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Com bining recent[1]and new inelasticneutron scattering dataforthem olecularcyclicclusterCr8
producesadeep understandingofthelow lyingexcitationsin bipartiteantiferrom agneticHeisenberg

rings. The existence ofthe L-band,the lowest rotationalband,and the E -band,essentially spin

wave excitations,iscon�rm ed spectroscopically. The di�erentsigni�cance ofthese excitationsand

theirphysicalnature isclearly established by high-energy and Q -dependencedata.

PACS num bers:33.15.K r,71.70.G m ,75.10.Jm

Recent advances in inorganic chem istry resulted in

com poundswith som etensofm agneticm etalionslinked

by organic ligands form ing wellde�ned m agnetic nan-

oclusters. Being neither sim ple param agnets nor bulk

m agnets,thesem olecularnanom agnetsoften exhibitfas-

cinating quantum e�ects.Forinstance,quantum tunnel-

ing ofthe m agnetization hasbeen observed in them etal

com plexesM n12 orFe8 [2].

Antiferrom agnetic (AF) cyclic clusters represent an-

other class of m olecular nanom agnets. In these com -

poundsthe m etalionswithin a single m olecule form al-

m ostperfectrings. The decanuclearwheelFe10 hasbe-

com e the prototype [3],butwheels with di�erentm etal

ionsand varying (even)num berofcenterswere realized

[4].Them agnetization exhibitsstep-like�eld dependen-

ciesatlow tem peratures-a spectacularm anifestation of

quantum sizee�ectsin thesenanom agnets[5].

Num erousexperim entsshowed thatthese com pounds

arewelldescribed by the m inim alspin Ham iltonian

H = �J

NX

i= 1

Si�Si+ 1 + D

NX

i= 1

S
2
i;z + g�B S �B (1)

with isotropic Heisenberg coupling and weak uniaxial

m agneticanisotropy oftheeasy-axistype(N isthenum -

berofspin centers,Si the spin length with SN + 1 = S1,

and z the uniaxialanisotropy axis)[6]. The Heisenberg

interaction isdom inant(jD =Jj< 0:03);theseobjectsare

thusexcellentexperim entalrealizationsof(bipartite)AF

Heisenberg ringswith weak m agneticanisotropy.

The observed steps in the m agnetization curves pro-

vided a �rstphenom enologicalinsightinto the structure

ofthe excitationsof�nite AF Heisenberg rings[3]. The

loweststatesarethosewith m inim alenergyforeach value

ofthetotalspin S = 0;1;2;:::.Theirenergiesfollow the

Land�e rule E (S)/ S(S + 1)asfora rigid rotator,and

the notion ofrotationalm odes was introduced [7]. A

subsequentnum ericalstudy [8]showed thata com plete

description ofthelowestlying excitationsim pliesasetof

N �1 parallelrotationalbands[Fig.1(b)].Thesebands

weredivided into L-and E -band according to the selec-

tion rule that alltransitions from the L-band to states

neitherbelonging to theL-norto theE -band (thequasi

continuum ) have negligible transition m atrix elem ents.

TheL-and E -bandsre
ectthefactthattheHam iltonian

can be approxim ated by an interaction between the two

sublatticespin vectors.TheL-band then correspondsto

m axim alsublatticespins,whiletheE -band appearswith

onesublatticespin decreased by one[8,9].Forthestates

ofthe L-band the shift quantum num ber q [10]toggles

between q= 0 and q= N =2 asfunction ofS;theE -band

em bracesthe loweststateswith q6= 0;N =2.

Recently,the cycliccluster[Cr8F8(L-d9)16]�0.25C6H 14

with L= O 2CC(CH 3)3, or Cr8, was investigated by in-

elasticneutron scattering (INS)[1].TheeightCr3+ ions

form an octagon linked by F ions and pivalate ligands.

Theexperim entaldata weresuccessfully �tted to Eq.(1)

with J = �1:46 m eV and D = �0:038 m eV [6].Accord-

ing to the black box characterofthisanalysis,however,

no insightconcerning theelem entary excitationswasob-

tained. In this work,this INS data is reanalyzed un-

earthing in particularthe�rstexperim entalevidencefor

theE -band.Adding new data clearly showing thedi�er-

entcharacteroftheL-and E -excitationsand theirphys-

icalnature,thiswork arrivesata com pleteexperim ental

con�rm ation ofthe theoreticalpictureofthe excitations

in bipartiteAF Heisenberg rings.

