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A bstract

T he paper, not pretending for a com plete and detailed review , is in—
tended m ainly for a wide com m uniy ofphysicists, not only soecialists
In thisparticular sub £ct. T he authorgives a physicalpicture ofthe pe-
riodic em ergence of instabilities and wellknown diam agnetic dom ains
(Condon dom ains) in metals resulting from the strong de Haaswvan
A Iphen e ect. The m ost signi cant experim ents on observation and
study of the dom ain state in m etals are described. In particular, the
recent achievem ents in this area using m uon spin rotation ,aswellas
the am azing phenom enon of \supersofiness" observed in the m agne—
tostriction experim ents, are presented. N ovel, not previously discussed
features ofthe phenom enon related to them etalcom pressibility are en—
lightened.

T he paper is based on lctures given by the author at E cole D oc—
torale de Physique (graduate school of physics) in G renocbl France)
during a stay w ith Institut N ationalP oltechnique de G rencoble.

PACS:75454 371.70D 3 75.60 4

A ctually, the title contains no contradiction. The term \non-m agnetic"
is to em phasize the absence of a connection between the phenom ena to be
discussed and them agneticm om ents ofatom s causing such wellknow n m ag—
netic phenom ena as para— ferro—and antiferrom agnetism , m agnetic dom ains,
etc. Wewilldealw ith sin ple m etals w ith a zero atom ic m agnetic m om ent
w here unrestricted m otion of conduction or free electrons is the only source
ofm agnetisn . The m otion of free electrons in a m agnetic eld is known to


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505415v1

be circular, due to the Lorentz foroe; the projction of electron tra fctory
onto a plane nom alto them agnetic eld, form s a closed Lamm or orbit, and
this orbital, diam agnetic m otion (shce the sign of Lam or orbit m agnetic
m om ent is always negative) causes a peculiarm agnetization ofa m etalw ith
form ation of diam agnetic dom ains. Its peculiarity consists in the fact that
this m agnetization, known as the de Haas { van A Iphen (dHVA) e ect, oc—
curs In allm etals but only at very low tem perature, very high uniform ity
of a Birly strong m agnetic eld, and very high quality of a m etallic singke
crystal. M oreover, for observation of diam agnetic dom ains, rst predicted
by JH .Condon [1], all these conditions becom e m ore severe.

At rst glance, the above contains som e hidden contradiction. Indeed,
the Lamm or orbit is diam agnetic at any tem perature so that the lower is the
m agnetic eld, the higher is its negative m agnetic m om ent, while the eld
uniform ity seem s to be irrelevant at all. On the other hand, the m agnetic

eld only bends the tra fctory of an electron, not changing its energy. From

this chssical point of view , if the electron energy does not change In the
m agnetic eld, it is senseless tom agnetize only Increasing the energy in vain.
Tt is just the case, and the contradiction w ith negative m agnetic m om ents of
Lam ororbishasa very sin pk explanation. T he case isthat sin ultaneously
w ith the high diam agnetic m om ent caused by electron rotation in the bulk
ofm etal, som e part of electrons, which are closer to the m etal surface than
the Lam or diam eter, can no longer form a closed orbit, running into the
surface. These elctrons, bouncing from the surface, m ove on average in
the opposite direction yielding a positive m agnetic m om ent, and create a
param agnetic e ect, exactly com pensating the diam agnetism of all intermal
ekctrons. W e w ill try to dem onstrate this resul In a sim plest way.

Let us consider a plane containing electrons w ith the surface density N
rotating In a m agnetic eld along the circular orbits of the radiusR = v /! .
H ere vis the constant velocity of electrons and ! is the cyclotron frequency.
W e cut now a square ofthe sizea R . The total diam agnetic m om ent of
all electrons in the square is

M _= 1=cN a®J,So:

Here c is the light velocity, J, = !e/2 isthe current of one electron on the
Lam or orbit, S = R? isthe orbi are.
Thuswe have
M _= 1=2N a’! eR?:

T he com pensating param agnetic m om ent is the resul of electron’s m oving
along edge cutting orbits. A 1l orbits, that have a distance y between their



Figure 1: Cutting of Lam or orbis at the sampl edge. Here, R is the
Lam or orbit radius, y is the distance from orbit centers to the sam ple edge,
L is the length of charge transfer for a given orbit along the edge.

Figure 2: M ore detailed picture of a cutting orbit.

center and the cutting lne Jj< R (see Fig. 1), are cut and hence the
num ber of cutting circles n is

n= 4a2RN = 8N aR:

T he average value Lo, ofthe shift L (y) we nd (seeFig. 2) as

Replacingy= Roos ,dy = Rsin d andL (y) = 2R sin , we ocbtain

Z Z
Lav=i 2R%sin®> d =R sn® d
2R 0
On the interval 0, )
Z Z
sin® d cog d ; so that L4y
0 0



Figure 3: Two symm etrical orbits w ith the sam e L, situated \inside" and
\outside" ofa sam ple.

W e nd now the average velociy of electrons along the edge v, by com —
bining the two cutting orbitsoflength and 2 (seeFig. 3). They both
have the sam e value of shift I. and whole tin e ofm oving on them is exactly
the period T = 2 =!: So, the velocity v=2L=T and the average velociy is

Vay = 2Lay=T = !R=2:

Thus, an average electron tums around the whole edge for the tine t =
4a=v,,= 8a=! R and the current of one electron ise=t = e!R=8a. Now we
have to rem em ber that the number of cutting circles is n and every circle
before cutting contains only one electron. O f course, the electron after
cutting can nd iself etther inside or outside cutting line. Since the num ber
of electrons is very high, the probability for electron to put itself inside the
cutting line, ie., In our square, is exactly one half. So, we have the num ber
of skipping electrons exactly n=2, the w hole param agnetic current is
ne

I 1N IR?
= —=-Ne!R%;
2t 2 !

