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A Green-function form alismn for the Kondo lattice m odel is presented, which is designed
to be combined wih the dynam icalm ean- eld theory.W ith use of W ick’s theorem only for
conduction electrons, dynam ical quantities are represented in tem s of the t-m atrix and its
tw oparticle generalizations. By taking the high—-frequency lim it of the tm atrix w ith respect
to a part of the ferm ion frequencies, one obtains dynam ical correlation fiinctions of localized
m om ents. E xplicit exam ples of calculational steps are provided w ith use ofthe continuous-tim e

quantum M onte Carlo m ethod.

KEYW ORD S: equation ofm otion, two-particke Green fiinction, generalized t-m atrix, Kondo lattice m odel,
Cogbln-Schrie er httice m odel, Anderson kttice m odel, dynam ical m ean— eld theory
DM FT), contihhuous-tin e quantum M onte Carlbo method CT-QMC)

1. Introduction

In thispaper, we present a form alisn which isdesigned
to be applicable to the K ondo lattice and related m od—
els w ith localized degrees of freedom . T he K ondo lattice
is the sin plest m odel to investigate rich consequence of
the collective K ondo e ect such as heavy electrons, and
com petition w ith m agnetically ordered states. In higher
din ensions, the dynam ical m ean— eld theory OMFT)
is the m ost e ective and the sin plest approach.! If one
tries to apply the DM F'T to the K ondo lattice, how ever,
a di culy arises because the localized m om ents cannot
be deal w ith by the ordinary G reen functions. T his dif-

culty results from the special situation of the strong
correlation lim it where the charge degree of freedom has
been elim nated. Nam ely the ferm ionic G reen function
cannot be de ned for the localized degrees of freedom . In
this sense, the A nderson lattice is sin pler since the G reen
fuinction of localized electrons is well de ned. H owever,
the strong correlation 1im it ofthe A nderson lattice isnu-—
m erically m ore di cult because the high-energy interm e-
diate states are essential n addition to sihgly occupied
states for each site. T herefore, we pursue a om alisn
which allow s one to perform highly accurate num erical
calculation dealing only w ith low -energy localized states.

In addressing to the localized 1im it, it is nstructive to
com pare wih the local Ferm i liquid theory, which de-
scribes low -tem perature properties of the K ondo prob—
lem . Nozieres has descrbed the low-energy excitations
In tem s of the phase shift of conduction electrons near
the Fem ilevel? T he phase shift contains all infom ation
ofthe In purity scattering caused by the exchange inter—
action.By expanding the phase shift w ith respect to the
quasiparticle distrbution, one obtains the W ilson ratio
as well as the transport properties at low tem peratures.
T he sam e consequence can be derived by m eans of the
perturbative approach of the A nderson m odel? O ur ap—
proach is a m icroscopic version of the phase-shift theory
In the sensethat wem akem axin um use ofthe viewpoint
from conduction electrons.
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The In purity tm atrix corresponds to the product of
the 4f-electron G reen function and the hybridization
squared in the Anderson m odel. Even the localized and
strong-correlation lin it keeps the t-m atrix nite.Hence,
w ith use of the im purity tm atrix, a uni ed treatm ent
of singleparticle properties is possble for the Ander-
son and the K ondo-type m odels. In the sam e spirit, we
w 11 Introduce a \generalized t-m atrix" to describe two—
particle correlations due to the local interactions. It w ill
be dem onstrated that the generalized t-m atrix gives the
susogptibility of the localized m om ents both in the An-—
derson and K ondo-type m odels.

The ideas of the in puriy tm atrix and the general-
ized tm atrix are also applicable to the periodic m odel.
W ith theDM FT, the K ondo lattice m odel ism apped to
the corresponding e ective im purity m odel. The e ec—
tive bath is detem ined through the in purity tm atrix
in a selfconsistent m anner. Furthem ore, we w ill derive
spatial correlations of the localized m om ents w ithin the
DMFT. The procedure which uses the BetheSalpeter
equation w ith the localvertex ofthe e ective in purity?->
w illbe extended to the K ondo lattice w ith use ofthe gen—
eralized tm atrix.

T hispaper isorganized as follow s.W e present In puriy
and periodic m odels In the next section. In x3, the t-
m atrix is extended to the two-particle G reen function
w ith use of the equations of m otions. The DM FT self-
consistent equations are given for the localized m odels
In x4.W e further derive spatial correlations of localized
moments wihin the DMFT . In x5, we present how to
evaluate the generalized tm atrix in the continuous-tin e
quantum M onte Carlomethod CT-QMC).An example
of the generalized tm atrix is explicitly given In x6.W e

nally summ arize In x7.

2. M odels

T he Anderson latticem odelhasbeen m ost w idely used
to discuss properties of 4f-electrons system s. W e con—
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sider a N -fold degenerate band represented by

X
He= kG G i @

k

w here q{ and ¢« are the creation and annihilation op-
erators for the conduction electron with -th compo-
nent, respectively. The N —-fold degenerate A nderson lat-
tice m odel is given by the follow ing H am iltonian:

X X

Hapr=Hc+ ¢ £ fi +V  E o +d £)
i i
X
+U £ £i £ ofi o; @)
Lh o 01

where £/ and f; creates and annihilates the localized
electron at i-site, respectively. The sum over i is to be
taken over all the 4f sites, and h %1 denotes a pair of
di erent com ponents.

By elim inating the charge degree of freedom , we de—
rive e ective m odels in the localized lm . W e 1rst ex—
clude doubl and higher occupations by taking U = 1 .
Then taking the limi, V ! 1 and ¢ ! 1 wih

J= V2=, xed,the second order perturbation theory
leads to the Cogblin-Schrie er (CS) lattice m odel®
X
Hecsp =Hcet Jd £ £i o oo ; 3)

i 0

which descrbes interaction between localized and con—
duction electrons due to the virtual excitations to the
4f° state. Since the interm ediate 4f° state is isotropic,
the interaction has SU N ) sym m etry. Ifdoubly occupied
states are taken into acocount as the interm ediate states,
the interaction becom es anisotropic and m ore com pli-
cated.

In the case of N = 2, we can obtain a m odel with
higher sym m etry by including virtualexcitations to dou—
bly occupied state, shce 42 state is isotropic as in 4£°.
In the symm etric condition U = 2 ¢, we take the local-
zed Im it, ie, V ! 1 and ¢ ! 1 keeping the ratio
J = 2V?%=;.Then, we obtain the K ondo lattice m odel

X

Hgxgr=H:+ Jd S: 5 (@)

ir
i

where S ]-Pjs the Jocalized spin at i-site and ¢ is de ned
by §= e oc; .The interaction term is invari-
ant underthe particle-hole transform ation.T he exchange
Interaction relates to the CS interaction as

1X
fi/ f; OC\il 0Ci = CZ Ci 7 )

s; ©= :

1
0
w here we have used the condition f¥f =1.The sec-
ond temm is the potential scattering independent of the
soin com ponent. The sam e potential for all sites are
equivalent to a shift of the chem ical potential, so that
eq. (4) is rew ritten as

X X

Hgy = (xkt V)G o +J £ £ oc oy 7 (6)
k i o

where v = J=2. The Kondo lattice m odel can there—

fore be dealt w ith by replacing the chem icalpotential
wih 0= v 1n the CS lattice m odel. Hence there
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is essentially no di erence in the physical properties be—
tween the Kondo and the CS iInteractionswih N = 2.
In this paper, we em ploy the CS interactions, which in—
clides N 2.W e note that only the tm atrix di ers In
the two m odels since they depend on the choice of the
bare G reen function.

