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We study the physics of dilute magnetic impurities in a two-dimensional altermagnetic metal.
We first discuss the Kondo problem. Although the spin degeneracy is broken in an altermagnetic
metal, we show that the antiferromagnetic Kondo coupling still flows to the strong coupling regime
at low energies in terms of the one-loop renormalization-group equation. To study the ground-
state properties, we employ the variational wavefunction approach. We find that the impurity spin
is completely screened at long distances, in contrast to the usual antiferromagnet. The d-wave
nature of the Fermi surface in an altermagnetic metal is reflected in the correlation between the
impurity and conduction electron spins, which exhibits the C4. symmetry of the altermagnet at long
distances. The spin correlation decays as 1 /7“3 at long distances, and its amplitude oscillates with
four different periods due to the anisotropic Fermi surfaces. Moreover, the values of these periods
depend on the direction of observation. Next, we calculate the RKKY interaction which is of an
anisotropic Heisenberg type. This anisotropic RKKY interaction also exhibits the C4 symmetry
at long distances due to the d-wave nature of the Fermi surface. In addition, the transverse and

longitudinal components of the RKKY interactions posses distinct periods of oscillations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The conventional collinear magnets are divided into
two types: the ferromagnets and antiferromagnets, de-
pending on whether or not the net magnetization per
(magnetic) unit cell vanishes!. For the ferromagnet with
one spin sublattice, the net magnetization is nonzero, and
thus the time-reversal (T) symmetry is broken. It follows
that the band structure exhibits momentum-independent
spin splitting, leading to isotropic s-wave spin-split Fermi
surfaces. On the other hand, the classical “Néel” antifer-
romagnets with the opposite spin sublattices connected
by inversion or translation possess zero net magnetization
and T-invariant spin degenerate bands.

Recently, a new type of collinear magnets, dubbed as
the altermagnets, was discovered?. Similar to the classi-
cal “Néel” antiferromagnets, the altermagnets have zero
net magnetization, and thus must contain at least two
spin sublattices. However, the opposite spin sublattices
in the altermagnet is connected by rotation instead of in-
version or translation®. Moreover, its band structure ex-
hibits T-breaking spin splitting, leading to anisotropic d
(g or i)-wave spin splitting Fermi surfaces. The spin split-
ting in altermagnets is of non-relativistic origin, which
is distinct from ferromagnetic (FM) and relativistically
spin-orbital coupled systems® 10, In analogy with su-
perconductors, the FM metal is like the s-wave super-
conductor, while the altermagnetic (AM) metal is the
analog of the d-wave superconductor?. From ab initio
calculations, several materials were predicted to be alter-
magnets, which may be insulators like MnF5 and MnTe,
or metals like RuO,%° 7. Recent progress was mainly fo-
cused on the aspects of spintronics'! '3 and the interplay
between superconductivity and altermagnetism!42°,

One consequence following from the T-breaking spin
splitting of bands in the AM metal is the anisotropic
Fermi surfaces. A natural question is which physical ob-
servables will reveal this anisotropic nature of Fermi sur-

faces. As we have shown in Sec. IIB, the densities of
states (DOS) for spin-up and -down electrons are identi-
cal to each other, which follows from the Cy, symmetry
of the AM metal. Therefore, thermodynamic response
functions like specific heat, isothermal compressibility,
and Pauli susceptibility cannot distinguish the AM metal
from the usual Fermi liquid (FL) with an isotropic s-wave
Fermi surface.

In the present work, we try to answer the above ques-
tion by studying the Kondo problem in a two-dimensional
(2D) AM metal. In terms of the one-loop renormalization
group (RG) equation and the variational wavefunction,
we show that when the exchange interaction between the
local spin and the itinerant electrons is antiferromagnetic
(AF), it will flow to the strong coupling regime and the
local spin will be completely screened by the itinerant
electrons, as in the ordinary FL with an isotropic s-wave
Fermi surface, while in contrast to the case in the con-
ventional AF metal?!.

