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A bstract

W e presenta review ofrecentadvancesin the study ofm any-body e�ectsin m ag-

neticnanoparticles.Consideringclassicalspinson a latticecoupled by theexchange

interaction in the presence ofthe bulk and surface anisotropy,we investigate the

e�ectsof�nitesize,freeboundaries,and surfaceanisotropy on theaverageand local

m agnetization for zero and �nite tem peratures and m agnetic �elds.Superparam -

agnetism ofm agnetic particlesnecessitates introducing two di�erent,induced and

intrinsic,m agnetizations.W e check the validity ofthe m uch used relation between

them within di�erent theoreticalm odels.W e show that the com petition between

the exchange and surface anisotropy leadsto spin canting dependenton the orien-

tation ofthe average m agnetization with respectto the crystallographic axes and

thusto asecond-ordere�ectiveanisotropy oftheparticle.W ehavealso investigated

theswitching m echanism ofthem agnetization upon varying thesurfaceanisotropy

constant.Som ecasesofm ore realistic particlesare also dealtwith.

Key words: Fine particle system s,surface anisotropy,classicalspin m odels
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1 Introduction

M agnetic nanoparticles,ornanoscale m agnetic system s,have generated con-

tinuousinterestsincelate1940sastheinvestigation oftheirpropertiesturned

outto be challenging from both scienti�c and technologicalpointofview.In

1949,in a pioneering work [1],N�eelset the pace towards understanding of

them agneticbehaviorofnanoparticles,leading to an im portantdevelopm ent

offundam entaltheories ofm agnetism and m odeling ofm agnetic m aterials,

aswellasrem arkable technologicaladvances,e.g.,in the area ofinform ation

storage and data processing,fostering the developm ent ofm agnetorecording

m edia with increasingly higherdensities.Nanoparticles,ascom pared to bulk
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m aterials,possess very im portant novelproperties such as enhanced rem a-

nence and giant coercivity,as wellas exponentially slow relaxation at low

tem perature due to anisotropy barriers,which ensures great stability ofthe

inform ation stored.However,nanoparticlesbecom esuperparam agnetic [1]at

�nite tem peraturesforvery sm allsizes,and thisisan im pairm entto the in-

form ation storage.On theotherhand,discovery ofsuperparam agnetism that

resultsfrom therm ally activated crossing ofthe anisotropy energy barrierby

them agneticm om entoftheparticleopened a rich area to theapplication of

nonequilibrium statisticalm echanics.Therearem ainly two typesofnanopar-

ticlesam ples:i)Assem bliesof,e.g.,cobalt,nickelorm aghem ite,nanoparticles

with volum e distribution and random ly oriented axes ofm agnetocrystalline

anisotropy;ii)Isolated single particlesofcobaltornickelthatcan beprobed

by them icro-SQUID technique[2].W hilem ostoftheexperim entshavebeen

done on assem blies,isolated particles are m ore im portant both as units of

inform ation storageand asa physicalsystem .

In theinvestigation ofthestaticpropertiesofm agneticnanoparticlesa great

dealofworkup todatehasbeen based on theM onteCarlo(M C)technique.In

addition to num eroussim ulationsoftheIsing m odel,thistechniquehasbeen

used with them oreadequateclassicalHeisenberg m odelto sim ulateidealized

isotropicm odelswith sim plecubic(sc)latticeand sphericalshapein Ref.[3].

M agneticnanoparticleswith realisticlatticestructurewererecently sim ulated

in Ref.[4]taking into accountthesurfaceanisotropy (SA)and DDI.

On the other hand,in m ost oftheoreticalapproaches to the dynam ics ofa

sm allm agneticparticlethelatterisconsidered asa singlem agneticm om ent.

This is the one-spin approxim ation that is only valid for particles that are

nottoo large and thusare single-dom ain,and nottoo sm allto be free from

surface e�ects.Letting apartspin tunneling (see,e.g.,Ref.[5])thatbecom es

im portantforextrem ely sm allsizessuch asthose ofm olecularm agnets,the

m agneticm om entcan overcom etheanisotropy-energybarrierandthusreverse

its direction,at least in two ways 1:Either under applied m agnetic �eld

thatsuppresses the barrier,orvia therm aluctuations.The form er,atzero

tem perature,is welldescribed for particles with the uniaxialanisotropy by

the Stoner-W ohlfarth m odel[7].Therm ally activated crossing ofthe energy

barrierisdescribed by theN�eel-Brown m odel[8]and itsextensions(see,e.g.,

Refs.[9]).Atelevated tem peratures,rotationofthem agnetization in m aterials

with stronganisotropyisalwaysaccom panied bychangingitsm agnitude.This

results in a shrinking ofthe Stoner-W ohlfarth astroid as described by the

m odi�ed Landau theory [10],and (qualitatively) con�rm ed by experim ents

[2].

1 Ithasquite recently been shown [6],experim entally and theoretically,thate�-

cientm agnetization switching can betriggered by transverse�eld pulsesofa dura-

tion thatishalftheprecession period.
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Both Stoner-W ohlfarth and N�eel-Brown m odelshave been con�rm ed by ex-

perim ents on individualcobalt particles [2].However for m agnetic particles

with strong surface anisotropy m agnetization switching occurs as the result

ofsuccessive switching ofindividual(orclustersof)spinsinside the particle

[11].Such deviationsfrom theone-spin approxim ation have been observed in

m etallic particles [14],[16],and ferrite particles [12],[13].Deviations from

the one-spin approxim ation and tem perature e�ects lead to the absence of

m agnetization saturation athigh �elds[14],[15],[16],shifted hysteresisloops

aftercooling in �eld,and �eld dependence ofthe m agnetization atvery low

tem peratures.Thelattere�ecthasbeen clearly identi�ed in diluteassem blies

ofm aghem ite particles [17]of4 nm in diam eter.In addition,aging e�ects

have been observed in single particlesofcobaltand have been attributed to

the oxidation ofthe sam ple surface into antiferrom agnetic CoO (see [2]and

referencestherein.).Itwasargued thatthem agnetization reversalofa ferro-

m agneticparticlewith antiferrom agneticshellisgoverned by two m echanism s

thataresupposed toresultfrom thespin frustration atthecore-shellinterface

oftheparticle.Som eoftheabove-m entioned novelfeaturesarem ostlikely due

tom agneticdisorderatthesurfacewhich inducesacanting ofspinsinsidethe

particle,orin otherwords,an inhom ogeneousm agneticstate.Thise�ectwas

�rstobserved with thehelp ofM �ossbauerspectroscopy by Coey [18]and later

by M orrish and Haneda (see [19]fora review),and laterby Pren�e etal.[20]

(see also the recent article [21]).To sum up,the picture ofa single-dom ain

m agnetic particle with allspinspointing into thesam e direction isno longer

valid when one considersthe e�ectofm isaligned spinson the surface,which

m akesup to 50% ofthetotalvolum ein a particleof4 nm in diam eter.

Oneofourgoalsisthusisto understand thee�ectofsurfaceson thetherm o-

dynam icsand m agnetization pro�lesin sm allsystem s,and subsequently upon

theirdynam ics.Thisrequiresa m icroscopicapproach to accountforthelocal

environm entinsidetheparticle,m icroscopicinteractionssuch asspin-spin ex-

change,DDI,and them agneto-crystallinebulk and surfaceanisotropy.Asthis

task isdi�cultowing to thelargenum berofdegreesoffreedom involved,one

has to gain a su�cient understanding ofstatic properties before proceeding

to thedynam ics.There arethreem ain e�ectsthatdistinguish m agneticpar-

ticlesfrom bulk m agnetsand thatwere investigated in a seriesofourrecent

publications:

(1) Finite-size e�ect in isotropic m agnetic particles with idealized periodic

boundaryconditions.Thespin-wavespectrum ofsuch particlesisdiscrete

and thereisthem odewith k = 0 thatcorrespondsto theglobalrotation

ofthe particle.Asa result,the standard spin-wave theory failsand one

hasto distinguish between induced and intrinsic m agnetizations.

