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A bstract

In recentyears,m uch study hasbeen m ade by applying the non-extensive statistics

(NES)to variousnon-extensive system swhere theentropy and/orenergy arenotneces-

sarily proportionalto the num beroftheirconstituentsubsystem s. The non-extensivity

m ay berealized in m any system ssuch asphysical,chem icaland biologicalones,and also

in sm all-scalenanosystem s.

After brie
y reviewing the recent developm ent in nanom agnetism and the NES,I

havediscussed,in thisarticle,NES calculationsoftherm odynam icalpropertiesofa nan-

oclustercontaining noninteracting M dim ers. W ith bearing in m ind a transition-m etal

nanocluster,each ofthedim ersisassum eto bedescribed by thetwo-siteHubbard m odel

(a Hubbard dim er).Thetem peratureand m agnetic-�eld dependencesofthespeci�cheat,

m agnetization and susceptibility have been calculated by changing M = 1,2,3 and 1 ,

resultsforM = 1 corresponding to thoseoftheconventionalBoltzm an-Gibbsstatistics

(BGS).Ithasbeen shown thatthetherm odynam icalproperty ofnanoclusterscontaining

a sm allnum berofdim ersisconsiderably di�erentfrom thatofm acroscopiccounterparts

calculated within the BGS The speci�c heatand susceptibility ofspin dim ersdescribed

by theHeisenberg m odelhavebeen discussed also by em ploying theNES.
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1 Introduction

1.1 A briefreview ofnanom agnetism

In the last decade,there has been a considerable interest in atom ic engineering,which

m akes it possible to create sm all-scale m aterials with the use ofvarious m ethods (for

reviews,see Refs.[1,2,3]).Sm all-scale m agnetic system sranging from grains(m icros),

nanosystem s,m olecularm agnetsand atom icclusters,displayavarietyofinterestingprop-

erties.M agneticnanosystem sconsistofsm allclustersofm agneticionsem bedded within

nonm agnetic ligands or on nonm agnetic substrates. Nanom agnetism shows interesting

properties di�erent from bulk m agnetism . Nanoclusters consisting oftransition m etals

such as FeN (N =15-650) [4],CoN (N =20-200) [5],and NiN (N =5-740) [6]have been

synthesized by laser vaporization and their m agnetic properties have been m easured,

where N denotes the num ber ofatom s per cluster. M agnitudes ofm agnetic m om ents

per atom are increased with reducing N [6]. It is shown that m agnetic m om ents in

Co m onatom ic chains constructed on Pt substrates are larger than those in m onolayer

Co and bulk Co [7]. Recently Au nanoparticles with average diam eter of1.9 nm (in-

cluding 212 atom s), which are protected by polyallylam ine hydrochloride (PAAHC),

are reported to show ferrom agnetism while bulk Au is diam agnetic [8]. This is sim ilar

to the case ofgas-evaporated Pd �ne particles with the average diam eter of11.5 nm

which show the ferrom agnetism whereas bulk Pd is param agnetic [9]. The m agnetic

property offour-Nim olecular m agnets with the tetrahedralstructure (abbreviated as

Ni4)in m etallo-organicsubstance[M o12O 30(�2� OH)10H 2fNi(H 2O 3)g4]� 14H2O hasbeen

studied [10].Theirtem perature-dependentsusceptibility and m agnetization processhave

been analyzed by using the Heisenberg m odelwith the antiferrom agnetic exchange cou-

plings between Niatom s [10]. Sim ilar analysis has been m ade for m agnetic m olecules

ofFeN (N = 6;8;10 and 12)[11][12],and V6 [13]. Extensive studieshave been m ade

for single m olecule m agnets ofM n12 in [M n12O 12(CH 3COO)16(H 2O)4][14]and Fe8 in

[Fe8(tanc)6O 2(OH)12]Br9 � 9H2O [15]. Both M n12 and Fe8 behave as large single spins

with S = 10,and show quantum tunneling ofm agnetization and the square-rootrelax-

ation,which arecurrenttopicsin nam om agnetism .M uch attention hasbeen recently paid
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to single m olecule m agnetswhich are eitherdim ersorbehave e�ectively asdim ers,due

to their potentialuse asm agnetic storage and quantum com puting. The iron S = 5=2

dim er (Fe2) in [Fe(OM e)(dbm )2]2 [16]has a nonm agnetic,singlet ground state and its

therm odynam icalproperty hasbeen analyzed with theuseoftheHeisenberg m odel[17]-

[19].Sim ilaranalysishasbeen m adefortransition-m etaldim ersofV2 [20],Cr2 [21],Co2

[22],Ni2 [24]and Cu2 [25].

