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W ediscusshow the crossovers in m odels like spin-boson m odelare changed by adding the coupling
of the central spin to localised m odes- the latter m odelled as a ’spin bath’. These m odes contain
m ost of the environm entalentropy and energy at low T in solid-state system s. W e nd that the low
T crossover betw een oscillator bath and soin bath dom Inated decoherence, occurring as one reduces
the energy scale of the central spin, is characterised by very low decoherence-we show how this
works out In practise n m agnetic insulators. W e then reconsider the standard quantum -classical

crossover in the dynam ics of a tunneling system , including both spin and oscillator baths.

It is

found that the general e ect of the spin bath is to broaden the crossover in tem perature between
the quantum and classical activated regim es. The exam ple of tunneling nanom agnets is used to

PACS num bers:

1: NTRODUCTION

In the book ofW eiss on quantum dissipative phenom —
ena E}] one nds a very nice summ ary of results on the
crossover between quantum tunneling and classical ac—
tivation for a single tunneling coordinate coupled to a
bath of oscillators (see Chapters 10-17, particularly 14
and 16) . This kind of problem has a long and interest—
ing history, beginning w ith work ofK ram ers i@'] n 1940.
T he oscillator bath m odels assum e that each bath m ode
isweakly perturbed, and then the description ofthe bath
by oscillators is well known to be correct. M any physi-
calsystam s are very accurately described by such m odels
@, :_?'1, :ff, g], and they are centralto much of reaction rate
chem istry aswell. T ypically one studies either a particle
tunneling from a trapped state to an open continuum of
states (the dissipative tunneling problem ), or a double—
well system in which a particle has to go from one well
to another (the dissipative 2-well problem ). One has a
range of tem peratures in which both activation and tun-
neling processes are In portant. Both the width of the
crossover regin e and the detailed dependence of transi-
tion rates, asa function oftem perature and applied bias,
are of Interest t_]:, :5]. In the 2 well problem , the ‘quan—
tum lim i/, where only the 2 lowest levels of the 2-well
system are relevant (assum Ing a weak bias between the
wells), has been studied very extensively. This is the
'soin-boson m odel, in which a 2-level system couples to
the oscillator environm ent.

Another interesting application of the spin-boson
m odelisto the problem ofqubits in quantum inform ation
processing QU IP ). T he centralissue here is the study of
decoherence In the dynam ics of the qubit, and how it
depends on both sin ple things lke applied elds, tem —
perature, etc.,, and In a m ore com plex way on the de—

tailed nature of the bath, and its coupling to the qubit.
Tt tums out that at the low tem peratures that are ap-
proprate for Q U IP, or for any other large scale quantum
coherence, the oscillator bath m odels are no longer ade-
quate to describe all the physics. In m any system s the
deooherence is controlled largely by the coupling to lo—
calised m odes, such as defects, tunneling charges, para—
m agnetic spins, or nuclkar spins, and this environm ent
of localised m odes cannot in general be m odelled by
oscillators— it can however be described as a set of spins
i_‘/:] (the 'soin bath’). T here isnow extensive experin ental
evidence for the key role of such m odes in expen'm entson
C ooper pairbox qubis [8’], SQU DD qubits H :10 and in
m olecular m agnets Il]: :12], but the in portance of these
m odes is already rather cbvious just from an estin ation
oftheir coupling to these system s. T here havebeen a fair
num ber of theoretical studies of spin bath environm ents.
Early partial studies, In various contexts, include refs.
{_l-.Z:, :_ifl, :_[ﬁ, :_ié]; Jater work has concentrated on appli-
cation to coherence and re]axatJon Jn tunneling system s
(see, eg., refs. [i, 173,118,119, 20,21]), to decoherence in
m esoscopic oonductors Eﬁ 2-3], supemonductjng qubits
[7.,.24], and nanom agnets 125] Tt isclear that In the 1im it
of weak coupling to the soin bath, it should be possble
tom ap to an oscillator bath-studies in this lim it appear
in, ey, refs. {19, 26, 27).

O ne can think ofthisbreakdown of the oscillatorbath
m odel In severalways. O ne is dealing here w ith a break-
down of the assum ption of weak system -bath couplings,
and a corresgoonding breakdown of linear response In the
behaviour of the bath dynam ics (for m ore detailed dis-
cussion of this see ref. {7, and refs. therein, and also
the nice short summ ary by W eiss, in ref. i}:], pPp. 49—
52). W e em phasize that the coupling to localised bath
m odes is alm ost alw ays weak com pared to the tunneling
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barrier energy E g , or to the energy !, corresponding to
an all oscillation energies in the potential wells- so these
m odes are usually invisble In ordinary tunneling exper-
In ents. However, the energy scale of the localised bath
m odes, and their coupling to the central qubit coordi-
nate, is often not am all com pared to the exponentially
an aller tunneling energy . In the qubi regine it is
the com parison wih  that counts, particularly for de—
coherence (for a m ore precise discussion see below ).

W e are thus left with an interesting problem . W hat
is the combined e ect of soin bath and oscillator bath
m odes on the dynam ics of the central system ? In partic—
ular, how is decoherence a ected by these two, and how
does the oscillator bath take over from the soin bath as
one goes to higher tem peratures, or increases ,? Es—
sentially one has to reconsider the whole question of the
crossover between quantum and classical regin es when
both baths are included.

In this paper we give a progress report on these ques—
tions for 2 kinds of crossover, viz:

(i) T he crossoverbetw een spin bath controlled decoher—
ence, which dom lnateswhen  is am all, and the oscilla—
tor bath-controlled decoherence, which dom inates when

o is large (in both cases, assum ing low tem perature).
T hem ost Interesting behaviour is in the crossover regin e
itself, when the decoherence goesto am inim um . T husby
raising , onecan go from an inocoherent regin e, through
a regin e of ocoherent qubit dynam ics, and then badk to
Inooherent tunneling. To illustrate the idea we show how
the general idea works for nanom agnets coupled to nu—
clear spins and phonons-T he detailed application to spe—
ci cm agnetic and superconducting system s is discussed
elsew here 25, 26].

(i) We ook at how the soin bath in uences the
crossover between the quantum tunneling and classical
them ally activated regim e. T hisalso involvesa crossover
between goin bath and oscillator bath environm ents.
G iven the com plexity ofthis crossover, we do not attem pt
any com plete discussion, but instead m ake som e qual-
ftative rem arks on the physics, and then present som e
resuls for m agnetic insulators (@again involving phonons
and nuclear soins). For related work one may go to a
series of papers l_2-§i] on the application to ensembles of
tunneling m agnetic m olecules.

2: CROSSOVERS FROM COHERENCE TO
INCOHERENCE

T he spin-boson m odelhasa controlparam eter , (the
operating frequency of the qubit); and we consider here
the crossover between the small , regin e, where deco—
herence is controlled by the spin bath, and the large
regin e, w here it is controlled by the oscillatorbath. The
Interesting thing is that in the crossoverbetween these 2
regin es lies a ‘dead zone’ w here decoherence can be very

Jow . T his 'ooherence w Indow ’ w ill be very im portant for
solid-state based quantum inform ation processing.

