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Starting from a m ultipole expansion ofintra-m olecular Coulom b interactions,we present con-

�guration interaction calculations ofthe m olecular energy term softhe hole con�gurations (h
+
u )

m
,

m = 2� 5,ofC
m +

60
cations,ofthe electron con�gurationst

n
1u,n = 2� 4,ofthe C

n�

60
anions,and of

the exciton con�gurations (h
+
u t

�

1u),(h
+
u t

�

1g)ofthe neutralC 60 m olecule. The ground state ofC
2�

60

is either
3
T1g or

1
A g,depending on the energy separation between t1g and t1u levels. There are

three close (� 0.03 eV) low lying triplets
3
T1g,

3
G g,

3
T2g for C

2+

60
,and three quartets

4
T1u,

4
G u,

4
T2u for C

3+

60
,which can be subjected to the Jahn-Teller e�ect. The num ber oflow lying nearly

degenerate statesin largestform = 3 holes.W ehave calculated them agnetic m om entsofthe hole

and electron con�gurationsand found thatthey areindependentofm olecularorientation in respect

to an externalm agnetic �eld. The coupling ofspin and orbitalm om enta di�ers from the atom ic

case. W e analyze the electronic dipolartransitions (t1u)
2
! t1ut1g and (t1u)

3
! (t1u)

2
t1g forC

2�

60

and C
3�

60
.Three opticalabsorption lines(3T1g !

3
H u;

3
T1u;

3
A u)are found forthe ground levelof

C
2�

60
and only one line (4A u !

4
T1g)forthe ground state ofC

3�

60
.W ecom pare ourresultswith the

experim entaldata forC
n�

60
in solutionsand with earliertheoreticalstudies.

PACS num bers:31.10.+ z,31.25.-v,75.75.+ a,73.21.-b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The physicsand chem istry offullerenes isfullofsur-

prises.Afteralm ostten yearsofintensivetheoreticaland

experim entalwork,unexpected discoveriesofferrom ag-

netic polym erized C60 [1]as wellas superconductivity

in hole doped pristine C60 [2]and in lattice-expanded

C60 [3]raise new questions about the electronic struc-

ture ofthe C60 m olecule and its m olecular ions. Using

the�eld-e�ectdoping techniques,ithasbeen shown that

high transition tem peraturesareachieved forthecaseof

threeholespertheC60 m olecule[2],when m any electron

e�ects com e into play. M otivated by these new experi-

m ental�ndings,herewepresenta calculation oftheelec-

tronicstructureoffew holesofCm +

60
.O ursecond goalis

to study the m olecular term picture ofthe C
n�
60 anion

(n = 2;3;4),which behavesasa quasi-elem entin a vast

m ajority ofioniccom pounds[4].W hen C
m �

60 unitsarein

a solid,additionalinter-m olecularinteractionssuperim -

posed on the intra-m olecularones should be taken into

accountand a realistictheory ofsolidsshould treatboth

kinds of interactions on equalfooting. Therefore, the

consideration ofintra-m olecular correlations should be

a necessary ingredientofa m any electron theory aim ing

to describe superconductivity,m agnetic properties or a

m etal-insulatortransition [4,5,6,7,8]. The problem is

also a challengefrom experim entalpointofview [9,10].

In the presentpaperwe willgivequantitative resultson

them any electron term sand m agneticm om entsofCm +

60

and C
n�
60 .

W hile the one-electronic structure ofthe neutralC60

�A lso at: Institute of Physical Chem istry of R A S, Leninskii

prospect 31,117915,M oscow,R ussia

m olecule isknown form any years[11](in fact,even be-

foretheactualdiscoveryoftheBuckm insterfullerene[12])

thecaseoftwo orthreeelectrons(holes)on thedegener-

atet1u orhu shellrequiresa specialtreatm ent.Then the

two (n = 2)orthree (n = 3)electrons(holes)areequiv-

alentand should be treated on equalfooting.Such kind

ofsituation isvery typicalforatom swith open electron

shells.W hen an atom hastwo orm orevalenceelectrons

on orbitally degenerate states(like p,d orf)itsenergy

spectrum can be very com plex re
ecting the electronic

degrees offreedom . There exist em piricalobservations

known as Hund’s rules,which prescribe the occupation

ofthe orbitals,but those are just consequences ofthe

atom ictheoryofm anyelectronstatesform ulatedbyCon-

don and Shortley longago[13].Therealdrivingforcebe-

hind the term splitting isthe Coulom b repulsion ofthe

valence electrons. W hile in atom selectronic energy lev-

elsaresplitdueto them ultipolarCoulom b intra-atom ic

interactions,in the case ofC60 we dealwith the intra-

m olecularones.

Here we present an approach which was inspired by

thetheory ofm any electron atom icstates[13].Itisalso

an extension ofouroriginalm ethod ofm ultipole expan-

sion forelectronicstates[14,15].Itisworth m entioning

thatourtreatm entshould notbeconfused with an ordi-

nary single-determ inantHartree-Fock calculation which

does not take into account the intra-m olecular correla-

tionsand them olecularterm structureisoverlooked.W e

willsee (Sec.III) thatin ourapproach each basisfunc-

tion representsa Slaterdeterm inant,and the solution is

found astheirlinearcom bination. Assuch,the m ethod

corresponds to a m any determ inant treatm ent or con-

�guration interaction (CI).Therefore,the approach isa

genuinem anyelectrononeaslongaswelim itourselvesto

therelevantorbitalspace(hu,t1u ort1g).To ourknowl-

edge, in the literature there are only two calculations

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205392v1
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concerning theelectronicstructureofnegatively charged

Cn�
60

m olecularions,reported by Negrietal.[16],and by

Saito etal.[17].In thelatterwork,however,theassign-

m entofexcitationswith m olecularterm sisdoneonly for

the neutralm olecule(n = 0).

In the presentpaperweassum ethatthe m oleculehas

the icosahedralsym m etry. Ifone wants to consider a

distortion ofC
m +

60 orC
n�
60 [18,19,20,21,22],the com -

puted energy levels and their eigenvectors can be used

asa starting pointforthe description ofthe Jahn-Teller

e�ectin these system s. Indeed,the electron-phonon (or

vibronic)coupling occursif[�el]
2 contains�vib [23,24].

Here �el is the sym m etry of the electronic m olecular

term under consideration, while �vib is the sym m etry

ofa vibrationalnorm alm ode. It is evident then that

fora m eaningfulanalysisofthevibrationalcoupling and

theresultantJahn-Tellerdistortion,onehasto know the

sym m etry ofthe corresponding electronic term s,thatis

the issue ofthe present study. In addition,now it has

been realized thattheJahn-Tellere�ectforC �

60
israther

weak, and the situation is probably best described as

dynam ic [25],where the m olecule on average retainsits

icosahedralsym m etry.Thevibroniccoupling forC
m +

60 is

notso wellinvestigated,butestim ated as� 0:1� 0:2eV.

W e willsee that the energy span ofthe hole con�gura-

tionsa few tim esexceedsthisvalue. Therefore,ifthere

is a static Jahn-Tellere�ect for C
m +

60 ,it can be treated

in the lim itofweak orinterm ediate coupling,leading to

a m ore com plex picture where the m olecular term s are

subjected to furthersplitting [24,31].

Since the C60 m olecule revealsnontrivialdegeneracies

and peculiarities, its term structure has been studied

by group-theoreticalm ethods [26,27,28,29,30]. The

analysis there was focused on the sym m etry and num -

berofterm sforgN (N = 1� 7)[26]and hN (N = 1� 9)

[27,28,29,30]con�gurations,butbyitselfitcan notgive

a quantitative picture ofthe splittings. W here our ap-

proach overlapswith thegroup-theoreticalone,our�nd-

ingsarein agreem entwith the latter.

Thepapercom prisesthefollowingsections.First(Sec.

II),weintroducetheangulardependenciesofhu,t1u and

t1g functions.Next(Sec.III),wedescribeourm ethod of

treating m ultipole Coulom b correlations for m any elec-

trons. Then we apply itto hole-and excitonic con�gu-

rations ofthe C60 m olecule,Sec.IV.In Sec.V we give

the resultant energy spectra and com pare our calcula-

tions with those ofNegriet al. [16]for C
2�

60 . In Sec.

VI we com pute m agnetic m om ents,in Sec.VII optical

lines and line strengths for the electron dipolar transi-

tions ofC2�
60 and C3�

60 . Finally,we give our conclusions

in Sec.VIII.

II. A N G U LA R D EP EN D EN C E O F

M O LEC U LA R O R B ITA LS

The neutralC60 m olecule has the highest m olecular

pointgroup (Ih).Expanding itsdensity in m ultipole se-

ries one �nds that nontrivialangular dependencies are

given by the sym m etry adapted functions (SAFs) [31]

ofA 1g sym m etry with the lowestcom ponentscharacter-

ized by l= 6,l= 10 and l= 12 [32,33]. That m akes

theC60 fullerenethem ostsphericalm oleculeam ong the

others. O wing to such unique sym m etry, the parent-

age of�-m olecular orbitals in sphericalharm onics can

be clearly traced [11]. For lowest occupied �-levels of

the neutralm olecule we have ag (l = 0), t1u (l = 1),

hg (l= 2),t2u (l= 3),gu (l= 3),gg (l= 4),hg (l= 4)

and hu (l= 5). The corresponding m olecularstatesac-

com m odate60electronsand theseven electron shellsare

com pletely �lled. Then the generalized Uns�old theorem

[34]ensuresthatthe resulting electron density ofthe �-

stateshasfull(orunit)icosahedralsym m etry A 1g.(Here

and below we use capitallettersforthe irreducible rep-

resentations(irreps)ofdensity and sm alllettersforthe

irrepsofelectron wavefunctions.)

Due to the direct correspondence between these �-

shellsand the m olecularorbitalindex l,one can im m e-

diately �nd outan orbitalpartfora given �-statein the

sam e way as we know the orbitalparts ofs,p,d and

f electrons in an atom . Therefore,the type ofan irre-

duciblerepresentation (a,t1,t2,g and h)and theorbital

index l uniquely determ ine the angular dependence of

the m olecularorbitals.The angularfunctionsare called

sphericalharm onics adapted for the icosahedralgroup

Ih.Such sym m etry adapted functions(SAFs)were tab-

ulated by Cohan in Ref.32foralll� 14.(Unfortunately,

Cohan worked with unnorm alized sphericalharm onicsso

thatitrequiressom e e�ortsto expressSAFsin conven-

tionalsphericalharm onics Y m
l
.) In particular for the

highest occupied m olecular orbital(HO M O ) hu (l= 5)

onehas

 1(hu)= Y
5;s

5 ; (2.1a)

 2(hu)=

r
7

10
Y
1;c

5 +

r
3

10
Y
4;c

5 ; (2.1b)

 3(hu)=

r
7

10
Y
1;s

5 �

r
3

10
Y
4;s

5 ; (2.1c)

 4(hu)=

r
2

5
Y
2;c

5 +

r
3

5
Y
3;c

5 ; (2.1d)

 5(hu)=

r
2

5
Y
2;s

5
�

r
3

5
Y
3;s

5
: (2.1e)

Herethenorm alized realsphericalharm onicsarede�ned

with thephaseconvention ofRef.31 and theorientation

ofthe C60 m olecule corresponds to the choice ofthe z

axisasoneof12�vefold axesand they axisasoneofthe

twofold axesperpendiculartoz[32].W ecallthisposition

ofC60 theorientationofCohan.In ordertotransform the

m oleculetothestandardorientation[35]wherem olecular

twofold axesliealong theCartesian x,y and z direction

one has to rotate the m olecule anticlockwise about the

y axisby an angle � = arccos(2=
p
10+ 2

p
5)� 58:280

[14].Each ofthehu orbitalfunction then isexpressed in

term sofY �
5 ,where � standsform = 0 or(m ;c),(m ;s)
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ofrealsphericalharm onics(Appendix B).In the follow-

ing we willwork with the m olecule in the orientation of

Cohan. (O fcourse,the results are independent ofthe

choiceofthe m olecularorientation.)

