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W e dem onstrate the existence of a Jarge K ondo screening cloud in the k-channel K ondo m odel
using both renom alization group in proved perturbation theory and the largek lin it. W e study
position (r) dependent spin G reen’s functions in both static and equal tim e cases. The equaltin e
G reen’s function provides a naturalde nition ofthe screening cloud pro le, n which the large scale

K ¥ =Tx appears (vr is the Fem ivelocity; Tx the Kondo tem perature). At large distances
it consists of both a slow Iy varying piece and a piece which oscillates at tw ice the Femm i wave—
vector, 2kr . This function is calculated at all r in the largek lin it. Static G reen’s functions
K night shift or susceptibility) consist only of a term oscillating at 2kr , and appear to factorize
into a function of r tin es a function of T for rT=v¢ 1, n agreem ent with NM R experin ents.
M ost ofthe integrated susceptibility com es from the in purity—-im purity part w ith conduction electron
contributions suppressed by pow ers ofthebare K ondo coupling. T he single-channeland overscreened
m ulti-channel cases are rather sin ilar although anom alous power-law s occur in the latter case at
large rand low T due to irrelevant operator corrections.

PACS numbers: 7520Hr, 7530M b, 7540Cx

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt is well known that the goin-1=2 im purity interacting antiferrom agnetically with a Ferm i liquid is com pltely
screened at zero tem peraturad. This screening is the essence of the K ondo e . The question of the screening
length ismuch m ore subtle. Scaling im plies, at least dim ensionally, that the low energy scale ofthe m odel, the K ondo
tem perature Tk D exp ( 1=g), should be associated w ith an exponentially large length scale, g = w =Tx Here

o Is the K ondo coupling tim es density of states and D is the band width). A ccording to Nozieres’ Fem i liquid
picturdd, one could im agine an electron in a region of this size which form s a singlet w ith the in purity soin. Note
that this is a m ore dynam icaltype of screening than that which occurs for charge in purities in a Ferm i liquid since it
nvolvesa linear com bination of statesw here the In puriy soin and the screening electron spin are in either an up-down
or down-up con guration. In particular, the niteness of the susceptidbility at T ! 0 should not be attrbuted to a
static conduction electron polarization cancelling the in purity spin polarization. R ather it resuls from the tendency
of the In purity to form a singlet w ith the screening electron.

W hether or not this large screening clo Iy exists hasb a controversial sub ct In the literature, and has
recently attracted som e theoretical intere: {ﬁ oyce and Slich had perform ed direct K night shift m easurem ents
ofthe soin-spin correlator at all tem peratures and had conclided that there was no evidence of the so-called screening
cloud. T heirm easurem ents, how ever, were 1lin ited to very low distances (ot m ore than several lattice spacings), and
therefore could not probe directly any possible crossover at the distance scale k .

To study the screening cloud, we w ill consider the behavior of spatial spin-spin correlation functions, both zero
frequency and equal tin e. There are two distance scales in the K ondo problem at nite tem perature, x and the
them al scale r = w =T . On general scaling grounds, the spatial correlators should depend on the ratio of the
distance r to these two scales. S rensen and one of udl have suggested a scaling form for the r-dependent K njﬁﬁt
shift, proportionalto the zero frequency spin susceptibility, which hasbeen jisti ed num erically and perturbativelydt :

. L cos(2kg 1) . .
(I,T) —Z—Wf(I:K,I:T). (1.1)
Here we have subtracted the Paulicontribution =2; isthe density of statesper spin. T he g-factor or the m agnetic
In purities is not necessarily equalto that of the conduction electrons. T his is especially the case for som e rare earth
jons, which have com plex m ultiplet structure. If we take into account this possibility, scaling properties of the local
sodn susceptibility becom e not sgpsin ple, and we w ill consider them below . The K night shift in this case isa sum of
tw o parts, which scale di erentlyli.

A possible ob fction to the naive conogpt ofthe screening cloud isbased on sum rule argum ents. T he intggralofthe
Jocal spin susceptibility E q.) is proportional to the zero — frequency correlator hs2,S% i, where SZ, = d3 rSZ (r)
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is the spin of the conduction electrons, S{,. = SZ; + S§, . I can be shown that there is no net polarization of the

conduction e]ectronsE{E, and this correlator should vanish in the scaling limi (J ! O wih Tx held xed). At
T = 0 this is sin ply a consequence of the ground state being a singlet. A s rem arked above, this does not necessarily
In ply the absence of the screening cloud in the sense of N ozieres but only that the screening is a dynam ical process.

In order to see the dynam ical cloud of conduction electrons let us consider a snapshot of the system , the equaltin e
correlators. Take K (5T) = SZ,(r;0)S5, , 0) as an example. Note that Sf ,(0)S§, ,(0) = 1=4 for a spin-1=2
In purity, whilke hSezl (O)StzOt 0)i= 0 asmentioned above. (N ote that for this conserved quantity the equaltin e and
zero frequency G reen’s functions are proportional to each other.) Thus the correlator SZS3, , = 1=4; that is
K (;T) ocbeysa sum rul. X (r;0)jis a possble de nition of the screening cloud pro le.

T he ground state properties of spatial correlators are determ ined by the K ondo scale only. In general we expect
three di erent scaling regimes for (;T) at a given tem perature, w th the rboundaries de ned by the them aland
K ondo length scales. T he goalofthis paper is to detem ine scaling behavior of the soin correlators in these regin es.

Exponentially lJarge length scale k , if present, could have in portant consequences for the theory of alloys w ith
m agnetic In purities. Indeed, typical Tk 10K and Ep 10eV m akes g 10;000a,myhere a is the lattice spacing.
R ecently this issue was addressed in 1D for Luttinger liquids w ith m agnetic in purities, where it was found that a
crossover happened orni, 1=x .

A tthough perturbative calculations had been done early onE, no de nie predictions were m ade regarding the
size of the K ondo screening cloud. Chen et all have developed renom alization group approach. T hey, however,
only considered short-range correlations r k - W e use the RG —im proved perturbative technique, which cannot
access lowest tam peratures T < T . In order to galn som e Insight into what happens at low tem peratures, we also
consider overscreened Sy, , = 1=2 multi-channel K ondo e ect, where the low -tem perature xed point is accessble
perturbatively using 1=k expansion, k being the m ultiplicity of the bands. A very thorough 1=k analysis ofthe m uli-
channelK ondo e ect hasbeen perform ed earlierby G anldl, who, how ever, cam nclisions opposite from ours. W e
also use the recent conform al eld theory approach of one of us and Ludw i {1 to calculnte the properties of the
Jow -tem perature, long distance correlation fiinctions and the crossoverat 1 . This approach, isvalid forallk but only
forr kKT Tx and fails to predict the behavior of the spin correlators inside the screening cloud r < ¢ . The
result is nevertheless interesting because, as one could expect, the spin-spin correlators re ect the non-Fem iHiquid
nature of the overscreened m ultichannel xed point.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. In Section ITwe introduce them odeland rem ind the readerhow it is transform ed
to an equivalent 1D m odel. W e also de ne notationsw hich weplan to use In the rest ofthe paper and derive the scaling
equations for the spin susceptibility. Section IIT provides detailed perturbative analysis of the spin-spin correlation
functions in the ordinary K ondo m odel (T he Fermm 1 liquid xed point). Section IV is devoted to the N on-Ferm iliquid
overscreened largek case, w here it ispossible to obtain results forthe spin correlatorsat alltem peratures and distances
using the 1=k expansion. W e discuss ourm ain conclisions in Section V. In Appendix A wem ention a few details of
our perturbative calculations. Appendix B gives the proof of the vanishing of the uniform part of the susoeptibility.
Appendix C gives results on the overscreened case k > 1) at T Tx and r x Obtalhned from conformal eld
theory. Som e of these results were presented brie y In Ref.[E].

II.THE MODEL,RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND SCALING EQUATIONS

In what follow s we consider the standard Sy, , = 1=2 K ondo m odel,

X X
H = k 3 x +JISmp K g K @1)
k k;k©

and the m ulti-channel Sy, , = 1=2 Kondo m odel. The Ham iltonian for the Sy, = 1=2 k-channel K ondo m odel also
Inclides sum m ation over di erent channels j:

X . X .
H = k ]Zj k j+ JSjmp ]Zj7 k0§ * (2-2)
kj k k%3

Sum m ation over repeated raised and lowered indiced is in plied. T he crucialdi erence betw een these two m odels can
be seen from the form ofthe -fiinctiord:

2 k3_

()= g @3)



The ow ofthe e ective coupling is di erent F ig. ﬂ) fork = 1and k >_1. The low tem perature xed point of the
m ultichannelK ondo problem is shown to have non-Fem i-liquid natu . At lJarge band m ultiplicity this nontrivial
xed point becom es accessble perturbatively. T his di erence is not in portant for the purpose of this section, and we

use Eq.@) and Eq.@) forboth mulichanneland k = 1 m odels.

