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Surface contribution to the anisotropy ofm agnetic nanoparticles
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W ecalculatethecontribution oftheN�eelsurfaceanisotropy tothee�ectiveanisotropy ofm agnetic

nanoparticles ofsphericalshape cut out ofa sim ple cubic lattice. The e�ective anisotropy arises

because deviationsofatom ic m agnetizations from collinearity and thusthe energy dependson the

orientation ofthe globalm agnetization. The result issecond orderin the N�eelsurface anisotropy,

scaleswith the particle’svolum e and hascubic sym m etry with preferred directions[� 1;� 1;� 1]:

PACS num bers: 61.46.+ w,75.70.R f

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 sim ple argum ent based on the estim ation

ofthe fraction ofsurface atom s shows that for a parti-

cle ofsphericalshape and diam eter D (in units ofthe

lattice spacing),this fraction is an appreciable num ber

oforder 6=D . Regarding the fundam entalproperty of

m agnetic particles,the m agnetic anisotropy,the role of

surfaceatom sisaugm ented by thefactthattheseatom s

in m any cases experience surface anisotropy (SA) that

by farexceedsthebulk anisotropy.Aswassuggested by

N�eel[1]and m icroscopicallyshown in Ref.[2],theleading

contribution to the anisotropy is due to pairs ofatom s

and can be written as

H A =
1

2

X

ij

Lij(m i� eij)
2
+ :::; jm ij= 1; (1)

where m i is the reduced m agnetization (spin polariza-

tion)ofthe ith atom ,eij are unitvectorsdirected from

the ith atom to its neighbors, and Lij is the pair-

anisotropy coupling that depends on the distance be-

tween atom s.Eq.(1)describesin auniqueform both the

bulk anisotropy including thee�ectofelasticstrainsand

thee�ectofm issingneighborsatthesurfacethatleadsto

theSA.In particular,foran unstrained sim plecubic(sc)

lattice the bulk anisotropy in Eq.(1) disappears since

m 2

x + m 2

y + m 2

z = 1 isan irrelevantconstant,and onehas

to take into accountthe dropped (m uch sm aller)term s

ofEq.(1)thatyield the cubic bulk anisotropy. O n the

otherhand,surface atom sexperience (large)anisotropy

oforder L due to the broken sym m etry oftheir crys-

talenvironm ent { the so-called N�eelsurface anisotropy

(NSA).Theseatom scan m akeacontribution tothee�ec-

tive volum e anisotropy decreasing as1=D with the par-

ticle’slinearsize:K V;e� = K V + K S=D ;aswasobserved

in a num berofexperim ents(see,e.g.,Refs.[3,4]).

The 1=D surface contribution to K V;e� is in accord

with the picture of all m agnetic atom s tightly bound

by the exchange interaction whereas only the surface

atom sfeelthe surface anisotropy.Thisisde�nitely true

form agnetic �lm swhere a huge surface contribution to

the e�ective anisotropy has been observed. The sam e

is the case for cobalt nanoclusters ofthe form oftrun-

cated octahedrons[5]wherecontributionsfrom di�erent

FIG .1: M agnetic structure ofa sphericalnanoparticle of

linearsizeN = 15 with L=J = 2 fortheglobalm agnetization

directed along [1,1,0],showing atom sin the plane z = 0.

faces,edges,and apexescom pete resulting in a nonzero,

although signi�cantly reduced, surface contribution to

K V;e�. However,for sym m etric particle shapes such as

cubesorspheres,thesym m etry leadsto vanishing ofthis

(�rst-order) contribution. In this case one has to take

into account deviations from the collinearity ofatom ic

spinsthatresultfrom thecom petition oftheSA and the

exchangeinteraction J.Theresulting structures(forthe

sim pli�ed radialSA m odel)can befound in Refs.[6,7,8]

(see also Fig.1 forthe NSA).In the case L >
� J devia-

tionsfrom collinearity are very strong,and itisdi�cult

ifnotim possible to characterizethe particle by a global

m agnetization suitable forthe de�nition ofthe e�ective

anisotropy.O n theotherhand,in thetypicalcaseL � J

them agneticstructureisnearlycollinearwith sm alldevi-

ationsthatcan becom puted perturbatively in L=J � 1.

The globalm agnetization vectorm 0 can be used to de-

�netheanisotropicenergy ofthewholeparticle.Thekey

pointisthatdeviationsfrom collinearityand thustheen-

ergiesofthesystem aredi�erentfordi�erentorientations

ofm 0;even fora particleofa sphericalshape,dueto the

crystallattice. Forthe latterthe overallanisotropy per

unit cellis proportionalto L2=J;i.e.,it scales with the

particle’svolum e.
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The aim ofthisLetteristo illustratethisidea by cal-

culating the second-ordercontribution from the NSA to

the e�ective particle’sanisotropy forthe m inim alm odel

ofam agneticnanoparticleofsphericalshapecutoutofa

sclattice.W ewillneglectthesm allcubicanisotropy and

m agnetostatic e�ects for the sake oftransparency. The

problem willbesolved num erically on thelatticeby m in-

im izing the energy with the help ofa dam ped Landau-

Lifshitz equation without the precession term ,with the

averageparticle’sm agnetization constrained in a desired

direction.W e also produce an analyticalsolution in the

continuouslim itoflargerparticlesthatwillbeshown to

agreewith the num ericalsolution.

