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C om m enton \M em ory E�ectsin an Interacting

M agnetic N anoparticle System "

In a recent Letter,Sun et al. [1]study and discuss
m em ory e�ects in an interacting nanoparticle system
with speci�c tem perature and �eld protocols. The au-
thors claim that the observed m em ory e�ects originate
from spin-glassdynam icsand thattheresultsareconsis-
tentwith thehierarchicalpictureofthespin-glassphase.
In this com m ent, we argue their claim s prem ature by
dem onstrating thatalltheirexperim entalcurvescan be
reproduced qualitatively using only a sim pli�ed m odelof
isolated nanoparticles[2]with a tem perature dependent
distribution ofrelaxation tim es.
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FIG .1:FC susceptibility vstem peratureusing thesam epro-

tocolasin Fig.2 ofSun etal.[1].The �eld iscutduring the

tem porary stopsofthecooling atT = 0:088 and atT = 0:042

for10
14
�0.Thecooling (and reheating)rateis2:4� 10

13
�0 per

tem peratureunit.TheinsetshowsZFC and FC susceptibility

vstem perature.

The i-th m agnetic m om entin ourm odeloccupiesone
of two states with energies � K Vi � H M sVi, where K

is the anisotropy constant,M s the saturation m agneti-
zation,H the applied �eld and Vi the volum e ofthe i-
th nanoparticle.Thesuperparam agneticrelaxation tim e
is �i = �0 exp(K Vi=T). The occupation probability of
one ofthe statesispi(t),which is solved by the m aster
equation approachforanytem peratureand �eld protocol
from a given initialcondition [2]. The m agnetization of
theparticlesystem isevaluated byaveragingoverthevol-
um e distribution P (V )= exp[� ln(V )2=(2
2)]=(
V

p
2�)

with 
 = 0:6.
Figure1shows�eld-cooled(FC)m agnetizationvstem -

peraturem easured on cooling| with tem porarystopsun-
derzero �eld| and the subsequentreheating. Since the
�eld is cut at Ts for ts,fpi(t)g ofm om ents which are
active on the present tim e scale relax to 1/2. Am ong
them ,m om entsofparticlesful�lling ts � �0 exp(K Vi=Ts)
arefrozen in certain valueswhen thecoolingisrestarted.
Those frozen states are reactivated when the system is
reheated to Ts,causing a dip in �. The tim e evolutions
ofthe therm o-rem anent-m agnetization (TRM )shown in
Fig.2 can sim ilarly be understood; an energy barrier
speci�es quite sharply a tem perature, below (above)
which the m om entisblocked (superparam agnetic).

An appropriateprotocoltocon�rm m em orye�ectsdue
to spin-glassdynam ics is a zero-�eld-cooled (ZFC)pro-
cesswith a stop during cooling underzero-�eld [3].In a
spin glassthecorrelation length ofspin-glassordergrows
during the stop and a m em ory dip shows up upon re-
heating,butnotin anoninteractingnanoparticlesystem .
Thisprotocol,however,hasnotbeen exam ined in [1].

W e have argued that a distribution of (free-)energy
barriers is a su�cient origin ofthe m em ory e�ects dis-
cussed in [1].In noninteracting nanoparticlesystem sthe
distribution ofrelaxation tim esoriginatesonly from that
ofthe particle volum es,and isthusextrinsic and static.
In spin glasses,on theotherhand,itistheconsequenceof
thecooperativenatureofspinswith random ly frustrated
interaction,and isintrinsic and dependenton the ageof
the system . To conclude,only through the m em ory ef-
fectsstudied by Sun etal.[1]wecannotdraw any conclu-
sion whether a nanoparticle system isa non-interacting
superparam agnetoran interacting spin glass.
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FIG .2: �T R M vs tim e using the sam e protocols as in Figs.

3,4,5 ofSun etal.[1]. The system iscooled to T = 0:029 at

thesam erateasin Fig.1 undera�eld which iscutjustbefore

recording �T R M .Aftera tim e oft1 = 3� 10
12
�0 the tem per-

ature is changed. The relaxation at the new tem perature is

recorded eitherin H = 0orH = h in period oft2 = 3� 1012�0.
Then the tem perature is shifted back to T = 0:029 and the

�eld issetto zero.
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