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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The word Kondo m eansbattle in Swahili. Thiscoincidence isfortuitousbecause in the

Kondo e�ect,a battle inevitably ensues anytim e a m agnetic im purity is placed in a non-

m agnetic m etal. Below som e energy scale,the Kondo tem perature (Tk) a lone m agnetic

im purity is robbed ofits spin. Above the Kondo tem perature,rapid spin-ip scattering

producesa tem perature-dependentcorrection to the resistivity ofthe form ,B k lnT. Until

recently,both theKondoresistivity and Tk werethoughttobedeterm ined solely by thehost

m etaland the m agnetic im purity. However,num erouspresentationsin thisvolum e attest,

there isnow overwhelm ing evidence thatboth are a�ected by the size ofthe sam ple1,2,3,4,5

aswellasnon-m agnetic random scattering6,7,8,9. In thispaper,Iwillfocuson the theoret-

icalwork10 we have perform ed on the experim ents revealing thatnon-m agnetic scattering

suppressestheKondo resistivity in thin Kondo alloys.

In Kondo alloysofthe form Cu(M n),Cu(Fe)and Au(Fe),Giordano and colleagues6,7,8

observed thatintroducing non-m agneticim puritiessuppressed thecoe�cientoftheKondo

logarithm . The Kondo slope,B k,isa m onotonically decreasing function asthe m ean-free

path is decreased. This result is surprising for two reasons. First,disorder gives rise to

di�usive m otion. Hence,relative to a clean sam ple,conduction electronsspend m ore tim e

around a given m agnetic im purity in the presence ofdisorder. Naively,this e�ect would

resultin an enhancem entoftheKondoresistivity.Second,atthetim eoftheseexperim ents,

the leading theoreticalview was that disorder elim inates the Kondo logarithm and leads

to a strongeralgebraicdivergence oftheform Td=2�2 in theresistivity.Evertsand Keller11

were the �rst to argue for the em ergence ofa 1=
p
T in the Kondo self-energy for a d=2

system in thepresenceofrandom non-m agneticscattering.A few yearslataer,Bohnen and

Fisher12 argued,however,that such a term would not survive in the conductivity. M ore

recently,Ohkawa and Fukuyam a13 and Vladarand Zim anyi14 have developed an extensive

diagram m atic schem e to re-investigate thisproblem and also concluded thatthe algebraic

singularitydom inatestheKondolnT.Asaresult,thesegroupsconcludethatstaticdisorder

can m ask theKondo resistivity asT ! 0.Theexperim entsshow no singularity ofthissort,

however. This com plete lack ofagreem ent between theory and experim ent led us to re-

evaluatetheinterplay between disorderand Kondo spin-ip scattering.

Asourwork isbased heavily on thepreviousdiagram m aticexpansion ofFukuyam a and

2



colleagues13,itis�rstim portantto understand how thealgebaricdivergence em ergesfrom

their analysis. W hen non-m agnetic im purities are present,the di�usive propagator that

describestheresultantm otion

D (Q;!)/
1

(D Q 2 � i!)
(1)

hasa di�usion pole. Here,Q and ! are the netm om entum and energy transferand D =

2�h�F �=dm . W hen such di�usive propagatorsare used to decorate the spin-ip vertices in

theKondo self-energy,thesingulardependence found by Ohkawa and Fukuyam a13 obtains

ascan beseen from thefollowing argum ent.Them ostdivergentcontribution to theKondo

self-energy arisesfrom thetwo-di�uson decoration oftheKondospin-ip vertices.Diagram s

ofthisform involve an integration overtheinternalm om entum line:

X

Q

1

(D Q 2 + j!j)2
/

Z
Q d�1 dQ

(D Q 2 + j!j)2
/ j!jd=2�2 : (2)

Theabsolutevalueofthefrequency appearsherebecausewework in the�nite-tem perature

M atsubaraform alism .TheM atsubarafrequency! isproportionaltotem peratureT.There-

fore,the tem perature dependence due to di�usonsand Cooperonsisindeed Td=2�2 ,ascan

bealso veri�ed by a m orecarefulcalculation13,and isa directconsequence ofthedi�usion

poles.

