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Single molecule magnets distinguish themselves in the field of quantum magnetism through the
ability to combine fundamental research with promising applications, the evolution of quantum
spintronics in the last decade exemplifying the potential held by molecular based quantum devices.
Notably, the read-out and manipulation of the embedded nuclear spin states was used in proof
of principle studies of quantum computation at the single molecule level. In this paper we study
the relaxation dynamics of the 159Tb nuclear spins in a diluted molecular crystal by using recently
acquired understanding of the nonadiabatic dynamics of TbPc2 molecules. We find that phonon
modulated hyperfine interaction opens a direct relaxation channel between the nuclear spins and
the phonon bath. We highlight the potential importance of the discovered mechanism for the theory
of spin bath and the relaxation dynamics of the molecular spins at crossover temperatures.

The advancement towards industrially viable quantum
technologies like quantum computing and nanoscale mag-
netometry depends largely on our ability to control the
immediate environment of a system of interacting quan-
tum objects (qubits). The main objective is to preserve
coherence during external manipulations and thus ex-
ploit intrinsic quantum properties like interference and
entanglement. Depending on their nature and coupling
strength, most environmental degrees of freedom in inter-
action with the qubit can be mapped either into a bosonic
bath, for non-local, weak interaction, or to a spin bath,
in the case of localized, strong interactions [1]. The later
case is especially important as it can induce decoherence
even in the T −→ 0 limit, that is, the dephasing is not ac-
companied by dissipative processes. Thus, the complex
problem of a central quantum system coupled to localized
environmental excitations, for example, nuclear spins or
paramagnetic centers, is pivotal in mesoscopic quantum
physics [2]. Amongst experimental implementations of
the above model (e.g, NV centers in diamond [3], nano-
magnets [4], SQUIDs [5] and impurities in silicon [3]),
molecular magnets illustrate especially well the intimate
relationship that exists between the manifested quantum
phenomenologies (e.g. quantum tunneling of magneti-
zation (QTM) [6], spin parity effect [7], Rabi oscilla-
tions [8]) and the spin bath. After the experimental ev-
idence of the magnetic bistability in Mn12-ac [9], event
that marks the birth of the field of molecular magnetism,
the breakthrough discoveries of both phonon-assisted and
ground state quantum tunneling [10, 11] greatly boosted
the interest in these systems. Theoretical inquires to ex-
plain the observed dynamics were resolved by carefully
considering the effect of the environmental interactions
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(both spin-phonon and spin-spin couplings) and thus con-
tributed significantly to the development of the theory
of the spin bath [12]. Molecular magnets also proved
to be ideal systems for testing the predictions made by
the constructed theory. Thus, both the influence of the
isotopic composition through variation of the hyperfine
interaction on the relaxation rate [13] and the peculiar
square root law for the relaxation at low temperatures
and short times were promptly verified [14]. The strong
correlations between the dynamics of the spin bath and
the relaxation of the molecular spin were also evidenced
by measuring directly the nuclear spins through resonant
techniques [15]. Both the longitudinal and transverse re-
laxation times were linked directly to the electronic spin
dynamics [16] proving that nuclear spins can serve as
microscopic probes for the molecular spin [17]. The the-
ory of the spin bath was also successfully applied in the
study of the decoherence in crystals of molecular mag-
nets [18, 19], paving the way for molecular optimization
for quantum information processing nanodevices.

Most of the experimental and theoretical investigations
into the subject of spin-bath were done using transition
metal ion compounds as model systems (e.g. Mn12-ac
and Fe8) because these were the first discovered single
molecule magnets (SMMs) and for a long time remained
the best understood compounds [20]. However, the last
decade saw the rise of molecular complexes that employ
lanthanide ions as magnetic centers and at the moment
one can make an argument that this class of SMMs are
amongst the most promising ones. Recent achievements
include the observation of magnetic bistability of a Dy
complex at temperatures well above liquid nitrogen [21]
and the implementation of the quantum Grover algo-
rithm at the single molecule level [22].

