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A new fam ily ofsupram olecular,antiferrom agnetically exchange-coupled dim ersofsingle-m olecule

m agnets(SM M s)hasrecently been reported [W .W ernsdorfer,N.Aliaga-Alcalde,D .N.Hendrickson,

and G .Christou,Nature 416,406 (2002)]. Each SM M acts as a bias on its neighbor,shifting the

quantum tunneling resonances ofthe individualSM M s. Hysteresis loop m easurem ents on a single

crystalofSM M -dim ershavenow established quantum tunneling ofthem agnetization via entangled

states of the dim er. This shows that the dim er really does behave as a quantum -m echanically

coupled dim er. The transitions are wellseparated,suggesting long coherence tim es com pared to

the tim e scale ofthe energy splitting. This resultisofgreat im portance ifsuch system s are to be

used for quantum com puting. It also allows the m easurem ent ofthe longitudinaland transverse

superexchange coupling constants.

PACS num bers:75.45.+ j,75.60.Ej,75.50.X x

Single-m oleculem agnets(SM M )aream ong thesm all-

estnanom agnetsthatexhibitm agnetization hysteresis,a

classicalproperty ofm acroscopicm agnets[1,2,3,4,5].

They straddle the interface between classicaland quan-

tum m echanicalbehaviorbecausethey alsodisplayquan-

tum tunneling of m agnetization [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,

12,13]and quantum phase interference [14,15]. These

m olecules com prise severalm agnetic ions, whose spins

are coupled by strong exchange interactions to give a

large e�ective spin. The m oleculesare regularly assem -

bled within large crystals,with allthe m olecules often

having the sam e orientation. Hence,m acroscopic m ea-

surem entscan givedirectaccessto singlem oleculeprop-

erties. M any non-m agnetic atom s surround the m ag-

netic core ofeach m olecule. Exchange interactions be-

tween m olecules are therefore relatively weak and have

been neglected in m ost studies. Recently,the study of

a dim erized SM M ,[M n4]2,showed that interm olecular

exchange interactionsare notalwaysnegligible and can

instead be used to couple SM M s. This system [16]was

[M n4O 3Cl4 (O 2CEt)3(py)3]2 (hereaftercalled [M n4]2),a

m em ber ofthe [M n4O 3Cl4(O 2CR )3(py)3]2 fam ily,with

R = Et. The crystalform studied,[M n4]2� 8M eCN,was

thatobtained from M eCN solution,containing 4 M eCN

solventm oleculesofcrystallizationperM n4.Thespinsof

thetwoM n4 m oleculesarecoupled antiferrom agnetically.

Eachm oleculeactsasabiason itsneighbor,thequantum

tunneling resonancesthus being shifted with respect to

the isolated M n4 SM M .The �rstthree-dim ensionalnet-

worksofexchangecoupled SM M shavealso been studied

recently [17,18].

In this letter, we present new results discovered on

a di�erent crystalform ofthe sam e [M n4]2 com pound,

obtained from CH 2Cl2/Et2O /C6H 14 solution and con-

taining one hexane (C6H 14) m olecule ofcrystallization

per M n4 i.e. [M n4]2� 2C6H 14. Both [M n4]2� 8M eCN and

[M n4]2� 2C6H 14 crystallize isom orphously,but the latter

has a stronger intradim er and negligible interdim er ex-

change interactionscom pared with the form er,and was

thus better suited for the studies presented here. W e

haveidenti�ed forthe�rsttim equantum tunneling tran-

sitionsviaentangled statesofthe[M n4]2 dim er.Thecor-

respondingenergylevelsarewellseparated,showingthat

the decoherence in thissystem issm all.In ourprevious

report,wedid nothave,and thuscould notprovide,evi-

dence forquantum m echanicalentanglem entwithin this

dim er,but the present results establish that the dim er

really does behave as a quantum -m echanically coupled

system .