The argum ent leading to the new algebraic dependence is certainly clear. However,it

is well-known that spin-ip scattering can cut o� the di�usion pole. Should this occur

then the algebraic dependence willonly be valid above a certain tem perature,notasT !

0. Ofcourse,this requires that the feedback e�ect ofspin-ip scattering on localization

physics be included. It is this e�ect that has been absent from allprevious treatm ents

ofthe disorder/Kondo problem . Inclusion ofthe feedback e�ect ofspin-ip scattering on

localization hasbeen the prim ary focusofourwork10. A key di�erence thatthe feedback

e�ectintroducesisanontrivialdensity dependenceintotheKondoproblem .Thisdi�erence

arisesbecausedi�usive propagatorswhich include thespin-ip scattering ratedecoratethe

bare spin-ip vertices in the Kondo self-energy. The spin scattering rate is proportional

to the concentration ofm agnetic im purities. Consequently,a non-zero spin-ip scattering

ratearisesonly ifallthem agneticim puritiesareaveraged over.Hence,thefeedback e�ect

representsa departurefrom thesingle-im purity physicstypically associated with theKondo

problem . Thatthisstate ofa�airsobtainsnaturally when disorderispresentcan be seen
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from considering thestandard weak-localization correction15

��= �
e2

2�2�h
ln
��

�o
(3)

to theconductivity in a thin �lm ,with �� thedephasing tim eoand �o theelasticscattering

tim e. W henever localization physics is relevant,one hasto decide which is the dom inant

dephasing process. Experim ents show that the dephasing tim e is weakly dependent on

tem perature6,7,8. This is consistent with a dephasing rate that is determ ined solely by

spin-ip scattering. Hence,�h=�s / ns�hJ
2 > �h=�T,where �T is the dephasing tim e due

to allother processes in the system . Consequently,ifspin-ip scattering is the dom inant

dephasing process,the num ber ofim purities has a lower bound. Ourtreatm ent does not

include im purity-im purity e�ects,however. W hat is crucialhere is that the contribution

from each im purity m ustbeaveraged overtodescribethedom inantdephasing process.Our

centralresult that is used to com pare with the experim ents can be derived sim ply from

Eq.(3).In thepresence oftheKondo logarithm ,thespin-ip scattering rateisgiven by

1=�s = 2=3
p
3�os

�

1� 4J0N (0)ln
TF

T
+ � � �

�

: (4)

Substitution ofthisresultinto Eq.(3)and expansion ofthelogarithm forT > Tk yieldsthe

contribution ofspin-ip scattering to theconductivity

��� �0

 

ln
�0s

�o
� N (0)J0ln

TF

T

!

(5)

for a d = 2 sam ple,with �0 the Drude conductivity. Because J0 < 0,the Kondo loga-

rithm ic term enhances the spin-scattering tim e and in turn reduces the m agnitude ofthe

weak-localization correction.Thatis,spin-ip scatteringproducesan ‘antiloclization’e�ect.

Further,this correction is opposite in sign to the zeroth-order Kondo logarithm . Conse-

quently,disorder leads to a suppression ofthe Kondo resistivity. The suppression ofthe

Kondo resistivity follows im m ediately from three principles: 1) spin-ip scattering feeds

back into theKondo self-energy to regularizethealgebraicdivergence,2)weak localization

appearsasa negativecorrection to theconductivity and 3)spin-ip scattering weakensthe

weak-localization e�ect.Hence,thenete�ectisa positivecorrection logarithm iccorrection

to the conductivity which when added to the negative bare Kondo logarithm leads to a

dim inished logarithm icconductivity.
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II. FO R M U LAT IO N O F P R O B LEM

Thestarting pointforouranalysisisa m odelHam iltonian H = H o + H sd thatcontains

both norm alim purities

H o =
X

k�

("k � "F )a
y

k�ak� +
v




X

k;k0;i

e
i(k�k 0)�R ia

y

k�ak0� (6)

aswellasm agneticscatterers

H sd = �
J




X

R n ;k;k
0;�;�0

e
i(k�k 0)�R n��;�0 � Sna

y

k�ak0�0: (7)

wherev m easuresthestrength ofthescattering with thenon-m agneticdisorder,R n denotes

theposition oftheim purities,m agneticorotherwise,Sn isthespin operatorforthem agnetic

im purity atsite n,and 
 isthe volum e. The two naturaltim escales in thisproblem are,

