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Abstract

W e show,using the periodic Anderson m odel,thatthe localspin self-energy approxim ation,as

im plem ented in theextended dynam icalm ean �eld theory (EDM FT),resultsin a �rstorderphase

transition which persists to T = 0. Around the transition,there is a �nite coexistence region of

the param agnetic and antiferrom agnetic (AFM ) phases. The region is bounded by two critical

transition lineswhich di�erby an electron-hole bubbleattheAFM ordering wave vector.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.10.Hf,72.15.Q m ,75.20.Hr
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N .

Com petingKondoand RKKY interactionsin HeavyFerm ion m aterialsinduceaquantum

phase transition [1,2]nearwhich variousdeviationsfrom the Landau-Ferm iliquid behav-

iorare observed experim entally [3]. Am ong the well-studied heavy Ferm ion com poundsis

CeCu6�x Aux [4]on which neutron scattering and m agnetom etry experim ents showed [5]

that,in the quantum criticalregion,the spin susceptibilities,both the hom ogeneous one

and thatattheantiferrom agnetic(AFM )ordering wavevector,followed,

�
�1
(~q;T)= [T

�
+ �

�
(~q)]=C (1)

with T the tem perature,�(~q)a m om entum dependentfunction which isa m easure ofthe

distancefrom thecriticalwave-vector,and C theCurieconstant.In theexperim entsitwas

found the exponent � � 0:75,unlike � = 1 in the standard Curie-W eiss law. This sam e

behaviorwasfound,within experim entalerror,tobefollowed bytheneutron scatteringdata

taken atthe otherwave vectors. The disentanglem entofthe tem perature and m om entum

dependencesin theinversespin susceptibilitiesled to thesuggestion [6]thattheself-energy

ofthe spin-spin interaction be localin space and correspond to the frequency-dependent

partofthe observed ��1 .The theoreticalform ulation ofthisobservation turned outto be

theextended dynam icalm ean � eld theory (EDM FT).

TheEDM FT isam ethod developed tostudy,within thelocalself-energy approxim ation,

correlated electron system s in the existence ofnon-localinteractions [7,8],which,in the

contextofheavy Ferm ions,isthe RKKY interaction. Itallowsthe dynam icalscreening of

the bare interactions. Asa result,EDM FT isable to describe the com peting RKKY and

Kondo interactionsin a m orebalanced way than theoriginalDM FT.

EDM FT has been applied to study the heavy Ferm ions via the Kondo [6,9,10,11]

and Anderson lattice [12]m odels. Early EDM FT studies [6,9,10]approached the heavy

Ferm ion quantum phase transition (QPT) by following the param agnetic (PM ) solution

untilwhere it ceased to exist and the spin susceptibility diverged. However,the absence

ofthe AFM phase in this scenario m akes it di� cult to judge ifthe criticalbehavior is

associated with a continuous transition or the spinodalpoint ofa � rst order transition.
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FIG .1:(a)Hypotheticalphasediagram oftheperiodicAnderson m odel[seeEq.(2)below].There

is a continuous phase transition between the PM and AFM phases and it ends up with a Q CP.

(b)and (c)Two scenarios ofthe EDM FT phase transition,which was found to be �rstorderat

T > 0 [11,12,13].In the �gures,theJc1 line iswheretheAFM solution disappears.Atthelocus

there isa �nite jum p in the m agnetization which decreaseswith decreasing tem perature [11,12].

The Jc2 line is where the spin susceptibility at the AFM ordering wave vector diverges. In the

region in between the two phasescoexistand the �rstordertransition isrepresented by a dashed

curve. Panel(c)isa sketch ofthe resultspresented in Ref.[12].According to the calculation,the

K ondo tem peratureTK isnearthelocation wheretheJc1 and Jc2 linesbecom eclosest.Thelowest

tem peraturereached in Ref.[12]isT = 0:25TK ,which isrepresented by a horizontaldotted linein

(c).

To clarify this im portant issue,num ericalstudies ofthe phase transition from both the

PM and AFM sideswere carried outat� nite tem peratures[11,12].In the solution ofthe

periodic Anderson m odel(PAM ) [12], two di� erent transitions were found (Jc1 and Jc2

linesde� ned in Fig.1)which bounded a region where the PM and AFM phasescoexisted.