The difference lies at the spin correlation between the
impurity and conduction electron spins, which measures
the spatial extension of the Kondo screening cloud. Due
to the d-wave nature of the Fermi surface in the AM
metal, the angular dependence of spin correlation has
the Cy, symmetry. Moreover, the radial dependence ex-
hibits the oscillatory power-law decay, with multi-periods
depending on the direction of observation.

We also calculate the RKKY interaction between two
magnetic impurities. We show that the RKKY inter-
action in the AM metal is of an anisotropic Heisenberg
type, in contrast to the ordinary FL with an isotropic s-
wave Fermi surface. Again, this interaction exhibits the
Cy, symmetry following from the d-wave spin splitting
Fermi surfaces. Moreover, the transverse and longitudi-
nal components of the RKKY interaction have distinct
magnitudes. At short distance, the transverse component
is much smaller than the longitudinal one, such that the
exchange interaction between the two magnetic impuri-



ties is of the Ising type. On the other hand, at long dis-
tances, the transverse component becomes much larger
than the longitudinal one, such that the exchange inter-
action between the two magnetic impurities turns into
the XY type.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. We first
study the Kondo problem in Sec. IT and present the cal-
culation of the RKKY interaction in Sec. III. The last
section is devoted to a conclusive discussion. Two ap-
pendices are provided for the details of the calculations.

II. THE KONDO PROBLEM

A. The model

The simplest model describing the 2D AM metal is
given by the following single-particle, two-band Bloch
Hamiltonian on a square lattice:

H(k) = to(2 — cosk, — cosky) + tq sink, sin ko3
+2t(cos ky — cosky)os (1)
which contains, apart from the common kinetic-energy
hopping term, two spin-dependent hopping terms due to
the anisotropic exchange interaction in the AM phase.

Here, 01,23 are Pauli matrices in the spin space. The
resulting electronic band structure is of the form

€s(k) = to(2 —cosky —cosky) + oty sink, sink,
+20ta(cosk, — cosky) , (2)
where 0 = + correspond to spin-up and -down, respec-

tively. Under the U4, rotation, k, — ky and ky — —ks.
Hence, we have

€. (Cak) = e_o(k) . (3)
Since
oo H* (k)oy # H(—k) ,

the T symmetry is broken in the AM phase.
In order that the Fermi surface is closed, the parame-
ters t; and to have to satisfy the constraint

o +4ad <1, (4)

where a3 = t1/2 /to are dimensionless parameters. Al-
ternatively, one may define

a1 =vcos (2¢9) , 2as =vsin(29) , (5)

with ¥ > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 7. Then, Eq. (4) indicates that
v < 1. Hereafter, we will focus on this case.

When Eq. (4) is satisfied, both the spin-up and -down
bands have a global minimum at the I'" point (k = 0).
Hence, within the k - p approximation, we may use the
following Hamiltonian to describe an AM metal

Hy = Z CLU[GUUC) - M]Ckff ’ (6)
k,o=+

FIG. 1: The Fermi surfaces at er = to for the dgy-wave sym-
metry (left) with ¢t1 = 0.3to and t2 = 0 and d,2_,2-wave
symmetry (right) with t2 = 0.3tp and ¢1 = 0. The solid and
dashed lines correspond to the spin-up and -down Fermi sur-
face, respectively.

where cg,, ch obey the canonical anticommutation re-
lations and

k2
o (k) = ot oltikaky + t2(k2 — 7)) (7)

with m = 1/ty. Note that Eq. (7) still preserves the Cy,
symmetry. Moreover, Hy also breaks the T symmetry.
Therefore, Hy keeps the most important features of the
AM metal. The resulting Fermi surface consists of two
branches, which exhibits a d-wave nature, as illustrated
in Fig. 1.

To study the Kondo problem in the AM metal, we add
the exchange interaction Hg between a local spin S and
itinerant electrons to Hy, where

Hg =JS - ¢lay(0) (8)

with
1 .
1%(7‘) = = ckaezk.r ;
2D

and S is a spin-1/2 operator. Without loss of generality,
we take the position of the local spin as the origin. Our
working Hamiltonian is Hy + Hg.

