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Abstract. Thesym m etricperiodicAnderson m odeliswellknown tocapturetheessentialphysicsofK ondo

insulator m aterials.W ithin the fram ework ofdynam icalm ean-�eld theory,we develop a localm om ent

approach to its single-particle dynam ics in the param agnetic phase.The approach is intrinsically non-

perturbative,encom passesallenergy scalesand interaction strengths,and satis�esthelow-energy dictates

ofFerm iliquid theory.It captures in particular the strong coupling behaviour and exponentially sm all

quasiparticle scalescharacteristic ofthe K ondo lattice regim e,aswellassim ple perturbativebehaviourin

weak coupling.Particular em phasis is naturally given to strong coupling dynam ics,where the resultant

clean separation ofenergy scalesenablesthe scaling behaviourofsingle-particle spectra to be obtained.

PACS. 71.27.+ a Strongly correlated electron system s;heavy ferm ions{ 75.20.Hr Localm om entin com -

poundsand alloys;K ondo e�ect,valence 
uctuations,heavy ferm ions

1 Introduction

In the �eld of heavy ferm ion physics,the periodic An-
derson m odel(PAM ) has long played a key role in un-
derstanding the rich range ofbehaviour arising in these
lanthanide or actinide based com pounds [1,2].A natu-
rallattice generalization ofthe single-im purity Anderson
m odel[2],each lattice site in the PAM contains a non-
degenerate,correlated f-orbitalthathybridiseslocally to
anon-interactingconduction band.Them odeliscertainly
a sim pli�cation ofm aterialreality,albeit rather a good
oneforC e-based system swherecrystal�eld splittingsre-
ducethem ultiplicity ofthef1-con�guration to a K ram ers
doublet.Yet its sim plicity is nom inal:a m icroscopic un-
derstanding ofthePAM isfarfrom com plete,and even in
low-tem peratureFerm iliquid phasesm any basicissuesre-
latingtotheform ation,natureand description ofcoherent
quasiparticlesrem ain open.

In recentyears,considerableprogressin understanding
correlatedelectronsystem shasbeen m adewithin thepow-
erfulfram ework ofdynam icalm ean-�eld theory (DM FT,
reviewed in [3{6]);which isform ally exactin the lim itof
in�nite spatialdim ensions,and providesa tangible local
approxim ationin �nitedim ensionswithouttrivialisingthe
centralrole ofinteractions.W ithin DM FT the dynam ics
ofthe system becom e essentially local,and allcorrelated
lattice-ferm ion m odelsreduceto an e�ectivequantum im -
purity hybridizing self-consistently with the surrounding
ferm ionicbath [3{6].Buttherein liesan unsurprising dif-
�culty,forto solvesuch problem sentailstheability to de-
scribean Anderson im puritym odel(AIM )with essentially

arbitrary dynam ics (!-dependence) in the hybridization
function � e�(!) that encodes the coupling between the
�ducialim purity and the underlying host/bath.Such a
description should becapableof(i)handling theproblem
on allenergy scales and (ii) across the fullrange of(f-
electron)interaction strengthsU;and (iii)atlow-energies
m ust satisfy the dictates ofFerm iliquid theory arising
from adiabaticcontinuity to thenon-interacting lim it(as-
sum ing such a state arises).As such it m ust be intrinsi-
cally non-perturbative in order to capture the exponen-
tially sm allscalessym ptom aticofstrongly correlated be-
haviour,yetm ustalsorecoverperturbative,weakcoupling
behaviourand the non-interacting lim itofthe problem .

The theoreticaldi�culties here are wellknown to be
considerable,even fora pureAIM and naturally them ore
so for self-consistent lattice m odels; particularly in the
contextofdynam icalpropertiessuch assingle-particleex-
citationspectra,opticalconductivitiesandassociatedtrans-
portproperties.ThePAM itselfhasofcoursebeen studied
extensively within DM FT [3{6]:via num ericalm ethods
such asthenum ericalrenorm alization group (NRG )[7,8],
quantum M onteCarlo (Q M C)[9{12]and exactdiagonal-
ization (ED)[13];and theoreticalapproachesthatinclude
perturbation theory (PT)in the interaction strength [14,
15],iterated perturbation theory (IPT) [16,17],the lat-
tice non-crossing approxim ation (LNCA)[18,19]and the
sim plerbutrelated average t-m atrix approxim ation [20],
large-N m ean-�eld theory [21,22],and theG utzwillerap-
proach [23,24].W hile m uch has been learned from these
techniques,m ost su�er from wellrecognised lim itations
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and only the NRG [7,8]m eetsthe abovecriteria.Forex-
am ple,�nite-size e�ects render Q M C and ED oflim ited
value,the form erbeing furthercon�ned to m odestinter-
action strengthsand �nite tem perature (T).O n the the-
oreticalside,perturbativem ethodsarerestricted to weak
coupling and cannot recover exponentially sm allscales;
NCA-based approachesviolate Ferm iliquid behaviourat
low-energiesand do notrecoverthenon-interacting lim it;
whilelarge-N m ean-�eld theory,which cannothandlethe
fullrange ofinteraction strengths,am ounts sim ply to a
renorm alization ofthe non-interacting lim it and as such
isapplicableonly on the very lowest-energy scales.

The above com m entsunderscore the need forthe de-
velopm ent of new, necessarily approxim ate theories. In
thecontextofpurequantum im purity m odels(AIM s)we
have recently initiated one such:the localm om ent ap-
proach (LM A)[25{33],whose prim ary focusisdynam ics
and transportproperties.The LM A satis�esthe desider-
ata listed above.Ithandlesallenergy scaleson an equal
footing,and its intrinsically non-perturbative nature en-
ablesitto capturethe spin-
uctuation physicscharacter-
istic ofthe strong coupling K ondo regim e,em bodied dy-
nam ically in theexponentially narrow,low-energy K ondo
resonance;yetitalso spansthe fullrangeofinteractions,
reducing asym ptotically in weak coupling to straightsec-
ond order PT in U [25,30,31].Ferm iliquid behaviouris
m oreover recovered at low energies -where appropriate,
thelatterpointem phasising thattheapproach isnotcon-
�ned to the conventionalFerm iliquid physicsinherentto
the m etallic AIM ,butcan also handle the non-Ferm iliq-
uid behaviour and associated quantum phase transition
arisinge.g.in thepseudogap AIM [31{33].Sym m etric[25{
29,31{33]and asym m etric[30]AIM scan now behandled
within theLM A,which hasalsobeen extended toincorpo-
rate�nite-T [29]and theroleofan applied m agnetic�eld
H [27,28].Results for dynam ics arising therefrom have
also been shown [26,28{32]to give very good agreem ent
with NRG calculations;and,for static m agnetic proper-
ties ofthe m etallic AIM ,with exact results provided by
the Bethe ansatz[27,28].

In this paper we develop the LM A within DM FT to
encom pass the sym m etric PAM [7{10,13,14,16,19],well
knowntobeim portantinunderstandingtheclassofm ainly
cubic K ondo insulating m aterialssuch asCeNiSn,Sm B6,
Ce3Bi4Pt3 and YbB12 (seee.g.[34,35]),whoselow-energy
electronicstructureischaracterised by an interaction-ren-
orm alized hybridization gap.Speci�cally weconsiderhere
T = 0single-particledynam icsoftheparam agneticphase.
Afterthe relevantbackground (x2),the LM A forthe lat-
ticem odelisspeci�ed (x3),centeringonthetwo-self-energy
description and notion ofsym m etryrestoration(x3.1)that
underlie the approach.That discussion is general,appli-
cableto an arbitrary diagram m aticapproxim ation forthe
associated dynam icalself-energies,� �(!);the particular
non-perturbative classofdiagram swe im plem enthere in
practice is speci�ed in x3.2.Following a briefdiscussion
highlighting de�cienciesofthe static m ean-�eld approxi-
m ation (x4),LM A resultsforsingle-particledynam icsare
given in x5.AsforthepureAIM sconsidered hitherto[25{

33],the LM A passesthe criteria outlined above.O urpri-
m ary em phasis,albeit not exclusive,is naturally on the
strongcouplingregim eofthePAM .Here,grantedtheabil-
ity to capture exponentially sm allscalescharacteristic of
theK ondolattice,theresultantclean separation ofenergy
scalesenablesextraction oftheuniversalscaling behavior
ofdynam ics in term s ofthe gap scale itself;a successful
description ofwhich isin addition anecessaryprerequisite
fora theory ofdynam icsand associated transportproper-
tiesat�nite-T,which willbe considered in a subsequent
paper.A briefnon-technicalsum m ary and som econclud-
ing com m entsaregiven in x6.

