arXiv:cond-mat/0205392v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 18 May 2002

M olecular tem s, m agnetic m om ents and optical transitions ofm olecular ions C¥,
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Starting from a multipole expansion of intra—m olecular Coulomb interactions, we present con—
guration interaction calculations of the m olecular energy tem s of the hole con gurations (., )"
m =2 5,0fC}," cations, ofthe electron con gurationstf,,n= 2 4,oftheC}, anions, and of
the exciton con gurations (), o) (oW t,4) of the neutral Cgo molcule. The ground state ofcéO
is either 3Tlg or 1Ag, depending on the energy separation between tiy and iy levels. There are
three close ( 003 &V) low ling triplets *Tig, >G4, T2y fr CZf, and three quartets *Tiy, ‘G,
4Ty, Por CZS , which can be sub fcted to the Jahn-Teller e ect. The number of low lying nearly
degenerate states in largest orm = 3 holes. W e have calculated the m agnetic m om ents of the hole
and electron con gurations and found that they are lndependent ofm olecular ordentation in respect
to an extemalm agnetic eld. The coupling of spin and orbitalm om enta di ers from the atom ic
case. W e analyze the electronic dipolar transitions (4 )2 ! tivtig and (b )3 U (b )ztlg fDrCéO
and CZO . Three optical absorption lines (3T1g 1 3gy, ,'3T1u ;3Au) are found for the ground lvel of
Céo and only one line Ca, ! 4Tlg) for the ground state ofcz0 . W e com pare our results w ith the

experin entaldata or C, in solutions and w ith earlier theoretical studies.

PACS numbers: 31.10+4 z, 3125, 75.75+ a, 7321 .o

I. NTRODUCTION

T he physics and chem istry of fullerenes is full of sur—
prises. A fter aln ost ten years of intensive theoreticaland
experim ental work, unexpected discoveries of ferrom ag—
netic polym erized C 49 rE:] as well as superconductivity
In hole doped pristine Cgg '[g#] and In latticeexpanded
Ceo {3] raise new questions about the electronic struc—
ture of the C¢p m olecule and its m olecular ions. U sing
the eld-e ect doping techniques, it hasbeen shown that
high transition tem peratures are achieved for the case of
three holesper the C 4o m olecule I_Z], when m any electron
e ects com e into play. M otivated by these new experi
mental ndings, here we present a calculation ofthe elec—
tronic structure of w hoks ofCY," . O ur second goalis
to study the molecular tem picture of the Cy, anion
= 2;3;4), which behaves as a quastelem ent in a vast
m a priy of ionic com pounds Ef]. W hen C§, unitsarein
a solid, additional interm olecular interactions superim —
posed on the intra-m olecular ones should be taken into
acocount and a realistic theory of solids should treat both
kinds of Interactions on equal footing. Therefore, the
consideration of Intra—m olecular correlations should be
a necessary Ingredient of a m any electron theory ain ing
to describe superoonduct:mty, m agneth properties or a
m etalnsulator transition [4 -5 6 -7., -é The prob]em is
also a challenge from experim entalpoint of view [§ :lO]
In the present paper we w ill give quantitative resuls on
the m any electron term s and m agneticm om ents of C§,"
and Cq, -

W hilke the one-electronic structure of the neutral C¢g
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m olecule is known form any years [l]:] (In fact, even be—
fore the actualdiscovery ofthe Buckm insterfillerene {[2])
the case oftwo or three electrons (holes) on the degener—
ate ty, orhy shellrequires a specialtreatm ent. T hen the
two (n= 2) orthree (n = 3) electrons (holes) are equiv—
alent and should be treated on equal footing. Such kind
of situation is very typical for atom s w ith open electron
shells. W hen an atom has two orm ore valence electrons
on orbitally degenerate states (ke p, d or f£) is energy
spectrum can be very com plex re ecting the electronic
degrees of freedom . There exist em pirical observations
known as Hund’s rules, which prescribe the occupation
of the orbitals, but those are just consequences of the
atom ictheory ofm any electron states form ulated by C on-
don and Shortley long ago l_l:j] T he realdriving force be—
hind the tem splitting is the Coulom b repulsion of the
valence electrons. W hilke in atom s electronic energy lev—
els are split due to them ultipolar Coulomb intra-atom ic
Interactions, in the case 0of C49 we deal w ith the intra—
m olecular ones.

Here we present an approach which was inspired by
the theory ofm any electron atom ic states t_l-;m'] It isalso
an extension of our originalm ethod of m ultipole expan—
sion for electronic states {_1-4_:, :_fﬁ] Tt isworth m entioning
that our treatm ent should not be confiised w ith an ordi-
nary single-determ inant H artreeFock calculation which
does not take into account the intra-m olecular correla—
tions and them olecularterm structure isoverlooked.W e
w il see (Sec. ITI) that In our approach each basis func—
tion represents a Slater determ inant, and the solution is
found as their linear com bination. A s such, the m ethod
corresponds to a m any determm nant treatm ent or con-—

guration interaction (CI).Therefore, the approach is a
genuinem any electron one as long aswe lim it ourselvesto
the relevant orbital space hy, iy o0rtig). To ourknow -
edge, In the literature there are only two calculations
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conceming the electronic structure ofnegaUye]¥ charged
C 20 m olecular ions, reported by Negriet al. [16], and by
Saito et al. {17' In the latter work, however, the assign—
m ent of excitationsw ith m olecular term s isdone only for
the neutralm olecule n = 0).

In the present paper we assum e that the m olecule has
the icosahedral symm etry. If one wants to consider a
distortion of Cg," orCg, {18,114, 20, 21, 24), the com -
puted energy levels and their eigenvectors can be used
as a starting point for the description of the Jahn-Teller
e ect In these system s. Indeed, the electron-phonon (or
vibronic) coupling occurs if [ ¢1F contains i l_2-§', 2-4_']
Here ; is the symmetry of the electronic m olcular
term under consideration, while i, is the symm etry
of a vbrational nom alm ode. It is evident then that
for a m eaningfiil analysis of the vibrational coupling and
the resultant Jahn-Teller distortion, one has to know the
sym m etry of the corresponding electronic tem s, that is
the issue of the present study. In addition, now it has
been realized that the Jahn-Tellere ect forC , is rather
weak, and the situation is probably best described as
dynam ic [_25], w here the m olecule on average retains its
icosahedral symm etry. T he vibronic coupling orCg," is
not so well investigated, but estimated as 01 02&V.
W e w ill see that the energy span of the hole con gura-
tions a few tin es exceeds this value. T herefore, if there
is a static Jahn-Teller e ect ©or C§,", it can be treated
In the lim i of weak or intermm ediate coupling, leading to
a m ore com plex picture where the m olcular tem s are
sub fcted to further splitting P4, 311

Since the C 4o m olecule reveals nontrivial degeneracies
and peculiarities, is temm structure has been studied
by group-theoretical m ethods l_2-§, :_Z-j, :_2-§', :_59', :_3-(;]. The
analysis there was ibcused on the symm etry and num —
peroftem s org" O = 7) B6landh¥ ® =1 9)
f27- 28 29 BO ] con guranns,butby itself it can not give
a quantitative picture of the splittings. W here our ap—
proach overlapsw ith the group-theoreticalone, our nd-
Ings are in agreem ent w ith the latter.

T he paper com prises the follow ing sections. F irst (Sec.
17), we Introduce the angular dependencies ofh, , ty, and
tig functions. Next (Sec. ITI), we describe ourm ethod of
treating m ultipole Coulomb correlations for m any elec—
trons. Then we apply it to hole- and excitonic con gu-
rations of the C¢p m olecule, Sec. V. In Sec.V we give
the resultant energy spectra and com pare our calcula—
tions w ith those of Negri et al @-E_;] for Céo . In Sec.
VIwe compute magnetic m om ents, In Sec. V IT optical
lines and line strengths for the electron dipolar transi-
tions ofC%0 and C Zo . Finally, we give our conclusions
n Sec.V ITI.

II. ANGULAR DEPENDENCE OF
M OLECULAR ORBITALS

The neutral C49 m olecule has the highest m olecular
point group (I, ) . E xpanding its density in m ultipole se—

ries one nds that nontrivial angular dependencies are
given by the symm etry adapted fiinctions (SAF's) Bl
ofA 14 symm etry w ith the lowest com ponents character-
ized by 1= 6,1= 10 and 1= 12 [32 .33] T hat m akes
the C 4o fiillerene the m ost sphericalm olecule am ong the
others. Owing to such unigque symm etry, the parent-
age of -molecular orbitals In spherical ham onics can
be clearly traced ([1]. For lowest occupied —levels of
the neutral molecule we have ag 1 = 0), g, A = 1),
hy A= 2), by @= 3),9u 0= 3), 95 = 4), hy L= 4)
and hy (1= 5). The corresponding m olecular states ac—
com m odate 60 electrons and the seven electron shells are
com plktely lled. Then the generalized Unsold theorem
B4] ensures that the resulting electron density of the -
stateshas full (orunit) icosahedralsymmetry A 4. Here
and below we use capital ktters for the irreducble rep—
resentations (irreps) of density and sm all ketters for the
irreps of electron wave functions.)

