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T hepseudogap K ondo problem , describbing quantum im purities coupled to ferm ionic quasiparticles
w ith a pseudogap density of states, (!) / 7' J, show s a rich zero-tem perature phase diagram , w ith
di erent screened and free m om ent phases and associated transitions. W e analyze both the particle—
hole sym m etric and asym m etric cases using renom alization group technigques. In the vicinity of
r = 0, which plays the role of a lowercritical din ension, an expansion In the K ondo coupling
is appropriate. In contrast, r = 1 is the uppercritical din ension in the absence of partick-hol
sym m etry, and here insight can be gained using an expansion in the hybridization strength of the
Anderson m odel. A s a by-product, we show that the particle-hole sym m etric strong-coupling xed
point for r < 1 is described by a resonant levelm odel, and corresponds to an interm ediate-coupling
xed point In the renom alization group language. Interestingly, the value r = 1=2 playsthe role ofa
second low er—critical din ension in the particle-hole sym m etric case, and there we can m ake progress
by a novel expansion perform ed around a resonant levelm odel. The di erent expansions allow a
com plete description ofall critical xed pointsofthem odels and can be used to com pute a variety of
properties near criticality, describing universallocallm om ent uctuations at these in purity quantum

phase transitions.

I. NTRODUCTION

Non-trivial xed points and associated phase transi-
tions in quantum in purity problm s have been sub gct
of considerable Interest in recent years, w ith applications
for in purities in correlated bulk system s, in transport
through nanostructures, and for strongly correlated lat—
tice m odels in the fram ework of dynam ical m ean— eld
theory. M any of those in purity phase transjions occur
in varations of the weltknown K ondo m ode¥ which de—
scribes the screening of localized m agnetic m om ents by
m etallic conduction electrons. A paradigm atic exam ple
of an Interm ediate-coupling im purity xed point can be
found in the two-channelK ondo e ect.

N on-m etallic hosts, where the ferm lonic bath density
of states O O S) vanishes at the Fem ilevel, o era di er-
ent route to unconventional in purity physics. O fpartic—
ular ntgrest jsthe Kondo e ect in so—called pseudogap

states ollow sa power law at low energies, (!)/ NoJt T
(r > 0). Such a behavior arises In sam in etals, In cer-
tain zero-gap sam iconductors, and in system s w ith long—
range order w here the order param eter has nodes at the
Fem isurface, eg. p—and d-wave superconductors (r = 2
and 1). Indeed, In d-wave high-T. superconductors non-—
trivialK ondo-like behavior has been observed associated
w ith the m agneticm om ents induced by non-m agnetic Zn
i purities?2d. Note that the lImit r ! 1 corresponds
to a system wih a hard gap.

T he pseudogap K ondo problem has attracted substan—
tial att;enltjon during the last decade. A number of
studie?? em ployed a slaveboson largeN technique;
signi cant progress and insight came frop,, num erical
renom alization group (NRG) calulation?£? and the
local moment approach®. Tt was found that a zero—
tem perature phase transition occurs at a critical K ondo

coupling, J., below which the in purity spin isunscreened
even at low est tem peratures. A 1so, the behavior depends
sensitively on the presence or absence of particle-hole (-
h) asymm etry, which can arise, eg., from a band asym —
m etry at high energies or a potential scattering tem at
the In purity site. A com prehensive discussion of possi-
bl xed pointsand their them odynam ic properties has
been given In Ref. -'_6 based on the NRG approach.

U ntil recently, analytical know ledge about the critical
properties of the pseudogap K ondo transition was lin —
ited. Previous works em ployed a weak-coupling renor—
m alization group RG) m ethod, based on an expansion
In the din ensionless K ondo coupling j= N yJx . It was
found that an unstable RG xed point exists at j= r,
corresponding to a continuous phase transition betw een
the free and screened m om ent phases?. Thus, the per-
turbative com putation of critical properties w ithin this
approagch is restricted to sm allr. Interestingly, the NRG
studies® showed that the xed-point structure changes at
r=r 0:3375 and also at r=%, rendering the relevant
case of r= 1 Inaccessble from weak coupling. In the p-h
sym m etric case, forr % the phase transition was found
to disappear, and the in purity is always unscreened in-—
dependent of the value of Jx . In contrast, in the asym —
m etric case the phase transitjpn is present or arbitrary
r> 0.Num erical ca]cu]atjonsf':z indicated that the criti-
cal uctuations In the p-h asym m etric case change their
character at r= 1: whereas for r< 1 the exponents take
non-trivial r-dependent values and obey hyperscaling, ex—
ponents are trivial for r> 1 and hyperscaling is violated.
These ndings suggest to identify r= 1 as upper—critical
\din ension" of the problem , whereas r= 0 plays the role
ofa lowercritical \dim ension". A sknown, eg., from the
critical theory ofm agnets'—l]:, the description of the tran—
sitions using perturbative RG requires di erent theoreti-
calfom ulationsnearthe uppercriticaland low ercritical
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din ensions, ie., the * theory and the non-lnear sigm a
m odel in the m agnetic case.

In this paper, we provide a com prehensive analytical
account of the phase transitions in the pseudogap An-
derson and K ondo m odels, including the proper theories
for the critical \dim ensions". This is m ade possible by
working w ith the Anderson instead of the K ondo m odel
{ the degrees of freedom ofthe A nderson m odeltum out
to provide a naturaldescription ofthe low -energy physics
at the quantum phase transitions near r = % aswell as
close to and above r = 1. W e shall consider epsilon—
type expansions in the hybridization, the on-site energy,
and the interaction strength. Those expansions lead to
di erent theories for the p-h symm etric and asymm et—
ric cases. Interestingly, iIn the pseudogap K ondo m odel
the phase transitions near the lowercritical and upper-
criticaldin ension are not adiabatically connected, as the

xed point structure changesboth at r= r and r= % .
T hus the present quantum in purity problem hasam ore
com plicated ow structure than the critical theory of
m agnets, where the 2+ ) and ¢ ) expansions are
believed to describe the sam e critical xed point.

In the p-h symm etric case of the pseudogap K ondo
problem the line of non-trivial phase transitions tem i-
nates at two wer—critical dimensions (!), r = 0 and
r=1.Nearr= i we nd an expansion around a non-
Interacting resonant level m odel, together w ith pertur-
bative RG, to provide access to the critical xed point,
w ith the expansion being controlled in the am all param —
eter ( r), see Sec.-I\f Interestingly, the weak—oouphng
expansion for the K ondo m odel, presented In Sec. -]III
provides a di erent m eans to access the sam e critical

xed point, but wih the an all param eter being r; the
tw o expansions can be expected to m atch.

In the p-h asym m etric case an expansion can be done
In the hybridization around the valence- uctuation point
ofthe A nderson m odel. B are perturbation theory issu -
clent orallr > 1; orr< 1 aperturbative RG procedure
is required to calculate critical properties, w ith the ex—
pansion being controlled in the smallparameter (1 ).
In particular, this ddenti esr = 1 asthe upper—criticaldi-
m ension ofthe (asym m etric) pseudogap K ondo problem ,
and consequently observables acquire logarithm ic correc—
tions forr = 1. A brief acocount on the p-h asymm etric
case and the expansion around r = 1 hasbeen given in a
recent papeflzn . W enote that the ow ofthe asym m etric
A nderson m,adelin them etalliccase, r = 0, wasdiscussed
by Haldand'd: here all initial param eter sets with nite
hybridizations ow towards the strong-coupling (singlet)

xed point.

For all cases listed above, we show that the critical
properties of the A nderson and K ondo m odels are identi-
cal, and w e calculate various observables in renom alized
perturbation theory. To label the xed points, we will
follow the notation ofRef. -§ .

Before continuing, we em phasize that standard tools
for m etallic K ondo m odels, such as bosonization, B ethe
ansatz, and conform al eld theory, are not easily applica—

ble in the present case ofa pseudogap density of states, as
the problem cannotbe described using linearly dispersing
ferm jons in one dim ension. Furthem ore, integrating out
the ferm ions from the problem , In order to arrive at an
e ective statisticalm echanicsm odel containing in purity
degrees of freedom only, cannot be perform ed easily: the
ferm ionic determ nants arising In (1 + r) din ensions can—
notbe sin ply evaluated. T his In plies that the psesudogap
K ondo m odeldoes notm ap onto a one-din ensional (eg.
Ising) m odel w ith long-ranged interactions, in contrast
to eg. the spin-boson m odeld. Indeed, the phase transi-
tions in the pseudogap K ondo m odel and the sub-ohm ic
soin-boson m odel are In di erent universality classes- 19,
T herefore w e believe that our com bined RG analysispro-
vides a unique tool for analyzing the pseudogap K ondo
problem .

A . M odels

T he starting point of our discussion w illbe the single—
In purity A nderson m odelw ith a pseudogap host density
ofstates, H = Hp + Hy:

Ha = "Ofyf + Ugnenney + Vo fYc 0)+ hc:

Z
Hb=

7 (1)
dk ¥k a

where we have represented the bath, Hy, by linearly
dispersing chiral ferm ions ¢ , summ atgm over repeated
sph indices isimplied, and ¢ 0) = dkkFao isthe
conduction electron operator at the im purity site. The
spectral density of the ¢ (0) ferm ions follow s the power
law ' ¥ below the ultra~viokt (UV) cuto ; details of
the density of states at high energies are irrelevant for
the discussion In this paper. T he four possible in purity
statesw illbe labelled w ith j"i, j#i for the spin-carrying
states, #i for the em pty and i for the doubly occupied
state. P rovided that the conduction band isp-h sym m et—
ric, the above m odelobeysp-h symm etry forUyg = 2%
{ this p-h symm etry can be considered as SU 2) pseu—
dospin, ie., the lall symm etry ofthem odel is SU 2)gin

SU @kharge - A sym m etry ofthe high-energy part ofthe
conduction band hasthe sam e net e ect asasymm etry of
the In purity states; we w illalways assum e that the low —
energy part ofthe band is asym ptotically sym m etric, ie.,
the prefactorof j' ¥ in the DO S is equal for positive and
negative ! .

T he transfom ation

S I
o ! d @)
converts all particles into holes and vice versa, form ally

"o ! (" + Ug), Vo ! W . Physically, the roles of the

states j"iand j#i are Interchanged, aswellas the states
®i and ©i. It is usefil to consider another transform a—
tion,

fu ! £ £y ! O£



Clyi @3)

which transform s j"1$ ©i, j#i$ Fi. Here, the soinfiil
doublet of In purity states istransform ed into the spinless
doublet and vice versa, ie. the two SU (2) sectors are
Interchanged.

In the so—called K ondo lim it of the Anderson m odel
charge uctuations are frozen out, and the in purity site
ismahly singly occupied. Via Schrie erW ol transfor-
m ation one obtains the standard Kondo model, H =
H K T H br W ith

NN T

w here the in purity soin S is coupled to the conduction
electron spin at site 0, s (0) = & (0) oc0(0)=2, and

is the vector of Paulim atrices. T he K ondo oouphng
is related to the param eters of the A nderson m odel (].)
through:

1 1

= 2V02 + 5)

Jo3 Fo+ "oJ
The Kondo lim it is reached by taking Uy ! 1 , "o !
1,% ! 1 ,keepingJx xed. In the absence ofp-h

symm etry the Schrie erW ol transform ation also gen-—
eratesa potential scattering term in the e ective K ondo
modek .

In the absence of an extemalm agnetic eld all above
m odels preserve SU (2) soin symm etry. Spin anisotropies
tum out to be irrelevant at the critical xed points, see
A ppendix D' Thee ectofamagnetic eld willbebrie y
discussed in Sec.V IIf.

B. Summary of results

Ourmain results are summ arized in the RG ow dia-
gram s in Fjgs.'r!.: and ?_2:, for the p-h sym m etric and asym —
m etric cases, respectively.

In the symm etric case, the ranges of exponent valies
r=10,0<r< 3,3 r<landr 1 ladtoquitedif-
ferent behavior, and are shown separately in F ig. -L No
transition occurs for r = 0: for any non-zero hybridiza—
tion the ow istowardsthem etallicK ondo-screened xed
point (SC).Thiswellkknown xed point can be identi ed
asthe stable xed point ofa resonant levelm odel; we ar—
gue below that this is actually an interm ediate-coupling

xed point.

For 0 < r< i, smallvalies of the hybridization leave
the In purity spin unscreened provided that ", < 0, ie.,
there is a stable localm oment xed point (LM ) corre-
soondingto "= 1 ,v= 0.A transition line at negative
", with an unstable xed point (symm etric critical, SCR)
at niev, J'j ssparates the ow towards LM from the

ow to the sym m etric strong-coupling xed point (SSC).
T he strong-coupling xed point displays its interm ediate—
coupling propertiesnow In a nie residualentropy and a

nitem agneticm om ent, see Sec. .I\-/-B-' Asr! 0theSCR

a)r=0 v
SC
LM LM’
—00 0 0 g=-—yl2
2
b)0<r<1/2

LM LM’
—00 0 o g=—f2
2
c)li2sr<1 v
SSC
LM LM”
—00 0 o g=—f2
2
dr=1 v
LM Flmp LM’
—oo 0 w0 g=-—yf2
FIG.1l: Schematic RG ow diagram s for the particlk-hole

sym m etric single—im purity A nderson m odelw ith a psesudogap
DOS, (!)/ 3 3. Thehorizontal axis denotes the renom al-
ized on-site level energy " (related to the on-site repulsion u
by u= 2"), the vertical axis is the renom alized hybridiza—
tion v. The thick lines correspond to continuous boundary
phase transitions; the full (open) circles are stable (unstabl)
xed points, for details see text. A1l xed points at non-
zero " have am J'llllor in age at ", related by the particle-hole
transformm ation @). a) r= 0, ie., the fam iliar m etallic case.
Forany nite v the ow istowards the strong-coupling xed
point (SC), describing K ondo screening. b) 0< r< %: The
localm om ent xed point (LM ) is stable, and the transition
to sym m etric strong coupling (SSC) is controlled by the SCR
xed point. Forr ! 0, SCR approaches LM , and the critical
behavior at SCR is accessble via an expansion in the K ondo
coupling j. In contrast, or r ! %, SCR approaches SSC,
and the criticalbehavior can be accessed by expanding in the
deviation from SCR, ie., n "= u=2. ¢) % r< 1l: vis
still relevant at u = 0. However, SSC is now unstable w rkt.
nite u. At nite v, the transition between the two stable
xed points LM and LM ' is controlled by SSC (which is now
a critical xed point!). d) r 1: v is irrelevant, and the only
transition is a level crossing (W ith perturbative corrections)
occurring at v= u = 0, ie., at the free-im purity xed point
FInp).



xed poInt m erges w th LM , in a m anner characteristic

fora low ercriticaldin ension, ie., w ith diverging correla—
tion length exponent. A second critical xed point SCR’
exists for " > 0 which separates the sym m etric strong—
coupling phase (SSC) from onew ith a free chargedoublet
™).

