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Artificial spin systems, sometimes referred to as artificial spin ices, are arrays of coupled nanoscale
magnets that order according to the lattice geometry, nanomagnet shape and magnetic anisotropy.
Here we characterize a family of artificial spin systems that are formed by placing arrays of out-of-
plane nanomagnets on the vertices of the Archimedean lattices. On demagnetizing these nanomagnet
arrays using a magnetic field protocol and subsequently imaging the magnetic configuration using
magnetic force microscopy, we observe different types of magnetic order. We compare our experi-
mental results with those predicted by Monte Carlo simulations to assign an effective temperature
to each lattice. We find that, for all of the lattices, the assigned effective temperature is above the
transition temperature. This reflects the difficulty of obtaining system-spanning order in lattices
with out-of-plane nanomagnets. We consider to what extent further-neighbor interactions affect the
phase diagram and spin-spin correlations in each lattice, illustrating our results with four example
lattices. We can divide the lattices into three main categories: bipartite lattices that admit a perfect
antiferromagnetic ground state, frustrated lattices where ordering proceeds via a single step, and
frustrated lattices with two-step-ordering. Our work highlights the diversity of magnetic ordering
that can be hosted in two-dimensional artificial spin systems with out-of-plane nanomagnets, and
demonstrates the importance of including long-range interactions to explain the magnetic order-
ing. Such insights will be important for incorporating artificial spin systems into novel computing
applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Artificial spin systems are arrays of dipolar-coupled
nanomagnets [1, 2] that exhibit interesting phenom-
ena including spin liquid [3] and spin glass physics [4,
5], vertex frustration [6], and emergent magnetic
monopoles [7, 8]. They were initially envisaged as a two-
dimensional (2D) analogue to frustrated rare earth spin-
ice compounds [9], themselves a magnetic counterpart to
water ice, in which incommensurate bonding distances
between hydrogen ions and oxygen centres give rise to
a residual entropy [10]. In this framework, artificial spin
systems are often referred to as artificial spin ices because
they demonstrate similar local constraints, short-range
correlations and macroscopic ground state degeneracy.
However, not all artificial spin systems display ice-like
physics, but rather manifest a wide variety of emergent
behaviours that depend on the lattice geometry, nano-
magnet shape and magnetic anisotropy. Typically, arti-
ficial spin systems are 2D lattices of single-domain nano-
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magnets, whose magnetic configurations can be directly
accessed in real space, with magnetic force microscopy
(MFM) [1], magneto-optical Kerr effect (MOKE) mi-
croscopy [11], and synchrotron x-ray or electron mi-
croscopy [8, 12–14], and also in reciprocal space, with
x-ray scattering [15], for example. Analysis of these mag-
netic configurations is often simplified by assuming that
each single-domain nanomagnet can be represented as a
macrospin, with a direction set by the direction of the
net moment of the nanomagnet.

Beyond their fascinating physics, artificial spin sys-
tems have also attracted interest as a way to perform
logic operations [16, 17], and for integration into uncon-
ventional computing schemes such as neuromorphic com-
puting [18–21]. For such applications, arrays of nanomag-
nets with perpendicular magnetic anisotropy [12, 22–25]
are of particular interest because the magnetic state of
the individual nanomagnets can be accessed via electri-
cal means using the anomalous Hall effect [26–29]. This
allows the direct reading or writing of the state of each
nanomagnet using current, thus making it possible to
interface artificial spin systems with existing CMOS ar-
chitectures. However, before such out-of-plane artificial
spin systems can be exploited in applications, it is impor-
tant to have a greater understanding of the effect of the
lattice geometry and the long-range dipolar coupling on
the resulting physics. The fine balance between these two
factors sets the hierarchy of intermagnet interactions, or
weights [30], which is interesting for designing neuromor-
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phic networks [31–34].

Here we present a complete experimental and compu-
tational classification of the behaviour of out-of-plane
artificial spin systems based on the Archimedean lat-
tices [35], which are shown in Fig. 1. As can be seen
in this figure and also in the Supplemental Material,
Section 1 [36], the Archimedean lattices are 11 uniform
2D lattices made from regular polygons, such that every
vertex is topologically equivalent. In all of the lattices
that we fabricated, the base nanomagnet has the same
diameter and is made of the same magnetic material.
A given set of 11 Archimedean lattices with the same
nanomagnet separation thus only differ in the number
and positions of neighboring macrospins. This allows us
to compare the emergent magnetic order resulting from
the dipolar interactions across the whole Archimedean
family by only changing the lattice geometry. For each
lattice, we determine the magnetic state following a mag-
netic field demagnetization, and compare the observed
spin-spin correlations with those predicted by simulated
anneals using Monte Carlo simulations. This allows us
to assign an effective temperature to each lattice, quan-
tifying the extent to which the low-temperature spin ar-
rangements can be accessed experimentally. In particu-
lar, by comparing the effective temperature of the experi-
mental systems to the critical temperature of each lattice
determined with Monte Carlo simulations, we can ascer-
tain how close each artificial spin system gets to its phase
transition. For the most part, we find that these lattices
reach an effective temperature slightly above their crit-
ical temperature. Of the 11 lattices, four are bipartite:
the Square, Honeycomb, Square Hexagonal Dodecago-
nal (SHD) and CaVO lattices. This means they admit
a perfectly-ordered antiferromagnetic ground state. The
remaining seven exhibit varying degrees of frustration,
which we quantify through their entropy as determined
with Monte Carlo simulations based on single spin flips.
Two of these seven lattices, the Triangular and Kagome
lattices, are highly frustrated and their ordering proceeds
in two steps.

Because of their strong geometric frustration, the Tri-
angular and Kagome lattices are important model sys-
tems in the field of highly frustrated magnetism. The
Triangular lattice with first-nearest-neighbor antiferro-
magnetic interactions is the archetypal frustrated lattice,
first introduced by Wannier [37]. This lattice was pre-
dicted to have a massively-degenerate ground state, with
a finite residual entropy STri

1nn = 0.323 kB per spin. In
this context, the residual entropy S0 is related to the
logarithm of the number of ground states Ω through
S0 = (kB/N) ln(Ω). More recently, Smerald et al. [38]
demonstrated that, in a Triangular lattice with dipo-
lar interactions, the system crosses over from a weakly-
coupled paramagnetic phase at high temperature to a
spin-liquid phase as the temperature is decreased. Upon
further cooling, the system then undergoes a first-order
transition into a striped phase. The ground state for
the Triangular lattice with dipolar interactions is six-

fold degenerate, which arises from the three-fold degen-
eracy in terms of the possible stripe directions combined
with the two-fold Ising degeneracy associated with each
of the spins [38]. In the spin-liquid phase, almost all
of the three-nanomagnet triangular plaquettes have a
spin configuration that is either “two-up/one-down” or
“two-down/one-up”. However, because there are a large
number of configurations that allow for such a local ar-
rangement of spins, long-range ordering is hindered. Just
above the transition to the striped phase, the entropy of
the Triangular lattice with dipolar interactions is approx-
imately 0.22 kB per spin, which is lower than the residual
entropy obtained from the first-nearest-neighbor model of
STri
1nn = 0.323 kB per spin [37]. In the ground state, the

Triangular lattice with dipolar interactions possesses no
residual entropy.
Similarly, the thermodynamics of the Kagome lat-

tice has been investigated [39–41]. On this lattice,
a first-nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic model admits
the existence of only short-range spin-spin correlations
at low temperatures based on the formation of low-
energy plaquettes [39] as was seen for the Triangular
lattice. The residual entropy for the Kagome lattice
with only first-nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic inter-

actions is SKag
1nn = 0.501 kB per spin [40]. When further-

neighbor dipolar interactions are included, Monte Carlo
simulations revealed a two-stage ordering process in the
Kagome lattice, leading to a ground state consisting of
alternating stripes [41].
We have characterized nanofabricated artificial spin

systems based on all 11 Archimedean lattices with MFM
and using full-dipolar Monte Carlo simulations. Our
comprehensive work offers a foundation for future re-
search, particularly since we realize several lattices ex-
perimentally for the first time. By fabricating all of the
Archimedean lattices together on one substrate, we have
acquired a complete data set with minimal differences in
the intrinsic properties of the constituent nanomagnets.
This allows us to compare the effect of different hierar-
chies of interactions across the family of lattices.

