
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
21

06
78

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  3
0 

O
ct

 2
00

2

Particle size e�ects in the antiferrom agnetic spinelC oR h2O 4

R.N.Bhowm ika�,R.Nagarajanb and R.Ranganathana

aExperim entalCondensed M atter PhysicsDivision,

Saha Institute ofNuclear Physics,1/AF,Bidhannagar,Calcutta 700064,India

and

bTata Institute ofFundam entalResearch,Solid State Condensed M atter Physics

Division,M um bai,India

Abstract

W e reportthe particle size dependentm agnetic behaviourin the antiferro-

m agnetic spinelCoRh2O 4. The nanoparticles were obtained by m echanical

m illing ofbulk m aterial,prepared undersintering m ethod.TheXRD spectra

show that the sam ples are retaining the spinelstructure. The particle size

decreases from 70 nm to 16 nm as the m illing tim e increases from 12 hours

upto 60 hours. The m agnetic m easurem ents suggest that the antiferrom ag-

neticordering atTN � 27K existsin bulk aswellasin nanoparticlesam ples.

However,the m agnitude ofthe m agnetization below TN increases with de-

creasing particle size. Considering the factthatRh3+ hasstrong octahedral

(B)siteoccupation and nochangein TN ofbulkand nanoparticlesam ples,we

believethattheobserved m agneticenhancem entisnotrelated to thecationic

redistribution between tetrahedral(A)and octahedral(B)sitesofthe spinel

structure. In our opinion,the observed e�ect is a consequence ofdecreas-

ing coherent length ofantiferrom agnetic coupled core spins and increasing

num berofthe frustrated shellin the core-shellm odelofanoparticle.

�e-m ail:rnb@ cm p.saha.ernet.in
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thenanoparticlespinelferritesareundertheintensive investigation in recentyearsbe-

causeoftheirpotentialapplicationsin nanoscienceand technology ashigh density m agnetic

recording m edia, m agnetic carriers in ferro uids, m agnetically guided drug carrier etc.

[1]. The theoreticalinterest for such type ofm aterials are growing up to understand the

structuraland m agnetic m odi�cationstaking place in a system when the dim ension ofthe

particles(crystalsize)arereduced to atom icscale[2{5].Severalnovelphenom ena likem ag-

neticquantum tunneling [2],superparam agnetism ,surfacespin canting [6],grain boundary

e�ect [7],non-equilibrium cation distributions am ong the inequivalent lattice sites [8]are

attracting thespinelferrites.In spinellatticestheanions(O 2� ,S2� ions)form a cubicclose

packing,in which the interstices are occupied by tetrahedral(form A sites or sublattice)

and octahedral(form B sitesorsublattice)coordinated cationsto the oxygen anions. The

com petition between various type ofsuperexchange interactions via O � 2 ions,i.e.,inter-

sublattice superexchange interactions(JA B )between ionsofboth sitesand intra-sublattice

superexchange interactions (JA A and JB B ) between ions ofsam e site,shows a variety of

m agnetic stateslike ferrim agnet/ferrom agnet,antiferrom agnet,superparam agnetand spin

glassin spineloxides[3].W hen theparticlessizearereduced in thenanom eterscalea dras-

tically di�erent kind ofm agnetic behaviour were observed in spineloxides in com parison

with the bulk m aterial[5,9]. This has been explained in term s ofsite disorder,i.e.,the

cationsredistribution between A and B sites[10,11]and �nitesizescaling e�ect[12].

It is established that for long range ferrim agnetic ordering in spineloxide,the necessary

condition isjJA B j>> jJB B j>> jJA Aj[13]. However,ifwe com pare the antiferrom agnetic

ordering tem perature(TN )oftwo typicalnorm alspinelantiferrom agnetsZnFe2O 4 with TN

� 10K (whereonly JB B exist)and CoRh2O 4 with TN � 27K (whereonly JA A exist)[14],it

can beunderstood thatjJB B j>> jJA Ajm ay betrueonly forlong rangeorderferrim agnetic

spinels(whereboth A and B sitesareoccupied by m agneticions)butnotforallthecases,

particularly,forthe spinels with m agnetic ion only on A site. Unfortunately,m ostofthe
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reportsdealwith thenanoparticlespinelswhereeitherB orboth A and B sitesareoccupied

by m agneticions[8,6,10].