2a: QUBIT COUPLED TO OSCILLATOR AND
SPIN BATHS

W e consider a 2-level system (a qubit) with the usual
bare H am iltonian

Ho= ot o2 1)

This is coupled to both spin and oscillator baths. The
them alenergy kg T, and the longitudinal and transverse
eld energies ,; o, are assum ed to be much less than
the energy gap E 4 to any higher levels of the system . In
a magnetic qubi (eg. a m agnetic m olecule, or a rate
earth ion), this 'spin gap’ is typically 5 10 K, and
n a superconducting qubit the corresponding Josephson
plaam a frequency depends strongly on the jinction ge—
om etry, and m ight be a little less.
T he baths them selves are assum ed to have H am iltoni-
ans L, &, l:
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In termm s ofa set of oscillators fx4g describing delocalised
m odes and a set of spins £ (g describing localised m odes
(here for sim plicity assum ed to be a set 0ofPauli spin-1=2
system s). W e have w ritten the set of’ elds’ fhy g, acting
on the ndividualbath spins, in the orm hy = !y,
wherem'y isa unit vector In the direction ofthe eld.W e
assum ethata UV cuto o €xists in these H am iltonians,
so that all spin and oscillator degrees of freedom have

energy < . The 2 baths are coupled to the central
qubit via the ollow Ing diagonal couplings:
ALl #
X X A
Hine= % déixq + !k]k K 4)
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where f/i(g are a set of unit vectors. There can also
be non-diagonal couplings, ie., term s w hich operate only
w hen the qubit is sw tching between the eigenstates j"i
and j#iof %, . These are usually speci ed by m odifying
the form of the transverse tetn % In the bare qubit
Ham ilttonian. For the oscillator bath one adds a coupling
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and for the spin bath one m akes the substitution
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w here the fnyg are uni vectors.

W e brie y note the in portant features of these inter—
actions. F irst, we recall that the usual longitudinal spin—
boson couplings fcig are typically O M, = ~), where
N, is the num ber of oscillator degrees of freedom in the
H ibert space (de ned by the UV cuto o). On the

other hand the spin bath couplings f! ]]:g may have a
quite di erent dependence- in m agnetic qubit system s
they are usually independent ofN g, the num ber of spins,
whereas in SQU ID qubjtsystansonehas!]}: o M, ?),
at least in the sin plest designs. For large N, thism eans
that the oscillator bath couplings are very weak— jastify—
Ing the initialm odelof linear weak couplings. In the case
ofa SQU D qubit coupled to a spin bath one sees that it
ought to be possible to m ap the problem to a spin-boson
m odel, and indeed one can E'j, :_2-§'] H owever this isnot an
option for m agnetic qubits—not only are the individual
hyper ne couplings between the qubi and the nuclkar
soins independent of the number N ¢ of nuclear spins,
they are also large—in m any cases !}]: for a sinhgle nuclear
sodn can exceed ! In this case we must deal directly
w ith the spin bath, and give up any hope ofm apping the
problem to a spin-boson m odel.

A second rem ark concems the non-diagonal couplings.
In cases where the diagonal couplings happen to be zero
Which can happen under unusual circum stances) the
non-diagonal couplings are the only rem aining decoher-
ence m echanism — this m akes them very interesting for
studies ofdecoherence (a point which hasalso been noted
In recent discussions of superconducting qubits 1_3-1:]) .On
the other hand when the diagonal couplings are non-—
zero, they usually dom inate over the non-diagonalones,
at least when the qubit is m odelling a tunneling solid—
state system . It then ©llow s that both ¢

k

an allk-in ﬁctc —cq O (o= O),and X O (= o)
(for m ore detaJJs on this see refs. ﬁ, .18])

=Q}; and x are

Finally, we note that the interactions between bath
m odes are treated di erently in the oscillator and spin
bath cases. In the oscillator bath case it is is usually
argued that any weak anham onic interactions have lit-
tle relevance to the dissipation or decoherence caused
by the bath- that nform ation and energy are quickly
transported away from the qubit, and so we can drop all
reference to Intra-bath interactions. In the case of the
soin bath, however, i is clearly incorrect to drop such
Interactions- even though they are usually very small
This is because the spin bath describes local m odes,
w hich are not weakly coupled to the qubit—accordingly a
large am ount of energy and inform ation can in principle
be dum ped into each m ode and theV,,, , o Interaction
is the only way this can be redistributed. O ver long tin e
scales non-linear e ects becom e inevitable, and the size
ofV,, o becom es very in portant. W e shall see how this
worksbelow .

20: DECOHERENCE RATES

W e de ne the decoherence dynam ics for the qubit in a
fairly standard way t_]:], by assum ing an initial state j"i,
and calculating the reduced density m atrix as a function
of tin e thereafter, once the spin and oscillator baths are
Integrated out. T he general form ofthe result (assum ing

the bias o= 0 for sin plictty) is
2 ()=
0 1
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Here (), wih = 1;2, may have a com plicated

tin e dependence. If ) ! = oonst:; (so that the
coherence decays exponentially in tine) one can w rite
1= T , ©llowing NM R tem inology. In this case
we say that, in this basis, the decay rate 1=T, of the
o -diagonalm atrix elem ents is the decoherence rate- it
characterizes the rate at which interference between j"i
and j #1i states is lost. In other cases one can usually
derive a characteristic tin escale for the loss of coher—
ence, and this is called the decoherence time. O ne also
de nes a din ensionless m easure of the decoherence rate,
given by

= 1= o 8)

or is inverse, the ‘decoherence quality factor’, often de-

nedasQ = = = o. This Q -factor tells us
roughly the num ber of coherent oscillations of the sys—
tem before decoherence sets In.

Herewe st quickly recallthe known results for deco—
herence in thiskind ofproblem . T he dim ensionless decay
rate has the ©llow ing contributions:

(1) O scillator bath contributions: The decoher—
ence rates here depend on the C aldeira-L.eggett spectral
density 'E_J']. Forthe caseswe are Interested in one has the
follow ing resuls:

(@) Phonon demoherence: this is relevant when we deal
w ith soin-phonon coupling n m agnetic insulators. T yp—
ically one considers a spin S (rpresenting a m olecular
soin or other nanom agnet), which truncates at low tem —
perature to am agneticqubit When kg T orwWhere 4
is the spin gap to the higher electronic excitations). For
decoherence them ost In portant coupling to S isthe non—
diagonal coupling S o ¥ jto acoustic phonons having
aDebyeenergy p (fora sin ple derivation ofthis see ref.
fl8], and for a thorough discussion of spin-phonon_cou—
plings see BZ .48 . Standard spin-boson m ethods ﬂ,, d],
applied to this coupling, give a contribution PR o
of perturbative (., golden rule) form ; when the applied



bias is zero one gets Iii_&l]:
PP~ 8 o o)*=plooth( o=ks T) ©)

which is very weak at low energies (k. for D).
A Yhough no qubit behaviour has yet been seen in m ag-
netic system s, there are extensive experin entalresuls for
the e ect of phonons on the soin dynam ics of m agnetic
m olecules.

