arXiv.cond-mat/9308015v1 11 Aug 1993

Correbted mean eld Ansatz for the K ondo
necklace

H.Y .Kee and P.Fazekas
Intemational C entre for T heoretical P hysics,
PO .Box 586, I{34100 T rdeste, Italy

A bstract

W e study the ground state phase diagram ofthe pseudospin m odel
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1 Themodel

The basic question in the physics of heavy femm ion m aterials is whether
collective spin com pensation can be taking place In a periodic array of lo—
calized m om ents Inm ersed in a conduction electron sea ]. In case yes, we
may soeak about a collective K ondo e ect even though it rem ains unclear
to which extent the form ation of an overall Jattice singlkt ground state can
be lkened to the sihgle{ion Kondo e ect. The m ost intriguing possbility is
that spin com pensation m ay go a very long way before it is stopped by the
ordering of the residual tiny m om ents [].

A s faras spinsare concemed, the K ondo e ect is just a soin com pensation
phenom enon. T he em ergence of a non {analytic energy scale in the In purity
problem is connected w ith the existence ofa Jarge num ber of arbitrarily low {
Iying electron{hol excitations. Though variational m ethods indicate the
existence of a lattice{ooherence{enhanced K ondo energy scale for the nearly
integral valent (K ondo) regin e of the Anderson lattice [, 41, aswell as for
the K ondo lattice [, [§], they do not provide a proof that the ground state
energy of the K ondo lattice contains non{analytic term s. The interplay of
soin and charge degrees of freedom In the K ondo Jattice m ay still prove to be
quite di erent from what one has found for the in purity problm . It seem s
desirable to separate, if possible, the spin com pensation aspect from all the
other com plications of \true K ondo physics".

Tt has becom e acoepted [i, f] that the com petition of spin com pensation
and m agnetic ordering can be describbed w ith drastically sinpli ed m odels
which contain just the soin degrees of freedom . T he sin plest of these is the
K ondo necklace m odel introduced by D oniach E] . In addition to the localized
soins S ofthe f {electrons we Introduce a st of psesudosoins ~ s which stand
for the spin degrees of freedom of the conduction electrons. The number
of S {spins is chosen equal to the number of ~ spins which in plies that the
possbility ofa full soin com pensation isa feature ofthe system . W hik it can
be argued [§,[I]] that a singlkt ground state m ay arise at any band 1ling, it
ism ore straightforward to associate the m odel w ith the K ondo lattice w ith
a half{ lled conduction band so that the number of pssudospins is equal
to the number of conduction electrons. This has the additional m otivation
that the corresponding K ondo Jattice has an insulating ground state [L]]; the
appearance of a charge gap is a justi cation for om itting the charge degrees
of freedom .



The simplest mean eld treatm ent of the original necklace m odel yielded
the beautifil result of a ground state phase transition from a m agnetically
ordered to a fully spin {com pensated state ]. W eareby now fully aware that
strictly one{din ensionalm odels are bound to show much subtler behaviour

fl1but extending them odelto the physically m ore relevant higher din ensions
(no Ionger \necklaces" in the geom etrical sense) m akes us to expect that the

mean eld resultsare roughly correct.

O ur intention here is to In prove them ean eld approxin ation by inclid-
Ing short{range correlations. Such an approach is expected to give sensible
In provam ents over sihgle{site mean eld results In three din ensions where
themean eld phase diagram should be qualitatively correct. H owever, in—
tem ediate steps of our calculation can be executed free of further approxi-
m ations In one din ension. T herefore, we m ake the algebra (sum over local
con gurations) for the one{din ensional case but bear in m nd that the char-
acter of the results is m eant for three din ensions. (In one din ension, the
better estin ate of the ground state energy is still believable but one should
not trust the characterization of the ground state.)

W e study S = 1=2 Kondo necklace m odels

X L
H=J 8 ~+W *ro+ Yo+ Z2Z @)

(i 51 idr1 i)
=1 =1

T he necklace is closed w ith the periodic boundary condition L + 1 1.

