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In severalexperim entsthem agnitudeofthecontribution ofm agneticim puritiesto theK ondo re-

sistivity showssizedependencein m esoscopicsam ples.Itwassuggested ten yearsago thatm agnetic

surface anisotropy can be responsible for the size dependence in cases where there is strong spin-

orbitinteraction in the m etallic host.The anisotropy energy hasthe form �E = K d(nS)
2
where n

isthevectorperpendicularto theplanesurface,S isthespin ofthem agnetic im purity and K d > 0

isinversely proportionalto distance d m easured from the surface. Ithasbeen realized thatin the

tediouscalculation an unjusti�ed approxim ation wasapplied forthehybridizationsofthehostatom

orbitalswith theconduction electronswhich depend on theposition ofthehostatom s.Nam ely,the

m om enta ofthe electrons were replaced by the Ferm im om entum kF . That is reinvestigated con-

sidering the k-dependence which leadsto singularenergy integrals and in contrary to the previous

resultK d isoscillating like sin(2kF d)and thedistance dependencegoeslike1=d
3
in theasym ptotic

region. As the anisotropy is oscillating,for integer spin the ground state is either a singlet or a

doubletdepending on distance d,butin the case ofthe doubletthere isno directelectron induced

transition between those two states at zero tem perature. Furtherm ore,for half-integer (S > 1=2)

spin itisalwaysa doubletwith directtransition only in halfofthe cases.

PACS num bers:72.15.Q m ,73.23-b,71.70.Ej

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

Therearesubstantialexperim entalevidencesthatthe

am plitudeoftheK ondoe�ectduetom agneticim purities

in m etallicsam plesoflim ited sizearereduced1,2 butwith

unchanged K ondo tem perature.Thatindicatesthatnot

allofthe im puritiescontribute in the sam e way. There

wereearlyspeculationsthatthisreduction appearswhere

the sam ple size iscom parablewith the K ondo screening

cloud. This is incorrect as the K ondo coupling is lo-

caland the only relevant energy scale to be com pared

with the K ondo tem perature is the levelspacing ofthe

conduction electrons which is e.g. zero for sem i-in�nite

sam ples.Lateritwassuggested3 thata m agneticsurface

anisotropy can develop due to the spin-orbitinteraction

in the hostm etal,which hasthe form

H = K d(Sz)
2

(1)

wheretheconstantK d dependson thedistancem easured

from the surfaceofthe sam ple and Sz isthe com ponent

of the im purity spin perpendicular to the surface (see

Fig.1). In those papers2,3,4 it was stated that surpris-

ingly K d forlargedistancesisalwayspositiveand decays

with the �rst power of the distance. That result was

notquestioned in Ref.[5]. Recently,one ofthe authors

(L.Sz.) hascalled theattention to an unjusti�ed approx-

im ation in the previouslengthy calculation3,4 which can

be responsible for the very surprising results. Thatap-

proxim ation was that in the hybridizations ofthe host

atom orbitals with the conduction electrons which de-

pend on the position ofthe hostatom s (see Eq.(3)and

(9) ofRef.[4]),the m om enta ofthe electrons were re-

placed by the Ferm im om entum kF . That is even not

the casein the derivation ofthe Friedeloscillation6.

n

d

n’

z

FIG .1:The m agnetic im purity ata distance d from the sur-

face in a m etallic host with hom ogeneously dispersed spin-

orbitscattererslabeled by n.

M eanwhile great e�orts has been m ade to derive the

surface anisotropy by using electronic structure calcu-

lations. First Szunyogh and G yor�y calculated the

anisotropy in sem i-in�nite Au host for F e im purities7.

They found thatK d isan oscillating function ofthe dis-

tance d and the am plitude falls as 1=d2. That was a

calculation ofm ean �eld type and the discrepancy be-

tween those and the analyticalones was not surprising

asin the latter the diagram scalculated are beyond the

m ean �eld approxim ation. Recently,Szunyogh,Zar�and,

G allego, M u~noz and G yor�y8 have developed another

m odel, where the spin-orbit interaction was placed on

the d-levelof the im purity instead of the host. They

considered the Friedeloscillation in thedensity ofstates

nearby the Ferm ienergy due to the presence ofthe sur-

face and the di�erentd-orbitalsofthe im purity coupled

di�erently to theseoscillationsand thatisrealized in the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610843v2
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oscillating anisotropy decaying as1=d2. Itisinteresting

to note thatthe Hartree-Fock m ean �eld approxim ation

and thediagram beyond thatplayequalrole.W earealso

inform ed thatvery elaboratecalculationsby A.Szilva,L.

Szunyogh,G .Zar�and,and M .C.M u~noz9 are in progress

wherethespin-orbitinteraction in thehostisconsidered.

The relative im portance ofthe spin-orbitinteractions

on thed-leveland thehostm aterialm ustbevery speci�c

forwhich im purity atom and hostm etalare considered

and the �nalanswercan be given only by detailed elec-

tronicstructurecalculations.

Thepresentanalyticalcalculation isfocused attheos-

cillating behavior and the decay rate of the K d func-

tion. Allof the results are obtained in the large dis-

tance asym ptotic region,as the preasym ptotic calcula-

tion would be even m ore di�cult. The consequencesof

the oscillating behavior willbe discussed at the end of

thepaper.Them ain goalisto presentcorrectanalytical

resultto be com pared in the future with the num erical

results which m ay lead to the resolution ofthe present

discrepancies. The com parison with the experim ents is

left for the future when the num ericalcalculation will

be com pleted by which the very relevantpreasym ptotic

behaviorisalso achievable.

The Paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

presenttheoutlineoftheproblem and calltheattention

to thedi�erencesin thecalculation com pared to theear-

lierworks3,4.In Section IIIthe integralswith respectto

the energies are perform ed which are crucialin obtain-

ing thecorrectform oftheanisotropy.Theconsequences

are analyzed in the Conclusions. Som e of the m atrix

elem entsand furtherdetailsofthe calculationsare pre-

sented in AppendicesA and B,respectively.

II. T H E O U T LIN E O F T H E P R O B LEM

The m agnetic im purity scatters the electron in the

l= 2 orbitalchanneland thespin-orbitscattering isalso

restricted to those3,4. Asin Ref.[3,4]we startwith the

conduction electron propagator leaving and arriving at

the im purity and in m eantim e it is scattered by one of

the heavy hostatom due to strong spin-orbitscattering.

The G reen’s function has a sim ple form in the coordi-

nate system where the im purity isin the origin and the

scattering atom ison the z-axisata position R n,which

is called the localsystem labeled by n. The Anderson

m odel10 is used for the scattering d-levels of the host

atom and thespin-orbitscattering isassum ed to happen

on the d-leveland that determ ines the sym m etry. Fol-

lowing Ref.[4]the conduction electron G reen’sfunction

in �rstorderofthe spin-orbitcoupling is

G km �;k0m 0�0(i!n) =
�kk0�m m 0���0

i!n � "k

+
X

n

1

i!n � "k

W kk
0

m m
0

��
0

(R n)

(i!n � !d)(i!n � !d)

1

i!n � "k0
;(2)

wherenow thek-dependencein W and the!-dependence

in the d-level G reen function is kept i.e. G d(i!n) =
1

i!n � !d
where !d = "d � i� and "d (m easured from the

Ferm ilevel) and � are the energy and width ofthe d-

level,respectively and � 2 � m � 2 for the conduction

electrons.

In Eq.(2)now

W kk
0

m m
0

��
0

(R n)=

�V
2

�

B
+
(k;k

0
)�

�
+ B

�
(k;k

0
)�

+
+ B

z
(k;k

0
)�

z

�

m m 0��0

:(3)

which follows from a sim ilar calculation like in Ref.[4]

and � is the strength of the spin-orbit interaction.

B � (k;k0) and B z(k;k0) are 5� 5 m atrices in the quan-

tum num berm ,having the form

B
+

m m 0(k;k
0
)=

p
(3+ m 0)(2� m0)vm (k)vm 0(k

0
)�m ;m 0+ 1;

(4a)

B
�

m m 0(k;k
0
)=

p
(3� m0)(2+ m 0)vm (k)vm 0(k

0
)�m ;m 0� 1;

(4b)

B
z
m m 0(k;k0) = m vm (k)vm 0(k

0
)�m ;m 0; (4c)

where the vm (k) m atrix elem ents given in Appendix A

arethesam easin Eq.(13)ofRef.[4].Thesearecom bina-

tionsofoscillating functionslike sin(kR n)and cos(kR n)

com bined with powerslike (kR n)
� m � n (n = 1;2;:::).

3k 4k

2k1k

J J
n’

n

FIG .2: The self-energy diagram for the im purity spin. The

doublelinerepresentsthespin,thesingle one theconduction

electrons.Thesolid circlesstand fortheexchangeinteraction

and the� labeled by n forthee�ectivespin-orbitinteraction

on the orbitalofthe hostatom atR n.

The nextstep ofthe calculation isthe rotation ofthe

coordinatesystem from then-localonetothatonewhere

thez-axisisperpendicularto thesurface.Theanglebe-

tween the z-axis ofthe old (zn) and the new (z) coor-

dinate system is labeled by � n. The calculation ofthe

spin factorofthe self-energy diagram (see Fig.2)giving

theanisotropy fortheim purity spin isalso sim ilarto the

originalone(see Eqs.(21)-(25)ofRef.[4]).

Theaverageoverthepositionsofthescattering atom s

R n and R n0 m ustbe perform ed forthe whole volum e of

the sam ple, separately. For the sake ofsim plicity the

continuouslim itisapplied outsidetheim purity spin.As

itwasshown in the earlierworks2,3,4 in orderto getthe

dom inantcontribution one ofn-sisnearby the im purity

and theotheroneexperiencestheexistenceofthesurface

atlargedistances.
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The analyticalpart ofthe self-energy diagram Fig.2

now is,however,m orecom plicated asW -sdepend alsoon

fourdi�erentelectronicm om enta and thecorresponding

energiesappearin the energy denom inatorsofthe elec-

tron G reen’s functions. In this way the prefactors also

depend on the m om enta and thatplaysa crucialrole in

the following.

Forthe sake ofsim plicity we considerthe conduction

electron band with constant density ofstates �0 in the

energy interval� D < " < D where " ism easured from

the Ferm ienergy and we willassum e linear dispersion,

i.e. the corresponding k-values are k = kF + "

vF
where

vF isthe Ferm ivelocity.

As in a noble m etalhost like C u,Ag or Au the d-

band is below the Ferm ienergy,itdoes not give a new

singularity in the energy integrals(see Section III),thus

wecan replacethed-levelpropagatorby a constant"
� 1
0 .