2 Background

The Ham iltonian forthe PAM isgiven in standard nota-
tion by

Ĥ = � t
X

(i;j);�

c
y

i�cj� +
X

i;�

(�f +
U

2
f
y

i� �fi� �)f
y

i�fi�

+ V
X

i;�

(fyi�ci� + h.c.) (2.1)

where the �rst term describes the uncorrelated conduc-
tion (c) band with nearest neighbour hopping tij = t.
Thesecond refersto thef-levelswith siteenergies�f and
on-site repulsion U ,while the �nalterm describes c/f-
levelhybridization via the localm atrix elem ent V .W e
focus here on localsingle-particle dynam icsem bodied in
G
f

ii;�(!)$ G
f

ii;�(t)= � i< T̂(fi�(t)f
y

i�)> (and likewise
G c
ii;�(!)forthe c-electrons);and hence the localspectra

D



ii;�(!)= � �� 1sgn(!)Im G 


ii;�(!)(
 = c orf).The key
featureofDM FT [3{6]isthatthe(f-electron)self-energyis
site-diagonal,� f

ij;�
(!)= �ij�

f

i�
(!);and from straightfor-

ward application ofFeenberg’srenorm alized perturbation
theory [36,37],the G 


ii;�(!)aregiven by

G
c
ii;�(!)=

"

!
+ �

V 2

!+ � �f � �
f

i�(!)
� Si�(!)

#� 1

(2.2a)

G
f

ii;�(!)=

�

!
+ � �f � �

f

i�(!)�
V 2

!+ � Si�(!)

�� 1

(2.2b)

where !+ = ! + i0+ sgn(!)and Si�(!)� Si�[fG c
jj;�g]is

the Feenberg (or ‘m edium ’) self-energy.Equation (2.2b)
em bodiestheconnectiontoaself-consistentim puritym odel
that is inherent to DM FT [3{6],since it m ay be cast in
the‘single-im purity’form G

f

ii;�(!)= [!+ � �f � �
f

i�(!)�
� e�(!)]� 1 with ane�ectivehybridization� e�(!)= V 2[!+ �
Si�(!)]� 1 thatisto be self-consistently determ ined.

In thispaperweconsiderexplicitlythesym m etricPAM
with �f = � U

2
, for which nf =

P

�
hf

y

i�fi�i = 1 and

nc =
P

�
hc
y

i�ci�i= 1forallU .In contraste.g.totheHub-
bard m odel,theproblem isthuscharacterizedbytwoinde-
pendentdim ensionlessparam eters:U=t� and V=t�,where
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the hopping isscaled ast= t�=2
p
Zc (with Zc ! 1 the

co-ordination num ber).
Equations(2.2)aregeneral:independentoflatticetype

and whether/notm agnetic ordering arises.Here we con-
sider prim arily the Bethe lattice (BL) (because its spec-
trum isbounded),forwhich the Feenberg self-energy

Si�(!)=
X

j6= i

t
2
ijG

c
jj;�(!) : (2.3)

W e shallm oreover focus on the hom ogeneous param ag-
neticphase(theantiferrom agneticallyorderedstateisread-
ilyhandled butlessinteresting).Inthiscaseequations(2.2)
reduceto

G
c(!)=

�

!
+ �

V 2

!+ � �(!)
�
1

4
t
2
�G

c(!)

�� 1

(2.4a)

G
f(!)=

�

!
+ � �(!)�

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)

�� 1

(2.4b)

written explicitly fortheBL;with theconventionalsingle
self-energy�(!)= � f+ � f(!)(= � R (!)� isgn(!)�I(!))
de�ned toexcludethetrivialHartreecontribution(ofU

2
nf,

which precisely cancelsthebare�f = � U

2
).And theprob-

lem isparticle-holesym m etric,re
ected in

�(!)= � �(� !) G

(!)= � G


(� !) (2.5)

with ! = 0 the Ferm ilevel.
The triviallim its ofthe m odel,used below,are two-

fold. First, V = 0 (for any U ), where we denote the
c-electron G reen function by g0(!), with spectral den-
sity �0(!): for the BL �0(!) = 2

�t�
[1 � (!=t�)2]

1

2 is a
sem i-ellipse ofhalfwidth t� (from equation (2.4a)),while
�0(!) = [

p
�t�]� 1exp(� [!=t�]2) for the hypercubic lat-

tice (HCL) [3{6].Second,the non-interacting lim it U =
0,denoting the G reen functions by g




0(!;V
2) with the

V - dependence explicit (g0(!) � gc0(!;V
2 = 0)). The

corresponding spectra are related generally (from equa-
tions(2.2))by

d
f

0(!;V
2)=

V 2

!2
d
c
0(!;V

2) (2.6)

and dc0(!;V
2) = �0(! � V2=!).The obvious point here

is that for allV 6= 0 the system is a hybridization gap
insulator[38].The gap issoftforthe HCL,buthard for
the BL wherethe (half)band-gap � 0

g(V
2)isgiven by

2� 0
g(V

2)=
p
t2� + 4V 2 � t� (2.7)

with corresponding spectrum

t�d
c
0(!;V

2)=
2

�

"

1�

�
V 2

!t�
�

!

t�

� 2
# 1

2

(2.8)

for � 0
g � j!j� �0g + t�.Note trivially that the U = 0

spectra cannot be expressed in a one-param eter scaling

form by suitable dim ensionlessrescaling of!:no m atter
how ! isthusrescaled (e.g.as!=t�),the d




0 each rem ain
dependenton the ratio V=t� ofbareparam eters.

O n increasingU from zerothesystem rem ainsinsulat-
ingand isperturbatively connected to thenon-interacting
lim it,being assuch a Ferm iliquid (which iswholly com -
patiblewith theinsulating natureofthestate).Thelim it-
ing low-! behaviourofthesingle-particleG reen functions
am ountstoa renorm alization ofthenon-interactinglim it,
which isthe origin ofthe renorm alized band picture[2,5,
39].This follows sim ply by em ploying the leading low-!
expansion ofthe self-energy �(!)[2,5],viz

�(!)� �

�
1

Z
� 1

�

! (2.9)

from equation (2.5),with Z = [1� (@�R (!)=@!)!= 0]� 1

thequasiparticleweight(and with � I(!)neglected on the
grounds that it vanishes in the gap).The leading low-!
behaviouroftheG 
(!)then follows(from equations(2.2))
as:

G
c(!)� g

c
0(!;ZV

2) (2.10a)

G
f(!)� Zg

f

0(!;ZV
2) (2.10b)

Equations(2.10)em body the quasiparticle behaviour
ofthe PAM ,akin to the localFerm iliquid quasiparticle
form fortheim purity G reen function oftheAnderson im -
purity m odel(AIM )[2].W hilewellknown perse[2],they
have an im portant im plication for the scaling behaviour
of the single-particle spectra D 
(!) in the strong cou-
pling/K ondo lattice regim e oflarge-U ,where the quasi-
particleweightZ becom esexponentially sm all[8](ascon-
sidered in x5).Therenorm alized indirectband-gap � g =
� 0
g(ZV

2)isgiven from equation (2.7)asZ ! 0 by � g =
ZV 2=t�,and thespectraD 
(!)follow from equations(2.10,
2.8,2.6).Their scaling behaviour in strong coupling fol-
lowsby considering �nite !0 = !=� g in the form allim it
� g / Z ! 0;and the resultantasym ptotic behaviourof
the D 
(!)isgiven by

t�D
c(!)�

2

�

�

1�
1

!02

�1

2

(2.11a)

2�
V 2

t�
D

f(!)�
4

!02

�

1�
1

!02

�1

2

(2.11b)

Equations(2.11)show thatboth t�D c(!)and V
2

t�
D f(!)

