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Abstract. T he sym m etric periodic A nderson m odeliswellknow n to capture the essentialphysics ofK ondo
Insulator m aterials. W ithin the fram ework of dynam ical m ean— eld theory, we develop a localm om ent
approach to its singleparticle dynam ics in the param agnetic phase. The approach is intrinsically non-—
perturbative, encom passes all energy scales and Interaction strengths, and satis es the low -energy dictates
of Ferm i liquid theory. It captures in particular the strong coupling behaviour and exponentially sm all
quasiparticle scales characteristic of the K ondo lattice regin e, as well as sin ple perturbative behaviour in
weak coupling. Particular em phasis is naturally given to strong coupling dynam ics, where the resultant
clean separation of energy scales enables the scaling behaviour of sihgle-particle spectra to be obtained.

PACS. 7127+ a Strongly correlated electron system s; heavy ferm ions { 7520H r Localm om ent in com —
pounds and alloys; K ondo e ect, valence uctuations, heavy ferm ions

1 Ihtroduction

In the eld of heavy fem ion physics, the periodic An—
derson m odel PAM ) has long played a key role In un—
derstanding the rich range of behaviour arisihg in these
lanthanide or actinide based com pounds [1,2]. A natu-
ral Jattice generalization of the single-im purity A nderson
m odel R], each lattice site in the PAM contains a non-—
degenerate, correlated forbital that hybridises locally to
a non-interacting conduction band. T hem odel is certainly
a sinpli cation of m aterial reality, albbei rather a good
one for C ebased system swhere crystal eld splittings re—
duce the m ultiplicity ofthe ff-con guration to a K ram ers
doublet. Yet its sin plicity is nom inal: a m icroscopic un—
derstanding ofthe PAM is far from com plete, and even in
low -tem perature Fem iliquid phasesm any basic issues re—
Jating to the fom ation, nature and description of coherent
quasiparticles rem ain open.

In recent years, considerable progress In understanding
correlated electron system shasbeen m adew ithin the pow -
erfiil fram ew ork of dynam icalm ean—- eld theory OMFT,
reviewed in [3{6]); which is form ally exact in the lin it of
In nite spatial dim ensions, and provides a tangble local
approxin ation in nite din ensionsw ithout trivialising the
central role of interactions. W ithin DM FT the dynam ics
of the system becom e essentially local, and all correlated
lattice—ferm ion m odels reduce to an e ective quantum im —
purity hybridizing selfconsistently w ith the surrounding
ferm ionic bath B{6].But therein lies an unsurprising dif-

culty, for to solve such problem s entails the ability to de—
scribe an A nderson in purity m odel A IM ) w ith essentially

arbitrary dynam ics (! -dependence) in the hybridization
function o (!) that encodes the coupling between the
ducial in purity and the underlying host/bath. Such a
description should be capable of (i) handling the problem
on all energy scales and (i) across the fill range of (£
electron) Interaction strengthsU ; and (i) at low -energies
must satisfy the dictates of Fem i liquid theory arising
from adiabatic continuity to the non-interacting lim it (@s—
sum Ing such a state arises).A s such it must be intrinsi-
cally non-perturbative In order to capture the exponen—
tially an all scales sym ptom atic of strongly correlated be—
haviour, yet m ust also recover perturbative, w eak coupling
behaviour and the non-interacting lin it of the problem .

T he theoretical di culties here are well known to be
considerable, even fora pure AIM and naturally them ore
so for selfconsistent lattice m odels; particularly in the
context ofdynam icalproperties such as single-particle ex—
citation spectra, opticalconductivities and associated trans—
port properties.The PAM iselfhasofcoursebeen studied
extensively wihin DM FT [B{6]: via num erical m ethods
such as the num erical renom alization group NRG) [7,8],
quantum M onte Carlo @M C) [P{12] and exact diagonal-
ization D) [L3]; and theoretical approaches that include
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
sin pler but related average t-m atrix approxim ation 20],
large N m ean- eld theory R1,22], and the G utzw iller ap—
proach R3,24].W hile much has been leamed from these
techniques, most su er from well recognised lim itations
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and only the NRG [7,8]m eets the above criteria. For ex—
ampl, niesize e ects render QM C and ED of lin ited
value, the form er being further con ned to m odest inter—
action strengths and nite tem perature (T).On the the-
oretical side, perturbative m ethods are restricted to weak
coupling and cannot recover exponentially sm all scales;
N CA -based approaches violate Fem i liquid behaviour at
low -energies and do not recover the non-interacting lim it;
whilk JargeN m ean- eld theory, which cannot handl the
111 range of Interaction strengths, am ounts sinply to a
renom alization of the non-interacting lim it and as such
is applicable only on the very lowest-energy scales.

T he above com m ents underscore the need for the de—
velopm ent of new, necessarily approxin ate theories. In
the context of pure quantum in purity models A IM s) we
have recently initiated one such: the local m om ent ap—
proach LM A) R5{33], whose prim ary focus is dynam ics
and transport properties. The LM A satis es the desider—
ata listed above. It handles all energy scales on an equal
footing, and is intrinsically non-perturbative nature en—
ables it to capture the soin— uctuation physics character—
istic of the strong coupling K ondo regin €, em bodied dy-
nam ically in the exponentially narrow , low -energy K ondo
resonance; yet it also spans the fiilll range of Interactions,
reducing asym ptotically in weak coupling to straight sec-
ond order PT in U [5,30,31]. Fem i liquid behaviour is
m oreover recovered at low energies —where appropriate,
the latter point em phasising that the approach is not con—

ned to the conventional Femm i liquid physics inherent to
the m etallic A M , but can also handl the non-Fem i lig—
uid behaviour and associated quantum phase transition
arishgeg.in thepseudogap A [B1{33].Symm etric R5{
29,31{33]and asymm etric B0]A MM s can now be handled
w ithin the LM A , which hasalso been extended to Incorpo—
rate nieT R9]and the role ofan applied m agnetic eld
H R7,28]. Resulks for dynam ics arising therefrom have
also been shown [26,28{32] to give very good agreem ent
wih NRG calculations; and, for static m agnetic proper—
ties of the m etallic A , with exact results provided by
the Bethe ansatz 27,28].

In this paper we develop the LM A wihin DMFT to
encom pass the symm etric PAM [/{10,13,14,16,19], well
know n to be In portant in understanding the classofm ainly
cubic K ondo Insulating m aterials such as CeN iSn, Sm Bg,
CesByPt; and YbB1, (seeeg. [34,35]), whose low -energy
electronic structure is characterised by an Interaction-ren—
om alized hybridization gap. Speci cally we consider here
T = 0 singleparticle dynam ics ofthe param agnetic phase.
A fter the relevant background (2), the LM A for the lat-
ticem odelis speci ed (x3), centering on the tw o-selfenergy
description and notion ofsym m etry restoration (x3.1) that
underlie the approach. T hat discussion is general, appli-
cable to an arbitrary diagram m atic approxin ation for the
associated dynam ical selffenergies, (!); the particular
non-perturbative class of diagram s we in plem ent here In
practice is speci ed In x32. Follow ing a brief discussion
highlighting de ciencies of the static m ean- eld approxi-
m ation x4), LM A resuls for sihgleparticle dynam ics are
given In x5.A s forthe pure A M s considered hitherto 25{

33], the LM A passes the criteria outlined above. O ur pri-
m ary em phasis, abeit not exclisive, is naturally on the
strong coupling regim e ofthe PAM .H ere, granted the abil-
iy to capture exponentially sm all scales characteristic of
the K ondo lattice, the resultant clean separation ofenergy
scales enables extraction of the universal scaling behavior
of dynam ics in tem s of the gap scale itself; a sucoessfiil
description ofwhich is in addition a necessary prerequisite
for a theory of dynam ics and associated transport proper—
ties at niteT, which willbe considered in a subsequent
paper. A briefnon-technical sum m ary and som e conclud—
ing comm ents are given in x6.

