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Renom alized tunnel splitting with a nite distrdbution in the biaxial spin m odel for m olecular
m agnets is obtained by taking into account the dipolar interaction ofenvirom ental spins. O scillation
of the resonant tunnel splitting w ith a transverse m agnetic eld along the hard axis is sm eared by
the nite distrdbution which subsequently a ects the quantum steps of hysteresis curve evaliated
In tem s of the m odi ed Landau-Zener m odel of spin IPpping induced by the sweeping eld. W e
conclude that the dipolardipolar interaction drives decoherence of quantum tunnelling in m olcular
m agnets Feg, which explains why the quenching points of tunnel spliting between odd and even
resonant tunnelling predcited theoretically were not observed experim entally.

M acroscopic quantum phenom ena in m agnetic m olec—
ular clusters have been being an attractive eld in re—
cent yearsﬁl:, :_2, :_3, EZ!, 5, :_é, -'_7., :_8]. O ctanuclear iron (I1T)
oxo-hydroxo clister Feg is of special interest because it
show s not only reqular steps In hysteresis curve but also
oscillation of the tunnel splitting due to the quantum
phase interference [B]. O scillation of tunnel splitting of
the ground state w ith respect to the extemal eld along
the hard axiswaspredicted theoretically by Garg Blasa
consequence of the quantum phase Interference of tunnel
paths, and it was subsequently generalized to tunnelling
at excited states and resonant tunnelling for quantum
transition between di erent quantum states wih is x
com ponent of the spin S, = 10 and 10 n (@bng the
easy axis ofFeg) recently [6]. The quenching points be—
tween even and odd n have a shift =2. However, a s
rious problem , why the theoretically predicted shift of
quenching points of tunnel splitting between odd and
even resonant tunnelling was not observed In the exper—
In ental hysteresis curves [3,6,9], ram ains to be solved.
T his is the m ain m otivation of this Letter. Here we use
the Landau—~Zener m odel [3,8,9,10] to describe the spoin

pping induced by the swesping eld wih a modied
bare tunnel splitting considering the dipolar interaction
w ith environm ental spins. T here are two basic interac—
tions to be considered: spin-phonon and spin-spin inter—
actions. For the m olecularm agnets Feg In m K tem pera—
ture region, the soin-phonon interaction B]can be safely
ignored as the spin-lattice relaxation tin e is extrem ely
Iong [11]. The Interaction between the big spin and the
environm ental spins was considered as the m ain source
of decoherence of tunnelling In m agneticm acrom olecules
[l2]and recently it was shown that the nuclear soin plays
an in portant role in m agnetic relaxation [13,14]. In this
Letter, starting from themean eld approxim ation, the
dipolar interaction is treated asa localstray eld B (see
the follow Ing) w ith a G aussian distribution. T he tunnel
splitting In the Landau-Zener transition rate should be

considered as an average over the localstray eld H. In
doing so we nd that the quenching ofthe tunnelling due
to quantum interference is suppressed by the local stray
eld, and the steps in the hysteresis curve corresponding
to odd resonant tunnelling are understood.

W e start w ith the biaxial soin m odel for the m olecular

m agnets Feg 3-5]. The Ham ilttonian is given by [15]
H = K1S] + K,S.
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where K1 > K, > 0 and B is the extemal m agnetic

eld. The tem ggS h is the dpolardipolar n—
teraction between the m agnetic mﬁ]ecu]ar cluster and
the environm ental spins, ie. B = jJiij, w here the
sum m ation runs over the neighboring clusters. Strictly
speaking, this should be a m any-body problem . In this
Letter, R is treated approxin ately as a local stray eld,
h= jJijlrSji.Both experim ental [14] and the M onte

Carlo study [16,17] show thatk hasa random distribution
w ith a distrbution w idth in proportion to I M Jj and
s mean valie proportionalto M whereM is the total
m agnetization ofthe system . Here we assum e that K has
a G aussian distrbution w ith an equaldistribbution w idth
in alldirections [18]

h i

_ 1 2, 2 .
P(h)—ﬁexp i Ry)'=2 : )

@

T o sin ulate the experim entalsetup [3], the extermalm ag—
netic eld is taken to be B = fB,;0;B,g: a unifom

eld B, along the hard axis and the sweeping eld By
on the easy axisBy = n B ct where n is nteger, B
is the eld interval between neighboring resonant tun-
nelling and c= dB ,=dt. In the ©llow ng calculation, we
take K1 = 0310K,K, = 0229 ,and c= 0:dT /sec for
the m olecularm agnets Feg [3].

