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W e propose a T heoretical m odel accounting for the recently observed reduced m agnetic m om ent
of Gadolinum in fullerenes. W hilke this reduction has been observed also for other trivalent rare—
hearth atoms Oy’ , EX', Ho® ) in fallerenes and can be ascrbed to crystal el e ects, the
explanation of this phenom ena for G d*" isnot straightforw ard due to the sphericity of its ground
state (S= 7=2 , L= 0 ). In ourm odel the m om entum lowering is the resul of a subtle interplay

between hybridisation and spin-orbit interaction.

INTRODUCTION

Endohedralm etallofullerenesM @ Cg, are novelm ateri-
als that have attracted a w ide interest in physics, chem —
istry but also In m aterial or biological sciences for the
large variety of prom ising applications of their peculiar
propertjes{_]:, :_2, ::q’]. In endohedral m etallofiillerenes, a
positively charged corem etaliso -center in a negatively
charged strong carbon cage, resulting in strong m etal-
cage Interaction and intrafiilllerene charge transfer from
the m etalto the cage.fl, 4, 5, @]

The m agnetism of these system s ism ainly due to the
soin ofthe entrapped m etals. In a serdes of averagem ag—
netization m esurem ents a param agnetic behaviour has
been observed ij., :5, :_55, :_l-C_i], w ith negative W eiss tem per-
atures. The negative W eiss tem perature indicates the
presence of a weak antiferrom agnetic interaction betwen
the cage and the m etal, and betw een neighbooring cages,
but for heavy rare-earths RE) endoﬁﬂ.lerenesf_l(_)‘] ferro—
m agnetic coupling has been m entioned In the sub—20K
range. In the case of heavy RE these experim ents gave
a num ber of m agnetons per encaged ion that is an aller
than for the free ion. T his result has been phenom enogi-
cally ascribed to the cage crystal eld interaction forhigh
L lonsand, forthe L = 0 Gd case, to the antiferom m ag—
netic interaction between the ion and the cage.

A recent work l_l-l:] has used x—ray m agnetic circular
dichroisn and KM CD) x-ray absorption spectroscopy

XA S) to characterize localm agnetic properties ofheavy
RE metallo centers, usihg the M 4 and M 5 resonances
(3d ! A4f transitions). The absorption spectra of this
work were very well tted assum Ing trivalent ions (@£’
electronic structurewith n= 7 orGd,n= 9 forDy...),
while XM CD con m ed that there is a strong reduction
of the m easured ion m agnetisation com pared to the free
ion case.

For L § 0 ions the reduction was reproduced by a
m odelH am iltonian were a weak crystal eld preventsthe
jon totalangularm om ent J to align com pltely along the
magnetic eld. The case L = 0 of trivalent G adoliniim
was more di cult and hybridisation m odel gave not a
satisfactory explanation.

Infact, althought hybridisation gives antiferrom agnetic
coupling w ith the cage and accounts (in the G d case) for
a 14% reduction of the averagemoment (Gd + cages),
it cannot explain the reduction of the m om ent localized
on Gd ion (see next section).

W hat we will show In the present paper is that a com -
bined action of hybridisation and spin-orbi interaction
can have a dram atice ect on the observed m agneticm o—
m ent.

This e ect is not trivial and is signi cant only In a
restraint param eters region that was not discovered in
the previous num erical study i_l]_;] In the present paper
we will give a com plete analytical discussion of this ef-
fect. In next section we will introduce a sim ple m odel
w ith an anisotropic hybridisation where the G d ground
state is basically 4f7 with a small 4£% com ponent due
to a backdonation from the cage. we w ill then consider
soin-orbit interactions at the rst order and show the
dram atic changes In m agnetisation. A nalytical formula
w ill be com pared to exact num erical solutions. Finally
we w ill discuss the possble experim ental m anifestations
of the studied phenom ena.

HYBRIDISATION M ODEL AND SPIN-ORBIT

Back donation concems a cage unpaired electron. A s
the Re Ion iso oenter we consider that the hopping is
non isotropic and choose to restrain the transfer of the
cagebackdonated electron to the 4f orbitalthat isclosest
to the cage, them , = 0 one, where the z-axis is parallel
to the o center displacem ent.

