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The interactions between atoms and molecules may be described by a potential energy function of the nuclear coordi-
nates. Non-bonded interactions are dominated by repulsive forces at short range and attractive dispersion forces at long
range. Experimental data on the detailed interaction potentials for non-bonded interatomic and intermolecular forces is
scarce. Here we use terahertz spectroscopy and inelastic neutron scattering to determine the potential energy function
for the non-bonded interaction between single He atoms and encapsulating C60 fullerene cages, in the helium endo-
fullerenes 3He@C60 and 4He@C60, synthesised by molecular surgery techniques. The experimentally derived potential
is compared to estimates from quantum chemistry calculations, and from sums of empirical two-body potentials.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-bonded intermolecular interactions determine the
structure and properties of most forms of matter. The po-
tential energy function specifies the dependence of the poten-
tial energy on the nuclear coordinates of the interacting moi-
eties, within the Born-Oppenheimer approximation1. The es-
timation of potential functions for non-bonded interactions re-
mains an active research area of computational chemistry2–4.
Ab initio methods are capable of high accuracy but are usu-
ally too computational expensive to be applied to anything
but very small molecular systems. Computational techniques
with good scaling properties such as density functional theory
(DFT) are generally imprecise for non-bonded interactions,
unless customised adjustments are made3–5. The accuracy of
quantum chemistry algorithms is often assessed by seeking
convergence with respect to the calculation level, or number
of basis functions2.

Advances in all fields of science require comparison with
experiment. Unfortunately, detailed experimental data on in-
termolecular potential energy surfaces is scarce. Some infor-
mation may be gained by comparing crystal structures and
energetics with those derived from model potentials6. The
equilibrium structures, dissociation energies and vibrational
frequencies of intermolecular complexes and clusters may be
studied in the gas phase and molecular beams7–12. However
these measurements encounter difficulties with control of the
local sample temperature, and only provide information on
potential minima, and their local properties close to potential
minima. Atomic beam diffraction may also provide informa-
tion13–15.

An ideal set of systems for the study of intermolecular inter-
actions is provided by atomic and molecular endofullerenes,
in which single atoms or small molecules are encapsulated in
closed carbon cages16–19. A range of small-molecule endo-
fullerenes is available in macroscopic quantities through the
multi-step synthetic route known as “molecular surgery”20,

including H2@C60
18, H2@C70

21, H2O@C60
19, HF@C60

22,
CH4@C60

23, and their isotopologues. Endofullerenes con-
taining noble gas atoms, and containing two encapsulated
species, may also be produced21,24–30. Endofullerenes are
chemically very stable, may be prepared in a pure and homo-
geneous solid form, and may be studied at almost any desired
temperature.

At low temperatures, the translational modes (and for
non-monatomic species, the internal degrees of freedom) of
the endohedral species are quantized. The quantum lev-
els may be probed by a wide range of spectroscopic tech-
niques 31, including infrared spectroscopy22,32–36, pulsed tera-
hertz spectroscopy37, nuclear magnetic resonance22,29,34,38–40,
and inelastic neutron scattering22,34,41,42. When performed
at cryogenic temperatures, these techniques reveal a rich en-
ergy level structure for the quantized modes of the encap-
sulated systems22,32,34,41,43.The quantum structure has been
studied in detail using models of the confining potential,
sometimes combined with cage-induced modifications of
the rotational and vibrational characteristics of the guest
molecule32,33,35,36,43–56.

There are two main ways to describe the interaction poten-
tial between the encapsulated species and the cage. One ap-
proach describes the interaction potential as a sum over many
two-body Lennard-Jones functions involving each endohedral
atom and all 60 carbon atoms of the cage44–46,49,50,52,53,55,56,
sometimes introducing “additional sites" on the endohedral
species as well46,52,53. One disadvantage of this approach
is that the summed potential has an undesirable dependence
on the precise radius of the encapsulating fullerene cage. An
alternative approach, which we call “model-free", describes
the interaction potential as a sum of orthogonal spatial func-
tions32,33,35,36,43,47,48. The latter approach makes no assump-
tions about the cage geometry and is better-suited for a com-
parison with computational chemistry methods.

In this report, we “go back to basics" by studying the
simplest atomic endofullerene, He@C60, consisting of C60
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FIG. 1. (a) A C60 cage encapsulates a single noble gas atom. (b) The confinement potential of the encapsulated atom is described by the
function V (r). The quantum energy levels and wavefunctions of the encapsulated atom depend on V (r). (c) Transitions between the energy
levels are detected in the bulk solid state at low temperature by terahertz spectroscopy and inelastic neutron scattering. (d) Analysis of the
spectroscopic and neutron scattering data allows determination of the potential energy function, which may be compared with computational
chemistry estimates.

fullerene cages each encapsulating a single helium atom (fig-
ure 1a). Terahertz and neutron scattering data is acquired and
fitted by a simple quantum-mechanical model consisting of a
particle confined by a three-dimensional potential well. This
allows us to define a “model-free" atom-fullerene potential,
with no assumptions about whether it may be expressed as the
sum of many two-body interactions.

Although He@C60 was first made in trace amounts by
gas-phase methods16,17,57, molecular surgery techniques now
provide both isotopologues 3He@C60 and 4He@C60 in high
purity and macroscopic quantities25,30. These synthetic ad-
vances have made it feasible to perform terahertz spec-
troscopy and inelastic neutron scattering experiments on solid
polycrystalline samples of He@C60 at low temperature, with
good signal-to-noise ratio.

At first sight, He@C60 is an unpromising object of study
by both terahertz spectroscopy and neutron scattering. Since
He atoms are neutral, their translational motion is not ex-
pected to interact with electromagnetic radiation. Further-
more, both 3He and 4He isotopes have small neutron scatter-
ing cross-sections, and 3He is a strong neutron absorber. For-
tunately, although these concerns are valid, they are not fatal.
The He atoms in He@C60 acquire a small induced electric
dipole through their interactions with the encapsulating cage,
and hence interact weakly with the THz irradiation, as in the
case of H2@C60

32. The feeble neutron scattering of both He
isotopes may be compensated by a sufficiently large sample
quantity.

We compare the experimentally determined potential to es-
timates from empirical two-body interaction potentials, and
from quantum chemistry calculations. Empirical two-body
potentials give widely divergent results, even when those po-
tentials are based on experimental helium-graphite scatter-
ing data. Møller-Plesset perturbation theory techniques and
density functional theory (DFT) methods which explicitly in-

clude, or are empirically corrected to account for, dispersive
interactions, are shown to provide good estimates for the in-
teraction potential.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Sample Preparation

3He@C60 and 4He@C60 were synthesised using a solid-
state process for the critical step, as described in reference 30.
The initial filling factors were 30% to 50%. The samples
were further purified by recirculating HPLC on Cosmosil
Buckyprep columns to remove trace impurities of H2O@C60.
Without this precaution, strong neutron scattering by the hy-
drogen nuclei interferes strongly with the INS measurements.
For THz spectroscopy samples of high filling factor were re-
quired to get sufficient signal and were prepared by further
extensive recirculating HPLC. All samples were sublimed un-
der vacuum before spectroscopic measurements.

B. Terahertz Spectroscopy

THz absorption spectra were measured with an interferom-
eter using a mercury arc light source and a 4 K bolometer as
an intensity detector. The typical instrumental resolution was
0.3 cm−1, which is below the width of the measured THz ab-
sorption lines. The 4He@C60 sample had a filling factor of
f = 88.2± 0.5% while the 3He@C60 had a filling factor of
f = 97.2± 0.5%, as determined by 13C NMR. The sample
pellets were pressed from fine powders of solid He@C60. The
temperature dependence of the absorption spectra was mea-
sured by using a variable-temperature optical cryostat. More
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information is in the Supplementary Material.

