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Spin-zero anom aly in the m agnetic quantum oscillations ofa tw o-dim ensionalm etal
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W e report on an anom alous behavior of the spin-splitting zeros in the de Haas{van Alphen

(dHvA) signalofa quasi-two-dim ensionalorganic superconductor. The zeros as wellas the an-

gular dependence ofthe am plitude ofthe second harm onic deviate rem arkably from the standard

Lifshitz{K osevich (LK )prediction. In contrast,the angulardependence ofthe fundam entaldHvA

am plitude aswellasthespin-splitting zerosoftheShubnikov{deHaassignalfollow theLK theory.

W ecan explain thisbehaviorby sm allchem ical-potentialoscillationsand �nd avery good agreem ent

between theory and experim ent. A detailed wave-shape analysis ofthe dHvA signalcorroborates

the existence ofan oscillating chem icalpotential.

PACS num bers:71.18.+ y,74.70.K n,72.15.G d

Forthree-dim ensional(3D)m etalsthewell-established

theory ofLifshitz and K osevich (LK ) [1]can com fort-

ably beutilized to obtain highly valuableband-structure

param eters [2]. The LK theory is wellproven and has

theadvantageofeasy applicability to theexperim entally

m easured m agnetic quantum oscillations. The situation

isconsiderably lessresolved fortwo-dim ensionalm etals.

Both analytical[3]aswellasnum erical[4]m odelshave

been developed which wereproven valid som ewhatlater

by experim ents(see [5,6]and referencestherein).How-

ever,in thesem odelsnotallaspectshavebeen taken into

account and they are not as easy applicable as the LK

theory. In addition,not allband-structure param eters

can beextracted satisfactorily from theexisting theories

leaving som eexperim entalfeaturesunexplained.

Prototypicalexam plesforwhich the fundam entalthe-

oretical predictions can be tested are the quasi-two-

dim ensional(2D) organic m etals based,e.g.,on the or-

ganic donorBEDT-TTF (= bisethylenedithio-tetrathia-

fulvalene or ET for short). The dHvA signalin these

layered m etalsisusually easy to detectand itism ostly

com prised by only a sm allnum berofoscillation frequen-

cies [7]. Consequently,the Ferm isurfacesare relatively

sim ple and in m ost cases highly two dim ensional,i.e.,

with negligible dispersion perpendicularto the conduct-

ing planes. Nevertheless,in dHvA signals only seldom

notabledeviationsfrom the 3D LK theory appeared [8].

Thisisrem arkably di�erentforthe organicsupercon-

ductor�00-(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3 which showsa

dHvA signalalm ostperfectly in line with thatexpected

for an ideal2D m etalwith �xed chem icalpotential[5].

However,som e questions rem ain. That is,in order to

�x the chem icalpotentialeither an usually large addi-

tionalelectronicdensityofstates(DO S),originatingfrom

a di�erentband,hasto beassum ed [5]orsom elocalized

states were proposed to be responsible [9]. In addition,

although the dHvA signalcould be described extraordi-

narily wellby theory [5]sm alldeviationsstillarevisible

(seeFig.2 below)[10].Here,weprovethislatterfeature

to be valid by carefuladditionalm easurem entsutilizing

them odulation-�eld technique.W e furtherreporton an

unusualangulardependenceofthespin-splitting zerosof

the second harm onic. As we willshow explicitly,both

e�ects re
ect the existence of sm alloscillations of the

chem icalpotential. Especially the spin-zero anom aly of

the second harm onic,therefore,o�ers a de�nite way to

validatethese oscillations.

W e discuss here results of dHvA experim ents that

have been described in detailpreviously [5,11]. Di�er-

ent high-quality �00-(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3 sin-

gle crystalshavebeen m easured by use ofa capacitance

cantilevertorquem eterdowntoabout0.4K aswellasuti-

lizing the m odulation-�eld technique down to � 30 m K .

The crystalswere grown by electrocrystallization atAr-

gonneNationalLaboratory [12].

For�00-(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3,thedHvA sig-

nalconsistsofonly onefrequency F = F0=cos(�),where

F0 = (198� 1)T isthedHvA frequency at� = 0,i.e.,for

m agnetic �eld applied perpendicular to the highly con-

ducting plane [5, 11]. O ne of the puzzling results we

discuss here,is the unusualangular dependence ofthe

second harm onic,A 2,ofthe dHvA signal(Fig.1) that

doesnotfollow thebehaviorpredicted by theLK theory

(dashedlinein Fig.1).O ntheotherhand,thefundam en-

talam plitude,A 1,iscom pletely in linewith expectation.