() E kctronic decoherence: This comes in when we
need to analyse decocherence in SQU D  ux qubits fB:, :.l-d,
5:_3, :_3-§:] or C ooper pair box charge qubits t_é, :_3-§;, :_3->§-, er]
Forexam ple, In ux qubitstunneling between ux states

n s and wih charging energy E., one has a din en-
sionless coupling = (16 2 !4=E.)Q ' between SQU D

ux and electronic bath, param etrised in tem s of the
SQUIDD Q -factor. In this case of O hm ic dissipation the
decoherence rate is @]

(0)25

where again we assum e the system is in resonance.

coth( +=ks T) (10)

(ii) Spin bath contributions: W e w rite the contri-
butions to the spin bath-induced decoherence in term s of
the couplings introduced in ('_4) and ('_6) . It isuseful to
also introduce another quantity E, which quanti es the
totale ect on a single qubit level of the coupling to the
bath spins—we have

EZ= (1) a1

so that E , is just the halfw idth ofthe G aussian envelope
of 2Vs spin bath states associated w ith each qubit state.
T his form ula is easily generalised to nclide 'higher spin’
bath spins (see below ). In section 3 we say m ore about
the structure ofthese bath spin states inside this 2V s -o1d
m anifold.

T here are 3 spin bath contributions to the decoherence
i, 181:

(@) Noise decherence: spin di usion inside the spin
bath causes the longiudmnalbias acting on *, to uctu-—
ate overa range y In energy bias space, causing phase
noise. There will be a characteristic tin escale T, asso—
ciated with this noise (over longer tim escales the bias

uctuates over a larger range— see section 3 form ore de—
tails). If 3 T,' 2 ,thenoisy bias uctuates rapidly
com pared to the m olecular tunneling dynam ics, causing
Incoherent tunneling (this is the "fast di usion’ lim it for
the spin bath U]) . Thiscase isillustrated In Fig. 1, which
show s the way the two qubit levels are a ected In tine
by the uctuating bias. In the opposite extrem e of large

o one has a much an aller noise contribution to of

U= Neee= T2 12)
where N c¢¢ is the num ber ofbath soins which are active
(the exact num ber depends on the particular system —typ—
ically N e O (N ), but the exact fraction Ners=N can

vary w idely from one system to another). T hisnoise con—
trbution ¥ 1 (fe. i only weakly a ects coherence).
The analogue of Fig. 1 for this case would show very
an all uctuations, which hardly a ect the dynam ics.

FIG.1l: We show the e ect of a random Iy uctuating envi-
ronm entalnoise bias " (t) (black curve) on a tunneling 2-level
qubit w ith tunneling m atrix elem ent . The 2 Jevels having
adiabatic energies E (), with E 2 t) = g 4+ 2 (t), are shown
as red & blue curves. The system can only m ake transitions
when near "resonance" (., when J'(t)jis o or less, the
regions shown in green). T he resulting dynam ics of the qubit
is iIncoherent in this case of strong noise.

() P recessional D ecoherence: The eld about which
the k-th bath spin precesses changes each tin e the qubit
Ips, so that the tim e evolution of the spin bath states
becom esentangled w ith that ofthe qubit. W e can visual-
ize thisprocess by in agining the precessionalm otion ofa
bath spin in the qubit eld Fig. 2). Integrating out the
soin bath then gives decoherence in the qubit dynam ics.
If the "operating frequency" o is low, ., o Eo,
then this "precessional decoherence" contribution to

is given by
1% . 2
-3 (15=17)? GE 17 1 o)
k
11X . .
-3 (17 =15)? GE 1S 12 o) a3)

k

O ne gets the second result from the rst by a duality,
sw itching the roles of |5 and ! in the derivation of the
rst (cf ref. {13, App. 2B).
Ifinstead o E,, ¥., high operating frequency, then
also , !5;!7. The solution of this weak coupling
problem is i, 191:

= Eo= o)°=2 (14)

and this resul is clearly In portant for the regim e of co—
herent qubit dynam ics.



(c) Topolgical D exoherence: W hen the qubi ips,
it causes a sudden tin edependent perturbation on the
bath spins, described by the non-diagonalterm (:_é) . This
Induces transitions in the bath spin states, and a corre—
soonding contribution to the entanglem ent of the bath
soins and qubit states. Fom ally this entangles the topo—
IgicalB erry phase ofthe qubit [14]w ith that ofthe bath
spins, In the sam e way as for precessional decoherence;
after averaging over bath states the resulting contribu-
tion to is

=3 T s)

where ¢ j= j!]}:j=2 o Isassum ed to be an all (or gen—
eral coupling see refs. tj, :_l]‘]) . In general this contribu-—
tion is an aller than the precessional decoherence.

FIG .2: W e show schem atically the m otion ofa satellite spin,
in the presence of a qubi Ipping between 2 di erent states
j"iand Jj#i. W hen the qubit ips, the qubit eld acting on

the k-th satellite spin rapidly changes, from k to t (or vice—
versa). Between Jipsthe spin precesses around thequbit eld,
accum ulating an extra "precessional' phase. A veraging over
thisphase gives precessionaldecoherence. T he sudden change
ofqubi eld also perturbs the satellite spin phase, giving fur—
ther decoherence (the "topological decoherence" m echanism

g7D.

W enow observe, ashasbeen noted before t_3-§'], that the

soin bath decoherence rate isalw ayshigherat low energy

(sm all ), whereas the oscillator bath decoherence rate

ishigher at high energy (arge ). Thustherewillbe a

'coherence w indow / at interm ediate values of ,, where
is an all.

2c: DECOHERENCE CROSSOVERS IN A
MAGNETIC QUBIT

At low T the spin Ham iltonian of m any large-spin
nanom agnetic system s (m agnetic m olecules, rare earth

jons, or nanom agnetic particles) reduces from that of
a tunneling spin S to a sinple 2-state orm H, (") =

( 6%t o), wih thePaulisoin © acting on the 2 Iow—
est spin levels Eg,gg], as In our qubit H am iltonian @:) .

The spin gap E 4 to thenext levelsistypically 5 10K,
and the 2-state picture isvalid at energies E4.W eas-
sum e henceforth an "easy 2-axis" nanom agnet; then the

‘bias’ energy o, = g g S,;HZ. When , = 0, the split-
ting , between the 2 "qubi" states j i;3 i bonding
and antibonding eigenstates of H, (")) is produced by
tunneling between 2 potential wells, w ith each well hav—
Ing a "anall oscillation” energy o; typically o Eq .

T he qubi is thus the resul of truncating out the higher

spin states ofthe nanom agnetic system , which we should

schem atically n Fig. 3.