C. Inelastic Neutron Scattering

INS experiments were conducted using the IN1-Lagrange
spectrometer at the Institut Laue-Langevin (ILL) in Greno-
ble. Incident neutrons are provided by the “hot source“ mod-
erator of the reactor, resulting in a high flux neutron beam.
A choice of three different single crystal monochromators,
namely Si(111), Si(311) and Cu(220) are used to define the in-
cident energy of the monochromatic neutron beam arriving at
the sample using Bragg reflection. The neutrons scattered by
the interaction with the sample enter a secondary spectrome-
ter comprising a large area array of pyrolytic graphite analyzer
crystals. The focussing geometry of the secondary spectrom-
eter ensures that only neutrons with a fixed kinetic energy of
4.5 meV are detected by the 3He detector. INS spectra were
recorded in the energy transfer range [5, 200] meV for the
3He@C60 sample, while it was reduced to [5, 60] meV for
4He@C60 as the time allowed for performing the latter exper-
iment was reduced.

The powdered samples, with respective mass of 1067 mg
for 3He@C60 ( f = 45%) and 294 mg for 4He@C60 ( f = 40%)
were loaded inside an Al foil and further inserted inside a
cylindrical annulus before they were mounted at the tip of an
orange cryostat and placed inside the IN1 spectrometer beam.
The sample temperature was kept around 2.7 K. In order to
subtract background and scattering from Al and from the C60
cage, a blank mass matching sample of C60 was measured
using the same setup and an empty cell was also measured.
In order to account for the strong absorption of 3He@C60, a
Cd sample was also measured enabling to correct from the
incident energy dependent absorption of the sample. The neu-
tron counts in figure 3 were normalized to the incident neutron
flux.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Terahertz spectroscopy

Terahertz absorption spectra for 3He@C60 and 4He@C60 at
two different temperatures are shown in figure 2. For both iso-
topologues, the high-temperature spectrum displays a comb of
several clearly resolved THz peaks, with the 3He peaks hav-
ing higher frequencies than those of 4He. As discussed be-
low, the combs of THz peaks indicate that the potential energy
function V (r) for the encapsulated He does not have a purely
quadratic dependence on the displacement r of the He atom
from the cage centre. This indicates that the He dynamics
is not well-described as a purely harmonic three-dimensional
oscillator.

The 5 K spectra in figure 2 display a single peak with
partially-resolved fine structure, for both 3He@C60 and
4He@C60. These fundamental peaks correspond to transi-
tions from the quantum ground states of He in the two iso-
topologues. The fine structure requires further investigation,

FIG. 2. THz spectroscopy of He endofullerenes. (a) THz absorp-
tion spectra of 3He@C60 at temperatures of 5 K (blue) and 125 K
(red). (b) THz absorption spectra of 4He@C60 at temperatures of 5 K
(green) and 100 K (orange). In both cases, the short vertical bars in-
dicate the predicted positions of the terahertz absorption peaks for the
radial potential energy function specified in table I, and their height
is proportional to the absorption area. In both cases the black curve is
the sum of gaussian peaks with position and area defined by the ver-
tical bars. The THz peaks are numbered according to the transition
assignments in figure 4(b).

but may be associated with a small perturbation of the confin-
ing potential by the merohedral disorder in the crystal lattice.
Similar effects have been identified for H2@C60

42.

B. Inelastic neutron scattering

Inelastic neutron scattering spectra for 3He@C60 and
4He@C60 are shown in figure 3. The figure shows the dif-
ference between the INS of the He endofullerenes and that
of pure C60. The INS spectra before subtraction are shown
in the Supplementary Material. Since C60 has no vibrational
modes below ∼ 250 cm−1, and the low-energy phonon spec-
trum cancels precisely for the empty and filled fullerenes, the
peaks below this energy threshold are clearly attributable to
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FIG. 3. Inelastic neutron scattering of He endofullerenes. (a) In-
elastic neutron scattering spectra of 3He@C60 at a temperature of
2.7 K (blue). (b) Inelastic neutron scattering spectra of 4He@C60
at a temperature of 2.7 K (green). In both cases, a weighted differ-
ence between the scattering of He@C60 and pure C60 is shown, with
the weighting factors adjusted for best subtraction of the C60 back-
ground. The short vertical bars indicate the predicted positions of
the INS peaks for the quantized He motion under the radial potential
energy function specified in table I. The INS peaks are labelled ac-
cording to the transition assignments in figure 4(b). The peaks above
∼ 250 cm−1 and marked by asterisks are due to scattering from the
C60 cages, whose modes are slightly modified in frequency by the
presence of endohedral He.

the quantized modes of the confined He atoms. As in the case
of THz spectroscopy, the 3He INS peaks are at higher energies
than for 4He.

The strong features above ∼ 250 cm−1 are attributed to the
known vibrational modes of C60 molecules58. Raman studies
have shown that the radial vibrational modes of the C60 cages
are slightly blue-shifted by the presence of an endohedral no-
ble gas atom59. These shifts lead to imperfect cancellation
in the INS difference spectra, causing the dispersion-like fea-
tures in figure 3 which are marked by asterisks. These sub-
traction artefacts are much stronger for 4He than for 3He, for
two reasons: (i) the C60 vibrational modes are slightly more
shifted for 4He than for 3He, due to its larger mass; (ii) 4He
has a much lower scattering cross-section than 3He.

IV. ANALYSIS

A. Energy levels and transitions

The Schrödinger equation for the confined atom (within the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation), is given by

Ĥ(r)ψq(r) = Eqψq(r) (1)

where q describes a set of quantum numbers, q= {q1,q2, . . .},
and Eq is the energy of the stationary quantum state. The
Hamiltonian operator Ĥ is given by

Ĥ(r) =− p̂2

2M
+V (r) (2)

where p̂ is the momentum operator and M is the atomic mass.
In general, the energy levels Eq and stationary state wave-
functions ψq depend strongly on the potential energy function
V (r), where r represents the nuclear coordinates of the encap-
sulated atom (figure 1b).

The potential energy of the He atom inside the cage may be
described by a potential function V (r,θ ,φ), where r is the dis-
placement of the He nucleus from the cage centre, and (θ ,φ)
are polar angles. The C60 cage has icosahedral symmetry, but
may be treated as spherical to a good approximation, at low
excitation energies of the endohedral atom. The angular de-
pendence may be dropped by assuming approximate spheri-
cal symmetry, V (r,θ ,φ)'V (r). We assume a radial potential
energy function of the form V (r) =V2r2 +V4r4 +V6r6 where
{V2,V4,V6} are polynomial coefficients.

The energy eigenvalues and eigenstates are given by En`m
and ψn`m(r,θ ,φ) respectively. The principal quantum num-
ber n takes values n ∈ {0,1, . . .} with the angular momentum
quantum number ` given by ` ∈ {0,2, . . .n} (for even n) and
` ∈ {1,3, . . .n} (for odd n)60. The azimuthal quantum number
takes values m ∈ {−`,−`+ 1, . . .+ `}. For spherical sym-
metry, the energies are independent of m, so the energy level
En` is (2`+1)-fold degenerate. The stationary quantum states
ψn`m(r,θ ,φ) are given by products of radial functions Rn`(r)
and spherical harmonics Y`m(θ ,φ), just as for the electronic
orbitals of a hydrogen atom60.

The eigenvalues and eigenstates depend on the poten-
tial coefficients {V2,V4,V6} and the mass of the He atom.
The electric-dipole-allowed transitions, which are observed in
THz spectroscopy and described by the induced dipole mo-
ment coefficient A1, have the selection rule ∆`=±1, see Sup-
plementary Material. There are no relevant selection rules for
the neutron scattering peaks.

