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T he physical properties of m agnetic nanoparticles have been investigated
w ith focus on the In uence of dipolar interparticle interaction. For weakly
coupled nanoparticles, them odynam ic perturbation theory is em ployed to
derive analytical expressions for the linear equilbbrium susceptibiliyy, the
zero— eld speci ¢ heat and averages of the local dipolar elds. By intro—
ducing the averages of the djpolar elds In an expression for the relaxation
rate of a single particle, a nontrivial dependence of the superparam agnetic
blocking on the dam ping coe cient isevidenced. T his dam ping dependence
is Interpreted In term s of the nonaxially sym m etric potential created by the
transverse com ponent of the dipolar eld.

Strongly interacting nanoparticle system s are investigated experin en—
tally in termm s of spin glass behavior. D isorder and frustration arise In sam —
ples consisting of frozen ferro uids from the random ness in particle position
and anisotropy axis orientation. A strongly interacting FeC system is shown
to exhibit critical dynam ics characteristic of a soin glass phase transition.
A ging, mem ory and rejivenation phenom ena sim ilar to those of conven—
tional spin glasses are cbserved, albeit w ith m uch weaker rejivenation e ects
than n both aAg(ll ats M n) Heisenberg and an Fey.sM ng5T 1 3 Ising spin
glass. D 1 erences in the nonequilbbrium dynam ics ofthe strongly nteracting
nanoparticle system and the two soin glass sam pls are discussed in tem s
of anisotropy and di erent tim escales, due to the m uch longer m icroscopic

Ip tim e of a m agnetic m om ent than ofan atom ic spin.



1 Introduction

Ferro— and ferrin agnetic nanoparticles are in portant exam ples of how a
reduction In size changes the properties of a m agnetic m aterial. For an all
particles it isenergetically favorable to avoid dom ain wallsand form only one
m agnetic dom ain. Them agnetian of such single-dom ain particles has been
an active eld ofresearch since the pioneering work of Stoner and W ohlfarth
E:] and Neel [2] in the late 1940s. Because of new fabrication m ethods and
characterization techniques, understanding of and interest in nanosized m a—
terials have ncreased explosively w ithin the disciplines ofphysics, chem istry,
m aterial science, and m edicine. T his developm ent is driven by a large num —
ber of applications; nanosized m agnetic m aterials are used In, for exam pl,
m agnetic recording m edia, ferro uids, catalysts, and refrigerators; aswellas
by a lJarge Interest of fundam entalnature. N anom agnetsm ade up ofa an all
num ber of spins can be usad to study quantum tunneling of m agnetization
B]. In ferro uids the dipolar interparticle interaction can be tuned by the
particle concentration, and frozen ferro uids have been shown to change
their m agnetic behavior from superparam agnetic at low concentrations to
soin—glass1ike In dense system s.

T he research on soin glasses started in the 1970s after the discovery by
Cannella and M ydosh [fi] of a peak in the ac susceptibility of diluted gold{
iron alloys. Severaldi erent m aterials w ith various interaction m echanism s
were soon found to exhibit this \new " m agnetic behavior, allw ith tw o prop-—
erties In com m on | disorder and frustration. Spin glasses have since been
w idely studied, partly because they are excellent m odel system s of m ate—
rials w ith quenched disorder. An understanding of spin glasses can thus
contribute to the understanding of other, m ore com plex disordered system s,
such as ceram ic superconductors, polym ers, gels, and dense nanoparticle
system s.

This article review s the dynam ic properties of m agnetic nanoparticle
systam s with di erent interparticle interaction strength. In section L_?J we
discuss basic properties of noninteracting particle system s, and therm ody—
nam ic perturbation theory is used to study weakly interacting particle sys—
tem s. In section £3 we discuss the behavior of strongly interacting m agnetic
nanoparticle systam s in the light of recent results in the eld of spin glasses.

2 Single-D om ain M agnetic N anoparticles

T he study of single-dom ain m agnetic particles has been an active eld of
research since the pioneering work of Stoner and W ohlfarth ﬂ:], who studied
the hysteretic rotation of the m agnetization over the m agnetic{anisotropy
energy barrier under the in uence of an applied eld, and Neel EZ_:], who
predicted that at nonzero tem perature the m agnetization can overcom e the



energy barrier as a result of them al agitation. Later, Brown E_Ei] derived
the Fokker{P lanck equation for the probability distrdbution of spin orienta—
tions, starting from the stochastic Landau {L ifshitz equation, and calculated
approxin ate expression for the relaxation tim e of particles w ith uniaxial
anisotropy. T he theoretically m ost well studied system s are noninteracting
classical spins (representing the m agnetization of the nanoparticles) w ith
axially sym m etric m agnetic anisotropy. A great step forward in com paring
experin ents and theory was taken when m easuram ents on individual parti-
cles were reported E_G]. A profound know ledge of the physical properties of
isolated particles is a prerequisite for further studies of phenom ena such as
quantum tunneling in m olecular nanom agnets or dipol{dipol interaction
In dense sam ples.

In this section, som e general properties of m agnetic nanoparticles are

rst recalled (for m ore details, see, eg., Refs. E'_?l{'g]) . The de nition of a

m agnetic nanopartick is rather w ide and inclides ferro— and ferrim agnetic
m aterials eg., Fe03, Fes04, and Fe 4Cy) as well as m agnetic nan—
oclusters (eg. M nip; and Feg). Subsequently, therm odynam ic properties of
soins weakly coupled by the dipolar interaction are calculated. D polar in—
teraction is, due to its long range and reduced sym m etry, di cult to treat
analytically; m ost previous work on dipolar interaction is therefore num eri-
cal [1d{13]. Here them odynam ic perturbation theory w illbe used to treat
weak dipolar Interaction analytically. Finally, the dynam ical properties of
m agnetic nanoparticlks are reviewed w ith focus on how relaxation tim e and
superparam egnetic blocking are a ected by weak dipolar interaction. For
notational sin plicity, it will be assum ed throughout this section that the
param eters characterizing di erent nanoparticles are identical (eg., volum e
and anisotropy).

2.1 G eneralP roperties

T he current studies of m agnetic single-dom ain nanoparticles are 1im ied to
system s w here the particlkes are xed In space (realized, eg. In frozen fer-
ro uids, single crystals of m olecular m agnets, and m agnetic nanoparticles
In a solid m atrix). W e w ill also assum e that every single-dom ain nanoparti-
ck is in intemal thermm odynam ic equilbrium and that its constituent soins
rotate coherently. M oreover, we are considering only tem peratures m uch
Jower than the C urie tam perature, so the spontaneous m agnetization is ap—
proxin ately constant w ith tem perature. Hence, the only relevant degree of
freedom  is the ordentation of the net m agnetic m om ent.

The Ham ittonian of a single isolated nanoparticle consists of the m ag—
netic anisotropy Which creates preferential directions of the m agnetic m o—
m ent ordentation) and the Zeam an energy (which is the interaction energy
between the m agnetic m om ent and an extemal eld). In the ensambls,
the nanoparticles are supposed to be well ssparated by a nonconductive



medium (ie. a ferro uid In which the particles are coated w ith a surfac—
tant). T he only relevant interparticle interaction m echanisn istherefore the
dipole{dipole interaction.

2.1.1 M agnetic A nisotropy

The term m agnetic anisotropy is used to describe the dependence of the
Intemal energy on the direction of the spontaneous m agnetization of the
ferro/ ferrin agnetic nanoparticle, creating \easy" and \hard" directions of
m agnetization. In general, a buk sam plk of a ferrom agnet exhibits m ag—
netic anisotropy w ith the sam e sym m etry as in the crystal structure. This
anisotropy energy originates from spoin{orbit coupling and is called m agne—
tocrystalline anisotropy {14]. T he twom ost com m on sym m etries are uniaxial
and cubic. For uniaxial sym m etry the energy is given by

2y K,vsnt o+ ;

EM= KV sh

where V is the particlke volum e, K ; and K ; 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 temm s of the direction
cosines ( ;) as

cubic _ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 .
E;77=K.wV (71 32+ 33+ 3 7)+Kv 75 3+ i

wherethe ;arede nedthrough 1= sih ©s , = sh sih and 3=
cos , isthe anglk between the m agnetization and the z axis, and isthe
azin uthal angle.

For a singledom ain ferrom agnet, any nonspherical particle shape gives
rise to shape anisotropy due to the Intermalm agnetostatic energy. T hem ag—
netostatic energy, for an ellppsoid of revolution, is equal to

Em = 2 oVM 20N, 008 + Nysin® ); 3)

where isthe anglk between them agneticm om ent and the polaraxis 2, M ¢
is the saturation m agnetization, N , is the dem agnetization factor along the
polar axis, and Ny = N is the dem agnetization factor along an equatorial
axis. Both the m agnetostatic energy for an ellipsoid and the uniaxialm ag—
netocrystalline anisotropy energy EJ. {1:)] can, to rst order | exospt for
a constant term | be w ritten as

E,= A®S ; @)

where A = KV isthe anisotropy energy barrier and the uniaxial anisotropy
constantK = % oM 52 Ny N,) in the case ofshape anisotropy. Fora prolate
ellipsoid, K > 0 and the anisotropy is of \easy axis" type, since there exist

twom Inin a of the anisotropy energy along 2 (the anisotropy axis). For an



oblate ellipsoid, K < 0 and the anisotropy energy has tsm ininum in the
whole xy plane. In this case the anisotropy is of \easy plane" type.

W ih decreasing particle size, the m agnetic contributions from the sur-
face w illeventually becom e m ore in portant than those from the buk ofthe
particlke, and hence surface anisotropy energy w illdom inate over the m agne-
tocrystalline anisotropy and m agnetostatic energies. A uniaxial anisotropy
energy proportional to the particle surface S

E 3B = K S cog 5)
has been observed experim entally by ferrom agnetic resonance I_l-f»]

H ereafter, we w illassum e uniaxial anisotropy, of easy-axis type, given by
Eqg. @) (if not otherw ise indicated), since it is the sin plest sym m etry that
contains the basic elem ents (potentialm inin a, barriers) responsble for the
In portant role of m agnetic anisotropy In superparam agnets. E xperin ental
evidence for uniaxial anisotropy is given i Refs. [15,16].

2.1.2 Superparam agnetic R elaxation

T he uniaxial anisotropy energy creates two potential wells separated by the
energy barrier A . The m agnetic m om ent is sub fcted to them al uctua-
tions and m ay undergo a B row nian-type rotation summ ounting the potential
barriers. T his relaxation process was proposed and studied by Neel in 1949
H]and further developed by Brown in 1963 []. In the high potentialbarrier
range, A 1l,where = 1=lx T, the characteristic tin e for the overbarrier
rotation can approxin ately be w ritten in the A rrhenius form

" oexp( A); ©)

where g 10 ° 10 2 s. For dbservation tin es ty,s m uch longer than the
relaxation tin e, m m aintains the them alequilbriim distribution of orien—
tations as In a classical param agnet; however, because of the much larger
m agnetic m om ent than a single spin, this phenom enon was called super—
param agnetism Efj.] T he condition of superparam agnetiam (topg ) cor—
respondsto a tem perature range that 1l llsh (tgps= 0) > A . Fortyps 10
s, due to the an allvalue of ¢, this equilbbrium range extends down to low
them al energies com pared to the anisotropy energy 25 > A). Henos,
within the equilibriim regim e, the system digplays an isotropic behavior at
high tem peratures ( A 1), but a strongly anisotropic behavior at low
tem peratures ( A 1).

Iftops , them agneticm om ent isblocked In one of the potentialwells,
a state that corresponds to stable m agnetization In a buk m agnet. If the
m easuram ent tin e is of the sam e order as the relaxation time (tps )r
dynam ical tin edependent e ects are observed.