To be m oreprecise,the dHvA am plitudesin the 2D LK

theory aregiven by

A p = M
0
p
�1
R T (p)R D (p)R S(p); (1)

where the prefactor M 0 = eA

2�2
~

S("F )

m � is given by the

Ferm i-surfaceareaS("F )and thee�ectivecyclotronm ass

m �, e is the electron charge, A the sam ple area, p

countsthe harm onics,and R T (p),R D (p),R S(p)arethe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412202v1


2

0 30 60
Θ (deg)

0

20

40

60

A
1
 (

a
rb

. 
u
n
it
s
)

0

5

10

15

A
2
 (

a
rb

. 
u
n
it
s
)

β"-(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH2CF2SO3

dHvA data

FIG .1:Angulardependence ofthe fundam ental(A 1)and of

the second harm onic (A 2)ofthe dHvA signalof�
00
-(BED T-

TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3.Thesolid linesareobtained by useof

(8)and (9)assum ingan oscillating chem icalpotential.ForA 1

the sam e resultasin the LK theory isobtained.The dashed

line isthe behaviorofA 2 expected from the LK theory.

usualdam ping factors[2].Theterm dom inating the an-

gular dependence is the spin-splitting factor given by

R S(p) = cos[1
2
p�g(m �=m e)],where g is the electron g

factor and m e is the free-electron m ass. Since for the

present superconductor m �=m e = (2:0 � 0:1)=cos(�),

R S(p) repeatedly becom es zero for those angles where

thedHvA oscillationsofthespin-up and spin-down elec-

trons interfere destructively. This allows to determ ine

gm �=m e = (3:92 � 0:01)=cos(�) from the vanishing of

A 1 quite accurately. The com plete angulardependence

ofA 1 ofthetorquesignal[13]can bewelldescribed with

aDingletem peratureTD = 0:85K forthepresentsam ple

attem peratureT = 0:4K and m agnetic�eld B = 14:7T

(solid line in the lowerpanelofFig.1).

In spiteofthissuccessfulapplication ofthe2D LK the-

ory forA 1 itfailsclearly to describe the angulardepen-

dence ofA 2 (dashed line in Fig.1).Especially the spin-

splitting zerosofA 2 areexpected atconsiderably di�er-

entpositions. O bviously,som e ofthe assum ptionsused

in the derivation ofthe 2D LK theory are not justi�ed

forthe 2D m etalinvestigated here. Indeed,ithasbeen

predicted thatfor2D m etalsthe spin factorR S(2)m ay

deviate strongly from the LK behavior[14]. Depending

on thebackground DO S,i.e.,theam plitudeofchem ical-

potentialoscillation,A 2 should vanish atshifted angular

positions. The predicted shift is,however,opposite to

what we observe experim entally. That is,according to

[14]the �rst zero ofA 2 should occur at sm aller angle

than given by theLK theory (dashed linein Fig.1),the

second zero athigherangleand so forth.

Itistherefore worthwhile to look foranothertheoret-

icalexplanation. As was shown previously,the oscilla-

tionsofthe m agnetization in 2D layered conductorsand

the oscillations ofthe chem icalpotentialare closely re-

lated and m athem atically described by sim ilar(butnot

identical)series[15]. The oscillating partofthe m agne-

tization can be written as[16]

~M = M
0
Im

1
X

p= 1

(� 1)p

p
exp

�

2�ip

�

F

B
+

~�

~!c

��

R̂(p);

(2)

with F = S("F )=(2�e~),the cyclotron frequency !c =

eB =m �,and R̂(p)= I(p)R T (p)R S(p)R D (p). The factor

I(p)takesaccountofinterlayerelectron-hopping e�ects

which are beyond the LK theory [17]. The oscillating

partofthe chem icalpotential,~� = � � "F ,isgiven by

~� = ~!cIm

1
X

p= 1

(� 1)p

�p
exp

�

2�ip

�

F

B
+

~�

~!c

��

R̂(p): (3)

