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We investigate the effects of a magnetic impurity in a multiband touching fermion system, specif-
ically, a triple-component semimetal with a flat band, which can be realized in a family of transition
metal silicides (CoSi family). When the chemical potential coincides with the flat band, it is ex-
pected that the impurity response of this system will be very different from that of an ordinary
Dirac or Weyl semimetal of which the density of states at the Fermi level vanishes. We first deter-
mine the phase diagram within the mean-field approximation. Then, we study the local moment
regime by employing two different methods. In the low temperature regime, the Kondo screening is
analyzed by the variational wavefunction approach and the impurity contributions to the magnetic
susceptibility and heat capacity are obtained, while at higher temperature, we use the equation of
motion approach to calculate the occupation number of the impurity site and the impurity magnetic
susceptibility. The results are compared and contrasted with those in the usual Fermi liquid and
the Dirac/Weyl semimetals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weyl semimetals (WSMs) are topological metals that
show interesting physics such as Fermi arc surface states
and chiral anomaly1, and they have received a lot of at-
tention recently. Their existence in condensed matter
systems has been predicted by theories1 and subsequently
observed in experiments2–8. In these materials, the con-
duction and valence bands touch each other at a few iso-
lated points in the first Brillouin zone, know as the Weyl
nodes. Near the Weyl nodes, the WSM can be described
by a pseudospin-1/2 which describes the valence and con-
duction band degrees of freedom. Moreover, the Weyl
nodes act as the sources or sinks of the Abelian Berry cur-
vature, so that they carry quantized magnetic monopole
charges Q = ±1 in the momentum space. In the presence
of both the time-reversal and inversion symmetries, the
bands are degenerate so that each node consists of two
Weyl fermions, resulting in the Dirac semimetal (DSM).
Since the density of states (DOS) of a DSM/WSM van-
ishes at the node, the thermodynamic response functions
are quite different from those of a usual Fermi liquid (FL)
when the Fermi level coincides with the nodes.

One of the examples which distinguishes the FL and
the DSM/WSM is the Kondo effect9,10. The Kondo
physics results from the spin-flip scattering between the
conduction electrons and a local magnetic impurity, and
has been studied by various different methods. In the
FL, a spin-1/2 impurity is completely screened at long
distance by the conduction electrons. In the DSM/WSM,
due to the special property of the DOS mentioned above,
when the chemical potential coincides with the nodes, the
associated magnetic impurity problem falls into the cat-
egory of the pseudogap Kondo problem11–15. That is,
the Kondo screening in a system with vanishing DOS
at the Fermi level occurs only when the (antiferromag-
netic) exchange coupling between the conduction elec-

trons and the impurity moment exceeds some critical
strength. More recently, various aspects of the prob-
lem of a magnetic impurity in a DSM or WSM, such
as the scaling of the Kondo temperature with respect to
the doping16, the interplay of long-range scalar disorder
and Kondo screening16, the effect of various symmetry-
breaking perturbations17, and the spin-spin correlation
function between the impurity spin and that of the con-
duction electrons18, were further studied.

In the condensed matter system, it is possible to have
more bands touching at a single point in the Brillouin
zone due to the crystal symmetry19–22. For a multi-
band touching fermion system with 2J + 1 bands touch-
ing at a single point, where J can be a half-integer or
an integer, it can be described in terms of a pseudospin
J representation of the SU(2) Lie algebra in the close
proximity to the band touching points19–21,23,24. The
WSM corresponds to the J = 1/2 case. The energy
spectrum of a system with integer J displays, in addi-
tion to the 2J branches with nonzero Fermi velocities, a
completely flat band which arises from the trivial eigen-
value of the pseudospin operator. Similar to the WSM,
the Berry curvature of the band indexed by α, where
α = −J,−J + 1, · · · , J , describes a monopole carrying
the monopole charge Q = 2α in the momentum space24.
Moreover, the chiral anomaly and anomalous Hall effect
are also present in these systems24. Based on ab ini-
tio calculations, it was suggested that triple-component
(J = 1) fermion systems can be realized in a family of
transition metal silicides (CoSi family) when the spin-
orbital coupling (SOC) is weak21,22. Recently, the J = 1
fermion was observed in a transition-metal silicide CoSi
by using the angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES)25.

In the present work, we would like to analyze the
Kondo physics of a single magnetic impurity in a J = 1
fermion system. In the local moment regime (i.e., the
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parameter regime in which the impurity behaves like a
local moment), the coupling between the magnetic im-
purity and the conduction electrons can be described by
the Hamiltonian

HK = KS · τ (0) , (1)

where S is the impurity spin located at the position
r = 0, τ (0) is the spin density of conduction electrons
at the impurity site, and the constant K is the exchange
coupling between them. When the conduction electrons
are treated as noninteracting particles and characterized
by the DOS N(ε), one may integrate out the excitations
in the energy shell [e−lΛ,Λ] in terms of a simple gener-
alization of the “poor-man’s-scaling” method introduced
by Anderson26, where Λ is the UV cutoff in energies and
0 < l � 1. The resulting renormalization of K to the
one-loop order is then

δK =
K2

2Λ
I , (2)

where

I =

∫ Λ

e−lΛ

dεN(ε) = lΛN(Λ) +O(l2) .

For the triple-component fermion system, we have

N(ε) = Aδ(ε) + Cε2 , (3)

where A = CΛ3/3 and C is a positive constant, provided
that we set the energy at the band touching point to
be zero. We notes that A = 0 for the WSM. For both
the triple-component fermion system and the WSM, we
find that N(Λ) = CΛ2. Accordingly, one may naively
indicate that the magnetic impurity in the J = 1 fermion
system belongs to the pseudogap Kondo problem27, as
what happens in the WSM. That is, there exists a critical
value Kc such that the Kondo screening occurs only when
K > Kc.

On the other hand, when the Fermi level lies at ε = 0,
the J = 1 fermion system should be more FL like due
to the presence of the flat band. (Here we ignore the
electron-electron interactions.) If this is indeed the case,
we expect that when the chemical potential µ = 0, the
low temperature properties of the magnetic impurity will
behave like those for the usual Kondo problem in a FL.
Since in the coarse graining procedure, we just integrate
out the high-energy degrees of freedom and do not take
into account the flat band at all, the renormalization
group (RG) analysis discussed above may be question-
able. One of our motivation in this work is therefore to
resolve this paradox and to determine whether the Kondo
physics in the J = 1 fermion system belongs to the class
of the pseudogap Kondo problem or that of the usual
Kondo problem in a FL.

We model this problem in terms of the Anderson impu-
rity model. We first determine its phase diagram within
a mean-field approximation (Fig. 1), and indicate the pa-
rameter regime that is associated with the local moment

physics in which we are interested. In particular, since
the Kondo physics is most transparent in the strong cou-
pling regime of the Anderson impurity model, our analy-
sis will focus on the infinite-U Anderson model. To cap-
ture the role of the flat band, we utilize two complemen-
tary methods to analyze the physical properties of the
local moment regime. We use a variational wavefunc-
tion approach28,29 to study the parameter dependence
of the ground-state properties, such as the binding en-
ergy and the impurity contribution χimp to the magnetic
susceptibility. Such a method is non-perturbative in na-
ture and has been proved to be useful in the study of
the related problem in a WSM18. We find that in con-
trast with the prediction of the perturbative RG or the
“poor-man’s-scaling”, the binding energy is always posi-
tive in the local moment regime, implying the occurrence
of the Kondo screening. This binding energy is identified
as the Kondo temperature. We also calculate the pa-
rameter dependence of the binding energy (or the Kondo
temperature), as shown in Fig. 3.