The lowestunoccupied m oleculart1u orbital(LUM O )

correspondsto l= 5 and hasthefollowing threeangular

com ponentsin Cohan’sorientation ofC60:

 1(t1u)=
6

p
50
Y
0
5 +

r
7

25
Y
5;c

5
; (2.2a)

 2(t1u)=

r
3

10
Y
1;c

5 �

r
7

10
Y
4;c

5 ; (2.2b)

 3(t1u)=

r
3

10
Y
1;s

5 +

r
7

10
Y
4;s

5 : (2.2c)

Theangularpartsoft1u LUM O havebeen derived before

in Refs.36 and 14. In the standard orientation ofC60

they aregiven by TableIofRef.14.TheLUM O -HO M O

energy gap isabout2.7 eV [6,9,37].

Finally, at an energy about 1.15 eV [9, 38] above

LUM O one �nds the m olecular t1g level with l = 6

(LUM O + 1). In the orientation of Cohan the angular

partsaregiven by

 1(t1g)= Y
5;s

6 ; (2.3a)

 2(t1g)=

r
11

2

p
3

5
Y
1;c

6 �

r
11

2

1

5
Y
4;c

6 +

p
3

5
Y
6;c

6 ;

(2.3b)

 3(t1g)=

r
11

2

p
3

5
Y
1;s

6 +

r
11

2

1

5
Y
4;s

6 +

p
3

5
Y
6;s

6 :

(2.3c)

III. M ET H O D O F C A LC U LA T IO N

O ur m ethod ofm ultipole expansion ofthe Coulom b

interaction has been reported before [14,15]. Here we

extend itand apply to thecaseoftheC60 m oleculewith

the icosahedralsym m etry. In the following we consider

in detailthecaseoftwoand threet1u electrons.Starting

with a pair ofelectrons we willgive a specialattention

to the procedure ofadding one extra t1u electron to the

pair. In the sam e way one can add a fourth electron to

thegroup ofthreeelectronsand etc.Therefore,ourm ain

goaloftreatingn electronscan bereached by adding one

electron afteranother.

Since the estim ated one-electron spin-orbit coupling

is negligible (� 0:16 cm � 1) [36],we are working in the

\LS (Russell-Saunders)"m olecularapproxim ation.(The

spin-orbit coupling is a single particle operator and in

principle can be included in the calculation [15].) W e

start with a pair of t1u electrons and label the two-

electron basis ket-vectors by a single index I which in-

corporatesa pairofone-electron indices(i1;i2),

jIi= ji1;i2i: (3.1)

The indices i = (k;sz) stand for the t1u orbitals (k =

1;2;3) and the spin projection quantum num ber. The

corresponding basiswavefunctionsare

h~r;~r
0
jIi= h~rji1i� h~r

0
ji2i; (3.2)

whereh~rjii= R (r)ĥnjii.HereR istheradialcom ponent

ofthe t1u m olecular orbitals (M O ), n̂ stands for polar

angles
 = (�;�).Therearesix orientationalt 1u vectors

(orspin-orbitals) ĥnjii(i:e:i= 1� 6),

ĥnjii=  k(̂n)us(sz): (3.3)

Here k arethe threet1u M O sasgiven by Eqs.(2.2a-c)

fortheCohan’sorientation ofC60,us isthespin function

(s= � )forthespin projectionssz = � 1=2on thez-axis.

The orderofindicesin (3.1)and (3.2)isim portantif

weassociatethe�rstelectron with thestatei1 whilethe

second with thestatei2.From thedynam icalequivalence

ofthe electronswe can perm ute the spin-orbitalsofthe

stateji2;i1ito the standard order,Eq.(3.1),by using

ji2;i1i= � ji1;i2i; (3.4)

since itrequiresthe interchangeofthe two electrons.In

orderto describethesam equantum statewewillusethe

basisvectors(3.1)wherei1 > i2 andapplyEq.(3.4)when

needed. (Alternatively,one can use the standard proce-

dure ofantisym m etrization ofthe basis vectors (3.1).)

Thus,ourbasis(3.1)consistsof(6� 5)=2 = 15 di�erent

vectorsjIi.

In thefollowing wewillstudy theintra-m olecularcor-

relationsofelectronswithin a form alism based on a m ul-

tipole expansion ofthe Coulom b potentialbetween two

electrons(chargee= � 1),

V (~r;~r0)=
1

j~r� ~r0j
: (3.5)

The m ultipole expansion in term s ofrealsphericalhar-

m onicsY 0
l ,Y

m ;c

l
and Y

m ;s

l
(weusethephaseconvention

and the de�nitionsofRef.[31])reads:

V (~r;~r0)=
X

l;�

vl(r;r
0)Y �

l (̂n)Y
�
l (̂n

0); (3.6)

where � stands for m = 0,(m ;c) or (m ;s) ofthe real

sphericalharm onicsand

vl(r;r
0) =

 

rl<

r
(l+ 1)

>

!

4�

2l+ 1
; (3.7)

with r> = m ax(r;r0),r< = m in(r;r0).

The direct m atrix elem ents for the intra-m olecular

Coulom b interactions are obtained if we consider the

i1 ! j1 transitionsforthe �rstelectron and the i2 ! j2

transitions for the second (we recallthat i1 > i2 and

j1 > j2). W e labelthis two-electron transition by the

index a2 = 1.Starting from Eq.(3.6)weobtain

hIjV (~r;~r0)jJiC oul=
X

l;�

vlcl;�(i1j1)cl;�(i2j2); (3.8)
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where

vl=

Z

drr
2

Z

dr
0
r
02
R

2(r)R 2(r0)vl(r;r
0) (3.9)

accountsforthe averageradialdependence. The transi-

tion m atrix elem entscl;� arede�ned by

cl;�(ij)=

Z

d
hiĵniY �
l (̂n)ĥnjji: (3.10)

Theotherpossibilityistoconsiderthetransitionsi1 !

j2 for the �rst electron and the transitions i2 ! j1 for

the second. W e labelitby the index a2 = 2. Thisgives

theexchangeinteraction and then weuse(3.4)to return

to the standard orderofthe spin-orbitals.W e �nd

hIjV (~r;~r0)jJiexch = �
X

l;�

vlcl;�(i1j2)cl;�(i2j1); (3.11)

where vl again isgiven by Eq.(3.9)and the coe�cients

cl;� by Eq.(3.10).W eobservethatin thebasiswith the

realt1u orbitals,and with the realsphericalharm onics

Y �
l the coe�cientsc l;� arereal.

W e startwith the spherically sym m etric term (l= 0)

corresponding to the trivialfunction Y 0
0 = 1=

p
4�. The

coe�cients c l;� in (3.10) becom e diagonal, cl= 0(ij) =

1=
p
4��ij. In considering the other contributions (with

l> 0)we take advantage ofthe selection rulesim posed

by the coe�cientsc l;�,Eq.(3.10).Firstofall,wenotice

thatthecoe�cientsc l;� arediagonalin term sofspin com -

ponents us. Secondly,the odd values oflare excluded

due to the parity ofthe integrand in (3.10),and from

thetheory ofaddition ofangularm om enta weknow that

lm ax = 10. From these observations we conclude that

l= 0,2,4,6,8 and 10.Earlierthe coe�cientsc l;� have

been used for the description ofthe crystal�eld ofC
�

60

in Ref.[14].By adding (3.11)to (3.8)weobtain

hIjV (~r;~r0)jJi= U0 �(I;J)+ v2c2(IjJ)+ v4c4(IjJ)

+ v6c6(IjJ)+ v8c8(IjJ)+ v10c10(IjJ); (3.12)

where U0 = v0=4� isthe Hubbard repulsion,� the K ro-

neckersym bol,and

cl(IjJ) =
X

�

[c(l;�)(i1j1)c(l;�)(i2j2)

� c(l;�)(i1j2)c(l;�)(i2j1)]: (3.13)

W ehavestudied thesecularproblem forthe15� 15 m a-

trix ofintra-m olecularinteractionsand obtained 15 en-

ergy levelsE p[t
2
1u](p = 1� 15),

E p[t
2
1u]= U0 + v2�2(p)+ v4�4(p)

+ v6�6(p)+ v8�8(p)+ v10�10(p); (3.14)

where�l(p)arenum ericalconstants(called \integral"or

\m olecular invariants" in Refs.[26,27,28,30]). They

arequoted in Table I.The 15 levelsof(3.14)form three

distinct term s,i:e:a 9-fold degenerate ft21u;1g,a 5-fold

TABLE I: Coe�cients �
0

l(p) = �l(p)� 10
3
for (t1u)

2
(p =

1� 15)and (t1u)
3
(p

0
= 1� 20).

p deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10

1-9 (9) -2.943 -21.190 21.817 -39.706 -37.556

�
0

l 10-14 (5) 0.589 4.238 23.596 7.941 11.641

15 (1) 5.886 42.379 26.265 79.413 85.436

1-4 (4) -8.829 -63.568 65.450 -119.119 -112.667

�
0

l 5-14 (10) -3.532 -25.427 68.119 -47.648 -38.872

15-20 (6) 0.0 0.0 69.898 0.0 10.324

(i1 i2 i3 ) (i1 i2 i3 )(i1 i2 i3 )

(j1 j2 j3 ) (j1 j2 j3 )(j1 j2 j3 )

(i1 i2 i3 )

(j1 j2 j3 )

(i1 i2 i3 )

(j1 j2 j3 )

… … … …

a =1, P =+13 3 a =2, P =-13 3 a =3, P =+13 3

a =1

P =+1
2

2

a =2

P =-1
2

2

(2,1)

P=-1

(2,2)

P=+1

classification
index

parity

FIG .1: D iagram for the calculation of a m atrix elem ent

hi1i2i3jV
(3)
jj1j2j3iby expressing itin term sofdi�erentone-

electron transitionsi! j.See textfordetails.

degenerateft21u;2g and a single-levelterm ft21u;3g.The

sym m etry between the fourelectronsand the two holes

within the t1u LUM O con�guration im plies�l(t
4
1u;p)=

�l(t
2
1u;p),p = 1� 15. Therefore,Eq.(3.14)holds also

forthe caseoffourt1u electronsifwewrite6U0 in place

ofU0.In orderto study the splitting quantitatively,one

has to calculate the radialintegrals vl, Eq.(3.9). W e

leave thiscalculation fornextsection and now m ove on

to the caseofthreet1u electrons.

