2403.13990v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 20 Mar 2024

arxXiv

Anomalous Neutron Nuclear-Magnetic Interference Spectroscopy

Chuliang Fu,"»26 Phum Siriviboon," 6 Artittaya Boonkird,®: 2 6
Michael Landry,n?3 Chen Li,* Weiwei Xie,> and Mingda Li®? *

! Quantum Measurement Group, MIT, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA

2 Department of Nuclear Science and Engineering, MIT, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA
3 Department of Physics, MIT, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA
4 Mechanical Engineering and Materials Science and Engineering,
University of California, Riverside, Riverside, CA, 92521, USA
5 Department of Chemistry, Michigan State University, Fast Lansing, MI 48824, USA
8 These authors contributed equally to this work.
(Dated: March 22, 2024)

The electron-phonon interaction plays a critical role in materials’ electrical, thermal, optical,
and superconducting properties. However, measuring the phonon mode-resolved electron-phonon
interaction has been challenging. Here we propose neutron-scattering-based Anomalous Neutron
nUclear-Magnetic Interference Spectroscopy (ANUBIS), where the co-existence of neutron nuclear
scattering and magnetic scattering leads to anomalous dynamical structure factor under the presence
of the electron-phonon interaction. Such anomalous structure factor is linear in electron-phonon
coupling constant at the phonon wavevector, and is directly proportional to the momentum and
energy-resolved dielectric function. The experimental configuration can be achieved using existing
polarized inelastic neutron scattering setup, and an order-of-magnitude estimate shows the viability
to observe the anomalous scattering signal is around 10~ to 1073 relative to phonon scattering,
which is achievable at emerging neutron facilities. Our proposal offers an alternative neutron-based
metrology to probe the crucial electronic properties.

Neutron scattering is a powerful and versatile tech-
nique to probe the atomic and magnetic structures and
dynamics in materials. Since its inception, neutron scat-
tering has been characterized by two primary types: nu-
clear scattering and magnetic scattering [1]. This dis-
tinction arises because the interaction between thermal
neutrons and matter is primarily governed by two mech-
anisms: nuclear interaction with atomic nuclei and mag-
netic interaction with electron spins. This naturally leads
to the bi-partite of the nuclear dynamical structure fac-
tor and the magnetic dynamical structure factor as two
fundamental measurables. Despite the awareness of their
interactions in polarized-neutron magnetic scattering [2],
the implication of the interference between nuclear scat-
tering and magnetic scattering is well understood beyond
the magnetoelastic interactions [3, 4].

Over past decades, neutron scattering has demon-
strated remarkable efficacy in exploring a diverse range of
materials. This includes energy materials like hydrogen
storage materials [5] and ionic conductors [6], ceramics
[7, 8], soft matters such as polymers [9] and biological
macromolecules [10], quantum materials such as super-
conductors [11-15], quantum spin ice and quantum spin
liquids [16-19], as well as topological materials [20-23].
However, the measurement of the electron-phonon inter-
action and dielectric functions has posed a significant
challenge for neutron scattering and other techniques in
general. For one thing, the electron-phonon interaction
deduced from existing neutron scattering techniques is
largely mode-averaged [15], while emerging techniques
such as inelastic spin-echo measure the phonon linewidth
have an extremely high technical barrier and quadratic

dependence on the electron-phonon interaction [24, 25],
requiring orders-of-magnitude more sample quantity. For
the other thing, angular-resolved photoemission spec-
troscopy (ARPES) can measure the electron-phonon in-
teraction, but only at the electron wavevector [26], while
electron energy loss spectroscopy (EELS) measures the
dielectric function at finite frequency but zero momentum
[27]. Given the significance of the electron-phonon inter-
action and the dielectric function to materials properties,
the development of an alternative and simpler method for
their measurement would be highly desirable.

In this Letter, we theoretically propose a novel experi-
mental scheme to measure the mode-resolved electron-
phonon coupling constant and full momentum- and
energy-resolved dielectric function. With the incidence of
polarized neutrons and the presence of electron-phonon
interaction, the neutron nuclear interaction and the mag-
netic interaction generate a previously overlooked in-
terference term, resulting in an anomalous scattering
structure factor, which we term as Anomalous Neutron
nUclear-Magnetic Interference Spectroscopy (ANUBIS).
The signal strength of this anomalous scattering struc-
ture factor with the linear dependence of the magnetic
field is estimated with around 10~ to 10~2 order-of-
magnitude with respect to phonon scattering, which is
within the feasibility of observation by emerging neutron
facilities such as Second Target Station (STS), European
Spallation Source (ESS), or upgraded Spallation Neutron
Source (SNS). Since neutron scattering is seldom used to
directly probe electronic properties except for rare cases
[28], our theoretical proposal can broaden the working
scope of neutron scattering.



