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Abstract. Interactions of the electronic subsystem of the quadrupolar flu-
orophore with intramolecular high-frequency antisymmetric vibrations and sol-
vent polarization are responsible for charge transfer symmetry breaking (SB),
which is observed after optical excitation of such molecules in polar solvents.
[t is known that although these two interactions are mathematically described
in similar ways, only the interaction of the fluorophore with solvent orienta-
tional polarization can create a state with broken symmetry if this interaction is
strong enough. Nevertheless, the interaction of a quadrupolar fluorophore with in-
tramolecular high-frequency antisymmetric vibrations in non-polar solvents leads
to a considerable reconstruction of the electronic subsystem. The analysis of the
excited state of quadrupolar molecules in non-polar solvents performed in this
study reveals that such molecules can behave like quantum two-state systems,
that is, as a quasi-spin s = 1/2, having an electric dipole moment instead of
a magnetic one. This feature of excited quadrupolar molecules may be of interest
to emerging technologies of molecular electronics.
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Introduction

Excited quadrupolar molecules with structures of the ADA or DAD type with iden-
tical electron donor (D) and acceptor (A) fragments can undergo nonequivalent charge
transfer from the central fragment to the equivalent peripheral fragments, which results
in symmetry breaking (SB) [4-6;8; 16-19; 32; 35;43;48;59;61;65]. Such molecular struc-
tures have a large two-photon absorption cross section, which attracts the attention of
many researchers [1;7;15;21;41;42;45;47;60]. The absence of a dipole moment in the
ground state and its appearance in an excited state due to SB is confirmed by observa-
tions that the solvent polarity weakly affects the electronic absorption spectra and strongly
affects the fluorescence spectra [2;13-15;28; 30; 33; 36;42; 44; 45; 50-55;61-64]. The use
of time-resolved femtosecond infrared spectroscopy has provided direct observation of SB
in excited quadrupolar molecules [9-12;46], This technique allows monitoring the spectra
of localized stretching vibrations such as —C=N or —C=C— groups symmetrically located
on both sides of quadrupolar molecules. According to the selection rules, only the absorp-
tion band of antisymmetric vibrations can be observed in the IR spectra of a quadrupolar
molecules, while SB creates a new absorption band stemming from the mixing symmetric
and antisymmetric vibrations.

The first theoretical model of SB was developed for molecular dyads such as the
9,9’-bianthryl [27;57;58] previously studied by the Mataga group.[37] These works as-
sumed existence of the states with broken symmetry as an experimental fact and did not
disclose the mechanism of SB, which was proposed and verified later in Ref 53. SB was
explained in terms of the model of essential states, which includes the ground and two ex-
cited states of the quadrupolar molecule. In this model, the interaction of antisymmetric
vibrations and solvent polarization with the electronic subsystem of the molecule induces
SB. The model describes not only the SB phenomenon, but also one- and two-photon optic
spectra of chromophores [20;49;50;53-55]. Later, the essential state model was reduced
to the two-level model [23] and its scope was determined [25]. The two-level model has
a simple analytical solution for stationary electronic states, which quantitatively determines
the degree of SB with one dimensionless parameter. Within the framework of this model,
the effect of SB on vibrational spectra was studied and the possibility of the model to
quantitatively describe the experimental data was shown [22; 24; 25; 38; 40; 56].

Experiments show that the dielectric properties of the solvent, in particular polarity,
play a primary role in SB [9-11;46]. It is usual practice to divide the total polarization of
the solvent into fast electronic and slower rotational ones. Since the time scales of electronic
motions in solute and solvent molecules are close to each other, these motions should be
considered self-consistently [26;29]. The self-consistency leads to nonlinear theory [29].
Note that in standard electron transfer theory, orientational polarization is responsible for
the formation of the activation barrier and thus controls the kinetics of the reaction [34].

