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T he m agnetic ordering due to the long range dipole coupling In an ensemble of m agnetic
islands is investigated. If the islands are large enough and closely separated, the average
dipoke energy per island can explain the m agnitude of the observed ordering tem perature of
such an ensamble (U .Bovensipen et al,, J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 192, 1L.386 (1999)). The
energetical degeneracy w ith respect to a continuous in-plane rotation of the m agnetic m o—
m ents In a periodic ensam ble of islands is lifted in presence ofan island size dispersion and an
irreqular island array. M any di erent (n etastable) m agnetic states are obtained, rem Iniscent
ofa soIn-glassbehavior. W e cbtain that the average m agnetic binding energy per island due
to the dipole coupling Increases w ith increasing positional disorder. The island ensembles
exhlit non-collinear m agnetic structures, resulting in non-saturated ensamble m agnetiza—
tions. T he calculations are perform ed w ith a classical soin m odel for ensam bles of islands in
unit cells w ith periodic boundary conditions. The point dipol sum s are augm ented by an
island areal correction.

Introduction The Investigation of interacting m agnetic nanoparticles is a very active

eld of current research both experin entally and theoretically fll] { []. M easurem ents on
grow ing Co/Cu (001) thin In s exhibit a glkbal ordering tem perature of the order of 50 {
100 K, and a m agnetic hysteresis and rem anence also for coverages below the percolation
threshold fl]. STM im ages taken in this coverage range yield an ensem ble of double-layered
Co islandswith lateralsize 5 nm and sin ilar island separations, which should behave as
a superparam agnetic ensemble. B locking e ects due to anisotropy barriers estim ated by the
A rtheniusN eelm odel ] could be excluded in this tem perature range. In this contrbution
we will exam Ine whether the long range m agnetic djpole coupling can be responsbl for a
long range m agnetic ordering at these tem peratures.

Tt is still under debate whether the m agnetic djpole coupling can Induce an equilibriim
ordered state in an inhom ogeneous two-din ensional (2D ) or three-dim ensional (3D ) spin
system [{]{ B]. Certainly, a sin ple ferro—or antiferrom agnetic state w illnot evolve. Instead
a spinglasstype [[(] (random m agnet) is to be expected due to the nonuniform m agnetic
Interactions, which are caused by the size-and shape dispersion as well as by the positional
disorder of the island ensamble. In such a system many di erent m etastable states exist,
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which are often characterized by extram ely long relaxation tim es (n agnetic viscosity) .
The In uence ofthe dipole coupling on the blocking e ects have been studied extensively
In the A rrheniisN eelfram ework for singlk particles, in particular for the investigation of
dynam ical processes. T he resuls are satisfactory for weak interactions as com pared to the
anisotropy barriers of a singke island B] { [11. For strong interactions, however, thism odel is
no longer applicablk. Here we w ill study the strongly interacting case, considering solkly the
dipole Interaction. Note that the long range indirect exchange RKK Y -) Interaction m ight
also be responsble for the observed m agnetic ordering In ensem bles of m agnetic islands.
Before describbing them odel ket us rst estin ate w hether the dipole coupling can acocount

forthe cbserved m agnitude ofthe ordering tem perature T , which m ust be ofthe order ofthe
average m agnetic binding energy per island. A pair of sihgle soins has a dipole interaction
strength of the order E 43, Z=a 1K,wih ., 1 p the atomicm agneticmoment,

s the Bohr m agneton, and a, 25 A the interatom ic distance of 3d- transition m etals.
A TN spins of a m agnetic island are aligned by the strong direct Interatom ic exchange cou-—
pling, and can be viewed as a singk giant sij M N . (StonerW ohlfarth particle f1n.
The diameter ofa at (2D ) islands is L N . In a densely packed island ensam ble the
island-island ssparation isR L., resulting in an average m agnetic dipol energy per island
pair Eg, M 2=R?3 2=a2) " N . Thus, fr a typical island size of about N 1000
atom s the binding energy isEg4p, 30 K, yielding the correct order of m agnitude. In the
ollow ing we w illdeterm ine E 43, ora 2D island ensam ble as functions of the size dispersion
and positional disorder.