So far,basically allm olecular nanom agnets ofinter-

est(including M n12 and Fe8 m entioned above)represent

Heisenberg system s with weak anisotropy. It is thus of

generalim portance to arriveatan understanding ofthe

internalspin structure due to Heisenberg interactions.

Rem arkably,the L-band was also found in other �nite

AF Heisenberg system swith com pletely di�erenttopol-

ogy,theoretically [7,8]and experim entally [11]. Thus,

the featureswhich are con�rm ed here experim entally in

detailforAF Heisenbergringsareexpected to begeneric

fora m uch broaderclassofAF Heisenberg system s[8].

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310397v1
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FIG . 1: (a) INS intensity vs. energy transfer at di�erent

tem peratures for Cr8. D ata recorded on IN6 with incident

energy 2.35 m eV at 2 K ,6 K ,12 K ,18 K ,and 23 K (from

back to front) are plotted as fullcircles,those with incident

energy 4.86 m eV at 12 K and 21 K as open circles. Error

bars are sm aller than sym bols. O pen squares represent the

M ARI data at 2.5 K .For each curve,the background from

theelasticpeak and quasielasticcontributionswas�tted and

subtracted from the data as shown in the inset for the IN6,

4.86 m eV,12 K data.TheM ARIdataisenhanced by afactor

of� 10 with respectto theIN6 data.(b)Energy spectrum of

an octanuclearspin-3/2 Heisenberg ring vs.totalspin quan-

tum num ber S (J = � 1:46 m eV).Arrows indicate observed

transitionsand theirlabelling.Valuesatstatesgiveexacten-

ergiesin unitsofjJjand q in brackets.Valuesatarrowsgive

theoscillatorstrengthshnjSz
ijm i

2.Zero-�eld-splitting ofspin

m ultipletsdue to m agnetic anisotropy isom itted.

Experim ents were perform ed on 4 g ofperdeuterated

polycrystalline sam ple of Cr8, prepared as described

in [12]. High-energy-resolution INS experim ents were

done on the IN6 spectrom eter of the Institute Laue-

Langevin (G renoble,France) with incident neutron en-

ergiesof2.35 m eV and 4.86 m eV fortem peraturesfrom

2 K to 23 K .M easurem ents with energy transferup to

15 m eV were perform ed on the M ARI spectrom eter of

the Rutherford Appleton Laboratory ISIS (O xfordshire,

United K ingdom )ata tem peratureof2.5 K .Thedetails

ofthe experim entsand data correction wereasin [1].

The m easurem entsofthe INS intensity asfunction of

energy transferarecom piled in Fig.1(a).Thesim ilarity

ofthis �gure with Fig.3(c) in Ref.[8]is striking [13].

TABLE I: Energiesofthespin m ultipletsasdeterm ined from

experim ent,from exactcalculations[see Fig.1(b)]using J= -

1.46 m eV [1],and from the Land�e rule E (S)= �=2S(S + 1)

with � = E (1)� E (0).Alsogiven areexperim entalintensities

jM j
2
corrected fortherm alpopulation,di�erentQ -rangesand

kf=ki ratios. The intensity for the 0 ! 1
00
transition was

obtained by calibrating theM ARIdata againstthe IN6 data

by m atching the m atrix elem entsforthe 0 ! 1
0
transition.

m ultiplet energy exact Land�e transition jM j
2

(m eV) (m eV) (m eV) (a.u.)

S = 1 0.80(1) 0.816 0.816 0 ! 1 0.78(6)

S = 2 2.46(3) 2.44 2.45 1 ! 2 2.2(2)

S = 3 4.94(3) 4.87 4.90 2 ! 3 3.7(2)

S = 1
0

3.82(7) 3.99 - 0 ! 1
0

0.38(4)

S = 100 5.24(5) 5.48 - 0 ! 100 0.23(7)

In Fig.1(a)the 0 ! 1 transition is split into two close

peaks at 0.68 m eV and 0.87 m eV because ofthe m ag-

netic anisotropy. The othertransitionsappearassingle

peaksbecauseoftheirlargerwidths.Thesplitting ofthe

S = 1 spin m ultiplet(0.19 m eV)issm allerthan itscen-

terofgravity (0.81 m eV),showing thatCr8 indeed rep-

resentsan AF Heisenberg system with weak anisotropy.

In the following,only averaged energies and integrated

intensitieswillbe discussed.The energy diagram foran

octanuclearspin-3/2Heisenbergringisgiven in Fig.1(b)

with observed transitionsindicated.

