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The recently developed energy-scale-dependent Com posite O perator M ethod is applied to the
single-im purity A nderson m odel. A fully selfconsistent solution is given and analyzed. At very low
tem peratures, the density of states presents, on the top of the high-energy background, a K ondo-
like peak whose param eter dependence is discussed In detail. T he proposed m ethod reproduces the
exact results known in the literature w ith very low num ericale ort and it is applicable for arbitrary

values of the extemal param eters.

PACS numbers: 75.50Ee, 7530E¢t, 75254 2z, 75.50

I. NTRODUCTION

T he theoretical description of strongly coxrelated elec—
tron system s, like transitionm etal oxided! and heavy
ferm ion com poundsE, is of high actual interest and ef-
fective analyticalm ethods to study them are looked for.
A general problem oconsists In connecting the high—and
low —energy scales In a properway. M ethodsbased on the
use of the equations ofm otjonl.;folrlth?. G reenys functions
eg. the profction m ethodsgﬁ’é'@.’lwé'id'y:"lz&%), usu-—
ally give a rather reliable description of the high-energy
features of strongly correlated system s, but, quite often,
the overall solution obtained by their application does
not reproduce the low -energy physics accurately enough.
O ther techniques, like the slaveboson approxin atjonﬁ‘g,
provide a correct picture at low energies but fail at
higher ones. However, there is an em erging consensustd
that in strongly correlated electronic system s we should
search for a correct description of both energy scales at
once. The anom alous behaviors shown by these system s
are caused and/or in uenced by both the broad inco-
herent spectral features far away from the Fem i level
and the pore dispersive quasiparticle bands close to it.
Reoent]y'le,,. it was shown how the Com posie O perator
M ethod®23 (COM ) could be used to resolve coherent
Jow -energy features in a properw ay by soking the SU N )
K ondo m odel

T he K ondo m odel should be considered just asa st
step. It contains no charge degrees of freedom of the
strongly correlated im purity level, and i is usually not
su clent for a realistic description of 4f-electron spec—
tra. For this latter purpose the single-im purity An-—
derson model is much better suited?. Furthem ore,
the solution of the Anderson m odel is a,building block
w ithin the D ynam icalM ean Field Theory?? OMFT) al-
gorithm , which has favored large progresses in the com —
prehension of the M ott m etakinsulator transition phe—
nom enon. The single—im purity A nderson m odel is well

and w idely studied’, but the reliablem ethods are rather
nvolved (eg. quantum M onte Carlb methad8, Bethe
ansatZ%, num erical repom alization group?? and non-
crossing approxin ation®?) and require a quite huge com —
putational e ort. This is certainly an obstack to use
them wihih the DM FT algorithm or to interpret the re—
alistic spectra of rareearth com pounds. A ccording to
this, we present here a sin ple analyticalm ethod to solve
the single-in purity A nderson m odel, which is capable to
reproduce both the high—- and the low - energy features,
as known after the exact so]utjonﬂ, in a reasonable way
and, practically, w thout requiring any com putationalef-
fort at all.

II. HAM ILTONIAN
AND EQUATIONSOF MOTION

T he single-in purity A nderson m odel is de ned by the
Ham iltonian
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where ¢ represents the electrons In the valence band
("x) and £ those at the inpurity level ("¢); nr is the
density charge operator for the f-electronsof spin , N
is the num ber of sites, U is the C oulom b repulsion at the
In purity leveland V is the strength of the hybridization
betw een the valence band and the in purity level. Forthe
sake of sim plicity, we restrict ourselves to a sinple two
(spin) degenerate mpurity level ( = 1, = ).
The st step within any m ethod based on the profc—
tion technique consists in Individuating an appropriate
set ofbasis operators. In fact, or strongly correlated sys—
tem s the original electronic operators are just the w rong
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place where to start any approxin ate treatm ent2d. The
electrons com plktely lose their identities ow ing to the
strong Interactionsand other com plex excitationsappear.
T hese lIatter are the only e ective quasiparticles present
In the system sand only in term s ofthem any description
of the dynam ics should be attem pted. The basis (com -
posite) operators should be then chosen in order to de—
scribe such excitations.T he choice is not easy, but som e
recipes could be giv 23. In the present case one should
have asm inin al requirem ent an appropriate description
of the free propagation of celectrons and the atom ic dy-
nam ics of f-electrons. T he Jatter have two possble exci-
tations corresponding to the transitions from Pif to j it

and from j if to j"#ir . That leadsto the rstthreebasis
operators

1 X
1 =0 = P= G
Nk
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2= =00 n)f
3 = =1'1ff

Tt isworthnothgthat , = =X°% and ;3 = =
X 2 are the Hubbard operators descrbig the lower—
and the upper- H ubbard subbands.

