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Using a two-band model for the conduction electrons of the transition metals and assuming
that only the lighter carriers contribute to charge transport, the effects of phonon-induced and
electron-electron interband s-d transitions are investigated. Provided that the total thermo-
power, not including the phonon-drag contribution, is given by Sp=(1/Wr) T; W;S;, we find that
interband electron-electron scattering may manifest itself in the total thermopower at low as
well as at high temperatures. At lowest temperatures (near 7/@p=0.03), depending upon the
magnitudes and temperature dependences of electron-electron—and electron-phonon—scattering
contributions, a well-defined extremum of the order of 1uV/°K may appear. At high tempera-
tures the total thermopower, weighted as indicated above, may be dominated by electron-elec-
tron—scattering effects, and in that event, will exhibit a T? temperature dependence. The ef-
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fect of the variation of some of the parameters and the influence of the addition of impurities
are discussed and the theoretical total thermopower is compared with available experimental

data.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently there has been a resurgence of interest
in the low-temperature resistivities of transition
metals.'™ Although it has been known for some
time® that the electrical resistivity p of some of the
transition metals varies as 7?2 at the lowest temper-
atures, concomitant linear variations in the thermal
resistivities W have only recently been observed.
The origin of the 72 dependence of p is a problem
of long standing. Although Baber® had proposed that
electron-electron scattering was the cause for this
variation, evidence to establish this proposal as
valid has been slow in coming. Two of the major
criticisms of Baber’s proposal are the following:

(a) p is observed to vary as T2 in only a few of
the transition metals rather than all of them as
might be expected.

(b) Experimentally it is found that electron-elec-
tron scattering contributes a 72 term to p and con-
sequently dominates the total resistivity at lowest
temperatures where the contribution from phonon
scattering eventually varies as 7°. Similarly at
the highest temperatures where the lattice resistiv-
ity varies linearly with temperature, the electron-
electron—-scattering contribution should again be
dominant. This latter behavior, however, has not
been observed.

Inan earlier paper,”one of us (L. C.)attempted to
answer the first objection by a careful analysis of
available experimental data. He was able to show
that one could give a consistent theoretical interpre-
tation of the ideal resistivities of the transition met-
als in terms of a two-band model and assuming (in
all of the metals) the existence of a 72 term which
may, however, be masked to a greater or lesser
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degree by phonon scattering in different metals of
the series.

Appel® attempted to answer the second objection
to electron-electron scattering by appealing to nu-
merical estimates of the two resistivity contribu-
tions. He argues that in some metals the 72 contri-
bution will only “peak through” the phonon contribu-
tion at extremely high temperatures —near or above
the melting point.

With increasing evidence for and interest in elec-
tron-electron scattering in transition metals, it
seemed appropriate to consider the effect of these
scattering processes on another electron transport
phenomenon, the thermoelectric power. The calcu-
lation has been carried forward within the frame-
work of the two-band model introduced by Mott®
many years ago. Although the work assumes the
“standard band structure” for the two bands, we
have extended Mott’s model somewhat by placing no
a priori restriction on the curvatures of the bands;
i.e., either the “s band” or the “d band” may be
electron- or holelike. We also allow k4 >k, as well
as k, <kg, where l'E,, E, are the Fermi wave vectors.
Hence we consider four different situations, corre-
sponding to two bands of identical or opposite curva-
ture, with k, >4 and &, <k4. The subscripts s and
d in this paper are used simply to denote a light-
mass conduction band and a high-mass narrow band,
respectively.

As we shall see, it is not possible to classify the
results uniquely in terms of the above-mentioned
four possibilities since two other parameters, the
effective-mass ratio m, /m, and the “momentum
gap” 7 defined by Eq. (6) which was introduced by
Colquitt, " have a profound effect on the results.

In most situations electron-phonon scattering
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dominates over electron-electron interband scatter-
ing in its effect on the thermopower at all tempera-
tures and the temperature dependence of the thermo-
power is linear at elevated temperatures (7/@, > 1).
However, when the momentum gap is not too small,
say 0.3 or more, we do find instances where the
electron-electron contribution to the thermopower
exhibits a well-defined extremum at very low tem-
peratures. We also find conditions under which
electron-electron interband scattering may dominate
the effect of phonon-induced scattering at high tem-
peratures and manifest itself in a more rapid tem-
perature dependence (roughly T2 of the total ther-
mopower.