W econsiderthenearest-neighborform ofEq.(1)with

the unique constantL:Fora sclattice itreducesto

H A =
X

i

H A i; H A i =
L

2

X

�= x;y;z

zi�m
2

i�; (2)

where zi� = 0;1;2 are the num bers ofavailable near-

est neighbors ofthe atom i along the axis �:O ne can

see that the NSA is in generalbiaxial. For L > 0 and

zi� = 0 < zi� = 1 < zi = 2 the �-axisisthe easy axis

and the -axisis the hard axis. Ifthe localm agnetiza-

tionsm iarealldirected alongoneofthecrystallographic

axes �;then the anisotropy �elds H A i = � @HA i=@m i

arealso directed along � and arethuscollinearwith m i.

Hence,atleastforL � J;there are no deviationsfrom

collinearity if the globalm agnetization m 0 is directed

along one ofthe crystallographic axes. Forotherorien-

tationsofm 0,thevectorsm i and H A i arenotcollinear,

and the transverse com ponent of H A i with respect to

m i causes a slight canting ofm i and thereby a devia-

tion from the collinearity ofm agnetizationson di�erent

sites. Thisadjustm entofthe m agnetization to the sur-

face anisotropy leads to the lowering ofenergy. As we

shallsee,this e�ectis strongestforthe [� 1,� 1,� 1]ori-

entationsofm 0. Forboth signsofL these are easy ori-

entations,whereas[� 1;0;0];[0;� 1;0];and [0;0;� 1]are

hard orientations.

W e considerhere explicitly sphericalparticlescutout

ofa cube with dim ensions N � N � N in the units of

the atom ic spacing. Ifan atom is within or exactly on

the sphere with the diam eter D = N � 1;it belongs

to the particle. The num ber of atom s in the particle

N approaches N �= (�=6)(N � 1)3 for N >
� 10;with

uctuationsforsm allerN :O urnum ericalresultsforthe

m agnetic energy ofsphericalparticles as a function of

theorientation oftheglobal(average)m agnetization are

shown in Fig.2. They con�rm the statem ents of the

previousparagraph.

To produceFig.2,weuse the classicalHam iltonian

H = �
1

2

X

ij

Jijm i� mj + H A (3)

with thenearest-neighborexchangecouplingJ and H A of

Eq.(2). To �x the globalm agnetization ofthe particle
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FIG .2: Reduced shifted energy ofthe particle for di�erent

orientations of its globalm agnetization, obtained from Eq.

(5).Thesecurvesm anifestthecubicsym m etry ofthee�ective

anisotropy,see Eq.(19).

in a desired direction �0 (�0j= 1),we use the energy

function with a Lagrangem ultiplier�:

F = H � N �� (� � �0); � �

P

i
m i

j
P

i
m ij

: (4)

To m inim ize F ;wesolvethe evolution equations

_m i = � [m i� [m i� Fi]]; Fi � � @F =@mi

_� = @F =@� = � N (� � �0); (5)

starting from m i = �0 = m 0 and � = 0;untila station-

arystateisreached.In thisstate� = �0 and [m i� Fi]=

0;i.e., the torque due to the term N �� (� � �0) in F

com pensates for the torque acting to rotate the global

m agnetizations towards the m inim um -energy directions

[� 1,� 1,� 1]. Since the form ertorque isunphysical,this

m ethod isapplicableonly fora sm allsurfaceanisotropy,

so thatboth torquesare sm all,and adding a sm allfor-

m alcom pensative torque does not strongly distort the

m agneticstructure.

In physical term s, the existence of the well-de�ned

state with a given orientation ofthe globalm agnetiza-

tion can be justi�ed as follows. For L � J;the relax-

ation ofthe m agnetization splits into two stages. The

�rststage,adjustm entofthe m agnetic structure to the

surface anisotropy,involves energies of order L and is

relatively fast. The second stage,rotation ofthe global

m agnetization to the globalenergy m inim um with the

m agneticstructureadjusted atany m om ent,involvesen-

ergiesoforderL2=J and ism uch slower.Introducing the

global-orientation constraintaboveelim inatesthesecond

stage ofthe relaxation,so thatthe resultofthe �rstre-

laxation stageisseen in pureform .

