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Highly sophisticated synthesis methods and experimental techniques allow for precise measure-
ments of magnetic properties of nanoparticles that can be reliably reproduced using theoretical
models. Here, we investigate the magnetic properties of ferrite nanoparticles by using theoretical
techniques based on Monte Carlo methods. We introduce three stages of sophistication in the macro-
magnetic model. First, by using tailor-made hamiltonians we study single nanoparticles. In a second
stage, the internal structure of the nanoparticle is taken into consideration by defining an internal
(core) and external (shell) region, respectively. In the last stage, an assembly of core/shell NPs are
considered. All internal magnetic couplings such as inter and intra-atomic exchange interactions or
magnetocrystalline anisotropies have been estimated. Moreover, the hysteresis loops of the afore-
mentioned three cases have been calculated and compared with recent experimental measurements.
In the case of the assembly of nanoparticles, the hysteresis loops together with the zero-field cooling
and field cooling curves are shown to be in a very good agreement with the experimental data. The
current model provides an important tool to understand the internal structure of the nanoparticles
together with the complex internal spin interactions of the core-shell ferrite nanoparticles.

I. Introduction

Various technological fields have motivated the design
and fabrication of nanostructures with the ability of tai-
loring the magnetic properties. The category of magnetic
nanoparticles (NPs) are interesting from both fundamen-
tal and technological points of view1–6. Thus, for ex-
ample, ferrite nanoparticles with the general formula of
MFe2O4 (M = Fe, Co, Ni and Mn) have attracted great
attention of researchers due to their potential applica-
tions in biomedicine and industry2. In particular, spinel
ferrites are an attractive class of ferrimagnets offering
both soft and hard phases as well as a common crystal
structure that allow for a high quality crystal interface
between core and shell layers7. The metallic ions are lo-
cated at either octahedral coordinated sites—also called
B-sites—or forming a tetrahedral geometry—denoted as
A-sites. The ratio of the occupation of these sites pro-
duces different spinel structures defined by the inversion
degree number X. The normal and inverse spinel struc-
tures represent the two limiting cases with X = 0 and
X = 1, respectively. Between these two limits, a mixed
spinel exists where the divalent transition metal M is dis-
tributed between sites A and B8,10. A value of X = 2/3
represents a random distribution of metallic ions between
sites A and B. The degree of inversion can affect the
magnetic properties of ferrites as, for example, satura-
tion magnetization and coercive field 11,12. Ferrites are
found to have a ferrimagnetic magnetic ordering, which is
due to the dominant antiferromagnetic exchange between
sites A and B8,10.

The inverse spinel structure is of paramount impor-
tance for the current work where Fe3+ cations are equally
distributed at both A and B sites while the divalent M
ions are found only at octahedral sites. In this work,
CoFe2O4 (CFO) was selected due to its high anisotropy
that should limit the degree of canting as spins will be
more tightly bound to the crystal lattice compared to

Fe3O4 (FO), which has a relatively high moment but
much lower anisotropy. A common crystal structure and
negligible differences in lattice constant between the two
materials (8.40 Å for FO, 8.39 Å for CFO8) enables syn-
thesis of high quality core/shell NPs and, consequently,
a bi-magnetic structure of these two compounds can be
constructed without introducing large lattice mismatch
distortions. Moreover, as CFO is in a hard magnetic
phase while FO is in a soft magnetic phase at normal
conditions, the variants of these compounds can possess
interesting exchanged coupled related properties.