1.2 N on-extensive statistics

As the size ofsystem s becom es sm aller,e�ects of
uctuations and contributions from

surface play m ore im portant roles. There are currently three approaches to discussing

nanotherm odynam ics for sm all-size system s: (1) a m odi�cation ofthe Boltzm an-Gibbs

statistics(BGS)adding subdivision energy [26],(2)non-equilibrium therm odynam icsin-

cluding work 
uctuations [27],and (3) the non-extensive statistics (NES) generalizing

the BGS as to take account ofthe non-extensive feature ofsuch system s [28]-[33]. A

com parison between theseapproacheshavebeen m adein Refs.[33][34].

Beforediscussing theNES,let’srecallthebasicfeatureoftheBGS fora system with

internalenergy E and entropy S,which isim m ersed in a large reservoirwith energy E 0

and entropy S0.Thetem peratureofthesystem T isthesam easthatofthereservoirT0

where T = �E =�S and T0 = �E0=�S0.Ifwe considerthenum berofpossible m icroscopic

statesof
(E 0)in thereservoir,itsentropy isgiven by S0 = kB ln
(E 0)wherekB denotes

theBoltzm an constant.Theprobability of�nding thesystem with theenergy E isgiven

by p(E )= 
(E 0 � E )=
(E )� exp(� E =kB T)with E � E 0.W hen thephysicalquantity

Q ofasystem containing N particlesisexpressed by Q / N 
,they areclassi�ed into two

groupsin the BGS:intensive (
 = 0)and extensive ones(
 = 1).The tem perature and

energy aretypicalintensiveand extensivequantities,respectively.Thisisnotthecasein

theNES,aswillbeshown below.

W hen a sm all-scale nanosystem is im m ersed in a reservoir,the tem perature ofthe

nanosystem isexpected to 
uctuate around the tem perature ofthe reservoirT0 because

ofthe sm allness ofthe nanosystem and its quasi-therm odynam icalequilibrium states.

Then the BGS distribution m entioned above has to be averaged over the 
uctuating

tem perature.Thisidea hasbeen expressed by [31][32][33]

p(E ) =

Z 1

0

d� e
��E

f
B (�)

= [1� (1� q)�0E ]
1

1� q � expq(� �0 E ); (1)

with

q = 1+
2

N
; (2)

f
B (�) =

1

�
�
N

2

�

 
N

2�0

! N

2

�
N

2
�1 exp

 

�
N �

2�0

!

; (3)
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�0 =
1

kB T0
=

Z 1

0

d�f(�)� � E (�); (4)

2

N
=

E (�2)� E (�)2

E (�)2
; (5)

whereexpq(x)denotestheq-exponentialfunction de�ned by

expq(x) = [1+ (1� q)x]
1

1� q; for1+ (1� q)x > 0

= 0: otherwise (6)

In Eqs.(1)-(6),q expressestheentropicindex,fB (�)the� (or�2)distribution function

ofthe orderN ,E (Q)the expectation value ofQ averaged overf(�),�0 the average of

the 
uctuating � and 2=N itsvariances. The � distribution ofthe orderN isem erging

from the sum ofsquaresofN Gaussian random variables. In deriving Eqs. (1)-(5),we

have assum ed thatN particlesare con�ned within a sm allvolum e ofL3 (L < �)where

thevariable� uniform ly 
uctuates,� standing forthecoherencelength [32].

Theim portantconsequenceoftheNES isthatenergyandentropyarenotproportional

to N in nanosystem s. The non-extensivity ofthe entropy was �rst dem onstrated by

Tsallis,who proposed thegeneralized entropy given by [28]

Sq = kB

 P

ip
q

i � 1

1� q

!

= � kB
X

i

p
q

i lnq(pi); (7)

wherepi [= p(�i)]denotestheprobability distribution fortheenergy �i in thesystem and

lnq(x)[= (x1�q � 1)=(1� q)]the q-logarithm icfunction,the inverse ofthe q-exponential

function de�ned by Eq.(6).Itisnoted thatin thelim itofq= 1,Eq.(7)reducesto the

entropy ofBGS,SB G ,given by

S1 = SB G = � kB
X

i

pilnpi: (8)

The non-extensivity in the Tsallisentropy issatis�ed asfollows. Suppose thatthe total

system containing2N particlesisdivided intotwoindependentsubsystem s,each ofwhich

containsN particles,with the probability distributions,p
(1)

i and p
(2)

i . The totalsystem

isdescribed by thefactorized probability distribution pij = p
(1)

i p
(2)

j .Theentropy forthe

totalsystem S(2N )isgiven by [28]

S(2N )= S(N )+ S(N )+ O

�
1

N

�

; (9)

whereS(N )standsfortheentropy oftheN -particlesubsystem ,theindex qgiven by Eq.

