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Ferrofluids belong to an important class of highly functional soft matter, benefiting from their
magnetically controllable physical properties. Therefore, it is of central importance to quantitatively
predict the dynamic magnetic response of ferrofluids. Traditional dynamic theories, however, are
often restricted to the near-equilibrium regime and/or only apply to nearly ideal ferrofluids that are
monodisperse, dilute enough, and weakly interacting. In this paper I develop a self-consistent and
nonperturbative dynamical mean field theory for typical ferrofluids which are often polydisperse,
concentrated, and strongly interacting, possibly driven far from equilibrium. I obtain a general
nonperturbative expression for the dynamic magnetic susceptibility, quantitatively agreeing with
the spectra obtained from Brownian Dynamics simulations on both mono- and bidisperse samples.
Furthermore, I derive a generic magnetization relaxation equation (MRE) for both mono- and
polydisperse ferrofluids by employing the projection operator technique in nonequlibrium statistical
mechanics. This MRE is in simple closed form and independent of which model is employed to
approximate the equilibrium magnetization curve. Existing models can be recovered as low-order
approximations of my generic and nonperturbative MRE. My theory can play a key role in studying
the dynamics of ferrofluids and other polar fluids. It may also have substantial and immediate
consequences to various ferrofluid applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ferrofluids have been studied extensively [1, 2] as a
prototype of polar fluids and for their many applica-
tions in industry and biomedicine. The number of fer-
rofluid applications keeps growing, taking advantage of
their response to applied magnetic fields which renders
their physical (mechanical, optical, thermal, etc.) prop-
erties controllable and tunable. Thus, it is crucial for
us to quantitatively describe the dynamic magnetic re-
sponse of ferrofluids, which on the macroscopic scale is
via a magnetization relaxation equation (MRE). While
the static properties of typical ferrofluids can be reliably
predicted by existing models [3–9], however, there still
lacks a quantitatively reliable dynamic theory.

The dynamic magnetic response of ferrofluids is mainly
complicated by three factors: finite particle concentra-
tion, often characterized by the hydrodynamic volume
fraction φ; dipole-dipole interactions (DDI) character-
ized by the coupling constant λ; and the particle poly-
dispersity. The earliest dynamic theory of dipolar flu-
ids was developed by Debye [10], based on the Smolu-
chowski equation (SE) for an ensemble of noninteract-
ing dipolar particles (ideal ensemble) under a weak field.
Hence Debye’s theory only applies to dipolar fluids on the
neighborhood of the unpolarized equilibrium state. The
same restriction applies to phenomenological MREs [12–
14] obtained from linear irreversible thermodynamics. By
treating the relaxation coefficients as phenomenological
state-independent constants, the unjustified use of these
MREs in far-from-equilibrium regimes can lead to re-
sults even qualitatively wrong. In 1974, Martsenyuk,
Raikher and Shliomis [11](MRSh) proposed an effective
field ansatz to derive the MRE for ideal ferrofluids, pos-
sibly driven far away from equilibrium by a strong mag-
netic field or flow deformation. It can be regarded as

a zeroth order approximation (with respect to φλ) to an
exact theory and approximately applies to sufficiently di-
lute and weakly interacting ferrofluids. However, while
there have been some progress in improving the MRSh
model via perturbation approaches, the existing theories
are still insufficient for describing dynamic response of
real ferrofluids which are often non-dilute, strongly in-
teracting, and polydisperse.

In this paper I develop a generic nonperturbative the-
ory for the dynamic response of ferrofluids. It quantita-
tively accounts for the effects of all three aforementioned
important issues. My theory is neither restricted to the
near-equilibrium regime nor limited to weakly interact-
ing and dilute ferrofluids. While on the mesoscopic level
it is in essence a dynamical mean field theory (and can be
derived in the framework of the dynamical density func-
tional theory of classical fluids), it proves to be quanti-
tatively reliable as long as particle clustering is insignif-
icant (so that on the macroscopic level it is unnecessary
to introduce new structural order parameters coupling to
magnetization dynamics). This implies my theory well
captures the time-averaged impact of inter-particle cor-
relations on magnetization dynamics on a slow time scale
even though it does not track the much faster evolution
of the inter-particle correlation functions themselves.