Due to the direct correspondence between these -
shells and the m olecular orbital lndex 1, one can Inm e—
diately nd out an orbialpart ora given -state in the
sam e way as we know the orbital parts of s, p, d and
f electrons In an atom . Therefore, the type of an irre—
ducible representation (@, ty, tu, g and h) and the orbial
Index 1 uniquely determ ine the angular dependence of
the m olkcular orbitals. T he angular fiinctions are called
spherical ham onics adapted for the icosahedral group
I, . Such symm etry adapted functions (SAFs) were tab—
ulated by Cohan in Ref.33 oralll 14. Unbrtunately,
C ohan w orked w ith unnom alized sohericalham onics so
that it requires som e e orts to express SAFs in conven—
tional spherical harm onics Y" .) In particular for the

highest occupied m olecular orbital HOMO) hy, L= 5)
one has
L) = YO @ 1a)
r r ___
7 1;c 3 4;c
a) = —Y. "4+ =Y. 21b
Z(h ) 10 5 10 5 ( )
r ___ r __
3bhy) = EYS s EYS ; 2 1c)
r _ r _
2 3
shy) = SYS+ Iy @ 1d)
5 5
r _ r _
2 2; 3 3;
5 hy) = B s oY © @2 le)

H ere the nom alized real sphericalham onics are de ned
w ith the phase convention ofR ef.-'_314' and the ordentation
of the C4p m olecule corresponds to the choice of the z
axisasone ofl2 vefold axesand the y axisasone ofthe
tw ofold axesperpendicularto z BZ] W e callthisposition
ofC 4 the ordentation ofC chan. In orderto transform the
m olecule to the standard ordentation BS]wherem olecular
twofold axes lie along the C artesian x, y and z direction
one has to rotate the m okcule agriclockw.ise about the
y axisby an angle = arccos@= 10+ 2 5)  5828°
t_lé_;]. Each ofthe h, orbital fiinction then is expressed in
tem sofY; ,where standsform = 0 or m;c), m ;s)



of real spherical hamm onics A ppendix B). In the follow —
Ing we willwork with the m olecule in the orientation of
Cohan. (O f course, the results are independent of the
choice of the m olecular ordentation.)

T he lowest unoccupied m olecular t;,, orbial (LUM O)
corresponds to 1= 5 and has the ollow ing three angular
com ponents In C ohan’s ordentation ofCgg :

r
1 () = p6:Y50 + =Y 2 2a)
50 25
r r
() = 3y e 7Y 2 2b)
2t 10°° 10
r r
3 y) = 1—0Y5 S+ 1—0Y5 S (2 2c)

The angularpartsofty, LUM O have been derived before
in Refs. ,36 and .14l In the standard orientation of Cgg
they are given by Tabk IofRef. .14 TheLUMO-HOMO
energy gap is about 2.7 &V [§,19, l3"}] )

Finally, at an energy about 1.5 eV [€, 38] above
LUMO one nds the molcular tjy kevel with 1 = 6
(LUMO+1). In the orientation of Cohan the angular
parts are given by

1 (tlg) = Y65;s; (2 3a)
r _ r _
11 34, 111y, 3. 6
b= YT Gt g
2 3b)
r__p_ r__ —
11 34, 111y, 3. 6
)= TR YT e
(23¢)

III. METHOD OF CALCULATION

Our m ethod of multipole expansion_of the Coulomb
interaction has been reported before [14, .15] Here we
extend i and apply to the case ofthe C4p m olecule w ith
the icosahedral symm etry. In the follow Ing we consider
In detailthe case oftw o and three t,, electrons. Starting
w ith a pair of electrons we w ill give a special attention
to the procedure of adding one extra t,, electron to the
pair. In the sam e way one can add a fourth elctron to
the group ofthree electrons and etc. T herefore, ourm ain
goaloftreating n electrons can be reached by adding one
electron after another.

Since the estin ated one-electron spin-orbit coupling
is negligble ( 0416 an ') [36], we are working in the
\LS Russell-Saunders)" m olecular approxin ation. (T he
spin-orbi coupling is a singlke particle operator and in
principle can be included in the calculation ﬂ_l§‘].) We
start wih a pair of ty, electrons and label the two-
electron basis ket-vectors by a single index I which in-
corporates a pair of oneelectron indices (i;;i),

Hi= Ji; ipi: B

The indices i = (k;s,) stand for the g, orbitals k =
1;2;3) and the spin profction quantum number. The
corresponding basis wave functions are

he;eOi= he i hlipd; 32)
wherehr jii= R (r)imjii. HereR isthe radialcom ponent
of the tyy molecular orbitals M O ), A stands for polar
angles = (; ). Thereare six orientationalt ;, vectors
(or spin-orbials) Mii {e:i= 1 6),

Mii= x @) us(s,): 33)

Here i arethe threetyy M O sasgiven by Egs. @:2:8:—0)
forthe C chan’s ordentation ofC ¢y, ug isthe spin function
(s= ) Pbrthe spln profctionss, = _1=2 on the z-axis.

T he order of indices in @.]. ) and I3.2) is In portant if
we associate the st electron w ith the state i; while the
second w ith the state i, . From the dynam icalequivalence
of the electrons we can pem ute the spin-orbitals of the
state Jip; 11 to the standard order, Eq. 3.1), by using

Jojhai=  Ja;ii; (34)
since it requires the interchange of the two elctrons. In
order to describe the sam e quantum state we w illuse the
basisvectors 3.1) wherei; > i, and apply Eq. B4) when
needed. (@A tematively, one can use the standard proce-
dure of antisym m etrization of the basis vectors @.1).)
T hus, our basis B;],') oconsists of (6 5)=2 =15 di erent
vectors Li.

In the follow ing we w ill study the intra-m olecular cor—
relations ofelectronsw ithin a form alism based on amul
tipole expansion of the Coulomb potential between two
electrons (chargee= 1),

l .
o

v (r;ro .
]

(35)
Them ultjpo]e expansion in tem s of real spherical har-
monicsY,?, ¥," “ and Y¥;" *° (we use the phase convention
and the de mi:ons ofR ef. BL reads:
X
V @) = vy (7
5,

Dy, @)y, @%; 3.6)

where stands form = 0, (m
sphericalham onics and

;C) or (m ;s) of the real

rt 4

D 21+ 17 G7)
r>

0
vi(Gir) =

wih rn = max (r;ro), Y« = min (r;ro).

The direct m atrix elem ents for the intra-m olecular
Coulomb interactions are obtained if we consider the
i3 ! 7J; transitions for the rstelectron and the i, ! %
transitions for the second we recall that i; > i and
h > J). We label this two-elctron transition by the
Index a, = 1. Starting from Eq. {_5;}) we obtain
O)jj—ic oul _

hIy (= vic; h)eoy Gek)i GB8)



w here
Z Z

v = drr* df° r02 R? r)R 2 (ro) vy (r;ro) 3.9)

acoounts for the average radial dependence. T he transi-
tion m atrix elam ents ¢;; are de ned by
Z
o; (J)= d hiftiy, @) M jpi: (3.10)
T he otherpossibility isto consider the transitions i !
b Por the st electron and the transitions i, ! § for
the second. W e label it by the index a, = 2. This gives
the exchange Interaction and then we use C_?::z{) to retum
to the standard order of the spin-orbials. W e nd
X
ALY (eje®) 71" = vic; (d)oy Ged); Bd1)
1

where v; again _is given by Eq. @:ﬁ) and the coe cients
c; by Eq. 8.10).W e observe that in the basis w ith the
realty, orbials, and w ith the real spherical ham onics
Y, the coe cientsc;, arereal

W e start w ith the spherically sym m etric 1= 0)
corresponding to the trivial function YJ = 1= 4 . The
cog clents c;; iIn {3:1:(1) becom e diagonal, c-o ({ij) =
1= 4 13- In considering the other contributions W ith
1> 0) we take advantage of the selection rules in posed
by the coe cientscy, ,Eq. 3.10). First ofall, we notice
that the coe cientsc;; arediagonalin term sofspin com —
ponents ug. Secondly, the odd values of 1 are excluded
due to the parity of the integrand in (3.1(), and from
the theory ofaddition ofangularm om enta we know that
Jax = 10. From these observations we conclude that
1=0,2,4, 6,8 and 10. Earlier the coe cients c;; have
been used for the description of the crystal eld of C g
in Ref. [14]. By adding (311) to {3.8) we obtain

Ny @e)Ti= Uy @;0)+ we CF) + vacy TF)

+V6Cs (I37) + vgog (I3T) + vigcio TT); (312)
where Uy = vp=4 isthe Hubbard repulsion, the K ro-
necker sym bol, and

X
aliy) = [C(l; )(iljl)c(l; y (2 32)
Cwy ) (i1 3) Cy ) G23)1: (3.13)
W e have studied the secularproblem forthe 15 15ma-

trix of intra-m olecular interactions and obtained 15 en—
ergy evelsE, E,] =1 15),

Epl,1=Uo+ vz 200+ va 4 )

+Vve s @)+ Vg g )+ vig 10 @) (3.14)

where ;(p) are num erical constants (called \integral" or
\m okcular invariants" in Refs. 26, 21, 28, 30). They
are quoted in Tabl I. The 15 levels of {_3;1_4) form three
distinct tem s, ie: a 9-fold degenerate f@lu ;1g, a 5-bd

TABLE I: Coe cients (@) = 1() 10° Br ()’ =
1 15)and (y)® @ =1 20).
p  deg. 1=2 4 6 8 10
19 (9) —=2.943 21190 21.817 39.706 37556
9 1044 () 0589 4238 23596 7941 11641
15 (1) 5.886 42379 26265 79413 85436
14 (4) -8.829 63568 65450 -119.119 -112.667
514 (10) 3532 25427 68119 -47.648 38872
1520 (6) 00 00 69.898 00 10324
a;=1, Py=+1 a;=2, P5=-1 a;=3, Py=+1

(l] lZ 13) (l] l2 13) (l] 12 l3)

01 j2 ]3) 01 j2 ]3) (j] j2 ]3)
N N

(i] i2 13) (ll i2 13)
a,=1 l M a,=2
P2:+1 . . . . . . P2:-1
Gi JoJs) Gi JoJs)
classification
(2,1) index (2,2)
P=-1 parity P=+1
FIG.1l: Diagram for the calculation of a m atrix elem ent

hiyiisy ) Th & 331 by expressing it in term s of di erent one-
electron transitions i! Jj. See text for details.

degenerate ft2, ;2g and a shgleJlevelterm f£,;3g. The
sym m etry between the four electrons and the two holes
within the j, LUM O con guration mplies @, ;p) =

1€.ip), p=1 15. Therefore, Eq. 8.14) holds also
for the case of four ty, electrons ifwe w rite 6Uy In place
0ofUp . In order to study the splitting quantitatively, one
has to calulate the radial integrals vi, Eq. 8.9). We
Jeave this calculation for next section and now m ove on
to the case of three ty,, electrons.

