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First-principles calculations ofthe m agnetism ofFe2O 2H 2
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By expanding the wave function in plane waves,we use the pseudopotentialm ethod ofdensity

functionaltheory within the generalized gradientapproxim ation to calculate the e�ective m agnetic

coupling energies ofthe S = 5=2 spins in the Fe2 dim er,approxim ated as Fe2O 2H 2. Setting the

Fe-O bond length atthevaluecorresponding to them inim um totalenergy,we�nd thedi�erencein

antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic exchange energies as a function ofthe Fe-O -Fe bond angle �.

The e�ective interaction is antiferrom agnetic for 63
�
< � < 105

�
,and is ferrom agnetic otherwise.

Fullpotentialaugm ented plane wave calculationswere also perform ed at� = 100;105
�
,con�rm ing

these results,and providing inform ation relevantto the localanisotropy ofthe spin interactions.

PACS num bers:71.15.M b,61.46.+ w,75.75.+ a

Singlem oleculem agnets(SM M ’s)havebeen underin-

tense study recently,due to theirpotentialusesin m ag-

netic storage and quantum com puting.1,2,3 The m ate-

rials consist ofinsulating crystalline arrays ofidentical

SM M ’s 1-3 nm in size, each containing two or m ore

m agnetic ions. Since the m agnetic ions in each SM M

aresurrounded by non-m agneticligands,theinterm olec-

ular m agnetic interactions are usually negligible. Al-

though them ostcom m only studied SM M ’sarethehigh-

spin M n12 and Fe8,1,4 such SM M ’s contain a variety

offerrom agnetic(FM )and antiferrom agnetic(AFM )in-

tram olecularinteractions,rendering unique �ts to a va-

riety ofexperim entsdi�cult.5

In m any single m olecule m agnets,and in Fe8 in par-

ticular,the m agnetic core contains [LM (O R)]
+ 2

2 dim er

ions,4 where M denotesa m agnetic ion (eg. Fe3+ ),L is

a ligand,and O R denotesan alkoxide ion,with R = H,

CH 3,CH 2CH 3,etc. In Fe8,the overallm agnetic clus-

teris f[(tacn)6Fe8O 2(O H)12]Br7� H2O g[Br� 8H2O ],where

tacn is 1,4,7-triazacyclononane.6 Near-neighbor Fe3+

ionsare coupled via superexchange in fourdistinctpair

bondings:fourequivalentpairsofFe3+ ionsarecoupled

through two (O H)� ionswith Fe-O -Feangle� = 100:7�,

one centralpair is coupled via two O 2� ions with Fe-

O -Fe angle � = 104:4�,and each ofthose Fe3+ ions is

coupled via the sam e O 2� ions to two other Fe3+ ions,

and �nally,four equivalent pairings via a single (O H)�

ion.6,7 Here we focus upon the m agnetic superexchange

interaction between the constituent m agnetic ions that

ism ediated via two oxygen ions,which isdi�erentthat

the usualcase ofsuperexchangevia a single oxygen ion.

The attachm entofalkylR groupsto the oxygen ionsis

probably ofm inor im portance,because the oxygen or-

bitals involved in the O R bond are orthogonalto those

involved in the Fe-O bonding.The localm agnetic order

dependsstrongly upon theFe-O -Febond angle� and the

bond length,which are determ ined by the localligand

environm ent.

