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D ielectric anom aly in coupled rotor system s

HiroyukiShim a and TsuneyoshiNakayam a
Departm ent ofApplied Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-8628, Japan

The correlated dynam icsofcoupled quantum rotorscarrying electric dipole m om entistheoreti-

cally investigated.The energy spectra ofcoupled rotorsasa function ofdipolarinteraction energy

is analytically solved. The calculated dielectric susceptibilities of the system show the peculiar

tem perature dependence di�erentfrom thatofisolated rotors.

PACS num bers:34.10.+ x,34.20.-b,77.22.-d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W ith the adventofnanotechnologies,quantum rotors

have attracted m uch attention in relevance to a funda-

m entalelem ent ofm olecular scale m achinery [1, 2, 3].

Arraysofsurface m ounted quantum rotorswith electric

dipolem om entsareofparticularinterestbecausedipole-

dipoleinteractionscan becontrolledand even designed to

yield speci�c behavior,such asferroelectricity. O rdered

two-dim ensionalarraysofdipolerotorsyield eitherferro-

electric orantiferroelectric ground states,depending on

thelatticetype,whiledisordered arraysarepredicted to

form a glassphase[4,5].

Besides technological problem s, the m icroscopic dy-

nam icsofquantum rotorshaveextensively studied from

physicaland chem icalinterest.Theidea ofquantum ro-

torsisapplicabletointerstitialoxygen im puritiesin crys-

talline germ anium , where oxygen atom s are quantum -

m echanically delocalized around the bond center posi-

tion [6].The rotationalofoxygen im puritiesaround the

G e-G eaxishasbeen experim entally observed by phonon

spectroscopy [7]. W hile the rotation of oxygen im pu-

rities in G e is weakly hindered by an azim uthal po-

tentialcaused by the host lattice,severalm aterials are

known to show a free rotation ofm olecules. An exam -

ple is am m onia groups in certain Hofm ann clathrates

M (NH 3)2M ’(CN)4-G [8, 9, 10], usually abbreviated as

M -M ’-G ,whereM and M ’aredivalentm etalionsand G

isa guestm olecule. Nearly free uniaxialquantum rota-

tion ofNH 3 has been observed for the �rst tim e in Ni-

Ni-(C6D 6)2 by inelasticneutron scattering [8].Recently,

a surprising variation ofthelinewidth hasbeen observed

forNi-Ni-(C12H 10)2 [11],which hasbeen interpreted by

a novelline broadening m echanism based on rotor-rotor

coupling [12]. Itisalso known thatthe � phase ofsolid

m ethane [13]as wellas m ethane hydrate [14]show al-

m ost free rotation ofCH 4 m olecule. The linewidths of

m ethane in clathrates show inhom ogeneous broadening

owing to the dipolarcoupling with waterm olecules[15].

Itisthereforeexpected thatnew interesting phenom ena

willbe found by investigating the inuence of dipolar

interaction between quantum rotors.

In thepresentpaper,westudy thecorrelated dynam ics

ofcoupled quantum rotors carrying electric dipole m o-

m ents.W egivetheexactsolution ofeigenvalueproblem

ofinteracting rotorswith arbitrary con�gurations. Itis

revealed thatcoupled rotorsshow apeculiardielectricre-

sponseatlow tem peratures,which can beinterpreted by

taking accountofthe selection rule ofdipolartransition

forcoupled rotors.

II. T H E H A M ILT O N IA N

Suppose two dipole rotors qr1 and qr2 separated by

the vectorR . The Ham iltonian for the system is given

by H = H K + W D ,wherethe kinetic term is

H K = �
~
2

2I

�
@2

@� 2
1

+
@2

@� 2
2

�

; (1)

and the interaction term becom es

W D =
q2

4�"

�
1

jR j
+

1

jR + r1 � r2j
�

1

jR + r1j
�

1

jR � r2j

�

:

(2)

Here I is the m om entofinertia for dipole rotorsand "

the dielectric constant,respectively. Figure 1 shows a

con�guration oftwo dipoles rotorsunder consideration.

