arXiv.cond-mat/0310694v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 29 Oct 2003

M agnetic nanoparticles asm any-spin system s

H .K achkachi® and D .A .G aranin®

@Laboratoire de M agnetism e et d’O ptique, U niversite de Versailles St. Q uentin,
45 av. des EtatsUnis, 78035 Versailks, France

b nstitut fiir P hysik, Johannes-G utenberg-U niversitat, D 55099 M ainz, G emm any

A bstract

W e present a review of recent advances in the study ofm any-body e ects n m ag—
netic nanoparticles. C onsidering classical spins on a lattice coupled by the exchange
Interaction in the presence of the buk and surface anisotropy, we investigate the
e ectsof nite size, free boundaries, and surface anisotropy on the average and local
m agnetization for zero and nite tem peratures and m agnetic elds. Superparam —
agnetism ofm agnetic particles necessitates Introducing two di erent, induced and
Intrinsic, m agnetizations. W e check the validity of the m uch used relation between
them within di erent theoretical m odels. W e show that the com petition between
the exchange and surface anisotropy leads to spin canting dependent on the ordien—
tation of the average m agnetization w ith respect to the crystallographic axes and
thus to a second-order e ective anisotropy ofthe particle.W e have also Investigated
the sw itching m echanisn of the m agnetization upon varying the surface anisotropy
constant. Som e cases of m ore realistic particles are also dealt with.
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1 Introduction

M agnetic nanoparticles, or nanoscale m agnetic systam s, have generated con—
tinuous interest since late 1940s as the investigation of their properties tumed
out to be challenging from both scienti ¢ and technological point of view . In

1949, In a pioneering work [l], Neel set the pace towards understanding of
the m agnetic behavior of nanoparticles, leading to an in portant developm ent
of fiindam ental theories of m agnetism and m odeling of m agnetic m aterals,
as well as ram arkable technological advances, eg., In the area of infom ation

storage and data processing, fostering the developm ent of m agnetorecording
m edia w ith Increasingly higher densities. N anoparticks, as com pared to bulk
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m aterials, possess very in portant novel properties such as enhanced rem a—
nence and giant ocoercivity, as well as exponentially slow relaxation at low
tam perature due to anisotropy barriers, which ensures great stability of the
Inform ation stored. H ow ever, nanoparticles becom e superparam agnetic [1] at

nie tem peratures for very an all sizes, and this is an in paim ent to the in—
fom ation storage. O n the other hand, discovery of superparam agnetism that
resuls from them ally activated crossing of the anisotropy energy barrer by
the m agnetic m om ent of the particle opened a rich area to the application of
nonequilbbrium statisticalm echanics. T here arem ainly two types of nanopar-
ticle sam ples: i) A ssam blies of, eg., cobalt, nickel orm aghem ite, nanoparticles
w ith volum e distrbution and random ly oriented axes of m agnetocrystalline
anisotropy; i) Isolated singl particles of cobal or nickel that can be probed
by them icro-SQU ID technique R].W hile m ost of the experin ents have been
done on assam blies, isolated particlkes are m ore im portant both as units of
Inform ation storage and as a physical system .

In the Investigation of the static properties of m agnetic nanoparticles a great
dealofwork up to date hasbeen based on theM onte Carlo M C) technigue. In
addition to num erous sin ulations of the Ising m odel, this technigue has been
used w ith the m ore adequate classical H eisenberg m odel to sin ulate idealized
isotropic m odels w ith sin ple cubic (sc) lattice and spherical shape in Ref. [B].
M agnetic nanoparticles w ith realistic Jattice structure were recently sim ulated
In Ref. #] taking into acoount the surface anisotropy (SA ) and DD I.

On the other hand, in m ost of theoretical approaches to the dynam ics of a
an allm agnetic particle the latter is considered as a single m agnetic m om ent.
This is the one—spin approxim ation that is only valid for particks that are
not too large and thus are sihgle-dom ain, and not too an all to be free from

surface e ects. Letting apart soin tunneling (see, eg., Ref. b)) that becom es
In portant for extrem ely am all sizes such as those of m olecular m agnets, the
m agneticm om ent can overcom e the anisotropy-energy barrier and thus reverse
its direction, at least n two ways El- E ither under applied m agnetic eld
that suppresses the barrier, or via them al uctuations. T he fom er, at zero
tam perature, is well describbed for particles w ith the uniaxial anisotropy by
the StonerW ohlfarth m odel [7]. Them ally activated crossing of the energy
barrier is described by the NeelB rown m odel B] and is extensions (see, eg.,
Refs. P)) . At elevated tem peratures, rotation ofthem agnetization in m aterials
w ith strong anisotropy is always acoom panied by changing itsm agnitude. T his
results n a shrinking of the StonerW ohlfarth astroid as described by the
m odi ed Landau theory [10], and (qualitatively) con m ed by experin ents
Bl

! It has quite recently been shown [6], experin entally and theoretically, that e —
cient m agnetization sw itching can be triggered by transverse eld pulsesofa dura—
tion that is half the precession period.



Both StonerW ohlfarth and NeelBrown m odels have been con m ed by ex—
perim ents on individual cobal particles R]. However for m agnetic particles
w ith strong surface anisotropy m agnetization sw itching occurs as the result
of successive sw itching of lndividual (or clusters of) soins inside the particke
[L1]. Such deviations from the one-spin approxin ation have been observed In
m etallic particles [14], [16], and ferrite particles [12], [L3]. D eviations from
the one-spin approxim ation and tem perature e ects lad to the absence of
m agnetization saturation at high elds [14], [15], [L6], shifted hysteresis loops
after cooling In eld, and eld dependence of the m agnetization at very low
team peratures. The lJatter e ect hasbeen clarly identi ed in dilute assem blies
of m aghem ite particles [17] of 4 nm in diam eter. In addition, aging e ects
have been cbserved In single partickes of cobal and have been attrbuted to
the oxidation of the sam ple surface Into antiferrom agnetic CoO (see R] and
references therein.) . It was argued that the m agnetization reversal of a ferro-
m agnetic particle w ith antiferrom agnetic shell is govemed by two m echanisn s
that are supposed to result from the soin frustration at the coreshell interface
ofthe particle. Som e ofthe above-m entioned novel features arem ost likely due
to m agnetic disorder at the surface w hich induces a canting of soins inside the
particle, or n other words, an inhom ogeneous m agnetic state. Thise ect was

rst observed w ith the help ofM osdauer spectroscopy by Coey [L8] and later
by M orrish and Haneda (see [19] for a review ), and later by P rene et al. R0]
(see also the recent article R1]). To sum up, the picture of a single-dom ain
m agnetic particke w ith all soins pointing into the sam e direction is no longer
valid when one considers the e ect of m isaligned spins on the surface, which
m akes up to 50% ofthe totalvolim e in a particle of 4 nm in diam eter.