Anomalous dynamical structure factor. —We begin
by showing the origin of the anomalous dynamical struc-
ture factor within the crystalline materials. The neutron-
matter interaction consists of both neutron nuclear in-
teraction and neutron-magnetic interaction, and can be
written in a neutron spinor form as:

g
Hi =43 > Uhiq (Pa—reon - Mig) Unie (1)
kq

where g = ﬁ—hz is the nuclear interaction strength,

v = +1.913 is the neutron dimensionless gyromagnetic
ratio, r. is the classical radius of electrons, ¥Uyx =
¥ Nkts PNk i]T is the neutron field operator satisfying

\I/Nka,\IlJ]rVk,a, = dxkdso:. The advantage of this
spinor formulation is its effective handling of both spin
non-flip and spin-flip scattering, as well as its appli-
cability to both polarized and non-polarized neutrons.
For nuclear interaction, we have pq = <p8T 0 ) ,
Pal

and pgr/p = >, biryse is the scattering-length-
density-weighted nuclear density for spin up (1) and spin
down (]) neutrons, respectively. When the nuclear spin
effect of scattering length density is neglected, we have
Pqt = pql- TFor magnetic scattering, oy is the neu-
tron Pauli matrix, and in this work we focus on itin-

erant spins with Miq = >, chl(q)ckurq, where

—iqR;

m,(q) = q><qs% — ikelaxa X q% and cx = (CkT,Cm)T
is the electron spinor, though the work is equally appli-
cable to localized spins where Mg = 3, e"dRi 4229,
From Eq. (1), it can be shown that the total dynamical
structure factor can be written as (see Supplemental In-
formation A [29])
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in which we have the nuclear dynamical structure factor
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and magnetic dynamical structure factor
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where this formalism is fully reducible to the common
double differential cross section (see Supplemental Infor-
mation B [29)).

(a) Nuclear-Nuclear
scattering

(b) Magnetic-Magnetic
scattering

(¢) Nuclear-Magnetic scattering

FIG. 1. Figures of Feynman diagram for all Nuclear-Nuclear
scattering, Magnetic-Magnetic scattering, and Nuclear-
Magnetic scattering.

The anomalous dynamical structure factor can be writ-
ten as

Suno (0, ) = ( Sl ) O )

_S;Mi(qa E)
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(pat/s(OMZ 4, (0)), P/ dt
(5)

which originates from the interference between nuclear
and magnetic interactions. The diagonal and off-diagonal
part in Sano (q, E) represents the spin-non-flip scatter-
ings and spinflip scattering, respectively. For spin-non-
flip scattering, the (1, 1) and (2, 2) elements of Sano (q, E)
matrix represents the spin up and spin down neutron
scattering, respectively. H is the total Hamiltonian for
materials but without neutron interaction. For unpo-
larized neutrons, the neutron spin-averaged anomalous
structure factor can be written as %TrS’ano(q, E)=~0if
Wwe assume pqp = pPq - Lherefore, it indicates that polar-
ized neutron incidence is needed to observe the anoma-
lous scattering, unless the projected magnetism is differ-
ent for spin up and spin down neutrons. Despite aris-
ing as a natural consequence of the interference between
two types of interactions, moreover, the Breit-Wigner for-
mula for fast neutrons has been known for decades [30],
the implication of the anomalous scattering in Eq. (5) for
thermal neutron scattering has been elusive.

Anomalous scattering with electron-phonon interaction
—In this section, we show that the presence of the
electron-phonon interaction can lead to non-zero anoma-
lous scattering signal. The general electron-phonon in-
teraction Hamiltonian can be written as
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where {an, ag,/\,] = 0qq'0xx are the phonon opera-
tors, gqx is the electron-phonon coupling constant and
is model dependent. For the full materials Hamiltonian
H = Hy+ Hipnt, defining the anomalous response function
in imaginary time as

Xonr (A, 11— ) = =Tr (pg (1) M2 41 (12))

T (U(B)pa (1) MEg, (7))
- - ° (7
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where U(B) = T, exp (— foﬁ dr' Hipy (7'/)) is the in-
teraction picture time evolution operator that evolves
with H, “”A means the operators in interaction pic-
ture, i.e. A(r) = et™HoAe 7Ho. The Hi, here is
a general term that could be electron-phonon interac-
tion but is not necessary to be limited to it. For weak
electron-phonon interaction with H = Hg + He_pn =
H, + Hpp + He_pn, we have U(B) =1 — foﬁ drHe_pn(7),
while for small lattice displacement, we have pg =~
by, e~iaR} (1 —iq-u(RY)), in which b is the averaged
nuclear scattering length density, and the lattice dis-
placement for an atom located at R? can be written as

- h f iq-R}
u (R?) = qu ST Noo, (aq,\ + afq)\> e'THieggy, then
the most general anomalous response function Eq. (7) can
be written as (see Supplemental Information C [29])
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FIG. 2. The illustration diagram of the ANUBIS setup with
the polarized neutron scattering technique. This setup is pos-
sible to be constructed as it aligns with the commonly used
inelastic neutron scattering setup.

—foﬁ AT {peqo(T)pe—qo (T2)) y_eTn7.  This can be
written in Matsubara frequency as
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Eq. (9) is unusual in the following sense. First, it shows
that the anomalous response X7,/ (q,iwn) o< bg—q is

linear in both nuclear scattering length density b and

T, <cL,_qJ (T)Ck/a.(T)CI(,,U, (T2) ckr—qor (72)> Dﬂi (7 — 71) electron-phonon interaction g_q, which is due to the in-

e

(®)

in which D(_OC)l (t —71) is the free-phonon propagator,
which is connected to Matsubara-domain phonon propa-
gator as Déo) (iwp) = foﬁ dTe““"TDéO) (t1=m-—7) =
o 2hwg

w2 +(hwq)?
mode phonon and get rid of A without loss of gen-
erality. To obtain the anomalous structure fac-
tor, we define the Matsubara-frequency domain re-
sponse function x7,, (q,iw,) = fO'B XzM(q, T)enTdr,
which is connected to the retarded response function
xZ}\I;(q, E) via analytical continuation XZ’]{}(q,E) =
hxXin (q,iw, — E +140). Finally, the retarded response
function is connected to the anomalous structure factor

Sovt / i(q, E) through the fluctuation-dissipation theo-

rem S%,/(q, E) = —2[np(E) + 1] Im x> (q, E).

