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Magnetic neutron spectra as a function of temperature are presented for the inter-
mediate-valence compounds CePd;, CeSnj, CeBeys, YbCu,Siy, and TmSe. All compounds
show the normal local 4f form factor but a broadened magnetic energy spectrum with an
overall width of about 7 to 30 meV and with very little temperature dependence (except
TmSe). Closer analysis reveals a residual crystal-field spectrum in YbCu,Si, which may
also underlie the spectra of the other compounds. A detailed description of the data

analysis is given.

I. INTRODUCTION

The present paper describes an extended investi-
gation of the energy dependence of the paramag-
netic neutron cross section of several intermediate-
valence compounds. Some results of this investiga-
tion have appeared in preliminary form else-
where.! 3

Certain intermetallic rare-earth (RE) compounds
exhibit the so-called intermediate-valence (IV) or
valence fluctuation phenomenon. A large body of
data suggests that in such compounds two neigh-
boring ionic configurations of the 4f shell are in-
volved in an essential way. For instance, Ly x-ray
absorption spectra® and x-ray photoemission spec-
tra’ clearly demonstrate the coexistence of two ion-
ic configurations in two resolved, corresponding
spectra. On the other hand, the Mdssbauer spec-
trum shows a single peak at an intermediate posi-
tion rather than two peaks corresponding to the
respective normal configurational isomer shifts.®
The Mossbauer result excludes static coexistence of
the two configurations. It follows that the mixture
must be dynamic with a mixing energy intermedi-
ate between the configurational energy differences
observed in the x-ray (1 eV) and the Mdssbauer
(10~ eV) measurements.’ With the exception of
TmSe, all known intermediate-valence compounds
are paramagnetic at T—0 K. This conclusion fol-
lows from the behavior of the static susceptibility,
from the absence of hyperfine splitting in the
Madssbauer spectra, and from the absence of mag-
netic Bragg peaks in the neutron data.

On the other hand, the static susceptibility often
shows a large negative paramagnetic Curie-Weiss
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temperature and a broad maximum near a tem-
perature whose value far exceeds the possible mag-
netic ordering temperature. This effective tem-
perature is therefore interpreted as a measure of
the effective mixing energy.

The configurational mixing process via emission
and absorption of a conduction electron leads to lo-
cal magnetic and charge fluctuations with in gen-
eral different time scales.!®!! Such fluctuations
can be observed experimentally by inelastic scatter-
ing of appropriate probes (neutrons, electrons, or
photons) in the energy range of the fluctuations.
Judging from the static susceptibility the magnetic
fluctuation energy is a few hundred Kelvin or less.
This makes inelastic magnetic neutron scattering of
thermal neutrons an ideal tool to measure the mag-
netic fluctuation spectra of IV compounds. Ther-
mal neutrons do not only have the right energy
range, but also a nearly ideal wavelength (2 A) at
that energy for optimal spatial coupling to the lo-
cal 4f magnetization which varies in space over
distances of order 0.5 A.

Since IV compounds are usually paramagnetic at
T—0 K, one may take the magnetic spectrum of
stable 4f shells in the high-temperature regime as a
guide to predict the qualitative behavior of the
magnetic IV spectra. In general, the paramagnetic
regime is characterized in the neutron cross section
by quasielastic Lorentzians centered at fiwo =0 and
by inelastic crystal-field (CEF) transition lines.
The temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth of the CEF ground state of a stable 4f
shell at temperatures small compared to the energy
of the first-excited CEF state is given by the Kor-
ringa relation'? T'/2(T)=aky T with a of order
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10~*—1072, i.e., the linewidth of the low-temper-
ature paramagnetic spectrum is usually very small
compared to the thermal energy. At intermediate
temperatures the spectrum becomes complicated,
but should merge into a broad Lorentzian again at
sufficiently high temperatures.!’> The linewidth is
due to the interaction with the conduction elec-
trons. In the configurational mixing process this
interaction is especially strong and temperature in-
dependent at low temperatures. We therefore ex-
pect the paramagnetic neutron scattering to look
similar to that from the stable 4/ configuration,
but with exceptionally large and essentially
temperature-independent linewidth.

The experiments reported here and previously'—>
were undertaken to detect this large abnormal tem-
perature dependence of the paramagnetic neutron
scattering cross section. This paper describes the
original data on CePd; (Ref. 1) in more detail and
reports similar measurements on several other sys-
tems: CeSnj, CeBe;3, and YbCu,Si,. Moreover,
the magnetically ordering compound TmSe was
studied with respect to its paramagnetic behavior
above 4 K.

II. THEORY

The paramagnetic scattering law for unpolarized

neutrons is given by'%!>2
2
e’ e —
S©, 50,1 = |8 | (D tiw,T)
2m | ks
(L
1 —exp(—pfiw)
_ko __do _ "
~k; d(fw)dQ

Here S is the scattering amplitude per magnetic
ion, d’o /d (#iw)dQ the double differential cross
section, gy =—1.91, 7,=2.8X 10713 cm is the
classical electron radius, up =e#i/mc the Bohr
magneton, B=(kpT)~!, and fivn=E,—E,. E, is
the energy of the incident and E| the energy of the
scattered neutrons (for the neutron energy gain i
is negative). X"(Q,fiw,T) is the imaginary part of
the dynamic susceptibility (per magnetic ion). For
incident energies sufficiently small compared to
Hund’s rule, spin-orbit coupling the Kramers-
Kronig relation gives a relationship which can be
written as follows:

X"(Q, %, T)=X"(Q,0, T)P(Q,#iw, Nior .  (2)

Here P((_j,hw,T) is a spectral function which must
fulfill the relation

[ PQ v, Td(h0)=1, 3)

and X ’((3,0, T) is the static susceptibility which can
be factorized as

X'(Q,0,T)=F%Q,T)X'(0,0,T) @)

where F(Q,T) is a magnetic form factor and
X'(0,0,T)=X(T) is the static bulk susceptibility as
measured in a Faraday magnetometer. The separa-
tion of the dynamic susceptibility into the static
susceptibility and the spectral function [Eq. (2)] is
more complicated for the crystal-field case (see
Sec. IID). One can define a local magnetic mo-
ment pj,. by writing

X T)=pi (T)u2A(T) . (5)

Finally with (1), (2), and (4) one can write the
scattering amplitude as

2
~ re ~
S@, 70, 7=~ | | F2Q, T (T)
2 | s
= 1
X PO, fier, T\ — -t , (6
O )

or with (5) as
S(Q, %, T)=5(gyre PFAQ, T)phe(T)

= A (Tw
XP(Q,#iw, T)————— . (7
Q 1—e Pl
We will define the total magnetic cross section
(bulk) by

g =47 [ d(#0)S(Q =0,%i0,T) ®)

and the local magnetic cross section 2., by replac-
ing the bulk susceptibility by the local part only,
i.e., that fraction of o,,,; which one obtains by ex-
trapolating the local magnetic form factor to

Q =0. Let us discuss three special cases of RE
ions without crystal-field splitting and finally the
crystal-field case.

A. Curie case

The Curie susceptibility of a stable RE ion in a
metal is given by

X T)=g2J(J + 1)} /3kpT . 9)

Here J and g; are the total angular momentum and
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the Landé g factor of the Hund’s rule ground state.
This formula is valid in the absence of crystal-field
splittings when the thermal energy is small com-
pared to the intraconfigurational multiplet split-
ting, and when ion-ion interactions are negligible.
In this case

pr.=g2J(J +1) (10)

and the spectrum is a Lorentzian centered at
#iw =0 with a width given by the Korringa relation

/2 T)=4n[N(Ep)J(g;—1)1ksT
=akpT . (11)

Jo is the exchange integral and N (Ef) is the den-
sity of conduction-electron states at the Fermi lev-
el. Usually

N(EpWe(gy—1)=~10"2<<1,

so that on an energy scale kpT the spectral func-
tion P(Q,%iw,T) behaves nearly like a 6 function
and the total magnetic cross section becomes, with

fiw /[ 1 —exp(—Bfiw)]—1/8
and Egs. (6) and (8)—(10),

1
O mag= 417'3

8nTe

2
X(DkgT

=4‘ﬂ'%‘ (gNre )2P 120c

=0 - (12)

Here the local magnetic cross section is indepen-
dent of temperature as long as p;,. does not depend
on temperature. Note that in this case the total
magnetic cross section is identical to the local
magnetic cross section [Eq. (12)] and independent
of temperature in accordance with the fact that in
the Curie case the bulk susceptibility is equivalent
to the local susceptibility.