(2)being em ployed.Sim ilarly theenergy ofthetotalsystem isexpressed by

E (2N )= E (N )+ E (N )+ O

�
1

N

�

; (10)

Thedi�erenceofE (2N )� 2E (N )isattributed to thesurfacecontribution.Thisim plies

thattheindex 
 in Q / N 
 isneither0 nor1 forQ = S and E in nanosystem swithin

theNES.
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The functionalform ofthe probability distribution p(E ) expressed by Eq. (1) was

originallyderived bythem axim um -entropy m ethod [28][29].Theprobabilityofpi[= p(�i)]

forthe eigenvalue �i in the NES isdeterm ined by im posing the variationalcondition to

theentropy given by Eq.(7)with thetwo constraints[29]:

X

i

pi = 1; (11)

P

ip
q

i�i
P

ip
q

i

= E q: (12)

Them axim um -entropy m ethod leadsto theprobability distribution pi given by

pi / expq[� �0(�i� Eq)]; (13)

with

�0 =
�

cq
; (14)

cq =
X

i

p
q

i; (15)

where� denotestheLagrangem ultiplierrelevantto theconstraintgiven by Eq.(12).It

hasbeen shown thatthephysicaltem peratureT ofthenanosystem isgiven by [35]

T =
cq

kB �
; (AM P) (16)

In the lim itofq= 1,we getexpq[x]= ex,cq = 1 and pi given by Eqs.(13)-(16)reduces

to theresultsobtained in theBGS,related discussionsbeing given in Sec.4.

In previouspapers[36,37,38],Ihaveapplied theNES to theHubbard m odel,which

isone ofthe m ostim portantm odelsin solid-state physics(fora recentreview,see Ref.

[39]).TheHubbard m odelconsistsofthetight-bindingterm expressing electron hoppings

and theshort-rangeinteraction between two electronswith oppositespins.TheHubbard

m odelprovidesuswith good qualitativedescription form any interesting phenom enasuch

as m agnetism ,electron correlation,and superconductivity. In particular,the Hubbard

m odelhasbeen widely em ployed fora study on transition-m etalm agnetism .In thelim it

ofstrong interaction (U=t� 1),the Hubbard m odelwith the half-�lled electron occu-

pancy reducesto the Heisenberg orIsing m odel. The two-site Hubbard m odelhasbeen

adopted fora study on som echarge-transfersaltsliketetracyanoquinodim ethan (TCNQ)

with dim erized structures[40]-[42].Theirsusceptibility and speci�cheatwereanalyzed by

taking into accountthe interdim erhopping within the BGS.The NES calculationshave

been m adefortherm odynam icalpropertiesofcanonical[36][38]and grand-canonicalen-

sem bles[37]ofHubbard dim ers,each ofwhich isdescribed bythetwo-siteHubbard m odel.

Ithasbeen shown thatthetem peraturedependencesofthespeci�cheatand susceptibil-

ity issigni�cantly di�erentfrom thosecalculated by theBGS when theentropic index q

departsfrom unity forsm allN [Eq. (2)],the NES in the lim itofq = 1 reducing to the

BGS.
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The purpose ofthepresentpaperisto show (1)how therm odynam icalproperty ofa

nanoclustercontainingasm allnum berofHubbard dim ersisdi�erentfrom thatofm acro-

scopicsystem s,and (2)how therm odynam icalproperty ofa given nanoclusterischanged

when M ,the num ber ofHubbard dim ers contained in it,isvaried. The paperisorga-

nized asfollows.In Sec.2,Iapply theNES to nanoclustes,providing expressionsforthe

energy,entropy,m agnetization,speci�c heat and susceptibility. Num ericalcalculations

ofthe tem perature and m agnetic-�eld dependences oftherm odynam icalquantities are

reported forvariousM values.The�nalSec.4 isdevoted to discussionsand conclusions.

In theAppendix,theNES hasbeen applied to a clustercontaining spin dim ersdescribed

by theHeisenberg m odel.

2 N onextensive therm odynam ics ofH ubbard dim ers

2.1 Energy and entropy

Ihaveadopted a system consisting ofsparsely distributed N c nanoclusters,each ofwhich

contains independent M dim ers. It has been assum ed that the distance between nan-

oclusters is larger than �,the coherence length ofthe 
uctuating � �eld,and that the

linearsize ofthe clustersissm allerthan �. Physicalquantitiessuch asthe entropy and

energy areextensive forN c,butnotforM in general[32].

TheHum iltonian oftheclusterisgiven by

H =

MX

‘= 1

H
(d)

‘ ; (17)

H
(d)

‘ = � t
X

�

(a
y

1�a2� + a
y

2�a1�)+ U

2X

j= 1

nj"nj# � �B B

2X

j= 1

(nj" � nj#);

(1;22 ‘) (18)

where H
(d)

‘ denotes the two-site Ham iltonian for the ‘th dim er,nj� = a
y

j�aj�,aj� the

annihilation operatorofan electron with spin � on a sitej (2 ‘),tthehopping integral,

U theintraatom ic interaction,�B theBohrm agneton,and B an applied m agnetic �eld.

