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C oherence scale of the tw o-dim ensional K ondo Lattice m odel.
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A doped hole in the two-dim ensionalhalf- lled K ondo lattice m odelw ith exchange J and hopping

thasmomentum ( ;

) irrespective ofthe coupling J=t. T he quasiparticle residue of the doped hole,

Z ( ;) ,tracks the K ondo scale, Tk , of the corresponding single in purity m odel. T hose resuls stem

from high precision quantum M onte Carlo sin ulations on lattices up to 12

12. A coounting for

an all dopings away from half- lling within a rigid band approxin ation, this result in plies that

the e ective m ass of the charge carriers at the Fem i level tracks 1=Tx

or equivalently that the

coherence tem perature Teon, / Tk . This results is consistent w ith the largeN saddle point of the

SU (N ) symm etric K ondo lattice m odel

PACS numbers: 7127+ a, 7110w, 7L10Fd

In a Fem i liquid, the coherence scale corresponds to
the energy scale below which them odynam ic properties
are determ ined by the Fermm i surface: the speci c heat is
linear in tem perature and the spin charge uniform suscep—
tbilities tem perature ndependent. T his scale is inversely
proportionalto the e ective m ass of the charge carriers.
In this article, ourain is to com pute the coherence scale
In m odels of heavy ferm ion m aterials rQ:]. O ur starting
point is the K ondo Latticem odel K LM ),
X X

[CZ; o, +hxil+J
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sest;
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on a square lattice. The rst tem describes a band
of non-interacting electrons in a tight binding approxi-
m ation (c}l’. creates an electron in a W annier state cen-—

tered around lattice site 1 with z-com ponent of spin )
and the sum runs over nearest neighbors. The spin
degrees of freedom of the conduction electrons, S; =

%P 5150 Siye wih ~ the Pauli spin m atrices, n—
teract antiferrom agnetically, J > 0, w ith a lattice of spin
1=2 m agnetic in purities, sf. The KLM at J=t << 1
stem s from the periodic Anderson m odel PAM ) in the
lim i where charge uctuations are negligble.

In the lin it of a single In purity, the m odel iswellun—
derstood: at high tem peratures the in purity spin is es—
sentially free and at low tem peratures it is screened via
the form ation of a m any body singlet state of the con—
duction electrons and inpurity soin. The characteris—
tic, universal, energy scale describing this crossover from
the free to the screened m agnetic im purity is the K ondo
tem perature, Tx [_2]. In the lattice case, it is appeal-
ing to view the heavy fermm ion m etallic state as a conse—
quence of a ocoherent, B loch-lke, superposition of indi-
vidual K ondo screening clouds. The coherence scale of
the m etallic state has been investigated in details w ithin
the largeN approxin ation for the K LM B] and the dy—
nam icalmean eld approxim ation for the related PAM
EJ:]. Both approachesyield Teon / Tk asa function ofJ=t
w ith a proportionality factor depending strongly on the
band- 1ling. Since both approxin ations neglect spatial

uctuations, they do not capture the Rudem an-K itel-

NS;SOCZ;SO

KasuyaYosida RKKY) Interaction which introduces a
new energy scale into the problem and drives the ground
state through a m agnetic orderdisorder quantum phase
transition. The new result In this Letter is that the re—
lation T.on / Tx still holds when the two-din ensional
K1LM is solved num erically exactly by m eans of quantum
M onte Carlo @M C) sinulations.

