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M any dense m agnetic nanoparticle system s exhibit slow dynam icswhich is qualitatively indistin—
guishable from that observed in atom ic spin glasses and its origin is attributed to dipole interactions
am ong particlke m om ents (or superspins). However, even in dilute nanoparticle system s where the
dipole interactions are vanishingly am all, slow dynam ics is observed and is attrbuted solely to
a broad distrbution of relaxation tim es which In tum com es from that of the anisotropy energy
barriers. To clarify characteristic di erences between the two types of slow dynam ics, we study
a sin ple m odel of a non-interacting nanoparticle system (a superparam agnet) analytically as well
as ferritin (@ superparam agnet) and a dense Fe-N nanoparticle system (a supersoin glass) exper—
In entally. It is found that superparam agnets In fact show aging (@ waiting tim e dependence) of
the them orem anent-m agnetization aswellas variousm em ory € ects. W ealso nd som e dynam ical
phenom ena peculiar only to superspin glasses such as the atness ofthe eld-cooled m agnetization
below the critical tem perature and m em ory e ects In the zero— eld-cooled m agnetization. These
dynam ical phenom ena are qualitatively reproduced by the random energy m odel, and are well in—

terpreted by the so—called droplet theory in the eld of the spin—glass study.

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the m ost attractive topics in the eld of con-
densed m atter physics is slow dynam ics such as non-—
exponential relgxation, aging (@ waiting tim e dependence
of observables) 22 and m em ory e ects. These phengm +
ena are observed In varigus system s lke polym ersgr g
high-T. super-conductors® granularm aterial® and spin
glasses. Especially, n the eld of spin glasses, slow dy=
nam icshasbeen stydipd, w idely both experin entallyede?
and theoretically2 42343434423 t5 exam ine the validity of
novel conoepts of spin, glasses such as a hierarchjcgl qr-
ganization of state€ 2’ and tem perature chaosZ81929
T hese extensive studies have revealed various interest—
ing behavior jp,dynam ics ke coexistence ofm em ory and
rejivenation #%2 Such ndingshave stin ulated m any re—
searchers to study slow dynam ics invarious system s like
geom etrically frustrated m agnets?i?3 transition-m etal
oxides,2i orfentationalglasses242% supercopled lioprids2d
and dense m agnetic nanoparticle system £7£42928¢5%.83
by using experin ental protocols developed in the study
of spin glasses. M agnetic nanoparticle system s, which
we study in this paper, are of current interest because of
their signi cance for technologicalapplications aswellas
fr their findam entalm agnetic properties 3

In m agnetic nanoparticle system s, there are two pos—
sble origins of slow dynam ics. The rst one is a broad
distrbbution of relaxation tin es originating solly from
that of the anisotropy energy barriers of each nanoparti-
clemom ent. This is the only source of slow dynam ics for
sparse (Weakly interacting) m agnetic nanoparticle sys—
tem s, In which the nanoparticles are xed in space. W e
hereafter callm agneticm om ents ofeach nanoparticle su-
perspins, and such weakly interacting m agnetic nanopar-

ticle system s superparam agnets. H ow ever, for densem ag—
netic nanoparticle system s, there is a second possible ori-
gin of slow dynam ics, nam ely, cooperative spin glass dy—
nam ics due to frustration caused by strong dipolar in-
teractions am ong the particles and random ness In-the
particle positions and anisotropy axes orientations®4 m
fact, evidences for a spin glass transition such asthe crit—
ical divergence of the nonlinear susoeptibility have been
fund In dense m agnetic nanopartick system s838987 W e
hereafter call such dense m agnetic nanoparticle system s,
w hich exhibit spin glassbehavior, superspin glhsses.

Now the point is that m agnetic nanoparticle system s
Involre two possible m echanisn s for slow dynam ics, and
which of the two is relevant depends essentially on the
concentration of nanoparticles. T hen, In order to under—
stand appropriately slow dynam ics in m agnetic nanopar-
ticle systam s, i is desirable to clarify which observed
phenom ena are sin ply due to slow dynam ics caused by
a broad distrbution of relaxation tim es, and which ones
are brought by cooperative dynam ics peculiar to super-
soin glasses. For this purpose, we 1rst study a sinple
m odel of non-interacting m agnetic nanoparticle system s
(superparam agnets) analytically. A s a consequence, we

nd that even superparam agnets exhibit aging of the
therm orem anent-m agnetization and various m em ory ef-
fects. In particular, we show that the gurious mem —
ory e ects recently reported by Sun et al,2% which were
clain ed to give evidences of the existence of a supersoin
glass phase, can be understood sin ply as superparam ag—
netic relaxation (see also Refs. Sg,:fl-(_)';_él-; J)