In this investigation phonon drag was completely
neglected. A more severe limitation, however, is
the neglect of umklapp processes which in electron-
electron scattering, at any rate, do not occur fre-
quently enough to modify the transport coefficients
significantly.!® The reason appears to be that en-
ergy conservation severely restricts the possibility
of electron-electron umklapp processes, in contrast
to phonon-phonon or phonon-electron umklapp pro-
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Here n is the effective number of the lighter carri-
ers per atom, w, is the statistical weight (degener -
acy) of the d states, P,, and P, are proportional

to the square of the matrix elements for phonon-
induced s-s and s-d transitions, respectively, Ep

is the Fermi energy, ®, the Debye temperature,
and k5@ is the minimum energy of phonons that can
induce s-d transitions. The transport integrals
J,(x) are defined in Eq. (7).

In an early work, Mott® argues that the resistivi-
ties (electrical and thermal) due to phonon-induced
s-d transitions would contain a factor Ny(Ey), the
density of states in the d band. Wilson, !! on the
other hand, showed that if not all states on the d
Fermi sphere could be reached from a given s state
by phonon-induced transitions, the proportionality
factor should be w;m,. In Mott’s case, one assumes
that the upper limit of the phohon wave vector l-(i |
inducing s-d transitions is equal to &, +k,, k,, and k4
being the Fermi momenta of s- and d-type carriers,
respectively. In the other case, the upper limit is

®
—Te>+w,,
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cesses. However, since umklapp processes depend
sensitively on the details of the Fermi surface, it
seemed to us that to include these processes in the
parabolic band approximation would still not answer
the difficult question of their importance in a more
realistic situation. The calculation is, thus, in the
spirit of a model calculation and we concern our-
selves only with general qualitative conclusions.

In Secs. II and III, the effects of electron-phonon
and electron-electron scattering on the different
intrinsic transport properties are studied. In Sec.
1V, the temperature dependence and sign of the total
thermopower are discussed and figures for some
typical cases are shown. In Sec. V, the effect of
electron-electron scattering on the total thermo-
power at low and at elevated temperature is dis-
cussed and the results are compared with available
experimental data.

II. PHONON SCATTERING

The effects of electron-phonon scattering on the
electrical and thermal resistivities of the transition
metals in terms of a two-band model are given by”!!
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the Debye wave vector Iqpl.

There is little distinction between these two cases
when one is computing the magnitudes of the resis-
tivities. However, as pointed out by Wilson, the
thermopowers in the two cases are very different.
In the first case in which one assumes that the
largest momentum transferred is g%, =k,+k4 <qp-

a situation which seems hardly realized in nature,
the thermopower would be augmented by a factor
proportional to 8N,(€)/3€ which always has the same
sign. In the second case where the largest momen-
tum transferred is g.L.=¢qp <ks+k,, the thermopower
will contain a contribution from 8®; /8€ which may
be positive or negative depending on the relative
magnitudes of the Fermi momenta and the relative
curvatures of the two bands [see Eq. (5)].

We shall restrict ourselves to the latter case so
that Wilson’s model is the appropriate one. This
is the reason that in Eqs. (1) and (2), ® , appears
in the transport integrals instead of 7u(k, +&,)/% 5,
where u is the velocity of sound.
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We now assume that the following expression, de-
rived by Ziman'2 for low temperatures, is valid also

when we allow interband as well as intraband tran-
gitions:
2z, 2 9 9
Spo=TEBT[ Ly 2w () Lg)2lnoky
3e L, 3¢ L,) 3¢

we; (F)(22) 7]
. (3
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We note that in the high-temperature limit, Eq. (3)
J
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using the relation
N=0z/@p= |ks—kdl rs (6)

to calculate the derivative 8@z /3€. The following
quantities and abbreviations have been introduced:
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where a is the lattice parameter and Ly, Ly, and L
are the Lorentz numbers defined by

Lo=31%kg/e)?,
Lp=(pys +psd)/T(Wss +Wsa) , (8)
La:ps/TWss .

The upper sign in the numerator in Eq. (5) corre-
sponds to the case k4 <k,, the lower one to k4 >k,
and j is equalto 2 in the case of an inverted d band,
and equal to 1 otherwise.

The sign of e is that of the lighter carriers. In
our model we assume only that the carriers de-
scribed by one band are substantially heavier than
those of the other and that the former do not con-
tribute to the charge transport. The dominant

my
m
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reduces to the well-known formula
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We now substitute the electrical resistivity as given
by Eq. (1) into Eq. (3). We assume, of course,
that the two scattering processes, intraband and in-
terband, are independent and contribute additively
to the total resistivity. For the Fermi surface o
and the Fermi momentum %k, we put in the corre-
sponding values of the lighter carriers and obtain

oG iz e (B
b))l B w () ) o

I

charge carriers may be either electrons or holes.

