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According to the classical laws of magnetism, the shape of magnetically soft objects limits the
effective susceptibility. For example, spherical soft magnets cannot display an effective susceptibility
larger than 3. Although true for macroscopic multi-domain magnetic materials, we show that
magnetic nanoparticles in a single-domain state do not suffer from this limitation. We find that
the differences between demagnetisation factors along principal axes are relevant and can influence
susceptibility for single-domain particles, but do not limit the susceptibility as in the case for multi-
domain particles. We validate this result experimentally on spherical nanoparticles with varying
diameter (8 to 150 nm) and varying volume fraction (0.1 to 47 vol%). In agreement with our
predictions, we measure susceptibilities largely above 3, in fact up to more than 250, for single-
domain particles. Moreover, contrary to an existing model, we find that the susceptibility of non-
interacting single-domain particles in a non-magnetic matrix scales simply linearly with the volume
fraction of particles.

Magnetic susceptibility - the change of magnetization
upon a change in applied field - is one of the main ma-
terial parameters to consider when designing magnetic
components. Some materials have very high bulk suscep-
tibilities, for instance iron has it above 1000. However,
according to the shape of the magnet, the demagnetiz-
ing field diverging from the magnetic poles can limit the
effective susceptibility to a purely geometric effect even
for highly susceptible materials.

It is a well-known text book result that the effective
susceptibility, χp,eff, of a (multi-domain) particle is given
as

χp,eff =
1

N + 1/χp
, (1)

where N is the demagnetisation factor of the particle
along the applied field direction and χp is the intrinsic
susceptibility of the particle. The effective susceptibil-
ity for magnetically soft materials is therefore at most
1/N , or 3 in case of magnetic spheres where N = 1/3.
Consequently, large effective susceptibilities can only be
achieved with particles elongated and aligned along the
applied field direction.

Eq. (1) is derived implicitly for multi-domain magnets.
We question whether it holds for single-domain particles:
as these are always magnetically saturated their suscep-
tibility may not be limited by demagnetization effects in
the same way. Along these lines, Skomski et al. (2010) [1]
found unusual demagnetization effects in magnetization
processes of nanoscale spheres (due to coherent magneti-
zation rotation), but did not explore it further.
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For ensembles of magnetic particles, the demagneti-
zation correction is more complex due to the combined
contributions from the shape of the individual particles,
their interactions, and the shape of the sample [2–8].
For systems of spherical (multi-domain) particles, a

global demagnetisation factor that depends on particle
volume fraction, f , and on the demagnetisation factors
of both spherical particles N = 1/3 and sample shape
Ns, has been proposed [2–5, 7, 8]

Nc =
1

3
+ f

(
Ns −

1

3

)
, (2)

While this model may apply to ensembles of multi-
domain particles [5], it is uncertain if it is valid in case
of single-domain particles [5], especially if Eq. (1) does
not hold for single-domain particles. With Eq. (2), the
effective ensemble susceptibility will be at most ≈ 11.5
(assuming f = 0.74 for close-packed spheres and Ns = 0).
Susceptibility measurements on systems of single-

domain nanoparticles of Fe [6, 9], FeNi [10–13], FeCo
[14, 15], and ferrites [16, 17] indicate that spherical single-
domain particles may not be limited by demagnetisation
effects in the same way as multi-domain soft spherical
magnets, although this is not discussed in these refer-
ences.
Designing high-susceptibility materials is of great in-

terest. For example, new magnetic composite materi-
als containing single-domain magnetic particles are being
investigated for sensors [18–20] and for micro-inductor
cores in power electronics [6, 9–12, 14–17, 21–27]. For
these applications, it is crucial to understand the effective
magnetic susceptibility of single-domain magnetic parti-
cles and composite materials containing them.
This letter takes a fundamental approach to clarify
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the underlying physics to the questions: i) is the sus-
ceptibility of single-domain particles limited by shape
in the same way as for multi-domain particles? and ii)
which demagnetization factor describes an ensemble of
non-interacting spherical single-domain particles?

First, we note that the demagnetisation field in single-
domain particles differs from the multi-domain case: the
magnetization is saturated at all times. Hence, the mag-
nitude of the demagnetisation field in single-domain par-
ticles does not increase due to an induced magnetisation
with applied field as found for multi-domain particles.
Instead, the demagnetisation field rotates with the sat-
urated magnetisation according to the demagnetisation
factors. This modifies the way that demagnetisation fac-
tors enters the effective susceptibility for single-domain
particles compared to the case of multi-domain particles.

