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The m agnetic energy-leveldiagram s for m odels of the M n12 and V 15 m olecule are calculated

using theLanczosm ethod with fullorthogonalization and a Chebyshev-polynom ial-based projector

m ethod. The e�ect of the D zyaloshinskii-M oriya interaction on the appearance of energy-level

repulsions and its relevance to the observation ofsteps in the tim e-dependentm agnetization data

isstudied.W eassesstheusefulnessofsim pli�ed m odelsforthedescription ofthezero-tem perature

m agnetization dynam ics.

PACS num bers:75.10Jm ,75.50.X x;75.45.+ j;75.50.Ee

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M agneticm oleculessuch asM n12 orV 15 haveattracted a lotofinterestrecently becausethesenanom agnetscan be

used to study e.g. quantum (de)coherence,relaxation and tunneling ofthe m agnetization on a nanoscale [1,2,3,4,

5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22].Asa resultofthevery weak intram olecularinteractions

between these m olecules,experim ents directly probe the m agnetization dynam ics ofthe individualm olecules. In

particular the adiabatic change ofthe m agnetization at low-tem perature is governed by the discrete energy-level

structure[23,24,25,26].

The m agnetic propertiesofm oleculessuch asM n12 orV 15 are often studied by considering a sim pli�ed m odelfor

them agneticenergy levelsfora speci�cspin m ultiplet,e.g.S= 10 forM n12 orS= 3/2 forV 15.Howeverfortheseand

other,sim ilar,m agneticm oleculesthatconsistofseveralm agneticm om ents(12 in thecaseofM n12,15 in thecaseof

V 15),thereduction ofthem any-body Ham iltonian to an e�ectiveHam iltonian fora speci�cspin m ultipletis,except

forthe diagonalterm s,non-trivial.

M agneticanisotropy,aresultofthegeom etricalarrangem entofthem agneticionswithin am oleculeoflow sym m etry,

m ixesstates ofdi�erenttotalspin and enforcesa treatm entofthe fullHilbertspace ofthe system . The dom inant

contribution tothem agneticanisotropyduetospin-orbitinteractionsisgiven bytheDzyaloshinskii-M oriyainteraction

(DM I) [27,28,29,30,31,32,33]. In principle this interaction can change energy-levelcrossings into energy-level

repulsions.Thepresenceofthelatterisessentialtoexplain theadiabaticchangesofthem agnetization attheresonant

�elds in term s ofthe Landau-Zener-St�uckelberg (LZS) transition [23,24,25,26]. Thus a m inim alm agnetic m odel

Ham iltonian should contain (strong)Heisenberg interactions,anisotropic interactionsand a coupling to the applied

m agnetic�eld [10,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42].

In this paper we calculate the m agnetic energy-leveldiagram s for m odels ofthe M n12 and V 15 m olecule using

exactdiagonalization techniques. W e study the e�ectofthe DM Ion the appearance ofenergy-levelrepulsionsthat

determ inetheadiabaticchangesofthem agnetization observed experim entally.In contrasttoearlierwork[37,41],the

approach adopted in the presentpaperdoesnotrely on perturbation theory.Instead weperform an exactnum erical

diagonalization ofthe fullHam iltonian.

Asthequantum spin dynam icsofthesem agneticm oleculesisdeterm ined by the(tiny)levelrepulsions,a detailed

knowledgeofthe low-lying energy levelsschem eisnecessary.In orderto bridgetheenergy scalesinvolved (e.g.from

500K ,a typicalenergy scalefortheinteraction between individualm agneticions,to � 10�2 � 10�9 K ,a typicalenergy

scale for energy-levelsplittings),a calculation ofthe energy levels ofthese m any-spin Ham iltonians has to be very

accurate.W e have tested m any di�erentstandard algorithm sto com pute the low-lying states.Forsystem sthatare
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FIG .1:Schem atic diagram ofthe dom inantm agnetic (Heisenberg)interactionsofthe M n12 m olecule.

FIG .2:Schem atic diagram ofthe m agnetic interactionsofthe sim pli�ed m odel(1)ofthe M n12 m olecule.

too largeto besolved by fullexactdiagonalization,we�nd thattheLanczosm ethod with fullorthogonalization and

a Chebyshev-polynom ial-based projectorm ethod can solve these ratherlarge and di�culteigenvalue problem swith

su�cientaccuracy.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIweintroducethem odelHam iltoniansfortheM n12 and V 15 m olecules.

