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EPR studiesofa N i single-m olecule m agnet yield the zero— eld-splitting (zfs) param eters, D , B 2
and Bf, based on a giant spin approxin ation (GSA) wih S = 4. Experin ents on an isostructural
N idoped Zn, crystalestablish the N i ion zfs param eters. T he 4™ -order zfs param eters in the G SA

arise from the Interplay between the H eisenberg interaction, J$:;

8, and the 2"%-order single-ion

anisotropy, giving rise to m ixing of higher lIying S € 4 states into the S = 4 state. C onsequently, J
directly in uences the zfs in the ground state, enabling its direct determ ination by EPR .

PACS numbers: 75.50X x, 75.60.Jk, 75.75+ a, 76 30 ~

The Nifmp) ROH)C1; molcul (abbreviated Ni)
possessing the ROH = dmb Jgand v £~* [i1,H,[,4,H)
represents a m odel system for carefully exam ining the
validity of the giant spin approxin ation (G SA) which
has been widely applied in the study of single-m olecule
m agnets (SM M s) E]. The G SA assum es the total spin,
S, of the m olecule to be a good quantum number, and
then m odels the lowest-lying (2S + 1) m agnetic sub—levels
In temm s of an e ective spin H am iltonian ofthe fom :

A

H=08?+BY%+BiCi+ sB g $: @)
The st three term s param eterize anisotropic m agnetic
Interactions which lead to zero— eld-splitting (zfs) of the
ground-statem ultiplet (see red linesin Fig.1 forthe case
of S = 4), eg. soin-orbi coupling, dipolar interactions,
etc; here, we consider only 2°¢ and 4™ -order operators
(see E] for de nitions) which are com patible w ith the S4
symm etry of the N£{™° SMM .The naltem represents
the Zeem an interaction associated w ith the application
ofamagnetic eld, B, where $g is the Lande g-tensor.
SMM s are de ned by a dom nant 2"%-order uniaxial
anisotropy, D $2, with D < 0 1. Neverthelss, weaker
P _order tem s have been shown to play a crucial role in
the quantum dynam ics of several high-symm etry SM M s
(esoecially M n,,-acetate) E, ﬂ, E, E], even though the
precise origin of these term s has not previously been un—
derstood [10]. In this ktter, we show that higher order
term s O (2n), n > 1]arise naturally in the G SA through
the interplay between intrinsic m agneto-anisotropy (at
the sites of individualm agnetic ions in them olecule) and
Inter-spin-state m ixing (controlled by exchange). T hese
ndings raise questions conceming the validiy of the
G SA , particularly in tem s of its predictive pow ers.
TheN£"P SMM isparticularly attractive for this in-
vestigation. The ur s = 1 N i’ jons reside on opposing
comers ofa slightly distorted cube Fig.1 set) 3,14,081.
D C susceptbility data ( v T) Indicate a relatively large
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FIG .1: Fild dependence of the 81 eigenvalues corresponding
to the our-spin H am itonian Eq.H). The owest 9 levels (red
lines) can bem odeld by the GSA with S = 4 Eq.0). The
inset show s a schem atic of the cubic core of the N §°° SM M
(the blue spheres represent 0 ).

ground state spin ofS = 4 orthem olecule, and a reason—
able separation ( 35 K ) between this and higher lying
stateswih S < 4 E,E]. T hese properties can be ratio—
nalized in tem s of pure ferrom agnetic coupling betw een
the N i ions. Tn addition, e orts to t low -tem perature
electron param agnetic resonance EPR) and m agnetiza—
tion data to the G SA Eq.[ and red lines in Fig.[Ol) have
been highly successfiul f1,[,[3]. Thus, N£7® displaysall
ofthe hallm arksofa SM M , yet it exhbisunusually fast
m agnetic quantum tunneling M QT) at zero eld E].

The GSA assumes S to be rigid, thereby ignoring
the Intemalm agnetic degrees of freedom within a SM M
which can give rise to couplings to higherlying states
(S m ixing E','ﬂ]) thatm ay ultim ately in uenceM QT .
A more physical m odel, which takes into account zfs
interactions at the individual N ! sites, as well as the
exchange coupling between individualm agnetic ions, is
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given by the follow ing H am iltonian [11]:

p B’ . e
+ A&+te &, & + B g; $:

Here, the$ ; ( = x;y;2z) represent soin pro gction oper-
ators, and $; the totalspin operator, corresponding to the
individualN i? ions; d; < 0) and e; respectively param —
eterize the uniaxial and rhombic zfs Interactions in the
Iocal coordinate fram e of each N 17 ion; likew ise, g; rep—
resents the Lande g-tensor at each site; nally, the Jjj
param eterize the isotropic exchange couplings between
pairs of N i* ions.