The Gd ground state has S = 7=2,L = 0. Adding one
m ore electron to this state, one can acces only the quan-—
tum numbersS = 3,L = 3 ofthe 4f% con guratjon:_[-l_x’Z].

The energy di erence between the 4f level and 4f’
ground state w ill be nam ed, w ithout SO coupling, E.
This is a positive scalar quantity and m ust be large In
m agnitude, com pared to the hopping strenght t, because
the fractionalbackdonation hasbeen observed to be very
an all.

W e consider an e ective interaction tem proportional
to t?. T his Interaction transform sthe state (S,;s) Where
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S, isthe spin z-com ponent ofthe 4f’ shelland sthe cage
unpaired electron one) into the state (S, + 2s; s), and
the other way round.

W e can therefore restrict the e ective H am iltonian to
the tw o-din ensional space spanned by (S,;s) and (S, +

28; s ). Theelem ents ofthe e ective interactions are :
0 0
H S;;8! S,+s sj;s)= @)
O. TR . .
tZX S, +s siyejih I, H.1
E Eo

whereE isthe 4 ground state energy, ¢,  and ¢, s are
creation/annihilation operators for a 4f electrons w ith
m, =m and s, = s. The sum runs over the states of
the 4f® con guration.

The case of Gd is quie sinpl because the only
4f® state having a non—zero parentage coe cient with
#£7s = 7=2L = 0i ground state is #£8s’ = 3;L = 3i.

T he results ofoperating on the ground state on 4f7 can
be expressed in temm s of the parentage coe cients and
angular recoupling factors using wellknown formula f_l-I_i'],
for our speci c case:

j o= 0_0
G HE'SS,M ,i=  8G3."
6S,1=25;S (S, + s5)) HEESL (S, + sM,i (@)

Putting this ormula into ('_]:) the Ham iltonian can be
w ritten as :

c 8 3)
= —=V Vi
E 7 °F o
where vg, is the versor :
1=2 1=2, 1
vs, = ((1=2+ S;)" 7 (=2 S+ 1) )19—5 )
For positive E the ground state of H is vg,, it cor-

responds to antiferrom agnetic alinem ent ( total angular
moment J = 3), and has energy t—;%

The state perpendicular to vs, has energy zero and
corresponding totalangularm om ent J = 4. There is no
energy dependency on S, as it could have been expected
on the basis of rotational invariance in the spin space, as
Iong as spin-orbit interaction is not included. The local
moment of Gd, In the antiferrom agnetic ground state,
can be am ost fully ahgned along them agnetic eld.On
the basis ofequation (4) one should cbserve, at saturation

S,i= (=2 7+ 5=2)=8= 3375 )
corresponding to a 3:6% reduction which isvery far from
the 20% observed one. T he antiferrom agneticm etalcage
coupling cannot explain the m om ent reduction observed
wih XA S, XM CD techniques.

T herefore we add the spin-orbit (SO ) coupling to the
picture which breaks rotational invariance In the spin

space. At rstorder SO splitsthe energ:es ofthe § = 3
L’ = 3 state according to the totalJ and a ects the
denom nator nvolved In equation (Q.) . As a resukt the
equation for H, that is given by equation -j for the zero-
SO case, must be rew ritten in this fom

Hso (Sz)=F (Sz)vs, Vs, (6)
where
0
33 7
@3+ 1)( o 0 )2

g X s, 0 s,

F(S,)= t= )
7, E +ES

w here SZ = S, 1=2. From a fom alpoint of view
SO gives at rst order also another contribution beside
a ecting the propagator denom inator. In fact the 4f
ground state, considering SO interaction, is not a pure
S = T7=2,L = 0 state, but i has also a sn all com ponent
of the state S = 5=2, L = 1, whose am plitude is rst
order in SO strength. It is this perturbed ground state
that should be considered In equation (:g:) . However for
symm etry reasons, In the fram ew ork of ourm odelw here
backdonation a ects only them, = 0 orbial, the con—
tribution at rst order in SO com ing from this S = 5=2,

= 1 com ponent is zero.