213 E ectsofaM agnetic Field

T he Ham iltonian of a noninteracting nanoparticle w ith uniaxial anisotropy
is given by

A

H = — (e 1%) om H (7)

m
wherem isthemagneticmomentwihm =M V,A = KV andn isauni
vector along the symm etry axis of the anisotropy energy (anisotropy direc—
tion) . By Introducing unit vectors for them agneticm om ent (8= m=m ) and
the extermalm agnetic eld (ﬁ = H'=H ) and de ning din ensionless param e-
ters for the anisotropy and m agnetic eld

= Aj; = omH; 8)
we can w rite a din ensionless H am iltonian as
H= = %F¥ 0h): )

T he bistable character of the zero— eld H am iltonian w illbe destroyed by
a su ciently large eld. The critical eld for nk fi is called the anisotropy
eld, and is expressed by

2A 2K

om oM s

W e can de ne another din ensionless eld quantity

H
h= —=—; 1)
Hx 2
which is the eld measured In units of the anisotropy eld. The Ham i~
tonian, as a function of the anglke between the anisotropy axis and the
m agnetic m om ent (s N = oS ), isshown in chi:. 1 for di erent values of

the Iongitudinal eld.

2.1.4 Interparticle Interaction

D pol{dipolk interaction ispresent in allm agnetic spin system s, but usually
other interaction m echanisn s such as exchange Interaction dom inate. T he
relative weakness of the dipolar coupling between m agnetic ions in param —
agnetic system s resuls in characteristic tem peratures lying in the range of
0.01{01 K . For superparam agnetic nanoparticles (for which care has been
taken to avoid direct contact betw een the particlesby, eg., applying a surfac-
tant to a ferro uid), exchange interaction and other interaction m echanisn s
can usually be discarded so that the dipolar Interaction is the only relevant
Interparticle interaction. In addition, the size of the typicalm agnetic m o—
ment (S 1¢ 10 m agnetic spins) shifts the relevant tem peratures up to
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Figure 1: M agnetic energy versus In the case of a Iongitudinal eld for
di erent values of the reduced eldh= H=H ¢ .

the range of a few kelvins, m aking it possible to cbserve e ects of dipolar
Interaction In conventionalm agnetization experin ents.

Thedipolar eld, created by allother spins, at the position x; ofthe soin
8i, is given by 0 X
Hi=4a3 'Gij =7 12)

3

where the term j= iisom itted from the summ ation, a isde ned in such a
way that a° is the m ean volum e around each spin, and

1
Gy = ?(3fijfij 1); 13)
1j
r..
vy = ® B fy= (14)
rij

where 1 is the unit tensor.
By introducing the din ensionless coupling constant
_ om 2 1 (15)
9T 4 BkeT
P
and noting that the dipolar energy E4 = - sy Hi, we can write the
total din ensionless H am iltonian of an interacting nanoparticle system as

X X X
H = 6 8%+ @ M)+ a i (16)
i i >3



where !5 = 83 G s Note that the interaction strength can also be
m easured by the tem perature independent coupling param eter

_4
2 4 Hg

hg = c; a7
which is the m agnitude of the eld, m easured In units of the anisotropy

eld H ¢ , produced at a given position by a dipolk at a distance a. Here,
c= V=a’ is the volum e concentration of particles.

D jpole{dipolk interaction is longranged and anisotropic, which m akes
it cumbersom e to treat both analytically and num erically. R andom ness in
particlk positions and anisotropy directions yields frustration and m agnetic
disorder kading to glassy dynam ics for strongly Interacting system s E.-g] We
w ill therefore use analytical and num erical treatm ent only for weakly inter-
acting particlk system s, w hile strongly Interacting system s w illbe discussed
n term s of collective spin glass behavior in section §

22 Them alEquilibrium P roperties

Z
1
hBi:E d B exp( H); 18)

whereZ=Rd exp ( H ) is the partition finction and d =Qid ir Wih
the solid angle d ;= d&?s;=2 . In the case of noninteractig spins, Eq. (_l-_8)
has already been solved analytically for di erent quantities and anisotropies
(for a review s, eg., Ref. E}]) . For isotropic spins, the m agnetization is
given by the Langevin finction and the linear susceptbility follow sa 1=T de—
pendence, igp = % om 2, while the nonlnear susceptibility ©llow s a 1=T 3

) £ 3 3m*.M agnetic anisotropy generally causes devi-

dependence, | 3

ations from these weltknown law s [§,19{21] and also dipoke{dipole interpar-
ticle interaction w ill cause deviations from the Langevin behavior £2,23].
It is in portant to know the nature of such deviations in order to avoid
confluision w ith, for exam ple deviations due to quantum e ects 2-4:{2-6]

In the case ofdipole{dipol interaction, the calculation ofany them ody—
nam ic property becom es a m any-body problem and approxin ations and/or
num erical sin ulations are needed In order to solve Eq. {1§). Here we will
use them odynam ic perturbation theory to expand the Bolzm ann distribu-
tion In the dipolar coupling param eter | an approxin ation that is valid for
weakly coupled spins.

T he analysis presented in this section is restricted to spinsw ith Ham ik
tonians having nversion symmetry H () = H ( m)]. This assum ption is
valid for any kind of anisotropy or dipolar interaction, but ifa bias eld is
applied In addition to the probing eld, the condition of Inversion sym m etry
breaks down.

10



221 Them odynam ic Perturbation T heory for W eakly Interact—
ing Superparam agnets

W e w ill consider dipolar Interaction In zero eld so that the total H am ilto—
nian isgiven by the sum ofthe anisotropy and dipolarenergiesH = Ej+ Eg.
By restricting the calculation of them al equilbrium properties to the case
¢ 1,wecan use them odynam icalperturbation theory [1,22§] to expand
the Boltzm ann distribution in powers of 4. This leads to an expression of

the om 3]
W =W, 1+ gF1+ 3 3Fa+ ; 19)

where F1 islinear in E4 and F, is (up to) quadratic In E4, whik

Wa=12, ep( E); 0)
is the Boltzm ann distrdbution of the noninteracting ensam ble. E xpressions
forF; and F, in are given in A ppendix :_Aj_j}' . By keeping allaverages w eighted
wih W 5, thethem alequilbbrium quantities calculated w ith thism ethod w i1l
be exact In the anisotropy and only perturbationalin the dipolar interaction.
An ordinary high-tem perature expansion correspoonds to expanding Eq. (_2-Q)
further in powers of

A 1l results obtained below w ith the them odynam ic perturbation the-
ory are lin ted to the case of axially sym m etric anisotropy potentials (see
A ppendix E-x_-@') , and all explicit calculations are done assum ing uniaxial
anisotropy (see Appendix B!).

222 Linear Susceptiility

The equilbrium linear susceptbility is, in the absence of an extermal bias
eld, given by

2 X
BCLE SN T (s: h); 1)

I
B
[\
&
L
I

i

where i is a unit vector along the probing eld direction and s, isthe eld
proction of the net m agnetic m om ent. Calulting s? ushg them ody—

V4

nam ic perturbation theory yields an expansion of the susogptibility of the

form 5
om 12
ag+ ga1+ 3 58 ; 22
ke T 0 a1t 3 gaz 22)

w ith the general expressions for the coe cients a , given In A ppendix z-\_-.f..
Sin pli ed expressions for the coe cients can be obtained for som e ordenta—
tional distributions of the anisotropy axes, such as parallel anisotropy axes
and random ly distributed axes.

For system s w ith parallel axes (eg. singlke crystals of m agnetic m olec—
ular clusters or a ferro uid frozen in a strong eld), the coe cients for the

11



Iongitudinal response read

1+ 23,

Qox = 3 23)
1+ 45, + 457

ax = g 2C; (24)

1 1+ 4S, + 453

Sax = 7 i SR S)+ 3% (T U) (25)

7+ 108, 355 + 185, 1 .

+ T SR R)+3% T 3R)

315

whereC,R R),S,T and U are lttice sum s w hose properties are discussed
In Sec. :_2-_-.2_-.5 T he properties of S;( ) are discussed In Appendjx:lé: .

A comm on experin ental situation is an ensam ble of nanoparticles w ith
the anisotropy axes oriented random Iy (eg., frozen ferro uids). To ocbtain
the susoceptibility when the anisotropy axes are distrdbuted at random , we
average the general expressions for the a, over n, getting

1
Ag;rand 5 (26)
1
a1;rand §C 27)
1 1
Fmna = = R $)tz @ S$)R R): 28)

N ote that in the lim it of isotropic spins wWhere S; ! 0), the results for coher-
ent axes and for random anisotropy duly coincide and agree w ith ordinary
high-tem perature expansions.

It can easily be shown that ag;ang is ndependent of anisotropy for any
type of anisotropy, not only axially sym m etric [_2-14'] Changing the coordinate
system ofEqg. (_2-}') to the localone determ ined by the anisotropy direction of
each spin, the eld becom esa random ly distributed vector and by perform ing
random averaging w ith respect to A by means ofEqg. ('_8-51), one obtains

* +
om 2 1 X om

_ . : = M 29
T 3N ) (CIR 4 T 29)

2

which is sam e expression as for isotropic spins. It is, however, only for the
linear susceptbility term that random Iy distrbuted anisotropy axes erase
all traces of the anistropy. For the nonlinear susoeptibility, the anisotropy
is of In portance even for systam s w ith random ly distributed anistropy axis
B,19(21].

12



223 Speci cHeat

The speci ¢ heat at constant volum e can be obtained directly from the
partition finction

e’ @?
o - gami)i= Sz (30)

where, to take the derivative, the coupling param eter 4 is expressed as

a = 2 hy Eq. @-:Z)]. As In the calculation of , we consider only the
zero— eld speci c heat. In that case, the term linear in 4 vanishes and the
expansion of the speci c heat to second order in 4 reads

Cy
Nks oot 3 dke (31)
w here the zeroth-order coe cient
4
p= — (185, 355+ 10S;+ 7) ; 32)

315

gives the speci c heat in the absence of interaction B]. T he general orm ula

for b, is given In Appendix -Zk-_-fl Agaln, i is possbl to obtain sim pli ed

form ulae for coherent anisotropy axes and for random anisotropy. In the
rst case @;= n, 8i), we cbtain

n @)
by = 21 S 4 5S) ?B2SP+ 63)°1R

+1 25,0 )+ 4550 2%)
+ 2fs? 2BSP+ 89°w R R)
@)

n
+ 52+ 4 5,80+ 2,8+ 6?1 T ; (33)

where S S = dSy;=d .Forrandom ly distributed axes, on averaging the general
expression forlb, over n, one sin ply gets

D2jrana = 3R (34)

This is the sam e correction temm as that ocbtaihed for isotropic spins by
W aller P9] and van V leck [3d] using ordinary high-tem perature expansions.

