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In this paper a recently developed projector-based renorm alization m ethod (PRM ) for m any-

particle Ham iltonians is applied to the periodic Anderson m odel(PAM ) with the aim to describe

heavyFerm ion behavior.In thism ethod high-energeticexcitation operatorsinstead ofhigh energetic

statesare elim inated. W e arrive atan e�ective Ham iltonian fora quasi-free system which consists

oftwo non-interacting heavy-quasiparticle bands. The resulting renorm alization equations for the

param eters ofthe Ham iltonian are valid for large as wellas sm alldegeneracy �f ofthe angular

m om entum . An expansion in 1=�f is avoided. W ithin an additionalapproxim ation which adapts

the idea ofa �xed renorm alized f level~"f,we obtain coupled equations for ~"f and the averaged

f occupation hnfi. These equations resem ble to a certain extent those ofthe usualslave boson

m ean-�eld (SB)treatm ent.In particular,forlarge �f theresultsforthePRM and theSB approach

agree perfectly whereasconsiderable di�erencesare found forsm all�f.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.27.+ a,75.30.M b

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

In com parison to ordinary m etalsm etallic heavy ferm ion system shaverem arkablelow-tem peratureproperties[1]:

both the conduction electron speci�c heatand the m agnetic susceptibility can be two orm ore ordersofm agnitude

larger than in norm alm etals though the ratio ofboth quantities is sim ilar to that ofusualm etals. Usually,in

m etals an increasing resistivity �(T) with increasing tem perature is observed. In contrast,a m uch richer behavior

is found in heavy ferm ion system s: At higher tem peratures �(T) only changes slightly and m ight even increase

with decreasing tem perature.Below a characteristiccoherence tem perature a strong decrease ofthe resistivity with

decreasingtem peraturesisobserved.Atverylow tem peratures,aT 2 dependenceofthetem peratureisfound.Another

im portant�nding isthata correspondencebetween thelow-energy excitationsofheavy ferm ion system sand thoseof

a freeelectron gaswith properly renorm alized param eterscan beestablished.Therefore,thehigh density ofstatesat

the Ferm isurface observed in heavy ferm ion system sim pliesan e�ective m assofthe (heavy)quasiparticleswhich is

som ehundred tim eslargerthan the freeelectron m ass.

Prototype heavy ferm ion system s like CeAl3 and UPt3 contain rare-earth or actinide elem ents. Thus,the basic

m icroscopicm odelfortheinvestigation ofsuch m aterialsisbelieved to betheperiodicAnderson m odel(PAM )which

describestheinteraction between nearlylocalized,stronglycorrelated f electronsand conduction electrons[2].W ithin

a sim pli�ed version the Ham iltonian ofthe PAM can be written as

H = H 0 + H 1; (1)

H 0 = "f

X

i;m

f̂
y

im f̂im +
X

k;m

"k c
y

km
ckm ;

H 1 =
1

p
N

X

k;i;m

Vk

�

f̂
y

im ckm e
ikR i + h:c:

�

:

Here,i is the 4f or 5f site index,k is the conduction electron wave vector,and Vk is the hybridization m atrix

elem ent between conduction and localized electrons. "f and "k,both m easured from the chem icalpotential�,are

the excitation energiesforf and conduction electrons,respectively. Asa sim pli�cation,both typesofelectronsare

assum ed to have the sam e angular m om entum index m with �f values,m = 1:::�f. Finally,the localCoulom b

repulsion Uf atf siteshasbeen assum ed to be in�nitely large so thatlocalized sitescan eitherbe em pty orsingly

occupied,i.e.,theHubbard operators f̂
y

im arede�ned by

f̂
y

im = f
y

im

Y

~m (6= m )

(1� n
f

i~m
) (2)
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where n
f

im = f
y

im fim . The unexpected and exciting properties ofthe PAM (1) are m ainly due to the presence of

the strong correlationsatf sites. In turn the strong correlationsalso cause the greatdi�culties in any theoretical

treatm ent ofthe m odel. In the present approach the correlations are taken care ofby the Hubbard operators (2)

which do notobey the usualferm ionicanticom m utatorrelations.Instead one has

[̂f
y

im
;f̂im ]+ = D im (3)

where

D im =
Y

~m (6= m )

(1� f
y

i~m
fi~m ):

The quantity D im can be interpreted as a localprojection operatoratf site ion f states which are either em pty

orsingly occupied with oneelectron with index m .Also itishelpfulto introduce separately the projection operator

P0(i)on theem pty f stateatsiteiand theprojection operatorn̂
f

im
on thesingly occupied f statewhen oneelectron

with index m ispresent.D im can be rewritten as

D im = P0(i)+ n̂
f

im = 1�
X

~m (6= m )

n̂
f

i~m
(4)

wherewehavede�ned

P0(i) =
Y

~m

(1� f
y

i~m
fi~m ); (5)

n̂
f

im = f̂
y

im f̂im = f
y

im fim

Y

~m (6= m )

(1� f
y

i~m
fi~m ): (6)

The second equation in (4)isthe com pletenessrelation forf electronsatsite i.

For the case ofvanishing Coulom b repulsion Uf the PAM (1) is equivalent to the Fano-Anderson m odel[3,4]

which can be easily solved (see,for exam ple,appendix A).However,m uch ofthe physics ofthe correlated m odel

can also be understood in term s ofa renorm alization ofthe param etersofthe uncorrelated Fano-Anderson m odel.

Varioustheoreticalm ethodshavebeen developed in thepasttogeneratesuch renorm alized Ham iltonians,forinstance

the G utzwiller projection [5]or the slave-boson m ean-�eld (SB) theory [6,7]. Here we use a recently developed

[8]projector-based renorm alization m ethod (PRM ) to m ap the PAM to a free system consisting oftwo bands of

uncorrelated quasi-particles. Furtherm ore,we avoid an expansion with respectto the degeneracy �f ofthe angular

m om entum and takeall1=�f correctionsinto account.

The PRM hasalready been applied before to the PAM in Ref.8.However,in the presentapproach the treatm ent

from Ref.8 willbeim proved in variouspoints:(i)The PRM isperform ed in a com pletely non-perturbativem anner.

(ii)All1=�f correctionsaretaken into account.(iii)The dispersion ofboth quasiparticlebandsisconsidered.

Furtherm ore,weshallcom parethe resultsofthe PRM with those ofthe SB treatm entin m uch m oredetail.

The paperisorganized asfollows. First,in Sec.IIwe briey repeatthe recently developed PRM [8]. In Sec.III

the PRM isapplied to the PAM whereby the renorm alization equationsforthe m odelparam etersare derived non-

perturbatively.An analyticalsolution oftherenorm alization equationsisfound in Sec.IV using a constantrenorm al-

ized f level~"f.Furtherm ore,wecom pareourresultswith thesolutionsoftheSB theory.Finally,ourconclusionsare

presented in Sec.V.

II. P R O JEC T O R -B A SED R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N M ET H O D (P R M )

The PRM [8]startsfrom a decom position ofa given m any-particle Ham iltonian H into an unperturbed partH 0

and into a perturbation H 1,

H = H 0 + H 1: (7)

W e assum ethatthe eigenvalueproblem ofH 0 isknown

H 0jni = E
(0)

n jni: (8)
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H 1 istheinteraction.Itspresenceusuallypreventstheexactsolution oftheeigenvalueproblem ofthefullHam iltonian.

Letusde�ne a projection operatorP � by

P �A =
X

m ;n�
�
�E

(0)

n � E
(0)

m

�
�
�� �

jnihm jhnjA jm i: (9)

Note thatP � isa super-operatoracting on usualoperatorsA ofthe unitary space. Itprojectson those partsofA

which areform ed by alldyadsjnihm jwith energy di�erencesjE
(0)
n � E

(0)
m jlessorequalto a given cuto� �,where� is

sm allerthan thecuto� � oftheoriginalm odel.Notethatin (9)neitherjninorjm ihaveto below-energy eigenstates

ofH 0. However,their energy di�erence has to be restricted to values � �. Furtherm ore,it is usefulto de�ne the

projection operator

Q � = 1 � P � (10)

which isorthogonalto P �.Q � projectson high energy transitionslargerthan the cuto� �.

