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D ielectric anom aly in coupled rotor system s
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T he correlated dynam ics of coupled quantum rotors carrying electric dipole m om ent is theoreti-
cally Investigated. T he energy spectra of coupled rotors as a function of dipolar Interaction energy
is analytically solved. The calculated dielectric susceptibilities of the system show the peculiar
tem perature dependence di erent from that of isolated rotors.

PACS numbers: 3410+ x, 3420, 7722.d

I. NTRODUCTION

W ih the advent of nanotechnologies, quantum rotors
have attracted m uch attention In relevance to a ﬁlllncllc:t—
m ental elem ent of m olecular scale m achinery ﬂ;, g, Gl.
A rrays of surface m ounted quantum rotorsw ith electric
dipolem om ents are of particular interest because dipole—
dipole interactions can be controlled and even designed to
yield speci c behavior, such as ferroelectricity. O rdered
tw o-din ensionalarraysofdipole rotorsyield either ferro—
electric or antiferroelectric ground states, depending on
the lattice type, while disordered arrays are predicted to
form a glass phase i_4,:_5].

Besides technological problem s, the m icroscopic dy—
nam ics of quantum rotors have extensively studied from
physical and chem ical interest. T he idea of quantum ro-
tors is applicable to nterstitial oxygen in purities in crys—
talline gem aniim , where oxygen atom s are quantum —
m echanically delocalized around the bond center posi-
tion t_é]. T he rotational of oxygen im purities around the
G e e axis has been experin entally observed by phonon
spectroscopy ij]. W hile the rotation of oxygen im pu-
rities n Ge is weakly hindered by an azimuthal po-
tential caused by the host lattice, severalm aterials are
known to show a free rotation ofm olecules. An exam —
pk is ammonia groups in certain Hofm ann clathrates
M NH3):M"CN);6 ig, -'_9, :_l-C_i], usually abbreviated as
M-M'’G,whereM and M ’ are divalent m etal ions and G
is a guest m okecule. Nearly free uniaxial quantum rota-—
tion ofNH3 has been cbserved for the rst tine n Ni-
N i(C 4D ¢), by inelastic neutron scattering t_é]. R ecently,
a surprising variation of the Iinew idth hasbeen observed
for NN +(C12H10)2 1], which has been interpreted by
a novel line broademng m echanism based on rotorrotor
coupling tl2] It is also known that the phase of solid
m ethane [13] as well as m ethane hydrate [14] show al-
m ost free rotation of CH4 m olecule. The linew idths of
m ethane in clathrates show inhom ogeneous broadening
ow Ing to the dipolar coupling w ith water m olecules {_l-lé']
Tt is therefore expected that new interesting phenom ena
will be found by investigating the in uence of dipolar
Interaction between quantum rotors.

In the present paper, w e study the correlated dynam ics
of coupled quantum rotors carrying electric dipole m o—
m ents. W e give the exact solution of eigenvalue problem
of interacting rotors w ith arbitrary con gurations. It is

revealed that coupled rotors show a peculiar dielectric re—
soonse at low tem peratures, which can be interpreted by
taking acocount of the selection rule of dipolar transition
for coupled rotors.

II. THE HAM ILTONIAN

Suppose two dipole rotors gr; and gr, separated by
the vector R . The Ham ittonian for the system is given
by H = Hg + Wp , where the kinetic term is
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and the interaction term becom es
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Here T is the m om ent of inertia for dipole rotors and "
the dielectric constant, respectively. Figure 1 shows a
con guration of two dipoles rotors under consideration.
W e assum e that rotorsdo not feel any potential variation

FIG .1: Schem atic con guration of coupled rotors. Each ro-
tors represented by r; and r, rotates along a ring ofa radius
r, and carry dipole m om ent gr; () .
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FIG .2: Contour plot of the interaction term Wp in ( 1; 2)
plane. Two maxina (white regions) and two m Inin a (dark
regions) are realized at positions with di erences 1
and 2 . Param eter values are given in the text.

along a ring of radius r. In the Jacobi coordinate, the
vectors r; ;r; and R are given by

r = r(oos 1;Sjl'l 1 COS 1;Sjl'l 1sjn 1);
r, = r(cos ,cos sin ,c0s ,sin ;

s ,sin + sin ,00s ;008 ;s ,sin 3);
R = R(@©;0;1): 3)
A spatialpro ke ofW p asa function of ( 1; ;) isdis-

plyed In Fig. 2 by a contour plot, in which the angles
(1; 2; )aresstas ( =4; =6; =3).W eshould rem ark
that twom inin a (dark regions) and twom axina white
ones) are located at the antiparalkel or parallel dipolar
con guration, ndicating that the dipoles prefer an anti-
parallel con guration. The twomihina ofWp ( 1; 2)
arise from the dipole interaction between tw o rotors, ie.,
the dipole interaction plays a key role for creating barri-
ers and two potentialm Inim a, which strongly a ect the
energy spectra and the dielectric response of the system .