T he above H am iltonians of the lattice give the corre—
soonding in purity m odels, if the index i is restricted to
a singlke site. H ereafter, the term s A nderson m odel and
€ S m odel refer to both the corresponding in purity and
lattice m odels. W e use m purity’ or Jattice’ explicitly to
soecify either system s.

3. D ynam ics of C onduction E lectrons and G en—
eralized tm atrix

In this section, we present a form alism based on the
G reen function to handle the Anderson and CS m odels
In a uni ed way. In the atom ic lim i, it is necessary for
G reen-function fom alism to represent all quantities in
term s of the conduction electrons.W ith use ofequations
ofm otions for conduction electrons, we derive dynam ics
of localized m om ents.

In the nitetem perature form alian , it is convenient to
work In the grand canonical ensemble. To this end, we
replace the kinetic energy tem H . by

X
He N¢= kci S s (7)

k
where = is the kinetic energy w ith respect to
the chem icalpotential.

3.1 Singkeparticke G reen function

W e begin w ith the singleparticle G reen finction prior
to two-particle counterparts. W ih use of the Heisen-
berg operatorc, ( )= efq e !, the shgleparticle
G reen fiinction is de ned by’+®

Moo ()¢o o (04 ®)

where T is the tin e-ordering operator, and the bracket
denotes the them al average, h i= Trke®)
wih e = Tre " . Impurty systems, the sie-
diagonalelem ent is given by
X
G® o( i 9=Ng'  Gf ool ;% ©
kk©
where N is the num ber of sites. T he Fourier transfom
isde ned by

Gy ool ;9=

Z Z

. , 1
GS ,oolin)== d
0 0

d %S oo ;90 ;
10)

where , = @2n+ 1) T isthe M atsubara frequency for
ferm dons. W e express the G reen function of free conduc—
tion electronsby gy (1,) = @G, k) T

To see In uences of the Iocalized m om ent on the con—
duction electrons, we derive equations of m otion for
Gy po ol 7 %.Tothisend,we rstshow equationsofm o—

tion for g ( )andi( ). T he Heisenberg equation leads
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— by
—_— = ——— + —>—@—>—
G]i (in)= Tk (in)+ Tk (ln)tk (in)gk (in); @5)
Fig. 1. D iagramm atical representation of the equation for e ( ;O)= HT 5% )jf ( O)j_+ ( O)hfjk ;qz gi:
G®(@n). Thick and thin lines denote the full and bare G reen (16)

functions, G (1 n) and g ), respectively.

+ 4 ()

where §y isde nedby jx = [x ;HiwclwithH .= H

H . being the local interaction part of the H am iltonian
Explicit form sof x foreach m odel introduced in x2 are
given a83 follow s:

11)

e’ ()
——= wc

1=2

N, VI ; (In purity A nderson m odel)
Vi ; (A nderson lattice m odel, eq. (2))
< 12 % v . .

L N, J f%f co; (mpurity CS m odel)
Xk < .

N_ fkyo ofk°+q & g 0

0 kOq 0
(C S lattice m odel, eq. (3))
12)

By usihg % , allmodels can be treated concurrently.

Since the K ondo exchange interaction can be expressed in
term softhe C S interaction asdescribed in x2, we em ploy
the CS m odel for de niteness.For convenient description
ofthe m purity m o%e]s w e introduce the In purity-site el
an ent j NO x Xk -Since the interaction is local,
J is Independent ofk in thepIn_punty m odels and j

can be simply written as j =  NgJk
G enerating an equation of motion ©r G{ o o( ; 9
and taking the Fourier transform w ith respect to °,

we obtain an expression of GY ,o o (dn). For inpurity
m odels, the site-diagonal com ponent, G € (i, ), isw ritten
in temm s ofthe mpurity tmatrix t (1,) as

G @n)=g An)+ g An)t An)g (En); 13)

H 3 ()3 (9i+ ( 9hfj ;I gis
14)

t(;9=

Tts derivation is given in Appendix A . Figure 1 shows
the corresponding diagramm atical representation. T he
In purity tm atrix includes all consequences of In puriy
scattering.Theargumentoft ( + i) = £ ( )$ ¢ ) gives
the phase shift ofthe conduction electrons (see for exam —
ple ref. 10) . In the in purity A nderson m odel, the second
temm vanishes and the tm atrix is given by the f-electron
G reen function,t A,) = V?G® i,).In the mpuriy CS
m odel, on the otherhand, the second term givesthe con—
tribution in the rstBom approxin ation Jhf¥f i, which
is independent of energy in proportion to an occupation
num ber of the state

For the periodic m odel, the G reen function becom es
diagonalin them om entum space, G (i), and is given

In the Anderson lattice m odel, the tm atrix corre—
sponds to t, (d,) = VzGi (in) as :n the impuriy
modeLl;n the CS lattice m odel, the second termm gives
(@) ohf)s fio i.Bym eansofthe equationsofm o-
tion, an expression of the intemal energy can be derived
from the sinhgleparticle G reen function (see Appendix
B).

F inally, w e conclude by noting the relation betw een the
tm atrix and the occupation num ber of the local states.
Since the tm atrix in the A nderson m odel is identical to
the f-electron G reen finction with the factor V2, the

f-electron num ber ©r each com ponent, nf, is given by
X .
T t @dq)er

n

= vnt ; (A nderson model) (17)
where is a positive In niesin al. In the CS m odel, on
the other hand, the Bom tem refers to the occupation
num ber. Since the rst tem in egs. (14) and (16) van—
ish in the high-frequency lim it, the Bom tem can be
extracted by

lim t ()= Jgn* (C S m odel) as8)
These ways to derive the occupation number from the
tm atrix w illbe extended to the tw oparticle G reen finc—

tion In evaluating the local susceptibility.

32 Two-particke G reen function

By w riting dow n the equations ofm otion forthe single-
particle G reen function, we have elicited Inform ation on
the local moment. Here we extend this procedure to
the two-particle correlation fiinctions. W e de ne gener-
alized susceptbility for conduction electrons with four
tin e variables as follow s:

$o3a (17 27 37 a)=H & (1) (2)S (3)a (4)i

T & (1)e (2)AT & (3)cs (4)5;

w here the indices sym bolically represent the wavenum —
ber and the soin com ponent. T he Fourder transform is
de ned by

19

5234 Ansinosim)
Z Z

1 (¢}
) d 4 1234 (15 27 37 4)
inlC2 1) dj0Ca 3)dm (2 3)

e ; (20)

where , = 2m T is the M atsubara frequency for
bosons. T he susceptibility is ocbtained by letting 1 = »

and 3 = 4 In eg. (19), so that is Fourder transfom
{234 @ n ) is evaluated by
X

{1:234 in)=T ;234 (insinosin): (1)

nn?
By analogy with the singleparticle G reen function,
w e consider extracting inform ation of the localized elec—
trons from €. For this purpose, we de ne a generalized
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i€, i€, ie, ig, ig,