Asr ! % the symm etric critical xed points m erge
w ith the strong-coupling one, again in a m anner charac—
teristic fora lowercriticaldin ension. Forr £ the xed
points SCR and SCR' cease to exist; the strong-coupling
SSC  xed point becom es nfrared unstable, and controls
the LM { LM’ transition. Fially, the structure of the

ow changes again at r = 1: forr ! 1 the unstable

strong-coupling xed point (SSC) m oves towardsv = 0,
ie., the free-imn purity xed point FInp), and orr 1
no non-trivial xed point rem ains.

Form axin alp-h asym m etry, realized in the A nderson
m odelthrough Ug = 1 , one has to distinguish exponent
rangesr= 0,0< r r,r < r< l,and r 1. In
the m etallic case r = 0 any non-zero hybridization gen—
erates ow to strong coupling wih com plete screening
{ the strong-coupling xed point is the sam e as in the
ph symm etric situation, as p-h symm etry is m arginally
irrelevant at strong coupling. Forallr > 0O the situation
is drastically di erent: an allV, leaves the m om ent un—
screened, w hereas lJarge Vy directsthe ow towardsanew,
p-h asymm etric, strong-coupling xed point A SC).The
character of the critical xed point separating the two
phases depends. onr: or0< r< r p-h symmetry is
restored, and the critical xed point is the one ofthe p-h
symmetric model. Forr < r < 1 there is a sgparate
critical xed point ACR) which is p-h asymm etric, ie.,
Iocated at nitevand".Forr ! 1thecritical xedpoint
movestowardsv ! 0,and forr 1 the phase transition
becom es a level crossing W ith perturbative corrections),
controlled by the valence— uctuation xed point (VF)),
e F JgiZ

W e nally discuss the general case of nite p-h asym —
m etry, m ore detailsw illbe given in Seci/-_i P ow ercount—
Ing showsthat LM (SSC) are always (un)stablew rt. p—
h asymm etry. The sym m etric critical SCR  xed point is
stable w rt. p-h asymm etry for smallr. In contrast, or
r< % SCR is unstable towards p-h asymm etry, as it is
close to SSC in this regim e. T his requires the existence of
a speci ¢ r value where this change in character occurs:
the is precisely r =, ¢ 0375 where p-h asymm etry
at SCR ismargha¥. Upon hcreasing r beyond r the
ph asymm etric critical xed point ACR) splitso from
SCR . In other words, upon approaching r from large r
the ACR xed point m oves towards am all e ective p-h
asymmetry, and at r = r ACR merges Into SCR, in -
plying p-h symm etry is dynam ically restored. A s stated
above, the description of ACR using an expansion around
VF loconsgquently breaksdown asr ! r * . Neither from
num erics® nor from the present RG are there ndications
for the existence of a second asymm etric critical xed
point besides ACR ; thus, the critical properties or nie
ph asymmetry are always equivalent to the ones of a

a)r¥<r<1 v
AC

LM ASC

—00 0 © g
2
b)yr=1 v

LM ASC

—00 0 © g

FIG. 2: Schem atic RG ow diagram for the maxi-

m ally particle-hole asymm etric pseudogap A nderson in pu-—
rity m odel. T he horizontal axis denotes the on-site im purity
energy, ", the vertical axis is the fermm ionic coupling v, the
bare on—SJte repulsion is xed at up = 1 . The symbols are
as in Fig. h a) r < r< 1l: v is rekvant, and the tran-
sition is controlled by an interacting xed point ACR).As
r! r 0375, p-h symm etry at the critical xed point is
dynam ically restored and ACR merges Into the SCR xed
point ofFJg ﬂ; { this cannot be described using the RG ,of
Sec. V. In them etallicr = 0 situation, studied by H a]da.ne'lg

the ow from any point wih v 6 0 is towards the screened
singlet xed pointwih "= 1 .Db) r 1:v is irrelevant, and
the transition isa levelcrossing w ith perturbative corrections,
occuring at v= "= 0, ie., the valence- uctuation xed point
VFD.

m odelw ith m axim alp-h asym m etry.
Taken together, the above observations show that r =

0 plays the roke of a ower—criticaldim ension: asr ! 0,
the correlation length exponent diverges, and the second—
order transition tums into a K osterlitz-T houless transi-
tion at r = 0. Interestingly, In the symm etric case the
correlation length exponent also diverges as r ! % ,
and the transition between LM and SSC disappears for
r :r= I isa second lowercriticaldin ension for the
ph symm etric problem . In the asym m etric case, there
is a transition between LM and ASC forallr > 0, and
r= 1 isequivalent to the upper-—criticaldin ension, above
w hich the critical xed point is non-interacting (@ctually
a level crossing) .

C . Outline

T he rest of this paper is organized as follow s: Sec. :_ﬁ
Introduces the observables to be evaluated in the course
of the paper, together with their expected scaling be-
havior near criticality. In Sec. -]It we brie y review the
standard weak-coupling perturbative RG for the K ondo



m odel, which is suiable to dersgnbe the quantum phase
transition for smnall r. Sec. g\[: discusses the particle-
hole sym m etric A nderson m odel. Starting from the non—
Interacting case, "y = Uy = 0, we rst discuss the
physics of the resulting non-interacting resonant level
m odel { interestingly this can be identi ed wih a sta—
bl Intem ediate-coupling xed point. W e then use a
perturbative expansion In Uy to access the critical xed
points or r < % In Sec.:y-: we tum to the situation
with maxin al p-h asymm etry, ie.,, Uy = 1 , and show
that an expansion In the hybridization provides access
to the critical properties orr > 1 aswellas orr < 1.
In Sec. i_/-_f”l? consider the case of generalp-h asymm e~
try. Sec. y_]]_i brie y describes the e ect of a m agnetic
eld: the pseudogap m odel is shown to pem it a sharp
transition as function ofa eld applied to the In purity
for couplings larger than the zero— eld critical coupling.
In Sec. f\-_/:]i we com pare the physics of the A nderson and
K ondom odels, arguing that the transitions in both m od—
els 21l in the sam e universality classes. A brief discus—
sion of applications conclides the paper. A 1l renom al
ization groyp calculations w illem ploy the eld-theoretic
RG schem eti together with din ensional reqularization
and m Inin al subtraction of poles, w ith details given in
the appendices; oneloop RG resuls can equivalently be
obtained using the fam iliarm om entum -shellm ethod.

II. OBSERVABLES AND SCALING

To establish notations and to pave the way for the RG
analysis below , we introduce a few observables together
w ith their expected scaling properties.

A . Susceptibilities

M agnetic susceptibilities are obtained by coupling an
extermalm agnetic eld to the bulk electronic degrees of
freedom in Hy,

Hy ®)(E  oco)k) 6)

and to the mpurity part Ha ,Hk ,

Hinp;, EY  of o), Hinp; S o)
for the A nderson @:) and K ondo @) m odels, respectively.
Thebuk eld H , vares slowly as function of the space
coordinate, and H i, , isthem agnetic eld at the location
of the In purty.

W ith thesede nitions, a spatially uniform eld applied
to the whole system correspondsto Hy = Hyp = H .
Response fiinctions can be de ned from second deriva-—
tives of the them odynam ic potential, = Thz,nn
the standard wayEz: u;u M easures the buk response to
a el applied to the buk, imp;mp is the Impuriy re-
sponse to a eld applied to the mmpurity, and y;mp IS
the crossresponse of the buk to an inpurity eld.

T he In purity contribution to the total susceptibility is
de ned as

bulk
mp;mp T 2 wimp T ( uju u‘;lu )i 8)

jmp(T)=

where 2UK isthe susceptibility ofthe bulk system in ab—

uy;u
sence of the Im purity. For an unscreened in puriy spin
ofsize S =  weexpect (I ! 0)= 1=@4T) i the
Jow -tem perature lim i, and this is precisely the result in
the whole LM phase. A fully screened m om ent w ill be
characterized by T np = 0; note that the SSC  xed

point displaysa nite value of T 4, forr> 0. At crt=
icality i p does not acquire an anom alous din ension®?
(In contrastto ¢ below ), because it is a response func—
tion associated to the conserved quantity Sior. Thuswe
expect a Curde law

I mp @)= C;“p; )

w here the prefactor Cy,, is In generala non-trivial uni-
versal constant di erent from the free-im purity valie
S (S + 1)=3. Apparently, Eq. ('_é) can be interpreted as
the Curie response ofa fractionale ective spind.
T he local In purity susoceptibility is given by

0cT)= mpimp i (10)
which is equivalent to the zero-frequency in puriy spin
autocorrelation function. In the unscreened phase we
have 1./ 1=T asT ! 0;we can consider thisasarising
from the overlap of the local im purity m om ent w ith the
total, freely uctuating, m om ent ofS = 1=2, and sow rite

2

m
lin = e, 11
Am 10c (T) aT 11)

The quantiy m 1, tums out to be a suitable order
param eter:g_"h for the phase transitions between an un-
screened and a screened soin: it vanishes continuously as
t! 0 ,wheret is the din ensionless m easure of the dis—
tance to criticality; in theKondom odelt= (Jx  &)=J¢,
whereasin theAndersonm odelt= (Vo V.)=Vy.. Thus,
T 1c Isnotpinned to the value of1/4 fort< 0 (in con—
trast to T ip). Remarkably, m 1, = 0 at the SSC  xed
point orr< 1, although T i, = r=8 there.

T he phase transitions occurring ©or 0 < r< 1 are de-
scribed by interacting xed points, and thus cbey strong
hyperscaling properties, including ! =T scaling in dynam —
mlquanurjes&.q . For instance, the localdynam ic suscep—
thbilty will ollow a scaling form

T!=

o . B I_
T t

bc(-rT)z !1 1

12)

which describes critical localm om ent uctuations, and
the local static susoceptibbility obeys

B, T
T? t

e )= 13)



Here, is a universal anom alous exponent, which con—
trolsthe anom alous decay ofthe tw o-point correlationsof
the mmpurity spin, and ;;; are universal crossover func-
tions (for the speci c critical xed point and for xed r),
whereas B ;; are non-universal prefactors. Furthem ore,

is the correlation length exponent, describing the ow
away from criticality: when the system is tuned through
the transition, the characteristic energy scale T-, above
which critical behavior is cbserved, vanishes a€{

T / 35 14)

the dynam ical critical exponent z can be set to unity in
the present (0 + 1)-dim ensional problem . Note that at
criticality, t = 0, the relation ((3) reducesto 1, (T) /
T

H yperscaling can be used to derive relations between
critical exponents. The susceptibility exponent and
the correlation length exponent of a speci ¢ transi-
tion are su cient to determ ine all critical exponents as—
sociated w ith a localm agnetic elds. In particular, the
T ! 0 localsusceptibility away from criticality obeys

>0/ t ; = ( )i
T pelt<0) / (B ; °= ; 15)

which can be derived from a,scaling ansatz for the in -
purity part of the free energy? . T he last relation in plies
the order param eter vanishing as

Mpe/ (B 2 1e)
N ote that hyperscaling holds for all critical xed points
of the pseudogap K ondo problem wih 0< r< 1.

B . Im purity entropy

In general, zero-tem perature critical points in quan-—
tum In purity m odels can show a nite residual entropy
[in contrast to buk quantum critical points where the
entropy usually vanisheswith a power law, S (T) / TY].
Forthem odels at hand, the in purity contribution to the
Jow -tem perature entropy is obtained by a perturbative
evaliation of the them odynam ic potential and taking
the tem perature derivative. T his w ill yield epsilon-type
expansions for the ground state entropy Sy (T = 0),
w ith explicit results given below .

N ote that the In purity part ofthe them odynam ic po-—
tential w ill usually diverge w ith the cuto , ie., we have

np = BEimp TSmps,where Ey, szthenon—unJyersal
(cuto dependent) In puriy contribution to the ground-
state energy. H ow ever, the in purity entropy S p is fully
universal, and the UV cuto can be sent to in niy after
taking the tem perature derivative of i .

T herm odynam ic stability requires that the total en—
tropy of a system decreases upon decreasing tem pera—
ture, @r S (T) > 0. This raises the question of whether
the in purity part of the entropy, Sy, has to decrease

under RG ow (Which,is equivalent to decreasing T).
T he so-called g-theorem 2% provides a proofofthis con e
ture for system sw ith short-ranged interactions; form ost
quantum In purity problem s this appears to apply. In—
terestingly, the psesudogap K ondo problem provides an
explicit counterexam ple, as the two critical xed points
obey Sscr < Sacr,wih the RG ow being from SCR

to ACR (!), see Sec. V! or details. For another counter—
exam ple see Ref. gzj

C. T matrix

An in portant quantity in an A nderson orK ondom odel
is the conduction electron T m atrix, describing the scat—
tering ofthe celectronso the In puriy. Foran A nderson
model, the T matrix is Jast given by T (!) = VFGe (1)
where G ¢ isthe fullin purity £ electron G reen’s function.
For a Kondo m odel, i is usefiil to de ne a propagator
Gr of the com posite operator T = f¥f oc o, such that
the T matrix isgiven by T (! ) = J2G (!). Aswih the
Jocal susceptibility, we expect a scaling form ofthe T m a—
trix spectraldensity near the interm ediate-coupling xed
points sim ilar to Eq. @é) . In particular, at criticality a
power law occurs:

T )/

T a7)

Rem arkably, we will nd theexactresult ¢+ = 1 r for
r < 1, ie,, for all interacting critical xed points con—
sidered in this paperthe T matrix ollows T (!) / ! *.
NRG calculationshave found precisely this critical diver—

genoe,.ﬁ;.r both the symm etric and asym m etric critical
pomts?'e . At the trivial xed points (LM ,ASC) thebe—
havior ofthe T m atrix follow s from perturbation theory
in the hybridization tobe T (1) / !*.

