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Isothermal and adiabatic magnetoresistivities of an antimony single crystal have been determined in the
temperature range 1.2-4.2°K. The weak temperature dependence in the magnetoresistivities and the
difference between the isothermal and adiabatic values are ascribed to the presence of the carrier-phonon
mutual drag effect in the magnetoresistance. A simplified model of mutual drag in semimetals based on the
fact that both carriers and phonons drift with almost the same transverse velocity was adapted. The observed
values of mutual drag efficiency and electron-phonon interaction were consistent with those obtained from

other transport measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

The magnetoresistivity of semimetals, such as
Bi and Sb, has been the subject of previous investi-
gations.™" In the present study we will direct our
attention to the rather weak temperature depen-
dence exhibited by the magnetoresistance of anti-
mony in the helium temperature range.® Since
such behavior seems to suggest that the electron-
phonon scattering is either almost nonexistent or
very inefficient in high magnetic field, it is thought
that the strong electron-phonon mutual drag ex-
isting in the magnetoresistivity of antimony could
be responsible for this effect. In the theory of the
electron-phonon drag® % phenomena, the relevant
point to our investigation is summarized in the
theoretical conclusion of Kagan'®: “In the case of
compensated metals with closed Fermi surfaces,
the magnetic field itself produces a unified drift
of the electron and holes, which in turn stimulates
phonon drift. The stronger the phonon dragging the
less effective the scattering and the larger the
transverse resistance. Thus, dragging can mani-
fest itself in the magnetoresistance of all metals
with closed Fermi surfaces.” )

Current usage seems to designate drag phenom-
ena as simple or mutual. The former, as the term
implies, refers to the transfer of momentum from,
say, electrons to phonons by electron-phonon in-
teraction. The latter term seems to be associated
with the idea that carriers interact with them-
selves through their mutual interaction with the
phonons. Thus when electrons drift in response to
an electric field, they drag phonons with them and
any effect arising directly from this phonon drift
will be referred to as a simple drag effect. For
example, simple drag of phonons by carriers con-
tributes significantly to the Ettingshausen effect.
Now when the simple drag gives the phonons a drift
velocity, the processes of momentum transfer be-
tween phonons and electrons will be affected and
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any alteration in electronic properties arising from
this phonon drift is regarded as a mutual drag ef-
fect. For example, the transverse drift of phonons
(Ettingshausen effect) produces changes in the mag-
netoresistivity by.altering the scattering of car-
riers. Similarly when a longitudinal temperature
gradient is applied to a Sb crystal in high mag-
netic field, the phonons, of course, drift in the
direction of the gradient and thereby transfer mo-
mentum to the carriers, which are obliged by the
applied magnetic field to drift transversely to both
the temperature gradient and the magnetic field.
This gives rise to a simple drag contribution to

the Nernst-Ettingshausen effect and a mutual drag
effect on the thermal resistance. ‘

The experimental procedure and the results are
given in Sec. II. In Sec. III a simplified drag mod-
el is developed for the case of antimony. Infor-
mation obtained from the adiabatic and isothermal
magnetoresistivities is used with the model to
yield information about the mutual drag and the
contribution of electron-phonon scattering to the
magnetoresistivity. Further, information con-
cerning drag and electron-phonon scattering ob-
tained from other transport properties are also
compared with the present data.

II. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE AND RESULTS

The monocrystalline sample, No. 17 of Ref. 6
was used in this study. It was shaped by a spark
cutter from a pure antimony ingot grade 69.'° The
dimensions of this sample are about 3x2.8x30 mm.
The sample surfaces were lapped on No. 600 emery
paper, electropolished, then subjected to a short
etching. For such samples the surface currents
were greatly diminished and a reasonable correc-
tion could be applied.®* The long dimension of this
sample, that is, the current direction, is parallel
to the bisectrix axis which is denoted as x or 1
axis. The lateral faces are perpendicular to the