2 B ackground

The Ham iltonian for the PAM is given in standard nota—

tion by
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where the st termm describes the uncorrelated conduc—
tion (c) band with nearest neighbour hopping t; = t.
T he second refers to the £ levelsw ith site energies ¢ and
on-site repulsion U, while the nal temm describbes c/f
J¥evel hybridization via the Iocalm atrix element V.. W e
focus here on local single-particle dynam ics embodied in

G, 1)s$ G, = i<T( ©OFf)> @nd dkewise

ii;
G JC_I (!) for the celectrons); and hence the local spectra
Dy, ()= 'sgn ()M Gy, (1) (= corf).The key
featureof DM FT [B{6]isthatthe (felectron) selfenergy is
stediagonal, f, (1)= 5 ; (!);jand from straightfor-
ward application of Feenberg’s renom alized perturbation
theory [36,37], the G ii; (') are given by

ALl # 1
V2
GG, ()= !7 : S (1)
b f i (')
(2 2a)
1
£ _ o+ £ V2
Gy, ()= ! £ i) T s )
2 2b)
where !" = ! + i0"sgn(!) and S; (1) S [EGS;, glis

the Feenberg (or medim ’) selfenergy. Equation (2 2b)
em bodies the connection to a self-consistent In purity m odel
that is nherent to DM FT [(3{6], slhce i m ay be cast in

the Single-mpurity’ om Gi, ()= [ ¢ [ (1)
(")] *wihane ectivehybridization . (!)= v?[I*
S; (1)] ! that is to be selfconsistently detem ined.

In thispaperwe oonsjderexp]jcjtﬂy the sym m etricPAM
with ¢ = %, for which ng = hf! £, i = 1 and
ne = e ¢; i= 1 PrallU .In contrasteg.to the Hub-
bard m odel, the problem isthus characterized by two inde—
pendent din ensionless param eters: U=t and V=t , where



V ictoria E . Sm ith et al.: K ondo Insulators: a Jocalm om ent approach 3

the hopping is scaled ast= t =2pZ_C Wih Z. ! 1 the
co-ordination num ber).

E quations (2 2) are general: ndependent of lattice type
and w hether/not m agnetic ordering arises. H ere we con-—
sider prin arily the Bethe lattice BL) (because is spec—
trum isbounded), for which the Feenberg selfenergy

X

si ()= €65, () @23)

6

W e shall m oreover focus on the hom ogeneous param ag—
neticphase (the antiferrom agnetically ordered state is read—
ik handled but less interesting) . In this case equations 2 2)
reduce to

c N v? 1, ¢
Ge(t)y= ! E O thc; ") @ 4a)
f + V2 '

w ritten explicitly for the BL; w ith the conventional sihgle
selfenergy (1)= ¢+ F(1) & X)) dsgn(l) T(1)
de ned to exclude the trivialH artree contribution (f%ne,
which precisely cancelsthebare ¢ = %).And the prob-
lem isparticle-hole sym m etric, re ected in

()= (IR G ()= G (1) @25)
wih ! = 0 the Fem ilevel.

T he trivial limn its of the m odel, used below , are two—
fold. First, V 0 (or any U), where we denote the

celectron G reen function by gy (! ), with spectral den—

sty o(!): orthe BL o() = 2L (I=t)’F isa
sem tellippse of halfwidth t (from equation (2.4a)), while
o'y = [ t1'lexp( ['=tP) for the hypercubic lat—

tice EHCL) B{6]. Second, the non-interacting Im it U =
0, denoting the G reen functions by g, (! ;V?) wih the
V - dependence explicit (gp (') g(;v? 0)). The
corresponding spectra are related generally (from equa-
tions (22)) by

2

v C () 2
?do(-;V )

£ 2

dy, (1;v7) = 20)
and d§ (! ;V?) = (! V2=!). The obvious point here
is that or allV & 0 the system is a hybridization gap
Insulator [38]. The gap is soft for the HCL, but hard for
the BL where the (half) band-gap | (V?) is given by

P
2 W= 2+4v? ¢ @)
w ith corresponding spectrum
, 2 VAR 2*4
C ol . — - -
tdg (1;ve) 1 T . (2.8)

for g 33 9+ t .Note trivially that the U = 0
Soectra cannot be expressed In a oneparam eter scaling

form by suitable dim ensionless rescaling of ! : no m atter
how ! isthus rescaled (eg.as !=t ), thed, each rem ain
dependent on the ratio V=t ofbare param eters.

On Increasing U from zero the system rem ains insulat-
Ing and is perturbatively connected to the non-interacting
Iim i, being as such a Fem i liquid which is wholl com —
patble w ith the insulating nature ofthe state). T he lin it—
Ing low —! behaviour of the sihgleparticle G reen finctions
am ounts to a renom alization ofthe non-interacting lim i,
which is the origih of the renom alized band picture 2,5,
39]. This follow s sin ply by em ploying the leading low -!
expansion of the selfenergy (!) R,5], viz
N
Z

() (2.9)

from equation @5), with 2 = I @ ®(1)=@!),;-o] '
the quasiparticke weight (and wih I(!) neglected on the
grounds that it vanishes in the gap). The lkading low !

behaviouroftheG (!) then ollow s (from equations (2 2))
as:
G°(l) g(;zv?) @ 10a)
i)y zg(;zv?) 2 10b)

Equations 2.10) embody the quasiparticlke behaviour
of the PAM , akin to the localFem i liquid quasiparticle
form forthe In purity G reen function ofthe A nderson in —
purity model @AM ) R].W hilkewellknown per se 2], they
have an in portant im plication for the scaling behaviour
of the singleparticle spectra D (! ) in the strong cou-
pling/K ondo lattice regim e of largeU , where the quasi-
particle weight Z becom es exponentially an all B] (@s con—
sidered In x 5).T he renom alized indirect band-gap 4

9@V?) isgiven from equation (2.7) asZ ! Oby 4
ZV?=t ,and thespectraD (!) Pllow from equations (2.10,
28, 2.6). Their scaling behaviour in strong coupling ©1-

lows by considering nite ! %= != g In the form al Iim it
g/ Z ! 0;and the resulant asym ptotic behaviour of
theD (!) isgiven by
1
c 2 1 =2
tD°() — 1 — (211a)
!(E
1
v: oo 4 1 7
2 t_D (1) T@ 1 e (211b)

Equations (2.11) show thatbotht D € (! ) and Vt—zD £y

@nd not therefore t D ¥ (1)) exhibit oneparam eter uni-
versalscaling in tem sof ! = 1= 4, with no explicit de-
pendence on the barem aterial param eters U=t and V=t

(W hich behaviour isnaturally not speci ctotheBL).This
sin ple argum ent does not of course determ ine either the
dependence of 4 on the bare param eters, or m ore in —
portantly the ! %~ range in which equations .10, 2.11)
hold: for these a Yeal theory is required. But the ob-
servation is inportant in that it suggests the D (!) o
strong coupling should m ore generally exhbit such scal-
ing, and provides explicitly the lim ting behaviourthat, as



4 V ictoria E . Sm ith et al.: K ondo Insulators: a localm om ent approach

3 %9= 9 ¥ g ! 0, must of necessity be recovered by any
m icroscopic theory; which touchstone w illbe com pared to
the LM A results In section 52 .

