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T heoreticalT1 C alculation for Isotropic H igh Spin M olecules
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Departm ent, Haifa 32000, Israel

Abstract

W e calculate the m olecular-spin (S),tem perature (T),and �eld (H )dependence of1=T1 fora

localm agneticprobecoupled to an isotropichigh spin m olecule,based on spin-phonon interaction.

W e com pare the calculation to recent NM R and �SR experim ents in CrCu6 (S = 9=2),CrNi6

(S = 15=2) and CrM n6 (S = 27=2). Although we can account for the high and interm ediate

tem perature regim es,the calculation is fundam entally di�erentfrom the data at T �! 0. Since

1=T1 m ustbe due to coupling ofthe m olecular spin to an externalheat bath,and since phonon

contribution isruled outatlow T,we conclude thatatthese tem peratureshyper�ne interactions

m ustplay an im portantrole in the m olecularspin dynam ic.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

High spin m olecules(HSM )consistofclustersofm etalions,they areordered in acrystal

lattice,and coupled by Heisenberg ferrom agnetic or anti-ferrom agnetic interactions with

coupling constantJ,only between spins ~Siin them olecule.In thispaperwestudy a fam ily

ofisotropic high spin m olecules. W e calculate the spin lattice relaxation 1=T1 in these

m olecules,and com pare it to experim entalm easurem ents1 to determ ine the origin ofthe

observed spin dynam icsofthe m olecules. W e �nd thatathigh tem perature the m olecular

spin dynam ics is driven by therm alactivation (spin-phonon interaction). However atlow

tem peraturesthe m olecularspin dynam icsisdom inated by hyper�ne interactionsbetween

them olecularand nuclearspin.

Thesecalculationscan beeasily applied to di�erentkindsofhigh spin m olecules,such as

M n12
2,3,4 and Fe8

5,where quantum tunneling ofthe m agnetization (QTM )isobserved3,4,5.

Com parison between experim entalm easurem ents6,7 and thecalculation can help determ ine

which interactionsinducethespin tunneling in thesem olecules.

Intheisotropicm oleculesaCr(III)ion issurrounded bysixcyanideions,each bonded toa

Cu(II),Ni(II)orM n(II)ion.Thecoordination sphereofCrand Cu/Ni/M n can bedescribed

asaslightly distorted octahedral.Forconveniencewewillrefertothesem oleculesasCrCu6,

CrNi6 and CrM n6,respectively.TheHam iltonian oftheisotropichigh spin m oleculesatzero

�eld can bewritten as

H 0 = � J

6X

i= 1

~S0 �~Si (1)

where ~S0 isthespin ofthecentralCrion (with S = 3=2),irunsovertheperipheralCu,Ni

orM n ions(with S = 1=2,S = 1 orS = 5=2),which arecoupled to thecentralCrion,with

coupling constantJ (e.g.seeFigure1).Attem peratureslowerthan J only theground spin

stateS = 9=2,S = 15=2 orS = 27=2 ispopulated.

TheHam iltonian H 0 isisotropicthereforethetotalspin S and thespin in thez direction

m are good quantum num bers,and the eigenfunctions ofH 0 can be written as jS;m >.

However,atvery low tem peraturesT � J,the degeneracy ofthe ground state isrem oved

by additionalanisotropic perturbation on H 0. Such perturbation thatdoes notcom m ute

with H 0 can causetransitionsbetween thedi�erentspin statesjS;m >1,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,

and inducetheobserved spin dynam ics1,15.

Theanisotropicterm in theHam iltonian can bewritten asthesum H ‘= H c+ H n,where
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FIG .1: The m agnetic core ofthe CrNi6 m olecule,S0 isthe spin ofthe Crion and S1;S2;���;S6

are thespinsofthe Niions.

H c com m uteswith the Ham iltonian H 0,while H n doesnot. These term sm ay be a result

ofdipolar interaction between neighboring spins8,16,spin-phonon interaction13,17,nuclear


uctuations14,high ordercrystal�eld term s5,8,9,10,11,12 orsm allanisotropy in thecoupling J

between spins18.

