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The m agnetic energy-level diagram s for m odels of the M n;2 and V15 molecul are calculated
using the Lanczosm ethod w ith fiill orthogonalization and a C hebyshev-polynom iallbased progctor
method. The e ect of the D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interaction on the appearance of energy-level
repulsions and its relevance to the observation of steps In the tin edependent m agnetization data
is studied. W e assess the usefiilness of sin pli ed m odels for the description of the zero-tem perature
m agnetization dynam ics.

PACS numbers: 75.10Jm , 75.50X x; 7545+ J 7550 Ee

I. NTRODUCTION

M agneticm olecules such asM ni, orV s have attracted a ot of interest recently because these nanom agnets can be
used to study eg. quantum (de)ooherence, relaxation and tunneling of the m agnetization on a nanoscale [l I E E ﬂ
E E ﬂ E E IE L'L__'Il E E E E Iﬂ E E E E |2__‘l| E 1. Asa result of the very weak intram olecular interactions
between these m olecules, experim ents directly probe the m agnetization dynam ics of the individual m olecules. In
particular the adiabatic change of the m agnetization at low -tem perature is govemed by the discrete energy-level
structure 23,024,123, 241

T he m agnetic properties of m olecules such asM nj; orVis are offen studied by considering a sim pli ed m odel for
the m agnetic energy levels for a speci ¢ spin multiplet, eg. S= 10 forM ni, or S=3/2 ©rV 5. However for these and
other, sin ilar, m agnetic m olecules that consist of severalm agneticm om ents (12 in the case ofM nj,, 15 in the case of
V 15), the reduction ofthe m any-body Ham iltonian to an e ective H am iltonian for a speci ¢ spin m ultiplet is, exospt
for the diagonaltem s, non-trivial

M agnetic anisotropy, a result ofthe geom etricalarrangem ent ofthem agnetic ionsw ithin am olecule oflow sym m etry,
m ixes states of di erent total spin and enforces a treatm ent of the fiill H ibert space of the system . The dom inant
contrbution to them agnetic anisotropy due to spin-orb it interactions is given by the D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interaction
OM I E, E, E, E, |3_J|, E, E]. In principle this interaction can change energy—lkvel crossings Into energy-level
repulsions. T he presence ofthe latter is essentialto explain the adiabatic changes ofthe m agnetization at the resonant

elds In tem s of the Landau-Zener-Stuckeberg (LZS) transition E, @,E,lﬁ]. Thus a m inin al m agnetic m odel
Ham ittonian should contain (strong) H eisenberg interactions, anisotropic interactions and a coupling to the applied
m agne‘rjc eld E,@,E,m,m,@,@,m,m,m]-

In this paper we calculate the m agnetic energy—Jlevel diagram s for m odels of the M n;, and V;5 m olecule using
exact diagonalization techniques. W e study the e ect ofthe DM I on the appearance of energy—-level repulsions that
determ ine the adiabatic changes ofthem agnetization observed experim entally. In contrast to earlier w ork E,lﬂ__'ll], the
approach adopted In the present paper does not rely on perturbation theory. Instead we perform an exact num erical
diagonalization of the 11l H am ilttonian.

A s the quantum spoin dynam ics of these m agnetic m olecules is determm ined by the (tiny) level repulsions, a detailed
know ledge of the low -lying energy levels schem e is necessary. In order to bridge the energy scales involved (eg. from
500K , a typicalenergy scale ©rthe nteraction between individualm agnetic ions,to 102 10°K, a typicalenergy
scale for energy-level splittings), a calculation of the energy levels of these m any-spin H am iltonians has to be very
accurate. W e have tested m any di erent standard algorithm s to com pute the low -lying states. For system s that are
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FIG . 2: Schem atic diagram of the m agnetic interactions of the sin pli ed m odel {l) of the M n;» m olecule.

too large to be soled by full exact diagonalization, we nd that the Lanczosm ethod w ith fiill orthogonalization and
a Chebyshev-polynom ialbased profgctor m ethod can solve these rather lJarge and di cult eigenvalie problem s w ith
su cient accuracy.