(and not therefore t�D f(!)) exhibit one-param eter uni-
versalscaling in term sof!0= !=� g,with no explicitde-
pendenceon thebarem aterialparam etersU=t� and V=t�
(which behaviourisnaturally notspeci�ctotheBL).This
sim ple argum entdoesnotofcourse determ ine eitherthe
dependence of� g on the bare param eters,or m ore im -
portantly the !0- range in which equations (2.10,2.11)
hold:for these a ‘real’theory is required.But the ob-
servation is im portant in that it suggests the D 
(!) in
strong coupling should m ore generally exhibit such scal-
ing,and providesexplicitly thelim itingbehaviourthat,as
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j!0j= j!j=� g ! 0,m ustofnecessity be recovered by any
m icroscopictheory;which touchstonewillbecom pared to
the LM A resultsin section 5.2 .

3 LocalM om entApproach (LM A)

Theusualrouteto single-particledynam icsisviathecon-
ventionalsingleself-energy �(!).Buta determ ination of
G (!) in this way is neither m andatory nor a prioride-
sirable:in practice,theoreticalapproachesofthis ilk are
liable to su�erfrom being essentially perturbative in the
interaction U (even ifself-consistent),thuspreventing ac-
cessto thestrongly correlated regim eofprim ary interest.
The LM A thusavoidssuch an approach com pletely and,
asforthe pure im purity m odelsconsidered hitherto [25{
33],hasthreeessentialelem ents.(i)Localm om ents(‘�’),
regarded asthe �rste�ectofinteractions,areintroduced
explicitly and self-consistently from the outset:the start-
ing point is thus static m ean-�eld (M F,i.e.unrestricted
Hartree-Fock).This contains two degenerate, localsym -
m etry broken M F states,denoted by � = A or B and
corresponding respectively to localm om ents�= + j�jor
� j�j.Severely lim ited by itself, sim ple M F nonetheless
provides a starting point for a non-perturbative m any-
bodyapproach.(ii)TheLM A achievesthisbyem ployinga
two-self-energydescription thatfollowsnaturally from the
underlyingtwolocalsaddlepoints;introducingnon-trivial
dynam icsintothetwoself-energiesviatheirfunctionalde-
pendence on the broken sym m etry M F propagators.(iii)
The �nal,key idea behind the LM A isthatofsym m etry
restoration:self-consistentrestoration ofthebroken sym -
m etry inherent at pure M F level,and recovery ofFerm i
liquid/quasiparticlebehaviour,asdiscussed below.

Asforthe param agneticphase ofthe Hubbard m odel
in in�nite-d [40],theessenceoftheapproach to thePAM ,
whether at M F levelor beyond,is statistical:any given
site is with equalprobability of � = A (� = j�j) or B
(� = � j�j) type.First consider brie
y pure M F,where
the interaction self-energiesare purely static Fock (‘bub-
ble diagram ’) contributions;given explicitly by ~� 0

A � =
� �

2
U j�j= ~� 0

B � � for�= A orB sites.Thecorresponding
M F propagatorsare denoted by g
��(!)(
 = c orf),and
the totalG reen functionsby

g

(!)=

1

2

X

�

g


�� (!) : (3.1)

Theg
�� (!)aregiven fortheBL by (seeequations(2.2))

g
c
A �(!)=

�

!
+ �

V 2

!+ + �x
�
1

4
t
2
�g

c(!)

�� 1

(3.2a)

g
f

A �
(!)=

�

!
+ + �x �

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�g

c(!)

�� 1

(3.2b)

wherex = 1

2
U j�j;and where(seeequation (2.3))theFeen-

bergself-energySi�(!)= 1

4
t2�g

c(!)sinceprecisely halfthe

(Zc ! 1 )nearestneighboursto any given siteareof�=
A (orB)type.Theg


B �
(!)follow analogously and satisfy

g



A �
(!)= g




B � �(!)(‘"=#-spin sym m etry’);while particle-
hole sym m etry is re
ected in g
�� (!) = � g




�� �(� !) and
hence (via equation (3.1)) g
(!) = � g
(� !). And at
pure M F levelthe localm om ent j�jis determ ined self-
consistently from the usualM F condition j�j = j��(x)j,
with j��jgiven by

j��j=

Z 0

� 1

d! [df
A "
(!)� d

f

A #
(!)] (3.3)

(and d
�� (!)= � �� 1sgn(!)Im g
�� (!)).
M F results willbe discussed in x4,and their serious

de�ciencieshighlighted.W econsidernow thegeneralcase,
the algebraic structure ofwhich isform ally equivalentto
thatatM F level.The fullG 
(!)areexpressed as

G

(!)=

1

2

X

�

G


�� (!) (3.4)

where(seeequations(2.2,2.3))

G
c
�� (!)=

�

!
+ �

V 2

!+ � ~� �� (!)
�
1

4
t
2
�G

c(!)

�� 1

(3.5a)

G
f
�� (!)=

�

!
+ � ~� �� (!)�

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)

�� 1

(3.5b)

and the Feenberg self-energy Si�(!) =
1

4
t2�G

c(!) for the
sam e reason given above.In contrast to static M F level
however,the self-energies

~� A �(!)= ~� B � �(!) (3.6)

are now dynam ical.They m ay be separated conveniently
as ~� A �(!)= � �

2
U j��j+ � A �(!)into (a)thepurely static

Fock contribution � �

2
U j��j(thataloneisretained atpure

M F level);together with (b) the dynam icalcontribution
� A �(!) � �A �[fg

f

A �
g] that is a functional of the M F

propagators,and a suitable,naturally approxim atechoice
for which (x3.2) determ ines the extent to which the key
physics ofthe problem is captured in practice.The full
G 

�� (!)likewisesatisfy "=#-spin sym m etry

G



A �
(!)= G




B � �(!) (3.7a)

(from equations (3.4,3.6));as wellas particle-hole sym -
m etry

G


�� (!)= � G




�� � (� !) (3.7b)

(re
ecting ~� �� (!)= � ~� �� � (� !)forthesym m etricPAM
considered).As for the AIM s considered previously [25{
33],the two-self-energy description inherentto the LM A
is explicit in equations (3.4,3.5).The resultant c- and
f- electron G reen functions are,as they m ust be in the
absence ofan applied m agnetic �eld,rotationally invari-
ant:Equation (3.4)iscorrectly �-independent,asfollows
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from equation (3.7a).The requisite particle-hole sym m e-
try G 
(!) = � G
(� !) is likewise satis�ed,using equa-
tions(3.4,3.7b).

Before proceeding note that, using equation (3.7a),
equation (3.4)forthe G 
(!)m ay be written asG 
(!)=
1

2

P

�
G 

�� (!),involving now a spin sum that(from equa-

tion (3.7a))isindependentof�= A orB (which obviously
holdsalso forthe M F Eq.(3.1)).Thisisentirely equiva-
lentto equation (3.4).W e choose to work with thisform
and,since the�-labelisredundant,drop itfrom now on
(using �= A im plicitly).The basic underlying equations
on which wesubsequently focusarethus

G

(!)=

1

2

X

�

G


�(!) (3.8a)

with

G
c
�(!)=

�

!
+ �

V 2

!+ � ~� �(!)
�
1

4
t
2
�G

c(!)

�� 1

(3.8b)

G
f
�(!)=

�

!
+ � ~� �(!)�

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)

�� 1

(3.8c)

and the f-electron self-energiesseparated as

~� �(!)= �
�

2
U j��j+ � �(!) (3.9)

with j��j� j��(x)jgiven by equation (3.3).

3.1 �(!)and Sym m etry Restoration

Theconventionalsingleself-energy�(!)m ayifdesired be
obtained asa directbyproductofthe two-self-energy de-
scription inherenttotheLM A (although theconversedoes
notofcoursehold).�(!)isde�ned by equation (2.4b)for
G f(!),direct com parison ofwhich to its two-self-energy
counterpartequations(3.8a,3.8c)yields

�(!)= 1

2
(~� "(!)+ ~� #(!))+

[1
2
(~� "(!)� ~� #(!))]2

G� 1(!)� 1

2
(~� "(!)+ ~� #(!))

(3.10)

whereG(!)= [(G f(!))� 1+ �(!)]� 1 istheso-called host/
m edium f-electron propagator[41].Thisrelation isgeneral
(i.e.notspeci�cto theBL),butfortheparticularcaseof
the BL G(!)isgiven explicitly by

G� 1(!)= !
+ �

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)
(3.11)

(using equation (2.4b)).Noticealso that�(!)can equiv-
alently be de�ned by equation (2.4a) for G c(!):direct
com parison of which to its two-self-energy counterpart
equations (3.8a,3.8b) again yields equation (3.10),as it
m ust.G iven thef~� �(!)gand hence(from equations(3.8a,

3.8b)) G c(!),equation (3.10) enables �(!) to be deter-
m ined.