Unquenched orbital angular momentum, large single
ion anisotropy and a strong hyperfine interaction are just
some characteristics that distinguish lanthanide com-
plexes in the field of molecular magnetism [23]. For ex-
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ample, it was shown that the nature of the strong in-
teraction between the electronic shell of the lanthanide
ion and it’s own nuclear spin has strong repercussions
on the tunneling dynamics [24, 25]. Also, the non-zero
orbital momentum brings upfront the spin-phonon inter-
action. Thus, even in the range where the dynamics is
temperature independent, the phonon bath can no longer
be ignored. Despite these observations, the quantum dy-
namics of lanthanide SMMs in the framework of the spin
bath theory is a subject largely unexplored.

In the theoretical endeavour that one has to undergo in
order to improve our understanding of the displayed dy-
namics, the properties of the lanthanide molecular com-
plex immersed in a bath of both bosonic and spin nature
has to be considered. The main difficulties arise when the
dynamics of the bath is strongly coupled to the dynamics
of the central spin as the effect of the environment cannot
be treated perturbatively [4]. However, the analysis of
the properties of the spin bath when the molecular spins
are static is an important first step.

In this paper we try to solve a piece of the puzzle and
investigate the thermalization of the 159Tb nuclear spins
in a crystal of prototypical TbPc2 molecules. We chose
the TbPc2 complex as a model system because we can use
the recently acquired understanding on the dynamics of
its magnetization to develop a read-out technique for the
population of the hyperfine states. Thus, we will start by
analyzing the TbPc2’s sub-kelvin magnetization dynam-
ics in a varying magnetic field and its link to the distribu-
tion of the nuclear spins. Then, the time evolution of the
population of the hyperfine states, obtained by fitting the
magnetization curves, is evaluated in the framework of a
Markovian master equation that allows us to discuss the
dynamics in terms of spin-phonon relaxation rates. Fi-
nally, by evaluating the temperature dependence of the
relaxation process we identify the main mechanism re-
sponsible for the thermalization of the nuclear spins. We
find that a direct process that involves phonon modula-
tion of the hyperfine interaction is sufficient to explain
the magnitude of the determined relaxation rates.

Results
TbPc2 single-molecule magnet. We report µSQUID
measurements on micrometer sized crystals containing
TbPc2 molecules (Fig. 1a) that are diluted in an isostruc-
tural, diamagnetic matrix formed by YPc2 molecules
with a concentration of about 1% (see Methods). The
sample’s dilution controls the dipolar interaction between
the molecular spins and consequently is used to reduce
the probability of the collective effects. Thus, on one
hand, a diluted sample shows a well resolved hyperfine
structure and on the other, its dynamics can be under-
stood in terms of the properties of an ensemble of non-
interacting molecular spins.

The TbPc2 molecule features a Tb3+ ion sandwiched
between two phthalocyanine planes in a square antipris-
matic symmetry (D4d). The magnetic properties of the
compound are dominated by the single ion anisotropy of
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FIG. 1. (a) Magnetization curves of a diluted TbPc2 crystal
measured with the µSQUID technique at 50 mK as a func-
tion of the time the sample is kept in Bz = −1.3 T (cool-
ing time). The full procedure to measure these magnetiza-
tion curves is show in the inset: (1) initialize the sample by
sweeping through the zero field resonances multiple times un-
til the M = 0 state is reached, (2) saturate the sample, (3)
wait a certain time for nuclear spins to thermalize and (4)
read-out the hyperfine populations by inverting the magne-
tization while measuring M(Bz). (b) Hyperfine structure of
the ground doublet, mJ = ±6 , as a function of the applied
longitudinal field obtained after numerical diagonalization of
the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (1). The large black arrows are
meant to illustrate how the 159Tb transitions from the state
|+6,+1/2〉 to the state |+6,−1/2〉 during the thermalization
process are seen in the magnetization curve as a decrease in
the magnitude of the relaxation step.

