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Evaluation of Molecular Quadrupole Moments
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Knowledge of the molecular quadrupole moments may be used to propose a better model for the structure of the molecule
and could also provide a crucial test for the accuracy of the trial wave functions that are used in other molecular calcula-
tions. A general survey of the different methods available for the evaluation of molecular quadrupole moments has been
made and their relative merits and demerits have been discussed. It is suggested that the quadrupole moments determined
by the microwave linewidth data are probably more reliable. The quadrupole moments of different molecules known to

date have been tabulated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The way a molecule interacts with another, has long
been the subject of extensive investigations. The es-
sential problem is to find the molecular interaction
potential. For this purpose a molecule can be considered
as a special case of a charge distribution, the total
charge of the system being zero. The interaction po-
tential is! electrostatic and can be expanded in terms
of a set of parameters, characteristic of the particular
distribution in question. These parameters are:

1. The total charge
=D e,
2. The dipole moment
M= E Cili,
3. The quadrupole moment
Oap=1 D, €i(3riarip—720u8),

-+« etc. or, in general, ‘the multipole moment of order
n.” The potential expansion then has the general form

¢="(g/7) + (para/7®) +(6ap/37°) (37arg—1%0g) ++ - -.
(1.1)

For a complete specification of the potential the pa-
rameters need be known beforehand. The total charge
g, is always zero for a molecular charge distribution.
The dipole moment u can be measured fairly accurately
by a number of methods.?~® The quadrupole moment
6. can not be measured easily nor accurately. Most
of the available methods involve certain assumptions
and approximations whose validity is doubtful. A
general survey of these methods is the main object of
the present paper. Knowledge of molecular quadrupole
moments is of interest not only because it helps in a
better understanding of all the phenomena resulting
from the interaction of the molecule with any other
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external system but also because it may be used to
propose a better model for the structure of the mole-
cule. Recently, Buckingham® has pointed out that if
accurate values of the quadrupole moment were known,
it would provide a crucial test for the accuracy of the
trial wave functions that are used in other molecular
calculations. All this makes the measurement of mo-
lecular quadrupole moments important in spite of the
difficulties involved. The last review on Molecular
Quadrupole Moments was published by Buckingham?
in 1959. Since then a large amount of work has been
done on the subject.
The molecular quadrupole moment is defined as!

bap=% 2 ei(3riaris—r28ap), (1.2)

where dos=1 if a=B and, =0 if %8 and where the
summation is over all the charges in the molecule.

0up is thus a tensor having nine components. How-
ever, by a proper choice of the axes of reference all
the off-diagonal terms 6,5(s%8) can be made to vanish.
Thus three principal axes «, ¥, and z are obtained such
that only the following three components for which

a=0 survive:
3 Z e:(3x2—r?),

%

0y=73 Z 81(33’1 —rd),

% Z ei(3zi —rd).

(X

02z

i

Il

6., (1.3)

These are the three principal quadrupole moments of
the molecule. However, Egs. (1.2) and (1.3) show that

Oaa= :c:c+0uy+0u =0

so that only two of these are independent.

If the distribution of the charges is considered to be
continuous, the summation over discrete charges need
to be replaced by an integration of the charge density
p(7) over the whole space. Thus

0= [ (Ga2=r)o(r) d,
=1 [ Gy=(r) ar,

B,=3 / (32— p(r) dr. (1.4)
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If the charge distribution is symmetrical about any
axis, say 2 axis, then

(1.5)

The problem of evaluation of the molecular quad-
rupole moments can be attacked in many ways. A
theoretical approach utilizes knowledge of the quantum-
mechanical wave functions.

For experimental measurement a direct method is,
in principle, possible. In this the energy of interaction
of the molecule with an external electric field is meas-
ured. A simple electrostatic argument! shows that this
energy consists of, besides other terms, a term de-
pending only on the quadrupole moment 6.3 of the
molecule and the gradient Fog’ of the applied field at
the center of the molecule. Thus if one can separate
out the contribution of this term for known field-
gradient values, the quadrupole moment comes out
directly. But this method is not practicable because
of the difficulties in producing sufficiently large field
gradients over the size of the molecule. The largest
gradients obtainable are of the order of 1000 esu while
the quadrupole moment values are only of the order
of 10~% esu. Thus the contribution of the quadrupolar
term is only about 10~2 ergs which is difficult to sepa-
rate out from the rest of the interaction energy. Thus
this direct method which can work well in the case of
the dipole moments, fails in the present case.

However, a slight modification of this results in an
elegant method, applicable to the molecules with ani-
sotropic polarizability only. The application of an ex-
ternal electric field makes these molecules birefringent”
and the amount of birefringence induced depends on
the interaction of the molecule with the applied field.
A method based on measuring the birefringence re-
sulting due to the interaction proves to be practicable.
This method was first suggested by Buckingham® in
1959 and has since been successfully applied to the
case of the CO, molecule.®

The other method is to study the interaction between
two molecules themselves. At a point a few angstroms
from a polar molecule, the field gradient is ~10* esu
whereas the field strength is only ~10® esu. Thus if a
second molecule comes in this region, it will interact
with the field of the first one giving rise to an inter-
action energy. The contribution of the quadrupolar
term (0opFq'~10712) to this energy then is of a com-
parable order of magnitude to the contribution of the
dipolar term (uF~10"12). Thus molecular quadrupoles
contribute significantly to intermolecular forces and
this suggests that their indirect evaluation from a study
of these forces should be practicable. These indirect
methods are the ones that involve one or the other
observable phenomenon to which the presence of a
finite interaction between the gaseous molecules gives
rise.

The principal methods for the evaluation of the mo-
lecular quadrupole moments can thus be listed as

Opr =0y = —30,,= —10 (say).

follows:

. The Molecular Orbital Method.

. The Induced Optical Birefringence Method.
. The Second Virial Coefficient Method.

. The Spectral Line-Broadening Method.

. The Anisotropic Susceptibility Method.
The Dielectric Constant Method.

. The Pressure-Induced Absorption Method.
The Bond Moments Method.

00 TN UL N

A few other methods, e.g., “the quadrupolar radi-
ation method,” ‘“the macroscopic-quadrupole vibration
method,” etc. have also been proposed. But the in-
vestigations show that none of these can be regarded
as practical methods for the evaluation of the molecular
quadrupole moments having a wide applicability. A
detailed survey of these will not be made here. For a
brief discussion one may refer to the previous review.!

II. THE MOLECULAR ORBITAL METHOD

In the molecular orbital method one evaluates the
nuclear and the electronic contributions to the mo-
lecular quadrupole moment, separately. For the nu-
clear contributions, a straightforward computation of
the quadrupole moment components from Egs. (1.3)
is feasible because the charges in the different nuclei
and their positions in reference to the origin (usually
the center of mass of the molecule) are known.

For the electronic contributions, such a direct cal-
culation is not possiblelbecause of the continually
changing positions of the electrons so that their coordi-
nates x;, ¥, %;, and 7; can not be uniquely defined. For
such a case of a continuous charge distribution the
quadrupole moment components are evaluated from
Egs. (1.4) with density p(r) of the distribution given
by

b =e T |9 1 (2.1)
2
where e is the electronic charge and ¢, is the wave func-
tion associated with the sth electron. The two center
integrals, if any, involved in this evaluation may be
taken from Coulson’s paper.?

To determine the different wave functions ¢; use
is made of the molecular orbital theory.®! The self-
consistent field molecular orbitals ¢, are usually de-
termined in the linear combination of atomic orbitals
approximation using one or more Slater-type orbitals?
or Gaussian orbitals®® as the basis for the linear com-
bination.

It is sometimes more convenient and advantageous
to use the method of equivalent orbitals developed
by Lennard-Jones.'*® In this the set of molecular or-
bitals ¢, is transformed by the methods based on group
theory to another set of orbitals which have the prop-
erty of equivalence in the sense that they are inter-
changeable under the operations of the group. It is this
set of equivalent orbitals which is used in Eq. (2.1) to
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calculate the charge density’®' and then the quad-
rupole moment components? from Eqs. (1.4).

III. THE INDUCED OPTICAL BIREFRINGENCE
METHOD

Application of an external electric field F makes a
fluid optically birefringent, that is to say, the fluid
becomes doubly refracting having one value (say #,) of
the refractive index for light beams with electric vector
parallel to F and another value (say #,) for light beams
with electric vector perpendicular to F. The difference
(n,—mny) is known as the optical birefringence induced
by the field F and is determined by the interaction of
this field with the molecules of the fluid.

