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A bstract

A new kind of phase transition is proposed for lattice ferm jon system s with sinpli ed £2 con g-
urations at each site. T he free energy of the m odel is com puted In the m ean— eld approxin ation for
both the itinerant state w ith the K ondo screening, and a localized state w ith the crystalline electric

eld (CEF) singlt at each site. The presence of a rst-order phase transition is dem onstrated in
w hich the itinerant state changes Into the localized state tow ard lower tem peratures. In the half- lled
case, the insulating state at high tem peratures changes into a m etallic state, In m arked contrast w ith
the M ott transition in the Hubbard m odel. For com parison, corresponding states are discussed for
the two—in purity K ondo system w ith f! con guration at each site.

1 Introduction

In som e uranium com pounds w ith 52 con guration (U** ) the CEF ground-state can be a nonm agnetic
singlt. The CEF shglkt is also realized In som e praseodym iuim com pounds with 4f% con guration
Pr"). In these cases the soin entropy of the system can go to zero as tam perature decreases even
though interactions w ith conduction electrons or w ith f electrons at other sites are absent. This is in
striking contrast w ith the case of cerlim com pounds w ith 4f' con guration € &"); the entropy does
not disappear at zero tem perature if a Ce ion is isolated because of the K ram ers degeneracy associated
with the f! con guration. A sa result the system chooses, depending on the interaction between C e sites,
am ong a m agnetically ordered state, a Fem i liquid state, a superconducting state, and so on in which
the entropy vanishes at zero tem perature.

In these lattice ferm ion system s, which we call the f? lattice hereafter, the itinerant state is also
possible if the hybridization is large enough. Thus both the localized felectron picture and the band
picture can be a starting point to understand the actual com pounds with £f? con guration. The m ost
Interesting situation occurs when the energy scale ofthe CEF singlkt state is com parable to that of the
tinerant state. Then both states com pete for the stability.

Suppose we have the CEF singlkt as the ground state of the f? lattice, but its energy is only a
little lower than the itinerant state. If the itinerant state is m etallic, the entropy increases linearly as
tem perature increases. T he tem perature scale here is the K ondo tem perature, and is related to the large
density of states at the Femn i surface. O n the other hand increase of the felectron part of the entropy
In the CEF state ollow s the exponential law, and ismuch less signi cant In a low tem perature range.
T hus there is a possbility for a phase transition to occur from the CEF singlt state to the iinerant
state as tem perature creases in the £? lattice system . Even if the itinerant state is a K ondo insulator,
the entropy can increase m ore rapidly than that in the CEF state since the energy gap decreases w ith
tem perature. In the latter case the system changes from am etalto an lnsulator as tem perature increases.
T his is opposite to the case of the M ott transition where the low -tem perature phase is an insulator.

T he purpose ofthis paper is to dem onstrate the presence ofa phase transition between the CEF singlet
and itinerant states in the £2 lattice system at zero and nite tem peratures. Asthe rst step to explore
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an f? lattice system , we take the sin plest possible approach and apply them ean  eld approxin ation w ith
acoount ofboth itinerant and localized characters of felectrons. T he plan of the paper is as ollow s: In
the next section, we Introduce the m odel and derive the m ean— eld equations. T he sam e approxin ation
schem e is applied to the two~in purity K ondo system with f' con guration at each site in Section 3. It
tumsout helpfiilto com pare the electronic states ofboth m odels. T he relative stability ofdi erent phases
in both the f? Jattice system and the two-in purity K ondo system is studied in Section 4. P resence of
the phase transition at nite tem peratures is dem onstrated. The nalsection is devoted to discussion of
results w ith attention to possible experim ental relevance.

