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From density-functional-theory (D FT)based m ethodswecalculate thevibrationalspectrum ofthe

M n12O 12(CO O H)16(H 2O )4 m olecular m agnet. Calculated infrared intensities are in accord with

experim entalstudies. There have been no ab initio attem pts at determ ining which interactions

account for the fourth-order anisotropy. W e show that vibrationally induced distortions of the

m oleculecontributeto thefourth-orderanisotropy Ham iltonian and thatthem agnitudeand sign of

thee�ect(-6.2 K )isin good agreem entwith allexperim ents.Vibrationally induced tunnelsplittings

in isotopically pure and naturalsam plesare predicted.

The possibility that vibrationally induced m odi� ca-

tionsofthe spin-orbitinteraction a� ectsm agneticreori-

entation barriers has not been previously investigated.

A sim ple m odel captures the physics but quantitative

determ ination ofthecoupling constantsrequirescom pu-

tationally dem anding DFT m ethods. A m odelHam il-

tonian for a single uniaxialanisotropic spin coupled to

a one-dim ensionalharm onic oscillator is given by H =

zzS
2

z +
1

2
(P 2 + !2Q 2)+ Q

P

ab

0

abSaSb where a and b

aresum m ed overx,y,and z,and 
0

ab
=

dab
dQ

).Com plet-

ing the square showsthe diagonalenergy ofa harm onic

oscillator(j�i)and spin (jSM i)productstateasa func-

tion ofthe m agneticquantum num ber(M )isgiven by:

E = !=2+ zzM
2
� (A + B M

2)2=2!2 (1)

with A = S(S + 1)(
0

xx + 
0

yy)=2 and B = 
0

zz � (
0

xx +


0

yy)=2. For this sim ple case, the interaction between

vibrationaland spin degrees offreedom always acts to

further stabilize each M state but the energy splitting

between the jM j = S and M = 0 states m ay be ei-

ther enhanced or reduced depending on the derivatives

ofthe  m atrix.A m oredetailed analysisofthisHam il-

tonian,given below,shows that it can also connect M

and M � 4 levels. Further, in a realsystem , the fre-

quency,!,depends on nuclearm assesso isotope e� ects

can lead to sm allchangesin the barrieror,asdiscussed

below,largertunnelsplittings in the anisotropy Ham il-

tonian. Both the intrinsic 4th-orderand isotope e� ects

can m ediate resonanttunneling ofm agnetization which

isofgreatinterestfrom the standpointofquantum m e-

chanics at the m esoscale.[1{6]In addition,the m agni-

tudesofterm sin the anisotropy Ham iltonian determ ine

the suitability ofnanoscaleparticlesforuse in m agnetic

m em ory and quantum -com puting applications.[7,8]In

general,purely electronic contributions to higher-order

m agnetic anisotropy scale as [1=(2c2)]4 (c = speed of

light) but the spin-orbit-vibron contribution scales as

[1=!2]� [1=(2c2)]4. The large 1=!2 prefactor suggests

thisterm could bedom inantin high-sym m etry bulk sys-

tem swheresecond-ordere� ectsvanish by sym m etry.

Recent experim ents on M n12O 12(CO O R)16(H 2O )2
m olecularnanom agnets,com m only referred to asM n12-

Ac,[1{6,9]provideanidealsystem forunderstandinghow

vibrationaldegrees of freedom m ay enhance the m ag-

neticbarriers.M anyresearchershavenoted thatthetun-

neling dynam icsm ay be m ediated by conventionalspin-

phonon interactions.[10]Further,recentexperim entsby

Sushkov etal.[9]show som estrong variation in infrared

(IR) spectra as a function of applied � eld suggesting

a coupling between the spin and vibrationaldegrees of

freedom . Accurate experim ents have determ ined that

this easy-axis uniaxialm olecular m agnet has a second-

order anisotropy param eter ofD = � 0:56 K and that

the fourth-ordercontributionsto the anisotropy Ham il-

tonian increase the barrierfrom 56 K to approxim ately

65 K .[3,5,6]Pederson and K hanna havecom bined DFT,

spin-orbit coupling and second-order perturbation the-

ory to calculatethesecond-orderparam eter(D)and � nd

D= -0.557 K in excellent agreem ent with experim ental

m easurem ents.[11]An estim ateoftheentirely electronic

spin-orbit-induced fourth-order anisotropy m ay be ob-

tained by com paring the barrier com puted with spin-

orbittreated within second-orderperturbation theory to

thatcom puted using exactdiagonalization.W ithin this

approach we� nd a fourth-ordercontribution to thebar-

rieron theorderof1 K and thatitactsto reducerather

than to enhancethe barrier.

