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G round-state properties are exam ined for an extended two-channel K ondo m odel where the
H ibert space of the localized states is extended to Inclide a singlet state in addition to the
doublet states. By m eans of zero-th order variational wavefinctions w ith di erent sym m etries,
which are associated w ith the non-Fem i-liquid and the Ferm i-liquid ground states, we dem on-
strate that the channelexchange coupling via the localized singlet state stabilizes the Ferm i-licquid
wavefunction. The ground-state phase diagram s, which are in qualitative agreem ent w ith the
previous study perform ed by K oga and Shiba, are obtained. T he com parison to the structure of

the resultant wavefunctions suggests that a unique non-Fem i-liquid Fem i-licquid)
exists, irrespective of the localized ground state.
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In a num ber of heavy-ferm ion alloys, rem arkable devi-
ations from the Ferm iliquid behavior have been recently
observed during the course of investigations of exotic
heavy—ferm jon com pounds.!t®) Thisnon-Fem Hiquid be-
havior can be initiated by several m icroscopic origins
due to, forexam ple, the tw o-channelquadrupolarK ondo
e ect,?) a distrdoution of K ondo tem peratures’) or the
critical phenom ena In the viciniy ofa zero-tem perature
quantum phase transition () I m ost of anom alous al-
loys, intersite correlations or disorder e ects are not
negligble to understand the non-Fem iHiquid behavior;
how ever, a pure sihgl-ion m echanisn seem sto be essen-
tial in som e dilute alloys.

In particular, UyTh; xRu,Si X 0:07) show s un—
usual In T dependence in the speci cheat coe cient ,
the caxism agnetic susceptibility and the a-axis resis—
tivity 2’ A couple of experin ental results scaled w ith
uranium concentration convinced us that the anom alous
behaviors are due to an Intrinsic single—ion e ect, in par-
ticular to the m agnetic two-channelK ondo e ect.

On the other hand, UyLa; yRu,Si exhibits an or-
dinary Kondo e ect,'” in which an uranim ion sits
on a crystalline electric eld (CEF) sin ilar to that of
the Th substituted m aterial under tetragonal symm e—
try. The di erence between the two system s is the lo—
cation ofthe rst excited CEF lvelunder the 5f2 con—

guration. The rst singlet excited state is located at
around 25K above the tin ereversal ( 5) ground dou—
bktinU,La; yRu,Sik,whik i is ocated at about 103K
in UxThl XRU2Sj2 .

In the case of the CEF-singkt ground state, which
m ay be realized In the hexagonal com pound UPt3, the
low -energy physics, even for an im puriy case, are still
unclear; in contrast, extensive experin ental investiga-—
tions have been perform ed in order to understand exotic
behaviors such as the unconventional superconductivity
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and extrem ely weak antiferrom agnetisn )

From a theoreticalpoint of view , severalauthors have
Investigated the in uence of the CEF-singlt state on
the nonFem iHliquid xed point of two-channel K ondo
m odelusing the num erical renom alization-group NRG )
m ethod 1?/13) They revealed that them ixing betw een the
two channels via the CEF -singlet state plays an in por-
tant role for stabilizing the Ferm iliquid xed point over
the non-Fem iHiquid one. A though the properties ofthe
Fem iHiquid xed point are m ainly exam ined, it is not
yet apparent how to stabilize the non-Fem iliquid xed
point.

In this letter, it isdem onstrated that tw o ground states
w ith di erent symm etries can be obtained on the basis
of the variational treatm ent due to a levelcrossing be—
tween them !*{'® This approach is of great advantage
for understanding how to stabilize the non-Fem iliquid
state over the Fem iliquid state.

W e begin w ith an extended tw o-channelK ondo m odel
for tetragonal and hexagonal sym m etries, in which the
tin exeversal doublkt £ i and the CEF-shglkt Bi
am ong the J = 4 multiplet are taken into account and
only the lowest 1 interm ediate state hasbeen used in the
Schrie erW ol transfomm ation to derive the exchange
Ham itonian ') W ithin these restrictions, fur states,
which are speci ed by channel and spin indices, am ong
the j= 5=2 partialwave of conduction electrons are cou—
pled w ith the Intemaldegrees of freedom at the in purity
site.

