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W e exam ine the tem perature dependence ofthe electron spin relaxation tim es ofthe m olecules

N@ C 60 and N@ C 70 (which com priseatom icnitrogen trapped within acarbon cage)in liquid CS2 so-

lution.Theresultsareinconsistentwith theuctuating zero �eld splitting (ZFS)m echanism ,which

iscom m only invoked to explain electron spin relaxation forS � 1 spinsin liquid solution,and isthe

m echanism postulated in theliteratureforthesesystem s.Instead,we�nd an Arrheniustem perature

dependenceforN@ C 60,indicating thespin relaxation isdriven prim arily by an O rbach process.For

the asym m etric N@ C 70 m olecule,which hasa perm anentZFS,we resolve an additionalrelaxation

m echanism caused by the rapid reorientation ofitsZFS.W ealso reportthe longestcoherence tim e

(T 2)everobserved fora m olecularelectron spin,being 0.25 m sat170K .

PACS num bers:76.30.-v,81.05.Tp

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theencapsulationofatom icnitrogenwithin afullerene
shield hasprovided a uniquely robustm olecularelectron
spin [1]. Its unique relaxation properties have enabled
theobservationsofa noveltypeofelectron spin echo en-
velopem odulation (ESEEM )[2]and attracted attention
asa potentialem bodim entofa bitofquantum inform a-
tion [3].

In high spin system s (S � 1) in liquid solution, a
uctuating zero �eld splitting (ZFS)hashabitually been
cited asthe dom inantrelaxation m echanism since tran-
sition m etalionswere�rststudied by EPR [4,5].W hen
relaxation in N@ C60 (which haselectron spin S = 3=2)
was�rststudied,itwasthereforenaturalto assum ethat
the sam e ZFS m echanism applied [6]. However,to date
there has been little evidence to support this hypothe-
sis. For exam ple,no tem perature dependence has been
reported for N@ C60 in solution;such a study is critical
in determ ining unam biguously which relaxation m echa-
nism s are relevant. M easurem ents have been reported
in CS2 and toluene solutions [7];however,the analysis
ofthese resultsignored the e�ectsofm agnetic nucleiin
toluene,which we have found to contribute signi�cantly
to therelaxation [8].Finally,thepreviousm easurem ents
were perform ed using fullerene solutionsthatwere su�-
ciently concentrated for(C60)n aggregatesto form ,so it
isdi�culttoconcludewhichphase(liquid orsolid)there-
ported T1/T2 tim escorrespond to [9].Consequently,the
favoured relaxation m odelofa zero-�eld splitting (ZFS)
uctuation has little direct evidence to support it,and
m ustbe critically re-evaluated.

In this letter we report relaxation tim es for both
N@ C60 and N@ C70 in CS2 solution,which,conveniently,
lacks nuclear spins in the dom inant isotopes ofits con-
stituents. W e �nd that the tem perature dependence of

FIG .1: Continuous wave EPR spectrum ofN@ C 60 in CS2

at room tem perature. Each line in the triplet signalis la-

beled with the corresponding projection M I ofthe
14
N nu-

clear spin. M easurem ent param eters: m icrowave frequency,

9.67 G Hz;m icrowave power,0.5 �W ;m odulation am plitude,

2 m G ;m odulation frequency,1.6 kHz.

the relaxation tim es is inconsistent with the previously
proposed ZFS m echanism ,and suggestan alternate O r-
bach relaxation m echanism . W e extract an energy gap
which m atcheswellthe �rstexcited vibrationalstate of
the fullerenecage.

M A T ER IA LS A N D M ET H O D S

High-purity endohedralN@ C60 wasprepared [10],dis-
solved in CS2 to a �nal fullerene concentration of 1-
2� 1015/cm 3,freeze-pum ped in threecyclestorem oveoxy-
gen, and �nally sealed in a quartz EPR tube. The
fullereneconcentration used (� 1�M )waswellbelow the
clusterform ation threshold [9].Sam pleswere0.7-1.4 cm
long,and contained approxim ately 5� 1013 N@ C60 spins.
Pulsed EPR m easurem entswere perform ed using an X-
band Bruker Elexsys580e spectrom eter, equipped with
a nitrogen-ow cryostat. T2 and T1 tim es were m ea-
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sured using 2-pulse(Hahn)electron spin echo (ESE)and
inversion recovery experim ents, respectively. The �=2
and � pulse durations were 56 and 112 ns respectively.
Phase cycling wasused to elim inate the contribution of
unwanted freeinduction decay (FID)signals.
Figure1 showsthe continuous-waveEPR spectrum of

