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A bstract

W estudy theground statephasediagram ofthepseudospin m odel

introduced by Doniach to describetheessentialphysicsofK ondo lat-

tices. W e use variationaltrialstates which augm entthe usualm ean

�eld solution by incorporating various intersite correlations. A com -

positespin correlation describing theantiparallelalignm entof
uctu-

ating triplets is found to be particularly favourable for large K ondo

couplings. W ith this trialstate,the m agnetic{to{K ondo transition

is suppressed and the strong coupling ground state is ordered with

strongly reduced m om ents.Therelevanceofthe�ndingsisdiscussed.
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1 T he m odel

The basic question in the physics of heavy ferm ion m aterials is whether

collective spin com pensation can be taking place in a periodic array oflo-

calized m om entsim m ersed in a conduction electron sea [1]. In case yes,we

m ay speak abouta collective Kondo e�ect even though itrem ains unclear

to which extentthe form ation ofan overalllattice singletground state can

belikened to thesingle{ion Kondo e�ect.Them ostintriguing possibility is

thatspin com pensation m ay go a very long way before itisstopped by the

ordering oftheresidualtiny m om ents[2].

Asfarasspinsareconcerned,theKondoe�ectisjustaspin com pensation

phenom enon.Theem ergenceofa non{analyticenergy scalein theim purity

problem isconnected with theexistenceofalargenum berofarbitrarily low{

lying electron{hole excitations. Though variationalm ethods indicate the

existenceofa lattice{coherence{enhanced Kondo energy scaleforthenearly

integralvalent(Kondo)regim e ofthe Anderson lattice [3,4],aswellasfor

the Kondo lattice [5,6],they do notprovide a proofthatthe ground state

energy ofthe Kondo lattice contains non{analytic term s. The interplay of

spin and chargedegreesoffreedom in theKondolatticem ay stillprovetobe

quite di�erentfrom whatonehasfound forthe im purity problem .Itseem s

desirable to separate,ifpossible,the spin com pensation aspectfrom allthe

othercom plicationsof\trueKondo physics".

Ithasbecom eaccepted [7,8]thatthecom petition ofspin com pensation

and m agnetic ordering can be described with drastically sim pli�ed m odels

which contain justthespin degreesoffreedom .Thesim plestofthese isthe

Kondonecklacem odelintroduced byDoniach [9].In addition tothelocalized

spins ~S ofthef{electronsweintroducea setofpseudospins~�’swhich stand

for the spin degrees offreedom ofthe conduction electrons. The num ber

of~S{spinsischosen equalto the num berof~� spinswhich im pliesthatthe

possibility ofafullspin com pensation isafeatureofthesystem .W hileitcan

beargued [5,10]thata singletground statem ay ariseatany band �lling,it

ism ore straightforward to associate the m odelwith the Kondo lattice with

a half{�lled conduction band so that the num ber ofpseudospins is equal

to the num berofconduction electrons. Thishasthe additionalm otivation

thatthecorrespondingKondolatticehasan insulating ground state[11];the

appearanceofa chargegap isa justi�cation forom itting thechargedegrees

offreedom .
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Thesim plestm ean �eld treatm entoftheoriginalnecklacem odelyielded

the beautifulresultofa ground state phase transition from a m agnetically

ordered toafullyspin{com pensated state[9].W earebynow fullyawarethat

strictly one{dim ensionalm odelsarebound to show m uch subtlerbehaviour

[7]butextendingthem odeltothephysicallym orerelevanthigherdim ensions

(no longer\necklaces" in thegeom etricalsense)m akesusto expectthatthe

m ean �eld resultsareroughly correct.

Ourintention hereisto im provethem ean �eld approxim ation by includ-

ing short{range correlations. Such an approach isexpected to give sensible

im provem ents oversingle{site m ean �eld resultsin three dim ensions where

the m ean �eld phase diagram should be qualitatively correct. However,in-

term ediate stepsofourcalculation can be executed free offurtherapproxi-

m ationsin one dim ension. Therefore,we m ake the algebra (sum overlocal

con�gurations)fortheone{dim ensionalcasebutbearin m ind thatthechar-

acter ofthe results is m eant for three dim ensions. (In one dim ension,the

betterestim ate ofthe ground state energy isstillbelievable butone should

nottrustthecharacterization oftheground state.)

W estudy S = 1=2 Kondo necklace m odels

H = J

LX

i= 1

~Si� ~�i+ W

LX

i= 1

(�xi�
x
i+ 1 + �

y

i�
y

i+ 1 + ��
z
i�

z
i+ 1) (1)

Thenecklace isclosed with theperiodicboundary condition L + 1� 1.

Seeking correspondence with the insulating state ofthe Kondo lattice

m odelwould lead usto choosean antiferrom agnetic Kondo coupling J > 0,

and an antiferrom agneticintersite pseudospin coupling W > 0.Actually,in

Doniach’s [9]originalpseudospin m odel,the latter term was chosen to be

purely x{y{like(� = 0),which givesagood im itation ofpropagatingdegrees

offreedom . One should rem em ber,however,thatthe underlying ferm ionic

Kondo latticeproblem had spin{rotationalsym m etry,and thishasbeen lost

by postulating thex{y form ofcoupling.W enotethatisotropicspin m odels

(oranisotropic m odelswith isotropy asa specialcase)have been discussed

in theliteraturewith thepurposeofm odelling Kondo latticephysics[12,7].

