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ABSTRACT

W e study the electronic states of isolated fullerene anionsCy, (1 n  6)
taking into acocount the e ective interaction between electrons due to exchange of
intram olecularphonons. Ifthe vibronic coupling is strong enough such an e ectm ay
overw heln Hund’s rule and lead to an ordering of levels that can be interpreted as
on-ball pairing, In a m anner sin ilar to the pairing in atom ic nuclei. W e suggest
that such e ects m ay be sought in solutions of fulleride ions and discuss recent

experim ental resuls.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9311011v1

I. NTRODUCTION

The discovery of superconductivity in alkalim etaldoped fiillerenes' K3Cg4p and
Rb3C¢p has raised interesting questions about the electron-phonon coupling in such com —
pounds and its interplay with Coulomb repulsion. Cgp is a highly sym m etrical m olecule
ie. it is a truncated icosahedron and its electronic low est unoccupied m olecular orbitals
(LUM O) are threefold degenerate?’®i . They om a T., representation of the icosahedral
group I, . Filling the LUM O in Cy, anions lads in a naive picture to narrow , partially

lled bands In the bulk fiillerides. The bandw idth W is determ ined by the hopping be-
tween the C¢p m olecules which are quite far apart and W 0.5 &V .The coupling of som e
H4 phonons w ith electrons residing in the T, orbitalhas been suggested to be responsi-
bl or the superconductivity®®’ . The Coulomb repulsion also m ay be in portant on the
balf . Severalauthors’ !? have undertaken the study of the Jahn-Teller distortion that is
expected In the fullerene anions. In such calculations one considers the electrons as fast
degrees of freedom and the phonon nom al coordinates are treated as staticts.

In thispaper we Investigate the interplay betw een the electronic and phononic degrees
of freedom on an isolated fillerene anion. W e study an e ect that goes beyond the Bom-—
O ppenhein er approxin ation which is the m odi cation of electronic levels due to phonon
exchange. W e obtain the lifting of degeneracy by a perturbation calculation in the case
of an undistorted anion. The ordering of levels can be described as "anti-H und"’ rule.
Our calculation is very close in soirit to the standard treatm ent of the electron-phonon
coupling In superconducting m etals. Here we argue that the energy scale of this e ect
m ay be com parable to that of the Jahn-Teller e ect. This is because the phonons have
high frequencies aswellasm edium to strong coupling to electrons. The e ect we observe
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m ay be sought by spectroscopy of solutions of fillerides in liquid am m onia, for exam ple.
W e discuss the opposite e ect of C oulom b interaction, leading to Hund’s rule in ordinary
situations. Finally we point out that experim entally cbserved spectra m ay be at least
partially explained by our crude calculation.

In section IT we discuss the electron-phonon coupling, section ITI gives our resuls
for the electronic levels of the anions, section IV discuss the com petition with Coulomb
repulsion and section V contains a brief discussion ofnear-IR spectroscopic m easurem ents

and EPR experim ents on solutions of iulleride anions as well as our conclusions.

II.THE ONBALL ELECTRON-PHONON INTERACTION

T he electronic structure of electrons in the C g m olecule is well known to be given
by a sin ple Huckel calculation. T he levels are labeled? by the irreducible representations
(irreps) of the icosahedron group I, . O ne in portant property has to be noted: three of
the I, irreps are the 1= 0,1,2 spherical ham onics of SO (3) which do not solit under the
I, group. They are commonly named Ay, T1,, Hg. In addition there is also the twofold
spin degeneracy.

In the ground-state of the neutral C¢¢ m olecule all levels up to H, inclided are
com pletely lled thus building a singlet state § gi. The LUM O are the six T, states.
T hese are occupied upon doping w ith extra electrons and the ground-state becom es then
degenerate. O ne then expects the Jahn-Tellere ect to distort the anion and lift thisorbial

degeneracy*3it4

. W e focus on another e ect which goes beyond the B om-O ppenhein er
approxin ation In the sense that nuclkar m otions are crucial for its very existence: the

coupling of the T, electrons to the vibrationalm odes of the m olecule (also referred to

3



as phonons). Phonon exchange between electrons leads to an e ective electron-electron
interaction that com petesw ith C oulom b repulsion and m ay lead to antiH und ordering of
energy—levels.

For sin plicity we treat this e ect assum ing the absence of the Jahn-T eller distortion.
T he next logical step would be to com pute xst the distortion pattem of the anion under
consideration, then obtain its vibrational spectrum and the electron-phonon coupling in
the distorted structure and then com pute again the e ective electron-electron interaction.
A sa rst Investigation ofelectron-phonon coupling we use a perturbation schem e suited to
degenerate levelswe w illderive an e ective electron-electron interaction w ith the assum p—
tion that lled states lying below the T 1, level rem ain frozen so that intem ediate states
Involve only Tqy {T 1y excitations. Indeed the H, {T1y gap is 26V whereas m axin um
phonon energiesare 02&V.

