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Abstract 

Permanent magnets are integral components in many of the modern 
technologies that are critical for the transition to a sustainable society. However, 
most of the high-performance (BHmax > 100 kJ/m3) permanent magnets that are 
currently employed contain rare-earth elements (REE), which have long been 
classified as critical materials with a high supply risk and concerns regarding 
pollution in their mining. Therefore, suitable REE-lean/free magnets must be 
developed in order to ensure the sustainability of clean energy generation and 
electric mobility. The REE-free hexagonal ferrites (or hexaferrites) are the most 
used permanent magnets across all applications, with an 85 wt.% pie of the 
permanent magnet market. They are the dominant lower-grade option 
(BHmax < 25 kJ/m3) due to their relatively good hard magnetic properties, high 
Curie temperature (>700 K), low cost and good chemical stability. In recent years, 
the hexaferrites have also emerged as candidates for substituting REE-based 
permanent magnets in applications requiring intermediate magnetic performance 
(25–100 kJ/m3), due to considerable performance improvements achieved 
through chemical tuning, nanostructuring and compaction/sintering 
optimization. This chapter reviews the state-of-the-art sintering strategies being 
investigated with the aim of manufacturing hexaferrite magnets with optimized 
magnetic properties, identifying key challenges and highlighting the natural future 
steps to be followed. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Classification of magnetic materials 

The magnetism of magnetic materials arises at the atomic scale and is 
influenced by characteristics spanning several orders of magnitude (see Figure 1a). 
In the atoms of most compounds, the electrons exist in pairs with opposite spins 
that cancel out each other’s magnetic moment. However, some elements or ions 
have unpaired electrons, whose spin and orbital motion cause them to exhibit a 
magnetic field giving the atom a magnetic moment. The organization of these 
magnetic atoms in the atomic structure of the material determines its magnetic 
properties. Figure 1b shows a schematic illustration of the main types of magnetic 
ordering. In paramagnetic materials, the atomic magnetic moments are randomly 
oriented leading to no net magnetization and a relatively weak attraction to an 
external magnetic field. Antiferromagnetic materials are magnetically ordered, but 
also exhibit zero net magnetization due to an antiparallel organization of equal 
atomic magnetic moments. However, in ferro- or ferri-magnetic materials (below 
their Curie temperature, Tc, which is the critical temperature above which thermal 
fluctuations lead to the material being paramagnetic), the magnetic atoms are 
organized in a way that leads to a net magnetization along a certain direction 
(magnetic easy axis) in the structure, and it is these types of materials that are used 
for permanent magnets (PMs). 

 
Figure 1. (a) Illustration of the multiscale origin of the magnetism in magnetic materials. (b) Schematic 
illustration of main magnetic ordering types and the resulting net zero field magnetization. (c) Size 
dependency of the coercivity. (d) Hysteresis curve of an ideal permanent magnet. 

The ferro/ferri-magnetic materials are generally categorized as either ‘soft’ or 
‘hard’ depending on their resistance to demagnetization. This is evaluated in terms 
of the coercive field (or coercivity, Hc), which is the external magnetic field 
required to reset the magnetization of the material. Magnetically soft materials are 
easily (de)magnetized by an external magnetic field (typically defined as 
Hc < 10 kA/m) and their magnetization is therefore often temporary, while hard 
(or permanent) magnetic materials have a high resistance to demagnetization 
(Hc > 400 kA/m) and once magnetized they can therefore sustain a magnetic field 



 

 

indefinitely.[1] The coercivity of a material is determined in part by the intrinsic 
magnetocrystalline anisotropy of the crystal structure as well as by microstructural 
(extrinsic) effects such as crystallite size or structural defects, which influence the 
formation (nucleation and growth) of magnetic domains in the material. For most 
magnetic materials, Hc is found to increase as the crystallite size is reduced, 
reaching a maximum value at the critical single-domain size (see Figure 1c). 

Another key property of a magnetic material is its remanence field (Br or Mr), 
which is the spontaneous magnetic flux density or magnetization exhibited by the 
material in zero external field conditions. Figure 1d shows a schematic illustration 
of the external magnetic field (H)-dependent flux density (B) and magnetization 
(M) curves, commonly called hysteresis curves, of an ideal permanent magnetic 
material. As illustrated, it is the combination of these two parameters, i.e., the 
coercivity (magnetic stability) and remanence (spontaneous magnetization), that 
ultimately determines the magnetic strength of the magnet. This magnetic strength 
is quantified by the so-called maximum energy product (BHmax), defined by the 
area of the largest possible rectangle that fits under the BH curve in the second 
quadrant, which measures the potential energy stored in the stray field of the 
magnet.[2] 

Figure 1d shows the magnetic hysteresis of an ideal permanent magnet, in 
which all magnetic spins are perfectly aligned (and therefore, Mr = Ms) but in real 
magnets, the remanence value is smaller than the saturation (i.e., Mr < Ms). It 
follows that, as the Mr value approaches Ms, the loop turns more squared, and in 
turn, BHmax is maximized. Hence, the squareness and magnetic alignment is often 
measured in terms of in Mr/Ms ratio,[3] which is another of the key parameters to 
be improved for permanent magnets. 

1.2 Materials for permanent magnets: Current status 

Magnetic materials have the unique ability to directly interconvert between 
electrical and mechanical energy. A moving magnet can induce an electric current 
to generate electrical energy, and oppositely, an electric current can be used to 
generate a magnetic field and exert a magnetic force. These electromagnetic 
properties underpin the operation of electric generators and motors, making 
magnetic materials critical for the transition towards an environmentally friendly 
and sustainable future.[2] As a result, the worldwide permanent magnet market is 
expected to reach $39.71 Billion by 2030, according to the 8.6% compound annual 
growth rate (CAGR) forecast in the last Grand View Research report.[4] 

Figure 2a illustrates the relative performance in terms of BHmax and Hc for the 
most important families of commercial PM materials, including AlNiCo alloys, 
hard ferrites ceramics, Nd2Fe14B and SmCo5. The high-performance 
(BHmax > 100 kJ/m3) permanent magnet market is currently dominated by the 
rare earth element (REE)-containing materials Nd2Fe14B (strongest magnet) and 
SmCo5 (best high temperature performance) due to their superior energy 
products,[1,5] which is a critical parameter for the performance in applications 
where miniaturization is a major driving force (e.g., electric vehicle motors, 
direct-drive generators, electro-acoustic devices, accessory electric motors, mobile 
phones, sensors, portable electronics, etc.). Unfortunately, the use of REE-based 
materials entails various problems. The compounds rely on scarce REE such as 
neodymium, samarium or dysprosium, which are classified as critical raw 
materials, not only owing to their supply risk and price volatility, but also to the 
harmful environmental impact of their extraction.[6] China has been the 
undisputed leader in REE mining and production for the last 40 years,[7] and 
despite other countries attempting to gain ground, today China still accounts for 
more than 60% of the world REE production.[8] Consequently, over the last 20 



 

 

years geopolitical circumstances have often led to erratic price fluctuations. 
Furthermore, the cobalt used in SmCo5 magnets is another problematic element. 
The supply chains for the bulk part (>50%) of the cobalt used in advanced 
materials can be traced back to the cobalt mines in the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo, where artisanal miners (including thousands of children) work under 
extremely hazardous conditions.[9] As a consequence, the development of 
REE-poor or REE-free alternatives has long been an important research topic in 
the PM field. 