3 LocalM om ent Approach (LM A)

T he usualroute to singleparticle dynam ics is via the con—
ventional single selfenergy (! ).But a determ ination of
G (!') In this way is neither m andatory nor a priori de—
sirable: in practice, theoretical approaches of this ik are
liable to su er from being essentially perturbative in the
Interaction U (even if self-consistent), thus preventing ac—
cess to the strongly correlated regin e of prin ary Interest.
The LM A thus avoids such an approach com pltely and,
as for the pure in purity m odels considered hitherto R5{
33], has three essential elem ents. (i) Localm om ents ('),
regarded as the st e ect of interactions, are Introduced
explicitly and selfconsistently from the outset: the start—
ing point is thus static mean- eld M F, ie. unrestricted
HartreeFock). This contains two degenerate, local sym —
metry broken M F states, denoted by = A or B and
corresponding respectively to localm oments = + j jor

j 3. Severely lim ited by iself, simple M F nonetheless
provides a starting point for a non-perturbative m any—
body approach. (ii) ThelLM A achievesthisby em ploying a
tw o—selfenergy description that follow snaturally from the
underlying tw o localsaddle points; introducing non-trivial
dynam ics into the tw o selfenergiesvia their functionalde—
pendence on the broken symm etry M F propagators. (iii)
The nal, key idea behind the LM A is that of sym m etry
restoration : selfconsistent restoration of the broken sym —
m etry inherent at pure M F level, and recovery of Fem i
Tiquid/quasiparticle behaviour, as discussed below .

A s for the param agnetic phase of the Hubbard m odel

In in nied M0], the essence ofthe approach to the PAM ,
whether at M F level or beyond, is statistical: any given
site is with equal probability of =A ( = jJj orB
(= Jj 9 type. First consider brie y pure M F, where
the Interaction selfenergies are purely static Fock (bub-—
bl diagram /) contrbutions; given explicitly by ~) =

sU33= ) for
M F propagators are denoted by g
the total G reen functions by

= A orB sites. T he corresponding
(! ( = cord,and

1X
g =< g () 31)
2
Theg (!)aregiven fortheBL by (see equations 22))
V2 1 '
c _ + c
9 ()= ! ﬁ thg (') 3 2a)
g ()= "+ x _ovr (3 2b)
22 ()

wherex = %U Jj Fand where (seeequation (2.3)) theFeen—
berg selfenergy S; (!) = %ngc(! ) sihce precisely halfthe

(Zc! 1 ) nearest neighboursto any given site areof =

A (orB) type.Theg, (!) Pllow analogously and satisfy
gy ()=gg () (M=#-=pihh symm etry’); while particle-
hole symmetry isre ected n g (!) = g ( !')and
hence (via equation 3.1)) g () = g( !).And at
pure M F lvel the localmom ent j j is determm ined self-

consistently from the usualM F condition jj= J &)j
w ih j jgiven by
Z 0
3 9= ar gr. () d,en 33)
1
@ndd ()= 'sgn()mg  (!)).

M F resuls will be discussed in x4, and their serious
de ciencieshighlighted.W e considernow the generalcase,
the algebraic structure of which is form ally equivalent to
thatat M F level. The fullG (!) are expressed as

1X
G ()= = G () 34)
2
where (see equations 22, 2.3))
2 1 1
G ()= ! v “€Gce() (35a)
1t ~ o)y 4
V2 !
cf (1y= 17 ~oo - 3.5b
¢ O T eeey O

and the Feenberg selfenergy S; (1) = %@GC(! ) for the
sam e reason given above. In contrast to static M F level
how ever, the selfenergies

2 (M)="8 () 3.6)
are now dynam ical. They m ay be separated conveniently
as T ()= U J3+ a () Into @) the purely static
Fock contrbution U jJ (that alone is retained at pure
MF level); together with (o) the dynam ical contribution

a (1) a [fg. g] that is a functional of the M F

propagators, and a suitable, naturally approxin ate choice
for which ®32) determ ines the extent to which the key
physics of the problem is captured in practice. The full
G (!) likew ise satisfy "=#-spin symm etry

G, (1)y=G; () (3.7a)
(from equations (34, 3.6)); as well as particle-hole sym —
m etry

G ()= G () (3.70)
(re ecting ~ (!)= ~ ( ') forthesymm etricPAM
considered) . A s for the A s considered previously R5{
33], the two—selfenergy description inherent to the LM A
is explicit in equations (3.4, 3.5). The resultant ¢ and
- electron G reen functions are, as they must be in the
absence of an applied m agnetic eld, rotationally invari-
ant:Equation (34) is correctly - independent, as follow s
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from equation (3.7a).The requisite particlke-hole symm e-
try G () = G ( !) is lkew ise satis ed, usihg equa—
tions (34, 3.7b).

Before proceeding note that, using equation (3.7a),
eplation 34) rtheG (!)may bewritten asG (!) =
% G (!), hvolvingnow a spin sum that (fom equa-
tion (3.7a)) is independentof = A orB Which obviously
holds also rthe M F Eqg. (3.1)). This is entirely equiva—
lent to equation (34).W e choose to work w ith this form
and, since the - label is redundant, drop i from now on
(ushg = A inplicitly). T he basic underlying equations
on which we subsequently focus are thus

1X
G ()= = G (1) (3.8a)
2
w ih
. V2 1 !
Ge(l)y= ! “Ece() (3.8b)
b ~o) 4
V2 '
cE(y= 1+ ~ () ———M— 38
*) O TEGe ) B8c)
and the felectron selfenergies separated as
~o(h)= EUjj+ () 3.9)
with jj J ®)jgiven by equation (3.3).
3.1 (!) and Symm etry Restoration

T he conventionalsingle selfenergy (! ) m ay ifdesired be
obtained as a direct byproduct of the two-selfenergy de—
scription inherent to the LM A (@lthough the converse does
not ofcoursehold). (!) isde ned by equation (2 4b) or
GT (1), direct com parison of which to its two-selfenergy
counterpart equations (3.8a, 3.8c) yields

E(™w () ~p(NF

= 2w+ o+ —2 T
G () () + ()
(3.10)
whereG (1)= [Gf()) '+ ()] ! isthe so-called host/

m ediuim felectron propagator 41].T his relation isgeneral
(ie.not speci c to the BL), but for the particular case of
the BL G (!) is given explicitly by

1 V2
G t(y=1" - 341)
128G
(using equation (2.4b)).Notice also that (!) can equiv—

alently be de ned by equation (2.4a) for G °(!): direct
com parison of which to is two-selfenergy counterpart
equations (3.8a, 3.8b) again yields equation (3.10), as it
must.G venthef ™ (! )gandhence (from equations (3.8a,

38b)) G°(!), equation (3.10) enables
m ned.

