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A bstract

A new kind ofphase transition isproposed forlattice ferm ion system swith sim pli�ed f
2
con�g-

urationsateach site.The free energy ofthe m odeliscom puted in the m ean-�eld approxim ation for

both the itinerantstate with the K ondo screening,and a localized state with the crystalline electric

�eld (CEF) singlet at each site. The presence ofa �rst-order phase transition is dem onstrated in

which theitinerantstatechangesinto thelocalized statetoward lowertem peratures.In thehalf-�lled

case,theinsulating stateathigh tem peratureschangesinto a m etallic state,in m arked contrastwith

the M ott transition in the Hubbard m odel. For com parison,corresponding states are discussed for

the two-im purity K ondo system with f
1
con�guration ateach site.

1 Introduction

In som euranium com poundswith 5f2 con� guration (U4+ )theCEF ground-statecan bea nonm agnetic

singlet. The CEF singlet is also realized in som e praseodym ium com pounds with 4f2 con� guration

(Pr
3+
). In these cases the spin entropy ofthe system can go to zero as tem perature decreases even

though interactions with conduction electrons or with felectrons at other sites are absent. This is in

striking contrast with the case ofcerium com pounds with 4f1 con� guration (Ce
3+
);the entropy does

notdisappearatzero tem perature ifa Ce ion isisolated because ofthe K ram ersdegeneracy associated

with thef1 con� guration.Asa resultthesystem chooses,depending on theinteraction between Cesites,

am ong a m agnetically ordered state,a Ferm iliquid state,a superconducting state,and so on in which

the entropy vanishesatzero tem perature.

In these lattice ferm ion system s,which we callthe f2 lattice hereafter,the itinerant state is also

possible ifthe hybridization is large enough. Thus both the localized f-electron picture and the band

picture can be a starting point to understand the actualcom pounds with f2 con� guration. The m ost

interesting situation occurswhen the energy scale ofthe CEF singletstate iscom parableto thatofthe

itinerantstate.Then both statescom pete forthe stability.

Suppose we have the CEF singlet as the ground state ofthe f2 lattice, but its energy is only a

little lowerthan the itinerantstate. Ifthe itinerant state is m etallic,the entropy increaseslinearly as

tem peratureincreases.Thetem peraturescalehereistheK ondo tem perature,and isrelated to thelarge

density ofstatesatthe Ferm isurface. O n the otherhand increase ofthe f-electron partofthe entropy

in the CEF state followsthe exponentiallaw,and is m uch less signi� cantin a low tem perature range.

Thus there is a possibility for a phase transition to occur from the CEF singlet state to the itinerant

state astem peratureincreasesin the f2 lattice system .Even ifthe itinerantstateisa K ondo insulator,

the entropy can increase m ore rapidly than thatin the CEF state since the energy gap decreaseswith

tem perature.In thelattercasethesystem changesfrom am etaltoan insulatorastem peratureincreases.

Thisisoppositeto the caseofthe M otttransition wherethe low-tem peraturephaseisan insulator.

Thepurposeofthispaperistodem onstratethepresenceofaphasetransition between theCEF singlet

and itinerantstatesin thef2 latticesystem atzero and � nite tem peratures.Asthe � rststep to explore
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an f2 latticesystem ,wetakethesim plestpossibleapproach and apply them ean � eld approxim ation with

accountofboth itinerantand localized charactersoffelectrons.The plan ofthe paperisasfollows:In

the nextsection,we introducethe m odeland derive the m ean-� eld equations.The sam eapproxim ation

schem e isapplied to the two-im purity K ondo system with f1 con� guration ateach site in Section 3. It

turnsouthelpfultocom paretheelectronicstatesofboth m odels.Therelativestability ofdi� erentphases

in both the f2 lattice system and the two-im purity K ondo system is studied in Section 4. Presence of

thephasetransition at� nitetem peraturesisdem onstrated.The� nalsection isdevoted to discussion of

resultswith attention to possibleexperim entalrelevance.

