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Phase Structures ofM agnetic Im purity M odels w ith T w o-B ody H ybridization

Yue Yu and W an-Peng Tan

Institute ofTheoreticalPhysics,Academ ia Sinica,Beijing 100080,China

Them ostgeneralm odelwith a m agneticim purity coupled to hybridizing and screening channels

ofaconduction band isconsidered.Thepartition function ofthesystem isasym ptotically equivalent

to thatofthem ulti-com ponentkink plasm a with a weak external�eld.Thescaling propertiesofthe

m odels for �nite U are sketched by using the Anderson-Yuval-Ham ann-Cardy poor m an’s scaling

theory. W e point out that it is proper to include a two-body hybridization in order to obtain

correct renorm alization ows. The phase structures are studied graphically for the generalm odel

and variousreduced m odels.A Ferm i-non-Ferm iliquid phasetransition isfound forallthe m odels.

W e also show allpossible phaseswith di�erent�nite tem perature behaviors though they have the

sam e Ferm iliquid �xed pointatlow tem perature.W e also discussthe �xed pointbehaviorsin the

m ixed valence state regim e.

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

The norm al-state properties of the Cu-O -based m a-

terials had been understood phenom enologically on the

basisofthe existence ofthe non-Ferm i-liquid(NFL)-like

groundstates [1][2]. In one dim ension (1-d),it is well-

known that the Luttinger liquid states appear univer-

sally in a wideclassofinteracting system s[3].TheNFL

behaviors are shown for arbitrarily weak interactions

in 1-d. However,for the dim ensions higher than one,

theperturbativerenorm alization group analysisdoesnot

support the NFL behaviors [4]. This prom otes the

non-perturbative approaches to be developed. In 1-d,

bosonization isa powerfulnon-perturbative m ethod [5].

Forhigherdim ensions,severalwaysare applied. People

trytogeneralizethe1-d bosonization proceduretohigher

dim ensionalone.Haldane[6],Houghton and M arston [7]

provided a kind ofbosonization proceduresin higherdi-

m ensions. M ore recently, m any authors use this kind

ofprocedure to discuss whether the NFL behaviorsap-

pear in higher dim ensions [8]. The other subject that

m any investigations focus on is the con� nem ent ofthe

Luttinger liquid behavioram ong the weakly interacting

1-d Tom onaga-Luttingerchains[9].Therestillaresom e

argum entsforthissubject[10]. The way related to this

paperisto study such m odelsthatthe propertiesofthe

m odelscan be obtained eitherexactly orwith the well-

de� ned lim itofvalidity.Forexam ple,varioussingleim -

purity m odelsare good objectsto be studied. Research

forthem can be thoughtofasa starting pointto do the

correspondinglatticem odelsrelated to thephysicsofthe

high tem perature superconduction m aterials.

Ithasbeen known thatatlow energieswhich arem uch

less than the K ondo tem perature, the groundstates of

sim ple m agneticim purity m odels[11][12]areFerm iliq-

uid (FL)[13][14]. Ithasrecently been argued thatthe

generalization ofthose m odels is closely related to the

physicsoftheCu-O -based m aterials[15][16][17][18].It

isim portantthataphasetransition between FL and NFL

states has been found in investigations ofsingle im pu-

rity m odelsbecausetheNFL behaviorcan explain m any

anom aliesofthenorm alstateofhigh tem peraturesuper-

conductors[1][2].

The K ondo m odelis one oftypicalim purity m odels.