�os and �o,thebarem agneticand non-m agneticscattering tim es.In term softhedensity of

statesofthehostm etal,�o and theconcentrationsofm agneticand non-m agneticscatterers,

ns and no,respectively,we have that �h=2�
o
s = 3�ns�ojJj

2=4 and �h=2�o = �no�ojvj
2. The

totalscattering rate is 1=� = 1=�os + 1=�o. To m easure the strength ofthe non-m agnetic

disorder,we de�ne � = �h=(2�"F�o). W e assum e thatthe concentration oflocalized spins

isdiluteso thatlong-rangespin glasse�ectsareirrelevant.Also,we work in theregim e in

which norm alim purity scattering dom inates,1=�o � 1=�os.

Describing scattering in thepresenceofa weakly disordered potentialrequiresCooperon

and di�uson propagators.The traditionalform ofsuch propagators,C(Q;!)= D (Q;!)/

(D Q 2 � i!)�1 , was used extensively in the early treatm ents13 of the disordered Kondo

problem .However,asrem arked in theintroduction,such aprocedureassum esthatdi�usive

m otion with a di�usion polerem ainsintacteven in thepresenceofoscillating �eldscreated

by spin-ip scattering. It is this assum ption that leads to the divergence found earlier

by Fukuyam a and co-workers13. To alleviate this problem ,we include the all-im portant

feedback e�ectspin-ip scattering hason such di�usiveprocesses.Ifallscattering processes

aretreated in the�rstBorn approxim ation,theDyson-likeintegralequation,

D ��� = �����+ U��U�

X

G
R
� G

A
�D ���� (8)

describesallladderdiagram swith thespin-dependentpotential

U��U� =
1

�o
����� +

1

3�s
��� � ��: (9)
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TheGreeklettersdenotethespin indiceson theupperand lowerelectron linesinthedi�uson

ladderand repeated indicesaresum m ed over.Theadvanced and retarded Green functions

aregiven by
�

G A
�

��1

= �F � p2� =2m � i=2�+ �h and
�

G R
�

��1

= �F + ! � p2+ =2m + i=2�+ �h

respectively.Noting that

X

G
R
� G

A
� = �

X G R
� � GA�

(G R
� )

�1 � (GA�)
�1

(10)

wearriveatthesolution forthedi�uson,

D ��� =
�h

4�(D Q 2 � i!)
(�����+ ��� � ��)

+
�h

4�(D Q 2 � i! + 4=3�0s)
(3������ ��� � ��): (11)

Theanalogousintegralequation fortheCooperon

C��� = �����+ U��U�

X

G
R
� G

A
�C���� (12)

can besolved analogously to yield,

C��� =
�h

4�(D Q 2 � i! + 2=�0s)
(������ ��� � ��)

+
�h

4�(D Q 2 � i! + 2=3�0s)
(3�����+ ��� � ��): (13)

where�� and � arespin indices.Thedot-product� �� � �� = �x���
x
�+ �

y

���
y

�+ �z���
z
�.

III. SELF EN ER G Y

As is evident,even in the presence ofspin-ip scattering,the di�uson stillretains its

di�usion polein theS = 0channel.Hence,wewillbeback towherewestarted iftheS = 0

di�uson stillcontributes to the self-energy. W e now show that this contribution vanishes

identically to allordersofperturbation theory.Considertheself-energy diagram sshown in

Fig.(1).

