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Chemical tuning of quantum spin-electric coupling in molecular nanomagnets
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Controlling quantum spins using electric rather than magnetic fields promises signif-
icant architectural advantages for developing quantum technologies. In this context,
spins in molecular nanomagnets offer tunability of spin-electric couplings (SEC) by ra-
tional chemical design. Here we demonstrate systematic control of SECs in a family of
Mn(II)-containing molecules via chemical engineering. The trigonal bipyramidal (tbp)
molecular structure with C3 symmetry leads to a significant molecular electric dipole
moment that is directly connected to its magnetic anisotropy. The interplay between
these two features gives rise to significant experimentally observed SECs, which can

be rationalised by wavefunction theoretical calculations.

Our findings guide strate-

gies for the development of electrically controllable molecular spin qubits for quantum

technologies.

The possibility of electrical spin control offers signif-
icant architectural advantages for classical or quantum
spintronics because, compared to magnetic fields, electric
fields can be efficiently routed and confined in complex
nanoscale circuits, thereby reducing energy consumption
and facilitating logic operations on spins [1-5]. Research
into interactions between electric fields and spin degrees
of freedom in various quantum systems have attracted
interest both theoretically and experimentally [6-12]. A
strong SEC is critical both for efficient electrical quantum
spin control and for engineering coherent spin-electric in-
terfaces allowing exchange of quantum information be-
tween distinct spin qubits [13, 14].

Among the candidates for spin qubits, molecular nano-
magnets offer particular advantages: coordination chem-
istry allows rich tunability of molecular quantum spin
structures while also providing routes to large-scale in-
tegration via supramolecular approaches [15-17]. One
approach to enhancing SECs in molecular nanomagnets
[18-21] is to exploit strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC) by
employing heavy-metals, e.g. rare earth atoms, as the
spin carrier. For example, a Ho(III)—containing molec-
ular nanomagnet, in which a small structural distortion
from strict tetragonal symmetry leads to an F-field sen-
sitive spin transition, demonstrates a SEC that is suffi-
ciently strong to enable selective spin control using mod-
est electric fields of 10° V/m [21]. Although providing
important insights, the Ho(III) example also highlights a
limitation of this approach: such molecules typically pos-
sess a giant zero-field splitting (ZFS), leading to incon-
veniently large transition energies between spin states.
Furthermore, the origin of the SEC in this system is an

accidental symmetry-breaking, rather than the result of
rational chemical design. Therefore, we identify the chal-
lenge of engineering molecular nanomagnets with spin
transitions that are both in an accessible energy range
and sensitive to electric fields.

The S = 5/2 spin associated with a Mn(II) ion is a
simple quantum system with potential for quantum in-
formation processing (QIP). As a free ion, it has a half-
filled 3d shell with the electron ground state of S = 5/2
and L = 0. In molecular or crystalline environments,
the weak SOC leads to small magnetic anisotropies, re-
duced spin-lattice relaxation and impressive spin relax-
ation times. It also removes one of the key ingredients
for enhancing SEC, at first sight compromising the scope
for efficient E-field spin control [22-24]. Indeed, so far,
a sizable SEC in Mn(II) has only been observed when
doped into ferro- or piezo-electric hosts [25] offering little
scope for tuning the spin properties.

In this work we exploit the chemical control over
the coordination sphere available in a family of molec-
ular nanomagnets containing Mn(II) to engineer SECs.
Our strategy is to design a molecular geometry,
namely [Mn(megtren)X|Ys (where megtren is Tris[2-
(dimethylamino)ethyllamine, X = Cl, Y = ClO4 (1), X
=Br, Y =PFg (2) and X =1, Y =1 (3)), which, by
virtue of its substantial in-built electric dipole, exhibits a
significant F-field-induced deformation that is also cou-
pled to the molecular spin anisotropy. This approach
yields SECs comparable with those only observed so far
for lanthanide-based molecules with strong SOC.

