arXiv:cond-mat/0501178v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 9 Jan 2005

Firstprinciples calculations of the m agnetism ofFe,O ,H ,

Sergey Stobov,!'pi Richard A .KXmm '/} and Talt S. Rahman®#

D epartm ent of Physics, K ansas State University, M anhattan, KS 66506 U SA
D ated: April 14, 2024)

By expanding the wave finction in plane waves, we use the pseudopotential m ethod of density
fiinctional theory w ithin the generalized gradient approxin ation to calculate the e ective m agnetic
coupling energies of the S = 5=2 spins in the Fe2 din er, approxin ated as Fe;,O,H, . Setting the
FeO bond length at the value corresponding to them Inin um totalenergy, we nd the di erence in
antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic exchange energies as a function of the Fe-O Fe bond angle

The e ective interaction is antiferrom agnetic for 63 <

< 105 , and is ferrom agnetic otherw ise.

Fullpotential augm ented plane wave calculations were also performed at = 100;105 , con m ing
these resuls, and providing infom ation relevant to the local anisotropy of the spin interactions.

PACS numbers: 71.15M b, 61464+ w, 75.75+ a

Sihglem oleculem agnets (SM M ’s) have been under in—
tense study recently, due to their potentialuses in m ag-
netic storage and quantum com putjngk'ﬂﬂ The m ate-
rials consist of insulating crystalline arrays of identical
SMM'’s 13 nm in size, each containing two or m ore
m agnetic ions. Since the m agnetic ions in each SM M
are surrounded by non-m agnetic ligands, the interm olec-
ular m agnetic interactions are usually negligble. A 1-
though the m ost com mlpn]y studied SM M ’s are the high—
spin M nl2 and Fe8f¢ such SMM ’s contain a variety
of ferrom agnetic M ) and antiferrom agnetic AFM ) In—
tram olecular interactions, rendering unigque tsto a va-
riety of experin ents di cult.®

In m any single m olecule m agnets, and In Fe8 in par-
ticulpr, the m agnetic core contains LM OR )% dimer
ions where M denotes a m agnetic ion (eg. Fe’* ), L is
a ligand, and OR denotes an akoxide ion, with R = H,
CH3, CH,CH;, etc. In Fe8, the overallm agnetic clus—
ter is f[(tacn)eFegO 2 OH )12 Bry »BOgBr 8RO ], where
tacn is 1,4,7-triazacyclononane® Nearneighbor Fe’t
jons are coupled via superexchange in four distinct pair
bondings: fur equivalent pairs of Fe** ions are coupled
through two (OH) ionswih Fe©O Feangle = 100:7,
one central pair is coupled via two 0?2 ions with Fe-
O-Fe angle = 1044, and each of those Fe** ions is
coupled via the same 02  ions to two other F&** ions,
and,, nally, four equivalent pairings via a single ©H)
ion 7 Here we fcus upon the m agnetic superexchange
Interaction between the constituent m agnetic ions that
ism ediated via two oxygen ions, which is di erent that
the usual case of superexchange via a single oxygen ion.
T he attachm ent of akylR groups to the oxygen ions is
probably of m inor im portance, because the oxygen or—
bitals nvolved In the OR bond are orthogonal to those
nvolved in the Fe-© bonding. The localm agnetic order
depends strongly upon the Fe-O Febond angle and the
bond length, which are determ ined by the local ligand
environm ent.

In addition, Le Gallet al. synthesized and m easured
the m agnetization of ur species of the isolated dimer
Fe2 2 and electron param agnetic resonange (EPR) exper—
in ents were perform ed on one of them ¥ These din ers

have the general fomula Fe(©OR)(dK ), L, where dK is
a -diketonate ligand. In these dim ers, the oxygen ion
in each akoxide group fom s a bridge between the Fe’*
S=5/2 spins, allow Ing them to interact via superexchange
through both 02 ons, as in the LFe(©H)E" ions
present in Fe8. From m agnetic susceptibility m easure—
ments, tsto the isotropic Heisenberg exchange m odel
H = JS; 9 weremadef Note that we use the sign
convention in which a positive J correspoonds to ferro—
m agnetic couplings. In com paring these four Fe2 dim ers,
they found no correlation between J and the average Fe-
O bridging bond distance, but a linear correlation was
found between J and the Fe© Fe bond angle , wih
J decreasing m onotonically from 148 05to -19.0 04
an ! as increased from 101.8 to 1038 , respectively
O ne ofthese com pounds, Fe(QM e) (dpm ); L, was studied
w ith M ossbauer spectroscopy L9