Furthermore, following the idea of local Fermi liquid
description of the usual Kondo effect in a Fermi liquid10,
we propose an effective Hamiltonian Heff [Eq. (33)] de-
scribing the physics at the temperature much below the
Kondo temperature. By calculating the local electron
occupation at the impurity site and the impurity contri-
bution to the magnetic susceptibility at T = 0 in terms
of both the variational wavefunction and Heff , we are
able to relate the parameters in Heff with those in the
infinite-U Anderson model. Equipped with this, we plot
the impurity spectral density at T = 0 (Fig. 5) and calcu-
late the impurity contribution Cimp to the heat capacity
at low temperature. In contrast with the Kondo effect
in an ordinary FL, the Kondo resonance in the J = 1
fermions is split into two peaks due to the presence of
the flat band.

Above the Kondo temperature, we employ the equa-
tion of motion (EOM) approach29,30 within the Hartree-
Fock approximation to calculate the impurity Green’s
function from which we can extract the temperature de-
pendence of the occupation number of electrons at the
impurity site (Fig. 7) and χimp (Fig. 8). We also com-
pare our results with the Kondo problem in the ordinary
FL and in the pure WSM.

The present paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we discuss the various terms in the Hamiltonian of the
Anderson impurity model and determine its phase dia-
gram within a mean-field approximation. The properties
of the local moment regime is analyzed in terms of the
variational wavefunction and EOM methods, which are
presented in Sec. III and IV, respectively. Our results
are summarized and discussed in the last section. The
details of the calculations are listed in the appendix.
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II. THE MODEL

A. The Hamiltonian

We use the Anderson impurity model to describe a
single magnetic impurity in a J = 1 fermion system.
The corresponding Hamiltonian consists of three terms:
H = HC+HD+HV , whereHC , HD, andHV describe the
non-interacting J = 1 fermions, the impurity fermions,
and the hybridization between them, respectively.

The three-band touching is assured at high-symmetry
points by some nonsymmorphic space group symmetries
in certain lattice models19–23. Here we will focus on the
CoSi family. As analyzed in Refs. 21,22, the three-band
touching will occur at the center of the first BZ (the Γ
point) in the absence of SOC. Thus, there are sixfold
degeneracy at the Γ point (including spin). In the pres-
ence of the SOC, this sixfold degeneracy is split into two
crossing points with twofold and fourfold degeneracy, re-
spectively. In a recent experiment on CoSi25, three-band
touching was observed at the Γ point, which implies that
the SOC is very weak in this family of materials.

Based on the above observation, the three-band touch-
ing in CoSi arises from the orbital dynamics of electrons.
The role played by the electron spin is similar to that in
graphene. Hence, we write Hc in the form

Hc =
∑
p,σ

Ψ†pσ[H(p)− µ]Ψpσ , (4)

where Ψpσ = [Ψ1pσ,Ψ0pσ,Ψ−1pσ]t, α = 1, 0,−1 is the
band index, σ = ±1 correspond respectively to up- and
down-spins, µ is the chemical potential, and the annihila-
tion and creation operators of electrons, Ψαpσ and Ψ†αpσ,
satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations.

Near the band touching point p0, H(p) can be written
as19–21

H(p) = vk · J , (5)

where k = p − p0, v > 0 is the Fermi velocity, and
J = (Jx, Jy, Jz) is the pseudospin-1 operator (with J =
1) which obeys the SU(2) Lie algebra [Ja, Jb] = iεabcJc
with a, b, c,= x, y, z. At low energies, the physics is
dominated by the excitations around the band touch-
ing point. Hence, we will change the notation and write

cαkσ = Ψαk+p0σ. It is clear that cαkσ, c†αkσ still obey
the canonical anticommutation relations.

To find the spectrum of H(p), we write k = kk̂ where

k = |k| and k̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ). Then,
H(p) can be diagonalized by the unitary matrix U as

U(k)H(p)U†(k) = vkJz , (6)

where

U(k) = eiθJyeiφJz . (7)

Thus, the energy spectrum of H(k) is given by

Eα(k) = αvk . (8)

Notice that Eq. (6) amounts to the following identity

U(k)k̂ · JU†(k) = Jz , (9)

In terms of Eq. (8), it is straightforward to show that
the DOS of the J = 1 fermions around the band touching
point is indeed given by Eq. (3).

The single-impurity Hamiltonian HD is of the form

HD =
∑
σ

(εd − µ− σh)ndσ + Und↑nd↓ , (10)

where ndσ = d†σdσ is the number operator of the im-
purity fermions with spin σ, εd is the on-site energy of
the impurity fermions, and dσ and d†σ satisfy the canoni-
cal anticommutation relations. h is the applied magnetic
field. Since we are only interested in the impurity contri-
bution χimp to the magnetic susceptibility, we consider
only the coupling between h and the impurity fermions.
When the condition

εd < µ < εd + U , (11)

is satisfied, the ground state of HD is singly occupied,
i.e., a two-fold degenerate magnetic doublet. When it is
probed at energies much below the smallest charge exci-
tation energy, ∆E = min{µ−εd, U+εd−µ}, only the spin
degrees of freedom remain. Thus, the impurity behaves
like a local moment. This is the local moment regime in
the atomic limit. In this regime, the interaction between
the local moment and conduction electrons is given by
Eq. (1) with K > 0.

Finally, the hybridization between the J = 1 fermions
and impurity can be written as

Hv =
1√
Ω

∑
p,σ,α

(
VpαΨ†αpσdσ + H.c.

)
. (12)

By expanding around the touching point p0, we may
neglect the momentum dependence of the hybridization
amplitude, i.e., Vpα ≈ Vp0α. Moreover, for simplicity, we
assume that the impurity is equally coupled to the three
bands, i.e., Vp0α = V . In the U → +∞ limit, we may
obtain the Kondo coupling K = |V |2/|εd − µ| when Eq.
(11) is satisfied and |V |2 � |εd − µ|10.

B. The mean-field phase diagram

In general, the Anderson impurity model has two
regimes: the simple resonance and the local moment
regime31,32. The nature of the former is illustrated by
the U = 0 limit in which the hybridization between con-
duction electrons and impurity fermions turns the impu-
rity level into a virtual bound state or resonance. On
the other hand, the behavior of the magnetic impurity
behaves like a free moment at high temperatures in the
local moment regime and the nature of that regime can
be captured by the U → +∞ limit.
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On account of the competition between the hybridiza-
tion and the on-site Coulomb repulsion U , the local mo-
ment regime will be different from the one in the atomic
limit. Since the Kondo effect occurs only in the local
moment regime, we need to determine the boundary be-
tween the local moment and simple resonance regime be-
fore plunging into the detailed study.

To do it, we employ a mean-field decoupling of the U
term in HD

31:

Und↑nd↓ → Und↑〈nd↓〉+ U〈nd↑〉nd↓ − U〈nd↑〉〈nd↓〉 .

This results in the shift of the impurity level

εd → εdσ = εd + U〈nd−σ〉 .

Hence, up to a constant term, the mean-field Hamiltonian
is of the form

HMF = HC +HV +
∑
σ

(εdσ − µ)ndσ .

Since HMF is quadratic in the fermion operators, it can
be solved exactly.

The values of 〈ndσ〉 at µ = 0 can be determined by the
self-consistent equations

〈ndσ〉 =

∫ 0

−∞
dω

λω4/D

[L−σ(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2
, (13)

where Lσ(ω) = (1 + 2λ)ω2 − (εd + U〈ndσ〉)ω − sλD2,
λ = CD|V |2 is the dimensionless coupling between the
J = 1 fermions and the impurity, and D is the half band
width. We express 〈ndσ〉 by the total occupation number
nd = 〈nd↑〉 + 〈nd↓〉 and the local moment M = 〈nd↑〉 −
〈nd↓〉, and thus Eq. (13) can be written as

nd =
∑
σ

∫ 0

−∞
dω

λω4/D

[Lσ(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2
, (14)

M = −
∑
σ

σ

∫ 0

−∞
dω

λω4/D

[Lσ(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2
, (15)

where Lσ(ω) is now given by Lσ(ω) = (1 + 2λ)ω2− [εd +
U(nd + σM)/2]ω − sλD2.

