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T he Investigation of the role of interactions In m agnetic w ire arrays is com plex and often sub fct
to strong sim pli cations. In this paper we obtained analytical expressions for the m agnetostatic in—
teractions betw een w ires and investigate the range of validity of dipole-dipole, rst order and second
order approxin ations. W e also analyze the extension of the interw ire m agnetostatic interactions in
a sam ple and found that the num ber of w ires required to reach energy convergence in the array
strongly depends on the relative m agnetic ordentation between the w ires.
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I. NTRODUCTION

During the last decade, regular arrays of m agnetic
nanoparticles have been deeply Investigated. B esides the
basic scienti ¢ Interest in them agnetic properties ofthese
system s, there is evidence that they m ight be used In
the production of new m agnetic devices. ,E] D i erent
geom etries have been considered, including dots, rings,
tubes and w ires. R ecent studies on such structures have
been carried out w ith the ain of determm ining the stable
m agnetized state as a function of the geom etry of the
particles. [3,/4,d, €] m particular, the study of highly
ordered arraysofm agnetic w iresw ith diam eters typically
In the range of tens to hundred nanom eters is a topic of
grow Ing interest. E,B, @, |E] This is a consequence of
the developm ent of experin ental techniques that lead to
fabricate in a controllabl and ordered way such arrays.
1,/121 The high ordering in the array, together w ith the
m agnetic nature of nanow ires, give rise to outstanding
cooperative properties of fiindam ental and technological
nterest. [13]

Bistable nanowires are characterized by squared—
shaped hysteresis loops de ned by the abrupt reversalof
the m agnetization between two stable rem anent states.
ﬂ,] In such system s, e ects of interparticle interac—
tions are in generalcom plicated by the fact that the dipo—
lar elds depend upon the m agnetization state of each
elem ent, which in tum depends upon the elds due to
adpcent elem ents. T herefore, the m odelling of interact-
Ing arrays of nanow ires is often sub fct to strong sim —
pli cations like, for exam ple, m odelling the w ire using a
one-dim ensionalm odi ed classical Ising m odel E, ]
Zhan et al E] used the dipole approxin ation includ-

Ing additionally a length correction. J.Velazquez and M .
V azquez E,E] considered each m icrow ireasa dipole, In
away that theaxial eld generated by am icrow ire ispro—
portional to the m agnetization of the m icrow ire. N ever—
theless, this m odel is m erely phenom enological since the
com parison of experin ental results w ith a strictly dipo-—
larm odel show s that the Interaction in the actualcase is
m ore intense. T hey have also calculated the dipolar eld
created by a cylinder and expanded the eld in m ultipo—
lartem s, ] show ing that the non-dipolar contributions
ofthe eld are non negligble for distances considered in
experin ents. In spite of the extended use of the dipole-
dipole approxin ation, a detailed calculation ofthe valid—
ity of approxin ations on the dipolar energy hasnot been
presented yet. A Iso m icrom agnetic calculations @, ]
and M onte Carlo sin ulations E] have been developed.
H ow ever, these two m ethods pem it to Investigate arrays
wih just a fw wires. In this paper we investigate the
validity of the dipole-dipole approxin ation and include
additionaltem sthat lead usto consider large arraysand
the shape anisotropy of each w ire.

II. CONTINUOUSMAGNETIZATION M ODEL

G eom etrically, nanow ires are characterized by their ra—
dius, R, and length, L. The description of an array of
N wires based on the investigation of the behavior of
Individualm agnetic m om ents becom es num erically pro—
hibitive. In order to circum vent this problem we use a
continuous approach and adopt a sin pli ed description
In which the discrete distrbution of m agnetic m om ents
In each wire is replaced w ith a continuous one, de ned
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by a function M (r) such that M (r) V gives the total
m agnetic m om ent w ithin the elem ent ofvolime V cen—
tered at r. W e recall that E 1.+ is generally given by the
sum of three tem s corresoonding to the m agnetostatic,
Eqip, the exchange, E¢y, and the anisotropy contribu-—
tions. Here we are Interested in soft or polycrystalline
m agnetic m aterials, In which case the anisotropy is usu-
ally disregarded. [E]

The total m agnetization can be written as M (r) =

ilM (), where M ; (r) is the m agnetization of the

i~th nanow ire. In this case, the m agnetostatic poten—
tial U (r) splits up into N com ponents, Uj (r), associ
ated w ith them agnetization ofeach individualnanow ire.

