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Abstract

T he underscreened K ondo e ect is studied w thin a m odel of two in purities
S= 1 Interacting w ith the conduction band and via an interim puriy coupling
K 87 :8,.Ushgamean—- eld treatm ent ofthebosonized H am iltonian, we show
that there is no phase transition, but a continuous crossover versusK from a
non K ondo behaviour to an underscreened K ondo one. For a an all antiferro—
m agnetic coupling K >0), a com pltely asym m etric situation is obtained w ith
one s= % com ponent strongly screened by the K ondo e ect and the other one
aln ost free to yield indirect m agnetisn , which shows nally a possble coex—
istence between a RKKY Interaction and a localK ondo e ect, as observed In

Uranium ocom pounds such asUP t3.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Kondo Cerium com pounds have been extensively studied from both experin ental and
theoretical point of view . ITn this case, the Kondo e ect is well described by either the sf
exchange H am iltonian with a St = % oIn screened by only one conduction electron channel
fl] orthe so-called C ogblin-Schrie erH am iltonian Bj]when orbiraldegeneracy and spin-orbit
coupling are taken into account; in the two preceding cases, there is an equal num ber of 4f
and conduction electrons. The ground state of the regular K ondo e ect is a nonm agnetic
singkt state in the case of a singke inpurity [I] and the low tem perature properties are
characterized by a Fem Hiquid behaviour. In the case of heavy-ferm ion com pounds, there
is a strong com petition between the K ondo e ect and the m agnetic ordering, which yields
efther nonm agnetic or m agnetically ordered Cerium K ondo com pounds B3A4].

On the other hand, some Uraniuim com pounds, such as UP 3, present also a heavy-
ferm jon behaviour and are also superconducting. U P t3 has an outstanding behaviour, since
it undergoes a transition to an antiferrom agnetic ordering w ith a tiny ordered m agneticm o—
mentof0:02 0:01 5 below aNeelTan perature Ty 5K {B]and beocom es superconducting
below T, 05K [(]. A heavy-ferm ion behaviour characterized by a large electronic speci ¢
heat constant 0:4 J/mokK? [lland a T? temm ofthe resistivity B] is observed in UP
at low tem peratures. A third characteristic tem perature T = 176K given by them axin um
of the m agnetic susceptibility corresponds approxin atively to the onset of oIn  uctuations
B1. The heavy—ferm ion character decreases w ith pressure [1,8], while the antiferrom agnetic
order disappears at roughly 5 kbar {].

T he realnature of them agnetic order in UP 3 is stilla controversial sub £ct, because no
an allkm om ent antiferrom agnetism has been observed In a recent SR study ofpure UP 3
fl0]. Neutron-di raction experin ents [[1] have been also recently carried out on single-
cristalline sam ples of the heavy-ferm ion pssudobinary alloys U Pty P dy)3. At low Pd
concentrations, x= 0.002 and x= 0.005, an alkm om ent m agnetic order is cbserved below 6K,

Just ke in UP 3. For large x values, a clearm agnetic order exists , w ith a m agneticm om ent



0of 035 5 Prx=0.02 and 0.62 y for x=0.05 and wih an increasing Neel Tem peraure
Ty =35K Prx=0.02 and Ty =5.9K for x=0.05. These recent experin ents on UP tz-based
alloys show that them agnetic order is a regular antiferrom agnetic one forx 0.02, while the
origin ofthe m agnetic order is still controversial for U P t3; the question arises to know ifthe
m agnetic m om ent of UP 3 is a real long-range one or a so—called "short-range" w ith a very
large correlation length.

Other Uraniim compounds namely UBe;; [12], URu,Si, 3], UN LA L [4{16] and
UPd,AL [[4{14] present also at low tem peratures a weak m agnetic ordering with small
m agneticm om ents, followed at still Jow er tem peraturesby a transition to a superconducting
state. These Uranium com pounds are characterized by a Neel tem perature (Ty =8.8K in
UBeys [17], 175K n URu,Si, 13, 46K nUN LA L [l§land 14K in UP A L [16]) larger
than the superconducting tem perature (resoectively 0.85K , 0.8K , 1K and 2K ) and by large
values of the electronic speci ¢ heat constant . The values of the m agnetic m om ents are
rather an all, exospt In the case 0ofUP d,A k; where an ordered m agneticm om ent 0of0.85 3
has been deduced from an elastic neutron scattering study f18]. The origin of these snall
m agneticm om ents and the eventual sin ilarity between U raniim and Cerium com pounds as
CeCu,Si have been discussed in m any papers [19{21]. T he exact nature of the m agnetic
ordering In these U ranium com pounds is not de nitively established. H owever the existence
ofboth a heavy-ferm ion character and a weak-m agnetic ordering seam s to be characteristic
of Uranium com pounds, whilk the question is m ore controversial In Cerium com pounds
such as C eC u,S i, where the existence of a weak m agnetic order has not been de niively
established and any way depends on the sampl composition P0]. A coording to Steglich
et al, U] recent experin ents support the coexistence of two possible channels of so called
"localized" and "itiherant" 5f states In Uraniim com pounds and these two 5f subsystem s
appear to be only weakly coupled to each other n UP d,A L for exam ple.

