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A bstract

W e calculate the m olecularsoin (S), tem perature (T), and eld H ) dependence of 1=T; for a
Jocalm agnetic probe coupled to an isotropic high spin m olecule, based on spin-phonon interaction.
W e com pare the calculation to recent NM R and SR experiments n CxCug (5 = 9=2), CiN i
(S = 15=2) and CiM ng (5 = 27=2). Alhough we can account for the high and intem ediate
tem perature regin es, the calculation is fundam entally di erent from the data at T ! 0. Sihce
1=T; must be due to coupling of the m olecular spin to an extemal heat bath, and since phonon
contribbution is ruled out at low T, we conclude that at these tem peratures hyper ne interactions

must play an in portant role in the m olecular spin dynam ic.
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I. NTRODUCTION

High soin m olecules (H SM ) consist of clusters ofm etal ions, they are ordered In a crystal
lattice, and coupled by Heisenberg ferrom agnetic or antiferrom agnetic interactions w ih
coupling constant J, only between soins S; in them olecule. In thispaperwe study a fam ily
of isotropic high soin molecules. W e calculate the soin lattice relaxation 1=T; In these
m olcules, and com pare it to experin ental m easuram ents'}: to detem ine the origin of the
observed soin dynam ics of the m olecules. W e nd that at high tem perature the m olecular
SoIn dynam ics is driven by themm al activation (spin-phonon nteraction). However at low
tam peratures the m olecular spin dynam ics is dom inated by hyper ne interactions between
the m olecular and nuclkar spin.

T hese calculations can be easily applied to di erent kinds ofhigh soin m olecules, such as
M nlz:é o4 and Fegbl, where quantum tunneling of the m agnetization Q TM ) is observed:-;"é:f‘ .
C om parison between experin entalm easurem enth':Z: and the caloulation can help determ ne
which interactions Induce the soin tunneling in these m olecules.

In the isotropicm olecules a C r(I1I) ion is surrounded by six cyanide ions, each bonded to a
Cu (II), N i(IT) orM n (II) ion. T he coordination sohere ofC rand Cu/N i/M n can be described
as a slightly distorted octahedral. For convenience we w ill refer to these m olecules as C 1C ug,
C N ig and C ™M ng, respectively. The H am ittonian ofthe isotropichigh soin m olecules at zero

eld can be written as ]
Hy= JX So S: 1)
=1
where S is the soih ofthe centralCrion Wwih S = 3=2), i runs over the peripheralCu, N i
orMnions With S = 1=2,S = 1 orS = 5=2), whith are coupled to the centralCr ion, w ith
coupling constant J (eg. see Figureid). At tem peratures Iower than J only the ground spin
state S = 9=2,S = 15=2 or S = 27=2 is populated.

The Ham iltonian H ( is isotropic therefore the totalsoin S and the spin in the z direction
m are good quantum numbers, and the eigenfinctions of H y can be wrtten as $;m > .
However, at very low tem peratures T J, the degeneracy of the ground state is rem oved
by additional anisotropic perturbation on H 3. Such perturbation that does not comm ute
with H o can cause transitionsbetween the di erent spin states $;m >E~§é"&9"&@%%%%&‘%"&?&?é’.,
and induce the observed spin dynam Jcs;.ﬂié .

T he anisotropic term in the H am iltonian can be w ritten asthesum H ‘= H .+ H ,, where



FIG.1l: Them agnetic core of the CN iy m olecule, Sy is the spoin ofthe Crion and S1;S,;  ;Se

are the spins of the N i ions.

H . commutes w ith the Ham iltonian H 3, while H , does not. These term sm ay be a result

of dipolar Interaction between neighboring spin2¢, spinphonon interactionti4?, nuclear

r= [N -r
uctuationd?, high order crystal eld tem S§22£0434

’
3 or am all anisotropy In the coupling J
between spjnéré .

In order to calculate the value ofthe soin lattice relaxation tin e T; in the isotropic H SM
we diagonalize the Ham iltonian H o + H . In Section TI. In Section IIf we show that we can
calculate the m agnetization and susceptibility of the com pounds using the eigenvalues and
elgenfiinctions that we obtain. In Section {IV' we use the eigenvalues and eigenfiinctions of
the H am iltonian to calculate Tq, taking H ,, as a perturbation. T he perturbation introduces
a nite lifetin e forthedi erent soin states $;m > and induces soin dynam ics, or transitions

between the di erent spin states.