In this work, we explore the effect of the interaction of intramolecular high-frequency
antisymmetric vibrations with the electronic subsystem of an excited quadrupolar molecule
immersed in a non-polar solvent on the charge distribution. In this case, the interaction of
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the molecule with the low-irequency solvent fluctuations is minor and in the first approxi-
mation can be ignored. As a result, charge transfer symmetry breaking is impossible in non-
polar solvents [3]. Although symmetry breaking in an excited quadrupole molecule does not
occur in non-polar solvents and its average dipole moment is zero, the electronic-vibrational
interaction with antisymmetric high-frequency vibrations has a strong effect on the state
of the electronic subsystem. It is shown that the excited state of a molecule is a quantum
superposition of two states with opposite dipole moments. In this case, the uncertainty of
each dipole moment can be very small, and the behavior of the excited molecule is similar
to the quasi spin s = 1/2 with an electric dipole moment.

1. Theoretical Methods

In this section we briefly describe the two-state model of charge transfer SB in excited
quadrupolar molecules.[23;39] The model operates only with two lowest excited electronic
states. In what follows, only the molecules of the ADA structure are discussed, although
the model is applicable to the DAD structures as well. The scheme of the electronic terms
of a quadrupolar molecule are pictured in Figure 1.

Excited even state

Level of zwitterionic
basis states

Electronic term of

the first excited state Level of delocolized

vibrational state

NI NG

Energy
A\
\\

Level of stationary
vibrational state

Ground even
electronic state

Vibrational coordinate

Fig. 1. Energy-level scheme of quadrupolar A-m-D-mt-A or D-7t-A-7t-D molecules. TPA and OPA are
the abbreviations of the terms two- and one-photon absorption, respectively

The two-state model is limited to considering only the states |¢@y, r), with the localiza-
tion of the positive charge on the donor and the localization of the total negative charge on
the left or right acceptor. The model is applicable if the energy gap between the first and
ground states is much larger than between the second and first excited states.[25] Within
the framework of this approach, the state vector of an arbitrary excited state of a quadrupolar
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molecule is a linear combination of these two states:

V) = ar|eL) + ar|er), (1)

where the normalized amplitudes ar, g ( af + a} = 1) specify the acceptor charges &, =

= aiRe, e is the electron charge. The dissymmetry parameter, D, is a quantitative measure
of SB
D =a} - a%{. (2)

The Hamiltonian of the two-state model, which includes intramolecular electronic-vibrational
interaction and the interaction of the solute with the solvent, has the form[22; 39]

H = Hy + H, (3)

where
Hyi = Hyo + Ue + Hyg + Uing (4)

is the Hamiltonian of the solute in vacuum and H, is the Hamiltonian of the solvent and its
interaction with the solute. Hyy is given by Eq. (9)

Ho=(y o ). ®)

Here, the electronic coupling V' is equal to half the splitting between the two- and one-photon
absorption bands (see Fig. 1). The functional corresponding to this Hamiltonian with an
arbitrary state vector |¥) is

(U|Hyo|¥) = 2Vagag = +Vv1 - D2 (6)

The operator of the Coulomb interactions between the charges on the acceptors U. creates
the Coulomb interaction functional [22]

62

U|U|¥) = —ycD?/2, y¢ = ———,
(WIU|Y) = =voD?/2, Yo = 5—p—

(7)
where Rpg is the distance between the centres of the charges on the acceptors, and ¢, is
the “intramolecular” dielectric constant. H,y and Uj,; are the Hamiltonian of intramolecular

vibrations and the operator of electron-vibration interactions, respectively. They are given
by Egs. (8)-(10) [22;39]

1 pé 1 pi
(U|Hyo|V) = 3 Z {mSi + mmw;x;} + 3 Z m; + maiwzjxij] , (8)
I3 J
(U|Uss| W) = UL + U, 9)
(TIUL[P) = DY Gy, (10)
J

where Zg;, Zaj, Dsi, Daj,» Wsis Waj, Ms;, My, are the coordinates, the momenta, the frequencies,
and effective masses of the symmetric and antisymmetric vibrational modes, respectively.
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Here Unt is the operator of linear electronic-vibrational interaction, the magnitude of which
is specified by the parameter (;, U, lft) is also the operator of the electronic-vibrational in-
teraction, but quadratic in vibrational coordinates. It describes the change in vibration
frequencies and the Duschinsky effect in the SB process. Since the available experimental
data on time-resolved IR spectroscopy show that the variations in the vibration frequencies

of real molecules in the SB process are rather small,[9-11;46] we neglect the influence of
the quadratic interactions Ulnt on the SB extent and omit this term in the total Hamiltonian
Eq. (3). It is useful to introduce the reorganization energy of intramolecular vibrational
modes E(P), which is the difference between the potential energies of molecular vibrations

in the electronic states with the dissymmetry parameter D = 0 and D

&
J 5 (11)

maz‘waj

EP) =AD*/2, A, =)

