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N eutron spectroscopy and m agnetic relaxation of the M ng nanom agnets.
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Inelastic neutron scattering has been used to detem ine the m icroscopic H am iltonian describing
two high-spin variants of the high-anisotropy M ng nanom agnet. The energy spectrum of both
system s is characterized by the presence of several excited totalspin m ultiplets partially overlapping
the S= 12 ground m ultiplet. T his in plies that the relaxation processes ofthesem olecules are di erent
from those occurring in prototype giant-spin nanom agnets. In particular, we show that both the
height of the energy barrier and resonant tunnelling processes are greatly in uenced by low -lying

excited totalspin m ultiplets.
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I. NTRODUCTION

M olecular nanom agnets (M NM s) have recently at-
tracted considerable Interest because at low tem perature
T they display slow relaxation ofthem agnetization M of
purely m olecular origin [I]. The m ain relaxation m echa—
nism is provided by the interactions of the spin degrees
of freedom w ith phonons, eitther through m odulation of
the local crystal elds on individual m agnetic ions, or
through m odulation of two—ion interactions. T ypically,
the relaxation dynam ics are m odelled by restricting the
soin Hibert space to the ground totalspin muliplet
only, as resulting from the usually dom inating isotropic
exchange interactions. In this fram ework, each N -spins
molculk is descrbed as a single giant spin S In an
e ective crystal- eld potential. At temperatures of
few K, the reversal of M occurs through a multi-step
O bach process yielding a them ally activated behavior
of the relaxation tine, = (expU=kg T), where the
energy barrier U is set by the e ective axial anisotropy
experienced by the giant spin [Z].

W e show that excited S-muliplets strongly In uence
the energy barrder for the relaxation of M iIn two
high-soin (S = 12) variants of the high-anisotropy M ng
nanom agnet (@ record barrierU = 864 K ,and U = 53:1
K [E,14]). In fact, inelastic neutron scattering (INS) and
Frequency Domain M agnetic Resonance Spectroscopy

EDMRS) show that the two varants are characterized
by a sin ilar anisotropy but have signi cantly di erent
exchange interactions. The large di erence n U is
mainly due to the presence of relaxation paths passing
through excited S multiplets partially nested wihin
the ground one. In addition, because of S-m ixing in
the wavefunctions, these excited m anifolds m ay lead to
resonant interm ultiplet tunnelling processes for elds
of a few thousands of G auss. T hese are associated w ith
additional steps in hysteresis cycles which are absent in
the giant spin m odel.

II. SPIN HAM ILTONIAN AND M OLECULAR
ENERGY LEVELS

The two Mng molcules have chemical formula
Mn602 (Et—sao)6 (OzCPhMe)z)z CEU)H)g (thher bar-
rier) and MngO; Et=ao)s ©,CPh), EtOH)s H20),
(lower barrier) and are nearly isostructural. The m ag—
netic core comprises six M n3" ions arranged on two
triangles bridged by oxygen atom s Fig. 1). Each M n®*
jon has a distorted octahedral cage of ligands, w ith the
Jahn Teller axes all approxin ately perpendicular to the
planes of the triangles. The six M n3* ions have sph s
= 2 and are coupled by dom inant ferrom agnetic interac—
tions, leading to a high S = 12 totalspin ground state,
as can be inferred by m agnetization m easurem ents, see
Fig. 2 [3,14].
Each M ng molcule can be described by the follow ing
soin Ham ilttonian [E]
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FIG. 1l: (color online) Structure of the high-barrier M ne
molecule H om itted for clarity). Green :Mn, red : O ,blue :
N, dark grey : C).
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FIG. 2: (colbr online) M easured (points) and calculated
(Ines) T -dependence of the susceptibility for the two M ng
m olecules. Calculations are m ade by including exchange in—
teractionsonly, w ith the param etersdeterm ined by INS.g= 2
hasbeen assum ed.
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whe$ s(il) are soin operators of the i Mn ion and
S = ;8 isthemoleculk’stotalspin. The rsttem is

the isotropic exchange, w hile the second and third tem s
describe axial local crystal- elds (a z axis perpendicular
to the triangles plane is assum ed), and B is the extemal
e]d]. g (neglected In the follow ng) represents addi-
tional am all anisotropic tem s. The m Inin al set of free
param eters is given by three di erent exchange constants
Jizo Ji,Jd12 = J23 = J13 = Jog0 = Jpo30 = Jy030  Jpy
and Ji30 = Jqo03 J3 Fig.l) and two sets of crystalk
eld (CF) parametersd; = djo, g = ¢o, and dy = dyo,
& = @o. The ligand cagesofsites 1 and 3 are rather sin -
ilar and we assum ed the corresponding CF param eters to
be equal. Since experim ental Infom ation is nsu cient
to x Independently the two sn all c param eters,w e have
chosen to constrain the ratio ¢=c, to the ratio d;=d,.
T he anisotropic tem s break rotational invariance and

here lead to a lJarge am ount ofm ixing ofdi erent S mul-
tipkts (S m ixing [@]) . In the Hllow ing we labelthe states
by their leading S -com ponent.

