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M ark Patty,Keary Schoen and W outer M ontfrooij

Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,and M issouriResearch Reactor,

University ofM issouri, Colum bia, M O 65211

Abstract

W ere-analyzeliteraturedata on neutron scattering by liquid m etalsto show thatnon-m agnetic

liquid m etals possess a m agnetic m om ent that uctuates on a picosecond tim e scale. This tim e

scale follows the m otion ofthe cage-di�usion process in which an ion rattles around in the cage

form ed by its neighbors. W e �nd that these uctuating m agnetic m om ents are present in liquid

Hg,Al,G a and Pb,and possibly also in thealkalim etals.

PACS num bers:61.12.-q,61.25.M v,72.15.Cz

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506612v1


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

During the pastdecadesthe propertiesofa range ofelem entalliquid m etalshave been

studied by m eansofneutron scattering [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,

18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25]and X-ray scatteringexperim ents[26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33].

Unlike ordinary sim ple uids, liquid m etals can support short-wavelength sound waves

far outside the hydrodynam ic regim e; sim ple uids only support very strongly dam ped

density uctuations beyond the hydrodynam ic region[34]. In other words, a density

disturbance decays m uch faster in a sim ple uid than it does in a liquid m etal under

com parable therm odynam ic conditions. Typically, a short-wavelength sound wave in a

sim ple liquid does not propagate beyond one wavelength[34]. Presum ably,this di�erence

can beattributed tothepresenceoftwointeracting system sin aliquid m etal:thepositively

charged ionicliquid and thenegatively charged conduction sea.Thisnotion hasstim ulated

the study ofthe decay m echanism ofthe density uctuations,by m eans ofneutron and

X-ray scattering experim ents,aswellasby m oleculardynam ics(M D)com putersim ulations

in a range ofliquid m etals,such asHg[1,2,3,26,27],Cs[4,5,28],K[6,7,8],Rb[9,10],

Na[11,12,13,14,29,30],Li[15,16,17,31],Pb[18,19,20,21,32],Al[22,33],and Ga[23].

These studies have by and large con�rm ed the role of the electron sea as a feedback

m echanism , serving to reduce the decay rates of disturbances, and also ensuring that

density uctuationscan propagateata highervelocity than theadiabaticsound velocity.

These studies also showed that sim ilar to ordinary liquids, cage di�usion plays an

im portantpartin the decay m echanism ofdensity uctuations[3,34,35,36,37,38]. Cage

di�usion occurswhen an atom bounceso� neighboringatom s,thereby con�ningtheatom to

a "cage." Thisisin contrastto self-di�usion,theprocessin which theatom m ovesthrough

thesam pleand which ischaracterized by a netdisplacem entfrom itsstarting position over

a period oftim e[34]. In M D sim ulations,where one follows the position ofan atom over

tim e,cage-di�usion and self-di�usion show up astwo distincttim escales[1].Cage-di�usion

accountsfora sm alldecrease in correlation between the initialand subsequentposition of

an atom ;this initialdecrease in correlation occurs within a few picoseconds. The overall

dem ise ofcorrelation is given by the self-di�usion process,which takes place on a m uch

longertim e scale[34]and isdeterm ined by the coe�cient forself-di�usion D s. These two
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di�usive processes can also be observed by m eans ofquasi-elastic neutron scattering[2].

Neutron scattering issensitive to the m otion ofindividualatom sbecause an atom m oves

during the tim e ittakesthe neutron to interactwith it[39]. Thism otion showsitselfasa

spread in energy ofthe scattered neutron wave-packet. Rapid m ovem ent (cage-di�usion)

resultsin a large spread in energy;slow m ovem ent(self-di�usion)resultsin a spread with

sm allcharacteristicenergy-width.Both theseprocesseshaveindeed been observed in liquid

m etals. Forinstance,in liquid m ercury[1,2,3],the scattered neutron intensity originating

from a single atom (the so-called incoherent scattering contribution[39]) corresponds to

a superposition oftwo Lorentzian lines. One line is sharp (in energy),corresponding to

self-di�usion, and one line is broad, corresponding to cage-di�usion. A Lorentzian line

in energy corresponds to an exponentialdecay in tim e[39]ofthe correlation between the

initialand subsequentposition ofan atom .

