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T he underscreened K ondo e�ect: a two S= 1 im purity m odel
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Laboratoire de Physique desSolides,Universit�e Paris{Sud,Bât.510,91405 Orsay,France

Abstract

Theunderscreened K ondo e�ectisstudied within a m odeloftwo im purities

S= 1 interacting with theconduction band and via an interim purity coupling

K ~S1:
~S2.Usingam ean-�eld treatm entofthebosonized Ham iltonian,weshow

thatthereisno phasetransition,buta continuouscross-overversusK from a

non K ondo behaviourto an underscreened K ondo one.Fora sm allantiferro-

m agneticcoupling (K >0),a com pletely asym m etricsituation isobtained with

ones= 1

2
com ponentstrongly screened by theK ondo e�ectand theotherone

alm ostfree to yield indirectm agnetism ,which shows�nally a possible coex-

istencebetween a RK K Y interaction and a localK ondo e�ect,asobserved in

Uranium com poundssuch asU P t3.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Kondo Cerium com pounds have been extensively studied from both experim entaland

theoreticalpointofview. In thiscase,the Kondo e�ectiswelldescribed by eitherthe s-f

exchangeHam iltonian with a Sf = 1

2
spin screened by only oneconduction electron channel

[1]ortheso-called Coqblin-Schrie�erHam iltonian[2]when orbitaldegeneracyand spin-orbit

coupling aretaken into account;in thetwo preceding cases,there isan equalnum berof4f

and conduction electrons. The ground state ofthe regularKondo e�ectisa nonm agnetic

singlet state in the case ofa single im purity [1]and the low tem perature properties are

characterized by a Ferm i-liquid behaviour. In the case ofheavy-ferm ion com pounds,there

isa strong com petition between the Kondo e�ectand the m agnetic ordering,which yields

eithernonm agneticorm agnetically ordered Cerium Kondo com pounds[3,4].

On the other hand,som e Uranium com pounds,such as UPt3,present also a heavy-

ferm ion behaviourand arealso superconducting.UPt3 hasan outstanding behaviour,since

itundergoesatransition toan antiferrom agneticordering with atiny ordered m agneticm o-

m entof0:02� 0:01�B below aNeelTem peratureTN � 5K [5]and becom essuperconducting

below Tc � 0:5K [6].A heavy-ferm ion behaviourcharacterized by a largeelectronicspeci�c

heatconstant � 0:4 J/m oleK 2 [7]and a T2 term oftheresistivity [8]isobserved in UPt3

atlow tem peratures.A third characteristictem peratureTS = 17:6K given by them axim um

ofthem agneticsusceptibility correspondsapproxim atively to theonsetofspin uctuations

[8].The heavy-ferm ion characterdecreaseswith pressure [7,8],while the antiferrom agnetic

orderdisappearsatroughly 5 kbar[9].

Therealnatureofthem agneticorderin UPt3 isstilla controversialsubject,becauseno

sm all-m om entantiferrom agnetism hasbeen observed in a recent�SR study ofpure UPt3

[10]. Neutron-di�raction experim ents [11]have been also recently carried out on single-

cristalline sam ples ofthe heavy-ferm ion pseudobinary alloys U(Pt1� xPdx)3. At low Pd

concentrations,x=0.002 and x=0.005,sm all-m om entm agneticorderisobserved below 6K,

justlikein UPt3.Forlargex values,aclearm agneticorderexists,with am agneticm om ent
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ofO.35 �B for x=0.02 and 0.62 �B for x=0.05 and with an increasing NeelTem peraure

TN =3.5K forx=0.02 and TN =5.9K forx=0.05. These recent experim ents on UPt3-based

alloysshow thatthem agneticorderisaregularantiferrom agneticoneforx�0.02,whilethe

origin ofthem agneticorderisstillcontroversialforUPt3;thequestion arisestoknow ifthe

m agneticm om entofUPt3 isa reallong-rangeoneora so-called "short-range" with a very

largecorrelation length.

Other Uranium com pounds nam ely UB e13 [12],URu2Si2 [13],UN i2Al3 [14{16]and

UPd2Al3 [14{16]present also at low tem peratures a weak m agnetic ordering with sm all

m agneticm om ents,followed atstilllowertem peraturesby atransition toasuperconducting

state. These Uranium com pounds are characterized by a Neeltem perature (TN =8.8K in

UB e13 [17],17.5K in URu2Si2 [13],4.6K in UN i2Al3 [16]and 14K in UPd2Al3 [16])larger

than thesuperconducting tem perature(respectively 0.85K,0.8K,1K and 2K)and by large

valuesofthe electronic speci�c heatconstant. The valuesofthe m agnetic m om entsare

rathersm all,exceptin thecaseofUPd2Al3 wherean ordered m agneticm om entof0.85 �B

hasbeen deduced from an elastic neutron scattering study [18]. The origin ofthese sm all

m agneticm om entsand theeventualsim ilarity between Uranium and Cerium com poundsas

CeCu2Si2 have been discussed in m any papers[19{21]. The exactnature ofthe m agnetic

ordering in theseUranium com poundsisnotde�nitively established.Howevertheexistence

ofboth a heavy-ferm ion characterand a weak-m agneticordering seem sto becharacteristic

ofUranium com pounds, while the question is m ore controversialin Cerium com pounds

such asCeCu2Si2,where the existence ofa weak m agnetic orderhasnotbeen de�nitively

established and any way depends on the sam ple com position [20]. According to Steglich

etal,[20]recentexperim entssupportthe coexistence oftwo possible channelsofso called

"localized" and "itinerant" 5fstates in Uranium com poundsand these two 5fsubsystem s

appearto beonly weakly coupled to each otherin UPd2Al3 forexam ple.

Thus,thepurpose ofthe presentpaperisto presentan explanation forthe coexistence

oftheheavy-ferm ion characterand tiny ordered m agneticm om entsin Uranium com pounds

such asUPt3.Thisexplanation isbased onthe"underscreened Kondom odel"which appears
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to beappropriateto describethe5f2 con�guration ofUranium atom s.