Itwillbevery interesting to investigate theparticlesizee�ecton antiferrom agneticspinels

with m agnetic m om ent only on A sites. Recently,M .Sato et al.[15]reported the disap-

pearance ofantiferrom agnetic ordering at 33K ofbulk Co3O 4 spineland the appearance

ofa variety ofm agneticphaseslike ferrim agnet,superparam agnetand spin glasswhen the

particle size isreduced to nano scale. ForCo3O 4 spineloxide,the B site isfully occupied

by non-m agneticCo3+ (3d6)ionsand A siteisoccupied by m agneticCo2+ ions,which gives

rise to long range antiferrom agnetic orderdue to Co2+ -O 2� -Co2+ (JA A)superexchange in-

teractions with JA B = JA A = 0 [15]. CoRh2O 4 (structure: (Co2+ )A[Rh
3+ ]2O 4) with TN

� 27K isan anlogusofCo3O 4 (structure: (Co
2+ )A[Co

3+ ]2O 4),where Co
3+ isreplaced by

non-m agneticRh3+ (4d6)ions[14].

Recently,a signi�cant research interest is focussing on the geom etrically frustrated anti-

ferrom agnets (Ising or Heisenberg in nature). The change ofdegeneracy and topology of

the antiferrom agnetic ground state (Neelorder)ofsuch a system can show variouskind of

interesting m agnetic properties such as quantum disordered ground states [16],quantum

zero -tem perature spin uctuation e�ect,where the system do notorderand rem ain in a

"collectiveparam agneticstate" down to zero tem perature[17].Thedegeneracy oftheanti-

ferrom agnetic ground statescan be reduced by introducing random non-m agnetic dilution

[18]orby strain induced positionaldisorder[19].Even som eauthorsintroduced theconcept

ofordering in geom etrically frustrated system due to disorder while the degeneracy is re-

duced in thesystem [16,18].M echanicalm illingisoneofthem ostconvenientm ethod which

can introduce thepositionaldisorderin the latticesand sim ultaneously reduce the particle

sizeofthem aterial.

In this paper,we address the nature ofm agnetic order as a function ofparticle size in

CoRh2O 4 prepared by m echanicalm illing. The sam ples are characterized by XRD and

m agnetization m easurem entshavebeen perform ed using SQUID m agnetom eter.
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II.EX P ER IM EN TA L

W e have synthesized nano particlesCoRh2O 4 spineloxide by m echanicalm illing ofthe

bulkm aterialusingFritsch PlanetaryM onoM ill"Pulverisette6".Forbulkm aterial,thesto-

ichiom etricm ixtureofCo3O 4(99.5% from Fluka)and Rh2O 3 (99.9% from Johnson M atthey)

oxides was taken for CoRh2O 4 com position. The m ixture was m echanically ground for 2

hoursand waspelletized.Thepeletwassintered at10000C for12 hoursand at12000C for

48 hours. The sam ple was then cooled to room tem perature at2-30C/m inute. A typical

crystallinespinelstructurewascon�rm ed by X ray di�raction (XRD)spectra using Philips

PW 1710 di�ractom eter with Cu K � radiation. The bulk m aterialwas powdered using a

80 m lagate vialwith 10 m m agate balls. W e intentionally did notuse the stainless bowl

and ballsto avoid any kind ofcontam ination oftransition m etals(Fe,Cr,Ni). The sam -

pleswere m illed with ballto powderm assratio 12:1 and ata rotationalspeed of300 rpm .

Sm allam ountofsam pleswere taken outfrom the bowlafter12 (m h12 sam ple),24 (m h24

sam ple),36 (m h36 sam ple),48 (m h48 sam ple)and 60 (m h60 sam ple)hoursofm illing for

ourstudies. The dc m agnetization m easurem entswere perform ed using SQUID (quantum

design)m agnetom eter.

III.R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A .Structuralproperties

TheX ray di�raction spectra (Fig.1)show thatthecrystallinenatureofbulk CoRh2O 4

decreases with increasing m illing tim e. It should be noted that the crystalline peaks of

m illed sam ples,asshown for311 line(Fig.1b),showssm allshiftto higherscattering angle

(2�)with respectto the bulk sam ple. However,there isno extra linesin XRD spectra for

as m illed sam ples in com parison with bulk sam ple. This suggests that sm allam ount of

latticedisorderorlatticestrain isintroduced in thesystem astheparticlesizeisreduced by

m echanicalm illing butwithoutchanging the crystalsym m etry ofspinelstructure [20,21].
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The decrease oflatticeparam eter(see Table 1)suggestthatitisrelated with the decrease

ofparticle size as a function ofm illing tim e [22]. The transm ission electron m icrographs

(TEM ) con�rm the decrease ofparticle size from 70 nm (12 hours m illing) to 16 nm (60

hours m illing) (see Table 1). The broad lines in XRD spectra is due to this decrease of

particlesize,wherethetherm aluctuation ofthesm allcoherent(crystalline)zonesbroaden

the peaks [21]. The XRD peak shift ofthe m illed sam ples suggest that the non-uniform

m icrostrain developed at the lattice sites during m echanicalprocess m ay also contribute

such type ofpeak broadening [7]. In literature the sm allshiftofXRD peak isvery often

neglected.Butacriticalobservation ofthistypeofshiftisvery im portantin correlating the

physicalpropertieswith m echanicalstrain induced changein a sam ple[20].

