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R esponse functions ofan arti�cialA nderson atom

in the atom ic lim it
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W e consider the spin and pseudospin (charge)response functionsofthe ex-

actly soluble Anderson atom m odel. W e dem onstrate,in particular,thata

deviation from the m agneticCurie-law behaviour,appropriate fora freespin

one-half,increases with increasing asym m etry and tem perature. In general,

oscillatorstrength istransferred from thespin degreesoffreedom to thepseu-

dospin m odes. W e also considerthe negative-U Anderson atom and dem on-

strate thatthe pseudospin m odes are the relevantlow-energy excitations in

this case. Especially,the roles ofthe spin and charge excitations are inter-

changed upon reversalofthe intrasite Coulom b repulsion,U .

PACS num bers: 71.10.-w,71.27.+a,73.21.La,75.75.+a

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A single quantum dot behaves like an arti�cialatom when electronic

con�nem entin thedotapproachesatom icsize.1,2,3 In such structures,there

em erge the characteristic features ofan atom ic im purity: the quantization

ofcharge and energy.Itisappropriate to describe these arti�cialatom sby

m eansoftheAnderson im purity m odel.4,5

The Anderson m odelwas �rst proposed to describe m agnetic im puri-

ties in a m etal.6 In the Anderson m odel,the nonm agnetic-m agnetic tran-

sition ofthe locald-state was�rstdescribed within the Hartree-Fock (HF)

approxim ation,6 which am ounts to truncating the m odelHam iltonian into

�
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a bilinear form in the ferm ion operators. This approxim ation leads to an

abruptphasetransition,whereastheactualchangem ustbeagradualonefor

a �nitesystem .Num erousingeniousapproachesto describethecom plicated

m any-body problem associated with the em ergence ofthe interacting cor-

related m any-electron problem have been introduced,such asG reen’sfunc-

tion m ethods,7 functional-integral techniques,8 num ericalrenorm alization

schem es,9,10 Bethe-Ansatz approaches11 and noncrossing approxim ations.12

Perturbation theories have been utilized starting both from the sm all-U

(HF) lim it13,14,15,16 and from the atom ic (Vk = 0) lim it.17,18 Further-

m ore,interpolation schem es between the HF and atom ic lim its have been

developed.19,20,21 However,the propertiesofthe atom ic lim it,which again

is exactly soluble, appears not to have been thoroughly discussed in the

literature.22

In thispaperwewanttodiscussin detailthecouplingofthecorrelations

which takesplace in the m agnetic (zero-tem perature susceptibility isdiver-

gent)Anderson atom . Relevantinform ation on the correlationsam ong the

electronsm ay beobtained by considering theresponseofa system to an ex-

ternalperturbation.W ederivethestaticresponsefunctionsoftheAnderson

atom . O ur derivation dem onstrates that it is in generalim portant to dis-

cussnotonly thespin susceptibilities(�)butalso thecharge(pseudospin23)

susceptibilities(�);thesuperscriptzero in �0 and �0 denotesstaticresponse.

W e show that the Anderson im purity atom best follows the m agnetic

Curie law �0 = (4T)� 1,appropriate for a quantum -m echanicalspin one-

half,in the sym m etric situation at low tem peratures (T � U ). At high

tem peratures,on the other hand,the spin and charge degrees offreedom

becom e equally im portant and the respective susceptibilities approach the

com m on lim iting value T�0 = T�0 ! 1=8 forT ! 1 in zero �eld.

In particular, our equations m ay be applied to negative-U situa-

tions. The negative-U Anderson m odel was �rst proposed to describe

the electronic structure of am orphous sem iconductors.25 Since then,

negative-U behaviour has been observed, e.g., in the context of high-

tem peraturesuperconductors,26 heavy-ferm ion system s27 and interstitialde-

fects in sem iconductors.28,29 It has been observed that in a quantum dot,

the second electron in the dot m ay be m ore strongly bound than the �rst

oneundercertain circum stances.30,31,32,33,34 Essentially two di�erentm ech-

anism shavebeen proposed tosupplythee�ectivenetattraction between the

electronsto cause a quantum dotnegative-U properties.35,36 However,the

m icroscopic origin ofthe phenom ena isstillunclear.

ThereversalofU changestherolesofspin and charge.Forthesym m et-

riclevelcon�guration and negativeU ,thechargeresponsefunctionsbehave

like the spin susceptibilities forpositive U . Hence,forU � 0,the spin de-
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grees offreedom are frozen out and the charge degrees offreedom are the

dom inating low-energy excitations. In whatfollows,we intend to elucidate

the dualroles played by the m agnetic �eld in connection ofspin dynam ics

and thatofasym m etry in thecontextofcharge dynam ics.