If the field is uniform, the interaction is that between
the strength of the field and the permanent dipole mo-
ment as well as the polarizability anisotropy of the
molecules. The resulting birefringence has been iden-
tified as the normal Kerr effect and is proportional to
the square of the strength of the applied field!®

(nz—mny,) r=KF2. 3.1)

However, if the field is inhomogeneous, an additional
interaction between the gradient of the applied field

and the quadrupole moment of the molecules will come
up. This will result in an additional birefringence
(n,—mny)pr, which is proportional to the gradient of
the applied field

(nz—ny) pr =QF'. (3.2)

The proportionality factor Q, for a dilute gas of axially
symmetric molecules, is given by

Q=(4xN/15)[%2B+(6/kT) (" —a')],  (3.3)

where NV is the number of molecules per unit volume,
B is the quadrupole polarizability of the molecules,
and o’ and o are the polarizabilities parallel and per-
pendicular to the symmetry axis, respectively.

Thus if the component of the birefringence due to
the gradient of the field could be separated out, the
quadrupole moment can be evaluated from Egs. (3.2)
and (3.3).

Theory of the Method®

Consider a molecule whose position and orientation
are described by a variable = and suppose it is placed
in an electrostatic potential field ¢. Then its energy
u(7, ¢) can be expressed as

”’(7'7 ¢) = {uo—ﬂa;’a""%aaﬁFaFﬂ_%Baﬂ'yFaFﬁFv_QITYaﬁyﬂFaFﬁF'yFB

_% aﬂFvlﬁ’_%Aa:ﬁ'chzFﬂ'y,_%Baﬁ:",'&FaFﬁF'yB’_%Caﬂ:'y&Faﬂ,Fyﬁ,—' M },

(34)

where #° is the energy of the molecule in the absence of the field, u. and 6.5 are the permanent dipole and quad-
rupole moments of the molecule, F, and F,s’ are the applied field strength and the field gradient, and the higher-

order tensors denote the polarizabilities.

Differentiation of (3.4) with respect to F, gives the total dipole moment u.T of the molecule as

Ba’ = {ﬂa'l'aaﬁFﬁ'l'%BaﬂvFﬁFv‘l‘%'YaﬁwFBFvF@"l"%Aa:ﬂ-rP‘ﬁv,"'%Baﬂ:vﬂFﬂFW,'}" b }ea”’

where e/, ¢g!l, <+ + denote unit vectors along the a, 3, ++ -

Differentiating (3.5) with respect to Fg, one gets

allaT/aFﬂr‘ {aaﬂ'}'ﬁaﬂyF'y'l_%'Ynﬁ'y&F'yFﬂ'!'%Baﬁ:'y&F'y&,"l' cee }ea“eB” =7raﬁea“eﬁ”5

(3.5)

component directions.

(3.6)

where m.s stands for the quantity within brackets. The quantity on the left-hand side describes the increase in
moment T per unit increase in the field Fg and is known as the “differential polarizability” associated with «
and g directions. Similarly the differential polarizability associated with the perpendicular directions is m.geategs,
where e,*, g+, +++ denote the unit vectors at right angles to the a, 8, -+ directions. The difference = (7, ¢) be-

tween the two is
7"(71 4’) = [aaﬂ_l_ﬂaﬂ'yF'y-l'%')’aﬂ'y&F7F6+%Ba6:'yﬁF'y§,+ b ](&zl 'eﬁ” _ea"'eﬁ"“) . (37)

The difference (7,—n,) between the refractive indices for light beams with electric vectors along % and y then

becomes
(3.8)

where 7 is the average of w(r, ¢) over all configurations 7, averaged with a Boltzmann-type weighting factor

e f w(r, &) exp [~u(r, ) /ET] dr / / exp [—u(r, ) /ET] dr.

Since 7 depends on the applied field also, it can be expanded in terms of its value and the derivatives at ¢=0.

Thus
| s o7 L i ___‘9*) ' l(az"r) . ]
W_[(W)¢=0+{<6F)¢=0F+2 (an)é_oF + }+{(6Fz,, ¢=0sz +2 OF. ¢=0Fz:c 2+ } .

(nz—ny) =27I'N7T',

(3.9)

(3.10)



KrisENAJT AND V. PrARASHE Molecular Quadrupole Moments 693
Here the first term denotes the value of # in the absence of the applied field, the terms in the first bracket give the
various order contributions from the field strength, those in the second bracket give the various order contribu-
tions from the gradient of the field and so on. In the second bracket the second-order term comes out to be zero
so that for all moderate field gradients, only the first term in F,,” need to be considered to describe the anisotropy

due to the field gradients. Thus

(7?) Fer! = (a'ﬁ-/anzl) ¢=0le-

Now Eq. (3.9) shows that

<6Fz1: > - (RT)™

aFu

(3.11)

’;,>¢_0+(kf)-l<vr

, (3.12)
¢=0

where () indicates an average over the configurations 7, averaged with a Boltzmann-type weighting factor.

Equation (3.7) shows that

w(7, 0) =ap(ealles! —eqtest)

which vanishes on averaging over all directions of e,!!. Equation (3.12) thus reduces to

For an applied field such that F,,”= —F,, and F,,’=0, one finds from Eq. (3.7) that

A simple trigonometrical analysis then shows that

where 8os=1 if @=p and, =0 if @5%B. Substituting from equation (3.15) in Eq. (3.14) one finds

From Egs. (3.4) and (3.7) one has

and so

Substitution from Eqgs. (3.16) and (3.17) into Eq. (3.13) then gives

Equations (3.8), (3.11), and (3.18) then give the induced birefringence as

(07/0F ") gmo= 07/ F ' Ysmo— (RT) ~(w(804/0F25") ). (3.13)
(0m/0F 2" ) =3 Baps{(eal'es!! —eatest) (e,'les! —eytest) ). (3.14)
(ealleslleylles! )= (eategrerrest ) =15 (8apdyotBarpstOasdsy)
(eallegleyrest) = (eatesreyes!) ) =3 (49apdys—BaryP0s —0as0py) 5 (3.15)
(0T /O F 12"y = 2 Bugimil. — 28asy5--38385-F 33308 ]. (3.16)
[7(804/9 Fas’) Jomo= —§0xsctas (el 5! — eatest) (eylesl! —ey2est)
(w(9%/8 Feg') Yomt= —2'5060tap] — 26585+ 38aryOp5+30205y - (3.17)
(07/0Fag’) gmo= 5[ Bag:ap+ (R T) uptas]- (3.18)
(e—my)p.. = (47N /15) Fuo'[ Bag:apt (RT) "apatas ]. (3.19)

If the molecules are axially symmetric having a quadrupole moment 6 and the polarizabilities &”” and &’ along and
at right angles to the symmetry axis, then Eq. (3.19) reduces to

(ne—mny)p,,» = (4N /15) Fur'[ Bap-as+(0/kT) (&' ') ].

{Note added in the proof. Buckingham and Pariseau
[A. D. Buckingham and M. Pariseau, Trans. Faraday
Soc. 62, 1 (1966) ] have given the quantum-mechanical
derivation of an expression for (7,—#,) and its applica-
tion to diatomic molecules. This treatment introduces
two distinct modifications. One takes care of the dif-
ferent discrete rotational states of the molecule and
results in a more complex temperature dependence
than the simple 7! law obtained classically. The
other takes care of the nuclear motions and introduces
the derivatives of the equilibrium separation quad-
rupole moment 6, in the expression for (#,—n,). It
may be noted that this makes the evaluation of quad-

(3.20)

rupole moment from this expression more difficult. It
has also been observed that for CO, at room tempera-
ture these corrections are unimportant while for H, at
room temperature they lead to a value of the birefring-
ence about 759, of the classical value. At lower tempera-
tures the corrections may become more important}

For spherically symmetric molecules Bgg..s=2%>B.
For other molecules there are more than one quad-
rupole polarizability components and further simpli-
fication is difficult. However, for simplicity this quan-
tity is replaced by (15/2)B for the axially symmetric
molecules also. Thus the birefringence due to the
gradient of the field can, for the axially symmetric
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molecules, be written as

(s —ny) pr,,= (4N /15) F.,/[32B+(6/kT) (/" —')].

(3.21)

Thus if the anisotropy (o/’—ca’) and the quadrupole
polarizability B are known, measurements of the bire-
fringence would lead to the molecular quadrupole
moments from Eq. (3.21).