B .M agnetic properties

The insetofFig. 2 (leftscale)showsthe zero �eld cooled (ZFC)and �eld cooled (FC)

m agnetization data forCoRh2O 4 bulk sam ple,m easured at100 Oe dc m agnetic �eld.The

bulk sam ple shows antiferrom agnetic ordering at TN � 27.5K�0.5K and m agnetic irre-

versibility between ZFC and FC m agnetization below TN .TheZFC m agnetization data at

T> 50K arewell�tted with Curie-W eisslaw (Fig.2 inset,rightscale)

� =
C

T � �A

(1)

TheCurieconstant(C = N�2eff/3k,N isthenum berofCoRh2O 4 form ula unitpergram of

the sam ple)givesthe e�ective m agnetic m om ent(�eff)= 4.60�0.10 �B )perform ula unit

forthebulk sam ple.Theasym ptoticCurietem perature(�A)is� -(45� 2)K.Thesevalues

areconsistentwith thereported values�eff = 4.55 �B )and -30K forbulk CoRh2O 4 spinel

[14].Thenegative valueof�A indicatethaton lowering thetem peraturetheantiferrom ag-

netic ordering issaturated atTN � 27.5K and the system showsstrong antiferrom agnetic

ordering below 27.5K.This indicate the m agnetic phase ofour bulk CoRh2O 4 sam ple is

consistent with the reported one. Interestingly,allthe m illed sam ples (with sm allestpar-

ticle size � 16 nm )are showing (Fig.2,log-log scale)antiferrom agnetic ordering atTN �
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(27.5�0.5)K with m agneticirreversibility between ZFC and FC m agnetization when tem per-

ature decreasesbelow TN . The largervalue ofFC m agnetization than ZFC m agnetization

below TN suggeststhe�eld induced m etastablem agneticstateduring �eld cooling process

ofthe sam ples[23].Itisalso found thatthe ZFC m agnetization data atT > 50K �twith

Curie-W eiss law (Fig.2 inset,right scale),as an exam ple shown for m h60 sam ple,for all

the m illed sam ples. The e�ective m agnetic m om ent(�eff)and �A valuesare shown in Ta-

ble 1. W e see thatthe e�ective m agnetic m om entvalue is increasing with decreasing the

particlesize.Sim ilarkind ofm agneticenhancem entwasobserved by F.Liu etat.[24]and

wasattributed asa function ofthe reduction ofcoordination num ber ofthe surface spins

when thedim ensionality offerom agneticparticleswerereduced.Theratio of�A and TN is

alwaysgreaterthan 1. According to ref.[25],ifthisratio quantify the degree ofm agnetic

frustration in a geom etrically frustrated antiferrom agnet,then wecan say thatgeom etrical

frustration and the instability ofantiferrom agnetic ordering is increasing with decreasing

theparticlesizeby m echanicalm illing ofbulk CoRh2O 4 spinel.Them ain characteristicfea-

ture isthatboth the ZFC and FC m agnetization areincreasing atT<< TN ,which isvery

sim ilarto param agneticorsuperparam agnetic[26]orferrim agneticcontribution [15]in the

sam ples. Even,the increase in the m agnitude ofm agnetization below TN can be assigned

due to the increasing num ber ofuncom pensated/frustrated spins [27]as the particle size

decreases.However,thetem perature dependence ofinverse ofzero �eld cooled susceptibil-

ity (H/M Z F C )atT < TN showsdownward curvature in Fig.3. Interestingly,insetofFig.3

showsthatH/M Z F C / T� below 10K and the constantvalue � increases with decreasing

particlesize.Thisindicatesthatthem agnetization below TN aresom ethingdi�erentfrom a

typicalparam agnetorsuperparam agnetic behaviour,where inverse ofsusceptibility should

be linearwith tem perature and � should be 1. M .Sato etal.[15]suggested sim ilarkind

ofm agnetic behaviour below TN due to the appearance offerrim agnetic phase when the

particlesizeoftheantiferrom agneticspinelCo3O 4 wasreduced to 15 nm .