The local moment regime corresponds to M 6= 0. To
determine the critical value of Uc for given λ, we set
M = 0 in Eq. (14), yielding

nd =

∫ 0

−∞
dω

2λω4/D

[Lc(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2
, (16)

where Lc(ω) = (1 + 2λ)ω2− (εd +Ucnd/2)ω− sλD2. On
the other hand, we expand the R.H.S. of Eq. (15) to the
linear order in M and get

1 = −
∫ 0

−∞
dω

2λω5UcLc(ω)/D

{[Lc(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2}2
. (17)

The values of Uc and nd (at U = Uc) for given λ can be
obtained by solving Eqs. (16) and (17).

FIG. 1: The mean-field phase diagram of the Anderson im-
purity model for the J = 1 fermions at µ = 0 with various
values of the dimensionless hybridization strength λ. Note
that λ = 0 corresponds to the atomic limit.

The resulting mean-field phase diagram is plotted in
Fig. 1. A few comments on it are in order. First of all,
in the presence of the hybridization, the local moment
can appear when εd > 0 for large enough values of U , in
contrast with the case in a FL. This arises from the fact
that the single-peak structure in the spectral density be-
comes a two-peak structure and the positions of the peaks
are shifted away from εd due to the hybridization with
the flat band. (See Sec. C for the details.) Next, when
the value of λ increases, the existence of local moments
requires a larger value of U for given εd. This must be
the case since the hybridization with the conduction elec-
trons tends to screen the impurity level and turns it into
a resonance.

As we have mentioned in the introduction, since we
are mainly interested in the Kondo physics which reveals
itself most clearly deep inside the local moment regime,
we will concentrate on analyzing the Anderson model in
the infinite U limit in the following.

III. THE VARIATIONAL WAVEFUNCTION

We now study the ground-state properties of H in the
U → +∞ limit with the help of the variational wavefunc-
tion method. This is supposed to capture the essential
properties of the whole local moment regime. To proceed,
it is convenient to perform a unitary transformation at
each k point

ψkσ = U(k)ckσ , ψ†kσ = c†kσU
†(k) , (18)

where U(k) is given by Eq. (7). With this transformation
[Eq. (18)], HC takes the form

HC =
∑
k,σ,α

(αvk − µ)ψ†αkσψαkσ , (19)

while HV becomes

HV =
1√
Ω

∑
k,σ,α

(
Ṽkαψ

†
αkσdσ + H.c.

)
, (20)
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FIG. 2: Graphic solution of Eq. (27) with εd/D = −0.3 for
various values of λ, where x = ∆b/D and y = x + 0.3 −
λ[2/(3x) + 1− 2x− 2x2 ln |x|].

where Ṽkα = V
∑
β Uαβ(k).

A. The binding energy

In the absence of HV , the ground state of HC is

|Ψ0〉 =

′∏
k,σ,α

ψ†αkσ|0〉 , (21)

where
∏′

means the product over states with energy be-
low the Fermi level µ. The corresponding ground-state
energy E0 is of the form

E0 = εd − µ− |h|+
′∑

k,σ,α

(αvk − µ) . (22)

where
∑′

means the sum over states with energy below
the Fermi level.

In the presence of HV , motivated by the form of Eq.
(20), we try the ansatz for the ground state18,29

|Ψ〉 = a0|Ψ0〉+

′∑
k,σ,α

aαkσd
†
σψαkσ|Ψ0〉 , (23)

in the U → +∞ limit. The variational energy E for the
trial state |Ψ〉 is then given by

E =
〈Ψ|H|Ψ〉
〈Ψ|Ψ〉

. (24)

According to the variational principle, the values of a0

and aαkσ are determined by the equations

∂E

∂a∗0
= 0 =

∂E

∂a∗αkσ
,

which lead to

εd − µ− |h| −∆b =
1

Ω

′∑
k,σ,α

|V |2

αvk − µ−∆b − (ηh − σ)h

=
∑
σ

∫ µ

−D
dε

|V |2N(ε)

ε− µ−∆b − (ηh − σ)h
, (25)

FIG. 3: Top: ∆b/D as a function of λ for the J = 1 fermions
(solid line), the case with the flat band only (dashed line),
and the case in which the flat band is excluded (dotted line).
In all situations, we take εd/D = −0.3. Bottom: ∆b/D as a
function of εd/D for the J = 1 fermions (solid line), the case
with the flat band only (dashed line), and the case in which
the flat band is excluded (dotted line). In all situations, we
take λ = 0.5.

where ∆b ≡ E0 − E is the binding energy and ηh =
sgn(h). The derivation of Eq. (25) is left in appendix A.
Equation (25) determines the value of ∆b for given |V |2.
If ∆b > 0, then the hybridized state |Ψ〉 has lower energy
and is more stable than the state |Ψ0〉. This implies the
occurrence of the Kondo effect.

We first consider the case with h = 0. For this situa-
tion, Eq. (25) reduces to

εd − µ−∆b =

∫ µ

−D
dε

2|V |2N(ε)

ε− µ−∆b
. (26)

For µ = 0−, the contribution from the flat band at ε = 0
vanishes and Eq. (26) is identical to the one for the
WSM. On the other hand, for µ = 0+, the contribution
from the flat band must be taken into account and Eq.
(26) becomes

∆b − εd
D

≈ λ
(

2D

3∆b
+ 1− 2∆b

D
− 2∆2

b

D2
ln

∣∣∣∣∆b

D

∣∣∣∣) , (27)

provided that µ, |∆b| � D. Figure 2 shows the graphic
solution of Eq. (27) with εd/D = −0.3. We see that
there is always a solution with ∆b > 0 as long as εd < 0
and λ > 0. This result is in contrast with the prediction
of the perturbative RG, which indicates the existence of
a critical value of λ. This implies that the latter cannot
capture the physics of the flat band.
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Figure 3 sketches ∆b/D as a function of λ with given
εd/D. The same figure also exhibits the case with the flat
band only and the one in which the flat band is excluded.
The last situation has solutions with ∆b > 0 only when
λ > λc. In all cases, ∆b/D is an increasing function of λ
for given εd/D < 0.

We also plot ∆b/D as a function of εd/D with given
λ in Fig. 3. The same figure also exhibits the case with
the flat band only and the one in which the flat band is
excluded. The last situation has solutions with ∆b > 0
only when λ > λc for given εd < 0 or εd > εdc for given
λ. In all cases, ∆b/D is an increasing function of εd/D
for given λ. We notice that the qualitative behavior of
∆b/D v.s. εd/D is similar to that for the Kondo effect in
a FL.

When λ < 0.1, ∆b/D � 1 and we may neglect the
last term at the R.H.S. of Eq. (27). This results in an
analytic expression for the binding energy:

∆b

D
=
λ+ εd/D +

√
(λ+ εd/D)2 + (8/3)λ(1 + 2λ)

2(1 + 2λ)
.

(28)
Equation (28) holds as long as 0 < λ < 0.1 and εd < 0,
and we have checked it numerically. From Eq. (28), we
find that

∆b

D
≈ λ

3

∣∣∣∣Dεd
∣∣∣∣ , (29)

as λ→ 0+ for given εd < 0. That is, ∆b approaches zero

as a linear function of λ. This behavior is in contrast
with the usual FL. There, the binding energy is given by

∆b = εF e
−1/[2N(0)|V |2/|εd|] ,

for ∆b � |εd|, where N(0) is the DOS at the Fermi energy
εF for a single species of fermions.