The details of the experimental method of measure-
ment of the induced birefringence may be seen else-
where.®

IV. THE SECOND VIRIAL COEFFICIENT METHOD

Many gases exhibit deviation from ideal gas be-
havior. This deviation is expressed in terms of the
virial coefficients as®

B C D

Deviation= (;;— 1) =—t—t—+---. (4.1)

Vo v
If there is no mutual interaction between the molecules,
the gas behavior will be ideal and the coefficients
B, C, D, ++- will all vanish. However, if a finite inter-
action exists, the coefficients are finite. If the mag-
nitudes of these virial coefficients are known it should
be possible to draw inferences about the interactions.
In particular, if the explicit expression for the second
virial coefficient B in terms of the interaction potential
# is known one can calculate the leading unknown pa-
rameter of this potential. In most cases the molecular
quadrupole moment @ is this parameter. A trial value
of 6 is used for calculating the value of B from the
known expression. This value of B is compared with
the measured B and the value of 6 is adjusted such that
the two B values agree.

Theory of the Method?—2

Second virial coefficient B is explicitly given in terms
of interaction potential energy # by the equation

=g? fvol [1— exp (—u/kT)]dr, (4.2)

where N is the Avogadro number, % is the Boltzmann
constant, T is the temperature of the gas, and dr is a
volume element.

Suppose that the potential # can be broken up into
two parts as

B(T)

=204t (4.3)
Then Eq. (4.2) yields
B(T) =Bo(T) + i B,(1), (4.4)
where
Bo(T) =Z§\':? fv [1— exp (—u/kT) ] dr,
N 1 u \? .
By(T) ="z fmp' (-—}—e—]—,) exp (—u®/kT) dr. (4.5)

In an actual case of two interacting molecules the
interaction potential # consists of a number of terms.
Each term, in general, has a separation-dependent term
multiplied by certain functions of angles 6y, ¢1, and 6,,
¢s. For convenience the potential # is expressed® such
that the angular functions appear in the form of spheri-
cal harmonics

S [(2[-{—1) —lmD! Tﬂp (cos 0) exp (ime)
m= ™ (COS xp (2mg).
: GHmh P
(4.6)
The interaction potential # then has the form
u= 2 E1(r) Sum (01, 61) Suam(6s, 62),  (4.7)

Lilam
where £127(7) incorporates in itself the radial de-
pendence as well as the other constants not included
in Sim and Sien. Since Sp=1, this reduces to

=u0+u”
where
M°=£OOO(1’)
w'= 2 E(r) Siym (8, 1) Stom (62, G2)

Lilem

(4.8)

a prime over the summation sign indicating that the
summation is over all the terms except the one for
Wthh ll=l2=m=0.

Thus #° is the term independent of the orientations
6 and ¢ while %’ becomes the orientation-dependent
term. In Eq. (4.4) then one can interpret Bo(7") as
the contribution to the second virial coefficient from
the orientation-independent or the so-called central
forces, while By(T), Bs(T), +++ can be interpreted as
first-order correction, second-order correction, ¢+ to
second virial coefficient By(7") when noncentral forces
are present in addition to the central ones. If the non-
central forces are small, (#'/kT) will be small so that
B3(T) and higher-order correction terms containing
the third and higher powers of (#'/kT") can safely be
neglected. The virial coefficient B(Z") then becomes

B(T) =Bo(T)+B:(T)+By(T), (4.9)
where Bo(T), Bi(T), and Be(T) are given by Eq. (4.5).
Equation (4.5) gives
Bo(T) =22N / “[1— exp (—u/kT) P dr.
0
If the central force potential #° is taken to be the
Lennard-Jones (12-6) potential??

u°=4e[(70/7’) 2 (7'0/7) 6]’
Bo(T) =%aNrF(T%),

(4.10)
then
(4.11)

where

P(T*) =373 f “[l— exp (—u/kT) P dr  (4.12)
0
is known as the reduced second virial coefficient and
has been tabulated by Hirschfelder et al.2* as a function
of T*=FkT/e.
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For By(T) one has from Eq. (4.5)

2rN [
By(T) =—
(0= [
where (u')y indicates a classical average of %’ over all
orientations. This will evidently consist of some inverse
power of the separation » multiplied by some constants.
One therefore takes it to be of the form

(W Y= —4ea(ry/r)™, (4.13)

where the only two unknown parameters ¢ and » are
to be adjusted appropriately in any specific case. Sub-
stituting this above one gets

Bi(T) = —3xNri(a/4) [HA(y) /5],
where y=2(e/kT)"2 and H,(y) is the function

72(u’ Yo, exp (—u®/kT) dr,

(4.14)

H,(y) =12y%¢8 /w rnexp (—ul/kT)sdr. (4.15)
0

This function has been tabulated by Buckingham and
Pople.?

However, if several interactions are present simul-
taneously, (#')s may have to be expressed as a sum
of two or even more terms as

(b Y= —4el ar(ro/r) " Faa(re/r) "2+ ].  (4.16)
By(T) then becomes
By(T) =—3aNre{1(ar) [Hu(y) /¥*]
+i(a2) [Hno(9) /9141 (417)

For By(T) one has from Eq. (4.5)

Bo(T) =— (N /167%2T?) / w'? exp (—u/kT) dr.
vol

This can similarly be expressed in terms of the average
of 2. But in this case it is more convenient to use the
form of #’ obtained in Eq. (4.8). Substituting this and
using standard properties of spherical harmonics

N o

BAT) =5 3 [t exp (—u/aT) [eiom(n) P dr.
kT lilam Y g

The radial function &12m(7) consists of some inverse

power of » multiplied by some constants. One therefore

takes it to be of the form

ghian(r) =4eb(ro/7)°, (4.18)

where the two unknowns & and s are to be adjusted
appropriately in any specific case. Substituting this
in the above expression for By(T)

Bo(T) =—3aNré § D/ bHa(y).

Lilem

(4.19)

However, it is quite possible particularly when di-
rectional interactions of several types are being con-
sidered, that £1%2m(y) may have to be expressed as a
sum of two or even more terms as

élll’-"‘(r) =46[b1(7’0/7) 8‘+bz(1’o/7’) s24-e e ‘]. (420)
A substitution then gives Bz(7") as
Bo(T) =—3rNr+} 27 [b°How (y) +b2Hasy ()
lilgm
+ e +2b1b2Hsl+32(y) +' . ']. (4.21)

Substituting from Egs. (4.11), (4.17), and (4.21)
in Eq. (4.9), the complete expression for the second
virial coefficient B(T) to the second order for a gas
having a small noncentral force in addition to central
one between its molecules, is

B(T) =3aNrd[ F(T*) — {3 (a0) [Ha () /y*]+%(a2) [Hno () /3* ]+ +}
'_?]§‘ Z, {blem(y) +b22H282(y) +eee +2bleHS1+sz(y) +ee }]: (4-22)

lilom

where the central force is represented by Lennard-Jones potential [Eq. (4.10)] and the constants ay, #y, by, 51,° * *
specify noncentral forces. These constants are the only unknowns in Eq. (4.22) and need to be evaluated for

noncentral forces of specific types.

Specific Cases

Dipole-Dipole Interaction

The potential for a dipole-dipole type interaction is!

s’ = (u2/7®) [2 cos 6; cos B+ sin 6, sin 6 cos (¢1+¢2) ],

where u is molecular dipole moment. To assign appropriate values to the constants ay, @z, * - -

has to find the average value of #’

(4.23)

and 7, #,, *++ one

2 T pm r2r 21 T T 2 2%
<’I/tm‘, >Av =’f§ / [ / / u’ sin 61 sin 0, d01 (Z@z d¢1 d¢2 / / / f / sin 01 sin 62 d01 doz d¢1 d¢2= 0
”Jo Jo Yo Yo 0 70 Y0 Yo

which by comparison with Eq. (4.16) gives

A== * =N1=7MNg==°**° =(.

(4.24)

Similarly, for assigning proper values to the constants 8y, by, <<+ and s1, 53, *++ one has to express #’ in the form
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(4.8) and then compare the nonvanishing £%7(r) with Eq. (4.20). Suppose on expressing #’ in the form (4.8) the
only nonzero £1¥m(r) are
Eomn(r),  P=m(),  PO=m(),  E=pti=n().

' = (u2/7%) [21V3 cos 01+x3V3 cos O35 cos 6y cos O2+3x4 sin 6; sin 6, cos (p1+2) .
Comparing this with Eq. (4.23)

Then,

ol

x1=%2=0, 23=%, Xy=
Thus the only nonzero £1%27(r) are

=3/, E=pi= (/). (4.25)

In any other case also the average value of #’ and the nonzero £12"(r) can similarly be found out. The detailed
computation for every case has not been attempted here. The results are reproduced below.