The nal, In portant notion underlying the LM A is
sym m etry restoration (SR) 25{33]:selfconsistent restora—
tion of the broken symm etry endem ic at pure M F level,
and correct recovery of the low —! quasiparticle behaviour
equations (2.10) that re ects adiabatic continuiy to the
non-interacting lim it. A s for the A M s considered hith-
erto R5{33], whether symm etric or asymm etric, this is
embodied In the SR condition “« (! = 0) = (! = 0)
at the Fem i level; and hence ~ (! = 0) = 0 (for ei-
ther ) for the present particle-hole symm etric problem
(T M)y="7 ( 1)), e

(') to be deter-

Tl =0)= W (! =0) %Ujj= 0 : (3.12)
If SR equation (3.12) is satis ed, then the lreading ! ! 0
behaviour of the ~ (!) follows from particlke-hole sym —
metry as Re~ (1) )R () = @' 1!, where
Z =L @F®()=R!) -] " isthusde ned and is in-
dependent of . (The ~I(!) 1 (1) may be neglected
Inside a hard gap or, if the gap is soft, because they van—
ish su ciently rapidl as! ! 0;which behaviour is guar-
anteed from the diagram s for ('), x32 ) Using this
asym ptotic behaviour n the basic two-selfenergy equa—
tion 3.8) ortheG (!) show sthat the quasiparticle form
equation (2.10) is correctly recovered, w ith quasiparti-
ceweight zZ = I @ R(1)=@!)_0]"? 7 ; ie. the
leading low-! behaviour of “® (I) and ® (!) coincide,
~Ry= Ry = @' 1)! (@asmay also be veri-
ed directly from equation (3.10)).And we add that the
persistence of the Insulating gap w ith increasing interac—
tion U , in plied by the quasiparticle form equations (2.10)
wih Z > 0, is readily shown to be guaranteed only if SR
equation (3.12) is satis ed. Finally, we note that the SR
condition "« (! = 0)= T4 (! = 0) can be shown to apply
generically to the param agnetic phase of the asym m etric
PAM , which is In generalm etallic. In this case, as for the
asymmetric A discussed in [30], satisfaction of SR en—
suresthat I(!)/ !'? as! ! 0 and hence the recovery
ofm etallic Fermm i liquid behaviour as required by continu—
iy to the non-interacting lim it. Equation (312) isthusa
particular case of the general SR condition, applicable to
the particlke-hole symm etric PAM where the ground state
is mnsulating.A s forthe AIM is in position | as a singlke
condition atthe Fem ilevel ! = 0 | underlies the LM A,
am ounting In practice to a selfconsistent determ ination
ofthe localm om ent j j (that supplants the pure M F con—
dition jj= J K)j see equation (3.3)); and, most In —
portantly, generating the low -energy spin— ip/K ondo scale
that is sym ptom atic of the K ondo insulators and detailed
In section 5.

32 Selfenergis
T he above discussion is general, and to proceed in prac—

tice requires speci cation ofthe dynam ical (')'s (equa-—
tion (3.9)).The speci ¢ class of diagram s retained here is
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(@ i i i i i i
o \ + (:. + 0 + .
Y

(b)

(o)

i i ltT |
(M) gl = W+ ey e

Fig. 1. (@) Class of diagram s for the felectron selfenergies
(!) here retained in practice. T he interaction U is denoted

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

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

ble Iine. (o) Equivalent recasting (including incom ing/outgoing

propagators) to illistrate the spin— I scattering involved. (c)

Particle-hole ladder sum in the transverse spin channel; for
* (1), spins are reversed.

naturally m otivated on physical grounds. They em body
selfconsistent, dynam ical coupling of single-particle exci-
tations to low-energy transverse spin uctuations on all
sites, that is essential In particular to capture the strong
coupling K ondo lattice regin e. T he diagram s are shown
In Figure 1, single lines denoting the M F felectron prop-—
agators for site i, and wavy lines the local interaction U ;
the double line propagator denotes the broken sym m etry
host/m edium felectron propagatorG (! ) speci ed below
(see also [0]). T he diagram sm ay be regrouped as shown
in Figure 1, which translates to:

Z

d!y

— G (!

|
L 21 h)

(t1)  B13)

In physical temm s these diagram s describe dynam ical,
correlated soin— I scattering processes: in which having,
say, added a -spin electron to a -spdn occupied flevel
on site i, the -soin hops o the flevel and thus gen-
erates an on-site soin— I (re ected In the transverse soin
polarization propagator (!)); the -spdn electron
then propagates through the lattice/host in a correlated
fashion, Interacting fully with felectrons on sites j 6 i
(re ected In the host/medium G (!)); before retuming
to site i at a Jater tin e whhereupon the originally added -
Soin isrem oved (W hich process sin ultaneously restoresthe
soin— I on site i). The renom alized felectron m edium
propagator G, which embodies correlated propagation

of the —spin electron through the lattice, is given ex—
plicitly for the BL by (cf. equation (3.11))

G ()= 17 (3.14)

V2
PRI

22Ge(!)

Tts diagram m atic expansion in tem s of M F propagators
and dynam ical selfenergy insertions ('), and hence
the In nie set of diagram s im plicitly summed In equa-—
tion (313) for (!), is readily shown to have precissly
the sam e topology as is counterpart for the Hubbard
m odelem ployed previously In 40].W e thus referthe reader
to (0] (section 3.1 therein) for detailed discussion of the
diagram m atics, here em phasizing jist tw o points. (i) R enor—
m alization of (') In tem s of the m edium propagator
G (1), ratherthanG® iself, isembodied in the fact [40]
that G , contains dynam ic selfenergy insertions on any
site j excluding the original site i (as in plicit In the static
M F Interaction on site i appearing In equation (3.14)).
T his acoounts in e ect for the hard core boson nature of
the on-site spin— ip, which would be violated if renom al-
ization In term sofG®  wasem plyed (itself necessitating
Inclusion of additional classes of cancelling diagram s) . (ii)
M ost in portantly we em phasize the strongly renom al-
ized, and hence self-consistent, nature of the diagram s re—
tained in (!).This is re ected directly in the fact that
G (!) (equation (3.14)) depends upon G°(!) (ia the
® ective hybridization’ . ()= VZ[* 2£G°(1)] 1),
w hich is to be selfconsistently determm ined via solution of
equations (3.8).

T he transverse soin polarization propagator entering
equation (3.13) for (!) is given at the sim plst level,
shown explicitly n Figure 1, by an RPA -lke particlke-hole
ladder sum in the transverse spin channel; viz
0 1

(=" ()1 U ") (3.15)
w here the bare particle-hol bubble is itself expressed in
term s of the broken symmetry M F felectron propaga—
tors fg©g. O ur subsequent discussion refers explicitly to
(!') described at this level; iIn x5 a further renom al-
ization is also considered, wherein ° (') and hence
(!) are expressed In term s ofthe fllly selfconsistent
host/m edium propagators £fG g (ie.w ith all propagators
In Figure 1 renom alized in tem s ofthe doubl line G ’s).
W hichever kvel is em ployed, the ° and hence
are readily shown to be related by (')= (1)
whenceonly onesuch,say ' (!), need be considered ex—
plicitly.U sing this, and the H ibert transform or * (!),
equation (3.13) reduces to the Pollow ing form convenient
for later analysis x5.1)
21 d', .\

— Im ()L UG (P + 1)

+ (G (it D] Ba6)

wWih () = w( 1)); where (%) is the unit step
finction and G = G + G is separated into the one-
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sided H ibert transfom s

o D (') (1)
1 ! 10

wihD (!)=
tral density. Note also that (') depends explicitly on
U (via the interaction vertices), as well as in plicitly on
X = %U j jvia the dependence of the M F propagators
thereon (equations (3.1,32)).In particular, the sym m etry
restoration condition equation (3.12) has the functional
form

1
EUj ®)J 3.18)

(=

exploited below .

3.3 Practice

W enow draw togetherthe preceeding discussion and spec—
ify what we nd to be an e cient practical algorithm to
solve the LM A-DM FT equations. T his consists of the o}
low Ing basic steps:

(d) Startup’. For any given x = %U jJ equations (3.1,

32) rst solved to give the M F propagators g (!)
( 3 g (!) with g () g () and =cori.
From this the polarization propagators (') ollow

(equation (315));and with G(!') ¥ g°(!), the initial £
electron m edium propagatorG (! ) follow son com paring
equations 314,32b)asG (1)’ g° (!).The startup

(') = (! ;U ;x) ollow sdirectly from equation (3.13).
(il) T he sym m etry restoration condition ¥ (! = 0;U;x) =
2U 3 (x)3 is then solved orU given x = U j J (or vice-
versa which, while entirely equivalent, is less e cient in
practice); the localm om ent j jfollow s in m ediately.