In Sec.IIIwe brie
y discussthe num ericalalgorithm sthatwe use to com pute the energy levels.O urresultsforthe

energy levelschem esforM n12 and V 15 arepresented in Sec.IV.In Sec.V weanalyzea reduced,3-spin m odelforV 15

and determ inetheconditionson theDM Ienergy-levelunderwhich repulsionsappear.Num ericalcalculationsforthe

fullV 15 m odelcon�rm thatthese conditionsare also relevantforthe presence ofenergy-levelrepulsionsin the V 15

m odel.
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II. M O D ELS

A . M anganese com plex: M n12

In Fig.1 we reproduce the schem atic diagram ofthe dom inant m agnetic (Heisenberg) interactions ofthe M n12
m olecule (M n12(CH 3CO O )16(H 2O )4O 12� 2CH3CO O H� 4H2O ).The four inner M n+ 4 ions have a spin S = 3=2,the

othereightM n+ 3 ionshave spin S = 2. The num berofdi�erentspin statesofthissystem is44 � 58 = 108. Ifthe

totalm agnetization isa conserved quantity,itcan be used to block-diagonalizethe Ham iltonian,allowing the study

ofm odels ofthis size [39,43]. However,to study the adiabatic change ofm agnetization,we have to treat allthe

states,and the dim ension ofthe m atrix becom e prohibitively large.Thuswe need to sim plify the m odelin orderto

reducethe dim ension.A drasticreduction ofthe num berofspin statescan be achieved by assum ing thatthe strong

antiferrom agneticHeisenberg interaction (J1)between an innerion and itsouterneighborallowsthe replacem entof

the m agnetic m om entofan innerion by an e�ective S= 1/2 m om ent.The schem atic diagram ofthissim pli�ed (but

stillcom plicated)m odelisshown in Fig.2.Thenum berofdi�erentspin statesofthism odelis24 � 54 = 104.In this

paperwestudy the latterm odel.

The Ham iltonian forthe m agneticinteractionsofthe sim pli�ed M n12 m odelcan be written as[34]

H = � J

� 4X

i= 1

S2i�1

�2

� J
0
X

hi;ji

S2i�1 � S2j � Kz

4X

i= 1

(Sz2i)
2
+
X

hi;ji

D
i;j � [S2i�1 � S2j]�

8X

i= 1

h � Si; (1)

where even (odd) num bered Si are the spin operatorsfor the outer (inner) S = 2 (S = 1=2) spins. The �rst two

term sdescribetheisotropicHeisenberg exchangebetween thespins.Thethird term describesthesingle-ion easy-axis

anisotropy ofS = 2 spins. In this paper we do not consider higher-ordercorrection term s that restore the SU(2)

sym m etry [29,30,31,44].The fourth term representsthe antisym m etricDM Iin M n12.The vectorD
i;j determ ines

the DM Ibetween thei-th S = 1=2 spin and the j-th S = 2 spin.The lastterm describesthe interaction ofthespins

with the external�eld h.Notethatthe factorg�B isabsorbed in ourde�nition ofh.

The �rst three term s in Ham iltonian (1) conserve the z-com ponent ofthe totalspin M z =
P 8

i= 1
Szi. The DM I

on the other hand m ixes states with di�erenttotalspin and also states with the sam e totalspin. Hence,the DM I

can change levelcrossingsinto levelrepulsions. Therefore,the presence ofthe DM Im ay be su�cientto explain the

experim entally observed adiabaticchangesofthe m agnetization.

The four-fold rotational-re
ection sym m etry (S4)ofthe M n12 m olecule im posessom e relationsbetween the DM -

vectors.Itfollowsthatthere areonly threeindependentDM -param eters:D x � D1;8x ,D y � D1;8y ,and D z � D1;8z ,as

indicated in Fig.2. The above m odelsatisfactorily describesa ratherwide range ofexperim entaldata,such asthe

splitting oftheneutron scattering peaks,resultsofEPR m easurem entsand thetem peraturedependenceofm agnetic

susceptibility [34]. The param eters ofthis m odelhave been estim ated by com paring experim entaland theoretical

data.In thispaperwewillusetheparam etersetB from Ref.[34,40]:J = 23:8K ,J0= 79:2K ,K z = 5:72K ,D x = 22K ,

D y = 0,and D z = 10K .

Although the am ountofavailable data isnotsu�cientto �x allthese param etersaccurately,we expectthatthe

generaltrendsin the energy-leveldiagram willnotchangedrastically ifthese param eterschangerelatively little.

B . V anadium com plex: V 15

In Fig.3 we show the schem atic diagram ofthe dom inantm agnetic (Heisenberg)interactionsofthe V 15 m olecule

(K 6[V
IV
15 As6O 42(H 2O )]� 8H2O ).Them agneticstructureconsistsoftwohexagonswith sixS= 1/2spinseach,enclosinga

trianglewith threeS= 1/2spins.Alldom inantHeisenberginteractionsareantiferrom agnetic.Thenum berofdi�erent

spin statesofthis m odelis215 = 32768. The m inim alHam iltonian forthe m agnetic interactionsthatincorporates

the e�ectson m agneticanisotropy can be written as[22,37,38,41]

H = �
X

hi;ji

Ji;jSk � Sl+
X

hi;ji

D
i;j � [Si� Sj]�

X

i

h � S
z
i: (2)

The variousHeisenberg interactionsJi;j are shown in Fig.3. For sim plicity,we assum e that D i;j = 0 for sites i

and j exceptforbondsforwhich the Heisenberg exchange constantisJ (see Fig.3)[37,41]. Rotationsabout2�=3

and 4�=3 around the axis perpendicular to and passing through the center ofthe hexagonsleave the V15 com plex

invariant. Thisenforcesconstraintson the valuesofD i;j [41,42]. In Sec.IV we presentresultsforseveraldi�erent

setsofestim atesforthe m odelparam etersofthe V 15 m odel[4,18,37,41].
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FIG .3:Schem atic diagram ofthe m agnetic interactionsin m odel(2)ofthe V 15 m olecule.