ForN £™?, the din ension of the fourspin Ham itonian
matrix €q.l) is st [@s+ 1)*F = 81 81,which iseasily
handled by any m odem PC (in contrast to M n;,-acetate
which has dinension ~ 10®  10% [13]). M ore inpor-
tantly, the 3 3 Ham iltonian m atrix associated w ith a
single N ! jon containsonly two zfsparam eters, d; and e;
(h addition to ‘g;). Furthem ore, due to the high sym —
m etry of the m olecule, these m atrices are related sim —
ply by the S; symm etry operation, and the num ber of
exchange constants reduces to jist two (J; and J,, see
Fig.[ inset). Consequently, the fur-spin m odel con—
tains only a hand full of param eters, each of which can
be detemm ined independently, often by m ore than one
methed [1,12,13,14,15]. Fig.[ll displays the 81 Zeam an-split
eigenvalues corresponding to the four-soin Ham itonian
Eq.D), using param eters cbtained from ts describbed
later. The lowest nine kvels are fairly well separated
from higher lying states; these levels, which dom inate
the EPR spectrum , can be equally well described by the
Ham iltonian corresponding to Eq.@lwih S = 4 [1,14,13].
Roughly 20 an ! above this ground statem ultiplet exists
a grouping of 21 levels which can reasonably be treated
as three separate S = 3 multiplets. There is then a gap
to a m oreorless continuum of levels. The notion of a
well de ned spin quantum num ber becom es tenuous at
this point.

T here are a num ber of other in portant reasonswhy we
chose to Pcus on the N #°P member of the Ni; fam ily.
To begin with, N is readily am enable to substitution
w ith non-m agnetic Zn. T hus, one can synthesize crystals
ofZnd™® lightly doped w th N #* 4]. The resut isa small
fraction of predom inantly s = 1 Zn3N im agnetic species
dilited into a non-m agnetic host crystal. X-ray stud-
jes indicate that the structures of the N §™® and zZn¢™®
com plexes are virtually identical. Thus, EPR studies of
the doped crystals provide very reliable estin ates of the
single—~on zfs param eters or Ni#' in the parent N P
com pound (d;, e; and sgi in Eq.B) E]. Another rem ark—
able fature ofthe N £ P m em beroftheN i fam ily isthat
its structure contains absolutely no solvent of crystalliza—
tion [3,14,18]. This is quite rare am ong SM M s, resulting
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FIG.2: (@) ms dependence of the zfs energies petween m s

and (m s + 1)]wihin the ground state m ultiplet. T he dashed
curves show the zfs obtained from Eq.[ as a function of J.
The nset de nesthe Euler anglks relating the N 7 and m olec—
ular coordinates 4]. () D i erence between the data In (@)

and the J = 333 an ' curve, em phasizing the non-linear
m s dependence of the zfs energies.

In the rem ovalofa m a pr source of disorder. Indeed, we
believe that this is the prim ary reason why the N ™%
com plex gives particularly sharp EPR spectra [14, [15].
In contrast, all of the other solvent containing N i; com —
plexesexhibit ratherbroad EPR peaks [1]. D etails ofthe
experin ental procedures, incliding representative EPR
spectra, are presented elsew here [4,14,117].

W e begin by review ng the results of single—crystal
high-frequency EPR studies of N§™® [1, |4, |3]. Based
on an analysis using the GSA €Eq.[), the lowest-lying
S = 4 multiplet is split by a dom inant axial zfs inter—
action with D = 03589@2) an !. In the absence of
higher-order tem s, this interaction produces a quadratic
dependence of the 2S + 1) zero— eld eigenvalues on the
quantum numberm g, representing the pro fction of the
total spin onto the easy-axis of the molecule. Conse-
quently, the zfs between successive m 5 levels should be
linear in mg. It is these solittings that one m easures
In an EPR experin ent, albeit In a nie magnetic eld.
H owever, using a m ulti-frequency approach, one can ex—
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FIG . 3: Angledependence of the splitting of the lowest en-
ergy doublkt (ms = 4 in zero— eld) asa function ofthe eld
ordentation w ithin the hard plane. The thin curves are sin u-
lations using Eq.Aw ith di erent J values (see F ig.[d or color
codes). The black and red data are the best ts to Eqns.[l
and [, respectively.

trapolate easy-axisdata B k z) to zero— eld, yielding ac—
curate determ nations ofthese splittings [1]; these energy
spacings are pbtted versusm s in Fig.@ drN§*P. As
can be seen, the dependence ofthe zfsvaluesonm g isnot
linear. O ne can obtain agreem ent to w ithin experin en—
talerror by including the 4% -order axial zfs interaction
BISY (/ §4) ntheGSA,withBl= 12 10% an !
lack data n Fig A 1) . The §* operatorproduces quar-
ticm g correctionsto the zero— eld eigenvalues and, thus,
cubic corrections to the zfs, as seen in the gure. Unlke
the 2"%-order tem , which can easily be understood as
orighating from the 2"¢-order zfs interactions at the -
dividual N ' sites, the 4% -order tetm 1in the G SA does
not have any obvious physical m eaning. In this sense,
it is nothing m ore than an adjistable param eter n an
e ective model Eq.[l). A s we will see below, this non—
linearm 5 dependence ofthe zfs values is directly related
to S-m xing [L1].

