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M agic angle e�ects in the interlayer m agnetoresistance ofquasi-one-dim ensional

m etals due to interchain incoherence
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(D ated:April14,2024)

Thedependenceofthem agnetoresistance ofquasi-one-dim ensionalm etalson thedirection ofthe

m agnetic �eld show dips when the �eld is tilted at the so called m agic angles determ ined by the

structuraldim ensionsofthe m aterials. There iscurrently no accepted explanation forthese m agic

angle e�ects. W e presenta possible explanation. O urm odelis based on the assum ption that,the

intralayertransportin thesecond m ostconductingdirection hasasm allcontribution from incoherent

electrons. Thisincoherence ism odelled by a sm alluncertainty in m om entum perpendicularto the

m ostconducting (chain)direction.O urm odelpredictsthem agicanglesseen in interlayertransport

m easurem entsfordi�erentorientationsofthe�eld.W ecom pare ourresultsto predictionsby other

m odelsand to experim ent.

PACS num bers:72.15.G d,74.70.K n,72.10.Bg,73.90.+ f

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

There isa fundam entalrelation between quantum co-

herence of electronic properties and transport proper-

ties in strongly correlated m etals1,2,3,4,5. Scattering of

electrons a�ects the transport,but also blurs inform a-

tion aboutthe m om entum oftheelectron,and therefore

changesthe coherence ofthe electrons,orquasi-particle

excitations.G enerally,thee�ectofstrong electroniccor-

relationsand incoherentexcitationsareenhanced in sys-

tem s ofreduced dim ensionality. A striking exam ple of

this are Luttinger liquids in one dim ension. The quasi

one-dim ensionalBechgaard salts(TM TST)2X (X= PF6,

ClO 4,NO 3,:::)show arich phasediagram rangingfrom

�eld induced spin density wavesto insulatorsand super-

conductors, depending on pressure and anion6,7. The

structures are highly anisotropic,and show interesting

featuresasa m agnetic�eld isapplied.

Lebed8 predicted that resistance m axim a would oc-

cur when orbits along directions the crystal are com -

m ensuratewith the applied �eld atthe so called "m agic

angles" (M A) where tan� = lb=c, where � is the an-

glebetween the m agnetic�led,tilted in the(y;z)-plane,

and the least conducting direction,z,b and c are lat-

tice constants,and lis an integer. The M A were later

discovered9,but not as m axim a but as dips in the an-

gulardependence ofthe m agnetoresistance. M A e�ects

are also seen10 in the (DM ET-TSeF)2X fam ily where

X= AuCl2,AuI2. The theory was later m odi�ed to ex-

plain why dips should be found11. The idea presented

is thatperiodic m otion is induced atthe M A and,pro-

vided thereiseven a sm alloverlap in thedirection ofthe

applied �eld,the electron-electron interaction becom es

m oretwo dim ensionalwhich would producea dip in the

m agnetoresistance (M R) at the M A.Alternative ideas

and explanationshavesince then appeared in the litera-

ture.12,13,14,15,16,17,18 M ostofthem arebased on a sm all

overlap ofelectronic wave-functions in the direction of

them agnetic�eld,butsuggestionsbased on a Luttinger

liquid approach have also been m ade19,20. The theory

developed by O sada,K agoshim a and M iura12 captures

m any detailsofthe experim entaldata21. However,that

theory requiresthe existenceofvery long-rangehopping

(forexam ple,the second nearestneighborhopping inte-

gralin a tight-binding m odelisofthe sam eorderasthe

next-nearest neighbor integral). Further,ifB x = 0,x

being the m ostconducting direction,i.e.,along the one-

dim ensionalchain ofm olecules,the theory predictsthat

there would be no M A seen in the interlayerconductiv-

ity �zz. Further,itdoesnotexplain the dip in the M R

when the m agnetic�eld liesin the plane(� = 90�).The

data for in-plane m agnetic �eld is a�ected by the fact

thatthe sam ple issuperconducting and the uppercriti-

cal�eld Hc2 foran in-planem agnetic�eld isquitelarge
22.

Theconsensusisthatthereisno accepted theory behind

theappearanceoftheM A.Theexperim entalsituation is

alsounclearatthem om ent.Som egroupsreportthatthe

M R has the sam e behavior in alldirections ofthe cur-

rent21,23,24. W hereasotherexperim entsdisagree25,and

claim that,due to defects in the crystals,the electrons

are forced to travelin one direction pastthe defects,so

thatthere can be a contribution from ,e.g.,the resistiv-

ity in thex-direction to theresistivity in thez-direction,

producingan apparentlysim ilarangularbehaviourof�xx
and �zz.