III. N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D

A theoreticaldescription ofquantum dynam icalphenom ena in the M n12 and V 15 nanom agnetsrequiresdetailed

knowledge oftheir energy-levelschem es. Disregarding the fascinating physics ofthe nanom agnets,the calculation

ofthe eigenvalues oftheir m odelHam iltonians is a challenging problem in its own right. Firstly,the (adiabatic)

quantum dynam ics ofthese system s is m ainly determ ined by the (tiny) levelrepulsions. Therefore the calculation

ofthe energy levels ofthese m any-spin Ham iltonians has to be very accurate in order to bridge the energy scales

involved (e.g. from 500K to � 10�9 K ).Secondly,the levelrepulsionsoriginate from the DM Ithatm ix states with

di�erentm agnetization.In principle,thispreventsthe use ofthe m agnetization asa vehicleto block-diagonalizethe

Ham iltonian and e�ectively reducethe size ofthe m atricesthathaveto be diagonalized.Ifa levelrepulsion involves

statesofsigni�cantly di�erentm agnetization (e.g. M z = � 10 and M z = 10)a perturbative calculation ofthe level

splitting would require going to ratherhigh order(atleast20),a cum bersom e procedure. Therefore itisofinterest

to explorealternativeroutesto directbutaccurate,brute-forcediagonalization ofthe fullm odelHam iltonian.

As a non-trivialset ofreference data,we used the eigenvalues obtained by fulldiagonalization (using standard

LAPACK algorithm s)ofthe10000� 10000m atrix representing m odel(1)[40].Foronesetofm odelparam eters,such

a calculation takesabout2 hoursofCPU tim e on an Athlon 1.8 G Hz/1.5G b system . Clearly this istoo slow ifwe

wantto com putethe energy-leveldiagram asa function ofthe m agnetic�eld h.In particularifwewantto estim ate

thestructureofthelevelsplittingsattheresonant�eldsweneed theeigenvaluesform any valuesofh.Furtherm ore,



5

in the case ofV 15 thiscalculation would take about30 tim eslongerand require about15 G b ofm em ory which,for

present-day com puters,istoo m uch to be ofpracticaluse.

W ehavetested di�erentstandard algorithm sto com putethelow-lying eigenvaluesoflargem atrices.Thestandard

Lanczos m ethod (including its conjugate gradient version) as wellas the power m ethod [47, 48]either converge

too slowly,lack the accuracy to resolve the (nearly)-degenerate eigenvalues,and som etim es even com pletely failto

correctly reproduce the low-lying partofthe spectrum . Thisisnota surprise:by construction these m ethodswork

wellifthe ground state is not degenerate and there is little guarantuee that they willwork ifthere are (nearly)-

degenerate eigenvalues[47,48]. In particular,the Lanczosprocedure su�ersfrom num ericalinstabilities due to the

lossoforthogonalization oftheLanczosvectors[47,48].Itseem sthatm odelHam iltoniansforthenanoscalem agnets

providea classof(com plex Herm itian)eigenvalueproblem sthatarehard to solve.

Extensivetestslead usto the conclusion thatonly the Lanczosm ethod with fullorthogonalization (LFO )[47,48]

and a Chebyshev-polynom ial-based projectorm ethod (CP)(see Appendix)can solvethese ratherlarge and di�cult

eigenvalue problem swith su�cientaccuracy. The form erissigni�cantly fasterthan the latterbutusing both gives

extra con�dencein the results.

In the Lanczos m ethod with fullorthogonalization,each tim e a new Lanczos vector is generated we explicitly

orthogonalize (to working precision)this vectorto all,notjustto the two previous,Lanczosvectors[47,48]. W ith

som e m inorm odi�cationsto restartthe procedure when the Lanczositeration term inate prem aturely,aftern steps

thisproceduretranform sn� n m atrix H into atri-diagonalm atrix thatiscom parablein accuracy totheoneobtained

through Householder tri-diagonalization but o�ers no advantages[48]. In our case we are only interested in a few

low-lying eigenstates ofH . Thus we can exploit the fact that projection onto the (num erically exact) subspace of

dim ension k (k � n),builtby the Lanczosvectorswillyield increasingly accurateestim atesofthe sm allest(largest)

eigenvaluesand corresponding eigenvectorsask increases.

In practice,to com pute the M lowestenergy levels,the LFO procedureiscarried outasfollows.

