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Abstract

Tthasbeen COI’l:ECtU.IedH’E that an in purity w ith charge Z 2 can be localized
due to its Interaction wih elctrons n a metal. The sinplest case is an
In purity free to m ove between only two sites, which interacts locally w ih
s-w ave electrons. For Z 2 the hopping ofthe I purity is form ally irrelevant
and thishasbeen argued to kad to localization. In thispaper it is shown that
other processes, in particular pint hopping of the In purity and one or m ore
electrons betw een the sites, play an In portant role and have not been treated
properly in the literature. Being relevant in a renom alization group sense,
even when Z 2, these tem s lead to delocalization of the in purity. U sing
bosonization, it is shown how these processes are generated from m arginal
operators that are usually neglected and the dangers of ignoring m arginal or
irrelevant operators are discussed In detail. Q uestions about in plications for
the m ore general situation ofm any sites to which the im purity can hop, are

also considered.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A very Interesting but subtle problm for the past quarter century has been the low
tem perature (T ) behavior of a heavy particle interacting w ith the electronic excitations in a
m etal. T he subtlkties arise from the com petition between the tunneling ofthe heavy particle,
w hich tendsto delocalize it, and the nability ofthe electronic degrees of freedom to adjast to
the potential of the m oving particle, which tends to localize it. This di culty ism anifested
In the orthogonality between the electronic ground states w ith the im purity located at two
di erent points in space. T his phenom enon, A nderson’s orthogonality catastropheEE , isdue
to the fact that the two ground states di er by a very large number of very am all energy
particle-hole excitations. This in nity of excitations is related to the fact that the In purity
at two di erent points in space creates Friedel oscillations In the electronic charge density of
the m etal which, due to a di erence in the phase of the oscillations, di er from each other
at arbitrary distances, n plying particlke-hole defomm ations at arbitrarily low energies.

In the lim it ofweak interactionsbetween the heavy particlke and the electrons the prin ary
e ect of the coupling to the elkctrons is to induce a frictional force on the otherw ise free
tunneling m otion of the particle | although the dynam ic properties of the In purity at low
tem peratures are only partially understoodE . In the opposite 1im it of strong interactions, it
has been argued that the particle will be strictly localized. M ore speci cally, it has been
clain ed that a charged particle w ith charge Ze  2e tunneling between sym m etric positions
that are well ssparated spatially w ill Jocalize around one of the sites due to the Interaction
of the particle w ith s-wave electrons.

In thispaperwe w illargue that a heavy particle interacting w ith the electronsvia a sm all
num ber of channels (lessthan orequalto four) cannotbe localized by the Interaction because
of subtle e ects that have not been treated fully In previous workﬁmﬂﬂ . Wewilprm arily
focus on the sim plest case In which the particlke can tunnelbetween only two sites that are
related by symm etry. Thistwo site problem is related to the K ondo problem although there

are in portant di erences which have often been ignored In the literature. W e prin arly



assum e local, screened, s-wave, soin Independent interactions between the particle and the
electronic degrees of freedom . D ue to the soIn independence of the interaction we can then
neglect any possible soin of the heavy particle and treat the opposite soIn electron soecies
Independently.

At the end of the paper we w ill discuss the generalization of the problem due to the
presence ofthree orm ore sites to w hich the particle can hop, and also the potential relevance
ofm ore angular m om entum channels. W e w ill argue that our results suggest the correct
behavior for the extended system ofa particle in a periodicm etal, and also have In plications
for the sharpness of X -ray edge sihgularities in system s w ith m obile desp holes and other
related problem s. T he purpose of this paper is partially pedagogical, thus we work through
som e parts In substantial detail, n particular pointing out the dangers that urk wihin

m any of the standard tricks, egoecially bosonization.

A .Outline

In the rem ainder ofthis Introduction wem otivate the form ofthe H am iltonian w ith which
we w illprin arily work and explain qualitatively the e ects ofthe orthogonality catastrophe
on them otion ofthe partick aswellas the e ectsthatm ake it di cul to localize. The rest
of the paper is organized as ollow s: In the next section (II) we m otivate and introduce the
standard and very usefulm ethod to perform the calculations, ie. bosonization. The m odel
is Introduced In the usual ferm ion representation of electrons which is then m apped into
bosons. In section ITT a path integral representation of the partition function is form ulated
and brought Into a Coulomb gas representation. Renom alization group ow equations
are derived and analyzed. In this way the results that were discussed qualitatively in the
Introduction are put on a m footing. Subsequently in Section IV, the results, as well
as possible generalizations and com plications, are discussed. Finally n Appendix A the
Coulom b gas representation of the partition function is rederived from the original ferm ion

representation and in Appendix B the two site problm is analyzed in the absence of any



sym m etries other than the equivalence of the two sites.

B .P hysical P icture

The Ham iltonian of the in purity{elctron system has three in portant tem s: the non-
Interacting electron part H ), the hopping of the heavy particlke between the two sites and

the Interaction term U . Thus:
H=H,+ dd+dd)+U @)

where d; ;d, are the creation operators of the inpurity at sites 1, 2 and , is the bare
hopping m atrix elem ent of the in puriy between the sites. W e will generally neglect any
asymm etry between the two sites. T he Interaction U w ill involve temm softhe form dj d; & G0
and d; d,c 0 where ¢ are the creation operators of the electronic degrees of freedom .
H owever, due to the assum ed local nature of the potential we can rediagonalize the degrees
of freedom of the electrons and be kft with only two electronic degrees of freedom for each
energy that are jist com posed of those wavefunctions which do not vanish at the two sites.
T hus the potentialU can beput in a form in which it nvolves two electronic states | abeit

not free electron eigenstates | while all others decouple from the inpurity. W e can thus

w rite the m ost general form forU In the follow ing symm etric way:

U= dda+ddVCa+tca)+ Vot ga)l

+dd dd)Vsa da)+Viga ¢a)l @)

w ith m atrix elem ents V; to be detemm ned. The interchange symmetry 1 $ 2 ism anifest
In U. W e have picked a basis for the electrons ¢; , 1= 1;2 so that in the lim i that R, the
distance betw een the two sites, tends to In nity, the ¢;’stend to the local s-wave annihilation
operators at the two sites. Asa resut we expect V, V, ! Oand Vs ! Vy;asR ! 1 .This
will be seen explicitly later. Because there is only one heavy particke it is convenient to

express U in form ofEq.{f) since d;d; + djd, = 1. Therefore only V5 and V,; couple the



inpurity to the elkectrons. One can see that the four tem s n Eq.@l]) are the only ones
possble, dueto the 1 $ 2 interchange symm etry of U . From these four tem s, by choosing
the basis ¢; appropriately, one can m ake one tem vanish since there arem any ways we can
choose nom alized states that alltend to the localwavefunctions ofthetwo sttesasR ! 1 .

The freedom of choice of states is related to a gauge symm etry. If the system is time
reversal nvariant, to which we prin arily restrict consideration, then a gauge can be chosen
tom ake the H am iltonian realand hence elin lnate V, . N ote that, m ore generally, even In the
absence of tin e reversal nvariance V, could be elin inated form ally at this point. But other
operatorswould appear in them ore detailed analysis which cannot be elim inated. A though
we w illnot analyze these operators in detail, we w illargue why they w illnot a ect ourm ain
resuls.

ThusH can be written as:

H=H,+ dda+dd)+Vica+cc)

+Vo et ga)+tVidd dd)ca <o) 3)

using d; d; + dj d, = 1. In the next section we w ill explicitly derive this form and evaliate
the Vi’s. In the standard m anner, one can treat the relevant electronic degrees of freedom
that com prise ¢ and ¢, as essentially one dim ensionalw ith the m agnitude of k playing the
role of a one din ensional w avevector.