(i) W ith the resultant ~ (!)= U J3+ (1) equa-
tion (3.9)), equations (3.8a, 3.8b) are then solved directly
rée () wihGt (1) dlow ng in consequence from equa—
tions (3.8a, 3.8¢)).

(i) The resultant G°(!) is then used In equation (3.14)
to cbtain a new G (! ); and hence via equation (3.13)
a new (!').Now retum to step (i) 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 . It iseasily generalized to the case (x5) where the

* ’sare renom alized in term s ofthe £G g;aswellasto
encom pass the hypercubic lattice, section 52 (or indeed an
arbirary latticeDO S ( (! ) (seex2) thatm ay be em ployed
iIn m aterdals m odelling applications of DM FT).

Results from pure M F (step (i) alone, with j jdeter
mined from jj= j x)J) willbe discussed In x4.W e shall
also discuss separately (x5.1) 1-loop’ resultsobtained from
a single iterative loop ofthe above schem e (steps ()—(iii)) :
this has the advantage ofbeing analytically tractable, and
containsm uch of the key behaviour found in the full ter—
ative solution 52).

lsgn (1) G (!) the corresponding spec— In 0

Before proceeding we m ention the issue of stabiliy
that is In portant for the PAM , as for the A s R5{33]
wihi the LM A : the fact that Re * (! = 0) > 0 of
necessity (as follow s directly from its H ibert transfom ).
For this to be satis ed, using equation (3.15) (@nd that
*(0=0=0),0<URe” * (=0 1lisre
quired. An explicit expression orRe® * (0) is however
readily obtained (see eg. R5,30]), viz

(3.19)

wih j x)jgiven by equation 3.3) @nd x = %U j9J.For
stability, Jj J &)jisthusrequired.T hebroken symm e~
try pure M F solutions, for which j j= j x)jdetem ines
the localm om ent, are thus properly stable @lways, which
we note would not be the case if restricted H artree¥ock,
w ih j j= 0 enforced a priori, wasem ployed).But they lie
on the Stability border’, with URe®? * (! = 0)= 1.The
latter In tum in plies, from equation (3.15),that the trans-
verse spin propagator * (!) containsa polk at ! = 0;
re ecting physically the fact that the pure M F state is,
locally, a degenerate doublkt. T he latter behaviour is cor-
rect for a localm om ent phase, which for the PAM m eans
the zero-hybridization lim it where the felectrons decou—
plk from the conduction band @Which lm it we add the
LM A recovers exactly). It is not however correct for the
K ondo insulating state that is adiabatically connected to
the non-interacting (singlet) lin i: here by contrast the
characteristic energy scale for the local spin— Ips is non—
zero, and on the order ofthe K ondo scale that typi esthe
K ondo insulators.

The above behaviour is however entirely speci ¢ to
the pure M F lkvel of selfoonsistency, ie. arises only if
j jis determ ined by j j= j &)J. And the central point
is that within the LM A the localm om ent is determ ined
from the symm etry restoration condition equation (3.18)
(step (i) above In which j j> J X)jisalways found). In
consequence ITn - ' (!) containsnot an ! = 0 spin-
pol, but rather a resonance centred on a non-zero fre—
quency ! . This is the low -energy scale characteristic of
the K ondo lattice, its origin within the LM A thus stem —
m ing from selfconsistent In position of sym m etry restora—
tion; and its physical signi cance being that it sets the
tin escale h=!, for restoration of the locally broken
sym m etry/degeneracy inherent at pureM F level. W e add
m oreoverthat orvV € 0 symm etry restoration is found to
be satis ed forallU 0.Itsbreakdown at nie U would
signal an underlying quantum phase transition (such as
arises in the pseudogap in purity m odel, see eg. B1{33]);
w hich, In concurrence w ith generalbelief, does not there—
fore arise for the param agnetic phase of the PAM w ithin
DMFT.

4 M ean— ed
Our discussion of pure M F is brief: i is findam entally

awed, lacking even an nsulating gap beyond an all inter—
action strengths, as illustrated below . Understanding its
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de ciencies is how ever In portant, for i ulin ately under—
pinsa successfiildescription ofthe K ondo insulating state.
M oreover as dem onstrated In x5, the prin ary de ciencies
ofpureM F arise on energy scales on the order ofthe insu—
lating gap orm ultiples thereof. Such scalesare naturally of
param ount in portance, but are nonetheless sn all | ex—
ponentially so in the strong coupling K ondo lattice regin e

com pared to bare (hon-universal) scales on the order
0ofU ,t orV .Thissuggeststhat M F m ight provide an es—
sentially sound description of dynam ics on non-universal
energy scales; an issue considered In x5.

Figure 2 shows the U=t dependence ofthe MF mo—
ment or v3=? = 02, detem fned as n x3 from jj=
X)) &= %U j 9 and denoted by j ¢J. The localm o—
ment rst becomes non—zero for U=t ’ 141, increasing
rapidly thereafter with U=t such that orU=t & 2 orso
the m om ent is well form ed and close to saturation. Such
behaviour sets In at even lower U=t w ith decreasing hy-
bridization V 2=, re ecting the atom ic lin it hcipient as
V ! 0 where the flevels decouple from the band.

Tistrative spectral evolution with U is given in Fig—
ures 2 (0)—(d), where the flevel spectrum t df (! ) vs. ! =t
isshown orx = U j o= 0;0:9 U=t ’ 2d)and2 U=t ’
4 2).The characteristics of the non-interacting hybridiza—
tion gap insulator Figure 2 o)) are rapidly lost with in—
creasing U : M F produces an nsulatorm etal transition
occurring at U=t ' 148 just after localm om ents form
(and arising generally at x = 2V 2=t as ollow s from equa-—
tions (3.1,32a) attheFem ilvel! = 0).W ih increasing
U=t , Figure 2 (c, d), Hubbard satellites at j! j’ % form
in the felectron spectra, rapidly acquiring dom inant spec—
tralweight at the expense of intensity on the band’ scales
3. t; the converse occurring for the M F celectron
soectrum d°(!) (ot shown) where spectral intensity on
the band scales increases w ith U=t .

T he sin plenature oftheM F spectra in strong coupling
U  2v2=t) isin fact seen directly from equations (3.1,
32).Forx = 2Ujoj % Vi<t,andriji %,
equations (3.1, 32a) yield

1
ey 1t %tzgcm g () @1)
wih go (!) the V = 0 conduction band G reen finction,
x 2); ie.V and U drop out, producing a conduction band
da (')’ o(!) characteristic of the decoupled V = 0 lin it
(@ sam Fellipse for the BL considered explicitly). In prac—
tice this behaviour is well attained for x & 2 or so, and
in consequence the felctron g (!) llows from equa-
ton 32b)asg’ (1)’ !*+ L V2g () .The re
sulttant df (! ), while dom inated by the satellites at ' j’
% , nonetheless contains a low -Intensity continuum on the
band scales ! j< t , given explicitly by:

&) A () 42)
H U2 o (.

This isevident In F igure 2; it w ill also prove in portant in

determ ning (x5.1) the V -dependence of the K ondo scale

wihin the LM A .

