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T he Screening C loud in the k-C hannelK ondo M odel: Perturbative and Large-k
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W e dem onstrate the existence ofa large K ondo screening cloud in the k-channelK ondo m odel

using both renorm alization group im proved perturbation theory and the large-k lim it. W e study

position (r)dependentspin G reen’s functionsin both static and equaltim e cases. The equal-tim e

G reen’sfunction providesa naturalde�nition ofthescreening cloud pro�le,in which thelarge scale

�K � vF =TK appears (vF is the Ferm ivelocity;TK the K ondo tem perature). At large distances

it consists of both a slowly varying piece and a piece which oscillates at twice the Ferm iwave-

vector, 2kF . This function is calculated at all r in the large-k lim it. Static G reen’s functions

(K night shift or susceptibility) consist only ofa term oscillating at 2kF ,and appear to factorize

into a function ofr tim es a function ofT for rT=vF � 1,in agreem ent with NM R experim ents.

M ostoftheintegrated susceptibility com esfrom theim purity-im puritypartwith conduction electron

contributionssuppressed bypowersofthebareK ondocoupling.Thesingle-channeland overscreened

m ulti-channelcases are rather sim ilar although anom alous power-laws occur in the latter case at

large rand low T due to irrelevantoperatorcorrections.

PACS num bers:75.20.Hr,75.30.M b,75.40.Cx

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

It is wellknown that the spin-1=2 im purity interacting antiferrom agnetically with a Ferm iliquid is com pletely

screened at zero tem perature1. This screening is the essence ofthe K ondo e�ect2. The question ofthe screening

length ism uch m oresubtle.Scaling im plies,atleastdim ensionally,thatthelow energy scaleofthem odel,theK ondo

tem perature TK � D exp(� 1=�0),should be associated with an exponentially largelength scale,�K = vF =TK (Here

�0 is the K ondo coupling tim es density ofstates and D is the band width). According to Nozi�eres’Ferm iliquid

picture3,one could im agine an electron in a region ofthis size which form s a singletwith the im purity spin. Note

thatthisisa m oredynam icaltypeofscreening than thatwhich occursforchargeim puritiesin a Ferm iliquid sinceit

involvesalinearcom bination ofstateswheretheim purity spin and thescreeningelectron spin arein eitheran up-down

ordown-up con�guration. In particular,the �nitenessofthe susceptibility atT ! 0 should notbe attributed to a

staticconduction electron polarization cancelling theim purity spin polarization.Ratheritresultsfrom thetendency

ofthe im purity to form a singletwith the screening electron.

W hetherornotthislarge screening cloud really existshasbeen a controversialsubjectin the literature,and has

recently attracted som etheoreticalinterest4{8.Boyceand Slichter9 had perform ed directK nightshiftm easurem ents

ofthespin-spin correlatoratalltem peraturesand had concluded thattherewasno evidenceoftheso-called screening

cloud.Theirm easurem ents,however,werelim ited to very low distances(notm orethan severallatticespacings),and

thereforecould notprobedirectly any possiblecrossoveratthe distancescale�K .

To study the screening cloud,we willconsider the behavior ofspatialspin-spin correlation functions,both zero

frequency and equaltim e. There are two distance scales in the K ondo problem at �nite tem perature,�K and the

therm alscale �T = vF =T. O n generalscaling grounds,the spatialcorrelators should depend on the ratio ofthe

distance r to these two scales. S�rensen and one ofus5 have suggested a scaling form for the r-dependent K night

shift,proportionaltothezerofrequency spin susceptibility,which hasbeen justi�ed num erically and perturbatively5;6:

�(r;T)� �=2=
cos(2kF r)

8�2vF r
2
f(r=�K ;r=�T ): (1.1)

Herewehavesubtracted thePaulicontribution �=2;� isthedensity ofstatesperspin.Theg-factorforthem agnetic

im puritiesisnotnecessarily equalto thatofthe conduction electrons.Thisisespecially thecaseforsom erareearth

ions,which have com plex m ultipletstructure. Ifwe take into accountthispossibility,scaling propertiesofthe local

spin susceptibility becom e notso sim ple,and we willconsiderthem below.The K nightshiftin thiscase isa sum of

two parts,which scaledi�erently6.

A possibleobjection to thenaiveconceptofthescreeningcloud isbased on sum ruleargum ents.Theintegralofthe

localspin susceptibility Eq.(1.1)isproportionalto the zero -frequency correlatorhSzelS
z
toti,where S

z
el =

R
d3rSzel(r)
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isthe spin ofthe conduction electrons,Sztot = Szel+ Szim p. Itcan be shown thatthere isno netpolarization ofthe

conduction electrons10{13,and this correlatorshould vanish in the scaling lim it (J� ! 0 with TK held �xed). At

T = 0 thisissim ply a consequenceofthe ground statebeing a singlet.Asrem arked above,thisdoesnotnecessarily

im ply the absenceofthe screening cloud in the senseofNozi�eresbutonly thatthe screening isa dynam icalprocess.

In orderto seethedynam icalcloud ofconduction electronsletusconsidera snapshotofthesystem ,theequal-tim e

correlators. Take K (r;T) =


Szel(r;0)S

z
im p(0)

�
as an exam ple. Note that



Szim p(0)S

z
im p(0)

�
= 1=4 for a spin-1=2

im purity,while hSz
el
(0)Sztot(0)i= 0 asm entioned above. (Note that forthis conserved quantity the equal-tim e and

zero frequency G reen’s functions are proportionalto each other.) Thus the correlator


SzelS

z
im p

�
= � 1=4;that is

K (r;T)obeysa sum rule.jK (r;0)jisa possible de�nition ofthe screening cloud pro�le.

The ground state propertiesofspatialcorrelatorsare determ ined by the K ondo scale only. In generalwe expect

three di�erentscaling regim esfor�(r;T)ata given tem perature,with the r-boundariesde�ned by the therm aland

K ondo length scales.Thegoalofthispaperisto determ ine scaling behaviorofthe spin correlatorsin theseregim es.

Exponentially large length scale �K ,ifpresent,could have im portant consequences for the theory ofalloys with

m agneticim purities.Indeed,typicalTK � 10K and EF � 10eV m akes�K � 10;000a,wherea isthe latticespacing.

Recently thisissue wasaddressed in 1D forLuttingerliquidswith m agnetic im purities14,where itwasfound thata

crossoverhappened fornim p � 1=�K .

Although perturbative calculations had been done early on15,no de�nite predictions were m ade regarding the

size ofthe K ondo screening cloud. Chen etal.16 have developed renorm alization group approach. They,however,

only considered short-range correlations r � �K . W e use the RG -im proved perturbative technique,which cannot

accesslowesttem peraturesT < TK . In orderto gain som e insightinto whathappensatlow tem peratures,we also

consider overscreened Sim p = 1=2 m ulti-channelK ondo e�ect,where the low-tem perature �xed point is accessible

perturbatively using 1=k expansion,k being them ultiplicity ofthebands.A very thorough 1=k analysisofthem ulti-

channelK ondo e�ecthasbeen perform ed earlierby G an4,who,however,cam eto conclusionsoppositefrom ours.W e

also use the recentconform al�eld theory approach ofone ofusand Ludwig17{19 to calculate the propertiesofthe

low-tem perature,longdistancecorrelation functionsand thecrossoverat�T .Thisapproach,isvalid forallk butonly

forr� �K ,T � TK and failsto predictthe behaviorofthe spin correlatorsinside the screening cloud r<� �K .The

resultisneverthelessinteresting because,asone could expect,the spin-spin correlatorsre
ectthe non-Ferm i-liquid

natureofthe overscreened m ulti-channel�xed point.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section IIweintroducethem odeland rem ind thereaderhow itistransform ed

toan equivalent1D m odel.W ealsode�nenotationswhich weplan tousein therestofthepaperand derivethescaling

equationsforthe spin susceptibility. Section IIIprovidesdetailed perturbative analysisofthe spin-spin correlation

functionsin theordinary K ondo m odel(TheFerm iliquid �xed point).Section IV isdevoted to theNon-Ferm i-liquid

overscreenedlarge-kcase,whereitispossibletoobtain resultsforthespin correlatorsatalltem peraturesand distances

using the 1=k expansion.W e discussourm ain conclusionsin Section V.In Appendix A we m ention a few detailsof

ourperturbative calculations.Appendix B givesthe proofofthe vanishing ofthe uniform partofthe susceptibility.

Appendix C givesresults on the overscreened case (k > 1)atT � TK and r � �K obtained from conform al�eld

theory.Som e ofthese resultswerepresented brie
y in Ref.[6].

II.T H E M O D EL,R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P A N D SC A LIN G EQ U A T IO N S

In whatfollowsweconsiderthe standard Sim p = 1=2 K ondo m odel,

H =
X

k

�k 
y�

k
 k� + JSim p �

X

k;k0

 
y�

k

��
�

2
 k0�; (2.1)

and the m ulti-channelSim p = 1=2 K ondo m odel. The Ham iltonian forthe Sim p = 1=2 k-channelK ondo m odelalso

includessum m ation overdi�erentchannelsj:

H =
X

kj

�k 
y�j

k
 k�j + JSim p �

X

k;k0;j

 
y�j

k

��
�

2
 k0j�: (2.2)

Sum m ation overrepeated raised and lowered indiced isim plied.Thecrucialdi�erencebetween thesetwo m odelscan

be seen from the form ofthe �-function3:

�(�)= � �
2 +

k�3

2
: (2.3)
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The 
ow ofthe e�ective coupling isdi�erent(Fig. 1)fork = 1 and k > 1. The low tem perature �xed pointofthe

m ulti-channelK ondo problem isshown to havenon-Ferm i-liquid nature17.Atlargeband m ultiplicity thisnontrivial

�xed pointbecom esaccessibleperturbatively.Thisdi�erenceisnotim portantforthepurposeofthissection,and we

useEq.(2.2)and Eq.(2.3)forboth m ulti-channeland k = 1 m odels.

