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Abstract

W e report the particke size dependent m agnetic behaviour in the antiferro—
m agnetic spinel CoRh,0 4. The nanoparticles were obtained by m echanical
m illing ofbulk m aterial, prepared under sintering m ethod. The XRD spectra
show that the sam pls are retaining the soinel structure. The particle size
decreases from 70 nm to 16 nm as the m illing tin e increases from 12 hours
upto 60 hours. The m agnetic m easurem ents suggest that the antiferrom ag-
netic ordering at Ty 27K exists in buk aswell as In nanoparticke sam ples.
However, the m agnitude of the m agnetization below Ty Increases wih de—
creasing partick size. C onsidering the fact that Rh>' has strong octahedral
(B) site occupation and no change in Ty ofbulk and nanoparticke sam ples, we
believe that the cbserved m agnetic enhancem ent is not related to the cationic
redistrbution between tetrahedral @) and octahedral B) sites of the spinel
structure. In our opinion, the observed e ect is a consequence of decreas—
ing coherent length of antiferrom agnetic coupled core spins and Increasing

num ber of the frustrated shell in the coreshellm odel of anoparticlk.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he nanoparticle spinel ferrites are under the intensive nvestigation in recent years be-
cause of their potential applications in nanoscience and technology as high density m agnetic
recording m edia, m agnetic carriers in ferro uids, m agnetically guided drug carrier etc.
fl]. The theoretical interest for such type of m aterials are grow ing up to understand the
structural and m agnetic m odi cations taking place In a system when the din ension of the
particles (crystalsize) are reduced to atom ic scale B{3]. Severalnovel phenom ena ke m ag-
netic quantum tunneling @], superparam agnetisn , surface spin canting [@], grain boundary
e ect [7], non-equilbrim cation distrbutions am ong the inequivalent lattice sites [B] are
attracting the spinel ferrites. Tn spinel lattices the anions 02 ,5% ions) ©m a cubic close
packing, In which the Interstices are occupied by tetrahedral (form A sites or sublattice)
and octahedral (form B sites or sublattice) coordinated cations to the oxygen anions. The
com petition between various type of superexchange interactions via O 2 ions, ie., inter—
sublattice superexchange Interactions (Jag ) between ions ofboth sites and intra-sublattice
superexchange interactions (Jaa and Jgg ) between ions of sam e site, shows a variety of
m agnetic states like ferrin agnet/ferrom agnet, antiferrom agnet, superparam agnet and spin
glass in spineloxides [3]. W hen the particks size are reduced in the nanom eter scale a dras-
tically di erent kind of m agnetic behaviour were observed in soinel oxides In com parison
with the buk m aterial {;9]. This has been explained in tem s of site disorder, ie., the
cations redistribution between A and B sites {1(j11]and nite size scaling e ect [12].

Tt is established that for long range ferrim agnetic ordering in soinel oxide, the necessary
condition is Pagy 3> > Pes 3> > Faa J [L13]. However, if we com pare the antiferrom agnetic
ordering tem perature (Ty ) oftwo typical nom al spinel antiferrom agnets ZnFe,0 4, with Ty
10K (where only Jzp exist) and CoRh,04 with Ty 27K (where only Jaa exist) [14], it
can be understood that T J> > Taax Jm ay be true only for long range order ferrin agnetic
soinels where both A and B sites are occupied by m agnetic ions) but not for all the cases,

particularly, for the soinels w ith m agnetic jon only on A site. Unfortunately, m ost of the