Theunderscreened Kondom odelcorrespondstothecase2S > n,whereS isthelocalized

spin and n thenum berofscreening channelscom ing from conduction electrons[22].W ewill

describe herethesim plecaseoftheunderscreened Kondo e�ectwith S=1,n=1 butindeed

it is certainly necessary to include the orbitaldegeneracy and spin-orbit e�ects to give a

good description ofcom poundssuch asUPt3.

Theunderscreened S=1 one-im purity Kondo Ham iltonian isgiven by:

H =
X

~k

�~k	
y

~k
	 ~k

+ J
X

~k;~k0

	
y

~k
~�	 ~k0

:~S (1)

where 	
y

~k
= (	

y

~k;"
;	

y

~k;#
) is a conduction electron spinor and S is a SU(2) 1-spin. The

Ham iltonian (1)hasbeen studied inthegeneralcontextoftheunderscreened Kondoproblem

using renorm alization m ethods[23]and hasbeen solved exactly by the Bethe Ansatz [24]

m ethod and conform altheory argum ents[25].

Theground statehasa2-fold degeneracy corresponding toan unquenched spin 1

2
,whose

theresidualcouplingtotheFerm iseaisferrom agneticandscalestozeroatlow tem peratures.

ThestrongFerm i-liquid �xed pointisstable.Thelow-energy electronicexcitationsarefree-

electron likeand them anybodyinteractionsinduced bytheKondoe�ectlead,atlow energy,

to a sim plephaseshiftwhich isequalto � = �

2
.

II.G EN ER A L C O N SID ER AT IO N S O N T H E T W O -IM P U R IT Y K O N D O

P R O B LEM

The two-im purity Kondo problem with a spin s = 1

2
on each im purity,em bedded in a

conduction electron band with only onen=1channel,hasbeen extensively studied by m any

authorsin the lastten years.A recentreview ofthem ain workscan befound in Ref.[26].

The two-im purity problem providesa sim ple m odelto study the com petition between the

Kondo e�ectand theindirectRuderm an-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY)interaction.

W ewould like to study herethetwo-im purity Kondo problem with a spin S=1 on each
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im purity and with only one n=1 channelfor conduction electrons. W e consider two S=1

spinssym m etrically located aboutthe origin and interacting whith a Ferm igas.The total

Ham iltonian isthesum ofthethreefollowing term s:

H o =

Z

d
3~k �(~k)	

�y

~k
	
�~k

(2)

H k =

Z

d
3~k1

Z

d
3~k2 	

�y

~k1
�
�
�	 � ~k2

:[V (~k1)
�
V (~k2)~S1 + V (� ~k1)

�
V (� ~k2)~S2];

H i= K ~S1
~S2

where S1 and S2 are two S=1 im purities. V (~k) is proportionnalto the Anderson m odel

hybridization m atrix elem entand weadoptheretheparticularchoiceofRef.[26].V (~k)and

K areconsidered astwoindependentparam eters.Theparam eterK takesintoaccountboth,

allthedirectexchangesbetween S1 and S2 and theRKKY interaction between two s=1/2

spins(oneofS1 and thesecond ofS2),de�ned by:

K (R)=
J2

E F

cos2kF R

(2kF R)
3

(3)

where,R isthedistancebetween S1 and S2 and E F istheenergy attheFerm ilevel.

Therearetwo stableobviouslim itsforthisproblem :

{ when K �! +1 ,the two S=1 spins tend to form a singlet ofspin and,therefore,the

electron gas is nota�ected by the presence ofthese two im purities. There are no Kondo

e�ectand a zero phaseshift� fortheconduction band.

{ when K �! �1 ,on the contrary,the two im puritiesbehave asan e�ective single S=2

im purity with n=2channelsofconduction electronsinteractingwith it.In thisKondoe�ect,

only a S=1 spin ofthee�ective im purity isscreened;the rem aining low-energy conduction

electron degrees offreedom are decoupled from it,but yield a � = �

2
phase shift in both

channels. Itcorrespondsto a localFerm i-liquid-�xed-pointand,therefore,the m any-body

interactionslead to a sim plephaseshiftatlow energy.

Thus,thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto study theS=1 two-im purity problem forall

K values. The centralquestion is,therefore,to know ifthe localFerm i-liquid description
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stillholdsforallK valuesatT=0 orsim ilarly ifthephaseshiftoftheconduction electrons

variescontinuously with K atT=0.

In the case ofthe two s = 1

2
Kondo im purities,there m ust be,as a function ofK,a

phasetransition,buttheexistenceofa criticalpointisstillcontroversial,sinceforexam ple

num ericalrenorm alization group calculationsyield a criticalpoint,while�nite-tem perature

M onte Carlo (M C)calculations[27]do notshow evidence forsuch a criticalpoint. Thus,

thequestion ofan eventualphasetransition hasto bealso discussed in ourcaseoftwo S=1

spins.

Thus, in the present section, we willpresent the m ain features of the two-im purity

problem ,which have been already developed forthe s= 1

2
case,in particularin the recent

papersofA�eck etal.[26]and Sireetal.[28].TheHam iltonian (2)istransform ed by using

successively an one-dim ension m apping and theclassicalbosonization technique,exactly as

in thepreviouss= 1

2
case.

In thenextsection III,wewilldescribeourwork on thespeci�cS=1 two-im purity prob-

lem and we use successively the Jordan-W ignertransform ation to referm ionize the Ham il-

tonian and a speci�c m ean �eld approxim ation to treatthe problem . The di�erentcases,

especially K=0 and K>0 foran antiferrom agneticcoupling,willbethen discussed.

A .T he one-dim ensionalm apping

W e follow here the notationsofthe recentpaperby A�eck etal[26]on the two s = 1

2

im purity caseand wejustrecallthem ain pointsforourstudy ofthetwo S=1 im purities.

Asusual,weconsidera � function interaction in (2),with theim puritiesat�
~R

2
,so that:

V (~k)= Voe
i~k

~R

2 (4)

Forcertain choicesforthedispersion relation �(~k)and m atrix elem entV (~k),theHam il-

tonian (2)has a particle-hole (PH) sym m etry. Invariance ofH o under the PH sym m etry

requires:�(~k)= ��(~k0),where~k and ~k0arechanged to each otherby thePH sym m etry.