The m odelis sim pli�ed ifwe assum e spherically sym m etric Ferm i-surface. Indeed,linearizing the spectrum and

observing that scattering only takes place in the s-wave channel,we can expand the wave functions in spherical

harm onics:

 k�j =
1

p
4�k

 0�j(k)+ (:::)

H 0 =

Z

dk�(k) 
y�j

0 (k) 0�j(k)+ (:::)

H int = �0vF

Z

dkdk
0
 
y�j

0 (k)
��
�

2
 0�j(k

0)� Sim p (2.4)

where�(k)= vF (k� kF )isthe linearized spectrum neartheFerm isurface,(...) arehigherharm onics.Here�0 = �J

isthe dim ensionlesscoupling constantofthe K ondo m odel,and � = k2F =2�
2vF isthe density ofstatesperspin.

The s-waveoperatorsobey standard one-dim ensionalanti-com m utation relations,

n

 
y� 1j1
0 (k); 0� 2j2(k

0)

o

= �
� 1

� 2
�
j1
j2
�(k� k

0): (2.5)

W e de�ne leftand rightm overson a band ofwidth 2� around k F :

 L ;R �

Z �

� �

dke
� ikr

 0(k + kF ): (2.6)

The 3D ferm ion operatorsarethen written in the form :

	(r)=
1

2
p
2�r

�
e
� ikF r L (r)� e

ikF r R (r)
�
+ (:::); (2.7)

where(:::)arehigherharm onics.Theleftand right-m oving �eldsde�ned on r> 0 obey the boundary condition:

 L(0)=  R (0): (2.8)

Flipping theright-m oving �eld to thenegativeaxis, L (� r)�  R (r),werewritethe1D Ham iltonian in term softhe

left-m oving �eld only:

H = vF

Z 1

� 1

dr 
y

L
(r)(id=dr) L (r)+ 2�vF �0 

y

L
(0)

�

2
 L (0)� Sim p: (2.9)

Thepurposeofthispaperisto analysevariousspin-spin correlation functions.Them ostim portantofthem isthe

distance-dependentK nightshift,which can be m easured in NM R experim ents. Ifthe im purity spin hasa di�erent

gyrom agnetic ratio from that ofthe conduction electrons,the uniform m agnetic �eld couples to the spin operator

Sh = Sel+ (gS=2)Sim p,where Sim p and Sel = (1=2)
R
dr y(r)� (r) is the totalspin operatorofthe im purity and

conduction electrons,de�ned with channelsum forthe m ulti-channelproblem . The expression forthe K nightshift

then consistsofthe electron and im purity contributions:

�(r)�

Z �

0

d� < S
z
el(r;�)S

z
h(0)> = �el(r)+

gs

2
�im p(r): (2.10)

(W e set�B = 1.) W e willalso considerthe equal-tim e spin correlatorK (r),de�ned by:

K (r)� < S
z
el(r;� = 0)Szim p(0)> : (2.11)

The above1D form alism allowsto sim plify thisexpression forlargerkF � 1.Substituting Eq.(2.7)in Eq.(2.10),we

get:

�A (r;T)=
�2kF ;A (r)

4�2r2vF
cos(2kF r)+

�un;A (r)

8�2r2vF
; (2.12)
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whereA correspondsto im p orel.ForK (r;T)wegeta sim ilarexpression:

K (r;T)=
K 2kF (r)

4�2r2vF
cos(2kF r)+

K un(r)

8�2r2vF
(2.13)

The totalelectron spin in 1D is:

Sel=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

dr 
y

L
(r)

�

2
 L (r): (2.14)

The uniform and 2kF partstakethe form :

�un;A (r;T)� vF

Z �

0

d� < [ 
y

L
(r;�)

�z

2
 L (r;�)+  

y

L
(� r;�)

�z

2
 L (� r;�)]SzA (0)> (2.15)

�2kF ;A (r;T)� � vF

Z �

0

d� <  
y

L
(r;�)

�z

2
 L (� r;�)SzA (0)> :

Expressions for K un and K im p are analogous to those for �un;im p and �2kF ;im p in Eq.(2.15),although they don’t

involveintegration over�.

Ifthespinsoftheim purity and conduction electron haveequalgyrom agneticratio (gs = 2),theoperatorSzh isthe

totalspin ofconduction electronsand im purity,and isconserved.The K nightshiftisthen given by Eq.(2.15),with

A = tot.SincetheK ondo interaction islocal,only boundary (r= 0)operatorshavenon-zero anom alousdim ensions.

Thus the conduction electron spin operator Sel(r) also has zero anom alous dim ension,for r 6= 0. The localspin

susceptibility then obeysthe following RG equation:

�

D
@

@D
+ �(�)

@

@�

�

�(T;�;D ;rT=vF )= 0; (2.16)

whereD istheultra-violetcut-o� (thebandwidth),and �(�)isthe�-function.S�rensen and oneofushaverecently

m ade a conjection5,supported by perturbative and num ericalresults,thatin the scaling lim it,rkF � 1,T � E F ,

the spin susceptibility hasthe following form :

�

�
rT

vF
;
T

TK

�

=
�2kF

�
rT

vF
; T

TK

�

4�2r2vF
cos(2kF r) (2.17)

where �2kF is a universalfunctions oftwo scaling variables20. This form follows directly from Eqs.(2.15,2.16). In

general,one expects thatthere could be a non-zero phase in Eq.(2.17),and a uniform term . It is easy to see that

the phase iszero due to particle-hole sym m etry5. Indeed,underparticle-hole transform ation  L (r)! �y 
y

L
(r),so

Stot ! Stot, 
y

L
(r)� L(� r) !  

y

L
(� r)� L (r). Particle-hole sym m etry ofEq.(2.17) then requires that the phase

is zero. This is not so for m ore realistic Ham iltonians,for which the particle-hole sym m etry is broken. For such

Ham iltoniansthereisan additionalphase� in Eq.(2.17),butthisphasedoesnotrenorm alize.Thatis,itisessentially

constantin thescalingregion (kF r� 1).Thefactthattheuniform partofthespin susceptibility iszeroislesstrivial.

Forthestaticlocalspin susceptiblity wehaveproved6 thatallgraphsin perturbation theory contain certain integrals

that vanish. These properties hold for the electron and im purity parts ofthe localspin susceptibility Eq.(2.15)

separately,for both single-channeland m ulti-channelK ondo e�ects (see Appendix B).The uniform part and the

phasearezero forthe K nightshiftin caseofnontrivialgyrom agneticratio forthe im purity spin (gS 6= 1)aswell.

Sinceweconsidertheproblem perturbatively,itisusefulto expressthescaling function Eq(2.17)in term sofsom e

e�ectivecoupling constantsatan energy scaleE ,�E .Thisway weelim inate non-universalTK .Theenergy scalesof

interestarethe tem peratureT and the distance energy scalevF =r.W e willdenote corresponding e�ective couplings

as�T and �r.Expressionsin term sofe�ective couplingscan be easily converted into thosein term sofTK ,and vice

versa,provided thatthe �-function isknown up to the orderneeded.Indeed,

d�E

dln E

D

� �(�E ); (2.18)

where D = vF =� isthe bandwidth. Therefore,forthe e�ective coupling attwo di�erentenergy scalesE and E 0 we

have:

4



Z �
0

E

�E

d�

�(�)
= ln

E 0

E
; (2.19)

Since �TK � 1 can wellbe regarded asoneofpossiblede�nitionsofTK ,wehave

Z 1

�E

d�

�(�)
= ln

TK

E
(2.20)

and the argum entsofthe scaling function in Eq.(2.17)can be replaced by corresponding e�ectivecouplings.

The renorm alization group equationsforvariouspartsofthe localspin susceptibility in Eq.(2.15)are lesstrivial.

Consider�rst�im p. Since the K ondo interaction isatthe origin,the ferm ion bilinearoperatorhaszero anom alous

dim ension,whiletheoperatorSim p receivesanom alousdim ension,
21 
im p ’ �2=2.Renorm alizability im pliesthatthe

functions�B ;im p (B = 2kF ,un)obey equationsofthe form :

�

D
@

@D
+ �(�)

@

@�
+ 
im p(�)

�

�B ;im p(T;�;D ;rT=vF )= 0; (2.21)

where
im p(�)istheanom alousdim ension,which in thiscaseisequaltotheanom alousdim ension oftheim purity spin

operator. The othercorrelator,�B ;el,containsthe totalconduction electron spin operatorSel,in which integration

overthe electron spin includesa potentially dangerousregion nearthe im purity site.In thisregion operatorm ixing

occursbetween the electron spin and im purity spin.Thus�B ;el obeysnon-trivialm ixed RG equation:

�

D
@

@D
+ �(�)

@

@�

�

�B ;el(T;�;D ;rT=vF )= 
im p(�)�B ;im p(T;�;D ;rT=vF ): (2.22)

Thisequation can be obtained by subtracting Eq.(2.21)from Eq(2.16).Itism ore convenientto expressthe K night

shiftforgS 6= 1 in term sof�im p and �tot,which obey ordinary scaling equationsEqs.(2.21),(2.16).

The solution ofthe scaling equation for�B ;im p Eq.(2.21)hasthe following form :

�B ;im p

�

�0;
T

TK
;
rT

vF

�

= e

R
� T

� 0


im p (� )

� (� )
d�
� B ;im p

�

�T ;
rT

vF

�

(2.23)

= �B ;im p

�

�T ;
rT

vF

�

e
�

R
� 0

0


im p (� )

� (� )
d�
:

Here�B ;im p(�T ;rT=vF ),� B ;im p(�T ;rT=vF )aresom escaling functionsto bedeterm ined below;�0 = �J isthebare

coupling constant. The solution ofthe scaling equations for �im p is a function ofT=TK and rT=vF ,up to som e

non-universalcoe�cient. W e see thatthe non-universalcoe�cientexp[�
R�0
0

d�(
im p(�)=�(�))]isequalto unity in

thescaling lim itofzero barecoupling �0 ! 0,if
im p(�0)=�(�0)isnon-singularin thislim it.Thisisindeed thecase

forthe K ondo m odel. The scaling function �B ;im p(T=TK ;rT=vF ),ofcourse,can di�erfrom �2kF (T=TK ;rT=vF )in

Eq.(2.17).The equal-tim e correlation functionsalso obey analogousscaling equationsEq.(2.21)with the anom alous

dim ension which isasum ofthedim ension ofthecorrespondingoperators(for�im p itisagain 
im p).Theseequations

arealso applicableto the uniform partofthe correlator,which isnow non-zero.