B. Fitting of the Potential

We treat the V4 and V6 terms as perturbations of the
quadratic V2 term, which corresponds to an isotropic three-
dimensional harmonic oscillator. The solutions of the
Schrödinger equation for the isotropic 3D harmonic oscilla-
tor are well-known60,61, and are given by:

|n`m〉(r,θ ,φ) = Rn`(r)Y`m(θ ,φ), (3)
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FIG. 4. (a) The radial potential energy functions V (r) for 3He in C60 (solid black curve) and for 4He in C60 (dashed grey curve), together
with the quantized energy levels for 3He. The 3He and 4He potential curves are superposed within this energy range, leading to a “railway
track" appearance of the plotted curve. The best-fit polynomial coefficients are given in table I. (b) Energy levels of the confined 3He atoms,
labelled by the quantum numbers n`. The energy levels for a harmonic oscillator are shown on the left. The finite V4 and V6 terms break the
degeneracies between terms with different `. All levels are (2`+1)-fold degenerate. The transitions observed in THz spectroscopy are labelled
by circled numbers in black, and correspond to the peaks in figure 2. The transitions observed in INS are labelled by circled letters in blue,
and correspond to the peaks in figure 3. Colours are used to indicate the ` values of the energy levels.

where the principal quantum number is given by n ∈
{0,1,2, . . .} and the angular momentum quantum number `
takes values {0,2, . . .n} for even n, and {1,3, . . .n} for odd
n. The radial wavefunctions Rn`(r) are proportional to gener-
alised Laguerre polynomials 62,63, while the angular parts Y`m
are spherical harmonics. The energy eigenvalues are given by

En`m = h̄ω0(n+
3
2
) (4)

with the fundamental vibrational frequency ω0 = (2V2/µ)1/2,
where µ is the reduced mass (assumed here to be equal to
the mass of the 3He or 4He atom, since each C60 molecule
is more than two orders of magnitude more massive than the
encapsulated atom, and is also coupled to the lattice).

The Schrödinger equation was solved approximately for fi-
nite V4 and V6 by numerically diagonalizing a matrix with
elements given by 〈n`m|V4r4 +V6r6 |n′`′m′〉. Since the as-
sumed Hamiltonian retains isotropic symmetry, all matrix el-
ements are independent of the quantum number m and vanish
for ` 6= `′ and m 6= m′. In practice the matrix was bounded
by quantum numbers n≤ 18, after checking for convergence.
The THz peak intensities and peak positions were fitted, as
described in the Supplementary Material, allowing numerical
estimation of the potential parameters V2 (or ω0), V4 and V6,
and the induced dipole moment amplitude A1. The derived
eigenvalues were used to estimate the INS peak positions.

The fitting of the potential was performed independently

TABLE I. Best fit polynomial coefficients and confidence limits for
the radial potential function V (r) = V2r2 +V4r4 +V6r6 and induced
dipole function d1q =

√
4π/3 A1 rY1q(θ ,φ) experienced by the con-

fined He isotopes, see SI.

Parameter 3He 4He
V2 / meVpm−2 (2.580±0.011) 10−3 (2.4998±0.0016) 10−3

V4 / meVpm−4 (3.370±0.060) 10−7 (3.610±0.060) 10−7

V6 / meVpm−6 (2.786±0.005) 10−11 (2.634±0.021) 10−11

A1 / D pm−1 (4.38±0.04) 10−4 (4.58±0.06) 10−4

for the two He isotopes. The best fit solutions for the potential
coefficients, and their confidence limits, are given in table I.

Figure 4(a) shows the best-fit potential functions for 3He
and 4He inside the interior cavity of C60. The best-fit poten-
tial has a distinct U-shape which deviates strongly from the
parabolic form of a harmonic oscillator. The best-fit potential
curves 3He and 4He are indistinguishable within the plotted
energy range.

An energy level diagram for the confined He atoms, marked
with the observed transitions, is shown in figure 4(b). The pre-
dicted positions of the relevant THz and INS transitions are
shown by the vertical bars in figures 2 and 3. Although some
of the higher-energy transitions in the INS data are partially
obscured by C60 features, the agreement with the spectro-
scopic results is gratifying. The close correspondence of the
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the experimentally determined radial poten-
tials V (r) (3He: solid black curve; 4He: dashed grey curve, super-
posed on the 3He curve to give a “train track" appearance) with sums
of reported He · · ·C interaction potentials: (a, green) Lennard-Jones
6-8-12 potential with parameters from Carlos et al.14; (b, blue) Mod-
ified Buckingham potential (implemented in the MM3 program, as
reported by Jiménez-Vázquez et al.64); (c, orange) Lennard-Jones
6-12 potential with parameters from Pang and Brisse65; (d, red)
Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential with parameters from Carlos et al.14;
The potentials used in (a) and (d) were used for the fitting of He · · ·C
scattering data14. The functional forms of the potentials and their
associated parameters are given in the Supplementary Material. In
all cases the He atom was displaced from the cage centre towards
the nucleus of a carbon atom. The confidence limits in the structural
data for C60

66 lead to error margins on the empirical curves which
are smaller than the plotted linewidths.

derived potential curves for 3He and 4He, despite the different
masses of the isotopes and the very different observed fre-
quencies, attests to the validity of the determination of V (r).

C. Comparison with Empirical Potentials

There have been numerous attempts to model the non-
bonded interactions between atoms using empirical two-body
potential functions such as the Lennard-Jones (LJ) 6-12 poten-
tial, or by more complex functional forms. Suitable functions
and parameters have been proposed for the He · · ·C interac-
tion14,15,64,65,67. Some of the proposed two-body potentials
were developed for modelling the scattering of He atoms from
a graphite surface14,15.

Figure 5 compares the experimental V (r) curve with pre-
dictions from published He · · ·C two-body interaction func-
tions. In each case, the total potential energy V (r) was esti-
mated by locating the He atom a distance r along a line from
the centre of the cage towards a C atom, and summing the
contributions from all 60 two-body He · · ·C potentials. The
direction of the He displacement has a negligible effect on the
calculated potential curves over the relevant energy range (see
Supplementary Material). The derived potentials are very sen-
sitive to the geometry of the C60 cage, especially its radius R.
We fixed the locations of all C nuclei to the best current es-
timates from neutron diffraction66, as follows: Bond lengths
h = 138.14±0.27 pm for C-C bonds shared by two hexagons,

p = 145.97±0.18 pm for C-C bonds shared by a hexagon and
a pentagon, and distance of all carbon atoms from the cage
centre R= 354.7±0.5 pm. The width of the curves in figure 5
is greater than their confidence limits, which are dominated by
the uncertainties in the structural parameters. Explicit func-
tional forms and parameters for the empirical two-body po-
tentials are given in the Supplementary Material.

The most striking feature of Figure 5 is the wide variation of
derived potentials for different two-body interaction models.
Of all the proposed two-body potentials, the Lennard-Jones
6-12 potential with parameters given by Pang and Brisse65

(curve a) provides the best agreement with experiment. The
isotropic two-body potentials derived by fitting experimental
He/graphite scattering data14,15 (curves c and d) give poor fits
to the experimental He@C60 potential.

D. Comparison with Quantum Chemistry

The He@C60 system is too large to be treated at the full ab
initio level of quantum chemistry. The availability of an exper-
imental radial potential function V (r) allows the direct evalua-
tion of approximate computational chemistry techniques – not
only at the equilibrium geometry, but also for displacements
of the He atom from the centre of the C60 cage.