O ne of our goals is thus is to understand the e ect of surfaces on the them o-
dynam ics and m agnetization pro les in am all system s, and subsequently upon
their dynam ics. T his requires a m icroscopic approach to account for the local
environm ent Inside the particle, m icroscopic Interactions such as spin-soin ex—
change, DD I, and them agneto—crystalline bulk and surface anisotropy.A sthis
task isdi cul ow ing to the Jarge num ber of degrees of freedom involved, one
has to gain a su cient understanding of static properties before proceeding
to the dynam ics. T here are three m ain e ects that distinguish m agnetic par-
ticles from bulk m agnets and that were Investigated In a series of our recent
publications:

(1) Finitesize e ect In isotropic m agnetic particles w ith idealized periodic
boundary conditions. T he soin-wave spectrum of such particles is discrete
and there isthem ode w ith k = 0 that corresponds to the global rotation
of the particle. A s a resul, the standard spoin-wave theory fails and one
has to distinguish between induced and intrinsic m agnetizations.

(2) Boundary e ect, ie., pure e ect of the free boundary conditions at the
surface in the absence of the surface anisotropy. This e ect keads to the
decrease of the partick’s Intrinsic m agnetization and it m akes the latter



Inhom ogeneocusat T € 0.
(3) E ect of surface anisotropy that changes the ground state of the particle
and m akes the intrinsic m agnetization inhom ogenecus even at T = 0.

T his paper is organized as ollow s: Tn Sec. 2 we describe the Ham iltonian and
Introduce the basic notions of the induced and the Intrinsic m agnetizations.
In Sec. 3, we rst study inhom ogeneities in am all m agnetic particles of a box
shape induced by pure boundary e ects in the absence of surface anisotropy,
ie., the e ect of free boundary conditions (fbc), and com pare their in uence
w ith that ofthe nite-size e ects n an idealized m odelw ith periodic boundary
conditions (pbc).W e consider soins asD -com ponent classical vectors.At st
we present analytical and num erical results in the whol range of tem pera—
turesinthelmitD ! 1 where theproblm sinpli es. Then for the classical
Heisenberg model, D = 3; at low tem peratures we formulate the m odi ed
Foin-w ave theory accounting for the global rotation of the partick’s m agneti-
zation. T he results are com pared w ith those of ourM C simulations. In Sec. 4
we consider round-shaped system s and include surface anisotropy. In the case
of the SA much weaker than the exchange interaction we study the problem

perturbatively In am all deviations from the perfectly ordered, collinear state.
Then we Investigate the hysteretic properties and the behavior of the m ag-
netization as a function of tem perature and applied eld by M C sim ulations.
T he Jast section sum m arizes the results and points out open problam s.

2 Basic relations
2.1 The Ham iltonian

W ithin the classical approxin ation it is convenient to represent the atom ic
soin as the three-com ponent spin vector s; of uni length on the lattice site
i. W e will consider the Ham iltonian that in general includes the exchange
Interaction, m agneto—crystalline anisotropic energy, Zeesm an energy, and the
energy of dipolar interactions O D I)

1 X X
H = > Jiysi 38 oH Sit Han+ Hpp 1/ @)

i3 i
where = g zS and S is the value of the atom ic spin. For m aterials w ith
uniaxial anisotropy H 5, In Egq. (1) reads
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w ith easy axise; and constant K ; > 0. T his anisotropy m odel can be used to
describe the surface e ect if one attrbutes the sam e easy axis and the sam e
anisotropy constant K . forallcore spinsand di erent easy axes and anisotropy
constants to surface spins. W ithin the sin plest transverse surface anisotropy
(T SA ) m odelall surface spins have the sam e anisotropy constant K g; w hereas
their easy axes are perpendicular to the surface, see.eg., Refs. R2{24] .M ore
realistic is N eel’s surface anisotropy N SA ) m odel 257,

glisa = g (¢ i?)z; €5  E5Ths; ry 1 5; Q)

where z; is the coordination num ber of site i that for the surface atom s is
am aller than the buk value z and ey is the unit vector connecting the site i
to its nearest neighbors j: O ne can check that for the sin pl cubic (sc) lattice
the contributions from thebuk soinsin (3) é = 1 are irrelevant constants.

Form aterials w ith m agneto—crystalline cubic anisotropy H 5, reads

X
@) _ @) 4 4 4,
H, = K Six t Sy + 8y, : “)

ForK ® > 0,theenergy H ) hasm inin a for six orientations of the type [L00]
and m axin a for eight orentations of type [111].

If one discards H Y and Hp1; the Ham iltonian (1) can be generalized for
D -com ponent soin vectors. This isusefilasin thelm D ! 1 the problem
sin pli es whik retaining in portant physics, see below .

22 M agnetization of nite system s

M agnetic particles of nite size do not show m agnetic ordering at nonzero
tem peraturesat H = 0 asthe globalm agnetization of the particle can assum e
all possible directions (superparam agnetian ). It is thus convenient to de ne
two m agnetizations, m and M ; the rst being the m agnetization induced by
them agnetic eld and the ssocond being a m easure of the short+range order in
the particke. Om itting the factor o that can be restored later, we rstde ne
the m agnetization of a m icroscopic soIn con guration
1 X
M = N S ©)

i

(6,



where N isthe num ber ofm agnetic atom s in the system . T he them odynam ic
average of M yields what we call the induced m agnetization

hs;i: ©®)

i
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N

T he Intrinsic m agnetization is related to the spin correlation function:

* o
1 X 2
N
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If the tam perature is Iow and there is no surface anisotropy, all soins in the
particle are bound together by the exchange Interaction and M behaves as a
rigid \giant pin", M j= M =1.Ifamagnetic eldH isapplied,M exhibitsan
average in the direction of H ; which leads to a nonzero value of the induced
m agnetization m : For isotropic D -com ponent vector m odels (ncluding the
Isngmodel, D = 1) R6] the Jatter is given by the wellknown formula

m=MBp M x); X N H=T; 8)

where By (x) isthe Langevin function B3 x) = cothx  1=x for the isotropic
Heisenberg m odel and B; (x) = tanhx for the Isihg m odel]l. An im portant
question is whether Eq. (8) ram ains valid at elevated tem peratures where
M =M (T;H ).W e have shown that the superparam agnetic relhtion, Egq. 8),
becom es exact forD ! 1 but otherw ise it contradicts the exact relation

1
M2=m2+%+u: )
dx X

O ne also can introduce the local intrinsic m agnetization M ; according to

* +
1 X
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— M;=M: 10)
N

1
M

T his quantity is am aller near the boundaries of the particlke than in the core
for the m odelw ith foc because of boundary e ectsat T > O:



3 N anoparticle as a m ultispin system : nite-size vs boundary ef-
fects

F inite-size m agnetic system s with free boundary conditions (fbc) present a
goatially inhom ogeneous m any-body problem . In this section we shall only
dealw ith nite-size versusboundary e ects, kaving them ore profound e ects
of the surface anisotropy for the next section . O ne of the interesting problem s
here is the Interplay between boundary e ectsdue to fbc and the \pure" nite-
size e ects. In system s of hypercubic shape, the latter can be singld out by
using arti cial periodic boundary conditions (pbc). T he standard m ean— eld
approxin ation M FA ) and soin-wave theory (SW T ) are inapproprate for nie
system s because of the G oldstone m ode associated w ith the global rotation
ofthe m agneticm om ent In zero eld. A ppropriate in provem ents include the
socalled D ! 1 model (see Sec. 3.1) operating at all tem peratures and
the modi ed spin-wave theory for nite m agnets at low tem peratures (see
Sec.32).A 1o theM C routine should Inocorporate global rotations of soins, In
addition to the M etropolis algorithm of lndividual spin rotations.