Forthet31u thereare6� 5� 4=3!= 20basisket-vectors

jI0i= ji1i2i3i,wherei1 > i2 > i3.Now forthe Coulom b

interaction we havea sum ofthreetwo-body term s,

V
(3) = V (~r1;~r2)+ V (~r1;~r3)+ V (~r2;~r3); (3.15)

whereeach V (~ra;~rb)isgiven by them ultipoleexpansion

(3.6). In considering a m atrix elem ent hI0jV (3)jJ0i we

have m any subcases which we also calltransitions. W e

sort them out as shown in Fig.1. It is im portant to

notice that for the third electron there are only three

possibilities,i.e. i3 ! j3,i3 ! j2 and i3 ! j1,which
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are labeled by a3 = 1;2 and 3,respectively. From the

anticom m utation relations we �nd that the parity (P3)

ofthe transitionsare + 1,� 1 and + 1. Each case leaves

possibilitiesforfurthertransitionsofthe rem aining two

t1u electrons. W e denote their�nalstatesasj01 and j02.

(For a3 = 1 these indices are j1 and j2;for a3 = 2 j1

and j3, Fig.1; and for a3 = 3 j2 and j3.) However,

the two-electron transitionshave been sorted outbefore

when we considered the t21u con�guration. In that case

there are only two options,(a2 = 1) i1 ! j01,i2 ! j02,

and (a2 = 2) i1 ! j02,i2 ! j01. The �rst has parity

P2 = + 1,the second P2 = � 1.

Therefore,we can classify the transitions by two in-

dices (a3;a2) where a3 = 1 � 3 and a2 = 1;2. For a

generalcase ofn electrons it is (an;an� 1;an� 2;:::;a2),

where ak = 1;2;:::;k. The parity ofan (a3;a2) tran-

sition is P = P3(a3)P2(a2), for the generalcase P =

Pn(an)Pn� 1(an� 1)� :::� P2(a2).Thetotalnum beroftran-

sitions ofthree t1u electrons is 3� 2 = 6,in generalit

is n!. For each ofthe subcases we calculate the m atrix

elem entofV (3),Eq.(3.15),

hI
0
jV

(3)
jJ

0
i
(a3;a2) = P3(a3)P2(a2)

�
X

l;�

vlcl;�(i1j
0
1)cl;�(i2j

0
2)�(i3;ja3)+ p:i: (3.16)

Here p:i:standsforthe otherpairCoulom b interactions

V (~ra;~rb). Forthree particlesthere are three term s,Eq.

(3.15). The �rstterm isgiven in Eq.(3.16),two others

arefound by replacing cl;�(i1j
0
1)cl;�(i2j

0
2)�(i3;ja3)with

cl;�(i1j
0
1)cl;�(i3ja3)�(i2;j

0
2)and with cl;�(i2j

0
2)cl;�(i3ja3)

�(i1;j
0
1).(Theparity ofthetransitionsofcourserem ains

the sam e.) For the generalcase ofn electrons one has

(n2) di�erent pairs for each n-electron transition. (Here

(n2)isa binom ialcoe�cient.) Finally,them atrix elem ent

hI0jV (3)jJ0iisfound as

hI
0
jV

(3)
jJ

0
i=

3X

a3= 1

2X

a2= 1

hI
0
jV

(3)
jJ

0
i
(a3;a2): (3.17)

Having found the m atrix elem ents,we solve a 20 � 20

secularproblem fort31u.The energy levelsaregiven by

E p0[t
3
1u] =

�
n= 3
2

�
U0 +

10X

l= 2

vl�l(p
0); (3.18)

where only even values ofloccur,p0 = 1 � 20,and �l
are quoted in Table I.There are three term s,a 4-fold

degenerate ft31u;1g (ground state),a 10-fold degenerate

ft31u;2g and a 6-fold degenerateft
3
1u;3g,seeTable I.

Theclassi�cationschem edescribedaboveisveryuseful

forhandling a single-particle interaction A . In particu-

lar,the electron coupling to an externalm agnetic �eld,

thespin-orbitinteraction,crystalelectric�eld e�ectsand

theelectron dipolaroperatorfallin thisclass.Them ain

di�erencefrom theCoulom b caseisthatnow theinterac-

tion occursto a singleelectron (represented by an arrow

in Fig.1)while the rest(the other(n � 1)electrons,or

arrowsin Fig.1)produce(n � 1)K roneckerfactors.For

exam ple,forthe threet1u electronswehave

A = A 1 + A 2 + A 3; (3.19)

where A k refers to a single electron. For each three-

electron subcase(a3;a2),Fig.1,weobtain

hI
0
jA jJ

0
i
(a3;a2) = P3(a3)P2(a2)

�
X

l;�

hi1jA 1jj
0
1i�(i2j

0
2)�(i3;ja3)+ c:p:: (3.20)

c:p:stands for the two other term s obtained from the

�rstby two cyclic perm utations,i:e:when i1 ! i2 ! i3
and j01 ! j02 ! ja3. For the generaln-electron case

there will be n such term s for each m atrix elem ent

hI0jA jJ0i(an ;an � 1;:::;a2).

Finally,we would like to m ention thatan operatorR

(rotation or inversion) ofthe icosahedralgroup Ih acts

on allelectronssim ultaneouslyand thereforecan bewrit-

ten as R = R n R n� 1 � :::� R1,where R k stands for the

corresponding one-particle operator. The classi�cation

schem e again is usefulfor determ ining the m atrix ele-

m entsofthe transform ation in the m any electron space.

Forexam ple,forthreet1u electronsweobtain

hIjRjJi=

3X

a3= 1

2X

a2= 1

hIjRjJi
(a3;a2); (3.21)

where

hIjRjJi
(a3;a2) = P

(a3;a2)hi1jR 1jj
0
1ihi2jR 2jj

0
2ihi3jR 3jja3i:

Expressionsofthattypewereused to calculatethechar-

acters ofm olecular term s and to identify their sym m e-

try. The orbitalpart ofthe m any electron wave func-

tion transform sasan irrep ofIh,whilethespin function

as a single (t21u) or double valued (t31u) representation

of SO (3). Therefore, we classify the m olecular term s

[26,27,28,29]by the sym bol2S+ 1�,where 2S + 1 is

the spin m ultiplicity and � is an irrep ofIh. Thus,the

m olecular term s are 3T1g,
1H g,

1A g for t21u, and
4A u,

2H u,
2T1u fort31u,Table I.

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N T O O T H ER

C O N FIG U R A T IO N S

Below weapply ourm ethod fortheholecon�gurations

(h+u )
m ofC

m +

60 and excitoniccon�gurationsh+u t
�

1u,h
+
u t

�

1g

ofthe neutralm olecule.W e also considercon�gurations

(t1ut1g)and (t1u)
2t1g,becausetheyareim portantforcal-

culationsofelectronicdipolartransitions(t1u)
2 ! t1ut1g

and (t1u)
3 ! (t1u)

2t1g ofthe anionsC
2�
60 and C3�

60 .

A . H ole con�gurations (h
+
u )

m
(m = 2� 5)

The treatm ent ofa m -hole con�guration (h+u )
m for-

m ally coincides [13]with the analogous electronic case



6

TABLE II: Coe�cients� l(p)� 10
3
for(h

+
u )

2
.Thecoe�cients

m arked by (� ) are not unique depending on integrals vl,see

textfordetails.

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
3
T1g (9) -25.702 -4.238 -8.063 -30.424 -11.151
3
G g (12) -18.835 -4.238 -35.345 -2.015 -19.244

3
T2g (9) -10.987 -39.553 11.212 -28.746 -11.503
1
G g (4) -18.050 0.471 29.597 13.426 11.721

1
A g (1) 74.162 59.330 57.274 74.228 136.987

�
1
H g (5) -18.492 0.471 -12.595 29.970 6.970

�
1
H g (5) 55.180 16.951 8.429 -18.442 64.255

TABLE III: Coe�cients � l(p)� 10
3
for (h

+
u )

3
. The coe�-

cients m arked by (� ) are not unique depending on integrals

vl,see textfordetails.

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
4
G u (16) -55.916 -33.903 -61.552 -39.129 -48.232

4
T1u (12) -62.783 -33.903 -34.370 -67.538 -40.139

4
T2u (12) -48.068 -69.218 -15.095 -65.860 -40.491

2
T1u +

2
T2u (12) -0.392 -5.650 -30.218 -13.676 30.095

2
T2u (6) -62.194 -5.650 18.710 -11.293 -3.192

2
T1u (6) -47.480 -40.966 37.985 -9.615 -3.544

�
2
H u (10) -60.006 -41.550 -43.897 -50.436 -12.533

�
2
H u (10) -51.236 -5.650 -24.355 -5.511 -10.208

�
2
H u (10) 28.220 6.121 -1.637 24.146 61.563

�
2
H u (10) 45.941 44.376 58.833 54.239 108.509

�
2
G u (8) -2.237 -40.966 -36.070 -43.844 38.009

�
2
G u (8) 38.730 6.121 10.229 -40.794 60.323

(hu)
m ,i.e.theCoulom b repulsion between holesand be-

tween electronsisthesam e.Theonly di�erenceconcerns

thespherically sym m etricterm (Hubbard U0).Below we

countthe energy from thelevelofan em pty hu shell.In

constructing thebasisfunctions,oneshould takeinto ac-

count that the one-hole index i
+

hu
changes from one to

ten,where the �ve-fold degeneracy isdue to the orbital

freedom ,Eqs.(2.1a-e),and the two-fold degeneracy due

to itsspin.Asa resultwe obtain the term energies

E p[h
+ m
u ]=

�
10� m
2

�
U0 +

10X

l= 2

vl�
(m )

l
(p); (4.1)

where only even values of l occur. The coe�cients

�
(m )

l
(p)areagainm olecularinvariants.W equotethem in

TablesIIand IIIfortwo and three holes,con�gurations

(h+u )
2 and (h+u )

3. Som e coe�cientsdepend on v l.This

did not occur to t21u or t31u,Table I.These coe�cients

are m arked by star (� ) in Tables II and III. For them

(��
l
) we give values which are calculated with only one

param eter vl. For exam ple,��2 correspondsto the case

when vl= 2 6= 0,while the othersare zero,vl6= 2 = 0,and

etc.Interestingly,thestared term shaveo�-diagonalm a-

trix elem entsin theapproach ofPlakhutin etal.(Tables

2 and 3 ofRef.30). The appearance of��l im pliesthat

the com putation ofenergy splittings,Eq.(4.1),can not

TABLE IV: Coe�cients� l(p)� 103 for(h+u t
�

1u).