The radial potential V (r) was evaluated by estimating the
energy of a He@C60 system using a range of computational
chemistry algorithms, with the He atom displaced by r from
the centre of the C60 cage. In all cases the locations of the car-
bon atoms were fixed to the C60 geometry as determined by
neutron diffraction66, with the same parameters as used for the
evaluation of the empirical potentials. The He was moved on
the line connecting the cage centre to a carbon nucleus. The
direction of the He displacement has a negligible effect on
the predicted potential curves over the relevant energy range
(see Supplementary Material). The potentials were calcu-
lated using the Psi4 program68. The functionals used for DFT
were: (i) the B3LYP functional, which is one of the most pop-
ular semi-empirical hybrid functionals69–73; (ii) the B3LYP
functional including the Grimme D3 empirical dispersion cor-
rection with Beck-Johnson damping5,74; (iii) the ωB97X-V
functional, which includes a contribution from the non-local
VV10 correlation functional and is designed to handle non-
covalent interactions69. The potential was also calculated us-
ing second-order Møller-Plesset perturbation (MP2) theory2

including empirical spin-component-scaling factors (SCS)75.
All potential calculations employed a counterpoise basis-set-
superposition-error correction, and converged to a good ap-
proximation with the correlation-consistent cc-pVXZ (X=D,
T, Q, 5) basis sets76,77. More details on the quantum chem-
istry calculations are given in the Supplementary Material.

Some comparisons are shown in Figure 6. Density func-
tional theory with the popular B3LYP functional69–73 over-
estimates the steepness of the confining potential, although
the correspondence with experiment is improved by including
the empirical D3 correction with Beck-Johnson damping5,74.
DFT with the ωB97X-V functional69, and Møller-Plesset per-
turbation (MP2) theory with spin-component-scaling factors
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the experimentally determined He@C60 ra-
dial potentials V (r) (3He: solid black curve; 4He: dashed grey curve,
superposed on the 3He curve) with quantum chemical calculations
using density functional and Møller-Plesset perturbation theories2,
as follows: (N) DFT using the B3LYP functional70–73; (H) DFT us-
ing the B3LYP functional with D3BJ correction5,74; ( � ) DFT using
the ωB97XV functional69,78; (◦) Spin-component-scaled Møller-
Plesset perturbation theory (SCS-MP2).75

(SCS)75, both give an acceptable correspondence between the
calculated and experimentally determined potentials.

V. DISCUSSION

We have showed that the quantized energy levels of he-
lium atoms encapsulated in C60 cages may be probed by THz
spectroscopy and INS, despite the weak interactions of the
He atoms with the electromagnetic field and with neutrons.
The spectroscopic features were analysed to obtain a detailed
potential energy function for the interaction between the en-
capsulated species and the surrounding cage – an interaction
dominated by non-bonded dispersion forces which are hard
to estimate experimentally. An excellent correspondence was
obtained between the interaction potentials derived from inde-
pendent 3He@C60 and 4He@C60 measurements, despite the
different peak positions for the two samples.

The experimental V (r) curve was compared with sums of
published two-body He · · ·C interactions. With few excep-
tions the summed two-body potentials have a poor correspon-
dence with the experimental result. It is not a great surprise
that the interaction of a He atom with a highly delocalized
electronic structure such as C60 is hard to model as the sum of
individual atom-atom interactions.

We also compared the experimentally derived interaction

potential with those derived by quantum chemistry tech-
niques. This allowed the validation of DFT methods which
have been developed to deal with dispersive interactions, in-
cluding the popular B3LYP functional with the D3 empir-
ical dispersion correction5,74, and the ωB97X-V functional
which incorporates the non-local VV10 correlation functional
and has been parameterised using a training set rich in non-
bonding interactions69. Møller-Plesset perturbation theory
with spin-component-scaling factors75 also provides a good
description of the confining potential of the encapsulated He
atoms.

There are small discrepancies between the calculated and
observed potentials. However it is not yet known whether the
remaining discrepancies reflect the limitations in the quan-
tum chemistry algorithms, or the limitations in the assump-
tions made when interpreting the experimental data – for ex-
ample, the neglect of the influence exerted by the encapsu-
lated He atoms on the cage radius. Precise measurements of
the He@C60 cage geometry by neutron scattering or X-ray
diffraction are planned.

He atoms are small, have no static dipole moment, and a
low polarizability. This makes He@C60 a relatively easy case
for computational chemistry. A stiffer challenge for compu-
tational chemistry is likely to be presented by compounds in
which the endohedral species is polar, such as H2O@C60

24

and HF@C60
22, and by endofullerenes such as CH4@C60

23,
where the fit with the cage is much tighter. Furthermore, the
study of systems with multiple atoms or molecules encapsu-
lated in the same fullerene cage24,26,27 should allow the study
of non-bonded molecule-molecule and molecule-atom inter-
actions.
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B. Meier, K. Kouřil, M. E. Light, M. R. Johnson, S. Rols, A. J. Horsewill,
A. Shugai, U. Nagel, T. Rõõm, M. Carravetta, M. H. Levitt, and R. J.
Whitby, “The dipolar endofullerene HF@C60,” Nat Chem 8, 953–957
(2016).

23S. Bloodworth, G. Sitinova, S. Alom, S. Vidal, G. R. Bacanu, S. J. Elliott,
M. E. Light, J. M. Herniman, G. J. Langley, M. H. Levitt, and R. J. Whitby,
“First Synthesis and Characterization of CH4@C60,” Angew. Chem. Int.
Ed. 58, 5038–5043 (2019).

24Y. Murata, S. Maeda, M. Murata, and K. Komatsu, “Encapsulation and Dy-
namic Behavior of Two H2 Molecules in an Open-Cage C70,” J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 130, 6702–6703 (2008).

25Y. Morinaka, F. Tanabe, M. Murata, Y. Murata, and K. Komatsu, “Rational
synthesis, enrichment, and 13C NMR spectra of endohedral C60 and C70
encapsulating a helium atom,” Chem. Commun. 46, 4532–4534 (2010).

26R. Zhang, M. Murata, T. Aharen, A. Wakamiya, T. Shimoaka, T. Hasegawa,
and Y. Murata, “Synthesis of a distinct water dimer inside fullerene C70,”
Nature Chem 8, 435–441 (2016).

27R. Zhang, M. Murata, A. Wakamiya, T. Shimoaka, T. Hasegawa, and
Y. Murata, “Isolation of the simplest hydrated acid,” Sci. Adv. 3, e1602833
(2017).

28S. Bloodworth, G. Hoffman, M. C. Walkey, G. R. Bacanu, J. M. Herniman,
M. H. Levitt, and R. J. Whitby, “Synthesis of Ar@C60 using molecular
surgery,” Chem. Commun. 56, 10521–10524 (2020).

29G. R. Bacanu, J. Rantaharju, G. Hoffman, M. C. Walkey, S. Bloodworth,
M. Concistrè, R. J. Whitby, and M. H. Levitt, “An Internuclear J-Coupling
of 3He Induced by Molecular Confinement,” J. Am. Chem. Soc. 142,
16926–16929 (2020).

30G. Hoffman, M. C. Walkey, J. Gräsvik, G. R. Bacanu, S. Alom, S. Blood-
worth, M. E. Light, M. H. Levitt, and R. J. Whitby, “A solid state in-
tramolecular Wittig reaction enables efficient synthesis of endofullerenes
including Ne@C60, 3He@C60 and HD@C60,” Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 60,
8960–8966 (2021).

31M. H. Levitt, “Spectroscopy of light-molecule endofullerenes,” Philos.
Trans. R. Soc. Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 371, 20120429 (2013).

