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A bstract

W e review recentwork on the instability ofthe heavy Ferm iliquid state (FL)ofthe K ondo lattice towardsa
m agnetic m etalin which the localm om entsare notpartofthe Ferm isea.Using insightsdrawn from the theory
ofdecon�ned quantum criticality ofinsulating antiferrom agnets,wediscussthepossibility ofa directsecond order
transition between the heavy Ferm iliquid and such a m agnetic m etal.W e suggest the presence ofat least two
distinct diverging tim e scales -the shorter one describes 
uctuations associated with the reconstruction ofthe
Ferm isurface,while a longerone describes
uctuationsofthe m agnetic orderparam eter.The interm ediate tim e
scale physicson the m agnetic side issuggested to be thatofa novelfractionalized Ferm iliquid (FL*)state with
decon�ned neutralS = 1=2 excitations.Thiscould ultim ately devolveinto them agnetic phase with conventional
orderatoneofthelargertim escales.Experim entalim plicationsforthisscenario arenoted.
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1. Introduction

A rem arkable realization ofLandau’s Ferm iliquid
theory ofm etalsoccursin the‘heavy ferm ions’classof
m aterials.Indeed,ithaslong been known thatatlow
tem peratures these can typically be described within
theFerm iliquid paradigm ,albeitwith strongly renor-
m alized param eters (for instance,e�ective m asses of
order102 � 103 the band m ass).M icroscopically,this
classofm aterialm ay bem odelled aspossessing local-
ized m agnetic m om ents coupled to a separate set of
conduction electrons.Theheavy Ferm iliquid (seeSec-
tion 2 below)isunderstood by a lattice analog ofthe
K ondo screening of the localized m om ents.Crudely
speaking,the localized m om ents \dissolve" into the
Ferm isea.Luttinger’s theorem for the volum e ofthe
resulting Ferm isurface includes both the conduction
electronsand thoseform ing thelocalm om ents.

�
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In contrast,recentexperim entalworkhasfocused on
situations where the Ferm iliquid description ofsuch
m etalsappearsto break down in a ratherstrong m an-
ner.Such non-Ferm iliquid behavioroccursm oststrik-
ingly in the vicinity ofzero tem perature phase tran-
sitions out ofthe heavy Ferm iliquid -typically to a
m agneticallyordered m etal.Howeverthereislittlethe-
oreticalunderstanding ofthisbreakdown oftheFerm i
liquid paradigm .
Q uite generally,two distinct kinds ofm agnetically

ordered m etalsarepossiblein heavyferm ion m aterials.
In onethem agnetism isto beviewed asa spin density
waveinstability arising outoftheparentheavy Ferm i
liquid state.Crudely speaking,thism agnetism m ay be
viewed asarising from im perfectly K ondo-screened lo-
calm om ents.W ewillreferto such a stateastheSDW
m etal.A di�erent kind ofm agnetic m etallic state is
also possible where the localized m om ents order due
to RK K Y exchange interactions,and do not partici-
pate in the Ferm isurface ofthe m etal.The \K ondo
order" presentin the heavy Ferm iliquid is absent in
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such a m aterial.W e willdenote thissecond m agneti-
callyordered m etalasa‘localm om entm agneticm etal’
or LM M m etal.O ften the distinction between these
two kindsofm agneticstatescan bem adesharply:the
Ferm isurfaces in the two states m ay have di�erent
topologies(albeitthesam evolum em odulo thatofthe
Brillouin zoneoftheordered state)sothattheycannot
besm oothly connected to oneanother.
There is a welldeveloped theory for the quantum