B. Curie-Weiss case

If magnetic interactions between the ions are
present, the susceptibility shows Curie-Weiss
behavior in the paramagnetic region, i.e.,

Xo(T)=piou’ /3ks(T —0) , 9

where py, is given by Eq. (10) and @ is the Curie-
Weiss temperature. For temperatures large com-
pared to the ordering temperature, the linewidths

I'/2 of the Zeeman levels are still small compared
to the thermal energy kpT. The first part of Eq.
(12) is still valid, and the total magnetic cross sec-
tion becomes

omas=477";"(81v"e Vpi T /(T —®)
=2,T/(T—-0). (12))

Since the total magnetic cross section oy, as well
as the static bulk susceptibility are defined for
Q—0, the relationship between o, and X, will
be the same as in the Curie case [Eq. (12)]. How-
ever, in the Curie-Weiss case there is now a differ-
ence between the total magnetic cross section o,
(Q—0) and the local magnetic cross section =,
[Eq. (12))]. In the presence of interactions local
correlations exist between neighboring ions even in
the paramagnetic region. These correlations be-
tween neighbors are temperature dependent and
will cause deviations of the measured form factor
F*Q) from the free-ion form factor (local form
factor) in the region Q < 1/a (where a is the
nearest-neighbor distance), i.e., near Q—0, but not
for large Q values.

In the case of ferromagnetic (antiferromagnetic)
short-range interactions the paramagnetic bulk sus-
ceptibility is larger (smaller) than the local suscep-
tibility expected for a free local moment. The
difference is given by the factor T/(T —®) with
®>0 (0 <0). Similarly, the measured form factor
will increase (decrease) for Q—0 in those systems
compared to the local form factor. Therefore in
the Curie-Weiss case the scattered intensity for lo-
cal measurements is not given by the static bulk
susceptibility as described by Eq. (12), but with
Egs. (9') and (12') by

2
r,
Soe=tro |8 | Xk (T —0)
=4m(gnre) P - (13)

While the local magnetic cross section is tempera-
ture independent (as long as the local magnetic
moment is temperature independent), the total
magnetic cross section becomes temperature depen-
dent [Eq. (12")], which is due to the temperature
dependence of the form factor.

C. IV case

In the IV compounds three questions were open
before starting our experiments:
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(1) Is the anomalous static bulk susceptibility
mainly of local nature?

(2) What is the energy dependence of this local
scattering?

(3) Can one obtain some information about the
valence of the IV ion by neutron scattering?

In IV compounds the quasielastic linewidth I"/2
becomes larger than the thermal energy kpT for
temperatures smaller than the so-called fluctuation
temperature Tsr (to be seen later). Then the
quasielastic line can no longer be approximated by
a 8 function. Therefore the local cross section
must be described by the full expression

gnTe
19}

2
Zloc =2r X 100( T)

© ﬁ(l) —
x [ T, o P Q. TV (i)

(14)

The local susceptibility X, can be obtained by fit-
ting the neutron scattering measurements with Eq.
(6) using the local magnetic form factor and as-
suming, for instance, a Lorentzian spectral func-
tion. The values obtained in this way can then be
compared with the bulk susceptibility measured in
a Faraday magnetometer.

To obtain a value for the valence one has to
know the local magnetic cross section, i.e., one has
to perform a measurement of the cross section at
all energies, or, since this is impossible (our mea-
surements do not extend beyond 50 meV of incom-
ing energy or beyond about 30 meV of energy gain
for T =300 K), one has to calculate the local mag-
netic cross section by solving the integral in Eq.
(14) with a spectral function, which makes certain
assumptions about the energy dependence at exper-
imentally inaccessible high-energy regions. For the
latter procedure one may assume a Lorentzian, but
this spectrum is physically unrealistic at very high
energy transfers. Analytically the temporal corre-
lation function e~ !*!/7 underlying the Lorentzian
power spectrum has a singular derivative at t =0
which causes the integral over the first moment of
the power spectrum #iwP (#iw) to diverge. Physical-
ly this high-energy region is not described properly
by the exponential correlation function because it

"implies that parts of the system can move arbi-

trarily fast. A natural cutoff for the Lorentzian at
high energies would be the bandwidth of the con-
duction electrons, which unfortnately is unknown.
Another procedure to mend the difficulties with
the Lorentzian is to use a Gaussian at high ener-
gies. We have analyzed the data either with a cut-
off or with a combination of a Lorentzian at low
energies and a Gaussian at high energies.

D. CEF case

As already mentioned at the beginning of Sec. II [after Eq. (4)] the scattering law [Eq. (6)] must be modi-
fied for inelastic transitions, e.g., CEF transitions. This can be done by splitting the static susceptibility into

Curie and Van Vleck terms:

fiw 1
I—:e—:ﬁ“’—EXStP(Q’%’T)
L fo 1
1—e=Ph 43

Here

ph

Xe'= kpT

8ipm | (m |7, |m)|?,

is the Curie susceptibility of the mth level and

nm 2 2 |(n|JZ|m>|2
vv=<UB me—_—_A
nm

(15a)

S X Pum(QFi0, T +5 3, Xpp(1—e ™ ")P,,,(Q,fi0— Ay, T) | . (15b)
m

ms£n

(16)

(17)

is the Van Vleck susceptibility due to the transition from energy eigenstates E, to E,,. Then

Anm =En "Em

(18)
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and
om=e /7 . (19)

The factor -;- in front of the Van Vleck term is due to the double counting of each transition: first by the
summation over all n and m with ns~m and second by the expression 1 —e ~#A, The function P, (#w) is
still normalized to one [Eq. (3)] and can be a function like a Lorentzian, a Gaussian, a 8 function, etc. Be-
cause of Eq. (18) A,,,, =0. In this case the following expression is valid:

—BA

l —e mm

lim ——=1.
mm =0 BAmm

So Eq. (15b) becomes

A

ﬁw 1 1—e  Bmm
2 2 ngm|<m|J |m)I2 P(Q, i) — A, T)
1—e™ up BAmm
1—e  Phum
+ 2 P%g.lzpm ' <n lJz Im) lz—A—‘—_P(Q’ﬁw"Anm,T)
ms£n nm

In the limit of very small linewidth and using the 8 function one obtains

&3 om | (n|J;|m)|*(fio—Ayy,) . (20)

m,n
With

2[(n |7y m)|*=|n|Jm)|?
for cubic symmetry and using Eq. (20) instead of (15b), Eq. (6) now becomes

S(Q,%0,T)=+(gn7 )FHQ,TE? S, pm | {1 | T* | m ) | 26(Fi0—Bpy) - ©6)

m,n

This approximated formula is normally used for crystal-field analysis (see Brigeneau'®).