the Tb3+ ion that gives a spin ground state J = 6 and
by the uniaxial character of the ligand field interaction
that further splits the 2J + 1 degenerate eigenstates. As
a result of the above interactions, in zero external field,
we obtain a ground state doublet (mJ = ±6) that is
separated from the first excited doublet (m′J = ±5) by
about 600 K [26]. Thus, at temperatures much lower
that the zero field splitting, the molecular spin J = 6
can be described as an effective spin 1/2 with an effec-
tive g-value, geff = 18. Under an external field parallel
to the anisotropy z-axis, the effective two level Hamil-
tonian describing the electronic states can be written as:
He = geff

2 µBBzσz + ∆
2 σx. Where the first term represents

the longitudinal Zeeman interaction and the second one
models the non-axial ligand field interactions. The tun-
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nel splitting, ∆, was shown to be in the µK range [27].
The 159Tb nucleus that lies at the heart of the molecule

also has a non-zero nuclear spin, I = 3/2, which couples
to the surrounding electronic shell and further splits the
ground doublet, mJ = ±6 in a manifold of four levels.
The interaction is modelled by adding a hyperfine and
a nuclear quadrupolar contribution to the spin Hamilto-
nian. Thus, the total Hamiltonian is now:

HTbPc2 = He +Ahyp|mJ |(σ · I) + IP̂quadI (1)

The isotropic hyperfine interaction, Ahyp|mJ |(σ · I), has
three components: the Fermi contact interaction, the
paramagnetic spin-orbit contribution and the dipole-
dipole interaction resulting in the hyperfine constant
Ahyp = 26.7 mK. Because I > 1/2, the 159Tb nucleus has
a quadrupolar moment that couples to the electric field
gradient through IP̂quadI with the dominant term being
the axial component with magnitude Pquad = 17 mK.

The tensorial nature of P̂quad reflects the non-axial char-
acter (with respect to the easy axis of the ligand field) of
the quadrupolar interaction which together with ∆

2 σx of
the electronic Hamiltonian was shown to be responsible
for the observed tunneling dynamics of TbPc2 in diluted
single crystals [25].

We label the states by using the electronic and nu-
clear spin components, |mJ ,mI〉, with mJ = ±6 and
mI = −3/2 . . . 3/2. We write HTbPc2 numerically in the
above basis. As we diagonalize it for a magnetic field in
the range [−50 : 50] mT, we obtain the Zeeman diagram
shown in Fig. 1b. We can see that, the interaction be-
tween the electronic spin and nuclear spin results in the
non-equidistant splitting of the energy levels, with the en-
ergy spacings between consecutive hyperfine states being
around 120, 160 and 190 mK. For temperatures compara-
ble to the hyperfine splitting, a non-equilibrium distribu-
tion of the population of the hyperfine states is expected
to evolve towards the Boltzmann distribution on a time
scale determined by the relaxation mechanism(s).

Thermalization of 159Tb nuclear spins. In what fol-
lows, we will first show the experimental evidence of the
thermalization process and then present the protocol and
theoretical tools used to describe the relaxation process.

As already mentioned, in the present study we use
µSQUID magnetometry which is sensitive to the mag-
netic field generated by the molecular spins moments.
To understand qualitatively the link between the magne-
tization curve (M(Bz)) exhibited by the TbPc2’s diluted
crystal and the population of the hyperfine states let’s
look at the M(Bz) characteristic at 50 mK (Fig. 1a and
Ref. [24] for more details).