II. ARTIFICIAL SPIN SYSTEMS BASED ON
THE ARCHIMEDEAN LATTICES:

BACKGROUND AND EXPERIMENTAL SYSTEM

Archimedean lattices are uniform tilings of the plane
in which all vertices are alike, which means that each ver-
tex is surrounded by the same number and type of poly-
gons. Kepler first proved that there were only 11 such
lattices, and named them in homage to the Archimedean
solids [35]. Eight of the Archimedean lattices feature
two or or more types of polygon, while the standard uni-
form tilings (Square, Triangular and Hexagonal) feature
only one. Crystal planes in many real materials, such
as alloys, resemble Archimedean lattices [42]. In addi-
tion, these tilings also appear in fields as diverse as the
template-directed assembly of eutectic structures, where
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FIG. 1. SEM images of artificial spin systems with out-of-plane nanomagnets located on the vertices of the
11 Archimedean lattices. The name we give to each lattice, as well as the notation of Grünbaum and Shephard [35], which
describes the shapes meeting at each lattice point, are given in the top left corner of each panel. The building block for all lattices
is a Co/Pt nanomagnet with diameter d = 200 nm. Because of the strong perpendicular magnetic anisotropy, each nanomagnet
behaves as a single macrospin with a magnetic moment either pointing out of or into the plane, which we refer to as up or down,
respectively. While we have created arrays of nanomagnets with lattice parameters going from 220 nm to 300 nm, we show here
arrays with lattice constant a = 300 nm, where the separation between adjacent nanomagnets s = 100 nm, because the largest
lattice constant allows for better discrimination of each pattern. For each lattice, the nanomagnets highlighted in color indicate
those in a single unit cell. Each panel contains a drawing of the underlying lattice structure in the bottom right corner. SEM
images of the a = 220 nm arrays, which are the most densely packed arrays we fabricated with a separation between adjacent
nanomagnets of 20 nm, can be found in the Supplemental Material, Section 1 [36]. In the main text, we present experimental
results obtained with the a = 225 nm arrays (i.e, with separation s = 25 nm). These are the arrays of nanomagnets with
the strongest dipolar coupling, where we are confident that all of the magnetic material between adjacent nanomagnets has
been removed by ion milling. Although the nanomagnet arrays with a = 220 nm should, in principle, exhibit even an stronger
dipolar coupling, the incomplete removal of magnetic material results in some nanomagnets being exchange-coupled with their
neighbors.

diffusion of the fluid imposes symmetry constraints on
the final structure [43], in polymer [44] and other molec-
ular complexes [45], and in photonic crystals, where the
Archimedean nature of the lattice can promote the for-

mation of a photonic band gap [46, 47]. In addition, the
Archimedean lattices can be found in percolation prob-
lems, which serve as models for the movement of fluid
through a medium and for which the site percolation
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threshold for many of the lattices remains unsolved [48].

In terms of magnetic systems, different Hamiltoni-
ans on individual Archimedean lattices have been ex-
tensively investigated, with perhaps the most famous
being Onsager’s solution of the 2D Ising model on the
Square lattice [49]. The prototypical frustrated magnetic
system—a Triangular lattice with first-nearest-neighbor
antiferromagnetic exchange—is another famous exam-
ple [37]. Complete catalogues of the magnetic behaviour
of all Archimedean lattices are somewhat rarer, although
Ref. [50], which lists exact Curie temperatures for the
case of a ferromagnetic first-nearest-neighbor interaction,
is a notable exception. For the case of a Hamiltonian with
antiferromagnetic first-nearest-neighbor interactions be-
tween Ising spins, Yu presented a comprehensive study of
the different Archimedean lattices with Monte Carlo sim-
ulations and classified their ground states, finding that
four of the lattices were unfrustrated while the remain-
ing seven were frustrated to different degrees [51].

Taking inspiration from the works highlighted above,
we explored the Archimedean lattices experimentally
with artificial spin systems comprising arrays of dipolar-
coupled nanomagnets where every nanomagnet is cou-
pled to every other through the long-range dipolar in-
teraction. To fabricate our systems, we patterned
a Ta(4)/Pt(3)/[Co(1.1)/Pt(0.2)]2/Co(1.1)/Ru(2) multi-
layer stack (numbers in brackets are thicknesses in nm)
into arrays of circular nanomagnets placed on the vertices
of the 11 Archimedean lattices, as shown in Fig. 1. In the
Supplemental Material, Section 2 [36], we present mag-
netometry measurements of this multilayer stack. These
confirm that the magnetisation of the film lies out-of-
plane at remanence, with a coercive field of approxi-
mately 25.5 mT. The nanomagnets in our arrays are cir-
cular and have a diameter d = 200 nm. The materials
and layer thicknesses in the stack, as well as the diam-
eter of the nanomagnets, have been carefully chosen so
that the nanomagnets are single domain with a strong
perpendicular magnetic anisotropy. There is an interfa-
cial Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction at the boundary
between the platinum and the cobalt layers, which may
contribute to this perpendicular magnetic anisotropy.
However, the exact origin of the perpendicular magnetic
anisotropy depends on the materials and the layer thick-
nesses in the multilayer stack, and can arise from both
the broken symmetry at the interfaces and the interfa-
cial Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction [52]. By sputter-
ing multiple layers of cobalt, we increase the total vol-
ume of magnetic material, leading to a stronger coupling
between nanomagnets. Since each nanomagnet is sin-
gle domain, it can be represented by an Ising macrospin,
with a magnetic moment that points in one of the two
out-of-plane directions, up or down.

In such out-of-plane artificial spin systems, the nano-
magnets in each array are magnetostatically-coupled so
that the interaction between any two neighboring nano-
magnets favors their antiparallel alignment. The total
thickness of magnetic material in the stack is 3.3 nm,

from which we estimate the magnetic moment of a single
nanomagnet to be 1.5×107 µB . This sets a lower limit for
the interaction strength because it neglects any possible
polarisation of the Pt layers. In addition, the strength of
the interaction only depends on the distance between the
macrospins. For the experimental work presented here,
we focus on systems with a lattice constant a = 225 nm,
giving a separation between first-nearest-neighbor nano-
magnets of 25 nm. These were the most strongly cou-
pled arrays that we fabricated, with the magnetic mate-
rial between adjacent nanomagnets completely removed
by ion milling. While we also patterned even closer ar-
rays with a = 220 nm and s = 20 nm (images of which
are shown in the Supplemental Material, Section 1 [36]),
some magnetic material was present between adjacent
nanomagnets in these arrays. This remaining material
introduced an effective ferromagnetic exchange coupling
between adjacent nanomagnets. This was evident in the
MFM images because the moments of adjacent nanomag-
nets tended to align in the same direction, leading to an
increase in the first-nearest-neigbor spin-spin correlation
compared with the a = 225 nm arrays (Supplemental
Material, Section 4 [36]).

Based on micromagnetic simulations performed using
MuMax3 [53] (detailed in the Supplemental Material,
Section 2 [36]), we estimate that the interaction strength
between first-nearest-neighbor nanomagnets, separated
by 25 nm, is ≈ 2.73 × 10−19 J. In addition, we also
show how this interaction strength changes as function
of lattice constant 225 nm ≤ a ≤ 300 nm. The interac-
tion strength falls to ≈ 0.78 × 10−19 J for nanomagnet
arrays with a = 300 nm, where the nanomagnets are sep-
arated by 100 nm. In the Supplemental Material, Sec-
tion 2 [36], we compare the first-nearest-neighbor spin-
spin correlations of the nanomagnet arrays presented in
the main text, where each cobalt layer has a thickness of
1.1 nm, to the spin-spin correlations of nanomagnet ar-
rays fabricated from a stack where each cobalt layer has
a thickness of 0.9 nm. The same field demagnetization
protocol is applied to both samples. Since the interac-
tion strength between nanomagnets scales approximately
with the square of their saturation magnetization, the
nanomagnets milled from a multilayer stack with 0.9 nm-
thick cobalt layers exhibit weaker coupling to their neigh-
bors. As a consequence, the magnitudes of the first-
nearest-neighbor spin-spin correlations are smaller for
this stack, and the nanomagnets in these arrays freeze at
a higher effective temperature. All of the data we present
in the main text is for artificial spin systems comprising
nanomagnets patterned from the stack with 1.1 nm-thick
cobalt layers and with a = 225 nm.

