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Abstract

Films of metal-insulator nanogranular composites MxD100−x with different compositions and atomic percentage
of metal and dielectric phases (M = Fe, Co, Ni, CoFeB; D = Al2O3, SiO2, ZrO2; x ≈ 15−60 at.%) are
investigated by electron magnetic resonance in a wide range of frequencies (f = 7−37 GHz) and temperatures
(T = 4.2−360 K). At concentrations of the metallic ferromagnetic phase below the percolation threshold,
the experimental spectra, besides the conventional ferromagnetic resonance signal, demonstrate an additional
absorption peak characterized by a double effective g-factor g ≈ 4. The appearance of such a peak in the
resonance spectra and its unusual properties are explained in the framework of the quantum mechanical “giant
spin” model by the excitation of “forbidden” (“double quantum”) transitions in magnetic nanogranules with
a change of the spin projection ∆m = ±2.

1. Introduction

Magnetic nanoparticles and nanogranular systems
have long been a subject of intensive research, due to
unusual physical properties of these objects, as well as
the wide possibilities of applications [1–3]. From the
viewpoint of fundamental physics, magnetic nanopar-
ticles can be considered as an intermediate case be-
tween paramagnetic (PM) ions and macroscopic ferro-
magnets. In particular, ensembles of such particles ex-
hibit so-called “superparamagnetic” properties, while
the magnetic dynamics of individual nanoparticles in
some cases can be described within the framework of
both classical and quantum approaches [4, 5].

Magnetic metal-insulator nanogranular composites
(nanocomposites) are an array of ferromagnetic (FM)
nanogranules randomly distributed in a solid insu-
lating medium (matrix). In previous works [6–10],
we studied nanocomposite films of different composi-
tions MxD100−x based on transition FM metals M =
Fe, Co, CoFeB and dielectrics D = Al2O3, SiO2,
LiNbO3. The value x in the formula MxD100−x re-
flects the nominal atomic content of the metal phase
in the nanocomposite, a significant part of which forms
FM nanogranules. At the same time, some part of the
FM phase proves to be dispersed in the form of PM
ions Fe and Co in the insulating space between the
granules [11,12].

In the works [8–10] nanocomposite films MxD100−x

were studied by magnetic resonance in a wide range
of frequencies (f = 7−37 GHz) and temperatures
(T = 4.2−360 K). In addition to the usual ferromag-
netic resonance (FMR) signal, the experimental spec-
tra demonstrated an additional much weaker absorp-

tion peak characterized by an effective g-factor g ≈ 4.3.
Note that a similar signal is often observed in studies of
iron-based nanoparticles in various non-magnetic me-
dia [13–15] and is associated with the electron param-
agnetic resonance (EPR) of isolated Fe3+ ions present
in the system [16–18]. In some cases, the g ≈ 4.3 EPR
peak is also manifested for Co2+ ions [19–21]. However,
unlike the traditional EPR of Fe3+ and Co2+ ions, in
our case the observed peak demonstrates a number of
unusual properties:
1) It is much better manifested in the longitudinal ge-
ometry of the resonance excitation;
2) With a change of the FM phase concentration x,
the temperature dependence of the peak intensity I(T )
is modified: at low x, this dependence has a decreas-
ing character, but when approaching the percolation
threshold it becomes increasing.

Note that these unusual features of the additional
peak do not allow to associate it with inhomogeneities
of the samples, or with the excitation of inhomogeneous
magnetic modes in the films, as, for example, in the
works [22–33].

The present work is devoted to further investiga-
tion of the nature of the anomalous resonance peak.
It is found that, in addition to nanocomposites based
on FM metals Fe and Co, the g ≈ 4.3 EPR peak is
also manifested for systems NixD100−x (D = Al2O3,
ZrO2) based on pure nickel. Thus, the appearance of
this peak in the resonance spectra cannot be explained
by the presence of isolated Fe3+ or Co2+ ions in the
system. In view of this, an alternative explanation of
the observed effects is proposed, suggesting a quantum
mechanical approach to describing the magnetic reso-
nance spectra of FM nanogranules [4, 5].
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Fig. 1: The average size of FM granules d as a func-
tion of the FM phase content in the nanocomposite
Nix(Al2O3)100−x according to X-ray diffraction data [39].