reports dealw ith the nanoparticle spinels where either B orboth A and B sites are occupied
by m agnetic ions §,410].
It willbe very interesting to investigate the particle size e ect on antiferrom agnetic soinels
with m agnetic moment only on A sites. Recently, M . Sato et al. [1§] reported the disap-
pearance of antiferrom agnetic ordering at 33K of bulk Co30,4 soinel and the appearance
of a variety of m agnetic phases like ferrin agnet, superparam agnet and soin glass when the
particle size is reduced to nano scale. For C030 4 spinel oxide, the B site is fully occupied
by non-m agnetic Co®* (3d°) ionsand A site is occupied by m agnetic Co?* ions, which gives
rise to Jong range antiferrom agnetic order due to Co?" -©2 €0?" (Jaa) superexchange in—
teractions with Jos = Jaa = O fI5]. CoRh,0, (structure: Co** )y Rh® L,0,) with Ty
27K is an anlogus of Co;0 4 (structure: (Co?" )a Co® L0 4), where Co® is replaced by
non-m agnetic Rh®"  (4d°) ions [[4].
Recently, a signi cant research interest is focussing on the geom etrically frustrated anti-
ferrom agnets (Ising or Heisenberg In nature). The change of degeneracy and topology of
the antiferrom agnetic ground state N eel order) of such a system can show various kind of
interesting m agnetic properties such as quantum disordered ground states [L§], quantum
zero —tam perature soIn  uctuation e ect, where the system do not order and remain in a
"collective param agnetic state" down to zero tem perature {17]. The degeneracy of the anti-
ferrom agnetic ground states can be reduced by Introducing random non-m agnetic dilution
fl§] orby strain induced positionaldisorder [19]. Even som e authors introduced the concept
of ordering In geom etrically frustrated system due to disorder whilke the degeneracy is re—
duced in the system [16,18]. M echanicalm illing is one of the m ost convenient m ethod which
can introduce the positional disorder in the lattices and sim ultaneously reduce the particlke
size of the m aterial.
In this paper, we address the nature of m agnetic order as a function of particle size in
CoRh,04 prepared by m echanical m illing. The sam ples are characterized by XRD and

m agnetization m easurem ents have been perfom ed using SQ U ID m agnetom eter.



II.EXPERIM ENTAL

W e have synthesized nano particles CoRh,0 ; spinel oxide by m echanicalm illing of the
buk m aterialusing Fritsch P lJanetary M onoM ill "Pulverissette 6" . Forbulk m aterial, the sto—
ichiom etricm ixture ofC 0304 (995% from Fluka) and Rh,03 (999 % from Johnson M atthey)
oxides was taken for CoRh,0 , com position. The m xture was m echanically ground for 2
hours and was pelletized. T he pelet was sintered at 1000°C for 12 hours and at 1200°C for
48 hours. The sample was then cooled to room tem perature at 2-3°C /m fnute. A typical
crystalline soinel structure was con med by X ray di raction XRD ) spectra using P hiljps
PW 1710 di ractom eter with Cu K radiation. The buk m aterial was powdered using a
80 m lagate vialwih 10 mm agate balls. W e Intentionally did not use the stainless bow 1
and balls to avoid any kind of contam ination of transition metals e, Cr, Ni. The sam -
pls were m illed w ith ball to powderm ass ratio 12:1 and at a rotational speed of 300 rom .
Sm all am ount of sam ples were taken out from the bowlaffer 12 mhl2 samplk), 24 mh24
sam ple), 36 mh36 sample), 48 Mmh48 samplk) and 60 (mh60 sam ple) hours of m illing for
our studies. The dc m agnetization m easurem ents were perform ed using SQU ID (quantum

design) m agnetom eter.

IIT.RESULTS AND D ISCUSSION

A . Structuralproperties

The X ray di raction spectra Figl) show that the crystalline nature ofbulk CoRh,04
decreases w ith Increasing m illing time. It should be noted that the crystalline peaks of
m illed sam ples, as shown for 311 line Fig. 1b), show s an all shift to higher scattering angle
(2 ) wih respect to the buk sam ple. However, there is no extra lines in XRD spectra for
as m illed sam ples In com parison wih bulk sample. This suggests that an all am ount of
Jattice disorder or lattice strain is introduced In the system as the partick size is reduced by

m echanical m illing but w ithout changing the crystal symm etry of spinel structure R0211.



