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The nuclear spin-m ediated quantum relaxation of ensem bles of tunneling m agnetic m olecules

causesa ’hole’to appearin the distribution ofinternal�eldsin the system .The form ofthishole,

and itstim e evolution,are studied using M onte Carlo sim ulations. Itisshown thatthe line-shape

ofthetunneling holein a weakly polarised sam plem usthavea Lorentzian lineshape-theshort-tim e

half-width �o in allexperim ents done so far should be � E 0,the half-width ofthe nuclear spin

m ultiplet. Aftera tim e �o,the single m olecule tunneling relaxation tim e,the hole width beginsto

increase rapidly. In initially polarised sam ples the disintegration ofresonant tunneling surfaces is

found to be very fast.

PACS num bers:

In the last few years m any experim ents have been

done on the tunneling relaxation ofm agnetic m olecules

[1,2,3,4,5,6]. These couple to each other,via dipole

and weak exchange interactions,and also to phonon [7]

and nuclear[8]environm ents.Them ostcom pleteresults

haveappeared on theF e-8 system ,wherem easurem ents

ofthe relaxation [1,3,9,10,11]were interpreted using

a theory in which thetunneling dynam icswascontrolled

by dynam ichyper�neand dipolar�elds[12].A key con-

nection between theory and experim entisthe existence

of’hole-digging’in the distribution M (�;t) ofm agneti-

sation M over longitudinalbias energy � in the low T

regim e where the m olecules behave as 2-levelsystem s

and phonons are unim portant [3,10,12,13]. The hole

appears because a m olecule can then only tunnelwhen

in resonance. W ithoutnuclearspinsresonance only oc-

cursifthe localenergy biasj�j<� � o. Howeverthe nu-

clearspinsm ediateinelastictunneling overam uch larger

range j�j< �o;in F e-8 atlow �elds,�o=� o � 105. The-

ory thuspredicted an initialholewidth �o,provided �o �

the range ofenergy biascaused by the dipolar�eld dis-

tribution.Theexperim entalhalf-width wo oftheholeat

short tim es,in initially strongly annealed sam ples,was

interpreted [3,10]to be the totalhalf-width E o ofthe

m ultipletofnuclearspin statescoupled to the m olecule-

thislattercan becalculated ifthehyper�necouplingsare

known [8].Supportforthisinterpretationcam ewhen iso-

topeswerevaried [11];wo agreed both with approxim ate

calculationsofE o,for di�erentsets ofnuclearisotopes,

and with values of�o extracted from independent m ea-

surem entsofthe sam ple relaxation rate�
� 1
Q
.

It is im portant to understand this hole-digging,not

only to evaluate the claim thatitdem onstratesthe role

ofnuclear spins in controlling the m olecular dynam ics

(and the use ofthe holes as diagnostic tools),but also

becausethephysicsoftheholeform ation turnsoutto be

ratherinteresting. There are 4 obviousquestionswhich

onem ay ask:

(i) W hy is �o = E o = wo in the F e-8 experim ents,

when M (0)issm all?

(ii) The experim entalhole width w(t) varies in tim e

(with w(t)! wo atshorttim es)-how and why?

(iii)w(t)also dependsvery strongly on the initialpo-

larisation M (t= 0)in the system (M (t)=
R
d�M (�;t)),

but wo is apparently independent of M (0) for sm all

M (0)=M s;isthisexpected theoretically?

(iv)W hy isthe experim entallineshape Lorentzian?

In factm ostpublished experim entsareon partiallyan-

nealed sam ples,where M (0)=M s < 1 (M s being the sat-

urated m agnetisation ofa fully polarised sam ple-hence-

forth we m easure M (t) in units ofM s). In the theory

[8,12,13]the quantity �o wasnotnecessarily the sam e

as E o; and neither the hole lineshape, nor the depen-

dence ofw(t) on M (0) or t,were given. M oreover the

theory only dealswith weakly orstrongly polarised sam -

ples,whereasalm ostallexperim entsareon partially an-

nealed sam ples,with interm ediatepolarisation-theseare

beyond the reach ofanalyticwork.

Toaddressthese4questions,wepresentherenum erical

resultsforthe holelineshape,and the holewidth w(t)as

a function oft and initialannealing. W e also calculate

resultsfortheF e-8 system ,to providepredictionswhich

can be com pared with experim ent.