In the Kondo problem, there is a characteristic energy
scale – the Kondo temperature TK (by setting kB = 1).
There are various ways to define it, which differ from
each other by a constant of O(1). For example, in the
perturbative RG approach, TK is defined as the energy
scale at which the renormalized coupling diverges10. In
the large-N mean field treatment, it is defined as the
highest temperature for which the self-consistent equa-
tions have a nontrivial solution11,12,16. In the variational
wavefunction approach, the bound state will disappear
at the temperature of an order of ∆b. Thus, we may de-
fine the Kondo temperature as the binding energy, i.e.,
TK = ∆b

28,29,33.

B. The impurity properties at T = 0

In terms of the above results, we first compute the
impurity contribution χimp to the magnetic susceptibility
at T = 0 when µ = 0+. By choosing h > 0, Eq. (25) can
be written as

∆b + h− εd
D

≈ λ
[
sD

∆b
+

sD

(∆b + 2h)
+ 1− 2(∆b + h)

D
− ∆2

b

D2
ln

∣∣∣∣∆b

D

∣∣∣∣− (∆b + 2h)2

D2
ln

∣∣∣∣∆b + 2h

D

∣∣∣∣] , (30)

for h, |∆b| � D, where s = A/(CD3) = 1/3 for the J = 1
fermions and s = 0 for the WSM. To calculate χimp, we
write ∆b as ∆b = ∆0+c1h+c2h

2+O(h3) where ∆0 is the
value of ∆b at h = 0 and c1, c2 are constants independent
of h. Inserting this expansion into Eq. (30), we find that
c1 = −1 and

Dc2 =
sD/∆0 + (∆0/D)2[ln (D/∆0)− 3/2]

s+ b(∆0/D)2 − (∆0/D)3[2 ln (D/∆0)− 1]
,

where b = 1/(2λ) + 1. For ∆0/D � 1,

c2 ≈
1

∆0[1 + (b/s)(∆0/D)2]
.

The ground-state energy at small h is given by

E = E0 −∆b = E0 −∆0 − c1h− c2h2 +O(h3) .

χimp is defined by

χimp =−∂
2E

∂h2

∣∣∣∣
h=0

= 2c2 .

As a result, we get

χimp =
2

∆0[1 + (b/s)(∆0/D)2]
. (31)

If the flat band is excluded by setting s = 0, c2 would
become

c2 =
ln (D/∆0)− 3/2

D{b− (∆0/D)[2 ln (D/∆0)− 1]}
,

leading to

χimp =
2 ln (D/∆0)− 3

D{b− (∆0/D)[2 ln (D/∆0)− 1]}
∼ 1

D
,

which is vanishingly small. That is, the main contribu-
tion to χimp at T = 0 arises from the hybridization of
the flat band and the impurity.

Next, we would like to compute the d-level occupation
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number 〈nd〉0 at T = 0. By definition, we have

〈nd〉0 =
〈Ψ|nd|Ψ〉
〈Ψ|Ψ〉

=

∑′
k,α,σ |aαkσ|2

〈Ψ|Ψ〉
= 1− |a0|2

〈Ψ|Ψ〉
.

Since a0 6= 0, 〈nd〉0 < 1. In terms of Eq. (A2), we find
that

〈Ψ|Ψ〉 = |a0|2
1 +

1

Ω

′∑
k,α,σ

|Ṽkα|2

(αvk −∆b)2


= |a0|2

1 +
2|V |2

Ω

′∑
k,α,β

[
U†(k)[G(∆b,k)]2U(k)

]
αβ


= |a0|2

(
1 +

2λD2

3∆2
b

)
,

when µ→ 0+.
Accordingly, the d-level occupation number at T = 0

is

1− 〈nd〉0 =
1

1 + 2λD2

3∆2
b

. (32)

Following from Eq. (29),

∆2
b

λD2
≈ λ

9

(
D

εd

)2

� 1 ,

for λ � 0.1, we conclude that 1 − 〈nd〉0 � 1 when λ �
0.1.

C. Local Fermi liquid theory

When T � TK , the impurity spin is completely
shielded, as suggested by the variational wavefunction
approach. The impurity fermion and the conduction
electrons within the shell, of width about TK , around
the Fermi surface form a spin singlet. As a result, the
impurity is no longer magnetic. It acts as a structure-
less scatterer. Although the impurity degree of freedom
disappears from this problem at low temperatures, the
effective Hamiltonian does not reduce to the pure poten-
tial scattering. This singlet displays polarizability, which
provides an indirect interaction between electrons located
in the vicinity of this singlet: one of the electrons polar-
izes the singlet, this polarization acts on another electron.
Thus, a local interaction arises between the electrons.

Based on this picture, we propose that the effective
Hamiltonian close to the Kondo fixed point can be writ-
ten as10

Heff = Hc +
1√
Ω

∑
k,α,σ

(
Tkc
†
αkσfσ + H.c.

)
+(ε0 − µ)nf + Ũδnf↑δnf↓ , (33)

where nfσ = f†σfσ, nf = nf↑+nf↓, δnfσ = nfσ−〈nfσ〉0,
and 〈· · · 〉0 is the ground-state expectation value. Here

FIG. 4: ε0/∆b and g as functions of λ with εd/D = −0.3.

the scatterer formed by the singlet is modeled by a vir-
tual level, of energy ε0, hybridized with the conduction
electrons, with the hybridization strength Tk. The oper-
ators fσ and f†σ, which obey the canonical anticommuta-
tion relations, describe the electrons around the scatterer
and the Ũ term is the local interaction between electrons
induced by the singlet. (Here we have treated the singlet
as a point scatterer.)

The fixed-point Hamiltonian is given by Heff [Ũ = 0],

while the Ũ term is the leading irrelevant operator. Fol-
lowing the spirit of Landau’s FL theory, the effects of
the Ũ term can be obtained by the Hartree-Fock approx-
imation or the perturbative expansion in Ũ . Notice that
〈δnfσ〉 6= 0 may arise from thermal fluctuations at finite
temperature or the presence of applied fields. Hence, the
Ũ term may be neglected when its contribution is sub-
leading compared to the one from the fixed-point Hamil-
tonian Heff [Ũ = 0] in the zero temperature or zero field
limits.

To relate the parameters in Heff to those in the
infinite-U Anderson model, we can employ Heff [Eq.
(33)] to calculate some physical quantities and identify
them as those obtained from the variational wavefunc-
tion approach. For simplicity, we will set Tk = T0. Here

we shall choose 〈nf 〉0 and χ
(0)
imp at T = 0, where χ

(0)
imp de-

notes the impurity contribution to the magnetic suscepti-
bility given by the fixed-point Hamiltonian Heff [Ũ = 0].
Both can be obtained from Eqs. (C5) and (C6).

We will identify 〈nf 〉0 as 〈nd〉0 given by Eq. (32) and

χ
(0)
imp as χimp given by Eq. (31). Then, we get∫ +∞

0

dx
2gx4

[L̃0(x)]2 + (πgx3)2
=

1

1 + 3(∆b/D)2/(2λ)
,

(34)
and∫ +∞

0

dx
4gx5L̃0(x)

{[L̃0(x)]2 + (πgx3)2}2
=

1

1 + (b/s)(∆b/D)2
,

(35)

where L̃0(x) = (1 + 2g)x2 + (ε0/∆b)x − g/3 and g =
C∆b|T0|2 is the (dimensionless) renormalized hybridiza-
tion strength. The UV cutoff in energy in Heff is of
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FIG. 5: The spectral density at the impurity site, as a function
of ω (in units of ∆b), in the Kondo limit (solid line). The
dashed line shows the spectral density at the impurity site in
the Kondo limit by removing the flat band.