Although the undisputed strength of REE-magnets is necessary for the 
highest-performance applications, there are many other applications that are less 
demanding in terms of magnetic strength, where a compromise (see Figure 2b) 
must be made between other factors such as price, stability, processability, etc.[10] 
At this end of the spectrum, hard ferrite magnets have long been the material of 
choice for lower grade applications (<25 kJ/m3). However, as illustrated by the 
arrow in Figure 2a, a considerable performance gap exists in the intermediate 
performance range between the cheaper AlNiCo and hard ferrite PMs and REE 
PMs. Consequently, for many applications it is often necessary to use an expensive 
and excessively strong REE magnet, in lack of an intermediate alternative. Here, a 
modest performance improvement of lower grade magnets would be sufficient to 
replace REE PMs while remaining within a weight range suitable for the 
application. 

 
Figure 2: (a) Diagram of BHmax vs coercive field for the main families of commercially available hard 
magnetic materials. (b) Radar plots of key extrinsic properties of sintered Nd2Fe14B, sintered SmCo5, 
anisotropic AlNiCo and sintered hexaferrite magnets. Figures based on values from [11]. 



 

 

In this context, hexaferrites have long been considered good candidates for 
replacing REE magnets in the intermediate performance range, due to their 
reasonably good performance, high Curie temperature (>700 K) and excellent 
chemical stability, which all comes at a fraction of the cost of REE magnets.[12,13] In 
fact, hard ferrites are the most produced magnetic material, despite their moderate 
performance compared to REE magnets.[14] In 2013 they were reported to account 
for 85 % of the total PM market by manufactured mass, although they only 
represented 50 % of the market by sales.[15] 

While recent studies have demonstrated new approaches to improve magnetic 
properties of hard hexaferrite powders (e.g. nanostructuring,[16–19] chemical 
substitution, [20–23] exchange spring composites [19,24,25]), manufacturing dense 
sintered pellets of sufficient structural integrity without degrading the optimized 
properties has proven a key challenge. In practice, this prevents the replacement 
of expensive and unsustainable REE PMs in a range of applications, and is the 
reason why hard ferrites still generate great scientific interest.[26] The present 
chapter aims at summarizing the most relevant recent achievements and progress 
in the field, as well as key challenges encountered during the fabrication and 
sintering of dense ferrite magnets. 

2. Hard ferrites: M-type hexaferrites 

2.1 Crystal and magnetic structure 

The so-called hexaferrites, hexagonal ferrites or simply hard ferrites, are a 
family of ternary or quaternary iron oxides with hexagonal crystal lattice of long 
unit cell c-axis (≈23–84 Å).[26] Of the materials in the hexaferrite family, the 
M-type hexaferrites have been widely used for application as permanent magnets. 
With chemical formula MFe12O19 (M = Sr2+ or Ba2+), the Sr and Ba M-type ferrites 
(SrM and BaM) are isostructural and exhibit very similar magnetic characteristics. 
The compounds have a large uniaxial magnetocrystalline anisotropy and a 
magnetic easy axis along the crystallographic c-direction. This strong intrinsic 
anisotropy results in a high Hc, making them very resistant towards 
demagnetization (i.e. magnetically hard) and therefore attractive as PM materials. 

 
Figure 3. Crystal and magnetic structure of Sr (Ba) hexaferrite. Black and red spheres represent Sr2+ 
(Ba2+) and O2– ions. Colored polyhedra illustrate the 5 different crystallographic sites of Fe3+ and arrows 
symbolize the Fe3+ magnetic spins. 



 

 

Figure 3 illustrates the crystal and magnetic structures of M-type hexaferrites. 
They display a hexagonal magnetoplumbite structure (space group P63/mmc) with 
very anisotropic unit cell (a ≈ 5.9 Å, c ≈ 23 Å). Fe3+ ions occupy interstitial 
positions in a hexagonal close-packed structure of O2– and Sr2+ (Ba2+) ions.[26–28] 
With 2 formula units per unit cell (64 atoms), SrM has a crystallographic density 
of 5.3 g/cm3 (5.1 g/cm3 for BaM).[29,30] The crystal structure may also be described 
in terms of stacking of simpler structural blocks (cubic S and hexagonal R blocks) 
which are in turn stacked onto similar blocks rotated 180° about the c-axis (S* and 
R* blocks, respectively).[28] 

2.2 Magnetic properties 

Table 1 compares the intrinsic magnetic properties of SrM and BaM with that 
of other important magnetic compounds. The theoretical magnetic moments (at 
0 K) of the hexaferrite crystal structures can be calculated from the ferrimagnetic 
ordering of the magnetic Fe3+ ions in the structure (see arrows in Figure 3), yielding 
values of 20.6 µB/molecule for SrM and 20 µB/molecule for BaM.[26,31] This results 
in fairly good saturation magnetization, Ms, and magnetic induction, Bs, values. 
The Curie temperature, TC, of the M-type hexaferrites is more than 100 °C above 
that of the much used REE-based Nd2Fe14B hard phase. 

The large uniaxial anisotropy of the hexagonal lattice of SrM and BaM 
(c/a = 3.9) causes a large magnetocrystalline anisotropy along the c-axis, which 
yields relatively high anisotropy constants, K1 (see Table 1)[32–34] and a large 
theoretical maximum Hc of 594 kA/m.[26] For a hypothetical fully-dense and 
perfectly-oriented hexaferrite magnet, a theoretical maximum BHmax of 45 kJ/m3 
has been estimated.[1] 

 

Table 1. Intrinsic magnetic parameters at room temperature (RT) for some representative soft and hard 
magnetic phases. Data extracted from [34] unless otherwise stated. 

 Ms (Am2/kg) Bs (T) TC (K) K1 (MJ/m3) 

Fe0.65Co0.35 240 2.45 1210 0.018 

Fe 217 2.15 1044 0.048 

AlNiCo5 [1] 159 1.40 1210 0.68* 

CoFe2O4 [11] 75 0.5 793 0.27 

BaFe12O19 72 0.48 740 0.33 

SrFe12O19 72 0.48 746 0.35 

Nd2Fe14B 165 1.61 588 4.9 

SmCo5 100 1.07 1020 17.2 

Sm2Co17 118 1.25 1190 4.2 

             *shape anisotropy 

3. Sintered hard ferrite permanent magnets 

Towards the effective implementation of permanent magnets into a device, the 
material in powder form has to be compacted into dense, mechanically stable and 
magnetically-oriented pieces (i.e., magnets). This conforming/densification 
process (called sintering) generally involves applying elevated pressures and/or 
temperatures to the material in powder shape.[35] As for most other materials, the 
mechanical properties of the sintered piece relies on a high density. However, the 
importance of achieving a highly dense magnet is enhanced for PMs, since the 
magnetic performance (BHmax) is measured per volume unit, and hence, it is 
directly proportional to the density. 