The discussion of the effect on the total thermo-
power of phonon-induced scattering is complicated
by the fact that the intrinsic thermopower must be
weighted by the corresponding thermal resistivity.
What we expect is that for T/®, >1 the quantity in
the largest parentheses in Eq. (5) will be constant
and S,,, therefore proportional to T. Below this
temperature the contribution decreases mainly be-
cause the ratio of the Lorentz number diminishes.
Below ®; the exponential decay of s-d transitions
further reduces the contribution and S,,, may even
reverse sign.

III. ELECTRON-ELECTRON SCATTERING

If we assume that one can define a relaxation time
for these processes, then the change with time of
the distribution of the carriers due to collisions is
given by!®

8f (v, r) :_f(‘7, r)-f%v, r) (9)
at oll (v, ) :
If we denote by'*
e§12 dK, dK;dK} (10)

the a priori transition probability that an electron

in state k.l collides with an electron in state

(K,, K, +dK,) and that the two particles are scattered
into the states (K}, Ki+dk}), (K4 Ky+dK3), re-
spectively, and furthermore assume the electrons

to be free and describe the interaction by a screened
Coulomb potential, then we obtain!®



4 EFFECT OF PHONON- AND ELECTRON-ELECTRON... 295
fe 327r3 ! 5(k,+k2 (k3+k4))
i ot TkgTVZ,030, fff TR, R F+g)? dA,dA;dA,

><[ffﬂ(el+€2—<3—q)f?fg(l—fg)(l ~ 1) deydesde, .

Here the subscripts 1, 2, 3, and 4 stand for l'{l, Ka,
K, and k4, respectively. The v,’s are the corre-
sponding Fermi velocities, V is the volume of the
Brillouin zone, ¢; stands for (¢, +dz— ¢3—d4),
where the ¢,;’s are defined by

sefi-0 38 (12
g is the reciprocal of the screening radius, 6(k) is
the Dirac 6, and the surface elements dA, are
defined in the Appendix. For a discussion of the
properties of the energy conservation function ©(e)
we refer to Ziman. !¢

We should like to mention that implicit in Eq. (11)
is the fact that as a result of momentum conserva-
tion, normal intraband transitions provide no re-
laxation.

For the calculational details, we refer the reader
to the Appendix and quote here merely the result

_ __1287%*
h"kaTVzvzv:; Vg

i =
! coll

X [("kBT)2+ (€, - Er)alfo(fl)[l _fo(€l)]
x i (KoK oKy /|Ki) H(Ang, Anm) , (13)
where the integral I(A,,,,

(A14) and (A15).
We now use Eqgs. (9), (12), (13), and the property

A,,,) is given by Egs.

- (d,, d”).

ifl:_f?(l —foi) (14)
9¢, kgT
to obtain
N % 1 I, |
T(kl)_ 1281'534 MMz y I(Amlns Amax)
X z 1 7 . (15)
(mRgT)%+ (e, - Ep)
|
3
_ mymy x+1) _1-x
Pe-e=Aes B <(X+1)2+X2 a-0%+x2
and
3
= msmy 22 1-2
Poe=Aeme kS (4)«51 T -nEer ttan

where x=1/A=k./k; and we have set g=k,.

(11)

In the usual framework of the theory of macroscopic
transport coefficients, the electrical conductivity
is given to first order by

e? -
o(e)= i'z?"h?f””( k) dA, . (16)
Inserting Eq. (15) into Eq. (16), we obtain
nv? 1
o(Er) = 3841%2 MM amgm,
4
1 Ky 17)

X .
(kBT)z I(Amln’ A mn)

From this expression we see that the most effective
scattering processes are those in which (s, d)

The contribution of this type of process
is larger than those of any other electron-electron—
scattering processes by a factor greater than
Ny(Eg)/Ny(Er). Hereafter we restrict our attention
to these processes only and obtain for the electrical
resistivity

3847%?

(A A
Pe-e= —5oE— M M3 {1y A par o 2 (esT)?. (18)
n*v ks
The lower and upper limits of I(A ;,, A na,) depend

on the relative magnitudes of £, and k4 as follows:

ko<ky: Appa=ks—k,, Apax=kg+k,, (19a)

(19p)

We require, of course, that A ;. <A ., and hence
in case of k, >k, we get the condition

kg <3kq .

ky>ky: Appn=ks—Fky, Amlxzzkd .

