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EPR studiesofa Ni4 single-m oleculem agnetyield thezero-�eld-splitting (zfs)param eters,D ,B
0

4

and B
4

4,based on a giantspin approxim ation (G SA)with S = 4. Experim entson an isostructural

Ni-doped Zn4 crystalestablish theNi
II
ion zfsparam eters.The4

th
-orderzfsparam etersin theG SA

arise from the interplay between the Heisenberg interaction,Jŝ1 � ŝ2,and the 2
nd
-order single-ion

anisotropy,giving rise to m ixing ofhigherlying S 6= 4 statesinto the S = 4 state.Consequently,J

directly in
uencesthe zfsin the ground state,enabling itsdirectdeterm ination by EPR.

PACS num bers:75.50.X x,75.60.Jk,75.75.+ a,76.30.-v

The [Ni(hm p)(RO H)Cl]4 m olecule (abbreviated Ni4)

possessing the RO H = dm b ligand (Nidm b
4 [1,2,3,4,5])

represents a m odelsystem for carefully exam ining the

validity of the giant spin approxim ation (G SA) which

has been widely applied in the study ofsingle-m olecule

m agnets(SM M s)[6]. The G SA assum esthe totalspin,

S,ofthe m olecule to be a good quantum num ber,and

then m odelsthelowest-lying(2S+ 1)m agneticsub-levels

in term sofan e�ective spin Ham iltonian ofthe form :

Ĥ = D Ŝ
2
z + B

0
4Ô

0
4 + B

4
4Ô

4
4 + �B

~B �
$

g �Ŝ: (1)

The �rstthree term sparam eterize anisotropic m agnetic

interactionswhich lead to zero-�eld-splitting (zfs)ofthe

ground-statem ultiplet(seered linesin Fig.1forthecase

ofS = 4),e.g. spin-orbitcoupling,dipolarinteractions,

etc;here,we consider only 2nd and 4th-order operators

(see[6]forde�nitions)which arecom patiblewith theS4
sym m etry ofthe Nidm b

4 SM M .The �nalterm represents

the Zeem an interaction associated with the application

ofa m agnetic�eld,B ,where
$

g isthe Land�e g-tensor.

SM M s are de�ned by a dom inant 2nd-order uniaxial

anisotropy,D Ŝ2z,with D < 0 [6]. Nevertheless,weaker

4th-orderterm shavebeen shown to play a crucialrolein

the quantum dynam icsofseveralhigh-sym m etry SM M s

(especially M n12-acetate) [5,7,8,9],even though the

preciseorigin oftheseterm shasnotpreviously been un-

derstood [10]. In this letter,we show thathigher order

term s[O (2n),n > 1]arisenaturally in theG SA through

the interplay between intrinsic m agneto-anisotropy (at

thesitesofindividualm agneticionsin them olecule)and

inter-spin-state m ixing (controlled by exchange). These

�ndings raise questions concerning the validity of the

G SA,particularly in term sofitspredictivepowers.

The Nidm b
4 SM M isparticularly attractive forthisin-

vestigation.The fours= 1 NiII ionsreside on opposing

cornersofa slightly distorted cube(Fig.1 inset)[3,4,5].

DC susceptibility data (�M T)indicate a relatively large
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FIG .1:Field dependenceofthe81 eigenvaluescorresponding

to thefour-spin Ham iltonian (Eq.2).Thelowest9 levels(red

lines) can be m odeled by the G SA with S = 4 (Eq.1). The

insetshowsa schem atic ofthe cubic core ofthe Ni
dm b

4 SM M

(the blue spheresrepresentO ).

ground statespin ofS = 4forthem olecule,and areason-

able separation (� 35 K )between thisand higherlying

stateswith S < 4 [3,5]. These propertiescan be ratio-

nalized in term sofpureferrom agneticcoupling between

the NiII ions. In addition,e�ortsto �tlow-tem perature

electron param agnetic resonance(EPR)and m agnetiza-

tion data to theG SA (Eq.1 and red linesin Fig.1)have

been highly successful[1,2,3].Thus,Nidm b
4 displaysall

ofthehallm arksofa SM M ,yetitexhibitsunusually fast

m agneticquantum tunneling (M Q T)atzero �eld [5].

