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R esponse functions of an arti cial A nderson atom
in the atom ic lim it
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M aterials P hysics Laboratory, Helsinki U niversity of Technolgy,
P O Box 2200 (TechnicalPhysics), FIN-02015 HUT, Finland

W e consider the spin and pseudospin (charge) response functions of the ex—
actly solubk Anderson atom model. W e dem onstrate, in particular, that a
deviation from the m agnetic Curie—law behaviour, appropriate for a free goin
one-half, increases with increasing asymm etry and tem perature. In general,
oscillator strength is transferred from the spin degrees of freedom to the pseu-
dospin m odes. W e also consider the negative-U Anderson atom and dem on—
strate that the pseudospin m odes are the rekevant low-energy excitations in
this case. E specially, the ks of the spin and charge excitations are inter—
changed upon reversal of the intrasite C oulom b repulsion, U .

PACS numbers: 71.10.w, 7127 +a, 73.211La, 75.754+ a

1. NTRODUCTION

A single quantum dot behaves lke an arti 'cljal atom when electronic
con nem ent in the dot approaches atom ic size #7822 In such structures, there
an erge the characteristic features of an atom ic In purity: the quantization
of charge and energy. It is appropriate to descrjbe these arti cial atom s by
m eans of the A nderson In puriy m odel..

The Anderson modelwas rst proposed to describe m agnetic In puri-
tiesin am etalf In the A nderson m odel, the nonm agnetic-m agnetic tran—
sition of the Jocald—state was rst described w ithin the HartreeFock HF)
approxin ation £ i which am ounts to truncating the m odel H am iltonian into
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a bilinear form in the ferm ion operators. This approxin ation leads to an
abrupt phase transition, w hereas the actualchangem ust be a gradualone for
a nite systam . Num erous ingenious approaches to describe the com plicated
m any-body problm associated w ith the em ergence of the Interacting cor—
related m any-glectron problem have been J'ntrqcljuoed, such as G reen’s func-
tion m ethods* functional=ntegral tegl’;m'ques,'é3 num erical renom alization
schem es,:g'ﬁq BetheA nsatz approachedt} and noncrossing approxin ationsZ4

Perturbation theories have been utilized starting both from the snalty

HF) lm #23292929 and from the atomic Vi = 0) lin £24%% Further
m ore, interpolation schem es between the HF and atom ic Iim its have been
developed 122921 H owever, the properties of the atom ic lin i, which again
is exactly_solible, appears not to have been thoroughly discussed in the
literature 22

In thispaperwew ant to discuss in detail the coupling ofthe correlations
which takes place in the m agnetic (zero-tem perature susceptibbility is diver—
gent) Anderson atom . Relevant Inform ation on the correlations am ong the
electronsm ay be obtained by considering the response ofa system to an ex-—
temalperturbation. W e derive the static response functions of the A nderson
atom . Our derivation dem onstrates that it is in general in portant to dis-
cuss not only the spin susoeptibilities ( ) but also the charge (pseudospjn@%)
susceptibilities ( ); the superscript zero n ° and  © denotes static response.

W e show that the Anderson in purity atom best follow s the m agnetic
Curie law % = (4T) !, appropriate for a quantum -m echanical spin one-
half, n the symm etric situation at low tem peratures (T U). At high
tem peratures, on the other hand, the spin and charge degrees of freedom
becom e equally in portant and the respective susoeptibilities approach the
common lin tingvalueT °=T %! 1=8forT ! 1 i zero ed.

In particular, our equations may be applied to negativeU siua—
tions. The negative! Anderson model was rst proposed to describe
the electronic structure of am orphous sam iconductors2? Since then,
negative! behaviour has been observed, eg. in the context of high-
tem perature superoondu'qtg)]_:s,@q heavy—ferm ion system €7 and interstitialde-
fects In sem iconductors232? Tt has been observed that 11 a quantum dot,
the second electron in the dot m gy_be m ore strongly bound than the rst
one under certain circum stances28183/83:84 | ssentially two di erentm ech—
anism shave been proposed to supply the e ective net attraction between the
electrons to cause a quantum dot negative-U propertjes.@q'ﬁq H owever, the
m icroscopic origin of the phenom ena is still unclear.