InvarianceofH k underthisPH sym m etry requires:
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V (~k0)= V (~k)� and V (� ~k0)= V (�~k)�ei� (5)

where� isjusta phaseindependentofk [26].

To apply the bosonization technique to this problem ,one �rst shows that H can be

reduced exactly to an one-dim ensionalHam iltonian. Forthat,one m akes a projection on

iso-energy surfaces in ~k space;two ~k are only retained by the Kondo e�ect and one can

de�nethetwo following �elds:

	 � ;E =

Z

d
3~k �(�(~k)� E )V (�~k)	 ~k

(6)

Hence,odd and even com binationsofthesetwo �eldsarede�ned:

	 e;E =
	 + ;E + 	 � ;E

N e(E )
; 	 o;E =

	 + ;E � 	 � ;E

N o(E )
(7)

where

N e;o(E )=

Z

d
3~k �(�(~k)� E ):jV (~k)�V (�~k)j2 (8)

to satisfy theanticom m utation rules:f	 E ;	
y

E g+ = �(E � E0)

Only thesetwo �eldsappearin H and wecan rewrite:

H o =

Z

dE E [	
y

e;E 	 e;E + 	
y

o;E 	 o;E ]; (9)

H k =

Z

dE dE
0[N e(E )N e(E

0)	
y

e;E~�	e;E 0+ N o(E )N o(E
0)	

y

o;E~�	o;E 0]:(~S1 + ~S2)

+ N e(E )N o(E
0):(	

y

e;E~�	o;E 0 + 	
y

o;E~�	e;E 0):(~S1 � ~S2)

Indeed, the one-dim ensional problem has also a PH sym m etry, deduced from the

three-dim ensionalPH one. The problem ofthe particle-hole sym m etry has been previ-

ously studied for the two-im purity s = 1

2
case [26,29],because in som e specialcases,one

can develop som e qualitative argum entsforthe variation with K ofthe phase shiftofthe

conduction electronsand here,therefore,som einsighton a possibility ofa phasetransition

ata given K value.

Thetransform ation ofthe�elds	 e;E and 	 o;E can bededuced from :
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	 + ;E �! 	
y

+ ;� E ; 	 � ;E �! 	
y

� ;� E e
i� (10)

obtained with theinitialPH transform ation.

In ourcase,wefollow them ethod ofRef.[26]and we can selecttwo particularvaluesof�,

i.e.(�=0 and �=�),which giveargum entsfortwo di�erentphysicalbehaviours.

For�=0,using thepreceding PH one-dim ensionaltransform ation,oneobtains:

N e(�E )= N e(E ); N o(�E )= N o(E ); 	 e;E �! 	
y

e;� E ; 	 o;E �! 	
y

o;� E (11)

and for� = �,itresults:

N e(�E )= N o(E ); 	 e;E �! 	
y

o;� E ; 	 o;E �! 	
y

e;� E (12)

The case � = � isofparticularinterest. According to Ref.[26],the phase shifts�e and

�o forthetwo �eldsgiven by (7)can takearbitrary valueswith theeasily satis�ed condition

�e = ��o.Using thePH sym m etry,itresultsonly thata transition isnotnecessary in this

case. The case � = 0,im poses �e = �o = 0 or�e = �o =
�

2
and consequently a transition

in thephasediagram .Finally,no universalbehaviourcan bepredicted with a sim plephase

shiftanalysis.

Thus,we continue the calculation and write H k given by (9)in a m ore suitable form ,

around E=0:

H k =
1

2

Z

dE dE
0
J+ (	

y

1;E~�	1;E 0 + 	
y

2;E~�	2;E 0):(~S1 + ~S2) (13)

+ Jm (	
y

1;E~�	1;E 0� 	
y

2;E~�	2;E 0):(~S1 � ~S2)

+ J� (	
y

1;E~�	2;E 0 + 	
y

2;E~�	1;E 0):(~S1 + ~S2)

with theorthonorm albasis:

	 1;2 =
(	 e � 	 o)

p
2

(14)

and thecouplings:
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J� =
(Je�Jo)
p
2

; Je = 2N e(0)
2
; Jo = 2N o(0)

2
; Jm = 2N o(0)N e(0) (15)

W hen theasym m etry between theodd and even channelsisnotrelevant,asforexam plein

thecase� = �,wegetthefollowing sim pli�cation:

N e(0)= N o(0); Jm = J+ ; J� = 0 (16)

which willbeused in thefollowing.

W e can notice that,whateverthe m aintained particle-hole sym m etry is,the chargesof

the 1 and 2 speciesofferm ionsare separetely conserved and we have two com m uting sets

ofisospin generators;in fact,there isan exactO (4)= SU(2)I � SU(2)S sym m etry on each

channel:

I
z
1
=
1

2

Z

dE 	
y�

1;E 	 �1;E (17)

I
�
1
=

Z

dE 	 "1;E 	 #1;� E

sim ilarly for~I2.

W e justanalyze the situation with an abelian sym m etry (forthe charge and spin degrees

offreedom )and consequently,we have to break explicitly the O(4)one. W e expectthat

the low-energy physicsrem ainsthe sam e because a representation ofthe SU(2),k=1 level

algebra,with a centralchargec=1 can besatis�ed by a representation offreebosons.

Ifnow we try to calculate the preceeding valuesby taking the particularchoice �(~k)=

vF (k� kF )and by m aking theintegration in theEq.(6),weobtain:

N e;o(k)= Vo

s

1�
sin (kR)

kR
(18)

From theequalities(15),thecouplings,Jm ;J+ ;J� can benow easily evaluated:

J+ = ��F V
2

o ; J� = ��F V
2

o �
sin (kF R)

kF R
; Jm = ��F V

2

o

s

1� (
sin (kF R)

kF R
)2 (19)

where�F isthedensity ofstatesoftheconduction electronsperspin attheFerm ilevel.

