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W e propose a Theoreticalm odelaccounting forthe recently observed reduced m agnetic m om ent

ofG adolinium in fullerenes. W hile this reduction has been observed also for other trivalent rare-

hearth atom s (D y
3+
, Er

3+
, Ho

3+
) in fullerenes and can be ascribed to crystal�eld e�ects, the

explanation ofthisphenom ena for G d
3+

isnotstraightforward due to the sphericity ofitsground

state ( S= 7=2 ,L= 0 ). In our m odelthe m om entum lowering is the result ofa subtle interplay

between hybridisation and spin-orbitinteraction.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Endohedralm etallofullerenesM @ C82 arenovelm ateri-

alsthathaveattracted a wide interestin physics,chem -

istry but also in m aterialor biologicalsciences for the

large variety ofprom ising applications oftheir peculiar

properties[1, 2, 3]. In endohedralm etallofullerenes, a

positively charged corem etaliso� -centerin a negatively

charged strong carbon cage,resulting in strong m etal-

cage interaction and intrafullerene charge transfer from

the m etalto the cage.[1,4,5,6]

The m agnetism ofthese system sism ainly due to the

spin oftheentrapped m etals.In a seriesofaveragem ag-

netization m esurem ents a param agnetic behaviour has

been observed [7,8,9,10],with negative W eisstem per-

atures. The negative W eiss tem perature indicates the

presenceofa weak antiferrom agneticinteraction betwen

thecageand them etal,and between neighbooringcages,

but for heavy rare-earths(RE) endofullerenes[10]ferro-

m agnetic coupling has been m entioned in the sub-20K

range. In the case ofheavy RE these experim entsgave

a num ber ofm agnetonsper encaged ion thatis sm aller

than forthefreeion.Thisresulthasbeen phenom enogi-

callyascribed tothecagecrystal� eld interaction forhigh

L ionsand,fortheL = 0 G d case,to theantiferom m ag-

netic interaction between the ion and the cage.

A recent work[11] has used x-ray m agnetic circular

dichroism and (XM CD) x-ray absorption spectroscopy

(XAS)to characterizelocalm agneticpropertiesofheavy

RE m etallo centers, using the M 4 and M 5 resonances

(3d ! 4f transitions). The absorption spectra ofthis

work were very well� tted assum ing trivalentions (4fn

electronic structure with n = 7 forG d,n = 9 forDy...),

while XM CD con� rm ed thatthere isa strong reduction

ofthe m easured ion m agnetisation com pared to the free

ion case.

For L 6= 0 ions the reduction was reproduced by a

m odelHam iltonian wereaweak crystal� eld preventsthe

ion totalangularm om entJ toalign com pletely alongthe

m agnetic � eld. The case L = 0 oftrivalentG adolinium

was m ore di� cult and hybridisation m odelgave not a

satisfactory explanation.

Infact,althoughthybridisation givesantiferrom agnetic

couplingwith thecageand accounts(in theG d case)for

a 14% reduction ofthe average m om ent(G d + cages),

itcannotexplain the reduction ofthe m om entlocalized

on G d ion (see nextsection).

W hatwewillshow in thepresentpaperisthata com -

bined action ofhybridisation and spin-orbit interaction

can havea dram atice� ecton theobserved m agneticm o-

m ent.

This e� ect is not trivialand is signi� cant only in a

restraint param eters region that was not discovered in

the previous num ericalstudy[11]. In the present paper

we willgive a com plete analyticaldiscussion ofthis ef-

fect. In next section we willintroduce a sim ple m odel

with an anisotropic hybridisation where the G d ground

state is basically 4f7 with a sm all4f8 com ponent due

to a backdonation from the cage. we willthen consider

spin-orbit interactions at the � rst order and show the

dram atic changes in m agnetisation. Analyticalform ula

willbe com pared to exact num ericalsolutions. Finally

we willdiscussthe possible experim entalm anifestations

ofthe studied phenom ena.

H Y B R ID ISA T IO N M O D EL A N D SP IN -O R B IT

Back donation concernsa cage unpaired electron. As

the Re ion iso� centerwe considerthatthe hopping is

non isotropic and choose to restrain the transfer ofthe

cagebackdonated electron tothe4f orbitalthatisclosest

to the cage,the m z = 0 one,where the z-axisisparallel

to the o� centerdisplacem ent.

TheG d ground statehasS = 7=2,L = 0.Adding one

m oreelectron to thisstate,onecan accesonly thequan-

tum num bersS = 3,L = 3 ofthe 4f8 con� guration[12].