To determ ine ifvibrationalcoupling is an im portant

contribution to m agnetic anisotropies in M n12-Ac we

have perform ed accurate DFT based calculations on

a single m olecular unit. The Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof

generalized-gradient approxim ation has been used for

all calculations. [12] Using the m ethods discussed in

Ref.[13],the vibrationalfrequencies,vibrationaleigen-

vectors,and IR and Ram an spectrahavebeen calculated.

Because this requires a large num ber (163) ofunsym -
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m etrized m olecularcalculationswehaveused aTroullier-

M artins type [14,15]pseudopotentialfor the O and C

atom sand have treated the H and M n atom swithin an

all-electron m ethod.G aussian basissetshavebeen fully

optim ized foreach atom using the m ethodsofRef.[16].

Todeterm inetheanisotropyHam iltonian and thederiva-

tiveswith respectto each norm alm ode,wecalculatethe

anisotropy Ham iltonian H =
P

ab
abSaSb for each of

the 163 inequivalentvibrationaldisplacem entsusing the

m ethod ofRef.[11]The coe� cientsxy foran arbitrary

con� guration ofatom s are determ ined from m atrix ele-

m entsofthespin-orbit-couplingoperatorsandwiched be-

tween allpairsofoccupied and unoccupied K ohn-Sham

wavefunctions (squared) and appropriate energy di� er-

ence denom inators. The wavefunctions and thus the

anisotropy Ham iltonian depend on the geom etry ofthe

m olecule. Derivativesofthe anisotropy m atrix with re-

spect to the jth norm alm ode (i.e.
dab
dQ j

) m ay be deter-

m ined using a � nite-di� erenceapproach.W ehaveascer-

tained thatthepartial-pseudopotential-based anisotropy

Ham iltonian fortheequilibrium geom etryreproducesthe

all-electron anisotropy Ham iltonian ofRef.[11].To test

the accuracy ofthe vibrationalfrequencies we com pare

our calculated IR spectra,plotted in Fig.1,directly to

experim entalm easurem entsofSushkov etal.[9]

The experim ents m easure the IR absorption ofM n12
crystals suspended in para� n pellets at wavenum bers

