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The temperature T,, of the resistance maximum in spin-glass magnetic alloys is calculated as a function of the
Kondo temperature Ty for the single impurities and the average Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY)
interaction strength A, between different impurities. In addition T, is shown to be independent of several
other less relevant system parameters. The temperature dependence of the resistivity is obtained in the parquet
approximation in the “noise model,” where, besides the usual exchange scattering between conduction
electrons and impurity spins, there is a transition rate A, for spin-flip processes due to the RKKY
interactions. The result is shown to be valid when A, > Ty, and applies to the low- Ty spin-glass systems like
AuMn, AgMn, CuMn, AuCr, and AuFe. For example, it permits the recently observed pressure variations
of T,, to be understood in terms of simpler behaviors of the more fundamental system parameters A, and Tk.
Asymptotically for A_> Ty one has T, ~ A In(A./ Ty), which is bigger than the spin-glass freezing temperature
T, ~ A, identified by the cusp in the magnetic susceptibility.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electrical resistance in dilute magnetic
alloys, like AuFe, in the spin-glass' range of
concentration of magnetic impurity, shows a maxi-
mum as a function of the temperature. This and
several related effects are thought to be due ulti-
mately to the s-d exchange interaction of the con-
duction electrons of the host metal with the local-
ized spin of the magnetic impurity.

In the first place, this interaction at each indivi-
dual impurity gives rise to the Kondo effect? with a
resistance contribution that rises as the tempera-
ture is decreased, eventually reaching the uni-
tarity limit in very dilute systems. Second, by the
Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) inter-
action mechanism,® the conduction electrons medi-
ate a Heisenberg-type exchange interaction be-
tween different impurities in the alloy. This even-
tually quenches the rising resistance as the tem-
perature decreases into the range of the average
RKKY interaction strength between neighboring
impurities. The two effects thus result in the
formation of a maximum at the temperature 7,.

It is reasonable to view this as the competition
between two physical mechanisms, each of which
can be characterized by a certain energy scale.
For the single-impurity Kondo effect the scale is
the Kondo temperature T, which depends on the
s-d coupling constant in the usual way (defined in
Sec. VI). The RKKY interaction depends on the
inverse cube of the distance between the impurities
and is second order in the same s-d coupling. The
interaction energy of two impurities at the average
neighbor distance, which is proportional to the
inverse cube root of the concentration, will thus
be proportional to the concentration and to the

square of the s-d coupling constant. The scale of
this interaction energy, which is also held re-
sponsible for the spin-glass ordering at low tem -
peratures, will be denoted by A .

It is therefore reasonable to expect the tem-
perature of the resistance maximum to be a func-
tion of these two energies

Tszm(AC’TK) (1)

or ultimately of the s-d coupling and the concen-
tration. In principle other mechanisms can in-
fluence T, as well.

A number of calculations*~7 have been done in the
second Born approximation, which is the lowest
order in which the Kondo effect is present. The
s-d coupling must be extremely small for this
approximation to be justified, i.e., Ty must be
extremely small compared to the temperatures
where the experiment is performed and hence com-
pared to T,. Even though this may be true in sys-
tems like AuMn, where I’s in the range 10712
107 K have been considered,®'® it is definitely
not true in AuFe,®"'® with T, ~0.2 K, as was pointed
out by Matho and Béal-Monod.®

In order to provide a better calculation regarding
the Kondo effect, the problem will be considered
in the parquet approximation within the noise model
as introduced originally by Riess and Ron.”'!!

This seems to be the simplest nontrivial way to
represent the RKKY interactions, and in turn
allows a more sophisticated treatment of the Kondo
effect. The parquet approximation'? is the simplest
nonperturbative approximation and valid for tem-
peratures much larger than Ty, but lower by sev-
eral orders of magnitude than in the perturbation
treatment. From the analysis of very-low-con-
centration alloys it is known that this is essen-
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tially adequate for AuFe for temperatures in the
liquid-helium range,® although deviations become
increasingly marked in the mK range as the tem-
perature becomes of the order of Tj.'°

Experimentally the concentration dependence of
T, has been established in many systems.® 013717
Recently a second dimension has been added by the
demonstration of a rich variety of pressure depen-
dences of T, in different spin-glass systems at
different concentrations.!®''® The importance of
this can be appreciated by noting that in (1) the
concentration only influences A, whereas pres-
sure mainly influences 7}.2°

In order to provide a theoretical framework for
the analysis of these experiments, in the present
paper the mathematical details of the calculation
of the resistance in the noise model will be given.?
Second, relation (1) for T, will be derived and ex-
pressed in a form convenient for numerical calcu-
lation. The actual analysis of the experiments
will be given elsewhere.® Here it shall just be
mentioned that given T for a spin-glass system
(1) allows the compound quantity T, to be “decoded”
into the more basic A.. In this way it is possible
to understand the complicated behavior of T, quan-
titatively in terms of much simpler behaviors of
A, and Ty, for example as the pressure is changed.
The determining factor for the behavior of T,, in
a particular alloy turns out to be the relative mag-
nitude of A, and Ty, i.e., the relative strengths of
the RKKY interaction and Kondo effects.