T hese three operators give a very good description of
the high-energy features, but are certainly nsu cient to
describe the low -energy ones and them ixing betw een the
tw o regin es. T hen, In orderto overcom e such lim itations,
we write down the equations ofm otion for the operators
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and account for the appearance of a new operator,
nam ely the uctuation eld

= 4+t 5+ ¢ ; 2.4)
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wherens = nent+ney,S? = Men ney)=2andS = f£¥f .

The uctuation eld descrbes the coupling of the va-
lence band to density— spin—and pair-in purity uctua—
tions and opens the possbility to study the low-energy
dynam ics connected w ith them . A ccording to this, we
have decided to include also the operators .5) into the
basis and study the system in tem s of this set of six

basic excitations. Such basis cannot be considered com —
plkte according to the fact that an in nie degree of free—
dom system possesses an In nite number of operator ba-
sis. Then, it is obvious that the basis is neither unique.
In particular, it has been already m entioned above that
m any recipes can be used In order to construct an oper-
atorial basis, each according to the features of interest.
However, as we will see from the obtained resuls, this
basis seem s su cient to catch the m ain features of the
dynam ics of this system .

In order to be m ore com pact, we rew rite the six basis
operators in spinorial notation

1 P 1
1= @=Fr & a=30 mo
2= =01 mf 5=%~ 2 o 2.6)
3= =nff 6=%
Here ng = fY ~ f, ~ are the Paulim atrices,

the scalar product In spin space, the scalar product in
direct space and the tensor product. T his notation
w il be used hereafter. Tt should be noted that the ex—
act expressions of the basis operators have been chosen

such that they transform under the particle-hole trans-

omaton (o ! ¢ and £ ! £Y) into them selves or Into
another basis operator: 1 ! {, ! ¥, ;! %
and , ! Y forn = 4;5;6.

A snext step, we derive the equations ofm otion for the
retarded G reen’s functions GF')

FIR
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whereF stays forthe Fourder transform and R forthe re—
tarded tin e ordering operator. T he inhom ogeneous term
in the equations ofm otion for the G reen’s functions G
is constituted by the nom alization m atrix (its expression
In tem s ofbasic eld correlators is given In Eq. @:_i') of
App.A)

Inm = hf , (©; % (t)gi; 2.8)

where £ ; g stays for the anticommutatorand h i for
the them al average. The nom alization m atrix is not
only fuindam entalto derive the G reen’s functionsbut pro—
vides also in portant inform ation about the totalspectral
weights ofthe elds. Ttsm atrix elem ents depend on the

expectation valniesCyy = h ; ;’i (correlation m atrix). Tt
contains for instance the average charge density at the
InpurJi:y level l'l'lfl = 21 Coo C33), and the dou-—
bl occupancy D ¢ = hnf"l'lf#i =1 Coo 2C33. For
further use we de ne also the m atrix elem ents w ith the

uctuation eld, ie., I, = hf , (); Y ©)gi. Then, af-

ter the equations of m otion @;3), w e have the follow Ing

denotes



expressions for the G reen’s functions

Giu = o0+V? § G2+ 2Gas+ Gi3)
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w here we introduced the llow Ing abbreviations
_1F 1 _ 1
0~ ~ koo sT T m vz (=2
Xs=%V205 Bs=V ¢ Vx s
Ciy= (L +3V o ) 4+ C = (I3 + 32V o )
F=1 xx
(2.10)
wih s = , S = s, ¥ =",and" = "¢+ U, to
shorten the notation. It is worth noticing that o (!) is

Just the free (Vv = 0) propagator for ¢y operator. W e
see from  Q.9) that we can calculate the G reen’s finction
for the valence electrons G 1; and the f-mpurity Gre =