Forthet), thereare6 5 4=3!= 20 basisket~vectors
% = J;ipi3i, where i3 > i, > i3. Now forthe Coulomb
Interaction we have a sum of three two-body tem s,

VO =V im)+ Vi)t Vi) (315)
where each V (¥, ;1,) is given by the m ultipole expansion
$3.4). In considering a matrix element hI’y © 7% we
have m any subcases which we also call transitions. W e
sort them out as shown In Fig. 1. It is inportant to
notice that for the third electron there are only three
possbilities, ie. i3 ! J, 1L ! J and i3 ! 7, which



are labeld by az = 1;2 and 3, respectively. From the
anticom m utation relations we nd that the pariy @3)
of the transitionsare +1, 1 and + 1. Each case leaves
possbilities for further transitions of the ram aining two
t1, electrons. W e denote their nal states as j and 5.
For az = 1 these indices are 3 and %; oras = 2 3
and j3, Fig. 1; and foras; = 3 } and j. However,
the tw o—electron transitions have been sorted out before
when we considered the £, con guration. In that case
there are only two options, (@ = 1) 4 ! 3, % ! 3,
and @; = 2) i ! P, 4 ! P. The rst has pariy
P,=+1,thesecond P, = 1.

T herefore, we can classify the transitions by two n-
dices (@zj;az) whereas; = 1 3 and a, = 1;2. Fora
general case of n electrons it is (@nj;an 17an 27:%az2),
where ax = 1;2;:u5k. The parity of an (@s;a) tran—
sition is P = Pj3(a3)P; @), Pr the general case P =
Pn@n)Pn 1@y 1) 2 2Raz). Thetotalnumber oftran—
sitions of three ty, elctronsis3 2 = 6, in general
isn!. For each of the subcases we calculate the m atrix
ekment ofV ), Eq. G15),

Ry OV PP = P (as) P a2)

vic, @I o, GF) Gid,)+ ph: 316)

5L

Here pd: stands for the other pair C oulomb interactions
V_ (£ ;%) . For three particles there are three tem s, Eq.
(315). The rsttem isgiven n Eq. B8.16), two others
are found by replacing o, (1 3)) o (eF) (bidk,) with
o @) oy (3dh,) GiR)andwitho; &) oy, (k)

(jl;jf) . (Theparity ofthe transitions of course rem ains
the sam e.) For the general case of n electrons one has
¢ ) di erent pairs for each n-elctron transition. Here
¢ ) isabinom ialcoe clent.) Fially, them atrix elem ent
hr%y @ 7% is fund as

X3 %
hIOj/ (3)jj—0i: hI j/ (3):0—0 @sjaz) ,

az=laz=1

(3.17)

Having und the m atrix elem ents, we solve a 20 20
secular problem for tfu . The energy levels are given by

540
oLl = "3 Uo+  wviai0); (318

=2
where only even values of 1 occur, pO =1 20,and ;

are quoted In Tabl I. There are three tem s, a 4-old
degenerate f£_;1g (ground state), a 10-H1d degenerate
f£,;2g and a 6-©1d degenerate £t ;3g, see Tabl I.

T he classi cation schem e described above isvery usefil
for handling a singleparticle interaction A . In particu—
lar, the electron coupling to an extermalm agnetic eld,
the soin-orbit Interaction, crystalelctric eld e ectsand
the electron dipolar operator 2ll in this class. Them ain
di erence from the Coulom b case isthat now the interac—
tion occurs to a single electron (represented by an arrow
In Fig.1l) while the rest (the other n 1) elctrons, or

arrowsIn Fig. 1) produce (n 1) K ronecker factors. For

exam ple, for the three ty, electronswe have
A=A1+A2+A3; (3.19)

where Ay refers to a single electron. For each three—
electron subcase (@s;az), Fig.1l, we obtain

hI;IA F%@:722) = P (a3) P, (@)

hi; A1 HYi
1;

G5 @ik)+ cpir (320)
cp: stands for the two other tem s obtained from the
rst by two cyclic pem utations, ie:when i; ! i ! i3
and ¥ ! 3 ! 4,. For the general n-ekctron case
there ijlbe n such tem s for each matrix elem ent

FJna]Jy, we would ]Jke to m ention that an operator R
(rotation or inversion) of the icosahedral group I, acts
on allelectrons sin ultaneously and therefore can be w rit—
ten asR = R, R, 1 1B where Ry stands for the
corresponding one-particle operator. The classi cation
schem e again is usefiil or determm ining the m atrix ele—
m ents of the transform ation in the m any electron space.
For exam pl, or three ty, electrons we obtain

X3 x2
hRJgi= R JFi®22);

az=laz=1

(321)

w here
R Pi@e) = p (a3;a2)1’lj.1j{1jjfﬂ’lizj{2jj§ﬂﬁ3j{3jja3 i:

E xpressions of that type were used to calculate the char-
acters of m olecular tem s and to identify their symm e-
try. The orbital part of the m any electron wave func—
tion transformm s as an irrep of I, , while the soin function
as a shgke (£,) or double valued (5,) representation
of SO (3) Thereﬁ)re, we classify the m olecular tem s
b6, 21, 28, 291 by the symbol ?5*1 , where 2S + 1 is
the soin multiplicty and is an irrep of I} . Thus, the
mokcular tem s are Ty, 'Hy, 'Ay Hrt£,, and *A,,
’Hy,%Ty Brg,, Tabke L

Iv. APPLICATION TO OTHER
CONFIGURATIONS

Below we apply ourm ethod for the hole con gurations
0} )" ofCy," and excitonic con gurationshf t,,,ht,
ofthe neutralm olecule. W e also consider con gurations
(tutig) and (b )?tig, because they are in portant orcal-
culations of electronic dipolar transitions (1, )? ! tiutig
and (,)° ! ()’ ofthe anionsCZ, and C, .

A . Hole con gurations h) )" @m =2 5)

The treatment of a m -hole con guration G or-
m ally coincides f_l3_:] w ith the analogous electronic case



TABLE II: Coe cients () 10° r (i )?>. The coe cients

m arked by ( ) are not unigue depending on integrals v, see
text for details.

deg. 1= 2 4 6 8 10

3T19 (9) =25.702 4238 8063 30424 -11.151

3Gg (12) -18.835 4238 35345 2015 -19244

3ng (9) -10.987 39553 11212 -28.746 -11.503

1Gg (4) -18.050 0471 29597 13426 11.721

1Ag (1) 74162 59330 57274 74228 136.987

'H g (B) -18.492 0471 -12595 29970 6.970

'H g 55180 16.951 8429 -18.442 64255

TABLE III: Coe cients 1() 10° or @ )°. The coe —

cients m arked by ( ) are not unigue depending on integrals
v, see text for details.

deg. 1= 2 4 6 8 10

4Gu (16) 55916 33.903 61.552 39.129 48232
4T1u (12) -62.783 -33.903 34370 67.538 -40.139
4T2u (12) 48.068 69218 -15.095 65.860 —40.491
Tiu + 2T2u (12) 0392 -5.,650 30218 -13.676 30.095
2T2u (6) 62194 5650 18.710 11293 3192
leu (6) 47.480 40966 37985 9615 3544
’H, (10) -60.006 41.550 43897 50436 -12.533
i (10) 51236 -5.,650 24355 -5511 -10208
i (10) 28220 6421 -1.637 24146 61.563
i (10) 45941 44376 58.833 54239 108.509
2G4 8) 2237 40.966 36.070 43.844 38.009
%Gy 8) 38.730 6121 10229 40.794 60323
(hy )™ , ie. the Coulom b repulsion betw een holes and be-

tween electrons isthe sam e. The only di erence concems
the spherically sym m etric term H ubbard Up). Below we
count the energy from the levelofan em pty hy shell. In
constructing the basis fiinctions, one should take into ac-
count that the onehole index i;u changes from one to
ten, where the _ve-fld degeneracy is due to the orbital
freedom , Egs. £.1a-e), and the two-Hd degeneracy due
to s soin. Asa resul we obtain the term energies

80

(m ) .