TheM A e�ectsarealso seen in torquem easurem ents,

as m easured by Naughton et al.9. This has been dis-

cussed theoretically by Yakovenko26. Since the torque

can be related to the freeenergy,itislikely thatM A ef-

fectsre
ectstheground stateelectronicpropertiesofthe

m aterial.Further,a big Nernstsignalhasbeen detected

atthe M A 27,and hasbeen discussed theoretically28.

Thecrystalisoriented sothatx isthem ostconducting

direction,followed by the y-direction. The (x;y)-plane

de�nes the layered structure. Typically,the hopping in

the three di�erentdirectionsare estim ated to be ofthe

order7,29 tx :ty :tz � 2000K :200K :10K .

Here we presentan alternative explanation ofthe oc-

currenceoftheM A.O urphysicalpictureisthefollowing.

Thestrongly anisotropicstructureofthem ateriala�ects
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the coherence ofthe particles in the crystal,as wellas

increasing the e�ectofthe electron correlations30,31. In

a previous paper, we discussed a m odel for transport

in layered m aterials based on a coherence-incoherence

crossover as a function oftem perature4. Along the x-

direction them otion isassum ed tobecoherent.Theleast

conducting z-direction isassum ed to be incoherent,and

in they-direction,them otion ispredom inantly coherent,

butwith a sm allincoherentcontribution. W e willshow

thatthelossofcoherencein they-direction isdirectly re-

sponsiblefortheM A in theconductancem easured along

thez-direction.Evenasm allam ountofincoherencegives

riseto a sizablee�ectseen atthe M A.

II. M O D EL

W e m odell the system as a quasi-one-dim ensional

m etal. W e introduce coordinatessuch thata isthe lat-

tice spacing in the x̂-direction,b in the ŷ,and c in the

ẑ,the layers lie in the (x;y)-plane. Due to the layered

structure,theHam iltonian isdivided into intralayerand

interlayercontributions

H = H k + H ? ; (1)

where H k describes the 2D (x;y)-layer and includes all

m any-body interactions within each layer, and H ? =

t?
P

< i;j>
(c
y

icj + h:c:) describes the tunneling between

nearestneighborsin the z-direction.Becauseofthe lay-

ered crystalstructure,we assum e that Coulom b corre-

lationsbetween the layersare sm all,and the separation

isvalid.Later,we willfurtherspecify H k forquasi-one-

dim ensionalsystem s. Ifwe have a m agnetic �eld in the

(y;z)-planethevectorpotential,~A,forthem agnetic�eld
~B = (0;B y;B z) = (0;B sin�;B cos�). In the Landau

gauge ~A is

~A = (zB y;xB z;0):

W e are going to study transportin the z-direction,i.e.,

transport between the anisotropic two-dim ensionallay-

ers. Let us consider two adjacent layers. The vector

potentialin the two layers are not equalbut di�er by

a gauge transform ation ~A 2 = ~A 1 + ~r �,1 and 2 indi-

cate the layer,and � = cByx. Atsm allbiaswe can use

linear response theory to calculate the currentbetween

the layers. At low tem peratures,only electrons at the

Ferm i-energy contribute to the conductivity in the least

conducting direction,and itcan bewritten asa function

ofonly the in-plane G reen functions32 due to the sep-

aration ofintralayerand interlayercontributions in the

Ham iltonian.Separating the current-currentcorrelation

function wegetthatthe conductivity isgiven by32

�zz =

e2t2
?
c

~�LxLy

Z

dr

Z

dr0
�

G
1+ (r;r0;E F )G

2� (r0;r;E F )

+ G 1� (r0;r;E F )G
2+ (r;r0;E F )

�

;

(2)

where G 1+ (r;r0;E F )denotesthe electronic G reen func-

tion (G F) within a single layer. Here,LxLy are the di-

m ensionsofthesam plein thex-,and y-direction respec-

tively. There is an indirectdependence on the distance

between the layers in t? . W e stress that this is a very

generalexpression and containsallthem any-bodye�ects

within each layer.

A . N on-interacting G reen function for

quasi-one-dim ensionalm aterials in a m agnetic �eld

Letusnow look atthe Ham iltonian in the absence of

electron-electron interactions.W e assum ethatthespec-

tra in the m ost conducting direction can be linearized.