2 M odeland M ean-Field Equations

W e introducean f2 lattice m odelasfollows:

H =
X

k�

X

�= �;�

"k�c
y

k��
ck��

+ J
X

i

X

�= �;�

X

�= 1;2

�

S
f
i� � S

c
i� +

1

4
n
f
i�n

c
i�

�

+ I
X

i

�

S
f
i1 � S

f
i2 +

1

4
n
f
i1n

f
i2

�

; (1)

where i is the site index,and � and � are channels ofconduction and felectrons,respectively. W e

expressthe CEF singletand tripletusing a pseudo-spin operatoroffelectronsforeach channel:Sfi� =

(1=2)
P


�
f
y

i�
~�
�fi��,where~� isthevectorcom posed ofPaulim atrices.Thespin operatorofconduction

electrons is given by S
c
i� = (1=2)

P


�
c
y

i�

~�
�ci��. In eq. (1), the second term with J > 0 gives

antiferrom agnetic interaction between fand conduction electrons on each site. In the presence ofthe

potentialscattering term (1=4)nfi�n
c
i�,the K ondo scaleTK = D exp(� 1=J�c0)isreproduced correctly in

the m ean-� eld approxim ation. Here,D is a halfwidth ofa conduction band and �c0 is the density of

states perspin ofconduction electronsatthe Ferm ilevel. W e note thatthe sum ofthe spin exchange

and potentialscatteringterm sishalfoftheperm utation operatorwhoseeigenvalueis1 forthequasi-spin

tripletand is� 1 forthe singlet.The lastterm with I > 0 in eq.(1)representsthe CEF splitting.This

splitting I is also correctly given by the m ean-� eld approxim ation due to the term (1=4)nfi1n
f
i2. The

restriction nfi� = 1 isim posed on eq.(1)to sim ulatethe strong Coulom b repulsion between felectrons.

W e takea m ean � eld as

Vi�� = �
J

2

X

�

hf
y

i��ci��i (2)

for� = 1;2and � = �;�.Thism ean � eld representsthe� ctitioushybridization between fand conduction

electrons.W esay "� ctitioushybridization"in thesensethattherealhybridization isabsentin them odel

with � xed occupation offstates.Howeverweneglectin thispaperthephase
 uctuation which m akesthe

m ean � eld vanish.Thephysicalm otivation fortheneglectwillbediscussed in the� nalsection.Another

m ean-� eld isgiven by

R i =
I

2

X

�

hf
y

i1�
fi2�i (3)

which expresses the m ixing between two forbitals on each site. This m ixing gives rise to bonding-

antibonding splitting oflocalized levels. In eqs. (2)and (3)we assum e thatthe m ixing isallowed only

forthe sam espin directions.The Lagrangem ultiplierterm s

�
X

i

X

�= 1;2

�i�(n
f
i� � 1)

are added to eq.(1)to enforce the constraintson the num beroffelectrons.In the m ean-� eld approxi-

m ation thenum beroffelectron persiteand channelis� xed only asaverage.Thereforecareisnecessary
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aboutspuriouscharge
 uctuationsincluded.W ediscussthisaspectofthem ean-� eld theory again in the

� nalsection ofthe paper.

Assum ing equivalence ofdi� erentsitesand channels,weput"k� = "k;Vi�� = V�� = jV jexp(� i���);

R i = R and �i� = �.Setting the origin ofenergy atthe Ferm ilevel,wewritethe freeenergy persiteas

F = �
T

N s

X

�

X

k;!n

trln

�
M (k;i!n)

T

�

+ 2

�

J +
I

4
� ~"f

�

+
8�

J��c0
+
2jRj2

I
; (4)

whereN s isthetotalnum berofthesites,~"f = J + I=4� � and � = ��c0jV j
2.The2� 2 m atrix M with

M atsubara frequency i!n hascom ponents

M �� = � i!n + ~"f+
2jV j2

i!n � "k
(� = 1;2); (5)

M 12 = � R +
2jV j2

i!n � "k
� ; (6)

M 21 = � R
�
+

2jV j2

i!n � "k
�
�
; (7)

where� = fexp(� i��)+ exp(� i��)g=2 with �� = �1� � �2� (� = �;�).Herewerepresentthem agnitude

ofthe hybridization between di� erentchannelsoffelectronsvia conduction electronsby the param eter

� . Letus take the basesin which the on-site hybridization between fand conduction electrons occurs

only with the sam e channel. Even forthiscase,the intersite hybridization between the channels1 and

2 offelectronscan occur.Thisisbecausethe pointgroup sym m etry around each site isnotrelevantto

intersite interactions. From a detailed analysiswe � nd thatR and � can be chosen real. Then we can

assum e� 1� � � 1 in the following.

