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F luctuations of g-factors in m etal nanoparticles: E ects of electron-electron
interaction and spin-orbit scattering
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W e investigate the com bined e ect of spin-orbit scattering and electron-electron interactions on
the probability distribution ofg-factors ofm etalnanoparticles. U sihg random m atrix theory, we nd
that even a relatively am all interaction strength signi cantly increases g-factor uctuations for not—
too-strong spin-orb it scattering (ratio of spin-orbit rate and singleelectron levelspacing 1= 5, . 1),
and leads to the possibility to ocbserve g-factors Jarger than two.

PACS num bers:

E lectronic properties of m etal nanoparticles can be
studied on the singleelectron levelusing \tunneling spec—
troscopy", the m easurem ent of the conductance of a
m etal particle coupled to source and drain electrodes
via tunneling contacts [l]. These m easurem ents have
revealed im portant insights into the nature of the elec—
tronic ground and of Individual excited states of nom al
m etal, ferrom agnetic, and superconducting nanoparticles
R, 3,4, 5, 6]. A lhough tunneling spectroscopy involres
processes In which only a single electron is added to or
rem oved from the m etalparticle, the location of conduc—
tance peaks gives inform ation about m any-electron en—
ergy levels and, hence, about the role of electron-electron
Interactions.

T he com bination of electron-electron interactions and
m esoscopic uctuations of the density of states of a
nom akm etal nanoparticle can lad to a m any-electron
ground state w ith nontrivialsopin S = 1,S = 3=2, oreven
larger [7, 8]. W ithout interactions, the ground state spin
isalwaysS = 0 or S = 1=2.) In principle, the spin ofa
m any-electron state ki can be m easured via the deriva-
tive of the energy E¢ versusan applied m agnetic edH ,
which is param eterized using the \g—factor" gy,
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If spn is a good quantum num ber, the positions of tun—
neling spectroscopy conductance peaksareuna ected by
a nontrivialvalue ofS, since tunneling spectroscopy m ea—
sures di erences of g-factors of m any-electron states for
which the electron number di ers by one. Since the
soin of a nanoparticlke changes by 1=2 upon addition or
rem oval of an electron, all observed (di erences of) g—
factors are equal to two, irrespective of the individual
g-factors of the two m any-electron levels participating in
the transition.

In this ltter, we consider g-factor di erences m ea—
sured In tunneling spectroscopy in the presence of both
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electron-electron interactions and spin orbit scattering.
W hen spin and orbial degrees of freedom are coupled,
random ness In the orbitalpart ofwavefinctions is passed
on to the spin part. Random izing the electron spin lifts
the \selection rule" that prohibited the ocbservation of g—
factors larger than two in the absence of spin-orbit scat-
tering. Tt also lads to a decrease of g-factors, a sup—
pression of the Iong-range exchange interaction (which
is regponsible for the high-goin states), and leveltoJevel

uctuations of g-factors O, 10]. Aswe show here, selec—
tion rules are lifted already for a sm all spin-orbit scat—
tering rate 1= 5, . , being the m ean spacing between
singleelectron levels, whereas the decrease of g-factors
and the suppression of the exchange interaction becom e
e ective at a larger spin-orbit rate 1=y, & only, leav-
Ing a substantial param eter w ndow where g-factor dif-
ferences larger than two can be observed. Such large
g-factors are a true m any-electron phenom enon since,
w ithout Interactions, all m easured g-factors correspond
to shgleelectron kvels and are always 2 [L1].

M odel. W ithout interactions, the single-electron wave—
functions and energy lvels of a m etal nanoparticle are
described by random m atrix theory. W ith soin orbit scat—
tering, the appropriate random m atrix ensem ble interpo—
latesbetw een the G aussian O rthogonalEnsemble GOE)
and the G aussian Sym plctic Ensemble (GSE) D],

Ho=Hgor + Hsot @)
W riting the soin degrees of freedom explicitly, one has
X3

N

Hgoe =S Ip;

where 1, isthe2 2unitm atrix In spin space, 5 isthe
Paulimatrix (= 1;2;3),S isan N N realsymmet—
ric m atrix, A4 is an N N real antisym m etric m atrix
(G= 1;2;3),and 2= = 4 isthe dinensionless spin—
orbi scattering rate. The elem ents of the m atrices S,
Ai, Ay, and A3 are drawn from independent G aussian
distributions w ith zero m ean and w ih equal variances
for the o -diagonal elem ents. T he diagonal elem ents of
S have doublk variance, whereas the diagonal elem ents
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ofA;, Ay, and A3 are zero because of the antisymm e~
try constraint. The Im it N ! 1 is taken at the end
of the calculation. Each eigenvalie " of H is doubly
degenerate, w ith wavefunctions ;1 and , relted by
tin ereversal.