P rovided that the spacing R is Jarge enough com pared
w ith the radius r, the interaction term W p can be ex—
panded in term s of 1=R . The Iowest-order term has the
form ofa dipolar interaction given by
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T he higherordertem W D(4) Wp WDG) is of the order

of0 ®=R*), which can be negligblk forthe caseR  r.
Actually we have con m ed that the calculated results
presented in this paper change very little by taking into
account the term W D(4) .

ITII. EIGENVALUES AND EIGENFUNCTIONS

The Schrodinger equation for the Ham iltonian H o =
Hg +W DG) has analytic solutions as shown below . Trans—

form ing variablesto 1= ( 1+ 2)=2and .= ( 1

2)=2,Egs. () and @) yields
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Theparam etersc; and ; (= 1;2) are functionsofangles
1; 2 and de ned n Fig. 1, whose explicit form s are
given by
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w ith the de nitions

Xy = sh (s 1  ©os 2);
X, = sin (cos 1+ cos 3);
yi = s (I cosi100s )+ 2sin ;sin ,;
y, = cos (l+ cos 1cos 3) 2sin 1sh ,: (B)

C onsequently, we can decom pose the Schrodinger equa—
tion Ho 0(17 2) = Eo o(1; 2) Into two independent
M athieu equations. Setting "1(1) 2(2),
we obtain

0(1; 2) =
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where the quantities Ex = ~?=QI) and Ep =
Fr’=@ "R%) represent the kinetic and interaction en-
ergy, regectively. The eigenvalie E of the nniial
Schrodinger equation is expressed as the sum of E =
E1 + E,. Note that the periodic tetmm s / cos2( ; + ;)
orighate from twom nin a (orm axin a) ofthe interaction
tem Wp ( 1; 2) shown in Fig.2 (7]

E genfunctions of Eq.@) are descrbed by four
types of the M athieu functions, given by oep vVi; i),
Son+1 Vii 1) C2n+1 (Vi7 1) and seon+2 (vi; 1) with the
de nitions vy gEp=Ex and n = 0;1;2
them belongs to a di erent eigenvalue and can be ex—
pressed in temm s of the Fourdercosine expansion; for in—
stance,

oo vi; )= AV @) cos2m (;+ 5): (10)

m=20

The coe cients fA z(fnn)g are determ Ined by a successive
relation obtained by substituting Eq.{l0) into Eq.).
T he am plitudes of fA Z(fnn)g rapidly decrease w ith increas-
ingm , so that we can truncate the sum m ation in Eq. C_lg'i)
atm = 20 in actualcalculations.

Figure 3 plots the calculated spectra of eigenenergies
E = E;+ E, as a function of Ep , where Ex is taken
as an energy unit. The angles ( 1; 2; ) are set to be
( =4;0;0) as an exampl. W e nd, though some levels
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FIG .3: T he energy spectra ofthe paired-rotorasa function of
Ep . Solid arrow s indicate a part of allowed dipole transitions
for the com ponent px in the case of ( 1; 2; )= ( =4;0;0).
T he explanation on three labels (@)—(c) is given in text.

are degenerate when Ep = 0, they solit o for nie
Ep wih a monotonous variation wih increasing Ep .
Forhigh-Ep Il i, som e levelsbecom e degenerate again.
Tt indicates that the relative m otion of paired-rotors is
frozen out for Ep Ex due to the strong Coulomb
Interaction. This behavior can be understood from the
spatialpro ke ofthe interaction term W p ( 1; ) shown
nFig.2.W ih increasingEp , thedepthsoftwom inin a
of Wp ( 17 2) grow, and larger barrierheights hinder
the quantum transition of a particle through the bar-
rier. This gives rise to localized wavefunctions around
these m Inin a. Consequently, in the lim i ofEp Ex ,
the am plitude of the eigenfunctions are strongly local-
ized around two m inim a, and these two localized eigen—
states are nearly degenerate. Even if the higherorder
term W D(4) is taken into account, the energy spectra does
not change m uch, since it only slightly disturbs the sym —
m etry of the depths of two m inima shown In Fig. 2.
W hen varying the angles ( 1; 2; ), the curves In Fig.
3 slightly shift to upwards and/or dow nw ards except for
the unchanged valies ofE atEp = 0.

