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W ehave perform ed a seriesofm easurem entson the low tem perature behaviorofa m agnetic nano-

particle system . O ur results show striking m em ory e�ects in the dc m agnetization. D ipolar in-

teractions am ong the nano-particles suppress the m em ory e�ect. W e explain this phenom enon by

thesuperposition ofdi�erentsuperparam agnetic relaxation tim esofsingle dom ain m agnetic nano-

particles. M oreover,we observe a crossoverin the tem perature dependence ofcoercivity. W e show

thata dilute dispersion ofparticleswith a atsize distribution yieldsthe bestm em ory.

PACS num bers:75.75.+ a,75.50.Lk,75.50.Tt,75.20.-g

Single dom ain m agnetic nano-particles[1,2,3,4,5,6,

7,8]possessrelaxation tim esthatdepend exponentially

on the volum e[9,10,11,12]. Thus polydispersity leads

to a distribution ofrelaxation tim es[13,14],thoselarger

than the m easurem ent tim e yielding ’frozen’behavior,

and those shorter giving rise to ’m agnetic viscosity’[11,

12].A given sam plethen displaysstrongm em ory e� ects,

which are reported here. O ur results are based on the

m easurem ents oftem perature-dependent m agnetization

during cooling and heating cycles.Thesem em ory e� ects

m ay haveim portantdeviceapplications[3]in thefuture.

In this Letter we report results on m agnetization and

coercivity m easurem ents in system s ofN iF e2O 4 parti-

cles (m ean size’ 3nm .) em bedded in a SiO 2 m atrix.

Both m easurem ents show strong history dependent ef-

fectsdepending on the separation between the particles

and hence their m utual interaction. W e prepare the

sam ples by using a sol-gel[15]technique. The ratio of

N iF e2O 4 to SiO 2 is1:1 and 3:7 by weight,forsam pleA

and sam ple B respectively. The ferrite to m arix ratio is

altered in ordertotunetheinterparticleinteraction.The

phaseofthesam plesisidenti� ed by X-ray di� raction[16]

using a PhilipsPW 1710 di� ractom eterwith Cu K� ra-

diation (� = 1.54 A o). The average particle size is es-

tim ated by X-ray di� raction as wellas by a JEM -200-

CX transm ission electron m icrograph(TEM ).DC m ag-

netization m easurem ents are perform ed on a Q uantum

Design superconducting interference device m agnetom e-

ter(M PM S)from 300k to 4k.

The X-ray di� raction spectrum con� rm s that our sam -

ple is indeed in a single-phase offerrite NiFe2O 4 with

no residual�-Fe2O 3. The average particle size ofthe

nanophase NiFe2O 4,estim ated from the broadening of

X-ray di� raction peak is � 3nm for both the sam ples.

The TEM m icrograph ofthe sam ples suggests that the

particlesare sphericalin shape and the particle size fol-

lowsa log-norm al[14]distribution.Theinterparticlesep-

aration m easured from TEM m icrographsare� 5nm for

sam pleA and � 15nm forsam pleB.

The m agnetization m easurem entsare carried outin ac-

cordance with the following cooling and heating proto-

col. At T= 300K (T = T1 ), a sm all m agnetic � eld

(H = 50 O e)isapplied and the m agnetization(M )m ea-

sured. K eeping the � eld on,the tem perature(T)islow-

ered continuously at a steady rate to Tn and M is si-

m ultaneously m easured upto tem perature Tn.Thusone

obtainsM versusT in thecoolingregim e(Tn � T � T1 ).

At Tn the � eld is switched o� and the drop of M is

m onitored for several(� 4) hours. Subsequently, the

m agnetic � eld is switched back on and M (T) versus T

is m apped in the cooling regim e(Tn�1 � T � Tn). At

Tn�1 the � eld is switched o� again and the process of

m easurem entrepeated,untilthe lowesttem perature T0

is reached. Thus,one obtains � eld-cooled response and

zero-� eld relaxation ofthe m agnetization as a function

oftem perature. Atthe end ofthe cooling cycle,atT0,

the� eld isturned on and M (T)m onitored asthesystem

is heated from T0 through Tn�2 ,Tn�1 ,Tn and eventu-

ally to T1 ,them agnetic� eld rem aining on throughout.

