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The physicalproperties ofm agnetic nanoparticles have been investigated
with focuson the inuence ofdipolarinterparticle interaction. Forweakly
coupled nanoparticles,therm odynam ic perturbation theory isem ployed to
derive analytical expressions for the linear equilibrium susceptibility, the
zero-�eld speci�c heat and averages ofthe localdipolar �elds. By intro-
ducing the averagesofthe dipolar�eldsin an expression forthe relaxation
rate ofa single particle,a nontrivialdependence ofthe superparam agnetic
blocking on thedam ping coe�cientisevidenced.Thisdam ping dependence
isinterpreted in term softhenonaxially sym m etricpotentialcreated by the
transverse com ponentofthedipolar�eld.

Strongly interacting nanoparticle system s are investigated experim en-
tally in term sofspin glassbehavior.Disorderand frustration arise in sam -
plesconsisting offrozen ferrouidsfrom therandom nessin particleposition
and anisotropy axisorientation.A strongly interacting FeC system isshown
to exhibit criticaldynam ics characteristic ofa spin glass phase transition.
Aging, m em ory and rejuvenation phenom ena sim ilar to those of conven-
tionalspin glassesareobserved,albeitwith m uch weakerrejuvenation e�ects
than in both aAg(11 at% M n)Heisenbergand an Fe0:5M n0:5TiO 3 Isingspin
glass.Di�erencesin thenonequilibrium dynam icsofthestrongly interacting
nanoparticle system and the two spin glasssam plesare discussed in term s
ofanisotropy and di�erenttim escales,due to the m uch longerm icroscopic
ip tim e ofa m agnetic m om entthan ofan atom ic spin.
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1 Introduction

Ferro- and ferrim agnetic nanoparticles are im portant exam ples of how a
reduction in size changes the propertiesofa m agnetic m aterial. For sm all
particlesitisenergetically favorabletoavoid dom ain wallsand form onlyone
m agnetic dom ain.Them agnetism ofsuch single-dom ain particleshasbeen
an active�eld ofresearch sincethepioneeringwork ofStonerand W ohlfarth
[1]and N�eel[2]in the late 1940s. Because ofnew fabrication m ethodsand
characterization techniques,understanding ofand interestin nanosized m a-
terialshaveincreased explosively within thedisciplinesofphysics,chem istry,
m aterialscience,and m edicine.Thisdevelopm entisdriven by a largenum -
berofapplications;nanosized m agnetic m aterialsare used in,forexam ple,
m agneticrecordingm edia,ferrouids,catalysts,and refrigerators;aswellas
by a largeinterestoffundam entalnature.Nanom agnetsm adeup ofa sm all
num berofspinscan be used to study quantum tunneling ofm agnetization
[3]. In ferrouidsthe dipolarinterparticle interaction can be tuned by the
particle concentration, and frozen ferrouids have been shown to change
their m agnetic behavior from superparam agnetic at low concentrations to
spin-glass-like in densesystem s.

The research on spin glassesstarted in the 1970safterthe discovery by
Cannella and M ydosh [4]ofa peak in the ac susceptibility ofdiluted gold{
iron alloys.Severaldi�erentm aterialswith variousinteraction m echanism s
weresoon found to exhibitthis\new"m agneticbehavior,allwith two prop-
ertiesin com m on | disorderand frustration. Spin glasseshave since been
widely studied,partly because they are excellent m odelsystem s ofm ate-
rials with quenched disorder. An understanding ofspin glasses can thus
contributeto theunderstandingofother,m orecom plex disordered system s,
such as ceram ic superconductors,polym ers,gels, and dense nanoparticle
system s.

This article reviews the dynam ic properties of m agnetic nanoparticle
system s with di�erent interparticle interaction strength. In section 2 we
discussbasic propertiesofnoninteracting particle system s,and therm ody-
nam ic perturbation theory isused to study weakly interacting particle sys-
tem s.In section 3 we discussthe behaviorofstrongly interacting m agnetic
nanoparticlesystem sin thelightofrecentresultsin the�eld ofspin glasses.

2 Single-D om ain M agnetic N anoparticles

The study ofsingle-dom ain m agnetic particles has been an active �eld of
research sincethepioneering work ofStonerand W ohlfarth [1],who studied
the hysteretic rotation ofthe m agnetization over the m agnetic{anisotropy
energy barrier under the inuence ofan applied �eld,and N�eel[2], who
predicted thatatnonzero tem peraturethem agnetization can overcom e the
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energy barrier as a result oftherm alagitation. Later,Brown [5]derived
theFokker{Planck equation fortheprobability distribution ofspin orienta-
tions,starting from thestochasticLandau{Lifshitzequation,and calculated
approxim ate expression for the relaxation tim e ofparticles with uniaxial
anisotropy. The theoretically m ostwellstudied system sare noninteracting
classicalspins (representing the m agnetization ofthe nanoparticles) with
axially sym m etric m agnetic anisotropy. A greatstep forward in com paring
experim entsand theory wastaken when m easurem entson individualparti-
cleswere reported [6]. A profound knowledge ofthe physicalpropertiesof
isolated particlesisa prerequisite forfurtherstudiesofphenom ena such as
quantum tunneling in m olecular nanom agnets or dipole{dipole interaction
in densesam ples.

In this section,som e generalproperties ofm agnetic nanoparticles are
�rst recalled (for m ore details,see,e.g.,Refs. [7{9]). The de�nition ofa
m agnetic nanoparticle isratherwide and includesferro-and ferrim agnetic
m aterials (e.g., -Fe2O 3, Fe3O 4, and Fe1� xCx) as wellas m agnetic nan-
oclusters(e.g.,M n12 and Fe8).Subsequently,therm odynam ic propertiesof
spinsweakly coupled by the dipolarinteraction are calculated. Dipolarin-
teraction is,due to itslong range and reduced sym m etry,di�cultto treat
analytically;m ostpreviouswork on dipolarinteraction isthereforenum eri-
cal[10{13]. Here therm odynam icperturbation theory willbe used to treat
weak dipolar interaction analytically. Finally,the dynam icalproperties of
m agneticnanoparticlesarereviewed with focuson how relaxation tim eand
superparam egnetic blocking are a�ected by weak dipolar interaction. For
notationalsim plicity,it willbe assum ed throughout this section that the
param eterscharacterizing di�erentnanoparticlesareidentical(e.g.,volum e
and anisotropy).

2.1 G eneralProperties

The currentstudiesofm agnetic single-dom ain nanoparticlesare lim ited to
system swhere the particles are �xed in space (realized,e.g.,in frozen fer-
rouids,single crystals ofm olecular m agnets,and m agnetic nanoparticles
in a solid m atrix).W ewillalso assum ethatevery single-dom ain nanoparti-
cle isin internaltherm odynam ic equilibrium and thatitsconstituentspins
rotate coherently. M oreover,we are considering only tem peratures m uch
lowerthan the Curietem perature,so thespontaneousm agnetization isap-
proxim ately constantwith tem perature.Hence,the only relevantdegree of
freedom istheorientation ofthenetm agnetic m om ent.

The Ham iltonian ofa single isolated nanoparticle consists ofthe m ag-
netic anisotropy (which createspreferentialdirectionsofthe m agnetic m o-
m entorientation) and the Zeem an energy (which isthe interaction energy
between the m agnetic m om ent and an external�eld). In the ensem bles,
the nanoparticles are supposed to be wellseparated by a nonconductive
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m edium (i.e.,a ferrouid in which the particles are coated with a surfac-
tant).Theonly relevantinterparticleinteraction m echanism isthereforethe
dipole{dipoleinteraction.

2.1.1 M agnetic A nisotropy

The term m agnetic anisotropy is used to describe the dependence ofthe
internalenergy on the direction ofthe spontaneous m agnetization ofthe
ferro/ferrim agnetic nanoparticle,creating \easy" and \hard" directions of
m agnetization. In general,a bulk sam ple ofa ferrom agnet exhibits m ag-
netic anisotropy with the sam e sym m etry asin the crystalstructure. This
anisotropy energy originatesfrom spin{orbitcoupling and iscalled m agne-

tocrystallineanisotropy[14].Thetwom ostcom m on sym m etriesareuniaxial
and cubic.Foruniaxialsym m etry the energy isgiven by

E uni
a = K 1V sin2� + K2V sin4� + � � � ; (1)

where V is the particle volum e,K 1 and K 2 are anisotropy constants,and
� is the angle between the m agnetic m om ent and the sym m etry axis. For
cubic sym m etry the anisotropy can be expressed in term s ofthe direction
cosines(�i)as

E cubic
a = K 1V (�

2
1�

2
2 + �22�

2
3 + �23�

2
1)+ K 2V �

2
1�

2
2�

2
3 + � � � ; (2)

wherethe �i are de�ned through �1 = sin� cos�,�2 = sin� sin� and �3 =
cos�,� istheangle between them agnetization and thez axis,and � isthe
azim uthalangle.

Fora single-dom ain ferrom agnet,any nonsphericalparticle shape gives
riseto shape anisotropy dueto theinternalm agnetostaticenergy.Them ag-
netostatic energy,foran ellipsoid ofrevolution,isequalto

E m = 1
2
�0V M

2
s(N zcos

2
� + Nx sin

2
�); (3)

where� istheanglebetween them agneticm om entand thepolaraxis ẑ,M s

isthesaturation m agnetization,N z isthedem agnetization factoralong the
polaraxis,and N x = N y isthe dem agnetization factoralong an equatorial
axis.Both the m agnetostatic energy foran ellipsoid and the uniaxialm ag-
netocrystalline anisotropy energy [Eq. (1)]can,to �rstorder| exceptfor
a constantterm | bewritten as

E a = � A cos2� ; (4)

whereA = K V istheanisotropy energy barrierand theuniaxialanisotropy
constantK = 1

2
�0M

2
s(N x� Nz)in thecaseofshapeanisotropy.Foraprolate

ellipsoid,K > 0 and the anisotropy isof\easy axis" type,since there exist
two m inim a oftheanisotropy energy along � ẑ (theanisotropy axis).Foran
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oblate ellipsoid,K < 0 and the anisotropy energy hasits m inim um in the
wholexy plane.In thiscase theanisotropy isof\easy plane" type.

W ith decreasing particle size,the m agnetic contributionsfrom the sur-
facewilleventually becom em oreim portantthan thosefrom thebulk ofthe
particle,and hencesurface anisotropy energy willdom inateoverthem agne-
tocrystalline anisotropy and m agnetostatic energies. A uniaxialanisotropy
energy proportionalto theparticle surfaceS

E
surface
a = K sS cos

2
� (5)

hasbeen observed experim entally by ferrom agnetic resonance[15].
Hereafter,wewillassum euniaxialanisotropy,ofeasy-axistype,given by

Eq.(4)(ifnototherwise indicated),since itisthe sim plestsym m etry that
containsthe basic elem ents(potentialm inim a,barriers)responsibleforthe
im portantrole ofm agnetic anisotropy in superparam agnets.Experim ental
evidence foruniaxialanisotropy isgiven in Refs.[15,16].

2.1.2 Superparam agnetic R elaxation

Theuniaxialanisotropy energy createstwo potentialwellsseparated by the
energy barrier A. The m agnetic m om ent is subjected to therm aluctua-
tionsand m ay undergo a Brownian-typerotation surm ountingthepotential
barriers.Thisrelaxation processwasproposed and studied by N�eelin 1949
[2]and furtherdeveloped by Brown in 1963 [5].In thehigh potentialbarrier
range,�A � 1,where� = 1=kBT,thecharacteristictim efortheoverbarrier
rotation � can approxim ately bewritten in theArrheniusform

� ’ �0exp(�A); (6)

where�0 � 10� 9� 10� 12 s.Forobservation tim estobs m uch longerthan the
relaxation tim e, ~m m aintains the therm alequilibrium distribution oforien-
tations as in a classicalparam agnet;however,because ofthe m uch larger
m agnetic m om ent than a single spin,this phenom enon was called super-

param agnetism [17]. The condition ofsuperparam agnetism (tobs � �)cor-
respondstoatem peraturerangethatful�llsln(tobs=�0)> �A .Fortobs � 10
s,due to the sm allvalue of�0,thisequilibrium range extendsdown to low
therm alenergies com pared to the anisotropy energy (25 > �A). Hence,
within the equilibrium regim e,the system displaysan isotropic behaviorat
high tem peratures (�A � 1),but a strongly anisotropic behavior at low
tem peratures(�A � 1).