The goalofthe presentm ethod is to transform the initialHam iltonian H (with a large energy cuto� �)into an

e�ectiveHam iltonian H � which hasno m atrix elem entsbelonging to transitionslargerthan �.Thisisachieved by an

unitary transform ation sothatthee�ectiveHam iltonian willhavethesam eeigenspectrum astheoriginalHam iltonian

H . However,asitwillturn out,the m ethod isespecially suitable to describe low-energy excitationsofthe system .

H � isde�ned by

H � = e
X � H e

� X � : (11)

The generatorX � ofthe transform ation hasto be anti-Herm itian,X
y

�
= � X �,so that H � is Herm itian forany �.

W e look foran appropriategeneratorX � so thatH � hasno m atrix elem entsbelonging to transitionslargerthan �.

Thism eansthatthe following condition

Q �H � = 0 (12)

has to be ful�lled. Eq.(12) willbe used below to specify X �. In contrast to Ref.[8],where H � was evaluated

perturbatively,the transform ation (11)willbe treated non-perturbatively.

Next we discuss the elim ination procedure for the interaction H 1. Instead oftransform ing the Ham iltonian in

one step asin Eq.(11)the transform ation willbe done successively. O rm ore form ally spoken,instead ofapplying

the elim ination ofhigh-energy excitations in one step a sequence ofstepwise transform ations is used in order to

obtain an e�ectively diagonalm odel.Thisprocedureresem blesW egner’sow equation m ethod [9]and thesim ilarity

renorm alization[10]in som easpects.In thePRM approachdi�erenceequationsforthe�dependenceoftheparam eters

oftheHam iltonian arederived.They willbecalled renorm alization equations.To �nd theseequationswestartfrom

the renorm alized Ham iltonian

H � = H 0;� + H 1;� (13)

after allexcitations with energy di�erences larger than � have been elim inated. Next we consider an additional

renorm alization ofH � by elim inating allexcitations inside an energy shellbetween � and a sm aller energy cuto�

(�� ��)where�� > 0.The new Ham iltonian H (�� ��) isobtained by an unitary transform ation sim ilarto thatof

Eq.(11)

H (�� ��) = e
X � ;� � H � e

� X � ;� � (14)

whereX �;�� isdeterm ined by

Q (�� ��)H (�� ��) = 0: (15)

Note that there are two strategies to exploit Eq.(15) in order to determ ine the generator X �;�� ofthe unitary

transform ation (14).Them oststraightforward routeisto analyzeEqs.(14)and (15)in perturbation theory asitwas

donein Refs.8 and 11.Here,wewantto perform therenorm alization step from � to (�� ��)in a non-perturbative

way.

Eqs.(14)and (15)describetherenorm alization oftheHam iltonian by decreasingthecuto� from � to (�� ��)and

can be used to derive di�erence equationsforthe �-dependence ofthe Ham iltonian.The resulting equationsforthe

param etersofthe Ham iltonian willbe called renorm alization equations.Theirsolution dependson the initialvalues

ofthe param etersofthe Ham iltonian and �xesthe �nalHam iltonian in the lim it� ! 0. Note thatfor� ! 0 the

resulting Ham iltonian only consistsofthe unperturbed partH 0;(�! 0). The interaction H 1;(�! 0) vanishessince itis

com pletely used up in the renorm alization procedure.Thus,an e�ectively diagonalHam iltonian isobtained.
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III. R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N O F T H E P ER IO D IC A N D ER SO N M O D EL (PA M )

The PRM described above willbe applied in this section to the PAM (1). As an illustration ofthe m ethod the

Fano-Anderson m odelisdiscussed asa furtherapplication ofthePRM in appendix A.Thism odelcan beconsidered

as a PAM without electronic correlations. It turns out that the renorm alization ofthe fullPAM (1) is som ewhat

sim ilarto thatofthe uncorrelated m odel.However,in the Anderson-Fano m odelthe elim ination ofexcitationswith

energies larger than � can be done in one step. For the PAM (1) the f electron one-particle energy "f willalso

be renorm alized. Thisis due to the presence ofstrong localcorrelationsatf sites in the PAM (1). Therefore,the

elim ination procedurehasto bedonestepwiseby repeatedly integrating oversm allenergy stepsofwidth ��.In this

way one isled to renorm alization equationsforthe param etersofthe m odelin term sofdi�erence equationswhich

haveto be solved.

A . R enorm alization ansatz

Letusstartby form ally writing down the e�ective Ham iltonian H � = eX � H e� X � = H 0;� + H 1;� forthe periodic

Anderson m odelafterallexcitationswith energy di�erenceslargerthan � havebeen elim inated.By com paring with

the starting m odel(1) one m ight be in favor ofchoosing an unperturbed part H 0;� which contains correlated f-

electrons f̂
y

im
;f̂im asin Eq.(1).However,because the eigenvalueproblem ofsuch an Ham iltonian would notexactly

besolvable,wepreferto startfrom an uncorrelated Ham iltonian whereonly usualFerm ioperatorsf
y

im ;fim enterbut

keep the correlationsin the renorm alized interaction H 1;�,i.e.

H � = H 0;� + H 1;�

where

H 0;� = "f;�

X

k;m

f
y

km
fkm +

X

k;m

� k;�

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

+
X

k;m

"k;� c
y

km
ckm + E �; (16)

H 1;� = P �H 1 =
X

k;m

Vk P �

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

: (17)

Heref
y

km
;f̂

y

km
areFouriertransform ed f operators,

f
y

km
=

1
p
N

X

i

f
y

im e
ikR i; f̂

y

km
=

1
p
N

X

i

f̂
y

im e
ikR i: (18)

M oreover,in (16)wehavediscrim inated between local,

�
f
y
m fm

�

L
:=

1

N

X

k

f
y

km
fkm =

1

N

X

i

f
y

im fim ; (19)

and nonlocal,

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

:=
1

N

X

i;j(6= i)

f
y

im fjm e
ik(R i� R j) = f

y

km
fkm �

�
f
y
m fm

�

L
; (20)

f particle-hole excitations in order to properly take into account the strong Coulom b interaction at localf sites.

Due to renorm alization processes the one-particle energies "f;� and "k;� in Eq.(16) depend on the cuto� energy

�. M oreover,two new param etersenter: � k;� describesthe f dispersion due to the hybridization off electronsat

di�erent sites i6= j,and E � is an additionalenergy shift. Finally,the projector P � in (17) guarantees that only

excitations contribute to H 1;� which have energies (with respect to H 0;�) which are sm aller than �. The initial

param etervaluesofthe originalm odel(at� = �)are

"f;(�= �) = "f; � k;(�= �) = 0; "k;(�= �) = "k; E (�= �) = 0: (21)

Asitturnsout,the hybridization Vk isnotchanged by the renorm alization procedure.
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Asm entioned before,correlation e�ectshavebeen neglected in Eq.(16).First,thism eansthatdoubly occupancies

off-sites(f
y

im � f̂
y

im )(fim � f̂im )are assum ed to be negligibly sm allthough they are notproperly excluded by the

choiceofuncorrelated f operatorsin H 0;�.Notethatthisassum ption isalso used forthesubsidiary condition within

the SB approach [7].Doubly occupied f-sitescould in principle be generated by the non-localf-partofH 0;�.Asit

turnsout,thisisexplicitely excluded by keeping the correlationsin the interaction partH 1;�.

For the following,the com m utator ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian H 0;� with the operator f̂
y

k;m
ckm has to be

evaluated. By introducing the unperturbed Liouville operatorL0;�,which is de�ned by L 0;�A = [H 0;�;A ]for any

operatorvariableA ,one �nds

L0;� f̂
y

km
ckm = [H 0;�;f̂

y

km
ckm ]= (22)

= ("f;� � "k;�) f̂
y

km
ckm +

1

N 3=2

X

k0;i;j

(1� �ij)� k0;� e
i(k� k

0
)R j e

ik
0
R if

y

im D jm ckm

+
1

N 3=2

X

k0;m 0;i;j

(1� �m m 0)� k0;� e
i(k� k

0
)R j e

ik
0
R if

y

im f̂
y

jm f̂jm 0ckm

where contributionswhich lead to doubly occupied f siteshave been neglected. The second and the third term on

the r.h.s. ofEq.(22)follow from the specialform ofthe anticom m utatorrelations (3). O bviously,only f electron

operatorsbelongingtodi�erentsitesi6= jenterthesecond term on ther.h.s.ofEq.(22).Therefore,asapproxim ation

onem ay replacethe operatorD jm by itsexpectation value

D = hD jm i = 1�
�f � 1

�f
ĥn

f

ji (23)

where

ĥn
f

j
i =

X

m

D

f̂
y

jm
f̂jm

E

(24)

is the averaged occupation num ber off electronsatsite j. Note thatD isindependent ofj and m . Furtherm ore,

D f
y

km
is replaced by f̂

y

km
. Finally,we neglect the third term on the r.h.s ofEq.(22),which represents spin-ip

processes,and allcontributionsleading to doubly occupied f sites.(Sim ilarapproxim ationswillalso be used later.)