W e derivethe m ean-� eld equationsby requiring the freeenergy to be stationary againstvariation of

� ;~"f and R. Asa resultthree characteristic statesappear:Firstthe K ondo state isthe itinerantstate

where f-electrons hybridize with conduction electrons(� 6= 0,R = 0). Secondly the CEF state is the

localized state where f-electrons form the singlet ofquasi-spins at each site (� = 0,R 6= 0). Thirdly

the m ixed state has a character interpolating between the K ondo and CEF states (� 6= 0,R 6= 0).

For the CEF state we always have the solution � = ~"f = 0 and R = Iff(� R)� f(R)g=2. Here,

f(w)= 1=fexp(w=T)+ 1g isthe Ferm idistribution function with energy w.

In the following we consider the case where the num ber N c of conduction electrons is twice the

num beroflattice sites,and the conduction bandswithouthybridization have constantdensity ofstates

�c0 = 1=(2D )between theband edges� D .Then thesystem hastheinsulating ground stateiffelectrons

form energy bands,sincefand conduction electronshavethe hybridization gap atthe Ferm ilevel.This

iscalled the K ondo insulator. Iffelectronsare localized,on the otherhand,the Ferm ilevelliesin the

m iddle ofthe conduction band,and the system becom es m etallic. For the K ondo and m ixed states,

each conduction band is split into two pieces with a band gap between them . W e use the notation

E � = ~"f� (� 1)p(�)R,and �� = 1+ (� 1)p(�)� where p(a)= 1,p(b)= 0 with � = a;b. The band edges

aftersplitting aregiven by

D 1� =
� D + E �

2
�
D + E �

2

s

1+
8� ��

��c0(D + E �)
2
;

D 2� =
D + E �

2
�
D � E �

2

s

1+
8� ��

��c0(D � E �)
2
;

D 3� =
� D + E �

2
+
D + E �

2

s

1+
8� ��

��c0(D + E �)
2
;

D 4� =
D + E �

2
+
D � E �

2

s

1+
8� ��

��c0(D � E �)
2
:
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Then the m ean-� eld equationsaregiven by

 
Z D 2b

D 1b

+

Z D 4b

D 3b

!

dw
4� �b

�(w � Eb)
2
f(w) = 1+

2R

I
; (8)

 
Z D 2a

D 1a

+

Z D 4a

D 3a

!

dw
4� �a

�(w � Ea)
2
f(w) = 1�

2R

I
; (9)

 
Z D 2b

D 1b

+

Z D 4b

D 3b

!

dw
�b

w � E b

f(w)

+

 
Z D 2a

D 1a

+

Z D 4a

D 3a

!

dw
�a

w � E a

f(w) = �
2

J�c0
: (10)

W e solve eqs.(8)-(10) for various values of dim ensionless param eters I=TK and � at zero and � nite

tem peratures. W e note thatthe m ixed state ism etallic because the condition R� 6= 0 requiresa � nite

density ofstatesbetween bonding and antibonding flevels.

3 T wo-Im purity K ondo System

In thecourseofunderstanding the electronicstatein thef2 latticesystem ,a necessary step isto clarify

the di� erence from the f2 im purity system .Thisim purity system isfurtherrelated to the two-im purity

K ondo system with f1 con� guration ateach site. Nam ely,the f2 im purity is considered as the short-

distancelim itoftwo K ondo im purities.Fortunately wehavedetailed knowledgeaboutthetwo-im purity

system by the m ean-� eld theory [1],the Q uantum M onte Carlo [2],and the num ericalrenorm alization

group[3,4].In thispaperwederivethegroundstateandthefreeenergyinthesam elevelofapproxim ation

asisused forthef2 latticesystem .Then by com paring theelectronicstateofthe f2 latticesystem and

thatofthe im purity system ,we obtain inform ation aboutthe in
 uence ofthe latticeperiodicity.

In ref. [1]the two-im purity Anderson m odelwas solved by the m ean-� eld theory. It was shown

that the intersite hybridization gives sm ooth change from the lim it oftwo independent K ondo states

(K ondo pair) to the pair singlet state as the intersite interaction increases. Physically we expect the

sam esituation even though theoccupation offelectronsateach siteisvery closeto unity.Thelim iting

caseisdescribed by thetwo-im purity K ondom odel.Although theAnderson latticem odelism oregeneral

than the K ondo lattice m odel,the CEF state isharderto treatin the m ean-� eld theory.Since we have

adopted theK ondolatticem odelwith f2 con� gurations,weneed to solvethetwo-im purity K ondom odel

forcom parison.