 

 

The high sintering temperatures often end up undesirably altering the 
functional properties of the starting material and therefore, great efforts are 
dedicated to both (i) adapting the sintering methods to the specific material of 
interest and (ii) developing novel sintering strategies that lower the working 
temperatures, aiming at minimizing the damage.[35] In the particular case of 
hexaferrites, a common problem is the formation of hematite (α-Fe2O3) as a side 
phase. This iron oxide is very prone to appear, as a result of its high stability, and 
causes a decrease of saturation magnetization, due to the antiferromagnetic nature 
of the phase. Fortunately, it has been shown that α-Fe2O3 can be avoided when the 
starting MFe12O19 powders have the right M:Fe stoichiometry, yielding Ms values 
approaching the expected ≈70 Am2/kg.[26] In contrast, limiting the grain growth to 
circumvent the detrimental impact on Hc has proven more challenging.[36] Thus, 
M-type ferrites in powder form often present coercivities far below the theoretical 
value, and the situation worsens for sintered pieces (see Table 7 in ref. [26] for an 
extensive sample record). Owing to this, sintered hexaferrite magnets are generally 
inferior to the theoretically achievable 45 kJ/m3,[1] although specific studies have 
managed to come fairly close to this value. 

Another important aspect in the sintering of PMs is the magnetic alignment of 
the constituent particles and domains in the material. The magnetic particles may 
(or may not) be magnetically aligned, resulting in anisotropic (isotropic if not 
aligned) magnets. The greater the magnetic alignment, the more the Mr value 
approaches Ms, yielding a more square-shaped MH curve (as illustrated by the 
black curve in Figure 1c), thereby maximizing BHmax. Thus, the BHmax of 
mass-produced isotropic M-ferrite magnets is around 10 kJ/m3, while the 
anisotropic kind ranges from 33 to 42 kJ/m3.[37–40]* The magnetic alignment has 
been traditionally carried out by application of an external magnetic field,[26,41] 
although recently patented methods have succeeded in suppressing the external 
field by taking advantage of the shape of the particles.[42,43] Notably, the M-type 
ferrites are prone to form platelet-shaped particles, with magnetization direction 
parallel to the platelet normal vector (see Figure 4a). As illustrated in the figure, 
the platelet shape of the particles favors magnetic (and crystallographic) alignment 
upon compaction. 

 
Figure 4. MFe12O19 particles, displaying typical hexagonal platelet shape with the easy axis of 
magnetization normal to the platelet plane (and parallel to the crystallographic c-axis). This shape 
favors magnetic (and crystallographic) alignment upon application of uniaxial pressure. Adapted with 
permission from [13] 

 
* Ferrite magnets with higher BHmax values are available commercially (up to 44 kJ/m3), but in those 
cases the material is doped with e.g., La or Co.[39,40] 



 

 

During the last decades, different sintering strategies have been investigated 
aiming at maximizing both the magnetic alignment (boosting Br and Mr/Ms) and 
the Hc on the sintered material. Lately, efforts have also been devoted to making 
the processes greener and increasing recycling rates. The following sections intend 
to offer an overview of the pros and cons of each of the alternatives. 

3.1 Conventional sintering 

Hexaferrites were first developed as a PM material by researchers at the Philips 
Research Laboratories in 1950s. In 1952, Went et al. prepared a Ba-ferrite magnet 
with a good Hc value (≈240 kA/m), although a limited Br derived from its isotropic 
nature (0.21 T) yielded a modest BHmax of 6.8 kJ/m3.[44,45] Two years later, Stuijts 
et al. developed a conventional sintering (CS) strategy to produce anisotropic BaM 
magnets with BHmax up to 28 kJ/m3,[41] which is essentially the method used 
nowadays to make sintered ferrite magnets industrially. In brief, a sludge of BaM 
powders and water is compacted while being held it in an external magnetic field, 
producing a consolidated piece (still poor in density) which is subsequently 
sintered at temperatures above 1100 °C to promote densification. Stuijts et al. 
explored sintering temperatures between 1250 and 1340 °C and noted that 
increasing the temperature maximizes the density and the magnetic alignment 
(and therefore Br), but at the cost of decreasing Hc, as a consequence of the grain 
growth promoted by the elevated temperatures. This problem, encountered 
already in 1954, has been subject of extensive research since. 

As mentioned earlier, structural characteristics such as crystallite size, size 
distribution and crystallite morphology can largely affect the coercivity of ferrite 
magnets. In particular, highest Hc values are attained for crystallite sizes close to 
the critical single-domain size defined earlier.[33,45,46] The difficulty not only lies in 
being able to produce particles of a specific size in a controlled manner, but it 
begins with determining what this critical size is for a specific material. For 
isotropic SrM crystallites, the critical single-domain size has been estimated to be 
around 620–740 nm.[16,47] However, the experimentally reported 
crystallite/particle single-domain sizes of SrM span from 30 nm all the way up to 
830 nm.[47] This is due to the high influence of particle morphology in the attained 
coercivity, as well as to the different characterization methods used to determine 
the reported size (i.e. particle vs. crystallites, number vs. volume weighted, etc.). A 
study by Gjørup et al. showed that a much smaller critical single-domain size is 
obtained for highly anisotropic crystallites, and therefore not only the overall size, 
but also the aspect ratio of anisotropic SrM crystallites should be considered when 
trying to maximize Hc.[47] 

Notably, reducing the size of the starting powders does not necessarily yield to 
better coercivities, as the grain growth upon sintering seems to be even greater 
when dealing with materials of smaller particle sizes.[48–50] El Shater et al. sintered 
nanometric BaM (100–200 nm) at 1000 and 1300 °C, producing average particle 
sizes of 0.537 and 16.35 µm, respectively, with the consequent drop in coercivity 
(from 271 to 56 kA/m) and the Mr gain.[51] Therefore, the choice of sintering 
temperature must be a compromise between minimizing grain growth (to 
maximize Hc) and maximizing densification (and in turn, Mr). 

A common approach for limiting grain growth has been the use of sintering 
additives. Kools proposed a mechanism through with SiO2 would prevent the 
growth of SrM grains during sintering and proved the effect for a range of SiO2 
concentrations (0.36–1.44 wt.%).[52,53] Beseničar et al. reported that, besides 
limiting the growth, SiO2 induces some ordering of the SrM particles, resulting in 
very anisotropic magnets with high relative density (97%) and satisfactory 
magnetic properties (Br ≈ 0.39 T, Hc ≈ 340 kA/m).[54] Kobayashi et al. determined 



 

 

the optimal SiO2 concentration to be between 1 and 1.8 wt.%, showing a 
detrimental effect on Hc for greater SiO2 additions.[55] Guzmán-Mínguez et al. 
reported the appearance of ≈20 wt.% α-Fe2O3 as a secondary phase for SiO2 
concentrations>1 wt.%.[56] 

CaO has been reported to favor densification, and therefore, it has also been 
explored as a sintering additive for hexaferrites, in this case with the aim of 
boosting Mr, although at the expense of aggravating the grain growth effect.[46,55,57] 
In this context, the combined use of both additives has also been investigated. Lee 
et al. reported a decent BHmax of 29.4 kJ/m3 when adding 0.6 wt.% SiO2 and 
0.7 wt.% CaO, but neither remanence nor coercivity were terrific (Br = 0.36 T, 
Hc = 281 kA/m).[58] Töpfer et al. fabricated a very dense SrM magnet (98%) with a 
notable Br value of 0.42 T by incorporating 0.25 wt.% of SiO2 and 0.25 wt.% CaO, 
although a moderate coercivity value of 282 kA/m only allowed for a 
BHmax = 32.6 kJ/m3.[59] Huang et al. tested the combined addition of CaCO3, SiO2 
and Co3O4 (1.1, 0.4 and 0.3 wt.%, respectively), managing a remarkable BHmax of 
38.7 kJ/m3, owing to an exceptional remanence (0.44 T) and despite a modest 
coercivity (264 kA/m).[60] 

Slightly superior magnetic parameters (Br = 0.44 T, Hc = 328 kA/m, 
BHmax = 37.6 kJ/m3) have been obtained by from a two-step sintering (TSS) 
method adapted to SrM by Du et al..[61] Here, the powders were cold-pressed as 
usual CS, but the subsequent thermal cycle used for sintering was slightly more 
elaborate: after a first high temperature step, in which the maximum temperature 
(1200 °C) is maintained for only 10 min, a longer (2 h) heating step at 1000 °C 
provides for full densification of the SrM magnet.[61] The scanning electron 
micrograph (SEM) in Fig. 6(e) from ref. [61] illustrates the confined grain size, the 
high density and high degree of alignment justifying the good magnetic 
performance. A more recent work by Guzmán-Mínguez et al.[62] combined a TSS 
approach with the addition of 0.2% PVA and 0.6% SiO2, realizing great control of 
the grain growth at 1250 °C (see Figure 5) although the obtained magnetic 
properties were not as good as the ones previously reported by Du et al.. 