A generic MRE is analytically derived based on the
projection operator method in non-equilibrium statisti-
cal mechanics, for monodisperse as well as polydisperse
ferrofluids. For the first time, we obtain a MRE applica-
ble to polydisperse interacting ferrofluids driven far from
equilibrium (the polydisperse version of the MRSh model
is trivial, while other polydisperse theories are restricted
to the near-equilibrium regime). On the other hand, such
a MRE, in simple and closed form, can recover all pre-
vious MRE’s as low-order approximations. Remarkably,
even for a new ferrofluid whose equilibrium magnetiza-
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tion curve is only empirically known but not fitted into
any existing analytical models, this MRE can be readily
employed to predict its magnetization dynamics, whether
it is near or far from equilibrium. Importantly, I also ob-
tain a simple, universal, and closed formula for the dy-
namic magnetic susceptibility (DMS) for both mono- and
polydisperse ferrofluids. Furthermore, I have compared
my theoretical predictions with Brownian dynamics sim-
ulations. The quantitative agreements are superior to
previous models. The superiority increases as the fer-
rofluid samples becomes more concentrated and/or more
strongly interacting (see Fig. 1). Especially, my theory
is quantitatively accurate even for non-dilute interact-
ing ferrofluid samples driven far away from equilibrium
(see Fig. 2), for which previous models may even become
qualitatively unreliable.

II. MONODISPERSE FERROFLUIDS

To develop the theory, I first focus on the monodisperse
case. Consider N identical spherical particles (with hy-
drodynamic diameter d, carrying magnetic moment µ)
dispersed in a solvent with viscosity ηs, occupying to-
tal volume V, maintained at temperature T, and driven
by a magnetic field H. The particle concentration is
ρ = N/V and saturation magnetization is Ms = ρµ.
Typically the relaxation of magnetic moments is domi-
nated by Brownian mechanism. For an ideal ferrofluid
(φ ∼ 0, λ ∼ 0), particle dynamics is characterized by the
Debye or Brownian rotation time [10] τD = πηsd

3/2kBT
with kB the Boltzmann constant. Averaging the single-
particle SE for such an ideal ensemble using the effective
field ansatz leads to the celebrated MRSh equation [11]
for magnetization relaxation. However, for a ferrofluid
with finite φ = πρd3/6 and λ = µ0µ

2/4πd3kBT (with µ0

the vacuum magnetic permeability thereafter made im-
plicit), particles respond to external fields in a correlated
way. Then we have to solve an intractable N-body prob-
lem. Often we can approximate it by a single-particle SE
with an appropriate mean field potential (for a detailed
derivation, see Ref. [15]).
Denoting e the orientational vector for a representative

particle and W (e, t) its orientational distribution func-
tion (ODF), the single-particle SE reads

2τr
dW

dt
=

1

kBT
ĴW Ĵ [kBT lnW − µe ·H +Φint] , (1)

with Ĵ = e × ∂/∂e and τr the rotational self-diffusion
time which is in general larger than τD due to hydro-
dynamic interactions and DDI [16, 17]. Eq. (1) is sim-
ilar to the dynamical density functional theory of clas-
sical fluids [18], if we identify the bracketed term as
the total chemical potential Φ(e, t) = Φ0 + Φex + Φint,
with Φ0 = kBT lnW the ideal gas entropic contribution,
Φex = −µe ·H the dipole-field potential energy, and Φint

the effective one-body potential due to DDI. With Eq. (1)

we can in principle determine the evolution of magnetiza-
tion M(t) ≡ ρµ

∫

eW (e, t)de, though it is often difficult
to obtain a MRE in closed form.
If H is a static field, Eq. (1) admits a stationary