We alo perform experiments on a ferritih (@
superparam agnet343) and a dense FeN nanopartice
system s (a superspin glas®4894449) . The results of £r-
ritin are qualitatively sin ilarto those ofoursin plem odel
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of superparam agnets. The com parison of the phenom —
ena observed in the superparam agnet and the superspin
glass reveals som e properties peculiar only to superspin
glasses, eg., the atness of the eld-cooled m agnetiza—
tion below the critical tem perature and m em ory e ects
In the zero— eld-cooled m agnetization. Particularly, the
form er phenom enon rem inds us of P arisi’s equilibbrium
susceptibility in the spin-glassm ean— eld theory 24 How -
ever, we propose an. nterpretation based on the spin—
glass droplet theory?4%7 which predicts the instability of
the spin-glass phase under a staticm agnetic eld ofany
strengths and so clain s the ocbserved eld-cooled m agne—
tization to be a property far from equilbrium %4 W e also
show that these experin ental results peculiar to super—
soin glasses are qualitatively reproduced by the random
energy m ode14989£3

T he outline of the present m anuscript is as follow s. In
section ITwe introduce a m odelof superparam agnets and
report aging and m em ory e ects observed in thism odel.
T he results of experin ents on ferritin are also shown in
this section. In section :p;l[we show experin ental results
on a dense FeN nanoparticle system . Som e properties
found only in the superspin glass are nterpreted by the
random energy m odeland the droplet theory. Section :}\z:
is devoted for summ ary.

II. SLOW DYNAM ICS IN
SUPERPARAMAGNETS

A . M odeland m aster equation approach

Here we adopt a sin ple m odel which is considered to
describe the essential slow dynam ics in non-interacting
m agnetic nanoparticle system s (superparam agnets). T he
m agneticm om ent (superspin) of one nanoparticle, which
does not interact w ith any other superspins, is supposed
to occupy one oftwo statesw ith energies KV hM ¢V,
where K is the buk anisotropy constant, V the vol
um e of the nanoparticle, h an applied eld in linear
regponse regin €, and M ¢ the saturation m agnetization.
Here we supposed that the direction of the eld is par-
allel to the anisotropy axes for sin plicty. The super-
param agnetic relaxation tine In zero eld for the ther-
m al activation over the energy barrier K V is given by

= gexp K V=T),where ; isam icroscopic time.

T he occupation probability of one of the two states,
In which the supersoin is in parallel (antiparallkel) to the

eld direction, is denoted by p1 (t) (1,-p1 (), and is
solved by the llow ing m aster equation®3

d ) =

dtpl (t)
whereW 1, 5 (£) W 5, 1 (t)) is the transition rate from the
state l1to 2 @2 to 1) at tine t. To the lading order n
h (t) they are w ritten as
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T he abovem aster equation can be solved analytically for
any tem peratures and eld protocols represented by T (k)
and h (t) from a given initial condition, and the m agneti-
zation ofthe particle w ith voluim eV is given by

M V)= PpiGV) 1M V: )
Forexampl, in thecasethath ()= hand T )= T, we
obtain

M V) = M t= 0;V)exp( &= )

™ sV )?h
+ -

T fl exp( t= )g; ©)

w here o exp K V=T ). Note that the additional con—
dition h = 0 leads us to the fam iliar form ulation for the
decay of the them orem anent-m agnetization.

From Egs.(l4),wenoticethatp; ) = 1=2 M () = 0)
atany t ifp; 0) = 1=2 and h () = 0. Thismeans that
In any genuine zero— eld-cooled (ZFC) processes start—
Ing from M = 0, p; (t) is Independent of the schedule of
tem perature change T (t), ie., no m em ory is Im printed
In the process. Experin entally, a dem agnetized initial
state is obtained by choosing the starting tem perature
su ciently high.

T he totalm agnetization of the nanoparticle system is
evaluated by averaging over the volum e distribution,

Z Z
avP (V)M V)

M @©= dvM spec tVv): (6)

Here, the mtegrand (the M -spectrum ) denoted as
M gec £V ) playsan im portant role in the argum entsbe-
low . For the explicit evaluation of M (t), we use a log—
nom aldistribution

p
PWV)=expl hWv)’=Q HE(V 2 ); @)

wih = 0:6. A lthough quantitative and som e m inute
qualitative results m ay depend on the valie of , the
functional form ofP (V ), and even our basic assum ption
of the tw o-states representation, we do not go into such
details here, expecting that our sin plest m odel catches
up the essence of slow dynam ics of superparam agnets.