W eassum ethatrotorsdonotfeelany potentialvariation
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FIG .1: Schem atic con�guration ofcoupled rotors. Each ro-

torsrepresented by r1 and r2 rotatesalong a ring ofa radius

r,and carry dipole m om entqr1 (2).
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FIG .2:Contourplotoftheinteraction term W D in (� 1;� 2)

plane. Two m axim a (white regions) and two m inim a (dark

regions) are realized at positions with di�erences �� 1 � �

and �� 2 � �.Param etervaluesare given in the text.

along a ring ofradius r. In the Jacobicoordinate,the

vectorsr1;r2 and R aregiven by

r1 = r(cos� 1;sin� 1 cos�1;sin� 1 sin�1);

r2 = r(cos� 2 cos� � sin�2 cos�2 sin�;

cos� 2 sin� + sin�2 cos�2 cos�;sin�2 sin�2);

R = R(0;0;1): (3)

A spatialpro�le ofW D asa function of(� 1;� 2)isdis-

played in Fig. 2 by a contourplot,in which the angles

(�1;�2;�)aresetas(�=4;� �=6;�=3).W eshould rem ark

thattwo m inim a (dark regions)and two m axim a (white

ones)are located atthe anti-parallelorparalleldipolar

con�guration,indicating thatthe dipolespreferan anti-

parallelcon�guration. The two m inim a ofW D (� 1;� 2)

arisefrom thedipoleinteraction between tworotors,i.e.,

thedipoleinteraction playsa key roleforcreating barri-

ersand two potentialm inim a,which strongly a�ectthe

energy spectra and thedielectricresponseofthesystem .

Provided thatthespacing R islargeenough com pared

with the radius r,the interaction term W D can be ex-

panded in term sof1=R. The lowest-orderterm hasthe

form ofa dipolarinteraction given by

W
(3)

D
=

q2

4�"R3

�

r1 � r2 �
3(r1 � R )(r2 � R )

R 2

�

: (4)

Thehigher-orderterm W
(4)

D
� WD � W

(3)

D
isoftheorder

ofO (r3=R 4),which can benegligibleforthecaseR � r.

Actually we have con�rm ed that the calculated results

presented in thispaperchange very little by taking into

accountthe term W
(4)

D
.

III. EIG EN VA LU ES A N D EIG EN FU N C T IO N S

The Schr�odinger equation for the Ham iltonian H 0 =

H K + W
(3)

D
hasanalyticsolutionsasshown below.Trans-

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

� 2)=2,Eqs.(1)and (4)yields

H K = �
~
2

4I

�
@2

@�2
1

+
@2

@�2
2

�

; (5)

W
(3)

D
=

q2r2

4�"R3

2X

i= 1

cicos2(�i+ i): (6)

Theparam etersciand i(i= 1;2)arefunctionsofangles

�1;�2 and � de�ned in Fig. 1,whose explicitform sare

given by

ci =
1

2

q

x2i + y2i; i =
1

2
tan�1

�
� xi

yi

�

; (7)

with the de�nitions

x1 = sin�(cos�1 � cos�2);

x2 = sin�(cos�1 + cos�2);

y1 = cos�(1� cos�1 cos�2)+ 2sin�1 sin�2;

y2 = cos�(1+ cos�1 cos�2)� 2sin�1 sin�2: (8)

Consequently,we can decom pose the Schr�odingerequa-

tion H 0	0(�1;�2) = E 0	0(�1;�2) into two independent

M athieu equations. Setting 	0(�1;�2) = ’1(�1)’2(�2),

weobtain

�
@2’i

@�2i
+

2

E K

[ciE D cos2(�i+ i)� Ei]’i = 0; [i= 1;2]

(9)

where the quantities E K = ~
2=(2I) and E D =

q2r2=(4�"R3) represent the kinetic and interaction en-

ergy, respectively. The eigenvalue E of the initial

Schr�odinger equation is expressed as the sum of E =

E 1 + E 2. Note thatthe periodic term s / cos2(�i+ i)

originatefrom twom inim a(orm axim a)oftheinteraction

term W D (� 1;� 2)shown in Fig.2 [17].

Eigenfunctions of Eq.(9) are described by four

types of the M athieu functions, given by ce2n(vi;�i),

se2n+ 1(vi;�i), ce2n+ 1(vi;�i) and se2n+ 2(vi;�i) with the

de�nitions vi � ciE D =E K and n = 0;1;2� � � . Each of

them belongs to a di�erent eigenvalue and can be ex-

pressed in term softhe Fourier-cosine expansion;forin-

stance,

ce2n(vi;�i)=

1X

m = 0

A
(2n)

2m (vi)cos2m (�i+ i): (10)

The coe�cients fA
(2n)

2m g are determ ined by a successive

relation obtained by substituting Eq.(10) into Eq.(9).