G,y + 2G 3 + G333 once we know the G reen’s function of
the uctuation eld G

III. HIGH-AND LOW -ENERGY SCALES

In order to resolve the low -energy features em bedded
In the high-energy background, follow ing the idea given
in Ref.!16, which isbased on the w eltestablished physical
assum ption that at low energies we have a quasiparticle
theory®’ as also derived by the shveboson theory®4, we
split the dynam ics of the uctuation eld into an high-
and a low- energy part. As the essence of the K ondo
e ect oconsists in the coupling of the valence band to the
soin  uctuations at the In purity level, we split only 5
as
5= 5t 31)
and assum e instead that the charge ( 4) and thepair ( ¢)
tem s In the uctuation eld are su ciently well repre—
sented by their high-energy parts only ( 4, = ¥ and
¢ = ). In practice, we assum e that the low-energy
eld Ig spans a di erent energy sector of the H ibert
space w ith respect to g‘ , 4, ¢,and describesa coher-
ent quasiparticle at very low energies; energies that are
much an aller than any other de ned in the H am iltonian.
A ccording to this, we m ake the llow ng ansatz
@ 5= 1[5;H]=

10+ 2 + 3 32)

The coe cients ; @1 = _1;2;3) are detem ined by pro—
Fcting onto the basis .4)
1= V(I + L)
2 = "eL=D + VI=0QLy)

V Ey=(Is3)

33)

3 = ("¢ + U)Ik=Is

w ith

I,=hf £; Yogi 34)
A fter Eq. §:]: and the above reported consequent
reasoning, we split the still unknown G reen’s function
G =FR[ 6 )} hto a ow-energy com ponent
G =FR O 'E)i=FR f® ¢ i=GL
andJn a high-energy oneG? =°FmR " @) % 9 i=
Em:4FhR @ F @) i. W e neglct the crosstem
FIR @) ® ¢ iaccording to our previous assum p—
tion of no-overlap of the energy sectors spanned by Ig
and allother elds nvolved. A ccordingtoEq. 32),G L
obeys the follow ing equation ofm otion
G = Tis+ 1GYs+ 2G3s+ 3G3s (35)
where G = FIR ;@) £ ) i. Then, fr the sake of
consistency, we approxin ate G 1;5 (see appendix for com —
plete expressions) only by those com ponents that are ex—
plicitly proportionalto G ¢, ie.,

Glfszv O(GI£5+GI§5)
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Tt is worth noticing that, in detem ining the actual ex—
pressions orG f_:, , we have neglected both the crosstem s
FIR %@ I iwih i= 4;5;6, according to our
previous assum ption of no-overlap of the energy sectors,
and those temm s proportionalto and g, according to
the well-de ned high-energy character of these latter.
We are now kft with the taskP of com puting the
high-energy contrbution G! = n,m_4GH where
GE =FmR o !¢ i In oderto aooomp];sh
this task, we use the m ode-coupling approxin ation?3 1,
also known as selfconsistent Bom approxim ation. In
practice, we neglct the m ixing term s am ong di erent
bosonic modes (ie., we take G G, = GHE, =
0) and decouple the rem aning ocorresponding tim e—

ordered propagators in tem s of the dlarge (So =
FHT he ®ne @)D, spin S, = FHT B* ©S* ¢*)}1) and
pair (Sp = FHT f; ©f ©Ff )£ ) 1) inpurity tin e~

ordered propagators, and of the valence electron tin e-
ordered propagator (S:1). For instance, we have
Z

u i
Sgs (1) = 32— as.( )S11 () (3.8)



A ctually, for energies as high as those we Intend to de-
scribe in the high-energy sector and as far as the in pu—
rity level is not too desp inside the valence band (ie.,
for §'¢ jnot too am allw ith respect to the bandw idth) we
can safely take the atom ic 1im it for the spin, charge and
pair in purity propagators. In the high-energy regim e,
any other treatm ent would not substantially a ect our
results (ie. by taking the atom ic lim it we already get
an accuracy of the sam e order of the energy scale we are
com puting) . For instance, we have

1
S (1) = ZZi Imgi  2Dg] (1) 3.9)
Then, in the symmetric case ( 2" = U, lading to
mei= 1), allthe non—zero contributionsare proportional

to G 11, namely

1
Ghs = 20 meit 206Gy

3
Gis = E(hnfi=2 Df))G11 (3.10)
Ggg= DGn

Finally, we can write the follow ing expression for the
uctuation eld G reen’s function G, which take into
acoount both high—and low —energy contributions

1 i
G =+

2D£)G1y + Gis : 341)

o~

For "¢ outside the valence band we have num erically
checked that the In uence ofthe doubl occupancy D ¢ in
Eq. {3.11) isvery sm alland could be neglkected. This lat-
ter procedure has been adopted in the asym m etric case
(@sU hasalwaysbeen taken m uch larger than the band-
width) w ith the resul that Eq. 811),with D ¢ = 0, also
holds.

