564 H. R. CHILD
weaken the interaction at a critical concentration in the
range of 70-80 at.%, scandium. Similar observations
were made in magnetization studies on the Gd-Sc sys-
tem.$

The most obvious difference between Sc and Y as a
nonmagnetic diluent for the rare earths is the much
smaller atomic volume of Sc, about 259%, less than that
of Y. In the simple Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida
theory, no dependence of exchange energy on volume
is predicted although there is a very slight variation of
exchange energy with the ¢/a ratio. That volume change
is an important parameter has been discussed by
Wollan” who has compared, quantitatively, the effects
of such changes with the corresponding changes brought
about in the pure metals by the application of high
pressures.

Three alloys in the Th-Sc system were analyzed
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quantitatively to determine the moment values in the
magnetically ordered alloy. The specimens were filed
to eliminate preferred orientation and annealed to
relieve the stresses induced by filing. The coherent
magnetic reflections were placed on an absolute scale
by comparison with the scattering from a standard Ni
sample. The data for two specimens with the helical
structure agreed with that for the one ferromagnetic
composition and with predictions based on the free-
atom ordered moment of 9.0up for Th, zero moment on
Sc, and the Tb*? ion form factor.?
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By observing departures from Matthiessen’s rule, the electrical resistivity for each spin direction in
dilute ferromagnetic Ni-Co and Ni-Fe alloys has been obtained. A phase-shift calculation for the majority
spin carriers was performed to determine the parameters of a square-well potential assumed to represent
the impurity center. From the potentials, values of the characteristic thermopower and the changes in the

electronic specific heat, on alloying, for these electrons have been obtained.

I. INTRODUCTION

T is well known that the electrical resistivity of the
ferromagnetic elements exhibits a 72 temperature
dependence at low temperatures.! The explanation of
this effect is not fully understood; electron-electron
collisions give rise to such a temperature dependence,’$
as does electron-magnon scattering.”® However, in
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either case, the electron may change its spin direction
upon collision, whereas with phonon scattering and
impurity scattering (in an alloy) this is not possible.
The fact that electrons can change their spin direction
as the temperature increases, in a ferromagnetic alloy,
leads to several interesting features in the electrical
resistivity, the interpretation of which can give insight
into the electronic structure of the ferromagnetic
elements for the two spin directions.

In this paper, the resistivity results on three Ni-Co
alloys of concentration 1.1, 2.2, and 4.7 at.% Co and
two Ni-Fe alloys of concentration 1.8 and 4.6 at.9, are
analyzed. In these systems extremely large departures
from Matthiessen’s rule (MR) were observed, along
with very small values? of dp, the increase in residual
resistivity per atomic percent impurity. (In fact, the
value of §p for the Ni-Co system is smaller than that
in most of the homovalent noble-metal alloys.) The band
structure of Ni near the Fermi level is shown schemati-
cally in Fig. 1. The d band for the spin-| electrons
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(majority carriers) is saturated, while approximately
0.6 holes exist in the spin-1 d band. In the analysis
the small amount of s-electron polarization will be
neglected and it will be assumed that each s-band
contains 0.3 electrons. Furthermore, the effective mass
of the majority carriers is taken to be 1.5m, and the
value of Er is 0.59 Ry.

II. RESISTIVITY

The total resistivity of a ferromagnetic alloy at any
temperature T is given by

o= (pot +pp1) (poy+pp,) +3014 (Ppt +ppy+pot +p0y)
pot+poytpot+op+204, ’

(1)

where poy, poy are the impurity resistivities and ppy, ppy
are the pure-material resisitivities for the two spin
directions. The term p;, represents the “spin-flip”
resisitivity and is related to the T7? resisitivity. For a
detailed discussion of py,, the reader is referred to Ref.
2. For an ideally pure material, ppy and po, are zero,
and hence

_ PotPoi 34 (pot t+omy)
=
Pot+ppit2p1y

(2)