O(∆b). Different choices of it will lead to different val-
ues of ε0 and g for given λ and εd/D. Without loss of
generality, we take it to be ∆b.

Equations (34) and (35) determine the fixed-point val-
ues of g and ε0/∆b for given λ and εd/D. Figure 4 shows
ε0/∆b and g as functions of λ with a given value of εd/D.
Both ε0/∆b and g are increasing functions of λ for a given
value of εd/D. In particular, ε0/∆b and g both increase
rapidly with increasing λ for λ < λ∗, and their values
increase slowly when λ > λ∗. In general, λ∗ is a function
of εd/D and λ∗ ≈ 0.05 for εd/D = −0.3.

The Kondo limit is usually defined by 〈nd〉0 = 1. This
is achieved when

1√
λ

(
∆b

D

)
→ 0 ,

following from Eq. (32). In this limit, χimp = 2/∆b at
T = 0. Further, we find from Eqs. (34) and (35) that
ε0
∆b

= 0.2537 and g = 0.2584 in the Kondo limit.

With the help of Eq. (C4), the spectral density at the
impurity site is given by

ρf (ω) =
(2gω4/∆b)

[L0(ω)]2 + (πgω3/∆b)2
, (36)

at T = 0, where L0(ω) = (1 + 2g)ω2 − ε0ω − g∆2
b/3. We

plot ∆bρf as a function of ω/∆b in the Kondo limit in
Fig. 5. The qualitative feature remains intact for other
parameter values. We see that ρf (ω) exhibits two peaks
close to the Fermi energy (µ = 0 in the present case),
which is different from the usual FL. For the latter, ρf has
a single peak slightly above the Fermi energy and exactly
at the Fermi energy in the Kondo limit), which is known
as the Kondo resonance. If we artificially remove the
flat band, the spectral density will exhibit a single peak
slightly above the Fermi energy. This indicates that the
splitting of the Kondo resonance in the J = 1 fermions
arises from the flat band. On the other hand, the widths
of both peaks are about 0.1∆b or smaller. This is similar
to the usual FL.

Finally, we may employ Heff to calculate the impurity
corrections to the thermodynamic response functions at
T � TK . By integrating out the conduction electrons,
the partition function with Ũ = 0 can be written as

Z = Z0

∫
D[fσ]D[f†σ]exp

[
−
∫ β

0

dτ
∑
σ

f†σ[−D−1
σ (τ)]fσ

]
,

where Z0 is the partition function of bulk electrons in the
absence of impurity and the Fourier transform of Dσ(τ)
is given by

D̃σ(iωn) =
iωn

Lσ(iωn) + iπsgn(ωn)g(iωn)3/∆b
,

where Lσ(ω) = (1+2g)ω2−εσω−g∆2
b/3 and εσ = ε0−σh.

(This can be found with a procedure similar to the one
to get Eq. (C3).) Consequently, the free energy can be
written as F = F0 + Fimp where F0 is the free energy of
bulk electrons in the absence of the impurity and

Fimp = − 1

β

∑
n,σ

ln

[
−Lσ(iωn) + iπsgn(ωn)g(iωn)3/∆b

iωn

]
×eiωn0+

.

The frequency summation can be performed with the
help of contour integration, yielding

Fimp =
∑
σ

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

π
f(ω) tan−1

[
πgω3/∆b

Lσ(ω)

]
, (37)

where f(ω) = 1/(eβω+1) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution.
To compute the impurity correction Cimp to the heat

capacity, we set h = 0 in Fimp. Since we are interested
only in the behavior of Cimp at T � TK , it suffices to
expand Fimp in powers of T/∆b. This can be achieved
with the help of the standard Sommerfeld expansion, and
we find that

Fimp = G(0)− 7π5

20∆3
b

T 4 +O(T 6) ,

where

G(ε) ≡
∫ ε

−∞
dω tan−1

[
πgω3/∆b

L0(ω)

]
.

As a result, Cimp is of the form

Cimp(T ) =
21π5

5

(
T

∆b

)3

+O(T 5) , (38)

when T � ∆b. Curiously, the prefactor in the leading
term is universal, irrespective of ε0 and g.

A few comments on the above results are in order.
First of all, the correction arising from the Ũ term is
subleading because 〈δnfσ〉 → 0 as T → 0. Next, let us
compare Cimp with the heat capacity per unit volume
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c0(T ) for a non-interacting J = 1 Fermi gas. The latter
is given by

c0(T ) =
14π4

15
CT 3 . (39)

c0(T ) is completely arises from the topologically nontriv-
ial bands and the flat band does not contribute to c0 at
all due to the lack of nontrivial dispersion. We see that
Cimp has the same temperature dependence as c0 when
T � TK .

IV. THE EQUATION OF MOTION

To study the physical properties in the local moment
regime at high temperature, i.e., for T > TK , we would
like to calculate the single-particle Green function of the
impurity fermions, which in the imaginary-time formula-
tion is defined as

Dσσ′(τ) ≡ −〈Tτ{dσ(τ)d†σ′(0)}〉 . (40)

Following Refs. 29 and 30, we will calculate Dσσ′ in
terms of its EOM.

In terms of the standard procedure, Dσσ′(τ) satisfies
the equation

[iωn − εd + µ+ σh− Σ0(iωn)]D̃σσ′(iωn)

= δσσ′ + UC̃σσ′(iωn) , (41)

where ωn = (2n+ 1)πT , Ã(iωn) is the Fourier transform
of A(τ),

Cσσ′(τ) ≡ −〈Tτ{nd−σdσ(τ)d†σ′(0)}〉 , (42)

and

Σ0(iωn) =
1

Ω

∑
k,α

|Ṽkα|2

iωn − αvk + µ

=
1

Ω

∑
k,α

|V |2

iωn − αvk + µ
=

∫ +∞

−∞
dε
|V |2N(ε)

iωn − ε+ µ
,

is the self-energy of the impurity fermions. In the follow-
ing, we will focus on the µ = 0 case.

To illustrate the physics in the local moment regime
and connect it to the previous variational wavefunction
approach, we consider the U → +∞ limit. When U 6= 0,
an exact solution of D̃σσ′(iωn) cannot be obtained. To
proceed, we need to make some approximation. Within
the Hartree-Fock approximation approximation29,30, i.e.,

〈Tτ{ψ†αk−σd−σdσ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉 → 0

〈Tτ{ψαk−σd†−σdσ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉 → 0 , (43)

and

〈Tτ{ψαkσnd−σ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉 → −〈nd−σ〉Gαkσσ(τ) , (44)
we find that

C̃σσ(iωn) (45)

=
〈nd−σ〉

iωn − εd − U + µ+ σh
[1 + Σ0(iωn)D̃σσ(iωn)] .

The details of the above derivation is left in appendix B.

Substituting Eq. (45) into Eq. (41), we obtain

D̃σσ(iωn) =
1

iωn − εd + µ+ σh− [1 + Σσ(iωn)]Σ0(iωn)

[
1 +

U〈nd−σ〉
iωn − εd − U + µ+ σh

]
, (46)

where

Σσ(iωn) =
U〈nd−σ〉

iωn − εd − U + µ+ σh
. (47)

In the U → +∞ limit, Eq. (46) becomes

D̃σσ(iωn) =
1− 〈nd−σ〉

iωn − εd + µ+ σh− (1− 〈nd−σ〉)Σ0(iωn)
.

(48)
Compared with the U = 0 solution [Eq. (C1)], the ef-
fects of the infinite U limit lie at two aspects: (i) First
of all, the impurity fermions acquire the wavefunction
renormalization Z =

√
1− 〈nd−σ〉, which will reduce the

spectral weight. (ii) Next, the self-energy is reduced by
a factor of 1− 〈nd−σ〉.