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
3
H g (15) -6.474 21.189 -0.381 11.652 -23.332

1
H g (5) 42.967 60.743 17.919 16.694 18.179

3
G g (12) -8.240 0.0 11.184 -10.435 19.526

1
G g (4) -8.240 14.126 13.725 24.304 103.205

3
T1g (9) 6.474 -21.189 9.701 -11.652 38.081

1
T1g (3) 6.474 -21.189 93.578 -11.652 70.528

3
T2g (9) 15.303 -14.126 -0.678 6.145 11.644

1
T2g (3) 15.303 -14.126 -0.678 70.660 69.707

be separated in two independent evaluations ofvl and

�l. Finally, we rem ark that the \accidental" degener-

acy of2T1u and
2T2u statesof(hu)

3 hasbeen thoroughly

studied in Refs.27,28,29,30.

B . Excitonic con�gurations h
+
u t

�

1u and h
+
u t

�

1g

In ordertodescribetheexcitoniccon�guration(h+u t
�

1u)

we introduce one hu hole (m issing electron in HO M O )

and onet1u electron.Thebasisfunctionsread

jIi= ji
+

hu
;i�u i; (4.2)

wherenow thereare10 statesofthe hu hole(index i+
hu
)

and 6 states ofthe t1u electron (index i�u ). The total

num ber ofbasis functions is 60. The im portant thing

here is thatwe have to treatexchange di�erently. Ifwe

considerI astheinitialstateand jJi= jj
+

hu
;j�u iasa �-

nalstate,then theexchangetransition I ! J isdescribed

astwo electronic transitionsiu ! ihu and ju ! jhu.For

the directCoulom b interaction we consideriu ! ju and

jhu ! ihu. In addition,the sign ofthe directCoulom b

and exchange interactionshasto be reversed [13]. That

is,

vl(h
+
u t

�

1u)= � vl(h
�
u t

�

1u); (4.3)

for the direct Coulom b (even l) and exchange m atrices

(even lfor(h+u t
�

1u)and odd lfor(h
+
u t

�

1g)).Theresulting

energy spectrum forboth con�gurationsisgiven by

E p = 4 � +
X

l

v
ht
l �l(p); (4.4)

where p = 1 � 60. Here the energy ofthe closed shell

(hu)
10 is taken as zero and 4 � is an energy associated

with the prom otion ofone electron from the hu levelto

the t1u (4 � = 2.7 eV [9,37]) or t1g shell(4 � = 3.85 eV

[9,38])(see also Sec.V).The calculated valuesof�l(p)

are quoted in Table IV for (h+u t
�

1u) and in Table V for

(h+u t
�
1g). Thecoe�cients� l(p)in theTablescorrespond

to vhtl with the plussign,i.e.vhtl = vl > 0,where vl are

given by Eq.(3.9).
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TABLE V: Coe�cients� l(p)� 103 for(h+u t
�

1g).

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
3
G u (12) 21.425 0.0 -19.130 -5.219 18.167

1
G u (4) 21.425 0.0 -19.130 -5.219 18.167

3
H u (15) 16.834 -16.204 20.434 4.128 12.320

1
H u (5) 16.834 -16.204 20.434 4.128 12.320

3
T1u (9) -16.834 16.204 -14.058 -4.128 -27.802

1
T1u (3) -16.834 16.204 -14.058 -4.128 -27.802

3
T2u (9) -39.789 10.802 21.449 4.207 -55.659

1
T2u (3) -39.789 10.802 21.449 4.207 -55.659

deg. l= 1 3 5 7 9 11
3
G u (12) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1
G u (4) 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.382 84.172 25.116

3
H u (15) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1
H u (5) 0.0 0.0 0.0 45.811 3.826 34.493

3
T1u (9) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1
T1u (3) 91.820 0.0 83.877 13.282 0.261 63.149

3
T2u (9) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1
T2u (3) 0.0 142.831 21.746 5.520 0.662 106.374

TABLE VI: Coe�cients� l(p)� 10
3
for(t1ut1g);�3 = 0.

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
1
A u (1) -15.303 -32.407 5.797 -22.605 -15.059

3
A u (3) -15.303 -32.407 5.797 -22.605 -15.059

3
H u (15) -1.530 -3.241 14.927 -2.260 -4.757

1
H u (5) -1.530 -3.241 14.927 -2.260 -4.757

3
T1u (9) 7.652 16.204 21.014 11.302 2.111

1
T1u (3) 7.652 16.204 21.014 11.302 2.111

deg. l= 1 5 7 9 11
1
A u (1) -64.274 41.939 -13.747 31.956 4.127

3
A u (3) 64.274 -41.939 13.747 -31.956 -4.127

3
H u (15) -32.137 -4.194 -8.442 -14.152 -23.791

1
H u (5) 32.137 4.194 8.442 14.152 23.791

3
T1u (9) -32.137 -20.969 -9.487 -34.238 -41.028

1
T1u (3) 32.137 20.969 9.487 34.238 41.028

C . (t1ut1g) con�guration

The basisfunctionshere are

jIi= jiu;igi; (4.5)

where,asbefore,the index iu standsforthet1u LUM O -

level(iu = 1 � 6),while the index ig = (k;sz) stands

forthe three t1g (LUM O + 1)-orbitals,Eqs.(2.3a-c),and

the spin projection sz. Thus,ig = 1 � 6 and in total,

thereare6� 6 = 36 nonequivalentbasisvectorsjIi,Eq.

(3.1). From the theory ofaddition ofangularm om enta

and selection ruleswededucethatforthedirectCoulom b

interactionsonly the even valuesl= 0,2,4,6,8 and 10

are relevant,while for exchange these are odd num bers

from one to eleven. The calculated �l(p) are quoted in

TableVI.

TABLE VII: Coe�cients � l(p)� 10
3
for (t1u)

2
t1g;�3 = 0.

The coe�cients m arked by (� )are notunique depending on

integralsvl,see textfordetails.

deg. l= 2 4 6 8 10
4
H g (20) -1.413 -17.949 54.714 -37.446 -43.636

2
G g +

2
T2g (14) -2.472 -2.244 53.450 3.420 2.127

4
T1g (12) -10.595 -37.393 48.627 -51.009 -50.504
4
A g (4) 12.360 11.218 63.844 -17.102 -33.333

2
A g (2) 12.360 11.218 63.844 -17.102 -33.333

�
2
H g (10) -1.413 -17.949 54.714 -37.446 -43.636

�
2
H g (10) 11.301 26.923 62.580 23.765 12.429

�
2
T1g (6) -17.976 -30.048 42.958 -12.337 -4.859

�
2
T1g (6) 13.738 53.979 63.568 83.868 79.472

�
2
T1g (6) -1.413 -17.949 54.714 -37.446 -43.636

deg. l= 1 5 7 9 11
4
H g (20) -64.274 -16.775 -17.407 -38.347 -56.201

2
G g +

2
T2g (14) -32.137 -4.194 -8.442 -14.152 -23.791

4
T1g (12) 0.0 -41.939 -2.614 -50.216 -43.092
4
A g (4) -64.274 -41.939 -18.975 -68.476 -82.056

2
A g (2) 32.137 20.969 9.487 34.238 41.028

�
2
H g (10) -32.137 -21.987 -9.260 -33.523 -39.202

�
2
H g (10) 32.137 13.599 8.738 23.480 30.584

�
2
T1g (6) -64.274 -41.939 -14.929 -33.480 -40.641

�
2
T1g (6) -32.137 -17.803 -9.006 -26.724 -18.081

�
2
T1g (6) 96.411 34.578 22.366 30.075 32.867

D . T hree electron con�guration (t1u)
2
t1g

In caseofthethree-electron (t1u)
2t1g con�guration,we

construct(6� 5=2)� 6 = 90 basisvectors

jI
0
i= jiu1iu2igi: (4.6)

Hereiu1 and iu2 areindicesofthet1u LUM O states,i.e.

iu1;iu2 = 1� 6 and ig labelssix t1g states(ig = 1� 6).

Since in thatcase we dealwith two equivalentt1u elec-

trons,the basisfunctionsare taken with iu1 > iu2. The

calculated �l (p = 1� 90)arequoted in Table VII.The

im portantpeculiarity of�l isthatasin the case offew

holes,Sec.IV-A,the coe�cients m arked by star (� ) in

TableVII(fortwo 2H g and three
2Tu term s),exhibitde-

pendenceon vl.Forthesecoe�cients(�
�
l
)wegivevalues

which arecalculated with only oneparam etervl.Forex-

am ple,��2 correspondsto a calculation where vl= 2 6= 0,

vl6= 2 = 0 and etc.

Anotherveryinterestingobservation isthattheenergy

ofthe 2G g term \accidentally" coincides with the 2Tg
states,Table VII. The sam e feature hasbeen found for

the t1u(t1g)
2 con�guration.

V . EN ER G Y LEV ELS

In order to study the splitting quantitatively we cal-

culated the integralsvl using threem odelsforradialde-

pendenceR oft1u M O s.In the�rstm odel(I)weassum e
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

R
(r

)

radius

III
II

r
C

60

FIG .2: jR (r)jform odelII(dashed line)and m odelIII(full

line)asa function ofr (in �A).

TABLE VIII: Calculated vl form odelsI,IIand III;in eV.

m odel l= 2 4 6 8 10 12

I 10.195 5.664 3.921 2.998 2.427 2.039

II 6.919 3.064 1.752 1.137 0.797 0.589

III 6.798 2.965 1.673 1.074 0.747 0.550

l= 1 3 5 7 9 11

I 16.991 7.282 4.634 3.398 2.683 2.216

II 13.145 4.390 2.270 1.395 0.944 0.681

III 13.018 4.279 2.181 1.324 0.889 0.637

a delta dependence,i:e:

R (r)= �(r� rC 60
)=r2; (5.1)

where rC 60
= 3:55 �A is the radius ofthe C60 m olecule.

Thisgives

vl=
4�

2l+ 1

1

rC 60

: (5.2)

In the second m odel(II),Fig.2,weuse

R (r)= C exp(�
p
2jE jjr� rC 60

j); (5.3)

whereC isdeterm ined from thenorm alization condition

and E = � 5:863 eV,the energy ofthe carbon pz atom ic

orbitalin atom iccalculationsin localdensity approxim a-

tion (LDA) (such dependence corresponds to the large

distance lim it for the carbon pz-orbital). In the third

m odel(III)wetake

R (r)= C
0
R pz(jr� rC 60

j); (5.4)

where C 0 isa norm alization constantand R pz isthe ra-

dialdependenceofthe carbon pz orbitalin LDA,Fig.2.

The calculated valuesofvl arequoted in TableVIII.

First, from Eqs. (3.14) and (3.18) we calculate the

m olecular term s oft21u and t31u,Table IX. W e observe

thatdespitetheirdi�erences,m odelsIIand IIIgivevery

close values. Therefore,we believe that the calculated

param etersvl ofm odelsIIand IIIare realistic and will

change little ifa m ore re�ned calculation ofR ism ade.

O n the other hand,the �rst m odelis a rude approxi-

m ation,and in the following we willnot use it. Notice

TABLE IX: M olecular term s and their degeneracies (in

parentheses)for(t1u)
2
and (t1u)

3
calculated with m odelsI,II

and III;in eV.(n2)U0 iszero ofenergy.