For both single-domain and multi-domain particles,
the particle susceptibility tensor components, χpij

, and
effective particle susceptibility, χp,eff, can be written as

χpij
=

∂Mi

∂Hij

and χp,eff =
∂(M · Ĥ)

∂H
. (3)

Here, Mi is the component of the magnetisation in the
i-direction, Hij is the internal field strength of the par-
ticle in the j direction, H is the applied field amplitude,
and Ĥ is the applied field direction unit vector. For uni-
formly magnetised particles, the demagnetisation field
can be described by the demagnetisation tensor compo-
nents, Njk, such that the internal field component be-
comes

Hij = Hj +Hdj
= Hj −NjkMk. (4)

In Eq.(4) and thereafter we assume summation over re-
peated indexes.

In the multi-domain case, the linear relationship is
Mj = χpHij . Thus, χpij

= (δij/χp +Nij)
−1

, such that
the effective susceptibility for multi-domain particles is

χp,eff =
h2
x

Nxx + 1/χp
+

h2
y

Nyy + 1/χp
+

h2
z

Nzz + 1/χp
(5)

with hx,y,z being the direction cosines of the applied field,

i.e. Ĥ = (hx, hy, hz). This expression is usually known
in the format of Eq. (1), where N is the demagnetisation
factor in the applied field direction. This is the expres-
sion showing that χp,eff is limited to 3 for spheres of soft
magnetic materials.

In case of a single-domain (blocked) particle, the mag-
netic moment will, without applied field, be aligned to
the easy axis. We set the z-axis along this direction so
that without applied field M̂ = ẑ. The magnetostatic en-
ergy for a uniformly magnetised ellipsoid with saturation
magnetisation Ms is

E

KdV
=

(
Nxxm

2
x +Nyym

2
y +Nzzm

2
z

)
−H

(
M̂ · Ĥ

)
,

(6)

with mx,y,z being the directional cosines of the magneti-

sation, M̂ = (mx,my,mz), V being the particle volume,
and Kd = µ0M

2
s /2, and H = 2H/Ms. In absence of

an applied field, Eq. (6) can be set equal to the con-
tribution from the magnetisation along the z-axis, i.e.
E/(KdV ) = Nzz. Using that mz ≈ 1 for small fields, we
can write

0 = (Nxx −Nzz)m
2
x + (Nyy −Nzz)m

2
y

− 2H (mxhx +myhy + hz) . (7)

From (7), we find the x and y components of the mag-
netisation by setting the energy gradients with respect to
mx and my to zero, obtaining

mx =
Hhx

Nxx −Nzz
and my =

Hhy

Ny −Nzz
. (8)

By use of equation (3) the effective susceptibility for a
blocked, single-domain particle when only considering
shape anisotropy is then

χp,eff =
h2
x

Nxx −Nzz
+

h2
y

Nyy −Nzz
. (9)

Noticeably, this shows that the effective susceptibility
for single-domain particles depends on the difference in
demagnetisation factors along the principal axes of the
given shape. Thus, the shape anisotropy does not limit
the effective susceptibility to 1/N as it does for the multi-
domain case. In detail, Eq. (9) establishes that for el-
lipsoidal single-domain particles, the susceptibility will
only be limited by 1/(Nii − Njj), which has no upper
limit, and for spherical single-domain particles, where
Nxx = Nyy = Nzz = 1/3, χp,eff is not 3, but diverges.
Eq. (9) reveals also that, in clear contrast to the multi-
domain case, spherical single-domain particles achieve
the highest susceptibility.
For sufficiently small single-domain particles, thermal

energy can induce superparamagnetism. The particle
magnetization, while it remains single-domain, reverses
at time scales shorter than the observation time. The
characteristic timescale, τ , for relaxation between easy
directions, depends on the anisotropy energy relative to
thermal energy. The time-averaged magnetisation and
susceptibility can be found as for a paramagnetic ion (see,
e.g., [26, 28]).
To clarify the effect of demagnetisation on the su-

perparamagnetic particle susceptibility we write the de-
magnetisation energy of a uniformly magnetised single-
domain spheroid particle as

EHd
= −µ0

2

∫
V

Ms ·HddV = KshV sin2 Θ, (10)

with the shape anisotropy constant Ksh =
Kd (Nii −Njj). Here Nii and Njj are the demag-
netisation factors along the principal spheroid axes. Ksh

is positive (/negative) for oblate (/prolate) spheroids,
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respectively, and Θ is the angle between the magnetic
moment and the longer (/shorter) principal spheroid
axis.