In the case ofthe half-�lled occupancy,in which the num berofelectronsisN e = 2,six

eigenvaluesofH
(d)

‘ aregiven by

�i‘ = 0;2�B B ;� 2�B B ;U;
U

2
+ �;

U

2
� �; fori= 1� 6;‘= 1� M (19)

where� =
q

U 2=4+ 4t2 [40][42].Thenum berofeigenvaluesofthetotalHam iltonian H

is6M .

Firstweem ploy theBGS,in which thecanonicalpartition function forH isgiven by

[40][42]

ZB G = Trexp(� �H ); (20)
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=

6X

i1= 1

� �

6X

iM = 1

exp[� �(�i1 + � � +�iM )]; (21)

= [Z
(d)

B G ]
M
; (22)

Z
(d)

B G = 1+ 2cosh(2��B B )+ e
��U + 2e��U=2cosh(��); (23)

where � = 1=kB T,Tr denotes the trace and Z
(d)

B G the partition function for a single

dim er.Byusingthestandard m ethodin theBGS,wecan obtainvarioustherm odynam ical

quantitiesofthe system [40,41,42]. Because ofa powerexpression given by Eq. (22),

the energy and entropy areproportionalto M :E B G = M E
(d)

B G and SB G = M S
(d)

B G where

E
(d)

B G and S
(d)

B G arefora singledim er.Thisisnotthecasein theNES aswillbediscussed

below.

Nextwe adoptthe NES,where the entropy Sq forthequantum system isde�ned by

[28][29]

Sq = kB

 
Tr(�qq)� 1

1� q

!

: (24)

Here �q standsforthe generalized canonicaldensity m atrix,whose explicitform willbe

determ ined shortly [Eq.(27)].W ewillim posethetwo constraintsgiven by

Tr(�q) = 1; (25)

Tr(�qqH )

Tr(�
q
q)

� < H >q= E q; (26)

wherethenorm alized form alism isadopted [29].Thevariationalcondition fortheentropy

with thetwo constraintsgiven by Eqs.(25)and (26)yields

�q =
1

X q

expq

"

�

 
�

cq

!

(H � Eq)

#

; (27)

with

X q = Tr

 

expq

"

�

 
�

cq

!

(H � Eq)

#!

; (28)

cq = Tr(�qq)= X
1�q
q ; (29)

whereexpq(x)istheq-exponentialfunction givenbyEq.(6)and� isaLagrangem ultiplier

given by

� =
@Sq

@E q

: (30)

Thetracein Eq.(28)and (29)isperform ed overthe6M eigenvalues,forexam ple,as

X q =

6X

i1= 1

� �

6X

iM = 1

 

expq

"

�

 
�

cq

!

(�i1 + � � +�iM � Eq)

#!

; (31)

�
X

i

 

expq

"

�

 
�

cq

!

(�i� Eq)

#!

; (32)
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wherethefollowing conventionsareadopted:

�i = �i1 + � � +�iM ; (33)

X

i

=

6X

i1= 1

� �

6X

iM = 1

: (34)

Itisnoted thatin thelim itofq= 1,Eq.(31)reducesto

X 1 = ZB G exp[�E1]= [Z
(d)

B G exp (�E
(d)

B G )]
M
: (35)

Forq 6= 1,however,X q cannotbe expressed asa powerform because ofthe property of

theq-exponentialfunction:

expq(x + y) 6= expq(x)expq(y): (forq6= 1) (36)

Itisnecessary to pointoutthatE q in Eq.(26)includesX q which isexpressed by E q

in Eq. (28). Then E q and X q have to be determ ined self-consistently by Eqs. (26)-(29)

with the T � � relation given by Eq. (16)fora given tem perature T. The calculation

oftherm odynam icalquantitiesin theNES generally becom esm oredi�cultthan thatin

BGS.

2.2 Speci�c heat

Thespeci�cheatin theNES isgiven by [36]

Cq =

 
d�

dT

!  
dE q

d�

!

: (37)

Because E q and X q aredeterm ined by Eqs.(26)-(29),wegetsim ultaneousequationsfor

dE q=d� and dX q=d�,given by

dE q

d�
= a11

 
dE q

d�

!

+ a12

 
dX q

d�

!

+ b1; (38)

dX q

d�
= a21

 
dE q

d�

!

+ a22

 
dX q

d�

!