Seeking correspondence w ith the Insulating state of the K ondo lattice
m odelwould kad us to choose an antiferrom agnetic K ondo coupling J > 0,
and an antiferrom agnetic ntersite pssudospin coupling W > 0. A ctually, n
D oniach’s [§] orighal pseudospin m odel, the latter term was chosen to be
purely x{y{lke ( = 0), which gives a good in itation ofpropagating degrees
of freedom . O ne should rem em ber, however, that the underlying ferm ionic
K ondo Jattice problem had soin {rotational sym m etry, and this hasbeen lost
by postulating the x{y form ofcoupling. W e note that isotropic soin m odels
(or anisotropic m odels w ith isotropy as a special case) have been discussed
in the lterature w ith the purpose ofm odelling K ondo lattice physics (3, [1.
In any case, a m ore com plkte understanding of the spin system m akes the
study ofan extended m odeldesirable. W ith thism otivation, the study of (1)
w ith arbitrary signs of J and W , and w ith a general anisotropy 0 <1
is ndicated. For reasons of convenience, we concentrate on thecase = 0



but we wish to em phasize that the m ethod used here is equally applicable
for 6 0.

Ham itonians of the form () can be de ned for either $j> 33 or
3> §j or j= §J corresponding to underscreened, overscreened, or
exactly screened K ondo lattices. G eneralizing D oniach’s work on the exactly
screened S = 1=2 m odel, we have discussed themean eld ground states of
the underscreened [[3] and overscreened [[4], K ondo necklace m odels earlier.
Here ourm ain interest lies in going beyond the single{sitem ean eld descrip—
tion, therefore we con ne our attention to the sinplest case 5= 1=2, and
3 j= 1=2. The Hibert space of a lattice site is spanned by the four local
basis states 52 %1

jli= j=2;1=21i i =3 1=2;1=2i
Bi= jl=2; 1=21i Hi =3 1=2; 1=21i )
The number of cases is reduced ifwe sest = 0. It is welknown that

the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic S = 1=2 x{y m odels (on bipartie
lattices) are physically identical since they can be connected by a canonical
transform ation . A bipartite Jattice can be divided Into altemate sublatticesA

and B so that nearest{neighbour bonds alw ays connect di erent sublattices.
T hen the transform ation

N Y
U=  exp( i J) 3)
2B
changes the sign ofthe x{y tem
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A sin ilar statem ent holds forourm odel: a {rotation about the spin{z axes

forboth the S {, and {soinson sublattice B
Y

U,=  expl i §+ 91 5)
2B
changes the sign of the intersite {coupling whik laving the K ondo tem
unchanged
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The s=cond tem on the right{hand side can be transform ed to a nonf{
interacting spinless form fon model [[§]: for half{ lling, the ground state
energy is W = . This provides a usefil com parison for energy estin ates in
the weak {J regin e.

The inclusion of % 0 would, of course, m ake the cases of positive and
negative W genuinely di erent. O ur variationalm ethod is, In principle, Just
as applicable for & 0 as for = 0. Restricting our attention to the case

0, where it is su cient to consider W < 0, is m otivated by fom al
convenience: for ferrom agnetic intersite coupling, hom ogeneous trial states
can be usd.

2 Variationalm ethod

W e wish tom ap out the ground state phase diagram ofH . For this purmposs,
we Introduce variational trial states. Since a site 1 has two spins, the \true"
Fn S;, and the pssudosoin ~; which are coupled by the Kondo tem , we
can speak of the Intemal structure of the site, which is descrlbbed as a linear
com bination of the four possible states

JiL= (Jii+ RL+ 3PBLA AL (7)

In the shgle{site mean eld theory, the intemal state of the site i is taken
to be independent of the instantaneous state of any other site; eg., a trans-
lationally nvariant state would be described by the product wave function

. . @ 1 . @ . . . 1 .
Ji= JLu= (1J4+ 2PL+ 3BL+ 3L @®)
i=1 i=1
In a ground state w ith antiferrom agnetic long{range order, j i; can bem ade
sublattice{dependent
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but otherw ise, the sim ple product form is retained.

W e propose to in prove the variational description by including nearest{
neighbour intersite correlations, according to the recipe: if site i is In the
state j;i, and site i+ 1 in the state j i 11 1, then the am plitude acquires
the additional factorO ( i; i 1). Fora translationally invariant state, we can
w rite v

ji= PiwiJi (10)
w here the Intersite correlator
X4 X4
Blir1 = JiLJ s 1de1 O (47 w1) w1h s 1dh ] 11)
i=1 41=1
has been Introduced.

T he general structure of the varational trial state is that it is created by
an intersite pro pction operatorPA acting on amean{ el reference state j 1.
On{site correlations (such as local singlt form ation) are included In j i,
and intersite correlations are controlled by P . Both Jjiand P can contain
variational param eters.