� Perform a Lanczosstep according to the standard procedure

� Usethem odi�ed G ram m -Schm idtproceduretoorthogonalizethenew Lanczosvectorwith respecttoallprevious

ones[47,48]

� Com putethe m atrix elem entsofthe tridiagonalm atrix

� At regular intervals, diagonalize the tridiagonal m atrix, com pute the approxim ate eigenvectors ’i, �i =

h’ijH j’ii and � 2
i = h’ij(H � �i)

2j’ii for i = 1;:::;M , and check if all� i are sm aller that a speci�ed

threshold.Ifso,term inatetheprocedure(theexacteigenvalueE i closestto �i satis�es�i� � � Ei � �i+ � i).

Ifnot,continuegenerating new Lanczosvectors,etc.

IV . R ESU LT S

A . M anganese com plex: M n12

In Table Iwe presentthe num ericaldata forh = 0T and h = 5T,also obtained by LFO .The resultsobtained by

fullexactdiagonalization (LAPACK ),LFO and CP are the sam e to working precision (about 13 digits). In Fig.4

we show the resultsforthe lowest21 energy levelsofthe M n12 m odelasa function ofthe applied m agnetic �eld as

obtained by LFO .

Although the totalm agnetization is not a good quantum num ber,we can labelthe various eigenstates by their

(calculated)m agnetization.Forlarge�eldsand/orenergies,eigenstateswith totalspin 8,9 and 10 appear,asshown

in Table I.In Fig.4 eigenstateswith jM zj� 10(9)(within an errorofabout10% )arerepresented by solid (dashed)

lines(eigenstateswith jM zj� 8 appearforh > 4 buthavebeen om itted forclarity).

The standard S = 10 single-spin m odelforM n12

H = � D (Sz)2 � hS
z
; (3)

is often used as a starting point to interpret experim entalresults [6,7,11,12,13,37]. The energy levels ofthis

m odelexhibitcrossingsatthe resonant�eldsh = � D n forn = � 10;:::;10,in agreem entwith ournum ericalresults

for the m ore m icroscopic m odel(1). For the param eter set B,we �nd that D � 0:55K ,in good agreem ent with

experim ents[6,7].

Thesingle-spin m odel(3)com m uteswith them agnetization Sz and thereforeitonly displayslevelcrossings,nolevel

repulsions. Adding an anisotropy term ofthe form S4+ + S4� only leads to levelrepulsionswhen the m agnetization

changes by 4, which does not agree with the observation of adiabatic changes ofthe m agnetization for allh =
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FIG .4:Thelowest21 energy levelsoftheM n12 m odel(1)asa function oftheapplied m agnetic�eld h.Solid lines:eigenstates

with jM
z
j� 10;dashed lines:eigenstateswith jM

z
j� 9.

TABLE I:The 21 lowest eigenvalues E i and totalspin Si ofthe corresponding eigenstates ofthe M n12 m odel(1) for two

values ofthe externalapplied �eld h along the z-axis. The distance between E i and the exact eigenvalue closest to E i is

� i = h’ij(H � E i)
2
j’ii

1=2
< 10

�10
for i= 1;:::;7. These calculations took about 20 m inuteson an Athlon 1.8 G Hz/1.5G b

system ,using 1000 fully orthogonalLanczosvectors.

i E i(h = 0) Si(h = 0) E i(h = 5T) Si(h = 5T)

0 -815.1971469173 9.91 -881.7827744750 9.92

1 -815.1971469173 9.91 -860.4928253394 9.93

2 -800.5810020061 9.91 -840.8569089483 9.92

3 -800.5810020061 9.91 -822.8556918884 9.92

4 -787.6124037484 9.91 -815.4339009404 8.93

5 -787.6124037482 9.91 -811.0766283789 8.93

6 -776.2715579413 9.90 -806.4609011890 9.90

7 -776.2715579281 9.90 -797.9409264313 8.94

8 -766.5314713958 9.90 -794.1268159385 8.93

9 -766.5314702412 9.90 -791.6387794071 9.90

10 -758.3618785887 9.89 -781.8373616760 8.93

11 -758.3618126323 9.89 -778.4824830935 8.96

12 -755.6412882369 8.92 -778.3500886860 9.85

13 -755.6412882368 8.92 -776.4751565103 8.93

14 -751.7362729420 9.88 -767.0677893890 8.93

15 -751.7337526641 9.88 -766.5785427469 9.87

16 -751.2349837637 8.91 -764.0838038821 8.92

17 -751.2349837632 8.91 -761.4314952668 8.76

18 -746.6655233754 9.87 -756.2910279030 9.87

19 -746.6082906321 9.87 -753.5740765004 8.92

20 -744.8208087762 8.92 -752.7461619357 8.08

nD [6,7,11,12].In contrast,fortheDM ItheHam iltonian hasnonzero m atrix elem entsforthepairsofstatesjS;Szi

and jS � 1;Sz � 1i,butzero m atrix elem entsforlevelswith the sam evalue ofthetotalspin.

