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W econsiderthereal-tim edynam icsoftheK ondo system afterthelocalprobeofthechargestate

ofthe m agnetic im purity. Using the exactly solvable in�nite-degeneracy Anderson m odelwe �nd

explicitly the evolution ofthe im purity charge afterthe m easurem ent.
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The K ondo e�ect discovered originally in connection

with the resistivity m inim um in dilute m agnetic alloys

[1]turns out to be one ofthe m ost interesting m any-

body phenom ena in condensed m atter physics [2]. The

localized spin-degenerate levelem bedded in the sea of

conduction electronsm ay in
uence the propertiesofthe

system in a dram aticway.Thekey featureoftheK ondo

e�ectisthe form ation ofthe K ondo,orAbrikosov-Suhl,

resonance nearthe Ferm ilevel[3]. Thisresonance isof

crucialim portance for so di�erent �elds as the physics

ofheavy-ferm ion system s [3,4]and the electron trans-

portthrough quantum dots[5,6].Directobservationsof

the K ondo resonance atm etalsurfacesby the scanning

tunnelingm icroscopym ethod [7]enhancestheinterestto

the problem .

In contrastto ourdetailed understanding ofthe equi-

librium properties of the K ondo system , m uch less is

known about it’s real-tim e dynam ics. The tim e devel-

opm ent ofthe K ondo e�ect in quantum dots after the

voltage change has been considered in Ref. 8. It was

shown in Ref. 9 that the probe ofthe charge state of

m agneticim purity leadstosuppression oftheK ondores-

onance.However,thedynam icsofthelatterprocesshas

notbeen investigated in detail.In thisworkwestudy the

evolution oftheK ondo system afterthem easurem entof

the im purity charge.

W eproceed with an exactly solvablelarge-N f degener-

ate Anderson m odel[10,11]in the in�nite-U lim itwith

the Ham iltonian

H = P

"
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where ck�;f� are the Ferm ioperators for the conduc-

tion band and f-electronscorrespondingly (we consider

the case where the f-levelliesin the conduction band),

V=
p
N f isthehybridization param eter,� = 1;2;:::;N f

isthe"
avor"index and P istheprojection operatorinto

the space with nf =
P

�
fy�f� < 2.W e considerthe case

N f ! 1 .In thislim itthe ground state is[10,11]

 G = A

 

j
 > +
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k�

�kf
y
�ck�j
 >

!

; (2)

where j
 > is the noninteracting vacuum ,i.e. a �lled

Ferm isea ofband electronswith Ferm ienergy �F .

The wave-function after we probe charge localized at

thef-leveldependsupon theresultsofthem easurem ent.

Ifwehavefound theholethewave-function directly after

the m easurem entissim ply

 (0)= j
 > : (3)

Notice that in the accepted approxim ation the evolu-

tion ofthesystem afterthem easurem entprobingholeat

thef-levelcoincideswith the m odeloftheinitially non-

interacting band electrons where we suddenly switched

on hybridization with the f-level.

Inthislim itwehave,actually,asingle-particleproblem

with thee�ectivebasisj0 > = j
 > and jk > = f y
�ck�j
 >

[10]. The m atrix elem ents of the Ham iltonian in this

basisare

H j0> = � �fj0 > +
X

k< kF

Vkjk >

H jk > = � �kjk > + V �
k j0 > ; (4)

describing a discreetlevelwith E = � �f em bedded into

continuum ,presented by a band ofa �nite width with a

bottom at E = � EF . It is the �nite density ofstates

atthebottom ofthusappearing band thatisresponsible

forthe form ation oflogarithm ic divergencesand,conse-

quently,the K ondo energy scalein the problem .

Thewave-function can be presented as

 (t)= a(t)jf > +
X

k< kF

b(k;t)jk > ; (5)

with the initialconditionsa(0)= 1,b(k;0)= 0.Forthe

am plitudeto �nd electron atthef-level,straightforward

algebra gives

a(t)= �
1

2�i

Z 1

�1

d!
e�i!t

! + �f � �(!)
: (6)
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FIG .1: Contourused to evaluate integralin Eq.(6).

where

�(!)=
X

k< kF

jVkj
2

! + �k
: (7)

Thetransition from thediscretelevelin theelectronband

isdoneby shiftingintegration contourby an in�nitesim al

value + is. Thus instead of N poles at the realaxis,

corresponding to discrete electron levels we obtain two

branch points:bottom oftheband ! = D and theFerm i

energy ! = E F = 0.