T he paper is organized as Hllow s. In Sec.[d we Mtroduce the m odelH am iltonians forthe M n;, and V15 m olecules.
In Sec.[[d we brie y discuss the num erical algorithm s that we use to com pute the energy levels. O ur results for the
energy level schem es ©rM ni, and V15 are presented in Sec.[IVl. In Sec.f]we analyze a reduced, 3-spin m odel orV 15
and detemm ine the conditions on the DM I energy—-levelunder which repulsions appear. N um erical calculations for the

fullV s modelcon m that these conditions are also relevant for the presence of energy-level repulsions in the V 15
m odel.



II. MODELS
A . M anganese com plex: M ni;

In Fig.[l we reproduce the schem atic diagram of the dom inant m agnetic (H eisenberg) interactions of the M nj,
molecule M ni, CH3C00 )16 H20),012 2CHCOOH 4HO). The fur ner M n*? ions have a sp.h S = 3=2, the
other eight M n* 2 ions have spin S = 2. The number of di erent spin states of this system is 4* % = 108. Ifthe
totalm agnetization is a conserved quantity, it can be used to block-diagonalize the H am ittonian, allow ing the study
of m odels of this size [39,143]. However, to study the adiabatic change of m agnetization, we have to treat all the
states, and the dim ension of the m atrix becom e prohbiively large. Thus we need to sin plify the m odel in order to
reduce the din ension. A drastic reduction of the num ber of spin states can be achieved by assum ing that the strong
antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg interaction (J;) between an inner ion and its outer neighbor allow s the replacem ent of
the m agnetic m om ent of an inner ion by an e ective S= 1/2 m om ent. T he schem atic diagram of this sin pli ed (pout
still com plicated) m odelis shown i Fig.A. The number ofdi erent spn states ofthism odelis2? 5 = 10*. In this
paper we study the latterm odel.

The Ham iltonian for the m agnetic interactions of the sin pli ed M n;, m odel can be w ritten as [34]

x4 2 X x4 , X X8
H = J  Szi: P Sy 8 K. S5+ D B S4] h § @)
i=1 hi;ji =1 hi;3i i=1

where even (odd) numbered S; are the soin operators for the outer (nner) S = 2 (S = 1=2) soins. The rsttwo
term s describe the isotropic H eisenberg exchange between the spins. T he third temm describes the single—ion easy-axis
anisotropy of S = 2 spins. In this paper we do not consider higher-order correction tem s that restore the SU (2)
symm etry 29,130,131,144]. The fourth tem represents the antisymm etricDM I 1 M ni,. The vector D %3 determ ines
the DM Ibetween the i-th S = 1=2 soin and the j-th S = 2 spin. The last term describes the interaction of the spins
w ith the extemal eld h. Note that the factorg  is absorbed in our de nition ofh. P

The rst three temm s in Ham itonian {fl) conserve the z-com ponent of the total spin M , = §=1 S¥. TheDMI
on the other hand m ixes states w ith di erent total spin and also states w ith the sam e total spin. Hence, the DM I
can change kevel crossings into level repulsions. T herefore, the presence ofthe DM Im ay be su cient to explain the
experim entally observed adiabatic changes of the m agnetization.

T he four-old rotationalre ection symm etry (S4) of the M n;, m olecule Im poses som e relations between the DM —
vectors. It llow s that there are only three ndependent DM parameters: D,  D.%,D, D;;g, andD, D%, as
indicated in Fig.[d. The above m odel satisfactorily describes a rather w ide range of experin ental data, such as the
splitting of the neutron scattering peaks, results of EPR m easurem ents and the tem perature dependence ofm agnetic
susceptibility [34]. The param eters of this m odel have been estim ated by com paring experim ental and theoretical
data. In thispaperwew illuse the param eter set B from Ref. [34,140]: J = 238K ,J%= 792K ,K , = 572K ,D 4 = 22K,
Dy=0,andD, = 10K .

A though the am ount of available data is not su cient to x all these param eters accurately, we expect that the
general trends in the energy—Jevel diagram w ill not change drastically if these param eters change relatively little.