Let usnow try to understand the e ects of the potential on the m otion of the particlk.
To start, we consider the sinpl lim it with R large so that the V, tetm which ocouples the
two channels vanishes and V; = V3. Thuswe are keft with two independent channels, ¢ and
o, that Interact locally w ith the in purity. Channel 1 elctrons interact w ith the im purity
when it ison site 1, (d; &, = 1) with interaction strength V; and do not interact when the
in purity is on site 2, (d5 d, = 1). The opposite holds for channel 2. T he in portant physics
arises from the e ect of the Im purity at a given site on the electrons. If, for exam ple, the
potential is attractive, then the im purity tends to attract electrons towards it in order to

screen its presence. Thus when the impurty is on site 1, it will tend to shift electrons of



channel 1l towards site 1. A rather naive picture of this shifting is the induction of charge in
a metal close to a positively charged ob fct In order to screen the electric eld in the buk
of the m etal. The nduced charge com es from the outer boundaries of the m etal and thus
from arbitrarily far away.

A better nterpretation is In tem s of the wavefiinctions of the elctrons. Due to the
existence of the attractive potential the wavefunctions far away from the potential center
look just like the non-interacting ones except for a phase shift. T his in plies that som e extra
charge density hasm oved in from faraway to screen the in purty. Indeed Friedel's sum rule
relates the phase shifts . at the Fem i kevel to the charge, Z e, that is needed to screen a

charged In puriy,

X
Zz=2 @+1) ‘ke)= @)

where the sum is over the angular m om enta channels ‘; the sum over the soins yields the

factor of 2. Thus we can Interpret
n.= = )

as the num ber of electrons per channel that need to be shifted close to the given site In order
to screen the potential. For the present discussion we will assum e that only one angular
mom entum channel ‘= 0 plysa mlk.

Now since the In purty can m ove from site to site, In order to understand the e ect ofthe
Interaction on the dynam ics ofthe in purity we need to know the tin e dependent am plitude
ofa process In which the in purity hops away from a given site fora certain am ount oftim e
t before i hopsback to the previous site. W hen t is Jong enough we can view thisprocess in
the follow ing sin pleway: untiltim e t= 0 the in purity hasbeen at, say, site 1. Att= 0 the
particle tunnels to site 2 where it rem ains for a tin e t before tunnelling back to 1. W hen
the particke hops away from site 1, there aren = = extra ekctrons ofeach soin wihin a
screening distance from site 1 that willm ove away as the system evolves to its new ground
state. Sin ilrly there are n extra holes of each soin near site 2. W ith the sites far apart,

the evolution of the s-wave electrons around each site are essentially lndependent.



Follow ing Schotte and SchotteE we can get a sam iquantitative understanding of the
am plitude of the hopping process by considering = = n with n an integer. Between tine
zero and t, the n extra s-wave soin-up electrons In channel 1 propagate as in absence ofthe
potential that earlier kept them near site 1. To estin ate the am plitude of the totalprocess,
we need to nd the m atrix elem ent between this evolved state at tin e t and the ground
state w ith the particke back at site 1, ie. the nitial state at tin e zero. Since the radial
distance from site 1 of the s-wave electrons can be treated as essentially a one din ensional
coordinate, we can obtain the t-dependence of this process, roughly, by creating the n
electrons at distances a, 2a,..., na from site 2 w ith na ofthe order of the screening distance.
(A better approxin ation would Involve an Integral over the positions of the extra electrons
w ith a welghting factor related to the wave functions in the presence of the in purity at site
1; but thisw illonly m odify our crude estin ate by a m uliplicative prefactor.) W e thus need

to com pute the am p]jtudeﬁﬂ
A, ) = 0F@Eit c(h Dajbc@aged) ¥ Ra0)c @;0)Pi (6)

iIn a one dim ensional system w ith no potential, w ith all the electrons m oving at the Fem i
veloclty v In the same direction. At long times, the antisymm etry of Eq.{d) under ex-
change of any two space variables xes the form ofA,. W hen t c = a=w , the sum

over all possible W ick pairihgs in Eq.(d) wih the one dim ensional long tim e propagator

Go/ [t =x=v)]'yiklds
A,/ detk+ G Dl t: @)

The determ lnant isofthen n matrix with iand jsubscrpts. By use of the properties of

determ inants, this can be shown to yield:

Q . .
A,/ o i< [(l . J) c]2 tnz
i [0 Dt t]

@)

for long t c. The same result will obtain for the down spin electrons as well as for

the s-wave holes around site 2. T hus the am plitude for the fiill double-hop process w ill be



A/t n® In general, w ith di erent soin, angularm cm entum and site channels, ,wih n
P
ekectronsm oved In channel , the amplitude willbe A / t n? . Later we will see that

the general result for far away sites is to sin ply replace n by an appropriate phase shift

Tt is convenient to de ne an exponent
o= n’ 9)

so that the am plitude of the double-hop process w ill be, Including dependence on the bare

hopping am pliude  ,
A () g e (10)

Ifthe sitesare not farapart, orthe system isnot rotationally invariant, there w illnevertheless
still be quantities analogous to n , w ith the Interpretation as charge m oved In a \channel",
such that Eq.{LQ) obtains, even though the phase shifts no longer have any m eaning, see
Appendix B .

In order to understand the dynam ics in the presence of the coupling to the electrons, we
m ake the standard argum ent, w ith the A nsatz that In equilbrium , the heavy particle hops
back and forth at a rate EH T he am plitude for this hopping can thus be guessed to be the
square root of the double-hop am plitude A (€ 1= ) since the particlke will spend tin e of
order 1= ateach site before hopping back. Thus the am plitude w illbe oforderA (¢ 1= )

for each pair ofhops, so that, from Eq.@) we have
2 2 20, 1)

T his has the follow Ing solution:

= ) 12)
c o for < 1

W e thus see that for > 1 the realhopping process w ill not take place and we are thereby
Jead to the conclusion that the In purty w ill Jocalize on the site on which it started under-

going only short virtualhopsback and forth to the other site. W ith only s-wave scattering



o the mpurty Fredel's sum rmuleyieldsZ = 2 .= wih , the swave channel phase shift
for the potentialV = V; = V3 and the factor of 2 com ing from the two soIn soecies. Asa

resul, for well sesparated sites,
o=2<—°>2=z—2>1 (13)
2
cbtaining the inequality if Z 2, so that a charge two particle w ill be localized although a
charge one particke w ill not be.

T his is the conclusion that has been reached, by this argum ent and m ore sophisticated
versions of i, by a number of authorsﬂﬂﬂﬂ. It seem s widely acoepted — along with the
extension of the resul to the localization of a particle m oving on a lattice of sites. Note,
furthem ore that ifthere werem ore angularm om entum channels present w ith phase shiftsof
both signs, it should be possible, by the above argum ent, to localize even a neutralor charge
one particke provided the phase shifts are in the regim e In which the exponent > 1. The
m ain point ofthispaper is that these conclusions are not justi ed. A lthough we w ill see that
it still appears to be possble to localize a particl, this cannot be achieved by jist s-wave
scattering for any charge, and in fact requires at least three angularm om entum channels to
have substantial coupling (so that s and the three p channelsm ay be su cient).

W e will see that the approxin ation of neglecting the V, coupling is very dangerous. In
contrast, relaxing the approxin ation ofV; = V; w illnot changem uch and the relevant phase
shiftsw illbe those associated w ith V3. H owever the crucialV, tem changes the symm etry of
the problem : The Ham iltonian 1 Eq.{@) with V, = 0 and the ¢, and ¢, electrons uncoupled,

has the continuous extra gauge sym m etry

(o] ! (o]
14)
o! o
that is broken by V,. The V, tem m ixes the two channels around the two sites (although
them ixing w illbe weak for large intersite ssparations). Thistemm allow s processes in which
one orm ore electrons near one site transform to electrons near the other. W e shall see that

these yield processes n which the im purity hops from one site to the other sim ultaneously



w ith a num ber of electronsm oving from one site to the other. In temm s of the interpretation
of the exponent for the tin e dependence of a process as a square of the charge transferred
(such asEq(9)) we see that the exponent for a process in which the inpurity and a hol of

each spin hop together w illbe
1 =20, 1F: (15)

T his process is illustrated in Figure 1. In general the process in which the in purty m oves
from site 1 to 2 at the sam e tin e asm hols of each soin transfer from site 1 to site 2, will

have an orthogonality exponent
n=2@, m¥: (16)

T hus using the selfconsistent argum ent for localization outlined above, we conclude that In
the case of s-wave scattering w ith n, = Z=2, regardless of the charge of the Imn purity, it will
never becom e localized because there w ill always be a process w th m pairs ofholes w ith m

such that ZE m < % for which

n=20, mP=2C mp<-:: 17
2 2
T his process w ill yield a non—zero hopping rate and w ill delocalize the particle.