T he decrease of lattice param eter (see Table 1) suggest that it is related w ith the decrease
of particle size as a function ofm illing tine P2]. The transm ission electron m icrographs
(TEM ) con m the decrease of particle size from 70 nm (12 hours m illing) to 16 nm (60
hours m illing) (see Tablk 1). The broad lines in XRD spectra is due to this decrease of
particle size, where the them al uctuation ofthe an all coherent (crystalline) zones broaden

the peaks R1]. The XRD peak shift of the m illed sam ples suggest that the non-unifom

m icrostrain developed at the lattice sites during m echanical process m ay also contribute
such type of peak broadening {1]. In literature the an all shift of XRD peak is very often
neglected. But a crtical cbservation ofthis type of shift is very in portant in correlating the

physical properties w ith m echanical strain induced change in a sam pke R01.

B .M agnetic properties

The nset of Fig. 2 (left scale) shows the zero eld cooled (ZFC) and eld coolkd (FC)
m agnetization data for CoRh,0 ; buk sam ple, m easured at 100 O e dcm agnetic eld. The
bulk sample show s antiferrom agnetic ordering at Ty 275K 05K and m agnetic irre—
versbility between ZFC and FC m agnetization below Ty . The ZFC m agnetization data at

T> 50K arewell tted with CureW eiss law (Fig2 inset, right scale)

= @

The Curie constant € = N 2.,/3k, N is the number ofCoRh,0 4 form ula unit per gram of
the sam ple) gives the e ective m agneticmoment ( «r¢) = 4.60 010 ) per formula uni
for the buk sam ple. The asym ptotic Curie tamperature () is -@5 2)K.Thes values
are consistent w ith the reported values orr = 455 ) and 30K forbulk CoRh,0,4 spinel
f14]. The negative value of , indicate that on lowering the tem perature the antiferrom ag—
netic ordering is saturated at Ty 275K and the system show s strong antiferrom agnetic
ordering below 275K . This Indicate the m agnetic phase of our buk CoRh,0, samplk is
consistent w ith the reported one. Interestingly, all the m illed sam ples (wih sn allest par-

ticle size 16 nm ) are showing Fig2, log-log scak) antiferrom agnetic ordering at Ty



(275 05)K with m agnetic irreversibility between ZFC and F'C m agnetization when tem per-

ature decreases below Ty . The Jarger value of FC m agnetization than ZFC m agnetization
below Ty suggests the eld induced m etastable m agnetic state during eld cooling process
of the sam ples R3]. It is also found that the ZFC m agnetization data at T > 50K twith
CurieW eiss law (' ig2 Inset, right scalk), as an exam plk shown for m h60 sam ple, for all
them illed samples. The e ective m agneticmoment ( orr) and  values are shown in Ta-
bk 1. W e s=e that the e ective m agnetic m om ent value is increasing w ith decreasing the
particke size. Sim ilar kind of m agnetic enhancem ent was cbserved by F . Liu et at. 24] and
was attrbuted as a function of the reduction of coordination num ber of the surface spins
when the din ensionality of ferom agnetic particles were reduced. The ratio of 5 and Ty is
always greater than 1. A ccording to ref. P§], if this ratio quantify the degree of m agnetic
frustration in a geom etrically frustrated antiferrom agnet, then we can say that geom etrical
frustration and the instability of antiferrom agnetic ordering is increasing w ith decreasing
the particle size by m echanicalm illing ofbulk CoRh,0 ; soinel. Them ain characteristic fea—
ture is that both the ZFC and FC m agnetization are ncreasing at T< < Ty , which is very
sin ilar to param agnetic or superparam agnetic P§] or ferrin agnetic contribution [[§]in the
sam ples. Even, the increase n the m agniude of m agnetization below Ty can be assigned
due to the increasing num ber of uncom pensated/frustrated spins R7] as the particle size
decreases. H owever, the tem perature dependence of nverse of zero eld cooled susceptibil-
ity H/Mzrc) at T < Ty shows downward curvature in Fig.3. Interestingly, insest of Fig 3
showsthat H/M ;rc / T below 10K and the constant value increases with decreasing
particle size. T his Indicates that the m agnetization below Ty are som ething di erent from a
typical param agnet or superparam agnetic behaviour, whhere inverse of susceptibility should
be linear w ith tem perature and  should be 1. M . Sato et al. {15] suggested sin ilar kind
of m agnetic behaviour below Ty due to the appearance of ferrim agnetic phase when the
particle size of the antiferrom agnetic spinel C 030 4 was reduced to 15 nm .