M, = 1=2N aze!RZ;

and
M+=M_:

T herefore, non-m agneticm aterials should rem ain com pletely non-m agne—
tic. Ik was, however, found long ago that a number of them , particularly
bign uth, graphie, and som e other, dem onstrate a noticeable diam agnetisn .
It m eans that In those m etals m agnetic eld can by som e m eans Increase
the electron energy. But how can it be done?

L D .Landau was the rst who considered this problem from the quan-—
tum , or wave, m echanical point of view . From this point, a free m oving



particle can be associated wih som e xed wavelength (de B roglie wave—
length) inversely proportional to the particle m om entum . It is clear that for
a free particle m otion, , aswellas the particle m om entum and energy, can
by, In general, arbirary. However, if the m otion is con ned by a so-called
potential box, then, roughly speaking, an integer num ber of wavelengths
must be kept within a box. This means that can no longer be an ar-
birary, continuously varying param eter. Respectively, the particle energy
can also change only by xed portions, quanta. O f course, a piece of m etal
also represents a potentialbox for conduction electrons m oving In it but is
din ensions are, as a rule, so large that none of the electrons can cross it or
its \free life", or relaxation tine , which is the period between collisions
w ith defects or In purities, Inevitably present even In a very purem etal. For
this reason, we can for sure neglect the size quantization. At the sam e tin g,
the size ofa Lam or orbi, inversely proportionalto them agnetic eld, is, as
a rule, essentially less than din ensions ofa realm etallic sam ple, so that the
probability of In puriy or defect scattering at this orbit In a good sam ple
is Birly low, especially in high m agnetic elds. In other words, In this case
the relaxation tine  ismuch m ore than the period of Lam or orbit 2 /!,
ie. ! 1, and the electron m otion at this orbit can be considered as a
closed, nite one.

Thisapproach brought L D .Landau in 1930 R]to the idea ofequidistant,
the socalled Landau kevels. In the standard electron energy vs m om entum
dependence

_ 1t o1 o 2 2
E—EP—E(PX"'IDY"’?Z),

the energy is a continuous function of any profction of the m om entum g.
In them agnetic eld H , i can be presented in the form

1,2, 2
B =2 ® f )

where p; and pq are, respectively, nom al and parallel progctions of the
m om entum g on them agnetic eld direction. Instead of it, Landau obtained
a principally new resul:

E + e TP
= n —_ ~1 [
om Ta
Heren isan integer acquiring the values0,1, 2, ...up to a som em axin al
one, ~ is the P lanck’s constant divided by 2 ;! = eH =m c is the cyclotron

frequency, that is the frequency of electron rotation In a m agnetic eld, m



is the electron m ass, and c is the light velocity. In this case, the energy

of electrons m oving along closed orbits In the plane perpendicular to the

m agnetic eld directions, can no longer change continuously. It changes by
xed portions, quanta, which m agnitude ~! is proportional to the m agnetic
eld strength. It is essential that the m Inin al electron energy begins not

from zero but ~!=2. At the sam e tin g, electron m otion along the m agnetic
eld ram ains unchanged.

Landau showed that the total energy of such quantized electron gas
exceeds its classical value by a correction proportional to H 2, resulting in
a negative m agnetization, lnear n m agnetic eld, and thus explaining the
diam agnetisn of free electrons. Besides this result, Landau found that for
them agnetic eld values large enough com pared w ith the tem perature, ie. if

~! kT 1)

(k is the Boltzm ann constant), the eld dependence of m agnetic m om ents
beocom es essentially non-linear. The m agnetic m om ent vs eld dependence
aocquiresa \fast periodicity", orm agnetization oscillations. In essence, it was
a prediction ofa new phenom enon. Unfortunately, at that tin e no ideasexist
of a great variety of the Fem i surface shapes and sizes In m etals, and the
free electron m odelLandau based on, yielded extram ely high requirem entsto
the m agniude and uniform ity ofm agnetic eld, practically unachievabl at
that tim e, and he expressed a doubt conceming feasibility of experin ental
observation of this e ect. Neverthelss, eld oscillations of the m agnetic
m om ent w ith the period inversely proportional to the m agnetic eld, were
soon discovered In bisn uth by de H aas and van A Iphen [3]and got the nam e
ofde Haas —van A Iphen (dHVA) e ect.

Later, the dHVA e ect was ocbserved in other m etals as well but the
oscillations were seen only in high quality singlke crystals and at very low
tem peratures. The oscillation am plitude dropped fast even at sm all tem -
perature increase. The period of oscillations appeared to vary widely in
di erent m etals w ith the di erence reaching several orders of m agniude.
In som e m etals several periods were cbserved aln ost sin ultaneously (see
Fig. 4), and the value of periods depended, as a rule, on the crystal orien—
tation related to the m agnetic eld direction. It is not surprised that for a
rather long tin e the m agnetization oscillations were not directly associated
w ith the Landau’s prediction.