The model is sin pli ed if we assum e spherically sym m etric Fem isurface. Indeed, linearizing the spectrum and
observing that scattering only takes place in the swave channel, we can expand the wave functions in spherical
ham onics:

1
k3= P=—— o3k + ()
4 k
Z
Ho= dk k) g k) o5k + ()

Z
Hine= ovr  dkdk’® § TR o ;&) S @4)
where ()= ¥ k Ik ) isthe lhearized spectrum near the Fem isurface, (...) are higher ham onics. Here o= J

is the dim ensionless coupling constant ofthe Kondom odel , and = kﬁ =2 ?v is the density of states per spin.
T he swave operators obey standard one-dim ensional anticom m utation relations,

n . o .
0K 0, &) = 13 kB 2 5)
W e de ne kft and right m overs on a band ofwidth 2 around kg :
Z
LR dke ** ok + ke ): 2.6)

The 3D ferm ion operators are then w ritten in the fom :

1 . )
@W= p=— e 7 L@ F @ + (2); @)
2 2 r

where (::1) are higher ham onics. T he kft and right-m oving eldsde ned on r > 0 obey the boundary condition:
1 O= & 0): 28)

F lipping the right-m oving eld to the negative axis, 1 ( 1) R (), we rew rite the 1D Ham iltonian in tem s ofthe
keft-m oving eld only:
Z

H = v dr { (©)(id=dr) 1 @+ 2 % o {<0>5 L 0) fp: 2.9
1

T he purpose of this paper is to analyse various spin-spin correlation fiinctions. The m ost im portant of them is the
distance-dependent K night shift, which can be m easured in NM R experim ents. If the in purity soin has a di erent
gyrom agnetic ratio from that of the conduction elecggons, the uniform m agnetic eld couples to the spin operator
Sh = Se1t ©@s=2)Simpswhere Sy and Sey = (1=2) dr Y (r) (r) is the total soin operator of the im purity and
conduction electrons, de ned w ith channel sum for the m ultichannel problem . The expression for the K night shift
then consists of the electron and in puriy contributions:

Z
z z 9;
(x) d <5 )50 >= a@+ ?s mp () 210)
0

West g =1.) Wewillalso consider the equakttin e spin correlatorK (r), de ned by:
K@ <S5 =085S;,,0>: 211)

The above 1D form alisn allow s to sim plify this expression for large rkg 1. Substituting Eq.@) n Eq.), we
get:

2kg ;A (r) cos 2k 1) + un;A () .

Ty = Ze B s =,
A(r ) 421:‘2VF 82]:‘2VF

(212)



where A correspondsto im p orel. ForK (r;T) we get a sin ilar expression :

KZkF (r) Kun (r)
K ;T)= —— cos(2k + — 213
@i T) 1 iy (@kr 1) 8 2o, 213)
T he totalelectron spin In 1D is:
120
Se1= o~ ) dr {(r)E L @©: 2.14)
The uniform and 2kg parts take the fom :
z 2 z
una GT) @ d < [{@ Yy on ) (5 bouom ) 0) > @15)
OZ ]
ke i (GT) v d < J@ )7 (5 )g 0>
0

Expressions for K y, and K i p are analogous to those or un;mp and 2k, ;imp IN Eq.), although they don’t
nvolve Integration over

If the spins of the in purity and conduction electron have equal gyrom agnetic ratio (gs = 2), the operator S? is the
total spin of conduction electrons and im puriy, and is conserved. T he K night shift is then given by Eq. ), wih
A = tot. Since the K ondo interaction is local, only boundary (r= 0) operatorshave non-zero anom alous din ensions.
T hus the conduction electron spin operator Se; (r) also has zero anom alous din ension, for r € 0. The local spin
susceptibility then obeys the ©llow ng RG equation:

@ @
D—+ ()— (T; ;D;rT=w)=0; 216)
@D @ o
where D isthe u]tEa—vjo]et cuto (the bandw idth), and ( ) isthe -function. S rensen and one ofus have recently
m ade a congctionH, supported by perturbative and num erical results, that In the scaling lm i, rkg 1, T Er,

the soin susceptibility has the ollow Ing form :

rT , T
T T e I ks ) ©17)
—— = ————— cos@krr
A%l TK 4 ZrZVF F

where . is a universal fanctions of two scaling variabldd. This Hm Hlows directly Fom Egs.13R1d). ™
general, one expects that there could be a non—zero phase in Eq.), and a uniform termm . Ik is easy to see that
the phase is zero due to particle-hole symm & . Indeed, under particlke-hol transform ation ¢ (r) ! ¥ i’ (r), so
Stot ! Swr, L@ L( D! Y( 1 @. Partickhok symmetry of Eq.f217) then requires that the phase
is zero. This is not so for m ore realistic H am ittonians, for which the particle-hole symm etry is broken. For such
Ham iltoniansthere is an additionalphase I E q.), but this phase does not renom alize. T hat is, it is essentially
constant in the scaling region ky r 1). The fact thgt the uniform part ofthe spin susceptibility is zero is less trivial.
For the static local spin susceptiblity we have proved that allgraphs in perturbation theory contain certain integrals
that vanish. These properties hold for the electron and im purity parts of the local spin susceptibility Eq.)
separately, for both single-channel and m ultichannel Kondo e ects (see Appendix B). The uniform part and the
phase are zero for the K night shift in case of nontrivial gyrom agnetic ratio for the in purity spin s 6 1) aswell

Since we consider the problem perturbatively, it is usefiil to express the scaling finction Eg ) In temm s of som e
e ective coupling constants at an energy scake E, g . Thisway we elin lnate non-universal Tx . T he energy scales of
Interest are the tem perature T and the distance energy scale vr =r. W e w ill denote corresponding e ective couplings
as 1 and ..Expressionsin tem s ofe ective couplings can be easily converted into those in term s 0f Tk , and vice
versa, provided that the -finction is known up to the order needed. Indeed,

de
E
dnk

()i (2.18)

whereD = w = isthe bandw idth. Therefore, for the e ective coupling at two di erent energy scalesE and E we
have:



E
— = h—; 2.19)
E

Sihce 1, 1 can wellbe regarded as one of possble de niions of Ty , we have
Z
— = n= (220)

and the argum ents of the scaling function in Eq.) can be replaced by corresponding e ective couplings.

T he renom alization group equations for various parts of the local spin susceptibility in Eq.) are less trivial.
Consider rst i,p. Since the Kondo interaction is at the origin, the ferm ion bilinear operator has zero anom alous
din ension, w hile the operator S i, , receives anom alous dim ension mp 2=2.Renom alizability in plies that the
functions g ;mp B = 2kr , un) obey equations of the form :

D—+ ()£+ mp( ) BmpTi ;D;rT=w)= 0; 221)
@D @

where i, () isthe anom alousdin ension, which in this case isequalto the anom alousdin ension ofthe in purity spin
operator. T he other correlator, p ;.1, contains the total conduction electron spin operator Sei, In which integration
over the electron soin inclides a potentially dangerous region near the im purity site. In this region operator m ixing
occurs betw een the electron spn and Im purity spin. Thus g ;o1 Obeys non-trivialm ixed RG equation:

@ @
D@—D+ ( )@— B;elT; iDirT=W% )= inp( ) Bmp T; ;D ;rT=w): 222)
T his equation can be obtained by subtracting Eq.) from Eq) . It ism ore convenient to express the K night
shift orgs 6 1 In temm sof i p and o, which obey ordinary scaling equatjonsEqs.),) .
T he solution of the scaling equation for g ;inp Eq.) has the ollow ing form :

R )
T 1T T—PE—d rT 223)
.4 ;—;— = e o . ;—
B ;im p OrTK IVF B ;im p T,VF
R .
rT o _impl) g
B ;im p Ti— € ¢ o) :
Vr
Here g;mp( t;XT=W% ), B;mp( r;rT=v ) are som e scaling functions to be detemm Ined below; = J isthebare
coupling constant. The solution of the scaling equations for i, is a ﬁﬁnctjon of T=Tx and rT=vy, up to some
non-universal coe cient. W e see that the non-universal coe cient exp| 0 a mp( )= ())]isequalto unity in
the scaling lin it of zero bare coupling o ! 0,if wmp( 0)= (o) isnon-singular in this lim it. This is indeed the case

for the Kondo m odel. The scaling function g ;i p (T=Tx ;rT=v ), of course, can di er from 5, (T=Tx ;rT=v¢ ) In
E q.) . The equaltin e correlation functions also ocbey analogous scaling equations E q.) w ith the anom alous
din ension which isa sum ofthe din ension ofthe corresponding ocperators (for i, p £ isagain i p) . T hese equations
are also applicable to the uniform part of the correlator, which is now non-zero.