Energy

S,S-1> € = ge HpS(H& + Himy)

|S,-S+1>

S,S>
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FIG . 3: M agnetic anisotropy barrier of a sm allm agnetic sys—
tem , such as a m agnetic m olecule. W e show the eigenstates
$;m i of the Iongitudinal part H % (S,) of the spin Ham ilto—
nian H, (S). An extemal longitudinal eld H Z,. (or an inter-
nal eld H {.), biases the e ective potential by an am ount

. Adding transverse anisotropy temn s to the spin H am ilto-
nian causes tunneling between the states In the gure. The
'ground state’ tunneling am plitude s between states $;Si
and $; Siiscalled , iIn the text.

W e de ne the states j "i;j #i (elgenstates of *,) by
j i= j"i  j#i. If the totalnanom agnetic spin S isnot
too an all, these states correspond roughly to sem iclassi-
calsoin coherent states [_ZI]_:], having orientationsn (here

= ";#), which depend on both the intemal anisotropy

eld ofthe nanom agnet, and any transverse extemal eld
H? .The solitting , depends sensitively on H ? .

T he Intrinsic decoherence in Insulating nanom agnets
com es from entanglem ent of the nanom agnetic spin wave
function w ith that ofthe nuclear spins and phonons ﬁ_lé]
W e st see how to wrte these couplings in the form
given In section 2 @). The details for the soin bath are
a slight generalisation of this form , because the nuclar
spins are not necessarily spin-1=2 ob gcts.

T he nuclkar soins fEIkg couple to the elctronic soins
fs;gin S wWhere S = 3 s5) via hyper ne couplings

Huyp = A7 sy T, 16)



whose form we do not specify here. W e then de ne the
eld-dependent quantity
1 X

=

A s i
2T J

hs i), 3 a7

where hs;i is the expectation value of s; when S !
Sn . The energy change of Iy when S ips from Snw»
to Sny is then 2Ik!]]:, le., there is a diagonal coupling
Az!]]:i Tk between the qubi and Ik,wherei is a unic
vector parallel to the hyper ne eld on Iy. This is jist
the coupling speci ed in (4) in the last section.

The extemal transverse eld H? couples to I, wih
Zeem an coupling ! ity T, where !ty = gy H? and
My is a uni vector along H ? . This is the sam e as the
coupling given In {_3) . Finally, the interactions between
the soins In the spin bath add a tem

U R
Vo B £o @18)
k=1k0=1

Hyn (Ekg) =

whose e ect on the qubit will be handled by assum —
Ing that the soin di usion caused by this weak inter-
action adds a "noise" term  (t) %, to the staticbias 7.
T hese temm s taken togetherde ne an e ective interaction
Ham itonian Hy s = Ho (") + V (*;%), where

X X N
ety Ix 19)

k k

To (_1-9) we also add a "spin-boson’ coupling
X X

?
o "% Xq S

q q

Hg = oj:.{j’(q/\x (20)

to the acoustic phonon coordinate X4 . T his non-diagonal
term was already discussed above.

The energy scale over which the nuclear spin bath
states operate is jist the linew idth E, ofthe entirem ul-
tiplet of nuclkar states coupling to each qubit level {18].
Tt is clear that if the energy bias 1in the problem is less
than E,, it willbe possible for the system to m ake tun—
neling transitions w thout the aid ofthe phonons, even if

o (s=eFig. 4). For this problem , w ith higher spin
nuclkl], one easily ndsthat
, X T+l

ES= T
o ) 3Ik(kk)

@1)

T he acoustic phonon energy scal is the D ebye energy
p . Now in a nanom agnetic system the ratio E,=kg p
can be < 10 ¢, suggesting the a very sin ple tactic for

suppressing decoherence. Ifwe tune  so thatkg p

° E,, then we will be in the "coherence w indow "
m entioned above, where the qubi dynam ics is too slow
to disturb m ost phonons appreciably, but too fast for the
nuclar spins to react.

|S,S>

|S,-S>

2

FIG .4: The 2 qubi levels connected w ith the zero— eld states
B;Siand B; Sieach couple, via the intemal hyper ne in—
teractions, to a a very large num berofnuclear spin levels. T he
result is a multiplet associated w ith each qubit level, which
usually has a G aussian density of levels, w ith a halfw idth E,
(see text).

To substantiate this idea, we generalise the Iow eld
( o < E,) caloulations of nanom agnetic dynam ics f_lg'],
where inocoherent tunneling relaxation is found, to the
high-eld regine E,. Because the f!]}zg the
Zeem an couplings £!/ g, and f!]}:g o, this dynam ics
can be solved fl, 9], by expanding {9) i ![= . If
we 1rst Ignore the noise term , we get a new e ective
Ham ilttonian

n #
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W e can easily generalise the derivation ofthe result given

n {_iii) for to the case w here the nuclear spins have a
soIn modulus Iy > 1=2. One nds easily that
s
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Thus we see that the result {_l-fl') for precessional deco—
herence is generally valid, regardless of the size of the
nuclear spins.

W e now look at the 2 other contributions to the de—
coherence rate. The nuclear spin transitions induced
directly by electronic spin  Ips add a contrbution
to . However when E,, the ratio =
O ( 2= 2) 1, i, the precessionaldecoherence always
dom Inates over the topological decoherence.

The third contrioution M comes from nuclear spin
noise (the tem ©7%). When o E,, these uc
tuations are extrem ely slow com pared to ; typically



T, m secs at low T, where T, is the typical transverse
nuclar relaxation tin e for the N nuclkicontrolling these
uctuations. Onethen gets ¥ = N= Ty;wewillsee
this is very an all.
T his sum m arizes the nuclear soin tem s. T he phonon
contrbution is as described above in (), and in the low
T lm t we are interested n, where kg T < ,, we have:

PP IS 6 W)= A @4)

At tem peratures above
Increases.

Now, shce dom inates nuclkar soin decoherence, we
can get an estin ate forthe optin aldeccherence rate ™ i

" with respect to

o the phonon decoherence rate

by sin ply m inin izing + or @S-
sum ng kg T < ,, to get:
m in 2S oEo=2 ©5)
at an optin al tunneling splitting  5P*:
P _
TP b Bo= 25 o)TH: 26)

W e see that decoherence is optim ised for a given S by
making E, and , snall, and p larmge, within the con-
straint that o o> kgT. Ifkg T > , wegeta
di erent (less favorable) answer.

The detailed application of this kind of result to a
nanom agnet, In cases w here one know s som ething about
the ocouplings, is in principle very usefil for designing
m agnetic qubis. The tunneling splitting is m ost easily
modi ed just by applying a m agnetic eld transverse to
the easy axis—this can be used to tune , overm any or—
ders ofm agnitude (see FJg 5). Form ore details of such
applications, see ref. 25]

1E+1
1E+0
1E-1

1E-2

1E-10

FIG . 5: The tunneling splitting j -jin the F e8 molecule,
which is a good exam ple of a tunneling nanom agnet. The
tunneling anisotropy potential for the spin is biaxial, with
an easy z-axis and a hard x-axis. T he tunneling splitting is
shown as a function of a transverse eld H , ordented in the
xy-plane, at an angle from the hard axis.