If we start with a saturated sample in a large mag-
netic field applied along the easy axis (Bz ≈ −1.3 T) and
sweep the magnetic field, then no relaxation is observed
until we reach the level crossings in the Zeeman diagram
(Fig. 1b). This ascertains that the temperature is low
enough so that the over-barrier relaxation through the
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FIG. 2. Fit of the magnetization curves measured with
dBz/dt = 8 mT/s and (top) fixed T = 50 mK for differ-
ent cooling times, (bottom) fixed tc = 1024 s for different T .
The fitting parameters are the initial populations of the hy-
perfine states and the relaxation is assumed to be dominated
by incoherent quantum tunneling events occurring with the
probability, PLZ = 0.5.

interaction with the lattice vibrations is an improbable
process. As we reach the first crossing in the Zeeman dia-
gram (Bz ≈ −40 mT) a relaxation step in the magnetiza-
tion curve is observed. This bears evidence to resonant
quantum tunneling processes induced by the non-axial
interactions. The height of the relaxation step depends
both on the tunneling probability and on the population
of the levels that form the anticrossing. Thus, if the tun-
neling probability is known we can obtain the population
of the hyperfine states by fitting the magnetization curve.

As we continue to sweep the applied magnetic field,
new steps that correspond to the subsequent level an-
ticrossings are observed. Their heights will no longer
depend only on the initial population of the hyperfine
states but also on the previous tunneling events. One
should notice that the small relaxation that is seen in-
between steps is mainly due to dipolar interactions in
the crystal (both of electronic and hyperfine origin) that
broaden the resonance. Besides QTM events that oc-
cur close to zero field, the hysteresis curve also displays a
broad step at higher applied fields which is due to a direct
spin-phonon relaxation process [28]. This is a common
characteristic of lanthanide SMMs which is the result of
the unquenched orbital angular momentum.

We can now present the experimental protocol used
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to evidence and investigate the thermalization of 159Tb
nuclear spins (see inset of Fig. 1a). In order to start
with a reproducible initial state we sweep back and forth
through the zero field resonances until we reach a de-
magnetized state characterized by M = 0. Through this
procedure we heat-up the nuclear spin population to an
effective temperature much higher than the cryostat tem-
perature. We then saturate the sample in a high longitu-
dinal magnetic field (Bz = −1.3 T). During this stage, we
polarize the molecular spins, that is, all the molecules will
be characterized by mJ = +6 while the nuclear spin pop-
ulation remains a out of equilibrium. We keep the sample
polarized in Bz = −1.3 T for a definite time that we call
the cooling time (tc). During this time the population of
the 159Tb nuclear spins is allowed to evolve towards ther-
mal equilibrium. The last step is to read-out the nuclear
spin states by inverting the applied field while measur-
ing the M(Bz) characteristic. Figure 1a shows a zoom of
the measured magnetization curves for increasingly larger
cooling times. We can see that the steps corresponding
to excited hyperfine states, (mJ = +6,mI > −3/2) for
Bz < 0 T, gradually diminish and then disappear as the
system evolves towards thermal equilibrium. Describing
the above highlighted dynamics is the main focus of the
current study.

Theoretical analysis. We start the theoretical analysis
by describing the numerical procedure by which we fit the
magnetization curves and obtain the time dependence of
the populations of the hyperfine states. The principles
underlying the analysis of M(Bz) characteristics were al-
ready exposed when we investigated the Landau-Zener
dynamics in TbPc2 diluted crystals [27]. In the afore-
mentioned study we used the knowledge about the equi-
librium Boltzmann distribution to fit the magnetization
curve and infer the tunneling probability while in the
current study we take advantage of the acquired under-
standing to obtain the time evolution of the population
of the nuclear spin states.

When studying the field sweeping rate dependence of
the tunneling probability (PLZ), we found a behaviour
qualitatively different from the predicted Landau-Zener
dynamics of an isolated spin. The observed tunneling
relaxation was shown to be dominated by the environ-
mentally induced decoherence with the central feature
for the present study being the PLZ −→ 0.5 limit observed
at small sweeping rates (compared to PLZ −→ 1 expected
for the adiabatic limit of the Landau-Zener dynamics).