Iftobs � �,them agneticm om entisblocked in oneofthepotentialwells,
a state that correspondsto stable m agnetization in a bulk m agnet. Ifthe
m easurem ent tim e is ofthe sam e order as the relaxation tim e (tobs � �),
dynam icaltim e-dependente�ectsare observed.
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2.1.3 E�ects ofa M agnetic Field

The Ham iltonian ofa noninteracting nanoparticle with uniaxialanisotropy
isgiven by

H = �
A

m 2
(~m � ~n)2 � �0~m �~H (7)

where ~m isthe m agnetic m om entwith m = M sV ,A = K V and ~n isa unit
vectoralong the sym m etry axisofthe anisotropy energy (anisotropy direc-
tion).By introducingunitvectorsforthem agneticm om ent(~s= ~m =m )and
theexternalm agnetic �eld (̂h = ~H =H )and de�ning dim ensionlessparam e-
tersfortheanisotropy and m agnetic �eld

� = �A; � = ��0m H ; (8)

we can write a dim ensionlessHam iltonian as

� �H = �(~s� ~n)2 + �(~s �̂h): (9)

Thebistablecharacterofthezero-�eld Ham iltonian willbedestroyed by
a su�ciently large �eld. The critical�eld for~nk ĥ is called the anisotropy
�eld,and isexpressed by

H K =
2A

�0m
=

2K

�0M s

: (10)

W e can de�neanotherdim ensionless�eld quantity

h =
H

H K

=
�

2�
; (11)

which is the �eld m easured in units ofthe anisotropy �eld. The Ham il-
tonian,as a function ofthe angle � between the anisotropy axis and the
m agnetic m om ent (~s� ~n = cos�),is shown in Fig.1 for di�erent values of
thelongitudinal�eld.

2.1.4 Interparticle Interaction

Dipole{dipoleinteraction ispresentin allm agneticspin system s,butusually
otherinteraction m echanism ssuch asexchange interaction dom inate. The
relative weaknessofthe dipolarcoupling between m agnetic ionsin param -
agnetic system sresultsin characteristic tem peratureslying in the range of
0.01{0.1 K .For superparam agnetic nanoparticles (forwhich care hasbeen
taken toavoid directcontactbetween theparticlesby,e.g.,applyingasurfac-
tantto a ferrouid),exchangeinteraction and otherinteraction m echanism s
can usually bediscarded so thatthedipolarinteraction istheonly relevant
interparticle interaction. In addition,the size ofthe typicalm agnetic m o-
m ent(S � 102 � 105 m agneticspins)shiftstherelevanttem peraturesup to
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Figure 1: M agnetic energy versus � in the case ofa longitudinal�eld for
di�erentvaluesofthe reduced �eld h = H =H K .

the range ofa few kelvins,m aking it possible to observe e�ects ofdipolar
interaction in conventionalm agnetization experim ents.

Thedipolar�eld,created by allotherspins,attheposition ~riofthespin
~si,isgiven by

~H i=
m

4�a3
X

j

G ij � ~sj; (12)

wheretheterm j= iisom itted from thesum m ation,a isde�ned in such a
way thata3 isthe m ean volum e around each spin,and

G ij =
1

r3ij
(3r̂ijr̂ij � 1); (13)

~rij = ~ri� ~rj; r̂ij =
~rij

rij
; (14)

where1 istheunittensor.
By introducing thedim ensionlesscoupling constant

�d =
�0m

2

4�a3
1

kBT
; (15)

and noting thatthe dipolarenergy E d =
�0
2

P

i6= j ~m �~H i,we can write the
totaldim ensionlessHam iltonian ofan interacting nanoparticle system as

� �H = �
X

i

(~si� ~ni)
2 + �

X

i

(~si �̂h)+ �d

X

i> j

!ij ; (16)
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where !ij = ~si� Gij � ~sj. Note that the interaction strength can also be
m easured by the tem peratureindependentcoupling param eter

hd =
�d

2�
=

M s

4�H K

c; (17)

which is the m agnitude ofthe �eld,m easured in units ofthe anisotropy
�eld H K ,produced at a given position by a dipole at a distance a. Here,
c= V=a3 isthe volum e concentration ofparticles.

Dipole{dipole interaction is long-ranged and anisotropic,which m akes
itcum bersom e to treatboth analytically and num erically. Random nessin
particle positionsand anisotropy directionsyieldsfrustration and m agnetic
disorderleadingtoglassy dynam icsforstrongly interactingsystem s[18].W e
willthereforeuseanalyticaland num ericaltreatm entonly forweakly inter-
acting particlesystem s,whilestrongly interacting system swillbediscussed
in term sofcollective spin glassbehaviorin section 3.

2.2 T herm alEquilibrium Properties

Thetherm alequilibrium average ofany quantity B (~s1;:::;~sN )isgiven by

hB i=
1

Z

Z

d�B exp(� �H ); (18)

where Z =
R
d�exp(� �H )isthe partition function and d� =

Q

id
i,with
thesolid angle d
i= d2~si=2�.In thecase ofnoninteracting spins,Eq.(18)
hasalready been solved analytically fordi�erentquantitiesand anisotropies
(for a review see,e.g.,Ref. [8]). For isotropic spins,the m agnetization is
given bytheLangevin function and thelinearsusceptibility followsa1=T de-
pendence,�iso =

1
3
��0m

2,while the nonlinearsusceptibility followsa 1=T3

dependence,�(3)
iso

= � 1
45
�3�30m

4.M agneticanisotropy generally causesdevi-
ationsfrom thesewell-known laws[8,19{21]and also dipole{dipoleinterpar-
ticle interaction willcause deviations from the Langevin behavior [22,23].
It is im portant to know the nature of such deviations in order to avoid
confusion with,forexam ple deviationsdueto quantum e�ects[24{26].

In thecaseofdipole{dipoleinteraction,thecalculation ofany therm ody-
nam icproperty becom esa m any-body problem and approxim ationsand/or
num ericalsim ulations are needed in order to solve Eq.(18). Here we will
usetherm odynam icperturbation theory to expand theBoltzm ann distribu-
tion in thedipolarcoupling param eter| an approxim ation thatisvalid for
weakly coupled spins.

The analysispresented in thissection isrestricted to spinswith Ham il-
tonians having inversion sym m etry [H (~m )= H (� ~m )]. Thisassum ption is
valid forany kind ofanisotropy ordipolarinteraction,butifa bias�eld is
applied in addition to theprobing�eld,thecondition ofinversion sym m etry
breaksdown.
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2.2.1 T herm odynam ic Perturbation T heory for W eakly Interact-
ing Superparam agnets

W e willconsiderdipolarinteraction in zero �eld so thatthe totalHam ilto-
nian isgiven by thesum oftheanisotropy and dipolarenergiesH = E a+ E d.
By restricting the calculation oftherm alequilibrium propertiesto the case
�d � 1,wecan usetherm odynam icalperturbation theory [27,28]to expand
the Boltzm ann distribution in powersof�d. Thisleadsto an expression of
theform [23]

W = W a

�

1+ �dF1 +
1
2
�
2
dF2 + � � �

�

; (19)

whereF1 islinearin E d and F2 is(up to)quadraticin E d,while

W a = Z � 1
a exp(� �Ea); (20)

isthe Boltzm ann distribution ofthe noninteracting ensem ble. Expressions
forF1 and F2 in aregiven in AppendixA.1.Bykeepingallaveragesweighted
with W a,thetherm al-equilibrium quantitiescalculated with thism ethod will
beexactin theanisotropy and onlyperturbationalin thedipolarinteraction.
An ordinary high-tem peratureexpansion correspondsto expandingEq.(20)
furtherin powersof�.

Allresults obtained below with the therm odynam ic perturbation the-
ory are lim ited to the case ofaxially sym m etric anisotropy potentials (see
Appendix A.2), and all explicit calculations are done assum ing uniaxial
anisotropy (see Appendix B).

2.2.2 Linear Susceptibility

The equilibrium linear susceptibility is,in the absence ofan externalbias
�eld,given by

� =
�0m

2

kBT

1

N
hs2zi; sz =

X

i

(~si�̂h); (21)

where ĥ isa unitvectoralong the probing �eld direction and sz isthe�eld
projection ofthe netm agnetic m om ent. Calculating



s2z
�
using therm ody-

nam ic perturbation theory yields an expansion ofthe susceptibility ofthe
form

� =
�0m

2

kBT

�

a0 + �da1 +
1
2
�
2
da2

�

; (22)

with the generalexpressionsforthe coe�cients a n given in Appendix A.3.
Sim pli�ed expressionsforthecoe�cientscan beobtained forsom e orienta-
tionaldistributionsofthe anisotropy axes,such asparallelanisotropy axes
and random ly distributed axes.

For system s with parallelaxes (e.g.,single crystals ofm agnetic m olec-
ularclustersora ferrouid frozen in a strong �eld),the coe�cientsforthe
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longitudinalresponseread

a0;k =
1+ 2S2

3
(23)

a1;k =
1+ 4S2 + 4S22

9
C; (24)

1
2
a2;k = �

1+ 4S2 + 4S22
27

�
(1� S2)(�R � S)+ 3S2 (T � U)

�
(25)

+
7+ 10S2 � 35S22 + 18S4

315

h

(1� S2)(�R � R )+ 3S2(T � 1
3
�R )
i

;

whereC,R (�R ),S,T and U arelattice sum swhosepropertiesarediscussed
in Sec.2.2.5.ThepropertiesofSl(�)arediscussed in Appendix B.

A com m on experim entalsituation isan ensem ble ofnanoparticleswith
the anisotropy axes oriented random ly (e.g.,frozen ferrouids). To obtain
the susceptibility when the anisotropy axes are distributed at random ,we
average thegeneralexpressionsforthe an over~n,getting

a0;rand =
1

3
(26)

a1;rand =
1

9
C (27)

1

2
a2;rand = �

1

27
(�R � S)+

1

45
(1� S22)(�R � R ): (28)

Notethatin thelim itofisotropicspins(whereSl! 0),theresultsforcoher-
entaxesand forrandom anisotropy duly coincide and agree with ordinary
high-tem peratureexpansions.

Itcan easily be shown thata0;rand isindependentofanisotropy forany
typeofanisotropy,notonly axially sym m etric[21].Changingthecoordinate
system ofEq.(21)tothelocalonedeterm ined by theanisotropy direction of
each spin,the�eld becom esarandom lydistributed vectorand byperform ing
random averaging with respectto ĥ by m eansofEq.(84),one obtains

� =
�0m

2

kBT

1

3N

*
X

i

(~si� ~si)

+

=
�0m

2

3kBT
; (29)

which issam e expression asforisotropic spins. Itis,however,only forthe
linear susceptibility term that random ly distributed anisotropy axes erase
alltraces ofthe anistropy. For the nonlinearsusceptibility,the anisotropy
isofim portanceeven forsystem swith random ly distributed anistropy axis
[8,19{21].

12



2.2.3 Speci�c H eat

The speci�c heat at constant volum e can be obtained directly from the
partition function

cv

kB
= �2

@2

@�2
(lnZ )= �2

@2

@�2
(lnZ ); (30)

where,to take the � derivative,the coupling param eter �d is expressed as
�d = 2�hd [Eq.(17)]. As in the calculation of �, we consider only the
zero-�eld speci�c heat.In thatcase,the term linearin �d vanishesand the
expansion ofthespeci�cheatto second orderin �d reads

cv

N kB
= �

2
b0 +

1
2
�
2
db2 ; (31)

wherethezeroth-ordercoe�cient

b0 =
4

315
(18S4 � 35S22 + 10S2 + 7); (32)

givesthespeci�cheatin theabsenceofinteraction [8].Thegeneralform ula
for b2 is given in Appendix A.4. Again,it is possible to obtain sim pli�ed
form ulae for coherent anisotropy axes and for random anisotropy. In the
�rstcase (~ni= ~n,8i),we obtain

b2;k = 1
3

n

1� S22 � 4�S2S
0

2 � �2[S2S
00

2 + (S02)
2]
o

R

+ 1
3

�

2S2(1� S2)+ 4�S02(1� 2S2)

+ �2fS002 � 2[S2S
00

2 + (S02)
2]g

�

(�R � R )

+
n

S22 + 4�S2S
0

2 + �2[S2S
00

2 + (S02)
2]
o

T ; (33)

whereS02 = dS2=d�.Forrandom lydistributed axes,on averagingthegeneral
expression forb2 over~n,onesim ply gets

b2;rand =
1
3
R : (34)

This is the sam e correction term as that obtained for isotropic spins by
W aller[29]and van Vleck [30]using ordinary high-tem peratureexpansions.

2.2.4 D ipolar Fields

W e are interested in calculating therm odynam icalaverages ofthe dipolar
�eld,tointroducethem in theexpression fortherelaxation ratein aweakbut
arbitrary oriented �eld,in orderto obtain an expression forthe relaxation
rateofweakly interacting dipoles(wewillarguein Sec.2.3.3 thatthee�ect
of weak dipolar interaction can be accounted for by the therm odynam ic
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averages ofthe dipolar �eld). Because ofthe inversion sym m etry ofthe
anisotropy,only the square ofthe �eld willenter the low-�eld expression
for the relaxation rate and not the �eld itself. In addition,the e�ects of
longitudinaland transversal�eldswillbe di�erent.To be able to calculate
thedipolar�eld isalso ofinterestin thestudy ofquantum tunneling ofthe
m agnetization ofm olecularm agnets(e.g.,Fe8 and M n12)[3,31]

The generalexpressions for h�2
i;k
i and h�2

i;?
i = h�2ii� h�2

i;k
i to second

orderin �d are given in Appendix A.5. Ifwe considerin�nite system s,the
index ican be rem oved since allspins have the sam e surroundings. For a
system with aligned anisotropy axes,the averaged �eldsare given in term s
ofthe lattice sum sby

h�2
k
i =

�2
d

3

�
(1� S2) �R + 3S2T

�
;

h�2
?
i =

�2d

3

�
3R � (1� S2)�R + 3S2(R � �R � T )

�
; (35)

whileforrandom ly distributed anisotropy axesthey read

h�2
k
i=

�2d

3
R ; h�2

?
i=

�2d

3
2R : (36)

Note that the result for random anisotropy is identical to the result for
isotropic dipoles.