3: NTERLUDE-SPIN BATH DYNAM ICS

In the results given above for decoherence rates, the
Intrinsic dynam ics ofthe oscillator and spin bathsplayed
only a secondary role. In both cases it was assum ed that
phase inform ation exchanged between system and bath
was lost once it was taken up by the bath. Thism ay not
alw aysbe realistic, particularly in the spin bath—one can
easily in agine situations in which the soin bath is cycled
SO as to recover som e of this phase nform ation, and In
NM R this is actually done (eg., In multiple quantum
coherence’ experin ents [42]) Even for oscillatorbaths it
is well known that anhamm onic oscillator couplings can
allow the bath to hold informm ation in certain m odes for
very long tines- now a very welkstudied phenom enon
3.

T he question ofthe intrinsic bath dynam ics isalso in -
portant when one looks at the crossover between quan-
tum and classical relaxation (next section). T herefore
here we clarify what is and is not contained in the m od—
elsweuse.

A s described by equation (:_'q’), the oscillator bath has
the very sin ple dynam ics of N independent oscillators,
w ith frequencies f!4g. Coupling to the ‘central sys-
tem ’ hardly changes this dynam ics, since the coupling
strengthsg; O O '?). Thus nowhere in this m odel
does energy and phase relaxation occurs in the bath-
both simply accum ulate independently in each m ode.
In reality anham onic couplings cause rapid relaxation
In system s of extended m odes like electrons, phonons,
m agnons, etc; the only system to which @) strictly ap—
plies is a bath ofphotons in a vacuum , in which the very
weak vacuum polarisation-induced photon-photon inter—
actions have been dropped. T he reason that m odels lke
the sopin-boson m odelwork in m ost out not all!) casesis
Just because this relaxation is usually fast—once energy
or phase nform ation has gone from the central system
Into a particular m ode, i is rapidly di used into other
m odes and so hard to recover.

In the case of the spin bath dynam ics one has to be
more carefil. A s discussed in detail In ref. ij], one
can classify the large number of spin bath states into
po]arg,sat:on groups’, de ned by their total polarisation
M = x & x along som e set of axes £2:g, where the
f2vg are unit vectors. If the 'extemal eld strengths
f!7 g are weak, so that !} . » then it m akes sense
to have these axes along the direction of the local elds
actjng on the f g, com ing from the qubit, i. to m ake
2% = ]k (com pare eqtn {f! . If on the other hand the ex—
termal eldsdom inate, one instead assum esthat 2y = 'y,
ie., the axes of quantization de ning M are jist the ex—
temal eld directions. If these eldshy = ! my are
Indeed de ned by som e strong extemal m agnetic eld
H, = N.H,, then 2 = A, for all spins in the bath, .,
the axis de ning the bath polarisation is just the exter—



nal eld direction. H owever we em phasize that in m any
cases the eldshy may have nothing to do w ith any ex—
temalm agnetic eld. For exam pl, the £ ygm ight refer
to a set of defects In a glass—in this case they couple to a
strain eld like electric dipoles. Even in the case of real
soinsthe hy m ay not be extermal eldsbut intemalones.
For exam ple, m any tunneling nanom agnets do not tun—
nelbetween oppositely soin states, because the m agnetic
anisotropy eld doesnot have uniaxialsymm etry. In this
case the hyper ne eld on the nuclkar spinsdoesnot

through 180° when the nanom agnet tunnels. O ne then
resoles the hyper ne eld nto 2 com ponents; hy de nes
that com ponent which does not change during the i,
whike ! ]]:/J\k de nesa com ponentwhich ipsthrough 180°.

T he point of de ning polarisation groups in this way
is that it then m akes sense to de ne 2 relaxation tim es
T7 and T3, such that T7 de nes the relaxation ofM , and
T, the soin bath relaxation within a given polarisation
group. N ote that even if the spin bath is actually m ade
up ofnuclkar spins, these tin es are not the T1;T, tin es
m easured In a typicalNM R experim ent, which only looks
at a single nuckar goecies at a tin e-the tin es here refer
to the whole soin bath. One can In agihean NM R exper—
In ent which polarizes a particular nuclkar species, and
then observes rapid relaxation of this polarisation into
other nuclear specis, via the interspain interactions-
even though the total spin along the eld is conserved
(so that the soin bath T7 de ned here is stillin nite).

U sually one expects T3 T, at low T, because the
interspin couplings V,,, , o can mediate transverse
soin-spoin relaxation processes, ie. cause spin di usion
In the soin bath and contrdbute to T,, whereas T7 pro-—
cesses typically require Interaction with som e extemal
system . The most typical case where the bath spins
Inter-com m unicate by m agnetic or electric dipolar inter—
actions is actually hard to analyse theoretically, because
these jnteracgjons grem arginalin 3 dim ensions (integrals
ofthe om " ! &’ry=r] appear in the caloulation of
the relaxation dynam ics ofn coupled bath soins, so that
m ulispin couplingsare jist as in portant as paimw ise In—
teractions, and distant spins as in portant as nearby ones
EJ_J']) . Thuswewould not usually try to calculate the spin
bath T5.

Letusnow em phasize one ofthe crucialdi erencesbe-
tween the soin and oscillator baths. T his is that because
the f! ]]:g are not weak, the spin bath dynam ics depends
very strongly on what the central system is doing. In
the case of a central qubi one can in agihe 2 extreme
scenarios:

(i) W e freeze the qubit dynam ics by applying a longi-

tudinal eld o o- Then the spin bath dynam ics is
described by the e ective H am iltonian
X X
H sB = bk k T kao k kO (27)

k kk©

w here the static elds kag are given by

rd

b, = 2y, 13 ©@8)

w ith the sign depending on w hether the central qubi
is frozen In the j"i or j#1i state.

W e see that in this extrem e case the bath would have
its total polarisation conserved, provided we de ned the
polarisation groups using axes £2,g parallel to the fﬁkg.
Actually we would not nom ally do this, but one can
easily in agihe a situation In which the applied eld is
either very strong or very weak, and then M would be
alm ost exactly conserved, ie., T7 would be very long.

Now suppose we swich on the qubit dynam ics- the
easiest way to do this isto rem ove thebias eld .. Then
the nuclear bath nds itself sub fct to a quite di erent
tin edependent H am ittonian, of the form

X X
H SB (t) = !]:mk k t kao k kO
k kk©
X KA
+ (0 ik 8 29)

k

w here the tin edependent variable , (t) is jum ping back
and forth between 1 wih some correlation tine
1= .. This Ham ittonian describbed the soin bath now
sub Ect to an extermal “telegraph noise’, which causes
transitions between di erent polarisation groups of the
system —thisw illbe true nom atterhow these polarisation
groups are de ned, provided both the f! ]: gand the f! ]]:g
are non-zero. Suppose, for exam ple, that have a weak
extermal eld. Then M isde ned asM = <Mk x,a8
discussed above. W e can In agihe an initial state where
allbath spins are ordiented parallel or antiparallel to the
Iniial local elds-but as soon as the qubit ips, they
begin to precess. A s discussed above, this is what causes
precessional decoherence.