T hus, the purypoose of the present paper is to present an explanation for the coexistence
of the heavy-ferm ion character and tiny ordered m agnetic m om ents In U raniim com pounds

such asUP t3. Thisexplanation isbased on the "underscreened K ondom odel” w hich appears



to be appropriate to describbe the 5f2 con guration of U raniim atom s.

T he underscreened K ondo m odel corresponds to the case 2S > n, where S isthe localized
soin and n the num ber of screening channels com ing from conduction electrons R2]. W e w ill
describe here the sin plk case of the underscreened K ondo e ect with S=1, n=1 but indeed
it is certainly necessary to include the orbital degeneracy and spin-orbit e ects to give a
good description of com pounds such asUP t3.

T he underscreened S= 1 one-im purity K ondo H am iltonian is given by:

X Y X y
H=' 7 ,+J '~ .8 )
3 % ;RO
w here ; = ;, i_#) is a conduction electron spinor and S is a SU 2) 1-spin. The

Ham itonian (1) hasbeen studied in the generalcontext of the underscreened K ondo problem
using renomm alization m ethods R3] and has been solved exactly by the Bethe Ansatz 4]
m ethod and conform altheory argum ents P5].

T he ground state has a 2-fold degeneracy corresponding to an unquenched soin %, whose
the residual coupling to the Ferm isea is ferrom agnetic and scalesto zero at low tem peratures.
T he strong Ferm iliquid xed point isstable. T he low -energy electronic excitations are free-
electron lke and them any body interactions induced by the K ondo e ect kad, at low energy,
to a sin ple phase shift which isequalto = ;.

II.GENERAL CONSIDERATIONSON THE TW O-IM PURITY KONDO

PROBLEM

The two-In purity K ondo problm wih a soin s = % on each Inpurity, embedded in a
conduction elctron band w ith only one n= 1 channel, hasbeen extensively studied by m any
authors in the last ten years. A recent review of the m ain works can be found in Ref. R§].
T he two-Inm purity problem provides a sin ple m odel to study the com petition between the
Kondo e ect and the indirect Rudem an-K ittelK asuya-Yosida RKKY ) Interaction.

W e would like to study here the two—m purity K ondo problem wih a soin S=1 on each



Inpurity and with only one n=1 channel for conduction electrons. W e consider two S=1
Soins symm etrically located about the origin and interacting whith a Fermm igas. The total

Ham iltonian is the sum of the three follow ing tem s:

Z

3

Ho= dk &K 7 @)
Z Z

Hy= & &R k;/ e V&)V KRS+ V(K)V(EK)S:]

Hi:Kglgz

where S; and S, are two S=1 impurties. V (K) is proportionnal to the Anderson m odel
hybridization m atrix elem ent and we adopt here the particular choice of Ref. £6]. V &) and
K are considered astwo independent param eters. T he param eter K takes Into acoount both,
all the direct exchanges between S; and S, and the RKKY interaction between two s=1/2

soins (one of S; and the seocond 0fS,), de ned by:

K ®)= J_ZOOSZkFR 3)
~ Er (keR)3

where, R is the distance between S; and S, and Ey is the energy at the Femn i level.

T here are two stable cbvious lin its for this problam :
{whenK ! +1 ,thetwo S=1 soIns tend to fom a singlkt of soin and, therefore, the
electron gas is not a ected by the presence of these two Inpurities. There are no K ondo
e ect and a zero phase shift forthe conduction band.
{whenK ! 1 , on the contrary, the two In purities behave as an e ective singlke S=2
In purity w ith n= 2 channels of conduction electrons Interacting w ith i. In thisK ondo e ect,
only a S=1 soin ofthe e ective in purity is screened; the ram aining low -energy conduction
electron degrees of freedom are decoupled from i, but yield a = 5 phase shift In both
channels. Tt corresponds to a Jocal Ferm Hiquid— xed-point and, therefore, the m any-body
Interactions lead to a sim ple phase shift at low energy.

T hus, the purpose of the present paper is to study the S= 1 two—im purity problem forall

K values. The central question is, therefore, to know if the local Fem iliquid description



stillholds for allK values at T= 0 or sin ilarly if the phase shift of the conduction elctrons
varies continuously wih K at T=0.

In the case of the two s = % Kondo Inpurties, there must be, as a function ofK, a
phase transition, but the existence of a critical point is still controversial, since for exam ple
num erical renom alization group calculations yield a crtical point, whilke nitetem perature
Monte Carlo M C) calculations Ej] do not show evidence for such a crtical point. Thus,
the question of an eventual phase transition has to be also discussed in ourcase oftwo S=1
Soins.

Thus, in the present section, we will present the main features of the two-im purity
prcblem , which have been already developed for the s = % case, In particular in the recent
papers of A eck et al. 6] and Sire et al. B8]. The Ham iltonian (@) is transfom ed by using
successively an one-din ension m apping and the classical bosonization technique, exactly as
in the previous s = 7 case.

