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Introduction 

The physical free ion Hamiltonians together with 
the crystal fi eld (CF) Hamiltonians, or equivalently 
the ligand fi eld (LF) Hamiltonians, HCF (HLF), are 
fundamental in optical spectroscopy (see, e.g. [1–5] 
and references therein), whereas the effective spin 
Hamiltonians (SH), H~eff  H~SH, which include the 
zero-fi eld splitting (ZFS) Hamiltonians, H~ZFS, and 
the Zeeman electronic (Ze) terms, H~Ze, are fun-
damental in electron magnetic resonance (EMR, 
equivalently electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) 
or electron spin resonance (ESR)) [6–9] and magne-
tism [10–13] of transition ions in crystals, as well as 
their clusters. Importantly, these Hamiltonians are 
basic tools for the interpretation of magnetic and 
spectroscopic properties of the single-ion complexes 
in crystals, as well as the magnetic systems based 
on the transition metal (TM) or rare earth (RE) 
ions. Yet, the interface between the two physically 
distinct types of Hamiltonians, denoted CF (LF) 
 SH (ZFS), has become a specifi c danger zone, 
especially for junior researchers. 

The present situation regarding the defi nitions 
of the crucial notions, their interrelationships, and 
the operators existing in the EMR and optical spec-
troscopy area may be described as a maze diffi cult 
to follow, especialy by experimentalists. To alleviate 
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this situation, we have set ourselves the very chal-
lenging task of bringing order to the multitude of 
different Hamiltonians, especially those describing 
or parameterizing CFs and ZFSs, with the aim of 
correcting sloppy or incorrect usage. This minireview 
provides a brief summary of our ongoing work with 
the focus on the EMR-related problems occurring at 
the interface CF (LF)  SH (ZFS). It may serve 
as an advanced warning for practitioners working 
in the area of EMR (EPR/ESR) of transition (3dN 
and 4fN) ions. 

Overview of conceptual problems and related 
terminological confusions 

Two major types of the terminological confusions 
exist in literature. The most widely spread is the 
CF=ZFS confusion, which pertains to the cases of 
labeling the true ZFS quantities as purportedly the 
CF (LF) quantities [14]. The inverse ZFS=CF con-
fusion pertains to the cases of labeling the ‘true’ CF 
(LF) quantities as purportedly the ZFS quantities 
[15]. The associated quantities include effects, Ham-
iltonians, eigenfunctions, parameters, or energy level 
splittings. The consequences of these terminological 
confusions go far beyond simple semantic issues 
or misleading keyword classifi cations of papers in 
journals and scientifi c databases. More importantly, 
serious consequences include misinterpretation of 
data from a wide range of experimental techniques. 
Most recently, the confusions identifi ed in our survey 
have led to pitfalls and errors of substance bearing 
on understanding of physical principles and thus the 
properties of the studied systems [14, 15]. 

The key topics dealt with in the review [14] are 
outlined in a nutshell below. 
1) Basic aspects concerning the notion CF (LF) and 

the notion SH (ZFS), including (a) the nature 
of both types of Hamiltonians and (b) notations 
used for parameters. 

2) Major aspects and problems concerning the or-
thorhombic and lower symmetry standardization, 
including (a) meaning of orthorhombic standard-
ization, (b) problems arising from implications 
of standardization, and (c) specifi c problems 
concerning the rhombicity ratio. 

3) Problems and confusions identifi ed in the tutorial 
review by So  race et al. [16] of the magnetic prop-
erties of single molecule magnets (SMM) based 
on the RE ions in molecular magnets, including 
(a) distinct properties of the CF (LF) param-
eters expressed in the Stevens and Wybourne 
notations, (b) conversion relations between the 
CF (LF) parameters expressed in the Stevens 
and Wybourne notations, (c) distinct physical 
nature of HCF (HLF) and H~SH (H~ZFS) and inter-
relationships between the CF (LF) parameters 
and the SH (ZFS) ones, (d) confusion of the type 
CF=ZFS between the CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) 
quantities, and (e) misprinted and misinterpreted 
conversion relations. 

4) Confusion between the CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) 
quantities in recent textbooks. 