solution, W0(e), determined by Φ = const. Then
the magnetic equation of state (MEOS) can be deter-
mined, specifying the equilibrium magnetization M0 as
a function of H. For example, for an ideal ferrofluid,
Φ0 + Φex = const reproduces Langevin’s MEOS. For
convenience I define the scaled Langevin function by
L̃(x) = MsL(µx/kBT ), where L(x) = coth(x) − 1/x is
the dimensionless Langevin function. Then Langevin’s
MEOS is given by M0 = L̃(H) and Langvin’s static ini-
tial susceptibility is χL = ρµ2/3kBT ≡ 8φλ. However,
taking interparticle correlations into account we would
have M0 = G̃(H), with G̃ a function different from L̃.
In Eq. (1) Φint depends on the pair correlation func-

tion that usually decays much faster thanW . With M (t)
the sole relevant slow variable, we may assume Φint, or
the nonequilibrium mean dipolar field H

dd defined by
Φint = −µe ·Hdd, is a functional of M (t) alone. For ex-

ample, the Weiss model postulates Hdd = M(t)/3, from
which a MRE can be derived. To the first order of χL it is
equivalent to the MRE by Zubarev and Yushkov [19, 20]
for dilute and weakly interacting ferrofluids. Recently, I
have developed a dynamical second-order modified mean
field (MMF2) theory [21] in which a second-order ex-

pression for H
dd is constructed. It applies to ferroflu-

ids with larger χL beyond previous lower-order models.
Now, a general inverse problem arises: Given a magne-
tization curve G̃ of nonperturbative or even empirical
nature, what is the self-consistent form for Hdd?
It is a key observation that in all previous perturbative

dynamic models [11, 20, 21] the mean dipolar field can
be obtained from the following universal form:

H
dd(t) = H

L
e (t)−He(t), (2)

where He(t) = G̃−1(M(t))m̂ (with m̂ ≡ M(t)/M(t)) is

the thermodynamic effective field and I call H
L
e (t) =

L̃−1(M(t))m̂ the (auxiliary) Langevin effective field.
With Eq. (2) the equilibrium ODF is determined

as W0(e) ∝ exp(e · H
L/kBT ), where H

L =

L̃−1(G̃(H))H/H is the equilibrium Langevin field. Thus

we have M0 = L̃(HL) ≡ G̃(H), reproducing the pre-
scribed MEOS self-consistently.
I comment that, while Eq. (2) initially arises as a con-

jecture based on previous perturbative models [21], it
can be derived from the dynamical density functional
theory of classical fluids with reasonable assumptions.
It should be distinguished from the Weiss mean field
model (or other near-equilibrium models) which applies
only if the order parameter is sufficiently small (close
to the unpolarized equilibrium state), for which we have

H
dd(t) ∝ M(t). In Eq. (2) the mean dipolar field is

obtained as a nonlinear function of the instantaneous
magnetization. Its explicit form follows self-consistently
from the prescribed MEOS, which holds on a slow (quasi-
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equilibrium) time scale. Hence, the time-averaged effect
of inter-particle correlations is embodied in my theory
to all orders with respect to M(t)/Ms. In contrast, the
MRSh model and the Weiss model only captures the cor-
relation effect to the zeroth and first orders, respectively.
This explains why my theory is more generic and ac-
curate, and quantitatively reliable even in the far-from-
equilibrium regime. Furthermore, via Eq. (2), the mean
dipolar field has a physically intuitive interpretation:
it is the difference between the magnetic fields needed
to prepare the same ferrofluid in a macroscopic quasi-
equilibrium state characterized by M (t), when inter-
particle correlations are completely switch off or on, re-
spectively.
To derive the MRE from Eqs. (1) and (2) I fol-

low Ref. [21] and employ the projection operator tech-
nique [22, 23]. With M(t) the only relevant slow vari-
able, we may discard memory effects and obtain

τr
dM

dt
=

M

HL
e

(H −He)‖ +
1

2

(

3χL −
M

HL
e

)