Through the bosonization orthe partition function ana-

log,theK ondo problem can bem apped to a one-channel

resonant-levelm odeland hasbeen shown thattheground

statefortheenergy wellbelow theK ondotem peratureis

ofthe FL behavior[19]. The m ulti-channelgeneralized

m odelconsidersallofconduction channelsinteractwith

theim purity orbitalbutonlyonechannelhybridizeswith

the im purity orbital.Following the term inology used by

the authors of [15][16]we calllater the 0-channelor

the hybridizing channeland others the screening chan-

nels. For the � nite range interactions a FL-NFL phase

transition has been shown by m ultiplicative renorm al-

ization group [20]in [16]and by the poor m an’s scal-

ing theory [21]in [17]. Physically, as pointed out by

Zhang,Yu and Su [17],the phase transition is caused

by a com petition between two di� erentkindsofm etallic

behaviors,the NFL behaviorofthe m ulti-channelX-ray

edge problem [22]in the screening channelsand the FL

behavior ofthe one-channelK ondo problem in the hy-

bridizing channel.A m oregeneralim purity m odelisthe

Anderson m odel[11][12]. Perakisetal[15]studied the

m ulti-channelAnderson m odeland also found thatthere

are NFL phases by using W ilson’s num ericalrenorm al-

ization group m ethod [13].A sim ilarcasealso occursfor

a generalized Hubbard m odelin in� nite dim ensions[18].

In a previous Brief Report [23] by one of us, co-

operatingwith Liand d’Am berum enil,oneshowedthatit

isnecessary to introducea hybridization oftwo hybridiz-

ing electrons with opposite spin hopping onto im purity

orbitalin ordertokeep therenorm alization group’stran-

sitivity in them ulti-channelm odels.Here,wewould like

to give ourfullinvestigation to this issue. W e willgen-

eralize the approach used in the particle-hole(PH)sym -

m etric m odelto m ore generalm agnetic im purity m od-

els in the spirit ofthe Anderson-Yuval-Ham ann-Cardy

(AYHC) poor m an’s scaling theory [21][24],which has

been generalized to a form with sym m etry breaking [25].

W e also � nd thatin the m ostgeneralm odelfor� nite U

a fully renorm alizable m odelm ust include a hybridiza-

tion oftwo hybridizing electronswith oppositespin hop-
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ping onto im purity orbital. Because we try to describe

the low energy behaviors under a low electron density

in the conduction band,we apply the bosonization pro-

cedure for im purity m odels [26]. The Hilbert space of

thesystem can bedivided intofoursub-spacescharacter-

ized by the im purity states. The ‘dipole’operatorsbe-

tween sub-spacesareoftheirtransitivity.Thistransitiv-

ity leadsto an asym ptoticequivalence,via bosonization,

between the generalm odeland a m ulti-com ponentkink

plasm a m odel. This has been shown by Siand K otliar

in the in� nite U case [18,25]. O n the other hand,ac-

cording to the transitivity,the ‘charges’ofthe plasm a

are shown to obey the Jacobiidentities,which im plies

thatthe‘charges’form an adjointrepresentation ofsom e

Lie algebra. The Lie algebra is shown to be solvable.

UnderthePH sym m etry,thedim ensionsoftheLiealge-

bra are reduced,which isclosely related to the changes

ofthe phase structures.The phase structuresofvarious

m odelscan be recognized from the corresponding renor-

m alization group equations which are derived by using

the AYHC poor m an’s scaling theory and its sym m e-

try breaking generalization.The phasediagram sforthe

m odelsm ay be drawn system atically by Cardy’sgraphi-

calm ethod [24].Foreach m odel,we � nd thatthe phase

in which allfugacitiesofthe plasm a areirrelevantisthe

NFL phase.Aslong asone ofthe fugacitiesvariesfrom

an irrelevantto arelevantone,theFL-NFL phasetransi-

tion occurs.Forthe irrelevantphase,the m odelat� xed

pointisreduced to the X-ray edge problem ,whose� xed

point behaviors are controlled by the NFL.A com pe-

tition between those two di� erent type m etallic states

causesthe FL-NFL phase transition. Cardy’sgraphical

m ethod alsoshowsthatitispossiblethattherearephase

transitionsat� nitetem peraturebetween otherphasesal-

though they havethesam elow tem peratureFerm iliquid

� xed point. However,the renorm alization group equa-

tionsm ay notbevalid quantitatively in thestrongly cou-

pling regions.W ealso study � xed pointbehaviorsin the

m ixed valenceregim e.O neseesthattherearefourkinds

ofthe di� erent � xed points. O ne is in the strong cou-

pling lim it corresponding to the FL one and another is

in the weak coupling lim it which is the NFL one. W e

calculate various single-particle and two-particle corre-

lation functions in the weak coupling lim it. O ther two

aretheinterm ediatecoupling regim esin which thereare

localNFL behaviors although the infrared orthogonal-

ity catastrophe ofthe X-ray edge type doesnotappear.

