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A bstract. The low-energy properties of two-dim ensional ensem bles of dipole-coupled m agnetic

nanoparticles are studied as function ofstructuraldisorder and particle coverage. Already sm all

deviations from a square particle arrangem ent lift the degeneracies of the m icrovortex m agnetic

con�guration,and result in a strongly noncollinear m agnetic order ofthe particle ensem ble. The

energy distribution of m etastable states is determ ined. For a low degree of disorder a strongly

asym m etric shape with a pronounced peak ofthe ground state energy results. In contrast,for a

strong disorder a G aussian-like distribution is obtained. The average dipole coupling energy E dip

decreases with increasing structuraldisorder. The role ofvacancies has been studied for a square

particlearray by determ ining the angulardistribution ofthe preferred m icrovortex angleasfunction

ofthe vacancy concentration. Indications for a preferred angular direction along the axialas well

asalong the diagonaldirectionsofthe square array are revealed. A corresponding investigation for

disturbed square arraysresults in a di�erent angular distribution. The e�ect ofdipole-quadrupole

correctionsresulting from the �nite sizeofthe particlesisquanti�ed.
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1. Introduction

Interacting m agneticnanostructured m aterialsarecurrently thesubjectofintenseresearch activity,

driven by theirfundam entalinterestand technologicalperspectives[1].Num erousexperim entaland

theoreticalstudieshavebeen perform ed forvarioustwo-dim ensional(2D)[2]and three-dim ensional

(3D)[3,4,5,6,7,8]arrangem entsofnanom eter-size m agnetic particleshaving di�erentdegreesof

structuraland m agneticdisorder.Them agneticbehaviourofthesesystem sisdeterm ined by single-

particleproperties(e.g.,particlem om ents,latticeand shapeanisotropies,etc.),by thecom position

and m orphology ofthenanostructure,and in particularby thenatureofthedom inantinterparticle

interactions.Thelattercom prisesespecially them agneticdipolecoupling,which willbeadressed in

thepresentstudy.Otherinterparticle interactionsare,forexam ple,theRuderm ann-Kittel-Kasuya-

Yosida (RKKY)indirectexchange m ediated by the conduction electronsofa m etallic substrate,or

theshort-rangedirectexchangein casewhen theparticlesarein contact.Therelativeim portanceof

single-particleversusinterparticlecontributionscan betuned experim entally atleastto som eextent

by changing sam plecharacteristicssuch astheparticle-size distribution orthe averageinterparticle

distance.Forlow particle coveragestheinteractionscan betreated asa perturbation to thesingle-

particle properties. However, for dense particle ensem bles the interparticle interactions becom e

increasingly im portantand eventually dom inate.In thisinteresting casethesingle-particleapproach

isno longerapplicableand an explicittreatm entoftheinteractionsisunavoidable[3,4,5].

A fundam entalquestion in this context isto identify and understand the collectively ordered

m agnetic states which are induced by the interactions in such particle ensem bles. A few basic

properties of strictly periodic dipole-coupled system s are sum m arized. The ground state of a

square lattice ofequal-sized (m onodispersed)particlesisthe so-called m icrovortex (M V)m agnetic

arrangem ent[9,10]. Thism agnetic structure ischaracterized by the m icrovortex angle �m v,where

the angles ofthe particle m agnetizations ofa plaquette offour neighbouring particles are given

by �1 = �m v,�2 = ��m v,�3 = 180� + �m v,and �4 = 180� � �m v. In particular,m ultiples of

�m v = 90� representcolum nar states,consisting offerrom agnetic rowsorcolum nswith alternating

signsofm agnetizations. Evidently,the M V state hasa vanishing netm agnetization. The parallel

orferrom agnetic (FM )statehasa largerenergy and isactually an unstable solution.The ordering

ofdipole-coupled spinsisvery sensitiveto thelatticestructure.Forexam ple,thehoneycom b lattice

hasaground statewith avanishing netm agnetization which issim ilartotheM V stateofthesquare

lattice[10].In contrast,forthehexagonallatticetheground stateisferrom agnetic[11,12].

Despite the fact that the dipole interaction is not rotationally invariant,the ground state of

these dipole-coupled periodicparticle arraysarecontinuously degenerate with respectto a rotation

of the M V angle �m v or of the FM angle �fm , respectively. This holds for classical spins at

T = 0. Therm al
uctuations,quantum 
uctuations,ora structuraldisorderim m ediately liftthese

accidentalground state degeneracies ofthe periodic structures. The energy lowering associated to

the sym m etry breaking stabilizes the system in som e particular m agnetic order. Therefore, the
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square and honeycom b latticesare said to show a so-called ’order-by-disorder’e�ect[10,13]. This

im pliesthatinternal(nontrivial)degeneracies (e.g.,the relative directionsofm agnetic sublattices)

arelifted by thepresenceofdisorder,and thatparticulardirectionsofthesublatticem agnetizations

are preferred. M oreover,for a dipole-coupled square lattice the 
uctuations induce a fourfold in-

plane m agnetic anisotropy. Asshown by Prakash and Henley [10],the preferred in-plane m agnetic

orientationsaretheaxialdirections(colum narstates)fortherm aland quantum 
uctuations,and the

diagonaldirections fora structuraldisorder induced by a sm allam ountofvacancies. In addition,

M onteCarlocalculationsand interactingspin wavetheory indicatethatam agneticorderingat�nite

tem peraturesexistsfora dipole-coupled square spin lattice,since the m agnetic excitationsare not

continuously degenerate [14]. Thus,the M erm in-W agnertheorem ,which excludesan ordered state

for a continuously degenerate 2D system at �nite tem peratures [15],is not e�ective in this case.

Noticethatalready thelong-range characterofthedipoleinteraction inducesa collectively ordered

m agneticstatein a squarelattice[16].