224 D ipolar Fields

W e are Interested in calculating them odynam ical averages of the dipolar

eld, to ntroduce them In the expression forthe relaxation rate in a weak but
arbirary oriented eld, n order to obtain an expression for the relaxation
rate of weakly interacting dipoles we w illargue in Sec. 2 33 that thee ect
of weak dipolar Interaction can be accounted for by the themm odynam ic

13



averages of the dipolar eld). Because of the inversion symm etry of the
anisotropy, only the square of the eld will enter the low— eld expression
for the relaxation rate and not the eld itself. In addition, the e ects of
Iongitudinal and transversal eldsw illbe di erent. To be abl to calculate
the dipolar el is also of Interest in the study of quantum tunneling of the
m agnetization ofm olecular m agnets (eg., Feg and M nqy) E,B-J:]

T he general expressions for h iki and h io i=nh i2i hiki to second
orer in 4 are given in Appendix & 5. Ifwe consider in nite system s, the
Index i can be rem oved sihce all soins have the sam e surroundings. For a
systam w ith aligned anisotropy axes, the averaged elds are given in temm s
of the Jattice sum sby

@ )R +3S,T ;

hii = 3R (1 S)R+35,R R T) ; 35)

W|£LN U-’|£Lr\>

while for random ly distributed anisotropy axes they read

w|£lw
w|£lw

h’i= SR; hii= S2R: (36)

Note that the result for random anisotropy is identical to the result for
isotropic dipoles.
22.5 The Lattice Sum s

An essential elem ent of the expressions derived for , ¢,, and the dipolar
elds are the ©llow ing \lattice sum s:"#

X X
c = x A g h 37)
N ..
i j61i
2 X X
R = — gf (38)
N i 361
1 X X
R = — i g @ h 39)
i 361
1X X X
s = = i G G h (40)
N 6 1k$6 7
1 X X
T = — q G h) (41)
N -
i j61
1X X X
uvo= o G g A G h (42)
i 36 1k 7

fi should be replaced by n in the form ulae Por ¢, and the dipolar elds.

14



T he long range of the dipolk{dipole Interaction leadsto a sam ple shapef:
dependence of the physical quantities dependent on an extemal m agnetic
eld B3,33]. In the expressions obtained for the susceptbility, this sam -
Pl shape dependence is bome by the slow Iy convergent lattice sumsC; S,
andPU . Ifwe o%nsjder \suP ciently isotropic" Jattices, in the sense of ful 1
ng ()" = )" = ()", such as cubic and com pltely disordered
lattices (ncidentally, the type of arrangem ents for which in the classical
Lorentz caviy{ eld calculation the contribution of the dijpoles inside the
\an all sphere" vanishes) these lattice sum s vanish for large spherical sam -
plks. ThesumsR ; R, and T, on the other hand, contain rij6, which m ake
them rapidly convergent and sam ple shape-independent. For su ciently
symm etric lattices R = R = 16:8; 14:5; 145 for sin ple cubic (sc), body—
centered cubic (bocc), and facecentered cubic (foc) structures, respectively
B4], and T = 1354 (sc), 3.7 bco), 43 (fc). Note that sheeR R = 0,
som e term s vanish in the above expressions or , ¢,, and the dipolar elds.

2251 Sample Shape and A nisotropy D ependence The shapede-
pendence of the linear susceptibbility is ilustrated in F ig. _-2 T he susceptibil-
ity is calculated for an all systam s using both them odynam ic perturbation
theory and a M onte Carlo technique E_ES-S], taking the dipolar interaction
Into acocount w ithout any approxin ation. It can be seen that obtained
by them odynam ic perturbation theory accurately descrbes the sin ulated
susceptibility at high tem peratures, while the results start to deviate at the
low est tem peratures digplayed. An estin ate of the lowest tem perature at—
tainable by the themm odynam ic perturbation theory is 4 1=6, which is
m ider than the a priori restriction 4 1.

For the linear susosptibility, the zero— eld speci ¢ heat as well as the
dipolar elds,the anisotropy dependence cancels out In the case ofrandom Iy
distribbuted anisotropy axes (@t least for su ciently sym m etric lattices). In
other cases the anisotropy is a very in portant param eter as shown for the
Iinear susceptibbility in F1g§ foran in nie M acroscopic) spherical sam ple.
T he susoceptibility isdivided by i = % om 2 iIn order to singk out e ects
of anisotropy and dipolar Interaction. It can be seen in this gure that the
e ect of the dpolar interaction ismuch stronger for a system w ith parallel
anisotropy axesthan for a system wih random anistropy Which coincide
w ith the case of isotropic soins). At low tem peratures, the susceptibility of
a system w ih parallkel anisotropy approaches that of Ising spins (calculated
w ith an ordinary high-tem perature expansion), whik at high tem peratures
it is close to that of isotropic spins.

T he speci cheat oruncoupled spinsdoesnot depend on the ordentations

2sam ple shape refers to the shape of the whole ensem ble of nanoparticles not to the
shape of the individualparticles. T he linear susceptibility exhibits a sam ple shape depen-
dence, while the zero— eld speci ¢ heat and the dipolar elds do not.
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Figure 2: Equilbriuim linear susceptbility in reduced units = (Hg =m)

versus tem perature for three di erent ellpsoidal system s w ith equation

x%=a? + y*=F + z°=c 1, resulting in a system of N dipoles arranged
on a sin pl cubic lattice. The points shown are the proction of the spins
to the xzplne. The probing eld is applied along the anisotropy axes,
which are paralkel to the z axis. The thick lines indicate the equilbriim

susceptibility of the corresponding noninteracting system (which does not
depend on the shape ofthe systam and is the sam e in the three panels); thin
Iines show the susosptibility ncluding the corrections due to the djpolar in—
teraction obtained by therm odynam ic perturbation theory [EJ. {_22)]; the
sym bols represent the susceptibility obtained with a M onte C arlo m ethod.
The dpolar interaction strength ishyg = =2 = 002.
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Figure 3: Equilbbrium linear susosptbility ( = i) versus tem perature for

an In nie spherical sam pl on a sinpl cubic lattice. The dotted lines
are the resuls for independent soins, while the solid lines show the resuls
for parallel and random anisotropy calculated w ith therm odynam ic pertur-
bation theory, as well as for Ising spins calculated w ith an ordinary high—
tem perature expansions. W e notice In this case that the linear susoeptibility
for system sw ith random anisotropy is the sam e as for isotropic spins calcu—
Jlated w ith an ordinary high-tem perature expansion. T he dipolar interaction
strength ishg = 4=2 = 0:004.

of the anisotropy axes; how ever, the corrections due to the dipolar coupling
do, as can be s=en in Fig. E4). A s for the linear susceptibility, the e ect
of dipolar Interaction is stronger in the case of parallel anistropy than for
random anistropy.

2.3 D ynam ic P roperties

At high tem peratures, a nanoparticlke is in a superparam agnetic state w ith
them al equilbrium properties as described in the previous section. At low
tem peratures, the m agnetic m om ent is blocked in one potential well w ith
a am all probability to overcom e the energy barrier, whilk at intermm ediate
tem peratures, where the relaxation time of a soin is com parable to the
observation tin e, dynam ical properties can be observed, Including m agnetic
relaxation and a frequency-dependent ac susosptiboility.

For applications, such as m agnetic recording m edia, it is necessary to
know how di erent param eters w ill a ect the relaxation tim e in order to
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Figure 4: The speci c heat per spoin versus tem perature ©r noninteracting
soins (thick line) and weakly interacting soins w ith random ly distrbuted
anisotropy axes (dashed lines) and parallel axes (thin lines) arranged on
a sin ple cubic Iattice. In each case, hgy = 4=2 = 0003 and 0:006 from
bottom to top. The inset show s the speci ¢ heat for noninteracting spins
over a w ider tem perature interval.

avoid spontaneous data erasure (caused by them al uctuations) on the
lifetin e of the device. Because of the ongoing e ort to increase the infor-
m ation/volim e ratio, it is of special in portance to know how the dipolar
Interaction of densely packed nanoparticles w ill a ect the relaxation tim e.
In 1963 Brown Ei] derived the Fokker{P lanck equation for the probabik-
iy distribution of the soin ordentation, starting from the stochastic G ibert
equation, and calculated the relaxation tim e for particles w ith uniaxial
anisotropy in a longitudinal eld.M ore recent work on spinsw ith nonaxially
sym m etric potential revealed a large dependence of the relaxation tim e on
the dam ping coe cient in them edium {weak dam ping regin e E{6_‘-[ 3;@_]. E x-
perim ents on individualnanoparticles analyzed w ith accurate asym ptotes of
the relaxation tin e _B-?I]gave dam ping coe cients in the range 005 O05.
N onaxially symm etric potentials are, for exam ple, created when applying a
eld at an oblique anglk to a uniaxial spin. This cblique eld can eitherbe
abias eld M0] or a nonlnear probing eld K1]. In the case of interacting
particles a transverse eld com ponent arises from the dipolar eld of the
surrounding particles. This explains the dependence on  of the blocking
tem perature that was rst observed in num erical sin ulations by B erkov and
G om EL-S] (see F ig. -'_ES) .
T he in portance of including the dam ping in m odels describbing the dy—
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Figure 5: T he out-ofphase com ponent ofthe ac susoeptibility versustem per-
ature ortwo di erent valuesofthedamping = 0l and 1.0. Mg! = 003,
Egen = M 2V=kg,and hg= ( 0=4 )(= ) with = 20.From Ref. [L3].

19



nam ic regponse of spinsw ith nonaxially sym m etric potentials (eg., iInteract-
Inguniaxialspins) tellsusthatm odelsbased only on how the energy barriers
change l2,43] necessarily overlook the precession of the m agnetic m om ent
(! 1) and therefore cannot account for the num erical resuls of B erkov
and Gom. A sin plk approach to include the dam ping In the dynam ics of
weakly coupled spoin system s was proposed in Ref. [{I{i]

231 The Equation of M otion

W e will present the equation of m otion for a classical spin (the m agnetic
m om ent of a ferrom agnetic single-dom ain particke) in the context of the
theory of stochastic processes. T hebasic Langevin equation isthe stochastic
Landau {Lifshitz ({G ibert) equation 5,%1-5] M ore details on this sub fct and
various technigques to solve this equation can be found in the review s by
Co ey et al. 6] and G arc a-Palacios B].

23.1.1 D etem inistic equations Them otion of a m agnetic m om ent
can be described by the G ibert equation Efj]
1 dm dm
——=m H. —m — (43)
dt m dt
where isthe gyrom agnetic ratio wWhich ncludes (), isa dim ensionless
dam ping coe cient, and the e ective eld is given by
1
He = —2—: 44
e eH —am 44)
The rsttem on the right side ofEq. @-é.") represents the precession of the
m agnetic m om ent about the axis of the e ective eld, while the second one
is the dam ping term , which rotatesm toward the potentialm inin a and is
regponsible for the dissipation of the energy.
The G ibert equation can be cast into the Landau {Lifhitz form [4§]

I n B, —m @ H.) @5)
m

with a \renom alized" gyrom agnetic ratio ! =1+ 2) §,§-§] In the
case of uniaxial anisotropy and a Ham itonian given by Eq. @), H. =
Hg=m)m n)nH,whereHy istheanisotropy eld and H isan extemal
eld. T he ferrom agntic resonance frequency ! for the precession about H¢

isgiven by ! = oH. @9l

23.1.2 Stochastic Equations At T 6 0 the magnetic m om ent will
Interact w ith the m icroscopic degrees of freedom  (phonons, conducting elec—
trons, nuckar spins, etc.). The com plexity of this interaction allow s an
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idealization, nam ely, to introduce them through a stochastic m odel. The
sin plest m odel is the Brownian, in which the Interaction of m wih the
surroundings is represented by a random ly uctuating m agnetic eld. This
uctuating eld is necessarily com bined w ith a dissipation (dam ping) tem ,
and these two tem s are linked by uctuation {dissipation relations E_S-(_Zi]

In the work of Brown [75] and Kubo and Hashitsum e B-_S] the starting
equation isthe G ibert equation @3), n which thee ective eld is increased
by a uctuating eld yielding the stochastic G ibert equation. T hisequation
can, as in the determ inistic case, be cast into the Landau{Lifshitz form as

——— = m Be +D ©] —m fm He +D O (46)
dt m

know n asthe stochastic Landau {Lifshiz{G ibert (LLG ) equation. The uc-
tuating el is assum ed to be G aussian distributed white noise

o, ©i=0; I, ©b, )i= 2D t B @7)