Notably, the T matrix can be directly observed
In experiments, due to recent advances in low-—
tem perature scanning tunneling m icroscopy, as has
been demonstyated,- eg., wih high-tem perature

superconductor£ 32429 .

D . Phase shifts

F ixed points which can be describbed in tem s of free
ferm ions can be characterized by the s-wave conduc—
tion electron phase shift, ¢ (!), which can be related
to the conduction electron T m atrix through o (!) =
argT (! ). A decoupled In purity sin ply has a phase shift

o = 0, whereas a p-h sym m etric K ondo-screened in pu-—
rity In a m etallic host has a low-energy phase shift of
o(!)= 3zson( !). A detailed discussion for the pseu-
dogap m odelhasbeen given in Ref. -d In the body ofthe
paper we w ill sin ply quote the resuls.



III. W EAK-COUPLING RG FOR THE KONDO
M ODEL

In this section webrie y sum m arize the weak-coupling
RG forthepssudogap K gndom odel (:ff) ,as rstdiscussed
by W itho and Fradkin€. Perturbative RG is perform ed
around Jx = 0, ie., the localm om ent xed point LM ):
thisw illallow to accessthe (p-h sym m etric) critical xed
point SCR, which is located close to LM for snallDO S
exponents r.

A . Lower critical dim ension: E xpansion around the
localm om ent xed point

TheRG ow equation forthe yenom alized K ondo cou—
pling j, to two-loop order, read£¢

]
G = 13 ﬁ+%: 18)

This yields an Infrared unstable xed point at

. r 3
j=r+E+O(r) (19)

w hich controls the transition between the decoupled LM
and the K ondo-screened SSC phases. T he an allj expan—
sion Cl8 ) { which is notth;g but the generalization ofAn—
derson poorm an’s scahng@ to the pseudogap case { can—
not give nform ation about the strong-coupling behavior,
and it can only describe critical properties for small r.
(In the p-h sym m etric case, the xed point structure does
not change w thin the exponent range 0 < r < %, thus
the present expansion is in principle valid up to r = % )
A dding a potential scattering term Vo givesa niep-h
asymm etry. Under RG, we nd that V renom alizes to
zero forr > 0, () = rV. Thus, wihih the range of
applicability ofthe weak-coupling RG , p-h asymm etry is
irrelevant. (Strictly, this applies orr < r , see Ref.i6.)

B . Observables near criticality

W e quote a few properties of the critical regin e w hich
have been determ ined in Ref. ,26 Expandmg the beta
fiinction C18) around the xed point value 619) yields the
correlation length exponent

1 r? 5
— - + 0 () : (20)

=r

T he low -tem perature In purity susogptibility and entropy
at criticality are given by
1
T wp = 70 )+ 0 (¢); @1)
3 2
= h2 1+7r3 +0(@): 2)

T he anom alous exponent of the local susceptibility eval-
uates to

=r?+0@%): ©@3)

A com parison of the above results w ith num erical data
is given in Figs.d, @, 6, and '/ below .

M ost in portantly, the continuous transition controlled
by the xed point Q-Si:), which exists only or r > 0,
evolves an oothly into the K osterlitz-T houless transition
atr= 0, j= 0, which separates the antiferrom agnetic
and the ferrom agneticm etallicK ondom odel. T hisisalso
Indicated by the divergence of the correlation length ex—
ponent {20 yasr! 0" .Thus,r= 0canbe identi ed asa
Jow er<critical \din ension" of the pseudogap K ondo prob—
Jlem . It is Interesting to com pare the present expansion
w ith the @2+ ) expansion forthe non-linear sigm am odel,
appropriate form agnets close to the low ercriticaldin en—
sion. The expansion is done about the ordered m agnet,
thus the LM phase wih In 2 residual entropy takes the
role of the ordered state In the pseudogap K ondo prob-—
m .

IV. PARTICLE-HOLE SYMMETRIC
ANDERSON M ODEL

In the ollow Ing sections of the paper we shift our at—
tention from the K ondo m odelto the im purity A nderson
m odelw ith a pseudogap density of states. T his form ula—
tion will provide new insights into the RG ow and the
criticalbehavior of both the A nderson and K ondo m od—
els.

The coupling between im puriy and bath is now the
A nderson hybridization temm , Vy, which tums out to be
marginalin a RG expansion around Vo = 0 fortheDO S
exponent r = 1 (in contrast to the K ondo coupling Jx
which ismarginalforr= 0). Aswe willshow i Sec.y},
the A nderson m odelprovides the relevant low -energy de—
grees of freedom for the p-h asym m etric pseudogap tran—
sition near its upper<critical din ension.

Interestingly, also the p-h symm etric version of the
Anderson model allows to uncover highly non-trivial
physics, In particular the special role played by the DO S
exponent r = %, w here the transition disappears In the
presence of p-h symm etry. Thus we start our analysis
w ith the particle-hole symm etric Anderson m odel ('_]:),
ie,wekeep Uy = " and discuss the physics as func—
tion 0ofVy and "p .

A . Trivial xed points

For vanishing hybridization, Vo = 0, the symm etric
A nderson m odel (:}') features three trivial xed points:
for "y < 0 the ground state is a soinfiul doublkt { this
representsthe locakm om ent xed point LM ).For"y > 0
we nd a doublt of states (em pty and doubly occupied),



denoted as LM ’ and related to LM by the p-h transfor-
m ation 6'3) .Both LM and LM ’ have a residualentropy of
Smp = In2. At "y = 0 a level crossing between the two
doublets occurs, ie., all four in purity states are degen—
erate { this is the free-im purity xed point F Inp), w ith
residual entropy In4. The in purity spin susosptibilities
are

1
T wmp= 1=8 FImp ; ©4)
0

the conduction electron phase shift is zero at all these

xed points. T he hybridization term , Vg, is irrelevant at
both the LM and LM ’ xed points for r > 0, whereas for
r = 0 i ismarghally relevant, as shown by the RG In
Sec. IIIA'.

B . Resonant levelm odel: Interm ediate—coupling
xed point

Tt proves usefiil to discuss the "p = Uy = 0 case, ie.,
the physics on the vertical axis of the ow diagram s in
Fig. -'g.' . Thisnon-interacting system is known as resonant
J¥evelm odel, as the two soin species are decoupled. The
problem can be solved exactly: the £ electron selfenergy
is

£= V&G o @5)

where G ¢ is the bare conduction electron G reen’s func-
tion at the Im purity location R = 0. In the low-energy
Iim it the £ electron propagator is then given by

Bosgn(tn) Iad (@6)

where the j',  selfenergy term dom inates for r < 1,
and the prefactor A is

A%

COST

A0=

@7

Before stating results for observables it is interesting
to tackle the problem using RG techniques, w ith an ex—
pansion in the hybridization strength Vo around the free—
Impurtty xedpoint FInp,Vy= 0).W estudy the action

Z
f@f +Vy( c 0)+ ccy)
Z
+ dkkJa @ k)g 28)

where ¢ (0) isthe bath ferm ion eld at the im purity po-—
sition as above. Power counting w rit. the Vo = 0 xed
point, usingdin [f]= 0,din c(0)]= 1+ r)=2, yields

1 r

dim Vo]= >

r; 29)

ie., the hybridization is relevant only forr< 1. -

To perform RG within the eld-theoretic schem et4, we
Introduce a genom alized hybridisation v according to
Vo= (@y = Z)v,where isa renom alization energy
scale, and Z, and Z are the interaction and eld renor-
m alization factors. The RG ow equation for v is found
to be

W)= v+ V: (30)

Rem arkably, this result is exact to all orders In per-

turbation theory: the cubic term arises from the only

selfenergy diagram of the f femm ions, and no vertex

renom alizations occur (Zy, = 1). This in plies that the

low -energy physics of the non-interacting resonant level

m odel is controlled by the stable interm ediate-coupling
xed point located at

(31)

for0 r< 1, which also applies to the fam iliarm etallic
caser= 0.

T he Interm ediate-coupling nature of the stable xed
point, w th associated universal properties, is consistent
w ith the results known from the exact solution of the
problem , eg., a universalconduction electron phase shift,
a universal crossover in the tem perature-dependent sus—
ceptbility etc.

W e proceed w ith calculating a num ber of cbservables
for the pseudogap resonant level m odel. Interestingly,
this can be done in two ways: either (i) via the ex—
act solution of the problem , ie. by integrating out the
c ferm ions exactly [leading to the propagator C_2§')], or
equivalently (if) by evaluating perturbative correctionsto
the FInp xed point using the RG resulk d_3]_;), utilizing
standard renom alized perturbation theory, and noting
that all corrections beyond second order in v vanish ex—
actly wihin this schem e. D etails of the calculation are
In Appendix :_A-: .

W e start with evaluating soin susceptibilities { note
that we have kept two spin soecies In the m odel. The
zero-tem perature dynam ic local susceptibility is propor-
tionalto the bubbl form ed w ith two f propagators {_Zg:),

© 110 r< 1
oe(t)/ (”%_ c 1) ; (32)

where the case of r= % receives logarithm ic corrections,

see below . The low-tem perature lim it of the in purity
susceptibility is found to be

T mp)= 2 33)
the in purity entropy is

Simp = 2rm2; 34)
w here the two last equations are valid for 0 r< 1; for

r 1 the resonant levelm odel ow s to the free—im purity



xed point FImp) wih properties listed In Sec. :;L\Z-_A-:
T he conduction electron phase shift near the Fem ilevel,
determ ined in Ref. 6, is

E T s O r< 1)
ot)y B .
an( 1)y 7FIe3 ©T U Pe9
To(rly @> 1)

Interestingly, the resonant level m odel describes a
screened in purity only in them etallic case. Forthe pseu—
dogap case,r> 0,Egs. 6_3-.3;) and d_§l_j) show that the in pu-—
rity isonly partially screened: in a m odelof free ferm ions
we have a residual entropy! W e will see below that the
resonant levelm odel xed point d_3]_;) can be identi ed
w ith the sym m etric strong-coup/ling xed point (SSC) of
G onzalez-B uxton and ngersent? , ntroduced for the p-h
sym m etric K ondo and A nderson m odels.

C . Expansion around the resonant level xed point

A fter having analyzed the behavior of the A nderson
m odel In the non-interacting case, we proceed to study
the stability of the resonant level xed pointw rt.a -
nite Interaction strength U, keeping p-h symm etry. In —
portantly, this xed point, characterized by a nite hy—
bridization strength between Im puriy and bath, is stable
foran allr [seeEqg. 637 ) ]; we conclude that it can be iden—
ti ed with the SSC |,5ed point ofRef. 6

Num erical resultf? indicate that the quantum phase
transition between LM and SSC disappears as r is in-
creased to £, where the p-h symm etric critical xed point
(SCR) merges w ith the SSC xed point. W e shall show
that an expansion around the SSC xed point captures
the physics of the SCR  xed point for r < . Thus, this
expansion descrbes the sam e cni:cal xed pomt as the
w eak-coupling expansion of Sec. -]I[ but approaching it
from r = % instead of r = 0. (The r vales 0 and
are two lower-—critical din ensions for the p-h symm etric
pseudogap K ondo problem .)

The RG expansion below will be perform ed around
an interm ediate-coupling xed point, n contrast to m ost
analytical RG calculations which expand around trivial
(ie. weak or strong-coupling) xed points. Strategically,
one could think about a double expansion in Vo and Ug.
H ow ever, this is not feasble, as the m argihaldin ensions
forboth couplingsaredi erent, r= land r= %, respec—
tively. Therefore we choose to st Integrate out the c
ferm jons exactly, and then use standard RG tools for the
expansion in Uy .

C onsequently, the starting point is the action

X

S = £ (n)BRosn(tn)RnFIE (tn)  (36)

+ d Uy f«£ L £, £ L
O O wlimn 2 ## 2

where the £ ferm ions are now \dressed" by the conduc—
tion lines. A is the non-universal number given in Eq.

C_Z-]'), and we have assumed 0 < r < 1. The Interac—
tion term has been written in a p-h symm etric form . A
note is in order regarding the cuto : T he originalm odel
had aUV cuto , and this sets the upperbound for the

» J behavior ofthe f propagator {_2-5), ie. isnow the
energy cuto for the spectral density of the £ ferm ions.
The RG to be perform ed below can be understood as
progressive reduction ofthis cuto (although we willuse
the eld-theoretic schem e where the cuto is in plicitely
sent to In nity at an early stage).

D In ensionalanalysisw xrt. theU, = 0 situation, using
dm [f]= @ 1)=2, resultsi

dim Ug]=2r 1 ; 37)

hence, for r > 1=2 the Interaction temm is relevant and
the SSC xed point is unstable.

W e continue w ith the RG analysis of ('_3-§) . To perform
a pertymative expansion in Uy using the eld-theoretic
schem €14, we introduce a renom alized eld and a dim en—
sionless coupling according to

P —
Az
Uo = 272041.1 (39)

where is a renom alization energy scale as usual, and
( ) is the bare scaling din ension of §§; we have ab—
sorbed the non-universal number A, appearing in the
dynam ic tem ofthe action C_3-§) In orderto obtain a uni-
versal xed point value ofu.
The complkte RG analysis, needed to determm ine the
ow of u, is presented In Appendix E:, here we restrict
oursselves to the nal results. P-h symm etry prohbis
the occurence of even powers of u In the beta finction
ofu, therefore the lowest contributions arise at tw o—Jdoop
order. Rem arkably, no singular propagator renom aliza—
tions occur, thus

zZ=1 40)

to all orders in perturbation theory. The RG ow equa—
tion for the renom alized interaction u, arising now only
from two-Jdoop vertex renom alizations, is found to be

3( 24,

= u —— ——u: 41)

N ext-to-leading order contributionswould require a four-
Joop calculation which we do not attem pt here. Forpos—
itive , ie, r < 1, Eq. {41) yields a pair of unstablke

xed points at nite j1j (In addition to the stable one at
u = 0); the correlation length exponent ofthe transition,
Eq. $43), divergesasr ! 1 . Thus, the behavior below
r= % is sin ilar to the standard behavior above a lower-
criticaldin ension (eg. In the non-linear sigm a m odel for
buk m agnet case).