Thus,J� = 0isequivalenttotheequalitykF R = n�,wheren isan integer;athalf-�llingthis
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constraintisrealized forkF = �

2c
and consequently foran even im purity distanceR = 2nc.

In these conditions,by using theeq.(3)we deduce thata conventionalRKKY interaction

could only existin thecaseofa param eterK>0 (since2kF R = 2n�).

Now,wem akesom ecom m entsaboutthefeasiblephysicalinterpretation of� oftheRef.

[26].Indeed,ifwetakethede�nition (4)ofV (~k)and thesecond relation (5),weim m ediately

obtain:

� =
~ko:
~R

2
(20)

where ~ko = ~k0� ~k and not� = ~ko:
~R already m entionned by A�eck etal.in Ref.[26].

In thiscontext,the two valuesof� correspond eitherto ~ko=0 orto the nesting vector

~ko = (�
c
;
�

c
;
�

c
).W ith thecondition R=2ncand the Eq.(20),we �nd that� = � � n,which

yields�=0or� = � dependingon theparityofn.W eseethatthereisnouniversalbehaviour

and wecannotusethisphysicalargum entto conclude on thepossibility ofa criticalpoint,

in contrastto Ref.[26];furtherm ore in thefollowing,we willcheck thatthere isno critical

pointoreven no phasetransition in ourS=1 case.

By Fouriertransform ,we im m ediately obtain H ,in term softwo one-dim ensionalelec-

tronicchannelsa and b:

H = H o + K ~S1
~S2 + J+ :(~S1 + ~S2)[a

y~�

2
a+ b

y~�

2
b]x= 0 + Jm :(~S1 � ~S2)[a

y~�

2
a� b

y~�

2
b]x= 0 (21)

with

a(x)=

Z

dk e
ikx	 1(k); b(x)=

Z

dk e
ikx	 2(k) (22)

and

Jm = J+ = J = ��F V
2

o ; H o = (ivF )
X

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx (ay�(x)@xa�(x)+ b
y
�(x)@xb�(x)) (23)

W ithinthism odelwithJm = J+ ,noindirectm agneticinteraction,i.e.viatheconduction

band,isgenerateduptothesecondorderinperturbationbetween twohalf-spins,respectively
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ofS1 and S2. Hence,we can assum e that the Heisenberg interaction K ~S1
~S2 takes into

accountboth theindirectRKKY interaction and thedirectonebetween thetwo S=1 spins.

B .T he bosonization

Thus,in thefollowing,westartfrom theform (21)oftheHam iltonian fortwo S=1spins

and,aspreviously done forthe case oftwo s= 1

2
spins,we use the bosonization technique

by taking thestandard 1-dim ensionalrelationsbetween Boseand Ferm i�elds[30]:

	(x)=
1

2�c
expi� (x) (24)

 = a";a#;b";b#

� = �
p
�(� +

Z
x

� 1

� (x
0)dx0)

� and � arerespectively abosonic�eld and itsconjugate�eld;asusual,thelatticespacing

c istaking astending to zero. In H ,the two electronic channelsa and b are independent,

then thereisno need to introduceany phase factorin the	 �eld de�nition to takecareof

the anticom m utation rulesbetween the two di�erent"species" offerm ions[31]. Then,we

justrede�nefournew bosonic�eldsthatwecallrespectively charge,spin,spin-channeland

charge-channel�elds,obtained from theprecedingonesbyalinearcanonicaltransform ation:

�c =
1

2
(�c;a + �c;b); �s =

1

2
(�s;a + �s;b); (25)

�sf =
1

2
(�s;a � �s;b); �cc =

1

2
(�c;a � �c;b) (26)

where �c;i and �s;i are the charge and the spin �eldsforthe i=a,b channels. The degrees

ofcharge arefrozen,thusitisclearthat�c and �cc are notcoupled to the im puritiesand

wecan om itthem .

Thus,itcom es:

H o =
vF

2

X

�= s;sf

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx f� 2

� + [@x��]
2
g (27)
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H k =
Jz;+

�
(Sz

1
+ S

z
2
)r �s(0)+

Jm ;z

�
(Sz

1
� S

z
2
)r �sf(0)

+
J

�c
cos�sf(0)fcos�s(0)(S x

1
+ S

x
2
)� sin�s(0)(S

y

1 + S
y

2)g

�
J

�c
sin�sf(0)fsin�s(0)(S x

1 � S
x
2)+ cos�s(0)(S

y

1 � S
y

2)g

TheKondocouplingsJz;+ and Jm ;z can takedi�erentvaluesin the(x,y)planeand alongthe

z axis. W e can then perform a rotation along the quantization axisto elim inate �s. This

typeofprocedurewhich originated from Ref.[32]was,forinstance,used in thestudy ofthe

two-channelone-im purity Kondo problem [33{35].Thiscan beachieved by considering the

canonicaltransform ation,in theunitsphere,U = exp(�i(Sz
1
+ Sz

2
))�s(0).Thee�ectofthe

rotation istoreplacethetrigonom etricfunctionsof�s(0)in Eq.(27)by theirvaluesatzero

argum ent.

W eobtain therefore:

H k =
Jz;+ � �

� 1
F

�
(Sz

1 + S
z
2)r �s(0)+

Jm ;z

�
(Sz

1 � S
z
2)r �sf(0) (28)

+
J

�c
fcos�sf(0)(S x

1 + S
x
2)� sin�sf(0):(S

y

1 � S
y

2)g

where �F is the density of states at the Ferm i level for the conduction electrons

	 s = ei� s(x).TheH i coupling isnotreally a�ected by thetransform ation:

H i= K zS
z
1
S
z
2
+ K S

+

1
S
�
2
: (29)

The canonicaltransform ation also generates a positive constant term proportionalto

(Sz
1
+ Sz

2
)2 = 2Sz

1
Sz
2
+ 1

2
,which can be reabsorbed in the K z term and a negative coupling

Jz;+ (S
z
1
+ Sz

2
)2 [31].