H ow ever, as observed already above, the m otion ofthe
central qubit depends itself on the spin bath dynam ics—
we m ust never Prget that the telegraph noise acting on
the soin bath depends in tum on the spin bath state. The
sin plifying feature is that energy conservation in poses
a sinple constraint on the allowed bath dynam ics. In
generalthe qubit willbe o resonance by som e energy
the sum ofan extemal eld contribution and the intemal

eld from the spin bath:

= ot ekoox 30)

In the sin plest case where the couplings !}]: are either

dom inated by a single value ! &, or else all cluster around
this value (this happens in, eg., rare earth m agnets lke
the LiH oY) xF4 system Q_S-Z_’:], where the H o hyper ne
coupling to the H o nuclear soin ismuch larger than is
coupling to the other nuclkar spins), we have approxi-

m ately that ot ! }SM (w ith som e soread around the



value !5, caused by dispersion in the values of the ! ).
Now for the qubit to m ake transitions we require that
the initialand nalenergies (for , = ) be the sam e
wihin ,.Thismeansthat if , or the centralqubit
can only 1Ip if the soin bath absorbs the extra energy.
However this will in general nvolve a change of2M in
the net bath polarisation, such that !JS:M 3 JoF each
tin ethe system Ips. Thusat leastM bath spinshaveto

Jp—the tin evarying eld of the qubit m ust drive these
transitions.

A form alcalculation of the soin bath dynam ics incor-
porates this constraint using a profction operator ij],
hvolring a dumm y variable
X Z d Py

M)
— : (31
2e (31)

Az
k=1 k

k=1 0

which restricts allbath states to the M -th polarisation

group. Suppose now that the soin bath starts o wih

polarisation M = M ,, and that to m aintain resonance,
the net polarisation m ust changeby 2M each tin e the
qubit Ips from j"i to j#i or vicewversa, ., i cycls
betweenM, ! M, 2M .Thesinplstcasarisssifwe
ignore the Interaction between bath soins com plktely, .,
¥tV,, ! 0in £9). Then one can write the dynam ics
of the bath in tem s of operators TAn and [fl\k, acting on

the spin bath In the presence ofn  ipsofthe qubit. The

T, are given by

: P z s P z
Th = " x1x0Ye'™" ' w1 U
. P z
UYe! ) (32)

(Involring a set of n dumm y variables) and the f[fl\kg de—
ne the change in the wave-function of the bath spins

caused by the sudden I of the qubit from one orden—

tation to another, ie., the m ism atch between n and out

states:

Uy jE~lgi 33)

k=1

JEvtgi=

Suppose, eg., that !/ !]]:, or allbath spins, ie., the
eld on each bath spin alm ost exactly reverses during
each ip, through an angle 180° 2 4. Then Uy is jast

Up=e t¢% (34)
Suppose we now want to write down the am plitude
for the spin bath to start In the polarisation group M
and nish in the sam e polarisation group. T his can only
happen ifthe qubi ips2n tim es. T he am plitude is then
the sum ofa tem
Z
. n
" K = 7(1 Ot)zn ¢ Ee Mo (2n+ 2n 1+ 1)
M oM
(2n)! i 2

éjM (2n 1+ 2n 3ttt 1>’f\2n (35)

acting on the Iniial state of the spin bath, In which the
qubit isassum e to start and nish in the sam e state j"1i,
and another temm s In which i starts and nishes in the
state j#i.

T he resul of form 4_3-15) isonly com plete if energy con—
servation requires that the polarisation change by M
each tine. However In m ost cases there willbe a wide
range ofvaliesof! ]]:, ratherthan a single dom inant value,
and so each polarisation group w illbe widely soread In
energy space, and a large num ber of polarisation groups
w ill have states at a given energy (fe., the groups will
strongly overlap In energy space). In this m ore general
casewe should sum over transition am ongst these groups
w ith the appropriate weighting—the details are an obvi-
ous extension of what has just been described. In this
way we can give a theoretical evaluation ofthe tine T, .

To calculate the ulldynam ics ofthe spin bath wem ust
also include the action of the interspin interaction V,,o .
T hisenablestransitionsam ongst the di erent bath states
nside the sam e polarisation group, even when M does
not change, ., an evaluation ofthe spin bath T, . W edo
not discuss here how such calculationsm ay be done.

W e underline here again the m ost im portant point of
this Interlide-that the soin bath controls the qubit dy—
nam ics, deciding whether the qubit may I or not—but
In istum the qubit drives the spin bath dynam ics.

4: QUANTUM TO CLASSICAL CROSSOVER

A s noted in the introduction, a great deal is known
about how the dynam ics of a single quantum system,
coupled to a them albath, changes as one raises the bath
tem perature ﬂ:,:g"]. M any analysesuse an oscillatorm odel
to describe the bath. However the m odels usually used
to discuss this problem are restricted in certain ways. It
is assum ed that the bath stays in equilbrium during the
tim es of interest, so that the intemal relaxation tim es
In the bath must be short com pared to the tin escale
relevant to the dynam ics of the quantum system , and
energy given by the quantum system to the bath rapidly
m oves aw ay, redistrbuting itself am ongst bath m odes.

Theproblem with suchm odels isthat at low T the ba—
sic assum ption of short intemal relaxation tin es breaks
down. This is of course wellknow n and hasbeen studied
theoretically in, eg., soin glasses (fl-é_;, :§-§‘], dipolar glasses
{_ZIQ'], som e m odels of low -T phase nucleation @]‘], and In
the various relaxation bottlenecks existing in m agnetic
system s Ifl-@'] (to name only a few examples). However
the problem is really generic to low -T physics (@ feature
wellknown to low-T experin entalists [_55_5], because it is
them ain obstaclk to cooling to very lIow T). In fact, n al-
m ost allsystem sapart from pure liquid °H eand *H e, the
them albath hasmost of its Iow T energy and entropy
locked up in localised excitations. T he relaxation of en—
ergy and entropy in and out of these m odes ranges from



secs to centuries. From a theoretical standpoint these
facts are not surprising- they offen arise in system s of
localm odes when couplings and elds are random (par—
ticularly when there is frustration of som e kind in the
Interactions).

W hat thism eans here is that we should reconsider the
whole problem of the quantum —classical crossover, using
m odelsw hich have these localised m odesbuilt in to them
from the start. C onsider, eg., the standard 2-well system ,
coupled now to both oscillator and spin baths. The os-
cillators represent delocalised m odes, which at low T are
few In num ber but can m ove energy around quickly, and
the soin bath represents the localised m odes, which con—
tain all the energy and entropy. A toy m odel for such a
system is

H = HoP;Q)+ HS + HEP + Ve
H,P;Q) = P*=2M + U, Q)
X X X
Vine = Q[  cyXq+ i K (36)
q k

In which the oscillator and spin baths are as before (see
eqtn. 6'_3)), and the couplings are sin ple diagonalones to
the coordinate of the particle. O ne can have m ore com —
plicated couplings, and in general one should also add
counterterm s l_S-C_i] to H to renom alise the 2-well tunnel-
Ing potentialback to U Q).