To simplify Eq.(8), we assume that the spin
and momentum degrees of freedom are fully decou-
pled. We can define spin-dependent electron num-
ber density peqo Do CL_qack/g, and the spin-
dependent charge density response function xgg (iwn) =

Here we have assumed the single

terference effect. This starkly contrasts any scattering
event; even with lowest order scattering, Fermi’s golden
rule will give either |b|? or |g_q|2 dependence. Given the
small signal of g_q, the linear dependence could bene-
fit its observation. Second, it is also proportional to the
electron charge-density response xg, (iw,) but at phonon
wavevector q. Thirdly, the signal is also linearly depen-
dent on the relative angle between the phonon wavevec-
tor and phonon polarization, (q-&q), indicating that it
can either increase (constructive interference) or decrease
(destructive interference) the neutron counts. This fea-
ture is in contrast to the inelastic phonon scattering sig-
nal o« (q- 5q)2.

The ANUBIS signal in homogeneous Fermi gas and
semimetals —Since neutrons are seldom used in detect-
ing the contribution of the orbital motion of electrons
even in the conventional setting, we concentrate on the
electron spin degrees of freedom here with the brief dis-
cussion of the orbital contribution in the supplemen-
tary information C[29]. Notice that mi _; (—aq) =

1 . )
mi,smn(‘Hﬂ = %, S, = é(O ?) is dimension-
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FIG. 3. The numerical results of the anomalous response for
homogeneous electron gas. Figure (a) and Figure (b) are the
real part and the imaginary part of the difference between the
spin-dependent charge polarizations. Figure (c) sketches the
anomalous structure factor under the finite magnetic field as-
sociated with the assumed linear-dispersive acoustic phonons
reflected in the free phonon propagator. The x-axis and y-
axis are the unitless momentum and energy, and all the linear
parameters’ contributions including the magnetic field are all
normalized to 1.

less in our notation, then we have
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The polarization part is further simplified with the help
of weak B field approximation and the Lindhard formula
under the static approximation [31]. This approximation
is valid since the phonon energy measured by neutron
scattering is small relative to the Fermi energy, while
the ¢ can be arbitrary in the Brillouin zone. We have

. . 213
Xet (iwn) — xg (iwn) = 2“332% In Ztgﬁi for the ho-
mogeneous electron gas. Assuming the q is within the xy
plane (Fig. 2), we have m7 _; 1+(q) = %, the final result

will be
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The complete formulas with the full momentum and
energy dependence for normal metal and topological
semimetal are also derived and can be consulted within
Supplemental Information D [29].

The connection to dielectric function —To see
the link of Eq.(9) and dielectric function, we fo-
cus on deformation potential scattering, where gq =

q;ﬁz? - % (ke =0).
This is valid for the acoustic phonons. In this situa-
tion, defining the spin-dependent dielectric function as
g5t (qiwn) = 1+ F5eVx&s (iwn), Eq. (9) can be fur-
ther simplified as

iey) o (A €q) 2V, Vg =

s (@ iwn) =CqD (—iw,) Y m*,,(~aq)

(Zam )

Cq = %B (q-q)? is a constant that is deter-

(12)

where
mined by the type of atomic nucleus and phonon proper-
ties. Eqgs. (9) and (12) are the main results of this work.

As a prominent example, we calculate the anomalous
scattering from a homogeneous electron gas with Fermi
wave vector kr and Fermi energy crp. We consider a pro-
totype case with only electronic spin degrees of freedom
s = s, and q is within the scattering zy plane, then
Eq. (12) can further be simplified as

. 1 .
Xpnr (G iwn) = §CqD(,O()1 (—iwy) Z g
o=+

1

€0 (q,iwy) (13)
which gives zero without an external magnetic field. If
external magnetic is applied, a nontrivial result would
emerge. Since neutron scattering measures phonon ~
meV energy range but at arbitrary wavevector of q,
we assume a static dielectric function from Thomas-
Fermi dielectric screening, ¢, (q,iw,) =~ €,(q,0) =
1

2 2 .,
1+ qg% ,  where grrp, = (%) is the electron-
spin-dependent screening wavevector, and ag is the

Bohr radius. Under external Zeeman field, we have

h2 k2 .
EFo = Qm’z” = ep + oupB,. For weak magnetic field,
we have the following expression ) _ . UTliw) =
- o $] n
2
%, which indicates that the anomalous scat-
(‘n'aoq +4kp) EF

tering signal is proportional to the magnetic field B. The
schematic configuration is shown in Fig.2. Through the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem, finally, we should have:

4r2a0q?krh
(raog? + 4kr)’cr
X [0 (B —hw_q) + 0 (E+ hw_q)| npB.

Som (@, E) = Cq [np(E) +1] (14)

Eq. (14) characterize the contributions of both electron
and phonon.