Apparently,the transitions0 ! 1,1 ! 2,and 2 ! 3

correspond to transitionswithin the L-band,the transi-

tions0 ! 10,0 ! 100,and 1 ! 10 to transitionsfrom the

L-band to the E -band [8,13]. Thus,Fig.1 establishes

the �rst spectroscopic evidence for the L-band and the

�rst experim entalevidence for the E -band at all. The

characteristic properties ofthe two types ofbands will

be explored in m ore detailin the following. The transi-

tion energies for the 1 ! 10 and the L-band transition

3! 4 arevery closein Cr8.Thepeak assigned as1! 10

in Fig.1(a)thusactually consistsoftwo distinctcontri-

butions,and willnotbe considered further.

The experim entally determ ined and theoretically ex-

pected energiesand transition m atrix elem entsarelisted

in Table I.The errorsofthe m atrix elem entsre
ectthe

good agreem ent ofobserved and expected tem perature

dependence ofpeak intensities. W ith J= -1.46 m eV [1]

the agreem entbetween experim entaland exactenergies

ofan octanuclearspin-3/2 Heisenberg ring [Fig.1(b)]is

excellent.Table Ialso dem onstratesthatthe energiesof

theL-band statesclosely follow theLand�e-rule.Asafur-

thercharacteristicoftheL-band,theoscillatorstrengths

(which are proportionalto the jM j2 ofTable I) for the

S ! S + 1 transitionsincreaseasfS = f0(S + 1)[8].In

view ofthe experim entaldi�culties to determ ine jM j2,

thisbehavioriswellobserved in experim ent.

The E -band essentially represents AF spin wave ex-
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FIG .2:INS intensityat2.5K recorded on M ARIwith 15m eV

incidentneutron energy,integrated overthem om entum range

0 < Q < 1:5 �A �1 . The observed peaks were assigned as

indicated.Atlow energies,the quasi-elastic peak dom inates.

citations [8]. In the classicallim it,these are expected

at energies �(q) = 2SijJ sin(q2�=N )j[14,15]. The four

S = 10 spin levels belong to q = 1;7 and q = 3;5,the

S = 100 spin levelsto q = 2;6 [Fig.1(b)].The spin wave

nature ofthese states is indicated by the agreem ent of

the observed energies with �(q = 1;3;5;7)= 3:10 m eV

and �(q = 2;6) = 4:38 m eV,especially as these values

should be largerforSi = 3=2 by severalten percentdue

to quantum e�ects[15,16]. The observed E -band tran-

sition intensitiesfurthercon�rm thispicture:jM j2 is(i)

signi�cantly sm aller than for the L-transitions and (ii)

largerfor0! 10 than for0! 100 re
ecting theexpectedp
1�cos(q2�=N )=

p
1+ cos(q2�=N )dependence [15].

A criticaltest of the internalstructure of the wave

functionsisprovided by theselection ruledistinguishing

L-and E -bands:The oscillatorstrengthsfortransitions

from theL-band tostatesofthequasicontinuum arevir-

tuallyzero[8,15].Astheycannotbecalibrated precisely,

theexperim entaloscillatorstrengthsdonotallow toshow

this directly from sum rules [8]. But Fig.2,presenting

an INS m easurem entforenergiesup to 13 m eV,dem on-

stratesthatatsm alltem peraturesno furthertransitions

than the 0 ! 1,0 ! 10,and 0 ! 100 transitions could

be detected. Ifitwere notforthe selection rule,several

transitionsstarting at6.5 m eV wereto be expected,see

Fig.1(b). This provides the m ost com pelling evidence

that the wave functions ofthe states ofthe rotational

bandsare(sem i)classicalin nature [8].

The di�erent nature ofthe L- and E -excitations,in

turn,becom esm ostapparentfrom the Q -dependence of

the INS intensity. Experim entalresults are shown in

Fig.3 fortheL-transitions0 ! 1,1 ! 2,2! 3,and the

E -transition 0 ! 10,respectively. Forthe L-transitions,

theQ -dependenciesareverysim ilartoeach otherand ex-

hibita pronounced oscillatory behavior,in clearcontrast

to the alm ost
atQ -dependenceofthe E -transition.