Using Eq. (C2), we find that

D̃σ(ω) =
(1− 〈nd−σ〉)ω

L(ω) + σhω + iπλ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)ω3/D
,

where L(ω) = [1 + 2λ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)]ω2 − εdω − sλD2(1−
〈nd−σ〉). As a result, the spectral density is of the form

ρσ(ω) =
2πλ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)2ω4/D

[L(ω) + σhω]2 + [πλ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)ω3/D]2
.

(49)
From Eq. (49), 〈ndσ〉 are determined by the following
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FIG. 6: The spectral density ρd in the limit U → +∞ as a
function of ω (in units of |εd|). Left: λ = 0.1 for different
values of εd/D. Right: εd/D = −0.3 for different values of
λ.

equations

〈ndσ〉 (50)

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

λ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)2(ω4/D)f(ω)

[L(ω) + σhω]2 + [πλ(1− 〈nd−σ〉)ω3/D]2
.

We plot the spectral density ρd in the limit U → +∞
as a function of ω for various values of λ and εd/D in
Fig. 6. When εd is close to the Fermi energy (µ = 0), the
spectral density has two peaks at ω1 < 0 < ω2, similar to
the one at U = 0. However, as εd moves away from the
Fermi energy, the peak at ω2 is highly suppressed com-
pared with the one at ω1. Moreover, both |ω1| and ω2

change from the value about |εd| when εd is close to the
Fermi energy to the value about 0.1|εd| when εd moves
away from the Fermi energy. On the other hand, for given
εd, the peak at ω2 becomes pronounced by increasing the
hybridization strength λ. The behavior of the spectral
density at different values of λ and εd exhibits the com-
petition between the hybridization and the correlation
effect on the impurity level.

Two features of the spectral density should be empha-
sized. First of all, it has two peaks instead of a single one
as in the ordinary FL. As we have discussed before, this
split of peaks arises from the flat band. Next, the peaks
in the spectral density shown in Fig. 6 are located at
the frequencies about ±0.1εd to ±εd, depending on the
values of λ and εd/D. This implies the simple resonances
in the infinite U limit. (For the ordinary FL, the spec-
tral density within the same approximation will exhibit
a single peak at the frequency close to εd.) On the other
hand, the peaks in the spectral density at T = 0 (Fig. 5)
move to the frequencies about ±0.1∆b, corresponding to
the Kondo resonance. This behavior in the spectral den-
sity clearly shows the fact that the simple resonance at
high temperature (T > TK) turns into the Kondo singlet
at low temperature (T � TK).

The above result [Eq. (49) and Fig. 6] does not show
the Kondo resonance. The situation remains similar even
if we take a finite value of U . Thus, the approxima-
tion we have made does not capture the Kondo physics.

FIG. 7: The occupation number nd of the impurity level as a
function of T (for T > TK) with λ = 0.07 and εd/D = −0.1
for the J = 1 fermions at an infinite U (the solid line), the
flat band being excluded at an infinite U (the dashed line),
and the J = 1 fermions at U = 0 (the dashed-dotted line).
For the given parameters, TK/D = 0.1932.

The reason arises from the fact that higher-order corre-
lations between the magnetic impurity and conduction
electrons are neglected within this approximation [Eqs.
(43) and (44)], in particular the spin-flip processes. These
processes become important at low temperatures, i.e.,
T < TK , and give rise to Kondo screening. However, it
does include the correlation brought about by the infinite
U , as shown by the following temperature dependence of
nd. Similar situations are encountered in the study of
Kondo effect in a FL29 and charge transport through a
quantum dot due to Coulomb blockade30. Therefore, we
expect that the Hartree-Fock approximation provides a
good description on the physics at T > TK .

When h = 0, 〈nd+〉 = 〈nd−〉 = nd/2, and Eq. (50)
reduces to

nd
2

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

λ(1− nd/2)2(ω4/D)f(ω)

[L(ω)]2 + [πλ(1− nd/2)ω3/D]2
. (51)

The value of nd can be determined by solving Eq. (51).
To obtain χimp, we write 〈ndσ〉 = nd/2+γσh/D+O(h2)
where γ is a constant independent of h. Then, we have
χimp = 2γ/D. Inserting this expansion into Eq. (50), we
have γ = A/(1−B), where

A = −
∫ +∞

−∞
dω

2λ(1− nd/2)2ω5L(ω)f(ω)

{[L(ω)]2 + [πλ(1− nd/2)ω3/D]2}2
,

B =

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

2λ(1− nd/2)(ω5/D)(ω − εd)L(ω)f(ω)

{[L(ω)]2 + [πλ(1− nd/2)ω3/D]2}2
. (52)

Substituting the value of nd into Eq. (52) and then per-
forming the integrals, we get χimp(T ). On account of
the approximation we have made, the resulting single-
particle Green function for impurity fermions captures
the correlation in the U → +∞, but fails to produce the
Kondo physics. Thus, the above results can be applied
only to the high temperature regime, i.e., T > TK , where
TK = O(∆b) is the Kondo temperature.

We plot nd as a function of temperature T for given
values of εd/D and λ at U = 0 and U → +∞ in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 8: (Tχimp)−1 as a function of T (for T > TK) with
λ = 0.07 and εd/D = −0.1 for the J = 1 fermions at an
infinite U (the solid line), the flat band being excluded at
an infinite U (the dashed line), and the J = 1 fermions at
U = 0 (the dashed-doted line). For the given parameters,
TK/D = 0.1932.

We see that nd at an infinite U is much smaller than that
at U = 0, reflecting the correlation brought about by the
infinite U . Moreover, nd is a monotonically decreasing
function of T when T > TK , which is similar to the case
in the FL29. The artificial case with the flat band being
excluded is also sketched for comparison. When T > TK ,
i.e., the temperature range in which the approximation
holds, both have the same value, indicating the minor
role played by the flat band at high temperatures.

The temperature dependence of χimp at T > TK for
given values of εd/D and λ at U = 0 and U → +∞ is
sketched in Fig. 8. We see that χimp exhibits a Curie
form at T � TK and the deviation from it occurs when
T is close to TK , similar to the case in a FL. This must
be the case since the impurity behaves like a free moment
at high temperatures in the local moment regime, while
Kondo effect starts to function near TK . The correlation
brought about by an infinite U increases the value of
χimp compared with the one at U = 0. Moreover, the
trends of χimp for U = 0 and infinite U are opposite
when T is close to TK . When the flat band is excluded
by setting s = 0, the temperature dependence of χimp
at T � TK in similar to that in the presence of the
flat band. The distinction is visible only close to the
Kondo temperature. There, χimp becomes a non-analytic

function of T in the absence of the flat band since χ−1
imp

crosses zero and becomes negative.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we study the Kondo physics of a
single magnetic impurity in a J = 1 fermion system by
analyzing the Anderson impurity model in the infinite U
limit. As we have argued in the introduction, the pertur-
bative RG cannot capture the low-temperature physics in
this situation due to the presence of a flat band. Hence,
we employ two methods – the variational wavefunction

and the EOM to examine the physical properties of this
system. These two approaches are, in fact, complemen-
tary to each other.

Actually, there are two types of three-band touching
fermion systems in the literature. The first type has a
strong SOC20, while the SOC is very weak in the second
type19,21,22. The latter is expected to be realized in the
CoSi family and has been confirmed by the ARPES25.
For the second type, the electron spin plays a role similar
to that in graphene. The model we have studied in the
present work describes this situation. Hence, we expect
that some of our results can be observed in the CoSi
family.