Such a versatility of experin ental resultsm anaged to be understood only
later, on the base ofthe LAKP (IM .Lifshits,M Ya. A zbel, M I.K aganov,
V G . Peschanskii) theory describing versatility of the Fem i surface shapes



Figure 4: Exampl of dHVA oscilations with two frequencies In Inverse
m agnetic eld. The an all period is about 10 tin es am aller than big one.

and sizes. In 1952 L. O nsager dem onstrated rst #] that the constant pe-
riod ofm agnetization oscillations as a function of Inverse m agnetic eld, is
Inversely proportional to the area A of extram al cross-section of the Fem 1
surface by a plane perpendicular to them agnetic eld direction (seeFig.5).
The bigger is the area A ; the \faster" the m agnetization oscillates. For
instance, the dH VA from a Fem i surface like the dum bbellw ith two cross—
sections is shown on Fig. 4. The inverse period { m agnetic frequency { is
given by the O nsager relation
A
F=—":3
2 e
Eventually, in 1955, IM .Lifshitsand A M .K osevich [B]developed the theory
of m etal m agnetization (LK -theory). The authors advanced much further
than Landau, obtaining a result adequate forany m etalw ith arbitrary Ferm i
surface at arbitrary tem perature, which, for the free electron m odel, natu—
rally coincided w ith that of Landau. However, only due to the LK theory
it becam e clear w hy the Landau diam agnetism m ight m e anom alously large
In several and why it is practically independent of tem perature.
Progress In theory served as a kind of In pact for an unprecedented

grow th in the num ber of experin ental nvestigations of m etals iIn m agnetic

eld at low tem perature [6]. The m easurem ents of m agnetization oscilla—
tions have becom e one of the basic m ethods to study Ferm isurface. D uring
one decade, an enom ous num ber ofworkswas done and foralloralm ost all
m etals, at keast those or which high qualiy single crystals could be grown,
Ferm isurfaces were \decoded". And Just here we are eventually approach-—
Ing them ain sub Fct of this paper. It appears that in portance of the dH vA
e ect is not restricted to its \bene ts" in the Femn i surface decoding. The
oscillating eld dependence of the energy of m etals In m agnetic eld is the



Figure 5: D i erent shapes of Ferm i surfaces (schem atically): spherical, long
ellipsoid, dum bbell. The extrem albel is shown. The wider is a belt, the
stronge is an oscillating contrbution In energy and, consequently, dHvA
am pliude.

base of som e ram arkable low ~tem perature phenom ena being of ndependent
Interest. T he form ation of diam agnetic dom ains is de nitely one of them .

So, ket the form ation of Landau lkevels in extemaluniform m agnetic eld
H cause In a m etallic sam ple som e oscillating addiion ® to the energy and,
respectively, oscillating m agnetization (the dHvVA e ect). Thism eans that
them agnetic eld inside the sam ple, orm agnetic induction B , di ers slightly
from the external eld H . It is this di erence

B H=4M

w hich does represent the oscillating m agnetic m om ent. T hus, besides ¥, we
should also bear in m ind the energy of excess m agnetic eld B H in the
sam ple. Taking for sim plicity our sam ple in the form of a long cylinder
parallel to them agnetic eld, we can w rite the totalenergy change perunit
volum e as the sum

Lt B HYF=8 : @)

Since W is determm ined by the m agnetic eld B acting on electrons, and
oscillates In this eld, i is evident that B w ill change relative to H always



tow ards the nearest m inimnum of ®. T he exact value of B is cbtained from
the obligatory condition for this sum to acquire itsm inin al possible value,
w hich requires vanishing is B derivative. It m eans that

@ B H
@B 4
or
@IL
B=H 4 — H+4M;
@B
w hich gives us the expression for them agneticmomentM B ) @ =@B .

T he energy " is described by the exact LK form ula, which takes into account
both tem perature and the Fem i surface shape but is very cumbersom e.
W e take the sin plest approxin ation for ¥, su cient or understanding the
reasons of the phenom enon describbed, nam ely,

W= acos ;

w ith the phase
"'=2 F=B: (3)

H ere the am plitude a isgovermed by various experin ental conditionsw hereas
the m agnetic frequency F is directly proportionalto the area A of extrem al
Ferm i surface cross-section for the given metal (see Fig. 5), as m entioned
above, represents O nsager relation

F =cA=2 e:

It iseasy to see that ifa 1, the di erence between B and H is negligbly
an all as com pared to the oscillation period, that is the phase / rem ains
practically unchanged at the replacem ent of B by H It seem s evident that
In this case the rst derivative of ®* —the magnetic moment M - and is
second derivative { the di erential susceptibility

= dM=dH = 5 = @M =@H  @"=@B?>

m ust have the sine or cosine shape as functions of the m agnetic eld. This
m eans that the experim entally measured M H ) and #H ) dependencesw ill
have the sam e shape. This requirem ent is usually il lled but under som e
conditions it m ight be de nitely not the case, which is very im portant for
the dom ain form ation.

From the expression for a phase (3) we have



I
N

and for ’

H 2
T
Here H is the applied m agnetic eld, and negative sign show s the phase
Increase wih inverse eld. Note that this expression is insensitive to the
di erence B H that appears and disappears periodically and always van—
ishesat ' =2 n. So, one can already see that the \period" of oscillations in
direct m agnetic eld H decreases quadratically w ith the m agnetic eld.
This m eans that oscillations becom e very \fast" at ow eld with a corre-
soonding increase of the eld derivatives and the di erential susogptibbility
p Increasing, as a m atter of fact, w ithout 1im i. O foourse, it ispossbl if
and as long as the value of ! ram ains exceeding one w ith the decrease of
m agnetic eld, that is electrons still can perform m ore than one rotation in
m agnetic eld. Let us ook at consequences of such susceptibbility grow th.
In the case considered, the eld-induced change In m agnetic induction w ill
be essentially di erent depending on the sign of gy . Indeed, this change

H =

B= H+4 M=H+%B H+4p5 B;

ie.