This quantity is similar to that which is well known in molecular spectroscopy and the
standard theory of electron transfer, where it is one of the key parameters.

The free energy functional of the solvent and its interaction with the solute, (V| H|¥),
can be written as follows[39]

Ao D2,

(U|Hy| V) = —AqD?/2 — Ay DDy, + 02 , (12)

where D,, is the dimensionless solvent reaction coordinate, Aq = Hofe1/rd, fa = 2(n —
—1)/(2n*+1) with n being the refractive index of the solvent, Ao, = W3Af/73, Af = fo— fa,
fs = 2(es—1)/(2e5+1), with €5 being the static dielectric constant, rq is the cavity radius, uo
is the dipole moment of the solute in a state with complete electron transfer from the donor
to one of the acceptors (D = 1). The parameters A, and A, characterize the intensity of
the interaction of the solute with the electronic and orientational polarization of the solvent,
respectively.

In polar solvents, the interaction of the dipole moment of the solute with the ori-
entational polarization of the solvent is strong, so that the relaxation of the orientational
polarization of the solvent controls the SB dynamics [9; 11;40]. In this case, the electronic
and vibrational subsystems of the solute adiabatically follow slow variation of the solvent
state, which is determined by a single quantity D, [39]. In non-polar and weakly polar sol-
vents, the interaction of the solute with orientational polarization is weak due to the small
value of the parameter Af. As a result, the slow polarization of the solvent cannot control
the dynamics of the electronic subsystem of the solute. In this case the solute and solvent
electronic degrees of freedom adiabatically follow variation of the intramolecular vibrations.
Neglecting the interaction of the solute with the orientational polarization, the total energy
functional is rewritten as follows

2
paj

maj

1 1
(U|H|W) = —V/1—-D? - 5)\HD2+§Z +D2cjxaj, (13)

+ma] a] aj

where Ay = y¢ + Aq. The operator of symmetric vibrations is omitted here, since they
do not interact with the electronic subsystem and, therefore, do not affect SB. It should be
emphasized that the interaction of the molecular dipole moment with the solvent polarization
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plays an important role even in non-polar solvents. This is manifested through the Ay
parameter in Eq. (13), which is typically not small.

In the further analysis, we restrict ourselves to the case of a single vibrational mode.
Omitting the coordinate and momentum indices and introducing new operators () and P

x:\/iQ, p=vVmhwP, (14)
mw

we obtain from Eq. (13)

h __
(|H| W) = ==P* + W(D, Q). (15)
where
_ 1 h
W(D,Q) = ~VV1=D? — SMD* + =2Q* + VAGwDQ. (16)
The commutator of the operators P and @ is [P, Q] = —i. In the adiabatic approximation,

the electronic subsystem is in a stationary state for any value of the vibrational coordinate,
which means that the potential of the vibrational mode W (Q) can be found by minimizing
W (D, Q) with respect to the variable D for each value of @, that is

W(Q) = min{W (D, Q)}. (17)

The minimization procedure Eq. (17) establishes a one-to-one mapping of ) values to D
values. That is, the mapping creates a function D(Q) and an inverse function Q(D).