transition between the heavy Ferm i liquid and the
SDW m etal[1]which,however,often failsto produce
thenon-Ferm iliquid physicsobserved in experim ents.
It is therefore tem pting to assum e that when non-
Ferm iliquid physics is seen at a m agnetic ordering
transition outoftheheavy Ferm iliquid,theresulting
m agneticstateistheLM M m etalratherthan theSDW
m etal.However,thereisno theoreticalunderstanding
ofsuch a transition.Indeed,a num ber ofbasic con-
ceptualquestions arise.Can there be a second order
transition wherethe‘K ondo order’oftheheavy Ferm i
liquid disappears concom itantly with the appearance
ofm agneticlong rangeorder? W hatisthetheoretical
description ofsuch a transition? W illitreproducethe
observed non-Ferm iliquid physicsin theheavyferm ion
m etalsneartheirm agneticordering transition?
Theanswersto thesequestionsare notknown with

con�denceatpresent.In thispaperwewillreview our
recentworkon related questionsin anum berofsim pler
contexts.Based on the lessons from these studies we
willpresentsom eideasonthetransitionfrom theheavy
Ferm iliquid totheLM M m etal,and theirim plications
forexperim ents.

2. T he heavy Ferm iLiquid,FL

M uch of our understanding of the heavy ferm ion
com poundsisbased on theK ondo latticem odel:

H K =
X

k

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

JK

2

X

r

~Sr � c
y
r�~��� 0cr� 0: (1)

Thism odelconsistsofa density nc ofconduction elec-
tronsck� with dispersion �k (k ism om entum and �= "
;# isa spin index)interacting with f electron spins ~Sr
(risalatticeposition,and~�arethePaulim atrices)via
an antiferrom agnetic K ondo exchangecoupling JK .
Thereisawellaccepted theory oftheform ation ofa

heavy ferm ion liquid state(hereafterreferred toasthe
FL state) in this m odel[2{4].The charge ofthe fr�
electronsisfully localized on the rare-earth sites,and
so oneinitially im aginesthattheseelectronsoccupy a

atdispersionlessband,asshown in Fig1a.Thisband
has to be half-�lled,and so we m ust place it at the
Ferm ilevel.Thecr� electronsareim agined to occupy
theirown conduction band.Next,itisargued [2],that

c

f

kF kk
(a) (b)

Fig.1. C onventionaltheory oftheFL state.A com pletely 
atf

electron \band" (dashed line in (a))m ixesw ith the conduction

electrons to obtain the renorm alized bands in (b).T here is a

single Ferm isurface at kF in the FL state containing states

w hose num ber equals that ofthe f and c electrons com bined.

theK ondoexchangeisequivalenttoturningon asm all
hybridization between these two bands.W e represent
thishybridization by a non-zero expectation value of
thebosonicoperator

br �
X

�

c
y
r� fr� : (2)

W ith hbri non-zero,the two bandswillm ix and lead
to the renorm alized bands shown in Fig 1b.A cru-
cialpointisthatbecausethef band wasinitially dis-
persionless,thereisabsolutely no overlap between the
renorm alized bands.Hencetheoccupied statesareen-
tirely within thelowerband,and one obtainsa single
Ferm isurfacewithin wavevectorkF :thevolum ewithin
kF isdeterm ined by the totaldensity ofcand f elec-
trons.Thisisprecisely theFerm ivolum e predicted in
the lim it ofweak interactions between the electrons
by theLuttingertheorem .M oreover,asin Fig 1b,the
Ferm isurfaceisin aregion wheretheelectronsarepri-
m arily havea f character,and consequently theband
isstillquite 
at| thisaccountsforthe large e�ective
m assoftheferm ionic quasiparticles.
A key technicalfeatureofthetheory oftheFL state

ispresence ofan em ergentcom pactU(1)gauge �eld.
This is a consequence ofthe quenching ofthe charge

uctuationson thef electron sitesi.e.theconstraint
X

�

f
y
r� fr� = 1 (3)

isobeyed atevery rare earth site.Thisconstraintim -
pliesthatthattheory isinvariantunderthespacetim e
dependentU(1)gaugetransform ation

fr� ! fr� e
i�r(� ) (4)