’

il. NOISE MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the local interaction between
the conduction electrons and a single impurity spin
at the origin R =0 is given by

¥=-J50)-5. 2)

Here 5(0) is the Pauli spin operator of the electron
spin density at the impurity site. J is the s-d ex-
change coupling constant and S is the spin of the
magnetic impurity. The electrons form a sym-
metrical Lorentzian conduction band of width D
and density of states p, (per electron of each spin
projection), centered at the Fermi energy (zero
of energy).

The individual impurity spins of magnitude S
have 2S +1 projections |S,) along the common axis
of quantization. In the present calculation there
is no external magnetic field. Hence, in the
pseudofermion formalism each of these states is
represented by a free pseudofermion of zero ener-
gy.'2'22 This corresponds to the spectral function
of zero linewidth

@,(w) =0(w), (3)

where w is the pseudofermion energy. In this pic-
ture the lifetime of the pseudofermion is infinite,
which means that left to itself the spin stays in a
definite state |S,) infinitely long.

[n the noise model a transition rate A, (i.e.,
transition probability per unit time, £ =kgy=1) is
introduced into the pseudofermion spectral func-
tion. Now when a pseudofermion is scattered out
of its state and into another, a flip of the spin
takes place |S,) = |S.). The presence of the average
transition rate A, for such processes means that
the pseudofermions now have only a lifetime A7,
Alternatively one may say that spin memory is
lost by the impurities on the average after a time
A7! due to a source of noise located in the sur-
roundings.!! The spectral function now becomes
a Lorentzian

@w)= o @

The combination of (4) with (2) forms the mathe-
matical representation of the noise model.” It
should be noted that in this model the impurities
scatter incoherently as individual scattering cen-
ters.

When the model is stated in this way one does
not have to commit oneself to any particular physi-
cal noise source in order to calculate the proper-
ties of the model. It is thus possible to test such
physical models of the noise A, against values of
A, obtained from experiments., In particular this
holds for the concentration and pressure depen-
dence of A .1°

When introducing the noise model Riess and Ron
assumed that RKKY interactions were the source
of the noise and later calculated A, in terms of
the concentration ¢ and J.2® In this calculation A,
is thus identified with the average RKKY interac-
tion energy.

Starting from a different point of view one ob-
tains essentially the same result. The impurities
are located at random sites in the host metal,
interacting through the long-range oscillatory
RKKY interaction. The individual spins will ex-
perience quite different surroundings and there
will be no possibility of long-range order in the
conventional sense. It has been shown!!'?* that for
Heisenberg-type interactions—and in the absence
of short-range order too—the distribution of in-
ternal magnetic fields H, experienced by the spins
is the Lorentzian

A /7
P(H,) = 3537 - 5)
Averaging the free pseudofermion Green’s function
(retarded 6 —-07, cf. Sec. III)



4358 ULF LARSEN 14

§F (@)= = (w+i6)! ®)

in the presence of the field H, (z being the axis of
quantization), one gets

P(H,) 1

R{y)=— =
§w)= f_de' w=-H,+id w+in, '’ ™

which is exactly equivalent to the spectral function
(4) through the relation

G(w)=Q1/7)ImS%(w). 8)

In fact, P(H,) may be directly interpreted as the
spectral function, as can be seen from (7). In this
approach A, is again essentially equal to the aver-
age RKKY interaction energy

A < cd?¥D, 9)

The different calculations do not agree entirely
about the spin and concentration dependence, so a
spin-dependent prefactor was left out and a linear
concentration dependence chosen in (9). This is
only needed as a physical guideline as the follow-
ing calculations in the noise model do not require
the specification of A,. It turns out that using the
results of this theory (9) is corroborated by the
experiments,'®

Most of the recent theories of the spin-glass
freezing, not considering the Kondo effect, have
been able to produce the key experimental feature,
namely the cusp in the magnetic susceptibility at
the freezing temperature 7,.** These theories
rely on mean-field-type calculations in models
both with and without short-range order below the
freezing point.?® Generally, as T comes below T,
a local order parameter is induced, growing up in
the usual way for a mean-field theory as (7, - T)Y2,
Above T, this order parameter vanishes. The exis-
tence of the nonvanishing order parameter below
T, reflects the sudden freezing of the spin system
into a disordered state, where each spin becomes
locked into a fixed but random direction, The
freezing is a macroscopic cooperative phenome-
non, which accounts for the sharpness of the sus-
ceptibility cusp.