Consequently,Eq.(22)sim pli�esto

L0;� f̂
y

km
ckm =

�
"f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�

�
f̂
y

km
ckm (25)

where

�� � =
1

N

X

k

� k;� (26)

is the averaged f dispersion. Thus, f̂
y

km
ckm is an approxim ate eigenvector ofthe Liouville operator L0;�. The

corresponding eigenvalue is the excitation energy "f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�. Furtherm ore,Eq.(25) can be used to

evaluatethe action ofthe projectorP � in (17)so thatH 1;� can be rewritten as

H 1;� = P �H 1 =
X

k;m

�
�
�� j"f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�j

�
Vk

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

(27)

wherethe �-function restrictsthe particle-holeexcitationsto transition energiessm allerthan �.

B . G enerator ofthe unitary transform ation

In the nextstep let us evaluate a new e�ective Ham iltonian H (�� ��) which is obtained by a further elim ination

ofexcitationswithin a sm allenergy shellbetween (�� ��)and �. According to ( 14)H (�� ��) isobtained from an

unitary transform ation

H (�� ��) = e
X � ;� � H � e

� X � ;� � (28)
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whereX �;�� isthegeneratoroftheunitary transform ation.Fortheexplicitform ofX �;�� letusm akethefollowing

ansatz

X �;�� =
X

k;m

A k(�;��)� k(�;��)( f̂
y

km
ckm � c

y

km
f̂km ) (29)

where� k(�;��)isthe productoftwo �-functions

� k(�;��) = �(�� j" f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�j) (30)

� �
�
j"f;(�� ��) + � k;(�� ��) �

�� (�� ��) � "k;(�� ��)j� (�� ��)
�
:

The operator form ofX �;�� is suggested by its �rst order expression which is easily obtained by expanding (14)

in powers ofH 1 and using Eq.(15) (com pare Ref.8). The yet unknown prefactors A k(�;��) willbe speci�ed

later and depend on � and ��. It willturn out that A k(�;��) contains contributions to allpowers in V k. Note

that the ansatz (28) also corresponds to the operator structure ofthe exact generator ofthe uncorrelated Fano-

Anderson m odel(see appendix A).W e expect the ansatz (29) to be a good approxim ation also for the correlated

m odelin which conduction and localized f electronsstrongly couple.Finally,the�-functionsin (29)resultfrom the

restriction ofH � to particle-holeexcitationswith j"f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�j< � and from thecorrespondingrestriction

j"f;(�� ��) + � k;(�� ��) �
�� (�� ��) � "k;(�� ��)j> �� �� forthe renorm alized m odelH (�� ��).Thetwo �-functions

in � k(�;��)con�ne the allowed excitations.

Todeterm inetheunknown param etersA k(�;��)oftheunitary transform ation [com pare( 29)]wewilluseEq.(15).

First,wehaveto carry outthe unitary transform ation (28)explicitly

H (�� ��) = "f;�

X

k;m

e
X � ;� � f

y

km
fkm e

� X � ;� � +
X

k;m

� k;� e
X � ;� �

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L
e
� X � ;� � (31)

+
X

k;m

"k;� e
X � ;� � c

y

km
ckm e

� X � ;� � +
X

k;m

Vk e
X � ;� �

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

e
� X � ;� � + E � :

The transform ations for the various operators are given in appendix B [see Eqs. (B33)-(B36)]. For instance,the

transform ation ofc
y

km
ckm reads,(B33),

e
X � ;� � c

y

km
ckm e

� X � ;� � � c
y

km
ckm = (32)

= �
1

2D
� k(�;��)A k(�;��)

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m
f~m

�

L

3

5

�
1

2D
� k(�;��)

n

cos

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

� 1

o
8
<

:
D

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

+
�
f
y
m fm

�

L

� D c
y

km
ckm �

D

c
y

km
ckm

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m f~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;

+
1

2
p
D
� k(�;��)sin

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i
8
<

:

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

+
1

2D

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m
f~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;
:

Sim ilarexpressionscan also befound forthetransform ation oftherem aining operators.In deriving (B33)-(B36)an

additionalfactorization approxim ation wasused in orderto keep only operatorswhich are bilinearin the ferm ionic

creation and annihilation operators.Spin-ip contributionshavebeen neglected.M oreover,itwasassum ed thatthe

num berofk pointswhich areintegrated outby thetransform ation from � to (�� ��)issm allcom pared to thetotal

num berofk points.
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Asalready m entioned in the introduction,an expansion with respectto the degeneracy �f isutilized in the slave-

boson m ean-�eld (SB)theory [6,7]. In contrast,here we incorporate all1=�f correctionswhich willbe reected by

theexpectation valueD asde�ned in Eq.(23).Asonecan seefrom thetwo term softheanticom m utatorofEq.(3),

new renorm alization contributionsareincluded by which a localized electron atan occupied f siteisannihilated and

instead a conduction electron iscreated.Theseprocessesareoforder1=�f sm allerthan theusualprocessesincluded

in the SB theory by which a conduction electron is annihilated and instead a localized electron is generated at a

form erly em pty f site.

In the nextstep letusdeterm ine the unknown param etersA k(�;��). Forthatpurpose,we insertH (�� ��) from

(31)into Eq.(15)and use the transform ed quantities(B33)-(B36).Thus,one�nds

� k(�;��)tan

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

= � k(�;��)
2
p
D Vk

"f;� + D
�
� k;� � �� �

�
� "k;�

: (33)

Thecondition (33)forA k(�;��)guaranteesthatH (�� ��) doesnotcontain m atrix elem entswith transition energies

largerthan (�� ��).O bviously,thereisa strong sim ilarity between ( 33)and the corresponding result(A11)ofthe

Fano-Anderson m odel.However,the generator(33)ofthe PAM containssom edeviationswhich reectthe inuence

ofthe strong electronic correlations at f sites. It is im portant to note that the expression (33) for A k(�;��) is

non-perturbatively in Vk and isnotrestricted to som e low orderin Vk. M oreovernote thatthe valuesofA k(�;��)

are determ ined by Eq.(32)only forthe case thatthe excitation energy
�
"f;� + � k;� � �� � � "k;�

�
�tsin the energy

shellrestricted by � k(�;��). For allother excitations A k(�;��) can be set equalto zero. Thus,the param eter

A k(�;��)ofthe generatorX �;�� isgiven by

A k(�;��) =

8
<

:

1

2
p
D

arctan

�
2
p
D Vk

"f;� + D
�
� k;� � �� �

�
� "k;�

�

for� k(�;��)= 1

0 for� k(�;��)= 0

(34)

C . R enorm alization equations

In the following we derive the renorm alization equationsforthe param etersofthe Ham iltonian.Forthatpurpose

wecom paretwo di�erentexpressionsforH (�� ��).The �rstoneisobtained by rewriting the renorm alization ansatz

[Eqs.(16)and (17)]atcuto� (�� ��)

H (�� ��) = "f;(�� ��)

X

k;m

f
y

km
fkm +

X

k;m

� k;(�� ��)

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

(35)

+
X

k;m

"k;(�� ��) c
y

km
ckm + E (�� ��) +

X

k;m

Vk P �

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

:

The second equation forH (�� ��) isfound from Eq.(31)by inserting (B33)-(B36).By com paring in both equations

thecoe�cientsoftheoperatorsc
y

km
ckm ,

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

,and
�
fym fm

�

L
we�nd thefollowingrelationsfortheparam eters
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atcuto� � and (�� ��)