A com parison between the neutron scattering data and the M D sim ulations on liq-

uid Hg revealed a serious discrepancy regarding the e�ectiveness of the cage-di�usion

m echanism [1, 2, 3]. W hile both studies agreed on the characteristic tim e scale for the

cage-di�usion process,according totheneutron scattering study[2]cagedi�usion accounted

forup to 20% ofthe lossin correlation in the position ofan atom ,com pared to only 0.4%

as observed in the M D results[3]. In order to explain this discrepancy, Badyalet al.[2]

suggested thata m ercury ion m ight have a uctuating m agnetic m om ent,resulting in an

enhanced neutron scattering cross-section.Theidea hereisstraightforward (seeFig.1):in

a liquid,atom scan approach each othervery closely.On such a closeapproach,an electron

from a �lled inner shellofthe m etallic ion can be ejected into the Ferm i-sea (Fig. 1b),

resulting in an unpaired electron,and hencein am agneticm om ent(Fig.1c).Oncetheions

m ove away from each otheragain,the shellcan be re-com pleted (Fig. 1d). One can thus

expect a m agnetic m om ent to pop in and out ofexistence on the sam e tim e scale as the

rattling m otion ofan atom inside itscage. Thisprocessautom atically leadsto a pathway

fortheneutron to scatterfrom theatom via theelectrom agnetic force[39],augm enting the

interaction via the strong nuclearforce and resulting in an enhanced crosssection forthe

cage-di�usion process. From the strength ofthe m agnetic interaction[39],it can then be

determ ined whatfraction ofthetim ean ion hasan unpaired electron.
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In thispaperwe show thatthe cage-di�usion processin liquid m etalsisindeed accom -

panied by a uctuating m agnetic m om ent. W e do this by revisiting published neutron

scattering data on Hg,Cs,K,Rb,Na,Li,Pb,Al,and Ga. W e observe a sm alle�ect

in the alkalim etals,but �nd that the ions in Ga and Hg have unpaired electrons for up

to 20% ofthe tim e. Not only do these m agnetic m om ents provide an additionalm eans

for studying cage-di�usion by m eans of neutron scattering, they provide an additional

long-rangeinteraction m echanism fortheionsin theliquid.

II. T H EO RY

In this section we briey review the various contributions that m ake up the neutron

scattering cross section ofa liquid. W e use the data by Badyalet al.[2]on m ercury to

illustrate the various contributions, and to dem onstrate under what conditions one can

observetheproposed uctuating m agneticm om ents.

A neutron interacts with the nucleus ofan atom via the strong nuclear force,and with

them agnetic m om entsofelectronspresentin thesystem via theelectrom agnetic force[39].

Thus,the totalnum berofneutronswith initialenergy E i thatare scattered every second

into a solid angled
 having �nalenergiesbetween Ef and E f + dE isgiven by thedouble

di�erentialcrosssection and can beseparated into a nuclearand a m agneticterm [39]:

d2�total

d
dE
=
d2�nuclear

d
dE
+
d2�m agnetic

d
dE
: (1)

Form ono-atom icsystem s,such astheonesconsidered in thispaper,thenuclearcontribution

forsinglescattering eventsisgiven by

d2�nuclear

d
dE
=
kf

ki

�coh

4�
Scoh(q;E )+

kf

ki

�inc

4�
Sinc(q;E ) (2)

Scoh(q;E ) is the dynam ic structure factor and represents the collective response of the

liquid as a function ofm om entum ~q and energy E transferred from the neutron to the

liquid,whileSinc(q;E )describesthedynam icsofa singleatom [39].Thecross-sections�coh

and �inc are elem entdependent;�inc arisesbecause the strong interaction dependson the

spin state ofthe nucleus and the num ber ofneutrons in the nucleus. Thus,the nuclear

4



scattering cross-section carriesinform ation aboutthecollectivebehavioroftheatom s,such

assoundwaves,and inform ation aboutthem otion ofindiviualatom s,such asself-di�usion.