Thus, two variants of core/shell NP assemblies have al-
ready been synthesized and magnetically characterized9.
More specifically, a conventional assembly of NPs is ex-
perimentally synthesised by adding CFO to the core
of the NP and capping the core with a shell of FO
(CFO@FO). The inverted assembly is achieved by plac-
ing FO in the core and adding CFO in the shell
(FO@CFO). In order to give a better understanding of
their underlying reversal mechanisms, we employ Monte
Carlo (MC) atomistic simulations for both type of as-
semblies based on tailor-made hamiltonians. Thus, we
introduce progressively different degrees of sophistication
of the model. Initially, we performed MC simulations
for single nanoparticles by varying several of their inter-
nal degrees of freedom in order to examine how interface
and surface effects affect their magnetic response. In a
second stage, the hamiltonian is improved to describe a
single nanoparticle composed of a central region denoted
as core and an external shell region. The hamiltonian
also considers the interface effects between the core and
shell regions. Finally, the hamiltonian, and consequently,
the macrospin model is recasted in a more sophisticated
shape so that the model now is capable to describe not
only single nanoparticles with internal structure but also
an assembly of core-shell nanoparticles. A depiction of
the three NP systems modeled is shown in Fig. 1. More-
over, we also indicate in several colors the regions of
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the nanoparticles that are essential to understand the
different terms considered in the hamiltonians given by
Eqs. (1-3).

II. Model and Results

Initally, we employed atomistic Monte Carlo simula-
tions with the implementation of the Metropolis algo-
rithm of isolated nanoparticles composed of CoFe2O4 and
Fe3O4. The Hamiltonian used for the calculations is

H = −
∑
i,j

JijSiSj −
∑
i

Ki cos2 θi − gµB

∑
i

BSi (1)

where i, j denote first-neighbour atomic positions and
Si is the atomic magnetic moment. The first term de-
scribes the Heisenberg exchange interaction, Jij , between
atomic sites i and j. The ansatz given in Eq. (1) implies
that a ferromagnetic (antiferromagnetic) interaction is
described by a positive (negative) exchange coupling. In
the second term, a uniaxial atomic magnetic anisotropy
of strength Ki is introduced to collect the spin-orbit ef-
fects. The angle θi defines the deviation of the atomic
magnetic moment (Si) with respect to the atomic easy
axis anisotropy. The last term represents the Zeeman
term under the influence of a global external magnetic
field. For the very small sizes in diameter of the nanopar-
ticles considered here (∼ 6 nm for CFO and ∼ 7 nm for
FO), the surface effects become important, and thus, for
all the simulated systems, unless stated otherwise, we de-
fine a surface shell thickness of width d (cf. Fig. 1 a)).
The width d is chosen to be equal to the unit cell length
of the associated material. For the core spins, the easy
axis anisotropy is set along z direction whereas for the
surface atoms the anisotropy axis direction is randomly
selected for each spin site in agreement with experimen-
tal evidence9. Bulk Jij values are collected in Table I for
CFO and FO nanoparticles13. Likewise, the bulk values
of the magnetic anisotropy for the core region (red color
in Fig. 1 a)) of the nanoparticles are ki = 0.0036 mRy
and ki = 0.000112 mRy per atom for CFO and FO, re-
spectively8,10. Both CFO and FO have an inverse spinel
structure, i.e., the divalent ion (Co+2 for CFO and Fe+2

for FO) is found only in B sites. The Co+2 ion has a
moment of 3.0 µB/atom, whereas Fe+2 presents a mo-
ment of 4.0 µB/atom. In both samples, Fe+3 ions have a
moment of 5.0 µB/atom. The spherical particles with ra-
dius r are constructed by replication of the bulk inverse
spinel structure. The spherical shape is reproduced by
removing the unit cells that are a distance bigger than r
away from center of the nanoparticle.

Figure 2 shows hysteresis loops for CFO and FO single
nanoparticles at T = 5K by varying the strength of the
surface anisotropy (Ks

i ) with respect to the one of the
core (Kc

i ). As surface atoms interact with a number of
neighbouring oxygen atoms smaller than the number of
oxygen atoms interacting with bulk atoms, the exchange
couplings of the surface atoms are expected to be smaller

FIG. 1. Since the studied nanoparticles are very small in size,
the surface effects become very important. Thus, we sketch
in a) an spherical single nanoparticle with the region in gold
representing the portion of the nanoparticle that belongs to
the surface. The width of the surface is denoted by d. In b),
a core-shell nanoparticle is shown with the different regions
indicated by using different colors. Finally, in c) is represented
an assembly of core-shell nanoparticles, while on the right is
drawn the internal structure of a single nanoparticle taken
from the assembly. The arrows represent the macrospins used
in the model.