Each array contains 1500 to 2500 nanomagnets, and
spans an area of 10× 10 µm2. Each array was captured
in a single MFM scan to determine the magnetic config-
uration. The exact number of nanomagnets in an array
depends on the geometry of each lattice and thus their
areal density. All nanomagnet lattices are fabricated on
the same substrate, with five nominally identical copies
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of a given lattice with the same lattice constant. Fur-
ther details regarding the fabrication are contained in
Appendix A.

Regarding the naming of our lattices, which is given in
Fig. 1, we tend to adopt the standard name where it is
well-accepted, e.g. Triangular, or where a spin system on
that lattice has been studied already, as in the case of the
Shastry-Sutherland lattice (SSL) [54], or where it mimics
a certain crystal structure, as for the CaVO lattice. Oth-
erwise, we use the nomenclature of Ref. [51], with two
exceptions: “Expanded Kagome” instead of “Star”, and
“Ruby” instead of “Bounce”. It should also be pointed
out that other names are in use, such as “Briarwood”
or “Bathroom Tiling” for the CaVO lattice [48]. In ad-
dition, there exists a general notation after Grünbaum
and Shephard, which classifies each Archimedean lattice
based on the polygons that surround a vertex [35]. For
example, the Trellis lattice is then denoted by (33, 42)
since three triangles followed by two squares are encoun-
tered going clockwise around each vertex. This notation
is also given in Fig. 1.

To make our results easier to classify, we have sorted
the 11 Archimedean lattices into three groups, as indi-
cated by the blue, yellow and red backgrounds in Fig. 1:

1. Bipartite lattices, where the lattice points can be
divided into two sublattices such that, for an arbi-
trary lattice point, its first-nearest-neighbors are all
in the other sublattice. For our systems, in which
the dipolar interaction favors antiparallel alignment
between any pair of nanomagnets, this means that
this bipartite system can accommodate a Néel-like
ground state. This group contains the Square, Hon-
eycomb, SHD and CaVO lattices.

2. Frustrated lattices, where a perfect antiferromag-
netic ground state cannot be accommodated. This
group contains the SSL, Trellis, Ruby, Maple Leaf
and Expanded Kagome lattices. These lattices are
not bipartite because their vertices involve at least
one odd-sided polygon, which disrupts any alter-
nating sequence of up/down states as one moves in
a loop around the polygon.

3. Two-step frustrated lattices, which are highly frus-
trated and where, as we will show, the magnetic
ordering occurs in two stages. The remaining two
lattices, Triangular and Kagome, belong to the two-
step frustrated lattices group. One can consider the
two-step frustrated lattices as a subset of the gen-
erally frustrated ones. However, we keep them in
a separate group because they display fundamen-
tally different thermodynamic behavior in the full
dipolar model.

To justify the classification of these lattices into three
groups, we now turn to Monte Carlo simulations to elu-
cidate their phase diagrams. In particular, by examin-
ing the number of peaks that appear in the specific heat
capacity as a function of temperature, along with the

change in entropy, we provide evidence for our choice of
groups.

III. DETERMINING THE PHASE DIAGRAMS
OF THE ARCHIMEDEAN LATTICES WITH

MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

To capture the thermal behavior of the Archimedean
lattices, Monte Carlo simulations were performed using
the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [55, 56] with single
spin flip dynamics. Each nanomagnet was approximated
as an Ising point dipole that can take one of the two
possible out-of-plane directions. The full details of the
Monte Carlo simulations can be found in Appendix B.
The two limiting cases that we consider are (i) the full-

dipolar model and (ii) the first-nearest-neighbor model.
The first case corresponds to the situation in which every
nanomagnet is coupled to every other in the array, irre-
spective of their separation. The second case corresponds
to a severe truncation of the Hamiltonian, such that each
spin is only coupled to its immediate neighbors. Deter-
mining the phase diagrams and the spin-spin correlations
as a function of temperature using these two models, and
comparing the resulting data, allows us to determine the
effect of long-range interactions. As we will show, for
some of the lattices, it is important to include all of the
interactions beyond the first-nearest neighbors to be able
to obtain a good agreement with the correlations we ob-
serve in our experimental samples.
For the phase diagrams, we calculate the specific heat

capacity cV as a function of temperature. Details on
these calculations are given in Appendix B. Peaks in the
heat capacity correspond to either crossovers or phase
transitions [57], and are located at the corresponding
crossover or critical temperature, respectively. The heat
capacities versus temperature are shown for each lattice
in Fig. 2 for the full-dipolar model (blue curves) and first-
nearest-neighbor model (orange curves). In general, the
inclusion of all interactions has the effect of shifting the
critical temperatures to lower values with the peaks in
the blue curves located to the left of the peaks in the
orange curves.
For the bipartite lattices, the phase diagrams all con-

tain a single peak [Fig. 2(a)-(d)], indicating that the or-
dering proceeds in a single step. In addition, there is no
difference between the ground state for the full-dipolar
model and the first-nearest-neighbor model. In both
cases, the ground state is a pattern of nanomagnets with
alternating up and down spins. Example Monte Carlo
configurations at T = 0 for both the full-dipolar and
first-nearest-neighbor models, confirming the nature of
the ground state, are provided in Section 5 of the Supple-
mental Material [36]. This section also includes a broader
discussion of features in the magnetic structure factor for
all of the 11 Archimedean lattices.
The heat capacities of the frustrated lattices are also

all single-peaked [Fig. 2(e)-(i)]. The magnetic structure
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factors of the T = 0 magnetic configurations for both the
full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-neighbor model
look remarkably similar. These are shown in the Sup-
plemental Material, Section 5 [36]. Since the magnetic
structure factor encodes the spin-spin correlations, it thus
appears that the correlations in the frustrated lattices are
practically the same irrespective of the model chosen.

We make some comments about the real-space mag-
netic configurations of these lattices in the ground state.
While the triangular plaquettes in the SSL and Trellis lat-
tices are frustrated, long-range order does emerge in these
lattices in both the full-dipolar and first-nearest-neighbor
models. This accords with Yu [51], who classifies these
lattices as frustrated but with long-range-ordered ground
states. The other three frustrated lattices—the Ruby,
Maple Leaf and Expanded Kagome—do not exhibit long-
range order in either the first-nearest-neighbor model
or the full-dipolar model, with regions of diffuse inten-
sity appearing in their magnetic structure factor in the
ground state. In the context of the first-nearest-neighbor
model, Yu [51] described the ground states of these lat-
tices as similar to a spin ice, since macrospins obey local
constraints regarding the number of up and down spins
at plaquettes. For the Ruby, Maple Leaf, and Expanded
Kagome lattices, the real-space magnetic configurations
and magnetic structure factors in the ground state as
obtained from Monte Carlo simulations are nearly iden-
tical in both the full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-
neighbor model. This suggests that Yu’s [51] classifica-
tion of these lattices as spin-ice-like in the first-nearest-
neighbor model remains valid also in the full-dipolar
model.

Finally, the phase diagrams of the two-step frustrated
lattices, Triangular and Kagome, are shown in Fig. 2(j)
and Fig. 2(k), respectively. Interestingly, both lattices
exhibit a second peak for the full-dipolar model, while the
second peak is absent when only first-nearest-neighbor
interactions are included. For both lattices, and for both
models, there is a broad peak close to kBT/D = 1, which
is on the order of the first-nearest-neighbor interaction
J1nn = 1. When using the full-dipolar model, the second
peak observed for both the Triangular and the Kagome
lattices is much sharper and occurs at a significantly
lower temperature of kBT/D ≈ 0.1.