Forhigh m agnetic�elds,we�nd new peak structuresin thelongitudinal

spin and chargesusceptibilitiesand an associated threshold behaviourin the

corresponding transversalresponsefunctions.Thesefeaturesareassociated

with level crossings occurring between states belonging to di�erent Fock

spacesin specialcon�gurationsdisplaying high sym m etry.

The restofthispaperisorganized asfollows. The Anderson Ham ilto-

nian ispresented in Section 2.In Section 3,wetakeacloselook intothespin

and charge algebras. Section 4 is devoted to derivation ofanalytic expres-

sions for the spin and charge susceptibilities. In Section 5,we presentour

num ericalresults. In Section 6 we give discussion and conclusions. In Ap-

pendix A we collectthe centralpropertiesofdouble-tim e G reen’sfunctions

thatare utilized throughoutthe presentpaper.

2. M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N

TheAnderson Ham iltonian form agnetic im puritiesin m etals6

H =
X

k;�

"k�nk� +
X

k;�

�

Vkc
y

k�
d� + V

�
k d

y
�ck�

�

+
X

�

E �n�

+ U n"n# (1)

describes the transition ofthe locald-electron orbitalfrom a nonm agnetic

resonant virtualbound state (�=U � 1) to a m agnetic atom (�=U � 1).

HereU istheintra-atom ic Coulom b repulsion energy and �= �N (0)hjVkj
2i

(with N (0)the density ofconduction electron statesatthe Ferm ilevel,Vk

the d-levelhybridization m atrix elem ent and with hi denoting an average

overtheFerm isurface)isa m easureoftheadm ixtureofthelocalstatewith

energy E � = E � �B (here� = � 1=2 and B istheexternalm agnetic �eld).

Furtherm ore,c
y

k�
,ck�,d

y
� and d� arethecreation and annihilation operators

forelectronsin theconduction band and in theim purity state,respectively,

and the corresponding occupation-num ber operators are nk� = c
y

k�
ck� and

n� = dy�d�.Theconduction-electron dispersion relation isdenoted with "k�.

In the nonm agnetic (d-spin susceptibility is �nite at T = 0) U = 0 lim it,

the Ham iltonian (1) is ofbilinear form and hence the static and dynam ic

propertiesoftheim purity spin m ay beobtained exactly in closed form .37 In

this paper we discuss the properties ofthe Anderson m odelin the atom ic

(Vk = 0)lim it

H a = ��E �n� + U n"n#; (2)
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forwhich only thelasttwo term sin theHam iltonian (1)rem ain.

3. SP IN A N D C H A R G E A LG EB R A S

Here we form the spin and charge operators ~S and ~Q . W e also sum -

m arize som e of their properties. W e de�ne the operator-valued spinor

 � (d";d#)
T
, and introduce spin-operator com ponents as S� �  y�� 

for� 2 fx;y;zg and S� � (Sx � Sy)=
p
2.Here �� are the usualPaulispin

m atrices.Thuswe obtain

S
+ =

1
p
2
d
y

"
d# (3)

S
� =

1
p
2
d
y

#
d" (4)

Sz =
1

2
(n" � n#) (5)

S
2
z = S

2
x = S

2
y =

1

4
(n" + n# � 2n"n#)=

1

3
S
2
: (6)

W ith thehelp ofthespinor� �
�

d";d
y

#

�T

,the charge-operatorcom ponents

m ay beexpressed analogously in theform Q � � �y���.W e �nd

Q
+ =

1
p
2
d
y

"
d
y

#
(7)

Q
� =

1
p
2
d#d" (8)

Q z =
1

2
(n" + n# � 1) (9)

Q
2
z = Q

2
x = Q

2
y =

1

4
(1� n" � n# + 2n"n#)=

1

3
Q
2
: (10)

From theoperators ~S and ~Q ,wecan easily form a spin-1/2 algebra ~C which

obeys the canonicalspin com m utation relations [Ci;Cj]� = i�ijkCk with

C 2 = c(c+ 1) for c = 1=2, as follows. W e note that ~S and ~Q obey by

construction thecanonicalcom m utation relations.M oreover,fortheatom ic

Anderson Ham iltonian we�ndthatSz and Q z and thusS
2
z and Q

2
z (therefore,

also S2 and Q 2)are constantsofm otion.However,hS2i= 3

4
isnotobeyed,

unlesshQ 2i= 0,and viceversa.Furtherm ore,oneeasily �ndsthat[Si;Q j]=

0foralli;j.Consequently,aspin-1/2algebra ~C can beform ed as ~C � ~S+ ~Q .