Tt is worth noting that the high-energy G reen’s func—
tion G &, exhausts only part ofthe spectralweight Iss, as
expected from an independent evaluation of nom aliza—
tion m atrix,

i

2D¢) P Iss

JinGH—3 = lin G
T 4 ! !155

(3.12)

which can be derived from (310) usihg lim, 1G11 =
1=!. On the contrary, we have: Iim, ;!GY, = Iy =
]jln[ 1G44ar1d]ing 1!G26=I66=l'm! 1G66.Thjs
consideration is fiindam ental as explains why we are al-
Jowed/forced to consider the possibility of a low -energy
contribution to the dynam ics and why we can/have to
concentrate on the spin  uctuations.

Iv. SELF-CONSISTENCY

In orderto nally com pute the GF in a selfconsistent
way, one has to take into account two aspects. First of

all, we have to detemm ine the m atrix elem ents of the nor-
m alization m atrix by calculating the expectation valies

Z

algt £ )Ry ¢) @.1)

where Ay (!) = 1= Giy(!)]and fr is the Femn i func-

tion. Second, a selfconsistent calculation of the low-—
energy parts of the spectral weights I}, I35, and I is
needed in orderto determ ne G L, (sseEqg. @-;Q) .Forthat
purpose we start from the total spectral weights I =
3C12=2, Is3s =  3C13=2, and Iss = % tngi 2Dg) +

Cis. Then, for a given temperature T and for given
Jow -energy contributions I*, one can detem ine the to—
tal weights I, written schem atically as I[T;I" ], by ex—
ploiting the wellknown connection between the correla-
tion and the G reen’s fnction m atrices Cfl-;i') . To extract
the weight connected w ith the low -energy part, we com —
pare the spectral weights calculated for I* = 0 (de n-—
ing I¥ [[]= I[;I* = 0]) with the com plete expression.
T hen, the required self-consistency condition can be w rit—
ten as

r)=1m;1t) o) @2)
T his procedure has dem onstrated to be capable to grasp
part of the e ects connected w ith the m ixing between
the high—and low —energy sectors. To calculate C15,C13,
and Ci15 we need also the corresponding G reen’s func-
tions whose expressions are given in the appendix for
com pleteness.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

T he num erical calculations have been perform ed w ih
a density of states for the valence band electrons c(k)
which is constant and nite only between energies D
and D . That is, we have used a free (Vv = 0) propagater

0 (1) Bro with the Hllow ing wellknown expression??

1 D+ + ! i
o)== —Ih —— — 0O

o+
2 D ) R
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W e have given the form ula for an arbitrary value of the
chem ical potential . The expectation values at nie
tem perature T havebeen calculated by m eansoftheM at-
subara form alisn

2 . T
Cim = 2T<[ Gu (n) I+ L
1y
n=0
(52)
where !, = @2n+ 1) T.Thearirary smallnumber0 <

" 1 and the Ferm ifunction fy havebeen introduced in
order to ensure the correct behavior at high frequencies.
T he zero-order G reen’s function along the In agihary axis

(") ]I



is given by
s
1 D+ )2+ 12
il)y= —In
0 &)= 55 D P+ 12
i ! !
+ — arctan + arctan ——
2D D + D

53)

Let us start the discussion regarding our resultsw ith a
short brie ng about the high-energy features. It isworth
noticing that our solution m anage to describe the physics
at the energy scale ofU in a very e ective way by explic—
itly taking into account th'e excitations related to the
Hubbard subbands. In Fjg.g:, In fact, we can clearly see
that the relevant features are correctly reproduced: the
splitting of the non-interacting band into two subbands
for nite values of U, a distance in energy between the
centers of m ass of the two subbands aln ost equalto U,
spectralweights independent ofbare U, but strongly de—
pendent on the ratio V=U . A s regards the scale ofenergy
V , we use a basis rich enough to give the exact solution
in absence of U : second order (V?2) resonant behavior,
spectralw eights satisfying the ordinary sum rules. T hen,
higher order processes ruled by the com petition of these
two scales of energy (the localizing U and the dispersing
V), and strictly dependent only on the ratio V=U, are
Just those responsible for the low -energy featureswe w ill
discuss in the Pollow ing paragraphs.