Calculating the contribution ofthe diagram in Fig.2

we applied the Abrikosov’s pseudoferm ion technique11

for the spin. After perform ing the sum m ation overthe

M atsubara-frequenciesweget

�
4
0

DZ

� D

d"1

DZ

� D

d"2

DZ

� D

d"3

DZ

� D

d"4

�
1

"1 � "2

(1� nF ("1))nF ("3)

"3 + ! � "1

1

"3 � "4

+ ("1 $ "2)+ ("3 $ "4)+ ("1 $ "2 and "3 $ "4)

�

�

�

S
2
F1(R n;�n;R n0;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)

+ S
2
zF2(R n;�n;R n0;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)

�

; (5)

where! istheenergy ofthespin afteranalyticalcontin-

uation and theF1,F2 functionsgiven in Appendix A are

de�ned in the sam eway asin Ref.[4].

As that diagram contains two host atom s, averages

haveto betaken overn and n0.According to oursim ple

m odel4 the anisotropy factor3,4 followsas

K =
1

a6

Z

d
3
R n

Z

d
3
R n0�

4
0

DZ

� D

d"1

DZ

� D

d"2

DZ

� D

d"3

DZ

� D

d"4

�
1

"1 � "2

(1� nF ("1))nF ("3)

"3 + ! � "1

1

"3 � "4

+ ("1 $ "2)+ ("3 $ "4)+ ("1 $ "2 and "3 $ "4)

�

� F2(R n;�n;R n0;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4); (6)

wherea3 isthe size ofthe volum eperhostatom .

Changing the order ofthe sum m ation over the host

atom swith the energy integrals,the form ercan be eval-

uated in a sim ilarway likein Ref.[4].

Eq.(29)ofRef.[4]now reads

K = �
4
0

DZ

� D

d"1

DZ

� D

d"2

DZ

� D

d"3

DZ

� D

d"4

�
1

"1 � "2

(1� nF ("1))nF ("3)

"3 + ! � "1

1

"3 � "4

+ ("1 $ "2)+ ("3 $ "4)+ ("1 $ "2 and "3 $ "4)

�

�

�
1

a6

1Z

d

dR nR
2
n

dZ

r0

dR n0R
2
n0

�
J1(R n;R n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)

+ J1(R n;R n0;k3;k4;k1;k2)
�

+
1

a6

1Z

d

dR nR
2
n

1Z

d

dR n0R
2
n0J2(R n;R n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)

�

; (7)

wherer0 isa shortdistancecuto� in rangeoftheatom ic

radius,and

J1(R n;R n0;k1;k2;k3;k4) = (2�)
2

�Z

�n ;m in

d�n sin�n

�

�Z

0

d�n0 sin�n0F2(R n;R n0;�n;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4); (8)

J2(R n;R n0;k1;k2;k3;k4) = (2�)
2

�Z

�n ;m in

d�n sin�n

�

�Z

�n 0;m in

d�n0 sin�n0F2(R n;R n0;�n;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4); (9)

where�n;m in = arccos(d=R n),�n0;m in = arccos(d=R n0)

Sinceaccordingtotheearlierworks2,3,4 thelargestcon-

tribution com esfrom the�rstpartofEq.(7)correspond-

ing to J1 wewillconsiderthat.

Theevaluation oftheintegralswith respectto �n and

�n0 gives

J1(R n;R n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)=
4

15
J
2
�2�V 2�

"20

�2d(R
2
n � d2)

R 3
n

�
�
3v0(k2;R n)v1(k1;R n)+ 3v0(k1;R n)v1(k2;R n)

� 2v1(k1;R n)v1(k2;R n)+ 2v1(k2;R n)v2(k1;R n)

+ 2v1(k1;R n)v2(k2;R n)� 8v2(k1;R n)v2(k2;R n)
�

�
�
3v0(k4;R n0)v1(k3;R n0)+ 3v0(k3;R n0)v1(k4;R n0)

+ v1(k3;R n0)v1(k4;R n0)+ 2v1(k4;R n0)v2(k3;R n0)

+ 2v1(k3;R n0)v2(k4;R n0)+ 4v2(k3;R n0)v2(k4;R n0)
�
: (10)
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Ifk1,k2,k3,k4 arereplaced by kF thatgivesback the

halfofEq.(B2)ofRef.[4].

After a straightforward calculation of the integrals

with respect to R n and R n0 (see Appendix B) the �rst

partofEq.(7)corresponding to J1 reads

�
4
0

DZ

� D

d"1

DZ

� D

d"2

DZ

� D

d"3

DZ

� D

d"4

�
1

"1 � "2

(1� nF ("1))nF ("3)

"3 + ! � "1

1

"3 � "4

+ ("1 $ "2)+ ("3 $ "4)+ ("1 $ "2 and "3 $ "4)

�

�
4

15
J
2
�2�V 2�

"20

�2

�
�
C (k1d;k2d)D (k3d;k4d)+ C (k3d;k4d)D (k1d;k2d)

�
;(11)

wherethefunctionsC and D aregiven by Eqs.(B5)and

(B11),respectively.

