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Surface contribution to the anisotropy ofm agnetic nanoparticles
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W e calculate the contribution ofthe N eel surface anisotropy to the e ective anisotropy ofm agnetic
nanoparticles of spherical shape cut out of a sin ple cubic lattice. The e ective anisotropy arises
because deviations of atom ic m agnetizations from collinearity and thus the energy depends on the
orientation of the globalm agnetization. T he result is second order in the N eel surface anisotropy,
scales w ith the particle’s volum e and has cubic sym m etry w ith preferred directions [ 1; 1; 1]:

PACS numbers: 61464 w,75.70R £

W ith the decreasing size of m agnetic particles, sur-
face e ects are believed to becom e m ore and m ore pro-—
nounced. A simple argum ent based on the estin ation
of the fraction of surface atom s show s that for a parti-
cle of spherical shape and diameter D (in units of the
lattice spacing), this fraction is an appreciable num ber
of order 6=D . Regarding the fundam ental property of
m agnetic particles, the m agnetic anisotropy, the rol of
surface atom s is augm ented by the fact that these atom s
In many cases experience surface anisotropy (SA) that
by ﬁr exceeds the bulk anisotropy. A s was suggested by
Neel [J.] and m icroscopically shown in Ref. [2:], the leading
contrbution to the anisotropy is due to pairs of atom s

and can be w ritten as
1X
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where m ; is the reduced m agnetization (spin polariza-
tion) of the ith atom , ej; are unit vectors directed from
the ith atom to its neighbors, and Ljj; is the pair-
anisotropy coupling that depends on the distance be-
tween atom s. Eq. @') describes in a unique form both the
bulk anisotropy ncliding the e ect ofelastic strains and
the e ect ofm issing neighborsat the surface that leadsto
the SA . In particular, for an unstrained sim ple cubic (sc)
lattice the buk anisotropy in Eq. 6:!:) disappears since
mi+mZ+m?=1isan irrelevant constant, and one has
to take into account the dropped much sm aller) tem s
ofEq. ('_]:) that yield the cubic buk anisotropy. On the
other hand, surface atom s experience (large) anisotropy
of order L. due to the broken symm etry of their crys-
tal environm ent { the so-called N eel surface anisotropy
N SA).T hese atom scan m ake a contrlbution to thee ec—
tive volum e anisotropy decreasing as 1=D w ith the par-
ticke’s linear size: Kv;,e = Kv + Ks=D ; aswas cbserved
In a num ber of experim ents (see, eg., Refs. f_&’, :ﬁ!]) .

The 1=D surface contrbution to Ky, is in accord
w ih the picture of all m agnetic atom s tightly bound
by the exchange interaction whereas only the surface
atom s feel the surface anisotropy. T his is de nitely true
for m agnetic In s where a huge surface contribution to
the e ective anisotropy has been observed. The same
is the case for cobalt nanoclusters of the form of trun—
cated octahedrons E] w here contrbutions from di erent
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FIG.1l: M agnetic structure of a spherical nanoparticle of
lnearsize N = 15 with L=J = 2 for the globalm agnetization
directed along [1,1,0], show ing atom s in the plane z= 0.

faces, edges, and apexes com pete resulting in a nonzero,
although signi cantly reduced, surface contrbution to
Ky, . However, for symm etric particle shapes such as
cubes or spheres, the sym m etry leads to vanishing ofthis
( rst-order) contrbution. In this case one has to take
Into acocount deviations from the collinearity of atom ic
soins that result from the com petition ofthe SA and the
exchange Interaction J. T he resulting structures (for the
sinpli ed radialSA m odel) can be found in Refs. |, il €]
(see also Fig. il Hrthe NSA). In the case L > J devia—
tions from collinearity are very strong, and i isdi cult
if not In possble to characterize the particle by a global
m agnetization suitable for the de nition of the e ective
anisotropy. O n the otherhand, in the typicalcase L J
them agnetic structure isnearly collinearw ith an alldevi-
ations that can be com puted perturbatively in L=J 1.
T he globalm agnetization vectorm ¢ can be used to de-