T he ‘nsulatorm etaltransition’ is of course entirely an
artifact of M F', and the resultant hetal not a Fem 1 lig-
uid: the pure M F singk selfenergy ur (1)= Fp (1)
isgn(!) 55 (1) is obtained from the generalresul equa-
tion (3.10) using ~ x; is given by

X2

mr (1) = 4.3)

v
. 1+ %tzgc“)

Which we note is not purely static), and is such that

1\fIF(! = 0) 6 0 at the Fermi kevel ifd°( = 0) /
Tng®(! = 0) isnon—zero | thusviclating Fem i liquid be-
haviour.But the perversity ofM F iIn predicting a m etallic
state for the symm etric PAM which describes the K ondo
insulator, does not survive the lnclision of correlated elec—
tron dynam ics in the selfenergies ~ (! ).Towhich wenow
tum.

5 Resuks

W e begin with a brief overview of spectral evolution on
all energy scales, and from weak to strong coupling in—
teraction strengths, before tuming 5.1 ) to the central
behaviour at low -energies, and in the strongly correlated
regin e.

Wih t = 1 as the unit of energy, and V2 = 02,
Figure 3 shows representative c— and felectron spectra
obtained from the LMA:forx= U jj= 1and 3 (corre-
soonding respectively to U = 22 and 6:1).C orresponding
results at pure M F level are shown for com parison. T he
x = 1 exam pl is transitional between weak and strong
coupling behaviour. H ere the K ondo insulating gap, which
the LM A preserves correctly forallU , is discemible (jast)
on the scales shown; and Hubbard satellites, apparent in
bothD £ (1) and D ©(!), are jist breaking away’ from the
main band. The x = 3 exam pl by contrast is typical of
strong coupling behaviour (which in practice is reached by
x ' 2):the gap is exponentially amall 5.1, 52) and as
such not resolved on the scales shown; and the satellites
are well form ed, dom inating the net spectral intensity in
D f () (asisphysically obvious) and giving an everdin in—
ishing contribution to D ¢ (! ).

Com parison to the M F spectra is revealing, particu—
larly for the strong coupling example x = 3 F igure 3 ©)).
T he H ubbard satellites are, unsurprisingly, broadened and
shifted slightly from their M F counterparts. H ow ever for
the celectron spectrum it is clear that on the band scales
Fi< t, and excepting the (@ll in portant) low -energy
gap region, the LM A and M F spectra are nigh on coinci-
dent; supporting the notion that M F iselfprovides a rea—
sonable description of the conduction band on bare/non—
universal energy scales. W e em phasize that this applies
only to D ¢ (! ) and not to the felectron spectra: here, as
seen directly from Figure 3, the M F spectra are de cient
throughout the band, re ecting the dom inance of corre—
lated electron dynam ics for the flevels, that are sin ply
absent N M F.

The LM A results shown In Figure 3 refer to the fully
selfconsistent level described In x3.3. W e add however
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Fig. 2. Iustrative m ean— eld resuls orvi=tf = 02. @ MF Iocalmoment jojvs.U=t .M F felectron spectm,tdf (') vs.
=t for b) x= %Ujoj= 0; ) x= 09 U=t " 21); d)x=2 U=t " 42).
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F ig.4.A lkscales com parison of LM A spectra at di erent levels
ofdescription, forx = %U JJ=3 U = 6:1)withV 2= 02.Top
panel, celectron spectrum ; bottom , felectron spectrum . Solid
line: selfconsistent LM A (LM A T/, see text, x52).D ashed line:
w ith further renomm alization of propagators as described
In text (LM A IT').D otted line: 1-loop LM A resuls. For the
felectron spectra, the three are barely distinguishable on the
scales shown.

that on the full energy regim e shown these di er insigni -
cantly from the LM A resultsobtained eitherat the sin pler
1-doop kvel (x3.3), or with the transverse spin polariza—
tion propagators further renom alized In tem s of
the host/m edium propagators £G g; as illustrated in F ig-
ure 4 orx = 3 (U = 6:).The di erences between these
di erent levels arise of course on the low -energy gap scale,
aspursued in the follow ing sections.

The comm ents above refer to intermm ediate to strong
coupling behaviour, with a natural em phasis on the lat-
ter. But what of weak coupling? Here, as for the AIM s
considered hitherto 25,30,31], the LM A is readily shown
to be perturbatively exact to/incliding second order in
the Interaction U .F igure 5 dem onstrates the point, show —
NgILMA resuts rDf (1) withv2= 02andU = 1 and
025, com pared to those from sin ple second order pertur—
bation theory n U (SOPT):wih decreasing U the LM A
spectrum clearly reduces to that from SOP T, and for the
IowerU shown the two are essentially indistinguishable on
all energy scales.

W e tum now to the central issues: low -energy dynam —
ics on the scale of the K ondo insulating gap, particularly
In the strong coupling regin €; and, m ost in portantly, uni-
versal spectral scaling In term s of the gap itself.

5.1 1-Loop IM A

W e begih by discussing the LM A at 1-loop lvel, viz a
sihgle iterative loop (steps (I)—(iii)) of the general schem e
discussed in x3.3.Results from the full terative solutions
w ill be considered in x5 2; but the sim pler 1-loop level is
itself im portant because it o ers an analyticalhandl on,
and insight into, the problem .
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Fig. 3. LM A spectra, allkscales overview . Top panels: conduction electron spectra; bottom panels: felectron spectra. (@) For

x=2Ujj=1@U = 22), b) Forx= 3 U = 61);with V?
shown for com parison (dashed lines).

wit,

02 in either case. Corresponding results at pure M F level are

1.6
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Fig. 6. 1-Loop LM A results for scaling behaviour of felectron spectrum . Inset: 2 Vt—zD (1) on an Ybsolute’ scale vs. ! =t ,

(solid line), sam e resuls shown vs.

for U=t = 61 (solid line) and 8: (dotted line). M ain gure: collapse to scaling form
!t=(ZV2) !'= 4.The scaling spectrum for the A nderson im purity m odel (see text) is also shown in them ain gure (dashed
line) .

T he inset to F igure 6 show s the low -energy behaviour
ofthe 1-loop felctron spectrum vs.! ( !=t), ie.on an
Ybsolute! scale; orv? = 02 and two di erent interaction
strengths, U = 61 (x= zU 3= 3) and U = 8: (x = 4).
The spectra are quite distinct and clearly dependent on
the bare m aterial param eters, with the gap narrow ing
strongly underthem odest Increase In U .Them ain part of
Figure 6 by contrast shows2 V2D T (1) vs. ! %= =gV ?]
where Z L @%()=R!')-o] ! ®32) isthequasipar-

ticle weight. T he point is obvious: the spectra collapse to
a comm on form ; which universal scaling is Indeed seen to
be in term s of the gap scale 4 7V 2, as required from

the quasiparticle form discussed in x2 that em bodies per—
turbative continuiy to the non-interacting lim it (and full
com parison to which isgiven in x52, see Figure 9 below ).
T he scaling spectrum V2D £ (!) is entirely independent of
the two bare param eters U and V , which enter sokly via
the dependence of the gap scale thereon; and we em pha—
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Fig.5.W eak coupling LM A felectron spectra (solid lines), for
U = 1 and 025 (with v?= 02). Corresponding resuls from

second order perturbation theory in U (SOPT, dashed lines)
are also shown; for the owerU they are indistinguishable from

the LM A .

size that this applies to V2D £ (!') and not therefre to
DE(U)L tDE ()] (le. ifthe calculations of F igure 6 are
repeated for di erent V2, D f (1) vs. ! 0 is not itself uni
versalbut V2D f is). Before proceeding we add that, as
for the pure In purity m odels considered hitherto R5{33],
the am all spectral ‘dip’ at 3! °J’ 25 isentirely an artifact
of the speci ¢ RPA -like form for the (') employed
here; it can be elim inated R6]but we are content to live
w ith it in the follow ing.