32S. Mamone, M. Ge, D. Hüvonen, U. Nagel, A. Danquigny, F. Cuda, M. C.
Grossel, Y. Murata, K. Komatsu, M. H. Levitt, T. Rõõm, and M. Car-
ravetta, “Rotor in a cage: Infrared spectroscopy of an endohedral hydrogen-
fullerene complex,” J Chem Phys 130, 081103–4 (2009).

33M. Ge, U. Nagel, D. Hüvonen, T. Rõõm, S. Mamone, M. H. Levitt, M. Car-
ravetta, Y. Murata, K. Komatsu, X. Lei, and N. J. Turro, “Infrared spec-
troscopy of endohedral HD and D2 in C60,” J. Chem. Phys. 135, 114511



9

(2011).
34C. Beduz, M. Carravetta, J. Y.-C. Chen, M. Concistré, M. Denning,

M. Frunzi, A. J. Horsewill, O. G. Johannessen, R. Lawler, X. Lei, M. H.
Levitt, Y. Li, S. Mamone, Y. Murata, U. Nagel, T. Nishida, J. Ollivier,
S. Rols, T. Rõõm, R. Sarkar, N. J. Turro, and Y. Yang, “Quantum rota-
tion of ortho and para-water encapsulated in a fullerene cage,” Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. 109, 12894–12898 (2012).

35T. Rõõm, L. Peedu, M. Ge, D. Hüvonen, U. Nagel, S. Ye, M. Xu, Z. Bačić,
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THz spectroscopy
The THz transmission spectra were obtained using the Bruker interferometer Vertex 80v and an optical cold-
finger type continuous flow cryostat with two thin-film polypropylene windows. For the measurements the
powder of resublimed He@C60 samples was pressed under vacuum into a 3mm diameter hole of a brass frame.
The mass and thickness of 3He@C60 sample were 28mg and 2.16mm and of 4He@C60 sample 21mg and 1.72mm.
The brass frame with the pellet was inserted into a sample chamber with two thin-film polypropylene windows
and with a vacuum line for pumping and filling with Helium heat exchange gas. The sample chamber was in
a thermal contact with the cold finger of the cryostat. The cryostat was placed inside the Vertex 80v sample
compartment. The cold finger was moved up and down by letting the beam through the sample chamber
or through a reference hole with 3mm diameter. The mercury arc lamp, 6µm Mylar beamsplitter and 4K
bolometer were used to record the transmission spectra below 300 cm−1. The apodized resolution was typically
0.3 cm−1 or better.

The transmission Tr(ω) was measured as the light intensity transmitted by the sample chamber divided
by the light intensity transmitted by the reference hole. The absorption coefficient α(ω) was calculated from
the transmission Tr(ω) through α(ω) = −d−1 ln

[
Tr(ω)R−1corr

]
, with Rcorr as the amount of radiation reflected

from the sample pellet surface and from the windows of the sample chamber. Rcorr adds to the background
absorption but does not affect the intensities of He@C60 absorption lines.

Spectra presented in the paper were measured at low temperature, 5 K, and at high temperature, 100 K for
4He@C60 and 125 K for 3He@C60. The low and high T absorption spectra were treated differently before fitting
the peaks with Gaussian functions. The baseline correction by subtracting the slowly changing background was
performed on the low temperature absorbance spectra and on the lowest frequency line in the high T spectra.
The baseline of the high T spectrum above the lowest frequency resonance was corrected by subtracting the
5 K spectrum from the high T spectrum. The position of a broad line observed at 140 cm−1 in the 5 K spectra
is independent of the mass of He and independent of T as it subtracts out in the high T spectra if using the
5 K spectrum as a baseline. Therefore, the 140 cm−1 resonance is not caused by the presence of endohedral He
and is likely a C60 lattice mode.

He@C60 filling factors from 13C NMR
The 13C solution NMR spectra of 3He@C60 and 4He@C60, in ODCB-d4 (Sigma-Aldrich), were acquired in order
to measure the filling factors of the endofullerenes. The measurements were performed at 298 K and a field of
16.45 T on a Bruker Ascend 700 NB magnet fitted with a Bruker TCI prodigy 5 mm liquids cryoprobe and a
Bruker AVANCE NEO console.

The 13C solution NMR spectrum of 3He@C60 is shown in fig. S1 (a), which results in a filling factor f
= 97.2 ± 0.5%. The 13C solution NMR spectrum of 4He@C60 is shown in fig. S1 (b), which results in a filling
factor f = 88.2± 0.5%.

Inelastic neutron scattering
3He@C60 INS
The low temperature INS spectra of 1067 mg 3He@C60 (f=45%) and 1067 mg C60 are shown in fig. S2 (a), in
red and black respectively.

The 3He@C60 spectrum is corrected for the neutron absorption by the encapsulated 3He. The C60 spectrum
is scaled to best match the 3He@C60 in the low energy transfer region of the spectrum, in order to obtain
optimum background subtraction. In fig. S2 (b) the difference between 3He@C60 and C60 is shown in blue.

4He@C60 INS
The low temperature INS spectra of 294 mg 4He@C60 (f=40%) and 293 mg C60 are shown in fig. S3 (a), in
green and black respectively.

The C60 spectrum is scaled to best match the 4He@C60 spectrum, in order to obtain optimum background
subtraction. In fig. S3 (b) the difference between 4He@C60 and C60 is shown in dark-green. An experimental
artefact, present in both 4He@C60 and C60 spectra, is marked with a dagger (†).
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Figure S1: 13C solution NMR spectra of He@C60 in ODCB-d4 at 298 K and 16.45 T. (a) 3He@C60 ∼9.9
mM (f = 97.2 ± 0.5%) acquired with 720 transients. (b) 4He@C60 ∼6.3 mM (f = 88.2 ± 0.5%) acquired with
424 transients. The side peaks of 3He@C60 and 4He@C60 are marked with an asterisks; they arise from 13C2

isotopomers of C60, see reference 1 for more details.

Quantum Theory

Quantum mechanics for spherically symmetric potentials
The time-independent Schrödinger equation is given by:2

Ĥ(r1, r2 . . .)ψq(r1, r2 . . .) = Eqψq(r1, r2 . . .) (1)

where the vectors r1, r2 . . . are the coordinates of the particles, the quantum state is described by the eigen-
function ψq(r1, r2 . . .), q represents any set of quantum numbers (q = {q1, q2 . . .}) and Eq is the eigenvalue
(energy) of the eigenfunction ψq. When applying the Hamiltonian operator Ĥ (eq. 2) to the eigenfunction ψq,
one obtains the eigenfunction back and the eigenvalue Eq associated with it. The Hamiltonian operator Ĥ is
given by:

Ĥ(r1, r2 . . .) = −
N∑

i=1

p̂2i
2Mi

+ V (r1, r2 . . .) (2)

where p̂i and Mi are the momentum operator and mass for particle i. In the absence of a potential V , eq. 2 is
the Hamiltonian for a free particle. For the cases studied here the potential is not zero, and for endofullerenes
V is the confining potential which keeps the endohedral moiety enclosed. The meaning of V is such that a
quantum particle i at coordinates r1 has potential energy given by V (r1).