Signal strength w.r.t. phonon scattering —To compare
the signal strength of ANUBIS, the structure factor of the
phonon scattering is written as (see Supplemental Infor-
mation B [29]) S,,(q, E) = —2[np(E) + 1] Im x} (q, E)



and xJ%,(q, E) = hix,p(q, iwn — E + i), where:
END?
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pr(cb iwn) =

Here we have taken the low temperature limit to ignore
the Debye-Waller factor. As a result, we get the quo-
tient to compare the signal strength for electron gas with
Eq. (14):

TanuBis _ reSpy 74 AkpmaoqPupB. (16)
Iphonon Spp ‘ b (7T0,0(]2 + 4kF)2€F

Here we have already considered the symmetry of the dy-
namic matrix to simplify the expression. To estimate the
signal strength for the real system, we take the estima-
tion for these parameters: v = 1.913, r. = 2.8 x 10fm,
g =10""%"1, B, = 10T, Bohr radius ag = 5.29x 10~ ''m
Bohr magneton ~ 5 x 1075eV/T, and make use of the
detailed materials parameters, we conclude the signal
strength of ANUBIS is around 10~% to 1073 based on
the estimation of these arbitrary selected metal system
in Table I.

Despite the small ANUBIS signal, it is worthwhile
mentioning that the the phonon selection rule may can-
cel out the phonon intensity, while presence of electron-
phonon interaction leads to less-restrictive selection rule
and supports the experimental observation.

I Materials | Parameters [[Signal strength]|
Cu(fcc) Z=29,er="7eV, || 2585 x 10~ *
b~ 7.718fm
Ag(fcc) Z =47, ep = 5.49eV,|| 7.405 x 10~ *
b= 5.922fm
Au(bcc) Z =179, er =5.53eV,|| 9.574 x 1077
b~ 7.63fm
Nb(bcc) Z=41,er = 5.32¢V,|| 5.639 x 10~ %
b= 7.054fm
Mg(hcp) Z=12,ep = 7.08¢V,|| 1.514 x 10~ ¢
b= 5.375fm
Tl(hcp) 7 =81, ep = 8.15¢V,|| 5.233 x 102
b= 8.776fm
Sn(bct) Z =50, er = 10.2¢V, || 3.411 x 10~ 7
b~ 6.225fm
Ga(orthorhombic) [[Z = 31, e = 10.4eV, || 1.762 x 10~ *
b~ 7.288fm
Sb(rhombohedral) || Z = 51, er = 10.9¢V, || 3.567 x 10~%
b~ 5.57fm

TABLE 1. The table of order-of-magnitude w.r.t.

scattering for several common metal systems.

phonon

Numerical Results —The response function Eq.(10)
has also been numerically calculated for the homogeneous
electron gas with momentum and energy dependence in
Fig. 3. For linear-dispersive acoustic phonons, the signal
keeps positive in the range of ¢ < 2k; due to construc-
tive interference, and flips to negative when ¢ > 2ky. The

g = 2ky coincides with the condition of Kohn anomaly,
indicating that ANUBIS signal can be amplified at Kohn
anomaly point by varying magnetic field. The detailed
and complete derivation should refer to Supplemental In-
formation D [29]. As we noticed the numerical calcu-
lations of the electron gas and semimetal behave very
differently, which indicates the ANUBIS signal largely
reflects the electronic energy dispersion relation.

To summarize, we propose an experimental scheme
with Nuclear-Magnetic Interference Spectroscopy to ac-
quire information about the electron properties through
polarized neutron scattering. The surprising existence
of the linear dependence of the electron-phonon interac-
tion term within the structure factor reveals a new rou-
tine to measure the electronic properties with neutron
scattering. Moreover, the connection with the momen-
tum and energy-resolved dielectric function is discussed.
The order-of-magnitude estimation indicates the anoma-
lous scattering signal is around 10~ to 10~2 with re-
spect to phonon scattering, which exactly satisfies the
least required signal strength of the capability for the
next-generation neutron facility such as STS and ESS.
The whole results obtained have indicated the proposed
ANUBIS has strong potential to be a powerful tech-
nique for measuring crucial electronic properties. Fu-
ture experiments configuration based on this proposal
will benefit various studies of the phenomena associated
with significant participated electron-phonon coupling,
such as unconventional superconductivity [32], flat-band
system [33, 34], transport [35], laser-material processing
[36], charge density waves [37, 38] like AV3Sb5 [39], lo-
calized state [40], thermoelectric performance [41, 42],
etc. With improved time-resolved power, it might even
be possible to combine the ultrafast pump-probe spec-
troscopy design to establish the time-resolved setup to
reflect materials’ electron-phonon interaction[43, 44] or
during the phase transition [45]. We expect ANUBIS will
also open up the opportunity and broaden the application
to study the electron-phonon interaction under extreme
conditions such as irradiation [46] and high-pressure con-
ditions [47, 48] with the advanced in-situ techniques. Fi-
nally, we point out that ANUBIS effect can probe the
spin-phonon interaction [49] and chiral phonon [50] be-
yond the electron-phonon interaction.
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Anomalous Neutron Nuclear-Magnetic Interference Spectroscopy

This supplementary file contains the following elements:
Supplementary Text with Sections A to D

A. ANOMALOUS DYNAMICAL STRUCTURE FACTOR WITH QUANTUM MANY-BODY THEORY

When both neutron nuclear interaction Hy .. and neutron magnetic interaction Hj mae co-exist, the total
neutron-matter interaction Hamiltonian can be written as

g
HI:ﬁzq’xk+q(Pq_'}/reJN'MLq)\I]Nk
kq

S (s Vi) (P T M n M) (g
L3 - +af +al —yreMiy —iyreM{, Plq +reMi, Uk

(S1)