O ne easily sees that C 2 = S2 + Q 2 = 3

4
,as required for a spin of�xed

m agnitude 1=2. This clearly dem onstrates the im portance ofconsidering

both spin and charge degreesoffreedom .
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4. EX P R ESSIO N S FO R T H E SP IN A N D C H A R G E

SU SC EP T IB ILIT IES

By utilizing the Hubbard operators38

A 1� � (1� n� �)d� (11)

A 2� � n� �d� (12)

(fora recentdiscussion ofsupersym m etricHubbard operators,see39)orthe

spin-ip and charge-transferoperators

A 3� � d
y
� �d� =

p
2 S� (13)

A 4� � d� �d� =
p
2 Q � (14)

the atom ic Ham iltonian (2) m ay be represented as a bilinear form in two

alternative pictures

H a = ��E �

�

A
y

1�A 1� + A
y

2�A 2�

�

+ U A
y

2�A 2� (15)

= ��E �

�

A
y

3�A 3� + A
y

4�A 4�

�

+ U A
y

4�A 4�: (16)

Action oftheoperatorsA 1�,A 2�,A 3� and A 4� and theirherm itean adjoints

on the statesj0i,j"i,j#iand j"#iisshown in Table I. These operatorsare

also eigenoperatorsofthe Ham iltonian

[A k�;H a]= ak�(E ;U;B )A k�; (17)

whereak�(E ;U;B )isascalar-valued function ofthem odelparam eters.Con-

sequently,it is easy to obtain the following anticom m utator (+ ) functions

directly from theequationsofm otion (46)and (47)(no coupling to higher-

orderG reen’sfunctions)

hhA 1� ;A
y

1�ii
+
z =

h1� n� �i

z� E�
(18)

hhA 2� ;A
y

2�ii
+
z =

hn� �i

z� E� � U
(19)

hhA 3� ;A
y

3�ii
+
z =

hn� + n� � � 2n�n� �i

z+ 2�B
(20)

hhA 4� ;A
y

4�ii
+
z =

h1� n� � n� � + 2n�n� �i

z� (2E + U )
: (21)

The corresponding com m utator (� ) functions are found by replacing the

expectation valuesin Eqs.(18)-(21),respectively,with h(1� n� �)(1� 2n�)i,
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Table I

O peratorsA 1�,A 2�,A 3� and A 4� and theirHerm itean adjointsdescribeall

the possible transitions between the states j0i,j"i,j#i and j"#i. Notation

m eansthatoneobtainsthe�nalstatejfithrough theoperation ofan entry

in the table on the initialstate jii.

initial

�nal

jii

j0i j"i j#i j"#i

jfi

j0i

j"i

j#i

j"#i

1̂ A 1" A 1# A 4"

A
y

1"
1̂ A

y

3"
A 2#

A
y

1#
A 3" 1̂ A 2"

A
y

4"
A
y

2#
A
y

2"
1̂

hn� �� 2n�n� �i,hn� �� n�iand h1� n�� n� �i.Notethatforthedelectron we

haved� = A 1�+ A 2� and forthed-electron propagatorwe�nd:hhd� ;d
y
�ii

+
z =

hhA 1� ;A
y

1�ii
+
z + hhA 2� ;A

y

2�ii
+
z = h1� n� �i=(z� E�)+ hn� �i=(z� E� � U );

with polesatthesingle-particleeigenenergiesoftheatom icHam iltonian (2),

z = E � and z = E � + U .

Consideringthetim ecorrelation functions(50)and (51)fortheG reen’s

functions(18){(21),one �ndsaftersom e algebra

hn�i=
hn�n� �i

f(E � � + U )
; (22)

where

hn�n� �i=
1� f(E�)� f(E� �)

1

f(2E + U )
�

f(E �)

f(E � + U )
�

f(E � �)

f(E � � + U )

(23)

isthe correlated doubleoccupancy and f istheFerm ifunction.

Now weturn ourattention to thelongitudinaland transversalspin and

charge response functionsofthe Anderson atom . They m ay be de�ned,for

com plex frequencies,as

�? (z) � � hhS+ ;S� ii�z = �
1

2
hhA 3#;A

y

3#
ii�z (24)

�? (z) � � hhQ+ ;Q � ii�z = �
1

2
hhA

y

4"
;A 4"ii

�
z (25)

�k(z) � � hh
�

Sz � hSzi
�

;
�

Sz � hSzi
�

ii�z (26)

�k(z) � � hh
�

Q z � hQzi
�

;
�

Q z � hQzi
�

ii�z : (27)
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Theexpectation valueshS� iand hQ � ivanish forH a and arethusnotneeded

in the de�ning equations (24) and (25). However,hSzi and hQ zi in Eqs.