’ ’

wih ; = x;y;z.Garc aPalacisand Lazaroipl] showed that the stochas-
tic Landau {Lifshiz{G ibert Eqg. z_4-§)] and the sin pler stochastic Landau {
Lifshitz (LL) equation,

1 dr

——— =m Fe +D ] —m x He ); 48)

dt m

both give rise to the sam e Fokker{P lanck equation, describing the average
properties of the m agnetic m om ent, but with di erent E instein-type rela—
tions between the am plitude of the uctuating eld and the tem perature:
kg T kg T

; Dip =
1+ 2 m ' m

(49)

Dirg =

232 Relaxation Time in a W eak but A rbitrary F ield

W e are Interested in know Ing how the relaxation tim e of uniaxial spins is
a ected by a weak eld at an arbitrary direction, since it will allow us
to study how the superparam agnetic blocking is a ected by a eld. This

eld dependence of the relaxation tim e can be obtained by expanding the
relaxation rate = 1= i powersofthe eld com ponents. A sthe spinshave
Inversion symm etry In the absence ofa eld, should be an even function
ofthe eld com ponents, and to third order i is given by

oo ltogite 5o (50)
where | and -, respectively are the longiudinal and transversal com po—

nents of the eld [given in tem perature unis, see Eq. @I)] w ith respect to
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the anisotropy axis. ¢ is the zero— eld relaxation rate, which for low tem -
peratures ( > 1) is given by Brown’s result [_$]
1 2 _
o= —p= e ; (51)
D
where p = m=@2 IkT) is the relxation tim e of isotropic spins. The
coe cient ¢, can be obtained by expanding the expression for in the
presence of a Iongitudinal eld [, 521
1 > (1+h)? @ h)?
(x; » =0 = —p=I[10+ h)e + 1 h)e ]
D

’ o 1+ 22 (52)

(NI

T here is no general expression for the relaxation rate in the presence of a
nonzero transversal eld valid for all values of the relevant param eters LS-;"],
but Garanin et al. have derived a low -tem perature form ula valid for weak
transversal elds B'gl], which can be used to detemm ine the coe cient ¢ 5 :

h i
(xk=0i2)" ol+F ()3 ; (53)
— 2 1 1
F()=1+2@ %@ l+ﬁ;ﬁ : (54)
R
Here = =2 and @;z) = ozdtt31 letj.stheJ'noomp]etegammaﬁmc—

tion. It can be noted that for the axially sym m etric potential w ith a lon-
gitudinal eld, the only dependence on  is the trivialone In p, whik in
the nonaxially sym m etric potential obtained w ith a transversal eld the re-
laxation rate will strongly depend on  through F ( ), which is plotted in
Fig.'q.
C ollecting these results, we can nally write the expression for the re-
laxation rate n a weak eld 551'4:]:
h i
o0 l+ 2 i+2IF ()3 (55)

233 Relaxation Tin e of W eakly Interacting N anoparticles

T he relaxation tin e forweakly interacting nanoparticlesw ith uniaxialanisotropy

can be obtained by inserting the them odynam ical averages of the dipolar
elds (calculated In section 2-:2_:4) in the expresgjon,for the relaxation rate

naweak ed Eq. B5)] yelding ’ oll+3% 2 + fF () % l.Other

m odels [42,%43,54] are energy-barrierbased and therefore neglect the de-

pendence on relaxation tin e. For instance, them odelby M rup and Tronc

E@] 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 of the blocking tem perature w ith increasing Interaction strength
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Figure 6: F versus = 172 (solid line) and the overdam ped value F = 1
(dashed lne).

for weak interaction as was observed In high—frequency M ossbauer experi-
m ents, while the D om ann {B essias{F ioranim odel [_4-_2] predicts an Increase
of the blocking tem perature w ith increasing interaction strength as com —
m only ocbserved In m agnetization m easurem ents. T hese discrepancies led to
som e controversy E-S,'._S-@] Berkov and G om LL-S] showed, by num erical inte—
gration ofthe stochastic LLG equation Eqg. {_4-_6) ], that for strong anisotropy
(or weak interaction) the blocking tem perature decreases w ith interaction
(see Fig. -'_5), while for weak anisotropy (or m oderate{high interaction) the
energy barriers are govemed by the interaction and hence grow wih hg.
An increase of the apparent blocking tem perature is clearly the case for
the strongly interacting nanoparticle sam pls (see Section :3) In which the
relaxation tim e Increasesw ith hy due to soin{spin correlations (see F ig. -'_2-;') .

In orderto determm ine the characteristics of the superparam agneticblodk—
ng we use the equilbrium susceptbility o4 calculated using the therm ody—
nam ic perturbation theory Eq. (_2-_2) and the relaxation rate obtained when
the dipolar elds Eq. @5) or (36)] are introduced :n Eq. (55). Combining
these expressions in a D ebye-type form ula

4 c6)
provides us w ith a sin ple m odel for the dynam ic response. The dynam ic
susceptbility of a lJarge spherical sam ple w ith parallel anisotropy axis and
a sin ple cubic structure is shown in Fig. ff. In the overdam ped case, the
blocking tem perature is not noticeably a ected by the dipolar interaction
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whilke for low dam ping the blocking tem perature decreases signi cantly as
the interaction strength Increases. T hese results are in agreem ent w ith the
sin ulations by Berkov and Gom [[3] shown in Fig. §.

%.1 02 03 04 05

Weak damping
A=0.1

03 04 05

Overdamped
case,A =10

8.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
1/c0T

Figure 7: Imagihary com ponent of the dynam ical susceptibility versus
tem perature (the realcom ponent is show n in the inset) fora sphericalsam ple
and soins placed In a simpl cubic lattice. The anisotropy axes are all
parallke]l, and the response is probed along their comm on direction. The
dipolar interaction strength hgy = 4=2 ishyg = 0 (thick lines), 0.004, 0.008,
0012, and 0.016 from (a) right to left and () top to bottom . T he frequency
is! p= =2 0:003.

An Interpretation of the strong dam ping dependence found in the pres—
ence ofa transverse eld com ponent was given in Ref. Ef]_]] | the transverse
eld creates a saddle point in the potential barrier. A them ally excied
son w ith high dam ping w 11 \fa1l" directly back to the bottom ofthe poten—
tial well if the themm al excitation is not su cient for an overbarrier Jump.
O n the other hand, a weakly dam ped soin in the sam e situation w ill precess
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( 1= tin es) about the anisotropy axis and therefore has an increased prob—
ability for overbarrier Jum ps each tin e it passes close to the saddle point.
In the case of noninteracting particles the transverse eld com ponent m ust
com e from either a nonlinear probing eld [El-l:] orabias eld [}}-O_:], while the
transverse eld here naturally arises from the dipolar interaction.

2.4 Num ericalM ethods

Because of the Iongrange and reduced sym m etry of the dipolkedipolk inter—
action analyticalm ethods such as the them odynam ic perturoation theory
presented in Sec. :_2-_-.2_-.1'1 w i1l be applicabl only for weak interaction. Nu-—
m erical sin ulation techniques are therefore indispensabl for the study of
Interacting nanoparticle system s, beyond the weak coupling regin e.

TheM onte Carlo M C) m ethod can be used to e ciently calculate ther—
m al equilbbrium properties (c.f. Fig. ('_2). However, since it is an energy-—
barrierbased m ethod, i will ail to generate dynam ic features such as the
precession of the spins, and w illbe able to generate the dynam ic m agneti-
zation In the overdamped lim it ( ! 1 ) only if an appropriate algorithm
isused [35].

U sing a Langevin dynam ics approach, the stochastic LLG equation EJg. @-6)]
can be integrated num erically, in the context of the Stratonovich stochas—
tic calculus, by choosing an appropriate num erical integration schem e LS-JI]
Thismethod was rst applied to the dynam ics of noninteracting particles
1] and later also to interacting particle system s fI3] €.£ Fig. @)).

Because of the longrange nature of the dipolar interaction, care must
be taken In the evaluation of the dipolar eld. For nite system s the sum s
nEqg. (_l-_Z) are perform ed over all particles in the system . For system sw ith
periodic boundary conditions the Ewald m ethod _[5-_7. {-'_5-_9], can be used to
correctly calculate the conditionally convergent sum involved. H owever, in
m ost work [14,13] the sin pler Lorentz-cavity m ethod is used instead.

3 Strongly Interacting N anoparticle System s
Spin-G lass-L ike B ehavior

A large num ber of applications use densely packed m agnetic nanoparticlks.
It isthus in portant to know how interparticle nteraction a ectsthe physical
properties of m agnetic nanopartick system s. In particular, it is In portant
to understand how the them al stability of m agnetic recording m edia is
changed by interparticle interactions due to the current e ort of shrinking
the volum e of storage devices.

Tt hasbeen suggested that dense nanoparticle sam plesm ay exhib it glassy
dynam ics due to dipolar interparticle interaction E.-g]; disorder and frustra—
tion are Induced by the random ness In the particle positions and anisotropy
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axis orientations. In order to investigate such system s, one needs to use the
experin ental techniques (rotocols) developed In studies of soin glasses. E x—
am Ination ofthe e ects of dipolar Interactions using standard experin 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 of the dipolar Interaction is to increase the blocking
tem perature due to enhanced energy barriers. However, glassy dynam ics
has been observed in strongly interacting nanoparticle system s [60{62] and
for strongly Interacting systam sw ith narrow size distrbutions evidence has
been given for a spin-glasslke phase transition [63{66].

In frozen ferro uids the strength of the dipolar interaction between the
single-dom ain nanoparticles can be continuously varied by changing the par-
ticle concentration. W ih Increasing particle concentration them agnetic be-
haviorm ay evolve from superparam agnetic to spin-glasslike. W e w illbegin
this section by recalling som e fiindam ental properties of spin glasses. Fur-
them ore, experin ental results w illbe presented on a ferro uid ofFe; 4Cy
nanoparticles. The glassy dynam ics of dense nanoparticle sam ples w illbe
com pared w ith those of an Ising and a H eisenberg soin glass.

3.1 Spin G lasses

T his section is intended as a brief introduction to soin glasses, focusing on
the m ost recent work. For review s on soin glasses, see, for exam pl, Refs.

le7 e d.

3.11 M aterial

T he canonical spin glass consistsofanoblemetal A u,A g, Cu,orP t) diluted
w ith a transition m etal ion, such as Fe orM n. The m agnetic interaction in
such system s is m ediated by the conduction electrons, leading to an Indi-
rect exchange interaction | theRKKY Rudem an and K ittel [7d], K asuya
[/2], and Yosdda [/2]) interaction, whose coupling constant J R ) oscillates
strongly w ith distance r between the spins as

OOS(ZkFr+ 4 O) .

J(r) = Jo (k r)3
E

o7)
Here Jy and ’ o are constants and kg is the Fem i wavevector of the host
m etal. Since the spins are random ly placed in the host m etal, som e spin {
soin Interaction w illbe positive and favor parallel alignm ent w hilke otherw ill
be negative, thus favoring antiparallel alignm ent.

The pure RKKY interaction is isotropic, and the canonical spin glass
systam s are therefore often referred to as H eisenbery spin glasses. H ow ever,
som e anisotropy is also present in those system s orighating from dipolar
Interaction and interaction of the D zyaloshinsky{M oriya OM ) type [7-3]
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The latter is due to soin{orbit scattering of the conduction elctrons by
non-m agnetic In puriies and reads

Epy = Dy 8 ) Dy/ = B; (58)

whereD i isa random vector due to the random ness of the spin positions ;.
T he dipolar interaction is, as discussed in Secion 21 4, weak for atom ic spin
system s, whilk the DM interaction is enhanced by the presence of nonm ag—
netic transition-m etal i purities {73,/74]. However, for m acroscopic spins
(m agnetic m om ents), the dipolar interaction is in portant and if the par-
ticles are digpersed in a nonconductive m edium (4g. a frozen ferro uid),
it is the dom inating interparticle interaction. If the m agnetic particles are
random ly placed, the dipolar Interaction w illbe both positive and negative.