where � isim aginary tim e.Afterintegrating outhigh
energy degreesoffreedom ,thisinvarianceleadsto the
em ergence ofa dynam icalcom pact U(1) gauge �eld
A � (�isaspacetim eindex,and ‘com pact’referstothe
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invarianceofthetheory underA � ! A � + 2�.Notice
also that the bosonic �eld b in Eq.(2) also carries a
U(1)gauge charge.Theb�eld iscondensed in theFL
state,and soin thisstatetheU(1)gaugetheory can be
considered tobein a ‘Higgs’phase.Theappearanceof
thebHiggscondensatealsom eansthatA � 
uctuations
are quenched,and so are relatively innocuous in the
FL state.
W e are interested here in the m annerin which this

heavy FL state m ay be destroyed by perturbationsat
zero tem perature (T).An im portant early proposal
m ade by D oniach [5]was thatthe state could be un-
stabletom agneticorderingofthef m om ents,induced
by a RK K Y exchangecoupling between them :

H H =
X

rr0

JH (r;r
0)~Sr �~Sr0 : (5)

Assum ing thism etallic state isthe SDW m etalnoted
in Section 1,such a quantum phase transition can be
analyzed [1]in a m annersim ilarto theSDW instabil-
ity in an ordinary Ferm iliquid.In such an approach
oneassum esthatoncetheheavy FL state hasform ed
between thef and celectrons,theresulting quasipar-
ticleslose m em ory oftheirorigin,and behave like or-
dinary ‘light’quasiparticles.
As discussed in Section 1,here we willreview our

recentwork [6,7]exploring anotherroutetothebreak-
down ofthe FL state ofH K + H H .Here,the K ondo
lattice originsofthe FL state play a centralrole,and
thefocusison thebreakdown ofthe‘hybridization’or
‘K ondo screening’between the f and c bands.M ag-
netic order m ay wellappear at very low energies (in
a LM M m etal)once the FL state hasbeen disrupted;
however,thiswillbeviewed asasecondary or‘epiphe-
nom enon’,and the prim ary physicsisthatofthe de-
struction oftheHiggsphaseoftheU(1)gaugetheory.
O therdistinctpointsofview arein Refs.[8{10].

3. T he fractionalized Ferm iliquid,FL*

Asnoted above,the only active degreesoffreedom
on thef sitesarethespins,and thisiscaptured by the
fr� operators.Theexchangecouplingin H H can m ove
thisspin between sites,and so the initialassum ption
aboveofadispersionlessf band m aybequestioned.So
letusreconsidertheaboveargum entstarting from a f
band which hasa dispersion oforderJH ,asshown in
Fig 2(a).W hen thehybridization energy,in Eq.(2),is
on ascalelargerthan JH ,thephysicsisasin Section 2.
However,asthehybridization decreases,itisclearthat
eventuallytherewillbeband overlap,and theFL state
willhave 2 occupied bands,asshown in Fig 2b,with
twoFerm iwavevectors,kF 1 andkF 2.Nevertheless,this
isstilla conventionalFL state,in thatthetotalnum -

c

f

k kkF
kF2

(a) (b)

hot Fermi

surface

cold Fermi

surface

* kF1

Fig.2.(a)T heFL* statew ith a cold Ferm isurfaceatk
�

F
.T hef

ferm ionsform a spin liquid,and are schem atically represented

by the dashed dispersion.(b) T he FL state w hich obeys the

conventionalLuttinger theorem ,but has two Ferm isurfaces.

