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The identi cation of m agnetic quantum critical points In heavy ferm ion m etals has provided
an ideal setting for experin entally studying quantum criticality. M otivated by these experim ents,
considerable theoreticale ortshave recently been devoted to reexam ine the interplay between K ondo
screening and m agnetic interactions in K ondo lattice system s. A local quantum critical picture
has em erged, In which m agnetic interactions suppress K ondo screening precisely at the m agnetic
quantum critical point (QCP).The Fem isurface undergoes a large reconstruction across the Q CP
and the coherence scale of the K ondo lattice vanishes at the Q CP . T he dynam ical spin susceptibility
exhibits ! =T scaling and non-trivial exponents describe the tem perature and frequency dependence
of various physical quantities. T hese properties are to be contrasted w ith the conventional spin—
density-wave (SDW ) picture, n which the Kondo screening is not suppressed at the QCP and
the Fem i surface evolves sm oothly across the phase transition. In this article we discuss recent
m icroscopic studies of K ondo lattices w ithin an extended dynam icalm ean eld theory EDMFT).
W e sum m arize the earlier work based on an analytical -expansion renom alization group m ethod,
and expand on the m ore recent num erical results. W e also discuss the issues that have been raised
conceming the m agnetic phase diagram . W e show that the zero-tem perature m agnetic transition is

second order w hen double counting of the RKKY interactions is avoided n EDMFT .

PACS numbers: 7110HEf 71274+ a, 7520H <
I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy ferm ions started out as a fertile ground to study
strongly correlated Fem i liquids and superconductors #
There was a great deal of am azem ent at seeing a Femn 1
Jiquid whose quasiparticle m ass is over a hundred tim es
the bare electron m ass; hence the name of the eld. It
was also surprising to nd superconductors in an inher—
ently m agnetic environm ent: the existence of localm ag—
netic m om ents In these m aterdals is established through
the observation of a CurieW eiss susceptibility at inter—
m ediate tem peratures (of the order 0o£100 K ), and m ag—
netism is supposed to be \hostile" to superconductiv—-
ity. It was qualitatively understood that the large m ass
re ects the K ondo screening of the m agnetig,m om ents,
which is necessary to overcom e m agnetism 22 and thg
proper theoretical description of the Fem i liquid statef!
was subsequently achieved. W hen high tem perature su—
perconductors w ere discovered in 1986, the developm ent
ofthe heavy foarm ion eld was naturally interrupted { at
least partially. T he hiatus proved to be relatively short—
lived. As it reem erged, however, the eld acquired a
considerably di erent outlook, with the em phasis now
placed on non-Fem iliquid behavior and m agnetic quan—
tum phase transitions. Since the late 1990s the eld has
becom e a Hcal point? for the general study of quantum
criticality. The Interest in Q CP s is by no m eans unique
to heavy fermm jons; it also arises in high, tem perature su-
perconductors am ong otherm aterials£€ H ow ever, heavy

ferm ions are particularly advantageous in one in portant
regard. T hat is, second-order quantum phase transitions
are explicitly observed in a grow Ing list of this fam ily of
m aterials.

TheQ CP in heavy ferm ionstypically ssparatesan anti-
ferrom agneticm etallic phase from a param agneticm etal-
lic phase. Near the m agnetic Q CP, trangoort and ther—
m odynam ical,prpperties develop anom alies. The T = 0
SDW pjcture?'?"@"iq describes the QCP in tem s of uc—
tuations of the m agnetic order param eter { the param —
agnons { both In space and in tim e. T histheory am ounts
toa * theory { with being the param agnon eld { i
an e ective dim ensionality ofde = d+ z. Here, z is the
dynam ic exponent, and isequalto 2 in the antiferrom ag—
netic case. So, d. is above the upper critical din ension,
4, ofthe * theory, for spatial din ensions d 2. The
corresponding xed point is Gaussian. In this picture,
the non-Fem i liquid properties of the QCP re ect the
singular scattering of electrons by the param agnons and
are unrelated to the process of K ondo screening.

The m ost direct indication for the unusual nature of
the heavy ferm lon quantum criticaliy cam e from nelas—
tic neutron scattering experin ents®i23 The m agnetic
dynam ics show s a fractional exponent and ! =T scaling
over an extended range ofm om entum space. T hese fea—
tures deviate drastically from the expectations of the
SDW theory. Sincethe SDW critical xed point isG aus—
sian, spin dam ping would be controlled by some (dan-—
gerously) irrelevant coupling, and neither fractional ex—
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ponent nor ! =T scaling would be expected.

One way to resolve this im passe invokes the break-
down ofK ondo screening at the m agnetic quantum crit—
icalpoint. O n the param agnetic side, localm om ents be—
com e entangled w ith the conduction electrons and, in
the process, are delocalized and a part of the electron

uld. At the m agnetic Q CP, the m agnetic uctuations
tum soft and act as a source of dissjpation that cou—
ples to the localm om ents; this coupling com petes w ith
the K ondo interactions and destroys the K ondo screen—
ng. Going from the param agnetic side to the Q CP, the
electronic excitations depart from those ofa Ferm i liquid
and acguire a nonFem i liquid form . These non-Fem i
licquid excitations are part of the quantum critical spec—
trum . Unlke the param agnons, they are characterized
by an interacting xed point. A s the controlparam eter
is tuned further, into the m agnetically ordered side, the
system is agaln a Fem i liquid, but the Kondo e ect is
com pletely destroyed. An in portant corollary ofthispic—
turel? is that the Fem isurface has a sharp jum p at the
QCP.