The matrix elements and the energy levels can be obtained by diagonalization of the crystal-field Hamil-
tonian. For a system with a p-fold symmetry this Hamiltonian is given by

min(2L,2J) [
Hegr= 3 3 BTOT, 21
I>0 m=0

with [ =2k, m =pk; k €N. Later on we shall discuss CEF effects in the tetragonal IV system YbCu,Si,.
Therefore, we write down here only the formalism needed for a RE system (L =3) with tetragonal symme-
try (p =4). One then has

Hcpr=B309+B0%+ B304+ B0+ B0 . 22)
With the transformation of variables (similar to that used by Lea Leask and Wolf!” in the cubic case),

BY=21(1—|x1| = |x2| = |x3| =[x ]} 2 Ix] <1,
3 ’ : 1] (23)
wx 4 WX, 0 wx 3 4 wx 4
B 9 = Iy B = B = , — ——
60’ 2= Bs=Te0 Be=7g0 -
one obtains from Eq. (22),
02 x102 X201 x302 x40§
= - - - - 24
Hegp=W |(1= | x; | =[x | = [x3]| = [ x4 D5~ + ==+ ==+ oo+~ (24)
The parameters W and x; —x, must be determined determined by Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida
by fitting the line positions and intensities of the (RKKY) type of magnetic relaxation and by
measured inelastic neutron scattering spectra. Coulomb scattering of conduction electrons, the

In normal metals, where the linewidths are width of the quasielastic and inelastic neutron



TABLE 1. X-ray lattice parameters of the systems studied in this paper.

Magnetic system

Diamagnetic system

IV system

Symmetry

System/group

a =4.076+0.005 A

4.056+0.003 A

a

TbPd,
ErPd;

4.077+0.006 A

4235+0.004 A

=10.238+0.001

a=
a=

Lan3
YPd

4213+0.002 A

a

CePd;

cubic
Cll3All
cubic

RPd;

ANOMALOUS PARAMAGNETIC NEUTRON SPECTRA OF SOME . ..

a =10.255+0.002 A

TbBe 13
HOSII;

a + A
A

YBC[;;

°

a=10.372+0.002 A

CCB61 3

CeSn3

RBCl 3
RSn3

a =4.7596+0.003

LaSn;

°

4.72140.003 A

a=

cubic
Cu3Au

a =3.976+0.003 A

9.968+0.004 A

4

TbCu,Si,

A
A

3.964+0.004 A

9.952+0.005 A

—4.1472+0.002
9.9137+0.003

c
YSe a=5.727+0.004 A

a
c

YC112512
LaC\lei2 a

°
°

=4.103+0.005 A

a =3.927+0.002 A
¢=9.997+0.004 A

¢ =9.94+0.006 A

CCCU2Si2 a
YbCu,Si,

tetragonal
ThCr,Si,

RCu2$i2

TmSe a =5.7140.004 A

cubic
NaCl

RSe
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transition are small compared to the transition en-
ergies.!3 In intermediate-valence metals there is an
additional line broadening due to the finite config-
urational lifetime, which affects both quasielastic
and inelastic transitions and remains finite at
T—0. A discussion of crystal-field effects in an
IV compound will be given in Sec. IV D.

III. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

The neutron scattering experiments were per-
formed on the time-of-flight (TOF) spectrometers
D7 (cold neutrons, Ey=3.5 meV) and the IN4
(thermal neutrons, Eq=12.5 meV, 51 meV) at the
Institute Laue Langevin (I. L. L.) in Grenoble be-
tween 1.5 and 300 K. Additional experiments were
performed on TmSe with thermal neutrons on the
triple-axis spectrometer IN8 at the I. L. L. in the
temperature range 2—120 K.

A schematic drawing of the TOF spectrometer
D7 is shown in Fig. 1. Most of the measurements
were performed on this instrument since the neu-
tron flux at D7 is 2 orders of magnitude higher
than that at IN4. The D7 spectrometer consists of
a graphite monochromator, a chopper, and 32 *He
detectors with collimators. The IN4 spectrometer
has a double monochromator with rotating crystals
taking over the function of a chopper.

The systems which were studied are listed in
Table I. All systems are classified into three
groups: the IV systems (with unstable 4f shell),

graphite
beam stﬂop _p monochromator
B 3

CO!
<+——H15 source

FIG. 1. Horizontal sectional drawing of the D7 spec-
trometer at the I. L. L. in Grenoble.
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the reference systems without 4f electrons, and the
reference systems with a stable 4f shell. The
RPd;, RSn3, and RCu,Si, samples were prepared
by melting the constituents together in their
stoichiometric weight ratio in an argon atmosphere
using a rf-induction furnace with a cold copper
crucible. Weight losses were negligible (less than
0.5%) except for YbCu,Si,. Because of the high
vapor pressure of ytterbium weight loss during
melting was considerable in this compound.
Therefore, ytterbium was taken with 4% initial
surplus weight. The melting procedure was repeat-
ed several times until the total surplus was eva-
porated. The RBe;; samples were prepared by
Meyer at the University of Strassbourgh and the
RSe samples by Bucher at the University of Kon-
stanz. All samples were checked by x-ray diffrac-
tion and the resulting lattice parameters are listed
in Table L

The scattered neutron intensities measured at the
detectors consists of background signal, i.e., the
part scattered by the environments of the sample
(sample holder, cryostat parts, etc.) and of the sam-
ple signal itself. The background signal has two
parts, one absorption independent and the other ab-
sorption dependent. The absorption-dependent
background scattering is that part of the environ-
ment scattering which occurs after the beam has
passed the sample, i.e., it depends on the transmis-
sion of the sample. Therefore, the measurement of
the empty sample holder (U, ) is not the correct
background signal. The absorption-independent
part of the background can be obtained directly by
a measurement, in which the sample is replaced by
a strong neutron absorber like cadmium (Ugy).
Then the total background signal U, which must
substracted from the spectrum obtained with the
sample, is given by (see Ref. 2).

U=UCd+T(Ubox_UCd)’ (25)

where T is the measured transmission of the sam-
ple. For calibration of the absolute cross section a
measurement of a vanadium standard was done
[0b.=4.98 b (Ref. 18)]. All samples were mea-
sured as powders in a flat rectangular box of
aluminum.

Figure 2 illustrates various steps of the pro-
cedure adapted for data evaluation. TmSe at 120
K is used as example. Figure 2(a) shows the origi-
nal TOF spectra of the sample in the aluminum
box, of cadium in the box, and of the empty box.
Figure 2(b) shows the spectrum of TmSe corrected
for background using Eq. (25) and for energy-

dependent real absorption in TmSe using the ex-
pression for an infinite plate:
1/7d
(W(E)/cos20)—u(E,)
e —u(E, )d_ e —p(E )d /cos20

A=1

X (e —p(E, )d/cosZG)l/z

X(e'—}l(El )d/COS20)i1/2 . (26)

with + for 263 90°. Here u is the energy-depen-

dent linear absorption coefficient, E, and E, are
the energies of the incident and scattered neutrons,
respectively, 20 is the scattering angle, and d is the
effective thickness of the sample. Because the ab-
sorption of thulium is rather large, the intensity in
Fig. 2(b) is much larger than in Fig. 2(a). The
hatched area is the elastic nuclear incoherent
scattering. In the next step the spectrum is
transformed from the TOF scale to the energy
scale. Furthermore, the spectrum is multiplied by
ko/k; and corrected for the energy-dependent effi-
ciency of the *He detectors (4 =Age ~%%*). In
Fig. 2(c) this scattering law S(6,%w) is plotted [see
Eq. (1)]. The difference between S(6,%w) and
S(Q,%w) comes from the Q-#iw dependence!? for
a given angle. The spectrum consists of a broad
quasielastic line which has a Q dependence con-
sistent with a magnetic form factor and the elastic
incoherent scattering (hatched area). The width of
the latter peak at fiw=0 is given by the instrumen-
tal resolution. Dividing the magnetic scattering
law by the Bose factor 1/[1—exp(—B#w)] one ob-
tains the imaginary part of the dynamic suscepti-
bility X"'(8,%w,T) [see Eq. (1)]. After further
division through the local form factor
FX0)=F*Q,#w) and B, one obtains the imaginary
part of the temperature-normalized dynamic sus-
ceptibility for Q =0 X"'(0,%w,T) as shown in Fig.
2(d). The coordinate of the minimum is a direct
measure of the linewidth " /2. Finally a division
by #iw leads to [see Eq. (6)]

8n'e

29}

2
X(T)P(6,%w,T) ,

IT(G,ﬁw,T)=—;-

(27)

shown in Fig. 2(e). After correction for the form
factor the functions X", R, and P have normally no
further 0 or Q dependence. Residual 0 or Q
dependence can, however, be expected in the
linewidth at very small Q values (Q <0.5 A™1).
The analysis of broad quasielastic lines is limit-
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ed by two factors, namely the sample temperature
and/or the incident energy of the neutrons (see Fig.
3).