To calculate the neutron scattering cross-sections, we can write down the neutron interacting self-energy matrix in
Matsubara domain:

. g\?1 . . .
Sl ipn) = ~(75) 5 D0 O8Ok~ vipm — iwn) X (a i) (52)
qQwWn

where the non-interacting neutron propagator matrix for the two neutron spin component
— 1 0
GV (k= ip — i) = | P ) (83)
1Pm —iWn —ENk—q

and the total Matsubara response function X /7 (q, iw,) is defined as

B
X% (q, iwy,) = /X(q7 Ve Tdr
0

X717, 71 = 72) = =T (pa(m1) (oiloy) = e (3] onv |og) - Mig(m)) (p-a(72) (o5lo3) = yre (o7l o [00) - Mi—q(72))) g
— %Z XOf0i (q7 ,L'wn)efiwn(‘rlfrg)
n (S4)

where o, 0y is the initial and finial spin polarization of the neutron. We can then define magnetic structure factor in

. S (q,E) S™(q,E
a matrix form S(q, E) = (SLTEZ E; S“EZ E;

reflect the spin-flip part and the non-spin-flip part of the structure factor, respectively. For the nuclear and magnetic
potential, the magnetic structure factor can be written as

Stot (A, B) = Spp(a, E) + (vre)*Sunr (@, E) = 2y7eSano(q, E)

) where the diagonal part and the off-diagonal part of the matrix

— (SPP,TT(OLE) 0 )+( . )Z(SMZMZ((LE) SM—M‘*'(qu))
0 Spp.ii(a, E) “ \Su+m-(a,E) Su=m-(q, E)
nuclear scattering magnetic scattering (85)
S% (a, E) 0 )
— 297, pMTAH ;
7 ( 0 ~820,(a, B)

anomalous scattering



in which the nuclear and magnetic dynamical structure factors are well known and defined as Eq. (3) and Eq. (4).
The anomalous dynamical structure factor Sano(q, E') arises from the crossing term between nuclear and magnetic
scattering as

+o00

— 00

which is beyond the decades-long bi-partite of the nuclear dynamical structure factor and the magnetic dynamical
structure factor as normally done in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4). In Eq. (S5), each matrix element indicates the
corresponding structure factor event for neutron spin non-flip (diagonal) and spin flip (off-diagonal) scatterings for
up and down spins, respectively.

B. NUCLEAR AND MAGNETIC DYNAMIC STRUCTURE FACTOR WITH QUANTUM MANY-BODY
THEORY

Under the Fermi pseudopotential approximation, the short-range neutron-nuclear interaction Hamiltonian can be
written as:

Hi e = g/dgr\llj’t,(r)\I!N(r)p(r) (S7)

where a local interaction is assumed with interaction strength g = 2;:5 , neutron field operator Wy (r).

p(r) = > b6(r — R;) is the nuclear density operator by with neutron nuclear scattering length b;, the summation is
1

over all nuclei located at Ry, whose Fourier transform is given by p(q) = 3_ bje~* 4R Without loss of generality, the
1

definition here of p(q) is different from the main text where neutron spins are considered and pq is a 2x2 matrix, but
we don’t need to deal with neutron spins for simplicity. Using the Fourier-transformed neutron field operator
Uy = L™3/2 [ d®re™ T y(r), the neutron-matter interaction Hamiltonian Eq. (S7) is rewritten as

Hipnue = % > Vi qYep(@) (S8)
kq
Also (spinless) non-interacting neutron Hamiltonian can be written as
K2 k>
Hy = Zk: Enic VU Vi = Zk: M\I/;k\pm( (S9)

To proceed, we calculate neutron self-energy. The one-loop self-energy X%, (k,ip,) can be written as

Y5 (K, ipm) = —

2
ﬁfLe > G (k = a,ipm — iwn)x(d, i) (S10)
nq

where w, = %T”,n =0,£1,+2, ..., pm = M,m =0,+£1,+2, ... are Bosonic and fermionic Matsubara
frequencies. The free-neutron Matsubara Green’s function can be written as
1

GO (k - q,ipy — iw,) = S11
N ( P e ) ip'm - iwn - ENk—q ( )

The nuclear density-density response function x,,(q, iwy),

B8
o (@ ) = / (@™ = 7 — )T dr
0

Yo — 72) = —To((p(am) — {plar))) (o~ 72) — {p(—a, 7)) g (812)

1

B > x(@yiwy e ennmT)

n



in which x,,(q, 71 — 72) is the density-density response function in “interaction picture” in imaginary time, where
the interaction picture means the average is (), referring to the full materials Hamiltonian H but not the term with
Hr nue. To compare the signal strength of ANUBIS, we derive the structure factor of nuclear scattering. Assume

(p(am)) = (p(—q, 2)) = 0, we have

Xpp(Q 71 — T2) = =T ((p(am) — (p(am))) (p(—=q, 72) — (p(=q, 72)))) i

—iqR)y tiqR) A N (S13)
3 e R (g () (<) ()

To slmphfy the dlbcusblon we take the low- temperature limit to 1gn0re the Debye-Waller factor. Take use of that
Z Zl vy bie™ @ R} i R} — Nbquq/ and ZZ; vy biet e Rcia" R} — Nbqu( , here b is the average

nuclear scattering length densfcy Besides, We contract the phonon Green’s functlon ﬁnally we have
AND?

