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W e have perfom ed a series of m easurem ents on the low tem perature behavior of a m agnetic nano—
particle system . Our results show striking m em ory e ects in the dc m agnetization. D Ppolar in-—
teractions am ong the nano-particles suppress the m em ory e ect. W e explain this phenom enon by
the superposition of di erent super param agnetic relaxation tin es of single dom ain m agnetic nano—
particles. M oreover, we observe a crossover In the tem perature dependence of coercivity. W e show

that a dilute dispersion of particles with a at size distrdbution yields the best m em ory.

PACS numbers: 75.75 4+ a, 75501k, 7550.Tt, 75209

Single dom ain m agnetic nano-particles ﬁ_:, :2:, :;i', :ff, :_5, :_é,
:j, :g] possess relaxation tin es that depend exponentially
on the volum ei_§, i(_i, :_1-1:, :_l-é] T hus polydispersity leads
to a distribution of relaxation tin es[ij, :_ié_l‘], those larger
than the m easurem ent tim e yielding ’"frozen’ behavior,
and those shorter giving rise to m agnetic vjsoosjty"g-gj,
ié]- A given sam ple then displays strongm em ory e ects,
which are reported here. Our resuls are based on the
m easurem ents of tem perature-dependent m agnetization
during cooling and heating cycles. Thesem em ory e ects
m ay have in portant device app]jcau'onsi_ﬂ] in the future.

In this Letter we report results on m agnetization and
coercivity m easurem ents in system s of N iF e,0 4 parti-
cles mean size’ 3nm. embedded in a Si0, m atrix.
Both m easurem ents show strong history dependent ef-
fects depending on the separation between the particles
and hence their mutual interaction. W e prepare the
sam ples by usihg a sol—gel{_l-g] technique. The ratio of
N iF e,04 to Si0, is1d and 3:7 by weight, or ssmpk A
and sam ple B respectively. T he ferrite to m arix ratio is
altered In orderto tune the interparticle interaction. The
phase ofthe sam ples is denti ed by X ray di IaCthIl'l @6]
using a PhilipsPW 1710 di ractometerwih CuK ra—
diation ( = 154 A °). The average partick size is es-
tin ated by X +ay di raction as well as by a JEM 200—-
CX transm ission electron m icrograph (TEM ).DC mag—
netization m easurem ents are perform ed on a Q uantum
D esign superconducting interference device m agnetom e~
ter M PM S) from 300k to 4k.

The X—+ray di raction soectrum con m s that our sam —
plk is ndeed In a singlephase of ferrite N Fe,0 4 w ith
no residual fe,03;. The average particle size of the
nanophase N #e,0 4, estin ated from the broadening of
X —ray di raction peak is 3nm for both the sam ples.
The TEM m icrograph of the sam ples suggests that the
particles are spherical in shape and the particle size fol-
Iow s a Iog-nom alfl4] distribution . T he interparticle sep—
aration m easured from TEM m icrographsare 5nm for
samplk A and 15nm forsampleB.

T he m agnetization m easurem ents are carried out in ac—

cordance w ith the follow ing cooling and heating proto-—
ol At T=300K (T = T; ), a snall magnetic eld
#H = 50 Oe) is applied and the m agnetization M ) m ea—
sured. Kegping the eld on, the tem perature(T ) is low —
ered continuously at a steady rate to T, and M is si-
m ultaneously m easured upto tem perature T, . T hus one
obtainsM versusT in the cooling regim e (T, T T, ).
At T, the eld is swiched o and the drop of M is
moniored for several (  4) hours. Subsequently, the
m agnetic eld is switched back on and M (T ) versus T
is m apped in the cooling regine (T, 1 T T,). At
T, 1 the eld isswitched o again and the process of
m easuram ent repeated, until the low est tem perature Ty
is reached. Thus, one obtains eld-cooled response and
zero— eld relaxation of the m agnetization as a function
of tem perature. At the end of the cooling cycle, at Ty,
the eld istumed on andM (T ) m oniored asthe system
is heated from Ty through T, ,,T, 1 ,T, and eventu—
ally to T; , them agnetic eld rem aining on throughout.
Ourresuls are shown in Fig.l, for two distinct values of
Interparticle spacing 5nm .(sam ple A ), and 15nm (sam —
plk B). The heating path surprisingly show s wiggles in
M (T)atalltheT stepsTy, 2 ,Tn 1, Tn whereH wasear-
lier switched o during cooling, apparently retaining a
m em ory of the tem perature steps at which the cooling
was arrested.