A distribution of fields P(H,) or a corresponding
noise spectrum of width A, attemperatures above
T, is in accordance with these spin glass theories,
even though they may disagree at temperatures
below T,, where a simple noise model is hardly
applicable anyway. In general, when the Kondo
effect is included in the theory of the spin-glass
freezing one would expect a relation similar to (1)
for the freezing temperature

T,=T,(,, Ty). (10)

Although so far no such calculation has been per-
formed it is conceivable that for T, the influence of

the Kondo effect will be restricted to the transi-
tion region where A,~T,. Here one expects that
both T, and T, vanish (Fig. 1), such as to reflect
the impossibility of forming the spin-glass con-
densate in the presence of a strong dominant Kondo
effect. Conceivably, when A > T, one has to a
good approximation®®

T,~A,. 1)

In contrast to this it will be shown in the following
that

T,>A, 12)

in the same limit, It is thus a fortunate circum-
stance that around the maximum at T,, the noise
model can be expected to be valid, undisturbed
by the freezing that happens in the real spin glass
at T,< T,. Formally the model is valid at any
temperature,

IIl. FORMALISM

The interaction (2) is a contact interaction and
is therefore only felt by the conduction electrons
when they occupy the Wannier state at the impurity
site. The problem of calculating the scattering
amplitude for electrons by the impurity at the
origin can therefore be formulated exclusively
in terms of local quantities. This is perhaps

[
Y=Tn, Y=Tp
Y=A,
=
=
£
CKI- -
Il/ In Ac/ Tk
I//
i
1
v
Ac =Tk

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of T, and T as
functions of A, and Ty based on experiments and the
result of the present calculation. A, is assumed roughly
proportional to the concentration. Both T, and T are
expected to vanish as A, becomes of the same magnitude
as Tg. In the opposite limit of low Ty and high &, , T,
is expected to be proportional to 4., while in this work
it is shown that T,,>>A, ~T,.
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easiest to see by including the electron momenta
and observing that since momentum is not con-
served by (2) each momentum becomes indepen-
dently summed over, leaving exclusively local
Green’s functions for the free-electron inter-
mediate states in the scattering processes
1 1 - X

Go(n)= ﬁ;mzj_m dx’;&_)(T‘(‘)vj. (13)
Here &% is the energy of a free electron of mo-
mentum K, N is the total number of conduction
electrons in the solid, p,(x) is the density of
states, and iw, is the fermion Matsubara fre-
quency of finite-temperature field theory?7:2?

iw,=imT(2n+1), n=0,%1 42 ..., (14)

The last expression of (13) is the spectral rep-
resentation of the local free-electron Green’s func-
tion, where p,(x) is the spectral function analo-
gous to (4) for the similarly local pseudofermions.
In terms of the Matsubara frequencies one has for
the pseudofermions

9(n)=f: dxxi_(l’.‘l—". (15)

The spectral functions p,(x) and G(x) are normal-
ized to unity, and they are even functions of x, due
to particle-hole symmetry.

The spectral representations (13) and (15) ex-
emplify the analytic structure of the Green’s func-
tions. They are defined at the points iw, along the
imaginary axis. When analytically continued into
the complex plane they define analytic functions
in the z plane

)f ax &%) (16)

X -2

which have a branch cut along the real axis. Simi-
larly to this all the Green’s functions used in the
present analysis are defined on the double Rie-
mann sheet structure shown in Fig. 2. The re-
tarded function $%(z), defined by analytical con-
tinuation from iw, in the upper half plane (UHP),
where it is analytic, may be continued through the
cut into the second sheet of the lower half plane
(LHP), where it may have singularities. Similar-
ly, the advanced function $4(z), defined by analyti-
cal continuation from {w, in the LHP, where it is
analytic, may be continued through the cut into the
second sheet of the UHP, where it may have singu-
larities similar to those of $%(z) in the LHP. Thus

}9’*(2) in UHP,

S =
(2) | g4(z) in LHP.

am

The following useful relations hold on the real
axis:

FIG. 2. Double Riemann sheet to define analytic prop-
erties of Green’s functions. The cut is along the real
axis and the upper sheet is the physical where the func-
tions are analytic. Singularities may appear when func-
tions defined on the upper sheet are analytically con-
tinued through the cut into the lower sheet. Symbols
are defined in the text, cf. (17).

[8%(x)]* =8%(x), (18)
diskS(x)=(1/2:)[S%(x) - 84(x)]
=Im$®(x) =@ (x), (19)

where disk§ is the discontinuity across the cut,
and the last relation of (19) is identical to (8).

The spectral representations are examples of
the dispersion relation for functions F(z) with this
analytic structure

Flo)-Fo=t [ ay SSKEG) (20)
where F, is the value of F(z) at |z|==. For the
single-particle Green’s functions G. =9. =

For the Lorentzian conduction band

po(x) = Po=p,(0)=(mD)*, @y

/T
x2+D?’
one has similarly to (7)

GHlw)=-(w+iD) ™", (22)

and (18)-(20) apply.