In orderto calculatethevalueofthespin latticerelaxation tim eT1 in theisotropicHSM

we diagonalizetheHam iltonian H 0 + H c in Section II.In Section IIIwe show thatwe can

calculate the m agnetization and susceptibility ofthe com poundsusing the eigenvaluesand

eigenfunctionsthatwe obtain. In Section IV we use the eigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsof

theHam iltonian to calculateT1,taking H n asa perturbation.Theperturbation introduces

a�nitelifetim eforthedi�erentspin statesjS;m > and inducesspin dynam ics,ortransitions

between thedi�erentspin states.

II. EX A C T D IA G O N A LIZAT IO N O F T H E H A M ILT O N IA N

To calculatetheeigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian (1)wewriteitin theform

H 0 = � J~S0 �

6X

i= 1

~Si: (2)

Using ~S = ~S0 +
P

6

i= 1
~Si and ~St=

P
6

i= 1
~Si onecan write

H 0 = � J~S0 �~St= �
J

2

�

~S
2
� ~S

2

t �
~S
2

0

�

: (3)

Theenergy eigenvaluesofthesatesjS;m >� jS0;St;S;m > are

E S � E (S;St;S0)= �
J

2
(S(S + 1)� St(St+ 1)� S0(S0 + 1)) (4)
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whereweusethenotation S forthesetofnum bers(S;St;S0).Thedegeneracy ofthestate

jS;m > isthedegeneracy ofthevalueofSt.W hen an externalm agnetic�eld H isapplied

theZeem an term should beadded to H 0,and thefullHam iltonian becom es

H = H 0 � g�B H Sz; (5)

forwhich theeigenfunctionsjS;m > arenotchanged and theeigenvaluesare

E S;m = �
J

2
(S(S + 1)� St(St+ 1)� S0(S0 + 1))� g�B H m : (6)

In Figure 2 we present the energy levels ofCrNi6 at zero m agnetic �eld H = 0 as a

function ofthetotalspin S (a)and asa function ofthespin in z direction m (b).
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FIG .2: The energy levels ofthe Ham iltonian H 0 atzero �eld for CrNi6 as a function of(a)the

totalspin S and (b)the spin in the z direction m .

III. SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y C A LC U LAT IO N

Thesusceptibility can becalculated asafunction oftem peratureand external�eld using

theeigenstatesand eigenvaluesthatwecalculated in theprevioussection.Firstwecalculate

them agnetization

M (T)=< Sz >=
X

jS;m >

m e�
E
S;m

T

Z
(7)

where Z =
P

jS;m > exp
�

�
E S;m

T

�

is the partition function. The m easured susceptibility1 is

de�ned as

�(T)=
M (T)

H
: (8)

4



In Figure3 we�ttheexperim entalm easurem entof�T asa function oftem peraturein (a)

CrCu6,(b)CrNi6 and (c)CrM n6,at�eldsH = 100G and 2:15T,to thecalculated valueof

�T from theHam iltonian (5)and Eq.(8).From the�toneobtainsthecoupling constants

JCr� Cu = 77 K,JCr� N i = 24 K and JCr� M n = � 11 K and no anisotropy isobserved in all

threem olecules,within the�tting accuracy.Thisindicatesthatthehigh spin m oleculescan
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FIG .3:Thesusceptibility m ultiplied by tem peratureasa function oftem peratureattwo di�erent

external�elds,m easured in (a) CrCu6 (b) CrNi6 and (c) CrM n6. The solid lines are �ts to the

theoreticalexpectation (see text).

bewelldescribed by theHam iltonian (5),and thatthem oleculesareindeed isotropic.