(t1u)
2

(t1u)
3

3
T1g (9)

1
H g (5)

1
A g (1)

4
A u (4)

2
H u (10)

2
T1u (6)

I -0.275 0.175 0.848 -0.824 -0.150 0.299

II -0.122 0.077 0.375 -0.366 -0.068 0.131

III -0.117 0.073 0.359 -0.351 -0.066 0.125

TABLE X: M olecular term s of(t1g)
2
and (t1g)

3
calculated

with m odelsIIand III;in eV.(
n
2)U0 iszero ofenergy.

(t1g)
2 (t1g)

3

3
T1g

1
H g

1
A g

4
A g

2
H g

2
T1g

(9) (5) (1) (4) (10) (6)

II -0.221 0.086 0.547 -0.664 -0.203 0.104

III -0.215 0.083 0.529 -0.646 -0.199 0.099

thatthe t21u and t31u energy spectra are the analogue of

p2 (3P , 1D , 1S) and p3 (4S, 2D , 2P ) term s in atom ic

physics[13]. Thisoccursbecause px,py and pz orbitals

(Y
1;c

1 ,Y
1;s

1 and Y 0
1 ) also belong to the t1u irrep ofIh

[32].In TableIX aswellasin allotherTablesofthissec-

tion (X-XIV)the energy associated with the spherically

sym m etricm ultipolecom ponent(i.e.(n2)U0 forelectrons,

(
10� m
2 )U0 forholesand 4 � forexcitonic con�gurations)

isputto zero.

Sim ilarly,one can obtain the energy levelsoft21g and

t31g,TableX.Noticethatthe energy span oft
2
1u and t31u

con�gurations is alm ost the sam e,� 0:5 eV,and it is

sm allerthan thatoft21g and t
3
1g states,� 0:75 eV.How-

ever,the zero ofenergy in Tables IX and X is di�erent

fortn1u and tn1g con�gurations.W hen one t1u electron is

prom oted toat1g state,itsenergy isincreased by � 1.153

eV [9,38],thatis,

4 �1 = �(t1g)� �(t1u)� 1:153 eV: (5.5)

This one-electron energy di�erence accounts for the in-

teraction ofthe electron with the carbon nucleiand the

\core" like �� and �� electrons. Therefore,com paring

theenergy of(t1g)
2 with thatof(t1u)

2 statesoneshould

add 24 �1 to the (t1g)
2 values. For the case of three

electrons ((t1u)
3 and (t1g)

3) we add 34 �1 to the (t1g)
3

values.

Next,in TablesXIand XIIwegiveresultsforthehole

con�gurations(h+u )
m . W e observe thatthe energy span

of(h+u )
2 and (h+u )

3,� 1:2 eV,isalm ostthe sam e. The

m agnitude is largerthan for electronic tn1u and tn1g con-

�gurations, Tables IX and X. Even a larger value of

energy splitting,� 2:4 eV,wasobtained forthe case of

fourand �veholes,(h+u )
4 and (h+u )

5.Anotherim portant

observation is that the num ber ofstates in a sm allen-

ergy interval4 " � 0:03 eV nearthe ground state is30,

40,25,6 for m = 2,3,4,5,respectively. This suggests

thatthecon�guration ofm = 3 holesism ostsusceptible
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TABLE XI: M olecular term sof(h
+
u )

2
and (h

+
u )

3
calculated

with m odelsIIand III;in eV.(
10�m

2
)U0 iszero ofenergy.

(h
+
u )

2
(h

+
u )

3

deg. II III deg. II III
3
T1g (9) -0.248 -0.242 4

T1u (12) -0.707 -0.687
3
G g (12) -0.223 -0.216 4

G u (16) -0.682 -0.662
3
T2g (9) -0.219 -0.213 4

T2u (12) -0.678 -0.658
1
G g (4) -0.047 -0.049 2

T2u (6) -0.430 -0.423
1
H g (5) -0.040 -0.042 2

H u (10) -0.414 -0.407
1
H g (5) 0.410 0.402 2

T1u (6) -0.401 -0.394
1
A g (1) 0.989 0.958 2

H u (10) -0.396 -0.389
2
G u (8) -0.077 -0.075

2
T1u +

2
T2u (12) -0.065 -0.062

2
H u (10) 0.156 0.155

2
G u (8) 0.160 0.159

2
H u (10) 0.531 0.514

TABLE XII: M olecularterm sof(h
+
u )

4
and (h

+
u )

5
calculated

with m odelsIIand III;in eV.(
10�m

2
)U0 iszero ofenergy.

(h
+
u )

4
(h

+
u )

5

deg. II III deg. II III
5
H g (25) -1.377 -1.337

6
A u (6) -2.294 -2.228

3
G g (12) -1.005 -0.982

4
H u (20) -1.716 -1.672

3
H g (15) -1.004 -0.981

2
H u (10) -1.324 -1.294

1
G g (4) -0.819 -0.805

2
G u (8) -1.323 -1.293

1
A g (1) -0.814 -0.799

4
H u (20) -1.265 -1.228

3
T1g (9) -0.787 -0.767

4
G u (16) -1.258 -1.221

3
G g (12) -0.780 -0.760

2
A u (2) -1.106 -1.079

3
T2g (9) -0.766 -0.747

2
G u (8) -1.094 -1.067

1
H g (5) -0.491 -0.482

4
T2u (12) -1.086 -1.057

1
T2g (3) -0.490 -0.481

4
G u (16) -1.083 -1.054

1
H g (5) -0.570 -0.460

4
T1u (12) -1.057 -1.028

1
T1g (3) -0.461 -0.451

2
H u (10) -0.816 -0.800

3
T2g (9) -0.445 -0.430

2
T1u (6) -0.803 -0.787

3
H g (15) -0.440 -0.426

2
H u (10) -0.792 -0.775

3
T1g (9) -0.434 -0.419

2
T2u (6) -0.771 -0.755

3
H g (15) -0.434 -0.419

2
H u (10) -0.769 -0.748

3
G g (12) -0.160 -0.157

2
T2u (6) -0.769 -0.747

3
T2g (9) -0.160 -0.157

2
H u (10) -0.747 -0.726

3
T1g (9) -0.150 -0.148

2
T1u (6) -0.740 -0.718

1
A g (1) -0.148 -0.143

2
T1u (6) -0.487 -0.476

1
G g (4) -0.138 -0.134

2
G u (8) -0.453 -0.442

1
H g (5) 0.020 0.014

2
T2u (6) -0.432 -0.421

1
G g (4) 0.041 0.035

2
G u (8) -0.417 -0.401

1
H g (5) 0.087 0.089

2
A u (2) -0.411 -0.395

1
G g (4) 0.090 0.091

2
G u (8) -0.231 -0.223

1
H g (5) 0.484 0.471

2
H u (10) -0.227 -0.218

1
A g (1) 1.062 1.027

2
H u (10) 0.144 0.135

forJahn-TellerdistortionsoftheC60 m oleculeand hence

forhole-phonon couplingwhich causessuperconductivity

[2].

The results ofcalculationsofexcitonic con�gurations

(h+u t
�

1u)and (h+u t
�

1g) are quoted in Table XIII. The en-

ergy span of(h+u t
�

1g),� 1:5 eV,greatly exceeds that of

(h+u t
�
1u),� 0:57 eV.A prom otion ofone electron to the

TABLE XIII: M olecularterm softheexcitoniccon�gurations

(h
+
u t

�

1u)and (h
+
u t

�

1g)calculated with m odelsIIand III;in eV.

4 � in Eq.(4.4)iszero ofenergy.

(h
+
u t

�

1u) (h
+
u t

�

1g)

deg. II III deg. II III
3
G g (12) -0.034 -0.034 3

T2u (9) -0.244 -0.240
3
T1g (9) 0.014 0.013 3

T1u (9) -0.118 -0.115
3
H g (15) 0.014 0.013 3

H u (15) 0.117 0.114
3
T2g (9) 0.078 0.076 3

G u (12) 0.123 0.122
1
G g (4) 0.120 0.112 1

H u (5) 0.208 0.200
1
T1g (3) 0.187 0.178 1

G u (4) 0.247 0.238
1
T2g (3) 0.197 0.189 1

T2u (3) 0.513 0.495
1
H g (5) 0.548 0.534 1

T1u (3) 1.341 1.321

TABLE XIV: M olecular term sof(t1ut1g)and (t1u)
2
t1g cal-

culated with m odelsIIand III;in eV.2G g and
2
T2g are \ac-

cidentally" degenerate.(
n
2)U0 iszero ofenergy.

(t1ut1g) (t1u)
2
t1g

deg. II III deg. II III
1
A u (1) -0.969 -0.958

4
H g (20) -1.028 -1.010

3
H u (15) -0.474 -0.467

2
T1g (6) -0.991 -0.979

3
T1u (9) -0.390 -0.384

4
A g (4) -0.901 -0.886

1
H u (5) 0.473 0.465

2
G g +

2
T2g (14) -0.398 -0.395

3
A u (3) 0.503 0.506

4
T1g (12) -0.376 -0.361

1
T1u (3) 0.697 0.682

2
H g (10) -0.223 -0.224

2
T1g (6) 0.004 -0.008
2
H g (10) 0.449 0.443

2
A g (2) 0.729 0.714

2
T1g (6) 1.052 1.045

t1u shellincreasesthe one-electron energy by the factor

4 �2 = �(t1u)� �(hu)� 2:69 eV: (5.6)

Thequantity 4 �2 iscalled electron a�nity ofC 60 and it

wasm easured experim entally [9,37].Itaccountsforthe

energy di�erence due to the interactionsofthe electron

with the carbon nucleiand the \core" electrons. The

valueshould betaken intoaccountin Eq.(4.4)(i.e.4 � =

4 �2) when (h+u t
�

1u) is com pared with the ground state

energy ofthe neutralm olecule. In the case of(h+u t
�

1g)

oneshould use 4 � = 4 �1 + 4 �2 = 3:85 eV in Eq.(4.4).

The m olecular term s for (t1ut1g) and (t1u)
2t1g are

given in TableXIV.Theenergy span oftheexcited con-

�gurationsisrelatively large.Itisapproxim ately 1.6 eV

for (t1ut1g) and 2 eV for (t1u)
2t1g. Since both con�gu-

rationsim ply the excitation ofone t1u electron to a t1g
state,we should add 4 �1 to the energiesofthe (t1ut1g)

and (t1u)
2t1g m olecular term s,when we com pare them

with those ofthe (t1u)
2 and (t1u)

3 con�gurations. The

(t1u)
2 and (t1ut1g)(aswellas(t1u)

3 and (t1u)
2t1g)groups

ofterm sareofdi�erentparityand thusthereisnocon�g-

uration m ixing between them .Therefore,although som e

two-electron m olecular term s ofthe (t1u)
2 and (t1ut1g)

con�gurations overlap,they do not interact with each

other. The sam e holdsforthe (t1u)
3 and (t1u)

2t1g con-
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FIG .3: Three lowest levels ofthe coupled (t1u)
2 + (t1g)

2

con�gurations as a function of4 �1 = �(t1g)� �(t1u). The

ground state is the
1
A g singlet for 4 �1 < 0:58 eV,and the

3
T1g tripletfor4 �1 > 0:58 eV.

�gurations.