(i) At #iw <O (energy gain for outgoing neutrons)
the temperature is the critical point. When the
thermal energy kzT becomes smaller than about
I" /4, the scattering intensity at the energy-gain side
approaches the noise because of the behavior of the
Bose factor.

(ii) At the energy-loss side the Bose factor is not
critical since it goes to one for T—0. Here the
limiting factor is the incident energy because the
neutrons cannot lose more than the incident energy
to the sample.

The physical reason for these two limits is obvi-
ous. On the energy-gain side the neutron can take
energy from the sample of order kg T (i.e., not at
T =0 K), while on energy-loss side the neutron can
always produce excitations in the sample with en-
ergies up to the incident energy.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
AND DISCUSSION

A. RPd;

In the RPd; intermetallic series of compounds
there is at least one IV compound, CePd;. We
have studied this compound together with YPd,
and LaPd; as diamagnetic reference compounds
and TbPd; and ErPd; (Refs. 19 and 20) as

HOLLAND-MORITZ, WOHLLEBEN, AND LOEWENHAUPT
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representative magnetic RPd; compounds with a
stable 4f shell. A large part of these results was
reported previously.! All the experiments on the
RPd; compounds were done on the D7 spectrome-
ter with an incident energy of the neutrons of 3.5
meV. This incident energy turned out to be appre-
ciably smaller than the magnetic quasielastic
linewidth of CePd; (I' /2~20 meV). Therefore, no
information about the energy dependence of the
abnormal magnetic scattering in CePd; can be ob-
tained in energy loss, and the analysis on the ener-
gy gain is restricted to temperatures of about 100
K and more because of the Bose factor (see Sec. II
and Fig. 3).

Figure 4 is a modified version of Fig. 1 in Ref.
1. The analysis was improved by adding together
the counts of appropriate groups of detectors at
angles around 2°—20°. All three compounds show
incoherent elastic scattering at #iwo =0 due to nu-
clear isotopic and/or nuclear-spin disorder. This
contribution to the cross section is set apart by
shading for YPd; and CePd;. At finite energies
the scattering in YPd; can only be due to phonons.
The phonon spectrum shows intensity between —6
and —20 meV which has nearly vanished in the
background at 145 K. Very little scattering is ob-
servable between —1 and —6 meV in YPd;. In
contrast CePd; shows considerable intensity in this
window and also below the phonon peak. The in-
tegrated intensity in CePd; between —1 and —6
meV decreases with increasing Q as shown in Fig.
5. Also shown in this figure is the theoretical 41"

S0 -40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40 50
T T T T T T T T
3k 300 i
Flwl= h-wh 7T Zr/2 2
1-e " 8821+ (hw)
12 = 86 meV
2+ J
3
w
1 \ 4
\ :\
~N
DTN
Wgls>«
Eo Sag "aa [ 1) ™
o | 1 1 1 j
50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 L0 50

independent quasielastic Lorentzian.

ENERGY TRANSFER( meV)

FIG. 3. Schematic drawing of the temperature dependence of the scattering cross section due to a temperature-
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FIG. 5. Q dependence of the magnetic scattering in
CePd3.

form factor,?! which is consistent with the mea-
sured Q dependence. However, the momentum
transfer in our window is unfortunately not large
enough to see FX(Q)—0 for Q— oo as, e.g., in
Ce, Th, _, alloys (triple-axis spectrometer?? or in
YbCu,Si, (TOF, to be seen later). Figure 6 shows
constant Q plots of the CePd; and YPd; spectra at
240 K for the Q reglons from 1.65 to 2.35 A~!
and 3.15 to 3.85 A~! respectlvely, for averaged
values of @ =2 and Q 3.5A°L Clearly at
Q=3. 5 A‘ the scattering is much larger than at
0=2 A-!in both compounds, i.e., the scattering
here is dominated by phonons in both cases. The
lowest part of Fig. 6 results when one substracts

ENERGY TRANSFER

4Fcepd; | 1= FcePd; . 14
3} 0=(2:035)&" o |0 (35:0.35) A 3
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2 aﬁoooowowo o B | N 12
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2+ b E r~ %% 12
— @
1+ dfym% -E + ooOO ‘%% 41
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0 Oonooool | m g’ pee° I 1 L 0
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2t o] DL 12
P 8P é‘ 05°0%
1 4 2 B oooooo S 1
1 L L L () L L s
0 2 0

ENERGY  TRANSFER

FIG. 6. Energy spectra for CePd;, YPd;, and for
their difference at fixed momentum transfer Q.

the pure phonon spectrum of YPd; from the mea-
sured spectrum of CePd; for the same temperature
and momentum transfer Q, with a correction fac-
tor of 0.8, which takes into account the different
nuclear cross sections and masses of cerium and
yttrium. Obviously there remains a large contribu-
tion to the neutron cross section in CePd; which
decreases monotonically with increasing energy
transfer and decreases only very slightly with in-
creasing momentum transfer Q. Note that the
s ectrum for the larger momentum transfer (3.5
-1 looks, dlfferent (especially near 10 meV) from
that for 2 A~! even when including the modifica-
tions due to the Q dependence of the magnetic
form factor (full lines). This is probably due to the
simplicity of the phonon subtraction procedure,
which does not consider possible changes in the
phonon density of states between YPd; and CePd;.
The neutron scattering in TbPd; is more than 1
order of magnitude stronger than in CePd;. Most
of the scattering is concentrated in the quasielastic
line. Its maximum value increases with decreasing
temperature. Its linewidth decreases accordingly,
such that the integrated intensity remains nearly
temperature independent. A crystal-field transition
is visible at ~—5 meV as seen previously by Furrer
and Purwins.? Figure 7 shows the Q dependence
of the scattering in TbPd; at 240 K. The Q depen-
dence is consistent with the theoretical 4/ form
factor and very close to the Q dependence of the
abnormal scattering in CePd; between —1 and —6
meV. The increase of the maximum value of the
quasielastic peak between 240 and 30 K is smaller
than the factor 8, expected on the basis of the Kor-
ringa relation. This is partly but not entirely due
to the instrumental resolution (0.3 meV) of the D7

S o—1 i
&
: T
7 +
s 05
[a e
= Tb Pds
0 1 1 |

0 1 2 3
MOMENTUM TRANSFER Q (A7)

FIG. 7. Q dependence of the quasielastic scattering
(O) and of the inelastic scattering around 5 meV (@) in
TbPds;.
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spectrometer.

Figure 8 shows the temperature dependence of
the quasielastic linewidth for TbPd; corrected for
the experimental resoultion. This linewidth still
does not extrapolate to zero for T—0 because of
the existence of crystal-field transitions which can-
not be resolved here, but have been detected in di-
lute alloys of Tb,Y,_,Pd;.?* For the compound
TbPd; the slope of I'/2(T) is about 10~3 meV/K
(see Fig. 8) giving a Korringa coefficient a~10"2
[see Eq. (11)]. This is a very small value, but one
consistent with the very small magnetic ordering
temperature of TbPd;, Ty~3.9 K.

Summarizing the preliminaries we have control
over the phonons via the reference compound
YPd; and can set apart the abnormal magnetic
scattering in CePd; against the normal magnetic
scattering in TbPd;. The Q dependence of the
magnetic scattering of TbPd; and CePd; are nearly
identical and indicate a well-localized 4f magneti-
zation in both cases.