T heoretically, quantum tunnelling for a spin system

w ithout the local stray eld can be understood in the
nstanton m ethod [4-6], the Landau-Zener m odel B-10],
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and by diagonalizing the Ham iltonian num erically 3,
19]. The instanton method can give the tunnel solit—
ting. W hen the eld along the easy axis satis es the
resonant condition, B, + hy = n B ; the transition rate,

while the eld on the easy axis sweeps over the resonant
point, is given by the Landau-Zener transition formula
B-10],Prz; = 1 exp 2=, ;where , isthetun-
nelsplittingand , = 2g g ~(@2s n)c. It should benoted
that in thisway we have assum ed tacitly that the tunnel
splitting for all the spins Inside the resonant w indow are
the sam e and thus all the spins tunnel w ith the same
transition rate. H owever, when the local stray eld due
to the dipolardipolar interaction is taken into account,
such a picture should be modi ed. A random distribu-
tion of local stray elds lke Eqg.() wih a distrbution
w idth 005T typical for the m olecular m agnets Fg

w il block the resonant tunnelling of either the ground
state or the low -lying excited states [L3]. N evertheless,
such a problem can be circum vented by using the swesp—
Ing eld along the easy eld. W hen B ; sweeps over the
resonant point, it w illm ake the spins w ith di erent hy’s
to satisfy the resonant condition, and allow s continuous
relaxation. Since the tunnel splitting is very sensitive to
the transverse local eldsB , + h,,and hy [4-6], the spins
tunnelw ith di erent tunnel splitting while B, is sweep—
ing over the resonant point. C onsequently, the spin tran—
sition rate observed in the experim ent should be given
by

WPrzi’ 1 expf 121 = L9; 3)

whereh
the ocalstray eld,ie., 2 = 2 ®)p ()dH : A ccord-
ngly, the tunnel q)]jttjngl@xtracted from the m easured
transition rate should be h 2ibutnot ,. In other
words, the starting poin understand the experin en—
talobservation shouldbe h 2iinstead of ,:Thetwo
quantities are qualitatively di erent from each other as
we shall show in the follow ing.
T he Instanton m ethod #-6] ise cient and powerfiilto

evaluate the tunnel splitting , . The Lagrangian for the
biaxialm odelEqg.(l) is

Lh)= s~1 ocos + miH hi; @)

where 111 is the spin coherent state. W ith the help of
the m apping technique, ( ;p = s} cos ) is regarded as
a pair of canonical variables. To calculate the excited
state tunnelling or resonant tunnelling, one peeds to ap—

ply the BohrSomm erfeld quantization rule pd = n}

to de ne the classical orbits (n is an integer). Then a
propagator w ith both in agihary and real tine will be
used to describe the tunnelling between two degenerate
states,

K (Rnf;T=2;Hi;R T=2)= mege™ 77 hui

{1 T=2
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i representsthe ayerage over the distribution

T he tunnel splitting is found by Integrating over two de—
generate classical orbits. In m olecular m agnets Feg the
ocalstray eld is ratherweak, ie. g ; iF K 2s) 1.
W e calculate the tunnel splitting at the nth resonant tun—
nelling point w ith the transverse ed B, + h,, and hy,
and obtain that,

N an e S 2 :-’32qhy + e 2qh y
B (6)
+200sR(s  n =2 gh, 4B)IY ;
where and S is the nstanton action
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E, istheenergy ofthenth excited state, , isthetuming

pointdeterm ned by V ( )= En,Q, istheprefactor

P
Qn’ 4= VP0)@K,+ g gn h=s); ©)
=g, =2K.( }2; = K,=Ki;and
z d
9B
dy = : :0)
"2k, , 1 sif x5 0 hoos

o[% sing the param eters in Feg, i is found that the contri-

bution from hy, and h, to S? and thus Qe S¢ is very
sm allunder the condition g ; fiF K 25)

age value of 2 is given by

1. The aver-

n
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2 20 25 % 29 ©(aho 4 g 2aho)

o 11)
&B2)]