Com paring to theresultsofthein� niteU m odel[25],we

haveonem oreinterm ediatem ixed valenceregim ewhich

isrelated to the two-body hybridization irrelevant.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II,we

de� nethegeneralm odelundertheconsideration and ex-

plain various reduced m odels. In section III,the par-

tition function ofthe theory is expressed by the histo-

ries ofthe im purity states and is m apped into that of

a m ulti-com ponentkink plasm a. W e also brie y review

the bosonization procedure for the problem . In section

IV,we study the phase structuresofthe theory. In sec-

tion V,the � xed point behaviors ofthe m ixed valence

states are discussed. The last section gives our conclu-

sion.The appendicestalk aboutthe Lie algebra related

to the‘charges’ofthekinksand givesom ecom m entson

the derivation ofthe renorm alization group equations.

II. SIN G LE IM P U R IT Y M O D ELS W IT H

T W O -B O D Y H Y B R ID IZA T IO N

W ebegin with thederivation ofthegeneralm odel.As-

sum ea singleim purity atom islocated attheorigin and

hasa localized electron orbital�d(r) with the localim -

purity level�d�. O ther electrons are in the conduction

band described by the wave function �k(r) and energy

�k. A generalstate function is the sum m ation over all

possiblestates,

 (r)=
X

k�

�k(r)X �ck� +
X

�

�d(r)X d�d�; (2.1)

where X � and X d� are the spin wave functions and �

labelsspin up " and down #.M oregenerally,weconsider

the spin wave function ofim purity,X d� as an operator

X d� = x�(1 � nd)+ ~x�nd,which leads to the di� erent

wavefunctionsfortheem pty,singleoccupation and dou-

ble occupation ofthe im purity orbital. Under this con-

sideration,the Fano-Anderson m odelisgeneralized as

H G F A =
X

k;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

�

�d�d
y
�d� (2.2)

+
1
p
L

X

k;�

[(tk�(1� nd)+ ~tk�nd)c
y

k�
d� + h:c:];

where�d� istheim purity levelwhich istaken asthespin

independence,�d,withoutlosing the generality.Assum e

only the conduction electronsin the 0-channelhybridize

with the im purity orbitaland the hybridizationsare k-

independentin the m odel.The chem icalpotentialisset

to zero but the Ham iltonian (2.2) is stillparticle-hole-

asym m etry.

To discuss the interesting physicalphenom enon,the

electron-electron interaction m ust be introduced. W e

consider only the � nite range interaction. Besides the

Hubbard-typeinteraction in theAnderson m odelwealso

keep consideration to othertwotypesofinteractions,the

spin-exchange interaction and a two-body hybridization

which describes the two hybridizing electrons with op-

posite spins hopping onto the im purity orbitalsim ulta-

neously. By using the wave function (2.1), the m odel

Ham iltonian reads

H =
X

k> 0;�;l

�kc
y

k�l
ck�l + �dnd + U nd"nd# (2.3)

+
1
p
L

X

�

[(t1�(1� nd)+ ~t1�nd)c
y

�0d� + h:c:]
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+
t2

L

X

�

(c
y

�0c
y

��0 d�d�� + h:c:)

+
1

L

X

�l

[Vx�l(2� nd)+ ~Vx�l(nd � 1)]c
y

�l
c�ld

y
�d�

+
1

L

X

�l

Vylc
y

�l
c��l d

y

�� d�

+
1

L

X

�� 0l

[Vl�(2� nd)+ ~Vl�(nd � 1)]c
y

�l
c�ld

y

�0d�0;

The � rst four term s in (2.3) are the generalized Fano-

Anderson m odel(2.2)added by theHubbard interaction,

which isback to the Anderson m odelift1� = ~t1� � t1.

In the m eanwhile,Vl� term takesinto accountthe � nite

rangeinteractionsbetween theim purity orbitaland con-

duction electrons(l= 0;:::;N f).W ithoutlosingthegen-

erality,weconsiderthescreeningchannelsasthespinless

ferm ions and take Vl� = ~Vl� = Vl for l = 1;::;N f for

convenience. The Vx�l and Vyl term s describe the spin

exchange interactions. W e take those with l= 1;:::;N f

vanishing for convenience. The t2 term which is newly

introduced in the Ham iltonian represents that two hy-

bridizing channelelectronswith opposite spinshop onto

the im purity orbitalsim ultaneously. To renorm alize the

m odelitisproperthatthisterm aswellasspin exchange

term sareincluded in the Ham iltonian.