5) Confusion between the CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) 
quantities in recent literature, including (a) prob-
lems and confusions concerning the multispin 
Hamiltonians and the effective total SHs, and (b) 
confusion between the CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) 
quantities in the recent EMR-related literature 
and in the recent magnetism studies. 
The reviews [14, 15] have prepared grounds for 

the extensive compendium [17]. For easy reference, 
the crucial notions and aspects concerning the CF 
(LF), SH (ZFS), and related quantities that are per-
tinent for single transition ions and exchange coupled 
systems have been systematically defi ned and their 
logical interrelationships outlined [17]. The reviews 
[14, 15] and the compendium [17] are intended 
to simplify the navigation through the maze of the 
complex web of interrelated notions involved in this 
interface, which has become entangled over the years. 
The focus here is on the EMR-related problems oc-
curring at this interface with special consideration of 
the single-ion complexes of transition (3dN and 4fN) 
ions in crystals. The single molecule magnets (SMM) 
or molecular nanomagnets (MNM) and single-ion 
magnets (SIM) based on the RE and TM ions and 
other exchange coupled complexes (ECS) have been 
discussed in [14, 15, 17]. 

The key defi nitions and aspects dealt with in the 
compendium [17] are outlined in a nutshell below. 
1) Physical Hamiltonians for single transition ions, 

including (a) the free-ion Hamiltonians HFI for 
transition ions, (b) total Hamiltonians for single 
transition ions in crystals, (c) crystal fi eld and 
ligand fi eld Hamiltonians HCF (HLF), (d) quench-
ing of the orbital angular momentum by CF, and 
(e) rare-earth ions with the Russell–Saunders 
ground multiplet. 

2) Effective Hamiltonians for single transition ions, 
including (a) the spin operators for single transi-
tion ions: (i) true electronic spin S, (ii) effective 
spin S~, and (iii) fi ctitious ‘spin’ S '; (b) effective 
spin Hamiltonians H~eff  H~SH for single transition 
ions: (i) generic ‘spin’ Hamiltonians, (ii) effective 
single-ion SHs (H~ZFS + H~Ze), (iii) origin and nature 
of single-ion ZFS; and (c) the two approaches to 
SH: (i) the microscopic SH and (ii) the general-
ized spin Hamiltonian (GSH). 

3) Exchange coupled systems (ECS) of transition 
ions and single molecule magnets, including (a) 
exchange interactions (EI) and Hamiltonians, (b) 
multispin Hamiltonians HMH for ECS, (c) effec-
tive total (giant) SHs HGS (H~T

SH) for ECS, and 
(d) relationships between HMH and HGS (H~T

SH)
and origin of the total ZFS Hamiltonian H~T

ZFS. 
4) The Stevens, Wybourne, and other operators, 

including (a) historical perspective and origin 
of the Stevens and Wybourne operators, (b) 
usual Stevens operators vs. the extended Stevens 
operators (ESO), (c) adoption of the Stevens 
operators and other notations in EMR studies, 
and (d) Hamiltonians vs. operators. 

5) Forms of Hamiltonians and defi nitions of the 
associated parameters, including (a) HCF (HLF) 
and relations between the CF (LF) parameters 
expressed in the Stevens and Wybourne nota-
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tions, (b) H~SH (H~ZFS) and relations between the 
ZFS parameters expressed in the ESO and con-
ventional notations, and (c) higher-order terms 
in the generalized spin Hamiltonians. 

6) Distinctions and interrelationships between the 
CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) quantities, including 
(a) distinct physical nature of HCF (HLF) and H~SH 
(H~ZFS) and (b) interrelationships between the CF 
(LF) and SH (ZFS) parameters. 

7) Current status of applications, importance and 
usage of the ESOs in recent literature. 

8) Finally, with the hindsight of the precise defi ni-
tions provided for basic notions, we formulate the 
generalized defi nitions of the full and restricted 
Hamiltonians vs. the effective and fi ctitious ones. 
For each major topic, pertinent general com-

ments concerning particular terminology are pro-

vided [17], which list additional references but may 
be skipped on fi rst reading. For visualization of the 
problems at the CF (LF)  SH (ZFS) interface 
for single transition ions and the interrelationships 
and distinctions between the pertinent crucial no-
tions, several concept maps and diagrams have been 
devised. As an example, the visualization of the no-
tion CF (LF) pertinent for single transition ions in 
crystals and molecules is presented in Fig. 1. Note 
that the symbol D in Fig. 1, which has been used 
in the early CF theory (see, e.g. [1, 4]), shall not be 
confused with the axial ZFS parameter D used in 
SH theory (see, e.g. [6–10]). 