The model for M(Bz) requires to keep track of the
fractional populations of the hyperfine levels, |mJ ,mI〉,
at an applied longitudinal field Bz, which we denote by
n(mJ ,mI ;Bz). The initial state corresponds to the po-
larized sample in an applied field Bz = −1.3 T, thus, the
only non-zero populations are the ones with mJ = +6.
Note that, by definition, the fractional populations sat-
isfy the relation:

∑
mJ ,mI

n(mJ ,mI ;Bz) = 1. With this
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FIG. 3. Evolution towards thermal equilibrium of the pop-
ulations of the hyperfine levels at (top) 50 mK and (bottom)
200 mK evaluated in the context of the master equation (3).
The fitting parameters are the de-excitation transition rates,
γm.

notation, the normalized magnetization at an applied
field Bz is given by:

M(Bz)/Ms =
∑

mJ ,mI

− mJ

|mJ |
n(mJ ,mI ;Bz) (2)

With mJ = ±6 and mI = −3/2 . . . 3/2. As we sweep
the magnetic field, the change in the population of the
hyperfine states is assumed to happen only at level anti-
crossings in the Zeeman diagram (Fig. 1b) with the re-
lation between the tunneling probability and magnetiza-
tion step given by: PLZ = |∆M/(2Min)|. Where Min is
the initial magnetization of the states involved in the an-
ticrossing and ∆M is the height of the relaxation step.
The fit of the magnetization curve (see Methods) for dif-
ferent tc at fixed T and fixed tc with varying T is shown
in Fig. 2. A good agreement with the experimental data
is observed for T < 300 mK for all values of tc.

Before continuing with our analysis let’s discuss the as-
sumptions taken when constructing the above presented
model for M(Bz). First, it is considered that the tunnel-
ing probability does not depend on the sample’s magne-
tization, that is, all collective processes can be neglected.
Due to dilution, TbPc2 molecules are coupled only by
weak dipolar interactions which are assumed to have the
sole effect of giving a finite width (taken from experiment
to be around 1 mT) to the relaxation steps. Then, the
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characteristic time of the read-out technique (the time
needed to sweep the [−40 : 40] mT field range) which is
around 10 s for the chosen sweeping rate of 8 mT/s, is
much smaller than the characteristic relaxation times of
the 159Tb nuclear spin. This assumption is valid at low
temperatures were the time needed to reach the thermal
equilibrium is of the order of thousands of seconds (Fig. 1
and Fig. 3) but starts to break down for temperatures
larger than 300 mK (see Fig. 2). One has to remark that
the rate of the electronic inter-well direct spin-phonon
transitions also increases with temperature and consti-
tutes another factor that limits the validity range of the
presented technique.

Figure 3 shows the evolution of the population of the
hyperfine states as a function of tc obtained from the fit
of the M(Bz) characteristics. We can see that the initial
state corresponds indeed to a strongly non-equilibrium
configuration, the populations of the hyperfine states be-
ing close to equal. Also, at 50 mK, the relaxation is rather
slow as the equilibrium Boltzmann distribution is reached
on the time scale of thousands of seconds. Another ob-
servation regards the population of |+6,−1/2〉 state (and
to some degree of |+6,+1/2〉 which remains practically
unchanged during the initial phase of the thermalization
process. This suggests that the relaxation process that
brings the system to the equilibrium Boltzmann distri-
bution follows the selection rule: ∆mI = ±1.

To get further insight into the relaxation process(es)
that dominates the observed dynamics, we model the
thermalization of the nuclear spins in Bz = −1.3 T where
the sample is polarized. For this, we make use of a stan-
dard master equation for a memoryless, Markovian evo-
lution:

d

dt
n(m; t) =

∑
q=m±1

[γmq n(q; t)− γqmn(m; t)] (3)

Where m and q denote the hyperfine states and take
values between −3/2 . . . 3/2 while mJ = +6 for all the
states involved in the relaxation. γmq coefficients de-
note the transition rate from the state |+6, q〉 to the
state |+6,m〉. The relaxation rates γmq obey the detailed

balance condition: γm
′

m /γmm′ = exp (β(E(m)− E(m′))),
with β = 1/(kBT ). The sum in (3) is taken only over
the nearest neighbour levels to reflect the above selection
rule and reduce the number of fit parameters. The fit of
the master equation (3) (see Methods) to the thermal-
ization process at 50 mK is shown as black lines in Fig. 3
with the three de-excitation rates, γm−1

m (from now on
denoted simply γm) as the only fitting parameters.