 
Figure 5. SEM images of SrM pellet sintered at 1250 °C by (a) conventional sintering and (b) two-step 
sintering. Reprinted from [62], Copyright 2021, with permission from Elsevier. 

3.2 Spark plasma sintering 

In the 1990s, a new commercial apparatus based on resistive sintering, called 
spark plasma sintering (SPS) was developed by Sumitomo Heavy Industries Ltd. 
(Japan).[63] The SPS method is based on the use of an electrical current and a 
uniaxial mechanical pressure under low atmospheric pressure, to simultaneously 
heat and compact a powder sample.[64] The starting powders are typically loaded 
in a graphite die, which is placed between two electrodes in a water-cooled vacuum 
chamber. A uniaxial pressure is applied to the die while passing a DC electrical 
current through, which heats up the sample due to the Joule effect (see Fig. 1 in 
ref. [65] for a typical SPS setup). The inventors of the system claimed the generation 



 

 

of plasma to take place, thus leading to the technique’s name. However, although 
it is generally accepted that plasma may be generated between particles due to 
electrical discharges, there is no conclusive experimental evidence of such 
occurrence.[64] Therefore, SPS is sometimes referred to by alternative names, such 
as field-assisted sintering technique (FAST). The simultaneous application of 
temperature and pressure can also be obtained by conventional hot pressing (HP). 
However, in SPS and HP, heat is produced and transmitted to the material in 
different ways. In conventional heating the powders are sintered by heating the 
entire container using external heating elements in a furnace. This leads to slow 
heating rates, long sintering times and waste of energy in heating up all the 
components. The SPS method, however, has allowed increasing the heating rates, 
lowering the working temperatures and reducing the dwell times.[66,67] These 
benefits make SPS a good alternative when the goal is to limit the grain growth 
during sintering,[67] and potentially improve the obtained Hc (and BHmax) values of 
sintered hexaferrite magnets. 

Numerous investigations focusing on sintering hexagonal ferrites by SPS have 
been published in the last two decades. Obara et al. prepared fully-dense SrM 
magnets by SPS at 1100 °C and 50 MPa for only 5 min.[65] A fairly competitive Hc 
of 325 kA/m was obtained by doping with La2O3 (1 wt.%) and Co3O4 (0.1 wt.%). 
Although the measured hysteresis loops were rather squared, the remanence value 
(0.32 T) was not sufficient to guarantee a noteworthy energy product 
(BHmax = 18.3 kJ/m3). Mazaleyrat et al. sintered BaM nanopowders with sizes 
below 100 nm and managed to hold grain growth and produce a Hc of 
390 kA/m,[68] which even surpasses the value reported for the La and Co-doped 
material described above. Unfortunately, a deficient density (88%) degraded the 
BHmax down to 8.8 kJ/m3.Ovtar et al. sintered the same batch of 90 nm BaM 
nanoparticles by both CS and SPS, producing much smaller sizes through the 
second method.[69] Additionally, they realized that secondary phases (Fe3O4, 
α-Fe2O3) tend to form on the surface of the BaM SPS pellets, and tested different 
materials for the protective discs separating the sample from the graphite die (BN, 
Au, α-Al2O3) concluding that α-Al2O3 was the one performing best. The resulting 
density was rather low 82% but the coercivity was adequate (350 kA/m). Stingatiu 
et al. attempted downsizing a µm-sized SrM material by a ball-milling step prior 
to consolidation through SPS.[70] The resulting density was satisfactory (90%) but 
unfortunately, ball-milling was seen to amorphize the surface of the SrM, which 
triggered formation of secondary phases during SPS, this having a detrimental 
effect on the magnetic properties (BHmax < 10 kJ/m3). 

Saura-Múzquiz et al. prepared nm-sized SrM powders by hydrothermal 
synthesis (HT) with hexagonal plate-like particles (such as those in Figure 4) with 
very small sizes; in some cases, the platelets were as thin as a single unit cell 
(i.e. <3 nm).[17] These HT-synthesized SrM powders were consolidated by SPS 
yielding appropriate Hc values of 301 kA/m. More importantly, the highly 
anisotropic shape of the particles provided for a pronounced magnetic alignment 
of the sintered SrM magnets, inherently occurring as a result of simultaneous 
application of elevated temperature and uniaxial pressure, just as illustrated in 
Figure 4. Here, an Mr/Ms ratio of 0.89 was reached without applying an external 
magnetic field neither before nor during sintering, yielding a BHmax value of 
26 kJ/m3. Figure 6a shows the magnetic hysteresis of the HT powders and the 
corresponding SPS pellet, evidencing the squareness of the latter. Achieving 
magnetic alignment without a magnetic field is very convenient from an industrial 
point of view, because it allows a full step to be removed from the manufacturing 
process (i.e., the magnetization), which simplifies the procedure, reduces costs and 
increases energy efficiency.[42] Figure 6b displays the powder X-ray diffraction 
(PXRD) data measured on both SrM powders and SPS pellet. Despite the very 
dissimilar appearance, Rietveld analysis demonstrates that both PXRD patterns 
are consistent with pure-phase SrFe12O19 although with notable differences in 



 

 

crystallite size and orientation. The highly anisotropic shape of the powders is 
visible from the sharpness of the hkl-reflections describing the crystallite on the 
platelet plane, such as (110) or (220), compared to the large broadening of those 
associated to the platelet thickness, e.g., (008), all this in agreement with much 
smaller sizes along the c-axis than on the ab-plane (i.e., thin platelets). Regardless 
of the difference in peak broadening, Bragg reflections of all orientations are 
present in the PXRD pattern measured for the SrM powders, demonstrating a 
random orientation of the crystallites. However, the very intense hh0 reflections 
are absent for the PXRD pattern recorded for the SPS pellet, while 00l reflections 
(as well as others with high contribution from the c-crystallographic direction) are 
systematically intensified, thus indicating a marked preferred orientation of the 
platelets. As explained before, for M-type platelet-shaped particles, 
crystallite/particle alignment goes together with magnetic alignment. The 
crystallographic alignment was further studied based on pole figure measurements 
(Figure 6c), a slightly more complex diffraction measurement enabling 
quantification of the degree of orientation (Figure 6d). 

 
Figure 6. (a) Magnetic hysteresis loop of HT-synthesized SrM nanoparticles and corresponding SPS 
pellet. (b) PXRD data along with Rietveld model of the same samples. (c) X-ray pole figure 
measurements and (d) oriented volume fraction of SPS pellet. Reproduced from Ref. [17] with 
permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry. 