(2) Boundary e�ect,i.e.,pure e�ectofthe free boundary conditionsatthe

surface in the absence ofthe surface anisotropy.Thise�ectleadsto the

decrease oftheparticle’sintrinsic m agnetization and itm akesthelatter
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inhom ogeneousatT 6= 0.

(3) E�ectofsurfaceanisotropy thatchangestheground stateoftheparticle

and m akestheintrinsicm agnetization inhom ogeneouseven atT = 0.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.2 wedescribetheHam iltonian and

introduce the basic notionsofthe induced and the intrinsic m agnetizations.

In Sec.3,we�rststudy inhom ogeneitiesin sm allm agneticparticlesofa box

shape induced by pureboundary e�ectsin theabsence ofsurface anisotropy,

i.e.,the e�ectoffree boundary conditions(fbc),and com pare theirinuence

with thatofthe�nite-sizee�ectsin an idealized m odelwith periodicboundary

conditions(pbc).W econsiderspinsasD -com ponentclassicalvectors.At�rst

we present analyticaland num ericalresults in the whole range oftem pera-

turesin thelim itD ! 1 wheretheproblem sim pli�es.Then fortheclassical

Heisenberg m odel,D = 3;at low tem peratures we form ulate the m odi�ed

spin-wave theory accounting fortheglobalrotation oftheparticle’sm agneti-

zation.Theresultsarecom pared with thoseofourM C sim ulations.In Sec.4

weconsiderround-shaped system sand includesurfaceanisotropy.In thecase

ofthe SA m uch weakerthan the exchange interaction we study the problem

perturbatively in sm alldeviationsfrom theperfectly ordered,collinearstate.

Then we investigate the hysteretic properties and the behavior ofthe m ag-

netization asa function oftem peratureand applied �eld by M C sim ulations.

Thelastsection sum m arizestheresultsand pointsoutopen problem s.

2 B asic relations

2.1 The Ham iltonian

W ithin the classicalapproxim ation it is convenient to represent the atom ic

spin asthe three-com ponent spin vectorsi ofunitlength on the lattice site

i.W e willconsider the Ham iltonian that in generalincludes the exchange

interaction,m agneto-crystalline anisotropic energy,Zeem an energy,and the

energy ofdipolarinteractions(DDI)

H = �
1

2

X

ij

Jijsi� sj � �0H �
X

i

si+ H an + H D D I; (1)

where �0 = g�B S and S isthe value ofthe atom ic spin.Form aterialswith

uniaxialanisotropy H an in Eq.(1)reads

H (uni)

an
= �

X

i

K i(si:ei)
2
; (2)
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with easy axisei and constantK i> 0.Thisanisotropy m odelcan beused to

describe the surface e�ectifone attributesthe sam e easy axisand the sam e

anisotropyconstantK c forallcorespinsand di�erenteasyaxesand anisotropy

constantsto surface spins.W ithin the sim plesttransverse surface anisotropy

(TSA)m odelallsurfacespinshavethesam eanisotropy constantK s;whereas

theireasy axesareperpendicularto thesurface,see.e.g.,Refs.[22{24].M ore

realisticisN�eel’ssurfaceanisotropy (NSA)m odel[25],

H (N SA )

an = � L
X

i

ziX

j= 1

(si� eij)
2
; eij � rij=rij; rij � ri� rj; (3)

where zi is the coordination num ber ofsite ithat for the surface atom s is

sm allerthan the bulk value z and eij isthe unitvectorconnecting the site i

to itsnearestneighborsj:Onecan check thatforthesim plecubic(sc)lattice

thecontributionsfrom thebulk spinsin (3)� s2i = 1 areirrelevantconstants.

Form aterialswith m agneto-crystallinecubicanisotropy H an reads

H (4)

an
= � K

(4)
X

i

�

s
4

ix + s
4

iy + s
4

iz

�

: (4)

ForK (4) > 0,theenergy H (4)
an

hasm inim a forsix orientationsofthetype[100]

and m axim a foreightorientationsoftype[111].

Ifone discards H (4)
an

and H D D I;the Ham iltonian (1) can be generalized for

D -com ponentspin vectors.Thisisusefulasin thelim itD ! 1 theproblem

sim pli�eswhileretaining im portantphysics,seebelow.

2.2 M agnetization of�nite system s

M agnetic particles of�nite size do not show m agnetic ordering at nonzero

tem peraturesatH = 0astheglobalm agnetization oftheparticlecan assum e

allpossible directions (superparam agnetism ).Itisthus convenient to de�ne

two m agnetizations,m and M ;the �rstbeing the m agnetization induced by

them agnetic�eld and thesecond being a m easureoftheshort-rangeorderin

theparticle.Om itting thefactor�0 thatcan berestored later,we�rstde�ne

them agnetization ofa m icroscopicspin con�guration

M =
1

N

X

i

si; (5)
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whereN isthenum berofm agneticatom sin thesystem .Thetherm odynam ic

averageofM yieldswhatwecalltheinduced m agnetization

m = hM i=
1

N

X

i

hsii: (6)

Theintrinsic m agnetization isrelated to thespin correlation function:

M =
q

hM 2i=

v
u
u
t

*  
1

N

X

i

si

! 2+

=
1

N

s X

ij

hsi� sji: (7)

Ifthe tem perature islow and there isno surface anisotropy,allspinsin the

particle arebound togetherby the exchange interaction and M behavesasa

rigid \giantspin",jM j�= M �=1.Ifam agnetic�eld H isapplied,M exhibitsan

average in the direction ofH ;which leadsto a nonzero value ofthe induced

m agnetization m :For isotropic D -com ponent vector m odels (including the

Ising m odel,D = 1)[26]thelatterisgiven by thewellknown form ula

m = M B D (M x); x � N H =T; (8)

whereB D (x)istheLangevin function [B 3(x)= cothx� 1=x fortheisotropic

Heisenberg m odeland B 1(x) = tanhx for the Ising m odel].An im portant

question is whether Eq.(8) rem ains valid at elevated tem peratures where

M = M (T;H ).W ehave shown thatthesuperparam agnetic relation,Eq.(8),

becom esexactforD ! 1 butotherwiseitcontradictstheexactrelation

M
2 = m

2 +
dm

dx
+
(D � 1)m

x
: (9)

Onealso can introducethelocalintrinsic m agnetization M i according to

M i=
1

M

*

si�
1

N

X

j

sj

+

;
1

N

X

i

M i= M : (10)

Thisquantity issm allernearthe boundariesofthe particle than in the core

forthem odelwith fbcbecauseofboundary e�ectsatT > 0:
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3 N anoparticle as a m ulti-spin system :�nite-size vs boundary ef-

fects

Finite-size m agnetic system s with free boundary conditions (fbc) present a

spatially inhom ogeneous m any-body problem .In this section we shallonly

dealwith �nite-sizeversusboundary e�ects,leavingthem oreprofound e�ects

ofthesurfaceanisotropy forthenextsection.Oneoftheinteresting problem s

hereistheinterplaybetween boundarye�ectsduetofbcand the\pure"�nite-

size e�ects.In system sofhypercubic shape,the lattercan be singled outby

using arti�cialperiodic boundary conditions(pbc).The standard m ean-�eld

approxim ation(M FA)andspin-wavetheory(SW T)areinappropriatefor�nite

system s because ofthe Goldstone m ode associated with the globalrotation

ofthem agnetic m om entin zero �eld.Appropriateim provem entsinclude the

so-called D ! 1 m odel(see Sec.3.1) operating at alltem peratures and

the m odi�ed spin-wave theory for �nite m agnets at low tem peratures (see

Sec.3.2).Also theM C routineshould incorporateglobalrotationsofspins,in

addition to theM etropolisalgorithm ofindividualspin rotations.

