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Single hole dynam ics in the K ondo N ecklace and B ilayer H eisenberg m odels on a

square lattice.

C.Brunger and F F. Assaad
Institut fur Theoretische Physik und A strophysik,
Universitat W urzourg, Am Hubland, D 97074 W urzbury, G em any

W e study single hole dynam ics in the bilayer H eisenberg and K ondo Necklace m odels. Those
m odels exhib i a m agnetic orderdisorder quantum phase transition as a function of the interlayer
coupling J, . At strong coupling In the disordered phase, both m odels have a single-hole dispersion
relation wih band maximum atp = (; ) and an e ective m ass at thisgo point which scales as
the hopping m atrix elem ent t. In the K ondo N ecklace m odel, we show that the e ective m ass at
pP= (; ) remais nite for all considered values ofJ » such that the strong coupling features of the
dispersion relation are apparent down to weak coupling. In contrast, in the bilayerH eisenbergm odel,
the e ective m ass diverges at a nite valie of J, . T his divergence of the e ective m ass is unrelated
to the m agnetic quantum phase transition and at weak coupling the dispersion relation m aps onto
that of a single hole doped in a planar antiferrom agnet w ith band maxinum atp= (=2; =2).W e
equally study the behavior ofthe quasiparticle residue in the vicinity ofthem agnetic quantum phase
transition both for a m obile and static hole. In contrast to analytical approaches, our num erical
results do not unam biguously support the fact that the quasiparticle residue of the static hole
vanishes in the viciniy of the critical point. The above results are obtained wih a generalized

version of the loop algorithm to inclide single hole dynam ics on lattice sizes up to 20  20.

PACS numbers: 7127+ 4a, 7110w, 7110 Fd

I. NTRODUCTION

T he m odeling of heavy ferm ion system s is based on an
array of localized spoin degrees of freedom coupled anti-
ferrom agnetically to conduction electrons. Those m od-
els show com peting Interactions which lead to m agnetic
quantum phase transitions as a function of the antifer—
rom agnetic exchange interaction J. K ondo screening of
the localized soins, dom nant at large J, favors a param —
agnetic heavy ferm ion ground state, w here the localized
spins participate in the Luttinger volum e. In contrast,
the RKKY interaction favors m agnetic ordering and is
dom nant at an all values of J. T here has recently been
renew ed Interest conceming the understanding this quan—
tum phase transition. In particular, recent H all experi-
m ents i_]:] suggest the Interpretation that in the vicinity
of the quantum phase transition the localized spoins drop
out of the Luttinger volum e. Starting from the param —
agnetic phase, this transition from a large to sm allFem i
surface should coincide w ith a e ective m ass divergence
of the heavy ferm ion band.
M otivated by the above, we consider here a very sin pli-
ed situation nam ely that of a doped hole in the K ondo
nsulating state as realized by the K ondo necklace and
related m odels. A though this is not of direct relevance
for the study ofthe Ferm isurface, i does allow us to in—
vestigate the form ofthe quasiparticle dispersion relation
from strong to weak coupling for a variety ofm odels. O ur
ain here istwo ©ld. On one hand we address the ques-
tion of the divergence of the e ective m ass as a function
of coupling for di erent m odels, and on the other hand
the fate of the quasiparticle residue in the vicinity ofthe
quantum phase transition.
The KLM eamerges from the periodic Anderson m odel

PAM ), where we have localized orbitals (LO ) wih on-—
site H ubbard interaction U¢ and extended orbitals €0 ),
which form a conduction band w ith dispersion ") =
2t (cospx + cospy ). T he overlap between the LO s and
the EO s within each uni cell is described by the hy-
bridization m atrix elem ent V . For large U charge uc-
tuations on the localized orbitals becom es negligble and
the PAM maps via the Schrie erW ol transform ation
onto the KIM @, d1:
X
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Here §: and SAf are spdn 1=2 operators for the extended
orbitals and the localized orbitals respectively. In the
rst term , which represents the hopping processes, the
ferm donic operators ¢ (& ) create (annihilate) elec-
trons in the conduction band wih wave vector p and
z-com ponent of soin At half- lling { one conduc—
tion electron per localized spin { the two-din ensional
KLM isan insulatorand show sam agnetic order-disorder
quantum phase transition at a critical value of J.=t =
145 005 @1.
By taking into acocount an additionalC oulom b repulsion
U between electronsw ithin the conduction band, one ob—
tains a m odi cation ofthe KLM , the UK LM :

A X X ACAL
Hyukin = "‘P)Q & +J S;5;
pi i
X
+U fjn % ol % : @)

i

Here, A; = CZ & is the density operator for electrons
wih spin in the conduction band. The additional
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FIG. 1l: (a) Isotropic bilayer Heisenberg m odel. () K ondo
N ecklace m odel, that is related to the UK LM . In both cases
the system dim erizes for large J, , so that the AF ordering
breaksdown.