Sim ilarbehaviorwasalso found in the solution based on the Kondo lattice m odel[11,13].
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Thisstrongly indicatesa � rstorderphasetransition,atleastforT > 0.

There are im portant questions, though, rem ain unanswered. First, given the totally

di� erent behaviors along the m ean � eld transition lines, it is interesting to com pare

and contrast the physical m eanings of the two. Unlike at the Jc2 line where the spin

susceptibility at the AFM ordering wave vector becom es critical, it is unclear from the

EDM FT calculation itself[11,12]which response function is driven critical,even though

criticalslowing down wasexperienced.Second,thereareconcernswith regard to a possible

quantum criticalpoint(QCP)wheretheJc1 and Jc2 linesm erge[seeFig.1(b)].Asa result,

a novelquantum criticalbehaviorm ay occur. Existing analysis[14]can notrule outsuch

a possibility. Besides,although our num ericalresults with T � 0:25TK does not seem to

support this scenario [see Fig.1(c)],the tem peratures reached in Ref.[12]m ay not be low

enough to beconclusive.Thecurrentpaperiscontributed to clarify theseissues,which are

allrelated to thelocalspin self-energy approxim ation.

In Sec.IIweintroducetheEDM FT approxim ation on twosublatticesviaBaym -Kadano�

functionalwhich is then used in Sec.III to form ulate the instability criteria. Technical

details of these two parts are presented in Appendices A and B, respectively. Sec.IV

containsconclusionsand furtherdiscussions.

II. ED M FT FO R M U LAT IO N O F T H E P ER IO D IC A N D ER SO N M O D EL

A . T he Periodic A nderson M odel

W e study the periodic Anderson m odel(PAM )with the localf-m om entsform ing a hy-

percubiclatticein d-dim ensions:

H =
X

~k�

(�~k � �)c
y

~k�
c~k� + V

X

i�

(c
y

i�fi� + f
y

i�ci�)+ (E f � �)
X

i�

n
f

i�

+ U
X

i

�

n
f

i" � 1=2
��

n
f

i# � 1=2
�

+
JR K K Y

d

X

hiji

S
f

i;zS
f

j;z: (2)

An RKKY interaction is introduced explicitly between the z-com ponents ofthe nearest-

neighboring f-electron spins,S
f

i;z = n
f

i;" � n
f

i;#. After intergrating out the c-electrons and
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introducing a Hubbard-Stratonovic� eld � to decoupletheinteractions,weobtain:

A = �

Z
�

0

d�

Z
�

0

d�
0
X

ii0;�

f
y
�(i;�)[G0�]

�1
(i�ji

0
�
0
)f�(i

0
;�

0
)

�
1

2

Z
�

0

d�

Z
�

0

d�
0
X

ii0

�(i;�)[D0]
�1
(i�ji

0
�
0
)�(i

0
;�

0
)�

Z
�

0

d�
X

i

�(i;�)S
f
z(i;�): (3)

In thisaction thehybridization broadened f-band isdescribed by thefreeGreen’sfunction:

G 0(
~k;ipn)=

 

ipn + � � Ef �
V 2

ipn + � � �~k

! �1

(4)

with pn = (2n + 1)�=�.ThefreeBoson Green’sfunction isgiven by:

D 0(
~k;i!n)= D 0(

~k)= �U +
JR K K Y

d

dX

i= 1

coski (5)

with !n = 2n�=�. Since the bare interaction is instantaneous, the r.h.s. ofEq.(5) is

frequency independent.

B . ED M FT via B aym -K adano� Form ulation

W eform ulatetheEDM FT via Baym -Kadano� functional[8]:

�B K [G;D ;m ]= Tr lnG � TrG
�1
0
G �

1

2
Tr lnD +

1

2
TrD

�1
0
D

+
1

2
m D

�1
0
m + �E D M F T[G loc;D loc;m ]; (6)

G (D )isthefullelectron (Boson)Green’sfunction.m = h�i.The EDM FT approxim ated

potential�E D M F T isatwoparticleirreducible(2PI)functionalofthelocalGreen’sfunctions

only.Sincetheaction (3)containsjusta spatially localinteraction vertex,�E D M F T can be

written asa sum m ation overthelocalcontributions.On a bipartitelatticewith sublattices