618



10.0 r T T

P (H)(mQcm)

T(K)

FIG. 1. Magnetoresistivity of antimony at 20 kG as a
function of temperature: Adiabatic magnetoresistivity
p{y, curve A; isothermal pyy, curve B. The experiment-
al P expt value, curve E, shows a step variation at the
A point of helium, with almost adiabatic behavior in the
He I bath and almost isothermal behavior in the He II
region. The resistivity zero-temperature limit pf; is
shown as the broken line L. Curve K is obtained from
the zero-field resistivity value by application of Kohler’s
rule. Curve G gives 0';}, as obtained from Eq. (12). Curve
H, same as G, but corresponds to the adiabatic od, case.
Curves A, B, L, E have not been corrected for surface
current. Curves K, G, H have been properly modified
to include surface effects.

binary axis (v or 2) and to the trigonal axis (z or
3) which is the direction of the applied magnetic
field H. Under such conditions the bulk transport
coefficients can be reduced by symmetry to a rela-
tively simple form.

The electric current, sufficient to give a mea-
sured longitudinal dc potential difference of ~100
wV, was usually about 1 to 5 mA depending on the
field H. The potential measurements for this in-
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vestigation were made with a Rubicon potentiom~
eter using a 147 Keithley nanovoltmeter as a null
detector.

' The sample was mounted in a cryostat used for
thermal conductivity measurement. The adiabatic
condition was obtained by evacuating the sample
chamber so that no transverse heat current could
flow. (The effect of longitudinal heat currents was
eliminated by reversing current and magnetic
field.) Measurements of the Ettingshausen effect
were taken simultaneously with the adiabatic mag-
netoresistivity. Adiabatic conditions were also
used in the measurement of the thermal resistivity
and Nernst-Ettingshausen effect. The introduction
of liquid helium into the sample chamber did not
permit the direct measurement of the isothermal
resistivity because of the low thermal conductance
of liquid helium I in one hand and the Kapitza re-
sistance between the sample and the helium II
liquid bath in the other hand. The isothermal mag-
netoresistivity is estimated instead by applying a
correction term to the measured adiabatic resist-
ivity,® which is readily determined from the mea-
sured values for the Ettingshausen, Nernst-Et-
tingshausen effects, and the thermal conductivity.
Isothermal magnetoresistivity can, in principle,
be measured directly in a “ Corbino geometry”
experiment,'” which allows for a circular unim-
peded Ettingshausen heat flow. But this geometry
does not allow for an adiabatic measurement and
there exist difficulties in transposing results from
this geometry (Corbino disk) to the presently used
geometry (slab sample).

The measured values of magnetoresistivity are
shown in Fig. 1 as a function of temperature for
H =20 kG. Curve A represents the measured adi-
abatic magnetoresistivity and curve B represents
the isothermal resistivity as determined after
correcting for the Ettingshausen heat contribution.
Curve E, the magnetoresistivity as measured in
the liquid helium bath, displays nearly adiabatic
behavior in the He I bath and a not quite isothermal
behavior in the liquid He II temperature range.
The zero-temperature extrapolated value for the
magnetoresistivity is shown as the broken line L.
The other curves K, G, H are derived from the-
oretical considerations and will be described in the
discussion.

The most striking feature is the very weak tem-
perature dependence of the isothermal resistivity
as compared with some of the qualitative expec-
tations. Curve K, for example, which is obtained
from simple application of Kohler’s rule using
measured zero-field resistivity, shows a much
larger temperature dependence. Near 2 °K, the
expected temperature contribution is hardly 5%
of that expected from Kohler’s approximation.
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III. DISCUSSION
A. Drag equation

The coupled Boltzmann equations for carriers
and phonons are given by*?

+ + +
<3fi> <8fi> <3fi> _
+ + =0,
ol scatt ot diff ot field
- N~
(55 55, o
ot scatt ot diff

where f and Ny are the distribution functions for
carriers and phonons, respectively. The super-
scripts “+” refer to carrier holes and electrons,
respectively.