In general, local maxima in the specific heat capacity
are suggestive of ether a phase transition or, at least, a
crossover in the system in the thermodynamic limit. For
the bipartite lattices, which attain a long-range ordered
ground state in either model, the peaks in their heat
capacity most likely reflect a second order Ising phase
transition. This has been numerically confirmed for the
Square lattice [58], and probably holds for the other
bipartite lattices. For the two-step frustrated lattices,
the single peak that appears when only first-nearest-
neighbors are considered is a crossover, as established
in References [37, 39]. When dipolar interactions are
included, Smerald et al. [38] established for the Trian-
gular lattice that the upper peak is a crossover and the

lower peak is a first-order phase transition. To the best
of our knowledge, no similar undertaking has been car-
ried out to determine the nature of the phase transitions
or crossovers in the Kagome lattice, although we would
speculate that they are similar to those of the Triangular
lattice. For the frustrated lattices, based on the results in
Fig. 2, we cannot explicitly define whether the peaks in
the heat capacities are phase transitions or crossovers.
Future work in this area could include undertaking a
finite-size analysis of these five lattices to uncover their
scaling behavior and, thus, the type of transitions. We
present the first steps towards this endeavor in the Sup-
plemental Material, Section 3 [36], where we display the
results for a finite-size scaling of the Expanded Kagome
lattice. These results demonstrate two key points: (1)
the position of the peak in the heat capacity shows min-
imal shift for system sizes beyond 600 spins; and (2) at
this size, the effective residual entropy is nearly equal to
its extrapolated value in the thermodynamic limit. Our
experimental nanomagnet arrays always contain at least
1500 nanomagnets, indicating that the system sizes are
sufficiently large to avoid the need for finite-size correc-
tions. Although beyond the scope of the current work,
it would be useful in the future to repeat this finite-
size scaling for the remaining ten Archimedean lattices
and extend this analysis to determine the critical ex-
ponents associated with their phase transitions. Hav-
ing established the nature of the phase diagram for each
Archimedean lattice, we now compare the correlations
in the experimental systems after demagnetization with
those obtained with a Monte Carlo simulated anneal.

IV. MAGNETIC CONFIGURATIONS IN
EXPERIMENTAL SYSTEMS FOLLOWING

DEMAGNETIZATION

The magnetic configuration in many of these
Archimedean artificial spin lattices has not been imaged
experimentally, and the exact nature of the low-energy
configurations that can be reached is not known. While
a few of the lattices—including the Square, Triangular
and Kagome lattices—have been investigated [22, 23],
we have characterized the behaviour of all eleven lat-
tices experimentally as well as with Monte Carlo simula-
tions. To probe the low energy states of our Archimedean
spin lattices, we subjected them to a demagnetization
protocol involving an alternating magnetic field, with a
maximum applied field of 1 T and reducing the field in
steps of 0.1 mT to zero field. At each step, the field was
applied for at least 3 seconds. The total demagnetiza-
tion procedure took around 17 hours to complete. Such
a magnetic field protocol is often used to prepare low-
energy magnetic configurations in artificial spin systems
[1, 25]. One could also consider performing a thermal an-
neal [59, 60]. However, we avoid applying heat to our ar-
rays of out-of-plane nanomagnets because the interfaces
between the layers, and therefore the perpendicular mag-
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FIG. 2. Phase diagrams of the 11 Archimedean lattices determined with Monte Carlo simulations. Heat
capacities as a function of temperature for the bipartite lattices [panels (a)-(d)], frustrated lattices [panels (e)-(i)], and two-step
frustrated lattices [panels (j) and (k)]. In each panel, the blue and orange curves correspond to the full-dipolar model and the
first-nearest-neighbor model, respectively. Peaks in the heat capacity represent phase transitions or crossovers between different
types of magnetic order. On including all interactions (i.e, comparing the curves for the full-dipolar model with the curves for
the first-nearest-neighbor model), the location of the peaks shifts to lower temperatures. For the two-step frustrated lattices, a
low-temperature second peak appears on an energy scale well below that of the first-nearest-neighbor interaction in the system,
J1nn = 1. In general, the temperature at which a crossover or phase transitions occurs is set by the energy of the dominant
interaction that causes it, i.e. TC ≈ J . This means that the lower-temperature peaks are controlled by spin-spin correlations
between further-neighbor pairs, which are weaker in strength. For each panel, the blue circle and the orange diamond indicate
the average effective temperature of each experimental array when calculated according to the spin-spin correlations of the
full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-neighbor model, respectively. For space reasons, the units of cV , (kB spin−1), are
omitted from the axis labels in each panel.

netic anisotropy, may be modified on heating.

After demagnetization, the magnetic configuration of
each lattice was measured using MFM. With MFM, each
nanomagnet presents with a uniform black or white con-
trast, which allows for unambiguous assignment of the
direction of the associated macrospin, which points up
or down, respectively. We find that the residual magne-
tization after demagnetization is low (typically less than
10% of the saturation magnetization). Any residual mag-
netization is likely due to residual stray magnetic fields
present in the experimental setup. In particular, dur-
ing the demagnetization protocol, the sample is located
between the poles of an electromagnet. To obtain the

required maximum field, the gap between the poles is set
to ≈ 2 cm and the field supplied by the electromagnet is
calibrated prior to each protocol. Even at zero current,
there is a small residual field from the cores of the elec-
tromagnet, which may slightly bias the magnetic state
of our lattice. This is likely to be responsible for the
small residual magnetization even after the protocol. To
minimize the effects of the experimental setup and obtain
more data points used for averaging, the demagnetization
protocol was repeated three times. Each lattice appears
five times on the sample and thus the spin-spin correla-
tion values determined from the MFM images represent
the average of 15 (3× 5) measurements.
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We now focus on the magnetic configurations following
demagnetization for four representative lattices: the bi-
partite CaVO lattice, the frustrated Ruby lattice, and
both two-step frustrated lattices; the Triangular and
Kagome lattices. Neither the CaVO lattice nor the Ruby
lattice have been experimentally investigated in an artifi-
cial spin system context. The full results for all 11 lattices
are given in the Supplemental Material, Section 4 [36].
For these four representative lattices, we display in Fig. 3
digitized MFM images of the nanomagnet arrays ob-
tained after applying a demagnetization protocol (left
column), low-energy configurations for a plaquette (mid-
dle column), and the spin-spin correlations ⟨si · sj⟩ given
by the full dipolar model (right column). The process by
which the spin configuration is extracted from the digi-
tized MFM images is described in Appendix C. The orig-
inal MFM images for all lattices following the magnetic
field protocol can be found in the Supplemental Material,
Section 4 [36]. For the spin-spin correlations, the blue,
orange and green curves are the first-, second- and third-
nearest-neighbor spin-spin correlations as a function of
temperature extracted from the full-dipolar-model Monte
Carlo simulations. The average spin-spin correlations
extracted from the MFM images are indicated in each
case with circular markers with the corresponding col-
ors. For each lattice, the black dashed vertical lines indi-
cate the location of the critical or crossover temperatures
kBTC/D, while the grey dashed vertical lines indicate the
average effective temperature in the full-dipolar model,
kBT

FDM
eff /D, that each artificial spin system reaches fol-

lowing demagnetization. As described in Appendix D,
the effective temperature is defined as the temperature
for which the mean square difference between the three
experimental correlation values and the correlation val-
ues extracted from Monte Carlo simulations are mini-
mized, and is a standard measure of the degree to which
artificial spin systems reach their low-energy states.

The critical temperature is defined as the temperature
below which the system transitions to a nonzero order pa-
rameter. It corresponds to the temperature at which we
observe a sharp peak in the heat capacity curve, which
indicates a phase transition. Equivalently, at a phase
transition, there is some breaking of a global symme-
try, which might be associated with the appearance of
long-range order in the magnetic configuration. As em-
phasized in Section III, it remains uncertain whether the
peak in each heat capacity corresponds to a true phase
transition or a crossover for every lattice, both in the
full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-neighbor model.
For the four representative lattices shown in Fig. 3, we
make the following comments. For the CaVO lattice,
which belongs to the bipartite group, Monte Carlo simu-
lations suggest the emergence of long-range order at the
transition temperature, indicating this is likely a critical
temperature. For the Ruby lattice, which belongs to the
frustrated category, the ground state does not exhibit
long-range order and so we are not able to definitively
characterize the behavior in Fig. 2(h) as either a phase

transition or crossover. For the two-step frustrated lat-
tices in the full-dipolar model, Smerald et al. [38] estab-
lished that the high-temperature peak in the Triangu-
lar lattice is a crossover, while the low-temperature peak
marks a first-order phase transition. Similarly, Chioar et
al. [61] concluded for the Kagome lattice that the high-
temperature peak corresponds to a crossover, likely fol-
lowed by a low-temperature phase transition. To reflect
these distinctions, we have labeled the black dashed verti-
cal lines in Fig. 3 as either TCrit for critical temperatures
or TCross for crossover temperatures, where we can be
sure.