1. Short-tim e hole width: The experim entalinterpre-

tation,thatatshorttim eswo = E o,appearsto bebased

on the assum ption (m ade explicitly in ref. [14]) that

thenuclearbiaspotentialbehavesasa noise,uctuating
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rapidly overthewhole nuclearm ultiplet(halfwidth E o).

Actually this assum ption is unnecessary-in m any cases

[15]theholewidth dependson theenergy exchanged be-

tween nuclear spins and the m olecules during inelastic

tunneling [13]. If the strength of the hyper�ne inter-

actions between the m olecular spin S and the k-th nu-

clear spin Ik is !
k

k
, then E 2

o =
P

k
(!

k

k
)2(Ik + 1)Ik=3.

However energy is exchanged over a range �o � �!o,

where !o = N � 1
P

k
!
jj

k
is the m ean hyper�ne coupling

to the N nuclear spins in the m olecule. In low �elds

2�=
P
(!?

k
=!

k

k
)2,where !?

k
= gN

k
�N H o isthe Zeem an

coupling to a �eld H o.In experim entswith zero applied

�eld, H o is just the strength ofthe localdipolar �eld

from theotherm olecules-itsrootm ean squarein nearly

annealed F e-8 m oleculesis� 0:05 T. If�>�

p
N ,then

[13]�o ! E o.
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FIG .1: The variation of �(H
?

o ) with transverse �eld H
?

o ,

calculated fora single F e-8 m oleculeatlow �elds,forvarious

isotopic m ixtures. The hyper�ne interactions were assum ed

to be dipolar, except for the core polarisation coupling to
57
F e,which wastaken from experim ent.

Evaluation of� at low �elds is sim ple for F e-8 ifwe

assum e that allhyper�ne couplings are dipolar except

those to 57F e nuclei[11],since allnuclearpositionsand

m om entsareknown [17].Thecouplingsf!
k

k
g,f!?

k
g can

then be com puted [18]. Fig. 1 shows the results, for

di�erentisotopic concentrationsin F e-8. W e see thatif

itwerenotforthestronginterm oleculardipolar�elds,�o

would bem uch lessthan E o;however,in �elds� 0:05 T,

they willbe very closeto each other.

2. Tim e dependence of holewidth: To �nd the tim e

dependenceofw(t)weperform M onteCarlo sim ulations

for the tim e evolution ofM (�;t) on a sim ple cubic lat-

tice,averaging overseveralhundred random initialspin

con�gurationsconsistent with the initialM (t= 0) (for

previous M C sim ulations see refs. [12, 21] (polarised

system s) and [14] (strongly annealed system s)). Indi-

vidualspins, m odelled as point dipoles oriented along

� ẑ,relax incoherently in a localbias �eld � at a rate

�
� 1
N
(�)= �

� 1
0
e� j�j=�0,where�� 1o / � 2

o=�N ,with � o the

tunneling m atrix elem ent and �N a nuclear spin di�u-

sion rate [12].The dipolar�eldsateach site,calculated

num erically,are updated attim e intervals�t� �o (typ-

ically �t=�o � 10� 3 at the beginning ofthe decay) by

ipping individualspinswith probability 1� e� �t=�N (�).

W e de�ne in the usualway the m agnetisation distribu-

tion M (�;t)=
R
d3r[P"(�;r;t)� P#(�;r;t)]forthe sam -

ple,where P�(�;r;t) is the probability that a m olecule

atposition rwith spin orientation �= ";# willbein bias

�eld � attim e t.A typicalresultisshown in Fig.2.
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FIG .2: The tunneling hole dynam ics, obtained by M onte

Carlo sim ulations,perform ed on a m odelcubic lattice of403

point dipoles (E D is the strength of the nearest neighbour

dipolarinteraction,and E D =�o here).Them ain graph shows

the tim e evolution ofM (�;t),de�ned in the text,fora sam -

ple in external�eld Hz = 30�o at M (0) = 0:25 (for which

M (�;0) is nearly G aussian,with a halfwidth W D � 4:4E D

for this cubic lattice). The two upper insets are (i) at left,

them agnetization curveM (t)vsthe
p

tand (ii)atright,the

tunneling hole half-width w(t)asa function oftim e.The in-

set at the bottom right enlarges the region around � = 0 to

show the hole dynam ics. Note thattim e tis shown in units

of�o and bias� in unitsof�o.