W e can now move to the study of the low-energy
features Whose description is the actual goal of this
m anuscript) and, in particular, to the analysis ofthe evo-
lution ofthe K ondo peak by m oving the in purity levelto—
wardsthe valenceband In the sym m etric case (seeF jg.:_]:) .
T he peak isw idened for decreasing values of '+ joutside
of the band. In that case we have two bound-states at
roughly " which are not shown In Fjg.-';'. For J'+ jin—
side of the band we can observe a characteristic three
peak structure. Rem arkably, the central peak height is
not changed and identical to the height for U = 0, in
agream ent w ith the Fridel sum rule. A 1l these features
are In agreem ent w ith the exact hehaviorknown from the
num erical renom alization groupt?.

Fig. 2 shows results In the asymmetric case. The
K ondo peak is shifted slightly above the Fem i level and
its shape becom es asym m etric. Furthem ore, the w idth
of the Kondo peak is decreased in agreem ent w ith the
reduction of the Kondo tem perature. It is worth not—
ing that the Kondo peak also remams forU ! 1 . If
we Increase the tem perature, the K ondo peak vanishes
by din nishing is width (not shown). W e have de-

ned the Kondo tem perature as the one at which the
param eter I7. has a change in the concavity when plot—
ted as a function of the tem perature. The Kondo tem -
perature becom es exponentially sm all for an all values
of J = VZ(1=F¢ij+ 1=+ U Jgn agreement (see Fig.
3) with the Pmulath Tx = D~ 27 gexp [ 1=(J o)],
where ( = 1=(@2D ) is the density of states of the un—
perturbed valence band at the Fem i level. Tt is worth

— T T T T T T
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FIG .1: Im purity density of states in the sym m etric case for
di erent positions of the In purity level. T he param eters are
V=05T=0001,D=1,andU = 0,12,1%6,2:0, :::, 4.
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FIG .2: Kondo peak in the asym m etric case w ith the param -
eters"s = 2,V =07,D =1, = 0,and T = 0:001. The
w idth ofthe K ondo peak dim inishesw ith increasing H ubbard
correlation U HsLs = 0374 orU = 4 (symm etric case), 0287
forU = 6,0215 forU = 8 and 0068 forU = 1 1.
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FIG . 3: K ondo-tem perature in the sym m etric case In depen—
dence on the exchange coupling J com pared w ith the form ula
given in the text.



noting that this form ula is correct only in the symm et—
ric case and for J D . W e have a strong dependence
on the value of the hybridization V that shows a lack
of universality. A nyway, the linear behavior at anall J
is preserved for any valuie of V. show ing that the expo—
nential dependence, which is not possble to obtain per-
turbatively, is correctly described. W e also studied the
In nie bandw idth case, but i does not give any quali-
tative change to the physical picture describbed above.

In conclision, g -recently developed energy-scale—
dependent approadﬂq, which is capable to reproduce in
a reasonable way both high— and low - energy features
of known exact solutions of In purity m odels, has been
extended to the case where relevant charge uctuations
are present. The originating procedure, the C om posie
O peratorM ethod®3%3, provides a filly selfconsistent so—
lution where, on the top of a broad high-energy back-
ground, a Kondo peak is present at low tem peratures.

T he param eter dependencies of the peak features and of
the K ondo tem perature have been correctly reproduced,
w ith respect to the exact results known in the literature,
w ith very low num ericale ort.
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APPENDIX A:THE NORMALIZATION M ATR IX

T he nom alization m atrix is found to be

0 N 1
1 0 0 1a med) 0 0
B 0 1 mei=2 0 il gclz Cis
B s 1 3
I= B . 0 . 10 l'l'lfl—2 2C.]_?, . 2C13 1C12 (Al)
E 5@ mi gclz 5Ci3 7@ i)+ 5D¢ 0 5C16
¢ 0 5C12 5Ca3 0 %(hnfi 2D¢) + Cs 0 A
0 Ci3 Ci2 1C16 0 De+ Cuy
[
APPENDIX B:THE SELF-CONSISTENCY w here we have In close analogy to @:12[:)
CYCLE
To close the selfconsistency cycle, the follow ing GF
are needed
G12=V G222+ G23) G13=V oG23+ G33); 3 m
£1
&1 G 5= = De Guii+ Gs ®3)
2 2
and
Gis = V gG2s+ Ga3s)
B4 Cs+ + x+C5 )
Gaps = —G g4 —0 75 ¢ 2
25 - 5 - B2)
B Cs +x Csy)
Gss = ?G 5"‘* andCsy = Ips +,andCs = Iss
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