B. The one-loop RG equation

To determine the role of Hx at low energies, we em-
ploy the perturbative RG. There are various ways to im-
plement the perturbative RG. In all cases, the relevant
single-particle Green function of itinerant electrons is the
local one in the imaginary-time formulation??, i.e.,

1 1 A N, (e)
0)(; . = de—""
Go " (icon) Vzk:iwn—eo(k)—ku /,A eiwn—e ’

where N, (e) is the DOS for spin-o electrons, with € be-
ing measured relative to the Fermi energy er, and A is



the UV cutoff in energies. The RG equation for J is ob-
tained by integrating out the electronic degrees of free-
dom within the energy shell [A/b, A] with b > 122,

For the AM metal described by Hy, N (€) is given by

(9)

m
B ory/1— 12’

which is independent of . This is a generic feature for
the AM metal, which follows from Eq. (3), not exclusive
for the specific model we adopted. It can be shown as
follows. From Eq. (3), Ny (€) can be written as

N, (e)

N, (e) = % > dle—eo(k)] = % > dle — €0 (Cuzk)]

keC keC

= 2 3 bl e (B = N ()

keC

where C' denotes the first Brillouin zone which is also
invariant under the Cjy, rotation.

Therefore, the one-loop RG flow for the Kondo cou-
pling is identical to the one in the usual FL. That is?2,

dg 2

Ay =-9", (10)
where ¢ = 2N(0).J is the dimensionless coupling con-
stant and N(0) = N4 (0) = N_(0) is the DOS at the
Fermi energy. Consequently, g flows to the strong cou-
pling regime at low energies for the AF bare exchange
interaction (Jo = J(D) > 0 with D denoting the band
width), leading to the screening of the local spin in the
ground state. On the other hand, g flows to zero at low
energies when Jy < 0, leading to the decoupled local spin
and itinerant electrons in the ground state.

The solution of Eq. (10) is

9(D)

9N = T Dy ma/D)

For Jy > 0, g(A) diverges at the scale A, given by

A, = De1/9(D) = pe-1/2N(©)J0]

which can be identified as the Kondo temperature T .

C. The variational wavefunction

Now we would like to study the ground-state properties
at Jo > 0 by using the variational wavefunction approach.
The ground state of Hy is

/
[Wo) =[] cko10) .
k,o

where the zero-particle state |0) is defined by cg,|0) =0
for all k and ¢ and []" means the product over states
below the Fermi energy, i.e., ¢,(k) < ep. To study the

ground-state properties of H, we try the following ansatz
for the ground-state wavefunction of H?3:

!
0) = Thoch ,[To) ®]0) (11)
k,o

where |o) is the eigenstate of S, with eigenvalue o/2 and
Z/ means the sum over states above the Fermi energy,
i.e., €,(k) > ep. The coefficients I'g, can be determined
by requiring that the energy functional

(V|H|P)

="y

takes the minimum value, where
!
(W|w) = 37 T
k,o
Straightforward calculation gives

(UHIY) = > Tho*[Bo + e—o (k) — cr]
k,o

J < 1

where Ej is the ground-state energy of Hy. The minimum
of E is determined by the equation § E /0Ty, = 0, yielding

J(F—U _Fa/2)
E,g(k) —ep + A ’

Fk:a = - (12)

where Ay = Ey — FE is the binding energy and

1 !
razvgrkg.

Equation (12) can be written as
Ly
'y = =NO)JIn(D/A) | T — — ),

I. = —N(0)JIn (D/Ab)<F+ - F2‘>
or
(1 - g)n — T, (1 - g)r, I
provided that A, < D, where
n=N(0)JIn(D/Ay) .
By requiring 'y # 0, we find that

1—

U
I—4
5 = E0



leading to n = 2/3 and i = —2 for the upper and lower
signs, respectively. Since n > 0 for J > 0, we conclude
that n = 2/3 and

Ay = De2/BNOJT (13)

for N(0)J < 1. Moreover, I'_ = —T";. This implies that
the ground state is a spin singlet. Therefore, the impurity
spin is completely screened by the itinerant electrons.