(H −He)⊥,

(3)
where subscripts “‖” or “⊥” denotes the components of
H − He (the thermodynamic driving force) parallel or
perpendicular to M(t), respectively.
Eq. (3) is the generic nonperturbative MRE for

monodisperse ferrofluids. It is of canonical form [24, 25]
in nonequilibrium thermodynamics. Interestingly, the
state-dependent transport coefficients are universally de-
termined by the ratio of M(t) to HL

e = L̃−1(M(t)), its
associated instantaneous Langevin field, independent of
the MEOS. All previously obtained MRE’s, respectively
accurate to the zeroth [11], first [19, 20], and second [21]
order of χL, can be reproduced by substituting the cor-
responding MEOS into Eq. (3) to express He as a func-
tion of M(t). Importantly, even if the MEOS is empir-
ically determined (hence immune to inaccuracies caused
by model approximations), we can employ Eq. (3) to ac-
curately compute the magnetization dynamics.
In some situations H(t) consists of a large static part

and a small time-dependent part. If µ|H −He| ≪ kBT ,
then we can linearize Eq. (3) and obtain the generalized
Debye equation

dM

dt
= −

(M‖ −MH)

τ‖
−

M⊥

τ⊥
, (4)

where MH = G̃(H(t))H/H corresponds to the magne-
tization for a hypothetical quasi-equilibrium state pre-
pared by the instantaneous magnetic field, and M‖,⊥

denotes the components of M parallel or perpendicular
to H, respectively. τ‖ and τ⊥ are the corresponding field-
dependent relaxation times:

τ‖(ξ)

τr
=

dξL

dξ

d lnL(ξL)

d ln ξL
;

τ⊥(ξ)

τr
=

ξL

ξ

2L(ξL)

ξL − L(ξL)
(5)

with ξ = µH/kBT and ξL = µHL/kBT .

Furthermore, if ξ ≪ 1, the magnetization relaxation
is restricted around the unpolarized equilibrium and my
MRE reduces to a Debye-like equation [10]:

dM

dt
= −

M − χ0H

τM
; τM =

χ0

χL

τr, (6)

where χ0 is the static initial susceptibility. In Eq. (6) an
exact connection is established between the macroscopic
magnetization relaxation time, τM , and the microscopic
rotational self-diffusion time, τr. Debye’s original equa-
tion is for ideal polar fluids with χ0 = χL and τM = τr.
However, for strong ferrofluids we have χ0 ≫ χL and
hence τM ≫ τr. Unfortunately, there is a widespread
confusion in which τM is improperly identified with τr
and the latter is often approximated by τD. Overall this
could cause significantly inaccurate estimates of τM or
particle sizes, thereby leading to misinterpretations of
relevant experimental measurements.
For noninteracting ferrofluids, Debye’s theory predicts

the DMS as χD(ω) = χL/(1+iωτr). However, accounting
for interaction effects Eq. (6) leads to

χ(ω) =
χ0

1 + iωτM
(7)

as the generic DMS for monodisperse ferrofluids. Re-
markably, but not obviously, Eq. (7) can be recast into
the following form:

χ(ω) =
χD(ω)

1− gcχD(ω)/χL

; gc ≡ 1−
χL

χ0

(8)

where gc is a measure of interparticle correlations. Set-
ting gc = 0 we have χ(ω) = χD(ω). If we set χ0 =
χL(1 + χL/3) as in leading-order equilibrium perturba-
tion theories [3, 4], Eq. (8) exactly reproduces the heuris-
tic modified Weiss model proposed recently [26]. If this
expression is further subject to a second-order polyno-
mial expansion, then it recovers the DMS from the recent
MMF1 theory [27, 28]. Thus my theory, of nonperturba-
tive nature and in simple closed form, unifies all previous
perturbative results.
Eq. (7) can also be directly obtained from the SE (1)

with the near-equilibrium approximation to Eq. (2):