ThestaticstructurefactorS(q)isgiven by thesum -rule[39]

S(q)=

Z

Scoh(q;E )dE ; (3)

whiletheincoherentdynam icstructurefactorsatis�esa sim ilarsum -rule

1=

Z

Sinc(q;E )dE : (4)

In neutron di�raction experim entsaim ed atm easuring S(q),the energy integration in Eq.

3 iscarried outby theneutron detector.Becauseoftheterm kf=ki in Eq.2,thisprocedure

leads to sm allerrors in the determ ination ofS(q);however,these errors are sm allunder

suitable experim entalconditions and can be corrected forusing standard m ethods[39]. A

furthersource oferrorsisthatEq. 2 isonly valid forneutronsthatare scattered once by

thesam ple.Again,by choosing su�ciently sm allsam ples,theerrorsintroduced by m ultiple

scattering eventsand eventsin which a scattered neutron isabsorbed by thesam plecan be

corrected for[40].Therefore,provided thesecorrectionshavebeen carried out,onecan check

the accuracy ofthe data reduction procedure by com paring the m easured cross-sections

�coh and �inc to the known values. Even in the case where the absolute valuesof�coh and

�inc cannotbe inferred from the experim ent,theirratio can stillbe determ ined using the

factthatS(q)oscillatesaround 1 forlargeq.

Them agneticcontribution to thescattered intensity isonly visiblein neutron scattering

experim entson liquidsprovided thatatom swith unpaired electronsexist[39].The angular

m om entum associated with these unpaired electrons, hJ, interacts with the intrinsic

m agnetic m om ent of the neutron. The conduction electrons present in liquid m etals

do not contribute to the scattering at �nite q; an electron m oves so fast com pared

to the neutron that the scattered waves only add up coherently at q=0, the forward

direction.However,ifan electron islocalized around an atom ,allscattered wavesoriginate

from the region ofthe partially �lled orbital, and the scattered waves can be observed

for a range of q-values. For this reason the form factor for m agnetic scattering F(q),

which describes the variation of scattered intensity with q and which is given by the
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spatial extent of the electron cloud, falls o� m ore rapidly with increasing q than the

form factor for nuclear scattering [the so-called Debye-W aller factor W (q)]. The latter

reectsthefactthatnuclearscatteringoriginatesin them uch sm allervolum eofthenucleus.

Thenum berofionswith unpaired electronsatanygiven m om entdeterm inesthem agnetic

cross-section foraliquid with uctuating m agneticm om ents.Thetotalnum berofneutrons

thatarescatteredpersecond perm etallicionintosolidangled
 isgiven bytheparam agnetic

approxim ation forthedi�erentialcrosssection[39]

d�m agnetic

d

= n

2

3
(r0)

2[
1

2
g(LJS)F(q)]2e� 2W (q)

J(J + 1): (5)

In this equation, n is the fraction of the ions that have a collision induced angular

m om entum hJ, g(LJS) = 3=2 + [S(S + 1)� L(L + 1)]=[2J(J + 1)]describes how the

intrinsic angularm om entum ofthe electron hS and itsorbitalangularm om entum hL add

up to the m agnetic m om ent �B g(LJS)J (�B is one Bohr m agneton),and (r0)
2=0.291

barn isthestrength oftheinteraction with theneutron.Eq.5 o�ersa good approxim ation

ofthe strength ofthe m agnetic scattering provided that the characteristic energy width

ofthe quasi-elastic scattering as determ ined by the underlying cage-di�usion m echanism

issm allcom pared to the incidentenergy ofthe neutron[39]. Thisisthe sam e requirem ent

that allows one to determ ine S(q) from a liquid without doing an energy analysis ofthe

scattered neutron,and we willtherefore assum e that this requirem ent is satis�ed for all

published datasetsdiscussed in thispaper.