TABLE I. Bulk exchange coupling constants for CFO and FO
with different interaction transition-metal (TM) atomic sites.
All values are given in energy units of mRy.

CFO TMi TMj i j Jij

Fe Fe A A −0.094
Fe Co A B −0.143
Fe Fe A B −0.164
Co Co B B 0.296
Fe Co B B −0.117
Fe Fe B B −0.047

FO Fe Fe A A −0.132
Fe Fe A B −0.150
Fe Fe A B −0.177
Fe Fe B B 0.308
Fe Fe B B −0.08
Fe Fe B B −0.06

than the exchange couplings for bulk atoms. Thus, we set
Js
ij/J

c
ij = 0.5. This value is chosen on a perfect spherical

surface formed by a cubic unit cell with the mean value
of the coordination number drooping to half in the sur-
face. Thus, by setting the aforementioned ratio to 0.5 we
assume that, in mean average, the coordination number
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FIG. 2. Calculated hysteresis loops for CFO (left panel) and
FO (right panel) single nanoparticles for different ratios of the

surface anisotropy with respect to the core anisotropy
(

Ks
i

Kc
i

)
at a temperature of 5 K.

in the surface is half of the one for the atoms in the bulk.
FO single nanoparticles clearly shows a larger saturation
magnetization with a value of 1.31 µB/atom with respect
to CFO which has a value of 0.97 µB/atom. On the con-
trary, CFO possesses a larger coercive field reaching a
value ∼ 2.5 T. It is worthwhile to mention here that the
variation of the coercive field with respect to the ratio
Ks

i /K
c
i is almost negligible, in particular, for FO single

nanoparticles. This is a direct consequence of the the
randomly easy axis distribution of the surface atoms.

By increasing the level of sophistication of the model,
we proceed to the calculation of single core-shell nanopar-
ticles for the two aforementioned variants, i.e., CFO@FO
and FO@CFO. In order to study the core-shell morphol-
ogy, we introduce the following hamiltonian:

H =−
bulk∑
i,j

JijSiSj −
interf.∑
i,j

aiJijSiSj −
surf.∑
i,j

asJijSiSj

−
∑
i

Ki cos2 θi − gµB

∑
i

BSi (2)

In Eq. (2), we have introduced two additional terms
which separate the interface and surface effects from the
bulk of the nanoparticle. We assume that both the width
of the surface (ds) and interface (di) are equal to the
CFO unit cell constant, i.e. ds=di=0.835 nm. As both
CFO and FO possess the same inverse spinel structure
and very similar lattice constant, we would expect an al-
most perfect match in the interface. However, due to the
spherical shape of the nanoparticle, and consequenly, the
curvature of the interface, there is still a slight mismatch
between the boundaries in the interface which produces a
nonzero surface tension. For the aforementioned reasons,
in the current model we assume that the spinel structure
is preserved but it is slightly distorted on the interface
and surface. The distortion is introduced by rescaling
the exchange constants Jij on the interface by the factor

TABLE II. Structural parameters of CFO@FO and FO@CFO
nanoparticles. All values are given in distance units of nm.

Core Radius Shell Thickness Diameter
CFO@FO 2.9 1.7 9.2
FO@CFO 3.5 1.3 9.6

ai and on the surface by as. The initial value of Jij on
the interface is assumed to be the mean average of the
sum of Jij of the associated bulk values of the different
structures. Unless stated elsewhere, as has a value of 0.5,
i.e., on the surface we assume that interaction strengths
drop to the half value than the one found in the bulk.
As a consequence, we assume the anisotropy becomes
randomized on the surface but uniaxial on the interface.
The structural parameters of the core-shell nanoparticles
studied here are given in Table II.