B. Vanadium com plex:V 15

Ih Fig.[@ we show the schem atic diagram of the dom inant m agnetic H eisenberg) interactions of the V15 m olecule
KsVIIAs04, H20)] 8HO).Them agnetic structure consists of tw o hexagonsw ith six S= 1/2 spinseach, enclosing a
triangle w ith three S= 1/2 spins. A l1dom nant H eisenbery interactions are antiferrom agnetic. T he num ber ofdi erent
spin states of this m odel is 2'° = 32768. The m inin al H am iltonian fr the m agnetic interactions that incorporates
the e ects on m agnetic anisotropy can be w ritten as 24,137,134, 141]

X X X
H = Ji;jsk St D *J B SJ] h s: )
hijji hi;ji i

T he various H eisenberg interactions Jj;; are shown in Fig.[d. For simplicity, we assume that D ¥3 = 0 for sites 1
and j except rbonds for which the H eisenberg exchange constant is J (see Fig.[d) 37,141]. Rotations about 2 =3
and 4 =3 around the axis perpendicular to and passing through the center of the hexagons leave the V15 com plex
invardant. T his enforoes constraints on the values of D ¥3 [41,142]. In Sec.[[f] we present results for severaldi erent
sets of estim ates for the m odel param eters of the V5 m odel 4,114,137, 141].



FIG . 3: Schem atic diagram of the m agnetic interactions in m odel [J) of the V15 m olecule.

III. NUMERICALMETHOD

A theoretical description of quantum dynam ical phenom ena in the M n;, and V35 nanom agnets requires detailed
know ledge of their energy-level scham es. D isregarding the fascinating physics of the nanom agnets, the calculation
of the eigenvalues of their m odel H am iltonians is a challenging problem in is own right. Firstly, the (adiabatic)
quantum dynam ics of these system s is m ainly determ ined by the (tihy) level repulsions. T herefore the calculation
of the energy lvels of these m any-spin H am ittonians has to be very accurate In order to bridge the energy scales
nvoled (eg. from 500K to 10° K ). Secondly, the Jevel repulsions originate from the DM I that m ix states w ith
di erent m agnetization. In principle, this prevents the use of the m agnetization as a vehicle to block-diagonalize the
Ham iltonian and e ectively reduce the size of the m atrices that have to be diagonalized. If a level repulsion nvolves
states of signi cantly di erent m agnetization e€g. M * = 10 and M?* = 10) a perturbative calculation of the level
splitting would require going to rather high order (at last 20), a cum bersom e procedure. T herefore it is of interest
to explore altemative routes to direct but accurate, brute-force diagonalization of the ullm odel H am ilttonian.

A s a non-trivial set of reference data, we used the eigenvalues obtained by fiill diagonalization (using standard
LAPACK algorithm s) ofthe 10000 10000 m atrix representingm odel[ll) [40]. For one set ofm odelparam eters, such
a calculation takes about 2 hours of CPU tine on an Athlon 1.8 GHz/1.5Gb system . C learly this is too slow ifwe
want to com pute the energy—-leveldiagram as a function ofthe m agnetic eld h. In particular if we want to estin ate
the structure of the level splittings at the resonant elds we need the eigenvalues form any values ofh . Furthem ore,



In the case 0f V15 this calculation would take about 30 tin es longer and require about 15 Gb ofm em ory which, for
present-day com puters, is too much to be of practical use.

W e have tested di erent standard algorithm s to com pute the low -lying elgenvalues of large m atrices. T he standard
Lanczos m ethod (including its conjugate gradient version) as well as the power m ethod [47, 48] either converge
too slow Iy, Jack the accuracy to resolve the (nearly)-degenerate eigenvalies, and som etin es even com pletely fail to
correctly reproduce the low -lying part of the spectrum . This is not a surprise: by construction these m ethods w ork
well if the ground state is not degenerate and there is little guarantuee that they will work if there are (early)—
degenerate eigenvalues 47,148]. In particular, the Lanczos procedure su ers from num erical instabilities due to the
Joss of orthogonalization ofthe Lanczos vectors [47,148]. Tt seem s that m odel H am iltonians for the nanoscale m agnets
provide a class of (com plex Hem itian) eigenvalie problem s that are hard to solve.

E xtensive tests lead us to the conclusion that only the Lanczosm ethod w ith fiill orthogonalization (LEO ) [47,14€8]
and a Chebyshev-polynom ialbased pro gctorm ethod (CP) (see Appendix) can solve these rather large and di cult
eilgenvalue problem s with su cient accuracy. T he form er is signi cantly faster than the latter but using both gives
extra con dence in the resuls.