In the present w ork the average anisotropic energy K V.
is chosen as the uni ofenergy aswell as that of tem per-
ature by setting kg = 1. V ismeasured In unit of the
average volum e V, which frthe log-nom aldistribution
Eq.(N] is given by exp ( 2=2). A s fr the tin escale, we
suppose that them icroscopictine ( for superspins ofre—
alistic nanoparticles is around 10 ° s, and that a typical
experin ental tin e window is around 10? s. W e there-
fore investigate our m odel in the tin e window around
10 | expecting that it corresponds to typical experi-
m entaltim e scales.
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FIG .1l: Colronline) ZFCM /FCM w ith the cooling rate r =
24 1Y per tem perature unit (circles/squares) and those
with slower cooling rater = 2:4 18  (diam onds/trianglks).
T he line is the susceptbility in equilbrium (the Curie law).
The Inset shows the M —spectra of the ZFCM , FCM and the
m agnetization n equilbbriim at T = 0:042 (from left to right).
The cooling rate for ZFCM /FCM is2:4 18 .

B. ZFC and FC m agnetizations

Letusbegin ourargum ents from them ost fuindam ental
and wellknown protocols, ie., the m easuring processes
of the zero—- eld-cooled m agnetization (ZFCM ) and the

eld-cooled m agnetization @CM ). In the ZFC process,
the system is rapidly cooled to a low tem perature in zero

eld, and then the Induced m agnetization by an applied

eld h ismeasured as the tem perature is gradually in—
creased. In the FC process, on the other hand, the sys—
tem is gradually cooled under h from a su ciently high
tem perature so that the system is in equilbrium at the
highest tem perature. T he circles/squares in Fjg.-'_];I rep—
resent the ZFCM /FCM observed w ith heating/cooling
rate, r, of 24 102 , per tem perature unit 89 A s usu-
ally adopted, the peak position ofthe ZFCM is regarded
as the blocking tem perature, Ty, which is © 0088 for
the present process. Ifthe rate r is 10 tin es sower, we
obtain Ty / 0063 (diam onds for the ZFCM and trian-—
gks forthe FCM ). Ifwem ake r in nitely slow, both the
ZFCM and the FCM curves coincide w ith the one given
by the Curie law .

In the inset ofFjg.:!.' we show the M -spectra (the in—
tegrand oqu.(:_é)) of the ZFCM , FCM and the m agne—
tization In equilbrium at T = 0:042 (fom left to right).
O ne can clkarly see that the parts ofthe three M -spectra
for V.am aller than a certain value, which we denote as
Vg , lie on top ofeach other. Thism eans that superspins
of these an all nanoparticles are equilbrated within the
characteristic tin e-scale of the cooling/heating process.
On the other hand, the M -spectrum of the ZFCM at
V > Vg iszero, indicating that superspins of these larger
nanoparticles are still blocked to their nitial values. W e
callVy the blocking volum e w hich depends strongly (lin-—

early) on T and weakly (logarithm ically) on the observa—
tion tin escale. A 1so we call superspins of nanoparticles
withVv < Vg,V ' Vg,and V > Vg superparam agnetic,
dynam ically active, and blocked or frozen, respectively.

By passing w e em phasize another characteristic feature
of the FCM in superparam agnets. Nam ely, the FCM
alw ays increases as the tem perature is decreased. This is
sin ply because supersoins are blocked (or frozen) In the
direction ofthe eld.

C. Aging and m em ory e ects

Let us now consider the themn orem anent—
m agnetization (TRM ) protocol, where we cool the
system in a eld h at a certaln rate, stop the cooling at
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FIG. 2: (Colr online) @) M gec tw;V) of the FC pro-
cess. The system is cooled to T, (= 0:033) at the rate of
24 1Y per tem perature uni, and is kept at T, for t, .
The eld is applied in the whole process. (o) Susceptibility

rru (Gty ) measured In the TRM protocol (inset) and its
Jogarithm ic tin e derivative S (t) dlog Trum ity )=dlogt
(m ain fram e) vs t, where t is the elapsed tim e after the eld
is cut. The cooling rate and T, are the same as in a). In
the inset, the corresponding waiting tin e Increases from lft
to right.



a measurem ent tem perature, Ty, , let the system relax
for a waiting tine of ,, and then cut the eld and
observe the m agnetization decay. D uring the FC aging
before cutting the eld, the parts of the M -spectrum
for the frozen and superparam agnetic superspins, do not
change signi cantly, while that ofthe dynam ically active
superspins does change as seen n F jg.:_j @). The peak of
the M -spectrum shifts to Jarger volum es w ith increasing
t, . The peak position appears around V where the
corresponding relaxation tine (exp® V =T, ) is com -
parable wih t, . This naturally m eans that the TRM
decreasesm ost rapidly when the tim e t elapsed after the

eld is cut is nearly equalto t, . Indeed, Fig.d o) show s
that the relaxation rate S (t) h 1 dlogM =dlogt in
the TRM protocol has a peak around t,. Thus we
conclude that aging @ t, dependence) ofthe TRM does
exist even In superparam agnets.