2. Samples and experimental method

Nanocomposite films MxD100−x with a thickness of
about 1−3 µm were synthesized by ion beam sputter-
ing on glass-ceramic substrates using composite tar-
gets [34,35]. The target represents a plate of FM metal
Fe, Co, Ni or an alloy Co40Fe40B20 (CoFeB), on which
a set of rectangular strips of oxides Al2O3, SiO2 or
ZrO2 are placed. The uneven arrangement of dielec-
tric strips on the target surface allows the formation
of a nanocomposite film MxD100−x with a smooth con-
trolled change in the concentration x along the sub-
strate in a wide range ∆x ≈ 30−40 at.%. Further
studies are carried out on small pieces of the grown
film with a size of 5× 5 mm2, so that the change of x
within one sample is less than 1 at.%. The content of
the metal phase in the films was determined by energy
dispersive X-ray microanalysis.
According to transmission electron microscopy and

X-ray diffraction data, the obtained composites consist
of crystalline FM nanogranules randomly distributed
inside the amorphous oxide matrix [35–40]. The gran-
ules have approximately spherical shape and their av-
erage size (2–8 nm) increases smoothly with a growth
of the FM phase content in the nanocomposite (Fig. 1).

The percolation threshold for all studied compos-
ites lies in the vicinity of metal phase concentrations
x ∼ 50 at.%. According to magnetic data, the transi-
tion of samples from superparamagnetic to ferromag-
netic behavior occurs approximately in the same con-
centration range, or slightly lower [33–39].

In this work, the nanocomposite samples are stud-
ied by magnetic resonance in a wide range of fre-
quencies (f = 7−37 GHz) and temperatures (T =
4.2−360 K) using a laboratory transmission-type spec-
trometer based on rectangular and tunable cylindrical
resonators [8]. In the used experimental geometry, the
external static magnetic field H (up to 17 kOe) lies
in the film plane. At the same time, it is possible to
orient the high-frequency magnetic field h either per-
pendicular (h ⊥ H) or parallel (h ∥ H) to the static
field H (“transverse” and “longitudinal” geometry of
resonance excitation).
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Fig. 2: Magnetic resonance spectra for nanocomposite
films with various compositions MxD100−x in transverse
(h ⊥ H) and longitudinal (h ∥ H) excitation geometry.
The spectra are obtained at frequency f ≈ 25 GHz at room
temperature.

3. Experimental results

Figures 2, 3 show experimental magnetic reso-
nance spectra obtained for different nanocomposites
MxD100−x at room temperature. In the conventional
transverse resonance excitation geometry (h ⊥ H), an
intense FMR absorption peak is observed for all struc-
tures. As it was shown earlier [6, 8, 10], the frequency-
field diagrams for this peak, as well as the dependencies
of its position on the orientation of the field with re-
spect to the film plane, are well described by the usual
Kittel formulas, taking into account the demagnetizing
factor 4πM .
When the resonance excitation geometry is changed

to a longitudinal one (h ∥ H), the intensity of the FMR
peak decreases significantly. At the same time, a sec-
ond absorption peak appears in weaker fields. As it was
demonstrated in [8, 10], the frequency-field and orien-
tational dependencies for this peak are well described
by a simple EPR formula

f = γHeff , (1)

where the gyromagnetic ratio γ corresponds to the ef-
fective g-factor g = 4.3 ± 0.1, and the effective field
Heff , in addition to the external field, includes dipo-
lar fields produced inside the film by an array of FM
granules.