A typical electron-phonon interaction tem reads:

/M o1m o2y

Here X are nom al coordinates, the subscript referring both to the irrep and to the row
in the irrep they belong to, ¢ . Is the creation operator for an electron wih soin  in
the Ty, (=1) level, m; taking one ofthem= 1,0,1 values, and f , ,n, are complex
coe clents. The c) operators transform as =1 j;m i vectors under L, symm etries,
and their conjigates g, transform as ( 1)® *'4; m ivectors. The ( 1)"2*!d Co,
products transform then as members of the T;, Ty representation, which in the I,
group splits as:

Ty Tlu=Ag+ Tlg+ Hg:



T his selects the possible vibrationalm odes T 1, electrons can couple to. In fact, only H g
m odes split the degeneracy’ .

Let us consider a particular vefold degenerate m ultiplet of H g m odes. T heir norm al
coordinates w ill be labelled X, , m ranging from 2 to +2. Since Hy appears only once
In the product T1y T 1y, the interaction is detem ined up to one coupling constant g by
the usual form ula for the coupling of two equal angular m om enta to zero total angular

m om entum :

X
W =g (1)"Xy =n 1):
m
The X, may be chosen such that XY = ( 1)" X _ and have the llow ing expression in
termm s of phonon operators:
— 1 m Yy
Xm—16>—5am+<l)am @)

whereas the [ are the irreducible =2 tensor operators built from the c products ac—
cording to:

X
= GiLizingm mom)( DT P e 3)

m

where (3;L;1dn 1;m 5;m ) are C lebsch-G ordan coe cients.

W e now consider a doped Cgo , molecule, O n 6. Its unperturbed degenerate
ground-states consist of j ¢i to which n T,, electrons have been added tines a zero—
phonon state. They span a subspace denoted by Eg. In Ey the unpertured H am ilttonian

H ¢ reads:



where ¢  is the energy of the T, level, h! is the phonon energy of the Hy multiplet
under consideration. W ithin Ej the e ective H am iltonian up to second order perturbation
theory is given by:

1
Hers = EgPg+ PoW Pg+ PgW (I Pog)—— (1 Po)W Py
Eo Ho

where P is the profctor onto Ep, E ¢ is the unperturbed energy in this subspace which is
jast the num ber ofdoping electronstimes ¢,, . The Iinearterm in W givesno contrbution.

U sing expressions (1) and ) forW and X, one nds:

Here=Ho — (D" o

my; 1 2

1 m 2 (4)

where we have now included spin indices. W e can now use equation (3) to express H ¢+
as a function of ¢ and & operators and put it in nom al ordered form using ferm ion
anticom m utation rules. In this process there appears a onebody interaction term which
is a selfenergy tem . W e will henceforth om it the H tem which is a constant at xed
num ber of doping electrons.

Let usnow de ne pair creation operators A ?m ¥ which when operating on the vacuum
Pi create pair states of T 1, electrons that are eigenfunctions ofL,S,L,,S,,where L ,S are
total angular m om entum and soin, and L,,S, their zpropctions. 1 and s can take the
values 0,1,2 and 0,1 respectively. T hisholds also if i is taken to be the singlet state j 1.

X 11
ALY = G120 gm mogm) Ciisd 1 A a, (5)

mij; 1
The qt,lant:ll:yAfm ¥ isnon-zero only if (1+ s) iseven and the nom ofA]Sm Y1 is then equal
p_
to 2. The inverse form ula expressing & products asA” operators is:

X 11 T
G, G, , = (1;1iljn1;m2;m1+mz)(aiiisj 17 27 17t 2)Ainll+m22 2 (6
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A sHff isa scalar, its twobody part m ay be w ritten as a linear com bination of diagonal

AS YA products whose coe cients depend only on land s:

x s Y S
F ;s)AS "AS

Isim
TheF (;s) coe clients are calculated using expressions 4), (3), (6). W ethen get H ¢ In

nal form :

5% 00v, 0o 1% 1 Y, 1 1X 00 Y., 00
et + A Ao > Al Alm+ﬁ Ay Aoy (7)

m ; m

Here = m

In this mula N is the electron number operator for the T, lvel; the N tem ap-—
pears when bringing H .rr of expression (4) in nom al ordered form . In our H am iltonian
form ulation the e ective Interaction is instantaneocus.