To illustrate approximations the inventory of
Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 3 is used. Em-
ploying the reduced graph expansion?®’ of the dis-
continuities “disk” in conjunction with the dispersion
relation (20) is a most efficient way of summing
the relevant contributions from diagrams in the
various approximations. Here it will be used to
produce the parquet approximation.

IV. SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

The total scattering amplitude t(z) is isotropic
s wave and independent of the momenta of the con-
duction electrons in the initial and final states.
This follows from the reasoning in Sec. III. It is
obtained by summing up all the repeated scattering
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FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams symbolizing quantities
defined in the text. a, B8, v, and 6 are indices for the
spin matrices and w4, w,, and ws are single-particle
energies. I is the renormalized exchange interaction.

processes due to (2) that take place while the elec-
tron is at the impurity site. Let M(z) denote the
irreducible part which does not include any single-
electron intermediate states. Summing the terms
of Fig. 4 gives

R (w) = MR (w)/[1 + GRw)M® (w)]. (23)

To obtain the resistivity only the value at w=0 is
needed. Owing to the particle-hole symmetry of
the model one can easily show that the real and
imaginary parts of all the Green’s functions are
either even or odd functions of w, respectively.
For example, ReM®(w) is odd and thus M%(0)

=1 diskM(0). Using the auxiliary real function

h=-np,diskM(0), (24)
one obtains for the imaginary part of (23)
~mpo, ImtR(0) =H(h) =h/(1 +h). (25)

For a random distribution of impurities, at low
concentration the leading contribution to the resis-
tivity is proportional to the concentration times
the contribution from a single impurity. Intro-
ducing the correction factor C(S) for pseudofermi-
on statistics?? the single-impurity contribution in
units of the unitarity limit for s-wave scattering is

R =-71p,C(S)Imt®(0)=C(S)H(h). (26)

Including then a source of temperature-independent

FIG. 4. Sum of irreducible parts making up the scat-
tering amplitude for conduction electrons on the im-
purity site.

defect scattering A, the total “measurable” resis-
tivity can be written in the form

®=A+BR, @7

where A depends on the concentration of nonmag-
netic impurities, pressure, etc., and B depends
on the magnitude of the unitarity limit and the
concentration of magnetic impurities (leading term
« ¢). In writing this expression the Fermi func-
tions in the integrand of the transport coefficient
for the resistivity were approximated by the zero-
temperature 6 function in the usual way so that
only the w =0 scattering amplitude is needed. It
was also assumed that contributions from coherent
scattering of electrons simultaneously at two or
more impurities is negligible (nonleading in the
concentration) compared to the incoherent part kept
in the noise model here. This was shown to be
justified in second Born approximation by Matho
and Béal-Monod,® and is assumed to be also valid
in the present calculation.

All the temperature dependence of & comes
from #, which is to be calculated in Sec. V. The
result of this is that z can be expressed in the
form

h=fsh1(T/TK;Ac/TK)a (28)

where fg is a function of the impurity spin.
The equation for T, is obtained by selecting the
appropriate solution to

R

-7 =0. 29)

T=T,

As H(h) is well behaved this ultimately reduces to

B p(r. Be _'_Ti.AC>_

a7 h1<7’ TK> T=T,/ Ty hl(TK T Tk 0. (30)
It follows that among the ingredients of the model
giving the ® given by (27), T, only depends on the
two “velevant” model parvameters Ty and A ..
Apart from these T, is independent of A, B, fs,
and the form of H(k), i.e., of: (i) Size of sample
(pressure dependent); (ii) effects of nonmagnetic
impurities and lattice defects (pressure induced)
other than those which influence A_; (iii) magnitude
of the unitarity limit, metal host parameters (ex-
cept through the influence on A, and Ty); (iv) con-
centration of magnetic impurities (except through
A.); (v) inclusion of multiple scattering, other
effects on the form of H(k); (vi) magnitude of the
impurity spin (except through A.). It must be em-
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phasized that it is only T, that is not dependent on
(i)-(vi). The resistivity ® depends on all of them.

It also follows from (30) that the expression for
T, as a function of T, and A, i.e., (1), is reduced
from a function of two variables to a function of
one variable, that may be written in the form

Xy =x,(d), (31)
where
%,=In(T,/T¢) and d=In(A./Ty). (32)

This is due to the fact that for each value of A, /T
>1 there is one resistivity curve with a maximum,
hence one T, /T,.

The establishment of the relation (31) constitutes
the principal result of this paper. In the Secs. V-
VIII its actual form will be derived in the region
of parameters where A>Ty, together with condi-
tions for the validity of the result.