A Iready in this toy m odel one begins to see how the
quantum —classical crossover w illwork. At low T the dy—
nam ics of the particle w illbe govemed by its coupling to
the spin bath, in the way previously descrbed. Raising
the bath tem perature has little e ect on the spin bath dy—
nam icsunlessthe f! ]}zg arevery large-they are already at
high T com pared to their basic energy scales £!1;!7 g.
However eventually the e ect of them al transitions of
the oscillators to higher levels of the 2-well system be—
gins to take e ect. In the absence of the soin bath one
sees a crossover to activated behaviour around a tem per-
ature T, 1v.=2 ,where !, is the (renom alised) sm all
oscillation frequency ofthe system in one or other of the
wells i_]:]. Thewidth T , ofthe crossoverdependson the
details of the potential, the bath coupling, etc., but i
w ill not be less than O (L,=n), where n is the num ber
of kevelsbelow the barrier.

However the soin bath introduces new tin escales in
the problem , viz., the T7; and T, introduced in the last
section. Now these tim escales, depending as they do on
the dynam ics of the central system itself, will decrease
rapidly aswe raise the tam perature-them ore rapid uc—
tuations of the central system , caused by coupling to
them ally excited oscillators, stin ulate m ore rapid tran—
sitions In the spin bath. This indirect e ect of the os-
cillator bath on the spin bath dynam ics, acting through
the central system , is of course wellknown in NM R . In
any case, we see the spin bath can com pete w ith the os—
cillatorbath over a rather w ide range of tem peratures in
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controlling the dynam ics ofthe centralsystem . T histells
us that we m ay expect a much w ider crossover betw een
quantum and classical behaviour than occurs when one
only deals w ith an oscillator bath environm ent (or only
a spin bath environm ent).

R ather than give a generalstudy ofthis crossover here,
which is rather lengthy, we now present nstead som e rel-
evant resuls for m agnetic m olecular spin relaxation, for
w hich there also exist fairly detailed experin entalresults.
T hese results actually capture som e of the m ore general
features of the problem .

4A :QUANTUM CLASSICAL CROSSOVER FOR
MAGNETIC MOLECULES

Tt has been understood for m any years that the ther—
mally activated spin dynam ics of insulating m agnetic
jons and nanom agnets (hcluding large spin m agnetic
m olecules) is driven by coupling to the phonon bath. E x—
perin ental investigations in the last 10 years of the tun—
neling relaxation dynam ics ofvariousm agneticm olecules
has led to many theoretical attem pts to understand
the tem perature dependence of this behaviour in tem s
of the spin-phonon coupling to single tunneling spins
53, 54, 155, 56, 54]. Such calulations give a typical
crossover from som e straightforward low-T tunneling to
higher-T activation-the details tend to be be m essy be-
cause of the presence of m any lvels and di erent spin-—
phonon ocoupling. These calculations must clarly ap—
ply at some su ciently high tem perature that neither
nuclear spins nor interm olecular dipolar interactions are
relevant. H ow ever they are not directly applicable to the
experim ents in the crossover regin e, nor in the quantum
regin e. This is clear both on theoretical and experin en—
talgrounds, as follow s:

From a theoretical point of view the interplay be-
tween nuclar and phonon couplings on a single nano—
m agnet cannot be ignored, especially given that the nu-
clear dynam ics is fast. In experim ents the interm olec—
ular dipole Interactions couple the relaxation of di er—
ent m olecules, so that they can only relax independently
when kg T Vp ,whereVp isthe strength ofthese dipo-
lar Interactions. Thus until we reach this rather high
tem perature Which In m ost experin ents is well above
the tem perature T, de ned earlier), both Interm olecular
dipole and hyper ne coupling to the nuclar soins m ust
be Included on an equal footing with the spin-phonon
Interactions.

From the experim entalpoint of view the need for this
is ocbvious. Even well above T, the relaxation is non-—
exponential in tim e (@s In the quantum regin e, but now
w ith T -dependent characteristics), show ing them olecules
do not relax independently. M oreover, the "hole-digging’
phenom enon in the distrbution of ntemal elds, caused
by nuclear spins, also survives at tem peratureswellabove



T, (@lthough wih a tin edevelopm ent that becom es
rapidly T -dependent), dem onstrating that the nuclear
spins are still partially controlling the tunneling dynam —
ics.

To begin analysis of this problem we note that be-
cause the nuclkar soin bath and the phonon bath do
not interact w ith each other directly (but only via the
central m olecular spin), we can treat their relaxation
rates as independent. W e assum e that each nanom ag-
net has a spin Ham iltonian of easy axis form H, (S) =
HZ S+ v ¢ ), so that the transverse tem V. causes
tunneling betw een the eigenstates ,n i ofthe longitudinal
part de nedby HZmi= Erflo)jn i). Let us also assum e
that the applied longitudinal eld is an all, so that levels
jniand j m iarenear resonance (and level jn i isnot
near resonance w ith any other levels). Now suppose we
start w ith an ensem ble of such nanom agnets, all of them
havingm = S, ., so the system is com pletely polarised.
Ifwe ignore any coherence e ects (ie., assum e lnooherent
relaxation), and also ignore interm olecular interactions,
then the kinetic equation for the system reduces to

X
B (ot = [mom (TR (5r0)
lTlO
@)
nmo( ;T)P o ( ;r;0)] 37)
( mm = m;m m)wheJ:er(l)(;r;t)js‘chel—

m olecule probability distribution, describing the proba-
bility to nd a m olecule at position r, In state jn i, n a
bias eld ,attimnet;and pnpo( ;T) istherateatwhich
nanom agnetsin a local eld m aketransitions from state
10 % to in i, under the in uence of both phonons (at a
tem perature T) and nuclear soins. The assum ption of
non-interacting phonon and nuclkarbaths in plieswe can
w rite:

mmo( GT)= nno(ST)+ o T)  (38)
with individually de ned nuclear spin— and phonon-—
m ediated relaxation rates. The system can m ove up or
down levels on the sam e side of the barrier by em ission
of phonons. O fparticular interest here are the nelastic
tunneling rates out of level m i in a bias eld, to the
other side of the barrier. T he phonon-m ediated process
of this kind has the form  [5€]:

2 Wq (T)
2
2 +nh'wW2(@T)

n () (39)

2+
where W, (T) is that part of the lnew idth of the m -
th level caused by phonon-m ediated Intra-wellprocesses,
m = g pmH? is the bias energy between levels J m i
(w ith the eld H , the sum ofintemaland extemal elds),
and L is the tunneling m atrix elem ent for tunneling
between these sam e levels.
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O n the other hand for the nuclar spin bath-m ediated
rate we w ill use here the tem perature-independent fomm :

2 (m )
2 2Gy

- )e Im j:Eo(m)
1=2hEO

n (40)
w here Eo(m ' isa generalisation of the quantity E, which
plys a role In nuckar spin-m ediated tunneling in the
quantum regin e- roughly one hasE cfm ) (m =S )E, (cf.,
eqtn. d_l-il})) . Thisquantity m easuresthe range overw hich
the nuclear spin bias is being swept, either by intemal
soin di usion or by transitions caused by the nanom ag-—
netic dynam ics (the m echanisn described in the last sec—
tion). The factor G\’ = expf 2=2E.")*g Dlows
from the G aussian spread of the nuclear m ultiplet, and
sin ply saysthat 1 ( ) vanisheswhen , becom eslarge
in com parison w ith chm - _

