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A bstract

W e review recent work on the instability of the heavy Fem 1 liquid state FL) of the K ondo lattice towards a
m agnetic m etal In which the localm om ents are not part of the Fem i sea. U sing insights drawn from the theory
ofdecon ned quantum criticality of insulating antiferrom agnets, we discuss the possibility ofa direct second order
transition between the heavy Femn i liquid and such a m agnetic m etal. W e suggest the presence of at least two
distinct diverging tim e scales — the shorter one descrbes uctuations associated w ith the reconstruction of the
Fem isurface, whilk a longer one describes uctuations of the m agnetic order param eter. T he interm ediate tim e
scale physics on the m agnetic side is suggested to be that of a novel fractionalized Fem i liquid FL*) state w ith
decon ned neutralS = 1=2 excitations. T his could ultin ately devolve into the m agnetic phase w ith conventional

order at one of the larger tim e scales. E xperim ental In plications for this scenario are noted.
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1. Introduction

A rem arkable realization of Landau’s Fem i liquid
theory ofm etals occurs In the heavy fem ions’ class of
m aterials. Indeed, it has long been known that at low
tem peratures these can typically be described w ithin
the Fem iliquid paradigm , albeit w ith strongly renor—
m alized param eters (for instance, e ective m asses of
order 10° 10 the band m ass).M icroscopically, this
class ofm aterialm ay be m odelled as possessing local-
ized m agnetic m om ents coupled to a separate set of
conduction electrons. T he heavy Fem 1iliquid (see Sec—
tion 2 below) is understood by a lattice analog of the
Kondo screening of the localized m om ents. C rudely
speaking, the localized m om ents \dissolve" into the
Ferm 1 sea. Luttinger’s theorem for the volum e of the
resulting Fem i surface includes both the conduction
electrons and those form ing the localm om ents.
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In contrast, recent experin entalw ork has focused on
situations where the Fem i liquid description of such
m etals appears to break down in a rather strongm an-—
ner. Such non-Fem iliquid behavior occursm ost strik—
Ingly in the vicinity of zero tem perature phase tran-—
sitions out of the heavy Fem i liquid —typically to a
m agnetically ordered m etal. H ow ever there is little the—
oretical understanding of this breakdown ofthe Fem i
liquid paradigm .

Q uite generally, two distinct kinds of m agnetically
ordered m etalsare possible in heavy ferm ion m aterials.
In one them agnetisn isto be viewed asa spin density
wave instability arising out of the parent heavy Fem i
licquid state.C rudely speaking, thism agnetism m ay be
viewed as arising from in perfectly K ondo-screened lo—
calm om ents.W ew ill refer to such a state asthe SDW
metal. A di erent kind of m agnetic m etallic state is
also possbl where the localized m om ents order due
to RKKY exchange interactions, and do not partici-
pate In the Fem i surface of the m etal. The \K ondo
order" present in the heavy Fem i liquid is absent in
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such a m aterial. W e w ill denote this second m agneti-
cally ordered m etalasa Jocalm om entm agneticm etall
or LMM metal O ften the distinction between these
two kinds ofm agnetic states can bem ade sharply: the
Fem i surfaces in the two states m ay have di erent
topologies (albeit the sam e volum e m odulo that ofthe
B rillouin zone ofthe ordered state) so that they cannot
be an oothly connected to one another.

There is a well developed theory for the quantum
transition between the heavy Fem i liquid and the
SDW metal [1]which, however, often fails to produce
the non-Ferm 1iliquid physics observed In experin ents.
It is therefore tem pting to assum e that when non-
Femm i liquid physics is seen at a m agnetic ordering
transition out of the heavy Fem 1iliquid, the resulting
m agnetic state isthe LM M m etalratherthan the SDW
m etal. H ow ever, there is no theoretical understanding
of such a transition. Indeed, a num ber of basic con—
ceptual questions arise. C an there be a second order
transition where the X ondo order’ ofthe heavy Ferm i
liquid disappears concom itantly with the appearance
ofm agnetic long range order? W hat is the theoretical
description of such a transition? W ill it reproduce the
cbserved non-Fermm iliquid physics in theheavy ferm ion
m etals near theirm agnetic ordering transition?