3.1 D ! 1 m odel

3.1.1 The m odel

Onecan im proveupon theM FA by taking into accountcorrelationsin a wide

tem peraturerangeforbulk and �nitem agnetsby replacing 3-com ponentspin

vectorsin (1)by D -com ponentonesand taking thelim itD ! 1 .Thism odel

was introduced by Stanley [26]who showed that in the bulk its partition

function coincideswith thatoftheexactly solvablesphericalm odel(SM )[27].

On the otherhand,forspatially inhom ogeneousand anisotropic system sthe

D ! 1 m odelistheonly physically acceptablem odelofboth (see,e.g.,Refs.

[28]).So far,theD ! 1 m odelwasonly applied to spatially inhom ogeneous

system sin the planegeom etry [28].In Ref.[10]we extended itto �nite box-

shaped m agnetic system swith freeand periodic boundary conditions.In the

M FA the Curie tem perature ofthe D -com ponent m odelis TM FA
c = J0=D ,

whereJ0 isthezero Fouriercom ponentofJij.Itisconvenientto useT
M FA
c as

theenergy scaleand introducethedim ensionlessvariables

�� T=T
M FA

c ; h � H =J0; �ij � Jij=J0: (11)

For the nearest-neighbor (nn) interaction Jij with z neighbors,�ij is equal

to 1=z ifsitesiand j are nearestneighborsand zero otherwise.In the bulk

the D ! 1 m odelis described by two coupled nonlinear equations forthe
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m agnetization m and theso called gap param eterG:

m =
hG

1� G
; m

2 + �GP(G)= 1; P(G)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

1� G�k
; (12)

whereP(G)isthelatticeGreen function and �k = (coskx + cosky + coskz)=3

is the Fouriertransform of�ij:The Curie tem perature is de�ned by G = 1

and isTc = TM FA
c =W ;i.e.,�c = 1=W ;whereW � P(0)istheW atson integral

(W = 1:51639 for the sc lattice).The system ofequations describing the

inhom ogeneousD ! 1 m odelcan be obtained using the diagram technique

for classicalspin system s [29,30]in the lim it D ! 1 and generalising the

resultsofRef.[28]forspatiallyinhom ogeneoussystem stoincludethem agnetic

�eld h = hez.This is a system ofequations for the average m agnetization

m i� hsziidirected alongthe�eld;gapparam eterG i;andcorrelationfunctions

forthe rem aining \transverse" spin com ponentslabeled by �� 2,i.e.,sij �

D hs�is�ji(alltransverse correlation functionsare the sam e).Thissystem of

equationshastheform

X

j

D ijm j = h;
X

j

D ijsjl= ��il; sii+ m
2

i = 1; (13)

whereD ij � G
� 1

i �ij� �ij istheDyson m atrix and �ilistheKroneckersym bol.

Solvingthissystem ofequationsconsistsindeterm iningm iandsij asfunctions

ofG i from the �rsttwo linear equationsand inserting the solutionsinto the

third nonlinearequation (the constraintequation)thatleadsto a system of

nonlinearequationsforallG i thatisin generalsubjectto num ericalsolution.

Com bining Eqs.(13)resultsin m 2 + �m =(N h)� M 2 = 0 thatyields

m = M
2N M h=�

1+
q

1+ (2N M h=�)2
= M B 1 (N M H =T); (14)

where

M =

v
u
u
t m 2 +

1

N 2

X

ij

sij; B 1 (�)=
2�=D

1+
q

1+ (2�=D )2
(15)

and isB 1 (�)theLangevin function forD � 1.Alternatively Eq.(14)can be

derived from Eq.(9)replacing D � 1) D and neglecting dm =dx in thelim it

D ! 1 and then solving the resulting algebraic equation for m :One can

�nd in the literature form ulae ofthe type m = M sB (N M sH =T),where the

saturationm agnetization M s isusuallyassociated withthebulkm agnetization

atagiven tem perature(see,e.g.,Refs.[31]).In ourcase,Eq.(14)isexactand
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Fig.1.Left:Tem perature dependence ofthe intrinsic m agnetization M ,Eq.(15),

and localm agnetizationsM i,Eq.(10 )in zero �eld.Right:Long-range m agnetiza-

tion pro�le in the direction from the center ofthe cube to the center ofa face at

tem perature�� T=TM FA
c = 0:189714.

M = M (T;H )is de�ned by Eq.(15).Forlarge sizes N ,Eq.(14)describes

two distinct�eld rangesseparated atH � HV where

H V �
TD

N M
: (16)

In therangeH . H V thetotalm agneticm om entofthesystem isdisoriented

by therm aluctuations,m < M .In the range H & H V ,the totalm agnetic

m om entisoriented by the �eld,m approachesM ,and both furtherincrease

with the�eld towardssaturation (m = M = 1)dueto thesuppression ofspin

wavesin thesystem .Thisscenario isinherentto allO (D )m odels[31].

Having established thesuperparam agnetic relation,Eq.(14)we areleftwith

the problem ofcalculating M (T;H ).For the pbc the solution becom es ho-

m ogeneousand one obtains(12)where in P(G)the integralisreplaced by a

sum over discrete wave vectors [10],whereas M =
q

m 2 + �G=[N (1� G)]:

For the m odelwith fbc analyticalsolution is only possible at low and high

tem peratures.At�� 1 sm alldeviationsfrom thecollinearstatewith M = 1

can bedescribed by them odi�ed SW T forarbitrary D ;seeSec. 3.2.

3.1.2 Num ericalresultsand discussion

The m ethod forsolving the D ! 1 m odelconsistsin obtaining the correla-

tion functionssij and m agnetization m i from the�rsttwo linearequationsin

Eq.(13),substitutingthem intothethird equation ofEq.(13),and solvingthe

resulting system ofnonlinearequationsforthegap param eterG i num erically.

Fig.1 (left)showsthetem peraturedependenceoftheintrinsicm agnetization

9
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c
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Fig.2.Field dependenceoftheintrinsic m agnetization M and induced m agnetiza-

tion m for hypercubic lattices with fbc in three and two dim ensions.Dashed line

is a plot ofEq.(14) in which M (H ;T) is replaced by its zero-�eld value.Bulk

m agnetization m b in two and three dim ensionsisshown by solid lines.

M ,Eq.(15),and localm agnetizationsM i,Eq.(10),ofthe 14
3 cubic system

with freeand periodicboundaryconditionsinzero�eld.Forperiodicboundary

conditions,M exceedsthebulk m agnetization atalltem peratures.In particu-

lar,atlow tem peraturesthisisin accord with thepositivesign ofthe�nite-size

correction to them agnetization,Eqs.(24)and (26).Localm agnetizationsat

thecenterofthefacesand edgesand thoseatthecornersdecreasewith tem -

peraturem uch fasterthan them agnetization atthecenter.Onecan see that

below thebulk criticaltem peratureM issm allerthan thebulk m agnetization.

This m eans that the boundary e�ects suppressing M are stronger than the

�nite-sizee�ectsthatincreaseM .Thisisalso seen from thelow-tem perature

expression ofM given in Eq.(24),see also Fig.3.Fig.1 (right) shows the

m agnetization pro�lein thedirection from thecenterofthecubetothecenter

ofa face.Itisseen thatperturbationsdueto thefreeboundariesextend deep

into theparticle,whereastheM FA predicts,on thecontrary,a fastapproach

to a constantm agnetization when m oving away from the boundary [3].This

isa consequence oftheGoldstonem odewhich rendersthecorrelation length

ofan isotropicbulk m agnetin�nitebelow Tc.M C sim ulationsoftheclassical

Heisenberg m odel[3],[4]yield a sim ilarresult(seeFig.14 right).

