 



The morphology of the arrays of cobalt antidots, obtained with the process described in section 2.1, are 

shown in figure 1. It can be seen that the sputtered cobalt film adopts the topology imposed by the 

substrates (i.e. the anodized alumina membranes). In this way, non-magnetic inclusions, characterized by 

the membrane pore diameter, arise and make the film a patterned medium. The inset graph in figure 1 

shows the diameter dispersion of the antidots samples, here is possible to see the good uniformity and 

distribution of the characteristic geometrical parameters (pore diameter, interpore distance and hexagonal 

hole arrangement) due to high quality anodization process. 

 

As we detailed in section 2.3, micromagnetic simulation have been performed by both, taking the SEM 

images shown in figure 1 - using them as masks – in one hand, and making a defect-free perfect image of 

the hexagonal arrangements (keeping the pore diameter and interpore distance), in the other hand, with 

the aim to decorrelate the pore diameter effect from hexagonal ordering. Figure 2 shows the remanent and 

coercivity states for both real and ideal mask obtained of such simulation. 

Figure 2. Micromagnetic simulation snapshots for the real (first and second columns) and the ideal (third and fourth 

columns) masks for the different pore diameters d. The fourth row corresponds to the continuous film. The colour 

code corresponds to the magnetization component along the applied field. 



The first and second columns in figure 2 show six particular snapshots, corresponding to the real mask 

simulations. In these images, the colour code corresponds to the magnetization component along the 

applied field (the x direction in this case). The images shown in the second column, (b), (f), and (j), are 

the magnetic configurations in the remnant magnetization state (H = 0). According to the colour code, 

green zones have no magnetization component along the applied field. In this way, according to the 

simulations, the first stages of the magnetization reversal take place at the edges of the structures. 

Besides, for the structures having pore diameters of 40 and 20 nm the magnetization starts rotating around 

the pores located at the centre of the structure. This seems to indicate that the relative preponderance of 

the main reversal mechanisms (i.e. coherent rotation and domain wall propagation) is affected by the pore 

diameter; being the domain wall propagation dominant in the largest pore diameter. 

 

Another feature than can be seen from the remnant state simulations is that, for the three pore diameters, 

most of the magnetization is still aligned to the initial saturation direction. The reduced (or normalized) 

remanent magnetization mR (mR = MR/MS) is found to be 0.85, 0.72 and 0.75 for 60, 40 and 20 nm pore 

diameter respectively. These values have been extracted from the field dependent magnetization loops, 

obtained in the same micromagnetic simulation, shown in figure 3.  

 

Let's consider now the magnetic configurations at the coercive field value, shown in figure 2. From 

snapshot (i), corresponding to a 60 nm pore diameter, it can be seen that the adopted configuration 

exhibits a well-defined regularity where the domains shape display a rhomboid nature. Such structure is 

consistent with the presence of a six-folded anisotropy. Wang et al showed that a six-fold shape 

anisotropy arises in permalloy antidot structures where the pores are arranged in a honeycomb structure 

[35]. In these hexagonally ordered pore geometries, each of the directions linking one defined pore to its 

first neighbors corresponds to an easy anisotropy axis, whereas the directions linking the pore to its 

second neighbors will be associated to a hard anisotropy axis. Since green stripes in figure 2(i) are regions 

with no magnetization component along the applied field, we can conclude that in such zones the 

magnetization points either in the + y direction or the - y direction, this is, along the easy axis which turns 

out to be perpendicular to the applied field direction. On the other hand, yellow stripes, which mostly go 

from a pore to its first neighbor, being therefore lying along hard directions, are associated to the presence 

of domain walls. In the case of figure 2(e) (40 nm pore diameter) fewer domain walls are present and the 

size of domains is larger. These domains seem to be oriented rather locally since the hexagonal order is 

partially lost due to the presence of defects. For the smallest pore diameter, shown in figure 2(a), almost 

no domain walls are present between neighboring pores; instead, 90° domain walls separate large 

domains oriented parallel to the borders of the overall structure. 