Analyzingquasi-elasticneutron scatteringexperim entsonliquid Hgatroom tem perature,

Badyaletal.[2]observed thatthescattered signalatsm allm om entum transfersconsisted of

two contributions(seeFig.2),attributableto self-di�usion and cage-di�usion,respectively.

However,the relative strength (area underthe curvesin Fig. 2)ofthe cage-di�usion con-

tribution com pared to the self-di�usion contribution was found to be 22% (corresponding

to a di�erentialcrosssection of� 1.5/4� barn). A relative strength ofthe orderof0.3%

was expected based on M D sim ulations[3]and on an order ofm agnitude calculation[2].

Given thatthe strength ofthe quasi-elastic coherentcontribution forsm allq-values(given

by sum -rules at �0.01/4� barn) was negligible[39,41],and given that the characteristic

energy width (3 ps� 1) corresponded to the tim e scale ofthe cage di�usion process (1/3
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ps),the authors[2]concluded that the broad quasi-elastic line did indeed correspond to

cage-di�usion butwith a m agnetically enhanced cross-section. Using Eq. 5 (S= 1/2,L=2

and J=5/2and F(q)=e� W (q)= 1forsm allq)and noting thatcrystalelectric�eld e�ectsare

absentin a liquid,we �nd that19.5% ofthe Hg-ionshave an unpaired d-electron. Should

theobserved m agneticsignaloriginatefrom an unpaired s-electron,then thecorresponding

fraction ofm agneticionswould be82% .W ereturn tothislatterpossibilityin thediscussion.

Thus,a signi�cant fraction ofthe m ercury ions has a m agnetic m om ent;this m om ent

can interactwith itsneighborsvia them agneticdipoleinteraction,via thedirectexchange

interaction,and via polarization ofthe conduction electrons. The dipole interaction likely

only adds up to a sm allcorrection to the interatom ic potentialatsm alldistances,but it

becom es the dom inant interaction m echanism at large distances and therefore it m ight

wellcontribute to the ability ofa liquid m etalto sustain propagating soundwaves with

short wavelengths. Likewise,the polarization ofthe conduction electrons by the atom ic

m agneticm om entsprovidesadirectinteraction m echanism between theionicliquid and the

conduction electrons. Itisthe presence ofthe two interacting system s thatispresum ably

responsiblefortheexistenceofwell-de�ned shortwavelength sound waves.Forthisreason,

we have re-analyzed existing neutron scattering data [4,6,15,21,22,23]on liquid m etals

in orderto investigatethepresenceofm agneticm om entsin non-m agneticliquids.W enote

thatshort-lived m agneticm om entsdo notcontradicttheoveralldiam agneticresponseofa

liquid m etal: m acroscopic m easurem ents take place on a m uch largertim e scale than the

lifetim eofa collision-induced atom icm om ent.

Fluctuating m agnetic m om ents can betray their presence in various ways in neutron

scattering experim ents. In di�raction experim ents the additionalcross-section would lead

to an increased signalat sm aller q-values, decaying with q according to jF(q)j2. This

additionalsignalwould be on top ofthe angle independent incoherent cross-section and

the weakly angle dependentm ultiple scattering cross-section. Thus,whetherthe proposed

signalisactually visible in published data dependson the strength ofthe incoherentcross

section and on the details ofthe data reduction procedure. It is easiest to identify the

m agnetic cross section in quasi-elastic neutron scattering experim ents (as in the liquid

m ercury experim ents[2]);however,we did not�nd data setsin the literature suited to the
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latterapproach. Finally,itisuncleara priorihow an increase in tem perature and density

would a�ect the m agnetic cross section. This increase would allow for closer approach

ofthe ions thereby increasing the overlap ofthe �lled orbitals;however,the life-tim es of

the induced m om entswould likely decrease aswellresulting in a signalthatwould be too

spread outin energy to bereliably observablein neutron scattering experim ents.

III. R ESU LT S

Ourinvestigation islim ited to published studiesthatshow the raw data and detailthe

correction procedure,orto studieswhere the incoherentscattering contribution isabsent.