In the Lanczos m ethod wih full orthogonalization, each tin e a new Lanczos vector is generated we explicitly
orthogonalize (to working precision) this vector to all, not just to the two previous, Lanczos vectors 47,48]. W ih
som e m Inor m odi cations to restart the procedure when the Lanczos iteration termm inate prem aturely, affer n steps
thisprocedure tranform sn  nmatrix H into a tri-diagonalm atrix that is com parable In accuracy to the one obtained
through Householder tri-diagonalization but o ers no advantages [48]. In our case we are only interested in a few
low -lying eigenstates of H . Thus we can explit the fact that profction onto the (um erically exact) subspace of
dimension k &k  n), built by the Lanczos vectors w ill yield increasingly accurate estin ates of the sm allest (largest)
eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors as k increases.

In practice, to com pute the M lowest energy lvels, the LFO procedure is carried out as follow s.

Perform a Lanczos step according to the standard procedure

U sethem odi ed G ram m -Schm idt procedure to orthogonalize the new Lanczosvectorw ith respect to allprevious
ones [47,144]

C om pute the m atrix elem ents of the tridiagonalm atrix

At regular intervals, diagonalize the tridiagonal m atrix, com pute the approxim ate eigenvectors %, ; =
WifJiiand 2 = W ,ijH )2YiiPri= 1;::5M , and check ifall ; are smaller that a speci ed

threshold. If so, term inate the procedure (the exact eigenvalieE; closestto ; satis es ; E; i+ ).
If not, continue generating new Lanczos vectors, etc.

IV. RESULTS
A . M anganese com plex: M niz

In Table[l we present the num erical data orh = 0T and h = 5T, also obtained by LFO . T he results obtained by
fi1ll exact diagonalization (LAPACK ), LFO and CP are the sam e to working precision (about 13 digits). In Fig.[d
we show the results for the lowest 21 energy levels of the M n;, m odel as a function of the applied m agnetic eld as
obtained by LFO .

A Yhough the totalm agnetization is not a good quantum number, we can label the various eigenstates by their
(caloulated) m agnetization . For large elds and/or energies, eigenstates w ith totalspin 8, 9 and 10 appear, as shown
in Tabkl. m Fig.@ eigenstateswith #1 ?§ 10(9) (withih an error of about 10% ) are represented by solid (dashed)
lines (elgenstateswih M ?3j 8 appear forh > 4 but have been om itted for clarity).

The standard S = 10 single-spin m odel ©rM nj,

H = D (%)? hn; @3)

is often used as a starting point to interpret experim ental resuls [6, 7, 111, 14, 13, [37]. The energy lvels of this
m odel exhibit crossings at the resonant eldsh= Dn forn = 10;:::;10, In agreem ent w ith our num erical resuls
for the m ore m icroscopic m odel [l). For the param eter set B, we nd that D 055K , In good agreem ent w ith
experim ents [@,17].

The single-spin m odel [F) com m utesw ith them agnetization S* and therefre it only displays level crossings, no lvel
repulsions. Adding an anisotropy tem of the orm S? + S* only leads to kvel repulsions when the m agnetization
changes by 4, which does not agree w ith the observation of adiabatic changes of the m agnetization for allh =
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FIG .4: The lowest 21 energy kvels oftheM ni» m odel [l) as a fiinction of the applied m agnetic eld h. Solid lines: eigenstates
with M *J 10; dashed lines: eigenstateswith ¥ *3j 9.

TABLE I: The 21 lowest eigenvalues E; and total spin S; of the corresponding eigenstates of the M ni» model [l) or two
values of the extemal applied eld h along the z-axis. The distance between E ; and the exact eigenvalie closest to E; is

;= hijH Ei)zj ;i2 <10 pri= 1;:::;7. These calculations took about 20 m fnutes on an Athlon 1.8 GHz/15Gb
system , using 1000 fully orthogonal Lanczos vectors.

i Eith= 0) Sith = 0) Eith= 5T) Sith = 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 —166.5314713958 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 —146.6655233754 9.87 =756 2910279030 9.87
19 —146.6082906321 9.87 =753 .5740765004 8.92
20 -744 8208087762 8.92 —7152.7461619357 8.08

nD [6,7,11,12]. In contrast, for the DM Ithe H am iltonian hasnonzero m atrix elem ents for the pairs of states $;S,1
and B 1;S, 11, but zero m atrix elem ents for levels w ith the sam e value of the total spin.