Now,we have to �x the Jz;+ and Jm ;z couplings. The Jz;+ one can be integrated out

using a path integralform alism ;itonly renorm alizesthe RKKY interaction [31].Thiscan

be realized directly in tuning K and K z. Thus,in the following,we setJz;+ = �
� 1
F . W hen

K=0wehavechosen theparticularcasewherethechargesoftheaand b electronicchannels

12



areseparately conserved and forthatwe could notkeep Jm ;z asa tunableparam eter;from

the Ham iltonian (28),in using Eqs.(25),(26)we have to take Jm ;z ! 0.By analogy with

theToulouselim it,�rstdiscovered in theordinary Kondo problem [36],weexpectthatthis

m odelis solvable at the particular point: Jz;+ = �
� 1
F and Jm ;z=0. Now,we look at the

Kondo problem in thetransversedirection askeeping J = Jm ,butallow Jm ;z 6= Jz;+ = �
� 1
F :

H = H o +
J

2�c
fS

+

1 e
i� sf(0)+ e

i� sf(0)S
�
2 g+ H i (30)

III.T H E ST U D Y O F T H E T W O -IM P U R IT Y S= 1 U N D ER SC R EEN ED K O N D O

P R O B LEM

Intheprecedingsection,wehavepresented thegeneralform alism appropriateforthetwo-

im purityKondoproblem andwehave�nallyobtained theform (30)ofthetotalHam iltonian,

which isvalid forany value ofthe spin.Then,we study the speci�c case oftwo S=1 spins

and forthatwedecom posethetwo S=1 spins,S1 and S2,into two 1/2-spins,asfollow:

~S1 = ~�1 + ~�2 (31)

~S2 = ~�3 + ~�4

where,f~�ig(1;2;3;4) arehalfSU(2)spins,which satisfy:

f�
+

i ;�
�
j g� = 0 (32)

f�
+

i ;�
�
i g+ = 1; fori=1,2,3,4 and j=1,2,3,4

Indeed, we could not enlarge the totalHilbert space ofthe problem ; so we add the

constraintthat~�1;~�2 and ~�3;~�4 arestronglyferrom agneticallycoupled throughanin�nite-M z

(M z>0)coupling.Then,wewillsolvetheHam iltonian given by(30)withthetransform ations

(31). To do it,we referm ionize the Ham iltonian (30)with spinless ferm ionsby use ofthe

Jordan-W igner transform ation and then we use a m ean-�eld approxim ation which keeps

term scontaining atm ostfouroperators.

13



A .R eferm ionization

In thefollowing,weusetheconduction electron operator:

	=
1

2�c
exp(i�sf(0)) (33)

To referm ionize thisproblem offoursetsofPaulim atrices,we use the Jordan-W igner

transform ation [37]forfourspins:

�
+

1 = d
y

1 (34)

�
+

2 = d
y

2:exp(i�n1)

�
+

3
= d

y

3:exp(i�(n1 + n2))

�
+

4
= d

y

4:exp(i�(n1 + n2 + n3))

�
z
i = d

y

idi�
1

2
; with ni= 0;1 fori=1;2;3;4

Then,we develop H in powerof(ni:nj),with i=1; 2; 3; 4 and j=1; 2; 3; 4,in using

theshrewd identity:

exp(i�n)= 1� 2n forn=0 or1 (35)

Thus,applying thedi�erenttransform ations(33),(34),(35)on thereduced Ham iltonian

(30)yieldsm any term scontaining productsofoperators	 and d i;in particular,wegetsev-

eralterm scontaining m orethan 4 spinlessferm ion operators,such asforexam pled
y

1d4n2n3

(obtainedfrom H i)or	d 4n2n3 (obtainedfrom H k).Inordertosolvetheproblem weusehere

a specialm ean-�eld approxim ation,which consistsin �rstly keeping only term scontaining

atm ostfouroperatorsand then m akingaverageson term swith twooperators.In fact,aswe

willsee in thefollowing,wewillusea m ean-�eld approxim ation which linearizestheterm s

in theHam iltonian and keepsonly term swhich arebilinearin thespinlessferm ion operator

d.Thisapproxim ation had already been used in Ref.[28]forthes= 1

2
two-im purity prob-

lem . W e have to rem em berthe two following pointsinduced by the transform (31):�1,�2

interactwith thesam econduction electron and �3,�4 with anotherone,whileh~�1~�3i=h~�2~�4i

and h~�1~�4i=h~�2~�3i,butnotnecessairely h~�1~�3i=h~�1~�4i.

14



Then,usingtheprecedingapproxim ations,thetotalHam iltonian can bewritten in term s

offerm ionicspinlessoperators:

H = H k + H int+ H o;with (36)

H o = ivF

Z
+ 1

� 1

dx	 y(x)@x	(x)

H k = H a + H +

H int= H i;k + H i;? + H ferro

H a describes the Kondo problem when the two S=1 spins are notcoupled,H + brings

a new Kondo contribution com ing from the K interaction and H ferro isadded here to take

into accountthedecom position oftheS=1 spins(with theassum ption M z ! 1 ):

H a = J	(d
y

1 + d
y

2)� J	d
y

1n2 � J	d
y

2n1 (37)

� J	(d 3 + d4)+ J	d 3n4 + J	d 4n3

H + = J	(d 3 + d4)fn1 + n2g� J	(d
y

1 + d
y

2)fn3 + n4g

H i;? =
K

2
fd

y

1d3(1� 2n2 � 2n4)+ d
y

1d4(1� 2n2 � 2n3)

+ d
y

2d3(1� 2n4 � 2n1)+ d
y

2d4(1� 2n3 � 2n1)+ hcg

H i;k = K zfd1yd1 + d2yd2 � 1gfd3yd3 + d4yd4 � 1g

H ferro = �M z(d
y

1d1 �
1

2
)(d

y

2d2 �
1

2
)� M z(d

y

3d3 �
1

2
)(d

y

4d4 �
1

2
)

B .T he case K = 0

Aspreviously explained,ourpresently studied case Jm = J+ correspondsto a situation

wheretheindirectand directinteractionsbetween ~S1 and ~S2 areyielded onlyby theadditive

term K ~S1~S2.Thus,thecaseK=0 correspondsto two initialS=1 spinswhich aredecoupled

from each other and the physics ofthis problem is sim ilar to that ofthe one S=1,n=1

Kondo im purity. Itresultsthatthe term H + ofthe Ham iltonian m usthave no e�ectand

thatH can bedivided into two independentunderscreened Kondo problem s:
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H H i= 0
= H 1;2 + H 3;4 + H o (38)

with

H 1;2 = J	(d
y

1 + d
y

2)� J	d
y

1n2 � J	d
y

2n1 (39)

� M z(d
y

1d1 �
1

2
)(d

y

2d2 �
1

2
)

and

H 3;4 = �J	(d 3 + d4)+ J	d 3n4 + J	d 4n3 (40)

� M z(d
y

3d3 �
1

2
)(d

y

4d4 �
1

2
)

W estudy thiscaseK=0,in orderto �x thetheoreticalnotationsforthefollowing studies.