The reversalofU changes the roles of spin and charge. For the sym m et—
ric evel con guration and negative U , the charge response functions behave
like the spin susceptibilities for positive U . Hence, for U 0, the spin de—
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grees of freedom are frozen out and the charge degrees of freedom  are the
dom inating low -energy exciations. In what ollow s, we intend to elucidate
the dual roles played by the m agnetic eld in connection of soin dynam ics
and that of asym m etry in the context of charge dynam ics.

Forhigh m agnetic elds,we ndnew peak structures in the longitudinal
soin and charge susoeptibilities and an associated threshold behaviour in the
corresponding transversal response functions. T hese features are associated
w ith level crossings occurring between states belonging to di erent Fock
Spaces In special con gurations displaying high sym m etry.

T he rest of this paper is organized as follow s. The A nderson H am ilto—
nian ispresented in Section EZ In Section 'L:s’,we take a close ook Into the soin
and charge algebras. Section A is devoted to derivation of analytic expres—
sions for the spin and charge susogptibilities. In Section f:}, we present our
num erical results. In Section ::6 we give discussion and conclusions. In Ap-—
pendix :_A-: we oollect the central properties of doubletin e G reen’s fiinctions
that are utilized throughout the present paper.

2.MODEL HAM ILTONIAN

1
The Anderson Ham iltonian form agnetic in purities in m etald®

X X X
H = " N + Vkg d +Vd'o« + En
k; k;
+Ul’1"n# (1)

describes the transition of the local d-electron orbital from a nonm agnetic
resonant virtual bound state ( =U 1) to a m agnetic atom ( =U 1).
Here U isthe intra-atom ic Coulomb repulsion energy and = N O)hy Fi
(wih N (0) the density of conduction electron states at the Femm i level, Vy
the d-level hybridization m atrix elem ent and w ith hi denoting an average
over the Ferm isurface) is a m easure of the adm ixture of the local state w ith
energy E = E B herr = 1=2 and B isthe extemalm agnetic eld).
Furthem ore, q‘i ;& ,d and d arethe creation and anniilation operators
for electrons in the conduction band and in the im purity state, regpectively,
and the corresponding occupation-num ber operators are ny = q‘i o and
n = dd . The conduction-electron dispersion relation isdenoted with ", .
In the nonm agnetic (d-spin susceptdbiliy is niteat T = 0) U = 0 I i,
the Ham iltonian (%) is of bilinear form and hence the static and dynam ic
properties of the in purity spin m ay be obtained exactly in closed form &2 In
this paper we discuss the properties of the Anderson m odel in the atom ic
(Vx = 0) Im it

H,= E n + Unnng; )
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for which only the last two temm s in the H am iltonian @:) rem ain.

3.SPIN AND CHARGE ALGEBRAS

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 operatorvalied spinor

(d:;d#)T , and Introduce spin-operator com ponents as S Y
for 2 fx;y;zgand S (S¢ S)= 2.Here are the usualPauli spin
m atrices. Thus we obtain
+ 1 Y
S = p—éd..d# 3)
S = p=did )
2
1
S, = > e ry) ©)
1 1
2 _ 2 _ a2 _ - 2.
SZ = SX = Sy = Z (nu + Ny 2n-n#) = ES (6)
T
W ih the help of the spinor dvv;d?; , the charge-operator com ponents
m ay be expressed analogously In the form Q y .We nd
+ 1 v
Q = p_—dud# (7)
2
1
0 = P3do 8)
1
Qz = 5 (I'ln + Ny 1) (9)
2 2 2_ 1 1 5
Qy; = Qx:Qy:Z(l v g + 2n--n#)=§Q : 10)

From the operators S and @, we can easily form a spin-1/2 algebra C which
obeys the canonical spin commutation relations C3;C4] = 15xCy with
C? = clc+ 1) Prc= 1=2, as Dlows. W e note that § and Q cbey by
construction the canonical com m utation relations. M oreover, for the atom ic
Anderson Ham iltonian we ndthat$S, andQ , and thusS2 and Q2 (therefore,
also S? and Q?) are constants of m otion. H ow ever, hS2i= % is not obeyed,
unlesshp ?i= 0, and vice versa. Furthem ore, one easily ndsthat [5;;Q 4]=
0 foralli;j. Consequently, a spin-1/2 algebraC canbeformed asC S+ Q.
One easily sees that C? = $%+ Q% = 2, as required for a spin of xed
m agnitude 1=2. This clearly dem onstrates the in portance of considering
both spin and charge degrees of freedom .
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4. EXPRESSIONS FOR THE SPIN AND CHARGE
SUSCEPTIBILITIES