Structuraldisorder,which isusually presentin realm agneticnanostructures,resultsforexam ple

from the size and shape dispersion,positionaldisorder,or random anisotropy axes. Due to the

nonuniform and com peting nature ofthe m agnetic couplings the m agnetic ordering in disordered

particle ensem bles is sim ilar to the one of a spin-glass [17]. Thus, m any di�erent m etastable

states exist,which are characterized by strong m agnetic noncollinearities. An intriguing question

in this context is whether the dipole interaction in disordered planar particle ensem bles results in

a collectively ordered m agnetic state. Severalexperim ents on interacting,high-density ferro
uid

system s indicate the onset of a collectively ordered state below a characteristic, concentration-

dependenttem perature.Forexam ple,atthistem perature a ’criticalslowing down’ofthem agnetic

relaxation isobserved [3,4].Furtherm ore,recentm easurem entson Co islandson Cu(001)exhibita

m agnetic hysteresisand rem anence in the tem perature range up to 150 K also forcoveragesbelow

them agneticpercolation threshold [18].Dueto thesm allsizeoftheCo islandsthese�ndingscould

notexplained sim ply by single-particle blocking e�ects. Note thatthe experim entaldeterm ination

ofthe ordering tem perature isdi�cult,since the relaxation tim esare often very long. Hence,itis

ofconsiderableinterestto analyzehow them agneticorderdependson thesam pleparam eterswhich

can becontrolled in experim ent.

Thepurposeofthispaperisthetheoreticalstudy ofthelow-energy propertiesofdipole-coupled

m agnetic particle ensem bles form ing inhom ogeneous planar arrangem ents with various degrees of

disorderranging from a quasi-periodic square lattice to a random array.Num ericalsim ulationsare

perform ed in ordertoachieveadetailed m icroscopicdescription within them odel.Thelow sym m etry

ofthe system and the com plicated nature ofthe interaction seem to preclude sim ple analytical

approaches.W efocuson thestronglyinteractingcase,neglectingsingle-particleanisotropies.Special

attention is paid to the role ofdisorder and noncollinear arrangem ents ofthe particle m agnetic

m om ents. In particular,we determ ine the energy distribution ofm etastable statesand the average

m agnetic dipole energy for di�erent coverages and types ofdisorder. Furtherm ore,we investigate

globaland localorder param eters as function ofdisorder,and com pare our results with previous
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calculations[10].Allcalculationsareperform ed atT = 0.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.Thetheoreticalm ethodsareoutlined in section 2.

Representativeresultsforthem agneticarrangem ents,aswellasforvariousm agneticpropertiesare

presented in section 3.A conclusion isgiven in section 4.Finally,in theAppendix wereportdetails

forthe extension ofthe dipole sum m ation beyond the point-dipole approxim ation which takesinto

accounte�ectsresulting from the�niteparticlesize.

2. T heory

W e consider a 2D rectangular unit cellin the xy-plane with n = nx � ny non-overlapping,disk-

shaped m agnetic particles. Due to the strong directexchange interaction and the sm allsize ofthe

particles under consideration,each particle ican be viewed as a single m agnetic dom ain (Stoner-

W ohlfarth particle) [19]. Thus,a particle containing N i atom s carries a giant spin M i = N i�at,

where �at is the atom ic m agnetic m om ent. For sim plicity,we restrict the particle m agnetizations

to be con�ned to the xy plane,the planarrotatorM i isthen characterized by the in-plane angle

�i: M i = (M x
i;M

y

i;M
z
i) = M i(cos�i;sin�i;0). In this study no size dispersion is considered,

i.e., N i = N . For disk-shaped particles the particle radius r0 is given by r0=a0 =
p
N ,where

a0 is the interatom ic distance. Unless otherwise stated, the present results refer to a unit cell

containing n = 100 particles with N = 1000 atom s each. The size ofthe unit cellis given by

Lx � Ly = (nx R 0)� (ny R 0),with R 0 the average interparticle distance. For a planar array of

circularparticlesthe overallsurface coverage isC = �(r0=R 0)
2. Fourdi�erenttypesofthe lateral

particle arrangem enthave been considered:(i)a periodicsquare array,i.e.,the particle centersare

located on thesitesofasquarelatticewith latticeconstantR 0,(ii)adisturbed (quasi-periodic)array

forwhich theparticlecentersdeviaterandom ly from thesquarearray,using a Gaussian distribution

P(R )with positionalstandard deviation�R ,(iii)adiluted squareparticlelatticecontaininganum ber

ofvacancies nvac with concentration Cvac,and (iv) a fully random distribution ofnon-overlapping

particleswithin the unitcell. Periodic boundary conditionsare introduced in orderto describe an

in�nitely extended planarparticleensem ble.By considering a singleunitcella �nitesystem can be

realized aswell. In thiscase the e�ectofboundarieswillstrongly dom inate the resulting m agnetic

arrangem ent.

For such particle ensem bles we consider the dipole-dipole interaction between the m agnetic

m om entsM i,which can also be expressed in term sofa dipole �eld B
dip

i acting on M i due to all

otherparticlem agneticm om ents:

E dip =
�0

2

X

i;j

i6= j

�

M iM j r
�3
ij � 3(rijM i)(rijM j)r

�5
ij

�

= �
�0

2

X

i

M iB
dip

i ; (1)

whererij = jrijj= jri� rjjisthedistancebetween thecentersofparticlesiand j,and �0 thevacuum
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perm eability.Thein�niterangeofthedipoleinteraction istaken intoaccountby applyingan Ewald-

type sum m ation overallperiodically arranged unitcellsofthe extended thin �lm [20].In addition

totheusualpoint-dipolesum weconsidertheleadingcorrection resultingfrom the�niteparticlesize

(dipole-quadrupoleinteraction),which isoutlined in detailin theAppendix.Thiscorrection becom es

com parableto thepoint-dipolesum forlargeparticlecoveragesorsm allinterparticledistances.The

energy unitofthedipolecoupling isgiven by E 0
dip = �2at=a

3
0,with �at in unitsoftheBohrm agneton

�B . In this study we assum e values appropriate to Fe (�at = 2:2 �B ,a0 = 2:5 �A),which yields

E 0
dip = 0:19K.Thee�ectsofsingle-particleanisotropiesresultingfrom thespin-orbitinteraction,the

dipoleinteraction am ongatom icm agneticm om entswithin each particle(shapeanisotropy),external

m agnetic�elds,and �nitetem peraturesarebeyond thescopeofthepresentstudy.