Here i is convenient to introduce the local operators
for the spin and the channel of conduction electrons de—

ned as

X X
m = al];m 0ay o oi 1)
k ko
X X
= aim mm 08,0 0 7 (2)
km k%m0

respectively. Then the extended two-channel K ondo
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m odel is given In term s ofboth operators by

X B
H = kay Ay, t M 45 fiihi 3)
km 1]
0 1
J(i+ %)=2 K . J(, + 3)
A l +
M = v @ K | N K A,
J(;+ ) K J(¢+ 2)=2
where a ~ annihilates the kB loch state of conduction

electrons with the spin ="; #) in the channelm
= 1; 2). The kinetic energy x spreadsover D +D,
D beingthehalfofabandw idth. T he exchange couplings
J, K and j j which represent the energy splitting be—
tween the doublkt state £ i and the singlet state B i,
arem easured in unis ofD . The de nition foreach state
In tem s of the azin uthal com ponent of total angular
mom entum , J, or j,, is summ arized in Tabl I.

Table I. De nition for each state to describe the extended two-—
channelK ondo m odel. Jn i represents the azim uthal com ponent
of total angular m om entum .

State T etragonal H exagonal
E j 3i+ j 1i j 4i+ 3 pZi
B (Ri+ 3 2= 2 (Bi+ 7 3= 2
Ak qn H=2i+ J 3=2i B=21i J 3=2i
ak1s =21 j 1=2i H=2i
Ay on j 1=2i jl=2i j 5=2i
Ak oy j 5=2i+ P=2i J  3=21i B=2i

The second term In eq. (3) is reduced to the usual
tw o-channel K ondo exchange interaction w ith the iso-
lated singlet state B i in the case of K = 0. Nonzero
K tem plays the role ofm ixing the channel degrees of
freedom and the localized doublet state is sin ultaneously
transferred to the singlet state and vice versa. T he num -
ber of conduction electrons in each channel is no longer
oconserved, how ever, the total num ber of electrons,

X 1
Q= a  aknm = i )
km
is still conserved.

Since the H am iltonian (3) is lnvariant underthe trans-
formation m E )$ M E ),namely, dueto thetine-
reversal sym m etry in the original representation oftotal
angularm om entum as given in Tabl I, we can revive a
conserved quantity,*?) totalspin, J, = 3, by assigning

ctitious spin j, to each state as

am! (+§); @m! (+}); @$#)! (});
2 2 2

3
@#)! (5); &) (1); ) 0): ©)

Now we construct possble variational wavefiinctions
for ground states of the extended two—channel K ondo
model. A half lled Q = O state wih spin polarization
of conduction electrons around the in purity will be a
ground state. The non-Fem iHiquid NFL) ground state

m ust nclude the overscreening state, ail#aykoz# j+ 1i (only

one of the tin ereversal pair is presented), which is in—
volved In ©Q ;J;) = (0; 1) state, 73ibeing the localized
state j, and the state lled inside the Femm i sphere to
the extent kr . W hile the nondegenerate Ferm ilicquid
(L) state should be speci ed by the conserved quanti-
ties, (0;0).

T he variational wavefiinctions can be obtained'® if
we begin with the states in which two excied electrons
above the Fem ilvel couple w ith the localized spin state
and then oollect higherorder states w ith particle-hole
excitation which are connected w ith the next low er-order
one by the exchange term s in eq. (1). W e can wrie a
zeroth order wavefunction 9; 1iforNFL and ;01 for
F L states in consideration ofthe tin ereversalsym m etry,
J, $ J,, as

P; 1li=

xkr
(1)

i SRRV EY @

i+ P x2mk,14 1d
1;2

(3)

+ O k2 ko1 #i+ 14+ Y

12 k12 #;k22 ;01 ; (6)

P;0i=

X g | |
P= 1) Jallikeldi 1 J2#ka2 "+l

1;2
1 o . .

