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Abstract: A new series of [Fe3−xLnx]O4 nanoparticles, with Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu and x = 0.05; 0.1; 0.15,
was synthesized using the coprecipitation method. Analyses by X-ray diffraction (XRD), Rietveld
refinement, and high-resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM) indicate that all phases
crystallized in space group Fd3m, characteristic of spinels. The XRD patterns, HRTEM, scanning
electron microscopy analysis (SEM-EDS), and Raman spectra showed single phases. Transmission
electron microscopy (TEM), Rietveld analysis, and Scherrer’s calculations confirm that these materials
are nanoparticles with sizes in the range of ~6 nm to ~13 nm. Magnetic measurements reveal that
the saturation magnetization (Ms) of the as-prepared ferrites increases with lanthanide chemical
substitution (x), while the coercivity (Hc) has low values. The Raman analysis confirms that the
compounds are ferrites and the Ms behavior can be explained by the relationship between the areas
of the signals. The magnetic measurements indicate superparamagnetic behavior. The blocking
temperatures (TB) were estimated from ZFC-FC measurements, and the use of the Néel equation
enabled the magnetic anisotropy to be estimated.

Keywords: spinels; inorganic materials; superparamagnetic behavior; lanthanides; ferrites

1. Introduction

Understanding the magnetic behavior of a material is essential for discovering poten-
tial innovative applications. Among these, magnetic refrigerants stand out, harnessing the
magnetocaloric effect to generate efficient cooling cycles [1]. Similarly, the hyperthermic
effect has led to medical applications, such as oncological treatments through controlled
temperature increases in nanoparticles [2]. In both cases, the key lies in the structural
characterization and distribution of the elements that constitute the studied compounds. A
prominent example of this approach includes magnetite (Fe3O4) and ferrites, a group of
mixed iron oxides which are described by the chemical formula [Fe3−xMx]O4, where M
can be a divalent cation transition metal [3]. These materials exhibit an inverse spinel-type
structure and belong to the Fd3m space group [4].
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Ferrite spinels, which are usually derivatives of ferrimagnetic ceramic compounds
of substituted magnetite Fe3+

tet

(
Fe2+Fe3+)OctO4 , with cationic chemical substitutions of

iron by cobalt, zinc, or manganese, have been studied. These metals have 2+ oxidation
states. In the case of zinc, its configuration (d10) means it has a diamagnetic character;
therefore, replacing Fe2+ (d6, paramagnetic) with Zn2+ influences the magnetic behavior of
ferrite, since the random substitution of nonmagnetic ions produces the so-called Griffith
effect, which leads to a decrease in the Curie temperature [5,6]. In the case of cobalt
and manganese substitutions, these elements have a paramagnetic behavior (Co2+: d7;
Mn2+: d5), so cobalt ferrites have a high coercivity while manganese substitution enhances
magnetic saturation. Magnetic saturation increases as particle size rises [7]. Particle size
has an important effect on the magnetic properties; for example, it can affect the magnitude
of entropy [8], or superparamagnetic particles can be obtained [9].

The effect of substituting iron with other elements is of interest, and, in this case,
the synthesis of ferrite nanoparticles is proposed, whereby iron is partially substituted by
lanthanide cations to form [Fe3−xLnx]O4, with Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu. Lanthanides were selected
for their magnetic contribution. In the case of gadolinium [10], substitutions in iron oxides
have been carried out, resulting in doped ferrites with hyperthermic characteristics [11].
On the other hand, dysprosium (Dy3+, f 9) substitution could enhance the ferromagnetic
character, as, based on the calculation of the magnetic moment, Dy3+ has the highest
magnetic moment value among lanthanides (6H15/2, implying 10.63 MB). Lutetium (Lu3+,
f 14) has also been used because of its diamagnetic character, which could promote the
Griffith effect.

In this study, from the chemical information on ferrites, rational synthesis of a family
of compounds was performed to investigate the influence of the chemical substitution of
lanthanides on their physical properties. The present work describes the synthesis and
subsequent structural, microstructural, and spectroscopic characterizations, as well as the
effect on the magnetic properties of ferrite nanoparticles where iron is partially substituted
by lanthanide cations to form [Fe3−xLnx]O4, with Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu. XRD, SEM-EDS,
HRTEM-ED and Raman spectroscopy analyses were performed, and magnetic behavior
was analyzed using hysteresis cycles and ZFC/FC curves.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Synthesis

Ferrite-type compounds were prepared by the coprecipitation method, for which
the chlorides were used considering stoichiometry and oxidation states. Chloride salts of
FeCl2·4H2O (≤100% purity, Sigma-Aldrich, Burlington, MA, USA), FeCl3·6H2O (≤100% pu-
rity, Sigma-Aldrich), GdCl3·6H2O (99% purity, Aldrich), DyCl3·6H2O (99% purity, Aldrich),
and LuCl3·6H2O (99% purity, Aldrich) were mixed in stoichiometric proportions in 1 mol/L
hydrochloric acid. After magnetic stirring at 70 ◦C for 1 h 30 min, during which 3 mol/L
NaOH was added, a black-brown precipitate was obtained. Vacuum filtration and washing
with deionized water yielded the final products (Supplementary Information). To check the
presence or absence of water, Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) analysis was performed,
which did not show the characteristic signal of water, which should appear at ~3200 cm−1.