As C and D are sym m etric in their variables we can

changetheintegration variablesaccordingtothechanges

indicated in theenergydependentfactorin theintegrand

ofEq.(11)resulting in a sim plerform like

�
4
0

DZ

0

d"1

DZ

� D

d"2

0Z

� D

d"3

DZ

� D

d"4

�
1

"1 � "2

1

"3 + ! � "1

1

"3 � "4

�

4
4

15
J
2
�2�V 2�

"20

�2

�
�
C (k1d;k2d)D (k3d;k4d)+ C (k3d;k4d)D (k1d;k2d)

�
;(12)

wherewehaveexploited the1� nF ("1)and nF ("3)factors

aswell.

III. T H E EN ER G Y IN T EG R A LS

In thefollowing theasym ptoticbehaviorforlargedis-

tancesd is considered,therefore,only the leading order

in 1

d
iskepteverywhere.

Forlargedistancestheradialelectronicwavefunctions

are fastoscillating asthe energy ischanged. These fast

oscillations lead to essentialcancellations. In order to

keep track ofthe cancellationsin the lim it d ! 1 ,the

Riem ann theorem with the�rstasym ptoticcorrection is

applied in the following form 12

bZ

a

dsf(s)cos(xs)�
f(b)sin(xb)

x
�
f(a)sin(xa)

x
(13a)

and

bZ

a

dsf(s)sin(xs)�
f(a)cos(xa)

x
�
f(b)cos(xb)

x
(13b)

which isvalid in the leading orderin 1=x where f m ust

be integrable.

Let us consider the integrations with respect to the

energies. In the �rst part ofEq.(12) the integralwith

respectto "2 is

DZ

� D

d"2
C (k1d;k2d)

"1 � "2
=

kF +
D

vFZ

kF �
D

vF

dk2
C (k1d;k2d)

k1 � k2
: (14)

Introducing a new integration variable �k = k2 � k1
and using lineardispersion " = vF (k � kF ),the integral

reads

�

� k1+ kF +
D

vFZ

� k1+ kF �
D

vF

d(�k)
C (k1d;(k1 + �k)d)

�k

= �
d3

a3

� k1+ kF +
D

vFZ

� k1+ kF �
D

vF

d(�k)

�
�
fc+ (k1d;(k1 + �k)d)(cos[2k1d]

cos[�kd]

�k

� sin[2k1d]
sin[�kd]

�k
)

+ fc� (k1d;(k1 + �k)d)
cos[�kd]

�k

+ fs+ (k1d;(k1 + �k)d)(sin[2k1d]
cos[�kd]

�k

+ cos[2k1d]
sin[�kd]

�k
)

+ dfs� (k1d;(k1 + �k)d)sin[�kd]

+ �kd
2
fci(k1d;(k1 + �k)d)

�
�
C i[(2k1 + �k)d]� C i[�kd]

��
; (15)

where we used the sym m etry property of the cosine

integral function C i[� x] = C i[x] and trigonom etrical

identities13.

Toevaluatetheterm scontainingtheC i[x]function we

use

C i[x]= �

1Z

x

du
cosu

u
= �

1Z

1

dv
cosxv

v
(16)

and changethe orderofthe integrationswith respectto

v and �k.

Due to the cosine and sinefunctionsin the integrand,

the integralis determ ined by the singularity at�k = 0

(k2 = k1).Searching forthatweexpand the f-functions

around k1d in their second variablesand then drop the

term swhich are notsingularat�k = 0.Then the inte-
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gralEq.(15)is

�
d3

a3

� k1+ kF +
D

vFZ

� k1+ kF �
D

vF

d(�k)

�
cos[�kd]

�k

�
fc+ (k1d;k1d)cos[2k1d]

+ fc� (k1d;k1d)+ fs+ (k1d;k1d)sin[2k1d]
�

+
sin[�kd]

�k

�
� fc+ (k1d;k1d)sin[2k1d]

+ fs+ (k1d;k1d)cos[2k1d]
�
�

: (17)

The range of the integrations can be extended to

� 1 ! 1 asthose integralsareindependentofd,while

the added partsare fastoscillating and,therefore,they

are O ( 1

kF d
) as it can be proved by using the Riem ann

theorem given by Eq.(13)also.Then using

1Z

� 1

d(�k)
cos[�kd]

�k
= 0 (18)

and

1Z

� 1

d(�k)
sin[�kd]

�k
= �; (19)

wegetforEq.(14)

DZ

� D

d"2
C (k1d;k2d)

"1 � "2
=

=
d3

a3
�

�

fc+ (k1d;k1d)sin[2k1d]� fs+ (k1d;k1d)cos[2k1d]

�

�
d3

a3
�

�
3825

4(k1d)
6
sin[2k1d]�

225

2(k1d)
5
cos[2k1d]

�

� �
d3

a3

225�

2(k1d)
5
cos[2k1d]; (20)

where we kept only the leading order contribution in

1=k1d as k1d � kF d � 1 according to the range ofthe

integration with respectto k1 ("1)in Eq.(12).

Let’sturn to the integration with respectto "1 in the

�rstpartofEq.(12)i.e.to

DZ

0

d"1

"3 + ! � "1

DZ

� D

d"2
C (k1d;k2d)

"1 � "2
=

= �
d3

a3

DZ

0

d"1

"3 + ! � "1

225�

(k1d)
5

1

2
cos[2k1d]

= �
d3

a3

kF +
D

vFZ

kF

dk1

k3 +
!

vF
� k1

225�

(k1d)
5

1

2
cos[2k1d]: (21)

As "3 < 0 (k3 < kF ) in Eq.(12) and ! � 0 the in-

tegrand hasno singularitiesin the range ofthe integra-

tion,thusin orderto �nd theleading ordercontribution

in 1=kF d we can apply the Riem ann theorem given by

Eq.(13).Then Eq.(21)is

DZ

0

d"1

"3 + ! � "1

DZ

� D

d"2
C (k1d;k2d)

"1 � "2
�

�
d3

a3

vF

"3 + !