In the next section ITT, we w ill describe our work on the speci ¢ S= 1 two—in purity prob—
lem and we use sucoessively the Jordan-W igner transfom ation to refem ionize the H am ik
tonian and a speci cmean eld approxin ation to treat the problm . The di erent cases,

esgpecially K= 0 and K >0 for an antiferrom agnetic coupling, w illbe then discussed.

A .The one-dim ensionalm apping

W e ©llow here the notations of the recent paperby A eck et al {6} on the two s=
In purity case and we jast recall the m ain points for our study of the two S=1 im purities.

Asusual, we considera function interaction in K2),with the I purities at %, so that:
V &) = V"t @)

For certain choices for the dispersion relation X) and m atrix element V (K), the Ham i
tonian @) has a partick-hoke PH) symmetry. Invariance of H, under the PH symm etry
requires: k) = K%, where K and R° are changed to each otherby the PH symm etry.

Invariance of Hy under thisPH symm etry requires:



V R) =V ®) and V(R)Y=V (k) e 5)

where is just a phase Independent ofk P6].

To apply the bosonization technique to this problem , one st shows that H can be
reduced exactly to an one-din ensional Ham iltonian. For that, one m akes a progction on
iso-energy surfaces n K space; two K are only retained by the Kondo e ect and one can

de ne the two Pllow ng elds:

Z

= dK (K EWV(EK , ©)

Henos, odd and even com binations ofthese two elds are de ned:

- _xm &, _ _tE &
eE T Ne(E) ’ oE NOCE) (7)
where
7
NeoE)= &% (K E):VE® V(KT 8)
to satisfy the anticomm utation rules: £ z; fg. = E E°)

Only thessetwo eldsappear n H and we can rew rite:

Z

Hy,= deE E [ Z;E ek t Z,.E oiE I ©)
Z

Hy= dEE NENE) o~ ot NoEINGED) Yo~ opoliSi+ S2)

+ NeEINGEN:( Lg~ omot Ls~ exo):lS1 S2)

Indeed, the onedim ensional problem has also a PH symmetry, deduced from the
three-din ensional PH one. The problem of the particle-hole symm etry has been previ-
ously studied for the two-dnpurity s = 7 case R§29], because in som e special cases, one
can develop som e qualitative argum ents for the variation with K of the phase shift of the
conduction electrons and here, therefore, som e Insight on a possbility of a phase transition

at a given K value.

The transformm ation ofthe elds .z and .z can be deduced from :



N R ey g Y g€ (10)

obtained w ith the nitial PH transform ation.
In our case, we ©llow the m ethod of Ref. P§] and we can select two particular values of
ie. ( =0and = ),whith give argum ents for two di erent physical behaviours.

For =0, ushg the preceding PH one-dim ensional transform ation, one cbtains:

Ne( E):Ne(E); No( E):NO(E); eE ! Z;E; o/E ! Z;E 11)
and for = , i resuls:

N.( E)=N,E); B o2 ' 4 & 12)

Thecase = isofparticular interest. A ccording to Ref. 6], the phase shifts . and

o orthetwo eldsgiven by (]) can take arbitrary values w ith the easily satis ed condition
e = 0. Using the PH symm etry, it results only that a transition is not necessary in this
cae. Thecase = 0, Imposes .= = 00r = o= 3 and oconsequently a transition
in the phase diagram . F inally, no universal behaviour can be predicted w ith a sim ple phase

shift analysis.
T hus, we continue the calculation and write H, given by @) in a more suitabl fom,

around E=0:

H=} dEdE?T, ( Y.~ + I~ (S, + S 13
KT 5 + U1z 1E0 2x~ 2£0):S] 2) @3)
y ¥ .
+ Jn ( 12~ 1E® 2& "~ 2;E0)-(S1 S%)

+ T (Yo~ omot b~ 1m0):S1+ S2)
w ith the orthonom albasis:
12 = —PE— (14)

and the couplings:



e Jo) 2 2
J = —Pi—; Je = 2N (0)%; Jo = 2N, (0)%; JIn = 2N, ()N (0) 15)

W hen the asymm etry between the odd and even channels is not relevant, as for exam ple in

thecase = ,we getthe follow ng sin pli cation:
N.(@©)=N,(0); In = J+; J =0 (1e)

which willbe used In the follow ing.

W e can notice that, w hatever the m aintained particlke-hol symm etry is, the charges of
the 1 and 2 species of ferm ions are separetely conserved and we have two comm uting sets
of isosgoin generators; in fact, there isan exact O @) = SU 2); SU (R} symm etry on each

channel:

E Vi s 17)

sim ilarly for I, .
W e jast analyze the situation wih an abelian symm etry (for the charge and spin degrees
of freedom ) and consequently, we have to break explicitly the O (4) one. W e expect that
the low -energy physics rem ains the sam e because a representation of the SU (2), k=1 level
algebra, w ith a central charge c= 1 can be satis ed by a representation of free bosons.

Ifnow we try to calculate the preceeding values by taking the particular choice k) =
vr k k) and by m aking the integration in the Eq.(6), we obtain:

) sin kR)

Neok)=Vy 1 —— 18
o &) R 18)

From the equalities 15), the couplings, J, ; J+ ; J can be now easily evaluated:

i ge= ev2 1 &R, g,

sh krR)
J. = V2. T 17 2
+ F ’ F o ]FR

© ks R
where  isthe density of states of the conduction electrons per spin at the Fermm i level.