If this condition is violated, then there is no way
for a scattering process to occur conserving linear
momentum. Substituting the appropriate values for
I(A g4y A max) according to Eq. (A15), we finally ob-
tain

+ itanh" zxz) T? for k,<kq (20a)
a4 3A-1
‘T m) T ke (205)

The constant factor is
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From Eq. (4) we now find the intrinsic thermopower due to electron-electron scattering:

s —-TRET my [([x = (x+1)%][(n, /m.g)x 1] -0 -x) ®llons /m,,)x“ £1]  20m, /md)x"(zx +1) 4x)
o= 3e h‘zkdz [xZ+(x+1)? ] [x3+( - X)2] 1+4x*
x+1 1-x “ltan™2y® | —~4m,/max"2| for ky<k 22a)
(X+1)2+X (1 x)z 7 +X an X s aX s a4’ (
S =o mET my [(:t 274’ -1)  [1-(1 -0 [n,/mg £271]  (m,/ma)(1 +42%) 4+ 61+ 517! —4)
e-e 3¢ % (@r%+1)? [T+ =072 [1+201 -N]?+(3x-1)®
21 1- o (3xa-1) 4mi]
- - for kg >ky4 - 22b
<4>~2+1 T-0E 1 B T -n) " m, or ks kg (220)
I
In Egs. (22a) and (22b), the upper sign corresponds Sp= 1 3, W, S, 25)
to the case of an inverted d band. Wr
The total measured thermopower (discounting with
phonon drag) is the sum of the intrinsic thermopow -
ers each weighted by the corresponding thermal re- W= E; W,
sistivity., For electron-electron scattering we ’
havel” where S; and W, are the contributions to the thermo-

We-o= [po-c/T(lz_TTz](kB/e)z . (23)

Since the expressions for S, and W,_, are rather
complicated, it is difficult to predict the magnitude
and sign of this contribution to the total thermopower
in the general case. We do expect that if this con-
tribution dominates that associated with electron-
phonon scattering at high temperatures, the total
thermopower will vary as aT +BT% where the sec-
ond term arises from electron-electron scattering.
This follows from the expression for the total ther-
mopower !

w Svho + Wc e se-e

S, = —Rho-pho” " e-o"e-e 24
T tho + Wo-o ( )
and the fact that Wy, (@p) > W,_o(®p). Wy, at high

temperatures is independent of 7, whereas W,_, and
Se-e are both linear in 7. At still higher tempera-
tures, W, may become comparable to, or greater
than, W, and where this happens the quadratic
contribution in the total thermopower will diminish.
In that event, the total thermopower will exhibit a
linear temperature dependence even though electron-
electron—scattering effects dominate over those of
electron-phonon scattering. In some cases, this
behavior is apparent from the calculated results and
also in the data in some of the transition metals
(see Secs. IV and V).

1IV. TOTAL THERMOPOWER

The total thermopower for multiple-scattering
mechanisms is given by!®

power and thermal resistivities of each mechanism
independently. Thus, before we can construct the
total thermopower, it is necessary to know the rel-
ative magnitudes of W,_, and W,,. As it is difficult
to estimate these from first principles, we have
resorted to an empirical estimate of the ratio
Poto(T)/Peo(T) by defining a parameter Ty by

Pono(TE) = Peue(Tg) « (26)

Estimates from experimental data® put T in the
range 5—-20 °K consistent with the evidence that
We.o(©p) < W1, (©p). The theoretical total thermo-
power is plotted in Figs. 1-4, representing typical
cases for different values of the gap parameter 7,
different effective-mass ratios m,/ms, and possible
arrangements of the s and 4 bands.

SuV/°K
15 =3
10
7=5
I e ——— ~-r ~-T
1 I 2 3 4 51/8,
-10
-20
=7
-30
FIG. 1. Theoretical total thermopower in the case of

an inverted d band; kg <k4, mg/mg=10 for different gap
parameters 7.
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FIG. 2. Theoretical total thermopower in the case of
an inverted d band; k, <k4, m4/mg=10, 1=0.1. In the in-
set the details of a local maximum—not to be confused
with a phonon-drag peak—are shown. This extremum is
associated with the exponential decay of phonon-induced
s-d transitions at very low temperatures.