Coulomb repulsion displaces the quantum critical point
towards an aller value of J.=t. However the physics, in
particular the single hole dynam ics, rem ains unchange
B]. This allows us to take the limi U=t ! 1 tomap
the UKLM onto a K ondo necklacem odel KNM ) which
we write as:

I‘f = J? §
i hiji m

Here SAi(m ) is a spin 1=2 operator, which acts on a spin
degree of freedom at site i. Jk(rn ) stands for the Intralayer
exchange and the upper index m = 1;2 labels the two
di erent layers. The interlayer exchange, fom erly the
AF coupling J between LO sand EO s, isnow character—
ized by J, . C karly, sihce we have m otivated the KNM
from a strong coupling lim it of the UK LM , we have to
set:

g 32 =0 DrthekKNM. @)
T he abovem odelsallhave in com m on that the only inter-
action betw een the localized spins stem s from the RKKY
Interaction. This in tum Jeads to the fact thatat J = 0
for the KLM and UKLM or J, = 0 for the KNM the
ground state is m acroscopically degenerate. To lift the
pathology we nally consider a B ilayer H eisenberg M odel
BHM ) In which an independent exchange between the
localized spins is explicitly inclided in the Ham iltonian.
Hence we will equally consider an Isotropic BHM which
takes the om ofEq. @) with:

Jy for the isotropic BHM . o)

Both the KNM and BHM system s are sketched in FIG .

[y

The main results and organization of the paper are the
Pllow ing. In section \If we give a short overview of the
quantum M onte Carlo QM C) method. W e use a gener—
alization of the loop algorithm which allow s for the cal-
culation of the im aginary tim e G reen’s function of the
doped holke f_d]. D ynam ical inform ation is obtained w ith
a stochastic M axinum Entropy m ethod fj, 3_3]. In the
rst part of section :p_i we present our resuls for the
soin dynam ics. This inclides the determm ination of the
quantum critical point for the isotropic BHM aswellas
the Kondo Necklace model KNM ) by QM C m ethods.
In the second part of that section we analyze the sin—
gk particle spectral function. It tums out, that there
are signi cant di erences between the m odels. W e can
dentify two classes ofm odels: In the isotropicBHM the
digpersion is continously deform ed w ith decreasing inter—
planar coupling J, =Jy resulting in a displacem ent ofthe
maxinum from p= ( ; )top= (3;3). In other words,
the e ective m ass { as de ned by the inverse curvature
ofthe quasiparticle dispersion relation { atp= ( ; ) di-
verges at a nite value of the interplanar coupling. T his
divergence ofthe e ectivem ass isnot related to them ag—
netic orderdisorder transition. In contrast, In the K LM
related m odels, UK LM and KNM , the m axinum of the
quasiparticle dispersion relation isphned atp= ( ; )
irrespective of the value of the interplanar coupling. In
thosem odelsthe e ectivemassatp= ( ; ) growsasa
function of decreasing interplanar coupling, but rem ains
nie.
In section :_I\Z: we tum to the analysis of the quasiparticle
residue QP R) across the quantum phase transition. To
gain ntuition, we st carry out an approxin ate calcula—
tion in the lines of Ref. @]. The physics of the spin sys-
tem m ay be solved in the fram ew ork ofa bond m ean— eld
calculation. Here, the disordered phase is described in
term s of a condensate of singlets betw een the planes and
gaped spin 1 excitations (m agnons). At the criticalpoint
the m agnons condense at the AF wave vector thus gen—
erating the static antiferrom agnetic order. W ithin this
fram ew ork one can com pute the coupling of the m obile
hole w ith the m agnetic uctuations and study the hole
dynam ics w ithin a selfconsistent Bom approxin ation.
T he result of the calculation show s that the quasiparti-
cle weight at wave vectors on them agnetic B rillouin zone
[P = P+Q)withQ = (; ) ]vanish asthe square
root of the spin gap. In contrast the QM C determ na—
tion of the quasiparticle residue on latticesup to 20 20
for static and dynam ical holes does not unam biguously
support this point of view .

II. NUMERICALMETHODS

W e use the world Iine QM C m ethod with loop updates
{[0]to investigate the physics ofthe BHM and KNM .To
nvestigate the spin dynam ics we com pute both the soin
sti ness as well as the dynam ical soin structure factor.
O ur analysis of the single hole dynam ics is based on the



calculation ofthe im aginary tim e G reen’s function. Ana—
Iyticalocontinuation w ith the use ofthe stochasticM axent
M ethod provides the spectral fiinction and the quasipar-
ticle residue is extracted from the asym ptotic behaviorof
the In aghary tim e G reen’s function. Below , we discuss
in m ore details the calculation of each observables.