QH 1 4 5
or

4 =74 B :

1 4 3
From this it follow s that if the absolute value of p grow s, the denom inator
increases, @B=@H ! 0 and 4 ! 1 for negative g, whik for positive
g the denom inator vanishes and at 5 ! 1/4 @B=QH ! 1 , so that

the sam ple induction has to increase lke a jymp. As a resul, instead of
a sine-lke (ham onic) signal, the follow ng picture should be cbserved in
dHVA experin ents. In the vicinity ofa m nimum of %, where 5 < 0, B
rem ains practically unchanged over aln ost all period, and 4 M M,
and 4 = 1 (@Imost as in a \superconductor"). But in the vicinity of a
maximum of% where 3 ispositive, the induction B and, hence 4 M ,

ncrease stepw ise by B approxin ately equal to the oscillation period
(see F'g. 6), as soon as

10



Figure 6: Transform ation of the shape of dH VA signal y (x) when passing
from M B) toM #H ). In the kft panel, the x-axis represents the m agnetic

eld inside of a sam pl, ie. the Induction B . In the right panel, the x-axis
represents the applied m agnetic eld H , reproducing a realm agnetization
m easuram ent. In both pictures, the curvesy (x) are shown (from up to down)
for ncreasing of a: a l;a=1land a 1, (@ can increase, for instance,
w ith tem perature decrease). W ith this transform ation, every point of the
Eft curves is shifted by the value of is respective y-ocoordinate either to the
kft (v > 0) or to the right (y < 0), according to H = B 4 M B). The
m ost upper curve aln ost does not change w ith this transition. Note the
Jmps y= B on the lower right curve.

B 1=4 : 4)

Such a saw-toothed M #H ) dependence with alm ost vertical lnduction
stepswas rst observed by D . Shoenberg In the noblem etal sam ples [6]. A s
we see, m etals in m agnetic eld dem onstrate quite a \reasonable" behavior:
the sam ple induction B changes In such a m anner that the energy stays
m axim ally Jong near itsm inin alvalie while the high energy intervals B

(strictly speaking, these are the regions of absolute nstability) are jum ped
over (seeFig. 7).

By now, one can already \guess" @llofusare slow on the uptake) that
the choice of som e other geom etry ofexperin ent, say, by using a planar sam —
pknom alto the eld, rather than a cylinderparallel to i, m ight provoke a
di erent scenario of events. Indeed, In the planar geom etry w ith all sam plke
din ensions considerably exceeding its thickness, the com pulsory continuity
of the nom al com ponent of B results in the requirem ent

B=H )

SihceH vardes continuously, therefore in this geom etry ofexperin ent any
Jmp In B cannot exist In principle. It means, in tum, that the above—

11



Figure 7: On the right: B #H ) dependence in a long sam plk ory (x) given
by the Iower right curve ofFig. 6. ThediagonalB = H crosses the curve at
M = 0. The function ®*(B ) is shown at the left. T he regions of high energy
(@bsolute Instability) are absent in the sam pl asthey \jimp" by B .

m entioned \reasonable" behavior of m etal cannot presum ably be realized:
the nduction m ust acquire all consecutive valies near the energy m axin um ,
which isde niely unfavorable. T his iswhat to think about. Looking ahead,
we declare at once that, thanks to dom ains, a m etal m anages to behave
\reasonably" and rush an unfavorable region B by in this case as well
N evertheless, several years had passed until C ondon form ulated the idea of
dom ain form ation [L].

Tt is to be said that this idea was preceded and, to som e extent, stin —
ulated by num erous experin ents w ith beryllim single crystals. The Ferm i
surface ofthism etalcontains the so-called \cigars" w ith the shape quite sim —
ilar to a Jong cylinder. That is why in thism etal am plitudes of the dH vA
and other e ects In m agnetic eld are very high. Besides dH vA , w here the
above-m entioned stepw ise behavior ofm agnetic m om ent is welkpronounced,
m any other e ects, ncluding the transversal m agnetoresistance, were m ea—
sured. Very large am plitude of these oscillations is a speci ¢ feature of the
berylliim Fem isurface. It isessentialthat what ism easured, isa long strip
or a rod perpendicularto the extermalm agnetic eld. T hat is, absolutely un-—
usualm agnetic eld dependence of the am plitude of these oscillations could
be explained only by the dom ain form ation in a sam ple, or, In other words,
breaking it up Into areas of di erent m agnetization.

To understand it better, ket us appeal to a graphical presentation of

12



Figure 8: The energy variation as a function of B is shown for a small
region slightly larger than one period of oscillating function ®. T he extemal
m agnetic eld H ( ischosen to beexactly at them axin um of®. Theparabola
n represents the variation ofthem agnetization energy fora very long sam ple
In applied m agnetic eld H (. The upper curve show s the sum "+ ™. thas
minina at B; and B,. The energy of a platelke sam pl wih dom ains is

show n by the dashed line.

13



the full energy change () depending on the m agnetic eld In the sampl,
that ison B. The graph Fig. 8) shows a an all region of the variations
of B in the viciniy of a given extermalm agnetic eld H o, that is exactly
corresponds to an Inm ediate m axinum of the oscillating function ®. The
parabola "= B Hp)?=8 depicts the second term i (2), that is the
m agnetization current energy caused by thedi erence B Hy ) ha sample.
W e aem phasize that for the tin e being we are dealing again wih a long
sam ple oriented along them agnetic eld. T he upper curve show s W+ " _the
totalenergy (2). Our gure corresoonds to the situation when the curvature
of parabola is ocbviously lss than the curvature of * In a m axin um , so that
the condition (4) is satis ed. Only in this case the sum %+ ™ has two
symm etric m Inin a in the points B, and B,. (In the opposite case, when
4 < 1, the curve ®* + ™ has always only onem inimum ). Let us rem ind
that we have chosen H g exactly In them axin um and hence the energies In
these m Inin a coincide. O f course, if one shifts an applied m agnetic eld H
slightly left of H o, wih a sin ultaneous shift of the parabola A", then %+ "
w illbecom e slightly warped, w ith energy in them Ininum B becom ing less
than In By. A sin ilar right shift will cause an opposite kind of warping
and lowering them Ininum B, below B;. Since the state ofa m etal always
correspondstom Inin alenergy, as soon as the extemal eld crosses the point
H = H g, the sam plem agnetic induction jum psfrom B to B, . The negative
m agnetization B, Hp =4 M at this point w ill, respectively, change Into
the positive oneB, Hg= 4 M ,, In otherwords, the sam pl jum ps from a
dia—to a param agnetic state.