IV . T1 C A LC U LAT IO N

Thespin latticerelaxation tim eT1 wasm easured
1 in CrCu6,CrNi6 and CrM n6 using�SR

(wherethelocalprobesarepolarized m uons)and proton-NM R.Assum ing forsim plicity an

isotropicinteraction between theprobe ~I (m uon orproton)and thelocalelectronicspins ~S

ofthewholem olecule

H IS = A~I�~S (9)

thespin latticerelaxation isgiven by19

1

T1
=
A 2

2

Z 1

� 1

hS� (t)S+ (0)ie
i!t
dt (10)

where! = 
H istheprobe’sLarm orfrequency in an external�eld H .Thevalueof

hS� (t)S+ (0)i=
D

e
� iH t=�h

S� e
iH t=�h

S+

E

fortheeigenstatesjS;m > oftheHam iltonian H in Eq.(5)is,

hS� (t)S+ (0)i=
X

jS;m >

(S(S + 1)� m (m + 1))e
i

�
E
S;m + 1

� E
S;m

�h

�

te�
E
S;m

T

Z
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FIG .4: The values ofthe spin lattice relaxation m easured by �SR (1=T
�

1 ),com pared to those

m easured by proton NM R (1=TH
1 )afterscalling,atthesam e external�eld H = 2:15.

whereZ isthepartition function.Thisresultiscorrectfora system with levelsofin�nitely

long lifetim e. However,assum ing a Lorentzian broadening ofthe levels,due to the non-

com m uting additionalterm sin theHam iltonian,H n,wearriveat

hS� (t)S+ (0)i=
X

jS;m >

e�
E
S;m

T

Z
(S(S + 1)� m (m + 1))e

�
t

�S;m e
i

�
E
S;m + 1

� E
S;m

�h

�

t

(11)

where �S;m is the lifetim e (or the inverse ofthe broadening) ofthe leveljS;m >. Hence

according to Eq.(10)

1

T1
=
A 2

2

X

jS;m >

e�
E
S;m

T

Z
(S(S + 1)� m (m + 1))

Z
1

� 1

e
�

t

�S;m e
i!0t

dt (12)

where!0= ! + (E S;m + 1 � ES;m )=�h.Theenergy di�erencein ourcaseofisotropicm olecules

isE S;m + 1 � ES;m = � g�B H ,therefore!
0= ! �

g�B
�h
H and

1

T1
=

A 2

2Z

X

jS;m >

(S(S + 1)� m (m + 1))

0

@
�S;m e

�
E
S;m

T

1+ !02�2S;m

1

A ; (13)

in contrastto whatwasobtained in7,where the term (S(S + 1)� m (m + 1))ism issing in

Eq.(13)and !0isreplaced by ! = 
H .

This result is im portant for understanding ofthe com parison between the spin lattice

relaxation rate m easured by �SR and NM R at H = 2:15 Tesla,shown in Figure 4. The

�eld dependenceof1=T1 com esfrom !0= (
 � g�B =�h)H .Sincethegyrom agneticratio 
 of

the probe (m uon ornucleus) ism uch sm allerthan g�B =�h (electronic gyrom agnetic ratio),
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one can write !0 ’ � g�B H =�h which does not depend on the value of
. Therefore the

�eld dependence ofthe spin lattice relaxation rate 1=T1 is independent ofthe value of
,

and dependsonly on thevalue ofA.Thisexplainsthe factthatthe spin latticerelaxation

ratem easured by proton-NM R can be scaled to m atch thatm easured by �SR atthe sam e

external�eld,and notatthesam eLarm orfrequency oftheprobe(seeFigure4).However,

Eq. (13)isvalid assum ing thatthe perturbation H n issm allerthan the Zeem an splitting,

E S;m + 1� ES;m ,i.e.athigh �eldswhereg�B H � H n.W hen theZeem an splitting issm aller

than H n,!
0should bereplaced by ! = 
H ,in Eq.(13).

Thelifetim e�S;m oftheleveljS;m > can beexpressed in term softransition probability

from thestatejS;m > to anotherstatejS0;m 0>

1

�S;m
=

X

(S0;m 0)6= (S;m )

p(S;m ! S
0
;m

0) (14)

which depends only on the additionalparts ofthe Ham iltonian H n which induce these

transitions.In whatfollowswewilltrytoaccountforthislifetim eassum ingdi�erentpossible

interactions.

A . Spin-P honon Interaction

To account for the tem perature dependence of T1 we should take into considera-

tion the transitions induced by spin-phonon interactions. The spin-phonon coupling

Ham iltonian17,20,H n,can induce transitionsbetween di�erentspin statesofthe m olecule.