In the rest of this paper we w ill consider these scaling functions In various regin es, which we now outline. Scaling
form is applicable for r 1=kp ,and T D Er . For the singlechannelK ondo m odel perturbative treatm ent is
only vald for T Tx . From Eq.) one could expect that there could be two crossovers: one at r and one at

K r = vg =T . T he Jatter crossover, how ever, doesnot happen asa function ofr for T Tx . The low-tem perature
correlation functions in the singlechannelK ondo e ect can be studied using the Fem i liquid approachﬂ . The region
ofvalidiry for this approach isr KT Tx . It provides in portant inform ation about the low -tem perature long—
distance form ofthe correlation finctions, and the crossoverat r k ,but isunable to access the m ost interesting
region r k » and answer the question of existence of the screening cloud. For the m ultichannel K ondo e;ﬁt@e
Jow -tem perature long distance correlation fiinctions can be obtained using the conform al eld theory approa { ,
which is a generalizarion of N ozieres’ Fem i liquid picture. It is also lim ited to r ks T Tx . The Interesting
low tem perature region wih r k only becom es accessbl at large k, when the whol scaling function can be
constructed.

ITII.THE SINGLE-CHANNEL KONDO MODEL.



A .The K night shift.

In what ollow s we consider the K night shift in the sihgle channel K ondo m odel. A s m entioned above, the locgl
soin susceptibility only has the oscillating part. W e have calculated it up to the third order in perturbation theoryt.
Sum m ing all the relevant diagram s (see Appendix A ), we obtain:

rT 2 2
2ky X = - 0iD = m[o"‘ cIO=T)+ M )+ x) (3.1)
SI*O=T)+ hO=T)@M )+ 2x 0:5)

M ®x)+ x)M (x)+ 05)+ oconst)];

+ +

w here
M x)= [l exp( 4 x)]: (32)

Substituting this expression in Eq.f 21)) we nd that scaling is indeed cbeyed. At smallr,x  1,Eq.(B.) is rew ritten
as:

A% ~. ~ ~
2 @ 0iD)= o— Lo+ Zneon+ 1P+ 05 Sh(r) 33)

SInD=T)+ ;const];

where ¥= 4 D=vy = 4 k- . It is clear from Eq.@) that the jnftareﬁ divergences of the perturbation theory
arenot cut 0o at low T by golng to snallr, aswas rst noticed by Gant. In the third order, these divergences
are associated w ith the graph shown In Fig2. D ue to the non-conservation ofm om entum by the K ondo Interaction,
the bubble on the right gives a logarithm ic T -dependent factor which is independent of r. T hus, the Interior of the
screening cloud does not exhib it weak coupling behavior.

Tt is convenient to rew rite this result in sofe ective couplings at the energy scales T and vy =r. O ne can easily
w rite down the e ective coupling constan at som e energy scale ! using the wellkknown —function Eq.) :

i = o+ ZnO=!)+ :mM*D=!) (@1=2):IhD=!)+ constant]: B4

W e nd that the expression or jx, is simpli ed when we use e ective couplings 1 and g at the energy scales T
and E x)= T=[1 exp( 4 xX)lg,x=r=.Whenr r the latter becom es the e ective coupling at the distance
scale r, shoe E (x) / v =r. Eq.@) In term s of these e ective couplings takes the form :

rT (g + B =2) 2x+ oconst )1 1)
= — = ; 35
2k X w T U= 2)sth @ x) 35)

Tt is instructive to consider various lim ting cases for the scaling fnction Eq.@). Forr r we nd:
2 @ 1)= (=8x)(,+ const })L  1): 3.6)
Ir t , the soIn susogptibility takes the ollow ng form :
o ®io1)= B 7=4) 1L  r)e®*: 37

For high tem peratures T Ty there is no crossover at r g In the behavior of the local spin susceptibility. The
factor (1 7)=4T In Eq.@) is, to the order under consideration, precisely the total im purity su tbility, w« (T).
T his is the total susceptibility less the bulk Pauliterm and its value hasbeen determ ined accuratelt. ThusE q.@)
can be w ritten:

( ¢+ const 3)
2k 1) = ———— «(T); (3.8)
2= w)

W e can com pare this result w ith the experin ent of Boyce and S]jchtezﬂ, who have m easured the K night shift from

Cu nuclei near the doped Fe In purities, at distances up to 5-th nearest neighbor. At these very sm all distances of
order ofa faw lattice spacings, they have found em pirically that the K night shift obeyed a factorized form , (;7T)

f @)=@T + Tx ), wih rapidly oscillating fiinction f (r) for a wide range of T extending from well above to well below

the K ondo tem perature. A though ourcondiion r  1=kr isnot satis ed in this experin ent, this form coincidesw ith



Eqg. @), since the Bethe Ansatz solution for (T ) m ay be quite well approxin atecﬂ by 1=(T + Tx ) at interm ediate
tem peratures T Tk . Asone can see from Eq.@), this factorization breaksdown atr % =T .

At low tem peratures Tx and large distances r k the behavior of (r) is detem ined by the zero-energy
Fem i liquid xed pointd. The Kondo inpuriy acts as a potential scatterer w ith a phase shift =2 at the Fem i
surfacd . T he local susoceptibility follow s directly from the form ula for Friedel’s oscillation in the electron density for
an swave scatterer and =2 phase shift,

n ()= ng cosRkr r+ =21 (3.9)

1
2 23
Since them agnetic eld H sim ply shifts the chem icalpotentialby g g H =2 for spin up or soin down electrons,

1
-t — 2k; : 310
Vr dkF 2 4 ZVFI‘Z(DS( Fr) ( )

T his in plies ©r the scaling function Eq.{221):

2kp = 1: (3.11)
The nitetem perature properties of i, (r), and, In particular, the ver at r r can be obtained directly
from the N ozieres’ low -energy H am ittonian for the Fem iliquid xed poin :
Z
Ho= . dr ¥ (.-c)E x) + LY @®); 342)
0 1 L dr L TK el !
whereSo, ) Y @) ( =2) 1 (). Thisde nition of Ty di ers from one in Eq.£20) or  / 1=(T + Tx ) by num erical

factors O (1) W ilson ratio). The expression for ,, (), Eq.), is zero order in the leading irrelevant coupling
constant 1=Tx , and the nitetem perature form of jx, (r) is easily obtained:

®) 2 x rT (3.13)
X)= ———; x= —:
ke shh @ x) e

W e can derive corrections to Eq.) by doing perturbation theory In the leading irrelevant operator. For the rst
correction we obtain:
x) 7% (3.14)
x) = :
2 Tx snh(@ x)
The rst correction does not alter the leading order behavior. At zero tem perature the scaling function for r K
takes the ©llow ing form :

e =g )= 1+ —: (3.15)
2r
T his correction gives rise to the rst term In the large-distance expansion of our scaling function 2, (= ). The
behavior of the scaling function gk, in di erent regim es is summ arized In Fjg.(ﬂ). 2ky =k ;= 17) exhbits a
crossover at low T, when the \screening" cloud is form ed. At high tem peratures this crossover is absent.

W hat happens when the g-factor of the in purity is anom alous? g, (;T) is a sum of in purity and electron
parts, 2k, ;imp and 2k, ;e1- ASswe have discussed In the previous section, the latter obeys a com plicated m ixed RG
equation, Eqg. ). It ism ore convenient to express the spin susceptibility In temm s of the correlators 2, ;eor (GG T)
and 2k, ;mp (GT), Drwhich RG equations are simple:

2ke GT)= Gs=2) 2k, ;imp GT)+ 2k, ;1 (@ T) (3.16)
2ke el = 2kp jtot (GT) 2k jimp &T)

Since we have already determ ined 2k, ;tor (t;T ), i IS su cient to consideronly 2k, ;mp (GT). From the perturbative
analysis (see Appendix A) we obtain:

T D : [ o+
2kg ;3 X= —7 o7 = T o Lo
PP w 4snh @ x)

Sm*O=T)+ 2MP=T)M &)+ M )+ 05)*+ const)];

SMO=T)+M &)+ 05)+ 3a17)



whereM (x) isthe sameasin Eq.@).Onecan easily check thatEq.) is obeyed wji:ha;ﬂ:
) 3 2
()= +7; jmp()=7: 3.18)

W e then obtain for the non-universal factor n E q.) :

R"—j’“"”d 0
e o o) 1+ 7; (3.19)

and the local i purity spin susoeptibility takes the ollow ing form :

2k jmp © 1t 70 2(2 (7ix); 320)

w here the scaling function

W o (g +const )@ 1)
Zke 17 (4= 2)snh 2 x)

(321)

di ers from that for the conserved local susceptibility Eq.@) . For the electron part we obtain:

0o @
2kp el 2 2% (rix)+

G =2)ix@ 1),
(4= 2)sinh @ x) =

(322)

T he second contribution does not vanish in the scaling limit ! 0. However, i only becom es substantial at large
distances r T , Where there is no additional sm allness associated w ith the factorx = r= ¢ . W e conclude that two
di erent scaling fiinctions are present In the experim entally m easured K night shift, and their share depends upon the
gyrom agnetic ratios for the in purity and the conduction electrons.