310 D! 1 model

311 Themodel

O ne can Im prove upon the M FA by taking into acoount correlations In a w ide
tem perature range orbulk and nitem agnets by replacing 3-com ponent spoin
vectors n (1) by D -com ponent ones and takingthe IimitD ! 1 .Thismodel
was Introduced by Stanly R6] who showed that In the bulk its partition
function coincides w ith that of the exactly solvable sohericalm odel (SM ) R7].
On the other hand, for spatially inhom ogeneous and anisotropic system s the
D ! 1 modelistheonly physically acoeptablem odelofboth (see, eg., Refs.
28]).So far,theD ! 1 modelwasonly applied to spatially inhom ogeneous
system s in the plane geom etry R8]. In Ref. [10]we extended it to nite box—
shaped m agnetic system s w ith free and periodic boundary conditions. In the
M FA the Curie tem perature of the D -com ponent model is T)'™* = Jy=D,
where J; is the zero Fourder com ponent of J;;. It is convenient to use T)' ™ as
the energy scale and Introduce the din ensionless variables

T=L'™; h H=J; 5 F5=Jo: 1)

For the nearestneighbor (nn) interaction J;; wih z neighbors, ;; is equal
to 1=z if sites 1 and j are nearest neighbors and zero otherw ise. In the buk
theD ! 1 model is described by two coupled nonlinear equations for the



m agnetization m and the so called gap param eter G :

hG 5
m = ; m°+ GP G)= 1; PG)= T; 12)

whereP (G ) isthe lJattice G reen function and ¢ = (cosky + cosk, + cosk,) =3
is the Fourder transform of ;5: The Curie temperature isde ned by G = 1
and isT,= T} ™*=W ;ie., .= 1=W ;where W P (0) isthe W atson integral
W = 151639 for the sc Jattice). The system of equations describing the
Inhom ogeneousD ! 1 modelcan be cbtained using the diagram technique
for classical spin systems 29,301 in the Imi D ! 1 and generalisihg the
results ofR ef. R8] for spatially inhom ogeneous systam s to inclide them agnetic
ed h = he,.This is a system of equations for the average m agnetization
m; hs;idirected alongthe eld; gap param eterG ;; and correlation fiinctions
for the rem aining \transverse" spin com ponents labeled by 2, ie., si;
D hs ;s yi (@lltransverse correlation functions are the sam e). This system of
equations has the fom

X X
Dim 5= h; Diysu= a7 sp+mi=1; 13)

whereD ;5 Gi:L i i3 istheD yson m atrix and j; is the K ronecker sym bol.
Solving this system ofequations consists In determ iningm ; and s;5 as functions
ofG; from the st two linear equations and inserting the solutions into the
third nonlinear equation (the constraint equation) that leads to a system of
nonlinear equations for all G ; that is In general sub fct to num erdical solution.

Combining Egs. (13) results nm?+ m=@® h) M?2= 0 thatyilds

2N M h=
m =M o =MB, NM H=T); 14)
1+ 1+ @NM h=)?
where
A4
1 1 X 2 =D
M =tm?+ — sy B; ()= g————— (15)
Ny 1+ 1+ (2 =D)?

and isB; () the Langevin function forD 1.A Iematively Eq. (14) can be
derived from Eq. (9) replacing D 1) D and neglkcting dm =dx In the lin it
D ! 1 and then solving the resulting algebraic equation form : One can

nd in the literature omulae of the typem = M B N M H =T ), where the
saturation m agnetization M ¢ isusually associated w ith the bulk m agnetization
at a given tem perature (see, eg., Refs. B1]). In ourcass, Eq. (14) isexact and
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Fig. 1. Left: Tam perature dependence of the intrinsic m agnetization M , Egq. (15),
and localm agnetizations M i, Eg. (10 ) n zero eld.R ight: Long—range m agnetiza—
tion pro ke in the direction from the center of the cube to the center of a face at
tem perature T=T'** = 0:189714.

M =M (T;H) isde ned by Eq. (15).For large sizes N , Eq. (14) describes
two distinct eld ranges separated at H Hy where

TD
H —: 16
vV NM 1e)

In thermange H . Hy the totalm agneticm om ent of the system is disordented
by them al uctuations,m < M .In therange H & Hy , the totalm agnetic
m om ent is orented by the eld, m approachesM , and both further ncrease
with the eld towards saturation (m = M = 1) due to the suppression of soin
waves In the systam . T his scenario is inherent to allO O ) m odels [31].

H aving established the superparam agnetic relation, Eq. (14) we are keft w ith
the problem of calculating M (T;H ). For the pbc the solution becom es ho-
m ogeneous and one cbtains (12) where n P G ) the jél’ltegraljs replaced by a
sum over discrete wave vectors [10] , whereasM = m22+ G=N 1 G)I:
For the m odel w ith fboc analytical solution is only possbl at low and high
tem peratures. At 1 an alldeviations from the collinear statewith M = 1
can be describbed by them odi ed SW T for arbitrary D ; see Sec. 32.

3.1.2 Num erical results and discussion

The method for solving theD ! 1 model consists in cbtaining the correla—
tion functions s;; and m agnetization m ; from the rst two Inear equations in
Eqg. (13), substituting them into the third equation ofEqg. (13), and solving the
resuling system ofnonlinear equations for the gap param eter G ; num erically.
Fig.1l (left) show s the tem perature dependence of the intrinsic m agnetization
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Fig. 2. Fild dependence of the intrinsic m agnetization M and induced m agnetiza—
tion m for hypercubic lattices w ith fbc in three and two din ensions. D ashed line
isa pbt ofEq. (14) in which M # ;T) is replaced by is zero— eld value. Buk
m agnetization m, In two and three dim ensions is shown by solid lines.

M , Eqgq. (15), and localm agnetizationsM ;, Eq. (10), of the 14° cubic sy stem
w ith free and periodicboundary conditions in zero eld.Forperiodicboundary
conditions, M exoeeds the bulk m agnetization at all tem peratures. In particu-—
lar, at Jow tem peratures this is in accord w ith the positive sign ofthe nite-size
correction to the m agnetization, Egs. (24) and (26).Localm agnetizations at
the center of the faces and edges and those at the comers decrease w ith tem -
perature m uch faster than the m agnetization at the center. O ne can see that
below thebulk criticaltem peratureM is an aller than thebulk m agnetization.
This m eans that the boundary e ects suppressing M are stronger than the
nie-size e ects that ncrease M . This isalso seen from the low -tem perature
expression of M given in Eq. (24), see also Fig. 3. Fig. 1 (right) shows the
m agnetization pro le in the direction from the center ofthe cube to the center
ofa face. It is seen that perturbations due to the free boundaries extend desp
into the particle, whereas the M FA predicts, on the contrary, a fast approach
to a constant m agnetization when m oving away from the boundary [B]. This
is a consequence of the G oldstone m ode which renders the correlation length
of an isotropicbulk m agnet in nite below T..M C sin ulations of the classical
Heisenberg m odel B], B]yild a sin ilar result (see Fig. 14 right).