A sm entioned in subsection ITIA , however, the ZFECM
curve is ndependent of t, . O ne m ay consider that this
ty “Independence of the ZFCM is a consequence of the
sin ple two-states description of our m odel. A ctually,
by considering several com peting sources of anisotropy
(for instance m agnetocrystalline and m agnetostatic en—
ergy), we can think of a m ultistates system with some
energy levelsdi erent from each other. T hen, the ZFCM
of the m odel should depend weakly on t, even if in—
teractions am ong particles are absent. In fact, we will
show in section ']It that the random energy m odel, which
has a huge num ber of states whose energies are di er—
ent from each other, exhbits strong aging in genuine
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FIG .3: (Colbronline) rru Vssm eusing the sam e protocols
as In Figs. 3,4,5 of Sun et alti. The system is cooled to

T = 0033 at the rate of 24 1B per tem perature unit
in a eld which is cut just before recording rtrm . A fter
atineofty = 3 102 the tem perature is changed. The
relaxation at the new tem perature is recorded eitherin H = 0
orH = h inperiod oft, = 3 10'? ;. Then the tem perature
is shifted back to T = 0:033 and the eld is set to zero. In the
inset, i and tz3 partsof rrm with the negative tem perature
cycling are plotted as a function of the total tin e elapsed at
= 0:033.

ZFC protocols. H ow ever, we consider that a signi cantly
an all t, dependence of the ZFCM as com pared to that
ofthe TRM is one of the characteristic properties of su—
perparam agnets since In ordinary spin glasses, a strong
t, dependence is cbserved not only in the TRM but also
In the ZFCM . T herefore, indubiable experim ental evi-
dence for spin-glass dynam ics In a system can only be
found by nvestigating aging e ects in the ZFCM .

From the sum rule forthe ZFCM ,TRM and FCM ,we

nd

Morm (Gt)=Mpc €+ &) Mzrc ©; 8)

where we have used the fact that the ZFCM does not
depend on t, In ourm odel. This equation tells us that
the t, dependence of the TRM in our m odel is m erely
a consequence of slow relaxation ofthe FCM .This is In
contrast to ordinary soin glasseswhere the TRM and the
ZFCM strongly-depend on t, even ifM ¢ ) rt® t,
hardly relaxes3

Another in portant pomt is that the peak position of
theM —spect:cum nFi. d ) (@nd the relaxation rate S (t)
in Fig. Q(b)) ceases to shift if g, 0€xp K Vpeak=Tm ),
where Vyeax is the peak position of the M -spectrum in
equilbriim (itsexplicit value isaround 12 in the present
case) . O n the otherhand, aging In spin glasses isbelieved
to persist etermally in the therm odynam ic lim it since the
relaxation tin e divergesbelow the critical tem perature.

A fterthe eld iscut in the above-m entioned TRM pro—
toocolw ith t, = 0, wem ay further introduce som e cycling
processes2%24 as shown i Fig.d. Now ktus rst con—
sider a negative-tem perature cycling in zero eld. The
tem perature is changed as T, = 0033 ! T, = 0:025!
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FIG.4: (Colr online) FC susceptbility vs tem peratt-%re ob-
served in the sam e protocol as in Fig. 2 of Sun et alfi. The

eld is cut during the intem ittent stops of the cooling at
T: = 0088 and at T, = 0042 for a period of 10'* ;. The
m agnetization in zero eld after the waiting tin e is shown
although i was not shown by Sun et al. The arrows in the

gure indicate at which stages during the procedure we m ea—
sure and show the M -spectra in Fig. 15 The cooling (@nd
reheating) rate is the sam e as that In F ig. G
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FIG.5: (Coloronline) M —-spectra at six representative states which are indicated in Fjg.:ﬁl: by arrow s. The point in each inset

also show s the tin e of the m easurem ent.