O ne tantalizing aspect of our resuls is that m em ory ef-

fectsarem ore prom nent for sam ple B than for sam ple A,

although in the latter the average Interparticle distance

is am aller and hence the dipolar interaction larger. Re—

cently Sun et. al.t_l-g] have reported very sin ilar history

dependent e ects in the m agnetization m easurem ents of
a m onolayer of souttered pem alloy N ig:F e19) clusters

on a Si0, substrate. These authors attribute the dis-

parate cooling and heating histories to aging and con—

com tantmem ory e ects found in a soin glass phase:_[-l_b].
Spin glass transitions are known to occur due to dis-

order and frustration [_l-g] In dilute m agnetic alloys that

are characterized by a com plicated free energy landscape

w ith deep valleys and barriers. Strongly nonequilbbriim


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407202v1

0.26

@ : o7}~ (B) |

0.258 — © o — o
o L @ o ] 4
° 93 °

M (em.u/gm)
I3
N
8
T
o
M (em.u/gm)

0.254 w o] 4 L o ]

0252 L 0155

w
o
-
—
%)
<
©
o

FIG .1: (coloron-line) E xperin entalM (T ) curvesduring cool-
Ing 2 red) n a smallmagnetic eld H = 50 Oe and zero—

eld heating (3 black) for the (a) interacting and () non-
interacting sam ples show Ing prom nent m em ory e ects. A
constant heating/cooling rate of 2 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 tine H was
sw itched o .

m em ory dependent behaviorensuesasa result ofthe sys-
tem getting trapped in a deep valley I_l-g‘] such that the re—
laxation tim e( ) for deactivation becom es long com pared
to experin ental tim e scales of m easurem ent.
O ur interpretation of the results shown in Fjgn'g;l is very
di erent from that of ::H:B] . W e dem onstrate below
that the ocbserved phenom ena (py us as well as by other
groups) are not connected to com plicated spin glass type
Interactionsbut can be sin ply attributed to a superposi-
tion of relaxation tin es, arisihg from particle size distri-
bution, as it were In noninteracting single-dom ain m ag—
netic particles. E xperin entally it is known Q-ﬂ‘] that nano
particle sizes are usually distrbuted according to a log—
nom al distrbbution. However, we show below that the
exact orm ofthe distrdbution is irrelevant for explaining
thememory e ect. In fact, in order to keep the analysis
sim ple and to obtain a clkar understanding ofthe physics
i issu cient to take a sin ple size distrdbution consist—
Ing of two delta function peaks so that there are only
two kinds of particles \large" (wolume V1) and \sn all"
V). Correspondingly wehave only two re]axatjon_ti:n es

= 1 and , In ourmodel, ifwe renember[é, .10, _Z_L]
that:

KV HV)
)/ expl Ko T ; @)

where K is the anisotropy energy, isthem agneticm o—
ment per uni volime, H is the applied m agnetic eld
and Ky is the Boltzm ann oonstant[_l-z_i]. Our interpre-
tation of the observed results hinges on the prem ise
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FIG.2: (color on-line) Smulated M (arbitrary uni) vs. T
curves during cooling and heating for the (a) interacting and
() non-interacting cases: The curve (c) show s the various
contributions to the total m agnetization (thick solid line)of
interacting sam ple @) com ing from the fast (thin solid line)
and slow (dashed line) particles. T he theoretical curves @) —
(c) have been calculated using a double delta function distri-
bution of particle sizes. Curve (d) show s a plot of the recov—
ery param eter R (see text) as a function of the w idth (s) of a
G aussian particle size distrbution.