2.2.5 T he Lattice Sum s

An essentialelem ent ofthe expressions derived for �,cv,and the dipolar
�eldsarethe following \lattice sum s:"1

C =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

ĥ � Gij �̂h (37)

R =
2

N

X

i

X

j6= i

r
� 6
ij (38)

�R =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

ĥ � Gij � Gij �̂h (39)

S =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

X

k6= j

ĥ � Gij � Gjk �ĥ (40)

T =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

(̂h � Gij �̂h)
2 (41)

U =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

X

k6= j

(̂h � Gij �̂h)(̂h � Gjk �̂h) (42)

1
ĥ should be replaced by ~n in the form ulae forcv and the dipolar�elds.
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Thelong rangeofthedipole{dipoleinteraction leadsto a sam pleshape2

dependence ofthe physicalquantities dependent on an externalm agnetic
�eld [32,33]. In the expressions obtained for the susceptibility,this sam -
ple shape dependence isborne by the slowly convergentlattice sum sC;S,
and U.Ifwe consider\su�ciently isotropic" lattices,in the sense offul�ll-
ing

P
(rx)n =

P
(ry)n =

P
(rz)n,such as cubic and com pletely disordered

lattices (incidentally, the type of arrangem ents for which in the classical
Lorentz cavity{�eld calculation the contribution ofthe dipoles inside the
\sm allsphere" vanishes)these lattice sum svanish forlarge sphericalsam -
ples.The sum sR ; �R ,and T ,on the otherhand,contain r

� 6
ij ,which m ake

them rapidly convergent and sam ple shape-independent. For su�ciently
sym m etric lattices �R = R = 16:8; 14:5; 14:5 for sim ple cubic (sc),body-
centered cubic (bcc),and face-centered cubic (fcc) structures,respectively
[34],and T = 13:54 (sc),3.7 (bcc),4.3 (fcc). Note thatsince �R � R = 0,
som eterm svanish in theaboveexpressionsfor�,cv,and thedipolar�elds.

2.2.5.1 Sam ple Shape and A nisotropy D ependence Theshapede-
pendenceofthelinearsusceptibility isillustrated in Fig.2.Thesusceptibil-
ity iscalculated forsm allsystem susing both therm odynam ic perturbation
theory and a M onte Carlo technique [35], taking the dipolar interaction
into account without any approxim ation. It can be seen that � obtained
by therm odynam ic perturbation theory accurately describesthe sim ulated
susceptibility athigh tem peratures,whiletheresultsstartto deviateatthe
lowest tem peratures displayed. An estim ate ofthe lowest tem perature at-
tainable by the therm odynam ic perturbation theory is �d � 1=6,which is
m ilderthan the a priorirestriction �d � 1.

For the linear susceptibility,the zero-�eld speci�c heat as wellas the
dipolar�elds,theanisotropy dependencecancelsoutin thecaseofrandom ly
distributed anisotropy axes(atleastforsu�ciently sym m etric lattices). In
othercasesthe anisotropy isa very im portantparam eterasshown forthe
linearsusceptibility in Fig.3 foran in�nite(m acroscopic)sphericalsam ple.
Thesusceptibility isdivided by �iso =

1
3
��0m

2 in orderto singleoute�ects
ofanisotropy and dipolarinteraction.Itcan beseen in this�gure thatthe
e�ectofthe dipolarinteraction ism uch strongerfora system with parallel
anisotropy axesthan for a system with random anistropy (which coincide
with the case ofisotropic spins).Atlow tem peratures,the susceptibility of
a system with parallelanisotropy approachesthatofIsing spins(calculated
with an ordinary high-tem perature expansion),while athigh tem peratures
itisclose to thatofisotropic spins.

Thespeci�cheatforuncoupled spinsdoesnotdepend on theorientations
2
Sam ple shape refers to the shape ofthe whole ensem ble ofnanoparticles notto the

shapeoftheindividualparticles.Thelinearsusceptibility exhibitsa sam pleshapedepen-

dence,while the zero-�eld speci�c heatand the dipolar�eldsdo not.
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Figure 2: Equilibrium linearsusceptibility in reduced units �� = �(H K =m )
versus tem perature for three di�erent ellipsoidal system s with equation
x2=a2 + y2=b2 + z2=c2 � 1, resulting in a system of N dipoles arranged
on a sim ple cubic lattice. The pointsshown are the projection ofthe spins
to the xz-plane. The probing �eld is applied along the anisotropy axes,
which are parallelto the z axis. The thick lines indicate the equilibrium
susceptibility ofthe corresponding noninteracting system (which does not
depend on theshapeofthesystem and isthesam ein thethreepanels);thin
linesshow thesusceptibility including thecorrectionsdueto thedipolarin-
teraction obtained by therm odynam ic perturbation theory [Eq.(22)];the
sym bolsrepresentthe susceptibility obtained with a M onte Carlo m ethod.
Thedipolarinteraction strength ishd = �d=2� = 0:02.
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Random anisotropy, Isotropic spins
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Figure 3: Equilibrium linear susceptibility (�=�iso)versustem perature for
an in�nite sphericalsam ple on a sim ple cubic lattice. The dotted lines
are the resultsforindependentspins,while the solid linesshow the results
forparalleland random anisotropy calculated with therm odynam icpertur-
bation theory,as wellas for Ising spins calculated with an ordinary high-
tem peratureexpansions.W enoticein thiscasethatthelinearsusceptibility
forsystem swith random anisotropy isthesam easforisotropicspinscalcu-
lated with an ordinary high-tem peratureexpansion.Thedipolarinteraction
strength ishd = �d=2� = 0:004.

oftheanisotropy axes;however,thecorrectionsdueto thedipolarcoupling
do,as can be seen in Fig. 4). As for the linear susceptibility,the e�ect
ofdipolar interaction is stronger in the case ofparallelanistropy than for
random anistropy.

2.3 D ynam ic Properties

Athigh tem peratures,a nanoparticle isin a superparam agnetic state with
therm alequilibrium propertiesasdescribed in theprevioussection.Atlow
tem peratures,the m agnetic m om ent is blocked in one potentialwellwith
a sm allprobability to overcom e the energy barrier,while at interm ediate
tem peratures, where the relaxation tim e of a spin is com parable to the
observation tim e,dynam icalpropertiescan beobserved,includingm agnetic
relaxation and a frequency-dependentac susceptibility.

For applications,such as m agnetic recording m edia,it is necessary to
know how di�erent param eters willa�ect the relaxation tim e in order to
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Figure4: Thespeci�cheatperspin versustem peraturefornoninteracting
spins (thick line) and weakly interacting spins with random ly distributed
anisotropy axes (dashed lines) and parallelaxes (thin lines) arranged on
a sim ple cubic lattice. In each case,hd = �d=2� = 0:003 and 0:006 from
bottom to top. The inset shows the speci�c heat for noninteracting spins
overa widertem peratureinterval.

avoid spontaneous data erasure (caused by therm aluctuations) on the
lifetim e ofthe device. Because ofthe ongoing e�ort to increase the infor-
m ation/volum e ratio,it is ofspecialim portance to know how the dipolar
interaction ofdensely packed nanoparticleswilla�ectthe relaxation tim e.

In 1963 Brown [5]derived theFokker{Planck equation fortheprobabil-
ity distribution ofthe spin orientation,starting from thestochastic G ilbert
equation, and calculated the relaxation tim e for particles with uniaxial
anisotropy in alongitudinal�eld.M orerecentwork on spinswith nonaxially
sym m etric potentialrevealed a large dependence ofthe relaxation tim e on
thedam pingcoe�cient� in them edium {weak dam pingregim e[36{38].Ex-
perim entson individualnanoparticlesanalyzed with accurateasym ptotesof
therelaxation tim e[39]gavedam pingcoe�cientsin therange� � 0:05� 0:5.
Nonaxially sym m etric potentialsare,forexam ple,created when applying a
�eld atan oblique angle to a uniaxialspin.Thisoblique �eld can eitherbe
a bias�eld [40]ora nonlinearprobing �eld [41]. In the case ofinteracting
particles a transverse �eld com ponent arises from the dipolar �eld ofthe
surrounding particles. This explains the dependence on � ofthe blocking
tem peraturethatwas�rstobserved in num ericalsim ulationsby Berkov and
G orn [13](see Fig.5).

The im portance ofincluding the dam ping in m odelsdescribing the dy-
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Figure5:Theout-of-phasecom ponentoftheacsusceptibilityversustem per-
aturefortwo di�erentvaluesofthedam ping � = 0:1 and 1.0.M s! = 0:03,
E dem = M 2

sV=kB,and hd = (�0=4�)(c=�)with � = 2:0.From Ref.[13].
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nam icresponseofspinswith nonaxially sym m etricpotentials(e.g.,interact-
inguniaxialspins)tellsusthatm odelsbased only on how theenergybarriers
change [42,43]necessarily overlook the precession ofthe m agnetic m om ent
(� ! 1 )and therefore cannotaccountforthe num ericalresultsofBerkov
and G orn. A sim ple approach to include the dam ping in the dynam ics of
weakly coupled spin system swasproposed in Ref.[44].

2.3.1 T he Equation ofM otion

W e willpresent the equation ofm otion for a classicalspin (the m agnetic
m om ent of a ferrom agnetic single-dom ain particle) in the context of the
theory ofstochasticprocesses.ThebasicLangevin equation isthestochastic
Landau{Lifshitz({G ilbert)equation [5,45].M oredetailson thissubjectand
various techniques to solve this equation can be found in the reviews by
Co�ey etal.[46]and G arc��a-Palacios[8].

2.3.1.1 D eterm inistic equations The m otion ofa m agnetic m om ent
can bedescribed by theG ilbertequation [47]

1



d~m

dt
= ~m � ~H e� �

�

m
~m �

d~m

dt
(43)

where isthegyrom agnetic ratio (which includes�0),� isa dim ensionless
dam ping coe�cient,and thee�ective �eld isgiven by

~H e� = �
�
� 1
0

@H =@~m
: (44)

The�rstterm on the rightside ofEq.(43)representsthe precession ofthe
m agnetic m om entabouttheaxisofthee�ective �eld,whilethesecond one
isthe dam ping term ,which rotates ~m toward the potentialm inim a and is
responsibleforthe dissipation ofthe energy.

TheG ilbertequation can becastinto theLandau{Lifshitz form [48]

1



d~m

dt
= ~m � ~H e� �

�

m
~m � (~m � ~H e�) (45)

with a \renorm alized" gyrom agnetic ratio  ! =(1 + �2) [8,46]. In the
case of uniaxialanisotropy and a Ham iltonian given by Eq.(7), ~H e� =
(H K =m )(~m � ~n)~n+~H ,whereH K istheanisotropy �eld and ~H isan external
�eld.Theferrom agnticresonancefrequency ! fortheprecession about ~H e�

isgiven by ! = �0H e� [49].

2.3.1.2 Stochastic Equations At T 6= 0 the m agnetic m om ent will
interactwith them icroscopicdegreesoffreedom (phonons,conducting elec-
trons, nuclear spins, etc.). The com plexity of this interaction allows an
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idealization,nam ely,to introduce them through a stochastic m odel. The
sim plest m odelis the Brownian, in which the interaction of ~m with the
surroundingsisrepresented by a random ly uctuating m agnetic �eld.This
uctuating �eld isnecessarily com bined with a dissipation (dam ping)term ,
and thesetwo term sare linked by uctuation{dissipation relations[50].

In the work ofBrown [5]and K ubo and Hashitsum e [45]the starting
equation istheG ilbertequation (43),in which thee�ective�eld isincreased
by auctuating�eld yieldingthestochasticG ilbertequation.Thisequation
can,asin the determ inistic case,becastinto the Landau{Lifshitzform as

1



d~m

dt
= ~m � [~H e� + ~b(t)]�

�

m
~m � f~m � [~H e� + ~b(t)]g; (46)

known asthestochasticLandau{Lifshitz{G ilbert(LLG )equation.Theuc-
tuating �eld isassum ed to beG aussian distributed whitenoise

hb;�(t)i= 0; hb;�(t)b;�(t
0)i= 2D ����(t� t

0); (47)

with �;� = x;y;z.G arc��a-Palaciosand L�azaro[51]showed thatthestochas-
tic Landau{Lifshitz{G ilbert[Eq.(46)]and the sim plerstochastic Landau{
Lifshitz(LL)equation,

1



d~m

dt
= ~m � [~H e� + ~b(t)]�

�

m
~m � (~m � ~H e�); (48)

both give rise to the sam e Fokker{Planck equation,describing the average
properties ofthe m agnetic m om ent,but with di�erent Einstein-type rela-
tionsbetween theam plitudeofthe uctuating �eld and thetem perature:

D LLG =
�

1+ �2

kBT

m
; D LL = �

kBT

m
: (49)

2.3.2 R elaxation T im e in a W eak but A rbitrary Field

W e are interested in knowing how the relaxation tim e ofuniaxialspins is
a�ected by a weak �eld at an arbitrary direction, since it willallow us
to study how the superparam agnetic blocking is a�ected by a �eld. This
�eld dependence ofthe relaxation tim e can be obtained by expanding the
relaxation rate�= 1=� in powersofthe�eld com ponents.Asthespinshave
inversion sym m etry in the absence ofa �eld,� should be an even function
ofthe �eld com ponents,and to third orderitisgiven by

�’ � 0

�

1+ ck�
2
k
+ c? �

2
?