Up + i, ©);
=2

EpLh‘-:m]z 102m @1)

where only even valies of 1 occur. The coe cients

(m ) (p) are agaJnm olcular invariants. W e quote them in
Tab]es -]:[ and -]It for two and three holes, con gurations
tht)? and ! )?. Some coe cients depend on v 1. This
did not occur to tf, or tf,, Tabk I. These coe cients
are m arked by star ( ) in Tab]es-ﬂ and-IiI For them
(1) we give values which are caltulated w ith only one
param eter v;. For example, , corresponds to the case
when vi-, 0, while the others are zero, vig, = 0, and
etc. Interestingly, the stared term shave o diagonalm a—
trix elem ents In the approach of P lakhutin et al. (Tables
2 and 3 ofRef. -30) The appearance of ;| inplies that
the com putation of energy splittings, Eg. Cfl-;i'), can not

TABLE IV: Coe cients 1() 10° or it ).

deg. 1=2 4 6 8 10
"Hy (15) 6474 21189 0381 11652 23332
'Hy G) 42967 60.743 17.919 16.69%4 18.179
’Gq (12) 8240 00 11184 -10435 19.526
'Gg (4) -8.240 14126 13.725 24304 103205
3Ty ) 6474 21.189 9.701 -11.652 38.081
1Ty 3) 6474 21189 93578 -11.652 70.528
3 Toy 9) 15303 -14.126 -0.678 6.145 11.644
1oy 3) 15303 -14.126 -0.678 70.660 69.707

be separated In two Independent evaluations of v; and
1. Finally, we ram ark that the \accidental" degener—
acy of?Tq, and ?T,, statesof (h,)> hasbeen thoroughly

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

. . . + +
B . Excitonic con gurationsh,t, and h; t

In order to describe the excitonic con guration G t,)
we introduce one h, hole m issinhg electron n HOM O)
and one ty, electron. T he basis finctions read

Ti= Fy i i @2)
where now there are 10 states of the h, hole (index i )
and 6 states of the ty, electron (index i, ). The total
num ber of basis functions is 60. The im portant thing
here is that we have to treat exchange di erently. Ifwe
consider I asthe nitialstate and Ji= 3j,; j, iasa -
nalstate, then the exchange transition I ! J is described
as two ekctronic transitions i, ! i, and j; ! e . For
the direct Coulom b interaction we consider i, ! j, and
Jhu ! dhy . In addition, the sign of the direct Coulomb
and exchange interactions has to be reversed I_l-§‘] T hat
jsl

Vl(h:tlu)_ iy, t,)i @3)
for the direct Coulomb (even 1) and exchange m atrices
(even 1for (hy; t,) and odd 1for (b t;)). The resulting
energy spectrum for both con gurations is given by

X
E,=4 + v)f
1

10); 4.4)

wherep = 1 60. Here the energy of the closed shell
()0 is taken as zero and 4  is an energy associated
w ith the prom otion of one electron from the h, levelto
theti, 4 =27eV i, 3V) ortg shell @ =385ev
d,138]) (see also Sec, V). The calulated values of 1 (p)
are quoted in Tablk Vi or h’t,) and in Tabk ' or
(hf; tlg The coe cients ; () in the Tables corresoond
to v{* with the plus sign, ie. v{* =
given by Eq. 3.9).

v1> 0, where vy are



TABLE V: Coe clents 1) 10° fr b t,).

deg. 1= 2 4 6 8 10
Gu (12) 21425 00 19130 5219 18167
16, (@) 21425 00 -19.130 5219 18167
SHy, (15) 16834 -16204 20434 4.128 12320
'H, (5) 16.834 -16204 20434 4.128 12320
3T, (9) -16.834 16204 -14.058 -4.128 -27.802
T,y (3) -16.834 16204 -14.058 -4.128 -27.802
3T, (9) 39789 10802 21.449 4207 55659
T, (3) 39789 10802 21.449 4207 55659

deg. 1= 1 3 5 7 9 11
Gu (12) 00 00 00 00 00 00
6y @) 00 00 00 19382 84172 25.116
H, (15) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hy () 00 00 00 45.811 3.826 34.493
3T, ) 00 00 00 00 00 00
Ty (3) 91.820 00 83877 13282 0261 63149
3T (9) 00 00 00 00 00 00
T @) 00 142.831 21.746 5520 0.662 106374

TABLE VI: Coe cients () 10° for (tutig); 3= 0.

deg. 1=2 4 6 8 10
Ay (1) 15303 32407 5.797 22,605 -15.059
°Ay (3) 15303 32407 5.797 22,605 -15.059
SHy, (15) -1.530 3241 14.927 2260 —4.757
'H, 5) -1.530 3241 14.927 2260 —4.757
3Ty 9) 7.652 16204 21.014 11.302 2111
Ty 3) 7.652 16204 21.014 11.302 2111

deg. 1=1 5 7 9 11
Ay @) 64274 41.939 -13.747 31.956 4127
°Ay 3) 64274 41.939 13.747 31.956 4127
SHy, (15) —32.137 4194 8442 14152 23.791
'H, (5) 32137 4194 8.442 14152 23.791
3Ty (9) 32137 -20.969 0487 34238 -41.028
Ty 3) 32137 20.969 9.487 34238 41.028

C. (tuwtig) con guration

T he basis functions here are

Fi= Ju;igh 4.5)
w here, as before, the index i, stands forthe ty, LUM O —
kvel G, = 1 6), while the index iy = (;s;) stands
fr the three ty; LUM O + 1)-orbitals, Egs. {234-c), and
the spin progction s,. Thus, iy = 1 6 and in total,
thereare 6 6= 36 nonequivalent basis vectors i, Eq.
8.1). From the theory of addition of angular m om enta
and selection ruleswe deduce that for the direct C oulom b
Interactions only the even values 1= 0, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10
are relevant, whilke for exchange these are odd num bers
from one to eleven. The calculated (o) are quoted In
TabkeWV f.

TABLE VII: Coe cients @) 10° for (tu)*tig; 3 = O.
The coe cientsm arked by ( ) are not unigque depending on
integrals vi, see text for details.

deg. 1= 2 4 6 8 10
4Hg (20) 1413 -17.949 54.714 37.446 -43.636
2Gg + “Toq (14) 2472 2244 53450 3420 2127
4T1g (12) 10595 37.393 48.627 -51.009 -50.504
4Ag (4) 12360 11218 63.844 -17.102 33.333
2Ag (2) 12360 11218 63.844 -17.102 33.333
2Hg (10) -1.413 -17.949 54.714 37.446 43.636
2Hg (10) 11301 26.923 62580 23.765 12429
2T1g (6) -17.976 30.048 42958 -12337 -4.859
2T1g (6) 13.738 53.979 63568 83.868 79472
2T1g (6) 1413 -17.949 54.714 37.446 43.636
deg. 1=1 5 7 9 11
4Hg (20) 64274 -16.775 17407 38347 56201
2Gg + “T2q (14) 32137 4194 8442 14152 23.791
4T1g (12) 00 41939 -=2.14 50216 43.092
4Ag (4) 64274 41.939 -18.975 68476 82.056
2Z—\g (2) 32137 20969 9487 34238 41.028
Hy (10) 32137 21.987 9260 33523 39202
2Hg (10) 32137 13599 8.738 23480 30.584
ZTlg (6) 64274 41.939 -14.929 -33.480 —40.641
ZTlg (6) —32.137 -17803 -9.006 26.724 -18.081
ZTlg (6) 96411 34578 22366 30.075 32.867
D . Three electron con guration (b )Ztlg

In case ofthe threeelectron (t1u)2t1g con guration,we
construct (6 5=2) = 90 basis vectors
T = Fu1duzdgd 4.6)
Here i,; and i,; are indices ofthe tj, LUM O states, ie.
dw1sdh2 =1 6 and iy lbelssix iy states (ig =1 6).
Since in that case we dealw ith two equivalent ty, elec—
trons, the basis functions are taken with i,; > i,2. The
calculated 1 p= 1 90) are quoted in Tab]eﬂ/_]i. The
In portant peculiarity of ; is that as In the case of few
holes, Sec. IV-A, the coe cientsm arked by star ( ) In
Table¥ II (brtwo 2H 4 and three T, tem s), exhiit de-
pendence on vi. Forthese coe cients ( ;) we give values
w hich are calculated w ith only one param eter v; . For ex—
ampl, , corresponds to a calculation where vi-, 6 0,
Vigo2 = 0 and etc.

A nother very interesting ocbservation is that the energy
of the G4 tem \accidentally" coincides with the T4
states, Table f/:I_[ The sam e feature has been found for
the tyy (g)? con guration.

V. ENERGY LEVELS

In oxder to study the splitting quantitatively we cal-
culated the Integrals v; using three m odels or radialde-
pendence R oftyy M Os. In the rstmodel (I) we assum e
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TABLE VIII: Calculated v; form odels I, IT and III; in €V .

m odel 1= 2 4 6 8 10 12
I 10195 5.664 3.921 2.998 2427 2.039
T 6.919 3.064 1.752 1137 0.797 0.589
1T 6.798 2.965 1.673 1.074 0.747 0.550
1=1 3 5 7 9 11
I 16.991 7282 4.634 3.398 2.683 2216
T 13.145 4390 2270 1395 0.944 0.681
11T 13.018 4279 2181 1324 0.889 0.637

a delta dependence, ie:

R@= @€ z,)=r; G1)
where r,, = 3355 A is the radius of the C4¢ m olecule.
T his gives

4 1 52)
v, = —_—:
Y21+ 1xe,,
In the second m odel (I0), Fig. 2, we use
p —u .
R@=Cexp( 2FEJF 1.l 63)

where C is detem ined from the nom alization condition
and E = 5863 &V, the energy of the carbon p, atom ic
orbitalin atom ic calculations in localdensity approxin a—
tion LDA) (such dependence corresponds to the large
distance lim it for the carbon p,-oroital). In the third
m odel (ITI) we take

R @)= CR o, (I

Yoo Ji 54)

where C° is a nom alization constant and R ,, is the ra—
dialdependence ofthe carbon p, orbitalin LDA, Fig. 2.
T he calculated values of v; are quoted in Tab]e'V m
First, from Egs. @.14) and (3.18) we calculate the
molkcular tem s of £, and &, Tabk IX). W e cbserve
that despite their di erences, m odels IT and III give very
close values. T herefore, we believe that the calculated
param eters v; of m odels IT and IIT are realistic and w ill
change little if a m ore re ned calculation of R ism ade.
On the other hand, the st model is a rude approxi-
m ation, and in the follow ng we will not use i. Notice

TABLE IX: M olkcular tem s and their degeneracies (in
parentheses) for (i, )2 and (tiy ) calculated w ith m odels I, 1T
and IIT; in eV . (4 )Uy is zero of energy.