Then,the Ham iltonian for a layer in a tilted m agnetic

�eld is(see Ref.32)

H 0

k = �vF (� i~@x + ezB sin�)� 2ty cos[b(� i~@y � exB cos�)];

(3)

where � = � 1 denoteswhich sheetofthe Ferm isurface

theelectron ison.vF istheFerm ivelocity,and ty isthe

interchain hopping-integral.Thewavefunction iswritten

as

 (x;y;t)= exp

�

i

�
� �t

~

+ kxx + kyy� ��sin(kyb� qx)

��

;

(4)

where

q=
ebB cos�

~

=
!B

vF
=
!0 cos�

vF
: (5)

!B isthefrequency atwhich electronstraversethequasi-

one-dim ensionalsheetsofthe Ferm isurface7 and

� =
2ty

ebvF B cos�
(6)

istheisthewavelengthoftherealspaceoscillationsofthe

electron trajectorieson theFerm isurface7.In am agnetic

�eld theelectron dispersion relation isindependentofty,

��(kx;ky)= �~kxvF : (7)

Allenergies are relative to the Ferm ienergy. The G F

can be calculated in a way sim ilarto the onein Ref.32,

to give:

G
1+

0 (r;r0;E )= �
iLx

~vF

X

ky ;�

�e
i[ky (y�y

0
)+ ��L ]

e
ijx � x

0
j

~ vF
(E + i�)

;

(8)
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where

L = sin(kyb� qx
0

)� sin(kyb� qx);

and � is the electron scattering rate. The G F for the

second layerdi�ersby a gaugefactor,e
ie

~

�(r�r
0
) and is

G
2+

0
(r;r0;E ) = �

iLx

~vF

X

ky ;�

�e
i[ky (y�y

0
)+ ��L ]

� e
ijx � x

0
j

~ vF
(E + evF cB sin �+ i�)

: (9)

B . G reen function containing incoherence

W e now allow for the possibility that the m otion in

the interchain direction can be incoherent.The incoher-

encem ightcom efrom polaronform ation,strongelectron-

electron correlation,or any other m any-body e�ect. In

a form ulation in term sofG Fs a possible ansatz forthe

e�ect ofincoherence is that the non-interacting G F is

m ultiplied by a y-dependentfactor

G (r;r0;�)= G0(r;r
0
;�)�(y� y

0); (10)

where �(y� y0)dependson the processby which coher-

enceislost.Thevalidityofthisspecialform ofG F can be

seen forpolaronsin ,e.g.,Refs.4,33,34,and forelectron-

electron interaction,in ,e.g.,Ref.1.In a2D strongly cor-

related m odelusing the slave-boson approach1 the elec-

tronic G F factorizes into G = G B G F ,where G F is the

freeFerm ion G F,and G B (r;r
0)= exp

�

� jr� r
0j2=m B T

�

isthe bosonicG F containing the correlations,m B isthe

m ass of the accom panying boson and T the tem pera-

ture.Ifthe2D-latticeisanisotropic(i.e.,weakly coupled

chains)thee�ectfrom thebosonicpartwillbeeven m ore

pronounced.In a previouspaperwestudied transportin

layered m aterialsofpolarons4.ForthiscasetheG F con-

tainstwo parts,onecoherent,describing band m otion of

electronsweakly scattered by thephonons,and oneinco-

herent,where localized polaronshop between sites. For

thecaseofpolaronsEq.(10)isvalid4,34.Here,wedonot

specify the processresponsible forthe lossofcoherence,

butwilljustassum e the generalform given in Eq.(10).

The processinvolved in Eq.(10)isthe following.W hen

theelectron m ovesin the(x;y)-layerthekx m om entum is

conserved.Hence,there isno x-dependence in the term

describingtheincoherentcontribution,�(y� y0).Instead

itdescribesthe change in m om entum in the y-direction

as the particle jum ps between y and y0. The change in

m om entum is�ky,which willbecentered around zero so

thatform ostofthetim eky isunchanged.Iftheproposed

form fortheG F iscorrect,itcould bevisiblein anglere-

solved photoem ission spectra,which m easuresthe spec-

traldensity3,35,36. Laterwe willdem onstrate thateven

a very sm allincoherentterm givesriseto observableM A

e�ects.

