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Abstract
W e reanalyze literature data on neutron scattering by liquid m etals to show that non-m agnetic
liquid m etals possess a m agnetic m om ent that uctuates on a picosecond tim e scale. This tine
scale follow s the m otion of the cagedi usion process In which an ion rattles around in the cage
form ed by is neighbors. W e nd that these uctuating m agnetic m om ents are present in liquid

Hg,Al Gaand Pb, and possbly also in the akalim etals.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Unlke ordhary sinpl uids, liquid metals can support short-wavelngth sound waves
far outside the hydrodynam ic regine; sinpl uids only support very strongly dam ped
density uctuations beyond the hydrodynam ic regioni34]. In other words, a density
disturbance decays much faster In a simplk uid than i does in a liguid metal under
com parable them odynam ic conditions. Typically, a shortwavelength sound wave in a
sin ple liquid does not propagate beyond one wavelength [34]. P resum ably, this di erence
can be attributed to the presence of two Interacting system s In a liquid m etal: the positively
charged Jjonic liquid and the negatively charged conduction sea. T his notion has stin ulated
the study of the decay m echanian of the density uctuations, by m eans of neutron and
X -ray scattering experin ents, aswellasby m olecular dynam ics (M D ) com puter sin ulations
in a range of liquid metals, such as Hgll, 2, 3, 286, 27, Csf4, 5, 28], K §, 1, 8], R0, 10,
Nafl, 12,43, 14,29, 34], Lill5, 14, 117, 31], Pb {8, 19, 24, 21, 32], A 1§23, 33], and G aR3].
These studies have by and large con med the rok of the electron sea as a feedback
m echanism , serving to reduce the decay rates of disturbances, and also ensuring that

density uctuations can propagate at a higher velocity than the adiabatic sound velocity.

These studies also showed that sin ilar to ordinary liquids, cage di usion plays an
in portant part in the decay m echanisn ofdensity uctuations]3, 34, 35,36,/ 37,138]. Cage
di usion occurswhen an atom bounceso neighboring atom s, theredby con ning the atom to
a "cage." This is In contrast to selfdi usion, the process in which the atom m oves through
the sam ple and which is characterized by a net displacem ent from its starting position over
a period of tine34]. In M D sinulations, where one ollow s the position of an atom over
tin e, cage-di usion and selfdi usion show up astwo distinct tin e scalesl]. Cagedi usion
acoounts for a an all decrease In correlation between the initial and subsequent position of
an atom ; this Iniial decrease in correlation occurs w ithin a f&w picoseconds. The overall
dem ise of correlation is given by the selfdi usion process, which takes place on a much
longer tim e scale[34] and is determ ined by the coe cient for selfdi usion Dg. These two



di usive processes can also be cbserved by means of quasielastic neutron scattering2].
N eutron scattering is sensitive to the m otion of individual atom s because an atom m oves
during the tin e it takes the neutron to Interact with £{39]. Thism otion shows itself as a
soread In energy of the scattered neutron wavepadket. Rapid m ovem ent (cage-di usion)
results in a large spread In energy; slow m ovem ent (selfdi usion) resuls in a soread w ith
an all characteristic energy-w idth . B oth these processes have indeed been cbserved in liquid
m etals. For instance, in liquid m ercury fil, 2, 3], the scattered neutron intensity originating
from a sihgke atom (the socalled incoherent scattering contrbution [3:9]) corresoonds to
a superposition of two Lorentzian lines. One line is sharp (In energy), corresponding to
selfdi usion, and one line is broad, corresponding to cagedi usion. A Lorentzian line
in energy corregponds to an exponential decay in tin e[39] of the correlation between the

Iniial and subsequent position of an atom .