The �nal,im portant notion underlying the LM A is
sym m etryrestoration(SR)[25{33]:self-consistentrestora-
tion ofthe broken sym m etry endem ic at pure M F level,
and correctrecovery ofthelow-! quasiparticlebehaviour
equations(2.10)that re
ects adiabatic continuity to the
non-interacting lim it.As for the AIM s considered hith-
erto [25{33],whether sym m etric or asym m etric,this is
em bodied in the SR condition ~� "(! = 0) = ~� #(! = 0)
at the Ferm ilevel;and hence ~� �(! = 0) = 0 (for ei-
ther �) for the present particle-hole sym m etric problem
(~� �(!)= � ~� � �(� !)),i.e.

~� "(! = 0)= � "(! = 0)�
1

2
U j��j= 0 : (3.12)

IfSR equation (3.12)issatis�ed,then the leading ! ! 0
behaviour ofthe ~� �(!) follows from particle-hole sym -
m etry as (Re~� �(!) � )~� R

� (!) = � (Z� 1� � 1)!, where
Z� = [1� (@~� R

� (!)=@!)!= 0]
� 1 isthusde�ned and isin-

dependent of�.(The ~� I
�(!)� �I�(!) m ay be neglected

inside a hard gap or,ifthe gap issoft,because they van-
ish su�ciently rapidly as! ! 0;which behaviourisguar-
anteed from the diagram s for � �(!),x3.2�.) Using this
asym ptotic behaviour in the basic two-self-energy equa-
tion (3.8)fortheG 
(!)showsthatthequasiparticleform
equation (2.10) is correctly recovered, with quasiparti-
cle weight Z = [1 � (@�R (!)=@!)!= 0]� 1 � Z�;i.e.the
leading low-! behaviour of ~� R

� (!) and � R (!) coincide,
~� R
� (!) = � R (!) = � (Z� 1 � 1)! (as m ay also be veri-

�ed directly from equation (3.10)).And we add thatthe
persistence ofthe insulating gap with increasing interac-
tion U ,im plied by thequasiparticleform equations(2.10)
with Z > 0,isreadily shown to be guaranteed only ifSR
equation (3.12)is satis�ed.Finally,we note thatthe SR
condition ~� "(! = 0)= ~� #(! = 0)can be shown to apply
generically to the param agnetic phase ofthe asym m etric
PAM ,which isin generalm etallic.In thiscase,asforthe
asym m etric AIM discussed in [30],satisfaction ofSR en-
suresthat� I(!)/ !2 as! ! 0 and hence the recovery
ofm etallicFerm iliquid behaviourasrequired by continu-
ity to the non-interacting lim it.Equation (3.12)isthusa
particularcaseofthe generalSR condition,applicable to
theparticle-holesym m etricPAM wherethe ground state
isinsulating.Asforthe AIM itsim position | asa single
condition atthe Ferm ilevel! = 0 | underliestheLM A,
am ounting in practice to a self-consistent determ ination
ofthelocalm om entj�j(thatsupplantsthepureM F con-
dition j�j = j��(x)j, see equation (3.3));and,m ost im -
portantly,generatingthelow-energyspin-
ip/K ondoscale
thatissym ptom aticoftheK ondo insulatorsand detailed
in section 5.

3.2 Self-energies

The above discussion is general,and to proceed in prac-
ticerequiresspeci�cation ofthedynam ical� �(!)’s(equa-
tion (3.9)).Thespeci�cclassofdiagram sretained hereis
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Fig. 1. (a) Class ofdiagram s for the f-electron self-energies

� �(!)here retained in practice.The interaction U isdenoted

by a wavy line, M F propagators by a single line, and the

renorm alized host/m edium propagator (see text) by a dou-

bleline.(b)Equivalentrecasting(includingincom ing/outgoing

propagators)to illustrate the spin-
ip scattering involved.(c)

Particle-hole ladder sum in the transverse spin channel;for

�
�+ (!),spinsare reversed.

naturally m otivated on physicalgrounds.They em body
self-consistent,dynam icalcoupling ofsingle-particleexci-
tations to low-energy transverse spin 
uctuations on all
sites,thatisessentialin particularto capture the strong
coupling K ondo lattice regim e.The diagram s are shown
in Figure1,single linesdenoting the M F f-electron prop-
agatorsforsite i,and wavy linesthe localinteraction U ;
the double line propagatordenotesthe broken sym m etry
host/m edium f-electron propagator ~G�(!)speci�ed below
(seealso [40]).The diagram sm ay beregrouped asshown
in Figure1,which translatesto:

� �(!)= U
2

Z 1

� 1

d!1

2�i
~G� �(! � !1)�

� ��(!1) (3.13)

In physicalterm sthese diagram sdescribe dynam ical,
correlated spin-
ip scattering processes:in which having,
say,added a �-spin electron to a � �-spin occupied f-level
on site i,the � �-spin hops o� the f-leveland thus gen-
eratesan on-sitespin-
ip (re
ected in thetransversespin
polarization propagator� � ��(!));the � �-spin electron
then propagatesthrough the lattice/hostin a correlated
fashion,interacting fully with f-electrons on sites j 6= i

(re
ected in the host/m edium ~G� �(!));before returning
to siteiata latertim ewhereupon theoriginally added �-
spin isrem oved (which processsim ultaneouslyrestoresthe
spin-
ip on site i).The renorm alized f-electron m edium
propagator ~G� �,which em bodies correlated propagation

ofthe � �-spin electron through the lattice,is given ex-
plicitly forthe BL by (cf.equation (3.11))

~G� �(!)=

�

!
+ �

�

2
U j�j�

V 2

!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)

�� 1

: (3.14)

Its diagram m atic expansion in term s ofM F propagators
and dynam icalself-energy insertions � � �(!),and hence
the in�nite set ofdiagram s im plicitly sum m ed in equa-
tion (3.13)for � �(!),is readily shown to have precisely
the sam e topology as its counterpart for the Hubbard
m odelem ployedpreviouslyin[40].W ethusreferthereader
to [40](section 3.1 therein)fordetailed discussion ofthe
diagram m atics,hereem phasizingjusttwopoints.(i)Renor-
m alization of� �(!) in term s ofthe m edium propagator
~G� �(!),ratherthan G

f

� � itself,isem bodied in thefact[40]

that ~G� �,containsdynam ic self-energy insertionson any
sitejexcludingtheoriginalsitei(asim plicitin thestatic
M F interaction on site i appearing in equation (3.14)).
Thisaccountsin e�ectforthe hard core boson nature of
theon-sitespin-
ip,which would beviolated ifrenorm al-
ization in term sofG f

� � wasem ployed (itselfnecessitating
inclusion ofadditionalclassesofcancelling diagram s).(ii)
M ost im portantly we em phasize the strongly renorm al-
ized,and henceself-consistent,natureofthediagram sre-
tained in � �(!).Thisisre
ected directly in thefactthat
~G� �(!) (equation (3.14)) depends upon G c(!) (via the
‘e�ectivehybridization’� e�(!)= V 2[!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)]� 1),
which isto be self-consistently determ ined via solution of
equations(3.8).

The transverse spin polarization propagator entering
equation (3.13) for � �(!) is given at the sim plest level,
shown explicitly in Figure1,by an RPA-likeparticle-hole
laddersum in the transversespin channel;viz

�
���(!)= 0

�
���(!)

�
1� U

0
�

���(!)
�� 1

(3.15)

where the bare particle-hole bubble is itselfexpressed in
term s of the broken sym m etry M F f-electron propaga-
tors fgf�g.O ur subsequent discussion refers explicitly to
� ���(!)described atthislevel;in x5 a furtherrenorm al-
ization is also considered,wherein 0� ���(!) and hence
� ���(!)areexpressed in term softhefully self-consistent
host/m edium propagatorsf~G�g (i.e.with allpropagators
in Figure1 renorm alized in term softhedoubleline ~G�’s).
W hicheverlevelisem ployed,the 0� ��� and hence � ���

arereadily shown to berelated by � ���(!)= � ���(� !);
whenceonlyonesuch,say� + � (!),need beconsideredex-
plicitly.Usingthis,and theHilberttransform for� + � (!),
equation (3.13)reducesto the following form convenient
forlateranalysis(x5.1)

� "(!)= U
2

Z 1

� 1

d!1

�
Im �

+ � (!1)[�(!1)~G
�
#
(!1 + !)