2.2. Characterization

Powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) patterns were collected at room temperature on a
Bruker D8 Advance diffractometer equipped with a Cu Kα radiation source (λ = 1.5406 Å)
and scanned in the range 5◦ < 2θ < 80◦. Rietveld refinement was carried out by TOPAS
version 4.2 Bruker AXS software. The chemical compositions of the samples were deter-
mined by scanning electron microscopy using a Bruker Vega 3 Tescan system (SEM, JEOL
5400 system, Tokyo, Japan) equipped with a Quantax 400 microanalyzer energy-dispersive
X-ray spectroscopy (EDS, Oxford LinK ISIS microanalyzer, Oxford Instruments, Abingdon,
UK). Samples were mounted on double-sided carbon tape, which was adhered to an alu-
minum holder. The Raman measurements were undertaken with a confocal Raman Witec
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Alpha 300 microscope. An Ar laser with a 532 nm excitation wavelength, a 20× microscope
objective with a numerical aperture of 0.75, and of the nanoparticles was recorded by a
Hitachi HT7700 TEM (transmission and electrically cooled CCD camera were used for all
samples at 1.3 mW. The spectral resolution was 4 cm−1, and 1000 scans per second were
performed. The spectra were recorded from 100–1000 cm−1), enabling the visualization
of structures with dimensions ranging from 0.2 to 100 nm. High-resolution transmission
electron microscopy (HRTEM) and electron diffraction (ED) patterns were obtained using
a JEOL JEM 3000 operating at an accelerating voltage of 300 kV. Samples were prepared
by crushing the powders under n-butanol and dispersing them over copper grids covered
with a porous carbon film. Semiquantitative chemical analyses were carried out using EDS.

Magnetic measurements were performed on pelletized powder samples using a Quan-
tum Design, San Diego, CA, USA. The magnetic nature of the material was determined by
zero-field-cooled/field-cooled (ZFC/FC) cycles at low fields (typically 50 Oe). Complemen-
tary magnetic measurements were carried out using a Quantum Design Dynacool Physical
Property Measurement System (PPMS) for which the dc data were collected under an exter-
nally applied field of 100 Oe in the 1.8–300 K temperature range. Isothermal magnetization
measurements were performed between −50 kOe and +50 kOe at 300 K.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Powder X-ray Diffraction (PXRD) and Electron Microscopy Characterization (SEM-EDS
and TEM)

PXRD patterns and SEM-EDS analyses indicate that the reaction products of the
nominal composition of [Fe3−xLnx]O4 Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu, x = 0.05; 0.1; 0.15 nanoparticles are
single phases. The diffraction peaks can be indexed to the Fd3m space group characteristic
of inverse spinel-type compounds [12]. At first, we performed chemical reactions for
[Fe3−xLnx]O4, with x = 0.05; 0.10; 0.15; 0.30; 0.40; and 0.50 compositions. When x > 0.15,
chemical reaction products included >5% impurities. Figure 1 shows the powder patterns
obtained for the magnetite and substituted compounds (x = 0.05 and 0.1) synthesized by
the coprecipitation method. Rietveld refinement corroborates that all phases crystallized
in space group Fd3m, characteristic of inverse spinels, and provides information that is
consistent with the XRD and Sherrer’s formula (see Supporting Information, Table S1
and Figure S1). Owing to the X-ray fluorescence and the low crystallinity of the samples,
the cation distribution in the crystal structure cannot be discussed from the Rietveld
refinement results.

Table 1 shows the lattice parameters and nanoparticle dimensions, as calculated by the
Scherrer method. Despite the difference in the sizes of the cations—gadolinium (0.938 Å),
dysprosium (0.912 Å), and lutetium (0.861 Å)—the a-cubic lattice parameters of ferrites
decrease by ~1% in all cases, within the detection limits of the X-ray diffraction technique,
compared to the nonsubstituted magnetite. The cell parameters do not obey Vegard´s law
for any of the chemical compositions of the substitutions.

The backscattered image and EDS analysis reveal that the samples with nominal
compositions of [Fe3−xLnx]O4 Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu. x = 0.05; 0.1; 0.15 are uniform throughout
the scanned region. The analysis of the distribution of the elements using the EDS-mapping
technique confirm the homogeneity of the samples (Figure 2). The percentage differences
between the theoretical chemical formula and those obtained from the EDS analyses are of
the order of ~5%. In addition, HRTEM semiquantitative EDS spectra also indicate the same
atomic percentages within experimental errors (see below). Similar results were obtained
for all samples. Figures S2–S4 show representative EDS chemical mapping of [Fe3−xDyx]O4
and [Fe3−xLux]O4 ferrites. Tables S2–S7 (Supplementary Information) show the chemical
formula in relation to percentages in masses for ferrites.
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Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 8.35 (2) 583.6 (6) 10.5 (1) 
Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 8.37 (1) 588.3 (3) 11.2 (8) 
Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 8.37 (1) 586.8 (2) 12.5 (3) 
Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 8.38 (2) 584.8 (1) 8.8 (8) 
Fe2.90Dy0.10O4 8.38 (3) 588.7 (5) 10.7 (1) 
Fe2.85Dy0.15O4 8.38 (3) 589.4 (1) 11.5 (1) 
Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 8.37 (3) 589.3 (7) 9.71 (2) 
Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 8.39 (1) 587.3 (3) 9.98 (1) 
Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 8.39 (2) 587.2 (2) 12.3 (3) 

* Reference [12]. ζ This work. 
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Figure 1. Powder XRD patterns at room temperature of substituted ferrites: [Fe3−xLnx]O4 with
Ln = Gd (red line); Dy(green line); and Lu (blue line). Fe3O4 magnetite end-member showing the
corresponding hkl Miller indices (black line).