; (39)

with

a11 = q�X
q�2
q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �i; (40)

a12 = � X
�1
q E q � �q(q� 1)Xq�3q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �i(�i� Eq); (41)

a21 = �X
q
q; (42)

a22 = 0; (43)

b1 = � qX
q�2
q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �i(�i� Eq); (44)

wi = expq

"

�

 
�

cq

!

(�i� Eq)

#

; (45)

X q =
X

i

wi: (46)
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Thespeci�cheatisthen given by

Cq =

 
d�

dT

!  
b1

1� a11 � a12a21

!

: (47)

with

d�

dT
= �

 
�2

X
1�q
q � �(1� q)X

�q
q (dX q=d�)

!

; (48)

In thelim itofq! 1,Eqs.(38)-(46)yield thespeci�cheatin theBGS,given by [37]

CB G =
dE B G

dT
= kB �

2(< �
2

i > 1 � < �i>
2

1
); (49)

where< � >1 isde�ned by Eq.(26)with q= 1:

< Q i> 1= X
�1
1

X

i

exp[� �(�i� E1)]Q i= Z
�1
B G

X

i

exp(� ��i)Q i: (50)

2.3 M agnetization

The�eld-dependentm agnetization m q in theNES isgiven by [36]

m q = �
@E q

@B
+ (kB �)

�1 @Sq

@B
; (51)

= �
@E q

@B
+ �

�1
X

�q
q

@X q

@B
: (52)

By using Eqs. (26)-(29),we get the sim ultaneous equations for @E q=@B and @X q=@B

given by

@E q

@B
= a11

@E q

@B
+ a12

@X q

@B
+ d1; (53)

@X q

@B
= a21

@E q

@B
+ a22

@X q

@B
+ d2; (54)

with

d1 = � X
�1
q

X

i

w
q

i�i+ �qX
q�2
q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �i�i; (55)

d2 = �X
q�1
q

X

i

w
q

i�i; (56)

where �i = � @�i=@B , and aij (i;j = 1;2) are given by Eqs. (40)-(43). From Eqs.

(51)-(56),weobtain m q given by

m q =

 
� c12 + ��1 X �q

q (1� c11)

1� c11 � c12c21

!

d2; (57)

= X
�1
q

X

i

w
q

i �i=< �i> q : (58)
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In thelim itofq! 1,Eqs.(55)and (56)reduceto

d1 = � h�ii1 + � h�i�ii1; (59)

d2 = �X 1h�ii1; (60)

where< � >1 isgiven by Eq.(50).By using Eq.(58),weget

m B G = h�ii1; (61)

=
4�B sinh(2�B )

ZB G

; (62)

whereZB G and < � >1 aregiven by Eqs.(20)and (50),respectively.

2.4 Susceptibility

Thehigh-�eld susceptibility in theNES isgiven by

�q(B )=
@m q

@B
: (63)

Thezero-�eld susceptibility �q(B = 0)isgiven by [36]

�q = �q(B = 0)= � E
(2)

q + �
�1
X

�q
q X

(2)

q ; (64)

whereE (2)
q = @2E q=@B

2 jB = 0 and X
(2)
q = @2X q=@B

2 jB = 0.W ith theuseofEqs.(26)-(29),

wegetsim ultaneousequationsforE (2)
q and X (2)

q given by

E
(2)

q = a11E
(2)

q + a12X
(2)

q + f1; (65)

X
(2)

q = a21E
(2)

q + a22X
(2)

q + f2; (66)

with

f1 = � 2� qXq�2q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �
2

i; (67)

f2 = �
2
qX

2(q�1)
q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �
2

i; (68)

whereaij (i;j= 1;2)aregiven by Eqs.(40)-(43).From Eqs.(64)-(68),weget

�q =
f2

a21
= �qX

q�2
q

X

i

w
2q�1

i �
2

i jB = 0 : (69)

In thelim itofq= 1,Eq.(69)yieldsthesusceptibility in BGS:

�B G = � < �
2

i jB = 0> 1; (70)

=

 
�2B

kB T

!
8

3+ e��U + 2e��U=2 cosh(��)
: (71)
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3 C alculated results

3.1 Tem perature dependence

In order to study how therm odynam icalquantities ofa cluster containing M Hubbard

dim ersdepend on M ,Ihave m adesom e NES calculations,assum ing theM � q relation

given by

q= 1+
1

M
; (72)

which isderived from Eq. (2)with M = 2N fordim ers. Sim ultaneousequationsforE q

and X q given by Eqs.(26)-(29)have been solved by using theNewton-Raphson m ethod

with initialvaluesofE 1 and X 1 obtained from BGS (q= 1)corresponding to M = 1 in

Eq.(72).Calculated quantitiesaregiven perdim er.