P hysically, a process In w hich a num ber ofelectrons hop aswellasthe in purity, schem at-
ically shown in Figd, m eans that in a sense, kss of the screening cloud hops back and forth
that one would expect from the behavior of the ground state of the static in purity. The
com bined process can be thought of as the tunnelling back and forth not between the static—
In purity ground states, but between excited states, w ith the extra action associated w ih
this com bined process m ore than com pensated forby its lJargerm atrix elem ent (since it has
a am aller orthogonality exponent). T he process w ith the least action overall w ill dom inate
the in purty hopping.

W e shallsee that thise ect can easily bem issed, and indeed it seem s to have been m issed

in the ]:Lteratureﬂﬂﬂ, even though a num ber of authonla@ have considered \electron assisted

10



tunnelling" processes in which the heavy particke hops sim ultaneously with one electron
(another process that can occur). This process was also introduced in a spinless version of
the X ray edge problem In a recent num erical work by Libero and O ]JyeltaH . Themamn
theoretical di culty is that in certain representations (eg. choices of elds to bosonize) the
In portant extra In purity-electron hopping tem s are generated, under renom alization, from
m arghaltem s (such asV,) which are them s=lves only generated from irrelevant operators.

A s happens all too often, irrelevant operators cannot jist be cavalierly thrown away!

II.MODEL

In this Section we introduce a sin ple m odelw ith shortrange interactions, show how it
can be cast In the form ofEq {§) and then begin to analyze it by bosonization of the electron

elds, pointing out som e of the pitfalls.

A .De nitions
W e start w ith the H am iltonian

H=H,+ U + ddp+ d&5dy) 18)

Ho= "¢ a (19)

R R
wih , = (‘21;})‘3 and with ¢ being the creation operators of electrons at m om entum k,

FInh and energy "y . Fhally U is a shortrange Interaction between elctrons and the
In puriy

Z Z Z Z
U=V e D ES godid + V I ) rd g0 dbd, @0)

w ih V the interaction strength and r; the position of the ith site. If we put the center of

coordinatesbetween the two sitesthen wecan setrp = 5 andr, = 5 withR = 5.
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In order to elim nate the unin portant degrees of freedom that are decoupled from the
In purity we integrate over the k {solid ang]e@ and are keft with a st of e ectively one-
din ensional degrees of freedom . N eglecting or now the spin ndex , we de ne &' . Via:
z z z "z | #

&k ik B 4 +
S Cm e ttas o e ¥t e1)

wih d y beng the s0lid angk elkem ent In k-space. But now these one-din ensional Fem 1
operators are not properly orthogonal. T his ism anifested by nonvanishing anticom m utation
relations (féik;é xrg & 0). An orthonom al set of states can be m ade from these that are
even and odd under the interchange of the two sites:
+ 1 + +
Cx = P=EC+ Cy)
N

Cx = P=— €, ¢ 22)

w here the subscripts €,0 denote, respectively even and odd w hile the nom alization constants

N e;o
!
2k? sin kR
N e;0 (k) =— 1 kR (23)
are picked so that ¢ and ¢ satisfy one-din ensional anticom m utation relations:
fd, jcog=2 kB etc. 4)
From these stateswe can obtain linear com binations
+ +
c, +¢
Cl-k — ek]? E ok
+ +
c
S = o 5)

which transform into each other under interchange of the two sites. Tt is Interesting to note
that cJ{;Z are the only orthonom al states that have this symm etry for arbitrary kR . To see

this one could basically de ne the m ost general pair of orthonom al states w ith Interchange

symm etry:
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i

= Gt e

G= €&+ ¢ (26)
with k-dependent ; ; E] Eq@) iswellde ned only if jos j> =R | Thus for snall
kR wemust s=t 0 whilke for large kR the two sites are decoupled and  can take aln ost
any value; or = 0 Eq[2$) becom es Eq[2}) with the use of Eq[22). Now we can invert

Eq@8) and using Eq 1), substitute nto the potentialU in Eq Q) . Since the only values of
k thatplay a signi cant mkearck Kk wecan sst ; (equivalently N.,N,) to a constant
evaluated at ky . Thus usihg

Z

+ dk , . .
c = 2—cjk wih i= 1;2 @7

w ith the integral running over k in the neighborhood of ky with an approprate cuto of
orderkr , we get an expression forthe potentialidenticalto Eq @) . Henceforth we w ill choose
= 0 orallk which yieldsV, = 0 in Eq{]) thereby explicitly exhibiting the tin ereversal
Invariance.
Furtherm ore we can obtain the other coe cients V ; ;n Eqfl) starting from Eq@Q) by
using the relation between the free electron density of statesper soin at "= "z, r, wih

the Ferm im om entum ky ; after rescaling the Fermm ivelocity tobeone, 2 ? = k2 . W ethen

get:
Vl= FV
V, = FV% 28)
r--
Vi= v 1  ShkR

ks R

It is also instructive to write U using the even-odd states from Eq{d). D e ning

.
G- St es

we obtain:
U=V, cda+cc +V, cda ¢o +Vs dd dd; cdo+cda (30)
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Com paring EqB0) wih Eq@) we see that wih V, = 0) the non-interacting part of U is
diagonal in the even-odd representation whilke the Interacting part is diagonal in the ¢,
representation.

F inally, we m ake the standard change of variabls for a two state systam , ie.

d;dZ qdl: z

didy+ didy = o (31)
In this representation the inpurty In site 1 (2) is In state (+) ofthe , operator. Thus

d; Pi= j iwhiled Pi= 3 iwhere Pi is the ground state ofH ,.

Sum m arizing, the Ham iltonian can be w ritten as
H=H,+ . x+U (32)
w ith
U=V, dag+cag +V, a+ca +Vs g c¢a ., (33)

and w ith V; given by Eq@8) and ¢ given by Eq@]) where i= 1;2) whike
z

dk +
Ho= 2_"kcikcjk Gd)

and

k? k2
2m 2m

&k k) (35)

w ith Fem ivelocity set equalto unity.

T he electrons that interact w ith the impurity are thus e ectively two soecies of one-
din ensional ferm ions m oving only to the right, with those to the kft of the origih cor-
resoonding to incom ing elkctrons whik those to the right of the orighh corresponding to
outgoing electrons.

Atthispoint it isusefiilto pause and consider the sym m etries ofthe e ective H am iltonian

NnEg@BF). There isa globalU (1) gauge symm etry | ofthe electron phase | and a discrete

14



Interchange symmetry 1 $ 2. However note that in the absence of the V,, there would be
an extra gauge sym m etry, that ofEq {f4) . A though in som e form u]atjonsEE it appears that
V, can be m ade to disappear, this is potentially dangerous as V, breaks the arti cial extra
gauge symm etry and the fom ally irrelevant operators which break the symm etry should
thus be retained.

&t is Instructive to see how the problem wih trying to get rid of V, can be ssen in
the ferm jon representation; in Appendix B the analysis w ill be done in considerable detail
using the boson representation introduced in the next sub-section. U sihg the even-odd
representation of Eq(3(), one can indeed rediagonalize the even-odd channels and absorb
the V;, V, tem s into H,. This leaves the long tine G reen’s functions of the even-odd
channels una ected but changes the short tin e behavior (see, for exam ple, Nozieresand D e

D om jnjcjs@). T hus

D E D E

< ()e0 6 < ()c0) 36)

for anall, oforder the cuto .. Perform Ing perturbation theory in V3 to second orderwe
get a correction in U

n D E D E D E D E o

U/ V da oc cgo +cdo ad dao @7)

Tn general, hic' ci 6 hoc™ i due to the nonlinear dispersion of ferm ions away from ky, In

particular particle-hole asymm etry. T hus, from Eq) we see that the asym m etry between

the even-odd channels reappears in perturbation theory, due to the short tim e (high-energy)

details. As a result wemust retain the V, term In the Ham iltonian.