IV. DIELECTRIC SUSCEPTIBILITIES

Let us consider the dielectric response of dipole ro—
tors coupled via dipolar interaction. T he realpart ofthe
frequency-dependent dielectric susogptibility is expressed
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FIG. 4: The dielkctric susceptbility «x (T) for the zero-
frequency Im it ! ! 0 asa function ofthe inverse tem perature
1=T . The strength of dijpolar interaction is increased from
top to bottom ;i) Ep = 0 (solid), i) Ep = 0:01 (dashed), iii)
Ep = 01 (dash-dotted),and v) Ep = 1:0 (dotted) in unitsof
Ex . Bumpsat around Ex =(kg T) 50 appear in the cases
of ii) and iii) . Inset show s three com ponentsof ;1 (T ) for the
case of iii), whose de nitions are given in text.
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where Z = jexp( Es=kg T) is the partition function,
and F ji is the eigenvector belonging to the eigenvalue
E . The quantity p is the -component of the total
dipokemomentp = gl + ry), which depend on the rel-
ative orientation w ith respect to the extermal eld. W e
should note that the susoceptibility depends on the selec—
tion rules Por dipole transitions between di erent eigen—
states. In Fig. 3, allowed dipole transitions for p, are
Indicated In part by solid arrow s. N ote that only a part
of allow ed transitions are shown In the gure, which are
dom nant for the dielectric susogptibility (!; T) attem -
peratures T Ex =kp . The rest ofallowed dipolar tran—
sitions do not contribute to the susoeptibility given by
Eq.C_l-]_}), because the energy di erence E 5 E;jis =0
large and/or the Bolzm ann factor exp ( Ey=kg T) be-
com e much analler than uniy. The interpretation on
three labels (@)—(c) shown in Fig. 3 willbe given later.

W e have calculated the tem perature dependence ofthe
dielectric susosptibility (!;T) orvariousEp . Figure
4 show s the calculated results ofdc susoeptibility xx (T)



nom alized by a factor £ r’=("Ex ). W e have taken fur
valuesofEp =Ek ; the solid line Ep = 0),thedashed one
Ep =Ex = 0:01), the dash-dotted one Ep =Ex = 0:1),
and the dotted one Ep =Ex = 1:0). The angles are set
tobe ( 1; 25 )= ( =4;0;0) PrallEp . For the case of
Ep = 0, the susoeptibility m onotonically increases w ith
decreasing tem perature, and becom es constant at lower
tem peratures. The crossover tem perature between the
steady ncrease and the alm ost constant valie n Fig.
4 is detem ined by the m inin um -energy di erence of
eigenstates at Ep = 0 that are albwed for dipok tran-
sition, nam ely, Indicated as @) In Fig. 3. For the case
ofEp =Ex > 1, the strong C oulom b Interaction prevents
from the relative m otion of rotors so that the m agnitude
of the susceptbility (T) decreasesw ith ncreasing Ep .

Tt is noteworthy that, for relatively weak interaction
Ep=Ex < 0d, a bump is appeared in the suscepti-
bility at about Ex =(kg T) 5:0. The kinetic energy
Ex = ~?=(1I) or actual rotating m olecules is the order
oflmev [[4], indicating that the characteristic tem per—
ature T = Eg =kp 02 corresponding to the bump is
estin ated as about 1 K . W e m ade sure that the bump
can be ocbserved forany angles ( 1; 2; )whenEp =Ex
is lessthan 0:. Thisanom aly stem s from the correlated
rotation of paired-rotors via the dipolar interaction, and
can be interpreted by the argum ent on the selection rule
for dipolar transition.

To understand the origin of the bum p, we decom pose
the total susceptbility xx (T) give In Eq.{_l-]_:) as

X
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w here (3516 3) is the summ ation over all possible com —

binations of (j;1) under the condition 16 Jj. Note the
fact that only three com ponentsof 4,1 (T ) are responsible
for the total susceptibility (4) around the characteristic
tem perature T . W e denote those com ponents by 2,
b and €, which are characterized by the eigenfiinction
j=h1; zj'zjlal'ld l=h1; zjf.liasﬁ)]bws;

1= ce (1)cer (2); (14)
1= e (1)oep (2)7 (15)
1= s (1)se1(2): (16)

o (1)oep (2)5
o (1)eer (2)5
s (1) (2)7

T he alphabets subscrbed on  corresoond to three dipo—
lar transitions labeled by @)—(c) shown in Fig. 3. For
exam ple, the solid arrow of (@) In F_J'g. 3 oconnects the
elgenstates j and 1de ned in Eq.(:_L@:).

