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We examine the two-impurity Kondo effect by deriving the equation of motion of a set of
Green’s functions using the two-impurity s-d Hamiltonian with an added exchange term of the
form W(§o -51), where §° and §, are the spin operators of the two impurities. The resulting
Green’s functions are truncated and solved for self-consistency, keeping the most divergent
terms. Our results show that all the In7T terms arising in the single-impurity Kondo effect
are modified and replaced by In(T 2+ W'2)!/2, where W’ is an energy approximately equal to
W. This results in an effective Kondo temperature TZ, where TE= T2 [1 — (W’/T%)?]1/2, and
T,‘Q is the single-impurity Kondo temperature. Thus the effective Kondo temperature decreas—-
es as the impurity-impurity interaction increases, and when W’ is greater than T,? the Kondo
divergence is removed by the impurity-impurity interaction. Our results show that the in-
teraction W strongly modifies the spin-compensated state. We also derive expressions for
the conduction-electron polarization as a function of W’ for high values of W’ or high tem-

peratures.

I. INTRODUCTION

In considering the thermodynamic properties of
localized magnetic impurities in nonmagnetic
metals, one often concentrates on two different
aspects of the problem. In one of these, one treats
the single magnetic impurity which interacts with
the conduction electrons via an s-d interaction and
results in the Kondo! effect at low temperatures.
The other involves the interaction between different
magnetic impurities. Since each of these problems
is quite complicated by itself, one usually tries to
separate the study of the magnetic impurity sys-
tem into two different regions of temperature T
and impurity concentration ¢: (i) a very-low-con-
centration region in which the impurities are so
widely separated that the interactions between them
can, on the average, be neglected, and one can
essentially deal with a single-impurity system, and
(i) a region of higher concentration in which im-
purity-impurity interactions play an important role
and Kondo-like effects are unimportant, either be-
cause the temperature in question is much above
the Kondo temperature, or because the impurity
concentration is sufficiently high that Kondo-like
effects are suppressed by the impurity-impurity
interaction.

The single-impurity effect was originally treated
by Kondo,! Suhl,? Abrikosov,® and Nagaoka* and is
by now reasonably well understood. There are
many outstanding works in this area,5 but we shall
only list a few and refer the reader especially to
two excellent review articles on the subject, one
by Heeger and the other by Kondo.®

The works on the more highly concentrated re-
gion have so far primarily addressed themselves
to the statistical mechanics of the many-impurity

il

. in the second Born approximation.

system in an effective-field approximation. Such
a treatment was originally proposed by Marshall’
and discussed by Klein and Brout® Friedel,® and
Liu'® for low temperatures, and more recently by
Klein!! for all temperatures and all external
fields.!? In calculating the effective molecular
field, which is a random variable, one completely
neglects the Kondo effect, and for this reason one
expects that the calculation will have validity only
at temperatures much above the Kondo tempera-
ture. Even though this requirement is quite re-
strictive, there are materials in which the Kondo
temperature 7% is sufficiently low (Cu-Mn, for ex-
ample) that the average impurity-impurity interac-
tion is much greater than 7%, and the effective-
field calculation is believed to be valid in spite of
the fact that the Kondo effect is not considered.

In order to examine how this effective field sup-
presses the Kondo resistivity, Silverstein!® and
Harrison and Klein!* (HK) calculated the resistivity
The essential
result of the HK calculation (Silverstein has not
examined the modification of the logarithmic terms
by the internal fields) is that InT is replaced by
In(7T2+H?%'2, where H is the effective internal
field. The difficulty with these calculations'™* is
that since the effective field as well as the Kondo
effect arises from the s-4 Hamiltonian, discussed
by Kasuya!® and Yosida,'® it is not clear that the
calculation is consistent since both effects should
be considered simultaneously. Another difficulty
with the effective-field calculation is that the per-
turbational result (or second Born approximation)
is, in general, not valid, since one must consider
all orders in the Kondo problem as was discussed
by Abrikosov® and Hamann.!” Thus even though the
molecular-field calculations are in some cases in
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reasonable agreement with experiment, these cal-
culations rest on theoretical foundations whose va-
lidity is questionable.

Attempts to do a correct calculation of the many-
impurity system using Green’s-function techniques
have been made by various researchers such as
Bresemann and Bailyn, !® Nagaoka,!® Kurata,?® and
Blackman and Elliott.?! Their results can be sum-
marized by the statement that they found no essen-
tial change from the single-impurity Kondo temper-
ature and the spin-compensated state. Béal-
Monod?? has treated the resistivity arising from
two impurities with an exchange interaction between
them, but this calculation was done in the second
Born approximation and thus suffers restrictions
similar to those of the calculations of Silverstein'?
and Harrison and Klein,' in that it is only valid in
the region of validity of perturbation theory, i.e.,
high temperatures.

Recent experiments on low-concentration dilute
alloys by Tholence and Tournier® and Welsh and
Potts® indicate that even in the very-low-concen-
tration region two-impurity effects are important.
These experiments were done in a temperature re-
gime where the single-impurity Kondo effect gives
the major contribution to the magnetic properties
and suggest that a better theory than presented up
to now is necessary to describe the many-impurity
system even at very low concentrations.

Since recent experiments show a strong two-im-
purity contribution to the single-impurity Kondo
effect, one would like to solve self-consistently the
two-impurity s-d Hamiltonian in general and ob-
tain the renormalization of the InT term by the im-
purity-impurity interaction. However, a relatively
simple argument suggests that solving such a prob-
lem by brute force requires the knowledge of at
least the five-particle Green’s function. This argu-
ment goes as follows: The InT term arises from
the equations of motion of the one- and two-particle
Green’s functions, and we want the renormalization
of the Green’s functions by the impurity-impurity
interaction (Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya—Yosida)
which involves a summation over two pairs of con-
duction-electron operators and two impurity spins.
Such a term would arise to lowest order from the
decoupling of the five-particle Green’s function.
Thus the complexity of the problem is such that its
solution is in practice not feasible. Therefore, in
order to find the renormalization of the In7 term
by the impurity-impurity interaction we simulate
the interaction by introducing a term W(R)S,- S,
into the Hamiltonian. It should be kept in mind that
the consistency of such an approach is only justi-
fied if W(R) is an interaction which arises from
sources other than the s-d interaction.?> We derive
the equations of motion of the relevant Green’s
functions and decouple into lower-order Green’s

functions, thereby obtaining a closed set of self-
consistent equations. We use the decoupling
scheme of Nagaoka4 and therefore, along with
Nagaoka, we treat the most divergent part of the
Kondo effect correctly and make an error only in
terms which do not contribute to the most divergent
part. The essential result of our derivation is that
the InT arising from the single-impurity Kondo ef-
fect is replaced by £In(7'2+ W'?), where W’ is re-
lated to W by a simple equation and is approximate-
ly proportional to W. Thus we find that the intro-
duction of the second impurity inhibits the forma-
tion of the spin-compensated state of the Kondo sys-
tem. Italsoindicatedthatwhenever the interaction
energy W’ isgreater than the single-impurity Kondo
temperature, the logarithmic terms can be treated
using perturbation theory. Similarly, we find that
the conduction-electron polarization is appreciably
affected by the second impurity.