Tp . Since the blocking volum e Vi at T, is an aller than
that at T, , the superspinsw hich were dynam ically active
at T, are frozen in the second stage at T,, while the dy—
nam ically active superspins at T, do not change because
they were already equilbrated (depolarized) by the nst—
stage aging at T, . Hence M rrv does not change at all
In the second stage (squares in Fjg.:j) . The shape ofthe
M -spectrum in this stage is essentially the sam e as that
shown in Fig.i3 (o), below . A fter the system com es back
to T, the relaxation ofM txy resum es from the value at
the end of the rst—stage. If the eld is applied in the
second stage of the above protocol, the superparam ag—
netic and dynam ically active superspins at T, resoond to
it. The M -spectrum at the end of this stage is essen-
tially the sam e as that in Fjg.:_E;(c). The Induced m ag—
netization in the second stage aln ost in m ediately disap—
pears in the last stage at T, since the supersoins which
carried the excessm agnetization are rapidly equilibrated
(depolarized) at the higher tem perature. In the positive—
tem perature cycling w ith T, = 0:042 underh = 0, super-
soins which are blocked at T, but not at T, (ie. super—
soins of nanoparticles w hose volum e is Jarger than Vg at
T, but analler than Vg at T,) are rapidly depolarized
In the second stage. T hey are frozen as depolarized after
changing the tem perature back to T, , and thus M trum
rem ainsconstantatam uch an allervalue. The signi cant
relaxation is expected to resum e at a tin e scale when the
isothem alM gy at T, reaches this an allvalue., T hese
fatures have been in fact observed by Sun et al®% i a
pem alloy nanoparticle system .

Lastly lt us discuss the peculiar mem ory e ect in
Fig.2 of Sun et al%4. They introduce intem ittent stops,
at Ti, In the FC process and at the sam e tin e they cut

o the eld, kt the system relax by a certain period t;,
and then resum e the FC process. W hen the system is
reheated after reaching a certain low tem perature, the
m agnetization curve clearly m anifests that the system

keeps m em ordes In printed by the preceding FC process.
W e have applied the sam e protocolto our sim ple m odel
of superparam agnets, and have reproduced qualitatively
dentical results to theirs as shown in Fig.4.

Tt isclari ed in F ig. that this peculiarm em ory e ect
originates from theblocking ofsupersoinsby dem onstrat-
ing the M -spectra of som e representative instants of the
process. Afterthe rststop at T = T; underh = 0, the
M -spectrum ofF ig.5 b) tellsusthat theblocking volum e
Vg1 is around 30, nam ely, the superspins of nanoparti-
cleswith V < Vp; are com pltely equilbrated (depolar-
ized), while the frozen superspins of nanoparticles w ith
V > Vg are still blocked at T = T; after the waiting
tin e. Asthe FC process is resum ed, the m em ory of the

rst stop at T = T; isinprinted asadp atV ’ Vp;
In the M -spectrum [Fjg.:_E;(c)], since that part oftheM -
spectrum iswellblocked during the aging at signi cantly
lower tem peratures than T;. Sim ilarly, by the second
stop at T = T, and recooling afterwards, another dip
at Vg, ’ 13 is mprinted In the M -spectrum as seen
in Fig.8(d). In the reheating process, Fig. o () and (f)
illustrate that the frozen part of the M -spectrum m els
starting from snallV . The consequence is nothing but
the m em ory e ect reported by Sun et al.



D . Experim ents on a superparam agnet

In oxder to clarify how far our sinple m odel cap—
tures the essence of real superparam agnets, we per—
form experim ents on a m odel-superparam agnet, nam ely
natural horsesplen ferritin ¥4%3 It is an iron-storage
proteln, and has a spherical cage 8 nm I diame-
ter containing, polydispersive cores of antiferrom agnetic
frrhydrite 8489 Each corehasa sm allm agpeticm om ent
of 300 g dueto itsuncom pensated spins®429 F igure i
show sthe result ofthem em ory experim ent w ith the sam e
protocolas that in Fjg.:_ll . It isclear from the gurethat
this superparam agnet also exhbits the sam e m em ory ef-
fect as that observed by Sun et al. Tn fact, thism epqry
behavior is also abserved in other superparam agnet£94%.
The FCM without stops is shown In the inset ofFjg.-'_é.
W e see that the FCM increases m onotonically w ith de—
creasing tem perature. Aswe discussed In the last para-
graph of subsection @_B_‘-, this is a typical feature of su—
perparam agnets.

Figure E"/: show s relaxation of the TRM suscegptibility
w ith the sam e protocolas that in Fjg.:_ZCB).W e clearly
see that the TRM exhibits a sin ilar £, dependence to
that In our sin ple m odel of superparam agnets. W e have
also checked a tendency that the peak of the relaxation
rate S (t) h ' dlogM =dlogt shifts to larger tin es
w ith increasing t, , although the data are a bit too noisy
to clarify whether the peak is located around t, ornot.