The com pound [M n4]2� 2C6H 14 crystallizes in the

hexagonalspacegroup R3(bar)with two M n4 m olecules

per unit cell lying head-to-head on a crystallographic

S6 sym m etry axis [20], as does previously reported

[M n4]2� 8M eCN [16]. Each M n4 m onom er has a ground

state spin ofS = 9/2,wellseparated from the �rst ex-

cited state S = 7/2 by a gap ofabout 300K [19]. The

M n-M n distances and the M n-O -M n angles are sim ilar

and the uniaxialanisotropy constant is expected to be

the sam e for the two dim er system s. These dim ers are

held togethervia six C� H� � � Clhydrogen bondsbetween

the pyridine (py)ringson one m olecule and the Clions

on the other,and one Cl� � � ClVan der W aals interac-

tion.Theseinteractionslead to an antiferrom agneticsu-

perexchange interaction between the two M n4 units of

the [M n4]2 dim er [16]. Dipolar couplings between M n4
m olecules can be easily calculated and are m ore than

oneorderofm agnitudesm allerthan the exchangeinter-

action.

Before presenting the m easurem ents, we sum m arize

a sim pli�ed spin Ham iltonian describing the [M n4]2
dim er [16]. Each M n4 SM M can be m odeled asa giant

spin ofS = 9=2 with Ising-like anisotropy. The corre-
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FIG .1: (O nline color) Low lying spin state energies ofthe

[M n4]2 dim er,calculated by exact num ericaldiagonalization

using Eq.2 with D = 0.77 K and J = 0.13 K ,asa function of

applied m agnetic �eld H z (Zeem an diagram ). The bold en-

ergy levelsarelabelled with two quantum num bers(M 1;M 2).

D otted lines,labelled 1 to 5,indicate the strongest tunnel

resonances: 1: (-9/2,-9/2) to (-9/2,9/2);2: (-9/2,-9/2) to (-

9/2,7/2),followed by relaxation to (-9/2,9/2);3: (-9/2,9/2)

to (9/2,9/2);4: (-9/2,-9/2) to (-9/2,5/2),followed by relax-

ation to (-9/2,9/2); 5: (-9/2,9/2) to (7/2,9/2), followed by

relaxation to (9/2,9/2). For clarity,degenerate states such

as (M ,M ’) and (M ’,M ) and lifted degenerate states such as

(M ;M � 1),(M ;M � 2) ...are not both listed. For exam -

ple,the(9=2;7=2)and (7=2;9=2)statesarestrongly splitinto

a sym m etric (labelled 5
00
) and antisym m etric (labelled 5

0
)

com bination of(9=2;7=2) and (7=2;9=2) states. This split-

ting isused to m easurethetransversesuperexchangeinterac-

tion constant Jxy. Co-tunneling and other two-body tunnel

transitionshavea lowerprobability ofoccurrenceand arene-

glected [21].

sponding Ham iltonian isgiven by

H i = � D S
2
z;i+ H trans;i+ g�B �0 ~Si�~H (1)

wherei= 1 or2 (referring to the two M n4 SM M softhe

dim er),D is the uniaxialanisotropy constant,and the

other sym bols have their usualm eaning. Tunneling is

allowed in these half-integer(S = 9=2)spin system sbe-

causeofa sm alltransverseanisotropy H trans;i containing

Sx;iand Sy;ispin operatorsand transverse�elds(H x and

H y).The exactform ofH trans;i isnotim portantin this

discussion.Thelastterm in Eq.1 istheZeem an energy

associated with an applied �eld. The M n4 units within

the [M n4]2 dim er are coupled by a weak superexchange

interaction via both the six C-H� � � Clpathwaysand the

Cl� � � Clapproach.Thus,theHam iltonian (H )for[M n4]2
is

H = H 1+ H 2+ JzSz;1Sz;2+ Jxy(Sx;1Sx;2+ Sy;1Sy;2) (2)

where Jz and Jxy are respectively the longitudinaland

transverse superexchange interactions. Jz = Jxy is the

case ofisotropic superexchange. The (2S + 1)2 = 100
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FIG .2: (O nline color)Hysteresisloopsforthe [M n4]2 dim er

atseveral�eld sweep ratesand 40 m K .Thetunneltransitions

(m anifested by steps)are labelled from 1 to 5,see Fig.1.

energy states of the dim er can be calculated by ex-

act num erical diagonalization and are plotted in Fig.

1 as a function of applied �eld along the easy axis.

Each state of [M n4]2 can be labelled by two quan-

tum num bers (M 1;M 2) for the two M n4 SM M s, with

M 1 = � 9=2;� 7=2;:::;9=2 and M 2 = � 9=2;� 7=2;:::;9=2.