Surprisingly,thisleavesvery few data setson liquid m etals.In m ostinvestigationsthedata

are only presented aftersubtraction ofthe contribution identi�ed asincoherentscattering.

This subtraction procedure would also have elim inated the m agnetic contribution,should

it have been present. Evaluation ofthe published neutron scattering data on the m uch

studied alkalim etalsshowsthatthepercentageofionshaving a m agneticm om entislikely

to bem uch sm allerthan whatwasobserved in liquid m ercury,and thatin m ostcasesitis

notpossible to com e to an unam biguousconclusion whetherthism agnetic contribution is

presentornot. On the otherhand,the group 3 and 4 m etalsAl,Pb and Ga show a large

e�ectsim ilarto liquid m ercury.Allresultsarecollected in TableI.

A . T he alkalim etals

Bodensteiner et al.[4] observed a discrepancy between the value for the incoherent

scattering cross-section as m easured in their inelastic neutron scattering experim ents on

liquid cesium at 308 K and the com m only accepted value. After having accounted for

allcorrections to the norm alization ofthe neutron scattering data,Bodensteiner etal.[4]

inferred a (total)incoherent cross section of0.33 b instead ofthe literature value of0.22

b. Assum ing that 0.22 b is indeed the correct value forthe incoherent cross-section,this

would im ply a m agneticcross-section of0.11 b,ord�m agnetic=d
 = 0.11/4�.Presum ably,a

collision would leave a cesium ion tem porarily with an iodine con�guration (S=1/2,L=1,
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J= 3/2 and g(LJS)= 4/3),yielding n= 2.7% (seeEq.5).Unfortunately,sinceuncorrected

spectra at the sm allest q-values (q < 0.5 �A � 1) were not published in this study[4], we

could not infer whether the supposed m agnetic cross section indeed corresponded to a

quasi-elasticspectrum characterized by a cage-di�usion linewidth.

From the currentliterature results,itisinconclusive whetherliquid potassium [6,7,8],

liquid rubidium [9, 10], or liquid sodium [11, 12, 13, 14, 29, 30]display m agnetic cross-

sections. Either the data at low q are not accurate enough, or not enough details of

the data correction procedure have been given to test our thesis. Bearing in m ind the

results for liquid cesium ,the m agnetic cross-section of� 0.1 b m ight just be too sm all

to be observable in sodium (�inc = 1.67 b) and rubidium (�inc = 0.48 b). However,the

param agnetic cross-section m ight have been observed in liquid potassium (�inc = 0.27 b)

in a series ofquasi-elastic neutron scattering experim ents[6]. Cabrillo et al.[6]com bined

a high (energy)resolution study on liquid K at343 K with a lowerresolution experim ent

to m odelthe fulldynam ic response of potassium down to sm all q � 0.4 �A � 1. Doing

so,they were able to show that the quasi-elastic com ponent at sm allq consisted oftwo

contributions,onecorresponding to self-di�usion and oneto a processwith a lifetim e� �3

ps. Qualitatively,this is sim ilar to the observations for cage-di�usion in liquid m ercury.

Unfortunately,theauthorsdid notgivetheratiobetween thenarrow and broad com ponent,

m aking itim possible to infern from theirdata.In fact,the authorsdid notattribute this

broad m odeto cage-di�usion.Instead,itwasassum ed to bepartofthecoherentscattering

contribution. The latter is inconsistent with their m odeling ofthe rest ofthe scattered

intensity[6],which already com pletely exhausted the coherent sum -rule (Eq. 3). Given

this,and given the very weak dependence of� on q forq < 1:3 �A � 1,we believe thatthis

broad m oderepresentscage-di�usion.However,whetheritisa cage-di�usion processcom -

bined with auctuatingm agneticm om entcannotbeinferred from thisstudy(aspublished).