To tackle this problem , we have to adopt an indirect
route since the sign problem inhibits sin ulations away
from half- 1ling. W e hence Investigate the problem of a
sihgle-hole doped into the K ondo insulating state at half-

lling and then assum e a rigid band to deduce the prop—
erties ofthem etallic state at weak dopings. In the follow —
ing, we describe our approach forthe SU (N ) sym m etric
modelwhere in the Im it N ! 1 a param agnetic saddle
point approxin ation becom es exact. W e then com pare
the obtamned resultsw ith QM C sim ulations forthe SU (2)
model ofEq. -r_]:

Mean Field. The mean eld we consider neglects
m agnetic uctuations triggered by the RKKY interac-
tion but describes the Kondo e ect as well as the for-
m ation of the heavy electron state. The decoupling is
. D)D,+D,DY wih

1 1

based on the equation: S'icsif =7

P P
— £ _ 1 Yy y
D, = C;L[; £, . Here, S, = 3 .o fi;s S;SOfi;SO’

fiy are fermm ionic operators. At the m ean— eld kevelone

7

and

adopts a real order param eter, r = erii, and the con—
straint of a single charge per fsite is in posed on aver—
age via a Lagrangem ultiplier . Thismean eld theory
has been discussed extensively in t_'j’]. Here, we will con—
centrate on the J dependence of scales for a halft- lled
particle-hole sym m etric conduction band. This symm e~
try pinsthe chem icalpotentialto = Oand = 0. Singk

particle propergjes are derived from the G reen function

G ®;ily )= 1= ily ®) (ilm ) wih selfenergy
, Tr=2)
(iln )= ——— @)
iln

and |K)= 2t (cosky) + oos(ky)).Assum;'ﬁga at den—
sity of states, D (), ofwidth W satisfyihg dD ()= 1
and D ()= D ( ) we can solve the saddle point equa-
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tions to obtain:

W

=0 w20 ©)
T he order param eter r vanishes at the K ondo tem per-
ature Tx . At the mean- eld lkevel, this energy scale is
Independent on the in purity concentration and hence
m atches the Kondo tem perature of the corresponding
single mmpurity problem . W ith the above at density
of stateswe obtain:

1
T« / We" ™ / — Ur( = 0)f Prd=t<< 1: @)

T he functional form ofthe se]f—eé'llergy Jleads to the dis—

persion relation E, = 1 ) 2®)+ (r)? with
q

residuez, = + 1 ®= 2?®+ (r? fora doped

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

weak-coupling lim it, both the quasiparticle gap, g =
E , , and residue track the sam e scale:

w/ %,/ Pr@ = 0F/ Tx orJ=t<< 1: (&)

U ndera rigid band assum ption (seeD iscussion section)
this results In plies that the coherence tem perature ofthe
m etallic state at sm allhole dopings away from half- lling
tracks the the Kondo scale. At the mean— eld kevelthis
statem entm ay be checked explicitly by solving them ean—

el equations in the m etallic state -'_[:3]

The mean— eld theory has m any caveats. The order
param eter r does not vanish because the constraint is
taken into account on average. M agnetism iswhich isen—
ergetically favorable in the sm allJ=t lim it isnot included.
Hence it is a-priorinot clear that the scales described by

them ean— eld approach survivew hen them odel is solved
exactly.
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FIG.1l: Zero tem perature G reen fnction de ned In Eq. :_d
F itting the tailofthisquantity to the om Z,e ®) yields
the quasiparticle residue and quasiparticle gap at w ave vector
K

QM C .To cbtain zero tem perature properties, we solve
the half- lled KLM wih the progctor auxiliary eld

QMC (PQMC) method. The application of them ethod
to the KLM hasbeen describe extensively in Ref. ﬁ
The algorithm scales as N 3 where, in the fram ework
ofthePQM C, isan profction param eter in im aginary
tin eand N isthe num beroforbitals. H ence, large values
of m ay be used to guarantee convergence to the ground
state, but on the other hand the N 3 scaling renders large
lattice sizes di cul to access. From the In aghary tin e
digplaced G reen function, we com pute both the quasipar-
ticle gap as well as quasiparticle residue:

. o1
M3t ze w®

G )=hy¥E (g,
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©)
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resuls are requrced to extract the residue. Fig. -]. plots
typicalraw data. To reach such precision we use a new ly
developed mrethod for the calculation of G K; ) wihin
thePQMC [i].