H
dd = (χ−1

L − χ−1

0
)M (t). (9)

This includes all-order (with respect to χL) contributions

if χ0 takes its exact value. On the other hand, Hdd used
in all previous DMS calculations [27, 29] are at best ac-
curate to the first order of χL and thus fail to describe
ferrofluids with either high concentration or strong DDI.
I plot Figure 1 to compare the predicted DMS with the
results from Brownian Dynamics (BD) simulations and
from the MMF1 theory [30]. Obviously, the latter be-
comes less and less accurate as φ and λ increase. In
contrast, my predictions agree remarkably well with the
simulations for all samples.
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FIG. 1. The susceptibility spectra χ(ω) for monodisperse fer-
rofluids with various φ and λ. The symbols are from BD
simulations [30] and the dotted lines are from the dynamic
MMF1 theory. The solid lines are from Eq. (7), with χ0 and
τM (in units of τB) specified for each sample.

When a ferrofluid sample is put in a static field H0

along with a weak probing AC field H̃(t), its magnetic re-
sponse can be described by Eq. (4). Unlike previous per-
turbative models, my theory obtains the finite-field DMS
in simple and closed form for both longitudinal (H̃ ‖ H0)

and transverse (H̃ ⊥ H0) setups. The peak frequen-
cies of imaginary-part spectra are respectively given by
τ−1

‖ (ξ0) and τ−1

⊥ (ξ0), with ξ0 = µH0/kBT . Remarkably,

my theoretical predictions (supplemented with MEOS
from MMF2 model) quantitatively agree with BD sim-
ulation results for all the studied ten samples [31], with
6φ/π = 0.1, ..., 0.5 and λ = 1 or 2.5. Figure 2 only shows
field dependence of the static susceptibilities and peak
frequencies for some representative samples. For weakly
interacting samples (λ = 1), fitting of peak frequencies
according to Eq. (5) leads to almost the same τr as that
determined from the zero-field spectra by Eq. (7). For
strongly interacting samples (λ = 2.5), τr inferred from
the longitudinal and transverse spectra are apparently
different. Only the latter yields a τr close to that from
the zero-field spectra (except for the most concentrated
sample). Nevertheless, this properly indicates the forma-
tion of transient chain-like structures along H0, which
substantially influences relaxation of the longitudinal but
not transverse component of magnetization. Notably, my
predictions are even quantitatively good for the sample
with φ = 0.262 and λ = 2.5 whose MEOS is no longer
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FIG. 2. Field dependence of the peak frequencies (a-d) of
imaginary-part dynamic susceptibility spectra and the static
susceptibilities (e-f) normalized by their zero-field counter-
parts, for both the longitudinal (‖) and transverse (⊥) setups.
Symbols are from BD simulations in Ref. [31] and lines are
from my theoretical predictions. Different samples are distin-
guished by a pair of values for φ and λ.

adequately described by the MMF2 model. This may
indicate the robustness of my theory.

III. POLYDISPERSE FERROFLUIDS

A real ferrofluid is usually polydisperse and additional
complications arise. For small particles the relaxation
of magnetic moments can be dominated by Néel rather
than Brownian mechanism [32–34]. Large-size structural
units may form [33–36]. Here, I restrict myself to typ-
ical polydisperse ferrofluids in which the effects due to
particle aggregation and Néel relaxation are of minor im-
portance.
Let us assume n species of particles, with pk (k =

1, ..., n) the fraction of particles with magnetic core di-
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ameter dk. The magnetic moment carried by a k-particle
is µk = πd3kMs/6. I use f or fk to denote the population-
weighted average of a species-specified quantity fk. If
particle interactions are negligible, the equilibrium mag-
netization is given by M0 = G0(H), with G0(x) =
∑

k pkL̃k(x) and L̃k(x) = ρµkL(µkx/kBT ). Langevin’s

initial susceptibility is χL = χL
k
, with χL

k = ρµ2

k/3kBT .
In general, as suggested by modified mean field theo-
ries, we may write the polydisperse MEOS in the form of
M0 = G0(Λ(H)), with Λ a function to be specified. For
example, the polydisperse MMF2 model [6, 8] postulates
Λ(x) = x+ 1

3
G0(x) +

1

144
G0(x)G

′
0(x).