Theconsequencesof~� 6= 0can berealized by considering

the oscillating correction to � in lowestorder

� = "F � �sin

�

2�
F

B

�

: (4)

W e assum e here that � = ~!cR̂(1)=� � 1 is a sm all

realparam eter.Using the notationszp = 2�pF=B ,�p =

2�p�=~!c,and the identity

exp(� i�p sinz1)=

1
X

n= �1

(� 1)
n
Jn(�p)exp(izn); (5)

where Jn(�p) is the Besselfunction ofordern,one can

writethe m agnetization (2)in the standard form

~M =

1
X

n= 1

A n sin

�

2�n
F

B

�

: (6)

Theam plitudesofthe harm onicsaregiven by

A n = M
0

1
X

p= 1

(� 1)p

p
R̂(p)[Jp+ n(�p)� Jp�n (�p)]: (7)

The am plitudesA n are,therefore,weighted sum softhe

term s R̂(p). Contrary to the LK theory the latterterm

containstheadditionalfactorI(p)thattakesintoaccount

such e�ects asinterlayerhopping [15,17]orthe disper-

sion ofm agnetic-breakdown bands[18].(For�00-(BEDT-

TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3 m agneticbreakdown isirrelevant

as shown by m easurem ents up to 60 T [19].) Im por-

tant consequences of(7) are deviations from the usual

LK tem perature and m agnetic-�eld dependences. This

isrealized,e.g.,in thee�ectivem asseswhich apparently

becom esm allerforeach higherharm onicwhen extracted

by use ofthe LK form ula [2]. In the present case,an

apparente�ectivem assofonly about1.5 m e isobtained

forthe second harm onic.
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FIG .2:Com parison ofthe m easured dHvA data (open sym -

bols) with the calculated signals for a 2D m etalwith �xed

num ber ofcharge carriers (dashed line) and for a 2D m etal

with �xed chem icalpotential(solid line).

W hat is ofim portance here,is that the angular de-

pendence, i.e., the spin-zero positions also di�er from

those predicted in the LK approach. To show this in

m oredetailweconsiderthefundam entaland second har-

m onicwhich can becom pared to theexperim entaldata.

Since we assum e � � 1,also �1 and �2 are sm allpa-

ram eters. Accordingly,the relevant Besselfunctions in

(7) can be approxim ated as J0(�1) � J0(�2) � 1 and

J1(�1)� �1=2 = R̂(1)resulting in

A 1 = M
0
R̂(1); (8)

A 2 = � M
0
[
1

2
R̂(2)+ R̂(1)

2
]: (9)

For a weakly oscillating chem icalpotential,therefore,

theam plitudeofthefundam entalbasically rem ainsiden-

ticalto the LK prediction,whereasA 2 becom esa linear

com bination ofthedam ping factorsforp = 1 and p = 2.

Consequently,carehastobetakenwhenextractingband-

structure param eters from the second harm onic. Be-

sides the m odi�ed tem perature dependence (leading to

the above m entioned apparent e�ective-m ass peculiari-

ties),an unusualangulardependence ofA 2 with shifted

spin-splitting zerosresults.Thelatteraredeterm ined by

[1
2
R̂(2)+ R̂(1)2]= 0. W ith R D (1)

2 = R D (2)and R S(p)

asstated above,the spin-splitting zerosaregiven by

cos

�

�gm �

m e

�

I(2)+ 2cos
2

�

�gm �

2m e

�

R 2
T (1)

R T (2)
I
2
(1)= 0:

(10)

Thus,the zerosare shifted ascom pared to the LK the-

ory wherethesecond term isabsent.Theshiftisa weak

function oftem peratureand m agnetic�eld caused by the

factorsR T (p)and I(p)=
R

g(")exp(2�ip"=~!c)d". The

layer-stacking factor for a sim ple cosine-like interlayer

dispersion can be written as I(p) = J0(
4�tp

~!c

),where t

is the interlayer-hopping integral. For the present 2D
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FIG .3:Com parison ofm odulation-�eld dHvA data with the

second derivative ofm agnetization data tim es B
4
m easured

by the torque m ethod.The insetshowsthe m odulation-�eld

datain com parison to theexpected signalfora 2D m etalwith

�xed chem icalpotential.

superconductor there is no detectable dispersion across

thelayersand theDO S g(")associated with theelectron

hoppingbetween thelayersisunknown [20].Nonetheless,

because the hopping integralis very sm allcom pared to

~!c,I(p)m ay be approxim ated by 1.

