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Abstract

Density functional theory (DFT) calculations on the tetranuclear Ni(II) complex [Nig(CsH;;03)s (CH3CN)4(NO3)4-1.33NaNO;,
have been made in order to explain the exchange magnetic phenomenon. Two ferromagnetic exchange coupling constants were found
(J1 = +1327cm™! and J, = +12.86cm™") and these values are close to each other and consistent with the structural parameters of the

complex.
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1. Introduction

Many efforts have been made in the last years to obtain
new polynuclear transition metal complexes with a large
number of unpaired electrons at the metal centres. These
systems are expected to present new magnetic properties
[1-3]. Complexes which present a slow relaxation of their
magnetization are named single-molecule magnets (SMM)
[4]. This phenomenon opens up the possibility of informa-
tion storage at the molecular level and in the field of
quantum computing, due to the presence of quantum
tunnelling. The energy barrier that controls such processes
is —D - 8%, where D is the zero-field splitting parameter and
S the total spin of the molecule. Thus, the requirements for
such systems to have the high barriers needed to use them
to store information are a large spin in the ground state
and a large negative D parameter. The first reported Ni''-
based SMM was [Nij»(chp);»(0O,CMe)»(H>O)s (THF)q4]
[5]. Another studied family of SMM are nickel compounds
showing smaller nuclearity, i.e. tetranuclear complexes
with an S = 4 ground state [6-8]. These smaller systems are
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particularly interesting due to the presence of ferromag-
netic coupling and a large anisotropy of the Ni'' cations
which make them good candidates for SMM. Despite the
small nuclearity, such systems should be important if they
have a large D value [9]. In the present work we present the
theoretical study using methods based on density func-
tional theory (DFT) of a tetranuclear nickel complex with a
cubane-like arrangement which shows ferromagnetic cou-
pling, [Ni4(C5H1103)4 (CH3CN)4](NO3)4 . 133N3NO3, re-
ported by Moragues-Canovas et al. [6]. In this compound,
each of the monodeprotonated tridentate ligands occupies
terminal positions through two hydroxo groups and a
bridging position corresponding to a vertex of the NiyOy4
cube. The octahedral coordination sphere of each Ni atom
is composed of three bridging alkoxo groups, two terminal
hydroxo groups and one acetonitrile molecule.

2. Computational details

All the calculations were performed using the crystal
structure of the molecule [6]. Single point calculations were
performed with the Gaussian03 code [10] using the
quadratic convergence approach with the hybrid B3LYP
functional [11] and a guess function generated with the
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Jaguar 5.5 code [12]. We have employed a triple-{ all
electron Gaussian basis set for all atoms [13]. The crystal
structure does not include eight hydrogen atoms bonded to
two of the terminal oxygens of the tripodal ligand. The
hydrogen atoms were added to the structure and optimized
with MM + molecular mechanics force field using the
TITAN package [14]. The molecule has two different
Ni—Ni distances (3.057 and 3.067 A), and therefore two
different exchange coupling constants (J; and J,) are
expected. In order to obtain the two different J values,
three calculations are needed: a high spin solution (S = 4)
and two solutions with S = 0, the first one with Ni3 and
Ni4 showing spin down and the second solution showing
Ni2 and Ni4 with spin down. The spin-density plot was
performed with Molekel code [15]. The calculated tem-
perature dependence of the magnetic susceptibility and the
magnetization versus external field curve at 4K were
obtained with the Magpack package [16] using g = 2.18 as
reported by Moragues-Canovas et al. [6]. No anisotropic
parameter was used.

3. Results and discussion

We have considered a general spin Hamiltonian that
includes two first-neighbour coupling constants (J; and J5).

H= — Jl[glgz + 3134 + S2S3 + S3S4]
— Jo[8185 + $254], (1)

where S; are the spin operators of each paramagnetic Ni'!
centre (Fig. 1). Therefore, the studied system presents 4.J;
and 2J,. A detailed description of the procedure used to
obtain the exchange coupling constants can be found in
previous work of Ruiz et al. [17,18]. The general expression
without spin projection to evaluate the J value for the
interaction between two centres with more than one
unpaired electron is

_ (Eis — Ens)
- 2818, + S, ’

where Ejg is the total energy for the low spin solution
and Eygs is the total energy for the high spin solution,

)

Fig. 1. Topology of the exchange coupling constants in the NizO4 cube.
Ni atoms in grey, u3-O atoms in black.

X
s
£
[¥]
£
o
~
=
=
=
2
O T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

T/K

Fig. 2. Temperature dependence of the magnetic susceptibility of the Niy
complex. Black circles: experimental data; continuous line: calculated
values.

and S; and S, are the spin values of the two interacting
centres.

The calculated values for J; and J, are +13.27 and
+12.86cm™!, respectively.