Let us recall two basic defi nitions. The CF (LF) 
Hamiltonians, HCF (HLF), parameterize the effect of 
the electric fi eld due to the surrounding n ligands (L) 
acting on a paramagnetic ion (M) in a given MLn com-

Fig. 1. Visualization of the notion CF (LF) pertinent for single transition ions in crystals and molecules (adapted 
from [17]).
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plex in crystal or in a molecule (see Fig. 1). The ZFS 
term, H~ZFS, in the effective spin Hamiltonians (SH), 
H~eff  H~SH, describes the splitting within the basis of 
the effective spin S~ states at zero external magnetic 
fi eld (or magnetic induction B). The splitting of the 
spin levels within the orbital singlet ground state is 
due to the combined action of the CF (LF) interac-
tions, HCF (HLF), and the electronic spin-orbit (SO) 
coupling, HSO, and, to a lesser extent, the electronic 
spin-spin (SS) coupling, HSS. Hence, this splitting is 
appropriately called the ‘zero-fi eld splitting’ (ZFS), 
or equivalently ‘fi ne structure splitting’. Note that 
the latter name is strictly appropriate only for single 
transition ions, whereas it is rather inappropriate 
for the ECS. The transitions between the spin levels 
are observed using EMR techniques, whereas those 
between the ground states and the states belonging 
to the higher lying 2S+1L terms or 2S+1LJ multiplets 
are observed using optical spectroscopy techniques. 
Keeping in mind the prevailing defi nitions of the cru-
cial notions [1–12] should dispel any doubts about 
the incorrectness of naming the ‘true’ ZFS quanti-
ties as ‘purportedly’ the CF (LF) ones or vice versa. 
For the reasons exposed in [14, 15, 17], any idea of 
identifi cation of the true ZFS quantities with the true 
CF quantities is fundamentally wrong. 

Summary of EMR-related problems 

The pertinent examples of various types of termino-
logical confusions identifi ed in the recent textbooks 
(see, e.g. [13]), review articles (see, e.g. [16]), and 
regular papers dealing with the single molecule/ion 
magnets (see, e.g. [18]) and EMR studies of transi-
tion ions in crystals (see, e.g. [19]) are briefl y out-
lined and the nature of confusion is elucidated. As 
discussed in [20, 21], the detrimental consequences 
of the problems in question include misinterpreta-
tion of data from a wide range of experimental 
techniques and, most recently, the pitfalls and errors 
of substance bearing on understanding of physical 
properties. Here, for illustration of the scope of the 
confusions, we summarize the key EMR-related 
problems and provide pertinent references. 

(1) Confusion between the CF (LF) and SH 
(ZFS) quantities, mainly the CF=ZFS confusion 
exemplifi ed by consideration of the two notions: 
the CF parameters (CFPs) and the ZFS parameters 
evidently as synonymous, occurs in recent EMR-
-related papers, e.g., [22–32]; for critical comments, 
see [14]. Apart from the problems and confusions 
identifi ed in the review on molecular magnets [16], 
serious forms of the CF=ZFS confusion occur also 
in the EMR and SMM/MNM related textbook [13].

(2) Other less serious misconceptions have been 
also revealed in the recent EMR-related textbooks 
[33–39]. This includes, for example, (i) inappropri-
ate consideration of the ZFS term (or Hamiltonian) 
as an ‘interaction’ or ‘coupling’ or (ii) inadequate 
presentation of the origin of ZFS as well as (iii) 
incomplete explanation of the standard convention: 
0  E/D  1/3 [14]. The fi rst terminological miscon-
ception represents a specifi c case of the confusion 

between the exchange interactions (EI) quantities 
and the ZFS quantities, denoted EI=ZFS, examples 
of which have been discussed in [40–42]. 

On the positive side, Rieger’s book [43] on 
ESR analysis and interpretation is a commendable 
example of correct terminology, while Lund et al. [44] 
provided an introductory description of the principles 
and applications of ESR spectroscopy from an experi-
mentalist perspective and may be commended on a 
few points, whereas in the book edited by Brustolon 
and Giamello [45] only minor problems occur. 

