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Inelastic neutron scattering hasbeen used to determ ine the m icroscopic Ham iltonian describing

two high-spin variants of the high-anisotropy M n6 nanom agnet. The energy spectrum of both

system sischaracterized by thepresenceofseveralexcited total-spin m ultipletspartially overlapping

theS= 12ground m ultiplet.Thisim pliesthattherelaxation processesofthesem oleculesaredi�erent

from those occurring in prototype giant-spin nanom agnets. In particular,we show that both the

height ofthe energy barrier and resonant tunnelling processes are greatly in
uenced by low-lying

excited total-spin m ultiplets.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M olecular nanom agnets (M NM s) have recently at-

tracted considerableinterestbecauseatlow tem perature

T they display slow relaxation ofthem agnetization M of

purely m olecularorigin [1].The m ain relaxation m echa-

nism is provided by the interactionsofthe spin degrees

offreedom with phonons,either through m odulation of

the localcrystal�elds on individualm agnetic ions,or

through m odulation oftwo-ion interactions. Typically,

the relaxation dynam icsare m odelled by restricting the

spin Hilbert space to the ground total-spin m ultiplet

only,asresulting from the usually dom inating isotropic

exchange interactions. In this fram ework,each N -spins

m olecule is described as a single giant spin S in an

e�ective crystal-�eld potential. At tem peratures of

few K ,the reversalof M occurs through a m ulti-step

O rbach process yielding a therm ally activated behavior

ofthe relaxation tim e, � = �0exp(U=kB T), where the

energy barrierU is setby the e�ective axialanisotropy

experienced by the giantspin[2].

W e show that excited S-m ultiplets strongly in
uence

the energy barrier for the relaxation of M in two

high-spin (S = 12)variantsofthe high-anisotropy M n6

nanom agnet(a record barrierU = 86:4 K ,and U = 53:1

K [3,4]).In fact,inelastic neutron scattering (INS)and

Frequency Dom ain M agnetic Resonance Spectroscopy

(FDM RS) show that the two variantsare characterized

by a sim ilar anisotropy but have signi�cantly di�erent

exchange interactions. The large di�erence in U is

m ainly due to the presence ofrelaxation paths passing

through excited S m ultiplets partially nested within

the ground one. In addition, because of S-m ixing in

the wavefunctions,these excited m anifolds m ay lead to

resonant inter-m ultiplet tunnelling processes for �elds

ofa few thousandsofG auss. These are associated with

additionalstepsin hysteresiscycleswhich are absentin

the giantspin m odel.

II. SP IN H A M ILT O N IA N A N D M O LEC U LA R

EN ER G Y LEV ELS

The two M n6 m olecules have chem ical form ula

M n6O 2(Et-sao)6(O 2CPh(M e)2)2(EtO H)6 (higher bar-

rier) and M n6O 2(Et-sao)6(O 2CPh)2(EtO H)4(H 2O )2
(lower barrier) and are nearly isostructural. The m ag-

netic core com prises six M n3+ ions arranged on two

trianglesbridged by oxygen atom s(Fig.1).Each M n3+

ion has a distorted octahedralcage ofligands,with the

Jahn� Telleraxesallapproxim ately perpendicularto the

planes ofthe triangles. The six M n3+ ions have spin s

= 2 and arecoupled by dom inantferrom agneticinterac-

tions,leading to a high S = 12 total-spin ground state,

as can be inferred by m agnetization m easurem ents,see

Fig.2 [3,4].

Each M n6 m olecule can be described by the following

spin Ham iltonian[5]

H =
X

i< j

Jijs(i)� s(j)+
X

i

dis
2

z(i)+
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FIG . 1: (color online) Structure of the high-barrier M n6

m olecule (H om itted forclarity).G reen :M n,red :O ,blue:

N,dark grey :C).
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FIG . 2: (color online) M easured (points) and calculated

(lines) T-dependence of the susceptibility for the two M n6

m olecules. Calculations are m ade by including exchange in-

teractionsonly,with theparam etersdeterm ined byINS.g = 2

hasbeen assum ed.

