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C oherence scale ofthe tw o-dim ensionalK ondo Lattice m odel.

F.F. Assaad

Institutf�ur Theoretische Physik und Astrophysik Universit�atW �urzburg,Am Hubland D-97074 W �urzburg

A doped holein thetwo-dim ensionalhalf-�lled K ondo latticem odelwith exchangeJ and hopping

thasm om entum (�;�)irrespectiveofthecoupling J=t.Thequasiparticleresidueofthedoped hole,

Z(�;�),trackstheK ondo scale,TK ,ofthecorresponding single im purity m odel.Those resultsstem

from high precision quantum M onte Carlo sim ulations on lattices up to 12 � 12. Accounting for

sm alldopings away from half-�lling within a rigid band approxim ation, this result im plies that

the e�ective m ass ofthe charge carriers at the Ferm ileveltracks 1=TK or equivalently that the

coherence tem perature Tcoh / TK . This results is consistent with the large-N saddle point ofthe

SU (N )sym m etric K ondo lattice m odel.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.10.-w,71.10.Fd

In a Ferm iliquid,the coherence scale correspondsto

the energy scalebelow which therm odynam ic properties

aredeterm ined by theFerm isurface:thespeci� cheatis

linearin tem peratureandthespin chargeuniform suscep-

tibilitiestem peratureindependent.Thisscaleisinversely

proportionalto the e� ective m assofthe chargecarriers.

In thisarticle,ouraim isto com putethecoherencescale

in m odels ofheavy ferm ion m aterials [1]. O ur starting

pointisthe K ondo Latticem odel(K LM ),

H = � t
X

h~i;~ji;�

[c
y

~i;�
c~j;� + h:c:]+ J

X

~i

~S
c
~i
~S
f

~i
; (1)

on a square lattice. The � rst term describes a band

ofnon-interacting electrons in a tight binding approxi-

m ation (c
y

~i;�
createsan electron in a W annierstate cen-

tered around lattice site~iwith z-com ponent ofspin �)

and the sum runs over nearest neighbors. The spin

degrees of freedom of the conduction electrons, ~Sc
~i
=

1

2

P

s;s0
c
y

~i;s
~�s;s0c

y

~i;s0
with ~� the Paulispin m atrices,in-

teractantiferrom agnetically,J > 0,with a latticeofspin

1=2 m agnetic im purities, ~S
f

~i
. The K LM at J=t < < 1

stem s from the periodic Anderson m odel(PAM ) in the

lim itwherecharge uctuationsarenegligible.

In the lim itofa singleim purity,the m odeliswellun-

derstood: athigh tem peratures the im purity spin is es-

sentially free and atlow tem peraturesitisscreened via

the form ation ofa m any body singlet state ofthe con-

duction electrons and im purity spin. The characteris-

tic,universal,energy scaledescribing thiscrossoverfrom

the freeto the screened m agnetic im purity istheK ondo

tem perature,TK [2]. In the lattice case,it is appeal-

ing to view the heavy ferm ion m etallic state asa conse-

quence ofa coherent,Bloch-like,superposition ofindi-

vidualK ondo screening clouds. The coherence scale of

them etallicstatehasbeen investigated in detailswithin

the large-N approxim ation forthe K LM [3]and the dy-

nam icalm ean � eld approxim ation for the related PAM

[4].Both approachesyield Tcoh / TK asafunction ofJ=t

with a proportionality factordepending strongly on the

band-� lling. Since both approxim ations neglect spatial

 uctuations,they do notcapture the Ruderm an-K ittel-

K asuya-Yosida (RK K Y) interaction which introduces a

new energy scaleinto theproblem and drivestheground

state through a m agnetic order-disorderquantum phase

transition. The new resultin this Letteris thatthe re-

lation Tcoh / TK stillholds when the two-dim ensional

K LM issolved num erically exactly by m eansofquantum

M onteCarlo (Q M C)sim ulations.

To tackle this problem ,we have to adoptan indirect

route since the sign problem inhibits sim ulations away

from half-� lling. W e hence investigate the problem ofa

single-holedoped intotheK ondoinsulatingstateathalf-

� lling and then assum ea rigid band to deducetheprop-

ertiesofthem etallicstateatweakdopings.In thefollow-

ing,wedescribeourapproach forthe SU (N )sym m etric

m odelwherein thelim itN ! 1 a param agneticsaddle

point approxim ation becom es exact. W e then com pare

theobtained resultswith Q M C sim ulationsfortheSU (2)

m odelofEq.1.

