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Open-shell polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) represent promising building blocks for

carbon-based functional magnetic materials. Their magnetic properties stem from the presence

of unpaired electrons localized in radical states of π character. Consequently, these materials are

inclined to exhibit spin delocalization, form extended collective states, and respond to the flexibility

of the molecular backbones. However, they are also highly reactive, requiring structural strategies to

protect the radical states from reacting with the environment. Here, we demonstrate that the open-

shell ground state of the diradical 2-OS survives on a Au(111) substrate as a global singlet formed

by two unpaired electrons with anti-parallel spins coupled through a conformational dependent in-

teraction. The 2-OS molecule is a “protected” derivative of the Chichibabin’s diradical, featuring a

non-planar geometry that destabilizes the closed-shell quinoidal structure. Using scanning tunneling

microscopy (STM), we localized the two interacting spins at the molecular edges, and detected an

excited triplet state a few millielectronvolts above the singlet ground state. Mean-field Hubbard

simulations reveal that the exchange coupling between the two spins strongly depends on the tor-

sional angles between the different molecular moieties, suggesting the possibility of influencing the

molecule’s magnetic state through structural changes. This was demonstrated here using the STM

tip to manipulate the molecular conformation, while simultaneously detecting changes in the spin

excitation spectrum. Our work suggests the potential of these PAHs for a new class of all-carbon

spin-crossover materials.

Carbon-based molecular nanostructures can exhibit
magnetic states associated with the stabilization of
unpaired electrons in radical sites [1]. Intrinsic π-
magnetism has been widely observed in polycyclic aro-
matic hydrocarbons (PAHs) with an open-shell ground
state, i.e., possessing one or more unpaired π electrons
[2–5]. Compared to traditional inorganic materials, the
magnetism associated with these systems features longer
spin coherence times and more delocalized magnetic mo-
ments, combined with a high degree of chemical and me-
chanical tunability [6–8]. In this context, organic dirad-
icals are of fundamental interest for understanding mag-
netic interactions at the molecular scale and developing
control strategies [9]. Overall, open-shell organic systems
have the potential to become a new class of functional
magnetic materials with applications in diverse technolo-
gies such as sensorics, non-linear optics, or spintronics
[10–15].

A classical example of open-shell PAH is the
Chichibabin’s hydrocarbon, a molecule that has been ex-

tensively investigated for its large diradical character in
the ground state [16, 17]. To circumvent its high re-
activity, several derivatives have been prepared, one of
the latest examples being a stable compound reported by
Zeng et al. (2-OS, Figure 1a) [18]. The 2-OS molecule
consists of a central bisanthracene unit linked to two fluo-
renyl termini that accumulate the radical character of the
system. The steric hindrance between fluorenyl and an-
thracene moieites determines a highly non-planar struc-
ture that is responsible for the protection of the radical
centers, which remain localized over the fluorenyl sub-
units. Owing to high stability of its diradical ground
state and its tuneable non-planar structure, 2-OS is a
suitable system to explore the relationship between mag-
netism and geometry at the single molecule scale.

A triplet ground state was reported for 2-OS in so-
lution, in agreement with DFT calculations of the mag-
netic state of the molecule in the gas phase [18]. Re-
cently, 2-OS was also studied in mechanically controlled
break-junction devices [19], where spectroscopic features
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the generation of the 2-OS diradical through dissociation of the OH groups from
the diol 1 deposited on the Au(111) substrate. (b) Overview STM constant-current image displaying the typical close-packed
domain formed by the molecular precursors when deposited on the Au(111) surface (V = −1.25 V; I = 46 pA). In the inset,
close-packed structure showing the arrangement and the shape of the individual molecules (V = −1.25 V; I = 30 pA). (c) STM
constant-current image recorded after annealing the sample at 280◦C (V = −1.25 V; I = 30 pA). In the inset: left, STM image
of a single isolated molecule as found after the annealing (V = −1.25 V; I = 30 pA); right, DFT charge density calculation of
2-OS on Au(111).

of either singlet and triplet ground state were detected,
suggesting an interplay between the spin coupling and
the precise structural conformation of the molecule. In
order to unravel the nature of the intramolecular spin
coupling in 2-OS, here we study the magnetic properties
of this system on a Au(111) surface at the single-molecule
level by means of low-temperature scanning tunneling
microscopy (STM) and spectroscopy (STS). Our mea-
surements, combined with mean-field Hubbard (MFH)
calculations, reveal the influence of the molecular geome-
try on the magnetic coupling between the radical centers.
Following these findings, we demonstrate the possibility
of tuning the spin state of the molecule by modifying the
arrangement of its constituent units through mechanical
manipulation with the STM tip.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

On-surface generation and characterization of
2-OS. Evaporating di- and poly-radicals onto a substrate
is known to be particularly challenging, as it easily results
in fragmentation due to thermal instability [20, 21]. In
order to get intact 2-OS molecules on a Au(111) sur-
face, we sublimated diol 1, a stable molecular precursor
containing a hydroxyl group (OH) capping each of the
two radical centers at the fluorenyl termini, and subse-
quently induced an on-surface reaction to dissociate the
OH groups and generate 2-OS, as shown schematically
in Figure 1a.

The diol 1 was evaporated onto a clean Au(111) surface
under ultra-high vacuum (UHV) conditions. Extended
close-packed molecular domains were found on the Au
surface after the sublimation, as revealed by constant-

current STM images (Figure 1b). A closer look into these
structures shows that the constituent molecules appear
partially planarized, and display four lobes: the two in-
ternal ones can be attributed to the anthracene units and
the ones at the ends to the fluorenyl termini. Differential
conductance (dI/dV ) spectra acquired on the molecules
inside the close-packed structures show no fingerprints
of magnetism (Figure S7). This is expected as a conse-
quence of the presence of the OH groups of compound
1, that are not detached upon deposition onto the sur-
face and still passivate the radical centers, preserving the
closed-shell structure of the precursor.