With an assumed Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya—
Yosida (RKKY) potential,?®%® we also compare the
modification of the In7T term arising from our
method with the modification arising from the Har-
rison—Klein calculation.* For an RKKY interaction
the effective Kondo temperature will be concentra-
tion and temperature dependent even at low impuri-
ty concentrations. This is in qualitative agree-
ment with recent experiments by Loram ef al.?” and
Souletie and Tournier.?®

A brief outline of the paper is as follows. In
Sec. II and Appendices A and B, we develop the
equations of motion of the relevant Green’s func-
tions, which we solve in Sec. III. The reader who
is not interested in the mathematical formalism
may immediately proceed to Secs. IV and V, where
the equations obtained are analyzed and the physics
of the problem is discussed.

II. MATHEMATICAL DEVELOPMENT

In this section, we derive the equations of mo-
tion of the relevant Green’s functions using a two-
impurity s-d Hamiltonian with an added exchange
term between the two impurities. We use the nota-
tion of Nagaoka_z9 whenever it is convenient.

We assume a Hamiltonian 3C of the form dis-
cussed by Kasuya®® and Yosida!® with an added ex-
change term of the form

CA Gup G5, ot EEE
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—W(R)go’gl, (21)

where go and §1 are the impurity spins located at

sites 0 considered as the origin and 1 at a distance
R from it; cl, and ¢, are the conduction-electron
creation and annihilation operators with wave vec-
tor K and spin o; ¢, is the conduction-electron en-

ergy measured from the Fermi energy ¢z; N is the
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total number of atoms in the solid; J is the strength
of the exchange interaction between the conduction-
electron and impurity spins (assumed to be a con-
stant); o ae is the matrix element of the Pauli spin
operator ¢ between the spin states o and B; anq_
W(R) is the exchange energy at a distance R=|R|
between the two impurity spins discussed in the In-
troduction. A summation over the spin indices is
implied throughout the paper.

The retarded double-time Green’s function of the
fermion operators A and B is defined by Zubarev3°
to be

(A|B),_,. =—i0(t—-¢'){[A@), BE)].) , (2.2)

where ( | ), denotes the Green’s function, ( ) is the
average over a grand canonical ensemble, [A4, B],
indicates an anticommutation operation, and
6(t - ¢') is the Heaviside unit function which equals
1 for #>¢ and zero otherwise. We set # and the
Boltzmann constant kg equal to unity throughout
this paper.

We introduce the following retarded double-time
Green’s functions for the two-impurity problem:

G =3 (Cral Chadu » (2.3)
T =3 (G- §n0v3| Cha o 5 (2.4)
Viw =% i<go¢ﬂ ' gss' ><§"c';cs, Cr'B CI:a dos (2.5)
Upe =% i<6a8 ’ (goxgl)ck’ﬂl Cha o » (2.6)

where » can take values 0 or 1, and (Al B), de-
notes the Fourier transform of the Green’s func-
tion of the operators A and B. For convenience,
we suppress the suffix w in (Al B), and the R de-
pendence of W(R).

(@ = € e =1 A (§0XSI)>6kk'_

47

-= g«aﬁxéo)

We assume that each impurity has spin ; hence

T e o T g T d o
E<Oaﬂ . (So><Sl) (S0+S1 e' & -2") ii) Usﬁcl,rﬁ
an

(oap x81) ¢ CorCp'6Cr's , Cra >+

The equation of motion for G,,, '}, , and U,,
are as follows:

5 0 J .RB
((1.) = €y )Gkk’ :—2k;_ _'27\; [F2+F,’;Re'k R] N (2 7)
(@ - € )T,
- (505106, (Bo- Bu) ¥ F 6F - T
J -
2N E Ve N Ure i R+ WU, , (2.8)
(- €p T L ¥ B
J = = .
=_§—1\7{S(S+1)G§+<So' Si)e ' in -}
J ‘ -. _’.l ‘ﬁ
ZNEVkllk' a-1-k
J -ik B -ik e R’
+on Use - WUy e , (2.9)
where
AkZEAkk' ) (2.10)
Y
AR=Y) A et R (2.11)
"

for A,,, =Gy, T}, or Uy, . In obtaining Egs.
(2.8) and (2.9), we have decoupled the longitudinal
Green’s function 3 (So 81 CuglChy ) to give

(30 81) Gy -

The term involving U, in Egs. (2.8) and (2.9)
introduces quantities involving the exchange inter-
action W between the two impurities. In order to
evaluate U, and U, , we obtain the equation of mo-
tion of Uy, and later decouple it into lower-order
Green’s functions. We thus have

cla)
4N E< "aBXSo) (Erﬁxgl)ctf’rcp'ﬁck’lilC;a>ei G5 R
w -> - - -> - -> - - +
5 ([BoX51) GapxS1)+Gap X8o)+ (S9%S,)] cwalcly). (2.12)
I
nary part. Also we define
(Sy- So)=(85;- 8;)=5(5+1)=2 2.13) =20 Gy 5 (2.17)
”
1 . ik .
For later use, we also iefme the quantities & :Eak'k T (2.18)
nkk,:§<czmck,u>=—2f_m (ImG,y ) f(w)dw , k
(2.14)
My =g * Sn02a0k13>= -4 f_; (ImT' ) flw) dw ,
(2.15)
tge =1 (G- 80Xy Chypg)=—4 [ (mU,,)f(w)dw ,
(2.186)

where f(w)=(¢*/T +1)! and Im indicates the imagi-

0T Gy =Hpye , MO s M, AN Tl .
Note that throughout the whole calculation we use
the relationships

.
e = 2t W = 2 Mg @ F-E ) F
% k

=Enk,k=z>nk.ke“?'i)'ﬁ s (2.19)
k k
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and