By utilizing the H ubbard operatorﬁq

A a n )d (11)
A, n d (12)

(for a recent discussion of supersym m etric H ubbard operators, s=8?) or the
soin—- Ip and charge-transfer operators

jo

As d d= 28 13)
| O

Ay d d= 20 14)

the atom ic H am iltonian {2) m ay be represented as a bilinear form in two
altemative pictures

H, = E AYA; +AJ A, +UAYA, (15)
= E AYA; +A} Ay + UA} Ay : (16)

A ction ofthe operatorsA; ,A, ,A3 and A, and their hem iean adpints
on the states Pi, 7'i, #i and J'#i is shown In Table :_'I T hese operators are
also eigenoperators of the H am iltonian

Ay jHal= ax E;U;B)A ; a7

wherea, € ;U;B) isa scalarvalied finction ofthem odelparam eters. C on—
sequently, it is easy to obtain the follow Ing anticom m utator (+) functions
directly from the equations ofm otion 6'_4-_6) and @-:l) (no coupling to higher—
order G reen’s functions)

ma, ¥ i - o E a8)
z E
- m i
ha, ;A; i, = T E U 19)
WA, AY u: _ m +n 2nn i 20)
3 z+ 2 B
A, iAZ u: _ hh n n +2nn i: 1)
z QE + U)
T he corresponding comm utator ( ) functions are found by replacing the

expectation values in Egs. @.-8)—(:_2-]_;), respectively, with hl n )@ 2n )i,
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Table T

OperatorsA, ,A, ,A3 and A, and their Hem iean adpints descrbe all
the possbl transitions between the states Pi, j'i, #i and '#i. Notation
m eans that one cbtains the nalstate fi through the operation ofan entry
in the tabl on the iniial state jii.

initial i
nal Pi oPi F P
Pi T A Ay Ay
1 Ii a¥, 1 a3l Ay
i Ay, Ay T AL
J#i ay, aj, aj, 1

n 2nn i, n niandhl n n i.Notethatforthedelectronwe
haved = A, +A, and Porthed-elkctron propagatorwe nd:hd ;dyjj; =
Ha, ;AY iiff+HA, ;A7 iii =hl n i=@z E)+lm i=@z E U);
w ith poles at the sihgleparticke eigenenergies of the atom ic H am iltonian {2),
z=E andz=E + U.

C onsidering the tin e correlation finctions (50) and (51) forthe G reen’s
flunctions (_l-g){ G_Z-l.'), one nds after som e algebra

mn i
mi= ——; @2)
fE + U)
w here
mn i= ! £E) teE ) (23)
1 fE® ) fE )

fRE+U) f® +U) fE& +0U)
is the correlated doubl occupancy and £ is the Ferm i function.
Now we tum our attention to the longitudinal and transversal soin and
charge response functions of the Anderson atom . They m ay be de ned, for
com plex frequencies, as

1

2 (2) S ;s ii, = EhhA3# AT, 11, 4)
+ . 1 Y x

> (2) O ;0 ii, = EhhA4.. FA g id) 25)

x (2) ms, hS,i ; S, BSi1ii (26)

x () ho, M,1i; Q, M,iii : @7)
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T he expectation valueshS iandl) ivanish forH ; and arethusnot needed
in the de ning equations (.'_2-4) and @-f:):) However, hS,1i and D ,1 in Egs.
26) and @7) are generally nonzero. In connection w ith the O (3)-sym m etric
A nderson m odeland the two-channel K ondo m odel, the charge operators are
called isospin operatorst? and the paralkel charge susoeptibility is de ned as
aQ, Q, response as above but w thout extracting the m ean.