"k;(�� ��) � "k;� = �
1

2

�
"f;� + D

�
� k;� � �� �

�
� "k;�

�n

cos

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

� 1

o

(36)

�
p
D Vk sin

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

;

� k;(�� ��) � � k;� = �
�
"k;(�� ��) � "k;�

�
; (37)

"f;(�� ��) � "f;� = �
1

D

1

N

X

k

�
"k;(�� ��) � "k;�

�h

1+ (�f � 1)

D

c
y

km
ckm

Ei

(38)

+
�f � 1

4D 3=2

1

N

X

k

n�
"f;� + D

�
� k;� � �� �

�
� "k;�

�
sin

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

� 2
p
D Vk

n

cos

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

� 1

oo D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

�
�f � 1

2D

1

N

X

k

�
"f;� � D

�
� k;� � �� �

�
� "k;�

�
A k(�;��)

�

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

;

E (�� ��) � E � = � (1� D )
�f

�f � 1
N
�
"f;(�� ��) � "f;�

�
(39)

�
1� D

D

�f

�f � 1

X

k

�
"k;(�� ��) � "k;�

�
:

NotethatEq.(39)fortheenergy shiftE � followsfrom thecom parison oftherem aining c num bers.Therenorm aliza-

tion equations(36)-(38)stilldepend on the expectation values

D

c
y

km
ckm

E

,

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

,and D [com pare(23)]

which have to be determ ined �rst. In the following we willdiscuss an approxim ate evaluation for these quantities

which enablesusto solvethe renorm alization equations(36)-(39).The param eterA k(�;��)isgiven by ( 34).

A factorization approxim ation wasem ployed above to reduce allrenorm alization contributionsto operatorterm s

which are bilinear in the ferm ionic creation and annihilation operators. In principle, the expectation values are

de�ned with the equilibrium distribution of H � since the renorm alization step was done by transform ing H � to

H (�� ��). H � stillcontainshybridization term sbetween f electronsand conduction electrons[com pare(17)]so that

there isno straightway to evaluatethe expectation values.Thereareseveralapproxim ationspossible to circum vent

thisdi�culty. Firstly,one can evaluate the expectation valuesby using the unperturbed Ham iltonian H 0;� which is

diagonal. In this approxim ation the renorm alization equations (36)-(39) can easily be evaluated num erically. The

result for the renorm alized f levelfound in this way is in good agreem ent with the slave-boson m ean �eld result.

However,thequasiparticleenergiesturn outto bediscontinuousasfunction ofk.Thisbehaviorhasto beinterpreted

as an artifactofthis sim ple approxim ation and is caused by the vanishing ofexpectation values

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

.

The second possible approxim ation is m ore di�cultand consistsin calculating the expectation values with respect

to the fullHam iltonian H instead ofH �. In thiscase the renorm alization equations(36)-(39)can notbe evaluated

directly because the expectation valuesarenotknown.Thestarting pointto �nd these quantitiesisthe relation

hA i =
Tr
�
A e� �H

�

Tr(e� �H )
=

Tr
�
A �e

� �H �

�

Tr(e� �H � )
(40)

which followsfrom unitarity (forany operatorA ).By setting up additionalrenorm alization equationsforthe trans-

form ed operatorsA � onecan determ inethe expectation values


A
�
.Notethatin theequationsforA � the unknown

expectation valuesenteragain so thatthey have to be solved self-consistently.Thisapproach isratherinvolved but

hasthe advantagethatexpectation valuesin (36)-(39)no longerdepend on the cuto� energy �.

Renorm alization equations for transform ed operatorsalso have to be used ifdynam icalcorrelation functions are
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evaluated.Forexam ple,to �nd the densitiesofstatesofthe f electrons

�f(!) =
1

N

X

km

�h

f̂
y

km
;�(L + !)f̂km

i

+

�

(41)

and ofthe celectrons

�c(!) =
1

N

X

km

�h

c
y

km
;�(L + !)ckm

i

+

�

(42)

onehasto apply therenorm alization transform ation on f̂
y

km
and c

y

km
.Thiswillbedonein appendix C.Notethatin

Eqs.(41)and (42)the Liouville operatorL ofthe fullHam iltonian wasintroduced which isde�ned by LA = [H ;A ]

forany operatorvariableA .

IV . A N A LY T IC A L SO LU T IO N

Alternatively,one can also �nd approxim ate analyticalsolutionsforthe renorm alization equations(36)-(39). For

thispurposethreeapproxim ationshaveto be used:

(i) Allexcitation valuesarecalculated using the fullHam iltonian H (seethe discussion atthe end ofSec.III),i.e.

h:::iH �
� h:::iH = h:::i; (43)

so thatthey areindependentfrom the renorm alization param eter�.

(ii) The� dependence ofthe renorm alized f levelwillbe neglected,

"f;� � ~"f: (44)

The spirit ofthis approxim ation is sim ilar to that used in the slave-boson theory. There a renorm alized f

levelisused from the very beginning.W ithin the presenttreatm entone m ightexpectthat"f;� increaseswith

decreasing � from itsinitialvalue "f and reachesits�nalvalue ~"f already at�nite �.

(iii) Theaveraged dispersion off electronswillbe neglected,

�� � =
1

N

X

k

� k;� � 0: (45)

These approxim ation enable us to m ap the renorm alization equations ofthe PAM to those ofthe exactly solvable

Fano-Anderson m odel(seeappendix A).

A . Q uasi-particle energies

Eq.(37)dependson di�erencesofthe param etersofthe transform ed Ham iltoniansat� and (�� ��).Therefore,

thisequation can easily beintegrated between a lowercuto� � ! 0 and thecuto� � oftheoriginalm odel.O ne�nds

~� k = � [~"k � "k]: (46)

where the initialparam etervalues(21)were used.Furtherm ore,we have de�ned ~� k = � k;(�! 0) and ~"k = "k;(�! 0).

Eq.(39)can also be integrated in the sam eway so thatwe�nd

~E = � ĥn
f

iiN (~"f � "f)�
ĥn

f

i
i

D

X

k

(~"k � "k): (47)

Here,again theinitialparam etervalues(21)and Eq.(23)havebeen used.Furtherm ore,wehavede�ned ~E = E (�! 0)

and ~"f = "f;(�! 0).The second term on the r.h.s.of(47)vanishesifwe useEq.(46)and approxim ation (45)so that

weobtain

~E = � ĥn
f

iiN (~"f � "f): (48)
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Itism oredi�cultto solvetherem aining renorm alization equations(36)and (38).First,theapproxim ations(43)-

(45) lead to a decoupling ofEq.(36) for di�erent k values. Thus,by elim inating excitations from large to sm all

cuto� values � each k state is renorm alized only once. Such a step-like renorm alization behavior is also obtained

in the Fano-Anderson m odel(see appendix A). A furthersim ilarity to thissim plerm odelisfound by inserting the

approxim ations(43)-(45)into Eqs.(33)and (36)

tan

�

2
p
D A k

�

=
2
p
D Vk

~"f � "k
; (49)

~"k � "k =
1

2

h

cos

�

2
p
D A k

�

� 1

i

["k � ~"f]�
p
D Vk sin

�

2
p
D A k

�

: (50)

Here,the step-like renorm alization behaviorand the initialparam etervalues(21)have been used. Note thatin the

case ofa step-like renorm alization the param etersA k ofthe generatorofthe unitary transform ation do notdepend

on � and ��. The above equationsare very sim ilarto those obtained forthe Fano-Anderson m odel[com pare with

Eqs.(A11) and (A10)]. In particular,the equivalence ofthe one-particle energies can be seen by replacing
p
D Vk

by Vk. M oreover,one im m ediately �nds from (36) and (50) the following result for the renorm alized c electron

one-particleenergy

~"k =
~"f + "k

2
�
sgn(~"f � "k)

2
W k (51)

where

W k =

q

("k � ~"f)
2
+ 4D jVkj

2: (52)

O bviously,Eqs.(46)and (51)also determ inethe f typequasi-particleexcitation energy which isgiven by

~!k := ~"f + ~� k =
~"f + "k

2
+
sgn(~"f � "k)

2
W k (53)

where approxim ation (45)hasbeen used. Thus,we have obtained two quasi-particle excitations. According to (16)

and (53)the renorm alized Ham iltonian reads

~H := H (�! 0) =
X

k;m

~!k f
y

km
fkm +

X

k;m

~"k c
y

km
ckm + ~E : (54)

Note thatin ~H the hybridization wascom pletely used up forthe renorm alization ofthe param etersofH 0.Also the

eigenm odesf̂km and ckm of ~H do notchangetheircharacterasfunction ofthewavevectordueto thepresenceofthe

sgn-functionsin (51)and(53). Instead they rem ain f-like orc-like forallvaluesofk. Furtherm ore,the one-particle

energies(51)and (53)stilldepend on twounknown quantities,nam ely,therenorm alized f level~"f and theexpectation

valueD [seeEq.(23)]which haveto be determ ined in the following.