Table 1. Unit cell parameters and crystallite size of [Fe3−xLnx]O4 and pristine magnetite.

Chemical Formula a (Å) Volume (Å3) Diameter (nm)

Fe3O4 * 8.39 591.96 -

Fe3O4
ζ 8.33 (1) 580.8 (2) 10.9 (3)

Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 8.35 (2) 583.6 (6) 10.5 (1)

Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 8.37 (1) 588.3 (3) 11.2 (8)

Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 8.37 (1) 586.8 (2) 12.5 (3)

Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 8.38 (2) 584.8 (1) 8.8 (8)

Fe2.90Dy0.10O4 8.38 (3) 588.7 (5) 10.7 (1)

Fe2.85Dy0.15O4 8.38 (3) 589.4 (1) 11.5 (1)

Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 8.37 (3) 589.3 (7) 9.71 (2)

Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 8.39 (1) 587.3 (3) 9.98 (1)

Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 8.39 (2) 587.2 (2) 12.3 (3)

* Reference [12]. ζ This work.

3.2. Raman Spectra, TEM, and HRTEM Results

The Raman peaks were analyzed by fitting the spectra and subsequently identifying
the vibrational modes by comparison with experimental and theoretical data for mag-
netite [13–16]. In our compounds, if a higher power of the laser had been applied to the
particle, chemical transformation to another compound could have occurred (Figure S5).
Indeed, Shebanova et al. [15] assigned this behavior to oxidation typical of a phase tran-
sition from ferrite to hematite. In our case, the optimized experimental conditions to
measure the Raman spectra and avoid oxidation of the synthesized ferrites were a 532 nm
laser with a power of 1.3 mW, acquiring one image per second with an accumulation of
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1000 images (Figure S6). Figure 3 shows the fitting of the Raman spectra with Lorentzian
curves for [Fe3−xLnx]O4 samples between 100 and 1000 cm−1. The Raman spectra show
three characteristic peaks, which can be assigned to the A1g mode, where vibration can be
viewed as a symmetric stretching of oxygen along the Fe-O bond. The E1g and T2g can be
viewed as symmetric and asymmetric oxygen bonds, respectively, and the other two T2g
signals represent asymmetric stretching (Table 2). The other vibrational modes represent
the translational movement of all Fe3O4 polyhedrons [14,17,18]. In the case of a Fd3m space
group, an inversion center is present because of the centrosymmetric group, which implies
the mutual exclusion of the Raman and infrared activities for the same vibrational modes.
It is worth specifying which Raman peaks are associated with the different polyhedrons;
the modes corresponding to octahedrons are present in the range of 460–660 cm−1, while
the modes corresponding to tetrahedrons are those between 660 and 720 cm−1 [19].
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Table 2. Comparison of vibrational modes for ferrite with lanthanide substitutions.

Vibrational Mode (cm−1)

Phase T2g E1g T2g (2) A1g A1g (2)

Fe3O4 122 349 508 672 718

Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 122 355 510 675 721

Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 125 348 516 668 719

Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 112 353 505 673 722

Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 127 348 510 671 719

Fe2.90Dy0.10O4 117 346 515 673 722

Fe2.85Dy0.15O4 n/d 347 515 673 716

Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 125 354 506 669 721

Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 130 356 505 673 722

Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 129 349 506 672 722

In Figure 3a, the spectrum for the magnetite Fe3O4 shows two signals, at 122 and
718 cm−1. The first one is also assigned by several authors [17,19,20] as one of the T2g mode,
while the one that appears at 718 cm−1 is assigned as part of a structural disorder [21]. The
ratio of A1g/T2g intensities, where the A1g signal (~670 cm−1, belonging to the tetrahedral
site) and the T2g signal (~510 cm−1, belonging to the octahedral site) [21], for gadolinium-
substituted Fe2.95Gd0.05O4, increases with respect to the proportions found in magnetite.
This increase in intensity could be attributed to the preferential substitution of gadolinium
in the structure in the tetrahedral site (Figure 3e). For the Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 phase, this ratio
decreases, which could be due to the preferential distribution of Gd3+ in the octahedral site.

On the other hand, the signals of the tetrahedral site, shown as a second A1g signal,
could be associated with the presence of a second cation in this site. Nakagomi et al.
synthesized MgFe2O4 ferrite, finding one band at ~720 cm−1, which was associated with
A1g due to the presence of a second type of cation. Indeed, Mg was preferentially located
in the tetrahedral site and the signals were associated with the presence of both Fe-O and
Mg-O bonds [22]. In a previous study, Sena et al. [10] identified ferrite substituted with
gadolinium, where the gadolinium was in both octahedral and tetrahedral sites, as shown
by Mossbauer techniques.

Figure 4 shows TEM images of Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 and histograms of the particle size
distribution for all three Fe2.90Ln0.10O4 nanoparticles. Most were spherical in shape. Using
histograms of 40 particles, the average particle diameter was 7.69 nm with a coefficient
of variation of 0.404 nm. For Fe2.90Dy0.10O4, the particle sizes correspond to an average
of 7.55 nm with a coefficient of variation of 0.43 nm. Regarding ferrite with the formula
Fe2.90Lu0.10O4, an average diameter of 6.421 nm was obtained with a coefficient of variation
of 0.437 nm.