(3) Confusion between the ZFS and CF (LF) 
quantities, mainly the ZFS=CF confusion exem-
plifi ed by naming the true CFPs as purportedly the 
ZFSPs, occurs in recent magnetism related papers, 
especially dealing with trivalent rare earth (RE) ions 
in various systems, e.g., [18, 46–54], whereas that 
exemplifi ed by referring to the true CF Hamiltonians 
as purportedly the ZFS ones in, e.g., [55–58]; for 
critical comments, see [15, 59]. Note that a very 
serious case of the ZFS=CF confusion has most 
recently been identifi ed in the study of the LF split-
tings and magnetic properties of the ErIII SIMs [58].

(4) Invalid direct conversions between the CF 
parameters and ZFS ones have recently been iden-
tifi ed. The implied usage of the invalid conversion 
relations occurs in the tutorial review [16] and in 
the recent EMR and magnetism related papers [18, 
60–66]. The most serious case of the factual invalid 
usage of the conversion relations occurs in [19] and 
in a descriptive way, also in the papers [18, 60–63] 
utilizing the software package SIMPRE [18]. The 
latter cases have been critically commented on in 
[20] and [21], respectively. 

The elucidation of problems arising from misin-
terpretations of the crucial notions or the operators’ 
defi nitions, which have been exposed in [14, 15, 17, 
20, 21], may stimulate EMR researchers to look more 
deeply into the intricacies involved. Clarifi cation of 
the incorrect terminology may prevent further pro-
liferation of the problems and confusions in litera-
ture. In longer terms, a better understanding of the 
physical principles as well as the major intricacies 
involved in the CF (LF)  SH (ZFS) interface may 
be achieved within the scientifi c community. Prob-
lems and confusions that are beyond the scope of 
this minireview concern, for example, the multispin 
Hamiltonians and the effective total spin Hamilto-
nians for the ECS, as well as the confusion between 
the CF (LF) and SH (ZFS) quantities in the recent 
magnetism studies. These topics will be dealt with 
in a separate review. 

Conclusions 

Efforts aimed at providing a deeper understanding 
of the major intricacies identifi ed at the interface 
between the physical Hamiltonians, which include 
the crystal (ligand) fi eld (CF/LF) Hamiltonians, 
and the effective spin Hamiltonians (SH), which 
incorporate the zero-fi eld splitting (ZFS) Hamilto-
nian, have been briefl y overviewed. The EMR-related 
problems occurring at the CF (LF)  SH (ZFS) 
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interface have been summarized, whereas for full 
details, Refs. [14, 15, 17, 20, 21] may be consulted. 

We have exposed the misinterpretations of the 
crucial notions, which have created serious termi-
nological confusions and have led to pitfalls and 
errors of substance that bear on understanding 
of physical properties of magnetic systems. These 
considerations are of importance to researchers 
working in the areas of EMR (EPR/ESR), optical 
spectroscopy, and magnetism. It is hoped that the 
in-depth clarifi cations provided therein [14, 15, 
17, 20, 21] will also enable better interpretation 
of experimental results. Major conclusion is that 
scientifi c community should strive for a consensus 
view on the proper meaning of the crucial notions, 
for example, by producing a glossary of terms under 
the auspices of an international body. 

References 

1. Figgis, B. N., & Hitchman, M. A. (2000). Ligand fi eld 
theory and its applications. New York: Wiley-VCH. 

2. Mulak, J., & Gajek, Z. (2000). The effective crystal 
fi eld potential. Amsterdam: Elsevier.

3. Newman, D. J., & Ng, B. (Eds.) (2000). Crystal fi eld 
handbook. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

4. Wildner, M., Andrut, M., & Rudowicz, C. (2004). 
Optical absorption spectroscopy in geosciences. Part 
I: Basic concepts of crystal fi eld theory. In A. Beran 
& E. Libowitzky (Eds.), Spectroscopic methods in 
mineralogy – European Mineralogical Union Notes 
in Mineralogy. (Vol. 6, Chapter 3, pp. 93–143). Bu-
dapest: Eötvös University Press. 

5. Liu, G., & Jacquier, B. (Eds.). (2005). Spectroscopic 
properties of rare earths in optical materials. Berlin: 
Tsinghua University Press and Springer. 