Figures1(a),1(b)and 1(c)show thetem perature dependence ofthespeci�c heatC q

forU=t= 0,5 and 10,respectively,with variousM values.Thespeci�cheatforM = 1

shown by bold solid curves, expresses the result in BGS,and it has a peak at lower

tem peraturesforthe largerinteraction,aspreviousBGS calculationsshowed [41]. Note

thatthe horizontalscalesofFig. 1(c)are enlarged com pared to those ofFigs. 1(a)and

1(b).Thepeak becom esbroaderforsm allerM .

Thetem peraturedependence ofthesusceptibility �q forU=t= 0,5 and 10 isplotted

in Figs.2(a),2(b)and 2(c),respectively.Thesusceptibility forM = 1 (BGS)shown by

thebold solid curve,hasa largerpeak atlowertem peraturesforlargerU [41].Notethat

the horizontaland verticalscalesofFig. 2(c)are di�erentfrom those ofFigs. 2(a)and

2(b). W e note thatforsm allerM ,the peak in �q becom esbroader,which issim ilarto

thebehaviorofthespeci�c heatshown in Figs.1(a)-1(c).

W hen the M value isvaried,m axim um valuesofthe speci�c heat(C �
q)and the sus-

ceptibility (��q)arechanged,and thetem peratures(T
�
C and T�

�)wherethesem axim a are

realized,are also changed. Figure 3(a)depicts T�
C and T�

� forU=t= 5 asa function of

1=M . It is shown thatwith increasing 1=M ,T�
� is m uch increased than T�

C . Sim ilarly,

the 1=M dependences ofC �
q and ��q forU=t= 5 are plotted in Fig. 3(b),which shows

thatm axim um valuesofCq and �q aredecreased with decreasing M .Thistrend against

1=M isdue to thefactthata decrease in M (= 2N )yieldsan increase in 
uctuationsof

� �elds,and then peaked structuresofthespeci�cheatand susceptibility realized in the

BGS,aresm eared outby � in Eq.(1).

3.2 M agnetic-�eld dependence

NextIdiscussthem agnetic-�eld dependenceofphysicalquantities.Figure4showstheB

dependenceofthem agnetization m q forU=t= 0,5and 10with M = 2atkB T=t= 1.For

U=t= 0,m q in theNES issm allerthan thatin theBGS at�B B =t< 1,butat�B B =t> 1

the form erbecom eslargerthan the latter. In contrast,in casesofU=t= 5 and 10,m q

in the NES is larger than that in the BGS for �B B =t > 0. In order to study the B

dependence in m ore details,Ishow in Fig.5 the B dependence ofthe six eigenvaluesof

11



�i forU=t= 5 [Eq. (19)]. W e note the crossing ofthe lowesteigenvaluesof�3 and �6 at

thecritical�led:

�B B c =

s

U 2

16
+ t2 �

U

4
; (73)

leading to �B B c=t= 0:351 forU=t= 5:0. AtB < B c (B > B c),�6 (�3)is the ground

state. AtB = B c the m agnetization m q israpidly increased asshown in Figs. 6(a)and

6(b)forkB T=t= 1:0 and 0.1,respectively:the transition atlowertem peraturesism ore

evident than athighertem peratures. Thislevelcrossing also yieldsa peak in �q [Figs.

6(c)and 6(d)]and a dip in Cq [Figs. 6(e)and 6(f).Itisinteresting thatthe peak of�q

forM = 2 ism ore signi�cant than thatforM = 1 whereas the dip ofC q forM = 2

is broader than that for M = 1 . W hen the tem perature becom es higher,these peak

structuresbecom e lessevidentasexpected. Sim ilarphenom enon in the �eld-dependent

speci�cheatand susceptibility havebeen pointed outin theHeisenberg m odelwithin the

BGS [43].

In thecaseofthequarter-�lled occupancy(N e = 1),theeigenvaluesare�i= � t� �B B ,

� t+ �B B ,t� �B B ,and t+ �B B fori= 1� 4.Althoughthelevelcrossingoccursbetween �2

and �3 at�B B = t,itdoesnotshow any interesting behaviorbecausethecrossing occurs

between the excited states. The case forthe three-quarter-�lled occupancy (N e = 3)is

the sam e asthatofthe quarter-�lled occupancy because ofthe electron-hole sym m etry

ofthem odel.

Figure6(b)rem indsusthequantum tunneling ofm agnetization observed in m agnetic

m olecularclusterssuch asM n12 and Fe8 [14],which originatesfrom thelevelcrossingsof

m agneticm oleculeswhen a m agnetic�eld isapplied [14].

4 D iscussions and conclusions

Ihaveapplied theNES to Hubbard dim ersfora study oftheirtherm odynam icalproper-

ties.ThecurrentNES is,however,stillin itsinfancy,having following unsettled issues.