To aid our discussion we introduce S, and ST,

e-e’

the weighted contributions of the two scattering

processes to the total thermopower. These are
defined by
s:ho= tho Spho/WT) Sf.e: We-e Sa.e/WT . (27)

We now consider four distinct situations.

Case I. One band inverted relative to the other
band.

(a) ky< by SI, is negative at all temperatures!®
and dominant at low temperatures. For small and
intermediate values of 7(=0.5), ST, is positive.
When m,/m, is large (10) it dominates S1, at higher
temperatures. In the case of large 7 (0.7), ST,
is positive for m,/m,=10 only, and it is always
smaller than Sf,,o throughout the temperature range.
These results are shown in Fig. 1. If 7=0.1 and
mq/ms =10 we find a local extremum of the total

SytuV°K
05

T8,

-1004

FIG. 3. Theoretical total thermopower in the case of
an inverted d band; k, > k4, my4/mg=10, 1=0.5. In the in-
set the details of a local minimum due to electron-elec-
tron—scattering effects are shown.
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StPuV/°K
| 2 3 4 5 1/8p
-10
20 mg/mg=3
-30 mg/m=10
-40

FIG. 4. Theoretical total thermopower in the case
where the two bands have the same curvature, k,<ky,
n=0.1 for my/mg=3, 10.

thermopower at very low temperatures associated
with the freezing out of phonon-induced s-d transi-
tions. A typical curve is shown in Fig. 2. On the
other hand, in the case of 7=0.3 and the same large
ratio m, /m,, we find (depending upon the magnitude
of k) a local extremum due to electron-electron-
scattering processes. Both these peculiarities will
be discussed more in detail below (see Sec. V).

(b) ks >k,: ST, is always negative and it is dom-
inant at low temperatures. S{_e is always negative
and dominates ST at higher temperatures. Inde-
pendent of the ratio m,/m,, we find for n=0.5 a
strong local extremum associated with electron-
electron-scattering effects. A representative
curve for this behavior is shown in Fig. 3.

Case II. Both bands have curvatures of equal
sign.

(a) kg <ky: ST, as well as ST, are negative
throughout the temperature range. For small and
intermediate values of 7 and for large m,/m,, ST,
dominates at higher temperatures, but this is not
the case if m,/m; is small (3). This change of the
temperature dependence of the total thermopower
with the effective-mass ratio is shown in Fig. 4.

(b) kg >k, Sk, is dominant at low temperatures.
The sign is negative® if m,/m, is small and 7 is
small or intermediate (=0.3), or if m,/m, is large
and 7 is small (0.1). The sign is positive if m,/
mg is small and 7 is large (= 0.5), or if m,/m; is
large and 7 is intermediate or large (=0.3). In-
dependent of the effective-mass ratio, S‘,T_e is posi-
tive for small and intermediate 17 (=0.5) and dom-
inates ST, at high temperatures. Under the same
conditions asincase I (a) we obtain a local extremum
characteristic for the exponential decay of the
phonon-induced s-d transitions at very low temper-
atures. We also find local extrema due to electron-
electron-scattering effects which become more
pronounced as the gap size increases (7 =0. 3) and
the ratio m,/m, becomes larger.
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FIG. 5. Experimental thermopower of some of the transition metals taken from Cusack and Kendall (Ref. 22).

V. DISCUSSION

There are several important limitations to our
calculations which preclude a detailed comparison
with the experimental data for each of the transi-
tion metals. First, we have used a spherical model
for the Fermi surfaces of the conduction electrons
in order to simplify the calculations. A lthough this
is an obvious oversimplification of the actual Fermi
surfaces in the transition metals, it perhaps suf-
fices to represent the general features of these
metals. The magnitudes of the quantities m,/ 1,

a, qp, kg, k4, 1, and related derivatives with respect
to the energy which enter the theory must then,
however, be considered as empirical parameters.
Second, we have omitted considerations of phonon -
drag processes. Consequently, a comparison with
the experimental data must be restricted to regions
where T/6, is greater or much less than unity and
phonon-drag effects have essentially disappeared.
Finally, we neglected umklapp processes throughout
this investigation.