” +++®++ + T

—>
: , "
247 473

ig, 4V, ig, Hv,

ig,+iv,,  ig, Hv,

Fig. 2. Diagramm atical representation of the equation for
$o3a Gniipoiin ) in eq. (22).

tmatrix Tiz34 Ap;ino;in ) for the twoparticle G reen
function as follow s:

5234 Ansinosim)
=  anol14 2391 @n)R2 @En+ in)

+ 1491 (ln) g(in + j—m )t32 (in + im )g2 (in + im )

+ @)y n)ar @n) 2392 @G0+ in)]

+ 3 (in)gz (in + irn )g3 (ino + im )94 (ino)

T1234 Gniinoiin )i (22)

which is diagram m atically expressed In Fig. 2. T he gen—
eralized tm atrix includes all e ective Interactions be—
tween two conduction electrons via the localized elec—
tron.From an equation ofm otion for €, we can obtain
an explicit expression of the generalized tm atrix (see
Appendix A for detail). In the in aghhary-tin e dom ain,
T1234 Aniineiin ) isgiven by

Ti1234 (17 27 37 4)

=H FH ()R (DF (D)L tr (27 )tz (a5 3)

+ (1 2) (3 O £7(1)ic (1)gfH (3)ic (3)ai

(1 4) (2 H £3(1)ic (1)9EF (3)ix (3)oi

+ (1 N £7 (1) (10)gR ()3 ()i

+ (3 O F (1) % (2)EF (3)jca (3)oi

(1 O £3 (1)5c ()93 (3) R (2)i

(2 M F(1)H(DER (3)ic (3)gi: 3)

In this derivation, we have used the relations £3} ;g =
fc;%g and bifRicgl= Eifhicsgl= 0.The hatter
relation holds in the casewhere H 1. isbilinear in & and
c.

In the Anderson m odel, tem s except forthe rsttwo
vanish in eq. (23) because of the relation £3;09 = 0,
which follow s from eq. (12).Hence T corresponds to the
tw o-particle G reen function of the localized electron as
T1234 @niinoiin) = A J5234 (iniinojinm ), where f234
isde ned n amannersin ilarto ¢,;, . Therefore, in the
Anderson m odel, the susceptbility £ (1n ) is evaluated
by
X

Ti234 @niinosinm):

f . T
1234 Em ) = va
nn?

(A nderson m odel) (24)

In the CS model, on the other hand, all term s having
the delta-finctions contribute to the generalized tm atrix
n eg. 23). Figure 3 show s the corresoonding diagram s
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+ :ivm - < +

i€, i€, i€, i€, ig, —ig,

gpciol

1V 18y HVy,
i€, i€,
ig, ie,
+ Vi + =iV + +
i€, +iv,, i€, v, i€, vV, Qg tiv,

Fig. 3. D iagramm atical representations of tem s in the general-
ized tm atrix, eq. (23).W avy lines indicate the delta-function for
a tin e variable.

in the frequency dom ain. Correlation functions vanish
In the high-frequency lim i, while the Fourier transformm
of ( ) is constant In the frequency dom ain. Thus i is
possble to extract each term in eq. (23) by taking a lin i
for the corresponding variables. For exam ple, the third
tem , which has (1 2) (3 4), can be picked out
by a lim i w ith respect to , and o such as

Tim Lm  Ti234 Gniinoiim)
nl 41 Lol 1
JZZ Z h
=— d» ds3H £ ()6 () () ()1
0 0

i
hf} fpihfY fui etr (2 )
(€S m odel)

=TJ% I, Gn); (25)

which is nothing but the susceptibility of the localized
electron. T he second term in the m iddle row com es from
the second tem in eq. (23), whose high—-frequency 1im it
isgiven in eq. (18).W e note that, in eg. 25), the signs
of 4 and Lo should be di erent from each other. Iffwe
take another 1im it kegping the di erence o= Lo ar
the fourth term in eq. 23) ram ains, so that we obtain

Tim lm  Ti234 @niinoiim)
nl 41 Lol +1
n . i
=TJ% T,5Gm) 1490 @mo) hf/fsinfYfoi :
(C S m odel) (26)

In conclusion, n order to obtain the susceptbility of
the localized electrons, we m ay evaliate the generalized
tmatrix T . E lin nating the ferm ion frequencies by cer-
tain ways, T yields the two-particle correlations of the
localized electrons. T he ways to obtain the susoceptibil-
Ities are di erent in the Anderson and the CS m odels.
This di erence origihates in the relations between the
occupation num ber and the tm atrix, egs. (17) and (18).

W e set up an integralequation ©rTio34 G niinesin ).
Tt has been shown In eq. (24) for the Anderson m odel
that Ti1,34 corresponds to the generalized susceptibility
of £ electrons, f234 ins;ine;in ), where the irreducible
vertex part is de ned by the Bethe-Salpeter equation. In
a sin ilarm anner, we Introduce an irreducible vertex part
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ig, i€, i€, i€, i€, i€,

1 4 C 1 @ v I 4
t

2 T 3 - * 2 2 I 3 T 3

i€, 41V, i€y Hivy, i€V, i€V, i€, 4V, i€y iV,

Fig. 4. An integral equation

T @Ansipofim).

for the generalized tm atrix

0fT1234 by
Lo s _ 0 .
T1234 @niinoiin )= nnoTio3q @niinm)
X X 0
+ T T155010 (Ansim )Tq0003040 Ay jipoo;im)
n0 710203040

T403034 A pow;ino;in ); 27)
where T)%;, Gn;in ) isde ned by
T s Gniin )= t1@n)ts@n+ in): @8)

T he above equation is diagram m atically represented in
Fiy.4.In the Anderson model, T ° and I correspond to
v? 0 and f=v1?, respectively, with f being the irre-
ducible vertex part.

W ith these formulae, we now describe the ollow ing
expression of the susceptibility in the lattice:

kg o (17 27 37 4)
= Hr Ci,. (1)x+q; (2)C1{o+q; o (3)ck0; 0(4)d

aofl 6, (1)ag (2)IT ¢lo, o (3)a0; o (2)E; @9)

The Fourder transform , de ned n eg. (20), lads to

]ikoq; o(@ns;ino;iy ). To discuss physical regponses to
extemal elds, we introduce two response functions con—
structed by linear com binations of soin com ponents.O ne
is the charge response fgnction ¢ih9 de ned from the
charge density operator n®, and another is the m ag—
netic respgnse function Cl';,“ 29 de ned from them agnetic

m om ent, m n€ wih m = 0:
X
G (ipiinosin )= e (niinoiinm);
kkOq nr+n’r<+m kkog; O nr+nr+m /s
0
(30)
cim ag X
. . . _ c CoLs s A
k,koq @Ansinosin)= m m o0 ypypoq, o @Ansinosim):

(1)

W e assum e the SU (N ) symm etry. T hen the above quan—
tities m ay be rew ritten as

cjo d,

c;chg _ c;diag

kKOG = kkog TN A1) e (32)

7 ;di ;0 d

g = NCw (Jer® g )i 33)
where ©989 gand ©° 9 denote respectively the diago—
naland o —c]i:.;iagonale]an entof © , In spin indices, and
Cy =N 1 m? is the Curie constant. T he physical

response is evaluated from the generalized susoeptibility
by
. 1 X X
;’ An)= N_ T k,koq (Ansinosin);
O k0 nno

(34)
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where = chg, m ag represents the charge and m agnetic
channels.