T he answers to these questions are not known w ith
con dence at present. In thispaperwe w ill review our
recent w ork on related questionsin a num berofsin pler
contexts. Based on the lessons from these studies we
w illpresent som e ideason the transition from theheavy
Ferm iliquid to the LM M m etal, and their In plications
for experim ents.

2. Theheavy Ferm iLiguid,FL

M uch of our understanding of the heavy femm ion
com pounds isbased on the K ondo lattice m odel:
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Thism odelconsists of a density n. of conduction elec—
tronsc  wih dispersion x (k ism om entum and ="

;# isa spin Index) Interacting w ith £ electron spins Sy
(r isa lattice position, and ~ are the P aulim atrices) via
an antiferrom agnetic K ondo exchange coupling Jx .

T here is a well accepted theory ofthe form ation ofa
heavy fem ion liquid state (hereafter referred to asthe
FL state) In thism odel R{4]. The charge of the f,
electrons is fully localized on the rare-earth sites, and
so one initially in agines that these electrons occupy a

at dispersionless band, as shown in Fig la.Thisband
has to be half- lled, and so we must place it at the
Ferm ilevel. The ¢ electrons are in agined to occupy
their own conduction band.N ext, it isargued R], that

v
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Fig.l. Conventionaltheory oftheFL state.A com pletely atf
electron \band" (dashed line in (a)) m ixesw ith the conduction
electrons to obtain the renom alized bands in (b). There is a
single Fem i surface at ks in the FL state containing states
whose num ber equals that of the £ and c electrons com bined.

theK ondo exchange isequivalent to tumingon a an all
hybridization between these two bands.W e represent
this hybridization by a non-zero expectation valie of
the bosonic operator

X
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W ih ho.i non-zero, the two bands willm ix and lad
to the renom alized bands shown in Fig 1b.A cru-
cialpoint is that because the £ band was initially dis—
persion less, there is absolutely no overlap between the
renom alized bands. H ence the occupied states are en—
tirely w ithin the lower band, and one obtains a single
Fem isurfacew ithin wavevectorkr :thevolum ew ithin
kr is detem ined by the totaldensity of c and f elec-
trons. T his is precisely the Fem ivolum e predicted in
the lin it of weak interactions between the electrons
by the Luttinger theorem .M oreover, as in F ig 1b, the
Fermm isurface is in a region where the electrons are pri-
m arily have a £ character, and consequently the band
is still quite at| this accounts for the large e ective
m ass of the ferm Jonic quasiparticles.

A key technical feature ofthe theory ofthe FL state
is presence of an em ergent com pact U (1) gauge eld.
This is a consequence of the quenching of the charge

uctuations on the f electron sites i.e. the constraint

X
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is obeyed at every rare earth site. T his constraint im -
plies that that theory is Invariant under the spacetin e
dependent U (1) gauge transfom ation
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where is In aghary tin e. A ffer integrating out high
energy degrees of freedom , this nvariance leads to the
em ergence of a dynam ical com pact U (1) gauge eld
A ( isa spacetin e Index, and tom pact’ refers to the



invariance of the theory underA ! A + 2 .Notice
also that the bosonic eld b in Eq. (2) also carries a
U (1) gauge charge. Theb eld is condensed in the FL
state, and so In this state the U (1) gauge theory can be
considered to be in a H iggs’ phase.T he appearance of
thebH iggscondensatealsom eansthatA  uctuations
are quenched, and so are relatively Innocuous in the
FL state.

W e are interested here in the m anner in which this
heavy FL state m ay be destroyed by perturbations at
zero tem perature (T). An in portant early proposal
m ade by D oniach [B] was that the state could be un—
stable to m agnetic ordering ofthe £ m om ents, induced
by a RKKY exchange coupling between them :
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A ssum ing thism etallic state is the SDW m etalnoted
in Section 1, such a quantum phase transition can be
analyzed [1] In a m anner sim ilar to the SDW instabil-
iy In an ordinary Fem i liquid. In such an approach
one assum es that once the heavy FL state has form ed
between the £ and c electrons, the resulting quasipar-
ticles Iose m em ory of their origin, and behave like or-
dinary Yight’ quasiparticles.