In any case,a m ore com plete understanding ofthe spin system m akes the

study ofan extended m odeldesirable.W ith thism otivation,thestudy of(1)

with arbitrary signsofJ and W ,and with a generalanisotropy 0 � � < 1

isindicated. Forreasonsofconvenience,we concentrate on the case � = 0
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butwe wish to em phasize thatthe m ethod used here isequally applicable

for� 6= 0.

Ham iltonians of the form (1) can be de�ned for either j~Sj > j~�j, or

j~�j> j~Sj,or j~�j= j~Sj,corresponding to underscreened, overscreened, or

exactly screened Kondolattices.Generalizing Doniach’swork on theexactly

screened S = 1=2 m odel,we have discussed the m ean �eld ground statesof

theunderscreened [13]and overscreened [14],Kondonecklacem odelsearlier.

Hereourm ain interestliesin goingbeyond thesingle{sitem ean �eld descrip-

tion,therefore we con�ne ourattention to the sim plestcase j~Sj= 1=2,and

j~�j= 1=2. The Hilbert space ofa lattice site is spanned by the fourlocal

basisstatesjSz�zi

j1i= j1=2;1=2i j2i = j� 1=2;1=2i

j3i= j1=2;� 1=2i j4i = j� 1=2;� 1=2i (2)

The num ber ofcases is reduced ifwe set � = 0. It is wellknown that

the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic S = 1=2 x{y m odels(on bipartite

lattices)arephysically identicalsince they can be connected by a canonical

transform ation.A bipartitelatticecan bedivided intoalternatesublatticesA

and B so thatnearest{neighbourbondsalwaysconnectdi�erentsublattices.

Then thetransform ation

Û1 =
Y

j2B

exp(� i��
z
j) (3)

changesthesign ofthex{y term

Û1

 

W

LX

i= 1

(�xi�
x
i+ 1 + �

y

i�
y

i+ 1)

!

Û
� 1

1
= � W

LX

i= 1

(�xi�
x
i+ 1 + �

y

i�
y

i+ 1) (4)

A sim ilarstatem entholdsforourm odel:a�{rotation aboutthespin{z axes

forboth theS{,and �{spinson sublatticeB

Û2 =
Y

j2B

exp[� i�(Szj + �
z
j)] (5)

changes the sign ofthe intersite �{coupling while leaving the Kondo term

unchanged

Û2

 

J

LX

i= 1

~Si� ~�i+ W

LX

i= 1

(�xi�
x
i+ 1 + �

y

i�
y

i+ 1)

!

Û
� 1

2
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= J

LX

i= 1

~Si� ~�i� W

LX

i= 1

(�xi�
x
i+ 1 + �

y

i�
y

i+ 1) (6)

The second term on the right{hand side can be transform ed to a non{

interacting spinless ferm ion m odel[15]: for half{�lling, the ground state

energy is� W =�.Thisprovidesa usefulcom parison forenergy estim atesin

theweak{J regim e.

The inclusion of� 6= 0 would,ofcourse,m ake the casesofpositive and

negativeW genuinely di�erent.Ourvariationalm ethod is,in principle,just

asapplicable for� 6= 0 asfor� = 0. Restricting ourattention to the case

� = 0,where it is su�cient to consider W < 0,is m otivated by form al

convenience: forferrom agnetic intersite coupling,hom ogeneous trialstates

can beused.

2 Variationalm ethod

W ewish tom ap outtheground statephasediagram ofH .Forthispurpose,

weintroducevariationaltrialstates.Sincea siteihastwo spins,the\true"

spin ~Si,and the pseudospin ~�i which are coupled by the Kondo term ,we

can speak oftheinternalstructureofthesite,which isdescribed asa linear

com bination ofthefourpossiblestates

j�ii= �1j1ii+ �2j2ii+ �3j3ii+ �4j4ii (7)

In the single{site m ean �eld theory,the internalstate ofthe site iistaken

to beindependentoftheinstantaneousstateofany othersite;e.g.,a trans-

lationally invariantstatewould bedescribed by theproductwavefunction

j�i=

LY

i= 1

j�ii=

LY

i= 1

(�1j1ii+ �2j2ii+ �3j3ii+ �4j4ii) (8)

In a ground statewith antiferrom agneticlong{rangeorder,j�iican bem ade

sublattice{dependent

j�iA F =

L=2Y

i= 1

j�Ai2i� 1j�
B i2i
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=

L=2
Y

i= 1

(�A
1
j1i2i� 1 + �

A
2
j2i2i� 1 + �

A
3
j3i2i� 1 + �

A
4
j4i2i� 1)�

(�B
1
j1i2i+ �

B
2
j2i2i+ �

B
3
j3i2i+ �

B
4
j4i2i) (9)

butotherwise,thesim pleproductform isretained.

