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The electrical resistivity for a current moving perpendéeuo layers (chains) in quasi-2D (quasi-1D) metals
under an applied magnetic field of varying orientation igli&d using Boltzmann transport theory. We consider
the simplest non-trivial quasi-2D and quasi-1D Fermi stefabut allow for an arbitrary elastic collision inte-
gral (i.e., a scattering probability with arbitrary depende on momentum-transfer) and obtain an expression
for the resistivity which generalizes that previously fdumsing a single relaxation-time approximation. The
dependence of the resistivity on the angle between the rtiagiedd and current changes depending on the
momentum-dependence of the scattering probability. Sereds zero-field intra-layer transport is sensitive
only to the momentum-averaged scattering probability {taesport relaxation rate) the resistivity perpendicu-
lar to layers measured in a tilted magnetic field provideaitiat information about the momentum-dependence
of interlayer scattering. These results help clarify theanieg of the relaxation rate determined from fits of
angular-dependent magnetoresistance oscillations (AMRPerimental data to theoretical expressions. Fur-
thermore, we suggest how AMRO might be used to probe the dorhstattering mechanism.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION complex Fermi surface shape on AMRO, electron-scattering
effects have usually been treated simply: a single scattering
Measurements of angle-dependent magnetoresistance d&i€: used as an additional fitting parameter, is assumed. In
cillations (AMRO) have emerged as a powerful probe of theotherword_s, th? Boltzmanr_1 the_ory of AMROQ is treated within
electronic properties of low-dimensional metals. When thefhe relaxation-time approximatiéh
electric current is perpendicular to the metallic layetsafos) Since the net change due to scattering of the electron dis-

in quasi two(one)-dimensional metals, the measured condudfibution at a given momentum depends on the distribution
tivity is found to oscillate as a function of the anglg be-  €lsewhere, a general distribution function must be foulfd se

tween the current and applied magnetic fiéid*4>07.8210  consistently from the Boltzmann transport equation with th
This dependence, and the weaker but observable variatidhll collision functional include@"% Within the relaxation-
with the field-anglepg in the plane perpendicular to the cur- time approximation, the collision functional is assumetéo
rent, depends on the detailed shape of the Fermi surface afioportional to the nonequilibrium part of the electrontidis
other physical parameters. Fits to data have been used to gution, with a proportionality constant defined as the autrre
tract experimental Fermi surfaces with a resolution compar relaxation rate, or inverse current lifetime. The disttibn is
ble to the best available techniquigg213.14.15.16,17.18,19.2021,22  then easily found from the simplified transport equatiorngT
Recently, an AMRO study of overdoped cuprates revealedielaxation-time approximation is equivalent to neglegtrer-
an anisotropic scattering rate with a magnitude that irsgea tex corrections in a Kubo calculation of the conducti¥ty
monotonically with temperature and scales with the superco The electron distribution obtained this way is rarely a solu
ducting transition temperat#2%27 Microwave conductiv- tion to the full Boltzmann equation, so the calculated trans
ity measurements under a strong field of variable directiorPort codficients are not always reliable. Even if experimental
provide additional insight, and are being used in Fermiol-properties can be explained using this approach, the palysic
ogy to augment the zero-frequency res\d2° Wwith the = meaning of the lifetime extracted from fits to data is not al-
more prominent role played by AMRO experimental tech-ways clear.
niques comes a greater need to examine each assumption unit is well known that lifetimes of electrons in a given mate-
derpinning the theoretical models used to interpret thasg. d rial determined from dferent experiments on the same sam-
Theoretical expressions for AMRO are most simply ob-ple can vary widely. For example the scattering rate deter-
tained within Boltzmann transport theory, which is validemh ~ mined from zero-field transport, the transport relaxatiate r
the quasiparticle interlayer transport is coherent. THeuea 57, is expected to be smaller than that determined from spec-
lated magnetoresistance in strong magnetic fields is aamsit tral or quantum oscillation measurements, the quasipartic
to the shape of the Fermi surface since electrons compleggattering rate—*, because small-angle scattering processes
many cyclotron orbits before being scattered. Using AMROcontribute only to the latté?4% This diference persists to the
data taken over a range 6, ¢g and field strength, it is pos- lowest temperatures if inhomogeneity with a large characte
sible to extract multiple hopping parameters and thus kauild istic length scale is present in the sample, as may be the case
detailed topography of the intralayer Fermi surface. Farov for many low-dimensional meta&®.
doped cuprates, the results have shown good agreement withAMRO is one measurement where the physical interpreta-
ARPES measurements and other determinations tion of an extracted lifetime might not be immediately clear
In contrast to the close consideration given to thieas of  For, although it is a transport measurement, the fact tieat el
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trons are bound in tight electron orbits and can be traresflerr surements provide information about the momentum-transfe
from one orbit to another via small-angle scattering sutgges dependence of the scattering probability that may not be oth
that scattering processes which play no role in zero-fialusttr  erwise available. For, as long as the scattering potential e
port might be significant. Notably, the precise meaningfefli tends over more than one layer, so that# A, it should
times extracted from quantum oscillations in magnetotransin principle be possible to extract more than ohgusing
port and from cyclotron resonance experiments is still & matAMRO (methods for isolating individual, are described be-
ter of discussion in the literatug&6.37,:38.39.404%f 3 |ifetime  low). This would enable a partial reconstruction of the scat
determined from AMRO data using a relaxation-time approx+tering cross-section via E§J] 1 and could reveal, for example
imation is to be usefully compared with those obtained elsewhether an unknown scatterer had atomic-length scale-corre
where then its physical significance must be clar#lé&36 lations in the layer or whether it was correlated over much
Addressing this issue is the main purpose of this paper. larger distances.