Our rational design approach allows us to tune the SEC
by varying the coordination environment of the spin cen-



tre systematically. Wavefunction-based ab initio calcu-
lations suggest that the molecular ZFS originates from
competing contributions from excited electronic states
with distinct symmetries. The large electric dipole along
the threefold symmetry axis allows strong modifications
of these contributions by an electric field, leading to sig-
nificant SECs. The strongest effect is observed for 3
where both the electric dipole moment and the E-field-
induced deformation are the largest.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The Mn(Mestren) X compounds

The crystallographic structure of the Cl derivative (1)
is the same as that reported for the Ni(II) and Co(II)
counterparts [26-28]. None of the reported Br deriva-
tives with any metal ion crystallize in a trigonal space
group. We, therefore, prepared a new compound with
Br in the axial position and PF5~ as counter anion that
turned out to crystallize in a trigonal space group (see be-
low). For the I derivative, despite trying several counter
anions, they all crystallize in a cubic space group. We
therefore prepared the Mn complex based on the reported
Zn(IT) one that crystallizes in a cubic space group [29].
Mn(II) is pentacoordinate surrounded by one axial (N1)
and three equatorial (N2) nitrogen atoms belonging to
the tetradentate megtren ligand, and one halogen (X).
Its coordination sphere has a trigonal bipyramidal (tbp)
geometry of C3 point group symmetry, with the three-
fold axis is along the N1-Mn-X direction (Fig. 1la). The
Mn-N1, Mn-N2 bond lengths and the N1MnN2 angles
differ by less than one percent for the three complexes.
The main difference is the Mn-X distance: 2.346 A,
2.503 Aand 2.713 Afor X = Cl, Br and I, respectively. 1
and 2 crystallise in the R3C' and the R3-2 trigonal space
group, with the C'5 molecular axis along the crystal ¢ axis
and all the N1-Mn-X bonds aligned. 3 crystallises in the
cubic P23 space group with the C's molecular axes along
the cubic unit cell diagonal. We used the isostructural
diamagnetic Zn(II)-containing compounds to provide a
diamagnetic host crystal with dilute Mn(II)-complex im-
purities (see SI).

We characterised the magnetic properties using elec-
tron spin resonance (ESR) at three frequencies; repre-
sentative data for 1 are shown in Fig. 1b (see SI for more
data). The results can be described by an electron spin
S =5/2 and a nuclear spin I = 5/2 under the Hamilto-
nian

H=DS?+ upgBo- S+ AIL- S (1)

where By is the applied magnetic field, g and A are
the isotropic g-factor and hyperfine coupling, respec-
tively, and D is the axial ZFS parameter. No evidence

of a transverse anisotropy was observed for any of the
three compounds, consistent with the three-fold rota-
tional symmetry of the molecules. D exhibits a system-
atic trend through the series, with 1 possessing easy-axis
type anisotropy (D < 0) while 2 and 3 exhibit easy-plane
type anisotropy (D > 0). By contrast, the hyperfine cou-
pling is almost identical across the family (Table I) .

We measured low-temperature spin relaxation times
for 1 and 2 using magnetically diluted single crystals
[Mng g017Zng.999 (megtren) X]Ys. The results are shown in
Fig. 1 (see SI for single-crystal ESR spectra and corre-
sponding energy diagrams). The spin lattice relaxation
time T} for both molecules increases monotonically as the
temperature falls, showing no sign of saturation down to
our base temperature. At 3.5 K, Ty for 1 (2.3 ms) is
approximately 6 times that for 2 (0.36 ms). Such a dif-
ference in 77 is likely due to the difference between the
Mn-Cl (2.346 A) and Mn-Br (2.503 A) bond lengths: the
longer Mn-Br distance leads to a weaker bond and lower
energy vibrational modes, leading to faster spin-lattice
relaxation rates at all temperatures that we studied. This
is also consistent with the difference in the ESR spectra
for 1 and 2: while the hyperfine structure of 1 is clearly
resolved for all transitions, we could only distinguish it
for the my = £1/2 transition in 2 (Fig. 2b), indicat-
ing the presence of a significant D strain (see SI). This
also suggests that the structure of 2 might be more sus-
ceptible to an external E-field, potentially leading to a
stronger SEC.