The particle sizes are compared in Figure 4b, which presents the histograms of the
particle size distribution obtained by TEM, as determined from the micrographs. Particles
are generally smaller than 10 nm in diameter, while the ferrite with lutetium presents a
tendency to be smaller, where its highest percentage is less than 4 nm. Additionally, the
Scherrer calculation was performed from the XRD analyses to obtain the particle sizes for
all compounds (Table 1); diameters differed from the TEM analysis by ~3 nm. Therefore,
a further HRTEM analysis was carried out for the materials with x = 0.05, aiming to
confirm the crystalline nature of the nanoparticles, their spinel-type structure, and their
actual composition. Figure 5 shows some representative data for Fe2.95Lu0.05O4. As can be
appreciated (Figure 5a), nanoparticles of about 8 nm appear, forming aggregate formations.
The corresponding ED pattern is coherent with nanoparticles of spinel-type structure (inset
in Figure 5a).
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tailed view of a particle showing (220) planes, and (c) corresponding FFT pattern, for Fe2.95Lu0.05O4.

Figure 5b shows in detail one representative particle of 8.2 nm diameter, in which
contrasts coherent with (220) planes of spinel-type structure are apparent. Its crystal
nature is further confirmed by the corresponding fast Fourier transform (FFT, Figure 5c).
Semiquantitative EDS spectra both of a and b regions indicate the same atomic percentage
for Lu, suggesting good composition homogeneity. Therefore, these data enable us to
confirm the crystal spinel structure and the composition of the Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 material.
Nanoparticles of about 6–9 nm appear, forming aggregated formations in all Fe2.95Ln0.05O4
materials. Figure S7 shows representative low-magnification images and corresponding
EDS spectra. Atomic percentages of 1.2–2.2% for Ln are obtained in all cases; hence, they
are consistent with the nominal compositions within experimental error. Similar results
were obtained for Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 and Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 materials, as observed in Figure S8.

3.3. Magnetic Properties

The magnetic characterization of [Fe3−xLnx]O4 Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu. x = 0.05; 0.1; 0.15 was
recorded using SQUID and PPMS equipment at 5 K, 150 K, and 300 K, with a maximum
applied field up to ±50,000 Oe. ZFC/FC cycles were also recorded up to 400 K under
low fields of 50 Oe. M–H curves for Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 are shown in Figure 6. The saturation
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magnetization (Ms), coercivity (Ce), and remanence (Mr) values calculated from the M–H
curves are given in Table 3.
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Table 3. Magnetic saturation, magnetic remanence, and coercivity of all ferrites at 5 K, 150 K, and 300 K.

Replaced
Element Phase Temperature Saturation

(emu/g)
Remanence

(emu/g)
Coercivity

(Oe) Mr/Ms

Fe3O4 5 48.90 15.25 370 0.312
150 45.45 0.53 11.55 0.012
300 38.62 0.0016 0.0064 0.0004

Gadolinium Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 5 62.97 16.05 379 0.255
150 54.12 1.4 47.96 0.026
300 48.20 0.055 2.27 0.001

Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 5 63.57 16.38 339.16 0.258
150 47.92 3.38 111.76 0.071
300 43.39 1.31 47.08 0.030

Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 5 65.83 17.53 386.08 0.266
150 52.79 3.67 111.52 0.070
300 45.99 0.71 24.76 0.015

Dysprosium Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 5 49.92 13.36 407.41 0.268
150 44.08 1.11 51.44 0.025
300 38.24 0.26 14.78 0.007

Fe2.90Dy0.10O4 5 52.89 14.22 457.53 0.269
150 45.51 2.21 60.27 0.049
300 38.34 0.43 21.18 0.011

Fe2.85Dy0.15O4 5 56.61 15.78 434.67 0.279
150 44.21 2.86 73.57 0.065
300 38.60 0.75 33.59 0.0194

Lutetium Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 5 51.84 17.05 389.09 0.329
150 48.66 1.02 26.26 0.021
300 46.91 0.18 7.75 0.004

Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 5 56.59 16.9 355.7 0.299
150 56.01 2.27 49.11 0.041
300 49.43 0.42 14.94 0.009

Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 5 50.42 17.46 367.24 0.346
150 49.43 3.34 71.65 0.068
300 43.32 0.95 35.89 0.022
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The magnetization curves in some samples exhibit approximately zero remanence
and zero coercivity, which demonstrates that they are single-domain particles with su-
perparamagnetic properties. The plots show the superparamagnetic nature of NPs at
300 K with negligible Mr values, consistent with a previous report where ferrite NPs also
exhibited superparamagnetic behavior [23]. Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 and Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 show a soft
ferrimagnetic nature, bordering on superparamagnetic-like. In the case of magnetite, this
has the lowest values of remanence and coercivity; some phases that present substitutions
have higher values for these two factors and for magnetic saturation.