The m ostim portantfeature in Fig.4 isthatthe excessam ountofzero �eld cooled m agne-
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tization ofm illed sam ples�M m b (= M m illed
zfc -M bulk

zfc )overthebulk sam ple notonly increases

atT < TN ,butalso depend on theparticle size.W ehave found in Fig.4 insetthat�M m b

vsT followsa scaling law atT<< TN in theform

�M m b = (�M m b)0T
� (0:937� 0:002) (2)

where the constant (�M m b)0 depends on the particle size and linearly increases as

8.952�10� 3, 1.475�10� 2, 2.111�10� 2, 2.821�10� 2 and 3.576�10� 2 (in em u/g unit) for

m h12,m h24,m h36,m h48 and m h60 sam ples,respectively.

The excess in ofFC m agnetization over the ZFC m agnetization (Fig.5a) ,i.e.,�M F Z =

M F C -M Z F C increasesbelow TN in a typicalm annerwhich hassim ilarcharacterastheun-

com pensated interfacialantiferrom agnetic spins exhibit in Ni81Fe19/CoO bilayers [28]. In

caseofspineloxides,thesurfacecationshavevariousnum berofnextnearestneighbourson

both A and sites. W hen the particle size are reduced to nanom eterrange,som e ofthe ex-

changebondsarebroken and coordination num berto oxygen ionsarealso decreased.This

results a distribution ofnet exchange �elds,which controllthe surface m agnetism ofthe

particle [6]. Thisexchange �eld isproportionalto the spin density ofthe uncom pensated

antiferrom agnetic spins at the surface [28]. The m agnitude of�M F Z willdepend on the

num ber ofuncom pensated spins and also the exchange interactions between �eld aligned

(uncom pensated surface)spinsand theantiferrom agneticcorespins.Thisargum entinvokes

thecore/shellpicture[6]foroursam ples,wheretheshellthickness,consisting ofuncom pen-

sated spins,isincreasing with decreasing theparticlesizeby decreasing thecorevolum e.

The zero �eld cooled m agnetization at 100 Oe,1 kOe and 1 Tesla �eld for rh48 sam ple

(particlesize� 19nm )(Fig.5b)donotshow any appreciablechangeofTN with �elds.This

suggests that dom inant antiferrom agnetic order (LRAO) stillexists for the nano particle

sam ples. However,itisthe factthatlong rangeantiferrom agnetic ordering isproportional

to thedivergence ofm agnetization atTN .Qualitatively,wecan say,LRAO isproportional

to the di�erence between peak m agnetization (M
peak

Z F C ) at TN and m inim um ofm agneti-

zation (M m in
Z F C ) below TN . Following this argum ent,we see (Fig.5a,inset) the di�erence
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between peak m agnetization and m inim um m agnetization below TN ,i.e.,�M pm = (M
peak

Z F C -

M m in
Z F C )/M

peak

Z F C ,reducesfrom 27% (forbulksam ple)to0.5% (form h60sam ple).Thiscon�rm

thatalthough antiferrom agneticordering isstillobserved below TN ,them agneticdisorder

isincreasing when theparticlesizedecreasesby m echanicalm illing [19].

Fig.6 showsthezero �eld cooled m agnetization asa function ofm agnetic�eld at5K forall

the sam ples. The straightline nature ofM vsH plotforH = -3T to +7T range shows a

typicalantiferrom agneticbulk sam ple.Theantiferrom agneticnatureisstillvery prom inent

form h12sam ple.Butthedown ward curvatureoftheM vsH curve(seeform h36and m h60

sam ples)in the positive �eld range suggeststhatsom e m agnetic contribution isincreasing

asthe particle size decreases. From the Arrotplot(M 2 vsH/M ),we have found no spon-

taneousm agnetization forany sam ples,where asthe linearextrapolation ofthe data (for

H� 4 Tesla)to theM axisgivessom e�nitevaluesofM 0T forallm illed sam ples.TheM (H)

data,therefore,con�rm thatthere isno ferrom agnetic ordering in system . The m agnetic

contribution arisingin decreasing theparticlesizecan beattributed asdisorderand dilution

e�ectin antiferrom agneticspinel[15].TheincreaseofM 0T (Fig.6 inset)with increasing the

m illing tim e indicatesthatalthough the sam plesdoesnotshow any ferrom agnetic sponta-

neous m agnetization but�eld induced m agnetic ordering ispossible forantiferrom agnetic

nano particles[29].Fig.7 showstheM vsH data atdi�erenttem peraturesforthe48 hours

m illed sam ple.Thelinearextrapolation ofM forH� 4T to H= 0T axisshows(Fig.7inset)

thatthe m agnetization (M 0T)�rstdecreases with increasing tem perature down to � 16K

and then increases upto 27K.The tem perature dependence ofM 0T is very sim ilar to the

tem perature dependence ofm agnetization at T< TN � 27.5K for the sam e sam ple. This

typeofm agneticbehavioursuggeststhatthereiscertainly acom petition between antiferro-

m agneticorderand m agneticorderdueto disordere�ectin thenano particlesam ples[18].