The sample was thus annealed with the aim of in-
ducing the C-OH cleavage, in a similar manner to the
deoxygenation reaction previously described for epoxy-
acene derivatives [22]. Figure 1c shows an overview after
annealing at 280◦C: some close-packed domains of re-
duced dimensions can still be seen, alongside single iso-
lated molecules, chains and small molecular clusters of
several shapes. Individual molecules appear in constant-
current STM images as shown in the inset in Figure 1c:
they feature two internal brighter lobes, that can be at-
tributed to the anthracene moieties, and darker external
features, corresponding to the fluorenyl termini. A more
detailed elucidation of the molecular structure with bond
resolution is hindered by the non-planarity of the system.
However, our DFT simulations of the charge density of
2-OS on the Au(111) surface (also reported in Figure
1c) is in good agreement with the main features found
in the STM topography, confirming our identification of
the individual molecules.

An alternative approach for the on-surface formation
of 2-OS consists in inducing the C-OH cleavage by means
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FIG. 2. (a,d) STM constant-current images (V = −1.25 V; I = 30 pA) of single molecules as found after the on-surface
reaction and the corresponding molecular structures, in the two configurations: (a) with a residual OH group, corresponding to
a monoradical, and (d) with no OH groups, corresponding to the 2-OS diradical. (b) dI/dV spectrum taken on the molecule in
(a) at the position indicated by the blue circle, displaying a zero-bias resonance, that can be fitted with a Frota function (black
dashed line) [23]. (c) dI/dV linescan measured across the molecule in (a) in the direction indicated by the arrow (V = −200
mV, Iset = 500 pA, Vmod = 2 mV). (e) dI/dV spectrum measured on the molecule in (d) at the position indicated by the
purple circle, showing spin excitation steps. The black dashed line represents fits to the data using the perturbative model by
Ternes [24], from which an antiferromagnetic exchange J = 7.3 meV is obtained. The inset shows a spectrum measured at
T = 1.3 K, emphasizing the IET gap (V=30 mV, Iset = 200 pA, Vmod = 0.8 mV). (f) dI/dV line spectra measured across the
molecule in (d) in the direction indicated by the arrow (V = −100 mV, Iset = 500 pA, Vmod = 2 mV).

of a voltage pulse, obtained by placing the tip on top of a
molecule and raising the sample positive bias above 1.5 V.
As shown in the supplementary information (Figure S8),
this procedure allows to remove one or more OH groups
in the same molecule or in a neighboring molecule within
the assembled domains and molecular clusters, but does
not provide isolated molecules over the substrate. There-
fore, our further analysis is based on single molecules ob-
tained by annealing the substrate.

Two distinct molecular structures are generally found
after the annealing step, corresponding to one or both
OH groups detached following the on-surface reaction
(Figure 2a,d). The STM constant-current images appear
roughly the same in the two cases; nevertheless, scan-
ning tunneling spectroscopy allows the identification of
two distinct spin states, that can be related to the two
configurations with different numbers of OH groups left.

In a fraction of molecules (around 25% of the single
molecules that have been investigated, Figure 2a), the
dI/dV spectra display a pronounced zero-bias peak, as
depicted in Figure 2b. This feature is well reproduced by
a Frota function with HWHM = 6.1 meV, and can be

attributed to a Kondo resonance, arising from the screen-
ing of a localized spin S = 1/2 by the conduction elec-
trons of the metal substrate [3, 23, 25–27]. The dI/dV
stacked plot taken along an axis of the molecule (Figure
2c) shows that the Kondo resonance is not spatially ho-
mogeneous but significantly more intense in one half of
the molecule. We relate this spin state to a monoradical
structure in which one OH group persists after the an-
nealing and therefore conclude that the Kondo resonance
is associated to the single unpaired electron recovered
from the partial OH dissociation.

However, most of the individual molecules found af-
ter annealing (Figure 2d) display a distinct low-energy
feature consisting of a narrow gap centered at zero-bias,
followed by two sharp dI/dV peaks at ±11 meV, as de-
picted in Figure 2e. The dI/dV stacked plot in Figure
2f reveals that these features appear distributed all over
the molecule, weaker over the center of the molecule but
with higher amplitude towards the fluorenyl end-groups.
Based on the symmetric position of the dI/dV peaks, we
attribute these features to an inelastic excitation of the
two exchange-coupled spins at the radical sites [3, 4, 28–
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31], confirming that in this case both OH groups have
been detached, activating the 2-OS diradical.

We note that dI/dV spectra exhibit a higher-bias char-
acteristic fall-off, resembling a Kondo resonance super-
imposed on the gapped spectrum [3, 31]. Furthermore,
such Kondo-like feature is absent at zero bias (see STS
spectrum recorded at 1.3K in inset in Figure 2e). This
indicates that the Kondo-like fluctuations are enabled by
inelastic electrons tunneling through the excited state
[26, 32] but are absent in the ground state. The spec-
tral shape can be interpreted as caused by the inelastic
excitation of a singlet (total spin S = 0) ground state
into a triplet (S = 1) excited state. A model of two anti-
ferromagnetically coupled 1/2 spins [24] (dashed line in
Figure 2e) reproduces well the spectral features, reveal-
ing an exchange interaction between the flourenyl moi-
eties of J ∼ 7.3 meV. Therefore, we conclude that 2-OS
on a Au(111) surface exhibits a singlet ground state, ex-
cluding the previously observed triplet ground state [18],
since this would result in a very different spectral line-
shape.

a)

b)

FIG. 3. TB-MFH calculations for the exchange coupling as
a function of torsional angles in 2-OS. (a) Structural model
for the 2-OS carbon backbone with three torsional angles.
For simplicity, we fix the two outer angles θouter to be iden-
tical. (b) Using MFH with U = 3 eV [33], we solve for the
energy difference J between the ferromagnetic (FM) and an-
tiferromagnetic (AFM) solutions as a function of the two tor-
sional angles θouter and θinner. The full-line contours represent
constant-J while the dashed contours represent the local po-
larization per radical (sum of the spin density over sites on
one half of the molecule) in the AFM solution. The AFM
solution is always the one with the lowest electronic energy,
but J approaches zero whenever one of the two angles reaches
90◦. When J ≳ 200 meV the AFM solution corresponds to
the closed-shell singlet (no local polarization).