In the restofthispaperwewillconsiderthese scaling functionsin variousregim es,which wenow outline.Scaling

form isapplicable forr � 1=kF ,and T � D � EF . Forthe single-channelK ondo m odelperturbative treatm entis

only valid for T � TK . From Eq.(1.1)one could expect thatthere could be two crossovers: one at�T and one at

�K � �T = vF =T.Thelattercrossover,however,doesnothappen asafunction ofrforT � TK .Thelow-tem perature

correlation functionsin the single-channelK ondo e�ectcan be studied using the Ferm iliquid approach3.Theregion

ofvalidity forthisapproach isr� �K ,T � TK .Itprovidesim portantinform ation aboutthelow-tem peraturelong-

distanceform ofthecorrelation functions,and thecrossoverat�T � �K ,butisunableto accessthem ostinteresting

region r � �K ,and answerthe question ofexistence ofthe screening cloud. Forthe m ulti-channelK ondo e�ectthe

low-tem peraturelong distance correlation functionscan be obtained using the conform al�eld theory approach17{19,

which is a generalizarion ofNozi�eres’Ferm iliquid picture. Itis also lim ited to r � �K ,T � TK . The interesting

low tem perature region with r � �K only becom es accessible at large k,when the whole scaling function can be

constructed.

III.T H E SIN G LE-C H A N N EL K O N D O M O D EL.
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A .T he K night shift.

In whatfollowswe consider the K nightshift in the single channelK ondo m odel. As m entioned above,the local

spin susceptibility only hasthe oscillating part.W e havecalculated itup to the third orderin perturbation theory6.

Sum m ing allthe relevantdiagram s(seeAppendix A),we obtain:

�2kF

�

x =
rT

vF
;�0;D

�

=
�2

4sinh(2�x)
[�0 + �

2
0(ln(D =T)+ M (x)+ x) (3.1)

+ �
3
0(ln

2
(D =T)+ ln(D =T)(2M (x)+ 2x � 0:5)

+ (M (x)+ x)(M (x)+ 0:5)+ const)];

where

M (x)= ln[1� exp(� 4�x)]: (3.2)

Substituting thisexpression in Eq.(2.21)we�nd thatscalingisindeed obeyed.Atsm allr,x � 1,Eq.(3.1)isrewritten

as:

�2kF (r;�0;D )=
�vF

8rT
[�0 + �

2
0 ln(

~�r)+ �
3
0 ln

2
(~�r)+ 0:5� 3

0 ln(
~�r) (3.3)

� �
3
0 ln(D =T)+ �

3
0const];

where ~� = 4�D =vF = 4�� � kF . Itisclearfrom Eq.(3.3)thatthe infrared divergencesofthe perturbation theory

are notcut o� at low T by going to sm allr,as was �rst noticed by G an4. In the third order,these divergences

areassociated with the graph shown in Fig.2.Due to the non-conservation ofm om entum by the K ondo interaction,

the bubble on the rightgivesa logarithm ic T-dependentfactorwhich isindependentofr. Thus,the interiorofthe

screening cloud doesnotexhibitweak coupling behavior.

Itisconvenientto rewritethisresultin term sofe�ectivecouplingsattheenergy scalesT and vF =r.O necan easily

writedown the e�ective coupling constant22 atsom eenergy scale! using the well-known �-function Eq.(2.3):

�! = �0 + �
2
0 ln(D =!)+ �

3
0[ln

2
(D =!)� (1=2)ln(D =!)+ constant]: (3.4)

W e �nd thatthe expression for�2kF issim pli�ed when we use e�ective couplings�T and �E atthe energy scalesT

and E (x)= T=[1� exp(� 4�x)]e,x = r=�T . W hen r � �T the latterbecom esthe e�ective coupling atthe distance

scaler,since E (x)/ vF =r.Eq.(3.1)in term softhesee�ective couplingstakesthe form :

�2kF

�

x =
rT

vF
;�T

�

=
(�E + (3�=2)�2E x + const�3E )(1� �T )

(4=�2)sinh(2�x)
; (3.5)

Itisinstructive to considervariouslim iting casesforthe scaling function Eq.(3.5).Forr� �T we�nd:

�2kF (x;�T )= (�=8x)(�r + const�
3
r)(1� �T ): (3.6)

Ifr� �T ,the spin susceptibility takesthe following form :

�2kF (x;�T )= (3�3=4)�2T (1� �T )e
� 2�x

: (3.7)

Forhigh tem peraturesT � TK there isno crossoveratr � �K in the behaviorofthe localspin susceptibility. The

factor(1� �T )=4T in Eq.(3.6)is,to theorderunderconsideration,precisely thetotalim purity susceptibility,�tt(T).

Thisisthetotalsusceptibility lessthebulk Pauliterm and itsvaluehasbeen determ ined accurately1.ThusEq.(3.6)

can be written:

�2kF (T;r)=
(�r + const�3r)

2(r=�vF )
�tt(T); (3.8)

W e can com pare this resultwith the experim entofBoyce and Slichter9,who have m easured the K nightshift from

Cu nucleinearthe doped Fe im purities,atdistances up to 5-th nearestneighbor. Atthese very sm alldistancesof

orderofa few latticespacings,they havefound em pirically thattheK nightshiftobeyed a factorized form ,�(r;T)�

f(r)=(T + TK ),with rapidly oscillating function f(r)fora wide range ofT extending from wellabove to wellbelow

theK ondotem perature.Although ourcondition r� 1=kF isnotsatis�ed in thisexperim ent,thisform coincideswith
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Eq.(3.8),sincetheBetheAnsatzsolution for�tt(T)m ay bequitewellapproxim ated
1 by 1=(T + TK )atinterm ediate

tem peraturesT � TK .Asonecan see from Eq.(3.5),thisfactorization breaksdown atr� vF =T.

Atlow tem peraturesT � TK and large distancesr � �K the behaviorof�(r)isdeterm ined by the zero-energy

Ferm iliquid �xed point5. The K ondo im purity acts as a potentialscatterer with a phase shift �=2 at the Ferm i

surface3.The localsusceptibility followsdirectly from the form ula forFriedel’soscillation in the electron density for

an s-wavescattererand �=2 phaseshift,

n(r)= n0 �
1

2�2r3
cos[2kF r+ �=2]: (3.9)

Since the m agnetic�eld H sim ply shiftsthe chem icalpotentialby � g�B H =2 forspin up orspin down electrons,

�(r;T)=
1

vF

dn

dkF
=
�

2
+

1

4�2vF r
2
cos(2kF r): (3.10)

Thisim pliesforthe scaling function Eq.(2.21):

�2kF = 1: (3.11)

The �nite-tem perature propertiesof�2kF (r),and,in particular,the crossoveratr � �T can be obtained directly

from the Nozi�eres’low-energy Ham iltonian forthe Ferm iliquid �xed point3;17:

H 0 =

Z + 1

� 1

dr 
y

L
(r)

d

dr
 L (r)+

�(r)

TK
S
2
el(r); (3.12)

whereSel(r)�  
y

L
(r)(�=2) L(r).Thisde�nition ofTK di�ersfrom onein Eq.(2.20)or�tt / 1=(T + TK )by num erical

factors O (1) (W ilson ratio). The expression for �2kF (r),Eq.(3.11),is zero orderin the leading irrelevantcoupling

constant1=TK ,and the �nite-tem peratureform of�2kF (r)iseasily obtained:

�2kF (x)=
2�x

sinh(2�x)
; x =

rT

vF
: (3.13)

W e can derive correctionsto Eq.(3.13)by doing perturbation theory in the leading irrelevantoperator.Forthe �rst

correction weobtain:

��2kF (x)=
�2T

TK sinh(2�x)
: (3.14)

The �rstcorrection doesnotalterthe leading orderbehavior. Atzero tem perature the scaling function forr � �K

takesthe following form :

�2kF (r=�K )= 1+ �
�K

2r
: (3.15)

Thiscorrection givesrise to the �rstterm in the large-distance expansion ofourscaling function �2kF (r=�K ). The

behavior ofthe scaling function �2kF in di�erent regim es is sum m arized in Fig.(3). �2kF (r=�K ;r=�T ) exhibits a

crossoveratlow T,when the \screening" cloud isform ed.Athigh tem peraturesthiscrossoverisabsent.

W hat happens when the g-factor ofthe im purity is anom alous? �2kF (r;T) is a sum ofim purity and electron

parts,�2kF ;im p and �2kF ;el. Aswe have discussed in the previoussection,the latterobeysa com plicated m ixed RG

equation,Eq.(2.22).Itism ore convenientto expressthe spin susceptibility in term softhe correlators�2kF ;tot(r;T)

and �2kF ;im p(r;T),forwhich RG equationsaresim ple:

�2kF (r;T)= (gS=2)�2kF ;im p(r;T)+ �2kF ;el(r;T) (3.16)

�2kF ;el= �2kF ;tot(r;T)� �2kF ;im p(r;T)

Sincewehavealready determ ined �2kF ;tot(r;T),itissu�cientto consideronly � 2kF ;im p(r;T).From theperturbative

analysis(see Appendix A)weobtain:

�2kF ;im p

�

x =
rT

vF
;�0;D

�

=
�2

4sinh(2�x)
[�0 + �

2
0(ln(D =T)+ M (x)+ 0:5)+ (3.17)

�
3
0(ln

2
(D =T)+ 2ln(D =T)M (x)+ (M (x)+ 0:5)2 + const)];
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whereM (x)isthe sam easin Eq.(3.2).O necan easily check thatEq.(2.21)isobeyed with22;4:

�(�)= � �
2 +

�3

2
; 
im p(�)=

�2

2
: (3.18)

W e then obtain forthe non-universalfactorin Eq.(2.23):

e
�

R
� 0

0


im p (� )

� (� )
d�

’ 1+
�0

2
; (3.19)

and the localim purity spin susceptibility takesthe following form :

�2kF ;im p ’

�

1+
�0

2

�

�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x); (3.20)

wherethe scaling function

�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)=

(�E + const�3E )(1� �T )

(4=�2)sinh(2�x)
(3.21)

di�ersfrom thatforthe conserved localsusceptibility Eq.(3.5).Forthe electron partweobtain:

�2kF ;el� �
�0

2
�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)+

(3�=2)�2E x(1� �T )

(4=�2)sinh(2�x)
: (3.22)

The second contribution doesnotvanish in the scaling lim it�0 ! 0. However,itonly becom essubstantialatlarge

distancesr� �T ,wherethere isno additionalsm allnessassociated with the factorx = r=�T .W e conclude thattwo

di�erentscaling functionsarepresentin theexperim entally m easured K nightshift,and theirsharedependsupon the

gyrom agneticratiosforthe im purity and the conduction electrons.