A s discussed in Section 1, here we will review our
recent work [6,7] exploring another route to the break—
down ofthe FL state ofHx + Hy .Here, the Kondo
Jattice origins of the F L state play a central role, and
the focus is on the breakdow n ofthe hybridization’ or
K ondo screening’ between the £ and c bands. M ag—
netic order m ay well appear at very low energies (in
aLMM metal) once the FL state has been disrupted;
how ever, thisw illbe viewed as a secondary or ¥piphe—
nom enon’, and the prim ary physics is that of the de—
struction ofthe H iggs phase ofthe U (1) gauge theory.

O therdistinct points of view are in Refs. B{10].

3. The fractionalized Fem iliguid, FL*

A s noted above, the only active degrees of freedom
on the f sites are the spins, and this is captured by the
f, operators.T he exchange coupling In Hy can m ove
this spin between sites, and so the initial assum ption
above ofa dispersionless £ band m ay be questioned.So
Jet us reconsider the above argum ent starting from a £
band which has a dispersion of order Jy , as shown In
Fig 2 @).W hen the hybridization energy, in Eq. 2), is
on a scale larger than Jy , the physicsisas in Section 2.
H ow ever, as the hybridization decreases, it is clearthat
eventually therew illbe band overlap, and theF L state
w ill have 2 occupied bands, as shown in Fig 2b, w ith
two Fermm iw avevectors, kr 1 and kr » .N evertheless, this
is still a conventional F L. state, in that the totalnum —

cold Fermi
surface

surface

Fig.2. (@) TheFL* statew ith a cold Femm isurﬁaceath .Thef
ferm ions form a spin liquid, and are schem atically represented
by the dashed dispersion. (o) The FL state which obeys the
conventional Luttinger theorem , but has two Fem isurfaces.

ber of states contained between both Fem i surfaces
still equals the totalnum ber of c and f electrons, and
the conventional weak-coupling Luttinger theorem is
still obeyed. H owever, it has been argued [11,6] that
it is now possible to reach a nite coupling quantum
critical point where the H iggs condensate disappears
and Hoi= 0.The nite dispersion ofthe f band m eans
that it is not alw ays energetically preferable to have a
b condensate, as was the case in Refs. [3,4]. Further—
m ore, carefil gauge-theoretic argum ents can be m ade
6] that the transition from a statewih Hoi6 0 to a
state w ith Hoi = 0 is indeed a sharp phase transition at
T = 0.H owever, there isno conventionall.andau order
param eter for this transition, and there isno analog of
such a transition at T > 0 (although aT > 0 transition
between a statewith Hoi 6 0 and a statewih Hoi= 0
does appear n mean eld theory [12]).Rather, it isa
transition characterized by a change in the topologi-
cal character ofthe ground state w avefunction, in that
the fate ofthe A  eld dynam ics undergoes a qualita—
tive change.

So what isthe nature ofthe state, w hich we denoted
FL*,wih Hoi = 0 obtained by increasing Jy ? First, it
isa Fem iliquid in the sense that the c electrons form
a conventional Fem isurface, w ith sharp electron-like
quasiparticlesat ky (seeF ig 2a) . H owever, the volum e
enclosed by this Fem i surface contains states whose
num ber equals only the num ber of ¢ elctrons; this
violates the conventional Luttinger theorem . C losely
linked w ith thisnon-LuttingerFem ivolim e isthe fate
of the spin m om ents on the f electrons. These fom
a spoin liquid’ state, which does not break any lattice
translational sym m etries and fully preserves spin ro—
tation invariance (i.e. there is no m agnetic m om ent).
The soin liguid state contains S = 0 excitations of
the gauge eld, A , which ram ain gapless if the U (1)
gauge group rem ainsunbroken (spin liquid statesw ith
a Z, gauge group are also possibl), alongw ith thenow
charge neutralS = 1=2 £ fem ions.A fairly rigorous



argum ent can bem ade [6,13] show ing that the unusual
Ferm ivolum e of the FL* phase requires the em ergent
collective gauge excitations represented by A