In Eq.(6)the integration contourcan be closed in the

lowerhalf-plane,so theintegralisdeterm ined by thesin-

gularities ofthe integrand in that half-plane. W e can

take the cuts along the line ! = � iy,1 > y > 0 and

! = D � iy,1 > y > 0.Thus

a(t) =
X

poles;j

e
�i! jtR j + Icut; (8)

wherejlabelsthepolesofthefunction (!+ �f � �(!))�1

given by the solutionsofthe equation

!j = � �f +
X

k< kF

jVkj
2

!j + �k + is
; (9)

and the corresponding residuesare

R j =

"

1+
X

k< kF

�k(!j)

#�1

; (10)

where�k(!)= V �
k
=(! + �k).Notice,thatforlargetonly

the contribution ofthe realpole ! = � EK survives,to

give

a(t)=

"

1+
X

k< kF

j�k(� EK )j
2

#�1

e
iE K t

: (11)

Now we present an alternative point of view at the

process oftunneling into continuum ,which willclarify

the m eaning ofEq.(6)and,especially,ofEq.(11).The

eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian (4)can be easily found:

 E =
j0> + �k(E )jk >

q

1+
P

k< kF
j�k(E )j

2

; (12)

and therelevantenergiesarethesolutionsoftheequation

E = � �f +
X

k< kF

jVkj
2

E + �k
: (13)

Equation (13)being super�cially sim ilarto Eq.(9)isto-

tally di�erent. The form erhasonly realsolutions,their

num berbeingsequalto thenum berofelectron statesbe-

low the Ferm ilevelplusone,the lattergivesthreepoles

(seebelow),two ofwhich arecom plex,and thethird real

coincideswith the ground state energy E = � EK . No-

tice thatin the ground state the f-levelhole occupation

num beris

�nf =

"

1+
X

k< kF

j�kj
2(� EK )

#�1

= 1� nf: (14)

Thewave-function rightafterthem easurem entcan be

presented as

 (0)=
X

E

"

1+
X

k< kF

j�k(E )j
2

#�1=2

 E : (15)

Henceatany m om enttafterthem easurem entthewave-

function is

 (t)=
X

E

"

1+
X

k< kF

j�k(E )j
2

#�1=2

 E e
�iE t

; (16)

and the am plitude to �nd a holeatthe levelf is

a(t)=
X

E

"

1+
X

k< kF

j�k(E )j
2

#�1

e
�iE t

; (17)

which exactly correspondsto the integralfrom Eq. (6),

calculated by the residues m ethod. For t ! 1 due to

dephasing ofthe contributions from allthe states save

the bound stateweobtain

a(t)= �nfe
iE K t

; (18)

coinciding with Eq.(11).

Fora m oredetailed analysisofEq.(8)weadditionally

specify our m odel,assum ing Vk = V = const and 
at-

band density ofbareitinerant-electron states� = �0.In

thism odelwe get

�(!)= �ln

�
!

! � D

�

; (19)
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where � = jV j2�0;the im aginary partofthe logarithm

isequalto � � attherealaxisbetween thebranch points

to agree with Eq.(7)atthe realaxis. In thiscase there

existtwo com plex poles.

Eq.(8)being valid independently ofthestrength ofthe

hybridization,wehoweverlim itouranalysistotheK ondo

regim e� � � �f,whereweget

E K = D e
�j� f j=�

�nf =
E K

�
� 1: (20)

O necom plexpole!1 = E f = � �f� i��,with theresidue

approxim ately equalto 1, is responsible for the tradi-

tional\Ferm igolden rule" decay processes. The second

pole!2 = E K � i�� with theresidueequalto � �nf isthe

com plex "m irror" ofthe K ondo pole. Ascan be shown,

in theregim eweconsider,thecontribution from thecuts

isnegligible forsm alland large t. W e m ay hope the at

the sem i-quantitative levelit can be neglected at allt,

though,strictly speaking,the lastclaim should be sub-

stantiated by num ericalcalculations.Thus

a(t) = �nf
�
e
iE K t

� e
�iE K t��� t

�
+ e

i�f t��� t
: (21)

Due to an entanglem ent between the localized elec-

tron and the Ferm isea the localprobe of the form er

should createthe\decoherencewave"[12]in theconduc-

tion electron subsystem which willdisturb the spin and

charge distribution in the latter. Let us calculate the

distribution ofconduction electronsaround theim purity

after the m easurem ent. The probability density to �nd

theholeata distancerfrom theim purity isgiven by the

expression

�c(r;t)=

�
�
�
�
�

X

k< kF

Vke
ikr 1

2�

Z 1

�1

d!

! + �k

e�i!t

�(!)� ! � �f

�
�
�
�
�

2

:(22)

Theasym ptoticofEq.(22)forlargetisobvious:them ain

contribution com esfrom therealpole! = � EK ,and we

obtain

�c(r)=

�
�
�
�
�
�nf

X

k

Vke
ikr

E K � �k

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (23)

Notice thatthe coordinate dependence ofthe hole den-

sity ofstateslong afterthe m easurem entisthe sam e as

in theground state;only thecoe�cientissm allerby ad-

ditionalfactor�nf which isjustthesuppression factorfor

the spectralweightofthe K ondo resonance[9].