Fig.3 showsthe dependence ofthe norm alized parti-

cle energy di�erencesbetween the basic directions[001],

[011],and [111]. O ne can see that �E =N tends to a

large-N lim it, i.e., for large linear sizes N the energy
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FIG .3: D i�erences ofthe particle energies between m ain

orientations ofthe globalm agnetization vs the particle size

in the scaled form for L=J = 0:1 and 0.01. The scaling is

valid forN <
� J=L,and itsviolation forL=J = 0:1 isseen in

the rightpartofthe �gure.

di�erences due to the SA scale with particle’s volum e

V / N � (N � 1)3. These results suggest that the

problem can be solved analytically with the help ofthe

continuous approxim ation for N � 1:To this end,we

replace in Eq.(2)the num ber ofnearestneighborsofa

surfaceatom by itsaveragevalue

zi� ) zi� = 2� jn�j=m axfjnxj;jnyj;jnzjg: (6)

Heren� isthe�-com ponentofthenorm alto thesurface

n:The surface-energy density can then be obtained by

dropping the constantterm and m ultiplying Eq.(2) by

the surfaceatom icdensity f(n)= m axfjnxj;jnyj;jnzjg:

E S(m ;n)= �
L

2

�
jnxjm

2

x + jnyjm
2

y + jnzjm
2

z

�
: (7)

At equilibrium , in the continuous approxim ation the

Landau-Lifshtzequation reducesto

m � He� = 0; H e� = H A + J�m ; (8)

where� istheLaplaceoperatorand theanisotropy �eld

H A = �
dE S

dm
�(r� R); R �

1

2
(N � 1): (9)

ForL � J thedeviationsofm (r)from thehom ogeneous

statem 0 aresm alland onecan linearizethe problem :

m (r)�= m
0
+  (r;m

0
);  � j j� 1: (10)

Thecorrection  isthesolution oftheinternalNeum ann

boundary problem fora sphere

� = 0;
@ 

@r

�
�
�
�
r= R

= f(m ;n)

f= �
1

J

�
dE S(m ;n)

dm
�

�
dE S(m ;n)

dm
� m

�

m

�

;(11)

where n � r=R and m stands for m 0 with the index 0

dropped fortransparency. hasthe form

 (r;m )=
1

4�

Z

S

d
2
r
0
G (r;r0)f(m ;n

0
) (12)

with the G reen function

G (r;r0) =
1

jr� r0j
+

R

S(r;r0)
+

1

R
ln

R 2

R 2 � r� r0+ S(r;r0)

S(r;r0) �
p
R 4 + r2r02 � 2R2(r� r0): (13)

O necan m akethe estim ation

 (r;m )� RL=J � N L=J; jrj= R: (14)

Thisshowsthatforwhateversm allvaluesofL theappli-

cability condition ofourlinearization m ethod  � j j�
1 willbe invalidated forsu�ciently largeparticlesizes.

Now weareprepared to calculatethem agneticenergy

ofthe nanoparticle. Dropping the trivialconstantterm

leadsto the second-orderenergy

E2 �= E2;V + E2;S =

Z

V

d
3
r
J

2
(r  )

2
+

Z

S

d
2
r

�
dE S

dm
�  

�

(15)

that is a sum of the inhom ogeneous exchange and

anisotropy energies.W ith thehelp ofEq.(11)thisyields

E2 �=
1

4�

1

2J

Z Z

S

d
2
rd

2
r
0
G (r;r0)�(m ;n;n

0) (16)

with

�(m ;n;n
0) =

�

m �
dE S(m ;n)

dm

��

m �
dE S(m ;n0)

dm

�

�

�
dE S(m ;n)

dm
�
dE S(m ;n0)

dm

�

: (17)

The �rst term in �(m ;n;n 0) can be sim pli�ed using

m � dES(m ;n)=dm = 2E S(m ;n)following from Eq.(7).

Thesecond term in �(m ;n;n 0)isquadraticin the m ag-

netization com ponentsand contributesonly with the ir-

relevantterm proportionalto m 2

x + m 2

y + m 2

z = 1 to the

energy.ThusE2 sim pli�esto

E2 �=
1

2�J

Z Z

S

d
2
rd

2
r
0
G (r;r0)E S(m ;n)E S(m ;n

0);

(18)

thatisoffourth orderin the global-m agnetization com -

ponents m �:Taking into account the cubic sym m etry

and com puting num erically a doublesurfaceintegralone

can writethe resultofEq.(18)as

E2 �= �
L2N

J0

�
m

4

x + m
4

y + m
4

z

�
; � = 0:53465; (19)

where J0 = zJ = 6J:This de�nes the large-N asym p-

totesin Fig.3 thatareshown by the horizontallines.