Th Fig.M, ©r some valies of h, lkevel repulsions are present. However, these are due to the tting procedure
used to plot the data and the number of h-values used (100) and disappear by using a higher resolution In h— elds
(results not shown). Thus these splittings have no physical m eaning. For the M n;, system , the energy splittings
at ow eld are extrem ely an all. Their calculation requires extended-precision (128-bit) arithm etic [40]. T herefore,
to study the structure of the energy-level diagram in m ore detail we concentrate on the transitions at h 34T
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FIG .5: Left: The Iowest 8 energy levels of V15 m odel B) with m odel param eters taken from Ref. 37] (V setA ) as a finction
of the applied m agnetic eld h parallel to the z-axis. R ight: D etailed view of the four lowest energy levelsath 0.

TABLE II: T he eight Jowest eigenvalues E ; and total spin S; of the corresponding eigenstates of the V15 m odel () w ith m odel
param eters taken from Ref. [37] (V sethA ) fortwo values of the extemalapplied eld h parallelthe z-axis. T he distance between
E; and the exact eigenvalue closest to E; is ;= I ; jH E i)zj{ iil:2 < 10° Pri= ;:::;7. These calculations took less
than 20 m inutes on a Cray SV 1 com puter, using 521 fully orthogonal Lanczos vectors.

i Eih= 0) Sith= 0) Eih= 4T) Sith = 4T)
0 —3679.53623744 051 —3683.51181131 150

1 -3679.53623744 051 368221997451 051

2 -3679.52777009 051 -3682.18488706 053

3 367952777009 051 —3678.11784886 150

4 -3675.42943612 1.50 -3676.84225573 052

5 -3675.42943612 150 -3676.83951808 051

6 367542325141 1.50 -3672.74011178 150

7 —3675.42325141 150 —3667.37940477 1.50

™ , 10! M, 4)and h 39T M, 10! M, 3) for which adiabatic changes of the m agnetization have

been observed in experim ents [@,14,11,14]. From experim ents one nds that the m agniude of these splittings is of
the order of 10 nK [45]. E xtensive calculations lead us to the conclusion that the energy splitting at these resonant

elds is sm aller than 10 ®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-digi precision of the
calculation, there is no com pelling evidence that the DM I gives rise to a level repulsion, at least not for the choice of
m odel param eters (set B, see above) considered here. T he algorithm s developed for the work presented in this paper
can be used for 33-digit calculations w thout m odi cation and we leave the calculation of the splittings for future
work.

B. Vanadium com plex: V is

For the m odel param eters given in Ref. 37], J = 800, J = J°= 544K,and § = J® = 160K, & =
Jys = Js = Jg = 0 and In the absence of the DM I, we nd for the energy gap between the ground state and
the st excited state at h = 0 a value of 4.12478K, In perfect agreem ent wih Ref. [37]. Following Ref. 47] we
take for the DM I parameters D ;* = D = D [? = 40K, which is approxin ately 5% of the largest H eisenbery
coupling. U sing the rotationalsym m etry of the hexagon we have D }** = 14:641K ,D ;** =  54:641K ,D}"* = 40K and
D= 54:%641K,D>* = 14:641K,D ;?® = 40K .A s the two hexagons are not equivalent we cannot use symm etry
to reduce the number of free param eters. For sin plicity, we assum e that the (x;y) positions of the spins on the
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FIG . 6: Left: The Iowest 8 energy levels of V15 m odel ) wih m odel param eters taken from Ref. [41] (V setB ) as a finction
of the applied m agnetic eld h parallel to the z-axis. R ight: D etailed view of the four lowest energy levelsath 0.

lower hexagons di er from those on the upper hexagon by a rotation about =3. This yields for the rem aining m odel
param eters D (9 = 14:641K , D %" = 54:641K, D (%" = 40K, D ;*"° = 40K, D;*'® =  40K,D*" = 40K,
and D }*"° = 54:641K,D " =  14:641K,D}*" = 40K .W e will refer to this choice asV setA . In Fig.[H we show
the results for the eight lowest energy levels of V15 model [J) as a filnction of the applied m agnetic el along the
z-axis, using the param eters V setA .