We now turn to the energy dependence of the
magnetic scattering in CePd;. In Fig. 4 the heavy
lines are fits according to Eq. (6) assuming the
simplest possible relaxation behavior, i.e., a
Lorentzian as spectral function P(#iw). For CePd,
we assume a single Lorentizian as spectral function
P(Q,%w,T). Such simple fits, which of course in-
clude folding with the instrumental resolution, re-
sult in numbers for two parameters: The linewidth
I'/2 and the intensity X;,.(0,0,T) [see Eq. (6)].
Figure 9 shows the temperature dependence of I' /2
thus obtained. This type of figure was the aim and
is the central result of magnetic neutron scattering
experiments on IV compounds. It shows that there
is a drastic distinction in the magnetic relaxation

o
(3,

= 05— [FzeigT

v

Eodf S
S ¢

= 0.3 .
£ gt

202 .
=

Ll

Z 01

1

1 1 I
0 100 200 300
TEMPERATURE (K)
FIG. 8. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth for TbPd;. The measured linewidth is small
compared to the thermal energy k5T.

of such compounds with respect to the thermally
driven weak (Korringa) relaxation in RE com-
pounds with a stable 4f shell (Fig. 8). While in the
latter case the linewidth above the magnetic order-
ing temperature is of order of 1072—1073 k3T, in
CePd; it is about 220 K and essentially indepen-
dent of temperature between 100 and 300 K.  This
means that the linewidth becomes arbitrarily large
compared to kzT at T—0 and is equal to kT at
about 220 K. The relaxation time in CePd; is
about 10~ '3 sec. Although we could not detect
magnetic scattering below 100 K (because of the
Bose factor) we can put a lower limit I'/2> 6 meV
at 30 K.

Table II compares X;,.(0,0,T) with the measured
static bulk susceptibility. In their range of overlap
both measurements are in agreement. This means
that the static susceptibility is dominated by the
contribution of the total 4f electrons and that oth-
er contributions, e.g., 5d 6s Pauli susceptibility
from conduction electrons, can only be a small
fraction of the bulk static susceptibility. Equation
(12), which was derived for the Curie limit
(I'/2 << kgT), is still valid in this case too.

It is well known that cubic intermetallic com-
pounds with cerium in a sufficiently stable 4f con-
figuration show crystal-field splittings of order 10
meV. CEF splittings were also observed in the IV
alloy Ceg 9_,La, Thy, .26 The question arises
whether such crystal-field splitting should be con-
sidered in our spectra. We expect that if there is
crystal-field splitting, i.e., if the internal structure
of a given configuration is preserved in the config-
urational motion, individual crystal-field levels
should keep their relative positions but will be
broadened. Therefore, if the relaxation is fast
enough (I'/2> A, A is the overall crystal-field

— 30 .
3
£
[}
N
= 201 i
T |
= |
=] |
|
; 10F |
5 L—lower limit

0 L 1 1
0 100 200 300
TEMPERATURE (K)

FIG. 9. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth for CePdj; (single Lorentzian fits).
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TABLE II. Comparison of local susceptibility obtained from neutron scattering with the

bulk static susceptibility.

Sample T (K) Xioc{10™3 emu/mol) Xou(10™3 emu/mol)
CePd; 300 1 +0.3 1.25

240 1.5 +0.2 1.39

190 1.46+0.15 1.49

170 1.55+0.15 1.57
CeBe; 300 2.2 +0.4 1.89

220 2.3440.3 2.23

170 1.98+0.2 2.38

splitting), a single Lorentzian will suffice. Howev-
er, in our case I"'/2 is nearly equal to the normal
crystal-field splitting. The fit with a simple
Lorentzian I' /2~20 meV turns out to be identical
within experimental scatter up to our limiting ener-
gy transfer to a fit where one assumes a doublet
and a quartet at energy distance A=10 meV and
each multiplet with a width I' /2~13 meV. Thus
the single Lorentzian does not constitute a unique
interpretation. The question arises whether some
other way can be found to make a choice between
the two types of spectra.

As discussed in Sec. II [Eq. (14)] the total mag-
netic cross section is, in principle, capable of
measuring the valence. Table III shows the tem-

perature dependence of the valence (here the frac-
tional 4f! occupation) as determined from
X10c(0,0,T) assuming a Lorentzian and using cut-
offs at E,=0.5, 1, and 2 eV. The table contains
values extracted by a fit with a single Lorentzian
(columns 1, 2, and 3) and with the above crystal-
field spectrum (columns 4, 5, and 6). Note that
while the fits with and without crystal fields are
coincident within experimental error and in the
measured energy-transfer range, the total cross sec-
tions come out different. The reason is that with
crystal fields the linewidths are smaller than
without so that the extrapolation of the spectrum
beyond our limiting energy transfer contains more
intensity without than with crystal fields. The

TABLE III. Valence extracted from various experimental methods (see text). E, is the cutoff energy for the interga-

tion (Eq. 14).

4f occupation number

Neutron scattering

Compound T without CEF

Lattice parameter Ly edge
with CEF

(K) E.=0.5¢eV E.=1¢V E,=2 ¢V E,=0.5¢V E.=1¢eV E.=2¢V

CePd; 300 0.63 0.7 0.77
240 0.62 0.7 0.79
190 0.62 0.71 0.81
145 0.62 0.73 0.84
100 0.55 0.64 0.75
23
CeBe;; 300 0.93 1.15 1.29
220 0.94 1.18 1.34
170 0.98 1.17 1.36
120 0.98 1.08 1.27
CeSn; 300 1.01 1.03 1.12
220 1 1.07 1.2
170 0.99 1.15 1.32
120 0.89 1.18 1.39
Column 1 2 3

0.6

0.59
0.57
0.57
0.48

0.89
0.89
0.9

0.87

0.97
0.94
0.91
0.8
4

0.66 0.72 0.55 0.775 0.77
0.65 0.73 0.52 0.76
0.65 0.74 0.49 0.745
0.66 0.75 0.47 0.735
0.56 0.65 0.45 0.725

0.71
1.08 1.2 0.8 0.9 >0.9
1.08 1.22 0.76 0.88
1.07 1.22 0.71 0.855
0.95 1.1 0.67 0.835
0.98 1.06 0.9 0.95 >0.9
1.0 1.11 0.88 0.94
1.05 1.19 0.84 0.92
1.04 1.21 0.8 0.9

5 6 7 8 9
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values obtained with crystal-field spectra are in
better agreement with values obtained by other
methods, e.g., with the valence extracted from lat-
tice parameters?’~?° using the usual interpolation
(column 7) or using the model discussed in Ref. 30
(column 8) or the valence measured directly by the
Ly x-ray absorption edge®® (column 9). We see
that not only the choice of spectrum but also that
of the cutoff affects the value of the valence. We
cannot justify any of the cutoffs on the basis of
neutron scattering alone. Thus Table III should
only be viewed to offer some stones to the mosaic
of valence determinations through different experi-
mental methods. It seems that only via such a mo-
saic one can finally arrive at reliable values for the
valence of IV compounds.

B. RBelg

Figure 10 shows the energy spectra of CeBe;;,
YBe;3, and the difference spectrum at 300 K. The

ENERGY TRANSFER (meV)
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FIG. 10. Energy spectra of CeBe;3, YBe;3, and of
their difference taken with Eq=3.5 meV at a scattering
angle of 26=20°" and at room temperature. The full line
is a single Lorentzian fit.
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main phonon contribution in this compound comes
at very high frequency (above 25 meV), mainly be-
cause of the small mass of the beryllium. This al-
lows to extract the magnetic scattering near #iw =0
without any problems. Figure 11 shows the
linewidth as function of temperature as extracted
from such data under the assumption of a single
Lorentzian. Table II shows again a comparison
between the static bulk susceptibility X (7) (Ref.
31) and X;,.(0,0,T) as extracted here. Again as in
CePdj; the agreement is quite satisfactory, i.e., the
static bulk susceptibility is dominated by the local
4f magnetization. Table III shows again the
valence as a function of temperature obtained from
these data by various methods of analysis.

