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Magnetic particle hyperthermia:
Néel relaxation in magnetic nanoparticles under circularlypolarized field
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The mechanism of magnetization reversal in single-domairomagnetic particles is of interest in many
applications, in most of which losses must be minimized. dncer therapy by hyperthermia the opposite
requirement prevails: the specific loss power should be mizgid. Of the mechanisms of dissipation, here we
study the effect of Néel relaxation on magnetic nanopagianable to move or rotate and compare the losses in
linearly and circularly polarized field. We present exadlgtical solutions of the Landau-Lifshitz equation as
derived from the Gilbert equation and use the calculated-tigpendent magnetizations to find the energy loss
per cycle. In frequencies lower than the Larmor frequernogdr polarization is found to be the better source of
heat power, at high frequencies (beyond the Larmor freggesicular polarization is preferable.

PACS numbers: 05.40.Jc, 05.10.Gg, 83.10.Mj

. INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of the magnetization of single-domain ferrgnedic bodies under various conditions has been studidd wit
widely different motivations. Ferromagnetic resonancs peovided perhaps the best known example. In this case @agstro
static magnetic fiel® generates and stabilizes the single-domain state. Thed&kq—= 1 x B exercised by this field, being
perpendicular td, causes a precession of the magnetic momearbund the field, leaving the angle betwgeandB intact.
The resonance is detected by means of an alternating fighepeicular taB, whose energy is absorbed at a maximum rate at
the Larmor frequencyy;, = v|Bl|.

Without a strong static field, in a sizable sample the simfgigrain state can be only achieved in a material of extrenaefel
permeability. This requirement dictated the choice of t&mh” in the famous Einstein-de Haas experiméht [1], whpcbvided
the first experimental determination of the gyromagnetiora. The limitation to soft magnetic materials can be circuntgdn
though with very small samples. Clearly, samples smalkem the domain-wall thickness cannot contain more than ormeado

The dynamics of the magnetic moment of nanometre-sizedesohgmain particles is of interest in connection with a nemb
of applications. In magnetic recording, the processestplace in magnetised particles under minor perturbaficezsling)
and during magnetization reversal (switching) are of paaminterest. In this case, the nanoparticles are immgatiégr place
and orientation are fixed. A fast process of magnetizativarsal with minimal losses is the most important requirenfien
applicability in magnetic recording.

Ferrofluids contain mobile magnetic nanoparticles, whasgtipn and orientation can be controlled by a magnetic figid
their application in hyperthermia, the most important ieguent is the absorption of large losses under repeatedeatiagtion
reversal. More precisely, the figure of merit to be maximizeithe specific absorption rate (also called the specificratgs or
heating rate), i.e., the amount of energy absorbed per ddmpa unit mass of magnetic nanoparticles. The conditiomgun
which maximization has to be realized are quite demandmthey are dictated by biophysical factdrs [2].

The mobility of magnetic particles in ferrofluids is an imaort feature in the context of losses under repeated magitieti
reversal. As the particles are free to rotate, the poteatiatgyZ = — . - B can be minimized in two ways: either the magnetic
moment rotates within the particle until it is aligned wittetfield, or the particle rotates as a whole. Two differentpsses are
involved, Néel and Brown relaxation, respectively. In Biger the energy is transferred directly to the fluid, duthtoviscous
flow arising at the surface of the particle. In Néel relaatihe energy is transferred to the lattice, i.e., it is absdiby phonons
and magnons, before ordinary heat transport conveys ietfluid. Both processes are characterized by appropriaragbn
times, 7y andrp, a parameterization that conceals the difference betweeitmio mechanisms. The apparent similarity is
further emphasized by the term 'magnetic viscosity’, a edading synonym for Néel relaxation.

The common practice in hyperthermia is to expose magnetiopeticles present in a ferrofluid, preferably inside ttadiga
nant tumours, to a magnetic field alternating at a frequehtyeoorder ofl0> Hz. The optimization of loss energy with respect
to the amplitude and frequency of this linearly polarizettifieas been studied in detdil [3]. However, the effect ofiudimdy
polarized field received relatively little attention. Thisglect is not justified though, as there is no obvious reagonthe
specific absorption rate should be indifferent to the nadtfipolarization.