The m ost in portant feature n Fig4 is that the excess am ount of zero eld cooled m agne—



tization ofm illed samples M . & M "2 M) oyer the buk sam ple not only increases

at T < Ty ,but also depend on the particle size. W e have found In Fig4 nsst that M ;1

vsT follows a scaling law at T<< Ty iIn the form

M b= (M mb)OT (0:937 0:002) (2)

where the constant (M ,3)o depends on the particke size and lhearly ncreases as
8.952 10 3, 1475 10 2, 2111 10 %, 2821 10 2 and 3576 10 ? (in emu/g unit) for
mhl2, mh24,mh36, mh48 and m h60 sam plks, respectively.

The excess in of FC m agnetization over the ZFC m agnetization Figba) ,ie., M r; =

MpcMyzrpe creasssbelow Ty In a typicalm anner which has sin ilar character as the un—

com pensated interfacial antiferrom agnetic spins exhbit in N i Fe3/Co0 bilayers P8l. In
case of spinel oxides, the surface cations have various num ber of next nearest neighbours on
both A and sites. W hen the partick size are reduced to nanom eter range, som e of the ex—
change bonds are broken and coordination num ber to oxygen ions are also decreased. This
results a distrbution of net exchange elds, which controll the surface m agnetian of the
particle []. This exchange el is proportional to the spin density of the uncom pensated
antiferrom agnetic spins at the surface P§]. The magniude of M r; will depend on the
num ber of uncom pensated soins and also the exchange interactions between eld aligned
(unocom pensated surface) spins and the antiferrom agnetic core spins. T his argum ent Invokes
the core/shell picture [§] for our sam ples, w here the shell thickness, consisting of uncom pen—
sated soins, is Increasing w ith decreasing the partick size by decreasing the core volum e.

The zero eld cookd m agnetization at 100 Oe, 1 kOe and 1 Tesh eld for rh48 samplk
fparticle size 19nm ) (Fig.Sb) do not show any appreciable change of Ty with elds. This
suggests that dom Inant antiferrom agnetic order (LRAO ) still exists for the nano particle
sam ples. However, it is the fact that long range antiferrom agnetic ordering is proportional
to the divergence of m agnetization at Ty . Q ualitatively, we can say, LRAO is proportional
to the di erence between peak magnetization M 55%) at Ty and m nimum of m agneti-

zation (Mrggnc) below Ty . Follow Ing this argum ent, we see (Figb5a, Inset) the di erence



betw een peak m agnetization and m ininum m agnetization below Ty ,ie, M o = M ‘Z)eFa}é -
M T ) /M S reduces from 27% (orbulk samplk) to 0.5% (form h60 sam ple). Thiscon m
that although antiferrom agnetic ordering is still cbserved below Ty , the m agnetic disorder
is increasing when the particke size decreases by m echanicalm illing f19].

Fig.6 showsthe zero eld cooled m agnetization as a function ofm agnetic eld at 5K forall
the sam ples. The straight line nature of M vs H plot forH = 3T to + 7T range shows a
typical antiferrom agnetic buk sam ple. T he antiferrom agnetic nature is still very prom inent
formhl2 sam ple. But thedown ward curvature oftheM vsH curve (see form h36 and m h60
sam ples) in the positive eld range suggests that som e m agnetic contribution is increasing
as the particle size decreases. From the A rrot plot M ? vs H/M ) we have found no spon-—
taneous m agnetization for any sam ples, where as the linear extrapolation of the data (for
H 4Tesh) totheM axisgives some nie valuesofM or forallm illed samples. TheM H)
data, therefore, con m that there is no ferrom agnetic ordering In system . The m agnetic
contrbution arising in decreasing the particle size can be attributed as disorder and dilution
e ect in antiferrom agnetic spinel [15]. The increase ofM ; F ig.6 nset) w ith ncreasing the
m illing tin e indicates that although the sam ples does not show any ferrom agnetic sponta—
neous m agnetization but eld induced m agnetic ordering is possible for antiferrom agnetic
nano particles P9]. Fig.7 showstheM vsH data at di erent tem peratures for the 48 hours
m illed sam ple. T he linear extrapolation ofM forH 4T toH= 0T axisshows Fig. 7 inset)
that the m agnetization M or) st decreases w ith Increasing tem perature down to 16K
and then Increases upto 27K . T he tam perature dependence of M ¢r is very sin ilar to the
tem perature dependence of m agnetization at T< Ty 275K for the same sampl. This
type ofm agnetic behaviour suggests that there is certainly a com petition between antiferro-
m agnetic order and m agnetic order due to disorder e ect in the nano partick ssmples [18].
Further, i can be suggested that the disorder e ect w illdom Inate as the tem perature iswell