The phase coherence times (T3,) for 1 and 2 are de-
scribed by a stretched exponential decay with a tempera-
ture dependent stretch parameter, indicating an interplay
between multiple decoherence mechanisms [30]. At 3.5 K
both compounds show similar T, with their stretched
parameters close to 2, suggesting that the decoherence
is dominated by the nuclear spin bath surrounding Mn
spins. Upon raising the temperature, the coherence of 2
decreases rapidly, with the stretch parameter dropping
below 1 at 5 K. By comparison, both 7}, and the stretch
parameter for 1 remains almost temperature independent
up to 10 K.

The average Mn-Mn distance in our 0.1% diluted crys-
tals is less than 8 nm, so electron spin-spin dipolar inter-
actions are of the order ~ 1 MHz). The difference in the
temperature dependences of T, is likely related to the
short 77 associated with 2 (Fig. 1la): T relaxation in 2
leads to magnetic fluctuations in the local environment,
inducing contributions to the phase decoherence. Above
10 K, both the T}, and the stretch parameter for 1 start
to decrease rapidly with increasing temperature, suggest-
ing that the nuclear spin bath is no longer the dominant
decoherence source.
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FIG. 1. (a) Ball-and-stick representation of the [Mn(mestren)X] molecules. H atoms are omitted for clarity. (b) Representative
low-temperature ESR spectra for 1 recorded with different sample forms at different frequencies. The single crystal spectrum
(middle) was recorded at Q-band using an echo-detected field sweep (EDFS) whereas the ESR experiments for the powder
sample (top and bottom) were conducted using the continuous-wave method. (¢) Low-temperature relaxation times for MnCl
and MnBr molecules measured on the —5/2 <» —3/2 and +3/2 < +5/2 transitions, respectively. (c, upper panel) The
spin-lattice relaxation time, 77, and quantum phase memory time, Ty,, for MnCl and MnBr as a function of temperature.
T is desribed by a single exponential decay over the experimental temperature range. In contrast, Ty, follows a stretched
exponential, whose stretch parameter varies with temperature as shown in (c, lower panel).

Spin-electric couplings

We measured SECs for all three molecules by embed-
ding a square dc E-field pulse into a Hahn-echo sequence
(Fig. 2a); we recorded the spin echo signal as a function
of the duration/amplitude of the E-field pulse [21, 31]
(more details in SI). Representative data (recorded on
2) are shown in Fig. 2. The echo signals for the inter-
Kramers transitions exhibit clear oscillations as a func-
tion of the duration of the E-field pulse (tg), with the
oscillation frequency for the +5/2 <> +3/2 signal almost
exactly double that for the +3/2 <> +1/2 signal. By
comparison, the —1/2 «» +1/2 transition shows only a
weak SEC coupling. Measuring on different hyperfine
peaks yields the same weak SEC.

When the magnetic field By is parallel to the magnetic
anisotropy axis, the transition within the +1/2 doublet
depends only on g and A, whereas the inter-Kramers
transitions also depend on the ZFS parameter D. Hence,
the lack of E-field dependence for the £1/2 transition
suggests both A and g show negligible SEC, and the
oscillations observed with the inter-Kramers transitions
are, therefore, atrtributable to the F-field modulation
of the anisotropy parameter D. This is further sup-
ported by the fact that the zero-field splitting for the
+5/2 <+ +3/2 transition, 4D, is exactly twice of that for
the +3/2 + +1/2 transition, 2D; therefore, an E-field

induced modification in D, d D, lead to oscillation in the
+5/2 — +3/2 echo at frequency 46D, double that for
the +3/2 — +1/2 echo, 26D.