To illustratehow theself-energy diagram sin Fig.1 areevaluated let’sfocuson the�rst

twodiagram swith thedi�uson vertex decorations.Thesum ofthetwoself-energy diagram s

is

�D
3q(k;i�n) = nsJ

3
T

X

!‘;!m ;Q ;q

�(� �n(�n + !‘))V����(i!‘;i!m )

� G(i�n + i!m ;q)G(i�n + i!‘;k + Q )

� D���(i!‘;Q )D ���(i!‘;Q ) (14)
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X

X

X

X

FIG .1: Feynm an diagram scontributing to the K ondo self-energy. The dashed linescorrespond

to Abrikosov pseudoferm ionsand thedoublesolid linesto di�usonsand doubledashed linesto the

Cooperons.The G reek lettersindicate the spin.The X indicatesa single non-m agnetic im purity

scattering event.Such diagram sareknown astherainbow diagram s.

whereG(i�;q)istheelectron Green function

G(i�;q)=
1

i�+ �F � �h
2
q2=2m + i(�h=2�)sign(�)

; (15)

and the electron energies are given by the M atsubara frequencies,�n = (2n + 1)�T. The

pseudoferm ion energies are de�ned in term s ofzk = (2k + 1)�T and ! ‘ = 2l�T. The

rangeofsum m ation overthem om entum Q and energy !‘ transfersislim ited by therange
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ofvalidity ofthe di�usion approxim ation,D Q2 < �h=� and !‘ < �h=�. The step function

�(x)appearsin the expression because the di�usion propagatorsare only non-zero ifthe

im purity laddersconnectelectronson di�erentsidesofthe Ferm isurface. The sum m ation

over m om enta k0 and k00 in the Green functions adjacent to the spin vertices is already

included in thede�nition ofthedi�uson.TheGreen functionsin Eq.(14)can besim pli�ed

using

X

q

G(i�n + i!m ;q) � � i��0("F )sign(�n + !m );

G(i�n + i!‘;k + Q ) � � i
2�

�h
sign(�n + !‘)= i

2�

�h
sign(�n): (16)

The �rst approxim ation can be obtained by integration around the Ferm isurface. The

second approxim ation m akesuse ofthefactthatthe m om entum k and energy �n areclose

to the Ferm isurface (within the energy shellofwidth T),and the m om entum and energy

transfersallowed by thedi�usion propagatorarelessthan �h=�.

Thepseudoferm ion part,

V����(!‘;!m )= �
1

16

"

�m 0

i!‘
(1� �‘0)+

�‘0

i!m
(1� �m 0)�

�‘m

i!‘
(1� �‘0)

#

(��� � ���): (17)

involves a trace over the im purity spin states. The internalspin indices are not sum m ed

over because the electron spin can be ipped by the di�usons. After substituting allthe

ingredientsintoEq.(14)and perform ingthesum m ation overthespin indices,theself-energy

becom es

�D
3q(k;i�n)= � 6ns��0J

3
�T

X

Q ;!‘

�(� �n(�n + !‘))

i!‘

"

�h=�

D Q 2 + j!‘j+ 4�h=3�0s

#2

sign(�n):

Rem arkably,thedivergentS = 0 partofthedi�uson dropsout,and asa resultthesingular

tem peraturedependence in theresistivity disappears.

Butwhat is the source ofthis cancellation and is it exact? By carefulexam ination of

the pseudoferm ion contribution Eq.(17),we see thatthe sum overthe spin indicesin the

self-energy [Eq.(14)]separates into two identicalsum s ofthe form ,
P

�� D ����
a
��. Ifwe

use the identity
P

��(��� � ��)� �a�� = � �a�,we �nd im m ediately thatthe cancellation of

theS = 0 di�uson

X

��

D
S= 0
����

a
�� /

X

��

(����� + ��� � ��)�
a
�� = 0 (18)
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from the 3rd order Kondo self-energy is exact. To any order in J in the m ost divergent

approxim ation,the cancellation ofthe S = 0 di�uson can be seen asfollows. W ithin this

schem e, each di�uson encircles a vertex that is exactly equalto the Abrikosov16 vertex

function � = Je��� S,with Je� de�ned within theparquetsum m ation.W hen thisfunction

isnow m ultiplied by D S= 0 and sum m ed overthespin indices,thecancellation to allorders

followsim m ediately from Eq.(18).Notethatthiscancellation relieson thespin algebraand

henceisnottied totheapproxim ationsused toobtain D S= 0.Consequently,thecancellation

ofthe S = 0 com ponentofthe di�uson isfundam entally tied to the factthatthe Kondo

interaction doesnotconserve theelectron’sspin.Thiscancellation theorem which signi�es

thatthe Kondo logarithm rem ainsin tactisin the spiritofAnderson’stheorem thatnon-

m agneticim puritiesdonota�ectTc fors-wavesuperconductors.Recently,Chakravarty and

Nayak17 have shown thatin the very weak-disorderlim it,a true Anderson theorem exists

in which disorderdoesscaleoutoftheKondo problem .

