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The slow dynam ics and concom itant m em ory (@aging) e ects seen in nanom agnetic system s are

analyzed on the basis of two separate paradigm s :

superparam agnets and spinglasses. It is argued

that In a Jarge class of aging phenom ena it su ces to invoke superparam agnetic relaxation of indi-
vidual single dom ain particles but w ith a distrbution of their sizes. C ases in which interactions and
random ness are in portant in view of distinctive experin ental signatures, are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 75.754 a,75.50Lk,75.50.T t,7547 Lx

I. NTRODUCTION

T he sub fcts of both superparam agnetisn and spin—
glasses are quite old and well studied ,I,I,I,I,.SE,DI].
Yet they have been rejuivenated in recent years in the
context of fascinating m em ory and aging properties of
nanom agnets. T hese properties, w hich are believed to be
of great practical usages, have been recently investigated
In a Jarge num ber of erim ents on m agnetic nanopar-
ticles I, I, I8, I, I, I, I, Y. T he cbserved slow dy-
nam ical behavior has been variously interpreted, based
on the paradigm ofeither superparam agnet or spinglass,
som etin es even obscuring the di erence betw een the two
distinct physical phenom ena. T he purpose of this paper
is to reexam Ine som e of the data, others’ as well as our
own, and critically assess the applicability of the physics
of either superparam agnets or spinglasses and occasion—
ally, even a jaxtaposition of the two. O urm ain point is,
soinglasses arem arked by C om plexity, arisihg out oftwo
separate attrioutes | { Frustration and D isorder. W hilke
the m anifested properties, such as stretched exponential
relaxation and concom itant aging e ects, can also occur
due to Yfreezing’ of superparam agnetisn , especially In a
polydisperse sam ple, the physics of spinglasses is natu—
rally m uch richer than that of superparam agnets. A dis—
cemible experim ental signature of superparam agnetism
versus spinglass behavior seem s to be the m agnitude of
the eld-coold (FC) m agnetization m em ory e ect that
is signi cantly larger for the interacting glassy system s
than the one in non-interacting superparam agnetic par—
tices []. Therefre, nvoking spinglass physics n -
terpreting data on the slow dynam ics of nanom agnets
can som etin es be lke killing a y wih a skdge ham —
m er’, especially ifa sin pler nterpretation on the basis of
superparam agnetian is availbble. W e explore such situ-—
ations in this paper.

Superparam agnetism was discussed quite early by
Frenkel and D orfn an and later by K ittel, as a property
arising out of shgle-dom ain behavior when a bulk ferro-
m agnetic or an antiferrom agnetic specin en is reduced to
a size below about 50 nm ﬁT]1 For such a an all particle-
size the dom ination of surface to bulk interactions yields
am ono-dom ain particle inside which nearly 10° m agnetic
m om ents are coherently locked together in a given direc—

tion, thus yielding a giant ora supem om ent. C learly, for
this to happen, the am bient tem perature m ust be m uch
less than the buk ordering tem perature, so that the in—
tegrity of the superm om ent ism aintained. H owever, as
N eel pointed out, in the context of m agnetic properties
of rocks In G eom agnetiam , the direction of the superm o—
ment isnot xed in time I]. Indeed, because of therm al

uctuations, this direction can undergo rotational relax—
ations across an energy-barrier due to the anisotropy of
the singledom ain particle, govemed by the Neel relax—
ation tim e:

KV
kg T

= oexp @)
In Eg. (1), the preexponential factor ( is of the order
of10 ° sec, V isthe volum e of the particle, and K is the
anisotropy energy, the origin of which lies in the details
of all the m icroscopic interactions. For our purpose K
would be treated as a param eter whose typical value is
about 10 ! Joule/am 3. T herefore, at room tem perature,
can be as snallas 10 ! sec for a particle of diam e~
ter 11.5 nm but can be astoundingly as large as 10° sec
for a particle of diam eter just about 15 nm . Thus, a
slight polydispersity (ie. a distrdbbution in the volum e
V), can yield a pkthora of tim e scales, giving rise to In—
teresting slow dynam ics. For Instance, if < g, where
g Is a typicalm easurem ent tin e in a given experin ent,
the superm om ent would have undergone m any rotations
w ithin the tim e-w Indow ’ of the experin ent, thereby av—
eraging out to zero the net m agnetic m om ent. O ne then
has superparam agnetism . O n the other hand, if > g,
the supem om ent hardly has tin e to rotate within the
tin ew Indow , thus yielding a ¥rozen-m om ent’ behavior.
T he consequent nonequilbrium features have led to the
phrase: \M agnetic V iscosity" whilke depicting the tim e-
dependent freezing ofm om ents l,l,., ]. Further, the
transition from superparam agnetism to frozen-m om ent
behavior occurs at a tem perature, referred to in the lit—
erature as the blocking tem perature Ty, de ned by

KV
ks Tp

E = o&Xp )

W hen the measurement temperature T is less than
Ty, the m agnetic particles are blocked whereas In the
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other extrem e they disgplay facile response to applied
elds. Therefore, we enphasize that even wihin a
single particle picture, sans any form of interparticle
Interactions, such as in a dilute nanom agnetic specin en,
one can obtain apparently intriguing e ects such as
Stretched exponential’ relaxation simply because of
size distrbutions. The latter will be shown to be
regoonsible for much of the data on slow relaxations in
nanom agnets.