Both 1 and 2 crystallise in a polar space group with all
molecules co-aligned. Consequently, all molecules should
exhibit the same linear response upon the application of
an external F-field, allowing us to measure both the am-
plitude and sign of 6 fg. (The sign of § fg is inaccessible
for random orientated samples, e.g. frozen solutions [31]
or single crystals with inversion related molecules [21].)
The in-phase and quadrature parts of the echo signal
should follow cos (0 fgtg) and sin (§fgtg), respectively,
where the sign of  f is determined by the polarity of the
quadrature component, as illustrated in Fig. 2d. When
the orientation of the electric field is rotated from the Mn-
Br (top) to the Br-Mn (bottom) direction, the quadra-
ture part of the signal is inverted while the in-phase part
remains virtually identical, as expected for a linear SEC.

The full orientation dependence of the SECs is mapped
by rotating the E-field against the crystals. We present
the E-field induced changes in D for all three molecules
for direct comparison (Fig. 2e). For all molecules the
maximum SECs occur with the applied electric field par-
allel or anti-parallel to the Mn-X bond, with a near-
complete extinction of the effect for the perpendicular
orientation. This highlights the importance of the molec-
ular electric dipole: an E-field is coupled to the molecular
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FIG. 2. Spin-electric coupling in Mn triangle molecules. (a) The microwave and E-field pulse sequence measuring SEC in
single crystals. (b) The Q-band EDFS spectrum for 2 recorded at 3 K. (¢) The in-phase spin echo signals for different ms
transitions as a function of tg recorded on 2. The data were recorded with both By and the pulsed electric field parallel to
the Mn-Br bond. (d) The in-phase (black) and quadrature (red) echo signal for the +3/2 to 4+5/2 transition in MnBr with
the electric field applied parallel (top), perpendicular (mid) and anti-parallel (bottom) to the Mn-Br direction. Note that the
polarity of the quadrature signal is reversed for the top and bottom data, consistent with a linear spin-electric coupling. (e)
Orientation dependence of the E-field-induced shift in the zero-field splitting parameter D (errors are smaller than the symbol

sizes).

spin via its electric dipole. Hence, even though the trian-
gular plane perpendicular to the Mn-X bond also does
not possess an inversion symmetry, allowing first order
SEC [6, 32, 33] by symmetry, an E-field applied in this
plane cannot couple to the spin efficiently owing to the
lack of an electric dipole in this orientation.

The observed SECs (~ 7 Hz/(V/m) for 3) are signif-
icant, especially considering that Mn(II) ions are typi-
cally associated with weak spin-orbit interaction due to
their half-filled 3d® outer shell. The coupling to the spin
spectrum (0f/F) is much stronger than for molecular
nanomagnets containing Mn(II) (~ 0.68 HZ/(V/m)) [23]
and comparable with the SEC for a lanthanide-based
molecule (~ 11 Hz/(V/m)) with giant SOC [21]. Such
strong SEC is likely due to the significant molecular elec-
tric dipole and the fact it is directly correlated to the
molecular magnetic anisotropy.

Despite the fact that D < 0 for X = Cl and D > 0 for
X = Br and I, we note that §D < 0 for all three com-
pounds when an electric field is applied pointing from
the X halogen ion towards Mn?*. Such behaviour show-
cases the possibility of controlling magnetic anisotropy
and SEC independently, allowing the design of molec-
ular nanomagnets with strong SEC while maintaining
operability within the microwave frequency range conve-

nient for (quantum) information technologies. This can
be understood qualitatively by considering the origin of
the magnetic anisotropy and symmetry of their electronic
states (see the section below).