In the cases of noble gas endofullerenes studied here, there is only one confined particle so the eigenfunction
depends only on three spatial variables, ψq(r1) = ψq(r, θ, φ) in spherical polar coordinates. The variables are
separated into a radial part and angular part:

ψq(r, θ, φ) = Rq(r)Yq(θ, φ) (3)

The Schrödinger equation is factorised into a radial (eq. 4) equation and an angular equation (eq. 6),2 where
M is the mass of the particle:

− h̄

2M

∂2uq
∂r2

+

[
V (r) +

h̄2

2M

`(`+ 1)

r2

]
uq = Equq (4)

uq(r) = rRq(r) (5)

sin(θ)
∂

∂θ

(
sin(θ)

∂Yq
∂θ

)
+
∂2Yq
∂φ2

= −`(`+ 1) sin2(θ)Yq (6)
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Figure S2: (a) IN1 LAGRANGE INS (transmission corrected) spectra of: 1067 mg 3He@C60 (f=45%) in red
and 1067 mg C60 in black, at 2.7 K. (b) in blue the difference 3He@C60 −C60, red−black, from (a) is shown.
Counts are normalised with respect to the monitor neutron count.
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Figure S3: (a) IN1 LAGRANGE INS spectra of: 294 mg 4He@C60 (f=40%) in green and 293 mg C60 in black, at
2.7 K. (b) in dark-green the difference 4He@C60 −C60, green−black, from (a) is shown. Counts are normalised
with respect to the monitor neutron count. An experimental artefact is marked with a dagger (†).

The wavefunctions which solve the angular equation are spherical harmonics2 and are given below:

Y`m(θ, φ) =

√
(2`+ 1)

4π

(`−m)!

(`+m)!
eimφPm` (cos(θ)) (7)

Pm` (x) = (−1)m(1− x2)m/2(
d

dx
)mP`(x) (8)

P`(x) =
1

2``!
(
d

dx
)`(x2 − 1)` (9)

Here Pm` (x) are the associated Legendre functions and P`(x) are the Legendre polynomials. Thus, for the
angular part of the Schrödinger equation the solutions are known. ` is the angular momentum quantum number
and m is azimuthal quantum number.
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The radial solutions of the Schrödinger equation depend strongly on the potential V (r).

3D quantum harmonic oscillator (HO)
The spherically symmetric case of eq. 2, where V (r) = V2r

2 = 1
2kr

2, is well known as the 3D quantum Harmonic
Oscillator (HO), where k = Mω2

0 . The Hamiltonian (Ĥ0) for the spherically symmetric 3D harmonic oscillator
is:

Ĥ0 = − p̂2

2M
+ V2r

2 = − p̂2

2M
+
k

2
r2 (10)

To find the wavefunctions of the 3D harmonic oscillator (HO), we have to separate them into radial and
angular parts:3,4

ψn`m(r, θ, φ) = Rn`(r)Y`m(θ, φ) (11)

The angular part of the wavefunction are the spherical harmonics Y`m given in eq. 7. The radial part of the
wavefunction for the 3D HO is given below:3,4

Rn`(r) = N (n, `, β) e
−βr2

2

(
βr2
) `

2 L
`+ 1

2
n−`
2

[
βr2
]

(12)

N (n, `, β) =

√
2
(
n−`
2

)
!(

n+`+1
2

)
!
β

3
4 (13)

β =
Mω0

h̄
(14)

ω0 =

√
k

M
(15)

where N (n, `, β) is a normalisation constant and L`+
1
2

n−`
2

[x] are the generalised Laguerre polynomials.
The eigenvalues En` of the 3D HO are given by:

En` = h̄ω0(n+
3

2
) = h̄ω0(`+ 2nr +

3

2
)

n = `+ 2nr

` = 0, 1, 2, 3, ... and nr = 0, 1, 2, 3, ...

(16)

Which means:

` = 0, 2, ..., n− 2, n; if n = even
` = 1, 3, ..., n− 2, n; if n = odd

Since the potential is spherically symmetric, the 2`+ 1 degeneracy of m substates of each ` state is not broken.
The usual n quantum number of a harmonic oscillator is given by n = ` + 2nr; where the quantum number
nr represents the number of radial nodes that the wavefunction Rn`(r) posses. Furthermore, eigenstates of
different ` but same n quantum numbers have accidental degeneracy because the potential is purely harmonic.

3D polynomial oscillator
The 3D HO quadratic potential (V2r2 = k

2 r
2) is not sufficient to describe the confining potential of He@C60.

We use the more general polynomial form:

V (r) = V2r
2 + V4r

4 + V6r
6 (17)

where {V2, V4, V6} are polynomial coefficients, assuming spherical symmetry. There are no known analytic
solutions of the radial Schrödinger equation (eq. 4) for polynomial potentials. Numerical linear algebra diago-
nalisation is used to calculate the solutions, which converge given a large enough basis set.

An element of the matrix representation of a given Hamiltonian Ĥ(a) is defined as follows:2

〈Ψi|Ĥ(a)|Ψj〉 =

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

Ψ∗i Ĥ
(a)Ψj r

2 sin(θ) dr dθ dφ (18)
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Eq. 18 is simplified by the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics (eq. 19 below):2

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

Y ∗`m Y`′m′ sin(θ) dθ dφ = δ``′ δmm′ (19)

Eq. 19 dictates that the final Hamiltonian is block diagonal, with each different ` subspace making up the blocks.
When using the 3D HO as a basis, with the wavefunctions from eq. 12 as basis states, the matrix represen-

tation of Ĥ0 (eq. 10) is diagonal:

〈ψn`m|Ĥ0|ψn′`′m′〉 = En` δnn′ δ``′ δmm′ (20)

where En` are the 3D HO eigenvalues (eq. 16) and the Kronecker delta δab = 1 if a = b or = 0 if a 6= b. See
fig. S4 for the form of the matrix representation of Ĥ0.

The left-over terms in the potential, V4r4 + V6r
6 (eq. 17), are written as:

Ĥ(4) = V4r
4 and Ĥ(6) = V6r

6 (21)

By using eq. 18 all matrix elements of Ĥ(4) and Ĥ(6) are computed analytically, using the Wolfram Mathematica
software. Matrix representations of Ĥ(4) and Ĥ(6) (in the 3D HO basis) are seen in fig. S4, for ` = 0 and
nr = 0, 1, ..., 18.

Figure S4: Matrix plot representations for Ĥ0, Ĥ(4), Ĥ(6) from eq. 22, with nr = 0, 1, . . . 18 and ` = 0. Similar
plots are obtained for the other ` values. The color intensity scales with the magnitude of the matrix element.
Orange represents positive matrix elements and blue negative.

The Hamiltonian for the 3D polynomial oscillator discussed here is Ĥ:

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥ(4) + Ĥ(6) (22)

Performing numerical diagonalisation on the matrix representation of Ĥ gives the final eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions which best describe the Helium atom confined inside C60. Within spherical symmetry (Ĥ does
not depend on θ and φ) each energy level of the 3D polynomial oscillator Hamiltonian (eq. 22) is 2`+ 1 times
degenerate. Therefore, it is sufficient to only include the ψn`0(r, θ, φ) wavefunctions in the basis set.

THz oscillator line strengths
To interpret the intensities of the THz peaks we need to make use of the Fermi’s golden rule2 and assume some
type of induced dipole moment operator since the He atom does not have a permanent dipole moment. The
dipole moment associated with the translational motion of the He atom inside the C60 cage is assumed to be
linear in the displacement from the cage centre r for simplicity. Written in spherical harmonics it reads:

d1m =

√
4π

3
A1m r Y1m(θ, φ), (23)

S7



where A1m is the coefficient for the dipole moment operator andm = −1, 0,+1. The He@C60 cages are randomly
orientated in the powder, so the dipoles are randomly oriented relative to the electric field of radiation. Averaging
of (E · d) over all orientations gives E2(d2x + d2y + d2z)/3.5 Since spherical symmetry is assumed, the induced
dipole moment does not depend on the direction of displacement r and A1m is independent of m, A1m ≡ A1.
Thus, all three components of the induced dipole moment are the same.