W e have alsp-done m em ory experin ent in the genuine
ZFC protocol®d T this experinent, we measure grc
w hich Includes interm ittent stops In the ZFC processand

?ch w ithout such stops. T he stopping tem peratures are
9K and 7 K, and the period of interm ittence is 10% s at

each tem perature. N ote that the stopping tem peratures
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FIG.6: (Color online) FC suscerptjbﬂjty of the ferritin w ith
the sam e protocolas that in Fjg.ff. The el iscutduring the
interm ittent stops ofthe coolingat T = 9K andatT = 7K
for 10* s at each tem perature. The cooling (and reheating)
rate is 17 10 ® K /s. The inset shows the ZFC and the FC
susceptibilities vs tem perature.

are wellbelow the blocking tem perature Ty 13K (see
the inset of F ig. :_é) . The cooling (and reheating) rate is
the sam e as that in FJg:_é T he result of the experim ent
isthat there isno signi cant di erencebetween jzrc and

?ch at any tem peratures (not shown), ie., no mem ory
is iIn printed by the aging under zero eld. This is also
the expected result for superparam agnets.

ITI. SLOW DYNAMICS IN SUPERSPIN
G LA SSES

Variousm em ory experin ents are perform ed on a dense
FeN ferrom agnetic nanoparticle systegm which has been
shown to be a superspin glss24894449 Figure d shows
the result of the m em ory experim ent ollow ing the pro—
toool as that In Fjg.:ff. At the intem ittent stops of the
FC process, whilk the eld is set to zero, the value ofthe
m agnetization decreases. On the subsequent reheating,
the m agnetization value In the preceding cooling process
is recovered, for each stop, at a tem perature a bit above
that of the stop. At a glance, the mem ory e ect In this
superspin glass is qualitatively the sam e as that in su—
perparam agnets indicating a sim ilar oﬁgjn of the e ect.
A nother interesting observation in F ig.8 isthat the FCM
of the FeN system after resum ing the cooling behaves
aln ost In parallel to the FCM w ithout the intemm ittent
stops (reference curve) though its absolute m agniude is
signi cantly sm aller than the latter. T his feature is also
seen for the superparam agnetsas shown in F jgs.'ff and -'_6,
and so it suggests that the m echanism behind the m em -
ory e ect isalso comm on.

Now letusgo Into fiurther com parisonsbetw een the re—
sults so far obtained for the superparam agnets and those
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FIG.7: (Colr online) Relaxation of the TRM susceptibility
ofthe ferritin. A fter the system iscooled to T = 7:0 K under
a2000e eld ata rate of 017 K /s, it is kept at the tem per-
ature under the eld fort, , and then the eld is cut and the
m agnetization decay ism easured as a function of the elapsed
tin e t after the eld iscut. The waitlhg tine t, is 8 102,
8 10° and 8 10° (from left to right).
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w ith the sam e protocolas that in FJg-,A T he critical tem per-
ature of the sam ple is around 60 K B9 The el iscut during
the intem ittent stops of the cooling at T = 40 K and at
T = 30 K for 3000 s at each tem perature. T he cooling (and
reheating) rate is 0:01 K /s. The inset show s the ZFC and the
FC susceptibilities vs tem perature.

for the superspin glass. One signi cant di erence be—
tween the two is seen in the behavior of the reference
FCM w ihout the intem itent stops. The FCM of the
FeN system does not Increase but even decreases as the
tem perature is decreased. A coord:ng to the argum ent in
the last paragraph of subsection .]IB- this in plies that
the FeN system isin fact not a superparam agnet also in
this respect. A ctually the nearly constant FCM is con—
sidered to be a typicalproperty of ordinary soin glasses.
A further In portant phenom enon which ispeculiarto su-
perspin glasses ism em ory e ect in the genuine ZFC pro-—
toocol. F igure :gi show s an experin ental result of the FeN
system where the di erence between the ZFCM ’s w ith
and without an Intem itent stop at Ts In the cooling
process is presented. The di erence is clearly observed
asadpatT ' Ts.

