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Abstract

Analytical solutions for the time-dependent autocoriefafunction of the classical and
guantum mechanical spin dimer with arbitrary spin are prieseand compared. For large
spin quantum numbers or high temperature the classicallenduantum dimer become
more and more similar, yet with the major difference that go@antum autocorrelation
function is periodic in time whereas the classical is not.
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1 Introduction and summary

There is a growing interest in the magnetic properties otr®gized molecules
[1-4] containing relatively small numbers of paramagneiits. With the ability

to control the placement of magnetic moments of diverseigpesgithin stable

molecular structures, one can test basic theories of miagmeind even begin to
explore the design of novel systems that offer the prospeeseful applications.
Most species of organic-based molecular magnets exhityitveak intermolecular
magnetic interactions, so that measurements performedoatkaample actually
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reflect intramolecular interactions only. The magnetieiattion appears to be well
described by the Heisenberg model with isotropic, nearegthbor exchange. A
key guantity is the time- and temperature-dependent @iioal function for pairs
of magnetic moments, as it serves as the basic ingredienhfterstanding diverse
dynamical phenomena, such as inelastic neutron scattjramd spin lattice re-
laxation [6].

The present study is motivated by a desire to achieve a daagderstanding of spin
dynamics in the Heisenberg model, especially concerniagrénds that occur in
arrays of N interacting moments (individual spir$ for increasing values of both
N ands. The classical Heisenberg model turns out to provide ateupaantita-
tive results for static properties, such as magnetic sueiy, down to thermal
energies of the order of the exchange coupling [7,8]. It idegeasy to establish
the connection of that model, for static properties, to theesponding quantum
model for arbitrarys. However, considerable care is required to successfulky i
up with classical Heisenberg spin dynamics starting froengum Heisenberg spin
dynamics.

In this article we present the analytical form of the timgeledent equilibrium
autocorrelation function of the quantum mechanical dimién general spirs. The
trends for increasing are explored in some detail and in particular we compare
the quantum results with the exact analytical result rdgatdrived [9,10] for a
classical Heisenberg spin dimer. The quantum results fatrary s are obtained
using Mathematic® to evaluate the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. Results have p
viously been obtained for = % spin rings of length up taV = 16 by complete
diagonalization methods [11], and in Ref. [12] some aspefictise high spin limit
were discussed.

The present study of the equilibrium autocorrelation fiorctor large values of
is timely given the fact that NMR measurements have verynicbeen performed
[13] on a dimer molecular magnet composed ofFé&s = 5/2) ions. Heretofore
only s = % dimers have been available for NMR studies [14—16]. For cnispn
between theory and experiment it will also be necessarydorporate molecular
and single-ion anisotropy terms in the Hamilton operatbisWwill be the subject
of a forthcoming article.

2 Thequantum dimer
The quantum dimer is specified by the Hamilton operator
g:

J - >
= = 2 22 =2 . I =
ﬁél'izz—(kﬁ —§-5)  S=3i+5, (1)



whereJ > 0 describes antiferromagnetic and < 0 ferromagnetic coupling.
Throughout this article it is assumed that the spin quantumbers of both sites
of the dimer are identicak; = s, = s. The eigenstate$S M ) of total spinS?

S*|SMYy=WS(S+1)[SM),  S.|SM)=hM|SM) 2)
are also eigenstates of the Hamilton operator with eigeegdls, which, in the
absence of a magnetic field, do not depend on the total magnentum number
M

J
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Thus the partition function in the canonical ensemble reads
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and, considering that the Hamilton operator (1) is isottppne obtains for the
unnormalized autocorrelation function
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The last expressions simplifies when we take into accounbtiig matrix elements
with M = M’ and a difference in total spin not larger than one contriflif i.e.

(SM| s, |SMYy=0 if [S—S|>1 o M#£M. (6)

The resulting expression is shown in Eqg. (A.1) in the apperidote that the an-
gular frequency spectrum of the spin dimer is given by integaltiples of J/#,
which in turn means that the autocorrelation function isqukc in time and that
the recurrence time only depends on the couplingbut not on the spin quantum
numbers

we{fs}, S—0...2s = r=2"" 7)



10y -
oost
6]
o
0.6 |
kgT/101=0.5 , kgl /1I=0.5
10 .
oos8t
0]
o
0.6 .
kgT/1I=2.0
10
@)
®O05
o
kgT/13I=10.0 kgl /1J1=10.0
0.0} 0.5
10 1.0
@)
05
o
kgT/1I=100.0 kgl /1JI=100.0
0.0 L 1 1 1] 0.0 [ 1 1 1]
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 0.0 0.5 1.0 15
t (2xh/0D t 2nh/10)

Fig. 1. Normalized autocorrelation function Rg&(t)), see Eq. (A.2), for a spié—dimer
for four different temperatures (solid lines). The left pendisplay our results for the fer-
romagnetic dimer, the right panels the antiferromagnetged20]. The dashed lines show
the classical result; for details see the next section.

This is of course true for all Hamilton operators that can biéten like the term on
the r.h.s. of Eq. (1), namely for the spin trimer and the spirahedron.