We Introduce the generalized tm atrix
Tkkoq ip;ine;in ) or each channel to describe
the response fiinctions of the localized m om ents. From
eq. 22), ;’;(oq gives T, o, as Olows:

c; . \ .
k,koq @Ansinosim)

= NCN nn® kk0 g k)gk + g
+gk) gk+ Ptk+ @+ gk)i’tk) gk+ Q]
+gkigk+ Qg k’+ Qg KIT, ,op Gniinoiin )i (35)

where fourdin ensional vectors are introduced by k =
kiin), kK°= k%ine) and g= (@;in).The factor Cy

correspondsto Cy forthem agnetic channeland to uniy
for the charge channel. In the Anderson m odel, eq. (24)
yields the susogptibility ofthe localized electrons, so that
we obtain

Tq Ansineiin);

(A nderson m odel) (36)

P
w here Tq isde ned by N . kKO Tkkoq .Here, we have
assum ed that the m atrix elem ents of the m agnetic m o-
m ent of the localized electron are the same as those
of conduction electrons. In the CS m odel, on the other

hand, from eqg. (25),Tq gives Cfl; ip)Inthelimi

g )= o Ty (niinoiin):

TJ2 o1 +1 o' 1

CSmodel) (37)

By de nition, the m agnetic channel is zero In the CS
m odel, so that we represent ™29 sinply by [ here-
after.

4. Dynam icalM ean-F ield Theory for Localized
M odels

In in nite din ensions, the selfenergy part due to local
Interactions is also local. A coordingly, the periodic sys—
tem wih local interactions can be reduced to a single-
im purity modelin an e ective medium . The DM FT de-
term ines the e ective m edium from the local selfenergy
in a selfconsistent m annerl'!! Spatial dependences of
tw o-particle correlation functions in the periodic system
can be evaluated from the localvertices in the e ective
in purity system 1-4-3

In this section, we apply the DM FT formm alism to the
C S lattice, where the ordinary G reen function cannot be
de ned for localized electrons.For this application, the t—
m atrix and is tw o-particle generalization, Introduced in
the previous section, play a key role. T he selfconsistent
equation for the conduction electronsw illbe constructed
w ith the t-m atrix.Later in this section, w e further derive
spatial dependences of tw o-particle correlation finctions
w ith use of the generalized t-m atrix.
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4.1 Selfoonsistent equations

Tt is convenient to begin with the Anderson lattice
m odel, since is self-consistent equation hasbeen welles—
tablished. In the DM FT, an e ect ofU at the surround-
ing sites is lncorporated in an unperturbed G reen func—
tion. Tt is referred to as a cavity G reen fiinction GO (z).
Letting GT (z) be the filll G reen filnction 1 the e ective
in purity system , the selfenergy part * (z) is given by

1

fz)=ct@) ct@ !: (38)

In the In nite-din ensional Im i, the selfenergy part be—
com es local, so that £ (z) is equivalent to that of the
periodic system . T he site-diagonalG reen filnction G T (z)
of the periodic system is given in tem s of f (z) by

(39)

P
where ()= 1N,' , ( ) isthe densiy of states
of conduction electrons. The selfconsistency condition
Gf (z) = GT (z) renew s cavity G reen fiinction as

GHo@z) '=Gf@) '+ f(): 40)

T his equation corresponds to a procedure w hich rem oves
f (z) at one site keeping £ (z) at the surrounding sites.

A selfoonsistent solution of the above equations yields

the G reen fiinction ofthe lattice n the DM FT .

In order to employ a perturbation theory from the
atom ic lim it as an in purity solver, it is convenient to
rew rite the above equations in tem s of the G reen func—
tion ofconduction electrons. T histransform enablesusto
apply the DM FT form alisn to the localized m odel, such
as the K ondo lattice and the C S lattice. To thisend, we
introduce a cavity eld G (z) Hr conduction electrons
de nedby Gl (@z)= & ¢ V2G® (z)] '.Theselfenergy
part is ocalin the in nitedim ensional Iim it, so that the
site-diagonal elem ent G © (z) of the conduction-electron
G reen ﬁmctjonzjs given by

G°@)= d (Ve + °@]"': (1)
The selfenergy part € (z) is de ned by
Y% RS A R
A fz) 1+ GO @)tk

where the In purity tm atrix t(z) is de ned by t(z) =
V 2G* (z), and is related to the site-diagonalG reen filnc—
tion G (z) In the e ective in puriy system by

G°z)= GV @) + G @)t@)GP (z): 43)

Tt isobvious from eq. (42) that € (z) characterizesan in —
purity scattering w ithout repetition, while the tm atrix
Incorporatesall scattering processes incliding repetitions
of ©(z).The selfconsistency condition for the localized
electrons, Gf (z) = GT (z), ensures a sin ilar relation or
the conduction electrons, G€ (z) = G € (z) . Hence the cav—
ity eld G (z) isgiven from G°(z) as

Gl@) '=G%@) '+ °@): (44)

E quations (41){ (44),w ritten in term s of conduction elec—
trons and the tm atrix, are identicalw ith egs. (38){ (40),
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w ritten in tem s of the localized electrons. The DM FT
equation forthe CS lattice m odeleventually becom es the
sam e as that of the Hubbard m odel. T he sources of the
selfenergy  © are, however, di erent: in the CS lattice
model, € signi es the in purity scattering and accord—
ingly, is obtained from the im purity tm atrix in eq. 42),
whil In the Hubbard m odel the selfenergy arises from
the Coulomb interaction between conduction electrons.
From eg. (39), the tm atrix of the lattice, t(z), de ned
by tz) = VG (z) is related to G © (z) as

tlz)= @+ °@)°G°(@): 45)

The In purity tm atrix t(z) equals to t(z) from the self-
consistency condition. In the localized m odel, it is possi-
ble to study form ation of heavy quasiparticles through
the tm atrix of the lattice.

The DMFT Imposes selfconsistency on the site—
diagonal elem ent of the G reen function, so that only k-
averaged quantities appear in the equations. H owever, it
ispossble to see the k-dependence through the integrand
of the average. T he G reen fiinction and the tm atrix for

a given k are evaluated from € (z) by
Gk (2)
Gc _ + c 1= ;
@)=k «x ()] 1 o @ @ %@ @
(4e)
t @)= @+ °@°G{(E@ = @
. 1 %@ °@'

w here the k-dependence enters only through the energy
x of the conduction electrons.