Theoretical calculations. To explain the origin of
the antiferromagnetic coupling found on the Au sub-
strate, we performed tight-binding mean-field Hubbard
(TB-MFH) simulations of the magnetic ground state of
2-OS in different geometries. Specifically, we calculated
the energy of the antiferromagnetic (AFM, the singlet
case) spin arrangement with respect to the ferromagnetic
(FM, the triplet solution) case, i.e. J = EFM − EAFM ,
as a function of the dihedral angles θinner (between the
central anthracenes) and θouter (between each anthracene
and the outer fluorenyl). For simplicity, we assumed the
two outer angles to be identical and the individual an-
thracenes and fluorenyls units to be planar. We con-
sidered a single p-orbital per carbon site, locally per-
pendicular to the backbone unit and constructed the
corresponding TB Hamiltonian with sisl [34] using the
Slater-Koster parametrization of Rezaei and Phirouznia
[35] (see Supplementary Information Section 3.1).

The variation of J as a function of the two torsional
angles is depicted in Figure 3b. The AFM solution is
always the lowest in energy for any combination of θinner
and θouter. However, we observe a clear trend in the
evolution of J with the conformation: its value is close
to 0 when any of the torsional angles approach 90◦, but it
progressively increases as the angles reduce. This means
that the planarization of the molecular structure (i.e. the
decrease of the angles between the units) stabilizes the
singlet solution, unveiling an increasingly higher AFM
exchange coupling. According to the TB-MFH results,
the effect is drastic: the open-shell singlet vanishes for
angles of just 60◦, transforming itself into a (spin non-
polarized) closed-shell solution.

The experimental observation of a singlet ground state
for 2-OS on Au(111) is in agreement with the trend ob-
tained in the MFH simulations. The interaction with the
flat metal substrate is expected to induce a partial pla-
narization of the molecular units (see the DFT calcula-
tion of the adsorption geometry in Supplementary Infor-
mation Section 3.2), contributing to the stabilization of
the AFM order. From TB-MFH results, the FM solution
is always less energetically favorable than the AFM one,
even for high values of the torsional angles. This appar-
ently contradicts results from previous DFT calculations,
which found a triplet ground state in the gas phase, with
a triplet-singlet gap of 26 meV [18]. This discrepancy is
explained by considering that the value reported by Zeng
et al. [18] takes into account also vibrational effects due
to temperature. Including these in our DFT simulations,
we reproduced the higher stability of the triplet ground
state for a gas-phase relaxed molecule (i.e. with both
angles θi ∼ 90◦) and at room temperature (shown in
Supplementary Information, Section 3.3). At the lower
temperature of our experiment, however, vibrational ef-
fects do not play a significant role, and DFT qualitatively
reproduces the results of the TB-MFH calculations.

In any scenario, all simulation tools agree that decreas-
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FIG. 4. (a) Chemical model of SMe-2OS, the sulfide substituted analogue of 2-OS synthesized for the manipulation experi-
ment. (b) STM image (V = −1.25 V; I = 30 pA) of SMe-2OS, as obtained after the on-surface generation of the diradical,
reported in the Supplementary Information. (c) dI/dV spectrum measured on the molecule at the position indicated by the
purple circle in (b), displaying the same IET feature as 2-OS. The black dashed line is a fit to the data using the perturbative
model by Ternes [24], revealing an antiferromagnetic exchange J = 3 meV. (d-f) Mechanical manipulation of the spin state of
SMe-2OS. The STM tip is stabilized on the molecule in the position marked by the red cross in (b) at a starting height (here
indicated as 0) determined by the offset parameters I = 200 pA and V = 50 mV. Then, after opening the feedback loop, dI/dV
spectra are measured at different tip heights, in three ranges: (d) while approaching the tip down to 170pm with respect to the
starting position; (e) when retracting back towards the starting position; (f) while continuing approaching to lower tip-sample
distances than the ones represented in range (d). On the right of each of the three sets of dI/dV measurements a model
represents the process of partially lifting/releasing/pushing the molecule. Spectroscopy parameters: Vmod = 2 mV, Iset = 200
pA.

ing the torsional angle of the molecular subunits stabi-
lizes the singlet state. As shown in Figure S11 and S12,
this can be explained by the increase in hopping elements
across the dihedral angles. These matrix elements pri-
marily enhance kinetic exchange mechanisms, which in-
duce AFM ordering in 2-OS, while direct Hund’s like
exchange is expected to be negligible [36, 37]. Following
these theoretical results, the controlled modification of
the spin interactions should be achievable by tuning the
molecular configuration.

Mechanical manipulation of the spin-spin cou-
pling. Motivated by the theoretical predictions indicat-
ing a correlation between the geometry of 2-OS and the
exchange coupling J , we explored the possibility of mod-
ifying its spin excitation gap and magnetic ground state
by controllably manipulating the molecular conformation
using the STM tip. We note that the non-planar struc-
ture of 2-OS arises from hindrance among different con-
jugated units, imposing the persistance of a dihedral an-
gle even on the metal substrate. Consequently, we antic-
ipated that approaching the STM tip towards the central
part of the molecule would exert attractive or repulsive
forces over these submolecular units, forcing variations of
their dihedral angle [38, 39].

However, due to the weak interaction with the sur-
face, 2-OS molecules were abruptly modified, and fre-

quently displaced towards the STM tip in response to
attractive forces (see Figure S9). To overcome this is-
sue, we designed an extended version of the diradical, de-
noted SMe-2OS (Figure 4a), wherein methylthiophenyl
moieties were strategically incorporated at each fluorenyl
sub-unit. These moieties were chosen since sulfur groups
are widely used for anchoring molecules to gold electrodes
[40–42].

Similar to the 2-OS base molecule, we generated the
SMe-2OS diradical on the Au(111) surface by deposit-
ing the corresponding closed-shell precursor containing
OH protecting groups at the two radical sites (see struc-
ture of diol 10 in Figure S1). In this case, we activated
the OH decapping by applying controlled bias pulses over
the molecular center, as illustrated in Figure S10.