Optimization of both the HT synthesis route[71] and the SPS protocol[18,72] as well 
as correlation of structural and magnetic properties, allowed reaching 
Mr/Ms ratios as high as 0.95, although at the cost of reducing Hc down to 133 kA/m, 
with which the BHmax improvement was only moderate (29 kJ/m3).[73] However, 
performing a thermal treatment at 850 °C after SPS was enough to reach a 
BHmax = 36 kJ/m3, value on the order of the highest-grade commercially available 
ferrite magnets,[37–40] while avoiding the use of an external magnetic field. 
Applying this SPS protocol to SrM powders produced by synthesis methods other 
than HT did not yield such outstanding magnetic properties, due to an inferior 
particle orientation degree and, hence, a poorer magnetic alignment.[72,74] A newer 
study by Saura-Múzquiz et al. confirmed that the degree of magnetic alignment 
using this preparation method could be tuned by modifying the aspect ratio of the 
initial powders, reaching almost fully-aligned pellets (Mr/Ms = 0.9) with densities 
above 90%.[74] Higher alignment leads to higher squareness and thus greater 
Mr/Ms ratio and BHmax, but it is accompanied by a reduction in Hc due to the 
inversely proportional relationship that exists between magnetization and coercive 
field. Nonetheless, by reducing the degree of alignment they were able to obtain 
SrM magnets with a large Hc of 412 kA/m, proving the potential of SPS to overcome 
the reduction of Hc due to excessive crystallite growth. 



 

 

Recently, Vijayan et al. reported the use of SPS not only for densification of 
ferrite powders, but for the direct synthesis of aligned SrM magnets.[75–77] In this 
study, SrM is synthesized directly during the SPS process, using a precursor 
powder of antiferromagnetic six-line ferrihydrite (FeOOH) platelets mixed with 
SrCO3. A low SPS temperature of ≈750 °C was sufficient to drive the reaction 
between the six-line phase and SrCO3 to produce SrFe12O19, while the anisotropic 
shape of the hydrothermally synthesized six-line phase ensured the alignment of 
the resulting SrM particles. Following this synthesis method, they were able to 
produce a dense SrM magnet with a BHmax of 33(4) kJ/m3, a Mr/Ms of 0.93 and a 
Hc of 247 kA/m. 

3.3 Microwave sintering 

In the field of hexaferrite research, microwaves (MWs) have mainly been used 
for synthesis purposes although a few sintering attempts using MWs have also 
been reported.[78–80] In all of them, powders are initially cold-pressed followed by 
a MW treatment, using frequencies in the GHz range, to sinter the piece.[35] In 
1999, Binner et al. used MWs to sinter ferrite nanoparticles reporting a limited 
grain growth for non-agglomerated starting powders, although they failed to avoid 
cracks in the final sintered pieces.[78] Ten years later, Yang et al. succeeded in 
making 97 % dense BaM magnets by MWs sintering.[79] They also managed to 

prevent the appearance of -Fe2O3 in the final material, although they did not 
succeed in preventing grain growth, in turn producing a rather low Hc (<50 kA/m). 

Recently, Kanagesan et al. tested fast heating rates (50 °C/min) and short dwell 
times (10 min) to MW sinter some Sr-ferrite powders synthesized by sol-gel.[80] 
The MW sintering at 1150 °C yielded a 95 % SrM ceramic magnet with a fairly high 
Hc of 445 kA/m. However, the Ms value (50 Am2/kg) was not outstanding, 
although the sample seems relatively pure from powder diffraction data. The Mr 
value is also rather low (≈30 Am2/kg), which is expected from the poor alignment 
of the SrFe12O19 particles observed in the corresponding SEM micrograph (see Fig. 
2 in ref. [80]). 

3.4 Cold sintering process 

In 2016, Guo et al. reported a new sintering strategy named cold sintering 
process (CSP), with which they were able to attain high densification degrees for a 
wide range of inorganic materials at temperatures ≤ 200 °C, fabricating materials 
with functional properties comparable to those made by conventional 
high-temperature approaches.[81] For CSP, the ceramic powders are mixed with a 
small amount of aqueous solution which partially dissolves the particle edges and 
facilitates diffusion and mass transport, aiding the sintering process, which in turn 
occurs at lower temperatures. Sintering at low temperatures is very attractive in 
general, as it reduces the energy demands, making the process greener and more 
cost-efficient. This is especially interesting for M-ferrite magnets, as lower working 
temperatures are expected to minimize grain growth. The exact role of the solvent 
during CSP is still under discussion, but it is believed to induce the formation of an 
amorphous phase at the grain boundaries which eases sintering and may also 
restrict grain growth.[81] 

To the best of our knowledge, there is only one research group which has tested 
CSP on hard ferrites. In 2021, Serrano et al. patented a CSP method that allows 
fabrication of dense SrM magnets with magnetic properties in the order of 
medium-grade commercial ferrite magnets.[43] In the CSP method developed by 
Serrano, SrM powders are mixed with glacial acetic acid and the wet mixture is 



 

 

subjected to a uniaxial pressure (≈400 MPa) while heated at 190 °C.[82] After CSP, 
relative densities of about 85% are obtained, which can be driven up to 92% by 
subsequently treating the sintered piece at 1100 °C for 2 h. This last sintering step 
also has a beneficial effect on the magnetic properties (see Figure 7A). In 
particular, Ms at 5 T increases from 49.2 to 73.7 Am2/kg and Hc goes from 119 to 
223 kA/m. For the final product, a Mr/Ms ratio of 0.68 was obtained. The density 
obtained by conventional sintering at 1100 °C for 4 h (no solvent, no hot 
compression) was only 77% and the magnetic properties slightly inferior (see 
Figure 7B). Conventional sintering at 1300 °C yielded higher density (97%) but 
very poor magnetic properties (Hc = 48 kA/m, Mr/Ms = 0.33), due to the dramatic 
grain growth caused by the high temperature (see bottom FE-SEM micrograph 
from Figure 7B). 

 
Figure 7. Magnetic hysteresis and FE-SEM corresponding to SrFe12O19 magnets fabricated by A) CSP at 
190 °C, CSP followed by annealing at 1100 °C, B) conventional sintering at 1100 and 1300 °C. Reprinted 
from [82] with permission from Elsevier. 

Further investigations have been carried out using different organic solvents 
(i.e., oleic acid, oleylamine) and widening the pressure and temperature ranges 
explored (up to 270 °C and 670 MPa).[83] In all cases, the average grain size of the 
CSP ceramic magnet was about 1 µm (similar to the starting SrM powders) while 
similar conventional sintering processes typically yield average grain sizes above 
3 μm.[62] 

With the aim of further improving the density and magnetic properties of CSP 
magnets, the addition of a small amount (10 wt.%) of nanometric SrM to the 
original micrometric SrM powders was tested, moderately increasing Hc 
(239 kA/m) and Mr/Ms (0.73), although the density value continued at 92%.[84] 
These numbers are competitive in the context of commercial SrM magnets. As an 
example, the Hitachi’s NMF-7C series display values of Hc = 220–260 kA/m and 
Ms = 68 Am2/kg).[40]  



 

 

4. Summary and perspective 

In the present chapter, the main sintering approaches applied to manufacturing 
hard ferrite ceramic magnets have been reviewed. Table 2 summarizes the 
properties of top SrFe12O19 magnets fabricated by the various discussed sintering 
strategies. Conventional sintering (CS) continues to be the quintessential 
industrial method for M-type hexaferrite PM fabrication, owing to its technical 
simplicity and the relatively good resulting properties. However, this approach is 
highly inefficient, as most of the energy employed is irreversibly dissipated as 
heat.[85] Therefore, the search for more energy-efficient methods continues to be 
an active field of research. 