(26)and (27)aregenerally nonzero.In connection with theO (3)-sym m etric

Anderson m odeland thetwo-channelK ondom odel,thechargeoperatorsare

called isospin operators40 and theparallelcharge susceptibility isde�ned as

a Q z � Qz responseasabove butwithoutextracting the m ean.

Thetransversalspin susceptibility ((� )function)isreadily found from

Eq.(20)(changing theexpectation valueasdescribed in thetextafter(20))

�? (z)= �
hSzi

z� B
: (28)

Consequently,thefam iliarstaticzero-frequency lim itof�? (z)isfound with

(49)

�
0
? =

Z 1

� 1

d!

�

�
00

? (!)

!
=
hSzi

B
: (29)

Sim ilarly,forthe transversalcharge susceptibility one obtains

�? (z)= �
hQ zi

z+ (2E + U )
(30)

and

�
0
? =

Z 1

� 1

d!

�

�
00

? (!)

!
= �

hQ zi

2E + U
: (31)

Here2E + U m easurestheasym m etry ofthelevelcon�guration with respect

to theFerm ilevel,vanishing in thesym m etric(E = � U=2)situation.Thus

asym m etry behavesforthe charge degreesoffreedom asthe m agnetic �eld

forthe spin degreesoffreedom (com pare Eqs.(29)and (31)).

Fortheparallelspin responsein Eq.(26),onecannotdirectly calculate

the com m utator (� ) function with the equations ofm otion (46) and (47)

since [Sz � hSzi;Sz � hSzi]= 0,and also [Sz � hSzi;H a]= 0. However the

correspondinganticom m utatorfunction iseasy to �nd sincefSz� hSzi;Sz�

hSzig = 2
�

hS2zi� hSzi
2
�

,after which the static parallelspin susceptibility

�0
k
isobtained with thehelp oftheuctuation-dissipation theorem (54).The

resultis

�
0

k =
hS2zi� hSzi

2

T
: (32)

Forthe parallelcharge response,a sim ilarcalculation yields

�
0

k =
hQ 2

zi� hQzi
2

T
: (33)

Theparallelsusceptibilitiesm ay,furtherm ore,becalculated from

�
0

k =
@hSzi

@B
; (34)



A riT .A lastalo,M arkku P.V .Stenberg,and M arttiM .Salom aa

and

�
0

k = �
@hQ zi

@(2E + U )

�
�
�
�
U

; (35)

wherethepartialderivation isperform edsuch thattheintra-atom icCoulom b

repulsion U isheld constant.

Theexpectation valueshSzi,hS
2
zi,hQ ziand hQ

2
ziin theaboveresultsfor

the response functionsare expressible through hn�iand hn�n� �ias shown

in Section 3.Furtherm ore,sinceweknow hn�iand hn�n� �ifrom Eqs.(22)

and (23),respectively,itisnow straightforward to �nd the susceptibilities.

In term softhe dim ensionlessparam eters

x � T=U; y � E =U; b� B =T;

E � e
y=x + e

b=2 + e
� b=2 + e

(� 1� y)=x (36)

the �nalresultsare

T�
0
? = sinh

�
b

2

� �

(bE) (37)

T�
0

k =

�

1+
1

2
cosh

�
b

2

�h

e
y=x + e

(� 1� y)=x
i� �

E2 (38)

T�
0
? = x

h

e
y=x � e

(� 1� y)=x
i.

[2(1+ 2y)E] (39)

T�
0

k =

�

e
� 1=x +

1

2
cosh

�
b

2

�h

e
y=x + e

(� 1� y)=x
i� �

E2:

(40)

In whatfollows,we om itthe superscriptzero from �0
? ;k

and �0
? ;k

since

in thispaperweonly considerthe static responsefunctions.

In addition,wem ention thefollowingpropertiesobeyed in thezero-�eld

and sym m etriclim itsforthestatic responses

lim
B ! 0

�k = lim B ! 0 �? (41)

lim
E ! � U=2

�k = lim E ! � U=2�? : (42)

Theequalities(41)and (42)again dem onstratethattheasym m etry isanal-

ogousto an externalm agnetic �eld when one considersthecharge response

functionsinstead ofthe spin susceptibilities.Allthe response functionsare

sym m etric with respectto reversalofthe external�eld (B ! � B ). W hat

ism ore interesting,however,isthatthe susceptibilities are also sym m etric

with respectto reversalofasym m etry (a � 2E + U ! � a).
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5. R ESU LT S

Here we considerthe m agnetic-�eld and level-asym m etry dependencies

ofthe spin and charge response functions,�k;? (T) and �k;? (T). W e keep

U constant and vary E (or y),such thatthere is a one-to-one relationship

between y � E =U and asym m etry a � 2E + U = U (2y+ 1).Consequently,

the curves are seen to be drawn for varying levelasym m etries. Figures 1{

7 are for U > 0 while Figs.8{12 describe the negative-U situation. The

dashed curves always denote y < 0, while the solid ones are for y � 0.