A widely studied m odel system for an Ising spin glass is single crystals
of FegM n; 4T3 wih x 05 :_[7_5{_7_’.7]. Both FeT 03 and M nT 03 are
antiferrom agnets having the easy axis along the hexagonal c axis of the
ilm enite structure. The Fe?* spins in FeT 1 53 are coupled ferrom agnetically
wihin a ¢ Jayer and antiferrom agnetically between adpcent ¢ layers. In
M nT 0 3, on the other hand, both the Intralayer and interlayer coupling of
M n®* spins are antiferrom agnetic. T he com pound Fe,M ny T 10 3 behaves
as an Ising spin glass for 0:4< x < 057, due to the m ixing of ferrom agnetic
and antiferrom agnetic interaction [jj]

There are essential di erences between the system s we have presented
here, even in the lim it of very strong anisotropy. The RKKY spin glasses
are Heisenberg systam s with random unidirectional anisotropy. Ferro u-
ids frozen under zero eld are Heisenberg system s with random uniaxial
anisotropy, w hile an Ising system is characterized by parallel uniaxialanisotropy.

312 Spin G lassM odels

The Ham iltonian of an Ising soin glass, given by Edwards and A nderson
€EA) (78], is

X b3
H = 2 Jijsisj H Sy 7 (59)
i3 =1
wherethe spin s;= 1 and thEg coupling constants Jij are chosen from som e

random distribbution ful lling 53913 = 0 In the case of a symm etric soin
glass. In the EA model the spin{spin Interaction is only of the nearest—
neighbor type. T he Sherrington {K irkpatrick (SK ) m odel U-Q] isthe n nite—
range version of the EA m odel. It ism ost usefiill as a basis form ean— eld
calculations. O ne such solution is the replica symm etry breaking theory of
Parisi B0{82].

For a ferrom agnet the order param eter is the m agnetization, whik for
antiferrom agnets it is the sublattice m agnetization. For soin glasses the
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m agnetization is zero at all tem peratures, and an appropriate order param —
eter was proposed by Edwards and A nderson f_7§] as the average value of
the autocorrelation finction

EA = t]'iq hs; (0) €01 (60)

T he order param eter susoeptibility, w hich diverges at the transition tem per—
ature, is the nonlinear susceptbilty ,,de nedasM =h= ,+ 2h2 +
where | is the linear susceptbility [B3]. The divergency of the nonlinear
susceptibility was rst shown on a Au (Fe) spin glass in 1977 by Chikazawa
et al [?21] and m ore recently for a strongly interacting nanoparticle system
by Jonsson et al. [_6-4]

3.1.3 CriticalD ynam ics

C lose to the transition tem perature Ty, the dynam ics of a spin glass system
w illbe govemed by critical uctuations, but critical uctuations are also of
in portance on experin ental tin escales quite far from Ty. At tem peratures
both below and above Ty, kngth scales shorter than the coherence length of
the critical uctuations

Iy J i 61)
w il be dom inated by critical uctuations. Here L is a m icroscopic length
scale and the reduced tem perature = (1 T=T). T he coherence kength can

be transform ed Into a tin escale according to conventional critical slow Ing
dow n; the critical correlation tim e is given by

c m ( (T)=LO)Z mj jz 7 (62)

where , is a m icroscopic tin escale. For soin glasses, o 1013 s is
the uctuation tin e of an atom ic m om ent. For nanoparticles, , can be
assigned to the superparam agnetic relaxation tin e of a singlke particlke of
average size, which, in the relevant tem perature range for our studies, can
be approxin ated by the A rrhenius{N eel expression EJ. (:_6)].

At tem peraturesbelow Ty, there is a crossover betw een criticaldynam ics
on short length (tim e) scales and activated dynam ics on long length (tim e)
scales. The length scale of critical dynam ics as a function of tem perature
is illustrated in Fig. . For T > Ty, the system is in equilbriim on length
(tin e) scales longer than (¢) and hence the m agnetic response is param —
agnetic. The \freezing" tem perature (T¢( o)) of the crossover from a para—
m agnetic regponse to slow soin glass dynam ics, as a function of cbservation
tim e, can be obtained from experin ents. Such a dynam ic scaling analysis
is perform ed in Sec. :_,5)_-.2_-.2 for two sam ples of a nanoparticle system w ith
two di erent volum e concentrations. D ynam ic scaling analyzes have given
evidence for critical slow Ing down In a wide range of spin glass m aterials
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Figure 8: Hlustration of length (tin e) scales in soin glasses.

[67,68,83]. T he critical exponents dbtained are rather scattered. H ow ever,
the critical exponents of Ising and H eisenberg system s are clearly di erent
Ba,811.

314 Nonequilbrium D ynam ics

A ging phenom ena In glassy m aterials were rst discovered and thoroughly
Investigated In the eld of structural glasses [E_B-@'] M agnetic aging in soin
glasseswas rst observed by Lundgren et al. in 1983 [Bd]. It was found that
the ZFC relaxation depends on the wait tin e t, during which the system

has been allowed to age at the m easurem ent tem perature, before applying
the probing eld and recording the m agnetization as a function of tine
t. The m easuram ent protoool is illustrated in F ig. (_9) and ZFC relaxation
measuram entson aAg(ll ats M n) spin glassare shown in FJg-'J.-(_j Tt can be
seen that the relaxation rate S £) = h Tam =dlogt exhbis a m axinum at
t 4 [BY,90]. M any di erent types ofm aterials were later show n to exhibit
aging and nonequilbriim dynam ics, including polym ers [?-}'], ordentational
glasses [92], gels [93], and ceram ic superconductors [94].

Spin glass system s represent idealm odelsystam s for studyng nonequilib—
rum dynam ics experin entally, num erically, and theoretically. T he dynam ic
properties of spin glasses can accurately be investigated by superconductive
quantum interference device (SQU ID ) m agnetom etry on specially designed
m agnetom eters w ith low background eld K 1 mOe) and optin ized tem —
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Figure 9: Scheam atic representation of a ZFC relaxation experim ent. The
sam ple is cooled to the m easurem ent tem perature T, under zero eld, after
awattinet,,a amallprobing eld h isapplied and the ZF'C m agnetization
is recorded as a function of tin e.

perature control ( T < 100 K) [©5]. Spin glasses exhibit nonequilbrium
dynam ics on all tin escales from , to In niy. Experin ental studies are,
however, lim ited to a nite tin e w indow t= 4 1¢ 107, whilke num erical
sin ulations are lin ited to m uch shorter tim escales t= 1 18.Because
of the larger spin{ I tin e of a m agnetic m om ent com pared to an atom ic
spIn, nteracting nanoparticle system s can be investigated in an experin ental
tin e window in between those of ordinary soin glasses and num erical sin —
ulations. In addition, the strength of the dipolar interaction can be tuned
by the particle concentration of the nanoparticlke system . Strongly interact-
Ing nanoparticle system s are therefore also interesting as m odel system s for
glassy dynam ics.

3.14.1 TheDroplet M odel The \dropkt" theory [96{{00] is a real-
space theory, based on renomn alization group argum ents for the Ising EA
m odel w th a continuous distrbution of lndependent exchange. It m akes
predictions conceming the nonequilbrium dynam ics within the soin glass
phase. Im portant conoepts are dom ain grow th | grow th of the coherence
length Por equilbriim spin-glass order, and tem perature chaos. Both these
concepts can also be applied to less anisotropic spin glasses B7,101{103]
and generalized to other glassy system s {_IQ-Z_;]

At each tem perature the equilbbrium soin glass state is considered to
consist of a ground state plus them ally activated droplet excitations of
various sizes. A droplkt is a Iow -energy cluster of spins w ith a volum e L¢
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Skt =nh l@@%gt ofthe ZFC susceptibility curves shown In @).

and a fractal surface area L% . The typical droplet freeenergy scales as

L
Lo
where isthe sti nessexponent and (T) isthe sti ness. T he droplt free
energy is broadly distributed, and because of the presence of con gurations
that are alm ost degenerate w ith the ground state, the distribution ofFy, w ill
have weight down to zero energy:

FP(T) ; T J (63)

~FLFT)

L Er) 5o ~(0) > 0: (64)
FL

If < 0, large droplktscan be ipped at a low energy cost so that the large
droplets w illnot be stabl against an all uctuations and the system w illbe
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param agnetic. H ence, a negative value of indicatesthatthe system isbelow
the large-scale droplkts w illbe them ally activated since nyp > kg T . Since
1, 1) has non-zero weight near zero energy, a certain fraction of droplets
w illbe them ally active and dom inate m ost of the equilbrium physics.
T he dynam ics of droplets is considered to be a them ally activated pro—
cess. T he energy barrier for anniilation of a droplet w ill scake as

B[P T) — T I (65)

where (T) sets the freeenergy scale of the barriers and  is an exponent
satisfying < < d 1. The characteristic time ; that a them ally
activated droplet w ill last for is given by an A rrheniis law

L By
o (T) kg T

In

; (66)

where ((T) is the uni tin escale for the activated process. For activated
hopping processes the unit tin escale is not sin ply given by the realm icro—
scopic tim escale [106], which is o h=J 101° s in spin systems. A
plausble choice for ¢ (T') is nstead the critical correlation tine . Eqg. §2)]
asproposed In Ref. {_f(jQ‘] TheA rrthenius Jaw in plies that droplets of length
scale L = Lt (©)

ks T In (= o (T))

Lt ® ) ; ©7)

can be activated w ithin a tin escale t.

Lt ) wilbe the characteristic length scale of equilbrium spin glass
orderat a time t, aftera quench from a tem perature above Tq4 to a tem per-
ature T In the soin glass phase.

In a m agnetization m easuram ent the system is probed by applying a
an allm agnetic eld. T he m agnetization arises through the polarization of
droplets. Since this polarization also is a them ally activated process, it w ill
a ect droplts of size L (t), where t is the tim e elapsed after the application
of the magnetic eld In a ZFC-relxation experinent or t = 1=! In an
ac experin ent at a given angular frequency ! . The peak cbserved in the
relaxation rate ofthe ZF'C m agnetization att { (see FJg:_ZI.-Q) has, w ithin
the droplet m odel, been interpreted as a crossover from quasiequilborium
dynam icsat L (t) < L (g, ) to nonequilbrium dynam icsat L (t) > L (&, ) (see
Ref. [[07] for a detailed discussion).

A ccording to the droplkt theory, typical soin con gurations of a pair
of equilbrium states at two di erent tem peratures, say, T1 and T,, are es—
sentially the sam e on short length scales much below the so-called overlap
length L 1 , but complktely di erent on large length scales much beyond
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L ¢ . This tem perature chaos is due to a subtle com petition between en—
ergy and entropy in the goin glass phase. In the lin it of an all tem perature
di erences j T=Jj 1, the overlap length between the two tem peratures
T, and T, = T; + T is supposed to scak as [$9,100;108]

T
Lo 107 ; =—; (68)

where isthe chaos exponent.

E xperin entally, tem perature chaos can be evidenced by aging the system
at a tem perature T; and changing the tem perature to a T; + T . If the
tem perature shift is Jarge enough, the equilbrium dom ain con gurations at
Tiand T;+ T are com pltely di erent on the length scales relevant for the
experin ent. Hence, ifthem agnetic response at T;+ T isthe sam e as after
a direct quench, the system appears rejuvenated.