With the help of a mean-field approximation, we can
determine the phase diagram of the Anderson impurity
model. Similar to the magnetic impurity in a FL, there
are two regimes – the simple resonance and the local mo-
ment regime, due to the competition between hybridiza-
tion and the on-site Coulomb repulsion U . In the sim-
ple resonance regime, the hybridization between impu-
rity and conduction electrons turns the impurity level to
a virtual bound state and there is no local moment. The
properties in this regime can be described qualitatively
by the solution at U = 0. On the other hand, the Kondo
effect occurs only in the local moment regime. In con-
trast with the FL, the local moment regime in the J = 1
fermions can be extended to the εd > 0 region when the
value of U is large enough. As we have discussed, this
is related to the existence of the flat band. When the
temperature is below the Kondo temperature TK , Kondo
effect occurs, as we have shown in the approach of varia-
tional wavefunction, and the local moments are screened
by conduction electrons.

In terms of the variational wavefunction approach,
we can calculate the binding energy and show that the
Kondo screening always occurs as long as the exchange
coupling between the impurity spin and the conduction
electrons is antiferromagnetic in nature, similar to the
case in the FL. We also calculate the impurity contribu-
tion to the magnetic susceptibility and the local electron
occupation number at the impurity site at T = 0, which
depend on the DOS of the flat band in a nontrivial way.

Following the previous local-FL description of the
Kondo effect10, we employ an effective Hamiltonian de-
scribing the low-temperature physics in the local moment
regime in the infinite U limit. In terms of the above calcu-
lated ground-state properties, we can relate the parame-
ters in the effective Hamiltonian to those in the infinite-U
Anderson model. Consequently, we are able to determine
the impurity spectral density at T = 0 and the impurity
contribution to the heat capacity at low temperature. Es-
pecially, we show that the resulting Kondo resonance in
this system is split into two peaks due to the presence of
the flat band.

The physics in the local moment regime can be qual-
itatively described by the infinite U limit. We then
use the method of EOM to calculate the single-particle
Green function of the impurity fermions in this limit,
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from which we can extract the temperature dependence
of the occupation number nd of impurity fermions as well
as the impurity magnetic susceptibility. Both are similar
to those in a FL, as we would expect. Especially, χimp
exhibits a Curie-like behavior at T � TK and is much
enhanced near TK . On the other hand, the flat band has
no effect on the temperature dependence of nd as long as
T > TK , so that the latter is identical to the case in a
WSM. The role of the flat band reveals itself only when
the temperature is close to TK . If the flat band were ab-
sent, χimp would become non-analytic function of T near
TK .

When U 6= 0, the set of EOMs cannot be solved
exactly and we make the Hartree-Fock approximation,
which takes into account the correlation brought about
by an infinite U but misses the Kondo resonance. There-
fore, our results on the temperature dependence of the
occupation number of impurity fermions and the impu-
rity magnetic susceptibility can be applied only to the
temperature regime T > TK . Actually, a more sophisti-
cated approximation can be made to capture the Kondo
physics34. Also, the approaches adopted in the present
work can be directly applied to other multiband touching
fermion systems and can be used to study the anisotropic
correlations introduced by the velocity anisotropy and/or
the tilting of the dispersion. These will be left as future
works.

For simplicity, we have assumed that the hybridiza-
tion between the impurity and the three bands have the
same strength. We expect that small deviation from this
isotropic limit will not affect the physics we have de-
scribed qualitatively. Especially, the Kondo screening
always occurs in the local moment regime as long as the
impurity couples to the flat band. Nevertheless, in the
highly anisotropic limit, i.e., the strength of the coupling
to the flat band is much smaller than those to the topo-
logically nontrivial bands, the resulting Kondo tempera-
ture may be too small to be accessible by experiments. In
this situation, experimental data may suggest the pseu-
dogap Kondo effect.

In the present work, we have neglected the electron-
electron interaction between conduction electrons. That
is, we have assumed that there is a window for the inter-
action strength such that the three-band touching point
is stable. Since the band structure of CoSi near the
Γ point observed by the ARPES and that obtained by
the ab initio calculations are both qualitatively consis-
tent with the one of non-interacting J = 1 fermions, this
assumption is at least valid in the CoSi family.

In the study of the Kondo physics in graphene35, due
to the presence of two valleys or Dirac nodes in the Bril-
louin zone, the issue of whether or not the two-channel
Kondo physics is relevant at low temperature was raised.
The is because electrons from the two valleys form two
independent screening channels at low energy. For the
J = 1 fermions with two nodes at the Fermi energy, the
relevancy of the two-channel Kondo effect is an inter-
esting open problem. However, for the CoSi family we

studied in this paper, band structure calculations and the
ARPES show that there is only a single nodal point at a
given energy. Therefore, such an issue does not exist. In
the present work, we consider only the simplest spin-1/2
impurity. When the impurity spin is larger than one-half,
the underscreened Kondo effect may occur. All the above
interesting questions will be left for future studies.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Eq. (25)

Here we present the derivation of Eq. (25). From the
conditions

∂E

∂a∗0
= 0 =

∂E

∂a∗αkσ
,

we get

Ea0 =

′∑
k,σ,α

[
(αvk − µ)a0 +

1√
Ω
Ṽkαaαkσ

]
, (A1)

and

[αvk − µ−∆b − (ηh − σ)h]aαkσ =
1√
Ω
Ṽ ∗kαa0 , (A2)

where ∆b ≡ E0 − E is the binding energy and ηh =
sgn(h). Using Eq. (A2) to eliminate aαkσ and noticing
that a0 6= 0, we get

εd − µ− |h| −∆b =
1

Ω

′∑
k,σ,α

|Ṽkα|2

αvk − µ−∆b − (ηh − σ)h
.

(A3)

To simplify Eq. (A3), we define the 3×3 matrix Ĝ(z,k)
whose elements are given by

Gαβ(z,k) ≡ 1

z − αvk
δαβ . (A4)

Then, Eq. (A3) can be written as

εd − µ− |h| −∆b = −|V |
2

Ω

′∑
k,σ

∑
α,β

[
U†(k)G(z,k)U(k)

]
αβ
,

(A5)
where z = µ+ ∆b + (ηh− σ)h. With the help of Eq. (9),
we find that

′∑
k

U†(k)G(z,k)U(k) =
1

3
I

′∑
k

∑
α

1

z − αvk
,

where I is the 3×3 unit matrix. Since
∑
αβ Iαβ = 3, Eq.

(A5) becomes Eq. (25).
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Appendix B: Derivation of the impurity Green
function

Following the standard procedure, the EOM ofDσσ′(τ)
is given by

−∂τDσσ′(τ) = δ(τ)δσσ′ + (εd − µ− σh)Dσσ′(τ)

+
1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽ ∗kαGαkσσ′(τ) + UCσσ′(τ) , (B1)

where Cσσ′(τ) is defined as Eq. (42) and

Gαkσσ′(τ) ≡ −〈Tτ{ψαkσ(τ)d†σ′(0)}〉 . (B2)

By taking the Fourier transform on both sides of Eq.
(B1), we get

iωnD̃σσ′(iωn) = δσσ′ + (εd − µ− σh)D̃σσ′(iωn)

+
1√
Ω

∑
kα

Ṽ ∗kαG̃αkσσ′(iωn) + UC̃σσ′(iωn) , (B3)

where ωn = (2n+ 1)πT and G̃(iωn) is the Fourier trans-
form of G(τ).

Similarly, the EOM of Gαkσσ′(τ) is given by

− ∂τGαkσσ′(τ) = (αvk − µ)Gαkσσ′(τ) +
Ṽkα√

Ω
Dσσ′(τ) .

