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O urwork hasargued fora particularscaling form governing the distribution M (�;t)ofm agneti-

sation overbias�,fora system ofdipolar-interacting m olecularspins.Thisform ,which wasfound

in M onteCarlo (M C)sim ulations,leadsinevitably to a short-tim eform � t
1=2

forthem agnetisation

relaxation in the system .The authorsofthe Com m entargue thatthe m agnetisation should decay

rather as � t
p
,with the exponent p depending on the lattice type- and they argue this form is

valid up to in�nite tim es.They also claim thatourconclusion isbased on an assum ed exponential

dependence ofthe function M (�;t) on �de(�),the e�ective m olecular relaxation tim e. In fact our

results do not depend on any such dependence,which was used m erely for illustrative purposes,

but only on the scaling form we found. Repeating our M C sim ulations for di�erent lattice types

and di�erentparam eters,we always�nd a square rootrelaxation forshorttim es.W e �nd thatthe

resultsofthe com m entare 
awed because they try to �ttheirresultsoverfartoo large a range of

tim es(including the in�nite tim e lim it,where no sim ple theory applies).

The com m ent1 m isrepresents both our work and the

physicsofthe problem . O urresultsare essentially that

forboth stronglypolarised2 and depolarised3 dipolarsys-

tem s, the short-tim e relaxation (after an initial tran-

sient)hasthe form �M �
p
t,regardlessoflattice type-

with concom itantresultsfortheholewidth and thescal-

ing function M (�;t)introduced in3. It is argued in the

com m ent1 that(i)ourresultsare based on the assum p-

tion ofan exponentialform forthefunction M (�;t);and

(ii)thatthe m agnetisation relaxation in latticesofvari-

oussym m etry m ay be described overhuge tim e ranges,

encom passing up to 3 ordersofm agnitudein m agnetisa-

tion (from M = 1 to M = 10� 3) by a power law form

�M (t)� tp,with p dependenton lattice sym m etry. W e

respond to these in turn:

(i)Thee�ectiverelaxation rate�
� 1

de
(�)wasintroduced

in3,and extracted and studied using directt-dependent

M C sim ulations. It describes m olecules in large bias

�elds �,and,we claim ed,has a Lorentzian-taildepen-

dence �
� 1

de
(�) � �� 2. As before we write the totalnor-

m alised m agnetisation ofthesystem M (t)=
R

d�M (�;t),

whereM (�;t)isthe norm alised distribution ofm agneti-

sation overthe localbias�elds� acting on each m olecu-

lar spin;in term s ofthe probability P�(�;t) for a spin

to be in a bias �eld � at tim e t, one has M (�;t) =

[P"(�;t)� P#(�;t)].In com m enting on ourpaperAlonso

and Fernandez have introduced a function f(�;t)which

is nothing but f(�;t) = � M (�;t). They argue that

our conclusions are based on the assum ption that our

M (�;t) depends on �de(�) via an exponentialform ,ie.,

thatM (�;t)/ e� t=�de(�).In factthisisnotcorrect-the

crucialconclusion in ourpaperabout�de(�)wasthatit

scalesas �2,so that we can write M (�;t) as a function

ofone scaled variablealone,satisfying the scaling law

M (�;t)� M (t=�
2
)� M (z); (1)

where z = t=�de � t=�2.The actualform ofM (z)isnot

so crucial. In our paper we used an exponentialdecay

form forM (z)(thisisjustthestandard �-approxim ation

result,and so the sim plestform to use). Thiswasused

forillustrativepurposesonly,and noneofourconclusions

is based on the speci�c form ofthis function-contrary

to the com m ent’s claim ! In fact it is very easy to see

that the functionalform of M (z) is irrelevant for the

�nalconclusion thatthe m agnetization decay is� t1=2,

which sim ply and im m ediately followsfrom theuseofthe

scaling form in M (t)=
R

d�M (�;t),ie.,from the scaling

form alone.Thisscalingform wasfound tobevalid in our

M C sim ulationsfordi�erentlattice types,provided one

assum esthatt> �o (ie.,assum ing initialtransientsare

over)and that�M =M (t= 0)� 1 (ie.,assum ing thatthe

long-tim em ultispin correlationshavenotyetsetin).W e

also assum ed that�o � � � W D (here W D is the half-

width ofthedipoleenergy distribution,�o isthenuclear

spin bath param eter,and �o isthe characteristic single-

m olecule relaxation tim e3-hereafterwe m easuretim e in

unitsof�o and energiesin unitsof�o).