N@ C60 in CS2 at room tem perature. The spectrum is
centered on the electron g-factor g = 2:0036 and com -
prisesthree narrow lines(linewidth < 0:3 �T)resulting
from the hyper�ne coupling to 14N [11]. The relevant
isotropic spin Ham iltonian (in angular frequency units)
is

H 0 = !eSz � !IIz + a�~S�~I; (1)

where!e = g�B 0=~ and !I = gI�nB 0=~ aretheelectron
and 14N nuclear Zeem an frequencies,g and gI are the
electron and nuclear g-factors,� and �n are the Bohr
and nuclearm agnetons,~ isPlanck’sconstantand B 0 is
them agnetic�eld applied along z-axisin the laboratory
fram e.Eachhyper�neline(m arkedin Fig.1with M I = 0
and � 1)involvesthe three allowed electron spin transi-
tions �M S = 1 within the S = 3=2 m ultiplet. These
electron spin transitions rem ain degenerate for M I = 0
but splitinto three lines for M I = � 1. This additional
splitting of0.9 �T originatesfrom the second orderhy-
per�necorrectionsand leadsto a m odulation oftheelec-
tron spin echo decay [2].

R ELA X A T IO N O F N @ C 60 IN C S2

Spin relaxation tim es T1 and T2 for N@ C60 in CS2,
m easured on thecentralM I = 0hyper�neline,areshown
on a logarithm ic scale in Figure 2 for a range oftem -
peratures (160K to 300K ),dem onstrating an exponen-
tialtem peraturedependenceand aroughlyconstantratio
T2 � (2=3)T1 overthefulltem peraturerange.Thiscon-
trastswith previous�ndingswhich reported no tem pera-
turedependenceforT2 [3].Below 160K ,theCS2 solvent
freezesasa polycrystal,leaving regionsofhigh fullerene
concentration around grain boundaries. This dram ati-
cally increases the localspin concentration,and T2 be-
com esextrem ely shortdue to dipolarspin coupling (the
so-called instantaneousdi�usion e�ect[12,13,14]).
As this is an S = 3=2 spin system ,one m ightexpect

severaldi�erent relaxation tim es corresponding to the
di�erent �M S = 1 transitions. However,in the exper-
im ents presented in Figure 2, alldecays were wellde-
scribed by m onoexponentials. G iven two sim ilar expo-
nentialdecays,itis notoriously di�cult to extractany-
thing other than a single,average decay constant from
an exponential�t.Here,wetakeadvantageofa recently
reported m echanism forelectron spin echoenvelopem od-
ulation (ESEEM )[2]to separatetherelaxation tim esfor
di�erentelectron transitions.Thism odulation generates

FIG . 2: Electron spin relaxation tim es (T 1 and T 2) of

N@ C 60 in CS2,m easured using the centralM I = 0 line.The

ratio T 2 � (2=3)T 1 is m aintained over the fulltem perature

range forwhich the solventrem ainsliquid.

an echo intensity for transitions on the M I = � 1 lines
which variesasa function ofthe delay tim e,�,as

VM I= � 1(�)= 2+ 3cos2��: (2)

The oscillating com ponentarisesfrom the ‘outer’coher-
ences (from the M S = � 3=2 :� 1=2 transitions),whilst
the unm odulated com ponent arises from the ‘inner’co-
herences (from the M S = + 1=2 :� 1=2 transition). If
T2 relaxation isincluded,Eq.2 transform sto:

VM I= � 1(�)= 2exp(� 2�=T2;i)+ 3exp(� 2�=T2;o)cos2��;
(3)

whereT2;iand T2;o aretherelaxation tim esofthe‘inner’
and ‘outer’coherences,respectively. Thus,by �tting to
the m odulated ESEEM decay,the individualrelaxation
tim esT2;i and T2;o can be extracted. T1 and T2 tim es
m easured forthehigh-�eld (M I = � 1)hyper�nelineare
shown in Figure3.T1 wasm easured in thestandard way
(inversion recovery),and so only one(average)valuewas
obtained.
ThebehaviourofT1 appearsidenticalforboth central