Thus,J = 0isequivalenttotheequality ky R = n ,wheren isan integer; at half- 1ling this



constraint is realized forky = - and consequently for an even impurity distance R = 2nc.

2
In these conditions, by using the eq. ) we deduce that a conventional RKKY interaction
could only exist in the case ofa param eter K>0 (sihcoe 2kg R = 2n ).

Now, wem ake som e com m ents about the feasble physical interpretation of oftheRef.
4]. Indeed, ifwe take thede nition @) ofV (K) and the second relation (§), we inm ediately
obtain:

KR 20)
2

where R, = R K and not = R, R already mentionned by A eck et al. in Ref. [26].

In this context, the two values of ocorrespond either to K,= 0 or to the nesting vector
R, = (zigig). W ith the condition R=2nc and the Eq. @0),we nd that = n, which
yields =0or = dependingon theparty ofn. W e see that there isno universalbehaviour
and we cannot use this physical argum ent to conclide on the possibility of a critical point,
in contrast to Ref. P6]; furthem ore in the ollow ing, we w ill check that there is no critical
point or even no phase transition In our S=1 case.

By Fourder transform , we Inm ediately obtain H , In termm s of two one-dim ensional elec—

tronic channels a and b:

H=H,+KSS,+ J, :(5; + S’z)[ay%a+ b‘/%b]x=0 + 3, (S, Sz)by%a b\%b]x=o 1)

w ih
Z . 7 .
ax)= dke™ ;k); bx)= dke* ,k) @2)
and
x %41
Jo=J, =J= yVZ’  Ho= (iw) dx @ ®)@a ®)+ 1 ®)eb () (3)

1
W ithin thism odelw ith J, = J, ,no Indirectm agnetic interaction, ie. via the conduction

band, is generated up to the second order in perturbation between tw o halfgpins, regpectively

10



of S; and S,. Hence, we can assum e that the Heisenberg interaction K $73, takes into

acoount both the Indirect RKK Y interaction and the direct one between the two S=1 soins.

B .The bosonization

Thus, in the ©llow ing, we start from the orm Q1) ofthe H am iltonian ortwo S=1 spins
and, as previously done for the case oftwo s = % soins, we use the bosonization technique

by taking the standard 1-din ensional relations between Bose and Fem 1 elds BQ1:

1
®)= —expi &) @4)
2 C
= an; ay; b; by
ZX
- T (<) dx’)

and areregoectively abosonic eld and itsoconjugate eld; asusual, the lattice spacing
¢ is taking as tending to zero. In H , the two electronic channels a and b are lndependent,
then there is no need to introduce any phase factor in the  eld de nition to take care of
the anticom m utation rules between the two di erent "species" of ferm ions BL]. Then, we
Just rede ne four new bosonic eldsthat we call respectively charge, spin, spin-channel and

chargechannel elds, obtained from the preceding onesby a lnear canonical transform ation :

1 1

c= 5 ( cia + c;b); s = 5 ( s;a + s;b); (25)
1 1

sf = E ( s;a s;b); cc = E ( cia c;b) (26)

where ; and g; are the charge and the spin elds for the &= a, b channels. The degrees
of charge are frozen, thus it is clear that . and . are not coupled to the in purties and
we can om it them .

Thus, it com es:

Ho= — dx £ *+ B, Tg @7)

11



zit+ In iz

J
Hy= S+ S5)r 0)+

ST S;)r £ 0)

J
+ — cos sf (0)fcos s(0)(S ¥+ SY) sih sO)ES{+ S3)g
c

J
—csjn sf 0)fsih s(0)(S ¥ S)+ cos s0)(S; S3)g

TheK ondo couplings J,,+ and Jy, ,, can take di erent values in the (x,y) plane and along the
z axis. W e can then perform a rotation along the quantization axis to elin nate s. This
type of procedure w hich originated from Ref. 2] was, for nstance, used in the study ofthe
tw o-channel one—m purity K ondo problem [3{35]. This can be achieved by considering the
canonical transform ation, in the unit sphere, U = exp( i(S7 + S})) 5(0). The e ect ofthe
rotation is to replace the trigonom etric functionsof (0) n Eq. (1) by their values at zero
argum ent.

W e obtain therefore:

J,; ' T ;
Hy= =T 824+ 8H)r 0+ —Z

7 S;r 4« 0) 28)

J
+ —foos sE(Q) ST+ Sy) sh sf0):S{ S3)g
C

where  is the density of states at the Fem i level for the conduction electrons

s= et s® TheH; coupling is not really a ected by the transfom ation:

H;=K,SiS;+ KS/S,: 29)

The canonical transform ation also generates a positive constant tem proportional to
(SF+ SZ)? = 2S7SZ+ %, which can be reabsorbed in the K , term and a negative coupling
J.+ (SZ+ SZ)* BII.