�

; (50)

where �k and �? respectively are the longitudinaland transversalcom po-
nents ofthe �eld [given in tem perature units,see Eq.(8)]with respect to
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the anisotropy axis.�0 isthe zero-�eld relaxation rate,which forlow tem -
peratures(� > 1)isgiven by Brown’sresult[5]

�0 =
1

�D

2
p
�
�
3=2

e
� �

; (51)

where �D = m =(2�kBT) is the relaxation tim e of isotropic spins. The
coe�cient c k can be obtained by expanding the expression for � in the
presenceofa longitudinal�eld [5,52]

�(�k;�? = 0) =
1

�D

�3=2
p
�
[(1+ h)e� �(1+ h)

2

+ (1� h)e� �(1� h)
2

]

’ �0
�

1+ 1
2
�
2
k

�

: (52)

There is no generalexpression for the relaxation rate in the presence ofa
nonzero transversal�eld valid forallvaluesofthe relevantparam eters[53],
butG aranin etal. have derived a low-tem perature form ula valid forweak
transversal�elds[38],which can beused to determ inethe coe�cientc ? :

�(�k = 0;�? )’ �0
h

1+ 1
4
F (�)�2

?

i

; (53)

F (�)= 1+ 2(2�2e)1=(2�
2)

�

1+
1

2�2
;

1

2�2

�

: (54)

Here � = � �1=2 and (a;z)=
Rz
0
dtta� 1e� t isthe incom plete gam m a func-

tion. It can be noted that for the axially sym m etric potentialwith a lon-
gitudinal�eld,the only dependence on � is the trivialone in �D ,while in
thenonaxially sym m etricpotentialobtained with a transversal�eld there-
laxation rate willstrongly depend on � through F (�),which is plotted in
Fig.6.

Collecting these results,we can �nally write the expression for the re-
laxation rate in a weak �eld [44]:

�’ � 0

h

1+ 1
2
�
2
k
+ 1

4
F (�)�2

?

i

: (55)

2.3.3 R elaxation T im e ofW eakly Interacting N anoparticles

Therelaxation tim eforweaklyinteractingnanoparticleswith uniaxialanisotropy
can be obtained by inserting the therm odynam icalaverages ofthe dipolar
�elds(calculated in section 2.2.4) in the expression forthe relaxation rate

in a weak �eld [Eq.(55)],yielding � ’ � 0[1+
1
2

D

�2
k

E

+ 1
4
F (�)



�2
?

�
].O ther

m odels[42,43,54]are energy-barrier-based and therefore neglectthe � de-
pendenceon relaxation tim e.Forinstance,them odelby M �rup and Tronc
[43]is basically the sam e as the one presented here in the particular case
ofhigh dam ping and random anisotropy.TheM �rup{Troncm odelpredicts
a decrease oftheblocking tem peraturewith increasing interaction strength
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Figure 6:F versus� = ��1=2 (solid line)and the overdam ped value F = 1
(dashed line).

for weak interaction as was observed in high-frequency M �ossbauer experi-
m ents,while the Dorm ann{Bessias{Fioranim odel[42]predictsan increase
ofthe blocking tem perature with increasing interaction strength as com -
m only observed in m agnetization m easurem ents.Thesediscrepanciesled to
som econtroversy [55,56].Berkov and G orn [13]showed,by num ericalinte-
gration ofthestochasticLLG equation [Eq.(46)],thatforstrong anisotropy
(or weak interaction) the blocking tem perature decreases with interaction
(see Fig. 5),while forweak anisotropy (orm oderate{high interaction) the
energy barriers are governed by the interaction and hence grow with hd.
An increase ofthe apparent blocking tem perature is clearly the case for
the strongly interacting nanoparticle sam ples (see Section 3) in which the
relaxation tim eincreaseswith hd duetospin{spin correlations(seeFig.21).

In ordertodeterm inethecharacteristicsofthesuperparam agneticblock-
ing weusetheequilibrium susceptibility �eq calculated using thetherm ody-
nam icperturbation theory Eq.(22)and therelaxation rate�obtained when
the dipolar�elds[Eq.(35)or(36)]are introduced in Eq.(55). Com bining
these expressionsin a Debye-type form ula

� = �eq
�

�+ i!
(56)

provides us with a sim ple m odelfor the dynam ic response. The dynam ic
susceptibility ofa large sphericalsam ple with parallelanisotropy axis and
a sim ple cubic structure is shown in Fig. 7. In the overdam ped case,the
blocking tem perature is not noticeably a�ected by the dipolar interaction
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while for low dam ping the blocking tem perature decreases signi�cantly as
the interaction strength increases. These resultsare in agreem entwith the
sim ulationsby Berkov and G orn [13]shown in Fig.5.

0

1

2

3

4

1/σ ∝  T
b)

_
χ

||
′

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

1

2

3

4

5

1 / σ

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

1

2

3

4

1 / σ ∝  T

(a)

−
χ

||
′′

_
χ

||
′

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

1

2

3

4

5

1 / σOverdamped        

case, λ = 10

Weak damping     

    λ = 0.1

−
χ

||
′′

(b)

Figure 7: Im aginary com ponent of the dynam icalsusceptibility versus
tem perature(therealcom ponentisshown in theinset)forasphericalsam ple
and spins placed in a sim ple cubic lattice. The anisotropy axes are all
parallel, and the response is probed along their com m on direction. The
dipolarinteraction strength hd = �d=2� ishd = 0 (thick lines),0.004,0.008,
0.012,and 0.016 from (a)rightto leftand (b)top to bottom .Thefrequency
is!�D =� = 2� � 0:003.

An interpretation ofthe strong dam ping dependencefound in the pres-
enceofa transverse�eld com ponentwasgiven in Ref.[41]| thetransverse
�eld creates a saddle point in the potentialbarrier. A therm ally excited
spin with high dam ping will\fall" directly back to thebottom ofthepoten-
tialwellifthe therm alexcitation isnotsu�cientforan overbarrier jum p.
O n theotherhand,a weakly dam ped spin in thesam esituation willprecess
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(� 1=� tim es)abouttheanisotropyaxisand thereforehasan increased prob-
ability for overbarrier jum pseach tim e it passes close to the saddle point.
In the case ofnoninteracting particlesthe transverse �eld com ponentm ust
com efrom eithera nonlinearprobing �eld [41]ora bias�eld [40],whilethe
transverse �eld herenaturally arisesfrom the dipolarinteraction.

2.4 N um ericalM ethods

Becauseofthelong-rangeand reduced sym m etry ofthedipole-dipoleinter-
action analyticalm ethodssuch asthe therm odynam ic perturbation theory
presented in Sec. 2.2.1 willbe applicable only for weak interaction. Nu-
m ericalsim ulation techniques are therefore indispensable for the study of
interacting nanoparticle system s,beyond the weak coupling regim e.

TheM onteCarlo (M C)m ethod can beused to e�ciently calculatether-
m alequilibrium properties (c.f. Fig.(2). However,since it is an energy-
barrier-based m ethod,itwillfailto generate dynam ic featuressuch asthe
precession ofthe spins,and willbe able to generate the dynam ic m agneti-
zation in the overdam ped lim it (� ! 1 )only ifan appropriate algorithm
isused [35].

UsingaLangevin dynam icsapproach,thestochasticLLG equation [Eq.(46)]
can be integrated num erically,in the context ofthe Stratonovich stochas-
tic calculus,by choosing an appropriate num ericalintegration schem e [51].
This m ethod was �rstapplied to the dynam ics ofnoninteracting particles
[51]and lateralso to interacting particle system s[13](c.f.Fig.(5)).

Because ofthe long-range nature ofthe dipolar interaction,care m ust
be taken in the evaluation ofthe dipolar�eld. For�nite system sthe sum s
in Eq.(12)areperform ed overallparticlesin thesystem .Forsystem swith
periodic boundary conditions the Ewald m ethod [57{59], can be used to
correctly calculate the conditionally convergentsum involved. However,in
m ostwork [12,13]the sim plerLorentz-cavity m ethod isused instead.

3 Strongly Interacting N anoparticle System s|
Spin-G lass-Like B ehavior

A large num berofapplicationsuse densely packed m agnetic nanoparticles.
Itisthusim portanttoknow how interparticleinteraction a�ectsthephysical
propertiesofm agnetic nanoparticle system s. In particular,itisim portant
to understand how the therm alstability of m agnetic recording m edia is
changed by interparticle interactions due to the currente�ortofshrinking
thevolum e ofstorage devices.

Ithasbeen suggested thatdensenanoparticlesam plesm ay exhibitglassy
dynam icsdueto dipolarinterparticle interaction [18];disorderand frustra-
tion areinduced by therandom nessin theparticlepositionsand anisotropy
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axisorientations.In orderto investigate such system s,oneneedsto usethe
experim entaltechniques(protocols)developed in studiesofspin glasses.Ex-
am ination ofthee�ectsofdipolarinteractionsusing standard experim ental
protocols(zero-�eld-cooled ZFC / �eld-cooled FC m agnetization)indicates
no dram atic change in these quantities,and one can be m isled to believe
that the only e�ect ofthe dipolar interaction is to increase the blocking
tem perature due to enhanced energy barriers. However,glassy dynam ics
hasbeen observed in strongly interacting nanoparticle system s[60{62]and
forstrongly interacting system swith narrow sizedistributionsevidencehas
been given fora spin-glass-like phasetransition [63{66].

In frozen ferrouidsthe strength ofthe dipolarinteraction between the
single-dom ain nanoparticlescan becontinuously varied by changingthepar-
ticleconcentration.W ith increasing particleconcentration them agneticbe-
haviorm ay evolvefrom superparam agneticto spin-glass-like.W ewillbegin
thissection by recalling som e fundam entalpropertiesofspin glasses. Fur-
therm ore,experim entalresultswillbepresented on a ferrouid ofFe1� xCx

nanoparticles. The glassy dynam ics ofdense nanoparticle sam ples willbe
com pared with those ofan Ising and a Heisenberg spin glass.

3.1 Spin G lasses

Thissection isintended asa briefintroduction to spin glasses,focusing on
the m ost recent work. For reviews on spin glasses,see,for exam ple,Refs.
[67{69].

3.1.1 M aterial

Thecanonicalspin glassconsistsofanoblem etal(Au,Ag,Cu,orPt)diluted
with a transition m etalion,such asFe orM n.Them agnetic interaction in
such system s is m ediated by the conduction electrons,leading to an indi-
rectexchangeinteraction | theRK K Y (Ruderm an and K ittel[70],K asuya
[71],and Yosida [72]) interaction,whose coupling constant J(R) oscillates
strongly with distance r between thespinsas

J(r)= J0
cos(2kFr+ ’0)

(kFr)3
: (57)

Here J0 and ’0 are constants and kF is the Ferm iwavevector ofthe host
m etal. Since the spinsare random ly placed in the hostm etal,som e spin{
spin interaction willbepositiveand favorparallelalignm entwhileotherwill
benegative,thusfavoring antiparallelalignm ent.

The pure RK K Y interaction is isotropic,and the canonicalspin glass
system sarethereforeoften referred to asHeisenberg spin glasses.However,
som e anisotropy is also present in those system s originating from dipolar
interaction and interaction ofthe Dzyaloshinsky{M oriya (DM ) type [73].
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The latter is due to spin{orbit scattering of the conduction electrons by
non-m agnetic im puritiesand reads

E D M = � ~D ij � (~si� ~sj); ~D ij / ~ri� ~rj; (58)

where ~D ij isa random vectorduetotherandom nessofthespin positions~ri.
Thedipolarinteraction is,asdiscussed in Secion 2.1.4,weak foratom icspin
system s,while the DM interaction isenhanced by the presence ofnonm ag-
netic transition-m etalim purities [73,74]. However,for m acroscopic spins
(m agnetic m om ents),the dipolar interaction is im portant and ifthe par-
ticles are dispersed in a nonconductive m edium (e.g.,a frozen ferrouid),
itisthe dom inating interparticle interaction. Ifthe m agnetic particles are
random ly placed,thedipolarinteraction willbeboth positiveand negative.