W e have shown that the critical indices for the m agnetization at the faces,
edges, and comers are higher than the bulk critical index = 1=2 for the
present D = 1 model. The crtical index at the face ; is the m ost studied
surface critical ndex (see, fora review , Refs. B2]) . T he exact solution ofB ray
and M oore [B3] for the correlation fiinctions at criticality In theD = 1 model
and application of the scaling argum ents yield the value ;= 1 (see Tablke IT
in B2]).Exact values of the edge and comerm agnetization indices, , and 3,

10



seem to be unknown forD = 1 .Cardy B4]used the rstorder "-expansion
to cbtain , () for the edge with an arbitrary angke .For = =2 and
D = 1 Inthreedin ensionsthe result forthe edge criticalexponent reads , =
13=8+ O (") = 1625+ O (™). To estin ate the m agnetization critical indices
In ourm odelwe have perform ed a nite-size-scaling analysis (see, fora review,
Ref. B5]) assum ng the scalng orm M = N ~ Fy (N =) and plotting the
m agnetization tinesN = vs N .Here = 1 isthe critical index for the
correlation length in the buk and T=L. 1,whereT = T!'™*=W is
the buk Curie tem perature. O ur resuls for the system wih N = 10 and
N = 14 merge into single \master curves" for ; = 086, , = 133, and
3 = 1779, which have been obtained by ttihngM / N ~ atT = T, ie,,
= .= 1=W .Note that ourvaluie 0.86 for the surface m agnetization critical
Index ; is substantially lower than the value ; = 1 Pllow ng from scaling
argum ents. T his disagreem ent is probably due to corrections to scaling which
could be pronounced forour an all linear sizesN = 10 and 14.A m oree cient
way for obtaining an accurate value of | is to perform a sin ilar analysis for
the sem i-n nitem odel. T he Jatterw as considered analytically and num erically
forT T.and H = 0 In 36].W e also m ention the M onte C arlo sin ulations
ofthe Isingm odel B7]which yield ;= 080, ,= 128,and 3= 1:77.

The eld dependence of M and m at xed tem perature, as obtained from

the num erical solution of Egs. (13) for cubic and square system s is shown In
Fig.2.Naturally the num erical results form con m Eq. (14) which describes
both the e ect of orentation of the system ’s m agnetization by the eld and
the increase of M In eld. Using the zero— eld value of M in Eqg. (14) leads
to a poor resul form as shown by the dashed curve for the 10° system in
Fig. 2. The eld dependence of the particlk’s m agnetization sin ilar to that
shown in Fig. 2 forthe cubic system was experin entally cbtained forultra ne
cobal particles in [16], aswell as in a num ber of previous experim ents. T he
curves for the square system in F ig.2 illustrate the fact that in two din ensions
them al uctuations arem uch stronger than in 3d, which lads to lower values
ofboth M and m at a given tem perature. The bulk m agnetization m, In
two din ensions vanishes at zero eld and it thus goes below the intrinsic
m agnetization M in the low— eld region.

32 Modied spin-wave theory: Low-tem perature properties and the super—
param agnetic relation

Asbrie y discussed in Sec. 2, and In m ore details in the previous section, it
is In portant to investigate the precise relation between the induced m agne—
tization m ofEq. (6) and Intrinsic m agnetization M ofEq. (7) for the m ore
realistic Heisenberg model, D = 3.To do so, we have developed a nite=size
soin-wave theory that yilds analytical resuls at low tem peratures. W e also

11



perform ed sim ulations w ith the in proved M onte C arlo technique [(38].

32.1 Spin-wave theory for nite-size m agnetic partickes

In the absence 0of SA , at low tem peratures all oins In the particke are strongly
ocorrelated and form a \giant spin" M de ned ;n Eq. (6) which behaves su—
perparam agnetically. In addition, there are intermal spin-wave excitations in
the particke that are responsibble orM H;T) < 1 atT > 0.These excitations
can be described perturbatively in an alldeviations of ndividual spins s; from

the global direction of M . ThusweuseM =M n wih hj= 1 and nnsert an
additional integration overdM = M P 'dM dn in the partition finction,

’ ¥ 1x H=T
N S e ; 7

z= MP !dMdn ds; M

i i

and rst integrate over the m agnetization m agnitude M . Thus we reexpress
the vector argum ent of the -fiinction in the coordinate system speci ed by
the direction of the central spin n :

! ! !

1X 1X
Sy = M N O b N i nhnh )9 :(18)

i i i

1X
M R
N

Then after ntegration over M one cbtains

Z Z % :
i nm 4 e @19

Z = danz.,; Z, = ds;
i i

1 X
N

where Z , is the partition finction for the xed direction n and
X 1X 1X
H e = (I'l H ) (I'l j_$ — Jj_ij_ 35S (D 1)T ]I'lN— n iS :(20)

i ij i

In Egq. (19), the -function says that the sum of all spins does not have a
com ponent perpendicular to M . This will lead to the absence ofthe k = 0
com ponent of the transverse spin  uctuations. That is, the globalzotation
G oldstonem ode that is troublesom e in the standard spin-wave theory for nie
system s, has been transfom ed Into the integration over the global direction
n in Eqg. (19).Z, is computed at low tem perature by expanding H. up to
bilinear term s In the transverse soin components ;= s; n@h ;)s

1
HQZEO Nn H'|2‘ Aj_j i 37
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X
Aj_j © 1)T:N +n H+ Ja i3 Jj-_j; (21)
1

P
where Ey = (1=2) ;33 Is the zero—- eld ground-state energy. Next, upon

com puting the resulting G aussian Integrals over ,, one cbtains

| n

v o1Te D=2

Ee+Nn H__, , QT)
Z, = exp T N O on, ; 22)
k N
w here for particles of cubic shape
X
Ak = A0+ Jk %; Ao = Alj = (D l)T=N + n H: (23)

The prin e on the product In (22) m eans om iting thek = 0m ode.Resuls or
particles of arbirary shape can be found n Ref. B8]. In Eq. (22) the expo-
nential factor corresponds to rigid soins whereas the second factor describes
soin-wave corrections. T he latter m akes the angular dependence of Z , m ore
com plicated. D i erentiating Z w ith regpect to H yields the induced m agneti-
zation m ; then the intrinsic m agnetization M can be cbtained from the exact
relation (9), and the validiy of the superparam agnetic relation (8) can be
checked.