Figure 1 shows the autocorrelation function normalizedndyuat ¢ = 0 for a
spin—g-dimer, a system that has been synthesised (Fe dimer) ani tharently
under investigation [13]. The analytical expression fas utocorrelation func-
tion is given in Eq. (A.2) in the appendix. One clearly seed the autocorrelation
function, which is a superposition of five harmonic oscilas and a constant, is
dominated at low temperatures by the highest frequencyefigdtromagnetic case



and by the lowest frequency in the antiferromagnetic casigher temperatures
other frequencies also contribute. One also notices thdgpendent of tempera-

ture, the autocorrelation function returns to its initialue afterr = @

3 Comparison tothe classical dimer

In order to compare the results of the quantum dimer for difie spin quantum
numberss with each other and with the classical dimer it is useful timaduce
normalized spin operators

= ——— n=12 ®)

JR2s(s+1)

which depend on. Note, that

l
(e €ny| = N Enz ()

and hence these become commuting operators forco. EQ. (8) suggests that we
define a classical Hamilton functidf,

chjcél'ég s JC:JS(S+1), (10)

whereé; andé, are unit vectors (c-numbers). We expect that the thermadgrro
ties of this classical Heisenberg system will coincide viftbse of the quantum
Heisenberg dimer i > 1 except for very low temperatures. This is because the
spectrum of eigenvalues ef, . is confined within(—1, 1) and becomes dense for

s — oo and thus coincides with the continuous range,of.

Similarly, if we substitute Eg. (8) in the quantum equatiofisnotion fors; and
32, We have

E:—lexgg s §:+951X22 (11)

Q:J\/s(s%—l): J. (12)



This suggests that we prescribe the following equationsaifan for the classical
unit vectorsé; andé,,

6 =-08 X8 , =408 x&. (13)
We emphasize that in these equatidéhss given by Eq. (12). It is expected that
the autocorrelation function derived using (13) and theoo@ral ensemble average
based orf,. will coincide in the larges limit with the normalized autocorrelation
derived from Eq. (A.1). This expectation is in fact confirnsddiscussed below.

Using the fact that the total spin is a constant of motion thesical partition func-
tion can be derived as [18,19]

1 g2 J.
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Note that the classical density of states turns out to be atanohin the energy
interval [—J., J.]. This coincides nicely with the quantum density of stategctvh
can be obtained by counting the discrete eigenvalues peenaigy interval and
normalizing the density so that its integral givesOne can show, starting from
Eqg. (4), that the quantity’/(4 s(s + 1)) is in close numerical agreement with

for temperaturegz 7' > 0.2 .J s(s + 1). This serves to clearly define the classical
regime for the thermal properties of the dimer.

For the classical autocorrelation function one finds thAt(p

1 L k.
Co(t)= 3 [1 — coth(8J.) + B JC] + 1— exg(—Qﬁ Je)

2 S? BJ.S?
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which can be integrated using error functions of complexiargnts, see Ref. [20].
In contrast to the quantum autocorrelation function (5, dlassical quantity is real.
The reason is that; (¢) - 3,(0) is not a hermitian operator far+ 0. If one would

like to construct a hermitian operatcg,(gl(t) -31(0) + 31(0) - gl(t)) would be
appropriate. This coincides with the real part of our dabniE€gs. (5) and (A.1). It

is also interesting to note that the imaginary par{ @fgl(t) -31(0) >> does indeed
vanish in the high temperature limit.

(15)

In Fig. 2 the dashed curves display the classical auto@atioel function obtained
from (15) together with the quantum result (solid lines) foree different spin
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Fig. 2. Normalized autocorrelation function for three @iffint spins at the temperature
kgT/(Js(s + 1)) = 0.2. The left panels displays the ferromagnetic dimer, thetrigh
panels the antiferromagnetic one. The solid lines show tlamtym result, the dashed lines
the classical.

guantum numbers. In order to compare the different corogldtinctions all spectra
have been mapped on the same energy intérvdl, J.]. Thus the different figures
show the autocorrelation functions for the same positiothefmean excitation
energy in the spectrum, i.e. the same

kgT kgT
= =0.2. 16
Js(s+1) Je 0 (16)

Based on our earlier remark concerning the close numergeatment of the clas-
sical and quantum patrtition functions whepT' > 0.2 .J., we anticipate similar
agreement for the autocorrelation function in this tempeearange. This is con-
firmed on inspecting the various panels of Fig. 2, which destrate nicely that the
guantum autocorrelation function approaches the cldssisalt with increasing.
The most prominent difference between these results istteatiassical autocorre-
lation function does not return to its initial value but apaches a unique non-zero



limit, whereas the quantum autocorrelation function isireent with a recurrence
time independent of spin and temperature. This is due todttetliat the classical
system has a continuous spectrum of excitations in the angelquency interval
0, 292] whereas the quantum system possesses a discrete spectexgitafions

which are all integer multiples of the lowest one.
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A Thequantum dimer

Using the matrix properties (6) the unnormalized autodati@n function (5) can
be simplified to

((3:)-5:00) >> - % 720041 (A1)
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1
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Taking as an example the case- 5/2 yields



- (A.2)
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Autocorrelation functions for other spin quantum numbews lse evaluated using a
Mathematic&® 3.0 script, that the reader is encouraged to download fromveb
site [20].
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