A oom parison between the neutron scattering data and the M D smmulations on lig—
uid Hg rmwvealed a serious discrepancy regarding the e ectiveness of the cagedi usion
m echanism I, 2, 3]. W hile both studies agreed on the characteristic tine scale for the
cage-di usion process, acoording to the neutron scattering studyR] cage di usion acoounted
forup to 20% ofthe loss in correlation in the position of an atom , com pared to only 0.4%
as observed In the MD resultsf3]. In order to explain this discrepancy, Badyal et al.[]
suggested that a m ercury ion m ight have a uctuating m agnetic m om ent, resulting In an
enhanced neutron scattering cross-section. T he idea here is straightforward (seeFig. 1): In
a liquid, atom s can approach each other very closely. On such a close approadh, an electron
from a lled inner shell of the m etallic ion can be epcted into the Fem isea Fig. 1b),
resulting In an unpaired electron, and hence in am agneticm om ent F ig. 1c). O nce the ions
move away from each other again, the shell can be recomplkted Fig. 1d). One can thus
expect a m agnetic m om ent to pop In and out of existence on the sam e tin e scale as the
rattling m otion of an atom inside is cage. T his process autom atically leads to a pathway
for the neutron to scatter from the atom via the electrom agnetic ©oroe33], augm enting the
Interaction via the strong nuckar force and resulting in an enhanoed cross section for the
cagedi usion process. From the strength of the m agnetic Interaction{39], it can then be

determm ined what fraction ofthe tin e an ion has an unpaired electron.



In this paper we show that the cagedi usion process In liquid m etals is indeed accom —
panied by a uctuating m agnetic moment. W e do this by revisiting published neutron
scattering data on Hg, Cs, K, Rb, Na, Li, Pb, A], and Ga. W e observe a analle ect
In the akalimetals, but nd that the ions In Ga and Hg have unpaired electrons for up
to 20% of the tine. Not only do these m agnetic m om ents provide an additional m eans
for studying cagedi usion by means of neutron scattering, they provide an additional

long-range interaction m echanian for the ions in the liquid.

ITI. THEORY

In this section we brie y rwview the various contrbutions that m ake up the neutron
scattering cross section of a liquid. W e use the data by Badyal et al.@] on mercury to
illustrate the various contributions, and to dem onstrate under what conditions one can
cbserve the proposed uctuating m agnetic m om ents.

A neutron interacts with the nuclkus of an atom via the strong nuclkar force, and w ith
the m agnetic m om ents of electrons present in the system via the electrom agnetic orce[39].
T hus, the total num ber of neutrons w ith initial energy E ; that are scattered every second
Into a solid angle d having nalenergiesbetween Er and E¢ + dE is given by the doublk

di erential cross section and can be separated into a nuclear and a m agnetic term '39]:
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Form ono-atom ic system s, such asthe ones considered in thispaper, the nuckar contribution

for single scattering events is given by
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Scon (@GE ) is the dynam ic structure factor and represents the collective response of the
liquid as a function of mom entum ~qg and energy E transferred from the neutron to the
liquid, while Si. (@E ) describes the dynam ics of a single atom 39]. T he cross-sections con
and . are elem ent dependent; i, arses because the strong Interaction depends on the

FoIn state of the nuckus and the number of neutrons in the nuckus. Thus, the nuclkear



scattering cross—section carries inform ation about the collective behavior of the atom s, such

as soundw aves, and inform ation about the m otion of ndiriual atom s, such as selfdi usion.

T he static structure factor S (g) is given by the sum <ule[39]
Z
S@=  Scn @GE)DE; 3)

w hile the nooherent dynam ic structure factor satis es a sin ilar sum rule
Z
1= Sic(@E)E : @)

In neutron di raction experim ents ain ed at m easuring S (@), the energy integration in Eq.
3 is carried out by the neutron detector. Because of the tem ke=k; in Eq. &, this procedure
leads to an all errors in the detem Ination of S (@); however, these errors are an all under
suitable experin ental conditions and can be corrected for using standard m ethods39]. A
fiurther source of errors is that Eq. 2 is only valid for neutrons that are scattered once by
the sam ple. Again, by choosing su ciently sn all sam pls, the errors introduced by m ultiple
scattering events and events in which a scattered neutron is absorbed by the sam ple can be
corrected orQ]. Therefore, provided these corrections have been carried out, one can check
the accuracy of the data reduction procedure by com paring the m easured cross-sections

ch and . to the known values. Even In the case where the absolute values of ., and

ne cannot be nferred from the experim ent, their ratio can still be determm ned using the
fact that S (@) oscillates around 1 for large g.