Tom icroscopically study the m agnetic quantum phase
transition requires an approach that can handle not
only the heavy ferm ion and m agnetic states but also
the dynam ical com petition between the two on an equal
footing. One suitable approach (if not the only one
so far) is the extended dynam ical mean eld theory
®DMFT) Lt4e7adad

In this article, we discuss the EDM FT studies of the
Kondo lattice system . In addjtion to a brief summ ary
of the earlier analytical workst3 we will pay particular
attention to two issues. The rstonedealsw ith them ag—
netic dynam ics near the QCP.A fractional dynam ical-
soin-susceptibility exponent accom panies the destruc—
tion of K ondo screenjng.@q T he second one concems the
nature of the zero-tem perature transition. W hen the
EDMFT is inplem ented such that there is no double—
counting of the static com ponent of the RKKY Interac—
tions, the transition tums out to be second order?l W e
com pare, these results w ith those of som e recent related
works232324

II. THE MODEL,THE PHASES,AND THE
PHASE TRANSITION S

A . Kondo Lattice M odel

W e consider a K ondo lattice m odel,
H = Heg+ Ho+ Hg @)

Here, the f-electron com ponent

1% ge g,

2 i M1 vg7r
ij

He = @)

describes the interactions betw een spjn% Iocalm om ents
and a = x;y;z are the soin profctions. W e have taken

the valence uctuations to be com plktely frozen, which
should be a good description of at least those heavy
ferm ion m etals that have a heavy e ectivem ass and that
are undergoing a m agnetic quantum phase transition.
W ithout loss of generality, we have assum ed that a unit
cell contains one Jocalm om ent (S;), whose spjn% nature
re ects the profction onto the lowest K ram ers doublet.
Ifj descrbbes the RKKY exchange interaction between
the localm om ents. In the physical system s, the RKKY
Interaction is generated by the K ondo interactions. H ere,
we have taken it as an Independent param eter, for two
reasons. First, it is usefil to do so for the purpose of
specifying the global phase diagram . Second, as it w ill
be seen below , in the EDM F'T approach to K ondo lattice,
it is necessary to include this param eter at the H am itto—
nian levelto treat tse ectsdynam ically (see sections ﬁ_j_i
and iV for details).

T he conduction electron com ponent ofEq. (r_') is sin —

ply
X

He =
k

Tt is Inplicitly assum ed that the conduction electrons
alone would form a Ferm i liquid, and the residual inter-
action (Landau) param eters for the conduction-electron
com ponent alone can be neglected. W e w ill consider the
num ber of conduction electrons per unit cell, X, to be in
the range 0 < x < 1; in addiion, we w ill assum e that it
is not too am all, so that the physical RKK Y interaction
between the nearest-neighboring localm om ents is anti-
ferrom agnetic, and not too close to 1, so that the K ondo
Insulating physics doesnot com e into play. A llthe phases
described below are m etallic.

F nally, the localm om ents interact w ith s;;, the spins
of the conduction electrons, through an antiferrom ag—
netic K ondo coupling Jx :

X
Hx = Jx Si %t 4)

kG & : €))

B. Kondo E ect and M agnetic Q uantum P hase
T ransition

For qualitative considerations, consider the K ondo lat—
tice model with a xed value of T and W , with a
anall ratio I=W ; here I is the typical (say, nearest-
neighbor) interaction of H¢, and W the conduction—
electron bandw idth. W e further assum e that H ¢ has an
Ising anisotropy. In the antiferrom agnetic phase of H ¢,
the spin excitation spectrum is fully gapped. An in nites—
Inal Jx cannot lead to any Kondo screening. Hence,
the Fem isurface encloses only the conduction electrons,
whose num ber is x per param agnetic unit cell. W e label
thisphase AFg.

On the other hand, when Jx dom inates over I, the
standard K ondo screening does occur. Each localm o—

1

ment is converted Into a spin— charge e Kondo reso-

nance. The Fem i surface now encloses not only the



conduction electrons but also the local m om ents, the
total number being 1 + x per unit cell. W e label this
phase PM ;. W hilke the existence of this phase is welk-
established,? the easiest physicalway to see it is to con-
sider the lim it Jx W I. [Bince the Kondo state
restores SU (2) symm etry, we have, w thout loss of gen—
erality, taken the K ondo exchange coupling to be spin—
isotropic in Eq. (:ff) .] In this lim i, there isa largebinding
energy (0fthe order &% ) fora localsinglet between S;
and sg;i, and we can safely projct to this singlet sub-—
space. In this subspace, x = 1 becom es soecial: here
each localm om ent is locally paired up w ith a conduction
electron, and the entire system becom es a K ondo insula—
tor. Fora system oftotalN unit cells, an x < 1 am ounts
to creating (1 x)N unpaired localm om ents, each of
w hich isequivalent to creating a hole in the singlet back-
ground. T he K ondo lattice m odelbecom es equivalent to
an e ective single band Hubbard modelof (I  x) holes
persite, w ith an in nite on-site repulsion (it is in possble
to create two holes { there is only one electron in the sin—
glkt to begin w ith) 2329 In the param agnetic phase, the
Luttinger theorem then ensures that the Fermm i volum e
contains (I  x) holes or, equivalently, (1 + x) electrons!.