C . Interlayer conductivity

UsingtheG Fs,Eq.(8)and Eq.(9),in Eq.(2),and the

incoherencefactor,�(y� y0),wegeta generalexpression

forthe conductivity:

�zz =

e2t2? c

~�LxLy

Z

dr

Z

dr0
X

�;ky ;ky0

e
i[(ky �k y0)(y�y

0
)+ ��(L + L

0
)]

� j�(y� y
0)j2e

�2
jx � x 0j

~ vF
�
�

e
iS + e

�iS
�

;

(11)

whereS = ecB sin �

~

jx � x0jisthe changein gaugepoten-

tialassociated with interlayertransport.Thesum m ation

over�,thetwo Ferm isheetstheelectronsm oveson,can

be doneand sim pli�ed Thiscan be sim pli�ed to

1

2

X

�

e
i��(L + L

0
) =

2cosf4�sin[(ky � ky0)b=2]cos[(ky + ky0)b=2]g

� cosf4�sin[(ky � ky0)b=2]cos[(ky + ky0)b=2� q=2(x � x
0)]g

+ 2sinf4�sin[(ky � ky0)b=2]cos[(ky + ky0)b=2]g

� sinf4�sin[(ky � ky0)b=2]cos[(ky + ky0)b=2� q=2(x � x
0)]g:

Here,we introduce new variables,ky � ky0 = k� ,ky +

ky0 = k+ ,x � x0 = x� ,x + x0 = x+ ,y � y0 = y� ,and

y+ y0 = y+ . W e can then perform the integraloverx+
to giveLx,and the integralovery+ to giveLy.W e now

use the representation ofthe trigonom etric functions in

term sofBesselfunctions

cos[A cos(k+ b=2� �)]=

J0[A]+ 2

1X

k= 1

(� 1)kJ2k[A]cos[2k(k+ b=2� �)];

sin[A cos(k+ b=2� �)]=

2

1X

k= 0

(� 1)kJ2k+ 1[A]cos[(2k + 1)(k+ b=2� �)];

where Jl is a Besselfunction oforder l. The sum m a-

tion overk+ can now bedoneby transform ing itinto an

integraland weget

�zz =
4e2t2

?
c

~b

Z

dk�

Z

dx� e
�

jx � j

~ vF
�
cos

�
ecB sin�

~

jx� j

�

�

1X

l= 0

Jl

�

4�sin

�
k� b

2

��2

cos(lqx� )f(k� ); (12)

whereweintroduced the distribution function

f(k� )=

Z

dy� e
iy� k� j�(y� )j

2
; (13)

describingthespread (incoherence)in the(interchain)y-

direction. The �nalstep isthe integration in x� ,which
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givesusthe �nalexpression

�zz(�) = �0

1X

l= �1

�2

�2 + e2v2
F
B 2(blcos� � csin�)2

�

Z

dk� Jl

�

4�sin

�
k� b

2

��2

f(k� ); (14)

where we de�ned the conductivity in zero �eld, �0 �
8t

2

?
e
2
c

vF b�
. Eq.(14) is the m ain result ofthis paper. This

expression can be directly com pared with those derived

by otherauthorsforalternatetheories13,14.TheM A ap-

pearsaspeaksin �zz (dipsin theM R),when thedenom -

inatorhasa m inim a.Thiswilloccuratangleswhen

tan� =
b

c
l; (15)

i.e.,atthe M A.

Recallthatthefunction f(k� )indicatestheam ountof

incoherence in the y-direction. Ifwe have coherentpar-

ticlesin the y-direction,then,ky isalwaysconserved so

thatky0 = ky,and the distribution willbe a delta func-

tion f(k� )= �(k� ). The sum overthe Besselfunctions

collapsesto only the l= 0 term ,and the resultis

�zz(B ;�)= �0
�2

�2 + (ecvF B sin�)
2
: (16)

This agrees with the result from regular Boltzm ann

transporttheory37,and the M A e�ectsarenotseen.

If an incoherent term is present we will have som e

spread in k� . To illustrate this we use f(k� ) =

1p
2�k0

e
�

(k� )2

2k2
0 ,m eaning thatthe averaged m om entum in

the y-direction follow

h(ky � ky0)
2
i= k

2
0: (17)

f(k� )hasthe property thatitbecom esa delta function

ifk0 ! 0,i.e.,when thequasi-particlesin they-direction

are coherent. The m om entum in the x-direction iscon-

served,kx0 = kx. W e stress thatthe e�ects we are dis-

cussing arenotsensitiveto the particularform off(k� )