+5 1o kil#kol#;+1i Jg2"ke2™; 1i
(3) " 3

+ 15 kK12 #;k21 ;01 ; )

3 v v P
wherewe de ne kim Kim ko olki and

ky Is sinply expressed as n in the variational coe —
cients, @ and “. The Pauliprincipl requires that

2 2 3 3) . .
@ = @ and 1(2)= 2(1) isdue to tin ereversalsym —

12 21
m etry. It isnoted that k11 #;k,1 #;01 (k11 #;k,2 ";01)

does not connect with the above wavefunction ; 1i
(P;01) despite the fact that its conserved quantities are
the sam e.

Ifwe ignore the k dependence of the variationalwave—
functions, they are sin ilar to the wavefunctions which
are obtained by the diagonalization of zeroth-site H am il
tonian in the NRG method.!” The sucoessive renom al
Ization procedure can im prove these localized wavefunc—
tions to involve the low -energy states of conduction elec—
trons. In our zeroth variational wavefiinctions, such a
strict im provem ent is replaced only to take into acoount
the k dependence of conduction electrons.

The candidates In the variational fiinctions are con—
nected wih each other by exchange interactions. The
relations am ong them are schem atically shown n Fig.1.
T he circle w ith the num ber i stands for the i~th com po—
nent ofthe variational function w hose energy is indicated
above the circle (the kinetic energy 1 + , is om itted).
W e can easily expect that J stabilizes the state (0; 1),
while the state (0;0) can be stabilized due to the ex-—
change K because the latter state has two m ixing paths
w ith respect to K , while in the fomm er state, two m ixing
paths are available for J instead ofK . Since the relation

. 0 0,2 4 _
ikem© % 4i= a
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Fig. 1. The relations am ong each com ponent in the variational
wavefunction @) P; 1i, ) P;0i. T he circle w ith the num ber i
stands for the i~th com ponent of the variational function whose
energy is indicated above the circle (the kinetic energy 1+ 2 is
om itted).

of the num ber of m ixing paths rem ains the sam e when
considering higher order wavefiinctions, we expect that
the zeroth orderwavefiinctions contain essential features
to clarify levelcrossing of ground states.

T he Schrodinger equation H EQ;%)]1P;J,i=0

provides us w ith the follow ing set of equations to deter—
@) @)

mine ,, and ,, andE:
8
@ @ ®3)
% 12 12 J A2 1t A2 = 0;
2 @) @) ®3) “)
12 12 J A, A 2K A = 0; ®)
3) 3) @) @)
§ 12 12 J At Ay A, = 0;
: “) @)
(12 + ) 12 2KA2 = 0;
8
w o Po_o@ P _®
% 12 1, J B, 2B, 8K B, = 0;
@) @) @ @
3 12 12 JB2+1+pl_§Bl B, =0; )
e Ps @ ®
. (12 + ) 12 2K Bl + B2 = O;
where 1, = 1+ » E,andPor C; )= @; )orB; )
) @ @ &) )
le. = (1=N ) 3 3;1 ’ le = (1=) 3 ml3’ le n
Cn  Cal)=2.
First, we consider the case J; K D 1, which

is related to the localprobkm in the NRG method as
m entioned above. W e can assume |3 = * (independent

ofk); then egs. (8) and (9) are reduced to
0

10 1
0 J 0 .
B o J 2k B % &
¢ -0
g J J J OA% 3 & = 0 00)
0 2K 0 + 4
EEK 1
b = 0; 11
2 2K + 3 a)

respectively, where ( + E)=2 = h,i= x x=N and the
com ponent of 2 vanishes because of the antisym m etric
condition.

From these equations, we can obtain ground-state en—

ergiesE Q;J,)=E 2hyias
E@©O;, L)=mi( 273; ); (12a)
E (0;0)=min(©; ) (12b)

forJ K and
.1 — o
E ©; 1)=mm§ 2+ 16K 2 ; J; (13a)
1 P———
E (©0;0) = > 24+ 32K 2 13b)
forJ K . Thus, the ground state (0; 1) can be real-

ized for the case J K;jjor J;K , whilke (0;0)
for K J;Jj jor J;K .