A nalogous trial states could be w ritten down for higher{din ensional lJat—
tices. A ctually, these would be physically m ore accsptable: our variational
m ethod is a correlated mean eld m ethod. Thus the overall appearance of
our resuls is what we would expect for three{din ensional system s. Subtle
features particular to one din ension []] are Ikely to bem issed by the present
treatm ent. However, the algebra needed for the variationalm ethod can be
executed fully In one din ension whik i would involre further approxin a—
tions in higher din ensions. Therefore we stick to the one{din ensional case
anticipating that care has to be exercised in interpreting the ndings.

Them ethod we use hasbeen introduced for spin chainsby V irosztek [L§];
later it was applied to the one{din ensional H ubbard m odelby Penc and one
ofus [[71.

W e willbe working w ith hgm ogeneous states for which

Si+ =0 12)



The m otivation com es from considering the single{site mean{ eld solution
@] of the orighal necklace modelW > 0,J > 0, = 0. Tn the sinplest
approxin ation, the ground state is an x{y antiferrom agnet if J < W , and a
collection of independent singlets if J > W , wih a continuous phase tran—
sition at J = W . The nding of a ground state phase transition between a
m agnetic and a \K ondo{lke" state has long been the source of nspiration
for continuing research in the K ondo lattice physics. On the other hand, it
hasbeen a m atter of debate whether this transition is an exact consequence
ofthem odel (1), or an artefact of the sin ple approxin ation. At the sin plest
level, one can point it out that the description of the non{ordered state as
strictly singlet is jast a zeroth {order approxin ation since forany niteW =J,
however am all, the process

q1=2; 1=2ij 1=2;1=23% ! d=2;1=2ij 1=2; 1=24i (13)

willm ix In Jocal triplets.

Tt is natural to expect that the description In tem s of local singlets be-
comes correct only in the Imit J=W ! 1 , and for nite J, there will be
FoIn{spih correlationsbetween the sites. Tt isan Interesting question whether
them ean{ eld transition survives the inclision of such correlations.

3 Variationaltrialstates forthe necklacem odel

3.1 H om ogeneous states

In accordance with {Id), in @) we choose
J1J= Ja43= and J2J= J3J= (14)

O ne still has to decide the relative phase factors.

T he ground state wave fnction can be chosen as real, which says all the
param eters are real. The ram aining task is to specify the relative signs of
the 's. Thiswe do by requiring that non{diagonal processes should give a
negative contribution to the energy, whenever that is possible. The on{site
Kondo spin{ i tem involvesthe factor , j3;thetem can bem ade negative
if

sy( 2 3)=  s3W) @5)



A swe are going to see, there are two kinds of contributions com ing from the
Intersite {soin{ i processes. O ne of them , which acts between sites w ith
antiparallel S {spins, was illustrated n {3) . H ere all our Jocal states appear
once, 0 thetem com esw ith the factor |1 ; 3 4. T he corresponding energy
term can be m ade negative if we prescribe

sg( 1 4)=1s3(d) sgW) 16)
In the other kind of hopping process, the S {spins are paraliel
j1=2;1=2i,91=2; 1=23 ! J=2; 1=2ij=2;1=2i, @7)

In the corresoonding tem , all variationalparam eters are raised to even pow —
ers, so the sign ofthe contribution isthe sam e asthe sign ofW . In particular,
forWw > 0, a hom ogeneous A nsatz does not pem it to gain energy from this
kind of process.

No di culties arise ifwe stick to the case = 0: In (f) we have shown
thatW > OandW < 0 areequivalent, sowe can chooseW < 0, and have all
contrbutions negative. Still, it is Interesting to ram em ber that the equivalent
solution ofthe W > 0 problm is a two{sublattice antiferrom agnetic state
which can be generated from the hom ogeneous A nsatz by acting on it w ith
the transfom ation U, given in §)

R &
U, ( Jiy i+ PBi $i)
=1
L2
= ( Jlip; 1 Pi 1+ Bl Ahi 1)
=1
( Jips+  Rips Bis FAhi) 18)

The two{sublattice form is jast Doniach’s ] Ansatz orthe caseW > 0.

Henceforth we keesp W < 0. D epending on the sign of J, there are two
di erent classes of wave functions. To be speci ¢, we choose J > 0. The
A nsatz for the ground state reads

Y A
ji= Py ( i+ R4 Bi+ A 9

i



T he structure of the correlator can be represented by the m atrix

;ou;l) 0 (17 2) O (13 0<1;4>i
S-folinoiinotinoiak o
O (47 1) O(4;2) OC(4i3) OC(4a;a)
C onsidering the cbvious sym m etry
O (41 3)=0 (57 4) 1)

and further restrictions arising from " {# symm etry, still leaves us w ith m ore
variationalparam eters than one could easily handle. O ne has to try to guess
what are the relevant correlations. W e retum to this question later. Before
doing that, we outline the general form align .