Now Jet us discuss possble theoretical interpretations
ofthese experim entalresuls. The st theoreticalm,adel
we consider is the random energy m odel REM ) #9296%
The REM oonsists of a huge num ber of states. T he bar-
rier energy Ep, which the system needs to overcom e In
order to go to a new state, is assigned to each state ran-
dom Iy and independently according to the exponential
distrioution Eg) = 1=T. [ Eg=T.]. Since the av-
erage relaxation tineh i= | dEp Ep) oexpEp=T)
diverges below T., the REM show s various m,@l oxz and
aging behavior in the low tem perature phase.. 2167 Let
usnow seeto what extent the experim entalresuls shown
In this section are reproducble by the REM . First,
Fig. :10 show s the result with the sam e protocol as that
n Fig. -4 The result is qualitatively rather sim ilar to
that ofthe FeN system shown in Fig.d. In particular, i
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FIG.9: (Color online) D i erence of the ZFC susceptibility

of the the FeN system . The ZFC process is interm itted at
T = 40K for 9000 s in them easurem ent of zrc,whike I,
ism easured w ithout such a stop. T he cooling rate is 0:1 K /s,
and the reheating rate is 001 K /s.

should be em phasized that the atness ofthe FCM be-
low the critical tem perature, which can not be captured
by our sim ple m odelof superparam agnets, is reproduced
in the REM . Second, F ig. '1]1 show s the result of sin ula—
tion which corresponds to the ZFC mem ory experin ent
n FJg:_ﬁ A gain, the result isqualitatively very sin ilarto
that in the experim ent. A crucialproperty ofthe REM to
understand this result isthat the system goes Into desper
and deeper states y-ith higher and higher energy barriers
astin e progresses£98¢ T herefore, the typicalenergy bar—
rier of the state in which the system is blocked depends
on how long the system hasbeen aged at a low tem per-
ature. Since i ismore di cult for the system blocked
In a state w ith a higher energy barrier to respond to the
eld, the di erence of the typical energy barrier of the
state In which the system is blocked w ih and w ithout
Interm ittent stop on cooling causes the dip in FJg:_ill .

W e have seen that the experin entalresults arewell re—
produced by the REM . However, the link between each
state In the REM and an actualspin con guration in the
sy stem, _ILS.HOt so clear. On the other hand, the droplet
‘cheory2 Y gives som e Insight into spin con gurations in
the (monequilbrium ) dynam ics of real spin glasses. For
exam ple, aftera soin glass israpidl quenched ina eldh
to a tem perature T below T, soin-glassdom ains, or clus—
ters, which are in Jocalequilbrium w ith respect to (T ;h)
are considered to grow . At a certain Instance t after the
quench, clusters w ith various volum es Ve ster Or linear

sizes L ( Vc]uster) exist. W e may think of their distri-
bution P (t;Vemster)r @nalogously to P (V) in the previous
section. Furthem ore, In the droplet theory, each cluster
of a size L is considered to I by a them al activation
process whose m ean energy barrierB; is a-fiinction of L
®:. L i the origialdropkt theory®d). The ther—
m ally activated process govems the response of clusters
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to an applied eld. This situation is rather sim ilar to
the two-state description of the superparam agnet, and
we m ay expect that the m agnetization of the spin glass
is also described by E q.é'_é), though the functional form of
M (;V ) hasto beproperly m odi ed and P (V) hasto be
replaced by a tin edependent distrbution P (£ Vewster) -
W e also note that the above argum ent on an atom ic spin
glass can be directly applied to a superspin glass if an
atom ic soin in the om er is replaced by a superspin In
the latter.

An interesting prediction of the droplkt theory is the
Instability of the equilbriim spin-glass phase under a
static m agnetic eld h of any strength. This is one of
the fundam entalissues w hich hasbeen debated since the
early stage of the spin—glass study and has not been set—
tled yet. Q uite recently, In num ericalanalysisofthe eld—
shift aging protoco], one ofthe present authors HT) and
Hukushin a%¢ have fund results which strongly support
the prediction of the droplt theory. Here let us argue
about our experim ental results on the supersoin glass
from this point of view, nam ely, the FCM measured at
T < T. isnot an equilbrium property under h but due
to the blocking of superspin clisters introduced above.

A s noted before, the FCM of a superparam agnet in—
creasesw ith decreasing T . T hat of the present superspin
glass, on the other hand, is nearly constant at T < T,
as seen In the inset ofFjg.-r_é. T he latter is naturally at—
tributed to the expected fact that the free energy di er-
ence betw een the tw o states ofa superspin clister is given
not only by the Zeem an energy but also by the residual
Interactionsbetw een the cluster and its surroundings (the
sti ness energy of a cluster in the droplet theory). Ifthe

eld strength issu ciently an all, which isthe case ofthe
present interest, the latter certainly dom inates the Zee-
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FIG .11l: (Colbronline) D i erence ofthe ZFC susceptibility of
the the REM .The ZFC process is Intem itted at T = 0:7 T
r5 107 o in the measurement of src, whike ?}fc is
m easured w thout such a stop._The cooling (and reheating)
rate is the sam e as that in Fig.0.

m an energy. T herefore, when the cluster is blocked, is
m agnetization points either in parallel or antiparallel to
the eld direction. C onsequently the branch ofthe FCM
at T < T. In Fjg.-'_g becom es nearly constant when the
tem perature is decreased.