In Fig.4, for som e values of h, levelrepulsions are present. However,these are due to the �tting procedure

used to plotthe data and the num berofh-valuesused (100)and disappearby using a higherresolution in h-�elds

(results not shown). Thus these splittings have no physicalm eaning. For the M n12 system ,the energy splittings

atlow �eld are extrem ely sm all. Theircalculation requiresextended-precision (128-bit)arithm etic [40]. Therefore,

to study the structure ofthe energy-leveldiagram in m ore detailwe concentrate on the transitions at h � 3:4T
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FIG .5:Left:The lowest8 energy levelsofV 15 m odel(2)with m odelparam eterstaken from Ref.[37](V setA )asa function

ofthe applied m agnetic �eld h parallelto the z-axis.Right:D etailed view ofthe fourlowestenergy levelsath � 0.

TABLE II:TheeightlowesteigenvaluesE i and totalspin Si ofthecorresponding eigenstatesoftheV 15 m odel(2)with m odel

param eterstaken from Ref.[37](V setA )fortwo valuesoftheexternalapplied �eld h parallelthez-axis.Thedistancebetween

E i and the exacteigenvalue closest to E i is� i = h’ij(H � E i)
2
j’ii

1=2
< � 10

�9
fori= 1;:::;7. These calculations took less

than 20 m inuteson a Cray SV1 com puter,using 521 fully orthogonalLanczosvectors.

i E i(h = 0) Si(h = 0) E i(h = 4T) Si(h = 4T)

0 -3679.53623744 0.51 -3683.51181131 1.50

1 -3679.53623744 0.51 -3682.21997451 0.51

2 -3679.52777009 0.51 -3682.18488706 0.53

3 -3679.52777009 0.51 -3678.11784886 1.50

4 -3675.42943612 1.50 -3676.84225573 0.52

5 -3675.42943612 1.50 -3676.83951808 0.51

6 -3675.42325141 1.50 -3672.74011178 1.50

7 -3675.42325141 1.50 -3667.37940477 1.50

(M z � � 10 ! Mz � 4)and h � 3:9T (Mz � � 10 ! Mz � 3)forwhich adiabatic changesofthe m agnetization have

been observed in experim ents[6,7,11,12]. From experim entsone �ndsthatthe m agnitude ofthese splittingsisof

the orderof10 nK [45]. Extensive calculationslead usto the conclusion thatthe energy splitting atthese resonant

�elds is sm aller than 10�6 K .Adding an extra transverse �eld by tilting the h-�eld by 5 degrees does not change

this conclusion. Thus,it is clear that within the (very high) resolution in the h-�eld and 13-digitprecision ofthe

calculation,thereisno com pelling evidencethattheDM Igivesriseto a levelrepulsion,atleastnotforthechoiceof

m odelparam eters(setB,seeabove)considered here.Thealgorithm sdeveloped forthework presented in thispaper

can be used for 33-digit calculations without m odi�cation and we leave the calculation ofthe splittings for future

work.

B . V anadium com plex: V 15

For the m odelparam eters given in Ref.[37], J = � 800,J1 = J0 = � 54:4K ,and J2 = J00 = � 160K ,J3 =

J4 = J5 = J6 = 0 and in the absence of the DM I,we �nd for the energy gap between the ground state and

the �rst excited state at h = 0 a value of4.12478K ,in perfect agreem ent with Ref.[37]. Following Ref.[42]we

take for the DM I param eters D 1;2
x = D 1;2

y = D 1;2
z = 40K ,which is approxim ately 5% ofthe largest Heisenberg

coupling.Using therotationalsym m etry ofthehexagon wehaveD 3;4
x = 14:641K ,D 3;4

y = � 54:641K ,D3;4z = 40K and

D 5;6
x = � 54:641K ,D5;6y = 14:641K ,D 5;6

z = 40K .As the two hexagonsare notequivalentwe cannotuse sym m etry

to reduce the num ber offree param eters. For sim plicity,we assum e that the (x;y) positions ofthe spins on the
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FIG .6:Left:The lowest8 energy levelsofV 15 m odel(2)with m odelparam eterstaken from Ref.[41](V setB )asa function

ofthe applied m agnetic �eld h parallelto the z-axis.Right:D etailed view ofthe fourlowestenergy levelsath � 0.

lowerhexagonsdi�erfrom thoseon theupperhexagon by a rotation about�=3.Thisyieldsfortherem aining m odel

param etersD 10;11
x = � 14:641K ,D10;11y = 54:641K ,D 10;11

z = 40K ,D 12;13
x = � 40K ,D12;13y = � 40K ,D12;13z = 40K ,

and D 14;15
x = 54:641K ,D 14;15

y = � 14:641K ,D14;15z = 40K .W e willreferto thischoice asV setA .In Fig.5 we show

the resultsforthe eightlowestenergy levelsofV 15 m odel(2)asa function ofthe applied m agnetic �eld along the

z-axis,using the param etersV setA .