Starting from an arbitrary initialcon�guration f�initiali g ofthe m agnetic directions,the total

m agneticenergy E dip ofthesystem isrelaxed tothenearestlocalm inim um ,which often corresponds

to a m etastable state,by varying allin-plane angles�i ofthe particlesusing a conjugated gradient

m ethod [21]. For exam ple, the experim ental situation of a rem anent state after rem ovalof an

externalm agnetic �eld issim ulated by choosing a fully aligned initialarrangem entalong a certain

direction. W e em phasize that the applied procedure is not intended to search preferently for the

globalenergy m inim um orground state,which isthe equilibrium state atT = 0. Rather,at�rst

wedeterm ine theenergy distribution ofthelocalm inim a fordi�erentdegreesofstructuraldisorder

introduced in theplanarparticlearray.A num berofrandom ly chosen intitalcon�gurationsf�initiali g

is created and relaxed to a nearby localm inim um . This m etastable state is characterized by its

energy E dip and by its set ofangles f�ig. A twofold (uniaxial) sym m etry is always present due

to tim e inversion sym m etry,i.e.,the energy ofa state does not change under the transform ation

�i ! �i+ 180� perform ed sim ultaneously for allparticles. These m irrored states are considered

to be equivalent. The num bers of trials yielding relaxed states with energies falling into given

energy intervals are m onitored,and the corresponding energy histogram is determ ined. Since the

m inim ization procedure relaxestypically to the localenergy m inim um thatisclosestto the initial

state,thisfrequency providesa m easure ofthe catchm entarea,i.e.,the area ofthe ’energy valley’

belonging to thatstatein thehigh-dim ensionalcon�guration space.

In order to account for the large num ber of local energy m inim a occurring in particle

arrangem entswith structuralinhom ogeneitieswedeterm inetheaveragedipoleenergy E dip resulting

from m any di�erenttrialsforthesam eparticlearray.In addition,weaverageEdip overa num berof

di�erentrealizationsoftheunitcell,using thesam eglobalvariableswhich characterizetheparticle

ensem ble(coverage,standard deviation �R ,etc.).Forcom parison,E dip isalsocalculated forthesam e

spatialsetup by assum ing a ferrom agnetic state (i.e.,�i = �fm ) and averaging over the FM angle

�fm . In case ofa disturbed (quasi-periodic)square lattice,i.e.,ifthe particle num bering allowsfor

the identi�cation ofa square plaquette offourneighbouring particles,we also determ ine the dipole

energy forthem icrovortex m agneticarrangem ent,averaging overtheM V angle�m v.Notethatfora

nonuniform particleensem bletheseFM and M V m agneticarrangem entsdonotcorrespond in general

to localenergy m inim a.Fora random setofanglesf�ig oneobtainsE dip = 0 which constitutesthe
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naturalenergy reference.

The deviations ofthe m etastable low-energy m agnetic arrangem ents from the M V state are

quanti�ed by theglobaland localm icrovortex orderparam eters M global
m v (�R )and M

local
m v (�R )given by

M
global
m v (�R )=

1

n

h� nX

i

(�1)iy cos�i

�2

+

� nX

i

(�1)ix sin�i

�2i1=2

; (2)

M
local
m v (�R ) =

1

4

h� 4X

i

(�1)iy cos�i

�2

+

� 4X

i

(�1)ix sin�i

�2i1=2

; (3)

whereiy and ix denotethenum bering oftherowsand colum nscorresponding to particlei.Clearly,

a reference square lattice is prerequisitive. Hence,we restrict ourselves to a quasi-periodic array

orto a square array with vacanciesforwhich iy and ix can be uniquely de�ned. These two order

param eters di�er by the sum irunning either over alln particles ofthe unitcellorover the four

neighbouring particleswithin a square plaquette. They have a sim ple geom etricalinterpretation as

the projection ofthe m agnetic con�guration on the two linearindependentcolum narstateshaving

�m v = 0� and �m v = 90�,regardless ofallpossible rotations ofthe M V states within this plane.

M global
m v (�R ) m easures the M V order in the nanostructure,whereas M local

m v (�R ) m easures the short

rangeordering.Both quantitiesareaveraged overan appropriatenum berofinitialcon�gurationsfor

thesam eparticlearrangem entand overdi�erentrealizationsoftheunitcell.In addition M local
m v (�R )

isaveraged overallfour-particleplaquetteswithin theunitcell.

Finally, another quantity characterizing the m agnetic properties of nanostructured particle

arrangem entsisthe distribution ofthe m icrovortex angles�m v. Prakash and Henley observed that

the preferred M V angles fora square particle array with a sm allnum ber ofrandom ly distributed

vacancies are the diagonaldirections (�m v = 45�; 135�,etc.) [10]. It is therefore interesting to

investigatehow theangulardistribution ofthem icrovortex anglesdependson thetypeand degreeof

disorder. Forthispurpose di�erentrealizationsofthe nanostructure are created. Foreach particle

setup theM V statewith angle�m v yielding thelowestenergy isdeterm ined,and thecorresponding

frequenciesforallanglesarem onitored.W econsidera disturbed squareparticlearray with standard

deviation �R ,and a diluted square particle lattice with a concentration Cvac ofvacancies.Itshould

benoted thatforasm allnum berofvacanciesoneobtainsan appreciabledependenceon theshapeof

theunitcell(aspectratio oftherectangle),since thesevacanciesarelocated e�ectively on a square

orrectangularlatticedueto theperiodicboundary conditions.