In addition,Le G alletal. synthesized and m easured

the m agnetization offour species ofthe isolated dim er

Fe2,8 and electron param agneticresonance(EPR)exper-

im ents were perform ed on one ofthem .9 These dim ers

have the generalform ula [Fe(O R)(dK )2]2,where dK is

a �-diketonate ligand. In these dim ers,the oxygen ion

in each alkoxidegroup form sa bridge between the Fe3+

S= 5/2spins,allowingthem tointeractviasuperexchange

through both O 2� ions, as in the [LFe(O H)]
2+

2 ions

present in Fe8. From m agnetic susceptibility m easure-

m ents,�ts to the isotropic Heisenberg exchange m odel

H = � JS1 � S2 were m ade.
8 Note thatwe use the sign

convention in which a positive J corresponds to ferro-

m agneticcouplings.In com paringthesefourFe2 dim ers,

they found no correlation between J and theaverageFe-

O bridging bond distance,but a linear correlation was

found between J and the Fe-O -Fe bond angle �, with

J decreasing m onotonically from -14.8� 0.5 to -19.0� 0.6

cm �1 as� increased from 101.8� to 103.8�,respectively.8

O neofthesecom pounds,[Fe(O M e)(dpm )2]2,wasstudied

with M �ossbauerspectroscopy.10

LeG alletal.also com pared thesetrendswith predic-

tionsbased upon extended H�uckelcalculationsperform ed

on the sim pler m odelsystem ,[Fe(O H)H 4]2,
8 using the

approach ofHay,Thibeault,and Ho�m an thatform ag-

netic dim ers,J /
P

i
(�E i)

2,where �E i is the energy

separation between sym m etricand asym m etriccom bina-

tionsofcoupledm agneticorbitals.11 Unfortunately,when

they used the oxygen orbitalparam eters norm ally ex-

pected,theJ valuescalculated in thiswayincreased with

increasing �,oppositeto theexperim entalobservations.8

Thatapproach wasalso notapplicableforferrom agnetic

exchangecouplings.11

Thestaticand dynam icpropertiesofFe2 dim erswere

studied theoretically by Efrem ov and K lem m ,and inter-

esting low tem perature quantum steps in the m agneti-

zation were predicted.12 Recently,those authorsstudied

localspin anisotropye�ects,and found thatthedetailsof

thelow tem peraturequantum m agnetization stepscould

be com plicated by such localanisotropies.13

Because of the very weak antiferrom agnetic inter-

actions (J � � 0:9 � 0:1m eV) between the Fe(III)

spinsin thetwo related dim ercom pounds,14,15,16,17,18 �-

oxalatotetrakis(acetylacetonato)Fe2 and [Fe(salen)Cl]2,

where salen is N ;N 0-ethylenebis(salicylideneim inato),

m agnetization steps were observed at low tem peratures

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501178v1
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FIG .1: Sketch ofthe [HFeO ]2 dim er. The Fe-O -Fe angle is

denoted �.

in them .19,20 In theform ercase,all�veofthem agnetiza-

tion stepswere observed using pulsed m agnetic �elds,19

and they were found to be evenly spaced, suggestive

of an isotropic antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg exchange

interaction.12 In thesecond case,thelowertwo and part

ofthethird m agnetization stepswereobserved by pulsed

m agnetic �elds at low tem perature. Although the sec-

ond step was rather sharp,with a sharp dM =dH peak,

the �rst step had a m uch broaderlinewidth,suggestive

oftwoprim aryconstituents.20 Although thesam plem ea-

sured contained m any unoriented crystallites,the broad

�rstpeak followed by thesharp second peak isconsistent

with a substantialam ountoflocalspin anisotropy ofthe

type � Ja
P 2

i= 1
S2iz,whereJa � 0:1J.13

Here we focus on the constituent dim ers present in

Fe8,which are ofthe [RFeO ]2 type,in which each Fe3+

ion shareselectronswith one aliphatic R group and two

bridging O 2� ions,which haveno aliphaticsubstitutions

on them ,aspictured forR = H in Fig.1.W em odelthis

system by replacing the R group with H.To study the

geom etry e�ect upon the m agnetic interaction and the

spin stateofthedim er,weperform a �rstprinciplescal-

culation oftheelectronicand m agneticstructuresand of

thetotalenergy ofthe[HFeO ]2 dim ersforferrom agnetic

and antiferrom agnetic states and for 57� � � � 110�.

From these results,weareableto obtain J(�).