A and B ,thispotentialisgiven by:

�E D M F T[G loc;D loc;m ]= �

Z �

0

d�
X

j;�

m (j;�)�G�(j�
�
jj�)+

X

j2A

	 A[G jj;�;D jj]+
X

l2B

	 B [G ll;�;D ll]

(7)
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wherethefunctionals	 contain second and higherorderdiagram sin term softheinteraction

vertex.TosolvetheAFM phasewiththesingleim purityEDM FT,weneed tofurtherassum e

(seeRef.[12]),

	 A[G jj;�;D jj]j2A = 	 B [G ll;�� ;D ll]l2B (8)

Here the translationalinvariance within each sublattice is utilized. In the PM phase the

electron Green’sfunctionsarespin independentand theassum ption isstillvalid.

TheBaym -Kadano� functionalgivesphysicalsolution atitsstationarypoint.Asaresult,

wehave,

h

G
�1
� (~k;ipn)

i

A B
=

0

B
@

ipn + � � Ef 0

0 ipn + � � Ef

1

C
A

�
V 2

(ipn + �)2 � �2~k

0

B
@

ipn + � ��~k exp(+ikx)

��~k exp(�ikx) ipn + �

1

C
A �

0

B
@

��(ipn) 0

0 ��� (ipn)

1

C
A : (9)

D
�1
(~k;i!n)= D

�1
0
(~k)� � (i!n) (10)

m (i;�)=
X

j;�

D 0;ij�hf
y
�(j;�)f�(j;�)i (11)

Severalrem arks are in place. First,due to the sublattice structure,the electron Dyson

equation (9)isin a 2� 2 m atrix form .Theelectron selfenergy,

�X ;�(ipn)
def
=

��E D M F T

�Gjj;�(ipn)
jj2X ; (12)

with X = A;B ,islocalin space.Dueto translationalinvariance,wecan neglectitsspatial

coordinates.From Eq.(8),

�A ;�(ipn)= �B ;�� (ipn): (13)

Asa result[15],weareallowed to suppressthesublatticeindex oftheself-energy in Eq.(9).

In thePM phase,theself-energiesarespin independentand theequation reducesto:

G
�1
(~k;ipn)= G

�1
0
(~k;ipn)� � (ipn): (14)
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Second,in theBoson Dyson equation (10),theself-energy isde� ned as:

� X (i!n)
def
= �2

��E D M F T

�Djj(i!n)
jj2X : (15)

Eq.(10) carries a scalar form because the local Boson self-energy is the sam e on both

sublattices due to sym m etry. Finally, from Eq.(11),the physicalorder param eter m is

tim e independent and its m om entum dependence, according to Eq.(8), is restricted to

~Q
def
= (�;� � � ;�) for both the AFM (m 6= 0) and the PM (m = 0) phases. In EDM FT,

we solve the self-energies using an e� ective im purity m odelunder certain self-consistent

conditions..[SeeAppendix A]

III. IN STA B ILIT Y C R IT ER IA

A . Instability C riterion ofthe A FM phase (Jc1 line)

The generalinstability criterion againstthe form ation ordisappearance ofa static spin

density waveofwave vector ~Q isgiven by:

�
�1 def

=
d2�B K [G;D ;m ]

dm �dm
= 0: (16)

where m = m (~Q ;i0). Here the totalderivativesare taken on the physicalm anifold ofthe

Baym -Kadano� functionalde� ned through Eqs.(9)-(11).Asa result,thecriterion becom es,

(seeAppendix B fordetails)

�
�1
Jc1

def
= D

�1
0 (~Q )�

Z
�

0

d�

2X

a;b= 1

(�1)
a+ b

�
Jc1;~Q

[(�j�);(0j0)]= 0 (17)

where

���

�
Jc1;~Q

����1

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)]=

���

�
�1

0;~Q
� �

�1
0;im p + �

�1
im p +

~D 0

���

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)] (18)

In the above equation �
0;~Q

is an electron-hole bubble evaluated with the full Green’s

functions at the wave vector ~Q. �0;im p is a sm iliar bubble obtained via the fullim purity