J

M.Xi

—
-

: Y Cxz2 2 a
disc @ » 5
0 \\Kﬁlz/
FIG. 5. Reduced graph expressing the discontinuity
of the irreducible part. Only the contributions from
intermediate states with the smallest number of par-
ticles are included. 7,¢,x are indices for spin matrices;
X4, X5, and x3 are single-particle energies in the inter-
mediate state.

V. CALCULATION OF &

The calculation of # according to (24) is done
with the first term in the expansion of diskM,
shown in Fig. 5. This includes the three-particle
intermediate state, which is the smallest number
in the irreducible part, together with the renor-
malized exchange interaction I' to be calculated
below. From the diagram in Fig. 5 one gets

h=mogbsn(-17x2 [ dx@(x)f (5) [ (e (%) [ dx, G (%,)f (~%,)

XO(x, +x, — 2 )TR (x4, %,; %) T4 (%, %55 %),

(33)

where f(x)=(1 +e*/T)"! is the Fermi function and the spin matrix for the diagram is (summing over re-

peated indices)

d)Sady =(6;y .§nx)(6u§ ‘§Xn)=(zs +1)S(S +1)6d'y .

(34)

In the present calculation, which is standard parquet theory except for the inclusion of the noise width
A, in @, summing the leading logarithmic terms one takes I' outside the integrals in (33) with all argu-
ments equalto zero. When solving the equation for I" below, it is sufficient to consider

T'(z)=T(z,z;2).

(35)

The p,(x) is also slowly varying and can be taken outside as p,, and using that @(x) is even in x one gets

h=5¢s|-2p,T*O)*P(T/8,), (36)
where
p<-AT_>s%nsz dx, fw A, @(%,) @ (%) F (%,)F (%,)F (=2, = %), a7

which may be written in the form suitable for numerical integration

P(x)a%};mdy j:dz ,((1 +y2)(1 +z2){cosh<%> +cosh <%>} %_1. (38)

|

To calculate the renormalized interaction I' consider the expansion shown in Fig. 6. The spin matrices

of the two terms are

K =y *8es)Gan *Sag) =S(S +1)04,055 = Ty * S5,
K2=(6an '§€5)(6"T)’ '§5§)=S(S +1)6a1685 +6a7 ‘§55 .

The full right-hand side then becomes

Kk, m(=1)°(e“/T - l)fm dx, po(xl)f(xl)fao ax, @(x,)f (%,)8 (%, +x, — w)TR(w, x,; W)T4(x,, w; w)

+r,m(=1) (/T - 1)f° dx, po(xl)f(—xl)fm dx, @ (x,) f (%,)0(=%, +%, — W)TR(w, x,;%,)T4 (x,, w; X,) .
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Using (35), the I'’I™ goes outside, and since p,(x) is even, the two terms are equal except for the opposite
signs. Thus the 86 terms in the «, and k, cancel (and one easily shows that if a 66 term was included in
T" when calculating &, and k, these extra terms also cancel) and I' multiplies the 5§ spin matrix. Then

diskT (w) = -2m(e?/T - l)I‘R(w)I“‘(w)fm dx, po(%,)G(w=%,)f () f (w=-x%,). (39)
Using (19) and
€T -1)f(x)f (w=-%,)=f(=x) - f(w-x,), (40)
one has
disk -Zn'f dx py(x)@(w = X) f (=%) = f(w-x)]
=znf dx py(x) f(¥) @ (w +x)-z1rf dx @(%)f (x)py(w %) . (41)
Then the dispersion relation (20) with I, = J gives
F_RIE - % =zf__) dxpo(x)f(x)f_: dy y&(”T"") -zf dxa(x)f(x)f dy—pﬂ(l%
=2fuo dx py(x)f (x)8R (% +w)—2fm dx @(x)f (x)GF(w -x). 42)

To obtain z by (36) T is only required at w =0. Then using (4), (7), (21), and (22) the integrals are easily

written

1 1
TEQ) ~ T ———Imf dxf(x)x+zD X +ib,

(43)

Adding a vanishing integral along an infinite semicircle in the upper half-plane this becomes by the residue

theorem

1 1 1 Lim i Z 1 1
TRQ0)  J ~ n° T & n-%+D/21T n-3%+4,/21T

B 2nT 1 _ 1
T (D -0 \n-3+4, /21T n-§+D/2nr)

=2p[¥(z +D/21T) - ¥(z +4,./20T)] =2p [In(D /27T) - ¥z +A . /27T)], (44)

where terms O(a,/D, T/D) have been neglected.
Defining the dimensionless exchange coupling con-
stant

&=2p,|J| (45)
and the Kondo temperature
T,=De ', (46)

then for J <0 one gets
-2p,T®0) =[In(27T/Ty) + ¥ +A,/20T)] "1, (47)

The vanishing of the [ ] as T is lowered signals
the familiar divergence in I indicating the break-
down of the parquet approximation, when a pole
of T®(z) from the second sheet of the LHP crosses
the real axis and enters the first sheet in the UHP.
This spurious pole in the UHP violates the analyti-
cal properties of I'*(z) once T = Ty.