+ 220 "cosRs  n =2 dho
Whe:l:eQnO:Qn(hzzhy= 0); Sgozsg(hz:hy= 0).
In the absence of the stray eld, ie. = hg = 0, the

above expression reduces to

=ho=0 n by = hy = 0) 12)

n =2 dB,)}

w hich indicatesthe oscillation ofthe tunnel splitting w ith
the transverse eld and a shift =2 ofquenching pointbe-
tween the odd and even resonant tunnelling, recovering
the results In the previous works [3-6]. This is known
as a result of the quantum interference of the tunnelling
long two di erent paths. Q ualitative di erence betw een
h 2iand , ik = hy = 0) can now be seen by com -
paring Eq.(12) wih Eq.(11). In the case ofB, = 0 and
Integer spin, Eq.(12) predicts that odd n resonant tun-—
nelling quenches due to the quantum interference, whilke




In the presence of the stray eld Eqg.(11) gives non-zero
tunnel splitting

j o=
h 2 2 Sgop ezqz 2 2d2 2
n Iy TQnoe e n
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for hg = 0. The quenching due to the quantum inter—
ference is suppressed by the localstray eld. In another
word the quantum tunnelling for odd n is decoherenced
because ofthe dipolar Interaction w ith the environm ental
soins. T he tunnel splitting of all six resonant tunnelling
for the m olecular m agnets Feg w ith and w ithou e lo—
calstray el are shown in Tabke I.W eseethat h 21
for an odd n Increases from zero while the random eld
becom e stronger. The random eld also Increases the
tunnel splitting of even resonant tunnelling. It increases
about 2:7 tines as becom es as large as 0.08T , which
resolvesthe puzzling that the experin entalobservation is
about 3:0 tin es larger than the num erical result for the
tunnel splitting B]. A detailed evolution of the tunnel
splitting w ith the distribution w idth around the topolog—
ical quenching points is shown in Figl. As the width
of the distrdbution is proportionalto 1 M J, the calk
culated results fordi erent M are shown in Figl, which
are In good agreem ent w ith the experin ental observation
(see Figl0 in Ref.R0]). One can see from Eqg.(11l) that
the main e ect ofhy is to provide an initial phase and
thus shiftsthe oscillation. ForFeg,hy ¥ =4 [16], and the
e ect ofm odi cation for nonzero hy is alm ost om issible.

Tabl I: Tunnel splitting h 21 (the unit is K elvin)
forFeg in the case ofB, = hg = 0.

n| = 00T = 0:02T = 0:05T = 0:08T
0/8399 10%°(8547 10%°|{1.087 10°|2312 10°
1|00 2459 10° [3266 10°|6.450 10°
2(3414 10® (3473 10%® (4418 10%|9393 10°8
300 2399 107 |3187 1071|6293 107
4|2.015 10° |2.050 10° |2.608 10°|5.544 10°
500 9878 10° |1312 10°|2591 10°
6/6224 10° |6333 10° [8.055 10°(1.713 10°

T he oscillation of the tunnel splitting for s= 10 wih
various distrbbution width ’s is shown In Fig2. From
Fig2, i is shown that the oscillation of the tunnel solit—
ting due to quantum interference is suppressed by the
Icalstray eld A. For a distrbution width = 0:05T
which is estim ated for Feg [9,13], the oscillation of tun-—
nel splitting w ith respect to the eld along the hard axis
is still visble, while the oscillation is suppressed com —
plktely for the width as large as 0:08T . In fact, when the
distrbution w idth approaches the half oscillation period,
the oscillation due to quantum interference disappears
and the classicalbehavior, ie. tunnel splitting increases
m onotonously with B ,, is resum ed. T he above analysis
Jeads to a decoherence m echanisn for quantum interfer—

o R
FIG.1: Tustration of h 2i (n = 0;1) around topological
quenching points due to quantum interference w ith di erent
distrdbution width ’s.

FIG .2: Theoscillation of h 2iwith di erent distrbution
width ’s for s==10. From top to bottom : = 0:08T, 0.05T,
0.02T , and 0.0T .

ence due to the dipolardipolar interactions between the
spins w thout dissipation [12].