W e have shown that the criticalindices for the m agnetization at the faces,

edges,and corners are higher than the bulk criticalindex � = 1=2 for the

presentD = 1 m odel.The criticalindex atthe face �1 isthe m oststudied

surfacecriticalindex (see,forareview,Refs.[32]).Theexactsolution ofBray

and M oore[33]forthecorrelation functionsatcriticality in theD = 1 m odel

and application ofthescaling argum entsyield thevalue�1 = 1 (see Table II

in [32]).Exactvaluesoftheedgeand cornerm agnetization indices,�2 and �3,
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seem to be unknown forD = 1 .Cardy [34]used the �rst-order"-expansion

to obtain �2(�) for the edge with an arbitrary angle �.For � = �=2 and

D = 1 in threedim ensionstheresultfortheedgecriticalexponentreads�2 =

13=8+ O ("2)= 1:625+ O ("2).To estim atethem agnetization criticalindices

in ourm odelwehaveperform ed a�nite-size-scalinganalysis(see,forareview,

Ref.[35])assum ing thescaling form M = N � �=�FM (�N
1=�)and plotting the

m agnetization tim esN �=� vs�N 1=�.Here � = 1 isthe criticalindex forthe

correlation length in the bulk and � � T=Tc � 1,where Tc = TM FA
c =W is

the bulk Curie tem perature.Our results for the system with N = 10 and

N = 14 m erge into single \m aster curves" for �1 = 0:86,�2 = 1:33,and

�3 = 1:79,which have been obtained by �tting M / N � �=� atT = Tc,i.e.,

�= �c = 1=W .Notethatourvalue0.86 forthesurfacem agnetization critical

index �1 issubstantially lower than the value �1 = 1 following from scaling

argum ents.Thisdisagreem entisprobably dueto correctionsto scaling which

could bepronounced foroursm alllinearsizesN = 10and 14.A m oree�cient

way forobtaining an accuratevalue of�1 isto perform a sim ilaranalysisfor

thesem i-in�nitem odel.Thelatterwasconsidered analyticallyandnum erically

forT � Tc and H = 0 in [36].W e also m ention the M onte Carlo sim ulations

oftheIsing m odel[37]which yield �1 = 0:80,�2 = 1:28,and �3 = 1:77.

The �eld dependence ofM and m at �xed tem perature,as obtained from

the num ericalsolution ofEqs.(13)forcubic and square system sisshown in

Fig.2.Naturally thenum ericalresultsform con�rm Eq.(14)which describes

both the e�ectoforientation ofthe system ’s m agnetization by the �eld and

the increase ofM in �eld.Using the zero-�eld value ofM in Eq.(14)leads

to a poor result for m as shown by the dashed curve for the 103 system in

Fig.2.The �eld dependence ofthe particle’s m agnetization sim ilar to that

shown in Fig.2forthecubicsystem wasexperim entally obtained forultra�ne

cobaltparticlesin [16],aswellasin a num berofpreviousexperim ents.The

curvesforthesquaresystem in Fig.2illustratethefactthatin twodim ensions

therm aluctuationsarem uch strongerthan in 3d,which leadstolowervalues

ofboth M and m at a given tem perature.The bulk m agnetization m b in

two dim ensions vanishes at zero �eld and it thus goes below the intrinsic

m agnetization M in thelow-�eld region.

3.2 M odi�ed spin-wave theory: Low-tem perature properties and the super-

param agnetic relation

Asbriey discussed in Sec.2,and in m ore detailsin the previoussection,it

isim portantto investigate the precise relation between the induced m agne-

tization m ofEq.(6)and intrinsic m agnetization M ofEq.(7)forthe m ore

realistic Heisenberg m odel,D = 3.To do so,we have developed a �nite-size

spin-wave theory thatyieldsanalyticalresultsatlow tem peratures.W e also
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perform ed sim ulationswith theim proved M onteCarlo technique [38].

3.2.1 Spin-wave theory for�nite-size m agnetic particles

In theabsenceofSA,atlow tem peraturesallspinsin theparticlearestrongly

correlated and form a \giantspin" M de�ned in Eq.(5)which behaves su-

perparam agnetically.In addition,there are internalspin-wave excitationsin

theparticlethatareresponsibleforM (H ;T)< 1 atT > 0.Theseexcitations

can bedescribed perturbatively in sm alldeviationsofindividualspinssifrom

the globaldirection ofM .Thuswe use M =M n with jnj= 1 and insertan

additionalintegration overdM = M D � 1dM dn in thepartition function,

Z =

Z

M D � 1
dM dn

Y

i

dsi�

 

M �
1

N

X

i

si

!

e� H =T
; (17)

and �rstintegrate overthe m agnetization m agnitude M .Thuswe reexpress

the vector argum ent ofthe �-function in the coordinate system speci�ed by

thedirection ofthecentralspin n :

�

 

M �
1

N

X

i

si

!

= �

 

M �
1

N

X

i

(n � si)

!

�

 
1

N

X

i

[si� n(n � si)]

!

:(18)

Then afterintegration overM oneobtains

Z =

Z

dnZ n; Z n =

Z Y

i

dsi�

 
1

N

X

i

[si� n(n � si)]

!

e� H e�
=T
; (19)

whereZ n isthepartition function forthe�xed direction n and

H e� = � (n � H )
X

i

(n � si)�
1

2

X

ij

Jijsi� sj � (D � 1)T ln

"
1

N

X

i

n � si

#

:(20)

In Eq.(19),the �-function says that the sum ofallspins does not have a

com ponent perpendicular to M .This willlead to the absence ofthe k = 0

com ponent ofthe transverse spin uctuations.That is,the global-rotation

Goldstonem odethatistroublesom einthestandard spin-wavetheoryfor�nite

system s,hasbeen transform ed into the integration overthe globaldirection

n in Eq.(19).Z n iscom puted atlow tem perature by expanding H e� up to

bilinearterm sin thetransversespin com ponents� i= si� n(n � si):

H e�
�= E 0 � N n � H +

1

2

X

ij

A ij� i� �j;
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A ij�

"

(D � 1)T=N + n � H +
X

l

Jil

#

�ij � Jij; (21)

where E 0 = � (1=2)
P

ijJij isthe zero-�eld ground-state energy.Next,upon

com puting theresulting Gaussian integralsover� �
i,oneobtains

Z n
�= exp

 
� E0 + N n � H

T

!

N D � 1

"
(2�T)N � 1

Q

k

0A k

N

#(D � 1)=2

; (22)

whereforparticlesofcubicshape

A k = A 0 + Jk � J0; A 0 =
X

i

A ij = (D � 1)T=N + n � H : (23)

Theprim eon theproductin (22)m eansom ittingthek = 0m ode.Resultsfor

particlesofarbitrary shape can be found in Ref.[38].In Eq.(22)the expo-

nentialfactorcorrespondsto rigid spinswhereasthe second factordescribes

spin-wave corrections.The latterm akesthe angulardependence ofZ n m ore

com plicated.Di�erentiating Z with respectto H yieldstheinduced m agneti-

zation m ;then theintrinsicm agnetization M can beobtained from theexact

relation (9),and the validity ofthe superparam agnetic relation (8) can be

checked.