Now we look at the dom ain formm ation in this picture Fig. 8). To
do i, we take the sam e crystal w ith the sam e crystallographic orientation
related to the m agnetic eld, that is kave " unchanged, but reshape the
sam ple transform ing it nto a large thin plate perpendicular to the eld, so
that, w ith the wellknow n boundary condition, equality (5) mustbe fiil lled
everyw here. This m eans B H = 0, allow ing us to rem ove m entally the
parabola ", Asaresult, thesum %+ " (2) sin ply coincidesnow w ith ®. By
com paring this resul w ith the previous one, that isw ith the curve %+ ™ on
the gure, we see that over a Jarge range ofm agnetic elds in the vicinity of
H o, the energy ofm etalbecom es considerably higher than them inim alvalue
realized n a thin sam ple. Thisexceeding ism axin alat H = H g being equal
to ". The question is if i is possble to reduce the energy by dividing our
plate into a set of thin regions { \dom ains". Let their length, which is the
plate thickness, be m uch larger than the \dom ain" thickness, in which case
the cross-section of such a \dom ain" looks sin ilar to that for a solitary long
sam ple ordented along the eld. That iswhy we can apply the formula 2)

14



Figure 9: Scheam atic picture of the dom ain structure n a plate-lke sam ple.
In reality, the period of the structure ism uch am aller than the thickness d.
T he arrow s show directions of m agnetization in phases 1 and 2.

that is the curve ®+ " freach of them . Ifwe now break them up Into two
sorts w ith the induction values B, and B, and m ix carefully to m ake these
sorts altemating everyw here, then these dom ains @lready w ithout quotation
m arks) will represent what is called Condon’s dom ains. Since dom ain size
and number are for both sorts equal, n each sam pk region much larger
than the dom ain size the average lnduction rem ains equalto H o, that is the
condition (5) is now satis ed on average throughout the whole sam ple. In
each dom ain the energy (2) corresoonds to a m inim um , which m eans that
for the whole plate the energy gain willbe the same, namely ". Fig. 9
schem atically show s such dom ain structure. If the m agnetic eld changes
towards B, or B,, then the dom ain sizes vary correspondingly, increasing
the thickness of one sort ofdom ains and decreasing the other n such a way
that the condition (5) ram ain on average satis ed. Sim ple calculations show
that om ation of dom ains w ith the constant values B; and B, in each sort
of them becom es m ore pro table than the uniform state for all values of
magnetic eld in region B; < H < B,. This energy gain is shown in the
Fig. 8 by the dashed line.

In 1966 Condon form ulated st the idea of such dom ains, and already
In two years Condon and W alstedt [/] dem onstrated the dom ain form ation
in nuclar m agnetic resonance (NM R ) experin ents In silver. Let us ram ind
that nuclear m agnetic m om ent, or spin, rotates in the m agnetic eld with
the angular frequency of such rotation, or precession, strictly proportionalto
the el strength. If, besides, an additional high-frequency electrom agnetic

eld e ects a nuckus, a resonant absorption of electrom agnetic energy by

this nucleus occurs as soon as the eld frequency coincides w ith the preces—
sion frequency. The frequency of ac. eld, created usually by a an all coil
w Inded som etin es directly on a sam ple, can be m easured w ith enomm ous
precision, and hence NM R gives the opportunity to m easure m agnetic eld
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In a mediim wih the sam e precision (of course, only if one succeeds in
m easuring the absorption itself, which is not a sin ple task). In a uniform

eld, a narrow NM R line is observed, w hereas any non-uniform iy broadens
this NM R peak (line). Condon and W alstedt were the rst who cbserved
two coexisting resonant frequencies, that is the line splitting. At changing
the externalm agnetic eld the e ect arose periodically w ith the period cor-
responding to the dHvA period in the sam e sam ple, whilke the m agnitude
of splitting had the order of half a period and corresponded to two sorts of
dom ains w ith induction valuesB; and B,:

Unquali ed success of this experin ent was a welkdeserved result of over—
com Ing a large num ber of di culties. Besides all already m entioned condi-
tions of dom ain form ation incliding low tem perature of 14 K, very high
m agnetic eld uniform ity with soatial uctuations essentially less than the
splitting valuie B = B; B; = 12 Gauss against the eld of 9 T, and
very high perfection ofa A g singk crystal, an additionaldi culty consisted
In detecting of NM R In a metal, especially in a very pure m etal, as in the
experin ent. The case is that a.c. electrom agnetic eld penetrates a m etal
only at very am all depth, the socalled skin layer. That iswhy only an all
num ber of nucki near the sam ple surface contrbute to absorption. W ith
the acoount of allabove-m entioned factors, the authors presum ably had very
few chances for success, thus the result speaks for itself.