From Tabl[@ we see that Pr zero eld, the DM I splits the doubly-degenerate doublet of S = 1=2 states into
two doublets of S = 1=2 states. The di erence In energy between the doubly-degenerate, rst excited states and
the tw o-fold degenerate ground states is due to the DM I and, for the param etersV setA , hasa value of  0:0085K,
much am aller than the experin entalestin ate 005K |22], but of the sam e order ofm agnide as the values cited In
Ref. [41]. The next four higher levelsare S = 3=2 states. T he energy—level splitting between the S = 3=2and S = 1=2
states is 41K, in reasonable agreem ent w ith the experin ental value 37K |45].

Following Ref. 41], wetake J = 800,% = J°= 225K,% = J%= 350K,and &= J3 = Js = J¢ = 0. In the
absenceofaDM I, we nd that the energy gap betw een the Pur-vld degenerate ground state and the rst excited state
is3.61K , In fullagreem ent w ith the result ofR ef. 41]. N ote that this value ofthe gap is fairly close to the experin ental
valie of 3.7K [49]. Taking for the nonzero DM IsD 17 = D 1*?% = 25k ,D 3% = D2® = p 101 = p 1213 = 125K,
D)*= Dy*= D% =D = 215K, our caloulation for the splitting between the two doubly-degenerate
S=1/2 levels yields 0:0037K , about a factor of two larger than the value cited in Ref. [41]. For the energy splitting
between the S = 1=2 and S = 3=2 lvels we obtain 3:616K instead of the value 3:618K given in Ref. [41]. These
di erences seem to suggest that a perturbation approach orthe DM Ihas to be applied w ith great care [4d]. In Fig.[@
we show the results orJ = 800, 3 = J%°= 225K,and § = J¥®= 350K |41] and the sam e DM I param eters as
In VsetA which wewillreferto asV setB).

For the energy gap at zero eld, we nd 4.1K and 361K rV setA and V setB respectively whereas the experi-
m entalestin ate is 3.7K 48]. T he transition between the states J1=2;1=21 and B3=2;3=2itakesplace ath 28T and
h 30T respectively, also in good agreem ent w ith the experin entalvalie 2:8T .

Them ost advanced estin ation ofthem odelparam etersV setC isgiven in Ref. [16]. TakingJ = 809,F= 120K,
J¥= 120K,Jd1= 30K,%= 122K,%= 3K,&= 1lK,E= 3K,%= 2K (seeTablk Iin Ref./18]) yields
an energy gap of 4.915K , n agreem ent with Ref. [18]. At h 36T,the S = 1=2 and S = 3=2 statesm ix, a level
repulsion appears and the adiabatic change of the m agnetization from M 1=2toM 3=2 gives rise to a step In
the m agnetization versus (tin edependent) h— eld. A lthough the qualitative features of the energy-level diagram for
V setC also agree w ith what one would expect on the basis of experim ents, the eld at which the states J=2;1=21
and B=2;3=2icross, h 36T, does not com pare well to the experin entalestinateh 28T .

On a coarse scak, the kevel diagram s for V setA , V setB and V setC are all sin ilar and also resam ble those of
Ref. 41]. However, on a nerh-scale a new feature appears (see right panelofFigs.[3,[8, and[d): the eld at which
the energy di erence between the second and third level reachesa m ninum is no longer at h = 0. In other words,
In the presence ofthe DM T, the adiabatic transition between the states J1=2; 1=2iand jJ=2;1=21i doesnot occur. A s
we show In the next section, this seem s to be a generic feature ofthe DM I .In m odels 0fV 15.
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FIG .7: Left: The Iowest 8 energy levels of V15 m odel ) with m odel param eters taken from Ref. [Lf]] (V setC ) as a finction
of the applied m agnetic eld h parallel the z-axis. R ight: D etailed view ofthe four lowest energy levelsath 0.