A few remarks on the above results are in order. (i)
First of all, it seems that we still get a solution for J < 0
(leading to n = —2), which corresponds to the triplet
bound state. This is an artifact produced by this sim-
ple ansatz for the ground-state wavefunction. It will be
removed if we take into account the particle-hole exci-
tations in the ground-state wavefunction®?. (ii) The re-
sulting binding energy for J > 0 takes the same form
as the one in the ordinary FL. The only difference be-
tween an AM metal and the ordinary FL lies at the DOS
N(0). When both have the same effective mass m for
electrons, the former has a larger value of N(0), leading
to the increase in the value of Ay. (iii) The d-wave nature
of the Fermi surface in the AM metal reveals itself in the
amplitude 'k, which can be written as

30JT/2
G_U(k) —€ep + Ay '

ko = (14)

where I' = I' .. This will result in the anisotropic behav-
ior of the spin correlation function

c(r) = (S -yloyp(r)), (15)

which is a measure of the extension of the singlet state.
In the following, we shall calculate ¢(r) at T' = 0.

D. Spin correlations

Before plunging into the computation of ¢(r), we first

determine T' by requiring that (¥|¥) = 1. Using Eq.
(14), we find that
20,
VP —2— 16
P~ e (16)

for N(0)J <« 1.
At T =0, ¢(r) can be written as

A
er) = - 2N(bO)

A
() 2 O

I (r)I+(r) + C.c.

where we have used Eq. (16) to eliminate J?V|T'|? and

1 4 eik:”r'
L == —
(r) Vzk: e (k) —er + Ay
Instead of an exact evaluation of I,(r), we will consider

its behaviors at kpr < 1 and kgpr > 1, where krp =
2mep.

The details of the calculation are left in App. A. Here
we just list the results. For kpr < 1,

1 (Lokpr)? N(0) 9
I,(r)~ —|1— — kpLsr)” . (1
(r) 37TJ|: 4 8 (kpLo) (17)
Since N(0)J < 1, the last term in Eq. (17) can be
neglected. On the other hand,
I(r) = — 2 N(0)er sin (Lokpr —m/4)
™ 7TAb (LUkFT)3/2
2N(0)er (2ep 1Y cos(Lokpr —m/4)
s 7TAb Ab 8 (Lgkp’r‘)5/2
+O[(Lakpr)*7/2} : (18)
for kpr > 1. For r > &, the second term is much

smaller than the first one and can be neglected, where
¢ = 2¢r/(krpAyp) is the Kondo screening length. Since
er/Ap > 1, > 1/kp. In the above,

Ly = +/1+ovsin[2(0 — ¢)] ,

with = rcosf and y = rsinf. Note that L,(—7) =
L, (7) where # = r/r. Moreover, L, (r) transform as

LO’(C4Z,’¢‘) = L*U('ﬁ) ) (19)

under the Cy4, transformation.
In terms of Egs. (17) and (18), we find that

A
20y B ey

)~ SN 02 {1 5 } (20

for kpr < 1, and

C(T‘) = 7T3Ab

N(0)e% |cos[(Ly = Lo)kpr] —sin [(Ly + L )kpr] 1 Z sin? (L, kpr)
(kpr)? 7

(21)

2 pn (LngT)S
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FIG. 2: Angular dependence of |c¢(r)| with kp€ = 10 = r/€.
We take v = 0.3 and ¢ = 0 (or oy = 0.3 and oz = 0). |e(r)]
is measured in units of N(0)e% /(7% Ap).

for » > £. A few remarks on the above results are in
order. (i) First of all, the d-wave nature of the Fermi
surface is reflected in the long distance behavior of ¢(r).
That is, ¢(Cy,7) = c(r) as illustrated in Fig. 2. In con-
trast, ¢(r) is almost isotropic at short distance, as can be
seen from Eq. (20) which is independent of 6. (ii) Next,
¢(r) exhibits an oscillatory behavior with the amplitude
decaying as 1/r3 at long distances. The oscillation in
general has four periods

27 27 T
(Ly —L-)kp ' (Ly +L-)kp * Likp’

which all depend on the direction of observation, as illus-
trated in Fig. 3. In the limit v — 0, these periods reduce
to a single one 7/kp, identical to that in an ordinary
FL24,