Due to the high spatialsym m etry ofcyclic clusters,
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FIG .3: Integrated intensity vs. m om entum transfer Q for

(a) the 0 ! 1 transition (insets: 1 ! 2 and 2 ! 3 transi-

tions)and (b)the 0 ! 1
0
transition. D ata were obtained on

IN6 with 4.86 m eV incident energy at 12 K .The solid lines

represent the theoreticalcurves as calculated for (a) a tran-

sition with q = 0 ! q
0
= 4 and (b) the sum oftransitions

q = 0 ! q
0
= 1;3;5;7. Curves were scaled by a constant

factor.

theQ -dependenceoftheINS intensity can becalculated

analytically [17]. Classifying eigen states as j�qi,� de-

noting further quantum num bers,the Q -dependence is,

up toaconstantfactor,com pletelyspeci�ed bythetrans-

ferin shiftquantum num ber�q= q�q 0(and theradius

ofthe ring,4.427 �A).For alltransitions within the L-

band holds �q = N =2. For transitions from the L-to

the E -band onehasto takeinto accountthe degeneracy

ofspin levels with q and N �q as enforced by sym m e-

try,and quasidegeneraciesdue to the jsin(q2�=N )j-like

dependence ofenergy on q which cannotbe resolved ex-

perim entally. Accordingly,the transition 0 ! 10 is the

sum offourtransitionswith �q= 1;3;5;7.Thetheoret-

icalcurvesare also presented in Fig.3. The agreem ent

with experim ent is convincing. This analysis provides

a directdeterm ination ofthe di�erentspatialsym m etry

properties ofthe L-and E -bands,and dem onstrates a

N�eel-structureofthe L-band wavefunctions.

Fig.3(a)indicatesthattheintensity ofthe0! 1tran-

sition doesnotdrop to zeroforQ ! 0,in contrastto the

theoreticalcurve. This is also evident with better res-

olution from the 2 K data shown in Fig.4. The inset
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FIG .4: Integrated intensity vs. m om entum transfer Q for

the 0 ! 1 transition asobtained on IN6 with 2.35 m eV inci-

dentenergy at 2 K .The solid line represents the theoretical

curvesascalculated foratransition with q= 0 ! q
0
= 4.The

curve was scaled by a constant factor. The inset shows the

intensity vs.energy at2 K .Thepeak at0.7 m eV corresponds

to Q = 0:317 �A
�1
,the peak at0.9 m eV to Q = 0:344 �A

�1
.

explicitly showsthe presence ofINS intensity atlow Q .

For cyclic clusters,because oftheir sym m etry,the INS

intensity dropsto zero quadratically in Q forq6= q0,i.e.

follows�q;q0+ O (Q
2)forQ ! 0[17].Accordingly,theob-

served nonzerointensity forQ ! 0suggeststhatthespin

Ham iltonian forCr8 hasto be extended by sm allterm s

with lower sym m etry. Such term s are currently under

strong debate [18,19]as they would represent sources

ofdecoherence for a m esoscopic tunneling ofthe N�eel-

vector,which waspredicted forcyclic clusters[20]. INS

atlow m om entum transfercan bea powerfultoolto de-

tectand analyzethese term s.

The E -band wasidenti�ed asspin waves.In contrast,

theaboveexperim entsunam biguously dem onstrated the

N�eel-like structure ofthe L-band: it exactly represents

thedegreesoffreedom dueto a com bined rotation ofthe

oppositely oriented totalspinson each sublatticeasthey

appearin thespin wavetheoryofantiferrom agnets[14](a

nicedescription isgiven in [21]).Accordingly,in thelim it

ofin�niteN theL-band would evolveintotheessentially

classicalN�eel-ground state,ifitwere notforthe strong

quantum 
uctuationsin one-dim ensionalchains.

Thus,�niteAF Heisenbergrings,approxim ated exper-

im entallyby m olecularcyclicclusters,areratherclassical

and in thissenseclosertohigherdim ensionalthan toone-

dim ensionalAF system s. The internalspin structure of

cyclic clusters,ascon�rm ed here by experim ent,iswell

described by the usualspin wave theory for antiferro-

m agnets. The im portant new feature in these system s,

however,isthatthelowestexcitationsasrelevantforlow

tem perature experim ents are not the spin wave excita-

tions as in extended antiferrom agnets,butthe quantized

rotation ofthe N�eel-type ground state con�guration.

By extension, this suggests that for Heisenberg sys-

tem s,where the correct ground state is obtained by a

classicalassignm ent ofup and down spins to each cen-

terasitisthe basisforthe N�eel-state,a (sem i)classical

approach is adequate. This includes a large num ber of

m olecular system s, e.g. the cyclic m etal clusters, the

iron icosidodecahedron fM o72Fe30g [11],m oleculargrids

[22],butalsosinglem oleculem agnetslikeM n12 and Fe8.

W e conclude: In the m ajority ofcasesthe internalspin

structure ofm olecular nanom agnets,being truly quan-

tum m echanicalobjects,isessentially classical.
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