3142 Experim ents: A ging, M em ory and R ejuvenation A fter
discovery of the aging e ect in the spn glass phase, experin ental protocols
w ith tem perature stepsand cyclings w ere proposed I_f(_)-i_i] T hese experin ents
showed not only rejuvenation e ectsbut also that spin glass order, character-
istic of di erent tem peratures, can coexist on di erent length scales; hence
the soin glass keeps a m em ory of its therm alhistory.

Figure 11: The experin ental procedure of a \m em ory" experin ent w ith
two halts on cooling.

A sin plk experin ental protocol &_3-5] was em ployed to illistrate m em ory
ature w ith one (orm ore) halts ofthe cooling at one (orm ore) tem peratures
in the soin glass phase. T he experin ental procedure of a double-stop exper—
In ent is illistrated in FJg-'_l-;' T he ac susceptibility is subsequently recorded
on heating. An \ac mem ory" experin ent is shown in Fig..l2 fora Ag(l
at¥ Mn) spin glass and In Fjg.:_1-3 for an Fey50M ng50T O 3 spin glass. The
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ac susogptibility is m easured on cooling w ith two interm ittent stops. D ur-
Ing a stop the ac susceptibiliy relaxes downward as shown in the Inset of
Fjg.:_l-_Z. T he level of the ac susceptibility is hence related to the age of the
system (@ lower susogptbility indicates an older system ). A s the cooling
is resum ed, the ac susceptibility m erges (quite rapidly) with the reference
curve, and the system is rejuvenated. O n subsequent reheating the ac sus—
ceptbility shows a dip around each aging tem perature | the system has
kept a m em ory of each equilbration at constant tem perature. Them em ory
experin ent is an e cient tool to study spin-glasslike properties in various

m aterdals [I14{{114].

Ag(11 at% Mn)

X" (arb. units)
(o)

%

T (K)

Figure 12: ©(!) versus tem perature orthe Ag(11 at$ M n) sampl m ea-
sured during cooling (circles) and during the subsequent reheating (plises).
T wo Intem ittent haltswerem ade during the cooling: oneat 27K for10; 000
s and another at 23 K for 30; 000 s. The susceptbility m easured on con—
stant cooling and on constant heating is shown as reference (solid lines).
T he arrow s Indicate the cooling and heating curves, respectively. T he inset
shows @(!) versus tin e during the halt at T = 23 K; !=2 = 510 mHz.
The cooling and heating rate is 02 K /m 1.

FortheAg(ll at¥ M n) sam ple, the ac susceptbility curve m easured on
cooling liesbelow the curve subsequently m easured on heating, exospt close
to the lowest tam perature (see F ig. :}-g) . If the aging at di erent tem pera—
tures is accum ulative, the heating curve w ould appear older than the cooling
curve and therefore Iower In am plitude. For the Fey50M ng50T 0 3 sample
thisisindeed the case (seeF1ig. :_1-3) . Thenonaccum ulative behavior cbserved
In the cooling{heating curves of the ac susceptbility ofthe Ag(ll at¥ M n)
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Figure 13: a) versus tem perature m easured on cooling (diam onds),
w ith two Intemn ittent stops at 20 K for 10,000 s and at 16 K for 30,000 s,
and on the subsequent reheating (pluses), for the Fey.50M ng.50T 0 3 sam ple.
T he reference cooling and heating curves are drawn w ith solid lines. Inset:

® D versus tem perature derived from the heating curves for single and

ref

double stops. !'=2 = 510 mH z.

sam ple can qualitatively be explained by rejuivenation during cooling and
heating due to strong tem perature chaos. For the Fey.50M ng.59T 0 3 sam ple,
the double-m em ory experim ent shown In F ig. :_l-_3 Indicates that tem perature
chaos does exist, but that it ismuch weaker than forAg(ll ats Mn) .

The m em ory experin ents presented above yield, In a sin plke and illus-
trative way, nform ation about aging, m em ory, and rejuvenation e ects for
the two spin glass system s. However, cooling and heating rate e ects as
well asm em ory and rejuivenation phenom ena are allm ixed In a nontrivial
way. Specially designed them alprotocols have been used to quantitatively
nvestigate aging and rejuvenation proprieties of the Fey.50M ng.50T 10 3 and
Ag(l at¥ Mn) sampl t_s'j,:_ig'z_i,-'_lb'g,:iig'] It was shown that the tem pera—
ture dependence of Lt (b) is stronger for the Ag(ll ats M n) sam pl than
for the Feys50M ng50T 0 3 sample. A Iso, the rejuvenation e ects are much
stronger for the Ag(ll ats M n) sample.

3.2 FeC N anoparticle System s

W e now focus on a ferro uid of singledom ain particles of the am orphous
alby Fe; yCyx (x 02{03). The particles were coated w ih a surfactant
(okic acid) and dispersed In a carrier liquid (xylne). T he particke shape is
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nearly spherical (see Fig t_L-f!) and the average particle diameter d = 53
0:3 nm . The saturation m agnetization was estinated toM g= 1 1f A /m,
the m icroscopic o tineto o= 1 10 *? s, and the uniaxial anisotropy
constant K = 09 10 J/m?> [653]. The interparticle interaction can be
varied by changing the particle concentration ofthe ferro uid. T he strength
of the Interaction for a given concentration is determ ned by the anisotropy
constant and the saturation m agnetization according to Eq. {_1-:2) w ih the
param eters given above hy 056c, where ¢ is the volum e concentration of
nanoparticles. T he sam ples studied here origihate from the sam e batch as
those in Refs. [65,114,120,121]. Earlier studies use sam ples from di erent
batches having slightly di erent physical properties [63,64,122{124].
Figure :_l-E_'n show s the real and Im aghary part of ac susceptibility versus
tem perature for three di erent particle concentrations of the FeC sample:
c= 006, 5, and 17 vol¥ . W ith increasing concentration, the peak In the
ac susceptbility is shifted to higher tem peratures and the curve is sinul-
taneously suppressed. This behavior is di erent from that of the weakly
interacting nanoparticle system s shown in Figs. § and 7. In this section we
w ill argue that the dynam icsofthe 5 and 17 vol¥ sam ples is spin-glass-like,
and hence fuindam entally di erent from the superparam agnetic behavior of
noninteracting and weakly interacting nanoparticle system s.

Figure 14: TEM picture of typicalFe; ,Cx nanoparticlks.
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Figure 15: A c susoeptibbility vs tam perature at frequencies '=2 = 125 Hz
( Iled symbols) and !'=2 = 1000 Hz (open symbols).

32.1 Nonequilbrium D ynam ics

M agnetic aging can be evidenced by m easuring the ZFC relaxation at con—
stant tem perature after a fast cooling through the transition tem perature
using di erent wait tin es before applying the m agnetic eld. T he experi-
m entalprocedurew asdepicted in Fjg.:-ﬂ togetherw ith a typicalm easurem ent
onaAg(ll at¥ Mn) spin glass .n Fig..lJ. In a noninteracting nancparticke
system , the low — eld ZFC relaxation is govemed only by the distrdbution of
relaxation tin es of the particles and their tem perature dependence. It does
not depend on the wai tine at T, before applying the probing e]d,-'_j. as

The only wai tin e dependence that could exist is the adjustm ent of the position of
them agneticm om ent to the B oltzm ann distribution at Tr, . T hisadjustm ent does how ever

37



—_
N

T= 3% 5 vol%

—
> » © o

h™" dM(t) / din(t) (arb. units)

N

()

o

Figure 16: S (t) versus tin e on a logarithm ic scale for the 5 vol% sampl
obtained from ZFC relaxation m easurem entsw ith t, = 300 s (open sym bols)
and 3000 s ( lled symbols); h = 005 0e.

was shown experin entally .n Ref. [60]. T he relaxation rate S (t) of the ZFC
m agnetization m easured at di erent tem peratures between 20 and 40 K are
shown in Fig. i[§ for the 5 vol¥ sampl. The m easurem ents are repeated
for two di erent wait tim es 300 and 3000 s. A clear di erence between the
S (Gt ) curves for t;, = 300 and 3000 s can be seen for all tem peratures
< 40 K, presenting evidence for glassy nonequilbriuim dynam ics at those
tem peratures. T he shapes of the S (T ) curves are, how ever, rather di erent
from those of canonical spin glasses (seeFjg.:i@) .ApeakinS()att ¢t as
In ordinary spin glasses is cbserved only at T = 30 K . The di erence arises
largely from the strong tem perature dependence of the individual particle
relaxation tin e com pared to the alm ost tem perature independent relaxation
tim e of Individual spins.

The 5voly sam pl hasalso been nvestigated w ith ac susceptbility m ea—
surements. °(T') is shown in Fig. {1 ora low frequency. The insets show
how the ac susceptibility relaxesw ith tin e ifthe cooling ishalted at T = 33
or 23 K . T he relative relaxation of the ac susoeptibility is sm aller than for
ordinary spin glasses. ° relaxesm ore in absolute unitsthan ®and Chas
therefore been chosen to illustrate the nonequilbrium dynam ics. Fora wai-
Ing tin e 0£ 30,000 s at low tem perature o g)ef 3 % oompared to 8
% forthe FeysoM ngspT 0 3 sample (see Fig.ild) and 30 % fortheAg(ll
at¥ Mn) sample (see Fjg.;L-g).

only involve intraw ell rotation and is therefore a m uch faster process than the slow cooling
to T and the tin e needed to stabilize the tem perature.
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Figure 17: ©versus tem perature for the 5 vol> sample. The hsets show

how Crelaxesw ith tin e ifthe cooling ishalted at 33 0r23K .f = 510mHz

M em ory experin ents w ith one and two tem porary stops during cooling
are shown In Fjg.:_l-g. The nonequilbrium e ects are m ore clkarly revealed
by subtracting the reference curves cbtained on constant cooling and reheat-
Ing. The features are qualitatively sin ilar to those of ordinary spin glasses

(see Sec. 314 2); during a hak i the cooling, the system ages | the ac
susceptibility decreases. W hen the cooling is resum ed, the ac susceptibility
slow Iy regains the reference level. On the subsequent heating, the ac sus—
ceptibility exhibbits a \dip"centered around Tg in a single-stop experin ent.
In a doublestop experim ent it exhibits two dips if the two halts are well
separated In tem perature ll:"jg.-'_l-g @)], but ifthe two hals are close In tem —
perature [ ig.11§ ()], only one large dip is cbserved on heating as a result of
the two aging processes. In both cases, the di erence curve ° Sef of the
doublestop experin ent equals the sum of ° Sef of the two single-stop
experin ents. A s forthe Fey.50M ng.50T 10 3 sam ple, the ac susceptibility m ea—
sured on heating lies below the onem easured on cooling. In conclusion, the
rejuvenation e ect in particle systam s isweaker than in ordinary soin glasses
and as a consequence, the m em ory of both one and two aging processes is
better preserved on reheating than in the spin glass case.

T his nanoparticle sam ple exhbits strong anisotropy, due to the uniaxial
anisotropy ofthe individualparticles and the anisotropic dipolar interaction.
The relative tin escales (&= , ) of the experim ents on nanoparticle system s
are shorter than for conventional spin glasses, due to the larger m icroscopic
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Figure 18: o) gef(T) versus T measured on cooling (symbols) and

heating (lines) for the 5 vol¥ sample. ercles| the cooling was halted at
33K for 5400 s; diam onds| the cooling was halted at (@) 23 K for 36 000 s,
) 28 K for 25,200 s; p]uses| the cooling was halted at T; = 33 K for
tyw, = 5400 sand at (@) T, = 23K fort,, = 36000 s, b) T2 = 28 K for
ty, = 25200 s. 2 isshown inFig.dj.!=2 = 510mHz.

i tin e. The nonequilbbriim phenom ena observed here are indeed rather
sin ilar to those observed in num erical sin ulations on the Ising EA m odel

in ents on ordinary spin glasses [127].