ITI. EXACT DIAGONALIZATION OF THE HAM ILTONIAN

To caloulate the eigenvalues of the H am iltonian {1:) we write it In the fom

=1
P P
UsihgS = Sp+ ¢,SiandS.= & ,S;onecanwrite
J 2 2 2
Ho= JSy S¢= 2 s° Ss; S5 : 3)

T he energy eigenvalues of the sates F;m > Hi:St;S;m > are

J
Es E 6;%iSo) = 5 SE+1) S6Gt1l) HGot 1) 4)
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where we use the notation S for the sst ofnumbers (5;S¢;Sy). T he degeneracy of the state
B;m > isthe degeneracy of the value of S¢. W hen an extemalm agnetic eld H is applied
the Zeam an tem should be added to H o, and the fiillH am iltonian becom es

H=H, ggHS;; ©)
forwhich the eigenfunctions $;m > are not changed and the eigenvalues are
J
Esm = E(S(S+l) SEet+ 1) S$Ge+ 1) gpHm: (6)

In Figure 2 we present the energy kevels of CiN i at zero magnetic ed H = 0 asa

function ofthe totalspin S (@) and as a function ofthe soin In z direction m (o).
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FIG . 2: The energy kvels of the Ham iltonian H ¢ at zero eld for C N iy as a function of (@) the

total spin S and (o) the spIn in the z direction m .

ITT. SUSCEPTIBILITY CALCULATION

T he susceptibility can be calculated as a function of tem perature and external eld usihg
the eigenstates and elgenvalues that we calculated in the previous section. F irst we calculate

the m agnetization

M (T)=< 8,>= e (7
Bm>

P
where 2 = ., exp ESTm is the partition function. The m easured susoepUijityh-‘ is

de ned as

_ma
T)= q @®)




In Figure3 we tthe experimentalmeasurement of T asa function of tem perature in @)
CrCug, ) CMN i and () CMng,at eldsH = 100G and 215 T, to the calculated value of

T from the Ham itonian ) and Eq. ). From the t one obtains the coupling constants
Jercu= 77K, Jcr ni= 24K and Jey Mn = 11 K and no anisotropy is cbserved In all
threem olecules, w thin the tting accuracy. T his indicates that the high soin m olecules can
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FIG . 3: The susceptbility m ultiplied by tem perature as a function of tem perature at two di erent
extemal elds, measured in @) CrCug () C:;N i and () CM ng. The solid lines are ts to the

theoretical expectation (see text).

be well described by the Ham iltonian ), and that the m olecules are indeed isotropic.

Iv. T; CALCULATION

T he spin Jattice relaxation tin e T, wasm easured® in C rCug, C N i and C M ng using SR
(W here the Jocalprobes are polarized m uons) and proton-NM R . A ssum ing for sin plicity an
isotropic interaction between the probe I (muon orproton) and the local electronic spins S

ofthe whole m okcule
H s = AT S (9)
the spin Jattice relaxation is given byt?
1 az%a ,
— = — hS ©S, (0)ie" dt (10)
Tl 2 1
where | = H isthe probe’s Lam or frequency In an extemal eld H . The value of

D E
S @S, 0)i= e ®Fhg &g,

for the eigenstates $;m > ofthe Ham itonian H . Eq. {) is,

ES;m
te T

Z

X . Esm+1 Esim
S ©)S, Q)i= 8@ +1) mm+ 1)e "

Bm >
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FIG . 4: The values of the spin lattice relaxation m easured by SR (1=T, ), com pared to those

m easured by proton NM R (1=TlH ) after scalling, at the sam e extermal eld H = 2:15.

where Z isthe partition function. This resul is correct fora system with kevelsofin nitely
long lifetin e. However, assum Ing a Lorentzian broadening of the levels, due to the non—
com m uting additional term s n the Ham iltonian, H ,,, we arrive at

E
S jm
X T, t iES;m+1 ES;m

EGS+1) mm+1l)e sme " a1t

S ©s: Q)i=

Bm >
where g, isthe lifetine (or the nverse of the broadening) of the level $;m > . Hence
according to Eq. (10)

l“:S;m Z

1 Az X e T 1 —+ i1 0
— = — S @G+ 1) mm+ 1)) e sm g dt 12)
Tl 2 7 1
Bm>
where 10= ! + Esm+1 Esm)=h.Theenergy di erence in our case of isotropic m olecules
i8Esm+1 Esm = gpH,therefore !°= 1 <EH and
O ES-m
1 A% X e 771
= 86+ m@m+ 1R Ay (13)
Ti 22 1+ 1@ 2