Further,itcan besuggested thatthedisordere�ectwilldom inateasthetem peratureiswell

below ofTN .
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IV .SU M M A RY

Thebulk CoRh2O 4 spinelisan antiferrom agnetwith ordering tem peratureTN � 27.5K.

W hen the particles size ofCoRh2O 4 are reduced by m echanicalm illing,the signature of

antiferrom agnetic orderat� 27.5K are stillobserved upto particle size � 16 nm . In case

ofnano particles,them agnetization below TN isenhanced with respectto thebulk sam ple,

which is followed by a scaling law. Since the antiferrom agnetic ordering tem perature at

TN isunchanged,the enhancem entin m agnetization can notbe attributed due to the site

exchange [30]between Co2+ and Rh3+ ionswhen the particle size decreasesby m echanical

m illing.Underthiscircum stances,thetetrahedral(A)sitesoccupy m agneticCo2+ ionsand

octahedral(B)sitesoccupy non-m agneticRh3+ ionsand excludesthepossibility ofconven-

sionalferrim agneticcontribution in thissystem .Thetem peraturedependenceoftheinverse

suseptibility below 10K also suggestthatthe enhancem ent ofm agnetization isnotdue to

typicalsuperparam agneticcontribution ofthenano particles.

Therefore,we are introducing the core-shellstructure ofthe nano particles [6]. The core

consists ofantiferrom agnetic spins and shellconsists offew layers ofsurface spins. The

surfacespinsarecoupled by superexchangeinteractions(via O 2� ions)to thecorespins.In

case ofbulk sam ple the length scale ofantiferrom agnetic interactionscan span upto m any

particles.W hen theparticlesizeisreduced to nanom eterscaleby m echanicalm illing,som e

ofthe A-O-A superexchange bonds are broken and becom e frustrated. These frustrated

bonds(surface spins)willcreate exchange anisotropy �eld atthe interfacialsurface [6,28].

This type ofanisotropy �eld willgive rise a preferentialm agnetic ordering ofthe loosely

bound shellspins,whereasthetightly bound core spinswillrem ained asantiferrom agneti-

cally aligned.
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V .C O N C LU SIO N S

Based on ourdc m agnetic m easurem ents,itcan be concluded thatthe totalm agneti-

zation ofthe nanoparticle M = M core +M shell,where M core is m agnetic contribution from

core spinsand M shell ism agnetic contribution from shellspins. The com petition between

m agnetic ordering ofshellspinsand the antiferrom agnetic ordering ofcore spinsguide the

m agnetic behaviour ofour sam ples. The shellthickness is increasing in-expense ofcore

volum e when the particle size decreases. This is related to the decrease ofcoordination

num berofthesurface(shell)spinsand increaseofm agnetized stateofthesurfacespinsdue

to increasing random exchange �elds,as the size ofthe particle decreases. Consequently,

the m agnetic m om em twillbe enhanced in nano particles. Thisiscalled disorderinduced

m agneticordering in antiferrom agneticnano particle.

Acknowledgem ent: One ofthe authors RNB thanks CouncilofScienti�c and Industrial

Research (CSIR,India)forproviding fellowship [F.No.9/489(30)/98-EM R-I].
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Table1.Particlesize(from TEM photographs),Latticeparam eter(�A)(from XRD data),

311 peak position (from XRD data),e�ectivem agneticm om ent(�eff)(from M vsT data),

Asym ptoticCurietem perature(�A )(from M vsT data)asa function ofm illing hours.

sam plem illing tim eparticlesize a(�A) 2� (deg)�eff (�B unit)�A (K)

bulk 0h few �m 8.465�0.002 35.47 4.599 -44.23

m h12 12h 70 �1 nm 8.485�0.002 35.56 4.603 -42.80

m h24 24h 50 �1 nm 8.427�0.002 35.75 4.609 -42.05

m h36 36h 32 �1 nm 8.449�0.002 35.71 4.627 -41.84

m h48 48h 19 �1 nm 8.468�0.002 35.67 4.653 -43.81

m h60 60h 16 �1 nm 8.459�0.002 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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