The m ajority ofthe calculations presented here were

perform ed within the density functional theory, using

the generalized gradient approxim ation (G G A) for the

exchange-correlation functional,21 and the pseudopo-

tential m ethod com bined with the expansion of the

wave functions in plane waves.22 W e assum e a three-

dim ensionalstructure ofsuch [HFeO ]2 dim ers,and for

sim plicity,pack them into a periodic array oftetragonal

unitsupercellsofdim ension 12� 12� 15�A.Thisunitsu-

percellis su�ciently large that the interaction between

neighboring dim ersisutterly negligible.Forallatom sin

the dim er,we use the ultrasoft pseudopotentials.23 W e

� SF M SA F M E A F M � E F M J

(deg) (m eV) (m eV)

57 2.81 2.95 260 31

70 2.79 3.37 -456 -48

80 2.88 3.41 -645 -66

90 2.55 3.23 -415 -50

100 3.63 3.65 -170 -13

110 3.34 3.39 64 6

TABLE I:M agnetic characteristicsofthe[HFeO ]2 dim ercal-

culated using the pseudopotentialm ethod fordi�erentFe-O -

Fe angles�.

set the cuto� energies for the plane-wave expansion at

400 eV,and perform the calculaton only forthe �-point

in the �rstBrillouin zone,which issu�cientfora single

m olecule calculation. To obtain the equilibrium struc-

ture ofthe dim er,we apply the optim ization procedure

that relaxes the system untilthe forces acting on each

atom converge to within 0.02 eV/�A.W e obtain the val-

ues SF M and SA F M for the localspins on the Fe sites

in both the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic con�g-

urations by integrating the localspin densities over a

sphere ofradius 1.1�A centered about the Fe site. For

each angle�,the totalenergiesEF M and E A F M forthe

antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic con�gurations are

calculated.Then,theexchangecoupling J isdeterm ined

from

J =
E A F M � E F M

SA F M SF M
: (1)

Ideally,ifthe absoluteenergy valuesE F M and E A F M

werereliable,wewould calculateJ from E A F M =S
2
A F M �

E F M =S2F M .W e m ake the aboveapproxim ation because

the absolute energy values are not nearly as reliable as

arethe m uch sm allerenergy di�erences.

In orderto �nd theequilibrium structureofthedim er,

we�rstm inim izetheforcesactingupon theatom swithin

the dim er.W e �nd thatthe m inim um energy isreached

for antiferrom agnetic states in which the Fe-O bond

length ‘ = 1:83 �A,and Fe-O -Fe bond angle � = 82:4�.

W e then keep the bond length �xed to that optim um

value,and calculate E F M ,E A F M ,SF M ,and SA F M for

six � valuesin therange57� � � � 110�.O urresultsare

presented in Table1.

W e �nd thatfor� > 105� and for� < 63�,the dim er

prefers to be in a ferrom agnetic ground state,whereas

for63� < � < 105�,an antiferrom agneticcoupling ispre-

ferred.Thechangein m agneticorderisaccom panied by

strong changesin thespin density on theFeions,aswell

asin the spin density on the O ionsthatcontrolthe su-

perexchange interactions,which data are notpresented.

For the Fe dim er com ponents in Fe8,the [LFe(O H)]2+2
e�ective dim ershave � = 100:7�,which ourcalculations

indicateislikely to beantiferrom agnetic,contrary to the

experim ents. The centrale�ective [LFeO ]
2+

2 dim er has

� = 104:4�,which is borderline between ferrom agnetic
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FIG .2:Plotofthe exchangeenergy J in m eV versustheFe-

O -Fe angle � in degrees. Shown are ourresultsfrom Table 1

(solid bluesquare),a guide to the eye(solid bluecurve),and

the data forFe2 dim ers(red crosses).
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and antiferrom agnetic in our calculations. Experim en-

tally,itisam biguous,because the ground state con�gu-

ration ofthose spinsare also a�ected by superexchange

via a single oxygen in an O H � ion,which islikely to be

strongly antiferrom agnetic.