M ean Field. The m ean � eld we consider neglects

m agnetic  uctuations triggered by the RK K Y interac-

tion but describes the K ondo e� ect as wellas the for-

m ation ofthe heavy electron state. The decoupling is

based on the equation: ~Sc
~i

~S
f

~i
= 1

4

�

D
y

~i
D~i

+ D~i
D

y

~i

�

with

D~i
=
P

�
c
y

~i;�
f~i;�. Here, ~S

f

~i
= 1

2

P

s;s0
f
y

~i;s
~�s;s0f

y

~i;s0
,and

f
y

~i;�
areferm ionic operators.Atthe m ean-� eld levelone

adopts a realorder param eter,r = hD~i
i,and the con-

straint ofa single charge per f-site is im posed on aver-

age via a Lagrangem ultiplier�. Thism ean � eld theory

hasbeen discussed extensively in [3]. Here,we willcon-

centrate on the J dependence ofscales for a half-� lled

particle-hole sym m etric conduction band. This sym m e-

trypinsthechem icalpotentialto�= 0and �= 0.Single

particle properties are derived from the G reen function

G (~k;i!m )= 1=

h

i!m � �(~k)� � (i!m )

i

with self-energy

� (i!m )=
(Jr=2)

2

i!m
(2)

and �(~k)= � 2t(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)).Assum inga atden-

sity ofstates,D (�),ofwidth W satisfying
R
d�D (�)= 1

and D (�)= D (� �)we can solve the saddle pointequa-
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tionsto obtain:

r(T = 0)=
W

2J sinh(W =2J)
: (3)

The order param eter r vanishes at the K ondo tem per-

ature TK . At the m ean-� eld level,this energy scale is

independent on the im purity concentration and hence

m atches the K ondo tem perature of the corresponding

single im purity problem . W ith the above  at density

ofstatesweobtain:

TK / W e
�W =J /

1

W
[Jr(T = 0)]

2
forJ=t< < 1: (4)

Thefunctionalform oftheself-energy leadsto thedis-

persion relation E~k
= 1

2

�

�(~k)�

q

�2(~k)+ (Jr)2

�

with

residue Z~k = 1

2

�

1� �(~k)=

q

�2(~k)+ (Jr)2

�

for a doped

hole away from half-� lling. At T = 0 and in the

weak-coupling lim it,both the quasiparticle gap,� qp =

�� E �;� ,and residuetrack the sam escale:

� qp / Z(�;�) / [Jr(T = 0)]
2 / TK forJ=t< < 1: (5)

Underarigid band assum ption (seeDiscussion section)

thisresultsim pliesthatthecoherencetem peratureofthe

m etallicstateatsm allholedopingsawayfrom half-� lling

tracksthe the K ondo scale. Atthe m ean-� eld levelthis

statem entm aybechecked explicitlybysolvingthem ean-

� eld equationsin the m etallic state [3].

The m ean-� eld theory has m any caveats. The order

param eter r does not vanish because the constraint is

taken intoaccounton average.M agnetism iswhich isen-

ergeticallyfavorablein thesm allJ=tlim itisnotincluded.

Henceitisa-priorinotclearthatthescalesdescribed by

them ean-� eld approach survivewhen them odelissolved

exactly.

J=t = 0:2

J=t = 0:4

J=t = 1:45

�G

�

~

k = (�; �);��

�

, 8� 8, hni = 1

�t

12840

0.1

0.01

0.001

0.0001

1e-05

FIG .1: Zero tem perature G reen function de�ned in Eq. 6.

Fittingthetailofthisquantity totheform Z~k
e
� � qp (

~k)�
yields

thequasiparticleresidueand quasiparticlegap atwavevector

~k

QM C.Toobtain zerotem peratureproperties,wesolve

the half-� lled K LM with the projector auxiliary � eld

Q M C (PQ M C)m ethod. The application ofthe m ethod

to the K LM hasbeen describe extensively in Ref.[5,6].

The algorithm scales as �N 3 where,in the fram ework

ofthePQ M C,�isan projection param eterin im aginary

tim eand N isthenum beroforbitals.Hence,largevalues

of�m ay beused toguaranteeconvergenceto theground

state,buton theotherhand theN 3 scalingrenderslarge

lattice sizesdi� cultto access.From the im aginary tim e

displaced G reen function,wecom puteboth thequasipar-

ticle gap aswellasquasiparticleresidue:

� G (~k;� �)= h	 N
0 jc

y

~k;�
(�)c~k;�(0)j	

N
0 i

�! 1
! Z~ke

�� qp(
~k)�

(6)

since Z~k =

�
�
�h	 N

0 jc
y

~k;�
j	 N �1

0
i

�
�
�
2

. Clearly high precision

resultsare required to extractthe residue. Fig. 1 plots

typicalraw data.To reach such precision weusea newly

developed m ethod for the calculation ofG (~k;�) within

the PQ M C [7].