By further inspection ofFjg.:}l and the Inset ofFjg.-r_Q
we notice that the FCM of a superparam agnet changes
rather an oothly around the blocking tem perature, whilke
that of the superspin glass exhibits a kink-lke shape at
T T.. The latter can be attributed to the tin e devel-
opm ent ofP (t;Vewyster) Which is absent In a superparam -
agnet. In fact, in the droplt theory, the rates of grow th
of the spin—glass clusters and so of their barrier energy
are expected to be m ost sensitive to a am all change In
tem perature at T ' T, sihce they are govemed by the
critical dynam ics associated w ith the spin-glass transi-
tion at T = T. under h = 0. Consequently, even a sn all
tem perature decrease at this tem perature range gives rise
to an apparently sharper blocking of superspin clusters.
At signi cantly lower tem peratures than T, the them al
activation process govems dynam ics of superspins and
yields an aln ost constant FCM as described just above.

Letustum tom am ory e ects in the genuine ZFC pro—
toool, which are not observed in superparam agnets. A s
wem entioned above,at T < T, sizes of clusters are grow —
Ing as tin e elapses which gives rise to a history depen—
dence of P (t;Vemster) In the language of our two-states
m odel. Since the change of P (t;Vewster) Proceeds even
In a vanishing eld, m em ory e ects are cbserved even in
the genuine ZFC protocol

Lastly one comm ent is in order on possible di erences
In slow dynam ics of superspin glasses and atom ic spin
glasses. A s m entioned above, qualitative aspects of the
two are considered to be aln ost comm on to each other.
Q uantitatively, how ever, the unit tin e ofa superspin I
depend on T and is much larger than the tem perature



Independent atom ic-spin i time. This di erence of-
ten causes apparent qualitative di erences in the non-
equilbriim phenom ena In the two spin glasses because
of the com m on experin ental tin e w indow, 100 10° s,
which may di er vexy much when m easured In the unit
tin e of each system 23

Iv. SUMMARY

W e have studied dynam ics of superparam agnetsby in—
vestigating a sin pli ed tw o-statesm odelanalytically and
ferritin experin entally. A s a consequence, we have found
that

a) The TRM exhbits a t, dependence, and the loga—
rithm ic tin e derivative of tryM ity ) has a peak
around t t,, as observed in soin glasses.

b) A Il the experin ental results reported by Sun et
alfi are qualitatively reproducble.

In superparam agnets, these aging and mem ory e ects
originate sokly from a broad distribution of relaxation
tin es which com es from that of the anisotropy energy
barriers. The m echanian of these results is well under—
stood by nvestigating the tin e dependence of the M —
spectrum  (the integrand in Eq.(:_d)) . Thus the aging and
meam ory e ects a-b) are not a su cient proof for the ex-—
istence of soin—glass dynam ics.

W e have also studied agihg and memory e ects In a
dense FeN nanoparticle system (@ superspin glass) ex—
perin entally. By com paring the results w ith those for
superparam agnets, the follow ng di erences have been
found:

1) The FCM of the FeN system does not increase
but even decreases as the tem perature is decreased,
while the FCM of superparam agnets always in-—
creases w ith decreasing tem perature.

2) In the FeN system , the genuine ZFCM also de—
pends on the waiting tim e. Such a t, dependence
in the ZFCM is hardly expected in superparam ag—
nets.

From the viewpoint ofl), we consider that the perm alloy
nanoparticlke system studied by Sun et al. iscloserto a
superparam agnet, w hile the FeN system studied in the
present work angd thg C o-Fe nanoparticle system studied
by Sahoo et al29848% are closer to a superspin glass.
Lastly, we have argued that these two aspects peculiar
to supersoin glasses are qualitatively reproduced by the
random energy m odel, and are well interpreted by the
droplt theory in the eld ofthe spin-glass study.

In conclusion, sin ilarities as well as crucialdi erences
In aging and mem ory e ects In superparam agnets and
supersoin glasses have been clari ed. In order to distin—
guish the two types of slow dynam ics we have to choose
approprate aging protocols such as a ZFC process w ith
Intermm ittent stops of the cooling properly scheduled.
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10 *® and at each tem perature we Jt the system relax for
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