 

Table 2. Magnetic parameters and relative density for top representatives of SrFe12O19 magnets 
manufactured following the different sintering approaches described in the present chapter, i.e., 
conventional sintering (CS),[61] spark plasma sintering (SPS),[18] cold sintering process (CSP),[84] and 
microwave sintering (MWs).[80] 

 Ms (Am2/kg) Mr/Ms Mr (Am2/kg) Hc (kA/m) BHmax (kJ/m3) ρrel (%) 

CS ≈68 ≈1 68 328 37 ≥99% 

SPS    73    0.93  225 36 >95% 

CSP    73    0.73  239 –    92% 

MWs    50 ≈0.62  445 –    95% 

*Approximate values (≈) are graphically estimated from the article figures. 

Multiple studies have demonstrated that spark plasma sintering (SPS) allows 
production of PMs with much higher Mr/Ms ratios than CS. However, the increase 
in texture comes at a cost of reduction in Hc values, which therefore still need to be 
improved. As a result, magnets made using SPS end up displaying a similar 
performance (BHmax) to the best CS examples. Additionally, technical challenges 
hinder the replacement of CS by SPS in the industrial production of magnetic 
ferrites, since current SPS machines only allow producing relatively small pieces 
with very few specific shapes (typically cylindrical pellets). 

Only a few attempts have so far been made to densify SrM by the relatively new 
cold sintering process (CSP) and therefore, there is still much to explore and 
optimize. However, the CSP has already allowed preparation of hexaferrite 
magnets with magnetic properties comparable to medium-high grade commercial 
ferrites, while lowering the sintering temperature. This reduces the energy 
consumption by about 9 kWh/kg, which leads to energy savings of ≈29% compared 
to the sintering methods employed industrially at present. 

The results obtained by microwave sintering (MWs) have been very satisfactory 
in terms of both density and Hc, but the resulting Ms and Mr/Ms values are still 
insufficient to be commercially competitive. As with CSP, reports are scarce and 
further exploration is required. 

Sintering has undergone significant innovation over the last decade,[35] with the 
introduction of a number of new sintering technologies, such as flash 
sintering,[86,87] and various modified SPS methodologies, like flash SPS (FSPS),[88] 
deformable punch SPS (DP-SPS),[89] or cool-SPS.[90] As a result, there are more 
alternatives available for sintering ferrites with enhanced magnetic characteristics 
and microstructure. To our knowledge, none of the just mentioned have yet been 
examined on hard hexagonal ferrites, leaving lots of room for additional study in 
this area. 
  



 

 

Acknowledgments 

C.G.-M. acknowledges financial support from grant RYC2021–031181-I funded 
by MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033 and by the “European Union 
NextGenerationEU/PRTR”. M.S.-M. acknowledges the financial support from the 
Comunidad de Madrid, Spain, through an “Atracción de Talento Investigador” 
fellowship (2020-T2/IND-20581). H.L.A acknowledges the financial support from 
The Spanish Ministry of Universities (Ministerio de Universidades) and the 
European Union—NextGenerationEU through a Maria Zambrano—attraction of 
international talent fellowship grant. 

References 

[1] Coey, J. M. D. Hard Magnetic Materials: A Perspective. IEEE Trans. 
Magn. 47, 4671–4681 (2011). 

[2] Jimenez-Villacorta, F. & Lewis, L. H. Advanced Permanent Magnetic 
Materials. in Nanomagnetism (ed. Estevez, J. M. G.) 161–189 (One 
Central Press, 2014). 

[3] Coey, J. M. D. Permanent magnets: Plugging the gap. Scr. Mater. 67, 
524–529 (2012). 

[4] Permanent Magnets Market Size, Share & Trends Analysis Report By 
Material (Ferrite, NdFeB), By Application (Consumer Goods & 
Electronics, Energy), By Region, And Segment Forecasts, 2023 - 2030. 
https://www.grandviewresearch.com/industry-analysis/permanent-
magnets-industry (2023). 

[5] Cui, J. et al. Current progress and future challenges in rare-earth-free 
permanent magnets. Acta Mater. 158, 118–137 (2018). 

[6] Igini, M. Biden Fracking Ban At A Standstill Amid Global Energy Crisis. 
Earth.Org https://earth.org/rare-earth-mining-has-devastated- chinas-
environment (2022). 

[7] Critical Materials Strategy Report. 
https://www.energy.gov/policy/downloads/2011-critical-materials-
strategy (2011). 

[8] Yao, X. China Is Moving Rapidly Up the Rare Earth Value Chain. Marsh 
McLennan Brink Newsletter https://www.brinknews.com/china-is-
moving-rapidly-up-the-rare-earth-value-chain/ (2022). 

[9] “This is what we die for”: Human Rights Abuses in the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo Power the Global Trade in Cobalt. (2016). 

[10] Pavel, C. C. et al. Role of substitution in mitigating the supply pressure of 
rare earths in electric road transport applications. Sustain. Mater. 
Technol. 12, 62–72 (2017). 

[11] Skomski, R. Nanomagnetics. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 15, R841–R896 
(2003). 

[12] de Julian Fernandez, C. et al. Progress and Prospects of Hard Hexaferrites 
for Permanent Magnet Applications. J. Phys. D. Appl. Phys. 54, 153001 
(2021). 

[13] Granados-Miralles, C. & Jenuš, P. On the potential of hard ferrite 
ceramics for permanent magnet technology—a review on sintering 
strategies. J. Phys. D. Appl. Phys. 54, 303001 (2021). 

[14] Global Permanent Magnets Market Report and Forecast 2020-2025. 
https://www.expertmarketresearch.com/reports/permanent-magnets-
market (2020). 

[15] Lewis, L. H. & Jiménez-Villacorta, F. Perspectives on Permanent Magnetic 



 

 

Materials for Energy Conversion and Power Generation. Metall. Mater. 
Trans. A 44, 2–20 (2013). 

[16] Park, J. et al. Coercivity of SrFe12O19 Hexaferrite Platelets Near Single 
Domain Size. IEEE Magn. Lett. 6, 1–3 (2015). 

[17] Saura-Múzquiz, M. et al. Improved Performance of SrFe12O19 Bulk 
Magnets through Bottom-Up Nanostructuring. Nanoscale 8, 2857–2866 
(2016). 

[18] Saura-Múzquiz, M. et al. Nanoengineered High-Performance Hexaferrite 
Magnets by Morphology-Induced Alignment of Tailored Nanoplatelets. 
ACS Appl. Nano Mater. 1, 6938–6949 (2018). 

[19] Guzmán-Mínguez, J. C. et al. Boosting the coercivity of SrFe 12 O 19 
nanocrystalline powders obtained using the citrate combustion synthesis 
method. J. Phys. D. Appl. Phys. 54, 014002 (2021). 

[20] Kazin, P. E., Trusov, L. A., Zaitsev, D. D., Tretyakov, Y. D. & Jansen, M. 
Formation of submicron-sized SrFe12−xAlxO19 with very high coercivity. 
J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 320, 1068–1072 (2008). 