3.2 Transferm atrix form alism

W e have to calculate the ground state energy

_hHji
hii

E 22)

and m inin ize it w ith respect to the variational param eters.

Let us keep them atrix S and the choice ofthe ’sas yet unspeci ed and
calculate the nom h j i. Expanding j i in the orthonom albasis form ed
as the direct product of the single{site bases @)

Ji= H ( O(s 1)) J1hadodp iy 23)

1=1 2 p =1

we nd that the nom isgiven by a sum over con gurations, which is sin ilar
to the partition function of a one{dim ensional classical lattice m odel. It is
advantageous to introduce the transfer m atrix T as

T(5 w)=3 . P (45 w13 o.3 4)



w hereupon the nom becom es

X X X
hji = it T (17 20T (25 3) 22T (1 17 )T (17 1)

1 2 L

= Trd") ! #£ @5)

where xy is the Jargest eigenvalue of the transfer m atrix.

T he next step is the calculation of expectation values. T he know ledge of
X Su ces to detemm ine the densities of quantities which are diagonal in the
representation {@). The density of sites in the state j i is

2@ :|1’1X0

= 26)

T he com bined density ofnearest{neighbourpairs in the con guration ji1ij,i,
and its reverse jiij,iis
n,,=0%(y; ﬂ% en
w here the sym m etry of the m atrix S was exploied.
The straightforward analogy wih classical statistical m echanics ceases
when we go over to the calculation of o {diagonal quantities such as soin{
Jp am plitudes. At this stage, it becom es apparent that we are dealing w ith
a genuinely quantum {m echanicalproblem . W e ollow them ethod introduced
by V irosztek [L4].
Let us illustrate the m ethod on the exam pk of the soin{ I part ofthe
Kondo tem acting at sitem

DBo ot Sy ndi=

X X X X X xmrlzmr22
i i ; O“ (i ir1)

1 m 1 m m+1 1 =1 =1

|0|
mo(m l;m)O(m;m+l)hmiS; m+Sm ;jml

0 2 A2
00 (n 17 n )0 (7 m+1) 07 (47 1) (28)

i=m+1

T he expression is rather like the norm @F) except that at sitem , a distur-
bance has occured which, via the correlators, In uences the sitesm 1 and

10



m + 1. @) is still the trace of a product of m atrices; however, In contrast
to @),nota]lma‘u:ioesareTA.Thesjtesm landm + 1 are connected by
thematrix K rather than by T2

VA

hg! +s, rji=Tr T K T+ © @9)

D oing the sum s over , and r(; we recall that the spin{ I tem s connect
the states i and Bi. k can be read o from @§) that

K (n 17m+1) = 23 ., ...J2 3
Of 1/2)0 @7 n+1)0 (n 173)0 B; n+1) (0)

T he exponential dom inance of the trace by factors of xy allow s to deduce

h$) . +S, 231 MoK Koi
:Bmm IIm mj — Oj<2j><0 (31)
hji X5

where ¥ i is the eigenvector satisfying TAj>( 0l = xXgK(i. Because of the
sym m etry of T, it is of the fom

Koi= —_

1
% (32)
21+ k?) A

®UJUJUJ o
A

T he intersite spin{ ip processbetween sitesm andm + 1 exertsan In u—
ence also on sitesm landm+2.ThjscanbeexpresswbyamatrijA
w hich J'sanalogoustoKA

M (n 17m+2)=2 %3 1 ...3
© 1;4)0 2;3)P & 171)0 @i n+2)0 (n 172)0 Bj m+2) +
O(m 174)0 1 n+2)0 (m 173)0 5 m+2)]
+0%(1;3)0 (m 171)0 G; n+2)0 (m 173)0 (L5 ma2) +
0%@2i4)0 (m 172)0 @4; n+2)0 (n 1740 25 n42)) 33)

which has to be replaced into

Bim ot moaaadi_ B3 Kol a4
hji x3

11



A nother usefiil quantity is the transverse soin polarization which tums out
to be the order param eter of the ground state. T he m atrix belonging to S
is

PAS(m l;m+1) = 2 j m 1 m+1j
Of 1710 (1; n+1)0 (m 172)0 2 m+1) +
O(m 1530 B; n+1)0 (m 17/4)0 45 n+1)) (35)

while the m atrix belonging to * is the very sim ilar

m

PA(m l;m+l) = 2 jm 1 m+1j
Of 1710 (17 n+1)0 (m 173)0 B; m+1) +
O(m 1/2)0 Z; n+1)0 (mn 174)0 (@} n+1)) (36)

The sign di erence in BY) and (B§) shows that (as expected for an antifer—
rom agnetic K ondo interaction) the S and polarzations point in opposite
directions.