To detem Ine the param eters appearing n (1), we
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FIG. 3: (color online) INS spectra for the higher barrier
m olecule collected on IN 5 with incident wavelength of34 A
forT= 2K ({lack) and T = 16 K (red). Lines are theoretical
calculations w ith m odel (1).
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FIG. 4: (color online) INS spectra for the higher barrier
m olecule collected on IN 5 w ith incident wavelength of 6.7 A
forT= 2K ({lack) and T = 16 K (red). Lines are theoretical
calculations w ith m odel (1).

haveused the tin e-0of- ight neutron spectrom etersNEAT
at the Hahn M eitner Institut @Berlin) and IN5 at the
Institute Laue Langevin (G renoblk). In addition, we
have performed FDM RS m easurem ents at the Univer—
sity of Stuttgart. Since FDM RS is sensitive to intra-—
muliplet transitions only, is use In conjinction wih
IN S m akes easier to assess the character of the di er-
ent observed excitations. Figs. 3 and 4 show exam —
ples of IN S spectra togetherw ith theoretical sin ulations.



The analysisof INS and FDM RS data leads to the o}~
low ing param eters for the higher (lower) barrier com —

pounds : J; = 084( 06l)mev,Jd, = 059( 031)
mev, J;3 = 001007) mev,d; = 020( 023) mev,
dy, = 076( 097)meV andg = 0:001( 0:0008)mev

[B]. These param eters are consistent w ith susceptibil-
ity measurements (see Fig. 2). Hence, anisotropy is
sim ilar in the two variants whereas the dom hant ferro—
m agnetic exchange is substantially lJarger in the higher-
barrier com pound. Figures 5 and 6 show the energies
of the S-multiplets resulting from the exchange part of
(1). It is evident from these gures that the exchange
splitting between the ground S = 12 m anifold and m any
excited m ultiplets, including low -S ones, is am aller than
the energy scale of anisotropic tem s In (1). In particu—
lar, Fig. 6 show s that in the low erbarrier com pound the
energy of the lowest-lying S = 0 multiplet is only about
4 m eV larger than that of the ground one. Thus, the
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FIG .5: Energy ofallS-m ultiplets for the higher barrier com —
pound, resulting from the exchange part of (1) with the pa—
ram eters given in the text.

giant spin m apping com pltely breaksdown in these two
m okcules, not only for the large S-m ixing in the wave-
functions, but even for failing to account for the num ber
of states located below the barrier. The presence of a
center of inversion (characterizing the structure deter-
m ned at 150 K) in plies that exchange m ultiplets can
be classi ed according to their parity w ith respect to the
associated spin-perm utation operation. For instance, the
ground S = 12 states are even, whereas the lowest-lying
= 11 states are odd.

ITII. RELAXATION OF THE MAGNETIZATION

The m ain di erence between the two M ng varants is
the position of the excited S m anifolds, therefore the
com parison betw een the relaxation behavior ofthese sys—
tem s o ers the opportunity to study the role played by
low -lying excited multiplets. To address this issue, we
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FIG . 6: Energy ofall S-m uliplets for the lower barrier com —
pound, resulting from the exchange part of (1) with the pa—
ram eters given In the text.

adopt the well established fram ew ork presented In [%,18]
for the irreversible evolution of the density m atrix (t).
By focusing on tin e scales much longer than the typi-
cal periods of free evolution of the system , the so-called
secular approxin ation enables the tin e evolution of the
diagonalm atrix elem ents of the density m atrix to be de—
coupled from that ofthe o -diagonalones. In particular,
the populations ofthem oleculareigenstates, p; (t), evolve
through m aster equations:

X
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m
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whereW j, isthe In elem ent of the rate m atrix, ie., the
probability perunit tin e that a transition betw een levels
jn iand ji is induced by the interaction w ith the phonon
heat bath. T he latter can be calculated by perturbation
theory oncem agnetollastic (M E ) interactions have been
modelled. Experin ental inform ation is totally insu -
clentto x allthem any possible param eters appearing in
the M E ocoupling potential. By assum ing that the m ain
contribution to this coupling arises from the m odulation
ofthe Iocalrank-2 crystal eldsand that quadrupolem o—
m ents ofeach individualM n jon are isotropically coupled
to D ebye acoustic phonons, we obtain [9]