used,sinceitisan integrated quantity.k0bisa m easure

of how poorly the quasiparticle wave-vector is de�ned

in the interchain direction. The electrons are coherent

in the y-direction ofthe order ofk�10 ,m eaning that if,

say,k0b = 0:01,then the electrons are coherent on the

order of100 lattice constants in the y-direction. Thus,

a value used below k0b = 0:01 stillrepresentsvery well

de�ned quasiparticles. A typicalcurve for the angular

dependenceoftheinteralyerm agnetoresistanceisshown

in Fig.1.The valueofthe otherparam eters,!0

ty
and !0

�

are taken from typicalexperim entalvalues. The decay,

� = ~=�,com esfrom two experim entswherethescatter-

ing tim e hasbeen m easured by m agnetoresistance m ea-

surem entsand is� = 4:3psin Ref.38[(TM TSF)2ClO 4 at

T= 0.5K and am bient pressure] giving � = 0:15m eV,

and � = 6:3ps in Ref.39 [(TM TSF)2PF6 at T= 0.32K

and 8.2 kbar]giving � = 0:10m eV.The m agnetic fre-

quency, !0 = ebvF B , is given by the Ferm i velocity,

vF = 0:2M m /sin Ref.12,and isequalto 1.08m eV when

them agnetic�eld 7T and b= 7.711�A 38.Thehopping pa-

ram eterin they-direction,ty isgiven as31m eV in Ref.39

and Ref.12,but12m eV in Ref.38.In ournum ericalex-

am pleswe use: !0

�
= 10, !0

ty
= 0:1. The resultsare not

that strongly dependent on the choice ofthese values,

only theam plitudeoftheM A dipschange.Herewehave

to point out that according to the experim ents38 there

should be a dip when � = 90�,which is absent in our

theory (see Fig.1). This dip occurswhen B is parallel

to the layers,and is therefore not a M A,and can not

be described by our theory. As described in the intro-

duction,itm ay be connected with the proxim ity to the

superconducting stateforthein-planem agnetic�eld22.
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FIG .1: Interlayer m agnetoresistance as a function oftilt

angle,�,in the y � z-plane. Even for a very sm allincoher-

enthopping between thechainsofm oleculesthem agic angle

e�ectare clearly seen. The param eterk0b isa dim ensionless

param eterdescribing spread in thedistribution ofm om entum

astheparticletunnelsbetween thechains.k0b= 0 m eansfull

coherence,i.e.,a delta-function distribution ofky-values.The

m agnetic frequency,!0 = ebvF B ,is the frequency at which

theelectronstraversetheopen sheetsoftheFerm isurface.�
0

isthe resistivity in zero �eld,we used b = c and !0=� = 10.

W e also included,as a com parison,the result when no inco-

herence ispresent(k0b= 0),given by Eq.(16)in the text.

Note thatby com paring ourtheory to the one by O s-

ada14 (which assum esnon-interacting electrons)the in-

coherentterm in they-direction hasa sim ilare�ectasa

m agnetic�eld in the x-direction.In particularwe have

B x $
~k0

ec
; (18)

givingB x � 6:3T ifweusek0b= 0:01,.W eseethateven

a very sm allincoherent part,k0b = 0:01,corresponds

to a relatively large 
uctuating �eld in the x-direction
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B x � 6:3T. Thus,the largerthe incoherence is (larger

k0b)thelargerthe corresponding e�ective�eld in thex-

direction is,and the largerthe M A dipsin the M R are.

This is consistent with the experim entalresult by Lee

and Naughton39,wherean increasingx-com ponentofthe

m agnetic �eld increased the size ofthe M R oscillations

atthe M A.

III. ~B IN T H E (x;z)-P LA N E

Ifwe instead apply the m agnetic �eld in the (x;z)-

planethe vectorpotentialwillbe

~A = (0;xB z � zBx;0):

Thederivation isvery sim ilarto theonepresented above

with the only di�erence that the gauge potentialdoes

nothaveany com ponentdepending on jx � x0j,butnow

depends on y � y0 instead. The result is that the inte-

graloverx� issim pler,butthe integralovery� hasan

additionalfactor.Thisfactorcan be absorbed in the y�
integral,the �nalresultis

�zz(B ;�) = �0

1X

l= �1

Z

dk� Jl

�

4�sin

�
k� b

2

��2

�
�2

�2 + (evF blB z)
2
g(k� ); (19)

where

g(k� )=

Z

dy� e
iy� (k� � ecB x

~
)j�(y� )j

2 = f

�

k� �
ecB x

~

�

:

(20)