ranging from 30 cm � 1 to 70 cm � 1 and from 140 cm � 1

to 650 cm � 1. The experim ental absorption peak at

38 cm � 1 has a clear corresponding feature in our cal-

culations at 63 cm � 1. The structure in the 140 cm � 1

to 300 cm � 1 range is well reproduced by the calcu-

lations: The sm all experim ental peaks at 150 cm � 1,

170 cm � 1,and 200 cm � 1 correspond to sim ulated fea-

tures at 144 cm � 1, 170 cm � 1, and 201 cm � 1, respec-

tively,and therelativeintensitiesarem oderately wellre-

produced.Thesm allpeak in thesim ulation at180cm � 1

can betentatively identi� ed in theexperim entasa sm all

peak at185 cm � 1.Thestructurebetween 215 cm � 1 and

235 cm � 1 in the experim ent,consisting ofa large peak,

a sm allpeak,and a large peak with a shoulderat high

frequency,hasa clearanaloguein the sim ulation results

between 230cm � 1 and 260cm � 1 with sim ilarrelativein-

tensities. The intense peak at255 cm � 1 correspondsto

thesim ulation peak at275cm � 1,with thesm allerexper-

im entalpeak at270 cm � 1 appearingin thesim ulation as

ashoulderat260cm � 1.Thedoublepeaked structureob-

served in experim entat284 cm � 1,which hassigni� cant

activity in a m agnetic� eld,correspondsto thesim ulated

peaks at 302 cm � 1,313 cm � 1 and 316 cm � 1. The fol-

lowing experim entaltriplet, consisting ofa large peak

at 300 cm � 1 followed by two sm allpeaks at 320 cm � 1

and 340 cm � 1,ispresentin the sim ulation,although at

the resolution ofthe graph in Fig.1 the two peaks at

326 cm � 1 and 329 cm � 1 overlap,and thethird peak ap-

pearsat343 cm � 1.Thesm allpeak at360 cm � 1 and in-

tensepeak at375cm � 1 arereproduced in thesim ulation

with opposite relative intensities (or interchanged fre-

quencyorder)in thedoublepeakedstructureat360cm � 1

to368cm � 1.Theintensepeak at410cm � 1 bracketed by

two sm allerpeaksat395 cm � 1 and 415 cm � 1 appearsin

thesim ulation between 412cm � 1 and 439cm � 1.Thetwo

sm allpeaksin the calculated IR spectrum at385 cm � 1

and 395 cm � 1 are not clearly visible in the experim en-

taldata,although they could correspond to the sm all

feature at 382 cm � 1 to 390 cm � 1 in the gap between

the prom inent double peak and triple peak structures.

In the highestfrequency range m easured by experim ent

agreem entwith thesim ulation isstillgood,although the

relativeintensitiesofthepeaksarelessaccurately repro-

duced. The two faint experim entalpeaks at 465 cm � 1

and 495 cm � 1 probably correspond to the two relatively

prom inent peaks at 460 cm � 1 and 476 cm � 1. The � ve

peaksbetween 510cm � 1 and 570cm � 1 correspond tothe

� ve peaks between 500 cm� 1 and 545 cm � 1. Although

theintensitiesrelativetotheprevioustwopeaksarelower

in the sim ulation,opposite to experim ent,the relative

intensities within the � ve peak structure are good. In

both theexperim entand sim ulation thesecond and � fth

peaks are m ostprom inent. The intense double peak at

605 cm � 1 to 610 cm � 1 clearly corresponds to the sim -

ulated double peak at564 cm � 1 to 571 cm � 1. There is

nocom parablyintensefeaturein thesim ulation thatcor-

respondsto the highestfrequency experim entalpeak at

640cm � 1,although severallessintensepeaksarepresent

in the correctfrequency range.

The decom position into contributions from di� erent

structuralelem ents in the M n12 m olecule shows som e

generaltrends as a function offrequency,but no sharp

variation from m ode to m ode. Below 500 cm � 1, the

m ain contributions are from the M n and form ic acid.

The waterm oleculescontribute m ainly form odesbelow

about 350 cm � 1,while the anionic oxygen atom s con-

tributem ainlyabovethisfrequency.Above500cm � 1 the

M n contribution growsrelativeto theform icacid contri-

bution,with particularly large M n and anionic oxygen

weightsin the 564 cm � 1 to 571 cm � 1 doublepeak.

W e now discuss our calculations on the vibrational

contributions to fourth-order anisotropy. The coupled

spin/vibron Ham iltonian isgiven by:

H =
X

ab

abSaSb (2)

+
X

j

1

2

"

P
2

j + !
2

j

 

Q
2

j +
2

!2
j

X

ab

dab

dQ j

Q jSaSb

! #

:

The aboveexpression m ay be analyzed eitherclassically

or quantum -m echanically to determ ine how vibrational

coupling a� ects the m agnetization barrier. As dem on-

strated below the m agnetization barrieris enhanced by
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approxim ately 5.6 K classically and 6.2 K quantum m e-

chanically sincethequantum m echanicalexpection value

ofS2 is 10 % larger than the classicalvalue for S= 10.

However,to addressquestionsrelated to isotopic e� ects

and changes in tunnel barriers a quantum m echanical

analysisisrequired.

Thesim plestlevelofapproxim ation isto takea prod-

uct wavefunction ofthe form j	 i = �jj�jijSM i,with

j�jiaharm onicoscillatorwavefunction and jSM iaspin-

wavefunction,and determ ine the diagonalenergy ofthis

state. The resulting energy E (M ) = hSM jH jSM i]is

given by:

E (M )=
X

ab

abU
ab(M )+

X

j

1

2
!j (3)

�
X

abcd

�abcdU
ab(M )U cd(M )

with �aba0b0 =
P

j
1

2! 2

j

dab
dQ j

da0b0

dQ j
: and U ab =

hSM jSaSbjSM i] The 4th-order barrier enhancem ent

m ay then be estim ated by evaluating the second line of

Eq.(3)forthe M = � 10 and M = 0 statesand taking

the di� erence.Thisenergy di� erenceis6.2 K .