in contrast to what was obtained jn:-7:,where thetetm S S+ 1) m @ + 1)) ismissing in
Eq. @3) and ! ®isreplaced by ! = H .
This result is in portant for understanding of the com parison between the spin lattice
relaxation rate measured by SR and NMR at H = 2:15 Tesh, shown in Figure4. The
eld dependence of 1=T; comes from ! %= ( gs=h)H . Since the gyrom agnetic ratio of

the probe (muon or nuckus) ismudh analler than g s =h (electronic gyrom agnetic ratio),



one can write !9’ g g H=h which does not depend on the value of . Therefore the
eld dependence of the spin lattice relaxation rate 1=T; is independent of the value of ,
and depends only on the value of A . This explains the fact that the soin lattice relaxation
rate m easured by proton-NM R can be scaled to m atch that measured by SR at the same
extermal eld, and not at the sam e Lam or frequency of the probe (see F igure :'4) . However,
Eqg. f13) is valid assum ing that the perturbation H , is sm aller than the Zeeam an splitting,
Esm+1 Esm,ie.athigh edswhereggH H,.W hen the Zeem an solitting is an aller
than H,, ! should be replaced by ! = H, i Eq. {13).
The lifetine 5, ofthe kvel $;m > can be expressed In tem s of transition probability

from the state $;m > to another state $%m °>

1 X 0. 0
= p@G;m ! S5m”) (14)

Sm % 9% (Sm )

which depends only on the additional parts of the Ham iltonian H , which induce these
transitions. In what follow swe w ill try to acoount forthis lifetim e assum ingdi erent possble

interactions.

A . Spin-Phonon Interaction

To account for the tem perature dependence of T; we should take into considera-—
tion the transitions nduced by soih-phonon interactions. The spin-phonon coupling

Ham itoniant?2?, H ,, can induce transitions between di erent spin states of the m okcule.

The transition rate from a state $;m > to a state $%m ?> can be calulated using the

golden rule i perturbation theory?:

3 hS;m H oo BGm %S 5 1

— 1 Esm Egog0)

2 h & exp [Esm Egon0)=T] 1
5)

pS;m ! s%m?%=

This result nvolves them atrix elm ent hS;m H o, 5 %m %4 of the spin-phonon interaction, the
phonon vebcity ¢, the speci cmass and the energy di erence (& p Esom o), where it
was assumed that Eg, > Egono. To get the right order of m agnitude, and sim plify the
calculations, we assum e a constant spin-phonon interaction m atrix elem ent, arriving at

CEsm EBsomo)®
exp [Esn Egog0)=T ] 1

pG;m ! S%m%= 1e)



where

3 SmHALFIMAT
2 H e '

T he transition probability due to spin-phonon interaction strongly depends on tem pera—
ture. At very lIow tem perature phonons die out exponentially w ith decreasing tem perature,
yielding a very low transition probability, and extrem ely low soin lattice relaxation rate
values as seen in Figure §. Therefore this interaction cannot give a fill explanation to the

nonzero oin lattice relaxation rate at Jow tem peratures, which isobserved in experim en‘ti;l"'-“},

and additional term s In the H am iltonian should be considered.
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FIG.5: Spin lattice relaxation rate as a function of tem perature for di erent m agnetic elds in
C 1 i, when assum ing spinphonon interactions only. For this gure we used C = 400 1/sec K

andA = 52MHz in Eq. {3) and {L6).

B . O ther Interactions

In ordertoobtain a nite spin lattice relaxation rate at very low tem peratures, the lifetim e
of the levels should be nite. This cannot be acocounted for by soin-phonon interaction as
Seen In the previous section. A nite lifetim e can be achieved ifone sin ply assumesa nite
broadening of the levels due to an additional interaction H i+, giving a short lifestine 4, for
the levels. The assum ption in plied by the experim ental rea;llté'-l: isthat i+ is tem perature
and eld independent at low elds.

In this case the total lifetim e of the levels consists of two contributions, o, due to spin-—



phonon interaction H o, and i, due to the additional interaction H ¢, therefore

1 11
= T+ 17)

Sm sp int

At high tem peratures the value of the spin-phonon contribution to the lifetine, o, ismuch
shorterthan i+ and the value of T; is dom Inated by soin-phonon induced transitions, whilke
at very low temperatures o, ismuch longer than i, and the value of T; is dom nated
by it. At Intem ediate tam peratures both contriutions to the soin lattice relaxation are
In portant.

In F lgure § we present the experin ental values of 1=T; , m easured by SRE' , as a function
of tem perature at di erent elds, for the molecules @) CxCy, ) CiN i, and () CM ng.
The solid lines are ts to the theoretical values expected assum ing transitions which are
Induced by spin-phonon interaction In addition to H ;,+. The tsgive the param eters’ values
summ arized in Tabl .