3.2.2 Induced and intrinsic m agnetizations,and superparam agnetic relation

Now weconsiderparticlesofcubicshape(N = N 3)atlow tem peratures.For

both pbc and fbc,we have obtained the following correction to the m agneti-

zation in zero �eld [10,38]

M �= 1� t; t�
D � 1

2

W N T

J0
=
D � 1

2D
W N �; W N =

1

N

X

k

0 1

1� �k
(24)

where W N isthe sum withoutthe k = 0 term .The results forpbc and fbc

di�eronly by thevaluesofthediscretewave vectorsin Eq.(24)[10]:

k� =

8
><

>:

2�n�=N ;pbc

�n�=N ; fbc
; n� = 0;1;:::;N � 1 (25)

where�= x;y;z:Thissubtledi�erenceisresponsibleform uch strongerther-

m aluctuationsin thefbcm odeldueto boundary e�ects.Thelim itN ! 1
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Fig.3.Lattice sum sW N forcubic system swith free and periodicboundary condi-

tions.W = 1:51639 isthe bulk valueforthesc lattice.

ofW N istheso-called W atson’sintegralW = P(0)ofEq.(12).Thedi�erence

between W N and W hasdi�erentsignsforpbcand fbcm odels[10]

� N �
W N � W

W
�=

8
>><

>>:

�
0:90

N
; pbc

9ln(1:17N )

2�W N
;fbc:

(26)

Therefore,Fig.3 showsthatthecoe�cientin thelinear-�term in Eq.(24)is

sm allerthan in the bulk forthe pbc system and greaterforthe fbc system .

Thatis,boundary e�ectssuppresstheintrinsicm agnetization atlow tem per-

atureswhile�nite-sizee�ectslead to itsincrease.Fig.3 showsthatboundary

e�ectsrendera largercontribution than the�nite-sizee�ects,m aking thenet

m agnetization wellbelow thatofthebulk.

The �eld dependence ofm and M isde�ned by the expansion ofthe lattice

Green function forsm allgaps,1� G � 1

ePN (G)=
1

N

X

k

0 1

1� G�k

�= W N �

8
><

>:

cN N (1� G);N2(1� G)� 1

c0
p
1� G; N2(1� G)� 1;

(27)

where forthe sc lattice c0 = (2=�)(3=2)3=2 and the num ericalresults forcN
can,forN � 1,be�tted as

cN
�=

8
><

>:

0:384� 1:05=N ;pbc

1:90� 1:17=N ; fbc:
(28)
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Thespin-wavegap 1� G dependson thetem peratureand �eld;ForH � HV

[see Eq.(16)]the gap approachesitszero-�eld value while forH � H V one

has1� G �= h � H =J0:ThusEq.(27)de�nesonem orecrossoverin �eld,the

crossoverbetween its�rstand second linesat

H S �
J0

N 2=3
=

J0

N 2
� H V =

TD

N M
=

�J0

N M
: (29)

In the �eld range H � H S the discreteness ofthe lattice can be neglected

and thebulk result�M �
p
H isreproduced.In them ostinteresting region

H � H S oneobtains

M �= 1� t+ 2�xB (x); ��
(D � 1)cN

4N 2

�
T

J0

�2

: (30)

On the other hand,Eq.(30) describes a crossover from the quadratic �eld

dependenceofM atlow �eld,x � 1;tothelineardependenceatx � 1:Note

thatforx � 1;where m �= M and a rigid m agnetic m om entwould saturate,

m continuesto increase linearly asm �= 1� t+ 2�x:Thisisdue to the �eld

dependenceoftheintrinsicm agnetization M .Athigher�eldsthereisanother

crossover to the standard spin-wave theory expression for M .Approxim ate

expressionsforM in thedi�erent�eld rangesare

M �= 1� t+

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

D � 1

2D
cN

 
H N 2

J0

! 2

; H � H V

D � 1

2
cN

N H T

J20
; H V � H � H S

D � 1

2
c0
T

J0

�
H

J0

�1=2

;H S � H � J0:

(31)

A sim pleanalysisshows[38]thatthesuperparam agneticrelation (8)isavery

good approxim ation for not too sm allsystem s,N � 1 in the whole range

below Tc:Thedeviation from Eq.(8)iscontrolled by thesm allparam eter�

ofEq.(30).AboveTc;however,deviationsfrom Eq.(8)arelarge,exceptfor

them odelwith D ! 1 :In theclosevicinity ofTc,thereisa crossoverto the

high-tem peratureform ofEq.(8)given by thefunction B 1 (x)ofEq.(15).

Them odi�ed SW T developed abovecan beapplied to study inhom ogeneities

in thefbcm odel.Thelocalintrinsic m agnetization de�ned by Eq.(10)shows

strongertem peraturedependenceneartheboundary than theaveraged M �=

1� tofEq.(24).Thebiggeste�ectofthesurfaceisnaturally attained atthe

cornersofthecubewhereM i
�= 1� 8t,atH = 0 [38].
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Fig.4.Com parison ofthe theoreticaland M C resultsforthe �eld dependencesof

the m agnetizationsM and m fortheHeisenberg m odelatT = Tc=4.

3.2.3 M C sim ulations

HereweapplyourM onteCarlotechniquethataccountsfortheglobal-rotation

Goldstonem odeto com putetheinduced and intrinsicm agnetizations,and to

investigate thesuperparam agneticrelation between them ,fortheHeisenberg

m odelwith fbc.OurresultsforIsing m odelcan befound in [38].

First ofall,in Fig.4 we com pare theoreticalpredictions ofour analytical

calculationswithin spin-wave theory forthe Heisenberg m odelwith ourM C

results at T = Tc=4;where Tc = 0:722TM FA
c is the actualbulk Curie tem -

perature.Forthe sm allsize N = 53 the square-root�eld dependence ofthe

m agnetization (third lineofEq.(31))doesnotariseand �nite-sizecorrections

are very im portant.ForM one should use Eq.(30)with tgiven by Eq.(24)

with num erically com puted W N = 1:99 and cN = 1:66 forthe fbc m odel[cf.

Eqs.(26)and (28)].Thisyieldst’ 0:119 and �’ 1:20� 10� 4.Thetheoreti-

caldependence M (H )ispractically a straightline which goesslightly above

theM C points.Thissm alldiscrepancy can beexplained by thefactthatthe

applicability criterion forouranalyticalm ethod,t� 1;isnotfully satis�ed

atT = Tc=4,and a betteragreem entisachieved atlowertem peratures.For

com parison we also plot the theoreticalM (H ) for the m odelwith periodic

boundary conditions.HereonehasW N = 1:25 and cN = 0:20,thust’ 0:075

and �’ 1:45� 10� 5,soM (H )goesnoticeably higherand with am uch sm aller

slope.Thequadratic�eld dependenceofM in theregion x . 1 isnotseen at

thislow tem perature since the value of� isvery sm alland thusm uch m ore

accurateM C sim ulationswould beneeded.W ealso plotin Fig.4 theanalyt-

icalresultforthe �eld dependence ofm [38]which favorably com pareswith

ourM C data.Fig.5 (left)showsthe intrinsic m agnetization M and induced

m agnetization m versusthescaled �eld x � N H =T fordi�erenttem peratures.
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peratures.Right:Scaled graph form =M .TheoreticalcurvesB 3(x)= cothx � 1=x

forT � Tc and B 1 (x)forT � Tc are shown by solid lines.

W e see thatthe particle’sm agnetic m om entisaligned and thusm � M for

x & 1,ifT � Tc.At T � Tc the �eld alignsindividualspins,and this re-

quiresH & T,i.e.,x & N .ThequadraticdependenceofM (H )atsm all�elds

m anifestsitselfstrongly atelevated tem peratures.

The results of Fig.5 (right) show that the superparam agnetic relation of

Eq.(8)with M = M (T;H )isa very good approxim ation everywhere below

Tc,fortheHeisenberg m odel.Thisalso holdsfortheIsing m odel[38].On the

otherhand,above Tc Eq.(8)with the function B 1 (x)ofEq.(15)isobeyed.

The di�erence between these lim iting expressions decreases with increasing

num berD ofspin com ponentsand disappearsin thesphericallim it(D ! 1 ).