T he rationale for using dfl(_)') is that we are Interested
here in tim e scales long com pared to the T; and T, dis—
cussed in the last section. In this case we expect that
the system is able to cover the whole range of states in
the nuclkar spin m anifold surrounding each level, and so
we can sin ply weight these according to their num ber,
je., according to a density of states. C lkearly this approx—
In ation breaks down if we are Interested in shorter tin e
scales-we w ill not consider this problem here. W e can
In fact go further-since at tin e scales Ionger than all re—
laxation tim es, the nuclear bias will uctuate across the
w hole range of nuclear states, of width E O(m ), we can in—
corporate this into the phonon rate as an average- for
exampk, when E "’ >> maxf , ;hW , g, the phonon

rate becom es
5 r __
o (3T) Q—mwma) € nm2Eg
EM 2 4+ nPw 2 ()

41)
A ctually this result tums out to be valid even when the
spin bath dynam ics is slow com pared to the tin escalewe
are interested in—but w ith one simn ple m odi cation. The
point is that even if a given m olecule In a dipolar bias
eld p, coming from the other m olecules, cannot nd
resonance, because the soin bath brings it too slow Iy to
resonance, nevertheless som e fraction x of the m olecules
na eld will ndthem selves in a com pensating nuclear
bias eld near p ,nearenough so that them olcule is
quickly brought to resonance.

W e see that in this very sin ple approxin ation the soin
and oscillatorbath-m ediated relaxation processesalready
In uence each other strongly, abeit in a rather trivial
way. Because t_i-@') reduces the contribution of the higher
levels to the relaxation, which in the usualtheory of the
crossover take over very quickly from the lowest levels as
one goesthrough T = T,, thenete ect isto broaden the
Ccrossover.

To illustrate this it is usefiilto show resuls for a par-
ticular system . W e again choose the F e8 molecul, al-



ready discussed above in the context of low-T decoher—
ence. In Fig. 6 we show the contrbutions from the di er-
ent levels to the relaxation asa function of T fortheF e~
8 system . To give results com parable w ith experin ent
w e have generalised the kinetic equation {_?;j) to nclide
dipolar interactions-this developm ent is a rather m essy
but fairly straightforw ard adaptation ofthem ethod used
n ref. [_555] Them ain e ect ofadding these interactions
is however not to change the w idth of the crossover, but
rather to change the tin e dependence of the relaxation-
this i is fairly com plex, even in the quantum regine H4],
and not relevant to the present study.

Fm x 3™y (1-MEHM(E)
1E+4 5, HL=0, Hz=0, Ep=0.1 K, Eq=6 mK, M(0)=1

5(x=0.1)
o 26(x=0.1)

1E+3
1E+2
1E+1 g(HfO)
1E+0
1E-1
1E-2
1E-3

1E-4

1E-5

1E-6

00 05 10 15 20 25 30
T(K)

FIG . 6: The relaxation rates as a function of tem perature
for relevant values of S, = m In the case of the F eg system .
The two curves form = 7 correspond to di erent transverse

eds,viz., ) H, = 0 ( lled trangls);and () H, = 55m T
(open Iipped triangles). The inset enlarges them = 10 curve
around T > T,, where T, isthe tem perature at which phonon
transitions would nom ally cause the tunneling dynam ics to
rapidly crossover to activated behaviour.

The m ost In portant point to be noted from Fig. 6
is that the crossover is now very wide- i extends from
T 0AK uptoT 1:{7 K , above which tem perature
the contrbutions from levelm = 5 begih to dom nnate.
Tt w ill be surprising to those fam iliar w ith the standard
theory of the quantum —classical crossover that i is an
Interm ediate level that dom inates. The crossover is so
w ide for 2 reasons, viz.,

(i) The reason noted above, ie., the spreading of the
levels by the nuclkar spin hyper ne coupling (@nd in the
case of this calculation, also the dipolar elds, so that
now the soread is even greater than Eo(m )). This em -
phasizes the role of the lower levels, m ore than would
otherw ise be the case; and

(i) W e see already that in the basic phonon transition
rate In C_§§_§) there is a saturation In the rate for the high
¥vels having snallm and large L ). This is because
the typicalbias , In this formula, and in the m ore gen—
eral form ula {_411:), w illnow be either a dipolar or nuclear
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hyper ne bias, which is much larger than the phonon
linew idth W, . Once [ exceeds thisbias, the presence
of , iIn the denom inator stops the rapid increase ofthe
rate-thishappensbefore one reaches the very highest lev—
els, and is the basic reason w hy interm ediate levelsdom i~
nate the relaxation over a w ide tem perature range. In the
case of F e8, this happens form = 5, but clearly could
happen for som e Interm ediate level in a di erent system .
In m ost of the earlier papers on phonon-m ediated tun—
neling relaxation of nanom agnets, the factor of ,ﬁ n
the denom inator was not inclided- this led to a quie
di erent picture of the crossover.

A ctually experin ents in these system s do show a very
w ide crossover. T he detailed com parison between theory
and experin ent is rather interesting, since onem ay anal-
yse both the relaxation as a function of timn e (@and how
the om changes with T, along w ith rate) and also the
T -dependence of the hole-digging dynam ics P9].

SUM M ARY

T his paper has not attem pted a com plte study- in-
stead we have tried to m ake som e general points about
2 kinds of crossover, unclittered by too m uch detail for
particular system s. To illustrate the general rem arks it
has been nevertheless usefiil to give results or the F e8
m olcule. It goes w thout saying that the detailed calcu-
lations for this system (and others, such as SQU ID s) are
rather lengthy, and including them would have obscured
the points we w ishes to m ake.

The 2 m ain points are that

(i) The presence of the spin bath is very bad for de—
coherence when the basic energy scale , ofa qubi is
an all. Thism eans that the spinboson m odel is not ap—
plicable at allin this regin e-onem ust use a ‘centralspin’
m odel ij.]. Howeverifwe ncrease , the spin bath deco—
herence e ects allo extrem ely rapidly, and eventually
becom e negligble. At this point the spindboson m odel
becom es applicable, and decoherence begins to increase
again as one further ncreases ,, a welkknown feature
ofthem odel E.'].

(i) In the standard quantum -classical crossover that
occurs as one raises the bath tem perature for a tunnelk
Ing system , the presence of the soin bath is again very
Inportant. Themain e ect i has is st to com pletely
change behaviour in the quantum regine, and then to
enom ously broaden the usualrather sharp crossoverthat
exists when one only deals w ith an oscillator bath.

Tt is quite clear that these resuls are only the begin—
ning of a proper study of the way in which spin and
oscillatorbaths work together. T he rem arkable edi ce of
theoretical work that has been constructed around the
soin-boson and related m odels E.'] should be a very nice
m odel for what interesting paths rem ain to be explored
In this area.
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