322 A Spin G lass Phase Transition?

A ging and nonequilbrium dynam ics Indicate but give by no m eans evi-
dence for a them odynam ic phase transition at nite tem perature to a low —
tem perature spin-glass-like phase. For exam ple, two-dim ensional (2D ) spin
glasses (Tg = 0) have been shown to exhiit sin ilar nonequilbrium dynam —
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icsas3D spin glasses [128,129]. A detailed analysis ofthem agnetic response
close to the assum ed transition tem perature is needed in orderto evidence a
soIn glass phase transition (see, eg. Ref. [§-_5] and references cited therein).
T he existence of a second-order phase transition can be evidenced from

critical slow Ing down [E(J. ('_6-_2)] approaching the phase transition from the
param agnetic phase. D e ning a criterion to detem ine the freezing tem per-
ature Tf associated with a certain relaxation tin e, it is possble to derive
the \transition" line ( .) between them odynam ic equilbbrium and critical
dynam icsasin Fig. :_s’. In ac susceptbility m easurem ents the relaxation tin e

= 1=!, and a possblk criterion fr the freezing iswhere (T ;!) attains
a certain fraction, say, 15% , of fsm axinum value.
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Figure 19: ac susceptibility versus tam perature for the 17 vols sample.
'=2 = 0017,0.051,017,051,1.7,51,17,55,170 Hz.
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Figure 20: ac susceptbility versus tem perature for the 5 vol¥ sample.
'=2 = 0017,0.051,017,051,1.7,51, 17, 55, 170, 510, 1700 H z.

A ¢ susogptibility data for a large set of frequencies are shown in F ig. :_fg
or the 17 vols sampl and In Fjg.:_2-g for the 5 vols sam ple. T hese curves
were used to extract the T¢(1=!) ptted In Fi. -_2-!,' T he corresponding
blocking tem peratures for the 0.06 vols sam pl are plotted In the same g-
ure as a reference for the behavior of a noninteracting system of the sam e
particke ensamble. A dynam ic scaling analysis according to critical slow —
Ing down Eg. (:_6-25)] w ith the m icroscopic tin escale given by an A rrhenius
lw Eq. @) <Te) = oexp@®=kgT¢) [Ty 1F ,wasperom ed frthe
tw o concentrated sam ples. T wo assum ptions conceming the anisotropy en—
ergy wasused: () A = 0, which correspond to a tem perature-independent
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Figure 21: Relaxation tine = ! ! versus T¢. For the 5 vols and 17 vols

sam ples the linesare tsto the critical slow ing down relation Eq. 6_6-2.')]wj1:h
the param eters given in Tab]e-'}}. The assum ptionsE = 0 and E = 500 yield
exactly the sam e line. Forthe 0.06 vol% sam ple T¢ is the superparam agnetic
blocking tem perature de ned as them axinum of @,

m icroscopic i tine; and (i) A=kg = 500 K, which is approxin ately the
anisotropy barrier energy for a partick of average size. T he values obtained
forz , Ty, and ( In each case are given in Tab]e@l. The quality ofthe ts
of the experim ental data to Eqg. C_éz_i) are equally good for assum ptions (i)
and {H). In fact, n F Jg:_Z-}', the line corresponds to both assum ptions; In the
experin ental tem perature{ frequency interval the two assum ptions cannot
be distinguished. In addition, the values of Ty and the critical exponents
depend quite strongly on the criterion used when determ Ining T¢. T he error
bars on the exponents obtained are therefore large.

In a full dynam ics scaling analysis, the In agihary com ponent of the
dynam ic susceptibility of a spin glass is scaled according to Lf§-(_j]

® ol
@) G (! o); T > T, (69)
eq (T)
where ! = 1=t and G (x) is a scaling function. T he asym ptotic behavior of

Gx)/ x¥wihy=1land =z foranalland large values ofx, respectively.
Tt is shown in Fig. 24 that the ©® data for the 17 vol3 samplk coud be
collapsed into a m aster curve according to this relation. In this gure the
assum ption A = 0 is used, but an equally good collapse could be obtained

43



Tablk 1: Param eters cbtained from dynam ic scaling analysis

Sample (v0l3) E=kg K) =z Ty K) o (8
17 0 114 488 2 1¢
17 500 88 499 5 104
0 103 360 2 10
500 6.4 379 1 10

=z

by assum ing A = 500 K (and changihg to n ~ ). The critical exponent

=10 03.Forthe 5 vol® sample, the dynam ic susoeptibility could not
be scaled according to Eq. (_6-9) . In addition, if data for larger values of

(obtained from ZFC relaxation data) are inclided in the critical slow Ing
down analysis, deviations from the power law is doserved [65]. To conclude,
the dynam ic scaling analysis indicates that the 5 vol¥ sam ple does not
exhibit a them odynam ic phase transition although it clearly exhibits soin
glass dynam ics. Because of the tem perature dependence of , , a static
scaling analysis as perform ed in Ref. ﬁ_él_i] is a crucial additional tool to
disclose a possbl soin glass phase transition In interacting nanoparticle
system s.

T he tin e dependence of the dynam ic correlation fiinction g(t) was nves—
tigated num erically on the Ising EA m odelby O gielski [_1-51_;] An em pirical
form ula for the decay of g(t) was proposed as a com bination of a power law
at short tim es and a stretched exponential at long tin es

al) = ct *e "7 ; (70)
where ¢, x, w, and y are tam perature-dependent param eters. g() follow s
a pure powerdaw behavior below Ty. It was shown in Ref. ([33] that
[ &g ‘v E eq M easured on the Fepis0M ng5oT 03 spn glass sam ple also
behaves according to Eq.i/0. In Fig.23 [ o %) o is shown for the
17 vols sam ple at tem peratures around Ty. T he tem perature dependence
of the exponent x is shown in the inset. T he behavior of the 17 vol¥ sam —
pl shown here is sin ilar to that cbserved in the num erical sin ulation on
the EA Ising m odel [131] and to the experim ental result obtained for the
Fey50M ngs0T 0 3 soin glass {_IZ_-?%’] H owever, the stretched{exponential be—
havior is less pronounced than for the Feyjs90M ngsoT 03 soin glass. One
reason for this is that the Investigated tim escales t= , are shorter for the
nanoparticle sam pl because of the larger valuie of , . In the num erical
sin ulation, perform ed on even shorter tin escales, i was possible to cbserve
the stretched {exponential behavior by investigating g(t) far from T4. The
resolution of our experin ental data does not allow such an investigation.
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Figure 22: Scaling of OT;1)= o data or T > T4 for the 17 voly
sample. The assumption A = 0 isused and = 1:0. T he other param eters

are those ofTab]e::]:. T he two lines are the asym ptotic behavior G (x) / x
for an allvalues of x and G (x) / x ~? for lJarge x. Inset: critical slow ing
down analysis on a log—-log scale.

323 Dynam ics in a Field

A 11 m easurem ents presented so far are perform ed wih a probing eld in
the lnear regponse regin e and w ithout an extemalbias eld. W e w illnow
Investigate the e ect ofa nonzero bias eld on the nonequilbrium dynam ics
(still probing the system w ih a weak m agnetic eld in the linear response
regin e). T he question as to whether a spin-glass-lke phase existsundera -
nite eld in a strongly iInteracting nanoparticle system w illnot be addressed.
Figure Q-ff show s the ac susogptibility as a function of tem perature w ith bias
dc eldsin therange 0 { 250 G for 1l and a 5 vol¥ sam ples. The m agnetic
eld a ectsthe superparam agnetic behavior of ndividualspins (@s discussed
in section EZ) aswell as the nonequilbriim dynam ics. It can be seen in the
gure that the dynam ic response of the two system s in low elds is rather
di erent, while wih increasing bias eld the dynam ic regponse of the two
system s becom es m ore and m ore sin ilar. T his lndicates that the e ects of
dipolar Interaction are suppressed by a su ciently strong m agnetic eld.
The e ect of an extemal eld on the glassy dynam ics can be studied
by recording the ac susosptibility as a function of tin e for di erent bias
eds. ®nom alized by its value just after the quench, @(ty), is shown in
FJg:_Z-S forthe 5 vol¥ sam ple. It can be seen in this gure that the ac relax—
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Figure 23: [ ¢ o(t)]= eq Vs tin e for the 17 vols sam ple. Inset: tem per-
ature dependence of the exponent x In Eq. C_7(_})

ation din inishes w ith increasing bias eld. For the highest eld, aln ost no
relaxation exists. The eld has in addition the e ect that  m akes them ea—
surem ent m ore noisy. The e ects ofthe eld is also tem perature-dependent
and the ac susceptibility ism ore a ected by a eld at high tem peratures. A

qualitatively sin ilar resut was found for the FeyasN iy 85)75P1¢BgA L spin
glass [{21].

3.3 D iscussion

W e have seen that them agnetic properties ofa strongly interacting nanopar—
ticlke system are of spin-glasslike nature, and hence very di erent from the
superparam agnetic behavior of noninteracting system s and weakly Interact—
Ing spins discussed in section ::2 Any m odel for interparticle interaction
based on a m odi ed superparam agnetic behavior [§2{44,54] w ill therefore
fail to describe the dynam ics of a strongly interacting nanoparticle system .

T he value of the dipolar coupling param eter hy Eg. @-:l)] determ ines
the strength of the dipolar interaction, but the width of the distrdbution
of energy barriers is equally in portant for the dynam ic properties. For
exam ple, Jonsson et al. studied {_l-Z_-S-'g"] a Fe0 3 nanoparticke sam pl that
had a value of 4 com parablk to the 17 vols sam pl Investigated here, but
w ith a m uch broader energy barrier distrdbution. T hat sam ple show ed glassy
dynam ics, but it did not exhibit a soin glass phase transition.

Tt would be Interesting to exam ine the nonequilbrium dynam ics of a
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Figure 24: ac susceptibility versus tem perature for di erent superin posed
dc eds;H = 0, 50,100, 150, 200, 250 Oe. !=2 = 125Hz.

strongly Interacting system for di erent concentrations (di erent dipolar
coupling strengths). Such a study could give m ore detailed Insight into how
the aging and rejavenation phenom ena depend on the interaction strength
and the experin ental tim escale.

4 Summ ary and C onclusion

T he e ects of interparticle dipolar Interaction In m agnetic nanoparticle sys—
tem s have been Investigated. For weak dipolar coupling strengths equilib—
rium quantities can be calculated using therm odynam ic perturbation 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 of weak dipolar
coupling. In a sin ple m odel, the relaxation rate ism odi ed by the dipolar
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Interaction in the sameway asby a eld, where the eld com ponents ofthe
dipolar eld can be calculated using them odynam ic perturbation theory
El-{f]. The dipolar eld also plays an In portant rok for quantum tunneling
of the m agnetization of crystals ofm agnetic m olecules g].

Superparam agnetic blocking depends strongly on the dam ping param e~
ter in the case ofweak {m edium dam ping due to the transverse com ponent of
the dipolar ed [;3:%'] . A ny energy-barrierbased m odel overlooks that dam p—
Ing dependence and can therefore only be valid in the overdam ped case. The
e ect of a m agnetic eld is to decrease the relaxation tin e. Hence, In the
case of weak Interparticle interaction, a decrease of the blocking tem pera—
ture is predicted and also cbserved in high-frequency m easurem ents, such
as M ossauer spectroscopy t_ll-;’.] and Langevin dynam ics sim ulations i_l-_?»]
However, for stronger interparticle Interaction, the dipolar nteraction does
notm odify but creates energy barriers, and hence the blocking tem perature
Increases w ith increasing interaction strength. A blocking tem perature that
Increases w ith the Interaction strength is com m only ocbserved in m agnetiza—
tion m easuram ents.