The rst obvious question is how the quasiparticle
weight, and hence 4= 2V 2, depends upon the bare pa-
ram eters in the strong coupling regin e of interest. This
can be determ ined analytically as now outlined, focus-
ing on equation (3.16) or & (!).At the 1-Joop levelthe
m ediim propagator Gy in equation (3.16) reduces to the
M F propagator g#f as explained In section 3.3, step ().
But in strong coupling theggpectralweight of Im * (!)
iscon nedto ! > 0,with  @d!=)Im *© (/)= 1;be-
haviour that re ects physically the strong coupling satu—
ration ofthe ocalmoment (jj! 1).Asdiscussed In x3.3
the resonancein In +*  (!) is by de nition of ! , ) cen—
tred on the low -energy spin— p scale !, ; and on scales of
thjsordergi (!) isslow Iy varying, whence equation (3.16)

or R (1) reduces asym ptotically to
F() URegy (14 ln) (5.1)
ButReg® (!) isgiven by the one-sided H ibert transfom

(equation (3.17));whichas! ! 0 isdom inated by the log
singularity arising because (x4) theM F spectrum df (!) in
strong coupling is itself non-vanishing at the Fem i level

! = 0.This! ! 0behaviour is captured by
Z 0
f l
Reg; (1) 4O  d P ——
t - -1
=dOn — 52)
33

where a high energy cuto of order t is employed (its
precise value being imm aterial, the in portant point be-
Ing that the prefactor to the log divergence is precisely

dﬁ 0)). But :n strong coupling df (! = 0) is given from

equation (4 2); using which equations (5.1, 52) yield the
desired low —frequency behaviour

F+Ind

Ry 4¢ 0 In 53)

wWih (@)= 2=(t ) for the BL, although we add that
equation (5.3) holds for an arbitrary underlying lattice).
From this the quasiparticlke weight

Z=10 @ B()=R!)-0] ! Plowsdirectly, being gien
Pr!i,=v? ,0)! 0by
— = =V? 40z 54
8 > 0 Q) (54a)
V2
= t—z g (5 4b)

w ith the latter explicitly for the BL.

The gap and spin—- ip scales are thus equivalent. And
theirm utualdependence on bare m aterial param eters fol-
low s from symm etry restoration (x3.3, step (ii)), viz from
equation (3.12) In strong coupling (where jj! 1) via

R =0 = %U ; which, com bined w ith equation (5.3)
gives the desired result

U
! t P S—— 5.5
m g exp gV 2 5 0) (5 .5a)
Ut
=texp —— (5.5b)
16v2

showing that 4= ZV?=t is indeed exponentially sm all
In strong coupling.

Once symm etry has been restored as above, the self-
energies ¥ (!') (equation (3.9)) Por all ! ollow Inme-
diately. The nal step In the l-loop analysis (step (iii),
x3.3) isto take the resultant ~ (!) and use them in equa—
tions (3.8a, 3.8b) to solve selfconsistently orG© (! ). This
In tum determ inesdirectly thee ective felectron hybridiza—
tion . (1)=vap*t s(@)1t  vEpT o 2gee()) !t
BL); in tem s of which G® (!) and hence D £ (!) ©low
w ithout fiirther ado from equations (3.8a, 3.8c), viz

1X
2

[!+ ~

GE(l)= et 5.6)

The 1-doop results shown in Figure 6 have of course been
obtained In thisway,
T here ishow evera sin pler, certainly crude but nonethe-

Jess revealing approxin ation thatm ay be em ployed at this

nal (step (iii)) stage to determ ne G £ (! ):nam ely to re—
place the G °-dependence of (!) G °lby (1)’

g °] in tem s of the M F propagator (as used also In
the Startup’ step () ®3.3), there kadingto G’ g

n (')). W ith this, the resultant (!) = r (1)
isgn (') 1(!') reduces in strong coupling, using Eq. 4.1),
to (1) Vig()withg (!)E Regp(!) dsgn(!) o(!))
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the V = 0 conduction elctron propagator (@ resul read—

ily shown to hold for a general lattice). In the strong

coupling regine where 4 / Z ! 0, the ! dependence

of gp (! ) is m oreover irrelevant, occurring as it does on

non-universal scales on the order of t ; whence (!)
isgn (') V2 ( (0) and equation (5.6) becom es

X h i,

G () 3 T (W +dson () o 6.7)

where o= V2 ().
Equation (5.7) issin ply the Jocalin purity G reen func—
tion for a metallic Anderson im purity m odel wih hy-

bridization strength o= V2 ((0) 2V?=t BL).The
resultant in purity scaling spectrum 0D mp (1) isalso
com pared to the 1doop oD ¥ (!) n Figure 6. The AIM
soectrum is of course m etallic W ith Dmp! =0=1

as required by the Friedel sum rule R]), in contrast to
the gapped PAM case; but beyond the gap the spectral
tails of the two rapidly coincide. T his is natural, for the
nature of the 1-loop calculation is clear: the 1-loop self-
energies ~ (!) are them seles those of the underlying
A M .And sihce the associated low -energy scale is deter—
m ined from symm etry restoration via ~R (! = 0) = 0,
the low-energy gap scale is sin ply the Kondo scale for
the AIM iself; as seen directly from equation (5.5) ex—
pressed as 4=t exp( U=8 j), recovering the exact
exponent forthe symmetricAM™ R].Thegap in the PAM
goectrum (W hich is strictly soft at 1-loop level, abeit not
visbly so in Figure 6) arises from selfconsistent solution
of equations (3.8a—c) or G¢(!) and hence GT (1), given
thee ective AIM ~ (!).In that sense the 1-Joop levelis
akin to an average t-m atrix approxin ation R0], but for-
m ulated w ithin the tw o-selfenergy description inherent to
the LM A and w ih sym m etry restoration ensuring Femm i
liquid behaviour (in the general sense of adiabatic conti-
nuiy to the non-interacting lim it).

D espite the relative sin plicity ofthe 1-loop LM A, the
relation of the A im plicit therein is both natural and
substantially correct: NRG calculations for exam ple [B]
(see Figure 1 therein) indeed show , beyond the gap scale,
a close sin ilarity between the PAM D f (!) and the AIM
Soectra. M oreover since the spectral tails’ of the 1-Jdoop
PAM and AIM are common Figure 6), recent LM A re—
sults for the latter R6]m ay be used directly to Infer their
analytical form ©rv 2D £ (1) at 1-oop level; speci cally

(V)? oD (1) 1 !
° 2 = )n@E33r+ 1
5
. 5.8)
(4= ) (1% + 25
where 4 = =l (and which form isknown [R6]to agree

quantitatively for #j& 5 with NRG results 32] for the
A itself). These slow logarithm ic tails persist in the
V2D f (1) scaling spectrum beyond 1-Ioop evel 5 .2) and,
as forthe A [6,29], are ultin ately responsble for the

high’ tem perature logarithm icbehaviouroftransport prop—

erties such as the resistivity.

O e
O B
O
s 4l o .,AQ@% |
TE @ %A%
= . [
= Rp. A
sl ° ]
(o] .
o
_ | | | |
103 4 5 6 7 8
Tt,/(16V?)

Fig.7.D ependence on bare param eters of the low -energy scale
"o ¢ = ZV?=t ,arishg from the LM A at 1-bop (circles),
LM A I (squares) and LM A II (trdanglks).