6. Weil, J. A., Bolton, J. R., & Wertz, J. E. (1994). Elec-
tron paramagnetic resonance, elemental theory and 
practical applications. New York: Wiley.

7. Bencini, A., & Gatteschi, D. (1990). EPR of exchange 
coupled systems. Berlin: Springer.

8. Mabbs, F. E., & Collison, D. (1992). Electron para-
magnetic resonance of d transition-metal com-
pounds. Amsterdam: Elsevier. 

9. Misra, S. K. (Ed.) (2011). Multifrequency electron 
paramagnetic resonance. Weinheim: Wiley-VCH. 

10. Boča, R. (1999). Theoretical foundations of molecu-
lar magnetism. Amsterdam: Elsevier. 

11. Buschow, K. H. J., & de Boer, F. R. (2003). Physics 
of magnetism and magnetic materials. New York: 
Kluwer Academic. 

12. Boča, R. (2006). Magnetic parameters and magnetic 
functions in mononuclear complexes beyond the spin-
-Hamiltonian formalism. Struct. Bond., 117, 1–264. 

13. Gatteschi, D., Sessoli, R., & Villain, J. (2006). Molec-
ular nanomagnets. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

14. Rudowicz, C., & Karbowiak, M. (2014). Terminologi-
cal confusions and problems at the interface between 
the crystal fi eld Hamiltonians and the zero-fi eld split-
ting Hamiltonians – survey of the CF=ZFS confusion 
in recent literature. Physica B, 451, 134–150.

15. Rudowicz, C., & Karbowiak, M. (2015). Revealing the 
consequences and errors of substance arising from the 
inverse confusion between the crystal (ligand) fi eld 
quantities and the zero-fi eld splitting ones. Physica 
B, 456, 330–338. 

16. Sorace, L., Benelli, C., & Gatteschi, D. (2011). Lan-
thanides in molecular magnetism: old tools in a new 
field. Chem. Soc. Rev., 40, 3092–3104. 

17. Rudowicz, C., & Karbowiak, M. (2015). Disentan-
gling intricate web of interrelated notions at the inter-
face between the physical (crystal fi eld) Hamiltonians 
and the effective (spin) Hamiltonians. Coord. Chem. 
Rev., 287, 28–63. 

18. Baldoví, J. J., Cardona-Serra, S., Clemente-Juan, J. 
M., Coronado, E., Gaita-Arino, A., & Palii, A. (2013). 
SIMPRE: A software package to calculate crystal fi eld 
parameters, energy levels, and magnetic properties on 
mononuclear lanthanoid complexes based on charge 
distributions. J. Comput. Chem., 34, 1961–1967.

19. Pandey, S., & Kripal, R. (2013). Zero-fi eld splitting 
parameters of Cr3+ in lithium potassium  sulphate 
at orthorhombic symmetry site. Acta Phys. Pol. A, 
123, 101–105. 

20. Rudowicz, C., & Karbowiak, M. (2014). Implications 
of invalid conversions between crystal-fi eld splitting 
ones used in superposition model. Acta Phys. Pol. A, 
125, 1215–1219. 

21. Karbowiak, M., & Rudowicz, C. (2014). Software 
package SIMPRE – revisited. J. Comput. Chem., 35, 
1935–1941. 

22. Solano-Peralta, A., Sosa-Torres, M. E., Flores-Alamo, 
M., El-Mkami, H., Smith, G. M., Toscano, R. A., & 
Nakamura, T. (2004). High-fi eld EPR study and crystal 
and molecular structure of trans-RSSR-[CrCl2 (cy-
clam).]nX (X = ZnCl 4

2− , Cl− and Cl−·4H2O·0.5HCl). 
Dalton Trans., 2004, 2444–2449. 

23. Kowalczyk, R. M., Kemp, T. F., Walker, D., Pike, K. 
J., Thomas, P. A., Kreisel, J., Dupree, R., Newton, M. 
E., Hanna, J. V., & Smith, M. E. (2011). A variable 
temperature solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance, 
electron paramagnetic resonance and Raman  scatte-
ring study of molecular dynamics in ferroelectric flu-
orides. J. Phys.-Condens. Matter, 23, 315402(16pp). 