The potential W (@) has a single minimum at ) = 0 if the electronic coupling is quite
strong V' > Ay + Ay. In the opposite case of a weak coupling V' < Ay + Ay, the potential has
two minima at the points

Ay V2
o= # e 1o

The value of the potential at the minimum points is

1 V2
W(Qmin) = 5 {7\11 + Ay + m} . (19)

Vibrational stationary states are solutions of the stationary Schrodinger equation

hw
where the momentum operator is P = —id/dQ), n is the vibrational quantum number, and

®,,(Q) and E,, are the stationary vibrational wave function and energy, correspondingly. The
functions ®,,(Q) are even or odd, because the potential energy W (Q) is an even function of
(2, which leads to the parity of the Hamiltonian.
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2. Results and Discussion

First of all, we note that in a typical experiment, a molecule is excited by an opti-
cal pulse with a duration of about 1, ~ 40 fs [9]. The homogeneous spectral width of
such pulses, h/t., is considerably less than the distance between stationary states of in-
tramolecular vibrational modes. As a result, such pulses populate intramolecular stationary
vibrational states. That is why we consider solutions of the equation Eq. (20) for a number
of parameters covering a region that is interesting from an experimental point of view.

The model adopted here includes four independent parameters: the electronic coupling
V', the vibrational frequency w, the sum of the intramolecular Coulomb interaction and
the interaction energy of the solute with the electronic solvent polarization Ay, and the
parameter of the electronic-vibrational interaction A,. The electronic coupling V' determines
the splitting of the lower excited even and odd states of the quadrupolar molecule. Thus, it
can be reliably estimated from the distance between the maxima of the two- and one-photon
absorption spectra. Such estimates give V =~ 0.2 eV.[23;40] We use this estimate in
calculations as an invariable value of V. To select the range of variable parameters A; and
Ay, note that the potential W (@) has a single minimum if the inequality V' > Ay +A, is met.
In this case, SB is not possible. Thus, one should consider only parameters that satisfy the
condition A; + A, > V. The results of calculations for Aw = 0.2 eV and Aw = 0.05 eV are
pictured in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively, for a few combinations of the parameters A; and A,.

Fig. 2 shows several trends. The energy difference between the first excited and
ground states, E; — Ej, is noticeably less hw and decreases with increasing the parameter
Aii + A, (see Table 1). For example, for the parameters used in the construction of graphs in
Frame D, the difference is halved, £y — Ey ~ hw/2. The decrease is a direct consequence
of the broadening of the potential well, W (Q), caused by electronic-vibrational interaction.
Although in the region Aj + A, > V the potential W (@) has two separated minima, the
height and width of the barrier between the minima are quite small, which leads to the wave
function of the ground state ®(((Q)) with a single maximum located at the point @ = 0. It is
also seen that the stationary level of the ground state Ej is above the barrier for all selected
sets of parameters. It should be emphasized that the magnitude of the parameter Ay + A, in
real molecules can hardly exceed 0.4 eV, which is adopted here as its maximum value (see
Frame D).

Table 1
Energy gap between the first and zero energy levels. V = 0.2 eV

hw =0.05eV | hw =0.2 eV
}\11 7\v (El — Eg)/hw (El — Eo)/hw

0.11]0.1 0.589 0.727
0.2 0.1 0.404 0.670
0.1 0.2 0.260 0.554
02102 0.128 0.500

A decrease in the vibration frequency hw from 0.2 eV to 0.05 eV leads to significant
changes in the potential W (Q) shape (compare Figs. 2 and 3). The barrier between the
two minima becomes much higher and wider. The ground state energy is now lower than
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Fig. 2. The potential energies (W (Q), blue lines) and stationary wave functions (®(Q) and ¢,(Q),
black and red lines, respectively) of a vibrational mode interacting with electronic subsystem. The
energy levels of vibrational stationary states are pictured with dashed lines. Energy is indicated in
units of hAw/2. The invariable parameters are: V' = 0.2 eV, hw = 0.2 eV. The variable parameters
are: (A) A\j =0.1eV, A, =0.1eV; (B) \j =0.2eV, A, =0.1eV; (C) \j =0.1 eV, A, =0.2 eV,