The key feature of the noise model is the pres-
ence of A, depressing for 0<A _ <Ty the tempera-

=

ture where the pole crosses the real axis. When
A, =T this happens only just at T =0. If A>Ty
the function has the correct analytic structure at
any T. Inserting (47) in (36)

h=%(2S +1)S(S +1)P(T/A,)
X[In@7T/Ty) +¥(G +A, /20T)] "2, (48)

which is the desired result having the form (28),
with

fs=%(@2S +1)S(S +1),
by (T/Ty; 8. /Ty) =P (T/8)In@7T/Ty)
+Y( +A,/21T)] "2
(49)

VI. RESISTIVITY

The resistivity is given by (27) in terms of (26),
(25), and (48)
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.0 .0
disc \\Of/ “
5.w B.w

'Y.O ‘“.X1 a.o

~o 4 4

vd ———— N
6.w C.x2 B.w

a.0 M. Y.0

+
F S |
o.w C.x2 B.w

FIG. 6. Reduced graphs expressing the discontinuity
of the renormalized exchange interaction. Only the con-
tributions from intermediate states with the smallest
number of particles are included in the parquet ap-
proximation. 7 and ¢ are indices for the spin matrices;
x4 and x, are single-particle energies in the intermediate
states.

J

r a

_szis(s +1)P(T/Ac)

T A
Z .2
R<TK ’ TK>

C(S)fsP(T/A,)
[In@7T/Ty) +9(& +4a,/21T)]% + fP(T/A,) *

(50)

In order to infer C(S) expand this in leading order
as T~=, where P(x)~ Zn?

R~312C(S)fs/321n?(T/Ty). (51)

Noting that this must agree with Abrikosov’s'? and
Hamann’s® result in the same limit where the
noise plays no role

R~n?S(S +1)/4 In*(T/Ty) + O(n~3(T/Ty)), (52)
it follows that

{2 forS=%,

C(S)=4/(2S +1)= 14 fors _1

(53)

in agreement with the result of the exact calcula-
tion of C(S) in the high-temperature limit.?> Thus
one gets the result

{1 4)-
Ty’ T/ [In@uT/Ty) +9G +A./27T)]2 +3(2S +1)S(S +1)P(T/A,) °

(54)

Letting A .~ 0 one recovers the noise-free parquet result valid for T > T,

1725(S +1)

T
R (Tx ;0> T Tn@rT/T) + @) 2+ 572@S +1)S(S +1) °

According to Sec. V (47) only has the correct ana-
lytical structure at all T when A_.>T,. Considering
(54) in this case for T <A, and using that

P(x)~Zn%? for x-0, (56)
one gets
R(T/Ty;0,/T)=3m%S(S +1)
X[T/a, In(A./T)]2+O(T%).  (57)

As T is increased R goes through a maximum (at
T,, calculated in Sec. VI) and then decreases, even-
tually making contact with the slowly decreasing
loagrithmic parquet resistivity (52) at very high
temperatures T'>A_.2! The validity of the expres-
sion (54) is discussed below and in Sec. VIII.

In the Kondo model even terms of lower order
than those included in the parquet approximation
continue to have some potential influence. Thus
the Kondo contribution to the width of the spectral
function is®®

(55)

A g ~T/In*(T/Ty) (58)

and in fact increases with I', though slower than
linearly, which is the reason why at high tem-
peratures it does not contribute significantly com-
pared to the thermal fluctuation rate ~7. But as

T -« it will eventually exert a stronger influence
on the zero linewidth parquet resistivity (55) than
does the noise rate A,. In (54) the deviation from
(55) as T comes down from « is of the order

~a./T,

in agreement with the virial expansion,® while at
the same temperature the leading Kondo deviation
would be of the order

Ag/T ~1/In2(T/T,)

and is clearly the bigger part when T is large
enough, though a small correction. Fortunately
this happens only at T'> T, where such corrections
are insignificant anyway, while at T ~T,, it turns
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out that the noise dominates the Kondo fluctuations
as long as A > T,. The features of the maximum
that will be derived in Sec. VII are thus genuine
effects of the noise, not strongly influenced by the
use of the parquet approximation.

VII. MAXIMUM

The temperature of the maximum is readily ex-
tracted from measurements of the resistance. The
analysis of T, is a source of information about the
“essential” parameters A, and Ty, that does not
rely on detailed fits of the temperature dependence
of & to the experimental resistance that would
involve the consideration of a great many addi-
tional parameters, cf. Sec. IV.