Thetwo-im purity m odelisgiven by

H 2im p =
X

k�

"kc
y

k�
ck� + J

2X

j= 1

�

S
f
j � S

c
j +

1

4
n
f
jn

c
j

�

+ I

�

S
f
1 � S

f
2 +

1

4
n
f
1n

f
2

�

; (11)

whereJ;I > 0 and j(= 1;2)labelssitesoffelectrons.Thereisonly a singleconduction band sinceeven

in thiscasedi� erentscreening channelsarepresentaround each im purity.W etakethem ean-� eldsin the

form analogousto the f2 lattice system :O neisgiven by

Vj = �
J

2

X

k�

e
ik�rjhf

y

j�
ck�i

which representsthe � ctitioushybridization between fand conduction electronsateach site.The other

isgiven by

R =
I

2

X

�

hf
y

1�f2�i
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which expressesthe m ixing between two felectrons.Asbeforethe Lagrangem ultiplierterm s

�
X

j= 1;2

�j(n
f
j � 1)

areadded to eq.(11)to enforcethe constraintson the num beroffelectrons.

There are two dim ensionless param eters A;B which represent the intersite hybridization e� ect via

conduction electrons.Nam ely wede� ne

jV j
2
X

k

eik�r

i!n � "k
= [B + iAsgn(!n)]� : (12)

Here,them agnitudesofA and B depend on both thedistancerbetween fsitesand theband structureof

conduction electrons,butthey arealwayslessthan unity [1].Theparam eterA causesasym m etry in the

density ofstatesofbonding and antibonding fstates:In thecaseR > 0,with A > 0 (< 0)thedensity of

statesofthebonding statesbecom eswider(narrower)than thatoftheantibonding states.O n theother

hand the param eterB controlsthe splitting between bonding and antibonding fstates. The left-hand

side ofeq. (12)isanalogousto the term with � in eq. (6)ifone interchangessitesin the form erwith

channelsin the latter. In the two-im purity system there are three characteristic states:The � rstisthe

K ondo-pairstatewheretheK ondo e� ectoccursindependently ateach site(� 6= 0;R = 0);thesecond is

the pair-singletstatewherethe pair-singletoffelectronsisform ed withouthelp ofconduction electrons

(� = 0;R 6= 0);the third isthe m ixed state which interpolatesthe abovetwo states(� 6= 0;R 6= 0).

4 Stability ofItinerant and Localized States

4.1 Zero tem perature

W ehavesolved them ean-� eld equationsnum erically atzero tem peratureboth forthef2 latticeand the

two-im purity system s. Table 1 sum m arizes the param eters used in the calculation. Figure 1(a) shows

the ground-state energy per site in the f2 lattice system atzero tem perature. The origin ofenergy is

taken to be that ofthe Ferm isea without felectrons. The abscissa representsthe bare CEF splitting

in units ofTK . The notationsE K ,E C EF and E m ix representthe ground-state energiesofK ondo,CEF

and m ixed states,respectively.Thee� ectofintersitehybridization � dependsonly on itsabsolutevalue.

ThusresultsofE m ix with � = 0 and � = 0:4 areshown asrepresentativecasesin Fig.1(a).

W e � nd that Em ix is larger than E K and E C EF for allcom binations ofparam eters I=TK and � .

Thereforethechangefrom theK ondo stateto theCEF stateoccursdiscontinuously atthecriticalpoint

I=TK = 4. The m ixed state which would have interpolated the K ondo and CEF statessm oothly isnot

stabilized actually;with increasing intersite hybridization,the m ixed state with energy E m ix becom es

largerin the m ean-� eld theory.Thisisseen by the factthatEm ix with � = 0:4 islargerthan thatwith

� = 0 in Fig.1(a).Thereason isthefollowing:If� > 0 and R > 0,thedensity ofstatesofthebonding

fstates has a largerwidth than that ofthe antibonding fstates. The ground-state energy is given by

the sum ofsingle-particle energiesofoccupied states. Nam ely,we integrate the totaldensity ofstates

m ultiplied by w from � 1 to 0. Since the integralwithoutw is � xed by the num ber conservation,the

totalenergy increasesby the asym m etry induced by � . Sim ilarly in the case of� < 0 and R > 0,the

asym m etry ofthe density ofstatesin the oppositedirection increasesthe energy again.