B . B osonization

In order to proceed it isnecessary to nd a representation that focuses on the essential
low energy parts of the problem . Then, even if the problam is not exactly solvable, one

can at Jeast hope to be abl to understand the physics and predict the low energy behav—
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Jor. The m ost comm only used representations are boson representations of the pssudo-one
dim ensional ferm ions.

T he basic strategy ofbosonization isto try tom in ic the low energy physics of the Fermm i
system , which can only be done exactly fora particularly sin ple system ofexactly lnear one—
din ensionalbandsw ith a soeci ¢ form ofthe cuto . In m ore general situations, it is hoped
(or, better, dem onstrated!) that the high energy tem s that are ignored | for exam ple
particle-hole excitations far from the Fem i surface | only serve to give nite renomm al-
izations of the basic param eters of the dom Inant low energy operators in the H am iltonian.
H igh energy properties | for exam ple the ferm ion anticom m utation relations | are, pso
facto, only handled approxin ately. W hat ism ore im portant, but unfortunately som etin es
forgotten, is that tem s that are form ally irrelevant at low energies can, either on theirown,
when combined w ith other tem s, or under canonical transfom ations, produce relevant or
m arginal temm s that a ect the physics. As we shall see, this is the case for the present
procblem .

For now we will prooeed In the conventionalm anner. Let us then start wih the non-—
Interacting H am iltonian, H,. If we are prim arily Interested in energies close to "y, we can
extend the linear dispersion relation to allenergies. Thus ifwe set the origin ofk at k = kg

for convenience, we w ill get by Fourer transform ing:

X %1 " . _@! #
Ho= ldX 5 &) 1@—X 5 %) (38)

Jj=1;2
where x is the conjigate variable to k and 5 (xX) is the Fourier transform of ¢y :

Z 1 dk “
s &®) = ) 2—9 eI j= 1;2 (39)

N ote that there are only right m oving ferm ions in the system since there is only one Fem 1
point, ie. one kvaluieat which = .
T he operators at the in purity sites are given in tem s of
Z gk .
G= o= 50 j= 1;2 40)
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which identi es ¢y as the x = 0 creation operator in the one din ensional picture. Roughly
speaking, () wih x < 0 corresponds to Incom ing s-wave electrons around site jwhile

wih x > 0, i corresponds to outgoing s-wave electrons. Thus the tin e reversal operator

acting on 5 (x) willgive:

T 6= 5( x (41)

since it transform s ncom ing to outgoing electrons and viceversa.

At thispoint we can introduce the bosonic elds 5 (x) b:

+ 1 15 &)
&)= p——c' 42)
2 ¢
with 1/ kr the characteristic cuto frequency of the order the Fem ienergy, and
P 2 x
5 ) = 5 ) 5 ) dx’ 43)
1
with 5 and 5 satisfying appropriate com m utation relations:
[3&); 1@)]= 1y . (44)

2+ & yf
In the continuum lim it . ! O, this commutation relation approachesi;; x y). From

Eq@]) and Eq{2) i can be seen that ;&) transfom s under tin e reversal as follow s:

T @)= 5( x): (45)

Zl d h L Jjic
=S 08 s ete
33
Z 4 = h 1 :
d . . .
S &) = l—qj—_j i5()é*+ it ()etre 2 46)
2 297

and inserting these expressions in Eq{3), 5 can be w ritten as:

Z1 4 h _ i )
5 ) = , 192: j()E*+ T()etre 47)

J
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which Involves only the positive energy parts. Subsequently inserting Eq{@7) n Eq{@2) and
then in Eg @) the non-constant part of H , becom es

Z

X 1 4 o
H,= — - ° 4
p 0 2 50)50)e 48)
w ith
h i
()5 = 52 09 (49)
F inally using the standard @(pressjonﬁ
1@ ;&)
&) 5&) = 2—?; (50)
the potential U is found to be:
" # " #
v 0 0 v \Y 0 0
U=_1@1()+@ 2()+ 2 sl 0) + 2(0)]+_32@2() @ 10 . 51)
2 @x @x c 2 @x @x

The form ofU m ay be sim pli ed by IntroducingBose elds corresoonding to collective m odes
for excitations that are even, . &), and odd, , x), about the center of sym m etry of the

pair of sites:

1
e=19—§(1+ 2)

1
o= P= (2 1) (52)

N

The ., and ,, can be de ned equivalently. In tem s of the new variables H , rem ains
in diagonal quadratic form (ie. the indices j = 1;2 n Eq@Y) are replaced by I° = e;0),

corresoonding to free bosons and U becom es

\% 0) Vv p_ \Y 0
U = p_i@ <O, V2 s 2 ,0)]+ p=— Z@ o ©) (53)
2 @x c 2 @x

The symm etries of the problem are m anifest in Eq53), . ! e« T C corresponding to

the global gauge invariance, , ! L, Wwith ! - corregponding to the interchange
P_

symmetry, and o ! o+ 2 corresponding to ¢ ! ¢ for j = 1;2. Note that

the even m ode is com pletely decoupled from the in purity n Eq(53) and w ill therefore not

18



ply a rok. Fom ally i can be elim inated by a unitary transformation H ! H el w ith
e = expl| 39‘%  (0)]; we perform this transform ation and henceforth only consider the
potentialEq (53) w ithout the V; tem .

In addition, Eq(EJ) also has the symmetry: o ! eo and x ! x corresoonding
to tin e reversal nvariance from Eq{@Y). If the systam were not tin e reversal invariant,
then one could have V, & 0. Indeed, the lowest order tin e reversal symm etry breaking
tem is sjnhpﬁ o (O)l which is exactly the V, tem . However, we argued (above Eq(3))
that V, can always be chosen to be zero. But in the absence of tim e reversal invariance,
such tem s as % sjnhp 2, (O)l can also appear, essentially from nonlnear dispersion of
the fem ions away from ky and energy dependence of the scattering, that breaks the time
reversal symm etry of the even or odd channels. A lthough these appear to be irrelevant,
they cannot sin ply be elin nated because they generate a sjnhp 2 (O)l tem after the
unitary transform ation of Eq{9) is perform ed. In order to elin inate such tem s one has to
pick a gauge or, equivakently a basis orthe ferm ions (ie. pick appropriate , , nEg[2$))
which creates a V,~tem that exactly cancels the generated sjnhp§ o (0)l term . In e ect,
one would thus obtain a set of alm ost tin ereversal Invarant low energy excitations, and
ourm ain results would still cbtain.

But danger lurks: even w ith full tim e reversal invariance sim ilar temm s to those discussed
above w ill invalidate a related form ofbosonization that we now discuss. Ik is tem pting to

nd a way to get rid of the V, temm by a di erent choice of bosonization. O ne way to do
this isto start with U in the fom oqu@) and bosonize the elds cy and ¢y . In thiscase

one hasto introduce the eds 2) and (&) ;n an analogousway to ; x) and , x) In

Eq@l):

0 _ i 9 &)
c®) = p——e " °
2 ¢
0 1 i 9 (x)
ox) = pz—e ° (54)

C

wih 9 (x) di erent from eo ) In Eq@) . Subsequently by ntroducing linear com bina—

e;o

tions ofthese elds
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1
2= P (et o)
_ 1 0 0
b= 19—é (e o) i (55)
U would take the fom :
Ve @ 50 V, @ ,0 v P
gopr 8.0 W80 ¥ ,cos[ 2 0] (56)
2 @x 2 @x c
w ith gauge symm etry under . ! 2 t ¢ Interchange symm etry under , ! zr a !
at 5, b ! b p—é;andt:'mereversalsymmetryunderx! X, ap | ap- By then
perform Ing a uniary transfom ation using
n #
0 . V1 . V>
= &P P a0)+ P b 0) 57)
the rsttwo term s in Eq{E4) vanish so that the transform ed H am iltonian becom es
Y P
W OOT=H,+ — coos[ 2 yOIF o 58)

C

N oting that the second tem is nothing but the third tem In Eq 3), one m Ight be tem pted
to conclude that the dynam ics of the im purity is lndependent of V,. However, a term of
the form X% will appear in Eq{5q) from a perturbation expansion n  , and V, which
cannotbe elim inated by the canonical transfom ation and isnot irrelevant. Indeed, thistem

0
o

breaks the apparent symm etry of Eq (5§) under 4 ! p which correspondsto 2 $
and is not an exact symm etry In the presence 0of V, or sim ilar temm s. In the Appendix B
we oconsider a m ore general form ulation of the two site problem which show s how, even if
the part of the H am iltonian that is sym m etric under , ! , is diagonalized fully before
bosonizing, the energy dependence of scattering processes w ill, nevertheless, generally lead
to tem s which play a sim ilar role to V,.