B .Integrated susceptibilities

Itisinstructive to considerthe integralof�(r;T)overallspace.Thisquantity determ inesthe polarization ofthe

screening cloud in externalm agnetic �eld. W e im m ediately see thatthe contribution from large distancesvanishes

becauseoftheoscillatorybehaviorof�(r;T)atlarger.Neverthelesstheintegralcan be�niteduetothecontributions

atsm alldistancesr� 1=kF .W e willspecify three di�erentspin correlators:

�tt(T)�
< SztotS

z
tot >

T
; �ti(T)�

< Szim pS
z
tot >

T
;

�ii(T)�

Z �

0

< S
z
im p(�)S

z
im p(0)> d�: (3.23)

ForthischoiceofcorrelatorstheRG equationsaresim pli�ed,and havetheform Eq.(2.21).Itseem sm orenaturalto

de�ne correlatorsofthe im purity spin and the totalconduction electron spin Sel instead ofStot:

�ee(T)�

Z �

0

< S
z
el(�)S

z
el(0)> d� � �0 (3.24)

�ei(T)�

Z �

0

< S
z
el(�)S

z
im p(0)> d�;

where �0 isthe free electron susceptibility,proportionalto the volum e ofthe system . However,forthis setofspin

correlatorsthe RG equationsarem ixed.

Two ofthe three spin correlation functionscan be m easured.The �rstone isthe bulk susceptibility,�tt(T).The

electron spin polarization in thepresenceofan im purity isdeterm ined by thespatialintegralof�(r)m easured in the

K nightshiftexperim entEq.(2.10),or,equivalently,by �tt(T)� �ti(T).Ifthe gyrom agneticratio forthe im purity is

di�erentfrom 2,the experim entally m easured m agneticsusceptibility is(g2s=4)�ii+ gs�ie + �ee,while theintegrated

electron susceptibility isgiven by (gs=2)�ie + �ee.
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Since Sztot is conserved,the spin susceptibilities obey the RG equation,Eq. (2.21),with anom alous dim ensions

determ ined by thedim ension 
im p(�)oftheoperatorS
z
im p.Forthethreedi�erentsusceptibilities:
tt = 0,
ti= 
im p,

and 
ii= 2
im p.The solutionsoftheseequationstakethe form Eq.(2.23),

4T�j(T)= �j(�T )e
�

R
�

0


j(� )

� (� )
d�
; (3.25)

where j labels tt,tior ii. From our third-order perturbative analysis using W ilson’s result23 for �tt(T) we have

obtained that the functions �j(�T ) ’ 1 � �T coincide for allthree susceptibilities up to and including term s of

order �2T . Ifthis is indeed the case in the K ondo m odel,we then obtain from Eq.(3.25) that in the scaling lim it

�0 ! 0 both �ee(T)and �ie(T)vanish. At�nite bare couplingsthese susceptibilities also becom e �nite,with non-

universalam plitudes.W ethen obtain from Eq.(3.25)fortheim purity-electron and electron-electron piecesofthespin

susceptibility:

�ie ’ �
�0

2
�tt(T) (3.26)

�ee ’
�20

4
�tt(T);

Thus,the integrated distance-dependentK nightshiftobeys:

Z

�(r;T)dr= �ee(T)+ �ie(T)� �
�0

2
�tt(T): (3.27)

The m ajorcontribution to Eq.(3.27)com esfrom the electron-im purity correlator.Itshould be em phasized thatthe

resultisnon-zero at�nite bare coupling �0. (A typicalexperim entalvalue of�0 m ightbe 1=ln(E F =TK )� :15.) It

is easy to see thatthe integralin Eq.(3.27)isdom inated by r � 1=kF . Thusm ostofthe sm allnetpolarization of

the electronsin a m agnetic�eld (with the freeelectron valuesubtracted)com esfrom very shortdistances.However,

thisshould notbeinterpreted asm eaning thatthescreening cloud issm allascan beclearly seen from theequal-tim e

correlation function discussed in the nextsub-section.

Ifthe equality ofthe scaling functions �j(�T ) de�ned in Eq. (3.25) holds at allT,the integrated electron spin

susceptibilityvanishesin thescalinglim itofzerobarecouplingatallT.Thefactthat�ie and �ee aresuppressed in the

scaling lim ithasbeen known orconjectured from a variety ofdi�erentapproachesoverthe years.Theearliestresult

ofthissortthatwe are aware of,in the contextofthe Anderson m odel,predatesthe discovery ofthe K ondo e�ect

and isreferred to astheAnderson-Clogston com pensation theorem 10.Itwaslaterestablished atT= 0 from theBethe

ansatzsolution12.A very sim pleand generalproof13 ofthisresultfollowsfrom the abelian bosonization approach24.

Beginning with left-m oving relativistic ferm ionson the entire realline,asin Eq. (2.9),we m ay bosonize to obtain

left-m oving spin and charge bosons. The charge boson decouples and the Ham iltonian for the K ondo Ham iltonian

can be written in term softhe left-m oving spin boson,�L which obeysthe canonicalcom m utation relation:

[�L (r
0);@r�L (r)]= (i=2)�(r� r

0): (3.28)

The Ham iltonian becom es:

H =

Z 1

� 1

dr

�

vF (@r’L (r))
2 �

he
p
2�

@r’L (r)

�

+ H K � hiS
z (3.29)

H K = 2�vF �0

�
Sz@r’L (0)

p
2�

+ const� (S+ ei
p
8�’ L (0)+ h:c:)

�

Here hi and he are the m agnetic �eldsacting on the im purity and the conduction electrons,correspondingly.These

�elds m ay di�er by the ratio ofcorresponding g-factors. W e can get rid ofthe
R
dr@r’L (r) term by shifting the

bosonic�eld:

’L (r)= ~’L (r)+ her=vF

p
8� (3.30)

The Ham iltonian in term softhe new bosonstakesthe form :

H =

Z 1

� 1

drvF (@r ~’L (r))
2 �

h2eL

4�vF
+
p
2�vF �0S

z
@r ~’L (0) (3.31)

+ const� 2��0(S
+
e
i
p
8� ~’ L (0)+ h:c:)�

�

hi�
he�0

2

�

S
z
:
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Thus,ouroriginalHam iltonian with non-zero�eld he actingon theconduction electronsisexactly equivalentto the

one with no �eld acting on conduction electronsand m odi�ed im purity �eld.The sam e argum entwasgiven in Ref.[

25]exceptthatthe�eld shiftby he�0=2 wasnotobtained becauseanother,non-com m uting,canoncialtransform ation

wasperform ed �rstto elim inatethe z-com ponentofthe K ondo interaction.

In term softhe freeenergy,thisiswritten as:

F (hi;he)= �
h2eL

4�vF
+ F (0;hi�

he�0

2
) (3.32)

Taking m agnetic�eld derivatives,we easily �nd:

�ii = �
@2F

@h2i
(3.33)

�ie = �
@2F

@hi@he
= �

�0

2
�ii

�ee = �
@2F

@h2e
� �0 =

�
�0

2

� 2

�ii;

where �0 =
L

2�vF
isthe Pauliterm .Itiseasy to see thatthisisvalid forthe anisotropicK ondo m odelaswell,with

�0 being the z-com ponentofthe K ondo interaction.

C .Equal-tim e spin-spin correlator

The equal-tim espin correlatorsprovidea snapshotofthe K ondo system .The quantity ofinterestis:

K (r;T)=


S
z
el(r;0)S

z
im p(0)

�
: (3.34)

Aswehaveshown in the previoussections,itsatis�esa non-zero sum rule:

Z

drK (r;T)= � 1=4: (3.35)

The proofthat�un(r)= 0 isbased on the factthatthe tim e integralforthe Feynm an diagram siszero in allorders

in perturbation theory (see Appendix B).Forthe equal-tim e correlatorwe don’tintegrate overthe tim e variable,so

the uniform partdoes nothave to vanish. K (r;T)can be rewritten in 1D in term s ofthe uniform and 2kF parts,

Eqs(2.17,2.15).Forthe sam e reason asforthe im purity partofthe K nightshift,the equal-tim e correlatorobeysthe

scaling equation Eq.(2.21),with solutionsoftheform Eq.(2.23).Sincethedecom position ofK (r;T)into theuniform

and 2kF parts is only valid in the scaling region kF r � 1,the sum rule Eq.(3.35) does not necessarily extend to

K un(r;T).Theregion r� 1=kF could produce a largecontribution to thesum ruleEq.(3.35).

Considernow theequal-tim ecorrelatorsK un(r;T)and K 2kF (r;T)perturbatively.In thethird orderweobtain (see

Appendix A):

K un(r;T)=
�2(� �20 + (1=2)�30 � 2�30 ln[D =T])T

exp(2�r=�T )� 1
+ �

2
T�

3
0G 1(r=�T ) (3.36)

K 2kF (r;T)� T�2kF (r;T)= �
2
�
3
0T

�

G 2(r=�T )�
ln(1� e� 2�r=�T )

4sinh(2�r=�T )

�

:

G 1;2(x)aresom efunctionswhich can be represented asintegrals:

G 1(x)=

Z 1

0

2ds

1� s

�
1

e2�x � 1
+

s

1� s
ln

�
1� e� 2�x

1� se� 2�x

��

(3.37)

G 2(x)=

Z 1

0

ds
e� 2�xs

(1� s)(1� se� 4�x)
ln

�
1� se� 2�x

1� e� 2�x

�

:

Itis easy to check thatEq.(2.21)is satis�ed for both uniform and 2kF parts. The solutions are found in the form

Eq.(2.17)with thenon-universalfactorEq.(3.19).Thescaling functionsareeasily obtained from Eq.(3.36).The�nal

expressionsaresim pli�ed in the m ostinteresting lim iting cases.Forr� �T weobtain:
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K un(�r;r=�T ;�0)= �
�vF �

2
r(1+ �0=2)

2r
(3.38)

K 2kF (�r;r=�T ;�0)=
�vF �r(1+ �0=2)

8r

In caseofr� �T ,these functionstakethe form :

K un(�r;r=�T ;�0)= � �
2
T�

2
T

�

1+
�0

2

�

e
� 2�r=�T (3.39)

K 2kF (�r;r=�T ;�0)=
�2T�0

2

�

1+
�0

2

�

(1� �T )e
� 2�r=�T :

Note thatK 2kF issuppressed in thislim itby the sm allvalue ofthe barecoupling.Likethe localspin susceptibility,

theequal-tim ecorrelatordoesnothavecrossoveratr� �K athigh tem peratures.Instead,thecorresponding scaling

function forr� �T hasa factorized form ,K (r=�T ;T=TK )/ f1(r=�T )f2(T=TK ).