The ur-Hld (S;) symmetry of the N£"® molcule
Hroids 2" -order zfs interactions w hich break axial sym —
metry. Indeed, we nd no evidence for such interac—
tions based on EPR experin ents conducted as a func-
tion ofthe eld ordentation w ithin the hard plane. How -
ever, a very pronounced four-fold m odulation ofthe spec—
trum  is observed, which can be explained by the 4%-
order Bj0F [ 2B Si+ §})ltem in the GSA, with
Bj= 4 10*% an ' []. Alhough this interaction is
allowed by symm etry, it is not obvious how it relates to
the underlying anisotropy associated w ith the individual
Ni! jons. Nevertheless, it does explain the fast M QT
observed in this and other Ni com plexes ,15]. W hen

treated as a perturbation to the axial zfs Ham ittonian,
€5+ 8}) connects statesthatdierinm s by 4in rst
order and, therefore, lifts the degeneracy of the lowest
Iyingmgs = 4 states In 2nd order, lading to a tunnel
splitting of order 10 M Hz. This is an extrem ely large
Intrinsic tunnel splitting in com parison to other SM M s,
and can be understood as arising because of the coinci-
dence ofthem ultiplicity ofthe ground state 2S5+ 1= 9)
and the four-old sym m etry, w hich gives rise to a leading—
order o -diagonal zfs interaction which is fourth order in
the spin operators, ie. $? + S/\;j) is extrem ely e ective
at connecting them g = 4 states.

W e now attem pt to understand the physical basis for
the existence ofthe axialand transverse 4% -order zfs n—
teractions B 09 and B ;§'4) deduced on the basis of the
G SA .From previous studies of a Nidoped Zn{™® crys-
tal, we determm ined not only the zfs param eters associated
w ith the N ! ions, but also the orientations of the local
m agnetic axes associated w ith these interactions relative
to the crystallographic axes Z4]. However, the key point
is that the H am ittonian m atrices for the indiiduals= 1
N i! ions have dinensions 3 3. Therefore, term s ex—
ceeding 2"“-order in the single-spin operators (&, , &,
etc.) are completely unphysical. If one assum es that
the ground state for the N £™® m olcule corresponds to
a rigd S = 4 spin, one can then profct the single-ion
anisotropies onto the S = 4 state using irreducble ten—
sor operator m ethods [4]. However, affer rotating from
localto m olecular coordinates, the proction is nothing
m ore than a summ ation of the individual zfs m atrices.
Consequently, such a procedure does not produce temm s
of order four in the soin operators 4]. Therefore, the
need to inclide 4™ -order zfs interactions in an analysis
of the EPR data for N§"® may be taken as evidence
for a breakdown of the G SA . W e note that agreem ent
in temm s of the 2°%-order param eters is very good. In
particular, the m olecular D value agrees to w ithin 10%
w ith the value obtained from profction ofthe single-ion
anisotropies onto the S = 4 state [4]. In addition, al-
though the single—ions experience a signi cant rhombic
zfs interaction (e=d 023), symm etry considerations
guarantee its cancelation when profcted onto the S = 4
state. T herefore, this approach is com pletely unable to
account HrtheM QT in N£"P.

In view of the above, one is forced to use a m ore re—
alistic Ham ittonian Eqg. 2) which takes Into acoount all
spin states of the m olecule. The isotropic exchange in—
teraction, Ji5, In Eqg. 2 connects states having the sam e
son-profction [14]. Consequently, it does not operate
between states within a given soin muliplet, it sinply
lifts degeneraciesbetween statesw ith di erent m ultiplic—
ity (see Fig.[l). The addition of anisotropic tem s to
Eqg.2 results in zfs wihin each m ultiplet which, n tum,
gives rise to weakerm s -dependent corrections to the ex—
change splittings. Thus, we see that J directly m odi es
the zfs energiesw thin a given soin m ultiplet via interac—



tions (S-m ixing) w ith nearby excited soin states. In the
lim £ J > > d one can expect these correctionsto be negli-
gble. However, n the present case, whereJ=d 13, one
can expect these corrections to be signi cant. Further—
m ore, since the corrections involve higher order processes
w hereby the underlying anisotropic interactions feedback
Into them selves via exchange coupling to nearby spin-—
multiplets, it is clear that this will generate ¥ ective’
interactions that are 4% -order (ie. 2"¢-order squared) in
the soin operators (@swellas higher order term s). How —
ever, these 4% -order interactions have no real physical
basis other than that they arise due to the com peting
isotropic and anisotropic interactions in Eq. 2, resulting
n S-m xing.