A standard approximation'® is to assume that

1
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where fk s N* are the equilibrium distribution
functions and V(e) and U(w) are the drift velocities
of carriers of energy ¢ and of phonons of energy
Tw, respectively. k and § are carrier and phonon
wave vectors, & and ¢ their absolute values.

In the presence of an electric field E, a gradient
of temperature VT and magnetic field 3] integra-
tion may in principle be performed.*? It is more
easily expressed neglecting phonon polarization,
assuming electron and phonon isotropy, a mean
free path (mfp), and a quadratic energy dispersion
for electrons and holes. An unscreened defor-
mation-potential—electron-phonon interaction with
a scattering frequency proportional to ¢ is also
assumed. Coupled equations in V(¢) and U(¢) may
then be obtained.

Vi) +(e*1*/ep*) [HxV*(e)] = (1*/1)(T()) ¢

=/p*){e*E=[(c -£*)/TINT}, (3)
— hed g))+
Uw) = — V(e)
() L™ Jeriq o ¢
L [ af(O) Ls, .
- €-<q/z>V (€) e de—— VT, (4)

where (U(x)) %, the drift velocity of phonon averaged
in the range of g between 0 and 2k, is approxi-
mated by

-, )i 1 fxi(s)_. ) e*x® d (5)
D=5y 4 W e
The Debye integrals J,(u) =f0“ [e*x"/(e* = 1)?]dx,
x =lis,q/KyT, and x*(e) =lis, 2k*/KyT.

1* is the total mfp of the holes (electrons); 1} is
the mfp of the holes (electrons) due §o scattering
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with phonons; p* is the momentum of holes (elec-
trons) p =%k; L is the total mfp of phonons; L* is
the mfp of phonons due to scattering with holes

(electrons); k* is the wave-vector magnitude of

holes (electrons) of energy €. S, is the velocity of
sound. Of particular interest are the limits of in-
tegration corresponding to the Fermi energy with

x(¢*) =Ns, 2k /Ky T =0 /T.

The index F corresponds to the Fermi energy, the
subscript 2 (e) corresponds to holes (electrons),
£* is the Fermi energy for holes (electrons), and
©f , is the scattering Debye temperature of phonon
by electrons (holes).

Though Egs. (3) and (4) assume isotropic carrier
distributions, they may be adapted to contain some
of the selective anisotropic scattering of phonons
and carriers. Thus, other Debye scattering tem-
peratures are introduced as outlined in Sec. IIIB.

To solve Eqs. (3) and (4), an iteration method is
used, wherein it is recognized that while the car-
rier drift velocities V* are almost entirely limited
by scattering from imperfections, the phonon drift
velocity U is selectively limited mostiy by the car-
rier-phonon interaction. The best iteration pro-
cedure will depend on the transport coefficient un-
der consideration and on whether H is zero or not.

B. Selective electron-phonon interaction

In order to carry out the integration in Eq. (4),
we must know L, L* for all q. In the case of anti-
mony at the temperatures of these experiments the
interband and intervalley scattering processes are
negligible leaving only electron-phonon normal pro-
cesses and imperfection and boundary scattering of
phonons. In the former case k =k +q, by which we
have a limiting condition on q. That is to say, if
|4] is larger than the maximum diameter of the
carrier pocket in the direction of q then carriers
of that pocket will not scatter phonons of wave vec-
tor §, nor —4.'° In the case of spherical carrier
pockets, those phonons which are not scattered
have ¢>2k,; these are designated peripheral pho-
nons. Those which can be scattered by carriers
of the pocket (q <2k;) are called enclosed (en)
phonons. Thus for a spherical Fermi pocket there
exists in ¢ space an image sphere having twice the
dimensions of the carrier pocket. An ellipsoidal
carrier pocket also yields in ¢ space an ellipsoidal
image having twice the size of the carrier pocket,
For nonellipsoidal pockets such as occur in anti-
mony, the image assumes a shape modeled on the
carrier pocket but with nearly twice the caliper
dimensions. Basically for a given direction of a
any extremal caliper dimension of the carrier

_ pocket (central or not) yields a radial dimension
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FIG. 2. Schematic two-pockets representation (Ref.
14) of the regions in ¢ space, corresponding to differ-
ent types of carrier-phonon scattering.