In (2.3),ifthe coupling constantswith the ‘tilde’are

equalto thosewithoutthe‘tilde’,theHam iltonian isre-

duced to the PH sym m etric one under �d = � U=2. As

we have shown that for this reduced m odelthe consis-

tency ofthe renorm alization group equationsforcesthe

PH sym m etry have to hold [23]. This Ham iltonian also

includes the K ondo m odelas a specialcase [23]. Spin-

lessm odelscan also bereached by a properchoiceofthe

coupling constants.

W e shallshow there isa FL-NFL phase transition for

the system . To understand the physicalm echanics of

the appearance ofthe phase transition,we separate the

Ham iltonian (2.3)into two parts,asdone by Zhang,Yu

andSu [17]forthespinlessim puritym odel,H = H h+ H s,

where

H h =
X

k> 0;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + �dnd + U nd"nd# (2.4)

+
1
p
L

X

�

[(t1�(1� nd)+ ~t1�nd)c
y
�d� + h:c:]

+
t2

L

X

�

(c
y
�c

y
�� d�d�� + h:c:)

+
1

L

X

�

[Vx�(2� nd)+ ~Vx�(nd � 1)]c
y
�c�d

y
�d�

+
1

L

X

�

Vyc
y
�c�� d

y

�� d�

+
1

L

X

�;� 0

[V0�(2� nd)+ ~V0�(nd � 1)]c
y
�c�d

y

�0d�0;

H s =
X

k;l> 0

�kc
y

kl
ckl+

1

L

X

l> 0

Vlc
y

l
clnd: (2.5)

Here we have suppressed m ost ofthe su� ces ‘0’. It is

easy to see that the screening part, H s, of H is the

m ulti-channelX-ray edge m odel, whose properties are

controlled by a NFL � xed point;while the hybridizing

part,H h,ofH is a one-channelim purity m odel,whose

properties are given by som e FL � xed points with dif-

ferentsym m etries.Since these two partsarecoupled by

theinteractionsbetween theconduction bandand theim -

purity orbital,there appearsan interesting com petition

phenom enon between FL and NFL m etallic behaviors,

which causesthe phasetransition.

III. PA R T IT IO N FU N C T IO N

In thissection we show thatthe partition function of

the m odelatlow energies m ay be equivalent to that of

them ulti-com ponentkink plasm a m odelwith a weak ex-

ternal� eld.

A . B osonization and Sum over Im purity H istories

Since we dealwith the low density system ,the spec-

trum ofthe conduction band can be taken asthe linear

form �k = (k� kf)=� with � = (hvF )
�1 being thedensity

ofstate at the Ferm isurface. For the linear spectrum

the conduction band can be treated by the bosonization

technique [5][26]. W e � rst bosonize the screening part

ofthe m odel,H s.W e introducethe density operators:

�l(k)=
1
p
L

W �k
X

q= 0

c
y

ql
cq+ k;l ;�l(� k)=

1
p
L

W
X

q= k

c
y

ql
cq�k;l;

where W = 1=�0 isthe conduction band width which is

m uch greater than U and �d. The operators obey the

Bosecom m utation relations

[�l(k);�l0(� k
0
)]= k�k;k0�l;l0;

accordance with which,we can de� ne standard bosonic

creation and annihilation operators

bkl= � i

r

1

k
�l(k) ; b

y

kl
= i

r

1

k
�l(� k):

The screening electron operator is represented,via the

bosonicoperator,as

c
y

l
(x)=

1
p
�0
exp[� i�l(x)]; (3.1)

�l(x)=
X

r

1

kL
(b
y

kl
e
�ikx

+ bkle
ikx

);

and the screening Ham iltonian,H s,istransform ed to
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H s =
X

k;l> 0

k

�
b
y

kl
bkl�

X

k;l> 0

iVl
p
L

p
k(b

y

kl
� bkl)nd; (3.2)

which can be diagonalized by the following canonical

transform ation

T = expfi
X

k;l> 0

�Vl
p
kL

(b
y

kl
+ bkl)ndg:

Since this canonicaltransform ation does not com m ute

with d�, the hybridization term s are transform ed to

the coupling form sam ong the im purity,hybridizing and

screening channels while other term s do not change in

H h. W e have the e� ective Ham iltonian,H = H0 + H I,

with

H 0 =
X

k> 0;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + �dnd + U nd"nd#

+
1

L

X

�;� 0

[V0�(2� nd)+ ~V0�(nd � 1)]c
y
�c�d

y

�0d�0

+
1

L

X

�

[Vx�(2� nd)+ ~Vx�(nd � 1)]c
y
�c�d

y
�d�

+
X

k;l> 0

k

�
b
y

kl
bkl; (3.3)

H I =
1
p
L

X

�

[(t1�(1� nd)+ ~t1�nd)�
y
c
y
�d� + h:c:]

+
t2

L

X

�

(�
y2
c
y
�c

y

�� d�d�� + h:c:)

+
Vy

L

X

�

c
y
�c�� d

y
�� d�:

Theoperator� y isgiven by� y = expf
P

k;l> 0

i�Vl
p
kL

(b
y

kl
+

bkl)g or in the coordinate representation � y(x) =

expfi
P �l

�
�l(x)g where�l= ��Vl.

Now,we turn to derive the partition function ofthe

Ham iltonian (3.3),where H 0 and H I are considered as

theunperturbed Ham iltonian and theinteraction Ham il-

tonian,respectively.Hence,wehavea partition function

Z = Tr(e
��H

)= Tr(e
��H 0T� expf�

Z �

0

H I(�)d�g);

(3.4)

where� istheinverseofthetem perature,T� isthe(im ag-

inary)tim e ordering sym boland H I(�)= eH 0�H Ie
�H 0�

is the interaction-picture operator ofH I. Setting a se-

quence oftim es 0 < �1 < :::< �n < �,the partition

function isexpanded asZ =

1
X

n= o

Zn,where

Zn = (� 1)
n

Z �

0

d�n:::

Z �2

0

d�1Tr(e
��H 0H I(�n):::H I(�1)):

(3.5)

TheHilbertspaceofH 0 can beprojected to foursub-

spaces characterized by four im purity electron states,

j� > = j0 > ;j� > and j3 > � j"#> . Each term in the

interaction H I playsa roleofthe‘dipole’operatorcaus-

ingatransition between thosesub-spaces.Such akind of

problem scan be treated in Haldane’sfam iliarway [30]:

W ritethepartition function in term sofa sum overhisto-

riesofthe im purity. W e willfollow the form alism given

by Siand K otliar [18,25]. Setting P� = j� > < �jis

a projection operator to �-state subspace,H 0,then,is

projected as

H 0 =
X

�

H �P�; (3.6)

where

H � = �d;� + U� +
X

�

V
�
� c

y
�c� (3.7)

+
X

k> 0;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

k;l> 0

k

�
b
y

kl
bkl:

The im purity levels, here, are projected as �d;0 = 0,

�d;� = �d and �d;3 = 2�d;the Hubbard interactions are

U0 = U� = 0 and U3 = U . M aking a shift of the

ground stateenergy,wecan rede� ne�d;� + U� as"� with

"0 = � �d � U=4,"� = � U=4 and "3 = �d + 3U=4,which

obey
P

"� = 0.Thepotentialsaregiven by

V
�
0 = 0; V

�
�0 =

V0�

L
+
Vx�

L
��� 0; V

�
3 =

2~V0�

L
+

~Vx�

L
:

Now,we sum over the im purity states by inserting a

com pletesetoftheim purity statesateverydiscretetim e.