T he transversal soin susoeptbility (( ) function) is readily found from
Eq. £0) (changing the expectation value as described in the text after €0))

hS,i

» (2) = - @8)

C onsequently, the fam iliar static zero-frequency lin  of , (z) is ound w ih
()

Z
o Lgr Ty ms,i
5 = — = : (29)
1 ! B
Sin ilarly, for the transversal charge susoeptibility one obtains
i
Sy 2t (30)
z+ (QE + U)
and Z ®
14l ! i
0 _ a () _ ., . 31)
: 1 ! 2E + U
Here 2E + U m easures the asym m etry ofthe level con guration w ith respect
to the Fem i level, vanishing in the symm etric € = U=2) situation. T hus

asym m etry behaves for the charge degrees of freedom as the m agnetic eld
for the spin degrees of freedom (com pare Egs. (_2-9) and C_3-11)) .

For the parallel spin response n Eq. (_2-§), one cannot directly calculate
the commutator ( ) function with the equations of m otion :f4:6) and :gzlj)
sihce [, S, i;S, hS,i]= 0, and also 5, hS,i;H ;1= 0. However the
corresponding anticom m utator fiinction iseasy to nd since £S, hS,i;S,
hS,ig= 2 hSﬁi hS,i% , after which the static parallel spin susoeptibility

9 is obtained w ith the help of the uctuation-dissipation theorem §4). The
result is

ns?i  hs,i?
0 z
= = 32
X T (32)
For the parallel charge resoonse, a sin ilar calculation yields
021 1,i2
0 z 4
= Xz& =z . 33
K T (33)
T he paralkl susceptibilities m ay, furthem ore, be calculated from
@hs,i
b= —; (34)

k @B
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and

0 @hQ .1
= _ ; 35
. QRE +U) )

w here the partialderivation isperfom ed such that the intra-atom icCoulomb
repulsion U is held constant.

T he expectation va]uesl’szi,thi,kQ ,iand hQ iijn the above resuls for
the response finctions are expressbl through hmn iand m n i as shown
in Section d. Furthem ore, sihceweknow lm iandm n 1ifrom Egs. €2)
and @3), respectively, 1t is now straightforward to nd the susceptibilities.
In temm s of the dim ensionless param eters

X T=U; vy E=U; Db B=T;

dgx 4 F2 4 e P2y ol 1 V= (36)

the nalresults are

T 9 = sinh - bE) 37)
h

T ? = 1+ Zcosh = &F+elt V= E? (38)
h i.

T? = x> &Y= pa+ 2y)E] 39)

h i
T ) = el:X+}oosh]—o F* 4 el T VI E?

2 2

(40)

In what follow s, we om it the superscript zero from g . and 8 , Shoe
in this paper we only consider the static regponse fiinctions.
In addition, wem ention the follow Ing properties cbeyed in the zero— eld

and symm etric 1im its for the static responses

Im = Ilmg,o - (41)
B! O

Iim k =:|.'.[T1E! U=2 ? + (42)
E! Uu=2

T he equalities ('fl-}') and @-2;) again dem onstrate that the asymm etry is anal
ogous to an extemalm agnetic eld when one considers the charge response
functions instead of the spin susceptibilities. A 1l the response functions are
symm etric w ith regpect to reversal of the extemal eld B ! B). W hat
ism ore Interesting, however, is that the susceptibilities are also sym m etric
w ith respect to reversalofasymmetry @ 2E + U ! a).
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5. RESULTS

Here we consider the m agnetic— eld and levelasym m etry dependencies
of the spin and charge response functions, ,; (T) and ;,; (T). W e keep
U oonstant and vary E  (or y), such that there is a oneto-one relationship
betweeny E=U and asymm etry a 2E + U =U @2y + 1). Consequently,
the curves are seen to be drawn for varying level asym m etries. Fjgures-'_]:{
-'j are or U > 0 while Figs. lgi{:_Ig' descrbe the negativeU situation. The
dashed curves always denote y < 0, whik the solid ones are for y 0.
Furthem ore, we have labelled the curves such that the eld param eterb
B =T is shown inside the parentheses. W hen the eld param eter is om itted,
b= 0 is in plied. O w ing to the abovem entioned sym m etry of the response
functions w ith respect to reversal of asym m etry, it is convenient to consider
positive asymm etries only for U > 0 and negative asymm etries for U < 0.
In particular, thism eans that y 1=2 below .