42 Spatialdependence of two-partick correlations

Let us consider the tw oparticle G reen function w ithin
the DM FT.Applying eq. 22) to the e ective im purity
systam , the local com ponent of the generalized t-m atrix
T, . isde ned by

?o;c (in;ino;im)
= NCy nnoBPEn)GPAn+ in)
+G60G,) EAn+ in)tln+ in)

+ G ()% tE,) @n+ in)]

+ GP )G A+ 10 )G Ao+ 11 )G (o)
48)

Te Gnsineiinm):

In a m anner sin ilar to egs. (36) and (37), T gives the
local susceptibilities for each m odel. N oting eq. (43), the
above equation m ay be rew ritten as

Ci s s - _ c0;
bc(lnrlnorlm)_ nn® ¢

Gniim)
+ Gniin )Ty @niinoiin)
anTr Gniin)] @Gnojin); (49)
w here we have Introduced

GPEn)GP A + in);

(in;im ) =
wel@niinm)= Gc(in)GC(in+im); (50)
c0; . c0; _
and, . isdenedby . =NCy 1c-



J.Phys. Soc. Jpn.

W e direct our attention to the generalized tm atrix in
the e ective In purity as well as the lattice system s. W e
set up an integralequation for T,  .Equation (27) holds
for each channel ndependently, so that we obtain

. . . 0; . .
Te Eniinoin)= nn°Ty Eniin)

X

0; . . . . . . . .

+ T Tpe Gniin)T @Eniinw;ig )Ty @Enwiinoiing);

nOO

(1)
where T (in;in ) isde ned by
0; . . ' ' .
Tpe Gniim)= NC tlEp)t@n+ in): (52)

In the Anderson m odel, I relatesto the irreducible ver-
tex part 7 by I = £ =v*% and T? to the general-
ized susceptibility w ithout the vertex correction, 0%,
byT?% =v* £% T i nitedin ensions, only diagram s
for Intersite processes are those connected by two prop—
agators. It llowsthat I is a Jocal quantity.? *? There-
fore connecting I at each site by a pair of the lattice
tm atrix leads to the generalized t-m atrix T of the pe-
riodic system s. Taking the Fourder transform over the
spatial indices, we obtain an equation or T, as

Tq (Ansinosin)= nnOqu; Ansim)
X
+T T (nidin)I Gnidnejin )Ty Gnojinoiin);
nOO
(53)
where T isde ned by
0 s s NC, X . oL
Tq’ GAnsin)= N— tl((ln)t]<+q(ln+lm):
O %
(54)

W e represent egs. (51) and (53) n am atrix form for the
ferm don frequencies as follow s:
0; 0; .
Tloc = Tloc + Tloc I Tloc’
— 0;
T, = Tq (55)

E lim nating I from the above two equations, we obtain
the ollow ing equation for T, :

0; .
+Tq ITq.

M) '= Myl Mpll+ I 1% (66)
w hich holds foreach value ofthe energy transfer , inde—
pendently. T his equation is an extension of those in the
Hubbard m odel’ and the A nderson latticem odeP to the
C S Jatticem odel. T he corresponding equation forthe A n-
derson lattice m odelhas also been derived w ithin the ex—
tended non-crossing approxin ation XNCA ), where the
irreducible vertex is explicitly given in the fram ew ork of
the NCA 13 W e again note that, in the C S Jattice m odel,
a lim i of T *9 gives the m agnetic susceptibility of the
localized m om ents in eq. (37). A though eg. (56) is an
In nite-sized m atrix equation, we actually do not need in
num erical calculations to com pute T in the whole range
of frequencies. The m atrix equation as well as the 1im -
ing operation in eg. (37) can be evaluated with snall
m atrices e ciently (see Appendix C).
W e retum our attention to the susceptibility of con—
duction electrons. The susceptbility m akes it possi-
ble to discuss instabilities against the charge-densiy
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c = + rc c
-« X -« =3 X -«
i€, 41V, igyHiVy, i€, 4V, i€, %V, i€, iV, g, HiVy,
Fig. 5. An integral equation for the generalized susceptibility of

conduction electrons, @A n;ip0iim ).

wave CDW ) and spin-density wave (SDW ) states, cor—
resoponding to the charge and m agnetic channel, re—
spoectively. For the generalized tm atrix, we have intro—
duced the irreducble vertex I to derive spatially de-
pendent fiinction. To obtain an Integralequation for the
conduction-electron susceptibility, we substitute eq. (51)
into eq. (49). A fter som e m anjpulations, we obtain the
follow Ing equation:

Ci s . . c0; s .
k;C(ln;an;lm)z nn? loc, Eniim)
X
07 .y GG e S wed ool )
+T nn? Eniin) (Eniinoiin) (Enojinojin);
loc loc
n®
67
Form ore details and the explicit expression of ¢ , see

Appendix D .Figure 5 represents the above equation dia—
gramm atically.Since ¢ consistsonly of localquantities
In n nite dim ensions, < isalso Jocal.Hence, w ith use

of the sam e vertex, g can be constructed as ©llow s:

cO;

c; . .
! nn® g Ensinm)

q @Ansinojin )=
X

+ T a0 o Gniin) ¥ @nidineiin) § Gawiinoiin);
nOO
(58)
where 2% isde nedby ¢ =NCy 4 wih
q(ln;lm)z N_ Gk(ln)Gk+q(ln+ in): (B9
0

k

Elin nating < from egs. (57) and (58), we cbtain the

follow ing m atrix equation for g:

c0; 11 0; 4 1.
[+ [t

[S1t=1%1"
T hisequation is denticalto that in the H ubbard m odel?
This ollows from the fact that all the spatial depen-
dence can be represented by G, and therefore by 4,
in both the Anderson lattice and the CS lattice. Equa-
tions (57) and (58) represent e ective onsite Interactions
betw een conduction electrons resulting from the interac—
tion w ith the localm om ent. T he total susoceptibility in—
cluding heY ¢ £, f o1 can also be derived in an analogous
way >

W e should note that the DM FT guarantees self-
consistency only in the shgleparticle G reen fiinction.
Consequently the two-particle correlation fiinction does
not satisfy selfconsistency between the e ective im pu-—
rity and the lattice m odels. N am ely, eq. (60) gives

A

loc N 0 q’

(60)

(61)
q

as In the ordinary random phase approxin ation RPA)
theory. Hence, the present form alism corresponds to the
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RPA lvel In m om entum dependence, but proper local
dynam ics is incorporated through the irreducible vertex.

5. Evaluation ofthe G eneralized t-m atrix in the
CTQMC

Recently, a new Impuriy solver called CT-QM C has
been developed 1411 The shgle-and two-particle corre—
lations In the mpurity CS m odel can be obtained ac—
curately within statistical errorsl!® In this section, we
descrbe how to evaluate the generalized tm atrix of the
Inpurity CS model In the CT-QM C . &t will be shown
that the high-frequency lim it for G reen fiinctions can be
taken strictly in this fomula.

To establish notations, we begin by summ arizing the
formula of the singleparticle Green function. In the
M onte C arlo sin ulations, a snap shot is expressed by an
Integer k and two sets of vardables, (1; k) ortine
and ( 1; k) for soin, which we sym bolically repre—
sent by K hereafter. For a given con guration ofK, the
G reen function is given by

G (;%)=9g( 9
X 0
g ( DM )9 (4 );  (62)
ij
where the matrix M isdened by M = D ! and

O )iy = g(® %) with £ g and f Sg being cer-
tain sets of ’s in K. The average over a M onte C arlo
ensem ble gives the physical G reen finction: G ( ; %) =
G (; %K)iwc .