(1)’ (tu)?
*Tig 9) 'Hg B) 'Ag )| Ay @) *Hy (10) *Ti. (6)
I 0275 0.175 0.848 -0.824 -0.150 0299
I 0122 0.077 0375 -0.366 -0.068 0131
11T -0.117 0.073 0.359 0351 -0.066 0.125

TABLE X : M olcular tem s of (tig)” and (tig)® calculated
w ith m odels IT and IIT; in &V . ( )U, is zero of energy.

(t1g)? (tag)®
3Tig ;e Ay ‘Ag “Hy 2T
9) ®) 1) 4) (10) (6)
II| 0221 0086 0547] -0664 0203 0.104
III] -0215 0083 0529] -0.646 0199  0.099

that the £, and £, energy spectra are the analogue of
° éP,'D,'s)and P’ ¢S, ?%D,?%P) tetms In atom ic
physjcs tfa’ T his occurs because py, py and p, orbitals
(YJ. Y1 and Y1 ) also belong to the ty, irrep of I,
(_32] In Tab]e-]}(- aswellas in allother Tables ofthis sec—
tion Q_(I E(_I\_/: ) the energy associated w ith the spherically
symm etricm ultipole com ponent (ie. ¢)U, orelectrons,
(102 ™ )U, for holks and 4 fr excitonic con gurations)
is put to zero.

Sin flarly, one can obtain the energy levels of tf, and

t),, Table X!. N otice that the energy span of 2, and B,
con gurations is alm ost the sam e, 05 &V, and it is
am aller than that oft2 and t3 states, 075 &V . How—
ever, the zero ofenexgy in Tab]es -]X. and -X' is di erent
ort), and tj, con gurations. W hen one t;, electron is
prom oted toa tlg state, tsenergy isincreasedby 1.153
ev [,38) that is,

4 1= (t—lg)

(Gu) 1:153eV: (5.5)

T his oneelectron energy di erence acoounts for the in-
teraction of the electron w ith the carbon nucleiand the
\core" like and electrons. T herefore, com paring
the energy of (t14)? w ith that of (t,)? states one should
add 24 ; to the (gy)® valies. For the case of three
ekctrons ((t,)® and (Gg)’) we add 34 ; to the (ug)’
values. _ .

Next, n Tables :Z(_i and 2(_1:[ we give results for the hole
con gurations ) )™ . W e observe that the energy span
of b} )? and h!)?, 12 eV, isalmostthe ssame. The
m agniude is Jarger than for electronic tj, and tj; con-

gurations, Tables :Pg: and }_(: Even a larger value of
energy splitting, 24 &V, was obtained for the case of
urand veholes, b} )* and G )°. Another in portant
observation is that the number of states in a small en—
ergy Interval4 "  0:03 eV near the ground state is 30,
40, 25, 6 orm =2, 3, 4, 5, respectively. This suggests
that the con guration ofm = 3 holes ism ost susceptble



TABLE XI: M okcular tem s of 0} )? and () )® calculated
w ith m odels TT and IIT; 1n &V . (%™ U, is zero of energy.

by )? b )®
deg. IT IIT deg. IT IIT
Tig (9) 0248 -0242 Tiy 12) -0.707 -0.687
Gy (12) 0223 0216 ‘G (16) -0.682 -0.662
Toe (9) 0219 -0213 4Ty, (12) -0.678 -0.658
'y @) -0.047 -0.049 2Ty, (6) -0.430 -0423
'Hg (5) -0.040 -0.042 ’H, 10) -0.414 -0.407
'Hy (5) 0410 0402 2Ty, (6) -0.401 0394
Ay (1) 0989 0.958 ’H, (10) 0396 -0.389
Gy @) -0077 -0.075
2T, + 2Ty, (12) -0.065 -0.062
*Hy (10) 0156 0155
Gy @8 0160 0159
*Hy (10) 0531 0514

TABLE X III: M olecular tem s ofthe excitonic con gurations
hit,) and (O}t ;) calulated with m odels IT and IIT; in &V .
4 inEqg. [_4;4) is zero of energy.

hity,) hitg)

deg. II IIT deg. IT IIT
Gy (12) 0034 0034 Ty (9) 0244 -0240
Ty (9) 0014  0.013| °Tiw (9 -0118 -0115
Hy (15) 0014 0013| °H, (@5 0117 0114
T,y (9) 0078 0076| G, (12) 0423 0422
'cy @) 0120 0112 'H, (5) 0208 0200
Ty 3) 0187 0178 'G. (@) 0247 0238
T, () 0197 0189 T, (3) 0513 0495
'Hy (5) 0548 0534 T, (3) 1341 1321

TABLE X1IV: M olkcular tem s of (tutig) and (b, )ty cal
culated w ith m odels IT and IIT; in &V . %G 4 and ?Tzq are \ac-
cidentally" degenerate. ( )U, is zero of energy.

TABLE X IT: M olecular tem sof b )* and G} )° calculated (6o e ) (6 )2t
. . 10 m . 1u Ug 1lu 1g
with models ITand IIT; in €V . (-, )Up is zero of energy. deg. T oI deg. T L
0! ) 0 TA, (1) -0.969 -0.958 TH, 20) -1.028 -1.010
deg. T T deg. T T *Hy (15) -0474 -0.467 2Ty 6) -0.991 -0.979
H, @5 371 331 ‘A, (6) 2294 2228  Twm (9 039 0384 fag (4) -0.901 -0.886
Gy (12) 1005 -0982| ‘H, (0) -1716 -1.672 JHu ©) 0473 0465 Gg*+ "T2g (14) 0398 -0.395
My (15) -1.004 -0981| *H, (10) -1324 -1294 B 3) 0503 0506 JTis 12) 0376 -0.361
ng @) -0.819 -0.805 ZGu 8) -1 323 1293 Tiy 3) 0.697 0.682 2H g (10) 0223 0224
‘A, @) 0814 0799 “‘H, (0) -1265 -1228 T (6) 0.004 -0.008
Ty (9 0787 -0.767| ‘G, (16) -1258 -1221 2H g (10) 0449 0443
°G, (12) -0780 -0.760| %A, () 1106 -1.079 B @) 0729 0.714
3T,y (9) 0766 0747 %G, (8) -1.094 -1.067 Tig 6) 1052 1.045
Hy (5) 0491 -0482| ‘T, (12) -1.086 -1.057
T, (3) 049 -0481] ‘G, (16) -1.083 -1.054
Hg (5 0570 0460 ‘T, (12) 057 1028 ¢ ghell increases the one-electron energy by the factor
Ty (3 0461 -0451| “H, (10) -0.816 -0.800
*Tog (9) 0445 -0430| *Ti, (6) -0.803 -0.787 4 ,=  (Gy) ) 269&V: (5.6)
*Hy (15) -0440 0426 *H, (10) -0.792 -0.775
3Ty, (9) 0434 -0419| 2Ty, (6) 0771 -0.55 The quantity 4 , is called electron a nity ofC ¢ and it
Hy (15 0434 0419 *H. (10) 0769 -0.748  wasm easured experin entally {d, 37]. Tt accounts for the
’Gg  (12) 0160 -0157| ‘T, (6) 0769 -0.747 energy di erence due to the interactions of the electron
’Tyg (9 0160 -0157| “H.  (10) -0747 -0.726 with the carbon nuclei and the \core" electrons. The
31T1q ©® 0150 -0.148 iTlu ®) 0740 -0.718 value should be taken into account in Eq. Cfl-g{) (ie.4 =
Ay, (1) 0148 -0143] 2T, (6) 0487 -0476 4 ;) when () t,) is compared with the ground state
64 @) 0138 -0134| *G., (8) 0453 -0442 £ th s tralm olkcule. Tn th £ nt
'He (5) 0020 0014 *T,, (6) 0432 -0421 energy o= the hed o ) ¢ @=o 0y g)
', @ 0041 0035 G, (® 0417 -0.401 oneshouduse4 =4 1+ 4 ,=385eV i Eg{ @a.
'H, () 0087 0089 2A, () -0411 -0395 The molkaular tems for (Gutg) and (Gu)'tg are
G, @ 009 0091| *G. ® 0231 0223 9ien inTabkeXIV,. Theenergy span of the excired con-
g s (5) 0.484 0471 2y o (10) 0227 -0218 guratjons is re]atjyely ]arge. It is approx:'m ate]y 16eV
A, (@) 1062 1027| ’H, (@10) 0144 0135 Dr (utg) and 2 &V Pr (tu)’ty. Sihce both con gu-

for Jahn-Teller distortions ofthe C gp m olecule and hence
j'br hole-phonon coupling which causes superconductiviy

Bl.

B The results of calculations of excitonic con gurations
0 t,) and (O} t,;) are quoted in Table X ITf. The en-
ergy span of (h;t,), 135 eV, greatly exceeds that of
tlt,), 057 eV.A promotion of one electron to the

rations in ply the excitation of one t;,, electron to a tuq
state, we should add 4 ; to the energies of the (tutig)
and (g )2t1g m olecular term s, when we com pare them

w ith those of the (y)? and (ty)> con gurations. The
(tw)® and (utig) (@swellas (Gu)® and @y )*tiy) groups
oftem sare ofdi erent parity and thusthere isno con g-—
uration m ixing between them . T herefore, although som e
two-electron m okcular tem s of the (t,)? and (Gutig)
con gurations overlap, they do not interact with each
other. The sam e holds for the (4y)® and (G )?ty con—
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FIG.3: Three lowest kvels of the coupled (t,)? + (tig)?
con gurations as a function of 4 ; = (ag) (Gu). The
ground state is the 1Ag singlet or 4 ; < 0358 eV, and the
3Ty triplet or4 1 > 0:58 eV .

gurations.