The degeneracy ofsom e ofthe (M 1;M 2)statesislifted

by transverse anisotropy term s. For the sake of sim -

plicity, we will discuss m ainly the e�ect of the trans-

versesuperexchangeinteraction Jtrans = Jxy(Sx;1Sx;2 +

Sy;1Sy;2)= Jxy(S+ ;1S� ;2 + S� ;1S+ ;2)=2,whereS+ ;i and

S� ;i are the usualspin raising and lowering operators.

Because Jtrans actson (M ;M � 1)statesto �rstorder

ofperturbation theory,the degeneracy ofthose statesis

stronglylifted.Forexam ple,the(9=2;7=2)and (7=2;9=2)

states are strongly split into a sym m etric (labelled 500)

and antisym m etric(labelled 50)com bination of(9=2;7=2)

and (7=2;9=2)states.Sim ilarlyforthe(-9/2,-7/2)and (-

7/2,-9/2)states.M easuring thisenergy splitting allows

ustodeterm inethetransversesuperexchangeinteraction

constantJxy becausethelatterisproportionaltothefor-

m er.

Tunnelingstudieson[M n4]2 wereperform ed bym agne-

tization m easurem entson single crystalsusing an array

ofm icro-SQ UIDs [22]. Fig. 2 shows typicalhysteresis

loops (m agnetization versus m agnetic �eld scans) with

the �eld applied along the easy axisofm agnetization of

[M n4]2,thatis,parallelto the S6 axis. These loopsdis-

play step-like features separated by plateaus. The step

heightsaretem perature-independentbelow � 0.35K (not

shown). The steps are due to resonant quantum tun-

neling ofthe m agnetization (Q TM )between the energy

states ofthe [M n4]2 dim er (see �gure caption 1 and 2

fora discussion of5 tunneltransitions).Q TM hasbeen

previously observed form ostSM M s,butthe novelty for
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[M n4]2 dim ersisthattheQ TM isnow the collectivebe-

haviorofthe com plete S = 0 dim erofexchange-coupled

S = 9=2 M n4 quantum system s. This coupling is m an-

ifested as an exchange bias ofalltunneling transitions,

and the resulting hysteresis loop consequently displays

unique features,such asthe absenceforthe �rsttim e in

a SM M ofa Q TM step atzero �eld [16].

Even though the �ve strongest tunneling transitions

are observed in Fig. 2,�ne structure wasnotobserved.

Forexam ple,the hysteresisloopsdo notshow the split-

ting ofthe (9=2;7=2)states (labelled 50 and 500),which

we suspected m ightbe due to line broadening. Usually,

line broadening in SM M s is caused by dipolar and hy-

per�neinteractions [23],and distributionsofanisotropy

and exchangeparam eters.In m ostSM M s,the zero-�eld

resonanceism ainly broadened by dipolarand hyper�ne

interactionsbecause distributionsofanisotropy param e-

ters do nota�ectthe zero-�eld resonance. For an anti-

ferrom agneticallycoupled dim er,however,thisresonance

isshifted to negative �elds. Therefore,a distribution of

theexchangecoupling param eterJz can furtherbroaden

thisresonance.In fact,weshow in thefollowing thatthe

latteristhedom inantsourceofbroadening.W ethen use

the‘quantum hole-digging’m ethod [23,24,25,26,27]to

provide directexperim entalevidence for the transitions

50 and 500,which establishes tunneling involving entan-

gled dim erstatesand allowsusto determ ineJxy.

The‘quantum hole-digging’m ethod isarelatively new

m ethod that can, am ong other things [13], study line

broadening and its evolution during relaxation [23,24,

25, 26, 27]. The m ethod is based on the sim ple idea

thataftera rapid �eld change,the resulting m agnetiza-

tion relaxation at short tim e periods is directly related

to the num ber ofm olecules in resonance at the applied

�eld;Prokof’ev and Stam p proposed [23]thatthisshort

tim e relaxation should follow a
p
t(t= tim e)relaxation

law.Thus,them agnetization ofthe[M n4]2 dim ersin the

crystalwas�rstsaturated with a largepositive�eld,and

then a ‘digging �eld’H dig was applied at 0.04 K for a

chosen ‘digging tim e’tdig. Then,the fraction (and only

that fraction) ofthe m olecules that is in resonance at

H dig can undergo m agnetization tunneling.Aftertdig,a

�eld H probe isapplied and the m agnetization relaxation

rateism easured forshorttim e periods;from thisiscal-

culated the short-tim e relaxation rate �sqrt,which isre-

lated to the num ber of[M n4]2 dim ers stillavailable for

Q TM [22].Theentireprocedureisthen repeated atother

H probe �elds.Theresulting plot(Fig.3a)of�sqrt versus

H probe reectsthedistribution ofspinsstillavailablefor

tunneling aftertdig.