322 Inducd and intrinsic m agnetizations, and superparam agnetic relation

N ow we consider particles of cubic shape N = N °) at Jow tem peratures. For
both pbc and fboc, we have obtained the follow Ing correction to the m agneti-
zation in zero eld [10,38]

M =1 £t t = Wy 7 Wy =
’ 2 3 o N ) L1

D IWyT D 1 1 X
N 24)

where W  is the sum wihout the k = 0 tem . The results for pbc and foc
di er only by the values of the discrete wave vectors n Eq. (24) [10]:

8

22n =N ; pbc
k = Y ; n = 0;1; 23N 1 (25)
- n =N ; Hc

where = x;y;z:This subtle di erence is responsble formuch stronger ther-
mal uctuations in the focm odeldue to boundary e ects.The Im it N ! 1

13



Ay=[ Wy-WIWw

0.3 P o L
| ﬂ/n/g/“
0.2 =% o) _ L
& AP = 9In(1.17N)/(2TN W)
{1 fbc #°
014 :
0.0 e L
SSogg,
-0.1- pbm@ﬁ&wm:—o.gw L
-0.2- T -
0.3 et
T T T T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 /N

Fig. 3.Lattice sum sW y for cubic system s w ith free and periodic boundary condi-
tions.W = 1351639 is the bulk value for the sc Jattice.

ofW y isthe socalled W atson’s ntegralW = P (0) ofEqg. (12).The di erence
between Wy and W has di erent signs for pbc and focm odels [10]

S 090
W W 2 —y pbc
YT T 9m@am) ©6)
w 7 —; bc:
2WN

T herefore, F ig. 3 show s that the coe cient in the Inear- term 1 Eqg. (24) is

an aller than in the bulk for the pbc system and greater for the foc system .
T hat is, boundary e ects suppress the Intrinsic m agnetization at low tem per-
atureswhik nitesize e ects kead to its increase. F ig. 3 show s that boundary
e ects render a lJarger contribution than the nitesize e ects, m aking the net
m agnetization wellbelow that ofthe bulk.

The eld dependence ofm and M is de ned by the expansion of the lattice
G reen function foranallgaps, 1 G 1

8
1% , 1 SN @ G);N*@ G) 1
]-ﬁN (G):_ 17:WN > P (27)
Ny G x SN G; N2l G) 1;

where Pr the sc Jattice ¢y = (2= ) 3=2)>2 and the num erical resulks r g
can, forN 1,be tted as
8

20384 1:05N ;pbc

& = 28)
2
- 190 117N ; fc:
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The spinwavegap 1 G dependson the tem perature and eld; ForH Hy
[see Eg. (16)] the gap approaches its zero— eld value whik for H Hy one
hasl G=h H=F:ThusEqg. 27) de nesonem ore crossover In eld, the
crossover between is rst and second lines at

o B _J o, _TID _ 3 09)
S N23 N2 V.NM NM

In the eld range H H Sptﬁe discreteness of the lattice can be neglected
and the buk result M H is reproduced. In the m ost interesting region
H H s one obtains

O g T °?
M =1 t+ 2 xB ; _— — : 30
xB (x); RE 2 (30)

On the other hand, Eqg. (30) describes a crossover from the quadratic eld
dependence ofM at low eld, x 1; to the linear dependence at x 1:Note
that for x 1;wherem = M and a rigid m agnetic m om ent would saturate,
m continues to increase Ilnearly asm = 1 t+ 2 x:This isdue to the ed
dependence of the Intrinsic m agnetization M .Athigher eldsthere isanother
crossover to the standard soin-wave theory expression for M . Approxin ate
expressions forM in the di erent eld ranges are

2

8 !
§D 1 HN?
<

; H
D Gy I 7 v
D 1 NHT
M =1 t+ & ——— Hy H Hs (31)
2 NF:
D 1 T H u g g
. 2 COJO Jo rtlts 0-

A sin plk analysis show s [38] that the superparam agnetic relation (8) isa very
good approxin ation for not too an all system s, N 1 In the whole range
below T.:The deviation from Eqg. (8) is controlled by the an all param eter
ofEqg. (30).Above T.; however, deviations from Eq. (8) are large, except for
themodelwith D ! 1 :Inh the close vicihiy ofT., there is a crossover to the
high-tem perature form ofEqg. (8) given by the function B; (x) ofEqg. (15).

Themodied SW T developed above can be applied to study Inhom ogeneities
in the focm odel. T he local intrinsic m agnetization de ned by Eqg. (10) shows
stronger tem perature dependence near the boundary than the averaged M =
1 tofEqg. 24).Thebiggest e ect ofthe surface is naturally attained at the
comers ofthe cubewhere M ;= 1 8t,at H = 0 [38].
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Fig. 4. Com parison of the theoretical and M C results for the eld dependences of
the m agnetizations M and m for the Heisenbergm odelat T = T~4.

32.3 MC simultions

Herewe apply ourM onte C arlb technigue that acoounts for the globalrotation
G oldstone m ode to com pute the Induced and Intrinsic m agnetizations, and to
nvestigate the superparam agnetic relation between them , for the H eisenberg
m odelw ith fboc. O ur results for Ising m odel can be found In [38].

First of all, n Fig. 4 we com pare theoretical predictions of our analytical
calculations w ithin spin-wave theory for the Heisenberg m odelw ith our M C

results at T = T.=4; where T, = 0:722T'** is the actualbuk Curie tem -
perature. For the anall size N = 5° the squareroot eld dependence of the
m agnetization (third line ofEqg. (31)) doesnot arise and nite-size corrections
are very inportant. ForM one should use Eq. (30) wih t given by Eqg. (24)

w ith num erically computed Wy = 199 and gy = 1:66 for the focm odel [cf.
Egs. (26) and (28)].Thisyieldst’ 0d19and ’ 120 10 *.The theoreti
caldependence M #H ) is practically a straight line which goes slightly above
the M C points. T his an all discrepancy can be explained by the fact that the
applicability criterion for our analyticalm ethod, t 1; is not fully satis ed
at T = T.=4, and a better agreem ent is achieved at lower tem peratures. For
com parison we also plot the theoretical M #H ) for the m odel w ith periodic
boundary conditions. Here onehasW y = 125 and g = 020, thust’ 0075
and ’ 145 10 °,soM @ ) goesnoticeabk higher and w ith am uch sn aller
slope. The quadratic eld dependence of M in the region x . 1 isnot seen at
this Jow tem perature since the value of is very am all and thus much m ore

accurate M C sin ulations would be needed. W e also plot in Fig. 4 the analyt—
ical result for the eld dependence ofm [B8] which favorably com pares w ith

ourM C data.Fig.5 (kfft) shows the intrinsic m agnetization M and induced
m agnetization m versusthescaled eldx N H=T fordi erent tem peratures.
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Fig. 5. Left: Field dependence of the intrinsic m agnetization M and the Induced
m agnetization m oftheH eisenbergm odelon the sc lattice w ith foc fordi erent tem —
peratures. R ight: Scaled graph form =M . T heoretical curves B3 (x) = cothx  1=x
for T T.and B, &) forT T. are shown by solid lines.

W e see that the particle’s m agnetic m om ent is aligned and thusm M for
x & 1,ifT T..At T T. the eld aligns individual spins, and this re—
quiresH & T,ie., x & N .The quadratic dependence ofM #H ) at small elds
m anifests itself strongly at elevated tem peratures.

The results of Fig. 5 (right) show that the superparam agnetic relation of
Egq. @ withM = M (T;H ) isa very good approxin ation everyw here below
T, for the H eisenberg m odel. T his also holds for the Ising m odel [38].0 n the
other hand, above T. Eq. (8) wih the function B; ) ofEqg. (15) is cbeyed.
The di erence between these lin itihg expressions decreases w ith Increasing
numberD ofspin com ponents and disappears in the sphericallm it © ! 1 ).