We find the superparamagnetic particle susceptibility
to be

χspm(θH) =
ϵM
2

[
sin2 θH +R′/R

(
3 cos2 θH − 1

)]
(11)

with

R′ =

∫ 1

0

x2 exp
(
ϵkx

2
)
dx and R =

∫ 1

0

exp
(
ϵkx

2
)
dx.

(12)
for a non-interacting, uniaxial anisotropy particle with
the applied field at an angle θH to the anisotropy axis.
Here, the energy ratios used are

ϵk =
KV

kBT
, and ϵM =

µ0VM2
s

kBT
, (13)

with K being the effective anisotropy, in our case
K = Ksh. If the length difference between the axes
is larger than 5-10%, then shape anisotropy dominates
over magneto-crystalline anisotropy for most soft mag-
netic particle materials. For uniaxial anisotropy particles
the susceptibility ranges from ϵM to 0 in case of large
anisotropy (ϵk ≫ 1) as R′/R goes towards 1. For low
anisotropy (ϵk ≪ 1) the limit of R′/R is 1/3 and the
susceptibility of the uniaxial anisotropy particle goes to-
wards the random case value ϵM/3 for all θH.

From above it is clear that the susceptibility is ϵM/3 for
a spherical particle, i.e. Ksh = 0, and therefore, the sus-
ceptibility is not limited to 3 by demagnetisation effects
neither in the superparamagnetic single-domain case. If
we increase the shape anisotropy we observe that demag-
netisation results in slightly larger susceptibility for fields
along the long axis and slightly lower susceptibility for
fields perpendicular to the long axis. Hence, demagneti-
sation in superparamagnetic particles acts in similar way
as for the blocked case: the differences in demagneti-
sation factors along primary axes in the particle are of
importance. However, susceptibility is further enhanced
in some cases due to the anisotropy.

For non-interacting, randomly oriented superparamag-
netic particles, one can average over all possible direc-
tions for Eq. (11) and thus recover the well known per
particle susceptibility

⟨χspm⟩ =
ϵM
3

=
µ0VM2

s

3kBT
. (14)

Eq. (14) reveals that shape anisotropy is washed out
in random ensembles of superparamagnetic particles, as
all individual contributions to the susceptibility are aver-
aged by the randomness of the particle axis with respect
to the applied field direction.

To test our predictions that effective particle suscep-
tibilities above 1/N are possible for single-domain parti-
cles, we investigated a series of samples containing spher-
ical, fcc Co particles with sizes ranging between 8 and 150
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Figure 1: Susceptibility and coercive field of fcc Co
particles of varying size on Al2O3 support, measured at

200 °C after full reduction at 900 °C. Major/Minor
loops measured at applied fields up to 1 T/10 mT. 8 nm
particles were measured at room-temperature (RT) and

χ was corrected as 1/T to 200 °C (indicated by *).

nm on porous Al2O3 support. Particle sizes and distri-
butions were determined by Transmission Electron Mi-
croscopy (TEM). Magnetic properties were measured at
200 °C under reducing conditions (2.4% H2 in Ar) by vi-
brating sample magnetometry (VSM), with the exception
of the sample with 8 nm Co particles that was measured
at room temperature, while under same gas conditions,
and its particle susceptibility was 1/T -corrected to 200
°C. For all samples, the Co had been fully reduced in their
VSM holder at 900 °C prior to the measurements. The
Co particles had a saturation magnetisation of 160±3
Am2/kg. Particle volume was found by use of measured
moment, above saturation magnetisation and Co den-
sity. Particle susceptibility were then calculated from
demagnetisation corrected sample susceptibility and vol-
ume fraction of particles.