W e now analyze the e ects of the even-odd sym m etry breaking tem s, such asV,, and
other tem s that are generated from these, by use of a Coulomb gas representation. As
we shall see, In certain regin es, extra rekvant operators are generated from the m arginal

operators that w ill delocalize the heavy particle.
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III.COM PUTATION S
A .Path IntegralR epresentation

In this section, we analyze the bosonized Ham iltonian Eq(3) by a Coulomb gas repre-
sentation and show how extra operators are generated which physically correspond to the
In puriy hopping together w ith one orm ore electrons. T hese w ill delocalize the In purity in
regin es .n which it was previously believed to be localized. (They will also generate extra
In portant operators in Ham iltonians w ith \ electron assisted tunnelling" lke that analyzed
by V ladar and Zawadow sk_ﬂ .) The Ham iltonian Eq@) is in a convenient form since it in—
clides, In a sin ple way, a temm that breaks the arti cial symm etry In the absence 0fV,, as
well as a sinple form of the in purity coupling to the Ferm i sea. To treat Eq(53) we rst

perform a canonical transfom ation from H to H ° using the unitary operator

" L#
. Vi1 V3
= &Xp lpﬁ— e(0)+ pE— z o(O) : (59)
Then H becom es
v, P_ n hp_ i o
H°= H ‘'=H,+ cos[ 2 O]+ o +exp i 20, o0) + hwx: (60)
C
w here = %(X iy) and Q, = ¥ which as willbe seen later is the e ective charge

for the hopping process. In Appendix A it willbecom e clkear why Q, really is the charge
transferred when the In purity hopsbetween faraway sites, by expressing Q , In term s ofthe
scattering phase shifts.

The Ham itonian Eq(6() is expressed entirely in term s ofexponentials ofboson operators
w hich are particularly convenient for deriving a C oulom b gas representation. N ote also that
the even partsoftheBose eld are com pltely decoupled from the odd partsand the in purity.
A Ythough the fom ally irrelevant operators in Eq {53) have been ignored, their e ects under
the canonical transform ation would only be to m odify the coe cient of the V , tem , and
to give operators that are still irrelevant and break no symm etries, although they would

Include coupling to the even part ofthe Bose eld. W e can however safely ignore these.
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T he correlations of the in purity position ,, willnot be a ected by the canonical trans-
form ation as , commuteswih . W e therefore work with Eq(f0) and drop the prin e on

H . Including the e ects of pin  , we have, dropping the \o" (odd) subscript on
( . )

sz p— Y hp_ 1
H=H/,+ cos[ 2 O]+ o« exp 1 20, () + hx: (61)
w ith
x 21 g
Hy,= — () (e © (62)
o 2
and
Zl d h . o1 .
x) = ; 192: ()e*+ T (e *ez: (63)
h i

W e are Interested in the zero tem perature partition function 2 = Tr e ¥ inthelin it

! 1 .Ifweexpand Z in V, and , we obtain a sum over one dim ensional \paths" from
= 0to .Eacdh ofthese paths corregoonds to a process in which the in purty hopsbetween
the sites at particular tim es shifting the phase of electron excitations, whike at other tim es
the electrons hop via the V, tem . Such a path is illustrated in Figure 2. For sin plicity, we

rst work w ith a singke spin species. Then we can write Z as

0 1
2 W X
7 = @

2m

A 2n__2m P
03
k=1 k

0;
n=0m=0 k=1 k= 1
Z Z Z Z

S2m 1 2n 1

ds; ::: dson . dgqoz:: d o2nZnm (£ xgifsigif 59) (64)

w ith
D P, P35 e 1253 6 002 () 0o 2 (1)
Zom (E x9ifsigif 59)= 0 T e Som ) yoiet? Sllg *e o) g Y0

(63)

where the product over dierent = 1 ocorresponds to the two di erent tem s in

[ o P
s 2 = % et ? +e?? andthe \fugacty" y of the electron hops is de ned as

V,
2 ¢

Yy (66)
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W e have taken the Impurity to be on the \one" site at = 0, this merely reduces Z by
a multplicative factor of two. Note that the signs of the IiDEQO ( n) must altemate
corresoonding to the particlke hopping back and forth, ie. altemating , and term s from

Eq@]), and the sum is constrained to an even num ber ofhops because the in purity begins
and ends at the sam e site. In addition, we shall see that only tem s w ith an even number
ofy \charges" w ill contrbute, thus the sum F }Zfi 1 x hasto vanish. W e have suppressed the

dependence of (X = 0) on the varabl x and by ( ) we denote:
e "o (67)

w ith the expectation in Eq({}) taken with the ground state of H,. The evaluation of the
expectation value of the tim e ordered product in Eq(63) is particularly sin ple due to the

bosonic character of . F irst we cbserve that Eq (§7) becom es

()= pe== (e + "()e e=: (68)
Thus it isoftheform ( )= B ( )+ B ( ) where B ( ) is a boson having com m utation
relations:
B ();B(%=0
h i Z 4 d o
and B ();B" ( % = —e ce ¢ V=1 % (69)
0
pr > 9 I %) being form ally divergent at am all energies; but only the nite part
T() I() I0=h—1 (70)

c
w illenterphysical quantities. By the standard procedure of reordering the operators to bring
B to the right and B to the kft using the commutators in Eq{69), and noting that for
zero tem perature, only the ground state of H , w ill appear on the right and keft, we see that
term s w ith the total charge F x kx & 0 willgive negative In nie tem s in the exponentials
and thus zero contridbution to Z . Furthem ore the partition fiinction Z,, can be written In

term s of e ective interaction between the charges w ith strength
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Wiy=2gqT(  5) (71)

wherer; = ;wih g = +Q, orthe , IWmpurty hopsl ! 2; = ;wih g = Qo
for the Inpurity hops2 ! 1;and ;= s;wih g = ; for the electron hops, y. The
partition function Z,, isthus simply the Bolzm ann factor for the charges interacting w ith

the logarithm ic potential Eq (7)), ie.

Zon (€ «9ifsigif 5g) = e Bm (72)
w ih
|
®n : 14+ ’
B, = 2Q§ ( l)1+10:|n J1 ] c
KO ¢ \
R : 14+ ’
2 . kO]I’l Pk go] c
(P ¢
|
)gm }gn . - )
+20, (1} yn =17 c (73)

k=111 c
It is instructive to note that the exponential of m inus the second term i Eq(73) has the

> in Eqfd) which is nothing else than the square of an m

sam e form as the am plitude @A, )
particle G reens function. The reason it is the square of A, and not just A, isthat herewe
have the product of the G reens fiinctions of two sets of partickes, the ¢ ’s and the ¢, ’s.

The partition function Z2 n Eq{64) wih Z,, from Eq{73), isthusa 1-D Coulomb gas
w ith Jogarithm ic interactions between integer charges | with fiugacity v and \hopping"
charges w ith fugacity . and charge Q. which must strictly altemate in sign.

To take Into consideration the e ects of m ore than one soin species, we m ust m odify
Eqg(3) to nclude the e ective interactions between the in purity hops from each soin
and the 1 charges from theV tetm In H foreach spin soecies. Since the Bose elds are
ndependent, the interactions w illbe sin ply additive. Thuswem ust replace the \charges" g
in Eq {73) by vector charges  w ith two com ponents for spin-1/2 electrons. For the in purity

hops we have

ga= Qs Q070 0)
or g = Q% ( Qi Q)



forl! 2o0r2! 1 repectively, whik for the electron hops, we have

for spin " or # electrons repectively with = 1, dgoending on the direction ofthe electron

hop. The totale ective action now has the fom

Spm = B 20 Iy  2nh
X r, L+

> i c

2m hy 2Z2nh , (74)

w ith the ordered tines r; = s; or ; and the 2n chargesg;, = Q, wih fugacity ., strictly
altemating In sign. The 2m charges in Eq(74) wih fugacity y, need not altemate In sign

but the sum of all their charges m ust be zero.