In the lim itofvery shortdigging tim es,the di�erence

between the relaxation rate in the absence and in the

presence ofdigging,�hole = �sqrt(tdig = 0)� �sqrt(tdig),

isapproxim atelyproportionaltothenum berofm olecules

which reversed theirm agnetization during the tim e tdig
(Fig. 3b). �hole ischaracterized by a width thatcan be
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FIG . 3: (O nline color) (a) Field dependence of the short-

tim esquare-rootrelaxation rates�sqrt arepresented on a log-

arithm ic scale showing the depletion of the m olecular spin

states by quantum tunneling at H dig = 0:42 T for vari-

ous waiting tim es tdig. (b) D i�erence between the relax-

ation rate in the absence and in the presence of digging,

�hole = �sqrt(tdig = 0)� �sqrt(tdig).

called the ‘tunnelwindow’.

Thewidth ofthedistribution in theabsenceofdigging

(� 80 m T,Fig.3a)istoo largeto bedueto only dipolar

(� 20m T)and hyper�necoupling(� 10m T).Thefollow-

ing resultsuggeststhatitisdue to a distribution ofthe

exchangecoupling param eterJz.

First,them agnetization ofthe[M n4]2 dim erswassatu-

rated with alargepositive�eld,and then a‘digging�eld’

H dig was applied to reverse a fraction ofthe m olecules

that are in resonance at H dig (transition 3 in Fig. 1).

After the reversalof2.5% ofthe m olecules,the applied

�eld issweptback to a largepositive�eld.50and 500are

the �rst tunneltransitions that can allow the reversed

m oleculesto tunnelback to positivesaturation.Figs.4a

and 4b show thecorrespondingm inorhysteresisloopsfor

several’digging �eldsand �eld sweep rates,respectively.

Both �guresshow clearly theexpected tunneltransitions

50 and 500,that were notresolved in the m ajorhystere-

sisloops(Fig. 2). Thissuggeststhatthe broadening of

tunneling transition 3 (thedistribution in theabsenceof

digging in Fig.3a)isdom inated by a distribution ofthe
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FIG .4: (O nline color) M inor hysteresis loops for several(a)

digging �eldsand (b)�eld sweep rates.Afterpositivesatura-

tion,a digging �eld H dig wasapplied to reverse� 2.5% ofthe

m olecules thatare in resonance atH dig (transition 3 in Fig.

1). Then,the applied �eld is swept back to a large positive

�eld. 5
0
and 5

00
are the �rst tunneltransitions allowing the

reversed m oleculesto tunnelback to positive saturation.

1

1.1

0.36 0.38 0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48

J
x

y
/
J

z

m0 Hdig (T)

0.9

1

1.1

m
0
H

r
e

s
 

(T
)

( 5 " )

( 5 ' )

a

b

FIG .5: (O nline color) (a) Resonance �eld positions H res of

5
0
and 5

00
and (b)norm alized transversesuperexchangeinter-

action Jxy=Jz asa function ofdigging �eld H dig.

exchangecoupling param eterJz.During theapplication

ofthe digging �eld,a subgroup ofm olecules is selected

with an exchangecoupling constantJz � g�B �0H dig=S,

that can tunnelback at the �elds oftransitions 50 and

500.

This interpretation is supported by the study ofthe

�eld values of50 and 500 as a function ofdigging �eld,

thatisJz,exhibiting a nearly linearvariation (Fig.5a).

The �eld di�erence between transition 50 and 500 can be

used to �nd the Jxy,presented in Fig. 5b. This shows

thatthesuperexchangeinteraction ofthedim ersisnearly

isotropic(Jxy � Jz).Itisim portantto m ention thatthe

transitions50 and 500 arewellseparated,suggesting long

coherencetim escom pared tothetim escaleoftheenergy

splitting.

The above resultsdem onstrate forthe �rsttim e tun-

neling via entangled states ofa dim er ofexchange cou-

pled SM M s,showing that the dim er really does behave

asa quantum m echanically coupled system . Thisresult

isofgreatim portanceifsuch system sareto be used for

quantum com puting.
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