In Fig. 2,we have plotted our J(�) data,along with

the exerim entaldata ofLe G alletal. for the four Fe2

dim ers.8 W e note thatthe experim entaldata pointsare

closetotheguidetotheeyebetweenourcalculatedangles

� = 100;100�,so thatourpseudopotentialcalculation is

closeto predicting theexperim entally observed exchange

energiesofthese fourcom pounds.

W e rem ark thatPederson,K ortus,and K hanna have

perform ed a m uch m ore accurate setofcalculationsfor

Fe8,and obtain the experim entally found S= 10 ground

state,with the central[LFeO ]
2+

2 dim er being antiferro-

m agnetically coupled to the otherFe spins.24 They also

found globalanisotropy param etersin rathercloseagree-

m ent with experim ent as deduced from m agnetization

experim entsand from oscillationsin thequantum tunnel

splitting.25,26

W e note that although the dim er we have studied is

ratherdi�erentfrom theFe2dim ersthatexhibitsuperex-

change via the oxygen ions in alkoxides,to the extent

thatthealkoxidescan beapproxim ated by theO 2� ions

westudied,the � valuesobserved in the fourFe2 dim ers

varied from 101� to 104�,which arein theantiferrom ag-

neticregim e.8 Asin theextended H�uckelcalculations,it

appearsthatthegeneraltrend wecalculateofincreasing

J with increasing� isoppositeto theexperim entson the

fourFe2 dim ers. However,we do nothave enough data

points between 100� and 105� to determ ine ifthe gen-

eraltrend isaccurately followed.M ore im portant,there

appear to be serious discrepancies with the interesting

case of[Fe(salen)Cl]2,with � � 90� and a very weak,

antiferrom agneticexchangeinteraction.15,16,17,18,20

Fe d FM FM AFM AFM AFM AFM

orbitalFe1,2 " Fe1,2 # Fe1 " Fe1 # Fe2 " Fe2 #

dz2�r 2 0.8454 0.2541 0.8451 0.2194 0.2192 0.8451

dx2�y 2 0.8822 0.4177 0.8875 0.0875 0.0885 0.8875

dxy 0.8953 0.0549 0.8930 0.1321 0.1312 0.8931

dxz 0.7494 0.2585 0.8777 0.3247 0.3247 0.8776

dyz 0.8910 0.0562 0.8923 0.0921 0.0918 0.8923

TABLE II:FLAPW resultsforthepartialchargeswithin the

Fe d-orbitals for � = 100
�
. The FM and AFM cases for up

and down spinswithin theFe1 and Fe2 spheresarepresented.

Fe d FM FM AFM AFM AFM AFM

orbitalFe1,2 " Fe1,2 # Fe1 " Fe1 # Fe2 " Fe2 #

dz2�r 2 0.8407 0.2511 0.8431 0.2173 0.2172 0.8430

dx2�y 2 0.8830 0.4215 0.8911 0.0670 0.0669 0.8911

dxy 0.8949 0.0613 0.8924 0.1490 0.1496 0.8924

dxz 0.7555 0.2490 0.8849 0.3102 0.3102 0.8849

dyz 0.8914 0.0533 0.8920 0.0936 0.0937 0.8920

TABLE III:FLAPW resultsforthepartialchargeswithin the

Fe d-orbitals for � = 105�. The FM and AFM cases for up

and down spinswithin theFe1 and Fe2 spheresarepresented.