The transition rate from a state jS;m > to a state jS0;m 0 > can be calculated using the

golden rulein perturbation theory21

p(S;m ! S
0
;m

0)=
3

2�

jhS;m jH spjS
0;m 0ij2

�h
4
�c5

(E S;m � ES0;m 0)3
1

exp[(E S;m � ES0;m 0)=T]� 1
(15)

Thisresultinvolvesthem atrix elem enthS;m jH spjS
0;m 0iofthespin-phonon interaction,the

phonon velocity c,the speci�c m ass � and the energy di�erence (ES;m � ES0;m 0),where it

was assum ed that E S;m > E S0;m 0. To get the right order ofm agnitude,and sim plify the

calculations,weassum ea constantspin-phonon interaction m atrix elem ent,arriving at

p(S;m ! S
0
;m

0)=
C(E S;m � ES0;m 0)3

exp[(E S;m � ES0;m 0)=T]� 1
(16)
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where

C =
3

2�

jhS;m jH spjS
0;m 0ij2

�h
4
�c5

:

Thetransition probability dueto spin-phonon interaction strongly dependson tem pera-

ture.Atvery low tem peraturephononsdieoutexponentially with decreasing tem perature,

yielding a very low transition probability,and extrem ely low spin lattice relaxation rate

valuesasseen in Figure 5. Therefore thisinteraction cannotgive a fullexplanation to the

nonzerospinlatticerelaxationrateatlow tem peratures,which isobserved inexperim ents1,15,

and additionalterm sin theHam iltonian should beconsidered.

� �� ���
����

����

����

���

�

��

���

�

�

���������
����������
���	������
���
������

���
����

��
��� 	

���
�

FIG .5: Spin lattice relaxation rate as a function oftem perature for di�erent m agnetic �elds in

CrNi6,when assum ing spin-phonon interactions only. For this �gure we used C = 400 1/sec K 3

and A = 5:2 M Hz in Eq.(13)and (16).

B . O ther Interactions

Inordertoobtaina�nitespinlatticerelaxationrateatverylow tem peratures,thelifetim e

ofthe levelsshould be �nite. Thiscannotbe accounted forby spin-phonon interaction as

seen in theprevioussection.A �nitelifetim ecan beachieved ifonesim ply assum esa �nite

broadening ofthelevelsdueto an additionalinteraction H int,giving a shortlifetim e�int for

thelevels.The assum ption im plied by theexperim entalresults1 isthat�int istem perature

and �eld independentatlow �elds.

In thiscase thetotallifetim e ofthelevelsconsistsoftwo contributions,�sp due to spin-
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phonon interaction H sp and �int dueto theadditionalinteraction H int,therefore

1

�S;m
=

 

1

�sp
+

1

�int

!

: (17)

Athigh tem peraturesthevalueofthespin-phonon contribution to thelifetim e,�sp,ism uch

shorterthan �int and thevalueofT1 isdom inated by spin-phonon induced transitions,while

at very low tem peratures �sp is m uch longer than �int,and the value ofT1 is dom inated

by �int. Atinterm ediate tem peraturesboth contributionsto the spin lattice relaxation are

im portant.

In Figure6 wepresenttheexperim entalvaluesof1=T1,m easured by �SR
1,asa function

oftem perature atdi�erent�elds,forthe m olecules(a)CrCu6,(b)CrNi6,and (c)CrM n6.

The solid lines are �ts to the theoreticalvalues expected assum ing transitions which are

induced by spin-phonon interaction in addition toH int.The�tsgivetheparam eters’values

sum m arized in TableI.

Com pound �int [nsec]C [1/sec K 3]A [M Hz]

CrCu6 7:0(8) 0:13(9) 1:7(1)

CrNi6 11:0(8) 400(60) 5:2(2)

CrM n6 9:1(8) 0:004(1) 4:7(2)

TABLE I:The �t param eters ofthe theoreticalcalculation ofthe spin lattice relaxation to the

experim entalvaluesfrom �SR m easurem ents

Theparam etersquoted in TableIwere calculated using Eq.(13)with ! = 
�H instead

of!0,sincetheexperim entalm easurem entswereperform ed atlow �elds.Thequoted values

of�int indicatethatH int isoforderof0:7� 1:1 K,which islargerthan theZeem an splitting

in �eldsup to2 kG,and selfconsistentwith theuseofEq.(13)with ! = 
�H instead of!0.

