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Reply to "Com m ent on 'Fano resonance for An-—
derson Im purity System s’ "

In their Comm ent, Kolfet al. i_]:] criticizing our work
on the Fano resonance for A nderson in purity system s 'E:],
based their argum ent on the assum ption that the G reen’s
function of d-electron has approxim ately a Lorentzian
form around the K ondo energy Eqg. (1) In 'E.']) . H owever,
that assum ption is lnconsistent w ith the num erical renor—
m alization group NNRG) resu]tsB], revealing an asym —
m etric lineshape of the in purity quasiparticle peak for
system sw thout particle-hole sym m etry, esoecially In the
m ixed valence regin e. T he asym m etric lineshape, result-
Ingm ainly from the nterference betw een the K ondo reso—
nance and the broadening im puriy ]evel[g], can strongly
a ect the Iow energy behavior of conduction electrons, In
particularthe di erential conductancem easured In STM
experim ents, and should not be ignored.

In their Comm ent, Kolf et al. correctly pointed out
that Eg. ) In '_iZ] overestin ates the asymm etry of the
In purity lineshape in the m ixed valence regine. How—
ever, the error In Eq. (8) was not caused by Eg. (4) in
] which is rigorous. It can be derived using the equa—
tion ofm otion m ethod w ithout invoking W ick’s theorem .
T he error is instead due to an oversin pli cation in our
approxin ate expression forTg4 (! ),Eq. (7) In t'g:], contain—
Ing a Kondo resonance pok and a slow Iy varying back—
gidround. T he correct low energy form of T4 (!) should be
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wheree' isthephase factorthatwasm issed in §]. Tn the
K ondo Iim it, Oand a Kk = q;0, the aboveequation
reduces to Eg. (7), whik in the m ixed valence regin e
m issing of the phase factor lads to an overestim ation
of the lineshape asymmetry. Replachg Eq. (7) In {2]
w ith the above equation, the rest of derivations in E]
are still valid. Therefore our m ain physical picture and
conclisionsm ade In '_[2] rem ain unchanged.

Usihg Egs. (4-6) In {_Z] and Eqg. z_i) here, we have
reanalyzed the experin ental data of Ti/Au and Ti/Ag
system s, assuming U ! 1 for simplicity. The ttihg
parametersare 0, "s, ,"x /s xrar s&)= (038,23,
65:0, 1:9,40,282,2:7,20) orTi/Au and (053, 134,
388, 14,52,1449,30,18) orTi/Ag (¢ = 0andthe
unit of energy ism eV ). Figure 1 show s that the exper-
In ental data can be well describbed by these equations.
However, after the nclusion of the phase factor, 4(!)
cannot be any m ore expressed In the sin pli ed form of
a Fano resonance as given by Eq. (8) in E_Z]. The Insets
show 4 (!) are asymm etric, but now w ithout unphysi-
caldip structure, n qualitative agreem ent w ith the NRG
resu]tsﬁ]. The values of the tting param eters indicate
that both Ti/Au and Ti/Ag system s are in the m ixed
valence regin e, being consistent w ith the experin ental
analysis and our previous conclusion. Thus their criti-

cisn that our analysis "is conogptually incorrect and the
quantitative agreem ent of ... ism eaningless" is unjusti-
ed.
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FIG.1l: Com parison between theoretical tting curves and
the STM expermm entaldata for T i/Au and T /A g. The inset
show s the corresponding im purity density of states.

T he second comm ent of ij] is conoeptually incorrect.

and g resul from two di erent physicale ects and
represent two di erent energy scales. T hey can certainly
be distinguished, at least In the Iim it when the
broadened inpurity level can be taken e ectively as a
continuum channel and our theory can be applied. In
the m ixed valence regim e, the fact that one cannot see
a sharp peak wih width g does not mean at all the
absence of that energy scale. In the third comm ent, the
authors of Ref. 'E:] clain ed that the values of we ob-
tained for T i/Au and T i/A g are too sm all. H ow ever, they
did not give any m evidence to support that clain . In
fact, as revealed by experim ents, the spectra for di er—
ent transition metal atom s on Au surface behave very
di erently E_i]. Thus, there is no reason to expect that
the hybridization between a transition m etal atom and
conduction electrons should have the sam e order ofm ag—
niude.
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