In addition,our pseudopotentialcalculation does not

contain any speci�c inform ation regarding the relative

spin densitiesin thevariousoccupied Feorbitals.Hence,

we are unable to determ ine the local spin anisotropy

param eters relevant for m ore detailed studies of Fe2

dim ers.13 In orderto obtain usefulinform ation regarding

the localspin anisotropies,another calculationalproce-

dure,such asa fullpotentialaugm ented planewavecal-

culation,would be necessary. In [Fe(salen)Cl]2,the un-

usualbehaviorofthe�rstm agnetization step isstrongly

suggestiveofa substantiallocalspin anisotropy interac-

tion,asnoted above.13,20

Asa prelim inary check upon the validity ofthe pseu-

dopotentialm ethod and also asa �rst-principlesinvesti-

gation ofthepossibility oflocalspin anisotropy,wehave

m adefullpotentialaugm ented planewave(FLAPW )cal-

culationsofthespin densitiesand energiesofthe[HFeO ]2
dim er at � = 100;105�. In Tables II and III,we pre-

sented our results obtained using the FLAPW m ethod

for the partialcharges in the various Fe(III) d-orbitals

forboth up (")and down (#)spin con�gurationsin the

FM and AFM con�gurations,on Fe1 and Fe2 sites,for

� = 100;105�,respectively. In Table IV,the energy dif-

ferencesbetween theFM and AFM casesfortheseangles

arealso presented.

In com paring ourFLAPW resultsfrom TableIV with

thoseobtained from thepseudopotentialm ethod in Table

I,we see thatthey both predicta crossoverfrom AFM

behaviorfor� � 100� to FM behavioratlargerangles.

Although we did not perform the pseudopotentialcal-

culation at � = 105�,our FLAPW calculation at 105�

predictsFM behavior,so thatthepredicted crossoverat
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� (deg) E A F M � E F M (eV)

100 -0.69134

105 1.0594

TABLE IV:FLAPW calculations of the energy di�erences

between AFM and FM statesfor� = 100;105
�

� FM FM AFM 1 AFM 1 AFM 2 AFM 2

(deg) Q " Q # Q " Q # Q " Q #

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
� < �c < 105�.In addition,itisevidentthat

the largestdi�erencesin the spin densitiesatwithin the

dxy and dyz orbitalsforthe FM case for both � values,

whereascom parable(for� = 100�)orslightly larger(for

� = 105�) di�erences in the spin densities occur within

the dx2�y 2 orbitalsfor the AFM con�gurations,respec-

tively. W e expect that the bonding orbitalswillbe the

dxz and dz2�r 2 orbitals,forwhich them agnitudesofthe

di�erencesin the spin densitieswere found to be nearly

equivalentforboth theAFM and FM con�gurations,for

both angles studied. Thus,the spin density di�erences

within the bonding orbitals,that participate in the ex-

changeinteractions,depend very weakly upon theFe-O -

Fe bond angle �. The greatest� dependence isforspin

density di�erences in the non-bonding orbitals,and the

orbitalthat shows the greatestdistinction between FM

and AFM behavioristhedx2�y 2 orbital.Thus,itappears

thatthedx2�y 2-orbitalgovernsthelocalspin anisotropy

in Fe2 dim ers.

In order to estim ate the strength of the e�ective

Heisenberg coupling,ifwetakethedi�erencesin the to-

talspin densitiesfrom TableV,weobtain J = � 57 m eV

and J = 86 m eV for� = 100;105�,respectively. Taking

thespinstohavethevalue4in each case,wegetJ = � 43

m eV and J = 66 m eV,respectively. These num bersare

larger in m agnitude that the values obtained using the

pseudopotentialtechnique.

W erem ark thatthem ostinterestingFe2dim ertodate

is [Fe(salen)Cl]2, which has Clions in place of the H

ions pictured in Fig. 1. In addition,there are organic

ligandsattached to theO ions,asin alloftheFe2 dim ers

presently known.8,15,20 W ehavenotyetstudied thisvery

interesting case,but plan to do so soon. The Cl� ions

could polarizethelocalspinsin the Fe d-orbitals,and it

would be interesting to see ifthe dz2�r 2 orbitals would

be the m osta�ected.

Thiswork wassupported in partby the NSF through

contractNER-0304665.