It has to be noted here that the size of both types of
core-shell nanoparticles are far below the coherent radius
limit of 3.6lex, where lex is the exchange length14. Typ-
ical values of the exchange length are 4.9 nm and 5.2
nm for Fe3O4 and CoFe2O4 bulk systems, respectively8.
Thus, domain formation is very unlikely. In consequence,
the magnetization reversal process can only be attributed
to incoherent states on the interface or surface. Figures
3 and 6 show hysteresis loops at 5K for CFO@FO and
FO@CFO core-shell nanoparticles, respectively. The hys-
tersis loops are plotted for different scaling factors, i.e.,
ai, as and ak. The anisotropy scaling parameter per atom
is represented by ak. Both types of nanoparticles possess
similar properties as single particles. Thus, under the
absence of magnetocrystalline anisotropy (black dotted
curves, ak = 0) both types of core-shell nanoparticles
show a knee-like behaviour close to saturation indicat-
ing the frustration produced by Jij in ferrites. Also in
the range from -3 T to 3 T in the applied external mag-
netic field, none of the CFO@FO and FO@CFO core-
shell nanoparticles possess a full closed loop. However,
by scaling (reducing) the exchange constants on the in-
terface without magnetocrystalline anisotropy, the afore-
mentioned effect is highly reduced although it is worth-
while to mention here that the core-shell nanoparticles
still have a non-zero coercive field (cf. red curves in
Figs. 3 and 6). The latter arises from the fact that the
mismatch between the core and shell introduces canting
in the interface spins and thus induces an increase of the
exchange anisotropy of the system. Introduction of mag-
netocrystalline anisotropy into the nanoparticles led to
an increase in the coercive field. For example, for a scal-
ing factor ak = 2.2, the coercive field is calculated to
be 2.3 T and 1.9 T for FO@CFO and CFO@FO, respec-
tively.

For exchange coupled systems, the exchange interac-
tion on the interface is a critical parameter regardless
of the soft or hard phase of the nanoparticle. Figure
4 shows the variation of the coercive field with respect
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to the interface scaling factor for CFO@FO nanopar-
ticle at 5K for two different values of the anisotropy
scaling factor. In the limit of no anisotropy coupling
(ai → 0), the coercive field approximates to that of the
hard phase. For both anisotropy scaling parameters, the
coercive field possess a non-monotonic behaviour. When
the anisotropy constant approaches the bulk values, i.e.,
ak → 1, the coercive field continuously decreases but the
decay is broken in the interval [0.3, 0.5]. In this region,
the coercive field curve shows a plateau with a very tiny
increase. After this value the decrease rate reduces, i.e.,
the coercive field decreases but with a smaller slope. On
the other hand, for ak = 2.2 the coercive field shows a
peak for ai ∼ 0.2, so that, the interface effects induce
magnetic fluctuations for such coupled systems. Notably
the hardness of the bi-magnetic systems is heavily depen-
dent on the interplay between the anisotropy barrier and
the exchange interactions on the interface. As already
mentioned above, the disorder induced by the interface
effects, even under the influence of strong anisotropy, re-
sults in a non-zero coercive field. By increasing of the
anisotropic scaling factor, a high coercive field can be
reproduced with a small interface coupling factor. On
the other hand, for the anisotropy bulk value case, a
very strong interface coupling must be considered in or-
der to achieve the maximum coercive field. Therefore, a
nanoparticle system requires an almost perfect interface
with negligible imperfections or dislocations. From these
facts, we can conclude that for bi-magnetic nanoparticle
systems, the interface shows an enhanced anisotropy.