We calculate AMRO for simple model (quasi 1D and 2D) In the next section we give the Boltzmann derivation of the
Fermi liquid metals using Boltzmann theory with the fullgla interlayer conductivity for the quasi-2D and quasi-1D nweta
tic collision functional included. Our purpose is (i) to elu  In Section Il we give a simple physical picture of this resul
date the meaning of lifetimes extracted from AMRO by trac-In the subsections of Section IV we analyze the conductivity
ing their origin from the collision functional, and (i) teeter-  in different limits, describe how individual, could in princi-
mine whether new information can be extracted from AMROple be extracted from AMRO data, and illustrate the expected
by going beyond the relaxation-time approximation. It girn behaviour. In the Appendix we consider the simple example
out that a singlefective scattering rate does not fully account of random impurity scattering to illustrate the significaraf
for the dfect of scattering on AMRO but rather, in a crude then dependence of;.
sense, theféective scattering rate relevant to AMRO depends
on the anglé)s between the field and current. Also, we find

that AMRO can provide a description of the in-layer momen- Il.  BOLTZMANN THEORY OF INTERLAYER

tum (and corresponding spatial) dependence of the saajteri MAGNETORESISTANCE WITH ELASTIC, ANISOTROPIC
cross-section that is not available from other techniqlibss SCATTERING

AMRO may prove useful for studying an unknown scattering

mechanism. To calculate the resistance in a strong applied magnetit fiel

We here briefly summarize our analysis and results beforee adopt the following form of the Boltzmann equa#ibff,
providing details. The collision functional for a quasi-2D which is lowest order in the strength of the electric fiEldut
metal that is isotropic in the (x-y) plane is characterizéthw valid for an arbitrary-strength static magnetic fiéld
real parameters,, wheren is an integer, defined by dok

i Igk] = —€E - vk (2

wheregy is the non-equilibrium part of the full electron dis-
tribution functionfy,

P f daudsP(ad. [p)(1— €50 (1)

where the integral is over the (quasi-cylindrical) Fermi-su
face andP(|q4, |¢]) is the probability per unit area for scat-
tering an electron between points on the Fermi surface sepa- fic = folec) + [_
rated byqg,,¢. The scattering probability depends only on the _ o )
magnitude of the change of each cylindrical momentum comfo(e) is the Fermi distribution, and = (dec/dk). The colli-
ponent. Eachl,, having the dimensions of inverse time, is a Sion integral[g¢] is of the form
scattering rate of potential physical significance. Thedra
port relaxation rate is;! = 1o whereas the total quasiparti- I[ak] = f dSk P(K, K')(9w — 9k)- 3)
cle scattering rate is™* = A.. The A, for finite n contain
additional information about the dominant scattering mechwhere P(k, k’) is the probability per unit time for an elec-
anism. For example, the scateover which A, approaches tron to be scattered frork to k’, where both lie on the
Ao is roughly equal to the largest length scale over which thé-ermi surface. The integral is over tkeFermi surface with
scattering potential varies within an-y layer, measured in  dSy. = d?k’/|vi/|. This collision integral is appropriate for
lattice constants (see Appendix). This type of paramétdra elastic scattering, which will henceforth be assumed. Well
of the collision integral is well known, and has been used, foknown approximate extensions to a given inelastic scatter-
example, to describe thdfect of small-angle impurity scat- ing mechanism could be used to predict, for example, dif-
tering on the Weiss oscillations in a two-dimensional etatt ferent temperature dependencies faifedent A, (as occurs
gas* for scattering by acoustic thermal phonons for<< Tp

Our main finding is that AMRO is sensitive fty whenthe  wherely ~ (T/Tp)?A.)% For electrical conductivity (as
field is parallel to the current, td.,, when the field is perpen- opposed to thermal conductivity) the elastic collisioregral
dicular to the current, and to intermediatgat intermediate may be expected to give qualitatively correct results whid t
angles. There are two immediate implications of this resulti, temperature-dependent.
First, it clarifies the meaning of the scattering rate exedc Under the applied magnetic field electrons move along cy-
from AMRO fits. Second, it demonstrates that AMRO mea-clotron orbits on the Fermi surface (to lowest ordejnthe

0fo(e)
Oex ]gk’



electric field can be ignored in this orbital motion) suchttha where the cyclotron frequency is
k = k(t) varies with the time variableaccording to
wc = (eB/m") cosos. (9)
dk

a = —€eVk X B, (4)

Eqs.[T andI8 are solved to give
with 7z = 1.

To calculate the magnetoconductivity, we solve Eql 16 to
obtain the momenturi(t) for an arbitrary initial value(0) i i i
and insert the result into EGJ 2 to determine the distritutio Which can be used in the Boltzmann equation, Efj. 2. The
function gy (a single value of is used for the momente(t) omitted interlayer hop_pmg term is typlcally small, S|gm_afnt_
andk’(t) in the collision integral). Botlv, andgx depend on only for electrons moving in the direction of the magnetitrfie

the initial momentunk(0) and vary periodically with time. vyhen the field is nearly parallellto the Iay_erfs.. This term_give
The time-dependent current is rise to a small coherence peak in the resistivitygat 7/2 in

strong magnetic field but otherwise has littigeet/10:44

V,(t) = 2tccsin|k.c — kictandg[cos + wct) — cose] |, (10)

. 2e The distribution function and velocity are expanded in a
i = 2n? fdskgk(t)vk(t)v ()  Fourier series over both momentum variables=0:
where the integral over the Fermi surface is done using the Ok = Z Grm ()@ N000), (11)
mn

initial momentunk(0) coordinates. The frequency-dependent
conductivityo(w) (for both current and electric field alomy
is finally obtained from the time-frequency Fourier seriés o - -
thezco)r/nponent of Ed15. e vz(k) = Z Up(£)€ 10O,
Below we follow this method to obtain the interlayer con- m
ductivity for the quasi-2D system (EQ.]16) and quasi-1D sys-To henceforth avoid such cluttered notation, we use the sym-
tem (Eq.[25). These two Egs. are the main results of thigolsk, and¢ to refer to the initial valuek,(0) andg¢(0) and
article. indicatet dependence explicitly.
In this simple isotropic model, the scattering probability
P(k’, k) depends only on the change in intralayer momentum
A. Quasi-2D metal |¢” — ¢|. Also, to lowest order irv, the scattering probability
may be treated as a function|&f—k;|. The Fourier expansion
We consider a quasi-2D Fermi surface that is isotropic irthus diagonalizes the collision integral, which can betenmit
the layer (thek, — ky or a — b plane) and weakly corrugated _ _
in the direction perpendicular to the layeks ¢r c) with band o] = - Z G (£) Ame™ecHne (12)
energy mn

where the collision parametets,,, defined b
6= (€ +K ) ~2ccosk)  (6) P ’