225�

(kF d)
5

1

2

sin[2kF d]

2d

=
225�

(kF a)
3

"F

"3 + !

1

4

sin[2kF d]

(kF d)
3

(22)

in leading orderin 1=kF d,where we keptonly the con-

tribution ofthe lower lim it,as the contribution ofthe

upperlim itofthe integralin Eq.(22)isproportionalto

1=D ,thusitisoflowerorder.

Now we haveto evaluate the rem aining integralswith

respectto "3 and "4 in the �rstpartofEq.(12)i.e.

0Z

� D

d"3
1

"3 + !

DZ

� D

d"4
D (k3d;k4d)

"3 � "4
: (23)

Starting with the �rstpartofEq.(23)corresponding to

theg functionsin D (seeEq.(B11)),weintroduceagain

new integration variable �k = k4 � k3 and use linear

dispersion.ThusEq.(23)reads

kFZ

kF �
D

vF

dk3
1

k3 � kF + !

vF

kF +
D

vFZ

kF �
D

vF

dk4
D (k3d;k4d)

k3 � k4

= �

kFZ

kF �
D

vF

dk3
1

k3 � kF + !

vF

�

� k3+ kF +
D

vFZ

� k3+ kF �
D

vF

d(�k)
D (k3d;(k3 + �k)d)

�k
(24)

and in the �rst part containing the g functions (see

Eq.(B11))wecan repeattheconsiderationsused in per-

form ing the integralswith respectto "1 and "2 giving

d3

a3
�

kFZ

kF �
D

vF

dk3
1

k3 � kF + !

vF

�

�

gc+ (k3d;k3d)sin[2k3d]� gs+ (k3d;k3d)cos[2k3d]

�

:(25)

Since kF � D

vF
> 0 we can again apply the Riem ann

theorem given by Eq.(13). The term scom ing from the
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lowerlim itoftheintegralsarelessby 1=D than theterm s

com ing from the upperlim itofthe integralwhich give

�
d3

a3
�
vF

!

�

�

gc+ (kF d;kF d)
cos[2kF d]

2d
+ gs+ (kF d;kF d)

sin[2kF d]

2d

�

� �
d3

a3
�
vF

!

�

�
225

2(kF d)
4

cos[2kF d]

2d
�

1125

(kF d)
5

sin[2kF d]

2d

�

� �
1

(kF a)
3

"F

!

225�

4(kF d)
2
cos[2kF d]; (26)

where only the leading ordercontribution in 1=kF d was

kept.

Turning to the second partofEq.(23)corresponding

to the h functionsin D (see Eq.(B11)),afterusing the

following properties

h(k3d;k4d;
r0

d
)=

1

(kF d)
3
h(

k3

kF
;
k4

kF
;kF r0) (27)

forthe hc+ =c� =s+ functions(see Eq.(B13))and

(k3 � k4)dhs� (k3d;k4d;
r0

d
)

= (
k3

kF
�

k4

kF
)

1

(kF d)
3
hs� (

k3

kF
;
k4

kF
;kF r0) (28)

for the hs� function,and introducing the s =
k3
kF

and

t=
k4
kF

new integration variables,weget

1

(kF a)
3

P1(kF r0;!)

15�
; (29)

where

P1(x;!)= 15�

1Z

1� D

"F

ds
1

s� 1+ !

"F

1+ D

"FZ

1� D

"F

dt
H (s;t;x)

s� t

(30)

and

H (s;t;x) = hc+ (s;t;x)cos[(s+ t)x]

+ hc� (s;t;x)cos[(s� t)x]

+ hs+ (s;t;x)sin[(s+ t)x]

+ (s� t)hs� (s;t;x)sin[(s� t)x]: (31)

Thusthe term scorresponding to the h functionsgived-

independentcontribution,therefore Eq.(23)isEq.(29)

in leading orderin 1=kF d.

Com bining thatwith Eqs.(22)and (12)wegetforthe

�rstpartofEq.(12)in leading orderin 1=kF d

16"F (J�0)
2�

2�2

"40

1

(kF a)
6
P1(kF r0;!)�

sin[2kF d]

(kF d)
3
; (32)

where � = �V 2�0 is the width ofthe d-levels due to

hybridization10.

Turning to thesecond partofEq.(12),afterchanging

the integration variables as "1 $ "3 and "2 $ "4 and

perform ingsim ilarcalculation asbeforewegetin leading

orderwith respectto 1=kF d

16"F (J�0)
2�

2�2

"40

1

(kF a)
6
P2(kF r0;!)�

sin[2kF d]

(kF d)
3
; (33)

where

P2(x;!)= 15�

1+
D

"FZ

1

ds
1

s� 1� !

