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It is shown that the K ondo lattice m odel,for any �nite coupling constant J,can be obtained

exactly from the periodic Anderson m odelin an appropriate lim it. The m apping allows a direct

proofofthe\large" Ferm ivolum efora nonm agneticFerm i-liquid state oftheK ondo latticem odel.

The periodic Anderson m odel(PAM )and the K ondo

lattice m odel(K LM )belong to the m ostintensively dis-

cussed m any-body m odels in solid state physics. Both

are believed to atleastqualitatively describe im portant

aspectsofthe extrem ely rich physicsofso-called heavy-

ferm ion system s1,2,3.Thepropertiesofthosesystem sare

basedonaninterplaybetweenratherlocalizedf electrons

and itinerants,p ord conduction electrons.In the(non-

degenerate) periodic Anderson m odelthis is accounted

for in a m inim alway,considering non-degenerate f or-

bitalswith intra-orbitalCoulom b interactionsand anon-

degenerateconduction band with which thef orbitalsare

hybridized. The e�ective physics is often described in

term softhe K ondo lattice m odel,wherethe f electrons

arem odelled aslocalized quantum -m echanicalspinswith

an antiferrom agneticspin exchangewith the conduction

electronsviaacouplingconstantJ.TheK LM represents

an e�ective m odelofthe PAM in the so-called K ondo

regim e,which is relevant to heavy-ferm ion system s. In

theK ondo regim ethecorrespondencebetween them od-

elsisan approxim ate,perturbationalone.Itisknown to

becom e exactin the so-called K ondo lim itofthe PAM ,

which correspondsto theweak-coupling lim it(J ! 0)of

the K LM .

Thisrelation between the K LM and the PAM wases-

tablished a long tim eago with thehelp oftheSchrie�er-

W ol� transform ation4,5,6, which was originally devised

for the corresponding im purity m odels (single-im purity

Anderson m odel7 and K ondo im purity m odel8)to show

thatthosearerelated in a sim ilarway.In a m orerecent

paper M atsum oto and O hkawa claim ed for the single-

im purityAnderson m odeland theK ondoim puritym odel

an equivalencein aspecial\s-d lim it",which di�ersfrom

theK ondo lim it9.Based on that,they inferred thesam e

equivalence to hold between the PAM and the K LM in

the case of in�nite spatialdim ensions. In this Letter

we show that M atsum oto’s and O hkawa’s s-d lim it,in

the following also called \extended K ondo lim it", can

be used for a direct and rigorous m apping ofthe peri-

odic Anderson m odelto the K ondo lattice m odelin any

dim ensions. Thusa fundam entalrelation between both

m odelsisestablished.In contrastwith the(conventional)

K ondolim it,theequivalencein theextended K ondolim it

rigorously holdsforany coupling J ofthe K LM .

�Electronic address:peter.sinjukow@ physik.hu-berlin.de

The generalfactofan exactm apping ofthe PAM to

the K LM providesa generaland rigorousanswerto the

long-standing issue ofthe \correct" Ferm i-surface sum

rulefortheK ondo-latticem odel.Luttinger’stheorem 10,

which statesthatthevolum eenclosed by the Ferm isur-

face(\Ferm ivolum e")is(a)independentofthe interac-

tion strength as long as no phase transition occursand

(b) otherwise only related to the num ber of electrons,

cannotbe directly applied to the K LM since itisnota

purely ferm ionic m odel. In particular it is a prioriun-

clear,whetherthe localized spinscan countaselectrons

in thiscontext.W ith theexactm apping thegeneraland

rigorous answercan begiven:therespectivesum ruleof

the PAM isrigourously m apped to the K LM .W e prove

exem plarily thatthe Ferm ivolum eofthe K LM includes

the num ber of localized spins (so-called \large" Ferm i

volum e) ifthe system is in a nonm agnetic Ferm i-liquid

state.W ethuscon�rm in a m uch sim plerway theresult

ofa recenttopologicalproofby O shikawa11.

Itisclearthatvia theextended K ondo lim ititwillbe

possible in future to obtain furtheranalyticaland com -

putationalresultsfortheK ondo latticem odel.Based on

the rigorousm apping,any resultofthe PAM translates

into one for the K LM ,and any analyticalor com puta-

tionalm ethod for the PAM can be directly applied to

the K LM .

This Letter is organized as follows: First,we review

thecorrespondencebetween theK ondo regim eofthepe-

riodic Anderson m odeland the weak-coupling regim e of

the K ondo lattice m odel. Then,the proofofrigourous

equivalence between the K LM and the PAM in the ex-

tended K ondo lim itisgiven.Finally,the directproofof

the large Ferm ivolum e ofthe K LM which followsfrom

the exactm apping isexplained.