2 M odeland M ean-F ield Equations

W e Introduce an £2 lattice m odelas olow s:

X X
H = " d
k = i
X X X 1
+J st §+annf
i = ; =1;2
b1 sh &4 lafnl M
a3 gRale i

where i is the site index, and and are channels of conduction and f electrons, respectively. W e
expregs the CEF singlet and triplet using a pseudo-spin operator of f electrons for each channel: Sf =

1=2) fi’ ~ f; ,where~ isthe vector com posed ofP aulim atrices. T he spin operator of conduction
electrons is given by S§ = (1=2)P CZ ~ ¢ . Ineq. @), the second term with J > 0 gives
antiferrom agnetic interaction between f and conduction electrons on each site. In the presence of the
potential scattering term (l=4)nf n{ ,theKondo scale Tx = D exp( 1=J ) is reproduced correctly in
the mean— eld approxin ation. Here, D is a half width of a conduction band and ., is the density of
states per soin of conduction electrons at the Fem i level. W e note that the sum of the spin exchange
and potential scattering tem s is halfofthe permm utation operator whose eigenvalue is 1 for the quasispin
triplet and is 1 for the singlet. The last tetm wih I > 0 in eqg. ('_]:) represents the CEF splitting. This
splitting I is also correctly given by the m ean— eld approxim ation due to the term (1=4)rf;ni,. The
restriction nf = 1 is Imn posed on eq. @:I:) to sin ulate the strong C oulom b repulsion between felectrons.

Wetakeamean eld as

JX
V) = 3 h! o 1 @)
for = 1;2and = ; .Thismean eldrepresentsthe ctitioushybridization between fand conduction

electrons. W e say " ctitious hybridization" in the sense that the realhybridization is absent in them odel
wih xed occupation of fstates. H owever we neglect in this paper the phase uctuation which m akesthe
mean eld vanish. T he physicalm otivation for the neglect w illbe discussed in the nalsection. A nother
mean— eld is given by
I X
R;= > hf) fp i (3)

which expresses the m ixing between two f orbitals on each site. This m ixing gives rise to bonding-
antbonding splitting of localized levels. In egs. @') and 6'_3) we assum e that the m ixing is allowed only
for the sam e spin directions. T he Lagrange m ultiplier term s
X X
s f 1)
i =12

are added to eg. @:) to enforce the constraints on the number of felectrons. In the m ean— eld approxi-
m ation the num ber of felectron per site and channelis xed only asaverage. T herefore care is necessary



about sourious charge uctuations included. W e discuss this aspect ofthem ean— eld theory again in the
nal section of the paper.

A ssum Ing equivalence of di erent sites and channels, weput 'ty = "«;Vy; =V = Vijexp( 1 );
Ri=R and ; = . Setting the origin of energy at the Fem i level, we w rite the free energy per site as
T X X M (k;i!
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where N ¢ is the totalnum ber of the sites, %= J + I=4 and = cojff.Thez 2matrix M with
M atsubara frequency i!, has com ponents
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where = fexp( i )+ exp( i )g=2wih = 1 2 (= ; ).Herewe represent them agnitude

of the hybridization between di erent channels of f electrons via conduction electrons by the param eter
. Let us take the bases in which the on-site hybridization between f and conduction electrons occurs
only with the sam e channel. Even for this case, the Intersite hybridization between the channels 1 and
2 of felectrons can occur. T his is because the point group sym m etry around each site is not relevant to
Intersite interactions. From a detailed analysiswe nd thatR and can be chosen real. Then we can
assume 1 1 in the follow ing.
W e derive the m ean— eld equations by requiring the free energy to be stationary against variation of
;% and R . A s a result three characteristic states appear: F irst the K ondo state is the itinerant state
w here felectrons hybridize w ith conduction electrons ( & 0, R = 0). Secondly the CEF state is the

localized state where felectrons form the singlet of quasispins at each site ( = 0, R 6 0). Thidly
the m ixed state has a character interpolating between the Kondo and CEF states ( 6 0, R € 0).
For the CEF state we always have the solution = R = 0and R = Iff( R) fR)g=2. Here,

fw)= l=fexpW=T) + lg is the Fem idistrbution function w ith energy w .
In the Pollow ng we consider the case where the number N . of conduction electrons is tw ice the

num ber of lattice sites, and the conduction bands w ithout hybridization have constant density of states

c0 = 1=(@2D ) between theband edges D . Then the system has the Insulating ground state if felectrons
form energy bands, since fand conduction electrons have the hybridization gap at the Fem ilevel. T his
is called the K ondo insulator. If f electrons are localized, on the other hand, the Femm i level lies in the
m iddle of the 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 wih a band gap between them . W e use the notation
E =% (1P R,and =1+ ( 1)*'? wherep@)= 1,pb)= Owith = a;b. The band edges
after splitting are given by
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Then them ean— eld equations are given by
|
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W e solve eqs.(r_g)—l_l-gl) for various values of dim ensionless param eters I=Tx and at zero and nite
tem peratures. W e note that the m ixed state ism etallic because the condition R 6 0 requiresa nite
density of states between bonding and antibonding f levels.