O urresultsareshown in Fig.1,fortwo distinctvaluesof

interparticle spacing 5nm .(sam ple A),and 15nm (sam -

ple B).The heating path surprisingly shows wiggles in

M (T)atalltheT stepsTn�2 ,Tn�1 ,Tn whereH wasear-

lier switched o� during cooling,apparently retaining a

m em ory ofthe tem perature steps at which the cooling

wasarrested.

O ne tantalizing aspectofourresultsisthatm em ory ef-

fectsarem oreprom inentforsam pleB than forsam pleA,

although in the latterthe averageinter-particledistance

issm allerand hence the dipolarinteraction larger. Re-

cently Sun et. al.[13]have reported very sim ilarhistory

dependente� ectsin the m agnetization m easurem entsof

a m onolayer ofsputtered perm alloy(N i81F e19) clusters

on a SiO 2 substrate. These authors attribute the dis-

parate cooling and heating histories to aging and con-

com itantm em ory e� ectsfound in a spin glassphase[17].

Spin glass transitions are known to occur due to dis-

order and frustration[18]in dilute m agnetic alloys that

arecharacterized by a com plicated freeenergy landscape

with deep valleysand barriers.Strongly nonequilibrium

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407202v1
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FIG .1:(coloron-line)Experim entalM (T)curvesduringcool-

ing (2 red) in a sm allm agnetic �eld H = 50 O e and zero-

�eld heating (3 black) for the (a) interacting and (b) non-

interacting sam ples showing prom inent m em ory e�ects. A

constantheating/cooling rate of2
�
K wasm aintained except

at 60
�
, 40

�
and 20

�
K where the cooling was arrested for

4 h duration at each tem perature during which tim e H was

switched o�.

m em ory dependentbehaviorensuesasaresultofthesys-

tem getting trapped in adeep valley[19]such thatthere-

laxation tim e(�)fordeactivation becom eslongcom pared

to experim entaltim e scalesofm easurem ent.

O ur interpretation ofthe results shown in Fig.1 is very

di� erent from that of [13] . W e dem onstrate below

thatthe observed phenom ena (by usaswellasby other

groups)arenotconnected to com plicated spin glasstype

interactionsbutcan besim ply attributed to a superposi-

tion ofrelaxation tim es,arising from particlesize distri-

bution,asitwere in noninteracting single-dom ain m ag-

neticparticles.Experim entally itisknown[14]thatnano

particle sizesare usually distributed according to a log-

norm aldistribution. However,we show below that the

exactform ofthedistribution isirrelevantforexplaining

the m em ory e� ect.In fact,in orderto keep the analysis

sim pleand toobtain aclearunderstandingofthephysics

itissu� cientto take a sim ple size distribution consist-

ing oftwo delta function peaks so that there are only

two kinds ofparticles \large" (volum e V 1) and \sm all"

(V 2).Correspondinglywehaveonly tworelaxation tim es

� = �1 and �2 in our m odel,ifwe rem em ber[9,10,11]

that:

�(V )/ exp[
(K V � �H V )

K B T
; (1)

whereK isthe anisotropy energy,�isthe m agneticm o-

m ent per unit volum e,H is the applied m agnetic � eld

and K B is the Boltzm ann constant[12]. O ur interpre-

tation of the observed results hinges on the prem ise
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FIG .2: (color on-line) Sim ulated M (arbitrary unit) vs. T

curvesduring cooling and heating forthe(a)interacting and

(b) non-interacting cases: The curve (c) shows the various

contributions to the totalm agnetization (thick solid line)of

interacting sam ple(A) com ing from the fast (thin solid line)

and slow (dashed line)particles.The theoreticalcurves(a)-

(c)havebeen calculated using a double delta function distri-

bution ofparticle sizes. Curve (d)showsa plotofthe recov-

ery param eterR (see text)asa function ofthe width(s)ofa

G aussian particle size distribution.