Furtherm ore,we have labelled the curvessuch thatthe �eld param eterb�

B =T isshown inside theparentheses.W hen the�eld param eterisom itted,

b= 0 isim plied. O wing to the above-m entioned sym m etry ofthe response

functionswith respectto reversalofasym m etry,itisconvenientto consider

positive asym m etries only for U > 0 and negative asym m etries forU < 0.

In particular,thism eansthaty � � 1=2 below.

The num ber ofillustrations that follow is large. However,we explore

thefourresponsefunctionsto illustratetheirinterrelationshipsand sym m e-

tries upon reversalofU with varying levelasym m etries and external�eld

strengths.

5.1. Positive U

5.1.1. Zero ExternalField

Figure1showsthespin susceptibility in zeroexternal�eld (�? = �k)for

variousasym m etries. Thisisalso given in reference.9 W e observe thatthe

Curielaw fora quantum -m echanicalspin onehalf,T� = 1=4,isbestobeyed

in thelow-tem peraturelim itforthesym m etricsituation (curve"a").How-

ever,fory < 0,thespin susceptibility always�nally risesto thelevel(4T)� 1

forlow enough tem peratures.Thishappenssim ultaneously with thedepres-

sion ofthe parallelcharge susceptibility,see Fig.2. Also the perpendicular

chargesusceptibility vanishesatlow tem peraturesforallcon�gurations,see

Fig.7a. Itis thuslegitim ate to state that the spin degrees offreedom are

the relevant low-energy (or strong-U ) excitations for U > 0. Furtherm ore,

we �nd forzero �eld (hS zi= 0)

T�+ T�k+ hQ zi
2 = T�+ T�k+

�
2y+ 1

T=U

�2

(T�? )
2
=
1

4
: (43)

Therefore, as the charge susceptibilities vanish for low tem peratures, we

obtain T� = 1=4,asalready stated.Forhigh tem peratures(T � U ),on the

other hand,the oscillator strength becom es evenly distributed am ong the

spin and charge degreesoffreedom and the spin and charge susceptibilities
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1e−6 1e−4 0.01 1 100
  0

1/8

1/6

1/4

T/U

B=0; U>0

hijkl

abcdef

m

g

Fig.1.Curieparam eterT� in zeroexternal�eld (� k � �? )forpositiveU as

a function oflevelasym m etry.Herejyj2 f0g
S
f 1

2p
jp 2 f1;4;7;10;13;16gg,

such thatforthecurves"a"! "f" ("g"! "l"),y isnegative(positive).The

curve labeled "m " denotesy = 0.

approach the com m on value lim T=U ! 1 T� = lim T=U ! 1 T� = 1=8 in zero

�eld forallvaluesofy,c.f.Figs.1,2 and 7a.

They = 0con�guration isaspecialcase.From thegeneralresultforthe

spin-stateoccupationsin Eq.(22),itiseasy to seethatheretheoccupation

num bers satisfy: hn"i = hn#i = 1=3,which yields hQ zi
2 = 1=36,see Eq.

(10). Consequently,one �ndsthatthe low-tem perature lim its in zero �eld

for y = 0: T� = 1=6,T�k = 1=18 and T�? ! 0 are consistent with the

resultin Eq.(43).

5.1.2. Finite Field

Figures3a and 4a show the �eld dependenciesofthe longitudinaland

perpendicular spin susceptibilities, respectively, for weak �elds. O ne ob-

serves that the longitudinal com ponent is m ore strongly a�ected by the

externalm agnetic �eld. Furtherm ore,in high �elds { Figs.3b and 4b {

the longitudinalspin response displayspeaksofinvariantheightfory > 0,

whereasthetransversalfunction exhibitsthreshold behaviour.Thesepeaks

and thresholdscorrespond to thesituation whereoneofthelocalized energy
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1e−6 1e−4 0.01 1 100
   0

1/18

 1/8

T/U

B=0; U>0

acd b efgh

i

Fig.2.Curieparam eterforthechargesusceptibility T�k with U > 0forvan-

ishing m agnetic �eld asa function ofasym m etry. Here jyj2 f0g
S
f 1

2p
jp 2

f1;5;10;16gg,such thatforthecurves"a"! "d" ("e"! "h"),y isnegative

(positive).Thecurve labeled "i" denotesy = 0.
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b(8)b(32)b(128)b(512)

Fig.3.M agnetic-�eld dependenceofthelongitudinalm agneticsusceptibility

�k(B ;T)in (a) m oderate and (b)extrem e �elds. The curves "a" and "b"

are for jyj= 1=2 while "c" and "d" denote jyj= 1=(213). The curves for

which y = 0arelabeled "e".M agnetic�eld ism easured in term sofb= B =T

which isindicated in theparenthesesin this�gure.
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Fig. 4. M agnetic �eld dependence of the transversalspin susceptibility

�? (B ;T)in (a)m oderate and (b)extrem e �elds.

levelscrossestheFerm ilevelasshown in Fig.5a fory = 1=2.Theheightof

the peaksin T�k is1=16,irrespective oftheabsolute value ofy.