Num ericalResults. In num ericalsim ulations of the

two-dim ensionalK LM ,the RK K Y interaction triggers

a m agnetic order-disorder quantum phase transition at

Jc=t= 1:45� 0:05[6].Thequestion then arisesifthean-

tiferrom agnetic ordering destroys K ondo screening and

hence the possible appearance ofa K ondo scale in the

num ericaldata. W e answer this question by analyzing

thesingleparticlespectralfunction.Assum ing thatwell

underJc=ttheim purityspinsarefrozenintotheirantifer-

rom agnetic ordering,we can use the m ean-� eld Ansatz,

hS
f;z

~i
i = 1

2
m f

ze
i~Q �~i,which leads to a single hole disper-

sion relation: E (~k) = �

q

�2(~k)+ (J=4)2 [8]. This ap-

proxim ation correctly reproduces the quasiparticle gap

� qp / J=4in thesm allJ lim it(seeFig.3)butfailstoac-

countfortheobserved dispersion relation in thespectral

function. This statem ent is based on com parison with

Q M C data:thethin verticallinesin Fig.2,tracking the

dispersion relation �

q

�2(~k)+ (J=4)2,donotaccountfor

the low energy featuresaround the (�;�)point.O n the

otherhand,com parison with the m ean-� eld approxim a-

tion ofthe previous section (bold verticallines in Fig.

2),allowsthe interpretation that the low-lying features

in the vicinity of~k = (�;�) stem from K ondo screen-

ing and are shifted to energy scalesoforderJ=tdue to

the onset ofm agnetic ordering. W e have checked that

this functionalform ofthe dispersion relation survives

down to J=t= 0:2 on 8� 8 lattices.In the m agnetically

ordered phase,a doped hole at ~k = (�;�) can scatter

o� a gapless m agnon with m om entum ~Q = (�;�) thus

generating a shadow feature at~k = (0;0). Upon close

inspection,such featuresare seen in Fig. 2. The quasi-

particle dispersion relation isatbestdescribed in term s

ofpartialK ondo screening ofthe im purity spins. The

rem nantnon-screened m om entordersantiferrom agneti-

cally [9,10].

O urm ajorconcern isthe quasiparticleresidue at~k =
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A(~k, ω), J/t = 0.8

ω/t

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

0-1-2-3-4

0.008

0.009

0.026

1.000

1.973

1.990

1.991

1.990

1.985

1.969

1.896

1.482

1.000

0.518

0.103

0.030

0.014

0.009

0.008

FIG .2:Singleparticlespectralfunction asobtained from an-

alytically continuing the im aginary tim e Q M C data with the

M axim um Entropy m ethod. The single particle occupation

num bers,n~k =
P

�
hc

y

~k;�
c~k;�

i are listed on the left hand side

ofthe plot,and correspond to the weight under each spec-

trum : �n~k =
R
0

� 1
d!A(~k;!). The thin verticallines track

the dispersion relation ofhole in a static staggered m agnetic

�eld (see text): �

q

�2(~k)+ (J=4)2. The bold verticallines

correspond to thedispersion relation stem m ing from theself-

energy ofEq.2,with the orderparam eterr determ ined self-

consistently.

(�;�). In Fig. 3 we plot this quantity as a function of

J=t for 8 � 8 and 12 � 12 lattices. At sm allvalues of

J=tsize e� ects becom e m ore and m ore im portant. For

J=t= 0:4 and 0:8 we haveextrapolated the data to in� -

nitesizesby � tting theL = 4;6;8;12Q M C resultsto the

form a+ b=L + c=L2.To com parethisscaleto thesingle

im purity K ondoscale,wehavecarried outsim ulationsof

•: Z(π,π), L → ∞

©: Z(π,π), L = 12

✷: Z(π,π), L = 8

△: TK/t

▽: ∆qp/t

.

J/t
21.61.20.80.4

1

0.1

0.01

0.001

0.0001

FIG .3: Scalesasa function ofJ=tasdeterm ined from Q M C

sim ulations(seetext).Thedata forthequasiparticlegap are

a result ofextrapolation to the therm odynam ic lim it. The

solid line corresponds to the m ean-�eld (see section M ean-

�eld)valueoftheK ondo tem perature.W ithin ourresolution

we cannotdistinguish itfrom the Q M C value.

the K ondo m odel:

H =
X

~k;�

�(~k)c
y

~k;�
c~k;�

+ J~S
c
I
~S
f

I
(7)

with a standard im plem entation oftheHirsch-FyeQ M C

algorithm [11]. In this algorithm the CPU tim e scales

as �3N 0 where N correspondsto the num ber oflattice

sitesand � to the inverse tem perature.Thisscaling be-

haviorallowsoneto carry outsim ulationson arbitrarily

largelatticesbutlim itstheaccessibletem peraturerange.