+ �(� !1)~G
+

#
(!1 + !)] (3.16)

(with � #(!) = � �"(� !));where �(x) is the unit step
function and ~G� = ~G+� + ~G�� is separated into the one-
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sided Hilberttransform s

~G�� (!)=

Z 1

� 1

d!1

~D �(!1)�(� !1)

! � !1 � i0+
(3.17)

with ~D �(!)= � �� 1sgn(!)Im ~G�(!)thecorrespondingspec-
traldensity.Note also that � �(!) depends explicitly on
U (via the interaction vertices),as wellas im plicitly on
x = 1

2
U j�jvia the dependence ofthe M F propagators

thereon (equations(3.1,3.2)).In particular,thesym m etry
restoration condition equation (3.12) has the functional
form

�
R
" (! = 0;U;x)=

1

2
U j��(x)j (3.18)

exploited below.

3.3 Practice

W enow draw togetherthepreceedingdiscussion and spec-
ify whatwe �nd to be an e�cientpracticalalgorithm to
solvetheLM A-DM FT equations.Thisconsistsofthefol-
lowing basicsteps:
(i)‘Startup’. For any given x = 1

2
U j�j, equations (3.1,

3.2) are �rst solved to give the M F propagators g
(!)
(� 1

2

P

�
g
�(!) with g
�(!) � g




A �
(!) and 
 = c or f).

From this the polarization propagators � �� �(!) follow
(equation (3.15));and with G c(!)’ gc(!),the initialf-
electron m edium propagator ~G� �(!)followson com paring
equations (3.14,3.2b)as ~G� �(!)’ g

f

� �(!).The startup
� �(!)= � �(!;U;x)followsdirectlyfrom equation (3.13).
(ii)Thesym m etryrestorationcondition� R

" (! = 0;U;x)=
1

2
U j��(x)j,isthen solved forU given x = 1

2
U j�j(orvice-

versa which,while entirely equivalent,is less e�cient in
practice);the localm om entj�jfollowsim m ediately.
(iii)W ith the resultant ~� �(!)= � �

2
U j��j+ � �(!)(equa-

tion (3.9)),equations(3.8a,3.8b)arethen solved directly
forG c(!)(with G f(!)followingin consequencefrom equa-
tions(3.8a,3.8c)).
(iv) The resultantG c(!) is then used in equation (3.14)
to obtain a new ~G� �(!);and hence via equation (3.13)
a new � �(!).Now return to step (ii)and iterate to self-
consistency.

W e �nd the above algorithm to be e�cient,typically
converging after 4-5 iterations and com putationally fast
on a PC.Itiseasily generalized to thecase(x5)wherethe
� + � ’sarerenorm alized in term softhef~G�g;aswellasto
encom passthehypercubiclattice,section5.2(orindeed an
arbitrarylatticeDO S �0(!)(seex2)thatm aybeem ployed
in m aterialsm odelling applicationsofDM FT).

Results from pure M F (step(i) alone,with j�jdeter-
m ined from j�j= j��(x)j)willbediscussed in x4.W eshall
alsodiscussseparately(x5.1)‘1-loop’resultsobtainedfrom
a singleiterativeloop oftheaboveschem e(steps(i)-(iii)):
thishastheadvantageofbeing analytically tractable,and
containsm uch ofthekey behaviourfound in thefulliter-
ativesolution (x5.2).

Before proceeding we m ention the issue of stability
that is im portant for the PAM ,as for the AIM s [25{33]
within the LM A:the fact that Re� + � (! = 0) > 0 of
necessity (asfollowsdirectly from itsHilberttransform ).
For this to be satis�ed,using equation (3.15) (and that
Im 0� + � (! = 0)= 0),0 < U Re0� + � (! = 0)� 1 is re-
quired.An explicitexpression forRe0� + � (0)ishowever
readily obtained (seee.g.[25,30]),viz

U Re0� + � (! = 0)=
j��(x)j

j�j
(3.19)

with j��(x)jgiven by equation (3.3)(and x = 1

2
U j�j).For

stability,j�j� j��(x)jisthusrequired.Thebroken sym m e-
try pure M F solutions,forwhich j�j= j��(x)jdeterm ines
thelocalm om ent,arethusproperly stable(always,which
we note would notbe the case ifrestricted Hartree-Fock,
with j�j= 0enforced a priori,wasem ployed).Butthey lie
on the‘stability border’,with U Re0� + � (! = 0)= 1.The
latterin turn im plies,from equation (3.15),thatthetrans-
verse spin propagator� + � (!)containsa pole at! = 0;
re
ecting physically the fact that the pure M F state is,
locally,a degeneratedoublet.Thelatterbehaviouriscor-
rectfora localm om entphase,which forthePAM m eans
the zero-hybridization lim it where the f-electrons decou-
ple from the conduction band (which lim it we add the
LM A recoversexactly).It is nothowevercorrectforthe
K ondo insulating state thatisadiabatically connected to
the non-interacting (singlet) lim it:here by contrast the
characteristic energy scale for the localspin-
ips is non-
zero,and on theorderoftheK ondo scalethattypi�esthe
K ondo insulators.

The above behaviour is however entirely speci�c to
the pure M F levelof self-consistency,i.e.arises only if
j�jis determ ined by j�j= j��(x)j.And the centralpoint
is that within the LM A the localm om ent is determ ined
from the sym m etry restoration condition equation (3.18)
(step (ii)abovein which j�j> j��(x)jisalwaysfound).In
consequence Im � + � (!) contains not an ! = 0 spin-
ip
pole,but rather a resonance centred on a non-zero fre-
quency !m .Thisisthe low-energy scale characteristic of
the K ondo lattice,its origin within the LM A thus stem -
m ing from self-consistentim position ofsym m etry restora-
tion;and its physicalsigni�cance being that it sets the
tim escale � � h=!m forrestoration ofthe locally broken
sym m etry/degeneracy inherentatpureM F level.W eadd
m oreoverthatforV 6= 0 sym m etry restoration isfound to
besatis�ed forallU � 0.Itsbreakdown at�niteU would
signalan underlying quantum phase transition (such as
arisesin the pseudogap im purity m odel,seee.g.[31{33]);
which,in concurrencewith generalbelief,doesnotthere-
fore arise forthe param agnetic phase ofthe PAM within
DM FT.

4 M ean-�eld

O ur discussion ofpure M F is brief:it is fundam entally

awed,lacking even an insulating gap beyond sm allinter-
action strengths,as illustrated below.Understanding its
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de�cienciesishoweverim portant,foritultim ately under-
pinsasuccessfuldescription oftheK ondoinsulatingstate.
M oreoverasdem onstrated in x5,the prim ary de�ciencies
ofpureM F ariseon energy scaleson theorderoftheinsu-
latinggap orm ultiplesthereof.Such scalesarenaturallyof
param ountim portance,but are nonethelesssm all| ex-
ponentially soin thestrongcouplingK ondolatticeregim e
| com pared to bare(‘non-universal’)scaleson theorder
ofU ,t� orV .ThissuggeststhatM F m ightprovidean es-
sentially sound description ofdynam icson non-universal
energy scales;an issue considered in x5.

Figure 2 shows the U=t� dependence ofthe M F m o-
m ent for V 2=t2� = 0:2,determ ined as in x3 from j�j=
j��(x)j(x = 1

2
U j�j) and denoted by j� 0j.The localm o-

m ent �rst becom es non-zero for U=t� ’ 1:41,increasing
rapidly thereafterwith U=t� such thatforU=t� & 2 orso
the m om entiswellform ed and close to saturation.Such
behavioursetsin ateven lowerU=t� with decreasing hy-
bridization V 2=t2�,re
ecting the atom ic lim itincipientas
V ! 0 wherethe f-levelsdecouplefrom the band.

Illustrative spectralevolution with U is given in Fig-
ures2(b)-(d),wherethef-levelspectrum t�d

f(!)vs.!=t�
isshownforx = 1

2
U j�0j= 0;0:9(U=t� ’ 2:1)and2(U=t� ’

4:2).Thecharacteristicsofthenon-interacting hybridiza-
tion gap insulator(Figure 2(b))are rapidly lostwith in-
creasing U : M F produces an insulator-m etal transition
occurring at U=t� ’ 1:48 just after localm om ents form
(and arisinggenerally atx = 2V 2=t� asfollowsfrom equa-
tions(3.1,3.2a)attheFerm ilevel! = 0).W ith increasing
U=t�,Figure 2(c,d),Hubbard satellitesatj!j’ U

2
form

in thef-electron spectra,rapidly acquiringdom inantspec-
tralweightattheexpenseofintensity on the‘band’scales
j!j . t�;the converse occurring for the M F c-electron
spectrum dc(!) (not shown) where spectralintensity on
the band scalesincreaseswith U=t�.

