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W e study a magnetic m olecule that exhibits spin tunneling and is free to rotate about its
anisotropy axis. Exact low-energy eigenstates of the m olecule that are superpositions of spin and
rotational states are obtained. W e show that parameter = 2hS )2=(I ) detemn ines the ground
state ofthem olecule. Here hS isthe spin, I isthem om ent of inertia, and is the tunnel splitting.

The m agnetic m om ent of them olecule is zero at

At !

PACS numbers: 75.50X x, 33.20.5n, 85.65+h

C rystals of high-spin m agnetic m olecules cam e to the
attention of physicists after Sessoli et al. [l] discovered
that they behave as reqular arrays of identical superpara—
m agnetic particles Z]. T he rem arkable property ofm ag-
netic m olecules is that their spin can tunnelbetween up
and down directions [3]. This leads to a characteristic
step-w ise m agnetization curve discovered by Friedm an et
al. In M ni,-A cetate [4] and later observed in hundreds
of other m olecular m agnets. M ore recently, experin ents
were perform ed w ith m agnetic m olecules deposited on
surfaces [B] and w ith single m olecules bridged between
m etallic electrodes [d]. T he interest to such studies has
been driven in part by the prospect of using m agnetic
molcules as qubis [1]. At st glance, partial or to—
taldecoupling of the m olecule from the environm ent ap—
pears desirable to achieve low deooherence. It was no—
ticed [B,19], how ever, that such a decouplingm ay prohiit
soin tunneling altogether due to conservation ofthe total
angularmom entum , J = S+ L, wih S being the soin of
them olecule and L being the orbitalangularm om entum
associated w ih the m echanical rotation. T his situation
can be relevant to recent experim ents w ith single m ag—
netic m olecules if the m oleculesm aintain som e degree of
freedom w ith respect to rotations.

Consider rst a high-soin m olecule In a crystal. The
general orm ofthe spin H am iltonian ofthe m oleculk is

~

Hs=H+ H,; @)

w here HAk commutes with S, and Pf? is a perturbation
that does not commute wih S,. The existence of the
m agnetic anisotropy axism eansthat the j Sieigenstates
of S, are degenerate ground states ofI—fk . O perator I-f?
slightly perturbs the j S1i states, adding to them smnall
contrbutions of other in 5 i states. W e shall call these
degenerate nom alized perturbed states j si. Physi
cally they describe the m agneticm om ent ofthem olecule
looking in one of the tw o directions along the anisotropy
axis. Full perturbation theory with account of the de-
generacy of HAS provides quantum tunneling between the
j sistates. Theground state and the rstexcied state

< c = [l
1 the spin of the m olecule localizes in one of the directions along the anisotropy axis.

1=2S)?] ! and non—zero at > ..

becom e
1 . L.
=p—§(jsl J osd: @)
T hey satisfy
Hs =E 3)
wih E Es being the tunnel splitting. Since the

crystal eld Ham ittonian Pfs does not possess the full in—
variance w ith respect to rotations, should not be the
eigenstates of J. However, a closed system consisting of
the spin and the crystaldoes possess such invariance. Tt
has been dem onstrated [10,|11] that conservation of the
total angular mom entum (goIn + crystal) dictates en-
tanglem ent of spin states w ith elastic tw ists. This e ect
contributes to spin decoherencebut doesnot signi cantly
a ect the ground state energy.

T he situation changes for a free m agneticm olecule. A
high-spin m olecule usually consists ofhundreds ofatom s,
m aking itsm echanical properties sin ilar to the m echani-
calproperties ofa tiny solid body. Freem agnetic clusters
In beam s have been studied in the past [12]. They ex—
hibi a num ber of interesting phenom ena som e of which
have been attributed to the interaction between soin and
m echanical degrees of freedom . G eneral analytical solui—
tion forthe rotationalquantum levelsofa rigid body does
not exist. Spin degree of freedom further com plicates the
problem . However, as we dam onstrate below , the exact
eigenstates and exact energy levels can be obtained ana—
Itically for the low -energy states of a m agneticm olecule
that is free to rotate about is anisotropy axis. This
could be the case when a free m olecule is In a m agnetic