 

Figure 3. Field dependent magnetization loops of cobalt antidots obtained via micromagnetic simulations using the 

real masks (left) and ideal mask (right). 



Figure 2 also shows the magnetic configurations found at the remnant state (fourth column) as well as at 

the coercive field (third column) for ideal mask. Together with the results obtained the magnetic 

configurations for a 28 nm thick continuous film are also presented. From these images it can be seen 

that, even if the hole density is the same (100 holes / µm
2
) for the different pore diameters, a bigger pore 

diameter is associated to the presence of more domains and thus to a higher density of domain walls. 

Owing to the hexagonal arrangement, six first neighbors and six second neighbors surround each hole. In 

this way, every hole configures six constrictions with its first neighbors. Domain walls can be trapped or 

pinned by these constrictions. Each of these domain walls will experience a spatially variant dipolar 

interaction along the whole structure and thus it will be subjected to a landscape of pinning potentials 

[36]. A domain wall trapped in a pinning potential can adopt several stable configurations and can 

become unpinned through a complex process where a depinning field distribution arises [37, 38].  

 

From third column at figure 2 it can be seen that as the pore diameter increase, a higher domain wall 

density was observed. That can be interpreted as a decreasing in the pinning potential experienced by 

domain wall. This should be reflected in a drop of the coercive field as the pore diameter increases. Such 

a drop is found from the M(H) curves obtained via micromagnetic simulations and showed in figure 3 and 

the same tendency was found in the simulated hysteresis curves obtained with the real masks. However, 

the values for the coercive field obtained with the real geometry are lower than those obtained with the 

ideal geometry (see figure 4). This difference can arise from two distinct features in which the ideal and 

real geometry differ from each other: the arrangement and the exact geometry of the hole. In a real 

arrangement defects appear resulting in a breaking of the hexagonal symmetry, changing thus the number 

of neighbors, typically lowering this value from 6 to 5, and changing therefore the number of domain 

walls trapped around a hole. Another effect of the symmetry breaking is that the six-fold long range shape 

anisotropy is lost, leading to less defined domains as can be seen in figure 2. On the other hand, the exact 

geometry of the hole is crucial since it determines the shape of the constriction and therefore the punctual 

pinning potential experienced by the domain walls, playing thus a major role in the coercive field [39, 40, 

41, 42]. It is worth to note that the sample with pores of 20 nm has an inter-pore distance of 50 nm, in 

comparison to 100 nm in the other two samples. However, as the pore diameter increase, the behavior of 

HC and Mr change. Simulations made from an ideal mask have bigger coercive value than the simulations 

made from a real mask, and in fig. 4 the real mask have a behavior most similar to the experiment. One of 

the principal reasons for the differences between the experimental data and the simulated data is the fact 

that the simulation is performed at 0 K, but the constants have their values at room temperature; moreover 

the size of the samples simulated are smaller compared with the experimental measurements. 

Figure 4. Coercivity values obtained from both real and ideal simulations and from experiments, corresponding to 

the different pore diameters. 



Figure 5. First-order reversal curves corresponding to an antidot array with a a) 20 nm , b) 40 nm and a) 60 nm pore 

diameter. 

 

In order to get a deeper insight on the magnetization reversal and the different possible depinning 

mechanisms in the experimental samples, first order reversal curves have been measured and the 

diagrams are analyzed. Figure 5 shows the FORCs measured with the external magnetic field applied 

parallel to the plane of the entire sample set. The contour delineated by the FORCs corresponds exactly to 

the hysteresis curve. In order to evidence the differences between the systems, it is necessary to carry out 

FORCs diagrams, as shown in figure 6. 

 

Figure 6. First-order reversal diagrams corresponding to pore diameters of: (a) 20nm, (b) 40nm and (c) 60nm. 



The FORCs diagram for the thin film with 20 nm pore diameter shows a small spot of irreversible 

magnetization (for Hc > 0 Oe), with a narrow distribution of interaction and a small distribution of 

coercivity centered in Hc = 106 Oe, a value close to that of the hysteresis curve of 91 Oe. The small spot 

on the diagram indicates that the system has a more homogeneous structure of magnetic domains than the 

system with larger pores, as the simulation shows (see figure 1). Theoretically, the FORCs diagram of a 

bi-stable monodomain is a point located over the coercivity axis in a value equal to the coercivity of the 

system.  