Green’s function. �im p is a four point response function of the im purity m odel. ~D 0,

which depends on D 0,is the bare interaction in the im purity m odel. Eq.(17) gives the
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general EDM FT instability criterion without further approxim ation and applies to the

Jc1 line where the AFM solution at ~Q = (�;� � � ;�) disappears. The existence of the

electron-hole bubble at the ordering wave vector in Eq.(18) reveals the fact that even in

the in� nite coordination lim itwhere the m ean � eld m ethod becom esexact,there isstilla

non-vanishing m om entum -dependent contribution in the e� ective spin susceptibility. The

m atrix inversionsin Eq.(18)involve m atriceslabeled by fourtim e coordinates,two forthe

row and two for the colum n,respectively. As a result,this expression is generally very

com plicated and can notbefurthersim pli� ed.

B . Instability C riterion ofthe P M phase (Jc2 line)

In theEDM FT ofthePM phase,thee� ectivesusceptibility given in Eq.(18)contributes

directly to the spin self-energy [14]and,asa result,should be localin space. Thism eans

weneed furtherto restrict�0 to belocal.However,from theEDM FT self-consistency that

the localGreen’sfunctionson the lattice equalto the im purity ones,�0;loc=�0;im p. Hence

theinstability criterion becom es

�
�1
Jc2

def
= D

�1
0 (~Q)�

Z �

0

d�

2X

a;b= 1

(�1)
a+ b

� Jc2[(�j�);(0j0)]= 0 (19)

where

���

� Jc2

����1

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)]=

���

�
�1
im p +

~D 0

���

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)] (20)

Thespecialform ofthem atrixD 0 [seeEq.(B10)]allowsustocarryoutthem atrixoperations

explicitly and obtain,

D 0(~Q)= D 0(i0)+ �
�1
zz (i0)= �

�1
(i0) (21)

with

�zz(�)
def
= hS

f
z(�)S

f
z(0)i� [�im p;G "G "

� �im p;G "G #
� �im p;G #G "

+ �im p;G #G #
][(�j�);(0j0)] (22)

The last equality in Eq.(21) is derived by an identity [16]. Com paring with the Boson

Dyson equation (10),we see thatthe above instability criterion is identicalto the Stoner
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criterion in which the divergence ofthe m agnetic susceptibility at ~Q = (�;� � � ;�) signals

phasetransition [17].

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

W ehave derived in thispaperthe phase instability criterion ofthe EDM FT solution to

the periodic Anderson m odelfor both the AFM and PM phases. The generic instability

criterion (which appliestoJc1 linein Fig.1)involvesan e� ectivespin susceptibility,Eq.(17),

and isdi� erentfrom thatused todeterm inethetransition line(Jc2)boundingthePM phase,

Eq.(19).Thedi� erenceisin an extraelectron-holebubbleattheAFM orderingwave-vector

in theform er.Thisbubbleism om entum dependentand survivesin thein� nitecoordination

lim it. As a result,atthe locus where one ofthe phases reaches the instability condition,

the other one rem ains stable. This explains the phase coexistence. It persists to T = 0

since the electron-hole bubble rem ainsnon-zero. Thisisconsistentwith whatwe obtained

num erically [12]in Region IIofFig.1(c).W eshould pointout,though,atdim ensionsd > 4

and tem peratures T >
� TK ondo [Region I in Fig.1(c)],the di� erence between the Jc1 and

Jc2 lines becom es negligibly sm all[18]. This is due to the spatialcorrelation becom ing

weaker at higher dim ensions [14]and tem peratures. W e note in passing that no m atter

which criterion issatis� ed,the divergence ofthe corresponding e� ective spin susceptibility

at the AFM ordering wave vector naturally results in the divergence of the localspin

susceptibility as long as the spin  uctuations are two dim ensional[6,12]. This is a re-

sultofthedim ensionalityandhasnothingtodowith thespinself-energybeinglocalinspace.