In order to identify the relaxation process we repeat the
above presented analysis for temperatures up to 300 mK
where the model for the magnetization curve starts to
break down and the estimation of the population of the
hyperfine states is no longer accurate. Figure 4a shows
the obtained temperature dependence of the relaxation
rates. The transition rates increase with the spacing
between the hyperfine levels. Also, for temperatures

roughly smaller than 100 mK, the relaxation process be-
comes temperature independent. This suggests that the
transition rates are determined by the sum of a sponta-
neous and an induced process. Thus, considering a pair
of adjacent hyperfine levels |+6,m〉 and |+6,m− 1〉 sep-
arated in energy by ∆Em, the transition rate γm can be
expressed as:

γm = F(∆Em)
exp (β∆Em)

exp (β∆Em)− 1
(4)

The fit curves are shown in Fig. 4a as black lines with
F(∆Em) = 1.09, 3.81 and 8.86 (×10−3s−1) for the three
de-excitation transitions, γm, with m = −1/2, 1/2 and
3/2. The expression (4) works especially well at low tem-
peratures (T . 200 mK) while the deviations that we
start to see at higher temperatures suggest that the in-
clusion of higher order processes (e.g. Raman or Orbach
mechanisms [29]) may play a role in the relaxation dy-
namics.

We can also compute the lifetime, τm, of each hyperfine
level through the expression: 1/τm =

(
γm−1
m + γm+1

m

)
.

Figure 4b shows the evaluation of the lifetime of the hy-
perfine levels using the determined relaxation rates from
the master equation and also by using Eq. (4) (black lines
in Fig. 4b). As one can expect, in the T −→ 0 limit, the
lifetime of the ground state, |+6,−3/2〉 becomes infinite,
as there are no phonons with sufficient energy to excite
the nuclear spin, while the finite lifetime of the excited
states are determined by the spontaneous emission pro-
cess.

In order to interpret F(∆Em), the coupling mecha-
nism between the nuclear spins and phonon bath should
be considered. The electronic shell of the Tb3+ ion cou-
ples to the lattice vibrations through the ligand field in-
teraction, while the link between the electronic configu-
ration and the 159Tb nuclear spins is made through the
hyperfine (mainly the spin orbit term) and quadrupolar
interactions. Thus, we follow Ref. [30, 31] and compute
the transition rates induced by the phonon modulation
of the nuclear spin Hamiltonian and obtain:

F(∆Em) =
m2

JδA
2
hyp∆E3

m

6π~4ρc5
(I(I + 1)−m(m− 1)) (5)

Where ρ is the crystal density and c is the sound ve-
locity. To our knowledge, measurements of both ρ and
c in TbPc2 crystals were not reported so far, thus one
has to take them as free parameters. Especially, vari-
ations in the sound velocity will have a big impact on
the relaxation rate as it enters in Eq. 5 to the fifth
power. Also, the Debye model (a linear dispersion for
the acoustic phonon modes) used in the derivation of
Equation (5) is an over-simplification. However, as we
miss the value of ρ and the details on the lattice modes,
we will be content with a rough estimation of the or-
der of magnitude of the relaxation rates. Thus, by
using Eq. (4) and (5) for the evaluation of γ−1/2 at
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FIG. 4. (a) Temperature dependence of the relaxation rates
fitted to a direct relaxation process characterized by a spon-
taneous and a induced component and given by Eq. (4). (b)
Temperature dependence of the lifetime of the hyperfine levels
computed by using: 1/τm =

(
γm−1
m + γm+1

m

)
. The continu-

ous lines denote the evaluation of the level lifetimes using
Eq. (4). In the T −→ 0 limit, the lifetime of the ground state,
|+6,−3/2〉, becomes infinite, while τm of the excited states
are mainly determined by the spontaneous emission process.