D. r=20

C learly, the unstable nieu xed points predicted by
the perturbative RG equation (4L) do not necessarily ex—
ist orthemetalliccaser= 0,as = 1 ispossbly out—
side the convergence radius ofthe expansion . Indeed, the
KondoRG ofSec..IIIA! showsthat,atr= 0,thelM and
LM’ xed points are unstable w rit. nite inpuriy cou—
pling. A s the resonantJdevel xed point at u = 0 is sta—
ble, we conclude that the ow isdirectly from LM (LM ')
to SC, and SC represents the fam iliar strong-coupling
Kondo xed point, WJth com plete screening of the spin.
TheRG ow isih Fig. -La

1
E. 0<r< 3

For r values an aller than 1 S both thev =vau=20
xed point (SSC) and thev = 0, J'j= xed points
LM , LM ') are stablk, and should be separated by criti-
cal xed ponnts. The RG equation d41-) vields a pair of
Infrared unstable xed points at

2
ul=——— +0®

3( 2In4) “2)

wih =1 2r. Thesetwo xed points represent SCR
and SCR'/, seethe ow diagram in FJg'@ﬁo N ote that p-h
symm etry also dictates that the ow traectories out of
the SSC xed point are horizontal n the u-v? diagram .
Therefore, closeto r = £ the SCR and SCR’ xed points
are com p]ete]y descr_l'bed by the xed point coupling val-
uesv {B1)andu {49).

Forr > % (@ =

. 1) the selfdnteraction u is a

(m arginally) relevant perturbation at the SSC  xed
point, and C4L) doesnot yield additionalnon-trivial xed
points. AsLM and LM ’ are stable, we can conclude that
the ow is from SSC directly towardsLM (LM /) for pos-
itive (negative) Uy. Hence, SSC has becom e a critical
xed point, controlling the transition between LM and
LM/, which occursat Uy = 0 forany nieVy. W e shall
not consider this transition in greater detail, apart from
stating its correlation length exponent, 1= = F jg'_.:lc
displaysthe ow diagram arising from thisdiscussion,be-
ing consistent w ith the num erical results ofR ef.:_é.

The physics of the symm etric Anderson m odel for
r 1 is easily discussed: the hybridization tem VW is
irrelevant for all Uy, Eq. C_Z-gi) The free-im purity xed
point FInp) istheonly rem aining xed pointatUgy = 0.
It isunstable w xrit. nite Uy, and controls the transition

10

1/v

v 1
0.2f DDDD\ ]

FIG.3: Invers correlation length exponent 1= obtained
from NRG, at both the sym m etric (squares) and asym m etric
(triangles) critical points, together WJth the apalytical RG
resuls from the expansmns in r [Bec. :III Eqg. @O), solid], in

¢ 1) Bec..V), Eq. 43), dashed], and in (I 1) Bec.},

Eq. (72), dash-dot]. 'The num erical data have been par‘aa]]y
extracted from Ref. -:/: using hyperscg;lhhg relations; for the
sym m etric m odel data are from Ref.",_i

between the two stable xed po:nts LM and LM ’. The
resulting ow diagram is in Fig. -1d

H . Observables near criticality

Here we discuss critical properties of the SCR  xed
point, the properties of SCR’ are identical when trans—
lated from spin to charge degrees of freedom . T he corre—
lation length exponent follow s from expanding the beta
fiinction Cfl-]_}) around its xed-point value:

1 2
— =2 4r+ 0 (%) 43)
A com parison w ith results from NRG is shown in FJg-'_IJ.
Clsstor= %, the analytical expression nicely m atches
the num erical results, how ever, higher-order corrections
In the expansion quickly becom e im portant. _

W e continue w ith the quantities introduced in Sec. I}.
A susual for an expansion where the non-linear coupling
has an infrared unstabke xed point (as occurs above the
Jow ercritical dim ension in standard situations), the UV
cuto needs to be kept explicitly, and intermm ediate quan—
titiesw illdivergew ith the UV cuto (seeeg. thecaloula—
tion ofthe in purity entropy) . H ow ever, these divergences
w ill cancel n the nal expressions for universal observ—
ables, and this is an in portant check for the consistency
of our calculations.

1. Local susceptibility

T he local susceptibility at the SSC  xed point, ie., at
tree kevel, Pllows the power law 1, / !1 25 = ! . To
obtain corrections to the treelevel result, one ntroduces



a) >Uo< b) Ww'< ::
c) d) e)
OO OC ©

FIG .4: Feynm an diagram s for the sym m etric A nderson Im —
purity m odel, where the expansion is done in Uy around the
resonant level m odel xed point. Full lines are dressed f

propagators w ith the selfenergy arising from the conduction
electrons already taken into account, ie., w ith the propagator
given in Eq. 26). a) Bare interaction vertex Uo. b) Corre-
Jation function involving a com posite (ff) operator W iggly
line), together w ith the rst perturbative correction. c) Uy
correction to the localsusceptbility mpjmp = loc, OPEN Cir—
cles are sources. d) Uy correction to y;u, which contrbutes
to the Curie termm ofthe Im purity susceptbility imp.D ashed
lines are conduction electron lines, and the fill dots are the
Vo vertices. e) U§ contribution to the in purity free energy.

a 1c renom alization factor, Z , from which one obtains
the anom alous exponent according to
dinz
du

0 _ @

(44)
Notethatl = + °,with de nedinEgs. (12,13),
due to the non-trivial structure of the problem already
at tree level
D i erent ways can be used to detem ine Z . Realizing
that ¢ is a correlation function of a com posite (ff)
operator kadsto Z = Z3,where Z, is the renom aliza—
tion factor associated with (ff). Z, can be calculated
from the correlation function shown in Fig. -4'b which
receives a perturbative correction to st order n Uy.
A tematively, 1 can be calculated directly, and a sin-—
gk diagram gives a contribution of order U, F ig. :ffc) .
Both ways lad to

2u
Z =14+ —;

45)
w ith details given In A ppendix }_5: The result for 1. is
proportional to the non-universalnum ber A 02 , how ever,
the exponent is universal:

2 _ _
0= Zu = 2B¢ 2]n4)]“p (46)
The local susceptbility thus Bllows 1, (T) / T *F
w ith

r

1
2r + 2688 —
2

=2 r+ O () @a7)

where the st term ocontains the tree level expression,

and further O ( ) tem s arise from higherorder pertur-

bative corrections. A com parison with NRG results is

given in Fjg.lrﬁ,where good agreem ent near r = % can be

observed.
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FIG.5: NRG data: for the local susceptibility exponent,

, de ned through 1. / T ** , at both the symm etric
(squares) and asym m etric (trdangles) critical points, together
with the renom alized_perturbation theory results from the
expansions In r [Sec. .II? Eqg. @3 1id], in (— r) Bec. :IV.,
Eqg. @"_J) dashed], a.nd:n a [Sec 'V:,Eq QE!) dash-dot].

2. Impurity susceptibility

For the in purity contrbution to the uniform suscep—
tibility we expect a Curde law, as discussed in Sec. .
At tree kevel, a term of Curde form does only arise from

wur Wih T ;= r=8. Both gpmp and  y;mp are
Jess smgu]arjbrr< 1, consistent with T 1, = 0, see
also A ppendix A' Also note that 4, isthe only ofthe
three tem s where the non-universal number A, drops
out.

W e are interested iIn corrections to T i to lowest
non-trivial order in Uy, and consequently those correc—
tionscan only occur in upu - A singlediagram contributes
to rstorderin Uy CFjg.-ffd), which gives

"Z #2

Fnj?"

@'n k¥

A\ X
mp = Up=—s dkkfT

48
oY 48)

n

Thek integralcan be perform ed rst, wih theUV cuto
sent to in nity, and the frequency summ ation then leads
to

1 . 2 (L+ rf UoT
mp = o 1 27 2 2(+ 1) }i—g @9)
In the low-energy lim i, the combiation UeT =A%)
approaches a universal value, the non-universal prefac-
torsVy are seen to cancel, and the resul has the expected
universalCurde form . Introducing the renom alized cou—
pling u we have to leading order in

2 =2y
—u

E (50)

1
T wp)= 1 —P=
2 2

Using the xed point value ofu ('ﬁl-gl), the resul for the
In purity susceptibility at the SCR  xed point reads
r

r
T mp= g+ 04942

N -

r+ O () (1)
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FIG. 6: Num erical data for the impurity susceptibility,
T ip,atboth the symm etric (squares) and asym m etric (tri-
angles) critical points, together w ith the renomm alized per
turbatJon theory results ﬁom the expansmns in r [Sec. IIII,
Eqg. @]! sohd], in (— ) Bec. :IV-,Eq @1) dashed], and In
a ) Sec. 'V Eqg. (@5 dash—dot] T he thin line is the value
ofthe SsC xed point, T pp = r=8. The num ericaldata are
partially taken from Ref. .6 we have recalculated the data
points near r = 1, as the logarithm ically slow ow atr= 1
com plicates the data analysis.

where r=8 is the tree level contrbution, and the O ( )
represents higher perturbative tem s as above. T I‘rus re—
sul can be nicely com pared to NRG data ofRef. -_6, see
Fig.i4.

3. Im purity entropy

The In purity entropy can be straightforwardly deter-
m ined from a perturbative expansion ofthe In puriy part
of the themm odynam ic potential. T he lowest correction
to the treeJevel value Sy, = 2rh2 isoforder UZ. The
corresponding contribution to the therm odynam ic poten—
tial, Fig.4e, is given by

p = d GE()GE( ): (52)

Here Gf () is the uriertransfom ed G reen’s flinction
Ge QG In the presence ofan UV cuto . Taking the
tem perature derivative we can w rite the entropy result
as

n Z #

(53)

where G¢ = A(G¢. The prefactor can be expressed in
tem s of the renom alized coupling u? and w ill be pro-
portionalto at the xed point. Thus, to leading order
the square bracket term can be evaluated at r= %, and
isexpected to be a universal, nie number in the lim it of
! 1 . Unfrtunately, we were not able to analytically
prove the convergence ofthe integralas ! 1 .W ehave
therefore resorted to a num erical evaluation for nite
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FIG.7: AsFi. :§l, but for the in purity entropy S p; the

NRG valiesat the SSC xed point are hardly distinguishable
from In2. T heperturbative ex_p_‘a.nsions arein Eq. @2}) (solid),
Eq. (53) (dashed), and Eq. (89) (dash-dot); the thin lne is
the value of the SSC xed point, T mwp = 2rh2.

and T, with an extrapolation ofthe resuttto =T ! 1,
and obtained [@; ::]= 0:1590 00005, ie.,

2
Smp = 0:1597 : (54)
Adding the treeJevel result and the u? correction we cb—
tain

32y .

1
Smp= M2+ (0203 0:005) > r + O ( (55)

The two expans:ons for the entropy of the SSC  xed
point, C22 and ('55) predict a am all positive correction
to 2 oro0 < r < i,asshowanJg -”2 oconsistent
w ith-the notion that entropy should decrease under RG

owel. Results from NRG Ref. & as well as ours) show
that the deviation from h2 is thy Hrall0 < r < ;,
which is In principle consistent with the analytical re—
sults. PR lthough we identi ed signatures ofa r® correc—
tion to S p = In2 in the am allkr regin e, the accuracy
of our NRG procedure was insu cient to determm ine the
prefactor?? ]

4. Conduction elctron T m atrix

In the Anderson m odel form ulation of the im purity
problem , the conduction electron T m atrix is directly
proportional to the physical £ electron propagator. As
shown in A ppendix B:, there are no singular propagator
renom alizations In the present problem , Z = {46)
Thus, from Eg. CZG) we have the exact resut or the ex—
ponent of the T m atrix,

WmT )/ 337 (56)
which holdsatthe SCR and SCR’ xed points, and (triv—
ially) also at the SS¢C- xed point. A result sim ilar to
Eq. {56) was derived?? for the SCR  xed point w ithin



the an allr expansion of Sec. :_]:-I_i, In agreem ent w ith the
notion that both expansions describe the sam e critical
xed point.

V. MAXIM ALLY PARTICLE-HOLE
ASYMMETRIC ANDERSON M ODEL

In this section we consider a di erent lin i of the
pseudogap A nderson m odel @), nam ely the m odel w ith
maxin al p-h asymm etry. This m eans that one of the
four possible inpurity states will be exclided: wih
Up ! 1 (keeping "y nite) this is the doubly occu—
pied one, whereas wih "y ! 1 (kespng Uy nite)
the em pty state is excluded. A s these two situation are
related by the p-h transform ation (:_2), we will form ulate
the llow ing orUy ! 1 . TheHam iltonian can be w rit—
ten as

H = "jih j+ W [§ ihexr ©O)+ hx] o7)
Z

v dkkFkd o

where j"i, j#i, and #i represent the three allowed in —
purity states.

W e shallshow thatthisin niteU pseudogap A nderson
m odelhas a phase transition between a free'm om ent and
a K ondo-screened phase, w hich is accessible to perturoa—
tive RG techniquesnearr= 1. In particular, r= 1 plays
the role of the upper—critical dim ension. Furthem ore,
we will argue in Secs. :W:I and :'\/:]i that the transitions
In both the Anderson and the Kondo modelw ith nite
ph asymmetry are in the sam e universality class, and
are described by the RG presented below , provided that
r>r.