Theparam eter� is
2ty

ebvF B z
.Theso called Danner-K ang-

Chaikin oscillations38 areobserved provided that

ecB x

~

� k0; (21)

where k0b is the incoherence param eter. In Fig.2 we

com pare the resulting resistivity (1=�zz) from Eq.(19)

with an experim entalcurve38.W edid notadaptthepa-

ram eters to the experim ent,but just want to illustrate

that this type of oscillations do appear in the theory

presented. Note that we have used a sm aller value for

theincoherenceparam eterk0b= 0:001,com pared to the

valueused in Fig.1.Thisisjusti�ed by thefactthatthe

experim entwe com pare with isperform ed forthe ClO 4

com pound and theoscillationsin they� z-planearenot

asvisible9 asforthePF6 com pound indicating a sm aller

incoherencefactor.

IV . ~B IN T H E (x;y;z)-P LA N E

Com bining the resultsfrom the calculationsabove we

can get an expression for a �eld in a generaldirection,

-20 -10 0 10 20
θ (degree)

0

1

2

3

4

ρ zz
(θ

)/ρ
0

1T

3T

5T

8T

FIG .2: Interlayer m agnetoresistance as a function ofthe

m agnetic �eld direction in the x � z-plane. � is the angle

between the �eld and the z-axis. The upper panelshows a

num ericalcalculation ofthe so called D anner-K ang-Chaikin

oscillations38,from Eq.(19)in thetext.Thetheoreticalcurve

can becom pared with Fig.1 from Ref.38 shown in thelower

panel,with experim entsdoneon (TM TSF)2ClO 4 atam bient

pressure and T= 0.5K .The dip around zero degree below 3T

isdue to the sam ple becom ing superconducting.Note that�

denotesthe angle between the m agnetic �eld and the x-axis.

W e used b= c,k0b= 0:001,with !0=� = 10 and ! 0=ty = 0:1

atB = 7T.

(B x;B y;B z).W e get

�zz(�;�) = �0

1X

l= �1

�

�2 + e2v2
F
(blB z � cBy)

2

�

Z

dk� Jl

�

4�sin

�
k� b

2

��2

f

�

k� �
ecB x

~

�

;

(22)

note that � is a function ofB z. In Fig.3 we com pare

resultsfrom thisexpression with theexperim entalresults

ofLeeand Naughton39,by identifying theanglesde�ned

in Fig.3,asfollows,

8

<

:

B x = B cos� cos�

B y = B cos� sin�

B z = B sin�

; (23)
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where the de�nition of� and � followsRef.39,(see the

upperpanelin Fig.3).Astheangle� between the(x;y)-

plane and the direction ofthe �eld is increased,the os-

cillations startto appear. The sim ilarities to Fig. 4 in

Ref.39 are striking. Changing the param eters in the

m odeldoesnotchangethe generalfeaturesofthisplot.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In sum m arywehavepresented an explanation in term s

ofm any-body e�ects ofthe appearance ofm agic angle

e�ectsin the interlayerm agnetoresistance.The M A ap-

pearsnaturally from ,even a sm all,incoherentcontribu-

tion to theinter-chain hopping.Thehoppingin them ost

conducting direction is assum ed to be coherent,and in

the least conducting direction incoherent. M om entum

can changein thedirection between theone-dim ensional

chain of m olecules. This is described by a distribu-

tion function which iscentered around zero,letting m ost

quasi-particles retain their m om entum when hopping.

W eused an explicitform oftheinterlayerG reen function,

whichcan bedirectlyobservedin aangleresolvedphotoe-

m ission spectra. Unlike presentexplanations12,21,37,the

theory does not assum e any long distance hopping be-

tween non-adjacent quasi-one-dim ensionalm olecules in

di�erent layers,where the overlap is quite sm all, only

a nearestneighborinterlayeroverlap. The shape ofthe

Ferm isurfaceisnota�ected by theincoherence.Num er-

icalcalculationsproduce resultssim ilarto experim ental

results.
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FIG . 3: Interlayer m agnetoresistivity versus y � z-plane

angle, �, de�ned via tan� = sin�=tan� (see top �gure).

The m iddle panelshows the result from our num ericalcal-

culation ofconductivity using Eq.22. M odulations appear

at the m agic angles as the angle � is increased. W e used

b = 7:581�A and c = 13:264�A. The other param eters used

are k0b = 0:1,!0=� = 10 and ! 0=ty = 0:1. The theoreti-

calcurve can be com pared with Fig.4 from Ref.39 shown

in the lower panel. This is an experim entdone at 0.32K on