Then, the total djpolar energy can be w ritten as E 43, =
P N P N 1P N

'1=1Edip (l)+ =1 Emt(l;])IWheIe

j= it 1
Z

E qip () = 70 M ;(r)r U; (r) dv @)

is the dipolar contribution to the selfenergy of nanow ire
i~th, and

Eine 3= o Mi@rU;@av @)

is the dipolar interaction between them . In the djpolar
contrbution to the selfenergy an addiive term indepen-
dent ofthe con guration hasbeen lft out. [24]

In this work we investigate bistable nanow ires In
which case, R41Eex = L ,Eex @ = 0:0n the basis
of this resul, the total energy of the array can be w rit—
ten as

>yl % 1
Esar @+
i=1 =1 j=1i+ 1

Etot = Eine (53)7 3)

whereE ¢e1r (1) = E g3 (1) isthe dipolar selfenergy ofeach
w ire, and E i, (i; J) is the dipolar interaction energy be—
tween w ires i~th and j-th.

A . Totalenergy calculation

W e now proceed to the calculation ofthe energy tem s
In the expression for E . Results w illbe given In unis
of MZV,ie. E = E= M2V, whereV = RZL is
the volum e of the nanow ire and M ( is the saturation
m agnetization.

In order to evaluate the totalenergy, it is necessary to
specify the functional form ofthe m agnetization for each
nanow ire. W e considerw iresw ith an axialm agnetization
de ned by M ;(x) = Mgy ;2, where 2 is the uni vector
parallelto the axisofthe nanow ireand ; takesthe values

1, allow ing the wire i to point up (; = +1) or down
(= 1) along 2.

1. Selfenergy of a nanow ire

T he reduced dipolar selfenergy hasbeen calculated by
Landeros et al. [B] and takes the form

E 1) 1 1+ &R F R 4)
)= = — — ;

self 2 3L 21 L2

where Fp; k] = Fo1 [ 1=2;1=2;2;x] is a hypergeom etric

fiinction. Note that .n Eq. [@) the energy of each wire
depends only on the ratio R=L.

2. Interwire m agnetostatic coupling

T he Interaction betw een tw 0 nanow ires is obtained us—
Ing the m agnetostatic eld experienced by one of the
w ires due to the other. D etails of these calculations are
included in Appendix A, giving
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where J, is a Bessel function of rst kind and p or-
der and S;j is the center-to-center distance between the
m agnetic nanow ires 1 and j. The previous equation al-
low s us to write the Interaction energy of two wires as
Ene@WI) = i 5Emei3) =  EineSiy), where the sign
+ ( ) correspondsto ;= 5 (16 5), respectively.

B. Results
1. Two wires system

T he general expression giving the interaction between
w iresw ith axialm agnetization isgivingby Eq. [@). This
expression has to be solved num erically. H ow ever, w ires
that m otivate this work [i, 18,19, 110] satisfy L=R 1,
leading us to expand J; as

x X ® ( 1fe=2)t
k) =— —+ ()
2 16 klk+2)

Then we can approxin ate Eq. [@) by
r2 %

Eine Si3) =
J.nt( 1]) ZLS:LJ

g (7)
=1

where indicates the order of the expansion. As an ik
lustration, the st and second termm s in the sum are

1

g1=l - (8)
1
and
- >, o
s, 1 645}, 1
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where 1+ L2=8}, - (1 2E=s)= | and

3 @+ 8L'=3s}, 8I’=S})= }. Figure 1 illustrates
the Interaction energy between two identical nanow ires
w ith parallelaxialm agnetization asa function of2R=S;;.
W hen the two wires are in contact, 2R=S;; = 1; when
they are in nitely separated, 2R=S;; = 0. In this gure
the solid line represents the num erical integration of the
interaction energy, Eq. [@), the dashed line is given by
the rst order approxin ation ofthis energy, Eq. (1) and
the dotted line corresoonds to the second order approx—
Ination. From this gure we observe that a st order
approxin ation gives a reasonable approach to Eq. [B)
for L=R 1.W e can conclude that the rsttem in the
expansion in Eq. [1) gives a very good approach to Eq.

E) for 2R =S 13
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FIG . 1l: Interaction energy between two identical nanow ires
w ith parallel axialm agnetization. T he solid line corresponds
to the num erical integration of Eqg. (5), the dashed line cor-
responds to the st order approxin ation of Eq. (7) and the
dotted line corresponds to the second order approxin ation of
Eqg. (7).