The Ham iltonian of the periodic Anderson m odel

(PAM )isgiven by

H PA M =
X

k�

�knk� +
X

i�

�fn
f

i�
+ U

X

i

n
f

i"
n
f

i#

+
X

ki�

(Vke
�ikR i c

y

k�
fi� + H:C:): (1)

c
(y)

k�
creates/annihilatesaconduction electron (selectron)

with m om entum k,spin � and one-particle energy �k.

f
(y)

i� is the creation/annihilation operatorfor an f elec-

tron at site R i with energy �f. U is the Coulom b re-

pulsion between f electrons at the sam e site (sam e f

orbital).s-electron statesare hybridized with f orbitals
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via hybridization m atrix elem entsVk.

The Ham iltonian ofthe K ondo lattice m odel(K LM )

reads

H K LM =
X

k�

�knk� +
X

kk0i

Jk0ke
�i(k

0
�k)R i

Si� sk0k : (2)

The �rst part describes the conduction band. The

second part stands for the interaction between local-

ized quantum -m echanical spins Si of m agnitude 1=2

and the spins of the conduction electrons sk0k =
1

2

P

�0�
c
y

k0�0��0�ck� (with � representingthePaulim atri-
ces).Jk0k arethe(antiferrom agnetic)coupling constants

(Jk0k > 0).

The K ondo regim eofthe PAM isa regim e favourable

forthe form ation oflocalf m om ents. A necessary con-

dition clearly isthatthe energy ofa singly (doubly)oc-

cupied f orbitallies below (above)the chem icalpoten-

tial: �f < 0,�f + U > 0. The energy distance to the

chem icalpotentialshould be large com pared with the

hybridization so thatuctuationsoff-orbitaloccupancy

are sm all.Thiscondition isusually form ulated in term s

ofthe width � ofthe virtuallevelofthe single-im purity

Anderson m odel3,5:

�

j�fj
;

�

�f + U
� 1 ; (3)

where � = ��0V
2. �0 is the density of states of the

conduction band atthe Ferm ienergy. V is the average

hybridization (V 2 = fjVkj
2gav). Via the Schrie�er-W ol�

transform ation,theK ondoregim eofthePAM isapprox-

im ately m apped to the weak-coupling (sm all-J) regim e

oftheK ondolatticem odel.Assum ingaconstantdensity

ofstates,the lim itin which the m apping becom esexact

(K ondo lim it)isgiven by

V 2

�f
;

V 2

�f + U
� ! 0 : (4)

TheK ondolim itcan beunderstood asV ! 0orj�fj;�f+

U ! 1 . Both correspondsto J ! 0 on the side ofthe

K ondo latticem odel16.

The extended K ondo lim it (EK L),which leads to an

exact m apping ofthe periodic Anderson m odelto the

K ondo latticem odelforarbitrary J > 0,isgiven by

�f � �
U

2

U ! 1 ; V ! 1 with
V 2

U
! const. (5)

Note that �f ! � 1 as U ! 1 . The proofofexact

m apping in the EK L consists oftwo steps. First,a �-

nite Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation isperform ed on the

Ham iltonian ofthe PAM .Second,the consequences of

theEK L on thetransform ed Ham iltonian arechecked to

rigorously prove thatthe only term swhich rem ain rele-

vantarethoseofthe K ondo-latticem odel.

The�rstthreeterm sofH PA M aredenoted by H 0,the

hybridization term by H V . To elim inate allterm s�rst-

orderin Vk,a unitary transform ation �H = eSH PA M e
�S

is perform ed with the condition [S;H 0]= � HV . The

required generatoris

S =
X

ki�

�
Vke

�ikR i

�k � �f � U
n
f

i�� c
y

k�
fi�

+
Vke

�ikR i

�k � �f
(1� n

f

i�� )c
y

k�
fi�

�

� H:C: (6)

Thetransform ed Ham iltonian isgiven by

�H = H 0 + H 2 +
1

3
[S;[S;H V ]]+

1

8
[S;[S;[S;H V ]]]+ :::;

(7)

with

H 2 �
1

2
[S;H V ]= H ex + H dir+ H hop + H ch ; (8)

where

H ex =
1

2

X

kk0i

Jk0ke
�i(k

0
�k)R i

�

S
+

i c
y

k0#
ck" + S

�
i c

y

k0"
ck# +

+ S
z
i(c

y

k0"
ck" � c

y

k0#
ck#)

�

(9)

H dir =
X

kk0i�

�

W k0k �
1

4
Jk0k(n

f

i"
+ n

f

i#
)
�

e
�i(k

0
�k)R ic

y

k0�
ck�

(10)

H hop = �
X

kij�

�

W kk �
1

4
Jkk(n

f

i�� + n
f

j�� )
�

e
�ik(R i�R j)�

� f
y

j�fi� (11)