In nom alm etal nanoparticles, the m ain contrbution
to electron-electron interactions is described by the \con—
stant exchange interaction m odel" [12, 13],

He= JF; @)
where S is the total spin of the particle. The ratio of
the exchange constant J and the m ean spacing between
singleelectron levels corregoonds to one of the Femm i
Ligquid constants of the m etal. For m ost nom alm etals
one has 02 . J= . 04, n agreem ent w ih electron-
licuid theory [14], athough an aller and larger values oc—
cur as well (see the discussion at the end of this letter).
C om bining the constant exchange interaction (3) and the
singleelectron Ham iltonian ), and incliding the Zee—
man coupling to a magnetic eld H in the z direction
[L1], one has
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where the 1rst tetm com es form the diagonalization of
the singleelectron Ham iltonian (2).

Ifthe num ber ofelectronsN . iseven, allm any-electron
states are non-degenerate In the presence of spin-orbi
scattering. Hence all even-electron states have g-factors
equal to zero. W ih spin-orbit scattering, odd-electron
states are twofold degenerate K ram ers’ degeneracy).
Since tunneling spectroscopy m easures di erences of g-—
factors form any-electron stateswith N and N+ 1 elec—
trons, a g-factor m easured using tunneling spectroscopy
is the g-factor of an odd-electron state if spin-orbit scat—
tering is present. W e assum e that the nanoparticle re-
laxesto the even-electron ground state betw een tunneling
events so that one m easures g—factors of the odd-electron
ground state and the odd-electron excited statesupon in—
creasing the bias voltage. In the (generic) case that the
tw o tunneling contacts betw een the nanopartick and the
source and drain reservoirs have very di erent conduc-
tances, the height of a conductance peak is proportional
to the m atrix elem ent [1]
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where the creation operator 4 (r) creates an electron
wih soin in the graln at the position r of the poinnt
contact w ith the an aller conductance, N ;01 is the even-
electron ground state, and N + 1;ki is an odd-electron
excited state. W ithout spin-orbit scattering, the weights
wy are zero forthose states N + 1;ki orwhich the spin

S, di ers by more than 1=2 from the spin of the even-
electron ground state N .;01. (T hisisthe \selection rule"
referred to in the introduction.)

Lim it of weak spin-orbit scattering. W e st address
the Iim it 1, for which perturbation theory in
is possble. In view of the above comm ents, we need
to consider g—factors of odd-electron states only. For an
odd-electron state ki wih spin S = 1=2 without spin-
orbit scattering, spin-orbit scatteringonly a ectsthe soin
contrbution to the g-factor to quadratic order in  [15].
However, all nanoparticles have low-lying odd-electron
states with spin S = 3=2 if the exchange interaction is
present. (There even is a am all but nonzero probabilk
ity that the odd-electron ground state has spin S = 3=2
[7, 8].) Spin-orbit scattering lifts the fourfold degeneracy
ofan S = 3=2 odd-electron state and splits this state into
tw o doublets. A swe show below , spin-orbit scattering de—
term ines the g-factors of these doublets already to zeroth
order In , whereas the m atrix elem ents determ ining the
corresponding tunneling spectroscopy peak height wy are
nonzero with nite probability.