(i)Forrelatingthephysicaltem peratureT totheLagrangem ultiplier�,Ihaveem ployed

the T � � relation given by Eq. (16). There isan alternative proposalwith the T � �

relation given by[29]

T =
1

kB �
; (TM P) (74)

which isthesam easin theBGS.Atthem om ent,ithasnotbeen established which ofthe

AM P and TM P m ethodsgiven by Eqs.(16)and (74),respectively,isappropriateasthe

T � � relation in the currentNES.Ithasbeen dem onstrated thatthe negative speci�c

heatofa classicalgasm odelrealized in the TM P m ethod [44],isrem edied in the AM P

m ethod [35].RecenttheoreticalanalysesalsosuggestthattheAM P m ethod isbetterthan

theTM P m ethod [45][46].TheTM P m ethod yieldsan anom alously largeCurieconstant

ofthesusceptibility in thefreespin m odel[37][47]and in theHubbard m odel[36,37].In

m y previous papers[36]-[38],NES calculationshave been m ade by using the TM P and
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AM P m ethods. Ithasbeen shown thatboth m ethodsyield qualitatively sim ilarresults

although there are som e quantitative di�erence between the two:the non-extensivity in

theTM P m ethod generally appearsm oresigni�cantthan thatin theAM P m ethod.

(ii)TheN � qrelation given by Eq.(2)wasobtained in Eqs.(1)-(5)with the� distribu-

tion fB (�)given by Eq. (3). Alternatively,by using the large-deviation approxim ation,

Touchette[48]hasobtained thedistribution function fT(�),in placeoffB (�),given by

f
T(�) =

�0

�
�
N

2

�

 
N �0

2

! N

2

�
�

N

2
�2 exp

 

�
N �0

2�

!

: (75)

ForN ! 1 ,both fB (�)and fT(�)distribution functionsreduce to the delta-function

densities,and fora large N (> 100),both distribution functionslead to sim ilarresults.

Fora sm allN (< 10),however,there isa cleardi�erence between the two distribution

functions (see Fig. 4 ofRef.[38]). It should be noted that fT cannot lead to the q-

exponentialfunction which playsacrucialrolein theNES.Foralarge�,the�distribution

fB in Eq.(1)yieldsthepowerform ofw(�)� �
� 1

q� 1 whilefT substituted toEq.(1)leads

to the stretched exponentialform ofw(�)� ec
p
�.Thisissue off versusfT isrelated to

thesuperstatistics,which iscurrently studied with m uch interest[49].

To sum m arize,Ihavediscussed therm odynam icalpropertiesofa nanoclustercontain-

ing M dim ers,applying theNES to theHubbard m odel.Ithasbeen dem onstrated that

thetherm odynam icalpropertiesofa nanoclusterwith a sm allM calculated by theNES

m ay beconsiderably di�erentfrom those obtained by the BGS.Itisinteresting to com -

pare ourtheoreticalprediction with experim entalresultsforsam plescontaining a sm all

num beroftransition-m etaldim ers. Unfortunately sam pleswith such a sm allnum berof

dim ers have notbeen reported: sam ples having been so farsynthesized include m acro-

scopicnum bersofdim ers,to which thepresentanalysiscannotbeapplied.Iexpectthat

itispossible to form a dim erassem bly by STM m anipulation ofindividualatom s[50].

Scanningprobesm aybeused alsoasdippingpenstowritesm alldim erized structures[51].

Theoreticaland experim entalstudieson nanoclusterswith changingM could clarifyalink

between thebehaviorofthelow-dim ensionalin�nitesystem sand �nite-sizenanoscalesys-

tem s. Ihope that the unsettle issues (i) and (ii) in the current NES m entioned above

are expected to be resolved by future experim ents on nanosystem s with changing their

sizes.Itwould beinteresting toadoptquantum -m aster-equation and quantum -Langevin-

equation approaches,and/orto perform large-scalem olecular-dynam icalsim ulations,for

nanoclustersdescribed by theHubbard m odel.
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A ppendix: N ES for H eisenberg dim ers

Ihave considered a clustercontaining M spin dim ers(called Heisenberg dim ers)de-

scribed by theHeisenberg m odel(s= 1=2)given by

H =

MX

‘= 1

H
(d)

‘ ; (76)

H
(d)

‘ = � Js1 � s2 � g�B B (s1z + s2z); (1;22 ‘) (77)

whereJ standsfortheexchangeinteraction,g (=2)theg-factor,�B theBohrm agneton,

and B an applied m agnetic�eld.FoureigenvaluesofH
(d)

‘ aregiven by

�i‘ = �
J

4
� g�B B m i; with m 1 = 1;0;� 1 fori= 1;2;3;

=
3J

4
� g�B B m i: with m 4 = 0 fori= 4; (78)

In theBGS thecanonicalpartition function isgiven by [17]-[19]

ZB G = [Z
(d)

B G ]
M
; (79)

Z
(d)

B G = exp

 
�J

4

!