Theory For the calculation of the m agnetic binding energy due to the dipole coupling
In a 2D island armay we consider a unit cell with n non-overlapping, disk-shaped islands,
and w ith periodic boundary conditions. W ihin the unit cell the islands can be placed using
three di erent types of arrangem ents: (i) periodic square array; (i) disturbed array, the
island centers deviate from the sites of the periodic array using a G aussian distribution w ith
a standard deviation ,; (ill) random setup. The island size, which detemm ines its lateral
extension, can be either the sam e or all islands, of dispersed around a m ean value N using
also a G aussian distrbution wih a standard deviation . For such an island ensamble
we consider the follow ing dipoledipole Ham iltonian wih classical m agnetic moments M
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ri; = ¥i3J= Ii r3Jjbeing the distance between the centers of gravity of islands i and j.
The In nite range of the dipole interaction is taken into acoount by applying an Ewald type
sum m ation over all periodically arranged unit cells ofthe n nitely extended thin In . Since
for a Jarge coverage the islands are closely separated, we consider in addition to the usual
point dipole sum the socalled areal correction (dipolequadrupole interaction). This is of
the orderof @A ;+ A4)=r};,,whereA; / N; isthe area of island i [[], and am ounts up to 50 %

of the average dijpok energy. For soherically shaped islands this correction vanishes since a



sphere has no quadrupolk m cm ent f[3]. W e neglect here the Jattice anisotropy. The shape
anisotropy due to the dipolk coupling w ithin a singl island vanishes for disk— or sphere-
shaped islands. For the atom ic m agnetic m om ents and the Interatom ic distances we choose
values appropriate forFe: = 22 y anda,= 25A.

Starting from an arbirary initialguess the totalm agnetic energy ism inin ized by varying
the m agnetic directions of each island. T hism agnetic relaxation is perform ed w ith the help
ofa conjugated gradient m ethod. For sin plicity, we restrict the island m agnetizations to be
always directed Inplane, M ; = M ; (00s i;sin ;;0), characterized by is in-plane (azinutal)
angk ;. Toacoount forthem any di erent energy m inin a In case ofa nonuniform spatialis—
land arrangem ent or in presence of an island size digpersion, the m agnetic energy is averaged
overm any di erent Initial guesses for the sam e island arrangem ent. In addition, we average
E 45 over ten di erent realizations of the unit cell, using the sam e global variables (average
sizes, standard deviations, etc.) dharacterizing the island ensamble. The energy reference
isgiven by a random set ofm agnetic angles £ g, refering to a com pletely disordered system .

R esults Before presenting the average m agnetic djpole energy in particular for a disordered
island array, ket us recall shortly the resulting structure for a uniform system , ie.the islands
having all the sam e size and placed on a squarem esh. Two di erent m agnetic arrangem ents
are possble: (i) a m etastable parallelm agnetization ofthe islands (ferrom agnetic solution),
and (i) a colum nar arrangem ent consisting ofm agnetized row s (or colum ns) of islands w ith
altemating m agnetic orientations. T he latter is the ground state of a square array of spins
or m agnetic islands, having a vanishing rem anent m agnetization. N ote that both solutions
exhlbi a continuous degeneracy with respect to an In-plane rotation. This property is
one of the prerequisites for a vanishing globalm agnetic order of a 2D m agnetic system at
nite tem peratures M em in-W agnertheorem f[4])) . By introducing now a size—or positional
disorder into the island ensam ble, this degeneracy is In m ediately lifted. The system exhibits
a (possbly very large) number of discrete states, which are ssparated by energy barrers
and have approxin ately the sam e energy ifno extemalm agnetic elds or aligned anisotropy
easy axes are present. The m agnetic arrangem ent of the island ensam ble is strongly non—
collinear, the net m agnetization is an all or vanishes com plktely (dem agnetizing e ect due
to ux closure), cf. Figl. W e emphasize that these non-collinear arrangem ents do not
corresoond to a disordered system , since the Jocalm agnetizations are strongly correlated by
the dipol interaction. T he paralkl and the colum nar m agnetic arrangem ents of the island
ensam ble are always unfavorable, and even do no longer refer to a stable state. Furthem ore,
due to the lifting of the energy degeneracy the above m entioned prerequisite forthe M em in—
W agnertheorem isno longer fiil lled. T herefore, a dipole nduced m agnetic orderm ight exist
at nite tem peratures also for an inhom ogeneous 2D system  (‘orderby-disordere ect’ [T).
In Fig2 we show the average m agnetic dipole energy E g3, per island as a function ofthe
island positional disorder, characterized by the standard deviation .. The (average) island
size is chosen to be N = 100, the average island-island distance is 1.5 tim es the (average)
island diam eter, resulting in a coverage of about 35 % . E g3, decreases with increasing
positional disorder, reaching is m inim al valie & m axinm al m agnetic binding energy per
island) for a random setup of the island ensambl. The increase of binding energy w ih