Form the data collapse ofthe im purity spin susceptibil-

ity (see Fig. 4) we can extractthe K ondo tem perature

forourgiven band structure.Note thatthe so obtained

K ondotem perature(trianglesin Fig3)com paresrem ark-

ably wellwith them ean-� eld value(solid linein Fig.3).

Atsm allvaluesofJ=t(J=t= 0:4)the K ondo tem pera-

ture is too sm allto com pute with the Hirsch-Fye algo-

rithm and we have to rely on the m ean-� eld result to

com parewith the lattice Q M C results.

Thedata ofFig.3 show severalfeatures.

i) The m ajor observation is that within the considered

rangeofcoupling constantsthe Q M C resultsareconsis-

tentwith

Z(�;�) / TK : (8)

ii)Due to the occurrence ofantiferrom agnetic orderbe-

low Jc=t= 1:45� 0:05,the quasiparticle gap tracks J.
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△ : J/t = 0.8, TK/t = 0.016

© : J/t = 1.2, TK/t = 0.06

• : J/t = 1.6, TK/t = 0.12

✷ : J/t = 2.0, TK/t = 0.21

.

T/TK

1/
(T

K
χ

I
)

543210

10

8

6

4

2

FIG . 4: Im purity spin susceptibility, �I =
R
�

0
d�hm

f
z(�)m

f
z(0)i, for the K ondo m odel as determ ined

with a standard im plem entation oftheHirsch-Fyealgorithm .

From the collapse ofthe data,we can estim ate the K ondo

tem perature forthe listed valuesofJ=t.

Even in the presence ofthislarge quasiparticle gap,the

K ondo-like features in the single-hole spectralfunction

{  atband around the (�;�) pointwith Z(�;�) / TK {

survive.

iii)W ithin ourresolution and lim itation in latticesize,we

observenoanom alyin thequasiparticleresidueacrossthe

m agneticorder-disorderphasetransition (Jc=t’ 1:45).

Discussion Underthe assum ption ofa rigid band,the

result ofEq. 8 has im portant im plications. Since the

quasiparticle gap is determ ined by the (� �;� �) points

in theBrillouin zone,in� nitesim alholedopingawayfrom

half-� lling yieldsa m etallicstatewith Ferm isurfacecon-

sisting of hole pockets centered around the (� �;� �)

~k� points.Thisleadsto a Ferm isurface with largeLut-

tingervolum e containing both conduction and im purity

electrons. The e� ective m assofthisFerm iliquid atin-

� nitesim alhole dopings is inversely proportionalto the

quasiparticleresidue:

m
? /

1

Z(�;�)

: (9)

The coherence tem perature, Tcoh, is inversely propor-

tionalto the e� ective m ass. Hence Eq. 9 along with

ourQ M C resultofEq.8 isequivalentto

Tcoh / TK : (10)

Letuscom m enton theim plicitassum ptionslyingbehind

the aboveequation.

i)Supportfortherigid band assum ption followsfrom the

factthe K ondo insulatorisadiabatically linked to band

insulatorrealized in the non-interacting periodic Ander-

son m odel.Thisstandsin contrastto theM ottinsulting

state.

ii) That the e� ective m ass is inversely proportionalto

to quasiparticle residue im plicitly assum es that the en-

hancem entofm ? isdriven by the frequency dependence

ofthe self-energy.W e can obtain supportforthisstate-

m ent by com puting the e� ective m ass as the inverse

curvature ofthe dispersion relation around ~k = (�;�)

thus capturing the m ass enhancem ent origination from

the frequency as wellas m om entum dependence ofthe

self-energy. W ithin our accuracy, this quantity tracks

1=Z(�;�) asa function ofJ=tthuscon� rm ing thevalidity

ofourassum ption.

In conclusion,wehavecarried outhigh precision Q M C

calculations ofthe half-� lled K LM on a square lattice.

W e have shown that from weak to strong coupling and

acrossthe m agnetic quantum phase transition,a doped

hole has m om entum (�;�) and quasiparticle residue

which tracks the K ondo scale ofthe corresponding sin-

gle im purity m odel. Assum ing a rigid band,this result

leadsto the conclusion thatthe J-dependence ofcoher-

ence scale in the m etallic state at sm alldopings away

from half-� lling trackstheK ondo scale.Sincethisresult

com pares favorably with large-N and dynam icalm ean-

� eld theorieswhich om itspatial uctuations,wecan fol-

low theidea thatthecoherencescaleisinsensitiveto the

RK K Y m agneticscale.
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