that the tim e �1 is m uch larger than the m easurem ent

tim e while �2 is m uch sm aller,at the lowest m easured

tem perature (T0). Both �1 and �2 are expected to

be sm aller than the m easurem ent tim e at the highest

tem perature T1 . Therefore,in the interm ediate tem -

perature dom ain (T0 � T � T1 ), the sm all parti-

clesequilibraterapidly,thusshowing superparam agnetic

viscosity[12]while the largeparticlesare’blocked’.This

isobserved in Fig.2(c)where we have plotted com puter

sim ulations[20]of M (T) separately for the two sets of

interacting(separation distance of ’ 5nm ) particles un-

der the sam e cooling and heating regim ens. Here we

choose the tem perature T � at which H is switched o�

such that the blocking tem peratures[9,10]correspond-

ing to thetwo di� erentparticlesizes ank T�.Thesim u-

lationsarebased on standard ratetheory calculation for

the tim e dependentm agnetization[20]. W hen H iszero,

both sets ofparticles relax to M = 0. However,when H

isturned on,particles1 areblocked(M = 0)while 2 show

facileresponse.AsT isincreased again,M forparticles2

decreaseswith T whileM forparticles1initiallyincreases

before dropping o� .The resultantgraph isa superposi-

tion (see Fig.2 (c)) ofa m onotonically decreasing curve

and a hum p,thusproducing a wiggle.Thise� ectisseen

onlywhen thetem peratureofarrestisin-between thetwo

respectiveblocking tem peratures,in conform ity with the
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� ndingsof[14].

W e have perform ed m easurem ents on the sam e sys-

tem but now with increased interparticle separation

(’ 15nm .)(see Fig.1(b)),the sim ulation results ofwhich

areshown in Fig.2(b).

Theresultantinteraction e� ectdueto dipole-dipolecou-

pling,not considered in [14],is also quite distinct from

thequenched-in disorderm ediated interactionsproposed

in [13].Sincethedipolem om entofa single-dom ain par-

ticle is proportionalto its volum e,the e� ectofinterac-

tion,within a m ean-� eld picture,m ay be incorporated

by adding a term proportionalto V 2 in the exponent

of�(V ). Thus,even sm allparticles (V2) can now have

�2 larger than the m easurem ent tim e. This becom es

m ore prom inent at lower tem peratures. Therefore,the

blocking tem peraturesforboth particles1 and 2 arenow

shifted to higherT,thereby causing thewigglesto disap-

pear. This is consistentwith the resultsofFig.1 which

show that the m em ory e� ects are stronger for the non-

interacting particles. W e conclude then that the unex-

pected wigglesseen in the cooling and heating cyclesof

M (T) versus T have m uch less to do with interaction

e� ectsbutm oreto do with polydispersity ofthesam ple.

How crucially doesthe nature ofthe particle size distri-

bution function a� ectthem agnetization recovery during

the zero � eld heating cycle ? In order to answer this

question we � rstquantify the m em ory e� ectby de� ning

a param eter,

R = � (
dM

dT
jT = Tn )

dM

dT
; (2)

where � (x)isthe Heaviside step function. The param -

eter R m easures the positive slope ofthe M (T) curve

during zero � eld heating. W e have calculated R using a

G aussian size distribution centered atV = V0 and with

width s.O urresultsforR areshownin Fig.2(d)forapar-

ticularchoiceofV0 asa function ofs.W eobservethatR

increaseswith thewidth ofthedistribution and saturates

quickly. In this regim e,R is alm ost independent ofV0
and accordingly,the detailed nature ofthe distribution.

W econcludethatthem em ory e� ectswillbebestseen in

sam ples with a dilute dispersion ofparticlesbut a very

wide ( at)distribution ofsizes. Indeed in thislim itthe

relaxation isknown[12]to be prom inently dom inated by

m agnetic viscosity characterized by a logarithm ic relax-

ation in tim e.Notsurprisingly,a logarithm ic relaxation

hasbeen observed in the experim ents ofSun et. al.[13]

although theinterpretation o� ered isdi� erentfrom ours.