A . Trivial xed points

For vanishing hybridization V;, the m axin ally asym —
m etric A nderson m odel features three trivial xed points:
for "y < 0 the ground state is the spinfiul doublt (LM )
wih In2 entropy. For "y > 0 we have an em pty-state
singlet, which we can identify w ith the A SC state ofthe
K ondo m odel (see below ). The doubly occupied singlet
state (labelled A SC’) is related to A SC by the p-h trans-
form ation (:_2) . For "y = 0 we have three degenerate in —
purity states, we refer to this as the valence- uctuation
xed point (VF1), wih entropy n 3. The in purity soin
susceptibilities are

(58)

A gain, the conduction electron phase shift is zero at these

xed points due to the vanishing xed point value ofthe
hybridization. The hybridization temm , Vg, is irrelevant
atthe ASC xed point orallr, and irrelevant at LM for
r> 0.
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B . Upper—critical dim ension: E xpansion around
the valence- uctuation xed point

In the llow Ing we perform an expansion around the
VF1 xed point, ie., around "y = 0, Vy = 0. Thiswill
give access to the properties ofthe ASC  xed point, ie.,
a critical xed point di erent from the one accessed by
the RG calculations in Secs. -r!];t and -'_B[:

T o represent the three In purity states in the in niteU
Anderson m odel it is useful to introduce auxiliary elds
for pseudo-particles, by (for the em pty-state singlet) and
f (for the spinfuldoublet). T he required H ibert space
constraintfbs+ £Y£ = ¢ = 1willbein plem ented using
a chem icalpotential ! 1, sud}_that observables 10 i
have to be calculated according togd€d

iz m 20te, (59)
ot 1 1
where h::d | denotes the them alexpectation value cal-
culated using pseudo-particles in the presence of the
chem ical potential (. Clearly, n the Imit o ! 1
the tem 01 , epresents the partition function of the
physicalsector ofthe H ibert spacetinesexp( o ).As
detailed n Ref. :_ZQ', both num erator and denom inator of
Eqg. 0_5-9') have to be expanded in the non-linear couplings
to the required order when calculating observables; how —
ever, the denom inator does typically not develop loga—
rithm ic shgularities at the m arginal din ension.

Furthem ore, we need to Introduce chem icalpotential
counter-tem sw hich cancels the shift ofthe criticalpoint
occurring in perturbation theory upon taking the lim it of
In nte UV cuto . Technically, this shift arises from the
real parts of the selfenergies of the by and £ particles.
W e Introduce the countertem s as additional chem ical
potential for the auxiliary particles,

pbths; ¢ £YF (60)

The ; have to be detem ined order by order In an

expansion in V. Note that countertem contributions

In cbservables in general enter both num erator and de—
nom inator in Eq. 5@') .

Them odel (}) can then bew ritten in thepath integral

Z
S = d f@ kS 0 )t
0
+ b (@ 0 )bs
+ Vo £ bsec (0)+ cxc:
Z
+ dk kfa @ k)g (61)

where ( is the chem ical potential enforcing the con-
straint exactly, and the rest of the notation is as above.
The countertem s C_GC_S) are determm ined from the real
parts of the selfenergies ofboth the £ and hy particles



at zero tem perature according to

Re ¢ (o+ "o+ £;T=0);
Re p( o+ ;T =0); (62)

£ =

b =

note that these real parts diverge linearly wih the UV
cuto .

Them odel C_6-]_.:) show s a transition driven by variation
of "y for nite values 0ofVy. Tree kvel scaling analysis
show s that

1 r

din Vo]= >

r: (63)

T hisestablishesthe rok ofr = 1 asuppercriticaldim en—
sion where Vy ism arginal.

W e now proceed with an RG analysis of ('_6-14') which
will allow to determ ine the critical properties or r < 1
{ a brief acoount on this appeared In Ref. :_Igi The RG
w ill treat the auxiliary eldsf and by asusualparticles
and consequently determ ine their propagator renom al-
izations, anom alousdim ensions etc., but alldiagram sare
evaluated with o ! 1 which ensures the non-trivial
character of the expansion. Renom alized elds and di-
m ensionless couplings are introduced according to

P
f = Zsfr (64)
P
b = VAN o (65)
er
Vo = p——V: (66)
ZeZp

N o renom alizations are needed for the bulk femm ions as
their self-interaction is assum ed to be irrelevant in the
RG sense.

In contrast to the eld theories analyzed in Secs. .‘E-I;[A'
and IV C} (where the non-linear coupling is used to tune
the system through the phase transition), the theory {_6-1:)
containstw o param eters, nam ely the tuning param e
and the non-linear coupling Vo . The RG is conveniently
perform ed at criticality, ie. we assum e that " is tuned
to the critical line, and RG is done for the coupling v {
thisnaturally results in an Infrared stable xed point. To
tw o-loop orderw e obtain the ollow ng RG beta function:

3 3 5

v) = rv+ Ev + 3v 67)
w ith the calculation given in A ppendix :_5: . G enerally, the
higher-order corrections to the one-loop result appear to
be an allin the present expansion. O ne can also consider
the ow away from criticality, ie., the ow of the tun-
ing param eter ", either using S? insertions in the eld-
theoretic formulation or explicitly within m om entum —
shell RG . The resulting correlation length exponent is
i Eq. (/4) below .

T he structure of the above RG is very sim ilar to the
one of the (4 ) expansion of the * m odel for m ag—
nets, where the m ass temrm drives the transition, and the
non-linear coupling has a non-trivialstable xed pointat
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criticality below four din ensions. Thus, the xed point
wih nitev ('.68 oorteqaonds to the W ilson-F isher xed
point, whereas v = 0 is the analogue of the G aussian

xed point In the m agnetic context, see F i. Q. T he pa—
ram eters v and " play the role of the Interaction and the
m ass, respectively.

C. r <r<1

For r < 1 the trivial xed point v = 0 is unstable,
and the critical properties are Instead controlled by an
Interacting xed point at

== -1
v r 5 (68)

At this asymm etric critical xed point ACR), we nd
anomalous eld dinensions , = 2vZ+ 2v?, ¢ =
24+ 2v?. The resulting RG ow diagram is shown

in Fig.da. The ACR xed point Fig. 2b) shifts to

larger values of v 2, 7' jw ith decreasing r, and the ex—
pansion can be expected to break down foranallr. The
num erical results of Ref. | show that this is the case at
r 0375, where ACR mergesw ith SCR, andp—h sym —
m etry is dynam ically restored. Then, Eq. (61) together
w ih an expansion In v, r yields the correct description
of the critical properties for 0:375 r < r< 1. Ushg
NRG we have num erically con m ed this expectation,
ie., the properties of the critical xed point ofthe m odel
C6]1 ) vary conthuously as fiinction ofr orr < r< 1.

Forallr 1, a phase transition still occurs in the
asym m etric Anderson and K ondo m odels, but it is con—
trolled by the non-interacting VF1 xed pontatv= "=
0. Forthemarghalcase r= 1, ie., at the uppercritical
din ension, we expect logarithm ic ow . In the follow Ing
we explicitly keep the UV cuto , and discuss RG un-—
der cuto reduction ! . W e restrict ourselves to
criticality, where the RG beta finction to one-loop order
is

dv 3 5

V) gn T 2Y (69)

ie., the hybridization is m arginally irrelevant. The RG
equation can be Integrated to give

2 Vo

= 70
() 1 3\/02]11 (70)
wih v( = 1) = Vp. This result will be used below to

determm ine logarithm ic corrections for a num ber of ob—
servables.



_Forbath exponents r> 1 the coupling Vo in the theory
{61) is irrelevant in the RG sense. The critical system
ow s to the VF1 xed point, F ig. '@lb, and the transition
becom es a level crossing w ith perturbative corrections.
O bservables can then be obtained by straightforward
perturbation theory. C onsider, eg., theboson selfenergy
Fi. 14c below):

dequf 1

. 2
pdn)=VyT ; ;
" 0 iy, kig

) i, o %
the expression for the ferm ion selfenergy is sim ilar. At
the transition, "y = 0, the selfenergies show threshold
behaviorat T=0, T (! +1i)= / VZ!* (!)wih
=1 . The low -energy behavior ofthe £ propaga—
tor ﬁ)]Jowsas

ImG: (! +1i)= =@ A) ()+BFEFE (1) 71)
wih A;B / V#. Theks propagatorhas a sim ilar orm {
we w illuse these resultsbelow to explicitly calculate the
Jocal susceptibility.

F . Observables near criticality

W e start w ith the correlation length exponent, ,ofthe
asymm etric critical xed point. In the eld-theoreticRG
schem e it has to be detemm ined via com posite operator
insertions into the action C_6]_;), which take the rolk of
m ass tem sdriving the system away from criticality. T he
Iowest-order result for is

1

=r+0 ) (@®<1); (72)

w ith details of the derivation given in A ppendix l_'(-:: . For
r 1 the transition is a level crossing, omally = 1.

In the calculation of observables lke susceptibilities
etc. the UV behavior depends on whether we are above
or below the uppercriticaldimension r= 1. Forr 1
the cuto has to be kept explicitly, as integrals w ill
be UV divergent. This also In plies that hyperscaling is
violated, and no ! =T scaling in dynam icsoccurs, asusual
for a theory above the upper-critical din ension.

Forr < 1 theUV cuto can be sent to In niy af
ter takJng into account the contrbutions of the counter—
termm s C60), as the rem aining Integrals are UV conver—
gent. ThJS is n contrast to the expansions or r > 0
(Sec.iIIh) and forr < 1=2 (Sec.ilVl), which are e ectively
both alove a ower—critical dim ension, and where Inter—
m ediate quantities can display UV divergencies. N otably,
for allr < 1 expansions the low -energy cbservables are
fully universal, ie., cuto -independent, and hyperscaling
is fi1l lled.
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FIG. 8: Feynm an diagram s for the in niteU A nderson
model. Full/wiggly/dashed lines denote £ /bs/c propaga-
tors, the cross is the countertem @Q) . a) Bare interaction
vertex Vo . b) V02 contribution to the partition function, which
also appears in the denom hnator ofEq. §9). ¢),d) D Jagram s
entering the local susceptibility, i pjmps tO orderVO e) V02

contribution to f) VOZ contrbutions to  y;u -

u;im p

1. Local susceptibility

T he anom alous exponent associated w ith the local
susceptibility is calculated as above by determm ining the

e renom alization factor, Z , using m inin al subtrac—
tion ofpoles, and then em ploying

dlnZz

=(V)dv

(73)

v

Herewe have .= 1=! at tree level, in contrast to the
p-h symm etric problem of Sec. :1\/:.

The leading contrbutions to Z arise from the dia—
gram s In Fig. dc, See A ppendix :C' for details. From the
Z expression

VZ
Zz =1 — (74)
r
we nd in an expansion in r,
2
=§(1 r+0 #) (< 1): (75)

This IGﬁl]t is again In good agreem ent w ith num erical
ndings?, w ith a com parison given in Fig.§.
W e now describe the evaluation ofthe logani:hm ic cor-
rections present at r= 1. Using the lowest-order results
v)= 3v’ and (v) = 2v° we can integrate Eq. (73) to
vield

Z = : (76)



T he explict scaling relation®h ©or . at T = 0 reads

1!

pe@ Vo )=2 ()" pe —iv(); =1

(77)
To ana]yze the frequency dependenoe of ¢ we choose
and em ply (761) together w ith (70-) to
express the renom alization factor n tem s of . This
lads to

1 1

e @ iVoi )= 503 e @Wv()il)

1 3¢hnt

To obtain the leading (ie. m ultiplicative) logarithm s, the
last term can be approxin ated by is xed point value,
which sin ply gives a constant { this neglects sub—Jleading
addiive logarithm ic corrections. W e nally obtain the
result

1

r=1): (78)

valid at criticality for ! . N ote that the structure of
the logarithm s In our problem is di erent from eg. that
ofthe Hertz} illis theory at the upper-—criticaldin ension
studied in Ref.:_3é. Th ourproblem bothvand Z ow to
zero according to Eq. {_7-5;); whereas in Ref.;%-Z_i the renor—
m alization factor Z tends to a non-universal constant as

! 0 { this leads to the absence of m ultiplicative loga—
rithm s.

Above the upper—criical din ension, r > 1, we have
s ply = 0Oand thus 1. / 1=T or/ 1=!. We
shall explicitly dem onstrate the calculation of the local
In purity susceptbility using bare perturbation theory.
To lowest non-trivial order, Tc is given by the convo—
lution of two f propagators (/1), calculated with the
selfenergy to second order in Vy. Note that no vertex
corrections occur to this order due to the structure of
the interaction. W hen calculating - theT ! 0 Ilin it
hasto be taken w ith care, as the exponentially an all tail
In InG¢ (!) at ! < 0 contrbutes to ;.. One obtains
frthe inaghary part £ HrT ! 0Oand1< r< 2:

1 2a (M)!
6 T

B
D)= = + 53T Pan(): 09)

This shows that ! =T scaling is violated, as the nie
frequency part obeys (! T)/ 'T2,but (!
T)/ T?.

M oving away from criticality, one ofthe £ , by propa-
gators loosesis (! o) contribution { for" > 0 &> 0)
this is G¢ , Indicating that free-m om ent behavior is ab—
sent in this regin e. C onsequently, the zero-tem perature
static local susceptibility is nite, but diverges upon ap—
proaching the critical point according to 1. / £ 2 . For
t< 0, e/ 1=T.Thus, the orderparam eterm 1, jam ps
at the transition point orr> 1.
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2. Impurity susceptibility

T he evaluation of the im purity susoeptibility requires
the summ ation of the diagram s In Fig. Sc{ﬁ appearing
In the num erator of the corresponding Eq. ¢59 and also
a careful treatm ent of the denom inator, as we are inter—
ested In tem s being non-singular as function ofr.