W eproposeto im prove thevariationaldescription by including nearest{

neighbour intersite correlations,according to the recipe: ifsite iis in the

state j�iii,and site i+ 1 in the state j�i+ 1ii+ 1,then the am plitude acquires

theadditionalfactorO (�i;�i+ 1).Foratranslationally invariantstate,wecan

write

j	i=
Y

i

P̂i;i+ 1j�i (10)

wheretheintersitecorrelator

P̂i;i+ 1 =

4X

�i= 1

4X

�i+ 1= 1

j�iiij�i+ 1ii+ 1 O (�i;�i+ 1)i+ 1h�i+ 1jih�ij (11)

hasbeen introduced.

Thegeneralstructureofthevariationaltrialstateisthatitiscreated by

an intersiteprojection operatorP̂ acting on am ean{�eld referencestatej�i.

On{site correlations (such as localsinglet form ation) are included in j�i,

and intersite correlationsare controlled by P̂. Both j�iand P̂ can contain

variationalparam eters.

Analogoustrialstatescould bewritten down forhigher{dim ensionallat-

tices. Actually,these would be physically m ore acceptable: ourvariational

m ethod isa correlated m ean �eld m ethod. Thusthe overallappearance of

ourresultsiswhatwe would expectforthree{dim ensionalsystem s. Subtle

featuresparticulartoonedim ension [7]arelikely tobem issed by thepresent

treatm ent. However,the algebra needed forthe variationalm ethod can be

executed fully in one dim ension while it would involve further approxim a-

tionsin higherdim ensions. Therefore we stick to the one{dim ensionalcase

anticipating thatcarehasto beexercised in interpreting the�ndings.

Them ethod weusehasbeen introduced forspin chainsby Virosztek [16];

lateritwasapplied totheone{dim ensionalHubbard m odelby Pencand one

ofus[17].

W ewillbeworking with hom ogeneousstatesforwhich
X

i

(Sz
i + �

z
i)= 0 (12)
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The m otivation com es from considering the single{site m ean{�eld solution

[9]ofthe originalnecklace m odelW > 0,J > 0,� = 0. In the sim plest

approxim ation,theground stateisan x{y antiferrom agnetifJ < W ,and a

collection ofindependentsingletsifJ > W ,with a continuousphase tran-

sition atJ = W . The �nding ofa ground state phase transition between a

m agnetic and a \Kondo{like" state haslong been the source ofinspiration

forcontinuing research in the Kondo lattice physics. On the otherhand,it

hasbeen a m atterofdebatewhetherthistransition isan exactconsequence

ofthem odel(1),oran artefactofthesim pleapproxim ation.Atthesim plest

level,one can pointitoutthatthe description ofthe non{ordered state as

strictly singletisjustazeroth{orderapproxim ation sinceforany �niteW =J,

howeversm all,theprocess

j1=2;� 1=2i1j� 1=2;1=2i2 � ! j1=2;1=2i1j� 1=2;� 1=2i2 (13)

willm ix in localtriplets.

Itisnaturalto expectthatthe description in term soflocalsingletsbe-

com es correct only in the lim it J=W ! 1 ,and for�nite J,there willbe

spin{spin correlationsbetween thesites.Itisan interestingquestion whether

them ean{�eld transition survivestheinclusion ofsuch correlations.

3 Variationaltrialstatesforthenecklacem odel

3.1 H om ogeneous states

In accordancewith (12),in (8)wechoose

j�1j= j�4j= � and j�2j= j�3j= � (14)

Onestillhasto decidetherelativephasefactors.

Theground statewavefunction can bechosen asreal,which saysallthe

param eters are real. The rem aining task is to specify the relative signs of

the �’s. Thiswe do by requiring thatnon{diagonalprocessesshould give a

negative contribution to the energy,wheneverthatispossible. The on{site

Kondospin{
ip term involvesthefactor�2�3;theterm can bem adenegative

if

sg(�2�3)= � sg(J) (15)
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Aswearegoing to see,therearetwo kindsofcontributionscom ing from the

intersite �{spin{
ip processes. One ofthem ,which actsbetween siteswith

antiparallelS{spins,wasillustrated in (13).Hereallfourlocalstatesappear

once,sotheterm com eswith thefactor�1�2�3�4.Thecorrespondingenergy

term can bem adenegativeifweprescribe

sg(�1�4)= sg(J)� sg(W ) (16)

In theotherkind ofhopping process,theS{spinsareparallel

j1=2;1=2i1j1=2;� 1=2i2 � ! j1=2;� 1=2i1j1=2;1=2i2 (17)

In thecorresponding term ,allvariationalparam etersareraised toeven pow-

ers,sothesign ofthecontribution isthesam easthesign ofW .In particular,

forW > 0,a hom ogeneousAnsatzdoesnotperm itto gain energy from this

kind ofprocess.