7T/C 21
_ _ @ma.c+ing

wherem® is the dfective mass and the last term is obtained Amn = /e dqzj; doP(dd. [¢)(1 - € )- (13)
from nearest-interlayer-neighbor hopping with fimmgent t.
and interlayer distance. It is assumed thdt%/Zm* >> t¢ have the dimensions of inverse time.
wherek; is the average radius of the near-cylindrical Fermi  The Boltzmann equation Egl 2 becomes
surface. p

We substitute Eq.J6 into EqL] 4 with the magnetic field (_ + /lmn)gmn — _eUm®E(), (14)
B = B(sing, 0, cossd). To lowest order inv,, thec axis disper- ot
sion of the Fermi sgrfacg can be |gnoreql in thg determlnatlor\}vhiCh has the solution
of the cyclotron trajectories and the collision integraltlsat

k = (ks cosg, ks sing, k;). Thez-component of the equation v . N

of motion Eq[% is Im(t) = —ef_ dt’ e U t)E(Y). (15)
6_k2 = weks tandg sing 7 Them Fourigr number corresppnds to a label of the layers
ot in real space, i.e. the set of dieientsgyn, for all n and a

articularnY, describes the éerence in the electron distri-
ution between layers separatedriyylattice constants along
thec crystal axis. Since the band energy El. 6 contained only
nearest-plane hopping terms (and interlayer motion wi¢hin
d¢p cyclotron orbit was excluded by dropping terms of ordgr
Bt wce (8) only u;, andu_i, terms are nonzero. So, only the = +1

and, dropping an interlayer hopping term under the assumpg
tion (kf/m*)sin(@) >> t.ctandg, the intralayer components
become



4

terms in the distribution function are present and we can dewherev = s d andu$,, and ug,, are the Fourier series for
fine single-subscript collision parametas= A1n = A-1n, s V3 (K) + v; (k) andv; (k) — v; (k), respectively. The collision

first introduced in Eq.]1. parameters are given by

To carry out thep andt integrals of the nested sine func-
tions appearing in Eqs[_114 afdl 5 it is convenient to intro- Bn = quydqu(|qy|,|qz|)(1— ma:C+ing,b) (23)
duce the identity 8"® = St 3. (2)€*, whereJn(2) is an

mth order Bessel function of the first kind, twice into the both and

the expression fogy(t) andv,(t). (Note, in the quasi-2D and _ _

quasi-1D models, the relationship between the correspgndi Ad =25, +2 f daydag,P1 (194, |q|y)e'mq2°+'”qvb, (24)
components of the conductivity and resistivity tensorsris s

ply pz = (0)~1; we henceforth denote,, by o, .) The final  whereP(k) = Po(k) + P1(k) is the total scattering probabil-

result for the conductivity is ity per unit time,Py(k) the intrasheet anB (k) the intersheet
component. Just like for the quasi 2D case, anky +1 terms
oL(w) e P 1 1 are important so we define single-subscript collision param
— 7 = J J _—— 16 v — v v
o 10do n;m P()/) P—”(Y) Anl+ (w—/l_PwC)Z (16) tersa, = /lln = /l—ln' o .
’ " The remainder of the calculation is identical to the 2D case.
where the argument of the Bessel function The final resultis
o (w) _ 1 2 2 1 1y
J = kyctands, 17) T3 ; S0 3 T cemeeye (B (25)
the cyclotron frequencyc is wherens = 1+ (-1)" andrng = 1 - (-1)". The argument of the
Bessel function iy = 2(tpc/v¢) tandg and the prefactor
wc = wg COSHR, (18)
2€°t2c
wherewy = (eB/n) ando g is the zero field c-axis D.C. o1odo = vibr (26)
conductivity, given by . .
Note that the presence of the factige/vs, which will be
2e’t2cks 1 smaller than one for quasi-1D systems, in the argument of
010 = v Ao’ (19)  the Bessel function suggests that observable AMRO will be
restricted to higher values 6§ than in the quasi-2D case.
If intersheet scattering is ignored, 89 = 19, then Eq[2b
B. Quasi 1D metal reduces to the form of EG.116.

To model a quasi-1D system we use the band energy C. Relaxation-time approximation

6 = Vi (lkd = ki) = 2t cosfyb) - 20 coske) (20) If the collision integral is treated using the relaxatioméi
where both interchain hopping parametgrandt, are small ~ @PProximation then the dependence of, is ignored and a

compared tortks. The Fermi surface consists of two sheets,Single transpor}lrglaxation rate, say is assumed. If we set
located neak, = ki, that are weakly dependent épand all 1, equal torg" in EQ.[16 of 25 (in the latter, no distinction

k.. Solving the Egs. of motion, with a magnetic field = is made between intrasheet and intersheet scattering)uken
B(sing, 0, cosd), we obtain for the-axis velocity on thé, =  INd the Bessel function identity,.” J2(x) = 1, both Egs.
+ks sheets reduce to

O—J_(w) _ - 2 1
V; (t) = 2tccsin|k.cFksctand[coskyb+wct)—coskyb] |. (21) oo p;m ) 1+ (@ poc)?d’ (27)