ber ofstates contained between both Ferm isurfaces
stillequalsthetotalnum berofcand f electrons,and
the conventionalweak-coupling Luttinger theorem is
stillobeyed.However,it has been argued [11,6]that
itis now possible to reach a �nite coupling quantum
criticalpoint where the Higgs condensate disappears
and hbi= 0.The�nitedispersion ofthef band m eans
thatitisnotalwaysenergetically preferableto havea
b condensate,as was the case in Refs.[3,4].Further-
m ore,carefulgauge-theoretic argum entscan be m ade
[6]thatthe transition from a state with hbi6= 0 to a
statewith hbi= 0isindeed asharp phasetransition at
T = 0.However,thereisnoconventionalLandau order
param eterforthistransition,and thereisnoanalog of
such atransition atT > 0(although aT > 0transition
between a state with hbi6= 0 and a state with hbi= 0
doesappearin m ean �eld theory [12]).Rather,itisa
transition characterized by a change in the ‘topologi-
cal’characteroftheground statewavefunction,in that
thefateoftheA � �eld dynam icsundergoesa qualita-
tivechange.
Sowhatisthenatureofthestate,which wedenoted

FL*,with hbi= 0obtained by increasing JH ?First,it
isa Ferm iliquid in thesensethatthecelectronsform
a conventionalFerm isurface,with sharp electron-like
quasiparticlesatk�F (seeFig 2a).However,thevolum e
enclosed by this Ferm isurface contains states whose
num ber equals only the num ber of c electrons; this
violates the conventionalLuttinger theorem .Closely
linked with thisnon-LuttingerFerm ivolum eisthefate
ofthe spin m om ents on the f electrons.These form
a ‘spin liquid’state,which doesnotbreak any lattice
translationalsym m etries and fully preserves spin ro-
tation invariance (i.e.there isno m agnetic m om ent).
The spin liquid state contains S = 0 excitations of
the gauge �eld,A �,which rem ain gaplessifthe U(1)
gaugegroup rem ainsunbroken (spin liquid stateswith
aZ2 gaugegroup arealsopossible),alongwith thenow
charge neutralS = 1=2 f� ferm ions.A fairly rigorous
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argum entcan bem ade[6,13]showingthattheunusual
Ferm ivolum eoftheFL* phaserequirestheem ergent
collectivegaugeexcitationsrepresented by A �.
O urworkalsopresented[6]adescriptionofthequan-

tum criticalpoint between the FL and FL* phases.
W ithin the FL phase,asone m ovestowards the FL*
phase,the two Ferm isurfacesatkF 1 and kF 2 behave
di�erently.The Ferm isurface atkF 1 evolvesinto the
Ferm isurface at kF � in the FL* state,and this re-
m ains‘cold’nearthe quantum criticalpoint:there is
no strong scattering ofthese quasiparticles,and the
electron quasiparticleresiduerem ains�niteacrossthe
transition.In contrast,the Ferm isurface at kF 2 be-
com es‘hot’:thelifetim eofthequasiparticlesbecom es
short,and the quasiparticle residue decreasesand ul-
tim ately vanishes at the quantum criticalpoint.The
dynam icsofthequasiparticlesexhibitsnon-Ferm iliq-
uid behavioratthequantum criticalpoint.Notethat
thisanom alousbehaviorextendsacrosstheentirehot
Ferm isurface,in contrast to the isolated ‘hot spots’
thatappearin the SDW theory [1].The selfenergies
also havea fullm om entum dependence,in contrastto
theoriesof‘local’criticality [9].

4. D econ�ned quantum criticality in insulating

antiferrom agnets

Itisusefulto interprettheapproach oftheFL state
to the FL* state described above as a approach to a
decon�nem enttransition ofthef� ferm ions.In theFL
statetheseare‘bound’to thec� by theHiggsconden-
sateof(2),theultim atelow energyquasiparticlescarry
charge � e and S = 1=2,and there are no strong A�


uctuations.Atthequantum criticalpoint,neutralf�
quanta are liberated,and theA � 
uctuationsbecom e
m uch stronger.The presenttheory [6]ofthis critical
pointtreatsthese gauge 
uctuationsperturbatively -
forreasonsexplained in Ref.[6]thism ay belegitim ate
in spatialdim ension d = 3,butnot necessarily so in
d = 2.In thelattercaseitisentirelypossiblethatthere
areadditionalnon-perturbativee�ectswhich havenot
been fully accounted for.
To explore the possible consequences of such