Tuming now to spinglasses, historically the phe-—
nomenon was 1rst observed in dilute alloys such as
Au; xFex (©r Cu; 3M ng) in which magnetic in -
purities Fe (or Mn) In very low oconcentrations were
\quenched-n" from a solid solution w ith a host m etallic
system of Au (or Cu) .]. The localized spin is cou—
pled with the selctron of the host m etal which itself
Interacts w ith the other conduction electrons via what
is called the Rudem an-K ittelK asuya-Yoshida RKKY)
Ham ittonian, thereby setting up an indirect exchange
Interaction between the localized m oments. Because
the coupling constant of the exchange interaction, in
view ofthe RKKY coupling, altemates in sign (between
ferro and antiferrom agnetic bonds), the system is
Yrustrated’. T hus the ground state is highly degenerate
yielding a zerotem perature entropy. An additional
e ect is due to disorder. Because the dilute m agnetic
m om ents are quenched—-in at random sites, the exchange
coupling-strengths are random ly distribbuted. The dual
occurrence of frustration and disorder has led to novel
concepts In the Statistical M echanics of spinglasses
such as con guration-averaging, replica-techniques (for
com puting the free energy), broken-ergodicity, etc.

1. Experin entally, soinglasses are characterized by
a tusp’ In the susoeptibility and stretched exponential
relaxation of tin edependent correlation functions .].
Tt is no wonder then that spinglasses also exhibit slow
dynam ics wih associated mem ory and agihg e ects,
abeit the root causes are much m ore com plex than a
system of polydisperse, noninteracting sihgle-dom ain
nanom agnetic particles, discussed earlier. Indeed spin—
glasses, because of their com plexity, have been em ployed
as paradigm s for studying real structural glasses, an
ﬁreso]yed problem ofm odem condensed m atter physics

1.

G iven this background on two distinct physical
phenom ena (and yet m anifestly sim ilar properties) of
superparam agnets and spinglasses, a natural question
to ask is: can there be spinglasslike physics em anat—
Ing from a collection of sihgle-dom ain nanom agnetic
particles embedded iIn a non-metallic, non-m agnetic
host? The answer is clearly an YES when the system
is no longer a diluted one such that the superm om ents
start interacting via dipole-dipole coupling. Because the
dipolar interaction (lke the RKKY -m ediated exchange
Interaction) is also endowed with com peting ferro and
antiferrom agnetic bonds .], as well as random ness due
to random locations of the m agnetic particles, all the
attributes of spinglasses can be sin ulated in interacting

sihgle-dom ain particles. This w illbe analyzed below .

W ith the preceding discussion the plan of the paper
is as Pllows. In Sec. II we discuss the relaxation
of non-interacting single-dom ain particles based on a
rudin entary rate theory. T he results of this rate theory,
coupled w ith polydispersity of the particles, are applied
In Sec. ITI to a large body of recently published data
on the slow dynam ics of nanom agnets. Section IV
dealsw ith a di erent set of experin ents that necessarily
requires incorporation of Interactions between the
nanoparticles and hence spinglass-like physics.

II. RATE THEORY OF RELAXATION OF
SINGLEDOMAIN PARTICLES

The Neel omula Eg. (1)) of relaxation tin e is the
outcom e ofa generic class of ¥ scape over B arriers’ prob—
Jem s studied by K ram ers .]. The superm om ent of
a sihgle-dom ain m agnetic particle, due to spontaneous
them al uctuations, is envisaged to undergo rotational
B row nian m otion across an anisotropy barrier. T he lat—
ter, in a lJarge class of system s characterized by uniaxial
anisotropy, can be described by the energy