For weak coupling Ep Ek , the solution of the
M athieu equation (9) iseasily solved. In the lowest order
of the perturbation theory, the eigenvalues E; (1= 1;2)

Ex
E;= Tn +aEp @®m=0; 1; 2; )
w ih a constant a. T he solution ('_l-j:) gives the eigenen—
ergies of the states F ji and F i relevant to the three

com ponents as ollow s;

a; (Ej;El) = (0;Ex + Ea); (18)
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The sm all corrections E stem from the an all nterac—
tion energy Ep Ex . Substituting these eigenenergies
nto Eq. (13), we nd that the three com ponents are
approxin ated by

2p2 1 ev
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where we de ned u = Ex =(kg T). The quantities p;,
P and pc equalto the value of JE j px 11 for the case
of 2, Pand °©, respectively. The explicit orm of the
partition function Z () is

Z@=1+ 4e%2 + de" + 4e " + ge U2

+ de ¥ 4 ge P72

+8e " + ;

w hich m onotonically decreases w ith rasing u and reaches
uni forthe Imitu ! 1 . Thismeans that the com po—
nent 2 (u) isam onotonic ncrease function ofu. O n the
other hand, the com ponents ) and ©@) is convex
functions giving a m axinum at nite u. The conditions
ofu Prthemaxinum of ® and © are expressed by

@5)
(26)

T he solutions of the Egs. {_2-5—2-6) is estim ated asu 4
or Pandu 05 for ©. Sihce the total susoeptibility

(T) isgiven by the summ ation 2+ ®+ ¢, i isexpected
that the convex features of ® @) and © @) cause in the
bum p of the total susceptibility at u 5 shown In Fig.
4.

The argum ent is clari ed by the num erical results
shown in the inset of Fig. 4, where the u-dependence
of the com ponents for Ep =Ex = 0: are displayed; @
(dashed-dotted), P (dotted), © (dashed-dotted-dotted),
together w ith that of the total susceptbilty = @+

a7

@4)



b4+ ¢ (s0lid). The com ponent ® clearly showsa m ax—
Inum atu 4, whereas the contrbution of € is negli-
gible due to the factor e =2 i Eq. (23). Asa resul,
the ssmmation 2 @)+ °@) showsabump atu= 590,
which is the origin of the anom alous bum p of the to—
tal susoeptibility (T) at the characteristic tem perature
T = Ex =kg 02. W e should note here that, if quan—
tum rotors are not Interactihg at all, the com ponent P
exactly vanished due to the degeneracy E y = E1 = Ex =2

(See Eq. (.'_19‘)) and only the com ponent 2 is dom inant
for the total susceptbility (T'). This means that the
total susoeptibility is a m onotonic function as the sam e
as @ so that the bum p does not em erge. T he anom alous
bum p of the susceptibility, therefore, m anifests the rele—
vance of the dipolar Interaction to the dielectric response
of quantum rotors.

V. CONCLUSIONS

_Tt is in portant to recall experin ents reported in Ref.
fid], for the dielectric susceptibility of K C 1 crystals w ith
Li defects. It has been found that the susceptibility
does not scale linearing w ith the Li concentration, and
even becom es an aller w ith increasing the concentration
( 1000 ppm ), where the interaction betw een defectsbe-
com es relevant. In addition, a bump of the suscepti-
bility is observed at about 200 m K for concentrations
of 200-1000 ppm . These tem perature dependences of

the susogptibility together w ith the bum ps are recovered
wellby our results shown in Fig. 4. Noting that defects
In both system sm ove along closed loops and correlated
each other, it is natural to assum e that the sin ilar pic—
ture holds. For a quantitative discussion, of course, one
should take Into account the e ect of potential variation
hindering the free rotation of Li" , which is caused by the
Coulomb interaction between a m cbile Li* ion and the
hostatomsK* andCl . T he problem hasbeen theoret-
ically investigated in Ref. [19,20]based on the two-Jevel
tunneling m odel.

In conclusion, we have Investigated the quantum dy-—
nam ics of two dipole rotors coupled via dipolar interac—
tion. By solving analytically the eigenvalie problem of
coupled rotors, we have dem onstrated the energy spec-
tra of coupled rotors as a function ofdipolar Interaction.
T he anom aloustem perature dependence ofdielectric sus—
ceptbility is also shown. Ourm odel is so general that
i should be applicable In a variety of physical context
relevant to quantum rotors.
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