Forcom parison,Fig.1(b)showsthe ground-stateenergy offelectronsin the two-im purity system at

zero tem perature.W ehavetried variousvaluesofA and con� rm ed thatA doesnotin
 uencetherelative

stability ofthephases.O n thecontrary thevalueofB drastically a� ectstheground state.Hence,we� x

A = � 0:2and vary B asa freeparam eter.W enotethatifB = 0,E m ix islargerthan both E K and E �pair

forany valueofI=TK .Thissituation isanalogousto thatin thef
2 latticesystem .Asa resultan abrupt

change from the K ondo-pairstate to the pair-singletstate occursas I=TK is increased. Atthe critical

point ofI=TK = 2:5,the two kinds ofsinglet states are degenerate. Thus one observesthe divergence

ofphysicalquantitiessuch asthe susceptibility and the speci� c heatcoe� cient. W e have checked that

thislevel-crossing behaviorrem ainsthesam easlong asjB j< 1=�.O n thecontrary,ifthehybridization

e� ect is large (1=� < jB j< 1),the K ondo-pairstate connects continuously with the pair-singletstate
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through the m ixed state.In thiscaseno divergenceoccurs.Thisisshown in Fig.1(b)by the resultthat

E m ix(B = 0:4)islowerthan both E K and E �pair forany value ofI=TK . These resultsobtained in the

m ean-� eld approxim ation agreewith thosein refs.[2,4,1]forthe two-im purity Anderson m odel.

W e note thatA controlsasym m etry ofthe density ofstatesoffelectronswith respectto the Ferm i

level,justas� doesin thef2 latticesystem .W ehavecon� rm ed thatEm ix becom eslargerasjAjincreases

with B being � xed.Thustheparam eterA playsthesam eroleas� in thef2 latticesystem .Howeverin

thelatticesystem wedo nothavetheparam etercorrespondingto B in theim purity system .Hencethere

isno stablem ixed statein thef2 latticesystem in ourcalculation.M athem atically theine� ectiveness�

in stabilizing them ixed statecom esfrom theabsenceofk-sum m ation in theself-energy ofthef2 lattice

system .

4.2 Finite Tem perature

The m ean-� eld equations are solved num erically also at � nite tem peratures,and the free energies are

derived.Figure 2(a)showstem perature dependence offree energiespersite forthree di� erentstatesin

the f2 latticesystem :K ondo,CEF and m ixed states.Even though the CEF singletisthe ground state,

there isa casewherethe itinerantstateisrealized athighertem peratures.W e � nd thatthe free energy

ofthe m ixed state islargerthan those ofthe othertwo statesforallvaluesofparam etersI=TK and � .

Therefore,the transition between the K ondo and CEF phasesoccursasa � rst-orderone.

Figure 2(b) shows free energies in the two-im purity system . The notations FK , F�pair and Fm ix

representthe free energiesofthe K ondo-pair,pair-singletand m ixed states,respectively.Itisseen that

with B = 0,Fm ix islargerthan FK and F�pair.Asin thecaseofzero tem perature,them ixed stateisnot

stabilized aslong asjB j< 0:08 forallvaluesofI=TK .O n theotherhand,Fm ix with B = 0:4 in Fig.2(b)

islowerthan both FK and FC EF.W ehavechecked thatwith 0:08< jB j< 1 them ixed stateisstabilized

atalltem peratures.

From these results we infer that the param eter B in the two-im purity system plays a decisive role

also at� nite tem peratures. Furtherm ore in the f2 lattice system there isno tem perature region where

them ixed stateisstabilized.In otherwords,thehybridization e� ectwhich m ediatesbetween K ondo and

CEF phasesisine� ective,and the transition occursdiscontinuously.

5 D iscussions

5.1 C om parison w ith tw o-im purity system s

In considering the relevance ofthe m ean-� eld theory,we � rst take the case ofim purity system s. The

physicaldi� erence between the two-im purity K ondo and Anderson m odels is whether there is charge


 uctuationsoffelectronsornot.Reliableknowledgeisavailableforboth m odelsfrom severalnum erical

calculations. Com putation using the num ericalrenorm alization group derived a levelcrossing between

theK ondo-pairstateand the pair-singletstate[3].Asa resultdivergenceofthestaggered susceptibility

occursatzero tem perature. O n the contrary,a quantum M onte Carlo calculation forthe two-im purity

Anderson m odel[2]found continuousbehaviorin physicalquantities.Thisapparentcon
 ictwasresolved

by Sakaiet al. [4]who identi� ed the origin ofthe continuous crossover as the bonding-antibonding

splitting offorbitals.In the K ondo m odel,the splitting isabsentbecause there isno charge degreesof

freedom forfelectrons. Thusthe divergentbehaviorispurely a form alconsequence ofthe m odelsince

thereshould alwaysbe som eam ountofcharge
 uctuationsin realsystem s.