that the tine ; ismuch larger than the m easurem ent
tin e while , ismuch am aller, at the lowest m easured
tem perature (Ty). Both 1 and , are expected to
be am aller than the m easurem ent tim e at the highest
tem perature T; . Therefore, n the Interm ediate tem —
perature domain (Tg T T, ), the anall parti-
cles eunJJbrate rapidly, thus show Ing superparam agnetic
viscosity [[4] while the large particles are blocked’. This
is observed In and (c) where we have plotted com puter
s:mu]at:onsQO of M (T) separately for the two sets of
Interacting (separation distance of / 5nm ) particles un—
der the sam e cooling and heating reginens. Here we
choose the tam perature T at which H is swiched o
such that the blocking temperaturesi_S’i, :_igi] correspond—
Ing to thetwo di erent particle sizes ank T .The sinu-
lations are based on standard rate theory calculation for
the tin e dependent m agnetization Q-(_i] W hen H is zero,
both sets of particles relax to M =0. However, when H
is tumed on, particles 1 are blocked M = 0) while 2 show
facile response. AsT is Increased again,M forparticles 2
decreasesw th T whileM forparticlesl nitially increases
before dropping o . The resultant graph is a superposi-
tion (see Fjg:_Z (c)) of a m onotonically decreasing curve
and a hum p, thus producing a w iggle. Thise ect is seen
only when the tem perature ofarrest is n-betw een thetwo
regpective blocking tem peratures, In confom iy w ith the



ndings of,[L4].

W e have perform ed m easurem ents on the same sys—
tem but now with increased interparticle separation

(" 15nm .) (see Fjg;}' )),the sin ulation results of which
are shown in Figi2 b).
T he resultant interaction e ect due to dipole-dipole cou—
pling, not considered in [14], is also quite distinct from
the quenched-in disorderm ediated interactions proposed
n [_ié] Since the dipole m om ent of a sihgle-dom ain par-
ticle is proportional to its volum e, the e ect of Interac—
tion, wihin a mean- eld picture, m ay be ncorporated
by addihg a tem proportional to V2 in the exponent
of (V). Thus, even an all particles (V,) can now have

2 larger than the measurement timne. This becom es
m ore prom Inent at lower tem peratures. Therefore, the
blocking tem peratures for both particles 1 and 2 are now
shifted to higher T, thereby causing the w iggles to disap—
pear. This is consistent w ith the results of Figul which
show that the mem ory e ects are stronger for the non-
Interacting particles. W e conclide then that the unex—
pected w iggles seen in the cooling and heating cycles of
M (T) versus T have much less to do wih interaction
e ectsbutm ore to do w ith polydispersity ofthe sam ple.
How crucially does the nature of the particle size distri-
bution function a ect the m agnetization recovery during
the zero eld heating cyclke ? In order to answer this

question we rst quantify themem ory e ect by de ning
a param eter,
R = (dM j )dM ; @)
ar F=* ar

where (x) is the Heaviside step function. T he param —
eter R m easures the positive slope of the M (T ) curve
during zero eld heating. W e have calculated R using a
G aussian size distribution centered at V = Vy and w ith
width s. Ourresuls forR areshown in Fjg;_i d) forapar-
ticular choice 0fVy asa function ofs. W e cbserve that R
Increasesw ith the w idth ofthe distrbution and saturates
quickly. In this regin e, R is aln ost independent of Vg
and accordingly, the detailed nature of the distribution.
W e conclude that them em ory e ectsw illbe best seen in
sam ples w ith a dilute dispersion of particles but a very
wide ( at) distrbution of sizes. Indeed In this Iim it the
relaxation is known I_l-’é] to be prom nently dom inated by
m agnetic viscosity characterized by a logarithm ic relax-—
ation in tin e. N ot surprisingly, a logarithm ic relaxation
has been observed in the experim ents of Sun et. aL[_l-g]
although the Interpretation o ered isdi erent from ours.
In order to substantiate our interpretation of the M
vs. T data we have carried out hysteresis m easurem ents
and thereby coercivity estin ation for both the interact—
Ing sam plke A and non-interacting sam ple B . T he room —
tem perature D C m agnetizations versus the applied m ag—
netic eld forboth sam ples are shown in FJg'_B C Jearly,
for sam ple B the relaxation tin es are shorter than the
m easurem ent tim e, at 300K . T hus, there is no hystere-
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FIG .3: (color on-line) Room tem peratureM -H curve of sam —
plesA and B . The hysteretic response of sam ple A points to
the presence of strong dipolar interactions.
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FIG.4: (color on-line) Coercivity H ) as a function of tem —
perature for the interacting (2 ) and non-interacting (3 ) sam —
pls. The corresponding curves (H . in arbitrary unit) ob-—
tained from our theory assum ing a double delta function par-
ticle size distrdbution is shown in the inset.