The authors naturally tried to obtain the sam e result for beryllium ,
the \cham pion" am ong m etals with the highest am plitude of the dHVA
e ect, but su ered a reverse. Them ethod did not work. C ontrary to silver
w here the nuclear m agnetic m om ent is equal to 1=2 and is proiction to
the m agnetic eld has only two allowed values: along and opposie to the

eld, thism om ent forberylliim isequalto 3=2, so that niially, w thout any
dom ains, the socalled quadrupok splitting of the NM R line already exists.
This is one m ore di culty in cbservation of dom ains In m any m etals by
the NM R m ethod. A llthe problem s discussed w here presum ably the reason
why after a success w ith silver and failure w ith berylliim no single work
devoted to revealing diam agnetic dom ainsby the NM R m ethod appeared in
the literature. T he progress and all recent achievem ents in visualization of
diam agnetic dom ains is related to a new investigation m ethod { M uon Spin
Rotation, called SR B]

This m ethod was developed at the \Interface" between two branches
of physics { nuclkar physics and condensed m atter physics, and actually is
aln ost com plete analog of the NMR.As early as in 1979, Yu. Belbusov
and V . Sm ilga suggested to use i for observation of Condon dom ains [9].
T he technique of that tim e, how ever, w as not yet adequate, \interface" was
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not form ed, and their work rem ained, alas, unnoticeable. 16 years later
the idea of using the SR m ethod for dom ain observation was rebom, this
tin e wih a progct proposed by G . Sok at the Paul Scherrer Institute,
Sw itzerland, where thism ethod is of a w ide use. E xperin ents in beryllium

were a sucoess [10], and splitting of the SR peak, sin ilar to that forNM R,
caused by diam agnetic dom ain form ation, was cbserved.

The SR method, n spite of tsdirect analogy w ith NM R, has, of course,
a num ber of distinctions as well. M uons are unstable elam entary particles
w ith the lifetin e close to two m icroseconds. They represent an outcom e
of activity of a powerfiil accelerator. A positive m uon, having su ciently
high initial energy, can penetrate the sam plk at fairly lJarge depth and stop
at som e Interstitial rem aining there during the whole lifetin e. It also has
a soin precessing in exact correspondence w ith the local value of m agnetic

eld. Decay of a muon creates a positron, or antielectron, which rushes
our m ostly in the direction of its spin and is registered by one or another
detector. In the experin ent, a great num ber of m uons is detected, w ith all
their spins rotating from strictly the sam e starting position. If all m uons
are In the sam em agnetic eld, then the num ber of registered events in each
detector w ill oscillhte w ith tin e with the precession frequency f exactly
determm ining them agnitude of thism agnetic eld, that isf = gB , where the
constant g iswellknown formuon. In thism ethods there isno need in ac.
electrom agnetic eld since the precession frequency ism easured directly, and
therefore the rstdi culty ofNM R m easuram ents caused by a skin—-layer no
Jonger exists. The second di culy is absent aswell sihce In any m atrix the
\Tb" wasm ade by the sam e \test" nstrum ent w ith the spin 1=2. The fact
that spin precession occurs far enough from the sam ple surface, represents
the third in portant advantage of this m ethod, at least for this problem .
As a resul, by analogy wih NM R, the width of SR peak corresponds to
the am plitude of m agnetic eld non-uniformm iy. Ifnow the sam ple becom es
strati ed into two phases w ith them agnetic eld valuesB ; and B, that is
dom ains, then one part ofm uonsw ill nd them selves in the eld B ; and the
other part { In the eld B,, whith will result in two precession frequencies
and, respectively, In a splitting of the SR peak into two peaks.

TheFig. 10 dem onstrates the resultsof SR experin ent on a crystalline
plte of beryllum [11]. Each tine when H goes through the region B <
H < By, the spectrum will split into two peaks w ith the xed frequencies
corresponding to B, and B, . W hilk the eld changes, the am plitude of one
peak decreases and the am plitude of the other increases, which corresponds
to the change of relative volum es occupied by these two phases. Analysis
of the data available con m s that the relationship (5) is always exactly
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Figure 10: Several SR spectra over a sm all region of applied m agnetic

eld H near the onset ofCondon dom ains. (T he spectra are shown w thout
noise). The peaks of the spectra w ithout dom ains are always along the
diagonalB = H . In the dom ain region, there are two peaks of £; and £,
corresponding to B; and B,.

ful Tled. At any other values of m agnetic eld beyond the given range, a
standard narrow peak is observed w ith the frequency corresponding to this
eld.

Now we can say that a successfil result of the experin ents w ith bery-
Ium is quite natural since thism aterial, as it has been already m entioned,
isa \cham pion" in the dHvA am plitude. In them agnetic eld 3T, diam ag—
netic dom ains exist up to the tem perature 3K .For them ost otherm etals,
however, the dHvA am plitude is considerably less than for berylliim . Asa
rule, i rem ainsunder all conditions noticeably less than one tenth ofperiod.
But it iswell known, that the condition 4) ora 1 Which is the sam e for
a sineshape dHVA signal) is satis ed if the am plitude 4 M P=2 (P is
the period). At rst glhnoe, Condon dom ains seem In possible under these
conditions representing a very rare phenom enon, w hich is, however, not the
case. Actually, the shape of dHVA signal at very low tem peratures is al-
ready essentially di erent from a sine curve. A careful analysis show s that
even for a very am alldHvA am plitude, the condition (4) at su ciently low
tem peratures w illbe satis ed w ithout fail, though the rangeB, B; in this
case m ay be very narrow , essentially less than the period. Therefore, the
di erence In m agnetization and the SR peak splitting are extrem ely an all,
and experin ental observation ofdom ain form ation becom esm uch m ore dif-
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culk. Tt requires both absolutely perfect crystals and m ore sophisticated
m easuring technique.

Just such experin ents have been recently perform ed in the sam e the
Paul Scherrer Institute. T he m entioned m ore sophisticated technigque m ak-
Ing it possible to din inish essentially the noise level, the socaled M ORE,
was worked up at this institute. Form ation of diam agnetic dom ainswas dis—
covered In allm easured single crystals of tin, alum inum , Indium and lead.
(They weregrown In theP L .K apitsa Institute of Physical P roblem saln ost
30 years ago). The condition for dom ains to exist was restricted to several
tenth of K elvin tem perature. Success of thiswork [11] was naturally based
on the m any year work of numbers and num bers of physicists. Now one
can be sure that diam agnetic, or C ondon, dom ains represent a phenom enon
sporead asw idely as the dH VA e ect though requiring m uch m ore rigid con—
ditions for their observation.