Dipole-Quadrupole Interaction
The interaction potential is!
e’ = (3u6/27*) [ {cos 61(3 cos? ,—1) +2 sin 6; sin G, cos 63 cos (p1+¢e) }
+{cos 02(3 cos? 6,—1) 42 sin 6, sin 6, cos 6; cos (p1+¢2) } . (4.26)
The average of this vanishes. The nonzero £1%2™(r) are
= (§)R(u/r),  PO=(§)(/),  ER=Ei=SRG)A),  gu=prisSn(e/).  (427)
Quadrupole-Quadrupole Interaction
The interaction potential is?
e’ = (362/4r5) [1—5 cos? 1—5 cos? O-+17 cos? 6y cos? O2-}2 sin? 6; sin? 6 cos? (p1+¢s)

416 sin 6; sin 0. cos 6; cos B2 cos (¢1+¢2) ].  (4.28)
The average of this is zero. The nonzero §1%27(r) are

=gy,  Pu=gri=g@)r),  pR=go=}(@/R). (4.29)
First-Order Induction Interaction
The potential for interaction of the dipole of one molecule with the dipole that it induces in the other is®
Up—ay = — (au2/2r%) [ (3 cos? 6:+1) + (3 cos? 641) . (4.30)

The average of this over all orientations is
(hpma Y= — 20/ 1" (4.31)
The nonzero £1%2m(7) are

5000= _ZaplZ/rG, £020= —'5—.1/2((!“2/7’6) , 5200= "‘5—1/2(&}42/1’5) . (4.32)
Second—Order Induction Interaction

The potential for interaction of the quadrupole of one molecule with the dipole induced in the second by the
dipole of the first plus that of the dipole of first molecule with the dipole induced in the second by the quadrupole
of the first, is%®

U (ot b—ag) = — (12uc/77) (cos? 61+ cos? 6y). (4.33)
The average value of this potential vanishes. The nonzero §1%27(r) are
E0=0= — (12V3/5) (Wba/7"),  EN0={%0=—[24/5(7)"2](uber/7"). (4.34)

Third-Order Induction Interaction

The potential for interaction between the quadrupole of one molecule and the dipole induced by this quadrupole
in the second molecule, is!:?

Uo—at' = — (9002/478) [1 — cos? 61— cos? O3 cos® 6;+% cos? 6s]. (4.35)

The average value of this is
(Moot Iy = —300%/7%. (4.36)



The nonzero £427(r) are

£00= g0 = _[12/7(5)V2](a?/7%),

Awnisotropic Dispersion Interaction

The potential for dispersion interaction is*

g’ = —(1/r*) [{34+3B+B’'+3C} +{ (4 —B—B'+C) (sin 0 sin 62 cos (¢1+¢»)

where

A = % (h) a1”a2”[l’1”l/2”/ (V],”+V2”) ],
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0= 00— 3 (f2/48). (4.37)

+2 cos 61 cos 65)243(B—C) cos? 14+3(B'—C) cos? o—2(A+B—2C)}], (4.38)
B =i_(k)al/’a2,[V1,,V2,/(V],I,_I—VZ/) ]

C=%(h)od' ag/[v've’/ (v +v) ], (4.39)

B = % (/,0 al’az"fvl'n”/ (1/1'—}—1/2”) :l’

where ay”’, o/, are parallel and perpendicular components of the polarizability of first molecule and »", »/ are
those of the fundamental frequency of oscillations for first molecule. a”’, ay” and vy, vy’ denote these quantities

for second molecule.

For an isotropic molecule ' and &’ as well as »” and »" are identical and the constants 4, B, B’, and C are all
equal. In #4;s" then all the terms except those in the first curly brackets vanish. These can therefore be regarded
as the isotropic part. This has already been accounted for by the inverse sixth-power term of Lennard-Jones po-

tential.

The remaining anisotropic part of dispersion interaction potential thus becomes
% anis ais= — (1/7%) [(A —B—B’+C) {sin 6y sin 0, cos (¢p1+2) +2 cos 6, cos 0:}2

The average value of this is zero. The nonzero £1%27(r) are

0= £020= — (4/512) ge(ro/7)8,

+3(B—C) cos? 6,43 (B —C) cosby—2(A+B—2C)]. (4.40)
0= — 22 2e(ry/r)0
pr=gte —Le(ro/r)S, (4.41)

=gl — 8,2(y/7)8,

where it has been assumed that »”’=»"=» and where
use has been made of the fact that isotropic part is
equal to the inverse sixth-power term of Lennard-Jones
function.

In any specific case if more than one of these non-
central forces are present, the complete list of nonzero
ghlam(y) should first be written out considering all the
noncentral interactions present. It is only then that
the constants b1, by, -+ and s1, Sy, * -+ are evaluated
by comparison with standard form [Eq. (4.20)] and
substituted in Eq. (4.21) to get Bs(T).

The details of experimental method of measurement
of the virial coefficients may be seen elsewhere.?~%

V. THE SPECTRAL LINE-BROADENING METHOD
The causes of spectral linewidth are the following®:

Natural linewidth due to zero point energy.
Doppler broadening.

Wall collision broadening.

Saturation broadening.

Collision broadening.

Gk W

Contributions of the first four causes in the micro-
wave and infrared regions are either negligible or can be
made extremely small by suitable choice of experi-
mental conditions. Experimentally observed line-
widths are thus due to the collisions among gas mole-
cules. These collisions produce the interaction energy
which perturbs the molecular energy levels causing
the shift and the width of a spectral line. If other mo-

lecular parameters are known a suitable value of the
quadrupole moment could be chosen to give the de-
sired results.

Theory of the Method

Many theories®~%® have been put forward to explain
the linewidths in the microwave and infrared regions.
But the one that has so far been most widely used is
the Anderson theory. According to this the intensity
I(w) at any frequency w in a broad line is given by314

nuo,
(w ——w,-f—l—m)a,-) 2+ (nva,) 2’

where o, and o; are, respectively, the real and imaginary
parts of the collision cross section ¢, # is the number
of molecules per unit volume given by

1n=9.68 X[ p(mm Hg) /T (°K)]X108, (5.2)
and where v is the average relative velocity of the two
molecules given by

v=(8RT/Mx)\2, (5.3)

where R is the gas constant, 7" the temperature, and
M the reduced mass of the system of two molecules.

Equation (5.1) shows that the half-intensity half-
width of the line is

Av=(nv/27)0o, . (5.4)

The radiating molecule interacts with a large number
of molecules passing at different distances from it.
The number of molecules which pass at a distance &

I(w) = const X

(5.1)
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is proportional to 2wb db. Interactions with some of
these may disturb the radiation completely, with others
less completely, while with still others it may not dis-
turb at all, depending upon their separation, their
energy states, and upon the types of interactions in-
volved. It is thus convenient to define a probability
function S(b) which specifies the probability that the
interaction with a molecule in the rotational state J,
passing from a distance b will disturb the radiation
completely. Thus the effective number of collisions that
do actually disturb the radiation is only 2wb dbS(d).
This when integrated over all b gives the cross section
for collisions with the molecules in the J, state

0J2=/m 2mb dbS(b).
0
The function S(b) can be expanded as®
S(b) = So(b) +S1(d) +Sa2(b) +- - -,

where So(b) is zero, Si(d) is an imaginary quantity,
while S3(d) is a real quantity. Since we are interested
in the real part alone, the partial cross section to the
first order becomes

— / “2rbSs(b) db.
0

The function S3(d) has a very small value for large b
and increases as b decreases till at b=by, Sy(bp) =1.
But as S3(d) is a probability function, a value greater
than one makes no sense. So it is assumed that for
b=b, to 0, S3(b) =1. o7, then becomes

ory=mbd+ [ 2mbSy(B) db.

bo

(5.5)

The cross section for the molecules in different rota-
tional states is, in general, different and an average
must be found for the effective collision cross section o,

ar:JZPJWJz: (5.6)
2

where py, denotes the fraction of the molecules in the
rotational state Jp which for the case of linear mole-
cules is given by#

pry=(heB/KT) (275+1) exp {— (heB/kT)T2(Ja+1) 1,
(8.7

where B is the rotational constant of the second mole-
cule and other symbols have their usual significance.

The probability function S3(d) has been calculated
in terms of the P matrices and is expressed as®

1
Sa(8) =§[ (27 +1) (275+1)

(Jflmj'M l J;mi) (Jflm/M ! J;m/)

myme meme

(2T A41) (27+1)

where P is a matrix with its elements

mimilmmstmama! M Jo!

+oo
(m| P|n)=F f exp (iwmnt) (m | HL(2) | n) dt.