Thec-axis conductivity is calculated in much the same wayWhich has been found previously by Moses and McKehzie
as for the quasi 2D system. A slight complication resultafro
the need to consider both intrasheet and intersheet sogtter ) ) o
processes. If we writgg for the distribution on thé, = =k D. Contrast with the intralayer conductivity
sheet then intersheet scattering in the collision integoal
plesg; with g,. However, Fourier expansions of the sum The intralayer conductivity compones = o« may eas-
g =g +g, and dfferencq;g = g; - g, diagonalize their ily be calculated within the same simple models. Taking the

respective collision integrals. The Fourier componenthef €lectric field to lie purely along the-axis, and repeating the
distributions are determined from above calculation for the quasi-2D metal, we find:

o(w) Ao1

6 v Vv v =
(E * /lm”)gm” = ~SUm(OEW. (22) ajodor 4G + (w — we)? (28)




whereojploy = 4r€?Ek;/(mc). In this expression, there are

no angular-dependent oscillations and the only relevaltit co
sion parameter is the intralayer transport relaxation fate

All the novel dfects in the inter-layer transport, Eq.] 16, arise
from the non-triviak,-dispersion, and are absent from the in-

tralayer transport cagicients in this model.

For the quasi 1D system, thg/ component of the con-
ductivity is of the same form as Ed._125 (with tleandc
axes interchanged). For tbk@ component, since the velocity
Vi = xk;/m*, the right side of Eq_22 is equal to O fer= s
and to—2eEk;/m" for v = d. The result for the quasi-1D
conductivityo1p;(w) is thus

d
aj(w) _ Ao
Tdgy () + w?

(29)

where the prefactor iso13, = €(ks/m)?/(xbc).
The collision parameters that enter the interlayer conduct
ity A, = A1, describe the relaxation of aftBrence in current

s

FIG. 1: (Color online.) Interlayer current relaxation of aagi 2D
metal in a tilted magnetic field. The Fermi surface is showthas

density on adjacent layers. They do not include any of thelashed cylinder and the electron distribution in an ingexigi.e. ||
Aon parameters, which describe the relaxation of current derk;) electric field as the hatched region. Electrons undergtrymn

sity variation within a single layer and of which the intrgdat

motion in the magnetic field, tilted bgs from the current direction.

transport relaxation raté; is one member. Nevertheless the The two upper (blue) bundles of electrons are initially & same

fact that1;., = Ao = Ame iMplies that the interlayer conduc-
tivity is sensitive to the total quasiparticle relaxati@e in a
tilted field (indeed, as discussed below, the total quasgbar
relaxation rate is the relevant quantity when the magneid fi
is parallel to the layers).

Ill. PHYSICAL PICTURE OF SCATTERING AND AMRO

k, and have the same density. Fgr # O their orbits separate the
bundles ink,, which allows scattering. k, to relax the current of
each. Bundles on the right (blue and green), initially dispd in
k. with different densities, orbit in phase so scattetjnk, always
exchanges electrons between them.

are those for whiclp < kictandg. This means that the
incoming current distribution varies more rapidly arouhd t
cylindrical Fermi surface with increasirg. Since|p—n|

Before proceeeding to analyze ER.]16 in more detail, itk;ctans, the outgoing current distribution also varies more

is worth discussing its qualitative features (only the iH2&3%
system forw =

0 will be considered). The oscillatory be-

rapidly, which enables collision parameteysfor largern to
become involved. Thus AMRO becomes more sensitive to

haviour of the magnetoresistance, which is captured by Egsmall-angle scattering in the — ky plane a9 is increased.

[27, has been discussed elsewfetgere we focus on the ef-
fect of scattering and, in particular, on théfdrence between
the result obtained using the full collision functional Etg

This behavior can be better appreciated using the following
simple picture.
In the absence of a magnetic field the conductivity is[Ed|. 19

and that found using the relaxation time approximation Eqand the nonequilibrium part of the electron distribution is
[274. The diference results from the appearance of multiple

collision parameterd, in Eq. [16. For this discussion it is
helpful to recall that small-angle scattering withirka— k
plane contributes tad, for largen but has no fect onAy (i.e.
the integrand in E4.]1 vanishes whes: 0 andg,=0).

The factor Jg(y) in Eq. [16 originates from the
Fourier expansion i of the interlayer current distribution
d(kz, ¢, t)vy(ks, ¢, 1) at the zero of time whilelg,n(y) comes
from the current distribution at a fiiérent time. So Eq[_16
has the form of a current-current correlation function etpe
from the Kubo formul&. The “incoming” current (that asso-
ciated withp) and “outgoing” current (associated wigh- n)
are coupled by a non-trivial vertex involving collision par-

Ok = eEvzAgt, (30)
which is shown as the hatched region in fify. 1. It is indepen-
dent of¢, so a Fourier expansion of the current distribution in
¢ has only thep = 0 term. Scattering perpendicularkgcon-
nects points of equal current distribution, with no néeet,

so only o (no otherd,) appears.

Now suppose we start from thH = 0 distribution Eq.[3D
and, att = 0, turn on a strong magnetic field at an anggde
from the interlayer electric field. Electrons make cyclotor-
bits as shown in Fid.]1. Two bundles of electrons that iritial
had the samé;, (and thus the same density) but different

etersn. In the relaxation time approximation, the non-trivial ¢ will move apart ink, as they follow their respective orbits.
vertex factors are ignored so the currents decouple andthe eln the same way, bundles of unequal densities are brought to-

pression reduces to Hqg.]27.
A Bessel functionJ,(x) becomes small once its ordgex-
ceeds its argument, so the terms that contribute to Eq.

gether onto a givek, = const plane. The current distribution
at a giverk, thus becomes dependent ¢t timest > 0. If
Og is large so the orbits are elongated, this variation with



is rapid because bundles of widelyfidrent density are being additional collision parameters in order to extract infation

brought together. This is the reason why increasingly lgrge about the scatterer.