 

The diagram of the system with 40 nm pores shows a similar panorama to that of the 20 nm pore system: 

only a spot of irreversible magnetization centered in Hc = 176 Oe, a value very close to the hysteresis 

curve of 178 Oe. This spot shows slightly higher interaction and coercivity distributions than those of the 

20 nm pore system. Specifically, its shows an increase in the width of the interaction distribution, which 

indicates the presence of a more complex magnetic structure than that of the 20 nm pore system and a 

larger number of magnetic domains interacting. This diagram presents noise because the magnetic signal 

of this sample was captured with more noise than the 20 and 60 nm samples. 

 

If we take a look now to the diagram corresponding to the 60 nm pore, shown in figure 6(c), we can see 

that a large irreversible magnetization spot centered in Hc=300 Oe is obtained. This system has larger 

coercivity and interaction distributions than the other two systems (20 and 40 nm), which indicates the 

presence of more complex magnetic structure than those of the systems of smaller pores. The increase in 

coercivity distribution indicates that there are different magnetic regions that revert their magnetization at 

distinct external fields, which results in a denser and more complex domain structure, with smaller 

magnetic domains, and a labyrinth structure of domains as shown in the simulation (see figure 2). In turn, 

the increased number of magnetic regions oriented in different directions increases magnetic interaction 

among neighboring regions, which is evidenced in the increased interaction distribution in the diagram. 

Finally, in all the diagrams (for 20, 40, and 60 nm) we observe considerably greater distribution of 

coercivity than of interaction, which indicates the predominant effect of pores with larger diameters is the 

formation of a larger number of magnetic domains. Given the two-dimensional nature of the samples and 

the direction of the external magnetic field, the effect of magnetic interaction is lower than that of the 

formation of magnetic domains. 

 

 

4. Conclusions 

 

Arrays of Co antidots with different pore diameters have been fabricated and the magnetic properties 

were analyzed experimentally and by means of numerical simulations. Simulations of real and ideal 

masks were used to investigate the effect of the pore sizes and how it affects the magnetic properties. The 

analysis of the FORCs diagrams shows an increase in the coercivity and interaction field distributions in 

the samples with larger pores. From the micromagnetic simulations and magnetic characterizations we 

can conclude that as the size of the pores increase, and the space for the propagation of the domain walls 

is reduced, interaction among different propagating domains produces multiple smaller domains and 

consequently gives rise to a more complex magnetic domain structures, which results in an increase in the 

coercivity of the films. 

 

 

5. Acknowledgments 

 

Support from FONDECYT under projects 3120059, 1110252, 1110784, 11110130, 3130397 and 

3130393; USAFOSR Award No. FA9550-11-1-0347; Grant ICM P10-061-F by Fondo de Innovacion 

para la Competitividad-MINECON; and Financiamiento Basal para Centros Científicos y Tecnológicos 

de Excelencia under project FB0807 are gratefully acknowledged. 



References 

 

[1] Wolf S A, Awschalom D D, Buhrman R A, Daughton J M, Von Moln_ar S, Roukes M 

L,Chtchelkanova A Y and Treger D M 2001 Spintronics: A Spin-Based Electronics Vision for the Future. 

Science 294, 1488. 

[2] Chappert C, Fert A, Nguyen Van Dau F 2007 The emergence of spin electronics in data storage.  

Nature Materials 6, 813. 

[3] Moser A, Takano K, Margulies D T, Albrecht M, Sonobe Y, Ikeda Y, Sun S and Fullerton E E 2002 

Magnetic recording: advancing into the future Journal of Physics D 35, R157. 

[4] Adeyeye A O and Singh N 2008 Large area patterned magnetic nanostructures Journal of Physics D 

41, 153001. 

[5] Jessensky O, Müller F and Göselle U 1998 Self-organized formation of hexagonal pore arrays in 

anodic alumina. Applied Physics Letters 72, 1173. 