—

(]{mifzﬁh l pP? l J{mifz’i’ﬂg) (Jﬂﬂf]z?ﬂz l P l mefJ2m2)]
2 MD TRy ToT Ay

X (JjMf]2m2 ! P I Jfo,le'mQ') (JamidTo'mg I P I J1,miJ2m2),

(5.8)

(5.9)

The matrix P and the function S»(d) thus depend on the collision interaction Hamiltonian H,(¢).
The forms of Se(b) and of o7, obtained as a result of subsequent integration [Eq. (5.5)] have been worked out
for interactions of different types. A detailed derivation is not attempted here but the results are reproduced below.
In the general case of two interacting molecules, the leading interactions are of the following types: the dipole-
dipole, the dipole-quadrupole, the quadrupole-dipole, and the quadrupole-quadrupole representing electrostatic
forces, first-order and second-order induction interactions, the dispersion forces, and the exchange forces.

The probability function is then*—*

S2(b) = {S2(b)muz+S2(b)u192+S2(b) 01uz+S2(b)0102} + { S2(b)mazm+52(b) u101a2} +SZ(b)dis+52(b)exch .

The individual contributions Sa(d) uyp,, *++ arel44—4

S2(D) e =A%ud™*{ 2 Di(JT) Do(JoTY)fr (k) +

JilJ2!

(5.10)

2> Di(JJ/) Da(ToT ) fa(k) }
T2t

S2(B) wpr=A%057{ D Di(JJ ) Qe(ToTY) falk) + JZJ, Dy(JT ) Qa(JoT2 ) falR) }

JilJe!

S2(b) b= Aeﬂwzb—s{ Z

JilJe!

Sz(b) 6102 = Asolﬂzb—s{ JZ

1Tl

O1(JJ ) Da(JoTS ) fo(R) + JZJ Q1(J#J ") Do(J TS ) fo( k) +B JX: Dy(JoJo ) fo (k) }
7172 o

Qi1(JT ) Qo (T ) fa(k) + JZ QTN QT T ) fs(B) +B D, Qu(JoT ) fs(k) }
T3t To

S2(D) wragin = A uaznd™{ ; O1(JT ) gu(k)+ JZ 0:1(JJ/) g1(k) +B)
o 7!

S3(8) poras= A %0100 { ;; Di(JJ ) gs(k)+ JZ; Di(JJ{ ) gs(R)}
; 7
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S2(8) ais = S2(8) ais 2+ 52(8) ais 4
S2(8) ais 2= A3 25710 Z QI ) (k) + Z QI J5") gi(k) + B}

So(B) dis 4= A6 4] Z Ql(JJ;')Qz(]zfz')gz(k)‘l- Z Ql(]fff')Qz(]zle)gz(k)+BZQz(szz')gz(k)}

JilJo!
S2(8) exch = A Pexenb[ 1 —2(a/b) +2%>(a?/%) ]Cy.s, €xp { —2[(b—d/a) 1}, (5.11)
where
A4Mw~2 = % (ﬂlﬂﬁ/ﬁv) 2’ Aﬁmoz = %’g (#102/ﬁ7)> 2
A%y =18 (O1s/Fiv)?, AP0, =58 (0:02/Fi)?
AV, o = (217%/640) (aus®/Fin)?, AVy1109= (2772/32) (uibr0ep/Fiv) ®
84rt [ ae (o' —ay) oy |? 22367 [ ae (o' —ar’) (@' —a') 2
AWy 9= . ) AWy 4=
10240 | e+e ) 1228800 | e1-}-¢2 o
256w [ v 37T ee 2
Aexpexch—-_——s—- <3+ ) [(kv)—l {kT"I"d —6 (27ra2,‘12+R 61;22 (2—}-%’7) 0(1&2)}] . (512)

1, i2, 01, and 6, are the dipole and quadrupole moments of the two molecules, e and e, are their ionization energies,
ar’ and o) are, respectively, the parallel and perpendicular components of the polarizability of first molecule,
)’ and ay’ are that for the second molecule, @ and d are the range of exchange forces and the hardcore diameter,
respectively, and y= (a1” —a’) /eu1.

Crigy=01(Js, J)+0:(Js, Js)+B

B=(—=1)7+12[(2T:+1) 2T +1) (T, Jo) 01 (T5 , T 1) JPW (T T (T T ¢, 12), (5.13)
where W is the Racah coefficient given by
W(JJ Ty, 12) = (=1)¥[(2+5) (J+2)J (27 =1) /[ (J+1) (27+1) (27+3) ]. (5.14)

Ds, Dy, Q1, and Q, are the dipolar and quadrupolar transition probabilities® given for the case of linear mole-
cules, by

e N 3 U+DUH2)
D(J,J+1)————2]+1, D, J 1)—2—-—J+1, Q(J,J+2)—2-—————————-(2J+1)(2J+3)
0, 7—2)=> =D 0, 1) =LY+ (5.15)

2 (27-1)(27+1)’ (27—1) (2T+3)

The functions fi(k), f2(k), f3(k), g1(k), g2(k), and gs(%) are functions of k= (2mw¢c/v)bAE, AE being the sum of
transition energies of the two molecules, defined and tabulated elsewhere.0-4
The partial collision cross section oy, is obtained as#

a7, =mhy* [I-I—A s Z Dy(JJ{)Do(JoJ2) Fi(ke) + Z Dy(JiJ ¢ ) Do(JoJ o) F1(ko) }

JilJo! Tyl To!
+Aﬁy102b0_—6{ JZJ: , Dl(],;],‘/) Q2(J2J2’) Fz(ko) + Z Dl(]f]f’) Qz(]2]2,) Fz(ko) }
+ A%,007% Z Q1(JJ ) De(JoTy') Fo( ko) + Z Qu1(J ") Do(JoJ) Fal ko) +B Z Dy(JoT4) Fako) }
JilJo! Jl 2!
+ A3,0,578 Z 0T T ) 0u(JoT ) Fy(ko) + ZJ Q1(TT7) Qo(JoTy) Fs(ko) +B Z Q2(JoJ) Fa(ko) }
JilJTe! Tyl J !

A b 2 Q) Grlka) + 2, 0T /) Grlho) +1B)

A2y, JZ Dy(JJ ) Ga(ko) +- g Dy(JT{)Ga(ko) }

+ A3 265710 Z QUII )G (ko) + § Q) Gi(ko) +3B)

FA 0 b 3 QT QT Galho) + fZJJ QU ) Q) Galke) +B T Qo) Galko)}

145 5bo b bo—d
+ A Pexen a%b5> (-35 "y ;o_*_ao )CJ T, €XP { -2 ( Oa )}], (5.16)
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where b, is such that Sy(by) =1, ko= (2mwc/v) bAE and
where the functions Fi(ko), Fa(ko), Fi(ke), Gi(ke),
Ga(ko), and Gs(kg) are the functions of /&y defined and
tabulated elsewhere.0-44

Method of Computation*

One calculates the average relative velocity v from
Eq. (5.3). With this v and other known constants of the
two molecules and an assumed value for the unknown
constant, if any, the different A coefficients are eval-
uated from Eq. (5.12). Then for a given value of J
a trial value of b is taken and S3(d),y,, etc. are cal-
culated from Eq. (5.11). If the value of the function
S2(b) comes out to be different from unity, another
value of & is taken and the calculations are repeated
till S:(d) becomes unity. The corresponding value
of b is bp. With this &y then the partial collision cross
section g, is evaluated from Eq. (5.16) using the known
values of A coefficients and transition probabilities and
the values of Fi(ky), +++ from the tables.

The value of ¢, is thus found for every J, starting
right from J,=0 and upto the value say Jym*x after
which ¢, becomes independent of J,. In practice the
calculation of g, at five or six values of J, and a sub-
sequent graphical interpolation for intermediate values
of J,, suffices. The average collision cross section ¢, is
then evaluated from Eq. (5.6) in the following manner:

Jgmax Jomax
0= Z pr0r+(1— 3: DJs) Oy max, (5.17)
Ja=0 Jao=0

The values of py, needed here are calculated in advance
from Eq. (5.7).

The half-intensity half-width Av is then calculated
from Eq. (5.4), using known value of v and that of »
from Eq. (5.2).

If any one of the constants of the two molecules,
particularly if the quadrupole moment of any one mole-
cule, be unknown the width is evaluated as explained
above for several values of the quadrupole moment
and a curve of linewidth vs quadrupole moment is
drawn. The value corresponding to the measured width
gives the best value of the quadrupole moment of the
molecule.