3.3 Them inim ization procedure

Now we take particular form s of the Ansatz and work out the consequences.
In the process, we hope to leam whith correlations are m ost wlevant for
getting a correct description In di erent regin es of the coupling constant
J=w .

331 Simple spin correlations

Sihce themean eld solution gives a m agnetic{to{nonm agnetic ground state
phase transition, the st idea could be to incorporate short range soin{spin
correlations. Though only the spins are sub fct to intersite interactions,
their ordering induces a sim ilar ordering of the S {spins. (Since the K ondo
coupling is antiferrom agnetic, the local S {m om ent is antjparalkel to the local
{moment.) Therefore we Incorporate in the Ansatz both { and S{S
Intersite correlations, controlled by the independent variational param eters
s and .Eadh antiparallel { pairbringsa factor ,and eadh antiparaliel
S {S paira factor ¢ . The correspondingm atrix ofthe correlation coe cients

12



O (37 i+1) can be written as

0 1
5 1 S S %
Qo B S 1 S
= 7
O1 B . 1 . 37)
S S 1
In principl, we ocould have nclided intersite S correlations as well

Since them otivation forthese isnot im m ediately clear, and them inin ization
di cul enough w ith the param eters we already have, we om it them .

J; which descrbes uctuating m agnetiam , should work reasonably well
In the weak {to{Intem ediate coupling regin e w here tm eansan in provem ent
over themean{ eld nding of static Jong{range order.

T he Jargest eigenvalie of the transfer m atrix is

1h
X9 = = (*+ A+ I %)+

(2 2)2(l+ é 2)2+4 2 2(2_,_ 2)2 (38)

and k appearing in the corresponding eigenvector

1 h 2 2\2 2 2,2
k = m ( R
S
a
(2 2)2(l+ 32)24_4 2 2(§+ 2)2 (39)

T hese quantities enter the various tem s of the ground state energy. U sing
"{# sym m etries, the z{z part ofthe K ondo tem can be derived from {4§) as

hBiiiio_ (> M+ §° 40)
. . - ~
hji 4 (2 2)2(1+ 2 2)2+4 2 2(24 2)2

For the soin{ i part, weuse @) to arrive at

hB,  +S, 2Ji  22%2(k+ ) an)
hiji x5 1+ k?)
Finally, 4) isused to derive
Whinmat a neidi 224<13+ P (k+ ) a2
2 hiji x5 (L+ k%)
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To get a feeling for the structure of the result, ket us st study the case
J = 0 when only the tem @)pr_an ains. M aximum freedom for {soin{

Jp is obtained for = = 1= 2 which lads to an expression fg@lch is
independent of g: 2%=@+ )’.Thishasismiimum at = 2.The
mihmum energy 8W =27 amounts to 94% oftheexact valuie W= .

For gnall J=W , an expansion in tem s of the sm all quantities = 1,
and t 2 yields
, 8 2 1 J°2
i —W -J —— 43)
27 9 36W

which correspondsto s 1 and pE(l 3J=16W ).

For general J=W , m nin ization was carried out num erically. The result
for the ground state energy isshown n Fig. 1. In the Interval0 J=W < 1,
the ground state energy show s an in provem ent over the sinple mean{ eld
resul, which is quite substantial In the an al{J regin e. However, as J=W
is Increased slightly beyond 1, the solution seem s to gradually approach that
cbtained by the single{site mean eld treatm ent.

W e con m ed the existence ofa sharp phase transition by a sem i{analytic
argum ent by expanding the energy in tem s of the an all param eter =

Strictly for = 0, the intersite hopping contrbution {J) vanishes, and
the Kondo energy has its m mninum valie 3J=4 for g = 1. In the
neighbourhood of the transition we expect @nd nd) that = g 1=

is also very an all, so we can m ake an additional expansion in tem s of
T he leading tem s of the energy can be w ritten as

3
hH i ZJ+ £, d=w,; )+ £, dJ=W; ) I (44)

f, is negative but an energy lowering due to an in nitesmally anall is
Inpossbl if f; isa nie positive quantity. W e found that them lnimum of
f; changes sign at J=W 1:059. For larger J's, the total energy increm ent
In non{negative which requires = 0, ie., we are back at the sihgle{sie
mean eld solution.
Below the threshold value, the ground state is ordered, having non{
vanishing expectation values of * and S*
@A+ )P (k+ )

h = e D @5)