The STM constant-current image of the resulting
SMe-2OS molecule, shown in Figure 4b, reveals similar
bulky features like in 2-OS species but with the addition
of two smaller bright lobes at each end, attributed to the
methylthiophenyl end groups.

The dI/dV spectra measured on SMe-2OS (Figure
4c) reproduce similar features as in 2-OS, namely, IET
onsets attributed to singlet-triplet spin excitation, ac-
companied by a dI/dV decrease characteristic of Kondo
fluctuations in the excited state. Therefore, apart from a
slightly reduced value of the singlet-triplet gap ∼ 3 meV
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in SMe-2OS), the addition of the edge groups preserves
the magnetic ground state of 2-OS.

To study the evolution of spin interactions in SMe-
2OS as a function of structural changes, we stabilized
the STM tip above the center of the molecule (red cross
in Figure 4b) and performed dI/dV measurements while
the STM tip was approached to or retracted from the
molecule in steps of 10 or 20 pm.

Figure 4d displays spectra measured while approach-
ing the tip 170 pm from the starting position. The width
and depth of the excitation gap decreases along the first
approaching steps until collapsing into a zero-bias peak
at 100 pm. This change can be interpreted as a tran-
sition to a new spin state of SMe-2OS caused by the
structural modification induced by the tip. Approach-
ing the tip towards the molecule is known to induce first
attractive forces [43, 44] that here produce a rearrange-
ment of the internal anthracene units into a less planar
conformation, as shown in the schematic representation
of Figure 4d. As suggested by the theory, an increase in
one or both the torsional angles results in the reduction
of the intramolecular spin-spin coupling. Therefore, the
zero-bias peak observed in the final steps of the approach
can be attributed to a Kondo-like feature, emerging when
the two spins become non-interacting.

The mechanical manipulation of the spin state of the
diradical is reversible (Figure 4e). Retracting the tip back
to the starting position restores the initial inelastic spec-
tral features, thus indicating that the molecule is brought
back into the original conformation stabilized by the sub-
strate. The reversibility of this process demonstrates that
the change in the spectra is due to mechanical modifica-
tions rather than to the formation of a tip-molecule bond
(and consequent quenching of a spin).

When the STM tip is instead moved further towards
the molecule from the closest point in Figure 4d, the
antiparallel spin configuration is also restored. Figure 4f
shows dI/dV spectra measured while approaching the tip
from 190 pm to 310 pm from the starting position in Fig-
ure 4d. In this range, the Kondo peak gradually develops
a gap with tip approach attributed to the reactivation of
an inelastic spin excitation. This indicates that repulsive
tip-molecule forces start to play a role and the molecule is
pushed back towards the substrate, progressively restor-
ing the torsional angles between the central anthracenes
and recovering the antiparallel spin interaction. Curi-
ously, this gap-reopening is smooth, in contrast to the
first range of the approach (Figure 4d), where a sudden
gap closing took place. This suggests that in the range of
pushing, the dihedral angle can be tuned gradually, while
during the initial pulling regime, the attractive forces
acting at larger distances induce a more sudden struc-
tural reorganization. These results demosntrate that the
spin-spin coupling in 2-OS can be tuned by means of
mechanical manipulation in a reversible way, confirming
the theoretical prediction of a strong interplay between

precise structural conformation and magnetic state.

CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have demonstrated that the
Chichibabin’s hydrocarbon 2-OS retains its open-
shell character on a Au(111) surface with a singlet
ground state consisting of two antiparallel aligned
spins. Through the cleavage of protecting groups of
the deposited diol precursors followed by spatially re-
solved scanning tunnelling spectroscopy measurements
we resolved singlet-triplet excitations at the energy
J ∼ 7.3 meV, thus quantifying their exchange coupling
strength. Theoretical MFH simulations found that the
substrate-induced partial planarization of 2-OS favours
the antiparallel coupling of the unpaired π electrons,
while increasing the torsional angle between the molecu-
lar moieties progressively reduces the spin exchange cou-
pling. The ability to tailor magnetic interactions by tor-
sional forces is a promising avenue for the realization of
molecule-based sensors. Therefore, we demonstrated this
possibility using a 2-OSmolecule functionalized with an-
choring end groups, which fix the molecule to the metal
while inducing structural modifications with the STM
tip. We observed that the spin-spin interaction decreases
when the molecule is partially lifted from the substrate
(thus acquiring a more orthogonal conformation), and
that the initial singlet state can be recovered when bring-
ing it back to a more planar arrangement. The robust
singlet ground state found at low temperature contrasts
with the triplet ground state found at room temperature
[18]. We attributed this temperature dependence to con-
tributions of thermally excited vibrational deformations.
Together with the reported high sensitivity of the mag-
netic ground state of these Chichibabin’s hydrocarbons
to mechanical interactions, our results suggest a strong
potential of 2-OS as all-organic spin-cross over material.

METHODS

The (111) surface of a single Au crystal was cleaned by
several cycles of sputtering with Ne gas and successive
annealing at T = 600°C under ultrahigh vacuum (UHV)
conditions. The precursors of 2-OS and SMe-2OS were
prepared in solution following the protocol described in
the Supplementary Information (Section 1) and evapo-
rated onto the Au(111) surface held at room tempera-
ture. The sublimation of intact precursor molecules can
be achieved via fast thermal heating of a silicon wafer
loaded with grains of the compound, as well as through
a standard Knudsen cell. All the measurements were per-
formed in a custom-made low-temperature STM at 5 K
in UHV, with the exception of the dI/dV spectrum in
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the inset of Figure 2e, measured in a commercial Joule-
Thompson (JT) STM with a base temperature of 1.3 K.

Differential conductance spectra were recorded using
a lock-in amplifier with frequency f = 867.9 Hz (Fig-
ure 2) and f = 944 Hz (Figure 4), with the modulation
amplitude and current parameters indicated in the text.