and high-�eld lines,indicating thatrelaxation caused by
thehyper�neinteraction with thenitrogen nuclearspin is
negligible.TheT2;i m easured on thehigh-�eld M I = � 1
hyper�ne line correlates closely with the T2 m easured
on the centralM I = 0 line. Rem arkably,both ofthese
T2 tim es rem ain approxim ately 2/3 ofT1 over the full
tem peraturerangestudied.Forthehigh-�eld line,thera-
tio ofT2;o to T2;i also staysconstantatabout2/3.The
factthatcertain ratiosbetween T1,T2;i and T2;o rem ain
constantovera broad tem perature range isa strong in-
dication thatallofthese relaxation tim esarelim ited by
thesam em echanism .In thefollowing section,wereview
di�erentrelaxation m echanism swhich m ightaccountfor
the observed tem peraturedependence.



3

160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300

100T
im

e
 (

μ
s
)

 

Temperature (K)

 T2,i (MI = -1)

 T2,o (MI = -1)

 T1 (MI = -1)

50

500

 T1 (MI = 0)

 T2 (MI = 0)

FIG . 3: Electron spin relaxation tim es (T 1 and T 2) of

N@ C 60 inCS2,m easured using the high �eld M I = � 1 line.

ESEEM is used to resolve the individualdecay rates ofthe

innerand outercoherences (see Eq.3). D ashed curvesshow

corresponding data taken for the centralM I = 0 line, for

com parison.

ZFS uctuations

Spin relaxation is m anifested in uctuating term s in
the spin Ham iltonian and arises from uctuating m ag-
neticdipoles(eithernuclearorelectronic),and otherm o-
tions causing variations in the interactionsbetween the
spin and itsenvironm ent.Thetrappingofendohedralni-
trogen in a high sym m etry environm entsuppressesm ost
of the conventionalspin relaxation m echanism s (zero-
�eld splitting (ZFS) interaction, anisotropic g m atrix,
electron-nucleardipolarcouplingand nuclearquadrupole
interaction). Indeed, it has been proposed that the
dom inantrelaxation processarisesfrom sm alldeviations
from this idealsym m etric environm ent,caused by cage
deform ations from collisions with solvent m olecules [1].
For exam ple, the m odulation ofthe hyper�ne interac-
tion through such collisionsisa possiblerelaxation path-
way. This was dism issed in earlierreports on the basis
thatthe expected M I dependence oflinewidth thatthis
m echanism predictsisnotobserved [1]. However,asall
linewidths are likely to be instrum entally lim ited, this
observation did notconstitute a rigorousconfutation.

The m echanism favoured in the literature is that of
a ZFS uctuation,again caused by deform ation ofthe
sphericalC60 cage through solventcollisions [6]. G iven
the concentrations of fullerene solution that were re-
ported in theseearlierstudies,alargeam ountoffullerene
aggregation isexpected [9]and so itisunlikely thatthe
N@ C60 m olecules being studied had any direct contact
with solvents. Nevertheless,deform ations ofthe cage,
through whichever m echanism (such as collisions with
otherC60 m oleculesin thecluster),willgiveriseto som e
tim e-varying ZFS.Alternatively,ZFS uctuations m ay

resultfrom rotationaltum bling in m oleculesthathavea
perm anentnon-zeroZFS (such asin N@ C70).In thecase
ofa degenerateS = 3=2 system ,a uctuating ZFS term
leads,in general,to two di�erentdecoherencetim es[15],

(T2;i)
� 1 =

4

5
D

2
eff

�
�c

1+ !2e�
2
c

+
�c

1+ 4!2e�2c

�

(4)

(T2;o)
� 1 =

4

5
D

2
eff

�

�c +
�c

1+ !2e�
2
c

�

; (5)

for the transitions that we refer to here as ‘inner’and
‘outer’respectively. D 2

eff
= D 2 + 3E 2,D and E are

the coupling and rhom bicity ZFS param eters,�c is the
correlationtim eoftheuctuations,and !e istheelectron
spin transition frequency.
The predicted T1 tim esarising from the sam e m echa-

nism are:

(T1;i)
� 1 =

8

5
D

2
eff

�
�c

1+ !2e�
2
c

�

(6)

(T1;o)
� 1 =

8

5
D

2
eff

�
�c

1+ 4!2e�
2
c

�

(7)