T he num ber of illustrations that ollow is large. However, we explore
the four response fiinctions to illistrate their interrelationships and symm e—
tries upon reversal of U w ith varying level asym m etries and extemal eld
strengths.

5.1. Positive U
5.1.1. Zero ExtemalF ied

F igurel]) show sthe spin susceptibility in zero extemnal eld ( , = ) or
various asym m etries. This is also given in reference? W e cbserve that the
Curie law fora quantum -m echanical spin one half, T = 1=4, isbest cbeyed
in the low -tem perature lim it for the sym m etric situation (curve "a"). How—
ever, fory < 0, the spin susoeptbility always nally rises to the level 4T ) *
for Jow enough tem peratures. T his happens sin ultaneously w ith the depres—
sion of the parallel charge susceptbility, see F ig. ? . A Iso the perpendicular
charge susoeptibility vanishes at low tem peratures for all con gurations, see
Fig. :ja. It is thus legitin ate to state that the soin degrees of freedom are
the relevant low -energy (or strong-U ) excitations for U > 0. Furthem ore,
we nd forzero eld S ,i= 0)

1
T +T (+hQ, =T +T .+ T )=t (43)

T=U

T herefore, as the charge susogptibilities vanish for low tem peratures, we
obtain T = 1=4, asalready stated. For high tem peratures (T U ), on the
other hand, the oscillator strength becom es evenly distributed am ong the
soin and charge degrees of freedom and the spin and charge susceptibilities
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1/4

1/6

1/8

Fig. l. Curieparam eterT i zero extemal eld ( » ) Porpositive U as
a function of kevelasymm etry. Here yyj2 £0g fzip o2 £1;4;7;10;13;1649g,
such that for the curves "a" ! "f' ("g"! "1"), y isnegative (positive). T he
curve labeled "m " denotesy = 0.

approach the common value lm_y, 7 T = limry, 1 T = 1=8 In zero
eld for allvalues of y, c.f. Figs. 1}, 2 and ia.

They= 0con guration isa specialcase. From the generalresult forthe
soin-state occupations n Eq. {_2-_2), it is easy to see that here the occupation
num bers satisfy: m»i = hyi = 1=3, which yields 0 ,i* = 1=36, see Eq.
{{d). Consequently, one nds that the low -tem perature lin its .n zero eld
fory=0:T = 1=6,T (= 1=18and T , ! 0 are consistent wih the
result in Eq. {43).

5.1.2. Finite Field

Figures :_3a and :fla show the eld dependencies of the longiudinal and
perpendicular spin susceptbilities, respectively, for weak elds. One ob-
serves that the longiudinal com ponent is m ore strongly a ected by the
external m agnetic eld. Furthem ore, in high elds { Figs. §b and gﬁb {
the Iongitudinal soin response displays peaks of nvariant height fory > 0,
w hereas the transversal fiinction exhibits threshold behaviour. T hese peaks
and thresholds correspond to the situation where one of the localized energy
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1/8

1/18

Fig. 2. Cure param eter forthe charge susogptbiliy T  with U >SO forvan—
ishing m agnetic eld as a function ofasymm etry. Here jyj2 £0g fzip o 2

£1;5;10;169g, such that forthe curves"a" ! "d" ("e"! "h"), y isnegative
(positive). T he curve labeled "i" denotesy = 0.
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(a U>0 (b) Us0
: ‘ 7/32 ‘ ‘
I I a0 | I am__
,,,,,,,, N . .
AN a(1/2)
c(1/2)2 ¢(0) a(h)
ey, S NN
176129 =
o(172)
e(1)
178t
116 b(512) b(128) b(32)
d(0->1)
0 : ‘ : 193 0.01 - 100
1e-6 Te—4 0.01 1 100 e : T

T/U
Fig. 3. M agnetic- eld dependence ofthe Iongitudinalm agnetic susceptibility
x®B;T) n (@) moderate and () extrame elds. The curves "a" and "b"
are or ¥j= 1=2 whilke "c" and "d" denote yj= 1=2'3). The curves for
which y= 0 are labeled "e" . M agnetic eld ism easured In tem sofb= B =T
which is ndicated in the parentheses In this gure.