From Table II we see that for zero �eld,the DM I splits the doubly-degenerate doublet ofS = 1=2 states into

two doublets ofS = 1=2 states. The di�erence in energy between the doubly-degenerate,�rst excited states and

the two-fold degenerate ground statesisdue to the DM Iand,forthe param etersV setA ,hasa value of� 0:0085K ,

m uch sm allerthan theexperim entalestim ate� 0:05K [22],butofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasthevaluescited in

Ref.[41].ThenextfourhigherlevelsareS = 3=2 states.Theenergy-levelsplitting between theS = 3=2 and S = 1=2

statesis� 4:1K ,in reasonableagreem entwith the experim entalvalue � 3:7K [45].

Following Ref.[41],we take J = � 800,J1 = J0= � 225K ,J2 = J00= � 350K ,and J3 = J4 = J5 = J6 = 0.In the

absenceofaDM I,we�nd thattheenergy gap between thefour-fold degenerateground stateand the�rstexcited state

is3.61K ,in fullagreem entwith theresultofRef.[41].Notethatthisvalueofthegap isfairly closetotheexperim ental

value of3.7K [45]. Taking forthe non-zero DM IsD 1;2
x = D 14;15

x = 25K ,D 3;4
x = D 5;6

x = D 10;11
x = D 12;13

x = � 12:5K ,

D 3;4
y = � D5;6y = � D10;11y = D 12;13

y = � 21:5K ,ourcalculation for the splitting between the two doubly-degenerate

S= 1/2 levelsyields0:0037K ,abouta factoroftwo largerthan the value cited in Ref.[41]. Forthe energy splitting

between the S = 1=2 and S = 3=2 levels we obtain 3:616K instead ofthe value 3:618K given in Ref.[41]. These

di�erencesseem to suggestthata perturbation approach fortheDM Ihasto beapplied with greatcare[46].In Fig.6

we show the resultsforJ = � 800,J1 = J0= � 225K ,and J2 = J00 = � 350K [41]and the sam e DM Iparam etersas

in V setA (which wewillreferto asV setB ).

Forthe energy gap atzero �eld,we �nd 4.1K and 3.61K forV setA and V setB respectively whereasthe experi-

m entalestim ateis3.7K [45].Thetransition between the statesj1=2;1=2iand j3=2;3=2itakesplaceath � 2:8T and

h � 3:0T respectively,also in good agreem entwith the experim entalvalue2:8T.

Them ostadvanced estim ation ofthem odelparam etersV setC isgiven in Ref.[18].TakingJ = � 809,J0= � 120K ,

J00= 120K ,J1 = � 30K ,J2 = � 122K ,J3 = � 3K ,J4 = � 11K ,J5 = � 3K ,J6 = � 2K (see Table Iin Ref.[18])yields

an energy gap of4.915K ,in agreem entwith Ref.[18]. At h � 3:6T,the S = 1=2 and S = 3=2 states m ix,a level

repulsion appearsand the adiabatic change ofthe m agnetization from M � 1=2 to M � 3=2 givesrise to a step in

the m agnetization versus(tim e-dependent)h-�eld.Although the qualitativefeaturesofthe energy-leveldiagram for

V setC also agree with whatone would expecton the basisofexperim ents,the �eld atwhich the states j1=2;1=2i

and j3=2;3=2icross,h � 3:6T,doesnotcom parewellto the experim entalestim ateh � 2:8T.

O n a coarse scale,the leveldiagram s for V setA ,V setB and V setC are allsim ilar and also resem ble those of

Ref.[41].However,on a �nerh-scale a new feature appears(see rightpanelofFigs.5,6,and 7):the �eld atwhich

the energy di�erence between the second and third levelreachesa m inim um isno longerath = 0. In otherwords,

in thepresenceoftheDM I,theadiabatictransition between thestatesj1=2;� 1=2iand j1=2;1=2idoesnotoccur.As

weshow in the nextsection,thisseem sto be a genericfeatureofthe DM Iin m odelsofV 15.
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FIG .7:Left:The lowest8 energy levelsofV 15 m odel(2)with m odelparam eterstaken from Ref.[18](V setC )asa function

ofthe applied m agnetic �eld h parallelthe z-axis.Right:D etailed view ofthe fourlowestenergy levelsath � 0.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

As shown above,the e�ect ofthe DM Ion the energy-leveldiagram is m uch larger for the V 15 m odelthan it is

forthe M n12 m odel. Therefore,to study the possibility ofusing sim pli�ed m odelsforcapturing the essentialtim e-

dependentm agnetization dynam ics,we willfocuson m odelsforthe V 15 m olecule which issom ewhateasierto treat

num erically.Q ualitatively the energy-levelschem eforthe eightlowestenergy levelsofthe V 15 m odelsconsidered in

Sec.IV closely resem blesthe energy-leveldiagram ofa reduced,anisotropic m odelofthree S = 1=2 spinsdescribed

by the Ham iltonian [15,38,41]

H = � J (S1 � S2 + S2 � S3 + S1 � S3)+ D
1;2 � [S1 � S2]+ D

2;3 � [S2 � S3]+ D
1;3 � [S1 � S3]�

3X

i= 1

h � Si: (4)

In theabsenceoftheDM I,�tting theenergy-leveldiagram ofm odel(4)to exprim entaldata yieldsJ � � 2:5K [15].