H ow ever, there can be a hybridization between tem s
ofthe sam e sym m etry of (&, )? and (t4)? con gurations.
The (tlg)2 con guration requires prom otion of two elec—
tronsto the ty 4 shell, w ith a subsequent energy increase of
24 1 23 €&V.Since the value is relatively large, the hy—
bridization is expected to be weak. In order to study this
issue we have carried out calculations w here the m ixing
between the (4, )? and (t4)? con gurationswasallowed.
In the calculation we have considered couplings betw een
two ’T14 kvels, two 'H 4 levelsand two 'A, levels at dif-
ferent valies of 4 ;. A s before, we have em ployed the
m ethod described in Sec. ITI.W e have found that the en—
ergy spectrum separates in two groups. A group at lower
energies orighates from the omer (G, )? levels, whilk
the other group at higher energies has a large parentage
of the (t4)? states. In Fig. 3 we plot the energies of
the three lowest levels as a function of 4 ;. An inter-
esting feature of Fig. 3 is the crossing of the *Ty4 triplet
with the A, singlet at 0.58 eV w ith subsequent inver-
sion of their positions. Thus, if 4 ; < 058 €V then the
ground state is the 'A4 singlket, while or4 ; > 0:58 eV
the ground state is the °Ti4 tripkt. This unusual be-
havior explains why the 1Ag sihglet was reported as the
ground state ofCéO by Negriet al, Ref. :_Z[g: QCFF/
m ethod). From our calculation Fig. 3) i follows that
the reason for this is a an all energy di erence between
tig and ty, states. n Ref. :_L-é 4 1=0.64¢eV,which jsor}?y
half of the experim ental value of 1153 €V for C,, El.
Such Iow lying th4 states lead to an overestin ation ofthe
'AgKE,] 'Ag4k,]con guration mixing and lowering
of the bonding 'A, tem belw °T;y. The experin en—
talvalue 4 1=1.153 &V [g, :_5@] In plies that the ground
state is a triplet, as obtained by our calculations and In
accordance w ith Hund’s rules.

10
VI. MAGNETIC MOMENTS

In this section we w ill calculate the m agneticm om ents
of C}, r di erent orientations of the molkcul. In a
an allextemalm agnetic eld H we add to a m any body
Coulomb interaction V ;x%, Eq. @;6), am agnetic term

Vi ag — M, H; ©6.1)

whereM , = ]r(‘:lM , k) isa sum ofoneelectron (one—
hole) tem s w ith
M (k)=

s @ &k)+ 25 k)): (62)

Here p isthe Bohrmagneton,k = 1 n for ekctrons
andk = 1 m frhols. The magnetic moment {6.5)
belongs to the class of oneparticle operators discussed
In Sec. ITT. E xplicitly, for the two-particle casewe nd

hlymagjjiz hig M . Thi GR)+ hipM . Jpi
hiy M 2Tl GF) hibM.Ihi GR)] HS

G3)
(6.3)

where hiM , Jji stands for the oneparticle m atrix ele—
m ents. The generalization of the procedure for a m any
particle case is given in Sec. ITI.

T he oneparticle m atrix elem ents of spin m om entum
are given by the standard expressions [_5]_:, :_51_1] They are
Independent of the orientation of the C4p m olecule. In
order to calculate the orbital polarization we start w ith
the Cg molkculke in the orientation of Cohan B3]. By
m eans of Egs. @;2:a:-c) and taking into account that

LY " =dmy""®; L,Y"®= imY"’; (64)

we obtain for the orbitalm om entum ofty, states
Moy ;232 Fui3i= 255 (6.5a)
hye;3L,Fwi2i= 251 (6.5b)

T he other m atrix elem ents of L, are zero. Here and
below all values ofm agnetic m om ents are given in 3 .)
In the case ofh, stateswe nd

1 1
hhy ;21 e i31i= Ei; hhy;31, hes2i= 5i;

My ;4% , heidi= 4 hhy; 51, hyidi= i;

(6.6a)
(6 .6b)

and the rest is zero.

T here are two equivalent approaches to study the Cgg
molcul in the magnetic eld. The st is to use an
active operator R (! ), which rotates the molecul as a
three-din ensionalob fct. In such case them agnetic eld
is always directed along the z-axis, while the position
of the molecule is speci ed by three Eulr angles ! =
(; 7 ). In the second case the position of them olecule
is xed but the direction ofthem agnetic eld is changed.
In the latter case onehasto know them atrix com ponents
of the three projctions ofm olecular orbitalm om entum .
Below we have adopted the st approach which ism ore



fam iliarto us from ourpreviousstudy ofrotator functions
ll4 :33] T he advantage is that we are working only w ith
the z-com ponent of orbialm om entum . The details of
the technique are given in AppendicesA and B .

Having calculated the m atrix elem ents of Vi, oy as a
function of tge m olecular rotation !, we diagonalize the
matrix H = anV ;%) + Vi ag @) . The degeneracies
ofm olecular tem s are lifted and the m agnetic m om ent
ofeach sublkvelp is given by

M @)= M . Pi; ©.7)

w here Ppi is the corresponding eigenvector.

For two electrons (or two g, holes) we obtain M , =
(45, 25, 2, 05,0) or3T;, (ground state), whike
M ,(Hg) = (5 25,0). In the 'Ay state the spin
and the orbial m om enta are quenched and M , = 0.
For three electrons we have M , CA,) = ( 3, 1) (the
ground tem ); M ,fH,) = ( 6, 4, 35, 15, 1)
and M , @Tiy) = ( 35, 15, 1). We inmediately
conclude that the coupling schem e of orbital and spin
momenta is di erent from the atom ic case. In order
to clarify this issue we have studied the polarization
of spin and orbital m om enta separately. By excluding
the spJn momentum from Eq. C6 .2:) we have found that
L, (Tlg) ( 25@3),0@3)),and L, (H g)= (5 25,
0) (um bers in parentheses stand for degeneracy). In the
molecular tem %A, the orbitalm om entum is quenched,
L, = 0@), whie L, CH,) = ( 5@Q), 25@), 0Q)),
and L, ¢T1,) = ( 2:5@), 0@Q)). By excluding the or-
bialm om entum from Eqg. @:2) w e have obtained the re—
sults expected from the spin m ultiplicity index ofm olec—
ular tems: 25, = ( 2@3), 0Q)) or>T1, (i trplkt

state) and 2S, = 0(5) for 'H, (gin singlet). Fort,
we nd2S,(A,)= (3, 1),25,CH,)= 1(), and
28, ¢T) = 10).

In Sec.V we have already discussed the e ect ofm ix—
ing between the (y)? and (u4)? con gurations on the
energy of the ground state of the C%O anion. The hy—
bridization a ectsalso them agneticm om entsofthe *T14
ground state, which are given by

M =0; g; 2 (6.8)

@2+ 9); @+ 9):

T he m agnetic m om ents of the unhybridized Ty, triplkt
of the pristine tfu con guration corresoond to g = 05
(dashed line in Fig. 4). T he evolution of the g-factor as
a function of4 ; isgiven In Fig. 4.

holes the num ber ofm o]ecu]artem s istoo big 27) and
we give only m agnetic m om ents for ten lowest states. In
general, m agnetic m om ents are describbed by an expres-
sion ofthe type {6.8) although in som e cases two distinct
values of g are required.

Interestingly, we have found that the calculated m ag—
neticm om ents are independent of the m olecular ordenta—
tion. T he conclusion holds forboth t;,, and h, shellsand
we think that there m ust be a hidden group-theoretical

0.30 +¥—————F————

1.0 1.5 2.0

s(t1g)-s(t1u), eV

FIG.4: g for the ground state triplet 3T1g as a function of
4 4, Céa - The corresponding m agnetic m om ents are given
by Eq. (6.8).

TABLE XV : Themagneticm om entsM and the orbialm o-
menta L of(h:; )Z,J'n B -

M g L
’Tig 0; (1;3;4;5 ¢ 05 0;0;0; (L;1;1)g
Gy (1;1;3;3;5;5) g 05 1;1;1;1;1;1) g
Toq 0;0;0; (1;1;1)g 2 0(9)
Gy 1;1)g 0.8333 M
'Hg 0; @L;2)g 0.0668 M
'Hg 0; @L;2)g 02335 M
- 0 0 0

reason behind this. W e consider the result asunexpected,
because them agneticm omentofa or M O ofdiatom ic
m olecules is anisotropic in respect to the direction ofthe
m agnetic eld. From ourprevious study ofC ,, in a cubic
environm ent it also follow s that the crystal eld of C,
exhibits strong dependence on its orientation [14] In
case ofthe C 49 m olecule, the orbitalty, (orhy) space of
the icosahedral sym m etry is greatly reduced In com pari-
son w ith the 11 dim ensional 1= 5 space of the rotation

TABLE XVI: MagneticmomentsM of (), .0 5. °Tiy
and 2T2u states are degenerate.

M g
T (1;2;3;5;6; 1) g 05
‘G (1;1;3;3;5;5;7; ) g 05
*Tou 1;1;1;3;3;3) g 10
2Ty 1;1;1) g 1.0
“Hy (gl,gz,l;z %232 g1) 06529, 0.8265
Ty @il;2 9 025
*Hy (glrQZrl 2 @2+ q) 02218,03891
Gy @;gi2 gi2 Q) 0.8983
*Tiy + *Tou 1;1;1;1;1;1) g 1
“Hy @i;%2ili2 @2 ) 09578, 09789
Gy @972 g2 9) 05650
’H, 0;1;2;3;4) g 05




TABLE XV II: M agneticm om entsM forten lowestm olecular
temsof (), n .