Neutron scattering results for liquid lithium leave open the possibility ofa m agnetic

cross-section being present albeit that the results are som ewhat inaccurate owing to the

largeabsorbtion cross-section.Forinstance,Torcinietal.[15]reportS(q= 0)= 0.04 at450

K,while the expected S(q = 0)from the com pressibility sum -rule is0.03,thusindicating

the presence ofa sm allm agnetic cross-section. However,notallstudies are in agreem ent
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with these neutron scattering data (probably due to the large absorbtion cross-section for

neutrons). Therefore,we can only give an estim ated range forthe fraction n ofionswith

an unpaired electron. Based on the work ofTorcinietal.[15],we �nd the fraction n to be

in therange0< n < 1% ,forS=1/2,L=0,J=1/2 and g(LJS)=2.

In all, the alkalim etals do not show unam biguous evidence for the existence of the

proposed m agnetic cross-section. However, it is interesting to note that sm all angle

x-ray scattering experim ents on liquid lithium indicated the presence of an additional

cross-section[16],which the authorstentatively attributed to increased correlation between

the valence electrons. The m echanism proposed in this paper would o�er an explanation

fortheobserved[16]increased correlation.Nonetheless,theevidence fora collision-induced

uctuating m om ent in the alkalim etals is som ewhat weak. M uch better evidence for its

existence com es from scattering experim ents on group 3 and 4 m etals,which display an

enhanced cross-section,sim ilarto theresultsforliquid m ercury.

B . G roup 3 and 4 m etals

Liquid lead is a good candidate to analyze for the possible presence of a m agnetic

cross-section since Pb has a negligible incoherent cross-section; therefore,any signi�cant

scattering atsm allm om entum transfers(where the coherentcross-section isvery sm all)is

indicativeofaparam agneticsignal.Reijersetal.[21]m easured thestaticstructurefactorof

liquid lead at613 K underam bientpressure (see Fig.3).From Eqs.2 and 3,we�nd that

the expected neutron scattering intensity at sm allm om entum transfers due to coherent

scattering isgiven by �coh=4�S(q = 0),with S(q = 0)= 0.009[42]and �coh= 11.16 b.The

S(q = 0)extrapolated value from the liquid lead experim entis0.07 (see Fig. 3),im plying

an additionalneutron scattering intensity of0.7/4�b.Using Eq.5 with S= 1/2,L=2,J=

5/2 and g(LJS)= 1.2,thefraction n ofionswith an unpaired electron is9% .Assum ing the

additionalcross-section originates from s-electrons (S= 1/2,L=0,J= 1/2 and g(LJS)=

2),we�nd n= 38% (SeeTableI).

Liquid alum inum also displays a param agnetic cross-section. Iqbaletal.[22]perform ed
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a study on liquid alum inum at936K (see Fig.4).In thisstudy on a liquid with negligible

incoherentcross-section,the authorsnorm alized theirdata to S(q! 1 )= 1;however,the

data had not been corrected for m ultiple scattering e�ects,which can constitute a m ajor

part ofthe scattering at sm allq. Based on the dim ensions oftheir cylindricalcell,we

havecalculated[2,40]them ultiplescattering contribution (dashed linein Fig.4)assum ing

the energy dependence ofS(q;E ) to be given by a Lorenzian line shape with halfwidth

determ ined by the coe�cientforself-di�usion (D s= 0.4 �A 2/ps[43]). Aftersubtracting the

m ultiple scattering contribution and renorm alizing the data accordingly,we �nd that the

neutron scattering data consistently lie above the X-ray data[33]atsm allq,and thatthe

neutron scattering data do notappearto reach the q ! 0 lim itS(q=0)= 0.013[44].Since

a param agnetic contribution represents a very sm allcorrection to X-ray scattering data,

we take the di�erence �S = 0:11 between the neutron and X-ray S(q) m easurem ents at

q < 1:5 �A � 1 asthe strength ofthe param agnetic signal,i.e.,d�m agnetic=d
= �S�coh=4�=

0.16/4� b. Thiscorresponds(Eq. 5)to a fraction n= 4% assum ing the uorine electronic

con�guration forparam agneticAl-ions;a sodium con�guration would correspond to n= 9%

(SeeTableI).