14



20+ 2)2(k+ )2
HE ¥ = (2 ) ( )
x5 k% + 1)

(46)

O ur experience w ith the Ansatz speci ed by 7) can be summ arized ke
this: ntroducing ndependent { and S {S correlations kadsto considerable
In provem ent In the description of the ordered state. H owever, there is still
a phase transition from an ordered to a non{ordered ground state at the
threshold value J = 1059W which isneartoJ = W ontained in the ordinary
mean eld treatment Fig. 2). For J > 1:059W , the description reduces
to that dbtained from the product trial state (§), ie. it gives an array of
decoupled singlets. T he descrption of the high{J regim e can be In proved
by postulating less cbvious kinds of intersite correlations.

332 Composite spin correlations

Sinple soin correlations failed to provide an acceptable characterization of
the ground state for J=W > 1. To understand the nature ofthis state, ket us
rem em ber that in the Jarge{J lin i, the process {[3J) preventsthe system from

freezing into a collection of singlets: it w illkesp on creating antiparallel pairs
oflocaltriplets. H owever, these pairs should then dissolve Into singlketsagain,
othemw ise a high {energy situation rem ains sustained. Thus there must be a
tendency for antijparallel com ponents of local triplkts to ram ain at nearest

neighbour distance, which we try to enforce by O (1;4) = 0 4;1) = . If
we wish, we can assist the pair creation of local triplets by enhancing the
antiparallel correlations in nearby singlktsvia O 2;3) = O 3;2) = . Thus

we are led to consider 0 1

1 11

B C

Sa=f 1 11k @
111

Tt should be em phasized that here we are considering the correlations of com —
posite cb ectsmade up of S{ and {soins. The correlations we introduced
do not factorize into Independent S {S and { oorrelations.

15



T he largest eigenvalue of the transferm atrix £4) is now

1 S
X0 = - 2@+ )+ A+ A+ [2A+ ) 21+ P+ 1622
48)
which belongs to an elgenvector of the form (82) w ith
1 q
k= L+ %) f@+ Y+ [+ ) 21+ )P+ 16 2 2
49)
The z{z part of the K ondo coupling is
h$z 231 1 2@+ ) ra+ 2 50)
- .. - 5 9
hji 4 [2(1+ 2) 21+ 2)P+ 16 2 2
while the soin{ I part is found to be
h$:  +S, +3i  2°%(k+ F 1)
hiji x2 (1 + k2)2
The {soih{ I energy is given by
Whitvit ooaeddi 27270+ )@+ k+ A+ 7
2 hji x3 (1 + k2)2
52)

T he energy expression can be put together from @Q), @), and 43). It has
tobem Inin ized w ith respect to the three independent variationalparam eters
=, ,and
O ptin ization has to be done num erically and the results are shown In
Fig. 3 for the ground state energy and in Fig. 4 for (the absolute value of)
the order param eter

bSFie  hrie [(1+2 Y+ k@+ )i 53)
x2 (1 + k2)

The m ost relevant feature is the suppression of the phase transition: the
ground state is ordered for allJ. The ordered m om ent is 0of O (1) for weak
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coupling and gets gradually suppressed in the strong coupling regine. W e
nd i intriguing that a hint of reduced m om ent m agnetisn emerges in a
m odelwhich is thought to corresoond to the single{channel K ondo lattice.

D etails of the behaviour can be discussed in lim iting cases:

For J = 0, only the x{y temtm rem ains. Due to the symm etrical role
played by lcal singlkts and triplets in enhancing the m obility of the {
oins the m Inimum oorrespondsto = ,and = . The lowest value
is 0281W whith we nd at 1512, Thus even In the lim i which
is the exact opposite of what the trial state is Intended for, a signi cant
In provem ent over the mean eld solution (Energy 025W for = =1,

= ) isachived. The ordered mom ent ish *i 0:452.