Then,in ourpresentcase,we can easily derive the following equalitiesforthe average

values:

hd
y

1d2i= hd
y

3d4i; hd
y

1d
y

2i= hd
y

3d
y

4i (41)

h	d
y

1i= �h	d 3i; h	d
y

2i= �h	d 4i

h	d 1i= �h	d
y

3i; h	d
y

4i= �h	d 2i

W e describe here the S=1 spins by adding two s = 1

2
spins ferrom agnetically aligned,ac-

cording to thelastterm sof(39)and (40)with M z tending to +1 .Asin ref.[28],thelast

term of(39)can bedecoupled in them ean-�eld approxim ation into:

�M z

2
fhn2�

1

2
i(n1�

1

2
)+ hn1�

1

2
i(n2�

1

2
)g+

M z

2
hd

y

1d2ifd
y

1d2+ d
y

2d1g�
M z

2
hd

y

1d
y

2ifd
y

1d
y

2+ d2d1g

The �rst term does not contribute due to the e�ective particle-hole (PH) sym m etry.

However,ourpresentcase oftwo S=1 spinsisclearly originaland we have to exam ine the

solution occuring fora very strong ferrom agnetic coupling M z ! +1 . Ifwe considerthe

energy ofthe system ,it is necessary to stabilize it to take both hd
y

1d2i tending to 0 for

M z ! +1 and hd
y

1d
y

2itending to itsm axim um value,which m ustbeequalto hd
y

1d
y

2i= 1.
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Itresultsthatthe �rstthree term sofH 1;2 given by (39),treated within the preceding

m ean �eld approxim ation,becom eequaltoJ	[d
y

1+ d
y

2+ (d1� d2)hd
y

1d
y

2i]and itresultsanew

im portantcontribution J	(d 1� d2)forhd
y

1d
y

2i= 1,in addition tothe�rstterm J	(d
y

1+ d
y

2).

Forthe physicallim itM z ! +1 corresponding to a S=1 spin,we can rewrite H 1;2 in

thefollowing form :

H 1;2 = J	(d
y

1 + d
y

2 + d1 � d2)+ h(d
y

1d
y

2 + d2d1)+ H o (42)

whereh isdeterm ined by thefollowing self-consistentequations:

h = �
M z

2
+ Jh	d 1i! �1 (43)

and

h	d
y

1i= h	d
y

2i= h	d 1i= �h	d 2i (44)

W e can deduce that,due to the strong pairing m echanism between d1 and d2,only one

degree offreedom iscoupled to the conduction band: halfa degree offreedom forthe 1st

spinlessferm ion
(d

y

1
+ d1)

2
and halfa degreeoffreedom forthe2nd spinlessferm ion

(d
y

2
� d2)

2
.

Then,to m aketheKondo problem m oreexplicit,werede�netwo new spinlessferm ions

d and D by thesim plelineartransform ation:

d
y = (a1 + ib2); d = (a1 � ib2); D

y = (a2 + ib1); D = (a2 � ib1) (45)

with

a1 =
(d

y

1 + d1)

2
; a2 =

(d
y

2 + d2)

2
; ib1 =

(d
y

1 � d1)

2
; ib2 =

(d
y

2 � d2)

2
(46)

Onecan easily check thatthedi�erentoperatorssatisfy thegood anticom m utation rules.

Only the d ferm ion isresonantand iscoupled to the conduction band through a coupling

J� = 2J.Consequently,thed and D ferm ionsarenotcoupled anym ore,theh coupling just

shiftstheresonantd-levelattheFerm ienergy E d = E F = �h and m akestheD-levellying

atthe energy E D = h. Asusual,we rede�ne the Ferm ienergy E F = 0 and consequently

E D = 2� h.Thus,theHam iltonian H1;2 can bewritten as:
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H 1;2 = J
�	d y+ E D :D

y
D (47)

Then,fortheferm ionsd3 and d4,weproposethesam erelations:

e
y = (a3 + ib4); e= (a3 � ib4); E

y = (a4 + ib3); E = (a4 � ib3) (48)

with

a3 =
(d

y

3 + d3)

2
; a4 =

(d
y

4 + d4)

2
; ib3 =

(d
y

3 � d3)

2
; ib4 =

(d
y

4 � d4)

2
(49)

Finally,for K = 0,the totalHam iltonian H ,can be written as two usual"not-coupled"

resonantlevels[38]:

H K = O = J
�	d y+ J

�	 y
e
y + H

�
o (50)

with:

H
�
o = H o + E D :(D

y
D + E

y
E ) (51)

It is well-known that this m odelis isom orphic to the usualKondo e�ect at a certain

particularpointnam ely theToulouselim it[36]:

H K = O = J
�
s
y

1(a
y

#a")+ J
�
s
y

3(b
y

#b") (52)

+ G zs
z
1(a

y

"a" � a
y

#a#)+ G zs
z
3(b

y

"b" � b
y

#b#)+ H o

with

G z = 0= J
�
z �

2

�F
(53)

where

~s1 and ~s2 2 ~S1 with j~s1j= j~s2j=
1

2
(54)
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and:

~s3 and ~s4 2 ~S2 with j~s3j= j~s4j=
1

2
(55)

The m odel(52)describestwo sim ilarKondo e�ectsacting on di�erentsites,each char-

acterized by the energy scale that we callTk . The strong �xed point ofthis problem

(J�; J�z ! +1 )isstable and corresponds to the well-known Ferm i-liquid behaviour: the

channelainteractswith thehalfs1 spin ofS1 and thechannelbinteractswith thehalfs3 spin

ofS2.Itrem ainsoneach siteas=
1

2
"notscreened"localm om ent:s2 2 S1 = 1;s4 2 S2 = 1.