The energy di� erence between the 4f8 leveland 4f7

ground state willbe nam ed,without SO coupling,� E .

This is a positive scalar quantity and m ust be large in

m agnitude,com pared to thehopping strenghtt,because

thefractionalbackdonation hasbeen observed tobevery

sm all.

W econsideran e� ectiveinteraction term proportional

tot2.Thisinteraction transform sthestate(Sz;s)(where

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0411017v1
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Sz isthespin z-com ponentofthe4f
7 shelland sthecage

unpaired electron one)into the state (Sz + 2s;� s),and

the otherway round.

W e can therefore restrictthe e� ective Ham iltonian to

the two-dim ensionalspacespanned by (Sz;s)and (Sz +

2s;� s ).Theelem entsofthe e� ective interactionsare:

H (Sz;s! Sz + s� s
0

;s
0

)= (1)

� t
2
X

�

hSz + s� s
0

jc
0s

0j�ih�jc
+

0s
jSzi

E � � E 0

whereE 0 isthe4f
7 ground stateenergy,c+

m s
and cm s are

creation/annihilation operators for a 4f electrons with

m z = m and sz = s. The sum runsoverthe states� of

the 4f8 con� guration.

The case of G d is quite sim ple because the only

4f8 state having a non-zero parentage coe� cient with

j4f7S = 7=2L = 0iground stateisj4f8S
0

= 3;L
0

= 3i.

Theresultsofoperatingon thegroundstateon 4f7 can

be expressed in term s ofthe parentage coe� cients and

angularrecoupling factorsusing wellknown form ula[13],

forourspeci� c case:

c
+

0s
j4f7SSzM zi= �

p
8G S

0

L
0

SL
�

(SSz1=2s;S
0

(Sz + s))� j4f8SL(Sz + s)M zi (2)

Putting this form ula into (1) the Ham iltonian can be

written as:

H = �
t
2

� E

8

7
vSz


 vSz
(3)

wherevSz
isthe versor:

vSz
= ((7=2+ Sz)

1=2
;� (7=2� Sz + 1)1=2)

1
p
8

(4)

For positive � E the ground state ofH is vSz
,it cor-

respondsto antiferrom agnetic alinem ent(totalangular

m om entJ = 3),and hasenergy � t
2

� E

8

7
.

The state perpendicular to vSz
has energy zero and

corresponding totalangularm om entJ = 4.There isno

energy dependency on Sz asitcould havebeen expected

on thebasisofrotationalinvariancein thespin space,as

long asspin-orbitinteraction isnotincluded. The local

m om ent ofG d, in the antiferrom agnetic ground state,

can bealm ostfully aligned along them agnetic� eld.O n

thebasisofequation(4)oneshouldobserve,atsaturation

hSzi= (7=2� 7+ 5=2)=8= 3:375 (5)

correspondingto a 3:6% reduction which isvery farfrom

the20% observed one.Theantiferrom agneticm etal-cage

coupling cannotexplain the m om entreduction observed

with XAS,XM CD techniques.

Therefore we add the spin-orbit(SO )coupling to the

picture which breaks rotationalinvariance in the spin

space.At� rstorderSO splitsthe energiesofthe S
0

= 3

L
0

= 3 state according to the totalJ
0

,and a� ects the

denom inator involved in equation (1). As a result the

equation forH,thatisgiven by equation 3 forthe zero-

SO case,m ustbe rewritten in thisform :

H SO (Sz)= F (Sz)vSz

 vSz

(6)

where

F (Sz)= � t
2
8

7

X

J
0

(2J
0

+ 1)(
3 3 J

0

S
0

z
0 � S

0

z

)2

� E + E SO

J
0

(7)

where S
0

z
= Sz � 1=2. From a form alpoint ofview

SO gives at � rstorder also another contribution beside

a� ecting the propagator denom inator. In fact the 4f7

ground state,considering SO interaction,is not a pure

S = 7=2 ,L = 0 state,butithasalso a sm allcom ponent

ofthe state S = 5=2,L = 1,whose am plitude is � rst

orderin SO strength. It is this perturbed ground state

thatshould be considered in equation (1). Howeverfor

sym m etry reasons,in thefram ework ofourm odelwhere

backdonation a� ects only the mz = 0 orbital,the con-

tribution at� rstorderin SO com ing from thisS = 5=2,

L = 1 com ponentiszero.

Atthem om entwewillthereforerestrain thediscussion

totheaboveequation (7),thatcontainsalltheim portant

physicsofthe studied phenom ena.