Apart form the coercive field, the remanent magneti-
zation is a critical parameter for magnetic applications.
Figure 5 shows the evolution of the normalized rema-
nent magnetization with respect to the interface scaling
factor. For both ak = 1.0 and ak = 2.2, the remanent
magnetization shows an increasing trend up to a critical
value of the interface scaling factor ai = 0.3 and then
clearly reduces down to a value of Mr/Ms = 0.2. For
both anistropy scaling factors, the Mr/Ms ratio show a
maximum close to 0.8.

Independently from the interface coupling, the surface
is free to start a reversal process due to reduced coordina-
tion of the atomic spins. From our simulations it is found
that, in order to reach the maximum Mr/Ms a larger
value of the interface coupling constant is needed, with
respect to the one for the maximum coercive field. As
the surface and interface are already disordered an even
stronger coupling between the phases is needed in order
for the soft phase to overrule and rise the remament state.
Interestingly though when the Mr/Ms is at its maximum
value still the nanoparticle possess a considerable coer-
cive field as the disorder of the interface does not allow
for a full reversal process to be completed. Despite that,
it is clear that in ferrites the exchange interactions are
extremely strong and play a major role in the magnetic
behaviour. As seen in Figs. 4 and 5, even with a scaling
of ak = 2.2 for a value of ai = 0.3, a clearly exchanged
coupled behaviour can been achieved. Moreover, the size

FIG. 3. Hysteresis loops for CFO@FO core-shell nanoparticle
at 5 K. Loops are plotted for different scaling factors ai, as

and ak.

FIG. 4. Coercive field as a function of the interface scaling
factor ai for CFO@FO nanoparticles.

of the particle is also extremely important as it does not
allow for any kind of domain formation14.

Experimental measurements have been performed on
dense assemblies of CFO@FO and FO@CFO core-shell
nanoparticles9. Under these experimental conditions, the
dipolar interaction can affect the magnetic response, es-
pecially for NPs composed of CFO and FO due to their
considerable magnetic moments. As the size of the parti-
cles is below the coherent radius limit, in order to study
the assembly in a computationally efficient form, we de-
velop a coarse-grain macrospin model for each nanopar-
ticle. To be more specific, we used 3 to 6 macrospins
per particle. Under this level of theory, we recast the
Hamiltonian in the following form:
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FIG. 5. Variance of the normalized remanent magnetization
for CFO@FO nanoparticle with respect to interface scaling
factor ai.

FIG. 6. Hysteresis loops for FO@CFO single nanoparticle at
5 K. Loops are plotted for different scaling factors ai, as and
ak.

H =−
∑
i,j

JijSiSj −
∑
m,n

JinterMmMn +
∑
m,n

Mm[D]Mn

−
∑
i

k(cos)2θi − gµB

∑
i

SiB (3)

where {Si} represent the moment of macro spins within
a nanoparticle while {Mn} is the net moment of
particle n, so that, indices {i, j} denote summation
within a nanoparticle (intra-nanoparticle interaction)
while {m,n} denote summation between nanoparticles
(inter-nanoparticles interaction). The parameter Jij is
the Heisenberg interaction coupling between macrospins
i and j within the nanoparticle while Jinter describes the
interparticle interactions of the Heisenberg form. The
third term in Eq. (3) represents dipolar interactions be-
tween nanoparticles with [D] being the dipolar tensor and

it is calculated as an interaction between the net moment
of each particleMn. The magnetic anisotropy constant is
represented by k and θi is the angle between Si and easy
axis direction while the last term represent the Zeeman
contribution with B being the applied external magnetic
field.