E()=KVsin? ; 3)

where K and V have been introduced earlier, and is
the angle between the anisotropy axis, chosen as Z (de—
tem Ined by the host crystal) and the direction of the
supem om ent. Themm al uctuations of the system can
be studied in tem s of the FokkerP lanck equation for
P ( ;t), which de nes the probability that the superm o—
ment makes an angle wih the anisotropy axis, at a
tine t W, I:
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where d (having the dim ension of frequency) is the rota-
tionaldi usion constant. Application ofK ram ers’ anal-
ysisto Eq. (4) notonly yieldstheNeelrelation Eq. (1))
but also a set of rate equations in the high barrier / weak
noise lim it, ie. KV >> kg T . In this lim it the dynam —
ics is basically restricted to = 0 and =  regions
and consequently, the FokkerP lanck equation reduces to
a set of tw o-state rate equations:

d d
—no®)= —n (&) = , ng () + v on ©®); ©O)
dtO( o () 0! o (© ron ®; (

w here the subscripts on n indicate the two allow ed values

of and the rate constants are as follow s:

V K + M gh)
1 = — 1 6
0! oexpl o T ] (6)
1 o being obtained by sw itching the sign ofh. Here M ¢
is the saturation m agnetization per unit volum e. Note



thatEqg. (6) isa generalization ofEq. (1) in orderto take
cognizance of an extemalm agnetic eld h. A s discussed
In Ref. .] the rate equations can be solved analytically
for any tem perature and eld protocol represented by
T (t) and h(t), from a given initial condition. For the
sake of com pleteness we rew rite the m ain result for the
tin e degpendent m agnetization M (t):

M ©=M kt= 0)exp( ©H+ VN —[L exp( B

= o1 *t 1o0; = 10 or : (7)

T he observed m agnetization ofthe system is obtained by
averaging over a volum e distribution
Z
M @©=

dvP V)M (£V): (8)

T he superposition of relaxation rates, caused by the vol-
um e distrbution P (V), can aler the exponential relax—
ation indicated in Eqg. (7) into a varety of form s, eg.
stretched exponential or logarithm ic ’ .]. Several
models of P (V) are extant in the literature, all leading
to aging e ects. Exam ples are bim odaldistribution l], a
at distrbution bounded by two volum esVy, i, and Vi, ax
.] or a log-nom aldistrbution (assum ed below )

exp[ hW?)=@ ?
p)- SRLRERE O] ©)
(v 2)

being a tting param eter.

Until now we have discussed the relaxation e ects of
isolated (ie. non-interacting) single-dom ain nanom ag-—
netic particles. The question we would lke to next ad—
dress is : what happens w hen these particles are brought
closer and the dipolar Interaction betw een theirm agnetic
m om ents startsbecom ng non-negligble? Recallthat the
Interaction between two dipole m cm entsm ; and m 5, lo—
cated at the sites iand jat a distance ;5 japart is given

py )
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Here ; and ;4 are the gyrom agnetic ratios of the i

and " particles respectively, x;; is the vector distance
between the sites’ at which the two m agnetic particles
are located, and £y is the corresponding unit vector. It
iswellknown that dipolar couplings, being long-ranged,
anisotropic and altemating in the sign of interaction,
can indeed lead to frustration and very com plex m ag-—
netic order of the ground state, depending on the crystal
structure .]. Incorporation of the dipolar interaction
Into the dynam ics is a further com plication Involving a
m ultiparticle FokkerP lanck equation in which the drift
tem ’, proportionalto E () n Eq. 4), would have to

be replaced by Eqg. (10). T he underlying theory is quite

daunting and is not attem pted here, as a sim pler treat—
m ent is possible for nanoparticles w ith large anisotropy,
as is sketched below .

R ecallthat the rate equation abstraction ofthe Fokker—
P lanck equation is itself a discrete version ofa continuous
stochastic process, applicable in the high barrier/weak
noise lim it when the basins of dynam ical attractors are
restricted tothe = 0Oand = regions. In the context
of the dipolar coupling, which is affer all an anisotropic
H eisenberg interaction, this approxin ation im plies that
we are In the socalled Ising lim i. In this, only the Z-
com ponents of the m agnetic m om ents are relevant. T he
dipolar interaction can now be described by its truncated
om M

X .
Hq a= °V? ij~2L.O.SZlJ)OOS 1C0S 45
. 553
(1)
where i5 istheanglebetween #;; and the anisotropy axis
and ny ; is replaced by V cos i, being the m agnetic
mom ent per unit voume and ; de ned afterEgq. (3).
T he FokkerP lanck dynam ics including Eq. (11) is still
very form idable. For our purpose we invokeamean eld
theory In which the i* nanopartick say, is envisaged to
be embedded In an e ective m edium that creates a local
mean eld MF) at the site i which is proportional to
the average m agnetization itself. Therefore, H4 4 n Eq.
(11) m ay be replaced by tsM F fom
~ V2 cos x j~L.OSZij)