[Fe3−xLnx]O4 with Ln = Gd and Lu ferrites show the highest saturation, with values
ranging from 43 to 65 emu/g and 43 to 56 emu/g, respectively. Surprisingly, [Fe3−xDyx]O4,
from which we expected highest magnetic saturation due to the dysprosium magnetic
moment, has the lowest values (38–56 emu/g). The experimental values of the samples
reported in Table 3 did not show a direct relationship with the molar amount of substituted
lanthanides. Nanocrystals of magnetite (Fe3O4) prepared by alkaline precipitation have sat-
uration values of 51.68 emu/g at 300 K [24], while in another report using a N2 atmosphere
during synthesis, 67.3 emu/g was obtained [25]. Previous research on magnetite materials
obtained saturation values of 62, 70, and 73 emu/g, with the variation being attributed
to particle size [26]. Nanoclusters show values of 65 emu/g for magnetite in the form
of nanoparticles, while the “bulk magnetites” present values of 92 emu/g [27]. Solvent-
free synthesis of ~9 nm nanoparticles had a magnetic saturation of 76 emu/g [28], while
Guardia et al. obtained a value of 82 emu/g for “bulk magnetite” [29]. In contrast, several
experimental studies on [Fe3-xMx]O4, with M = transition metals, have suggested that the
saturation values depend on the chemical substitution in the crystal structure. For example,
nanocrystals of nonstoichiometric cobalt ferrite reported by Ngo et al. [30] show values
of 44 and 56 emu/g, which are directly related to particle size. Sharifi et al. [3] informed
saturation values of 56 to 80 emu/g for CoFe2O4, NiFe2O4, and MnFe2O4. Therefore, the
magnetic saturation values for ferrites [Fe3-xLnx]O4 reported in this work (Table 3) are all
lower than those of [Fe3−xMx]O4 with M = transition metals.

Figure 7 shows representative curves of the magnetic susceptibility variation as a
function of temperature in the range 5 to 400 K under an external magnetic field of 50 Oe, as
recorded in zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-cooled (FC) conditions. From the curves, the
superimposition of the ZFC and FC curves at temperatures above 330 K is clearly observed.
Figure 8 shows the ZFC curves for gadolinium, dysprosium, and lutetium ferrites with
0.15 substitution. To calculate the magnetic anisotropy, it is necessary to determine the
blocking temperature, which was obtained by means of the cooling curves by identifying
the first peak which presents a descent, as seen in Figure 8. In the case of ferrite with
gadolinium substitutions, the blocking temperature occurs at 354.39 K at 50 Oe, so its
volume, assuming a spherical shape, is 1.41 × 10−24 m3; from this figure, we can determine
the value of the magnetic anisotropy ordered using the Néel relaxing time equation. An
anisotropy value of 8.54 × 104 J/m3 for Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 was obtained, which is the lowest
value of all compounds synthesized here, while the other ferrites have values around
105 J/m3, with the highest ones being for lutetium ferrites.

In the case of the magnetites, anisotropy values of 1.1 × 104 J/m3 at 280 K were
found, and, in general, for this compound, reported values are within the range of
104 J/m3, as in the aforementioned article by Guardia et al. [29]. Maldonado-Camargo
et al. obtained figures between 20 and 70 KJ/m3 [31], while Suto et al. observed values of
30 KJ/m3 [2]. For nanoparticles with different shapes, Mamiya presented values between
10 and 20 KJ/m3 [32]. However, it is also possible to find values of the order of 105 J/m3, as
in the case of Barnakov et al. [33], Řezníček et al. [34], and Lisjak et al. [35]. Table 4 shows
the values obtained for the compounds generated in this study.
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Table 4. Relation between magnetic properties and ratio of the Raman peak areas, blocking tempera-
tures, and anisotropies.

Phases Ms
(emu/g) A1g/T2g A1g/E1g

Diameter
(nm) TB (K) Anisotropy

(J/m3)

Fe3O4 38.62 1.40 1.54 10.9 (3) 300 1.45 × 105

Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 48.20 1.60 1.64 10.5 (1) 364.11 2.02 × 105

Fe2.90Gd0.10O4 43.39 1.19 0.82 11.2 (8) 354.39 8.44 × 104

Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 45.99 1.23 1.18 12.5 (3) 369.62 1.22 × 105

Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 38.24 1.61 1.45 8.8 (8) 340.74 3.26 × 105

Fe2.90Dy0.10O4 38.34 1.17 0.87 10.7 (1) 358.32 1.90 × 105

Fe2.85Dy0.15O4 38.60 1.43 0.84 11.5 (1) 382.98 1.61 × 105

Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 46.91 1.51 1.29 9.71 (2) 327.89 2.31 × 105

Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 49.43 1.57 1.44 9.98 (1) 372.6 2.46 × 105

Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 43.32 1.24 1.17 12.3 (3) 368.3 1.30 × 105

The theory of single domains, known as the remanence ratio, according to Stoner-
Wohlfarth, relates remanence and magnetic saturation (Mr/Ms) [36,37]. For a ratio value of
0.5, anisotropy presents a uniaxial character, while for a value of 0.832, it is cubic. Table 3
shows the results obtained in our study, all of which are below 0.5. Therefore, such uniaxial
anisotropy represents contributions of the spins at the surface and the nucleus of the
particles, which are not necessarily equal [38].
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This effect is also related to magnetization since it originates from the contribution of
both the nucleus and the surface of the nanoparticle, known as core–shell magnetization.
The behavior of the surface spins is different from those found in the nucleus of the nanopar-
ticle, since the superficial spins are disordered reducing magnetization, whilst the critical
temperature of the magnetic order of the nanoparticles differentiates the magnetic behavior
of a nanoparticle from the bulk material. Experimentally, the blocking temperatures of the
compounds generated in this study are all above 300 K (Table 4).

The A1g/T2g ratio of the Raman spectra correlates with magnetic saturation; in the case
of the gadolinium ferrites, when this ratio increases, so does magnetic saturation (Table 4).
Lutetium ferrites present a similar behavior, that is, when the A1g/T2g ratio rises, the
magnetic saturation and anisotropy both increase. Unexpectedly, lutetium ferrites present
high values of magnetic saturation Ms in comparison to the other ferrites; this behavior
can be attributed to its diamagnetic character, since in this case, the only ions providing a
magnetic contribution are the iron ions themselves. In other words, the magnetic moment
is not counteracted by lutetium since there are no elements with an antiparallel magnetic
moment in the tetrahedral and octahedral sites.