T he m agnetic contribution to the scattered intensity isonly visble In neutron scattering
experin ents on liquids provided that atom s w ith unpaired electrons exist[39]. The angular
momentum associated wih these unpaired electrons, hd, Interacts with the intrinsic
m agnetic m om ent of the neutron. The conduction elctrons present n liquid metals
do not contribute to the scattering at nite g; an elctron moves so fast com pared
to the neutron that the scattered waves only add up ooherently at g=0, the forward
direction. H owever, ifan electron is localized around an atom , all scattered waves originate
from the region of the partially lled orbial, and the scattered waves can be observed
for a range of gwvalues. For this reason the form factor for m agnetic scattering F (),
which describbes the varation of scattered intensity wih g and which is given by the



oatial extent of the elkctron cloud, &lls © more rmpidly wih hcreasing g than the
form factor for nuclkar scattering fthe socalled D ebyeW aller factor W (@) ]. The latter
re ectsthe fact that nuclkar scattering originates in them uch an aller volum e ofthe nuclkus.

T he num ber of ionsw ith unpaired electrons at any given m om ent detem inesthem agnetic
cross—section fora liquid wih uctuatingm agneticm om ents. T he totalnum ber of neutrons
that are scattered per second perm etallic ion Into solid angled isgiven by the param agnetic
approxin ation for the di erential cross section39]

g m agnetic

2 1
3 = n ro>2[5g<LJs>F @Fe ™ 9T@+ 1): )

In this equation, n is the fraction of the ions that have a collision Induced angular
momentum hJd, gLJS) = 3=2+ [ E + 1) LL+ 1HERIJ + 1)] descrbes how the

Intrinsic angularm om entum of the electron hS and its orbial angularm om entum hL add

up to the magnetic moment pg@JS)J ( 5 is one Bohr magneton), and ( ry)?=0291

bam is the strength of the Interaction w ith the neutron. Eq. § o ers a good approxin ation
of the strength of the m agnetic scattering provided that the characteristic energy w idth

of the quasielastic scattering as detem ined by the underlying cagedi usion m echanian

is am all com pared to the incident energy of the neutron 39]. This is the sam e requirem ent
that allow s one to detem ine S (@) from a liquid w ithout doing an energy analysis of the

scattered neutron, and we w ill therefore assum e that this requirem ent is satis ed for all
published datasets discussed in this paper.

A nalyzing quastelastic neutron scattering experin ents on liquid H g at room tem perature,
Badyalet al.P] observed that the scattered signalat an allm om entum transfers consisted of
two contrbutions (see Fig. ), attrbutable to selfdi usion and cage-di usion, regpectively.
However, the relative strength (area under the curves in Fig. 2) of the cagedi usion con—
tribution com pared to the slfdi usion contrlbution was found to be 22% (corresponding
to a di erential cross section of 15/4 bam). A relative strength of the order of 0.3%
was expected based on MD simulations3] and on an order of m agnitude calculation B].
G iven that the strength of the quasielastic coherent contribution for am all gvalies (given
by sum -rules at  0.01/4 bam) was negligbk[39, 41], and given that the characteristic

energy width 3 ps ') corresponded to the tine scale of the cage di usion process (1/3



ps), the authorsf] concluded that the broad quastelastic line did indeed correspond to
cagedi usion but w ith a m agnetically enhanced crosssection. Using Eq.i5 (S= 1/2,L=2
and J=5/2 and F (@=e " @= 1 oran allqg) and noting that crystalelectric eld e ectsare
absent In a liquid, we nd that 195% ofthe Hg-ions have an unpaired d-electron. Should
the cbserved m agnetic signal origihate from an unpaired selectron, then the corresponding

fraction ofm agnetic ionswould be 82% . W e retum to this latter possibility in the discussion.