(central) of the phonon image. In antimony, cor-
responding to the three electron pockets there exist
three image pockets which we label b,, b,, b, and
corresponding to the three pairs of hole pockets
there exist three image pockets which we label a,,
Ayy Ay

In principle, we may divide phonon space into 2°
=64 regions Rs where the index s =(a,, @, a3, By,
B, Bs). For example ¢, =1 if Rs is inside the im-
age a, and ¢, =0 if Rs is outside. For the region
which is common to all regions s =(1,1,1,1,1,1),
that is to say, phonons of this region can scatter
carriers of any pockets. If at least one o and one
B is different from zero then the phonons of that
region can scatter both holes and electrons (this
corresponds to the zero-field-compensated drag
region). For peripheral phonons s =(0, 0,0, 0,0, 0).

The schematic model for two pockets a and b is
shown in Fig. 2. In region I, s =(1,1), phonons are
scattered by holes and electrons. In region II, s
=(1,0), phonons are scattered by holes only. In
region III, s =(0, 1), phonons are scattered by elec-
trons only. In region IV, s=(0,0), phonons are not
scattered by any of the carriers.

In order to use Egs. (3) and (4) the anisotropic
situation is approximated by spherical regions
in g space characterized by a single parameter
q¥, which in conforming to the Debye picture
is given by %is,q*/k, =©¥. For region I, s=(1,1)
we have for the spherical approximation, the pa-
rameter ©F. Likewise we can make another spher-
ical approximation for the sum of region I and re-
gion II, that is, s =(1,B); thus giving the param-
eter ©#(=0}). For regions I and III, s =(a, 1)
and ©%(=0y). Finally, for the region inside IV
we have the parameter ©%.

The extension from the schematic two-pocket

model to the six-pocket model can also yield a
spherical approximation; the determination of

the parameters will to some extent depend upon
the transport coefficient in question. In an attempt
to generalize the results of the schematic two-
pocket model we will divide ¢ space into four gen-
eral regions.

The first general region, in the narrow sense,
is region I with s =(1,1,1,1,1,1) and in a broader
sense region I’ which contains all s where at least
one o and one B are simultaneously different from
zero. Correspondingly we would define a scatter-
ing Debye temperature which may vary between
two values ©} and ©% (zero-field-compensated
drag region).

The second general region would be limited in
the narrow sense as region II made of all s such
that a given o is equal to one, the other coeffi-
cients taking any value (excluding all region s be-
longing to I or I’). In the broader sense it can be
defined as region II’ where instead of a given o =1
(as in II) we have at least one of the a =1. Cor-
respondingly ©% >0 and one recognizes that 0} is
simply ©} the scattering Debye temperature cor-
responding to one hole pocket (©% will correspond
to the composite image associated with the three
pairs of hole pockets). '

The third region is defined similarly as the sec-
ond region and relates to the electron scattering.

The fourth region corresponds to the peripheral
phonons with s =(0,0, 0,0, 0,0) and a corresponding
scattering temperature ©%.