Hy'a= I
Boh

hcos ji;
j

12)

wherein the angular brackets h::id represent them al av—
eraging. In addition, and in conform iy w ith our stated
assum ption about the largeness of the anisotropy energy,

cos can be replaced by the two-state Ising variable

2V2 X i~ 1 30032 j_j)

HY R = —
5 pothi

h ji: 13)
If the nanoparticles are located at random sites of the
host m atrix, such as grown by the solgel technique (for
Instance N iF e,0 4, m agnetic particles in a Si0, host l]),
the interaction In Eq. (13) is random because of random
values of ¥;;jand is also altemating in sign due to di er-
ent allowed values of ij. W ithin the spirit of the m ean

eld theory the local eld H is to be derived self consis—
tently from the follow ng expression:

VH
kBT

H = V tanh( ); (14)
where isa random variable [I]. Since the Iocal eld can
point etther along = 0 or = direction, within the
two-statem odel, Eq. (14) naturally adm itsboth positive
and negative solutions for H .

Sum m arizing, the e ect of interaction w ithin the sin —
plied mean eld approxin ation, enum erated above, is



to m odify the rate theory in which the rate constant in
Eqg. (6) is replaced by

B ex[V(I<+Msh+H)]_ s
or T o&Xp ke T :

Clarly Egq. (15) is an extremely crude attempt to
ncorporate dipole-dipole Interaction into the dynam ics
of nanom agnetic particles, and is therefore, expected to
have Iim ited validity. The actual spinglass dynam ics is
a much m ore com plex sub ect that requires application
of sophisticated theoretical tools M. Yet we nd that
the sin ple-m Inded extension of tw o-state rate theory, as
encapsulated in Eq. (15), is adequate to interpret aging
data in interacting system s (Sec. IV).

III. SUPERPARAMAGNETIC SLOW
DYNAM ICS

Recently Sun et al have m ade a series of m easure—
ments on a pem alloy (N ig1F e19) nanoparticle sam ple
which dem onstrate striking memory e ects in the dc
m agnetization l]. These nvolve eld-cooled (FC) and
zero— eld cooled (ZFC) relaxation m easurem ents under
the In uence of tem perature and eld changes. W e have
also observed very sin flar memory e ects in N iF e,0 4
m agnetic particles in a Si0, host l]. M ore recently
Sasakiet al .] and T soietal .] have reported sin ilar
results for the noninteracting (or weakly interacting)
superparam agnetic system of F e,03 nanoparticles
and ferritin (FeN ) nanoparticles respectively. Further,
to understand the mechanisms of the experimental
approach of Sun et al, Zheng et al M replicated the
experim ents on a dilute m agnetic uid w ith C o particles
and observed sin ilar phenom ena. In this section we
present a com parison of sin ulated results with all the
above m entioned experin ental cbservations on the basis
of our simple two-state noninteracting m odel plus a
log-nom aldistribution ofparticle size, described in Sec.
IT.
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FIG .1l: (coloronline) Tem perature dependence ofthedcm ag—
netization fortheFC and ZFC processes. Inset show stheM -H
curves below and above Tp. (Sun et alPhys. Rev. Lett. 91,
167206 (2003)).

W e begin our discussion from the m ost basic and well

known protocol, viz. the m easurem ent of the zero eld-
cooled m agnetization (ZFCM ) and the eld-cooled m ag—
netization CM ).Figure 1 shows the ZFCM and FCM
curves In a 50 Oe eld orN ig1Fej9. The ZFCM hasa
peak at Ty, ax = 78K , which corresponds to the blocking
tem perature Ty, . T hem agnetization ofthe FC curve con—
tinues to Increase w ith decreasing tem perature as would
be expected fora system in them alequilbbrium . Thetwo
curves depart from one another at a tem perature higher
than Ty ax - The inset shows the M -H curve below and
above the blocking tem perature. Figure 2 and Figure 3
show the simulated FC-ZFC curves and the M -H curve
regpectively. Our sinulations, based on the two-state
noninteracting m odel, m atch wellw ith the experim ental
results.
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FIG . 2: (color online) Num erically calculated dc m agnetiza—
tion for the FC and ZFC process.
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FIG . 3: (color online) Num erically calculated M
curve below and above Ty.