No di�cultiesarise ifwe stick to the case � = 0: In (6)we have shown

thatW > 0and W < 0areequivalent,sowecan chooseW < 0,and haveall

contributionsnegative.Still,itisinterestingtorem em berthattheequivalent

solution ofthe W > 0 problem is a two{sublattice antiferrom agnetic state

which can be generated from the hom ogeneousAnsatz by acting on itwith

thetransform ation Û2 given in (5)

Û2 �

LY

i= 1

(�j1ii� �j2ii+ �j3ii� �j4ii)

=

L=2Y

i= 1

(�j1i2i� 1 � �j2i2i� 1 + �j3i2i� 1 � �j4i2i� 1)�

(�j1i2i+ �j2i2i� �j3i2i� �j4i2i) (18)

Thetwo{sublattice form isjustDoniach’s[9]AnsatzforthecaseW > 0.

Henceforth we keep W < 0. Depending on the sign ofJ,there are two

di�erent classes ofwave functions. To be speci�c,we choose J > 0. The

Ansatzfortheground statereads

j	i=
Y

i

P̂i;i+ 1(�j1ii+ �j2ii� �j3ii+ �j4ii) (19)
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Thestructureofthecorrelatorcan berepresented by them atrix

Ô =

0

B
B
B
@

O (�1;�1) O (�1;�2) O (�1;�3) O (�1;�4)

O (�2;�1) O (�2;�2) O (�2;�3) O (�2;�4)

O (�3;�1) O (�3;�2) O (�3;�3) O (�3;�4)

O (�4;�1) O (�4;�2) O (�4;�3) O (�4;�4)

1

C
C
C
A

(20)

Considering theobvioussym m etry

O (�i;�j)= O (�j;�i) (21)

and furtherrestrictionsarising from "{# sym m etry,stillleavesuswith m ore

variationalparam etersthan onecould easily handle.Onehasto try to guess

whatarethe relevantcorrelations.W e return to thisquestion later.Before

doing that,weoutlinethegeneralform alism .

3.2 Transfer m atrix form alism

W ehaveto calculatetheground stateenergy

E =
h	jH j	i

h	j	i
(22)

and m inim izeitwith respectto thevariationalparam eters.

Letuskeep them atrix Ô and thechoiceofthe�’sasyetunspeci�ed and

calculate the norm h	j	i. Expanding j	iin the orthonorm albasisform ed

asthedirectproductofthesingle{sitebases(2)

j	i=

4X

�1= 1

X

�2

:::
X

�L

LY

i= 1

(��iO (�i;�i+ 1))j�1i1j�2i2:::j�LiL (23)

we�nd thatthenorm isgiven by a sum overcon�gurations,which issim ilar

to the partition function ofa one{dim ensionalclassicallattice m odel. Itis

advantageousto introducethetransferm atrix T̂ as

T(�i;�i+ 1)= j��ijO
2(�i;�i+ 1)j��i+ 1

j (24)

9



whereupon thenorm becom es

h	j	i =
X

�1

X

�2

:::
X

�L

T(�1;�2)T(�2;�3):::T(�L� 1;�L)T(�L;�1)

= Tr(T̂L)� ! x
L
0

(25)

wherex0 isthelargesteigenvalueofthetransferm atrix.

Thenextstep isthecalculation ofexpectation values.Theknowledgeof

x0 su�cesto determ inethedensitiesofquantitieswhich arediagonalin the

representation (2).Thedensity ofsitesin thestatej�iis

n� = �
2

�

@lnx0

@�2�
(26)

Thecom bined densityofnearest{neighbourpairsinthecon�gurationj�1ij�2i,

and itsreversej�1ij�2iis

n�1�2 = O
2(�1;�2)

@lnx0

@O 2(�1;�2)
(27)

wherethesym m etry ofthem atrix Ô wasexploited.

The straightforward analogy with classicalstatisticalm echanics ceases

when we go overto the calculation ofo�{diagonalquantitiessuch asspin{


ip am plitudes.Atthisstage,itbecom esapparentthatwearedealing with

agenuinely quantum {m echanicalproblem .W efollow them ethod introduced

by Virosztek [16].

Letusillustrate the m ethod on the exam ple ofthe spin{
ip partofthe

Kondo term acting atsitem

h	jS +

m �
�

m + S
�

m �
+

m j	i=

X

�1

:::
X

�m � 1

X

�m

X

�
0

m

X

�m + 1

:::
X

�L

m � 1Y

i= 1

�
2

�i
�

m � 2Y

i= 1

O
2(�i;�i+ 1)

� ��m O (�m � 1;�m )O (�m ;�m + 1)h�m jS
+

m �
�

m + S
�

m �
+

m j�
0

m i

� ��0
m

O (�m � 1;�
0

m )O (�
0

m ;�m + 1)�

LY

i= m + 1

�

�
2

�i
O
2(�i;�i+ 1)

�

(28)

The expression isratherlike the norm (25)exceptthatatsite m ,a distur-

bancehasoccured which,via thecorrelators,in
uencesthesitesm � 1 and

10



m + 1. (28)isstillthe trace ofa productofm atrices;however,in contrast

to (25),notallm atricesare T̂.Thesitesm � 1 and m + 1 areconnected by

them atrix K̂ � ratherthan by T̂2

h	jS +

m �
�

m + S
�

m �
+

m j	i= Tr
�

T̂
m � 2

K̂ � T̂
L� m

�

(29)