T he diagram s are conveniently evaluated in in aginary
tine, eg., the rstcorrection to i psmp I Fig.dc gives

Z Z Z

1 o <2
—e VO d d 2
2 0 0 0

2

d1Geo (2 1) (80)

where the Imi o ! 1 hasbeen taken n the £ and
bs propagators. G o is the conduction electron G reen’s
function at the im purity site, which oontams a momen—
tum integral. T he other diagram s in F ig. 8 can be w rit—
ten down sim ilarly. Perform ing the  integrals rst, one

obtains
Z 2
1 5 k* 2k k k
Bc) = = — —+ 44 — tanh— ;
T o kK T 2 2T
s
@d) = i
7
2B+ oosh k=T )Lk=T 4 sinh k=T
@) = vZ kil KTk &=T),
ZO k3 [l + cosh k=T)]
8fH = v dkkr 4tanh —
o, k3 2T
2k k2 k 5 k
— + —stanh— cosh “ — ; (81)
T T2 2T 2T
where allterm shavetobemultipliedby e ° =2.Fi. gd

are the contrbutions from the counter+tem s C6O which
evaluate to b= 2 § = 2VO T he denom inator,

lrQ i,,being3e ° tozeroth orderin Vg, receives correc—
tions from the diagram In Fig. db and from the counter—

term s C_6C_)), resulting in

Z
o V02 2 k* k
Wi, =3 4—+ 4V dk— tanh —; (82)
T o kT 2T

tobemultipliedwith e ° .Now we are in the position
to collect all contributionsto i p to second order in Vj :

o VgT T odxx® shhx  x 63)
e 6T 0 x3 1+ coshx
Z B _
dx x sinh x
+ 1
0 3x 1+ coshx

N ote that interm ediate term s of the orm T ? have can—
celled in num erator and denom inator of Eq. J,'_gg) . For
r < 1 themomentum integrals are UV oconvergent, and
do not develop pols in r, ie., the poles present in the

i p;imp diagram s have been cancelled by contributions
from Fig. -’_Se/f. In the low-energy lim it, the product



VOZT ¥ approaches a universalvalue. Thus i, has in-
deed Curie form , w ith a fully universalprefactor depend-
Ingon r onk. Forr > 1 the integrals require an explicit
UV cuto , but no correction to the Curie temm arises, as
(VZT *) vanishesasT ! 0.

Perform ing the integral for r < 1 and expressing the
result in term s ofthe renom alized coupling v, the In pu-
rity susoeptibility reads

n2

1
e 4 4
c 5 + 0 () (84)

._]
5
e}
|
ol

W_ith the value of the coupling at the ACR xed point
(68) we nally nd, to kadhgorderin (I 1),

0029881 1r)+0 &) (< 1)

€ 1

1
B

T wp= | i ©5)
B

to be com pared w ith the num erical results in Fjg.-'_é.

3. Im purity entropy

The in purity contribution to the entropy can be de—
rived from the free energy as above. At the VF1 xed
point the entropy is Sy p = In3, and the lowest-order
correction is com puted by expanding the free energy In
v. N ote that this correction vanishes for r l,asv =0
there.

T he calculation ofthe in purity entropy in the presence
of a constraint for pseudoparticles has been discussed in
Appendix C of Ref.26. The lmit o ! 1 suppresses
all contributions from the unphysicalpart ofthe H ibert
space, In particular disconnected diagram s in the par-
tition function. Rem arkably, this leads to the appear-
ance of disconnected diagram s in higher-order tem s of
the expansion for the thermm odynam ic potential . The
second-order diagram for , shown in Fig. Eib, evaluates
to

k
mp= —% a3 ann X 86)
3 k 2T

There is also a contribbution to 1, from the counter—
term s, but this is tem perature-independent and does
not contribute to the entropy. Taking the tem perature
derivative we nd:

dx ®§ cosh 2 ®87)

N X

3 r

T his integralcan be perform ed in the lim  ofin nite UV
cuto . [n contrast, the ntegral n (2_3-6) isUV divergent,
as discussed In Sec. :_]i{.) E xpressing the resul in tem s
of the renom alized hybridization and taking the lim it
r! 1wehave

8In2 N (88)

Smp= 3 —
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A s expected, the entropy correction is fully universaland

nitein thelimit T ! 0. Inserting the xed point value
of the coupling v into Eq. (§§'), we nd the impuriy
entropy as

_ hn3 222a n+o0@) <1

Sinp n3 c 1) ©9)

NRG ca]cu]atjons;‘é have determ ined Sy, , orr valuesbe-
JIow unity; a com parison is shown in FJg:j. Aswihmost
ofthe observables obtained w ithin the (1  r) expansion
the agreem ent of the low est-order result w ith num erics is
surprisingly good even for r valieswellaway from unity,
Indicating that higher-loop corrections are an all.

The results or the RG ow and the in puriy entropy
have an interesting corollary: Stability analysis show s
that orr < r< % theRG ow at criticality and small
phasymm etry isfrom SCR toACR .T he entropy of SCR
approaches In2 asr ! % . Both NRG and the above ex—
pansion indicate that the entropy of ACR is larger than
h2forr< %,Fjg.:j.. Thuswehave Sinpacr > Sinpscr
orr < r< %, ie, the inpurity part of the entropy
ncreasesunder RG ow (see also Fjg...:Ei below ), in con—
tradiction to the so-called g~theorem ! (This is not a
fundam ental problem , as the present m odel has e ec—
tively long-ranged interactions, and is not conform ally
nvariant, such that the proof of the g-theorem does not

apply.)

4. Conduction electron T m atrix

The T matrix in the Anderson model is given by
T(!) = V&Gt (!). The physical f propagator G; is a
convolution of the auxiliary £ and by propagators, ie.,
the propagator of the com posite operator (f¥ks). The
anom alous exponent is obtained from

dinZ-
dv

= W) (90)

As in Ref. Z-Q‘ we are able to determ ine an exact re—
sult for the anom alous exponent, valid to all orders in
perturbation theory. The argum ent is based on the dia—
gram m atic structure ofthe T m atrix, nam ely the relevant
diagram s can be com pletely constructed from full v in—
teraction vertices and fiill f=b propagator®?. T his leads
to the relation between Z factors

L _ 23

Z :
T Z:Zp

1)

This equation can be pligged into C_éé_i) Taking the
logarithm ic derivative at xed bare coupling and using
(v)=v= 0 atany xed pointwih niev ,one obtains

the exact result
r=2r ) T ()/ 337 : (92)

W hereas Eq. C‘_B-Q_:) applies to the p-h asymm etric xed
point ACR), and isvald forr < r< 1, the results of



Sec. :_I\z-g-l-: and Ref. Z-Q' have established the sam e critical
behavior for the T m atrix for the symm etric xed point
(SCR) Pr0< r< % . Thus, we conclude that all critical

xed points for 0 < r < 1 in the pseudogap A nderson and

Kondom odels digplay a T m atrix behaviorofIn T (!) /
B

T he logarithm ic correction to the T matrix at r= 1
are evaluated in a m anner sin ilar to the one for the local
susoeptibility above. W ith ) = 2v° and 1 ) = 3v
{ notethat 1 = ¢+  only holds at onedoop level
because Z,, = 1 at this order { we can integrate @-(_)') to

nd

v() 2
Zp = e : (93)

W ith the general scaling relation

T@;Ve; )=27 ( )T —v(); =1 (94)
and {_7-Ql)we nd
! 1
1l . . = - 1. . .
T(l- IVOI ) l 3\/02]1'1|—T(1,V( )Il)-

A's above, the lading logarithm s are of m ultiplicative
character, w ith the nalresut T (!)/ 1=('jn! J. This
Inplies for the T m atrix spectral density the behavior

rc=1): (95)

Above the upper<critical din ension, r > 1, we have
again = 0andImT (!)/ ().

VI. GENERAL PARTICLE-HOLE ASYMM ETRY

Here we comment on the general case of nite p-h
asymm etry. Starting w ith the trivial xed points, tree—
level pow er counting show s that LM is stable w xt. p-h
asymm etry, w ith a scaling din ension of r. In contrast,
SSC isunstable towardsA SC, and p-h asym m etry grow s
near SSC w ih a scaling din ension of r. Finally, at the
free—im purity xed point FInp) p-h asymm etry grow s
under RG w ih a scaling din ension ofunity and the sys—
tems ow towardsVFL VF litself is stablew rt. a devi-
ation from m axim alp-h asymm etry.

In the r rangeswhere the RG expansions of this paper
are perturbatively controlled, we can inm ediately com e
to conclusions about the stability of the critical xed
points: SCR willbe stable w rt. nite p-h asymm etry
for r close to 0, but unstabl for r close to % . Sin ilarly,
for r close to or larger than unity, ACR isstablew rt. a
deviation from m axim alp-h asym m etry, in otherwords it
is safe to discard one ofthe tw o in purity states, ©¥ior #i,
for the discussion of the critical properties, and to work
w ith the perturbative expansion of Sec. 5/:' One has to
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FIG.9: NRG resuls for a slightly p-h asym m etric A nderson
m odelat r = 0:45 close to criticality ACR).P aram etervalies
are a hybridization strength VOZ O =1"= 05, and
Up = 09949, 0.99493 (dashed), 0.9949213, 0.9949215 (solid).
The thin lines are for a p-h symm etric m odel very close to
criticality (SCR), with "o = 0487, Uy = 0:974. The NRG
runs were done using a discretization param eter of = 9,
keeping N s = 650 levels. The two-stage ow described in the
text can be clearly seen, ie., there is a am all energy scale
T where the system ows from ACR to ASC or LM (solid:
T 10 %%, dashed: T 10 ?? ), and a larger scale Tacr
10 * where the system owsfrom SCR to ACR .a) Im puriy
susceptbility T i p.b) In purity entropy Sin p . Thebehavior
ofthe entropy illustrates the pointm ade in SecyV F 3: Sinp (T)
decreases as function of T, ie., increases along the RG ow,
forT < T < Tacr duetonmp;ACR > Sjmp;SCR.ThjS\Upthl

ow " does not violate them odynam ic stability criteria, asthe
totalentropy (in puriy plusbath) ofthe system stilldecreases
under RG .

keep In m ind that ACR m oves tow ards am aller e ective
ph asymm etry (larger values of ' Jj upon decreasing r,
and the perturbative expansion around VF 1breaks down
asr! r  wherep-h symm etry is dynam ically restored.

T he num erics of Ref.-'_é gives no indications for addi-
tional xed points in the case of nite p-h asymm etry
w hich would not be present In the m axin ally asym m et—
ricm odel; ourRG resuls are consistent w ith this. T hus,
the critical properties ofa pseudogap K ondo or A nderson
m odel w ith general p-h asymm etry are always identical
to the onesofthem axin ally asym m etricm odelofSec.:f: .

For the RG treatment of a model wih general p-—
h asymm etry close to criticality one has to envision a
two-step RG procedure, as usual in problem s with dif-
ferent energy scales. Suppose we start near criticaliy
from sm all hybridization and sm allp-h asymm etry. For
r> r , the scaling dim ension of p-h symm etry breaking



term is largest: at tree kevelwe have din R"g + Ugl= 1
and dim Vol= (1 r)=2. Thus the niialm odel param —
eters ow towards large p-h asymmetry rst. This ow
drives the system into the regim e described by the m axi-
m ally p-h asym m etric A nderson m odelofSec.:y-:, thereby
renom alizing the param eters " and v. Then, the RG of
Sec.:y-: takesover,with a ow towardsACR,and nallyto
one ofthe two stable phases (if the system is not exactly
at criticality). Thus, a low-energy scale T and a higher
scale Tpcr exist, where Tpcr characterizes the approach
of the e ective p-h asymm etry towards the ACR xed
point. Note that for r > 2 the fastest ow is the one
ofv to zero, ie., the system quickly approachesthe VF1

xed point. The described behavior is nicely bome out
by NRG calculations for the A nderson m odel, see F ig. -§

Finally, orr< r the initial ow is dom nated by the

decrease of p-h asymm etry { this cannot be captured by
our Anderson m odelRG , but is contained in the K ondo
treatm ent { and the system approaches SCR, before it

nally departs to one of the two stabl phases. If the
system is on the strong-coupling side of the transition
(t> 0), then the behavior near SCR ism ulticritical (see
alsoFig. 16a ofRef.:g) : tw o Jow —energy scalesexist w hich
describe the departure ofthe ow from SCR,namely T
(for the deviation of j from j ) and a ower scale Ta sc
(for the subsequent grow th ofp-h asymm etry when ow-—
Ing towards the ASC xed point).

W e note that,a recent investigation of the pseudegap

A nderson m odeB? using the bocalm om ent approach? has
found indicationsofa line ofcritical xed points in the p—
h asym m etric case, param etrized by p-h asymm etry. W e
believe that this is an artifact of the em ployed approxi-
m ation schem g, as () NRG calculations strongly hint to-
wards a single asymm etric critical xed point (for xed
r), ie., the xed-point level spectrum at criticality does
not depend on the niialp-h asymm etry (eg. the ratio
Uog="9), and (i) our analytical RG show s that, at least
near r = 1, the scaling din ension of p-h asymm etry is
largest, and the sketched two-step RG (which directly
leads to consider an in nieU Anderson m odel to de—
scribe the critical behavior) is a controlled approach for
arbirary initialp-h asymm etry.

VII. RELATION BETW EEN ANDERSON AND

KONDO M ODELS

This section shall highlight the relation between the
pseudogap A nderson and K ondo in purity m odels.

On the one hand, it is wellknown that the A nder-
son m odel reduces to the K ondo m odel in the so-called
Kondo lim it, see Sec. IA . This m apping covers the far
fft-hand side ofthe ow diagram s in Figs.d and &, and
suggests that the phase transition at an allr in the An—
derson model in this Kondo lin it is descrbed by the
Kondo RG of Sec-_];[i

On the other hand, we have argued that the ow of
the K ondo m odel can be naturally understood in tem s
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ofthe variablesofthe A nderson m odel. In particular, the
RG expansions of Secs. -N- and iV' describing transitions
of the Anderson m odel near r = % and r = 1, also ap—
ply to the Kondo m odel. C karly, in thinking about this
\m apping" of the K ondo to the A nderson m odel one has
to view the Anderson m odel as an e ective bw-energy
theory of the K ondo m odel. The in purity states of this
e ective A nderson m odel are thusm any-body states ob—
tained after integrating out high-energy degrees of free—
dom from theK ondom odel, ie., dressed in purity states.