contribute in Eq[T6 a&g is increased. For the remainder of this section we analyze the behaviour
If the current distribution varies rapidly as a functiongof of Eqs.[16 an@25. We are mainly interested in hpywnight

then small-angle scattering withinka = const plane can ef- be extracted from experiment in various limiting cases.

fectively relax the current. Inspecting Hg.] 16 we see thiat th

is what happens ne#dg = n/2. For, asfg increases, terms

in the sum for whichp and p — n differ substantially appear. A. Field along the layers

The incoming and outgoing current distributions theffiedtiat

points narrowly separated s which allows4, for largen, If the magnetic field is directed along the c-axis then only
i.e. small-angle scattering alond«a— ky plane, to &ectthe  the zeroeth order Bessel functions contribute to the sum and
conductivity. Eqgs.[I6 and 25 reduce to the zero-field conductivi(9) =

While the magnetoresistance becomes more sensitive g, i.e. itis sensitive taly alone. A%z approaches/2 a large
small angle scattering perpendicular kg as g increases, number of terms contribute and the expression is dominated
there is no change associated with scattering parall&;to by largen and p. Here, 1, can be replaced by., and the
This may be understood by following the evolution of two n sum easily done. Both thpth order Bessel function and
bundles of electrons initially at the samebut differentk,. the Lorentzian are capable of cutting the sum ovep and
When we turn on the field at= 0, the bundles follow orbits which one actually imposes the citdepends on the size of
displaced irk, while their phaseg remain equal. Scattering Qc1-! whereQc = ksc(eB/m¥). Ther/2 limit of Eq. [I8 is,
alongk, transfers an electron from one bundle to the otheffor v << Q¢, e
justasitdid at = 0. This is true regardless of the valuedgf
So scattering with momentum transfer parallgkids equally o (w=0) 1 1
effective at allgg. (Of course, this qualitative anisotropy in ociolo Ae m
the dfect of scatteringL and|| to k; is a consequence of our
dropping higher order terms i for the quasi-2D system.) (This result has previously been obtained within the reiaxa

These simple considerations aréfslient to understand the time approximation by Schofielt). The 1D result is of the
qualitative d€fect of scattering in AMRO for the quasi-2D sys- same form withQc = 2(eB/m")t,/(%ivt) since, as seen from
tem. The interlayer magnetoresistance becomes incréasingeqs.[28 an@ 2413, = 19..
sensitive to small-angle scattering in the momentum plane In the Qc/A., >> 1 limit of Eq. [31, the conductivity is
perpendicular to the current as the field anggas increased. inversely proportional to field and independent of scattgri
This is why AMRO might prove a useful probe of the in- i.e of ... In the opposite limitQc/A. << 1 the conductivity
tralayer properties of scatterers. This physics is missed e is then proportional to ., and independent of the field.
tirely in the relaxation time approximation, which treats a  Comparing thegg = 0 andég = n/2 limits of Eq. [16 we
scattering processes as equivalent. see that the-axis magnetoresistance is sensitive to either the

transport relaxation raté or the quasiparticle scattering rate
A depending on whether the field-angleis perpendicular
IV. ANALYSIS OF AMRO AND THE EXTRACTION OF or parallel to the metallic layers. Information abol for
COLLISION PARAMETERS finite nis available at intermediate angles.

QB =7T/2 (31)

The accuracy of the relaxation time approximation in
AMRO will depend on the nature of the dominant scattering
mechanism. For scattering by atomic-scale defetgsand
A will differ by at most a factor of order unity. If the dom- AMRO is seen wheac >> 1o at smallds. In this case, the
inant scatterer is of electronic origin then, for the amspic ~ sum overpin Eq.[16 will be dominated by the = 0 term ex-
systems under consideration, the scattering potentiabail ~ cept very close to the conductivity minima (where the zdroet
expected to have only short-range interlayer correlatiom order Bessel function vanishes) and close t®. Everywhere
once againdp ~ 1.,. Only when the scattering is due to long- €lse, the conductivity will be given by
wavelength phonons or other inhomogeneities extending ove
many layers will there be strongdependence in the collision o (w=0) J) 26) Fy) L) (32)
parametersd,,. olo Ao ( A A )

Thus the relaxation-time approximation should give qual- ) ) _
itatively correct results for interlayer transport in low- 1he corresponding expression for the 1D metal is
dimensional systems for most cases of interest. But given th 5 ) 5
quantitative accuracy with which the Fermi surface andothe (@ = 0) ~ Jo(”)( 2(y) + ) + 5) + ) (33)
properties have been measured using AMRO, a more precise o 10do 23\ 28 a0
description of the fect of scattering appears prudent. Also,
as long as there is an observabliatience betweety andl.,,  with the 1S parameters associated with the even-order.&nd
we can take advantage of the sensitivity of Hgd. 16[amd 25 tparameters with the odd-order Bessel functions.

B. Strong-field limit (wc >> Ap)




C. Weak field limit (wc << A,)

In the opposite limit, in whichuc << A, for all n, the 6

dependence of the conductivity is much weaker. The secon: 61 -
term in the denominator will be negligible for gdland Eq[1b
becomes .
oi(w=0) _ 2 2 -1 < 4 7
= Zp ZNFED in @)

This is a weighted average mﬁl for n < Nnmax ~ krctan@g).

It suggests that AMRO fits using a single scattering paramete
might be improved somewhat by allowing the scattering rate
to depend on field-anglés, although this is clearly a crude

>
*
*
*
*

treatment. 0 | \ \
For the quasi-1D case, the expression in this limit is very 0 2 A 6 8
similar
7iw=0_1 Z FNI@ A5 + 1 (25,0 ™). FIG. 2: (Color online.) Collision parametess, for scattering that
o 10do 2 n,p favors small-angle scattering. Plotted is théependence of the col-
(35) lision parameterd, for the Gaussian scattering potential discussed

in the text. From bottom-to-top, the curves increasingiyofasmall

angle scattering and correspondAp = Ay = ,1.0,0.8,0.6,0.4,
D. Finite frequency conductivity respectively. Recall that the scale,nnover which, approaches
A corresponds to the real-space length scale of the scatgoien-
tial within the quasi-2D layer, measured in lattice contdne. it
corresponds tm;l). The overall magnitude of the increagg/ Ao

depends on the length scale perpendicular to the layerefiA;?).