C. RSn;

Figure 12 shows the energy spectra of CeSn;,
LaSnj;, and the difference spectrum at 300 K.
Note that the phonons in the RSnj, are very much
softer than in the RPd; so that the best window
for magnetic scattering is above —20 meV. Obvi-
ously the proper phonon subtraction procedure is
much more important here. As in RPd; the mea-
surements were performed with cold neutrons (D7)
and therefore no sufficiently accurate numbers can
be obtained for T' /2 below 100 K. The linewidth
as a function of temperature is shown in Fig. 13.
Since the phonons dominate the spectrum between
0 and —20 meV it was not possible to indepen-
dently extract X;,.(0,0,T) and T /2(T) from the
neutron scattering data alone with sufficient accu-
racy. We therefore used X(0,0,7) from the static
bulk susceptibility to obtain the values of I"/2
shown in Fig. 13. This procedure seems justified

-
S .
£ ?
~ | |
= 20F ! :
T oL
= |
5 |
> 10F |
= Lo lower limit
0 1 1 |
0 100 200 300

TEMPERATURE (K )

FIG. 11. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth for CeBe,; (single Lorentzian fit). The point
at T=70 K is open because of its large uncertainty.
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FIG. 12. Energy spectra of CeSnj, LaSn;, and of
their difference taken with E;=3.5 meV at a scattering

angle of 20=20° and at room temperature. The full line
is a single Lorentzian fit.

in view of the agreement between the bulk suscep-
tibility and the independently determined
Xi10c(0,0,T) from neutron scattering data alone in
the case of CePd; and CeBe;;. Table III again

T T T
— 30 !
> !
£ ) ¢
~ 20 |
= P
T |
5 :
= 100 |
2 1« lower limit
|
0 L 1 1
0 100 200 300

TEMPERATURE (K)
FIG. 13. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth for CeSn; (single Lorentzian fit). The point at
T=70 K is open because of its large uncertainty.

shows the valence as a function of temperature ob-
tained by various methods of analysis.

D. RCu,Si,

In Ref. 3 we reported data on diffuse magnetic
neutron scattering as function of temperature on
YbCu,Si,, with LaCu,Si, as a reference. The main
result of this paper was the clear proof of the ex-
istence of a finite width I"/2 if the quasielastic line
at thermal energies kT << I"/2. This result,
which in the meantime was also obtained for
YbCuAl,*? is very important because it shows that
the quasielastic line of finite width is a property of
the ground state and not due to the thermal relaxa-
tion. In order to obtain this type of result one
needs to measure at sufficient low temperature
(kT <<TI'/2). Because of the Bose factor this
implies that one cannot measure in energy gain and
that the measurements must be done on the
energy-loss side with an incoming neutron energy
Ey>T'/2. Since all measurements on Ce com-
pounds reported in Secs. IV A—IV C were done on
D7 with an incoming energy of about 3.5 meV (an
energy small compared to the linewidth found in
these experiments), it was not possible to establish
there the existence of fast relaxation in the limit
kT << T'/2. The measurements on YbCu,Si, re-
ported in Ref. 3 were done on the IN4 spectrome-
ter with an incoming energy E;=12.5 meV, some-
what larger than the width I" /2~6 meV found at
T =5 K (see Fig. 3). In order to check whether
there are inelastic lines due to residual crystal-field
transitions at higher energy transfer we have ex-
tended the measurements on YbCu,Si, to an in-
coming energy of about 51 meV (IN4). In the fol-
lowing we report on measurements with all three
incoming energies at temperatures between 5 and
300 K. The emphasis will be on an evaluation of
the measurements with 51 meV, since they give
clearest information of crystal-field effects. The
analysis will be done in three steps: Separation of
phonon and magnetic scattering, extraction of the
magnetic form factor, and analysis of the energy
dependence of the magnetic scattering.

1. Separation of magnetic and phonon scattering

Figures 14 and 15 show the energy dependence
of the neutron cross section at small and large
scattering angles (20 = 17°,69°) for LaCu,Si, and
YbCu,Si,, respectively, at T=250 K and E;=51
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FIG. 14. Energy spectra of LaCu,Si, taken with
Ey=51.5 meV at T'=250 K for two different scattering
angles.

meV. For LaCu,Si, we observe the usual elastic
incoherent scattering peak (hatched area) and pho-
non scattering at finite #iw with maximum intensi-
ty at 10 and 15 meV. Positions and intensities of
the several phonon peaks are listed in Table IV
taken from fits shown in Figs. 14 and 15 by the
drawn-out lines. Note that the ratio of the low
phonon energy of YbCu,Si, and the average value

ANOMALOUS PARAMAGNETIC NEUTRON SPECTRA OF SOME . .. 7497

ENERGY TRANSFER (mev)

-40 -20
120_ T T T T
Yb CuzSiz
—_ T=250K
-22100—
_ 470
% o) 20 =17
3
£
3 601
L
@
wn LOF
<
< 20+
’/
==-r" !
0 -40 -20
120 T T T T ]
Yb Cu,Si;
=100 T =250K
E 1
3 80F | 28 =69°
E
3 60 !
= |
- 1
© 4O H
K 1
= 1
< 20+ !
]
7
0 AL -
-40 -20 0 20 40

ENERGY TRANSFER (mev)
FIG. 15. Energy spectra of YbCu,Si, taken with
Ey=51.5 meV at T=250 K for two different scattering

angles. The full line is a complete fit (phonon plus
magnetic). The dashed line is a single Lorentzian fit of
the magnetic part.

of the two low phonon energies of LaCu,Si, is
equal to the square root of mass ratio

V' My, /My, i.e., this phonon contribution is
mainly due to RE atoms. Furthermore, in the pre-
vious analysis of the data taken on the IN4 with
an incident energy of 12.5 meV (Ref. 3) we had no

TABLE IV. Fit results for the phonons in YbCu,Si, and LaCu,Si, at T=250 K.

Sample 20=17 20=69°

AmeV) T/2meV) I® A (meV) T/2mevV) I (b

LaCuSi, 1 1.2 2.8 0.71 11.6 24 1.52
2 172 2.8 1.02 17.3 24 2.38

3 327 2.83 0.25 322 1.3 0.48

4 37.7 1.3 0.15 37.3 1.9 0.57

5 45 0.09 0.03 45 0.1 027

YbCu,Si; ; 12.8 6.0 4.97 12.8 5.3 9.9
3 37.2 2.2 0.22 36.7 17 0.23

4 4025 22 0.26 4027 17 0.88

5 44.9 0.04 0036 449 0.05 037
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problems with phonon scattering, because in this
experimental setup we could only measure up to an
energy loss of about 10 meV, i.e., in this case we
did not see any phonon scattering. For the experi-
ment with Ey=51.5 meV we have plotted the
scattering intensity around 13 meV against
momentum transfer Q for angles between 8° and
140° in a double logarithmic plot for both
LaCu,Si, and YbCu,Si, at 250 K in Fig. 16. The
horizontial error bars arise from the fact that the
counts of (maximally) four detectors around the
chosen angle and the counts in a main phonon en-
ergy window 8 — 18 meV wide were added up in
order to reduce the noise. For both substances one
can distinguish between a high and a low Q region.
For both regions one obtains a cross section
o(Q)=CQ", however, with different exponents for
LaCu2812, n=~0.5 for 0 <5 A~! and n~1.95 for
0>5 A=l The last exponent is near the expected
value of 2 for the Q dependence of phonon scatter-
ing. We do not know why the exponent » at small
Q has unexpectedly a smaller value. This cannot
be due to simple background effects; perhaps
multiple-scattering processes can be the reason.
For YbCu,Si, the scattering intensity is nearly Q
independent at small Q. At high Q, however, the
plot goes asymptotically against o(Q)=CQ" with
again n~2. Therefore, one can be quite sure that
phonon scattering is dominant in both compounds
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0 ovbeu,sSi,
I olaCu,Si,
7x0°