Thus, a signi cant fraction of the m ercury ions has a m agnetic m om ent; this m om ent
can interact w ith its neighbors via the m agnetic dipole interaction, via the direct exchange
Interaction, and via polarization of the conduction electrons. The dipolk interaction lkely
only adds up to a an all correction to the interatom ic potential at am all distances, but it
becom es the dom inant interaction m echanian at large distances and therefore it m ight
well contrbute to the ability of a liquid m etal to sustain propagating soundwaves w ith
short wavelengths. Likew ise, the polarization of the conduction electrons by the atom ic
m agneticm om ents provides a direct Interaction m echanian between the ionic liquid and the
conduction electrons. It is the presence of the two Interacting system s that is presum ably
resoonsible for the existence ofwellkde ned short wavelength sound waves. For this reason,
we have re-analyzed existing neutron scattering data 4, 4, 13, 21, 22, 23] on liquid m etals
In order to investigate the presence ofm agnetic m om ents In non-m agnetic liquids. W e note
that short-lived m agnetic m om ents do not contradict the overall diam agnetic response of a
liquid m etal: m acroscopic m easurem ents take place on a much larger tin e scale than the
lifetim e of a collision-induced atom icm om ent.

F luctuating m agnetic m om ents can betray their presence in various ways In neutron
scattering experim ents. In di raction experin ents the additional cross-section would lead
to an increased signal at am aller gvalies, decaying with g according to ¥ (@ F. This
additional signal would be on top of the anglke Independent inooherent cross-section and
the weakly angle dependent m ultiple scattering cross—section. T hus, w hether the proposad
signal is actually visbl in published data depends on the strength of the nooherent cross
section and on the details of the data reduction proocedure. It is easiest to identify the
m agnetic cross section In quasielastic neutron scattering experin ents (as in the liquid
m ercury experin entsg]); however, we did not nd data sets In the literature suied to the



latter approach. Finally, i is unclear a priorihow an increase In tem perature and density

would a ect the magnetic cross section. This increase would allow for closer approach

of the ions thersby increasing the overlap of the lled oroitals; however, the lifetin es of
the Induced m om ents would likely decrease as well resulting In a signal that would be too

soread out In energy to be reliably observable In neutron scattering experin ents.

ITIT. RESULTS

O ur nvestigation is lim ited to published studies that show the raw data and detail the
correction procedure, or to studies where the incoherent scattering contribution is absent.
Surprisingly, this leaves very few data sets on liquid m etals. In m ost Investigations the data
are only presented after subtraction of the contribbution identi ed as inocoherent scattering.
T his subtraction procedure would also have elin lnated the m agnetic contribution, should
it have been present. Evaluation of the published neutron scattering data on the much
studied akalim etals show s that the percentage of ions having a m agnetic m om ent is likely
to bemuch an aller than what was cbserved In liquid m ercury, and that in m ost cases it is
not possible to com e to an unam biguous conclusion whether this m agnetic contrbution is
present or not. On the other hand, the group 3 and 4 metalsA L Pb and Ga show a large
e ect sin ilar to liquid m ercury. A 1l results are collected in Table 1.

A . The alkalim etals

Bodensteiner et al.§] observed a discrepancy between the value for the incoherent
scattering cross-section as m easured in their nelastic neutron scattering experin ents on
liquid cesiim at 308 K and the commonly acospted value. A fter having acocounted for
all corrections to the nomn alization of the neutron scattering data, B odensteiner et aL[4]
Inferred a (total) nooherent cross section of 0.33 b instead of the literature valie of 022
b. Assum ing that 022 b is Indeed the correct value for the inooherent cross-section, this
would in ply a m agnetic cross-section of0.11 b, ord ™2™¢%°=d = 011/4 .Presumably, a

oollision would lave a cesium ion tem porarily w ith an iodine con guration (S=1/2,L=1,



J= 3/2 and g@LJS)= 4/3),yedingn= 27% (sseEq. ). Unbdrtunately, since uncorrected
sectra at the snallest gvalues (@ < 05 A ') were not published in this study ], we
could not infer whether the supposed m agnetic cross section indeed corresponded to a
quastelastic spectrum characterized by a cagedi usion linew idth.