B . Free energy and equations ofself-consistency

First,let us calculate the averaged f electron occupation num ber ĥn
f

ii from the free energy F . Note that H � is

connected with the originalHam iltonian H by an unitary transform ation. Therefore,the free energy can also be

evaluated from H �.In particular,the relation

F = �
1

�
lnTre� �H = �

1

�
lnTre� �

~H = :~F (55)

holds.Becauseof ~H describesan non-interacting Ferm isystem the freeenergy F can be easily calculated

F = �
�f

�

X

k

ln
�
1+ e

� � ~"k
�
�
�f

�

X

k

ln
�
1+ e

� � ~!k

�
+ ~E : (56)

The f electron occupation num berisfound from ~F by functionalderivative

ĥn
f

ii =
1

N

@ ~F

@"f
=

1

N

*

@ ~H

@"f

+

~H

(57)
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which can be easily perform ed.W e �nally obtain a relation ofthe following structure

0 = f:::g

�
@~"f

@"f

�

+ f:::g

 

@ĥn
f

ii

@"f

!

: (58)

W e are interested in solutions ofthe renorm alization equations which describe m ixed valence and heavy Ferm ion

behavior.Forthesecasesthederivativesin Eq.(58)arenon-zero so thatsolutionscan befound by setting both brace

expressionsequalto zero.In thisway the following self-consistentequationsforthe renorm alized f level~"f and the

averaged f electron occupation num ber ĥn
f

iiarefound,

ĥn
f

ii =
�f

N

X

k

f(~"k)

�
1

2
+ sgn(~"f � "k)

"k � ~"f

2W k

�

(59)

+
�f

N

X

k

f(~!k)

�
1

2
+ sgn("k � ~"f)

"k � ~"f

2W k

�

;

~"f � "f =
�f � 1

N

X

k

sgn(~"f � "k)f(~"k)
jVkj

2

W k

(60)

+
�f � 1

N

X

k

sgn("k � ~"f)f(~!k)
jVkj

2

W k

:

Note that these equations are quite sim ilar to those which are found in the slave-boson (SB) form alism [7]. In

particular,the lim it�f ! 1 ofEqs.(59)and (60)perfectly agreeswith the SB equations.

C . Expectation values

The rem aining expectation valueshc
y

km
ckm iand hf̂

y

km
ckm + h:c:ican also be evaluated from the free energy (55)

D

c
y

km
ckm

E

=
1

�f

@ ~F

@"k
=

1

�f

*

@ ~H

@"k

+

~H

; (61)

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

=
1

�f

@ ~F

@Vk
=

1

�f

*

@ ~H

@Vk

+

~H

: (62)

Both expressionscan be evaluated sim ilarly to (57).By using (59)and (60)we�nd

D

c
y

km
ckm

E

=
1

2

�

1� sgn(~"f � "k)
"k � ~"f

2W k

�

f(~"k) (63)

+
1

2

�

1� sgn("k � ~"f)
"k � ~"f

2W k

�

f(~!k);

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

= � 2sgn(~"f � "k)
D Vk

W k

f(~"k)� 2sgn("k � ~"f)
D Vk

W k

f(~!k): (64)

Note thatalso Eqs.(63)and (64)arevery sim ilarto the corresponding SB results.

D . O ne-particle operators and density ofstates

Nextwecalculatethedensitiesofstatesofthef and celectrons[com pareEqs.(41)and (42)].Forthatpurpose,we

haveto integratetherenorm alization equations(C9)and (C10)to determ inethetransform ed one-particleoperators.

In thecaseoftheanalyticalsolution,(C9)and (C10)can beexactly solved ifthebasicapproxim ations(44)and (45)
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areused.Asalready discussed above,in thiscasethedi�erentk valuesarenotcoupled with each otherand weobtain

a step-likerenorm alization behavior.Thus,we �nd

~uk = cos

�p
D A k

�

and ~vk =
1

p
D
sin

�p
D A k

�

(65)

where the initialparam etervalues(C2)were used. Furtherm ore,we have de�ned ~uk = uk;(�! 0) and ~vk = vk;(�! 0).

Com biningthegeneratoroftheunitary transform ation (49),thenorm alization condition (C3),and Eq.(65)we�nally

obtain

j~ukj
2
=

1

2

�

1�
"k � ~"f

W k

sgn(~"f � "k)

�

(66)

j~vkj
2
=

1

2D

�

1+
"k � ~"f

W k

sgn(~"f � "k)

�

: (67)

Thus,the coe�cients ~u k and ~vk can be directly calculated from the resultsofthe self-consistentequations(59)and

(60).

To calculate the densities ofstates (41) and (42) we use the relation (40) which follows from the unitary ofall

operators.Thus,Eqs.(41)and (42)can be rewritten as

�f(!) =
1

N

X

km

�h

f̂
y

km
(� ! 0);�

�
~L + !

�

f̂km (� ! 0)

i

+

�

~H

; (68)

�c(!) =
1

N

X

km

�h

c
y

km
(� ! 0);�

�
~L + !

�

ckm (� ! 0)

i

+

�

~H

: (69)

where ~L istheLiouvilleoperatorofthe�nalHam iltonian ~H which isde�ned by ~LA = [~H ;A ]foralloperatorvariables

A . Due to the structure (54)ofthe �nalHam iltonian ~H ,Eqs. (68)and (69)can be easily evaluated. Using (C1),

(C4),(66),and (67)weobtain

�f(!) = D
1

N

X

km

n

j~ukj
2
�(! � ~!k)+ D j~vkj

2
�(! � ~"k)

o

; (70)

�c(!) =
1

N

X

km

n

j~ukj
2
�(! � ~"k)+ D j~vkj

2
�(! � ~!k)

o

: (71)

E. R esults and com parison w ith slave-boson m ean-�eld theory

In thissubsection we shallcom pare the resultsofouranalyticalsolution discussed above with those ofthe slave-

boson m ean-�eld (SB)treatm ent. Asalready m entioned,the lim it�f ! 1 ofthe derived self-consistentequations

(59) and (60) is com pletely equivalent to the SB equations. Furtherm ore,in this lim it the expectation values of

our analyticalsolution [see Eqs.(63) and (64)]and the SB treatm ent also perfectly agree. Therefore,we want to

concentrate on the case ofsm alldegeneracy �f.Atthispointitisim portantto notify thatwe haveneverexploited

an 1=�f expansion in the derivation oftheanalyticalsolution ofthePAM so thatitisvalid forlargeaswellassm all

degeneracy �f.

Forsim plicity,letusconsideran one-dim ensionalPAM with 50000 latticesites,a lineardispersion relation forthe

conduction electrons,and ak independenthybridization Vk = V and com pareourresultswith thoseoftheslave-boson

m ean-�eld (SB)theory.In particular,weareinterested in the dependence ofthe resultson the degeneracy �f.

At�rst,letus�x thedegeneracy oftheangularm om entum to �f = 4.Theotherparam etersarechosen asfollows

�fV
2 = 0:36,"f = � 0:3,chem icalpotential� = 0,and T = 0:00001 where allenergiesare given in unitsofthe half

bandwidth.Ascan be seen from Fig.1,the renorm alized quasi-particleenergies,i.e. ~"k and ~!k,obtained from (51),

(53),(59),and (60)(fulland dashed thick lines),and the quasi-particle bandsofthe SB theory (dotted lines)seem

to be quite sim ilar.However,the averaged f occupation ĥn
f

ii= 0:855 and the renorm alized f level~"f = 0:071 di�er

signi�cantly from theSB results(ĥn
f

ii= 0:586 and ~"f = 0:115).Thesedi�erencesarem ainly caused by thefactthat

we have taken into accountall1=�f correctionswhich are absentin the SB treatm ent. Note that 1=�f corrections
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FIG .1: D ispersion relations ofan one-dim ensionalPAM (N = 50000,�f = 4,�fV

2
= 0:36,"f = � 0:3,� = 0,T= 0.00001).