Spin Sti ness

To probe for long-ranged m agnetic order we Introduce a
continuous tw ist In soin space which, when cum ulated
along the length L along (eg.) the x-axis, am ounts to a
twist ofangle around a certain spin axise. Thism eans
thus the boundary conditions read: §i+ Le, = R B/ ]§i,
where R ; ] is a matrix descrbing an SO (3) rotation
around the axis e by the angle . The spin sti ness is
then de ned as
1 1 e?

s = W—th() :o (6)

wih as nverse tam perature, L asthe linear size ofthe
system , d the dim ensionality and Z ( ) the tw ist depen—
dent partition function. In the presence of long-range
order ¢ takesa nie value and in a disordered phase it
vanishes.
W ihin the world-line algorithm , the soin sti ness is re—
lated to the w inding number W ; of the world line con-
gurations along the axis of cum ulatively tw isted spins

eg. xaxis). In particular, In the lm it ! 0 i takes
the sin ple form

I

S_E_Wx' (1)

Spin Correlations

W ithin the QM C it is easy to obtain the spin correla-
tions hS{ ( )S:f (0)i in real space and Im aghary tine ,
w here the In agihary tim e evolution of the spin operator
readssé( ) = eHASée £ Tts representation in m om en—
tum space is related to the dynam ical spin susceptibility
S@q;!) via:
Z
1
O)yi= — dle ‘S@!): (8)
]?Uﬁyusjngthe StochasticM axinum Entropy M E) m ethod
]

we can extract the dynam ical spin susceptibility. For

large the spin correlation function is dom inated by the
Jow est excitation:
Iim 1S5 ()" @i/ e @ ©)

where (@) stands form om entum dependent gap to the
rst spin exciation. Thus, we obtain the gap energy
from the asym ptotic behavior of the soin correlations:
min [ @]

T he G reen’s Function

To Incorporate the dynam ics of a single hole into the
KNM and BHM , we consider the tJ-m odel

h  x
Hy = Ps @ & + & &)
hiji; .
X 1
+ Jij §i§j %ﬁiﬁj Ps (10)
hiji

w hich describes the m ore generalcase ofarbirary 1ling.
Here, iand j denote lattice sites of the bilayer BHM , t5
the hopping am plitude, J;5 the exchange, fy = OZ G
and the sum s run over nearest inter- and intraplane
neighbors. Finally Ps is a proction operator onto the
subspace S w ith no doubl occupation. W e apply a m ap—
ping, introduced by A ngelucci t_ll:], which separates the
soin degree of freedom and the occupation num ber.

i [ W1 B 1 /\jZ-?Jr f:] AiZ; f;
J#L1 J+i [ N "R )
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f;’ and ﬁL are spinless ferm ion operatorswhich act on the
charge degree of freedom and create (annihilate) a hole
at site i: f’}’jl; i= J; i, ", areladderoperators forthe
spin degree of freedom and %y’ = 1 (I *}) areprofctor
operators acting on the spin degree of freedom . W ithin
this base the H am ilton of the tJ-m odel C;Lg) w rites:

hx
Ky = Py tij f;.’ﬁp”ij+ hx:
hiji
1X +
+5 Jig i3 1) 7i5 Ps 12)
hiji
where Pyy = 2¢:%5+ 1) and ~y5 = 1 /i £15

Ps= ;1 f/fi", ~] isaprofction operatorin An-
geluccl representation which projcts into the subspace
S. This representation {14) has two in portant advan—
tages which facilitate num erical sin ulations: (i) Because
the H am iltonian com m utes w ith the pro fction operator:
H+w;;Ps]1= 0, the bare Ham iltonian H'y; w ithout pro—
“ections) generates only states of subspace S provided
that the initial state is in the relevant subspace. (i) The
Ham ilttonian isbilinear in the spinless ferm ion operators.
W ithin the A ngeliccirepresentation the G reen’s function
reads:

G5 () =057 (5 ()" OF i 13)

The tine evolution in imaghary tine is given by:
A5 ()= efw Ay fle v | The authors of Ref.
g] show In details how to inplem ent the G reen’s func—
tion Into the world line algorithm of our QM C simula—
tion. The spin dynam ics is sin ulated w ith the loop algo—
rithm . Foreach xed spin con guration, one can readily



com pute the G reen’s function since the Ham ittonian is
bilinear in the spinless ferm ion operators £.

From the G reen’s function G, ( ) we can extract the sin—
gle particle spectral finction A ;! ) w ith the Stochastic
M axinum Entropy:

14)

In the T = 0 lin i the asym ptotic form of the G reen’s
function reads:

Gp()=Thyg 'HIg ife 15)
where isthe chem icalpotential. A s apparent, the pref-
actor,

Zp=Hhyo ‘Hioif; 1)
is nothing but the quasiparticlk residue. Hence from the
asym ptotic form of the single particle G reen’s function,
we can read o the quasiparticle residue.

III. SPIN AND HOLE DYNAM ICS

In this section we present our resuls for the soin dynam —
ics aswellas for the spectral function of a doped m obile
hole.