Doing the sum s over �m and �
0

m we recallthatthe spin{
ip term s connect

thestatesj2iand j3i.Itcan beread o� from (28)that

K � (�m � 1;�m + 1) = 2j��m � 1
��m + 1

j�2�3

� O (�m � 1;2)O (2;�m + 1)O (�m � 1;3)O (3;�m + 1) (30)

Theexponentialdom inanceofthetraceby factorsofx0 allowsto deduce

h	jS +

m �
�

m + S�

m �
+

m j	i

h	j	i
=
hX 0jK̂ � jX 0i

x2
0

(31)

where jX 0i is the eigenvector satisfying T̂jX 0i = x0jX 0i. Because ofthe

sym m etry ofT̂,itisoftheform

jX 0i=
1

q

2(1+ k2)

0

B
B
B
@

k

1

1

k

1

C
C
C
A

(32)

Theintersitespin{
ip processbetween sitesm and m + 1exertsan in
u-

encealso on sitesm � 1 and m + 2.Thiscan beexpressed by a m atrixM̂ �

which isanalogousto K̂ �

M � (�m � 1;�m + 2)= 2�2�2j��m � 1
��m + 2

j

� (O (1;4)O (2;3)[O (�m � 1;1)O (4;�m + 2)O (�m � 1;2)O (3;�m + 2)+

O (�m � 1;4)O (1;�m + 2)O (�m � 1;3)O (2;�m + 2)]

+O 2(1;3)O (�m � 1;1)O (3;�m + 2)O (�m � 1;3)O (1;�m + 2)+

O
2(2;4)O (�m � 1;2)O (4;�m + 2)O (�m � 1;4)O (2;�m + 2)) (33)

which hasto bereplaced into

h	j� +

m �
�

m + 1
+ ��m �

+

m + 1
j	i

h	j	i
=
hX 0jM̂ � jX 0i

x3
0

(34)
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Anotherusefulquantity isthe transverse spin polarization which turnsout

to betheorderparam eteroftheground state.Them atrix belonging to Sx
m

is

P̂S(�m � 1;�m + 1) = 2��j��m � 1
��m + 1

j

� (O (�m � 1;1)O (1;�m + 1)O (�m � 1;2)O (2;�m + 1)+

O (�m � 1;3)O (3;�m + 1)O (�m � 1;4)O (4;�m + 1)) (35)

whilethem atrix belonging to �xm isthevery sim ilar

P̂�(�m � 1;�m + 1) = � 2��j��m � 1
��m + 1

j

� (O (�m � 1;1)O (1;�m + 1)O (�m � 1;3)O (3;�m + 1)+

O (�m � 1;2)O (2;�m + 1)O (�m � 1;4)O (4;�m + 1)) (36)

The sign di�erence in (35)and (36)showsthat(asexpected foran antifer-

rom agnetic Kondo interaction)the S and � polarizationspointin opposite

directions.

3.3 T he m inim ization procedure

Now wetakeparticularform softheAnsatzand work outtheconsequences.

In the process,we hope to learn which correlations are m ost relevant for

getting a correct description in di�erent regim es ofthe coupling constant

J=W .

3.3.1 Sim ple spin correlations

Sincethem ean �eld solution givesa m agnetic{to{nonm agneticground state

phasetransition,the�rstidea could beto incorporateshortrangespin{spin

correlations. Though only the � spins are subject to intersite interactions,

theirordering induces a sim ilarordering ofthe S{spins. (Since the Kondo

coupling isantiferrom agnetic,thelocalS{m om entisantiparalleltothelocal

�{m om ent.) Therefore we incorporate in the Ansatz both �{� and S{S

intersite correlations,controlled by the independent variationalparam eters

�S and ��.Each antiparallel�{� pairbringsafactor��,and each antiparallel

S{S pairafactor�S.Thecorrespondingm atrixofthecorrelation coe�cients
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O (�i;�i+ 1)can bewritten as

Ô 1 =

0

B
B
B
@

1 �S �� �S��

�S 1 �S�� ��

�� �S�� 1 �S

�S�� �� �S 1

1

C
C
C
A

(37)

In principle, we could have included intersite S � � correlations as well.

Sincethem otivation fortheseisnotim m ediately clear,and them inim ization

di�cultenough with theparam eterswealready have,weom itthem .

Ô 1 which describes
uctuating m agnetism ,should work reasonably well

in theweak{to{interm ediatecouplingregim ewhereitm eansan im provem ent

overthem ean{�eld �nding ofstaticlong{rangeorder.