However,there can be a hybridization between term s

ofthesam esym m etry of(t1u)
2 and (t1g)

2 con�gurations.

The (t1g)
2 con�guration requiresprom otion oftwo elec-

tronstothet1g shell,with asubsequentenergyincreaseof

24 �1 � 2:3eV.Sincethevalueisrelatively large,thehy-

bridization isexpected to beweak.In ordertostudy this

issue we have carried outcalculationswhere the m ixing

between the(t1u)
2 and (t1g)

2 con�gurationswasallowed.

In the calculation wehaveconsidered couplingsbetween

two 3T1g levels,two
1H g levelsand two

1A g levelsatdif-

ferent values of4 �1. As before,we have em ployed the

m ethod described in Sec.III.W ehavefound thattheen-

ergy spectrum separatesin twogroups.A group atlower

energies originates from the form er (t1u)
2 levels,while

the othergroup athigherenergieshasa largeparentage

ofthe (t1g)
2 states. In Fig.3 we plot the energies of

the three lowest levels as a function of4 �1. An inter-

esting featureofFig.3 isthe crossing ofthe 3T1g triplet

with the 1A g singlet at 0.58 eV with subsequent inver-

sion oftheirpositions. Thus,if4 �1 < 0:58 eV then the

ground state isthe 1A g singlet,while for4 �1 > 0:58 eV

the ground state is the 3T1g triplet. This unusualbe-

haviorexplainswhy the 1A g singletwasreported asthe

ground state ofC
2�

60 by Negrietal.,Ref.16 (Q CFF/�

m ethod). From our calculation (Fig.3) it follows that

the reason for this is a sm allenergy di�erence between

t1g and t1u states.In Ref.164 �1= 0.64eV,which isonly

halfofthe experim entalvalue of1.153 eV for C
�

60 [9].

Such low lying t1g stateslead to an overestim ation ofthe
1A g [t

2
1u]�

1A g [t
2
1g]con�guration m ixing and lowering

ofthe bonding 1A g term below 3T1g. The experim en-

talvalue 4 �1= 1.153 eV [9,38]im plies that the ground

state isa triplet,asobtained by ourcalculationsand in

accordancewith Hund’srules.

V I. M A G N ET IC M O M EN T S

In thissection wewillcalculatethem agneticm om ents

ofCn�
60

for di�erent orientations ofthe m olecule. In a

sm allexternalm agnetic �eld ~H we add to a m any body

Coulom b interaction V (~r;~r0),Eq.(3.6),a m agneticterm

Vm ag = � M z � H ; (6.1)

whereM z =
P n

k= 1
M z(k)isa sum ofone-electron (one-

hole)term swith

~M (k)= �B (~L(k)+ 2~S(k)): (6.2)

Here �B isthe Bohrm agneton,k = 1� n forelectrons

and k = 1 � m for holes. The m agnetic m om ent (6.1)

belongs to the class ofone-particle operators discussed

in Sec.III.Explicitly,forthe two-particlecasewe�nd

hIjVm agjJi= [hi1jM zjj1i�(i2j2)+ hi2jM zjj2i�(i1j1)

� hi1jM zjj2i�(i2j1)� hi2jM zjj1i�(i1j2)]� H ; (6.3)

where hijM zjji stands for the one-particle m atrix ele-

m ents. The generalization ofthe procedure for a m any

particlecaseisgiven in Sec.III.

The one-particle m atrix elem ents ofspin m om entum

aregiven by the standard expressions[31,34].They are

independent ofthe orientation ofthe C60 m olecule. In

orderto calculate the orbitalpolarization we startwith

the C60 m olecule in the orientation ofCohan [32]. By

m eansofEqs.(2.2a-c)and taking into accountthat

Lz Y
m ;c

l
= im Y

m ;s

l
; Lz Y

m ;s

l
= � im Y

m ;c

l
; (6.4)

weobtain forthe orbitalm om entum oft1u states

ht1u;2jLzjt1u;3i= 2:5i; (6.5a)

ht1u;3jLzjt1u;2i= � 2:5i: (6.5b)

The other m atrix elem ents ofLz are zero. (Here and

below allvaluesofm agnetic m om entsare given in �B .)

In the caseofhu stateswe�nd

hhu;2jLzjhu;3i=
1

2
i; hhu;3jLzjhu;2i= �

1

2
i; (6.6a)

hhu;4jLzjhu;5i= i; hhu;5jLzjhu;4i= � i; (6.6b)

and the restiszero.

Therearetwo equivalentapproachesto study the C60

m olecule in the m agnetic �eld. The �rst is to use an

active operator R(!),which rotates the m olecule as a

three-dim ensionalobject.In such casethem agnetic�eld

is always directed along the z-axis,while the position

ofthe m olecule is speci�ed by three Euler angles ! =

(�;�;
).In thesecond casetheposition ofthem olecule

is�xed butthedirection ofthem agnetic�eld ischanged.

In thelattercaseonehastoknow them atrix com ponents

ofthethreeprojectionsofm olecularorbitalm om entum .

Below wehaveadopted the�rstapproach which ism ore
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fam iliartousfrom ourpreviousstudyofrotatorfunctions

[14,33].Theadvantageisthatweareworking only with

the z-com ponent oforbitalm om entum . The details of

the technique aregiven in AppendicesA and B.

Having calculated the m atrix elem ents ofVm ag as a

function ofthe m olecularrotation !,we diagonalizethe

m atrix H =
P

a;b
V (~ra;~rb)+ Vm ag(a).The degeneracies

ofm olecularterm sare lifted and the m agnetic m om ent

ofeach sublevelp isgiven by

M (p)= hpjM zjpi; (6.7)

wherejpiisthe corresponding eigenvector.

Fortwo electrons(ortwo t1u holes)we obtain M z =

(� 4:5,� 2:5,� 2,� 0:5,0)for 3T1g (ground state),while

M z(
1H g) = (� 5,� 2:5,0). In the 1A g state the spin

and the orbitalm om enta are quenched and M z = 0.

For three electrons we have M z(
4A u) = (� 3,� 1) (the

ground term ); M z(
2H u) = (� 6,� 4,� 3:5,� 1:5,� 1)

and M z(
2T1u) = (� 3:5, � 1:5, � 1). W e im m ediately

conclude that the coupling schem e oforbitaland spin

m om enta is di�erent from the atom ic case. In order

to clarify this issue we have studied the polarization

ofspin and orbitalm om enta separately. By excluding

the spin m om entum from Eq.(6.2)we have found that

Lz(
3T1g) = (� 2:5(3),0(3)),and Lz(

1H g) = (� 5,� 2:5,

0)(num bersin parenthesesstand fordegeneracy).In the

m olecularterm 4A u the orbitalm om entum isquenched,

Lz = 0(4), while Lz(
2H u) = (� 5(2), � 2:5(2), 0(2)),

and Lz(
2T1u) = (� 2:5(2),0(2)). By excluding the or-

bitalm om entum from Eq.(6.2)wehaveobtained there-

sultsexpected from thespin m ultiplicity index ofm olec-

ular term s: 2Sz = (� 2(3),0(3)) for 3T1g (spin triplet

state) and 2Sz = 0(5) for 1H g (spin singlet). For t31u
we �nd 2Sz(

4A u) = (� 3,� 1),2Sz(
2H u) = � 1(5),and

2Sz(
2T1u)= � 1(3).

In Sec.V we havealready discussed the e�ectofm ix-

ing between the (t1u)
2 and (t1g)

2 con�gurationson the

energy ofthe ground state ofthe C2�
60 anion. The hy-

bridization a�ectsalsothem agneticm om entsofthe 3T1g
ground state,which aregiven by

M = 0;� g;� 2;� (2+ g);� (4+ g): (6.8)

The m agnetic m om entsofthe unhybridized 3T1g triplet

ofthe pristine t21u con�guration correspond to g = 0:5

(dashed line in Fig.4). The evolution ofthe g-factoras

a function of4 �1 isgiven in Fig.4.

The results for the hole con�gurations (h+u )
m are

quoted in Tables XV-XVIII. In the case offour or �ve

holesthe num berofm olecularterm sistoo big (27)and

wegiveonly m agneticm om entsforten loweststates.In

general,m agnetic m om ents are described by an expres-

sion ofthetype(6.8)although in som ecasestwo distinct

valuesofg arerequired.

Interestingly,we have found thatthe calculated m ag-

neticm om entsareindependentofthem olecularorienta-

tion.Theconclusion holdsforboth t1u and hu shellsand

we think thatthere m ustbe a hidden group-theoretical
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FIG .4: g for the ground state triplet
3
T1g as a function of

4 �1,C
2�

60
. The corresponding m agnetic m om ents are given

by Eq.(6.8).

TABLE XV: Them agnetic m om entsM and theorbitalm o-

m enta L of(h
+
u )

2
,in �B .

M g L
3
T1g 0;� (1;3;4;5)g 0.5 0;0;0;� (1;1;1)g
3
G g � (1;1;3;3;5;5)g 0.5 � (1;1;1;1;1;1)g

3
T2g 0;0;0;� (1;1;1)g 2 0(9)
1
G g � (1;1)g 0.8333 M

1
H g 0;� (1;2)g 0.0668 M

1
H g 0;� (1;2)g 0.2335 M

1
A g 0 0 0

reasonbehind this.W econsidertheresultasunexpected,

becausethem agneticm om entofa� or� M O ofdiatom ic

m oleculesisanisotropicin respectto thedirection ofthe

m agnetic�eld.From ourpreviousstudy ofC
�

60 in acubic

environm entit also followsthat the crystal�eld ofC �
60

exhibits strong dependence on its orientation [14]. In

caseoftheC60 m olecule,theorbitalt1u (orhu)spaceof

theicosahedralsym m etry isgreatly reduced in com pari-

son with the 11 dim ensionall= 5 space ofthe rotation

TABLE XVI: M agnetic m om ents M of(h
+
u )

3
,in �B .

2
T1u

and
2
T2u statesare degenerate.

M g
4
T1u � (1;2;3;5;6;7)g 0.5
4
G u � (1;1;3;3;5;5;7;7)g 0.5

4
T2u � (1;1;1;3;3;3)g 1.0

2
T2u � (1;1;1)g 1.0
2
H u � (g1;g2;1;2� g2;2� g1) 0.6529,0.8265

2
T1u � (g;1;2� g) 0.25
2
H u � (g1;g2;1;2� g2;2+ g1) 0.2218,0.3891

2
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g) 0.8983

2
T1u +

2
T2u � (1;1;1;1;1;1)g 1

2
H u � (g1;g2;1;2� g2;2� g1) 0.9578,0.9789

2
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g) 0.5650

2
H u � (0;1;2;3;4)g 0.5
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TABLE XVII:M agneticm om entsM forten lowestm olecular

term sof(h
+
u )

4
,in �B .