For our purpose ofstudying a new type ofphase transition,we regard our m odelgiven by eq.(1)

only asa sim pli� ed form ofAnderson-typem odelswhich arem oredi� cultto analyzeby the m ean-� eld

theory.Then the � nite orderparam etersforvariousphasesare ratherto be regarded aspropertiesofa

corresponding Anderson-type m odel. In form ally exacttreatm entofeq.(1),allofourorderparam eters

would vanish identically in contrast with the results ofthe m ean-� eld theory. However by the sam e

reason asexplained aboveforthe two-im purity m odels,wewould ratheracceptthe resultsofthe m ean-

� eld theory asa physically possible consequenceform orerealisticm odels.
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5.2 C om parison w ith the f1 lattice system

Itisinstructive to take the lim its I ! 0 and � ! 0 in eq.(1). Then the system becom esequivalentto

two independentK ondo lattices.In the half-� lled casethe ground stateiseitherthe K ondo insulatoror

a m agnetically ordered phase. The latterstate isdue to the RK K Y interaction which isnottaken into

accountby the m ean-� eld theory. W e note that the ordered state can be either m etallic or insulating

depending on the m agnetic structure.Ifitisferrom agnetic,the half-� lled conduction band leadsto the

m etallic state. As one increases J from zero,the ground state should change from the m agnetically

ordered state to the insulating one. Subsequently the nature offelectrons changes from the localized

characterto the itinerantone. Since the entropy is di� erentin the two phases,a phase transition can

occurfrom onephaseto the otherasa function oftem perature.

Letuscom parethisphasetransition with anotheronewhich isknown asan artifactofthem ean-� eld

theory.Nam ely,astem peratureincreasesin the m ean-� eld theory,the orderparam eter� ofthe K ondo

insulating phasedecreasescontinuously to zero around thetem peratureT � TK .In theexacttheory the

localgauge
 uctuation washesaway thetransition com pletely.W eem phasizethatthepossibletransition

between the K ondo insulatorand the m agnetically ordered phaseshould survivethe 
 uctuation e� ect.

Now weconsiderthecaseof� niteI and � .In them ean-� eld theory,theK ondo insulating phasedoes

notfeelthee� ectofI and � .Theresultantstateisthesam easthedirectproductofthetwo f1 lattices.

Hence the second-ordertransition around T � TK isagain � ctitious. O ne can ask atzero tem perature

how the m agnetic state changes as I increases continuously from 0. For sm allI,we have the ordered

induced m om entwhich arisesby m ixing ofthe singletand tripletlevels. Atcertain criticalvalue ofI,

the CEF singletwillbecom e m ore stable than the induced m om ent. The situation isanalogousto the

spin chain problem where exchange interactionsofalternating strength form dim erswith an excitation

gap.W enotethatthefelectronsarealwayslocalized forany valueofI.Thusthe changeto the K ondo

insulatorcan occurasa phasetransition,although both statesarespin singlets.

5.3 E�ects ofcharge 
uctuation on the phase transition

In actualf2 lattice system s there should always be charge 
 uctuation as discussed above. Then any

exacteigenstate hassom e am ountofhybridization between fand conduction electrons. However,there

can stillbetwo di� erentkindsofhybridized states:The� rstonecan bereached by perturbation theory

with respectto hybridization.Thisstateisconnected with the localized f2 state.Theotherstateisthe

itinerant state which is not accessible by such perturbation theory. The latter state instead is sim ply

described by theband pictureoffelectrons.Thuspossibility ofthephasetransition rem ainseven though

e� ectsofcharge
 uctuationsareincluded.

W enote thatthe transition to the CEF singletphaseisof� rstorder.A � rst-ordertransition should

be lesssensitive to 
 uctuation e� ectsthan a second-orderone. W e plan to check the robustnessofthe

phasetransition by using theories[5,6,7]m orereliablethan the m ean-� eld theory.