[21] Kershi, R. & Al-Asbahi, S. Chemical Synthesis and X-ray Study of M-type 
Hexagonal Nano Ferrite Powders. Res. J. Mater. Sci. … 2, 1–5 (2014). 

[22] Luo, H., Rai, B. K. K., Mishra, S. R. R., Nguyen, V. V. V. & Liu, J. P. P. 
Physical and magnetic properties of highly aluminum doped strontium 
ferrite nanoparticles prepared by auto-combustion route. J. Magn. Magn. 
Mater. 324, 2602–2608 (2012). 

[23] Govea-Alcaide, E. et al. Structural and magnetic properties of La-doped 
strontium-hexaferrites ceramics obtained by spark-plasma sintering. J. 
Magn. Magn. Mater. 533, 167966 (2021). 

[24] Jenuš, P. et al. Ferrite-Based Exchange-Coupled Hard-Soft Magnets 
Fabricated by Spark Plasma Sintering. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 99, 1927–1934 
(2016). 

[25] Soria, G. D. et al. Uncorrelated magnetic domains in decoupled 
SrFe12O19/Co hard/soft bilayers. J. Phys. D. Appl. Phys. 54, 054003 
(2021). 

[26] Pullar, R. C. Hexagonal ferrites: A review of the synthesis, properties and 
applications of hexaferrite ceramics. Prog. Mater. Sci. 57, 1191–1334 
(2012). 

[27] Cullity, B. D. & Graham, C. D. Introduction to Magnetic Materials. (John 
Wiley & Sons, 2009). doi:10.1002/9780470386323. 

[28] Smit, J. & Wijn, H. P. J. Ferrites: Physical properties of ferrimagnetic 
oxides in relation to their technical applications. (Philips’ Technical 
Library, 1959). 

[29] Obradors, X., Collomb, A., Pernet, M., Samaras, D. & Joubert, J. C. X-ray 
analysis of the structural and dynamic properties of BaFe12O19 hexagonal 
ferrite at room temperature. J. Solid State Chem. 56, 171–181 (1985). 

[30] Obradors, X. et al. Crystal structure of strontium hexaferrite SrFe12O19. J. 
Solid State Chem. 72, 218–224 (1988). 

[31] Chikazumi, S. Physics of Ferromagnetism. (Oxford University Press, 
1997). 

[32] Shirk, B. T. & Buessem, W. R. Temperature Dependence of Ms and K1 of 
BaFe12O19 and SrFe12O19 Single Crystals. J. Appl. Phys. 40, 1294–1296 
(1969). 

[33] Jahn, L. & Müller, H. G. The Coercivity of Hard Ferrite Single Crystals. 
Phys. status solidi 35, 723–730 (1969). 

[34] Coey, J. M. D. Magnetism and Magnetic Materials. (Cambridge 
University Press, 2001). doi:10.1017/CBO9780511845000. 

[35] Biesuz, M., Grasso, S. & Sglavo, V. M. What’s new in ceramics sintering? A 
short report on the latest trends and future prospects. Curr. Opin. Solid 
State Mater. Sci. 24, 100868 (2020). 



 

 

[36] Dho, J., Lee, E. K., Park, J. Y. & Hur, N. H. Effects of the grain boundary 
on the coercivity of barium ferrite BaFe12O19. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 285, 
164–168 (2005). 

[37] IMA - Ingeniería Magnética Aplicada SL. 
https://www.imamagnets.com/en/ferrite-magnets/. 

[38] Grades of Ferrite - Bunting eMagnets. https://e-magnetsuk.com/ferrite-
magnets/grades-of-ferrite/. 

[39] Ferrite Magnets - TDK Corporation. 
https://product.tdk.com/info/en/catalog/datasheets/magnet_fb_summa
ry_en.pdf. 

[40] Hitachi Metals, L. Permanent magnets - Hitachi. 
https://www.proterial.com/e/products/auto/el/p03_05.html. 

[41] Stuijts, A. L., Rathenau, G. W. & Weber, G. H. Ferroxdure II and III, 
Anisotropic Permanent-Magnet Materials. Philips Tech. Rev. 16, 141–147 
(1954). 

[42] Christensen, M., Saura-Múzquiz, M. & Stingaciu, M. A Permanent 
Magnetic Material. (2016). 

[43] Serrano, A., García, E., Fernández, J. F., Granados-Miralles, C. & 
Quesada, A. Procedimiento de obtención de un imán permanente de 
cerámica magnéticamente anisótropo y denso. (2021). 

[44] Went, J. J., Rathenau, G. W., Gorter, E. W. & Van Oosterhout, G. 
Ferroxdure, a Class of New Permanent Magnet Materials. Philips Tech. 
Rev. 13, 194 (1952). 

[45] Went, J. J., Rathenau, G. W., Gorter, E. W. & van Oosterhout, G. W. 
Hexagonal Iron-Oxide Compounds as Permanent-Magnet Materials. 
Phys. Rev. 86, 424–425 (1952). 

[46] Ghate, B. B. & Goldman, A. Ferrimagnetic Ceramics. in Materials Science 
and Technology (Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, 2006). 
doi:10.1002/9783527603978.mst0129. 

[47] Gjørup, F. H., Saura-Múzquiz, M., Ahlburg, J. V., Andersen, H. L. & 
Christensen, M. Coercivity enhancement of strontium hexaferrite nano-
crystallites through morphology controlled annealing. Materialia 4, 203–
210 (2018). 

[48] Chen, I.-W. & Wang, X.-H. Sintering dense nanocrystalline ceramics 
without final-stage grain growth. Nature 404, 168–171 (2000). 

[49] Groza, J. R. Nanosintering. Nanostructured Mater. 12, 987–992 (1999). 
[50] Bansal, N. P. & Boccaccini, A. R. Ceramics and Composites Processing 

Methods. (John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2012). doi:10.1002/9781118176665. 
[51] El Shater, R. E., El-Ghazzawy, E. H. & El-Nimr, M. K. Study of the 

sintering temperature and the sintering time period effects on the 
structural and magnetic properties of M-type hexaferrite BaFe12O19. J. 
Alloys Compd. 739, 327–334 (2018). 

[52] Kools, F. The action of a silica additive during sintering of strontium 
hexaferrite Part I: Preparation and examination of sintered materials, the 
chemical action of silica, grain growth inhibition by precipitate drag. Sci. 
Sinter. 17, 49–62 (1985). 

[53] Kools, F. Reaction-induced grain growth impediment during sintering of 
strontium hexaferrite with silica addition. Solid State Ionics 16, 251–259 
(1985). 

[54] Beseničar, S. & Drofenik, M. High coercivity Sr hexaferrites. J. Magn. 
Magn. Mater. 101, 307–309 (1991). 

[55] Kobayashi, Y., Hosokawa, S. & Oda, E. Sintered ferrite magnet and its 
production method. (2013). 

[56] Guzmán-Mínguez, J. C., Vicente-Arche, L. M., Granados-Miralles, C., 
Fernández, J. F. & Quesada, A. Improvement of the magnetic properties 
of SrFe12O19 ceramics by tailored sintering with SiO2 addition. J. Alloys 



 

 

Compd. 860, 157890 (2021). 
[57] Goldman, A. Modern Ferrite Technology. (Springer US, 2006). 

doi:10.1007/978-0-387-29413-1. 
[58] Lee, J. W., Cho, Y. S. & Amarakoon, V. R. W. Improved magnetic 

properties and growth anisotropy of chemically modified Sr ferrites. J. 
Appl. Phys. 85, 5696–5698 (1999). 