4 A nanoparticle asam ulti-spin system :E ect ofsurface anisotropy

Surface anisotropy causes large deviations from the bulk behavior that are
much stronger than jist the e ect of fire boundaries. A lso SA exerts In-—

uence upon the coercive eld. Here we rst consider m agnetic structures
and hysteresis loops at zero tem perature nduced by a strong transverse sur-
face anisotropy (T SA ). Then for the m ore physically plausible Neel's surface
anisotropy (N SA ) we Investigate analytically and num erically its contribution
to the e ective anisotropic energy of the particle in the case when the NSA
isweak in com parison to the exchange. A fter that we study the e ect of the
N SA at nite tem peratures using the M C technique. In the end ofthis section
we Investigate the them al and spatial dependence of the m agnetization of a
m aghem ite particle.
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Fig.6.Hysteresis or = =4, j= 10%,N = 10 N = 360) and di erent k.

4.1 M agnetic structure and hysteresisat T = 0: T ransverse surface anisotropy

Here we study the e ect of TSA on the hysteresis loop and the angular de—
pendence of the switching eld.W e construct an e ective StonerW ohlfarth

(SW ) astroid fora single-dom ain soherical particle w ith free surfaces, a sinple
cubic (sc) crystal structure, ferrom agnetic exchange J; uniaxial anisotropy in
the core K ., and the T SA of strength K ;.U sing the Ham iltonian (1) without
the DDIat T = 0; we solve the coupled Landau-Lifshitz equations (LLE)

for each spin in the particke [11] until a stationary state is attained. In [B9]
the sam e m ethod was used for studying hysteresis loops In nanoparticles w ith
a random buk or surfaceonly anisotropy. Here we address the question of
whether one can still use the sinpl SW m odel for a nanoparticle endowed
w ith strong surface e ects.W e show that it isso aslongasK 5 . J:0 themw ise
sw itching of the partick’s m agnetization occurs via the reversal of clusters of
soins, nvalidating the sin ple SW m odel.

W e considerK 4 and exchange coupling on the surface as free param eters since
there are so farno de nite experin entalestin ations ofthem , whereas the core
param eters are taken as forthebulk systam . In the sequel, we use the reduced
param eters, j J=K; ks K=K ..

Fig. 6 shows that when kg becom es com parabl with j, the hysteresis loop
exhbitsmultiple jum ps, which can be attributed to the sw itching ofdi erent
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Foin clusters containing surface soins whose easy axes m ake the sam e anglke
w ith the eld direction. T he hysteresis loop is characterized by two eld val-
ues: O ne that m arks the lim it of m etastability, called the critical eld or the
saturation eld, and the other that m arks the m agnetization sw itching, and
is called the switching eld or the coercive eld. T his progressive sw itching of
Foins is illustrated In Fig. 7 for sin plicity for the non-interacting case.
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Fig.7.M agnetic structures In the m iddle plane of the particke = 360 In the

TSA modelfor j= 0,kg= 1, = =4 and di erent elds.

For an all values of k=] 001 the T SA m odel renders hysteresis loops and
lim i-ofm etastability curves that scale w ith the SW results forallvalues ofthe
anglke Dbetween the core easy axis and the applied eld, the scaling constant
bengN =N < 1, see in Fig. 8.

For larger values ofkg=7, but kg=7 . 02, we stillhave the sam e kind of scaling
but the corresponding constant now depends on the angle between the core
easy axis and eld direction. This is re ected by a defom ation of the lim it-
ofm etastability curve (see F ig. 9a).M ore precissly, the latter is depressed in
the core easy direction and enhanoed in the perpendicular direction . H ow ever,
there is stillonly one jim p In the hysteresis loop in plying that the m agnetiza—
tion reversalcan be considered asuniform .Forkgs=7 & 1, there appearm ultiple
steps In the hysteresis loop associated w ith the sw itching of spin clusters. It
m akes the hysteresis loop both qualitatively and quantitatively di erent from

those of the SW m odel, as the m agnetization reversal can no longer be con—
sidered as unifom . In addition, In the present case, there are two m ore new

features: the values of the sw itching eld aremuch higher than in SW m odel,
and m ore im portantly, its behavior as a function of the particle’s size is oppo—
site to that ofthe previous cases (com pare F igs. 8a and %) .M ore precisely, in
this case one ndsthat this eld increases when the partick’s size is lowered.
T his is in agreem ent w ith the experim ental cbservations in nanoparticlkes (see,
eg. [l4] for cobal particlks). The whole situation is summ arized in Fig. 10
where we plot the critical eld h. asa function ofKg k=7 fordi erent values
of the surfaceto-core ratio of the exchange coupling. For large values of kg;
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Fig. 8.a) (n diamonds) Swiching eld rks = 1; j= 10? versus the partick’s
diameter N . (In ci ) SW switching eld multiplied by N =N . b) A stroid for
ks = 1; j= 10° for di erent values of the surfacetovolum e ratio N 5  Ng=N .
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Fig.9.a) Astroid for j= 10°,N = 360 and di erent valies of surface anisotropy
constant ks. The iulldark lne is the SW astroid scaled with N =N , but the dotted
Iine is only a guide for the eye. b) Sw itching eld versus the partick’s diam eter N

for = 0; j= kg= 10°.
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Fig.10.Crtical eld versus the surface anisotropy constant for = 0, and di erent
values of surface-to-core ratio of exchange couplings; N = 10.

surface soins are aligned along their radial easy axes, and because of strong
exchange coupling they also drive core spins in their sw itching process, which
requires a very strong eld to be com pleted. The value of kg where h, jum ps
up Eeg., = 1 for J;=J = 1) m arks the passage from a regin e where scaling
w ith the SW resuls ispossbl (ettherwih a -dependent or ndependent co—
e cient) to the seocond regin e where this scaling is no longer possible because
of com pletely di erent sw itching processes.

To estin ate K ; and the crtical eld, consider a 4 nm oobalt particle of foo
crystal structure, for which the lattice spacing isa = 35544, and there are
4 cobalt atom s per unit cell. The (puk) m agneto—crystalline anisotropy is
K.’ 3 10Y erg/spinor2:7 10 erg/an?, and the saturation m agnetization
isM ¢’ 1422 emu/an®.The switching ed isgiven by H .= @K M ¢ )h..For
= 0,KR;=1landh.= 15,s0H.’ 6T.0On the other hand, K; = 1 means
that the e ective exchange eld experienced by a soin on the surface is of the
order of the anisotropy eld, ie.zSJ=2 2Ks.Then ushgJ ' 8mev we get
K.’ 522 10 " erg/spin, or using the area per surface spin (approxin ately
a’=8),K .’ Serg/an?.Forthecassof = =4,KS’ 02andh.’ 03,whith
ladstoH.’ 04T andK,’ 12 10 erg/spin orl2erg/an?.

42 Surface contribution to the energy of m agnetic nanopartickes: N SA

W e calculate the contrbution of the NSA R5] to the e ective anisotropy of
m agnetic nanoparticles of soherical shape cut out of a simpl cubic lattice.
T he e ective anisotropy arises because of deviations of atom ic m agnetic m o—
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Fig.11.M agnetic structure in the plane z = 0 of a spherical nanoparticle of linear
size N = 15 wih L=J = 2 for the globalm agnetization directed along [L10].

m ents from ocollinearity and dependence of the energy on the ordentation ofthe
globalm agnetization w ith respect to crystallographic directions.W e show [40]
that the resul is second order in the N SA oconstant, scales w ith the particlke’s
volum e, and has cubic symm etry w ith preferred directions [ 1; 1; 1].