Theparalleland perpendicularcharge responsefunctionsforweak and

strong �elds are considered in Figs.6 and 7. Also for the charge suscepti-

bility,the parallelcom ponentispeaked athigh �eldsfory > 0 atthe level

1=16.Thisisshown in Fig.6b fory = 1=2 in which case thepeak again oc-

cursin thelevelcon�guration ofFig.5a.Sim ultaneously,theperpendicular

charge susceptibility shows threshold dependence,see Fig.7b. In Fig.7a,

forT�? the curve fory = 0 would lie between the jyj= 1=16 curvesshown

in the �gure.
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Fig. 5. Specialvaluesoflarge applied m agnetic �eldsyield levelcon�gura-

tionswith particularsym m etry.Theselevelschem escorrespond to distinct

featuresin them agneticand chargeresponsefunctions(a:c.f.,Figs.3b,4b,

6b,7b;b:c.f.,Figs.11b,12b;c:c.f.,Figs.9b,10b,11b,12b).
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Fig. 6. Field dependence of the parallel charge susceptibility �k in (a)

m oderate and (b)extrem e �elds.Thecurves"a" and "b" areforjyj= 1=2

while "c" and "d" denote jyj= 1=(210). The curves for which y = 0 are

labeled "e".Thezero-�eld situation wasalready considered in Fig.2.
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Fig. 7. Field-and asym m etry dependence ofthe perpendicularcharge sus-

ceptibility �? forU > 0 in (a)m oderate and (b)extrem e �elds.Thecurves

"a" and "b" are forjyj= 1=2 while"c" and "d" denote jyj= 1=16.
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1e−6 1e−4 0.01 1 100
  0

1/8

1/4

−T/U

B=0; U<0

a

b c d e f g n h−>m

Fig. 8. Asym m etry dependence ofthe longitudinalzero-�eld charge sus-

ceptibility, �k(B = 0;T), for U < 0. Here jyj 2 f1
2
g
S
f2

p� 1

2p+ 1
jp 2

f16;13;10;7;4;1gg, such that for the curves "a"! "g" ("h"! "n"), y is

negative (positive).

5.2. N egative U

Thechargesusceptibility in zero �eld and forweak and strongm agnetic

�eldsisillustrated in Figs.8 and 9 fortheparallelcom ponentand in Fig.10

fortheperpendicularpart.Thelow-tem peraturechargeCurielaw T� = 1=4

is here found to be obeyed only in the sym m etric situation (y = � 1=2,

�? = �k),irrespective ofthe m agnetic �eld. Furtherm ore,an in�nitesim al

asym m etry is su�cient to depress the low-tem perature lim it as shown in

Fig.8a,wherethecurve"b" correspondsto y � � 0:499992.Again,in high

�eldsa peak ofheight1=16 isform ed in theparallelchargeresponseT�k for

y > 0,while the perpendicularcom ponentdisplaysa threshold atthe sam e

point. However,here for y = 1=2 this behaviour corresponds to the level

con�guration shown in Fig.5c,whereB = � 3U .

ForU < 0 thespin susceptibilitiesbehavein a sim ilarway asthecharge

response functionsforU > 0,freezing outforlow enough tem peratures,as

shown in Figs.11 and 12.However,they = 0 situation isnota specialcase

here.Again weobservethattheparallelspin susceptibility ism oresensitive
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Fig. 9. Field dependence of�k,forU < 0 in (a)m oderate and (b)extrem e

�elds. The curves "a" and "b" are for jyj = 1=2, "c" and "d" denote

jyj= 127=256 and thecurvesforwhich jyj= 1=4 are labeled "e" and "f".
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Fig. 10. Field dependence of�? ,forU < 0 in (a)m oderate and (b)strong

�elds.
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Fig. 11. (a) For U < 0,the longitudinalspin susceptibility �k is strongly

suppressed for T < U=10. (b) A sharp peak is form ed for extrem e �elds

for both positive and negative values ofy. Curves "a" and "b" are for

jyj= 1=2,corresponding to levelcon�gurationsin Figs.5b and 5c,whilethe

othercurvesin (a)representjyj= 1=210.

to the external�eld than the perpendicular com ponent. Furtherm ore,we

�nd peaks in T�k and thresholds in T�? for high �elds,but now both at

y > 0 and y < 0. The y = 1=2 peaksand thresholdsin Figs.11b and 12b

correspond to the levelcon�guration ofFig.5c (B = � 3U ),while those for

y = � 1=2 correspond to thesituation in Fig.5b,whereB = � U .