A num berofim portantgeneralfeaturesoftheseresults

areasfollows.Ifand only iftheG aussian halfwidth W D

ofM (�;t= 0)satis�esW D � �o,we�nd:

(i)fort< �0 the hole halfwidth w(t)! wo,and wo =

�o identically.G iven theresultabove,that�o � Eo,this

m eansthe short-tim e holewidth wo isindeed m easuring

E o,aspreviously assum ed [10,11,20].

(ii)W hen t>� �0 theholerapidly broadens.Thesharp

risein w(t)when t� �o appearsnotto be an artifactof

the sim ulation. W e have notyet been able to establish

the asym ptotic form ofw(t) for �=�o � 1,but for 1 <

t=�o < 5,w(t)growsslowerthan t0:4.

(iii) Fort> �o a square rootrelaxation (ie.,jM (t)�

M (0)j/ (t=�Q )
1=2)isalwaysfound,forany M (0).This
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isobeyed untilthefractionalchangein jM (t)� M (0)j�

0:1� 0:15.

3. Hole lineshape: W hen M (0) < 0:5, we �nd the

hole lineshape is Lorentzian. IfM (0)> 0:5,deviations

begin to appear; when M (0) � 1 the lineshape is not

Lorentzian atall.

It is im portant to understand the origin of this

Lorentzian lineshape.In a strongly annealed sam plethe

dipolar�eld uctuatesvery rapidly from onem oleculeto

another,buton a coarse-grained scalethesam pleshould

look hom ogeneous. W e can therefore de�ne the average

tim e �de(�)fora m olecule with initialbias� to com e to

resonance.The totalm agnetization isthen given by the

hom ogeneousensem bleaverage:

M (t)= M eq + (M (0)� M eq)

Z

d�N (�)e
� t=�de(�); (1)

where M eq = M (t! 1 )and N (�)=
R
d3r[P"(�;r;0)+

P#(�;r;0)] is the total dipolar �eld distribution. The

Lorentzian hole lineshape results directly from a

Lorentzian form for�
� 1

de
(�).W edem onstratethisby cal-

culating �de(�)using the M onte Carlo procedure.
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FIG .3: The average decay rate �
� 1

de
(�)obtained by the M C

sim ulations in a cubic sam ple of403 m olecules (diam onds).

By solid lineweplotthe�ttingLorentzian curvewith thehalf

width �0. Three insets are: (i) the m agnetization relaxation

curve M (t) vs the
p

t;(ii) the average decay tim e �de(�) vs

the �
2
(diam onds);and (iii)the setofpointsin space,where

forM (0)= 0:15 att= 0 m oleculesare in resonance.

At t = 0 allm olecules were split into di�erent bias

groupsofwidth �0=2. W hen som e m olecule ipped,the

num ber ofm olecules in its group was reduced by one.

Thetim etaken foreach biasgroup to decreaseitsinitial

num berofm oleculesby a factore isassum ed to be the

decay tim e �de for this group. Fig.3 shows the results

for M (0) = 0:15;one has a Lorentzian line-shape with

half-width �0.

Noteonesim pleim plication ofthisresult:when t=�0 >

1,the dom inant contribution to the integral(1) com es

from �> �0 where�de(�)� �2;by m aking theintegralin

(1)dim ensionless,we see the m agnetisation m ustdecay

likejM (t)� M (0)j�
p
t.ThustheLorentzian lineshape

ofthe hole in M (�),in strongly annealed sam ples,isdi-

rectly connected to the square root relaxation,arising

from thedipolarform oftheinterm olecularinteractions.

Notice, incidentally, that the distribution of m olecules

in the sam ple found to be in resonance forthese strong

annealings is indeed alm ost hom ogeneous (Fig.3, inset

bottom left).