In the present paper we report on the first stage of a systenhatdretical study of the dynamic response of a system of
magnetic nanoparticles to a linearly and circularly paledi magnetic field. The ultimate goal of this study is an asialgf the
criteria for a maximum output of heating power applicablayperthermia. Here we present analytic results for an inilzebl
single-domain particle. In Section 2 we briefly summarize tteoretical tools available for the study of the Néel nagitm
and recapitulate the relation between the Landau-Lifsiritt Gilbert equations. Section 3 treats the case of lingeilgrized
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magnetic fields, for which we present exact analytical sohst of the Landau-Lifshitz equation, which are used to rieitee
the heating power as a function of frequency and amplitudbealternating field. In Section 4 approximate analytitisohs
are presented for circular polarization, which are exaceurspecific initial conditions. For arbitrary initial catidns, those
solutions give an exact description of the dynamics in teady state, which is stabilized after a short initial transitime-
interval. The heating power is calculated for this steadyest

Il. NEEL RELAXATION

We shall describe the magnetization processes in an isoBimgle-domain particle by means of the Landau—Lifshifzagion
[4], which is generally used to consider the Néel relaxatiechanisni [5] of magnetic nanoparticle systems. It isornaty to
write the Landau-Lifshitz equation in the form

d «
Em:mﬂ ([mxH]—i—m—S[[mxH] xm]) , (1)

wherem = 11/V, V is the volume of the particlgyy = 47 x 10~7 N/A? is the permeability of the free spaceis an effective
gyromagnetic ratiog is a dimensionless damping constanis is the saturation magnetization aktl= ung is the applied
magnetic field. Formally, the Gilbert equation [6],

o = oo ([m < F = g < o] @)

is equivalent to the Landau-Lifshitz equation, as it candxéfied [6] with the identifications: = poyonms andy = Y0/ (14+a?)

of the parameters of the latter in terms of those of the forrhlerey, = 8.82 - 10'° Am?/Js is the gyromagnetic ratio of the
electron and; is the damping constant. As it was pointed out by Kikuthi {B factorl /(1 + «?) appearing on the right-hand
side of the Landau-Lifshitz equation as derived from thd &t equation removes a “physically implausible situati@j in
the predicted behaviour at large damping.

The most conspicuous feature of the Landau-Lifshitz equasi that the vector standing on the right-hand side is petige
ular to the magnetization vector. It follows then tat?/dt = m - dm/dt = 0, that is, the magnetization vector's magnitude
does not change under the influence of the external field.efowey, it is convenient to rewrite equatidn (1) in terms af tit
vectorM = m/mg:

%M:y’[MxH]—a’[[MxH] x M. (3)

The new coefficients are given in terms of the ones in equafpand[(R) as’ = poy = oo/ (1 + o?) anda’ = poya =
uévénms /(1 + o). With these definitions of the coefficients, equation (3pes ttandau-Lifshitz equation as derived from the
Gilbert equation[[[7], which will be referred to as the Landhifishitz—Gilbert (LLG) equation in what follows.

Ill. LINEARLY POLARIZED APPLIED FIELD

In this section, we present an exact analytic solution ferlthG equation[{B) for an isotropic magnetic particle sutgddo
a linearly polarized, i.e. alternating applied magnetitdfiélhe results enable the numerical evaluation of the hgatite per
particle. The alternating field is assumed to be applieden:tdirection,

H = :—f (cos(wt), 0,0), (4)

wherew;, = +'|H]J is the Larmor frequencyy is angular frequency of the alternating external magnegid fiand we have
introducedvy = «'|H| as a measure of damping.