B . Integrated susceptibilities

Tt is instructive to consider the integralof (r;T) over all space. T his quantity determ ines the polarization of the
screening cloud in externalm agnetic eld. W e Inm ediately see that the contrbution from Jlarge distances vanishes
because ofthe oscillatory behaviorof (r;T) at lJarge r. N evertheless the integralcan be nite due to the contributions
at an alldistancesr 1=k . W e w ill specify three di erent soin correlators:

< Séotséot> . < S‘J'T'npsi?ot> .
e (T) T i owl() T ;
Z
1(T) <S8L (IS, 0> d : (323)

0

For this choice of correlators the RG equations are sin pli ed, and have the form E q.) . It seem sm ore naturalto
de ne correlators of the Im puriy soin and the total conduction electron spin Se; Instead of Sior:

Z

ee ) <SH(IHO>d (324)
0
Z

ei(T) < 8L( )8, 0)>d ;
0

where ( isthe free electron susceptibility, proportional to the volum e of the system . H owever, for this set of spin
correlators the RG equations are m ixed.

Two of the three spin correlation fiinctions can be m easured. The st one is the bulk susceptbility, . (T). The
electron spin polarization in the presence ofan in puriy is detem ined by the spatial ntegralof (r) m easured in the
K night shift experin ent Eq.Q10), or, equivalently, by + (T) (T ). If the gyrom agnetic ratio for the in purity is
di erent from 2, the experin entally m easured m agnetic suscgptibility is (g§=4) it Js iet ees while the Integrated
electron susceptibility is given by @s=2) i+ ce-



Since SZ, is conserved, the spin susceptibilities obey the RG equation, Eqg. ), w ith anom alous dim ensions
determ ined by the dim ension i, ( )oftheoperatorsjzmp.Forthethreedi erent susceptibilities: = 0, ti= imprs
and 3= 2 pp.The solutions of these equations take the form Eq.),

R
AT 5(T)= 4(r)e o O 7 ; (325)

where j labels tt, ti or 1. From our third-order perturbative analysis using W ilson’s J:esu]tE for  (T) we have
obtained that the functions () " 1 r coincide for all three susogptibilities up to and ncluding tem s of
order % . If this is Indeed the case in the Kondo m odel, we then obtain from Eq. ) that In the scaling lim it

0! Oboth < () and i (T) vanish. At nie bare couplings these susceptibilities also becom e nite, w th non-
universalam plitudes. W e then obtain from E q.) for the in purity-electron and electron-electron pieces ofthe spin

susceptibility :
0

ie ! 7 e (T) (326)

& o

ee e (T)7
T hus, the Integrated distance-dependent K night shift cbeys:

Z
0

@T)dr= @)+ (@) ) () 327)
The m apr contrbution to E q.) com es from the electron-in purity correlator. It should be em phasized that the
result is non—zero at nite bare coupling . @A typical experin entalvalie of ¢ m ight be 1=h Er =Tk ) 15,
is easy to see that the integral in Eq.) is dom inated by r 1=k . Thusm ost of the am all net polarization of
the electrons in a m agnetic eld (w ih the free electron value subtracted) com es from very short distances. H ow ever,
this should not be Interpreted asm eaning that the screening cloud is sm allas can be clearly seen from the equaltin e
correlation function discussed in the next sub-section.

If the equality of the scaling functions 4 ( r) de ned in Eg. ) holds at all T, the integrated electron spin
susceptibility vanishes in the scaling lim i ofzero bare coupling at allT . The fact that i and . are suppressed in the
scaling 1lim it hasbeen known or conctured from a variety ofdi erent approaches over the years. T he earliest result
of this sort that we are aware of, in the context of the A nderson model, predates the discovery of the K ondo e ect
and is referred to as the A nderson-C logston com p tion theorem L4, Tt was laterestablished at T=0 from the B e@s
ansatz solutiontd. A very sin ple and general prootd ofthis result ollow s from the abelian bosonization approachéd.
Beginning w ith left-m oving relativistic ferm ions on the entire real Iine, as in Eqg. @), we m ay bosonize to cbtain
left-m oving spin and charge bosons. The charge boson decouples and the Ham iltonian for the K ondo H am iltonian
can be written In tem s of the left-m oving spin boson, ; which obeys the canonical com m utation relation:

[ @0 L@l= =2) €« H: 328)
T he H am iltonian becom es:
Z 1
he
H = dr v @' 1 (¥)° pzz@r'L @) +Hg  hS*® 329)
1

S%@." 1 (0 P
2 % o —prz_L—()+oonst Bet 8O 4 hiey

Hg

Here h; and h, are them agnetic elds acting on the in purity and the conduction glectrons, correspondingly. T hese
elds m ay di er by the ratio of corresponding g-factors. W e can get rid of the dr@,’ 1 (r) term by shifting the
bosonic eld:

p
"y @®= "L @+ her=r 8 3.30)

T he Ham iltonian in tem s of the new bosons takes the fom :
Z

2 hiL P z
H = drve @~ (¥) + 2 W% 0S7@:~ (0) (331)
1
+ FE 0 he o z
+const 2 (ST e L + hx) h;y — S



T hus, our originalH am ittonian w ith non—zero eld h. acting on the conduction electrons is exactly equivalent to the
one wih no eld acting on conduction electrons and m odi ed mm purity eld. The sam e argum ent was given in Ref.[
E] exoept that the eld shift by he (=2 wasnot obtained because another, non-com m uting, canoncial transform ation
was perform ed rst to elin nate the z-com ponent of the K ondo interaction.

In tem s of the free energy, this is w ritten as:

F hishe) = S— + F (O;h;

) (332)

Taking m agnetic eld derivatives, we easily nd:

.o (333)
. @h?

@%F 0

eh.eh. 2

.=
@nz

n
2

ee iir

0
2

where (= ﬁ isthe Pauliterm . It is easy to see that this is valid for the anisotropic K ondo m odel as well, w ith
o being the z-com ponent of the K ondo interaction.

C .Eqgqualtim e spin-spin correlator

T he equaltin e spin correlators provide a snapshot of the K ondo system . T he quantity of interest is:

K ;T)= S%;0)S 0) : (334)

Z

im p (

A swe have shown in the previous sections, it satis es a non—zero sum rule:
Z

drK (;T) =  1=4: (335)

The proofthat 4, (r) = 0 isbased on the fact that the tin e integral for the Feynm an diagram s is zero in all orders
In perturbation theory (see Appendix B).For the equaltin e correlator we don’t integrate over the tim e variable, so
the uniform part does not have to vanish. K (r;T) can be rewritten in 1D in tem s of the uniform and 2ky parts,
Egs ) . For the sam e reason as for the in purity part of the K night shift, the equaltin e correlator cbeys the
scaling equation Eq.), w ith solutions of the form Eq.) . Since the decom position ofK (r; T ) into the uniform
and 2kp parts is only valid in the scaling region ky r 1, the sum rule Eq.) does not necessarily extend to
Kuyn T). The region r 1=k oould produce a large contribution to the sum rule Eq.) .

Considernow the equaltin e correlatorsK u, (r;T) and K i, (;T ) perturbatively. In the third orderwe cbtain (see
Appendix A):

2 2+ (1=2) 32 23mD=T)T
Kun GT) = (or @2 5 o MDITIT | 2 3G1=r1) (3.36)
exp 2 r=r1) 1

had e?*™r)
23T Gyle=g) —r——

Kok, @T) T 2, (GT)= lshh@ =1)
=T

G 1;2 (%) are som e functions which can be represented as integrals:

S 21 o4s 1o, s 1 e?* 5.37)
X:
' o1l se&x* 1 1 s 1 se?x
3 e ?*s 1 se?*
G, x)= ds n
20 = BTG st N T e

It is easy to check that Eq.) is satis ed for both uniform and 2kr parts. The solutions are found In the form
Eq.) w ith the non—unjyersalﬁctorEq.) . The scaling finctions are easily obtained from Eq.) .The nal
expressions are sin pli ed in the m ost interesting lim iting cases. For r T we obtain:
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w 2@+ 0=2)

Kun( ;=175 0)= (3.38)
2r
w 1+ 0=2)
Kok, (rir=1; 0)= 0
8r
In caseofr T , these finctions take the fom :
Kun (rir=1; 0)= °T 2 1+7O e 2xr (3:39)
2
T o 0 2 =
K it = 1+ — @ e T
2ke (¢ Ti 0) > > ( T)

Note that K i, is suppressed in this lin it by the sm all value of the bare coupling. Like the local spin susceptibility,
the equaltin e correlator does not have crossover at r k at high tem peratures. Instead, the corresponding scaling
fiinction orr r hasa factorized om , K (= 1;T=Tx )/ f1 @= 1) T=Tx ).