As shown m any tin es before, as the size of the m agnetic particle decreases,
surface e ects becom e m ore and m ore pronounced. In m any cases surface
atom syield a contrbution to the anisotropy energy that scales w ith particle’s
surface, ie., to the e ective volum e anisotropy decreasing w ith the particlk’s
Inear size R as Ky, = Ky + Ks=R; as was cbserved In a number of ex—
perim ents (s, eg., Refs. [16], B1]). The 1=R surface contrdbution to Ky,
is in accord w ith the picture of allm agnetic atom s tightly bound by the ex—
change Interaction whilk only surface atom s feel the surface anisotropy. T his
is de niely true form agnetic In s where a huge surface contribution to the
e ective anisotropy hasbeen cbserved. T he sam e holds for cobal nanoclisters
of the form of truncated octahedrons B2] where contributions from di erent
faces, edges, and apexes com pete, resulting in a nonzero, although signi cantly
reduced, surface contrbution to Ky, .

However, for symm etric partick’s shapes such as cubes or soheres, the sym —
m etry leadsto vanishing ofthis rst-order contribution. In this case one hasto
take into acoount deviations from the collinearity of atom ic spins that result
from the ocom petition of the surface anisotropy and exchange interaction J.
T he resulting m agnetic structures (for the sin pli ed radial SA m odel) can be
found In 39], B3], 1] (seealsoFig.11 fortheNSA ). In thecase L & J devi-
ations from collinearity are very strong, and it isdi cul, ifnot in possible, to
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Fig. 12. Left: E ective anisotropy energy of the particle for di erent ordentations
of its globalm agnetization show ing cubic symm etry of Eqg. (41).R ight:D i erences
of particlk’s energies between m ain orientations of the globalm agnetization vs the
particlke size In the scaled form for L=J = 0:1 and 0.01. The scaling is valid for

N . J=L, and isvioclation for L=J = 0: is seen in the right part of the gure.

characterize the particle by a globalm agnetization suitable forthe de nition of
the e ective anisotropy.For L J the m agnetic structure is nearly collinear
w ith an all deviations that can be com puted perturbatively in L=J 1.The
globalm agnetization vectorm o [this is the sam e as the vectorde ned n (6)]
can be used to de ne the anisotropic energy of the whole particle. The key
point is that deviations from collinearity, and thereby the partick’s energy,
depend on the orentation ofm ¢, even for a particle of a spherical shape, due
to the crystal lattice. To illustrate this idea, we neglect the bulk anisotropy
and the DD Iin the Ham iltonian (1).Fora sc lattice Eq. (3) reduces to

X L X
NsaA) _ NSA) WNsa) _ 2 .
H an - H an;i 1 H an;i 5 Zi S 7

i =X;¥iZ

32)

where z; = 0;1;2 are the num bers of available nearest neighbors of the atom
ialong the axis :0ne can see that the NSA is In generalbiaxial.ForL > 0
andz; = 0< z; = 1< z; = 2 the -axisisthe easy axis and the -axisis
the hard axis. If the Iocalm agnetic m om ents s; are all directed along one of
the crystallographic axes , then the anisotropy eldsH ;=  @H,;=@s; are
also directed along and are thus collinearw ith s;.Henos, at least for L J,
there are no deviations from collnearity if the global m agnetization m o is
directed along one of the crystallographic axes. For other orientations ofm o,
the vectors s; and H 5 ; are not collinear, since then at least two com ponents
of s; are non zero, and the transverse com ponent of H 5 ; with respect to s;
causes a slight canting of s; and thereby a deviation from the collinearity of
m agnetizations on di erent sites. T his adjistm ent ofthe m agnetization to the
surface anisotropy lowers the energy. A s we shall see, this e ect is strongest
forthe [ 1, 1, 1] orentations ofm.For both signs of L these are easy
orientations, whereas [ 1;0;0]; O; 1;0];and [0;0; 1]are hard orentations.
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To solve the problem num erically, we have to x the globalm agnetization of
the particle in a desired direction (o (joJj= 1) by using the energy function
w ith a vector Lagrange m ultiplier
P
F=H N ( o; i (33)
J iS8i]

Tom inim ize F we num erically integrate the evolution equations

= kB B R} Fi: QF =@s
—=@F=@ = N ( 0) : (34)

[

starting from s; = o= m (and = 0;untilthe stationary state isattained and
an energy m inin um is ound.O ur num erical results orthe m agnetic energy of
Soherical particles as a function ofthe orientation ofthe globalm agnetization
areshown In Fig.12 (eft).Fig.12 (right) show s di erences between the basic
directions [001], 011], and [111]. It is seen that E=N ! const orN ! 1
lin i, ie., E scale with the partick’svolmeV / N .

To analytically solve theproblem In the continuous lim i, we replace in Eqg. (32)
the num ber of nearest neighbors of a surface atom by is average value

zi ) Z3 =2 nFmaxfngn,Fn.y: 35)

Heren isthe -com ponent ofthenom alto the surfacen.T he surface-energy
density can then be obtained by dropping the constant term and m ultiplying
Eq. (32) by the surface atom icdensity f ) = maxfh, 3, F . 9:

Lh i

Esmin)= Negug+ hydng+ pogm o (36)

At equillbbriim the Landau-Lifshitz equation reads

m He = 0; He =Ha+J m: 37)

For an alldeviations from ocollinearity one can seek for its solution in the formm

m(r)=m,+ (5m,); Jj 1 (38)

where isthe solution of the intemalN eum ann boundary problem

@
= 0; il = fm ;
Qr fm in)

r=R
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" "
dEs (m ;n) dEs m ;n) o 39)

1
f= =
J dm dm

T his equation can be solved w ith the help of the G reen fiinction G (r;r°) (see
Ref. B0]), and the nalresul for the second-order energy contribution is

Z 7

1
— FrdrG @ OEs m ;n)Es m ;nY: (40)

E=
T 27

Taking into acoount the cubic sym m etry and com puting num erically a double
surface Integral one can w rite the result ofEq. (40) as

L°N

3 my+mi+m, ; = 0:53465; (41)
0

where J, = zJ = 6J: This de nes the largeN asym ptotes n Fig. 12 (right)
shown by the horizontal lines.

T he analytical results above is valid for particle sizesN 1n the range

1 N J=L: 42)

The lower boundary is the applicability condition of the continuous approxi-
m ation. Since the surface of a nanopartick is m ade of atom ic terraces sepa—
rated by atom ic steps, each terrace and each step with its own form of N SA
[=e Eqg. (32)], the varation of the localN SA along the surface is very strong.
A pproxin ating this varation by a continuous function according to Eq. (35)
requires pretty large particle sizesN . T his ism anifested by a slow convergence
to the large N results In Fig. 12 (dght). T he upper boundary in Eq. (42) is
the applicability condition of the linear approximation m  .For N & J=L
deviations from the ocollinear state are strong, and the e ective anisotropy of
a m agnetic nanoparticle cannot be Introduced.