A widely studied m odelsystem foran Ising spin glassissingle crystals
ofFexM n1� xTiO 3 with x � 0:5 [75{77]. Both FeTiO3 and M nTiO 3 are
antiferrom agnets having the easy axis along the hexagonalc axis of the
ilm enitestructure.TheFe2+ spinsin FeTiO 3 arecoupled ferrom agnetically
within a c layer and antiferrom agnetically between adjacent c layers. In
M nTiO 3,on the otherhand,both the intralayer and interlayer coupling of
M n2+ spinsare antiferrom agnetic. The com pound FexM n1� xTiO 3 behaves
asan Ising spin glassfor0:4<� x<� 0:57,dueto them ixing offerrom agnetic
and antiferrom agnetic interaction [77].

There are essentialdi�erences between the system s we have presented
here,even in the lim it ofvery strong anisotropy. The RK K Y spin glasses
are Heisenberg system s with random unidirectionalanisotropy. Ferrou-
ids frozen under zero �eld are Heisenberg system s with random uniaxial

anisotropy,whilean Isingsystem ischaracterized byparalleluniaxialanisotropy.

3.1.2 Spin G lass M odels

The Ham iltonian ofan Ising spin glass,given by Edwards and Anderson
(EA)[78],is

H = � 1
2

X

i;j

Jijsisj� H

NX

i= 1

si; (59)

wherethespin si= � 1 and thecoupling constantsJij arechosen from som e
random distribution ful�lling

P

i;jJij = 0 in the case ofa sym m etric spin
glass. In the EA m odelthe spin{spin interaction is only ofthe nearest-
neighbortype.TheSherrington{K irkpatrick (SK )m odel[79]isthein�nite-
range version ofthe EA m odel. Itis m ostusefulas a basis for m ean-�eld
calculations. O ne such solution isthe replica sym m etry breaking theory of
Parisi[80{82].

For a ferrom agnet the order param eter is the m agnetization,while for
antiferrom agnets it is the sublattice m agnetization. For spin glasses the
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m agnetization iszero atalltem peratures,and an appropriateorderparam -
eter was proposed by Edwards and Anderson [78]as the average value of
theautocorrelation function

qEA = lim
t! 1

h~si(0)� ~si(t)i: (60)

Theorderparam etersusceptibility,which divergesatthetransition tem per-
ature,isthe nonlinearsusceptibility �2,de�ned asM =h = �0 + �2h

2 + � � � ,
where �0 is the linear susceptibility [83]. The divergency ofthe nonlinear
susceptibility was�rstshown on a Au(Fe)spin glassin 1977 by Chikazawa
etal.[84]and m ore recently fora strongly interacting nanoparticle system
by Jonsson etal.[64].

3.1.3 C riticalD ynam ics

Closeto thetransition tem peratureTg,thedynam icsofa spin glasssystem
willbegoverned by criticaluctuations,butcriticaluctuationsarealso of
im portance on experim entaltim escalesquite farfrom Tg.Attem peratures
both below and aboveTg,length scalesshorterthan thecoherencelength of
thecriticaluctuations

� � L0j�j
� �

; (61)

willbe dom inated by criticaluctuations. Here L 0 isa m icroscopic length
scaleand thereduced tem perature� = (1� T=Tg).Thecoherencelength can
be transform ed into a tim escale according to conventionalcriticalslowing
down;the criticalcorrelation tim e isgiven by

�c � �m (�(T)=L0)
z � �m j�j

� z� ; (62)

where �m is a m icroscopic tim escale. For spin glasses, �m � 10� 13 s is
the uctuation tim e ofan atom ic m om ent. For nanoparticles,�m can be
assigned to the superparam agnetic relaxation tim e ofa single particle of
average size,which,in the relevanttem perature range forourstudies,can
beapproxim ated by theArrhenius{N�eelexpression [Eq.(6)].

Attem peraturesbelow Tg,thereisacrossoverbetween criticaldynam ics
on shortlength (tim e)scalesand activated dynam icson long length (tim e)
scales. The length scale ofcriticaldynam ics as a function oftem perature
isillustrated in Fig. 8. ForT > Tg,the system isin equilibrium on length
(tim e)scaleslongerthan � (�c)and hence the m agnetic responseisparam -
agnetic. The \freezing" tem perature (Tf(�c))ofthe crossoverfrom a para-
m agneticresponseto slow spin glassdynam ics,asa function ofobservation
tim e,can be obtained from experim ents. Such a dynam ic scaling analysis
is perform ed in Sec.3.2.2 for two sam ples ofa nanoparticle system with
two di�erentvolum e concentrations. Dynam ic scaling analyzes have given
evidence for criticalslowing down in a wide range ofspin glass m aterials
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Figure 8:Illustration oflength (tim e)scalesin spin glasses.

[67,68,85]. The criticalexponentsobtained are ratherscattered. However,
the criticalexponentsofIsing and Heisenberg system sare clearly di�erent
[86,87].

3.1.4 N onequilibrium D ynam ics

Aging phenom ena in glassy m aterials were �rstdiscovered and thoroughly
investigated in the �eld ofstructuralglasses [88]. M agnetic aging in spin
glasseswas�rstobserved by Lundgren etal.in 1983 [89].Itwasfound that
the ZFC relaxation dependson the wait tim e tw during which the system
hasbeen allowed to age atthe m easurem enttem perature,before applying
the probing �eld and recording the m agnetization as a function of tim e
t. The m easurem entprotocolisillustrated in Fig.(9)and ZFC relaxation
m easurem entson aAg(11at% M n)spin glassareshown in Fig.10.Itcan be
seen thatthe relaxation rate S(t)= h� 1dM =dlogtexhibitsa m axim um at
t� tw [89,90].M any di�erenttypesofm aterialswerelatershown toexhibit
aging and nonequilibrium dynam ics,including polym ers[91],orientational
glasses[92],gels[93],and ceram ic superconductors[94].

Spin glasssystem srepresentidealm odelsystem sforstudyingnonequilib-
rium dynam icsexperim entally,num erically,and theoretically.Thedynam ic
propertiesofspin glassescan accurately beinvestigated by superconductive
quantum interference device (SQ UID)m agnetom etry on specially designed
m agnetom eters with low-background �eld (< 1 m O e) and optim ized tem -
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Figure 9: Schem atic representation ofa ZFC relaxation experim ent. The
sam pleiscooled to them easurem enttem peratureTm underzero �eld,after
awaittim etw,asm allprobing�eld h isapplied and theZFC m agnetization
isrecorded asa function oftim e.

perature control(�T < 100�K )[95]. Spin glasses exhibit nonequilibrium
dynam ics on alltim escales from �m to in�nity. Experim entalstudies are,
however,lim ited to a �nitetim ewindow t=�m � 108� 1017,whilenum erical
sim ulationsarelim ited to m uch shortertim escalest=�m � 1� 105.Because
ofthe larger spin{ip tim e ofa m agnetic m om ent com pared to an atom ic
spin,interactingnanoparticlesystem scan beinvestigated in an experim ental
tim e window in between those ofordinary spin glasses and num ericalsim -
ulations. In addition,the strength ofthe dipolarinteraction can be tuned
by theparticleconcentration ofthenanoparticlesystem .Strongly interact-
ing nanoparticlesystem sarethereforealso interesting asm odelsystem sfor
glassy dynam ics.

3.1.4.1 T he D roplet M odel The \droplet" theory [96{100]is a real-
space theory,based on renorm alization group argum ents for the Ising EA
m odelwith a continuous distribution ofindependent exchange. It m akes
predictions concerning the nonequilibrium dynam ics within the spin glass
phase. Im portantconcepts are dom ain growth | growth ofthe coherence
length forequilibrium spin-glassorder,and tem perature chaos.Both these
concepts can also be applied to less anisotropic spin glasses [87,101{103]
and generalized to otherglassy system s[104].

At each tem perature the equilibrium spin glass state is considered to
consist of a ground state plus therm ally activated droplet excitations of
various sizes. A dropletis a low-energy cluster ofspinswith a volum e Ld
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and a fractalsurfacearea Lds.Thetypicaldropletfree-energy scalesas

F
typ

L
� �(T)

�
L

L0

��

; �(T)� J���; (63)

where� isthesti�nessexponentand �(T)isthesti�ness.Thedropletfree
energy isbroadly distributed,and becauseofthepresenceofcon�gurations
thatarealm ostdegeneratewith theground state,thedistribution ofFL will
have weightdown to zero energy:

�L(FL)�
~�(FL=F

typ

L
)

F
typ

L

; ~�(0)> 0: (64)

If� < 0,largedropletscan beipped ata low energy costso thatthelarge
dropletswillnotbestableagainstsm alluctuationsand thesystem willbe
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param agnetic.Hence,anegativevalueof� indicatesthatthesystem isbelow
itslowercriticaldim ension [96,105].O n theotherhand,if� > 0,very few of
thelarge-scale dropletswillbetherm ally activated sinceF typ

L
> kBT.Since

�L(FL)hasnon-zero weightnearzero energy,a certain fraction ofdroplets
willbetherm ally active and dom inate m ostoftheequilibrium physics.

Thedynam icsofdropletsisconsidered to bea therm ally activated pro-
cess.Theenergy barrierforannihilation ofa dropletwillscale as

B
typ

L
� �(T)

�
L

L0

� 

; �(T)� J� � ; (65)

where �(T)setsthe free-energy scale ofthe barriersand  isan exponent
satisfying � <  < d � 1. The characteristic tim e �L that a therm ally
activated dropletwilllastforisgiven by an Arrheniuslaw

ln
�

�L

�0(T)

�

�
B L

kBT
; (66)

where �0(T) is the unit tim escale for the activated process. For activated
hopping processesthe unittim escale isnotsim ply given by the realm icro-
scopic tim escale [106],which is �m � �h=J � 10� 13 s in spin system s. A
plausiblechoicefor�0(T)isinstead thecriticalcorrelation tim e�c [Eq.(62)]
asproposed in Ref.[100].TheArrheniuslaw im pliesthatdropletsoflength
scale L = LT(t)

LT(t)�
�
kBT ln(t=�0(T))

�(T)

�1= 

; (67)

can beactivated within a tim escale t.
LT(tw) willbe the characteristic length scale ofequilibrium spin glass

orderata tim etw aftera quench from a tem peratureaboveTg to a tem per-
ature T in thespin glassphase.

In a m agnetization m easurem ent the system is probed by applying a
sm allm agnetic �eld. The m agnetization arisesthrough the polarization of
droplets.Sincethispolarization also isa therm ally activated process,itwill
a�ectdropletsofsizeL(t),wheretisthetim eelapsed aftertheapplication
of the m agnetic �eld in a ZFC-relaxation experim ent or t = 1=! in an
ac experim ent at a given angular frequency !. The peak observed in the
relaxation rateoftheZFC m agnetization att� tw (seeFig.10)has,within
the droplet m odel,been interpreted as a crossover from quasiequilibrium
dynam icsatL(t)< L(tw)to nonequilibrium dynam icsatL(t)> L(tw)(see
Ref.[107]fora detailed discussion).

According to the droplet theory, typicalspin con�gurations ofa pair
ofequilibrium states attwo di�erenttem peratures,say,T1 and T2,are es-
sentially the sam e on shortlength scales m uch below the so-called overlap
length L�T ,but com pletely di�erent on large length scales m uch beyond

32



L�T . This tem perature chaos is due to a subtle com petition between en-
ergy and entropy in the spin glassphase.In the lim itofsm alltem perature
di�erences j�T=Jj� 1,the overlap length between the two tem peratures
T1 and T2 = T1 + �T issupposed to scale as[99,100,108]

L�T � L0

�
�
�
�

�T

J

�
�
�
�

� �

; � =
2

(ds� 2�)
; (68)

where� isthe chaosexponent.
Experim entally,tem peraturechaoscan beevidenced byagingthesystem

at a tem perature Ti and changing the tem perature to a Ti+ �T. Ifthe
tem peratureshiftislargeenough,theequilibrium dom ain con�gurationsat
Tiand Ti+ �T arecom pletely di�erenton thelength scalesrelevantforthe
experim ent.Hence,ifthem agneticresponseatTi+ �T isthesam easafter
a directquench,thesystem appearsrejuvenated.

3.1.4.2 Experim ents: A ging, M em ory and R ejuvenation After
discovery oftheaging e�ectin thespin glassphase,experim entalprotocols
with tem peraturestepsand cyclingswereproposed [109].Theseexperim ents
showed notonlyrejuvenation e�ectsbutalsothatspin glassorder,character-
istic ofdi�erenttem peratures,can coexiston di�erentlength scales;hence
thespin glasskeepsa m em ory ofitstherm alhistory.

T

t

T1

T2

Tg

t w1 t w2

Figure 11: The experim entalprocedure ofa \m em ory" experim ent with
two haltson cooling.