A . Spin D ynam ics

A 1l considered models, KLM , UKLM , KNM and BHM,
show a quantum phase transition between an antiferro-
m agnetic ordered phase and a disordered phase. It is
believed, that allm odels belong to the sam e universality
class. To dem onstrate this generic property and to test
our num ericalm ethod we determ ine the quantum critical
point as well as critical exponents in the isotropic BHM
and KNM .Fig. :_Za plots the spin sti ness for the KNM
as a function of lattice size. The extrapolated data is
plotted in Fig. 4b. W e tthe data to the fom :

h g, J»

Je < Jye

i

s /

a7

to obtain (J; =Jy)c = 1360 0:017 and a critical expo—
nentof = 0582 0:077,which agrees (w ithin the error
bars) wih the value of Ref. {13]: = 0:685 0035.
Sin ilar data for the BHM Ilocalizes the quantum criti-
calpoint at (J, =Jy)c = 25121 00044, which confom s
roughly the literature valie (J, =Jx)5" = 2:525 0002
of Ref. f_l:_;] For the critical exponent we cbtain =
0:7357 0:044. Again this is In good agreem ent w ith
the critical exponent speci ed in Refs. }12]. Tn Ref. (4]
the BHM and the KNM are observed by dim er series ex—
pansions. W ithin this fram ew ork our num erical results
are re ected quite well. FIG . g plot the dynam ical spin

0.3

(a) T =09

iJ0/J) =10 i

0.25 | ; ‘
/=11 e

(/=12 i

LJu/Jp =13
I /J =14 ‘
/=15 e

0.05

0.14 o (b) fit -
012 4 .
0.1 ;.g

0.08 —

s

0.06 — S
0.04 -

0.02

0 T T T T T X
0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 14
T/

e 3
5
—
=

1.7

FIG .2: (@) Spin sti ness s asa function of linear lattice size
L for di erent interplanar couplings J, =Jx In the KN m odel.
E xtrapolation to the them odynam ic lim it is carried out by

tting to the form a+ =L () E xtrapolated value of the spin
sti ness as a function of J, =J; . The dashes line corresponds
to the taccording to the form ofEqg. 7).

structure factor as a function of J, =J, forthe BHM .In
the deeply disordered phase the dispersion has a cosine-
like shape. In the Imit J, ! 1 the ground state wave
function is a tensor product of singlets in each uni cell.
Starting from this state, a m agnon corresponds to break—
Ing a singlkt to form a triplet. In rst order perturbation
theory In J; =Jy, the m agnon acquires a dispersion rela—
tion:

@ J>+ 13 Q@ (18)

with @ = 2 (cos(xk)+ cos(g)). This approxin ative
approach is roughly consistent w ith the large-Jd, case In
Fig. Ba . A sas function ofdecreasing coupling J, the spin
gap progressively closes (see Fig. :ff) and at the critical
coupling them agnonsatgq= ( ; ) condenseto form the
antiferrom agnetic order. T his physics is captured by the
bond mean eld approxin ation which we discuss below .

Bond O perator M ean F ield A pproach

The bond mean eld approach t_l-!:u'] is a strong coupling
approxin ation in J, . The spoins between layers dom i-
nantly form singlets and the density of triplets is "low ".
T his assum ption allow s one to neglect triplet-triplet n—
teraction. The bond operator representation describes
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FIG . 3: Dynam ical spin susceptibility, respectively m agnon
dispersion for di erent coupling ratios on a 12 12 square
lattice.

the system in a base of pairs of coupled spins, which can
either be in a singlet or triplkt state.

1
Pl p= (" 3H)

Bl =
i , 1w apns
hi = G Pi= P—E Q"' J##L)
Tl = ﬁ‘i[yj)li: 19—5 ("M + JH##L)
_ A S
Fedi = G Dhi= po (G 3H) (19)

T he operators & and & satisfy Bose comm utation rules
provided that we in pose the constraint

X
de+ €6 =1: @0)

Since the original spin 1/2 degrees of freedom reads,

€ 6); @

4 (152)

X
ST =08t fa i

5

the H am ilttonian @) can be rew ritten In the bond opera—
tor representation as:
X 5 L X
H = J? Zszéi-'— 2

g &

hiji
J. X
+7k (ﬁiﬁlg% q&_q%):

;

i is a Lagrange param eter which enforces locally the
constraint C_Z-Q') . The interplanar part show s the charac-
teristic H am ittonian oftw o antiferrom agnetically coupled
soins w hereas the intraplanar part includes the interac—
tion between singlets and triplets of di erent bonds. W e
now follow the standard m ethod of Sachdev and Bhatt
@-5]. In the disordered phase we expect a singlet con-—
densate (s= hsi® 0) and In pose the constraint only on
average ( ;j = ).Asmentioned above we neglect triplet—
triplet Interactions. A part from a constant we cbtain the
follow ingm ean eld Ham iltonian in m om entum space:

N X X
Hvyra = Aq% ﬁ;

q
X X
+ ] > (ﬁ!’ gq + hx) ; (22)

w here
J» 5
Aq = e + Jxs® cos() + cos(g,) (23)
Bgq = Jxs® cosl)+ coslg) - (24)
The param eter and s = hsi are detem ined by

the saddlepoint equations: Ry ra=@ i = 0 and
MKy ra=@si= 0. The Ham iltonian is diagonalized by
a Bogolitbov transom ation: g = uqly Vg€ q . In
term s of m agnon creation and anniilation operators the
M ean eld Ham ittonian Q-Q_:) w rites:
X X
I_fM FA = (CH)A}; gt (25)
q

The B ogoliubov coe cientsu 4 and vy satisfy the relation

u; V= 1,which ©llows from the bosonic nature ofthe

magnons: ["q; "go]= qq- The coe cients are given by
s
Ag 1 26)
Uqivq = —;
aiVq 2 @ 2
q
where (@) = A7 B¢Z isthemagnon dispersion. In

the vicinity of the critical point it can be approxim ated
by

r -
@) = ‘+vi@ Q) @7
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di erent coupling ratios J, =J, . The data fora 12 12 lattice
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wih  the energy gap to m agnon excitations, v g the
m agnon velocity andQ = ( ; ). Eq. {_ij) gives an accu—
rate description of the dispersion relation in the vicinity
of the critical point (see FIG .-'_I%c) . At the critical point
thegap vanishes, so that the triplts can condense thus

form ing the AF static ordering.

B. Hole dynam ics

W e now dope our system s w ith a single m obile hole and
restrict its m otion to one layer thereby staying in the
spirit of K ondo lattice m odels. To understand the cou-
pling ofthehole tom agnetic uctuationsw ithin them ag—
netic disordered phase we can extend the prevmus]y de—
scribed bond m ean— eld approxin ation (SeeEqg. (25)) to
account for the hole m otion. For this we Introduce the
operator ﬁz (ﬁi ), that creates (anhilates) a hole w ith
soin I layer1 at site i.

P4 (28)

J1 21 denotes a dimer state at site i with spin ; in
layer 1 and spin , in layer 2. The Ham iltonian now

writes [16]
H = @ "y at " p)hihy 29)
q p
X
+ 9P q hl.g Bp +
pPa

(ﬁpv-;ﬁp#) and vector "q =
(“qxi"qyi*qz). = ('; ?; ?) denotes the Paulima-
trices. The ooupling strength between the hole and
m agnons is given by g(p, . We discuss gfp;q) in de—
tail Jater In section -IV. For the bare hole dispersion the
calculation yields

with spinor ﬁp =

") = +ts’° cosfp:) + cosfp,) : 30)

In the linit J, ! _1 the magnon excitation energy
diverges (see Eq. {;Lg‘)) and hence the coupling of the
hole to m agnetic excitations becom es negligble. In this
lim i the m agnon excitations becom e quite rare, so that:
s hsi 1. Thus, in the strong coupling region we
obtain from C_2-§5) a hole dispersion relation:

E ) = t cosfpx) + cosfpy) (31)

T his agrees w ith the result given by applying perturba-
tion theory In t=J; B].

A's apparent from F-J'gs. :_5 and '{; this strong coupling
behavior is reproduced by the M onte C arlo sinulations
w here the dispersion exhibis a cosine orm w ih m axi-
mum atp= ( ; ). The form ofthis digpersion relation
directly re ects the singlket form ation { in other words
Kondo screening { between spin degrees of freedom on
di erent layers. W e note that this strong coupling be-
havior of the dispersion relation sets in at larger values
of J, =Jy forthe BHM than for the KNM . This is quie
reasonable sihce in the BHM the single bonds are coupled
am ong each other w ithin both layers.

W ith decreasing coupling ratio the bandw idth of the
quasiparticle digpersion relation din inishesbut the over—
all features of the strong coupling rem ain.

In the weak coupling lin it we observe considerable di er—
ences between the single particle spectrum of the BHM
and KNM . Let us start with the BHM . For this m odel
the point J, =J, = 0 iswellde ned (ie. the ground is
non-degenerate on any nite lattice) and corresoonds to
tw o Independent H eisenberg planes w ith m obilke hole in
the upper plane. The problem ofthe singlke hole in a two
din ensionalH eisenberg m odelhasbeen addressed in the
fram ew ork ofthe selfconsistent B om approxin ation {_l-z:],
and yields a dispersion relation given by:

E ) = Jy (os®)x + cosfpy )’ : (32)

Since at J; =J, = 0 we have a well de ned ground state
we can expect that tuming on a am all value of J, =Jy
w ill not alter the single hole dispersion relation. This
point of view is con med in Fig. § At J,=Jy = 1,
the singke hole dispersion relation Hlows of Eq. (34).
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FIG.5: Spectrum s of a m obile hole for a 12 12 lattice in
the BHM .The sn alldashed lines in (a) tag the dispersion of
a free particle; In (d) they outline a dispersion of the fom :
E ) = Jx (cosf)x + cos(py))z.