A. Free precession

In the case of vanishing relaxationf = 0), the LLG equations for the Cartesian components of the mt@ation vector
are

d
— M,
dt
d
— M,
de™ Y
d
— M,
dt

The analytic solution of these coupled equations for alkfias initial conditions can be written as

= O’
= cos(wt) wp M,

= —cos(wt) wrM,. (5)

Mz(t) - MmOa

M,(t) = /1 - M2, sin [“;—L sin(wt) + 6o .
M,(t) = y/1— M2, cos {LZJ—L sin(wt) + 50} , (6)

whereM,,, andd, are determined by the initial conditionsf,., = M, (0) anddy = tan~' (M, (0)/M.(0)). The interpretation
of equation[(B) is that the unit vector representing the retigation is precessing around theaxis with a time-dependent
angular velocity. At time, its projection on thez plane is at an anglé(t) = tan=1 (M, (t)/M.(t)) = [(wr/w) sin(wt) + &o]
from thez axis. The angular velocity of the precession is changingdenally. If (wy, /w) >> 1, precession in a given sense
prevails for many full cycles, before it slows down and chesgign. For the static limit, i.eq, — 0, the solution[(B) reduces to

M, (t) = My,

My(t) = \/1— M2, sin|wpt+ do],
M.(t) = y/1— M2, coswrt+ d)- (7)

This is the limit when the period of the alternating field id@ng that the Larmor precession seems to proceed uninteduim
the opposite limit{wy, /w) << 1, there is only an oscillation of small amplitude abég{i.e.,d(t) ~ o).

B. Damped precession

In the presence of Néel relaxation the LLG equations foGheesian components of the magnetization for linearlppoéd
applied field are

d

M = an cos(wt) (1 — M2),

d

My = cos(wt) (wp M, — anM,M,),

d

M = —cos(wt) (wp My, + anM,M,), (8)

with the analytical solution

(Mo — 1) + (Myo + 1) exp [22X sin(wt)] _ tanh (4 sin(wt)) + Mao

M.(t) = (1= Mao) + (Myo + 1) exp [22X sin(wt)] 1+ M,otanh (% sin(wt))’
M,(t) = /1—M2() sin [“;—L sin(wt) + 50} ,
M.(t) = /1= M2(t) cos [% sin(wt) + 50} , )

where, as beforel/,, andd, are determined by the initial conditionsZ,, = M,(0) anddy = tan=' (M, (0)/M.(0)). The
interpretation of equatiof(9) is that, like in absence ¢dxation, the unit vector representing the magnetizasoprecessing
around ther axis with a time-dependent angular velocity, but in thisectkee angle3 between theVl vector and ther axis
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changes ag = cos~'(M,(t)). Attime t, the projection ofM on theyz plane has a length ofin(3) and is at an angle
§(t) = tan= (M, (t)/M(t)) = [(wr/w) sin(wt) + do] from thez axis. The angular velocity of the precession and the pregect
length of the unit vecta¥ are changing periodically. [fuy /w) << 1 and(wr /w) >> 1 the precessing unit vector approaches
slowly thex axis, completing many cycles before it slows down and chasgg. Note that the first condition can be fulfilled
both at very weak and very strong damping, singex (1 + «?)~!. For (ay/w) >> 1 the precessing unit vector approaches
quickly the direction of the driving field, it is very close being aligned with the: axis, alternating between the positive and
negative directions. For vanishingly weak or infinitelyostg damping, that is in they — 0 limit, the solution reduces to
equation[(B). For the static limit, i.es, — 0 the general solutiof[9) reduces to

(Myo — 1) 4 (Myo + 1) exp [2ant]  tanh (ant) + Mo

]\/[w(t) n (1 — Mz()) + (MIO + 1) exXp [2aNt] B 1+ Mz() tanh (OéNt)’
My(t) = /1 —M2(t) sinfwrt + o],
M.(t) = /1= M2(t) cos|wrt+ dp]. (10)

In this case thévl vector is precessing with a time-independent angular Viglag, and converges towards thiex direction
with a time constant- 1/a . In practice, forf ~ 10* Am~1, we find thatoy = poyoHa /(1 +a?) ~ a/(1 +a?) - 10 s71,
so that even for weak damping, e.g.= 0.001, the convergence is very fast/, and M/, vanish within a few microseconds.
This implies that for frequencies much lower than 1 MHz weehf, (¢) = 1.