decon�nem ent-driven quantum criticality, we con-
siderherea sim plerinsulating system forwhich m uch
progresshasrecently been m ade [7]in understanding
the non-perturbative consequences of gauge 
uctua-
tions.W e describe the square lattice S = 1=2 Heisen-
berg antiferrom agnet,im portantin itsapplicationsto
thephysicsofthecuprates.Thisisam odelin theclass
H H ofthe f m om entsalone,with no m etallic charge
carriers.W hen theexchangeinteractionsare predom -
inantly nearestneighbor,the ground state long-range
N�eelorder,in which them om entsare polarized along

oppositecollineardirectionson thetwosublattices.As
is conventional,we characterize the localorientation
ofthisorderby a unitvector�eld ~nr / (� 1)x+ y ~Sr.It
turnsoutto beusefulto furtherexpressthevector~nr
in spinorvariablesby

~nr = z
�
r�~��� z� (6)

wherezr",zr# arecom plex spinorsobeying

jzr"j
2 + jzr#j

2 = 1 : (7)

Asin Eqs.(3),(4),Eq.(7)im pliesthatthetheory for
thez� hasa com pactU(1)gaugeinvariance

zr� ! zr� e
i�r(� ); (8)

and an associated com pactU(1)gauge�eld A �.In the
presentsituation,itispossible to use spin and lattice
sym m etries,and theabsenceofgaplessFerm isurfaces,
towritedown an explicite�ectiveaction forthegauge
theory in thecontinuum lim it:

Sz =

Z

d
2
rd�

�

j(@� � iA�)z� j
2 + sjz� j

2 + u(jz� j
2)2

�

(9)

Here s isa tuning param eterwhich we use to destroy
N�eelorder,and wewillthen describetheconsequences
ofgauge
uctuationsattheresulting quantum critical
point.The N�eelphase is obtained when s < 0,and
the z� are condensed with hz� i 6= 0.In other words,
theN�eelphaseistheHiggsphaseofthepresentgauge
theory,in closeanalogy toourdiscussion in Sections2,
3 for the FL phase.Here too the Higgs condensate
quenchesthegauge
uctuations,andm orphsthem into
a S = 0 collectivem odeofpairsofspin waves.
Now let us approach the quantum critical point,

which isats = sc (say).Here,thez� are gaplessS =
1=2 quanta which interactvia exchangeofthegapless
U(1)gaugequantaofA �.Inasense,thez� quantahave
been decon�ned,butsom e care hasto used with this
term inology becausethez� also acquirean anom alous
dim ension [14].
W e can continue the sam e analysisinto the param -

agnetic phase with s > sc and hz� i = 0,where the
propertiesofthetheory Sz arereally quitesim ple,and
describeaU(1)spinliquidground state.Thez� quanta
are sharply de�ned S = 1=2 quasiparticles (spinons)
and they interact via exchange ofA � quanta,which
now havea trueM axwell-photonicform .
W hile sim ple and direct,the above story turnsout

to be fundam entally incom plete,and this breakdown
likely has im plications for the FL to FL* transition
we described earlier. In taking the continuum lim it
to Eq.(9),we have lostinform ation on the com pact-
nessofA � (i.e.invariance underA � ! A � + 2�).A
com pactU(1)gauge theory in 2+ 1 dim ensionsallows
m onopole point defects,which are tunnelling events
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U(1) spin 
liquid

s
s

c

λ
4

VBS

Neel
0

∞

∞

Fig.3. R enorm alization group 
ow s for the S = 1=2 square

lattice antiferrom agnet.T he transition between the N �eeland

param agnetic states is tuned by s, and �4 is a m onopole fu-

gacity w hose bare value is generically nonzero.