III. THE RKKY INTERACTION

Now we consider the RKKY interaction between two
magnetic impurities induced by the AM metal. The ex-
change interaction between the magnetic impurities and
itinerant electrons can be written as

Hep=J Z Si 'wTaw(ri) ) (22)

i=1,2

where S; is the spin of the magnetic impurity at the
position ;. Our working Hamiltonian is H = Hy + He,.-
We further assume that the separation between the two
spins |rq — r2| is much smaller than the size of the Kondo
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FIG. 3: Radial dependence of ¢(r) at /¢ > 1 for 6 = w/10
(left) and 7/3 (right), with kp& = 10. We take v = 0.3 and
¢ =0 (or a1 = 0.3 and a2 = 0). ¢(r) is measured in units of
N(0)ez/(m° Ap).

screening cloud, i.e., |r; — ry| < &, so that the Kondo
effect can be neglected.
The RKKY interaction is given by

Vab("'l - 7'2) = J2Hab("'1 - 7'2) ’ (23)

where in the imaginary-time formulation,

B
Hab(rl - TQ) :/ dTSab(Ta 1 — 7’2) ’ (24)
0

and
Sap(X1 = X2) = —(Tr{0a(X1)0y(X2)}) (25)

is the spin-spin correlation function for the AM metal.
In Eq. (25), X = (1,7), O, = ¥'0,9, and T, denotes
the time ordering.

For non-interacting fermions, Sg(X1 — X3) can be
written as
Sap(X1 — Xa) = A2y, G (X1 — X2)GQ (X2 — X1)

where A‘;f;ﬂp = (0a)ap(0b)r, and

GON(X1 — X2) = —(To{tha(X1)¥}(X2)}o |

is the single-particle Green function for non-interacting
fermions, with (- - - )¢ denotes the average with respect to
Hy. For the AM metal described by Hy,

0
G&,ﬁ)(Xl — X2) = 0apG0 (X1 — Xa)
and thus we have

Sap(X1 — X2) =A% .G (X1 — X2)GO (X5 — X1) .

Let G (iwn,r) be the Fourier transform of G&O)(T,r),
ie.,

1 .
GO (r,7) = 3 Ze‘wmg&o)(iwn,r) ,
n



where w,, = (2n + 1)77T. Then, II,, becomes
1
as(r) = 5A250 30 05 (e, 7)G i =)

To proceed, we insert the spectral representation of

((10) (twn, 7)

+oo
6 i) = [ grLelet)

oo 2T Wy — V

into the above relation, and find that

T2 duwidw
b 1 2
Agﬁﬁa/ WPB(WI»T)Pa(Wz, —7)

— 0o

Hab(T) =

% np(wl) — TLF((UQ)
w1 — W2

)

where np(z) = 1/(e?* +1). At T =0, np(w) = O(~w)

J

2
mkf

L+J1 (kJFTL+)}/()(kJFTL_) - L_Jl(kFTL_)%(kFTL+)

and TT,,(7r) reduces to

Hab(r) = Wab(r) + Wba(_T) 5

where
u o0 dwy dw
Wanlr) = Mo | 2ol ) =)
xL(iwl) .
w1 — W2

In the above, we have used the identity
b b
Ao;,lB)\p = Al}l\paﬁ .

Note that e (1) = Map(—7).

The rest of calculations is left to App. B. Here we
just list the results. The only nonvanishing components
of Iyp(r) are

> [Jo(kprLe)Yo(kprLy) + Jy(kprLe)Yi(kprLy)] (26)

) a2
and
__ mkj
Mur) = =0

where II;1(r) = Io(r) = I, (v), J.(x) is the Bessel
function of the first kind, and Y, () is the Bessel function
of the second kind. Therefore, the interaction between
two local spins is of the form

H12 = J2HL (7‘1 — TQ)(S%S% + S%Sg)
+J°33(r1 — 12) 5755 . (28)
We see that the RKKY interaction produced by an AM
metal is of the anisotropic Heisenberg type. Since Ly <>

L_ under the Cy, rotation, we find that both II, (r) and
II33(r) preserve this symmetry. That is,

HL(C4Z'I‘) = HL(T‘) s H33(C4Z’I") = H33(’I") .