Itisrem arkable to notice thatthese residualm om entsare totally decoupled from the con-

duction band and from s1 and s3 respectively. Consequently,the conduction electronsare

subm itted to a phase shift� = �

2
induced by the in�nite localKondo coupling.In fact,we

have solved the case K=0,ata particularsolvable lim it,where the Kondo coupling isnot

in�niteand wecould expectthatthehalf-spinss2 and s4 arenotexactly totally decoupled

from theconduction band;anyway,thephysicsisnotchanged.

The m ean-�eld treatm ent appears quite e�cient to treat the Kondo problem without

any interaction K=0 between thetwo concerned S=1 Kondo im puritiesand wewilldiscuss

in thefollowing thenon zero K cases.

C .T he ferrom agnetic coupling (K <0)

Now welookbrieyataferrom agneticcouplingK ~S1
~S2,with K < 0.Asshown before,an

RKKY interaction isnotexpected in thiscase and K concerns(sim ply)a directexchange

between the two S=1 spins,according to the discussion after eq. (19). W e just develop

qualitative argum entsconcerning the phase shift� ofthe conduction electronsinduced by

the localKondo e�ect. Indeed,ifwe considerthatthe system starts,from K=0,with an

in�nite Kondo coupling (� = �

2
)and �nally goestowardsK ! �1 with the sam e stable

Kondo situation (� = �

2
),wedo notexpect(in thearea K < 0)any particularcriticalpoint
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where the phase shiftofthe conduction electronswould notbe de�ned. W e even expecta

Kondo e�ectofm agnitudeofTk forallK<0.

In fact,ourm ean-�eld treatm entisnotwellappropriate forthe directferrom agnetic K

interaction,butourpreceding qualitativeargum entsaresu�cientto concludethatthereis

no criticalpointforK<0,asin thetwo s= 1

2
im purity case.

D .T he antiferrom agnetic coupling (K >0).

The m ostinteresting case correspondsto an antiferrom agnetic coupling (K>0),because

in thiscase itisim portantto study the absence orexistence ofa phase transition,even a

criticalpointasa function ofK,by analogy with thetwo s= 1

2
im purity casewherea sharp

phasetransition occursforK oforder2Tk.

However,wewillusethem ean-�eld approxim ation asin thepreviousK=0 caseand we

treatthecaseofm oderateK values,wherewecan apply only asm allperturbation from the

K=0 results;�nally,itissu�cient since ifa criticalpointexists,itiscertainly notso far

from theparticularpointK=0.

Thus,we keep here hd
y

1d
y

2i = hd
y

3d
y

4i = 1 as previously shown and we consider allthe

otheraveragesoftwo operatorsassm allquantities.

Them ean-�eld approach gives,therefore:

H i;? =
K

2
f(d

y

1 + d
y

2)(d3 + d4)+ 4(d
y

1d
y

4 + d
y

3d
y

2)+ hcg (56)

H i;k =
K z

2
fhd

y

1d
y

4i(d
y

1d
y

4 + d
y

3d
y

2)�
X

�= 1;2; �= 3;4

hd
y
�d�id

y
�d� + hcg (57)

W e can notice that it is consistent with the m ean-�eld equations to consider

hdy�d�i(�= 1;2; �= 3;4) and hdy�d
y

�i(�= 1;2; �= 3;4) as real. Using the Eqs. [(56),(57)],we deduce

also that,due to the nonzero K coupling,the antiferrom agnetic correlationsfavorize both

thepairingm echanism (particle1,particle4)or(particle2,particle3)and thebindingm echa-

nism ofa particle�(� = 1;2)with a hole�(� = 3;4);hence,in contrastto thecaseoftwo
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s = 1

2
Kondo im purities[28],there isno com petition anym ore between these two kindsof

processesbuteitheragood coexistence;wecan add thatitcould bean im portantargum ent

forthenon existence ofa phasetransition in thearea K � Tk.

Then,weassum ethatH + can betreated asaperturbation ofH a,byconsideringthatthe

m ean-�eld sym m etriesofequations(44)arepreserved.By useofallthepreviousargum ents,

the couplingsK and K z renorm alize the operatorshd
y
�d�i(�= 1;2; �= 3;4) atthe sam e negative

value,hd
y

1d
y

4i= hd
y

3d
y

2iata positive constantvalue,m aintain hd
y

1d
y

3iand hd
y

2d
y

4iatzero and

m akeH + relevant.H becom es�nally equalto:

H = H K = 0 + J1	(d
y

3 + d
y

4 � d1 � d2)+ J2	(d
y

2 � d
y

1 + d3 � d4) (58)

+ fh1[(d
y

1 + d
y

2)(d3 + d4)+ h:c:]+ h2[(d
y

1d
y

4 + d
y

3d
y

2)+ h:c:]g

with thefollowing self-consistentequations:

J1 = 2Jhd
y

1d3i; J2 = Jhd
y

1d
y

4i (59)

h2 = �2K +
K z

2
hd

y

1d
y

4i; h1 =
K

2
�
K z

2
hd

y

1d3i

Foran antiferrom agneticcoupling,i.e.forpositiveK and K z values,onecan easily show

thatJ2 and h1 arepositive,whileJ1 and h2 arenegative;wehavealso h2 � �4h1 forsm all

valuesofhd
y

1d
y

4iand hd
y

1d3icorresponding to very sm allvaluesofK.In principle,wewould

have to solve within the m ean-�eld approxim ation the system ofself-consistent equations

based on the Ham iltonian (58)and the relations(59). However,the system isquite tricky

to solve and we can have already a good insight ofthe physics in looking sim ply at the

solutions obtained within the subspace ofoperators d and D (ore and E) introduced for

K=0.