Note that the g ≈ 4 EPR peak is manifested for
systems of different compositions, including nanocom-
posites based on pure Co and Ni (Figs. 2, 3), hence this
peak cannot be associated with the well known EPR of
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Fig. 3: Experimental spectra for nanocomposite films
Nix(Al2O3)100−x at frequency f ≈ 24.6 GHz and
(CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x (f ≈ 34.4 GHz) obtained at room
temperature in the longitudinal geometry of resonance ex-
citation (h ∥ H).

isolated Fe3+ ions (g ≈ 4.3) [13–18]. At the same time,
it can be noted that the effective g-factors observed
for the FMR and EPR peaks differ by about 2 times.
For the FMR line, depending on the composition of
the films, the g-factor varies in the range g ≈ 2.1−2.2,
which is typical for metallic Fe, Co, Ni and their al-
loys [41]. For the EPR line, this value proves to be
about 2 times larger g ≈ 4.2−4.4.

As an example, Fig. 4 shows frequency-field dia-
grams for two resonance peaks in Ni-based nanocom-
posites. In the high frequency range, the dependences
f(H) are described by linear functions, the slope of
which differs by a factor 2.

Note that the narrowest resonance peaks are ob-
served for (CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x and NixD100−x films.
For these structures, the g ≈ 4 EPR peak can be re-
solved in both longitudinal and transverse resonance
excitation geometry (Fig. 2), and its amplitude proves
to be about the same in both geometries [8, 10].

Another unusual feature of the g ≈ 4 EPR peak is
the anomalous dependence of its intensity on the con-
tent of the FM phase in the nanocomposite (Fig. 3)
and on temperature (Figs. 5–7). Note that in this
regard, the main FMR peak behaves quite naturally.
Its intensity rises monotonically with an increase of
the FM phase concentration and with a decrease of
temperature. A different behavior is observed for the
EPR peak. The spectra measured at room temperature
demonstrate a non-monotonic dependence of the g ≈ 4
EPR peak amplitude on the content of the FM phase x
in the nanocomposite (Fig. 3). With increasing x, the
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Fig. 4: Frequency-field dependencies for two resonance
peaks in films Ni50(Al2O3)50 and Ni50(ZrO2)50 at room
temperature. Symbols are experimental data, the slopes
of the straight lines correspond to the effective g-factors
g = 2.2 and g = 4.4.

peak intensity first rises, however, when passing be-
yond the percolation threshold x ≳ 50 at.%, the peak
decreases and disappears.

As the content of the FM phase in the nanocompos-
ite rises, the character of the temperature dependence
of the EPR peak intensity also changes (Figs. 5–7).
At low FM phase concentrations x ≲ 25 at.%, the peak
intensity I(T ) increases monotonously with tempera-
ture decrease, according to the conventional Curie law
I(T ) ∝ 1/T . However, as x rises, the dependence I(T )
becomes non-monotonic with a maximum that shifts
to higher temperatures at growing x. Finally, in the
limit of high FM phase concentrations, only an approx-
imately linear growth I(T ) ∝ T is observed (Fig. 6) [9].

4. The “giant spin” model

The appearance of a peak with a double effective g-
factor in the resonance spectra can be explained within
the framework of the “giant spin” model by excitation
of “double quantum” transitions inside FM nanogran-
ules with a change of the spin projection ∆m = ±2
[42–46]. Within the framework of this approach, it
is possible to explain the better manifestation of the
g ≈ 4 peak in the longitudinal geometry of the reso-
nance excitation [44–46], as well as the anomalous tem-
perature dependence of its intensity [42,44,45].

In the giant spin model, the FM nanogranule is
treated as a PM center with a very large spin S ∼
102−104. In the external field, Zeeman splitting of
energy levels occurs, according to the spin projection
on the field direction m = −S . . .+S. The transi-
tions with a change of the spin projection ∆m = ±1
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Fig. 5: Spectra of the films (CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x with
x ≈ 25 at.% (a) and 35 at.% (b) at different temperatures
T = 4.2−296 K, obtained at frequency f ≈ 25 GHz in
longitudinal resonance excitation geometry (h ∥ H).

induced by an alternating field in the classical limit
correspond to the excitation of the usual FMR mode.
Formally “forbidden” (“double quantum”) transitions
with ∆m = ±2 become “allowed” taking into account
additional perturbations in the system, for example,
in the presence of magnetic anisotropy of granules, or
dipole-dipole interactions between them [19,47].