"F

1+
D

"FZ

1� D

"F

dt
H (s;t;x)

s� t
:

(34)

Thusthe anisotropy factorcom ing from the �rstpart

of Eq. (7) corresponding to J1 { giving the leading

contribution2,3,4 { in leading orderin 1=kF d is

K = 16"F (J�0)
2�

2�2

"40

1

(kF a)
6
P(kF r0;!)

sin[2kF d]

(kF d)
3
;

(35)

where

P(x;!)= P1(x;!)+ P2(x;!) (36)

which is�nite for! = 0.

EvaluatingP bynum ericalintegrationitturnsoutthat

forx � 114 theintegralswith respectto tand saredom -

inated by the t= s and s = 1 singularity,respectively.

Thus

P(x;! = 0)� 15�

2Z

0

ds
H (s;s;x)

s� 1
ln

�
�
�
�

s

s� 2

�
�
�
�

= 15�H (1;1;x)
�2

2
(37)

whereweused D = "F .In TableIwecom paretheresults

obtained by num ericalintegration and by Eq.(37) for

x � 0:5� 1:5.

x 0.5 0.75 1 1.25 1.5

P
num

(x;! = 0:01) -135.8 -428.1 -916.5 -1552.9 -2215.9

P
appr

(x;! = 0) -138.3 -438.4 -952.6 -1664.6 -2514.1

TABLE I:Com parison ofP
num

(x;! = 0:01)obtained by nu-

m ericalintegration and P
appr

(x;! = 0)obtained by Eq.(37)

forx � 0:5� 1:5.

The result Eq. (35) for the anisotropy factor is es-

sentially di�erent from the earlier one (see Eq.(31) of

Ref.[4]) obtained by an unjusti�ed assum ption which

correspondsform allytotheapproxim ationC (k1d;k2d)�

C (kF d;kF d)and D (k3d;k4d)� D (kF d;kF d)in Eq.(12).

Them ain di�erencesare

� itcontainsthe oscillating factorsin[2kF d]



7

� the asym ptotic distance dependence is 1

(kF d)
3 in-

stead of 1

kF d
,thusitisessentially weaker

� instead of the f(!
D
)Pold(kF r0) factor which con-

tainstheshortrangecuto� r0 and estim ated to be

between 50� 950 for! � 0 and kF r0 � 0:5� 1:5,

we have Pnew (kF r0;!) which is for ! = 0 and

kF r0 � 0:5� 1:5 between � 140 and � 2500,

thusin theasym ptoticregion using thesam eparam eters

asin Eq.(32)in Ref.[4]

0:01

(d=�A)3
eV < jK dj<

1:75

(d=�A)3
eV: (38)

Finally,thequestion can be raised how justi�ed isthe

assum ption ofhom ogeneousdistribution ofthespin-orbit

scatterers. In order to give the answer in the following

the scatterersare considered hom ogeneously distributed

on sheetswhich areparallelto thesurfaceand separated

by a distance a. According to the previousworks3,4 the

pair ofsheets in equaldistances from the im purity do

notcontributeto the anisotropy,thusonly the unpaired

onesm ustbe considered.The sheetn isin the distance

na from the im purity and only sheetswith n > d=a are

considered.Asitwasdiscussed in Ref.[2,3,4]one ofthe

two scatterers n and n0 is nearby the im purity and the

otherone isfarfrom iton one ofthe sheetsconsidered.

Therefore, the contribution of the sheets are additive.

The contribution ofsheetn can be easily obtained from

the presentcalculation as

K n = a
@

@d
K djd= n a

; (39)

wherethederivativegivesthecontributionofan in�nitely

narrow layerand the prefactorprovidesthe correctnor-

m alization.Thusthe�nalresultin theasym ptoticregion

is

K =

1X

n> d

a

K n �
X

n> d

a

2akF
cos(2kF na)

(kF na)
3

; (40)

wherethe om itted prefactoristhe sam easin Eq.(35).

Thusthe separate sheetscontribute by di�erentsigns

and am plitude. Due to the fast decay by increasing n

only sheets ofrestricted num bers are essential. Adding

the contribution ofthe sheets with di�erent signs and

am plitudes(likely random ly distributed)the�nalam pli-

tude ofthe anisotropy jK jcan be largerthan jK djthus

the 1

d3
decay rate can be som ewhatreduced.The situa-

tion isdi�erentin a coherentcase with kF a = p� where

p isinteger.Foreven p the contributionshavethe sam e

sign and
P

n> d

a

1

n3 �
a
2

d2
which providesaslowerdecayrate.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

The am plitude of the anisotropy is oscillating and

weaker than the one earlier estim ated3,4. In these

changes the sharp edge in the R-integralthus the ex-

istence ofthe surface iscrucial. W e used a uniform dis-

tribution ofthe spin-orbitscatterersin space.Consider-

ing the question how the resultsarechanged in the case

where continuum layersofthe scatterersareconsidered,

itisargued thatthe overallbehaviorisnotexpected to

change,butonly the am plitude can be in
uenced m od-

erately. Furtherm ore,itis assum ed,that the spin-orbit

scattering is point like,but a �nite extension rd (it is

assum ed thatkF rd < �)sm earssom ewhatthe sin[2kF d]

function in Eq.(35).Theactualsizeofthatcan beesti-

m ated only by electronic structure calculationsand cer-

tainly willbe included in the recentwork ofone ofthe

authors(L.Sz.) and hiscoworkersin progress9.

The way how the spin is frozen by the surface

anisotropy is essentially di�erent from the previous

works3,4 as K d is not always positive (see Fig.3) and

also dependswhetherthespin isintegerorhalf-integer.