between sectorswhose total
ux di�ersby 2�.In the
language ofthe ~n �eld,these are ‘hedgehog’defects.
Furtherm ore,a lattice scale analysis ofthe action of
these m onopolesshowsthatthey carry Berry phases.
W e refer the reader to Ref.[14]for a review of the
physicsofthese m onopoles atand near the quantum
criticalpoint,andm erelysum m arizetheresultsofsuch
an analysishere.Asshown in Fig 3,itisusefulto con-
sider a two-dim ensionalrenorm alization group (RG )

ow in thetuning param eter,s,and a certain quadru-
pled m onopolefugacity,�4.
Thepropertiesofthetheory Sz aredescribed by the

line �4 = 0.There is an unstable �xed point at s =
sc,separating a
ow towardsthem agnetically ordered
N�eelstate fors < sc,from a s > sc 
ow towardsthe
param agnetic spin liquid with a gapless U(1) photon
and gapped spinon excitations.TherelevantRG eigen-
value at s = sc determ ines a spin correlation length
�spin � js� scj

�� which divergesasthecriticalpointis
approached.Fors> sc thereisan energy gap towards
spinfulexcitations� �

�1

spin which vanishesass! s
+
c .

Now considera nonzero �4.Noticethat�4 isirrele-
vantatthes= sc,�4 = 0�xed point.Thism eansthat
the above description ofthe criticalproperties ofSz
appliesalso to the underlying antiferrom agnet.There
is,however,a crucialcaveat.W hile �4 isirrelevantat
the quantum criticalpoint,for s > sc the 
ow of�4

eventually turnsaround and isattracted towardslarge
valuesof�4.Thishappensbecause�4 isarelevantper-
turbation tothelarges�xed pointdescribingtheU(1)
spinliquidphase.Thisphenom enoncharacterizes�4 as
a dangerously irrelevantcoupling atthecriticalpoint.
Forsjustabovesc,thevalueof�4 becom esvery sm all
atlength scales oforder�spin (or energy scales ofor-
der� �

�1

spin
),buteventually becom esoforderunity or

largerata second length scale which we denote�V B S.
Thisbehaveslike�V B S � �

�
spin,where�> 1isacritical

exponent;sowehave�V B S � �spin.Thereisalsoacor-
responding energy scale� �

�1

V B S which ism uch sm aller
than theenergy gap to spin excitations.

ssc

or

Neel order VBS order

Fig. 4. Phase diagram of the S = 1=2 square lattice anti-

ferrom agnet.T he N �eel state breaks spin rotation invariance.

T he V B S state preserves spin rotation invariance but breaks

lattice rotation and translation sym m etries.T he ovals around

the lattice sites representS = 0 com positesofthe electronson

the surrounded sites: these are m eant to schem atically indi-

cated the patttern oflattice sym m etry breaking in the ground

state wavefunction.T he V B S order for s > sc appears only at

a length/tim e scale w hich is m uch larger than the spin corre-

lation length/tim e � �spin.

W hathappensatthescale�V B S ?In short,theprop-
erties ofthe param agnetic phase change com pletely.
The S = 1=2 z� quanta experience a con�ning force,
and theground statebreakslatticetranslation and ro-
tation sym m etriesby thedevelopm entofvalencebond
solid (VBS)order,asillustrated in Fig4.However,the
rem arkable factisthatallthese changesto the para-
m agnetic phase occur without m odifying our earlier
theory ofthe quantum criticalpoint.This ispossible
because the quantum criticalpointhastwo diverging
length/tim escales,onem uch largerthan theother.
ReturningtoourdiscussionofthedestructionofN�eel

orderby liberation ofthe z� quanta,we see thatthis
‘decon�nem ent’happensonly atthe s = sc quantum
criticalpoint.The z� are ultim ately con�ned for all
s> sc,butonly atlength/tim escale so largethatthe
con�nem entphysicshasnoe�ecton thecriticaltheory.