3 Two-Im purity K ondo System

In the course of understanding the electronic state in the £2 lattice system , a necessary step is to clarify
the di erence from the £ inpurity system . This in purity system is further related to the two~in purity
Kondo system wih f' con guration at each site. Namely, the £ in purity is considered as the short-
distance 1im it oftwo K ondo in purities. Fortunately we have detailed know ledge about the tw o-Im puriy
system by the m ean—- eld theory -r_f.L], the Q uantum M onte C arlo -'_[‘2], and the num erical renom alization
group E,:ff]. In thispaperw e derive the ground state and the free energy in the sam e levelofapproxin ation
as is used for the £2? Jattice system . T hen by com paring the electronic state of the £2 lattice system and
that of the In purity system , we obtain lnform ation about the in uence of the lattice periodiciy.

In ref. 'E_J'] the two-im purity Anderson m odel was solved by the m ean— eld theory. It was shown
that the intersite hybridization gives sm ooth change from the lin i of two independent K ondo states
(K ondo pair) to the pair singlkt state as the intersite Interaction increases. Physically we expect the
sam e situation even though the occupation of felectrons at each site is very close to uniy. T he 1m iting
case is described by the tw o-in purity K ondo m odel. A though the A nderson lattice m odelism ore general
than the K ondo lattice m odel, the CEF state is harder to treat in the m ean— eld theory. Since we have
adopted the K ondo lattice m odelw ith £2 con gurations, we need to solve the tw o~in purity K ondo m odel
for com parison.

T he tw o~im purity m odel is given by
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where J;I > 0 and jE 1;2) labels sites of felectrons. There isonly a single conduction band since even
In thiscase di erent screening channels are present around each in purity. W e take them ean— elds in the
mm analogous to the £2 lattice system : O ne is given by
JgX
Vy= = e r1hf§’ o 1
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k

w hich represents the ctitious hybridization between fand conduction electrons at each site. T he other
is given by
X
R=7 he! £, i



w hich expresses the m ixing between two felectrons. A s before the Lagrange m ultiplier tem s

are added to eq. C_l-]_;) to enforce the constraints on the num ber of f electrons.
There are two din ensionless param eters A ;B which represent the intersite hybridization e ect via
conduction electrons. Nam ely we de ne

X ej.kr
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Here, them agniudes of A and B depend on both the distance r between fsites and the band structure of
conduction electrons, but they are alw ays less than uniy E:]. The param eter A causes asym m etry in the
density of states ofbonding and antibonding fstates: In thecaseR > 0,wih A > 0 (< 0) the density of
states of the bonding states becom es w ider (narrower) than that of the antbonding states. O n the other
hand the param eter B controls the splitting between bonding and antbonding f states. The left-hand
side of eg. (_igi) is analogous to the term w ith n eq. K{S) if one interchanges sites in the form er w ith
channels in the latter. In the two-in purity system there are three characteristic states: The st is the
K ondo-pair state where the Kondo e ect occurs independently at each site ( 6 0;R = 0); the second is
the pairsinglet state where the pairsinglet of felectrons is form ed w ithout help of conduction electrons
( = 0;R & 0); the third is the m ixed state which interpolates the above two states ( 6 0;R 6 0).

4 Stability of Ttinerant and Localized States

4.1 Zero tem perature

W e have solved the m ean— el equations num erically at zero tem perature both for the £ lattice and the
tw o—Im purity system s. Tab]e:_]: sum m arizes the param eters used in the calculation. Figure -r!;'(a) show s
the ground-state energy per site in the £? lattice system at zero tem perature. The origih of energy is
taken to be that of the Fem i sea w ithout f electrons. The abscissa represents the bare CEF splitting
In units of Tx . The notations Ex , Ecgr and E, i represent the ground-state energies of K ondo, CEF
and m ixed states, regpectively. The e ect of ntersite hybridization  dependsonly on its absolute value.
ThusresutsofE i with = 0and = 04 are shown as representative cases in Fjg.-'_:L @).