Asadvertised,the cancellation ofthe di�usion pole suppressesthe algebraic divergence

ofthe self-energy. To see how thisem erges,we continue with ouranalysisofthe �rsttwo

diagram sin Fig.(1).W elim itourselvesto 2D case,and hence

�D
3q(k;i�n) = 6ins�

2
�
2

0J
3
�
�h

�
T
X

!‘

�(� �n(�n + !‘))

!‘(j!‘j+ 4�h=3�0s)
sign(�n)

= i
3

2
ns�

2

0J
3
�
�h

�T

1X

m = 0

1
�

m + "n
2�T

+ 1

2

� �

m + "n
2�T

+ 1

2
+ 2�h

3�T�0
s

� sign(�n):

where � isthe dim ensionless disorderde�ned earlier. From thisselfenergy,we de�ne the

scattering rateasfollows:

�h

2�
q

D

=

Z  

�
@f

@�

!

(� Im �D3q(k;�+ i0))d�

= �

Z

f(�)
@Im �3qD (k;�+ i0)

@�
d�:

Clearly,one cannot evaluate this expression justby setting � = 0 because ofthe singular

tem perature dependence in the self-energy. W e willcom pute this expression by contour

integration in the com plex �-plane. The self-energy hastwo polesin the upperhalf-plane.

Hence ifwe closethecontourin thelowerhalf-plane,then theintegralwillbeequalto the

sum oftheresiduesin thepointswheretheFerm ifunction f(�)haspoles,�k = � i(2k+ 1)�T:

�h

2�
q

D

= 2�iT
X

k

@Im �3qD (k;�+ i0)

@�

�
�
�
�= �k

9



=

1X

k;m = 0

1

(m + k+ 1)(m + k+ 1+ �)

"

1

(m + k+ 1)
+

1

(m + k+ 1+ �)

#

where A isthe coe�cientofthe self-energy and �= 2�h=3�T�0s.In the double sum overm

and k thereare(m + k+ 1)� N identicalelem ents.Therefore,thesum can betransform ed

to a sum over N tim es N . Now ifwe use the series expansion for the digam m a, (x) =

dln�(x)=dx,and trigam m a, 0(x)= d2ln�(x)=dx2 functions,

 (1+ x) = � + z

1X

N = 1

1

N (N + x)

 
0(1+ x) =

1X

N = 1

1

(N + x)2
;

and de�nea new function

F(x)�
 (1+ x)+ 

x
+  

0(1+ x)

then theresultforthecontribution to thescattering ratebecom es

�h

2�
q

D

= �
3

2
ns�

2

0J
3
�
�h

�T
F

 

2�h

3�T�0
s

!

: (19)

Forsm allargum ent,x � 1,F(x)� �(2)= �2=6;forlargeargum entx � 1,F(x)� ln(x)=x.

Henceweconcludethattherearetworegim es,correspondingto\high"(�h=�0s > T)and\low"

(�h=�0s < T)im purityconcentrations,inwhich thedi�uson correctionsbehavelogarithm ically

in tem peratureand as1=T,respectively.In otherwords,the1=T behavioriscut-o� atthe

tem peraturesbelow �h=�0s.Now letusconsidertherestofthediagram s,nam elythediagram s

thatinvolveCooperon propagators,and thediagram swith theexternalsingleim purity line.