Now, we have to x the J,,; and J,; couplings. The J,,; one can be integrated out
using a path Integral form alisn ; it only renom alizes the RKKY interaction B1]. This can
be realized directly In tuning K and K ,. Thus, In the ©llow Ing, we set J,,, = Fl. W hen

K= 0 we have chosen the particular case w here the charges of the a and b electronic channels

12



are separately conserved and for that we could not keep Jp, ;, as a tunable param eter; from
the Ham iltonian 28§), n using Egs. €5), {24) we have to take J, ,, ! 0. By analogy w ith
the Toulouse lin i, rst discovered in the ordinary K ondo problem [3§], we expect that this
m odel is solvabl at the particular point: J,; = Fl and Jp ,=0. Now, we ook at the

Kondo problem in the transverse direction as kesping J = J, ,but allow Jy ;, 6 J,;+ = Fl:

J . .
H=Hot — £S7e =P+ & =5 g+ 1, (30)
C

ITTI.THE STUDY OF THE TW O-IM PURITY S=1 UNDERSCREENED KONDO

PROBLEM

In the preceding section, we have presented the general form alisn appropriate forthe two—
in purity K ondo probkm and wehave nally obtained the form (30) ofthe totalH am iltonian,
which isvalid for any value of the spin. Then, we study the speci c case oftwo S=1 spoins

and for that we decom pose the two S=1 goins, S; and S,, into two 1/2-gpins, as ollow :

S1= 4+ ~ (31)

S2= 5t~
where, £~gq;2;35;0) are half SU (2) spins, which satisfy:

£{i59 =0 32)

£f/;,9.=1; Hr+l,2,3,4and ¥1,2,3,4

Indeed, we could not enlarge the total H ibert space of the problem ; so we add the
constraint that ~ ; ~ and ~; ~ are strongly ferrom agnetically coupled through an n nite M ,
M ,>0) coupling. Then, wew illsolve the H am iltonian given by Q) w ith the transfom ations
@1). To do i, we referm jonize the Ham iltonian (3U) with spinless ferm ions by use of the
Jordan-W igner transfom ation and then we use a m ean— eld approxin ation which keeps

tem s containing at m ost four operators.

13



A . R eferm jonization

In the Pllow ng, we use the conduction electron operator:

1
= —exp@d s 0)) (33)
2 c

To refemn ionize this problem of four sets of Paulim atrices, we use the Jordan-W igner

transfom ation [37] for four spins:

I
Q.

(34)

+
1

[
Sk

:exp (i ny)

Ny

[
g2

lexp @ (g + ny))

w4

-
[
£

:exp (@ (O + n, + ns))
1
5; wihn;=0; 1 or&1l; 2; 3; 4

i H M

Then, we develop H In power of (n;ny), with =1; 2; 3; 4 and +1; 2; 3; 4, In using

the shrewd identity:
expl n)y=1 2n forn=0o0orl (35)

T hus, applying the di erent transfom ations B3), 8%),B5) on the reduced H am iltonian
@0) yieldsm any term s containing products of operators and d ;; in particular, we get sev—
eraltem s containing m ore than 4 spinless ferm ion operators, such as for exam ple didyn;ns
(cbtained from H ;) or d4n;ns (Obtained from H ). In orderto solve theproblem weusehere

a specialm ean— eld approxin ation, which consists In  rstly kegping only tem s containing

atm ost four operators and then m aking averages on termm sw ith two operators. In fact, aswe
w il see In the ollow ing, we willuse a m ean— eld approxin ation which linearizes the tem s
In the H am iltonian and kesps only temm s which are bilinear in the spinless ferm ion operator
d. This approxin ation had already been used in Ref. 8] forthe s = % tw o—in purity prob-
Jem . W e have to rem ember the two follow ing points induced by the transform @1): 1, »
Interact w ith the sam e conduction electron and ;, , with another one, whilke h~ ~i=h~~i

and h~ ~i= h~ ~1i, but not necessairely h~ ~i=h~ ~i.

14



T hen, using the preceding approxin ations, the totalH am iltonian can bew ritten in term s
of ferm ionic spinless operators:

H=H + Hyu.+ Hy;wih (36)

Z 11

H,= iw dx Y x)@; )
1
H,=H,+H,

Hpe= Hipgpt Hip + Hferro

H , describbes the K ondo problm when the two S=1 spins are not coupled, H ;. brings
a new K ondo contrbution com ng from the K interaction and H ¢erro is added here to take

Into acoount the decom position ofthe S=1 soins Wih theassimptionM , ! 1 ):

H,=J di+d) Jdin, J din; @37)
J ds+ dy)+ T dsng+ J duns
H, =J ds+ dy)fn; + n,g J A7+ &)fns+ nug
Hi, = K?fd{d3 @ 2n, 2ng)+ dds;@ 2n, 2n3)
+ &ds@ 2ng; 2n;)+ Eds @ 2n3;  2n;)+ hag
Hix= K, fdyydy + dhyd, 1gfdsyds + dyyds 1g

l)(Olyd :—L) M, (@d iL)(dydz; })
22 2 z \M3M3 2 4 2

H ferro = M z (dijlfdl 5

B.ThecaseK =0

A s previously explained, our presently studied case J, = J; oorresoonds to a situation
w here the indirect and direct interactionsbetween S; and S, are yielded only by the additive
term K S;S,. Thus, the case K= 0 corresoonds to two nitial S=1 spins which are decoupled
from each other and the physics of this problem is sin ilar to that of the one S=1, n=1
Kondo inpurty. It resuls that the term H, of the Ham iltonian m ust have no e ect and

that H can be divided into two independent underscreened K ondo problem s:

15



Hy=0= Hip+ Hsst+ Hy (38)

i

w ith
Hl;2 =J (d{‘i‘ diz/) J dl{nz J diz/nl (39)
1 1
M, dd 5) (&, 5)
and

H3;4: J (d3+ d4)+Jd3n4+Jd4n3 (40)

1 1
M, (Eds 5)(d§d4 5)

W e study thiscase K=0, n orderto x the theoretical notations for the follow Ing studies.
Then, In our present case, we can easily derive the follow ing equalities for the average

values:

hdid,i= hdd,i; hidii= hddji 41)
hdii= hdsi; hdfi= hd,i
hd;i= hdi; hdji= hd,i

W e describe here the S=1 soins by adding two s = % soins ferrom agnetically aligned, ac-

cording to the last term s of (39) and @0) with M , tending to +1 . As in ref. P§], the last

term of 39) can be decoupled In the m ean— eld approxin ation into:

M,
2

M,

1 1 1 1 M,
fhrlz El(nl §)+ hrl]_ 51(1’12 §)g+ 7l’dld21fdld2+ dzdlg

The rst term does not contrbute due to the e ective particle-hole PH) symm etry.
However, our present case oftwo S=1 spins is clearly orignal and we have to exam ine the
solution occuring for a very strong ferrom agnetic couplng M , ! +1 . If we consider the
energy of the system, it is necessary to stabilize it to take both hdid,i tending to 0 for

M, ! +1 and kd{d}i tending to itsm axinum value, which must be equalto hddli= 1.
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It results that the rst three tem s of H 1, given by B9), treated w ithin the preceding
mean eld approxim ation, becomeequaltoJ Ai+ &+ @& d)hdldiland it results a new
in portant contrbution J (d; d;) forhd{d?i= 1, n addition tothe rsttemm J @i+ &).

For the physical limit M , ! +1 ocorresponding to a S=1 spin, we can rewrite H;, in

the follow ing fom :
Hl;2 =J (d%_/+ d§2/+ dl d2)+ h(dll/dg‘i' d2d1)+ Ho (42)

where h is detemm ined by the follow Ing selfconsistent equations:

V4

h= + Jhd;i! 1 43)

hd¥i=hd¥i=hd.i= hd,i (44)

W e can deduce that, due to the strong pairing m echanian between d; and d,, only one

degree of freedom is coupled to the conduction band: half a degree of freedom for the 15¢

(@ +di)

SGrc) @ d2)
2

soinless ferm ion and half a degree of freedom for the 2"¢ spinless ferm ion —2—.
Then, to m ake the K ondo problm m ore explicit, we rede ne two new spinless ferm ions

d and D by the sin ple linear transfom ation:

d'= (@ + 1); d= @ 1ix); DY= (@ + i); D= (@ i) 45)
w ith
_ (dl{-l—dl). _ (d32/+d2). . @ di) . @ )
= i 8= i lbl_T' M—T 4o)

O ne can easily check that the di erent operators satisfy the good anticom m utation rules.
Only the d ferm ion is resonant and is coupled to the conduction band through a coupling
J = 2J.Consequently, thed and D femm jons are not coupled anym ore , the h coupling just
shifts the resonant d-level at the Ferm ienergy E4 = Er = h and m akes the D —kevel Iying
at the energy Ep; = h. Asusual, we rede ne the Fem ienergy Er = 0 and consequently

Ep = 2 h. Thus, the Ham iltonian H;, can be w ritten as:

17



H1;2: J dy+ ED DyD (47)

Then, for the ferm ions d; and d,, we propose the sam e relations:

&= @+ iy); e= (a3 1iy); EY= (a,+ 1y); E = (@ i) 48)
wih
Y Y Y Y
ay = (d3-;d3); a = (d4J;d4); b, = (3 2d3); i, = (d 2d4> 49)

Fially, for K = 0, the total Ham iltonian H , can be written as two usual "not-coupled”

resonant levels 3§]:

Hy.o=dJ d¥+J Y&+ H, (50)
wih:

H, =Ho+E,:0' + E'E) (51)

Tt is welkknown that this m odel is isom orphic to the usual Kondo e ect at a certain

particular point nam ely the Toulouse lin it [36]:

Hx-0 = J s @an) + J s} ) (52)

+ G,sf (avar  ajay) + G,s5 b bby) + Hy

w ith
G,=0=J, — ©3)
where

1
s and = 2 3 w ih BI= BrI= > (54)
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(53)

N

33 and 3y 2 SZ w ih :533: :'5,4j=

The m odel (52) describes two sin ilar K ondo e ects acting on di erent sites, each char-
acterized by the energy scale that we call Ty, . The strong xed point of this problem
d;J, ! +1) is stablk and corresponds to the wellkknown Fem iliquid behaviour: the
channela interactsw ith the halfs; spin 0f£S; and the channelb interactsw ith the halfs; spin
ofS,. krem ainson each sitea s = % "not screened" Iocalmoment: s, 2 S;1 = 1;5 2 S, = 1.
Tt is rem arkable to notice that these residualm om ents are totally decoupled from the con—
duction band and from s; and s3 respectively. Consequently, the conduction elctrons are
subm itted to a phase shift = 5 induced by the In nite localK ondo coupling. In fact, we
have solved the case K= 0, at a particular solvable 1m it, where the K ondo coupling is not

In nite and we could expect that the halfspins s, and s; are not exactly totally decoupled

from the conduction band; anyw ay, the physics is not changed.