X
Wi =2 %n( m) P g o G0 i
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m :Dql;qz (Sj)j]i; (3)

where i and j mun over Mn ions, Og ;4 (5i) are the
com ponents of the cartesian quadrupole tensor operator,
nx)= @**T 1) 'and 1, = €1 Ep)=h.Thesh-
gl free param eter is proportionalto the M E coupling
strength. In goite ofthe com plexity oftheir energy spec—
trum , forboth variants the resulting relaxation spectrum



at low T isdom inated by a singlke relaxation tin e display—
Ing a nearly A rthenlusbehavior (T)= (expU=KjzT),
In agreem ent w ith experim ents [B]. In particular, the
e ective energy barrier for the m agnetization reversal is
crucially dependent on the position of low —lying excited S

multiplets. Indeed, the large di erence between the bar-
riers of the two m olecules m ainly results from the vari-
ation of the ferrom agnetic exchange constants and not
from a variation in anisotropy. It is also worth to note
that In the present case U isnot set by the energy ofthe
Iowest-lyingM s = 0 state as one could naively expect.

T he existence of several totalspin m ultiplets partially
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FIG.7: Energy lvels of the higherbarrier com pound as a
finction of B, applied along the z axis. The color m aps for
each state the value of Sers, where < S? > = Sces (Sees + 1)
E llipses and the square indicate representative exam ples of
Jevel crossings.

overlapping w ith the ground one in plies that a m agnetic

eld applied along them olecule’s easy axis induces cross—
ings involring states which are absent in a giant spin de—
scription. These can be tumed into anticrossings AC s)
by the sn all transverse tem s contained in H °. Figure 7
show s that besides the "tradiional" ntra-5 = 12 cross—
ngs at about 0, 04 (eg., the square) and 0.8 T, m any
m ore occur for interm ediate values of B . In particular,
there are three di erent kinds of "non-traditional" eld-
Induced crossings, ie. which are absent In the giant spin
description of the m olecule. First of all there are cross—
ngs nvolving a pair of states belonging to a single low —
energy S multiplet di erent from the ground one (for in—
stance the higherdying ellipsisat 0.3 T .n Fig. 7). These
crossing m ay lead to relaxation shortcuts if the dom i-
nant relaxation path passes through them . The other
two kinds of crossings (eg. the other ellipses n Fig. 7)
nvolve pairs of statesbelonging to di erent S-m anifolds.
T he distinction arises from the symm etry properties of
the tw 0 crossing states, ie., they m ay have the sam e par-

ity ornot. In the rst case (eg., the crossings between
red and green curves in the two ellipsesat about 0.6 and 1
T)H Ousua]Jy leadsto an AC, whereas In the second case
eg., theellipse atabout 0.3 T) an AC m ay occur to the
extent that at low T the inversion center is rem oved by a
distortion, leading to temm s w ith low -enough sym m etry
in HO Even if there are no structural data below 150
K, it isnot unlkely form agnetic m olecules to undergo a
symm etry lowering at low T (see, eg., [LJ,[11]). "Non-
traditional” AC sw ith the associated resonant incoherent
tunneling, m ay result in relaxation shortcuts leading to
additional steps in hysteresis cycles, absent in a giant—
soin picture. For Instance, Fig. 8 show s an exam ple of
derivative of the hysteresis curvesmeasured at T = 3 K

forthe higherbarrierm olecule[Z]. T he "traditional"AC S
producem inor features in these curves, and thetwom ain
peaks are associated w ith "non-traditional" ACs. Theef-
fect of ow — eld AC s ism ore evident at higher T [5]. For
Instance, there are features at 0.3 T which m ay a priori
origihate from both crossingsm arked on Fig. 7.
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FIG . 8: Exam pl of derivative of the hysteresis curves m ea—
sured for the higherbarrier m olecule In [E]. For each value
of B, there are two points corresponding to increasing or de—
creasing B in the hysteresis cycle.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

By exploiting INS and FDM RS we have determ ined
the m icroscopic H am iltonian of two di erent high-spin
variants of the M ng nanom agnet. W e have found that
excited S muliplets overlapping wih the ground one
strongly a ect the m agnetic relaxation process. M ore—
over, we have dem onstrated the existence of tunnelling
pathw ays Involring pairs of states belonging to di erent
total spin m anifolds. Hence, the energy separation be—
tween the ground and excited multiplets m ay be a key
Ingredient in determ ining the relaxation and tunnelling
dynam ics ofm olecular nanom agnets.
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