Ty = 2 Tl = = 2 gy € %
k k
:?,}k,k = ‘Eﬁme' @-% B
k

The physical meaning of Eqgs. (2.19)-(2.21) is that
we assume that the correlation functions defined
are position independent in the following sense:
The conduction-electron-spin—impurity-spin cor-
relation function m,, has the same value when S
is at =0 and the conduction electrons are created
and annihilated at »=0 as when S is at =R and
the conduction electrons are created and annihi-
lated at »=R. The same assumption is made for
R T A

Equations (2.7)-(2.9) have to be solved self-
consistently. In order to do so, we decouple our
Green’s functions into lower-order Green’s func-
tions and correlation functions. As mentioned be-
fore, we wish to solve the two-impurity Kondo sys-
tem with the proviso that we keep the most di-
vergent terms, plus the term U,, which introduces
the impurity-impurity interactions. It has been
shown by Doniach®? and Nagaoka?® that the decou-
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(2. 5) using the Nagaoka decoupling scheme retains
the most divergent logarithmic terms. We thus
use a decoupling similar to that of Nagaoka:

(2.22)

We decouple the higher-order Green’s functions in
Eq. (2.12) using the method of cumulant decoupling
(Appendix A) discussed by Kubo®® and Brout and
Carruthers.®* (Note that the Nagaoka decoupling
is consistent with the cumulant decoupling scheme.)
This decouples the higher-order Green’s functions
into lower-order functions and gives a closed set
of equations, which we then solve.

The decoupling of Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9) is
straightforward. Using Eq. (2.22), we get

n = n n
Ve =2 Thge = My Gyye

J
(w - €kl)r‘gkl =2N [mk, —S(s+1)] N [”k’ —%]l"g
__‘l[<§ . 8 YGR+ UR ¥ Ry,
N 0" ®1/06p krl€ )
(2.23)

(w — €y )F l’zk' e” -

J
mye = S(S+ D] 6§ =+ [y = 2] T3

J
2N[

-L 5, 8)6,-U)e B E o wr,, et
2N k *

pling of the Green’s function V,,;;.,. given in Eq. (2. 24)
_J
The decoupling of Eq. (2.12) is more complicated and is done in Appendix A; the result is
J = = 2.
(w0 = €4 )Uppe =+ (S0 S1) [t = 3G, = (& =5 ™" B)GE]
v 2L (e =S5+ 1] [T BT = L [, +(Sy- §)][00 - TR E - R
3N k€ rl T gy 0’ O1
J o . -
‘zjﬁ [y U+ n U]+ 2 [ G+ o G +3{W[S(5+1)+(So- §1) ]+ BHTDy - Thy], (2.25)
|
where terms of their correlation functions . , 7}, ,
and #,, . In this section, we solve self-consistent-
E' = ZNE ml. et G- R'— E Mgy (2.26) ly for the quantities G,, GF, T'?, and I'\ and then

is the polarization energy at site 0 or site 1.
Equations (2.23)—(2. 25) together with Eq. (2.7)
form a closed set of equations which can be solved
self-consistently. It is easy to verify that as R

-~ o all the R-dependent terms vanish, and from
Eqgs. (2.7) and (2. 23) we obtain Nagaoka’s* single-
impurity formulation, as we should, since the im-
purities are removed an infinite distance from each
other.

iII. SOLUTION OF GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

In Sec. II, we derived a closed set of equations
for the Green’s functions G, , T'},, and U, in

substitute these into Egs. (2. '7) (2.23), and (2.24)
to obtain Gy, The ¢! ¥ % and Y,
Before we proceed, it is useful to define the fol-

lowing quantities: Let

Fw=y D32 (8.1)
1 ei{f-ﬁ

FR0=% ‘?x—ek , (3.2)

Cw)=L % Tz (3.3)
N r x—€k

r(x)=l2 @_L_i(s_tl_) , (3.4)
N R x"‘Ek
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and 1 i i ’
- =g [Talw = W) =Thw+ W], (3.12)
we=2 Wiws(s+1)+ (S, Sp1+EY,  (.5)
where E’ is given in Eq. (2.26) where Ty(x)=2y Fi(ey ) (x - €)', Solving for I}F
From Eq. (2.7) we ok;tair; ) in a similar way, we obtain
1 1 [1+JG(wz W) TE=4JT (w+ W' )GE —4JFF(w+ W')
Gy=5- —— =3I [F(w)I{+FR(w)F], (3.6)
P2 w-¢ ° [ k v x[(8" 8,)G,-U,] . (3.13)
1 e'ii -R In order to complete a closed set of equations
R=— - 3J[FR(w)T+F(w)T}F] . (3.7 d 2
S w-€ ° (PR Pl 6.7) we also have to solve for U, and UF and for I'f"

Substituting Eq. (2. 25) into Eq. (2.23), we obtain

[(@=€w) = W0 = )" Top
I

2N [mk’ —S(S+1)]

J
G, N (7 _é] Fg

(8- S1)GE+UE] e ®

J
2N

+ WZ/ Filew)w-e€p)t, (3.8)
where W'2 was defined in Eq. (3.5), and J; Fi(e,.)
represents a summation over all the terms occur-
ring on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.25), except
for W'3(w - €, )"'T'Y, , which has been transposed
to the left-hand side of Eq. (3.8). Summing Eq.
(3.8) over %', we obtain

[1+JGlw+ W) TP=3JD(wt W')G,— 5 JFE (w0t W)
x[(3,- S;) GR+UR], (3.9)

where
Alw+tWw')=

s[Alw+W" )+ Alw-W")] (3.10)

and A may be any of the quantities defined in Egs.
(3.1)-(3.4). In obtaining Eq. (3.9), we have used
the identities

[(=€p)=W"2(w—ep )

tw-€p + W)+ (=€ -W')Y, (3.11a)

[(w - €y )z _ le]-l

- (w-e+W')].

- (3.11b)
Note that we dropped in Eq. (3. 9) allthe other contri-
butions from U,,., since those contributions carry
[(w =€ 2 =W’ as a factor, and we find after
some simple but laborious algebra that all the
logarithmically most divergent terms, which are
of interest in the Kondo problem, vanish from an
expression:

ZW’ [(w €pr — W

2 8:2(5731 ) [(w - € i Wl?..]-l
o

|

11

[1+JGw+ W' )] [X - etk Ry]

and I';, which occur in the equation of motion of
U, and UZ. One can thus establish a closed set of
simultaneous equations for G,, GF, T?, T'®, U,
UE, I'®, and I';, which, in principle, can be
solved exactly, but in practice has to be done by
an approximation method.