T he behavior of the equaltin e correlation fiinction at T Tx and r k can be calculated using N ozieresFerm 1
liuid approach. Indeed, the In purity soin at the nfrared Eﬂdo xed point should be replaced by the local spin
density J(0) orr 0, up to a constant m ultiplicative facto :

vr J1, (0)

Simp/ TZ (3.40)

Substituting this in the de nition ofK 5 and K 3¢, ,weobtain at nite T :

constT 2
Kok, (t=1)= (1=2)Kyn (r=17) =

— (341)
Tx sihh® ( Tr=w )

Thus,at T ! 0 the equalktin e correlatorK decays as sin? ke r=r? (see Eq.)) . This resul was obtained by IShJ.‘E
In the context of the Anderson m odel. T he behavior of the equaltin e correlators K 2, (r) and K 5 (r) in di erent
regin es is sum m arized In Fng and Fjgﬂ.

IvV.LARGE K MULTICHANNEL KONDO M ODEL.

T he nform ation that one gets for the single-channelK ondom odelusing perturbative RG isvery lim ited, and further
num erical analysis is required. To justify the presence of the K ondo length scale m ore, we analyse the m ultichannel
m odelw ith lJarge band m ultiplicity. T he generalization of the above perturbative analysis to the m ulti-channel case
is quite straightforward. The Ham iltonian for the Sy, = 1=2 k-channel K ondo m odel is given by Eq.@) . Further
analysis of Section IT applies to the m ultichannelcase aswell. Som e of the relevant perturbative 1=k calculations for
the m ultichannel K ondo e ect were done by G anll. H is scaling equations and conclusions about the screening cloud
are, however, di erent from ours. W e refer to som e of his resuls below .

A .The local spin susceptibility.

Spin susceptbilities ofthem ulti-channelK ondo problem also satisfy RG equation Eq. ) . However, the diagram s
w hich contrbute to the sam e order in 1=k are di erent from the sihgle-channelcase. Since the low -tem perature xed
point for coupling constant is 1=k, each vertex produces a 1=k factor. Here we assum e that the bare coupling, o,
isalso O (1/k).] Each loop, on the other hand, gives a large factor of k. C om bination of these factors determ ines the
diagram s that one needs to calculate to a given order In 1=k. The number of diagram s is nie (see Appendix A for
details). W e shall calculate the spin correlators of interest up to the rst non—zero order in 1=k.

T he solution of the scaling equations for the coupling constant up to sublading order in 1=k were obtained by
Ganll. From the calculation ofthe conduction electron selfenergy he nds that the -function is given by:

()= é+%kg+%kaé %kzg; @a)
where a is som e non-universalnum ber, which depends on the cuto procedure. The ow for the overscreened K ondo
m odel is shown in Fjg. T he low -tem perature physics is determm ined by the interm ediate-coupling stable xed point

gvenby ( )= O:

11



2 2 4da
= - 1+ “42)
k k
T he position ofthe xed point is not universal. O n the other d, the slope of the beta-function at this xed point,
O( ) is the din ension of the leading irrelevant operatond, and should be universal:
- 0y 2, 43)
k+2°

This fact is readily checked from Eq.{d.).
It is su cient for our purposes to consider the -finction in the leading order in 1=k, Eq.@®.3). At this order
= = 2=k.Soling Eq.({18], we obtain:

e+ hisd=ho (4.4)
> E JE TK’ B
where

T D ko1 kK o= o 4 5)

—Dexp = _~— _fo7=

8 P2 Ty T ko=
2 1

E K &

W e assum e that the bare coupling o is su ciantly weak on the 1=k scale, ( < 2=k. Then the solution for the
running coupling constant is rew ritten as:

E = : 4.6)

Here F { 1) (y) is the finction Mverse to F (x) = xexp (x). The asym ptotic orm of this solution at E Tx is also
usefl:

E = p— : @4.7)

T he analysis of the lIocal spin susceptibility is parallel to the single-channel case (Section ITI). It is easy to see that
the uniform part of the local spin susceptibility should vanish in the m ultichannelm odel aswell (see Appendix B).
T herefore, for the m ost generalm agnetic in purity (ie. wih gyrom agnetic ratio not necessarily 2) we are left w ith
electron and im purity parts of the oscillating local spin susceptioility 2k, ;01T ), 2kp ;imp @ T ). The RG equations
that these quantities satisfy were considered In Section IT. T he only di erence w ith the single-channel case is that the

—-function and anom alous din ension are di erent, with 4, ( ) now given by:

k 2
mp ()= — 4.8)
T he non-universal scale factor for the solution of the RG equations Eq.) then is:
" Z i ( ) # 1
imp
exp a : 4.9)
0 () 1 k=2

T he scaling functions in the largek lin i are determ ined from the perturbative analysis (see Appendix A).W e nd
again that the scaling equations E q.) are obeyed, and the solutions are given by:

(1)
1 2k ( T ;X)

1 k=2 shh@2 x)

2kp ;im p (1:%x)= 4.10)

B =8k Zx 4o (1;%)

sinh 2 x) snh@ x) '

2kp ;tot( TiX)=

12



w here

k E
(1) 2 2
2kg ( T ) ( )( T ) ] 2 ( )

and g isthe coupling at the energy scak E (x) = T=[1 exp( 4 x)l, jst ke in the singlechannelcase. g,
are functions of E =Tx or T=Tx given by Eq.@) . Usihg Eq.) together w ith Eq.@) we determ ine the scaling
functions 2y, ;imp @nd 2k, ;o1 Up to the lrading order in 1=k in the scalinglmi ! O, r 1=kr atalltem peratures:

? FOVI@=Tc) 1~ 1
2shh@ x) F(D[T=Tx) ]+1 F(D[E=Tx) ]
3 3x 1
2ksinh @ %) p( D [E=Tx) ]+ 1°

2kp ;im p (T=Tx ;X) = (4.12)

2kg el (T=Tk ;X) =

Tt is interesting to note that E q.) has a factorized form , w here the T -dependence is once again that ofthe spin

22T (@)
e (15%) = = : @13)
F kF ( D[E=Tgx ) ]
C onsider now Eq.) iIn various lm its. Obviously, g = , Porr r,and g = 1 forr r . At high
tem peratures k » and the crossover at r k does not happen - just lke we have seen in the single-channel

case. Forr r the correlation functions decay exponentially, jist as we have seen In the singlechannelcase. The
m ost Interesting is the low -tem perature lim it T Tk , T r.In thislmitwe nd:

T r (T=Tx )? 1
ke finp T—i— = — (414)
Tx 7 4r F (xg=4 r]) 11 k=2
T r 3 2 1 . 2) T r
2kg jel —_— 7 = 0= 2kp ji —
< o 4k FOD[g=f r) ]+ 1° B

T he scaling function for the electron piece In the Im it o ! 0 appears in the sublading order in 1=k. For non-zero
bare coupling there is also a piece In the leading order, which is proportional to the in purity scaling function in
Eq.) and the anom alous factor.

A s in the sihglechannel case, the weak coupling behavior is not recovered inside the screening cloud. O utside the
screening cloud, for T Tx and k r 1 , the Jocal spin susogptibility takes the fom :

T T  w 4 rT? N 32 415)
ke jtot TK ,VF 4rT K TKZ 4k :

The T divergence is not rem oved at low tem peratures, and Eq.) does not have the Fem i-liquid form , as one
could expect fora non-Fem Hiquid low -tem perature xed point. T he distance dependent K night shift for overscreened
Kondo xed point can also be und: od at r> g using the generalization of the N ozieres’ Femm i liquid approach
developed by one ofus and Ludw ﬁt@

The spin suscgptibility is obtained as the leading term at the low -tem perature xed point plus corrections in the
lading irrelevant operator. For the overscreened Kondo xed point the lading irrelevant operator contribution
corresponds to the second term in Eq.) . It is surprising that the dom inant divergent term fhe st term in
Eq.19] i thelmi T ! 0, r r,orinthelinitk ! 1 appearsin the rstorder in the kading irrelevant
coupling. An interested reader can nd the details on this technicalpoint n Appendix C .