Thelargesteigenvalueofthetransferm atrix is

x0 =
1

2

h

(�2 + �
2)(1+ �

2

S�
2

�)+

q

(�2 � �2)2(1+ �2S�
2

�)
2 + 4�2�2(�2S + �2�)

2

�

(38)

and k appearing in thecorresponding eigenvector

k =
1

2��(�2S + �2�)

h

(�2 � �
2)2(1+ �

2

S�
2

�)
2+

q

(�2 � �2)2(1+ �2S�
2

�)
2 + 4�2�2(�2S + �2�)

2

�

(39)

These quantitiesenterthe variousterm softhe ground state energy. Using

"{# sym m etries,thez{z partoftheKondoterm can bederived from (26)as

h	jS z
m �

z
m j	i

h	j	i
=

(�2 � �2)(1+ �2S�
2

�)

4
q

(�2 � �2)2(1+ �2S�
2

�)
2 + 4�2�2(�2S + �2�)

2

(40)

Forthespin{
ip part,weuse(31)to arriveat

h	jS +

m �
�

m + S�

m �
+

m j	i

h	j	i
= �

2�2�2S�
2

�(�k+ �)2

x2
0
(1+ k2)

(41)

Finally,(34)isused to derive

�
W

2

h	j� +

m �
�

m + 1
+ ��m �

+

m + 1
j	i

h	j	i
= � W

�2�2�4�(1+ �2S)
3(�k+ �)2

x3
0
(1+ k2)

(42)
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To get a feeling for the structure ofthe result,let us �rst study the case

J = 0 when only the term (42) rem ains. M axim um freedom for �{spin{


ip is obtained for � = � = 1=
p
2 which leads to an expression which is

independentof�S:� 2�4�=(1+ ��)
2.Thishasitsm inim um at�� =

p
2.The

m inim um energy � 8W =27 am ountsto 94% oftheexactvalue� W =�.

Forsm allJ=W ,an expansion in term softhe sm allquantities�=� � 1,

and t�
p
2 yields

hH i� �
8

27
W �

2

9
J �

1

36

J2

W
(43)

which correspondsto �S � 1 and �� �
p
2(1� 3J=16W ).

ForgeneralJ=W ,m inim ization wascarried outnum erically. The result

fortheground stateenergy isshown in Fig.1.In theinterval0� J=W < 1,

the ground state energy showsan im provem ent overthe sim ple m ean{�eld

result,which isquite substantialin the sm all{J regim e. However,asJ=W

isincreased slightly beyond 1,thesolution seem sto gradually approach that

obtained by thesingle{site m ean �eld treatm ent.

W econ�rm ed theexistenceofasharp phasetransition byasem i{analytic

argum ent by expanding the energy in term s ofthe sm allparam eter �=�.

Strictly for � = 0,the intersite hopping contribution (42) vanishes, and

the Kondo energy has its m inim um value � 3J=4 for �S�� = 1. In the

neighbourhood ofthe transition we expect (and �nd) that � = �S � 1=��
is also very sm all,so we can m ake an additionalexpansion in term s of�.

Theleading term softheenergy can bewritten as

hH i� �
3

4
J + [f1(J=W ;��)+ f2(J=W ;��)� �]

 
�

�

!
2

(44)

f2 is negative but an energy lowering due to an in�nitesim ally sm all� is

im possible iff1 isa �nitepositive quantity.W efound thatthem inim um of

f1 changessign atJ=W � 1:059.ForlargerJ’s,the totalenergy increm ent

in non{negative which requires � = 0,i.e.,we are back at the single{site

m ean �eld solution.

Below the threshold value, the ground state is ordered, having non{

vanishing expectation valuesof�x and Sx

h�xi= �
���2�(1+ �2�)

2(�k+ �)2

x2
0
(k2 + 1)

(45)
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hSxi=
���2�(1+ �2S)

2(�k+ �)2

x2
0
(k2 + 1)

(46)

Ourexperiencewith theAnsatzspeci�ed by (37)can besum m arized like

this:introducingindependent�{� and S{S correlationsleadstoconsiderable

im provem entin the description ofthe ordered state. However,there isstill

a phase transition from an ordered to a non{ordered ground state at the

threshold valueJ = 1:059W which isneartoJ = W ontained in theordinary

m ean �eld treatm ent (Fig. 2). For J > 1:059W ,the description reduces

to that obtained from the product trialstate (8),i.e.,it gives an array of

decoupled singlets. The description ofthe high{J regim e can be im proved

by postulating lessobviouskindsofintersitecorrelations.

3.3.2 C om posite spin correlations

Sim ple spin correlationsfailed to provide an acceptable characterization of

theground stateforJ=W > 1.To understand thenatureofthisstate,letus

rem em berthatinthelarge{J lim it,theprocess(13)preventsthesystem from

freezingintoacollection ofsinglets:itwillkeep on creatingantiparallelpairs

oflocaltriplets.However,thesepairsshould then dissolveintosingletsagain,

otherwise a high{energy situation rem ainssustained.Thusthere m ustbea

tendency for antiparallelcom ponents oflocaltriplets to rem ain at nearest

neighbour distance,which we try to enforce by O (1;4) = O (4;1) = �. If

we wish,we can assist the pair creation oflocaltriplets by enhancing the

antiparallelcorrelationsin nearby singletsvia O (2;3)= O (3;2)= �. Thus

weareled to consider

Ô 2 =

0

B
B
B
@

1 1 1 �

1 1 � 1

1 � 1 1

� 1 1 1

1

C
C
C
A

(47)