below ofTy .



Iv.SUMMARY

Thebulk CoRh,0 ; spinel is an antiferrom agnet w ith ordering tem perature Ty 275K .
W hen the particles size of CoRh,0 4 are reduced by m echanical m illing, the signature of
antiferrom agnetic order at 275K are still observed upto particle size 16 nm . In case
ofnano particles, the m agnetization below Ty is enhanced w ith respect to the bulk sam ple,
which is ollowed by a scaling law . Since the antiferrom agnetic ordering tem perature at
Ty isunchanged, the enhancam ent In m agnetization can not be attriuted due to the site
exchange B(]between Co** and Rh*" ionswhen the particle size decreases by m echanical
m illing. U nder this circum stances, the tetrahedral @ ) sites occupy m agnetic C o?* ions and
octahedral B) sites occupy non-m agnetic Rh®" ions and excludes the possibility of conven—
sional ferrim agnetic contrdbution in this system . T he tem perature dependence of the Inverse
suseptibility below 10K also suggest that the enhancem ent of m agnetization is not due to
typical superparam agnetic contribution of the nano particlks.
Therefore, we are introducing the coreshell structure of the nano particlkes []. The core
consists of antiferrom agnetic soins and shell consists of few layers of surface spins. The
surface spins are coupled by superexchange interactions (via 02 ions) to the core spins. In
case of buk sam pl the length scalk of antiferrom agnetic interactions can span upto m any
particles. W hen the particle size is reduced to nanom eter scale by m echanicalm illing, som e
of the A-O A superexchange bonds are broken and becom e frustrated. These frustrated
bonds (surface spins) w ill create exchange anisotropy el at the interfacial surface [6,28].
This type of anisotropy eld will give rise a preferential m agnetic ordering of the loosely
bound shell spins, whereas the tightly bound core spins w ill rem ained as antiferrom agneti-
cally aligned.



V.CONCLUSIONS

Based on our dc m agnetic m easurem ents, it can be concluded that the totalm agneti-
zation of the nanopartice M = M e tM gheny Where M o, is m agnetic contribution from
core spins and M genn IS m agnetic contrbution from shell spins. The com petition between
m agnetic ordering of shell spins and the antiferrom agnetic ordering of core spins guide the
m agnetic behaviour of our sam ples. The shell thickness is Increasing in-expense of core
volum e when the particlke size decreases. This is related to the decrease of coordination
num ber of the surface (shell) spins and Increase ofm agnetized state of the surface spins due
to Increasing random exchange elds, as the size of the particlke decreases. Consequently,
the m agnetic m om em t w ill be enhanced in nano particles. This is called disorder Induced

m agnetic ordering in antiferrom agnetic nano particlke.
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Tabl 1. Partick size (from TEM photographs), Lattice param eter @) (from XRD data),
311 peak position (from XRD data), e ective m agneticm om ent ( <r¢) (from M vsT data),

A sym ptotic Cure tem perature () (from M vs T data) as a function ofm illing hours.