X

i

ci(35s
4

z(i)+ (25� 30s(s+ 1))s
2

z(i))+ g�B B � S+ H
0
;(1)

where s(i) are spin operators of the ith M n ion and

S =
P

i
s(i)isthem olecule’stotalspin.The�rstterm is

theisotropicexchange,whilethesecond and third term s

describe axiallocalcrystal-�elds(a z axisperpendicular

to thetrianglesplaneisassum ed),and B istheexternal

�eld[1]. H 0 (neglected in the following)representsaddi-

tionalsm allanisotropic term s. The m inim alset offree

param etersisgiven by threedi�erentexchangeconstants

J110 � J1,J12 = J23 = J13 = J1020 = J2030 = J1030 � J2,

and J130 = J103 � J3 (Fig.1) and two sets ofcrystal-

�eld (CF) param etersd1 = d10,c1 = c10,and d2 = d20,

c2 = c20.Theligand cagesofsites1and 3arerathersim -

ilarand weassum ed thecorrespondingCF param etersto

be equal. Since experim entalinform ation is insu�cient

to �x independently thetwo sm allcparam eters,wehave

chosen to constrain the ratio c1=c2 to the ratio d1=d2.

The anisotropic term s break rotationalinvariance and

herelead to a largeam ountofm ixing ofdi�erentS m ul-

tiplets(S m ixing[6]).In thefollowingwelabelthestates

by theirleading S-com ponent.

To determ ine the param eters appearing in (1), we
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FIG . 3: (color online) INS spectra for the higher barrier

m olecule collected on IN5 with incidentwavelength of3.4 �A

forT= 2 K (black)and T = 16 K (red).Linesaretheoretical

calculationswith m odel(1).
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FIG . 4: (color online) INS spectra for the higher barrier

m olecule collected on IN5 with incidentwavelength of6.7 �A

forT= 2 K (black)and T = 16 K (red).Linesaretheoretical

calculationswith m odel(1).

haveused thetim e-of-
ightneutronspectrom etersNEAT

at the Hahn M eitner Institut (Berlin) and IN5 at the

Institute Laue Langevin (G renoble). In addition, we

have perform ed FDM RS m easurem ents at the Univer-

sity of Stuttgart. Since FDM RS is sensitive to intra-

m ultiplet transitions only, its use in conjunction with

INS m akes easier to assess the character ofthe di�er-

ent observed excitations. Figs. 3 and 4 show exam -

plesofINS spectratogetherwith theoreticalsim ulations.
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The analysisofINS and FDM RS data leads to the fol-

lowing param eters for the higher (lower) barrier com -

pounds : J1 = � 0:84(� 0:61)m eV,J2 = � 0:59(� 0:31)

m eV,J3 = 0:01(0:07) m eV,d1 = � 0:20(� 0:23) m eV,

d2 = � 0:76(� 0:97)m eV and c1 = � 0:001(� 0:0008)m eV

[5]. These param eters are consistent with susceptibil-

ity m easurem ents (see Fig. 2). Hence, anisotropy is

sim ilarin the two variantswhereasthe dom inantferro-

m agnetic exchange issubstantially largerin the higher-

barrier com pound. Figures 5 and 6 show the energies

ofthe S-m ultiplets resulting from the exchange part of

(1). It is evident from these �gures that the exchange

splitting between theground S = 12 m anifold and m any

excited m ultiplets,including low-S ones,issm allerthan

the energy scale ofanisotropic term sin (1). In particu-

lar,Fig.6 showsthatin thelower-barriercom pound the

energy ofthe lowest-lying S = 0 m ultipletisonly about

4 m eV largerthan that ofthe ground one. Thus,the
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FIG .5:Energy ofallS-m ultipletsforthehigherbarriercom -

pound,resulting from the exchange part of(1) with the pa-

ram etersgiven in the text.

giantspin m apping com pletely breaksdown in thesetwo

m olecules,notonly forthe large S-m ixing in the wave-

functions,buteven forfailing to accountforthenum ber

ofstates located below the barrier. The presence ofa

center of inversion (characterizing the structure deter-

m ined at 150 K ) im plies that exchange m ultiplets can

beclassi�ed according to theirparity with respectto the

associated spin-perm utation operation.Forinstance,the

ground S = 12 statesare even,whereasthe lowest-lying

S = 11 statesareodd.

III. R ELA X A T IO N O F T H E M A G N ET IZA T IO N

The m ain di�erence between the two M n6 variantsis

the position of the excited S m anifolds, therefore the

com parison between therelaxation behaviorofthesesys-

tem s o�ersthe opportunity to study the role played by

low-lying excited m ultiplets. To address this issue,we
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FIG .6:Energy ofallS-m ultipletsforthe lowerbarriercom -

pound,resulting from the exchange part of(1) with the pa-

ram etersgiven in the text.

adoptthe wellestablished fram ework presented in [7,8]

forthe irreversible evolution ofthe density m atrix �(t).