Thesim plenatureoftheM F spectrain strongcoupling
(U � 2V 2=t�)isin factseen directly from equations(3.1,
3.2).For x = 1

2
U j�0j�

U

2
� V 2=t�,and for j!j� U

2
,

equations(3.1,3.2a)yield

g
c(!)’

�

!
+ �

1

4
t
2
�g

c(!)

�� 1

� g0(!) (4.1)

(with g0(!)the V = 0 conduction band G reen function,
x2);i.e.V and U drop out,producing a conduction band
dc(!)’ �0(!)characteristicofthedecoupled V = 0 lim it
(a sem i-ellipse forthe BL considered explicitly).In prac-
tice this behaviour is wellattained for x & 2 or so,and
in consequence the f-electron gf�(!) follows from equa-

tion (3.2b)asgf�(!)’
�
!+ + �U

2
� V2g0(!)

�� 1
.The re-

sultantdf�(!),while dom inated by the satellitesatj!j’
U

2
,nonethelesscontainsa low-intensity continuum on the

band scalesj!j< t�,given explicitly by:

d
f
�(!)� 4

V 2

U 2
�0(!) (4.2)

Thisisevidentin Figure2;itwillalso proveim portantin
determ ining (x5.1)the V -dependence ofthe K ondo scale
within the LM A.

The‘insulator-m etaltransition’isofcourseentirely an
artifactofM F,and the resultant‘m etal’nota Ferm iliq-
uid:the pure M F single self-energy � M F(!)= � R

M F(!)�
isgn(!)� I

M F(!)isobtained from the generalresultequa-
tion (3.10)using ~� � � � �x;isgiven by

� M F(!)=
x2

!+ � V 2

! + � 1

4
t2�g

c(!)

(4.3)

(which we note is not purely static), and is such that
� I
M F(! = 0) 6= 0 at the Ferm i level if dc(! = 0) /

Im gc(! = 0)isnon-zero| thusviolatingFerm iliquid be-
haviour.Buttheperversity ofM F in predicting a m etallic
state forthe sym m etric PAM which describesthe K ondo
insulator,doesnotsurvivetheinclusion ofcorrelated elec-
trondynam icsin theself-energies ~� �(!).Towhich wenow
turn.

5 Results

W e begin with a briefoverview ofspectralevolution on
allenergy scales,and from weak to strong coupling in-
teraction strengths,before turning (x5.1�)to the central
behaviouratlow-energies,and in the strongly correlated
regim e.

W ith t� = 1 as the unit of energy,and V 2 = 0:2,
Figure 3 shows representative c- and f-electron spectra
obtained from the LM A:forx = 1

2
U j�j= 1 and 3 (corre-

sponding respectively to U = 2:2 and 6:1).Corresponding
results at pure M F levelare shown for com parison.The
x = 1 exam ple is transitionalbetween weak and strong
couplingbehaviour.HeretheK ondoinsulatinggap,which
theLM A preservescorrectly forallU ,isdiscernible(just)
on the scalesshown;and Hubbard satellites,apparentin
both D f(!)and D c(!),arejust‘breaking away’from the
m ain band.The x = 3 exam ple by contrastis typicalof
strongcouplingbehaviour(which in practiceisreached by
x ’ 2):the gap is exponentially sm all(x5.1,5.2)and as
such notresolved on the scalesshown;and the satellites
are wellform ed,dom inating the netspectralintensity in
D f(!)(asisphysicallyobvious)and givingan everdim in-
ishing contribution to D c(!).

Com parison to the M F spectra is revealing,particu-
larly forthestrong coupling exam plex = 3 (Figure3(b)).
TheHubbard satellitesare,unsurprisingly,broadened and
shifted slightly from theirM F counterparts.Howeverfor
thec-electron spectrum itisclearthaton theband scales
j!j < t�,and excepting the (allim portant) low-energy
gap region,the LM A and M F spectra arenigh on coinci-
dent;supporting thenotion thatM F itselfprovidesa rea-
sonable description ofthe conduction band on bare/non-
universalenergy scales.W e em phasize that this applies
only to D c(!)and notto the f-electron spectra:here,as
seen directly from Figure 3,the M F spectra are de�cient
throughout the band,re
ecting the dom inance ofcorre-
lated electron dynam ics for the f-levels,that are sim ply
absentin M F.

The LM A resultsshown in Figure 3 referto the fully
self-consistent level described in x3.3. W e add however
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Fig.4.All-scalescom parison ofLM A spectraatdi�erentlevels

ofdescription,forx = 1

2
U j�j= 3 (U = 6:1)with V

2
= 0:2.Top

panel,c-electron spectrum ;bottom ,f-electron spectrum .Solid

line:self-consistentLM A (‘LM A I’,seetext,x5.2).D ashed line:

with furtherrenorm alization of�
���

propagatorsasdescribed

in text (‘LM A II’).D otted line:1-loop LM A results.For the

f-electron spectra,the three are barely distinguishable on the

scalesshown.

thaton thefullenergy regim eshown thesedi�erinsigni�-
cantlyfrom theLM A resultsobtained eitheratthesim pler
1-loop level(x3.3),or with the transverse spin polariza-
tion propagators� �� � further renorm alized in term s of
thehost/m edium propagatorsf~G�g;asillustrated in Fig-
ure 4 forx = 3 (U = 6:1).The di�erencesbetween these
di�erentlevelsariseofcourseon thelow-energy gap scale,
aspursued in the following sections.

The com m ents above refer to interm ediate to strong
coupling behaviour,with a naturalem phasis on the lat-
ter.But what ofweak coupling? Here,as for the AIM s
considered hitherto [25,30,31],the LM A isreadily shown
to be perturbatively exact to/including second order in
theinteraction U .Figure5 dem onstratesthepoint,show-
ing LM A resultsforD f(!)with V 2 = 0:2 and U = 1 and
0:25,com pared to thosefrom sim plesecond orderpertur-
bation theory in U (SO PT):with decreasing U the LM A
spectrum clearly reducesto thatfrom SO PT,and forthe
lowerU shown thetwoareessentially indistinguishableon
allenergy scales.

W eturn now to thecentralissues:low-energy dynam -
icson the scaleofthe K ondo insulating gap,particularly
in thestrongcouplingregim e;and,m ostim portantly,uni-
versalspectralscaling in term softhe gap itself.

5.1 1-Loop LM A

W e begin by discussing the LM A at 1-loop level,viz a
single iterativeloop (steps(i)-(iii))ofthe generalschem e
discussed in x3.3.Resultsfrom the fulliterativesolutions
willbe considered in x5.2;butthe sim pler1-loop levelis
itselfim portantbecauseito�ersan analyticalhandle on,
and insightinto,the problem .
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)� !=� g.Thescaling spectrum fortheAnderson im purity m odel(see text)isalso shown in them ain �gure(dashed

line).

The insetto Figure6 showsthelow-energy behaviour
ofthe1-loop f-electron spectrum vs.!(� !=t�),i.e.on an
‘absolute’scale;forV 2 = 0:2 and two di�erentinteraction
strengths,U = 6:1 (x = 1

2
U j�j= 3)and U = 8:1 (x = 4).

The spectra are quite distinct and clearly dependent on
the bare m aterial param eters, with the gap narrowing
stronglyunderthem odestincreasein U .Them ain partof
Figure6 by contrastshows2�V 2D f(!)vs.!0= !=[ZV 2]
whereZ � [1� (@�R� (!)=@!)!= 0]

� 1 (x3.2)isthequasipar-

ticle weight.The pointisobvious:the spectra collapseto
a com m on form ;which universalscaling isindeed seen to
be in term softhe gap scale � g = ZV 2,asrequired from
thequasiparticleform discussed in x2 thatem bodiesper-
turbativecontinuity to thenon-interacting lim it(and full
com parison to which isgiven in x5.2,seeFigure9 below).
Thescaling spectrum V 2D f(!)isentirely independentof
the two bare param etersU and V ,which entersolely via
the dependence ofthe gap scale thereon;and we em pha-
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the LM A.

size that this applies to V 2D f(!) and not therefore to
D f(!)[� t�D

f(!)](i.e.ifthe calculationsofFigure 6 are
repeated for di�erent V 2,D f(!) vs.!0 is not itselfuni-
versalbut V 2D f is).Before proceeding we add that,as
forthe pureim purity m odelsconsidered hitherto [25{33],
thesm allspectral’dip’atj!0j’ 2:5 isentirely an artifact
ofthe speci�c RPA-like form for the � ���(!) em ployed
here;itcan be elim inated [26]butwe are contentto live
with itin the following.