4. Conclusions

[Fe3−xLnx]O4 Ln = Gd; Dy; Lu with x = 0.05; 0.1; 0.15 were synthesized by a coprecipi-
tation method. They crystallize in spinel-type structures, as determined by PXRD, Raman,
and HRTEM analysis. The Raman spectra show signals which are assigned to E1g, 3T2g,
and A1g vibrational modes. The backscattered images and the EDS (SEM and HRTEM)
elemental analyses demonstrate that the elements in the powder samples are uniformly
distributed. The TEM analyses carried out on some of the samples indicate that the size of
the samples is nanometric and that they present a small difference in size with respect to
the calculation made by the Scherrer equation.

The magnetic susceptibility measurements demonstrate that the nanoparticles pos-
sess superparamagnetic behaviors, with an increase in magnetic saturation in the case of
gadolinium and lutetium with respect to those of the pristine compound, while the values
of saturation are comparable for dysprosium. The behavior of ferrites with dysprosium
can be explained by the presence of the lanthanide in the octahedral and tetrahedral sites,
with spins located antiparallel to the iron ions, canceling the magnetic contribution. The
distribution of the elements in both sites was estimated from Raman spectra by means of
the A1g/T2g ratio of the characteristic signals associated with the tetrahedral and octahedral
sites. This ratio is related to magnetic saturation and magnetic remanence, and shows
uniaxial anisotropy for all ferrites synthesized. The analysis of magnetic susceptibility
under a field of 50 Oe allowed us to determine the blocking temperatures, from which it
was possible to calculate the anisotropy of the ferrites, giving values of common magnitude
for this type of compounds.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nano14110971/s1, Figure S1: Observed, calculated, and differ-
ence XRD profiles of Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 and Fe2.95Lu0.05O4 fitted using the Rietveld method with TOPAS
software; Figure S2: Mapping analysis representing a homogeneous distribution of the elements of
(a) Fe2.95Gd0.05O4 and (b) Fe2.85Gd0.15O4 ferrites; Figure S3: Mapping analysis representing a homo-
geneous distribution of the elements of (a) Fe2.95Dy0.05O4, (b) Fe2.90Dy0.10O4, and (c) Fe2.85Dy0.15O4
ferrites; Figure S4: Mapping analysis representing a homogeneous distribution of the elements of
(a) Fe2.95Lu0.05O4, (b) Fe2.90Lu0.10O4, and (c) Fe2.85Lu0.15O4 ferrites; Figure S5: Raman spectrum of
compounds half-transformed from ferrite to hematite; Figure S6: Raman spectra of ferrites with
lanthanide substitutions; Figure S7: Representative low-magnification images and corresponding EDS
spectra for Fe2.95Ln0.05O4; Figure S8: Representative high-magnification images and corresponding
ED patterns for (a) Fe2.95Dy0.05O4 and (b) Fe2.95Gd0.05O4; Figure S9: Magnetic hysteresis graph at
300 K for Fe2.90Lu0.10O4 ferrite with different diameters; Table S1: R-indices, space group, crystallinity,
and size obtained from Rietveld refinement of PXRD patterns using TOPAS-Bruker software; Table S2:
Chemical formula in relation to percentages of the masses for ferrite with gadolinium substitutions;
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Table S3: Comparison of element percentages for ferrite with gadolinium substitutions; Table S4:
Chemical formula in relation to percentages of the masses for ferrite with dysprosium substitutions;
Table S5: Comparison of element percentages for ferrite with dysprosium substitutions; Table S6:
Chemical formula in relation to percentages of the masses for ferrite with lutetium substitutions;
Table S7: Comparison of element percentages for ferrite with lutetium substitutions; Table S8:
Magnetic saturation, magnetic remanence, and coercivity of different-sized ferrites with formula
Fe2.90M0.10O4 with M = Gd, Dy, and Lu; Table S9: Ratio of the Raman peak areas of the ferrite signals;
Figure S10: Steps in ferrite synthesis.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.P.G. and A.G.S.; methodology, C.P.G. and A.M.; soft-
ware, O.P., A.G.S. and Á.A.C.; validation, A.G.S., O.P. and F.M.; formal analysis, C.P.G., I.Á.-S. and
A.M.; investigation, C.P.G., A.I. and I.Á.-S.; resources, A.G.S. and F.M.; data curation, C.P.G., A.M.,
O.P., R.A.V.-F., Á.A.C., A.I. and I.Á.-S.; writing—original draft preparation, C.P.G.; writing—review
and editing, A.G.S., O.P., I.Á.-S. and P.B.H.; visualization, C.P.G.; supervision, A.G.S.; project ad-
ministration, A.G.S.; funding acquisition, A.G.S. and F.M. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported by the INTERNATIONAL RESEARCH PROJECT
(IRP) «Cooperation in Inorganic Chemistry» (CoopIC): 2022–2026. The authors are grateful to ANID-
FONDEQUIP/PPMS/EQM130086-UNAB. We are grateful for the financial support of ANID program
(Fondequip No. 130149) and DICYT-USACH (Postdoc Project No. 042231MH). The authors also
acknowledge the CAI center of UCM (HRTEM).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Romero Gómez, J.; Ferreiro Garcia, R.; De Miguel Catoira, A.; Romero Gómez, M. Magnetocaloric effect: A review of the

thermodynamic cycles in magnetic refrigeration. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2013, 17, 74–82. [CrossRef]
2. Suto, M.; Hirota, Y.; Mamiya, H.; Fujita, A.; Kasuya, R.; Tohji, K.; Jeyadevan, B. Heat dissipation mechanism of magnetite

nanoparticles in magnetic fluid hyperthermia. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2009, 321, 1493–1496. [CrossRef]
3. Sharifi, I.; Shokrollahi, H.; Amiri, S. Ferrite-based magnetic nanofluids used in hyperthermia applications. J. Magn. Magn. Mater.