�D
3q(k;i�n) = nsJ

3
T

X

!‘;!m ;Q ;q

�(� �n(�n + !‘))V����(i!‘;i!m )

� G(i�n + i!m ;q)G(i�n + i!‘;k + Q )

� C���(i!‘;Q )C ���(i!‘;Q ): (20)

The only di�erence com pared to the di�uson self-energy contribution isthe di�erentspin

indexing ofthe Cooperonscom pared to the di�usons. Thisisbecause the Cooperon prop-

agatorsneed to be\crossed" in orderto havethesam em om entum transferswithoutphase

space restrictions.Sum m ing overthespin indicesreducestheproblem to onein which the

productoftheCooperonsisspin independentand equalto:

~C 2 =
�h
2

2�2

"

1

(D Q 2 � i! + 2=�0s)
2
+

1

(D Q 2 � i! + 2=3�0s)
2

#

: (21)
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Now we can continue in exactly the sam e way as in the di�uson case to obtain for the

scattering ratecorrection

�h

2�
q

C

= �
3

2
ns�

2

0J
3
�
�h

�T

"

1

2
F

 

�h

�T�0
s

!

+
1

2
F

 

�h

3�T�0
s

! #

: (22)

Athigh tem peratures,T > �h=�0s we again recoverthe 1=T behavior,and forlow tem pera-

tures,T < �h=�0s,thelogarithm icbehaviorobtains.

Finally,we need to considerthesetofdiagram sthatcontain oneexternalim purity line

(therainbow diagram s).W ewillprovenow thatsuch diagram sareequaltothecorrespond-

ing diagram s without the im purity line tim es the factor of(-1/2). Unlike the diagram s

that we considered before,the internalGreen function G(i�n + i!‘;k + Q )can no longer

be replaced by itsvalue atthe Ferm isurface,2i�=�h. Instead,a sum overthe interm ediate

m om entum ofa productofthreeGreen functionsneedsto becom puted:

jvj2
X

k0

1

(i�n + �F � �k0 + i�h=2�)2(i�n + i!‘+ �F � �k0+ Q � i�h=2�)

� jvj2
Z �1

1

�0d(� x)

(x + i�h=2�)2(x � i�h=2�)
= 2�i�0jvj

2
1

(2i�h=2�)2
= � i�=�h: (23)

In deriving thisrelation,we setQ and !‘ to zero,since they aresm all.Therefore thesum

ofthediagram swith and withouttheexternalim purity linesistwo tim essm allerthatsum

ofthe di�uson and Cooperon diagram sthatwe derived before. However,there isa factor

of2 thatcom esfrom two possibleinternalelectron linesto which thedi�usion propagators

can be attached. Asa result,the sum ofalldiagram shappensto be exactly equalto the

sum oftwo contributionsthatwealready com puted.Hencethetotalquantum correction to

thescattering tim edueto theKondo diagram sin Fig.1 is

1

�q
=

1

�
q

D

+
1

�
q

C

;

with 1=�
q

D and 1=�
q

C given by Eq.(19)and Eq.(22),respectively.

IV . C O N D U C T IV IT Y

The totalconductivity is a sum ofthe Drude contribution with the transport scatter-

ing tim e,and the weak localization correction. The transportscattering rate iscom posed

ofelastic scattering,the second order in J spin scattering,the third order in J (Kondo)

11



scattering and thequantum correctionscom puted above.

1

�tr
=

1

�0
+

1

�0s
+

1

�Ks
+

1

�
q

D

+
1

�
q

C

: (24)

Ofthese contributions,only the lastthree have non-trivialtem perature dependence. The

totalconductivity is

�(T)=
e2n�tr

m
+ ��W L = �0

 

1�
�

�Ks
�

�

�
q

D

�
�

�
q

C

+
��W L

�0

!

; (25)

where �0 is the tem perature-independent part ofthe conductivity. There are also m ore

com plex conductivity diagram s that involve both the spin-dependent pseudoferm ion part

and thedi�usion propagators,butthey can beshown to cancelout13.