(D) Ay = 0.2 eV, A, = 0.2 eV

the barrier in Frames B, C, and D. This leads to a greater decrease in the excitation energy
Ey — Ey in comparison with its value 7ww in the absence of electronic-vibrational interaction.
Nevertheless, the changes in the shape of the vibrational wave functions of the ground
and first excited states have mainly quantitative character. Only for the largest value of
Aii + Ay = 0.4 eV (see Frame D in Fig. 2), the ground state wave function has a noticeable
dip in the central region. Even so, the vibrations are far from being localized in one of the
wells. To destroy the quantum coherence of vibrations and localize the vibrations in one
well, an interaction of the vibrational mode with a bath having many degrees of ireedom is
required.[31] Moreover, the spectrum of the bath fluctuations should include low frequency
modes extending to zero, and the density of these modes should not decrease very rapidly as
the frequency approaches zero,[31] which means the presence of classical modes interacting
with the molecule.

Now we can calculate the distribution over the dissymmetry parameter. Since there
is a functional relationship between the quantities () and D given by the minimization pro-
cedure Eq. (17), a normalized distribution of the systems with respect to the dissymmetry
parameter in the stationary state ®,,(Q) can be found as follows

P.(D) = [,(Q(D))* [dQ(D)} | @

dD
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Fig. 3. The same as in Fig. 2, but Aw = 0.05 eV

This distribution is pictured in Fig. 4 for a few combinations of the parameters. In the range
of strong electronic coupling V' > Ay, the derivative dQ(D)/dD has a minimum at the point
D = 0. As a result, the distribution function in terms of D has a noticeable dip at D = 0
(see Frames A and B). For the electronic coupling V' = Ay, the derivative dQ(D)/dD = 0
at the point D = 0 and is small enough around it, so that the distribution function turns
to zero, P(D = 0) = 0 and the dip becomes wide (see Frames C and D). In the range of
weak electronic coupling V' < Ay, the function Q(D) is equal to zero in the entire interval

—Dy < D < Dy, where
/ V2
il

Thus, in this interval the function Py(D) = 0 together with dQ(D)/dD = 0 (see Frames E
and F). In Frame E, we see two branches of the function Py(D) in the regions D < —Dj
and D > Dy. So, in the range V' < Ay, the difference in distribution functions over ) and
D becomes huge.

For a wide range of parameters, narrow distributions Fy(D) have been obtained, lo-
calized in the vicinity of points D = £D, where D is the position of the maximum of the
right branch of Py(D) (see Frames C and E in Fig. 4). The distributions around D (the
full width at half maximum) narrow further with increasing A; and decreasing electronic
coupling V' (see Fig. 5, which shows the distribution Py(D) for smaller V' and a small set of
the parameters A; and A,). The electronic coupling V' can be varied by adding or removing
spacers between the donor and acceptor groups. The effect of variation of A, on the width is
similar to that of Ay, but considerably weaker. With the invariable parameters Ay > V', Ay,
and V' the distributions are broader, the higher the vibrational frequency w, although this
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Fig. 4. Distribution functions with respect to the dissymmetry parameter Py(D) (leit frames) and
the dependence of the dissymmetry parameter D on the vibrational coordinate ) (right frames).
The vertical dashed lines in Frame E represent asymptotes located at D = 4+D,. The invariable

parameters are V = 0.2 eV, hw = 0.05 eV, and A, = 0.1 eV. The variable parameters are: (Frames

A and B) A; = 0.1 eV; (Cand D) A; =0.2 eV; (E and F) A; = 0.22 eV
effect is quite small.

According to quantum mechanics, measurements of the dipole moment of molecules
in the stationary state ®y(Q) should give values of w = 4ugD with rather low dispersion.
What is especially important is the presence of the forbidden zone —Dy < D < D, and
the corresponding forbidden band gap of the dipole moment —pyDy < p < poDy. This
means that an excited quadrupolar molecule can be treated as a quantum two-state system
that behaves like a spin s = 1/2, having an electric dipole moment p = pyD instead of a
magnetic one. This may be of interest to emerging technologies of molecular electronics.