The distance-dependent dI/dV measurements re-
ported in Figure 4d-f were performed by stabilizing the
tip on top of a molecule with the setpoint parameters
indicated in the text and using a custom-built inter-
face to control the tip movement z and simultaneously
record the tip movement, the current, the bias and the
lock-in signal. The spectra displayed in Figure 4d-f
were obtained after subtracting a 3rd order polynomial
background adjusted to each spectrum and then nor-
malizing the conductance between the maximum and
minimum value, according to the formula Gnorm(V ) =
(G(V )–Gmin)/(Gmax–Gmin), where G(V ) is the differ-
ential conductance at bias V , and Gmax and Gmin the
maximum and minimum value of G(V ) respectively.

All STM images and dI/dV spectra were performed
with gold-coated tungsten tips. The Figures represent-
ing experimental data were prepared using WSxM and
SpectraFox softwares [45, 46]. The MFH simulations in
Figure 3 and the DFT calculations were realized as ex-
plained in the Supplementary Information (Section 3) us-
ing the software packages hubbard [33], Gaussian [47]
and Siesta [48].
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1. SYNTHETIC DETAILS

1.1. General methods for the synthesis in solution

All the reactions were carried out under argon using oven-dried glassware. CH2Cl2 and
tetrahydrofuran (THF) were dried using a MBraun SPS-800 Solvent Purification System.
Finely powdered SnCl2 was purchased from Sigma-Aldrich, weighted and stored in a glove-
box. Other commercial reagents were purchased from ABCR GmbH, Sigma-Aldrich or Acros
Organics, and were used without further purification. Deuterated solvents were purchased
from Acros Organics. TLC was performed on Merck silica gel 60 F254 and chromatograms
were visualized with UV light (254 and 365 nm) and/or stained with Hanessian’s stain.
Column chromatography was performed on Merck silica gel 60 (ASTM 230-400 mesh). 1H
and 13C NMR spectra were recorded at 300 and 75 MHz (Varian Mercury-300 instrument) or
500 and 125 MHz (Varian Inova 500 or Bruker 500) respectively. APCI high resolution mass
spectra were obtained on a Bruker Microtof. The synthesis of precursor 1 was performed
following a known procedure [1], while precursor 10 was obtained by a similar protocol
shown in Scheme 1.

OHHO

O

Zn, ZnCl2

THF:H2O
48h

p-TsOH

Toluene
2h reflux

2

4, 62%3

Br

Br

5, 88%

O

1. n-BuLi, THF
-78 ºC

2.

OH

OH

1, 57%

6

NBS
CHCl3:AcOH

2 h

O

1. n-BuLi, THF
0 ºC

2.

9

MeS

SMe

MeS

HO

OH

10, 90%

FIG. S1: Scheme 1. Synthesis of molecular precursors 1 and 10.
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1.2. Synthesis of 9,9’-bianthracene (4)

OHHO

O

Zn, ZnCl

THF:H2O
48h

p-TsOH

Toluene
2h reflux

2

4, 62%3

9-Anthrone (2, 2.0 g, 10.3 mmol) was added over a suspension of Zn (3.34 g, 52 mmol)
and ZnCl2 (2.8 g, 20.6 mmol) in THF:H2O (7: 3, 20mL) and the resulting mixture was
stirred at room temperature during 48 h. Then, CH2Cl2 (20 mL) and H2O (20 mL) were
added, the phases were separated, and the aqueous phase was extracted with CH2Cl2 (2x10
mL). The combined organic phases were dried over MgSO4, filtered, and concentrated under
reduced pressure. The resulting residue was dissolved in toluene (15 mL) and added a
catalytic amount of p–TsOH, the mixture was refluxed for 2h. The solvent was evaporated,
and the residue obtained was purified by column chromatography (SiO2; hexane: CH2Cl2 4:
1) yielding the product 4 (1.13 g, 62%) as a greenish solid [2].

1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ: 8.68 (s, 1H), 8.17-8.14 (d, J = 8.6 Hz, 2H), 7.47-7.42 (t,
J = 7.5 Hz, 2H), 7.17-7.06 (dt, J = 16.2, 8.7 Hz, 4H) ppm.

1.3. Synthesis of 10,10’-bromo-9,9’-bianthracene (5)

Br

NBS

CHCl3:AcOH

2h

4 Br
5, 88%

A mixture of compound 4 (1.13 g, 3.2 mmol) and NBS (1.42g, 7.97 mmol) in
CHCl3:CH3CO2H(6:1) was refluxed for 16 h. The mixture was then allowed to cool down to
room temperature, CHCl3 (40 mL) and H2O (40 mL) were added, the phases were separated,
and the aqueous phase was extracted with CHCl3 (2x50 mL). The combined organic phases
were dried over MgSO4, filtered, and concentrated under reduced pressure. The resulting
residue was purified by column chromatography (SiO2; hexane: CH2Cl2 4:1) obtaining the
product 5 (1.43 g, 88%) as a yellow solid [3].

1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ: 8.74-8.71 (d, J = 8.9 Hz, 1H), 7.63-7.58 (m, 1H), 7.23-7.18
(dd, J = 8.6, 6.6 Hz, 1H), 7.11-7.08 (d, J = 8.8 Hz, 1H) ppm.
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Br

1. n-BuLi, THF
-78ºC

2.

6

OH

Br
OH

4

1, 57%

1.4. Synthesis of compound 1

In a round bottom flask, compound 5 (500 mg, 0.98 mmol) and dry THF (25 mL) were
added under argon atmosphere. The solution was cooled to -78 ◦C and n-BuLi solution (2.0
M in hexane, 1.1 mL, 2.15 mmol) was slowly added. The mixture was stirred for 1 h at
-78 ◦C and then 9H-fluoren-9-one (6, 350 mg, 1.90 mmol) in THF (5 mL) was added. The
solution was slowly warmed to room temperature and stirred for 16h. Then water (20 mL)
was added and extracted by CHCl3(3x50 mL). The organic layer was dried over anhydrous
MgSO4. The solvent was removed under reduced pressure and the residue was purified by
column chromatography (SiO2; hexane: CH2Cl2 2:1) yielding the product 1 (260 mg, 57%)
as a yellow solid [1].