A lso, for a large centerto-center distance between the
w ires, Sij L, we can expand ; In Eq. [8), obtain-
ing the Pllow ing expression for the interaction energy
between two w ires

v 1

E - Sy)= 4_8_13]

' 10)

T his last expression, which we call the dipole-dipole ap—
proxim ation, is equivalent to the interaction between two
dipoles, that is, each w ires has been approxin ated by a
single dipole.

In order to Investigate the validiy ofthisdipole-dipole
E _ ) approxination we calculate the ratio between

the m agnetostatic interaction, Eq. [@), and the dipole-
dipole approxin ation, Eq. [I0), between two identical
nanow ires as a function of 2R=S;;. These resuls are
ilustrated in Figure 2 and lead us to conclide that the
dipole-dipole approxin ation overestin ates the real inter—
action, except for very apart w ires, which isnot the usual
case In an array. A 1so for large aspect ratio w ires the ap—
proxin ation becom es worst.

FIG .2: Ratio between them agnetostatic interaction, Eqg. (5),
and the dpoledipole Interaction, Eq. (10), as a function of
2R=S;;.D i erent agpect ratio L=R are considered.

In order to quantify the im portance of the interaction
energy we calculated the ratio between the selfenergy
and the m agnetostatic interaction energy between two
identical nanow ires,

_ Eine B4y) a1)
2E'wse]f

Figure 3 de nes the geom etry of the two-w ire-system for
which = 02;01;0:01 and 0:001. From this gurewe
observe a strong dependence of the interaction energy
on the geom etry of the array. A s an illustration, when
we consider two nanowireswith L = 1 m,R = 20 nm
and L=R = 50, ifwe look for an aln ost non interacting
regine, = 0:01;2R=S;;= 0:068;and then the two w ires
have to be at least 590 nm apart. For this geom etry
the interaction energy is about 1% of the self energy.
However, for the sasme L and R, if the w ires are 58 nm
apart (2R=Sj; = 0:69), the interaction energy is about
20% ofthe selfenergy ( = 02).
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FIG. 3: values as a function of the geom etry of the two—
w ire-system .

2. W ire armay

W e are now In position to investigate the e ect of the
Interw ire m agnetostatic coupling In a square array. Cal
culations for the total interaction energy E'; N ) ofthe
N = n n square array are shown in Appendix B, and
Jead us to write

X 1
Eoay@ =20 @ p)( HEund)
p=1
X 11X 1 p
+2 0 po P DELC PP+ P);
p=1g=1
12)
where + (

) refers to parallel @ntiparallel) m agnetic or-
dering ofthe nanow ires In an array w ith nearest-neighbor
distance d, and E’j+ is the interaction energy between
two wires given by Eq. [@). Note that in an array Sij is
a function of d. In the antijparalkel con guration the
m agnetization of nearest-neighbor nanow ires points in
opposite directions. Figure 4 illustrates the behavior of
W ey @) = B, @)=n® as a function of n i a fer-
rom agnetic (@) and an antiferrom agnetic (o) array. W e
consider an array of denticalw ireswih R = 20 nm and
L =1 m and two di erent nearest-neighbordistance d.
W e can see that a large num ber ofw ires 1¢), cor-
responding to a sam ple of 0:01 mm?, is required or
reaching convergence of W ;rray (n). However, In view of
cancellations originated in the di erent signs of the par—
allel and antiparalle]l nteractions, the antiparallelcon g-—
uration converges faster, requiring only the order of 10?

wiresand a samplkof 1 m?.
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FIG .4:W ...y (0) In a square array of iddenticalw ires R = 20
nm and L =1 m). W e consider di erent num ber of w ires
in the array and tw o nearest-neighbordistances d.

W e also investigate, for the same wires R = 20 nm
and L = 1 m), the variation of the asym ptotic value of
W ,rray @) asa function ofthe nearest-neighbordistance
d In a ferrom agnetic, Fig. 5a), and antiferrom agnetic
array, Fig. 5b). Figure 5 illustrates our resuls show ing
that in the ferrom agnetic array, interaction e ects decay
In an exponentialway and extend over long distances as
com pared w ith d:Figures 4 and 5 agree w ith conclusions
from experim ents by N ifelsch et alli] who assum e that,
due to the high aspect ratio of the m agnetic nanow ires
In an hexagonalarray, the stray eld interaction extends
over severalnearest-neighbor-distances.

III. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W ehave obtained analyticalexpressions forthem agne-
tostatic nteractions between w ires. By expanding these
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FIG . 5: Asymptotic values of the interaction energy in a
square array obtained with N = 10° (ferrom agnetic array)
and N = 10° (antiferrom agnetic array).

expressions we Investigate rst and second order approx—
In ations to the interaction energies show Ing the range of
validity of these expansions. W hen the w ires are apart
distances m uch m ore larger that their diam eter, the st
order approxin ation is valid. W e also conclude that the
dipoledipole interaction is valid only when 2R=S;5 * O.
T he energy expressions lead us to nvestigate the exten—
sion of the interw ire m agnetostatic interactions in the
array. The number of w ires required to reach the con-
vergence In the energy depends on the relative m agnetic
ordering betw een nearest-neighbor w ires. In the parallel
array, a big num ber ofw ires is required until convergence.
T his result in plies that the size ofthe array is an in por-
tant factor to be consider when di erent m easurem ents
have to be com pared.
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V. APPENDIX A

In this appendix we calculate the interaction en-—
ergy of two identical nanow ires. W e start by replacing
the finctionalform M ;) = M g ;2 inEq. ), kkadingto

Z

. QU
Ene )= o Mip—dv: 13)

v @Z

T he m agnetostatic potential is given by
Z Z

r M 1 A M
U= — ——7 ?I av’+ — sto;
r 3 4 ¥ #3

v s

where V. and S represent the volum e and surface of the
w ire, resgoectively.

Due to the functional form of M ; (r), the volum etric
contrbution to the potential is zero. For the calculation
of the surface contrbution to the m agnetostatic poten-
tial, we use the ollow Ing expansion on the potential 25]

1 x 4

%)

dkJy kri)dn (kro)e k2

0

dkJn kr)d, ke ¢ P e ¥F7).

0

A fter som em anjpulations, it is straightforw ard to obtain
the potential at a distance r; from the axis of the wire
J-th, Uy

7
RM g j

Us= —

dk

¥J1 &R)Jo kr) e % P e¥*]:
0

Now weneed to calculate the dipolar eld dueto thew ire

J-th experienced by the w ire i~th a distance S;; apart. In
this case
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= r+ Si2j 2rS;008( + ) ;
where isan arbirary angle and r de nes a particular
point In wire i. Then, we Include in the potential the

follow Ing expansion [25]

S

Jo k r2+ s.fj 2rSy008( + )

® .
= e™ U g, k) Iy kSiy) ;

m= 1

which lead usto obtain
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m= 1
By replacing this last expression in Eq. [[3) we obtain

Epnc @) =2 oM % 5 5 R?
z dk
ngkRmo(ksij)(l e ) :

0

F inally, and changing the variable g= kL, we obtain the
reduced expression presented in the Eq. [3),

z
. dg_, R aSij
EnmeGiH)=2: 4 —I — Jyp — (@1 ed
int (17 J) i qz 1 L 0 L ( )
0
VI. APPEND IX B
T he total Interaction energy ofthe N = n  n square

array can be w ritten as

102X
Erarray(n)= 5 (
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where + ( ) refers to parallel (antiparalle]) nearest—
neighbor m agnetic orientation of the nanow ires In the
array. Here E'sh+ (0) = 0, avolding the self-interaction of
the w ires. For sin plicity we de ne the follow ing finction

j< S
f Eid= ( 1F "Encd p*+ F); 14)

which can be used to write the interaction energy in a
com pact form ; that is

130X X

E o) = 15)

array f & i;l j) H
i=13=1k=111
W e can reduce the num ber of sum m ations using the fol-

Iow ing rule

xXn xn x 1
gk 1i)=ngO)+ @ pgE+gl pl; (16)
i=1k=1 p=1
which lead us to write
xnoxn
f & 41 J3)=nf O0;1 3
i=1k=1
1Xl
+ 2 o p)f @1 J):
p=1

T hen, the interaction energy, Eq. [13), reduces to

n X xn
Earray n)= - f ©0;1 3)
j=11=1
x 1 X xn
v @ p £l 9 oan
p=1 =111

U sing again the rule [16), we can reduce the double-sum s
in Eq. [I7), cbtaining

n? X !
E, @)= 7f 0;0)+ n o 9f 0;9
ag=1
x 1 X Ix 1
+n 0 pf E;0+2 0 p)h Df E;a) :
p=1 p=1g=1

From [I4) we know that f
nally obtain

0;0) 0, which Jead us to

Erray @) = 2n 0 p)( DEinc (d)

X 1x 1
+ 2 n
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