T he existence of glassy dynam ics in dense frozen ferro uids, speci cally
strongly Interacting nanoparticle system s w th random ness in the particle
positions and anisotropy axes, has been evidenced by experin ental tech-
nigques developed In the study of conventional spin glasses. Hence, the dy-—
nam ics of such system s is radically di erent from sin ple superparam agnetic
blocking. The nonequilbbriim dynam ics cbserved In strongly interacting
nanoparticle system s exhibits qualitatively sim ilar aging, m em ory, and re—
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Juvenation e ects as ordinary spin glasses, but the aging and rejivenation
e ects are weaker. T he di erences observed can be explained at least qual-
tatively by the longer m icroscopic relaxation tin e of a m agnetic m om ent
com pared to an atom ic spin. O nly strongly interacting nanoparticle system s
w ith a narrow anisotropy barrier distribution have been shown to exhibit a
phase transition to a low -tem perature soin glass phase.
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A Them odynam ic P erturbation T heory

A 1l Expansion oftheBoltzm ann D istribution in the D jpolar
C oupling P aram eter

T hermm odynam ic perturbation theory is used to expand the Boltzm ann dis—
trbution in the dipolar nteraction, keeping it exact In them agnetic anisotropy
(see Sec. :_2-:2_-.1:) . A convenient way of perform Ing the expansion in powers of
q Is to introduce the M ayer functions fij5 de ned by 1+ fi5 = exp (4!,

which pem is us to w rite the exponential n the Boltzm ann factor as

Y
exp( H)=exp( &) @+ fiy): (71)

>3

E xpanding the product to second order In the fi5 gives

Y
L+ fi135)= 1+ 4G1+ 2 3G2+ 0 (3); (72)
>3
w here {_1-_-@]

X

Gi1 = Viy7 (73)
>3
X° X X

Gz = M5+ i3 ! kG 1510015k 5 (74)
> > k> 1

and the sym bol gy .5; annihilates term s containing duplicate pairs: Qi .y =

%(2 x D+ )@+ 4.
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To obtain the average ofany quantity B ,we jnfz_roduoe the expanﬁ'on (_7-_2)
In both the num eratorand denom inatoroflBi= d B exp ( H)= d exp(
and work out the expansion of the quotient, getting
Bi’ Bi+ ¢MBGii+ 1 3B Gi, MWBilG,i (75)
Here we have utilized the fact that the single-spin anisotropy has inversion
gymmetry. W o ( 8)= W, (8i)]1in theabsence ofabias eld and thatG ;i =
P
i3 'iy = 0 sihce a dipole does not nteract w ith itself.
a

W e have now obtained expressions forF; and F, In Eq. C_l-é):
F1=G1; Fo= G, Hei ¢ (76)

To com plete the calculation, we need to obtain averages of low -grade pow ers
of 8 weilghted by the noninteracting distrbbution m om ents), which is the
only place where one needs to goecify the form ofE,. In the next section
we will do that for system s w ith axially sym m etric anisotropy.

A 2 Averages W eighted with an A xially Sym m etric Boltz—
m ann Factor

A ssum Ing an axially sym m etric potential, the anisotropy energy ofE, (8 1)
w ill be an even function of the longiudinal com ponent of the m agnetic
mom ent s . The averages we need to calculate are all products of the
form I, = h rrrl‘:l (e 8)} where the &, are arbitrary constant vectors.
Introducing the polar and azin uthal angles of the spin (#;’ ), we can w rite
In as R2 R : Q m

L = O d'hod#im# -1l s)exp[ Fs m)]
S &, dksn#expl E & 8]

Forodd m, I, is an Integral of an odd function over a sym m etric interval
and hence I, = 0. To caloulate the susceptibility and speci cheat to second
order In 4, we require I, and I, which willbe calculated using sym m etry
argum ents sin ilarto those em ployed to derive the = 0 unweighted averages
(see, eg., Ref. @55]) .

Note that I, is a scalar bilnear in ¢ and & . The m ost general scalar
w ith this property that can be constructed w ith the vectors of the problem
(€1, =, and n) has the fom

L=A¢ wxtB @@ R)4 1) :
To nd the coe cients A and B, one chooses particular values forthe e , :

() Ife ke ? nthen I, = A. Thus, settingn = 2and ¢ = & = X, one
hass n = cos# zandie 8)¢ 8)= (1 2)10032’,soﬂ1ejntegral

50



reads

R R
; & o’ tidzl Aexpl E@)]

A = ~ny Rl
g & dzexpl E.(@)]
1l s
= ;0 nfil= ;

3

where S; = 1P, (z)1, is the average of the second Legendre polynom ial

P,(z)= 2 3z 1 over the noninteracting distrbution.

(i) Ifeg ke kn,then I, = A + B.Puttingn = ¢ = & = 2 the ntegral
is given by
R

1 2
dz z“ exp [ Es (z)] 1+ 2S
A+B =& 2y = — 222,

dzexpl  E (@] E

T herefore, snce I, = hie 8)4c s)} we get the ©llow ing for the second-
order m om ent:

1
hie s)fe s)i= Szel et Sz n)fe n): (77)

W e can sin ilarly calculate I, by constructing the m ost general scalar ful 1
Ing certain properties, getting

hie s)ie 8 8l 8)ia = 1le ) o)+t @ ) =)
t e =) e )]
+ 2@ &) 8 Rt @ &)l 8)E n)
te oo ne Bt & &)@ B n)
tle =) e Rt & =) n)e n)l

+Ssfe Nl n)s n)ly n); (78)
where , and 4 are combiationsofthe rstS;( )

S 2S 1
S¢ 25

— 9
35 21 15 (73)

1
2= 5 S22  S); 4=
T herefore, Eq. C_7-§) nvolves S; aswellas Sy = HP4 (z)i,, the average of the
fourth Legendre polynom 21 P4 (z) = % 35z 3072+ 3 with respect to
Wa.
Finally, introducing the follow ing tensor and scalar shorthands

S

1+ Synn; (80)

P — 2 5
= 41+ p=—nn; =S54 3= 61)
4 4
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where 1 is the identity tensor, the resuls for the m om ents can com pactly
be w ritten as

hie s)fe 8)i= @ 2)e 82)
hie, sS)fe s)fe 8)fe s}l = (= 2)€3 4)e
+ (@ )€ 4)e
+ & 1) 3)e (83)

+ (©1 n)fe n)fe n)fe n);

w hich facilitates the m anjpulation of the observables.
The quantities S; are calculated In the case of uniaxial anisotropy In
Appendi B'. Note nally that in the isotropic lim i (51! 0),Egs. {71) and

hie sfe s = 3o = (84)
he  s)fe s)fe sife sid = Ll Rl 0
tle "B #

+tle 8l =#I1: (85)

T hese expressions are form ally identical to those for the average of a quan—
tit¥ nvolving ttﬁe anisotropy axes ni, when these are distributed at random

2 ey
Ni ;@) ! i—nf @) f. For Instance, for arbitrary n-independent
vectors v; and vy, we have

1 X

T o8t B 6 e n)=v, (86)

A 3 GeneralFom ulae for the Coe cients of Susceptibility

T he general expression for the equilbriim lnhear susceptbility is given by
Eqg. (_22) w ith the follow Ing expressions for the coe cients

1
2 = l A ;A 87)
1 X X
a = A ¢ G 4 A (88)
i 961
2 X X
az = — A ¢ & 35 @ oA
N .
i j61
2X X X
o b6 & 3 & oA
i §6ik$ §
1X X 1 sb
+ N 5 6 ﬁ)(fij i i)
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+S285 & 1 & P 89)

where G i3, 75 and f£3; arede ned n Eq. ({3),and , ,and i Egs. (80)
and (81) and also nvolve the S1( ).

W hen calculating these coe cients, the sam e type of averages appear as
in the isotropic case (see Refs. [30,134] for details of the caloulation) and
w ith the sam e m ultiplicities. The only di erence is the weight function and
hence the form ulas required to calculate those averages Egs. (_7-_7.) and (‘_7-?.)
nstead of Egs. {84) and {83)].

A 4 GeneralFom ula for the Coe cientl, of Speci c H eat

In the generalexpression (31) for the speci cheat the coe cientb ¢ is given
by Eq. 84), while b, reads

Nk = 2f20 %) 48 ?sfg r..°
i 614
+1£2S,1 S+ 4 5310 25)

& XZ[SSD(l 23) 2 )*g
r ity B+ @y P
i 614
X X
+£55+ 4 S50+ “B25P+ 8% ;G P2 90)

i 964

where %= df=d . G eneral form ulae or Sf In the case ofuniaxial anisotropy
are given In Appendix 23-'

A 5 Dipolar Field

The dipolar eld averages we want to calculate are h iz;ki = h(; p%iand
hZ,i=hZi hiz,-ki‘ T he general expressions for these quantities are 44]

2
hii = ?d @ &) & & 3
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+35; s G Pl (91)
2 X
h 32_’9 i = ?d [6rij6 + 352 rj_j3 (ﬁ] QJ ﬁ)
j
T 9 & G B
3% mi G P ©2)

Sihce we want to use the dipolar elds in order to exam ine the blocking
behavior (see Sec. 2.33), one m ay wonder about the validity of these eld
averages below the superparam agnetic blocking, w here the spins are not in
com plete equilbbrium . However, since at those tem peratures the spins are
still in quasiequilbriuim con ned to one of the two wells, we can repeat the
derivation ofthe algorithm 6_7-_7.) restricting the phase space for Integration to
onewell. In thiscase, averages ofthe form hs  pi, do notvanish, and should
be considered together w ith h(s m (8 M1, which, being even In 8, isnot
modi ed. The extra term s associated w ith hs i, w ill, however, vanish if
the overall state is dem agnetized, and Egs. {91) and (92) are recovered.

B S; for Uniaxial A nisotropy

T he them odynam icalaverage S;( ) over the Legendre polynom ialsP; occur
In the expressions for the susogptibilities, the soeci ¢ heat, and the dipolar
elds in Sec. '@;2' For uniaxial anisotropy these averages read
Z
.17 2
Si( )= hpii, = Z_ dzP(z)e : (93)

In particular, Sg= 1 and S, = %

! : 4)
> :

R
The onespin partition function Z, = 1ldz exp ( z°) can be written in
tem s of error functions of real and \in aginary" argum ent as

(p_ _
o =eer);

- >0 (95)
° =j jerf( j J; <O

The less fam iliar er (x) is related to the D awson integralD (x), so In the
easy-axiscassonecan writeZ,= Qe = )D ( ) and computeD (x) with
the subroutine DAW SON ofRef. {_1-56]

For 1> 2, the S; can be com puted using the follow ing hom ogeneous

threetermm recurrence relation @?’_Z]:

2 2 1 1 1+ 2

S S12
21 1)@1+ 3) 21+ 1 21 1 21+ 3

Suz = 0; (96)
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T he derivative of any S; can be com puted by m eans of the di erential re—
currence relation R3]

o dSy @ D1 211+ 1)
Si= — = Si2+ S1
d el 1)@l+ 1) 321 1) 21+ 3)
A+ 1A+ 2) 2 o o)
Ql+ 1) @1+ 3) H2 37

T he approxin ate behavior of S, and S4 forweak (3 j 1) and strong
(3 3 1) anisotropy are

8
2 4 2 L
215 tas Y 3301
Sa() = }112— 34—2+ pi (98)
Folas 2+ 1
2 2
8
2 g5 2o 33 1
5, 25
Sa() = 1 + =+ 1 99)
7 3 5 4735
F i 24 By 1
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