The true m ean � eld transition isthus� rstorderand liesbetween the Jc1 and Jc2 lines

where the free energies ofthe two phases cross. Physically,the two sublattice EDM FT

(asapplied in the AFM phase)containsin itsinstability criterion an electron-hole bubble,

which serves as a rough description of the feedback from the electron-hole excitations

to the spin response. However,this feedback does not appear explicitly in the EDM FT

self-consistency, which is evident from what we described in Appendix A. As a result,

the EDM FT spin susceptibility,which isdi� erentfrom the physicalone in the instability

criterion,Eq.(17),does not experience any singularity as the Jc1 line is crossed. On the

9



other hand,the hom ogeneous EDM FT (as applied in the PM phase),contains the sam e

singular behavior in the spin response as that in the instability criterion,Eq.(19). As a

result,when the phase boundary isapproached,EDM FT isable to adjustself-consistently

to re ect the singular behavior in the spin channel. However,as we have already noted,

the problem on this side is thatthe feedback from the non-localelectron-hole excitations

is totally m issing. So both the transition lines contain unphysicalfeatures,and neither

ofthem ,asfar as the criticalproperties are concerned,is close to the true transition. A

related issue,which concerns the criticalexponent � in Eq.(1) along the Jc2 line,further

supportsourconclusion.Itwasshown thatatT = 0 on theJc2 line,thecriticalfrequency

dependence could notdevelop a sublinearform [19].

Afterall,itisnotasurprisethat,although itworkswellqualitatively in describing m any

otherphysicalproperties[12],theEDM FT failsto capturetherightphasetransition.This

is certainly one ofthe issues one needs to im prove over the m ean � eld approach. Given

what we have concluded in this paper,it seem s im portant that one needs to � nd a way

allowing properfeedback from theelectron-holeexcitations,which isspatially non-local,to

the f-electron spin response. A naturalway to proceed isto com bine the EDM FT schem e

with therandom phaseapproxim ation (RPA)[20].In thiscom bination,thespin self-energy

containsthe localEDM FT parttogetherwith the non-localRPA part.Thisisa desirable

feature asone can see from the EDM FT instability criterion Eq.(18). Besides,the schem e

is derivable from the Baym -Kadano� functional[20]. Ofcourse, with the new schem e,

the instability criterion itselfis m odi� ed and its im plication to the heavy Ferm ion phase

transition hasnotyetbeen explored.A di� erentrouteisto utilizethecellularDM FT [21].

To thisend,a two im purity Anderson m odelsubjectto the DM FT self-consistentelectron

bath results in a qualitative im provem ent [22]. In this form alism ,the RKKY interaction

is generated dynam ically, instead of being added in by hand as in Eq.(2). The spin

susceptibility acrossthetwo im purity sites,which containsthecorresponding electron-hole

bubble asthe lead ordercontribution,rendersa lim ited m om entum dependence and turns

outto beessentialto theim provem ent.
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A P P EN D IX A : EFFEC T IV E IM P U R IT Y M O D EL A N D ED M FT SELF-

C O N SIST EN C Y

To obtain thelocalself-energies,weneed to solvean e� ective im purity m odel:

A
eff

0 = �

Z
�

0

d�

Z
�

0

d�
0
X

�

f
y
�(0;�)[G0�]

�1
(� � �

0
)f�(0;�

0
)

�
1

2

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
�(0;�)D

�1
0
(� � �

0
)�(0;�

0
)�

Z �

0

d��(0;�)S
f
z(0;�): (A1)

The m ean � eld W eiss functions G0� and D 0 are decided by the following self-consistent

conditions:

G
�1
0� (ipn)= [

X

~k

G �(k;ipn)]
�1
+ �

im p
� (ipn) (A2)

D
�1
0 (i!n)= [

X

~k

D �(
~k;i!n)]

�1
+ �

im p
(i!n) (A3)

with G �(
~k;ipn) and D �(

~k;i!n) given by Eqs.(9) and (10),respectively. The self-energies

are,

�
im p
� (ipn)= [G0�]

�1
(ipn)� [G

im p
� ]

�1
(ipn) (A4)

�
im p

(i!n)= [D 0]
�1
(i!n)� [D

im p
]
�1
(i!n) (A5)

where the im purity Green’sfunctionsG im p
� and D im p are obtained by solving the e� ective

action (A1).In Eqs.(9)and (10),we need to use the lattice self-energieswhich areusually

assum ed to bethesam eastheim purity onesin thedisordered phase.In theordered phase,

the electron self-energy on the lattice is di� erent from that ofthe im purity m odelby a

Hartreeterm ,whiletheBoson self-energy isstillthesam e,
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��(ipn)= �
im p
� (ipn)� �[D0(i0)� (U � JR K K Y )]hS

f
zi (A6)

� (i!n)= �
im p

(i!n) (A7)

The m eaning ofEq.(A6)isthatwe need to replace theHartree self-energy ofthe im purity

m odelby thaton the lattice,using the electron m agnetization. Thisprocedure isrelated

to Eq.(11),which would otherwiseintroducea third self-consistentequation.W ith this,we

havepresented a com pleteself-consistentloop.