M g
5
H g 0;� (1;2;2;3;4;5;6;6;7;8;9;10)g 0.5

3
G g � (g;g;2� g;2� g;2+ g;2+ g) 0.310

3
H g 0;� (g1;g2;2� g2;2� g1;2;2+ g1;2+ g2) 0.046,0.092

1
G g � (1;1)g 0.011

1
A g 0 0

3
T1g 0;� (g;2� g;2;2+ g) 0.052
3
G g � (g;g;2� g;2� g;2+ g;2+ g) 0.023

3
T2g 0;0;0;� (1;1;1)g 2.0
1
H g 0;� (1;2)g 0.146

1
T2g 0,0,0 0

TABLE XVIII: M agnetic m om entsM forten lowestm olec-

ularterm sof(h
+
u )

5
,in �B .M (

4
H )standsfor� (g1;g2;1;2�

g2;2� g1;2+ g1;2+ g2;3;4� g2;4� g1).

M g
6
A u � (1;3;5)g 1.0

4
H u M (

4
H ) 0.533,0.766

2
H u � (g1;g2;1;2� g2;2� g1) 0.873,0.936

2
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g) 0.366

4
H u M (

4
H ) 0.866,0.933

4
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g;2+ g;2+ g;4� g;4� g) 0.167

2
A u � g 1.0

2
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g) 0.978

4
T2u � (1;1;1;3;3;3)g 1.0
4
G u � (g;g;2� g;2� g;2+ g;2+ g;4� g;4� g) 0.5

group SO (3). However,this is not accom panied by an

anisotropicbehavioroforbitalm om enta.

In order to understand this issue we have considered

a sim pli�ed case of one electron on the t1u m olecular

level.Applying ~H in a direction ~n = ~H =H ,where nx =

sin
cos�,n y = sin
sin� and n z = cos
,we�nd

Vm ag = ~H ~L = H L~n: (6.9)

Herethe m atrix L~n isgiven by

L~n = nxLx + nyLy + nzLz: (6.10)

ByusingEqs.(2.2a-c)forthreet1u M O s,aftercalculating

the m atrix elem ents,wearriveat

L~n =

2

4
0 � M 0ny i M 0nx i

M 0ny i 0 M 0nz i

� M 0nx i � M 0nz i 0

3

5 ; (6.11)

whereM 0 = 2:5�B .Them agneticm om entsareobtained

through the diagonalization ofL~n.W e �nd thatM = 0

and M = � 2:5�B for any direction of ~H . The sam e

conclusion isobtained forthecaseofonehu-electron (or

hu� hole).The m atrix L~n then reads

L~n =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0
p
3

2
nx i

p
3

2
ny i 0 0

�
p
3

2
nx i 0 � 1

2
nz i

1

2
ny i � 1

2
nx i

�
p
3

2
ny i

1

2
nz i 0 1

2
nx i

1

2
ny i

0 � 1

2
ny i � 1

2
nx i 0 � nz i

0 1

2
nx i � 1

2
ny i nz i 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

:(6.12)

The m atrix has the sam e m agnetic m om ents (eigenval-

ues),which are0,� 1=2,� 1 (in �B ),forany direction of

~H . The reasoning given above is suggestive and we are

looking fora full-scale group-theoreticalsolution to this

problem .

V II. ELEC T R O N O P T IC A L T R A N SIT IO N S

In this section we consider only the electronic dipo-

lar transitions and the corresponding optical lines for

Cn�
60 . The picture is not com plete because there exist

electron-vibration interactions (\Herzberg-Teller" cou-

plings) which can alter the sym m etry ofthe initialor

the �nalstate [6]. Here we om it the electron-vibration

couplingsand lim itourselvesto theelectronicpartofthe

problem .

The optically active transitionsare associated with a

nonzero expectation value ofthe electron dipolaropera-

tor ~P .Sincethe electric-dipolem om ent,

~P = � e
X

i

~ri; (7.1)

is an odd quantity in respect to the inversion sym m e-

try,itfollowsthat ~P hasno m atrix com ponentsbetween

states ofthe sam e parity. Therefore,allspectrallines

dueto electric-dipoleradiation arisefrom transitionsbe-

tween statesofopposite parity (Laporte’srule)[13]and

the following schem esare relevantforthe C
2�

60 and C
3�

60

m olecularions:

(t1u)
2
! t1ut1g; (7.2a)

(t1u)
3
! (t1u)

2
t1g: (7.2b)

Thesecon�gurationshavebeen consideredalreadyin pre-

vious sections,and now we can proceed to calculations

ofopticaltransitions.

In atom s there are severaladditionalselection rules

which greatly facilitatelineassignm ents.Theserulesare

not developed for the icosahedralsym m etry and in the

following we have to rely on num ericalanalysis. The

totalintensity forthelinefrom levelA to levelB isgiven

by [13]

I(A;B )= N (a)h�
64�4�3

3h
S(A;B ); (7.3)

where N (a)is the num berofC
n�
60 m oleculesin state a,

� = (EA � E B )=h isthe frequency and � = h�=c isthe
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wavenum ber.Finally,S(A;B )isthelinestrength which

isfound as

S(A;B )=
X

ab

jhaj~P jbij
2
: (7.4)

The line strength is a very convenient quantity and in

the following we calculate S(A;B ) for the transitions

(7.2a,b).

Them atrix elem entsofthedipoleoperatorforthecase

(7.2a)read

haj~P jbi=
X

IJ0

hajIihIj~P jJ
0
ihJ

0
jbi; (7.5)

where jIi and jJ0i are the basis states of (t1u)
2 and

(t1ut1g),respectively,whilehajIiand hbjJ
0iaretheeigen-

vectorscorresponding to levelsa and b. The dipole m o-

m ent(7.1)isa one-electron operator,Sec.III.Itsm atrix

elem entsaregiven by

hIj~P jJ
0
i= �(iu1;ju)hiu2j~P jjgi� hiu1j~P jjgi�(iu2;ju):

W e recallthathIj= hiu1;iu2j,where iu1 and iu2 (iu1 >

iu2) are indices referring to six t1u states, and jJ0i =

jju;jgi, Eq. (3.1). From parity consideration it fol-

lows that the nonzero m atrix elem ents are ofthe type

hiuj~P jjgi. In orderto calculate them ,we �rstrewrite ~P

in the following form :

Px =

r
4�

3
rY

1;c

1 (̂r); (7.6a)

Py =

r
4�

3
rY

1;s

1 (̂r); (7.6b)

Pz =

r
4�

3
rY

0
1 (̂r): (7.6c)

HereY �
1 arerealsphericalharm onics[31],and asbefore

r= j~rj,while r̂ standsforthe polarangles(
;�).Then

we�nd thatthe one-electron m atrix elem entsof ~P are

hiujPkjjgi= V c1;�(k)(iu;jg); (7.7)

where � = (1;c), (1;s) or 0 for k = x;y and z, re-

spectively. The quantities cl= 1;�(iu;jg) are given by

Eq.(3.10)forl= 1.In fact,these coe�cientshavebeen

also used forthecalculation ofthe(t1ut1g)and (t1u)
2t1g

con�gurationsin Sec.IV and V.Finally,the radialpart

ofEq.(7.7)reads

V =

r
4�

3

Z

drr
3
R t1u(r)R t1g(r): (7.8)

Since we have already com puted the eigenvalues and

eigenvectorsof(t1u)
2 and (t1ut1g)in Sec.V,wenow can

calculate the line strengths using equations (7.4)-(7.8).

The resultsarequoted in TableXIX.

TABLE XIX: Energies E ab = 4 �1 + �ab (in eV) and line

strengths (in V) ofthe transitions [(t1u)
2
;a]! [(t1ut1g);b],

a = 1 � 3,b = 1 � 6,calculated with the m odelIII.O nly

transitionswith S(a;b)6= 0 are given.

(t1u)
2
;a =

3
T1g

1
H g

1
A g

(t1ut1g);b �ab S �ab S �ab S
1
A u

3
H u -0.350 0.482

3
T1u -0.267 0.289
1
H u 0.392 0.482

3
A u 0.624 0.386

1
T1u 0.609 0.161 0.323 0.129

TABLE XX: Energies E ab = 4 �1 + �ab (in eV) and line

strengths(in V)ofthe transitionsf(t1u)
3
;ag ! f(t

2
1ut1g;bg,

a = 1� 3,b= 1� 10,calculated with them odelIII.O nly the

transitionswith S(a;b)6= 0 are given.

(t1u)
3
;a =

4
A u

2
H u

2
T1u

[(t1u)
2
t1g];b �ab S �ab S �ab S

4
H g

2
T1g -0.913 0.002 -1.103 S < 10�3

1
G g

2
G u +

2
T2u -0.330 0.450

4
T1g -0.010 0.771
2
H g -0.158 0.120 -0.349 0.205

2
T1g 0.058 0.072 -0.132 0.120
2
H g 0.508 0.683 0.318 0.277

2
A g 0.589 0.193

2
T1g 0.780 0.602 0.920 0.362

Sim ilarly,one can treatthe opticaltransitions (7.2b)

forC
3�

60 .Now we considerthe m atrix elem entsof ~P be-

tween three-electron basis states hI(t1u)
3j = hi1;i2;i3j

and jJ [(t1u)
2t1g]i= jj1;j2;jgi,and obtain

hIj~P jJi=

hi1j~P jjgi�(i2;j1)�(i3;j2)� hi1j~P jjgi�(i2;j2)�(i3;j1)

+ hi2j~P jjgi�(i1;j2)�(i3;j1)� hi2j~P jjgi�(i1;j1)�(i3;j2)

+ hi3j~P jjgi�(i1;j1)�(i2;j2)� hi3j~P jjgi�(i1;j2)�(i2;j1):

Here again,the one-electron m atrix elem ents hiuj~P jjgi

are speci�ed by Eq.(7.7). The resulting line strengths

arequoted in TableXX.

Itfollowsfrom TableXIX thatforC
2�

60 therearethree

linesfrom the ground state 3T1g,

E (3T1g !
3
H u)= 4 �1 � 0:350 eV; (7.9a)

E (3T1g !
3
T1u)= 4 �1 � 0:267 eV; (7.9b)

E (3T1g !
3
A u)= 4 �1 + 0:624 eV: (7.9c)

W ith 4 �1 = 1:153 eV,Eq.(5.5),we obtain E (3T1g !
3H u) = 0:803 eV, E (3T1g ! 3T1u) = 0:886 eV and

E (3T1g !
3A u)= 1:777eV.Thesevaluesshould becom -

pared with two dom inant bands at 1.305 eV (950 nm )
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and 1.494 eV (830 nm )observed by thenear-infrared ex-

perim ents in solutions [9]. W e conclude that �rst two

transitionscan betentatively ascribed to theexperim en-

talbands if4 �1 is taken to be larger,4 �1 � 1:7 eV.