The details of experimental method of measurement
of microwave spectral linewidths may be seen else-
where. %%

Lineshift Method53:5

An investigation of the lineshifts in the microwave
or infrared regions can also lead to the molecular quad-
rupole moments. Following the impact theory of
Anderson, Eq. (5.1) directly gives the lineshift as

v=—(nv/27)0;, (5.18)

where ¢; is the imaginary part of collision cross section
averaged over all the rotational states J; of the per-

turbing molecules
0= Py, - (5.19)
J2
Since we are now interested in the imaginary part
alone, the partial collision cross section o, is

- f 2mbSy(b) db, (5.20)
bo
where S1(b) is the leading imaginary term in the ex-
pansion of S(b) and where it has been assumed that
from b=b, to 0, S1(b) =1, by being such that S1() =1.
The function S1(b) is expressed in terms of the P
matrices [Eq. (5.9)] as follows®:

> (TimJgma | P | T imiJ yms)
(2T 1) (275+1)

S1(b) =i[

mg,m2

_ Z (Jfﬂ'lf]zﬂ’tz 1 P l ]foJzMz)
(2T ;41) (27,4+1)

The theoretical lineshift investigations have been
carried out mainly in the infrared region only by a
number of workers.®:5 But the expressions for the
function S1(d) and the collision cross section have so
far been worked out only for the induction and dis-
persion interactions in an attempt to explain the shift
of a dipolar line perturbed by rare gas molecules. How-
ever, the expressions for electrostatic interactions can
be derived in a similar manner. Then if 6 is the only un-
known parameter, its value may be suitably chosen to
fit the experimental lineshift data.

Recently, Kranendonk® % has investigated the
broadening of Raman lines and it appears that these
investigations may also lead to molecular quadrupole
moments. However, as the accuracy of Raman line
measurements may not be very high, the values may
probably not be very reliable.

]. (5.21)

mg,me

VI. OTHER METHODS

The Anisotropic Susceptibility Method

The diamagnetic susceptibility of a molecule is, in
general, anisotropic. For axially symmetric molecules
the susceptibility x”/ along the symmetry axis and x’
at right angles to it are given by®

X' = (&/4me) 25 (92+52) v’

X' =(e/am) 3 (wi+yd), (6.1)
1

where x;, v;, 2; are the coordinates of ith electron and
the summation is over all the electrons in the molecule.
xur is the contribution to x’ from the high-frequency
matrix elements occurring in the theory of diamagnetic
susceptibility. This contribution to x’ is zero because
of the symmetry of the Hamiltonian of the electrons
about the molecular axis.



KRriseNAJI AND V. PRAKASH Molecular Quadrupole Moments 701

Equations (6.1) yield
e 2 (32—x2) = (4m/e) { (X —X") —xur'}. (6.2)

The left-hand side of this equation is identified as the
electronic contribution to the molecular quadrupole
moment and can be determined provided the ani-
sotropy (x’—x’') in diamagnetic susceptibility and
the high-frequency contribution xar’ were known.

The anisotropy (x'—x'’) is determined® by study-
ing the dependence of diamagnetic susceptibility on
the orientation of molecular rotational angular mo-
mentum. Let x represent the diamagnetic suscepti-
bility of a molecule with rotational quantum number
J=1 and with rotational magnetic quantum number
equal to M. If 6 be the angle between the applied field
and the internuclear symmetry axis

(6.3)

where the angular brackets indicate an average over
the state concerned. These averages have been evalu-
ated for the three possible values of M and are®

xm =x'(sin? O)ar—+x"'(cos? 0)x

<Sin2 0)_4:1 = %, (Sin2 6)0 = %

{cos? 0)1=1, {cos? f)y=£. (6.4)
Substituting this in Eq. (6.3) one gets
(x'=x") =% (xs1—x0)- (6.5)

The difference (x41—xo) has been measured by
Ramsey® using molecular beam experiments. This
gives the anisotropy (x’—x'). Its value for a number
of molecules is now available in literature.5

The high-frequency contribution xgs’ has been
shown®® to be related to the rotational magnetic mo-
ment of the molecule. This can be measured by study-
ing the radio-frequency spectrum of a molecular beam
in a strong magnetic field.%-6

The structure of the molecules being known from
other sources, the nuclear contribution to the molec-
ular quadrupole moment is calculated directly from
Eq. (1.3).

The Dielectric Constant Method

The dielectric constant of any real gas is determined
both by the properties of isolated molecules and by the
effects of molecular interactions. If the interactions are
small, they can be neglected completely and the di-
electric behavior of the gas is represented well by
Clausius—Mossotti equation?

[(e=1)/(e+2)1(n/v) =4, (6.6)

where (#/v) is molar density of the gas and 4 =47a/3,

« being average polarizability of the molecules.
However, for a real gas the effect of molecular inter-

‘actions is fairly important and one has to consider the

complete virial expansion of the Clausius-Mossotti
function as®

e—1n n n\?
e (pre ()

where the coefficients B, C, «+- are known as second,
third, - dielectric virial coefficients. The second co-
efficient B incorporates the effects of pair interactions,
the third one C that of the three body interactions and
o on.

The second dielectric virial coefficient B has been
calculated theoretically®® considering the dipole mo-
ment induced in a molecule by the quadrupolar field
of a neighboring molecule at the first one. Its value for
a nonpolar gas of axially symmetric molecules is

16 2N2 oo
_— a2 (14-£«%) f r8exp { —u(r)/kT}# dr,
3kT ]

(6.7)

B

(6.8)

where NV is the Avogadro number, « and 6 are, respec-
tively, the polarizability anisotropy and the quadrupole
moment of the molecules of the gas, and #(r) is the
pair interaction potential assumed purely radial in the
theory.

Using a Lennard-Jones potential [Eq. (4.10)] for
#(r) one has

B=(wNa/3y)* (144« (¢*/er®) Hs(y),  (6.9)

where H,(y) is the function as defined in Eq. (4.15)
and tabulated by Buckingham and Pople.?

The coefficient B may be evaluated experimentally
also by fitting the observed dielectric constant data
into Eq. (6.7). Then if other molecular parameters
occurring in Eq. (6.9) are known, the value of quad-
rupole moment 8 may be chosen such that the two
B values agree.

The Pressure-Induced Absorption Method

Transient dipoles may be induced in the molecules
when perturbed by strong external fields or by inter-
molecular force fields. Thus nondipolar gases may also
exhibit rotational absorption at high pressures. Such
absorption has been observed in a number of gases.®73
The integrated intensity at moderate pressures increases
as the square of the density indicating that the absorp-
tion is caused by the bimolecular force fields. The
quadrupole field has a greater range than other possible
force fields. In fact the pressure induced rotational ab-
sorption has so far been observed only in the quad-
rupolar gases such as CO,, C.H,, etc. For gases like
CH, and SF; having higher multipoles as their leading
multipoles, the absorption is immeasurably small.”

Considering these quadrupole induced dipoles,
Maryott and Birnbaum’™ have derived an expression
for the loss factor in terms of pertinent molecular pa-
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rameters. They obtain
€' =3(eg—e,,) wmro{1/v)/28, (6.10)

where (eg—e,,) is the total contribution to the dielectric
constant arising from quadrupole induced dipoles, w

. 7 (Vsre?\ (€' \ (RT)3?
REETANEE ;; olrM2

where 6 is the molecular quadrupole moment, « is the
average polarizability of the molecules, N is the
Avogadro number, M is the molecular weight, Vgre
is the molar volume at 1 atm and 0°C, p is the density
in Amagat units, and where #(r) is the intermolecular
potential assumed purely radial in the theory.

Using Lennard-Jones potential [Eq. (4.10)] for
u(r) one has

V. 2 2 4 1 7/
o T (L> (6.12)
N3 (ET)V2 2MY2 Hy(y) \wp?

where H,(y) is the function as defined in Eq. (4.15)
and tabulated by Buckingham and Pople.?

Thus if other molecular parameters were known,
Eq. (6.12) could be used to evaluate molecular quad-
rupole moments from the measured absorptions at
known values of the density and frequency.

?=112

The Bond Moments Method

Let us consider a molecule having several bonds with
known multipole moments. Then an approximate dis-
tribution of the charges in the bonds can be obtained
provided a suitable model for this is assumed. One
assumes™ a classical model in which each bond is sup-
posed to consist of two ¢ charges at each of the two
nuclear positions and two circular charge rings each
of radius  and charge —e at distances say 2z and 2,
from the center of the bond. The coordinates 7, 21, and
%, are then to be found.

The contributions of the discrete positive charges
to the bond moments are calculated directly and sub-
tracted from the known moments to get the contribu-
tions u, P, Q, ¢, +-+ of the charge rings to the dipole-,
quadrupole-, octopole-, hexadecapole-, -+ - moments of
the bond.