The G SA assum es S to be rigid, thereby ignoring

the internalm agnetic degreesoffreedom within a SM M

which can give rise to couplings to higher-lying states

(S� m ixing[11,12])thatm ay ultim ately in
uenceM Q T.

A m ore physical m odel, which takes into account zfs

interactions at the individualNiII sites,as wellas the

exchange coupling between individualm agnetic ions,is

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606252v1


2

given by the following Ham iltonian [11]:

Ĥ =
P

i

P

j> i

Jijŝi� ŝj

+
P

i

h

diŝ
2
zi+ ei

�

ŝ2xi� ŝ2yi

�

+ �B
~B �

$

gi� ŝi

i

:
(2)

Here,the ŝ�i (� = x;y;z)representspin projection oper-

ators,and ŝithetotalspin operator,correspondingtothe

individualNiII ions;di (< 0)and ei respectively param -

eterize the uniaxialand rhom bic zfs interactions in the

localcoordinate fram e ofeach NiII ion;likewise,
$

gi rep-

resents the Land�e g-tensor at each site;�nally,the Jij
param eterize the isotropic exchange couplings between

pairsofNiII ions.

ForNidm b
4 ,thedim ension ofthefour-spin Ham iltonian

m atrix(Eq.2)isjust[(2s+ 1)4]2 = 81� 81,which iseasily

handled by any m odern PC (in contrastto M n12-acetate

which has dim ension � 108 � 108 [13]). M ore im por-

tantly,the 3� 3 Ham iltonian m atrix associated with a

singleNiII ion containsonly twozfsparam eters,di and ei
(in addition to

$

gi). Furtherm ore,due to the high sym -

m etry ofthe m olecule,these m atrices are related sim -

ply by the S4 sym m etry operation,and the num ber of

exchange constants reduces to just two (J1 and J2,see

Fig.1 inset). Consequently, the four-spin m odelcon-

tains only a hand fullofparam eters,each ofwhich can

be determ ined independently, often by m ore than one

m ethod [1,2,3,4,5].Fig.1displaysthe81Zeem an-split

eigenvalues corresponding to the four-spin Ham iltonian

(Eq.2),using param eters obtained from �ts described

later. The lowest nine levels are fairly wellseparated

from higher lying states; these levels, which dom inate

theEPR spectrum ,can be equally welldescribed by the

Ham iltonian corresponding to Eq.1 with S = 4 [1,2,3].

Roughly20cm �1 abovethisground statem ultipletexists

a grouping of21 levelswhich can reasonably be treated

asthree separate S = 3 m ultiplets. There isthen a gap

to a m ore-or-less continuum oflevels. The notion ofa

wellde�ned spin quantum num ber becom es tenuous at

thispoint.

Thereareanum berofotherim portantreasonswhy we

chose to focus on the Nidm b
4 m em ber ofthe Ni4 fam ily.

To begin with,NiII is readily am enable to substitution

with non-m agneticZn.Thus,onecan synthesizecrystals

ofZndm b
4 lightly doped with NiII [4].Theresultisasm all

fraction ofpredom inantly s = 1 Zn3Nim agnetic species

diluted into a non-m agnetic host crystal. X-ray stud-

iesindicate thatthe structuresofthe Nidm b
4 and Zndm b

4

com plexesare virtually identical. Thus,EPR studiesof

the doped crystalsprovidevery reliable estim atesofthe

single-ion zfs param eters for NiII in the parent Nidm b
4

com pound (di,ei and
$

gi in Eq.2)[4].Anotherrem ark-

ablefeatureoftheNidm b
4 m em beroftheNi4 fam ilyisthat

itsstructurecontainsabsolutely nosolventofcrystalliza-

tion [3,4,5]. Thisisquite rare am ong SM M s,resulting
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FIG .2: (a) m S dependence ofthe zfs energies [between m S

and (m S + 1)]within theground statem ultiplet.Thedashed

curves show the zfs obtained from Eq.2 as a function ofJ.

Theinsetde�nestheEuleranglesrelating theNi
II
and m olec-

ular coordinates [4]. (b) D i�erence between the data in (a)

and the J = � 333 cm
�1

curve,em phasizing the non-linear

m S dependenceofthe zfsenergies.

in therem ovalofa m ajorsourceofdisorder.Indeed,we

believe that this is the prim ary reason why the Nidm b
4

com plex gives particularly sharp EPR spectra [14,15].