[6] Carstensen J, Chazalviel J N, Christophersen M, Föll H, French P J, Govor L V, Greulich-Weber S, 

Hertel R, Langa S, Lehmann V, Marsmann H, Masuda H, Nielsch K, Ohji H, Ozanam F, Schilling J, 

Tiginyanu I M and Wehrspohn R B 2005 Ordered Porous Nanostructures and Applications (New 

York:Springer) ed Wehrspohn R B. 

[7] Masuda H and Fukuda K 1995 Ordered metal nanohole arrays made by a two-step replication of 

honeycomb structures of anodic alumina Science 268, 1466. 

[8] Heyderman L J, Nolting F, Backes D, Czekaj S, Lopez-Diaz L, Kläui M, Rüdiger U, Vaz C A F, 

Bland J A C, Matelon R J, Volkmann and Fischer P 2006 Magnetization reversal in cobalt antidot arrays 

Physical Review B 73, 214429. 

[9] Xiao Z L, Han C Y, Welp U, Wang H H, Vlasko-Vlasov V K, Kwok W K, Miller D J, Hiller J M, 

Cook R E, Willing G A and Crabtree G W 2002 Nickel antidot arrays on anodic alumina substrates 

Applied Physics Letters 81, 2869. 

[10] Liu K, Baker S M, Tuominen M, Russell T P and Schuller I K 2001 Tailoring exchange bias with 

magnetic nanostructures Physical Review B 63, 060403 (R). 

[11] Tripathy D, Vavasori P, Porro J M, Adeyeye A O and Singh N 2010 Magnetization reversal and 

anisotropic magnetoresistance behavior in bicomponent antidotnanostructures Applied Physics Letters 97, 

042512. 

[12] Tripathy D, Adeyeye A O and Singh N 2008 Exchange bias in nanoscale antidot arrays Applied 

Physics Letters 93, 022502. 

[13] Wang C C, Adeyeye A O, Singh N, Huang Y S and Wu Y H 2005 Magnetoresistance behavior of 

nanoscale antidot arrays Physical Review B 72, 174426. 

[14] Yu C, Pechan M J and Mankey G J 2003 Dipolar induced, spatially localized resonance in magnetic 

antidot arrays Applied Physics Letters 83, 3948. 

[15] Cowburn R P, Adeyeye A O and Bland J A C 1997 Magnetic domain formation in lithographically 

defined antidot Permalloy arrays Applied Physics Letters 70, 2309. 

[16] Torres L, Lopez-Diaz L and Iniguez J 1998 Micromagnetic tailoring of periodic antidot permalloy 

arrays for high density storage Applied Physics Letters 73, 3766. 

[17] Rahman M T, Shams N N and Lai C-H 2008 A large-area mesoporous array of magnetic 

nanostructure with perpendicular anisotropy integrated on Si wafers Nanotechnology 19, 325302. 

[18] Deshpande N G, Seo M S, Jin X R, Lee S J, Lee Y P, Rhee Y P and Kim K W 2010 Tailoring of 

magnetic properties of patterned cobalt antidots by simple manipulation of lattice symmetry Applied 

Physics Letters 96, 122503. 

[19] Ho C C, Hsieh T-W, Kung H-H, Juan W-T, Lin K-H and Lee W L 2010 Reduced saturation 

magnetization in cobalt antidot thin _lms prepared by polyethylene oxide-assisted self-assembly of 

polystyrene nanospheres Applied Physics Letters 96, 122504. 

[20] Wang C C, Adeyeye A O and Singh N 2006 Magnetic and transport properties of multilayer 

nanoscale antidot arrays Applied Physics Letters 88, 222506. 



[21] Fettar F, Cagnon L and Rougemaille N 2010 Three-dimensional magnetization profile and multiaxes 

exchange bias in cobalt antidot arrays Applied Physics Letters 97, 192502. 

[22] Donahue M J and Porter D G 1999 OOMMF User's guide version 1.0 National Institute of Standards 

and Technology Interagency Report NISTIR 6376. 