The In uence of J on the owest lying @mom nally
S = 4) muliplet is abundantly apparent in Fig.2, where
we com pare zfs energies determ ined via the fourspin
Ham iltonian Eq.[) ©r di erent values of the exchange
Interaction strength, with those detem ined experin en—
tally (olue data points) and from a t to the experin en—
taldata using the G SA Eq.[, black data points). The
magnitudes ofd = 473 an ! ande= 119 am !
w ere established from combined tsto both easy-axiszfs
data (red points in Fig.[), and from hard-plane rotation
m easuram ents of the four-fold oscillation of the ground
state splitting F ig.[d, see also U]). W em ade one sim pli-
fying assum ption by setting J; = J, = J,based on DC

m T data [L€]. Regardless, this In no way invalidates
the m ain conclusion of this letter: nam ely, that J in u-
ences the ground state zfs through S-m ixing. The polar
angle, (see Fig[d inset), between the localN #'-=on z—
axes and the crystallographic z-axiswas xed at 15 on
the basis of the Ni/Zn studies 4]. W e additionally in—
cluded a dipolar coupling (not shown in Eq.[) between
the ourN i! jonsusing precise crystallographic data and
no additional free param eters [11]. The rem aining free
param eters were g, = g, = 223, g, = 225 and an ad-
ditional Euler angle ( = 59 ) ilustrated in the inset
to Fig.[d. A m ore indepth account of the tting proce—
durew illbe given elsew here [17]. T he obtained value ofd
agreesto w ithin 12% w ih the value determm ined indepen-—
dently from m easurem ents on the N idoped Zn, crystal
d= 53005) an ! J; the rem aining param eters agree
to within the experimentalerror = 120Q) an 1,
Ox = Gy = 2200),9, = 2300)1.

One can clearly see that, by reducing the separation
between the ground S = 4 multiplet and the lowest ex—
cited states by reducing J), one can reproduce both the
nonlinear m s dependence of the zfs energies Fig.H),
which was attrbuted to the B tem in the GSA [1],
and the our-fold oscillation of the ground-state splitting
observed from hard-plane m easurem ents  ig.[d), which
was attrbuted to B []. This is quite a rem arkable re—
sul, because i im plies that one can deduce J directly
from the spectroscopic nform ation obtained via an EPR
experin ent. Indeed, the valle of J = 59 an ' de-

term ined from these ts is in good agreem ent w ith the
valuieof 7:05an ! deduced on thebasisof tsto y T
data to Eq. [1d]. A1l of the apparent 4% -order be-
havior vanishes if one sets J > > d, as expected In such
a Im i In which the ground state spin value is a good
quantum number (due to the absence of S-m ixing). In
the opposite extrem e (J 3an '), we start to see
evidence for even higher order corrections to the zfs en-
ergies (6% order). A cubic polynom jalexhibits only one
tuming point @t mgs = 05 in Fig.[), whereas the
green data in Fig.[d clearly display m ore than one tum-—
Ing point when one recognizes that all of these curves
must be antisymm etric aboutm g = 05. Therefore, i
is apparent that one should not lin it the GSA to 4% -
order termm s for SM M s w ith relatively low -lying excited
soin states. In fact, one cannot rule out equally good

ts to experin ental data which fclide 6% and higher—
order zfs interactions. C onsequently, one should be care—
ful about m aking predictions on the basis of the G SA,
particularly at vastly di erent energy scales com pared to
the experim ents used to establish the G SA zfs param e~
ters g. EPR vs. MQT). Indeed, we nd a di erence
ofaln ost a factor of 10 betw een the ground-state tunnel
splittings deduced from Egs. 1 and 2 using the optin um
zfs param eters or N £ ° . W e note that the situation in
N i isnot dissim ilar to m any other SM M s, Including the
m ost w idely studied M n;,-acetate, orwhich sim ilar 4% -
order zfs Interactions and low-lying excited spin states
are found [14,/19].

Finally, we note that the m ost unam biguous m ethod
for estim ating exchange couplings in polynuclar m etal
com plexes involves determ ining the exact locations ofex—
cited spin muliplets. However, the m agneticdipole se-
Jection rule forbids transitionsbetw een statesw ith di er—
ent m ultiplicity. T herefore, such an undertaking is usu-
ally only possble using neutrons [L9]. However, F igs. 2
and 3 clearly show that J can be estin ated on the basis
of zfs of the Iowest lying m ultiplet. D ue to the resultant
S-m ixing, i m ay be feasble to observe inter-spin-state
EPR transitions directly via far-nfrared techniques.
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