T hese generalargum ents show that the AFs and PM 1,
phases are two stable m etallic phases. They dier n
tw o In portant regards. The AF g ism agnetically ordered
while the PM ; isnot. Equally in portant, the PM ; has
the Kondo screening while the AFg does not. Increas—
Ing the ratio g =I takes the system from AFg to
PM 1. A key question is this: D oes the destruction of
m agnetian and the onset of K ondo screening occur at
the sam e stage? If so, the transition is distinctly dif-
ferent from the T = 0 SDW picture. If not { ie., if
the destruction of m agnetism happens after the K ondo
screening has already set in { then the m agnetic tran-
sition can be Interpreted as an SDW instability of the
quasiparticles near the large Fem i surface; the transi-
tion goesback to the realm ofthe T = 0 SDW transition
picture.

M icroscopical studies provide a way to address this
issue. A suitable m ethod has to capture not only the
AFg and PM 1, phases, due respectively to the RKKY ex—
change Interactions and the K ondo interactions, but also
the dynam ical com petition between these interactions;
this dynam ical Interplay is crucial for the transition re—
gion. At this stage, the EDM FT m ethod is the only one
we are aware ofwhich tsthis requirem ent.

O foourse, m icroscopic studies alw ayshave lin itations.
Approxin ations are neviably used, In the process of
solving a Ham iltonian or at the level of the m odel i—
self (or both). Controlled approxim ations, nonetheless,
provide us w ith not only ways of understanding experi-
m ents but also Intuitions that serve as a basis form ore
m acroscopic approaches. T his generalphilosophy is read—
ily re ected In the EDM FT approach. Even though it
is \conserving" (ie. satisfying themm odynam ic consis-
tency requirem ents), i assum es that the g-dependences
of som e irreducible singleelectron and collective quan—

tities M (!') and
unin portant.

T here are several reasons to believe that the EDM FT
approach is useful for the antiferrom agnetic quantum
transitions at hand. F irst, because staggered m agnetiza—
tion is not a conserved quantity, the soin dam ping does
not have to acquire a strong dependence on g. This ises—
pecially true In m etallic system s, w here the dynam ic ex—
ponent z associated w ith the long-w avelength m,agnetic

uctuations is larger than 1. In the SDW case! for n—
stance, z = 2 and M (g;!) can sinply be taken as a
linear function of ! jw ithout any singular dependence
on g. W hether the g-dependence n M (g;!) is sihgular
or regular can be stated in term softhe anom alous spatial
dinension characterizing the long-wavelength uctua—
tions in gpace: anon—zero m eansthat the g dependence
M (g;!) ismore shgular than that [@ Q f]a]ready
ncorporated in I;. So,if 6 0,theEDMFT isexpected
to fail, at least forthe asym ptotic behavior. For instance,
the classical critical points associated w ith a nite tem —
perature m agnetic transition In d = 2;3 must have a

nite ;theEDMFT tumsout to produce (an arti cial)

rst-orderphase transition . Fora quantum criticalpoint,
on the other hand, long-wavelength uctuations occur in
de = d+ z din ensions. T here isthen a greater likelihood
for the vanishing of the spatial anom alous dim ension, In
which case the g-dependence of M (g;!) is not singular
and neglecting it w ill not change the universalbehavior.

Second, as we have already discussed, the di erent
classes of m agnetic quantum critical points of a K ondo
lattice can be classi ed in tem s of whether the Fem i
surface (in the param agnetic zone), which is lJarge In the
param agnetic m etallic phase, stays large as the QCP is
crossed or becom es an allby efcting the localm om ents.
Such large vs. snall Fermm i surfaces are well described
In tem s of whether the Kondo e ect is preserved or
destroyed, which, in tum, are readily captured by the
EDMFT approach.

W e now tum to the EDMFT studies of the Kondo
lattice m odel.

(') de ned In the next section] are

III. DESTRUCTION OF THE KONDO EFFECT
W ITHIN EDMFT

A. TheEDM FT equations for the param agnetic
phase

The EDMFT approach treats certain intersite (coher—
ent and incoherent) collective e ects on an equal footing
w ith the localinteraction e ects. TheEDM FT equations
have been consfructed in termm s of a \caviy™" m ethod £4
diagram m aticst? and a finctional ©m alim &8 A1l of
these constructions yield the sam e dynam ical equations.
In the diagramm atic language, the EDM FT, dg-seen as
entirely di erent from a system atic expansion?12¢ i 1=d
whose zero-th order would coyrespond to the dynam ical
mean eld theory OMFT) 2429 mstead, the EDMFT is



a resum m ation schem e that incorporates an in nite se—
ries ofprocesses associated w ith the intersite collective ef-
fects, In addition to the localprocesses already taken into
account in the DM FT .U nlike the single-electron proper—
ties, the collective m odes do not have a chem ical poten—
tial. In otherw ords, the bottom ofa \band" is im portant
and this provides a m eans for spatial din ensionality to
com e into play in the EDMFT.

W ithin the EDM FT, the collective e ects are orga—
nized In tem s of an explicit intersite interaction temm
at the Ham iltonian level. For the K ondo lattice m odel
describbed in the previous section, this is the intersite ex—
change temm , H ¢ ofEqg. (:2:).