LeGallet al. also com pared these trends w ith predic—
tionsbased upon extended H uckelcalculationg perfom ed
on the sinpler m odel system , Fe(©H)H,4L 2 usihg the
approach of H ay, T?Jbeault, and Ho m an that form ag—
netic dimers, J / |, (E ;)?, where E ; is the energy
separation betw een sym m etric angd-asym m etric com bina—
tionsofcoupled m agnetic orbitals®i U nfortunately, when
they used the oxygen orbital param eters nom ally ex—
pected, the J values calculated in thisway increased w ith
increasing , opposite to the experin ental cbservations?
T hat approach wasalso not applicable for ferrom agnetic
exchange couplings 2’

T he static and dynam ic properties of Fe2 din ers were
studied theoretically by E frem ov and K lemm , and inter—
esting low tem perature quantum steps in the m agneti-
zation were predicted 23 R ecently, those authors studied
Jocalspin anisotropy e ects, and found that the detailsof
the low tem perature quantum m agnetizatjon steps could
be com plicated by such localanisotropies??

Because of the very weak antiferrom agnetic inter—
actions J 09 0dm eV ) between-,the ,Ee (1)
spins In the two related din er com pounds,t413294724
oxalatotetrakis(@cetylacetonato)Fe, and [Fe(salen)Cl,,
where salen is N ;N %ethylenebis(salicylidenein inato),
m agnetization steps were observed at low tem peratures
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FIG.1: Sketch ofthe HFeO L, diner. The FeO Fe anglk is
denoted

in them 59- 2g In the form er case, all ve ofthem agnetiza=
tion steps were observed using pulsed m agnetic elds,t4
and they were found to be evenly spaced, suggestive
of an isotrppic antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg exchange
interaction '3 In the second case, the ower two and part
ofthe third m agnetization steps w ere observed by pulsed
m agnetic elds at low tem perature. A lthough the sec—
ond step was rather sharp, wih a sharp dM =dH peak,
the st step had a much hmwader linew idth, suggestive
oftw o prin ary constituents2d A Yhough the sam plem ea—
sured contained m any unoriented crystallites, the broad

rst peak ollowed by the sharp second peak is consistent
wih a suk%,stéanUalam ount of local spjn anisotropy of the
type J. . ,S%,whereJ, 01J%

Here we focus on the constituent din ers present in
Fe8, which are ofthe RFe0 L type, In which each F&’t
jon shares electrons w ith one aliphatic R group and two
bridging 02 ions, which have no aliphatic substitutions
on them , aspictured orR = H n Fig. 1. W em odelthis
system by replacing the R group wih H. To study the
geom etry e ect upon the m agnetic interaction and the
soin state of the din er, we perform a st principles cal-
culation ofthe electronic and m agnetic structures and of
the totalenergy ofthe HFeO L, din ers for ferrom agnetic
and antiferrom agnetic states and for 57 110 .
From these resuls, we are able to obtain J( ).

The m aprity of the calculations presented here were
perform ed within the density fiinctional theory, usihg
the generalized gradient approxin ation (GGA) for the
exchange-correlation ﬁmctjonal,@]: and the pseudopo-—
tential m ethod combined wih, the expansion of the
wave functions in plane waves24 W e assume a three-
din ensional structure of such HFeO [, din ers, and for
sin plicity, pack them into a periodic array of tetragonal
unit supercells ofdim ension 12 12 15A .Thisuni su—
percell is su ciently large that the interaction between
neighboring din ers is utterly negligble. Forallatem s in
the din er, we use the ultrasoft pseudopotentials®3 W e

Sru |Saru |Earm Erm J
deg) mev) mev)
57 |281| 2.95 260 31
70 | 2.79| 337 456 48
80 |2.88| 341 645 66
90 |255| 323 415 -50
100 | 3.63| 3.65 -170 -13

110 [ 334| 339 64 6

TABLE I:M agnetic characteristics ofthe HFeO b dim er cal-
culated using the pseudopotentialm ethod for di erent Fe-O —
Fe angles

st the cuto  energies for the planewave expansion at
400 eV, and perform the calculaton only for the -point
In the rst Brillouin zone, which is su cient for a single
molcul calculation. To obtain the equilbbrium struc—
ture of the dim er, we apply the optin ization procedure
that relaxes the system until the forces acting on each
atom converge to within 0.02 €V /A . W e obtain the val-
ues Spy and Sarm Pr the local spins on the Fe sites
In both the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic con g—
urations by integrating the local spin densities over a
sohere of radius 1.1A centered about the Fe site. For
each anglke , the totalenergiesEry and Earyv DOrthe
antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic con gurations are
calculated. T hen, the exchange coupling J is determ ned
from

g = Earm Erm . 1

SA FM SF M

Ideally, if the absolute energy valuesEry and Earu
were reliable, wewould calculate J from Eapy =S5,y
Eru =SZ, . W em ake the above approxin ation because
the absolute energy values are not nearly as reliable as
are the much an aller energy di erences.