Electronic structure calculations

We performed wavefunction-based ab initio calcula-
tions to understand the origin of D and its interaction
with an external E-field [10, 34-36]. The ZFS parame-
ters for all molecules (without external E-field) are cal-
culated using two geometries: the X-ray structures, and
the molecular geometries optimised in density function
theory (DFT) while preserving the C3 symmetry. Both
calculations reproduce the trend of D observed in ESR
measurements, i.e. the ZFS shifts from easy-axis type
(D < 0) to easy-plane type (D > 0) as the halogen atom
varies from Cl to I. Here we focus on results obtained
using the DFT-optimised geometry as it allows us to in-
vestigate the E-field induced distortions to the geometry
of the molecules (see below).

Detailed analysis was performed with 1 and 3 to ra-
tionalise the origin of the ZFS. For a high spin Mn(II)
(S = 5/2) ground state, all five d orbitals are singly occu-



pied, leading to a sextuplet ground state 6 A. Therefore,
the ZFS can only emerge due to interactions between the
electronic ground state and the excited quadruplet states,
4Y? via SOCs. It is worth noting that the spin-spin con-
tribution to D [37] which is considered in the calculations
is very small.

614771s

For an analysis purpose, we can consider the second
order perturbation expression of the SOC contributions.
The SOC interaction between the ground electronic state
of |6Ams> with the spin projection of ms and an excited
electronic state of *Y? in the m, component leads to a
contribution to D of the ground state, C(D)[*Y}, ]:

GULES, + Ly 8)) /2 + LiS7) |4y, )2

7”51 E :

k

where the sum runs over all electrons k of the d shell.
|4 e l> is the *Y? excited state with the spin projection
of mg. E(*Y?) is the energy of the 1Y excited state with
respect to the ground state and (i is the SOC constant
that depends on the two orbitals involved in the exci-
tation. The sum of the contributions of all Y excited
states, > C(D), leads to the ZFS. Ab initio calculations
show that the main contributions to D arise from the
ten excited quadruplet states. Among them, four dou-
bly degenerate states E* (i = 1 to 4) that couple to the
ground state through the ([A/;:S'k_ +f),: S’;‘)/Q term lead to
negative contributions to D and the two non-degenerate
states A% (i = 1 or 2) that couple to the ground state
through LS lead to positive contributions to D [38].
The excitation energies in 1 and 3 are driven by the
ligand field and follow the halogen spectrochemical se-
ries. However, while for many series of complexes, the
excitation energies govern the magnitude and nature of
D, the variation of the SOCs plays here the most impor-

TABLE I. Spin Hamiltonian parameters. The theoretical re-
sults for the zero-FE-field D values are calculated using both
the X-ray structure (Dxgr) and the structure optimised using

DFT (Dprr). 6D/OE calculated using three different cases
as described in the main text.
Molecule ‘1 ‘2 ‘3
Experiment
D (em™') -0.168  |+0.188 |+0.55
A (x107%cm ™) 7.3 7.3 7.1
8D (Hz/(V/m)) -0.42 -1.20 -1.70
Theory, zero- E-field D
Dxr (cm™h) -0.172  |-0.057  |+0.098
Dprr (Cmfl) -0.130 +0.005 |+0.174
Theory, 52 (Hz/(V/m))
(a) electronic effect only [-0.043  |-0.112  |-0.239
(b) geometry effect only  |-0.192 -0.278 -0.498
(¢) both effects -0.234  ]-0.390 [-0.735

(YY) ®

(

tant role. Indeed, one may notice that the increase or
decrease of the contributions to D of an excited state is
directly correlated with the decrease or increase of the
SOCs. The variation in SOCs can have two origins:
either the coefficient on the *Y state determinants in-
volved in the coupling varies between 1 and 3, or the
spin-orbit constants (; vary. In the present case, both
variations need to be considered. However, the domi-
nant effect concerns the spin-orbit constants. Indeed, for
an excitation involving orbital with a z component (i.e.
pointing towards the halogen), the constant (j is weaker
for the iodine-containing complex than for the chlorine-
containing one due to the relativistic nephelauxetic effect,
inducing weaker couplings and therefore lower negative
contributions. Concerning the A? state, it is essentially
carried by the two excitations from dy, to d(,2_,2) and
vice versa and the weight on these two configurations is
larger in 3 than in 1, inducing a stronger coupling and
therefore a larger positive contribution. To summarise,
the negative contributions to D due to the quadruplet E?
states decrease from 1 to 3, whereas the positive contri-
butions brought by the A? states increase, resulting in an
overall ZF'S shifting from easy-axis to easy-plane type, as
experimentally observed.