3. R esults

First,�gure1illustratessom erepresentativelow-energym agneticarrangem entsofdisordered particle

arrays.W ith increasingdisorder,characterized bythepositionalstandard deviation �R ,them agnetic

con�gurationsofthe relaxed solutions becom e increasingly noncollinear. Resultsare given forthe

m agnetic states ofa slightly disturbed (�R =R 0 = 0:05),a m oderately disturbed (�R =R 0 = 0:10),
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(a)

(b)

(
)

Figure 1.Illustrationsofthem agneticarrangem entsin two-dim ensionalnanostructures.Theparticle

positionsare scattered around the lattice sitesofa square array with positionalstandard deviations

(a)�R =R 0 = 0:05,(b)�R =R 0 = 0:1,and (c)�R =R 0 = 0:5,whereR 0 refersto theaverageinterparticle

distance.Thesurfacecoverageam ountstoC = 35% .Theleftcolum nsreferstom icrovortexm agnetic

arrangem ents. Relaxation ofthe m agnetic m om ent directions using these arrangem entsas starting

con�gurationsyieldsthe m etastablesolutionsshown in the rightcolum ns.
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and a strongly disturbed (�R =R 0 = 0:50) particle setup having allthe sam e coverage C = 35 % .

Both the optim alm icrovortex states and the relaxed solutions are shown. For�R =R 0 = 0:05 the

M V arrangem entresem blesquite closely thetrue solution,see �gure1(a).However,ascan beseen

in �gure 1(b),already a m oderate am ount ofpositionaldisorder destroys the M V state. This is

physically reasonable since the M V order is tightly connected to the presence ofa square-lattice

sym m etry ofthe particle ensem ble. The degree ofthe M V ordering willbe quanti�ed below. For

large �R or for a random particle setup the resulting m agnetic arrangem ent is dom inated by the

form ation ofchainsand loopsofm agneticm om entswith a correlated ‘head-to-tail’alignm entofthe

particle m agnetizations,see �gure 1(c)[22]. Thisre
ectsthe tendency ofthe dipole interaction to

favoura locally dem agnetized statewith a vanishing orsm allnetm agnetization.

In �gure2wepresentexam plesforthedipoleenergy distribution ofm etastablestatesofslightly

and m oderately disturbed particle setups shown in �gures 1(a) and (b). These were obtained by

considering 20000random initialcon�gurationsf�initiali g and by assigning theenergiesoftherelaxed

statestoenergy intervals[E ;E + �E ],with �E = 5� 10�3 K.Distinctly di�erentenergy distributions

areobserved forweak and strong disorder.Forweak disorder[e.g.,�R =R 0 = 0:05,see�gure2(a)]an

asym m etric energy distribution isfound.Thelowestenergy stateisreached very often,in factabout

50 % ofthe trialsrelax to thatground state for�R =R 0 = 0:03,and about30 % for�R =R 0 = 0:05.

M oreover,theground statecon�guration resem blescloselytheM V statewith an alm ostvanishingnet

m agnetization.In addition,num erousm etastablestatesareobtained,which energiesaredistributed

over a relatively broad range,and which are reached farless frequently. In otherwords,forweak

disturbancesthecatchm entareaoftheground stateism uch largerthan theonesofthehigher-energy

states. Itisinteresting to note thatthe energy di�erences between the few states with the lowest

energiesarequite largerthan those found forlessstable m agnetic arrangem ents. Since these latter

statesoften exhibita �nitenetm agnetization,oneexpectsthatan externalm agnetic�eld tendsto

stabilizethesehigher-energy m etastablecon�gurations.

Already form oderate disorder�R =R 0 = 0:10 the characterofthe energy distribution changes

strongly. An alm ost sym m etric,Gaussian-like energy distribution is obtained around the average

dipole energy E dip,see �gure 2(b). The num berofm etastable stateshasincreased rem arkedly. In

fact,outoftheconsidered 20000random trialsno singlestateisreached twiceafterrelaxation.This

isin particulartrue forthe low-energy stateswhich are obtained with a very sm allfrequency [see

the encircled region in �gure 2(b)]. Foran even strongerdisorderthe sm allpeak in the frequency

distribution forthe low-energy statesdisappearscom pletely. Since the totalnum berofm etastable

states increases strongly with increasing disorder, the corresponding catchm ent areas decreases

dram atically. The obtained large num ber ofm etastable states is consistent with experim ents on

ferro
uids,which show that after application and rem ovalofan externalm agnetic �eld the sam e

m agneticarrangem entisseldom ly reached fora second tim e[23].

Furtherm ore,from �gure 2 one observes clearly thatthe average m agnetic dipole energy Edip

decreases with increasing positional standard deviation �R . In �gure 3 we present results for
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Figure 2.Energy distribution oflocalenergy m inim a fortwo disturbed squareparticlearraysusing

di�erent positionalstandard deviations (a) �R =R 0 = 0:05,and (b) �R =R 0 = 0:10. The particle

coverageam ountsto C = 35 % . The distributionsofthe m etastable statesare obtained from 20000

random ly chosen initialcon�gurationsand sam pled into energy intervalswith width �E = 5� 10�3 K .

Also indicated isthe resulting averagedipole energy E dip(�R ).