Itshould beem phasized thathereweareconsideringthecorrelationsofcom -

posite objectsm ade up ofS{ and �{spins. The correlationswe introduced

do notfactorizeinto independentS{S and �{� correlations.
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Thelargesteigenvalueofthetransferm atrix (24)isnow

x0 =
1

2

�

�
2(1+ �

2)+ �
2(1+ �

2)+
q

[�2(1+ �2)� �2(1+ �2)]2 + 16�2�2
�

(48)

which belongsto an eigenvectoroftheform (32)with

k =
1

4��

�

�
2(1+ �

2)� �
2(1+ �

2)+
q

[�2(1+ �2)� �2(1+ �2)]2 + 16�2�2
�

(49)

Thez{z partoftheKondo coupling is

h	jS z
m �

z
m j	i

h	j	i
=
1

4
�

�2(1+ �2)� �2(1+ �2)
q

[�2(1+ �2)� �2(1+ �2)]2 + 16�2�2
(50)

whilethespin{
ip partisfound to be

h	jS +

m �
�

m + S�

m �
+

m j	i

h	j	i
= �

2�2(�k+ ��)2

x2
0
(1+ k2)2

(51)

The�{spin{
ip energy isgiven by

�
W

2

h	j� +

m �
�

m + 1
+ ��m �

+

m + 1
j	i

h	j	i
= �

2�2�2(1+ ��)[�(1+ �)k+ �(1+ �)]2

x3
0
(1+ k2)2

(52)

Theenergy expression can beputtogetherfrom (40),(41),and (42).Ithas

tobem inim ized with respecttothethreeindependentvariationalparam eters

�=�,�,and �.

Optim ization has to be done num erically and the results are shown in

Fig.3 forthe ground state energy and in Fig.4 for(the absolute value of)

theorderparam eter

hSxi= � h�xi=
��[�(1+ �)+ �k(1+ �)]2

x2
0
(1+ k2)

(53)

The m ost relevant feature is the suppression ofthe phase transition: the

ground state isordered forallJ. The ordered m om entisofO (1)forweak
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coupling and getsgradually suppressed in the strong coupling regim e. W e

�nd it intriguing that a hint ofreduced m om ent m agnetism em erges in a

m odelwhich isthoughtto correspond to thesingle{channelKondo lattice.

Detailsofthebehaviourcan bediscussed in lim iting cases:

For J = 0,only the x{y term rem ains. Due to the sym m etricalrole

played by localsinglets and triplets in enhancing the m obility ofthe �{

spins the m inim um corresponds to � = �,and � = �. The lowest value

is � � 0:281W which we �nd at � � 1:512. Thus even in the lim it which

is the exact opposite ofwhat the trialstate is intended for,a signi�cant

im provem ent over the m ean �eld solution (energy � 0:25W for� = � = 1,

� = �)isachieved.Theordered m om entish�xi� 0:452.

ForlargeJ,thedensity oflocaltripletshasto besm all,m eaning � � 1,

whilethefew tripletsthatareleftm ustoccurin antiparallelpairsso � m ust

becom e large.In contrast,the correlationsgoverned by � becom e relatively

unim portant;forthesakeofthepresentargum ent,weset� = 1.Introducing

the convenientparam etrization � = cos’,� = sin’,�’ = �=2� ’ isone

ofthesm allparam eters;theotheris1=�.Expanding in these,thestructure

ofthe energy expression suggeststo look forthe asym ptotic solution in the

form

� =
c1W

J(�’)2
(54)

and

�’ =
c2W

J
(55)

where c1 and c2 areto bedeterm ined from optim izing theleading contribu-

tionsto theenergy

hH i� �
3

4
J �

W 2

J

�
c1

2
� c

2

1

�

+
3c4

1

4(�’)2

W 4

J3
+ J(�’)2 (56)

yielding

c1 =

p
3� 1

8
(57)

and

c2 =

s p
3

2
c1 (58)

17



Theleading term softheenergy becom e

hH i� �
3

4
J �

p
3� 1

32
�
W 2

J
(59)

which isobtained for

� � 8

 

1+
1
p
3

!

�
J

W
(60)

and

� �
W

J
(61)

Theasym ptoticbehaviouroftheorderparam eterisfound to be

h�
x
i�

31=4(
p
3� 1)

8
p
2

�
W

J
�

"

1+
(
p
3� 1)

8
�
W

J

#

(62)

Thus our variationalm ethod recovered the correct order ofm agnitude �

� W 2=J oftheground stateenergy in thelarge{J lim it:itiswhatwewould

expectfrom perturbation theory.Thenatureoftheproblem issim ilartothat

ofthe large{U behaviour ofthe Hubbard m odelwhere nearest{neighbour

holon{doublon correlationswerefound to beim portant[17].

In retrospect we can identify the reason why sim ple spin correlations

are insu�cientin the large{J regim e. The correlation m atrix (37)enforces

O (1;4)= O (2;3)while with (47)we have found thatO (1;4)=O (2;3)hasto

becom every largeasJ=W increases.

4 D iscussion and conclusion

W eweretrying toachievea m oredetailed understanding ofthebehaviourof

theKondonecklacem odel,withtheeventualaim of�ndingresultswhich m ay

be relevant to the physics ofheavy ferm ion system s. W e were considering

the necklace ham iltonian (1)with � = 0,i.e.,the sim plestform introduced

by Doniach [9].

The single{site m ean �eld solution of(1)indicatesthatwith increasing

W =J,a m agnetic{to{Kondo (ground state)phasetransition istaking place.