Theam plitudesoffA
(2n)

2m g rapidly decreasewith increas-

ingm ,sothatwecan truncatethesum m ation in Eq.(10)

atm = 20 in actualcalculations.

Figure 3 plots the calculated spectra ofeigenenergies

E = E 1 + E 2 as a function ofE D ,where E K is taken

as an energy unit. The angles (�1;�2;�) are set to be

(�=4;0;0) as an exam ple. W e �nd,though som e levels
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FIG .3:Theenergy spectraofthepaired-rotorasafunction of

E D .Solid arrowsindicatea partofallowed dipoletransitions

for the com ponentpx in the case of(�1;�2;�)= (�=4;0;0).

The explanation on three labels(a)-(c)isgiven in text.

are degenerate when E D = 0, they split o� for �nite

E D with a m onotonous variation with increasing E D .

Forhigh-E D lim it,som elevelsbecom edegenerateagain.

It indicates that the relative m otion ofpaired-rotors is

frozen out for E D � E K due to the strong Coulom b

interaction. This behavior can be understood from the

spatialpro�leoftheinteraction term W D (� 1;� 2)shown

in Fig.2.W ith increasingE D ,thedepthsoftwom inim a

ofW D (� 1;� 2) grow,and larger barrier-heights hinder

the quantum transition of a particle through the bar-

rier. This gives rise to localized wavefunctions around

these m inim a. Consequently,in the lim itofE D � E K ,

the am plitude ofthe eigenfunctions are strongly local-

ized around two m inim a,and these two localized eigen-

states are nearly degenerate. Even ifthe higher-order

term W
(4)

D
istaken into account,theenergy spectra does

notchangem uch,sinceitonly slightly disturbsthesym -

m etry of the depths of two m inim a shown in Fig. 2.

W hen varying the angles (�1;�2;�),the curves in Fig.

3 slightly shiftto upwardsand/ordownwardsexceptfor

the unchanged valuesofE atE D = 0.

IV . D IELEC T R IC SU SC EP T IB ILIT IES

Let us consider the dielectric response of dipole ro-

torscoupled via dipolarinteraction.Therealpartofthe

frequency-dependentdielectricsusceptibility isexpressed

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

(
E K

/q
2 r2 )

 

 

xx

EK/kBT

(
E K

/q
2 r2 )

 

 

j,l

E
K
/k

B
T

FIG . 4: The dielectric susceptibility �xx(T) for the zero-

frequencylim it! ! 0asafunction oftheinversetem perature

1=T. The strength of dipolar interaction is increased from

top to bottom ;i)E D = 0 (solid),ii)E D = 0:01 (dashed),iii)

E D = 0:1(dash-dotted),and iv)E D = 1:0(dotted)in unitsof

E K . Bum psataround E K =(kB T)� 5:0 appearin the cases

ofii)and iii).Insetshowsthreecom ponentsof�j;l(T)forthe

case ofiii),whose de�nitionsare given in text.

as

���(!;T) = �
2

"Z

X

j;l6= j

jhE jjp�jE lij
2

�
E j � El

(E j � El)
2 � (~!)2

exp

�

�
E j

kB T

�

;(11)

where Z =
P

j
exp(� Ej=kB T)isthe partition function,

and jE ji is the eigenvector belonging to the eigenvalue

E j. The quantity p� is the �-com ponent ofthe total

dipolem om entp = q(r1 + r2),which depend on therel-

ative orientation with respect to the external�eld. W e

should notethatthe susceptibility dependson theselec-

tion rulesfordipole transitionsbetween di�erenteigen-

states. In Fig.3,allowed dipole transitions for px are

indicated in partby solid arrows.Note thatonly a part

ofallowed transitionsareshown in the �gure,which are

dom inantforthedielectricsusceptibility �(!;T)attem -

peraturesT � EK =kB .Therestofallowed dipolartran-

sitions do not contribute to the susceptibility given by

Eq.(11), because the energy di�erence jE j � Elj is so

large and/or the Boltzm ann factor exp(� Ej=kB T) be-

com e m uch sm aller than unity. The interpretation on

threelabels(a)-(c)shown in Fig.3 willbe given later.