7 (q- e YDO (1 _
ST o= (4 2a) (4= D= )

pr(q7 1 — 7-2) =

3 B (S14)
— Wi T hNbQ (0)/,;
pr q, iwy) x(q, 7T =71 —T)e dr = W (qfq) (qf—q)Dq (iwn)
0
Now if we define the retarded response function w.r.t. full materials Hamiltonian H
X(a,t1 — ta) = —ib(t1 — t2)([p(a. t1), p(—a, t2)]) 5 (S15)
Then, we can show that we have the Fourier transform
+oo
X;})%p(q? E) = / Xfp(qutl - t?)eiE(tl_t2)/ndt1 (816)
Then, we have the central relation linking Matsubara response function to retarded response function as:
Xpo (@, E) = hx,p(Q, iw, — E +1i6) (S17)
The retarded response function can be further written in terms of the spectral function
. A,p(q,E) dE
R _ pp\H - S18
Xop( ieon) / iwon — E + 10+ 21h (S18)
— 00
and A,,(q, E) = —2]mxfp(q, E). Then the self-energy Eq(S10) can be rewritten using spectral function as
> T ap 1 A,,(q, E)
=Y (K, ipm) = — = 5 / ) . ezl (S19)
BLL . 2mwh el R Enk—q wn — F
Carrying out the Matsubara frequency summation, we have
1 1 1 E)+1- Enk_
-y ' ' :jLB(_ ) +1—np(Enk—q) (520)
B~ ipm — twp — ENk—q iwn — F ipm — ENk—q — E

We can simply by setting np(Enk—q) = 0 since neutrons are free particles without Fermi sea. Substitute back to
Eq. (S19), we have

. g +1 "
Y (K, ipm) = E 21
~ (k. ipm) E me_ENk sl (q, ) (521)

— 00



After analytical continuation to real frequency ip,, — Ey + id, we have

E)+1
2% (k, Eo) X'(a,E n 22
vl Eo) LG/ A — (522)

To link back to the final form of dynamic structure factor and aim to be consistent to the classical derivation as
much as possible, we define the dynamic structure factor, which can also be considered as the spectral function of
the density-density correlation function in the following way:

+oo +oo
S@E) = [ Hane® at = [ (pla tp(-a.0)e " e (523)
Then, we have
S(a, B) = —2[ns(E) + 1 x"(q, B) = + ns(E) + 1] A(q, E) (524)

Finally, we have the neutron self-energy in terms of the dynamic structure factor

+oo

By (k, Bo) = +75 / 21h “~ By — Enk—q — E +10 (525)
oo a

For neutron scattering, we only need the on—shell” part since both incoming and outgoing neutron are both free

neutron, i.e. £y = E; = Enx =

incident and scattered final neutron momenta as k; and ke, with related energy E; and Ey, respectlvely, and

neutron momentum change Q = k; — ky Then, using the conservation of total number of states, we have density of

state conservation

I )
kg = —— [ KidkedQ (526)

/pkf Ef dEf Z]. (2,”)

dS) is the solid angle around the final momentum k¢. Since for non-relativistic neutrons we have

Er = ;imk;, = dFE; = hzi‘ dks. Then using the monotonic behavior, we can eliminate the integration:

L3 dks mn L3 myke
Ef) = ——<ki—dQ = k2 dQ =
Pl = G g ) TR

dQ) (S27)

after changing the integration variable, we have

o omyy Y (ki, B) = LG ZS Q=k; — ki, E=FE; — E)
Tk; ; ke (828)
g my ke
=73 thdEfdeS(Q ki — k¢, E = E; — Ef)

The total cross section is normalized over incident particle flux ® = L?Z;:’ZN and cross-section o =

have the double differential cross section for nuclear scattering as

1{; k  finally we

dzanuc ke rgmpy

= — —9 S29

dEidQ K (27rh2) 27h (Q.E) (529)
Comparing with conventional notation, for g = 27:7;2 we have
d?oy ke 1

e = 5 5(Q.B) (830)

dEedQ ~ ki 27h

This exactly reproduces the results in classical Fermi’s golden rule and concludes the derivation.



The magnetic potential energy density for a neutron at position r’ felt by the spin and orbital magnetism of an
electron at position r can be written as

V(r'|r) = —2yppunon(r’) - [ Ve x (S31)

where v = +1.913 is the dimensionless gyromagnetic ratio, up and uy are the Bohr magneton and nuclear
magneton, respectively, R =1’ —r, and R = R/|R/|, and neutron Pauli matrix (density) can be written as
N() =30 (t)onasPns(r), where a, B = 1,2 are Pauli matrix indices, the (dimensionless) electron spin
af

density operator s(r) can be written as s(r) = Zw (r)sapys(r), electron orbital motion wavevector density is

ke(r) = > T (r)ketho(r) . Then, integrating over the space of the material, we have the total neutron-magnetic