24. Muralidhara, R. S., Kesavulu, C. R., Rao, J. L., Ana-
vekar, R. V., & Chakradhar, R. P. S. (2010). EPR and 
optical absorption studies of Fe3+ ions in sodium 
borophosphate glasses. J. Phys. Chem. Solids, 71, 
1651–1655. 

25. Padlyak, B. V., Wojtowicz, W., Adamiv, V. T., Burak, Y. 
V., & Teslyuk, I. M. (2010). EPR spectroscopy of the 
Mn2+ and Cu2+ centres in lithium and potassium-lithium 
tetraborate glasses. Acta Phys. Pol. A, 117, 122–125. 

26. Singh, R. K., & Srinivasan, A. (2010). EPR and 
magnetic susceptibility studies of iron ions in ZnO-
Fe2 O3-SiO2-CaO-P2O5-Na2O glasses. J. Magn. Magn. 
Mater., 322, 2018–2022. 

27. Antal, A., Janossy, A., Forro, L., Vertelman, E. J. M., 
van Koningsbruggen, P. J., & van Loosdrecht, P. H. 
M. (2010). Origin of the ESR spectrum in the Prus-
sian blue analog RbMn[Fe(CN)6]·H2O. Phys. Rev. B, 
82, 14422(5pp). 

28. Nagy, K. L., Quintavalle, D., Feher, T., & Janossy, A. 
(2011). Multipurpose high-frequency ESR spectro-
meter for condensed matter research. Appl. Magn. 
Reson., 40, 47–63.

29. Nagy, K. L., Náfrádi, B., Kushch, N. D., Yagubskii, 
E. B., Herdtweck, E., Fehér, T., Kiss, L. F., Forró, L., 
& Jánossy, A. (2009). Multifrequency ESR in ET2 

MnCu[N(CN)2]4: A radical cation salt with quasi-two-
-dimensional magnetic layers in a three-dimensional 
polymeric structure. Phys. Rev. B, 80, 104407(8pp). 

30. Aleshkevych, P., Fink-Finowicki, J., Gutowski, M., 
& Szymczak, H. (2010). EPR of Mn2+ in the kagomé 
staircase compound Mg2.97Mn0.03V2O8. J. Magn. Re-
son., 205, 69–74. 



382 C. Rudowicz, M. Karbowiak 

31. Garcia, F. A., Venegas, P. A., Pagliuso, P. G., Ret-
tori, C., Fisk, Z., Schlottmann, P., & Oseroff, S. B. 
(2011). Thermally activated exchange narrowing 
of the Gd3+ ESR fine structure in a single crystal of 
Ce1-xGdxFe4P12 (x  0.001) skutterudite. Phys. Rev. 
B, 84, 125116(7pp). 

32. Güler, S., Rameev, B., Khaibullin, R. I., Lopatin, O. 
N., & Aktaş, B. (2010). EPR study of Mn-implanted 
single crystal plates of TiO2 rutile. J. Magn. Magn. 
Mater., 322, L13–L17. 

33. Schweiger, A., & Jeschke, G. (2001). Principles of 
pulse electron paramagnetic resonance. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press. 

34. Gerson, F., & Huber, W. (2003). Electron spin reso-
nance spectroscopy of organic radicals. Weinheim: 
Wiley-VCH. 

35. Kaupp, M., Buhl, M., & Malkin, V. G. (2004). Cal-
culation of NMR and EPR parameters. Weinheim: 
Wiley-VCH. 

36. Lushington, G. H. (2004). The effective spin Ham-
iltonian concept from a quantum chemical perspec-
tive. In M. Kaupp, M. Buhl & V. G. Malkin (Eds.), 
Calculation of  NMR and EPR parameters (Chapter 
4). Weinheim: Wiley-VCH. 

37. Neese, F. (2004). Zero-fi eld splitting. In M. Kaupp, M. 
Buhl & V. G. Malkin (Eds.), Calculation of NMR and 
EPR parameters (Chapter 34). Weinheim: Wiley-VCH.

38. Mobius, K., & Savitsky, A. (2009). High-fi eld EPR 
spectroscopy on proteins and their model systems 
characterization of transient paramagnetic states. 
Cambridge: The Royal Society of Chemistry. 