O urwork also presented [6]a description ofthe quan—
tum critical point between the FL and FL* phases.
W ithin the FL phase, as one m oves towards the FL*
phase, the two Fem i surfaces at kr 1 and kg » behave
di erently. The Fem isurface at kr 1 evolves into the
Femm i surface at kr 1In the FL* state, and this re—
m ains vold’ near the quantum critical point: there is
no strong scattering of these quasiparticles, and the
electron quasiparticle residue rem ains nite across the
transition. In contrast, the Femn i surface at kr, be-
com es hot’: the lifetin e of the quasiparticles becom es
short, and the quasiparticle residue decreases and ul-
tin ately vanishes at the quantum critical point. The
dynam ics of the quasiparticles exhbits non-Ferm i lig—
uid behavior at the quantum critical point. N ote that
this anom alous behavior extends across the entire hot
Fem i surface, In contrast to the isolated hot spots’
that appear In the SDW theory [1]. The self energies
also have a fullm om entum dependence, In contrast to
theories of Yocal criticality P].

4. D econ ned quantum criticality in insulating
antiferrom agnets

It isusefulto Interpret the approach ofthe FL state
to the FL* state described above as a approach to a
decon nem ent transition ofthe f ferm ions.In theFL
state these are bound’ to the ¢ by the H iggs conden-
sate of (2),theulin ate low energy quasiparticles carry
charge e and S = 1=2, and there are no strong A

uctuations. At the quantum criticalpoint, neutralf

quanta are lberated, and the A  uctuations becom e
much stronger. T he present theory [6] of this critical
point treats these gauge uctuations perturbatively —
for reasons explained In Ref. 6] thism ay be legitin ate
in spatial dinm ension d = 3, but not necessarily so in
d= 2.Inthe lattercase it isentirely possible that there
are additionalnon-perturbative e ectswhich have not
been filly accounted for.

To explore the possble consequences of such
decon nem ent-driven quantum criticality, we con-—
sider here a sin pler insulating system forwhich much
progress has recently been m ade [7] In understanding
the non-perturbative consequences of gauge uctua-
tions. W e describe the square lattice S = 1=2 H eisen—
berg antiferrom agnet, In portant In its applications to
the physics ofthe cuprates. Thisisam odelin the class
Hy ofthe f mom ents alone, w ith no m etallic charge
carriers. W hen the exchange Interactions are predom —
inantly nearest neighbor, the ground state long-range
N eelorder, In which them om ents are polarized along

opposite collinear directions on the two sublattices.A s
is conventional, we characterize the local orientation
ofthis orderby a unit vector edn, / ( 1f"YS..It
tums out to be usefulto further express the vector ar
In spinor variables by

RNy =2, ~ 2 6)
where z,r, z,4 are com plex spinors obeying
er"jz + jzr#jz =1: 7

Asin Egs. 3), 4),Eqg. (7) In plies that the theory for
the z hasa com pact U (1) gauge invariance

Zy ! ozy ei‘(); 8)
and an associated com pactU (1) gauge eld A .In the
present situation, it is possible to use spin and lattice
sym m etries, and the absence ofgapless Ferm isurfaces,
to w rite down an explicit e ective action for the gauge
theory in the continuum lim it:

Z
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Here s is a tuning param eter w hich we use to destroy
N eelorder, and we w ill then describe the consequences
ofgauge uctuations at the resulting quantum critical
point. The N eel phase is obtained when s < 0, and
the z are condensed with hz 16 0. In other words,
the N eelphase is the H iggs phase of the present gauge
theory, In close analogy to ourdiscussion in Sections 2,
3 for the FL phase. Here too the H iggs condensate
quenchesthegauge uctuations,andm orphsthem into
a S = 0 collective m ode of pairs of spin waves.

Now It us approach the quantum critical point,
which isat s= s; (say).Here, thez aregaplessS =
1=2 quanta which Interact via exchange ofthe gapless
U (1) gaugequantaofA .Inasense,thez quantahave
been decon ned, but som e care has to used w ith this
term inology because the z also acquire an anom alous
din ension [14].