(B4)
By taking the Fourier transform on both sides of Eq.
(B4), we get

G̃αkσσ′(iωn) =
1√
Ω

Ṽkα
iωn − αvk + µ

D̃σσ′(iωn) . (B5)

Using Eq. (B5) to eliminate G̃αkσσ′(iωn), we obtain Eq.
(41).

When U 6= 0, we need the EOM of Cσσ(τ), which is
given by

−∂τCσσ(τ) = δ(τ)〈nd−σ〉+ (εd − µ− σh+ U)Cσσ(τ)− 1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽ ∗kα〈Tτ{ψαkσnd−σ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉

+
1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽkα〈Tτ{ψ†αk−σd−σdσ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉+
1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽ ∗kα〈Tτ{ψαk−σd
†
−σdσ(τ)d†σ(0)}〉 . (B6)

In the above, we have used the identity n2
dσ = ndσ. To proceed, we have to make an approximation to obtain a closed

set of EOMs. Within the Hartree-Fock approximation [Eqs. (43) and (44)], Eq. (B6) can be approximated as

− ∂τCσσ(τ) ≈ δ(τ)〈nd−σ〉+ (εd − µ− σh+ U)Cσσ(τ) +
1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽ ∗kα〈nd−σ〉Gαkσσ(τ) . (B7)

By taking the Fourier transform on both sides of Eq. (B7), we find that

C̃σσ(iωn) =
〈nd−σ〉

iωn − εd − U + µ+ σh

1 +
1√
Ω

∑
k,α

Ṽ ∗kαG̃αkσσ(iωn)

 . (B8)

With the help of Eq. (B5), we get Eq. (45).

Appendix C: The U = 0 solution

Although our main interest is to study the Kondo
physics by analyzing the Anderson model in the infinite
U limit, the U = 0 solution presented below can be used
as a benchmark for a comparison between the physics in
the local moment regime and that in the simple resonance
regime.

When U = 0, D̃σσ′(iωn) can be exactly determined

from Eq. (41), yielding

D̃σσ′(iωn) =
δσσ′

iωn − εd + σh− Σ0(iωn)
. (C1)

The retarded self-energy ΣR0(ω) is given by

ΣR0(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dε
|V |2N(ε)

ω − ε+ i0+

=
sλD2

ω
− 2λω − iπsλD2δ(ω)− iπλ

D
ω2 , (C2)

where s = A/(CD3) = 1/3. Thus, the retarded single-
particle Green function for the impurity fermions is of
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FIG. 9: The spectral density ρd at U = 0 as a function of
ω. Left: λ = 0.1 for different values of εd/D < 0. Right:
εd/D = −0.3 for different values of λ.

the form D̃Rσσ′(ω) = D̃σ(ω)δσσ′ , where

D̃σ(ω) =
ω

L0(ω) + σhω + iπλω3/D
, (C3)

where L0(ω) = (1 + 2λ)ω2 − εdω − sλD2. The spectral

density ρσ(ω) = −2ImD̃σ(ω) is then given by

ρσ(ω) =
2πλω4/D

[L0(ω) + σhω]2 + (πλω3/D)2
. (C4)

Figure 9 shows the spectral density ρd = ρσ|h=0 as a
function of ω for different values of εd/D and λ. We see
that ρd exhibits two peaks at ω = ω± where ω− < ω+.
When λ� 1, the positions of the peaks can be estimated
by the zeros of the function L0(ω), i.e., the solutions of
the equation L0(ω) = 0, leading to

ω± ≈
εd ±

√
ε2d + 4sλD2(1 + 2λ)

2(1 + 2λ)
.

For given λ, both ω± will shift to smaller values as |εd/D|
increases. Moreover, the peak values of ρd will decrease
with increasing |εd/D|. On the other hand, for given
εd/D < 0, ω− will move to a smaller value while ω+ will
move to a larger value as λ increases. The peak values of
ρd decrease with increasing λ.

For the magnetic impurity in a FL, the spectral den-
sity at U = 0 exhibits a peak at the impurity level, εd.
The only effect of the hybridization is to broaden this
peak and turns the impurity level into a virtual bound
state or resonance. For the case in the J = 1 fermions,
the existence of the flat band leads to a two-peak struc-
ture in the spectral density and shifts them away from
the position of the impurity level. On the other hand,
the nonzero width of these peaks arises mainly from the
hybridization with the topologically nontrivial bands.

The total occupation number nd of the impurity levels
at h = 0 is given by

nd =

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

(2λω4/D)f(ω)

[L0(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2
, (C5)

where f(ω) = 1/(eβω+1) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function. The impurity contribution to the magnetic sus-
ceptibility is then of the form

χimp(T ) = −
∫ +∞

−∞
dω

(8λω5/D)L0(ω)f(ω)

{[L0(ω)]2 + (πλω3/D)2}2
. (C6)

The U = 0 solution is supposed to capture the physical
properties of the simple resonance regime qualitatively.
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19 J.L. Mañes, Phys. Rev. B 85, 155118 (2012).
20 B. Bradlyn, J. Cano, Z. Wang, M.G. Vergniory, C. Feiser,

R.J. Cava, and B.A. Bernevig, Science bf 353, aaf5037
(2016).

21 P. Tang, Q. Zhou, and S.C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
206402 (2017).

22 G. Chang, S.Y. Xu, B.J. Wieder, D.S. Sanchez, S.M.
Huang, I. Belopolski, T.R. Chang, S. Zhang, A. Bansil,
H. Lin, and M. Z. Hasan, Phys. Rev. Lett. bf 119, 206401
(2017).

23 M. Ezawa, Phys. Rev. B 94, 195205 (2016).
24 M. Ezawa, Phys. Rev. B 95, 205201 (2017).
25 D. Takane, Z. Wang, S. Souma, K. Nakatama, T. Naka-

mura, H. Oinuma, Y. Nakata, H. Iwasawa, C. Cacho, T.
Kim, K. Horiba, H. Kumigashira, T. Takahashi, Y. Ando,
and T. Sato, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 076402 (2019).

26 P.W. Anderson, J. Phys. C 3, 2436 (1970). See also Ref.

10.
27 This can be seen by introducing the dimensionless coupling
λ ≡ CΛ2K. Then, from Eq. (2), the one-loop RG equation
for λ is

dλ

dl
= −2λ+

λ2

2
.

This equation has two fixed points: λ = 0 and λ = λc = 4.
For the antiferromagnetic coupling (λ > 0), the former is
IR stable while the latter is IR unstable. Thus, for λ <
λc, λ flows to zero at low energies, implying decoupled
impurity spin and conduction electrons. On the other hand,
λ flows to strong coupling at low energies when λ > λc,
implying the occurrence of Kondo screening. As a result,
the Kondo screening occurs only when K is larger than
some critical strength in this case.

28 K. Yosida, Phys. Rev. 147, 223 (1966).
29 C.M. Varma and Y. Yafet, Phys. Rev. B 13, 2950 (1976).
30 Y. Meir, N.S. Wingreen, and P.A. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett.

66, 3048 (1991).
31 P.W. Anderson, Phys. Rev. 124, 41 (1961).
32 P. Coleman Introduction to Many-Body Physics (Cam-

bridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2015).
33 G. Grosso and G.P. Parravicini, Solid State Physics, 2nd

ed. (Academic press, Oxford, UK, 2014).
34 C. Lacroix, J. Phys. F: Metal Phys. 11, 2389 (1981).
35 For a recent review, see L. Fritz and M. Vojta, Rep. Prog.

Phys. 76, 032501 (2013).


	I Introduction
	II The model
	A The Hamiltonian
	B The mean-field phase diagram

	III The variational wavefunction
	A The binding energy
	B The impurity properties at T=0
	C Local Fermi liquid theory

	IV The equation of motion
	V Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	A Derivation of Eq. (25)
	B Derivation of the impurity Green function
	C The U=0 solution
	 References