39. Jeschke, G., & Schlick, S. (2006). Continuous-
-wave and pulsed ESR methods. In S. Schlick (Ed.), 
Advanced ESR methods in polymer research. New 
Jersey, USA: John Wiley & Sons. 

40. Rudowicz, C. (2008). Clarifi cation of the confusion 
concerning the crystal-fi eld quantities vs. the zero-
-fi eld splitting quantities in magnetism studies: Part 
II – survey of literature dealing with model studies of 
spin systems. Physica B, 403, 2312–2330. 

41. Rudowicz, C., & Sung, H. W. F. (2001). Can the elec-
tron magnetic resonance (EMR) techniques measure 
the crystal (ligand) fi eld parameters? Physica B, 300, 
1–26. 

42. Rudowicz, C. (2009). Truncated forms of the second-
-rank orthorhombic Hamiltonians used in magnetism 
and electron magnetic resonance (EMR) studies are 
invalid – why it went unnoticed for so long? J. Magn. 
Magn. Mater., 321, 2946–2955. 

43. Rieger, P. H. (2007). Electron spin resonance analysis 
and interpretation. Cambridge: The Royal Society of 
Chemistry. 

44. Lund, A., Shiotani, M., & Shimada, S. (2011). 
Principles and applications of ESR spectroscopy. 
Dordrecht: Springer Science+Business Media B.V. 

45. Brustolon, M., & Giamello, E. (2009). Electron para-
magnetic resonance: A practitioner’s toolkit. New 
Jersey, USA: John Wiley & Sons. 

46. Tang, J. K., Wang, Q. L., Si, S. F., Liao, D. Z., Jiang, 
Z. H., Yan, S. P., & Cheng, P. (2005). A novel tetra-
nuclear lanthanide(III)-copper(II) complex of the 
macrocyclic oxamide [PrCu3](macrocyclic oxamide 
= 1,4,8,11-tetraazacyclotradecanne-2,3-dione): syn-
thesis, structure and magnetism. Inorg. Chim. Acta, 
358, 325–330. 

47. Li, B., Gu, W., Zhang, L. Z., Qu, J., Ma, Z. P., Liu, X., 
& Liao, D. Z. (2006). [Ln2(C2O4)2 (pyzc)2 (H2O)2]n[Ln 
= Pr (1), Er (2)]: Novel two-dimensional lanthanide 
coordination polymers with 2-pyrazinecarboxylate and 
oxalate. Inorg. Chem., 45, 10425–10427. 

48. Ouyang, Y., Zhang, W., Xu, N., Xu, G. F., Liao, D. Z., 
Yoshimura, K., Yan, S. P., & Cheng, P. (2007). Three-
dimensional 3d-4f polymers containing heterometallic 
rings: Syntheses, structures, and magnetic properties. 
Inorg. Chem., 46, 8454–8456. 

49. Xu, N., Shi, W., Liao, D. Z., Yan, S. P., & Cheng, P. 
(2008). Template synthesis of lanthanide (Pr, Nd, Gd) 
coordination polymers with 2-hydroxynicotinic acid 
exhibiting ferro-/antiferromagnetic interaction. Inorg. 
Chem., 47, 8748–8756. 

50. Hou, Y. L., Xiong, G., Shen, B., Zhao, B., Chen, Z., 
& Cui, J. Z. (2013). Structures, luminescent and mag-
netic properties of six lanthanide–organic frameworks: 
observation of slow magnetic relaxation behavior in 
the DyIII compound. Dalton Trans., 42, 3587–3596. 

51. AlDamen, M. A., Cardona-Serra, S., Clemente-Juan, 
J. M., Coronado, E., Martí-Gastaldo, C., Gaita-Arino, 
A., Luis, F., & Montero, O. (2009). Mononuclear lan-
thanide single molecule magnets based on the polyo-
xometalates [Ln(W5O18)2]9– and [Ln(2-SiW11O39)2]-
13-(LnIII = Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, Tm, and Yb). Inorg. Chem., 
48, 3467–3479. 

52. Luzon, J., Bernot, K., Hewitt, I. J., Anson, C. E., Pow-
ell, A. K., & Sessoli, R. (2008). Spin chirality in a mo-
lecular dysprosium: the archetype of the noncollinear 
ising model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 100, 247205(4pp). 