Ifthere existsinterm ediate asym ptotic ofexponential

decay ofa(t),itisdescribed by thecom plex poleE f.For

thesevaluesoftim etheprobability density isdeterm ined

by the virtually bound state

�c(r;t)�

�
�
�
�
�

X

k

Vke
ikr

E f � �k

�
�
�
�
�

2

e
�2�� t

: (24)

Thisasym ptoticholdsfor�nf � e��� t � 1:

Assum ing for sim plicity an isotropic hybridization V

and thedispersion law,wecan ful�llangularintegration

in Eqs.(23)and (24).In theperturbativeregim ewecon-

sider,E K is very close to E F . Due to the logarithm ic

divergence ofthe integralin Eq.(23)the m ain contribu-

tion com esfrom the vicinity ofthe upper lim it,and we

obtain

�c(r)=
sin2(kF r)

(kF r)
2

�n2f

�
E K � �f

VkF

� 2

: (25)

Now weconsideranotherm easurem entresult.Letthe

�rstm easurem enthasfound thelocalized electron sitting

atthef-level.Thewave-functiondirectlyaftersuch m ea-

surem entaccording to thevon Neum ann \wave-function

collapse" postulate [13]is again given by Eq. (5) with

the initialcondition

 (0)�
1

p
N

occX

k�

�kf
y
�ck�j
 > : (26)

Aftersim ple algebra we obtain

a(t)=
C

2�i

Z 1

�1

d!
e�i!t

�(!)� ! � �f
Y (!); (27)

where

Y (!)= �
X

k

jVkj
2

(! + �k + is)(E K � �k)
: (28)

Again closingthecontouroftheintegration and ignoring

the contribution from the branch cuts we �nd (in the

perturbativeregim e)

a(t)=

s
�nf

1� �nf

�
(1� �nf)e

iE K t

+ �nfY (� EK )e
�iE K t��� t + Y (�f)e

i�f t��� t
�
: (29)

>From theorthogonalityofeigen-functionscorresponding

to � EK or�f to thewave-function corresponding to E K

weobtain

Y (� EK )= Y (�f)= � 1: (30)

Finally,in the K ondo regim e(�nf � 1)one has

a(t)=
p
�nf

�
e
iE K t

� e
i�f t��� t

�
: (31)

Thusfort! 1

a(t)=
p
�nfe

iE K t
: (32)

This result can be understood in a sim ple way. Since

in the lim it under consideration � � � �f the (hole)

occupation num berofthef-levelisvery sm all,them ea-

surem entwith the result�nf = 0 producesnegligible dis-

turbance ofthe wave-function ofthe ground state.This
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isin sharp contrastwith the m easurem entwhich results

in nf = 1. Afterthatm easurem ent,aswe can see from

Eq.(11),the asym ptoticvalueofnf changesdrastically.

W ehaveanalyzed two kindsofprocesses.Theprocess

ofm easurem entinstantly reducesthe ground-statewave

function,with theprobability to�nd aholeatthef-level

equalto �nf)to theform (3),with theprobability to �nd

a hole atthe f-levelequalto 1 (we’llconsiderhere only

one possible m easurem ent result). After the m easure-

m entsstartsthe processofquantum evolution with the

characteristictim escale1=�,which endsup in thestate

with the probability to �nd a hole at the f-levelequal

to �n2
f
. Notice that we obtained seem ingly paradoxical

result. O n the physicalgrounds one should expect the

disappearanceofthem easurem ente�ectsatlargetim es,

and hence the return ofthe hole-occupation num ber to

�nf.Thewaytosolvetheparadoxisclearwhen welookat

Eq.(16).Togetherwith the evolution described by this

equation there exists a third kind ofa processes: ther-

m alisation ofthe hole as the result ofthe excitation of

electron-hole pairs. The consideration ofsuch processes

dem andsconsidering instead ofthe m odelN f ! 1 the

m odelwith large but �nite N f and taking into account

term s ofthe orderof1=N f. This willbe the subjectof

a separatepublication,butalready now wecan say that

in such m odelthe tim e scale ofthis therm alisation will

be m uch largerthan the tim e-scalesofthe evolution de-

scribed byEq.(21)and determ ined bytheinverseK ondo

tem perature. Thuseven in such m odel,ourresults,say

Eq. (18) willbe stillvalid,only it willpresent an in-

term ediate asym ptotic. Notice that what is said in the

conclusion isthetim e-representation ofthephenom enon

ofthe density ofstates description ofthe K ondo reso-

nance. W hereasin the in�nite-N f lim itinvestigated by

ustheK ondo peak hasa zero width,for�nite N f itisa

Lorentzian with both thedistancefrom theFerm ienergy

and the width oforderofthe K ondo tem perature (and

forpurely spin case N f = 2 the centerofthe resonance

justcoincideswith the Ferm ienergy)[3,11].

To conclude,wehavepresented theanalyticalsolution

oftheproblem ofrealtim echargedynam icsin quantum

im puritysystem fortheexactlysolvablein�nite-N f lim it.

Thislim itissu�cientto describethe e�ectsofdecoher-

ence on the K ondo resonance. O n the other hand,the

processofrecoherence,thatis,return totheground state

afterthe m easurem ent,requiresthe consideration ofthe

higher-orderprocessesin 1=N f.
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