From the current literature results, it is inconclusive whether Iiquid potassim [, 77, 81,
Touid mubidim @, 30), or liquid sodim {1, 12, 13, 14, 29, 30] display m agnetic cross-
sections. Eiher the data at low g 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 might just be too anall
to be observable n sodim ( 3, = 1.67 b) and mubiddim ( i, = 048 b). However, the
param agnetic cross-section m ight have been observed In liquid potassiim ( 3. = 027 b)
in a series of quastelastic neutron scattering experin entsfg]. Cabrillo et al.f¢] combined
a high (energy) resolution study on liquid K at 343 K wih a lower resolution experim ent
to m odel the full dynam ic response of potassiim down to small g 04 A '. Doing
50, they were abl to show that the quasielastic com ponent at sn all g consisted of two
contrbutions, one corresponding to selfdi usion and one to a process w ith a lifetin e 3
ps. Qualitatively, this is sim ilar to the cbservations for cagedi usion in liquid m ercury.
U nfortunately, the authors did not give the ratio between the narrow and broad com ponent,
m aking it In possbl to nfern from their data. In fact, the authors did not attrbute this
broad m ode to cagedi usion. Instead, i was assum ed to be part of the coherent scattering
contribution. The latter is Inconsistent w ith their m odeling of the rest of the scattered
intensity [§], which already completely exhausted the coherent sum wule Eg. 3). G iven
this, and given the very weak dependence of on g org< 13 A !, we believe that this
broad m ode represents cagedi usion. However, whether it is a cagedi usion process com —

binedwih a uctuatingm agneticm om ent cannotbe nferred from this study (@spublished).

Neutron scattering resuls for liquid lithiim Jlave open the possbility of a m agnetic
cross—section being present albeit that the resuls are som ewhat hhaccurate ow Ing to the
large absorbtion cross-section. For instance, Torciniet al.1§] report S (= 0)= 0.04 at 450
K, whilke the expected S (= 0) from the com pressbility sum -rule is 0.03, thus indicating

the presence of a an all m agnetic cross-section. H owever, not all studies are In agreem ent



w ith these neutron scattering data (robably due to the large absorbtion cross-section for
neutrons). Therefore, we can only give an estin ated range for the fraction n of ions w ih
an unpaired ekctron. Based on the work of Torciniet al.[l§], we nd the fraction n to be
Intherange0< n< 1%, forsS=1/2,L=0,J=1/2 and g(L.JS)=2.

In all, the akali metals do not show unambiguous evidence for the existence of the
proposed m agnetic crosssection. However, it is Interesting to note that small anglke
X-ray scattering experim ents on liquid lithiim indicated the pressnce of an additional
cross-section [L§], which the authors tentatively attributed to increased correlation between
the valence electrons. The m echanisan proposed in this paper would o er an explanation
for the observed [L§] increased correlation. N onetheless, the evidence for a collision—nduced

uctuating m om ent in the akalim etals is som ewhat weak. M uch better evidence for is
existence com es from scattering experin ents on group 3 and 4 metals, which disgplay an
enhanced cross-section, sim ilar to the resuls for liquid m ercury.

B. Group 3 and 4 m etals

Ligquid lead is a good candidate to analyze for the possbl presence of a m agnetic
cross-section since Pb has a negliglbble inooherent cross-section; therefore, any signi cant
scattering at sn allm om entum transfers where the coherent cross-section is very sm all) is
indicative of a param agnetic signal. Reifrs et al.P1]m easured the static structure factor of
Jiquid Jad at 613 K under ambient pressure (see Fig. 3). From Egs. 2 and 3, we nd that
the expected neutron scattering Intensity at samall m om entum transfers due to coherent
scattering isgiven by on=4 S (@= 0),wih S (@@= 0) = 0009@2]and n= 1116Db. The
S (@= 0) extrapolated value from the liquid lead experin ent is 0.07 (see Fig. 3), inplying
an additional neutron scattering intensity o£0.7/4 b.Using Eq. §wih S= 1/2,L=2, J=
5/2 and gL JS)= 12, the fraction n of ionsw ith an unpaired electron is 9% . A ssum ing the
additional cross-section originates from selectrons (S= 1/2, L=0, J= 1/2 and g(L.JS)=
2),we ndn= 38% (SeeTabk ).