Hence and as con med by Fig. {:' the dispersion rela—
tion of a single holke in the BEHM ocontinuously deform s
from the strong coupling form ofEqg. C_B]_;) to that of a
doped hole In a planar antiferrom agnet (see Eq. C_sz)) .
Hence as a function of J; =J, there is a point where the
e ectivem ass (as de ned by the inverse curvature of the
dispersion relation) atp= ( ; ) diverges. Upon ngoec—
tion of the data (see Fig. "5'1'), the point of divergence of
the e ective m ass is not related to the m agnetic quan-—
tum phase transition and since it occurs slightly below
J? =Jx - T his crossoverbetw een a dispersion w ith m in—
Imum atp= (; )andmininum atp= ( =2; =2) wih
a crossover point lying inside the AF ordered phase is
also docum ented in Ref. [_l§']
The above argum ent can not be applied to the KNM ,
since the J,; =J, = 0 point ism acroscopically degenerate
and hence isnot a good starting point to understand the
weak-coupling physics. C larly the sam e holds for the
KLM and UKLM . Inspection of the spectral data deep
in the ordered phase ofthe KNM (seeF i. -'_Gc) show sthat
them axin um of the dispersion relation is stillpinned at
P = ( ; ) such that the strong coupling features stem —
m Ing from K ondo screening is still present at weak cou-
plings. For the KNM and up to the lowest couplingswe
have considered the e ectivem assatp= ( ; ) increases
as a function of decreasing coupling strength but does
not seem to diverge at nite values of J, =J; . P recisely
the sam e conclusion is reached in the fram ework of the
KLM Hland UKLM Bl.

IV. QUASIPARTICLE RESIDUE

In this section we tum out attention to the delicate issue
ofthe quasiparticle residue in the vicinity ofthem agnetic
quantum phase transition. W e rst address this question
w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe the m ean— eld m odelofEq.
C_Z-C:i) and com pute the single particle G reen’s function
w ithin the fram ew ork of the selfconsistent B om approx—
In ation. In a second step, we attem pt to determ ine the
quasiparticle residue directly from theM onte C arlo data.

A . Analytical A pproach

Here we restrict our analysis to the BHM . and retum
to the H am iltonian {_2_9) . The coupling between the hole
and m agnons g (P;q) reads:

gpia) = g ;9 + % PiAD:

W e dentify the tw o coupling constantsw ith the processes
that are shown in Fig. :_‘1: s P;9) is proportionalto the
hoppingm atrix elem ent and hence describes the coupling
ofam obilkhole tom agnetic background, w hereas gy, ;q)
is proportional to Jk(Z) and descrbes the coupling of a
hole at rest w ith the m agnons. O ur calculations give the
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FIG. 6: Spectrum of the KNM for a 12 12 lattice. The
dashed lines tag the dispersion of a free particle.

follow ing m om entum dependent coupling strengths:

ts

% P9 = p? ptu@+ Pva@ G3)
Jk(z)s

% i) = gp? @ u@+va@ (34)

where @) = 2 cos(x) + cos(g) . W e concentrate on
the ocoupling to criticalm agnetic uctuations and hence
st g = Q and place ourselves In the proxin ity of the
quantum phase transition, on the disordered side. In
thiscase @) ! 0 and the coherence factors (see Eq.
C_2-§')) areboth proportionalto (@) 2 . Sihce furthem ore

pt+ Q) = ) one arrives at the conclusion that

FIG.7: Two possble processes where the hole can couple to
m agnons: (a) The hole m oves to a next neighbor. () The
hole is at rest.

g; ;Q ) vanishes at the critical point. There is hence
no coupling via process (@) to critical uctuations. In
other words process (@) couples only to short range soin

uctuations. On the other hand in the vichiy of the
critical point g, scales as g, ;) /@) ¥ o that we
can only retain this term to understand the coupling to
critical uctuations. Summ arizing we set:

1
gp;a) ! 3@/ pﬁ ; (35)
)

for the subsequent calculations. Ik is Intriguing to note
that in this sin pl approxim ation g, (@) scales as Jk(z),
which is strictly speaking null In the KNM . However,
such a coupling should be dynam ically generated via an
RKKY —type Interaction.
W ith the above couple the st order self energy diagram
for wave vectors satisfying )= fp+ Q) showsa loga-—
rithm ic divergence as a function of the spin gap. Hence
we have to sum up alldiagram s. W e do so in the non-
crossing or selfconsistent Bom approxin ation which in
the T = 0 lin it boils down to the follow Ing set of self-
consistent equations.

X

1
- FEAG e ! @)
q

fw;!)