T here are severalw ays to see the details of thijs form al-
igm . One way is to fcus on a spin cumulantt? whose
nverse, M (!), is colloquially referred to as a soin self-
energy m atrix. W hile it can be rigorously de ned for
any spinfiil m any-body problem , this quantity is taken
as g-ndependent in the EDM FT.

T he dynam ical spin susceptibility, on the other hand,
is g-dependent and is given by

1
a .l — .
@i!) TR EST, 5)

T he conduction electron selfenergy is stillgiven by (!),
and the conduction electron G reen’s function retains the
standard fom ,

1
G k; )= : (6)
+ k ()

The irreducible quantities, M (! ) and ( ), are deter—
m ined in temm s of a selfconsistent B oseFem i K ondo
m odel:

X
Hipp = Jxk S St Ep ¢ G
p;
X X
+g s? pia t yp;a + Wpja py;a pia *
bia pia

(7)

T he selfconsistency re ects the translational Invariance:

X
e () = a@it);

q

. ®)

G k;!) :

Gloc(!)
k

W hen combined with the Dyson equations, M 2 (!) =
om ()4 1= o) and (1) = G, (1) 1=Gue(l),
yhere om ()= & J2wp.=['? w_.landGo(!)=
pl=(! E,), aretheW eiss elds, these selfconsistency
equations specify the dispersions, E, and wy;,, and the
coupling constant g.
W e will ocus on the case of two-din ensional m ag—
netic uctuations, characterized by the RKKY densiy

P
of states 1 () q 4 = (1=2I) 3 9. The
rst ofEq. (g) becom es
M (') = I=tanh@I $_(!)]

I+ 2Iexp[ 2I L. (1)1+

where the last equality is an expansion In tem s of
exp [ 2I {_(!)], valid when the local susceptibility is
divergent.

B . D estruction of the K ondo e ect

Both the Kondo screening and its destruction are en—
coded In the BoseFem iK ondom odel, Eqg. 6':/.) . The an—
tiferrom agnetic K ondo coupling (Jx ) is regoonsble for
the form ation ofa K ondo singlkt in the ground state and
the concom itant generation of a K ondo resonance in the
excitation spectrum . T he coupling of the localm om ent
to the dissipative bosonic bath (g) provides a com peting
m echanian . To see this In som e detail, we rst analyze
Eqg. ('j) alonew ithout worrying about the self-consistency
conditions. W e consider a given spectrum ofthe bosonic
bath,

X

[ W) (" +w)l/ 33 son! @ (10)

P

The problem can be studied using an —exfaansionffq For

an all g, the Kondo ocoupling dom nnates, leading to a
Kondo screening. A su ciently large coupling g de—

stroys the K ondo screening com pltely, reaching a local-
m om ent phase. T he transition between these two phases
is of second-order, and is describbed by a Q CP where the
K ondo screening is just destroyed and the electronic ex—
citations have a non-Fem i liquid form . The local spin

susceptibility has a Pauli form on the K ondo side. The
destruction of K ondo screening is then m anifested in a
divergent local susceptibility at the QCP.An in portant
property that is shared by the BoseFerm 1K ondo m odel
wih SU (2) spin symm etry, X Y spin anisotropy, or Ising
spin anisotropy, isthat §.( ) 1= ,attheQCP.Here,
a= x;v;z,a= x;y,and a= z forthe SU 2),X Y, and
Ising cases, respectively.

C orrespondingly,

i)

W hile the critical am plitude, A2 ( ), depends on the spin
anisotropy, the critical exponent does not; it is equalto
1 In all cases.

There is an important point that llows from the
above analysis which we will use in the ©ollow ing dis—
cussion of the num erical results. W ihin the EDMFT
approach to the K ondo lattice, if the local spin suscep—
tibility of the K ondo lattice m odel is divergent at the
m agnetic Q CP, the corresponding local problem is sit—
ting on the criticalm anifold. In other w ords, a divergent
local susceptibility is a signature of the critical K ondo

2 (1y=2a%()=( a1
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FIG. 1l: The local spin susceptbility 1. at the quantum
critical coupling (I  Ic) as a function of the in agihary tim e
. The log of 1, is plotted against the log of sin l( = ).
T he long-tim e lim i, ! =2,cor.respor1dstosjnl( =) !
1.Thesolid lineisa timtemsof( = )osn *( = ).The
t yields a dynam ical spin susceptibility exponent 0:73.

screening and its associated non-Fem i liquid electronic
excitations.

These -expansion results for the BoseFem i K ondo
m odelwere Initially used to study the full selfconsistent
problem 2 % wih the self-consistency conditions speci ed
In the previous section. The fact that the critical expo-—
nent for the bocal susceptibility isequalto 1 Eq.l)]
tums out to be essential for the existence ofa localQ CP
solution. T he selfconsistent solution in the case oftwo—
din ensional m agnetic uctuations has = 1 , corre—
sponding Eq. ([1)] to a lgarithm ically divergent local
susceptibility.