Labeling the fourm em bers ofthe S = 3=2 quadruplet
by the z com ponent of the spin, S, = p 5=2, p =
1;2;3;4, the m atrix elem ents of H 5, can be arranged in
a4 4 m atrix | of the form
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wih a and d real numbers and b and ¢ com plex num —
bers. The speci ¢ form of (6) ollow s from tin ereversal
symm etry and guarantees that that the eigenvalues of
Vx are doubly degenerate, in accordance w ith K ram ers’
theorem . One hasVy = 0 to 1rst order in Hg, since
soin-orbit scattering does not m ix states w ith opposite
soin belonging to the sam e energy level. C alculating Vi
to second order in H 4,, we consider the specialcase when
the S = 3=2 quadruplet is split by virtual transitions to
one nearby odd-elctron state jli only. W e refer to Ref.
16 for a generaldiscussion; neglecting other states is jis—
ti ed ifthe energy di erence of the virtual transition we
consider ism uch an aller than other energy separations.

Sihce we are Interested in g-factorsonly, it issu cient
to calculate the ratioslb=d and c=d, orwhich we nd
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where and refer to the two singleelectron levels in—
volved in the virtualtransition. The S = 3=2 quadruplet
splits Into two doublets w ith g-factors gx; and gz, w ith
£ = 4+ 12(@1)7 + @z)?%)
- @1)2 + @2)? + @3)?




FIG.1l: Ensam bl averaged g-factors for J=
03,04,0:5,and 0:6.

= 0,01, 02,

% = 48 3 ©
W hethergy; orgy, correspondsto the lower lying doublet
depends on the relative position and spin of the virtual
state; if the unperturbed S = 3=2 state is the ground
state, the doublt w ith lowerenergy hasg-factorgy, [L6].
U sing the distrdbution of the m atrices A1, A,, and A3,
one ndsthat g; has the distribution
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P1 @Qk1) =
T he second g-factor gy, takes values in the intervalO
k2 6 and is related to g¢; via Eq. 8).

To zeroth order In , the tunneling spectroscopy peak
heights (5) are nonzero if the even-electron ground state
Ne;0ihassoin S = 1. Thisoccursw ith signi cant prob—
ability ford & 03 [/, 8], so that the anom alous g-factors
gk1 and gk, are visble in a tunneling soectroscopy exper—
Inent with nite probability. Increasing the spin-orbit
scattering rate further increases the visbility of peaks
w ith the largest g-factors by m ixing even-electron states
with S = 0and S = 1. Indeed, orJ = 03 the av-
erage energy di erence between the Iowest lylng S = 0
and S = 1 even-electron states is 20 = 04 , so
that even m oderate spin-orbit scattering ( & 0:5 ) has
amatrix element  between the two states that is com —
parable with the energy di erence. Inclusion of virtual
excitations to other excited state changes the formulas
for g1 and gk, , but not the conclusion that spin-orbi
scattering a ects the g-factors of the S = 3=2 states to
zeroth order in

Arbitrary spin-orbit scattering rate. In order to ad-
dressthe e ectsofa nie soin-orbit scattering rate, we
have num erically diagonalized the Ham iltonian (4) for
0< < 28. We st diagonalized Hy and considered
the interaction H ¢ In thebasisofthe 92 (76) lowest lying
m any-electron eigenstates ofHy or N, odd (even). W e
then diagonalized the rem aining m any-electron H am ilto—
nian and calculated the g-factorsgy oftheM = 8 lowest—

Iying odd-electron states, together w ith peak height wy
fortransition from the even-electron ground state, seeEqg.
(5). The random m atrices In our sin ulation are taken of
size 2N = 400 or2 < < 28 and ofsize 2N = 200 for
< 2. W e averaged over 300 realizations of the random

m atrices, corresoonding to a m esoscopic average over an
ensem ble of nanoparticles w ith equal size and spin-orbit
scattering rate but di erent disorder con gurations. In
the analysis of the num ericaldata, w e discarded all levels
for which the peak height wy is below a threshold wiy,
which we arbitrarily set at

Wiy = 01

max_ wy:

T he threshold m in ics the experim entalreality that am all
peaks cannotbe distinguished from the noise, and, hence,
have their g-factors kft out In the statistical analysis.
Further, om itting g-factors or which wy < wy, enforces
the \selection rules" in the absence of spin-orbit scatter—
ng. We verdi ed that the precise de nition of w, does
nota ect our conclusions.