A sim pleexperim entalprotocol[85]wasem ployed to illustrate m em ory
and rejuvenation e�ects[110{113];thesam pleiscooled from a high tem per-
aturewith one(orm ore)haltsofthecooling atone(orm ore)tem peratures
in thespin glassphase.Theexperim entalprocedureofa double-stop exper-
im entisillustrated in Fig.11.Theacsusceptibility issubsequently recorded
on heating. An \ac m em ory" experim ent is shown in Fig.12 for a Ag(11
at% M n)spin glassand in Fig.13 foran Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 spin glass.The
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ac susceptibility ism easured on cooling with two interm ittent stops. Dur-
ing a stop the ac susceptibility relaxes downward as shown in the insetof
Fig.12.The levelofthe ac susceptibility ishence related to the age ofthe
system (a lower susceptibility indicates an older system ). As the cooling
is resum ed,the ac susceptibility m erges (quite rapidly) with the reference
curve,and the system isrejuvenated. O n subsequentreheating the ac sus-
ceptibility shows a dip around each aging tem perature | the system has
kepta m em ory ofeach equilibration atconstanttem perature.Them em ory
experim entisan e�cienttoolto study spin-glass-like propertiesin various
m aterials[114{118].
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Figure 12: �00(!)versustem perature forthe Ag(11 at% M n)sam ple m ea-
sured during cooling (circles)and during thesubsequentreheating (pluses).
Twointerm ittenthaltswerem adeduringthecooling:oneat27K for10;000
s and another at 23 K for 30;000 s. The susceptibility m easured on con-
stant cooling and on constant heating is shown as reference (solid lines).
Thearrowsindicate thecooling and heating curves,respectively.Theinset
shows �00(!) versus tim e during the halt at T = 23 K ;!=2� = 510 m Hz.
Thecooling and heating rate is� 0:2 K /m in.

FortheAg(11 at% M n)sam ple,theacsusceptibility curvem easured on
cooling liesbelow thecurvesubsequently m easured on heating,exceptclose
to the lowesttem perature (see Fig. 12). Ifthe aging atdi�erenttem pera-
turesisaccum ulative,theheatingcurvewould appearolderthan thecooling
curve and therefore lower in am plitude. For the Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple
thisisindeed thecase(seeFig.13).Thenonaccum ulativebehaviorobserved
in thecooling{heating curvesoftheacsusceptibility oftheAg(11 at% M n)
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Figure 13: a) �00 versus tem perature m easured on cooling (diam onds),
with two interm ittentstopsat20 K for10,000 sand at16 K for30,000 s,
and on thesubsequentreheating (pluses),fortheFe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple.
The reference cooling and heating curvesare drawn with solid lines.Inset:
�00� �00ref versustem peraturederived from theheating curvesforsingleand
doublestops.!=2� = 510 m Hz.

sam ple can qualitatively be explained by rejuvenation during cooling and
heating dueto strong tem peraturechaos.FortheFe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple,
thedouble-m em ory experim entshown in Fig.13 indicatesthattem perature
chaosdoesexist,butthatitism uch weakerthan forAg(11 at% M n).

The m em ory experim ents presented above yield,in a sim ple and illus-
trative way,inform ation aboutaging,m em ory,and rejuvenation e�ectsfor
the two spin glass system s. However,cooling and heating rate e�ects as
wellas m em ory and rejuvenation phenom ena are allm ixed in a nontrivial
way.Specially designed therm alprotocolshave been used to quantitatively
investigate aging and rejuvenation proprietiesofthe Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 and
Ag(11 at% M n)sam ple [87,102,103,119]. Itwasshown thatthe tem pera-
ture dependence ofLT(t) is stronger for the Ag(11 at% M n) sam ple than
for the Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple. Also,the rejuvenation e�ects are m uch
strongerfortheAg(11 at% M n)sam ple.

3.2 FeC N anoparticle System s

W e now focus on a ferrouid ofsingle-dom ain particles ofthe am orphous
alloy Fe1� xCx (x � 0.2{0.3). The particles were coated with a surfactant
(oleic acid)and dispersed in a carrierliquid (xylene).Theparticle shapeis
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nearly spherical(see Fig 14) and the average particle diam eter d = 5:3 �
0:3 nm .Thesaturation m agnetization wasestim ated to M s = 1� 106 A/m ,
the m icroscopic ip tim e to �0 = 1� 10� 12 s,and the uniaxialanisotropy
constant K = 0:9 � 105 J/m 3 [65]. The interparticle interaction can be
varied by changing theparticleconcentration oftheferrouid.Thestrength
oftheinteraction fora given concentration isdeterm ined by theanisotropy
constant and the saturation m agnetization according to Eq.(17) with the
param etersgiven above hd � 0:56c,where c isthe volum e concentration of
nanoparticles. The sam plesstudied here originate from the sam e batch as
those in Refs. [65,114,120,121]. Earlierstudiesuse sam plesfrom di�erent
batcheshaving slightly di�erentphysicalproperties[63,64,122{124].

Figure 15 showsthe realand im aginary partofac susceptibility versus
tem perature for three di�erent particle concentrations ofthe FeC sam ple:
c = 0:06,5,and 17 vol% . W ith increasing concentration,the peak in the
ac susceptibility is shifted to higher tem peratures and the curve is sim ul-
taneously suppressed. This behavior is di�erent from that ofthe weakly
interacting nanoparticle system sshown in Figs.5 and 7.In thissection we
willarguethatthedynam icsofthe5 and 17 vol% sam plesisspin-glass-like,
and hence fundam entally di�erentfrom the superparam agneticbehaviorof
noninteracting and weakly interacting nanoparticle system s.

Figure 14:TEM pictureoftypicalFe1� xCx nanoparticles.

36



0

10

20

30

40

χ′
  

(a
rb

. 
u

n
it
s
)

0 20 40 60 80
0

1

2

3

4

5

χ′
′  

(a
rb

. 
u

n
it
s
)

T (K)

0.06 vol %
5 vol %
17 vol %

Figure 15: Ac susceptibility vstem perature atfrequencies!=2� = 125 Hz
(�lled sym bols)and !=2� = 1000 Hz (open sym bols).

3.2.1 N onequilibrium D ynam ics

M agnetic aging can beevidenced by m easuring the ZFC relaxation atcon-
stant tem perature after a fast cooling through the transition tem perature
using di�erent wait tim es before applying the m agnetic �eld. The experi-
m entalprocedurewasdepicted in Fig.9togetherwith atypicalm easurem ent
on a Ag(11 at% M n)spin glassin Fig.10.In a noninteracting nanoparticle
system ,thelow-�eld ZFC relaxation isgoverned only by thedistribution of
relaxation tim esoftheparticlesand theirtem peraturedependence.Itdoes
not depend on the wait tim e at Tm before applying the probing �eld,3 as

3
The only wait tim e dependence thatcould existis the adjustm entofthe position of

them agneticm om enttotheBoltzm ann distribution atTm .Thisadjustm entdoeshowever
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Figure 16: S(t) versus tim e on a logarithm ic scale for the 5 vol% sam ple
obtained from ZFC relaxation m easurem entswith tw = 300s(open sym bols)
and 3000 s(�lled sym bols);h = 0:05 O e.

wasshown experim entally in Ref.[60].Therelaxation rateS(t)oftheZFC
m agnetization m easured atdi�erenttem peraturesbetween 20 and 40 K are
shown in Fig. 16 for the 5 vol% sam ple. The m easurem ents are repeated
fortwo di�erentwaittim es300 and 3000 s.A cleardi�erence between the
S(t;tw) curves for tw = 300 and 3000 s can be seen for alltem peratures
< 40 K ,presenting evidence for glassy nonequilibrium dynam ics at those
tem peratures.Theshapesofthe S(T)curvesare,however,ratherdi�erent
from thoseofcanonicalspin glasses(seeFig.10).A peak in S(t)att� tw as
in ordinary spin glassesisobserved only atT = 30 K .Thedi�erence arises
largely from the strong tem perature dependence ofthe individualparticle
relaxation tim ecom pared tothealm osttem peratureindependentrelaxation
tim e ofindividualspins.

The5vol% sam plehasalsobeen investigated with acsusceptibility m ea-
surem ents. �0(T)isshown in Fig.17 fora low frequency. The insetsshow
how theacsusceptibility relaxeswith tim eifthecooling ishalted atTs = 33
or23 K .The relative relaxation ofthe ac susceptibility issm allerthan for
ordinary spin glasses.�0relaxesm ore in absolute unitsthan �00and �0has
thereforebeen chosen to illustratethenonequilibrium dynam ics.Forawait-
ing tim e of30,000 satlow tem perature �� 00=�00ref � 3 % com pared to � 8
% forthe Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple (see Fig.13)and � 30 % forthe Ag(11
at% M n)sam ple (see Fig.12).

only involveintrawellrotation and isthereforea m uch fasterprocessthan theslow cooling

to Tm and the tim e needed to stabilize the tem perature.
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how �0relaxeswith tim eifthecooling ishalted at33 or23 K .f = 510 m Hz

M em ory experim entswith one and two tem porary stopsduring cooling
are shown in Fig.18. The nonequilibrium e�ectsare m ore clearly revealed
by subtractingthereferencecurvesobtained on constantcoolingand reheat-
ing. The featuresare qualitatively sim ilarto those ofordinary spin glasses
(see Sec. 3.1.4.2);during a halt in the cooling,the system ages | the ac
susceptibility decreases.W hen the cooling isresum ed,the ac susceptibility
slowly regains the reference level. O n the subsequent heating,the ac sus-
ceptibility exhibits a \dip"centered around Ts in a single-stop experim ent.
In a double-stop experim ent it exhibits two dips ifthe two halts are well
separated in tem perature[Fig.18(a)],butifthe two haltsare close in tem -
perature[Fig.18(b)],only onelargedip isobserved on heating asa resultof
the two aging processes.In both cases,the di�erence curve �0� �0ref ofthe
double-stop experim ent equals the sum of�0� �0ref ofthe two single-stop
experim ents.AsfortheFe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 sam ple,theacsusceptibility m ea-
sured on heating liesbelow theonem easured on cooling.In conclusion,the
rejuvenation e�ectin particlesystem sisweakerthan in ordinaryspin glasses
and as a consequence,the m em ory ofboth one and two aging processesis
betterpreserved on reheating than in the spin glasscase.

Thisnanoparticlesam pleexhibitsstrong anisotropy,dueto theuniaxial
anisotropy oftheindividualparticlesand theanisotropicdipolarinteraction.
The relative tim escales (t=�m )ofthe experim ents on nanoparticle system s
areshorterthan forconventionalspin glasses,dueto thelargerm icroscopic

39



−0.2

−0.15

−0.1

−0.05

0

0.05

20 25 30 35 40
−0.2

−0.15

−0.1

−0.05

0

0.05

T (K)

χ′
 −

 χ
′ re

f (
a

rb
. 

u
n

it
s
)

t
w

=5400s 

t
w

=36 000s 

t
w

=25 200s 

t
w

=5400s 

χ′
 −

 χ
′ re

f (
a

rb
. 

u
n

it
s
)

(a) 

(b) 

Figure 18: �0(T)� �0
ref
(T) versus T m easured on cooling (sym bols) and

heating (lines) for the 5 vol% sam ple. Circles| the cooling was halted at
33 K for5400 s;diam onds| thecooling washalted at(a)23 K for36 000 s,
(b) 28 K for 25,200 s; pluses| the cooling was halted at T1 = 33 K for
tw 1

= 5400 s and at (a) T2 = 23 K for tw 2
= 36000 s,(b) T2 = 28 K for

tw 2
= 25200 s.�0ref isshown in Fig.17.!=2� = 510 m Hz.

ip tim e. The nonequilibrium phenom ena observed here are indeed rather
sim ilar to those observed in num ericalsim ulations on the Ising EA m odel
[125,126],which arem adeon m uch shortertim e(length)scalesthan exper-
im entson ordinary spin glasses[127].

3.2.2 A Spin G lass P hase Transition?

Aging and nonequilibrium dynam ics indicate but give by no m eans evi-
dencefora therm odynam icphasetransition at�nitetem peratureto a low-
tem perature spin-glass-like phase.Forexam ple,two-dim ensional(2D)spin
glasses(Tg = 0)havebeen shown to exhibitsim ilarnonequilibrium dynam -
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icsas3D spin glasses[128,129].A detailed analysisofthem agneticresponse
closeto theassum ed transition tem peratureisneeded in orderto evidencea
spin glassphasetransition (see,e.g.,Ref.[85]and referencescited therein).

Theexistence ofa second-orderphase transition can beevidenced from
criticalslowing down [Eq.(62)]approaching the phase transition from the
param agnetic phase.De�ning a criterion to determ inethefreezing tem per-
ature Tf associated with a certain relaxation tim e,it is possible to derive
the \transition" line (�c) between therm odynam ic equilibrium and critical
dynam icsasin Fig.8.In acsusceptibility m easurem entstherelaxation tim e
� = 1=!,and a possible criterion forthe freezing iswhere �00(T;!)attains
a certain fraction,say,15% ,ofitsm axim um value.
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Figure 19: ac susceptibility versus tem perature for the 17 vol% sam ple.
!=2� = 0:017,0.051,0.17,0.51,1.7,5.1,17,55,170 Hz.
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Figure 20: ac susceptibility versus tem perature for the 5 vol% sam ple.
!=2� = 0:017,0.051,0.17,0.51,1.7,5.1,17,55,170,510,1700 Hz.