Then,weusetheequations(45),(46),(48)and(49)in orderto transform thetotalHam ilto-

nian,which becom es:

H = H
�
o + H res + H coupling (60)

with
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H coupling = (h1 + h2)(E
y
D + D

y
E )+ (h1 � h2)(e

y
d+ d

y
e)+ h1(E

y
d+ e

y
D + hc) (61)

H res = J
�	(d y

� e)+ J
�
o(D

+
� E )	 y (62)

and

J
�
o = J2 � J1 (63)

W ehavenotconsidered in theequation (62)thesm allcontribution (J1+ J2)	
ydy,because

the d operatorisstrongly resonantwith the large J� coupling and (J1 + J2)isvery sm all;

so,thisvery sm allcoupling in (J1+ J2)isnegligiblewith respectto thevery largeonein J
�

and doesnotchangethephysicsoftheproblem .

In spiteofthepeculiarm ean-�eld treatm ent,thesolutionsgiven by theaboveequations

yield a good insighton thephysicsofthetwo S=1 im purity case.J�o,which isirrelevantfor

K=0,becom esreally relevantforan antiferrom agneticcoupling.

Thecrucialpointconcernsherethenon existenceofa criticalpointorany kind ofphase

transition asafunction oftheK param eter,sincethereisno Green function divergentwhen

! ! 0 for the considered set ofparam eters. In fact,we have obtained for the two m ain

Green functions(theothersvary asK 2):

G ddy(!)=
�i(! � �k)f!

2 � �k! + h2
1
+ (h1 � h2)

2
g

(!2 � �k! + h21 + (h1 � h2)
2
)
2

� 4h21(h1 � h2)
2

(64)

and

G D D y(!)=
�i(! � ��o)f!

2 � ��o! + h21 + (h1 + h2)
2
g

(!2 � ��o! + h21 + (h1 + h2)
2
)
2

� 4h21(h1 + h2)
2

(65)

where! = (2n+ 1)�=� isaferm ionicM atsubarafrequency �k = �J� 2and �o = �J� 2o << �k

arerespectively thewidthsofthed and D (respectively theeand E)im purity levels,��o =

�o+ iE D and �k isoforderTk.In Eqs.(64)and (65),theupperand lowersign corresponds

respectively to thecaseofpositiveand negative!.Indeed,thedi�erentGreen functionsdo

notdevelop a poleat! = 0,whateverthevaluesof�k and �o areand wedo notexpectany
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criticalpointatlow tem peratures. Especially,we expectthatthe staggered susceptibility

�s doesnotdiverge[28].

Sim ply,when K and K z aresm all,wecan neglecttheterm sin h
2
1
and h2

2
and therefore,

writethetwo (m ain)Green functions:

G ddy(!)=
1

i! � i�k
= G eey (66)

G D D y(!)=
1

i! � i��o
= G E E y

The inuence ofK appears m ainly through the m agnitude �o. So,when K is sm all,it

appears two cohabiting species ofquasiparticles: heavy quasiparticles with an electronic

speci�c heatconstantC=T = �� 1
k (K )= � and quasi-free electronswhich lead to the m ain

RKKY interactionbetween thenon-screened half-spins,nam elys2 anss4 (alreadyintroduced

forK=0)and generated by asm allferrom agneticKondocouplingduetothePauliprinciple.

In fact,other m arginalRKKY interactions also exist,which couple allthe half-spins and

which,especially guaranteeexactphysicsin thestrong K-coupling lim it;however,they are

notreally relevant,forsm allvaluesofK and can beforgotten.

Indeed,allthese conclusions are done,at a particular solvable point and we can not

be exactly sure thatthey rem ain true forany value ofJ;nevertheless,we think thatthese

results are physically correct and then,the �xed point ofthe coupling J has to decrease

with K.Precisely,the dom inantRKKY interaction (between s2 anss4)tendsto suppress

the criticalpoint,obtained with the two s=1/2 Kondo im purity-m odeland yields both a

Kondo e�ectand m agnetism ,forsm allpositiveK values.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,we have presented an explicitstudy ofthe problem oftwo S=1 m agnetic

im purities interacting with a conduction band and coupled via an interim purity coupling

K ~S1:
~S2.Thereisno quantum criticalpoint,even no phasetransition in thephasediagram
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and thislastpointisvery im portantbecauseitshowsabehaviourcom pletely di�erentfrom

thatofthe regulartwo screened s = 1

2
im purity Kondo m odel. In fact,a sm ooth cross-

overseparatesa \one-underscreened-Kondo-im purity" likephasefrom an antiferrom agnetic

and non-Kondo phase. In particular, it leads that � = arctan(J�) and @

@K
h~S1~S2i vary

continuously with K,foralltherealvaluesofthisparam eter.

W ehaveobtained,forapositiveandsm allK value,anasym m etricsituationwith astrong

Kondoe�ectforthespinss1 and s3,aweak Kondoe�ectforthespinss2 and s4 and �nally a

RKKY interaction between s2 and s4.Thiscan lead toacoexistencebetween aKondoe�ect

leading to strong spin uctuationson one side and an indirectRKKY interaction.Finally,

with only two spins,a truem agneticorderand a really broken SU(2)spin sym m etry could

notoccurbutitisencouraging to yield,even in thisparticularcase,a coexistence between

a heavy-ferm ion characterand (special)m agnetism .

Thus, the case ofa m oderate and antiferrom agnetic K coupling can account for the

physicsofUranium com pounds,such asUPt3,where both a heavy-ferm ion behaviourand

som e kind oflong-range m agnetic order exist atlow tem peratures. In any underscreened

Kondo latticem odel,thepresenceofm agnetism isexpected butm uch rem ainsto beunder-

stood concerning them agneticlength oftheintersiteantiferrom agneticuctuationsorm ore

generally concerning thetiny m agneticm om entwhich characterizesthem agneticcharacter

ofUPt3,asalready noticed by Colem an etal.[39]. Finally,a m ore com plete explanation

ofthe properties ofcom pounds such as UPt3,based on a non-Abelian treatm ent ofthe

underscreened Kondo lattice,ispresently studied [40].
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