Atthem om ent wew illtherefore restrain the discussion
to the above equation (-'_7.) , that containsallthe in portant
physics of the studied phenom ena.

The S, dependency in equation (-rj.) is given by the J’
dependecy ofE ié’ . If the denom inator in equation {:7:) is
constant, one can factor the tem

X 0 333
27 + 1 ‘=1 8
0 ( )(SZ 0 S; ) 8)
J
and obtain again equation {3). Forthe 4£%;5 = 3;L =
3statetheenergyE§§’ is
24 3@+ 1)
E?(? = HIT (9)

where ,; isthe strength ofSO interaction. T hisequa—
tion can be obtained In a sin ple way : the state obtained
putting seven soin-up elctrons in the 4f shell, plus one
soin-down electron in them , = 3 state,hasS = 3,L = 3,

= 6.

Tt isvery easy to calculate for thism ono-determ nantal
state the expectation valie ofthe S I scalar operator, i
is 15 (m, = 3 ofthe eighth e]ectroon tin es is soin ).
T he expectation values for the otherJ can be calculated
observing that the expectation value of a scalar product
oftwoL = 1 tensorsm ustbe proportionalto the 6J factor
forthe angularm om ents sextet (3,3,J0,1,1,0) . By aquick
glance at sixJ tables, equation @) is readily obtained.

The energy correction E s9, consdering .1 =
0:1975eV [14] has the negative va]ue ofabout 0:3eV for



J’ = 6 and a positive value of about 04eV ©r J = 0.
These valuieshavetobe compared to E . Taking E of
the orderofleV thee ect ofES¢ isnot negligeable and
the dependency on S, is given m ainly by the term wih
the an aller denom inator, the J = 6 tem . The W igner
sym bol

. ) 10)

hasthe biggervalie for the an aJJerSZ , as one can under—
stand classically considering that to get J = 6 one has
toalign S and L'.

T herefore the ground state has the an allest SZ and,
unless the polarising m agnetic eld issu ciently strong,
the observed localm agnetic m om ent w illbe zero.

The J = 6 tem is the only one to consider for E
approaching the value 0of0:3 &V, because isdenom nator
n equation 6':/.) tends to zero. But a sm all denom inator
m eans strong hybridisation, while hybridisation is weak
because the encaged Gd is an aln ost pure 4f7 con gu-—
ration.

O ne should therefore consider the region where E +
ES° isbig com pared to the hopping strenght. For FE
going to in nity the studied e ect cancels out( see equa—
tion ).

So we are going to study a region where the e ect re-
sults from a im perfect cancellation ofthe di erent tem s
nvolved in the sum of equation (7).

A s a cancellation is nvolved one has to be very precise
evaluiating each single term in the sum . Therefore we
devote a particular attention to the exact values ofE 5¢ .

T hese values could be obtained at second order using
Racah form alisn and sum m ing contributions from allthe
4f8 states accessible operating w ith the spi-orbit inter—
action on the 4f%;S = 3;L = 3 state. However, or the
scope of this paper, which is to clarify the consequences
of equation ('_"2), it is su cient to plug in the sum the
energies obtained by exact diagonalisation of G d** ion.

W e show in tabk (1) the com parison ofE 5§ energies,
calculated at st order by equation gb), com pared w ith
the exact num erical result.

The num ericalvalue of E 3¢ is obtained calulating nu-
m erically the energy eigenvalues ofthe 4£8 H am iltonian,
and subtracting the ground state energy of the 4f7 one,
where SO Interaction is accounted for in both Ham ito—
nians. In the num erical calculation F,;F4;F¢ are taken
from Thokll4]. The param eter F is already contained
n E,sowetakeF( equalto zero in num erical calcula—
tions.