2012, 324, 903–915. [CrossRef]
4. Hosterman, B. Raman Spectroscopic Study of Solid Solution Spinel Oxides. J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 2011, 44, 156.
5. Mamiya, H.; Terada, N.; Furubayashi, T.; Suzuki, H.S.; Kitazawa, H. Influence of random substitution on magnetocaloric effect in

a spinel ferrite. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2010, 322, 1561–1564. [CrossRef]
6. Griffiths, R.B. Nonanalytic behavior above the critical point in a random Ising Ferromagnet. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1969, 23, 17.

[CrossRef]
7. Fernandes, C.; Pereira, C.; Fernandez-Garcia, M.P.; Pereira, A.M.; Guedes, A.; Fernandez-Pacheco, R.; Ibarra, A.; Ibarra, M.R.;

Araujo, J.P.; Freire, C. Tailored design of CoxMn1−xFe2O4 nanoferrites: A new route for dual control of size and magnetic
properties. J. Mater. Chem. C 2014, 2, 5818–5828. [CrossRef]

8. Poddar, P.; Gass, J.; Rebar, D.J.; Srinath, S.; Srikanth, H.; Morrison, S.A.; Carpenter, E.E. Magnetocaloric effect in ferrite
nanoparticles. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2006, 307, 227–231. [CrossRef]

9. Naseri, M.G.; Bin Saion, E.; Ahangar, H.A.; Hashim, M.; Shaari, A.H. Synthesis and characterization of manganese ferrite
nanoparticles by thermal treatment method. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2011, 323, 1745–1749. [CrossRef]

10. Sena, N.C.; Castro, T.J.; Garg, V.K.; Oliveira, A.C.; Morais, P.C.; da Silva, S.W. Gadolinium ferrite nanoparticles: Synthesis and
morphological, structural and magnetic properties. Ceram. Int. 2017, 43, 4042–4047. [CrossRef]

11. Thorat, N.D.; Bohara, R.A.; Tofail, S.A.; Alothman, Z.A.; Shiddiky, M.J.; AHossain, M.S.; Yamauchi, Y.; Wu, K.C.W. Superparam-
agnetic Gadolinium Ferrite Nanoparticles with Controllable Curie Temperature—Cancer Theranostics for MR-Imaging-Guided
MAgneto-Chemotherapy. Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. 2016, 2016, 4586–4597. [CrossRef]

12. Wechsler, B.A.; Lindsley, D.H.; Prewitt, C.T. Crystal structure and cation distribution in titanomagnetites (Fe3−xTixO4). Am.
Mineral. 1984, 69, 754–770.

13. Hanesch, M. Raman spectroscopy of iron oxides and (oxy)hydroxides at low laser power and possible applications in environ-
mental magnetic studies. Geophys. J. Int. 2009, 177, 941–948. [CrossRef]

14. Rana, G.; Johri, U.C. Correlation between the pH value and properties of magnetite nanoparticles. Adv. Mater. Lett. 2014, 5,
280–286. [CrossRef]

15. Shebanova, O.N.; Lazor, P. Raman spectroscopic study of magnetite (FeFe2O4): A new assignment for the vibrational spectrum. J.
Solid State Chem. 2003, 174, 424–430. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2012.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2009.02.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2011.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2009.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.23.17
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4tc00429a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2006.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2011.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2016.11.155
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejic.201600706
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04122.x
https://doi.org/10.5185/amlett.2014.10563
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4596(03)00294-9


Nanomaterials 2024, 14, 971 13 of 13

16. Gasparov, L.V.; Tanner, D.B.; Romero, D.B.; Berger, H.; Margaritondo, G.; Forró, L. Infrared and Raman studies of the Verwey
transition in magnetite. Phys. Rev. B Condens. Matter Mater. Phys. 2000, 62, 7939–7944. [CrossRef]

17. Shebanova, O.N.; Lazor, P. Raman study of magnetite (Fe3O4): Laser-induced thermal effects and oxidation. J. Raman Spectrosc.
2003, 34, 845–852. [CrossRef]

18. Dünnwald, J.; Otto, A. An Investigation of Phase transitions in rust layers using Raman spectroscopy. Corros. Sci. 1989, 29,
1167–1176. [CrossRef]

19. Ghorbani, H.; Eshraghi, M.; Dodaran, A.S.; Kameli, P.; Protasowicki, S.; Vashaee, D. Effect of Yb doping on the structural and
magnetic properties of cobalt ferrite nanoparticles. Mater. Res. Bull. 2022, 147, 111642. [CrossRef]

20. Graves, P.R.; Campaniello, J.J.; Johnston, C. Raman Scattering in Spinel Structure Ferrites. Mater. Res. Bull. 1988, 23, 1651–1660.
[CrossRef]

21. Nekvapil, F.; Bunge, A.; Radu, T.; Cinta Pinzaru, S.; Turcu, R. Raman spectra tell us so much more: Raman features and saturation
magnetization for efficient analysis of manganese zinc ferrite nanoparticles. J. Raman Spectrosc. 2020, 51, 959–968. [CrossRef]