To facilitate our calculations, we make the fol-
lowing observations. To calculate physical quan-
tities such as the resistivity, the specific heat,
the conduction-electron polarization, and the mag-
netic susceptibility, etc., within the context of
our present work, one only needs to know the one-
particle Green’s function G,, , and the two-particle
Green’s functions I'Y,, and I'L, ¢! ®-¥ % It can be
shown (Appendlx B) that the contrlbutlons of UR and
Upe'® " to Fkk. and Tl et ®¥2 % are at most of or-
der (Jp/NkFR X (the differences of two logarithmic
contributions), and therefore do not contribute to
the most divergent part of the Kondo effect. This
allows us, within our approximation, to neglect
U and U, in Eqs. (3.9) and (3.13). We thus ob-
tain a closed set of simultaneous equations for G,,
G¥, T, and T'}® in terms of quantities defined in
Eqs. (3.1)-(3.5) and the unperturbed one-particle
Green’s functions

o1 1

k2r w—g,

(3.14)

and
1 gtkR
27 W= €,

Neglecting UF and U, in Egs. (3.9) and (3. 13),
we obtain

GE = (3.15)

[1+7G(w+ W) T =4JT(wt W' )G, -5 JFR (0 W')

x(Sy- $;)GR, (3.16)
[1+JG(w+ W) TF=LJD(w+ W' )GE =L JF:(w+ W')
%(8o- 819G, . (3.17)

The solution of the four simultaneous equations,
Eqs. (3.6), (3.7), (38.16), and (38.17), is straight-
forward; we have

P

k2 w=-€,

XZ_ YZ ’ (3. 18)
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1 e R 146w W) [X - ¢ Ry
G§~21r w=—€ X%-y? ’ (3.19)
P2=;J; (=€) [X? - P[Pl W) - FFlo: W' )5 §)e ® Fx
[Pl W) =FRw+W") (S, S;)e® Bl Byt | (3.20)
ww_J e R 2 27-1 ' R N E e kR
r; "4 ;T[X =Y H [T ws W)= FRwzW’) (Sy- 8,)e* RFIX
k
-[F(th’)—FR(wiW')(go-§1)e"i'ﬁ]e‘i'ﬁY}, (3.21)
where
X=1+JG(w+ W')+% J[F(w)M(ws W') - F*(w)FRw+ W) (S, $,)], (3.22)
Y= F* ()T (wtW’')-Flw)FRw: W) (S, S;)] . (3.23)
Using Eqgs. (3.18)—(3.21) in Egs. (2.7), (2.23), and (2.24), we obtain
G oL Owe I [X°-7
o w—¢, 81N (w-¢)(w-ep)
[Tl W) (1+e ®-BF)_FReew)(S- §) (e T Fa¥ F)x
~[Clox W) (e ® By @ F)_pRue w')(§y- §)) M+ ®-BrB)y1  (3.24)
1'!0 _ J [XZ_Ya]-l
4N (w-¢€) (w—€ut W')
x{{[1+JG(wi W) [me —SS+1)=(5g- §,) & €8 Bl J(n, = 1) [T(wz W)= FRwr W) (Sy- §)) e Fl}x
~([1+JG(w= W)]{[my - S(S+1)] e F _(5,- §) " F}
—Jlg =) [T+ W) e E - FR (ws W)(S,- §1>])Y; , (3.25)
[
where (except for the decoupling) and valid for all tem-
(W—€uzW ) =t[(w—€p +W' ) +(w—-€p - W) peratures. In Sec. IV, we shall analyze these re-

o (3. 26)
and T, ¢! ®-¥) F hag exactly the same form as
T4 , namely,

Tlee ®¥»E_p0 R._R). (3.27)
Equations (3.24), (3.25), and (3. 27) are exact

sults and obtain the physical quantities of interest
from them.

In obtaining these quantities, we confine our-
selves to the high-temperature or large-W’ limit.
Then we are justified in neglecting Y, since Y
«< X, and find

_1 1 J? x- , (@R By pR NE (AR, iR
Gu =5 Ry {Gkk"‘4N w_ek'[l"(wiW Y1 +e )=FEwxW')(Sy" 8;) (e +e N, 6.28)
o _J x- ' - /3 QR
e =5y oo L +I6ws Wllmy -S6+1) - (& §e ]
—dlnp -3 [Twx W)= (Sp- ) FR(w+ W )e ® F]} | (3.29)

and T, ¢! ®¥) & for the high-temperature or
large-W’ limit can be obtained from Eq. (3. 29)
using Eq. (3.27).

Equations (3. 28) and (3. 29) can easily be com-
pared with Nagaoka’s single-impurity Green’s func-
tions.

[
IV. ANALYSIS OF TWO-IMPURITY RESULTS

In this section we obtain some useful physical
information from Eqs. (3.24), (3.25), and (3.27).
We first examine the proper limits of these equa-
tions for various cases.
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Case 1: R—-», W=0. In this case, all the R-
dependent terms vanish; hence Eqs. (3.24) and
(3. 25) become

21 W= €y 4N W= €,
I'(w)
><1+JG((.o)+éJ21"(cu)F(o.>)} , @)

SN S
41N (w=-¢) (w-¢)

><[1+JG((.o)] [my —SS+1)] = J[nye —3]T'(w)
1+JG(w)+%J21"(w F(w) ’

0 _
Fkkl =

4.2)
Equations (4.1) and (4. 2) are exactly the same as
Nagaoka’s* single-impurity results. Note that
Eqs. (3.28) and (3. 29) also reduce to a form simi-
lar to Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2).

Case 2: R=0, W=0, triplet-impurity configura-
tion. For the case when two impurities each with
spin § comc1de with each other to form a tr1p1et
we_have S0+SI—ZS and (S, - Sl) S%, where ISOI

lSl (SI=S; Eq. (3.24) becomes

S S WD PO S
21 w—¢€y | ¥ 4N w-g

T'(w)
1376+ 1 @ Fla)f *3)
(3.25) and (3. 27) combine to give
. J__[1+JGWw)]
kR _47TN (w_€k)( "Ekl)

y [2my —25(2S+1)] = I [n, -3¢ (w)
1+JG(w)+ 4J21'“ (w) F(w)

and Egs.

(4. 4)
with

Z? my — 25(2S+1) (4.5)
kR

y=L
N W= €,
and I, =T'9,. + Fw evaluated for R=0. Equations
(4.3) and (4.4) are Nagaoka’s single-impurity equa-
tions for spin 1.