1/4

16 e

1/81-

L e -
d(0->1)

La28) _____

- p : le-4 0.61 1‘ 100
1e-6 le-4 0.01 1 100
TU ™w

Fig. 4. M agnetic eld dependence of the transversal spin susceptibiliy
» B;T) in @) moderate and () extrame elds.

0

levels crosses the Ferm 1 level as shown in Fjg.::ﬂa fory= 1=2. The height of
thepeaksn T | is 1=16, rrespective of the absolute value ofy.

T he parallel and perpendicular charge response fiinctions for weak and
strong elds are considered In F igs. § and ﬁ A lso for the charge susospti-
bility, the parallel com ponent is peaked at high elds fory > 0 at the kevel
1=16. This is shown in Fig.'§o ory = 1=2 :n which case the peak again oc-
curs in the kevel con guration ofF ig. §:a Sin ultaneously, the perpendicular
charge susceptibility show s threshold dependence, see F1ig. -'jb. In Fig. :ja,
forT , the curve ory = 0 would lie between the Jj= 1=16 curves shown
in the gure.
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=U

12;U>0;B
=K

y=

-U
ne-=4d:0>Nn-7/1

12;U<0;B

y

Fig. 5. Special values of large applied m agnetic elds yield level con gura-—
tions w ith particular sym m etry. T hese level schem es corresgpond to distinct
features In the m agnetic and charge response functions @: c.£, Fjgs.ESb,ElIb,
@b, To; b: c.f, Figs.dlb,1db; c: c.f. , Figs.db, 10b, 11b, 12b).
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(@ U>0 (b) U>0

b(256) b(32) b(4)

1/8r- 1161

11812

19074 0.01 1 100 19074 0.01 1 100
TV TV

Fig. 6. Ficld dependence of the parallel charge susceptbility , In @)
m oderate and () extram e elds. The curves "a" and "b" are for jyj= 1=2
while "¢" and "d" denote yj= 1=2'°). The curves Hrwhith y = 0 are
labeled "e" . T he zero— eld situation was already considered in FJg:Q:

@ Us0 b) Us0
‘ 1716 ‘ :

1/81

18- 0.01 1 100 Te-4 oot ! 100
™w

Fig. 7. Fild-and asymm etry dependence of the perpendicular charge sus—
ceptbility , forU > 0 In @) moderate and () extram e elds. The curves
"a" and "b" are Por = 1=2 whik "c" and "d" denote jj= 1=16.
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1/4

1/8

01 e-6 1e-4 0.01 1 100
-T/U
Fig. 8. Asymm etry dependence of the longiudinal zero— charge sus—
ceptbility, ,® = 0;T), or U < 0. Here ¥j 2 fig f2+ip 2

£16;13;10;7;4;19g, such that for the curves "a"! "g" ("h"! "n"), y is
negative (posiive).

52. N egative U

T he charge susceptibility In zero eld and forweak and strong m agnetic
elds is illustrated in F igs. § and 9 for the parallel com ponent and in F ig. L0
for the perpendicularpart. T he low -tem perature chargeCurielaw T = 1=4
is here ound to be obeyed only In the symm etric situation y = 1=2,
2 = ), Irrespective of the m agnetic eld. Furthem ore, an In nitesin al
asymm etry is su cient to depress the low-tem perature lin i as shown in
Fjg.:-ga, w here the curve "b" correspondsto y 0:499992. Again, In high

elds a peak ofheight 1=16 is form ed in the parallel charge response T | for
y > 0, while the perpendicular com ponent displays a threshold at the sam e
point. However, here or y = 1=2 this behaviour corresponds to the level
con guration shown in Fjg.ﬁ:c,whereB = 30.

ForU < 0 the spin susceptibilities behave in a sin ilar way as the charge
response finctions for U > 0, fireezing out for low enough tem peratures, as
shown in Figs.d] and 13. However, they = 0 situation isnot a special case
here. A gain we observe that the parallel soin susoeptibility ism ore sensitive
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Fig. 9. Field dependence of |, orU < 0 in (@) m oderate and () extram e
elds. The curves "a" and "b" are for ¥j= 1=2, "c" and "d" denote
Y= 127=256 and the curves or which jyj= 1=4 are labelkd "e" and "{'.
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elds.
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Fig. 11. (@) ForU < 0, the longiudinal spin susceptbility  is strongly
suppressed for T < U=10. () A sharp peak is fom ed for extreme elds
for both positive and negative values of y. Curves "a" and "b" are Por
Y= 1=2, corresponding to level con gurations in F igs. fjb and 5:0, w hile the
other curves n (a) represent yj= 1=21C.