The low-temperature residual resistivity (for two bands
conducting in parallel) is given by
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Fic. 1. Density of states in ferromagnetic nickel
near the Fermi level (schematic).
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and, therefore, for MR to be valid, we have

pr’ = pir+po,LT (4)
po.Lt=pot poi/ (pot+poy) (3) and the departures from MR given by
A=pr—pr’
_ (portpnt) (oo tpp1) +3014 (ot +poitpot +p01)
pot+poy+ppt+ppit-2pt,
010y (ppt tppit-201 1) + (oot +001) Lot oo +3p14 (pot +0p1) ]
(pot+p0y) (Pt +epi+2011)
_ [(@—B) (1+a) ppta(1—8)pt 1 Fpo Lr )
a(1+8)*(14a)*p Lrept+ 202 (148) %0,L1o1 1 +B(14a) Yo,2+-4aB (14-a) ppot s+ 4?80y 2
where pp=potPp1/ (0ot +Pni) » @=0pt/ppi, and B=poy /poy.  Eq. (5) reduces to
Equation (5) is the general expression for the depar- 1 .
tures from MR in these ferromagnetic alloys. We can Apr=1% [(_.:92] iy
make the following two approximations: (1+8)
(a) At low temperatures, pprr dominates the L [(oor—p0) T
resisitivity and p;, is the more important of the tem- =3z [m] Pty (6)

perature-dependent terms. In this temperature region,

2 A, A. Gomes and I. A. Campbell, Proc. Phys. Soc. (London)
J. Phys. C1, 253 (1968).

The deviations are proportional to 72 (since pot, poy
are temperature-independent and py, is proportional to
T?), which is observed.
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TasLE I. The calculated values of residual resistivity and displaced charge for each spin direction. Also shown are the measured values
of po,ur and the high-temperature departures from Matthiessen’s rule.

Po,LT opi dp1

System (s@cm)  Amr/porr  (u2cm) (12 cm) 8zZy 8Z
0.153 2.8

Ni-Co 0.297 2.7 0.15 2.00 +0.1 —1.1
0.647 2.6

Ni-Fe 0.713 1.4 0.45 3.26 +0.1 —2.1
1.80 1.0

(b) At high temperatures, ppLr is small compared
with the temperature-dependent terms (provided that
the alloy is sufficiently dilute), and if we assume that
pt, is again the dominant term, we find

Apr=3 (1—-B)2/8Jpo.r (7a)

or

Ant/poxr= [ (por —po) %/ pot poy ] (7b)

Thus the departures saturate at high temperatures;
they are positive and their magnitude depends on the
relative magnitudes of poy and po;. For a given alloy
series, the departures are characterized by the constant
value of Ant/po,u1- The experimental values of Agr/po.Lr
at 273°K are given in Table I, along with the values of
po.r. Since poxr=8/(148), values of ppy and py, can
be estimated for,the alloys'and hence values of 8py and
6p, (the increase in the residual resistivity per atomic
percent impurity). It must be mentioned that there
are two possible solutions for 8 which differ by the
interchange of poy and po;. The physical solution is that
where pg, is the smaller, since the presence of holes in
the spin- 1 d band enhances the resistivity of the spin- 1
electrons due to impurity-induced s—d transitions.
Values of 8py and 8p, are givenin Table I. It is interesting
to note that the departures may be regarded as arising
from a “temperature-dependent” residual resistivity
which saturates at high temperatures to pg,ar. Thus

A= po,aT— pPO,LT,
and hence

po.ir=1[ (1—8)%/81po,L.+po,r
=1L (1+8)%/Bleo.r= 1 (pot +p0y) - ¢))

The above expression for po,rr differs from that given
in Refs. 9 and 10. The authors® ! argue that because of
spin mixing, an electron has equal probability of being
spin-T or spin- |, and therefore its effective high-
temperature residual resistivity is 3 (pos +po;) . However,
if poy=po, then ponr=pot, while po,r=3%p01, ie., a
departure from MR arising when the spin-mixing
mechanism is ineffective. Furthermore, poar=1% (00t +
ooy) leads to a minimum value of Apr/po,r equal to
unity, in contrast to experiment.

III. SCREENING

The displaced charge for the two spin directions is
given by

87, =1(AZ—dg/de) (92)

and
8Z,=%(AZ+-dg/dc), (9b)

where AZ is the difference in atomic numbers between
host and impurity and d/dc is the rate of change of
the mean magnetic moment per atomic percent im-
purity.