In order to substantiate our interpretation of the M

vs.T data wehavecarried outhysteresism easurem ents

and thereby coercivity estim ation forboth the interact-

ing sam ple A and non-interacting sam ple B.The room -

tem perature DC m agnetizationsversusthe applied m ag-

netic � eld forboth sam plesare shown in Fig.3.Clearly,

for sam ple B the relaxation tim es are shorter than the

m easurem ent tim e,at 300K .Thus,there is no hystere-
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FIG .3:(coloron-line)Room tem peratureM -H curveofsam -

plesA and B.The hysteretic response ofsam ple A pointsto

the presence ofstrong dipolarinteractions.
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FIG .4: (color on-line) Coercivity(H c) as a function oftem -

peraturefortheinteracting (2)and non-interacting (3 )sam -

ples. The corresponding curves (H c in arbitrary unit) ob-

tained from ourtheory assum ing a doubledelta function par-

ticle size distribution isshown in the inset.

sisloop and thecoercivity (m easured by thewidth along

the abscissa on the zero-m agnetization line)isalso zero.

O n the otherhand,forsam pleA,weobservea non-zero

coercivity even at300K due to the slowing down ofre-

laxation because ofthe presence ofan additionalterm

proportionaltoV 2 in theexponentof�(V )asm entioned

above.

Nextwerepeattheabovem easurem entsdown to 4K ,us-

ing a SQ UID m agnetom eter.Thecoercivity(H c)isplot-

ted as a function oftem perature(T),in Fig.4. Because

relaxation slowsdown forboth sam ple A and sam ple B,

H c increases with decrease ofT (Fig.4). The coerciv-

ity ofthe interacting sam ple A is largerthan thatnon-

interacting sam pleB fortem peraturesgreaterthan 25K .

However,at T= 25K a surprising crossover is detected,
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where the coercivity forsam ple B shootsabove thatfor

sam ple A.W e suggestthatthe reason forthis behavior

isthattheterm H in theexponentof�(V )isreplaced by

H+ �H,wherethem ean � eld �H,arisesfrom interaction:

�H = �V
2
tanh(

�V (H + �H )

K B T
) (3)

where  is a param eter that depends on the m ean sep-

aration between the particles. The tanh term augm ents

theV 2 term below 25K ,m akingthelargerparticlesrelax

so slowly thatthey don’trespond to H atall.Therefore,

thelargerparticlesare’frozen out’from furtherconsider-

ation,m akingthem ean relaxationtim ein theinteracting

caseeven sm allerthan thatforthe non-interacting case.

This som ewhat nonintuitive conclusion is further con-

� rm ed by our sim ulated coercivity com putation,shown

in Fig.4 (inset).

To verify our argum ent further we perform a separate

setofexperim entson both sam plesA and B asfollows.

W e� eld-coolthesam plesdown to 10K from 300K in the

presence ofH = 100 O e. At 10K the m agnetic � eld is

switched o� and therelaxationofthem agnetization m ea-

sured.W e� nd thattheaveragerelaxation tim eobtained

by forcing an exponential� tto ourdata ofsam ple A is

100m in and thatofsam pleB is25m in.W ethen heatthe

sam plesto 300K ,and coolitback down to 10K atzero

m agnetic � eld. At10K we switch on the m agnetic � eld

and waitfor2h.The m agnetic � eld isthen switched o�

and them agnetization m easured.Therelaxation tim eof

sam pleB rem ains25m in.buttherelaxation tim eofsam -

pleA decreasesto 30 m in.Thisresultisconsistentwith

the reasoning described in the above paragraph.There-

fore,for the low-tem perature interacting system ,larger

particlesarerendered m agnetically inactive.

In conclusion,thestronghistorydependente� ectsseen in

m agnetization and coercivity m easurem entsin N iF e2O 4

m agnetic nanoparticles are interpreted as being due to

arrested Neelrelaxation.O urm odelisdram atically sim -

pli� ed by choosing justtwo volum esofthe particles,on

either side of the ’blocking’lim it. Further corrobora-

tion ofthe proposed m echanism isachieved by perform -

ing m easurem entson an interacting system .O urresults

suggest that either by tuning the interaction (through

changing inter-particledistance)orby tailoring the par-

ticle size distribution,these nanosized m agnetic system s

can be putto im portantapplication in m em ory devices.

In particular,a  atvolum e distribution can be ofgreat

utility than a m onodispersed distribution with a single

sharp peak.
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