[23] Mayergoyz I D 1986 Mathematical models of hysteresis Physical Review Letters 56, 1518. 

[24] Beron F, Pirota K R and Knobel M 2011 Probing the interdependence between irreversible 

magnetization reversal processes by first-order reversal curves Journal of Applied Physics 109, 07E308. 

[25] Beron F, Menard D and Yelon A 2007 First-order reversal curves diagrams of magnetic entities with 

mean interaction field: A physical analysis perspective Journal of Applied Physics 103, 07D908. 

[26] Beron F, Pirota K R, Vega V, Prida V M, Fernandez A, Hernando B and Knobel M 2011 An 

effective method to probe local magnetostatic properties in a nanometric FePd antidot array New Journal 

of Physics 13, 013035. 

[27] Dumas R K, Li C-P, Roshchin I V, Schuller I K and Liu K 2007 Magnetic fingerprints of sub-100nm 

Fe dots Physical Review B 75, 134405. 

[28] Pike C and Fernandez A 1999 An investigation of magnetic reversal in submicron-scale Co dots 

using first order reversal curve diagrams Journal of Applied Physics 85, 6668. 

[29] Chiriac H, Lupu N, Stoleriu L, Postolache P and Stancu A 2007 Experimental and micromagnetic 

first-order reversal curves analysis in NdFeB-based bulk exchange spring-type permanent magnets 

Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 316, 177. 

[30] Vivas L G, Vazquez M, Escrig J, Allende S, Altbir D, Leitao D C and Araujo J P 2012 Magnetic 

anisotropy in CoNi nanowire arrays: Analytical calculations and experiments Physical Review B 85, 

035439. 

[31] Lavin R, Farias C and Denardin J C 2012 FORC analysis of Ni(SiO2) nanogranular film in the 

blocked regime Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 324, 1800. 

[32] Lavin R, Denardin J C, Escrig J, Altbir D, Cortes A and Gomez H 2008 Magnetic characterization of 

nanowire arrays using first order reversal curves IEEE Transactions on Magnetics 44, 2808. 

[33] Preisach F 1935 Über die magnetische Nachwirkung Zeitschrift für Physik 94, 277. 

[34] Pike C R 2003 First-order reversal-curve diagrams and reversible magnetization Physical Review B 

68, 104424. 

[35] Wang C C, Adeyeye A O and Singh N 2006 Magnetic antidot nanostructures: effect of lattice 

geometry Nanotechnology 17, 1629. 

[36] Metaxas P J, Zermatten P-J, Jamet J-P, Ferre J, Gaudin G, Rodmacq B, Schuhl A and Stamps R L 

2009 Periodic magnetic domain wall pinning in an ultrathin _lm with perpendicular anisotropy generated 

by the stray magnetic field of a ferromagnetic nanodot array Applied Physics Letters 94, 132504. 

[37] Briones J, Montaigne F, Hehn M, Lacour D, Childress J R and Carey M J 2011 Stochastic and 

complex depinning dynamics of magnetic domain walls Physical Review B 83, 060401 (R). 

[38] Attané J P, Ravelosona D, Marty A, Samson Y and Chappert C 2006 Thermally activated depinning 

of a narrow domain wall from a single defect Physical Review Letters 96, 147202. 

[39] Bruno P 1999 Geometrically constrained magnetic wall Physical Review Letters 83, 2425. 

[40] Lacour D, Katine J A, Folks L, Block T, Childress J R, Carey M J and Gurney B A 2004 

Experimental evidence of multiple stable locations for a domain wall trapped by a submicron notch 

Applied Physics Letters 84, 1910. 

[41] Briones J, Montaigne F, Lacour D, Hehn M, Carey M J and Childress J R 2008 Magnetic domain 

wall propagation in a sub-micronic spin-valve stripe: Influence of the pinned layer Applied Physics 

Letters 92, 032508. 

[42] Faulkner C C, Allwood D A and Cowburn 2008 Tuning of biased domain wall depinning fields at 

permalloy nanoconstrictions Journal of Applied Physics 103, 073914. 