Here, the unrenorm alized one-particle energies "k and "f are plotted with full and dashed thin lines. The renorm alized

quasiparticle energies ~"k and ~!k are shown with fulland dashed thick lines.Furtherm ore,the quasiparticle energiesofthe SB

approach are drawn by use ofdotted lines.

PSfrag replacements

−0.5 −0.25

0

0
0 0.25 0.5
ω

0.2

0.4

0.6

ρ
c
(ω

)

2

4

6

ρ
f
(ω

)

Fig. 2FIG .2: D ensity ofstatesofthef electrons(upperpanel)and ofthecelectrons(lowerpanel)whereallparam etersarechosen

as in Fig.1. A broadening ofthe �-functions of0:0001 is used. The results ofthe analyticalPRM solution (SB theory) are

drawn assolid (dashed)lines.
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FIG .3: D ependence ofthe renorm alized f level~"f (left panel) and ofthe averaged f occupation ĥn
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degeneracy �f ofthe angular m om entum where allother param eters are chosen as in Fig.1. The results ofthe analytical

solution (SB theory)are drawn using solid (dashed)lines.

PSfrag replacements

−1 −0.5
εf

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

ε̃ f PSfrag replacements

−1 −0.5
εf

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

〈n̂
f i
〉

Fig. 4
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FIG .5: Averaged f occupation ĥn
f

i
iasa function oftem perature T where allotherparam etersare chosen asin Fig.1.The

resultofthe analyticalsolution (SB theory)isdrawn using solid (dashed)line.

allow for additionalrenorm alization processes which lead to a lowering ofthe free energy for the whole param eter

space.

It is wellknown that the quasi-particles of the SB theory change their character as function of k between a

m ore f-like and m ore c-like behavior. Aswasm entioned before,in the presenttreatm entexcitationsdo notchange

their characterasfunction ofk. However,the quasi-particle energiesshow jum ps in theirk dependence where the

renorm alization contributionschangetheirsign from positiveto negativevaluesorviceversa.Note,thatthevarious

partsofthe quasiparticlebands�tperfectly together(seeFig.1).

Ascom pared to thedispersion relationsplotted in Fig.1,the densitiesofstatesofthe f-and c-electronsin Fig.2

show m uch betterthe di�erencesbetween the resultsofthe presentanalyticalsolution and ofthe SB treatm ent. In

particular,the sm allervalueforthe renorm alized f level~"f obtained from ourPRM treatm entleadsto m uch higher

density ofstatesatthe Ferm isurface than the SB treatm ent. Note thatsuch an enhanced density ofstatesatthe

Ferm ienergy isa clearsignatureofheavy ferm ion behavior.

Next, we discuss the dependence on the degeneracy param eter �f. For that purpose we vary �f by keeping

�fV
2 = 0:36 �xed. In contrast to the SB results for ĥn

f

ii and ~"f,which are alm ost unchanged (see Fig. 3),the

analyticalsolutions show a rem arkable dependence on the degeneracy �f. In particular, for sm all�f, the 1=�f
correctionsincluded in thePRM approach lead to seriousdeviationsfrom theSB results.From theseadditional1=�f
correctionsfollowsa m orepronounced heavy Ferm ion behavior.Asalready m entioned above,thelim it�f ! 1 ofour

analyticalsolution perfectly agreeswith theSB theory.To perform thislim itonehasto replacetheexpectation value

D by (1� ĥn
f

ii)so thatallprocessesareneglected by which a localized electron atan occupied f site isannihilated

and instead a conduction electron iscreated [com parediscussion below Eq.(32)].

In Fig.4,therenorm alized f level~"f and theaveraged f occupation ĥn
f

iiareplotted asfunctionsoftheoriginalf

energy "f.Them om entum degeneracy hasbeen �xed at�f = 4.Asisseen,the1=�f correctionsdo notonly causea

dependenceoftheresultson thedegeneracy �f (asshown in Fig.3)butalso lead to a reduction ofthestability range

ofheavy Ferm ion type solutions.

The1=�f correctionsalsoa�ectthetherm odynam icpropertiesofthesystem .In Fig.5thetem peraturedependence

ofthe averaged f occupation ĥn
f

ii is shown where �f has been �xed to �f = 4. W e observe that ĥn
f

ii goes with

increasing tem perature m uch faster to 1 than the SB results. Thus,the 1=�f correctionslead to a lowering ofthe
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K ondo tem peratureTK which m ay be de�ned asthattem peratureatwhich ĥn
f

iibecom es1.

As can be seen from Fig.4,the analyticalPRM solution breaksdown when the unrenorm alized f levelbecom es

sm allerthan som e criticalvalues.A sim ilarbehaviorisalso known from the SB solution.Forinstance,the solution

for


n̂
f

i

�
breaksdown when for �xed "f the chem icalpotential� is increased beyond som e criticalvalue [12]. The

reason for this breakdown is not com pletely clear. M ay be,it is due to som e rough approxim ation used both in

the PRM treatm entand the SB theory,forinstance those from Sect.III.A which have theircounterpartsin the SB

treatm ent. Alternative,the breakdown ofthe PRM and the SB solutions m ight be a signature ofa genuine phase

transition.Recently itwassuggested [13]thatin certain system slike CeCu2Si2 there m ightbe a transition between

an interm ediate valence regim e with uctuating f chargesand a regim e with integralf charge when the pressure is

decreased. In the integralregim e which is described by the K ondo Ham iltonian there is no longer a renorm alized

f levelat the Ferm ilevel. This m ightbe the reason that the self-consistentsolution for ~"f no longerexists. Note

however that such a phase transition does not appear in a recent alternative discussion ofthe PAM on the basis

ofHubbard operatorsin Ref.12. This approach is based on an extended chain approxim ation and gives the sam e

quasi-particleenergies(51)and (53).However,itleadsto com pletely di�erentequationsfortherenorm alized ~"f level

and fortheaveraged f occupation ĥn
f

ii.Resultshavebeen found which arevery sim ilarto theSB solutionsforthose

param eterregim eswhere the SB solution exists.In contrast,the PRM solution leadsto substantialdeviationsfrom

the SB resultsin particularforsm allvaluesof�f.Note howeverthatapartfrom the 1=�f correctionswe have used

sim ilarapproxim ationsasin the SB theory to deriveouranalyticalsolution.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,in thispaperwehaveapplied a recently developed projector-based renorm alization m ethod (PRM )to

theperiodicAnderson m odel(PAM )in thelim itofin�nitelylargeCoulom b repulsion atf sites.Byusingan additional

factorization approxim ation wehavederived renorm alization equationsfortheparam etersoftheHam iltonian.In this

way,the PAM ism apped to a free system consisting oftwo uncorrelated quasiparticle bands. Sim ilar uncorrelated

Ham iltonianshavebeen also derived before by di�erenttheoreticalapproaches,such asthe G utzwillerprojection [5]

and the SB theory [6,7]where 1=�f expansionshave been exploited. In contrast,the presentapproach is valid for

any �f. Due to the factorization approxim ation certain expectation values enter which prevent a direct num erical

evaluation oftherenorm alization equations.In principle,theexpectation valuescould bedeterm ined self-consistently

by deriving additionalrenorm alization equationsalso forthe operatorswhich enterthe expectation values.Thishas

notbeen donein thispaper.

To obtain instead an analyticalsolution we have used a renorm alized f levelwhich was assum ed to be constant

during the renorm alization process. The spiritofthisapproxim ation issim ilarto thatused in the SB theory [6,7].