C . Fractionalexponent

The EDMFT equations in the Ising case (taking only
the a = =z component) were studied num erically in
Ref. 20,2]1 usihg the Quantum M onte Carlo m ethod of
G rem pel and R ozenberg 8482

Tt was found that, at them agnetic Q CP, the localspin
susoepUbJJJty is Indeed logarithm ically divergent. Fig—
ure -Zh show s a log—-log plot of the local spin susceptibil
Iy 1e( ) vs. sih( = ) at a relatively low tem pera—
ture (I = 0:011T0). It is seen from the gure that
the zero-tem perature lin it of the local susocgptibility is

el ) = A= This corresponds to a frequency de-
pendence that is logarithm ically divergent In the low—
frequency 1im it. A t of the data yields the value of the
am plitude A that is directly related to the critical expo—

10F o

1 1111 ‘ 1
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FIG .2: Pt (log-log) of the local spin susceptdbility, 1c Vs.
the M atsubara frequency, !, at both low frequencies and
high frequencies. The dotted curve m arked \leading order"
corresponds to a logarithm ic dependence of 1, on frequency.
T he dot-dashed curve describbes the tting at high frequencies
(not shown); the !, 2 dependence is dictated by the spectral
sum rule.

nent of the peak value of the lattice susceptibility.

F jgw:eu'_zjI show s the logarithm ic dependence of 1, (! )
directly, for frequencies sm aller than the bare K ondo
scale T . A s already m entioned in the previous subsec-
tion, such a divergent local susoeptibility signi es that
the BoseFerm i Kondo model is located on the criti-
calm anifold; correspondingly, there is a destruction of
K ondo screening at the m agnetic Q CP ofthe K ondo lat—
tice m odel.

From the divergent local susceptibility, the self-
consistency equation (-'_ﬁ) also detem nes the soin self-
energy and, by extension, the dynam ical soin suscepti-
bility ofthe K ondo lattice. T he inverse peak susceptibil-
iy, '@ ;!a), where Q isthe ordering wavevector, is
shown in FJg::J" A powerdaw tyieldsa dynam icalspin
susceptibility exponent that is fractional, close to 0:72.

T he fractional critical exponent is only seen at !, j<
TI? . Likew ise, the Fem iliquid (linear n !,) dam ping
Inside the param agnetic phase is also seen only at fre—
quencies up to atmost T .

Tt is Instructive to com pare the above resultsw ith those
ofRef. 22 w hich studied an A nderson latticem odel. T he
Iowest tem perature studied in Ref. 24 is 025T2 . The

rst non-zero M atsubara frequency, !'1 = 2 T, isalready
larger than TI? . Asa resul, neither the fractional expo-—
nent at the critical coupling I I nor the linear dam p—
ng at I < I, can be observed.
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FIG . 3: Inverse peak susceptbility vs. M atsubara frequency,
at a low tem perature (T = O:OllTKO ). W e have used t':he
asym ptotic form appearing in the second equality ofEq. 69') .
The dashed line isa power-law tting w ith the exponent 0.72.

D . Failure ofthe local * description of the
B oseFerm iK ondo m odel

Tt istem pting to consider the B oseFerm iK ondom odel
as equivalent to a local * theory. O nem aps the K ondo
coupling to an Ising chain @lng the In aghary tinme
axis) with 1= ? interactions®} Tn addition, the bosonic
bath, wih a spectrum of Eq. C_l(_)'), adds an additional
retarded interggtion, 1= * . The corresponding ocal *
theory is Z D exp[ S]where

X

1, o o 2
r+ —3aF+ piad + oFnd F ()T

! (o}

12)

w ith the constraint 7 ¥ = 1. Indeed, such a Iocal * the-
ory em erges In the lJargeN 1 it ofa certain O N ) gener—
alization ofthe,RoseFferm iK ondom odel. In theN = 1
case, two of u®d showed that, while the destruction of
K ondo screening does occur, the fractional exponent is
absent. Subsequently, P ankov et al24 dem onstrated that
this conclusion rem ains valid to order 1=N .

Recent works have considerably clari ed the lm ita-
tions of the large N 1limm it and dem onstrated the fail-
ure of the Jocal ? description of the BoseFem iK ondo

m odel, at least for 1=2 (including the case ofthe self-
consistent = 1 ). For the local—.l4 theory, = 1=2
is the \upper critical din ension" 84 At > 1=2, the

critical point would then be G aussian, In plying viola—
tions of both ! =T scaling and hyperscaling. A number
of recent studies on the,Baseferm i K ondo and closely
related in purity m odel3898784, have shown that the

quantum criticalpoint is interacting over the entire range
0< < 1,obeying ! =T scaling,and hyperscaling. T hese
results support the observation?d of ! =T scaling in the
(selfconsistent) case of = 1 . They also mply that
the BoseFem i Kondo m odel is perhaps the simplest
model in which the standard description of a QCP {

In term s of a classical critical point In elevated dim en—
sions { fails. P hysically, the K ondo e ect, nvolving the

form ation of a K ondo singlet, is intrinsically quantum —
m echanical. In the language of a path integral represen—
tation for soin, the K ondo singlet form ation necessarily
nvolves the Berry phase termm . It is then natural for the
destruction of K ondo screening to be inherently quan-—
tum m echanical and, by extension, for the QCP of the
BoseFem iK ondom odelto be di erent from isclassical
counterpart at a higher dim ension. A m ore In-depth un-
derstanding of the underlying m echanism for this e ect
w ill surely be illum inating.

IV. MAGNETIC PHASE DIAGRAM OF KONDO
LATTICESW ITHIN EDMFT

W e now address whether the above results, derived
from the param agnetic side, are pre-em pted by m agnetic
ordering. To do so, we approach the transition from the
ordered side.