«
interaction Hamiltonian written as

R
= 2y [ @@t (To 2 BT ) ) (s32)

where both neutron field and electron field are written as two-component spinor forms, that
Un(r) = ( \I/NT( r') Upyy(r) )T,w(r) = (p(r) ¥y(r) )T. Defining the Fourier transform of the electron field
spinor ¢ = L3/2 f d®re~™Ty(r) and projected magnetization operator M, (q) = > clf, m (q)ck/+q

k/

(m, (q) = q><q52><q —ikoIoyo X q%), and using the fact that dyuguy = hjrjp” ~ hzm—"’:e , the neutron magnetic

interaction Hamiltonian can be written as

27rh Ve

H; = Z\I:NkmaN\l/Nk M (q) (S33)

mNL3

As carried before, with the interaction Eq. (S33), the lowest order self-energy in Matsubara frequency domain can be
written as

spin 3

. 2wh?yr,\° 1 ; 0 ' . o _
SR (K ipm) = — (mNL3> 3 Z Z Z UNMaGg\,Lﬁ(k — QP — 1Wn )N g, Xirar s (D iwn) (S34)
af i,j=1 qn

where the E‘}’\,ﬁ(k7 ip,) and XY B J,(k’ ipn) terms denotes the processes for the spin non-flip scattering, while the
ZZJ’VT i(k’ ipn) and X% LT(k’ ipn) are the spin flip scattering. The magnetic response function is defined as

B
X?\Z[MJ_(k’ iwn) = /Xé\Z[ML(k’ T)e T dr
0

(S35)
i j 1 ij Y e—iwn (T1—T2)
XMJVIJ.(qa n—1)=-T; <M¢(q7 )M (—aq, 7’2)>H = B ZXM]MJ_(qv iwn)e "
n
The non-interacting neutron Green’s function is diagonal in spin space, i.e.,
Gg\?)aﬁ (k — q,ipm — iwy,) = Gg\?) (k — q, ipm — iwy)dap, and then weight average the spin-up and spin-down
components,
> ONuadashg = D ONuaTNow = (ﬂ&ﬂv)w = 0ii L + i(eijkon),, (S36)
af [
For unpolarized neutrons, it is equal mixing of up-up 11 and down-down || components, and unpolarized the
averaged neutron self-energy X% (k, ip,) = (E‘}{,TT(k, ipn) + X%, (K, zpn)) Then,
St OO e Oapo 55+ LT (eyyh00) = 61y S37
ZJNTa aBUNmJFZUNm apONgy | =0 T 5 T (€ijk0k) = 0ij (S37)

af ap



and the self-energy in Eq. (S34) for unpolarized neutron can be simplified as

3
STEWV( — aipm —iwn) Y XA (@ iwn) (S38)

qn Jj=1

. ) 2 h2yr 1
E‘/N(ka iPm) = —<an3€) B

Now following the same procedure of many-body derivation on nuclear scattering, we define the projected spin
spectral function 4%, (q, F) as

“+o0 .
y Al (q,E) dE
ji SN v (9
Xt L (@ iwr) = / i, —E  2nh (S39)

and further define the projected magnetic correlation function (magnetic dynamic structure factor)

St (@F) = | | (M1 (a0 M] (~a,0)) P/t

(S40)
= [np(E) + 1] Ay (a4 B) = =2 [np(E) + 1] Iy} (0, E)
Then substituting them back to the self-energy for unpolarized neutron, we have
+
S (i) — + (2727 / Z > Siray (@, F) (s41)
AT m, L3 2rh ipm — F — Enk_q
where the magnetic double differential cross section
Pomne ke s 1 o~
5o~ 17 5 2 S (Q B) (842)
j=1
An alternative expression for cross section is to define a full vector magnetization operator M(q) as
= Z arm(Q)cksq
k
(S43)

= ZeiQ'RL <Sl + @ (ke X Q)>
l

for itinerant and localized magnetic moments, respectively, and m(Q) = s — ik, X %nggsatisﬁes the following

identity Q x m(Q) x Q = Q’°m(Q) — (Q - m(Q)) Q = @*m (Q). Then, projected magnetization operator M (Q)
and full magnetization operator M(Q) are related as

ML(Q) =Y (3 — Q:@;) M7 (Q) (s44)
J
which is valid. As a result, if we define a magnetic dynamical structure factor tensor

+oo

S (Q,E) = / dte ™ EVR (M (Q, t)MP(—Q,0)) (S45)

— 00

Combining these equations, the double differential cross section finally can be written as

2
d*Omag

ky 1 < o ,
Todp = %, 0" 272:( Qi) S¥(Q. ) (546)



C. ANOMALOUS DYNAMICAL STRUCTURE FACTOR FROM ELECTRON-PHONON INTERACTION

In this section, we show the general workflow to compute the anomalous dynamical structure factor. The full
material Hamiltonian H can be written as

H = Hy + Hiy (S47)

rewriting it as “interaction picture”, where the interaction picture here means the separation of “non-interacting”
part of materials Hamiltonian (Hy) and the interaction part (H;,:). Defining the interaction picture time imaginary

time evolution U(7) = T, exp ( fo dr’ mt( ")), the anomalous response function in imaginary time can be

written as
Xor (@71 = 72) = =Tr(pa(r) M7 o (7))

T (U(B)pg(m)M o, (72)>H0 (S48)
- {UB) i,

where all the “hat” operators are in interaction picture w.r.t. non-interacting part of materials Hamiltonian, i.e.
A(t) = et™Ho Ae=7Ho | Here We limit our discussion first for the system only with the weak electron-phonon
interaction to concentrate on probing the electronic properties, we can perturbatively expand the U(f),

Up)~1- foﬁ dTﬁe,ph(T) , while for nuclear density, we have pq ~ Zble*iq'R? (1 —iq- u(R?))
]