B . Integrated susceptibilities.

A swe have seen for the single-channel case, the static spin suscgptibility ism ostly given by the in purity-im purity
correlation function, (T ), while other pieces contribute only a an all fraction which is proportional to the bare
coupling constant, or bare coupling constant squared. It is easy to see that this is also the case for the m ultichannel
m odel. Indeed, according to G anHd,

13



T)= Loy xep?2 4.16)
= 4T 07T
ok ,. D
' = — 1 kfh—
= (1) 8T 0% T
22 D
0 2
ee (T) = 16T O]n_
Thus, from the scaling equations Eq.) we obtain:
tt tt
= — = * 417
@ ko=2)2 © 1 ko= @
w here the scaling function for the total soin susceptibility is given by:
_ Lt k= ’ (418)
C 4T 2
UsjngEq.@),wecan J:ewrjteEq.) in the form :
oy L _FLUE=To) ) ° 419)
= 4T F(D[T=Tg) 1+ 1
T he electron-in purity and in purity-im purity correlators contain sm allness associated w ith the bare coupling:
K o 2 2
e | T wl) e’ 40 e (T): 4 20)

T hus, the soin susceptibility is given m ostly by the in purity—-im purity soin correlator, and fora system w ith in purity
gfactor g € 2 there are corrections to the buk susceptibility proportional to the bare coupling. For T < Tk the
scaling function for the total spin susceptibbility takes the form :

NI (421)

A sin Section ITIB, this fact iseasily understood in the bosonic Janguage using canonicaltransform ation. T hebosonized
K ondo H am iltonian for the k-channelm odelhas the fom :

z, p_ #
= dr ’ 2 he k ’ para p k ZQ.’ . (0
H @1 (@) —P2:@r L@ +H T+ 0S7@:" 1 0)
1
+oonst o @©tet & K OpParay hy RSt 422)

ere ' is the canonically nom alized total spin boson, ie. the sum of the spin bosons for each channel divided by

k. The additional, ndependent degrees of freedom which couple to the im purity corresoand to the SU (2)x W ess—
Zum inoW itten m odelw ith one free boson factored out. This is the Zy paraferm ion m odeEd. Forthe k = 2 case it
corresponds to an extra Ising degree of freedom , or equivalently a M a prana ferm ion. T hese extra degrees of freedom
play no role in the canonical transform ation.

Changing the bosonic eld ' (xr) = ™~ (¥) + —Q::——er , the H am iltonian takes the fomm :

Z
k pP—
H = dr @~ (r)* + H5*™ 8—h§ @L) + k 0S%@.% (0)
1
+ 1 8 =k’~; (0)~ para he z
+const (G e L0 + hwc) hik 0? S°: 4 23)
T hus, for the Free energy, we have:
Lk 2 hek 0
F hi;he)= ——ho+ F O;hy ) 424)
4 % 2
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For the susceptibilities we then obtain:

p— k 0 . —_ k 0 ’ .
ie T 7 iir ee — 7 iir (4 -25)
wih o= ﬁL, the Paulitem . This agrees w ith the largek results.

Let’s now retum to the issue of screening. T he electron-total piece of the spin susceptdbility, ot = et  eis IS
given by the integralofthe local spin susceptbility (r;T). A s in the sihglechannelcase, since (r;T) only has the
oscillating piece, this integral is determ ined by the short-distance contrdbution, r 1=k . The form of (;T) at
r 1=k iscuto -dependent. H oweverthisdependence disappears in the integral, w hich describbes conduction electron
soin polarization. In case ofa 3D Fem igas the cuto procedure is welkde ned. The fact that the net conduction
electron spin polarization due to In purity comesm ainly from r 1=k is indeed justi ed to the orderswe worked In
perturbation theory. From Eq.), with g’ '’ o< 1=k we can write ©r the local spin susceptibility:

ko () cos2kpr sin2kpr

CT T %2 82 Ieke @26

W e have checked this confcture to the lading order in 1=k. Integration of this expression over r gives the correct
result or o,

- —22 o) @27
et 1 K o=2 tt :
O bviously, the m a pr contrbution to the integral
Z Z . ,
3 d sin2kpr
d’r T)/ dr— ——— (4 28)
0 0 dr 2kg r

com es from r 1=k .

C .Equaltim e correlation function.

Aswe have seen above, the zero-frequency spin correlator vanishesasT? when T ! 0. It also cbeys a zero-sum
rule. As in the singlechannel case, the equaktin e spin correlatorK (r;T) = SZ, (;0)S%, » (0)  has a nonvanishing
sum rule, since SZS§ , = 1=4.Theunifom part ofthe equaktin e spin correlator is non—zero.

Consider the equaltin e correlators K y, (r;T) and Kk, (;T) using the 1=k expansion. K (r,T) satisfy scaling
equations Eq.) . As n the shglechannelcase, forr>  the spin correlators decay exponentially. T he behavior
ism ost interesting for r T , Where our expressions are considerably sim pli ed. E xpressing our results in termm s of
e ective coupling at scale r, ., we get:

K o ( ) ! wk 1 k,=2) @29)
u I;I: = r=
" * 1 k=2 2r

1 3
— "k, k. =
1 k=2 8r x =2

Ko, (pir=17)=

W e can rew rite these expressions using Eq.@) In tem s of T=Tx , r= 7 variables. Suppressing the anom alous factor
1=01 k ¢=2),weobtain:

T r 2 T T_2
Kun —i— = —L°[@ r=x) 1 (4 .30)
TK T kr
K - e ) 1
ke TK T 4r K
where L (x) is the function de ned by
FOD@a=x)
L (x) (4 31)

€D Q=x)+ 17
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A plot of this function is shown in Fig. E A s we have discussed in Section ITI, the integralofK (r;T) should not
vanish. It is given by Eq.), as in the singlechannel case. The integral over long distances r Kk can be
calculated explicitly from Eqg.{429) by changing variabler ! ..Ushg Eq.),

Z . Z
dKun (pjx) Kk y 2d: ko 2 432)
0 2\@ 2 koz 8

0

Thus, In this case the screening length k Is explicitly present. The dependence on the bare coupling constant
o is surprising, since it should not be there according to the sum rule Eq.) . The m issing part of the sum rule
com es from the short distances. To provide the m ost transparent dem onstration ofthis, we w rite the second equation
in Eq.) for a 3D Fem igas, so that cos@kr r) is replaced by cos(2kg r) [sin Rk r)=2ky r], as in Eq.) . The
short-distance Integral, which isanalogousto E q.), gives precisely the com pensating term k(=8 needed for the
sum rule Eq.) to be obeyed.
T he low -tem perature decay of the equaltin e correlator at r k 10 the overscreened m ultichannel K ondo m odel
can be@ined using conform al eld theory approach (see Appendix C). Indeed, at the low tem perature xed pont
we havatltd:

Simp ! const 0;0)T, ; (4 33)
where isthe s= 1 prinary ofdimension = ﬁ, const is a non-universal constant. W e then ocbtain or K y,
from conform al nvariance:
( ©;0) ) 1
Ko, 0/ ———— 1 0ix) L 0; ©) / ———; (4 34)
2x 2T, L t T, £

In agreem ent with the largek result Eq.). The sam e lading order calculation gives zero for K ,,, sihce
h ©;0) J@O;r)i= 0.The rstordertem in the lading irrelevant operator gives

1

Kun @ / —Tlf r1+2_; 4 35)

which also agrees w ith Eq.) . It is Interesting to note that, unlke the single-channel K ondo m odel, the long—
distance decay of the uniform and 2k correlators is di erent.

V.CONCLUSION

A Tthough the techniques em ployed in this paper, renom alization group in proved perturbation theory and the large
k lim i are of lim ited validity, they have led to one exact result (@ll orders In perturbation theory) and suggested a
certain conecture which, iftrue, lead to a rather com plete picture of the K ondo screening cloud. W e rst sum m arize
the exact result and the confcture, pointing out a consistency check between them and then state the resulting
conclusions.

The uniform part of the r-dependent susceptibility, vanishes to all orders In perturbation theory. O n the other
hand, the equaltin e correlation fiinction has a non—zero uniform part, varying on the scale ¢ at T = 0.