M g
SHo|0; (1;2;2;3;4;5;6;6;7;8;9;10) g 05
’Gg| (@igi2 9i2 gi2+ g;2+ g) 0310
PHg|0; (@i%i2 952 G1i2;2+ 9172+ ) 0.046, 0.092
64| Whg 0.011
'aglo 0
3T1g 0; @2 g;2;2+ g) 0.052
Gg| (@igi2 gi2 gi2+ gi2+ g) 0.023
’To|0;0;0;  (1;1;1)g 20
'He|0; @;2)g 0.146
'T5410,0,0 0

TABLE XV III: M agneticmom entsM for ten lowest m olec—

ulartem sof () )°, . 5 .M (H) stands or (g1;9:;1;2
Ri2 G2+ @2+ R34 R4 q).

M g
*a.| @;3;5 49 10
‘Hy|M (H) 0533,0.766
“Hu| @i%2ili2 %2 q) 0.873,0.936
°Gu| (@igi2 gi2 9 0366
‘Hy|M (H) 0.866,0.933
‘Gul| (@ig9i2 gi2 gi2+ gi2+ g;4 g;4  g) 0167
‘Al g 1.0
“Gu| @igi2 gi2 9 0978
Tou| (1;1;1;3;3;3) g 10
‘Gul| (@i9i2 gi2 gi2+ gi2+ g;4 g;4 g) 05
group SO (3). However, this is not accom panied by an

anisotropic behavior of orbitalm om enta.

In order to understand this issue we have considered
a sinpli ed case of one electron on the t;, molcular
evel. Applying H in a direction n = H=H ,wheren, =

sin cos ,ny=sin sin andn,= cos ,we nd

Vnag= HE=H Ly: 6.9)
Here them atrix L, is given by
Ly, =ngLy+ nyLy+ n,L,: (6.10)

By usihgEgs. @:2:4«:) forthreetyy M O s, aftercalculating
the m atrix elem ents, we arrive at

2 3
0 MonyiMonxi
Ly=4% Mon,i 0 Mon,i3 ; (6.11)
Mol’lxi Monzi 0

whereM o = 25 y .Them agneticm om entsare obtained
through the diagonalization of Ly . W e nd thatM = 0
and M = 25 p for any direction of H'. The same
conclusion is obtained for the case of one h, —electron (or
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hy, hol). Them atrix L, then reads

2 p_ p_ 3
o O T3nx i T3nyi 0 0
—3n, 0 in,i ingi Ingi
Ln= —nyi in,i 0 inyi inyi 16.12)
0 inyi Ingi 0 n,i o
0 snyi  znyiongi 0

The m atrix has the sam e m agnetic m om ents (eigenval-
ues), which are 0, 1=2, 1 (h 3 ), Prany direction of
H . The reasoning given above is suggestive and we are
looking for a fiillscale group-theoretical solution to this
problem .

VII. ELECTRON OPTICAL TRANSITIONS

In this section we consider only the electronic dipo—
lar transitions and the corresponding optical lines for
Cgo - The picture is not com plkte because there exist
electronvibration interactions (\Herzberg-Teller" cou—
plings) which can aler the symm etry of the initial or
the nal state ['§]. Here we om it the electron-vibration
couplings and lin it ourselves to the electronic part ofthe
problem .

T he optically active transitions are associated with a
nonzero expectation valie of the electron dipolar opera—
tor P'. Since the electricdipole m om ent,

X
P= e i; (7.1)

i

is an odd quantiy in respect to the inversion symm e—
try, it ollow s that P hasno m atrix com ponents betw een
states of the sam e parity. Therefore, all spectral lines
due to electricdipole radiation arise from transitionsbe-
tween states of opposite parity (Laporte’s rule) @-;;] and
the follow Ing schem es are relevant for the C 20 and C 20
m olecular ions:

o) ! tutigs
(tlu )3 ! (tlu )2t1g H

(72a)
(7 2b)

T hese con gurationshavebeen considered already in pre—
vious sections, and now we can proceed to calculations
of optical transitions.

In atom s there are several additional selection rules
which greatly facilitate line assignm ents. T hese rules are
not developed for the icosahedral symm etry and in the
follow ing we have to rely on num erical analysis. The
totat%jlntensjty for the line from levelA to kvelB isgiven
by i3]

4 3

4
——— S @®;B);

I@;B)=N @h
@A;B) @) n

(7.3)

where N @) is the number ofC}, molkculs in state a,
= (Ea Ep)=h isthe frequency and = h =c is the



wave num ber. Finally, S @ ;B ) isthe line strength which
is found as

X

S@®;B)=  jmF pif:

ab

(7.4)

The line strength is a very convenient quantiy and In
tl_qg_ﬁ)]bw Ing we calculate S @ ;B ) Por the transitions
{0 240).
_ Them atrix elem ents ofthe dipole operator for the case
(7 2d) read
X
P pi=  meIhIP oI bi;

130

(7.35)

where i and 7% are the basis states of (tiy)? and
(tiutig), respectively, while hajli and o7 i are the eigen—
vectors corresponding to levels a and b. The dipole m o-
ment (7.1) is a oneelectron operator, Sec. ITI. frsm atrix
elem ents are given by

NP P%= @i bl P Hei har P i Goid):
W e recall that hTj= hi,;1;3,2F where 4,7 and 1,5 (@Gy1 >
i,2) are indices referring to six t, states, and % =
Tusdi Eq. C_B-_i') From parity oconsideration it ol
low s that the nonzero m atrix elem ents are of the type
hi, 7 Jiyi. In order to calculate them , we rst rewrite P
In the Pllow ing form :

r
4 .
Pa= o Y @); (7.6a)
r
P, = —rY,®@); (7 .60)
r ____
4 0
Po=  Srv@): (7.60)

Here Y, are realsphericalham onics E;l:], and as before
r= ¥ jwhil f stands for the polarangles ( ; ). Then
we nd that the oneelectron m atrix elem ents of P are
iy Pryi= Vo, o Guidg)s (1.7)
w here = (;0), @;s) or 0 for k = x;vy and z, re—
spect'__tie_]y. The quantities c-1; (u;)) are given by
Eq. @;1_(1) for 1= 1. In fact, these coe cients have been
also used for the calculation ofthe (tutig) and (G )2t1g
con gurations in Sec. IV and V . F'inally, the radial part
ofEq. {7.]) reads
r——z
4

V= —

7.
3 (7.8)

drr’ Ry @R ug (0):

Since we have already com puted the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of (u)? and (tutig) i Sec.V, wenow can
calculate the line strengths using equations {7.4)-(7.8).
T he results are quoted in Tablke 2-(:]}:(: .
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TABLE XIX: Enemgies Eap = 4 1+ 4 (0 €V) and line
strengths (in V) of the transitions [ae)?;al ! [(Cutag)s bl
a=1 3,b=1 6, calculated wih the m odel ITI. Only

transitionswith S (@;0) 6§ 0 are given.

1 1

(tlu)z;a= 3T1g Hgy Ay

(tutig)i b ab S ab S ab S

lAu

*Hy -0.350 0482

3Tay -0267 0289

"Hy 0392 0482

SAy 0.624 0386

T, 0609 0161 0323 0.129
TABLE XX: Enermgles E,p = 4 1+ 4 (0 €V) and line

strengths (in V) of the transitions f (i )3; ag! f(t%utlg;bg,

a=1 3,b=1 10, calculated w ith them odel ITT. O nly the
transitionswith S (@;b) 6§ 0 are given.
(tlu)3;a: 4Au 2Hu 2Tlu
[(tu)’telibl  an S ab S ab S
H 5
Ty -0.913 0.002|-1.103 S < 103
ng
2Gy + 2Tay -0.330 0.450
Tig 0010 0971
‘Hy -0.158 0.120|-0.349 0205
Ty 0.058 0.072|-0.132 0120
‘Hy 0508 0.683| 0318 0277
Ay 0589 0.93
’Tig 0.780 0.602| 0.920 0362

Sin ilarly, one can treat the optical transitions {7;2:6)
ﬁ)rczo . Now we consider the m atrix elem ents of P be—
tween three-electron basis states hI (ty,)° = hi;;i;i37
and ¥ [u)?tigi= $hikii and obtain

hfJi=

hisy P gl @rd) k) WP Igdi Grk) Grh)
+ h P Iyl Gik) Gid) heFP Il Gid) Gik)
+ hisP 3Pyl Grh) @Gik) bsP i Gik) Gid:

Here again, the one-electron m atrix elem ents hi, ¥ Jj;i
are soeci ed by Eq.' g-j:) . The resulting line strengths
are quoted In Tabke XX .

It Hllow s from TablkeX IX, that HrC;; there are three
Iines from the ground state >Tiq,

ECTig! Hy)=4 , 0350ev; (7.9a)
E CTyg ! ?Ti)=4 1 0267eV; (7.90)
E CTig! Ay)=4 1+ 0624eV:  (790)

With 4 ; = 1453 eV, Eq. (5.8), we obtain E (Tyq !