W e use thisestim ate to �x J in ournum ericalcalculations. The num beroffree param eterscan be reduced further

by exploiting the rotationalsym m etry ofthe triangle. W e have D 1;2
x = D x,D

1;2
y = D y,D

2;3
y = � (

p
3D x + D y)=2,

D 1;3
x = � (Dx +

p
3D y)=2,D

1;3
y = (

p
3D x � Dy)=2,and D 1;2

z = D 2;3
z = D 1;3

z = D z. The num ericalresultspresented

in this paper have been obtained for D x = D y = D z = 0:1K .In Ref.[22]the DM Ivector is taken parallelto the

y-axisatallthebondsand the�eld isapplied along to thez-axis.Thiscasecorrespondsto thecasewith only D z in

the presentm odelwith the �eld applied in the x-direction.In thiscase the gap openssym m etrically with �eld [22].

However,asweshow in thispaper,the structureofthe gap dependson the direction ofthe �eld.

In Fig.8 wepresentresultsfortheeightlowestenergy levelsofthethree-spin m odel(4)asa function oftheapplied

m agnetic�eld along the z-axis.Q ualitatively itagreeswith the leveldiagram ofthe fullV 15 m odelwith param eters

V setA .The e�ectofthe DM Iistwo-fold:asexpected itliftsdegeneraciesbutitm ay also shiftthe position ofthe

resonantpointsin a non-trivialm anner.A sim ilare�ectwasalso found in the fullm odelcalculations(seeSec.IV).

Thebutter
y hysteresisloop observed in tim e-resolved m agnetization m easurem entshasbeen interpreted in term s

ofcom bination ofa LZS transition atzero �eld and spin-phonon coupling [15,22].Hereitshould benoted thatunless

the �eld isapplied in a specialdirection (x ory direction in thiscase),the setofavoided levelcrossingsisno longer

sym m etricwith respectto the�eld.Indeed,a closerlook attheleveldiagram (seeleftpicturein Fig.8)revealsthat

the m im im um energy di�erence between the two pairsoflevelsdoesnotoccuratzero �eld butath � 0:05T.This

im pliesthattheLZS transition from j1=2;� 1=2ito thej1=2;1=2ileveldoesnottakeplaceath = 0 butath � 0:05T.

The m inim um energy splitting between the �rst and second level(counting states starting from the ground state)

also dependson thedirection ofthe�eld.Forthem odelparam etersused in ourcalculations,itincreasesfrom 0:05T

forh parallelto the z-axisto 0:12T forh parallelto the x-axis(resultsnotshown).The factthatthe DM Inotonly

liftsthe denegeneracy but,depending on the direction ofthe �eld with respectto the sym m etry axis,also shiftsthe

resonantpointaway from h = 0 seem sto be a genericfeature.

Sum m arizing: O ur num ericaldata for the param eters V setA ,V setB ,and V setC suggest that the three-spin

m odelreproducesthe m ain featuresofthe fullV 15 m odel. The presence ofthe DM Iallowsforadiabatic changesof
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FIG .8:Left:Theeightlowestenergy levelsofV 15 m odel(2)asa function oftheapplied m agnetic�eld h parallelto thez-axis.

Right: D etailed view ofthe four lowest energy levels at h � 0. Note that the energy-levelsplitting between the second and

third levelreachesa m inim um ath � 0:05T,notath = 0.

the m agnetization but,according to ourcalculations,the value ofthe resonant�eld forthe j1=2;� 1=2ito j1=2;1=2i

transition changeswith the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld. Thischange (by a factoroftwo atleast)should lead to

observable changesin the hysteresisloopsbut hasnot been seen in experim ent[45]. Therefore,although the DM I

causestheavoided levelcrossing structure,itisanisotropicwith respectto thedirection ofthe�eld.W ithin thethree

spin m odelwehavestudied thee�ectsofhigher-ordercorrectionterm sthatrestoretheSU(2)sym m etry[29,30,31,44].

and found thatithasno essentiale�ecton thelow energy degeneratedoubletswhileitcausesthefourS = 3=2 levels

to be degenerate at h = 0. In experim ents only weak directionaldependence was found. Thus,another type of

m echanism forthe gap such ashyper-�neinteraction,etc.,isnecessary and willbe studied in the future.
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A ppendix: P rojection m ethod

Asan alternativeto the Lanczosm ethod with fullorthogonalization,wehaveused a powerm ethod [47,48]based

on them atrix exponentiale�tH [49].W riting therandom vector	(0)in term softhe(unknown)eigenvectorsf� ig of

H ,we �nd

	(t)= e
�tE 0

h

�0h�0j	(0)i+ e
�t(E 1�E 0)�1h�1j	(0)i+ e

�t(E 2�E 0)�2h�2j	(0)i+ :::

i

; (5)

showing lim t! 1 	(t)=k	(t)k / � 0 ifh�0j	(0)i6= 0. In thisnaive m atrix-exponentialversion ofthe powerm ethod,

convergenceto the lowesteigenstateisexponentialin tifE 1 > E 0.