B .Renom alization G roup A nalysis

W e are now In the position to analyze the behavior of the Impurity in tem s of the
properties of the generalized Coulomb gas w ith the action of Eq({74). W e are particularly
Interested here in whether ornot the in purity can be localized. Thuswe consider the e ects
ofa an allhopping rate  and analyze the Coulomb gas perturbatively In both , and y.
Standard balancing of the energy and \entropy" term s indicate that y is exactly m argial

| as tmustbe | , while the hopping , has renom alization group RG) elgenvalue
=1 20 (75)

under rescaling of the small tine cuto , ., with the factor of 2 com Ing from the two
FoIn species. Since for 9, > l=p 2, o< 0, i would appear that the inpuriy hoppig
is irelevant In this case, thereby lading to the conventional conclusion that a charge two
In purity, which hasQ, = (1;1) corresponding to the two soin channels, can be localized. A s
we shall see, how ever, extra chargesw illbe generated under renom alization w hich invalidate

this conclusion.
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Since there are two types of charges ~ and (O, ofwhich only the (Q, are restricted to
alremate in sign, there are variousprocessesw hich can be regarded as com posite charges. For
example, a chargeg= Q. 1;0,) can be fom ed ifan in purty hop and an electronic hole
hop are close to each other. Thisprocess aswellasthem ore generalprocesses w hich generate
charges Q, n;Q, n)wihn= 1;2;3;:::were discussed physically in the Introduction.
Tt is clear that while they do not exist in the original H am iltonian they are generated under
renom alization (or from perturbation theory). For exam pl the hopping m atrix elem ent

( 1,0 ofa processwih charge Q, 1;0Q,) willbe generated under renom alization w ith
m agnitude proportionalto y .. Thus, n general, we m ust consider all possible com posite
charges and their e ects on each other.

W e denote charges associated w ith general types of In purity hops: 0 and Q for .
and hops, regpectively, which occurat tines ;; 7 for purely electronic hops at tines s;
and charge g for generic hops of either type at tim es r; w ith fugacity z. W e need to analyze
the e ects of Integrating out all pairs of charges w ith spacings between ., the cuto and
hence them inimum allowed spacing, and .1+ 1) with € the tin e rescaling factor. Pairs of
chamyes, ¢ and &, which do not sum to charge zero, w ill generate com posite charges & + &
w ith fugacity z;z,k12 « 1wih thek . 1factor from the possble ssparations and ordering of
& and &, with k= 2 unlkssboth ¢'s are in purity hops, n which case k = 0 ifthey are both

+ and k = 1 (shce only one ordering is possblk), ifone is ; and the other . Neutral
pairs, ie. those with total charge zero, w ill not produce com posite charges but w ill screen
the Interactions between the rem aining charges.

W e can proceed as usualby considering the e ects of one neutralpair on other charges,
soeci cally on a charge gqattine r. Ifthepairis 7, ie. purly electronic, then the e ect
of the two possibl orderings cancel (Up to m odifying sub—-Jogarithm ic corrections to the
Interaction between rem aining charges) and we thus ignore these. The Interesting case is
thus a pair of hops. The allowed orderings ofa @ pair at tin es ~2 with fugacities

g = grdependson (). Thus the interaction of this pair w ith charge g at tine r is
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L= 20 qZ(—) (76)

r

for j rj or the approprate lim i for analyzing the renom alization of the long time
interactions. Expanding e ° in L (r) and integrating over the possble position, , of the
pairand the intra-pair spacing in the range .to .1+ 1) we seethat there are contrdbutions
every tine , ( ) changessign, ie. attimes ;. Thisgeneratesan e ective interaction between
g and all in purity hops, but not between g and purely electronic hops. Foran in purity hop

Q;attine ;, the generated e ective interaction is

Lo, = 42 20: ahj rj L (7)

T his thus has the e ect ofm odifying the Interaction ofeach Q; with allother charges by a

way that is equivalent to changing Q'; by
Qi= 27 g & (78)

wih @ the charges of the electron im purity In puriy hop pair that have been integrated
out. Since each Q'; isofthe form @, plus an integer vector, we see that the net e ect is just
to change Q , by

X
Qo= 221 Qg +N 2 (79)

c
N

w ith the sum running over allpossbl types Q of ; chames, ie. 0 = Q.+ N with N' an

Integer vector; here and henceforth we use the abbreviated notation

N Oo+N * (80)

Tothisorderin [ andy, ,the fugacities form ultielectron hopswhich can have all integer
vectorsN' except (0;0), theRG  ow equationsare, afterabsorbing /shto andy tom ake

them din ensionless
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dQ o X 2

a1 = 2 Q.+ N -
N
d 2 X
dl: 1 Q.+ N v T2 Yoo w w0
N % 0
dyN~ 2 X X
H= l N yI\T + YNOYN N~O+ N O N ONO© (81)
N % 0 N O
w ith
N OotN @o+1) 82)

by the1$ 2 interchange symm etry. A s can be seen from Eqg (81) all the m ultielectron hop

temm s are irelevant, thuswe need only retain yao) = Yoo1) y; from EqQ[B]) we see that this
is su cient to generate all the com posite charges w ith fligacities of order  tin es powers

ofy.

From Eq@]) we see that, generically for two spin channels, there are at last three
relevant operators orany Qo:  (p.] 1;0.) @A (p.up. 1) With D] the fractionalpart of
Q, arealvays relevant whilke etther (p,;p.) OF (p.) 1;0,1 1) Orboth willalso be relevant.
M ore generally, we arrive at the sam e conclusion as from the sim ple physical argum ent ofthe
Introduction: in order to localize the In purity, m ore than four channels (hcluding spin) are
needed so that, if each channel, , is optin ally coupled by a %—jntegerQ , then ¥ 0% >1
and the In purty can be localized.

TheRG equations Eq@l)) are quite di erent from those in the literature: if there were
no V, tem , then the extra com posite in purity hopping tem s would not be generated, and
the i purity could appear to be localized by just s-wave scattering. N ote that the apparent
o ! e ¢ symmetry when V, = 0 actually allow s or chargesQ = Qo+ N’ with even integer
vector N, but these w ill not prevent localization. This point suggests that Q, should be
de ned up to an even integer (ie.mod 2). In fact it willbe seen In Appendix A thatQ, is
actually ! tin es a phase shift which naturally Jleads to its consideration ofm od 2.

In the Ham iltonian considered by V lJadar and Zawadow skE single electron assisted hop-—

ping tem s that correspond to | 1;0) and  g; 1) are present but their H am iltonian has the
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Inplicit symmetry ¢ ! Gg,d; ! d. Then only a subset of the |, can be generated,
soeci cally those with Nw + N4 odd ; agaln this arti cial extra symm etry w ill change the

behavior by lin iting the number of possbly relevant operators.

IV.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In the previous section, we have seen that an in purity hopping between two symm et—
rically placed sites cannot be localized unless it is coupled strongly to m ore than four spin
and angularm om entum \channels". If the sites are nearby | as they must be if the bare
hopping rate is to be appreciable | then one cannot use angularm om entum channels, and
m ust, Instead, generalize the treatm ent. O ne way to do this, which show s directly the role of
the irrelevant operators and relies on no sym m etries other that the site nterchange symm e-
try, is to use the oneelectron eigenstates ofthe sym m etrized electron H am iltonian H ¢ which
is the average of the H am iltonians w ith the im purty on the two sites. T he antisym m etric
part then scatters the electrons between even and odd parity states ofH 5 . The analysis in
this representation is carried out in Appendix B, w ith the sam e conclusions being reached
as In Section ITT.

T he problem sw ith m ost earlier treatm ents of the tw o-site systam have been oftwo types:
In m any of the treatm ents, an extra U (1) symm etry associated w ith the independence of
the electrons which interact w ith the In purity at the two sites is in plicitly assum edﬁ The
V, term that breaks this symm etry is m arginalbut it creates extra operators, particularly
those which m ove one localized hol with the in purity, and these processes delocalize a
charge two particke which had previously clain ed to be localized if i interacts wih only
s-wave electrons at each im purity.