Thebehavioroftheequal-tim ecorrelation function atT � TK and r� �K can becalculated using Nozi�eresFerm i

liquid approach. Indeed,the im purity spin at the infrared K ondo �xed point should be replaced by the localspin

density J(0)forr� 0,up to a constantm ultiplicativefactor17;18:

Sim p /
vF JL (0)

TK
: (3.40)

Substituting thisin the de�nition ofK un and K 2kF ,weobtain at�nite T:

K 2kF (r=�T )= � (1=2)Kun(r=�T )=
constT 2

TK sinh
2
(�Tr=vF )

(3.41)

Thus,atT ! 0 theequal-tim ecorrelatorK decaysassin2 kF r=r
4 (seeEq.(2.13)).Thisresultwasobtained by Ishii26

in the contextofthe Anderson m odel. The behaviorofthe equal-tim e correlatorsK 2kF (r) and K un(r) in di�erent

regim esissum m arized in Fig.4 and Fig.5.

IV .LA R G E K M U LT I-C H A N N EL K O N D O M O D EL.

Theinform ation thatonegetsforthesingle-channelK ondom odelusingperturbativeRG isverylim ited,and further

num ericalanalysisisrequired.To justify the presenceofthe K ondo length scalem ore,we analysethe m ulti-channel

m odelwith large band m ultiplicity. The generalization ofthe above perturbative analysisto the m ulti-channelcase

isquite straightforward.The Ham iltonian forthe Sim p = 1=2 k-channelK ondo m odelisgiven by Eq.(2.2). Further

analysisofSection IIappliesto them ulti-channelcaseaswell.Som eoftherelevantperturbative1=k calculationsfor

the m ulti-channelK ondo e�ectweredone by G an4.Hisscaling equationsand conclusionsaboutthe screening cloud

are,however,di�erentfrom ours.W e referto som eofhisresultsbelow.

A .T he localspin susceptibility.

Spin susceptibilitiesofthem ulti-channelK ondoproblem alsosatisfy RG equation Eq.(2.21).However,thediagram s

which contributeto thesam eorderin 1=k aredi�erentfrom thesingle-channelcase.Sincethelow-tem perature�xed

pointforcoupling constantis� 1=k,each vertex producesa 1=k factor.[Hereweassum ethatthe barecoupling,�0,

isalso O (1/k).]Each loop,on the otherhand,givesa largefactorofk.Com bination ofthese factorsdeterm inesthe

diagram sthatone needsto calculate to a given orderin 1=k.The num berofdiagram sis�nite (see Appendix A for

details).W e shallcalculatethe spin correlatorsofinterestup to the �rstnon-zero orderin 1=k.

The solution ofthe scaling equations for the coupling constant up to subleading order in 1=k were obtained by

G an4.From the calculation ofthe conduction electron self-energy he�ndsthatthe �-function isgiven by:

�(�E )= � �
2
E +

1

2
k�

3
E +

1

2
ka�

4
E �

1

4
k
2
�
5
E ; (4.1)

wherea issom enon-universalnum ber,which dependson thecuto� procedure.The 
ow forthe overscreened K ondo

m odelisshown in Fig.1.The low-tem peraturephysicsisdeterm ined by the interm ediate-coupling stable �xed point

�� given by �(��)= 0:
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�
� =

2

k

�

1+
2� 4a

k

�

: (4.2)

Theposition ofthe�xed pointisnotuniversal.O n theotherhand,theslopeofthebeta-function atthis�xed point,

� � �0(��)isthe dim ension ofthe leading irrelevantoperator17,and should be universal:

� = �
0(��)=

2

k+ 2
: (4.3)

Thisfactisreadily checked from Eq.(4.1).

It is su�cient for our purposes to consider the �-function in the leading order in 1=k,Eq.(2.3). At this order

�� = � = 2=k.Solving Eq.(2.18),weobtain:

k

2
(�E + lnj�E j)= ln

E

TK
; (4.4)

where

TK = D exp

�
k

2
�

1

�0

� �
k�0=2

1� k�0=2

� k=2

(4.5)

�E �
2

k�E
� 1

W e assum e that the bare coupling �0 is su�ciantly weak on the 1=k scale,� 0 < 2=k. Then the solution for the

running coupling constantisrewritten as:

�E =
��

F (� 1)

��
E

TK

��
�

+ 1

: (4.6)

Here F (� 1)(y)isthe function inverse to F (x)= xexp(x). The asym ptotic form ofthissolution atE � TK isalso

useful:

�E = �
� �

�
E

TK

� �

: (4.7)

Theanalysisofthelocalspin susceptibility isparallelto thesingle-channelcase(Section III).Itiseasy to seethat

the uniform partofthe localspin susceptibility should vanish in the m ulti-channelm odelaswell(see Appendix B).

Therefore,forthe m ostgeneralm agnetic im purity (i.e. with gyrom agnetic ratio notnecessarily 2)we are leftwith

electron and im purity partsoftheoscillating localspin susceptibility �2kF ;el(r;T),�2kF ;im p(r;T).TheRG equations

thatthesequantitiessatisfy wereconsidered in Section II.Theonly di�erencewith thesingle-channelcaseisthatthe

�-function and anom alousdim ension aredi�erent,with 
im p(�)now given by:


im p(�)=
k�2

2
: (4.8)

The non-universalscalefactorforthe solution ofthe RG equationsEq.(2.17)then is:

exp

"

�

Z �0

0


im p(�)

�(�)
d�

#

’
1

1� k�0=2
: (4.9)

The scaling functionsin the large-k lim itare determ ined from the perturbative analysis(see Appendix A).W e �nd

again thatthe scaling equationsEq.(2.21)areobeyed,and the solutionsaregiven by:

�2kF ;im p(�T ;x)=
1

1� k�0=2

�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)

sinh(2�x)
(4.10)

�2kF ;tot(�T ;x)=
(3�3=8)k�2E x

sinh(2�x)
+
�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)

sinh(2�x)
;
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where

�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)= (�2=4)(1� k�T =2)

2 k�E

1� k�E =2
(4.11)

and �E isthe coupling atthe energy scale E (x)= T=[1� exp(� 4�x)]e,justlike in the single-channelcase. �E ,�T
are functionsofE =TK orT=TK given by Eq.(4.6).Using Eq.(4.10)togetherwith Eq.(4.6)we determ ine the scaling

functions�2kF ;im p and �2kF ;elup totheleadingorderin 1=k in thescalinglim it�0 ! 0,r� 1=kF atalltem peratures:

�2kF ;im p(T=TK ;x)=
�2

2sinh(2�x)

�
F (� 1)[(T=TK )

� ]

F (� 1)[(T=TK )
� ]+ 1

� 2
1

F (� 1)[(E =TK )
� ]

(4.12)

�2kF ;el(T=TK ;x)=
3�3x

2ksinh(2�x)

1
�
F (� 1)[(E =TK )

� ]+ 1
�2:

Itisinteresting to notethatEq.(4.11)hasa factorized form ,wheretheT-dependenceisonceagain thatofthespin

�
(1)

2kF
(�T ;x)=

2�2T�tt(T)

kF (� 1)[(E =TK )
� ]
: (4.13)

Consider now Eq.(4.10) in various lim its. O bviously,�E = �r for r � �T ,and �E = �T for r � �T . At high

tem peratures�T � �K ,and the crossoveratr � �K doesnothappen -justlike we have seen in the single-channel

case.Forr � �T the correlation functionsdecay exponentially,justaswe haveseen in the single-channelcase.The

m ostinteresting isthe low-tem peraturelim itT � TK ,r� �T .In thislim itwe�nd:

�2kF ;im p

�
T

TK
;
r

�T

�

=
��T

4r

(T=TK )
2�

F (� 1)[(�K =[4�r])
� ]

1

1� k�0=2
(4.14)

�2kF ;el

�
T

TK
;
r

�T

�

=
3�2

4k

1
�
F (� 1)[(�K =[4�r])

� ]+ 1
�2 + (k�0=2)�2kF ;im p

�
T

TK
;
r

�T

�

:

The scaling function forthe electron piece in the lim it�0 ! 0 appearsin the subleading orderin 1=k.Fornon-zero

bare coupling there is also a piece in the leading order,which is proportionalto the im purity scaling function in

Eq.(4.14)and the anom alousfactor.

Asin the single-channelcase,the weak coupling behaviorisnotrecovered inside the screening cloud.O utside the

screening cloud,forT � TK and �K � r� �T ,the localspin susceptibility takesthe form :

�2kF ;tot

�
T

TK
;
rT

vF

�

=
�vF

4rT

�
4�rT2

�K T
2
K

� �

+
3�2

4k
: (4.15)

The T-divergence is not rem oved at low tem peratures,and Eq.(4.15) does not have the Ferm i-liquid form ,as one

could expectforanon-Ferm i-liquid low-tem perature�xed point.ThedistancedependentK nightshiftforoverscreened

K ondo �xed pointcan also be understood atr > �K using the generalization ofthe Nozi�eres’Ferm iliquid approach

developed by one ofusand Ludwig17.

The spin susceptibility isobtained asthe leading term atthe low-tem perature �xed pointpluscorrectionsin the

leading irrelevant operator. For the overscreened K ondo �xed point the leading irrelevant operator contribution

corresponds to the second term in Eq.(4.15). It is surprising that the dom inant divergent term [the �rst term in

Eq.(4.15)]in the lim it T ! 0,r � �T ,or in the lim it k ! 1 appears in the �rst order in the leading irrelevant

coupling.An interested readercan �nd the detailson thistechnicalpointin Appendix C.