A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E IN STA B ILIT Y C R IT ER IO N FO R T H E

A FM P H A SE

W e derive here the instability criterion speci� c to the periodic Anderson m odel. From

thegeneralcondition,Eq.(16),togetherwith Eqs.(9)-(11),weobtain,

@2�B K

@m �@m
+

Z

dx
@G �x(x)

@m �

@2�B K

@G �x(x)@m
+

Z

dx
@D (x)

@m �

@2�B K

@D (x)@m
= 0 (B1)

Z

dx
@G �x(x)

@m �

@2�B K

@G �x(x)@G �y(y)
+

Z

dx
@D (x)

@m �

@2�B K

@D (x)@G �y(y)
+

@2�B K

@m �@G �y(y)
= 0 (B2)

Z

dx
@G �x(x)

@m �

@2�B K

@G �x(x)@D (y)
+

Z

dx
@D (x)

@m �

@2�B K

@D (x)@D (y)
+

@2�B K

@m �@D (y)
= 0: (B3)

W e used x = (~R j;�j
~R j0;�

0),(sim ilarfory)and
R

dx =
P

j;j0

R�
0
d�

R�
0
d�0. Sum m ation over

therepeated spin indicesisim plied.Solving@G=@m � and @D =@m � from Eqs.(B2)and (B3),

and substituting them in Eq.(B1),weobtain:

@2�B K [G;D ;m ]

@m �@m
�

Z

dx

Z

dy
h

@
2
�B K =@m

�
@G �x(x);@

2
�B K =@m

�
@D (x)

i

�

2

6
4

@2�B K =@G �x@G �y @2�B K =@G �x@D

@2�B K =@D @G �y @2�B K =@D @D

3

7
5

�1

(x;y)

2

6
4

@2�B K =@G �y(y)@m

@2�B K =@D (y)@m

3

7
5 = 0: (B4)

Using Eqs.(6)and (7),we � nd @2�B K =@G �(j�1jj
0�

0

1
)@m (i;�)= ���ij�ij0�(� � �1)�(� � �

0

1
)

and @2�B K =@D (j�1jj
0�

0

1)@m (i;�)= 0. Besides,@2�B K [G;D ;m ]=@m
�@m = D

�1
0 (~Q ). So we

have:
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�D
�1
0
(~Q)=

1

N

X

j1

Z
�

0

d�1
X

j2

Z
�

0

d�2exp(�i~Q �~R j1)exp(i
~Q �~R j2) (B5)

�(1;�1;0)

2

6
6
6
6
4

�
(2)

G "G "
�
(2)

G "G #
�
(2)

G "D

�
(2)

G #G "
�
(2)

G #G #
�
(2)

G #D

�
(2)

D G "
�
(2)

D G #
�
(2)

D D

3

7
7
7
7
5

�1

[(j1�1jj1�1);(j2�2jj2�2)]

0

B
B
B
B
@

1

�1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A

;

with �
(2)

X Y [(j1�1jj
0
1�

0
1);(j2�2jj

0
2�

0
2)]= @2�B K =@X (j1�1jj

0
1�

0
1)@Y (j2�2jj

0
2�

0
2)forX ;Y = G �;D .To

solvethem atrix �(2),weuseagain theBaym -Kadano� functional(6)and obtain:

�
(2)

X Y [(j1�1jj
0
1
�
0
1
);(j2�2jj

0
2
�
0
2
)]= �

�1
0;X Y [(j1�1jj

0
1
�
0
1
);(j2�2jj

0
2
�
0
2
)]+ �

(2)

X Y [(j1�1jj
0
1
�
0
1
);(j2�2jj

0
2
�
0
2
)]