ne the anisotropic energy ofthe whole particle. T he key
point isthat deviations from collinearity and thusthe en—
ergies ofthe system aredi erent fordi erent ordentations
ofm (; even for a particle ofa spherical shape, due to the
crystal lattice. For the latter the overall anisotropy per
unit cell is proportional to L?=J; ie., it scales w ith the
particle’s volum e.
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The ain ofthis Letter is to illustrate this idea by cal-
culating the second-order contribution from the NSA to
the e ective particle’s anisotropy for the m inim alm odel
ofam agnetic nanoparticle of spherical shape cut out ofa
sc lattice. W e w illneglect the an all cubic anisotropy and
m agnetostatic e ects for the sake of transparency. The
problem w illbe solved num erically on the lattice by m in—
In izing the energy w ith the help of a dam ped Landau-
Lifshitz equation w ithout the precession temm , w ith the
average partick’sm agnetization constrained in a desired
direction. W e also produce an analytical solution in the
continuous lin i of Jarger particles that w illbe shown to
agree w ith the num erical solution.

W e consider the nearest-neighbor form ofEq. @) w ith
the unigue constant L : For a sc lattice it reduces to

X X

L
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where z; 0;1;2 are the numbers of available near-
est neighbors of the atom i along the axis :One can
see that the NSA is In generalbiaxial. For L > 0 and
0< zz = 1< z3 = 2the -axisisthe easy axis
and the -axis is the hard axis. If the localm agnetiza—
tionsm ; are alldirected along one ofthe crystallographic
axes ; then the anisotropy elds H p; = @Hp ;=@m ;
are also directed along and are thus collinearwihm ;.
Henoe, at least for L J; there are no deviations from
collinearity if the global m agnetization m ( is directed
along one of the crystallographic axes. For other orien-—
tations ofm o, the vectorsm ; and H » ; are not collinear,
and the transverse com ponent of H 5 ; with respect to
m ; causes a slight canting of m ; and thereby a devia-
tion from the collinearity ofm agnetizations on di erent
sites. This adjistm ent of the m agnetization to the sur-
face anisotropy leads to the lowering of energy. Aswe
shall see, this e ect is strongest orthe [ 1, 1, 1]ori
entations ofm . For both signs of L these are easy ori-
entations, whereas [ 1;0;0]; O; 1;0];and [0;0; 1]are
hard ordentations.

W e consider here explicitly spherical particles cut out
of a cube wih dim ensions N N N In the units of
the atom ic spacing. If an atom is within or exactly on
the sphere wih the diameter D = N 1; it belongs
to the particle. The number of atom s In the particle
N approaches N = ( =6) (M 1y rN > 10; with

uctuations for am aller N : O ur num erical results for the
m agnetic energy of spherical particles as a function of
the ordentation ofthe global (average) m agnetization are
shown in Fig. :_2 They con m the statem ents of the
previous paragraph.

To produce F ig. :_2, we use the classical H am ittonian

Zy =

1X
2

H = Jym i g+ Ha €))
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w ith the nearest-neighborexchange coupling J and H 5 of
Eqg. (_2%) . To x the globalm agnetization of the particlke
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FIG.2: Reduced shiffed energy of the particle for di erent

oFientaU'ons of is global m agnetization, obtained from E(g.
(,'gu) . These curvesm anjifest the cubic sym m etry ofthee ective
anisotropy, see Eg. {19).

In a desired direction (¢ ( oj= 1), we use the energy
function w ith a Lagrange m utiplier
P
i
0)i B —— @)
J jmij
Tom inin ize F ; we solve the evolution equations

m; = m; m; Fil;
—= Q@F=Q@ = N (

Fi QF =@mi
0) i ©)

starting from m ;= o= m o and = 0;untila station—
ary state isreached. Inthisstate = jandm; Fil=
0; ie., the torque due to the term N ( o) m F
com pensates for the torque acting to rotate the global
m agnetizations tow ards the m inin um -energy directions

[ 1, 1, 1]. Since the fom er torque is unphysical, this
m ethod is applicable only for a am all surface anisotropy,
so that both torques are am all, and adding a an all or-
m al com pensative torque does not strongly distort the
m agnetic structure.

In physical tem s, the existence of the wellde ned
state wih a given ordentation of the globalm agnetiza—
tion can be justi ed as Pllows. For L J; the relax—
ation of the m agnetization splits into two stages. The

rst stage, ad justm ent of the m agnetic structure to the
surface anisotropy, involves energies of order L and is
relatively fast. The second stage, rotation of the global
m agnetization to the glbal energy m ininum w ith the
m agnetic structure adjisted at any m om ent, lnvolves en—
ergies of order L?=J and ism uch slower. Introducing the
globalorientation constraint above elin inates the second
stage of the relaxation, so that the result ofthe rst re—
laxation stage is seen In pure fom .