According to (30) T,, is determined by the zero
of the temperature derivative of (49). In order to
facilitate the mathematics of the derivation of the
relation x,(d), introduce the set of dimensionless
quantities

7=T/T,, x¥=lnt,
Tm =T/ Tk, X,=10Tp,, (59)
a=A,/Ty, d=lna,

and the auxiliary functions

E(T; @)=In@77) +9(E +a/277), (60)
=lna+N(T/a), (61)
=d +N(x ~-d), 62)
P(r/a)=@®(x-d), (63)

where script symbols denote the functions of the
logarithmic arguments. Equations (30) and (49)
then determine 7, through the implicit equation

E(Tpm; Q)P (T /@) =2P (T /Q)E’ (T 3 ) . (64)

Letting prime denote the derivative with respect
to the argument of the logarithmic functions the
equivalent equation for x is

[d+3(x, - )@ (x,~ d) =26 (x,~ d) N (x,— d).
(65)

Given 9, 3, @, and ®’ as functions of their argu-
ment ¥ this equation allows a direct parametric
evaluation of x,(d)

X= Y +20 (V)N (¥)/6'(y) - N(y),
d =26 ()N ()/®'(y)-N(y).

The relation is shown in Fig. 7.
The asymptotic series for x,(d) as d -« can be

(66)

- |

FIG. 7. Relation x,=x(d) expressing T,, as a function
of A, and Tx [cf. (31) and (32)] . The slope x{(d) is a
monotonically decreasing function of d. In the limit
d— = the relation is x,~d + Ind +const. Although qual-
itatively reasonable for all positive d this relation is
only strictly valid for large d.

generated as follows. One has for use in (64)

E=x,+In@2m) +y(z +a/277,,), (67)
TnE =1 = (a/217, ¥ (z +a/217,), (68)
P=2n21-i,0/Tn—id(a/Tnf +0Ua/T,)%),
(69)
TP =3 nz[ioa/T,,, +21J(a/T ) + o((a/1,)%)].
(70)

The asymptotic expansions of P and P’ (69) and
(70) are nontrivial, as is the integral (38) itself.
The coefficient 7, has been calculated exactly

i,=28¢(3)/m%=1.085509028, (711)
whereas a numerical estimate of j gives

j ~-0,773. (72)
It follows that

(%, +In@7) +9 G + @ /217 )] [i g0 /T m+20 0 (@/Tw)? + OU(a/Ty)?)]
=2[1 - iya/Tm— 1o (a/TnP + OUa/T )1 = (/277 )¢ G +a/277,)].
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Now for 7,—« and therefore x,—~ < the leading terms are

Kolo@/Tm =2,
and it is possible to express a/7,, as the series

Q/Tm=2/i Xy +u/x2+0(x3°).

Using this and expanding the digamma function one gets

(73)

{1 +[1n@m) +9@)] /g + O (kg1 + (g +87/36)/2% + O (x5 = [1 = 2/, + O(x3?)) [1 = 20" (2)/27d4 6, + O(x52)],

which is an equation for the constant u giving

i ==2(2+9'G)/miy+In@n) +¢ () +47 /i)
~-0.946 . (74)

Using this result and (59) one may write (73) in the
form

d=xg+In{(2/i )1 /5, +iu/2x2 + O(x3%)]}, (75)

valid when x,~ and d—~<«. The inverse relation
d =d(x,) is useful, and (75) is a rather good ap-
proximation numerically when d is not too small.

In order to deal with alloys like AuFe a better
numerical approximation is required, though.
Rather than working directly with a numerical
solution like (66), in the practical analysis of data
the following Padé approximation is convenient.
The argument of the logarithm in (75) is replaced
by the ratio of two polynomials having the same
x,—~ expansion as (75). The degrees of the two
polynomials are constrained by the necessity of
avoiding the spurious divergence of (75) when
x,—~0. The actual choice is made by considera-
tions of numerical accuracy compared to (66). The
approximation is given by

d =x,+1nQ(x,), (76)
with
2
Qx,) ~ 2(R, +R, x, +x2) @)

iRy +R, x +R X2 +x3) ’
R, =9.527, R,=20.792, R,=10.000,
R,=25.375, R,=24.610,

and is accurate to three decimal places in d >0.75
or x,>0.65. The expression (76) is easy to invert
numerically by iteration to produce the corre-
sponding approximation for x,=x,(d). Also, anoth-
er quantity of interest is easily obtained from (76)
and (77)

2o =i =[1+Q" (x)/Qx,)] Y, (18)

where Q'(x,) =9Q /ox,. A useful expression equiva-
lent to (73) is

r

AcszQ(ln(Tm/Tx)), (79)

from which A, can be calculated given I, and Tj.
Conversely, from xo(d) T,, can be calculated given
A, and Ty

T, =Tyexp[x,(In(a,/Ty))]. (80)

Finally, from the inverse function of (77), x,=9@),
and (79) Ty can be obtained from A, and 7T,,

Ty =Tnexpl-q (&, /T,)]. (81)

Thus given any two of the three quantities A,

Ty, and T, the third may be calculated. It is note-
worthy that these relations, being in general func-
tions of two variables, like (1), may in fact be
expressed by functions of one variable connecting
ratios like for example T,,/T, and A, /Ty. This is
as close as one gets to universal scaling behavior
in a system with two characteristic energies.