(B6)

where

�0;X Y [(j1�1jj
0
1�

0
1);(j2�2jj

0
2�

0
2)]

def
=

8

>>>><

>>>>:

�G �
X 0;�Y (j

0
1
�0
1
jj2�2)G �

Y 0;�X (j
0
2
�0
2
jj1�1); X ;Y = G �

D (j1�1jj2�2)D (j
0
1�

0
1jj

0
2�

0
2)+ D (j1�1jj

0
2�

0
2)D (j

0
1�

0
1jj2�2); X ;Y = D

0; else

(B7)

�
(2)

X Y [(j1�1jj
0
1
�
0
1
);(j2�2jj

0
2
�
0
2
)]

def
=

@2�E D M F T

@X (j1�1jj
0
1�

0
1)@Y (j2�2jj

0
2�

0
2)

(B8)

�
(2)

X Y ,sam e as�E D M F T,containsonly propagatorslocalin space and is2PIin separating

theexternallegslabeled by 1 and 1’from those2 and 2’.Itfollowsthen [14],

���

�
(2)

���

X Y

[(j1�1jj
0
1
�
0
1
);(j2�2jj

0
2
�
0
2
)]= �j1;j01�j1;j2�j1;j

0

2

���

��
�1
0;im p + �

�1
im p +

~D 0

���

X Y

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)]:

(B9)

Here�0;im p issim ilartothatde� ned in Eq.(B7)exceptbeinglocalin space.W ealsode� ned:

~D 0[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)]

def
= �(�1 � �

0
1
)�(�2 � �

0
2
)

2

6
6
6
6
4

D 0(�1 � �2) �D 0(�1 � �2) 0

�D 0(�1 � �2) D 0(�1 � �2) 0

0 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
5

(B10)
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�im p;X Y [(0�1j0�
0
1
);(0�2j0�

0
2
)]

def
= hT� :Ô

y

X (0;�1)Ô X (0;�
0
1
)::Ô

y

Y (0;�2)Ô
y

Y (0;�
0
2
):i (B11)

where Ô X = c� (�)ifX = G � (D ).Theinstability criterion becom es:

D
�1
0 (~Q)=

1

N

X

j1;j2

Z �

0

d� exp(�i~Q �~R j1)exp(i
~Q �~R j2)

2X

a;b= 1

(�1)
a+ b

h

�
�1
0
� �

�1
0;im p + �

�1
im p +

~D 0

i�1

a;b
[(j1�jj1�);(j20jj20)]: (B12)

where allthe four term s in the square parenthesis are 3 � 3 m atrices and after m atrix

inversion, only the � rst 2 � 2 block contributes. It should be noted that the m atrices

are also labeled by the two pairsofthe space-tim e coordinates and any m atrix operation

should take these into account. As a result,e.g.,in Eq.(B12) the fullm atrix,labeled by

[(j1�1jj
0
1�

0
1);(j2�2jj

0
2�

0
2)],should be inverted � rstand only afterthat,we setthelabelsto be

[(j1�jj1�);(j20jj20)].

Finally,sincein Eq.(B12),�0 istheonly term containsspatially non-localcontributions,

the Fourier transform over the lattice coordinate can be taken into the m atrix inversion,

which gives:

D
�1
0
(~Q)=

Z �

0

d�

2X

a;b= 1

(�1)
a+ b

�
Jc1;~Q

[(�j�);(0j0)] (B13)

where

���

�
Jc1;~Q

����1

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)]=

���

�
�1

0;~Q
� �

�1
0;im p + �

�1
im p +

~D 0

���

[(�1j�
0
1
);(�2j�

0
2
)] (B14)

Thisgivesan instability criterion consistentwith the EDM FT Baym -Kadano� functional,

Eqs.(6)and (7),withoutany furtherapproxim ation.

Asitturnsout,weneed furtherto assum e �0 bespatially localin Eq.(B12),in orderto

describe thePM phase.In such a case,�0 ! �0;loc,wehave (1)them om entum dependent

phase factors in Eq.(B12) cancel out and (2) �0;im p cancels �0;loc due to the EDM FT

14



self-consistency thatthelocallatticeGreen’sfunctionsequalto theim purity ones.
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