Interaction e ects increase the ensemble averaged g-—
factor hgi signi cantly for J & 03 and 2, e Fi.
1. In fact, there is a substantial param eter w indow for
which hgi> 2. By iself, such an Increase of hgi has lin —
ited experin entalrelevance, since there isno independent
method to measure . In fact, com parison of the m ea—
sured hgi w ith theory is used to determ ine the spin-orbit
rate 1= = 2 = 1in nanoparticles [5, 6]. T his problem
does not exist for the full (cum ulative) probability distri-
bution of g-factors (@verage and uctuations), which is
shown in Fig.2. ThevaluesofJ and in Fig.2 are cho—
sen such that alldistributions have the sam e average hgi.
T he distributions of F ig. 2, together w ith our num erical
results for other values of J and (not shown), show
that the exchange Interactions substantially enhance the
g-factor uctuations (at the sam e value of the average).
The probability P (g > 2) to nd a g-factor larger than
two is shown in the inset ofF . 2, as a function ofJ and

10)

P resently, g—factor distributions have been m easured
forthe noblkemetalsonly b, 6], forwhich J= . 0:d and
Interaction e ects are negligble [L7]. Indeed, the distri-
butions m easured In Refs. 5, 6 are in good agreem ent
w ith the non-interacting theory [9, 10]. Interaction ef-
fects, nontrivial spin states, and, hence, g-factors larger
than two should be cbservable form ost otherm etals. For
akalim etals, J= is in the range 02{0:3 [L8], aswell for
Ti Zr,and M g [19, 20]. Even stronger interaction e ects
are expected ©orNb, Rh, and Y nanoparticles, for which
soin-density calculations set J= around 0:4 1], and for
Pt,Pd, and V, which have 066 . J= < 1 R2, 23]. For
particles in the nm size range, spin-orbi e ects are ex—
pected to be m oderate or weak (din ensionless spin-orbit
rate oforderunity or am aller), except for the elem ents
w ith the highest atom ic numbers Au, Pt). M easured
soin-orbit rates In A g and Cu nanoparticles w th radius
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FIG .2: Cumulative g-factor distrbution for = 0:70,J = 0
(solid curve), = 085,J= 02 (points), = 0:90,J = 03

(dotted), = 10,d and J = 04 (dash-dot), and = 1:15,
J = 0% (dashed). The values of are chosen such that
hgi= 1:58 in all cases. Inset: P robability for a level to have
a g-factor larger than two, for J= = 0:1 0:6, versus

4 nm were in the range 1 B].) For those elem ents
for which spin-orbi e ects are too weak to m ake large
g-factors visble, soin-orbi scattering can be enhanced
by doping with a an all am ount of, eg., Au atom s R4].
Sin ilarly, doping w ith ferrom agnetic atom sm ay increase
J and drive the m etals tow ards the Stoner instability at
J= = 1 R5].

In conclusion, we have shown that the presence of
an exchange interaction with strength J & 02 Ileads
to a signi cant broadening of the probability distri-
bution of tunneling spectroscopy g-factors in nom al
m etal nanoparticles. In particular, g-factors larger than
two can be observed, which are a signature of non-
trivial m any-electron states. W eak spin-orbit scattering
1= o ) is crucial in rendering the large g-factors
observable, since i m ixes m any-electron states w ith dif-
ferent spin and, hence, lifts spin selections rules. It is
only at larger spin-orbi scattering rates 1= that
soin-orbit scattering filly random izes the spin and sup-—
presses Zeam an contrbution to g-factors and the m atrix
elem ents of the exchange interaction. The interaction
range J= & 02 is appropriate for m ost m etals, except
for Al and the noble m etals, which have negligble ex—
change interaction e ects.

W hereas in gated sam iconductor quantum dots the
existence of nontrivial spin states could be inferred in—
directly from the statistical distribbution of Coulomb-
blockade peak spacings R6], a com parison of the de-
tailed param eter-dependence of successive peak positions
7], or from the succession pattem of g-factors ofm any
consecutive levels 28], no such m ethods are availbble in
m etal nanoparticles w thout a gate or wih a very lin -
ited gate voltage range. W e hope that our nding that
soin-orbit scattering renders nontrivial g-factors visble
In standard tunneling spectroscopy w ithout a gate m o—
tivates further experin ents on m etal nanoparticles w ith

strong interaction e ects.
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