Thus,(3.5)isrewritten as

Zn = (� 1)
n

X

� 1;� 2;:::;� n

Z �

0

d�n:::

Z �2

o

d�1 (3.8)

� g
0
� n + 1� n

:::g
0
� 2� 1

� trcfe
�H � n + 1

(��� n )O
0
(�n+ 1;�n)e

�H � n (�n �� n � 1)

:::e
�H � 2

(�2�� 1)O
0
(�2;�1)e

�H � 1 g;

wheretrc indicatesthe tracecarried outforthe conduc-

tion band. �1;:::;�n and �1;:::;�n labela Feynm an tra-

jectory with �n+ 1 = �1. g0
��

are coupling constants,

g00�(g
0
��3 )� g01�(~g

0
1�)= t1�=

p
L(~t1�=

p
L),g0�;�� � g0y =

Vy=L and g003 � g02 = t2=L. The ‘dipole’ operators

O 0(�;�)aregiven by

O
0
(0;�)= O

0y
(�;0) (3.9)

= O
0
(� �;3)= O

0y
(3;� �)= �

y
c
y
�;

O
0
(0;3)= O

0y
(3;0)= �

y2
c
y

"
c
y

#
;

O
0
(�;� �)= c

y

�� c�:
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A sim ilar bosonization procedure to the screening

channels can be applied to the im purity channel. As a

result,the projected Ham iltonian transform sinto

H � = H c + "� �
X

k> 0;�

i���

��

r

k

L
(b
y

k�
� bk�); (3.10)

H c =
X

k> 0;�

k

�
b
y

k�
bk� +

X

k;l> 0

k

�
b
y

kl
bkl;

wherebk�,the bosonicoperatorcorresponding to ck�,is

given through

c
y
�(x)= exp[� i��(x)]; (3.11)

��(x)=
X

k

r

1

kL
(b
y

k�
e
�ikx

+ bk�e
ikx

):

The phaseshifts��� = ��V�
� L arede� ned by

�
�
0 = 0; �

�
�0 = �0 + �x���0�; �

�
3 = 2~�0 +

~�x�; (3.12)

where �0 = ��V0�,
~�0 = ��~V0�, �x� = ��Vx� and

~�x� = ��~Vx� are the Born approxim ation values ofthe

generalphase shifts 2tan�1 (��V0�=2),and so on. The

Ham iltonian (3.10)can also be diagonalized to H c + "�

by the following canonicaltransform ations

U� = � �U��
�
= � � expfi�

�
���g: (3.13)

M eanwhile,thebosonized‘dipole’operatorscan betrans-

form ed to

O (�;�)= expfiqa�� �ag; (3.14)

where �a = (��;�l). The quantities qa�� ,which willbe

called ‘charges’,are

q
a
0� =

�

(
�x�0

�
� 1)��� 0 +

�0

�
;
�l

�

�

; (3.15)

q
a
��� =

�

(
�x�0

�
� 1)(��0�� � ��0�);0

�

;

q
a
��3 =

�

(
�x�0

�
� 1)��0;� +

�0

�

+
1

�
(~�x�0 � �x�0 + 2~�0 � 2�0);

�l

�

�

;

q
a
03 =

�
~�x�0 + 2~�0

�
� 1;

2�l

�

�

;

where a = (�0;l) and the ‘charges’are anti-sym m etric:

qa�� = � qa�� . Using the bosonic ‘dipole’ operators

(3.14) and de� ning the interaction-picture operators

O (�;�)(�) � eH c�O (�;�)e�H c�,the partition function

reads

Zn = (� 1)
n

X

� 1;:::;� n

Z ��� 0

0

d�n

�0
:::

Z �2�� 0

0

d�1

�0
(3.16)

� g� n + 1� n
:::g� 2� 1

expf�
X

i

E � i+ 1

�i+ 1 � �i

�0
g

� trc(e
�H c�O (�n+ 1;�n)(�n):::O (�2;�1)(�1));

where g�� = g0�� �0 are dim ensionlesscoupling constants

and E � = "��0 are regarded as dim ensionless external

� elds. The trace part of(3.16) is just the correlation

function ofn-vertex operators. In the zero tem perature

lim it,it can be calculated by using the free boson � eld

theory.The resultisgiven riseto:

Z =
X

n

X

� 1;:::;� n

Z ��� 0

0

d�n

�0
:::

Z �2�� 0

0

d�1

�0
(3.17)

� exp(� S[�1;:::;�n;�1;:::;�n]);

S[�;�]=
X

i< j

X

a= �;l

q
a
� i� i+ 1

q
a
� j� j+ 1

ln
�j � �i

�0
(3.18)

�
X

i

ln(g� i+ 1� i
)+

X

i

E � i+ 1

�i+ 1 � �i

�0
;

which m ay be regarded to describe a one dim ensional

m ulti-com ponentplasm a ofkinkswith ‘charges’qa�� and

‘fugacities’g�� .E � isan ‘external� eld’.