We nd that E, i is larger than Ex and Ecgr Pr all combinations of param eters I=Tx and
T herefore the change from the K ondo state to the CEF state occurs discontinuously at the critical point
I=Tx = 4. Them ixed state which would have interpolated the K ondo and CEF states an oothly is not
stabilized actually; with increasing intersite hybridization, the m ixed state with energy E, i becom es
larger in the m ean— eld theory. This is seen by the fact that E, i wih = 04 is larger than that w ith

= 0. Fig.l(@). The reason isthe Olowing: If > 0and R > 0, the density of states of the bonding
f states has a larger w idth than that of the antbonding f states. T he ground-state energy is given by
the sum of single-particlke energies of occupied states. Nam ely, we Integrate the total densiy of states
multiplied by w from 1 to 0. Since the integralw ithout w is xed by the num ber conservation, the
total energy increases by the asymm etry Induced by . Sinilarly in the caseof < 0and R > O, the
asymm etry of the density of states in the opposite direction increases the energy again.

For com parison, F jg@ () show s the ground-state energy of felectrons in the two-In purity system at
zero tem perature. W e have tried various values of A and con m ed that A doesnot in uence the relative
stability ofthe phases. O n the contrary the valuie of B drastically a ectsthe ground state. Hence, we x
A = (02andvary B asa freeparam eter. W enote that ifB = 0,E i islargerthanboth Ex and E .
r any valie of I=Tk . T his situation is analogous to that in the £? lattice system . A s a resul an abrupt
change from the K ondo-pair state to the pairsinglet state occurs as I=Tx is Increased. At the critical
point of I=Tx = 235, the two kinds of singlet states are degenerate. T hus one observes the divergence
of physical quantities such as the susosptibility and the speci ¢ heat coe cient. W e have checked that
this levelcrossing behavior ram ains the sam e as Iong as B j< 1= . On the contrary, if the hybridization
e ect islarge (1= < B j< 1), the Kondopair state connects continuously with the pairsinglt state



through the m ixed state. In this case no divergence occurs. T his is shown in Fjg:'}' ) by the resul that
Enix B = 0:4) is lower than both Ex and E .3 fOor any value of I=Tx . These results obtained in the
mean— eld approxin ation agree w ith those in refs. -_I}Z;_A;_ ] for the tw o—im purity A nderson m odel.

W e note that A controls asym m etry of the density of states of f electrons w ith respect to the Ferm i
level, jistas  does in the £ Jattice system . W ehavecon 1 ed that F, i becom es Jargeras A jincreases
with B being xed. Thusthe param eterA playsthe same rokas in the £ lattice system . However in
the Jattice system we do not have the param eter corresponding to B in the im purity system . Hence there
isno stablem ixed state i the f? lattice system in our calculation. M athem atically the ne ectiveness
in stabilizing the m ixed state com es from the absence of k-sum m ation in the selfenergy ofthe £2 lattice
system .

42 Finite Tem perature

The mean- eld equations are solved num erically also at nite tem peratures, and the free energies are
derived. F igure :_2 (@) show s tem perature dependence of free energies per site for three di erent states in
the £2 lattice system : K ondo, CEF and m ixed states. Even though the CEF singlkt is the ground state,
there is a case where the itinerant state is realized at higher tem peratures. W e nd that the free energy
of the m ixed state is larger than those of the other two states for all values of param eters I=Tx and

T herefore, the transition between the K ondo and CEF phases occursasa rst-order one.

Figure :_Z(b) show s free energies in the two-im purity system . The notations Fx , F payr and Fp i«
represent the free energies of the K ondo-pair, pairsinglet and m ixed states, respectively. It is seen that
withB = 0,Fy i« islargerthan Fx and F ai-. A s in the case of zero tem perature, the m ixed state isnot
stabilized as long as B j< 0:08 forallvalies of I=Tx . On the otherhand,F, »x with B = 04 in Fig. :_2 )
is ower than both Fx and Fcgr . W € have checked that with 0:08 < B j< 1 them ixed state is stabilized
at all tem 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. Furthem ore in the £ lattice system there is no tem perature region where
them ixed state is stabilized. In other words, the hybridization e ect which m ediatesbetween K ondo and
CEF phases is ine ective, and the transition occurs discontinuously.