Thew-dependent conductivity provides additional routes to
obtain the collision parameters. For a given frequengthe
conductivity will have peaks as a function of magnetic field
strength whenw = p’wc for some integep’. So if the field

strengthB is close toB,,/(p' coss) where €B,,/m’) = w, the iy with width in q,c and¢ equal to V2A, and vV2A, respec-
conductivity will be tively. That is, we take the scattering probabilRglq,, |#]) o
J2(y) exp[-(0.c/2A;)°] exp[-(¢/244)?] so that
o \w
) B S @+ (@36)
n

o .10do P’ cosfs An = /loo(l - e_nZAi_Ag) (38)

where the additional terms are smoothly field-dependent andand/lo — Au(l- e‘Ag). This form is used for simplicity, but

(An/ P’ COSHB) captures the qualitative characteristics of a scatterirtgrgial
()2 4 (B _ __Bu )2’ (37)  with two spatial length scales, one within the layexgk;)~*
P cosf m pnTcosfs and one perpendicular to the layers;*, for which the scat-
If g is reasonably small then the zeroeth order Bessel fundering probability is peaked at zero-momentum-transierig
tion in the sum oven will dominate, son = p’ and the isillustrated in the Appendix, in which a familiar model far
field dependence is a Lorentzian with a peak locate® at  random impurity potential is considered and the collisian p
B./(p’ cosdg) having width equal toly /(p’ cosfg). Thus  rameters determined to have the same qualitative propesie
field scans of the conductivity measured at finite frequencyhe Gaussian model used in this section.) A plot of the colli-
and reasonably lowg could be used to extract individua)  sion parameter, versus its index is shown, for parameter
for smalln. At higherég the expression would no longer be valuesA;, A, used below, in Fid.]2.
Lorentzian, but rather a weighted sum of Lorentzians with di
ferent widthsa, (n within roughlyksctandg of p’ contribute
to this weighted sum). 1. Small-angle scattering in a 2D system
For the 1D metal this discussion also applies with the only
difference that the width of the corresponding Lorentzian is In Fig. [3 we illustrate the dierence between the behavior
either 43/(p’ cosds) or 19/(p’ cosde) depending on whether of AMRO predicted by Eq[16, and that obtained within the
p’ is odd or even, respectively. relaxation time approximation Eq._127. We choose parame-
ters that describe a situation in which small-angle sdatier
is dominant:A, = A, = 0.3 so thatl../1o = 10 in order to
E. Example: Gaussian scattering probability best illustrate qualitative behavior. Also, we use = 3 and
Q¢ /Ao = 15. The curve clearly shows that the relevant scat-
To illustrate the behaviour of Eqé. 116 and Hgl] 25 with atering rate in AMRO makes a gradual transition fragto A,
simple example we consider a Gaussian scattering probabilvith increasings.

I—p’n(B) =
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FIG. 3: (Color online.) Going beyond the relaxation-tim&ration
has a significant feect on AMRO when small-angle scattering is
dominant. The interlayer resistivity, obtained from Ed, d6a quasi
2D metal as a function of the anglg between the magnetic field and
the current is shown as the solid line. Both dashed lines!atiagred
using the relaxation time approximation, i.e. by repladg full
collision functional with a single scattering rate equaktther the
transport relaxation rat&, or the total quasiparticle scattering rate
A». The parameters have been chosen suchithat, ~ 10, which

crrracnnnde tn daminant emall annla erattarinn .andl. — 1R at
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FIG. 4: (Color online.) Suppression of AMRO by the removal of
large-angle scattering processes. The interlayer nagysti a quasi-
2D system is plotted as a function of magnetic field orieatafor
varying scattering parameters with small-angle scatefavored.
Following the arrow, the curves are for scattering thatéasingly
favors small-angle processes, using the same parameterd-as

[2. The current relaxation ratg is the same for all curves while the
total quasiparticle scattering rafe, increases by a factor of seven
from top to bottom.
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FIG. 5: (Color online.) High-sensitivity of AMRO to momenmtu
dependent scattering in a quasi-1D system. Main panel: ftee-i
chain resistivity in a quasi-1D system is plotted as a fuamctf mag-
netic field angle for varying scattering parameters witlgdaangle
(intersheet) scattering favored. From bottom to top, theesiare
for scattering that increasingly favors direct scattefiogn one quasi
1D Fermi sheet to the other (without momentum change aloeg th
sheet). The parametess, A, are the same as in Figl 4 and we have
used 2,c/vs = 0.3. Inset: The solid curve is the, = A, = 0.4 curve
from the main panel, plotted over the entire rang@gHfalong with
the relaxation-time results fag = A% = A, (lower dashed curve) and
A5 =28 = A, (upper dashed curve).

In Fig. [4 we plot the resistivity for various values of
the interlayer and intralayer parametets and A,, taking
kic = 3 andQc/19 = 15 for all the curves, and usk,
Ay = ©,1,0.8,0.6,04 from the bottom curve to the top
along the arrow shown. Note that the transport relaxatite ra
Ao/Qc = 1/15is the same for all curves but the total quasipar-
ticle scattering ratd.,/Qc increases from /15 to nearly 12
with ascending curves. The resistivityg® changes little, as
expected in the strong-field regime. Tinelependence of the
collision parameters has théect of increasingly widening
and suppressing the AMRO 6égis increased.