VIII. DISCUSSION

It is of interest to consider the behavior of the
leading terms in the asymptotic limit when d -«
i.e., when A > T,. The leading term in @ is for
X =0

[\

Q~2/iyx,,

so it follows that
d~x,+1n(2/iyx,), (82)
Xo~d +1n(id/2), (83)
x~1+1/x,~1+1/d. (84)

Note that these reflect the general monotonical in-
crease of x, with d and decrease of x, with d. One
further obtains

A ~[73/14L(3)] T/In(T/Ty), (85)
T,~[14¢(3)/n%)A In(a, /Ty), (86)
Ty ~Tnexp{-[73/14£(3)] T,/ .} . (87)

Here note that A, and T,, depend weakly on T,
while in turn Iy depends strongly on their ratio.



4366 ULF LARSEN 14

The principal result is (86) for T,, which shows

that indeed T,,> A . when A > Ty as was remarked
in Sec. II. The logarithm involves T} in an essen-
tial way. It seems appropriate that 7, thus appears
explicitly in the expression for the temperature

of the maximum, which is after all mainly due to
the Kondo effect. This has not always been the
case in previous theories,**'” and it is essential

to account for the pressure variation of 7,,.'°

One sees that as [y is decreased, with fixed A,
I, increases. That is, the weaker the Kondo effect
is the sooner it will be effectively quenched by
RKKY interactions as the temperature is de-
creased. Simultaneously the absolute value of the
resistivity at 7,, decreases, also indicating the
weaker Kondo effect.

Another point worthy of comment is the follow-
ing. As was mentioned before, with two charac-
teristic energies there is no possibility of strict
universality of the temperature-dependent resis-
tivity. However, comparing (86) and (57) one notes
that for Iy <A, it looks as if the resistivity on the
low-temperature side and around the maximum is
approximately a function only of T/T,. When Ty is
very small there may be a region of A, =T <T
<« T,, where (57) is a fair approximation. This
approximate universality, that will cease to hold
when 7' > T,, may account for the observations
of universal behavior ® ~&([/T,,) at different con-
centrations in AgMn,! which does have a very
small T, <1 mK.

Finally one must check the various conditions for
the validity of these results., Formally, the rela-
tion x,(d) holds for d >0, i.e., for A.>T,. Qualita-
tively the result that T,,~0 as A, — T seems rea-
sonable. However, the parquet approximation re-
quires T,,> Ty for the expression to be strictly
valid. This is satisfied when &, > T,. Simul-
taneously one achieves [cf. (86)] T,> A, ~T, (cf.
Sec. II) getting away from the spin-glass freezing.
Using (58), at T ~7,, the Kondo fluctuations are of
the magnitude

.- A In(A, /1)
K [In(a./Tg) +Inln@ . /Tg)]?

< —‘\‘%«Ac.
In(a, /Ty) ’

hence insignificant when A, > T},

When will A, become of the same order of mag-
nitude as A_.? According to Sec. VI this will hap-
pen for temperatures

TZ Tu~Ac lnz(Ac/TK)~Tm1n(Ac/FK)>> Tm,

and the relative magnitude of both corrections to
noise-free parquet resistivity at these tempera-
tures will then be less than

A, /T, ~1/1n?(A, /Ty) <1,

and thus insignificant anyway.
Consequently the mathematical criterion for the
validity of the x,(d) relation for T, is

In(a,/T¢)>1 (sharp),
A, /Ty>1 (soft),

where the soft criterion is sufficient to satisfy the
parquet approximation, which is perhaps the most
important, while the sharp criterion is needed to
get clear of T, and effectively eliminate correc-
tions to the parquet approximation compared to
noise corrections around 7).

These criteria do not directly point out the nu-
mevical conditions for the validity of the theory,
which can in practice only be assessed by com-
parison with a more sophisticated theory and by
application to the experiments. One can expect
all the alloys AuMn, AgMn, CuMn, AuCr, and
AuFe for concentrations of the order 0.1 at.% to
be at least on the right side of the criteria, all
of them satisfying the soft criterion on the 10%
level or better, while especially AuFe with the
highest Ty may have some difficulty satisfying
the sharp criterion fully. Thus it is particularly
in AuFe that one may expect to see spin-glass
freezing effects rather close below the maximum
effects that the present theory may not account
for.*
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