Case 3: R=0, W=0, singlet-impurity config-
uration. For the case when two impurities of the
same ma&nxtude commde to form a singlet, we

have §,+8,=0 and (§;- §,)=-5(S+1). For this
case,
G -1 Ow (4.6)

271 w-— (3%

and T, =5, + T}, evaluated for R=0 and Sy+8,
=0 vanishes. This corresponds to the case where
there is no localized magnetic moment; thus G,,
is the free-particle Green’s function in accordance
with physical expectations.

Case 4: General with R finite and W#0. Before
we discuss the general case it is useful to introduce
the following new quantities:

ki

4.7)
where D is the bandwidth and p is the density of

F(x)=(zpD/N) (x+iD)™! |

states. For x<« D, we have
F(x)=-inp/N, 4.8)
2+ T2
)= - | E5 | -T2 1) 4], (@.9)
FR(x)z_ZTfVQZI_E L S @.10)
F

where m* is the effective mass of the conduction

electron. For x < ez, we have
1
FR(x)= ikpR 4.11
== %R © @.1)

Equations (4.7)-(4.9) have been evaluated by
Nagaoka® and Hamann.'” Equation (4. 10) has been
discussed by Koster,%® Gavan and Doman,® Kim,%’
Béal-Monod,? and Kurata.?

The expressions for this general case are given
in Eqs. (3.2)-(3.27) of Sec. III. By observing
these equations, we make the following important
remark. Because of the impurity-impurity inter-
action of strength W introduced into the Hamilto-
nian, Eq. (2.1), all the functions defined in Eqgs.
(3.1)—-(3.4) which arise from the interacting part
of the Green’s functions have their w dependence
replaced by w+ W’. This is the central result of
our paper and has important physical implications
with regard to the Kondo problem. This can be
seen most clearly from the expressions for G,
and I'},, given in Eqs. (3.28) and (3.29).

Thus in the presence of the interaction W

Gw)kclww’),
MW rwsw'),
FRW)EFRwzw’).

Equation (4. 12) is valid for all temperatures.

From Eq. (4.12) we see that all tae logarithmi-
cally divergent terms (and also some nondivergent
ones) arising from the Kondo effect, which without
the impurity-impurity interaction W will go like
In|7/D!, are now replaced by In[(T2+ W '2)/D?]"/ 2.
We recall that without the interaction W the spin-
compensated state, i.e., Kondo bound state, is
formed at about the Kondo temperature:

T?(zDe'N/Nlp .

(4.12)

(4.13)

In the presence of the interaction W, Inl 7/D] is
replaced by In[(T%+W’%)/D?]*2. Thus when W'

> T}’{ , W’ strongly inhibits the formation of the
spin-compensated state. When W' < T%, the for-
mation of the spin-compensated state will be par-
tially inhibited depending upon the ratio of W’/ T?{.
Therefore the single-impurity Kondo effect will
only be observed when the average interaction en-
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ergy betweenthe impurities is much less than 7%.

According to this result, if we assume W to be a
long-range interaction of the form of the RKKY in-
teraction, the Kondo effect will disappear at higher
impurity concentrations. This is in qualitative
agreement with the logarithmic part of the resis-
tivity calculations of Harrison and Klein,* which
were done in an effective-field approximation using
the second Born approximation.

An experimental confirmation of the theoretical
predictions that the spin-compensated state is being
inhibited by the interaction W is strikingly demon-
strated by the experiments of Dreyfus et al.,*® who
measured the magnetic susceptibility of Cu-Fe,
Cu-Mn, and Au-Fe. These results show that for
Cu-Mn, which has presumably a very low Kondo
temperature (about 0. 05 °K or less), the magnetic
susceptibility at low concentrations is approxi-
mately independent of the impurity concentration, in
agreement with the theoretical predictions of ef-
fective-field theories” !! without considering the
Kondo effect. For Au-Fe, where according to
Kitchens,® T% is of the order of 1-2 °K, the sus-
ceptibility is again independent of the impurity
concentration down to about ¢~0.1%. When one re-
duces the concentration even further, the average
impurity-impurity interaction becomes less than
the Kondo temperature, and spin-compensation ef-
fects reduce the magnetic susceptibility. This re-
duction is inhibited for concentration greater than
0.1% for Au-Fe. Thus one may qualitatively esti-
mate that for Au-Fe, the parameter A defined by
Eq. (3.4) of Ref. 11 is of the order T% at ¢~0.1%,
where A is the temperature-dependent width of the
probability distribution of the internal fields. This
would give a Kondo temperature of the order A,
which is of the order of 2 °K if one uses the rela-
tion given for A derived from the susceptibility
maximum T,,, of Table I, of Ref. 11, i.e., A
~2.5T,,, The continuous rise of the susceptibility
for Cu-Fe in the data of Dreyfus et al.*® is prob-
ably caused by a ferromagnetic coupling between
the iron impurities at higher concentrations.

It is also expected that the impurity-impurity in-
teraction will inhibit the spin-compensated con-
duction-electron-spin polarization as measured by
a nuclear-magnetic-resonance experiment. This
should, at least in some cases, show up in NMR
experiments in dilute alloys.

V. CALCULATION OF PHYSICAL QUANTITIES:
HIGH-TEMPERATURE OR LARGE-W LIMIT

In this section, we calculate some physical quan-
tities for the two-impurity system for the cases
where either the effective impurity-impurity inter-
action W’ is much greater than the single-impurity
Kondo temperature T‘}( or the temperature of the
solid is much greater than T%. For both of the

above cases, the logarithmic variation of the phys-
ical quantities is small. The relationship

2 12
g%ln(T#W—) «<1 (5.1)
holds for any 7 whenever W’> T% and for any
W' whenever T>> T%.

A Conduction-Electron-Spin Polarization

The behavior of the conduction-electron-spin
polarization around site 0 can be investigated by
calculating the quantity

pr)=20 ml, ot ®- ¥ ¥
e

=-42 [ [Ty, ¢ ¥ F f(0) do

e (5.2)

where 7 is the distance measured from site 0. We

examine Eq. (5.2) in the limits given by Eq. (5.1).