Ligquid alum num also displays a param agnetic cross-section. Igbal et al.pP2] perform ed
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a study on liquid alum num at 936K (see Fig. 4). In this study on a liquid w ith negligble
Inooherent cross—section, the authors nom alized theirdatato S (! 1 )= 1; however, the
data had not been corrected for m ultiple scattering e ects, which can constitute a m apr
part of the scattering at anall g. Based on the dim ensions of their cylindrical cell, we
have calculated , 40] the m ultiple scattering contrbution (dashed line in Fig.4) assum ing
the energy dependence of S (;E ) to be given by a Lorenzian line shape w ith half width
detem ined by the coe cient for selfdi usion O.= 04 A?/psf3]) . A fter subtractihg the
muliple scattering contribution and renom alizing the data accordingly, we nd that the
neutron scattering data consistently lie above the X -ray data33] at am all g, and that the
neutron scattering data do not appear to reach theq ! 0 lin it S (@=0) = 0.013%4]. Since
a param agnetic contribution represents a very am all correction to X -ray scattering data,
we take the di erence S = 0:1 between the neutron and X-ray S (q) m easurem ents at
g< 15 A ! asthe strength of the param agnetic signal, ie., d ™™= = § ;=4 =
016/4 b. This corresponds Eg. b) to a fraction n= 4% assum ing the uorine electronic
con guration forparam agnetic A Hons; a sodiim con guration would corresoond to n= 9%
(See Tablk I).

Another liquid m etal or which we can verify the presence of an additional com ponent to
the cross-section is liquid galliim . Bellissent-Funel et al.P3] found in their experin ents on
liquid Gaat 326 K and 959 K that the observed scattered intensities were not consistent w ith
theknown values for ;,.and o, - Sihceboth uncorrected and corrected data were published
in this study 3], and since every step ofthe data reduction procedure was clearly described,
we can Infer a very accurate estin ate of the param agnetic cross-section for Ga. U sihg the
dim ensions of the sam ple cell used in the experin entsP3], we have calculated 2, 4Q] the
multple scattering contrbution (see Fig. §). Taking into acoount the S (= 0) values and
the fact that the m agnetic contrdbution w illbe absent at very Jarge g, we nd an additional
di erential scattering cross-section 0£0.88/4 b at 326 K and 0.78/4 b at 959K .A ssum Ing
this scattering to orighhate from an unpaired electron w ith quantum numbers S= 1/2,L=2,
J= 5/2and g.JS)= 12,we ndn= 115% atT= 326K and n= 101% at T=959K.If
we assum e the scattering to origihate from a selectron (S=1/2,L=0,J= 1/2and gL JS)=
2),we ndn= 48% and n= 42% , respectively (see Tabl I). Thus, gallim displays a large
m agnetic cross-section, but itsm agnitude appears to be only weakly tem perature dependent.

11



IVv. DISCUSSION

The availablk neutron scattering data point overwheln ingly to the existence of short—
Iived m agnetic m om ents In non-m agnetic liquid metals. These moments come in and
out of existence on the sam e tim e scak as the cagedi usion m otion, as cbserved in the
quastelastic neutron scattering experin ents on liquid Hgfl, 2, 31. The akalim etals show
only aweak e ect, but the e ect ismuch m ore pronounced in m ercury and in group 3 and
dmetals (see Tablk I).

T he actual percentage of ons with unpaired electrons is more di cul to assess than
establishing that such ions with unpaired electrons exist. For instance, it is feasbl that
the unpaired electron in liquid m ercury is either an selectron or a d-elctron. The 6s shell
In m ercury has been drawn in closer to the nuckus because of the rwlativistic contraction
of the underlying shells, so i is de niely conceivabl In a liquid that the 6s shell can be
com plktely lled (for som e ofthe tim e at least). In other words, the cbserved param agnetic
intensity could originate from a Hg'" or from a Hg®" —<on. (In liquid lead, i is in fact m ore
likely that the param agnetic contribution stem s from Pb®" than from Pb°* —ons, given the
prevalence of lead to form Pb?" 1 solids.) Should this indeed be the case, then the electrical
resistance In liquid m ercury does not com e sokly from electrons being scattered by ons,
but also from elctrons actually being captured by Hg-ions; far from being unchanging, the
Ferm isea constantly changes in size whik interchanging electrons w ith the ions.

T he phenom enon of the additional m agnetic cross-section seem s to have been m ostly
overlooked. However, its inplications on the Interaction mechanian s in a liquid metal
cannot be overlooked given the long range of the m agnetic dipol interaction and the ability
of localized m om ents to polarize the surrounding conduction electrons. In particular, it
would be Interesting to see how incorporation of param agnetic ions and their polarization
capability into the interatom ic potentialused in M D sim ulations would alter the character—
istics of short-w avelength sound propagation.