The Sz dependency in equation (7)isgiven by the J
0

dependecy ofE SO

J
0 .Ifthedenom inatorin equation (7)is

constant,onecan factorthe term :

X

J
0

(2J
0

+ 1)(
3 3 J

0

S
0

z
0 � S

0

z

)2 = 1 (8)

and obtain again equation (3).Forthe 4f8;S
0

= 3;L
0

=

3 statethe energy E SO

J
0 is

E
SO

J
0 = �nl

24� J
0

(J
0

+ 1)

12
(9)

where�nlisthestrength ofSO interaction.Thisequa-

tion can beobtained in a sim pleway :thestateobtained

putting seven spin-up electronsin the 4fshell,plus one

spin-downelectron in them z = 3state,hasS = 3,L = 3,

J = 6.

Itisveryeasy tocalculateforthism ono-determ inantal

statetheexpectation valueoftheS:L scalaroperator,it

is� 1:5 (m z = 3 ofthe eighth electron tim esitsspin ).

Theexpectation valuesfortheotherJ
0

can becalculated

observing thatthe expectation value ofa scalarproduct

oftwoL = 1tensorsm ustbeproportionaltothe6Jfactor

fortheangularm om entssextet(3,3,J
0

,1,1,0).By aquick

glanceatsixJ tables,equation (9)isreadily obtained.

The energy correction E SO

J
0 , considering �nl =

0:1975eV[14]hasthenegativevalueofabout� 0:3eV for
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J
0

= 6 and a positive value ofabout 0:4eV for J
0

= 0.

Thesevalueshaveto becom pared to � E .Taking � E of

theorderof1eV thee� ectofESO
J
0 isnotnegligeableand

the dependency on Sz isgiven m ainly by the term with

the sm allerdenom inator,the J
0

= 6 term . The W igner

sym bol

(
3 3 6

S
0

z
0 � S

0

z

) (10)

hasthebiggervalueforthesm allerS
0

z
,asonecan under-

stand classically considering thatto getJ
0

= 6 one has

to align S
0

and L
0

.

Therefore the ground state has the sm allest S
0

z
and,

unlessthepolarising m agnetic� eld issu� ciently strong,

the observed localm agneticm om entwillbe zero.

The J
0

= 6 term is the only one to consider for � E

approachingthevalueof0:3eV,becauseitsdenom inator

in equation (7)tendsto zero. Buta sm alldenom inator

m eansstrong hybridisation,while hybridisation isweak

because the encaged G d is an alm ostpure 4f7 con� gu-

ration.

O neshould thereforeconsiderthe region where� E +

E SO

J‘ isbig com pared to the hopping strenght. For� E

going to in� nity thestudied e� ectcancelsout(seeequa-

tion (8)).

So we are going to study a region where the e� ectre-

sultsfrom a im perfectcancellation ofthedi� erentterm s

involved in the sum ofequation (7).

Asa cancellation isinvolved onehasto bevery precise

evaluating each single term in the sum . Therefore we

devotea particularattention to theexactvaluesofE SO

J
0 .

These valuescould be obtained atsecond orderusing

Racah form alism and sum m ingcontributionsfrom allthe

4f8 statesaccessibleoperating with the spin-orbitinter-

action on the 4f8;S = 3;L = 3 state. However,forthe

scope ofthispaper,which isto clarify the consequences

ofequation (7),it is su� cient to plug in the sum the

energiesobtained by exactdiagonalisation ofG d2+ ion.

W eshow in table(1)thecom parison ofE SO

J
0 energies,

calculated at� rstorderby equation (9),com pared with

the exactnum ericalresult.

Thenum ericalvalueofE SO

J
0 isobtained calulating nu-

m erically theenergy eigenvaluesofthe4f8 Ham iltonian,

and subtracting the ground state energy ofthe 4f7 one,

where SO interaction is accounted forin both Ham ilto-

nians. In the num ericalcalculation F2;F4;F6 are taken

from Thole[14]. The param eterF0 is already contained

in � E ,so wetakeF0 equalto zero in num ericalcalcula-

tions.