H ch = �
1

2

X

kk0i�

Vk0Vke
�i(k

0
+ k)R i

�

(�k0 � �f � U )�1 �

� (�k0 � �f)
�1
�

c
y

k0��
c
y

k�
fi�fi�� + H:C: (12)

with coupling constants

Jk0k = Vk0V
�
k f� (�k � �f � U )�1 � (�k0 � �f � U )�1

+ ((�k � �f)
�1 + (�k0 � �f)

�1 g ; (13)

W k0k =
1

2
Vk0V

�
k f(�k � �f)

�1 + (�k0 � �f)
�1 g : (14)

The spin operators in (9) are given by Si =
1

2

P

�0�
f
y

i�0��0�fi�.

Assum ing a conduction band of�nitewidth,thenorm

ofthe generatorin the EK L hasthe asym ptotics

jjSjj
EK L
/

V

U
: (15)

W ith jjH V jj/ V and V
EK L
/

p
U itfollowsthatallhigher

com m utatorsin (7),startingattheorderV 3=U 2,exactly

vanish in the EK L,

[S;[S;H V ]]; [S;[S;[S;H V ]]];:::
EK L
� ! 0; (16)
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and itissu�cientto considerthe EK L ofthe rem aining

Ham iltonian �H 0� H0 + H 2.

Itisim portantto note thatone cannotproceed with

the original argum ent given by Schrie�er and W ol�

for the K ondo regim e of the single-im purity Anderson

m odel4. The reason is that apart from H ch also H hop

changesthe num ber off electronsat given sites. H hop

connects the subspace of single f occupancy with the

subspacesofzero and double occupancy. Therefore,the

Hilbertspacecannotbeseparated atthisstage.Toprove

an e�ective �xing off occupation,one needsto apply a

di�erentand m oreform alline ofargum entation.

W edenotethesand f electron partsofH 0 separately,

H
s
0 =

X

k�

�knk� ;H
U
0 =

X

i�

�fn
f

i� + U
X

i

n
f

i"
n
f

i#
: (17)

In the EK L the di�erentpartsof �H 0 behaveas:

jjH s
0jj/ W = const: (18)

jjH 2jj/ ~J �
V 2

U
= const: (19)

jjH U
0 jj/ U

EK L
� ! 1 : (20)

W isthewidth ofthe conduction band.O bviously,with

respect to �H 0 the EK L is equivalent to just taking the

lim it U ! 1 (and �f � �U

2
! � 1 ). V needs not to

beconsidered explicitely sinceitonly appearswithin the

ratio V 2=U � ~J,which isa constantin the EK L.

Letusconsider �H 0 and itseigenstatesasfunctionsof

the three param eters W , ~J and U . It is clear that the

eigenstatesfj	(W ; ~J;U )ig actually only depend on the

ratiosW =U and ~J=U . Therefore,in the EK L (U ! 1 )

each eigenstatej	iof �H 0 approachesan eigenstate
�
�	 0

�

ofH U
0 :

�
�
�	(W ; ~J;U )

E
U ! 1
� ! j	(0;0;U 0)i�

�
�	 0

�

(21)

with arbitrary U 0.Note thatthe states
��
�	 0

�	

thatare

approached in theEK L arehighly non-trivialsuperposi-

tionsoftrivialdegenerate eigenstatesofH U
0 . Still,they

can begrouped into twoclasses:�rst,statesf
�
�	 0

1

�

g with

asinglef electron ateach site,and second,statesf
�
�	 0

2

�

g

with adm ixtures ofzero and double f occupation. The

energies of the
�
�	 0

2

�

’s are higher than the energies of

the
�
�	 0

1

�

’s by am ounts proportionalto U . In the EK L

(U ! 1 )the statisticalweightsofthe
�
�	 0

2

�

’sobviously

vanish. M oreover,the creation orannihilation ofs elec-

trons,which m ustbe taken into accountwith regard to

s-electron G reen’sfunctionsoftheK LM ,do notconnect

the
�
�	 0

1

�

’swith the
�
�	 0

2

�

’s. Hence,in the EK L only the

statesf
�
�	 0

1

�

g arerelevant.Thenum beroff electronsat

each siteise�ectively �xed to one:n
f

i"
+ n

f

i#
= 1.