The individualvalues ofT1;i and T1;o cannot be re-
solved in a sim ple inversion recovery experim ent, and
thusonly theiraveragecan be determ ined (with respec-
tiveweights2 and 3).
In thefasttum bling lim it(!e�c < < 1),thetheory pre-

dictsthesetwoT1 tim estobeidentical,and equaltoboth
typesofT2,contrary to ourobserved ratio of2/3.M ov-
ing away from the fast-tum bling lim it,values for D eff

and �c can be derived given any values for T1 and T2.
Sincetheratio between thesetim esisdictated purely by
�c,the factthatthe ratiosstay �xed im plies�c,the cor-
relation tim eoftheZFS uctuations,stays�xed overthe
broad tem perature range (160 to 300K ).This would be
surprising,as the viscosity ofCS2 changes by an order
ofm agnitudeoverthistem peraturerange[16].Thus,we
conclude that the previously suggested ZFS uctuation
m echanism cannotexplain theobserved tem peraturede-
pendenceofT1 and T2,northeirm utualcorrelation,and
thereforeseek alternativeexplanationsforthebehaviour
observed.

O rbach relaxation process

Thetem peraturedependenceofT1 iswelldescribed by
an O rbach relaxation m echanism (see Figure 4).Thisis
a two-phonon relaxation processwhoseenergiesarereso-
nantwith atransition toan excited electronicstate(i.e.a
vibrationalororbitalstatewhich liesoutsideofthespace
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FIG .4: The tem perature dependence of T 1 of N@ C 60 is

linear in Arrhenius coordinates,consistent with the O rbach

relaxation m echanism . An energy gap � = 32(1) m eV

� 375K can be extracted. Because we cannot m ake a low-

tem peratureapproxim ation in thiscase,thestandard O rbach

plot oflog(1/T 1) vs. 1/T m ust be adjusted to include the

constant ofproportionality,A (see Eq.8). The plot is then

recursively �tto �ne-tuneA and obtain theslope,�=k.T 1 is

given in m icroseconds.

considered by the spin Ham iltonian). The T1 tem pera-
turedependenceisdictated bythedistribution ofphonon
energies,and isofthe form :

T1 = A (e� =kT
� 1); (8)

where � is the energy gap to the excited state and A

is som e constant which involves term s associated with
spin-orbitcoupling (and thereforewith theZFS,14N hy-
per�necouplingand g-tensorin theexcited state)[17].A
�tto thedata in Figure4 yields� = 32(1)m eV.Thisis
a closem atch to theenergy ofthe�rstvibrationalm ode
ofC60 (273 cm � 1,or 34 m eV) which has been theoret-
ically calculated and observed by Ram an spectroscopy
ofC60 in CS2 solution at 300K [18,19,20],indicating
that this m ay be a vibrationalspin-orbit O rbach pro-
cess[21,22].This�rstexcited vibrationalm ode,term ed
H g(1),breaks the sphericalsym m etry ofthe m olecule,
reducing it to axial. The sm alldi�erence between �
observed here com pared with that seen in the Ram an
spectroscopy ofC60 could bedueto a shiftin vibrational
energiesdue to the presence ofthe endohedralnitrogen
atom .

The strong correlations observed in the tem perature
dependence of T1, T2;i and T2;o indicate that the
T2 tim es are also lim ited by the O rbach m echanism .
However,no detailed O rbach theory hasbeen developed
for high-spin system s | developing such a theory lies
beyond the scopeofthe currentwork.
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FIG . 5: Tem perature dependence of T 1 and T 2 tim es for

N@ C 70 in CS2.Forcom parison,dashed linesshow linear�ts

to thecorresponding data forN@ C 60 in CS2 (from Figure3).

R ELA X A T IO N O F N @ C 70 IN C S2

The Ram an spectrum ofC70 is very sim ilar to that
ofC60,while itsrugby ballshape providesa perm anent
non-zero ZFS to an endohedralspin.N@ C70 istherefore
an idealcandidate to further com pare the m echanism s
ofa vibrationalO rbach relaxation with one induced by
ZFS uctuations (here,caused by m olecular rotations).
Using the m ethodsoutlined above,we m easured T2 (for
both the inner and outer coherences)and T1,shown in
Figure5.

The tem perature dependence ofT1 is sim ilar to that
seen for N@ C60 in CS2. The �rst excited vibrational
m odeofC70 isonly about1.7 m eV lowerin energy than
theequivalentm odein C60 [23].Consistentwith this,the
T1 tem perature dependence seen for N@ C70 is slightly
weaker than m easured on the outer line of N@ C60,
though the di�erence fallswithin experim entalerror.