Here it is worth to notice that in our approach 4 �1 in

Eq.(5.5)rem ainsa phenom enologicalquantity which is

notim m ediately connected with the term splittings. In

Ref.16 the authorshaveobtained thatthe ground state

ofC
2�

60 isthe 1A g singlet.W ehaveshown in Sec.V that

this is possible if4 �1 is sm all,see Fig.3. However,if
1A g is the ground state,then there is only one optical

transition (1A g !
1T1u at4 �1 + 0:323 eV,Table XIX)

and com parison with theexperim entbecom eseven m ore

problem atic.W econcludethatourcalculationsarebasi-

callyin agreem entwith theexperim entforC
2�

60 ,although

also a third band isexpected. The position ofthe third

band howevercan change due to the e�ectofcon�gura-

tion m ixing discussed in Sec.V.

The situation is less clear for the C3�
60 m olecular ion.

Both our calculationsand those ofRef.16 predictthat

the ground state isthe 4A u level. Then from Table XX

we �nd that the only opticaltransition allowed by the

selection rules is 4A u ! 4T1g. This is at variance with

the experim entalconsensusforthreedom inantbandsat

1350,960 and 770 nm [9]. In principle,the theoretical

line 4A u ! 4T1g can be split by the crystal�eld and

Jahn-Teller distortions,but the m agnitude ofthe split-

ting(� 0:3eV)seem sexcessive.Theotherpossibilityisif

som etransitionsbecom eallowed through the\Herzberg-

Teller" (electron-vibration) m echanism [6]. Further ex-

perim entaland theoreticalinvestigations are needed to

clarify the issue.

V III. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented an e�cient con�guration interac-

tion m ethod form any electron (hole)m olecularterm sof

theC
m �

60 m olecularion.Them ethod isbased on them ul-

tipole expansion ofthe Coulom b interactions and takes

intoaccountthem olecularsym m etry.Althoughthereare

som esim ilaritieswith approachesused fortreatingm any

electron e�ectsin atom iccalculations[39],thetechnique

isnoveland original.Crystalelectric�eld e�ects[14]and

thespin-orbitcoupling can beeasily incorporated in the

calculation.Thetechniquecan beused forotherelectron

system s.

W e have applied the m ethod for studying m olecular

term sofelectron and holecon�gurationsofC
n� =m +

60 (n =

2� 4,m = 2� 5),and forexcitoniccon�gurations(h+u t
�

1u)

and (h+u t
�

1g)oftheneutralm olecule.In m ostofthecases

the ground stateisfound to obey Hund’srules.

O urcalculationsofthem olecularterm structure(t1u)
2

for C2�
60 di�ers from the previous result ofNegrietal.,

Ref.16.They havereported thattheground term ofC
2�

60

isthe 1A g singlet,while we havefound thatforrealistic

param eters(4 �1 = 1:15 eV [9,38])itisthe 3T1g triplet,

in accordancewith Hund’srules.W ehaveshown (Fig.3

and Sec.V)thatthereason forthisisthatin Ref.16 the

one-electron energy di�erencebetween t1g and t1u states

istoo sm all,4 �1 = 0.64 eV.

O ur results for the (h+u )
2 hole con�guration indicate

that there are three very close (� 0:03 eV) low lying

m oleculartripletsof3T1g,
3G g and

3T2g sym m etry.The

lowestm olecularterm sfor(h+u )
3 belongtothe4T1u,

4G u

and 4T2u sym m etry. The num ber ofstates in a sm all

energy interval4 "� 0:03eV neartheground stateis30,

40,25,6forholecon�gurations(h+u )
m with m = 2,3,4,5,

respectively.Thissuggeststhatthecon�guration ofm =

3 holesism ostsusceptible forJahn-Tellerdistortionsof

the C60 m olecule and possibly forhole-phonon coupling

which causessuperconductivity [2].

W ehavecalculatedthem agneticm om entsofthe(t1u)
n

and (h+u )
m con�gurations,Sec.VI.The coupling ofspin

and orbitalm om enta di�ers from the Land�e g� factor

schem eofatom s.Them agneticm om entsdo notdepend

on theorientation ofthem oleculewith respectto an ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld. The latterstatem entwasdem on-

strated explicitly forthecaseofonet1u electron and one

hu hole.W econsiderthisasagroup-theoreticalpuzzleof

the icosahedralsym m etry.W e havealso found new \ac-

cidental" degeneracy between the 2G g and 2T2g states

ofthe (t1u)
2t1g and (t1g)

2t1u con�gurations(TablesVII

and XIV.)

Finally,we havestudied opticalabsorption associated

with electron dipolar transitions (t1u)
2 ! (t1ut1g) and

(t1u)
3 ! (t1u)

2t1g. For C
2�

60 we have found that two

lines (3T1g ! 3H u and 3T1g ! 3T1u) can be tenta-

tively ascribed to the two near-infrared dom inantbands

at950 and 830 nm . However,in addition a third band

(3T1g !
3A u)isexpected from the calculation.ForC

3�

60

with 4A u as the ground state,we have found that only

one electron dipolartransition,4A u ! 4T1g,is allowed.

It seem s that a better understanding ofopticaltransi-

tions requires a study ofthe Herzberg-Teller (electron-

vibration)e�ectwhich isbeyond thescopeofthepresent

work.W esuggesttoperform opticalexperim entsforCn�
60

and C
m +

60 in the gas phase to obtain m ore precise and

fulldata on theopticallineswhich can shed lighton the

problem ofelectronicintra-m olecularcorrelations.
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A P P EN D IX A :Lz FO R A R O TA T ED M O LEC U LE

Ifthe m olecule is rotated away,then the M O s oft1u
and hu sym m etry are given by Eqs.(2.2a-c)and (2.1a-
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e) in the coordinate system (x0;y0;z0) attached to the

m olecule. The rotated functions can be expanded in

term s ofrealsphericalharm onics (RSH) de�ned in the

�xed set of axes (x;y;z). For exam ple, a rotation R

de�ned by three Euler angles ! = (�;�;
) transform s

 1(t1u)to

 
0
1(t1u)= R(!) 1(t1u)

=
6

p
50

R(!)Y 0
5 +

r
7

25
R(!)Y

5;c

5 : (A1)

Here R(!)Y 0
5 and R(!)Y

5;c

5 de�nes the rotations ofY 0
5

and Y
5;c

5 , respectively. The rotated functions can be

found from Eqs.(B5),and (B9),quoted in theAppendix

B.Analogously,weproceed with theotherangularfunc-

tionsoft1u and hu sym m etry.In general,

R(!)Y �
l =

X

�0

Y
�
0

l U
l
�0�(!): (A2)

Here �;�0 = (m ;c),(m ;s) or 0,and the rotator func-

tions (m atrices) U l
�0�(!) are speci�ed in Appendix B,

Eqs.(B5),(B7),and (B9). Now we are ready to cal-

culate Lz 
0
k
(t1u)(k = 1� 3)and Lz 

0
k
(hu)(k = 1� 5).

By m eansofEq.(6.4)we obtain

hkjLzjk
0
ij
!

= i
X

m > 0

m (g(m ;s)k g(m ;c)k0 � g(m ;c)k g(m ;s)k0); (A3)

wherethe functionsg�;k depend on !,

g(m ;c)k(!)= �(�1)U
l
(m ;c)�1

(!)+ �(�2)U
l
(m ;c)�2

(!);

g(m ;s)k(!)= �(�1)U
l
(m ;s)�1

(!)+ �(�2)U
l
(m ;s)�2

(!):

Here�(�)standsforthecoe�cientsofexpansion ofM O s

oft1u and hu sym m etry in term sofRSH,

 k(
)= �(�1)Y
�1
l
(
)+ �(�2)Y

�2
l
(
); (A5)

see Eqs.(2.2a-c)and (2.1a-e).Forexam ple,forthe �rst

M O (k = 1) oft1u sym m etry we have �1 = 0,�(�1) =

6=
p
50 and �2 = (5;c),�(�2) =

p
7=25,and etc. The

indices k;k0 in (A3)belong to the sam e m olecularshell

(t1u orhu),otherwisehkjLzjk
0ij! = 0.From Eq.(A3)we

also concludethat

hkjLzjkij! = 0; (A6a)

hkjLzjk
0
ij
!
= hk

0
jLzjkij

�

!
: (A6b)

The form er condition is a consequence ofworking with

realsphericalharm onics,thelatterensurestheherm itic-

ity ofLz.

A P P EN D IX B :R O TA T IO N O F R EA L

SP H ER IC A L H A R M O N IC S

An active rotation R is speci�ed by its Euler angles

! = (�;�;
) [31]. It transform s a com plex spherical

harm onicY m
l

to Y 0m

l ,where

Y
0m

l = R(!)Y m
l =

X

n

Y
n
l D

l
nm (!): (B1a)

ForY 0� m

l we have

Y
0� m

l = R(!)Y
� m

l
=
X

n

Y
n
l D

l
n� m (!): (B1b)

HereD l
nm standsforthe W ignerfunctionsgiven by

D
l
nm (�;�;
)= Cnm e

� in

d
l(�)nm e

� im �
: (B2)

dl(�)nm isareduced m atrixelem entwhich isarealquan-

tity,and Cnm = � 1 depending on n;m (see Eqs.(2.1.6)

and (2.1.5)ofRefs.31).From Eq.(B2)and the proper-

ties

d(�)� n;� m = (� 1)n+ m d(�)nm ; (B3a)

C� n;� m = (� 1)n+ m Cnm = (� 1)n+ m C �
nm ; (B3b)

we�nd that

D
l
� n� m (!)= D

l
nm (!)

�
: (B4)

W ethen com bine(B1a)with (B1b)and useEq.(B4)for

derivingthetransform ation law ofrealsphericalharm on-

ics.Aftersom ealgebra we �nd

R Y
m ;c

l
= Y

0
l U

l
0;(m ;c)

+
X

n> 0

�

Y
n;c

l
U
l
(n;c);(m ;c)+ Y

n;s

l
U
l
(n;s);(m ;c)

�

; (B5)

whereU l
0;(m ;c)

=
p
2ReD l

0m ,and

U
l
(n;c);(m ;c) = Re(D l

nm + D
l
n� m ); (B6a)

U
l
(n;s);(m ;c) = � Im (D l

nm + D
l
n� m ): (B6b)

In Eqs.(B5)-(B6b) and below for clarity we drop the

argum ent!.Analogously,rotating Y
m ;s

l
weobtain

R Y
m ;s

l
= Y

0
l U

l
0;(m ;s)

+
X

n> 0

�

Y
n;c

l
U
l
(n;c);(m ;s)+ Y

n;s

l
U
l
(n;s);(m ;s)

�

; (B7)

whereU l
0;(m ;s)

=
p
2Im D l

0m ,and

U
l
(n;c);(m ;s) = Im (D l

nm � D
l
n� m ); (B8a)

U
l
(n;s);(m ;s) = Re(D l

nm � D
l
n� m ): (B8b)

Finally,the rotation ofY 0
l yields

R Y
0
l = Y

0
l U

l
0;0 +

X

n> 0

�

Y
n;c

l
U
l
(n;c);0 + Y

n;s

l
U
l
(n;s);0

�

;

(B9)

where U l
0;0 = D l

00,U
l
(n;c);0

=
p
2ReD l

n0 and U l
(n;s);0

=

�
p
2Im D l

n0.
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