W e consider the generalized susceptibility for conduc—
tion electrons de ned by

€ o(15 2537 a)=H & (1)c (2)e(3)co(a)i

M & (1)c ()i o (3)co(4)iz (63)

For each con guration of K, the W ick’s theorem is ap—
plicable to the Puroperator average, so that we obtain

H & (1)c (2)T0(3)co(4);Ki

=G (27 1;K)G o(4; 3;K)

oG (45 1;K)G (25 3;K):

T his equation can actually be dem onstrated w ith use of
the fast-update om ula for the Huroperator addition
Perform ing the Fourier transform de ned by eg. (20)
and taking the M onte Carlo average, we obtain a for-
mula ©or € ;@dnp;in0;in ). The generalized tm atrix
T o(@dny;ine;in ), de ned n eq. (22), is then given by

(64)

T o@nsinsin)= U (nint wluo(not n;no)
oU (njno)u (not+ mint m)MC
mot @n)to@no); (65)
where
X . .
u (1; 2)= T ™ )jielzl i1 4, (66)

ij
The mpurity tmatrix is given in temms of u by
t (in): o} (n;n)iMC-
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T he generalized tm atrix, given in the frequency do—
main, can also be expressed in the In aghary-tin e do—
main.From eg. (65), we obtain

T o(17 27 37 4)
*

X
= [

ijIm

)31 M oM 1™ il

0)m 1
+

(1 i) (2 5) (3 1) (4 m )

MC

t (2 1)Eo(4 3): (67)

A though it is In principle possble to measure T In the
Im agihary-tin edom ain, it isnot practicaldue to its com —
plex structure.N am ely, tw o discontinuities for each vari-
able between 0 and m ake a precise treatm ent di cul.
Instead, eq. (67) can be used for evaluating each term in
eq. (23) selectively. For exam pl, by ktting ;1 = , and

3= 4 Ineq. (67), the third temm ofeq. (23) is shgld
out to give

HT £Y( )f ( )E,f oi

T X X
=2 M )M o)1
i j 1 m +
oM )™M nil+ (i 1) i (68)
MC
where the -periodicity isimposedon 4 ( ; 9:
« % (°>0)
.0y i
+ (70 ( 0 . (%< 0) (69)

The summ ations in eg. (68) are taken for all pairs satis-

fying ;= ;and 1= 5 .On the otherhand, by ktting
1= gand , = 3,eq. (67) yields the transverse sus-
ceptbility as

= — ™M )M

0)ml

+

o™ )™ Inil+ (i 1) (70)
MC

A spresented in ref. 16, the susoeptbility can alsobe eval-
uated from the con gurations, f ;gand f ;g,wihoutthe
matrix M .W hilke eq. (68) gives the sam e resuls as the
con guration m easurem ent w ithin error bars, eq. (68)
tends to have m ore errors. A s for the transverse suscep—
tbiliy, eq. (70) is the only way of evaluation.

In order to obtain the soin correlationsin the DM FT,
we need the high-frequency limits of T o(@dy;in0;i0 )
as shown in x4.The high-frequency lin it can be taken
strictly In the sam e way as egs. (68) and (70). In the
Imi , ! 1 ,onlytemswih (1 ») rem ain.Hence,
this lim  corresponds to restricting the summ ation in

eg. (67) to ; = 5. After the Fourder transform , we
obtainlim , 11 T o@n;ine;ip ). asimilarmanner,
the Iimi .o ! 1 is calculated by restricting the sum —

mation to 1= .
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6. Structure of the G eneralized t-m atrix

In this section, we show a typical exam ple leading to
the g-dependent static susceptbilities. W e em ploy the
Kondo lattice model in the form of eg. (6). Namely,
the bare G reen function inclides the potential scatter-
hgvasgi iy)= @n x V).W e note that, in this
de nition, the tm atrix does not have the particle-hole
symm etry even at the half lling.W e adopt the nearest-
neighbor tight-binding band of the in nie-dim ensional
hyper—cubicﬂag’ce.17 The density of states is given by

('y=D Y 2= exp( 2!°=D?),andwetakeD = 1as
the unit of energy.

In the e ective impurity problem , we evaluate the
static com ponent, i , = 0, ofthe generalized tm atrix of
each channel , T _ (,71,0;0).Figure 6 showsthem ag-
netic channel T %9 (i, ;140;0) rJ = 03 and T = 0:02
at half Ilng. W e plot only the rangen® 0 because of
the relation T, _( in; 1n0;0) = T dn;in0;0) .The
frequencies are taken up to n = 40 to see the wholk
structure of the function.A s shown later, m uch fewerel-
an ents are actually su cient for the evaluation of g.
W e notice, In F ig. 6, distinct structures around the diag—
onal, n = nY% and the zero frequencies, n = 0 orn®= 0.
They are related to the -functions in eq. (23), which do
not disappear even in the high-frequency lin i. The fre—
quencies can be exactly taken to in niy intheCT-QMC.
Figure 8 shows Ty in; il ;0) forthe sam e param eters
as above.W hile the function has som e structure around
n = 0, at high frequencies we con m a convergence to
T ! _, which isprovided in eq. 25).0n the other hand,
the charge channelT]ghcg (in;in0;0) converges to zero at
high frequencies, except Hr around the diagonal, n = n°.
T his high—frequency behavior follow s because there isno
charge degree of freedom In the localized electrons in the
K ondo lattice m odel.

In order to com pute g-dependences of the generalized
tm atrix w ith eg. (56), we need the lowest order quanti-
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Fig. 8. Tipc(n; il ;0) OrJ = 03and T = 0:02.

ties w ithout the localvertex.Figure 9 shows T,J_ (in;0),
T.L,({n;0) and T (i,;0) de ned in egs. (52) and (54),
where Q = ( ; ; ) representing the comer of the
hypercubic B rillbouin zone. T he evaluation involves the
tm atrices given in egs. (45) and (47),and 4 ({in;0) de
ned in eq. (59).The im agihary part of 4 (i,;0) is zero
due to the particlehole symmetry at , = 0, and the
realpart is shown in Fig.10.From Fig. 9, the lowest or-
der functions tum out to be alm ost identical w ith each
other exoept for low frequencies. H ence, the di erence of
their nverses, P4 = Tlgc (i1,;0) ¢ qu (i,;0) ', vanishes
rapidly w ith increasing n. T his feature of P4 ensures an
e cient and precise evaluation ofthe In nite-size m atrix
equation, eq. (56) .0 nly the low -frequency part whereP4
has nite values is to be provided to obtain the dynam —
ical susceptibilities of the localm om ents (see A ppendix
C for detail). This idea is also applicable to evaluations
of the conduction-electron susceptibility from 4 (1,;0).
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7. Summ ary

W e have developed a fram ework to dealw ith the dy—
nam ics ofhighly correlated lattice m odels w ith localized
electrons, such as the K ondo and the CS lattice m odels.
T he tm atrix, which describes the e ect of the localized
m om ents on the sihgle-particle excitation, has been ex—
tended to the two-particke responses. T he ordinary and
the generalized t-m atrices play essentialroles in applying
the conventional diagram m atical approach to m odels in
the atom ic lim it. C onsequently, the spatially dependent
susceptibilities of the localized m om ents have been given
In term s ofthe generalized t-m atrix based on the DM FT .