Looking at the graphs of spin-spin correlation versus
temperature in Fig. 3, it becomes immediately appar-
ent that none of the lattices displayed reach an effective
temperature lower than kBT/D ≈ 1. The implication of
this is two-fold: first, we mainly work in a regime where
the first-nearest-neighbor interaction is the dominant in-
teraction. This is because all the effective temperatures
are on the scale of the first-nearest-neighbor interaction,
J1nn = 1. Second, we never encounter the phase tran-
sition in any of the lattices because this always occurs
at kBT/D < 1. Interestingly, for the Triangular lattice,
the configurations obtained after demagnetization have
a higher effective temperature, kBT

FDM
eff /D ≈ 2.71, as

opposed to kBT
FDM
eff /D < 2.41 for the other lattices. On

inspection of the digitized MFM images in Fig 3, we do
not appear to achieve system-spanning order for any of
the lattices. At least, it is not possible to pick out a
repeating (or translatable) pattern over the entire mea-
sured region, though some crystallites of magnetic order
are present in some of the lattices.

We now make a brief comment on each lattice in turn.
For the bipartite CaVO lattice [Fig. 3(a)], there are small
patches of the predicted antiferromagnetic ground state,
which is built by tiling the motif shown in the middle
column of Fig. 3. The experimental spin-spin corre-
lations agree extraordinarily well with those predicted
by the Monte Carlo simulation at its effective tempera-
ture. Since the lattice admits a perfect antiferromagnetic
ground state, the first-nearest-neighbor spin-spin corre-
lation reaches −1 shortly after the critical temperature
is traversed. For the frustrated Ruby lattice [Fig. 3(b)],
we also observe small patches of antiferromagnetic order-
ing. Additionally, the agreement between the experimen-
tal and simulated spin-spin correlations at the effective
temperature is also excellent with minimal differences be-
tween the two. However, as a result of the frustrated
nature of the artificial Ruby lattice, the first-nearest-
neighbor spin-spin correlation is suppressed and the low
temperature value that is reached is −2/3 as opposed to
the value of −1 for the CaVO lattice. This comes about
because of the unsatisfied interactions within the trian-
gular plaquettes that cannot be fully mitigated through
the presence of the square plaquettes in the Ruby lattice.

For the two-step frustrated lattices, the situation is
more nuanced. For the Kagome lattice [Fig. 3(c)], the
tiling is such that the first-nearest-neighbor spin-spin cor-
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relation only reaches −1/3 at low temperatures indicat-
ing that the interactions on a plaquette cannot be fully
satisfied and the system will never be fully ordered. The
experimental spin-spin correlations match well with those
predicted by Monte Carlo simulations and the effective
temperature reached is kBT

FDM
eff /D = 1.84, which is the

lowest Teff out of the four example lattices. However, the
critical temperature of the Kagome lattice with the full-
dipolar model, which we take to be the position of the
low-temperature peak, is also the lowest kBTC/D = 0.08.
This means that the Kagome lattice is much further from
its phase transition, kB(Teff−TC) = 1.76 than either the
CaVO or Ruby lattices, where kB(Teff − TC)/D is equal
to 1.475 or 1.2, respectively

For the Triangular lattice [Fig. 3(d)], the error bars
in the spin-spin correlations are small but, in contrast
to the Kagome lattice, the nanomagnet arrays appear
to freeze out at a slightly higher effective temperature,
kBT

FDM
eff /D ≈ 2.71. At this stage, it is important to note

that all of the nanomagnet arrays based on the Triangular
lattice were affected by a small dilation along the vertical
direction, as seen in Fig. 1, which was introduced dur-
ing the electron beam lithography. This dilation affected
only the Triangular nanomagnet arrays and the sizes of
the nanomagnets themselves were unchanged. A detailed
analysis of its impact on the phase diagram and effective
temperatures is provided in the Supplemental Material,
Section 7. Here, we note that the effective temperatures
obtained of such a dilated lattice remain within the stan-
dard deviation of those obtained for an ideal lattice. For
the rest of this paper, we assume a perfect Triangular
lattice.

In the Supplemental Material, Section 3 [36], we
present the spin-spin correlations as a function of tem-
perature up to the fifth-nearest neighbor for all 11
Archimedean lattices, which are taken from the Monte
Carlo simulations, using both the full-dipolar model and
the first-nearest-neighbor model. For both bipartite and
frustrated lattices, the two models exhibit little qualita-
tive difference in the behavior of the spin-spin correla-
tions, reinforcing our earlier point that the phase dia-
grams for the lattices in each of these groups are remark-
ably similar—except that the critical temperatures given
by the full-dipolar model are consistently lower than
those given by the first-nearest-neighbor model. How-
ever, the nearest-neighbor spin-spin correlations behave
differently between the two models for the two-step frus-
trated lattices. Specifically, for both the Triangular and
Kagome lattices, ⟨si · sj⟩1nn reaches a lower value in the
full-dipolar model. This reduced frustration is commen-
surate with the fact that a striped phase emerges in the
full-dipolar model, which introduces a degree of long-
range order.

In Fig. 4, we display the magnetic structure factors
for the four representative lattices, determined from the
experimental images (top row) and from a spin configura-
tion from the Monte Carlo simulations incorporating the
full-dipolar model at the calculated effective temperature

(bottom row). Further details about the calculation of
the magnetic structure factor are given in Appendix E. A
good agreement is seen for all lattices except the Trian-
gular lattice, for which the structure factor obtained with
Monte Carlo simulations appears slightly elongated along
the horizontal axis while the magnetic structure factor of
a typical experimental configuration appears elongated
along the vertical axis.
It should be noted that the magnetic configurations

that were used as the basis for the experimental mag-
netic structure factor are taken from a single measure-
ment, which is not precisely at the average effective tem-
perature. This experimental structure is then compared
with a single magnetic configuration from Monte Carlo
simulation taken exactly at kBT

FDM
eff . However, the true

effective temperature of the experimental configuration
still falls within one standard deviation of the average
value. This can explain any small differences between
the magnetic structure factors determined from MFM
images and from Monte Carlo simulations.

V. IMPORTANCE OF INCLUDING FURTHER
NEIGHBOR INTERACTIONS

We now seek to understand the role of long-range in-
teractions in determining the ordering in the artificial
spin systems on Archimedean lattices. Our approach is
based on relating the effective temperature we obtain in
the experimental systems after demagnetization to the
effective residual entropy predicted by our Monte Carlo
simulations. Since the phase transition occurs at a dif-
ferent temperature in each lattice, we define a reduced
effective temperature teff = (Teff − TC)/TC , where Teff is
the effective temperature and TC is the critical tempera-
ture at which the phase transition occurs. In effect then,
the reduced effective temperature is a measure of how
close each lattice is to its respective critical point. The
smaller the value of |teff |, the closer we are to the tran-
sition temperature. The effective residual entropy Seff

0 ,
which is a measure of the number of degenerate ground
states, is obtained through an appropriate integration of
the area under the curves of specific heat capacity ver-
sus temperature in Fig. 2 (see Appendix B). We describe
this as an effective quantity because it is not the true
residual entropy. Rather, because we only use single spin
flips in our Monte Carlo simulations, we expect the sys-
tem to drop out of equilibrium at one point. A more
nuanced approach would employ some appropriate form
of cluster [62] or worm [38] update in the Monte Carlo
simulations that is tailored to each lattice in order to
maintain ergodicity. This would allow us to sample more
precisely configurations at low temperatures.