1
o) @it)

Here we,use a m agnon dispersion relation of the form

@) = 2+ v2 1+ @=4) wih @ = 2 cos(x)+
cos(g) , which ag_reesjnthe]injtq ' Q= (; )wih
the form ofEq. C_Z]') Tterating the G reen’s function up
to the 15th order to ensure convergence, w e calculate the
spectrum, ©;!)= 1Im G ;! )]via the in agihary part
of the G reen’s function and com pute the quasiparticle
residue QPR) at the st pol of the spectrum .

G @i!) 36)

i

Z @)= 1 @i, ‘Bl 67

Fjgure:g shows the QPR forp= ( ; ) asa function of
linear length L ofthe square lattice for di erent values of
the spin gap . The largeLl lm it is lndicated by a line.
Fjgure:_ﬁli plots the quasiparticle weight as a function of
the spn gap forhole m om enta p = (5;5); ©; ;05 ).
Forholemomenta satisfying )= p+Q) (P= (3i3)
and p = (0; ) ) there is no energy denom inator pro—
hibiing the logarithm ic divergence ofthe rst order self-
energy and the Q PR show s an obvious decrease right up
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FIG.9: Self consistent Bom approxim ation: QPR in the
vicinity of the quantum critical point for selected hole m o—
menta (@) in a linear plot and () In a double logarithm ic
plt. corresoonds to the soin gap.

to a com plete vanishing at the critical ppint. Further-
m ore, the data is consistent with Z / The case
P= (; ) ismorecomplicated shce 6 P+Q).In

rst order, the selfenergy rem ains bounded. The scat—
tering oftheholk ofQ = ( ; ) magnons lkadsto the pro-
gessive form ation of shadow bands as the critical point
is approached such that at the critical point, the relation
EYp =EYp+ Q) hods. This back ©lding of the
band can lad to the vanishing ofthe Q PR when higher
order tem sare included. A though the SCB resultsshow
a decrease ofthe Q PR in the viciniy ofthe criticalpoint,
they are not accurate enough to answer the question of
the vanishing ofthe Q PR at this wave vector.
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FIG .10: G reen’s function In the vicinity of the phase transi-
tion (J, =Jx = 2:5) fora static hole and various lattice sizes in
theBHM (a) on a logarithm ic plot and (o) on a plot wherewe
adjusted the chem icalpotentialin such away that the G reen’s
fiinction converges to a constant valie. W ithin the errorbars
and for lattice sizes greater then 12 12 there is no size scal-
ing recognisable. (Inverse tem peratures: Jy, = 30 L = 12),

Jy = 50 L = 16)), Jxy =70 @ = 20); JTyx = 002) (0
QPR in the vicinity of the quantum critical point.

B. QM C approach

A s shown in section :ﬁwe can extract the QPR from the
asym ptotic behavior of the G reen’s function. We rst
concentrate on the static hole in the BHM forwhich the
QM C data isofhigher quality that forthe dynam ichole.
Fig. :_igia plotsthe G reen’s funtion as a function of Jattice
size at J, =0y = 2:5. As apparent wihin the consid-
ered range of in agihary tin es no size and tem perature
e ect is apparent. We tthetail (5< Jy < 6) ofthe
G reen’s function to the form Z e and plot n Fig. E-C_ib
G ( )e . In the lJarge In gagihary tim e lin it this quan—
titly converges to the QPR Z . The so obtained value
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FIG.11:  , (eeEq. (9))
static hole In the BHM .

as a function of J, =Jy for a

of Z is plotted for values of J; =J, across the m agnetic
quantum phase transition. A s apparent no sign of the
vanishing of the Q PR is apparent as we cross the quan-—
tum critcalpoint.
OurQM C data allow s a di erent Interpretation. Follow -
Ing the work of Sachdev et al. l_lé] we tthe In aghary
tim e G reen function to the fom :
G()/ " exp ( ) (38)

In the the range 2.0 < J < 60 as done in Ref. f_l-g']
Clearly, if > 0 then the QPR vanishes. Our results
Pr , arepltted in Fig.11. At J, =J; = 25 our resul,

n = 0:0875 0:0085com paresvery wellto that quoted in
Ref. {18 n = 0087 0:040. The fact that the resul of
Ref. {18] isobtained on a 64 64 lattice and ourson 20
20 con m sthat forthe considered in aginary tin e range,
size e ects are absent. G en the above interpretation of
the data, Fig. il suggests that QPR of a static holke
vanishes ﬁ)ra]lJ? =Jy J, =Jy c r25.
T he choice ofthe tting function re ectsdi erent order-
ngofthelimits ! 1 andN ! 1 .0On any nite size
lattice the QPR is nite and hence it isappropriateto t
the tailofthe G reen’s function to the form Z N )e to
obtain a size dependend Q PR, and subsequently take the
therm odynam ic lim it. T his strategy has been used suc—
cessfully to show that the Q PR ofa doped m obile hol in
a one din ensionalH eisenberg chain vanishes f§]. On the
otherhand, the choice ofEq. (38) for tting the data in -
pliesthat we rsttake the them odynam ic lim it. Only in
this lm i, cantheassymptothﬁ)rm ofthe G reen’s func-
tion ollow Eq. (38) with 6 0. The fact that both pro—
cedures yield di erent results sheds doubt on the an all
In aghhary tin e range used to extract the quasiparticle
residue. In particular, usinhg data from J, = 2 onwards
In pliesthat we are looking at a frequency w indow around
the lowest excitation oftheorder !=J ’/ 0:5. G iven this,
it ishard to resolre the di erence between a dense spec—
trum and a wellde ned low -lying quasiparticle pole and
a branch cut.
W e conclude this section by presentmg data foram obJJe
hole in the BHM (see Fig. :LZ and KNM (see Fig. -13)
Recall that In our sin ulations we restrict the m otion of
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FIG.12: Green’s function ofa dynam ichole = (; )) In
the BHM fora 12 12 lattice at J, =0, = 24. (o) QPR in