5.3. C ontrasting Spin and C harge

As pointed out above, the reversalofU exchanges the m utualroles

ofthe spin and charge degrees offreedom . W e �nd,in particular,that at

zero �eld for the sym m etric situation (y = � 1=2): �(U < 0) = �(U > 0)

and �(U > 0) = �(U < 0). This is illustrated in Fig.13 for the parallel

susceptibilities. Furtherm ore, we �nd that the spin and charge response

functionsare sym m etric with respectto the levelasym m etry a = 2E + U ,

such that�(a)= �(� a)and �(a)= �(� a)are obeyed.

6. D ISC U SSIO N

The Anderson im purity m odelhas proven capable ofdescribing a re-

m arkable variety ofdi�erentphysicalsystem sin the �eld ofstrongly corre-

lated electrons. Presently,an im portanttrend in condensed-m atterphysics

and nanoelectronics is one where arti�cialm an-m ade objects are studied,

ratherthan realatom sorm olecules.Theprogressin lithography techniques

hasm ade itpossible,e.g.,to fabricate quantum dots with propertiessim i-

larto those ofrealatom s. O urstudy hasrelevance forsuch system swhere
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Fig. 12. (a) For U < 0,the transversalspin susceptibility �? is strongly

suppressed atlow tem peratures.(b)Extrem e�eld valuesproducea thresh-

old for both y > 0 and y < 0 corresponding to the peaks in Fig.11. The

curveshave been drawn forthe sam e asym m etriesasin Fig.11.

isolated localized energy levelsoccur.Itwould be interesting to investigate

whetherindicationsfornegative-U behaviourpreviously found,e.g.,in the

context ofhigh-tem perature superconductivity and heavy-ferm ion system s

could alsobeexperim entally realized in quantum dots41 orcarbon nanotubes

with m agnetic im purities.

W ehavestudied thespin and chargesusceptibilitiesofan arti�cialAn-

derson atom forarbitraryvaluesofthem odelparam eters.G eneralresultsfor

allthefourrelevantresponsefunctionshaveherebeen presented to thebest

ofourknowledgeforthe�rsttim eand an extensivesurvey oftheproperties

ofthese susceptibilities was carried out. It was pointed out,in particular,

how the levelasym m etry behaves forthe charge degrees offreedom as the

m agnetic �eld for the spin,and thatthe reversalofU changes the m utual

rolesofspin and charge. In particular,forlow tem peraturesand with pos-

itive U ,the Curie law for a free spin-1=2 is followed by the spin response,

whereasthe charge excitations becom e suppressed. O n the otherhand,for

negative U atlow tem peratures,the charge susceptibility followsthe Curie

law in thesym m etriccase,whereasthespin responsesvanish.Athigh tem -

peratures and for increasing asym m etry,the transfer ofoscillator strength

from the spin degreesoffreedom to the charge m odesbecom esincreasingly

im portant. In the T ! 1 lim it,therm aluctuationsaverage over any de-

tailsin theenergy-levelstructure.Consequently,thespin and chargem odes

have equaloscillatorstrengthsand they becom eequally relevant.

Itisnoted thatforincreasing m agnetic-�eld strength,the longitudinal

susceptibilities are m ore strongly suppressed than the perpendicular com -

ponents. Furtherm ore,at extrem ely high �elds,the longitudinalresponses

show peaks of invariant height while the perpendicular responses have a
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Fig. 13. Contrasting spin (�k) (solid line) and charge (�k) (dashed line)

response functions for U > 0 (a and b) and for U < 0 (c and d). Note,

in particular,the spin-charge duality: exchange in the roles of� and � for

U $ � U (between a and d). For furtherdiscussion,see the m ain body of

text.
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threshold. These features are associated with particular levelcrossings,as

discussed in thetext.