to the extemal eld than the perpendicular com ponent. Furthem ore, we

nd peaks In T  and thresholds n T ., for high elds, but now both at
y> 0Oandy < 0. They = 1=2 peaks and thresholds in Figs.illb and 12b
correspond to the level con guration ofF . Ec B = 3U), whik those for
y=  1=2 correspond to the situation in Figibb, whereB = U

5.3. Contrasting Spin and C harge

A s pointed out above, the reversal of U exchanges the m utual roles
of the spin and charge degrees of freedom . W e nd, In particular, that at
zero eld for the symm etric situation (y = 1=2): U < 0= U>D0
and (U > 0)= (U < 0). Thisis ilustrated In Fig.i13 for the paraliel
susceptibilities. Furthem ore, we nd that the soin and charge response
functions are sym m etric w ith respect to the levelasymmetry a = 2E + U,
suchthat @)= ( a)and @)= ( a) are cbeyed.

6. DISCUSSION

The Anderson im purity m odel has proven capabl of describbing a re—
m arkable variety of di erent physical system s in the eld of strongly corre—
lated electrons. P resently, an im portant trend in condensed-m atter physics
and nanoelectronics is one where arti cial m an-m ade ob gcts are studied,
rather than realatom s orm olcules. T he progress In lithography techniques
hasm ade it possble, eg., to abricate quantum dots w ith properties sim i~
lar to those of real atom s. O ur study has relevance for such system s where
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(a) U<O0 (b) U<O
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Fig. 12. (@) ForU < 0, the transversal spin susceptbility -, is strongly
suppressed at low tem peratures. ) Extrem e eld values produce a thresh—
od forboth y > 0 and y < 0 corresponding to the peaks In Fjggl.-}: The
curves have been drawn for the sam e asym m etries as In FJg:_l-Q:

isolated localized energy levels occur. It would be interesting to investigate
w hether indications for negative! behaviour previously found, eg., in the
context of high-tem perature superconductivity and heavy—ferm ion system s
could also be experin entally realized in quantum dot#? or carbon nanotubes
w ith m agnetic in purities.

W e have studied the spin and charge susogptibilities of an arti cialAn-—
derson atom for arbirary values ofthem odelparam eters. G eneral resuls for
all the four relevant regponse fiinctions have here been presented to the best
of our know ledge for the rst tin e and an extensive survey of the properties
of these susogptbilities was carried out. It was pointed out, In particular,
how the kevel asym m etry behaves for the charge degrees of freedom as the
m agnetic eld for the spin, and that the reversal of U changes the m utual
roks of soin and charge. In particular, or low tem peratures and w ith pos-
iive U, the Curie law for a free soin-1=2 is ollowed by the soin resgponse,
w hereas the charge excitations becom e suppressed. O n the other hand, for
negative U at low tem peratures, the charge susosptibility ollow s the Curie
law In the sym m etric case, whereas the spin responses vanish. At high tem —
peratures and for increasing asym m etry, the transfer of oscillator strength
from the soin degrees of freedom to the charge m odes becom es increasingly
mportant. nthe T ! 1 Im i, them al uctuations average over any de—
tails in the energy—-level structure. C onsequently, the spin and charge m odes
have equal oscillator strengths and they becom e equally relevant.

Tt is noted that for increasing m agnetic— eld strength, the longitudinal
susceptibilities are m ore strongly suppressed than the perpendicular com —
ponents. Furthem ore, at extram ely high elds, the Iongitudinal responses
show peaks of nvariant height whilk the perpendicular responses have a
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Fig. 13. Contrasting spin ( ) (solid line) and charge (i) (dashed line)

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

in particular, the spin-charge duality: exchange in the rolkes of and for
U s U (petween a and d). For further discussion, see the m ain body of
text.
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threshold. These features are associated w ith particular level crossings, as
discussed In the text.