E dip(�R ;C)perparticle asfunction of�R and fordi�erent particle coverages C. A square lattice

correspondsto �R = 0. Resultsforrandom particle setupsare also shown. E dip(�R )iscalculated

forthe relaxed solutionsaswellasforthe ferrom agnetic and m icrovortex m agnetic statesaveraged
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Figure 3. (a)Average dipole energy E dip(�R ) per particle ofa planararray ofm agnetic particles

asfunction ofthe positionalstandard deviation �R . R 0 refersto the average interparticle distance,

and the coverage am ounts to C = 35 % . Displayed are E dip(�R ) for the relaxed m agnetic states,

averaged over 40 di�erent initialconditions (fulllines,circles),and the m inim um energies (dashed

lines,squares)which indicatethedispersion ofthe data.Resultsarealso given fortheferrom agnetic

and m icrovortex m agnetic arrangem ents,averaged overthe in-plane angles.The dotted linesdenote

E dip fora random particlesetup with sam eparticlesizesand coverages.Allresultscorrespond to the

averageover20 di�erentrealizationsofthe unitcell.

(b) E dip(�R ;C ) ofrelaxed m agnetic arrangem ents as function of �R for di�erent coverages C as

indicated.Thedotted linesdenoteE dip(C )forrandom particlesetups.

(c)E dip(�R ;C )ofrelaxed m agneticarrangem entsasfunction ofthe particlecoverageC fordi�erent

�R asindicated. W e show E dip(C )asfunction ofC �3=2 which should yield a linearbehaviourfrom

a sim plescaling estim ate.

overthecorresponding in-plane angles�fm and �m v.Theobtained m inim um valuesofE dip(�R )are

alsodisplayed in ordertoillustratethespread oftheresultsaround theaverage.W hereastheenergy

distributionsshown in �gure2aredeterm ined from asingle realization oftheunitcell,hereEdip(�R )

isin addition averaged over20 di�erentrealizations.
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In �gure3(a),Edip(�R )isshown foracoverageC = 35% .W ith increasing�R theaveragedipole

energy decreases,i.e.,therespectivem agneticbindingenergy increaseswith increasingdisorder [24].

For �R =R 0 & 0:5,E dip(�R ) approaches a constant value which corresponds,within the num erical

dispersion ofthe data,to the average dipole energy fora random particle array. The decrease of

the average energy is caused by the nonlinear dependence ofthe dipole interaction with respect

to the interparticle distance [24]. In fact, once disorder is introduced, the increase of E dip for

enlarged distancesrij between som eparticlepairsism orethan counterbalanced by a corresponding

decrease forsm allerdistancesbetween otherpairsofparticles. A sim ilarbehaviourisobtained for

the ferrom agnetic arrangem ent,albeit with a larger E dip(�R ). In contrast,for the M V state the

average energy exhibits a m inim um asfunction of�R at�R =R 0 � 0:15,and approaches E dip = 0

with increasing �R .Relaxation in a disordered particle arrangem ent,see �gure 1,isthuscrucialto

thedisorderinduced reduction ofE dip(�R ).LetusrecallthattheFM and M V arrangem entsusually

do notcorrespond to localenergy m inim a for�R > 0.

In �gure 3(b)we show Edip(�R )ofthe relaxed solutionsand fordi�erentparticle coveragesC.

Firstofallone observes thatthe overalldependence ofE dip on �R is notsigni�cantly a�ected by

C. Increasing the interparticle spacing R 0 decreases the m agnitude ofthe average dipole energy,

which should scale in principle as E dip / R
�3
0 / C 3=2. The dependence ofE dip on C is depicted

in �gure 3(c) for the relaxed solutions. Indeed,the expected behaviour Edip / C 3=2 is obtained

for weak positionaldisorder �R . However,for strong disorder and for sm allcoverages a di�erent

concentration dependence is observed. It seem s that the strong m agnetic noncollinearities ofthe

m agnetic con�gurations render the sim ple scaling expectation no longer applicable. It would be

therefore interesting to investigate in detailthe energy scaling asfunction ofcoverage C especially

in thelim itofstrongly disturbed arraysofm agneticparticles.

Notethatthem agnitudeofthedipoleenergy iscom parably sm all.Thisisa consequenceofthe

disk-shaped particlesassum ed inourcalculations.Forcom pactsphere-shaped particleswiththesam e

radiusr0 asthedisk-shaped ones,thusyieldingthesam esurfacecoverageC,thecorrespondingdipole

energy willbesigni�cantly enhanced due to thelargernum berofatom sN = (r0=a0)
3 perspherical

particle. M oreover,sim ilar as the positionaldisorder a particle-size dispersion yields noncollinear

m agnetic arrangem ents even ifthe particle centers form a periodic lattice. However,one observes

thatE dip doesnotvary strongly with increasing sizedispersion [25].

Furtherm ore,wediscussthecrossoverfrom a quasi-periodic to a random particleensem ble.In

�gure 4 we show the coverage dependence ofthe positionalstandard deviation �R ,above which

the average energy E dip(�R )ofa quasi-periodic particle arrangem entreaches the lim iting value of

a random setup. One observes that�R decreases with increasing coverage C,ascan qualitatively

explained by thefollowing sim plescaling consideration.Theparticlesarescattered within a certain

distance around the sitesofthe square lattice,the average scattering radiusR �R can be estim ated

by R �R ’ �R R 0. For a given coverage C the average dipole energy for a random particle setup

isapproxim ately reached forthe crossover standard deviation �R forwhich R �R plusthe particle
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Figure 4. Crossover standard deviation �R as function of the coverage C . For �R > �R the

averagedipoleenergy perparticleE dip(�R )ofa disturbed squareparticlearray convergesto theone

ofa random particle setup. The sym bols refer to the in
ection points ofE dip(�R ) extracted from

�gure3(b),and the fullline to equation 5 using 0.72 asproportionality factor.

radiusequalshalfoftheaverageinterparticledistance,

R �R + r0 ’ R 0=2: (4)

Using C = �(r0=R 0)
2,oneobtains

�R(C)’
1

2
�

r

C

�
: (5)

In �gure 4,�R(C) is com pared with the in
ection points ofEdip(�R ) extracted from �gure 3(b)

forvariouscoveragesC. One observesthatexceptforthe largestconsidered coverage C = 35 % a

satisfactory agreem entisobtained,which supportsthevalidity ofthepreviousscalingconsiderations.