Num erical Results. In num erical sin ulations of the
two-din ensional KLM , the RKKY interaction triggers
a m agnetic orderdisorder quantum phase transition at
J=t= 145 005 E_d]. T he question then arises if the an—
tiferrom agnetic ordering destroys K ondo screening and
hence the possible appearance of a Kondo scale In the
num erical data. W e answer this question by analyzing
the single particle spectral finction. A ssum ing that well
under J.=tthe In puriy soinsare frozen into their antifer-
rom agneu'c ordering, we can use the m ean— eld Ansatz,
rsf7i= imfel??, whid}lleads to a singke hole disper—

since Z, = . Clearly high precision

N 2
sion relation: E ®) = 2®)+ (3=4)> HI.
proxim ation correctly reproduces the quasiparticle gap

o / J=4 I thesnalld In i (seeFig. d) but Ailsto ac—
count for the observed dispersion relation in the spectral
function. This statem ent is based on com parison w ith
QM C data: the thin yertical lines in Fig. d, tracking the
2®)+ O=4)
the low energy features around the ( ; ) point. On the
other hand, com parison w ith the m ean- eld approxin a—
tion of the previous section (pold vertical lines In Fig.
:_2), allow s the Interpretation that the low-lying features
In the vicinity of K = (; ) stem from Kondo screen—
Ing and are shifted to energy scales of order J=t due to
the onset of m agnetic ordering. W e have checked that
this functional form of the dispersion relation survives
down to J=t= 02 on 8 8 lattices. In the m agnetically
ordered phase, a doped hole at K = (; ) can scatter

This ap-

dispersion relation , do not acocount for

0 agaplkssmagnon wih momentum Q9 = (; ) thus
generating a shadow feature at K = (O;O)r. Upon close
Insgpection, such features are seen n Fig. -_ﬁ T he quasi-

particle dispersion relation is at best described in tem s
of partial K ondo screening of the im purity spins. The
rem nant non—screened m om ent orders antiferrom agneti-
cally [4,110].

Ourm apr concem is the quasiparticle residue at K =



A(k,w), J/t = 0.8
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FIG .2: Singl particle spectral function as obtained from an—
alytically continuing the in aghhary tine QM C data w ith the
M axin um Entrppy m ethod. The singl particle occupation
num bers, n, = hcyk; %, i are listed on the Jeft hand side
of the plot, anﬁlooom:espond to the weight under each spec—
trum : n, = . d!A K;!). The thin vertical lines track
the dispersion re]atd'on ofhole In a static staggered m agnetic

eld (see text): 2 [®)+ (J=4)2. The bold vertical lines
correspond to the dispersion relation stem m ing from the self-
energy ofEq. :2 w ith the order param eter r detem ined self-
consistently.

(;). In Fig. 31:we plot this quantity as a fiinction of

J=t or 8 8 and 12 12 lattices. At snall valies of
J=t size e ects becom e m ore and m ore in portant. For
J=t= 04 and 08 we have extrapolated the data to In -
nie sizesby ttingthel = 4;6;8;12Q0M C resultsto the
om a+ b=L + =L2. To com pare this scale to the single

In puriy K ondo scale, we have carried out sim ulations of
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FIG .3: Scalsasa function of J=t as determ ined from QM C
sin ulations (see text). T he data for the quasiparticle gap are
a result of extrapolation to the them odynam ic lm it. The
solid line corresponds to the mean— eld (see section M ean-—

eld) value of the K ondo tem perature. W ithin our resolution
we cannot distinguish it from the QM C value.

the K ondo m odel:
X
H = ®) ¢

Y G, *ISis; )

X;

w ith a standard in plem entation ofthe H irsch-Fye QM C
a]gont‘rm [11 In this algorithm the CPU tim e scales
as >N ° where N corresponds to the num ber of lattice
sites and to the inverse tem perature. T his scaling be—
havior allow s one to carry out sim ulations on arbitrarily
large latticesbut lim its the accessible tem perature range.
Fom the data collapse of the im purity soin susceptibil-
ity (see Fig. :_4) we can extract the K ondo tem perature
for our given band structure. N ote that the so obtained
K ondo tem perature (trianglesin ¥ Jgd) com pares ram ark—
ably wellw ith them ean— eld value (solid line in FigJ 53).
At an all values of J=t (J=t= 0#4) the K ondo tem pera-
ture is too an all to com pute w ith the H irsch-Fye algo—
rithm and we have to rely on the mean—- eld result to
com pare w ith the lattice QM C resuls.