The derived expressions for�
q

D and �
q

C have sim ple asym ptotic behavior. Ford = 2 in

thelim itT � �h=�0S,werecovertheinverse tem peraturedependence

�h

2�C
=

�h

2�D
�
� ��h�0�J

3�

�h

�0sT
� � �0�J

�h

�
(26)

ofRefs. (13,14). W ithout the di�usion pole cancellation,the lower bound in tem perature

for the 1=T behavior would be set by m ax[�h=��;TK ],where �� is the inelastic scattering

tim e.W e�nd herethatby explicitly including spin-scattering in thedi�usion propagators,

the algebraic behavior occurs when �h=(�0sT) � 1. W e willsee later that as a result of

thisrestriction,the contribution ofthe 1=T term to the conductivity isnegligible. In the

oppositeregim e,T � �h=�0S,thescattering rates

�h

2�D
= �

3

2
�0�J

�h

�
ln

�h

T�0s

�h

2�C
= � 2�0�J

�h

�
ln

�h

T�0s
(27)

areboth logarithm icfunctionsoftem perature.

The weak-localization contribution is given in Eq.(5. W e collect allthe contributions

discussed above to determ ine thetem perature-dependentconductivity.In thetem perature

range TK < T < �h=�0s,Cooperon,di�uson,and weak-localization corrections are alllog-

arithm ic in tem perature. Com bining the results from Eq.(27)with the weak-localization

correction,we�nd thatthem agnitudeofthelogarithm icpartoftheconductivity

�
T = �0

4��0J

�0s

 

1+ 0:75�
�0s

�

!

ln
�F

T
: (28)
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The�rstterm inthisexpression arisesfrom theunperturbed Kondoe�ectandthelatterfrom

the interplay with disorder. Inclusion ofdisorderin the self-energy,even afterinclusion of

thenegativeW L correction,enhancestheKondoresistivity relativetoaclean system result.

Fortem peraturesT � �h=�0s,theself-energy contribution to therelaxation tim escalesas

1=T,whereastheweak-localization correction isproportionalto lnT.However,com parison

ofthem agnitudeofthesecorrectionsrevealsthattheweak-localization term dom inates,and

them agnitudeoftheresultanttem perature-dependentconductivity

�
T = �0

4��0J

�0s

 

1�
��0

s

�

!

ln
"F

T
(29)

issuppressed by thedisorder.Letusnow apply ourresultstothin �lm swith athickness,L.

W e are interested in thin �lm s,such that‘< L � L�. Because ‘< L,the electron gasis

characterized by a 3-dim ensionaldensity ofstates�0 = 1=(2�)2(2m =�h
2
)3=2�

1=2

F and di�usion

constantgiven by D = 2�h�F �=3m .Sincethedephasinglength L� exceedsthe�lm thickness,

such a �lm should be treated asquasi-2D with respect to weak localization. Thatm eans

thatthe m om entum -transfersum m ation in the di�usion propagatorsm ustbe restricted to

the plane,or
P

Q ! (1=L)
P

Q (2D ). The density ofstatesthatarisesfrom converting this

sum into an integralis the two-dim ensionaldensity ofstates,�2D0 = ��0=kF . Hence,the

self-energy diagram swith the di�usion propagatorswillgenerate a size-dependence to the

conductivity oftheform 1=(kF L).Theexplicit�nite-sizeweak-localization correction is
18

��W L = �
e2

2�2�hL
ln

 

3
p
3�s

2�
sinh

�
L

‘

�
‘

L

!

. The size-dependence underthe logarithm yieldsan e�ective size dependence in the spin-

relaxation tim e. This size dependence should be observable in the standard W L m agne-

toresistance m easurem ents in the weak m agnetic �elds. However, it willnot a�ect the

tem perature dependence ofthe conductivity. The only size dependence thatiscoupled to

thetem peratureisthe1=L prefactoroftheweak-localization correction.

W e now com bine these resultsin the low and high-tem perature lim itsdiscussed earlier.