The 2k part of the r-dependent susceptibility has a factorized form at vy =T r:
2k (GT) ! £(0) «(T); (5.1)
where  (T) is the total susoeptibility (less the free electron Paulipart). At an all r this becom es:

k
2 @T) ! Z—f r w () 52)

where . isthe e ective coupling at scale r. Thiswas veri ed to third order In perturbation theory and in the
large k lm it (including the O (1=k) correction).
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There is an in portant consistency check relating this result and confcture and the result i = (0=2) iis
ollow ing from the formula:

= &r @: 63)

Since (r) is an RG invariant, it has no explicit dependence on the bare coupling. If the uniform part had been
non-zero, its ntegralwould have given a contribution to <+ which would be unsuppressed by any pow ers of the bare
coupling. The integral nvolving g, (r) gives 0 or r 1=kr due to the cos@kr r) factor and hence is determ ned
by the value of i, at short distances ofO (I=ky ). In this lim it o, &) / o and Integrating Eq. @) gives
et (0k=2) .
Strictly speaking this consistency check requires yet another con pcture:

sin 2K, K sin 2K,
2 o5 Qke 1) il s el ok ShEET 5.4)

forr k ;Vr =T . This last concture, nvolves corrections ofO (1=ky ) which we have not calculated system atically
and go beyond the scope of the one-din ensionalm odel. W e did check the resul In lowest order in 1=k.

D espite the lim itations of our calculational approach, we are thus led to a fairly com plete understanding of the
K ondo screening cloud. T he heuristic picture of N ozieres and others of the K ondo groundstate is seen to be correct.
The in purity essentially form s a singlet w ith an electron which is In a wave-fiinction spread out over a distance of
O (g ). Thisis seen from our calculation ofthe T = 0 equaltim e correlation function which varies over the scale x .

On the other hand the behaviour of static susceptibilities is considerably m ore subtle. A naive picture that an
In nitesin alm agnetic eld fully polarizes the In purity but Induces a com pensating polarization of the electrons is
certainly wrong. Rather the In purity polarization is proportional to the weak m agnetic eld and the integrated
polarization of the electrons (W ih the free electron value subtracted) is much an aller (oroportionalto (). The

niteness ofthe T = 0 in purity susceptibility results from its tendency to form a singlet w ith the electrons.

Ifwenow exam ine the r dependence of the electron polarization, we nd that it is an allat short distances © ( ¢)).
However, i exhbis a universal oscillating form at long distances which is not suppressed by any powers of  but
only by a din ensional factors of 1=r?. The fact that it is purely oscillating ensures that the controution to the
Integrated polarization is negligble. T he envelope of this oscillating susceptibbility, consists of the dim ensional factor
of 1=r? tin es an Interesting and universal scaling function of = ¢ and T=Tx . This scaling function factorizes into

w(@)E =k ) orv =T r.

O ur work leaves various open questions for further study. It seem s plausble that our concture could be proven
to all orders in perturbation theory, thus putting this work on a m ore solid foundation. T here are three Interesting
universal scaling functions w hich we have Introduced, one for the 2ky susceptibility and two for the uniform and 2kg
equaltin e correlation fiinctions. A generalcalculation ofthese functions could perhaps be accom plished by quantum
M onte Carlo or exact ntegrability m ethods. Results on the T = 0 lim it of the susceptibility scaling function were
given in Ref.[ﬁ]. An obvious generalization of our calculations is to general frequency dependent G reen’s fiinctions.

M ost in portantly, experim ental results on the K ondo screening cloud are very lim itred. The NM R experin ents of
Boyce and Slichter only probe extrem ely short distances, r 1=k . Our work show s that these resuls are entirely
consistent with a large screening cloud. However, these experim ents do not directly probe the scale ¢ . NMR is
probably not a feasble technique for doing this since it is di cult to study distances of m ore than a few lattice
constants. O ne possibility m ight be neutron scattering, whi uld n principle measure (g;!) forg 2k . An
altemative is to study am all sam ples w ith din ensions ofO (g 3.

W e would like to thank A .V .Balatsky, J.G an, F . Lesage, N . P rokof’ev, H . Saleur, D . J. Scalapino,E.S.S rensen,
P.C.E.Stamp, B.Stokovic, C.Vam a and A . Zaw adow ski for usefiil discussions and com m ents. T his research was
supported by NSERC ofCanada.

APPENDIX A:PERTURBATIVE RESULTS

T he diagram technique for Interactions involving soin operators is com plicated due Eﬁr nontrivial com m utation
relations. It is possible to express these operators in tem s of pseudoferm ion operato :

X

Spnp= & £ £ @1
im p 2 .

i =12
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Theproblem in using the ferm ion substitution Eq.@) isthat the -m atriceshavedim ensionality 2, while the ferm ion
space is ourdim ensional. T hus, only the states w ith

X
N = Y £ =1 @Az2)

are physical. This constraint is in posed by choosing appropriate chem ical potentjaﬂ . For example, Popov’s
techniqu adds an iIn aghary chem ical potential, i T=2, to the pseudoferm ions. Then the contrbution of the
nonphysical states to the partition function is zero. The diagram technigque then becom es the standard ferm ion
technique w ith the one-din ensional conduction electron (left-m overs) propagator (i!, + v k) !, the pseudofermm ion
propagator ({!, i[ T=2]) !, and the interaction Ham iltonian

Hine= Vv o O£ 4 0): @3)

4
For our purpose of com putation of spatial correlators it is convenient to work in the coordinate r; - space, where the
propagator for the left-m overs takes the form :

T

G =
0 (2) STzl

z= v + ix: ®a4)

For the lowest-order diagram s it m ay be m ore convenient to calculate tin e-ordered in purity spin averages directly.
Such spin operator G reen’s function approach was applied successfillly, for exam ple, in case of long-range H eisenberg
ferrom agne . Consider

sisd:sk ; A 5)

where i;5; 25k = fz;+; g. Obviously, this average is zero when the total number of S* operators is not equal to
the totalnumber of S . Consider rst averages containing only S?* operators. For odd num ber of spin operators it
vanishes. In oursinple S = 1=2 case Tr [B%F® = 1=4". One can use spih com m utation relations and the relations
S*S = (1=2)+ S%,S S* = (1=2) & tocakulte theaverageEq.fJ).

A lldiagram s forthe soin susceptbility (r;T) up to third orderare shown in F J'gﬂ . Thegraphs @)—(d) represent the
electron-in purity part, while the graphs (e)—(i) the electron-electron part. W e only show the electron G reen fiinctions
on these diagram s. T he dashed line represents the boundary. For the electron-in purity spoin correlation function the
extemal electron soin operator Se; (r) takes the propogator away from the boundary. In case of electron-electron part
of the K night shift there are two such operators. W e have to integrate over the position of one of these operators.

Straightforward calultions kad to the nalresults stated in Egs. ), 17) of Section ITA . To caltulate the
equaltin e correlator hSe; (r;0)S iy p (0)1, we need to evaluate the graphs (o)—(d) ofF ig. ﬁ once again. The rst graph
(@) is frequency-independent, ie. it is the sam e as for the electron—-im purity part of the local spin susceptibility. B oth
uniform and 2kp parts are now non-zero. T he result of this calculation is given by Eq.) of Section ITIC .

For the discussion of static susceptibilities in Section ITIB we need to calculate in purity-im purity part, in addition
to gpace integrals of i (;T) and e (7T ). The second—and third-order graphs for ;; (T) are shown in Fjglg. The
leading order is, of course, 1=4T . W e nd that

D
4T =1 3§ n+ A @ 6)

4T ie &
2
4T ee=7°+oonst0:

In general, the constantsA;,A;,andB; In Eq.@) depend on the cuto proced . However, these three constants
are connected, A, + 4B, 2A7; = 0, as Pllow s directly from the results of W ilso on the scaling properties of the
total spin susceptibility. U sing this connection and Eq.), the fact that all three scaling functions for the spin
susceptbility are equalup to the tem s % is easily dem onstrated.

Consider now them ultichannelcase. A swe havem entioned in the text, the graph selection in this case isdi erent,
since each vertex is 1=k . To the order 1=k we need to calculate all the graphs in Fjg.[l7, exoept (€) and (), which
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are of the order 1=k?. In addition, we need to calculate the furth-order graph shown i Fig. E The result of this
calculation is given by Eq.) In the text.