Nonetheless, there are certain general features
of the experimental data in these two limiting re-
gions which seem to bear out our model calculation.
For comparison we include the figure given by
Cusack and Kendall?? (Fig. 5) and refer also to more
recent results.?' In the high-temperature limit
the thermopower for the transition metals is ob-
served®'® to vary from large negative values (e.g.,
for Pd and Pt) to large positive values (e.g., for

W and Mo) at a given temperature as we pass from
one metal to another. Although the argument that
this variation is due to differences in the slope of
the density of states of the d band is essentially
correct (i.e., making no distinction between the
Mott and Wilson models), it may be crucial in some
cases to include the effects of electron-electron
scattering. For example, the thermopower of W
and Mo above the Debye temperature is given quite
closely by

Sp=aT-£T?, (28)

where the constants are a~4,5x10" uv /°K,
f=2X10"° uV/(°K)?, respectively. The second
term may reflect the importance of electron-elec-
tron scattering on the thermopower at elevated
temperatures. Moreover, in the low-temperature
region (near 10 °K), the experimental data® for W
display a peak of the order of 0.2 uV/°K which may
be due to effects of electron-electron interband
scattering. To understand this, we must look at the
weighted contribution to the total thermopower,
since from the linear temperature dependence of the
corresponding intrinsic thermopower one would not
expect such a behavior. From Eq. (27) we get the
following temperature dependence:

SI.=AT?/(BT"+CT) (29)

since we know that S,_,, as well as W,_,, are pro-
portional to the temperature. In the case where
we have intraband scattering induced by phonons
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only (e.g., noble metals), » would be equal to 2.

In our case, where in the temperature region of
interest the probability of phonon-induced interband
transitions drops exponentially, » will be larger
than 2 but to a first approximation (up to the second
term in the expansion of the exponential factor) still
smaller than 3. We now differentiate with respect
to temperature and obtain the following relation for
the temperature at which the weighted contribution
of electron-electron effects reaches a local ex-
tremum:

C 1/(n-1)
Tutr=<(n_2)B) .

The calculated thermopower exhibits such a local
extremum only if T,,, lies below the characteristic
temperature where effects due to phonon-induced
interband scattering are diminished exponentially.
Otherwise Sf_, not only diminishes with increasing
temperature but the extremum will further be
masked by S,Tho which increases rapidly with increas-
ing temperature. In the case of 2,>k,, the local
extremum becomes more pronounced as the ratio
X=k,/k, approaches 3, for then only large-angle
scattering events provide relaxation.

If the “momentum gap” is small (n=0.1), the
phonon-induced s-d transitions decay exponentially
only at very low temperatures after essentially all
contributions from electron-electron-scattering
effects have diminished considerably. It is not
surprising then, considering the complex tempera-
ture dependence of S,Tm in this region, that we may
find under these circumstances, and especially for
a large ratio my/m,, a local extremum quite sim-
ilar to the one ascribed to electron-electron-scat-
tering effects above.

Thus a local extremum in the case of small 7 is
more likely to be associated with phonon-induced-
scattering effects, whereas in case of intermediate
or large n it might be due to the influence of elec-
tron-electron scattering.

We also might point out that in view of the rather
complicated temperature dependence of S7,, es-
pecially at low temperatures, and the interplay with
ST , we must not be surprised if the general behavior
of the total thermopower in this region is such that
the thermopower, though it must surely vanish at
absolute zero, does not appear to extrapolate to
this value even if measurements are carried out to
quite low temperatures, e.g., 1°K.%

We also should like to mention briefly the influ-
ence of effects due to impurities. Since the cor-
responding thermal resistivity is proportional to
T-! and the intrinsic thermopower varies linearly
with the temperature, we expect no qualitative
change at higher temperature, but only a parallel
shift in very impure materials. On the other hand,

(30)
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FIG. 6.

Theoretical total thermopower in the case
where the two bands have the same curvature, kg >k,
mq/mg=3, 1=0.5 for different values of the ratio R.

at low temperature there may arise a substantial
change especially in the case where we have a local
extremum in the ideal case. This situation is in-
dicated in Fig. 6, where we show S vs T for various
values of p(293 °K)/pr.s=R.

We should like to point out that Figs. 1-4 and 6
were obtained with an almost random choice (within
our assumptions) of the parameters involved. In
various portions of the temperature scale they
qualitatively reflect some of the features of the ex-
perimental data shown in Fig. 5. A better fit to
the experimental results could be obtained by ad-
justing the lattice constant a (3 X107!° m), the sta-
tistical weight of s-d transitions in the case of pho-
noninduced scattering w, Py /P, (2), the magnitude
of the Fermi vector 2, (0.47 to 1.88 X10° m™!),
and the Debye wave vector gp (1.6 X10° m™!). The
values in parentheses indicate our choice and were
not changed with temperature.