B .Integrated susceptibilities.

Aswehaveseen forthesingle-channelcase,the static spin susceptibility ism ostly given by the im purity-im purity

correlation function,�ii(T),while other pieces contribute only a sm allfraction which is proportionalto the bare

coupling constant,orbarecoupling constantsquared.Itiseasy to seethatthisisalso thecaseforthe m ulti-channel

m odel.Indeed,according to G an4,
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�ii(T)=
1

4T

�

1� k�
2
0 ln

D

T

�

(4.16)

�ie(T)= �
�0k

8T

�

1� k�
2
0 ln

D

T

�

�ee(T)=
�20k

2

16T

�

1� k�
2
0 ln

D

T

�

:

Thus,from the scaling equationsEq.(2.21)weobtain:

�ii =
�tt

(1� k�0=2)
2

�it =
�tt

1� k�0=2
; (4.17)

wherethe scaling function forthe totalspin susceptibility isgiven by:

�tt =
1

4T

�

1�
k�T

2

� 2

: (4.18)

Using Eq.(4.6),wecan rewriteEq.(4.18)in the form :

�tt(T)=
1

4T

�
F (� 1)[(T=TK )

� ]

F (� 1)[(T=TK )
� ]+ 1

� 2

: (4.19)

The electron-im purity and im purity-im purity correlatorscontain sm allnessassociated with the barecoupling:

�ie ’ �
k�0

2
�tt(T) �ee ’

k2�20

4
�tt(T): (4.20)

Thus,thespin susceptibility isgiven m ostly by theim purity-im purity spin correlator,and fora system with im purity

g-factor g 6= 2 there are corrections to the bulk susceptibility proportionalto the bare coupling. For T < TK the

scaling function forthe totalspin susceptibility takesthe form :

�tt ’
1

4T

�
T

TK

� 2�

: (4.21)

Asin Section IIIB,thisfactiseasilyunderstoodin thebosoniclanguageusingcanonicaltransform ation.Thebosonized

K ondo Ham iltonian forthe k-channelm odelhasthe form :

H =

Z 1

� 1

dr

"

(@r’L (r))
2 �

he
p
k

p
2�

@r’L (r)

#

+ H
para

0 +
p
2�k�0S

z
@r’L (0)

+ const� �0(S
+
e
i
p
8�=k’ L (0)O

para + h:c:)� hiS
z
: (4.22)

Here ’ is the canonically norm alized totalspin boson,i.e. the sum ofthe spin bosonsfor each channeldivided byp
k. The additional,independentdegreesoffreedom which couple to the im purity correspond to the SU (2)k W ess-

Zum ino-W itten m odelwith one free boson factored out. Thisisthe Zk paraferm ion m odel27. Forthe k = 2 case it

correspondsto an extra Ising degreeoffreedom ,orequivalently a M ajorana ferm ion.Theseextra degreesoffreedom

play no rolein the canonicaltransform ation.

Changing the bosonic�eld ’L (r)= ~’L (r)+
p
kherp
8�

,the Ham iltonian takesthe form :

H =

Z 1

� 1

dr(@r ~’L (r))
2 + H

para

0 �
k

8�
h
2
e(2L)+

p
2�k�0S

z
@r ~’L (0)

+ const� �0(S
+
e
i
p

8�=k ~’ L (0)O
para + h:c:)�

�

hik�0
he

2

�

S
z
: (4.23)

Thus,forthe Free energy,we have:

F (hi;he)= �
Lk

4�vF
h
2
e + F (0;hi�

hek�0

2
) (4.24)

14



Forthe susceptibilitieswethen obtain:

�ie = �
k�0

2
�ii; �ee =

�
k�0

2

� 2

�ii; (4.25)

with �0 =
k

2�vF
L,the Pauliterm .Thisagreeswith the large-k results.

Let’s now return to the issue ofscreening. The electron-totalpiece ofthe spin susceptibility,�et = �ee + �ei,is

given by the integralofthe localspin susceptibility �(r;T).Asin the single-channelcase,since �(r;T)only hasthe

oscillating piece,this integralis determ ined by the short-distance contribution,r � 1=kF . The form of�(r;T) at

r� 1=kF iscuto�-dependent.Howeverthisdependencedisappearsin theintegral,which describesconduction electron

spin polarization. In case ofa 3D Ferm igasthe cuto� procedure iswell-de�ned. The factthatthe netconduction

electron spin polarization dueto im purity com esm ainly from r� 1=kF isindeed justi�ed to theordersweworked in

perturbation theory.From Eq.(4.10),with �E ’ �r ’ �0
<
� 1=k wecan write forthe localspin susceptibility:

�(r;T)=
k�0�tt(T)

1� k�0=2

�
cos2kF r

8�r3
�

sin2kF r

16�kF r
4

�

: (4.26)

W e have checked this conjecture to the leading orderin 1=k. Integration ofthisexpression overr givesthe correct

resultfor�et,

�et(T)=
� k�0=2

1� k�0=2
�tt(T): (4.27)

O bviously,the m ajorcontribution to the integral

Z 1

0

d
3
r�(r;T)/

Z 1

0

dr
d

dr

�
sin2kF r

2kF r

�

(4.28)

com esfrom r� 1=kF .

C .Equal-tim e correlation function.

Aswe haveseen above,the zero-frequency spin correlatorvanishesasT 2� when T ! 0.Italso obeysa zero-sum

rule. As in the single-channelcase,the equal-tim e spin correlatorK (r;T)=


Szel(r;0)S

z
im p(0)

�
has a nonvanishing

sum rule,since


SzelS

z
im p

�
= � 1=4.The uniform partofthe equal-tim espin correlatorisnon-zero.

Consider the equal-tim e correlators K un(r;T) and K 2kF (r;T) using the 1=k expansion. K (r,T) satisfy scaling

equationsEq.(2.21).Asin the single-channelcase,forr> �T the spin correlatorsdecay exponentially.The behavior

ism ostinteresting forr � �T ,where ourexpressionsare considerably sim pli�ed. Expressing ourresultsin term sof

e�ective coupling atscaler,�r,we get:

K un(�r;r=�T )= �
1

1� k�0=2

�vF k�
2
r

2r
(1� k�r=2)

2 (4.29)

K 2kF (�r;r=�T )=
1

1� k�0=2

�vF

8r
k�r(1� k�r=2)

W ecan rewritetheseexpressionsusing Eq.(4.6)in term sofT=TK ,r=�T variables.Suppressing the anom alousfactor

1=(1� k�0=2),weobtain:

K un

�
T

TK
;
r

�T

�

= �
2�T�T

kr
L
2[(4�r=�K )

� ] (4.30)

K 2kF

�
T

TK
;
r

�T

�

=
�T�T

4r
L[(4�r=�K )

� ];

whereL(x)isthe function de�ned by

L(x)�
F (� 1)(1=x)

(F (� 1)(1=x)+ 1)2
: (4.31)
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A plotofthis function is shown in Fig. 6. As we have discussed in Section III,the integralofK (r;T)should not

vanish. It is given by Eq.(3.35),as in the single-channelcase. The integralover long distances r � �K can be

calculated explicitly from Eq.(4.29)by changing variabler! �r.Using Eq.(2.18),

Z 1

0

drK un(�r;r)

2�vF
=

Z �
�

�0

k�r � 2

2� k�0

d�r

2��
=
k�0 � 2

8
: (4.32)

Thus,in this case the screening length � �K is explicitly present. The dependence on the bare coupling constant

�0 issurprising,since itshould notbe there according to the sum rule Eq.(3.35). The m issing partofthe sum rule

com esfrom theshortdistances.To providethem osttransparentdem onstration ofthis,wewritethesecond equation

in Eq.(4.29)fora 3D Ferm igas,so thatcos(2kF r)isreplaced by cos(2kF r)� [sin(2kF r)=2kF r],asin Eq.(4.26).The

short-distanceintegral,which isanalogousto Eq.(4.28),givesprecisely thecom pensating term � k�0=8 needed forthe

sum ruleEq.(3.35)to be obeyed.

The low-tem peraturedecay ofthe equal-tim ecorrelatoratr� �K in the overscreened m ultichannelK ondo m odel

can be obtained using conform al�eld theory approach (seeAppendix C).Indeed,atthelow tem perature�xed point

wehave17;18:

Sim p ! const�(0;0)T � �

K
; (4.33)

where � is the s = 1 prim ary ofdim ension � = 2

2+ k
,constis a non-universalconstant. W e then obtain for K 2kF

from conform alinvariance:

K 2kF (r)/

�
(�(0;0)� �)

2T �
K

 
y

L
(0;r) L (0;� r)

�

/
1

T �
K
r1+ �

; (4.34)

in agreem ent with the large-k result Eq.(4.30). The sam e leading order calculation gives zero for K un, since

h�(0;0)� J(0;r)i= 0.The �rst-orderterm in the leading irrelevantoperatorgives

K un(r)/
1

T 2�
K

r1+ 2�
; (4.35)

which also agrees with Eq.(4.30). It is interesting to note that,unlike the single-channelK ondo m odel,the long-

distancedecay ofthe uniform and 2kF correlatorsisdi�erent.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

Although thetechniquesem ployed in thispaper,renorm alization group im proved perturbation theory and thelarge

k lim itare oflim ited validity,they have led to one exactresult(allordersin perturbation theory)and suggested a

certain conjecturewhich,iftrue,lead to a rathercom pletepictureoftheK ondo screening cloud.W e�rstsum m arize

the exact result and the conjecture,pointing out a consistency check between them and then state the resulting

conclusions.

� Theuniform partofthe r-dependentsusceptibility,vanishesto allordersin perturbation theory.O n the other

hand,the equaltim e correlation function hasa non-zero uniform part,varying on the scale�K atT = 0.