Let us consider the simplest case of a weak uniax-
ial anisotropy in the granules with effective field HA.
Such anisotropy can arise in the granules, for example,
when their shape deviates from spherical. In this case,
the quantum mechanical probability fm±1 of transi-
tions between the levels m±1 in the framework of per-
turbation theory is estimated by the expression [48,49]

fm±1 ∝
(
HA

H

)2 (Um−1
m Um

m+1)
2

S2
,

where Um−1
m =

√
S(S + 1)−m(m− 1).

(2)

Note that for an arbitrary orientation of the
anisotropy axis relative to the direction of the field, the
probabilities of such transitions excited by transverse
and longitudinal microwave field turn out to be com-
parable [49], which result is consistent with the exper-
imentally observed behavior for the g ≈ 4 EPR peak.

It is important, that according to equation (2), the
probability of transitions with ∆m = ±2 near the
ground state of the granule m = −S vanishes. On
the contrary, the maximum probabilities of these tran-
sitions are realized at low m values |m| ≪ S. However,
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Fig. 6: Temperature dependencies of the integral inten-
sity I(T ) for the g ≈ 4 EPR line in nanocomposite films
(CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x. Symbols are experimental data at
frequency f ≈ 25 GHz, solid lines are calculations in the
“giant spin” model, the dashed line is linear dependence.
Lines in the inset are the Curie law I(T ) ∝ 1/T .

the corresponding energy levels lie above the ground
state m = −S by an amount of µH, where µ is the
granule magnetic moment. Therefore, at low tempera-
tures (kBT ≪ µH, where kB is Boltzmann constant),
when the granules pass into the ground state, the in-
tensity of the double quantum line I(T ) decreases. In
the high temperature limit (kBT ≫ µH), the popula-
tions of the energy levels in the granules tend to equal-
ize leading to the conventional Curie law I(T ) ∝ 1/T .
Thus, the maximum intensity of the g ≈ 4 line is ex-
pected at T ∼ µH/kB . With an increase of the FM
phase concentration in the nanocomposite, the mag-
netic moments of the granules increase leading to the
shift of the maximum I(T ) to higher temperatures.
Above the percolation threshold, the granules begin
to form macroscopic clusters, µ increases sharply, and
the double quantum line disappears completely.

To estimate the intensity of the line quantitatively,
we take into account the difference in the populations
of the levels m± 1 at finite temperature T :

∆ρm±1(T ) = Z−1
S

(
e−2(m−1)κ − e−2(m+1)κ

)
,

where ZS is the statistical sum given by the well-known
expression [50]

ZS =
sh[(2S + 1)κ]

sh(κ)
, κ =

µBHeff

kBT

(µB is Bohr magneton). The effective field Heff in the
above equations, besides the external field, includes

4
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Fig. 7: Temperature dependencies of the integral inten-
sity I(T ) for the g ≈ 4 EPR line in nanocomposite film
Ni50(Al2O3)50. Symbols are experimental data at fre-
quency f ≈ 18 GHz, lines are calculations in the “giant
spin” model with different values of granule magnetic mo-
ment µ.

magnetic dipolar fields created inside the film by an
array of FM granules. According to equation (1), this
field is defined by the simple ratio Heff = f/γ. Taking
into account the probabilities of double quantum tran-
sitions (2), the integral intensity of the g ≈ 4 EPR line
is proportional to

I(T ) ∝
S−1∑

m=1−S

fm±1∆ρm±1(T ). (3)