In � gure(1)weshow theenergiesasa function of� E

fortheantiferrom agneticeigenstatesofH SO (Sz)(equa-

tion (6))forS
0

z
between 1(sm allestenergy)and 3(high-

est energy),with a dashed line,com pared to the exact

num ericalsolution (solid line).Theground stateenergy

j= 6 j= 5 ... .. .. .. j= 0

eq.9 -0.295 -0.098 0.065 0.197 0.295 0.361 0.394

E 4f8 � E 4f7 -0.302 -0.066 0.076 0.189 0.268 0.321 0.346

TABLE I: D ependancy of4f
8
ground statesasa function of

totalm om entJ.Firstorderform ula (�rstline)iscom pared

to num ericalresults(second line)obtained using param eters

from reference [14].Unitsare eV.

0.4 0.6 0.8
 ∆   E ( eV)

1e-05

0.0001

0.001

0.01

E
 S

z  (
eV

)

Numerical Calculation
Theory with approx. propagator

0.6 0.8 1
 ∆   E ( eV)

Numerical Calculation
Theory with corrected propagator

FIG .1: Energies as a function of �E for S
0

z between 1

(sm allest energy )and 3 (highestenergy). The ground state

forS
0

z = 0 istaken asorigin ofthe energy scale. The dashed

line is equation (6) with 4f
8
energies energies at �rst order

in SO (left) and calculated num erically for an isolated ion

(right). Com parison is m ade with the exact num ericalsolu-

tion (solid line).

forS
0

z
= 0hasbeen subtracted (itistaken asorigin ofthe

energy scale).In theleftpanelthe4f8 energiesentering

equation(6)arecalculated at� rst� rstorderin SO ,while

in the rightpanelnum erical4f8 energiesforan isolated

ion areused.Theparam etersused in thecalculation are

t= 0:05eV and � E between 0:4 and 1.O necan observe

thatthe sim ple form ula 6 isan excellentapproxim ation

when exactenergiesareconsidered in the denom inator.

Theenergysplittinghastobecom pared with them ag-

netic � eld strength. Considering a typicalXAS-XM CD

experim entalcase [11]with a 7 Tesla � eld,the energy

gain gotaligning about7 Bohrm agnetonsfrom perpen-

diculartoparalleldirection with the� eld is0.4m eV.This

energy is ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude of,or lower,

than thesplittingcaused byhybridisationplusspin-orbit.

Thise� ectcan therefore,depending on tand � E ,pre-

vailon the m agnetic polarizing � eld and suppress par-

tially,orcom pletely,the m agnetization.
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FIG .2: M agnetisation 1:8,3,6 and 8K tem perature for the

param eterschoice �E = 1eV and t= 0:2eV .

D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown in the previous section that a very

sm all anisothropic hybridisation ( t = 0:05 eV ) can

give,for weak m agnetic � elds, a com plete suppression

ofthe m agnetisation along the encaged m etaldisplace-

m entaxis.Atzerotem peraturethem agnetization would

bea discontinuousfunction ofthem agnetizing � eld.For

a polarizing � eld perpendicularto the displacem entaxis

the m agnetization curvewould be instead continuous.

In a realsystem oneshould takeinto accounttem per-

ature and disorder. Tem perature e� ect would tend to

sm eardiscontinuities.

Disorder m ay be ofdi� erent kinds. O ne kind ofdis-

order are  uctuations in � E due to inhom ogeneities of

cage environm ents. As � E a� ects the propagator de-

nom inator ofequation (7)  uctuations m ight in uence

greatly the experim entalresult:discontinuitiescould be

sm eared outbecause the m om entofcageshaving lower

� E isdepressed m orethan thatofhigher� E ones.

Disorderofthedisplacem entaxisdirection in thesam -

ple would havea sim ilare� ect.

These consideration could explain why experim ents

show m agnetization curvesthatare continuousand sat-

urateatreduced values.

As an exam ple we calculate m agnetisation curves at

di� erenttem perature in the case ofrandom orientation

ofthe displacem ent axis. W e consider the param eters

� E = 1eV and t= 0:2eV . The m agnetisation isshown

in � gure 2 for 1:8,3,6 and 8K .These data have to be

com pared with � gure8 ofreference[10].Theexperim en-

talbehaviourisreproduced.

The above discussion leaves the problem still open.

Firstofallfurtherinvestigation isneeded to bettereval-

uate the realvalues of� E and t,that in this work we

havechosen arbitrarily with the only criteria ofgiving a

num ericalexam ple based on conservative values(sm all

tand non negligeable� E ).

Second,acom parison with acom pletesetofdatausing

a realisticm odelisation ofthe sam pleshould be done.

Howeverwe can conclude thatthe e� ectisim portant

even for very sm allhybridization,and therefore cannot

beignored ifonewantsreallytounderstand them agnetic

propertiesofencaged RE.
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