Kd > 0

Sz= + 1

Sz= 0

Sz= + 2

Kd< 0

doublet

Sz= + 2

Sz= + 1

Sz= 0_

_

singlet

_

_

no scattering

(a)

Kd > 0

Sz=   1/2

Sz= + 3/2

Sz= + 5/2

Kd< 0

doublet

Sz= + 5/2

Sz= + 3/2

Sz=   1/2

+

+

doublet

_

_

_

_

_

_

scattering

(b)

no scattering

FIG .3: The levelsplitting due to the surface anisotropy for

(a) integer (e.g. S = 2) and (b) half-integer (e.g. S = 5=2)

spins. Itisalso indicated whetherthe electronscan be scat-

tered by the degenerate ground statesornot.

� Integer spin (e.g. S = 2): the ground state is ei-

ther singlet or doublet depending on the sign of

K d,however,the electron cannot be scattered by

transition in the doublet as the spin m om entum

di�erenceis�S = � 4 and theturning theelectron

spin allows only �S = � 1. Thus the spin at low

tem perature can be com pletely frozen in.

� Half-integer spin (e.g. S = 5=2):the ground state

is always doublet, however, in one of the cases

�S = � 1 which can cause scattering in contrary

to the case where �S = � 5. Thus only halfof
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the im purities can cause electron spin 
ips atlow

tem perature.Thatisdi�erentfrom the previously

assum ed K d > 0 case.

Thisresultshowsanalogieswith Ref.[15]wherem ag-

neticm oleculeswith largespinson m etallicsurfacewere

considered.Thespin levelsaresplitin a sim ilarway and

electroninduced transitionsareallowedonlybetweencer-

tain levels.

Forcom parisonwith experim entthepreasym ptoticbe-

haviorisvery essentialwhich isbeyond the scope ofthe

present paper. The electronic calculations in progress9

m ustprovidethose inform ation including the am plitude

ofthe anisotropy asin the otherm odelin Ref.[8].

Thepresentresultsvalid in theasym ptoticregion can

provide a good possibility to testthe num ericalcalcula-

tion. Detailed com parison with experim ents m ust wait

for com pleting the num ericalcalculation which is going

to providem orenecessary inform ation.
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A P P EN D IX A

Thevm (k)m atrix elem entsarethesam easin Eq.(13)

ofRef.[4]:

v0(k;R n) = 10

�
sin(kR n)

2kR n

+
3cos(kR n)

(kR n)
2

�
12sin(kR n)

(kR n)
3

�
27cos(kR n)

(kR n)
4

+
27sin(kR n)

(kR n)
5

�

; (A1a)

v1(k;R n) = 15

�

�
cos(kR n)

(kR n)
2

+
5sin(kR n)

(kR n)
3

+
12cos(kR n)

(kR n)
4

�
12sin(kR n)

(kR n)
5

�

; (A1b)

v2(k;R n)= 15

�

�
sin(kR n)

(kR n)
3
�
3cos(kR n)

(kR n)
4

+
3sin(kR n)

(kR n)
5

�

:

(A1c)

The F1 and F2 functionsare de�ned in the sam e way

asin Ref.[4],nam ely

F1(R n;�n;R n0;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)=
2J2

"40
f1122; (A2a)

and

F2(R n;�n;R n0;�n0;k1;k2;k3;k4)

=
2J2

"40
(f1111 � f1212 � f1122); (A2b)

where

f�1�2�3�4 =
X

m m 0

~W k1k2
m 1m 2

�1�2

(R n;�n)~W k4k3
m 2m 1

�4�3

(R n0;�n0): (A3)

~W givestheform ofW in therotated coordinatesystem

(where the z-axisis perpendicularto the surface)given

by

~W kk
0

m m
0

��
0

(R n;�n)= �m + �;m 0+ �0

X

�m �m
0

����
0

d
(2)

m �m (�n)d
(1=2)

��� (�n)

� Wkk0
�m �m

0

����
0

(R n)d
(2)

�m 0m 0(� �n)d
(1=2)

��0�0 (� �n) (A4)

where the W igner-form ula for rotation m atrices16 was

used.

A P P EN D IX B

Here we perform the integrations with respect to R n

and R n0 in the �rstpartofEq.(11). Letus startwith

the integration with respectto R n,nam ely

~C (k1;k2) :=
1

a3

1Z

d

dR nR
2
n

d(R 2
n � d2)

R 3
n

�
�
3v0(k2;R n)v1(k1;R n)+ 3v0(k1;R n)v1(k2;R n)

� 2v1(k1;R n)v1(k2;R n)+ 2v1(k2;R n)v2(k1;R n)

+ 2v1(k1;R n)v2(k2;R n)� 8v2(k1;R n)v2(k2;R n)
�
:(B1)

Aftersubstitutingthevm (k;R n)m atrixelem entsgiven

by Eq.(A1) and introducing the dim ensionless integra-

tion variable y = R n=d and notations t1 = k1d and

t2 = k2d weget

~C (k1;k2)= C (k1d;k2d); (B2)

where

C (t1;t2) =
d3

a3

1Z

1

dy
y2 � 1

y

�
�
Cc+ (t1;t2;y)cos[(t1 + t2)y]

+ Cc� (t1;t2;y)cos[(t1 � t2)y]