Moreover, both II, (r) and II33(r) are invariant under
space inversion because L,(—7) = L, (7).
Let us examine the asymptotic behaviors of IT (r) and

33(r). Since?®

50 =(3) |55 + 01

and
Yo(2) = 2ao(2) [in(2) +4] + 017)
- )] 25 o,

kpr(L2 — L2) ’

(

for |z] < 1, where v = 0.577215 - - - is the Euler constant,
we find that

My (1) ~ Wz(nfk%ﬂ) [ln(k%r2§+L_ ) fa % ] |
and 2
I, (r) ~ zwﬂk% ) {m(k%ﬁi*L)

T A N

as kpr < 1. On the other hand?,

Jo(z) ~ \/Zcos(z - gu - %)

v?—1/4 T ™ 5
e A o n —5/2
V2m23/2 sm(z 2" 4)+ S



for |z| > 1. We find that

cos [kpr(Ly — L_)] —sin[kpr(L4 + L_)]

and

Ty (1) mkZ, sin (2kprL,) (31)
33\1) ~ —
m2(1 — 12) 2 (2kprL,)2
g
|
2
mk
() ~ — = 2
m2(1 —v?)
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FIG. 4: Angular dependence of |II, ()| (dashed lines) and
[IIs3(r)| (solid lines) with kpr = 10 (left) and kpr = 0.7
(right). We take v = 0.3 and ¢ = 0 (or aq = 0.3 and a2 = 0).
Both are measured in units of mk%/(27).

as kpr > 1.

Similar to the FL in d = 2, both IT; () and I33(7) de-
cay as 1/r? at long distances?®. However, in the present
case, they exhibit nontrivial angular dependence due to
the underlying anisotropic Fermi surface. Moreover, this
directional dependence reflects that of the Fermi surface.
That is, they exhibit the C4, symmetry. In contrast, at
short distance, i.e., kpr < 1, both are nearly isotropic,
similar to the case with an isotropic Fermi surface. More-
over, the magnitude of IT, (7) is much smaller than that
of IIg3(r). This results in an Ising type of exchange inter-
action between the local spins. However, as kpr > 1, the
situation is reversed: the magnitude of IT, (r) becomes
larger than that of IIs3(r), leading to the XY type of
exchange interaction between the local spins. We plot
the angular dependence of IT (r) and II33(r) in Fig. 4.

We also plot the r dependence of I, (r) and TI33(7)
in Fig. 5, with two different directions. As we have ex-
pected, both exhibit oscillatory power-law decay at long
distance. This behavior is insensitive to the direction. It
is the periods of oscillations which depend on the direc-
tion. For IT, (), there are two periods of oscillations:

2w 2w
(Ly —L_)kr ' (L4 +L_)kp

For II33(r), there are also two periods of oscillations:
w/(Likr), which are distinct to those in IT, (7). In the
limit v — 0, all reduces to a single one period 7/kp, as

k2r2(Ly 4+ L_)\/LiL_ ’

(32)

(

-0.4 - ; - -0.35

FIG. 5: The r dependence of IT (r) (dashed lines) and I133(7)
(solid lines) starting from kpr = 1, with 6 = 7/6 (left) and
0 = /4 (right). We take v = 0.3 and ¢ =0 (or oy = 0.3 and
az = 0). Both are measured in units of mk%/(27).

that in the ordinary FL2°.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present work, we would like to explore con-
sequences of the anisotroic Fermi surfaces in the AM
metal by studying the Kondo problem and calculating
the induced RKKY interaction. We show that the im-
purity spin is completely screened at low energies in the
AM metal when the coupling between the local spin and
itinerant electrons is AF by combining the one-loop RG
equation and the variational wavefunction. We further
use the variational wavefunction to calculate the spin cor-
relation at 7' = 0, which measures the spatial extension
of the Kondo screening cloud. The d-wave nature of the
Fermi surface in the AM metal is reflected in the angular
dependence of the spin correlation as well as the multi-
periods of oscillations in its radial dependence.