Next, we investigate the ground state properties for
various J and K num erically. The variational param —
eters are adjusted suitably with advantage both in the
exchange energies J, K and the kinetic energy . The
phase diagram softhe ground state areshown In Fig.2 (@)
for = 02 (tin ereversaldoublet ground state) and
2P) obr = 02 (CEF-singlkt ground state). The
boundary lines are detem ined by E (0;0) = E (0; 1)
and the singlkt state is stablk for E (0;0) < E (0; 1),
w hile the doublt state is stabl forE (0; 1) < E (0;0).
T hese results are in qualitative agreem ent w ith the pre—
vious study usihg the NRG calculation !?’ The critical
strength ofthe exchange coupling K . for @) orJ. for @)
is roughly determ ined by j j. It isnoted that the bound-
ary Pornegative is shifted to the right m ore than that
expected asK J for arge J, K . Typicalexam ples for
the state (0; 1) are given In the regions I and IV and
for the state (0;0) in the regions IT and IIT in Fig. 2.

(@) (b)

06 06,
K I K
0.5 0.5}
0.4} 0.4}
0.3l 0.3f ]
0.2+ 0.2}
0.1} 0.1
[

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 00 0.1 02 03 04 05 06

Fig. 2. The ground-state diagram s for exchange couplings J and
K:@ =02 ) = 02.Thenature ofthe typical ground
states can be seen in regions I{1IV .

T he changes of variational param eters at k = k= kg
k=kr, k%= ke + Pr @) acrossthephase boundary
areshown in Fig.3@) orJ= 03 and = 02 (I! II)
and 3p) orK = 03and = 02 (OX! 1v).

Fortypical (0; 1) ground state in region I, @
are dom inant. The © tem associated w ith the over—
screening state becom es m ost dom inant as expected in
the conventional two-channelK ondo m odel. T his situa-—
tion is also realized In region IV, although the localized
singlet state is stable (I thiscase, ® tem is expected
to be dom inant), because the exchange energy K sur-
passes the loss of the Iocalized energy j j. Since the
distrbution of intensity soreads over the higher kinetic—
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Fig. 3. Changes of variational param eters at k = k®= ky (k =
kp, k= kp + for @) across the phase boundary: @) for
J=03and = 02 and () orK = 03and = 02.

energy states due to the strong coupling constants, each
Intensity of variational param eters at the Fem i level in
the latter exam ple is an aller than that of the form er ex—
ample. On the other hand, the ® and the ©) tems
are dom Inant for (0;0) ground state in regions IT and ITT,
w hich Include the decoupled CEF -singlet state asa lim it

@ 1 012 Thisresul in plies that a unique non-Fem i
liquid EFem iliquid) xed pointexists, irrespective ofthe
CEF ground state.

T he structure of the wavefunction changes drastically
but continuously across the phase boundary in order to
m ake fuilluse ofthe largerexchange coupling. A sa direct
result of this change, one stable ground state is replaced
by the otherone. T he low -lying excitationsbetw een both
sides of the phase boundary m ight be com pltely dif-
ferent because the nature of the ground state changes
abruptly at the boundary. This situation is essentially
analogous to that of an anisotropic spin S = 1 in the
m agnetic eld, which is describbed by the Ham iltonian,
H =DS? §B.In thisexamplk, the ground state Pi
forB < D isreplaced by j+ 1i orB > D . However, our
variational state has a corresponding m any-body reso-—
nance In contrast to the purely onebody state $,1.

In summ ary, we have investigated the ground-state
properties of the extended tw o-channelK ondo m odelon
the basis of the variational treatm ent. W e construct
the ground-state wavefunctions w ith di erent symm e—
tries, which are associated with the non-Fem iliquid
and the Ferm iliquid ground states. W ithin the O0th or-
der wavefiinctions, in which the particle-hole excitations
are ignored, the non-Fem iHiquid ground state is real-
ized due to the spin exchange J, whilke the channel ex—

change K stabilizes the Fermm Hiquid state both for the
CEF tim ereversaldoublt and the CEF -singlkt ground
states. This quantum phase transition com es from the
com petition between the di erent types of ground states
w ith corresponding m any-body resonances. The com —
parison to the structure of the resultant wavefiinctions
suggests that a unigque non-Fem Hiquid EFerm iHliquid)
xed point exists, irrespective ofthe CEF ground state.
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