In gure (1) we show the energiesasa function of E
for the antiferrom agnetic eigenstates ofH 5° (S,) (equa-
tion (8) ) rS, between 1 (sn allest energy ) and 3 (igh-
est energy), with a dashed line, com pared to the exact
num erical solution (solid line). T he ground state energy

j=6 3=5 S =0
eq:_Si 0295 -0.098 0.065 0197 0295 0361 0394
E, s E4 7| 0302 -0.066 0076 0189 0268 0321 0.346

TABLE I: Dependancy of 4f8 ground states as a function of
totalm om ent J. F irst order formula ( rst line) is com pared
to num erical results (second line ) obtained using param eters
from reference [__Lg] Unisare V.
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FIG.1l: Enemies as a function of E for S , between 1

(sm allest energy ) and 3 (highest energy). T he ground state
for Sz =0 jstaker‘l as origin of the energy scale. T he dashed
line is equation d_6) with 4f£° energies energies at rst order
in SO (kft) and calculated num erically for an isolated ion
(right) . C om parison is m ade w ith the exact num erical solu—
tion ( solid line).

ﬁ)rSZ = 0 hasbeen subtracted (it istaken asorigin ofthe
energy scak). In the left panelthe 4f8 energies entering
equation z_é) are calculated at rst rstorderin SO ,whilke
in the right panelnum erical 4f8 energies r an isolated
jon are used. T he param eters used in the calculation are
t= 005V and E between 04 and 1. O ne can observe
that the sin ple ormula § is an excellent approxin ation
w hen exact energies are considered in the denom inator.

T he energy splitting has to be com pared w ith them ag—
netic eld strength. Considering a typical XAS-XM CD
experin ental case f_l-]_;] wih a 7 Tesla eld, the energy
gain got aligning about 7 Bohrm agnetons from perpen-—
dicularto paralleldirection w ith the eld is04m eV .This
energy is of the sam e order of m agniude of, or lower,
than the splitting caused by hybridisation plus spin-orbit.

Thise ectcan therefore, dependingon tand E ,pre—
vail on the m agnetic polarizing eld and suppress par-
tially, or com pletely, the m agnetization.
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FIG.2: M agnetisation 1:8,3,6 and 8K tem perature for the

param eters choice E = 1eV and t= 02eV .

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown in the previous section that a very
an all anisothropic hybridisation (t = 005 &V ) can
give, for weak m agnetic elds, a com plte suppression
of the m agnetisation along the encaged m etal displace-
m ent axis. At zero tem perature the m agnetization would
be a discontinuous fiinction ofthe m agnetizing eld. For
a polrizing eld perpendicular to the digplacem ent axis
the m agnetization curve would be instead continuous.

In a real system one should take into acoount tem per—
ature and disorder. Tem perature e ect would tend to
an ear discontinuities.

D isorder m ay be of di erent kinds. One kind of dis—
order are uctuations in E due to inhom ogeneities of
cage environments. As E a ects the propagator de—
nom inator of equation (:j) uctuations m ight in uence
greatly the experin ental result: discontinuities could be
an eared out because the m om ent of cages having lower

E isdepressed m ore than that ofhigher E ones.

D isorder of the displacem ent axis direction in the sam —
pl would have a sin ilare ect.

These consideration could explain why experim ents
show m agnetization curves that are continuous and sat—
urate at reduced values.

As an exam ple we calculate m agnetisation curves at
di erent tem perature in the case of random orientation
of the displacem ent axis. W e consider the param eters

E = 1eV and t= 02eV . The m agnetisation is shown
n gure 2 for 18,3,6 and 8K . Th(_ese data have to be
com pared with gure 8 ofreﬁrenoe:_[l_b]. T he experin en-

talbehaviour is reproduced.

The above discussion leaves the problem still open.
First of all further investigation is needed to better eval-
uate the realvalues of E and t, that in this work we
have chosen arbitrarily w ith the only criteria of giving a
num erical exam ple based on conservative values ( anall
t and non negligeable E).

Second, a com parison w ith a com plete set ofdata using
a realistic m odelisation of the sam ple should be done.

However we can conclude that the e ect is in portant
even for very am all hybridization, and therefore cannot
be ignored ifone w ants really to understand them agnetic
properties of encaged RE .

I am gratefil to the peopl of the ID 08 beam line at
ESRF, in particular N ick B rookes and Celine D e Nadai
for Introducing m e to this sub fct and m otivating this
analysis, and for the very fruitfiil discussions.
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