1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ: 9.91-9.88 (d, J = 9.3 Hz, 2H), 7.92-7.89 (d, J = 7.6 Hz,
4H), 7.55 7.45 (m, 10H), 7.32-7.26 (m, 4H), 7.20-7.18 (d, J = 3.5 Hz, 4H), 7.15-7.12 (d, J
= 9.1 Hz, 2H), 7.02-6.99 (m, 2H), 6.88-6.83 (m, 2H), 6.76-6.70 (m, 2H), 2.80 (s, 2H) ppm.

1.5. Synthesis of 4-(4-(methylthio)phenyl)-9H-fluoren-9-one (9)

O

Br

B(OH)2MeS

K2CO3

Pd(PPh3)4

THF:H2O
reflux, 2 h

7

8
O

9, 80%

MeS

Over a deoxygenated mixture 4-bromo-9H-fluoren-9-one (7, 500 mg, 1.93 mmol), boronic
acid 8 (486 mg, 2.90 mmol) and K2CO3 (800 mg, 5.79 mmol) in THF:H2O (4:1, 50 mL)
was added Pd(PPh3)4 (28 mg, 0.04 mmol). The resulting mixture was heated at reflux
for 2 h. After cooling to room temperature, phases were separated and aqueous layer was
extracted with EtOAc (3x 10 mL). Combined organic extracts were dried over anhydrous
Na2SO4, filtered and evaporated under reduced pressure. Crude product was purified by
column chromatography (SiO2; Hexanes:CH2Cl2 4:1 to 1:1) affording 9 (460 mg, 80%) as a
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yellow solid.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ: 7.64 (q, J = 5.0 Hz, 2H), 7.36 (s, 4H), 7.29 (d, J = 4.7 Hz,

2H), 7.19 (dd, J = 5.5, 3.2 Hz, 2H), 6.88 – 6.83 (m, 1H), 2.57 (s, 3H). ppm. 13C NMR (75
MHz, CDCl3) δ: 193.8 (CO), 144.5 (C), 141.1 (C), 138.9 (C), 137.7 (C), 136.8 (CH), 136.0
(C), 134.8 (C), 134.4 (CH), 129.3 (CH), 128.8 (CH), 128.7 (CH), 126.4 (CH), 124.2 (CH),
123.3 (CH), 123.2 (CH), 15.6 (CH3).ppm.HRMS (APCI): C20H15OS; calculated: 303.0838,
found: 303.0839.

1.6. Synthesis of diol 10, precursor of SMe-2OS

Br

Br

1. n-BuLi, THF, 0 ºC
2. 9, 0º C-r.t.

SMe

MeS

HO

OH

5

10, 90%

In a round bottom flask, compound 5 (77 mg, 0.15 mmol) and dry THF (5 mL) were
added under argon atmosphere. The solution was cooled to 0 ◦C and n-BuLi solution (2.5
M in hexane, 132 µL, 0.33 mmol) was dropwise added. The mixture was stirred for 10
min at 0 ◦C and then fluorenone 9 (100 mg, 0.38 mmol) in THF (1 mL) was added. The
solution was slowly warmed to room temperature and stirred for 16h. Then water (10 mL)
was added, and the mixture was extracted with EtOAc (3x5 mL). The organic layer was
dried over anhydrous MgSO4 and filtered. The solvent was removed under reduced pressure
and the residue was purified by column chromatography (SiO2; Hexanes:CH2Cl2 1:1 to 1:9)
affording product 10 (120 mg, 90%) as a greenish solid.

1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ: 9.86 (d, J = 9.3 Hz, 2H), 7.57 – 7.34 (m, 14H), 7.24 – 7.17
(m, 4H), 7.17 – 7.07 (m, 12H), 6.96 (d, J = 8.6 Hz, 2H), 6.81 (t, J = 7.2 Hz, 2H), 6.72 (t,
J = 7.8 Hz, 2H), 2.80 (s, 2H), 2.56 (s, 6H) ppm. 13C NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) δ 153.4 (C),
152.9 (C), 138.8 (C), 138.4 (C), 137.4 (C), 135.8 (C), 135.7 (C), 134.1 (C), 132.7 (C), 132.0
(C), 131.5 (C), 131.4 (CH), 129.8 (CH), 129.1 (C), 128.9 (CH), 128.8 (CH), 128.7 (CH),
128.6 (CH), 128.5 (CH), 127.8 (CH), 127.3 (CH), 126.6 (CH), 126.3 (CH), 125.2 (CH), 125.0
(CH), 124.8 (CH), 124.6 (CH), 124.1 (CH), 124.0 (CH), 86.8 (C), 15.8 (CH3) ppm. HRMS
(APCI): C68H46O2S2; calculated: 958.2939, found: 958.2944.

5



1.7. Spectroscopic data
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FIG. S2: 1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) spectrum of 9,9’-bianthracene (4).
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FIG. S3: 1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) spectrum of 10,10’-dibromo-9,9’-bianthracene (5).
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FIG. S4: 1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3) spectrum of precursor 1.
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2. COMPLEMENTARY EXPERIMENTAL DATA
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FIG. S7: Long- and short-range dI/dV spectra measured on the molecular precursor (diol 1)

inside a close-packed island. (a) STM constant-current image of a close-packed domain formed by

the molecular precursors deposited on the Au(111) surface (V = 1 V; I = 30 pA). (b) Long-range

dI/dV spectrum acquired in the position indicated by the blue circle in (a). Parameters: Vmod = 10

mV, Iset = 500 pA. (c) Short-range spectrum acquired on a molecule in the close-packed domain

(blue curve), showing no magnetic fingerprints, due to the presence of passivating OH groups in

diol 1. Grey curve corresponds to a reference spectrum acquired on the bare Au(111) surface.