T here are actually eight H4 m ultiplets in the vibrational spectrum oftheC¢o m olecule.
To take all of them into account we only have to add up their respective coe cients

5g°=6h! , their sum willbe called

IIT-THE ELECTRONIC STATES OF FULLERENE ANIONS

W e shall now, for each value of n between 1 and 6, nd the n-particle states and
diagonalize H c¢r . The Ham iltonian to be diagonalized is that of equation (7) where the
prefactor is replaced by . The Invariance group ofH ¢f s, SU (). The n-particke
statesm ay be chosen to be eigenstates ofL;S, L,;S, and we shall labelthe m uliplets by
(1; s) couples, in standard spectroscopic notation @¢s* 11, stands or (,s)). The pair (1;s)
lebel SO (3) SU (2) irreps which, as previously m entioned, rem ain irreducible under
I, SU (2) as Iong as 1doesmn’t exceed 2; for larger values of 1 SO (3) irreps split under
I, . Fortunately enough, the relevant values of 1 never exceed 2. M oreover given any valie
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ofn, (I;s) multiplets appear at m ost once so that the energies are straightforw ardly found
by taking the expectation value of the H am iltonian in one of the multiplet states. The
degeneracies of the levelsw illthen be 21+ 1) @s+ 1). W e now proceed to the construction

of the states.
n= 1: There are six degenerate’P states ¢ J oiwhose energy is

n= 2: There are 15 states, generated by applying AJSm Y operatorson j gi. There is

one 'S state, nine °P statesand ve 'D states.

n= 3: There are 20 states. States of given L;m ;s; can be built by taking linear
com binations of A7 § 1 states according to:
X <717 . . .l. L. . Asl 1Y : ' .
(;1;1m;m mlrm)(slrgrsj 17 17 ) Lm, Cﬁ m; ,J ol:

mai; 1

T hese states belong to the Hllow ing m ultiplets: 4S, ?P, ?D .

n=4: There are 15 states, which are obtained by applying AJSm Y operators on

00Y .

Y. 00Y
n= 5: There are six’P stateswhich are Agg Agg j oiand whose energy is

n= 6: T here is one!S state whose energy is 0.
T he corresponding energies are given explicitly in Table I and displayed in Fig. 1.
It is interesting to note that the above treatm ent of electron-phonon interaction parallels
that ofpairing oroes in atom ic nuclef®° . O focourse in the case of nite ferm jonic system s

there isno breakdow n ofelectron num berbut there are wellknown "odd-even" e ects that



appear in the spectrum . In our case pairing show sup in the 'S ground state ©orC 20 rather
than *P aswould be preferred by C oulomb repulsion ie. Hund’s rule. T he construction of
the states above is that of the seniority schem e in nuclear physics'®. W e note that sin ilar
ideas have been put orward by V . K resin som e tin e ago, also in a m olecular context!” .

T he e ective interaction that he considered was induced by core polarization.

IV-THE EFFECT OF COULOMB REPULSION

W e now consider the C oulom b electron {electron interaction and assum e it to be an all
enough so that it m ay be treated in perturbation theory. To get som e feeling of the order of
m agnitude ofthis repulsion we use the lim iting case of on-site interaction ie. the H ubbard
m odel. This Ham iltonian is not specially realistic but should contain som e of the Hund’s
rule physics. T he twobody interaction now reads:

X
UE o oo o
i
w here the i subscript now labels the oroitals on the C49 molecule. The quantity U is
23 eV from quantum chem istry calculations'® Since level degeneracies are split at  rst
order in perturbation theory we con ne our calculation to this order and have thus to
diagonalize the perturbation w ithin the sam e subspace Ey as before. In this subspace it
reads:

X
Wy =U h fith fiihij dhij id. & ye 4o

i

w here greek indices label one{particle states belonging either to j (i or to the T, level
Let us review the di erent parts of W y . N ote that since the j (i singlet ram ains frozen

we have the dentity: dc = if ; labelstatesbelonging to j oi.



{A part nvolving states belonging to j ¢ionly:
X
Wy, =U h fifh #iF Sucw eyt
i
, belong to j gi. This tem is thus diagonal w ithin E; and m erely shifts the total
energy by a constant that does not depend on the num ber of doping electrons. It won'’t

be considered in the ollow ing.

{A part involving both states belonging to j i and to the T, level:
X

Wy,=U h jihij ih iif & ¢ & ¢

Lo
where ; Dbelngto the T1, levelwhereas Dbelongsto j ¢i. It reduces to:

X X X
Wyg,=U ¢ h jithij 1 h jiif

The sum over is just the density on site ifor a given soin direction ofall statesbelonging
to j ol which isbuilt out of completely lled irreps. A s a resul this density is uniform
and since j (1 contains 30 electrons for each spin direction it isequalto 1/2. W 4, then
becom es diagonal and reads:

U X
— d c
2

WH =

2

’

Tts contribution is thus proportional to the number of T, electrons. It represents the

interaction ofthe latter w ith those of the singlet and we won’t consider it in the follow ing.