[1+ 2cosh(g�B �B )]+ exp

 

�
3�J

4

!

; (80)

with which therm odynam icalquantities are easily calculated. The susceptibility is,for

exam ple,given by

�B G = M �
(d)

B G ; (81)

�
(d)

B G =
�2B

kB T

 
8

3+ exp(� J=kB T)

!

: (82)

The calculation oftherm odynam icalquantitiesin the NES forthe Heisenberg m odel

goesparallelto thatdiscussed in Sec.2 ifwe em ploy eigenvaluesgiven by Eq.(78).For

exam ple,by using Eq.(69),wegetthesusceptibility fortheHeisenberg m odel,given by

�q = g
2
�
2

B

 
q�

cq

!
1

X q

X

i

w
2q�1

i m
2

i: (83)

In thecaseofM = 1 (a singledim er),weget

�
(d)
q = g

2
�
2

B

 
q�

cq

!  
2

X q

!  

expq

" 
�

cq

! �
J

4
+ E q

�#! 2q�1

; (84)

with

X q = 3expq

" 
�

cq

! �
J

4
+ E q

�#

+ expq

" 

�
�

cq

! �
3J

4
� Eq

�#

; (85)

E q =
1

X q

f

�
� 3J

4

�  

expq

" 
�

cq

! �
J

4
+ E q

�#! q

+

�
3J

4

�  

expq

" 

�
�

cq

! �
3J

4
� Eq

�#! q

g: (86)
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In thelim itofq= 1,Eq.(84)reducesto �
(d)

B G given by Eq.(82).

TheCurieconstant�q de�ned by �q = (�2B =kB )(�q=T)forT � J isgiven by

�q = 2M q; (AM P) (87)

= 2M q4M (q�1)
: (TM P) (88)

Equations(87)and (88)arederived with theuseoftheT � � relation given by Eqs.(16)

and (74),respectively.Theseareconsistentwith resultsobtained forHubbard dim es[37].

Figures7(a)and 7(b)show the tem perature dependence ofthe speci�c heatC q and

susceptibility �q ofHeisenberg dim erscalculated with theuse ofEq.(83)forM = 1,2,

3 and 1 (M = 1 corresponding to the BGS with q = 1:0). W e note thatthe results

ofHeisenberg dim ers are quite sim ilar to those ofthe Hubbard dim er forU=t= 5 and

10 shown in Figs. 2(b),2(c),2(e)and 2(f). Thisisnotsurprising because the Hubbard

m odelwith thehalf-�lled electron occupancy in the strong-coupling lim itreducesto the

Heisenberg m odel.
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Figure1: Thetem peraturedependenceofthespeci�cheatC q perdim erfor(a)U=t= 0,

(b)5 and (c)10,calculated forM = 1 (solid curves),2 (chain curves),3 (dashed curves)

and 1 (bold solid curves),resultsforM = 1 denoting thosein theBGS.

Figure2: Thetem peraturedependenceofthesusceptibility �q perdim erfor(a)U=t= 0,

(b)5 and (c)10,calculated forM = 1 (solid curves),2 (chain curves),3 (dashed curves)

and 1 (bold solid curves),resultsforM = 1 denoting thosein theBGS.

Figure3: (a)1=M dependenceofthetem peraturesofT�
C (circles)and T�

� (squares)where

Cq and �q havethem axim um values,respectively.(b)1=M dependenceofthem axim um

valuesofC �
q (circles)and �

�
q (squares)(U=t= 5)

Figure 4: The m agnetic-�led dependence ofthe m agnetization m q for(a)U=t= 0,(b)

5,and (c)10 with kB T=t= 1 forM = 2 (solid curves)and 1 (dashed curves).

Figure 5: The m agnetic-�led dependence ofthe eigenvalues�i (i= 1� 6)forU=t= 5,

B c denoting thecritical�eld wherea levelcrossing between �3 and �6 occurs.

Figure 6: The m agnetic-�led dependence of(a)the m agnetization m q forkB T=t= 1:0

and (b)kB T=t= 0:1,(c)thesusceptibility �q forkB T=t= 1:0 and (d)kB T=t= 0:1,and

(e)the speci�c heatC q forkB T=t= 1:0 and (f)kB T=t= 0:1 with U/t=5,calculated for

M = 2 (solid curves)and 1 (dashed curves).

Figure7: Thetem perature dependence of(a)thespeci�c heatand (b)susceptibility of

Heisenberg dim ersforvariousM :M = 1 (bold solid curves),2 (chain curves),3 (dashed

curves),and 1 (solid curves).

18



This figure "fig1.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig2.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig3.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig4.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig5.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig6.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3


This figure "fig7.gif" is available in "gif"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0506553v3