� The2kF partofthe r-dependentsusceptibility hasa factorized form atvF =T � r:

�2kF (r;T)! f(r)�tt(T); (5.1)

where�tt(T)isthe totalsusceptibility (lessthe freeelectron Paulipart).Atsm allr thisbecom es:

�2kF (r;T)!
k�vF

2r
�r�tt(T); (5.2)

where�r isthe e�ective coupling atscaler.Thiswasveri�ed to third orderin perturbation theory and in the

largek lim it(including the O (1=k)correction).
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There is an im portant consistency check relating this result and conjecture and the result �ie = � (�0=2)�ii,

following from the form ula:

�et =

Z

d
3
r�(r): (5.3)

Since �(r) is an RG invariant,it has no explicit dependence on the bare coupling. Ifthe uniform part had been

non-zero,itsintegralwould havegiven a contribution to �et which would beunsuppressed by any powersofthebare

coupling. The integralinvolving �2kF (r)gives0 forr � 1=kF due to the cos(2kF r)factorand hence isdeterm ined

by the value of�2kF atshortdistancesofO (1=kF ). In thislim it�2kF (r)/ �r � �0 and integrating Eq. (5.2)gives

�et ’ � (�0k=2)�tt.

Strictly speaking thisconsistency check requiresyetanotherconjecture:

�(r)�
�2kF

4�2r2vF

�

cos(2kF r)�
sin2kF r

2kF r

�

�
k�r�tt(T)

8�r2

�

cos(2kF r)�
sin2kF r

2kF r

�

; (5.4)

forr� �K ;vF =T.Thislastconjecture,involvescorrectionsofO (1=kF )which wehavenotcalculated system atically

and go beyond the scope ofthe one-dim ensionalm odel.W e did check the resultin lowestorderin 1=k.

Despite the lim itations ofour calculationalapproach,we are thus led to a fairly com plete understanding ofthe

K ondo screening cloud.The heuristic picture ofNozi�eresand othersofthe K ondo groundstateisseen to be correct.

The im purity essentially form sa singletwith an electron which is in a wave-function spread outovera distance of

O (�K ).Thisisseen from ourcalculation oftheT = 0 equaltim e correlation function which variesoverthe scale�K .

O n the other hand the behaviour ofstatic susceptibilities is considerably m ore subtle. A naive picture that an

in�nitesim alm agnetic �eld fully polarizesthe im purity butinduces a com pensating polarization ofthe electronsis

certainly wrong. Rather the im purity polarization is proportionalto the weak m agnetic �eld and the integrated

polarization ofthe electrons (with the free electron value subtracted) is m uch sm aller (proportionalto �0). The

�nitenessofthe T = 0 im purity susceptibility resultsfrom itstendency to form a singletwith the electrons.

Ifwenow exam inetherdependenceoftheelectron polarization,we�nd thatitissm allatshortdistances(O (�0)).

However,itexhibitsa universaloscillating form atlong distanceswhich isnotsuppressed by any powersof�0 but

only by a dim ensionalfactors of1=r2. The fact that it is purely oscillating ensures that the contribution to the

integrated polarization isnegligible.The envelopeofthisoscillating susceptibility,consistsofthe dim ensionalfactor

of1=r2 tim esan interesting and universalscaling function ofr=�K and T=TK . Thisscaling function factorizesinto

�tt(T)f(r=�K )forvF =T � r.

O urwork leavesvariousopen questionsforfurtherstudy. Itseem splausible thatourconjecture could be proven

to allordersin perturbation theory,thusputting thiswork on a m ore solid foundation. There are three interesting

universalscaling functionswhich wehaveintroduced,oneforthe2kF susceptibility and two fortheuniform and 2kF
equaltim ecorrelation functions.A generalcalculation ofthesefunctionscould perhapsbeaccom plished by quantum

M onte Carlo orexactintegrability m ethods. Results on the T = 0 lim it ofthe susceptibility scaling function were

given in Ref.[5].An obviousgeneralization ofourcalculationsisto generalfrequency dependentG reen’sfunctions.

M ostim portantly,experim entalresultson the K ondo screening cloud are very lim ited. The NM R experim entsof

Boyce and Slichteronly probe extrem ely shortdistances,r � 1=kF . O urwork showsthatthese resultsare entirely

consistent with a large screening cloud. However,these experim ents do not directly probe the scale �K . NM R is

probably not a feasible technique for doing this since it is di�cult to study distances ofm ore than a few lattice

constants. O ne possibility m ightbe neutron scattering,which could in principle m easure �(q;!) for q � 2kF . An

alternativeisto study sm allsam pleswith dim ensionsofO (�K )
28.

W ewould liketo thank A.V.Balatsky,J.G an,F.Lesage,N.Prokof’ev,H.Saleur,D.J.Scalapino,E.S.S�rensen,

P.C.E.Stam p,B.Stojkovi�c,C.Varm a and A.Zawadowskiforusefuldiscussionsand com m ents.Thisresearch was

supported by NSERC ofCanada.

A P P EN D IX A :P ER T U R B A T IV E R ESU LT S

Thediagram techniqueforinteractionsinvolving spin operatorsiscom plicated dueto theirnontrivialcom m utation

relations.Itispossibleto expressthese operatorsin term sofpseudoferm ion operators22;29:

Sim p =
1

2

X

�;�= 1;2

f
y���

�f�: (A1)
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Theproblem in usingtheferm ion substitution Eq.(A1)isthatthe�-m atriceshavedim ensionality 2,whiletheferm ion
spaceisfour-dim ensional.Thus,only the stateswith

N =
X

�

f
y�
f� = 1 (A2)

are physical. This constraint is im posed by choosing appropriate chem ical potential22. For exam ple, Popov’s

technique29 adds an im aginary chem icalpotential, i�T=2, to the pseudoferm ions. Then the contribution of the

nonphysicalstates to the partition function is zero. The diagram technique then becom es the standard ferm ion

technique with the one-dim ensionalconduction electron (left-m overs)propagator(i!n + vF k)
� 1,the pseudoferm ion

propagator(i!n � i[�T=2])� 1,and the interaction Ham iltonian

H int = vF �0
��
��

�



4
 
y�

L
(0)fy
f� L �(0): (A3)

Forourpurposeofcom putation ofspatialcorrelatorsitisconvenientto work in thecoordinater;�-space,wherethe

propagatorforthe left-m overstakestheform :

G 0(z)=
�T

sin[�Tz]
; z = vF � + ix: (A4)

Forthelowest-orderdiagram sitm ay bem oreconvenientto calculatetim e-ordered im purity spin averagesdirectly.

Such spin operatorG reen’sfunction approach wasapplied successfully,forexam ple,in caseoflong-rangeHeisenberg

ferrom agnets30.Consider



S
i
S
j
::::S

k
�
; (A5)

where i;j;:::;k = fz;+ ;� g. O bviously,this average is zero when the totalnum ber ofS+ operatorsis notequalto

the totalnum berofS� . Consider�rstaveragescontaining only Sz operators. Forodd num berofspin operatorsit

vanishes.In oursim ple S = 1=2 case Tr
�
[Sz]2n

�
= 1=4n.O ne can use spin com m utation relationsand the relations

S+ S� = (1=2)+ Sz,S� S+ = (1=2)� Sz to calculatethe averageEq.(A5).

Alldiagram sforthespin susceptibility�(r;T)up tothird orderareshown in Fig.7.Thegraphs(a)-(d)representthe

electron-im purity part,whilethegraphs(e)-(i)theelectron-electron part.W eonly show theelectron G reen functions

on these diagram s.The dashed line representsthe boundary.Forthe electron-im purity spin correlation function the

externalelectron spin operatorSel(r)takesthepropogatoraway from theboundary.In caseofelectron-electron part

ofthe K nightshifttherearetwo such operators.W e haveto integrateoverthe position ofoneoftheseoperators.

Straightforward calculationslead to the �nalresults stated in Eqs. (3.1),(3.17)ofSection IIIA.To calculate the

equal-tim ecorrelatorhSel(r;0)Sim p(0)i,weneed to evaluate the graphs(b)-(d)ofFig.7 onceagain.The �rstgraph

(a)isfrequency-independent,i.e.itisthesam easfortheelectron-im purity partofthelocalspin susceptibility.Both

uniform and 2kF partsarenow non-zero.The resultofthiscalculation isgiven by Eq.(3.36)ofSection IIIC.

Forthediscussion ofstaticsusceptibilitiesin Section IIIB weneed to calculateim purity-im purity part,in addition

to space integralsof�ie(r;T)and �ee(r;T).The second-and third-ordergraphsfor�ii(T)are shown in Fig.8.The

leading orderis,ofcourse,1=4T.W e �nd that

4T�ii = 1� �
2
0

�

ln
D

T
+ A 1

�

(A6)

� �
3
0

�

ln
2 D

T
+ A 2 ln

D

T
+ const

�

4T�ie = �
�0

2
+ B 1�

2
0 +

�30

2
ln
D

T
+ const�

3
0

4T�ee =
�20

4
+ const�

3
0:

In general,theconstantsA 1,A 2,and B 1 in Eq.(A6)depend on thecuto�procedure.However,thesethreeconstants

are connected,A 2 + 4B 1 � 2A1 = 0,asfollowsdirectly from the resultsofW ilson23 on the scaling propertiesofthe

totalspin susceptibility. Using this connection and Eq.(3.25),the fact that allthree scaling functions for the spin

susceptibility areequalup to the term s� �2T iseasily dem onstrated.

Considernow them ulti-channelcase.Aswehavem entioned in thetext,thegraph selection in thiscaseisdi�erent,

sinceeach vertex � is� 1=k.To theorder1=k weneed to calculateallthegraphsin Fig.7,except(c)and (i),which

18



are ofthe order1=k2. In addition,we need to calculate the fourth-ordergraph shown in Fig. 9. The resultofthis

calculation isgiven by Eq.(4.10)in the text.

Calculationsofthe equal-tim e correlatorare som ewhatm ore involved.W hile K 2kF (r;T)in Eq.(4.29)isalso non-

zero up to thisorder,K un(r;T)vanishes.W eneed to go to thenextorderin 1=k to �nd theanswer.Fortheterm sof

theorder1=k2,weneed to calculategraph (c)in Fig.7,and additionalfourth and �fth ordergraphsshown in Fig 10

The bulk susceptibility results are found again by calculating �ii(T) and r-integrating the K night shift. In the

leading orderweonly need to considersecond-ordergraph in Fig.8.

A P P EN D IX B :P R O O F T H A T T H E U N IFO R M PA R T O F T H E LO C A L SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y VA N ISH ES

As clari�ed in the text,the localspin susceptibility can be written as a sum ofim purity and electron parts(see

Eq.(2.10)).W e willconsiderthese two partsseparately forthe purposeofthisproof.