A . TheEDM FT approach from the ordered side

The EDMFT equations for the antiferrpm agneti-
cally ordergd phase require nom al orderingt 4748 of
He:He= Ty 3 :S} 8% :+hS%iS; hsfimsii,
w here the nom alordered operator is : S¥ : &  hSfi.
The e ective inpurity m odel and the selfconsistency
conditions are sin ilar to Egs. (:_7:) and @'ﬁ), except for the
follow ing m odi cations. First, there is a localm agnetic

eld { the static W eiss eld, hy. { coupled to S*. This
Iocal eld, ardsing through Iy , must be selfconsistently
determm ined by the m agnetic order param eter hS*iy .

Second, the conduction electron propagators are also
In uenced by m agnetisn . It tums out that the second
feature has to be treated with care so that there is no
double-counting of the RKKY interactions between the
localm om ents. In Ref. 2]_1‘, we avoided double-counting
the RKKY Interactions by working wih a featureless
conduction electron band; In this case, the m agnetism
is driven by the interaction I; already incorporated at
the Ham iltonian level (in H¢). W e will expand on this
issue in the next Section.

Our phase diagram is shown iIn FJg:fI At I < I,
the systam is in the param agnetic m etalphase. The co—
herence scale of the K ondo lattice El?DC m arks the tem -
perature/energy below which K ondo resonances are gen—
erated and the heavy Fem i liquid behavior occurs. In
particular, the Landau dam ping is linear in frequency at
Jni< E]_..AtI> L, the system hasan antiferrom ag-
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FIG.4: The coherence scale of the param agnetic heavy—
ferm ion phase and the m agnetic order param eter, m ¢, VsS.
the tuning param eter, I=TKO . Both quantities are deter-
mined at T = 0:011T. . A lso shown is the Curie constant of
an unphysical solution w ithout a m agnetic order param eter
at > <. Lines are guides to eye. The fact that all three
curvesm eet at . In plies that the zero-tem perature transition
is continuous.

netic ground state. There is a nietem perature rst—
order transition at the N eel tem perature, Ty . However,
Ty contihuously goesto zero asthe RKK Y interaction is
reduced, -W ithin the num erical accuracy, it vanishes as
I! I PithessmeplhcewhereE} doessoasI! I, .
P lotted In Fjg.:ﬁl: is the m agnetic order param eter, m o ¢ ,
at the lowest studied tem perature, T = 0:011T. . Again,
it is seen to continuously go to zero asI ! I .

Further support for the second order nature com es
from the study of a nom inally param agnetic solution at
I> I.. Thissolution to theparam agneticEDM FT equa—
tions co-exists w ith the solution to the ordered EDM FT
equations at I > I.. But this \param agnetic" solution
is found to contain a Curde com ponent C =T in the static
local susceptdbility with C = Imt; T 1 (T;!'n = 0)
or, equivalently, a jimp ofm agnitude C=T in 1, (T;!y)
as !, goesto zero. (Its soin selfenergy at zero frequency
and zero tem perature tracksI.) W hat thisin plies isthat
the \param agnetic" solution is not the physical one; In—
stead, the physicalground state corresponds to the m ag—
netic solution. N onetheless, the study of this unphysical
param agnetic solution is helpfiil to the determ ination of
the zero-tem perature transition. It is seen in Fjg.:ﬁl: that
C extrapolates to zero at the ssmevalie of L, (I ! IY)
whereE [ goesto zero (I ! I_ ). Thisprovidesan addi
tionalconsistency check for the critical Interaction where
the param agnetic phase term inates.

To summ arize Fjg.:fl, w ithin num erical accuracy, all

relevant scalesvanish sin ultaneously at 1., and the quan—
tum transition at zero tem perature is continuous.

B . Avoiding double—counting ofthe RKKY
interaction

To discuss the double-counting issue in som e detail,
we revisit the procedure by whidh-antiferrom agnetisn
is treated in the standard DM FT 29 Here, the dynam —
ical equations are constructed entirely In tem s of local
single-particle quantities; two-particle regoonses are de—
rived once the dynam icalequationshavebeen solved. On
the param agnetic side, the tw o-particle susceptibility sat—
is es the follow ing BetheSalpeter equation (In m atrix
form ):

Y@= @) k@i!): 3)
Here [ n(g;!) is the particle-hole susceptibility bub—
bl of the full singleparticle propagators G k; ). The
triplet particle-hol irreducib,le sertex has the follow ing

om (again, in m atrix om )24

1 1
In@i!) = o e () wo (1)i 14)
where , pn;0c(!) is the particle-hole susceptibility bub-
ble of the full local s:ing]e:partjc]e propagators G e ().
Combining thisw ith Eq. {_li_%) In plies that, on the para—
m agnetic side,

oo (1) 5)

Yait)= Ig+

w here

! 16)

Iq b n@it) o noc(t)