By focusing on tim e scales m uch longer than the typi-

calperiodsoffree evolution ofthe system ,the so-called

secularapproxim ation enablesthe tim e evolution ofthe

diagonalm atrix elem entsofthedensity m atrix to bede-

coupled from thatoftheo�-diagonalones.In particular,

thepopulationsofthem oleculareigenstates,pl(t),evolve

through m asterequations:

_pl(t)=
X

m

W lm pm (t); (2)

whereW lm isthelm elem entoftheratem atrix,i.e.,the

probability perunittim ethata transition between levels

jm iand jliisinduced by theinteraction with thephonon

heatbath.The lattercan be calculated by perturbation

theory oncem agnetolelastic(M E)interactionshavebeen

m odelled. Experim entalinform ation is totally insu�-

cientto�x allthem any possibleparam etersappearingin

the M E coupling potential. By assum ing thatthe m ain

contribution to thiscoupling arisesfrom them odulation

ofthelocalrank-2crystal�eldsand thatquadrupolem o-

m entsofeach individualM n ion areisotropicallycoupled

to Debyeacousticphonons,weobtain [9]

W lm = 

2
�
3

lm n(� lm )
X

i;j;q1;q2

hljO q1;q2(si)jm i�

hm jO q1;q2(sj)jli; (3)

where i and j run over M n ions, O q1;q2(si) are the

com ponentsofthecartesian quadrupoletensoroperator,

n(x)= (e�hx=kB T � 1)� 1 and � lm = (E l� E m )=�h.Thesin-

gle free param eter
 isproportionalto the M E coupling

strength.In spiteofthecom plexity oftheirenergy spec-

trum ,forboth variantstheresultingrelaxation spectrum
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atlow T isdom inated by asinglerelaxation tim edisplay-

ing a nearly Arrheniusbehavior�(T)= �0 exp(U=K B T),

in agreem ent with experim ents [5]. In particular, the

e�ective energy barrierforthe m agnetization reversalis

cruciallydependenton theposition oflow-lyingexcited S

m ultiplets.Indeed,the largedi�erence between the bar-

riers ofthe two m olecules m ainly results from the vari-

ation ofthe ferrom agnetic exchange constants and not

from a variation in anisotropy. It is also worth to note

thatin thepresentcaseU isnotsetby theenergy ofthe

lowest-lying M S = 0 state asonecould naively expect.

The existence ofseveraltotal-spin m ultiplets partially

FIG .7: Energy levels ofthe higher-barrier com pound as a

function ofB ,applied along the z axis. The color m aps for

each statethevalueofSeff,where< S
2
> := Seff(Seff + 1).

Ellipses and the square indicate representative exam ples of

levelcrossings.

overlappingwith theground oneim pliesthata m agnetic

�eld applied alongthem olecule’seasy axisinducescross-

ingsinvolving stateswhich areabsentin a giantspin de-

scription. These can be turned into anticrossings(ACs)

by the sm alltransverseterm scontained in H 0.Figure 7

showsthatbesidesthe "traditional" intra-S = 12 cross-

ings at about0,0.4 (e.g.,the square)and 0.8 T,m any

m ore occur for interm ediate values ofB . In particular,

there arethreedi�erentkindsof"non-traditional" �eld-

induced crossings,i.e.,which areabsentin thegiantspin

description ofthe m olecule. Firstofallthere are cross-

ingsinvolving a pairofstatesbelonging to a single low-

energy S m ultipletdi�erentfrom theground one(forin-

stancethehigher-lying ellipsisat0.3 T in Fig.7).These

crossing m ay lead to relaxation shortcuts if the dom i-

nant relaxation path passes through them . The other

two kindsofcrossings(e.g. the otherellipsesin Fig. 7)

involvepairsofstatesbelongingto di�erentS-m anifolds.