B . R elated to C harge-Spin C hain and Transitivity

of‘D ipole’operators

The partition function (3.17) describes a m ulti-

com ponent kink plasm a with logarithm ic interactions.

There are six types of kinks which correspond to the

di� erent pairs ofthe im purity states,the charge pairs

(0�);(�3)and (03)and thespin pair("#).Thisleadsto

the logarithm ic interactions between the kink-pairs can

betransform ed totheinteractionsam ongthecharge-and

spin-pairs.To reach thispointwenotethatthe‘charges’

ofkinksareoftheirtransitivity:

q
a
�� + q

a
� = q

a
� : (3.19)

Thisleadsto the rewriting ofthe action S[�;�],i.e.

S[�;�]=
X

i< j

~K (�i;�i+ 1;�j;�j+ 1)ln
�j � �i

�0
(3.20)

�
X

i

ln(g� i+ 1� i
)+

X

i

E � i+ 1

�i+ 1 � �i

�0
;

where

~K (�i;�i+ 1;�j;�j+ 1)= K (�i;�j) (3.21)

+ K (�i+ 1;�j+ 1)� K (�i;�j+ 1)� K (�i+ 1;�j);

where K (�;�), called charge- and spin- sti� ness con-

stants,arede� ned by [31]

K (�;�)= �
1

2

X

a

(q
a
�� )

2
: (3.22)
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The m odeldescribed by (3.20)isequivalentto the one-

dim ensionalcharge-spin chain m odelwith 1=�2 interac-

tion [24]and incorporating the e� ective� elds[25]:

S[�;�]=
X

i< j

K (�i;�j)
�20

(�j � �i)
2
�
X

i

ln(g� i+ 1� i
) (3.23)

+
X

i

E � i+ 1

�i+ 1 � �i

�0

The m odel is just a special case of the general one-

dim ensionalm odelwith 1=r2 interaction considered by

Cardy [24].Itisworth to pointoutthatthe transitivity

(3.19) plays an im portant role to reach Cardy’s m odel.

In fact,the transitivity ofthe ‘charges’stem s from the

transitivity ofthe ‘dipole’operators:

O (�;�)O (�;)= O (�;): (3.24)

This transitivity im plies that all‘dipole’operators to-

gether with the vanishing operator � and the identity

operator I form a sem igroup under the operation: Ei-

ther O (�;�)O (;�) = � for � 6=  or the transitivity

(3.24). Physically,the sem igroup relates to the transi-

tivity ofthe charge-spin- ips:e.g.,the pair(03)can be

separated astwo pairs(0�)and (�3),etc. Ifthe transi-

tivity ofthe charge-spin- ipsis broken,the charge-spin

chain is interrupted. Therefore,the m odelis not self-

consistent. O riginally,the transitivity com es from the

two-body hybridization and the spin-exchange interac-

tion in the Ham iltonian (2.3). Therefore,the inclusion

ofthem in (2.3) is proper to the self-consistency ofthe

m odel. In the next section,we shallsee that the cor-

rect renorm alization  ows m ustn’t exclude those ofthe

fugacitiesg"# and g03.

Toconcludethissection,wewould liketom ention that

the transitivity ofthe ‘charges’and theiranti-sym m etry

leadsto Jacobiidentities,which im pliesthe existence of

a Liealgebra.W earrangean appendix (appendix A)to

discussthe propertiesofthe Lie algebra.

IV . P H A SE ST R U C T U R ES

In this section,we study the phase structures ofthe

m odels by using the AYHC poor m an’s scaling theory.

Thedetailsofthederivation oftherenorm alizationgroup

equations have been given in Appendix B.Using those

equations,weanalyzethephasestructuresofthegeneral

m odeland variousreduced m odels.