5 D iscussions

5.1 Com parison with two—-im purity system s

In considering the relevance of the m ean— eld theory, we 1rst take the case of Inpurity system s. The
physical di erence between the two-in purity K ondo and A nderson m odels is whether there is charge

uctuations of felectrons or not. R eliable know ledge is available for both m odels from severalnum erical
calculations. Com putation using the num erical renom alization group derived a level crossing between
the K ondo-pair state and the pairsinglet state B‘]. A s a result divergence of the staggered susceptibility
occurs at zero tem perature. O n the contrary, a quantum M onte C arlo calculation for the two—m purity
A nderson m odel [2 found continuousbehavior n physicalquantities. T his apparent con ict was resolved
by Sakaiet al [4] who identi ed the origin of the continuous crossover as the bonding-antibonding
splitting of f orbitals. In the K ondo m odel, the splitting is absent because there is no charge degrees of
freedom for felectrons. T hus the divergent behavior is purely a form al consequence of the m odel since
there should always be som e am ount of charge uctuations In real system s.

For our purpose of studying a new type of phase transition, we regard our m odel given by eq.(:}')
only asa simpli ed orm ofAnderson-typem odelswhich arem ore di cult to analyze by them ean—- eld
theory. Then the nite order param eters for various phases are rather to be regarded as properties of a
corresponding A nderson-type m odel. In form ally exact treatm ent ofeq.@'), all of our order param eters
would vanish identically In contrast wih the results of the m ean— eld theory. However by the same
reason as explained above for the two-In purity m odels, we would rather acospt the results of the m ean-

eld theory as a physically possible consequence for m ore realistic m odels.



5.2 Com parison with the f! lattice system

Tt is instructive to take the Imits I ! 0 and ' 0in eq-g.) Then the system becom es equivalent to
two Independent K ondo lattices. In the half- lled case the ground state is either the K ondo insulator or
a m agnetically ordered phase. T he latter state is due to the RKKY interaction which is not taken into
acocount by 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. If i is ferrom agnetic, the half- lled conduction band lads to the
m etallic state. A s one increases J from zero, the ground state should change from the m agnetically
ordered state to the insulating one. Subsequently the nature of f electrons changes from the localized
character to the itinerant one. Sihce the entropy is di erent In the two phases, a phase transition can
occur from one phase to the other as a function of tem perature.

Let us com pare this phase transition w ith another one which isknown as an artifact ofthem ean- eld
theory. N am ely, as tem perature increases in the m ean— eld theory, the order param eter ofthe K ondo
Insulating phase decreases continuously to zero around the tem perature T Tk . In the exact theory the
Iocalgauge uctuation washesaw ay the transition com pletely. W e em phasize that the possble transition
betw een the K ondo insulator and the m agnetically ordered phase should survive the uctuation e ect.

Now we considerthe caseof niteI and . In themean- eld theory, the K ondo Insulating phase does
not feelthee ectofI and . The resultant state is the sam e as the direct product ofthe two £ lattices.
Hence the second-order transition around T Tx isagain ctitious. O ne can ask at zero tem perature
how the m agnetic state changes as I increases continuously from 0. For anall I, we have the ordered
Induced m om ent which arises by m ixing of the singlkt and triplet levels. At certain critical value of I,
the CEF singlkt will becom e m ore stable than the induced m om ent. T he siuation is analogous to the
soin chain problem where exchange interactions of altemating strength form din ers w ith an excitation
gap. W e note that the felectrons are alw ays localized for any valie of I. T hus the change to the K ondo
Insulator can occur as a phase transition, although both states are spin singlets.

53 E ectsofcharge uctuation on the phase transition

In actual £? lattice system s there should always be charge uctuation as discussed above. Then any
exact eigenstate has som e am ount of hybridization between f and conduction electrons. H ow ever, there
can stillbe two di erent kinds of hybridized states: The rst one can be reached by perturbation theory
w ith respect to hybridization. T his state is connected w ith the localized £? state. T he other state is the
tinerant state which is not accessble by such perturbation theory. The latter state instead is sin ply
described by the band picture of felectrons. T hus possbility ofthe phase transition rem ains even though
e ectsofcharge wuctuationsare inclided.