(ii) Alonso and Fernandez are basically arguing that

the scaled variable z should be ratherwritten ast=�1=p

with the exponentp depending on the lattice type;cor-

respondingly,M (t)� tp and forFCC latticesthey found

p ’ 0:73.ForSC latticesthey found p = 0:5.In Fig.1we

presentM C solutionsofkineticequationsforthem agne-

tization decay in the FCC lattice with 603 spins (FCC,

BCC and triclinic lattices were also analyzed in Ref.4).
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After the usualinitialtransient behavior � t (already

discussed in Ref.2 as wellas3),we observe a long inter-

valwith the�
p
trelaxation atleastuntilthefractional

change in jM (t)� M (0)j=M (0) � 0:5. At longer tim es

relaxation deviatesfrom the� t1=2 behavior,butthedu-

ration ofthe � t1=2 intervalin a dem agnetized sam ple

islonger than in a polarized sam ple (com pare �guresin

Refs.2 and3,4).
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FIG .1:M (t)vs
p
tin the FCC lattice forinitialm agnetiza-

tion M (0)= 0:15 and threevaluesofE D :E D = 2:5 (circles),

E D = 5(diam onds)and E D = 10(triangles).Theinsetshows

the e�ective relaxation tim e �de(�) vs �
2
. Solid lines in the

inset are the shifted Lorentzian curves described in the text

with �(E D )� 0:0415;0:0205;0:0114 forE D = 2:5;5;10.The

tim e-step in the M C sim ulationswas�t=�o = 10
� 2
.

Sim ultaneously,we�nd thatthefunctionalform ofthe

e�ective relaxation rate in the FCC lattice is wellde-

scribed by the shifted Lorentzian �
� 1

de
(�)= (1=�)=(�2 +

1)+ �(E D )with sm all�(E D )� 1=WD (again,�o = 1 in

our units);at sm allvalues ofinitialpolarization in the

FCC lattice W D � 10ED ,where E D is the strength of

the dipole-dipole interactions between nearest neighbor

spins.W edid not�nd any qualitativedi�erencebetween

the SC,triclinic,BCC and FCC cases.

It is im portant to notice that when the num ber of

m oleculesin resonanceisvery sm all(asitisin thelim it

ofvery sm allvaluesof�o=W D ,particularly forFCC lat-

tices),the usualinitialtransient2 ofM (t)can be rather

long,and its duration sensitive to the crystalstructure

becausethedipole�eld spectrum isdiscretein thislim it.

Then M C results on a sm all�nite system are not rele-

vantto experim entson m acroscopicsam ples(where the

num berofm oleculesin resonanceisalso m acroscopic).

In thecom m ent,and in a previouspaper6,theauthors

have argued thatthey can �tthe whole tim e range,in-

cluding both very short and even in�nitely long tim es,

using a singletheory with a singlepowerlaw exponentp

(see,eg.,Figs.3,4ofthecom m entand Ref.6,paragraphs

before Eqtn. 22 and after Eqtn. 24 ofthis paper). W e

�nd this im plausible. NeitherourM C sim ulations2,3,4,5

nor our analytic work2 have everclaim ed or attem pted

to explain m orethan the initialtransientand the short-

tim e relaxation that ensues after this transient,in the

tim e intervalbefore m ulti-spin correlationsbuild up. It

is in this restricted tim e range that we have argued for

sim plescaling and theassociated squarerootrelaxation.
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