respect to the uniform system am ounts to roughly 50 $ . A s can be also seen from Fig2, an
island-size dispersion hasno large e ect on E g5«

The reason for the di erent e ects of the two types of disorder on the m agnetic binding
energy is that E 44, is a bilinear function of the island sizes N ;, the size dispersion e ect
averages out for symm etrically distributed island sizes around the mean value N . On the
other hand, the dipolk energy has a nonlinear dependence on the island-island distance:
Eqip / rij3 . Thus, w ith increasing positionaldisorder the decrease of F 44, jw ith an enlarged
distance rj; between som e island pairs is m ore than counterbalanced by a corresponding
Increase of F 434, J for an aller distances between other island pairs. This leads to an increase
of the average m agnetic binding energy of the island ensemble.

Conclusion W ehave calculated the m agnetic binding energy due to the long range dipolk
coupling in a 2D ensam ble ofm agnetic islands. T he binding energy ncreasesby ca.50 % for
a random arrangem ent of islands w ith respect to a periodic array. An island size dispersion
has lss e ect on the binding energy. Due to the nonuniform system a large number of
di erent m etastable states em erges w ith strongly non-collinear m agnetic arrangem ents, as
rem Iniscent of a spin-glass [I(]. W e expect that if the islands are large enough and closely
separated, the dipolk energy can explain the observed m agnetic ordering of a grow ing thin
In below its percolation threshold flll. As a rst approxin ation, the resulting ordering
tem perature can be detem ined from a m ean— eld approxin ation, and corresponds to the
soin—glass tam perature. Fora com parison w ith experin ents also m agnetic anisotropies need
to be taken into acoount, as well as overlapping m agnetic islands [[§]. Furthem ore, one can
calculate the ensam ble m agnetization and susosptibbility asa function ofan applied m agnetic
eld.
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Figure 1: Visualization of a typical (meta-) stable m agnetic arrangem ent in the unit cell
as obtained from the calculations for the average dipolk energy. T he average island size is
N = 100 soins, yielding an average islnd radius of about 10 a,, a, the interatom ic distance.
The size of the unit cell is chosen to be (150 a,) (150 a,), containing 100 islands, and
yielding a coverage 35 % . The spatial island arrangem ent corresoonds to a disturbed
array, the island centers deviate from the sites of a square array w ith a standard deviation

r = 10 % . The island size exhibits a dispersion of about y = 20 $ . The arrow s depict
the Inplane directions of the island m agnetizations. N ote the tendency to the fom ation of
island chains and ux closure structures.
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Figure 2: A verage dipole energy E 45 ( ) per island ofa 2D ensamble ofm agnetic islands as
a function of the positional disorder, which is m easured by is standard deviation , from
a square array, s. Figl. The full Iine refers to a system with the sam e size for all islands,
the dashed lne to a system wih 20 $ size digoersion. T he line denoted by ‘random ’ refers
to ﬁ of a random island arrangem ent in the unit cell. For the atom ic m agnetic m om ent
and the Interatom ic distance we have choosen values appropriate forFe: .= 22 3 and
a,= 25 A.