Figure 1 shows the measured particle susceptibility and
coercivity for Co particles vs. size at 200 °C. It is seen
that particle susceptibility for the single domain particles
(8-50 nm diameter) are above 9, proving that demagneti-
sation does not limit particle susceptibility to 3. The
particle susceptibility for the smallest particles is even
above 250 at 200 °C (400 at room-temperature), with
a small coercivity, indicating superparamagnetism. The
peak in coercive field indicates that that particles with
diameters between 30-60 nm are blocked. Co below 80
nm in diameter has been found to be single domain [29].
It is noted that for the larger particles (140 nm diameter)
the susceptibility does not drop to 3. Most likely, these
particles are pseudo single-domain i.e. only support few
domains, and not fully fitting for the multi-domain case
described by equation (1). In all, the measurements of
Fig. 1 support that particle susceptibilities above 3 are
possible for single-domain particles in both the blocked
and superparamagnetic state.
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Having derived the effect of demagnetisation on sin-
gle particle susceptibility, we turn to the topic of
nanocomposite susceptibility for materials containing
single-domain magnetic particles in a non-magnetic ma-
trix. The most straightforward description would be a
linear model [30], where the intrinsic susceptibility of the
composites, χnc, is simply the particle volume fraction,
f , times the particle susceptibility

χnc = fχp. (15)

This model is often used implicitly for ferromagnetic flu-
ids or other dilute particle systems [31]. It seems read-
ily adaptable to describe the susceptibility of a system
of isolated, single-domain particles where the particle
susceptibility is not limited to 1/N , but the validity of
the model has not yet been systematically investigated
for denser particle systems. Specifically, in cases where
inter-particle interactions prevail, composite susceptibil-
ity may deviate from linear.

Demagnetization correction for nanocomposite sample
shape should still be performed, even if Eq. (15) is valid.
That is Eq. (1) is applied to χnc of Eq. (15) with the
demagnetisation factor N = Ns in the applied field di-
rection as

χnc =
1

1/χnc, eff −Ns
. (16)

If the model implied by Eq. (15) (and Eq. (16)) is valid
for nanocomposites, then it precludes Eq. (2), which cor-
rects for both particle and sample shapes. Normile et al.
[32] have used the demagnetization factor from Eq. (2)
to derive the intrinsic susceptibility of 8 nm maghemite
particles in dense assemblies. However, they got large
discrepancies in intrinsic susceptibilities (5 vs. 15) for
similar particles in thin and thick disks configuration and
similar volume fraction (50 vs 59 vol%), suggesting that
Eq. (2) may not be suitable for nanocomposites.

In order to test if Eq. 15 is applicable to systems
of isolated single-domain particles we prepared and in-
vestigated a series of nanocomposites containing varying
fraction of spherical γ-Fe2O3 (maghemite) particles of
11±3 nm diameter fixed in a PVA polymer matrix. The
nanocomposite samples were cast as discs with a thick-
ness of 100-400 µm and diameter of 6 mm. Small-angle
neutron scattering (SANS) confirmed near-spherical par-
ticle shape and particle size distributions obtained from
TEM, as well as absence of aggregation in the polymer
matrix. Detailed description and characterisation of the
synthesised nanocomposites is presented elsewhere [27].

We measured the nanocomposites by VSM with sample
disc planes parallel to the applied field. All nanocompos-
ite samples showed Langevin behaviour typical for su-
perparamagnetic nanoparticles fitting with distributions
similar to the TEM results. No detectable hysteresis
was found with coercive fields below 4±8 A/m at 298
K. Particle saturation magnetisation of Ms = 303 kA/m
was found from liquid samples for which iron content
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Figure 2: Measured susceptibility of nanocomposites
containing randomly oriented 11±3 nm diameter
γ-Fe2O3 particles as function of volume fraction of

particles and theoretic prediction. χnc,eff (open circles)
is the measured nanocomposite susceptibility and χnc

(solid squares) is the measured susceptibility corrected
for the sample shape. Theoretic prediction based on
Eqs. (14)-(15), with log-normal size distribution,

Ms = 303 kA/m, and T = 298 K.

had been quantified by inductively coupled plasma mass
spectrometry (ICP-MS) [33]. Magnetic particle content
in the composites was calculated by use of the particle
saturation magnetisation, matrix density of 1 g/cm3, and
maghemite density of 4.88 g/cm3.

Figure 2 shows resulting nanocomposite susceptibil-
ities obtained from the VSM measurements. Here,
χnc,eff (open circles) is given as-measured, and χnc (solid
squares) is demagnetisation corrected for nanocomposite
sample shape (disk /flat cylinder), cf. Eq. (16). The used
sample shape demagnetisation factors are calculated ac-
cording to Ref. [34]. The relatively smaller χnc,eff of the
sample with 44 vol% is due to its thicker disk size, and,
when demagnetisation corrected for the sample shape,
the nanocomposite material follows a linear trend for χnc

in correspondence with Eq. 15. The theoretic prediction
(full line) in Fig. 2, is based on Eqs. (14) and (15), log-
normally distributed maghemite particles with Ms = 303
kA/m [27] and a mean diameter of 11±4.1 nm. We note
that the sample shape demagnetization corrected suscep-
tibilities χnc are in agreement with our predictions, de-
spite a slightly larger log-normal distribution width than
derived from TEM (4.1 nm vs 3 nm), but this variation
is within the experimental uncertainty of the TEM data.