[59] Töpfer, J., Schwarzer, S., Senz, S. & Hesse, D. Influence of SiO2 and CaO 
additions on the microstructure and magnetic properties of sintered Sr-
hexaferrite. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 25, 1681–1688 (2005). 

[60] Huang, C.-C. et al. Influence of CaCO3 and SiO2 additives on magnetic 
properties of M-type Sr ferrites. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 451, 288–294 
(2018). 

[61] Du, J., Zhou, T., Lian, L., Liu, Y. & Du, Y. Two-step sintering of M-type 
strontium ferrite with high coercivity. Ceram. Int. 45, 6978–6984 (2019). 

[62] Guzmán-Mínguez, J. C., Fuertes, V., Granados-Miralles, C., Fernández, J. 
F. & Quesada, A. Greener processing of SrFe12O19 ceramic permanent 
magnets by two-step sintering. Ceram. Int. 47, 31765–31771 (2021). 

[63] Grasso, S., Sakka, Y. & Maizza, G. Electric current activated/assisted 
sintering ( ECAS ): a review of patents 1906–2008. Sci. Technol. Adv. 
Mater. 10, 053001 (2009). 

[64] Suárez, M. et al. Challenges and opportunities for spark plasma sintering: 
a key technology for a new generation of materials. (2013). 

[65] Obara, G., Yamamoto, H., Tani, M. & Tokita, M. Magnetic properties of 
spark plasma sintering magnets using fine powders prepared by 
mechanical compounding method. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 239, 464–467 
(2002). 

[66] Munir, Z. A., Anselmi-Tamburini, U. & Ohyanagi, M. The effect of electric 
field and pressure on the synthesis and consolidation of materials: A 
review of the spark plasma sintering method. J. Mater. Sci. 41, 763–777 
(2006). 

[67] Kirchner, R. „ FAST “ - Field Assisted Sintering Technology Basics , State 
of the Art and Future Aspects. International Spring School on Field 
Assisted Sintering Technique (2011). 

[68] Mazaleyrat, F., Pasko, A., Bartok, A. & LoBue, M. Giant coercivity of dense 
nanostructured spark plasma sintered barium hexaferrite. J. Appl. Phys. 
109, 07A708 (2011). 

[69] Ovtar, S., Le Gallet, S., Minier, L., Millot, N. & Lisjak, D. Control of 
barium ferrite decomposition during spark plasma sintering: Towards 
nanostructured samples with anisotropic magnetic properties. J. Eur. 
Ceram. Soc. 34, 337–346 (2014). 

[70] Stingaciu, M., Topole, M., McGuiness, P. & Christensen, M. Magnetic 
properties of ball-milled SrFe12O19 particles consolidated by Spark-Plasma 
Sintering. Sci. Rep. 5, 14112 (2015). 

[71] Granados-Miralles, C. et al. Unraveling structural and magnetic 
information during growth of nanocrystalline SrFe12O19. J. Mater. Chem. 
C 4, 10903–10913 (2016). 

[72] Eikeland, A. Z., Stingaciu, M., Mamakhel, A. H., Saura-Múzquiz, M. & 
Christensen, M. Enhancement of magnetic properties through 
morphology control of SrFe12O19 nanocrystallites. Sci. Rep. 8, 7325 (2018). 

[73] Stingaciu, M., Eikeland, A. Z., Gjørup, F. H., Deledda, S. & Christensen, 
M. Optimization of magnetic properties in fast consolidated SrFe12O19 
nanocrystallites. RSC Adv. 9, 12968–12976 (2019). 

[74] Saura-Múzquiz, M. et al. Elucidating the relationship between 
nanoparticle morphology, nuclear/magnetic texture and magnetic 
performance of sintered SrFe 12 O 19 magnets. Nanoscale 12, 9481–9494 
(2020). 



 

 

[75] Vijayan, H., Knudsen, C. G., Mørch, M. I. & Christensen, M. Ultrathin 
nanoplatelets of six-line ferrihydrite enhances the magnetic properties of 
hexaferrite. Mater. Chem. Front. 5, 3699–3709 (2021). 

[76] Thomas-Hunt, J. et al. Alignment of strontium hexaferrite, by cold 
compaction of anisotropic non-magnetically interacting crystallites. Dalt. 
Trans. 51, 3884–3893 (2022). 

[77] Vijayan, H. et al. High-Performance Hexaferrite Ceramic Magnets Made 
from Nanoplatelets of Ferrihydrite by High-Temperature Calcination for 
Permanent Magnet Applications. ACS Appl. Nano Mater. 6, 8156–8167 
(2023). 

[78] Binner, J. G. P., Caro, I. & Firkins, J. Microwave Sintering of Nanometer 
and Micrometer Ferrite Powders. J. Microw. Power Electromagn. Energy 
34, 131–136 (1999). 

[79] Yang, Q., Zhang, H., Liu, Y. & Wen, Q. Microstructure and magnetic 
properties of microwave sintered M-type barium ferrite for application in 
LTCC devices. Mater. Lett. 63, 406–408 (2009). 

[80] Kanagesan, S. et al. Effect of microwave sintering on microstructural and 
magnetic properties of strontium hexaferrite using sol–gel technique. J. 
Mater. Sci. Mater. Electron. 24, 3881–3884 (2013). 

[81] Guo, J. et al. Cold Sintering: A Paradigm Shift for Processing and 
Integration of Ceramics. Angew. Chemie Int. Ed. 55, 11457–11461 (2016). 

[82] Serrano, A. et al. Hexaferrite-based permanent magnets with upper 
magnetic properties by cold sintering process via a non-aqueous solvent. 
Acta Mater. 219, 117262 (2021). 

[83] Serrano, A. et al. Effect of organic solvent on the cold sintering processing 
of SrFe12O19 platelet-based permanent magnets. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 42, 
1014–1022 (2022). 

[84] García-Martín, E. et al. Dense strontium hexaferrite-based permanent 
magnet composites assisted by cold sintering process. J. Alloys Compd. 
917, 165531 (2022). 

[85] Grasso, S. et al. A review of cold sintering processes. Adv. Appl. Ceram. 
119, 115–143 (2020). 

[86] Yu, M., Grasso, S., Mckinnon, R., Saunders, T. & Reece, M. J. Review of 
flash sintering: materials, mechanisms and modelling. Adv. Appl. Ceram. 
116, 24–60 (2017). 

[87] Biesuz, M. & Sglavo, V. M. Flash sintering of ceramics. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 
39, 115–143 (2019). 

[88] Grasso, S. et al. Flash Spark Plasma Sintering (FSPS) of α and β SiC. J. 
Am. Ceram. Soc. 99, 1534–1543 (2016). 

[89] Muche, D. N. F., Drazin, J. W., Mardinly, J., Dey, S. & Castro, R. H. R. 
Colossal grain boundary strengthening in ultrafine nanocrystalline oxides. 
Mater. Lett. 186, 298–300 (2017). 

[90] Herisson de Beauvoir, T., Sangregorio, A., Cornu, I., Elissalde, C. & Josse, 
M. Cool-SPS: an opportunity for low temperature sintering of 
thermodynamically fragile materials. J. Mater. Chem. C 6, 2229–2233 
(2018). 

 