Based on this,an e�ectiveHam iltonian �H 00can befor-

m ulated,which describesonly the relevantstates of �H 0

in the EK L.Using n
f

i"
+ n

f

i#
= 1,severalterm s of �H 0

can be neglected. Since H U
0 is the only diverging term ,

there cannotbe any �nite e�ective interactionsthatare

om itted thisway.H ch can beneglected com pletely.H hop

reducesto the constant� N
P

k
W kk,N being the num -

beroflattice sites.The coupling constantssim plify to

W k0k

EK L
=

2Vk0V
�
k

U
(22)

and Jk0k
EK L
=

8Vk0V
�
k

U
: (23)

Taking (22) and (23) into account, H dir exactly van-

ishes. Neglecting the Hubbard term (U
P

i
n
f

i"
n
f

i#
)asit

describesdoublef occupation,thee�ectiveHam iltonian

in the EK L is�nally given by

�H 00=
X

k�

�knk� + H ex + N �f � N
X

k

W kk : (24)

Apartfrom constants, �H 00correspondsto theK ondo lat-

tice m odelH K LM . As there are no f-electron uctua-

tions,thespin operatorsSi in H ex now describelocalized

quantum -m echanicalspinsofm agnitude1=2.

As V=U
EK L
� ! 0,for the generator one has S

EK L
� ! 0.

Therefore,theunitarySchrie�er-W ol�transform ationre-

ducesto an identicaltransform ation. Thus,in term sof

relevantstatesand disregarding unim portantconstants,

wehaveproven

H PA M

EK L
� ! HK LM : (25)

Thecoupling constantsofthe K LM aregiven by (23).

O nly very recently thelong-standing issueofthelarge

Ferm ivolum e for a nonm agnetic Ferm i-liquid state of

the K ondo lattice m odel was solved by O shikawa by

m eans of a nonperturbative topological proof of Lut-

tinger’stheorem 11.O shikawa’sresultrepresentsthe�rst

proof of the large Ferm i volum e for arbitrary dim en-

sions and coupling strengths after a num ber ofspecial

results had been achieved (variationalresults12, proof

for strong-coupling lim it in one dim ension13, prooffor

in�nite dim ensions9,generalproofforone dim ension14).

Theexactm appingoftheperiodicAndersonm odeltothe

K ondolatticem odelin theextended K ondolim itim plies

im m ediately anothergeneralproof,which ism oredirect

than the one given by O shikawa.

To be explicit,for the PAM the Luttinger theorem 10

states that the Ferm ivolum e ofa nonm agnetic Ferm i-

liquid stateisequalto the sum ofs and f electrons15:

N s + N f = 2
X

qk

�(� � �
q

k
)� VF : (26)

�
q

k
(q= 1;2)arethe eigenvaluesofthe m atrix

 

�k Vk

V �
k

�f + �k(0)

!

; (27)
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where �k(!) is the proper selfenergy of the PAM .

Straightforward rearrangem entslead to:

N s + N f = 2
X

k

�

�(� � �k)+ �

�

� �
jVkj

2

(� � �k)

��

(28)

with � = � � �f � �k(0): (29)

Eqs.(28)and (29)areanalogousto theonesobtained for

the specialcaseofin�nite dim ensions9.Asin Ref.9 the

threecasesofless,equal,and m orethan half�lling have

to be distinguished:

(� < 0) N s + N f = 2
X

k

�(� � �k � �s;k(0)) (30)

(� = 0) N s + N f = 2N (31)

(� > 0) N s + N f = 2N + 2
X

k

�(� � �k � �s;k(0))

(32)

�
s;k

isthe s-electron selfenergy asde�ned by an appro-

priateDyson equation ofthes-electron G reen’sfunction,

G s;k(!)=
1

! � �k + � � �
s;k
(!)

: (33)

Itisrelated to the properselfenergy �k(!)by

�s;k(!)=
jVkj

2

! � �f + � � �k(!)
: (34)

According to the exact m apping of the PAM to the

K ondolatticem odelthes-electron selfenergyofthePAM

becom es identicalto an analogously de�ned s-electron

selfenergy ofthe K LM in the extended K ondo lim it

�s;k

EK L
� ! �K LMs;k : (35)

Hence,Eqs.(30)-(32)with �
s;k

replaced by �K LM
s;k

repre-

senttheanalogueoftheFerm i-surfacesum ruleforanon-

m agnetic Ferm i-liquid state ofthe K ondo lattice m odel.

The Ferm ivolum e includes the num ber N f oflocalized

spins. It is clearthat for a m agnetic Ferm i-liquid state

the corresponding Ferm i-surface sum rule ofthe PAM

sim ilarly m apsto the K ondo latticem odel.

In sum m ary,wehaveproven theexactm apping ofthe

periodicAnderson m odelin theextended K ondo lim itto

theK ondo latticem odelforany coupling constantJ.As

a consequence a directproofofthe large Ferm ivolum e

ofthe K LM fora nonm agnetic Ferm i-liquid state could

be given. Based on the m apping,furtheranalyticaland

com putationalresults for the K LM can be obtained in

future.
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