The case ofdegenerate (E 0 = E 1 = :::) orvery close (E 0 � E1 � :::) eigenvaluescan be solved rather easily by

applying theprojectorto a subspaceinstead ofa singlevector,in com bination with diagonalization ofetH within this

subspace [49]. Firstwe �x the dim ension k ofthe subspace by taking k equalorlargerthan the desired num berof

distincteigenvalues. The projection param etertshould be aslarge aspossible butneverthelesssu�ciently sm allso

thatatleastthe�rstk term ssurviveoneprojection step.Then wegeneratea setofrandom initialvectors	 i(0)for

i= 1;:::;k and settheprojection countn tozero.W ecom putethek lowesteigenstatesbythefollowingalgorithm [49]

� Perform a projection step 	i((n + 1)t)= e�tH 	 i(nt)fori= 1;:::;k.

� Com pute the k � k m atrices. A = h	i((n + 1)t)jetH j	 i((n + 1)t)i= h	 i((n + 1)t)j	 i(nt)iand B = h	 i((n +

1)t)j	 i(n + 1)t)i.NotethatA isherm itian and B ispositivede�nite.
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� Determ inetheunitary transform ation U thatsolvesthek� k generalized eigenvalueproblem Ax = �B x.Recall

thatk issm all.

� Com pute	0i((n + 1)t)=
P k

j= 1
Ui;j	 j((n + 1)t)fori= 1;:::;k.

� Set	i((n + 1)t)= 	 0
i((n + 1)t)fori= 1;:::;k.

� Com pute�i = h	 i((n + 1)t)jH j	 i((n + 1)t)iand check if� 2
i = h	 i((n + 1)t)j(H � �i)

2j	 i((n + 1)t)iissm aller

than a speci�ed threshold fori= 1;:::;k.Ifyes,term inatethecalculation.Ifno,increasen by oneand repeat

the procedure.

W e calculate e�tH 	 by using the Chebyshev polynom ialexpansion m ethod [50,51,52,53,54].Firstwe com pute

an upperbound R ofthe spectralradiusofH (i.e.,kH k � R)by repeatedly using the triangle inequality [54].From

this pointon we use the \norm alized" m atrix ~H = (2H =R � 1)=2. The eigenvaluesofthe herm itian m atrix ~H are

realand lie in the interval[� 1;1][47,48]. Expanding the initialvalue 	(0)in the (unknown)eigenvectors� j of ~H

(orH )we�nd

	(t)= e
�tH 	(0)= e

z ~H 	(0)=
X

j

e
z ~E j�jh�jj	(0)i; (6)

where z = � tR. W e �nd the Chebyshev polynom ialexpansion of	(t)by com puting the Fouriercoe�cientsofthe

function ezcos� [55].Alternatively,since� 1 � ~E j � 1,wecan usetheexpansion ez
~E j = I0(z)+ 2

P 1

m = 1
Im (z)Tm (~E j)

whereIm (z)isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction ofintegerorderm [55]to writeEq.(6)as

	(t)=

"

I0(z)I+ 2

1X

m = 1

Im (z)Tm (~H )

#

	(0): (7)

Here,Iistheidentity m atrixand Tm (~H )isthem atrix-valued Chebyshevpolynom ialde�ned by therecursion relations

T0(~H )	(0)= 	(0); T 1(~H )	(0)= ~H 	(0); (8)

and

Tm + 1(~H )	(0)= 2 ~H Tm (~H )	(0)� Tm �1 (~H )	(0); (9)

for m � 1. In practice we will sum only contributions with m � M where M is choosen such that for all

m > M , jIm (z)=I0(z)j is zero to m achine precision. Then it is not di�cult to show that ke �tH =I0(z)� I �

2
P M

m = 1
[Im (z)=I0(z)]Tm (~H )k iszero to m achineprecision too (instead ofe�tH wecan equally wellusee�tH =I0(z)as

the projector).

Using the downward recursion relation ofthe m odi�ed Besselfunctions,we can com pute K Besselfunctions to

m achine precision using only of the order of K arithm etic operations [55, 56]. A calculation of the �rst 20000

m odi�ed Besselfunctions takes less than 1 second on a Pentium III 600 M Hz m obile processor,using 14-15 digit

arithm etic. Hence this partofa calculation is a negligible fraction ofthe totalcom putationalwork for solving the

eigenvalue problem . Perform ing one projection step with e�tH am ountsto repeatedly using recursion (9)to obtain

eTm (B )	(0)fork = 2;:::;M ,m ultiply the elem entsofthisvectorby Im (z)and add allcontributions.
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