C alculations of the equaltin e correlator are som ewhat m ore nvolved. W hile K 3¢, (;T) in Eq.) is also non-
zero up to thisorder, K y,, (r; T ) vanishes. W e need to go to the next order in 1=k to nd the answer. For the tem s of
the order 1=k?, we need to calculate graph (o) in F ig. [], and additional ourth and fth order graphs shown in F ig [L]

The buk susceptbility results are found again by calculating 4 (T) and r-integrating the Knight shift. In the
lading order we only need to consider second-order graph in Fig. E

APPENDIX B:PROOF THAT THE UNIFORM PART OF THE LOCAL SUSCEPTIBILITY VANISHES

A s clari ed In the text, the local spin susceptibility can be written as a sum of in purity and electron parts (see
Eq.)) . W e w ill consider these tw o parts separately for the purpose of this proof.
Consider rstthe inpurity part, un;mp (). Using Eq.), one can w rite:

* "Z ( Z ) #+
unsmp GT)=vg T d 1@ ) 1 8L, Oexp d Hine(°) ®1)
0 0
+ @C$ 1);

where H j,+ is given by Eq.@). T he fact that this contribution vanishes is very easily seen when we perform the
Integration. Indeed, in every order in perturbation theory un;mp (;T) can be w ritten as:

Z Z
un;imp GT) = d1d2I(1;7 251) F (17 2); B2)
0 o
w here
Z
I(1; 2im) = d G 1)G ( ri2 )i ®B3)
0
or, equivalently,
Z
d (1%
I= - - - —: B4)
o sin[ T (& yvai+tinlsn[ TO& 2 @ ir)]
A fter the change of integration variable, ! exp(@d2 Twv ), one encounters contour integration w ith two poles on

one side (see Fng]I), and I = 0.
Consider now the electron part, un;1(r). Here the cancellation of ype1(r) is Jess trivial since there are other
graphs in addition to those w ith the integration Eq.@) (see Fjg@):

G 16 & )G ( 1 ) & 1) B5)
G (t; 6 o )G (k) (2 1)

where (, 1) Is detem ined by the full perturbative series. W e now introduce the com plex notation, z T +
ir), and rem ember that G (z) = T=shz. Then the sum ofthe graphs In Fjg gives:

=z 2z) 1 1
sinz #) si@ z)sh@ 3z) s HsnhEz 3)

(zz a)sn(@z 2)
shz z)sin( 2z)sh@ z)sh@ P’

B 6)

w hich is graphically presented in F jg@ . Integration over E q.@) yields zero In this case aswell. G eneralization of
this proofto the m uliple num ber of channels is quite trivial. Indeed, the graphs that cancel have the sam e channel-
dependent factor. A s we have seen above, the crucial step of the proof is that the integralE q.@) is zero. T hus, the
g= 0 part of the correlator is absent only for zero—frequency spin-soin correlators, not for equaltin e correlators.

N ote that the absence of the uniform part in the distance-dependent K night shift becom es trivial in the bosonic
language (see Section ITIB ). Indeed, sihoe
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1
S&Hw + ir) = p?@r’L (g + ir); ®B7)
we nd:

1 .
un (©) / d 192:@r’~L e+ ins* = 19;: €~ (r+w )S*> <A (St >)=0; ®8)
0

because ~, (z) is periodic in the in aghhary tim e variable. N ote that we don’t need to worry about a potential short—
distance singularity because the total soin hasbeen replaced by the Im purity soin In the expression for ,, using the
above argum ent. A sin iar argum ent or ,, = 0 wasgiven In Ref.[].

APPENDIX C:LOW -TEM PERATURE LONG DISTANCE LOCAL SUSCEPTIBILITY IN THE
MULTICHANNEL KONDO MODEL.

2k, (G T) is detemm ined by the nfrared stable xed point forr ks T Tx and any value of the ratio rT=vy .
Fork > 1 (@and Sy p = 1=2) this xed point is ofnon-Fem iliquid tﬁ he low -tem perature non-Ferm iliquid m ulti-
channel Kondo xed point was analysed Ludw ig and one ofu using conform al eld theory. W e refer the
reader to these works and a recent review bEd for details. In the bosonized form spin, charge, and avour sectors of the
free ferm jon H am ilttonian are separate. O nly the spin sector is nteresting in th ondo problem , since the In purity
soin couples to the spin current. The e ect of the strong coupling xed pointkd is such that the low -tem perature
Ham iltonian densiy iswritten In term s of new soin currents,

Hg = éJZ(xr c1)
2 k+ 2) !
w here
X
J(x) = fj(x)z Li®)+2 S (x): €2)

j
T he Fourder m odes of the soin currents for a system wih Ham ittonian densiy Eq.@) de ned on a large circle of
circum ference 21,
1721
Jo= 5= k" TIR); €3)

1

satisfy the usualK acM oody com m utation relations,

Ja-Jb — iachc

n+m

1
+ Ekn ab n+m ;0 C4)

Here 2" isthe antisym m etric tensor and k is the K acM oody lvel. To the leading order, the K night shift is given
by:

Z Z + 1 z
Vi
e @GT)= — ddy ;Oin— 10 DF(;y) : C5)
2 1 2
Using OPE
J() =4
> L (2) = ZL(Z)+ Reg( z) Co)
J() 3=4
> f(Z)= —ZE(Z)+ Reg( z); c7)
where R eg ( z) denotes a function which isregularat ! z,werewrte y, (T = 0) as
Z Z
v Ot +1 1 1 .
2k @)= — d dy - -+ . - < 1 ©0; 1)1 Ojr)>: C8)
8 1 1 + iy ir + iy + ir
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The G reen’s function for two points on the opposite sides of the boundary takes the fomm :
D E

S
Y(z) 1 (z) = —2—; c9)
Z 2
where
=2+ k
Say = sk~ K] € 10)

cos[ =2+ k)]

is the S—(scattering) m atrix, calculated in Ref.[ E]. This is a universal com plex num ber, which depends on the
universality class of the boundary conditions. In the one<channelKondo e ect S 3, = 1, corresponding to a =2
phase shift. At the overscreened Kondo xed points F 1,j< 1, which m eans m ultiparticle scattering. Substracting
free electron contribution and perform ing the integrals, we nd:

1 Su .

> C11)

2k (€)= Kk

Inthelmit k ! 1 thisgives gy, () ' 3 2=4k, in agream ent w ith the largek resul of Section IV . For k = 1

it agrees w ith the Fem i liquid result Eq.) . Note that no anom alous power law s occur In the lkading order in

irrelevant coupling constants. O nly the nom alization re ectsthe non-Fem iliquid behavior. A s In the sihgle-channel
case, nite tem perature calculationsm ultiply this expression by the factor2 x=sh 2 x),wherex= rT=w .

Consider now corrections to this expression. The lading irrelevant operator which appea In the e ective

lagrangian at the overscreened Kondo xed point isJ ; ywhere isthes= 1SU () KM primary eld wih the
dinension = 2=@2+ k). The din ension of this singlet operatoris1+ .W e can again w rite this additionalpiece as
1
Hine — G 1 0)): C12)
TK

T hus the correction is given by:
z Z Z,,

z

d didy i(o;r>7 L O0; DF (V)T {;0)) €13)

Vr
2 T

2ky (GT) =
K 0 0 1

To nd them ost singular part of this expression asr ! 0, we use the boundary OPE

Y 0+ 1 0 i1 ©0;0) 14
L(+JI)EL( JI)-T- C14)
From conform al invariance, this zero-tem perature correlator
co
h( ©) J2)0 . 2)i= : C15)

¥ & z2F¥mF

The nietem perature correlation finction which appears under the integral in E q.) can be obtained using
conform alm apping, a confom altransform ation which m aps the nie-tem perature geom etry thalfcylinder) onto the
zero-tem perature halfplane.

z=tan ( Tw): C16)
Herew = + ir In the nietem perature geom etry. A V irasoro prin ary operator A (z) of left scaling din ension
transform s as
dw .
Aw)= — A (2); €17)
dz

under confom al transform ation. Using dw (z)=dz = 1= T (1 + 7)), we express the nite-tem perature correlators in

term s of the zero-tem perature ones. The net e ect is such that the factors 1=(z; z) for the halfplane get replaced

by T=sih( T vy wy]) on the halfcylinder. D oing the Integralin Eq.) and dropping the constants, we obtain:
1

e GT) /) 5 C18)
Tl 2 T,
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In agreem ent w ith the largek result of Section IV, This term is subdom inant, forr v =T, com pared to the lading
term in Eq.) . On the other hand, it becom es larger than the \leading" term ifwetakeT ! Owih r x held
xed. Anom alous pow ers appear from irrelevant operator corrections.
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FIG.1l. RG ows for the singlechannel and the m ultichannelK ondo problem s.
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FIG .2. Shgular third-order graph for (r;T).
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FIG .3. Scaling regimes for 2k, ( r;x = r= 1) in the singlechannelK ondo e ect.
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Kondo e ect.
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e ect.
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FIG.6. Scaling function L (x).

FIG .7. Perturbative diagram s for (r;T) up to third order.
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FIG . 8. Second and third-order graphs for in purity—in purity part of the spin susceptibility, s

FIG . 9. Fourth-order graph of the order 1=k.

FIG .10. Fourth and fth order graphs for (r;T) that contrbute to the order 1=k? in the 1=k expansion .
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FIG .11. Contour of integration for I.
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FIG .12. Cancellation of the uniform part of the local spin susceptibility.
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