W ehavecalculated thetem peraturedependenceofthe

dielectricsusceptibility ���(!;T)forvariousE D .Figure

4 showsthecalculated resultsofdcsusceptibility �xx(T)
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norm alized by a factorq2r2=("E K ).W e havetaken four

valuesofE D =E K ;thesolid line(E D = 0),thedashed one

(E D =E K = 0:01),the dash-dotted one (E D =E K = 0:1),

and the dotted one (E D =E K = 1:0). The anglesare set

to be (�1;�2;�)= (�=4;0;0)forallED .Forthe caseof

E D = 0,the susceptibility m onotonically increaseswith

decreasing tem perature,and becom esconstantatlower

tem peratures. The crossover tem perature between the

steady increase and the alm ost constant value in Fig.

4 is determ ined by the m inim um -energy di�erence of

eigenstates at E D = 0 thatare allowed for dipole tran-

sition,nam ely,indicated as (a) in Fig.3. For the case

ofE D =E K > 1,thestrong Coulom b interaction prevents

from therelativem otion ofrotorsso thatthem agnitude

ofthe susceptibility �(T)decreaseswith increasing E D .

It is noteworthy that,for relatively weak interaction

E D =E K < 0:1, a bum p is appeared in the suscepti-

bility at about E K =(kB T) � 5:0. The kinetic energy

E K = ~
2=(2I)foractualrotating m oleculesisthe order

of1 m eV [14],indicating thatthe characteristictem per-

ature T � = E K =kB � 0:2 corresponding to the bum p is

estim ated as about 1 K .W e m ade sure that the bum p

can beobserved forany angles(�1;�2;�)when ED =E K

islessthan 0:1.Thisanom aly stem sfrom thecorrelated

rotation ofpaired-rotorsvia the dipolarinteraction,and

can beinterpreted by theargum enton theselection rule

fordipolartransition.

To understand the origin ofthe bum p,we decom pose

the totalsusceptibility �xx(T)givein Eq.(11)as

�xx(T) =
X

(j;l6= j)

�j;l(T); (12)

�j;l(T) = �
2

"Z

jhE jjpxjE lij
2

E j � El

�

�

exp

�

�
E j

kB T

�

� exp

�

�
E l

kB T

��

; (13)

where
P

(j;l6= j)
is the sum m ation overallpossible com -

binations of(j;l) under the condition l6= j. Note the

factthatonly threecom ponentsof�j;l(T)areresponsible

forthetotalsusceptibility (12)around thecharacteristic

tem perature T �. W e denote those com ponents by �a,

�b,and �c,which arecharacterized by the eigenfunction

	j = h�1;�2jE jiand 	l= h�1;�2jE liasfollows;

�
a; 	j = ce0(�1)ce0(�2); 	l= ce1(�1)ce1(�2);(14)

�
b; 	j = ce0(�1)ce1(�2); 	l= ce1(�1)ce0(�2);(15)

�
c; 	j = se1(�1)se2(�2); 	l= se2(�1)se1(�2):(16)

Thealphabetssubscribed on � correspond to threedipo-

lar transitions labeled by (a)-(c) shown in Fig.3. For

exam ple,the solid arrow of(a) in Fig.3 connects the

eigenstates	j and 	l de�ned in Eq.(14).

For weak coupling E D � E K , the solution of the

M athieu equation (9)iseasily solved.In thelowestorder

ofthe perturbation theory,the eigenvalues E i(i= 1;2)

read in

E i =
E K

2
n
2 + aE D (n = 0;� 1;� 2;� � � ) (17)

with a constanta. The solution (17)givesthe eigenen-

ergies ofthe states jE ji and jE li relevant to the three

com ponentsasfollows;

�
a; (E j;E l) = (0;E K + �Ea); (18)

�
b; (E j;E l) = (

E K

2
� �Eb;

E K

2
� �Eb); (19)

�
c; (E j;E l) = (

5E K

2
� �Ec;

5E K

2
� �Ec): (20)

The sm allcorrections �E stem from the sm allinterac-

tion energy E D � E K .Substituting these eigenenergies

into Eq. (13), we �nd that the three com ponents are

approxim ated by

�
a(u) =

2p2a

"E K

�
1� e�u

Z(u)
; (21)

�
b(u) =

2p2b

"E K

�
ue�u=2

Z(u)
; (22)