Acsusceptibility data fora large setoffrequenciesareshown in Fig.19
forthe 17 vol% sam ple and in Fig.20 forthe 5 vol% sam ple.Thesecurves
were used to extract the Tf(1=!) plotted in Fig. 21. The corresponding
blocking tem peraturesforthe0.06 vol% sam pleareplotted in thesam e�g-
ure as a reference for the behavior ofa noninteracting system ofthe sam e
particle ensem ble. A dynam ic scaling analysis according to criticalslow-
ing down [Eq.(62)]with the m icroscopic tim escale given by an Arrhenius
law [Eq.(6)],�c(Tf)= �0exp(A=kBTf)(Tf=Tg � 1)z�,wasperform ed forthe
two concentrated sam ples.Two assum ptionsconcerning the anisotropy en-
ergy wasused: (i)A = 0,which correspond to a tem perature-independent
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Figure21:Relaxation tim e � = !� 1 versusTf.Forthe5 vol% and 17 vol%
sam plesthelinesare�tsto thecriticalslowing down relation [Eq.(62)]with
theparam etersgiven in Table1.Theassum ptionsE = 0 and E = 500 yield
exactly thesam eline.Forthe0.06 vol% sam pleTfisthesuperparam agnetic
blocking tem peraturede�ned asthe m axim um of�00.

m icroscopic ip tim e;and (ii) A=kB = 500 K ,which is approxim ately the
anisotropy barrierenergy fora particleofaveragesize.Thevaluesobtained
forz�,Tg,and �0 in each case are given in Table 1. The quality ofthe �ts
ofthe experim entaldata to Eq.(62) are equally good for assum ptions (i)
and (ii).In fact,in Fig.21,thelinecorrespondsto both assum ptions;in the
experim entaltem perature{frequency intervalthe two assum ptions cannot
be distinguished. In addition,the values ofTg and the criticalexponents
depend quitestrongly on thecriterion used when determ ining Tf.Theerror
barson theexponentsobtained are therefore large.

In a fulldynam ics scaling analysis, the im aginary com ponent of the
dynam icsusceptibility ofa spin glassisscaled according to [130]

�00(T;!)

�eq(T)
= �

�
G (!�c); T > Tg (69)

where ! = 1=tand G (x)isa scaling function. The asym ptotic behaviorof
G (x)/ xy with y = 1 and �=z� forsm alland largevaluesofx,respectively.
It is shown in Fig. 22 that the �00 data for the 17 vol% sam ple could be
collapsed into a m aster curve according to this relation. In this�gure the
assum ption A = 0 isused,butan equally good collapse could be obtained
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Table 1:Param etersobtained from dynam icscaling analysis

Sam ple(vol% ) E =kB (K ) z� Tg (K ) �0 (s)

17 0 11.4 48.8 2� 10� 8

17 500 8.8 49.9 5� 10� 11

5 0 10.3 36.0 2� 10� 5

5 500 6.4 37.9 1� 10� 8

by assum ing A = 500 K (and changing �� to ��=z�m ). The criticalexponent
� = 1:0� 0:3.Forthe 5 vol% sam ple,the dynam ic susceptibility could not
be scaled according to Eq.(69). In addition,ifdata for larger values of
� (obtained from ZFC relaxation data)are included in the criticalslowing
down analysis,deviationsfrom thepowerlaw isobserved [65].To conclude,
the dynam ic scaling analysis indicates that the 5 vol% sam ple does not
exhibita therm odynam ic phase transition although itclearly exhibitsspin
glass dynam ics. Because of the tem perature dependence of �m , a static
scaling analysis as perform ed in Ref. [64]is a crucialadditionaltoolto
disclose a possible spin glass phase transition in interacting nanoparticle
system s.

Thetim edependenceofthedynam iccorrelation function q(t)wasinves-
tigated num erically on the Ising EA m odelby O gielski[131]. An em pirical
form ula forthedecay ofq(t)wasproposed asa com bination ofa powerlaw
atshorttim esand a stretched exponentialatlong tim es

q(t)= ct� xe� w t
y

; (70)

where c,x,w,and y are tem perature-dependent param eters. q(t) follows
a pure power-law behavior below Tg. It was shown in Ref. [132] that
[�eq � �0(t)]=�eq m easured on the Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 spin glass sam ple also
behaves according to Eq.70. In Fig.23 [�eq � �0(t)]=�eq is shown for the
17 vol% sam ple attem peraturesaround Tg. The tem perature dependence
ofthe exponentx isshown in the inset.The behaviorofthe 17 vol% sam -
ple shown here is sim ilar to that observed in the num ericalsim ulation on
the EA Ising m odel[131]and to the experim entalresult obtained for the
Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 spin glass [132]. However,the stretched{exponentialbe-
havior is less pronounced than for the Fe0:50M n0:50TiO 3 spin glass. O ne
reason for this is that the investigated tim escales t=�m are shorter for the
nanoparticle sam ple because ofthe larger value of�m . In the num erical
sim ulation,perform ed on even shortertim escales,itwaspossibleto observe
the stretched{exponentialbehavior by investigating q(t) far from Tg. The
resolution ofourexperim entaldata doesnotallow such an investigation.
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down analysison a log-log scale.

3.2.3 D ynam ics in a Field

Allm easurem ents presented so far are perform ed with a probing �eld in
the linearresponse regim e and withoutan externalbias�eld.W e willnow
investigatethee�ectofa nonzero bias�eld on thenonequilibrium dynam ics
(stillprobing the system with a weak m agnetic �eld in the linearresponse
regim e).Thequestion asto whetheraspin-glass-likephaseexistsundera�-
nite�eld in astrongly interacting nanoparticlesystem willnotbeaddressed.
Figure24 showstheacsusceptibility asa function oftem peraturewith bias
dc �eldsin the range 0 { 250 G for1 and a 5 vol% sam ples.The m agnetic
�eld a�ectsthesuperparam agneticbehaviorofindividualspins(asdiscussed
in section 2)aswellasthe nonequilibrium dynam ics.Itcan be seen in the
�gure thatthe dynam ic response ofthe two system sin low �eldsisrather
di�erent,while with increasing bias �eld the dynam ic response ofthe two
system sbecom esm ore and m ore sim ilar. Thisindicatesthatthe e�ectsof
dipolarinteraction are suppressed by a su�ciently strong m agnetic �eld.

The e�ect ofan external�eld on the glassy dynam ics can be studied
by recording the ac susceptibility as a function oftim e for di�erent bias
�elds.�00norm alized by itsvalue justafterthe quench,�00(t0),isshown in
Fig.25 forthe5 vol% sam ple.Itcan beseen in this�gurethattheacrelax-
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Figure23:[�eq � �0(t)]=�eq vstim eforthe17 vol% sam ple.Inset:tem per-
ature dependenceofthe exponentx in Eq.(70).

ation dim inisheswith increasing bias�eld.Forthe highest�eld,alm ostno
relaxation exists.The�eld hasin addition thee�ectthatitm akesthem ea-
surem entm orenoisy.Thee�ectsofthe�eld isalso tem perature-dependent
and theacsusceptibility ism orea�ected by a �eld athigh tem peratures.A
qualitatively sim ilarresultwasfound forthe (Fe0:15Ni0:85)75P16B6Al3 spin
glass[121].

3.3 D iscussion

W ehaveseen thatthem agneticpropertiesofastrongly interactingnanopar-
ticle system are ofspin-glass-like nature,and hence very di�erentfrom the
superparam agneticbehaviorofnoninteracting system sand weakly interact-
ing spins discussed in section 2. Any m odelfor interparticle interaction
based on a m odi�ed superparam agnetic behavior [42{44,54]willtherefore
failto describethedynam icsofa strongly interacting nanoparticle system .

The value ofthe dipolar coupling param eter hd [Eq.(17)]determ ines
the strength ofthe dipolar interaction,but the width ofthe distribution
of energy barriers is equally im portant for the dynam ic properties. For
exam ple,Jonsson et al. studied [133]a -Fe2O 3 nanoparticle sam ple that
had a value of�d com parable to the 17 vol% sam ple investigated here,but
with am uch broaderenergy barrierdistribution.Thatsam pleshowed glassy
dynam ics,butitdid notexhibita spin glassphasetransition.

It would be interesting to exam ine the nonequilibrium dynam ics ofa
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strongly interacting system for di�erent concentrations (di�erent dipolar
coupling strengths).Such a study could givem oredetailed insightinto how
the aging and rejuvenation phenom ena depend on the interaction strength
and theexperim entaltim escale.

4 Sum m ary and C onclusion

Thee�ectsofinterparticledipolarinteraction in m agneticnanoparticlesys-
tem s have been investigated. For weak dipolar coupling strengths equilib-
rium quantitiescan becalculated usingtherm odynam icperturbation theory,
treating the anisotropy exactly and the dipolar interaction perturbatively.
Such an approach is always valid at su�ciently high tem peratures,but it
is valid around the blocking tem perature only in the case ofweak dipolar
coupling. In a sim ple m odel,the relaxation rate ism odi�ed by the dipolar
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interaction in thesam eway asby a �eld,wherethe�eld com ponentsofthe
dipolar �eld can be calculated using therm odynam ic perturbation theory
[44]. The dipolar�eld also playsan im portantrole forquantum tunneling
ofthe m agnetization ofcrystalsofm agnetic m olecules[3].

Superparam agnetic blocking dependsstrongly on the dam ping param e-
terin thecaseofweak{m edium dam pingduetothetransversecom ponentof
thedipolar�eld [38].Any energy-barrier-based m odeloverlooksthatdam p-
ingdependenceand can thereforeonly bevalid in theoverdam ped case.The
e�ect ofa m agnetic �eld is to decrease the relaxation tim e. Hence,in the
case ofweak interparticle interaction,a decrease ofthe blocking tem pera-
ture is predicted and also observed in high-frequency m easurem ents,such
as M �ossbauer spectroscopy [43]and Langevin dynam ics sim ulations [13].
However,forstrongerinterparticle interaction,the dipolarinteraction does
notm odify butcreatesenergy barriers,and hencetheblocking tem perature
increaseswith increasing interaction strength.A blocking tem peraturethat
increaseswith theinteraction strength iscom m only observed in m agnetiza-
tion m easurem ents.

Theexistence ofglassy dynam icsin densefrozen ferrouids,speci�cally
strongly interacting nanoparticle system s with random ness in the particle
positions and anisotropy axes,has been evidenced by experim entaltech-
niquesdeveloped in the study ofconventionalspin glasses. Hence,the dy-
nam icsofsuch system sisradically di�erentfrom sim plesuperparam agnetic
blocking. The nonequilibrium dynam ics observed in strongly interacting
nanoparticle system s exhibits qualitatively sim ilar aging,m em ory,and re-

48



juvenation e�ects asordinary spin glasses,butthe aging and rejuvenation
e�ectsare weaker.Thedi�erencesobserved can beexplained atleastqual-
itatively by the longer m icroscopic relaxation tim e ofa m agnetic m om ent
com pared toan atom icspin.O nly strongly interacting nanoparticlesystem s
with a narrow anisotropy barrierdistribution have been shown to exhibita
phasetransition to a low-tem perature spin glassphase.
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A T herm odynam ic Perturbation T heory

A .1 Expansion ofthe B oltzm ann D istribution in the D ipolar
C oupling Param eter

Therm odynam icperturbation theory isused to expand theBoltzm ann dis-
tribution in thedipolarinteraction,keepingitexactin them agneticanisotropy
(seeSec.2.2.1).A convenientway ofperform ing theexpansion in powersof
�d isto introduce the M ayer functionsfij de�ned by 1+ fij = exp(�d!ij),
which perm itsusto write theexponentialin theBoltzm ann factoras

exp(� �H )= exp(� �Ea)
Y

i> j

(1+ fij): (71)

Expanding the productto second orderin the fij gives

Y

i> j

(1+ fij)= 1+ �dG 1 +
1
2
�2dG 2 + O (�3d); (72)

where[134]

G 1 =
X

i> j

!ij; (73)

G 2 =
X

i> j

!2ij+
X

i> j

X

k> l

!ij!klqik:jlqil:jk; (74)

and the sym bolqik:jl annihilates term scontaining duplicate pairs: qik:jl=
1
2
(2� �ik � �jl)(1+ �ik)(1+ �jl).
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Toobtain theaverageofany quantity B ,weintroducetheexpansion (72)
in boththenum eratorand denom inatorofhB i=

R
d�B exp(� �H )=

R
d�exp(� �H ),

and work outtheexpansion ofthe quotient,getting

hB i’ hB i
a
+ �d hB G 1ia +

1
2
�
2
d[hB G 2ia � hB i

a
hG 2ia]: (75)

Here we have utilized the factthatthe single-spin anisotropy hasinversion
sym m etry[W a(� ~si)= W a(~si)]in theabsenceofabias�eld and thathG 1ia =DP

i> j!ij

E

a
= 0 since a dipoledoesnotinteractwith itself.