V. DISCUSSION

A s shown above, the e ect of the DM I on the energy—Jevel diagram is much larger for the V ;5 m odel than it is
for the M n;, m odel. T herefore, to study the possibility of using sim pli ed m odels for capturing the essential tin e-
dependent m agnetization dynam ics, we w ill focus on m odels for the V15 m olecule which is som ew hat easier to treat
num erically. Q ualitatively the energy—level schem e for the eight lowest energy levels of the V15 m odels considered in
Sec.[] closely resem bles the energy-level diagram of a reduced, anisotropic m odel of three S = 1=2 spins described
by the H am ittonian [15,134,141]

X3
H= JE $+S2 $+S1 §+D B S1+D*? B 1+DP B 5] h & @

i=1

Tn the absence ofthe DM I, tting the energy-leveldiagram ofm odel [@) to exprim entaldata yields J 25K E].
W e use this estim ate to x J in our num erical calculations. T he num ber of free param eters can be ﬁeguoed further
by exploiting the rotational symm etry of the triangle. W e have D ;* = D, D ? = Dy, D% = (3D, + Dy)=2,
Di®= (Ox+ 3Dy)=2,Dl*= ( 30y Dy)=2,andD}?=D2?=D1* = D,. The num erical results presented
in this paper have been obtained forD, = D, = D, = 0IK.In Ref. RZ] the DM I vector is taken parallel to the
y-axis at allthe bonds and the eld is applied along to the z-axis. T his case corresoonds to the casewih only D , In
the present m odelw ith the eld applied In the x-direction. In this case the gap opens symm etrically with eld [27].
However, aswe show In this paper, the structure of the gap depends on the direction ofthe eld.

In F ig.[ B we present results or the eight low est energy levels of the threespin m odel [) as a fiinction ofthe applied
m agnetic eld along the z-axis. Q ualitatively it agreesw ith the keveldiagram ofthe 111V ;5 m odelw ith param eters
V setA . The e ect ofthe DM I is two-fold: as expected it lifts degeneracies but it m ay also shift the position of the
resonant points in a non—trivialm anner. A sim ilar e ect was also und in the fiillm odel calculations (see Sec.[V]) .

T he butter y hysteresis loop observed In tin eresolved m agnetization m easurem ents has been interpreted in temm s
of com bination ofa LZS transition at zero eld and soin-phonon coupling [15,124]. Here it should be noted that unless
the eld isapplied In a specialdirection x or y direction in this case), the set of avoided level crossings is no longer
symm etric w ith respect to the eld. Indeed, a closer look at the leveldiagram (see keft picture in Fig.[d) reveals that
them In inum energy di erence between the two pairs of levels does not occur at zero eld but at h 005T . This
In plies that the LZS transition from jl=2; 1=21ito the Jl=2;1=21 leveldoesnot takeplaceath = Obutath 0:05T.
The m ninum energy splitting between the rst and second level (counting states starting from the ground state)
also depends on the direction ofthe eld. For the m odelparam eters used in our calculations, i increases from 0:05T
forh parallel to the zaxisto 0:12T forh parallelto the x-axis (results not shown). The fact that the DM Inot only
lifts the denegeneracy but, depending on the direction ofthe eld w ith respect to the sym m etry axis, also shifts the
resonant point away from h = 0 seem s to be a generic feature.

Summ arizing: O ur num erical data for the param eters V setA , V setB , and V setC suggest that the threespin
m odel reproduces the m ain features of the fullV s m odel. The presence ofthe DM I allow s for adiabatic changes of
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FIG .8: Left: The eight lowest energy levels of V15 m odel [) as a fiinction ofthe applied m agnetic eld h parallel to the z-axis.
R ight: D etailed view of the four lowest energy levels at h 0. N ote that the energy—level splitting between the second and
third level reachesam ininum ath 0:05T, notath = 0.

the m agnetization but, according to our calculations, the value of the resonant eld for the jl=2; 1=2ito j=2;1=21
transition changes w ith the direction of the m agnetic eld. This change by a factor of two at least) should lead to

observable changes In the hysteresis loops but has not been seen in experim ent [44]. T herefore, although the DM I
causes the avoided level crossing structure, it is anisotropic w ith respect to the direction ofthe eld. W ithin the three

soin m odelw e have studied thee ects ofhigher-order correction tem sthat restorethe SU 2) sym m etry [29,130,131,144].
and found that it hasno essentiale ect on the low energy degenerate doubletswhile it causesthe four S = 3=2 levels

to be degenerate at h = 0. In experim ents only weak directional dependence was found. Thus, another type of
m echanisn for the gap such as hyper- ne interaction, etc., is necessary and w illbe studied in the future.
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A ppendix: P ro Jection m ethod