Two m ore questions should be m entioned, at least casually, In this pa—
per. The rst, quite natural question is that of a m echanisn of electric
current in a rather thin, of order of one m icron, dom ain wall. So, In beryl-
Ium at B, B, around 30 G, the current density in the wall has to be
= 3:10°A/an?. T is a very large valie. Tn ordinary m agnetic dom ain
form ed by soins (atom ic m agnetic m om ents) w ith opposite direction, this
m echanism is clear: currents circulating in ad-pcent dom ains, respectively,
clockw ise and anticlockw ise, add at the boundary form ing thus a m agne—
tization current. But In our case Lamm or rotation of electrons is identical
both sides of the boundary so that in this sense the boundary is not m arked
out. The answer consists in the fact that In the dHvVA e ect not only m ag—
netization but also the crystal size is varied, which is know s as the striction
e ect. The case is that the phase of oscilbting energy / =2 F=B (3) is
determ ined not only by the lnduction B but also by the value ofF , that is
by the Fem i surface cross—section, which, iIn tum, depends on the sizes of
a crystal cell. That iswhy a m etal in the extemalm agnetic eld changes
not only itsm agnetization but also the cross-section, or the volum e, of the
Fermm i surface by a proper din ension changes, in order to approach the en-—
ergy m nimum \faster". W hile jum ping from B; to B, this striction also
su ersa jum p. In thisprocess, opposite m agnetization corregoonds, In som e
sense, to opposite deform ation. In dom ains, on the contrary, variation of
deform ation from one value to the otherm ust occur In a dom ain wallm ore
or kss an oothly. Now it is clear that larger Femm i surface volum e, that is
larger charge density, corresoonds to a diam agnetic phase while an aller vol-
um e corresponds to a param agnetic phase w ith the charge density gradient
In the dom ain wallproviding the required m agnetization current. O foourse,
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striction is directly proportionalto m agnetization and hasa very sm allm ag—
nide. So, In the abovem entioned beryllim w ith a record m agniude of
e ects the deform ation has the order of one perm illion. T hus, form ation of
the dom ain structure is also acoom panied by a corresponding, unfortunately
very an all, periodic deform ation of the unite cell size and, m oreover, relief
at the sam ple surface. Thism akes it very di cult for observation even by a
heavily aided eye.

This is not the only place where deform ation, or form ation of dom ains
from di erent density phases, reveals iself. M easurem ents of m agnetostric—
tion in a beryllium plate resulted in discovery of an absolutely am azing
property of the form ed dom ain structures, which cannot be nam ed other
than \supersoffness" [12]. Tt should be noted that beryllium by itself is
a very hard m etal, inferior by this property only to tungsten and iridim .
Tts Young’s m odulus is aln ost one order of m agnitude higher than that of
copper. Neverthelss, a copper needle of a regulating screw pressing the
berylliim plate to the m easuring instrum ent w ith m inin al oroe, periodi-
cally, at the form ation of dom ain structure, comes down the sampl at a
rather noticeable depth. The depth of a \pit" under the needl, which, of
course, heals instantly as soon as the sam ple becom es single-phased, corre—
sponds to at last hundredfold drop In the Young’s m odulus. T his unique
behavior can be explained only In tem s of corresponding dom ain restruc—
turing In the vicinity of the needke.

T he second question is as ollow s. In our opinion, there is a direct anat
ogy between describbed diam agnetic dom ains and altemation of nom aland
superconducting phases in the known interm ediate state of a type I super—
conductor. Indeed, a Jong thin cylindrical superconducting sam ple oriented
along the m agnetic eld, at som e critical eld H . dem onstrates a stepw ise
transition from the superconducting state with B; = 0 into the nomm alone
wih B, = H .. O f course, both states correspond to a m inim um of energy.
Ifwe now take a sam plk of the sam e m etalbut in the shape ofa thin plate
perpendicular to the eld, pure geom etric considerations w ill again bring
us to the necessary condition (5). However, in the m agnetic eld interval
between B, and B, that is between zero and H ., a uniform solution will
POssess som e excess energy. M Inin alenergy w illbe achieved by fragm enta-
tion of a sam ple Into altemating \dom ains" w ith the nduction B ;=0 and
B, = H ., that is into nom al and superconducting phases, exactly as in the
case of diam agnetic dom ains. In this case the condition (5) isagain ful Iled
on average on the account of proportional changes of the relative volum es of
the phases. A ctually the analogy iseven closer. From the analysisofdom ain
structure periods it resuls that these m ay be very close In sam ples of the
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sam e thickness. Thism eans that dom ain structures of either shapem ay be
rather sim ilar to such di erent phenom ena as superconductivity and dH vA
e ect. UnPrtunately, this is the end of analogy and rem aining distinctions
have a fundam ental character. If the \m agnetic contrast", that is the ratio
ofB, Bj toBj, isalm ost hundred percent for the interm ediate state In age,
then for Condon dom ains it is so far 0.1% at best. Besides, the m agnetic

eld itself is here hundred tin es m ore, w hich creates an additional obstacke
for the m agnetooptical m ethod used for mm aging. However, the principal
possbility of obtaining a diam agnetic dom ain in age rem ains, which gives
ground for som e optim igm .

In conclusion, a coupl of words should be said regarding \practical
application" of C ondon dom ains. T hey give an absolutely unexpected pos—
sbility of direct approach to the question of com pressbility of m etals. It
appears that if com pressbility ofm etals ot is govemed exclusively by the
kinetic energy of the electron gas, ie. pet = o then only in this case no
contact voltage existsbetween dom ains and, hence, the dom ain wall interior
contains no electric eld.