Reoently, there has also been a substantial literature on the rlhtionship between an
In purity with \electron assisted tunnelling" | ie. hopping of the In purity concom itanthy
w ith the m otion of one electron of either soin | and the two channel K ondo problam

w ith the z-oom ponent ofthe K ondo \soin" being the in purity position and its x-com ponent
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the hopping, (ie. our , and ). The two \channels" of the Kondo problm are then
the two electron spin species which are exactly degenerate in the absence of an external
eld. The frequently used Ham jltonjanE for this problem was introduced by V lJadar and
Zaw adow sk:E . However, they com pletely neglected a V,—lke term . T hey derive the electron—
assisted hopping tem assum ing that Q . 1 and kg R 1. Even in this cass, using their
num bers we nd that the estin ate of the am plitude of the electron-assisted hopping tem
they get is am aller by at least one to two orders ofm agnitude from the am plitude of ( 1,

that is generated from Eq@1) after renom alizing to 1= 0 (1):

( 1;0) Y o o FV (83)

wih kg R 1. In the caze of Kk R 1, essential to get Q, = O (1) which is the rlkvant
situation for localization, their derivation ofthe electron-assisted hopping term breaksdown.
In our treatm ent and because of the existence ofV, we show how both ( 1,0 and other
relevant tem s (€g. ( 1; 1)) haturally arise. Thus, In any case, we believe we have here a
m ore com plete physical picture of the problem .

A s we have seen, these extra tem s change the physics for large Q, and an all hop—
ping | the \weak ocoupling" (smallJ) lin it in the Kondo language. M ost of the recent
J:'Ll:era‘o,l{B has focused on the \strong coupling” behavior ofthe K ondo system ie. the
regin e at low energies w ith param eters, particularly Q o, such that exchange is relevant and

ow s to Jarge values corresponding to the particle hopping back and forth between the two
sites. N ovelnon-Fem i liquid behavior hasbeen found theoretically in this regin e for which
our considerations are not directly relevant. Nevertheless, the extra symm etry inplicit In
these treatm ents is potentially dangerous, indeed, as we will show elsswhere, tem s that
break this sym m etry change the physics in the strong coupling delocalized regin e, as they
did In the weak hopping regin e analyzed in this paper.

One of the m apr m otivations for the present work was the hope of ganing further
understanding about the properties of a heavy particlke that can hop on sites of a periodic

lattice inpeded (or In som e regin es assisted!) by the coupling to a Fem i sea. This has
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potential relevance for the m obility of muons in m eta]g, the sharpness (or rounding) of
X -ray edge singularities when the desp hole can m ove @bei with a large bare m ass), and
possbly the properties of a heavy d—or felectron band coupled to a light conduction band@ .
Them aln papers (g. reference 1 and references therein) on the behavior ofa singk particle
In such a periodic system , su er from som e of the sam e problam s as those on the two-site
system : they treat a subset ofthe allow ed operators and do not allow forthe e ectsofothers
that m ay be generated. N ot surprisingly, the conclisions of these papers are the sam e as
forthe two site case: that a charge two particlke w ith only s-wave scattering can be localized
while a charge one particle cannot be. In light of the present resuls, this conclusion should
clearly be reexam ned.

In the spirit of the work of Sols and G ujneaﬂ, one could treat each step of the particle
m otion | w hether via nearest or further neighbor hopping | esseentially independently and
look at the renom alization of each such hopping tem ssparately, ncluding the possible
m otion of elctrons w ith the partick, by the m ethods outlined in this paper. From this
approach the follow ng conclusion would be inm ediate: that the particle cannotbe localized
unless all the hopping processes are irrelevant, and this can only occur if there are m ore
than four electron channels nvolved for every possble hopping process and the coupling
is su ciently strong. Thus wih jist s-wave scattering, a particke cannot be localized, in
contrast to the conclusion in the ]Jteramreﬂﬂ . Instead, the particle w illm ove around w ith a
screening cloud of electrons In tow .

Unfortunately, there are problem s In extending the two site results in this way. The
prin ary one is the spatial structure of the system and the Jack of ndependence between the
electrons Involved In hopping between di erent pairs of sites. Forany nite number of sites,
the electrons can be treated as essentially one din ensional at su clently low energies, and
generalization of the present m ethods can be used to categorize all the operators. W e have
explicitly carried out this procedure for a sin ple case of three sites sym m etrically arranged
In a tranglk and nd that the sam e conclusions are obtained as In the two site case. W e

believe that this should lkew ise hold for any nite num ber of sites. However for an in nie
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Jattice of sites, the electrons m ust be considered to be fully three dim ensional and the lim i
of an all bare hopping rate that we have studied perturbatively, m ay not be exchangeabl
w ith the Iim it ofan In nite number of sites. In particular, one has to worry about at least
two e ects. First, even ifthe particle ism oving very slow ly, there w illalwaysbe particke-hole

excitations w ith group velocities slower than the particle; these can perhaps not be treated
In the sam e m anner as the rapidly m oving excitations. Second, one could argue that there
are an in nite num ber of scattering \channels" involved because ofelectrons near each ofthe
sites. Perhaps thesem ight m ake it easier to localize the particle, although it isnot clear how

this could com e about. Converssly, they m ight som ehow Interfere and prevent localization

even ifthere arem any scattering channels at each site. W e m ust, unfortunately, leave these
questions for future study. But we should note, that if the prelin inary conclision about
the di culty of Jocalizing a heavy particle is correct, it m ay have in plications for som e of

the suggested possibilities for Interesting new physics w ith a heavy felectron band coupled
to a light conduction elctron bano@ . Again, we leave this, as well as the possbility of
Interesting e ects on the electrons caused by a delocalized in purity, for future work.

T he present analysis, although not introducing new techniques, has, we hope, m ade the
physical picture behind the com petition between orthogonality catastrophe and hopping
clearer and sinplr. In addition, the pitfalls of the standard combination of bosonization
technigques and \large" canonical transform ations have been brought out and should be

heeded by workers on other problem s in this area.
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APPEND IX A :

In this Appendix it is illustrated how one can get a Coulomb gas representation of the
partition function Z directly from the original form of the Ham iltonian Eq(3]), without
bosonizing. At the sam e tin e the physical interpretation of Q , as the transferred electron
screening charge instead of sin ply being the Interacting potential Vs | which is the naive
result of bosonization | w ill becom e apparent. The m ethod used here has been applied
to systam s very sin ilar to ours in the pastHﬂﬂ 0 we will not go into the details of the
calculations.

Tt is straightforw ard to see that using the H am iltonian in Eq 83) one can get an expression
for the partition fiinction Z sim ilarto Eq(64) :

X“ X:L Z Z S2 1 Z Z 2 1
2n _ 2m " "
= 5y . ds; ::: . dson . dqz:: . donZnm (£si9;f 59) @al1)

Z

n=0m=20
wherey / V, and
£ om . LE o+

Zom Esi9;£ 59)= 0T ¢ ) (s1) 1::C (S ) (Son ) €XP d H2(Y 0 :@2

In Eq@7) by H ? we denote

HI()=Ho+ Wi+ Va)Ga+ Vi WSo+2V; ()gao dao @3)
w ih
8
2 0 for (k7 2x+1) k=0;1;::5n
( )=3 A 4)
1 for (x 17 2x) k= 1;::5n

Since the V, term containsboth ¢, ¢ and ¢ ¢, which can be generated at any tin e s;, there
isno constraint in the order in which they appear in Eq@ 3) . H owever, due to the num ber-
conserving character of H 2( ) there is a constraint of having, foreach i, asmany ¢ asg's
in the tim e ordered product of Z ,, . For convenience we pick 0 > to be the ground state of
Ho+ Wi+ Vs)g o+ Vi V)G o.Wecan ssethat 2, representsa G reen’s fiinction ofm

particlkes, types \1" and \2", in a tin e degpendent potentialwhich changes its value w hen the
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In purty hopsat tines ;. This, in the language of the K ondo problam @, isequivalent to a
path in which the im purity spin jpsattines ; whik the electrons ip their \spin" (de. 1{2
index) at tim es s5. The am plitude for such a process is a product of two independent parts,
ie. the am plitude of the 1-particles and that of the 2-particles. Now since the \interaction"
term Vi is really only a one particle operator, all the diagram s w ill be either closed loops
or else willend at tines s;, s0 we can thus treat them jndependen . The closed loop
contribution is sin ply Z,¢ which is identical to that of the K ondo problam .