sis loop and the coercivity m easured by the w idth along
the abscissa on the zero-m agnetization line) is also zero.
O n the other hand, or sam pk A , we observe a non-zero
coercivity even at 300K due to the slow ing down of re—
laxation because of the presence of an additional term
proportionalto V2 in the exponent of (V) asm entioned
above.

N ext we repeat the abovem easurem entsdown to 4K , us—
Ing a SQU ID m agnetom eter. T he coercivity H ) is plot—
ted as a function of tem perature(T ), In Fjg;fl. Because
relaxation slow s down for both sample A and sampk B,
H . increases with decrease of T CFJ'g:ff). The coerciv—
iy of the interacting sam ple A is larger than that non-—
Interacting sam ple B for tem peratures greater than 25K .
However, at T=25K a surprising crossover is detected,



w here the coercivity for sam ple B shoots above that for
sam pl A . W e suggest that the reason for this behavior
isthat the tetm H in the exponent of (V) is replaced by
H+ H,wherethemean eld H, arises from interaction:
5 VH + H)

h(—M
tanh ( KoT ) &)

H=V

where is a param eter that depends on the m ean sep—
aration between the particles. T he tanh term augm ents
the V2 tem below 25K ,m aking the largerparticles relax
so slow Iy that they don’t respond to H at all. T herefore,
the largerparticles are "frozen out’ from fuurther consider—
ation, m aking them ean relaxation tim e in the interacting
case even an aller than that for the non-interacting case.
This som ewhat nonihtuitive conclision is further con-
m ed by our sin ulated coercivity com putation, shown
nFigh (nset).
To verify our argum ent further we perform a separate
set of experin ents on both samples A and B as ollow s.
W e eld-coolthe samplesdown to 10K from 300K in the
presence of H = 100 Oe. At 10K the magnetic eld is
switched o and the relaxation ofthem agnetization m ea—
sured. W e nd that the average relaxation tim e obtained
by forcing an exponential t to our data of samplk A is
100m in and that of sam pke B is25m in. W e then heat the
sam ples to 300K , and cool it back down to 10K at zero
magnetic eld. At 10K we switch on the magnetic eld
and wai for 2h. Them agnetic eld is then sw itched o
and the m agnetization m easured. T he relaxation tin e of
sam ple B rem ains25m in. but the relaxation tin e of sam —
pk A decreasesto 30 m In. This result is consistent w ith
the reasoning described in the above paragraph. T here—
fore, for the low -tem perature interacting system , larger
particles are rendered m agnetically inactive.
In conclusion, the strong history dependent e ectsseen in
m agnetization and coercivity m easurem entsin N iF €,0 4
m agnetic nanoparticles are interpreted as being due to
arrested N eel relaxation. O urm odel is dram atically sim —
pli ed by choosing jist two volum es of the particles, on
either side of the 'blocking’ lim it. Further corrobora—
tion of the proposed m echanisn is achieved by perform —
Ing m easuram ents on an Interacting system . O ur results
suggest that either by tuning the interaction (through
changing interparticle distance) or by tailoring the par—
ticle size distribution, these nanosized m agnetic system s
can be put to in portant application in m em ory devices.
In particular, a at volum e distrdbution can be of great
utility than a m onodispersed distrbution with a single

sharp peak.
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