C. Isothermal magnetoresistance (VT =0)

With the field H in the z direction, and E in the
x direction, the first iteration of Eq. (3), using
U(x) =0 gives, under the high-field condition,

F0-(S) Loer, L, o). ©

Substituting this value in Eq. (4) gives

. \¢ 2R b BbE\ .
U(ws)=<<%> - (22 ———‘if;f -}:——Lf;f >Ls,

H
L7 £_> Lscl

LT )50 o

If we do not differentiate between the scattering by

electrons of one pocket from another, then L] =L~;
similarly L} =L" and L is given by

1 1 -

LGToiTiA) o
In this expression the term 1/L,, arising from

other cause than electron-phonon scattering, is

rather negligible except in region IV where elec-
tron-phonon scattering does not occur.
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With y =L, (2> a/L* +),8/L") the U, drag term
in (7) is ~y,cE/H and since Ly /L,=1-y,<«1 one
may neglect to a first approximation the effect due
to the variation of y, from region to region and re-
place it by an average value y. Then the correc-
tion brought by substituting Eq. (7) in Eq. (3) yields
the approximate (mutual) drag term

= c\’YP*E
6V*e<—<g> puE , 0, 0). 9)
Self-consistency by more iteration could be
achieved, but is not necessary here, and unwar-
ranted because of the approximations already
made.

The isothermal magnetoconductivity is then given
+ _ t + *
by 0115011 imp +0igears 1-€-,

2/ pt -
0..(H) =n<—c—> ({)F + Pr +

H imp limp

A-7)pr  (1-9)pF
)
f f
(10)
where n is the total number of holes (or electrons)
per unit volume. For a perfect mutual drag, the
coefficient ¥ =1 and the magnetoresistivity® is

temperature independent and equal to its zero
temperature limit (curve L, Fig. 1).

e  Y/HNY [ Pr P \7?
p?lz{(’u imp} 1=_<_> <Z+F + l—F ) . (11)

n\c imp imp

The weak temperature dependence in the iso-
thermal magnetoresistivity is associated with the
term

_(Pr  Pr\[c\? _
ideal — (1- )< v Tt - >(_> =(1-7) ep (12)
Tideat =7 Y I; I; H (1-7)o.,

whereby (1 -7) is small but not zero.

D. Adiabatic magnetoresistance

Under the adiabatic conditions no transverse heat
current can flow, and therefore a transverse tem-
perature gradient VT, (the longitudinal component
VT, is negligible) is generated, which should par-
tially “turn off” the simple drag of phonons and
thus yield a more efficient electron-phonon scatter-
ing. Since the Ettingshausen temperature gradient
VT, is small, one may simply superimpose its ef-
fect in Eq. (3) in order to obtain the modified drift
component in the x direction V(¢*), and the cor-
responding adiabatic magnetoconductivity coeffi-
cient ¢%;. The y component of the phonon drift be-
comes

S
Uyw,) = =7, e~ Ls - (13)
But since there is no heat flow in the y direction
one has a7/d8y =~(n4, /A, )E where 7%, is the Ettings-

hausen coefficient and ), is the total (lattice) ther-
mal conductivity.
However*!

w4 =Tel =[T/(H/)I(C, +57C), (14)

where C, is the carrier’s specific heat and (O
~ C,(©#/T) is the specific heat of the enclosed
phonons, i.e., all phonons except the peripheral
phonons.

Then taking into account the added term in 87 /8y
the solution of Eq. (3) yields an x component for
the carrier drift velocity

20 (&) 4 (-2

c Je—¢* p*t s, A T2
— (e —= 15
+H{ ot E ey B )
where (y,)* and (L)} are averages of the same
type as in Eq. (5).

When this value of V, is used in the calculation
of current, J,, the conductivity takes the form

ot = {oh: imp +0,,(1=7)}
H S T3

2 _ £
+{Uep . T Ly, x

c T
+—=Ct — (16)
HO® A, }’

where we have made use of the relation 1/1* =1/I
+1/1¥. The averages

Ly - 1 f@ﬁﬁm Ysx®e* dx
Ve TNl T e /T A, (-1
and
— 1 feh*e/T Lsxsexdx
_ . S g s -
T I R

can be regarded as independent of the limit of inte-
gration® and characteristic of all enclosed phonons
Yn=%,=v" =7 (likewise for L). The first bracket
corresponds to ¢j; the isothermal conductivity as
in Eq. (10). The second term gives for ¢, —o,, the
quantity