2. Large-angle scattering in quasi-1D systems

If scattering by a spin or charge density wave with a finite
ordering wavevector is important, then the scattering grob
bility could be peaked about a particular large angle. Fer th
guasi-2D system, the isotropic model used here is not applic
ble to this case (such scattering onfieats electrons near ‘hot
spots’ so the system is necessarily anisotropic). However,
may look at the case of a quasi-1D system with a scattering
mechanism that strongly favors intersheet scattering.

If we ignore scattering within a single Fermi surface sheet
and take the intersheet scattering probability to have #esc
sian form above then we findS = A.(1 - e’”zAi’Ag) and
A9 = A,(1 + e ™4-4%). While the former may become small



for smalln, the latter never dier significantly fromi.,. This
is because direct intersheet scattering, with no changesin m
mentum along the sheet, does not change the sum of the elec- 023~
tron densities of the two sheets but iBeetive at relaxing any
difference between them. o 0.2-
We show, in the main panel of Fifl 5 the resulting magne- ©
toresistance for the same scattering parameters as usiggd in F
[4. Here, we take the parametar@ (fivi) = 0.3, which re- E
o

0.15 .
flects the fact that the interchain hopping paramgtirsmall
compared to the intrachain Fermi enetigyks. This small 0.4 ]
parameter, which occurs in the argument of the Bessel func-
tion, restricts AMRO to larg@g. For this reason, onlyg 0.05- -
between 60and 90 are plotted in the main panel. The factor , (113
we/Ag = 5 atbg = 0 as for the quasi-2D case above. 0 0\5 \1 = 5

The resistivity atdg = 9P increases significantly as the
parameterd,, A, are decreased. This dependence occurs be-
cause the small factotgZ/(%v¢) ensures that the second term
within th? square root of Ed._B1 is not dpmlnant as Itis forFIG. 6: The frequency-width of resonance peaks in interlage
t_he quasi-2D case. Because of tieet, which magnifies the sistivity are determined by corresponding Fourier comporsf
field-angle dependence at large, AMRO are more promi- e angle-dependent scattering probability. Plotted ésititerlayer

nent for curves with smalb;, A, (i.e. for curves in which  conductivity o(w), from Eq. [16, at a frequency = 241, ver-
direct intersheet scattering, without momentum trandf®i@  sus magnetic field strengtB. The conductivity has peaks occur-
the sheet, is dominant). In contrast, for the = A, = o ring when thew is an integer multiple of the cyclotron frequency
curve, AMRO are barely perceptible even though the systemvc = eB/(mcosss). We show the plot for field anglés = 30°
is in the strong-field limit adg = 0. and have defined B, by w = eB,/m. The peaks ab» = wc,2wc

In the inset, the\, = A, = 0.4 curve is replotted over the and 3uc are visible. Each peak is approximately Lorentzian, with a

full 65 range as the solid curve. The lower and upper dashewidth related to the corresponding collision parametes:, the re-

curves show the result obtained using the relaxation-tipae a
proximation withrz! = 1o andrg! = A, respectively.

BB,

er\ﬁun wiidthe nf tha naalrze chnwin avd rnca 21_ 12 ~racO- and

A3/

3. Finite-frequency conductivity

To illustrate the qualitative frequency dependence of the
conductivity Eq. (or, equivalently, the magnetic field-
strength dependence of the conductivity at a given finite fre
qguency) we show, in Fid.] 6, a plot of(w) versus fieldB at a
very large frequency = 241, and at an anglés = 30°. As
above, we define a field, by w = eB,,/m*. The plotis for the
2D system with Gaussian collision parameters= A, = 1,
which corresponds to relatively wealkdependence in, and
givesAy/Ag = 1.36 andi,/1g = 1.55.

The plot ofo(w) has peaks located whenever the frequency
w is an integer multiple of the cyclotron frequenay = 0— : : : : :
eBcosgs/m, i.e. peaks aBcosd/B,, = 1,1/2,1/3, ..etc The ' B/B ‘ B/B '
height of these peaks dropf capidly whendg is small since ¢ ¢
the amplitude of the theth peak is proportional to a factor
J5(kectandg). So, when the argument of the Bessel functionFig. 7: (Color online.) The interlayer conductivity(w) as a func-
is of order unity, only the first few peaks are present. Thetion of field B. The frequency in the left panel is half that in the
peaks are approximately Lorentzian with the width of thekpea right, and the curves are forftrent field anglegs: from bottom
occurring aw = pwc beinga,/pcosds. to top g = 5% 15°,30°. The marked peaks in the left panel oc-

To see the evolution af(w) with angle we show, in Fig. cur wherew = wc with wc = (eB/m) costs, and those in the right
[7 plots ofo(w) over the same field range at two frequencies:;Panel occur whew = 2wc. In the left inset a zoom of thes = 5°
w = 6o in the left panel and) = 12wy in the right panel, for curve neaw = wc is compared to a Lorentzian (dashed curve) with

. - - width A,/ cosdz. In the right inset a zoom of théy = 30° is shown
various angIPTSQB. = 5,15,30°. The collision parameters are with a Lorentzian of width,/(2 cosfg). The figure illustrates how
the same as in Fif] 6.

o . . individual collision parameters can be extracted from titerlayer
As 6 is increased, the position of the peak in the Conduc'conductivity at finite frequency.

tivity B = B,/ cosfg moves to higher fields. The peak height
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also increases. We noted above that, as longsas not too VIl. APPENDIX: SCATTERING BY A RANDOM STATIC

large, the peak in the conductivity whepac = w will be POTENTIAL
a Lorentzian with width,/(pcosfg). However onceg be-
comes big enough thd(ksctandg)/Jo(K) fctandg) ~ 1, the To get a clearer picture of the correspondence between the
peak will no longer be a single Lorentzian and its width will collision parameters and the spatial length scales of tae sc
be determined by an average over more thantne tering potential, we consider the example of a scattering by