Aswe have seen In Eqg. (41), the contrbution of the surface anisotropy to the
overall anisotropy of a m agnetic particle scalesw ith itsvolimeV / N 3 N .
This surprising result is due to the penetration of perturbations from the
surface desply into the buk. If a uniaxial buk anisotropy K . was present
in the system , perturbations from the surface woa]d be screened at the bulk
correlation length (orthe dom ain-wallw idth) J=K ..Then orN & the
contribution of the surface anisotropy to the overall anisotropy would scale as
the surface:E, [?=J)N ? .Fornottoo largeparticles,N . ,contrbutions
of both anisotropies to the anisotropic energy are additive and scal as the
volum e. If the buk anisotropy is cubic, both contrbutions have the same
cubic symm etry [cf.Egs. (4) and (41)], and the experin ent should provide a
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value of the e ective cubic anisotropy di erent form the bulk value [42].For
the uniaxial bulk anisotropy, the two contributions have di erent functional
form s.Even ifthe buk anisotropy is dom inant so that the energy m Inin a are
realized form ke, , the surface anisotropy m akes the energy dependent on the
azinuthalanglk ’ . Thism odi es particke’s energy barrier by creating saddle
points and strongly In uences the process of them al activation [44].

For am alldeviations from the cubic or spherical shape, ie., for weakly elliptic
or weakly rectangular particles, there should em erge a corresponding weak

rst-order contrioution E; that would add up with our second-order contri-
bution. For an ellipsoid with axesa and b= a(l + ); 1, the anisotropy
energy scales w ith the surface, E;  LN?° m? [cf.Eq. (41)], so that

zZ
E, LN

43
B, 43)

can be large even for L=J 1:

The Neel constant L is In m ost cases poorly known. H owever, form etallic Co
5] quotes the value of surface anisotropy 15 19 erg/am ?, ie., L 10
K .This ismuch snaller than J 10 K, which m akes our theory valid for
particle sizes up to N J=L 100, according to Eq. (42).For this Iim iting
size one has E,=E; 1= that is large for nearly spherical particks, 1.

4.3 Surface e ects on the m agnetization of a nanopartice at T > 0:MC

In this section, we consider m ore realistic m odel of round-shaped (soherical or
ellipsoidal) nanopartick of sin ple cubic or soinel crystalline structure, uniaxial
or cubic anisotropy in the core, and transverse or N eel anisotropy on the sur-
face, describbed by the H am iltonian de ned by Egs. (1), ), 4),and (3).U shg
various techniques explained above, we com pute the m agnetization, induced
and intrinsic, as a fiinction of tem perature and applied m agnetic eld, for dif-
ferent values of the surface anisotropy constant and exchange coupling @]1[46].
W e shallm ainly focus on novel features stemm Ing from the com bination of
anisotropy, eld and tem perature e ects on the m agnetization.

4.3.1 Ferrom agnetic particles with N eel's surface anisotropy

In our sin ulations we consider the core ferrom agnetic coupling J. and uniaxial
anisotropy K . = 0:01J.:0 n the surface we adopt Js = J., while the anisotropy
is given by the Neel expression (3) with constant K¢ = 04J.. W e ignore
the DD I 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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Fig. 13. Left: Core, surface and net m agnetizations as fiinctions of tem perature.
R ight: Circles: Scaled graph for the nduced m agnetization m as a function of
HNM =T, where M is the intrinsic m agnetization. Full line: Langevin function
L x)= cothx 1=x.

all tem peratures below T. for isotropic system s. A s no analytical calculations
are possible here, we resort to the M onte Carlo technique w ith global soin
rotations. In Fig. 13 (left) we plot the core, surface and net m agnetizations of
a nanoparticlke of 257 soins, as functions of tem perature in zero m agnetic eld.
These results do con m what was obtained from the spherical m odel [see
Fig.1l (left)] for isotropic box-shaped system s, nam ely that boundary e ects
suppress the m agnetization, and here we see that this e ect is enhanced by
the SA A drastice ect ofthe SA isclearly seen in the eld dependence ofthe
scaled induced m agnetization m as shown in Fig. 13 (right) at T = T F2=8.
In the presence of a strong SA the superparam agnetic relation (8) isno longer
valid, and m =M strongly deviates from the Langevin function.
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Fig. 14. Left: Tem perature dependence of the surface and core m agnetizations for
N = 3766, m agnetization of the bulk system , and that of the cube w ith the spinel
structure and periodic boundary conditions PBC) with N = 40°. R ight: Spatial
variation of the net m agnetization of a spherical nanoparticlke of 3140 spins, as a
flunction ofthe nom alized particle radius, for ©*¢ T=T™ 1,and = 05,

core ¢ l
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432 M aghem ite ( Fe,03) nanopartickes

In this section we deal w ith the ferrim agnetic m aghem ite nanoparticles ( —
Fe,03) having spinel crystallne structure, summ arizing the resuls of [4],
[46]. This time we Include the DD I in the Ham iltonian of Eqg. (1). The buk
anisotropy In such m aterials is cubic, stillwe are using a uniaxial anisotropy
to sin plify the study of e ects that are of m ore Interest to us here. W e con—
siderm aghem ite particles of various sizes N ’ 10° 10 that correspond to a
radius of 2-3.5 nm ) and w ith the physical properties in the core (spinelcrystal
structure w ith Jacuna, exchange and dipolar Interactions, anisotropy constant,
etc.) as those of the bulk, exospt that the anisotropy is taken as uniaxial. W e
use the TSA modelwith K ; = 0:06 erg/an?.A 1l spins in the core and on the
surface are dentical but 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 soins are the sam e as those Inside the core. A though we
treat only the crystallographically \ideal" surface, we do allow for a scatter
In the exchange constants on the surface. In contrast, n Refs. [12] it was as—
sum ed that all exchange Interactions are the sam e but there was postulated
the existence of a fraction ofm issing bonds on the surface.

In Fig.14 (left), we see that the surface m agnetization decreasesm ore rapidly
than the core m agnetization as the tam perature Increases.M oreover, it is seen
that even the (nom alized) core m agnetization per site does not reach its sat-
uration valie of 1 at very low tem peratures, which show s that the m agnetic
order In the core isdisturbed by the surface. Thism ay also be due to Jacuna In
the spinel structure. In F ig. 14 (right) we plot the spatialevolution ofthe local
m agnetization from the center to the border of the particle, at di erent tem -
peratures. At all tem peratures it decreases w ith distance from the center.At
high tem peratures, the localm agnetization exhibits a tem perature-dependent
Jum p, and then continues to decrease. This indicates that there is a radius
w ithin which the m agnetization assum es relatively large values. This result
agrees w ith that of B] where this radius was called the m agnetic radius.

5 Conclision

W e have dem onstrated by di erent analytical and num ericalm ethods the In -
portance of acoounting for the m agnetization inhom ogeneities in m agnetic
nanoparticles, especially In the presence of SA . T he latter m akes the 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 echanisn , sihce for large SA the partick’s spins sw itch
clusterw ise. For an all SA we were able to caloulate the spin canting in the
particle analytically and to obtain a novel second order contrioution to the
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partick’s overall anisotropy. It ram ains to generalize this result for nonzero
buk anisotropy. A nother in portant task is to study dynam ical in plications
ofthe m any-body e ects in m agnetic nanoparticlks.
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