50 mK we get: ρc5 ≈ 3.5 × 1019 kg · m2/s5. And by
setting a sensible value for ρ = 1500 kg/m3, we obtain
c = 1877 m/s, which is a reasonable enough value (for ex-
ample, c = 1450 m/s was used to explain phonon-assisted
tunneling in Mn12-ac [31]) to confirm the proposed mech-
anism for the thermalization process.

Discussion
The identified direct relaxation channel between the
159Tb nuclear spins and the phonon bath is a rather unex-
pected find for the relaxation of a nuclear spin embedded
in a molecular complex. For example, measurements on
55Mn nuclear spins at the core of Mn12-ac SMM were
used to check the predictions of the spins bath theory
for the dynamics of molecular spin–nuclear bath coupled
system[32]. Most of the observed phenomenologies, with
the exception of 55Mn thermalization, were successfully
explained. It was suggested that 55Mn nuclear spins ther-
malize through the quantum dynamics of the molecular
spins because the spin lattice interactions were found in-
efficient to explain the measured relaxation rates. How-
ever, so far no theoretical solution to this problem was
found. The relaxation mechanism that we evidence for

159Tb is not efficient in the case of 55Mn nuclear spins
because the hyperfine interaction in transition metal ion
compounds is around one order of magnitude smaller.

Another interesting example to consider is the spin lat-
tice relaxation of 159Tb in TbPc2 molecular spin transis-
tor geometry[33]. The relaxation process, with a char-
acteristic time of tens of seconds, was found to be dom-
inated by the interaction with the electrons that tun-
nel through the molecular quantum dot. The compar-
ison between the two experiments, that share the same
molecular complex placed in very different environments,
suggests that the direct relaxation mechanism that we
highlight in this work sets the lower limit for the nuclear
relaxation rate in potential lanthanide SMMs based spin-
tronics devices.

Recently, the effect of the nuclear isotopes on the
molecular spin relaxation was evidenced when comparing
two isotopologues lanthanide dimers [34]. It was shown
that the presence of the nuclear spin leads to a signif-
icant increase of the relaxation rate at crossover tem-
peratures, that is, when molecular spin tunneling and
phonon assisted transitions occur with comparable rate.
We suggest that the missing ingredient for constructing
a quantitative explanation of the observed dynamics is
the thermal fluctuations of the nuclear spin.

In conclusion, we have investigated the thermaliza-
tion of 159Tb nuclear spin belonging to the archetypical
TbPc2 complex and proven that the relaxation is due
to the phonon modulation of the hyperfine interaction.
The uncharacteristic, sub-kelvin, phonon induced hyper-
fine fluctuations should be especially important in the
crossover temperature domain. Through this work, we
try to argue that the direct contact of the nuclear spins
to the phonon modes in lanthanide compounds is an im-
portant feature that has to be considered both in the con-
tinuous search for molecular compounds with optimized
magnetic properties and fundamental investigations on
the spin bath dynamics.
Methods
µSQUID measurements: µSQUID measurements are performed
on micrometer sized monocrystals containing TbPc2 diluted in
YPc2 matrix with [Tb/Y] ratio of 1%. The synthesis and detailed
characterization of the sample is given in Ref. [35]. The crystals
are measured with an array of µSQUIDs placed in a home built
3He/4He dilution refrigerator. The field can be applied in any di-
rection by using a three orthogonal coil system. The easy axis of
the molecules was identified by using the transverse field method.
Numerical fit: The fit of the magnetization curves to the Eq. 2
and the fit of the thermalization dynamics to the master equation
given by Eq. 3 was done using the following procedure:
- solve the models numerically at the experimental points.
- minimize the least square deviation by using a nonlinear least-
squares (NLLS) Marquardt-Levenberg algorithm.
The second step is done with the use of gnuplot.
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