ForourK ondo latticem odel, I 4 hasthem eaningofthe
generated RKKY interaction [after inverting the m atrix
in the (f;c) space]. How can I 4 appear in the (particle-
hol) spin response and not contribute in the dynam ical
equations for the singleparticle quantities? The answer
lies in the way the Brillouin zone i divided in DM FT

nto \special" g’s and \generic" q’s¥i I, ofEq. iLe)
is non—zero only at \special" g’s. The dynam ical equa-—
tions are constructed In tem s of quantities that are lo—
cal, ie. summed over gq: the special g’s, having m ea—
sure zero, are not im portant for this summ ation; only
\generic" g’s have the phase space to contribute to the
local quantities. To be m ore speci ¢, consider the hy—
percubic lattice. Ig4 dep%nds on g only through the
combination X () = (1=d) °_ , cos@ ) 43 The disper—
sion X (@) 0 (1) (h thed ! 1 lmi) only for \spe-
cial" g’s, eg: along the diagonals of the B rillouin zone,
g = @ = :u:= . On the other hand, for }ggner_ic" da,
X (g) vanishes peing fom ally oforder O (1= d), as can
be seen from the central-lin it theorem ]. W hen X (q) van—
ishes, p, n@;!) = p njoc(!), 0 I4 vanishes! The
antiferrom agnetic wavevectorQ @Q = forall ), be-
Iongsto the set of specialg’s, so I5 € 0.And the anti-
ferrom agnetic nstability, from the param agnetic side, is
signakd by 'Q;!)= Ig+ L(1)=0,at! = 0.
O n the antiferrom agnetic side, the nonzero valie for the



corresponding I g ;or, is In plem ented through the ntro-
duction of the doubling of the conduction electron unit
cell and di erent sihgle-particle propagators at the two
sub-lattices. Fomn ally, this doubling of the conduction
electron unit cell can be described In term s of an e ec—

tive susceptbility, o Q ;!),
YQil) = Igsert po(l): a7
Here,again, Igor= plh( ;D) plhbc( ). The in—

stability ofthe ordered state issignaledby or 1 Q ;!) =
Igjort loi(! )= 0,also at ! = 0. Because the e ec—
tive RKKY interaction incorporated on the ordered side,
I ;ors is the sam e as its counterpart on the param ag-
netic side, I, , the m agnetic transition is In generalof
second order. There is a mapr lim ftation to this ap-—
proach. The RKKY interaction, being zero at generic
w avevectors, does not have enough phase space to dy-—
nam ically interplay w ith the K ondo interaction. So the
selfconsistent dynam ical equations of DM FT does not
ncorporate I4 at all, and the Kondo screening is al-
ways present including at the m agnetic Q CP . The quan—
tum criticalbehavior 2lls in the SDW category, the sam e
as In any static m ean— eld description of K ondo lattices.
The EDMFT is ntroduced precisely to allow this dy—
nam Jcalmterplay Here, an intersite Interaction, as given
InH¢ofEq. (Q: iselevated to the H am iltonian level. T he
B ethe-Salpeter equation (:_13 still appliss. H owever, the
particle-hol irreduchble vertex becom es,-7:
we () o) L8

@)= ,lnmpe(!)

where I, is the Fourder transform ofthe intersite interac-
tions, I;5, already included at the Ham iltonian level. W e
have, on the param agnetic side,

@il)= TIqt LM () 19
whereM (1)= _T(1)+ ' (!) is the spin selfeneryy.
Likew ise, we can write the e ective susogptibility that
com es Into the stability analysis of the ordered phase as

or 1@ = Tgeet It M (1) 20)

Tt was shown in Ref.:_l-j that the EDM FT can be rig—
orously formulated only when allg are considered to be
generic. P therwise, I; is form ally of order O (d) at the
specialqg’s, and no param agnetic phase could exist.] This
mpliesthat I4 = 0 forallg. From the Kondo lattice
pointofview , thisisequivalent to saying thatwew illonly
use I; to represent the RKK Y interaction and w illnot in—
corporate additional, generated RKK Y Jnteract:ons from
the ferm ion bubbles (illustrated in Fig.7 ofRef. .17)

In order to be consistent, one would also need to de—
mand that Ig4;,= 0on theordered side. O therw ise,we
would be counting additional contribbutionsto the RKK Y
Interaction on the ordered side that were absent on the
param agnetic side. This requirement ( I 4,0 = 0) was
achieved In Ref. 2]1 by using a featureless conduction—
electron band. The latter ensures that all wavevectors

are generic In the sense de ned earlier. W ithin this pro—
cedure, the m agnetic ordering is entirely driven by I,
and the instability criteria from the param agnetic and
ordered sides coincide. T herefore, the quantum tran-—
sition is naturally of second order, as was indeed seen
num erically in Ref.21; sce Fig. 4 above. _

The procedure used In Refs. ._2@ and 25 am ounts, in
our language, to keeping Ig = O while Ig;,r 6 O.
O n the param agnetic side, allw avevectors, lncluding the
ordering w avevector Q , are taken asgeneric,and Ig =
0,asn allEDM FT schemes. On the ordered side, Q is
considered as one of the special wavevectors In the sense
de ned earlierand, through the conduction electron uni—
celldoubling, Ig;or O (@sin DMFT). The ordered
side then has an added energy gain, and the m agnetic
quantum transiion is of rst order. (That an EDMFT
approach to K ondo latticesw hich incorporatesa DM FT —
like ferm ion bubble on the ordered side aloneyieldsa rst
order transitian at zero tem perature was In fact already
recognized ned .) The procedure would actually lead to
a rstorder m agnetic transition at zero-tem perature in
any rinerantm odel, includingany T = 0 SDW transition
w ithout any K ondo physics.

W e close by noting that the di erent EDM F'T schem es
that we have discussed can be equivalently seen asdi er—
ent localapproxin ations to a Baym K adano -type func—
tional.