For all the nanocomposites in Fig. 2, the correspond-
ing intrinsic particle susceptibility χp (cf. Eq. (15)) is
consistently around 25. First, this confirms that χp is not
limited to 3 for spherical nanoparticles. Second, it exem-
plifies that Eq. (2) cannot hold, as such consistency in χp

is not obtainable by Eq. (2). Moreover, the high suscep-
tibilities expose experimentally that the demagnetisation
factor in Eq. (2), which correct for both particle shape
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and sample shape, is not applicable to nanoparticle sys-
tems. The measured nanocomposite susceptibilities of
11.0 - 11.7 (Fig. 2), are too high to be explained by the
demagnetization factor in Eq. (2): χnc,eff could maxi-
mally be 5.6 for 46 vol% of spherical nanoparticles, if us-
ing the demagnetisation factor in Eq. (2). Additionally,
if the here measured nanocomposite susceptibilities of
4.7-11.7 for the 17-46 vol% samples (Fig. 2) were demag-
netisation corrected for both particle shape and sample
shape, as in Eqs. (1)-(2), then meaningless negative in-
trinsic susceptibilities, χnc, of -5.1 to -9.4, are obtained,
equivalent to overskewed hysteresis loops [1].

Overall, this shows that the demagnetisation factor
given in Eq. (2), which may apply to composites of
multi-domain particles [5], is not applicable to systems
of isolated single-domain nanoparticles. χnc,eff should
be corrected for sample shape, but not spherical parti-
cle shape. Hence, in order to derive χnc from experimen-
tal measurements on nanocomposites containing isolated,
single-domain particles, we suggest following procedure:
for a specific sample (e.g. a thin disc of nanocomposite),
the effective susceptibility is measured in a certain direc-
tion and the measurement is demagnetisation corrected
for the sample shape only.

In general, influences of inter-particle interactions are
a potential concern for the design of dense nanoparticle
composites. Interactions have been reported in litera-
ture to either increase or decrease particle susceptibility
[6, 28, 35, 36]. In our test samples containing up to 46
vol% 11 ± 4.1 nm γ-Fe2O3 particles, we do not observe
clear signs of inter-particle interactions, cf. Eq. (15) ap-
plies. We estimate the dipolar interaction between par-
ticle pairs in our system (1-46 vol% 11±3 nm γ-Fe2O3)
to be on the scale of 50-500 K, using µ0m

2/(4πr3cckB),
where rcc is the mean center-center distance of the parti-
cles. This estimate does not take into account the fluctu-
ating nature of the particle magnetisation and that one
particle has several neighbours which may lead to in-
creased/decreased interaction fields. When comparing to
the anisotropy barrier (KV/kB) which is in the range of
1200 K, the found interaction energy scale for our system
may be insignificant. This is also in agreement with the
simulations in [37] for similar ϵk and ϵM.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated that the effec-
tive single-domain particle susceptibility is not limited by
demagnetisation, neither for superparamagnetic nor for
blocked single-domain particles. The difference between
demagnetisation factors along the applied field direction
and the particle easy axis is of importance, but enters
mainly like an extra (shape) anisotropy and for spher-
ical particles the susceptibility is not limited by parti-
cle demagnetisation. It is noticeably that near-spherical
shape is the most favourable for obtaining a high effec-
tive susceptibility in single-domain particles, in contrast
to multi-domain cases. We have validated experimentally
the improvement over the classical susceptibility limit by
two nanocomposite systems: spherical fcc Co particles of
different sizes verify that neither superparamagnetic nor

blocked single-domain particles have a particle suscepti-
bility limited by demagnetisation (i.e. χp ≫ 3); spherical
superparamagnetic γ-Fe2O3 particles in different volume
fractions confirm that the conventional particle demag-
netisation limit does not apply, and conclude that the
nanocomposite susceptibility depends linearly on particle
volume fraction for non-interacting nanoparticles. Con-
sequently, Eq. 2 does not apply to single-domain parti-
cles. The presented results are important for the design
of new soft magnetic materials.
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