In orderto nd the equilbriim structure ofthe dim er,
we rstm inin ize the forcesacting upon the atom sw ithin
thediner. W e nd that them Inin um energy is reached
for antiferrom agnetic states in which the Fe© bond
length ‘= 183 A, and FeO Febond angle = 824.
W e then keep the bond length xed to that optin um
value, and calculate Ery , Earum s Srm ,and Sarpy fOr
six valies in the range 57 110 . Qurresuktsare
presented in Tabl 1.

We ndthat or > 105 and for < 63, thedmmer
prefers to be in a ferrom agnetic ground state, whereas
fore3 < < 105, an antiferrom agnetic coupling is pre—
ferred. T he change in m agnetic order is accom panied by
strong changes in the soin density on the Fe ions, aswell
as in the spin density on the O ions that controlthe su-
perexchange interactions, which data are not presented.
For the Fe din er com ponents In Fe8, the LFe(OH )]S+
e ective dinershave = 100:7 , which our calculations
Indicate is lkely to be antiferrom agnetic, contrary to the
experin ents. The central e ective LFeO 2* dim er has

= 1044 , which is borderline between ferrom agnetic
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FIG .2: P ot ofthe exchange energy J in m €V versus the Fe-
O Fe anglke in degrees. Shown are our results from Tabl 1
(solid blue square), a guide to the eye (solid blue curve), and
the data for Fe2 din ers (red crosses) £

and antiferrom agnetic In our calculations. E xperin en-—
tally, it is am biguous, because the ground state con gu-
ration of those spins are also a ected by superexchange
via a single oxygen in an OH ion, which is Ikely to be
strongly antiferrom agnetic.

In Fig. 2, we have plotted our J ( ) data, along w ith
the exexim ental data of Le Gallet al. for the four Fe2
din ers.b W e note that the experim ental data points are
close to the guide to the eyebetw een our calculated angles

= 100;100 , so that our pseudopotential calculation is
close to predicting the experin entally observed exchange
energies of these four com pounds.

W e ram ark that Pederson, K ortus, and K hanna have
perfom ed a m uch m ore accurate set of calculations for
Fe8, and obtain the experin entally found S= 10 ground
state, w ith the central LFeO [* dim er being antiferro—
m agnetically coupled to the other Fe spins24 They also
found globalanisotropy param eters in rather close agree—
ment wih experim ent as deduced from m agnetization
experin gnts.and from oscillations in the quantum tunnel
splitting £424

W e note that although the din er we have studied is
ratherdi erent from theFe2 din ersthat exhbi superex—
change via the oxygen ions in alkoxides, to the extent
that the alkoxides can be approxin ated by the 02 ions
we studied, the values observed in the fourFe2 dim ers
varied from 101 to 104 ,which are in the antiferrom ag-
netic regin e A s in the extended Huckel calculations, it
appears that the general trend we calculate of increasing
J w ith Increasing isopposite to the experin ents on the
four Fe2 dim ers. However, we do not have enough data
points between 100 and 105 to detemm ine if the gen-
eral trend is accurately followed. M ore im portant, there
appear to be serious discrepancies w ith the interesting
case of Fe(salen)Clh, with 90 and g very-weak,
antiferrom agnetic exchange interaction $329474429

Fed FM FM AFM |AFM |AFM |AFM
orbiallFel,2 "|Fel,2 #{ Fel " |Fel # |Fe2 " | Fe2 #
d,2 ,2|0.8454| 02541 |0.8451|02194(02192|0.8451
de2 2| 0.8822]0.41770.8875/0.0875(0.0885|0.8875

dxy |0.8953|0.0549(0.8930{0.1321{0.1312{0.8931

dx: |0.7494| 02585 |0.8777|/0.3247(0.3247|0.8776

dy: |0.8910|0.0562|0.8923/0.0921|0.0918|0.8923

TABLE II:FLAPW resuls for the partial charges w ithin the
Fe dorbials for = 100 . The FM and AFM cases for up
and down soinsw ithin the Fel and Fe2 spheres are presented.