A s an altemative to the Lanczosm ethod w ith fiill orthogonalization, we have used a powerm ethod [47,148] based
on the m atrix exponentiale 49w riting the random wvector (0) in tem softhe (unknown) eigenvectorsf ;gof
H,we nd

h i
W=e T hojOite 2B h, 5 0ite *E2E0) h, 501+ 1z ; )

showing liny 1 (B)=k (©k / 0 ifh ¢j (0)i6 0. In this naive m atrix-exponential version of the power m ethod,
convergence to the lowest eigenstate is exponentialin t ifE; > Eg.

The case of degenerate E¢ = E; = :2) or very close Eg E; :21) eigenvalues can be solved rather easily by
applying the proector to a subspace instead ofa single vector, in com bination w ith diagonalization ofe™ w ithin this
subspace [49]. First we x the dimension k of the subspace by taking k equal or larger than the desired num ber of
distinct eigenvalues. T he proction param eter t should be as large as possible but nevertheless su ciently sm all so
that at least the stk tem s survive one pro fction step. Then we generate a set of random Initialvectors ;(0) for

Perform a profction step ;(h+ L)t)=e ™ ;nt) ori= 1;:::;k.

Computethek kmatrces. A = hi(h+ DEH § ;(m+ 1))i=h ;(0+ 1)B)J ;ot)iandB = h ; (0 +
HYJ i@+ 1)t)i. Note that A ishemn itian and B is positive de nite.



11

D etermm ine the unitary transfom ation U that solvesthek k generalized eigenvalie problem Ax = B x.Recall
that k is sm all.

k

P
Compute {(+ D)= I Uy 5(0+ 1Y) Pri= 1k,

Set i(n+ D= Yo+ 1Y ori= 1;:::5k.

Compute ;= h ;(h+ DHH J i (0+ )iand check if ?=h ;(h+ 1)D)JH %9 1(@+ 1)t)iis smaller
the procedure.

Wecalulhtee ™ by using the Chebyshev polynom ial expansion m ethod [I54, 151,154, 153, 154]. F irst we com pute
an upperbound R ofthe spectralradiusofH (ie., kH k  R) by repeatedly using the triangle nequality (b4]. From
this point on we use the \nom alized" m atrix I = (H =R 1)=2. The eigenvalues of the hemm iian m atrixH" are
realand lie in the interval [ 1;1]147,48]. Expanding the initialvalue (0) In the (unknown) eigenvectors 4 ofH’
(orH ) we nd

X
W=e ™ ©O=e* 0= & 5h;j 04 ©)
j
wherez= tR.We nd the Chebyshev polynom ial expansion of (t) by com puting the Fourjergf coe cients of the
function e °°°  [Bi]. A kematively, sihce 1 E'5 1, we can use the expansion €53 = I (z) + 2 ;=1 In 2)Tn E5)
where I, (z) is the m odi ed Bessel finction of integer orderm [BA]to write Eq. [@) as

% #

©= LiEI+2 Ln @In @) ©O): (7

m=1

Here, I isthe identity m atrix and T, (") isthem atrix-valued C hebyshev polynom ialde ned by the recursion relations

To®@) O= ©; T16) O=H 0); ®)
and
Tn+1@) O)=2HTy, @) O Tn 1 &) 0); )
form 1. In practice we will sum only contributions with m M where M is choosen such that for all
mP> M, T, (z)=I(z)]is zero to machine precision. Then i is not di cul to show that ke W =1, (2) I

2 Z= L I 2)=I )T )k is zero to m achine precision too (nstead ofe ™ we can equally wellusee ™ =I; (z) as
the pro gctor) .

U sing the downward recursion relation of the m odi ed Bessel fiinctions, we can com pute K Bessel fiinctions to
m achine precision using only of the order of K arithm etic operations B3, 156]. A calculation of the rst 20000
m odi ed Bessel fiinctions takes lss than 1 second on a Pentium IIT 600 M H z m obike processor, using 14-15 digit
arithm etic. Hence this part of a calculation is a negligble fraction of the total com putational work for solving the
eigenvalue problem . Perform ing one proction step with e ™  am ounts to repeatedly using recursion [d) to obtain
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