The application of an E-field modifies both the elec-
tronic structure and the geometry of the molecules, thus
changes D. To appreciate the spin-electric effect due to
each contribution individually, we calculate D using the
following three cases: (a) an E-field only modifies the
electronic structure, with the molecular geometry un-
perturbed; (b) an E-field distorts the geometry of the
molecule, leading to a new structure (optimised using
DFT in the presence of the E-field) with which D is calcu-
lated; (c) D is calculated using the new geometry in the
presence of an FE-field affecting the electronic structure.
To reduce relative digital errors in the ab initio calcula-
tion, a strong electric field is used (~ 10° V/m), signif-
icantly larger than those applied in experiments (~ 105
V/m). Nevertheless, the calculations produce linear E-
field dependence of D (Fig. 3a), allowing us to draw a
direct comparison between calculations and experiments.

Representative results for 3 are shown in Fig. 3. When
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FIG. 3. (a) Theoretical calculation for 3 showing a linear
SEC. A positive E corresponds to an FE-field applied from
I- to Mn?*. The calculations were performed with three
configurations as described in the main text. (b) Molecular
orbital energy diagram for 3 with the application of an FE-
field.

an F-field is applied pointing from the halogen ion to-
wards the Mn(II) ion, it distorts the molecular geometry
such that the Mn-X distance increases while the Mn—
N bond length decreases. This changes the electronic
structure of the molecule such that all energy differences
between the orbitals increase, as shown in Fig. 3b. Note
that this increase is larger in the iodine-containing com-
plex than in the chlorine one due to the larger polaris-
able character of iodine, i.e. a stronger deformation of
the electronic cloud induces a larger geometric distortion
of the molecule. More importantly, the application of an
E-field varies the SOCs, leading to a weaker D > 0 con-
tribution by the A; states and a stronger D < 0 contri-
bution by the F; states. These two modulations combine
constructively and give rise to the overall E-field-induced
modulation of D.

The results are summarised in Table I. The calculations
successfully reproduce the trend observed in experiments,
with increasing effects when the halogen is changed from
Cl to I. This can be understood by recognising that C1~
is less polarisable than I7: applying an E-field leads to
a larger distortion in 3 and a stronger modulation of D,
despite the SOC constant being stronger for 1. Crucially,
our analysis reveals that the distortions to the molecu-
lar geometry play the major role for all three molecules
[21]. Finally, we note that compared to the optimised
structures used in the calculation, which are obtained
considering single molecules in vacuum, the actual crys-
tal structure contains counterions that can lead to larger
distortions. Therefore, it is conceivable that the calcula-
tions underestimate the electric field effect. Nevertheless,
the theoretical results are in reasonable agreement with
the experimental data.

CONCLUSIONS

Our main findings are that it is possible to control
the ZFS by electric field through and spin electric ef-
fect by prudent design of molecular complexes, and that
we can generate a significant spin electric effect without
involving a strong SOC. The theoretical analysis show-
cases the importance of geometry distortions in driving
spin electric effect, and the possibility of harnessing the
competing interactions to tune the ZFS and spin electric
effect independently. Based on these findings we propose
that lanthanide-containing complexes with an axial io-
dide ligand may present large SECs [39]. However, to be
used as electrically addressable quantum bits, an ESR
transition in the microwave energy domain is desirable,
which is not straightforward for lanthanides. Our work
suggests routes to QIP technologies based on molecular
design principles, with electrically addressable molecular
qubits compatible with current microwave techniques.
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