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Fern�andez and A lonso reply:

O ur conclusions [1],about the value ofp in the tim e

evolution m / tp ofthe m agnetization,are questioned

in Ref. [2]. In order to dispelthe suspicion that our

M onte Carlo (M C) results m ay be size dependent, we

show in Fig. 1 results for varioussystem sizes,both in

SC and FCC lattices,that(1)exhibitthatpdoesdepend

on latticestructure,asreported in Ref.[1],and (2)show

no traceofany sizedependence.W e�nd sizee�ectsonly

in sm allersystem s.

Thevariation ofp with latticestructureshould notbe

perplexing. It is predicted by our theory [3],ofwhich

the m ain result,i.e.,Eq. (11)ofRef. [1],isknown. Its

predictions,given in Ref. [1],are also shown in Fig. 1.

Furtherm ore,forvanishingtunnelingwindow widths,Eq.

(11)ofRef.[1]gives[3]

sin(p�)

p
=
p
2�

�

h0
(1)

foralltim eswellafter�� 1,where� isapproxim ately the

dipole �eld rm svalue [3],h0 is8�
2=35=2 tim esa nearest

neighbor dipole �eld,and �� 1,as wellas allother no-

tation in this Reply,are as de�ned in Ref. [1]. Values

for � are given in Ref. [3]for various lattices,but,for

com pleteness’sake,we give here �=h0 = 0:756,0:398,

0:417,and 0:66 forSC,BCC,FCC,and Fe8 lattices,re-

spectively. Values for p that follow from Eq. (1) agree

rather wellwith the M C results we have reported and

with experim entson Fe8 [4].

So why are the num ericalresults ofthe Ref. [2]so

di�erent from ours? O urs [1] apply to (1) annealed

[5]system s,to which a m agnetic �eld H is applied at
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FIG .1:m ,scaled with "w "aH =�
3
,versus�tforSC and FCC

lattices with N = L � L � L and 4 � L � L � L=2 spins,

respectively.Allpointsstand foraveragesoveratleast10
7
=N

M C runs,with "w = 0:05,H = 1,and "a = 0:43 and 0:50,

for SC and FCC lattices, respectively. Fulllines stand for

theoreticalresults.

kB T . 0:1U=S,if(2) H � � [such as H . 4 m T and

� � 30m T (i.e.,g�B S�0H . 0:05K and g�B S�0� � 0:4

K in obviousnotation)in Ref.[4]].Neitherofthese two

conditionsism etin Ref[2],whereinitialspin con�gura-

tionsarerandom and H > �.

Annealing is essential in the m agnetization process

studied in Ref. [1]. The very nature ofthe processde-

pendson it.In annealedsystem s,spin{up and spin{down

populations thatare able to tunnel,i.e.,on sites where

dipolar�eldsapproxim ately cancelH ,are unequal,and

this drives the m agnetization process. In unannealed

system s both populations are,on the average,initially

equal,and m uch slower therm alequilibration processes

then drivethem agnetization evolution [6].Furtherm ore,

annealing ishard to avoid in experim entssuch asin Ref.

[4]. An Fe8 crystalheld for as little as 1 second within

therange20 & T & 2 K beforequenching to m uch lower

tem peratures,willqualify asannealed [5],and itsm agne-

tization willbe atleasttwo ordersofm agnitude larger,

forup to m inute(roughly 4�� 1)afterH � � isapplied,

than itwould havebeen had theinitialspin con�guration

been som ehow com pletely random ized initially.

Furtherm ore,theresultswehaveobtained forthem ag-

netization ofannealed system s also apply to the relax-

ation ofthe m agnetization in zero �eld,aftercooling in

a weak �eld [3]. Then,m (0)� m (t) / tp while 1 . �t

and m (t)& 0,and p isalso given by Eq.(1).

Incidently,in unannealed system s(asin Ref.[1]),p is

also nonuniversal,varying with H ,increasing m onotoni-

cally asH decreases,up to a valueslightly largerthan 1

forH � �.
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