Fed FM FM AFM |AFM |AFM |AFM
orbial|Fel,2 "|Fel,2 #| Fel " |Fel # |Fe2 " | Fe2 #
d,> ,2|0.8407| 02511 |0.8431|02173|02172|0.8430
dy2 y2|0.8830|0.421510.8911|0.0670|0.0669|0.8911

dxy 0.8949 | 00613 [0.8924(0.1490(0.1496(0.8924

dxz 0.7555 | 02490 (0.8849(0.3102(0.3102(0.8849
dy - 0.8914 | 0.0533[0.8920[{0.0936|0.0937(0.8920

TABLE III:FLAPW resultsPorthepartialchargesw ithin the
Fe dorbials for = 105 . The FM and AFM cases for up
and down soinsw ithin the Fel and Fe2 spheres are presented.

In addition, our pseudopotential calculation does not
contain any speci ¢ inform ation regarding the relative
spin densities in the various occupied Fe orbials. Hence,
we are unable to detem ine the local spin anisotropy
param gters relevant for m ore detailed studies of Fe2
din ers23 In order to obtain usefiil inform ation regarding
the local spin anisotropies, another calculational proce—
dure, such as a full potential augm ented plane wave cal-
culation, would be necessary. In Fe(salen)C 1, the un-
usualbehavior of the rstm agnetization step is strongly
suggestive of a substantial local spin anisotropy interac—
tion, as noted above 1324

A s a prelin lnary check upon the validity of the pseu—
dopotentialm ethod and also asa rstprinciples investi-
gation ofthe possbility of local soin anisotropy, we have
m ade fullpotentialaugm ented planewave FLAPW ) cal
culationsofthe spin densities and energiesofthe HFeO b,
diner at = 100;105. In Tabls IT and III, we pre—
sented our results obtained using the FLAPW m ethod
for the partial charges In the various Fe (I1I) d-orbitals
for both up (") and down @#) spin con gurations in the
FM and AFM oon gurations, on Fel and Fe2 sites, for

= 100;105 , respectively. In Tabl IV, the energy dif-
ferencesbetween the FM and AFM cases forthese angles
are also presented.

In com paring our FLAPW resuls from Tabl IV wih
those obtained from thepseudopotentialm ethod In Table
I, we see that they both predict a crossover from AFM
behavior for 100 to FM behavior at larger angles.
A Ythough we did not perform the psesudopotential cal-
culation at = 105, our FLAPW calculation at 105
predicts FM behavior, so that the predicted crossover at



deg) |Earu Eru (V)
100 -0.69134
105 1.0594

TABLE IV:FLAPW calculations of the energy di erences

between AFM and FM states for = 100;105
FM FM AFM1|AFM1|AFM2|AFM2
(deg)| Qn Qy Qn Q4 Qnr Q4

100 [8.49303(5.16213|8.63626|4.98165(4.98117|8.63650
105 |8.49901|5.15439(8.64531(4.96278|4.96329|8.64520

TABLE V: Total charge densities on the Fe 1 and 2 sites
for up and down spins, respectively, for the FM and AFM

con gurations, at the two angles studied using the FLAPW

technique.

c isfor100 < < 105 . In addition, it is evident that
the largest di erences In the spin densities at w ithin the
dyy and dy, orbitals for the FM case for both  values,
w hereas com parabl (or = 100 ) or slightly larger (for

= 105 ) di erences In the soin densities occur w ithin
the dy2 2 orbitals for the AFM con gurations, respec—
tively. W e expect that the bonding orbitals w ill be the
dx, and d,2 2 orbitals, orwhich the m agniudes of the
di erences in the spin densities were found to be nearly
equivalent forboth the AFM and FM con gurations, for

both angles studied. Thus, the spin density di erences
w ithin the bonding orbitals, that participate in the ex—
change interactions, depend very weakly upon the Fe-O -
Febond angle . The greatest dependence is for soin
density di erences In the non-bonding orbitals, and the
orbital that show s the greatest distinction between FM
and AFM behavioristhed,: : orbital. Thus, it appears
that the dyz 2 -orbitalgovems the local spin anisotropy
In Fe2 din ers.

In order to estim ate the strength of the e ective
H eisenberg coupling, if we take the di erences in the to—
talspin densities from TableV,weodbtain J= 57mev
and J = 86meV for = 100;105, respectively. Taking
the spinsto have thevalue 4 in each case,wegetJ = 43
meV and J = 66 m eV, respectively. T hese num bers are
larger in m agniude that the values obtained using the
pseudopotential technique.

W e rem ark that them ost interesting Fe2 dim er to date
is Fe(saken)C1l,, which has C1 ions In place of the H
ions pictured in Fig. 1. In addition, there are organic
ligands attached totheO jons, as in allofthe Fe2 dim ers
presently known £232% W e have not yet studied this very
Interesting case, but plan to do so soon. The C1 ions
could polarize the local spins in the Fe d-orbials, and it
would be interesting to see if the d,» .2 orbitals would
be them ost a ected.
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