A formalway to obtain an Anderson model from a
Kondo model is a strong-coupling expansion: The j"i
and j#1i states of the A nderson m odel are bare in purity
states, whereas #i and i represent the im purity w ith
eithera hol or an electron of opposite spin tightly bound
to the in purity.

T he above can also bem ade plausible in a slightly dif-
ferent way, In the follow ing for a p-h asym m etric situa—
tion ; Let us consider the K ondo problem w ith a hard-gap
DOS%: in the presence ofp-h asym m etry it show sa rst—
order quantum transition, ie., a levelcrossing, between a
K ondo-screened singlet and a spjn—é doublet state. Aswe
can understand the asym m etric psesudogap DO S as con—
sisting ofan asym m etric high-energy part and a (asym p—
totically) symm etric low -energy part, we can obtain an
e ective theory for the pseudogap K ondo m odelby cou—
pling the above m entioned three m any-body) in puriy
states, obtained by integrating out high-energy degrees
of freedom from the band, to the rem aining low -energy
part of the conduction electron spectrum . A crucial in—
gredient isnow the p-h asym m etry ofthe originalm odel
Tt is clear that upon Integrating out the high-energy part
of the bath two m any-body singlet states arise, nam ely
#i and {i as discussed above. D ue to the p-h asymm e~
try of the underlying m odel these two singlet states w ill
have very di erent energies, such that we can discard the
high-energy state in the low-energy theory. W ih this
we directly arrive at an in niteU pseudogap A nderson
m odel.

W e conclide that the phase transitions of the pseudo-
gap Anderson and K ondo m odels are in the sam e uni-
versality classes { this is supported by the num erical cal-
culations of Ref. 6 For sm all r the phase transition is
naturally described in the K ondo language ofSec. -]It n -

plying that the critical xed point ofthe A nderson m odel
is located in the K ondo lim it. In contrast, for larger r the
form ulation in term s ofthe A nderson m odelprovides the
relevant degrees of freedom , In other words, both spinfiil
and spinless (m any-body) in purity states ply a role in
the critical dynam ics.

VIII. FINITE MAGNETIC FIELD

Interesting physics obtains In the pseudogap K ondo
and A nderson m odels In the presence ofa nitem agnetic
eld. W e concentrate here on the e ect ofa ocal eld,
applied to the impurity only. Note that a nite eld
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FIG.10: SchematicT = 0 phase diagram of the psesudogap
Kondomodelin a localmagnetic ed B. At B = 0, there
is a phase transition at Jx = J. between LM and a strong—
coupling phase, SSC or A SC .Upon application ofa eld, an
unscreened spin becom es strongly polarized PO L), whereasa
screened spin In a strong-coupling phase isonly weakly polar—
ized. Increasing the eld at Jx > J. drives a phase transition
{ such a transition is not present in the m etallic case, r= 0.
T he phase diagram for a pseudogap A nderson m odel is sin i-
lar. A sdiscussed in the text, the zero— eld critical xed point
is always unstable w rt. nite B In the RG sense; thus the
two transitions are in general in di erent universality classes
(which is already clear from symm etry considerations).

applied to the bulk can m odify the low -energy behaviorof
the bath DO S due to Zeem an splitting; then, pseudogap
K ondo physics survives only for energy scales above the
Zeam an energy.

ForT = 0 and a m etallic density of states, r = 0, a
local eld B only kadsto a crossoveras function ofB =Tg ,
and allobservablesevolre an oothly from B = 0 (screened
soin) to large B (polarized spin). In contrast, for any
r> 0Oand t> 0 (de. Jx > J. In the Kondo m odel) there
w illbe a zero-tam perature phase transition as function of
the local eld between one phasew ith weak and one w ith
strong in purity spin polarization, seeFjg.:_l-(_]'. Webrie y
discuss this phase transition in the follow ing { i tums
out that the varables of the A nderson m odel provide a
natural lJanguage to analyze the problem . Rem arkably,
all ngredients needed for the discussion of the critical
properties have already been calculated in the previous
sections.

Strategically, we rst discuss the decoupled in purity,
and then analyze them odi cations arising from the pres—
ence of the hybridization tem . For the decoupled in pu-—
rity, the Iocal eld is trivially a relevant perturbation,
w ith scaling dim ension uniy. Thus, in the low-energy
Iim i the eld is e ectively in nite, and one of the two
In purity states j"i, j#1i can be discarded Wwe w illdiscard
J#1i In what ollow s) .

A . A symm etric Anderson m odel

In the p-h asymm etric case two im purity states have
to be considered, nam ely j"i and ®i. W e discuss a level
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crossing transition of these two, tunable eg. by vary—
Ing the m agnetic eld, and being coupled to conduction
electrons. At the transition we are keft wih a (sohless)
resonant levelm odel, and the analysis for a pseudogap
host density of states is in Sec.ilV Bl. In particular, or
r > 1 the phase transition is a level crossing w ith per-
turbative corrections, and forall0 < r < 1 we have a
continuous transition w ith a critical xed point identical
to the intem ediate-coupling xed point of the resonant
levelm odel, Eq. {_32‘1) . Thus, the properties of the tran—
sition evolve am oothly as function ofr or0< r< 1, In
contrast to the zero— eld situation (!).

B. Symm etric A nderson m odel

In the presence of p-h symm etry and m agnetic eld,
the decoupled in purity has three low -energy states: j"i,
®i, Pdi. The resulting levelcrossing transiion is tech—
nically identical to the one of the zero- eld in niteU
Anderson model of Sec. ¥!: the two situations can be
m apped onto each other via the p-h transform ation ('_3) .
From Sec.:y: we can read o the properties of the eld-
tuned phase transition: For r > 1 we have again a level
crossing w ith perturbative corrections. A RG expansion
around the levelcrossing xed point can be used to cal-
culate the criticalpropertiesbelow r= 1. T hisexpansion
describes the physics forallr> r .

Tt is Interesting to ask what happens forr< r .Atr
the broken level sym m etry is dynam ically restored at the
critical xed point, m eaning that for r < r the tran—
sition is controlled by a zero— eld critical xed point.
From Secs.:;_@[' and :_B[: we know that for r < % such an
Anderson m odel transition w ith four degenerate in pu-
rity states is the sam e as describbed by the weak-coupling
RG in the Kondo language. However, the m apping (3)
show s that we have to consider a Kondo m odel of a
charge pseudospin here, ie., the corresponding Schrie er—
W ol transfom ation will pro®ct out the j"i and j#i
states. In otherwords, In a p-h sym m etric situation w ith
0 < r< r , where the zero— eld transition is controlled
by the SCR xed point, the nite- eld transition willbe

asym ptotically controlled by the SCR’ xed point!

C. Kondo m odel

T he above statem ent is consistent w ith a sin ple gener—
alization of the weak-coupling RG of Sec.ﬂi:li to the case
of nie eld. One easily nds that the eld is a rele-
vant perturbation at the SCR xed point w ith a scaling
din ension of uniy, and the nite- eld transition is not
accessble in a description using the K ondo m odel soin
variables. (In contrast, the m agnetic eld is irrelevant at
SCR")



D . Symm etries and pseudospin eld

In the A nderson m odellanguage, the local eld liftsthe
degeneracy of the m agnetic doublt j"i, j#i. &kt breaks
the SU (2) symm etry in the spin sector, and the e ect is
clearly independent ofthe eld direction.

A s discussed in Sec. IA , the p-h sym m etric A nderson
m odel display SU (2) symm etry also in the charge sec—
tor (charge pseudospin). This can be broken by choos—
ng Uy & ', corresponding to a pseudospin eld in
z direction. Clearly, a pseudospin eld in perpendicu—
lar direction w ill have the sam e e ect { this eld corre—
soonds to a local pairing eld coupling to f«fy. Thus,
the SU 2) pseudospin symm etry show s that the e ect
of s-wave pairing correlations on the K ondo problem is
sin ilarto a particle-hole asym m etry, asargued n R ef.:§-§'
using a com pltely di erent approach.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have analyzed the zero-tem perature
phase transitions in the pseudogap K ondo problem , char-
acterized by a bath density of states () / 3 J. Using
various perturbative RG expansions, form ulated in the
degrees of freedom of either the K ondo or the Ander-
son in purity m odel, we have developed critical theories
for the phase transitions in both the p-h sym m etric and
asymm etric cases. W e have established that r = 0 and
r= % play the role oftw o low ercriticaldim ensions in the
ph symm etric case, ie., the non-trivial phase transition
dissppearsboth asr ! 0" and r! 1 with diverging
correlation length exponent. In contrast, r = 1 is an
upper-critical din ension for the p-h asym m etric m odel
The transitions or 0 < r < 1 are described by inter—
acting eld theories w ith universal localm om ent uctu-—
ations and strong hyperscaling properties incliding ! =T
scaling of dynam ical quantities. In contrast, orr> 1 we

nd a level crossing w ith perturbative corrections, and
hyperscaling is violated.

In the p-h symm etric case, we found two di erent ex—
pansions, one around r = 0 and one around r = %, to
describe the sam e critical xed point. In the presence of
ph asymm etry, a di erent critical xed point em erges,
which can be analyzed in an expansion around r= 1.

Apart from the snalkr expansion of Sec. :l:lj, all our
theories were form ulated using the A nderson m odel lan—
guage. This shows that the quantum phase transition
betw een a screened and an unscreened m om ent in K ondo—
type m odels can be nicely Interpreted by saying that the
system uctuates between \possessing a m om ent" and
\possessing no m om ent" { this is precisely what is de-
scribbed by the e ective A nderson m odel at is valence-

uctuation xed point.

W e have calculated a num ber of ocbservables, w ith re—
sults being In excellent agreem ent w ith num erical data.
In particular, we have found an exact exponent for the
conduction electron T m atrix, valid for all expansions
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used In thispaper. W e have also discussed the physics of
the pseudogap K ondo problem in a localm agnetic eld,
where we have shown that { In contrast to the m etallic
Kondo e ect { a sharp transition occurs as a function of
the eld.

Applications of our results inclidg dnpuriy m om ents
in unconventional superconductor£29232% and other
pseudogap systam s, lke eg. graphite. On the theoret-
ical side, we expect that the analysis of quantum in -
puriy m odels using Anderson instead of K ondo m odel
variables m ay be usefiil n a variety of problem s. Thus,

eld theordes sin ilar to ours can possbly be constructed
for other in purity quantum transitions, and w illalso be
usefiil for the study of lattice m qdels In dynam icalm ean—

eld theory®8 and its extension®3?, where Iocal quantum
criticality can be captured using e ective single—im purity
m odels.
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APPENDIX A:THE NON-INTERACTING
RESONANT LEVEL M ODEL

Hereweprovidea few detailsabout the non-interacting
resonant levelm odelw ith a pseudogap densiy of states.
T he m odel is exactly solvable, and all properties can be
directly evalnated using the dressed f electron propa—
gator_ég‘) . The local susoceptibility has been quoted in
Sec.V Bl. The T matrix isgiven by T (! ) = V@G (1);a
brief discussion of spectral properties can also be found
In the Appendix ofRef. :@'

W enow sketch the calculation ofT i p and Sip. The
diagram s contrbuting to T 4, are in Fjg.gil; note that
these contain fill £ propagators, and no higher-order di-
agram s appear. P ower counting show s that term s of 1=T
om doonly arise from  yuiPoth  mpmp and ump are
Jess singular. T he evaluation of the diagram s in F ig. :_l]_;c
gives

ve x ¢ 3,37
. = —T dk _— 1
wu (T) A, kf(i!n 7 @1)
|
Z t 2
vg X 3,3
+ = dk
272 ES T



) b) (<:~\
~
g o) o
C
) R . ,,H\\
Q 0 Q\ 0
~e - “o—e~

FIG .11: Feynm an diagram s for the spin susceptibility ofthe
non-interacting resonant levelm odelofSec. IV _B: .Dashed/fall
lines denote ¢ /dressed £ propagators, respectively; the fill
dots are Vo vertices, and the open circles are sources. a)

mpimp-0) ump-C) umu.Notethatthedisplayed diagram s
give the exact resu ks for the susceptibilities, as all selfenergies
are contained in the dressed f propagator.

A 1l factors 0f Vg cancel exactly against the Ay, and we
obtain a quantity with a universalprefactor. The k inte—
grals can be perform ed in the 1im it of in nite UV cuto ,
followed by the M atsubara sum m ations. T he result is of
Curie form , w ith

r

uu ) = T :

Aa2)
N ote that we have used the dressed £ propagators €_2-§') n
their low -energy form { due to their singular nature their
high-energy properties are unin portant for the leading
Jow -tem perature behavior of the susceptibility.

The im purity entropy Sy p is directly calculated from
the full £ propagator {_2-§) . Perform ing the tr In in the
partition fiinction gives

X
mp = 2T

n

In fisgn (! nJ1: @3)

One can easily see that the T = 0 entropy contrbutions
ofIn(i!',) and In ji!, jare identical, thus we have
!
X
2rT

n

Smp= _lm@r In(ily)et®

T! 0

@a4)

T his isnothing but 2r tim es the entropy ofa free spinless
ferm ion, resulting in Syp = 2rn 2.

Interestingly, the above exact universalresuls can also
be obtained in the fram ework ofa RG expansion in the
hybridization, ie., In a ©om al expansion around r = 1.
Here one exploits the intermm ediate-coupling nature of
the =xed point, by calculating observables using renor—
m alized pertufoat:on theory and em ploying the xed-
point valie (SL) of the coupling v. The necessary dia—
gram s, F ig. :12 now contain bare (instead of dressed) f
propagators. Technically, higherorder tem s appear in
this expansion, but upon interpreting the lowest-order
result of renom alized perturbation theory (€g9. re—
exponentiating logarithm s) these term s are com pletely
summed up. Thus, wihin the RG fram ework the in—
form ation about the non-trivial £ scaling din ension is
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a) v, b) c) -
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FIG .12: D iagram s occurring in the perturbative RG for the

non-interacting resonant levelm odel of Sec. :_l\{ _B:. Here, full
lines are bare £ propagators. a) Bare interaction vertex Vy .
b) £ selfenergy. c) D jagram orthe v* entropy correction. d)
D iagram s entering the local susceptibility to orderv? . W ithin
the renom alized perturbation theory schem e all corrections
beyond second order in v vanish.

contained in the coupling valie v instead of in the prop—
agatorG ¢ . W ebrie y dem onstrate the idea by evaluating
the in purity entropy. A s we expand around v = 0 (the
FInp xed point) we obtain a perturbative correction to
the in purity therm odynam ic potentialwhich is of order
V¢ Fig.idb). Taking the tem perature derivative leads
to

Z
v -t X
Smp= —=T * dxkfoosh 2 =  @5)
2 o7 2
wih r= (1 r)=2 as above. Perfomm ing the integral
Inthe limis ! 1 and r ! 1 and introducing the

renom alized hybridization v yields

Smp= (1 2¥) ha: @ 6)
W ith the xed point value ofthe hybridization we obtain

the resul Sy p = 2rIn2 as above.