Fig. 3 show s the dependence of the nom alized parti-
cle energy di erences between the basic directions [001],
011], and [111]. One can see that E=N tends to a
largeN Il i, ie. for large linear sizes N the energy
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FIG . 3: Dierences of the particle energies between m ain
orientations of the global m agnetization vs the particle size
in the scaled form for L=J = 0:1 and 0.0l1. The scaling is
valld orN < J=L, and its violation for L=J = 0:1 is seen
the right part ofthe gure.

di erences due to the SA scale wih particlke’s volum e
V / N ™ 13. These results suggest that the
problem can be solved analytically with the help of the
continuous approxin ation for N 1: To this end, we
replace n Eq. 6'_2) the num ber of nearest neighbors of a
surface atom by its average value

zi ) zi =2 HFmaxfhIhyJFh.y: 6
Heren isthe -com ponent ofthe nom alto the surface
n: The surfaceenergy density can then be obtained by
dropping the constant tem and multiplying Eq. 6':4') by
the surface atom icdensity £ (n) = maxfh, 3y F . J:

Es (n;n) = P Z+ Ry i+ I 2 @)

At equilbriuim , In the continuous approxim ation the
Landau-L ifshtz equation reduces to

m He = 0; He =Hpa+J m; 8)

where isthe Laplace operator and the anisotropy eld

dE s
Ha = am (r R);

R }(N : )
5 :

ForL J the deviationsofm (r) from the hom ogeneous
statem ( are sn alland one can linearize the problem :

m(@=m,+ (c;m ) 3 1 (10)

The correction  isthe solution ofthe intemalN eum ann
boundary problem for a sphere

e
@r r=R

1 dEs m;n) dEs m ;n)
J dm dm
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where n r=R and m stands for my with the index 0
dropped for transparency. has the form
Z
(rym ) = 4— &% (r;ro)f(m ;no) 12)
S
w ith the G reen function
S ! L, R L1 R?
r;r) = — : —
r P9 S@r® R R2 r % S @9
p
S (r; ") R4+ r?’r® 2RZ(@x % 13)
O ne can m ake the estin ation
(r;m ) RL=J N L=J; *i= R: (14)

T his show s that for whatever sm allvalies of L. the appli-
cability condition ofour linearization m ethod 33
1 willbe invalidated for su ciently large particle sizes.
Now we are prepared to calculate the m agnetic energy
of the nanoparticle. D ropping the trivial constant tem
Jeads to the second-order energy
Z Z

dE
By = Epy + Bps =  &r— @ )+ &r S
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that is a sum of the inhom ogeneous exchange and
anisotropy energies. W ith the help ofEq. C_lil:) this yields

Z 7
11
E, = 4—5 ) P rad’ %G (r;ro) m ;n;n O) (16)
w ith
dE ;n dE ;n®
@ inn 9 = smin) - dEs @n)
dm dm
dE ; dE ;n°
s m ;n) s [ ;n") a7
dm dm

The rst tetmn . (m ;n;n % can be sinpli ed ushg
m dEfm ;n)=dm = 2Eg (m ;n) Dlowing from Eq. {1).
The second tem I m ;n;n % is quadratic in the m ag—
netization com ponents and contrbutes only w ith the ir-
relevant tem proportionaltom + m2 + mZ = 1 to the
energy. ThusE, sin pli esto

Z Z

Frd’r’% @ )Es @ ;n)Es ( ;n%;

18)
that is of fourth order in the globalm agnetization com —
ponents m : Taking into acocount the cubic symm etry
and com puting num erically a double surface integralone
can w rite the resul ofEq. C_1-§') as

- 1
2= 3 .

L°N

E, =
2 BA

mi+mo+m, ; = 053465; (19)
where Jy = zJ = 6J: This de nes the largeN asymp—
totesin F jg.-j that are shown by the horizontal lines.