C. Specific loss power

The results given above enable us to calculate the energydoa single particle. The energy dissipated in a singléeoyan

be calculated as
27w dm 27w dM
E = dt [ H- — | = dt |[H-— ). 11
Ho/o ( dt) Moms/o < dat ) (11)

Using the expressiofl(4) f&l and the LLG equatiori{8) and its solution Ed.(9) the energgigated in a single cycle

T/w
E = uomsanyH /02 dt [cos(wt)]? [1 — M2(t)], (12)

can be calculated numerically. The loss per cycle dependstial conditions it has a maximum fa¥/,; = 0. Analytic results
are available in the limit ofay/w) << 1 whereM,(t) can be expanded in powers a@fy /w. As in the initial state, in a
ferrofluid, the magnetization vectors are randomly disitiell an average of the loss power](12) over this distribuitioalevant.
To lowest order inxy /w this gives

2 «
Eavcragc ~ gﬂoﬂ'msH (TN) . (13)

At frequencies much lower than 1 MHz(; /w >> 1), the loss per cycle becomes independent of the initial itiomd and
frequency [unlesgM,o| < 1 — O(exp(—an/w))] and equals to

Eaverage ~F = 4,uom5H. (14)

IV. CIRCULARLY POLARIZED APPLIED FIELD

Here, we present analytic solutions of the LLG equationsafoimmobile single-domain magnetic particle under cirdyla
polarized, i.e. rotating applied magnetic field. Our exawdlgtical solutions are only valid for specific initial catidns.
However, they also give the correct answer if one is inteckgt the behaviour in the steady state that sets in after @ sho
relaxation process. The heating loss per cycle of a singfécfgin this state will be calculated to be compared in tleatn
section to that obtained for the linearly polarized field.

The applied field is assumed to rotate in theplane with an angular frequency

H = j—L (cos(wt), sin(wt), 0), (15)

We also introduce the angular velocity vectgrwhich in this case is perpendicular the theplane.



A. Free precession

The LLG equations for the Cartesian components of the magtien are

d

EMJE = —wr M, sin(wt),

d

EM‘U = wp M, cos(wt),

d

&MZ = wr, (M, sin(wt) — M, cos(wt)) . (16)

It is easy to find a special solution of these coupled equsfionthe case whedi(),)/dt = 0, i.e., M, is a time-independent
constant:

wr,
M, (t) = mces(wt),

wr, .
My(t) = ﬁ&n(wﬂ,
M. (1) = (17)

IRVZET

This solution is valid only for a special initial conditiomiz., M,(0)/M.(0) = wr/w, M,(0) = 0. For any other initial
values, one has to find the general solution of equafioch (I®)s can be done by means of an appropriate rotation into a
coordinate system in which the LLG equations have the sisalessible solution: a time-independent magnetizatiatove
The transformation is done in three stages. The first ratatio

+cos(wt) +sin(wt) 0
O; = | —sin(wt) +cos(wt) 0 (18)
T 0 0 1

transforms the vector equatidn {16) into a coordinate systehich rotates around theaxis with the applied magnetic field.
The transformed axis points then in the direction of the angular velocityteew. The second rotation,

+cos(®) 0 —sin(O)
0y = 0 1 0 (19)
- +sin(®) 0 +cos(O)

tilts the z axis into the direction of the angular velocity vecfor= w + wr,. Aswy, is aligned withH, it is perpendicular tev,

so thaf Q| = Q = \/w? + w? andcos(0) = w/Q andsin(6©) = wy, /. Finally, the last rotation

+cos(Qt) —sin(Qt) 0
Oz = | +sin(Q2) Hcos(Qt) 0 (20)
T 0 0 1

is again a transformation into a rotating coordinate syst&imilar rotations have been discussed in Refs] [1D, 11]thén
new rotating coordinate system the transformed magnitizaector(Os - O - O1M) = (Mg, M, M¢) is found to be time-

independent. Therefore, the general solution of the LLGagiqu for circularly polarized applied field in the limit ofmishing
Néel relaxation can be obtained which has the followingfor