Figures 6, 7 show the experimental dependencies
I(T ) for the g ≈ 4 EPR peak in films with different
compositions comparing with the results of numerical
calculations in the described model. The fitting pa-
rameters are the vertical scale of the function (3) and
the spin of the particle S (the corresponding magnetic
moment µ = 2SµB), which determines the position of
the maximum I(T ).
On a qualitative level, the experimental data are

consistent with the theory. At the same time, sys-
tematic quantitative discrepancies can also be noticed.
Comparing with the calculation, the experimental de-
pendences I(T ) demonstrate more pronounced max-
ima. This discrepancy is more evident for the Ni-based
nanocomposite (Fig. 7). As shown in Fig. 7, the ob-
served behavior can be formally attributed to a de-
crease of the granule magnetic moment µ with increas-
ing temperature. Indeed, taking into account the finite
Curie temperature TC of the granules, under the con-
dition T ≲ TC , the effect of reducing µ(T ) is quite
expected. In the case of Ni granules, this effect should
be more pronounced due to the lower TC compared to
CoFeB. It should also be noted that with temperature
decrease, magnetic interactions between nanogranules
can play an important role and lead to the formation
of larger magnetically ordered clusters, causing an ad-
ditional increase in the effective value µ [51]. However,
the considered simplest model completely neglects the
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Fig. 8: The granule magnetic moment µ as a func-
tion of the FM phase concentration in nanocomposite
(CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x, obtained from the approximation
of the curves 4πM(H) (according to FMR data) and from
temperature dependences of the EPR peak intensity.

effects of intergranular interactions and does not take
into account the presence of excited states of nanopar-
ticles with a reduced value of the total spin at T ≲ TC ,
and therefore is only a qualitative approximation of the
real situation.

Figure 8 shows the results of estimation of the gran-
ule magnetic moment µ from the dependencies I(T ) for
the g ≈ 4 EPR peak in films (CoFeB)x(Al2O3)100−x.
For comparison, Fig. 8 also demonstrates the values
µ obtained from approximation of experimental curves
4πM(H) by the Langevin function (the dependencies
4πM(H) were extracted from FMR data at room tem-
perature, as described in the work [10]). As can be
seen, the magnetic moments of the granules, defined in
two ways, prove to have the same order. However, EPR
data systematically show lower µ values compared to
FMR data. It can be assumed that this difference is
due to the dispersion of the FM granules in size. In
this case, the FMR peak is mainly determined by res-
onance in large granules, while the g ≈ 4 EPR peak is
more efficiently excited in small magnetic particles.

5. Conclusion

Films of metal-insulator nanogranular composites
MxD100−x with various compositions (M = Fe, Co, Ni,
CoFeB; D = Al2O3, SiO2, ZrO2) and contents of the
metallic FM phase x ≈ 15−60 at.% were studied by
electron magnetic resonance. The experimental spec-
tra, in addition to the conventional FMR signal, con-
tain an additional absorption peak with a double effec-
tive g-factor g ≈ 4 demonstrating a number of unusual
features. The appearance of such a peak in the spectra
and its properties can be explained within the frame-
work of the quantum mechanical “giant spin” model,
considering FM nanogranules as PM centers with very
large spin S ∼ 102−104. The observed g ≈ 4 EPR
line is associated with the excitation of double quan-
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tum transitions in these PM centers with a change
of the spin projection ∆m = ±2. The proposed ap-
proach makes it possible to explain qualitatively the
non-monotonic temperature dependence of the peak in-
tensity, the non-standard conditions for its excitation
by longitudinal microwave magnetic field, as well as the
disappearance of this peak at contents of the FM phase
above the percolation threshold of the nanocomposite.
Thus, the observed special features of the magnetic

resonance in nanogranular composites emphasize the
“dualism” of classical and quantum properties of fer-
romagnetic nanoparticles. The behavior of the main
FMR line is well described within the framework of
the classical concept as the excitation of magnetization
vector precession in an ensemble of magnetic nanogran-
ules. At the same time, the properties of the addi-
tional peak are explained in quantum mechanical terms
by the excitation of EPR transitions between the spin
states of individual nanogranules.

Funding: The work was carried out within the frame-
work of a state assignment and was financially sup-
ported by the Russian Science Foundation (project no.
22–19–00171).
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