W e can continue the sam e analysis into the param —
agnetic phase wih s > sc and hz i = 0, where the
properties of the theory S, are really quite sin ple, and
describeaU (1) spin liquid ground state.Thez quanta
are sharply de ned S = 1=2 quasiparticles (soinons)
and they interact via exchange of A quanta, which
now have a true M axw ellphotonic form .

W hilke sin ple and direct, the above story tums out
to be fundam entally incom plete, and this breakdown
likely has in plications for the FL to FL* transition
we described earlier. In taking the continuum lim it
to Eqg. (9), we have lost Inform ation on the com pact—
ness of A (i.e. nvarianceunderA ! A + 2 ).A
com pact U (1) gauge theory in 2+ 1 din ensions allow s
m onopole point defects, which are tunnelling events
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Fig. 3. Renom alization group ows for the S = 1=2 square
Jattice antiferrom agnet. T he transition between the N eel and
param agnetic states is tuned by s, and 4 is a m onopole fu—
gacity whose bare value is generically nonzero.

between sectors whose total ux di ersby 2 . In the
language of the n eld, these are hedgehog’ defects.
Furthem ore, a lattice scale analysis of the action of
these m onopoles show s that they carry Berry phases.
W e refer the reader to Ref. [14] for a review of the
physics of these m onopoles at and near the quantum
criticalpoint, and m erely sum m arize the resultsofsuch
an analysishere.A sshown in Fig 3, it isusefiilto con—
sider a two-dim ensional renom alization group RG)

ow in the tuning param eter, s, and a certain quadru—
pled m onopole fiigacity, 4.

T he properties of the theory S, are described by the
line 4 = 0.There is an unstabl xed point at s =
Sc, separating a ow towards them agnetically ordered
Neelstate fors < s., from a s> s. ow towards the
param agnetic soin liquid w ith a gaplss U (1) photon
and gapped spinon excitations.T he relevant RG eigen—
value at s = s. detem Ines a spin correlation length

spin B 8 which divergesasthe criticalpoint is
approached.For s > s. there is an energy gap towards
spinfiil excitations Spljn which vanishesass ! s. .

Now consider a nonzero 4.Notice that 4 is irrele-
vantatthes= s., 4= 0 xedpoint.Thism eansthat
the above description of the critical properties of S,
applies also to the underlying antiferrom agnet. T here
is, however, a crucial caveat.W hilke , is irrelevant at
the quantum critical point, for s > s the ow of 4
eventually tums around and is attracted tow ards large
valuesof 4.Thishappensbecause 4 isa relevantper-
turbation to the lJarge s xed point describing the U (1)
spin liquid phase.T hisphenom enon characterizes 4 as
a dangerously irrelevant coupling at the critical point.
Fors just above s¢, thevalue of 4 becom esvery sm all
at length scales of order i (Or energy scales of or-
der Splin ), but eventually becom es of order unity or
larger at a second length scale which we denote ysgs .
Thisbehaveslke vgs spinrWhere > 1isacritical
exponent; sowehave ygs spin - T here isalso a cor-
responding energy scale 4 which ismuch sm aller
than the energy gap to spin excitations.

Neel order — — VBS order

Y

Sg S

Fig. 4. Phase diagram of the S = 1=2 square lattice anti-
ferrom agnet. T he N eel state breaks spin rotation invariance.
The VBS state preserves spin rotation invariance but breaks
Jattice rotation and translation sym m etries. T he ovals around
the lattice sites represent S = 0 com posites of the electrons on
the surrounded sites: these are m eant to schem atically indi-
cated the patttem of lattice sym m etry breaking in the ground
state wavefunction.The VB S order for s > s, appearsonly at
a length/tim e scale which is m uch larger than the spin corre—
lation length/tim e spin -

W hathappensatthescale yss ? In short, the prop—
erties of the param agnetic phase change com pletely.
The S = 1=2 z quanta experience a con ning force,
and the ground state breaks lattice translation and ro—
tation sym m etries by the developm ent ofvalence bond
solid (VB S) order, as illustrated in F ig 4.H ow ever, the
rem arkable fact is that all these changes to the para—
m agnetic phase occur w thout m odifying our earlier
theory of the quantum critical point. T his is possible
because the quantum critical point has two diverging
Jength/tin e scales, one m uch larger than the other.