Results forthe globaland localm icrovortex order param eters M global
m v (�R )and M local

m v (�R ) are

presented in �gure5,assum ing two di�erenttypesofdisorder.In �gure5(a)weconsideradisturbed

square particlelatticeasfunction ofthepositionalstandard deviation �R fora coverage C = 35 % ,
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Figure 5.G lobaland localm icrovortex orderparam etersM global
m v (�R )and M

local
m v (�R )asfunction of

the distortion ofthe particle array assum ing (a)a disturbed square lattice with positionalstandard

deviation �R and particle coverage C = 35 % ,and (b) a square array with random ly distributed

vacancieswith concentration Cvac. These orderparam etersare averaged overm any di�erentinitial

arrangem entsand di�erent realizations ofthe unit cell,in addition M local
m v (�R ) is averaged over all

four-particle plaquettes in the unit cell. The resulting standard deviation is indicated by the error

bars.
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and in �gure5(b)wevary theconcentration ofvacanciesin an otherwiseperiodicarray.Therather

large dispersions ofthe M V order param eters result from m any di�erent initialarrangem ents and

di�erent realizations ofthe unit cell. Locally the M V order is preserved even for strong disorder.

Forexam ple,for�R =R 0 = 0:5 which refersto an alm ostrandom particle array,see �gure 3(a),we

obtain M local
m v � 0:5,and M local

m v � 0:7 forCvac = 20 % . In contrast,positionaldisorderhasa m uch

stronger e�ect on M global
m v . Especially positionaldisturbances quickly destroy the long-range M V

ordering in thesquarelattice.Forinstance,fora particlecoverageC = 35 % thisoccursalready for

�R =R 0 & 0:10,which isconsistentwith them inim um ofE dip(�R )oftheM V state,see�gure3(a).

Finally,wepresentresultsfortheangulardistribution ofthem icrovortex angle�m v fordi�erent

degreesofdisorder.W econsider�rstthee�ectofvacancies in an otherwiseperiodicsquareparticle

lattice,as has been done previously by Prakash and Henley [10]. According to these authors the

preferred M V angles for a dipole-coupled square spin lattice with a sm all am ount of vacancies

correspond to the diagonaldirections. Indeed,as can be seen from �gure 6,a strong frequency

ofthediagonalM V angles�m v = 45� and 135� isobtained forlow vacancy concentrationsCvac.The

frequenciesofthesestatesdecrease with increasing Cvac,and vanish forCvac & 6 -7 % .In addition

to thediagonalstateswe also obtain a strong frequency ofthe M V angle along the axialdirections

(colum narstates)with M V angles�m v = 0�;90�;and 180�.These statesarealso presentforlarger

vacancy concentrations.W ehaveinvestigated whethertheangulardistributionsarea�ected by the

�nitesizeoftheunitcell,in particularwhetherthiscould inducethepronounced frequenciesofthe

colum narstates. Ifthisistrue,the ratio ofthe frequenciesof�m v = 0� and �m v = 90� isa�ected

by a variation oftheaspectratio oftherectangularunitcell.W efound thatfornottoo sm allCvac

thedependenceofthecalculated frequenciesforcolum narand diagonalstatesasfunction ofsizeand

shapeoftheunitcellisquiteweak.Hence,ourresultsindicatethatthepresenceofa few vacancies

inducesam orecom plicated angulardistribution oftheM V angle.In any case,wewould liketopoint

outthatatpresentwecannotruleoutcom pletely thepossibility thatthepronounced frequenciesof

thecolum narstatesm ightbecaused by the�nitesizeoftheunitcell.

Concerning othertypesofdisorder,weobservethatfora disturbed squarelatticecharacterized

by thepositionalstandard deviation �R thereisno particularpreferenceofthediagonalstates.For

thistype ofdisorderonly the colum narstatesexhibita pronounced frequency ascom pared to the

restoftheM V angles.Thefrequency peaksforcolum narstatesdecreaseforincreasing disorderand

vanish above�R =R 0 � 0:20fortheparticlecoverageC = 35% .A m arked dependenceoftheangular

distribution on the size and shape ofthe unit cellis not observed also for this type ofdisorder.

To conclude this discussion,we would like to em phasize that the angular distributions presented

in �gure 6 were allobtained for a nonrelaxed M V state. W e have also perform ed corresponding

calculations for the relaxed solutions, and have determ ined the M V states which are closest to

the noncollinear relaxed m agnetic arrangem ents. In contrast to the results shown in �gure 6 the

corresponding angularhistogram sfortherelaxed statesexhibita strong dependenceon thesizeand

shape ofthe unitcell. Therefore,furtherinvestigationswould be necessary in orderto clarify this

m atter.
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Figure 6.Angulardistribution ofthem icrovortexangle�m v fordi�erentvacancyconcentrationsC vac

on a squarelattice.(a)Cvac = 2:0 % (5 vacanciesperunitcell),(b)Cvac = 3:9 % (10 vacancies),and

(c)Cvac = 5:9% (15vacancies).Thesizeoftheunitcellis16� 16particles,1000di�erentrealizations

ofthe unit cellare perform ed. Due to the m irror sym m etry we show the angular distribution for

� 20� � �m v � 200�.
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4. C onclusion

In the present study we have investigated the low-energy propertiesofdisordered planararraysof

m agnetic nanoparticles interacting by the dipole coupling. Di�erent kinds ofdisorder have been

considered.Already sm alldeviationsfrom a squareparticlelatticeliftthecontinuousdegeneracy of

them icrovortex ground state.A strongly noncollinearm agneticorderappearsin thenanostructure

which destroysthe M V arrangem ent,ascan be seen from the corresponding orderparam eter. W e

haveshown thatwith an increasing disordertheenergy distribution ofthem etastablestateschanges

qualitatively.Ourresultsindicatethatitshould bevery di�cultto identify theground stateenergy

and itsm agneticcon�guration forstrongly inhom ogeneousparticlearrangem ents.Thisbehaviouris

typicalforspin-glasssystem sorrandom m agnets.A detailed investigation ofthespin-glasshehaviour

of the nanostructure is certainly worthlike. This would require the consideration of additional

propertiessuch asthenonlinearsusceptibility and thetim edependentcorrelation functions[3,17].