In contrast,allofthe othersolventcontaining Ni4 com -

plexesexhibitratherbroad EPR peaks[1].Detailsofthe

experim entalprocedures,including representative EPR

spectra,arepresented elsewhere[2,4,17].

W e begin by reviewing the results of single-crystal

high-frequency EPR studies ofNidm b
4 [1,2,3]. Based

on an analysis using the G SA (Eq.1),the lowest-lying

S = 4 m ultiplet is split by a dom inant axialzfs inter-

action with D = � 0:589(2) cm �1 . In the absence of

higher-orderterm s,thisinteraction producesa quadratic

dependence ofthe (2S + 1)zero-�eld eigenvalueson the

quantum num berm S,representing the projection ofthe

totalspin onto the easy-axis of the m olecule. Conse-

quently,the zfs between successive m S levels should be

linear in m S. It is these splittings that one m easures

in an EPR experim ent,albeitin a �nite m agnetic �eld.

However,using a m ulti-frequency approach,one can ex-
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FIG .3: Angle-dependence ofthe splitting ofthe lowest en-

ergy doublet(m S = � 4 in zero-�eld)asa function ofthe�eld

orientation within the hard plane.The thin curvesare sim u-

lationsusing Eq.2 with di�erentJ values(seeFig.2 forcolor

codes). The black and red data are the best �ts to Eqns.1

and 2,respectively.

trapolateeasy-axisdata(B k z)tozero-�eld,yieldingac-

curatedeterm inationsofthesesplittings[1];theseenergy

spacingsare plotted versusm S in Fig.2 forNidm b
4 . As

can beseen,thedependenceofthezfsvalueson m S isnot

linear. O ne can obtain agreem entto within experim en-

talerrorby including the 4th-orderaxialzfsinteraction

B 0
4Ô

0
4 (/ Ŝ4z)in the G SA,with B

0
4 = � 1:2� 10�4 cm �1

(blackdatain Fig.2[1]).TheŜ4z operatorproducesquar-

ticm S correctionsto thezero-�eld eigenvaluesand,thus,

cubiccorrectionsto thezfs,asseen in the�gure.Unlike

the 2nd-order term ,which can easily be understood as

originating from the 2nd-orderzfsinteractionsatthe in-

dividualNiII sites,the 4th-orderterm in the G SA does

not have any obvious physicalm eaning. In this sense,

it is nothing m ore than an adjustable param eter in an

e�ective m odel(Eq.1). Aswe willsee below,thisnon-

linearm S dependenceofthezfsvaluesisdirectly related

to S-m ixing [11].

The four-fold (S4) sym m etry of the Nidm b
4 m olecule

forbids2nd-orderzfsinteractionswhich break axialsym -

m etry. Indeed, we �nd no evidence for such interac-

tions based on EPR experim ents conducted as a func-

tion ofthe�eld orientation within the hard plane.How-

ever,averypronounced four-fold m odulation ofthespec-

trum is observed, which can be explained by the 4th-

order B 4
4Ô

4
4 [� 1

2
B 4
4(Ŝ

4
x + Ŝ4y)]term in the G SA,with

B 4
4 = � 4� 10�4 cm �1 [2]. Although thisinteraction is

allowed by sym m etry,itisnotobvioushow itrelatesto

theunderlying anisotropy associated with theindividual

NiII ions. Nevertheless,it does explain the fast M Q T

observed in this and other Ni4 com plexes [2,5]. W hen

treated as a perturbation to the axialzfs Ham iltonian,

(Ŝ4x + Ŝ4y)connectsstatesthatdi�erin m S by � 4 in �rst

order and,therefore,lifts the degeneracy ofthe lowest

lying m S = � 4 statesin 2nd order,leading to a tunnel

splitting oforder 10 M Hz. This is an extrem ely large

intrinsic tunnelsplitting in com parison to otherSM M s,

and can be understood asarising because ofthe coinci-

denceofthem ultiplicity oftheground state(2S + 1 = 9)

and thefour-fold sym m etry,which givesrisetoaleading-

ordero�-diagonalzfsinteraction which isfourth orderin

the spin operators,i.e. (Ŝ4x + Ŝ4y) is extrem ely e�ective

atconnecting the m S = � 4 states.