� Electronic address:stolbov@ phys.ksu.edu
y
Electronic address:klem m @ phys.ksu.edu

z
Electronic address:rahm an@ phys.ksu.edu

1
R.Sessoli,D .G atteschi,A.Caneschi,and M .A.Novak,

Nature (London)365,141 (1993).
2 J.R.Friedm an,M .D .Sarachik,J.Tejada,and R.Ziolo,

Phys.Rev.Lett.76,3830 (1996).
3
M .N.Neuenberger and D .Loss, Nature (London) 410,

789 (2001).
4
W .W ernsdorfer,T.O hm ,C.Sangregorio,R.Sessoli,D .

M ailly,and C.Paulsen,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,3903 (1999).
5 D .Zipse,J.M .North,N.S.D alal,S.Hill,and R.S.Ed-

wards,Phys.Rev.B 68,184408 (2003).
6
K .W ieghardt,K .Phol,I.Jibril,and G .Huttner,Angew.

Chem .,Int.Ed.Engl.23,77 (1984).
7
C.Sangregorio, T.O hm ,C.Paulsen, R.Sessoli, and d.

G atteschi,Phys.Rev.Lett.78,4645 (1997).
8 F.Le G all,F.Fabrizide Biani,A.Caneschi,P.Cinelli,

A.Cornia,A.C.Fabretti,and D .G atteschi,Inorg.Chim .

Acta 262,123 (1997).
9
A.Lascialfari,F.Tabak,G .L.Abbati,F.Borsa,M .Corti,

and D .G atteschi,J.Appl.Phys.85,4539 (1999).
10

L.Cianchi,F.D elG iallo,M .Lantieri,P.M oretti,G .Spina,

and A.Caneschi,Phys.Rev.B 69,014418 (2004).
11

P.J.Hay,J.C.Thibeault,and R.Ho�m an,J.Am .Chem .

Soc.97,4884 (1975).
12

D .V.Efrem ov and R.A.K lem m ,Phys.Rev.B 66,174427

(2002).
13

D .V.Efrem ov and R.A.K lem m ,cond-m at/0409168.
14

M .Julveand O .K ahn,Inorg.Chim .Acta 76,L39 (1983).
15

M .G erlach and F.E.M abbs,J.Chem .Soc.A 1967,1900.
16

M .G erlach,J.Lewis,F.E.M abbs,and A.Richards,J.

Chem .Soc.A 1968,112.
17 W .M .Rei�,G .J.Lang, and W .A Baker, Jr., J.Am .

Chem .Soc.90,6347 (1968).
18

R.Lechan,C.Nicolini,C.R.Abeledo,and R.B.Frankel,

J.Chem .Phys.59,3138 (1973).
19

Y.Shapira,M .T.Liu,S.Foner,R.J.HO ward,and W .H.

Arm strong,Phys.Rev.B 63,094422 (2001).
20 Y.Shapira,M .T.Liu,S.Foner,C.E.D ub�e,and P.J.

Bonitatebus,Jr.,Phys.Rev.B 59,1046 (1999).
21

J.P.Perdew and Y.W ang,Phys.Rev.B 45,13244 (1992).
22

M .C.Payne,M .P.Teter,D .C.Allen,T.A.Arias,and J.

D .Joannopoulos,Rev.M od.Phys.64,1045 (1992).
23 D .Vanderbilt,Phys.Rev.B 41,7892 (1990).
24

M .R.Pederson,J.K ortus,and S.N.K hanna,J.Appl.

Phys.91,7149 (2002).
25

R. Carciu�o, G . Am oretti, A. M urani, R. Sessoli, A.

Caneschi, and D . G atteschi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 4744

(1998).
26 W .W ernsdorfer,R.Sessoli,A.Caneschi,D .G atteschi,A.

Cornia,and D .M ailly,J.Appl.Phys.87,5481 (2000).

mailto:stolbov@phys.ksu.edu
mailto:klemm@phys.ksu.edu
mailto:rahman@phys.ksu.edu
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409168