To com paredirectly to the experim entalparam etriza-

tion of Barra et al. which uses 4th-order Stevens op-

erators,it is instructive to expand both our calculated

and their� tted 4th-orderexpression in term soforthog-

onal cubic polynom ials of degree 4. Because of the

S4 sym m etry of the m olecule, it is generally possible

to write the fourth-order energy according to: E 4 =

A 4

o+ (A 1(4)[S
2(S2z� S

2=3)]+ A 2(4)[3S
4+ 35S4z� 30S

2S2z]+

B 1(4)[S
4

x + S4y � 6S2xS
2

y]+ B 2(4)[SxSy(S
2

x � S2y)])=10
4.In

Table I,we com pare the values ofthe expansion coe� -

cientsforeach representation.The O 2

4
Stevensoperator

can be expanded into Legendre polynom ialsofdegree 2

and 4 respectively.

An interesting feature,presentin both theexperim en-

taland theoreticalexpansions,isthatforthem ostpart,

the 4th order term s exhibits nearly the sam e angular

variation as the second-order Ham iltonian. For exam -

ple the entirely diagonal4th order S2(S2z � S2=3) term

accountsforalm ostallofthebarrierenhancem ent.This

feature is very im portant from the standpoint ofsharp

tunneling transitions. Itensures thatm agnetic-� eld in-

duced alignm entcondition alignsm ultiplepairsofstates

sim ultaneously which opens m ultiple tunneling paths.

The coe� cient A 2(4) changes the diagonalenergies by

A 2(4)� M 4=104 and ispartially responsiblefora broad-

ening ofthem agnetic-� eld alignm entcondition butdoes

notcause any tunnelsplittingsatzero-� eld. The B1(4)

coe� cientcorrespondsto the B 4

4
Stephenson coe� cient,

and leadsto observabletunnelsplittingsin the M = � 2

m anifold and sm aller tunnelsplittings in the M = � 4

m anifold. O ur isotopically pure calculations show tun-

nelsplittings ofthe M = � 2,M = � 4,and M � = 6
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FIG .1. Calculated total and IR vibrational density of

statesfor the M n12 m olecule. In addition we have projected

the IR active density ofstates onto M n,O
2�
,CO O H,and

H 2O to show the origin ofthe IR spectrum .

m anifoldsofapproxim ately 10� 2,7� 10� 6 and 6� 10� 10

K respectively but do not split the odd M states since

coupling isbetween M and M � 4.By random ly changing

a single atom ic m assby 1 am u,we � nd thatthe odd-M

states are split with a tunnelsplitting ofthe M = � 1

stateson theorderof10� 4 K .Theisotopice� ectsexper-

im entally observed by W ernsdorferetal.[17]in Fe8 m ay

be partially due to the m asse� ectsidenti� ed here.

In Fig.2 weshow thebarrierasa function ofthenum -

berofvibrationalm odesthatareincluded.W hen noneof

thevibrationalm odesareincluded thebarrierreproduces

the earliercalculation ofRef.[11]. Asexpected qualita-

tively,m ost (85 % ) ofthe fourth-order barrier is asso-

ciated with the frequencies in the 100{500 cm � 1 range

thatcorrelateswith M n vibrations. The upperpanelof

the � gure showsthatthere are a 5{10 m odeswhich ac-

countforabout80{90 % ofthe fourth-orderanisotropy

barrier. For exam ple, single m odes at 189, 270, 280,

and 465 and 1496 cm � 1 contribute 0.8 K ,1.6 K ,0.8 K ,

0.25 K and 0.45 K respectively to the 4th-orderbarrier.

Thesem odesand allotherm odesthatcontributevisible

spikesin Fig.2shareonesim pletrait.They areoptically

silentto IR absorption and transm ission butshow strong

Ram an intensity. The calculated Ram an intensities for

thesem odesareshown in TableII.