O ur thorough discussion of the spin and charge (pseudospin) susospti-
bilities in the atom ic Im it of the Anderson m odel has revealed several new
and interesting details iIn these response fiinctions. T hese new features are
expected to be particularly relevant in connection with the behaviour of
quantum dots since In this case it is possibl to create very high e ective
m agnetic elds far beyond those encountered in atom ic physics. T herefore,
quantum dots serve as Interesting laboratory m odels for Anderson m odel
physics In Im its which have not been explored before. O ur results serve
to em phasize and increase understanding of the relationships goveming the
soin-charge duality in the atom ic lin it of the Anderson m odel. T he atom ic
m odel can be taken as the starting point of perturbation expansions in the
Schrie erW ol lim it where the A nderson m_odelcan be related to the K ondo
m odel for m agnetic m purities In m etalsi#? Unied de nitions of soin and
charge susceptibbilities have been given and they w ill be utilized In future
W orks.

A.RESPONSE FUNCTIONS

In order to describe the response of an operator A due to a perturbation
coupled to operator B , i isnaturalto investigate the generalized adm ittance
function* de ned in Zubarev’s*2 notation as

Zq
A ;Biil = i dte”™ ( HhR ©);B 0)],i (44)
1
which is a com plex function of the frequency variabl z and has been an-—
alytically continued for com plex argum ents. The upper and lower signs
designate In (z) > 0 and Im (z) < 0, respectively, and correspond to the
retarded (@nalytic in the upper half of the com plex plane) and advanced
(@nalytic in the lower halfplane) functions. T he superscript (+ ) refersto an
anticom m utator (R ;B ]y, fA ;B g, correlation) function, while a com m u-
tator (R;B ], A ;B ], response) function is m eant w ith the superscript
( ). Do not confuse ( ) (signs in parentheses) m arking the com m utator
( ) and anticom m utator + ) functions w ith or (w ithout parentheses)
denoting the retarded and advanced finctions in (4).

T he tim e evolution ofoperators is ruled in the H eisenberg representation

by the operator equation

A =" e BE 45)

where H isthe Ham ittonian. Partial integration of ¢@4) yieldsw ith the help
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of (45) the equations of m otion

ZHA ;Biil ' = hR;B] ,i+ tR;H ;B i) (46)
= hp;B] ,i Ha;B;HI; @7)

w here the ensam ble averages hi can be related selfconsistently to the respec—
tive adm ittance finctions (see below ) . Form ost ofthe nontrivial H am iltoni—
ans of interest, the equations ofm otion for the relevant double-tin e G reens
functions constitute an in nite hierarchy, whose tem ination (eg., In the
H artreeFock approxin ation) hasbeen a frequently em ployed approxin ation
technique in the theory ofm agnetian . It is therefore of Interest to consider
m odels where the exact doubletim e functions can In fact be evaluated In
closed fom .

For large frequencies, the doubletim e functions decrease at least as
HA ;Bii  z !, ascan be readily seen from their equations of m otion 6)
and (-fl-j.) . M oreover, these functions are analytic o the real frequency (!)
axis, across w hich there exists a cut discontinuiy

WA ;Bii, = WA ;Bii, dWA ;Bil; (48)

w here the prin e superscript denotes the real part, while the doubl prin e
stands for the In aginary part of the function. T hus the response finctions
m ay be represented using the H ibert transform ation
Z S
. d! A ;B ii,
hA ;B 11, = — T 5 (49)
which is also called spectral representation.
For the anticom m utator (+ ) m etric, the tin ecorrelation functions (ex—
pectation values) m ay be cbtained using
Z

. d! ilt 0
hAf B @Oi1 = —e " 01 £()]1Gs (1) (50)
Z
. d' ilt 00
hB@O AR = —e T f(1)Gag (V) (51)
where A = A Mi, B =B Bi gp @)= HA;Bif and £(!) is
the Fermm idistribution function (tem perature units are chosen such that the
Bolzm ann constant isunity) . Forthe com m utator (response, ( )) functions
we have
Z
. d! ilt 00
hA B @Oi1 = —e " A+n()] ag (M) (52)
2 an o



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

wheretheA B susceptbility isde nedas a (z) = HA ;Bij andn(!)
is the Bose function. Furthem ore, the uctuation-dissipation theorem

0 ! ®

Gas ()= coth — 45 (1) (54)

gives a relation between the com m utator and anticom m utator functions.
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