H,) = 0803 &V, E CTyy ! 3Ty,) = 0886 &V and
E CTig ! *Ay)= 15777V .These values should be com —
pared wih two dom nant bands at 1.305 &V (950 nm )



and 1494 &V (830 nm ) observed by the near-infrared ex—
perin ents In solutions [9 W e conclude that st two
transitions can be tentatively ascribed to the experin en—
talbands if 4 ; is taken to be larger, 4 ; 17 V.
Here it is worth to notice that in our approach 4 1 In
Eqg. C5 ) rem ains a phenom enological quantity which is
not inm ediately connected w ith the temm splittings. In
Ref. :16 the authors have obtained that the ground state
ofC 20 isthe 'A4 singkt. W e have shown in Sec.V that
this is possbl J'f4 1 Is amall, see Fig. 3. However, if
1Ag is the ground state, then there is only one optical
transition (Ag ! Ty, at4 1+ 0323 eV, Table X IX)
and com parison w ith the experin ent becom es even m ore
problem atic. W e conclude that our calculations are basi-
cally in agreem ent w ith the experin ent forC 20 , although
also a third band is expected. T he position of the third
band how ever can change due to the e ect of con gura—
tion m ixing discussed In Sec.V .

T he situation is Jess clear for the C co molecular ion.
Both our calculations and those of Ref. :l-é predict that
the ground state is the %A, Jevel. Then from Tabl X X'
we nd that the only optical transition allowed by the
selection ruks is ‘A, ! ?Ti4. This is at variance w ith
the experin ental consensus for three dom inant bands at
1350, 960 and 770 nm [§] In principle, the theoretical
Ine ‘A, ! *Ti4 can be split by the crystal eld and
Jahn-Teller distortions, but the m agniide of the split—
ting ( 03 &V ) seam sexcessive. T he otherpossibility is if
som e transitions becom e allow ed through the \H erzberg-
Teller" (electron-viration) m echanism 4], Further ex—
perin ental and theoretical investigations are needed to
clarify the issue.

V III. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION S

W e have presented an e cient con guration interac—
tion m ethod form any elctron (hol) m olecular term s of
theC%, molcularion. Them ethod isbased on themul-
tipole expansion of the Coulomb interactions and takes
Into account them olecular sym m etry. A though thereare
som e sim ilarities w ith approachesused for treatingm any
electron e ects in atom ic calculations I:39 the technique
isnoveland original. C rystalelectric eld e ects [:L{] and
the spn-orbi coupling can be easily incorporated in the
calculation. T he technigque can be used for other electron
system s.

W e have applied the m ethod for studying m olecular
term sofelectron and hoke con gurationsofCg, T o=
2 4,m = 2 5),and Prexcitoniccon gurations G t,)
and () t,,) ofthe neutralm olecule. In m ost of the cases
the ground state is found to obey Hund’s rules.

0 urca]cu]atjons ofthem olecularterm structure @, )?
for C di ers from the previous result of Negri et a]_
Ref. 36 T hey have reported that the ground term ofC 60
is the 'A 4 singlet, while we have found that for realistic
param eters (4 ; = 1415ev {,38) it isthe °T1y tripkt,
In accordance w ith Hund’s rules. W e have shown Fig.3
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and Sec.V) that the reason fr this is that in Ref.[16 the
one-electron energy di erence between t;4 and t,, states
istooanall,4 ;=064€&V.

Our results for the G )? hole con guration indicate
that there are three very close ( 0:03 V) Iow lying
m okecular triplets of °T14, °G 4 and °Tyq symm etry. T he
lowestm oleculartem s or () )® belong to the ‘T, *G
and “T,, symmetry. The number of states in a snall
energy Interval4d " 0:03 eV nearthe ground state is 30,
40,25, 6 orhok con gurations Q) )™ wihm =2,3,4,5,
regpectively. T his suggests that the con guration ofm =
3 holes ism ost susceptble for Jahn-Teller distortions of
the C4p molecule and possibly for hole-phonon coupling
w hich causes superconductivity [Z

W ehave calculated them agneticm om entsofthe (g, )"
and k! )™ con gurations, Sec.V I. The coupling of spin
and orbital m om enta di ers from the Lande g factor
schem e of atom s. Them agnetic m om ents do not depend
on the ordentation ofthe m olecule w ith respect to an ex-—
temalm agnetic eld. The latter statem ent was dem on—
strated explicitly for the case ofone t;, electron and one
hy, hole. W e consider this as a group-theoreticalpuzzle of
the icosahedral symm etry. W e have also found new \ac—
cidental" degeneracy between the G4 and “Ty4 states
ofthe (tu)?tig and (bg)’tiy con gurations (TablsV II
and X V}.)

F inally, we have studied optical absorption associated

with electron dipolar transitions (,)? ! (hutig) and
t)® ! (u)?tiy. For CZ, we have und that two
Ines CTiy ! °H, and °Tigy ! °>Ti,) can be tenta-

tively ascribed to the two near-infrared dom inant bands
at 950 and 830 nm . However, in addiion a third band
GTiy ! °A,) is expected from the calulation. ForC g,
wih *A, asthe ground state, we have fund that only
one electron dipolar transition, ‘A, ! T4, is allowed.
Tt seam s that a better understanding of optical transi-
tions requires a study of the Herzberg-Teller (electron—
vibration) e ect which isbeyond the scope ofthe present
work. W e suggest to perform opticalexperin ents forC g,
and C'20+ in the gas phase to obtain m ore precise and
fulldata on the optical lines which can shed light on the
problem ofelectronic intra-m olecular correlations.
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APPENDIX A:L, FOR A ROTATED M OLECULE

If the m okecule is rotated away, thep_‘ghe MOs o_f_tlu
and h, symmetry are given by Egs. £24~) and .14~



e) in the coordhate system (x%y%z% attached to the
molecule. The rotated functions can be expanded in
term s of real spherical ham onics RSH) de ned in the
xed set of axes (x;y;z). For example, a rotation R

de ned by three Eulr angles ! = (; ; ) transfom s
1 (Gu) o
Ju) =R (1) 1 )
-2 Rr YL + TR )Y @a1)
50 25

Here R (1)Y and R (!)Y.” de nes the rotations of Y0
and Y., respectively. The rotated functions can be
found from Egs. @:5), and @:ﬂ), quoted in the A ppendix
B .Analogously, we proceed w ith the other angular func—
tions ofty, and h, symm etry. In general,

X

R()Y, = Y, U% (1): @2)

0

Here ; °= @ ;c), tm;s) or 0, and the rotator finc—

tions (matrices) U', (!) are speci ed in Appendix B,
Egs. @:5), @:7,), and @:9}) Now we are ready to cal-
caulteL, Jy) k=1 3)andL, Jhy) k=1 5).
BymeansofEq. {_é_.zi)we obtain

Tk 1, %3
X

=1 m (g(m ik Im 0k Fm 00k I ;S)ko); @3)

m >0

w here the finctions g ;x depend on !,

ok (1= (DU, O+ (U, )
I sk () = (1)U(lm,.s)l(!)+ (Z)U(lm;s)z(!):
Here ( ) stands forthe coe cientsofexpansion ofM O s

oftyy and hy symm etry in tetm s of RSH,

()= (DY O+ (2)Y,70);

A5)

see Egs. £23—<) and [2:12:—i—e). For exam ple, for the st
M k= 1) of gy symmetrywelglave 1=0, (1)=
6= 50 and , = (5;¢), (2) = 7=25, and etc. The
indices k;k% in {A 3) belong to the sam e m olecular shell
(y orhy), otherwisetk L., %%3 = 0.From Eq. @3) we
also conclude that

ki, kij = 0; @ 62)
tki, k%) = mk"L,%kij - @ 6b)
The form er condition is a consequence of working w ith

real sphericalham onics, the latter ensures the hem itic—
ity ofL,.

APPENDIX B:ROTATION OF REAL
SPHERICAL HARMONICS

An active rotation R is speci ed by its Euler angles

' = (; ;) Bll. & transforms a complex spherical
hamonic Y to Y% , where
X

YT =rMY = YDl (!): ®1a)

nm
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ForY% ™ wehave

i X
Yo" =Ry, " =

N YDy . (1):

n m

B 1b)

n
HereD ! stands forthe W igner finctions given by

Dim(;;)zcnmemdl()nmejm B2)
dl( )am isa reduced m atrix elem ent which isa realquan-—
tity, and Cp, = 1 glependjng onn;m (seeEgs. 21.6)
and (2.1.5) ofRefs.3l). From Eq. 83) and the proper-
ties

da() n; m = ( l)n+md( Jom 7 B 3a)
Crn;m= (1" "Cphn = ("™ C .7 B3b)

we nd that
D', L (1)=Di (1) : B4)

W e then combine ®1a) wih B1d) and useEq. B4) or
deriving the transform ation law ofrealsphericalham on—
ics. A fter som e algebra we nd

m;c _ 071
R Yl - Yl UO;(rn ;)
X n;c 1 n;s 1
+ Yl U(n;C);(m;C)+Yl U(n,S);(m;C) i B5)
n>0
where U} =p§ReDl and
0;(m ;c) Om 7

1

1 1
miimie = Re€Oon ¥ Dy n)i B 6a)
1 - 1 1 .
(n;s);m jc) Im©pn + D p): B 6b)

Th Egs. B%)-{B6H) and below for clarity we drop the

s

argum ent ! . Analogously, rotating ¥," *° we cbtain
mis _ 051
R Yl - Yl UO;(m is)
X n;c 1 n;s 1
+ Y1 " Um0 Ussmss 7 B7)
n>0
1 _ 5 1
whereUy. .= 2ImDg, ,and
1 _ 1 1 .
U(n;c);(rn ;s) Im (Dnrn Dn m )i B 8a)
1 _ 1 1 .
(n;s);m ;s) Re(Dnm Dn m)' B8b)
F inally, the rotation ofY,? yields
0 0 1 X n;c.;1 n;s 1
RY, =Y, Uyt Y "Uhiont Y1 " Ui 7
n>0
®B9)

P> 1 1 -
2ReD ;p and U .

1 - pl 1 -
where Ug,y = Do, U = 0

(n;c);0
2ImD},.
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