4.Application toF e-8system :Instead ofpointdipoles

we now have 8 spin-5=2 F e+ 3 ions correctly positioned

and oriented inside each m olecularunitcell,arranged in

a tricliniclatticearray.Thelatticeparam eters,easy and

hard axisorientations,weretaken from standard sources

[16,17].Asanexam pleweshow in Fig.4resultsforM (t)

and �
� 1

de
(�),foran initialm agnetisation M (0)= 0:2.
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FIG . 4: Plot of �
� 1

de
, as in Fig. 3, but now for a crystal

of F e-8 m olecules (with 40
3
m olecules arranged in a tri-

clinic lattice). The inset above shows the decay of M (t)

with
p

tfor a partially annealed sam ple (initialpolarisation

M (0) = 0:2). The lattice param eters for the F e-8 triclinic

lattice (a= 10.522(7)�A,b= 14.05(1)�A,c= 15.(1)�A,with angles

� = 89:90(6);� = 109:65(5); = 109:27(6),in degrees),and

the positions of the 8 spin-5=2 ions in each unit cell, were

taken from ref.[17].Thebiasenergy � isnow given in K elvin

units,and thevalue�o = 6 m K isthatappropriateto natural

isotopic concentration [11].

O ur basic conclusion here is that none ofthe results

found forsim plecubiclatticeswith pointdipolesisessen-

tiallyalteredbygoingtoam agnetisationdistributed over

the 8 F e ions,orby the change oflattice structure-one

stillhasa Lorentzian lineshape for�
� 1
de
,and the

p
t=�Q

relaxation form forM (t),forM (0)<� 0:5,forthe sim u-

lationswehavedone [22].

5. Nearly polarised sam ples: Finally we exam ine the

oppositelim itofstronginitialpolarisation,which hasal-

ready been discussed both analytically and num erically

[12,21].In a sam pleofgenericshape,them oleculesthat
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can tunnelinelastically (ie., those satisfying the ’reso-

nance’condition j�j< �o) form well-de�ned ’resonance

surfaces’in space ifthe sam ple is nearly polarised,and

�o � E D [21,23].Thisisbecausenow thedipolar�eld is

dom inated notby short-rangeuctuationsin space,but

by the sm oothly varying dem agnetisation �eld. These

resonance surfaces can be visualised by plotting those

m olecules satisfying the resonance condition at tim e t,

during a M onte Carlo sim ulation. The spatialvariation

ofthe longitudinalcom ponent ofthe dipolar �eld can

then be described by a slowly-varying dem agnetisation

�eld E (r;t),plus a sm aller rapidly varying uctuation

��(r;t),having Lorentzian distribution [12,25]overval-

uesof��,and h��(r;t)i= 0.
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FIG .5:The m ain �gure showsthe tim e evolution ofthe dis-

tribution M (�;t)ofm agnetisation caused by dipolar�elds,in

an initially polarized sam ple (M (t= 0)= 1);the sam e cubic

sam ple ofFig. 2 was used. The 3 insets show: (i) the reso-

nance surface at t= 0,showing allm olecules in the sam ple

satisfying the resonance condition in the text;(ii) the sam e

resultat t= 4�o,where we see thatthe m olecules satisfying

theresonancecondition havenow spread in space(iii)there-

laxation ofthe norm alized m agnetization M (t)vs
p

tforthe

sam esam ple(with thesquarerootform shown asa thin line).

Itthen becom esinteresting to ask how these surfaces

evolvein tim e.Again wem ustresorttoM onteCarlosim -

ulations. Fig. 5 showsa typicalexam ple-forallsam ple

geom etrieswehavestudied thesurfacesbreak up rapidly

once the fraction (1� M (t))� 0:07� 0:11,correspond-

ing closely with the onsetofdeviationsfrom the square

rootscaling. This is intriguing because it indicates the

deviationsm ay becaused notonly by highercorrelations

between the m olecules,as previously assum ed [12];this

result needs further investigation. Notice that the hole

lineshape is now irrelevant to the square root form of

the relaxation dynam ics,which com es instead from the

Lorentzian distribution of��(r;t)[12,25].Theholeline-

shapeisnow controlled by thesam ple shape.

O uressentialconclusion in thispaperisthatone can

use M onte Carlo m ethods to investigate the relaxation

characteristicsin regim esinaccessibleto analytictheory.

Thisallowsone to understand the lineshape,width and

tim e evolution ofthe holethatappearsin M (�;t).
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