Recently, Sushkov et al. [9] have perform ed experi-

m ents on M n12-Ac and have shown that the IR trans-

m ittances at 284,306 and 409 cm � 1 exhibit strong de-

pendencieswhen m agnetic� eldsareapplied to thecrys-

taland that the dependence is particularly strong for

the m ode at284 cm � 1.Thissuggeststhatvibrationsin

this energy range are associated with the spin carrying

M n ionsascon� rm ed from the projected DO S in Fig.1.

W hile the Ram an m odes are responsible for the form a-
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FIG .2. Evolution of4th orderanisotropy barrier(�(4))as

a function ofthe num ber ofm odes included. Also shown is

thetotaland M n-projected calculated IR and Ram an spectra.

Large jum psin the barrierare due to strong Ram an m odes,

asdiscussed in the text.

tion ofthe4th-orderbarrier,thestrongcontributionsdue

to M n m otion at270 and 280 cm � 1 isqualitatively con-

sistentwith the strong � eld-dependentIR dependencies

observed experim entally in thisenergy range.

TABLE I. Calculated Ram an intensities for m odes that

are prim arily responsible forthe form ation ofthevibrational

4th-order m agnetic anisotropy. Units of Ram an intensities

are respectively �A
4
/am u.

! (cm
� 1
) Ram an 4th-ordershift(K )

189 297 0.8

270 508 1.6

281 24 0.8

465 263 0.25

1496 5400 0.45

TABLE II. Fourth-orderanisotropy Ham iltonian asdeter-

m ined from experim ent,D FT plus vibration-spin coupling,

and D FT withoutthiscoupling.Forsim plicity wehavereex-

panded the representation ofBarra etal.in term soforthog-

onalcubicpolynom ialsratherthan theStephenspolynom ials

used in theirwork.Allnum bersare given in K � 104.

A 1(4) A 2(4) B 1(4) B 2(4)

Experim ent -8.35 -0.334 -0.43 0.000

Vibrational -5.58 -0.008 -0.01 -0.015

Electronic 0.68 0.0005 -0.002 0.004

W hilethecalculated 4th-ordercontribution tothetun-

neling barrierof6.2 K isin closeagreem entwith theex-

perim entalvaluesof7{10 K ,itisindeed a sm allnum ber

so itis appropriate to consider othervibrationale� ects

thatm ightbe nonnegligible.

To determ inepossiblee� ectsofm ethylterm ination of

the carboxylgroups,we have changed the m ass ofthe

H on the form ate groups from 1 to 15 (the m ass ofa

CH 3). This further increases the 4th-order anisotropy

from 6.2 K to 7.3 K and leads to even better agree-

m entwith experim ent.Therecould also beterm sdueto

d2=dQ2. However,such interactionse� ectively change

thevibrationalspring constantand scaleas
�
2

M !c4
rather

than
�
4

! 2c8
where � is the totalm agnetic m om ent. Be-

causeofthelargem assesinvolved (even forhydrogen)an

orderofm agnitudeestim atesuggeststhatthe totalbar-

rierwould changebylessthan 0.01K from thistypeofef-

fect.Further,in contrastto term sdiscussed above,these

contributionsadd asam plitudesand could partially can-

celoneanother.Thespring-constantterm sdirectlym od-

ify the 2nd-order m atrix allowing forisotopic induced

sym m etrybreaking.W hilepotentially unim portantfrom

thestandpointofbarrierform ation,thise� ectleadsto a

typeoflocally varyingsecond-ordertransverseanisotropy

required to explain experim ents(See Ref.[18].) W e are

in the processofstudying thisand otherpossibilities.

To sum m arize, we have perform ed accurate DFT-

based calculations on the M n12-Ac m olecule to deter-

m ine whethervibron-spin coupling could be responsible

forpartofthe4th-orderanisotropyHam iltonian.O urre-

sultssuggestthatvibron-spin couplingaccountsform ost

ofthee� ectand thatitissigni� cantly largerand adi� er-

entsign than theO (1/c8)term sthatarisefrom an exact

diagonalization treatm entofspin-orbitcoupling.
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