W hile T2;i here bears a strong resem blance to that
seen forN@ C60,T2;o forN@ C70 showsa non-m onotonic
tem peraturedependence,peaking around 230K .W enow
show thatthis behaviourcan be explained by the pres-
ence ofthe built-in ZFS in N@ C70,and by the change
ofrotationalm obility ofthe m olecule as the tem pera-
ture drops. An estim ate ofthe built-in ZFS param eter
in N@ C70 has been reported by aligning the m olecules
in a liquid crystal,and was found to be D = 2:5 M Hz
(0.8 G ) [24]. However, due to the uncertainty in the
order param eter (O 33),this value should be considered
as a lower lim it ofthe true ZFS param eter. At higher
tem peratures(i.e.in the fast-tum bling regim e)thisZFS
is averaged out su�ciently so that allrelaxation tim es
areidenticalto thoseforN@ C60.However,upon cooling
below 250K ,the viscosity ofCS2 risessharply [16],thus
slowingtheN@ C70 tum blingrateand resultingin incom -
pleteaveraging oftheZFS.W esim ulatethise�ectusing
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FIG .6: Com parison ofT 2 tim es for N@ C 70 in CS2 solution

with the m odel described in the text. The curves labeled

‘ZFS’are derived from Eqs.4 { 7. The ‘Total’�t to T 2;o is

achieved by com bining the relaxation rate from the uctuat-

ing ZFS m odel,with an intrinsic decay taken to be 2/3 of

T 2;i. The only free param eter in the m odelwas a constant

ZFS param eter,D . The contribution ofthe ZFS m odelto

T 2;i and both T 1 isshown to be negligible (top panel).

Equations4 and 5 and �nd thatwhileT2;o isa�ected by
thism echanism ,both T2;i and T1 arenot.
In thissim ulation weassum ethattworelaxation m ech-

anism sareinvolved.O neistheO rbachm echanism which
produces the correlations T2;i=T1 = T2;o=T2;i = 2=3
overthe fulltem perature range studied,asobserved for
N@ C60. The second isthe m echanism due to ZFS uc-
tuation, described above. The Stokes-Einstein-Debye
m odel,

�r =
4��a3

3kT
; (9)

and experim entalvaluesforthe viscosity ofCS2 [16]are
used to obtain the rotationalcorrelation tim e,�r,as a
function oftem perature.Thee�ectiveradiusofC70 was
taken to be 5:4 �A [25].The experim entaldata werewell
�t by this m odel,using only one �tting param eter,D
(given the axialsym m etry ofC70,we assum e E = 0).
The resultisshown in Figure6,wherethe best-�tvalue
for D is 5.5 M Hz (2 G ).This value is large com pared
with estim atesdescribed in the literature [24],however,
it is consistent with values for D m easured with other
m odi�cations ofN@ C60 (for exam ple,D was m eausred

in N@ C60O to be 2.4 G [26]).
Figure 6 also shows that the ZFS m echanism a�ects

only T2;o,and does not produce a noticeable e�ect on
T2;i and T1.

C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary, we have reported the tem perature de-
pendences ofelectron spin relaxation in nitrogen doped
fullerenes,using ESEEM to resolve the relaxation rates
ofdi�erentcoherencesofthisS = 3=2spin.O ur�ndings
are contradictory with the previously suggested m ech-
anism ofa uctuating ZFS,which is often assum ed to
be the dom inant m echanism in allhigh spin (S � 1)
system s. Instead,the tem perature dependences we ob-
serve are strongly suggestive of an O rbach relaxation
m echanism ,via the �rstexcited vibrationalstate ofthe
fullerenem olecule.Thestudy ofelectron spin relaxation
in theasym m etricN@ C70 m oleculeperm itsusto distin-
guish this O rbach relaxation m echanism from a uctu-
ating ZFS m echanism . Additionally,the observation of
a coherence tim e (T2) in N@ C60 ofup to 0.25 m s,the
longestfor any m olecular electron spin,further em pha-
sisesthe im portance ofthism olecule forquantum infor-
m ation processing.Such tim esallow in excessof104 high
�delity quantum gate operations to be perform ed [27],
thusm eeting therequirem entsforquantum errorcorrec-
tion [28].
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