Versus H

T he m ost striking experin ental cbservation of Sun et
al is the memory e ect in the dc m agnetization ¢ ig.
4) obtained from the follow ing procedure. The sam ple
is cooled In 50 Oe eld at a constant cooling rate of
2K /m In from 200K (Ty ) to 10K (Tpase)- A fter reaching
Tpase, the sam ple isheated continuously at the sam e rate
to Ty . Theobtained M (T ) cuxve isthe nom alFC curve
which is referred to as the reference curve. Then the
sam ple is cooled again at the sam e rate, but the cooling
is arrested three tines @t T = 70, 50 and 30K ) below
Ty, wih a wait oft, = 4h at each stop. During t, , the
applied eld is also tumed o to lt the m agnetization



decay. A fter each stop and wait period, the 50 0 e eld is
reapplied and cooling is resum ed. T he cooling procedure
produces a step like M (T) curve. A fter reaching the
base tem perature, the sam ple is wam ed continuously at
the sam e rate to Ty In the continual presence of the 50
Oe eld. Surrisihgly, the M (T) curve obtained In this
way also show s the step lke behavior. Sin ilar m em ory
e ects, ollow ing the sam e protocol were seen by us in
N iF ;0,4 sample In which the m agnetic particles were
em bedded in a host Si0, m atrix .]. The e ects can be
explained In temm s of a bin odal distrdbbution of particle
size (le. P (V) a sum of two dela fiinctions at volum es
v, and V,) 1. Our sinulated results based on the two
state non-interacting m odel but accom panied by a log
nom al distribution, are represented in Fig. 5, which
Indicate satisfactory agreem ent w ith experin ents.
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FIG. 4: (color online) \M em ory e ect" observed in the dc
m agnetization m easurem ents In N ig;F e19. (Sun et alPhys.
Rev. Lett. 91, 167206 (2003)).

017 -

AN | Decreasing T 1
LY

M (arb. unit)
7

018 ‘ T ‘(K) 60 90

FIG.5: (color online) Num erically sin ulated m em ory e ect
observed in dcm agnetization curves.

W e further discuss the memory e ect observed In
ZFC response measurements (Fig. 6). In the ZFC
experim ent, the sam ple is cooled down to Ty = 30K

In zero eld. Then a eld of 50 Oe is applied and the
m agnetization is recorded as a function oftine. A flter a
tin e ty, the sam ple is quenched to a lower tem perature,
To T = 22K, and the m agnetization is recorded
for tine . Finally the tem perature is tumed back
to Ty and the m agnetization is recorded for another
period t5. The eld of 50 Oe is kept on during the
entire aging process. W hen the eld is st tumed
on, a slow logarithm ic relaxation takes place follow ing
an Inmediate Jimp. During the tem porary cooling
the relaxation is rather weak. W hen the tem perature
retums back to Ty, viz. 30K , the m agnetization com es
back to the level it reached before tem porary cooling.
M oreover it is found that the relaxation curve during tz
is a continuation of the curve during t; .

(a) 1.3
22 K 30 K
124 30K
= (o] 4000 8000 12000
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“.’w l; t t
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0 5000 10000 15000 20000

time (second)

FIG . 6: (color online) M agnetic relaxation m easurem ents in
N ig1F e19 w ith tem porary cooling for the ZFC m ethod. Inset
show s the sam e data vs the totaltin e spent at 30 K forboth
nom al and logarithm ic tin e scales.(Sun et al Phys. Rev.
Lett. 91, 167206 (2003)).

In Fig. 7 we show the num erically calculated resuls
of ZFC relaxation, again on the basis of the two-state
non-interacting m odel, which are qualitatively sim ilar
to those In experin entalm easurem ents Fig. 6). W hen
a eld of 50 O e is applied, the m agnetization reaches a
certain valie which is determ ined by the particles w ith
T, 30K . Then a lbgarithm ic relaxation begins which
is due to those particles whose T, are higher than 30
K .]. The sudden increase In m agnetization during
t, is due to the partickes with Ty 22K which had

Ipped during t; In order to reach their new equilbriim
state at T = 22K . On the other hand the particles
wih T, > 30K are not In equilbriim state and relax
extram ely slowly at 22K to yield an aln ost constant
curve during tp. Finally, when the sampl is heated
back to 30K , the particles wih Ty 30K and those

pped during ty + t, retum back to the prequenching
equilbriim state and therefore the relaxation during tz
is the continuation ofthe curve In t; .

In Fig. 8 we show the relaxation m easurem ents of
Sun et alin the FC m ethod w ith tem porary cooling, in
w hich the sam ple is cooled to Tg = 30K In a 50 0e eld
and the relaxation is m easured for a tine ty after the

eld iscuto . Thesamplk isquenched to T = 22K , and
the m agnetization is recorded for tine t,. Finally, the
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FIG.7: (color online) (@) Num erically sinulated ZFC relax-—
ation curves w ith tem porary cooling; the sam e data vs the
totaltin e spent at 30 K (o) on a nom alscal; (c) on a loga-
rithm ic scale.

tem perature is tumed back to Ty and the m agnetization
is recorded fora time t3.
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FIG . 8: (color online) M agnetic relaxation m easurem ents in
N ig1F e19 with tem porary cooling for the FC m ethod. Inset
show s the sam e data vs the total tin e spent at 30 K for both
nom al and logarithm ic tim e scales. (Sun et alPhys. Rev.
Lett. 91, 167206 (2003)).