Values of 6Z; and 6Z, for the Ni-Co and Ni-Fe
series are given in Table I. They are estimated using
the values of dg/dc given in Ref. 13 and taking AZ to
be —1 and — 2, respectively, for the two series.

If the impurity is represented by a square-well
potential, the radius and depth of the well (for the
majority carriers) can be determined by solving the
following two equations'?:

8Z,=1/x EI_‘, (214+1)mi(Er), (10a)

and

4am*Vp .
On Ky ; (I4+1) sin?(ni—n241) £ g
where 7;(Er) is the phase shift for the partial wave of
angular momentum quantum numbers /, and #, is the
number of majority spin carriers.

Equation (10a) is simply a statement of the Friedel
sum rule for one spin direction. From Table I it is noted
that 6Z, is very small for these systems, and, therefore,
for consistency between Egs. (10a) and (10b), 8p,
must also be small. These majority carriers ‘“‘short
circuit” the spin- T electrons and hence the low residual
resistivity for the two systems. In other words, the low
values of 8p for the Ni-Co and Ni-Fe series are con-
sistent with the magnetization results.

The radius and depth of the well obtained by solving
the two equations (10a) and (10b) are given in Table
II. Note that the radius, effectively the screen length,
is of the same order of magnitude as that in many Cu

1 7, Kanamori, J. Appl. Phys. 36, 929 (1965).

2 C. M. Hurd and E. M. Gordon, J. Phys. Chem. Solids (to
be published).

0, = (10b)
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TaBLE IT. Parameters of the square-well potential, the characteristic thermopower, and changes in the
density of states and electronic specific-heat coefficient on alloying.

Radius Depth " 8Ny (Ep)
of well of well (states/Ry 8Sy/T vy
System (R) (eV) atom) (uV deg™?) (mJ mole™ deg™?)
Ni-Co 1.03 0.118 +0.078 —4.2X103 +1.35X1072
Ni-Fe 0.67 0.214 -+0.066 —1.7X103 +1.15X102
—1.0 X101=

a Experimental value taken from Ref. 25.

alloys,’% in contrast to the over-all screening in transi-
tion metals occurring within the impurity site itself.4
This is consistent with the recent band calculations!®1
and Fermi-surface determinations®2 which suggest
that the electronic structure for majority spin carriers
in ferromagnetic nickel is very similar to that of copper,
and also with the argument that the spin- T (minority-
spin) electrons do the screening in Nill,

IV. DENSITY OF STATES AND ELECTRONIC
SPECIFIC HEAT

The change in the density of states at the Fermi
level per single impurity atom, 8V (Er), was estimated
for the spin- | electrons using

{ imax d,m
SN (Ep)= - > (2141) <~> (11)
T 1= dE/ gp
The results are given in Table II. The orders of magni-
tude of the 6N, (Er) for the two systems seem reason-
able, since the density of states for the majority spin
carriers in pure Ni is 4.5 (states/atom)/Ry.!?

The change in the electronic specific heat of the host
produced by the addition of one impurity atom is
simply éy=Q30N (Er), where Q=3%(#2K?). Thus the
change &y, per unit concentration for the majority-spin
electron is

6v,=QNowN,(Er), (12)

where Ny is Avogadro’s number. Values of &y, estimated
from Eq. (12) are given in Table II. Also given in
Table II is the experimental value of &y for a Ni4-1
at.% Fe.® (No data exist for very dilute Ni-Co alloys.)
Note that the calculated™value of &y is much smaller
than®the experimental value of 8y and is of opposite
sign.” This suggests that the experimentally observed
change in v is due almost entirely to the spin- T elec-
trons. Furthermore, because of its smallness, the change
in v, will not affect the d;-band shape derived from
low-temperature specific-heat measurements on the
basis of the rigid-band model.®

V. CHARACTERISTIC THERMOPOWER

For elastic scattering, the diffusion thermopower can
be expressed as

S=—(QT/e) (d Inp/dE) £, (13)

where Q=1(#%?) and the derivative is taken at the
Fermi level. In an alloy, when the same scattering
conditions prevail, a characteristic thermopower for
spin- | electrons 8.5, can be defined which is related to
8p, according to