These are calculated directly also from Eq. (1.4).
Thus

p=r(st2)

P=ce(z2+az2—1r%)
Q =e[2513+223‘—%7’2 (Zy""Zz) :] (613)

A simultaneous solution of these three equations gives
the coordinates 7, 23, and 2..

The contribution of the rings to the quadrupole
moment 6 of the molecule is then calculated from Eq.
(1.4). The nuclear contribution is calculated directly

//:o r3exp { —u(r)/kT}r* dr,

is the angular frequency, 7, is kinetic collision diameter,
and (1/v) is the Boltzmann average of the reciprocal
of the relative velocity.

On introducing the molecular parameters and re-
arranging, Eq. (6.10) becomes™

(6.11)

from Eq. (1.3). The inner-shell electrons, if any, may
be considered along with the appropriate nucleus.

VII. DISCUSSION
The Molecular Orbital Method

The molecular orbital method is, in principle, ap-
plicable to any type of molecule. There are no restric-
tions as regards the symmetry properties of the mole-
cule. This makes it specially suitable and advantageous
for asymmetric molecules like H,O, NHj, - -+ for which
so far it has not been possible to apply most of the
other available methods. The method is a direct one
starting from the microscopic standpoint of electronic
charges and nuclei constituting the molecule. It has the
credit of determining the magnitude as well as the sign
of the molecular quadrupole moment.

This method is based on the knowledge of electronic
wave functions which are determined by the considera-
tions of energy of the molecule. But the energy of a
molecule is not so sensitive to these wave functions as
is the molecular quadrupole moment. The quadrupole
moment values derived from these wave functions will
therefore not be very reliable.

The determination of electronic wave functions in-
volves evaluation of the multicenter Coulomb and ex-
change integrals between different electrons of the
molecule. This becomes prohibitively tedious as the
number of centers exceeds three or four. The applica-
ability of the method is thus limited to smaller mole-
cules only.

The Induced Optical Birefringence Method

This is a direct method determining the magnitude
as well as the sign of the molecular quadrupole moment.
It is applicable for the axially symmetric molecules
only.

The measurement is essentially of the quantity
y=[*2B+(0/kT)(/’—c/)]. Thus the values of the
quadrupole polarizability B and the anisotropy (a” —a')
must be known before the quadrupole moment 6 can be
calculated. The value of B can be assessed by making
the measurements over a range of temperatures and
plotting v against 1/T. For obtaining an appreciable
range in y, a fairly large range of temperatures has to
be covered. But there are practical difficulties in ex-
tending the temperature range upwards while at lower
temperatures the low vapor pressure of most of the
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gases of interest presents practical difficulties. Thus an
accurate assessment of B is rather difficult. It is then
seen that for many molecules it contributes at most a
few per cent only. The influence of B is therefore neg-
lected completely. This neglect is justifiable for mole-
cules with large values of the product 8(a’’—a’) but
not for those with smaller values of this product. In
many molecules, as for example in the H, molecule,
the two terms in y being of opposite signs, cancel each
other and a separation of the two by measurements over
a range of temperatures becomes still more difficult.
Thus the complications due to the quadrupole polariza-
bility B render the method suitable only for those
molecules for which the product 8(a’’ —a’) is large and
a fairly high vapor pressure is obtainable.

The anisotropy (@’ —<’) is known for a large number
of molecules. But an examination of the data shows
that there exists much uncertainty about this factor.
This introduces a corresponding ambiguity in the cal-
culated quadrupole moment and constitutes the most
serious drawback of the method.

The Second Virial Coefficient Method

This is an indirect method involving molecular inter-
actions manifested in the form of an imperfection in
the gas behavior. It determines only the magnitude
of the quadrupole moment and gives no idea about its
sign. It is applicable to axially symmetric molecules
only.

In the theoretical treatment of the method, the di-
rectional part of the intermolecular potential is as-
sumed to be small and B;(T) and higher-order terms
are neglected. However, in the case of molecules having
a large dipole moment and a high polarizability, this
assumption is not quite justified and one must consider
up to at least the B3(7T") term in the expansion of B(T).

Calculations show that in many cases the sensitivity
of the second virial coefficient B to the quadrupole
moment is poor. Small uncertainties in the measured
B lead to much larger uncertainties in the calculated
quadrupole moment of the molecule.

The experimental value of B(T) is found from high-
pressure p—-v—¢ data which may extend up to 100 atm
or even more. At such high pressures, apart from the
changes in the polarizability and its anisotropy, a dis-
tortion in the shape of the molecules takes place. The
quadrupole moment being highly sensitive to the shape
of the molecular charge distribution, its value at such
high pressures will be different from that for the normal
molecules at low pressures of the gas.

The Spectral Line-Broadening Method

This is an indirect method depending on the use of
Anderson theory and the experimentally determined
width of the spectral lines in the microwave or infrared
regions. Only the magnitude of the quadrupole moment
can be determined by this process. So far this method
has been used for axially symmetric molecules only.

The difficulty with the asymmetric molecules is that
the quadrupole transition probabilities in them are
still not known.

In many polar molecules having a large dipole mo-
ment and polarizability (for example in the linear
molecule BrCN™), the width of the line is not quite
sensitive to the quadrupole moment and it is seen that
small errors in the measured width lead to quite dis-
couraging deviations in" the calculated quadrupole
moment of the molecule. This means that the self-
broadening method is suitable only for those mole-
cules which have a low value of the dipole moment.
For nonpolar molecules the line of some other polar
molecule as broadened by this nonpolar molecule is
studied. In this case a change in the quadrupole mo-
ment changes the linewidth more than in the first case.

The experimental measurement of the linewidth in
the microwave region can be done with a high degree
of accuracy. The measurements are made at low pres-
sures where the molecular charge distribution is not
distorted. This constitutes a great advantage of the
present method.

The microwave linewidth investigations are to be
preferred over the infrared lineshift and Raman line-
width investigations because of higher experimental
accuracy and reliability.

The Anisotropic Susceptibility Method

This is a very elegant and accurate method deter-
mining the nuclear and the electronic contributions
to the quadrupole moment separately. Thus both the
magnitude as well as the sign of the quadrupole moment
are determined. Like most of the other methods this
also is applicable for the axially symmetric molecules
only.

The evaluation is based on an accurate determination
of rotational magnetic moment by the high-precision
molecular-beam resonance techniques. The experi-
mental difficulties involved in this technique limit the
applicability of this method.

The Dielectric Constant Method

This also is an indirect method and determines only
the magnitude of the quadrupole moment. It applies
strictly to axially symmetric molecules only. However,
a more general treatment applicable to the molecules
of lower symmetry also could be given.

The evaluation is based on the determination of
second dielectric virial coefficient B, in the theoretical
treatment of which the intermolecular potential is
taken to be a purely radial L-J potential. For many
nonpolar gases the orientation dependent quadrupole-
quadrupole interaction is of considerable importance
and needs to be considered. An approximate correction
for this term gives® an additional +ve contribution
to B, thereby reducing the calculated quadrupole
moment. The complex angular dependence of 6-6 inter-
action makes a very accurate treatment rather difficult.
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The experimental determination of B is done through
the deviations from Clausius-Mossotti equation. Since
this effect is small at moderate pressures, very high
precision measurements of the dielectric constant are
essential. Further, appreciable deviations from the
C-M behavior appear only at high pressures that may
extend up to 100 atm or so. Because of the distortions
in the molecular charge distributions at such high pres-
sures, the quadrupole moment is likely to be different
from that for the normal molecules.

The Pressure-Induced Absorption Method

This also is an indirect method determining only the
magnitude of the quadrupole moment and is applicable
to axially symmetric molecules only. Since this also
makes use of the high-pressure data (appreciable ab-
sorption is induced only at high pressures), the de-
rived quadrupole moment values are expected to be
€rroneous.

In the sensitivity and experimental accessibility
these measurements offer definite advantages over
direct studies of the dielectric constants.

For a more accurate evaluation one should study
the induced absorption in the quadrupolar gas—foreign
nonquadrupolar gas system and not in the pure quad-
rupolar gas system. This is because the large quad-
rupole-quadrupole interaction in the latter case changes
the intermolecular potential appreciably from the as-
sumed L-J potential. It is for this reason that the
quadrupole moment values calculated with this po-
tential for the pure gas are somewhat higher than those
derived from the mixtures.”® If pure gas is used, an
allowance must be made for the 66 interaction which
will reduce the calculated quadrupole moment.

The Bond Moments Method

This method evaluates the nuclear and the electronic
contributions to the molecular quadrupole moment
separately and, therefore, has the credit of determining
its magnitude as well as the sign. It is applicable ir-
respective of the symmetry properties of the molecule
and does not involve any tedious computational effort
even for the larger molecules having a larger number
of bonds. The method, however, does not account
properly for the contribution of lone-pair electrons
which in some molecules do contribute significantly.”
Further, the simple model assumed for the charge
distribution in the bonds appears too crude to give
accurate molecular moments.