Anotherliquid m etalforwhich wecan verify thepresenceofan additionalcom ponentto

the cross-section isliquid gallium .Bellissent-Funeletal.[23]found in theirexperim entson

liquid Gaat326K and 959K thattheobserved scattered intensitieswerenotconsistentwith

theknown valuesfor�inc and�coh.Sincebothuncorrected andcorrected datawerepublished

in thisstudy[23],and sinceevery step ofthedatareduction procedurewasclearly described,

we can infera very accurate estim ate ofthe param agnetic cross-section forGa. Using the

dim ensions ofthe sam ple cellused in the experim ents[23],we have calculated[2,40]the

m ultiple scattering contribution (see Fig.5).Taking into accountthe S(q= 0)valuesand

thefactthatthem agneticcontribution willbeabsentatvery largeq,we�nd an additional

di�erentialscatteringcross-section of0.88/4�b at326K and 0.78/4�b at959K.Assum ing

thisscattering to originatefrom an unpaired electron with quantum num bersS= 1/2,L=2,

J= 5/2 and g(LJS)= 1.2,we �nd n = 11.5% atT= 326 K and n= 10.1% atT=959 K.If

weassum ethescattering tooriginatefrom as-electron (S=1/2,L=0,J= 1/2and g(LJS)=

2),we �nd n= 48% and n= 42% ,respectively (see TableI).Thus,gallium displaysa large

m agneticcross-section,butitsm agnitudeappearstobeonlyweaklytem peraturedependent.
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IV . D ISC U SSIO N

The available neutron scattering data point overwhelm ingly to the existence ofshort-

lived m agnetic m om ents in non-m agnetic liquid m etals. These m om ents com e in and

out ofexistence on the sam e tim e scale as the cage-di�usion m otion,as observed in the

quasi-elastic neutron scattering experim ents on liquid Hg[1,2,3]. The alkalim etalsshow

only a weak e�ect,butthee�ectism uch m orepronounced in m ercury and in group 3 and

4 m etals(seeTableI).

The actualpercentage ofions with unpaired electrons is m ore di�cult to assess than

establishing that such ions with unpaired electrons exist. Forinstance,it is feasible that

theunpaired electron in liquid m ercury iseitheran s-electron ora d-electron.The6sshell

in m ercury hasbeen drawn in closerto the nucleus because ofthe relativistic contraction

ofthe underlying shells,so itisde�nitely conceivable in a liquid thatthe 6sshellcan be

com pletely �lled (forsom eofthetim eatleast).In otherwords,theobserved param agnetic

intensity could originatefrom a Hg1+ orfrom a Hg3+ -ion.(In liquid lead,itisin factm ore

likely thattheparam agneticcontribution stem sfrom Pb3+ than from Pb5+ -ions,given the

prevalenceoflead toform Pb2+ in solids.) Should thisindeed bethecase,then theelectrical

resistance in liquid m ercury does not com e solely from electrons being scattered by ions,

butalso from electronsactually being captured by Hg-ions;farfrom being unchanging,the

Ferm i-sea constantly changesin sizewhileinterchanging electronswith theions.

The phenom enon ofthe additionalm agnetic cross-section seem s to have been m ostly

overlooked. However, its im plications on the interaction m echanism s in a liquid m etal

cannotbeoverlooked given thelong rangeofthem agneticdipoleinteraction and theability

oflocalized m om ents to polarize the surrounding conduction electrons. In particular,it

would be interesting to see how incorporation ofparam agnetic ionsand theirpolarization

capability into theinteratom icpotentialused in M D sim ulationswould alterthecharacter-

isticsofshort-wavelength sound propagation.

Finally,thisparam agnetic cross-section providesa m eansofstudying the cage-di�usion

m echanism atsm allm om entum transferseven in system sthatdo notexhibitan incoherent

12



cross-section,such aslead and alum inum .W earecurrently carrying outpolarized neutron

scattering experim ents on liquid gallium in order to verify that the observed additional

cross-section isindeed m agneticin origin and to study itstem peraturedependence closeto

thesolidi�cation transition.
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Elem entT=Tm elting S L J g(LJS) �m agn n Ref.