Ithasbeen shown thattheaveragem agneticdipoleenergy ofan ensem bleofm agneticparticles

decreaseswith increasing positionaldisorder. M oreover,the average dipole energy E dip ofa quasi-

periodic particle arrangem ent resem bles the one ofa random particle setup above the coverage-

dependent crossover standard deviation �R(C). A sim ple scaling behaviour of �R (C) has been

derived,which reproducesquite accurately the coverage dependence of�R (C). Structuraldisorder

and strong m agnetic noncollinearity e�ects result in a deviation from the straightforward scaling

E dip / C 3=2 oftheaveragedipoleenergy asfunction ofthecoverage.

Forasquareparticlelatticewith asm allvacancy concentration wefound apreferred orientation

ofthe m icrovortex angle �m v along the diagonaldirections. This is in agreem ent with the results

obtained previously by Prakash and Henley [10]. The pronounced frequency ofthisstate decreases

with an increasingvacancy concentration.However,wealso�nd indicationsthatthecolum narstates

areparticularlyfrequent.Thedi�erencewithpreviousresultscouldberelatedtothefactthatisolated

vacancieswereconsidered in [10],whereasin thepresentstudy thevacancy concentration cannotbe

chosen arbitrarily sm all.In contrastto thecaseofvacancy-induced disorder,fora disturbed square

particlearray characterized by thepositionalstandard deviation �R apronounced frequency isfound

only forthecolum narbutnotforthediagonalstates.

The determ ination ofE dip allowsto distinguish whether a m agnetic particle ensem ble can be

considered as a weakly or a strongly interacting system . In the �rst case the interactions can be

treated as perturbations to the single-particle couplings,whereas in the latter case they have to

be considered explicitly. The present study can be easily extended in order to take into account

single-particleanisotropieswith distributionsoftheirm agnitudesand easy axes.Theim portanceof

collectively ordered m agnetic statesforstrongly interacting particle system shasbeen pointed out.

An increasing averagebinding energy jE dipjfavoursm agneticordering and should causean increase

ofitscriticalspin-glasstem perature. In thiscontextthe e�ectofdisorderin the particle ensem ble

on the criticaltem perature is ofconsiderable interest. Also the m agnetic relaxation willdepend
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sensitively on the degree ofdisorder in such nanostructured system s. Finite tem perature e�ects

can be introduced in the fram ework ofa m ean �eld approxim ation orby perform ing M onte Carlo

sim ulations.M agnetichysteresisloopsand susceptibilitiescan bederived byapplyingm agnetic�elds

with di�erentdirectionsand strengths.
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A ppendix A .D ipole interaction betw een m agnetic particles w ith a �nite size

In this Appendix we determ ine the leading correction to the m agnetic dipole interaction, see

equation 1,beyond the point-dipole sum . The �nite extension ofthe particlesforthe m ostgeneral

case ofarbitrary sizesand shapesistaken into account. Fora hexagonallattice the �nite particle

size has been considered already by Politiand Pini[12]. First,the interaction between a particle

pairiscalculated. Then a particle ensem ble with an in�nite lateralextension ism odeled by m eans

ofa rectangularunitcellwith periodicboundary conditions.

The dipole-quadrupole correction

Considera particleicontaining N i atom son latticesitesk with position vectorsrik = ri0+ rk.The

centerofgravity ofthisparticleisgiven by

ri0 = (xi0;yi0;zi0)=
1

N i

X

k2i

rik =
1

N i

X

k2i

(xik;yik;zik): (A.1)

The �nite size ofparticle iis taken into account by the quadratic deviations with respect to its

center,

hx2ii=
1

N i

X

k2i

x
2
k =

1

N i

X

k2i

(xik � xi0)
2
; (A.2)

and sim ilarly forhy2iiand hz2ii. These quantitiesdepend on the size and shape ofthe particle and

havethedim ension ofan area.Furtherm ore,wede�ne"ik by

r
2
ik = (xi0 + xk)

2
+ (yi0 + yk)

2
+ (zi0 + zk)

2
= r

2
i0(1+ "ik); (A.3)
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hence,

"ik =
1

r2i0

�

2xi0xk + 2yi0yk + 2zi0zk + x
2
k + y

2
k + z

2
k

�

; (A.4)

with r2i0 = x2i0+ y2i0+ z2i0.Thefactor(1+ "ik)appearing in thedenom inatorofthedipoleinteraction

energy,seeequation 1,isexpanded to second orderin xk,yk,and zk as

1

(1+ "ik)
5=2

’ 1�
5

2
"ik +

35

8
"
2 ’

1�
5

2r2i0

�
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2
k + y

2
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2
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�

+
35

2r4i0

�

xi0xk + yi0yk + zi0zk

�2

: (A.5)

Now alldi�erent sum s over the atom ic sites k ofparticle iare perform ed up to this order. The

non-vanishing term sarelisted in thefollowing equationsA.6{A.15.
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A sim ple extension ofthe previous considerations allows to calculate to the sam e order the

corresponding sum s involved in the interaction between two extended particles iand j with sizes

N i and N j. Let rij0 = (xij0;yij0;zij0) denote the relative position vector between the particle

centers.Thenon-vanishing sum sin theinteraction energy aregiven by equationsA.6{A.15 afterthe

replacem entsN j ! N iN j,rj0 ! rij0,xj0 ! xij0,hx
2
ji ! hx2ii+ hx2ji,etc.,have been perform ed.