22. Nakagomi, F.; da Silva, S.W.; Garg, V.K.; Oliveira, A.C.; Morais, P.C.; Franco, A. Influence of the Mg-content on the cation
distribution in cubic MgxFe3-xO4 nanoparticles. J. Solid State Chem. 2009, 182, 2423–2429. [CrossRef]

23. Sun, C.; Liu, Y.; Ding, W.; Gou, Y.; Xu, K.; Xia, G.; Ding, Q. Synthesis and Characterization of Superparamagnetic
CoFe2O4/MWCNT Hybrids for Tumor-Targeted Therapy. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 2013, 13, 236–241. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Shete, P.B.; Patil, R.M.; Thorat, N.D.; Prasad, A.; Ningthoujam, R.S.; Ghosh, S.J.; Pawar, S.H. Magnetic chitosan nanocomposite for
hyperthermia therapy application: Preparation, characterization and in vitro experiments. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2014, 288, 149–157.
[CrossRef]

25. Chandra, S.; Mehta, S.; Nigam, S.; Bahadur, D. Dendritic magnetite nanocarriers for drug delivery applications. N. J. Chem. 2010,
34, 648. [CrossRef]

26. Maity, D.; Chandrasekharan, P.; Yang, C.T.; Chuang, K.H.; Shuter, B.; Xue, J.M.; Ding, J.; Feng, S.S. Facile synthesis of water-stable
magnetite nanoparticles for clinical MRI and magnetic hyperthermia applications. Nanomedicine 2010, 5, 1571–1584. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

27. Maity, D.; Kale, S.N.; Kaul-Ghanekar, R.; Xue, J.M.; Ding, J. Studies of magnetite nanoparticles synthesized by thermal decomposi-
tion of iron (III) acetylacetonate in tri(ethylene glycol). J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2009, 321, 3093–3098. [CrossRef]

28. Maity, D.; Choo, S.G.; Yi, J.; Ding, J.; Xue, J.M. Synthesis of magnetite nanoparticles via a solvent-free thermal decomposition
route. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2009, 321, 1256–1259. [CrossRef]

29. Guardia, P.; Batlle-Brugal, B.; Roca, A.G.; Iglesias, O.; Morales, M.D.P.; Serna, C.J.; Labarta, A.; Batlle, X. Surfactant effects in
magnetite nanoparticles of controlled size. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2007, 316, 756–759. [CrossRef]

30. Ngo, A.T.; Bonville, P.; Pileni, M.P. Spin canting and size effects in nanoparticles of nonstoichiometric cobalt ferrite. J. Appl. Phys.
2001, 89, 3370–3376. [CrossRef]

31. Maldonado-Camargo, L.; Unni, M.; Rinaldi, C. Magnetic Characterization of Iron Oxide Nanoparticles for Biomedical Applications.
Biomed. Nanotechnol. Methods Protoc. 2017, 5, 47–71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Mamiya, H.; Fukumoto, H.; Cuya Huaman, J.L.; Suzuki, K.; Miyamura, H.; Balachandran, J. Estimation of Magnetic Anisotropy
of Individual Magnetite Nanoparticles for Magnetic Hyperthermia. ACS Nano 2020, 14, 8421–8432. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Barnakov, Y.A.; Yu, M.H.; Rosenzweig, Z. Manipulation of the magnetic properties of magnetite-silica nanocomposite materials
by controlled stober synthesis. Langmuir 2005, 21, 7524–7527. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Řezníček, R.; Chlan, V.; Štěpánková, H.; Novák, P.; Maryško, M. Magnetocrystalline anisotropy of magnetite. J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 2012, 24, 055501. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Lisjak, D.; Mertelj, A. Anisotropic magnetic nanoparticles: A review of their properties, syntheses and potential applications.
Prog. Mater. Sci. 2018, 95, 286–328. [CrossRef]

36. Osman, N.S.E.; Moyo, T. Temperature Dependence of Coercivity and Magnetization of Sr1/3Mn1/3Co1/3Fe2O4 Ferrite Nanoparti-
cles. J. Supercond. Nov. Magn. 2015, 29, 361–366. [CrossRef]

37. Lee, E.W.; Bishop, J.E.L. Magnetic behaviour of single-domain particles. Proc. Phys. Soc. 1966, 89, 661. [CrossRef]
38. Xu, S.; Ma, Y.; Geng, B.; Sun, X.; Wang, M. The remanence ratio in CoFe2O4 nanoparticles with approximate single-domain sizes.

Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2016, 11, 471. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.7939
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrs.1056
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-938X(89)90052-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.materresbull.2021.111642
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5408(88)90255-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrs.5852
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jssc.2009.06.036
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2013.6711
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23646722
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2013.09.169
https://doi.org/10.1039/b9nj00609e
https://doi.org/10.2217/nnm.10.77
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21143034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2009.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2008.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2007.03.085
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1347001
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-6840-4_4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28238129
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c02521
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32574042
https://doi.org/10.1021/la0508893
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16042489
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/5/055501
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22227433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2018.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10948-015-3227-y
https://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1328/89/3/320
https://doi.org/10.1186/s11671-016-1691-3

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Synthesis 
	Characterization 

	Results and Discussion 
	Powder X-ray Diffraction (PXRD) and Electron Microscopy Characterization (SEM-EDS and TEM) 
	Raman Spectra, TEM, and HRTEM Results 
	Magnetic Properties 

	Conclusions 
	References