In physical term s the lim itations of 1-loop level are
nonetheless self evident; it m isses the dynam ical inter—
site correlations embodied (as discussed in x 32) in the
functionaldependence ofthe selfenergies (!) upon the
renom alized felectron m edium propagators £fG g Wwhich
at 1-loop lvel are sin ply replaced by their M F counter—
parts).

52 Fully selfconsistent LM A

The full LM A solutions are now considered. In the I~
low Ing, we denote by LM A T results obtained from the
class of diagram s contributing to (') shown explicitly
In Figure 1; while TM A II" refers to those cbtained from
the further renom alization of In tem s of the £
electron m ediuim propagators (ie. all propagators in F ig—
ure 3 renom alized in tem s of the doubl line G ’'s).
Figure 7 show s the dependence on bare param eters of
the low energy scak !n / 4 = ZV?=t arisihg from
LM A I/II for the B ethe lattice, in com parison to that ob—
tained at 1-loop kvel Eqg. (5.5), which form iscon med
In Figure 7, wih the prefactor 02t 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
A M ); qualitative behaviour that isalso found in NRG [B]
and QM C [10] calculations for the symm etric PAM . The
second point is the exponential dependence of the scale,
'n / exp[ U=8V?2 ((0)]wih = 1 at 1-bop kvel
From Figure 7we nd that = 1 remains at the levelof
IMA I, while " 085 isfound from the fully renom al
ized LM A TII. T he latter is in qualitative agreem ent w ith,
but som ewhat larger than, NRG calculations [B] which
yield ' 0:7; which in tum are com parably in excess
of = 1 arising from the G utzw iller approxin ation R3].
T he dependence of the low-energy scale on bare m odel
param eters is how ever a subsidiary issue com pared to the
scaling behaviour of dynam ics In tem s of the gap scale
itself. T he latter is illustrated In F igure 8 which show sthe

felectron scaling spectra 2 Vt—sz(!)vs. 10= 1=, or
both LM A I and II; the corresponding celectron spectra
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F ig. 8. felectron scaling spectra 2 Vt—ZD £ (!) vs.!= 4 arising from LM A I (dashed line) and LM A II (solid line).R ight inset:

on an expanded scale to show the logarithm ic tails. Left inset: corresponding celectron spectra from LM A I/II.

t D € (!) are shown in the left inset.D egpite the di erences
in the absolute values of the low -energy scale (embodied
n Figure 7), the resultant LM A I/II scaling spectra di er
very little from each other; and exhibit the sam e qualita—
tive behaviour as found at 1-loop level F igure 6), nclud—
ing the logarithm ic spectraltails in V2D  (!) evident i
the right inset to F igure 8.

A s discussed In x2, adiabatic continuiy to the non-
Interacting lim it requires that on su ciently low energy
scales the resultant spectra should conform to the dic-
tates of Fem i liquid theory, as re ected In the quasi-
particle form equations (2.10, 2.11). In Figure 9 the £
and celectron scaling spectra arising from LM A II are
com pared directly to the lim iting quasiparticle behaviour
equation (2.11) (corresponding com parisons for LM A I
and the 1-loop results are very sim ilar, as evident from
F igures 6,8) . A greem ent w ith the quasiparticle form ises-
sentially perfect close to the gap edges; and in practice is
Hllowed quite closely up to j 4= ' &= g 3 orso.Be-
yond this however, the quasiparticlke form fails to capture
the logarithm ic tails of the scaling spectrum , decaying in—
stead as V2D £ (1) 1=9°F (equation (2.11b)). This is
of course natural since the quasiparticle behaviour is con—

ned strictly to the lim iting low -! ® behaviour, and it m ir-
rors the situation arisihg in the metallic AIM where the
quasiparticlke form is a trivial Lorentzian R] that lkew ise
fails to capture the slow spectral tails of the K ondo reso-
nance R26].

Finally, an obvious question arises: how strongly do
the scaling spectra depend upon the host lattice? For the
metallic AIM the answer is not at all: in the strong cou-
pling K ondo regin e the ! dependence of the host density
of states to which the i purity is coupled is entirely irrel-
evant (see eg. R]), and the scaling form of 0D mp (1)
is host-independent. But this is not of course the case for
the PAM . T he preceeding resuls have been given explic—
itly for the BL where the free (v = 0) conduction band

o () is sem ielliptic. To ilustrate the In uence of the lat—
tice, Figure 10 com pares the LM A I scaling spectra for
the BL w ith those for the hypercubic lattice HCL, where

o (!') is an unbounded G aussian) .W hile the K ondo insu—
lating gap fortheBL ishard, it is strictly soft ortheHCL,
abeit that this isbarely visble In Figure 10 since the re—
sultant D (!) are exponentially sm all close to the Ferm i
level. But beyond the inm ediate vicinity of the gap, and
despite the very di erent nature of the host ¢ (!)’s, the
scaling spectra are seen to be qualitatively very sin ilar;
supporting the view that for local dynam ical properties
the oneelectron Yetails’ of the lattice play but a m inor
rolke.

6 D iscussion/0 utbok

W e have developed in thispapera localm om ent approach
to T = 0 shgleparticle dynam ics ofthe symm etric PAM ,
the basic m icroscopic m odel for understanding K ondo in—
sulatingm aterials [34,35]. T he necessary criteria fora suc—
cessfuldescription ofthe problem appearto bem et by the
LM A, handling as it does allenergy scales and Interaction
strengthsw hile satisfying the requirem ents of Ferm iliquid
theory at su ciently low energies.

Particular attention has been given for obvious phys-
ical reasons to the strong coupling (ie. lJarge U ) Kondo
lattice regim e, believed to be appropriate to the K ondo
nsulatorm aterialsm entioned In x1.W e have shown that
wihin DM FT+ LM A one nevertheless recovers correctly,
on su clently low energy scales, an ‘nsulating Femm i lig—
uid’ behaviour which evolves continuously from the non-—
Interacting hybridization gap insulator. For exam ple, the
scaled conduction electron and felectron spectra have a
renom alized non-interacting form Egs. (210, 2.11)) for
TF 4. 2 3 (e Fig.9);where 4, the renom alized
gap, is reduced from the non-interacting hybridization gap
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Fig. 9. Comparison of LM A II scaling spectra (solid lines) to
the lim iting low -energy quasiparticle form (dashed lines). Top
panel, celectron scaling spectra; bottom , felectron spectra.
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Fig.10.LM A Iscaling spectra forthe hypercubic lattice (solid
lines), com pared to those for the B ethe lattice (dashed).

3 by the quasiparticle weight factor Z . For larger en-
ergies the (scaled) spectra deviate rapidly and substan-—
tially from the non-interacting fomm , but nonetheless re—
m ain characterized by a singke low-energy scale 4 / Z
that is exponentially an allbut in general enhanced over
its counterpart in the dilute @ IM ) 1im it 42].T he spectra
thus exhibit Universalscaling’ in tem sof ! = 4 Fig.9),
which we nd to be dom inated by slow logarithm ic tails
Just as or them etallic A ™ , and forwhich the LM A pro—
vides analytic results (see eg. Eqg. (68)). W e naturally
expect that these features will also show up in the dy—
nam ic and transport properties of the m odelat nieT,
a sub gct to which we willtum In a subsequent paper.

F inally, the present work hasbeen con ned intention-
ally to the symm etric PAM relevant to the K ondo insula—
tors. This is of course a special, albeit physically in por—
tant 1im iting case ofthe asymm etric PAM w ith arbirary
conduction band 1ling n., which forn. 6 1 descrbes the
m etallic heavy ferm ion com pounds; and extension of the
LM A to encom pass w hich is currently in hand.
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N ationalScience Academy ODEL,HRK ), and the EPSRC and
Leverhulne Trust VES,DEL).
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