[b] [% ]

Li 1.03 1/2 0 1/2 2 0-0.01 0-1 [15]

Al 1.003 1/2 0 1/2 2 0.16 9 [22]

1/2 1 3/2 1.33 4

G a 1.075 1/2 0 1/2 2 0.88 48 [23]

1/2 2 5/2 1.2 11.5

3.165 1/2 0 1/2 2 0.78 42 [23]

1/2 2 5/2 1.2 10.1

Cs 1.022 1/2 1 3/2 1.33 0.11 2.7 [4]

Hg 1.25 1/2 0 1/2 2 1.5 82 [2]

1/2 2 5/2 1.2 19.5

Pb 1.021 1/2 0 1/2 2 0.7 38 [21]

1/2 2 5/2 1.2 9

TABLE I:The observed m agnetic cross-section �m agn and the corresponding fraction n ofions

with a m agneticm om ent,calculated forthem ostlikely quantum num bersoftheunpaired electron

using Eq.5.

FIG .1:Schem aticrepresentation ofhow cagedi�usion can lead to short-lived m agneticm om ents.

a) Snapshotofa m etallic liquid with ions showing com pletely �lled shells. The Ferm i-sea is not

shown. b) O n close approach an electron is kicked out ofan orbital. c) The resulting unpaired

electron leadsto a localm agnetic m om ent. d)Thism om entdisappearsagain asthe atom sm ove

away from each other.
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FIG .2: The dynam ic structure factor ofliquid m ercury[2]at sm allm om entum transfer (solid

circles) and a vanadium reference sam ple (open circles) showing the resolution of the neutron

scattering spectrom eter. The solid line is a �t to two Lorentzian lines,taking the asym m etric

spectrom eter resolution function into account. The bottom �gure is an enhancem ent ofthe top

�gure.O neobservesa sharp (in energy,hence slow in tim e)centralm odereecting self-di�usion,

and a broad m ode (dash-dotted curve) reecting the fast rattling m otion ofan atom inside the

cage form ed by its neighbors. The intensity ofthis broad m ode (clearly absentin the vanadium

spectra)wasfound to belarger[2]by a factorof20 than could beexpected from nuclearsum rules

on the scattering. Hence,the intensity wasattributed to a param agnetic crosssection,reecting

an unpaired d-electron on a tim escaledeterm ined by cagedi�usion.(Figurereproduced from Ref.

[2]).

FIG .3:Thestatic structurefactorofliquid lead asm easured by X-ray scattering data[32]at623

K (solid line) and neutron scattering data[21]at 613 K (stars). Note the di�erence between the

two data setsatsm allm om entum transfer;TheX-ray scattering data approach S(q= 0)= 0.008

(open diam ond),while the neutron scattering data approach a constant value wellin excess of

S(q= 0),indicative ofa m agnetic contribution to the scattering

FIG .4:Thestaticstructurefactorofliquid alum inum justabovethem elting pointasm easured by

neutron scattering[22](solid line)and X-ray scattering[33](stars).Thedi�erencebetween thetwo

data setsisconsiderably largerthan thecalculated m ultiplescattering contribution to theneutron

scattering data (dashed-dotted curve). After correcting for these m ultiple scattering e�ects,we

�nd thatthe rem aining di�erence between the two data sets (solid circles and horizontalline)is

only weakly dependenton q,indicative ofan incom pletely �lled electronic shellwith sm allradius.

The data point at q= 0 (open diam ond) is the com pressibility lim it taken from therm odynam ic

data[44].

FIG .5:Theunnorm alized static structurefactorofliquid gallium attwo tem peratures(solid line

with stars)asm easured by neutron scattering[23].Thecalculated incoherentcontribution isgiven

by the dashed dotted lines,the sum ofthe incoherent and m ultiple scattering contribution (see

text) is denoted by the solid lines. The di�erence (at sm allq-values) between the experim ental

data pointsand the solid line isascribed to param agnetic scattering.

17