W e have now obtained expressionsforF1 and F2 in Eq.(19):

F1 = G 1; F2 = G 2 � hG2ia : (76)

Tocom pletethecalculation,weneed toobtain averagesoflow-gradepowers
of~s weighted by the noninteracting distribution (m om ents),which is the
only place where one needs to specify the form ofE a. In the nextsection
we willdo thatforsystem swith axially sym m etric anisotropy.

A .2 A verages W eighted w ith an A xially Sym m etric B oltz-
m ann Factor

Assum ing an axially sym m etricpotential,theanisotropy energy ofE a(~s� ~n)
willbe an even function of the longitudinalcom ponent of the m agnetic
m om ent ~s� ~n. The averages we need to calculate are allproducts ofthe
form Im = h

Q
m
n= 1(~cn � ~s)i

a
, where the ~cn are arbitrary constant vectors.

Introducing the polarand azim uthalanglesofthespin (#;’),we can write
Im as

Im =

R2�
0

d’
R�
0
d#sin#

Q m
n= 1(~cn � ~s)exp[� �Ea(~s� ~n)]

R2�
0

d’
R�
0
d#sin#exp[� �Ea(~s� ~n)]

:

Forodd m ,Im isan integralofan odd function over a sym m etric interval
and henceIm = 0.Tocalculatethesusceptibility and speci�cheattosecond
orderin �d,we require I2 and I4,which willbe calculated using sym m etry
argum entssim ilartothoseem ployed toderivethe� = 0unweighted averages
(see,e.g.,Ref.[135]).

Note that I2 is a scalar bilinear in ~c1 and ~c2. The m ostgeneralscalar
with thisproperty thatcan beconstructed with the vectorsoftheproblem
(~c1,~c2,and ~n)hasthe form

I2 = A ~c1 � ~c2 + B (~c1 � ~n)(~c2 � ~n):

To �nd thecoe�cientsA and B ,onechoosesparticularvaluesforthe~c n:

(i) If~c1 k~c2 ? ~n then I2 = A.Thus,setting ~n = ẑ and ~c1 = ~c2 = x̂,one
has~s� ~n = cos# � z and (~c1� ~s)(~c2� ~s)= (1� z2)cos2’,so theintegral
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reads

A =

R2�
0

d’ cos2’
R1
� 1

dz(1� z2)exp[� �Ea(z)]
R2�
0

d’
R1
� 1

dzexp[� �Ea(z)]

= 1
2
[1� hz2i

a
]=

1� S2

3
;

whereS2 = hP2(z)ia istheaverageofthesecond Legendrepolynom ial
P2(z)=

1
2

�
3z2 � 1

�
overthenoninteracting distribution.

(ii) If~c1 k~c2 k~n,then I2 = A + B .Putting ~n = ~c1 = ~c2 = ẑ the integral
isgiven by

A + B =

R1
� 1

dzz2exp[� �Ea(z)]
R1
� 1
dzexp[� �Ea(z)]

= hz2i
a
=
1+ 2S2

3
:

Therefore,since I2 = h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)i
a
,we getthe following forthe second-

orderm om ent:

h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)i
a
=
1� S2

3
~c1 � ~c2 + S2(~c1 � ~n)(~c2 � ~n): (77)

W ecan sim ilarly calculate I4 by constructing them ostgeneralscalarful�ll-
ing certain properties,getting

h(~c1 �~s)(~c2 �~s)(~c3 �~s)(~c4 �~s)ia = � 4 [(~c1 �~c2)(~c3 �~c4)+ (~c1 �~c3)(~c2 �~c4)

+ (~c1 �~c4)(~c2 �~c3)]

+ � 2 [(~c1 �~c2)(~c3 �~n)(~c4 �~n)+ (~c1 �~c3)(~c2 �~n)(~c4 �~n)

+ (~c1 �~c4)(~c2 �~n)(~c3 �~n)+ (~c2 �~c3)(~c1 �~n)(~c4 �~n)

+ (~c2 �~c4)(~c1 �~n)(~c3 �~n)+ (~c3 �~c4)(~c1 �~n)(~c2 �~n)]

+ S4(~c1 �~n)(~c2 �~n)(~c3 �~n)(~c4 �~n); (78)

where� 2 and � 4 are com binationsofthe�rstSl(�)

� 2 =
1

7
(S2 � S4); � 4 =

S4

35
�
2S2
21

+
1

15
: (79)

Therefore,Eq.(78)involvesS2 aswellasS4 = hP4(z)ia,the average ofthe
fourth Legendre polynom ialP4(z) =

1
8

�
35z4 � 30z2 + 3

�
with respect to

W a.
Finally,introducing the following tensorand scalarshorthands

� =
1� S2

3
1 + S2~n~n ; (80)

� =
p
� 41 +

� 2
p
� 4

~n~n ; 
= S 4 � 3
� 2
2

� 4

; (81)
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where 1 is the identity tensor,the results for the m om ents can com pactly
bewritten as

h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)i
a

= (~c1 � � � ~c2) (82)

h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)(~c3 � ~s)(~c4 � ~s)ia = (~c1 � � � ~c2)(~c3 � � � ~c4)

+ (~c1 � � � ~c3)(~c2 � � � ~c4)

+ (~c1 � � � ~c4)(~c2 � � � ~c3) (83)

+ 
(~c1 � ~n)(~c2 � ~n)(~c3 � ~n)(~c4 � ~n);

which facilitatesthe m anipulation oftheobservables.
The quantities Sl are calculated in the case ofuniaxialanisotropy in

Appendix B.Note�nally thatin theisotropiclim it(Sl! 0),Eqs.(77)and
(78)reduceto the known m om entsfortheisotropic distribution [134,135]

h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)iiso = 1
3
~c1 � ~c2 ; (84)

h(~c1 � ~s)(~c2 � ~s)(~c3 � ~s)(~c4 � ~s)iiso = 1
15
[(~c1 � ~c2)(~c3 � ~c4)

+ (~c1 � ~c3)(~c2 � ~c4)

+ (~c1 � ~c4)(~c2 � ~c3)]: (85)

Theseexpressionsare form ally identicalto those forthe average ofa quan-
tity involving theanisotropy axes~ni,when thesearedistributed atrandom
1
N

P

if(~ni) !
R

d2~n

4�
f(~n) � f. For instance,for arbitrary ~n-independent

vectors~v1 and ~v2,we have

1

N

X

i

(~v1 � ~ni)(~v2 � ~ni)� ! (~v1 � ~n)(~v2 � ~n)=1
3
~v1 � ~v2 : (86)

A .3 G eneralForm ulae for the C oe� cients ofSusceptibility

The generalexpression for the equilibrium linear susceptibility is given by
Eq.(22)with the following expressionsforthecoe�cients

a0 =
1

N

X

i

ĥ � �i �̂h (87)

a1 =
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

ĥ � (�i� Gij � �j)�̂h (88)

a2 = �
2

N

X

i

X

j6= i

ĥ � (�i� Gij � �j� Gij � �i)�̂h

+
2

N

X

i

X

j6= i

X

k6= j

ĥ � (�i� Gij � �j � Gjk � �k)�̂h

+
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

�
1� S2

r6ij

h

(̂h � �i �̂h)(̂rij � �i� r̂ij)
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+ 2(̂h � �i� r̂ij)
2

+ 
(ĥ � ~ni)
2(~ni� r̂ij)

2
i

+ S2

h

(̂h � �i�ĥ)(~nj � Gij � �i� Gij � ~nj)

+ 2(̂h � �i� Gij� ~nj)
2

+ 
(ĥ � ~ni)
2(~ni� Gij � ~nj)

2
i�

�
1

N

X

i

X

j6= i

(̂h � �i�ĥ)
�
1� S2

r6ij
(̂rij � �i� r̂ij)

+ S2(~nj� Gij � �i� Gij � ~nj)
�

(89)

whereG ij,~rij and r̂ij arede�ned in Eq.(13),and �,�,and 
 in Eqs.(80)
and (81)and also involve the Sl(�).

W hen calculating thesecoe�cients,thesam etypeofaveragesappearas
in the isotropic case (see Refs.[30,134]for details ofthe calculation) and
with thesam em ultiplicities.Theonly di�erenceistheweightfunction and
hence the form ulasrequired to calculate those averages[Eqs.(77)and (78)
instead ofEqs.(84)and (85)].

A .4 G eneralForm ula for the C oe� cient b2 ofSpeci� c H eat

In thegeneralexpression (31)forthespeci�cheatthecoe�cientb 0 isgiven
by Eq.(32),whileb2 reads

N b2 = 1

3
f2(1� S2)� 4�S02 � �2S002g

X

i

X

j6= i

r
� 6
ij

+ 1
2
f2S2(1� S2)+ 4�S02(1� 2S2)

+ �
2[S002(1� 2S2)� 2(S02)

2]g

�
X

i

X

j6= i

r
� 6
ij [(̂rij � ~ni)

2 + (̂rij � ~nj)
2]

+ fS22 + 4�S2S
0

2 + �
2[S2S

00

2 + (S02)
2]g

X

i

X

j6= i

(~ni� Gij � ~nj)
2
;(90)

wheref0= df=d�.G eneralform ulaeforS0
l
in thecaseofuniaxialanisotropy

are given in Appendix B.

A .5 D ipolar Field

The dipolar�eld averages we wantto calculate are h�2
i;k
i= h(~�i� ~ni)2iand

h�2
i;?
i= h�2ii� h�2

i;k
i.Thegeneralexpressionsforthese quantitiesare[44]

h�2i;ki =
�2d

3

X

j

[(1� S2)(~ni� Gij � Gij � ~ni)
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+ 3S2(~ni� Gij � ~nj)
2]; (91)

h�2i;? i =
�2
d

3

X

j

[6r� 6ij + 3S2r
� 3
ij (~nj � Gij � ~nj)

� (1� S2)(~ni� Gij � Gij � ~ni)

� 3S2(~ni� Gij � ~nj)
2]: (92)

Sincewewantto usethedipolar�eldsin orderto exam inetheblocking
behavior(see Sec. 2.3.3),one m ay wonderaboutthe validity ofthese �eld
averagesbelow the superparam agnetic blocking,wherethe spinsare notin
com plete equilibrium . However,since at those tem peratures the spins are
stillin quasiequilibrium con�ned to one ofthetwo wells,we can repeatthe
derivation ofthealgorithm (77)restrictingthephasespaceforintegration to
onewell.In thiscase,averagesoftheform h~s� ~v1ia donotvanish,and should
beconsidered togetherwith h(~s� ~v1)(~s� ~v2)ia,which,being even in ~s,isnot
m odi�ed. The extra term sassociated with h~s� ~v1ia will,however,vanish if
theoverallstate isdem agnetized,and Eqs.(91)and (92)are recovered.

B Sl for U niaxialA nisotropy

Thetherm odynam icalaverageSl(�)overtheLegendrepolynom ialsPloccur
in the expressionsforthe susceptibilities,the speci�c heat,and the dipolar
�eldsin Sec.2.2.Foruniaxialanisotropy these averagesread

Sl(�)= hPlia =
1

Za

Z 1

� 1

dzPl(z)e
�z2

: (93)

In particular,S0 = 1 and S2 =
1
2



3z2 � 1

�

a
can bewritten

S2 =
3

2

�
e�

�Za
�

1

2�

�

�
1

2
: (94)

The one-spin partition function Za =
R1
� 1

dz exp(�z2) can be written in
term soferror functionsofrealand \im aginary" argum entas

Za =

( p
�=� er�(

p
�); � > 0

p
�=j�jerf(

p
j�j); � < 0

(95)

The less fam iliar er�(x) is related to the Dawson integralD (x),so in the
easy-axiscaseonecan writeZa = (2e�=

p
�)D (

p
�)and com puteD (x)with

thesubroutineDAW SO N ofRef.[136].
For l > 2,the Sl can be com puted using the following hom ogeneous

three-term recurrencerelation [137]:
�

1�
2�

(2l� 1)(2l+ 3)

�

Sl�
2�

2l+ 1

�
l� 1

2l� 1
Sl� 2 �

l+ 2

2l+ 3
Sl+ 2

�

= 0 ; (96)
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The derivative ofany Sl can be com puted by m eans ofthe di�erentialre-
currencerelation [23]

S
0

l=
dSl

d�
=

(l� 1)l

(2l� 1)(2l+ 1)
Sl� 2 +

2l(l+ 1)

3(2l� 1)(2l+ 3)
Sl

+
(l+ 1)(l+ 2)

(2l+ 1)(2l+ 3)
Sl+ 2 �

2

3
S2Sl: (97)

The approxim ate behaviorofS2 and S4 forweak (j�j� 1)and strong
(j�j� 1)anisotropy are

S2(�) =

8
><

>:

2
15
� + 4

315
�2 + � � � j�j� 1

1� 3
2�
� 3

4�2
+ � � � � � 1

� 1
2
(1+ 3

2�
)+ � � � � � � 1

; (98)

S4(�) =

8
><

>:

4
315

�2 + � � � j�j� 1
1� 5

�
+ 25

4�2
+ � � � � � 1

3
8
(1+ 5

�
+ 35

4�2
)+ � � � � � � 1

: (99)
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