eld or the m olecule is bridged between two leads. The
eigenstates of such a m olecule m ust be the eigenstates
ofJ, = S, + L,. It is then clear that, unless m echan—
ical rotations are involved, conservation of J, prohibits
quantum tunneling ofS. For, eg. J, = 0 the transitions
can only occur between the states j gi jng, = Si
and j si dnp = Si. These are the states In which
the angular m om entum due to spin is com pensated by
the angularm om entum due to m echanical rotation. For
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a superposiion of these states to be the ground state
of the system , the kinetic energy, ©S)%=(I), associated
w ith the rotation cannot signi cantly exceed the energy
gain, =2, due to spin tunneling. O therw ise the ground
statewillbe j si Jdnp = 0i. For a solid particle, the
m om ent of inertia I grow sasthe fth powerofthe size of
the particle. Consequently, rotationale ects should be
Jess In portant In large particles. Form agneticm olcules,
how ever, the rotationalenergy S )?=@2I) in m any cases
w ill be Jarge enough to cause localization in one of the
J  sispin states. Exact analytical solution ofthis prob—
lem is given below .

Since the low-energy spin states of the m olecule are
superpositionsofj i, it is convenient to describe such
a two-state system by a pseudospin 1/2. C om ponents of
the corresponding Paulioperator are

sih s+ Jsih g3 @)
sih g7

x = J
, = 3

z = Jsihgs3i 3 sih s 3:

ijsih 53

T he pro Fction ofH's onto j sistatesis
A X A
g = m H's i in3: G)
m ;n= s
Expressing j givia according to Eq. ), i is easy

to see from Eq. [3) that

h sHsy si=0; h sHsjsi= =2: ()

W ith the help ofthese relations one obtains from Eq. [3)

- — 7
> )

So far we have not considered m echanical rotations of
the m okcul. Rotation by angle about the anisotropy
axis Z , transform s the spin H am iltonian into

HAg=e B: el 8)
N oticing that
S;J si=S;j Si= S3j si; ©)

it is easy to profct Ham iltonian (8)) onto s. Sinple
calculation yields the fllow ing generalization of Eq. [T):

X
o

m #'J him in7 @0)

m n= s

— bos@S ) «+ sn@S ) y1:

The full Ham iltonian of the m agnetic m olecule rotating
about its anisotropy axis is
~_ @L,)?

H = E[xoos(ZS )+

o7 ysin@s )1; (1)

with L,= i@d=d ).

W e arenow In a position to nd the eigenstates of the
rotatingm olecule. By construction, the H am iltonian [I1])
is invariant w ith respect to rotations about the Z -axis.
C onsequently, is eigenstates m ust be the eigenstates of
J,=L,+ S,:

J=19—§(Cs]sl ¥ SitC sJ si T+ Si):
12)
HereJ mg whilke index 1denotes states In them echan—

ical space, wih in i; npi= exp@mi ). Solution
of g = Eg 7 gives the follow Ing expression for the
energy levels:
" r #
2 J2
E = — 1+ — — 1+ — 2 ; 13
7 2 sz 2 s2 a3
where
2hs)*

14
- 14)

For J § 0 each state is degenerate w ith respect to the
sign of J.ForJ = 0;1;2;:::coe cientsC  are given by
s

J
Cs = 1l+p—o—Hw
S2+ (J)?
s
C 1 piilj 15)
s = 7
S2+ (J)?
where comrelateswith i Eq.JI3).

AtJ m; S,Eq. [I3) givesthe energy oftheme-

chanical rotation, (my )?=@I). At small the ground
state and the rst excited state correspond to J = 0,
h?s2

E = — 16
0 o1 > 1e)

Here the 1rst tem is the energy of the rotation w ith
mp = S. Foramolculk rigidly coupled to an In nie
massone has I ! 1 and the energy of the rotation
goes to zero. In this case one recovers from Eq. [14)
the energies, =2, of the tunnelsplit spin states n a
m acroscopic crystal. As  increases, the ground state
sw itchesto higher J. Thevaluie of atwhich the ground
state changes from E; 1 to Ey satis es

(g)= EJ;

Es 1; (g5): @7

Solution of this equation for J = 1;2; ::;S gives

_ 1 1=2 @1 1F T a8)
7 (25)2 (@s)2
For ganaller then
L= 1 1=@s} 19



the ground state correspondsto J = 0,C g = 1. At
= ; the transition to the J = 1 ground state takes

plce. At = , the ground state changes from J = 1
toJ = 2,and soon.At greaterthan
B n # 1=2
= 1 ! - 1 1 L (20)
S (25)? 25

the ground state always correspondsto J = S. For, eg.,
S = 10 one obtains 1 = 1:0025 and 19 = 32066. The
dependence of the ground state energy on for S = 10
is shown in Fig.[d. W hile this dependence is sm ooth,
the derivative of the ground state energy on show s
steps at the critical values of given by Eq. {I8). In
the Imit of ! O the ground state energy is =2.
T his is the gain in energy due to soin tunneling betw een
j silstatesin an In niely heavy particle. In the lin i of