For each nanoparticle, the total magnetic moment is
subdivided into N macrospins, N1 for the core and N2

for shell, and the sum of the macrospins for the core and
shell equals the total moment per nanoparticle, as deter-
mined from bulk magnetometry. Thus, the total moment
per nanoparticle is divided between the core and shell
contribution, separately. For the CFO@FO core-shell
nanoparticle, the core and shell moments are estimated to
be 4.14×10−20 Am2 and 12.38×10−20 Am2, respectively;
while for FO@CFO nanoparticle, the core and shell mo-
ments are 6.80 × 10−20 Am2 and 10.74 × 10−20 Am2,
respectively. The multiple macrospins per core and shell
can simulate the effects of spin canting at the core-shell
and shell-vacuum interface. The ensemble of nanopar-
ticles is simulated by placing the macrospins for each
nanoparticle on a 12× 12× 12 grid (i.e., 123 nanoparti-
cles) with a mean spacing of 10 nm between nanoparticles
and periodic boundary conditions.

In order to define the interaction parameters, we
perform a fitting procedure of the calculated single-
nanoparticles energy. The atomistic energy of the sys-
tem is calculated for different magnetic configurations
and mapped back into the macrospin model. The toler-
ance of the fitting procedure ensures that all fitted pa-
rameters have an error smaller than 10−4 meV/atom. In
Tables III and IV, we present the parameters used for
the macrospin model. For both compounds, the indices
{1 − 3} refer to the core and {4 − 6} to the shell. In
all cases, the anisotropy was assumed to be uniaxial for
each nanoparticle, and its axis was randomly selected per
particle in the assembly of nanoparticles. The interpar-
ticle interaction, Jinter, was set to 0.1 mRy. With the
aim to reduce the number of free fitting parameters, the
macrospins labelled as {1} for the core and {4} for the
shell, are imposed to interact with the same exchange
interaction strength (see Table III).

In Table IV, the anisotropy contributions are distin-
guished between core and shell. FO region shows a con-
siderable enhancement when it is interfaced with CFO,
thus reducing the volume of the soft phase in each
nanoparticle. The CFO region, being the harder mag-
netic phase, is the most probable nucleation region which
sparks the magnetization reversal process. According to
this model, the nucleation process is initiated from the
surface of the CFO@FO or the core of the FO@CFO.
The application of at least three macrospins per material
allows us to implicity take into account by a mean mag-
netization state the incoherent states on the interface or
surface.

Figure 7 shows the calculated hysteresis loops from
the current macro spin model. The agreement with ex-
perimental data 9 is remarkably good, especially in low
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TABLE III. Heisenberg interaction constant Jij for the
macrospin model. All Jij are given in units of mRy.

Compound J12 J13 J23 J24 J34 J25 J35 J45 J46 J56

CFO@FO 3.4 3.4 -2.1 2.3 1.9 2.2 1.8 2.4 2.4 -1.8
FO@CFO 3.1 3.1 -1.8 2.1 2.2 2.3 1.7 2.8 2.8 -1.9

temperature regime. The small value used for Jinter in-
dicates that even with a dense ensemble of particles, the
magnetic behaviour is dominated by the intra-particle
characteristics. For low temperatures, both samples are
characterized by a knee behaviour appearing right after
the remanent state. Even though we have assumed a non-
perfect interface, this behaviour is not so pronounced for
the single nanoparticles. Thus, for the case where the
nanoparticles are grouped forming an assembly, it is pos-
sible to attribute a random anisotropy axis distribution
creating now a range of energy barriers to be bypassed in
the cycle to complete the magnetization reversal. The in-
troduction of dipolar interactions has an effect, that the
coercive field drops down to values of about 1.1 T−1.3 T .
This value is clearly lower than the one calculated for
single nanoparticles. Even though the assembly is dense,
dipolar interactions do not dramatically decrease the co-
ercive field due to the moderate magnetic moment of the
nanoparticles. It has to be noted here that even though
the assembly is quite dense, we managed to reproduce the
experimental data by using a macrospin model. This fact
means that we do not need to take into account the dis-
tribution of the dipolar fields because the intra-particle
interactions are quite strong and, as already explained
above, there cannot be any kind of magnetic domain for-
mation in the nanoparticles. The magnetization reversal
process depends strongly on the incoherent modes on the
interface and surface arising from the exchange strength
variations.