4 A nanoparticleasa m ulti-spin system :E�ectofsurfaceanisotropy

Surface anisotropy causes large deviations from the bulk behavior that are

m uch stronger than just the e�ect of free boundaries. Also SA exerts in-

uence upon the coercive �eld.Here we �rst consider m agnetic structures

and hysteresisloopsatzero tem perature induced by a strong transverse sur-

face anisotropy (TSA).Then forthe m ore physically plausible N�eel’ssurface

anisotropy (NSA)weinvestigateanalytically and num erically itscontribution

to the e�ective anisotropic energy ofthe particle in the case when the NSA

isweak in com parison to the exchange.Afterthatwe study the e�ectofthe

NSA at�nitetem peraturesusingtheM C technique.In theend ofthissection

we investigate the therm aland spatialdependence ofthe m agnetization ofa

m aghem iteparticle.
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Fig.6.Hysteresisfor = �=4,j= 102,N = 10 (N = 360)and di�erentks.

4.1 M agneticstructureandhysteresisatT = 0:Transversesurfaceanisotropy

Here we study the e�ectofTSA on the hysteresis loop and the angularde-

pendence ofthe switching �eld.W e construct an e�ective Stoner-W ohlfarth

(SW )astroid forasingle-dom ain sphericalparticlewith freesurfaces,asim ple

cubic(sc)crystalstructure,ferrom agneticexchange J;uniaxialanisotropy in

thecoreK c,and theTSA ofstrength K s.Using theHam iltonian (1)without

the DDI at T = 0;we solve the coupled Landau-Lifshitz equations (LLE)

foreach spin in the particle [11]untila stationary state isattained. In [39]

thesam em ethod wasused forstudying hysteresisloopsin nanoparticleswith

a random bulk or surface-only anisotropy.Here we address the question of

whether one can stilluse the sim ple SW m odelfor a nanoparticle endowed

with strongsurfacee�ects.W eshow thatitissoaslongasK s . J:Otherwise

switching oftheparticle’sm agnetization occursvia thereversalofclustersof

spins,invalidating thesim pleSW m odel.

W econsiderK s and exchangecoupling on thesurfaceasfreeparam eterssince

therearesofarnode�niteexperim entalestim ationsofthem ,whereasthecore

param etersaretaken asforthebulk system .In thesequel,weusethereduced

param eters,j� J=Kc;ks � Ks=K c.

Fig.6 shows that when ks becom es com parable with j,the hysteresis loop

exhibitsm ultiplejum ps,which can beattributed to theswitching ofdi�erent
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spin clusters containing surface spins whose easy axes m ake the sam e angle

with the �eld direction.The hysteresisloop ischaracterized by two �eld val-

ues:Onethatm arksthelim itofm etastability,called thecritical�eld orthe

saturation �eld,and the otherthatm arksthe m agnetization switching,and

iscalled theswitching�eld orthecoercive�eld.Thisprogressiveswitching of

spinsisillustrated in Fig.7 forsim plicity forthenon-interacting case.

h = –1.47 h = 0.47 h = 0.52

h = 0.56 h = 0.64 h = 1.47

Fig.7.M agneticstructuresin them iddleplaneoftheparticlewith N = 360 in the

TSA m odelforj= 0,ks = 1, = �=4 and di�erent�elds.

Forsm allvaluesofks=j � 0:01 the TSA m odelrendershysteresisloopsand

lim it-of-m etastabilitycurvesthatscalewith theSW resultsforallvaluesofthe

angle between thecoreeasy axisand theapplied �eld,thescaling constant

being N c=N < 1,seein Fig.8.

Forlargervaluesofks=j,butks=j. 0:2,westillhavethesam ekind ofscaling

butthecorresponding constantnow dependson theangle between thecore

easy axisand �eld direction.Thisisreected by a deform ation ofthe lim it-

of-m etastability curve (see Fig.9a).M oreprecisely,thelatterisdepressed in

thecoreeasy direction and enhanced in theperpendiculardirection.However,

thereisstillonly onejum p in thehysteresisloop im plyingthatthem agnetiza-

tion reversalcan beconsidered asuniform .Forks=j& 1,thereappearm ultiple

stepsin the hysteresis loop associated with the switching ofspin clusters.It

m akesthehysteresisloop both qualitatively and quantitatively di�erentfrom

those ofthe SW m odel,asthe m agnetization reversalcan no longerbe con-

sidered asuniform .In addition,in the presentcase,there are two m ore new

features:thevaluesoftheswitching �eld arem uch higherthan in SW m odel,

and m oreim portantly,itsbehaviorasa function oftheparticle’ssizeisoppo-

sitetothatofthepreviouscases(com pareFigs.8aand 9b).M oreprecisely,in

thiscaseone�ndsthatthis�eld increaseswhen theparticle’ssizeislowered.

Thisisin agreem entwith theexperim entalobservationsin nanoparticles(see,

e.g.,[14]forcobaltparticles).The whole situation issum m arized in Fig.10

whereweplotthecritical�eld hc asafunction of~ks � ks=jfordi�erentvalues

ofthe surface-to-core ratio ofthe exchange coupling.Forlarge values ofks;
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surface spinsare aligned along theirradialeasy axes,and because ofstrong

exchangecoupling they also drivecorespinsin theirswitching process,which

requiresa very strong �eld to be com pleted.The value ofks where hc jum ps

up (e.g.,= 1 forJs=J = 1)m arks the passage from a regim e where scaling

with theSW resultsispossible(eitherwith a  -dependentorindependentco-

e�cient)to thesecond regim ewherethisscaling isno longerpossiblebecause

ofcom pletely di�erentswitching processes.

To estim ate K s and the critical�eld,consider a 4 nm cobalt particle offcc

crystalstructure,forwhich the lattice spacing isa = 3:554�A,and there are

4 cobalt atom s per unit cell.The (bulk) m agneto-crystalline anisotropy is

K c ’ 3� 10� 17 erg/spin or2:7� 106 erg/cm 3,and thesaturation m agnetization

isM s ’ 1422em u/cm 3.Theswitching �eld isgiven by H c = (2K c=M s)hc.For

 = 0,~kcs = 1 and hc = 15,so H c ’ 6T.On the otherhand,~kcs = 1 m eans

thatthee�ectiveexchange�eld experienced by a spin on thesurfaceisofthe

orderoftheanisotropy �eld,i.e.zSJ=2� 2Ks.Then using J ’ 8m ev weget

K s ’ 5:22� 10� 14erg/spin,orusing thearea persurfacespin (approxim ately

a2=8),K s ’ 5erg/cm 2.Forthecaseof = �=4,~kcs ’ 0:2 and hc ’ 0:3,which

leadsto H c ’ 0:1T and K s ’ 1:2� 10� 14erg/spin or1:2erg/cm 2.

4.2 Surface contribution to the energy ofm agnetic nanoparticles:NSA

W e calculate the contribution ofthe NSA [25]to the e�ective anisotropy of

m agnetic nanoparticles ofsphericalshape cut out ofa sim ple cubic lattice.

The e�ective anisotropy arisesbecause ofdeviationsofatom ic m agnetic m o-
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Fig.11.M agnetic structure in the plane z = 0 ofa sphericalnanoparticle oflinear

size N = 15 with L=J = 2 forthe globalm agnetization directed along [110].

m entsfrom collinearity and dependenceoftheenergy on theorientation ofthe

globalm agnetization with respecttocrystallographicdirections.W eshow [40]

thattheresultissecond orderin theNSA constant,scaleswith theparticle’s

volum e,and hascubicsym m etry with preferred directions[� 1;� 1;� 1].