In 1957 M I.K aganov, IM .Lifshits, and K D . Sinel'nikov predicted the—
oretically [L3] the e ect of Fem i level oscillations w ith m agnetic eld

@rH)
kLs )= N’
w here the energy ® already m entioned above, is described by the exact LK
formula and N { is the density of electrons. The result was obtained for
the case of constant N . N evertheless, as a result of striction, the volum e V
changes, N = N (=V ;N is a constant quantity of electrons in a crystal, and
the com plete change of Ferm i level is

@
d = + — V;
KBS T ey

where V isthe striction in the crystal. W e can w rite

_erev v
KLS Qv @N N B
where
@n
p= @_vl
and
. '
ep r
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where p* is the pressure decrease caused by striction. T he total variation
of pressure for a sam ple w ith free boundardes is zero

pt p =0;

and

g4 = pa+ns ):
N P @V met/ -

Here the e is a compressibility of the metal which can be found in a
Handbook. Now we rew rite

e _ ©fp,
Qv eN '
and from
QN QAN H=V) N @V N @V
== 3= o -Na
@p @p Ve @p V @p
we have
@ B 1 .
Qv N o

Here o1 isa com pressibility of electron gas which could be found, in princi-
P, from an equation of state for electron gas in thismetal. O focourse, o
is connected w ith a kinetic energy of electrons only. At last, we have for
the net shift of Fermm i level

m et

d = gus( ):

el

T herefore, one can, In principle, nd the valie of  from a contact
volagem easuram ent. In the case pet = ¢ the st derivative of exchange
energy has a maxinum and only kinetic energy of electrons contrbutes
In com pressbility. Only In such case the e ect of Fem 1 level oscillations
is wholly com pensated as a resul of m agnetostriction gaining no contact
voltage between dom ains, no ekctrical eld In dom ain walls, and no extra
energy. M aybe just forthisnot trivial reason we can see the C ondon dom ains
in allm etals [11].

O n the other hand, if we assum e that the whole m agnetization current
In adoman wallisa result of only charge density gradient, that is dom ains
are actually only diam agnetic, w ith negligble role of spins, it appears that
com pressbility of m etals is com pletely determ ined by the construction of
their Ferm i surface.
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Indeed, ket the di erence In m agnetization betw een neighboring dom ains
be really caused by deform ation acocom panied by electron density changes.
T hen the m agnetization current density in a dom ain wall can be described
by the formula [14]

P
o = ccurl ng(©) x
Kk

Here, ny (r) is the num ber of Lam or orbis corresoonding to the m ag-
netic m om ent of a uni volum e |, c is the light velocity. Let us integrate
J over the dom ain wall thickness from one dom ain to another taking into
account that the orbial m agnetic m om ents of all electrons are paralkel to
them agnetic eld. T his gives the m agnetization current in the wall related
perunit length ofthiswallalong the eld,

J=c N2 Ni)

where N1, ) are the volum e densities of charges w th m agnetic m om ent
x In neighboring dom ains. Since the N di erence is an all, all orbits can

be considered to be situated on the Fem isurface. T he characteristic values

can be estin ated as follow s. T he m agnetic m om ent of a Lamm or orbit is

Ji, S1,
k= — 7
c

where J;, = ! .e=2 isthe current on Lam ororbitand S;, = Rﬁ isisarea.

Here ! . = eH =m c is the cyclotron frequency, e is the charge of the electron,

Ry = v, /! is the Lam or radiis, and v, is the velocity of electrons on

the Fem i surface in the direction nom al to the eld. W e can wrie the
com plete current J in the dom ain wallper unit wall length In the m agnetic
eld direction as

where N isthe totaldi erence of the num bers of charge carriers (electrons
and holes) in neighboring dom ains, that is, the di erence ofthe Ferm isurface
volum es in these dom ains, and the constant Cr g is a resul of averaging v,
over the Fem isurface. A sthe lnduction jim p betw een neighboring dom ains
is

B=4 M = 4@ =¢0)J;
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where J is just the current In the dom ain wall, we have
MH= N "F chZ

T he changing of charge density N /Ny can always be considered equal to

C where isstriction and C isthe coe cient unam biguously determ ined
by the Fem i surface shape. (C larly, this coe cient is equal to 3 in the
m odel of free electrons). So, we can rew rite

MH = N 0"F chc
At Jeast, we have the wellknown fom ula for striction [6]

_MH@hA MH
Yy @ Y

A -

Here Y isYoung’sm odulusand the constant C, show s a changing of Ferm i
surface cross—section A with striction .Asa resul, we have

Y =No"pCrsC Ca;

where all coe cients are fully detem ined by the Fem i surface structure.
Here, " isthe kinetic energy ofelectronson the Fem isurface, that is, "¢ =
~?kZ=2m . For iInstance, fr berylliim [L2], the correct Young’s m odulis
value was cbtained in such a sin plk way.

To summ arize, we can say that no wonderfil C ondon dom ains are con—
nected with a com pressibility of m etal for is appearance is directly con—
nected w ith deform ation. But the concept described above in a very simple
way, show s that conduction electrons should fully determ ine is com press—
Tility coe cient. O foourse, i ismuch m ore strong result and the resul is
strange. At the sam e tin ¢, the formm ation of diam agnetic dom ains is doubt—
less characteristic for allm etals; the only problem is the extrem aldi culyy
of creating the necessary conditions for m ost of them . A sm entioned, such
dom ainswere observed In silver, beryllium , tin, lead, ndiim and alum num .
In other words, the very possbility of the existence of diam agnetic dom ains
lends support to the point of view according to which conduction electrons
should fully, or alm ost fully determ ine the com pressibility of metals. O f
course, it is very di cul to say now to what extent this conclusion is quan-—
titatively accurate.

I am indebted to L .M aksin ov, D . Sholk, V.M ineev, A .D yugaev for
Interesting discussions of the questions touched upon and to M . Schlenker
for usefil rem arks.
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