Out of equilibrium, I denote Wk(e, t) the k-particle
ODF and Mk(t) its first-order moment multiplied by
ρµk. The total magnetization is M(t) =

∑

k pkMk(t)
and I denote by m its director. I assume Wk(e, t) still
satisfies SE (1), but with τr replaced by τk, the k-particle
rotational diffusion time, and Φ replaced by

Φk(e, t) = kBT lnWk − µke ·
[

H +H
dd(t)

]

, (10)

the k-particle chemical potential. In Eq. (10) the entropy

due to species mixing is neglected andH
dd(t) is the mean

dipolar field. Similar to Eq. (2), I postulate

H
dd(t) = H

L
e (t)−He(t), (11)

where He(t) ≡ Λ−1 ◦ G−1

0

(

M(t)
)

m and H
L
e (t) ≡

G−1

0

(

M(t)
)

m are respectively the thermodynamic and

Langevin effective field associated with M(t). Hence, a
particle, to whichever species it belongs, is subjected to
the same mean dipolar field (with inter-particle correla-
tions time-averaged). In general, we expect Eq. (11) is
only a good approximation on a sufficiently slow time
scale when M (t) is the sole relevant slow variable. How-
ever, when the polydisperse ferrofluid remains close to
the unpolarized equilibrium state (for which Eq. (11) can
be linearized with respect to M(t)), it may also perform
well on a time scale faster than the time required to equi-
librate all Mk in the far-from-equilibrium regime. The
quantitative reliability of Eq. (11) should be checked a

posterior.
Now, treating {Mk; k = 1, ..., n} as relevant slow vari-

ables, we can manipulate the k-particle SE using the pro-
jection operator technique and obtain

τk
dMk

dt
=

Mk

HL
e

(H −He)‖ +
1

2

[

3χL
k −

Mk

HL
e

]

(H −He)⊥

+

∫ t

0

ds Ak(Mk(s),M(s), t, s)[H(s)−He(s)], (12)

where on the right hand side the first and second line rep-
resents the instantaneous response and memory effects,
respectively. The memory kernel Ak is a second-order
tensor and depends on all Mk in the past. Unlike the
monodisperse case with only one relevant slow variable,

here we can not discard the memory effects. This is be-
cause the relaxation times for different species can be
drastically different and their interactions can not be ade-
quately described by instantaneous coarse-grained forces.
Still, on a time scale slow enough to wash out memory

effects and validate the quasi-equilibrium approximation,
a polydisperse ferrofluid should also obey the principle
of nonequilibrium thermodynamics. The rate of change
of M (t) should be proportional to the instantaneous
nonequilibrium thermodynamic force H(t)−He(t) with
transport coefficients depending solely onM(t), irrespec-
tive of whether the ferrofluid sample is monodisperse or
polydisperse. Therefore, it is expected that the mem-
ory effects are to regulate the relaxation rates of different
species so that allMk(t) become synchronized, rendering
M(t) the sole and adequate slow variable characterizing
the instantaneous thermodynamic state. Hence we may
absorb the memory-effect term into τk

dMk

dt
and write

τB
dMk

dt
=

Mk

HL
e

(H−He)‖+
1

2

[

3χL
k −

Mk

HL
e

]

(H−He)⊥,

(13)
in which τB could be a function of M .
Taking the population-weighted average of Eq. (13)

leads to the polydisperse MRE

τB
dM

dt
=

M

HL
e

(H −He)‖ +
1

2

[

3χL −
M

HL
e

]

(H −He)⊥.