8Sy=—(QT/e) (d Indp,/dE) . (14)

Substituting for §p, from Eq. (10b), the above expres-
sion for 8.5, becomes

QT [ 1 lmax i (d?’]l_l dnl) lmax . :l
0Sy;=——|— — 2 - _—— 2(np1— . 15
Sy ; 2E+ g I sin®(nea—m) 2E  iE g I sin®(n;y—mn) - (15)

The temperature-independent quantity 6S,/7 was
calculated using the above scattering potentials for Co
and Fe in Ni. Values of 65,/T for the two systems are
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given in Table IT, and it is noted that they are extremely
small. Unfortunately, experimental values of this
quantity are unavailable, since the measured thermo-
power contains contributions from both spin directions.
However, in view of the smallness of 8.5,/T, for these
systems, any significant changes in the experimental
values of S/7 must surely arise from changes in the
thermopowers of the spin- | electrons. It is conjectured
here that if such changes exist (and the results”
indicates that this is so), then they are due to the
impurity-induced s—d transitions in the same way as
changes in S/T arise in some Pt and Pd alloys.?
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VI. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY

The low values of 6p, for Ni-Co and Ni-Fe alloy
series are explained and shown to be consistent with
the magnetization results. These electrons (spin-| )
“short circuit” the spin- 7 electrons (since, in the latter
case, impurity-induced s—d transitions result in a high
opy) to give a low value of 8p. The large departures
from MR in these systems are accounted for on the
“spin-mixing” model and are essentially due to the
large difference between 8py and dp;. From the param-
eters of a square-well potential, which was assumed to
represent the impurity, the characteristic thermopower
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and changes in the electronic specific-heat coefficient v
were determined for the two alloy systems. In each
case, the experimental values were extremely small, and
it was suggested that any significant changes iny and in
the diffusion thermopower are due to the presence of
the high density-of-states d band at the Fermi level, for
spin-T electrons.
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APPENDIX

Values of the phase shifts 5; and their derivatives at the Fermi level dn;/dEF calculated for the Ni-Co and
Ni-Fe series are presented below. The phase shifts ; are expressed in rad and the derivatives are given in rad/a.u.

(energy).
System 0 m
Ni-Co 0.15547 0.04454
Ni-Fe 0.23846 0.02359
System d’?()/ dEF dﬂl/ dEF
Ni-Co —0.14725 0.14945
Ni-Fe 0.06311 0.10431

n2 73 N4
0.00463 0.00026 0.00001
0.00095 0.00002 0.00000
dno/dEr dns/dEr dny/dEp
0.03339 0.00283 0.00013
0.00759 0.00025 0.00000
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The Hamiltonian of a particle oscillating in a double-minimum potential well is investigated by means of
the retarded Green functions of the system. The coefficients of Devonshire’s free-energy function are derived.

OLLOWING a suggestion by de Gennes,! we use
pseudospin variables to describe protons in a set of
double-minimum potential wells. The Hamiltonian is
derived by the procedures outlined in Tokunaga and
Matsubara’>—we have explicitly included fourth-order
terms in order to describe the four protons surrounding
a PO, group in potassium dihydrogen phosphate (KDP).
We use the following Hamiltonian:

Hy=—T2_X1— JuZaZo— D LuwsZaZoZ:Zs, (1)
1 ) 1734

1P, de Gennes, Solid State Commun. 1, 132 (1963).
2 M. Tokunaga and T. Matsubara, Progr. Theoret. Phys.
(Kyoto) 35, 581 (1966).

where we have neglected terms involving integrals of
products of wave functions localized on different sites
and at different equilibrium positions, i.e., terms of the
form Y B1,X1Z;, etc., have been neglected for the latter
reason.? Terms of the form

— D> CusZaZsZs
123

are also zero from symmetry reasons for temperatures
above a Curie temperature T, (to be defined later)—in
the unperturbed paraelectric crystal they must give a
zero contribution to the energy of the system.

We limit the discussion to temperatures 7> T, and
to the interaction between H, and a perturbation of