In contrast, the local spin is only partially screened
in an AF metal and the unscreened moment fraction
depends on the amplitude of the AF order though the
AF exchange interaction between the impurity spin and
conduction electrons also flows to the strong coupling
regime?'. This follows from the spin nonconserving in-
teraction vertices generated by the presence of the AF



order. For the simple model describing the AM metal
[H(k) in Eq. (1) or Hy in Eq. (6)], no such spin non-
conserving interaction vertices are generated. In addi-
tion, the Kondo screening of an impurity spin in an AF
metal depends on its location within the unit cell due to
the nonvanishing ordering wavevector @ in an AF metal.
However, this is not the case in an AM metal as long as
Eq. (4) is satisfied. Once Eq. (4) is violated, the band
structure will have global minima away from the I" point.
In that case, we expect that similar phenomena may also
occur in the AM metal.

The d-wave nature of the Fermi surface in the AM
metal also manifest itself in the RKKY interaction be-
tween two magnetic impurities. We show that the RKKY
interaction is of an anisotropic Heisenberg type, distinct
from the one in an ordinary FL. The RKKY interaction
in an AM metal shows the underlying Cy, symmetry.
Both the transverse and longitudinal components also ex-
hibit distinct periods of oscillations, following from the
anisotropic Fermi surface. Moreover, they have different
magnitudes such that the resulting exchange interaction
between magnetic impurities is of the Ising type at short
distances and of the XY type at long distances. Thus,
one may tune the type of exchange interaction by varying
the distance between magnetic impurities.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Egs. (17) and (18)

To calculate the momentum integral in I, (7), we write
€ko aS
1

— K'M,K ,

€ (k) = 2m

where K = (ky, ky)" and

[ 1-=20a ooy
M‘T_( ooy 1+20a2)'

M, is a real symmetric matrix, which can be diagonalized
by the orthogonal matrix

0041/N0+ aal/N —
U, =
Ap—142002 A_—1+20a3
Not N,_
such that

U:M,U, = D = diag[A;,\_],

where

A =1+/a?+4a3=1+v,

are the eigenvalues of M, and
Nyv = \/2 Ay — )\i—1—|—20a2)

= vy/2[1 £osin(29¢)] .

By defining

Thus, I,(r) can be written as

L(r) = 2m " &2k etk Ro
=) CrEk kTR
where Ry = (Zo/\/ A+, /+/A-) with

corx+ Ay — 14 20a9)y

Ty = )

N+
. carx + (A~ — 14 20a2)y
Yo = N ’

ky = v/2mAy, and f/ means the integration over states
about the Fermi energy, i.e., |k| > kr. Using the Jacobi-
Anger expansion

+oo

eik:~r _ Z imeimﬁ’Jm(k,r) ,

m=—0oQ

where 6 is the angle between the two vectors k and r, we
find
N(0)
Iy(r) = 5 Z F, (r;s k2 — kf) ,
where kp = v2mD and

s==+1
j[Vk%+k%dkbh(kLgr)
. E—b

(A1)

EFy(r;b) =

with |b] < kp. An exact evaluation of F,(r;b) cannot
be obtained, we shall determine its behaviors in the two
regimes: kpr < 1 and kpr > 1.

For kpr < 1, we use the series expansion of Jy(z):

1
Jo(z) =1— Zzz +0(2%)
and F,(7;b) can be written as

/V“% dk

(Lo /“’“Qﬁ%dk 2
k—b

+

|
| — |
—

er \/k%%-k?
krp—0b
kpLs b(Lor)?
—(DST) - (4T) (\/m—kz«“>

“+ .. ,




where --- denotes the higher order terms. Inserting
this form of F,(r;b) into Eq. (Al) and noting that
Ay/D,Ap/er < 1, we obtain Eq. (17).

For kpr > 1, we employ the asymptotic expansion of
J()(Z):

Jo(z) = \/ZCOS(Z_Z>_ @Sm(z_;r)

+0(27%)

and F,(7;b) becomes

(rib) = / /+°° cos kL rfw/4)
7TL r kp b)

\2/m +°° sm kL o7 — m/4)
8(Lor )2 BRE—b)

_2\/2/T
_\/ Lgk‘FT
rlhe/b),

4(Lykpr)3/?