In this limit m,,as well as terms of order J2, are
neglected from Eq. (3.29); hence

r,~- g 1

BT 4N (w-€) (w-€eut W)

x[S(s+1)+(§y- S;) ! ®-B ] (5 3)
Using Eq. (5.3) in Eq. (2.15) gives

0 o JHe) =flew ~W') fley) = fleg + W)
M = 2N W,+€k—€k‘ € — €p -w’ )
x[S(5+1)+(§y- 8,y ! ®-OrF] (5 4)
and

-

bw(r)z—% P*(r)S(S+1)—% P(F-R)(GE, Sy),
(5.5)
where

H&Féz{ﬂq%ﬂ@—ww

kk! €& — €+ W'

- ’ ! - -'l .0
+f(€€1)_££'€h_ ;va’ )} AEENE (5 )

Since W' < ¢z, We may approximate Eqs. (5.4) and
(5.5) by

J - . e
M - (e )_ E:'e ) {S(S+1)+(Sy- 8, )et ® - By

€
(5.7)
Thus
pr)~ =L pr)s(s+1) -L p(F-R|)(5,- §,)
N N 0 1/
(5.8)
where
pir)=y &)= (ep) pr-2)-3 (5.9)

re' €r T €

is the oscillatory part of the RKKY potential.
Equations (5.5) and (5. 8) thus show how the con-
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duction-electron-spin polarization is modified by
the RKKY interactions in the high-temperature or
large-W limit.

B. RKKY Energy between Impurities

The indirect exchange interaction between two
impurity spins can be obtained by isolating the
(Sg* S;) part of the energy given by

'y = - o E} {(Gus - Soclacrs)
+(Tus* Siclycws) et E-EEY 1 (5,10)
Using Eq. (5.7) and the appropriate approximations

of Eq. (3.24)in Eq. (5.10) and isolating the
(Sg- S;) part, we obtain

(38 3~ 2/ N2PR)(Sy" $1)= = Erg(So- 5y) -
(5.11)
This expression has been obtained previously by
Bresemann and Bailyn'® and Blackman and Elliott,?
and is the RKKY energy between the two impuri-
ties. Equation (5.11) shows that, starting with the
s-d Hamiltonian, we obtain an (S §1) term in
energy representing the RKKY interaction. Had
we introduced such a term in the original Hamil-
tonian, we would get this term once more from the
conduction-electron polarization. This basically
exhibits the mathematical inconsistency of our
method when we let W(R) be the RKKY interaction.?
However, it is physically plausible to examine the
casewhere W=Egg. Thenfrom Eq. (3.5)we obtain

W'2=3 B {BrglS(S+1)+ 5y SP]+EY,  (.12)
where g
’ i-K)e
E = oN gj mkk:e
= L{ErgS(S+1)+ B3¢ (5o 810} (5.13)
and '
ERK-—J > flea) —flew) (5.14)

re'  €r T €
Substituting Eq. (5.13) into (5. 12) gives

W2=E2,S(S+1)+2 (8" S,) B x{Erx +5 ESy} .
5.15
This expression of W' will be useful in discu(ssing)
qualitatively the variation of the effective Kondo
temperature in the presence of the RKKY interac-
tion. Notethatwhenthe impurities are widely sepa-
ratedand (55 - S,) <S(S+ 1), we may approximate W' by

W' | Ege| [S(S+1)]2 . (5. 16)

C. Variation of Effective Kondo Temperature

For a single-impurity system, the Kondo tem-
perature T% is given in Eq. (4.13), where TY is ob-
tained by setting 1+ (IJ1p/N)InT/D=0. In our
case In| 7/D| becomes replaced by % In| (72+ W'2)/
D?|. This suggests that in the presence of an inter-
action W, we define an effective Kondo tempera-
ture T £ by the relation

E\2 12
1+ )DJW -0. (5.17)
Solving for TZ gives
TE=T%[1-(W'/TLP)M? . (5.18)

We give Eq. (5.18) the following physical inter-
pretation. For |W'|>T%, TZ becomes imaginary.
This shows that for large effective impurity-im-
purity interaction | W’| < 7%, there is no real ef-
fective Kondo temperature; i.e., the Kondo spin
compensation is mostly suppressed by the impuri-
ty-impurity interaction. For |W’'|<T%, the ef-
fective Kondo temperature decreases as W’ increases;
hence the impurity-impurity interaction tends to in-
hibit the formation of the spin-compensated d state.

Now we can compare our result with previous
random-molecular-field calculation on the many-
impurity system. Inaneffective-field calculationlike
the one made by Harrison and Klein,'* it was found that

InT~$1In(T%+H?),

where H is the effective internal field, whereas in
our calculation we find that

InT-$In(T%+Ww'?)

There are thus some important difference between
the two. The major difference is that the effective
internal field H depends on (S, ) and vanishes at
high temperatures, whereas W'2 depends on
(§,,- S, ), and also has a temperature-independent
part at high temperatures when W is independent
of temperature. Thus in our case there is a possi-
ble modification of the effective Kondo temperature
even at very high temperatures.

Under the conditions given in Eqs. (5.16) and
(5.18), the effective Kondo temperature becomes

TE~Ty[1 = (Bgy/TYR]Y 2 (5.19)

when the impurity spins interact via the RKKY in-
te.action. We may generalize Eq. (5.19) to a sys-
tem of finite concentration of impurity spins by
assuming Egp. to be a concentration-dependent ran-
dom variable. Thus one expects that at higher
concentrations the logarithmic variation of Kondo-
like effect will be suppressed. Such a detailed ex-
amination will be given elsewhere.

Note added in proof. Throughout this paper it is
assumed that the impurity concentration is suffi-
ciently low and the impurity-impurity interaction is
sufficiently weak that the single-impurity treatment
is still a good starting approximation to the prob-
lem. Thus, the thermal averages of §§ are re-
placed by S(S+1). This assumes that on the aver-
age, only a weak coupling exists between the im-
purities. This physical approximation distinguishes
our approach from that of K. Matho and M. T.
Béal-Monod [Phys. Rev. B 5, 1899 (1972)] who put
the treatment of the two impurities on equal footing..
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APPENDIX A: EQUATION OF MOTION OF Uy

In this appendix, we decouple the Green’s functions entering in the equation of motion of U,,..

(2.12) we have

6 ] . -
(w = €4 Yppe =—4":— i(Ogq" &x 81 E (Tap

—iNguaaxéo)

We denote the first, second, third, fourth, fifth,
and sixth terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (A1)
by Uy, Uy, Us, Uy, Us, and Ug, respectively.

J > .=
U2=—m §<(So' Sl)Cp'a‘C;a>

E([(&

In obtaining Eq. (A3), we have used the follow-

S0><§1) Sg+8, ot ® -3 F).