O ur approach deals w ith the localized degrees of free—
dom from the strong correlation Im it. The CT-QMC is
very powerful as an in purity soler which gives nite—
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tem perature dynam ics of the K ondo-type m odel. A nu-—
m ericalwork In this fram ework w ill be presented in an—
other publication.
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Appendix A : D erivation of Expression of the

G eneralized t-m atrix

In this Appendix, we derive equations of m otion of
the single-particle and two-particle G reen function, and
dem onstrate the expressions ofthe tm atrix and the gen-
eralized t-m atrix.

Al Some usefulrelations

W e begin w ith sum m arizing som e relations which are
necessary in taking derivative involving the tin e-ordering
operator. Letting A to D be the ferm ion or boson, the
tw o—and four-operator products are di erentiated as

@ ea
A (B ()i= T =gy
@ 1 @ 1

(i N B (1B (1] i @ 1)

and

@
—HI A (1)B (2)C (3)D (4)1

@
. @2(11)B<2>C(3>D (a)
+ (1 2T R (1);B (1)1 C(3)D (4)1
+ (1 3K R (1);C(1)] D (4)B(2)1
+ (1 oH R (1);D (1)1 B(2)C(3); @ 2)
where A;B] = AB BA is an anticom m utator and

a comm utator, and are chosen for fem ion and boson,
respectively. T he follow ing relation is satis ed when A
and B are ferm ion operatorsand a boson operator:

@

—H A (1)B (2) (3)i
@1
@A
- W5, ()
@1
+ (1 2)HT fA (1);B (1)g (3)i
+ (1 AT A (1) (1)B (2)4: @a 3)

A 2 Singkparticke G reen fuinction
T he single-particle G reen function is de ned by
HT o (1)C (2)is @ 4

W e rst di erentiate w ith respect to
and substituting eq. (11), we obtain

e
@1

Gi12(17 2)=
1.-Usihgeq. @ 1)
1 Gi12(17 2)

= 12 (1 2)

HT 3 (1)S (2)i: @ 5)
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The second termm is di erentiated w ith respect to
yvield

2 to

@
— , H Z(1)g ()i
@

=M H(1)F ()1 (1 2)hfh;cgi: @ 6)

A fter the Fourder transform , de ned by eq. (10), we ob—
tain

Gi2@ln)= 1201 @n)t+t g @)@l @n); @& 7)
where the tm atrix is de ned by
tiz (15 2)= H 7 (1)F (2)i+ (1 2)hfh;cGgi:
@A 8)

T hisequation yieldseq. (14) forthe in puriy m odel, and
eq. (16) for the periodic m odel.

A 3 Twoartick G reen function

W e proceed to the twoparticle Green function in
eq. (19). As shown In the above derivation, tinme-
derivative ofc( ) ord ( ) bringsabout j( )or¥( ) wih
extra tem s. In the follow Ing, we in tum di erentiate the
conduction-electron operators until all the operators are
replaced by j and .

W e 1rst di erentiate with respect to ;. Noting the

relation n eq. @ 2), the equation ofm otion is given by

@

e, M ¢ (1) (2)S (3)a (4)i
1

=M 3 (1)x(2)S (3)a (1)1

+ (1 4) 14G23 (27 3):

@ 9

W e iIntroduce an operator F which gives the Fourder
transform as

FHT ¢ (1)c (2)S (3)c (4)i
Z Z

= — d;
0 0

2) 12G43 (45 3) (1

d i S (1) (2)S (3)a(4)d

in(2

= 1)ein0(4 3)eim(2 3) .,

@ 10)
T histransform ation replacesthe di erentialoperatorsas
ollow s:

e . e ..
— ! i,y — ! 1p+ 1n;
@1 @2
e

@
Vdjo+ ig; @—! ip0:
4

11
@, @& )

Equation @ 9) isthen transform ed to give
FHT ¢ (1) (2)S (3)a (4)d
=g @) FH F (1) (2)d (3)a (4)i

nnt 14G23@n + 1)1

@ 12)

+ mo 12G43 (@n0)
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W e proceed to m ake further derivative w ith respect to
other tim e vardabls ,, 3 and 4;.W e obtain the follow —
Ing equations:

FH 3 (1) (2) (3)a (4)d
= @Un+in)FH 3 (1)%(2)S (3)c(4)i
nn® 2394 (in)t41 (ln)

+ mo 3293 Gno+ in )hEF ;0qil

+

2 (in + im )93 (in°+ irn )g4 (ln)
fFF[ (1 )M £3 (1)ie2 (1)9% (3)3 (2)il

+F[ (1 2) (3
@A 13)

FH § (1)%(2)S (3)a ()i
= @ not+ 1n)EFH F (1R (2)3 () ()i
+F[ (3 )3T F(1)%(2)ilg
g3 (dnot in)gs (Lno)
fF [ (2 )T 3 (1)fR (3)ic (3)gd (4)il

+F[ (1 4) (2
@A 14)

F HT j{(l>j2(2)j§(3)c4(4)i
= g @A)EFH F ()R (2)F () ()1
+F[ (1 oW £5(1);c(1)gh(2)F (3)4]

+F[ (3 o 3 (1)h(2)ER (3)ic(3)gilg:

@ 15)

Substitutingegs. @ 13){ @A 15) intoegq. @ 12) and after

som e m anjpulations, we nally obtain an expression of
FH ¢ (1) (2)G (3)cs (4)ias Dlows:
FHT ¢ (1)e (2)S (3)c (4)i

= mol1291@n) G3(@Eno)
+ @ @En)ter @n)ar @n) 3492 En0)]
nnol1491 @n) Gs@n+ in)
+ g dn)tur @n)or @n) 2392 @En + in)]
t g @n)@lnt in)gs@Enot Ln )9y @no)
@ 1e)

F 950 (17 27 37 4)i

where T, (17 27 37 4) isde ned by

Thas (17 25 37 a) = H F (1) (2)F ()3 ()i
+ (1 2) (3 N £3(1)ie (1)9fH (3)ia (3)ai
(1 &) (2 3 £5 (1)jc (1gfF (3)ie (3)ad
M £3 (1) (1)gF (3)3 ()i

O F (12 (2)EF (3)ica (3)gi

(1 N £ (1) ()9 (3)F (2)i

(2 M FH (1) ()EF (3)ix (3)gis @ 17)

DBEF (1)ic (1)IER (3)ic (3)gilg;

T £3 (1)ica (1)9fR (3)ic (3)gil gi
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In thisderivation, wehaveused £};c,9= f&; 339, which
is dem onstrated from the de nition of j, and jg.Notjng
eq. A& 7),eq. @ 16) is rewritten as

FHT ¢ (1)e(2)S (3)a (4)i

Gs@n+ im)

m0G21 An)G a3 dno)
nnol1491 (En)
+ g @)y ) @n) 239 @En+ in)]

+ g1 (in)gZ dAn+ in )g3 (Apot+ ip )QI4 (10)

F Ti23a (17 27 37 a)i @ 18)
where Ti234 (17 27 37 4) Isgiven by
T123a (17 27 37 4)
=T34 (17 27 37 4) tailz2; Dts(a;3): @ 19)
As a result, we oObtaln the expression of

T1234 (17 27 37 4) In eg. @23).