53. Bartolomé, J., Filoti, G., Kuncser, V., Schinteie, G., 
Mereacre, V., Anson, C. E., Powell, A. K., Prodius, D., 
& Turta, C. (2009). Magnetostructural correlations 
in the tetranuclear series of {Fe3LnO2} butterfly core 
clusters: magnetic and Mössbauer spectroscopic study. 
Phys. Rev. B, 80, 014430(16pp). 

54. Pointillart, F., Le Guennic, B., Golhen, S., Cador, O., 
Maury, O., & Ouahab, L. (2013). High nuclearity 
complexes of lanthanide involving tetrathiafulvalene 
ligands: structural, magnetic, and photophysical 
properties. Inorg. Chem., 52, 1610–1620. 

55. Bayrakçeken, F., Demir, O. J., & Karaaslan, İ. Ş. 
(2007). Theoretical investigations of the specific heat 
functions for the orthorhombic Nd+3 centers in some 
crystals. Spectrochim. Acta Part A, 66, 462–466. 

56. Bayrakçeken, F., Demir, O. J., & Karaaslan, İ. Ş. (2007). 
Specific heat functions for the orthorhombic Nd3+ in 
scheelite type of crystals. Spectrochim. Acta Part A, 
66, 1291–1294. 

57. Kim, Y. H., Yeom, T. H., Eguchi, H., & Seidel, G. M. 
(2007). Magnetic properties of erbium in single crystal 
Bi2Te3. J. Magn. Magn. Mater., 310, 1703–1705. 

58. Pedersen, K. S., Ungur, L., Sigrist, M., Sundt, A., 
Schau-Magnussen, M., Vieru, V., Mutka, H., Rols, S., 
Weihe, H., Waldmann, O., Chibotaru, L. F., Bendix, 
J., & Dreiser, J. (2014). Modifying the properties of 
4f single-ion magnets by peripheral ligand functiona-
lisation. Chem. Sci., 5, 1650–1660. 

59. Rudowicz, C. (2008). Clarifi cation of terminological 
confusion concerning the crystal fi eld quantities vs 
the effective spin Hamiltonian and zero-fi eld split-
ting quantities in the papers by Bayrakçeken et al. 
[Spectrochim. Acta Part A 66 (2007). 462 & 1291]. 
Spectrochim. Acta Part A, 71, 1623–1626. 

60. Baldoví, J. J., Cardona-Serra, S., Clemente-Juan, J. 
M., Coronado, A., Gaita-Ariñ o, A., & Palii, A. (2012). 
Rational design of single-ion magnets and spin qubits 
based on mononuclear lanthanoid complexes. Inorg.
Chem., 51, 12565–12574. 

61. Baldoví, J. J., Borrás-Almenar, J. J., Clemente-Juan, J. 
M., Coronado, E., & Gaita-Ariño, A. (2012). Modeling 
the properties of lanthanoid single-ion magnets using 
an effective point-charge approach. Dalton Trans., 
41, 13705–13710. 



383EMR-related problems at the interface between the crystal fi eld Hamiltonians...

62. Baldoví, J. J., Cardona-Serra, S., Clemente-Juan, J. M., 
Coronado, E., & Gaita-Ariño, A. (2013). Modeling 
the properties of uranium-based single ion magnets. 
Chem. Sci., 4, 938–946. 

63. Baldoví, J. J., Clemente-Juan, J. J., Coronado, E., 
& Gaita-Ariñ o, A. (2013). Two pyrazolylborate 
dysprosium(III) and neodymium(III), single ion mag-
nets modeled by a radial effective charge approach. 
Polyhedron, 66, 39–42. 

64. Yamashita, A., Watanabe, A., Akine, S., Nabeshima, 
T., Nakano, M., Yamamura, T., & Kajiwara, T. (2011). 
Wheel-shaped ErIIIZnII

3 single-molecule magnet: A 
macrocyclic approach to designing magnetic aniso-
tropy. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 50, 4016–4019. 

65. Chilton, N. F. (2013). PHI User Manual v1.7. 
66. Clemente-Juan, J. M., Coronado, E., & Gaita-Arino, A. 

(2012). Magnetic polyoxometalates: from molecular 
magnetism to molecular spintronics and quantum 
computing. Chem. Soc. Rev., 41, 7464–7478.  