W e now attem ptto understand the physicalbasisfor

theexistenceoftheaxialand transverse4th-orderzfsin-

teractions(B 0
4Ô

0
4 and B

4
4Ô

4
4)deduced on thebasisofthe

G SA.From previousstudies ofa Nidoped Zndm b
4 crys-

tal,wedeterm ined notonlythezfsparam etersassociated

with the NiII ions,butalso the orientationsofthe local

m agneticaxesassociated with theseinteractionsrelative

to the crystallographicaxes[4]. However,the key point

isthattheHam iltonian m atricesfortheindividuals= 1

NiII ions have dim ensions 3 � 3. Therefore,term s ex-

ceeding 2nd-order in the single-spin operators (̂s2ix, ŝ
2
iy,

etc.) are com pletely unphysical. If one assum es that

the ground state forthe Nidm b
4 m olecule correspondsto

a rigid S = 4 spin,one can then project the single-ion

anisotropiesonto the S = 4 state using irreducible ten-

sor operatorm ethods [4]. However,after rotating from

localto m olecularcoordinates,the projection isnothing

m ore than a sum m ation ofthe individualzfs m atrices.

Consequently,such a procedure does notproduce term s

oforder four in the spin operators [4]. Therefore,the

need to include 4th-orderzfs interactionsin an analysis

ofthe EPR data for Nidm b
4 m ay be taken as evidence

for a breakdown ofthe G SA.W e note that agreem ent

in term s ofthe 2nd-order param eters is very good. In

particular,the m olecularD value agreesto within 10%

with thevalueobtained from projection ofthesingle-ion

anisotropies onto the S = 4 state [4]. In addition,al-

though the single-ions experience a signi�cant rhom bic

zfs interaction (e=d � 0:23), sym m etry considerations

guaranteeitscancelation when projected onto theS = 4

state. Therefore,this approach is com pletely unable to

accountforthe M Q T in Nidm b
4 .

In view ofthe above,one is forced to use a m ore re-

alistic Ham iltonian (Eq.2)which takesinto accountall

spin states ofthe m olecule. The isotropic exchange in-

teraction,Jij,in Eq.2 connectsstateshaving the sam e

spin-projection [12]. Consequently,it does not operate

between states within a given spin m ultiplet,it sim ply

liftsdegeneraciesbetween stateswith di�erentm ultiplic-

ity (see Fig.1). The addition ofanisotropic term s to

Eq.2 resultsin zfswithin each m ultipletwhich,in turn,

givesriseto weakerm S-dependentcorrectionsto theex-

change splittings. Thus,we see thatJ directly m odi�es

thezfsenergieswithin a given spin m ultipletvia interac-
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tions(S-m ixing)with nearby excited spin states.In the

lim itJ > > donecan expectthesecorrectionstobenegli-

gible.However,in thepresentcase,whereJ=d � 1:3,one

can expect these correctionsto be signi�cant. Further-

m ore,sincethecorrectionsinvolvehigherorderprocesses

whereby theunderlyinganisotropicinteractionsfeedback

into them selves via exchange coupling to nearby spin-

m ultiplets, it is clear that this willgenerate ‘e�ective’

interactionsthatare4th-order(i.e.2nd-ordersquared)in

thespin operators(aswellashigherorderterm s).How-

ever,these 4th-order interactions have no realphysical

basis other than that they arise due to the com peting

isotropic and anisotropicinteractionsin Eq.2,resulting

in S-m ixing.