The data ofF 4. :3 show several featuires.
i) The m apr ocbservation is that within the considered
range of coupling constants the QM C results are consis—
tent with

(;)/TK: 8)

i) D ue to the occurrence of antiferrom agnetic order be—
Iow J.=t= 145 0:05, the quasiparticle gap tracks J.
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EIG . 4 Impurity spin susceptibiliy, I =

o d l'mf( )m§ (0)i, for the Kondo m odel as detemm ined
w ith a standard Im plem entation of the H irsch-F ye algorithm .
From the collapse of the data, we can estim ate the K ondo
tem perature for the listed values of J=t.

Even in the presence of this large quasiparticle gap, the
K ondo-lke features in the single-hole spectral function
{ atband around the (; ) pontwith Z ,, / Tx {
survive.

i) W ithin ourresolution and lim itation in lattice size, we
observeno anom aly in the quasiparticle residue acrossthe
m agnetic orderdisorder phase transition (J.=t’ 1:45).

D iscussion Under the assum ption of a rigid band, the
result of Eq. :S has In portant im plications. Since the
quasiparticle gap is detem Ined by the ( ; ) points
in the Brillouin zone, In nitesim alhole doping aw ay from
half- Iling yields a m etallic state w ith Fem isurface con—
sisting of hole pockets centered around the ( ; )
K points. This leads to a Fem isurface w ith large Lut—
tinger volum e containing both conduction and in purity
electrons. The e ective m ass of this Fem i liquid at in—

niesim al hole dopings is nversely proportional to the
quasiparticle residue:

1

m?’/ )

Z(;)

The ooherence tem perature, Teon, is Iwversely propor-

tional to the e ective mass. Hence EQ. :_b along with
ourQM C result ofEq. :8 is equivalent to
Toon / Tk : (10)
Letuscomm ent on the Im plicit assum ptions lIying behind
the above equation.
1) Support orthe rigid band assum ption ollow s from the
fact the K ondo nsulator is adiabatically linked to band
nsulator realized In the non-interacting periodic A nder—
son m odel. T his stands In contrast to the M ott Insulting
state.
i) That the e ective m ass is Inversely proportional to
to quasiparticle residue in plicitly assum es that the en-
hancem ent ofm ° is driven by the frequency dependence
of the selfenergy. W e can obtain support for this state-
ment by computing the e ective m ass as the inverse
curvature of the dispersion relation around K = (; )
thus capturing the m ass enhancem ent origihation from
the frequency as well as m om entum dependence of the
selfenergy. W ithin our accuracy, this quantity tracks
1=Z (,, asa function of J=t thuscon m ing the valdity
of our assum ption.

In conclusion, we have carried out high precision QM C
calculations of the half- llked KLM on a square lattice.
W e have shown that from weak to strong coupling and
across the m agnetic quantum phase transition, a doped
hole has momentum (; ) and quasparticke residue
which tracks the K ondo scale of the corresponding sin—
gk In purity m odel. A ssum ing a rigid band, this result
Jeads to the conclusion that the J-dependence of coher—
ence scale in the metallic state at an all dopings away
from half- lling tracksthe K ondo scale. Since this result
com pares favorably w ith largeN and dynam ical m ean—

eld theorieswhich om i spatial uctuations, we can ol
Iow the idea that the coherence scale is insensitive to the
RKKY m agnetic scalk.
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