R etuming to ourdiscussion ofthe destruction ofN eel
order by lberation of the z quanta, we see that this
Yecon nem ent’ happens only at the s = s quantum
critical point. The z are ultin ately con ned for all
s> sc,butonly at length/tin e scale so large that the
con nem entphysicshasnoe ecton the criticaltheory.

5. Im plications for heavy electron criticality

W enow retum to ourdiscussion to the instability of
the heavy Fem iliquid. T he analogy w ith our discus—
sion in Section 4 should now be evident. In the insu—
lating m agnets there is a direct second order transition
betw een the N eelstate and a state w ith a very di erent
kind of order (the valence bond solid, VBS).Thism ay
be viewed as being analogous to a direct second or-
der transition between the heavy Fem 1iliquid and the
LM M metalwhere the Ioss of X ondo order’ happens
concom itantly w ith the appearance ofm agnetic order.
Indeed, both the N eelstate (ofthe insulating m agnet)
and theF L state (oftheK ondo lattice) are stable H iggs
phases of a com pact U (1) gauge theory. T hey are un-
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Fig.5. Phase diagram nearthe conjctured FL to LM M quan—
tum transition.The two distinct energy scales are m anifested
by the di ering exponents by which Ty and Teen (0r T.y)
approach the quantum criticalpoint.

stable to a Yecon nem ent’ transition to the U (1) spin

liquid and the F L * phases respectively. H ow ever, such
decon ned phases are rather fragile states of m atter,
and can ultin ately beunstableto con ned phasesw ith

conventionalorder. W e review ed above the instability
oftheU (1) spin liquid into a VB S state. It isthen nat—
ural to explore the Instability of the FL* state to the
LM M ,butin am annerthat the quantum criticality re—
m ains Yecon ned’.In the insulating m agnets, the sep—
aration between the two com peting orders (N eel and
VBS) occurs not as a function of a tuning param eter,
but dynam ically asa function of length/tin e scale. In—
deed, In the param agnet, the loss of N eel correlations
occurs on one length scale while the pinning of the
VBS order appearson am uch longer length scale vss

that divergesasapowerof .By analogy, ortheheavy
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 metal) is possbl but requires at
Jeast two diverging length/tim e scales at the quantum

critical point, w ith decon nem ent evident only at the
shorter scale(s) .

These ideas suggest interesting and im portant di-
rections for experin entalwork on heavy electron sys—
tem s. A re there indeed two orm ore distinct diverging
tim e/length scales near heavy femm ion critical points?
In particular, wem ight expect that the reconstruction
of the Fem i surface happens (if it does so at all) at
a tin e scale which diverges slow er than the tin e scale
associated w ith m agnetic uctuations.An inm ediate
consequence isthat theN eeltem perature, Ty ,atwhich
m agnetism appearsinthelM M state,w illvanish faster
(ie.w ith a Jargerpow er ofthe tuning param eter across
the quantum phase transition) than the tem perature
scale, Teon , @t which well-de ned quasiparticles appear
at the lJarge Fem isurface on the FL side (see Fig 5).
Further, on the LM M side, there should be an inter-
m ediate tem perature regin e Ty T Teon In which
theproperties are those ofthe an allFerm isurface state
FL described in Section 3.T hetw o tem perature scales

Teon and T,y must vanish identically on approaching
the quantum criticalpoint from opposite sides.

M ore generally, the presence of two orm ore diverg—
Ing length scales willa ect the scaling properties of a
num ber of physical quantities near the quantum criti-
calpoint -probesofthem agnetic uctuationsw illscale
w ith a di erent length/tim e scale from probesof uctu-
ations associated w ith the Fermm isurface structure.E x—
perin entsthat elucidate the characterofthesetwopos-
sbly di erent kindsof uctuations are Im portant, and
would be extrem ely helpfiilin clarifying the physicsbe-
hind thenon-Fem iliquid behaviornearheavy ferm ion
quantum critical points.
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