LA <c H  SL )

—C,+ 0,
X, \H "¢ ¢ X

which to a good approximation can be identified
with (14, /A,) €%, so that from Eq. (14) (H /c)o,,(Ls, /
A)~3yCS If we introduce 3Ls,CS" =12, the con-
tribution of enclosed phonons to lattice conduction,
and A" /¥, the conduction of these phonons due to

carrier scattering alone, one obtains

2 en en \ 2
(H 0222) )\g ::< £ T, (17)
c b2 3

an equation similar to this obtained by Ziman®® for
zero field {p, W, = (n?/e?)(5C)? T} relating the ideal



resistivity p, [in place of o,,(H/c)?(n/e)?] with the
phonon heat conductivity due to carrier scattering
WSt (in place of X /¥).

It is interesting also to note that ¢,, (i.e., the
undragged conductivity) not (1 -%)o,, is the ideal
conductivity which appears in this relation (17).
When one expresses Eq. (16) in function of X" the
corrective term appearing in the adiabatic conduc-
tivity takes the form :

”n ) 2 3%.0“

(@) =L f’.zi[ (.Li > LA 1

011 —01 = —|C, +0, — . (18)
11 11 H )\g e ep c Tcg .

E. Comparison with experimental results

The primary experimental coefficient is the -
adiabatic conductivity ¢). The isothermal-con-
ductivity ¢, is determined from the relation ¢,
~0'%9) —n, €4 /x, with Ettingshausen 7%, Nernst-
Ettingshausen eZ;, and thermal (lattice) conduc-
tivity A, coefficients measured separately. This
conductivity o,, is known rather accurately as well
as 0y, jp the limit of ¢4, and 0, as T tends to zero.

The ideal conductivity ¢4 is obtained from oy
=011~ 011 imp; it 1S known rather precisely except
in the low-temperature range where the uncertain-
ty in the extrapolation to 7'=0 yields a relatively
large uncertainty in gy4.

As shown in Egs. (12) and (16), 0,4 =(1=¥)o,, is
reduced due to drag by the coefficient 1 -% as
compared to o,, the magnetoconductivity due to
electron—“undragged” -phonons interaction. In

order to obtain an estimate of the magnitude of this’

effect one needs to determine separately the values
of g,, and y.

A term involving o,, appears in ¢'9)—o,, Eq. (18)
and can be used to estimate the ¢,, value. An esti-
mate for ¥ can be obtained from the directed anal-
ysis®! of the coefficient 7%, = (cT/H)(C, +3YC").

Also from Eq. (17) the value yo,,=(c /H)XT/

A )(EYCE)? can be estimated, since 37CS" is di-
rectly determined from the €4, or 74, coefficient
analyses and A;" can be extracted from the lattice
conductivity.®

The best fit for these different quantities yield a

value y~0.93£0,02.%* The mutual drag therefore
reduces the ideal conductivity by nearly 20 times
from the o,, expected value. The value for ¢,, is
given in Fig. 3 where it is shown to exhibit the
Gruneisen 7T° law in the low-temperature range.
A corresponding composite value for the magneto-
resistance “without drag” is also shown in Fig, 2,
with curve G corresponding to the isothermal case
and curve H to the adiabatic case.

To proceed to the analysis of ¢,, one may use the
expression (12)

Gpp =nlc/H)? (P;/l;+1’;/l;)
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with
_1_2‘ 9mh283, , Nna* ( 0, >2< T >5J (@’;,e>
l; 8psg$ip:‘l}i e;zk,e / eD s T ’
(19)

where §, , is the deformation potential for holes
(electrons), N the number of atoms per unit vol-
ume, p the mass density, ©, the Debye tempera~
ture, a* an anisotropy factor,? y*=6 and v~ =3 the
number of hole and electron pockets, respectively.
In antimony since I7 «I; we may to a first ap-
proximation consider only the electron contribution
0,p=0,,. With this approximation the values ob-
tained for the deformation potential and the effec-
tive Debye scattering temperature for electrons are

8,=2.9 eV and ©F~26 K.