The �ts in Figure 6 capture the essence ofthe tem perature and �eld dependence of

1=T1,considering the sim pli�cations that we have used,and it gives the correct general

behaviorofthe experim entaldata. However,atvery low tem peraturesand high �eldsthe

theoreticalcalculation deviatesfrom theexperim entaldata.Sim ilarly athigh tem peratures

T � J,where1=T1 isvery sm all,thetheoreticalcalculation deviatesfrom theexperim ental

data (especially in the case ofCrNi6).W e believe thatthe originsofthe deviation athigh

tem peratures is that the Ham iltonian (5) does not describe the system wellenough,and

9



FIG .6:Thevalueof1=T1 asa function ofT atdi�erent�elds,m easured using �SR in (a)CrCu 6,

(b)CrNi6 and (c)CrM n6.Thesolid linesare �tsto the calculated value (see text).

thatthevalueof1=T1 isvery sm alland isharderto estim ateexperim entally.Thiscan also

be seen in Figure 3,where athigh tem peraturesthe calculated value of�T deviatesfrom

theexperim entalvalues.
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V . C O N C LU SIO N

The calculated spin lattice relaxation rate ofa localprobe,with gyrom agnetic ratio 
,

in the isotropic HSM follows Eq.(13). This result rem ains valid assum ing an isotropic

interaction between theprobe’sspin and them olecularspin,and assum ing a �nitelifetim e

�S;m forthe spin state jS;m > atalltem peratures and �elds. Eq.(13)indicatesthatthe

spin lattice relaxation rate in these m olecules isindependent ofthe probe’s gyrom agnetic

ratio athigh m agnetic �elds,and therefore the m easured values ofspin lattice relaxation

by �SR and proton-NM R scale atthe sam eexternal�eld (athigh �elds),and notatequal

Larm orfrequencies.

Thecalculated lifetim eofthelevels�int isfound to vary between 7� 11 nsec,which can

betranslated to a broadening of3� 5 m K.Thereforeweexpectthattheinteraction which

introducesthespin dynam icsin thesem oleculesproduceslevelbroadeningofthesam eorder

ofm agnitude.

Thetem peratureand �eld independentlevelsbroadening 1=�int calculated abovecan be

attributed toan interaction thatdoesnotcom m utewith Sz and inducestransitionsbetween

the di�erentm states. Thisinteraction can be dipolarbetween neighboring m olecules,hy-

per�nebetween m olecularand nuclearspins,crystal�eld higherorderterm s,etc.However,

thestriking factisthatthelifetim eissim ilarin allthreem olecules,indicating thatitdoes

notdepend strongly on the spin ofthe m olecule orthe coupling J between ionsinside the

m olecule,which variesgreatly between thethreem olecules.

Thisindicatesthattheweak dependence ofthebroadening on the spin valuecannotbe

explained by interactionswhich arequadraticin S orhavehigherS dependence.Thisrules

out dipolar interactions between neighboring m olecules since in the three com pounds the

nearestneighbordistanceis� 15�A.Sim ilarly,crystal�eld term swhich areallowed by the

octahedralsym m etry (S2 orhigher22)areunlikely.

Theonlym echanism suggestedtodateforlevelbroadeningofHSM ,whichdependsweakly

on S isthehyper�neinteraction between nuclearand electronicspins.Thism echanism can

account for the �nite spin lattice relaxation rate at very low tem peratures23. However,

the values ofbroadening calculated above m ight be inaccurate due to the sim pli�cations

m ade in the calculations,but give the right order ofm agnitude expected from hyper�ne

interactions24.
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Hyper�ne interactionsin anisotropic high spin m oleculeswere studied recently12,25,and

theire�ecton QTM isbecom ing clearer26,27. W e believe thatthisinteraction also governs

thespin dynam icsoftheisotropic m oleculesatvery low tem peratures(T < 3 K),while at

high tem perature (T > 10 K) the m olecular spin dynam ics are governed by spin-phonon

interactions.
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