Parameters: Vmod = 2 mV, Iset = 400 pA.
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FIG. S8: On-surface generation of 2-OS by electron-induced C-OH cleavage. (a) Constant-current

STM image of a small island of precursor molecules (diol 1 in Figure S1). The blue cross indicates

the position where the tip is stabilized (setpoint: V = 30 mV, I = 10 pA) before sweeping the

bias. (b) Constant-current STM image of the same area after the bias sweep. (c) dI/dV spectra

measured before (black) and after (red) the bias sweep from 30 mV to 2 V at the positions indicated

in (a,b) by the corresponding circles. The inset shows the variation of the tunneling current during

the process. After the bias sweep, the diradical is generated, as clearly demonstrated by the

appearance of the IET steps attributed to the two exchange-coupled spins. This experiment was

performed at T = 1.3 K. Topography parameters: V = 2 V; I = 10 pA. Spectroscopy parameters:

Vmod = 0.8 mV, Iset = 200 pA.
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FIG. S9: Manipulation experiments on 2-OS. (a) Constant-current STM image of the molecule on

which the tip approach experiment is performed, as seen before starting the process (V = −1.25

V; I = 30 pA); (b) Image of the same area after the manipulation, showing that the molecule has

been unintentionally picked up by the tip. (c) Stack of normalized dI/dV spectra recorded during

the approach-retracting experiment on the 2-OS molecule. The manipulation procedure is the

following: we stabilize the tip above 2-OS, in the position indicated by the cross in the inset in

(d), at a starting height (z = 0) determined by a setpoint of V = 100 mV and I = 200 pA; then we

approach towards the molecule in steps of 20 pm, measuring dI/dV spectra at each step, and finally

rectract back to the starting point. Red curves are recorded during approaching, blue curves during

retraction. We can observe the appearance of a Kondo peak and simultaneous disappearance of

the IET steps at -180 pm. The Kondo feature persists while retracting the tip back to the starting

position: this suggests that the change in the spectral feature is due to the quenching of one of the

two radicals upon formation of a tip-molecule contact, as confirmed also by the image recorded at

the end of the process (b), which shows that the molecule has been picked up during the process.

(d) Current at V = 100 mV recorded during the approach experiment presented in panel c). The

sharp increase at -150 pm coincides with the change of magnetic fingerprint in the dI/dV spectra.

Spectroscopy parameters: Vmod = 2 mV, Iset = 200 pA.
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FIG. S10: On-surface generation of SMe-2OS by sequential electron-induced C-OH cleavage. (a)

Constant-current STM image of the closed-shell precursor (diol 10 in Figure S1) as deposited on

the Au(111) surface. (b) Low bias dI/dV spectrum measured at the position indicated by the

red circle in (a) before the bias sweep, displaying no magnetic fingerprints, as expected for the

closed-shell precursor. (c) Constant-current STM image of the molecule after the first bias sweep.

The tip is stabilized in the position indicated by the blue cross in (a) (setpoint: V = 30 mV, I = 10

pA) before opening the feedback and raising the bias above 30 mV. (d) dI/dV spectrum measured

after the first bias sweep in the position indicated by the red circle in c), showing a Kondo peak

that emerges as a consequence of the removal of one OH group. The inset reports the variation

of the tunneling current during the bias sweep (from 30 mV to 2.5 V): the sudden jump at 2.3 V

indicates the C-OH cleavage. (e) Constant-current STM image of the molecule after the second

bias sweep, performed in the position indicated by the blue cross in (c), corresponding to the site

where the second OH is located. (f) dI/dV spectrum measured after the second bias sweep at the

position marked by the red circle in e). The inset reports the variation of the current as a function

of the bias (ramping from 30 mV to 2.1 V) with a steep increase at 1.8V. Now clear IET features

appear, indicating the dissociation of the second OH group. Topography parameters: V = 1 V;

I = 30 pA. Spectroscopy parameters: Vmod = 2 mV, Iset = 500 pA.
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3. COMPLEMENTARY THEORETICAL RESULTS

3.1. MF-Hubbard modeling based on Slater-Koster parametrization

In order to explore the role of the torsion angles of 2-OS we implemented an effec-
tive non-orthogonal tight-binding description based on a Slater-Koster parametrization [4].
Our model considers a single p orbital per carbon site perpendicular to the anthracene (or
fluorenyl) plane to which the atom belongs.

Consider two local pz-orbitals i and j, located arbitrarily at positions Ri and Rj and
rotated by angles φi and φj (only) around the x axis (oriented along the torsional bond of
interest). With n = (nx, ny, nz) being the unit vector connecting the two orbital centers,
and d = |Ri −Rj| the distance between them, the effective hopping matrix element in the
SK Hamiltonian connecting the basis orbitals can be expressed as

tij = (tzz cosφi + tyz sinφi) cosφj + (tyz cosφi + tyy sinφi) sinφj (1)

where

tyz = nynz (Vppσ − Vppπ) (2)

tyy = n2
yVppσ + (1− n2

y)Vppπ (3)

tzz = n2
zVppσ + (1− n2

z)Vppπ (4)

are expressed in terms of the two-centre SK parameters

Vppα(d) = V 0
ppα exp

(
−βppα

d− d0
d0

)
, α = σ, π. (5)

Similarly, the orbital overlap can be expressed as

sij = (szz cosφi + syz sinφi) cosφj + (syz cosφi + syy sinφi) sinφj (6)

where

syz = nynz (Sppσ − Sppπ) (7)

syy = n2
ySppσ + (1− n2

y)Sppπ (8)

szz = n2
zSppσ + (1− n2

z)Sppπ (9)

and

Sppα(d) = S0
ppα exp

(
−βppα

d− d0
d0

)
, α = σ, π. (10)
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Following Ref.[5] we chose their parameters for our model:

Vppσ = 6.20 eV, (11)

Vppπ = −3.07 eV, (12)

βppσ = 1.47, (13)

βppπ = 3.104, (14)

Sppσ = −0.140, (15)

Sppπ = 0.07, (16)

β′
ppσ = 0.77, (17)

β′
ppπ = 2.11, (18)

d0 = 1.42 Å. (19)

Using a custom implementation based on sisl [6], some characteristic hopping matrix el-
ements tij between fluorenyl and anthracene sites are shown in Figure S11. Similarly, the
overlaps sij are shown in Figure S12.
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FIG. S11: Selective SK hopping matrix elements tij between characteristic sites as a function of

the torsional angle θ around the C–D bond connecting (a) fluorene and anthracene or (b) two

anthracene units.