In view of the various simplifying assumptions
of the model calculations, such adjustment of pa-
rameters is of questionable value and we shall give
one example, palladium. The difficulty is that we
have too many parameters to vary and not much
guidance to limit this freedom., There are a fair
number of experimental results but one still has to
estimate the values for my,, m,, k,, 1, and Tz on
which all of our theoretical results depend quite
sensitively. The problem with &, is not only that
the real Fermi surface is not spherical, but that
the complicated structure implies also that the elec-
tron surface centered at I" consists of s- as well as
d-like parts. Therefore, we have to find an effec-
tive value for the corresponding Fermi wave vector.
The only experimental results which help us to
choose the parameters reasonably are data for p
or W.°

The calculated results for the theoretical total
diffusion thermopower for Pd shown in Fig. 7 were
obtained with the following choice of parameters:
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a=3.8824 X107'° m,? 6, =295 °K,° m,=2.2m,, *
ma/mg=3.5,% gp=1.57%x10"° m™, % k,=1.03

Xx10"° m™,2 n=0.1," and Tz=5.0°K.® The differ-
ence between the theoretical curve and the experi-
mental data could be due to the presence of impu-
rities in the sample, the neglect of umklapp pro-
cesses in our model, or could be minimized by low-
ering the value of k, and readjusting m,/m, and Tz.

In the case of palladium, the large-hole effective
mass suggests that these carriers do not contribute
substantially to charge transport, so that our mod-
el, in which contributions totransport by the heavier
carriers are neglected, may be a reasonable approxi-
mation. In tungsten and molybdenum, however, we
encounter a rather more complex situation. To
begin with, a four- rather than two-band model is
undoubtedly more appropriate, and such a model
was in fact employed by Aisaka and Shimizu. #’

If, however, we try to simplify to a two-band mod-
el, it is then not at all clear which group of carriers
should properly be designated as the “lighter car-
riers,” since effective masses are all of equal mag-
nitude. If the dominant carriers were, indeed, d-
band holes, the qualitative summaries following

Eq. (27) would be modified in that all statements
relating to the sign of the thermopower would have
to be reversed. If this were a reasonable approxi-
mation to the true situation, the large positive ther-
mopowers of the two metals and the nonlinear be-
havior at high temperature might be plausible in
terms of case II (b) (with signs for ST, and ST,
reversed).

It seems to us that such speculations must be
viewed with enormous skepticism. The model we
have employed is already a gross oversimplifica-
tion for “two-band” metals such as palladium, and
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FIG. 7. Model calculation for Pd: theoretical thermo-
power, solid line; experimental data taken from Ref. 22,
circles. Calculated result are based on the following
parameters: a=3.88244, ©5=295°K, m, =2, 2m,, ms/mg
=3.5, qp=1.57 A1, k,=1.0341, 71=0.1, Tg=5°K.

extension of arguments to include tungsten and mo-
lybdenum is of doubtful value. What we have tried
to demonstrate and wherein we have, perhaps, suc-
ceeded, is that if electron-electron scattering is

an important relaxation process in a transition
metal it can have a substantial influence on the
thermoelectric power as well as the resistivity.
Moreover, in that case the simple model we have
put forward is capable of reproducing the general
features of available experimental data. 28
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APPENDIX

We start with Eq. (11)

3273

fil | colt™ "= ﬁ4kBTV VaU3Uy

and perform first the integration over energy. We
made use of the relation

1-fi=fie“orf, B=1/kyT (2)

and of the property of ©(€) for large times to reduce
the energy-dependent part to the form

1 de,
1+ e C1-EpIB e EpB |

f f / a(l(?lllii_ai—l??f;)fo)

///0(€1+€z'€3‘€4)fxfz(1 (1 = £2) deydeqde,

a1

ete2-Ep)8 ge,

/ (e(ez‘EF)B+ 1)(e161+az-53-EF)5+ 1) .
To evaluate the integral over €,, we make the sub-
stitutions

A3)

e(el'eti)s -a e(ez-EF)B= u (A4)
Separation into the partial fraction
1 1 1 1
(u+1)(au+1) 1-a <u+1 T u+ 1/a> 5)
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gives A%= |y -k, |2= K2+ B} = 2k kg cOS Yy
o (A9)
1 u+1 €,—€ - -
A-a “url/a ,  eqPoq - (A6) o= |k, - k,|?= B3+ ¥ - 2k, cOSPry
With the further substitutions where the ¢’s are the angles between the corre-
sponding k vectors. First, we keep &, and %, fixed
eul-EF)B= b, (El - €3)B=x ’ (A7) ’ ! :

we find for the whole energy-dependent part of Eq.
(AI)ZO

_Z(b_fl_)-zg [72+ (nd)?3]

_ (kg T)? + (¢, = Eg )
- 2(e(°1'EFm+ 1)(e’(‘1'EF)B+ 1)

= 4{ (nkg T+ (I Ep)z]fo(fl)[l —fo(ex)] .