W e obtain self-consistent equations for the renorm alized f level~"f and the averaged f occupation ĥn
f

i
i which are

quite sim ilarto those ofthe SB theory [7].In particular,in the lim it�f ! 1 oursolution perfectly agreeswith the

SB resultbut strongly di�ers from itforsm allervalues of�f. To com pare ourresultsin m ore detailwith those of

theSB approach wehavealso considered an one-dim ensionalPAM with a lineardispersion relation oftheconduction

electrons and a k independent hybridization. Note that the character ofthe obtained two quasi-particle bands of

the two treatm entsdi�er.W hereasthe quasi-particlesofthe SB theory changetheircharacterasfunction ofk from

a m ore f-like to a m ore c-like behavior and vice versa the excitations ofthe PRM treatm ent do not change their

character.Instead,the quasi-particle energiesshow jum psasfunction ofk where,however,the variouspartsofthe

quasi-particle bands�tperfectly together. The inuence ofthe degeneracy �f hasbeen studied by varying �f with

�xed �fV
2. W hereasthe SB resultsare alm ostunchanged,ouranalyticalresultsshow a rem arkable dependence on

the degeneracy �f.Especially,seriousdeviationsarefound forsm allvaluesof�f.

Finally,from a m oretechnicalpointofview,notethatin in thispaperthePRM m ethod wasapplied to a physical

system forthe �rsttim e withoutusing any perturbation theory.
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A P P EN D IX A :R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N O F T H E EX A C T SO LVA B LE FA N O -A N D ER SO N M O D EL

In thisappendix we illustratethe usefulnessofthe projector-based renorm alization m ethod (PRM )forthe caseof

a sim plem odel.W eapply theapproach ofSec.IIto theexactly solvableFano-Anderson m odel[3,4].Thism odelwas

already discussed in thefram ework ofthepresentapproach in Ref.8.However,now thiswillbedonein a consequent

non-perturbativem anner.

1. M odel

TheFano-Anderson m odelconsistsofdispersionlessf electronswhich interactwith conducting electrons.Thereby

allcorrelation e�ectsareneglected.The Ham iltonian reads

H = H 0 + H 1; (A1)

H 0 =
X

k;m

�

"f f
y

km
fkm + "k c

y

km
ckm

�

;

H 1 =
X

k;m

Vk

�

f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm

�

:

As in Eq. (1) the index i denotes the f sites,k is the wave vector,and Vk describes the hybridization between

conduction and localized electrons. The excitation energies "k and "f for conduction and localized electrons are

m easured from the chem icalpotential�. Both typesofelectronsare assum ed to have the sam e angularm om entum

index m with valuesm = 1:::�f.O fcourse,the m odeliseasily solved and leadsto two hybridized bands

H =
X

k;m

!
(�)

k
�
y

km
�km +

X

k;m

!
(�)

k
�
y

km
�km (A2)

where

!
(�;�)

k
=

"k + "f

2
�
1

2
W k;

W k =

q

("k � "f)
2
+ 4jVkj

2:

The eigenm odes�
y

km
and �

y

km
aregiven by linearcom binationsofc

y

km
and f

y

km
,

�
y

km
= uk f

y

km
+ vk c

y

km
; �

y

km
= � vk f

y

km
+ uk c

y

km
;

jukj
2 =

1

2

�

1�
"k � "f

W k

�

; jvkj
2 =

1

2

�

1+
"k � "f

W k

�

:

(A3)

2. R enorm alization ansatz

In therenorm alization approach weintegrateoutparticle-holeexcitationsofconduction and f electronswhich enter

dueto thehybridization term H 1.W eexpectto �nally obtain from the PRM an e�ectively freem odel.Thestarting

point ofthe m ethod is a renorm alized Ham iltonian H � which is obtained after allexcitations with energies larger

than a given cuto� � have been elim inated. Due to the resultofthe preceeding section itshould have the following

form

H � = H 0;� + H 1;�; (A4)

H 0;� =
X

k;m

�

"
f

k;�
f
y

km
fkm + "

c
k;� c

y

km
ckm

�

;

H 1;� =
X

k;m

j"c
k ;�

� "
f

k ;�j� �

Vk

�

f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm

�

= P � H 1:
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Asitturnsout,no renorm alization ofthe hybridization Vk occursso thatVk isassum ed to be � independentfrom

thebeginning.Likein theexactdiagonalization di�erentk statesdo notcoupled during therenorm alization process.

Thus,by elim inating excitationsfrom largeto low � values,each k state isrenorm alized only once leading to a step

likerenorm alization behavior.Thism eans,fora given cuto� � allk stateswith excitationsj"k � "fj> � havealready

been renorm alized whereas those with j"k � "fj< � have not. Thus,H � can be written as a sum oftwo parts

H � = H <
�
+ H >

�
where

H
<
� =

X

k;m

j"k � "f j� �

h

"f f
y

km
fkm + "k c

y

km
ckm + Vk

�

f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm

�i

; (A5)

H
>
�

=
X

k;m

j"k � "f j> �

�

~"
f

k
f
y

km
fkm + ~"c

k
c
y

km
ckm

�

: (A6)

H <
�
is the unchanged partofH � whereasH >

�
is renorm alized due to the elim ination ofexcitations j"k � "fjlarger

than �. ~"
f

k
and ~"c

k
denotethe renorm alized energies.

3. Transform ation ofthe H am iltonian

Forthe explicitevaluation ofH >
�
letusapply the unitary transform ation (11)on the originalHam iltonian H

H � = e
X � H e

� X � : (A7)

ForthegeneratorX � oftheunitarytransform ationan exactexpressioncan begiven.Byinspection oftheperturbation

expansion in term sofVk [8]one�ndsthatX � m usthavethe following operatorstructure

X � =
X

k;m

j"k � "f j> �

A k

�

f
y

km
ckm � c

y

km
fkm

�

(A8)

with yetunknown prefactorsA k. Eq. (A8)willbe taken asansatz. Then H >
�
can be easily evaluated since only k

values with j"k � "fj> � renorm alize the Ham iltonian. Due to the ferm ionic anticom m utatorrelationsdi�erent k

valuesarenotcoupled.To �nd H >
�
,weconsiderthetransform ation ofthevariousoperators.Forinstance,weobtain

e
X � c

y

km
ckm e

� X � � c
y

km
ckm = (A9)

=
1

2
�(j" k � "fj� �)

n

[cos(2A k)� 1]

�

c
y

km
ckm � f

y

km
fkm

�

+ sin(2A k)

�

f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm

�o

:

Sim ilarrelationscan also be found forthe transform ationsofthe operatorsf
y

km
fkm and (f

y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm ).Thus,

H >
�
reads

H
>
�

=
X

k;m

j"k � "f j> �

��

"f �
1

2
[cos(2A k)� 1]("k � "f)+ Vk sin(2A k)

�

f
y

km
fkm (A10)

+

�

"k +
1

2
[cos(2A k)� 1]("k � "f)� Vk sin(2A k)

�

c
y

km
ckm

+

�

Vk +
1

2
sin(2A k)("k � "f)+ Vk [cos(2A k)� 1]

��

f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm

��

:

In contrastto theexpected form (A6)forH >
�
theexpression (A10)stillcontainsa hybridization partproportional

to(f
y

km
ckm + c

y

km
fkm )with excitation energieslargerthan �.Therequirem ent(12),Q �H � = 0,leadstothefollowing

condition forA k

tan(2A k) =
2Vk

"f � "k
: (A11)
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Eq. (A11)guaranteesthatthe hybridization vanishes in (A10)and H >
�
becom es diagonal. Note that according to

(A11),the quantity A k changesitssign when the energy di�erence"f � "k changesitssign.By inserting (A11)into

(A10)one�nds

H
>
�

=
X

k;m

j"k � "f j> �

�

~"
f

k
f
y

km
fkm + ~"c

k
c
y

km
ckm

�

(A12)

wherethe renorm alized energiesaregiven by

~"
f

k
=

"f + "k

2
+
sgn("f � "k)

2
W k; (A13)

~"c
k
=

"f + "k

2
�
sgn("f � "k)

2
W k:

For� ! 0 the Ham iltonian iscom pletely renorm alized.The �nalHam iltonian ~H := H (�! 0) reads

~H =
X

k;m

�

~"
f

k
f
y

km
fkm + ~"c

k
c
y

km
ckm

�

: (A14)

Notethatthe�nalresult(A14)correspondsto the diagonalHam iltonian ofeq.(A2).In particular,allexpectation

valuescom pletely agreebetween thetwo approaches.(To calculateexpectation valuesby using Eq.(A14)onealso has

to transform theoperatorswhich entertheexpectation values.Form oredetailsseeRef.[8].) However,in contrastto

theeigenm odes�
y

km
and �

y

km
of(A2)thepresenteigenm odesf

y

km
and c

y

km
do notchangetheircharacterasfunction

ofthewavevector.Rem em ber,�
y

km
wasa m oref-likeexcitation for"k < "f and a m orec-likeexcitation for"k > "f,

and viceversafor�
y

km
.In contrast,theoperatorsf

y

km
and c

y

km
of(A14)rem ain f-likeand c-likeforallvaluesofk.In

return,the � dependentexcitation energies"
f

k;�
and "c

k;� show asfunction of� a step-likebehaviorat� = j"k � "fj.