M (t) = % cos(wt) [Me cos(Qt) + M, sin(Qt)] + sin(wt) [Me sin(Qt) — M, cos(Q#)] + %L cos(wt) /1 — M2 — M2,
My(t) = % sin(wt) [M¢ cos(Q2t) + M, sin(2t)] — cos(wt) [Me sin(Qt) — M, cos(2t)] + % sin(wt)y/1 — Mg — M2,
M.(t) = _%L [Me cos(Qt) + M, sin(Qt)] + %, /1 M2 - 02, (21)

whereM, andM,, are the Cartesian components of the magnetization vectbeirotated coordinate system. They are deter-
mined by the initial conditions as

WMo —wrp/1 — (Myo)2 — (M,)?
Mg _ 0 L\/ Q( 0) ( yO) ’ Mn :Myo- (22)
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(M¢ and M,, are time independent.) For non-vanishing relaxation,foeay # 0, M¢ = M¢(t) and M, = M, (t) become
time-dependent. It is easily verified thf. = A7, = 0 implies the initial conditions for the validity of the spatsolution [17)
and indeed equatiofi (1) reduces to equafioh (17) in this. dasthe limit ofw — 0, equation[(2l1) recovers the solutidd (7)
which is obtained for static applied field withy — 0.

B. Damped precession

The LLG equations for the Cartesian components of the matiein of a single magnetic nanoparticle in the presence of
Néel relaxation, under circularly polarized applied fiate

d

EMJE = —wp M, sin(wt) + ay [—M, M, sin(wt) + (My2 + M?2) cos(wt)]

d

EM‘U = wy, M. cos(wt) + ay [—MyM, cos(wt) + (M2 + M?)sin(wt)] ,

d

&MZ = wy, [Mysin(wt) — M, cos(wt)] — an [MyM, cos(wt) + M, M, sin(wt)] . (23)

The general solution for arbitrary initial conditions camyobe obtained numerically. It can be verified though that thG
equations[(23) are satisfied by the intuitively guessedisuiu

M (t) = My cos(wt — @) = Mg cos(wt) — Mo sin(wt),

My(t) = Myysin(wt — @) = M5 sin(wt) + M6 cos(wt),
M(t) = /1= (M) = (ME*)2. (24)
whereM,,, is the projection of the magnetization vector onto theplane M = M., cos(p), My = —M,, sin(p) and
Mspcc o O‘?\/‘ - W% —w? + \/46!?\]60% + (Oé?v — w% — w2)2
x0 - 2(12 5
N
) 2 2 2 _ 4 2,2 2 2 2)2
MR = o}y +wi W’ = VAdajw] + (0} —wi —w?) . (25)

2wo N

Equation[[Z#) describes a precession around thes with a phase shift relative to the rotation of the maigrfetld. However,
there are conditions for the initial state: the phase shtiictly determined by the tilt of the magnetization veetdh respect to
the > axis. The tiltis given by = cos™! (/1= (MZ5)? — (M;5)?), and the phase shift by — tan™" (M5 /M;5),
The relation betweeé andy is thus implicit in equatior(25).

We have verified with countless numerical calculations #mt other solution of the LLG equatioh {23) tends to equation
(24) after a rather small transient time-interval. For thewng steady state the solutions of the LLG equation candde w
approximated by equation (P4) . Similar asymptotic solutd the general LLG equation for rotating applied field hasrbe
discussed recently by Sun and Wand [10].