+ Cs+ (t1;t2;y)sin[(t1 + t2)y]

+ Cs� (t1;t2;y)sin[(t1 � t2)y]
�
: (B3)

Theoccurring integralswith respectto y look like

G c(t;n):=

1Z

1

dy
y2 � 1

y

cos[ty]

yn
; (B4a)

and

G s(t;n):=

1Z

1

dy
y2 � 1

y

sin[ty]

yn
: (B4b)
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Evaluating the G s and G c functions analytically by

using M ATHEM ATICA,weget

C (t1;t2)=
d3

a3

�
fc+ (t1;t2)cos[t1 + t2]

+ fc� (t1;t2)cos[t1 � t2]

+ fs+ (t1;t2)sin[t1 + t2]

+ (t1 � t2)fs� (t1;t2)sin[t1 � t2]

+ (t1 � t2)
2
fci(t1;t2)

�
C i[t1 + t2]� C i[t1 � t2]

��
;(B5)

wherefort1 = t2 = t� 1

fc+ (t;t)�
3825

4t6

fc� (t;t)� �
225

2t4

fs+ (t;t)�
225

2t5

fs� (t;t)�
225

2t4

fci(t;t)�
225

2t4
(B6)

and C i[t]= �
1R

t

ducosu

u
isthe cosineintegralfunction.

Letusconsidernow theintegration with respecttoR n0

in the �rstpartofEq.(11):

~D (k3;k4) :=
1

a3

dZ

r0

dR n0R
2
n0

�
�
3v0(k4;R n0)v1(k3;R n0)+ 3v0(k3;R n0)v1(k4;R n0)

+ v1(k3;R n0)v1(k4;R n0)+ 2v1(k4;R n0)v2(k3;R n0)

+ 2v1(k3;R n0)v2(k4;R n0)+ 4v2(k3;R n0)v2(k4;R n0)
�
:(B7)

Aftersubstituting the vm (k;R n0)m atrix elem entsgiven

by Eq. (A1) and introducing the dim ensionless inte-

gration variable y0 = R n0=d and notations t3 = k3d,

t4 = k4d,and y0 = r0=d weget

~D (k3;k4)= D (k3d;k4d); (B8)

where

D (t3;t4) =
d3

a3

1Z

y0

dy
0
y
02

�
�
D c+ (t3;t4;y

0
)cos[(t3 + t4)y

0
]

+ D c� (t3;t4;y
0
)cos[(t3 � t4)y

0
]

+ D s+ (t3;t4;y
0
)sin[(t3 + t4)y

0
]

+ D s� (t3;t4;y
0
)sin[(t3 � t4)y

0
]
�
: (B9)

The occurring integralswith respectto y0 look like

H c(t;n):=

1Z

y0

dy
0
y
02cos[ty

0]

y0n
; (B10a)

and

H s(t;n):=

1Z

y0

dy
0
y
02sin[ty

0]

y0n
: (B10b)

Evaluating the H s and H c functions analytically by

using M ATHEM ATICA,weget

D (t3;t4)=
d3

a3

�
gc+ (t3;t4)cos[t3 + t4]

+ gc� (t3;t4)cos[t3 � t4]

+ gs+ (t3;t4)sin[t3 + t4]

+ (t3 � t4)gs� (t3;t4)sin[t3 � t4]

+ hc+ (t3;t4;y0)cos[(t3 + t4)y0]

+ hc� (t3;t4;y0)cos[(t3 � t4)y0]

+ hs+ (t3;t4;y0)sin[(t3 + t4)y0]

+ (t3 � t4)hs� (t3;t4;y0)sin[(t3 � t4)y0]
�
;(B11)

wherefort3 = t4 = t� 1

gc+ (t;t)�
225

2t4

gc� (t;t)�
225

2t4

gs+ (t;t)� �
1125

t5

gs� (t;t)�
1125

2t6
(B12)

and

hc+ (t3;t4;y0)=
20250

t53t
5
4y

7
0

�
8100

t33t
5
4y

5
0

�
20250

t43t
4
4y

5
0

�
8100

t53t
3
4y

5
0

+
1350

t23t
4
4y

3
0

+
6525

2t33t
3
4y

3
0

+
1350

t43t
2
4y

3
0

�
225

2t23t
2
4y0

; (B13a)

hc� (t3;t4;y0)= �
20250

t5
3
t5
4
y7
0

+
8100

t3
3
t5
4
y5
0

�
20250

t4
3
t4
4
y5
0

+
8100

t53t
3
4y

5
0

+
1350

t23t
4
4y

3
0

�
6525

2t33t
3
4y

3
0

+
1350

t43t
2
4y

3
0

�
225

2t23t
2
4y0

; (B13b)

hs+ (t3;t4;y0)=
20250

t43t
5
4y

6
0

+
20250

t53t
4
4y

6
0

�
1350

t23t
5
4y

4
0

�
8100

t33t
4
4y

4
0

�
8100

t43t
3
4y

4
0

�
1350

t53t
2
4y

4
0

+
1125

2t23t
3
4y

2
0

+
1125

2t33t
2
4y

2
0

; (B13c)

and

hs� (t3;t4;y0)= �
20250

t53t
5
4y

6
0

+
1350

t33t
5
4y

4
0

�
6750

t43t
4
4y

4
0

+
1350

t53t
3
4y

4
0

�
1125

2t33t
3
4y

2
0

: (B13d)
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