Thisstep-likechangeguaranteesthatdeviationsfrom theunrenorm alized energies"f and "k stay relatively sm allfor

allk values.

A P P EN D IX B :T R A N SFO R M A T IO N O F T H E O P ER A T O R S

In thisappendix weevaluatethetransform ation from � to (�� ��)forthevariousoperatorquantitiesofEq.( 31).

Forexam ple

e
X � ;� � c

y

km
ckm e

� X � ;� � = e
X � ;� �

�

c
y

km
ckm

�

=

1X

n= 0

1

n!
X

n
�;��

�

c
y

km
ckm

�

: (B1)

Here,a new super-operatorX �;�� wasintroduced which isde�ned by the com m utatorofthe generatorX �;�� with

operatorsA on which X �;�� isapplied,X �;�� A = [X �;�� ;A ].Furtherm ore,letusde�ne a new operatorX km by

X km = f̂
y

km
ckm � ckm f̂

y

km

which isan ingredientofthe generatorofthe unitary transform ation

X �;�� =
X

km

A k(�;��)� k(�;��)X km : (B2)
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W e haveto evaluatevariouscom m utators

h

X k0m 0;c
y

km
ck

i

= �k0;k �m 0;m

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

; (B3)
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y
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; (B4)
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�
f
y
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L
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; (B5)
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; (B6)
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whereweneglectallspin-ip contributions.In Eqs.(B9)and (B10)Fouriertransform ed quantitiesareintroduced

D m (k) =
1

N

X

j

e
ikR j D jm : (B11)

Furtherm ore,wehavede�ned
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W eareinterested in contributionswhich renorm alizetheparam etersoftheHam iltonian H � according to Eqs.(16)

and (17). Therefore,an additionalfactorization has to be carried out in Eqs.(B6),(B7),(B9),and (B10) and to

keep only operatorterm swhich appearalso in H �. By neglecting m ore com plex operators,nam ely spin-ip term s,
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Eqs.(B6),(B7),(B9),and (B10)can be replaced by

h

X k0m 0;

�

f̂
y

km
f̂km

�

N L

i

= � �m ;m 0

�

�k;k0 �
1

N

�
8
<

:
D

�

f̂
y

k0m
ck0m + h:c:

�

(B15)

+

D

f̂
y

k0m
ck0m + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f̂
y

~m
f̂~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;
;

h

X k0m 0;

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

i

= � �m ;m 0

�

�k;k0 �
1

N

�
8
<

:
D

�

f
y

k0m
ck0m + h:c:

�

(B16)

+

D

f̂
y

k0m
ck0m + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f̂
y

~m
f̂~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;
;

h

X k0m 0;

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�i

= 2�m ;m 0�k;k0

8
<

:

�

f̂
y

km
f̂km

�

N L

+

�

f̂
y
m f̂m

�

L

� D c
y

km
ckm (B17)

�

D

c
y

km
ckm

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f̂
y

~m f̂~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;
;

h

X k0m 0;

�

f
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�i

= 2�m ;m 0�k;k0

8
<

:

1

2

�

f̂
y
m fm + h:c:

�

N L

+

�

f̂
y
m f̂m

�

L

(B18)

� D c
y

km
ckm �

D

c
y

km
ckm

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f̂
y

~m
f̂~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;

where

D

f
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

�

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E

has been used. Due to this factorization,certain expectation values

enterEqs.(B15)-(B10)which haveto beevaluated separately (com parethediscussion in subsection IIIC).By using

Eqs.(B3)-(B5)and (B15)-(B18)one �ndsfrom (B2)forthe corresponding com m utatorsform ed with the generator
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Therefore,alloperators term s appearing on the r.h.sides ofEqs.(B19)-(B26) are traced back to a bilinear form .

This property willenable us to evaluate higher ordercom m utatorswith X �;�� and also transform ationslike (B1).

M oreover,weassum ethatthenum berofk pointswhich areintegrated outby useoftheunitary transform ation (28)

is sm allcom pared to the totalnum ber ofk points. This assum ption is needed for the evaluation ofhigher order

com m utators.Forinstance,thecom m utatorswhich arisefrom repeated application ofX �;�� to (f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:)and
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To trace back allcontributions to term s appearing in the unperturbed Ham iltonian H 0;�,one has to replace all

Hubbard operators by appropriate expressions in term s ofusualFerm ioperators. Thus,further approxim ations

are needed for the local
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and for the non-localf electron particle-hole excitations
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was discussed before,due to the strong localCoulom b interaction,only em pty and singly occupied f sites are of

physicalrelevance. Thus the operator
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The second operator,
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representsan f electron hopping between di�erentsiteswithoutcreating doubly

occupied f sites.Thus,wem ay approxim ate
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wherein thelastequation thecreation ofdoubly occupied sitesisonly ful�lled within a factorization approxim ation,

D im � D .
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Finally,by inserting (B27)-(B28)into (B1),and by using the approxim ations(B31)and (B32)one�nds

e
X � ;� � c

y

km
ckm e

� X � ;� � � c
y

km
ckm = (B33)

= �
1

2D
� k(�;��)A k(�;��)

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m f~m

�

L

3

5

�
1

2D
� k(�;��)

n

cos

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i

� 1

o
8
<

:
D

�

f
y

km
fkm

�

N L

+
�
f
y
m fm

�

L

� D c
y

km
ckm �

D

c
y

km
ckm

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m
f~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;

+
1

2
p
D
� k(�;��)sin

h

2
p
D A k(�;��)

i
8
<

:

�

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

�

+
1

2D

D

f̂
y

km
ckm + h:c:

E
2

41� D �
X

~m (6= m )

�

f
y

~m
f~m

�

L

3

5

9
=

;
:

Sim ilarequationscan be derived forthe transform ationsofthe rem aining operators
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wherethe second term softhe r.h.s.ofEqs.(B29)and (B30)havebeen neglected.

A P P EN D IX C :T R A N SFO R M A T IO N O F T H E O N E-PA R T IC LE O P ER A T O R S

To determ ine the transform ation ofthe one-particle operatorswe have again to apply the unitary transform ation

(14)which wasused before to renorm alizethe Ham iltonian.Asin Ref.8 we �rstm akethe sim plestoperatoransatz

forthe � dependentccreation operator

c
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(C1)

with the initialparam etervaluescorresponding to the unrenorm alized operators(� = �)

uk;(�= �) = 1; vk;(�= �) = 0: (C2)

Becausethe� dependentoperatorshaveto ful�llthesam eanticom m utatorrelationsastheunrenorm alized operators,

oneconcludesthat
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2
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2
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holdsforallk and � values.Thus,the transform ation ofthe f electron creation operatorisgiven by
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Thereby,the approxim ation [̂f
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;f̂km ]+ � D wasused.

Toderiverenorm alization equationsfortheparam etersuk;� and vk;� oftheone-particleoperatorsweagain consider

thetransform ation step from � to (�� ��).Asin thecaseoftheHam iltonian [com pareEqs.( 31)and (35)]weobtain
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where the �rst one is derived from ansatz (C4). The second equation follows from the application ofthe unitary

transform ation (15)to c
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(�).To calculate the transform ed operatorsin Eq.(C6)one hasto retracethe procedure
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Finally,inserting Eqs.(C7)and (C8)into (C6)we�nd the renorm alization equationsforthe param etersuk;� and
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