In the left panel, a prominent peak occurséigras small as  dilute, random distribution of impuritiés
50. The inset of this panel shows a zoom view of tle= 5° We write the total potential, due to all impurities, at a give

conductivity curve near its peak compared to a Lorentzian fipositionf asU(f) = Yk, U(f — R;) where the sum is over the
with width equal ta1;/ cos %. Clearly, the curve can be well- Nimp impurities in the sample. (The positidnis a single-
described by a single Lorentzian and the valug,ofould, in  electron operator whereas each impurity posiffis a con-
principle, be extracted from this type of analysis. In tighti  stant vector since all motion of the heavy impurity is igrthje
panel, the peaks are much weaker at sdaliecause they are  Using Fermi’s Golden rule, the probability - that an elec-
associated with thé,(y) term in Eq.[I6, which goes to zero tron is scattered frork to k’ is
rapidly asdg decreases. This means that curves for laéger o
must be considered. Fég = 3P, a peak is evident and can be Wik = —d(e — ec)| < KIU(F)K > |2 (39)
well fit by a single Lorentzian with width,/(2 cos 36). At h
this angle there will be slight mixing of thés andA; terms  We average this expression over all impurity configurations
since P1(y)/Jo()]? ~ 0.3 atdg = 30°. by integrating independently each impurity positi@nover

the sample volum& and keep terms to lowest order in the

impurity densitynimp = Nimp/Q. This gives

Zﬂnimp
Wik = 70 0(ex — € )ugU_q (40)
In this article, we calculated AMRO for quasi 2D and 1D
metals using an arbitrary elastic collision integral. Theam-  whereq =k’ —k andug = fdr exp(iq-r)u(r) is the Fourier
ing of the éfective relaxation rate in AMRO changes depend-transform of the single impurity potential. Comparing ttas
ing on the angle between the magnetic field and the currenEq.[3, we obtain the scattering probabilRgk, k’) as
When the field is perpendicular to the layers (and parallel to Nimp
the current), thefective scattering rate is the transport relax- P(k,k") = muqu_q.
ation ratelg = 7 while for fields along the layer (perpendic- (2r)
ular to the current) the relevant quantity is the total go@adi-  The probability is related to the collision parameteygs ac-
cle scattering ratg., = 1. For intermediate angles, scatter- cording to Eq.[IB. If bottk andk’ lie on the cylindrical
ing is dependent on the in-layer momentum dependence of tHeermi surface then the probability depends onlygrand|¢|,
scattering cross-section, and the associated scattetiagsra  whereg is the angle betweek andk’, and may be expanded
weighted average of the intralayer Fourier componentsef thasP(dz, ¢) = > P €Xpima.c) exp(ng). The collision pa-
scattering probability. We have described methods by whiclmametersiy,, are
these parameters may be extracted, thus allowing detaied i P
formation about the momentum-dependent scattering rate to A = Adoo(1 — =2). (42)
be obtained. Poo
It is apparent that the simplicity of the models consideredwith

here make diicult direct comparisons with data on most sys- : :
tems of interest. For example, we considered a 2D system Pm — quzd¢ expimazC) exp-ing)lu(dz ¢)* (43)
that is isotropic in the metallic layers, whereas it is thersg Poo quzd¢|u(qz, )12 '
anisotropy in the plane that is the focus of interest in many _ . :
2D metals under current investigation. Nonetheless, tlad qu and are thus determined by the Fourier transform of theeing|

itative results presented here should be useful for exgerim IMPUrity potential. , o _
talists in interpreting their data and, in particular, inmeo A simple model of the potential due to a single impurity at
paring AMRO scattering rates with independent determinat€ 0rigin in a quasi-2D isotropic system is

tions. In future theoretical work the combineffiexts of strong S
anisotropy in the layer and strong momentum-dependentscat U(X ¥>2) = Uo €xp(-A|Zl/C) exp(-2Asks \/X* +¥?)  (44)

tering probabilities should certainly be investigated.

V. CONCLUSIONS

(41)

whereup is a constant. The range of the potential within a
layer is of order fsk¢)~, whereks is the Fermi wavevector
andA, is a dimensionless scale. The interlayer rangais,
wherec is the interlayer lattice constant and is dimension-

less. We ha®
The authors thank M. P. Kennett for discussions and a criti-

cal reading of the manuscript. This work was supported by an u(Qy, ¢) = nuo(ckgz) A, A )
Australian Research Council Discovery Project. AZ +(Gz0)? [AZ + sir? §]3/2

VI. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

(45)



11

If the range of the potential is considerably longer than thepotential within the layers can be obtained, since multiple
atomic spacing (sn4,A; << 1) then the scattering probability parameters may be extracted from the interlayer condigtivi
is peaked at zero-momentum transfer and begins to decreaas discussed above.
once the intralayer momentum transfeexceedsA, or the
interlayer momentum transfepc exceedsA,. Considering Also, one can at least tell whether the interlayer potential
Eq.[42, this implies thaly, will be much smaller than,, if extends over a range of significantly more than one lattice co
m << A;'andn << Agl (the arguments of the exponentials stant by comparing the magnitude of the transport relaxatio
are always small and the two terms in the equation nearly camate 114 to that of the total quasiparticle scattering rate,,
cel in this limit). However, oncen, n approach\;* andA;?, both of which can be observed in the interlayer conductivity
the second term in Eq._#2 will start to droff and thus the  For, 130 can be significantly smaller than., only if the factor
collision parametersm, will begin to approachl.. in the argument of the exponential in Eql 4; form= 1, is

It thus becomes clear that the scalannn over whichAm, much smaller than unity whenever the scattering probgbilit
approaches,, gives the spatial range of the scattering poten-is non-zero (this is the requirement that the two terms gearl
tial perpendicular and parallel to the layers respectiviélg ~ cancel). This implies that the range of the potential in real
found out above that oniy = 1 terms enter the expression for spaceA;* is much larger than unity. Thus the magnitude of
the interlayer conductivity, hence the range of the interta the diference betweeiyganda;., gives a clue as to the range
potential cannot be obtained in this manner. The range of thef the interlayer scattering potential.
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