ATk /),

4(Lokpr)3/?

Re [67“’/4G(L0k}7‘7’)}
m [67”/4G(Lﬂkpr)]
m[e*”/‘lé(Lakpr)] +eey

where - - - denotes the higher order terms and

+oo eiztz _ +oo eizt2
Gy = [Tzt Gy = [

with z = w + i0T. In the above, we have set D — +00.
The third term is odd in b, and thus it will not contribute
to I, (7).

What we are interested in is the behavior of G(w) at
w > 1. In this limit, the integrand oscillates quickly
such that the contributions cancel, and the integral is
supposed to be dominant by the region around ¢t = 1. By
making the change of variables t = 14z where 0 < z < 1,
G(w) can be approximated as

e oo e
GWO%??/ = b/kr) /2

2izx

2
m ab

Wan(r) = =35

Using the identity2°

+oo
Jo(ax) 7
— T 1Hy(ak) - Y,
/O ar ) = 2 k) — Yo(ak)]
for ¢ > 0 and |argk| < 7 and
Ho(=2) = —=Ho(z) , Yo(—2)=Yo(2),

0 “+o0
d
Aaﬁﬁd[ﬁ ( wl {1/2m w1+ € L/g’/‘}/ dzx L_

Using the identity?®

+ood e~ b B#E.
| e = i

for Reu > 0, we find
w .
G(w) = —76_1(1_b/kF)ZEi[i(1 —b/kr)z] ,

where Ei(z) is the exponential integral function. In terms
of the asymptotic expansion?®

e* 1
Ei(z) = — |14+ -+ 0(z?
i) = < |1+ 4062
for |z| > 1, we obtain

et ik k2
o) =5 | [

—_— w3 .
5 |G —b)w  Gop = 0y2az T O )]

Substituting this result into the expression for F,(7;b)
and summing over b, we obtain Eq. (18).

Appendix B: Derivation of I1,;(7)

For the AM metal described by Hy, the spectral den-
sity is written as

Polw,r) = 277/(;:;2 e Tolw — e, (k) +ex] -

With the help of the same transformation we used in
App. A to treat e,(k) and the Jacobi-Anger identity to
expand the factor e* 7, we find

O(w+ep JO{\/Qmw—&—eFL 7‘},

po(w,r) =

\/171/2

where O(z) = 1,0 for « > 0 and = < 0, respectively. In
terms of this result, Wy;(7r) can be written as

Jo(Lar)
2m(wi +€er) T4+

Jo(Lar)
2m(wy1 + €F)

(

where H,,(z) is the Struve function of order v, we find
that

Wab(’l‘) =

2 0
O
o Aaﬁﬂu/EF g Jo{ 2m(w —&—eF)LBr}
xYy {\/2m(w1 + eF)Lar]

mk%A% aﬁﬁa 1
“Tioua /O dzxJo(kprLge)Yo(kprLot) -



Therefore, I,;(7) is given by

k2 Aab
D5k Rabba g (r) + (a5 B)]

Moo () = =5 a

where

1
Ig4(7) :/0 dexJo(kprLgx)Yy(kprLoz) .

With the help of the identities

1
/ daxJo(aw)Ys(Bz)
0
_ ai(@)Yo(B) — B (8)Y(a)
for a # 5 and

/0 dzxJo(ax)Yo(ax) = %[Jo(a)yo(a) + Ji(a)Y1(a)] ,

we find that

o

10

Igo(r) + (o > B)
_ 2[LoJi(kprLa)Yo(kprLg) — (o ¢ )]
- ker(L3 — L2) ’

10

for a # 8 and

Iga(r) + (a < B)
= J()(kFT‘La)YE)(kFT‘La) + Jl(kFT'LQ)Yl(kFT'LQ) s

for « = 5. On the other hand,

ab _ _Aab
Af711 = 0a30bs = A3309

and

ab
A1221

ab
A2112

= 041061 + 0a20p2 + 1(0a10p2 — Ja20p1) ,
901061 + 002062 — 1(0a10p2 — 0a20p1) -

Collecting the above results, we obtain Egs. (26) and
(27).
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