In order to combine our experimental and simulation
results, in Fig. 5 we plot the reduced effective tempera-
ture teff , against effective residual entropy Seff

0 , for the
11 Archimedean lattices, comparing the results for the
full-dipolar and first-nearest-neighbor models. We cal-
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Digitized MFM images

FIG. 3. Ordering in four representative artificial spin lattices following demagnetization. Shown in the left hand
column is the magnetic configuration in each lattice following demagnetization for (a) the bipartite CaVO lattice, (b) the
frustrated Ruby lattice, and (c) and (d) the frustrated Kagome and Triangular lattices with two-step ordering. Here the MFM
images were digitized and colored with orange (black) representing the magnetic moment pointing out of the plane (into the
plane). In the central column, we display the ground state motif that is expected at low temperature for each lattice with
the corresponding value of ⟨si · sj⟩ given below each plaquette. For the unfrustrated CaVO lattice, the antiparallel alignment
for all first-nearest-neighbor spins are energetically favorable, reflected by ⟨si · sj⟩ = −1. For the frustrated Ruby lattice,
the ground state motif consists of 6 antiferromagnetically aligned pairs and 2 ferromagnetically aligned pairs with a higher
⟨si ·sj⟩ = −2/3. For the two-step ordered Kagome and Triangular lattice, the high frustration caused by unsatisfied interactions
leads to ⟨si · sj⟩ = −1/3. Shown in the right hand column are the spin-spin correlation curves for up to three nearest neighbors
based on the Monte Carlo simulation results for the full-dipolar model. The black dashed lines indicate the critical temperature
kBTC/D, and the average value of the effective temperature kBTeff/D following demagnetization, based on the 15 individual
MFM measurements for each lattice type. The location of the critical or crossover temperatures is determined in each case from
the temperature at which peaks occur in the specific heat capacity in Fig. 2. The circular markers on the lines represent the
calculated value of the average experimental spin-spin correlation with the error bars representing the standard deviation. The
definitions of the nearest-neighbor spin pairs, up to the third-nearest-neighbor, are given for each of the Archimedean lattices
in the Supplemental Material, Section 1 [36].
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FIG. 4. Comparison of experimental and simulated magnetic structure factors for the four representative artifi-
cial spin lattices. Top row: Magnetic structure factors determined from the experimental magnetic configurations following
demagnetization. Bottom row: Corresponding magnetic structure factor calculated from the simulated configurations at the
assigned effective temperature, as obtained using the full-dipolar model. The effective temperatures kBT

FDM
eff /D are indicated

for each lattice. These are obtained by fitting the experimental data to the spin-spin correlations (see right-hand column of
Fig. 3).

culate the reduced effective temperature according to
both the full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-neighbor
model.

The bipartite lattices [Fig. 2(a)] all have an Seff
0 close to

zero as a result of the finite (two-fold) degeneracy of their
ground states, and subsequently have the lowest teff of
any of the three groups of lattices. The numerical values
for the effective temperatures and effective entropies for
both models for all the 11 Archimedean lattices are given
in the table in the Supplemental Material, Section 6 [36].
In general though, demagnetization in a magnetic field
still proves insufficient to bring these systems close to
their phase transition with teff>0.7 and, as we remarked
earlier, only patches of antiferromagnetically-ordered re-
gions are observed. For this group of lattices, there is
little difference between the results for the full-dipolar
model and the first-nearest-neighbor model.

In Fig. 5(b), we show a plot of teff versus Seff
0 for the

five frustrated lattices. On average, these lattices have
a higher teff than that of the bipartite lattices, as well
as a non-zero Seff

0 . For these lattices, not all of the in-
teractions can be satisfied simultaneously, and thus there
are many low energy states that lead to the emergence
of non-zero Seff

0 . For most of the lattices in this group

Seff
0 is below 0.1kB per spin with the exception of ex-

panded Kagome lattice for which Seff
0 ≈ 0.24kB per spin.

In addition to the increase in teff when going from the
bipartite to frustrated lattices, we also observe a slight
increase in the spread of teff The tendency towards larger
teff is due to the larger proportion of unsatisfied inter-
actions present in the frustrated lattices leading to a
high degeneracy of low energy states so that reaching
the ground state is more challenging than for the bipar-
tite group. However, while frustration plays an impor-
tant role in these lattices, we are still able to reach ef-
fective temperatures with the same order of magnitude
as for the bipartite lattices irrespective of whether these
are calculated according to the full-dipolar model or first-
nearest-neighbor model. As we showed in Fig. 2 for the
frustrated lattice, the heat capacity versus temperature
curves for the full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-
neighbor model are very similar with only a single peak
that occurs at similar temperatures. It therefore appears
that the inclusion of further-neighbors has little effect
on the overall ordering of these lattices. As further evi-
dence of this, we see in the Supplemental Material, Sec-
tion 5 [36] that the magnetic structure factors for the two
models at T = 0 look very similar.
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FIG. 5. Reduced temperature as a function of effec-
tive residual entropy for the three groups of lattices.
The residual entropy was obtained using Monte Carlo simula-
tions for the full-dipolar model and the first-nearest-neighbor
model. The reduced effective temperature was calculated us-
ing the effective temperature taken from our experimental
data and the critical temperature obtained from the simu-
lated heat capacity curves. The three groups of lattices are:
(a) bipartite lattices (blue), (b) frustrated lattices (red), and
(c) the two-step frustrated lattices (black).

Finally, for the two-step frustrated lattices [Fig. 5(c)],
the Triangular and Kagome lattices, we observe a signif-
icant effect on including interactions beyond the first-
nearest-neighbor interactions. For these two lattices,
we take TC as the temperature at which the lower of
the two peaks in the heat capacity occurs. The ratio-
nale behind this is that the upper peak is a crossover
rather than a true phase transition, because no global
symmetry is broken. Specifically, for the Triangular
and Kagome lattices, the upper peak corresponds to the
emergence of a rule—two-spins-up/one-spin-down or vice
versa—governing the allowed low-energy configurations
within a triangular plaquette, making the all-up or all-
down states less likely. In addition, the broadness of
the upper peak in both lattices suggests a crossover be-
cause it reflects a wide temperature range over which
the system transitions from the high-temperature regime,
where all plaquette states are equally probable, to a
lower-temperature regime where only specific plaquette
rule-obeying states are energetically favored. The exact
nature of the low-temperature phase transition in the
Kagome lattice has not been established, though there
exists a promising candidate for its ground state based
on an interlocking seven-shaped spin motif [61].

For the Triangular lattice, Smerald et al. [38] estab-
lished that the lower peak corresponds to a first-order
phase transition from a spin liquid phase above the tran-
sition to a striped phase below. The presence of the
first-order transition peak at such low temperature ex-
plains why we obtain a large teff in the demagnetized
systems, which is much higher than in the other nine lat-
tices. For the Triangular lattice, the reduced effective
temperature is teff = 12.8 while for the Kagome lattice
it is teff = 22.8. Similarly, the effective residual entropy
for these lattices, Seff

0 = 0.09kB per spin for Triangular
lattice and Seff

0 = 0.15kB per spin for Kagome lattice,
is higher than those in the frustrated group, which all
have Seff

0 <0.07kB per spin (with the exception of the
Expanded Kagome lattice for which Seff

0 = 0.24kB per
spin). It is apparent that reaching low energy state in
the two-step lattices poses a significant challenge, result-
ing in large effective temperatures. For the two-step frus-
trated lattices, the experimental nanomagnet arrays ap-
pear to freeze out in the vicinity of the crossover tem-
perature associated with the broad peak appearing at
higher temperatures in Fig. 2. This means that observ-
ing an ordered state for any of the two-step frustrated
lattices may require an unconventional approach that is
beyond the scope of this work. Possible approaches for
the experimental spin systems with in-plane magnetized
nanomagnets have been previously demonstrated, such
as modifying the individual elements making up the lat-
tices [63, 64].

Lastly, an important observation can be made concern-
ing the effective residual entropy in the frustrated sys-
tems and the two-step frustrated systems obtained using
the two different models. For the two-step frustrated lat-
tices, we observe a decrease of effective residual entropy
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when the first-nearest-neighbor model is extended to in-
clude long-range interactions. This in turn suggests that
the full-dipolar model gives a more ordered ground state.
This is in contrast to the frustrated lattices for which the
effective residual entropy increases when the long-range
interactions are accounted for, as shown in Table I in the
Supplemental Material, Section 6 [36]. This would sug-
gest that these lattices become disordered for the full-
dipolar model. However, it is more likely that reaching
a true ground state becomes more difficult due to the
additional long-range interactions. The higher level of
frustration brought about by the additional long-range
interactions prevents the system from reaching a fully
ordered state, thus retaining a higher effective residual
entropy when only single spin flips are used.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have engineered artificial spin systems based
on the 11 Archimedean lattices comprising arrays of
Co/Pt circular nanomagnets with perpendicular mag-
netic anisotropy. The nanomagnet arrays were prepared
in low-energy states with a demagnetization protocol us-
ing an alternating magnetic field. From images of the
exact microstate of each lattice with MFM, we calcu-
lated the experimental spin-spin correlations and com-
pared these to the correlations predicted by using Monte
Carlo simulated anneals. This enabled us to assign ef-
fective temperatures to each lattice, demonstrating that,
irrespective of the lattice, the system freezes just above
its critical or crossover temperature, and is unable to fully
reach these transitions.