In orderto get the other contribution ket us rst considerm =1. T hen the am plitude corre—
goonds to a oneparticle G reen’s fuinction in the presence ofthe tin e dependent H am iltonian
which can be shown to have the follow Ing lIong tin e (ie. alltin e di erences j %5 c)

so]u‘don@ :

G (5;8%) / @5)
w ith the phase shj:ﬂ:@
= arctan— + ( ) @ o)

wih the Heavyside step function and

1 2 2 2
=1 Vtan +Z 1+ tan A WA A7)

wih related to the short tim ebehavior ofG, (the propagator ofH ,) including the existence
of bound states and particle-hole asymm e . Note that the extra —function, which in
the past had often been jgnoredﬂ'ﬂ and was only recently introduced exphmtjya m akes
de ned between 5 and ;.

From Eq@) it becom es clear that although V; m ay be fom ally decoupled from the
in purity in the bosonized version ofthe probkm (see Eq{E3)) it does renom alize the expo—
nent . This leads us to the conclusion that ndeed  is a non-universal quantity | not in
general sin ply related to the phase shifts for scattering o a static im pun'tyE .

M ore generally, since electron operators anticom m ute, the am plitude form particles is

a determ inant of G (s;;s5) tenn@ (sce Eq@): detG sijs] , where s; and sj are tines at
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which the ith l-particle was created and the Fth l-particke was annihilated, respectively.

E xpanding the detem inant (over i, ) out, we get

Q Q _
_ »3(8  §) s Y Y (D m1 K
ui,-j(si g) o1 (ko Dl 9

detG  si;s) @ 8)

W e can now bring this in a form closer to Eq (73) ifwe ntroduce a number ; which is+1

fors; and -1 for sg. T hen, quoting the result for the closed loop am p]jb,ldeﬂa

2 | 3
t 2

X 0
expd — ( '"mni,  oP; @9
> 1

and ushg Eq @ §), after taking the square of all the above am plitudes to take into account

the two channels (1,2), Z,, becom es:

2 1 3
. Z}gn
+ 10 .
Zom (F xGifsigif 59) = expd+2 — ( '";nj, P
O
2 3
o .
exp?+ 2 r eI F g0P
(kO
g0 %0 f
exp 2 ( Uxhk o3 ®10)
k=11
This is equivalent to Eq{/3) if - ! Q.. The essential reason for the appearance of an

arctangent of the potential n Eq @ §) is because the singular e ects of higher order temm s
in Vs are ncluded. Eq @ §) m akes nite even if V3 is In nite. Fnally, from Friedel’s sum

rule, i would seem that - corresponds to the electronic screening charge m oved when the
In purity hops from site to site, thus Q , would be just this screening charge. O ne should
em phasize, however that this correct only in the lim it of lJarge site separation for which V,
isanalland isnot appreciably renom alized from the phase shift o a static m puriy at

one of the two sites.

1

In conclusion, we have seen here that P.j 3, However this is

since 2 < 7.
esseentially equivalent w ith the results of this paper in which we have shown that for any
initial bare value of Q , the m ost relkvant process that will dom inate in delocalising the

In purity, is the one that has charge g w ith absolute value
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3= mn£i0.15 0.1 ny > @11)
wih DR,] the fractional part of Q, (see discussion after Eq1)). The physical picture
presented In this paper provides an intuitive way of understanding why the branch of

inplied by Eqf §) is dom inant. This was not apparent in som e of the eaﬂ:erwoﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ

and is the source of som e of the erroneous clain s about particle Joca]izatjonElﬁ .

APPENDIX B:

In this Appendix, we show how the site problm can be analyzed generally in tem s of
\channels" even In the absence of any symm etry exospt the equivalence of the two sites.
In addition, we will see how bosonization in a representation In which no V,-lke electron
hopping tem can exist w ill still, ifhandled carefully, yield tem s which play the sam e rolke.
Furthem ore, the possibility ofexchange of \charge" betw een various channelsw illbe found,
yielding another, albeit related way, that charges can be reduced, and localization in peded.
W e consider the electronic H am iltoniansw ith the in purity at either site one or two, denoted

H; and H ,, and diagonalize exactly the sym m etrized H am iltonian

1
HSZE(I_Il-I-HZ): (:Bl)

The fullH am iltonian is then w ritten as

H = HS + ZHA + o X (B2)
w ith the antisym m etric part
1
Hp = > H.: Hy): B3)

W ith femm ion operators that diagonalize H 5, we see that neither V,—nor V;-lke tem s can
occur. At each energy, there w illbe a countable degenerate set of scattering eigenfiinctions

ofH g, which we labelby k = r,etting w = 1; and forthe statesthat areeven (e) under

36



nterchange 1 $ 2 we use a \channel" ndex which we can choose later for convenience,
whilt we use an Index forthe odd (0) states. Thus

X X . X X
Hg = KG & et kG & o B4)
k k
and the antisym m etric part has the general form
X h i
Hp = ; &k ¢ co ot hxr: s B5)
k kO

Sihce we are interested in the behavior near the Fem i surface, we can choose lnear combi-

nations of the even states at k = 0 and lkew ise the k = 0 odd states, so that
; 0;0) = B6)

isdiagonalin ; ;then In this representation we can denote alsoby .W enow fom the

operators
1 X
e) = & C ke(o) (B7)
N e k

w ith appropriate nom alization factorsN ., as in Eq@3), and de ne

1
l:p_z( e+ o)
1
2=19—§( e o) : B38)
T he H am iltonian then takes the form
X
H=Hg+ , o o+ M B9)

where the correction tertm M involves the deviationsof from thediagonalform fork;k°6 0:

X X
M = ( ok;kO 0) ¢ Goot+ her s ®10)

Ifwe bosonize the 1, ollow iIng the prescription used In Section IIB, then in the absence

ofM , the Ham iltonian just takes the sinple fom

H= i+ H ®B811)
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w ith

¢ -0 B12)

H =K +p
@x

2
where K is the kinetic energy of the bosons. W e then have for each channel an

Independent charge

Q o= —; B13)

sothatB
o= Q7. B14)

In the absence of M , the particke would thusbe localized if > 1.
Analysis of the form ofM , shows, with the basis chosen to vary slow Iy wih k, the
existence of form ally irrelevant tem s lke

hp _ i
zwcOS 2 o (O) ’ (815)

the @% esseentially arising from term sin M linear in k and k°. Under the canonical transfor-
: o e o : : "p .
m ation that elin inates the ,——— temsn Eq{B13), these willgenerate cos 2, (0)
term s which are of exactly the sam e form as these that would have arisen from a V, tem

originally. These tem s create Integer charges which can then combine wih the Q charges
to give e ective charges ofQ n wih integern .Because ofthe choice ofthe fem ions,
these term sno longer have quite the interpretation ofm ovingn electronsw ith the n puriy.
P hysically, this is quite sin ple: in the correct basis, the electrons do not need to be m oved,
they will do so on their own due to the change in the electronic part of H as the in purity

m oves.

In addition to V,-lke tem s, temm s of the form

il
g7z (e gy p—é sin —p—z ®16)
w ill also be generated under the canonical transform ation from o term s linear in k. These

w ill create % charges in the fom erly-decoupled even channels. For any pair , % it can be
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seen that the e ective charge squared ofcom bining thisprocessw ith a hop hasa contrbution
to , from these two pairs of even and odd channels of

2 2

Q +

1
VR ®17)

N =
NG

1
2
Since the resulting contrdbution from each even-channel charge is %, it can be seen that the
e ective charge squared ofeach channel cannot, in the general case, be reduced below %, ie.
the sam e result as In the absence ofthe channelm ixing tem s. T herefore these term s do not
change the conclusion of the earlier discussion . N evertheless, the presence of channelm ixing
tem s w ill com plicate the analysis of the m any site problem and could perhaps change the

physics In a spatially extended systam .
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