The THz absorption line area is written using the Fermi’s golden rule,2,6,7 for light polarised linearly in the
z direction (dz ≡ d10):

∫

ωfi

αfi(ω)dω = Nf
2π2

hε0c0η

(
η2 + 2

3

)2

ωfi (pi − pf )
∑

mi,mf

|〈nf , lf ,mf | d10 |ni, li,mi〉|2 , (24)

where each ` state is (2` + 1) is degenerate in m, so summation is done over all mi and mf . The integral is
taken over the whole frequency range ωfi spanning the THz transition |i〉 → |f〉. N = 1.48 × 1027m−3 is the
number density of molecules in solid C60, f is the filling factor of the endofullerene, c0 is the speed of light in
vacuum, ε0 is the permittivity of vacuum, η is the index of refraction (for C60 η = 2, see ref. 8 and ref. 47 in
ref. 9). Since in spherical symmetry dx = dy = dz, eq. (24) is valid for randomly polarised radiation as well.

The factor (η2 + 2)/3 is the enhancement of electric field felt by the oscillator in a dielectric medium.10
ωfi = (Ef − Ei)/hc0, where Ei and Ef are the eigenvalues of the initial and final state and h is the Planck
constant.

pi and pf are the thermal Boltzmann populations of the initial and final states:

pi =
e−Ei/kBT∑

j(2`j + 1) e−Ej/kBT
. (25)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature.
The sum over m in Eq. (24) equals to:11

∑

mi,mf

|〈nf , `f ,mf | d10 |ni, `i,mi〉|2 =
1

3
|〈nf , `f | |d1| |ni, `i〉|2 , (26)

where the dependence on m has disappeared and 〈nf , `f | |d1| |ni, `i〉 is the reduced matrix element of d1q.12
The angular part of the reduced matrix element is:12,13

〈`f | |Tk| |`i〉 = (−1)−`f
√

(2`f + 1)(2k + 1)(2`i + 1)

4π

(
`f k `i
0 0 0

)
, (27)

where Tk is a spherical tensor operator of rank k and the six symbols in the brackets denote Wigner 3j-
symbol.12 The 3j-symbol is zero if |`f − `i| ≤ k ≤ `f + `i is not satisfied. Another property of the 3j-symbol
with mf = q = mi = 0 is that it is non-zero only if `f + k + `i is even. For the dipole moment k = 1, ergo, the
selection rule ∆` = ±1 for THz absorption arises.

Parameter fitting
The experimental THz absorption spectrum was fitted using Gaussian line shapes to find the line areas, line
widths and frequencies. A synthetic experimental spectrum y(ωn), the distance between the points in the
spectrum ωn−ωn−1 = ∆ω/4, was then generated consisting of lines with equal linewidths, ∆ω = 1 cm−1, while
keeping the line areas and frequencies of the original experimental lines. The synthetic spectrum approach was
needed as our model did not include any line broadening mechanism.

The following lines of the synthetic spectrum, format (frequency [ cm−1 ], area [cm−2]), were used for the
parameter fitting.

3He@C60 at 5 K: (96.77, 10.72),
3He@C60 at 125 K: (96.88, 2.61), (105.71, 3.30), (113.62, 2.25), (119.76, 0.56), (121.63, 1.79), (128.13, 0.32),

(137.73, 0.52),
4He@C60 at 5 K: (81.27, 7.86),
4He@C60 at 100 K: (81.32, 2.082),(88.48, 2.40),(94.795, 1.46),(100.84, 1.63), (105.89, 0.488), (110.38, 0.11),

(113.95, 0.42),(125.73, 0.34).
For a given model and basis, matrix elements of the Hamiltonian (eq. 22) and the dipole operator (eq. 23)

were evaluated analytically in a symbolic form using Mathematica software. At each step of minimizing chi
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squared, χ2 =
∑

[y − f(ωn, {κ})]2, the numerical values were substituted for symbols and the Hamiltonian
diagonalized numerically. Here f(ωn, {κ}) is the theoretical spectrum with same linewidth and lineshape as the
synthetic experimental spectrum; {κ} is the set of fit parameters: Hamiltonian and dipole operator parameters,
{V2, V4, V6, A10}. As first partial derivatives are zero at the best fit, we used second derivatives to calculate the
error margins ∆κi of the fit parameters:

∆κi =

√
2χ2

(
∂2χ2

∂κ2i

)−1
. (28)

In the spherical approximation the energy does not depend on m. Therefore it is practical to use a reduced
basis and reduced matrix elements of spherical tensor operator Tkq of rank k which are independent of m and
q.11 The rank of potential spherical operators is k = 0 and the rank of dipole operator is k = 1. In the reduced
basis the number of states is smaller by factor 2`+ 1 for each `. In such reduced basis there are 100 states for
nmax = 18.

Forcing V6 = 0 increased the χ2, as compared to the fit with all three potential parameters, three times and
two times for 3He and 4He, respectively.

The calculated energy levels for the best-fit parameters (with nmax = 18) are given in table S1 and S2.
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Table S1: Translational energy levels of 3He@C60 obtained from the fit of 125K THz absorption spectrum.
Translational energy E, the angular momentum quantum number `, and the amplitude squared |ξ|2 of the main
component of eigenstate with the principal quantum number n. The energies are given relative to the ground
state. The potential parameters are given in Table 1 of the main text.

E/ cm−1 ` n |ξ|2
0 0 0 0.95
96.9 1 1 0.88
202.6 2 2 0.78
218.2 0 2 0.66
316.3 3 3 0.67
340.6 1 3 0.45
437.3 4 4 0.55
469.6 2 6 0.4
483.2 0 6 0.4
565.2 5 5 0.44
604.8 3 7 0.36
626.4 1 7 0.32

Table S2: Translational energy levels of 4He@C60 obtained from the fit of 100K THz absorption spectrum.
Translational energy E, the angular momentum quantum number `, and the amplitude squared |ξ|2 of the
main component of eigenstate with the principal quantum number n. The energies are given relative to the
ground state. The potential parameters are given in Table 1 of the main text.

E/ cm−1 ` n |ξ|2
0 0 0 0.95
81.4 1 1 0.89
169.8 2 2 0.8
182.1 0 2 0.69
264.5 3 3 0.69
283.8 1 3 0.49
365.2 4 4 0.58
390.6 2 6 0.4
401.4 0 6 0.41
471.3 5 5 0.48
502.5 3 7 0.38
519.6 1 7 0.35
582.5 6 6 0.38
618.8 4 8 0.31
641.7 2 10 0.31
651.4 0 10 0.31

Empirical potentials
The confining potentials in this section are obtained by summing 60 two-body potentials between the enclosed
Helium and the Carbon atoms constituting the C60 cage.

To obtain the confining potential V (r), first a 3D structure of C60 is generated with a given radius and HP
& HH bond lengths. A two-body interaction potential U(ρ) between the carbon atoms of the cage and the
endohedral Helium atom is chosen. The confining potential at any one point is obtained by summing all the 60
He · · ·C two-body interactions. To get the confining potential along an axis, the position of the Helium atom is
moved along that axis and then the potential is computed for each position.

The structural parameters of the cage were taken from neutron diffraction measurements on C60, from ref.
14. The C-C bond lengths14 used in calculating the He@C60 confining potential are: p = 1.4597 ± 0.0018 Å
(hexagon-pentagon edge) and h = 1.3814± 0.0027 Å (hexagon-hexagon edge); which gives a radius of the C60

R = 3.547± 0.005 Å.
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Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential (ref. 15)
The empirical He · · ·C two-body Lennard-Jones (6-12) interaction potential, ULJ6−12(ρ), obtained from He/graphite
scattering experiments (ref. 15), is defined in eq. 29 below, with parameters given in table S3.