A ppendix B: InternalEnergy

In this appendix, we derive an expression of the in—
temal energy for the im purity and periodic CS m odels.
W e begin by considering the CS lattice m odelin eg. (3).
A Yhough the H am iltonian include two-body interaction,
its expectation valie can be represented by the single-
particle G reen function w ith use of the technigue intro—
duced In ref. 8. Considering an equation of m otion for
G x ( ;9 wih 9! + 0, and then takig a sum —
m ation for indices, we obtain

@ X

— G . ; 0
i, 0 k x )

X d

X

X
kci [eT N J
k i 0

W .i;

fz fi OCX 0Ci

® 1)

where we have used eg. (11). Taking the Fourder trans—
form wih respect to , we obtain the intemal energy
E = hHCSLiaS

X

= mCSLi

E =T inGy & @n)e" + W; @ 2)
n k

where is a positive In nitesim al. In num erical calcu—
lations, wem ay subtract 1=i, from the G reen function,
because it doesnot contribute to the ntemalenergy.Fur-
them ore, the quadraticterm , =1, )?, can be evaluated
to be =2. By expanding eg. (41) n powers of 1=z, we
obtain c= Jnf on condition of ( )= ( ).Henoe,
excepting this tem , the serdes In egq. B 2) converges as
(in) 2 athigh frequencies.

Equation B 2) is also applicabl to the in purity CS
m odel. In this case, the totalenergy E = hH 51 is com —
posed by the kineticenergy part being proportional to
N and an im purity contribution. To distinguish the In —
purity contrlbution, we express Gy ;x (i) In temm s of
the mpurity tmatrix t (1,) as ollows:

t @dn)
Ny

Gx x (@n)= gk @n)+ g En) g @n): B 3)
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Substituting this expression ntoeg. B 2), we obtain the
follow Ing equation fora change in the Intermalenergy due
to the i purity:

Emp = Mcsi Hlci
|
X 1 X )
=T i, — & (@a) t @ne" : @ 4)
n 0 k
Here,wehave sest = 0.
A ppendix C: Im plem entation of H igh-

Frequency Lim it

A spresented in x4, the g-dependent dynam ical suscep—
tibility fl (1, ) In the CS lattice m odel has been given
by the high—-frequency lin it of the generalized tm atrix
Tq@nsino;im ). To obtain Ty, we need to solve the
In nite-size m atrix equation, eq. (56). In this appendix,
we present a e cient way to dealw ith the In nie-size
m atrices accurately.

The m atrix equation in eq. (56) m ay be rew ritten as

Tq = Tpct TlochTloc + TlochTlochTloc + ; C

where P4 is a diagonalm atrix whose elem ent is de ned
by

Po)i= TS Gyin) ¥ TP GE1din) * c 2
Ineq. C 2),only a low-frequency part has nie values,
since tw o term s cancelout each otherat high frequencies.
T herefore, we can replace the in nite sum over 1w ih a
summ ation up to L
X1 X X o
! : C

jj L 1

3)
= 1

In Fig. 9, r example, L = 10 is su cient for reliable
calculations.W ih use ofthis restricted sum ,eq. € 1) is
rew ritten as

X

(Tq)rmO = (Twc)nno +

]_'LO
where the matrix Q4 is de ned within the restricted
space as follow s:

0
(':[‘loc)nl(Qq)]J_0 (Twoc)rno; € 4)

= [l 4Bl 'Pg: € 5)

Hence, n order to obtain (Tq)+1; 1 , which yields
f@n) I eq. B7), we need to evaluate (Tl at
Iow frequencies as well as (Twc)+1 ;17 Twoc)e; 1, and
(Tioc)+1; 1 -Thelmi , ! 1 in Ty. can be taken
strictly in the CT-QM C . Consequently, the in nite-=size

m atrix equation can be solved rigorously to give é dm)-

Qq=Pg+t PqTpcPqt

Vertex P arts for C onduction E lec-
trons

W e have introduced the generalized tm atrix T from
the two-particle G reen fiinction of conduction electrons

°.W ith use of the integral equation for T , the spatial
dependence of T in the periodic system hasbeen derived.
In this appendix, we derive an integral equation for °©
Itself.

The source of the spatial dependence is only
In the Anderson lattice and the CS lattice m odels.

A ppendix D :

1)
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Hence, we can represent all the spatial dependences ex—
plicitly by G§ (in), and therefore by yq@njin) =

Gy (in)G}fJH:I(in + iy ). In the ©llow ing, we om it the
soin degeneracy for sim plicity. T he susogptibility of the
conduction electrons ]fkoq is given In term s of Tyxog In
eq. (35), which m ay be rew ritten as

Ekoq (Ansinosim )= nno kk° kg Aniinm)

+ %k (in)gk+q dAn+ in )gk°+q Anot i )gkO (dno)
nn? kkOTkOq @niin)l;

O 1)
whereT,), (injin )= t @n)tks+q@nt in).Usingthe
Irreducible vertex part T(i,;im0;i, ) In eq. B3), the
tem s In the bracket is expressed in the m atrix form for

n and o as

Ekkoq @niinosin)

Ty I Tyoog i 0 2)
w here Ig (injinojim ) is a reduchle vertex part com —
posed of I and T, :

I o
From egs. (46) and (47), we can derive the relation
Gk in)tk @n)=G{ @n) “An), which leadsto

0 _
Ty xogq xkTyg =

- 0 0 O .
=1+ ITqI+ ITqITqI+ :

G Gn)Gctqln+ in )T Gnidin)

o 4

kq(in;im) C(in) C(in+ ip):

Substitutingegs. © 2) and © 4) ntoegq.® 1),andthen

taking the summ ation over k and kO, we cbtain

(e}

(Ansino;in)= q(in;im) nn?

q
t qUniin)KgGniinoiin) q@noiin)i © 5)
w here
Kolniiniin)= S@n) “An+in)
L lniinoiin) “@no) Slnotin): © 6)

W e focuson Ig de nedinegq. O 3).The goatialdepen—
dence of I originates in T;, which can be expressed in
term sof ¢ .W ith use ofthe expression ofty in eq. (47),
T, de ned by eq. (54) is rew ritten as

T Gniinm)= “@n)’B GEniin)

+ qlniin)] SAn+in)% © 7
whereA (1,;1i, ) isde ned by

Alniin)= @) ' “Gn+in) *

+ S@,) '6°An+ in)

+G%A,) “An+ in) ': (o
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Tt is clear from the above equation that A com posed only
of local quantities. Introducing an auxiliary quantity K
by

K @nsino;in)= C(in) C(j—n"'j-m)

I(in;ino;im) c(ino) C(in0+im); O 9
K ineq. O 6) isrewriten as
0_ 0
Ko=K+K @A+ K,
0
= “+ ° 4Kgi O 10)
where € isde ned by
°c= K '+a)t: O 11)
Substituting egq. © 10) Into eq. © 5), we nally obtain
the equation for ¢ as ollows:
;: at o " aqt
= gt ¢ ° & o0 12)

Therefore, € signi es the irreducible vertex part for the
onduction electrons, and is com posed only oflocalquan—
tities in In nite dim ensions.
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