N
pg(m1) = lel b~ Ri(n) Z he~ i R} (1 —iq-y(m)) (S49)
1

Substituting back to the anomalous structure factor, we have

) B N o/ )
X (s 71— T2) & —iTr/ dr Zz=1 be "R <Hefph(7—)q : ﬁl(Tl)Mqu_(T2)> (S50)

0 Ho

where we only keep to the first order er_ph(T) in U(B), where (U(8)), = 1. Performing explicit calculation,
assuming a single mode phonon and average nuclear scattering length density b,

i B N . N o
Xf,M(OI, T —T1)~ T, /O dr 21:1 ble*Zq-R?<He_ph(T)(7i)q . ﬁl(Tl)MiqL(T2)>Ho
kz gq’ Ck’+q O'(T)Ck/o'(T) (aq’ (T) + ai—q/ (7-))
/q/o.
1/2 _ . |
N / TZ blGZq'R'?T-,—< Z QMNUJ ” (aqu (7'1) —+ ai—q“ (7-1)> eld R? (—Zq . aq//) >

X Z CI/IO./ (TQ)mﬂ_o"o'”(_q)ck”—qo'” (7-2)
k//o-/o-ll HO

(S51)

If we use that Zl]il blefiq'R? eid R = N l_)éqqu, b is the average nuclear scattering length density and contract the
phonon Green’s function, we have

) N_ [P h . )
X;M(qv T T2) = Vb/o dr /Z 9-ay/ m (—iq-eq) m’ ;1 (—q)

l(//(7 1 (852)

o o

xT, <ck, qU( )Ck/U(T)C:uU/(TQ)Ck”—qJ”(TZ)>O (—1)D(—(2(T —71)

By far, Eq. (S52) is the most general formula for electron-phonon interaction, with no assumptions on the types and
directions of magnetism and q vector being made, and allows spin flip in electron propagators.

Similar to the magnetic scattering discussed in the previous section, Both the spin and the orbital motion
contributes to the signal through m’ ,_,,(—q). We have mostly discussed the spin contribution in the main text



while the orbital contribution will be briefly discussed here. For the contribution of the orbital motion of the
electron, as we mentioned neutrons are seldom used in detecting this even in conventional settings, we have
mi pp(—a) = +m7  (—q) with assumed constant ke, therefore

. N [hn
X (a, iwn) = ng—q EYV (—iq - eq) (553)
q

) . 0, .
xm o (@) (Xt (i90n) + X (i) DUG(—itwn)
The contribution usually is small and considered negligible so we leave this to be explored further.
D. ANUBIS SIGNAL ANALYSIS

Normal Metal

Starting from Eq. (10), simplifying the polarization part for the Fermi electron gas with the help of weak B field
approximation and the low-temperature approximation for the Fermi statistics,

X iton) — XS (i) = 3 np(ext) — nr(Ek—qt) 3 nr(ex)) — nr(Ek-qu)
k

—iWy + €kt — Ek—qt —iWy, + €k — Ek—ql
(S54)

—2upB.) (an(Ek) _ dnr(ek—q)

dex dex_q ) (5(61() — (5(Ek7q)
= - = - 2upB. =2upB.C
zk: —iwy, + €k — Ek—q zk: —iwp, + €k — Ek—q rB 1B M.p

Here we have used €kt — €k—qt = €k} — €k—q)- Redefine ¢ = ¢/kp and v = w/hkpup and calculate the summation
through the integral over the whole k-space. In the finite frequency/momentum case, the dielectric response can be
written in terms of the Lindhard function as

; 1 |v—2G+¢ N .
Re OM,p(qv V) == In Tl o9~ | 2 + ((Qa V) = (7qa 71/))
~ =T
Im O (4 v) =—2=0(20 ~ [ +¢°) = (v = —v)
Topological Semimetal
For topological semimetal under the magnetic field, we have Hamiltonian
H = hvpk -7+ upB.o, (S56)

where 7 is pseudo spin, we can block diagonalize the matrix and calculate the green function as

G = (%T (%) (S57)

where ey (k) = ¢, (k) £ ppB and €, = Thop|k| 7 € {+1,—1}. To analyze the ANUBIS signal of Eq. (10) for
semimetal, we do a similar expansion,

ZFa B ) nF(EkT) — 7’LF Ek— CIT ZFDL 5 ) nF(Eki) — ’nF(Equi)

Cum.p = x&5 (iwn) — X& (iwn) =
M = XGilin) —xgi(iwn) = D —iwy, + Ext — Ek—qt —iwy, + €k} — Ek—qy

a,Bex1

d(ex) — O(ex— .
> D Faplkk—aq) (6k) = O(ex-q) 2upB. =2upB. »_ Cif

—W €k — €k—
a,Betl k ntEk = fkq a,BeE1

(S58)

Here o and 8 denote the band indices, the quantity Fy, g (k,k —q) = (1 +af \kﬁk;)) comes from the overlap of

eigenstates, which has the same expression as that in 2D graphene [52, 53].



The dielectric response can be calculated in a similar manner and yield

e <2 1O (0 1)
X In LM
vt B1-q
+((, ¢, 0, 8) = (v, =4, 5, @) (S59)
ImC’]‘i‘f’p(q? v) :%G(Oéu)ﬁ (a(u —a)— %(V —a)? - 1 —2612)
X La—w

“F€Elll—ql,11+4ql]
+ ((V767a7/8) = <_V7 _67ﬁ7a))
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