To understand the coupled dynamics of relaxation, premesaid rotation it is useful to rewrite the LLG equation with
Néel relaxation, equatioh (23), and the special soluf@) {n the rotating coordinate system defined in connectiith the
relaxation-free case. The transformed LLG equations read

d B w wr, g\ W

Mg = aN[ MM, S sin(§2) — MM + (1= M) Qcos(m)},

d w wr, W,

My = ay [—Manﬁcos(Qt)—MnMcﬁ—i—(l—Mn)ﬁsm(Qt)],

d B w w . o\ WL

ZMc = ay [—McMgﬁ cos(Q1) — McMe & sin(S) + (1 Mc)ﬁ] : (26)

where (Mg, M, M) represents the magnetization vector in the rotated coatelisystem. A8/ remains a unit vector in its
transformed form, the LLG equations for the compone¥is M, and M, are not independent. The special solutionl (24) in
terms of the rotating coordinates has the following form

Me(t) = Meycos(U — pa) = MG cos(Qt) — Mg sin(Qt),
My(t) = Meysin(Q — ¢q) = MSSCC sin(Q¢) + MZBCC cos(Qt),

Me(t) = \/1 _ (MSIO)CC)Q — (M2, (27)

n0o



whereM gy = Mg, cos(pa), Myg* = — Mg, sin(p,) and similarly to equatioi(22), the time-independent patens are

WME™ — w1 — (M) — (M)
Q )

The advantage of the rotating coordinate system is thairttedependence that stands for the rotation is embeddetbitise

relaxation term, showing that the motion is dominated byttbed towards the stationary solution by a characteristie ton-

stant~ 1/« y. Therefore, it represents a good framework to look for theegal solution of the LLG equation or, alternatively,
one can try to find approximate solutions of the LLG equatkor.example

]\/[ggeC — M;gec — MZSGC (28)

M(t) = MEE™ cos() — M sin(0) + (Mo — M) e
My(t) = Mg sin(Qt) + My cos(Qt) + (Myo — Mpg™) e” “\J/V;’
N e .

well approximates the numerical solution of the LLG equati®he exponential decay of the last contributions to thplame
components shows that the general solution convergeslyguitkhe special solution. This is demonstrated in figureat, f
ay = 0.01, (@ = 0.14) andw = wy, = 0.088 s~!, where the numerical and approximate solutions of the LLGaéiqn are
compared. The other consequence of the short transierggs @ that independently of initial conditions the ratagffectively
focuses magnetization into a fixed phase position relabitbe driving field.

0.6 1.1
05}
1.0
0.4}
0.9}
9 0.31 @
= =
02 0.8}
0.1}
A \ /\ 0.7+
00\ |
ARV . ;
0.1 ‘ ‘ : ‘ 0.6 ‘ ‘ : ‘
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
t [s] t [s]

FIG. 1: Numerical (full line), approximate (dashed linede<Eq.[(2P) and the special (dashed-dotted line), see
Eqg. [27) solutions of the LLG equations for the rotated cowtesM, (t) and M, (t) of the magnetization are
compared fo = wr, = 0.088 574, a = 0.14.

We note that both in the limits of weak and strong relaxatfmghase sligp goes to zero. This is seen in the values of the
parameters in equatiop (25) of the special solufioh (24héndppropriate limits:

wr

spec _ spec —
Moy — 0) = Nezw M3P*(an — 0) =0, (30)
and
Mo (an = 10%) =1, Myp*(an — 10%) = 0, (31)

as in the limit of strong relaxationy ~ 10® s~! values can be achieved. Generally, the phase slip will d&paw, (H) and
w according to relatio = tan™"(—M,0°) /M;5°).

C. Specific loss power

To calculate the energy loss per cycle for a single partieleuse again equation (11). The special solutich (24) can e us
to assess the merits of circular polarization, because pretigermia the field is applied for a long tinve (103 S) compared to
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the duration of the initial transient process (0% s). Using this special solution, the dot product in equafidl) turns out to
be integrable and the energy loss per cycle is found to be

E = po2mms H(—M,5). (32)

The weak-relaxation (or high-frequency) limity << w,wr, can be studied by means of a Taylor expansio(m‘f/[;gec), in
powers ofa3 /(w? + w?). The result,