Indeed, it is difficult to obtain configurations with ef-
fective temperatures kBT/D < 1. This temperature
threshold, which is similar across all 11 lattices, is likely
to correspond to the energy barrier to macrospin reorien-
tation in a single nanomagnet, rather than, say, the pres-
ence of quenched disorder in the samples. This hypothe-
sis is supported by the analysis we present in the Supple-
mental Material, Section 3 [36], where we perform Monte
Carlo simulations for the Square, Trellis, Triangular and
Kagome lattices with varying levels of quenched disorder,
introducing a Gaussian distribution of intermagnet inter-
actions around their nominal value. The amount of dis-
order in a given Monte Carlo simulation is then reflected
by the standard deviation of the Gaussian. We find that,
across the lattices, the high-temperature portion of the
phase diagram, kBT/D > 1, appears relatively immune
to the presence of even significant amounts of disorder,
e.g. up to 20%. Instead, we find that the presence of
disorder affects only the low-temperature peaks in the
Triangular and Kagome lattices, causing it to disappear
(broaden) in the Triangular (Kagome) lattice.

We were able to sort the lattices into three groups:

1. bipartite lattices that host a perfectly antiferro-
magnetic ground state;

2. frustrated lattices, whose phase diagram features a
single transition or crossover; and

3. two-step frustrated lattices, where the specific heat
capacity has two peaks.

Perhaps as expected, the bipartite lattices displayed the
lowest reduced effective temperatures, with teff of the
frustrated lattices being slightly higher. The two-step
frustrated lattices had the highest teff , confirming the dif-
ficulty in accessing the low-energy configurations in such
highly frustrated systems. We attempted to quantify the
frustration in these systems through their effective resid-
ual entropy. Here we distinguish between this effective
residual entropy, which is determined from our Monte
Carlo simulations based on single spin flips only, and the
true residual entropy, which requires a more nuanced way
to sample the possible configurations in highly frustrated
systems (see Appendix B for more information).
Furthermore, we established the importance of includ-

ing further-neighbors interactions when calculating the
phase diagram of certain Archimedean lattices, distin-
guishing between two cases: the first-nearest-neighbor
model and the full-dipolar model, in which every spin is
coupled to all of the others. For most of the lattices, the
introduction of further neighbor interactions does not af-
fect the phase diagram greatly in the temperature range
in which our experimental samples freeze out. For the
two-step frustrated lattices, the Triangular and Kagome
lattices, however, there is a difference between the first-
nearest-neighbor model and the full-dipolar model, in
that the full-dipolar model features a low-temperature
phase transition, which is likely to be first-order in both
cases. The existence of this extra low-temperature peak
when all dipolar interactions are accounted for was pre-
viously noted in References [38, 61]. Here, our results
show that this difference in thermal behaviour leads to a
higher reduced effective temperature, but a lower effec-
tive residual entropy.
In summary, we provide the most complete classifica-

tion of artificial spin systems with perpendicular mag-
nets arranged on the Archimedean lattices. We have
shown how long-range interactions influence the ordering
in systems with varying levels of frustration, going from
the bipartite to the highly-frustrated lattices. Reaching
lower effective temperatures will require precise tuning
of the material parameters to control the energy barrier
required for switching and the intermagnet coupling [21].
In addition to achieving lower energy states, this will pro-
vide a way to observe thermal relaxation at room temper-
ature, which is something already achieved for in-plane
systems [63, 65–67].
Many of these Archimedean artificial spin systems have

been realized here for the first time. Future observations
of their thermodynamics, in particular how they order
through a crossover or first-order phase transition, will
provide ample scope for future research. This may be
especially true for those Archimedean lattices that fea-
ture both even- and odd-sided polygons, which results in
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a mixture of frustrated and unfrustrated motifs. How-
ever, the Kagome and Triangular lattices are likely to
continue to fascinate, as the precise nature of their low-
temperature states remains a topic of ongoing research,
with some promising candidates identified [61].

Finally, the insights gained into the delicate interplay
between lattice geometry and long-range interactions are
critical for advancing these systems toward applications
in novel computing schemes. For example, the computa-
tional capacity of spin lattices can be harnessed by tailor-
ing the lattice geometry, so that they respond to particu-
lar inputs, such as field cycles, in specific ways [19, 68, 69].
This would provide a route to the the low-power process-
ing of data envisaged by reservoir computing.

The dataset supporting this study is available in an
online repository [70].
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Appendix A: Fabrication

Artificial spin systems with circular nanomagnets ar-
ranged on the 11 Archimedean lattices were fabricated
with electron beam lithography on the same chip. This
minimized potential sources of variation due to the fabri-
cation process and/or the measurement conditions. The
arrays of nanomagnets were small enough (<10×10 µm2)
to fit within a single scanned image of the MFM, allow-
ing us to capture the magnetic configuration of all of
the nanomagnets within a single image. They were fab-
ricated with electron beam lithography from a Co/Pt
multilayer deposited on a silicon oxide substrate with
UHV sputtering, with the exact film composition be-
ing Ta(4)/Pt(3)/[Co(1.1)/Pt(0.2)]2/Co(1.1)/Ru(2). The
numbers in brackets correspond to the thickness of the
layers in nm.

Using a superconducting quantum interference vibrat-
ing sample magnetometer (SQUID-VSM), we have mea-
sured the bulk magnetic properties of the film for mag-
netic fields applied parallel and perpendicular to the
sample plane, confirming the PMA nature of the stack.
The hysteresis curves from the SQUID-VSM measure-
ments can be found in the Supplemental Material, Sec-
tion 2 [36].

The nanomagnet diameter was chosen to be 200 nm to
ensure that the nanomagnets are single domain, with a
lattice constant of 225 nm, giving an intermagnet separa-
tion of 25 nm. The smaller the separation, the larger the
dipolar coupling between the nanomagnets. This is the
smallest nanomagnet separation for which we can be sure
that adjacent nanomagnets are completely separated.
In more detail, the nanomagnet arrays were fabricated

by first depositing the magnetic multilayer onto a silicon
substrate using DC magnetron sputtering at a base pres-
sure of 2.5×10−8 mbar. The film was pre-baked at 125◦C
for 5 minutes to help with the adhesion between the top
surface of the film and the electron-beam resist. Once
cooled down, the film was spin coated with hydrogen
silsesquioxane (HSQ) electron-beam resist (XR-1541 2%)
at 4000 rpm for 60 s to obtain a total resist thickness of
∼ 50 nm. This was followed by electron beam exposure of
the HSQ resist with the desired patterns of arrays of dots
using a Raith EBPG5000PlusES electron beam writer.
Due to the negative polarity of the resist, the developed
resist was an array of HSQ dots that was subsequently
used as a mask for milling the Co/Pt multilayer with Ar
ions, leaving behind the arrays of circular nanomagnets.
The ion milling took 23 s, during which the sample was
rotated at 20 rpm and tilted at 15◦ to the Ar beam. The
Ar beam voltage was 400 V; the flow of the gas was kept
to 8 sccm; and the ion current was 122 mA. Finally, the
resist on top of the nanomagnet arrays was removed using
a buffered oxide etch solution of hydrofluoric acid. The
circular nanomagnets appeared with a uniform black or
white contrast in the MFM images, indicating that they
were single-domain and magnetized out-of-plane. Using
scanning electron microscopy, we confirmed the diameter
and separation of the nanomagnets for each lattice.

Appendix B: Monte Carlo Simulations

To capture the thermal behaviour of each of the
Archimedean spin lattices, Monte Carlo simulations were
performed using the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm with
single spin flip dynamics. Each nanomagnet was approx-
imated as an Ising point dipole (or spin) that can take
one of the two out-of-plane directions. The Hamiltonian
of the system was

H = D
∑
i ̸=j

si · sj
r3ij

, (B1)

which is the simplified form of the dipolar interaction ap-
propriate for out-of-plane spins. In Eq. (B1), the spin i
at position ri has magnetic moment si. The connecting
vector rij = rj − ri points from spin i to spin j. The
energy scale of the interactions is set through the dipolar
constant, D = µ0 (MSV )

2
/a3, where MS and V are the

saturation magnetization and volume of each nanomag-
net, respectively. We work in reduced units throughout
this paper so that the first-nearest-neighbor interaction
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strength, J1nn = D = 1. The temperature is then quoted
in dimensionless units, i.e., kBT/D.