The in
uence of J on the lowest lying (nom inally

S = 4)m ultipletisabundantly apparentin Fig.2,where

we com pare zfs energies determ ined via the four-spin

Ham iltonian (Eq.2)fordi�erentvaluesofthe exchange

interaction strength,with those determ ined experim en-

tally (bluedata points)and from a �tto theexperim en-

taldata using the G SA (Eq.1,black data points). The

m agnitudes ofd = � 4:73 cm �1 and e = � 1:19 cm �1

wereestablished from com bined �tsto both easy-axiszfs

data (red pointsin Fig.2),and from hard-planerotation

m easurem ents ofthe four-fold oscillation ofthe ground

statesplitting (Fig.3,seealso [2]).W em adeonesim pli-

fying assum ption by setting J1 = J2 = J,based on DC

�M T data [16]. Regardless,this in no way invalidates

the m ain conclusion ofthisletter:nam ely,thatJ in
u-

encesthe ground state zfsthrough S-m ixing.The polar

angle,� (see Fig.2 inset),between the localNiII-ion z-

axesand the crystallographicz-axiswas�xed at15� on

the basis ofthe Ni/Zn studies [4]. W e additionally in-

cluded a dipolarcoupling (notshown in Eq.2)between

thefourNiII ionsusing precisecrystallographicdata and

no additionalfree param eters [11]. The rem aining free

param eterswere gx = gy = 2:23,gz = 2:25 and an ad-

ditionalEuler angle (� = 59�) illustrated in the inset

to Fig.2. A m ore in-depth accountofthe �tting proce-

durewillbegiven elsewhere[17].Theobtained valueofd

agreesto within 12% with thevaluedeterm ined indepen-

dently from m easurem entson the Ni-doped Zn4 crystal

[d = � 5:30(5) cm �1 ]; the rem aining param eters agree

to within the experim entalerror [e = � 1:20(2) cm �1 ,

gx = gy = 2:20(5),gz = 2:30(5)].

O ne can clearly see that,by reducing the separation

between the ground S = 4 m ultipletand the lowestex-

cited states(by reducing J),onecan reproduceboth the

nonlinear m S dependence of the zfs energies (Fig.2),

which was attributed to the B 0
4 term in the G SA [1],

and thefour-fold oscillation oftheground-statesplitting

observed from hard-plane m easurem ents(Fig.3),which

wasattributed to B 4
4 [2]. Thisisquite a rem arkable re-

sult,because it im plies that one can deduce J directly

from thespectroscopicinform ation obtained via an EPR

experim ent. Indeed, the value ofJ = � 5:9 cm �1 de-

term ined from these �ts is in good agreem entwith the

valueof� 7:05 cm �1 deduced on thebasisof�tsto �M T

data to Eq.2 [16]. Allof the apparent 4th-order be-

haviorvanishesifone setsJ > > d,asexpected in such

a lim it in which the ground state spin value is a good

quantum num ber (due to the absence ofS-m ixing). In

the opposite extrem e (J � � 3 cm �1 ),we start to see

evidence foreven higherordercorrectionsto the zfsen-

ergies(6th order).A cubic polynom ialexhibitsonly one

turning point (at m S = � 0:5 in Fig.2), whereas the

green data in Fig.2 clearly display m orethan one turn-

ing point when one recognizes that allofthese curves

m ustbe antisym m etric aboutm S = � 0:5. Therefore,it

is apparent that one should not lim it the G SA to 4th-

order term s for SM M s with relatively low-lying excited

spin states. In fact,one cannot rule out equally good

�ts to experim entaldata which include 6th and higher-

orderzfsinteractions.Consequently,oneshould becare-

fulabout m aking predictions on the basis ofthe G SA,

particularly atvastly di�erentenergy scalescom pared to

the experim ents used to establish the G SA zfs param e-

ters (e.g. EPR vs. M Q T).Indeed,we �nd a di�erence

ofalm osta factorof10 between theground-statetunnel

splittingsdeduced from Eqs.1 and 2 using theoptim um

zfsparam etersforNidm b
4 . W e note thatthe situation in

Ni4 isnotdissim ilarto m any otherSM M s,including the

m ostwidely studied M n12-acetate,forwhich sim ilar4
th-

order zfs interactions and low-lying excited spin states

arefound [18,19].

Finally,we note that the m ost unam biguous m ethod

for estim ating exchange couplings in polynuclear m etal

com plexesinvolvesdeterm iningtheexactlocationsofex-

cited spin m ultiplets. However,the m agnetic-dipole se-

lection ruleforbidstransitionsbetween stateswith di�er-

entm ultiplicity. Therefore,such an undertaking isusu-

ally only possible using neutrons[19]. However,Figs.2

and 3 clearly show thatJ can be estim ated on the basis

ofzfsofthe lowestlying m ultiplet.Due to the resultant

S-m ixing,it m ay be feasible to observe inter-spin-state

EPR transitionsdirectly via far-infrared techniques.
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