2 4

2 3
w an ww an
Ex?2 H | () - L () 33
TS |:w% +W2 w (W% +W2)3 w ( )

shows that there is no dissipation without relaxation. Mgkise of the relationy = awy, this expression can be written in a
form that highlights the scaling of the variables:

3
w « «
E =2 mgH— — . 34
st 2 (15 ) <1+<w/wL>2)1 49
The loss per cycle for strong relaxation (or low-frequenay >> w, wr,, shows similar scaling relations

CY2 w 044 w2 w 3
E =2 H|l—Y¥ (—) - —~~L [ — 35
momsit | 2% () - e (o) | ¢

and

E =~ 27T,u07”/15]'17i
wr,

(1 +Cza>2) - (1 ﬁ&mﬂ ' (36)

We emphasize that the distinction betwegnand the 'bare’ Larmor frequency.o = 1oyoH cannot be ignored in the strong-
relaxation limit. In fact, the definitiony = wroa/(1 + a?) makes the limitvy — co meaningless, because the largest value
of ay iswro/2, which is realized atv = 1.

V. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY

We have reported numerical and analytical results on th@orese of an immobilised single-domain magnetic particléenn
linearly and circularly polarized magnetic fields. Compan of the dynamics in the presence and absence of Néehtielax
enables an interpretation of the results in terms of anphagtbetween Larmor preccesion and relaxation towardggmeinima.
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FIG. 2: Energy loss per cycle (a) and specific loss power (b)ifearly and circularly polarised fields for
magnetite as a function of driving field frequency for diffet damping parameters. Arrows point towards
the direction ofa decrease. Driving field amplitude HE* A/m.
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In figure 2a the resulting energy loss per cycle is depictedfasction of frequency and the dimensionless damping petem
Regarding the merits of linear or circular polarizationtod tnagnetic field, we find opposite preferences for freqesroelow
and above the Larmor frequency. In the former case, whicklésyant to hyperthermia, the energy absorbed by the magmet f
linearly polarised field exceeds the absorption from rotafield by orders of magnitude. Apparently the relaxatiomaials
a steady state with a small phase shift between the rotatiagd m fields ensures a smooth process with very small losses.
This cannot take place in a linear field, where the orientiatidcH changes abruptly twice in a cycle and relaxation towards the
new energy minimum has to be repeated. In the case of highdreses, which is not lacking technological relevanceesinc
the recent interest in materials with high microwave abong12], the relaxation is slow compared to the rate of gaim
magnetic field and the loss per cycle becomes frequency depén

The tent-shaped curves in figure 2a reflect the relevanceedfrtiiting cases worked out in sections 3.3 and 4.3. The low-
frequency behaviour, which seems to prevail through madgrsrof magnitude in frequency reflects equation (10) foctse
of linear polarization and the first term in equatiénl(34) fotating field. Equatior(10) describes a relaxation precesich
takes place after each change of signthf, apparently at the same cost in energy as long as the perithe: afscillation of
the field is much larger than the relaxation time. The losscgele is then always the same and we see no dependence on the
damping constant either, except that for weaker dampinglévéation from the constant value begins at a lower frequenc
Equation [[34) shows clearly that for frequencies much lothan the Larmor frequency the loss is always proportionéhéo
frequency, the slope scaling with the dimensionless dagfaictora (in the log-log plot this translates to straight lines witle t
same slope, shifted by distances scaling within contrast, equations {IL3) arid{33) show that, in botesaat high frequencies
the loss is proportional tay /w, which explains why all curves run parallel, with he sameslcand the dependence of their
position ona is not monotonic.

Figure 2b shows the same data in practical units, that i§oivs the proper specific absorption power in W/g for a single-
domain particle of magnetite. At frequencies relevant tpemhermia £ 105 Hz) with linearly polarized field, respectable
losses of kW/g order can be achieved, while the power abddrben circularly polarized field is two to three orders of mag
nitude lower. Our final conclusion is obvious: if Néel reddéion in isotropic sample is the dominant mechanism, thiertieal
complications of generating a circularly polarised fieldlifficult geometry need not be considered.
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