Theanalyticalresultsabovearevalid forparticlesizes

N in the range

1 � N � J=L: (20)
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The lower boundary is the applicability condition of

the continuous approxim ation. Since the surface of a

nanoparticle is m ade of atom ic terraces separated by

atom ic steps,each terrace and each step with its own

form ofNSA [seeEq.(2)],thevariation ofthelocalNSA

alongthesurfaceisverystrong.Approxim atingthisvari-

ation by a continuousfunction according to Eq.(6) re-

quirespretty largeparticlesizesN :Thisism anifested by

a slow convergenceto the large-N resultsin Fig.3.

The upper boundary in Eq.(20) is the applicability

condition ofthelinearapproxim ation in  ;seeEqs.(10)

and (14). For N >
� J=L deviations from the collinear

state are strong,and the e�ective anisotropy ofa m ag-

netic nanoparticle cannot be introduced. The solution

found above becom es invalid even for orientations of

theglobalm agnetization along thecrystallographicaxes

where  = 0. In this case those surface spins close to

the equatorialplane (n? m ) for L > 0 or to the poles

(nkm )forL < 0 develop instability and turn away from

m forN >
� J=L:G radualdisappearance ofthe collinear

m agneticstructureofaparticlewith increasingsizestem s

from the\softnening"oftheexchangeinteraction atlarge

distances. A related phenom enon is the breakdown of

the single-dom ain state ofparticleswith a uniaxialbulk

anisotropy with increasing sizedueto them agnetostatic

e�ect.

Aswehaveseen in Eq.(19),thecontribution oftheSA

into the overallanisotropy ofa m agnetic particle scales

with its volum e V / N 3 � N :This surprising result,

thatcontradictsthe initialguesson the role ofthe sur-

face e�ects based on the ratio of the num bers of sur-

face and volum e spins� 6=D ,isdue to the penetration

ofperturbations from the surface deeply into the bulk.

Ifa uniaxialbulk anisotropy D V is present in the sys-

tem ,perturbationsfrom the surface willbe screened at

the bulk correlation length (or the dom ain-wallwidth)

� �
p
J=D V :Then forD � N >

� � the contribution of

the SA to the overallanisotropy willscale as the sur-

face: E2 �
�
L2=J

�
N 2�:As follows from Eq.(20),this

regim e requires D V
>
� L2=J;i.e.,the dom inance ofthe

bulk anisotropy overthe SA in the overallanisotropy.

In m ostcasesthebulk anisotropyism uch sm allerthan

the surface anisotropy for the m icroscopic reasons dis-

cussed at the beginning ofthis Letter. Then,at least

fornottoo large particles,N <
� �,contributionsofboth

anisotropies to the overallanisotropy are additive and

scaleasthevolum e.Ifthebulk anisotropy iscubic,both

contributions have the sam e cubic sym m etry [see Eq.

(19)],and theexperim entshouldyield avalueofthee�ec-

tivecubicanisotropydi�erentform thebulk value[5].For

the uniaxialbulk anisotropy,the two contributionshave

di�erent functionalform s. Even ifthe bulk anisotropy

is dom inant so that the energy m inim a are realized for

m kez;the surface anisotropy m akes the energy depen-

denton the azim uthalangle’:Thischangesthe typeof

theenergy barrierfortheparticlecreating saddlepoints.

The latter,in particular,strongly inuencesthe process

oftherm alactivation ofm agneticparticles[9].

W e stress that we have calculated the second-order

contribution ofthe N�eelsurface anisotropy to the e�ec-

tive anisotropy ofa m agnetic particle, and this is the

only e�ect for sym m etric particle shapes such as cubic

or spherical. For sm alldeviations from this sym m etry,

i.e.,for weakly elliptic or weakly rectangular particles,

there is a correspondingly weak �rst-order contribution

E1 thataddsup with oursecond-ordercontribution.For

an ellipsoid with axesa and b= a(1+ �),� � 1;onehas

E1 � LN 2=3�m2

z [cf.Eq.(19)],so that

E2

E1
�
L

J

N

�
(21)

can be large even forL=J � 1:W hereasE1 scaleswith

theparticle’ssurfaceandcan beexperim entallyidenti�ed

asa surfacecontribution,E2 scaleswith the volum eand

thusrenorm alizesthevolum eanisotropyofnanoparticles.

The N�eelconstant L is in m ost cases poorly known.

However,for m etallic Co Ref.[10]quotes the value of

SA � 1:5� 108 erg/cm 3;i.e.,L � � 10 K .This is m uch

sm aller than J � 103 K ,which m akes our theory valid

forparticlesizesup to N � J=L � 100;according to Eq.

(20). Forthis lim iting size one hasE2=E1 � 1=� thatis

largefornearly sphericalparticles,� � 1:

W e are indebted to R.Schilling forcriticalreading of

the m anuscript.D.G .thanksA.A.Lokshin fora valu-

ablediscussion.
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