The m ean— eld treatm ent appears quite e cient to treat the K ondo problm w ihout
any Interaction K= 0 between the two concemed S=1 K ondo in purities and we w ill discuss

In the ollow Ing the non zero K cases.

C .The ferrom agnetic coupling (K <0)

Now we ook brie y at a ferrom agnetic couplingK $:5,,wih K < 0. A sshown before, an
RKKY interaction is not expected in this case and K concems (sin ply) a direct exchange
between the two S=1 spins, according to the discussion after eq. (19). W e just develop
qualitative argum ents conceming the phase shift  of the conduction electrons induced by
the IocalKondo e ect. Indeed, if we consider that the system starts, from K=0, wih an
in nite Kondo coupling ( = 5) and nally goes towardsK ! 1 wih the same stable

K ondo situation ( = 5),we do not expect (In the area K < 0) any particular critical point
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w here the phase shift of the conduction electrons would not be de ned. W e even expect a
Kondo e ect ofm agnitude of T, forallK Q.

In fact, ourm ean— eld treatm ent is not well appropriate for the direct ferrom agnetic K
Interaction, but our preceding qualitative argum ents are su cient to conclude that there is
no critical point HrK <0, as in the two s= % inpurity case.

2

D . The antiferrom agnetic coupling (K >0).

T he m ost Interesting case corresoonds to an antiferrom agnetic coupling K >0), because
In this case it is In portant to study the absence or existence of a phase transition, even a
critical point as a function ofK , by analogy w ith thetwo s = % In puriy case where a sharp
phase transition occurs for K of order 2Ty .

However, we w ill use the m ean— eld approxin ation as In the previous K= 0 case and we
treat the case ofm oderate K values, where we can apply only a an all perturbation from the
K=0 results; nally, i is su cient sihce if a crtical point exists, it is certainly not so far
from the particular point K= 0.

Thus, we keep here idid}i = hdidji = 1 as previously shown and we consider all the
other averages of tw o operators as an all quantities.

The m ean— eld approach gives, therefore:

K
Hi, = Ef(oP{+ &) s+ do) + 4+ EdY) + hog (56)

K, X
Hiy = 7f1’d{d§{i(d3{d§ + &Edy) d id’d + hay (57)

=12; =34
W e can notice that i is oonsistent wih the mean- eld equations to oonsider
h¥d i -1, -34 and W& i -1, -3 as real. Using the Egs. [B6),57)], we deduce
also that, due to the nonzero K coupling, the antiferrom agnetic correlations favorize both

the pairing m echanism (particlel, particked) or (particle?, particle3) and the binding m echa—

niam ofaparticke ( = 1; 2)wih ahol ( = 3; 4);hence, n contrast to the case oftwo
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s = ; Kondo inpurities P§], there is no com petition anym ore between these two kinds of
processes but either a good coexistence; we can add that it could be an In portant argum ent
for the non existence of a phase transition In the area K Ty .

Then,we assum ethat H , can be treated asa perturbation ofH ., by considering that the
m ean— eld sym m etries ofequations @%) are preserved. By use ofallthe previous argum ents,
the couplings K and K , renom alize the operators hd¥d i( _-15;, -3, at the sam e negative
value, i{ dji= hdidli at a positive constant value, m aintain hd{d3i and hdd}i at zero and

make H, relevant. H becom es nally equalto:

H=Hg-o+J d3+d; & d)+J d; H+ds da) (58)

+ fhy [ + &) s+ do) + heil+ hy [(dd) + &EE) + heilg

w ith the follow Ing self-consistent equations:

J; = 20hdidsi; J, = Jhdidji (59)
5 hdidi; h; = S hdidsi

h2= 2K +

For an antiferrom agnetic coupling, ie. forpositive K and K , values, one can easily show
that J, and h; are positive, whilke J; and h, are negative; we have also h, 4h; foramall
values of d{ d}ji and hdid;i corresponding to very an all values ofK . h principle, we would
have to solve w ithin the m ean— eld approxin ation the system of selfconsistent equations
based on the Ham iltonian (5§) and the relations (59). However, the system is quite tricky
to solve and we can have already a good insight of the physics in looking sim ply at the
solutions obtained within the subspace of operators d and D (or e and E) introduced for
K=0.