(A8)

This leaves us with the momentum-dependent part
of Eq. (A1). We now define

2”/ //‘A ApK: K2
(af+ g%? koky AL

In an analogous manner, we write

J

dAg=21K%sing;do.=2m(A; /b kg)KEdA; (A13)
and find that Eq. (A12) becomes
21K,K, f T
2™ A (A7+87)
max
=4r’ kl f +g )2
KKK,
=472 _Z._k_:._t I(Amin’ Amlx) . (A14)

The integral I(A,,,, Am.,) S0 defined is given by®°

1 A 1 A\ |Pmax
I(AmivAmx)= 2'( 73 + = tan! —)
A
2g°\Aa%+g" g 8/ lagy,
(A15)

22 84,4, 400 dA(k, - k) = 21 KK, f

and vary k&, only; then
dA =21 K% 8in@y doy = 20(0yy /kok)K§ dyy
(A10)

where K, is the radius of the Fermi sphere of car-
riers of type (a). Similarly,
dA,=K3%d, = (K3/6%) dA (k, -

-k, (Aa11)

where Q, is the space angle generated by kz (while
k, varies) and A(k, - k4) is the surface area swept
out by the rotation of kz k4 Thus, the integra-
tions dA,, dA, can be evaluated as shown below:

dA

___3_.__
A (A1+g )2 (a12)

T
Combining the above results, we obtain finally

‘| 1287°%*
. BRI . L A
f"x eoll kg TV “vyv4,

X [(‘”kaT)2+ (€, - Ep)z]fo(fl)[l "fo(el)]

xop Keoke ya,,,8,) . (Al6)
lkll

We may point out here if we had not excluded in-
traband scattering already, their contribution to
f;l | e 011 Would now be seen to vanish since in that
case, particles 1, 2 and 3, 4 are indistinguishable
and consequently A ;; and dA; ;; must vanish
[¢1= @11 = 7in Egs. (A9) or (A10) and (A13)].
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In order to investigate the influence of Fermi-surface geometry on the lifetime of an elec-
tron due to interactions with other electrons, we have performed a calculation (using Fermi’s
“Golden Rule”)of the energy- and temperature-dependent lifetime of an electron on a cylindri-
cal Fermi surface. At zero temperature, the dominant energy dependence of the inverse
lifetime or the decay rate is €?] In€| for small values of the parameter € which is the electron
energy relative to the Fermi energy ¢ measured in units of 4. At finite temperatures the de-
cay rate leads to an electrical resistivity proportional to 7%| InkT/u| instead of the T2 depen-
dence characteristic of a spherical Fermi surface. In addition, the similar calculation (using
Fermi’s “Golden Rule”) for a spherical Fermi surface has been done exactly at zero tempera-

ture. The magnitude of the correction to the well-known €2 term has been obtained. Further-
more, in an appendix, written with N. D. Mermin, the dominating influence of the density of
states on the wave-vector dependence of the susceptibility is demonstrated.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility of observing the contribution of
electron-electron scattering to the resistivity of
metals is a subject of much current experimental
and theoretical interest. ! In the analysis of experi-
mental data such scattering processes have usually
been assumed to contribute a term proportional to
T? in the resistivity. The rationale for this is the
well-known result ? that the rate of decay due to
electron-electron interactions of an electron in state
Py with energy €, (measured from the Fermi energy
1) is proportional to [(rkT)?+€%], when the Fermi
surface is spherical. Such a rate of decay causes

a resistivity proportional to T? provided a mecha-
nism for degradation of the total momentum exists.
This energy and temperature dependence of the de-
cay rate is derived on the assumption that 2T << pu
and €, << u, which is also the region of interest in
the present investigation.

In this paper we report a calculation of the energy
and temperature dependence of the decay rate of an
electron on a cylindvical Fermi surface in order to
illustrate the effect of geometry on the availability
of phase space for the scattering. The cylindrical
geometry is supposed to arise from a band-struc-
ture calculation that gives one-electron energies
e,:pz/Zm, where p is the magnitude of the compo-