The accuracy of the current model decreases as the
temperature of the system is increased (cf. Fig. 7). For
this reason, we also simulate the the ZFC/FC curves of
the assemblies as shown in Fig. 8. Notably the profile of
the ZFC/FC curves is reproduced quite well with the cur-
rent macrospin model however, in both cases, the block-
ing temperature TB is overestimated. The latter effect
is more pronounced in the FO@CFO variant where the
TB is overestimated by 30 K. This overestimation is also
found in the loop simulations as the coercive field is over-
estimated in all cases for temperatures larger than 5 K.
The latter is a clear indication that there is a tempera-
ture dependence of the magnetic parameters, disregarded
in the current model.

III. Summary and Conclusions

In conclusion, using progressively more complex mod-
els beginning with the case of isolated single nanoparti-

TABLE IV. Anisotropy constant k for the macrospin model.
The units of the uniaxial magnetocrystalline anisotropy are
given in mRy.

Core Shell
Compound k1 k2 k3 k4 k5 k6
CFO@FO 7.1 13.1 13.1 8.1 7.6 0.1
FO@CFO 0.8 6.4 6.4 9.2 8.1 8.0

FIG. 7. Hysteresis loops for CFO@FO (left column) and
FO@CFO (right column) assembly nanoparticles at several
temperatures (5 K, 75 K and 100 K). In blue is shown the ex-
perimental hysteresis loop taken from Ref. [9] for comparison
with the prediction of the theoretical model.

cles, we have investigated the magnetic properties of fer-
rite nanoparticles. The proposed macrospin model is able
to describe substantially well the experimental measure-
ments of an assembly of such core-shell nanoparticle sys-
tems. By taking the bulk values of the exchange interac-
tions and magnetocrytalline anisotropy, we discussed the
calculated hysteresis loops in terms of the ratio between
the surface anisotropy with respect to the core anistropy
for CFO and FO nanoparticles (cf. Fig. 1 a)). By gaining
some information about the internal parameters of iso-
lated nanoparticles, we improved the model by consider-
ing regions with different magnetic texture, so that, the
particles now have a core, interface, shell and surface (cf.
Fig. 1 b)). This improvement requires consideration of
more types of exchange coupling between the different re-
gions as well as magnetocrystalline anistropies per region.
By scaling exchange interactions and anisotropies in the
interface and surface, we can get information about the
details of the hysteresis loops so that we have full control
over features seen in the experimental hysteresis loops,
such as, the knee present in the vicinity of the remanent
field that are measured in experiments for an assembly of
nanoparticles (cf. Fig. 7). In the last stage of the macro-
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FIG. 8. Zero-field cooling (ZFC) and field cooling (FC) curves
for the assembly nanoparticles CFO@FO (left panel) and
FO@CFO (right panel). The predictions of the theoretical
model (circle symbol) are compared with the experimental
measurements taken from Ref.[9] (solid line).

magnetic model, we brought the core-shell nanoparticles,
with their internal structure, all together forming a cubic
crystal structure (see Fig. 1 c)). This system is describe
by the hamiltonian of Eq. (3). In doing so, the model is
capable of describing with high fidelity the experimental
hysteresis loops, ZFC and FC curves. Overall, experi-
mental and theoretical results are in close agreement al-
though discrepancies in the hysteresis loops increase at
higher temperatures. It is well-known in literature that
the Heisenberg exchange interaction is a function of the
temperature15. We speculate here that the small devi-
ation of the calculated hysteresis loops with respect to
the experimental ones at 100 K is due to the fact we do

not include a temperature dependence in the estimated
Heisenberg exchange interactions.

Overall, and based on the good description of the ex-
perimental results, the current model underpins the pro-
posed internal structure of the nanoparticles, not only
with the core and shell, but also with two thin layers
of interface and surface, so that, the interface plays an
important role in describing the observed knee in the ex-
perimental hysteresis loops.
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