The dependence of the free energy on the solvent polarization coordinate in polar
solvents G(Dy,) (see Rel. 39) and the dependence of the potential energy W (Q) in non-polar
solvents are very similar because they are obtained by minimizing the functions Eq. (16) and
Eq. 45 in Ref. 39, which differ only in notations and, hence, are mathematically equivalent.
Nevertheless, there is a fundamental distinction between them. The distinction is created by
a huge difference in the characteristic frequency of fluctuations of the solvent orientational
polarization and the frequency of intramolecular vibration. The characteristic frequency of
the solvent fluctuations is w,, = 1/t,, where T, is the effective solvent relaxation time,
which is about 1 ps. Thus, at room temperature, the inequality hw,, < kg7 holds, where
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T is the temperature and kg is the Boltzmann constant. The frequency of intramolecular
vibrations satisly the reverse inequality hw,, > k7. These inequalities imply that the
behavior of orientational polarization fluctuations is classical, and intramolecular vibrations
is quantum. The distribution functions of particles over the vibrational coordinate () and the
solvent reaction coordinate D,,, and hence over the dissymmetry parameter D in non-polar
(P(D)) and polar (p1(D,t) solvents, see Ref. 39) are also similar, but the meaning of
these distributions is completely different. In polar solvents, the distribution of particles
over the dissymmetry parameter is classical, that is, each particle has a certain value of
the D parameter with a known probability. Although the average value of the dissymmetry
parameter is zero,

/1 Dpy(D,t)dD =0 (23)
-1

since p1(D,t) is an even function due to the initial inverse symmetry of the molecules,
this only means that the dipole moment of the ensemble is zero, but each molecule has a
nonzero dipole moment, hence is in a state with broken symmetry. In non-polar solvents, the
distributions over the vibrational coordinate and the dissymmetry parameter are quantum.
The probability density to find a molecule in state ®,,(Q)) with the vibrational coordinate @
and the dissymmetry parameter D(Q)) is equal to the probability density to find a molecule
in the same state with the vibrational coordinate —@Q and D(—Q) = —D(Q) due to the
parity of the distribution P,(—D) = P,(D). However, in this case, one and the same
molecule has the values of the dissymmetry parameter D and —D with the same probability
density, so its average dipole moment is zero. This means that there is no SB.

Thus, it has been shown that the interaction of a quadrupole molecule with a polar
solvent can lead to SB, but not with non-polar ones. Then the question arises, how strong
the interaction with polar solvent must be in order to break the symmetry. The answer was
obtained in the experiments, which demonstrated that SB can be observed in weakly polar
and even quadrupolar solvents.[11] From theoretical point of view, the interaction should be
so strong that the electronic subsystem of the molecule and, along with it, intramolecular
vibrations adiabatically follow the solvent polarization fluctuations.

Conclusions

In this paper, it is shown that although the interactions of intramolecular high-
frequency antisymmetric vibrations and solvent polarization with the electronic subsystem
of a quadrupolar fluorophore are similarly described in current theories, their abilities to
induce SB are different. The main difference lies in the disability of interaction with only
intramolecular high-frequency vibrational modes for the induction of SB, whereas interaction
only with the orientational solvent polarization can result in SB. This conclusion was drawn
from general physical considerations[3] and is confirmed by experimental data, which do not
show symmetry breaking in non-polar solvents regardless of their refractive index, although
SB is observed in quadrupolar and dipolar solvents.[11]

Although the average dipole moment of a quadrupolar molecule in non-polar solvents is
zero, its excited state is a quantum superposition of two states with large opposite dipole mo-
ments created by the electronic-vibrational interaction. Of course, these "hidden variables”
can manifest themselves in interaction with an external electric field. When the uncertainty
of each dipole moment is small, the excited molecule should behave like a quasi-particle
with spin s = 1/2, which has a large electric dipole moment.
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Fig. 5. Distribution functions with respect to the dissymmetry parameter Py(D). To show the
shape of the maxima, there are large breaks on the abscissa ax. The invariable parameters are
V' =10.05 eV, haw = 0.05 eV. The variable parameters are: (Frame A) A; = 0.1 eV, A, = 0.025 eV;
(B) Ay =0.1eV, A, =0.05 eV; (C) A; =0.2 eV, A, =0.025 eV; (D) A; = 0.2 eV, A, =0.05 eV
Here the simplest model of electronic-vibrational interaction with a single vibrational
mode is explored. The potential of vibrational modes is strongly anharmonic and, in addition,
includes their indirect interaction through the electronic-vibrational interaction. In the case
of many vibrational modes, a set of constants A,; appears instead of a single constant A,.
From the additivity of the electronic-vibrational interaction Eq. (10), it follows that the total
effect of the interaction of all modes on the SB extent is determined by the sum A, = Zj Ay
Dividing the total coupling constant A, into several components leads to a decrease in the
constant for each vibrational modes. As a result, the barrier between two minima of the
potential along each vibrational coordinates in the systems with several interacting modes is
smaller than in the system with single mode. This means that for the formation of a state
with a superposition of two well-defined dipole moments in systems with several interacting
vibrational modes, larger total electronic-vibrational interaction constant is required than in
the system with one mode considered here.