(14)
For Eq. (14) to reduce to Eq. (3) in the monodisperse
limit, τB should be state independent. Therefore, τB can
be identified as the averaged rotational diffusion time.
Near the unpolarized equilibrium Eq. (14) reduces to

a Debye-like equation and a DMS can be deduced:

χs(ω) = χ0/(1 + iωτBχ0/χL), (15)

with χ0 the static susceptibility. Nevertheless, χs(ω) is
only a low-frequency approximation to the true DMS.
This is distinguished from monodisperse ferrofluids, for
which the same DMS [Eq. (7)] is derived from either
the macroscopic MRE [Eq. (3)] or microscopic (strictly
speaking, mesoscopic) model [Eq.(9)]. This is because
for monodisperse ferrofluids there is a single microscopic
time scale and the magnetization is the unique slow vari-
able. However, for polydisperse ferrofluids, there are mul-
tiple microscopic time scales and multiple mutually cou-
pled slow variables. Except at a sufficiently slow time
scale, memory effects can not be discarded, even in the
linear response regime. Hence we have to go back to the
SE to obtain the polydisperse DMS.
I denote the weak AC magnetic field as H(t) =

H0 exp(iωt), with ξ0k = µkH0/kBT ≪ 1 for k =
1, ..., n. Under the linear response approximation we
have Mk(t) = χk(ω)H(t) and M (t) = χ(ω)H(t) with
χ(ω) =

∑

k pkχk(ω). To the first order of ξ0k, the mean
dipolar field becomes

Hdd =
(

χ−1

L − χ−1

0

)

χ(ω)H0 exp(iωt) (16)
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and the k-particle ODF is

Wk(e, t) = 1 +
χk(ω)

χk
L

µke ·H0

kBT
exp(iωt). (17)

Plugging Eqs. (16) and (17) into the SE’s, we obtain

(1 + iωτk)χk(ω) = χL
k

[

1 + (χ−1

L − χ−1

0
)χ(ω)

]

(18)

The population-weighted average of Eq. (18) reads

χ(ω) =
χD(ω)

1− gcχD(ω)/χL

(19)

with gc = 1− χL/χ0 the correlation factor and

χD =
∑

k

pkχ
L
k /(1 + iωτk) (20)

the Debye’s DMS for noninteracting ploydisperse fer-
rofluids. Remarkably, Eq. (19) is completely parallel to
Eq. (8) for the monodisperse DMS. In both cases, the
correction to Debye’s DMS only depends on a single cor-
relation factor gc. This correlation factor only depends on
the static initial susceptibility, which can be determined
either empirically or by approximate equilibrium models.
If my theory is supplemented with χ

0
= χL(1+χL/3) as

predicted by first-order equilibrium perturbation theories
and neglect the difference between the τk and τBk (which
denotes the Brownian relaxation time for the k-particle
in the infinitely dilute limit), then Eq. (19) reduces to
the heuristic modified Weiss model [26]. The latter was
shown in good agreement with BD simulations for several
bidisperse samples with χL ≤ 3.2.
To demonstrate the accuracy of my theoretic predic-

tion, I plot in Fig. 3 the imaginary part of the DMS
for a bidisperse ferrofluid sample. This sample consists
of two species (k=1, 2) of particles, with their sizes (no
coating layer on every particle) and magnetic moments
designed so that τB2/τB1 = 10 and λ2 = 2λ1 = 2
(with λk = µ0µ

2

k/4πd
3

kkBT characterizing the strength
of DDI between k-particles). The number and volume
fractions of small particles are 0.744 and 0.181, respec-
tively. As clearly shown in Fig. 3, the heuristic modified
Weiss model agrees well with BD simulations, but shows
observable deviations at both low and high frequencies.
Remarkably, my prediction based on Eq. (19) is in nearly
perfect agreement with BD simulations in the whole stud-
ied frequency range. This is explained as follows. Ac-
cording to my theory, the effects of inter-particle corre-
lations are well separated into two parts. For the near-
equilibrium behavior of ferrofluids, the static correlations
are captured by the factor gc = 1 − χL/χ0, whereas the
dynamic correlations are manifested by the ratios of the
mean relaxation time τk to the Brownian relaxation time
τBk. In a manuscript being prepared by myself [37], it
is proved that τk actually corresponds to the character-
istic time describing the orientational self-diffusion of a
tagged particle in the long time regime, during which it
samples many configurations of surrounding particles. As