�
c(u) =

2p2c

"E K

�
ue�5u=2

Z(u)
; (23)

where we de�ned u = E K =(kB T). The quantities pa,

pb and pc equalto the value ofjhE jjpxjE lijforthe case

of�a,�b and �c,respectively. The explicit form ofthe

partition function Z(u)is

Z(u)= 1 + 4e�u=2 + 4e�u + 4e�2u + 8e�5u=2

+ 4e�4u + 4e�9u=2 + 8e�5u + � � � ; (24)

which m onotonically decreaseswith rasing u and reaches

unitforthe lim itu ! 1 . Thism eansthatthe com po-

nent�a(u)isa m onotonicincreasefunction ofu.O n the

other hand,the com ponents �b(u) and �c(u) is convex

functionsgiving a m axim um at�nite u. The conditions

ofu forthe m axim um of�b and �c areexpressed by

1�
u

2
� u

Z 0(u)

Z(u)
= 0; for�b; (25)

1�
5

2
u � u

Z 0(u)

Z(u)
= 0; for�c: (26)

The solutionsofthe Eqs. (25-26)isestim ated asu � 4

for�b and u � 0:5 for�c. Since the totalsusceptibility

�(T)isgiven bythesum m ation �a+ �b+ �c,itisexpected

thatthe convex featuresof�b(u)and �c(u)cause in the

bum p ofthe totalsusceptibility atu � 5 shown in Fig.

4.

The argum ent is clari�ed by the num erical results

shown in the inset ofFig. 4,where the u-dependence

ofthe com ponents for E D =E K = 0:1 are displayed;�a

(dashed-dotted),�b (dotted),�c (dashed-dotted-dotted),

together with that ofthe totalsusceptibility � = �a +
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�b + �c (solid).The com ponent�b clearly showsa m ax-

im um atu � 4,whereasthe contribution of�c isnegli-

gible due to the factore�5u=2 in Eq. (23). Asa result,

the sum m ation �a(u)+ �b(u)showsa bum p atu = 5:0,

which is the origin ofthe anom alous bum p of the to-

talsusceptibility �(T)atthe characteristictem perature

T � = E K =kB � 0:2. W e should note here that,ifquan-

tum rotorsare notinteracting atall,the com ponent�b

exactly vanished dueto thedegeneracy E j = E l= E K =2

(See Eq. (19))and only the com ponent�a is dom inant

for the totalsusceptibility �(T). This m eans that the

totalsusceptibility isa m onotonic function asthe sam e

as�a so thatthebum p doesnotem erge.Theanom alous

bum p ofthe susceptibility,therefore,m anifeststhe rele-

vanceofthedipolarinteraction to thedielectricresponse

ofquantum rotors.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Itisim portantto recallexperim entsreported in Ref.

[18],forthe dielectric susceptibility ofKClcrystalswith

Li defects. It has been found that the susceptibility

does not scale linearing with the Liconcentration,and

even becom es sm allerwith increasing the concentration

(� 1000ppm ),wheretheinteraction between defectsbe-

com es relevant. In addition, a bum p of the suscepti-

bility is observed at about 200 m K for concentrations

of 200-1000 ppm . These tem perature dependences of

thesusceptibility togetherwith thebum psarerecovered

wellby ourresultsshown in Fig.4. Noting thatdefects

in both system sm ove along closed loopsand correlated

each other,itis naturalto assum e thatthe sim ilarpic-

ture holds. Fora quantitative discussion,ofcourse,one

should takeinto accountthe e�ectofpotentialvariation

hindering thefreerotation ofLi+ ,which iscaused by the

Coulom b interaction between a m obile Li+ ion and the

hostatom sK + and Cl� .Theproblem hasbeen theoret-

ically investigated in Ref.[19,20]based on thetwo-level

tunneling m odel.

In conclusion,we have investigated the quantum dy-

nam icsoftwo dipole rotorscoupled via dipolarinterac-

tion. By solving analytically the eigenvalue problem of

coupled rotors,we have dem onstrated the energy spec-

tra ofcoupled rotorsasa function ofdipolarinteraction.

Theanom aloustem peraturedependenceofdielectricsus-

ceptibility is also shown. O ur m odelis so generalthat

it should be applicable in a variety ofphysicalcontext

relevantto quantum rotors.
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