In addition to this effective one-orbital-per-site SK model, we consider in the main text
(Figure 3) also a local onsite Coulomb repulsion U in the mean-field approximation (MF-
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FIG. S12: Selective SK overlap matrix elements sij between characteristic sites as a function of

the torsional angle θ around the C–D bond connecting (a) fluorene and anthracene or (b) two

anthracene units.

Hubbard). We solve iteratively for the symmetry-broken solutions corresponding to Sz = 0
(AFM or unpolarized) and Sz = 1 (FM) using hubbard [7].

In addition to this, we also checked the ground state of 2-OS using CASSCF-NEVPT2
calculations, confirming the stability of the Sz = 0 ground state, which is mostly degenerate
with the Sz = 1 excited state in gas phase.

3.2. DFT study of surface adsorption geometry

In our study, Density Functional Theory (DFT) calculations were executed using Siesta
[8] to understand the interactions between 2-OS and the metallic surface. We applied the
van der Waals density functional formulated by Dion et al. [9] with the modified exchange
by Klimeš, Bowler and Michaelides [10], to effectively capture the dispersive forces at play.
We used a double-ζ basis set for valence-electron wave function expansion, with orbital radii
determined by a 100 meV energy shift and core electrons described via norm-conserving
Troullier-Martins pseudopotentials. Brillouin zone sampling was conducted with a simple
1 × 1 × 1 k-point grid. The Au(111) surface modeling utilized a 9 × 9-repeated, four-layer
thick slab, characterized by a 4.08 Å lattice parameter, with an extended basis for the
top atomic layer [11] and hydrogen passivation on the bottom layer to mitigate spurious
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surface state interactions [12]. The real-space grid was defined by a 300 Ry energy cutoff.
Electronic occupations were smeared using a Fermi-Dirac distribution at a 300 K electronic
temperature. Our self-consistency cycle criteria included convergence thresholds of less than
10−4 for the density and less than 1 meV for the Hamiltonian matrix elements, respectively.
Geometry optimizations for the 2-OS molecule and the top three layers of the Au(111) slab
were performed using the conjugate gradient method, ensuring forces were below 0.01 eV/Å.
The adsorption geometry is shown in Fig. S13. In this adsorption configuration we could
not stabilize the antiferromagnetic spin state of the gas-phase molecule, but it was recovered
by increasing the molecule-surface distance by 0.5 Å or more. The image shown in the inset
of Figure 1c (main text) was obtained from the calculated charge density using the WSxM
software [13].

(a)

(b) (c)

41 40
64

FIG. S13: Adsorption geometry of 2-OS on Au(111) obtained with SIESTA. The three torsional

angles indicated in panel (a) corresponds to θsurfouter = 40◦ and θsurfinner = 64◦. As reference, the

corresponding angles in the gas phase were found to be θfreeouter = 54◦ and θfreeinner = 71◦.
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3.3. Thermochemistry effects on DFT calculations

In the following section we will address the effects of considering thermochemistry (vi-
brations, rotational motion, etc.) to DFT calculations on 2-OS. As it is discussed in the
main text, according to MF-Hubbard calculations the open-shell S = 0 solution is lower in
energy that the triplet. A variation of the angles θo,i affects the ∆ETS energy separation,
but it does not change the spin quantum number of the ground state. The effect of θo,i on
the hoppings is calculated with a Slater-Koster parametrization in the case of MF-Hubbard,
obtaining that ∆ETS decreases when the angles are increased. The antiferromagnetic char-
acter of the kinetic exchange driven by hopping makes the S = 0 solution more stable,
becoming degenerate with a S = 1 solution when two anthracene units, or an anthracene
and an external fluorenyl unit, are perpendicular.

In Gaussian (g16)[14] it is possible to include the effects of temperature by the ”freq”
flag [15]. This flag entails the computation of different contributions to the entropy (Stot)
and internal thermal energy (Etot). Specifically, this program considers the contributions
from translation, electronic motion, rotational motion and vibrational motion. Then, it
considers a thermal correction to the enthalpy and free energy, respectively, as:

Hcorr = Etot + kBT, (20)

and
Gcorr = Hcorr − TStot, (21)

where Stot = St+Sr+Sv+Se and Etot = Et+Er+Ev+Ee consider the different contributions
that have been mentioned, where t, r, v and e refer, respectively, to the contributions from
translation, rotational motion, vibrational motion and electronic motion.

By comparing the sum of electronic and thermal free energies for the S = 1 and open-
shell S = 0 solutions (GS,T ) for different values of the temperature with a relaxed gas phase
geometry (θi ≈ 90◦), we can conclude that the thermochemistry effects are responsible of
the S = 1 ground state in gas phase (see Figure S14), since for low T the S = 0 is the ground
state but very soon the S = 1 becomes more stable when the temperature is increased. Then,
if the geometry is planarized, the S = 0 solution is stabilized in account of an enhancement
of the kinetic antiferromagnetic exchange, in accordance with MF-Hubbard.

PBE/STO-3G (5K) PBE/STO-3G (100K) BLYP/6-31G (5K) BLYP/6-31G (100K)
∆GTS (meV) 0.7 −7 −0.2 −9

TABLE I: Difference in energy between the open-shell S = 0 and S = 1 solutions for different

density functional/basis and temperatures. The geometries were relaxed for every S in gas phase

and without thermochemistry.
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FIG. S14: Variation of GT −GS = ∆GTS with the temperature (T ), calculated with DFT. It was

used the PBE exchange-correlation density functional [16] and the STO-3G basis [17, 18] with the

Gaussian package[14] and the thermochemistry flag. For the red circles the geometry was relaxed

for both spin solutions, and for the blue squares it was used the S = 1 relaxed geometry for all the

calculations. The geometries were relaxed without the ”freq” flag.
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