V. EXPERIM ENTSAND OTHER
THEORETICAL APPROACHES

An in portant m anifestation of the destruction of the
Kondo screening is that f-electrons participate In the
Ferm i volum e on the param agnetic side but fails to do
so on the antiferrom agnetic side. T here is a sudden re—
construction of the Fem i surface across the m agnetic
QCP. Fairly direct electronic evidence for this e ect
has appeared In the recent Halle ect m easurem ent in
YbRh,Sih %3 TheHallcoe cient showsa rapid crossover
as a function of the control param eter | m agnetic eld
In this case. The crossover sharpens as tem perature is
low ered, extrapolating to a jum p in the zero-tem perature
Ilim . The jum p occurs at the extrapolated location of
the m agnetic phase boundary at zero tem perature..Re-
lated features have also been observed in Y bA gG e 3

A m ore direct probe of the Fem i surface com es from
the de Haasvan A Iphen e ect. Recent dH VA m easure—
ment?4 ;n CeRhIns provides tantalizing evidence Br a
large reconstruction of the Fem i surface, with a diver—
gente ectivem ass, gt a Q CP .Speci cheatm easurem ent
underm agnetic eldfi points tow ardsthe possibility that
CeRhIns undergoes a second-order m agnetic quantum
transition at the m agnetic eld of the strength used in
the dHVA experin ent. If the existence of the m agnetic
Q CP isindeed established, CeRhIns w illprovidem ore in—
sights into quantum criticality than CeRh,;Si . In the lat—
ter system , a large Ferm isurface reconstruction has also



been seen in the dHVA m easurem ents2é but the zero—
tem perature transition is lkely to be rst order wih a
large jim p in the m agnetic order param eter across the
transition.

T he fractional exponent and ! =T scaling In the m ag—
neticdynam icshavebeen seen, since eaxly,on, in the anti-
ferrom agneticQ CP ofA u-doped CeC ugi®4 whosem ag-
netic uctuations have a red,uqai din ensionality) and in
som e frustrated com poundsk L34 © n the otherhand, the
SDW behavior is cpserved n the m agnetic dynam ics of
Ce®ui xRhy)2Sk ) which has quasi3D m agnetic uc-
tuations.) Related non-trivial scaling exponents { that
are relatively easy to connect w ith theory { have com e
from the G runeisen ratio ?

T heoretically, there have also been e orts to study
the Kondo lattice system s using certain m ixed-boson-—
ferm i m.l.ﬁpresentat:ons for the localm om ent spin opera—
torsf ‘“i 508% Such auxiliary-particlk representations set up
the basis for a picture w ith soin-charge separation. H ow —
ever, i has been hard to use this form alisn to properly
capture the K ondo-screened Fem i liquid phasef3 m ak—
Ing i di cul to study its destruction aswell

Tt may also be possble to describbe the destruction of
Kondo screening In temm s of the static mean eld the-
ordes based on slve boson and an RVB order param e-
ter, supplem ented by gauge- eld uctuations. The cor-
responding phase diagram has recently been studied in
som edetail®? Them agnetic transition and destruction of
K ondo screening are found to occur at.dl erent places in
the zero-tem perature phase diagram 2 § s them agnetic
quantum transition is stillofthe SDW type. W e believe
that this is a re ection of the static nature of the m ean

eld theory.

Finally, i is nstructive to put In the present context
the Q CP proposed for the transition from an antiferro—
m agnet tQ a valencebond solid n frustrated quantum
m agnets84 Dubbed a \decon ned" QCP, i has certain
properties that m ay be qualitatively com pared w ith the
local quantum criticality: the QCP { containing exotic
excitations { is surrounded by two conventional phases,
and the corresponding energy scales ofboth vanish asthe
QCP isapproached. Hence, it would be enlightening to
explore the concrete connections (ifany) ofthis approach
w ith the physics of the destruction of K ondo screening.
For this purpose, i would be necessary to either con—
struct m icroscopic spin m odels for the decon ned QCP
or reform ulate the K ondo screening beyond m icroscopic
approaches.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

To summ arize, we have discussed som e of the m icro—
scopic approaches underlying the local quantum crit—
ical picture. Beyond the initial studies based on an

expansion renom alization group m ethod, the m ost
extensive nvestigations have been carried out in K ondo
lattice m odels w ith Ising anisotropy. T he latter have al-
Jow ed the study ofboth the destruction ofK ondo screen—
Ing and the concom itant fractional exponent and !=T
scaling in them agneticdynam ics. W e have also discussed
the m agnetic phase diagram and summ arized the evi-
dence for the second order nature of the m agnetic quan—
tum phase transition. The EDM FT studies of K ondo
lattice m odels w ith continuous soin symm etry [SU (2) or
X Y Jaremostly con ned to the -expansion studies. E £
forts to access the quantum critical point in these sys—
tem s, beyond the -expansion, are stillunderway. A dy—
nam ical largeN Im i, -or instance, has recently been
shown to be prom ising £

T hem icroscopic approachesdescribed here have show n
that criticalm odes beyond the order param eter uctu-—
ations exist, and the m odes are associated w ith the de—
struction ofK ondo screening. T hese insights have a num —
ber of phenom enological consequences { not only in m ag—
netic dynam ics but also In the Fem i surface properties
and In them odynam ics { which have been supported by
the existing and em erging experin ents. T he Insightsw ill
also help the search for the eld theory that describes
quantum criticalheavy ferm ions. F inally, they m ay very
wellbebroadly relevant to the exotic quantum criticalbe—
havior in other strongly correlated system s such as doped
M ott lnsulators.
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