Fig. 9 show s our num erically sin ulated results of FC
relaxation m easurem ents based on the sam e two-state
Individual particle m odel. A fter the eld is cuto , the
particles w ith Ty 30K show facile response but their
contrbution to the m agnetization is negligbly small,
because In their equilbrium state they have aln ost zero
m agnetization. So there isa sharp initialdrop n M .The
subsequent logarithm ic relaxation is due to the particles
wih T, > 30K . After ty, the sampl is quenched to
22K .Now the ram anent m agnetization increases slightly,
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FIG. 9: (color online) (@) Num erically sin ulated FC relax-—
ation curves w ith tem porary cooling; the sam e data vs the
totaltin e spent at 30 K (o) on a nom alscale; (c) on a loga-—
rithm ic scale.

because of the reduced them al agitation. Since the
particles with T, > 30K are not in equilbrium , they
relax extremely slow at 22K . Thus we get an aln ost
constant curve during tp. Finally, when the samplk
is heated to 30K the particles wih Tp < 30K and
those Ipped during t; + t, com e back to their previous
equilbriim state, and the relaxation In t3 is continuation
ofthe curve In t; .

Figure 10 represents the Sun et alm easurem ents for
m agnetic relaxation with tem porary cooling and eld
change forthe ZFC m ethod. In this, the sam pl is cooled
to Tp= 30K In zero eld. Then a 50 Oe eld is applied
and the m agnetization ismeasured fora tine ty . A fter
ty, the sam ple is quenched to temperature T = 22K in
the absence of an extemal eld and the m agnetization
is recorded for a tine t,. Fihally the tem perature is
retumed back to Ty and the eld is tumed on again.
T he m agnetization ism easured fora tine t;.

In Fig. 11 we show our corresponding num erically
sinulated results. W hen a eld of 50 Oe is applied
the m agnetization inm ediately reaches a certain valie,
because the particleswith T, 30K equilbrate rapidly.
Then a slow logarithm ic response begins which is due
to the energy distrbution of the particles. Now as
the eld is tumed o , we observe a sharp jump iIn
M (t) due to those particles with T, 22K  which
reach their equilbrium state at T = 22K and hence
do not contribute to the m agnetization. However the
particlesw ith Ty, > 30K are not in equilbrium and relax
extram ely slow at T = 22K , so we get a constant curve
during ;. Now as the eld is tumed on again and the
tem perature of the sam ple is Increased to T = 30K , the
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FIG .10: (color online) M agnetic relaxation m easurem ents in
N ig1F e19 with tem porary cooling and eld change for the
ZFC method. Inset shows the sam e data vs the total tine
soent at 30 K on a logarithm ic tin e scale. (Sun et alPhys.
Rev. Lett. 91, 167206 (2003))

particles w ith Ty 30K and those Ipped during tine
t + b comeback to the new equilbriim state which is
sam e as that pertaining before quenching. T herefore the
relaxation in t3 is the continuation of that during the
tin e t.
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FIG.1l: (coloronline) (a) Num erically sin ulated ZFC relax—
ation curvesw ith tem porary cooling and eld change; () the
sam e data vs the total tin e spent at 30 K on a logarithm ic
scale.

Figure 12 shows the experim ental resuls of Sun et
al of the m agnetic relaxation wih tem porary cooling
and eld change in the FC method. In the latter, the
sam ple is cooled to Tp = 30K In a 50 Oe eld and then
the relaxation ism easured fora tine ty afterthe eld is
cuto . The eld is tumed on again and the sampl is
cooled to T = 22K and the m agnetization is recorded
foratime ty. Fihally the tem perature is tumed back to
Ty and the eld is switched o again. The relaxation is
now measured ora timne t3.

W e represent our num erical resuls for the sam e pro—
tocolin Fig. 13. W hen the eld is cuto the particles
wih T, 30K do not contribute to the m agnetization .

M (10° emu)

L L L
6000 9000 12000

Time (second)

L
(0] 3000

FIG .12: (color online) M agnetic relaxation m easurem ents in
N ig1F e19 with tem porary cooling and eld change forthe FC

m ethod. Inset show s the sam e data vs the total tin e spent
at 30 K on a logarithm ic tin e scale. (Sun et alPhys. Rev.
Lett. 91, 167206 (2003)).
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FIG .13: (color online) (@) Num erically sin ulated FC relax-—
ation curvesw ith tem porary cooling and eld change; (o) the
sam e data vs the total tim e spent at 30 K on a logarithm ic
scale.