the vicinity of the quantum critical point.

the hole to a singk plane. The data for the QPR 1n the
abovem entioned guresstem from tting the tailofthe
G reen’s function to the form Z e . The tto the form

of Eq. (38) yields values of , which within the eror
bars are not distinguishable form zero.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have analyzed single hole dynam ics across m agnetic
orderdisorder quantum phase transitions as realized in
the K ondo N ecklace and bilayer H eisenberg m odels. T he
hole m otion is restricted to the upper layer as appro—
priate for interpretation of the data in tem s in K ondo
physics. Both m odels have identical spin dynam ics since
the quantum phase transition is descrbed by the O (3)
three-din ensional sigm a m odel I_l-Z_i] On the other hand
the single hole dynam ics show s m arked di erences. In
the strong coupling lim i, deep in the disordered phase,
the ground state ofboth m odels iswelldescribed by a di-
rect product of singlets between the layers. T his K ondo
screening leads to a single hole dispersion relation w ith
maximum atp= ( ; ). In the Kondo Necklace m odel,
w here the soin degrees of freedom on the lower layer in—
teract Indirectly through polarization of soin on the up-
per layer RKKY type Interaction), the single hole dis-
persion preserves t’'smaxinum atp = ( ; ) down to
arbitrarily low interplanar couplings. This siuation is
very sim ilar to the K ondo Lattice m odel of Eq. (-'14'). In
this case, down to J =t = 02, substantially below the
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m agnetic phase transition J.=t= 145 005, the m ax—
Inum of the the hole dispersion ispinned atp= ( ; )
and the e ective m ass at this p-point tracks the singlke
on K ondo tem perature [19]. W e note that this result
is not supported by recent series expansions w hich show
that there is a criticalvalue of the coupling w here the ef-
fective m ass diverges f_Z-(_]'] Hence the interpretation that
In both the K ondo necklace and K ondo lattice m odels,
the localized spins rem ained partially screen down to ar-
birarily low values of the interlayer coupling. In other
words, signatures of strong coupling physics in the single
hole dispersion relation is present down to arbitrary low
Interplanar couplings.

In the bilayer Heisenberg m odel where there is an in—

11

dependent energy scale coupling the spins on the lower
layer, the situation di ers. At values of J, < J, ,c the
m axinum ofthe single hol dispersion relation drifts to-
wardsp= ( =2; =2) and the dispersion relation evolves
continuously to that of a singlke hole doped In a plnar
antiferrom agnetic f_Z]_J'] Hence the interpretation that at
weak couplings, K ondo screening in this m odel is com —
plktely suppressed. In other words, the small but -
nite J, results can be well understood starting form the
J, = 0 point.

W e have equally, analyzed the quasiparticle residue
across the m agnetic orderdisorder transition. In the dis—
ordered phase using a bond m ean- eld approxin ation,
there are tw 0 processes in which the hole couplestom ag—
netic uctuations (see Fig. -rj:): 1) The hol propagates
from one lattice site to another thereby rearranging the
soin background. In the proxin ity of the critical point,
and stillw ithin thebond-m ean eld approxin ation those
processes do not couple to Iong rangeQ = ( ; ) mag—
netic uctuations. A very sim ilar result is obtained in
the ordered phase I_l-:/l] i) In bilayerm odels the hole can
rem ain in m obile and the spin In the lower lJayercan .
T hose processes couple to criticalm agnetic uctuations.
W ihin a selfconsistent Bom approxin ation, this drives
the quasiparticle residue to zero both fora statichole and
m obil hole wih m om enta p satisfying fp+ Q)= .
W e have attem pted to con m this point of view wih
M onte Carlo sinulations. W ithin our quantum M onte
C arlo approach, w here the accuracy ofthe single particle
G reen’s function at large in aghary tin es is lin ited, we
have found no convincing evidence ofthe vanishing ofthe
quasiparticle residue both for a static and a m obile hole.
Furhter work and algortihm ic developm ents are required
to clarify this delicate issue.
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