5. Im plicationsfor heavy electron criticality

W enow return toourdiscussion totheinstability of
the heavy Ferm iliquid.The analogy with ourdiscus-
sion in Section 4 should now be evident.In the insu-
latingm agnetsthereisadirectsecond ordertransition
between theN�eelstateand astatewith averydi�erent
kind oforder(thevalencebond solid,VBS).Thism ay
be viewed as being analogous to a direct second or-
dertransition between theheavy Ferm iliquid and the
LM M m etalwhere the loss of‘K ondo order’happens
concom itantly with theappearanceofm agneticorder.
Indeed,both theN�eelstate(oftheinsulating m agnet)
andtheFL state(oftheK ondolattice)arestableHiggs
phasesofa com pactU(1)gauge theory.They are un-
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JH

T

TN

FL

FL*

LMM

Tcoh Tcoh
*Quantum

critical

Fig.5. Phase diagram nearthe conjectured FL to LM M quan-

tum transition.T he two distinct energy scales are m anifested

by the di�ering exponents by w hich T N and Tcoh (or T
�

coh
)

approach the quantum criticalpoint.

stableto a ‘decon�nem ent’transition to theU(1)spin
liquid and theFL* phasesrespectively.However,such
decon�ned phases are rather fragile states ofm atter,
and can ultim ately beunstabletocon�ned phaseswith
conventionalorder.W ereviewed abovetheinstability
oftheU(1)spin liquid intoa VBS state.Itisthen nat-
uralto explore the instability ofthe FL* state to the
LM M ,butin am annerthatthequantum criticality re-
m ains‘decon�ned’.In theinsulating m agnets,thesep-
aration between the two com peting orders (Neeland
VBS)occursnotasa function ofa tuning param eter,
butdynam ically asafunction oflength/tim escale.In-
deed,in the param agnet,the lossofNeelcorrelations
occurs on one length scale � while the pinning ofthe
VBS orderappearson am uch longerlength scale�V B S

thatdivergesasapowerof�.By analogy,fortheheavy
electron system s this strongly suggests that a direct
second order transition between the two appropriate
com peting orders (K ondo order in FL and m agnetic
order in the LM M m etal) is possible but requires at
leasttwo diverging length/tim escalesatthequantum
criticalpoint,with decon�nem entevidentonly atthe
shorterscale(s).
These ideas suggest interesting and im portant di-

rectionsforexperim entalwork on heavy electron sys-
tem s.Arethereindeed two orm oredistinctdiverging
tim e/length scalesnearheavy ferm ion criticalpoints?
In particular,wem ightexpectthatthereconstruction
ofthe Ferm isurface happens (ifit does so at all) at
a tim escale which divergesslowerthan thetim escale
associated with m agnetic 
uctuations.An im m ediate
consequenceisthattheNeeltem perature,TN ,atwhich
m agnetism appearsintheLM M state,willvanishfaster
(i.e.with alargerpowerofthetuningparam eteracross
the quantum phase transition) than the tem perature
scale,Tcoh,atwhich well-de�ned quasiparticlesappear
atthe large Ferm isurface on the FL side (see Fig 5).
Further,on the LM M side,there should be an inter-
m ediatetem peratureregim eTN � T � T

�
coh in which

thepropertiesarethoseofthesm allFerm isurfacestate
FL� described inSection 3.Thetwotem peraturescales

Tcoh and T
�
coh m ustvanish identically on approaching

thequantum criticalpointfrom oppositesides.
M ore generally,thepresenceoftwo orm orediverg-

ing length scaleswilla�ectthe scaling propertiesofa
num berofphysicalquantitiesnearthequantum criti-
calpoint-probesofthem agnetic
uctuationswillscale
withadi�erentlength/tim escalefrom probesof
uctu-
ationsassociated with theFerm isurfacestructure.Ex-
perim entsthatelucidatethecharacterofthesetwopos-
sibly di�erentkindsof
uctuationsareim portant,and
would beextrem elyhelpfulin clarifyingthephysicsbe-
hind thenon-Ferm iliquid behaviornearheavyferm ion
quantum criticalpoints.
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