W e note that the transition to the CEF singlet phase isof rst order.A  rst-order transition should
be less sensitive to  uctuation e ects than a second-order one. W e plan to check the robustness of the
phase transition by using theories E, -'_é, :j] m ore reliable than the m ean— eld theory.

54 Possble experim ental relevance

W ith respect to experim entalrelevance, we have to consider also the case w here the num ber of conduction
electrons deviates from 2N 5. In the A nderson latticem odelw ith dom inant £2 con gurations, the itinerant
state then has a nie densiy of states of f electrons at the Fem i level, and hence is m etallic. In this
case the Femn i Jevel is shifted from the center of the hybridization gap, and the average occupation of
f electrons per site also deviates from 2. Thus in reality the transition from the itinerant state to the
localized one is not always an insulatorm etal transition.

Conceming possible relevance of our theory, we mention two uraniim com pounds: UNiSn and
URu;SL . In the form er case, the insulating state at high tem peratures changes via a rst-order tran-—
sition Into a metallic state at T = 43 K . In contrast to our m odel, how ever, the m etallic state show s
the antiferrom agnetic order E]. A s lIong as the localized picture applies to the low -tem perature phase,
the driving force of the transition m ay be sim ilar to the one discussed in this paper. It is necessary to
Inclide the induced m om ent form ore detailed analysis ofUN iSn. In the latter case ofUR U, S%, the CEF
singlet m odel accounts for gross features ofhighly anisotropic susoeptibility and m etam agnetic transition
i_ﬁ]. T he high-tem perature phase ism etallic show ing the Kondo e ect in the resistivity. A clear anom aly



in the speci c heat is observed at tem perature T, = 175 K {10], and the resistivity show s the m etallic
behavior also below Ty. By neutron scattering t_l-;'] the antiferrom agnetically ordered m agnetic m om ents
were observed below T;. The m agniude of themom ent isonly 004 g which is an aller by two orders
ofm agnitude than the usualm agnitude observed in sim ilar com poundsUT,Si (T = Pd;Rh). M oreover,
the grow th ofm om ents w ith decreasing tem perature does not ollow them ean— eld behavior. Strangely,
the NM R does not probe the intemal eld below T [_ié] T hus there is a possibility that the apparent
antiferrom agnetism is not a true long-range order, but due to very slow uctuation ofU m om ents.

In any case the speci cheat jum p at § is too large to be acocounted orby the tiny m agneticm om ent.
T hus, the proper order param eter in this ordered phase rem ains to be denti ed :_[-1_53,:_-1_'4 ,:_-1_'5 ,:_-l_'6]. W e note
that the mnelastic neutron scattering f_l-]_]] probed a feature which looks lke a CEF exciation below Tj.
This fact m ay be a key to identify the order param eter. T he phase transition seem s to be of second order.

In summ ary, we have show n that the phase transition from the itinerant state to the CEF singlet state
occurs as tem perature decreases in the £2 lattice system in the fram e ofthem ean— el theory. P roperties
of the £? lattice system were discussed in com parison w ith the two-in purity system at zero and nite
tem peratures. W e suggest that the com petition between localized and itinerant states of felectrons is the
fundam entaldriving foroe forphase transitions in som e uraniim com pounds such asUN iSn and URu,S% .
Tt ram 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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Figure 1: T he ground-state energies of (@) the £? lattice system , and (o) the two~in purity system . In @),
Ex jEcgr and E, i correspond to the K ondo (itinerant) , CEF (localized) and m ixed states, respectively,
and is a param eter to characterize the strength of intersite hybridization. In ®), Ex ;E payxr and Ep i
show the energies of K ondo-pair, pairsinglet and m ixed states, respectively. The parameterB (B j 1)
characterizes the strength of intersite hybridization e ect. Another hybridization param eter A is xed to
be 02 (see text).

Figure 2: Free energies of (a) the f? lattice system and (b) the two—in purity system . Th @), Fx ;Fcer

and Fy, i indicate the Kondo (itinerant), CEF and m ixed states, respectively. In ), Fx ;F paxr and Fp i

Indicate the K ondo-pair, pairsinglet and m ixed states, respectively. The param eterA is xedtobe 02
asin Figl.



Table 1: Param eters for calculation.
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