(Uua x S ) CoyCprsCrin ‘ Cra >+

i(k'-p) R) +___ Z}([

From Egq.

2 -

ha )

E ((GasXBg) - @5 XS1)chyCproCarp| Cla Y& €5 F

+%W<[(§o><§1)' (Ean§1)+(EaaX§0) (SOXSI)] CwplChe) - (A1)
[
Then
Up= (04 - (80%51))=0 . (A2)
After summing over the index g we obtain
Uua 1) - (§0 : §1) (Eaa . gn)]
%a §o) - (§o‘ §1)(Ea5 . §1)] Cp"b‘ C£a>e“i";').ﬁ . (A3)
[
2 J g ANl 33\ T0
Uz-ﬁKSo'So)rk‘(So S1) Tyl - (A8)

ing identities:
Z(Oaﬁ SA)(Uss SB) Sas SA SB+wu6 SAXSB s
(A4a)
C)( * ) )

(A4b)
We may decouple the first, second, and third terms

(AxB)- (CxD)=&- C)(B-D)- B-

on the right-hand side of Eq. (A3) as follows. Let
U,=UL+UZ%+U3; then
J > > J > - Be.

Us==5y (50" 81) G5 (5o 81 o "B G}

(A5)
Ui= 4N Z E <(SOSOO‘°‘5SI SoSio%sSH) Cp! ﬁlcka
4N§“EJ<(SOSOU<!6 S‘SIUaG {])Cp'o c};a)y

(A8)

where i,j=x, v, z. The second part of Egs. (A6) was
obtained by noting that for i=j, U%Z=0. When i#j
we obtain

E (S5Sbods ST cprnlcha)=3(So" So) (Gus * Sicprsl cha)

(A7a)
and

a <S:)S§.U§5 S{)Cp'e‘ C£a>
1

=§(§0'S

1 ><Ea6 '

(A7b)
Equations (A7a) and (A7b) are the only two surviv-
ing terms of UZ; theothers vanish because for
i#; (ShS%)=0, (04sSheys! cha)=0, and (§;)=0.
Combining Eqs. (A7a) and (A7b) gives

Similarly, we have

- (8- §,)TF] ¥ R
(A9)
Using Egs. (A5), (A8), and (A9) in Eq. (A3) gives

Us‘—_“[<sl S1)r

Up= 51 (5o 81) G, - G o™ F]
+3—Jﬁ S(S+1)[TL- TR ¢ 7
+35 (8- Sy [ri e F o1, (a10)
where (S,- g,,): (8- §1>=S(S+1). Using Eq.

(A4b) in the expressions for U; and U, and decou-
pling gives

Us=2W[S(S+1)T% - (5,- §,)TL. ], (A11)
Ug=2 W[(Sp- §;) T -S(S+1)TL.]. (A12)
Combining Eqs. (Al1l) and (A12) gives
Us+Us=3 W[S(S+1)+(Sy- §)][Thy — The ] .
(A13)

Next we decouple the four-particle Green’s func-
tions U; and U,. We use the method of cumulant
expansions, which will be described in detail in
what follows. (For a discussion of the cumulant
expansion, the reader may refer to Kubo®® and
Brout and Carruthers.®) The cumulant expansion
of a correlation function which involves six quan-
tum-mechanical operators (x° ) is given by
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(a8, = (a8 = 6(x)(x°) =15 () (a*) = 10(+®) (»*)
+30(x>2(x4)+120(x>(xz)(x3)

+30(x%)® =270 (x)2(x%)% =120 (x)° (x®)

+360(x)* (x%) =120 (x)®, (A14)

where (x"), and (x") denote the cumulant and ther-
mal averages of the n-operator correlation func-
tion, respectively. Let

(x%)=- <(375 XSg) - (EaB x S1)CZpr'ack'e , C;rea ).
(A15)
We assume that the cumulant average of the six-
J

I3

operator Green’s function U; vanishes; thus

(x8)=15(x®) (x*)+10 (5®) (x*) - 2X 15 (x2)° .
(A16)

Equation (A16) is obtained by letting the right-hand
side of Eq. (A14) be zero. Note that all the terms
which contain (x) have been omitted, since (x)=0,
where (x) is any one of the operators x,=S,, x,
=51, x3=cz'y; X4=Cprs, X5=Cpp, aNd X5=c,,. The
numbers 15 and 10 in Eq. (A16) represent the pos-
sible ways to factor the decoupled terms, while 2
is a coefficient arising from the expansion. Using
Eq. (A16), the nonvanishing terms in our expansion
are

<x6> = (XX X4 %5 ) = [{ X1 ) { X3 X4 X5 Xg >7+ (K35 ) (X1 XpXaXg )+ XaXg) { X1%pX3%5) ]

+ [(x1x3x4 > <X2xst> + <xzx3x4> <x1x5x5> + <XIXSX5> <xe4xs> + <x2x3x5> <x1x4x6 >] -2 <xlx2> <x3x5> <x4x6> .

As seen from Eq. (A17) only 3 of the 15 (x?) (x*)
terms, and 4 of the 10 (x*)(x*) terms, and 1 of the
15 (x?)® terms survive. Equation (A17) is subject
to a certain constraint; for example,

(x1x2) = (SES4)6,,=(So- §1) (A17a)
(x3%5) = (C}yCurp) Oys = 21 (A170)
(x4%6)={Cprs| Cha ) B = 2Gpr (A17c)
(X123% ) = (SgchCpr 1) =5 Mpys (A17d)
(%o%5%) = (Sicw | chy) =2 Th , (A17e)

etc. Using the conditions in (A17a)-(Al17e), etc.,
we have

(X% ) { X3X4X5%g)

== % (Sg* S1) (Eas : (;yscz;'cp'lsck'a CLx ) (A18)

(K35 ) X1 XpXaXg ) = z%k' <§o' 516 l C£a> = 2np, Upp s

o (A19)
(246 ) (X12p25%5 ) = 2(Sg + S1C}yChry ) Grpr +ilgyr , (A20)
—2(x1x2>(x3x5)<x4x6)=—8(50' gl)%k' Grp > 21)
(%1 %35 ) ( Xp25%g ) =% [y T = mpps T [ =0, (A22)
(xa%3% ) (21256 ) = mpp T (A23)
(x1%3%5 ) ( XpX4 %) = = § My Tapr (A24)
(%2325 ) (%1 X4%g) = = FMppe e (A25)

J

(A17)

!