In this work, we have also considered the effect of
truncating the dipolar interaction to the first-nearest-
neighbors. This cutoff allows us to map between a first-
nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic Ising-like model and
the full-dipolar model. Such a cutoff has been shown to
affect the critical behaviour of system, especially at low
temperatures [23].

For a system of N spins, a single Monte Carlo step
involves N attempted single spin flips. At each temper-
ature, 104 Monte Carlo steps are used to equilibrate the
system before 104 steps are used for averaging. The con-
figuration from the previous temperature is then used as
the starting state for the next temperature point. The
heat capacity is determined from the first and second
moments of the energy using

cV =
1

N

⟨E2⟩ − ⟨E⟩2

kBT 2
, (B2)

which has units of (kB spin−1).
To obtain a measure of the level of frustration in

the lattices, we define an effective residual entropy Seff
0 ,

which is the residual entropy of the state reached when
only single spin flips are used in the Monte Carlo simula-
tions. This gives a measure of the degeneracy of states at
zero temperature. The quantity Seff

0 is obtained by inte-
grating the heat capacity CV and subtracting this value
from the entropy of a spin in the high-temperature limit
S = kB ln(2) as follows

Seff
0 = kB ln(2)−

∫ 100

0

CV

T
dT. (B3)

where the temperature limits for the integral correspond
to the final and starting temperatures in our Monte
Carlo simulated anneal. The greater the value of Seff

0 ,
the higher the degeneracy of the state reached and thus
the level of frustration.

The data points from the Monte Carlo simulations re-
flect the average of at least 20 independent runs. Error
bars are taken as the standard deviation of this aver-
age. The temperature is first decreased linearly from
kBT/D = 100 to kBT/D = 1, before decreasing it log-
arithmically, with a final temperature at kBT/D = 0.
For all lattices, the specific heat capacity evaluated at
the highest and lowest temperatures is very small, with
any transitions happening somewhere within the temper-
ature range 0 < kBT/D < 100. This ensures that our
estimate of the effective residual entropy is more accu-
rate as it depends on integrating over a wide temperature
range of the specific heat curve, including the peaks asso-
ciated with the phase transitions and crossovers. In prin-
ciple, a small correction arises from the behavior of the
specific heat between the highest simulated temperature
and infinity. However, by selecting the highest annealing
temperature kBT/D = 100, where the specific heat is al-
ready small, any such correction becomes negligible. At

least 100 data points are distributed in each temperature
decade. In total, 254 temperature points are used. Peri-
odic boundary conditions were implemented by creating
periodic copies of the system out to 15 times the system
size.
For those lattices that are highly frustrated, e.g. the

Triangular or Kagome lattice, it is likely that single spin
flips are not sufficient to completely equilibrate the sys-
tem. This problem will be especially acute in the vicin-
ity of the critical temperature, where the autocorrelation
time is large. The autocorrelation time in the context
of artificial spin systems is a measure of the timescale
over which the spin configuration of a system remains
correlated with itself. A short autocorrelation time indi-
cates that the system evolves rapidly and configurations
become decorrelated quickly, whereas a long autocorrela-
tion time suggests slower dynamics and more persistent
correlations, meaning that the estimates of our observ-
ables, e.g. heat capacity, will not be accurate. As we
mentioned in the main text, a more sophisticated ap-
proach would be to implement non-local updates, such as
cluster or worm algorithms. However, as we have demon-
strated, all experimental systems appear to freeze out at
a temperature where single spin-flips still capture the es-
sential physics, and so this does not affect our assignment
of effective temperatures.

Appendix C: Extracting the Spin Configurations
from MFM Measurements

MFM measurements were performed using a Bruker
Veeco Dimension 3100. For this, commercially available
low-moment Bruker MESP-LM-V2 tips were used. The
scan size was 15µm×15 µm, with a typical lift height of
40 nm and a scan frequency of 0.5Hz. There were either
256 or 512 pixels per line, and each image took approx-
imately 20 minutes to acquire. Since MFM is sensitive
to the out-of-plane component of the stray field gradi-
ent, each single-domain circular nanomagnet appears as
either a bright or a dark disc. Bright (dark) contrast
within a nanomagnet means that there is a repulsive (at-
tractive) interaction between the magnetic moment of the
nanomagnet and the magnetic moment of the tip. Equiv-
alently, regions of bright or dark contrast correspond to
the macrospin moment and the tip moment being anti-
parallel or parallel, respectively. Without a priori knowl-
edge of the exact direction of the magnetic moment of
the tip, an absolute direction for every macrospin cannot
be assigned. Instead, the magnetic configuration of the
nanomagnet array can be determined up to a global spin
flip. This is possible because the magnetic moment of
the tip does not change during the course of a scan. We
adopt the convention that bright contrast corresponds to
an up macrospin, i.e. s = +1.
Each MFM image was post-processed using a custom

Python code. First, a Savitzky-Golay filter was ap-
plied to remove the non-linear background from each
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row in both the topography and magnetic phase chan-
nels. Then, the position of the lattice in each image
was identified, which enabled classification of all pixels
in the image as either part of a nanomagnet or the back-
ground. A local threshold, based on the average inten-
sity of nearby background pixels, was then applied to the
nanomagnet pixels in the magnetic phase channel in or-
der to digitize the image. To automatically read in the
orientation of each macrospin, our code calculated the
average intensity of the pixels within each nanomagnet
and, when compared to the overall mean, used this as
a figure of merit to classify the nanomagnet as bright
(intensity greater than the overall mean, corresponding
to an up macrospin) or a dark (intensity less than the
overall mean, corresponding to a down macrospin).

Appendix D: Assigning the Effective Temperature

For each Archimedean lattice, the effective tempera-
ture in the full-dipolar and first-nearest-neighbor models
is determined by comparing the experimental spin-spin
correlations with those obtained from the Monte Carlo
simulations. More precisely, the effective temperature for
a given model is defined as the temperature that mini-
mizes the sum of the mean-squared deviations between
the experimental correlations and the Monte Carlo pre-
dictions for the first three nearest-neighbor spin-spin cor-
relations. The effective temperatures as a function of
separation, computed for both models, are provided in
Supplemental Material, Section 4.

Appendix E: Magnetic Structure Factors

The intensity of the magnetic structure factor I(q) is
calculated by obtaining the spin-spin correlations in real
space, in our case via the MFM measurements, followed
by the Fourier transform to map the spin correlations
to reciprocal space. For a system of spins si at lattice
positions ri, the intensity of the magnetic structure factor
is given by

I(q) =
∑
i,j

si · sjeiq·(ri−rj) (E1)

where q is the wave vector at a point in reciprocal space,
and si and sj are the normalized moments of two spins
at positions ri and rj , respectively. The double sum is
taken over all pairs of spins in the system.

The magnetic structure factor is used to characterize
the spatial distribution and correlations of magnetic mo-
ments. For ordered states, the magnetic structure factor
contains Bragg peaks that appear for specific wavevectors
and represent dominant periodicities and correlations in
the spin configuration. The magnetic structure factor
can therefore be used to indicate the presence of long-
range correlations. For disordered systems the magnetic
structure factor becomes diffuse, and thus can be used
to indicate a reduction of long-range ordering. This can
help to determine which lattices have long-range or short-
range magnetic order. The magnetic structure factors
determined from the MFM images and Monte Carlo sim-
ulations are discussed in more detail in the Supplemental
Material, Section 5 [36]. Here we compare the experimen-
tal magnetic structure factor to that of a configuration
taken from Monte Carlo simulations at Teff . We also
use the simulated magnetic structure factors to highlight
the differences in magnetic ordering when using the full-
dipolar model compared with the first-nearest-neighbor
model. The differences are most apparent when compar-
ing the magnetic structure factors for the ground state
taken from Monte Carlo simulations of the Triangular
and Kagome lattices. In particular, for these two-step
frustrated lattices, the peaks in the magnetic structure
factor are sharper for the full-dipolar model than those
for the first-nearest-neighbor model.

Finally, in Section 5 of the Supplemental Mate-
rial [36], we compare the real-space magnetic configu-
rations and magnetic structure factors at T = 0, ob-
tained from Monte Carlo simulations, with those at the
experimentally-measured effective temperature. In gen-
eral, the real-space configurations at T = 0 exhibit more
long-range order than those at Teff . This is most obvi-
ously seen across all 11 lattices by the reduction in diffuse
intensity in the ground state magnetic structure factors
compared with those at the effective temperature.
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