For large J, the density of local triplets has to be an all, m eaning 1,
while the few triplets that are left m ust occur In antjparaliel pairs so must
becom e large. In contrast, the correlations govemed by  becom e relatively
unin portant; for the sake ofthe present argum ent, we sest = 1. Introducihg
the convenient param etrization = cos’, = sn’, ' = =2 ’ is one
of the an all param eters; the other is 1= . Expanding in these, the structure
of the energy expression suggests to look for the asym ptotic solution In the
form

J(")?
and
;o oW 55)
J

where ¢ and ¢ are to be detem Ined from optin izing the leading contriou—
tions to the energy

3. W? g 3c 4 )
hH i -J — —= + —+J(’ 56
L T 2 e I o)
yildng p_
1

G = 3 o7

and S 'p—§
S = 7C1 (58)
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T he leading tem s of the energy becom e
jo

, 3 3 1 wW?
M i -J — (59)
4 32 J
which is obtained for !
1 J
81+ p= — (60)
3 W
and
" (61)
J
T he asym ptotic behaviour of the order param eter is found to be
1= P 3 " P #
L., 3(3 1w (3 1) w
h*G —p——+ — 14 — — (62)
8 2 J 8 J

T hus our varational m ethod recovered the correct order of m agnitude

W ?=J ofthe ground state energy in the large{J lin i: it iswhat we would
expect from perturoation theory. T he nature ofthe problem is sim ilarto that
of the large{U behaviour of the Hubbard m odel where nearest{neighbour
holon {doublon correlations were found to be In portant @].

In retrogoect we can identify the reason why sinple soin correlations
are nsu cient In the large{J regine. The correlation m atrix (§7] enforces
O (1;4)= 0 2;3) whilkewith @) we have found that O (1;4)=0 (2;3) hasto
becom e very large as J=W increases.

4 D iscussion and conclusion

W e were trying to achieve a m ore detailed understanding of the behaviour of
the K ondo necklacem odel, w ith the eventualain of nding resultswhich m ay
be relevant to the physics of heavy ferm ion system s. W e were considering
the necklace ham itonian () with = 0, ie., the sinplest orm introduced
by D oniach 1.

The shgle{site mean eld solution of (l]) indicates that with increasing
W =J, a m agnetic{to{K ondo (ground state) phase transition is taking place.
W hile this is a physically appealing result, the cbvious shortoom ings of the
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characterization ofthe high{J state as an array of disconnected singletsm ay
Jead to worries that the phase transition ism erely an artefact of the approx—
In ation.

W e In proved the variational description of the ground state by allow Ing
for the presence of a variety of nearest{neighbour correlations. W e carried
out the optin zation in the one{din ensional case where the transfer m atrix
m ethod @] can be used to calculate the relevant expectation values.

In Section 331 we used the sin ple soin correlations whose presence can
be nferred from the ordering. These ked to a better ground state energy in
the an all{to{Intem ediate J regin ¢, and pushed the phase transition point
slightly upwards igures 1 and 2). However, the high{J state ram ained as
structureless as In the sinplest mean eld approxin ation.

In Section 332 we lkamed that the physically interesting ones are the
com posite soin correlations which could be expressed as expectation values
of products of four soin {operators, nvolring both kinds of spins wWe could
choose hS] [ S, i ,1). The relevance of these could be guessed from per-
turbation theory: they describe that ford W , the ground state is alm ost
singlet, w ith a sprinkling ofa few nearest{neighbour antjparallel triplet pairs.
T he inclusion ofthese correlations suppresses the phase transition com pletely
(F igures 3 and 4), the ground state rem ains ordered forany niteJ. Further-
m ore, the ground state energy, and the concentration of local triplets have
the order of m agnitude expected from perturbation theory. The tail regin e
of the order param eter [ ig. 4) is a tantalizing hint that an all ordered m o—
m ents m ay be a part of the physics of the orbitally non{degenerate K ondo
lattice.

However, we have to be extram ely cautious about the conclusions to be
drawn from our results. A fter all, for the one{din ensional K ondo necklace,
pow erfiil techniques have provided a num ber of essentially exact statem ents,
and these tend to be in disagreem ent w ith our ndings. G eneral argum ents
suggest [] that or aln ost the entire range of J=W values, the excitation
soectrum is gapped but at som e an allJ=W , the possbility ofa phase transi—
tion can not be excluded. In fact, exact diagonalization studies @] revealed
the existence ofa K osterlitz{T houless type transition from the gapped high{
J state (W ith exponentialdecay of soin correlations) to a gapless low {J state
W ith algebraic decay of spin correlations). In any case, the ground state
never has true long{range order.

This point In iself should not be too worrying. O ur correlated m ean
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eld approach is supposed to work where long{range order is In principle
possble, ie., forem ost in three din ensions. It is just technical convenience
w hich m ade us to stick to one din ension but we could argue that the general
appearance of our resuls is the same as what a much m ore cum bersom e
three{din ensional evaluation should give. This would still allow us to hope
that the three-din ensional pssudospin m odelw ould have a ground state w ith
an all ordered m om ents.