Then, we use the equations @5),46),@8) and (49) in order to transform the totalH am ilto—

nian, which becom es:
H=H,+ Hpst Hcoup]jng (60)

w ith
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H oupting= i+ ) E'D + DYE )+ (y  hy) €d+ de) + hy EYd+ €D + ho) (61)

Hee=J @Y ©+J, 07 E) VY (62)

J =3J J (63)

W ehave not considered in the equation (2) the sm allcontrbution (J;+ J,) Yd¥, because
the d operator is strongly resonant w ith the large J ooupling and (J; + J,) is very an all;
0, thisvery sn allcoupling in (J; + J») isnegligble w ith respect to the very large one in J
and does not change the physics of the problem .

In spite ofthe peculiarm ean— eld treatm ent, the solutions given by the above equations
yield a good insight on the physics of the two S=1 in purity case. J_, which is irrelevant for
K= 0, becom es really relevant for an antiferrom agnetic coupling.

T he crucialpoint concems here the non existence of a critical point or any kind ofphase
transition asa function ofthe K param eter, since there isno G reen function divergent when
! 1 0 for the considered set of param eters. In fact, we have obtained for the two m ain

G reen functions (the others vary asK 2.

Gy e k!+h§2+ ;. hy)’g 6
(12 yl+hi+ by hy)®) 4h?(;  hy)?
and
Gppy (1) = SO S h%; B+ hs)'g (65)
(12 U+ hZ+ (y+ hy)®)"  4h? (hy + hy)?
where ! = (2n+ 1) = isa formionicM atsubama frequency = J 2and .= J,°<<

are respectively the widths ofthed and D (respectively the e and E) in purity levels, | =
o+ iEp and y isoforderTy. h Egs. (64) and 65), the upper and lower sign corresponds
respectively to the case of positive and negative ! . Tndeed, the di erent G reen functions do

not develop apok at ! = 0, whatever the valuesof  and , are and we do not expect any
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critical point at low tem peratures. E specially, we expect that the staggered susceptibility
s does not diverge P8].
Sinply, when K and K , are sn all, we can neglect the tem s in h? and h? and therefore,

write the two (m ain) G reen fiinctions:

1
Gaw (1) = 77— = Gew (66)
1. 1 x

1
Gppv (1) = T = Gggy
i! i

o
The In uence of K appears m ainly through the magniude . So, when K is anall, it
appears two oohabiting species of quasiparticles: heavy quasiparticles w ith an electronic
speci c heat constant C=T = , 'K )= and quasifree electrons which lead to the m ain
RKKY interaction between the non-screened halfspins, nam ely s, anss,; (already introduced
forK = 0) and generated by a an all ferrom agnetic K ondo coupling due to the Pauliprinciple.
In fact, other m arginal RKKY interactions also exist, which couple all the halfsoins and
which, especially guarantee exact physics in the strong K -coupling lim it; however, they are
not really relevant, for an all values ofK and can be forgotten.

Indeed, all these conclusions are done, at a particular solvabl point and we can not
be exactly sure that they ram ain true for any value of J; nevertheless, we think that these
results are physically correct and then, the xed point of the coupling J has to decrease
wih K . P recisely, the dom lnant RKKY interaction (between s, ans s4) tends to suppress

the critical point, obtained with the two s=1/2 Kondo in purity-m odel and yields both a

Kondo e ect and m agnetisn , for am all positive K values.

IV.CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented an explicit study of the problem oftwo S=1 m agnetic
In purties interacting w ith a conduction band and coupled via an Interim purity coupling

K S1S,. There isno quantum critical point, even no phase transition in the phase diagram
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and this Jast poInt is very In portant because it show s a behaviour com pltely di erent from
that of the regular two screened s = % In purity Kondo m odel. In fact, a sm ooth cross—
over sgparates a \one-underscreened-K ondo-im purity" lke phase from an antiferrom agnetic
and non-K ondo phase. In particular, it leads that = amrtan(J ) and @%1’81 S,1 vary
continuously w ith K, for all the real values of this param eter.

W ehave cbtained, fora positive and an allK value, an asym m etric situation w ith a strong
Kondo e ect forthe spins s; and s3, a weak K ondo e ect forthe spins s, and s, and nally a
RKKY Interaction between s, and s4. This can lead to a coexistence between a K ondo e ect
leading to strong soin  uctuations on one side and an indirect RKKY Interaction. F nally,
w ih only two soins, a true m agnetic order and a really broken SU (2) spin symm etry could
not occur but it is encouraging to yield, even in this particular case, a coexistence between
a heavy—-ferm ion character and (soecial) m agnetisn .

Thus, the case of a m oderate and antiferrom agnetic K coupling can account for the
physics of U raniuim com pounds, such as UP t3, where both a heavy-ferm ion behaviour and
som e kind of long-range m agnetic order exist at low tem peratures. In any underscreened
K ondo lattice m odel, the presence ofm agnetian is expected but m uch rem ains to be under-
stood conceming the m agnetic length of the intersite antiferrom agnetic uctuations orm ore
generally conceming the tiny m agnetic m om ent which characterizes the m agnetic character
of UP &3, as already noticed by Colem an et al. 39]. Finally, a m ore com plete explanation

of the properties of com pounds such as UP t3, based on a non-Abelian treatm ent of the

underscreened K ondo lattice, is presently studied Q1.
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