The distinction arises from the sym m etry properties of

thetwocrossingstates,i.e.,they m ay havethesam epar-

ity ornot. In the �rstcase (e.g.,the crossingsbetween

red and green curvesin thetwoellipsesatabout0.6and 1

T)H 0usually leadstoan AC,whereasin thesecond case

(e.g.,theellipseatabout0.3 T)an AC m ay occurto the

extentthatatlow T theinversion centerisrem oved by a

distortion,leading to term s with low-enough sym m etry

in H 0. Even ifthere are no structuraldata below 150

K ,itisnotunlikely form agneticm oleculesto undergo a

sym m etry lowering atlow T (see,e.g.,[10,11]). "Non-

traditional"ACswith theassociated resonantincoherent

tunneling,m ay resultin relaxation shortcutsleading to

additionalsteps in hysteresis cycles,absent in a giant-

spin picture. Forinstance,Fig. 8 showsan exam ple of

derivative ofthe hysteresiscurvesm easured atT = 3 K

forthehigher-barrierm olecule[3].The"traditional"ACS

producem inorfeaturesin thesecurves,and thetwom ain

peaksareassociated with "non-traditional"ACs.Theef-

fectoflow-�eld ACsism ore evidentathigherT[5].For

instance,there are featuresat0.3 T which m ay a priori

originatefrom both crossingsm arked on Fig.7.

-0.9 -0.6 -0.3 0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9
0

1

2

3

 

 

dM
/d

B
 (a

.u
.)

Magnetic Field (T)

T = 3 K

FIG .8: Exam ple ofderivative ofthe hysteresis curves m ea-

sured for the higher-barrier m olecule in [3]. For each value

ofB ,there are two pointscorresponding to increasing orde-

creasing B in the hysteresiscycle.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

By exploiting INS and FDM RS we have determ ined

the m icroscopic Ham iltonian oftwo di�erent high-spin

variants ofthe M n6 nanom agnet. W e have found that

excited S m ultiplets overlapping with the ground one

strongly a�ect the m agnetic relaxation process. M ore-

over,we have dem onstrated the existence oftunnelling

pathwaysinvolving pairsofstatesbelonging to di�erent

totalspin m anifolds. Hence,the energy separation be-

tween the ground and excited m ultiplets m ay be a key

ingredient in determ ining the relaxation and tunnelling

dynam icsofm olecularnanom agnets.



5

[1]D .G atteschi,R.Sessoliand J.Villain,M olecular Nano-

m agnets,O xford University Press(2006).

[2]J.Villain,F.Hartm ann-Boutron,R.Sessoli,and A.Ret-

tori,Europhys.Lett.27,159(1994);A.W �urger,J.Phys.:

Condens.M atter 10,10075 (1998);M .N.Leuenberger

and D .Loss,Phys.Rev.B 61,1286 (2000);D .Zueco and

J.L.G arcia-Palacios,Phys.Rev.B 73,104448 (2006).

[3]C.J.M ilios,A.Vinslava,W .W ernsdorfer,S.M oggach,

S.Parsons,S.P.Perlepes,G .Christou and E.K .Brechin,

J.Am .Chem .Soc.129,2754 (2007).

[4]C. J. M ilios, A. Vinslava, P. A. W ood, S. Parsons,

W . W ernsdorfer, G . Christou, S.P. Perlepes and E.K .

Brechin,J.Am .Chem .Soc.129,8 (2007).

[5]S.Carretta,T.G uidi,P.Santini,G .Am oretti,O .Pieper,

B.Lake,J.van Slageren,F.ElHallak,W .W ernsdorfer,

H.M utka,M .Russina,C.J.M ilios and E.K .Brechin,

Phys.Rev.Letters100,157203 (2008).

[6]S.Carretta,E.Liviotti,N.M agnani,P.Santini,and G .

Am oretti,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,207205 (2004).

[7]K . Blum , Density M atrix Theory and Applications,

Plenum Press,NY (1996).

[8]P.Santini,S.Carretta,E.Liviotti,G .Am oretti,P.Car-

retta,M .Filibian,A.Lascialfariand E.M icotti,Phys.

Rev.Lett.94,077203 (2005).

[9]S. Carretta, P. Santini, G . Am oretti, M . A�ronte, A.

Candini,A.G hirri,I.S.Tidm arsh,R.H.Laye,R.Shaw,

and E.J.M cInnes,Phys.Rev.Lett.97,207201 (2006).

[10]S.Carretta, J.van Slageren, T.G uidi, E.Liviotti, C.

M ondelli,D .Rovai,A.Cornia,A.L.D earden,F.Car-

sughi,M .A�ronte,C.D .Frost,R.E.W inpenny,D .G at-

teschi,G .Am orettiand R.Caciu�o,Phys.Rev.B 67,

094405 (2003).

[11]S.Carretta,P.Santini,G .Am oretti,T.G uidi,R.Caci-

u�o,A.Candini,A.Cornia,D .G atteschi,M .Plazanet,

and J.A.Stride ,Phys.Rev.B 70,214403 (2004).