W hile thisisa physically appealing result,the obviousshortcom ingsofthe
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characterization ofthehigh{J stateasan array ofdisconnected singletsm ay

lead to worriesthatthephasetransition ism erely an artefactoftheapprox-

im ation.

W eim proved thevariationaldescription oftheground state by allowing

forthe presence ofa variety ofnearest{neighbour correlations. W e carried

outtheoptim ization in theone{dim ensionalcase where thetransferm atrix

m ethod [16]can beused to calculatetherelevantexpectation values.

In Section 3.3.1 weused thesim plespin correlationswhosepresencecan

be inferred from the ordering.These led to a betterground state energy in

the sm all{to{interm ediate J regim e,and pushed the phase transition point

slightly upwards(Figures1 and 2).However,the high{J state rem ained as

structurelessasin thesim plestm ean �eld approxim ation.

In Section 3.3.2 we learned that the physically interesting ones are the

com posite spin correlationswhich could be expressed asexpectation values

ofproductsoffourspin{operators,involving both kindsofspins(we could

choose hS+

i �
+

i S
�

i+ 1�
�

i+ 1i). The relevance ofthese could be guessed from per-

turbation theory:they describethatforJ � W ,theground stateisalm ost

singlet,with asprinklingofafew nearest{neighbourantiparalleltripletpairs.

Theinclusion ofthesecorrelationssuppressesthephasetransition com pletely

(Figures3and 4),theground staterem ainsordered forany�niteJ.Further-

m ore,the ground state energy,and the concentration oflocaltripletshave

the orderofm agnitude expected from perturbation theory.The tailregim e

ofthe orderparam eter(Fig.4)isa tantalizing hintthatsm allordered m o-

m entsm ay be a partofthe physics ofthe orbitally non{degenerate Kondo

lattice.

However,we have to be extrem ely cautiousaboutthe conclusionsto be

drawn from ourresults. Afterall,forthe one{dim ensionalKondo necklace,

powerfultechniqueshaveprovided a num berofessentially exactstatem ents,

and these tend to bein disagreem entwith our�ndings.Generalargum ents

suggest [7]that for alm ost the entire range ofJ=W values,the excitation

spectrum isgapped butatsom esm allJ=W ,thepossibility ofaphasetransi-

tion can notbeexcluded.In fact,exactdiagonalization studies[18]revealed

theexistenceofaKosterlitz{Thoulesstypetransition from thegapped high{

J state(with exponentialdecay ofspin correlations)toagaplesslow{J state

(with algebraic decay ofspin correlations). In any case,the ground state

neverhastruelong{rangeorder.

This point in itselfshould not be too worrying. Our correlated m ean
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�eld approach is supposed to work where long{range order is in principle

possible,i.e.,forem ostin three dim ensions. Itisjusttechnicalconvenience

which m adeustostick toonedim ension butwecould arguethatthegeneral

appearance ofour results is the sam e as what a m uch m ore cum bersom e

three{dim ensionalevaluation should give.Thiswould stillallow usto hope

thatthethree-dim ensionalpseudospin m odelwould haveaground statewith

sm allordered m om ents.

W ehavetobe,however,awareofasubtlerkind ofdi�culty aswell.Pre-

scribing an Ansatzm eansthatthesystem isperm itted to seek a low{energy

state in a certain m anner. Thiscan lead to a good estim ate forthe ground

state energy (as it undoubtedly does) but does not necessarily im ply that

this is the naturalway how the energy gain in question arises. To cite an

exam ple,a sim ilarstudy ofthe Hubbard m odel[17]gave the correctorder

ofm agnitude � t2=U forthe energy atU � tbutascribed itto a m etallic

ground statewhich ispatently false.Henceweshould bewarned that�nding

the (functionally) correctasym ptotic form (59)ofthe ground state energy

doesnotprove thatthe result(62)aboutthe long{range orderisbasically

right.In fact,prelim inary results[19]obtained from theOguchiapproxim a-

tion indicate thatthe orderparam eterh�xivanishesabove a criticalJ=W .

Itrem ainsan outstanding question whetherthe three{dim ensionalDoniach

pseudospin m odelcan supportreduced m om entm agnetism .
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Figurecaptions

Fig. 1. Ground state energy (in units ofW )versus J=W fora trialstate

with intersite S{S and �{� spin correlations. Thick line: correlated m ean

�eld solution (transition at J=W � 1:059), thin line: sim ple m ean �eld

(transition atJ=W = 1).

Fig.2.Theorderparam eterh�xi,forthesam ecaseasin Fig.2.

Fig.3.Ground stateenergy (in unitsofW )fora trialstatewith com posite

intersite correlations,belonging to the antiparallelalignm entof
uctuating

triplets.Thick line:correlated m ean �eld,thin line:sim plem ean �eld.

Fig.4.Orderparam eterh�xiversusJ=W forthe sam ecase asFig.3.The

ground state phase transition found in the sim ple m ean �eld solution (thin

line) is suppressed,according to the correlated m ean �eld approach (thick

line),theasym ptoticbehaviouris� W =J.
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