1 (light particle) J = S and according to Eq. {I3)
the ground state energy approaches zero as =4 ).
T his corresoonds to the gradual localization of the soin

In one ofthe j i states.
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FIG.1l: Zero— eld ground state energy as a function of
Inset show s the derivative of the ground state energy on

To com pute the m agnetic m om ent of the m olecule we
notice that L, In our form alisn describes them echanical
rotation ofthem olecule as a whole, not the orbital states
of the electrons. C onsequently, the m agnetic m om ent of
a free m agnetic m olecule should be entirely due to is

soin:

J

= gsh sP.J si= gs
S2+ (J)?

Here g is the soin gyrom agnetic factor. The m inus sign
re ects negative gyrom agnetic ratio, = g g =h, for
the electron soin. Ifthe ground state correspondsto J =

0, spin-up and spin-dow n states contrbute equally to the
wave function and the m agnetic m om ent is zero. W hen
J In the ground-state is non-zero, soin-up and spin-down

states contribute w ith di erent weights and them olecule
has a non-zero m agnetic m om ent. W hich J corresponds
to the ground state depends on the parameter . The
dependence of the ground state m agnetic m om ent on

is shown in Fig.[2.
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FIG .2: D ependence of the ground-state m agnetic m om ent on
param eter

T he above results can be easily generalized to take into
acoount the e ect of the extemal m agnetic eld B ap-—
plied along the Z -axis. Such a eld addsa Zeem an tem ,
g 5 S;B, to the Ham iltonian [I). This term is invariant
w ith respect to the rotation by the angle . Its progc-
tion onto g sinply addsg 5 SB , to Eq. [I). The
full pro jcted H am iltonian becom es

B h® o [ @S )+ n @S )] W
= —=— — [xcos sin — 27
2Id 2 2 ¥ 2
(22)
where
W 2gs SB : 23)

Since this H am iltonian is invariant w ith respect to rota-—
tions about the Z -axis, its eigenfinctions are still given
by Eq. [I2) with the coe cientsC 5 now depending on
B . Solving 5y s = Es 5 one obtains
2 s 3
4 J° w s
E; = 2 1+ sz 3 1+ (24)

+

nlgy

forthe energy kvels. Here W can be positive or negative
depending on the orientation of the eld. Positive W
corresponds to the m agnetic eld in the direction of the
m agnetic m om ent, which provides the lower energy. At
B & 0 coe cientsC g can be presented In the form

s - S
C l+p7W_ C 1 piiw
= . = .
S 2+W2, S 2+W2’

@5)



w ith

W W + J =S: (26)

N otice that Eq. 29) coincides w ith the form ofC g for
a frozen m agnetic m olecule In the magnetic eld B =

B hJd=( I). The magnetic m om ent of the m olkcule
that is free to rotate is given by

W

2+ 2
In the absence of the m agnetic eld, quantum num ber
J corresponding to the ground state is determ ined by
For a given m agnetic m olecule this param eter is xed.
On the contrary, n the presence of the eld, J can be
m anipulated by changing B . Soving Eq. [I7) with E 5
ofEq [24)), one obtains the ollow ing expression forW =

W s at which the ground state sw itches from J ltodJd:
8 v 9
>u” ST >

Wy; 23 1§ 1 27 1 N 2

28 » 28 28 3
28)

Here J = 1;2;::34S . The dependence of the ground state
magneticmoment on W is shown in Fig.[3. The jmps
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FIG . 3: Fild dependence of the m agnetic m om ent. N ote the
JmpsatW =W .

at criticalvalues ofthe eld must show as sharp m axin a
In the di erential susoeptbility.

In conclusion, we have cbtained exact low-energy
quantum states of a m agnetic particle m olecul) that
exhibits spin tunneling and is free to rotate about its
anisotropy axis. T he ground state depends on the param —
eter = 2(nS)?=( ). Various lin is studied above are
physically accessble in m agnetic m olecules and atom ic
clusters. At ! 1 the soin localizes In one of the two
directions along the m agnetic anisotropy axis. M agnetic
m olecule of a nanom eter size has the m om ent of inertia

in the ballpark of 10 3° gan?. ForS = 10 this provides

lat =h  10'%s !. The tunnel splitting of, eg.,
M n;, and Feg molecules ismuch an aller. T hus the soin
tunneling in thesem oleculesm ust be strongly suppressed
if they are free to rotate. This e ect m ay be im portant
In designing qubits based upon m agnetic m olecules.
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