O urthorough discussion ofthe spin and charge (pseudospin)suscepti-

bilitiesin the atom ic lim itofthe Anderson m odelhasrevealed severalnew

and interesting details in these response functions. These new featuresare

expected to be particularly relevant in connection with the behaviour of

quantum dots since in this case it is possible to create very high e�ective

m agnetic �eldsfarbeyond those encountered in atom ic physics.Therefore,

quantum dots serve as interesting laboratory m odels for Anderson m odel

physics in lim its which have not been explored before. O ur results serve

to em phasize and increase understanding ofthe relationshipsgoverning the

spin-charge duality in the atom ic lim itofthe Anderson m odel.Theatom ic

m odelcan be taken asthe starting pointofperturbation expansionsin the

Schrie�er-W ol�lim itwheretheAnderson m odelcan berelated totheK ondo

m odelfor m agnetic im purities in m etals.43 Uni�ed de�nitions ofspin and

charge susceptibilities have been given and they willbe utilized in future

works.

A . R ESP O N SE FU N C T IO N S

In ordertodescribetheresponseofan operatorA duetoaperturbation

coupled tooperatorB ,itisnaturaltoinvestigatethegeneralized adm ittance

function,7 de�ned in Zubarev’s42 notation as

hhA ;B ii(� )z = � i

Z 1

� 1

dte
izt
�(� t)h[A(t);B (0)](� )i; (44)

which is a com plex function ofthe frequency variable z and has been an-

alytically continued for com plex argum ents. The upper and lower signs

designate Im (z) > 0 and Im (z) < 0,respectively, and correspond to the

retarded (analytic in the upper halfofthe com plex plane) and advanced

(analytic in thelowerhalfplane)functions.Thesuperscript(+ )refersto an

anticom m utator([A;B ](+ ) � fA;B g,correlation)function,whilea com m u-

tator ([A;B ](� ) � [A;B ],response)function is m eant with the superscript

(� ). Do not confuse (� ) (signs in parentheses) m arking the com m utator

(� )and anticom m utator (+ )functionswith � or� (withoutparentheses)

denoting theretarded and advanced functionsin (44).

Thetim eevolution ofoperatorsisruled in theHeisenbergrepresentation

by the operatorequation

A(t)= e
iH t

A(0)e� iH t
; (45)

whereH istheHam iltonian.Partialintegration of(44)yieldswith thehelp



R esponse functions ofan arti�cialA nderson atom in the atom ic lim it

of(45)the equationsofm otion

zhhA ;B ii(� )z = h[A;B ](� )i+ hh[A;H ];B ii(� )z (46)

= h[A;B ](� )i� hhA ;[B ;H ]ii(� )z ; (47)

wheretheensem bleaverageshican berelated selfconsistently to therespec-

tiveadm ittancefunctions(seebelow).Form ostofthenontrivialHam iltoni-

ansofinterest,theequationsofm otion fortherelevantdouble-tim e G reens

functions constitute an in�nite hierarchy, whose term ination (e.g.,in the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation)hasbeen afrequently em ployed approxim ation

technique in the theory ofm agnetism .Itistherefore ofinterestto consider

m odels where the exact double-tim e functions can in fact be evaluated in

closed form .

For large frequencies, the double-tim e functions decrease at least as

hhA ;B ii� z� 1,ascan be readily seen from theirequationsofm otion (46)

and (47). M oreover,these functionsare analytic o� the realfrequency (!)

axis,acrosswhich there existsa cutdiscontinuity

hhA ;B ii!� i0 = hhA ;B ii
0

! � ihhA ;B ii
00

!; (48)

where the prim e superscriptdenotes the realpart,while the double prim e

standsforthe im aginary partofthe function. Thusthe response functions

m ay berepresented using theHilberttransform ation

hhA ;B iiz =

Z
d!

�

hhA ;B ii
00

!

! � z
; (49)

which isalso called spectralrepresentation.

Fortheanticom m utator(+ )m etric,thetim e-correlation functions(ex-

pectation values)m ay beobtained using

h�A(t)�B (0)i =

Z
d!

�
e
� i!t [1� f(!)]G

00

A B (!) (50)

h�B (0)�A(t)i =

Z
d!

�
e
� i!t

f(!)G
00

A B (!); (51)

where �A = A � hAi,�B = B � hB i,GA B (z) = � hhA ;B ii+z and f(!) is

theFerm idistribution function (tem peratureunitsarechosen such thatthe

Boltzm ann constantisunity).Forthecom m utator(response,(� ))functions

we have

h�A(t)�B (0)i =

Z
d!

�
e
� i!t [1+ n(!)]�

00

A B (!) (52)

h�B (0)�A(t)i =

Z
d!

�
e
� i!t

n(!)�
00

A B (!); (53)
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wheretheA � B susceptibility isde�ned as�A B (z)= � hhA ;B ii�z and n(!)

isthe Bose function.Furtherm ore,the uctuation-dissipation theorem

G
00

A B (!)= coth

�
!

2T

�

�
00

A B (!) (54)

givesa relation between the com m utatorand anticom m utatorfunctions.
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