10-2 10-1 100 101
0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

1.2

1.5

1.8

 

 

Im
[

(
)]

B1

 BD simulations
 Modified Weiss model
 Eq.(19)

FIG. 3. The imaginary part of DMS for a bidisperse fer-
rofluid. The frequency is measured in terms of the inverse of
τB1, which is the Brownian relaxation time for small parti-
cles (for large particles τB2 = 10τB1). Symbols are from BD
simulations for sample B in Ref. [26] (see Figure 5(b) in it).
The dashed blue line is from the modified Weiss model, while
the solid red line is from my theoretical prediction based on
Eq. (19). Relevant material parameters are provided in Ta-
ble I of Ref. [26]. By fitting Eq. (19) with the results from
BD simulations, the values of τ1 and τ2 are determined as
τ1 = 1.137τB1 and τ2 = 1.078τB2 , which seems quite reason-
able [37].

a consequence of the adiabatic approximation implied in
deriving the mean field SE (and other dynamical density
functional theories), it actually describes the stochastic
dynamics of a representative dressed particle and τk/τBk

characterizes the integrated (renormalization) effects of
the neglected dynamic evolution of inter-particle correla-
tions.

We usually have τk/τBk > 1 due to hydrodynamic and
direct interactions. Based on my theory and the observa-
tions from Fig. 3, the dynamic effect of inter-particle cor-
relations can cause enhanced dissipation at low frequen-
cies but reduced dissipation at high frequencies. This
may have implications in applying ferrofluids to magnetic
therapy. For the sample studied in Fig. 3, the modified
Weiss model well captures the effects of static but not dy-
namic correlation, while Eq. (19) accounts for both. This
is why my theoretic prediction is even better. Neverthe-
less, it is noted the DDI strength in all the bidispersed
ferrofluid samples studied in Ref. [26] is only moderately
strong. It remains of great interest to extensively inves-
tigate polydisperse samples with much stronger DDI (for
which the modified Weiss model is even insufficient to
capture the effect of static correlations) to check the ac-
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curacies of my theory. Furthermore, it is extremely diffi-
cult (even for a monodisperse ferrofluid) to evaluate from
first principles the value of τk due to the many-body and
non-Markovian nature of the problem [37]. Nevertheless,
the sensitivity of the DMS on τk may be exploited to
determine it experimentally.

Finally, I determine τB, the characteristic relaxation
time in the polydisperse MRE. By requiring χs(ω) to
match χ(ω) to the first order of ω, we obtain

τB =
∑

k

pkχ
L
k τk/χL. (21)

Notably, this expression is identical to the characteristic
time defined by Ivanov et. al. based on their MMF1 the-
ory [27], although they do not distinguish τk from τBk.
Importantly, by comparing χs(ω) with χ(ω), we may de-
termine the frequency cutoff or the critical time scale, τc,
beyond which the polydisperse MRE is no longer valid.
On a time scale faster than τc, we can not discard mem-
ory effects related to inter-species coupling. Then the
instantaneous total magnetization is no longer a well-
defined thermodynamic variable.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, I have developed a nonperturbative and
self-consistent dynamical mean field theory for mono-
and polydisperse interacting ferrofluids. I obtain a
generic magnetization relaxation equation and a general
expression for the dynamic magnetic susceptibility, both
of which are in simple and closed form. My theory is ex-
pected to play a crucial role in studying ferrofluid dynam-
ics, with important consequences on many areas of appli-
cations such as hyperthermia, drug delivery, and mechan-
ical engineering. The general strategy presented here can
be extended to other soft matter systems to construct
dynamical mean field theories and obtain equations of
motion for coarse-grained variables.
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