A fter ty, when the sam ple is quenched to 22K and the

eld istumed on there isnaturally a sudden jum p in the
m agnetization due to the particleswih T, 22K which
have much higher m agnetization than the value jist
before quenching. A s discussed earlier the particles w ith
Ty, > 30K are not In equilbrium and their relaxation
isvery slow at T = 22K, which explains an alm ost
constant curve during t, . A ffertp, the eld istumed o ,
and the tam perature is tumed back to Ty. Naturally,
the m agnetization jimps down, because the particles
wih T, 30K reach a new equilbrium state which has
aln ost zero m agnetization mm ediately follow ing the

eld and tem perature changes and the system retums
back to its state prevailing before quenching.

L
10000



Finally, Sun et al have studied m agnetic relaxation
after a tem porary heating (instead oftem porary cooling)
from 30K to 38K which do not exhibit any mem ory
e ect. A fter tem porary heating, when tem perature
retums back to Ty, the system does not com e back to
is previous state before heating Fig. 14). Sun et al
suggested that this asym m etric regoonse w ith respect to
negative/positive tem perature cycling is consistent w ith
a hierarchicalm odel of the spin—-glass phase. However,
we have num erically reproduced the same resuls as
that of Sun et al based on our two-state independent
particle m odel, as shown In Fig. 15. Nomem ory e ect
appears after positive heating which can be explained
as ollows. In the FC method the sam plk is cooled to
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FIG. 14: (color online) M agnetic relaxation m easurem ents

in N ig1F e19 with tem porary heating for the ZFC and FC
m ethods. (Sun et alPhys. Rev. Lett. 91, 167206 (2003)).

Tp = 30K in the presence ofa 50 Oe eld and then the

eld is cuto and the relaxation ism easured fora tine
t; . So the m agnetization decreaseswith tine fora time
t; . Now as the tam perature is increased all the particles
wih Ty 38K respond to this tem perature change
and relax to the new equilbrium state. Since them al
agitation Increases wih the increase of tem perature,
m agnetization decreases further or the tine t, . A s the
tem perature retumsback to T = 30K , the particlesw ih
T, > 30K are unable to respond to this tem perature
change. Thus the particles wih Ty 30K actually
follow the path during tin e t; rather than ty . Because
allthe particleswhich had Iped duringthetinet; + &
cannot retum back to their previous state as that before
heating, no m em ory e ect is observed.

In the ZFC method the sampl is cooled to Tp in
the absence of an extemal eld and then a 50 Oe eld
is tumed on and relaxation is measured for a tine
t, ylelding a nie magnetization, for particles w ith
Ty 30K . Then a slow logarithm ic relaxation begins
which is due to the energy distrbution of the particles.
As the sam ple is further heated to T = 38K , all the
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FIG . 15: (color online) Num erically sin ulated FC and ZFC
relaxation curves w ith tem porary heating.

particles wih T, = 38K respond to this tem perature
change. T hus the logarithm ic relaxation is continued but
there is a Jum p In m agnetization, because the particles
wih T, 38K and those ipped during t; reach a new
equilbriim state. A s the tem perature of the sam pl is
retumed back to T = 30K them alagitation is reduced,
so there is a jum p in m agnetization. But now only the
particles wih Tp > 30K are allowed to relax and their
relaxation is very slow at T = 30K , so we obtain an
aln ost at curve.

W e conclide this section by underscoring that our
sin ulationsbased on the sim ple tw o-state noninteracting
m odel reproduce all the features of the m em ory e ects
observed by Sun et al n the Pemalloy (N ig1F e19).
Secondly, positive heating does not yield memory
e ect whereas tem porary cooling does. So there is an
asym m etric response w ith respect to negative/positive
tem perature cycling. This asymm etry is due to the
fact that after tem porary cooling only sm aller nanopar—
ticles are abl to respond to the tem perature or eld
change and relax to the new equilbrium state. The
larger nanoparticles are frozen. Upon retuming to the
Initial tem perature or eld value, the sn aller particles
rapidly resoond to the change such that this new state
is essentially the sam e as that before the tem porary
cooling, and the larger nanoparticles are now able to
resum e relaxing to the equilbbrium state. This resuls
In a continuation of the m agnetic relaxation after the
tem porary tem perature or eld change. In contrast,
for positive heating, all the particles sm aller as well
as bigger are ablk to respond to the tem perature or

eld change. TherefPre, affer retuming to the initial
tem perature, the bigger particles do not regoond at all
w hereas the an aller particles take tim e to respond, thus



leading to nom em ory e ect in the positive heating cycle.