The �rst obvious question is how the quasiparticle
weight,and hence� g = ZV 2,dependsupon thebarepa-
ram eters in the strong coupling regim e ofinterest.This
can be determ ined analytically as now outlined, focus-
ing on equation (3.16)for� R

" (!).Atthe 1-loop levelthe

m edium propagator ~G# in equation (3.16)reducesto the

M F propagator gf
#
as explained in section 3.3,step (i).

Butin strong coupling the spectralweightofIm � + � (!)
iscon�ned to ! > 0,with

R1
0
(d!=�)Im � + � (!)= 1;be-

haviourthatre
ectsphysically the strong coupling satu-
ration ofthelocalm om ent(j�j! 1).Asdiscussed in x3.3
the resonancein Im � + � (!)is(by de�nition of!m )cen-
tred on thelow-energy spin-
ip scale!m ;and on scalesof
thisordergf�

#
(!)isslowlyvarying,whenceequation(3.16)

for� R
" (!)reducesasym ptotically to

�
R
" (!)� U

2Regf�
#
(! + !m ) (5.1)

ButRegf�� (!)isgiven by theone-sided Hilberttransform
(equation (3.17));which as! ! 0 isdom inated by thelog
singularityarisingbecause(x4)theM F spectrum df�(!)in
strong coupling is itselfnon-vanishing atthe Ferm ilevel
! = 0.This! ! 0 behaviouriscaptured by

Regf�
#
(!)� d

f

#
(0)

Z 0

� t�

d!1 P

�
1

! � !1

�

= d
f

#
(0)ln

�
t�

j!j

�

(5.2)

where a high energy cuto� oforder t� is em ployed (its
precise value being im m aterial,the im portant point be-
ing that the prefactor to the log divergence is precisely

d
f

#
(0)).But in strong coupling df�(! = 0) is given from

equation (4.2);using which equations(5.1,5.2)yield the
desired low-frequency behaviour

�
R
" (!)� � 4V2�0(0)ln

�
j! + !m j

t�

�

(5.3)

(with �0(0)= 2=(�t�)for the BL,although we add that
equation (5.3)holds for an arbitrary underlying lattice).
From thisthe quasiparticleweight
Z = [1� (@�R" (!)=@!)!= 0]

� 1 followsdirectly,being given
for!m =V 2�0(0)! 0 by

�

8
!m =

�

2
V
2
�0(0)Z (5.4a)

=
V 2

t�
Z � �g (5.4b)

with the latterexplicitly forthe BL.
The gap and spin-
ip scalesare thusequivalent.And

theirm utualdependenceon barem aterialparam etersfol-
lowsfrom sym m etry restoration (x3.3,step (ii)),vizfrom
equation (3.12) in strong coupling (where j��j! 1) via
� R
" (! = 0) = 1

2
U ;which,com bined with equation (5.3)

givesthe desired result

!m � �g � t�exp

�
� U

8V 2�0(0)

�

(5.5a)

= t�exp

�
� �U t�

16V 2

�

(5.5b)

showing that� g = ZV 2=t� isindeed exponentially sm all
in strong coupling.

O nce sym m etry has been restored as above,the self-
energies ~� �(!) (equation (3.9)) for all ! follow im m e-
diately.The �nalstep in the 1-loop analysis (step (iii),
x3.3)isto taketheresultant ~� �(!)and usethem in equa-
tions(3.8a,3.8b)to solveself-consistently forG c(!).This
inturn determ inesdirectlythee�ectivef-electronhybridiza-
tion � e�(!)= V 2[!+ � S(!)]� 1 � V2[!+ � 1

4
t2�G

c(!)]� 1

(BL);in term s ofwhich G f(!) and hence D f(!) follow
withoutfurtherado from equations(3.8a,3.8c),viz

G
f(!)=

1

2

X

�

[!+ � ~� �(!)� �e�(!)]
� 1

: (5.6)

The 1-loop resultsshown in Figure6 haveofcoursebeen
obtained in thisway,

Thereishoweverasim pler,certainlycrudebutnonethe-
lessrevealingapproxim ation thatm aybeem ployed atthis
�nal(step (iii))stage to determ ine G f(!):nam ely to re-
place the G c-dependence of�(!) � �[G c]by �(!) ’
�[g c] in term s of the M F propagator (as used also in
the ‘startup’step (i) (x3.3),there leading to ~G� � ’ g

f

� �

in � �(!)). W ith this, the resultant �(!) = � R (!)�
isgn(!)� I(!)reducesin strong coupling,using Eq.(4.1),
to�(!)� V 2g0(!)withg0(!)(= Reg0(!)� isgn(!)��0(!))
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the V = 0 conduction electron propagator(a resultread-
ily shown to hold for a general lattice). In the strong
coupling regim e where � g / Z ! 0,the !-dependence
ofg0(!) is m oreover irrelevant,occurring as it does on
non-universalscales on the order oft�;whence �(!) �
� isgn(!)�V 2�0(0)and equation (5.6)becom es

G
f(!)� 1

2

X

�

h

!
+ � ~� �(!)+ isgn(!)� 0

i� 1
(5.7)

where� 0 = �V 2�0(0).
Equation (5.7)issim plythelocalim purityG reen func-

tion for a m etallic Anderson im purity m odel with hy-
bridization strength � 0 = �V 2�0(0)� 2V2=t� (BL).The
resultant im purity scaling spectrum �� 0D im p(!) is also
com pared to the 1-loop �� 0D

f(!)in Figure6.The AIM
spectrum isofcoursem etallic(with �� 0D im p(! = 0)= 1
as required by the Friedelsum rule [2]),in contrast to
the gapped PAM case;but beyond the gap the spectral
tails ofthe two rapidly coincide.This is natural,for the
nature ofthe 1-loop calculation is clear:the 1-loop self-
energies ~� �(!) are them selves those of the underlying
AIM .And since the associated low-energy scale isdeter-
m ined from sym m etry restoration via ~� R

� (! = 0) = 0,
the low-energy gap scale is sim ply the K ondo scale for
the AIM itself;as seen directly from equation (5.5) ex-
pressed as� g=t� � exp(� �U=8�0),recovering the exact
exponentforthesym m etricAIM [2].Thegap in thePAM
spectrum (which isstrictly softat1-loop level,albeitnot
visibly so in Figure 6)arisesfrom self-consistentsolution
ofequations (3.8a-c) for G c(!) and hence G f(!),given
the e�ective AIM ~� �(!).In thatsense the 1-loop levelis
akin to an average t-m atrix approxim ation [20],but for-
m ulated within thetwo-self-energydescription inherentto
the LM A and with sym m etry restoration ensuring Ferm i
liquid behaviour(in the generalsense ofadiabatic conti-
nuity to the non-interacting lim it).

Despite therelativesim plicity ofthe1-loop LM A,the
relation ofthe AIM im plicit therein is both naturaland
substantially correct:NRG calculations for exam ple [8]
(seeFigure1 therein)indeed show,beyond thegap scale,
a close sim ilarity between the PAM D f(!)and the AIM
spectra.M oreover since the spectral‘tails’ofthe 1-loop
PAM and AIM are com m on (Figure 6),recent LM A re-
sultsforthelatter[26]m ay beused directly to infertheir
analyticalform forV 2D f(!)at1-loop level;speci�cally

(�V )2�0(0)D
f(!)�

1

2

�
1

[(4=�)ln(j~!j)]2 + 1

+
5

[(4=�)ln(j~!j)]2 + 25

�

(5.8)

where ~! = !=!m (and which form isknown [26]to agree
quantitatively for j~!j& 5 with NRG results [32]for the
AIM itself). These slow logarithm ic tails persist in the
V 2D f(!)scalingspectrum beyond 1-loop level(x5.2)and,
asforthe AIM [26,29],areultim ately responsible forthe
‘high’tem peraturelogarithm icbehaviouroftransportprop-
ertiessuch asthe resistivity.