ULJ6−12(ρ) = 4ε

[(
σ

ρ

)12

−
(
σ

ρ

)6
]

(29)

where ρ is the interatomic distance between Helium and Carbon, ε is the potential well depth, and σ is the
interatomic distance at which the potential energy is zero.

Table S3: Parameters for the empirical Lennard-Jones (6-12) two-body potential (ULJ6−12(ρ) from eq. 29)
between carbon and Helium, from He/graphite scattering (ref. 15).

Carbon-Atom σ (Å) ε (meV)
Helium 2.74 1.40

Lennard-Jones 6-8-12 potential (ref. 15)
The empirical He · · ·C two-body Lennard-Jones (6-8-12) interaction potential, ULJ6−8−12(ρ), obtained from
He/graphite scattering experiments (ref. 15), is defined in eq. 30 below, with parameters given in table S4.

ULJ6−8−12(ρ) =
ε

2s+ 3

[
(4s+ 3)

(
ρm
ρ

)12

− 6s

(
ρm
ρ

)8

− 6

(
ρm
ρ

)6
]

(30)

where ρ is the interatomic distance between Helium and Carbon. The equilibrium position (minimum energy)
is denoted by ρm. The parameter s specifies the ratio of the two attractive terms (6 and 8) at ρm.

Table S4: Parameters for the empirical Lennard-Jones (6-8-12) two-body potential (ULJ6−8−12(ρ) from eq. 30)
between carbon and Helium, from He/graphite scattering (ref. 15).

Carbon-Atom ρm (Å) s ε (meV)
Helium 3.68 2.45 1.12

Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential (ref. 16)
The He · · ·C two-body Lennard-Jones interaction potential (ULJ(ρ)), from ref. 16, is defined in eq. 31 below,
with parameters given in table S5.

ULJ(ρ) = 4ε

[(
σ

ρ

)12

−
(
σ

ρ

)6
]

(31)

where ρ is the interatomic distance between Helium and Carbon. ε is the potential well depth and σ is the
interatomic distance at which the potential energy is zero.

Table S5: Parameters for the Lennard-Jones two-body potential (ULJ(ρ) from eq. 31) between carbon and
helium, from ref. 16.

Carbon-Atom σ (Å) ε (kJ/mol)
Helium 2.971 0.1554

S11



Modified Buckingham potential (ref. 17)
Another two-body He · · ·C interaction potential is the modified-Buckingham (mB) potential, UmB(ρ), from ref.
17, which is obtained from the MM3 molecular mechanics program.18 It is defined in eq. 32, with parameters
given in table S6.

UmB(ρ) =ε′
[
2.9 ∗ 105 ∗ exp

(−12.5

a

)
− 2.25 ∗ a6

]
(if a ≤ 3.311) (32)

=336.176 ∗ ε′ ∗ a2 (if a ≥ 3.311) (33)

where ρ is the interatomic distance between Helium and Carbon; a =
ri+rj
ρ and ε′ =

√
εiεj and the parameters

for the modified-Buckingham potential are found in table S6.

Table S6: MM3 modified-Buckingham He · · ·C two-body potential (UmB(ρ) from eq. 32) parameters, from ref.
17.

Atom ri (Å) εi (kJ/mol)
C 1.96 0.234
He 1.53 0.109

Comparison of two-body interaction potentials
All the two-body He · · ·C interaction potentials U(ρ) used in this study are plotted in fig. S5.

Figure S5: Helium · · ·Carbon two-body interaction potentials U(ρ) against interatomic distance ρ. (a, green)
Lennard-Jones 6-8-12 potential with parameters from reference 15; (b, blue) Modified Buckingham potential
(as implemented in the MM3 program17,18); (c, orange) Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential with parameters from
reference 16; (d, red) Lennard-Jones 6-12 with parameters from reference 15. The potentials used in (a) and
(d) have been used for the fitting of He/graphite scattering data.15

Anisotropy of confining potentials
All the He@C60 confining potentials V (r) computed by summing the 60 He · · ·C two-body interaction potentials
U(ρ) are slightly anisotropic, since C60 is not a perfect sphere. However, in all cases the anisotropy was negligible
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in the energy range probed by our measurements; changing the direction along which the He is moved makes a
very small difference to the confining potential. Figure S6 shows an example for the Lennard-Jones potential
in eq. 31 and ref. 16. Similar plots are obtained for all the other potentials.

Figure S6: He@C60 confining potentials V (r); obtained by summing the 60 He · · ·C empirical Lennard-Jones
two-body interaction potentials U(ρ) (eq. 31 and ref. 16), r is the distance from the centre of the cage to
the Helium atom. Multiple calculated potentials are shown, for moving the He along different directions:
towards a C atom, towards the centre of a HH bond, towards the centre of a HP bond, towards the centre of
pentagons/hexagons, etc. (A): extended energy range showing small anisotropy of V (r). (B): restricted energy
range probed in our experiments showing negligible anisotropy of V (r).

Computational chemistry
We calculated the He@C60 radial potential V (r) using Psi4.19 Psi4 uses density-fitting (DF) to achieve favorable
scaling with respect to system size by casting expensive electron repulsion integrals into linearly scaling auxiliary
basis. Coupled-cluster theory20,21 [CCSD, CCSD(T)] is generally considered to be state-of-the-art method
for interaction energy calculation but is practically not applicable for systems of this size. We calculated
the potential with density functional theory (DFT) and Møller-Plesset perturbation (MP2) theory.20 The DF
procedure was used for both the self-consistent field (SCF) reference energy and the MP2 energy calculation.
By default, MP2 calculates same-spin and opposite-spin contributions to the correlation energy with different
accuracy. The accuracy of the calculated energy was improved by applying the empirical spin-component-scaling
factors (SCS).22

The DFT potential was calculated with the ωB97X-V,23,24 and B3LYP,25–28 hybrid functionals. The first
functional is designed to handle non-covalent interactions with in-build contribution from the non-local VV10
correlation functional.24 The latter functional is one of the most popular semi-empirical hybrid functional.24
B3LYP cannot by default handle dispersion interaction and the Grimme D3 empirical dispersion correction with
Beck-Johnson damping29,30 was applied to the functional.

The potential was calculated as a function of the Helium distance from the centre of the cage, with C60

structural parameters from neutron diffraction measurements14 (see the main paper or section above). The
Helium was moved along the axis between two inversion-related carbons. The basis set convergence was tested
with the Helium at 50 pm and 100 pm from the center of the cage. The calculations converged to a good
approximation at X= 5 with the correlation-consistent cc-pVXZ (X=D, T, Q, 5, 6) basis sets.31,32 Figures S7
and S8 show the calculated potentials as a function of basis set size when the Helium atom is at 50 pm and
100 pm from the center of the cage respectively. The auxiliarity basis sets used by the DF algorithm were
the defaults chosen by Psi4. The counterpoise basis-set-superposition-error correction was applied in all the
calculations,33 and all calculations were run in C1 symmetry. The dependence with respect to the direction
the Helium is moved was investigated with MP2. The potential was calculated with the Helium moved along
the three different symmetry axes of C60 and an axis between two inversion-related carbons. The difference
between the calculated potentials was found to be negligible, with the Helium in the range of 0 pm to 100 pm
from the center of the cage. The potentials shown in the main paper were calculated in cc-pVQZ level with the
Helium moved along the axis between two inversion-related carbons.

S13



Figure S7: Quantum chemically calculated potentials (with respect to the minimum) as a function of the basis
set size with Helium at 50 pm from the center of the cage.

Figure S8: Quantum chemically calculated potentials (with respect to the minimum) as a function of the basis
set size with Helium at 100 pm from the center of the cage.
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