Asshown m any tim esbefore,asthe size ofthe m agnetic particle decreases,

surface e�ects becom e m ore and m ore pronounced.In m any cases surface

atom syield a contribution totheanisotropy energy thatscaleswith particle’s

surface,i.e.,to thee�ective volum e anisotropy decreasing with theparticle’s

linear size R as K V;e� = K V + K S=R;as was observed in a num ber ofex-

perim ents (see,e.g.,Refs.[16],[41]).The 1=R surface contribution to K V;e�

isin accord with the picture ofallm agnetic atom stightly bound by the ex-

change interaction while only surface atom sfeelthe surface anisotropy.This

isde�nitely true form agnetic �lm swhere a huge surface contribution to the

e�ectiveanisotropyhasbeen observed.Thesam eholdsforcobaltnanoclusters

ofthe form oftruncated octahedrons[42]where contributionsfrom di�erent

faces,edges,and apexescom pete,resultingin anonzero,although signi�cantly

reduced,surfacecontribution to K V;e�.

However,forsym m etric particle’sshapessuch ascubesorspheres,the sym -

m etry leadstovanishingofthis�rst-ordercontribution.In thiscaseonehasto

take into accountdeviationsfrom the collinearity ofatom ic spinsthatresult

from the com petition ofthe surface anisotropy and exchange interaction J.

Theresulting m agneticstructures(forthesim pli�ed radialSA m odel)can be

found in [39],[43],[11](seealso Fig.11 fortheNSA).In thecaseL & J devi-

ationsfrom collinearity arevery strong,and itisdi�cult,ifnotim possible,to
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particle size in the scaled form for L=J = 0:1 and 0.01.The scaling is valid for

N . J=L,and itsviolation forL=J = 0:1 isseen in the rightpartofthe�gure.

characterizetheparticlebyaglobalm agnetizationsuitableforthede�nition of

thee�ective anisotropy.ForL � J them agneticstructureisnearly collinear

with sm alldeviationsthatcan becom puted perturbatively in L=J � 1.The

globalm agnetization vectorm 0 [thisisthesam easthevectorde�ned in (6)]

can be used to de�ne the anisotropic energy ofthe whole particle.The key

point is that deviations from collinearity,and thereby the particle’s energy,

depend on theorientation ofm 0,even fora particleofa sphericalshape,due

to the crystallattice.To illustrate thisidea,we neglectthe bulk anisotropy

and theDDIin theHam iltonian (1).Fora sclatticeEq.(3)reducesto

H (N SA )

an =
X

i

H
(N SA )

an;i ; H
(N SA )

an;i =
L

2

X

�= x;y;z

zi�s
2

i�; (32)

wherezi� = 0;1;2 arethenum bersofavailablenearestneighborsoftheatom

ialong theaxis�:Onecan seethattheNSA isin generalbiaxial.ForL > 0

and zi� = 0 < zi� = 1 < zi = 2 the �-axisisthe easy axisand the -axisis

the hard axis.Ifthe localm agnetic m om entssi are alldirected along one of

thecrystallographic axes�,then theanisotropy �eldsH A i = � @HA i=@si are

alsodirected along�and arethuscollinearwith si.Hence,atleastforL � J,

there are no deviations from collinearity ifthe globalm agnetization m 0 is

directed along oneofthecrystallographic axes.Forotherorientationsofm 0,

the vectorssi and H A i are notcollinear,since then atleasttwo com ponents

ofsi are non zero,and the transverse com ponent ofH A i with respect to si
causesa slightcanting ofsi and thereby a deviation from the collinearity of

m agnetizationson di�erentsites.Thisadjustm entofthem agnetization tothe

surface anisotropy lowersthe energy.Aswe shallsee,thise�ectisstrongest

for the [� 1,� 1,� 1]orientations ofm0.For both signs ofL these are easy

orientations,whereas[� 1;0;0];[0;� 1;0];and [0;0;� 1]arehard orientations.
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To solve theproblem num erically,we have to �x the globalm agnetization of

the particle in a desired direction �0 (j�0j= 1)by using the energy function

with a vectorLagrangem ultiplier�:

F = H � N �� (�� �0); ��

P

isi

j
P

isij
: (33)

To m inim izeF wenum erically integratetheevolution equations

_si= � [si� [si� Fi]]; Fi� � @F =@si

_�= @F =@�= � N (�� �0): (34)

startingfrom si= �0 = m 0 and �= 0;untilthestationarystateisattained and

an energy m inim um isfound.Ournum ericalresultsforthem agneticenergy of

sphericalparticlesasa function oftheorientation oftheglobalm agnetization

areshown in Fig.12 (left).Fig.12 (right)showsdi�erencesbetween thebasic

directions[001],[011],and [111].Itisseen that�E =N ! constforN ! 1

lim it,i.e.,�E scalewith theparticle’svolum eV / N .

Toanalyticallysolvetheproblem inthecontinuouslim it,wereplaceinEq.(32)

thenum berofnearestneighborsofa surfaceatom by itsaveragevalue

zi� ) zi� = 2� jn�j=m axfjnxj;jnyj;jnzjg: (35)

Heren� isthe�-com ponentofthenorm altothesurfacen.Thesurface-energy

density can then beobtained by dropping theconstantterm and m ultiplying

Eq.(32)by thesurfaceatom icdensity f(n)= m axfjnxj;jnyj;jnzjg:

E S(m ;n)= �
L

2

h

jnxjm
2

x + jnyjm
2

y + jnzjm
2

z

i

: (36)

Atequilibrium theLandau-Lifshitzequation reads

m � He� = 0; H e� = H A + J�m : (37)

Forsm alldeviationsfrom collinearity onecan seek foritssolution in theform

m (r)�= m
0
+  (r;m 0);  � j j� 1 (38)

where isthesolution oftheinternalNeum ann boundary problem

� = 0;
@ 

@r

�
�
�
�
�
r= R

= f(m ;n)
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f= �
1

J

"
dE S(m ;n)

dm
�

 
dE S(m ;n)

dm
� m

!

m

#

: (39)

Thisequation can besolved with thehelp oftheGreen function G(r;r0)(see

Ref.[40]),and the�nalresultforthesecond-orderenergy contribution is

E2 �=
1

2�J

Z Z

S

d
2
rd

2
r
0
G(r;r0)E S(m ;n)E S(m ;n

0): (40)

Taking into accountthecubicsym m etry and com puting num erically a double

surfaceintegralonecan writetheresultofEq.(40)as

E2 �= �
L2N

J0

�

m
4

x + m
4

y + m
4

z

�

; �= 0:53465; (41)

where J0 = zJ = 6J:Thisde�nesthe large-N asym ptotesin Fig.12 (right)

shown by thehorizontallines.

Theanalyticalresultsaboveisvalid forparticlesizesN in therange

1� N � J=L: (42)

The lowerboundary isthe applicability condition ofthe continuousapproxi-

m ation.Since the surface ofa nanoparticle ism ade ofatom ic terracessepa-

rated by atom ic steps,each terrace and each step with itsown form ofNSA

[seeEq.(32)],thevariation ofthelocalNSA along thesurfaceisvery strong.

Approxim ating thisvariation by a continuousfunction according to Eq.(35)

requirespretty largeparticlesizesN .Thisism anifested by aslow convergence

to the large-N resultsin Fig.12 (right).The upperboundary in Eq.(42)is

the applicability condition ofthe linear approxim ation in  .For N & J=L

deviationsfrom the collinearstateare strong,and the e�ective anisotropy of

a m agneticnanoparticlecannotbeintroduced.

Aswehaveseen in Eq.(41),thecontribution ofthesurfaceanisotropy to the

overallanisotropy ofa m agneticparticlescaleswith itsvolum eV / N 3 � N .