IV. SPINGLASS LIKE SLOW DYNAM ICS

T In edependent m agnetization m easurem ents suggest
that dense nanoparticke samples may exhibit glassy
dynam ics due to dipolar interparticle interaction
i,.,.,.]; disorder and frustration are induced by
the random ness in the particle positions and anisotropy
axis distrdbutions.
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FIG .16: (coloronline) FC susceptibilities of the FeN system
w ith the sam e protocolas described in the text for the double
mem ory experimnent DM E). Inset shows the FC and ZFC
susceptibilities vs. tem perature of the FeN system . (Sasaki
et alPhys. Rev. B 71, 104405 (2005)).
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FIG.17: (color online) (a) Num erically sin ulated results for
the double m em ory experinent OME); () the FCM and
ZFCM vs. tem perature of the interacting system are shown.

Figure 16 shows the ZFC and FC behavior (for the
linear susceptibility, which is simply proportional to
the m agnetization) in the dense m agnetic nanoparticle
system of FeN, measured by Sasaki et al ]. For

com parison, our num erical results are shown in Fig. 17.
W e observe a peak In the ZFCM which corresponds
to an average blocking tem perature < T, >. In the
superparam agnetic case the ZFC -FC curves bifurcate at
a tem perature aw ay from the peak position ofthe ZFCM
(e Fig. 1). On the other hand, fr the dense system
the ZFCM -FCM curves bifiircate at a tem perature very
close to the peak position of the ZFCM . The FCM of
the dense system does not increase but stays aln ost
constant below < T, > which is the prim ary indicator
for the glassy state .]. Tt is interesting that we have
been ablk to num erically reproduce the sam e kind of
FC-ZFC curves based on our sin ple-m inded interacting
nanoparticle m odel, sum m arized at the end of Sec. II.
In order to have a better understanding of glassy
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FIG .18: (color online) D i erence of the ZFC susceptibilities
ofthe FeN system vs. tem perature. (Sasakiet alPhys. Rev.
B 71, 104405 (2005)).

relaxation, tin edependent m agnetization studies under
various heating and cooling protocols w ere perform ed by
Sasakiet al [[l]] on dense FeN nanoparticle system s, by
RajSankaret al .] on LaM nO 3.3, by Kundu et alon
Laps7Cap3C 0035 and by Telem -Sha r and M arkovich on
M ICS76 sample .]. Figure 16 also show s the results of
double m em ory experiment DM E) under FC protocol
by Sasakiet al. In this, the systam is cooled undera eld
0of 50 Oe. The eld is cuto during the intem ittent
stops of the cooling at T = 30K and at T = 40K
for 3000 sec at each stop. A fter reaching the lowest
tem perature the susoeptibility m easurem ent is repeated
In the heating m ode w ithout any intemm ittent stop. In
Fig. 17 we have shown our num erically sim ulated resuls
of DM E based on our Interacting nanoparticle m odel,
which have a strikking resem blance to the experin ental
resuls.

A nother protocol has been suggested by Sasakiet al
to con m whether the observed m em ory e ect is due
to glassy behavior or not. In this experin ent the sam ple



rb. unit)

&

= 9000s

M

Ref
. ZF

TE2(K)

Zl?.:’C
=
53]

M

I
[}

S
)
13;1

40 T(K) 60 80 100

FIG.19: (color online) Num erically sin ulated resuls for the
mem ory experinent OM E) for the ZFC m ethod In interact-
ing system .

is rst rapidly cooled in zero eld from a reference
tem perature (Trer) to the stop tem perature (Ts), where
it is kept for 9000 sec. The cooling is then resum ed
down to the lowest tem perature where a m agnetic eld
is applied and the susceptibility is recorded on reheating
the sampl. The conventional ZFC susceptibility is
also recorded. The di erence between the aged and the

10

nom al ZFC susceptibility as a function of tem perature
is shown in Fig. 18. Figure 19 is our num erically
sim ulated results, which are again very sim ilar to that
of experim ental results. In all the above m entioned
sin ulations we have used a log-nom al distribution of
particle sizes wherein the parameter is set to 0.5. In
the tting procedure the average anisotropic energy
KV is chosen as the unit of energy as well as that of
tem perature by setting kg = 1 and V = exp( ?=2).
Because ( for nanoparticles is around 10 ? sec and a
typical experim ental tin e w indow is about 10 sec, we
have investigated the predictions of our m odel In the
tine window 10'° ;. To introduce the dipolar inter—
action we have num erically solved the selfconsistent
Eqg. (14) or H and inserted this value n Eq. (15) to
calculate rate constants and hence the m agnetization.
The extemal eld issetto 0.1, whereas hasbeen taken

as a random variable between 0 and 1. In conclusion,
we nd that a large class of data on mem ory e ects in

nanom agnetic system s can be explained by a sim ple rate
theory, without and with interactions, in a mean eld
approxin ation.
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