The bond moments to be used in the calculations
are obtained either by the molecular orbital calcula-
tions or from the internal rotation data. If the com-
plete MO calculations are to be done it would be better
to compute the molecular moments directly rather than
to compute first the bond moments and then to derive
the molecular moments by the above method. The
second method” is to interpret the measured “barrier
to internal rotation” in terms of the interactions be-
tween the members of two groups of bonds in the same
molecule and hence to derive the bond moments. This
would give fairly accurate bond moments provided
the assumption that the barrier arises from the bond-
bond interaction is justified. It may be pointed out
here that because of the effects of the environments on
the bonds, the moments of a bond as such do not have
a very precise significance. If the same bond occurs in
several molecules, the calculation of its moments has
to be done for each molecule and for each of its geo-
metrical configurations.

VIII. LIST OF MOLECULAR QUADRUPOLE MOMENTS

Serial Quadrupole moment®

Nos. Molecule X 10™2esu cm? Method Reference

1. H. 0.60 Theoretical MO calculations 71

0.78 Theoretical MO calculations 78

0.34 Theoretical MO calculations 79

0.626 Theoretical MO calculations 80

0.64 Theoretical modified Schrédinger equation calculations 81

0.95 Second virial coefficients 21

0.52 Second virial coefficients 82

0.3 Microwave line broadening—NH; 83

0.38+0.02 Microwave line broadening—NH; 84

0.63 Anisotropic susceptibility measurements 62

0.6 Pressure-induced absorption 85

1.0 Pressure-induced absorption 72
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Serial Quadrupole moments

Nos. Molecule X 10726 esu cm? Method Reference

2.45 Microwave line broadening—QCS 86

0.82+40.10 Microwave line broadening—CHF; 86

1.2340.25 Microwave line broadening—N:0 86

HD 3.25 Microwave line broadening—OCS 86

D, 3.1 Microwave line broadening—OCS 86

1.02+0.07 Microwave line broadening—CHF; 86

1.33+0.25 Microwave line broadening—N,0 86

2. N, —2.55 Theoretical MO calculations 87

—1.221 Theoretical MO calculations 88

1.80 Second virial coefficients 21

1.90 Second virial coefficients 82

1.27 Crystal data 89

1.2 Combined second virial coeff. and crystal data 90

0.8 Microwave line broadening-NHjs 83

0.8040.02 Microwave line broadening-NH; 84

1.23 Microwave line broadening—H,0 91

1.4 Microwave line broadening—SO, 92

2.75+0.25 Microwave line broadening—OCS 44

3.05 Microwave line broadening—OQOCS 86

1.3540.08 Microwave line broadening—CHF; 86

2.1140.30 Microwave line broadening—N,0 86

1.64 Pressure-induced absorption 93

1.0 Pressure-induced absorption 72

1.5 Pressure-induced absorption 94

1.5 Pressure-induced absorption 95

3. 0O, 0.50 Microwave line broadening—O, 96

1.90 Second virial coefficients 21

0.19 Microwave line broadening—O, 97

1.1340.12 Microwave line broadening—O. 98

0.43 Microwave line broadening—NHj 83

0.354:0.03 Microwave line broadening—NHj; 84

0.41 Microwave line broadening—H,0 929

1.0+0.1 Microwave line broadening—OCS 100

4. CO —1.806 Theoretical MO calculations 88

—-1.97 Theoretical MO calculations 101

2.81 Second virial coefficients 82

1.711 Crystal data 89

0.94 Microwave line broadening—NH3 102

1.60 Infrared line broadening 103

2.0 Infrared line broadening 43

S. CO. —8.5 Theoretical MO calculations 104

—4.1 Induced optical birefringence 8

5.73 Second virial coefficients 20
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Serial Quadrupole moments
Nos. Molecule X 10™%esu cm? Method Reference
5.00 Second virial coefficients 21
4.59 Second virial coefficients 82
3.3 Second virial coefficients 29
5.8 Second virial coefficients 105
4.60 Crystal data 1
5.29 Combined second virial coeff. and crystal data 90
3.5 Refractivity virial coefficients 106
1.8 Microwave line broadening—NHj 83
1.7240.14 Microwave line broadening—NHj 84
2.7 Microwave line broadening—SO, 107
3.95 Microwave line broadening—OCS 86
2.81+0.16 Microwave line broadening—CHF; 86
2.24+0.30 Microwave line broadening—N,O 86
7.94+1.0 Dielectric constants 66
5.3 Dielectric constants 68
5.9 Pressure-induced absorption 72
5.2 Pressure)induced absorption™ (recalculation by Johnston and 68
Cole™
4.4 Pressure-induced absorption 73
6. CeHy 3.0 Microwave line broadening—NHj, 102
_ 13.06+£0.11 Bond moments 74
7. C.H, 3.92 Second virial coefficients 82
1.32 Microwave line broadening—NH; 102
4.0 Dielectric constants 68
2.6 Pressure-induced absorption 72
4.2440.04 Bond moments 74
8. C.Hs 0.77 Microwave line broadening—NHj 102
0.3 Pressure-induced absorption 72
1.7240.13 Bond moments 74
9. CeHs 3.6 Microwave line broadening—NH; 102
10. 0OCS 1.47 Microwave line broadening—NHj 83
4.32 Microwave line broadening—OCS 108
5.9 Microwave line broadening—OCS 109
3.55 Microwave line broadening—OCS 42
1.540.25 Microwave line broadening—OCS 44
1.0 Microwave line broadening—OCS 86, 100
11. BrCN 10.1 Microwave line broadening—BrCN 108
6.7544.0 Microwave line broadening—BrCN 75
12. CICN 3.3 Microwave line broadening—NHj 73
13. HCN 2.21 Microwave line broadening—NHj 73
14, HCL 3.96 Theoretical MO calculations 110
3.75 Infrared line broadening 43
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Serial Quadrupole moment?
Nos. Molecule X107 esu cm? Method Reference
15. HF 3.0 Infrared line broadening 43
16. HI 6.0 Infrared line broadening 43
17. BF —4.382 Theoretical MO calculations 88
—4.49 Theoretical MO calculations 101
18. CH3F 20 Dielectric studies 111
19. NO 0.77 Microwave line broadening—NHj3 102
2.9 Microwave line broadening—OCS 86
0.93+0.09 Microwave line broadening—CHTI’; 86
1.89+0.30 Microwave line broadening—N,0O 86
20. N0 1.63 Microwave line broadening—NHj; 102
3.95+0.20 Microwave line broadening—N,0 86
21. CH.Cl, 4.13 Microwave line broadening—NH3z 83
22. CS. 1.78 Microwave line broadening—NHj; 83
23. SO, 4.42 Microwave line broadening—NHj 83
24. H0 0.,=—0.907 Theoretical MO calculations (using the equivalent orbitals 17
Oy= 0.694 developed by Lennard-Jones)
0..= 0.213
(Referred to Oxygen
nucleus as origin)
0.:=—1.149 Theoretical MO calculations (using the wave function of 112
Oyy= 0.755 Ellison and Shull!)
0..= 0.394
0:=—1.304 Theoretical MO calculations (using “bond orbital” wave 112
0yy= 0.940 function McWeeny and Ohno'*)
f..= 0.364
0,=—1.211 Theoretical MO calculations (using McWeeny—-Ohno’s!* 112
0yy= 0.853 configuration interaction bond orbital’ wave functions with 7
0,.= 0.358 configurations)
0zz=—1.055 Theoretical MO calculations (using McWeeny—Ohno’s!! 112
0yy= 0.660 “configuration interaction bond orbital wave functions” with
0..= 0.395 12 configurations)
Oz.=—1.228 Theoretical MO calculations (using McWeeny—Ohno’s'4 112
0,,= 0.868 ‘modified electron pair’ wave functions)
6..= 0.360
0=—1.143 Theoretical MO calculations (using McWeeny—Ohno’s!** SCF 112
0y,y= 0.729 LCAO wave functions)
0..= 0.414
0,,=—1.61 Theoretical MO calculations based on Rowlinson’s empirical 112
Oyy= 1.35 four-point-charge modelt
6..= 0.26
25. NH; 0.:=0,,=0.069  Theoretical MO calculations (using the equivalent orbitals 17

6..=—0.137

(Referred to nitrogen

nucleus as the
origin)

developed by Lennard-Jones)

# Some of the values were recalculated to conform to the definition ysed here,
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