5x10°

340°

Py
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FIG. 16. Double logarithmic plots of the scattering
intensity in the energy window 8 —23 meV (energy gain)
vs momentum transfer from the spectra of YbCu,Si,
and LaCu,Si, at T=250 K. The full line is a guide to
the eye. The dashed line shows the behavior of
LaCu,Si; and the dashed-dotted line the extrapolated
behavior (Q — o) for YbCu,Si,.

at large Q. The ratio C(Yb)/C(La)=0(Yb)/
o(La)~2.4 extracted at large Q is close to the one
expected from the different nuclear cross sections
of ytterbium and lanthanum which for identical
phonon spectra should be 2.3 assuming a vibration
of the RE atoms only. However, the detailed
values of this ratio depend also on differences of
the phonon spectra about which we have no fur-
ther information. The factor C(Yb)/C(La) as
determined here was used later in the separation of
magnetic from phonon scattering at various incom-
ing energies, energy transfers, and temperatures.
For small Q values, however, the ratio o(Yb)/o(La)
goes to a value of about 4.5. This additional
scattering intensity of YbCu,Si, must be due to
magnetic scattering.

2. Magnetic form factor

Figure 17 shows the magnetic form factor ex-
tracted from the scattering cross section of
YbCu,Si, after subtracting the phonon contribu-
tion. The data were taken with an incoming ener-
gy of 51 meV. The drawn-out line is the theoreti-
cal 413 form factor.?! The agreement of our ex-
perimental points with the theoretical form factor
out to the highest Q values, where the magnetic
scattering vanishes, is very satisfactory. The data
were actually taken in an energy window, where
the phonon intensity is largest. The good agree-
ment of the magnetic contribution with the
theoretical 4f form factor therefore is an indica-
tion for the reliability of the phonon subtraction
procedure.

T T T T T T |.0
Yb Cu2Siz
© ENERGY GAIN T=250K
— o ENERGY 0SS T= 5K
= 405
[
[+ 4
2
<
u-
= 0.5 0
v
o
w
1
% 7 8 0

MOMENTUM TRANSFER Q (A™)

FIG. 17. Q dependence of the scattering intensity of
the difference spectrum [YbCu,Si,] —2.4[LaCu,Si,] for
the same energy window as in Fig. 16. The experimen-
tal points agree quite well with the theoretical 4 form
factor.
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3. Energy dependence of the magnetic
scattering

In a first step the energy-dependence magnetic
scattering was extracted at low Q from the data of
YbCu,Si, taken with 51-meV incoming energy by
subtracting of the energy-dependent phonon contri-
bution of LaCu,Si, multiplied by the factor
C(Yb)/C(La). Such spectra show a smooth energy
dependence superimposed by sharp peaks and dips
at positions of the phonons in LaCu,Si,. These
sharp structures are obviously due to small shifts
of the phonon peaks in YbCu,Si, with respect to
those in LaCu,Si,. In the next step one quasielas-
tic line of Lorentzian shape was fitted through the
difference spectrum. This fit (including the elastic
line) is shown in Fig. 15 (dashed line). The differ-
ence between the fit of the difference spectrum and
the measured spectrum represents now the phonon
scattering distribution of YbCu,Si,.

The quasielastic linewidths for all three experi-
ments (E;=3.5, 12.5, and 51.5 meV) obtained with
single Lorentzian fits are plotted versus tempera-
ture in the upper part of Fig. 18. The magnetic
cross section [ 2, 00X 0.1 see Eq. (12)] obtained
from these single-line Lorentzian fits (e.g., Fig. 15,
dashed line) are listed in Table V for the data tak-
en with Eg=51.5 meV. There are two problems
with such single-line fits: First the quasielastic
linewidth obtained from the data taken with
Ey=51.5 meV strongly differs from those taken
with Ey=3.5 meV (Fig. 18, upper part). Second,
the cross section from the data taken with E
=51.5 meV at temperatures above Tgg is 2 times
larger than expected from a broadened set of eight
Hund’s-rule ground-state Zeeman levels (trivalent
ytterbium, see Table V). In short, single-line fits
do not yield consistent results from measurements
with different incoming energies. Here, therefore,
the question clearly arises whether single-line fits
are appropriate.

The magnetic cross section is obtained by in-
tegrating the Lorentzian from minus to plus infini-
ty. It turns out that for single-line fits such as
those with Eq=51.5 meV more than half of the
total intensity comes from an energy range which
is inaccessible to experiment, i.e., a considerable
part of this number is based on an extrapolation to
high-energy transfer. The fact that the cross sec-
tion of a single Lorentzian comes out to be twice
too large is then a clear indication that we are ex-
trapolating the wrong curve. Let us assume that
the spectrum consists not just of a single quasielas-
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FIG. 18. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth T'/2 for YbCu,Si,. The upper part shows the
results of single Lorentzian fits, while the lower part
shows the results of the fits with the crystal-field
scheme shown in the inset of the lower part.

tic line, but of a quasielastic and an inelastic line,
the latter centered at an energy comparable to or
smaller than the width of both lines. The inelastic
line would then not manifest itself by a separate
peak and the spectrum could be mistaken for a
single-line spectrum with a total width I'/2. How-
ever, the width of either line (I";/2,I",/2) would
then be smaller than I' /2. If one then compares
the cross sections of both fits (one of the single line
with T"/2, the other with two lines I"y/2, T',/2
<T'/2), the cross section of the single line will
come out larger than that of the double-line spec-
trum,

The fact that the quasielastic linewidth at low
temperatures extracted from the data with E,,
=51.5 meV is much larger than that extracted

TABLE V. Local magnetic cross section of YbCu,Si,
obtained from single Lorentzian fits. Note that because
of 2,c=Xo.T and the nearly temperature-independent
static susceptibility at low temperatures, 2, decreases
for decreasing temperatures. As a comparison the local
magnetic cross section of a free Yb>+ ion is given.

T (K) 250 120 5
3
(1‘)‘; 24.5 17.7 0.95
3+
z‘w(g)b ) 12.54 12.54 12.54
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FIG. 19. Energy spectra of YbCu,Si, taken with
Ey=51.5 meV at a scattering angle of 17° for T=250
and 5 K. The full line is the magnetic spectrum ob-
tained from a complete fit (magnetic and phonon)
shown in Fig. 15. In the low-temperature spectrum the
quasielastic (dotted line) and the three inelastic excita-
tion lines (dashed lines) are shown separately.

from the data with E;=3.5 meV can also be ex-
plained in a picture of several lines. Let us assume
a multiline spectrum for high temperatures. One
then observes a mixture of quasielastic and inelas-
tic lines with both thermal (51.5 meV) and cold
(3.5 meV) neutrons. At low temperatures an in-
elastic line at about 20 meV is only detectable with
thermal neutrons, not with cold neutrons. There-
fore, at low temperatures and with cold neutrons
one can only observe the quasielastic line resulting
in a less broad spectrum compared to high tem-
peratures, while at low temperatures with thermal
neutrons one still observes a mixture of quasielastic
and inelastic scattering, i.e., a broad spectrum even
at low temperatures.

These two problems tell us that we are dealing
with a multiline spectrum rather than with a single
quasielastic line. Apparently the widths of all
these lines are so large that it is difficult to distin-
guish a magnetic line individually. Only the low-

temperature spectrum of YbCu,Si, (T=5 K) in
Fig. 19 shows, in comparison with the spectrum at
T =250 K, a direct indication for a magnetic exci-
tation at about 31 meV. There are two reasons for
this statement. Firstly, there is no peak visible in
the energy range from 23—35 meV at high tem-
peratures and large Q values (see Fig. 15, lower
part). Secondly, the scattering intensity in this en-
ergy range increases with decreasing temperature,
which is typical for a magnetic excitation starting
from the ground state but is in contrast to phonon
scattering.