APPENDIX B:RG FOR THE INTERACTING
RESONANT-LEVEL M ODEL

In this appendix we present details of the renom aliza—
tion group treatm ent for the sym m etric A nderson m odel
In the vicihity of r = % It is based on an expansion
around the SSC xed point, ie., around a non-interacting
resonant—levelm odel, w ith the interaction strength being
the expansion param eter. Thus the expansion is done
around an interm ediate-coupling xed point ().

The starting point is the action (36) derived in
Sec.V C!, or0< r< 1. Tnportantly, the \bare" (ie.
Up=0) £ propagatorm B6) behavesas1=@,! ") at low
energies, Eq. C26), as the conduction electrons have al-
ready been integrated out. T he prefactorA w illbe kept
explicitly in the renomm alization steps. W e em ploy the

eld-theoretic RG schem e In order to determm ne the ow
of the ocoupling renom alized coupling u, Introduced in
a_3-_9:), w ith din ensional reqularization and m inin al
subtraction of pols. A s will be seen below , the Iowest
non-trivial renom alizations arise at tw o—Joop order.



TS UK XX

FIG .13: D iagram s for the RG of the symmetr_lc A nderson
in purity m odel, w ith notation as n F ig. .4 a) UO selfenergy
contribution, which vanishes. b) O ne-loop vertex renom al-
izations, which vanish due to p-h symmetry. c) Two-loop
vertex renom a]jzag'gns { these are the only contributions to
the beta function {41).

T he needed dJagram s arising In the RG treatm ent are
disgplayed in Fig. :13 A num ber of observations can be
m ade: (i) H artree diagram svanish due to the overallp-h
symm etry of the m odel. (i) Explicit calculation show s
that the oneloop vertex renom alization diagram s, ie.,

the u? correctionstou in F jg.:_l-éb, donotdevelop pols.

This also Dllow s from the fact that the beta function
cannot contain even powers In u due to p-h symm etry.
(i) Explicit evaluation show s that the £ selfenergy up
to two—-loop order, F ig. iﬁa, does not contrbute singular
propagator renom alizations. In other words, the eld
renom alization factor is

Z=1 ®1)

to twoJoop order. A s we will argue below, this result

is exact to all orders In perturbation theory. It im plies

thatthe f eld doesnotacquirean anom alousdin ension,
£ = 0.

The two-loop diagram s for the renom alization of u
can be divided Into two groups of three each, displayed
n the two lnes ofF jgs.:_iijc. T he diagram s in each group
can be easily seen to be equal Explicitly:

Z 2
dly } } .

(13cl) = Z—Gf(lll)Gf(1!1+1 ) B2)
where is the sum of two extemal frequencies. U sing
the explicit form ofG¢ C_Z-é), the frequency integral can
be split according to the absolute value In G ¢, and then
perform ed directly wih UV cuto sent to In nity. The
result contains poles and reads
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2 2

(13cl) = +0(% : ®3)

T he second group ofdiagram s in F ig. :_fiic is slightly m ore
com plicated. A Il three of them can be brought into the
form

Z
5 dlidl, .
(13c4) = 2U0 2—2—Gf(l!1)Gf('2) ®B4)
Ge ( il + 1 )Ge (!> il + i)
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w here the prefactor 2 accounts for the di erent arrange—
m ent ofthe vertices, and ! isa (third) extemal frequency.
The !, integral can be perfom ed directly and leads to
the sam e express:ion that occurred In thebracketsin (B 2).

The ram aining !; Integral can also be perform ed after
splitting the Interval into four Barts Stra:gff;ﬁ)rw ard al-
gebra, using the dentity arcsin® x iarctanh 1 1=x=

=2,wherex= != < 1, kadsto

2In4)
2

2 4r 1 3( 0
(13c4) = 3 - +0 (") :BY5)
U pon adding the contributions from E-chl {:_ii_ic6, only sin—
gkpolksin remailn { asZ = 1, the cancellation of the
double poles is a consistency check of our calculation.
M inim al subtraction of poles at extemal frequencies set
to yieldsthe renom alization factor for the quartic cou—

pling:
3( 2n4)d
2 2

The RG beta function can be evaluated by taking the
derivatives of (39) at xed bare coupling,

Z4=1+ (BG)

du 3¢ 2 4)?
- = ul —7"
d 2

@) ®7)

which is the result in Eq. {41).

W e now provide the prooffor 2 = 1, ie., no singular
propagator renom alizations occur in the present prob—
Jem . W hat is needed is p-h symm etry and the form of
the bare propagator, G¢ / ! ™ orGe( )/ ™2 1

the ow-energy lin it orr = 1. W e argue that no log-
1

2
arithm s arise when evaluating the selfenergy at r= 3.

By power counting, all £ selfenergy diagram s in ‘che2
dom ain give a resul proportionalto 372 . Let us dis-
cuss ntemal Integrals arising in the evaliation (Which
could produce logs). In the st step, those Involve four
G ¢ propagators due to the quartic interaction { here it
is In portant that tadpoles do not contribute due to p-h
symm etry. T herefore, the integrand w illbehave as ¢,
and logs cannot occur. In further steps, four propagators
do not necessarily occur, but the power counting argu—
m ent show sthat each Intemaltin e stillhasto occurw ith
apower of 2. This shows that the hntegrands will al
waysbem ore singular than 1= , and no logarithm sarise.
C learly, such an argum ent cannot be constructed for the
vertex diagram s, as they behave as 1= atr = %, and
Fourier transform ation generically yieldsan pole.

Let us tum to the local susceptibility renom alization
factor 7 A s described In Sec. :_B{ﬁ:, one can either
determ ine the com posite operator renom alization factor
Z, and use Z = 732, or evaluate Z directly with the
help of the perturbative correction to 1, in Fjg.:flc. In
both cases, the £ bubbl diagram is needed. To lkading
order in i evaluates to

X

T Ge@la)Ge@la+1)=22 ®8)



In the zero-tem perature Ilim it. For the correlation func—
tion G 22;1) n Fjg.:fjb w e Introduce a renom alization fac—
tor as Dlows: G 27 = 7,z 1 Y

(271)

the renom alized G £R is free of poles at scale
usihg Z = 1 we nd:

. Dem anding that

, and

Zp=1+ —; B9)

which givesZz in Eq. {45).

APPENDIX C:RG FOR THE INFINITE-U
ANDERSON M ODEL

The in nieU Anderson m odelcan be analyzed in the
vicinity of r= 1 using an expansion in the hybridization
strength. Here we describe details of the eld-theoretic
RG , w ih the results appearing In Sec.:y:. Starting point
is the action {61), written in tem s of auxiliary elds f
and by. The RG proceeds by perturbatively calculating
renom alizationsto the propagators and vertices appear—
ing in C_6-]_J'), which yields expression for the renom aliza—-
tion factorsde ned n Eq. (6).

The relevant diagram s are displayed in Fig. 4. Note
that there isno one-loop contribution to the vertex renor—
m alization. A t one-loop order w e have the graphs for the
f and b selfenergies. Evaluation ofthe rst diagram for
the £ selfenergy In Fig. :_fé_l'a gives:

x % xF 1

14al) = V2T
( ) 0 i, ki iL

c1

ily

W e work at criticality, ie., "o = 0. First the frequency
sum can be perform ed, herethe ! 1 lin i is inpor-
tant: i suppresses contrbutions from positive k. The
rem aining k integral is UV convergent, and we nally
obtain

(14al) =
€2)

In the second line we have expressed the result In
temm s of renom alized quantities, with A = 271

0) ¥ 22=(Z¢%p). Demanding cancellation of poles in
the expressions for the renom alized £ G reen’s finction
at extemal frequency i 0= we obtain the one-loop
result for the £ renom alization factor as

VZ

Zg=1 —:
£ 2r

€3)
The other diagram s In Fig. :_1-4_Ia,b,c are evaluated in a
sin ilar m anner. In the twoJloop selfenergies, the real
part of the nner selfenergy nsertions, which diverges
linearly wih the UV cuto , is exactly cancelled by the
corresponding counter-tem .
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a) Ptk ///::::\\\ LoTTS
b) .
c) d ___ -
s S e N
/ L o é—u—o
- Y
\
FIG. 14: Diagrams for the RG of the in niteU Ander-

son m odel. Notations are as in Fig. :8: a) ) Selfenergies
for £ and by to two-loop order. The crosses denotes the
counter-tem s which cancel the real parts of the selfenergy
insertions. c) Two-loop vertex renom alization; there is no
contribution to oneloop order. d) D iagram s with m ass in—
sertions (squares), needed to detem ine the correlation length
exponent.

Collecting all expressions yilds the renom alization
factors, de ned in Eq. C_6§), to two-doop order as

. . v 1+ 1 .

- A =

f 2r 42 2r

. . & 1+1 .

- 2 R

b r 4r2 2r
14

Zy = 1+ —v : C4)
4r

W ith these r_esu]i's, we can take the logarithm ic  deriva-—
tive ofE g. C_6§) at xed bare coupling, we obtain the beta
function

C5)

©) av
Vg

Vo

as quoted in Eq. {_éj) The anom alous eld dim ensions
are obtained from

dInZe¢ dInZe¢

£ = d—= (V)Tzvz‘l' 2\74 (C6)
dinz dInz

b = db= ) db—2\72+2v4 c7
\v4

To detem Ine the ow away from criticality and the
correlation length exponent, we follow the standard
schem &4 via insertions of com posite operators, repre—
senting m ass temm s. Physically, only the di erence be-
tween the m asses of the £ and b auxiliary elds is rel-
evant, and introducing one type of com posite operator
is su cient. In the Pllow ng we work with ff inser
tions, which acquire a corresponding renom alization fac—
tor Z,r. To detemm ine Z,rf we consider a correlation



fanction G2 = WY ( )b(%); (V) ( D)ii. The renor-
m alization ﬁctor Zo¢ is then de ned through
R 7
6" = 20600 e
f

Evaluating the diagram in Fig. iéj‘d and dem anding can—

cellation of poles in G k()f 1R) gives, to one-loop accuracy,

Z2f= 1+ —:
r

€9

T he correlation length exponent can be related to the Z
factorsvia theRG equann- i orthe renom alized G (2 & ’

according to

1 d . Z
2o &g fe

— C10
3 7 €10)

which yields
C11)

Theresult for isinE q._[:7_;2) , and is of course denticalto
theoneobtained n R ef.gg using the fam iliarm om entum -
shellm ethod.

T he local susceptbility exponent is determ ined via a
renom alization factor, Z , forthe twopoint correlations
ofthe In purity spin. T he lrading diagram sarein F jg.:gc;
the v? diagram s are identical, with a leading singular
contrbution of

Z Z
? VO2 2r

1V2d d 1G o (
20020 19co\ 2 4r

each. Note that the counterterm contrbutions can be
ignored here, asthey do not develop polesin r. D em and—
Ing cancellation of poles yields

z =1

V2
—: C12)
r

Taking the logarithm ic derivative w rt. one obtains
the value quoted in Sec.V F'.
T he renom alization factor forthe T m atrix (diagram s

not shown) is obtained as

gy =1 3V 3¢ C13)
T 2r 2r

to two-loop order. T he resulting anom alous exponent
ful 1Is the exact equation 1 = 2r.
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APPENDIX D:SPIN ANISOTROPIES

T hus far our discussion hasbeen restricted to in puriy
modelswih 111 SU ) spin symm etry. In this appendix
we show that soin anisotropies, eg. in the K ondo inter—
action, are irrelevant at all cni:calpognts considered.

For the weak-coupling RG of Sec. ﬂZIIA,, form ulated in
the variables of the K ondo m odel, we introduce K ondo
couplings J; and J, for the transverse and longiudinal
part ofthe K ondo interaction. The RG equation C_l-§'), to
one-loop order, generalizes to

I
H
.
D

I
H
s
-
Lo

G)

&) 01)

Forthem etallic case, r= 0, there isa line of xed points
at » = 0, 3, < 0, representing an unscreened m om ent.
In contrast, orr> 0 only SU (2) symm etric xed points
survive, namely LM wih j, = J, = 0 and SCR with
J = J, = r. Thus, the symm etric critical xed point of
the Anderson and K ondo m odels is stable w xrt. SU (2)
sym m etry breaking.

Tuming to the p-h asymm etric m odel, we start from
the in niteU Anderson m odel C_:'-j) and introduce a spin
dependence in the hybrization, Von § Vou. As is easily
seen via Schrie erW ol transform ation, for a generic p—
h asymm etric conduction band this is equivalent to an
anisotropic exchange interaction plus a local m agnetic

eld. W ihout loss of generality we restrict the ollow ing
analysis to a p-h symm etric conduction band, w here the

eld term is absent. The RG equation (]67- to one-loop
order, generalizes to
Vn
) = 1w+ ?(2V§+V§);
Vi
) = m+?(2v§+v%) D2)

Apart from the SU () symmetric xed point, v? = %r,
there are two other xed pointswith v = r,v = 0 and
v; = r, v = 0 { these are, however, infrared unstablk
w rkt. niewvs (). Thus, the only stable critical xed
point is the SU (2) symm etric one, which corresponds to
the ACR xed point analyzed in Sec. .
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