The value for the deformation potential is in very
good agreement with that obtained by Gantmaker
and Dolgopolov?® from the radio-frequency size-
effect mean-free-path measurement. It is also in
good agreement with the value deduced from the -
electronic part of the thermal magnetoresistance.”

The value for ©f is somewhat smaller than
28.5 K, the value obtained from the electronic
part of the thermal magnetoresistance,” and smal-
ler than 30.8 K the estimate from the size (kF(av))
of the electron pockets. It is to be pointed out
that the determination of ©F is affected firstly by
approximating y, to a constanty and secondly by

i#
100} f —
[ ‘

O p(H=20kG)(Q" em™)
5
Rl

| 7 1
[ 10
T (K)

FIG. 3. Value of 0,, (corrected for surface current)
is shown as a function of temperature for H =20 kG,
and it is seen to exhibit the expected low temperature
T°. But the experimental and extrapolation errors are
too large to trust these results to be a firm confirmation
of the T'5 behavior.
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the neglect of the hole contribution o},. This later
contribution may partly explam the apparent smal-
ler value for ©X.

The values obtained here for Y, 8,, and ©F are
ingeneral agreementwith those determined from
other transport effects.?”

General qualitative agreement is also obtained
by application-of Kohler’s rule.?® I it is assumed
that the scattering is not affected by the magnetic
tield p(H, T)/p(0, T) =F (H /p(0, T)) and the value
obtained for p(H, T) using the zero field p(0, T)
value is shown as curve K in Fig. 1. The zero-
field conduction corresponds to a situation of com-
pensated drag, i.e., close to a nondrag conduction
and the estimated “Kohler’s value” for resistivity,
matches more closely the nondrag values (curve G)
than the isothermal experimental value (curve B).

When the results of magnetoresistance are com-
pared with those of thermal magnetoresistance’
some interesting points can be made. As pointed
out above, the unified drift of carriers and phonons
under the condition of isothermal magnetoresis-
tance measurement reduces the efficacy of elec-
tron-phonon scattermg because of the reduction of
momentum transfer between the two systems. But
the conditions under which thermal magnetoresis-
tance is measured on one hand does not yield the
same unified drift and on the other hand this effect
depends on energy transfer during the scattering
which even under drag condition is a more effi-
cient scattering than that which depends on mo-
mentum transfer. Assuming a maximum efficiency,
the experimental electronic thermal magnetoresis-
tance corresponding to phonon scattering A, gear)

=Xzps yields the values §,=3.00 eV and ©}~28.5°K
in very good agreement with the determined Oop
value. In other words, the contribution to the elec-
trical and thermal magnetoconductivity which are
due to the electron-phonon scattering can be ex-
pressed by

T expt = (1- ')/G)O'ep, )\expt=(1_7)‘_))\ep

with ¥, close to unity (strong effect of drag) and
¥, close to zero (unaffected by drag) as o,, and
Aexpt Vield the same electron-phonon scattering
parameters.

A weak temperature dependence of the magneto-
conductivity of Bi is also observed?® which is not
due to drag since y is expected to be small. In Bi
the phonons are scattered primarily by the bound-
aries. Although the electron-phonon scattering is
“efficient” its contribution to the magnetoconduc-
tivity is negligible for other reasons and Kohler’s
rule applies for this case.

In conclusion, the weak temperature dependence
of the magnetoresistance of antimony at low tem-
peratures is a direct consequence-of the nearly
unified drift of the electrons, holes and phonons.
Analysis of the adiabatic situation, and numerical
determination of transport parameters such as
electron-phonon scattering efficiency, deformation
potential, Debye scattering temperature are in
agreement with those determined from other ef-
fects.?”
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