The excellent agreem ent between our theory and ex-

perim entisevidentfrom Fig.1 where we used Eqs.(8)

and (9)to obtain the solid lines. Since allexperim ental

param eters,m �,T,B ,and TD ,are wellknown there is

no freeparam eterexceptforsim ple scaling factors.

Thisresultim pliesthataweak oscillation ofthechem -

icalpotentialexists.Indeed,when analyzingin detailthe

experim entaldHvA waveshapesm alldeviationsfrom the

2D LK behaviorfor �xed chem icalpotentialcan be re-

solved. In Fig.2 it is obvious that the observed steep

increase ofthe dHvA signalcannot be described satis-

factorily by the theoretical2D LK behavior (solid line

in Fig.2). This corroborates the notion ofan oscillat-

ing chem icalpotential. This oscillation,however,m ust

be di�erentfrom the usually predicted sawtooth-like2D

behavior[3]asvisualized by the dashed line in Fig.2.

Since possible artifacts, such as torque interaction,

m ightobscurethedHvA signalwechecked thevalidity of

ourtorque resultby com paring itwith m odulation-�eld

data (Fig.3). Fora m odulation-�eld am plitude nottoo

large and signaldetection on the second harm onic,the

m odulation-�eld data areapproxim ately proportionalto

the second derivative ofthe m agnetization with respect

toB tim esB 4 [2].Theexcellentagreem entbetween both

signals is evident [21]. This provesthe validity ofboth

experim entaldata and veri�esthedeviation from the2D

LK behavior as real. Indeed, for the m odulation-�eld

data the deviation appearseven m ore pronounced since

the second derivativeofM isanalyzed (insetofFig.3).

Consequently,these resultssubstantiate the existence
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FIG .4:Angulardependenceofthefundam ental(A 1)and the

second harm onic(A 2)oftheSdH signal.Thesolid linesshow

the expected behavioraccording to the 2D LK theory.

ofan oscillating chem icalpotential. This oscillation is

sm all, as assum ed and realized by the m inute wave-

shape e�ects,butm ustbe m oreelaboratethan the sim -

ple lowest-order sinusoidalwaveform considered in (4).

Q ualitatively,the waveform of~� m ustbe fast changing

forrisingM and slowly varyingfordecreasingM ,sim ilar

asvisualized in Fig.1ofRef.[4]foran alm ost�xed chem -

icalpotential.Indeed,theactual�eld dependenceofthe

chem ical-potentialoscillations m ight be extractable by

an iterative�tting procedureusing Eqs.(2)and (3).

The �nalstrong argum ent in favor for an oscillating

chem icalpotentialistheabsenceofany anom alousshifts

of the spin-splitting zeros in the SdH signal (Fig. 4).

Here, for the sam e param eters,T, B , and TD , as for

thedHvA data in Fig.1,the2D LK theory describesthe

angulardependencesoftheSdH am plitudesverywell(ex-

ceptforsom e A 2 pointsclose to � = 0). In particular,

the zerosofthe second harm oniclie exactly atthe posi-

tionsexpected fora m etalwith �xed chem icalpotential.

O bviously,the electricalleads,necessary for m easuring

the SdH signal,actasa charge-carrierreservoirleading

toaconstantchem icalpotential.Itisnoteworthythatfor

an (even with sm allam plitude)oscillating chem icalpo-

tentialofinverse-sawtooth shape splitpeaksin the SdH

signalshould occur [22]. In line with a �xed chem ical

potentialforelectrical-transportm easurem ents,however,

such splitpeaksdo notoccurin ourSdH m easurem ents.

In conclusion, we observed and explained quantita-

tively an anom alous angular dependence of the dHvA

signalin a 2D m etal.Thisisshown to beagenuinee�ect

ofthetwo dim ensionality thatcan beutilized asa direct

proofforan oscillatingchem icalpotential.In thepresent

case these oscillationsare very sm allbutdirectly visible

in the detailed dHvA wave shape. In SdH experim ents,

no chem ical-potentialoscillations are detected which in

turn m eansthatchargeoscillatesintoand outofthesam -

ple during a SdH period.
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