In thetwo lim its,weobtain conductivities

�
T =

8

><

>:

�0
4��0J

�0
s

�

1+
0:25�h�0

s

m kF L‘
2

�

ln �F
T

if TK � T < �h=�0s

�0
4��J

�0
s

�

1�
1:5�h�0

s

m kF L‘
2

�

ln �F
T

if TK ;�h=�
0
s � T

(30)

that have an explicit size and disorder correction that scales as 1=(‘2L). The fact that

only thecoe�cientoflnT,butnottheform ofthetem peraturedependence,ism odi�ed is
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a directconsequence ofthe di�usion pole cancellation theorem . W hen m agnetic im purity

density ishigh,we�nd and enhancem entoftheKondologarithm .Thisisan intuitiveresult

since,qualitatively,di�usive m otion ofelectronsisexpected to enhance the probability of

repeated scattering thatgeneratesthe Kondo e�ect. The surprising �nding isthatin the

other regim e,an overallsuppression ofthe logarithm ic correction in the conductivity is

obtained. W hile the self-energy enhancem ent is always present, as it can be seen from

the positive self-energy corrections to the transport scattering rate [Eqs.(19) and (22)],

thise�ectiscom pletely overwhelm ed in the conductivity by the W L correction which also

acquireslnT dependence dueto theKondo contribution to thedephasing rate.

V . EX P ER IM EN TA L A P P LIC AT IO N S

In theexperim entsofBlachly and Giordano6,theim purity concentration wassuch that,

�h=�0s � 0:1 K,which is m uch less than the Kondo tem perature for Cu(Fe),TK � 3 K.

Therefore,the second ofEqs.(30) should apply. Figure 2 shows a com parison between

the experim entaldata of Blachly and Giordano6 and the theoreticalpredictions. Each

black square correspondsto one sam ple. The best�tto the data wasobtained with �0s =

1:3� 10�10 s,whereasexperim entally thespin scattering tim eison theorderof10� 10�11 .

This discrepancy also persists forthe Cu(M n) alloys forthicknesses oforder750� 400�A.

However,forthe thinnestCu(M n)alloys8 Jacobsand Giordano have shown thatexcellent

agreem ent exists between theory and experim ent for�os = 6� 10�11 ,which iswellwithin

theexperim entaluncertainty ofthem easured value,�os = 6� 10�11 .

W hile theory and experim ent are in good agreem ent for thin sam ples,there is a key

experim entalam biguity thatsurroundsthese results,nam ely istherea well-de�ned Kondo

tem perature for the thinnest sam ples and for those with m ean free paths oforder 250�A.

This question is m ost relevant in lightofthe experim ents ofYanson and colleagues9 who

have shown thatin pointcontacts,huge uctuationsin the Kondo tem perature occurfor

contactdiam etersoforder100�A.Foraninhom ogeneoussystem ,thedensityofstatesbecom es

position dependent: �0(x) = �0 + ��0(x). Consequently, the position-dependent Kondo

tem peraturewillbe

TK (x)= "F exp[1=2�0(x)J]� "F exp[1=2�0(x)J]= TK exp[� ��0(x)=2�
2

0J]: (31)
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Typically �0J � 0:1,which m eans that even a 10% change in the density ofstates can

produce100% changein theKondo tem perature.Thee�ectiseven strongerforalloyswith

lowerKondo tem peratures.From elem entary scattering theory,��0(x)= �01=
p
kF �,where

�isthesm allerofthem ean-freepath and thesam plethickness.For‘= 100�A,��0(x)=�0 =

:1. Hence,we expect a 100% change in the Kondo tem perature forsuch sam ples. Those

im purities having high Kondo tem peratures willnot contribute to the Kondo resistivity.

Consequently,uctuationsin thedensity ofstatescan e�ectively decreasetheconcentration

ofactivespin-ip scattering centersthatcould contributetotheKondologarithm .Thiswill

lead to an enhancem entin thespin-scattering rateoverthebulk value.Hence,thequestion

astohow well-de�ned theKondotem peratureisin thethinnestand m ostdisordered sam ples

should beresolved beforeacom pleteexperim entalunderstandingoftheKondoe�ectin dirty

alloyscan bereached.
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FIG .2: Com parison ofthe theoreticalK ondo resistivity predicted from the second ofEqs. (30)

with the experim entaldata ofBlachly and G iordano. The horizontalaxism easuresthe strength

ofthestatic disorderthrough the m ean-free path.
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