The most natural cause for a magnetic multiline
spectrum is of course crystal-field splitting. In
tetragonal RCu,Si, compounds the CEF splittings
are in fact rather large, larger than in cubic sym-
metry. In CeCu,Si, for instance an overall split-
ting of 31 meV was found by inelastic neutron
scattering.>® Moreover the anisotropy of the static
susceptibility of single crystals** proves that CEF
effects must survive the valence fluctuation in
chuZSiz.

The data published earlier® (Ey=3.5 and 12.5
meV) were already analyzed with a multiline spec-
trum, namely one quasielastic and one inelastic
line. However, the new data with E4=51.5 meV
do not yet fit this spectrum consistently. Thus all
data had to be reanalyzed.

In a tetragonal crystal field the J =% Hund’s-
rule ground state will split into four doublets.

Line positions and transition probabilities are de-
fined by five independent crystal-field parameters
(see Sec. IID). Obviously it is difficult to obtain a
unique set of parameters from fits to spectra which
do not even show individual lines because of their
large broadening. We have assumed that all levels
have the same width (quasielastic linewidth) and
that for the transitions the linewidths are larger by
a factor of 1.35. Moreover we have required con-
sistency of the analysis for the data of the three in-
coming energies and that the cross section be that
expected from the static susceptibility. In a sense
therefore the fits can be said to yield five parame-
ters on a basis of four independent measurements.
The analysis yields two most likely sets of CEF
parameters, namely either W =2.5+0.3 meV,
x,=-—0.4140.1, x,=0.07+0.05, x3=0.15+0.05,
x4=0.1340.05, or W= —2.5+0.3 meV,
x1=0.4140.1, x,=—0.08+0.05, x3=0.15+0.05,
or x4=0.12+0.05. Both versions have an approxi-
mate energy-level sequence of 0—18—23—31 meV
(see inset of Fig. 18, lower part). The hatched
areas indicate the errors for the positions of the en-
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ergy levels. The lower part of Fig. 18 shows the
quasielastic linewidth versus temperature extracted
from all three experiments. This linewidth is near-
ly temperature independent and coincides within
scatter for all three experiments. The decrease of
the linewidth from the upper to the lower part of
Fig. 18 is rather dramatic. It demonstrates that re-
liable linewidths can only be obtained from a rath-
er volumious set of data taken at different incom-
ing energies. Where such work has not been done
(e.g., Figs. 9, 11, and 13 for Ce compounds) the
numbers given for the linewidths should only be
taken as upper limits.

E. TmSe

TmSe has a special status among the IV com-
pounds since it orders antiferromagnetically at
Ty=~3.5 K. Most of the inelastic neutron scatter-
ing data have been shown and discussed in several
earlier papers.*3>% Here we wish to mention a
feature of the data which seems quite significant to
us, but was heretofore not yet mentioned in the
literature. The main and well-known features of
TmSe are the following: At temperatures above
100 K the spectrum looks like a single quasielastic
line with I"/2~6.5 meV, while below 100 K it
splits into an inelastic and a quasielastic line. The
position of the inelastic line shifts from 6 meV at
60 K to 10 meV at 10 K (see Fig. 20; squares),
where it has a width of about 2 meV. The width
of the quasielastic line decreases linearly with tem-
peratures below 100 K with I' /2~kzT. At3.5K
the width then is sufficiently low to admit magnet-
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FIG. 20. Temperature dependence of the quasielastic
linewidth (O) and of the position of the inelastic line
(0) in TmSe.

ic order at a temperature which is quite in line
with that of magnetically stable Tm compounds,
e.g.,, TmS.

The important and yet unmentioned point is that
if one tries to extract X (T) from the local magnet-
ic cross section 2, using Eq. (12) one does not
reproduce the measured static susceptibility of
TmSe. This procedure on the other hand has so
far resulted in good agreement between neutron
data and susceptiblity in all other IV compounds.
If one, however, uses Eq. (13) with ®= —50 K one
finds good agreement between the local magnetic
cross section and the bulk susceptibilities in TmSe
too: The local magnetic moment extracted from
the neutron data and the effective moment from
the high-tempetature susceptibility are then identi-
cal within the experimental error [p.g=(6.32
+0.1)ug].

As discussed in Sec. II, Eq. (13) must be applied
if the form factor at: Q —0 is different from the
fully local 4f form factor, i.e., if there are magnet-
ic correlations between RE sites. Apparently in
TmSe some type of effective antiferromagnetic in-
teraction is present which decreases the Q —0 form
factor with decreasing temperature away from the
local value. TmSe is the only known IV system in
which any such magnetic correlation effects have
been observed so far. These correlations apparent-
ly exist at room temperature. We wish to point
out that the energy of that correlation (@ = —50
K) cannot be due to simple RKKY interaction,
whose energy is more than 1 order of magnitude
smaller (scaling the spin interaction of TbSe to
TmSe via the de Gennes factor one arrives at a
RKKY energy of about 5 K which agrees reason-
able well with the measured Neél temperature).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have presented the detailed
analysis of the energy and momentum dependence
of the neutron scattering cross section of several
IV compounds. In all compounds we find within
the limited experimental resolution a completely
normal spatial distribution of the 4f orbital and
spin magnetization, i.e., the local 4f form factor
without any magnetic correlations between RE
sites strong enough to be detectable, except TmSe.
(Measurements with a higher resolving method
have found an abnormal form factor in CeSn; at
low temperatures.’’) On the other hand the energy
dependence of this magnetic scattering was found
to be abnormal in every case. The anomaly con-
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sists in a wide spread in energy without any out-
standing features like crystal-field transitions. In
first approximation the energy dependence can be
viewed as a nearly temperature-independent quasi-
elastic Lorentzian distribution in all cases except
for TmSe at low temperatures. However, in some
cases (YbCu,Si,) the quasielastic linewidth thus ob-
tained depends on the incoming energy of the neu-
tron at a fixed temperature (see Fig. 18, upper
part). This together with certain problems with
the total magnetic cross section leads to the inesca-
pable conclusion that such a spectrum consists not
of a single quasielastic line but of one quasielastic
and several inelastic lines, each with a smaller
width than the above single Lorentzian. We inter-
pret such multiline spectra as strongly broadended
crystal-field spectra. The CEF transition lines can-
not be distinguished directly in the spectrum.
There are several such multiline spectra which fit
the data even under the restrictions given by the
crystal-field symmetry. In the compounds other
than YbCu,Si, the neutron data can be interpreted
with a single-line or with a multiline CEF spec-
trum; the neutron experiment cannot distinguish
between these possibilities.

Recent theories' 3% try to establish correla-
tions between neutron quasielastic line and the
characteristic temperature which appears in the
temperature dependence of the static susceptibility.
The theory of Kuramoto and Miiller-Hartmann'!
also connects the magnetic linewidth directly with
the valence. We wish to point out that since the
individual linewidth of multiline spectra are small-

er than that of the single-line analysis used in Figs.
9, 11, and 13 and elsewhere! ~>32 and since all
spectra probably have an underlying multiline
(CEF) structure, the numbers from those figures
are very likely overestimates of the true linewidth.
The only reasonably final linewidths in this paper
are those of YbCu,Si,. This fact must be borne in
mind when comparing theory with our experiment.
There are other data which after careful analysis
can distinguish between single and multiline CEF
spectra, namely those which measure the tempera-
ture dependence of the valence via x-ray diffrac-
tion,*’ capacitive thermal expansion,**? or Ly x-
ray absorption.*> Future interpretation of the neu-
tron scattering spectra will have to be consistent
with their analysis.
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