Concerning thesum m ation overallatom sk0ofparticlej,oneobtains,forexam ple,forequation A.6,

X

k2i

X

k02j

1

jrik � rjk0j
5
’ N iN j

h
1

r5ij0
+

5

2r7ij0

�

7
x2ij0

r2ij0
� 1

��

hx2ii+ hx2ji

�

+
5

2r7ij0

�

7
y2ij0

r2ij0
� 1

��

hy2ii+ hy2ji

�

+
5

2r7ij0

�

7
z2ij0

r2ij0
� 1

��

hz2ii+ hz2ji

��

: (A.16)

Thus,within thisexpansion thedipoleinteraction between particlesiand jisexpressed in term sof

the distance rij0 between theircentersand the quadratic deviationshx2ii,hx
2
ji,etc.,characterizing

the sizes and shapes ofthe two particles. The point-dipole sum is recovered by setting hx2ii = 0,

etc. The correction to the point-dipole sum isa dipole-quadrupole interaction,being ofthe order

(hx2ii+ hx
2
ji)=r

2
ij0,i.e.,theratiooftheparticleextensionsand thesquareoftheinterparticledistance.
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Figure A 1. Com parison between the point-dipole approxim ation,the point-dipole approxim ation

augm ented by thedipole-quadrupolecorrection,and theexactly calculated dipoleinteraction E dip(d).

W e consider two square-shaped 
at (001) m agnetic particles,consisting of11 � 11 = 121 atom ic

m agnetic m om ents each. E dip(d),in units ofE 0
dip = �2at=a

3
0,is shown as function ofthe distance

d between the particle centersin units ofthe lattice constanta0,where �at is the atom ic m agnetic

m om ent. Note that for d=a0 = 10 the particles touch each other. The thick arrows illustrate the

m agnetization directions,which areoriented head-to-tail.

Evidently,thee�ectof�niteparticlesizesbecom esm oreim portanttheclosertheparticlesarelocated.

This is the case,for exam ple,for a densely packed 3D ferro
uid or for a layered nanostructured

particleensem ble with a largesurfacecoverage.

In �gure 7 we com pare the exact dipole interaction energy Edip with the results obtained by

using the point-dipole approxim ation with and without the dipole-quadrupole correction. E dip(d)

fortwo square-shaped particlesisshown asfunction ofthedistanced between theircenters.Notice

thatthecorrection fornearby particlesam ountsto � 25 % ofthepoint-dipolesum in thiscase.For

sim ple particlegeom etries(e.g.,disks,cubes,orspheres)thequadraticdeviationshx2ii,etc.,can be

calculated analytically. In case ofspheresthe dipole-quadrupole correction vanishessince a sphere

hasno quadrupolem om ent[26].
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The extended planarsystem

Let us now consider a planar particle ensem ble in�nitely extended in the xy plane. The unit cell

has the size Lx � Ly and consists n particles. Periodic boundary conditions are applied laterally,

whereastheverticalextension alongthez-direction is�nite.Thedipoleinteraction sum runsoverall

particlepairswithin thesam eand between di�erentunitcells.Theposition vectorsconnecting two

particlecentersaregiven by rij0 = (xij0 + lx Lx;yij0 + ly Ly;zij0),with lx and ly integers.Forsuch a

periodicplanarsystem an Ewald sum m ation techniquecan beapplied by using a rapidly convergent

2D latticesum m ation [20].Thefollowing generalsum sovertheunitcellsneed to beconsidered,

T
��


ij =

1X

lx;ly= �1

0
x
�

ij0y



ij0

r�ij0
: (A.17)

The prim e atthe sum indicatesthatthe term with rij0 = 0 isom itted. The di�erentlattice sum s

appearing in equationsA.6{A.15 can be obtained by an appropriate choice ofthe positive integers

�,�,and 
.In generalonehasto distinguish between thecaseszij0 = 0 and zij0 6= 0.

Thedipole�eld B
dip

i ofparticlei,seeequation 1,hasthecom ponents
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; (A.18)
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: (A.20)

The unit vector m j = M j=N j = (m x
j;m

y

j;m
z
j) = (sin�j cos�j;sin�j sin�j;cos�j) determ ines the

direction oftheparticlem agneticm om ent,with �j and �j thepolarand azim uthalangles.

Introducing now the lattice sum s T
��


ij and after som e algebra one obtains for the three

com ponentsofthedipole�eld
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The lateralextensions Lx and Ly ofthe unit celland the com ponents xij0 and yij0 ofthe

interparticledistanceswithinaunitcellareinvolved inacom plicatedm annerinthelatticesum sT
��


ij ,

whereasthedependenceon theverticaldistanceszij0 appearsexplicitly.Notethatthecontributions

from m irrorparticles i= j located in di�erent unitcells are taken into account. The expressions

forthedipole�eld com ponents,equationsA.21 { A.23,aresim pli�ed appreciably ifallparticlesare

located in thesam e plane(zij0 = 0).In thiscaseB
z;dip

i / m z
j,hence the z com ponentofthedipole

�eld vanishesforan in-planem agnetization (mz
j = 0).Asbefore,thepoint-dipolesum isrecovered by

setting hx2ii= 0,etc.Thedipoleenergy E dip perunitcellisobtained from equation 1 by perform ing

thesum overallparticlesi= 1:::n in theunitcell.
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