The calculated y7(7) curve is presented in Fig. 2,
together with the experimental data. The magnetic
susceptibility data calculated using the DFT J values are
in a good agreement with the experimental values at high
temperatures. The difference between experimental and
calculated values at low temperatures may be attributed to
the fact that the anisotropy parameter was not included in
the calculation. The value reported by Moragues-Canovas
et al. [6] for the separation between the S = 4 ground state
and the first S = 3 excited state is 40 cm ™. In our case, the
energy difference is 52cm ™. The energies of the three S =
3 states are in the range between —26.4 and —25.6cm™ .
Therefore an INS spectra should show only one peak
corresponding to the transition between the ground state
and the S = 3 states.

The electronic configuration of the paramagnetic Ni'l
centres is t3, ez and produces an octahedral shape of the
spin-density surface at the metal centres, as predicted by
Ruiz et al. [19]. A high degree of delocalization of the
unpaired electrons towards the usz-bridging oxygen atoms
and, to a lesser extent towards the rest of the first
coordination sphere is observed, as seen in Fig. 3.

4. Concluding remarks

The spin density is in agreement with an expected
behaviour for a t3,e; electronic configuration showing a
large delocalization toward the atoms of the first coordina-
tion sphere.

Moragues-Canovas et al. reported two ferromagnetic J
values which differ from each other by 7em™'. In our
study, we also found two ferromagnetic J values which
differ from each other by only 0.41 cm™"'. The centres with
J1 show two different angles (Ni—-O-Ni) with values of
97.04 and 97.95°, while the centres with J5 interaction have
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Fig. 3. Representation of the spin-density map calculated with the B3LYP
functional for the S = 4 ground state of the complex.

both angles with the same value (97.26°). The difference
between 97.26° and the average value of the other two
angles, is about 0.23°. This small difference should produce
similar values for J; and J, in agreement with our
calculations.

Acknowledgements

DVY thanks ECOS/CONICYT C02E01 and FONDAP
11980002. The research reported here was supported by
Direccion General de Investigacion del Ministerio de
Educacion y Ciencia and Comissio Interdepartamental de

Ciencia i Tecnologia through Grants CTQ2005-08123-C02-
02/BQU and 2005SGR-00036, respectively.

References

[1] R. Sessoli, D. Gatteschi, A. Caneschi, M.A. Novak, Nature 365
(1993) 141.

[2] L. Thomas, F. Lionti, R. Ballou, D. Gatteschi, R. Sessoli, B. Barbara,
Nature 383 (1996) 145.

[3] D. Ruiz, Z. Sun, B. Albela, K. Folting, J. Ribas, G. Christou, D.N.
Hendrickson, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 37 (1998) 300.

[4] D. Gatteschi, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 42 (2003) 246.

[5] A.J. Blake, C.M. Grant, S. Parsons, J.M. Rawson, R.E.P. Winpenny,
Chem. Comm. (1994) 2363.

[6] M. Moragues-Canovas, M. Helliwell, L. Ricard, E. Riviere, W.
Wernsdorfer, E. Brechin, T. Mallah, Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. (2004)
2219.

[7] G. Chaboussant, R. Basler, H.-U. Giidel, S. Ochsenbein, A. Parkin,
S. Parsons, G. Rajaraman, A. Sieber, A. Smith, G. Timco, R.
Winpenny, Dalton Trans. (2004) 2758.

[8] A. Sieber, C. Boskovic, R. Birchner, O. Waldmann, S. Ochsenbein,
G. Chaboussant, H.-U. Giidel, N. Kirchner, J. van Slageren,
W. Wernsdorfer, A. Neels, H. Stoeckli-Evans, S. Janssen, F. Juranyi,
H. Mutka, Inorg. Chem. 44 (2005) 4315.

[9] H. Oshio, M. Nakano, Chem. Eur. J. 11 (2005) 5178.

[10] Frisch, et al., Gaussian 03 (Revision B.4), Gaussian, Inc, Pittsburgh,
PA, 2003.

[11] A.D. Becke, J. Chem. Phys. 98 (1993) 5648.

[12] Jaguar 5.5, Schrédinger, L.L.C., Portland, OR, 1991-2003.

[13] A. Schaefer, C. Huber, R. Ahlrichs, J. Chem. Phys. 100 (1994) 5829.

[14] Titan, V.1.08, Wavefunction Inc. and Schrodinger Inc., Von Karman
Av., Suite 370, Irvine, CA, USA.

[15] S. Portmann, Molekel 4.3, Universite de Genéve, Genéve, 1992.
[16] J.J. Borras-Almenar, J.M. Clemente-Juan, E. Coronado, B.S.
Tsukerblat, (Magpack Software) J. Comp. Chem. 22 (2001) 985.
[17] E. Ruiz, J. Cano, S. Alvarez, P. Alemany, J. Comp. Chem. 20 (1999)

1391.

[18] E. Ruiz, A. Rodriguez-Fortea, J. Cano, S. Alvarez, P. Alemany, J.
Comp. Chem. 24 (2003) 982.

[19] E. Ruiz, J. Cirera, S. Alvarez, Coord. Chem. Rev. 249 (2005) 2649.



	Theoretical study of the electronic properties and exchange coupling in a Ni4 cubane like single-molecule magnet
	Introduction
	Computational details
	Results and discussion
	Concluding remarks
	Acknowledgements
	References