This surprising result is due to the penetration ofperturbations from the

surface deeply into the bulk.Ifa uniaxialbulk anisotropy K c was present

in the system ,perturbationsfrom the surface would be screened atthe bulk

correlation length (orthedom ain-wallwidth)��
q

J=K c.Then forN & �the

contribution ofthesurfaceanisotropy to theoverallanisotropy would scaleas

thesurface:E2 � (L2=J)N 2�.Fornottoolargeparticles,N . �,contributions

ofboth anisotropies to the anisotropic energy are additive and scale as the

volum e.Ifthe bulk anisotropy is cubic,both contributions have the sam e

cubicsym m etry [c.f.Eqs.(4)and (41)],and theexperim entshould providea
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value ofthe e�ective cubic anisotropy di�erentform the bulk value [42].For

the uniaxialbulk anisotropy,the two contributionshave di�erentfunctional

form s.Even ifthebulk anisotropy isdom inantso thattheenergy m inim a are

realized form kez,thesurfaceanisotropy m akestheenergy dependenton the

azim uthalangle ’.Thism odi�esparticle’senergy barrierby creating saddle

pointsand strongly inuencestheprocessoftherm alactivation [44].

Forsm alldeviationsfrom thecubicorsphericalshape,i.e.,forweakly elliptic

or weakly rectangular particles,there should em erge a corresponding weak

�rst-order contribution E1 that would add up with our second-order contri-

bution.Foran ellipsoid with axesa and b= a(1+ �);� � 1,the anisotropy

energy scaleswith thesurface,E1 � LN 2=3�m 2
z [cf.Eq.(41)],so that

E2

E1
�
L

J

N

�
(43)

can belargeeven forL=J � 1:

TheN�eelconstantL isin m ostcasespoorly known.However,form etallicCo

[45]quotesthevalueofsurfaceanisotropy � 1:5� 108 erg/cm 3,i.e.,L � � 10

K.This ism uch sm aller than J � 103 K,which m akes ourtheory valid for

particle sizesup to N � J=L � 100,according to Eq.(42).Forthislim iting

sizeonehasE2=E1 � 1=�thatislargefornearly sphericalparticles,�� 1.

4.3 Surface e�ectson the m agnetization ofa nanoparticle atT > 0:M C

In thissection,weconsiderm orerealisticm odelofround-shaped (sphericalor

ellipsoidal)nanoparticleofsim plecubicorspinelcrystallinestructure,uniaxial

orcubicanisotropy in thecore,and transverseorN�eelanisotropy on thesur-

face,described bytheHam iltonian de�ned byEqs.(1),(2),(4),and (3).Using

varioustechniques explained above,we com pute the m agnetization,induced

and intrinsic,asa function oftem peratureand applied m agnetic�eld,fordif-

ferentvaluesofthesurfaceanisotropy constantand exchangecoupling [4][46].

W e shallm ainly focus on novelfeatures stem m ing from the com bination of

anisotropy,�eld and tem peraturee�ectson them agnetization.

4.3.1 Ferrom agnetic particleswith N�eel’ssurface anisotropy

In oursim ulationsweconsiderthecoreferrom agneticcouplingJc and uniaxial

anisotropyK c = 0:01Jc:On thesurfaceweadoptJs = Jc,whiletheanisotropy

is given by the N�eelexpression (3) with constant K s = 0:1Jc.W e ignore

the DDI for sim plicity.In particular,we are interested in how anisotropy

a�ects the superparam agnetic relation (8) that has been shown to hold at
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L(x)= cothx � 1=x.

alltem peraturesbelow Tc forisotropicsystem s.Asno analyticalcalculations

are possible here,we resort to the M onte Carlo technique with globalspin

rotations.In Fig.13 (left)weplotthecore,surfaceand netm agnetizationsof

ananoparticleof257spins,asfunctionsoftem peraturein zerom agnetic�eld.

These results do con�rm what was obtained from the sphericalm odel[see

Fig.1 (left)]forisotropic box-shaped system s,nam ely thatboundary e�ects

suppress the m agnetization,and here we see thatthise�ect isenhanced by

theSA.A drastice�ectoftheSA isclearly seen in the�eld dependenceofthe

scaled induced m agnetization m asshown in Fig.13 (right)atT = TM F A
c =8.

In thepresenceofastrongSA thesuperparam agneticrelation (8)isnolonger

valid,and m =M strongly deviatesfrom theLangevin function.
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N = 3766,m agnetization ofthe bulk system ,and thatofthe cube with the spinel

structure and periodic boundary conditions (PBC) with N = 403.Right:Spatial

variation ofthe net m agnetization ofa sphericalnanoparticle of3140 spins,as a

function ofthenorm alized particleradius,for�core � T=Tcorec � 1,and �core = 0:5,

�core ’ 1� .
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4.3.2 M aghem ite (-Fe2O 3)nanoparticles

In this section we dealwith the ferrim agnetic m aghem ite nanoparticles (-

Fe2O 3) having spinel crystalline structure, sum m arizing the results of [4],

[46].Thistim e we include the DDIin the Ham iltonian ofEq.(1).The bulk

anisotropy in such m aterialsiscubic,stillwe are using a uniaxialanisotropy

to sim plify the study ofe�ectsthatare ofm ore interestto ushere.W e con-

siderm aghem iteparticlesofvarioussizes(N ’ 103� 105 thatcorrespond toa

radiusof2-3.5nm )and with thephysicalpropertiesin thecore(spinelcrystal

structurewith lacuna,exchangeand dipolarinteractions,anisotropy constant,

etc.)asthoseofthebulk,exceptthattheanisotropy istaken asuniaxial.W e

usetheTSA m odelwith K s = 0:06 erg/cm 2.Allspinsin thecoreand on the

surface are identicalbut interact via di�erent couplings depending on their

locus in the lattice.W e assum e that the exchange interactions between the

core and surface spins are the sam e as those inside the core.Although we

treatonly the crystallographically \ideal" surface,we do allow fora scatter

in theexchange constantson thesurface.In contrast,in Refs.[12]itwasas-

sum ed thatallexchange interactionsare the sam e butthere waspostulated

theexistence ofa fraction ofm issing bondson thesurface.

In Fig.14(left),weseethatthesurfacem agnetization decreasesm orerapidly

than thecorem agnetization asthetem peratureincreases.M oreover,itisseen

thateven the(norm alized)corem agnetization persitedoesnotreach itssat-

uration value of1 atvery low tem peratures,which showsthatthe m agnetic

orderin thecoreisdisturbed by thesurface.Thism ayalsobeduetolacunain

thespinelstructure.In Fig.14(right)weplotthespatialevolution ofthelocal

m agnetization from thecenterto theborderoftheparticle,atdi�erenttem -

peratures.Atalltem peraturesitdecreaseswith distance from thecenter.At

high tem peratures,thelocalm agnetization exhibitsa tem perature-dependent

jum p,and then continues to decrease.This indicates that there is a radius

within which the m agnetization assum es relatively large values.This result

agreeswith thatof[3]wherethisradiuswascalled them agnetic radius.

5 C onclusion

W ehavedem onstrated by di�erentanalyticaland num ericalm ethodstheim -

portance ofaccounting for the m agnetization inhom ogeneities in m agnetic

nanoparticles,especially in the presence ofSA.The latterm akesthe m agne-

tization inhom ogeneous even at T = 0 and in generalm odi�es the relation

between the intrinsic and induced m agnetizations.It also changes the m ag-

netization switching m echanism ,sinceforlargeSA theparticle’sspinsswitch

cluster-wise.Forsm allSA we were able to calculate the spin canting in the

particle analytically and to obtain a novelsecond order contribution to the
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particle’s overallanisotropy.It rem ains to generalize this result for nonzero

bulk anisotropy.Anotherim portanttask isto study dynam icalim plications

ofthem any-body e�ectsin m agneticnanoparticles.
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