To express Eq. (Al) in terms of #, G, m, T,
and %, U, we further decouple Eq. (A18) and the
first terms of (A19) and (A20) to give

(Tup ™ Oy ChyCprsCarp| Cho ) = = 61y Gy pr (A26)
<§0‘ §1CPIO‘|C;¢>:2<§0'§1>G»: . (A27)

Summing Eqs. (A18)-(A25) using Eqs. (A26) and

(A27) gives

J = =
U3:ﬁ (Sg* S1) ny G, + 4N Uy Gy, — 2N oo Uy
J J
-§-'A7mg,l"; N mk.l"0 Em”,l"kk, .
Similarly (a28)
’ J J_
U4=— (So" 81) g GF + 35 Wy OF ~ 5 e UR
J 2. J -
3N — m FOR ik’ R+3_l\7mk’ r!lR ik’- R
—3—17 2 mb,etS- ¥ ErL,  (A29)
Py
Let
E' = E My —ZN E m”.e”p';')' 3 (A30)
N ppe

Substituting Eqs. (A2), (A10), (A13), (A28), and
(A29) into Eq. (A1) gives Eq. (2.25).

APPENDIX B: EVALUATION OF U, AND UR

In this appendix we evaluate the Green’s function U, by summing Eq.

(2. 25) over k’. This appendix

clearly shows that all correlation functions, which without the interaction W would be dependent upon w,

become now dependent on w+W”’.

U,=J(8y" 1) [6(w)G, — GF(w)GE] + [T (w)TE

-T'(w)T;] -

Summing Eq. (2.25) over &’ gives

3 g(w)U, +g®(w)UF]
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-3 J[T(w)T? = I* ()R] + ;I [T(w)G, + TR (w)GF ]+~——E[I‘W— TppJlw-¢. )", (B1)
where
GR(x)= 'IE[nR AR (y- ¢!, » (B2a)
glx)=Gx)+3F(x), g”(x)=G®(x)+3F%(x), (B2b)
TR(x)=N-120 [my - S(S+1)] etF By — g,)1, (B2¢c)
k

Ux)=N"1Di(x - ), URx)= 'IEuR(x ), (B2d)

Rk

n’: B

Fx)=N-"12[mi+ (S, §) (x- ), TIR(x)= JEM%M% &n (B2e)
k

— €

It is useful to point out here that for nonzero W’ in Eq. (B1), only the terms g(w) and g%(w) diverge
logarithmically in the limit as T'-0. We will, however, find that when the values of 1"2,,. given in Eq. (3. 8)
are substituted into Eq. (B1), all the terms which go like g(w) or g¥(w) cancel out. Thus we will be left
only with terms which depend on w+ W”’.

We evaluate the quantity 3,.(w —€,.) TS, in Eq. (Bl). Using Eq. (3.3), we obtain

J 121- Pt o8 2.
?Fﬂm(w-ew)"=p?Hw-sy)a—W2] Halmw = S(S+1)] G = [me =51 TR -3(So° Sp) ¥ "B G -3 ¥ U}

+27 20 Fhep ) (- € ) [(w - e F-Ww'?1t. (B3)
B
Substituting Eq. (3.11b) and the relationship

(w=€p ) [(w—epP-Ww?t= W [(w-€p =W )+ (@=€p +W')!=2(w - )] (B4)

into the right-hand side of Eq. (B3) and summing over %' gives

Erkk'(w"ﬂgl)l {4 [P(w w’ ) r(w*’W,)]Gk—%[G(w—W,)_G(w+w’)]rg
—:;{FR(w-—W')-—FR(w+W')][(§0-§1)GR+UR]}
*W{<S° s1>[c(w¢W) G(w)] G, - (Sy S)Y[6 BlwtW')-G®(w)|GE

+3[TR s W) -TR ()] TF -3 [Mw+W')-T(w)] T -1 [glwt W) - gw)] U,

—[gfws W)= gR(w)GE +H atlw+ W) +it(w)] Gy +1 [ (wx W') - #® ()] GE

~Fw: W) -Fw)]TY+4[[R(ws W) - TR(w)] T}
—%?ﬁdW—w+WTHW—q-WTh4m—@Tﬂ.(%)

Note that all the terms which have a coefficient J/W'’ in Eq. (B5) vanish as w -0 from the expression given
in Eq. (3.12). Substituting Eq. (B5) into Eq. (B1) gives
Uy=J (8- ;) [Glwt WG, - GR(ws W )GE]+4 J[TR(ws W' )I'® - M(w+ W')TY]
—3J[Flws W)T - TR(w+ W)ME] =L J[glwt W)U, +g%(w+ W' )UEF]
+3J[a(ws W )G, + % (w+ W')GR] —WW'Q ? Tholw-ep+W' )y, (B6)
The modified equation of motion of U can be evaluated in a similar fashion. We have
=J(8y" $1)[CF(wt W')G, - Glw: WG]+ 3 J[M(w W' )I® - TR (w+ W')T'L]

—1J[TR(we W)T=T(wt WITR] -1 J[gR(w+ W)U, +glwt W)UF]

1 -ik-R
— L [aRws WG, +alws WwGE] - 3 Tawet gy
B w-e,,,:tW .
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It can further be shown that the last expressions
on the right-hand side of Eqs. (B6) and (B7) are of
higher orders and have no logarithmic divergency,
and hence can be neglected.

Next, we examine the contributions of UF and
Upe' " F to %, and TL, et ¥ E  The leadlng
logarithmically divergent terms in Eqs. (B6) and
(B7) are

Reg(0+ W')=ReG(0x+ W’')
2 12
-5 (T (88)
2N D
and
Regf(0+ W')=ReG(0+ W')

1~3

p sinkzR <T2+W'2>
= —— In > N

2N kR D

(B9)

where Re denotes the real part, and Eq. (B9) has
been discussed by Gavan and Doman®® for 1<« kR
< 2¢p /nT* Using Eqs. (B8) and (B9) and noting
that e* ** ' * = sin(kR)/kpR When averaged over all
angles of K - R near the Fermi surface, we find
that the contributions of UF and U,e” " ¥ to T,
and T, ¢t ®¥) % haye the form [Jp sin(kzR)/ Nk R?
X (the difference of two logarithmic contributions).
This justifies the approximation made by Black-
man and Elliott,?! who neglected the contributions
of the transverse Green’s functions U, and U%.

*Present address: Physics Department, Bar Ilan Uni-
versity, Ramat Gan, Israel.
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