F inally, this param agnetic cross-section provides a m eans of studying the cagedi usion

m echanisn at sm allm om entum transfers even In system s that do not exhibit an inocoherent

12



cross—section, such as kad and alum num . W e are currently carrying out polarized neutron
scattering experin ents on liquid galliim In order to verify that the cbserved additional
cross-section is Indeed m agnetic in origin and to study its tem perature dependence close to

the s0lidi cation transition.
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Element T=Tpeiring S L J g@JS) magn n Ref
bl &1
Li 103 1/201/2 2 0001 01 [35]
Al 1003 1/201/2 2 016 9 P2]
1/213/2 133 4
Ga 1075 1/201/2 2 088 48 P3]
1/2 25/2 12 115
3165 1/201/2 2 078 42 3]
1/225/2 12 101
Cs 1022 1/213/2 133 011 27 H]
Hg 125 1/201/2 2 15 82 [
1/225/2 12 195
Pb 1021 1/201/2 2 07 38 PI]
1/2 25/2 12 9

TABLE I: The observed m agnetic cross-section

magn and the corresgponding fraction n of ions

w ith a m agnetic m om ent, calculated for the m ost likely quantum num bers of the unpaired electron

using Eq. §

FIG .1: Schem atic representation ofhow cage di usion can lad to short-lived m agnetic m om ents.

a) Snapshot of a m etallic liquid w ith ions show ing com pltely lled shells. The Fem isea is not

shown. b) On close approach an electron is kicked out of an orbital. ¢) The resulting unpaired

electron leads to a localm agnetic m cm ent. d) Thism om ent disappears again as the atom s m ove

away from each other.
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FIG. 2: The dynam ic structure factor of liquid mercuryE_Z] at am all m om entum transfer (solid
circles) and a vanadium reference sam ple (open circles) show ing the resolution of the neutron
scattering spectrom eter. The solid lne is a t to two Lorentzian lines, taking the asymm etric
spectrom eter resolution function into account. The bottom gure is an enhancem ent of the top

gure. O ne observes a sharp (In energy, hence slow In tim e) centralm ode re ecting selfdi usion,
and a broad m ode (dash-dotted curve) re ecting the fast rattling m otion of an atom inside the
cage fom ed by its neighbors. T he intensity of this broad m ode (clearly absent in the vanadim
spectra) was found to be ]arger[_Z] by a factor of 20 than could be expected from nuclkar sum rules
on the scattering. Hence, the intensity was attributed to a param agnetic cross section, re ecting
an unpaired d-electron on a tin e scale determ ined by cage di usion.  gure reproduced from Ref.

g1.

FIG . 3: The static structure factor of liquid lead asm easured by X -ray scattering dataB-g] at 623
K (solid line) and neutron scattering dataRl] at 613 K (stars). Note the di erence between the
two data sets at an allm om entum transfer; T he X +ay scattering data approach S (= 0) = 0.008
(open diam ond), whike the neutron scattering data approach a constant valie well In excess of

S (= 0), indicative of a m agnetic contribution to the scattering

FIG .4: T he static structure factor of liquid alum inum just above them elting point asm easured by
neutron scattering [_2-2] (solid line) and X —ray scatter:ing_B-g] (stars). The di erence between the two
data sets is considerably larger than the calculated m ultiple scattering contribution to the neutron
scattering data (dashed-dotted curve). A fter correcting for these m ultiple scattering e ects, we

nd that the ram alning di erence between the two data sets (solid circles and horizontal line) is
only weakly dependent on g, lndicative of an incom plktely lled electronic shellw ith sm all radius.
The data point at =0 (open diam ond) is the com pressibility lin it taken from themm odynam ic

data [i4].

FIG .5: The unnom alized static structure factor of liquid gallum at two tem peratures (solid line
w ith stars) asm easured by neutron scattering [_2-3] T he calculated lncoherent contribution is given
by the dashed dotted lines, the sum of the inooherent and m ultiple scattering contribution (see
text) is denoted by the solid lines. The di erence (at an all gvalues) between the experin ental

data points and the solid line is ascribbed to param agnetic scattering.
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