{A part involving only states belonging to the T, level:
W ., hasthesam e form asW g w ith allindicesnow belongingtotheT ;, level. W hereas the
interaction has a sim ple expression in the basis of jii states, we need itsm atrix elem ents in
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the basis ofthe T 1, states. There are In fact two T 1, triplets in the one{particle spectrum
of the C ¢y m olecule, the one under consideration having higher energy. To construct the
latter we have 1rst constructed two independent sets of states which transform as x;y;z
under I, . These are given by:

X X
ji= e m ji and Fi’= e X i

i i
wheree arethree orthonom alvectors, ilabels sites on them olecule, the ¥; are the vectors
Ppining the center ofthem olecule to the sites w hile the K; pin the centre of the pentagonal
face of the m olecule the site i belongs to to the site 1. W e assum e that the bonds all have
the sam e length. T hese states span the space of the two T 1, triplets. T he diagonalization
of the tight{binding H am iltonian in the subspace of these six vectors yields then the right
linear com bination of the j i and j i° states for the upper lying triplkt. From the x;y;z
states one constructs =1 spherical ham onics. W e then get the m atrix elem ents of W g

in the basis of T 1, states. A sE; is invariant under I, operations and spin rotations, W g,

which is the restriction of Wy to Ey is invariant too. It m ay thus be expressed using the
A, A”Y operators by using omula (5) in the sam e way as the phonon {driven interaction

and we nally get:

U _ ooY, 00 u X 00 Y. 00
Wg, = 4_0Aoo Ag+ 100 ) A,y Ay @®)

which is the only part In W 5y that we willkeep. N ote that there is no contribution from
=1,s=1AYA products. Indeed the Hubbard interaction is invariant under spin rotation
and couples electrons having zero total S, . As the coe cients of A YA products depend
solely on 1and s they must be zero for s € 0. The spectrum for any number of T 1,
electrons isnow easily found: see g2 and table I.
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V-CONCLUSION

T he ordering of energy levels in the electron-phonon schem e are clearly opposite to
those of Hund’s rule (compare g.l and g. 2). The clear signature of what we can call
"on-ball" pairing is the ground state 'S ofCéO : the two extra electrons are paired by
the electron-phonon coupling. W e note that the U of the H ubbard m odel appears divided
by large factors: this is sin ply due to the fact that the C49 molecule is large. As a
consequence, if U 2 €V, Coulomb repulsion m ay be overw helm ed by phonon exchange.
W ith a H4 phonon oftypicalenergy 100 m €V and coupling O (1) as suggested by num erous
calculations®?7?, the quantity m ay be tens ofm eV .

Tt seam s to us that the cleanest way to probe this intram olecular pairing would be
to look at solutions of fiilllerides leading to free anions such as liquid amm onia solutions
or organic solvents'® 22, EPR or IR spectroscopy should be ablk to discrin inate between
the tw o types of spectra. M easurem entsby EPR should detem ine w hether ornot the two
extra electrons in C 20 are paired, for exam ple. In nearIR spectroscopy the low est allow ed
transition for C 20 should be at higher energy than that of C , due to the pairing energy
while in the C oulom b-H ubbard case i is at lower energy.

P resent experin ents'?2% have studied the nearIR spectra of solutions of filleride
anions prepared by electrochem ical reduction. T here are several peaks that do not t a
sim ple H udkel schem e of levels. T hey do not have an in m ediate interpretation in tem s of
vibrational structure' 2% . W ith our energy levels in table I, a tentative t would lead to

80m eV assum ing U = 0. Such a value leads to intriguing agreem ent w ith the m a pr
peaks seen ﬁ)rcéo and Cgo w hile this is no longer the case ﬁ)rcéo and Cgo .
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Fially we mention that recent EPR experiem ents’? have given som e evidence for
non-H und behaviour of the fulleride anions. W hile one m ay observe som e trends sin ilar
to the results of the phonon-exchange approxin ation, it is clear that the m odelwe used
is very crude. The interplay w ith conventional Jahn-Teller e ect is an in portant factor
m issing in our study and of a sim ilar order of m agnitude. In a bulk conducting solid we

do not expect the previous schem e to be valid since the levels are broadened into bands.
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TABLE CAPTIONS:

Table I:The keft colum n isthe electron num ber. T he levelsare identi ed by their quantum

num bers and the energies are obtained by straightforw ard perturbation theory.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS:

Fig. 1: The levels of fullerene anions taking into acocount the phonon-m ediated coupling.

Fig. 2: The energy levels of fiullerene anions taking into acoount a H ubbard interaction.
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