NOTE

! The reported study was funded by RFBR and the government of Volgograd region
according to the research project 19-43-340003..
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AnHoTaumsa. BsaumopelcTBUS 3/eKTPOHHOH MOACHCTEMbl KBaJpPYNOJbHOIO
KpacuTessl C BHYTPUMOJIEKYJASPHBIMH BbICOKOUACTOTHBIMH aHTHCUMMETPHUHBIMH
KoJieOaHUSIMHU U TOJIsipU3alell pacTBOPUTEJIS MOTYT NIPUBOAUTD K HapylLUeHHIO HH-
BEPCHOHHOH CUMMETPHH BO30YKAEHHOH MOJIEKYyJbl IepeHOCOM 3apsifia, HabJonalo-
ILIeMYCS MOCJIe ONTUYECKOro BO30OYKAEHUS] TAKUX MOJIEKYJ B MOJISPHBIX PaCTBOPHU-
teasx. HecmoTps Ha To, 4To 06a B3aMMOAEHCTBUS MaTeMaTHUECKH ONHUCBIBAIOTCS
OJIMHAKOBO, TOJIbKO B3aUMOAEHCTBHE KpACUTeJsl C OPUEHTALMOHHOH MmoJsipu3aluei
pacTBOPUTEJIS MOXKET MPHUBECTH K HApYLIEHHWI0 CHMMETPUH, eCJH 3TO B3aUMOIel-
cTBHe OymeT AOCTAaTOYHO cUibHBIM. HecmoTps Ha 3To, B3auMmonelicTBHe KBaapy-
TMOIBHOTO KPacHTe sl ¢ BHYTPUMOJIEKY/ISIPHBIMM BBICOKOYACTOTHBIMH aHTHCHMMeT-
PHUUHBIMH KOJeOaHHUSMH MPHUBOAUT K 3aMETHOMY HM3MEHEHHIO 3JeKTPOHHOH NOACH-
creMbl. ConepaKalliuics B 3TOH paboTe aHa/IU3 BO30YKIEHHOIO COCTOSTHUS KBaApy-
MONIbHOH MOJIEKYJIbl B HEMOJSPHBIX PacTBOPUTENSAX MOKa3as, UTo TaKHe MOJEKYJIbl
MOT'YT BeCTH cebsl KaK KBaHTOBble CHCTEMBI C IByMsl COCTOSIHUSIMH, HalpruMep, Kak
KBasu-CIHH s = 1/2, nMest Py 3TOM 3JI€KTPUUECKHH THUIOJIbHBIH MOMEHT BMECTO
MarHUTHOr0. DTa 0COOEHHOCTh BO30OYKIEHHBIX KBaAPYTOJBHBIX MOJEKYJ MOXKET
OBITb MHTEPECHOW MJif Pa3BHUBAIOILIMXCH TEXHOJOTHH MOJIEKY/IAPHOH JIeKTPOHHKH.

KaroueBble cioBa: mnapamMeTp HapylleHUSI CHUMMETPHUH, 3JEKTPOHHO-
KoJsiebaTe/ibHOe B3aMMOJelCTBHe, CUMMeTpPHYHAas [OHOPHO-aKLeNTopHass TpHala,
NIepeHoC 3JeKTPOHA, MOJIEKYJIHL.
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