Compound|| it hsec]|C [L/sec K3]|A M H z]

CrCug 7:0(8) 0:13(9) 17@1)
CIN jg 11:0(8) 400 (60) 52@2)
CmM ng 91 @®) 0:004 (1) 4:7(2)

TABLE I: The t param eters of the theoretical calculation of the spin lattice relaxation to the

experin ental values from SR m easuram ents

T he param eters quoted In Tablk I were caloulated ushg Eq. 13) with ! = H instead
of ! %, since the experin entalm easurem ents were perform ed at ow  elds. T he quoted values
of it Indicate thatH 4+ isoforderof0:{7 11 K, which is lJarger than the Zeem an solitting
in eldsup to 2 kG, and s=lf consistent w ith theuse of Eq. {I3) with ! = H instead of ! °.

The ts in Figure'6 capture the essence of the tem perature and eld dependence of
1=T;, considering the sin pli cations that we have used, and it gives the correct general
behavior of the experim ental data. However, at very low tem peratures and high elds the
theoretical calculation deviates from the experin entaldata. Sin ilarly at high tem peratures
T J, where 1=T; isvery saun all, the theoretical calculation deviates from the experim ental
data (especially in the case of CIN i) . W e believe that the origins of the deviation at high

tem peratures is that the Ham ittonian ) does not descrbe the system well enough, and
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FIG.6: Thevalue of 1=T; asa function of T at di erent elds,measured using SR In @) CxCu g,

) CNig and () CmM ng. The solid lines are ts to the calculated value (see text).

that the value of 1=T; is very an all and is harder to estim ate experim entally. T his can also
be seen In Figure 3, where at high tem peratures the calculated value of T deviates from

the experin ental values.
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V. CONCLUSION

The calculated spin lattice relaxation rate of a local probe, w ith gyrom agnetic ratio
in the isotropic HSM ©llows Eq. {13). This result rem ains valid assum ing an isotropic
Interaction between the probe’s spin and the m olecular soin, and assum Ing a nie lifetin e

sm forthe spin state $;m > at all tem peratures and elds. Eq. {13) indicates that the
Foin lattice relaxation rate in these m olecules is ndependent of the probe’s gyrom agnetic
ratio at high m agnetic elds, and therefore the m easured values of spin lattice relaxation
by SR and proton-NM R scale at the sam e external eld (@t high elds), and not at equal
Lamm or frequencies.

T he calculated lifetin e of the levels 4+ is found to vary between 7 11 nsec, which can
be transhted to a broadening of3 5 mK . Therefore we expect that the interaction which
Introduces the soin dynam ics in these m olecules produces kevelbroadening ofthe sam e order
ofm agniude.

T he tam perature and eld independent levels broadening 1= ;,+ calculated above can be
attributed to an interaction that doesnot comm ute w ith S, and induces transitions between
the di erentm states. This interaction can be dipolar between neighboring m olecules, hy—
per nebetween m olecular and nuckar soins, crystal eld higher order tem s, etc. H owever,
the striking fact is that the lifetin e is sim ilar In all three m olecules, indicating that it does
not depend strongly on the spin of the m olecule or the coupling J between ions inside the
m olecule, which varies greatly between the three m olecules.

T his indicates that the weak dependence of the broadening on the soin value cannot be
explained by interactions which are quadratic In S or have higher S dependence. This rules
out dijpolar interactions between neighboring m olcules since In the three com pounds the
nearest neighbor distance is  15A . Sim ilarly, crystal eld tem s which are allowed by the
octahedral symm etry (S2 or hjgher_éz:) are unlikely.

Theonly m echanian suggested to date for levelbroadening ofH SM , w hich dependsweakly
on S isthe hyper ne interaction between nuclear and electronic soins. Thism echanisn can
acocount for the nie soin lattice relaxation rate at very low tsnpera‘wreéé. H owever,
the values of broadening calculated above m ight be mnaccurate due to the sinpli cations
m ade In the caloulations, but give the right order of m agniude expected from hyper ne

interaction?.
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Hyper ne interactions in anisotropic high soin m olecules were studied reoen‘d;ia-’;-zg’, and
theire ecton QTM isbecom ing c]eareéééi . W e believe that this interaction also govems
the soin dynam ics of the isotropic m olecules at very low tem peratures (T < 3 K), whik at
high temperature (T > 10 K) the m olcular soin dynam ics are govemed by spin-phonon

interactions.
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