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R eply to "C om m ent on ’Fano resonance for A n-

derson Im purity System s’"

In theirCom m ent,K olfetal. [1]criticizing ourwork

on theFanoresonanceforAnderson im puritysystem s[2],

based theirargum enton theassum ption thattheG reen’s

function of d-electron has approxim ately a Lorentzian

form around theK ondoenergy (Eq.(1)in [1]).However,

thatassum ption isinconsistentwith thenum ericalrenor-

m alization group (NRG ) results[3],revealing an asym -

m etric lineshape ofthe im purity quasiparticle peak for

system swithoutparticle-holesym m etry,especiallyin the

m ixed valenceregim e.Theasym m etriclineshape,result-

ingm ainlyfrom theinterferencebetween theK ondoreso-

nanceand thebroadening im purity level[2],can strongly

a�ectthelow energy behaviorofconduction electrons,in

particularthedi�erentialconductancem easured in STM

experim ents,and should notbe ignored.

In their Com m ent,K olfet al. correctly pointed out

that Eq. (8) in [2]overestim atesthe asym m etry ofthe

im purity lineshape in the m ixed valence regim e. How-

ever,the errorin Eq. (8)wasnotcaused by Eq. (4)in

[2]which isrigorous. Itcan be derived using the equa-

tion ofm otion m ethod withoutinvokingW ick’stheorem .

The erroris instead due to an oversim pli�cation in our

approxim ateexpression forTd(!),Eq.(7)in [2],contain-

ing a K ondo resonance pole and a slowly varying back-

ground.Thecorrectlow energy form ofTd(!)should be

[4]:

Td(!)�
aei�

! � "K + i�K
+ tincoh; (1)

whereei� isthephasefactorthatwasm issed in [2].In the

K ondolim it,� � 0and a� �K =��d;0,theaboveequation

reduces to Eq. (7),while in the m ixed valence regim e

m issing ofthe phase factor leads to an overestim ation

ofthe lineshape asym m etry. Replacing Eq. (7) in [2]

with the above equation,the rest ofderivations in [2]

are stillvalid. Therefore ourm ain physicalpicture and

conclusionsm ade in [2]rem ain unchanged.

Using Eqs. (4-6) in [2]and Eq. (1) here, we have

reanalyzed the experim entaldata ofTi/Au and Ti/Ag

system s,assum ing U ! 1 for sim plicity. The �tting

param etersare(n,"d,�," K ,�K ,a,�,qc)= (0:38,2:3,

65:0,� 1:9,4:0,28:2,2:7,2:0)forTi/Au and (0:53,13:4,

38:8,� 1:4,5:2,144:9,3:0,1:8)forTi/Ag("F = 0and the

unit ofenergy is m eV).Figure 1 shows that the exper-

im entaldata can be welldescribed by these equations.

However,after the inclusion ofthe phase factor,�d(!)

cannotbe any m ore expressed in the sim pli�ed form of

a Fano resonance asgiven by Eq. (8)in [2]. The insets

show �d(!) are asym m etric,but now without unphysi-

caldip structure,in qualitativeagreem entwith theNRG

results[3]. The valuesofthe �tting param etersindicate

that both Ti/Au and Ti/Ag system s are in the m ixed

valence regim e,being consistent with the experim ental

analysis and our previous conclusion. Thus their criti-

cism thatouranalysis"isconceptually incorrectand the

quantitative agreem entof... ism eaningless" isunjusti-

�ed.
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FIG .1: Com parison between theoretical�tting curves and

theSTM experim entaldata forTi/Au and Ti/Ag.The inset

showsthe corresponding im purity density ofstates.

The second com m ent of[1]is conceptually incorrect.

� and � K resultfrom two di�erentphysicale�ectsand

representtwo di�erentenergy scales.They can certainly

bedistinguished,atleastin the lim it�K � � when the

broadened im purity levelcan be taken e�ectively as a

continuum channeland our theory can be applied. In

the m ixed valence regim e,the fact that one cannot see

a sharp peak with width �K does not m ean at allthe

absence ofthatenergy scale.In the third com m ent,the

authorsofRef. [1]claim ed thatthe valuesof� we ob-

tained forTi/Au and Ti/Agaretoosm all.However,they

did notgiveany �rm evidenceto supportthatclaim .In

fact,as revealed by experim ents,the spectra for di�er-

ent transition m etalatom s on Au surface behave very

di�erently[5]. Thus,there is no reason to expect that

the hybridization between a transition m etalatom and

conduction electronsshould havethesam eorderofm ag-

nitude.
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