Consider�rstthe im purity part,�un;im p(r).Using Eq.(2.15),onecan write:

�un;im p(r;T)= vF

*

T

"Z �

0

d� 
y

L
(r;�)

�z

2
 L (r;�)S

z
im p(0)exp

(

�

Z �

0

d�
0
H int(�

0)

) #+

(B1)

+ (r$ � r);

where H int isgiven by Eq.(2.9).The factthatthiscontribution vanishesisvery easily seen when we perform the �

integration.Indeed,in every orderin perturbation theory �un;im p(r;T)can be written as:

�un;im p(r;T)=

Z �

0

Z �

0

d�1d�2I(�1;�2;r)� F (�1;�2); (B2)

where

I(�1;�2;r)=

Z �

0

d�G (r;� � �1)G (� r;�2 � �); (B3)

or,equivalently,

I =

Z �

0

d�(�T)2

sin[�T(vF � � vF �1 + ir)]sin[�T(vF �2 � vF � � ir)]
: (B4)

After the change ofintegration variable,� ! exp(i2�TvF �),one encounterscontourintegration with two poleson

oneside (seeFig.11),and I = 0.

Consider now the electron part,�un;el(r). Here the cancellation of�un;el(r) is less trivialsince there are other

graphsin addition to thosewith the integration Eq.(B4)(seeFig.12):

G (r0;� �1)G (r� r
0
;�)G (� r;�2 � �)�(�2 � �1) (B5)

G (r;� � �1)G (r
0� r;� �)G (� r

0
;�2)�(�2 � �1);

where�(�2 � �1)isdeterm ined by thefullperturbativeseries.W enow introducethecom plex notation,z � �T(vF � +

ir),and rem em berthatG (z)= �T=sinz.Then the sum ofthe graphsin Fig.12 gives:

�(z2 � z1)

sin(z� z0)

�
1

sin(z2 � z)sin(z0� z1)
�

1

sin(z2 � z0)sin(z� z1)

�

=

�(z2 � z1)sin(z1 � z2)

sin(z� z1)sin(z2 � z)sin(z0� z1)sin(z2 � z0)
; (B6)

which isgraphically presented in Fig.12.Integration over� Eq.(B4)yieldszero in thiscaseaswell.G eneralization of

thisproofto the m ultiple num berofchannelsisquite trivial.Indeed,the graphsthatcancelhavethe sam echannel-

dependentfactor.Aswehaveseen above,thecrucialstep oftheproofisthattheintegralEq.(B4)iszero.Thus,the

q= 0 partofthe correlatorisabsentonly forzero-frequency spin-spin correlators,notforequaltim e correlators.

Note thatthe absence ofthe uniform partin the distance-dependentK nightshift becom es trivialin the bosonic

language(seeSection IIIB).Indeed,since
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S
z
el(vF � + ir)=

1
p
2�

@r’L (vF � + ir); (B7)

we�nd:

�un(r)/

Z �

0

d�

�
1

p
2�

@r ~’L (vF � + ir)Sz
�

= �
i

p
2�

(< ~’L (ir+ vF �)S
z
> � < ~’L (ir)S

z
> )= 0; (B8)

because ~’L (z)isperiodicin the im aginary tim e variable.Note thatwedon’tneed to worry abouta potentialshort-

distancesingularity becausethetotalspin hasbeen replaced by theim purity spin in theexpression for�un using the

aboveargum ent.A sim ilarargum entfor�un = 0 wasgiven in Ref.[13].

A P P EN D IX C :LO W -T EM P ER A T U R E LO N G D ISTA N C E LO C A L SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y IN T H E

M U LT I-C H A N N EL K O N D O M O D EL.

�2kF (r;T)isdeterm ined by the infrared stable �xed pointforr� �K ,T � TK and any value ofthe ratio rT=vF .

Fork > 1 (and Sim p = 1=2)this�xed pointisofnon-Ferm iliquid type.Thelow-tem peraturenon-Ferm i-liquid m ulti-

channelK ondo �xed point was analysed by Ludwig and one ofus17{19 using conform al�eld theory. W e refer the

readerto theseworksand a recentreview31 fordetails.In thebosonized form spin,charge,and 
avoursectorsofthe

free ferm ion Ham iltonian are separate.O nly the spin sectorisinteresting in the K ondo problem ,since the im purity

spin couples to the spin current. The e�ect ofthe strong coupling �xed point17 is such that the low-tem perature

Ham iltonian density iswritten in term sofnew spin currents,

H s =
1

2�(k + 2)
J
2(x); (C1)

where

J(x)=
X

j

 
y

L j
(x)

�

2
 L j(x)+ 2�S�(x): (C2)

The Fourierm odes ofthe spin currentsfor a system with Ham iltonian density Eq.(C1)de�ned on a large circle of

circum ference2l,

Jn =
1

2�

Z l

� l

dxe
in�x=l

J(x); (C3)

satisfy the usualK ac-M oody com m utation relations,

�
J
a
n;J

b
m

�
= i�

abc
J
c
n+ m +

1

2
kn�

ab
�n+ m ;0: (C4)

Here �abc isthe antisym m etric tensorand k isthe K ac-M oody level. To the leading order,the K nightshiftisgiven

by:

�2kF (r;T)= �
vF

2�

Z �

0

Z + 1

� 1

d�dy

�

 
y

L
(0;r)

�z

2
 L(0;� r)Jz(�;y)

�

: (C5)

Using O PE

J(�)�

2
 L (z)= �

3=4

� � z
 L (z)+ Reg(� � z) (C6)

J(�)�

2
 
y

L
(z)=

3=4

� � z
 
y

L
(z)+ Reg(� � z); (C7)

whereReg(� � z)denotesa function which isregularat� ! z,werewrite�2kF (r;T = 0)as

�2kF (r)= �
vF

8�

Z + 1

� 1

Z + 1

� 1

d�dy

�

�
1

� + iy� ir
+

1

� + iy+ ir

�

<  L (0;� r) 
y

L
(0;r)> : (C8)

20



The G reen’sfunction fortwo pointson the oppositesidesofthe boundary takesthe form :

D

 
y

L
(z1) L (�z2)

E

=
S(1)

z1 � �z2
; (C9)

where

S(1) =
cos[2�=(2+ k)]

cos[�=(2+ k)]
(C10)

is the S-(scattering) m atrix,calculated in Ref.[19]. This is a universalcom plex num ber,which depends on the

universality class ofthe boundary conditions. In the one-channelK ondo e�ect S(1) = � 1,corresponding to a �=2

phase shift. Atthe overscreened K ondo �xed pointsjS(1)j< 1,which m eansm ultiparticle scattering. Substracting

freeelectron contribution and perform ing the integrals,we�nd:

�2kF (r)= k
1� S(1)

2
: (C11)

In the lim it k ! 1 this gives �2kF (r) ’ 3�2=4k,in agreem ent with the large-k result ofSection IV.For k = 1

it agreeswith the Ferm iliquid result Eq.(3.15). Note that no anom alouspowerlaws occur in the leading orderin

irrelevantcoupling constants.O nly thenorm alization re
ectsthenon-Ferm iliquid behavior.Asin thesingle-channel

case,�nite tem peraturecalculationsm ultiply thisexpression by the factor2�x=sin(2�x),wherex = rT=vF .

Consider now corrections to this expression. The leading irrelevant operator which appears17 in the e�ective

lagrangian atthe overscreened K ondo �xed pointisJ� 1 � �,where � isthe s= 1 SU (2)K M prim ary �eld with the

dim ension � = 2=(2+ k).Thedim ension ofthissingletoperatoris1+ �.W ecan again writethisadditionalpieceas

H int �
1

T �
K

(J� 1 � �(0)): (C12)

Thusthe correction isgiven by:

��2kF (r;T)= �
vF

2�T�
K

Z �

0

Z �

0

Z + 1

� 1

d�d�1dy

�

 
y

L
(0;r)

�z

2
 L (0;� r)Jz(�;y)(J� 1 � �(�1;0))

�

: (C13)

To �nd the m ostsingularpartofthisexpression asr! 0,weusethe boundary O PE

 
y

L
(0+ ir)

�

2
 L (0� ir)!

C �(0;0)

r1� �
: (C14)

From conform alinvariance,thiszero-tem peraturecorrelator

h(�(0)� J(z1))(J� 1 � �(z2))i=
C 0

jz1j
2� jz1 � z2j

2jz2j
2�

: (C15)

The �nite-tem perature correlation function which appears under the integralin Eq.(C13) can be obtained using

conform alm apping,a conform altransform ation which m apsthe�nite-tem peraturegeom etry (half-cylinder)onto the

zero-tem peraturehalf-plane.

z = tan(�Tw): (C16)

Here w = � + ir in the �nite-tem perature geom etry.A Virasoro prim ary operatorA(z)ofleftscaling dim ension �A

transform sas

A(w)=

�
dw

dz

� � � A

A(z); (C17)

under conform altransform ation. Using dw(z)=dz = 1=�T(1+ z2),we expressthe �nite-tem perature correlatorsin

term softhezero-tem peratureones.Thenete�ectissuch thatthefactors1=(z1 � z2)forthehalf-planegetreplaced

by �T=sin(�T[w1 � w2])on thehalf-cylinder.Doing theintegralin Eq.(C13)and dropping theconstants,weobtain:

��2kF (r;T)/
1

r1� � T 1� 2� T �
K

; (C18)
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in agreem entwith thelarge-k resultofSection IV,Thisterm issubdom inant,forr� vF =T,com pared to theleading

term in Eq.(C11).O n the otherhand,itbecom eslargerthan the \leading" term ifwetakeT ! 0 with r� �K held

�xed.Anom alouspowersappearfrom irrelevantoperatorcorrections.
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FIG .1. RG 
owsforthe single-channeland the m ulti-channelK ondo problem s.

1) (0,τ )2 (0,τ )3(0,τ 

(r,0)

FIG .2. Singularthird-ordergraph for�(r;T).
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FIG .8. Second and third-ordergraphsforim purity-im purity partofthe spin susceptibility,�ii

FIG .9. Fourth-ordergraph ofthe order1=k.

FIG .10. Fourth and �fth ordergraphsfor�(r;T)thatcontribute to the order1=k2 in the 1=k expansion.
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FIG .11. Contourofintegration forI.
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FIG .12. Cancellation ofthe uniform partofthe localspin susceptibility.

27