3 4 5 6 7 8

πUt
*
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Fig.7.D ependenceon bareparam etersofthelow-energy scale

!m / � g = ZV
2
=t�,arising from theLM A at1-loop (circles),

LM A I(squares)and LM A II(triangles).

In physicalterm s the lim itations of1-loop levelare
nonetheless self evident; it m isses the dynam icalinter-
site correlations em bodied (as discussed in x 3.2) in the
functionaldependenceoftheself-energies� �(!)upon the
renorm alized f-electron m edium propagatorsf~G�g (which
at1-loop levelare sim ply replaced by theirM F counter-
parts).

5.2 Fully self-consistentLM A

The fullLM A solutions are now considered.In the fol-
lowing,we denote by ‘LM A I’results obtained from the
classofdiagram scontributing to � �(!)shown explicitly
in Figure1;while ‘LM A II’refersto thoseobtained from
the further renorm alization of � ��� in term s of the f-
electron m edium propagators(i.e.allpropagatorsin Fig-
ure3 renorm alized in term softhe doubleline ~G�’s).

Figure7 showsthe dependence on bareparam etersof
the low energy scale !m / � g = ZV 2=t� arising from
LM A I/IIfortheBethelattice,in com parison to thatob-
tained at1-loop level(Eq.(5.5),which form iscon�rm ed
in Figure 7,with the prefactor � 0:2t� determ ined nu-
m erically).Two points should be noted here.First that
the lattice scale is enhanced over its 1-loop counterpart
(which as above is equivalently that of the underlying
AIM );qualitativebehaviourthatisalso found in NRG [8]
and Q M C [10]calculationsforthe sym m etric PAM .The
second point is the exponentialdependence ofthe scale,
!m / exp[� �U=8V2�0(0)]with � = 1 at 1-loop level.
From Figure 7 we �nd that�= 1 rem ainsatthe levelof
LM A I,while �’ 0:85 isfound from the fully renorm al-
ized LM A II.The latterisin qualitativeagreem entwith,
but som ewhat larger than,NRG calculations [8]which
yield � ’ 0:7;which in turn are com parably in excess
of�= 1

2
arising from the G utzwillerapproxim ation [23].

The dependence ofthe low-energy scale on bare m odel
param etersishowevera subsidiary issuecom pared to the
scaling behaviour ofdynam ics in term s ofthe gap scale
itself.Thelatterisillustrated in Figure8 which showsthe
f-electron scaling spectra 2�V

2

t�
D f(!)vs.!0 = !=� g,for

both LM A Iand II;the corresponding c-electron spectra
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Fig.8.f-electron scaling spectra 2� V
2

t�
D

f
(!)vs.!=� g arising from LM A I(dashed line)and LM A II(solid line).Rightinset:

on an expanded scale to show the logarithm ic tails.Leftinset:corresponding c-electron spectra from LM A I/II.

t�D
c(!)areshown in theleftinset.Despitethedi�erences

in the absolute valuesofthe low-energy scale (em bodied
in Figure7),theresultantLM A I/IIscaling spectra di�er
very little from each other;and exhibitthe sam equalita-
tivebehaviourasfound at1-loop level(Figure6),includ-
ing the logarithm ic spectraltails in V 2D f(!) evident in
the rightinsetto Figure8.

As discussed in x2,adiabatic continuity to the non-
interacting lim it requires that on su�ciently low energy
scales the resultant spectra should conform to the dic-
tates of Ferm i liquid theory, as re
ected in the quasi-
particle form equations (2.10,2.11).In Figure 9 the f-
and c-electron scaling spectra arising from LM A II are
com pared directly to thelim iting quasiparticlebehaviour
equation (2.11) (corresponding com parisons for LM A I
and the 1-loop results are very sim ilar,as evident from
Figures6,8).Agreem entwith thequasiparticleform ises-
sentially perfectcloseto the gap edges;and in practiceis
followed quite closely up to j!0j= j!j=� g � 3 orso.Be-
yond thishowever,thequasiparticleform failsto capture
thelogarithm ictailsofthescaling spectrum ,decaying in-
stead as V 2D f(!) � 1=j!0j2 (equation (2.11b)).This is
ofcoursenaturalsincethequasiparticlebehaviouriscon-
�ned strictly to thelim iting low-!0behaviour,and itm ir-
rorsthe situation arising in the m etallic AIM where the
quasiparticleform isa trivialLorentzian [2]thatlikewise
failsto capture the slow spectraltailsofthe K ondo reso-
nance[26].

Finally,an obvious question arises:how strongly do
thescaling spectra depend upon thehostlattice? Forthe
m etallic AIM the answerisnotatall:in the strong cou-
pling K ondo regim ethe!-dependenceofthehostdensity
ofstatesto which theim purity iscoupled isentirely irrel-
evant(see e.g.[2]),and the scaling form of�� 0D im p(!)
ishost-independent.Butthisisnotofcoursethecasefor
the PAM .The preceeding resultshavebeen given explic-
itly for the BL where the free (V = 0) conduction band

�0(!)issem ielliptic.To illustratethein
uenceofthelat-
tice,Figure 10 com pares the LM A I scaling spectra for
theBL with thoseforthehypercubiclattice(HCL,where
�0(!)isan unbounded G aussian).W hiletheK ondo insu-
latinggap fortheBL ishard,itisstrictlysoftfortheHCL,
albeitthatthisisbarely visiblein Figure10 since the re-
sultantD 
(!)are exponentially sm allclose to the Ferm i
level.Butbeyond the im m ediate vicinity ofthe gap,and
despite the very di�erent nature ofthe host�0(!)’s,the
scaling spectra are seen to be qualitatively very sim ilar;
supporting the view that for localdynam icalproperties
the one-electron ‘details’ofthe lattice play but a m inor
role.

6 D iscussion/O utlook

W ehavedeveloped in thispaperalocalm om entapproach
to T = 0 single-particledynam icsofthesym m etricPAM ,
thebasicm icroscopicm odelforunderstanding K ondo in-
sulatingm aterials[34,35].Thenecessarycriteriaforasuc-
cessfuldescription oftheproblem appeartobem etby the
LM A,handling asitdoesallenergy scalesand interaction
strengthswhilesatisfyingtherequirem entsofFerm iliquid
theory atsu�ciently low energies.

Particularattention hasbeen given forobviousphys-
icalreasons to the strong coupling (i.e.large U ) K ondo
lattice regim e,believed to be appropriate to the K ondo
insulatorm aterialsm entioned in x1.W e haveshown that
within DM FT+ LM A one neverthelessrecoverscorrectly,
on su�ciently low energy scales,an ‘insulating Ferm iliq-
uid’behaviourwhich evolvescontinuously from the non-
interacting hybridization gap insulator.Forexam ple,the
scaled conduction electron and f-electron spectra have a
renorm alized non-interacting form (Eqs.(2.10,2.11))for
j!j=� g . 2� 3 (see Fig.9);where �g,the renorm alized
gap,isreduced from thenon-interactinghybridization gap
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� 0
g by the quasiparticle weight factor Z.For larger en-

ergies the (scaled) spectra deviate rapidly and substan-
tially from the non-interacting form ,but nonetheless re-
m ain characterized by a single low-energy scale � g / Z

thatis exponentially sm allbut in generalenhanced over
itscounterpartin thedilute(AIM )lim it[42].Thespectra
thusexhibit‘universalscaling’in term sof!=� g (Fig.9),
which we �nd to be dom inated by slow logarithm ic tails
justasforthem etallicAIM ,and forwhich theLM A pro-
vides analytic results (see e.g.Eq.(5.8)).W e naturally
expect that these features willalso show up in the dy-
nam ic and transportpropertiesofthe m odelat�nite-T,
a subjectto which we willturn in a subsequentpaper.

Finally,the presentwork hasbeen con�ned intention-
ally to thesym m etricPAM relevantto theK ondo insula-
tors.This is ofcourse a special,albeit physically im por-
tantlim iting caseofthe asym m etricPAM with arbitrary
conduction band �lling nc,which fornc 6= 1 describesthe
m etallic heavy ferm ion com pounds;and extension ofthe
LM A to encom passwhich iscurrently in hand.
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