W e have to be, however, aware of a subtler kind ofdi culy aswell. P re-
scribing an A nsatz m eans that the system is pem itted to seek a low {energy
state In a certain m anner. This can lad to a good estin ate for the ground
state energy (@s it undoubtedly does) but does not necessarily inply that
this is the natural way how the energy gain in question arises. To cite an
example, a sin ilar study of the Hubbard m odel [I]] gave the correct order
ofmagnitude €=U for the energy at U t but ascribbed it to a m etallic
ground state w hich ispatently false. Hence we should bewamed that nding
the (finctionally) correct asym ptotic orm {59) of the ground state energy
does not prove that the result (63) about the long{range order is basically
right. Th fact, prelin nary results [[J] cbtained from the O guchiapproxin a—
tion indicate that the order param eter h *i vanishes above a critical J=W .
Tt ram ains an outstanding question whether the three{din ensional D oniach
pseudospin m odel can support reduced m om ent m agnetian .

ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

T he authors w ish to express their gratitude to the Intemational C entre
for Theoretical Physics for nancial support, hospitality, and an encourag—
ing scienti ¢ atm osphere. P F. is indebted also to SISSA (Treste) for the
hospitality extended to him .

R eferences
[L] For review s of the physics of f {electron systam s s=e, eg.,, PA . Lee,

TM .Riee, JW .Serene, L J.Sham and JW .W ikins: Comm entsCond.
M att. Phys. X II, 99 (1986), and the m ore recent work by N. G rewe

20



and F. Steglich, in: Handoook on the Physics and Chem istry of the
Rare Earths Vol 14,Ed.K A .G schneidner, Jr.and L.Eyring, N orth{
Holland, Am sterdam , 1991) pp. 434-474.

Rl1P.Cokman and J.Gan: Physica B171, 3 (1991).
B]TM .Rieand K .Ueda: Phys.Rev.B34, 6420 (1986).
4] P.Fazekas: Solid State Commun. 60, 431 (1986).

B] H. Shiba and P. Fazekas: Progr. Theor. Phys. Suppl No. 101, 403
(1990).

6] P.Fazekas and H . Shia: Int. J.M odem Phys.B5, 289 (1991).
[7] SP.Strong and A J.M illis: Phys.Rev. Lett. 69, 2419 (1992).
Bl]VL.L bero and D L.Cox: preprnt.
O] S.Doniach: Physica B91, 231 (1977).

[10] P.Fazekasand E .M ullerH artm ann: Z.Physk B85, 285 (1991).

[11] H.Tsunetsugu, Y .Hatsugai, K .Ueda, and M . Sigrist: Phys.Rev.B46,
3175 (1992); T .N ishino and K .Ueda: unpublished.

[L2] JW .Rasuland P.Schlottm ann: Phys.Rev.Lett. 62,1701 (1989);B A.
Jonesand C M .Vam a: Phys.Rev. Lett. 62, 1702 (1989).

[13] P.Fazekasand H Y .Kee: M odem Phys. Lett.B 6, 1681 (1992).
[l4] P.Fazekasand H Y .Kee: Phys.Rev.B (in press).

[L5] E.Lib, Th.Schultz, and D .M attis: Ann.Phys. 16, 407 (1961).
[L6] A .V irosztek: J.Phys.C18, 4735 (1985).

[l7] P.Fazekasand K .Penc: Int. J.M odem Phys.B2, 1021 (1988).
18] P.Santiniand J. Solom : Phys.Rev.B46, 7422 (1992).

M9 H Y .Kee, S.KIn, and P.Fazekas: unpublished.

21



F igure captions

Fig. 1. Ground state energy (n unis of W ) versus J=W for a trial state
with intersite S{S and { s corrrlations. Thick line: correlated m ean
eld solution (transition at J=W 1059), thin lne: simpl mean eld
(transition at J=W = 1).

Fig. 2. The order param eterh *i, for the same case as in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3. G round state energy (inh units of W ) for a trial state w ith com posite
Intersite correlations, belonging to the antijparalkel alignm ent of uctuating
triplets. Thick line: correlated mean eld, thin lne: smplmean eld.

Fig. 4. O rder param eter h *i versus J=W for the same case asFig. 3. The
ground state phase transition found in the smplk mean eld solution (thin
line) is suppressed, according to the correlated mean eld approach (thick
line), the asym ptotic behaviouris W =J.
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