The m agnetization jum p from the spin ipping at the
resonant tunnelling can be calculated from them odi ed
Landau-Zener transition rate given n Eq.(3). In princi-
ple the tin e evolution of the spin system in Eqg.(l) can
be obtained by solving the tim edependent Schrodinger
equation i~¢& ji= H j i, which containsa set of (2st 1)
coupled di erential equations for the model In Eg. (1).
Tt was shown [L9] that the coupled di erential equations
can be reduced to that of an e ective two-Jlevel system

w ith the e ective H am iltonian. H ere we have
0 P 1
(10 n)ggct h 2i=2
Heo @)= @ o A

h 2i=2  10g jct

14)

nearthe resonant condition and the tin e-dependent state
isgivenby j . i= a 10 () J 10%— aogn ()0 ni.The
tunnelling splitting n Eq.(14) is h 2iinstead of , as



FIG . 3: Hysteresis curves with di erent distribution width
4
s.

we discussed. Correspondingly, the m agnetization jum p
from the nth resonant tunnelling is obtained as

M yp=he SxJe 1d+1 he jsxjei1=1 .
15)
Num erical results are shown in Fig3. Tt is worth em -
phasizing that the resulting jim p ism odi ed as a rather
an ooth one due to the local stray eld. The hysteresis
curves In Fig3 are drawn w ih the initial condition of
Sx = 10, ieyaq0 £ = 1)= 1. As it isshown In
Fig. 3 the steps in hysteresis curve are sm eared grad—
ually with increasing the distrdbution width of the local
stray eld and the ocbserved curve in experim ent [3,9] can
be recovered from the present theory.

In this Letter, the local stray eld is treated as a
\frozen" one inside the resonant w indow . Strictly speak—
ng, both the width and the m ean value of the distri-
bution of the eld should vary w ith the tin edependent
m agnetization during the resonant tunnelling. H ow ever,
it should be noted that a \ frozen" distribbution isbased on
validity of the Landau-Zener m odel. If the spins \feel"
the change of the local eld due to spin ipping, the
soin transition rate is no longer the one n Eq.(3). In
that case, one should consider the non-linear Landau-—
Zener tunnelling R1] and the \holedigging" m echanism
[13,14]. T his indicates that our resul is valid when the

eld sweeping rate is not too am all such that the evolu—
tion ofthe local eld is relatively slower than the sweep—
Ing eld. Nam ely, the overlap timn e of two levels in res—

onance i n=@ g Sc) should be Jss than the char-
acteristic relaxation tine , due to the dipolardipolar
Interaction. This means that the eld sweeping rate

c> ¢ n=@ gSc2):InFe [14,16] the ground state
tunnelling ¢ 107K, » 10° sec, and ¢y is esti-
mated tobe 10 3 T /sec., which is in good agreem entw ith
the experim ental condition [3,20]. O n the other hand, a

nite distribution oftunnel splitting due to the localstray

eld has a deeper in pact on the m agnetic relaxation. If
all the spins tunnel w ith the sam e tunnelling rate, the

m agnetic relaxation should obey the exponential law , ie.
e "where = 2P;; A whereA isam plitude ofthe ac

eld used in the experin ent R0]. Instead, in the present
picture, there is a nite distrdbbution of tunnel splitting
p( n) which will lead to a nite distrbution of the re—
laxation rate p( ) characteristic of the com plex system
like spin glass 22]. C onsequently the resulting relaxation
w ill cbviously deviate from the sin ple exponential law as
observed in the experin ent 20]. Further analysisw illbe
provided elsew here.

W e have studied the e ect of dipolar interaction be-
tween giant spins In the m olecular m agnets Feg In the
mean eld approxin ation which leadsto a Zinm an tem
ofthe spin In the Iocalstray eld. Ourm ain observation
is that the topological quench due to the quantum phase
Interference of tunnel paths is suppressed by the nite
distrbbution of the local stray eld, and the steps in the
hysteresis curve corresponding to odd resonant tunnelling
are explained theoretically. Thus we conclide that the
dipolardipolar interaction leads to the decoherence of
quantum tunnelling in Feg: Finally i is worth pointing
out that the m echanisn of decoherence m ay not be just
lim ited In Feg, but can be generalized to other m olecu—
lar m agnets such asM n;, since the localstray eld due
to the dipolardipolar and hyper ne Interactions always
exists.
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