T he analytical results above are valid for particle sizes
N in the range

1 N J=L: (20)



The lower boundary is the applicability condition of
the continuous approxin ation. Since the surface of a
nanoparticle is m ade of atom ic terraces separated by
atom ic steps, each terrace and each step wih is own
form ofNSA [seeEq. @@)], the variation of the localN SA

along the surface isvery strong. A pproxin ating thisvari-
ation by a continuous function according to Eg. (:9') re—
quires pretty large particle sizesN : T his ism anifested by
a slow convergence to the largeN results in FJgQ

T he upper boundary in Eq. {_2-§i) is the applicability
condition ofthe linear approxin ation In  ; see Egs. C_l-Q')
and {_ifi) . For N > J=L deviations from the collinear
state are strong, and the e ective anisotropy of a m ag—
netic nanoparticle cannot be introduced. The solution
found above becom es invalid even for orientations of
the globalm agnetization along the crystallographic axes
where = 0. In this case those surface spins close to
the equatorialplane n?m ) or L > 0 or to the pols
nkm ) or L < 0 develop instability and tum away from
m orN > J=L:G radualdisappearance of the collinear
m agnetic structure ofa particle w ith increasing size stem s
from the \soffinening" ofthe exchange interaction at large
distances. A related phenom enon is the breakdown of
the single-dom ain state of particles w ith a uniaxialbulk
anisotropy w ith Increasing size due to the m agnetostatic
e ect.

Aswehave seen n Eq. {_1-9'), the contribution ofthe SA
Into the overall anisotropy of a m agnetic particle scales
with its volmeV / N3 N : This surprising resul,
that contradicts the initial guess on the role of the sur-
face e ects based on the ratio of the numbers of sur-
face and volum e soins 6=D , is due to the penetration
of perturbations from the surface deeply Into the buk.
If a uniaxial bulk anisotropy Dy is present in the sys—
tem , perturbations from the surface will be screened at
the @.ﬂk correlation length (or the dom ain-wall width)

J=D+y : Then forD N >  the contrbution of
the SA to the overall anisotropy w ill scale as the sur-
face: B,  L2=J N2 :As blows from Eq. [20), this
regin e requires Dy > L%=J; ie., the dom fnance of the
buk anisotropy over the SA in the overall anisotropy.

In m ost cases the buk anisotropy ism uch an aller than
the surface anisotropy for the m icroscopic reasons dis—
cussed at the beginning of this Letter. Then, at last
for not too large particles, N <, contrbutions of both
anisotropies to the overall anisotropy are additive and
scale as the volum e. Tfthe buk anisotropy is cubic, both
contrbutions have the sam e cubic symmetry [see Eqg.
C_l-cj) ], and the experin ent should yield a value ofthee ec—
tive cubic anisotropy di erent form the bulk valueb]. For
the uniaxialbulk anisotropy, the two contributions have
di erent functional form s. Even if the buk anisotropy
is dom inant so that the energy m inin a are realized for
m ke, ; the surface anisotropy m akes the energy depen-
dent on the azin uthalangle ’ : T his changes the type of

the energy barrier for the particle creating saddle points.
T he latter, in particular, strongly In uences the process
of them al activation ofm agnetic particles E_S;].

W e stress that we have calculated the second-order
contrbution of the N eel surface anisotropy to the e ec-
tive anisotropy of a m agnetic particle, and this is the
only e ect for symm etric particle shapes such as cubic
or spherical. For an all deviations from this sym m etry,
ie. for weakly ellptic or weakly rectangular particles,
there is a correspondingly weak rst-order contribution
E; that addsup w ith our second-order contribution. For

an ellipsoid w ith axesa and b= a1+ ), 1; one has
E; LN?° m2 [f Eq. {{9)], so that
E, LN
- —— 1)
E;, J

can be large even for L=J 1:W hereas E; scaleswih
the particle’s surface and can be experin entally identi ed
as a surface contribution, E, scales w ith the volum e and
thus renom alizesthe volum e anisotropy ofnanoparticles.

The Neel constant L is In m ost cases poorly known.
However, for metallic Co Ref. f_l-(_)'] quotes the value of
SA 15 18 ermg/am3;ie, L 10 K . This ismuch
an aller than J 1¢ K, which m akes our theory valid
for particle sizesup to N J=L 100; according to Eq.
C_Z-(_]') . For this lin iting size one has E,;=E; 1= that is
large for nearly spherical particles, 1:

W e are indebted to R . Schilling for critical reading of
the m anuscript. D . G . thanks A . A . Lokshin for a valu—
able discussion.
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