5.4 Possible experim entalrelevance

W ith respecttoexperim entalrelevance,wehavetoconsideralsothecasewherethenum berofconduction

electronsdeviatesfrom 2N s.In theAnderson latticem odelwith dom inantf
2 con� gurations,theitinerant

state then hasa � nite density ofstates offelectronsatthe Ferm ilevel,and hence is m etallic. In this

case the Ferm ilevelis shifted from the center ofthe hybridization gap,and the average occupation of

felectrons per site also deviates from 2. Thus in reality the transition from the itinerantstate to the

localized oneisnotalwaysan insulator-m etaltransition.

Concerning possible relevance of our theory, we m ention two uranium com pounds: UNiSn and

URu2Si2. In the form er case,the insulating state at high tem peratures changes via a � rst-ordertran-

sition into a m etallic state at T = 43 K .In contrast to our m odel,however,the m etallic state shows

the antiferrom agnetic order[8]. As long asthe localized picture applies to the low-tem perature phase,

the driving force ofthe transition m ay be sim ilarto the one discussed in thispaper. Itisnecessary to

includetheinduced m om entform oredetailed analysisofUNiSn.In thelattercaseofURu2Si2,theCEF

singletm odelaccountsforgrossfeaturesofhighly anisotropicsusceptibility and m etam agnetictransition

[9].Thehigh-tem peraturephaseism etallicshowing theK ondo e� ectin theresistivity.A clearanom aly

7



in the speci� c heatisobserved attem perature T0 = 17:5 K [10],and the resistivity showsthe m etallic

behavioralso below T0.By neutron scattering [11]theantiferrom agnetically ordered m agneticm om ents

were observed below T0. The m agnitude ofthe m om entis only 0:04�B which issm allerby two orders

ofm agnitudethan theusualm agnitudeobserved in sim ilarcom poundsUT2Si2(T = Pd;Rh).M oreover,

the growth ofm om entswith decreasing tem peraturedoesnotfollow them ean-� eld behavior.Strangely,

the NM R doesnotprobe the internal� eld below T0 [12]. Thusthere isa possibility thatthe apparent

antiferrom agnetism isnota truelong-rangeorder,butdue to very slow 
 uctuation ofU m om ents.

In any casethespeci� cheatjum p atT0 istoo largeto beaccounted forby thetiny m agneticm om ent.

Thus,theproperorderparam eterin thisordered phaserem ainsto beidenti� ed [13,14,15,16].W enote

thatthe inelastic neutron scattering [11]probed a feature which lookslike a CEF excitation below T0.

Thisfactm ay beakey to identify theorderparam eter.Thephasetransition seem stobeofsecond order.

In sum m ary,wehaveshown thatthephasetransition from theitinerantstatetotheCEF singletstate

occursastem peraturedecreasesin thef2 latticesystem in thefram eofthem ean-� eld theory.Properties

ofthe f2 lattice system were discussed in com parison with the two-im purity system at zero and � nite

tem peratures.W esuggestthatthecom petition between localized and itinerantstatesoffelectronsisthe

fundam entaldrivingforceforphasetransitionsin som euranium com poundssuch asUNiSn and URu2Si2.

It rem ains to see to what extent the 
 uctuation e� ect beyond the m ean-� eld theory a� ects the phase

transition.
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Figure1:Theground-stateenergiesof(a)thef2 latticesystem ,and (b)thetwo-im purity system .In (a),

E K ;E C EF and E m ix correspond to theK ondo(itinerant),CEF (localized)and m ixed states,respectively,

and � isa param eterto characterizethe strength ofintersitehybridization.In (b),EK ;E �pair and E m ix

show theenergiesofK ondo-pair,pair-singletand m ixed states,respectively.Theparam eterB (jB j� 1)

characterizesthestrength ofintersitehybridization e� ect.Anotherhybridization param eterA is� xed to

be � 0:2 (see text).

Figure 2: Free energiesof(a)the f2 lattice system and (b)the two-im purity system . In (a),FK ;FC EF

and Fm ix indicatetheK ondo (itinerant),CEF and m ixed states,respectively.In (b),FK ;F�pair and Fm ix

indicatetheK ondo-pair,pair-singletand m ixed states,respectively.Theparam eterA is� xed to be� 0:2

asin Fig.1.
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Table1:Param etersforcalculation.

D TK I �

104 [K ] 1 [K ] 0 � 10 [K ] -1� 1
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