sam ple m illing tin e particle size a@) 2 ([deg) e (5 unit) » K)

buk Oh fBfw m 8465 0002 3547 4599 —44 23
mhl2 12h 70 1nm 8485 0002 3556 4.603 —42 .80
mh24 24h 50 1nm 8427 0002 35.75 4.609 -42 05
mh36 36h 32 1nm 8449 0002 35.71 4.627 -41 .84
m h48 48h 19 1nm 8468 0.002 35.67 4.653 4381
m h60 60h 16 1nm 8459 0002 35.64 4.755 -51.00
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Fig.1 a) shows the XRD spectra of bulk and milled (mh12, mh24, mh36, mh48 and mh60) samples.
b) shows the 311 peak of XRD spectra. The arrow indicates the position of 311 peak.
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Fig. 2. Inset (left scale) shows the ZFC and FC magnetization at H = 100 Oe for bulk sample.
Inset (right scale) shows H/M for bulk and mh60 samples for H= 100 Oe.The main panel shows the
ZFC and FC magnetization for bulk, mh12, mh24, mh36, mh48 and mh60 samplesat H = 100 Oe.

T, represent the antiferromagnetic ordering temperature. Solid and dotted lines guide to eye
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Fig.3 Temperature dependence of inverse zero field cooled susceptibility (H=100 Oe/M,, ) for milled samples.

The inset shows the experimental data (point symbol) and fit data (lines)
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Fig. 4 Temperature dependence of the excess ZFC magnetization of milled samples,
measured at H = 100 Oe, over bulk sample. The inset shows the expt data (points)
and fit data (line) to eq. (2)
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Fig.5 a) The temperature dependence of excess FC magnetization over ZFC magnetization for all bulk and milled samples.

The inset shows the % change of ZFC peak magnetization at TN over the minimum ZFC magnetization at approx. 15K.

b)zero field cooled M/H vs T at H= 100 Oe, 1 kOe and 1 Tesla for 48 hrs milled (mh48) sample.

U — ! ;
i ®* Dbulk ’ L ¢ AMmu= (M, -M™,_ )x100/M™**, CoRh,O, 48 hrs
i i =59 milled zfc data
s o mhi? 25 . with eror bar= 5% illed e Ote
. mh24 20+ —0—1 kOe
a 2 7 mh36 <o\ 15 _ * —A—1 Tesla
o, A mh48 3/8 . -
A h a I _
g, rn&)§ 10 . 11.1x10™
n 7y L
nt0 A 5t - m
o) _ | o
i N 4 - S
0 - s 0 g
%o, "magtas. 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 s
o m| A
OOSGQQHEHAA Milling hours E
“20 08, 11.1x10™
A A © g ; | ‘
A oH N A
A ollm ‘
i o060 ) °pg 2
0000000000000 ° GG Qo m
A A A O o l " ‘
Azaa ‘E!i
a) [ ] A B Qo 0o b)
‘ot Z e,
L 1 | AAA 8 \ , . 4
10 20 30 25 35 401.0)(10
T(K) T






M(emu/g)—

-20000 0 20000 40000 60000 80000

8t .

6l

il Bulk

I o} ]
5| e

/OrﬁZ 14

| ;&/—a

6t
' % mh36 {-2
41 .
2. A P
- mh60 -.4
Ot 13
| 08. o,
2L — 0.6} ® |
| A/f Cha if
g 0.4f o .
02} 1°
= 0.0l ® {11
0 40 60
. . . Mlﬁlng hours 1-2
-20000 O 20000 40000 60000 80000

H(Oe)
Fig.6 M vs H (in the range: -3 T to 7T) for bulk, mh12, mh 36
and mh 60 CoRh,O, samples. left and right arrow indicate
the M axis for the corresponding sample. The inset shows the linear
extraplation of M at H>4T to H =0T value

M(emu/g)






O
L 48 hrs milled sample .
O 5K o
T o 10K .
O 16K 5
m 27K g
.
’ O
3 4t /B
S o 7.8 0.8
8 7.7 CoRh,0, 48 hrs milled
3t = 0.6
O 7.6
= s -
st G
2 G G > 2
.OH 3 °
O s L
uﬂ 7.4 S
\ 0.2
1L 7.3
&) 0.0
510 15 20 25 30
N S R
0 20000 40000 60000 80000
H (Oe)

Fig.7 M vs H for 48 hrs milled (mh48) sample. The inset shows the
magnetization at 7T and linear extrapolation of M (for H>4T) data to OT.