A . G eneralM odel

In the m ost generalcase,six non-zero fugacities g��
areindependentofeach other.Furtherm ore,six sti� ness

constantsarethefunctionsofsix phaseshifts�0,
~�0,�x�

and ~�x� in the quadrate. The six sti� nessconstantsare

alsoindependentofeach other.Toseethispoint,wecon-

siderthesm allphaseshifts.In thiscase(3.22)expresses

a non-singularlineartransform ation ifthe quadrate are

neglected. Thus, the renorm alization group equations

are exactly the 4-state exam ple ofthe Cardy’s general

results [24]and their sym m etry breaking generalization

[25](also see Appendix B):

dg1�

dln�0
= (1� K0�)g1� + g1;�� gye

�E � � +
1

2
(E 0+ E � ) (4.1)

+ g2~g1�� e
�E 3+

1

2
(E 0+ E � );

dgy

dln�0
= (1� K�;�� )gy + g1�g1;�� e

�E 0+
1

2
(E 0+ E � � )

+ ~g1�~g1;�� e
�E 3+

1

2
(E 0+ E � � );

d~g1�

dln�0
= (1� K��3 )~g1� + g1�� g2e

�E 0+
1

2
(E 3+ E � � )

+ gy~g1;�� e
�E � +

1

2
(E 3+ E � � );

dg2

dln�0
= (1� K03)g2 +

X

�

g1�~g1�� e
�E � +

1

2
(E 0+ E 3);

forthefugacities.HereK �� = � K (�;�).Forthe exter-

nal� elds,i.e.U and �d,onehas

�0
d�d

dln�0
= �0�d + (g

2
1" + g

2
1#)e

E 0�E " (4.2)

�
1

2
(g

2
1" + g

2
1#)e

E "�E 0

�
1

2
(~g

2
1" + ~g

2
1#)e

E "�E 3 + g
2
2e

E 0�E 3 � g
2
y;

�0
dU

dln�0
= �0U + (g

2
1" + g

2
1#)(e

E "�E 0 � e
E 0�E ")+ 2g

2
y

+ (~g
2
1" + ~g

2
1#)(e

E "�E 3 � e
E 3�E ")

� g
2
2(e

E 0�E 3 + e
E 3�E 0):

Forthe sti� nessconstants,onehas

dK ��

dln�0
= �

X



g
2
� e

E � �E  (K �� + K � � K�) (4.3)

�
X



g
2
�e

E � �E  (K �� + K � � K� ):

W e m ake a few com m entson the renorm alization group

equations(4.1),(4.2)and (4.3).

(i)Aswehaveseen,ifthem odelcan bem apped to the

specialm odelofCardy’s,Vy and t2 can notvanish.Fur-

therm ore,from (4.1),weseethateven westartfrom the

vanishing initialvaluesofg2 and gy,they willincreaseas

g1� and ~g1�.Thism eansthatthe  owsofthe vanishing

valuesofthem arenotcorrectrenorm alization  ows.

(ii) Since our renorm alization group is perturbative

in its treatm ent ofg�� ,the phase structure ofthe sys-

tem can be described by g�� .The strong-coupling � xed

pointsin thequantum im purity problem areoutsidethe

rangeofvalidity oftheAYHC poorm an’sscaling theory,

butitcan givethecorrect ow directions.In thestrongly
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coupling lim it,the� xed pointbehaviorsneed to bem ore

carefully discussed.

(iii) Near the � xed point,�d;U ! 0 in the order of

g2
��
. Therefore,we can regard alleE � = 1 when we dis-

cuss the behaviors near the � xed point. Then,we can

rewrite the renorm alization group equationsin the form

ofperturbativeg�� asfollows:

dg1�

dln�0
= (1� K0�)g1� + g1;�� gy + g2~g1�� ; (4.4)

dgy

dln�0
= (1� K�;�� )gy + g1�g1;�� + ~g1�~g1;�� ;

d~g1�

dln�0
= (1� K��3 )~g1� + g1�� g2 + gy~g1;�� ;

dg2

dln�0
= (1� K03)g2 +

X

�

g1�~g1�� ;

�0
d�d

dln�0
= �0�d +

1

2
(g

2
1" + g

2
1# � ~g

2
1" (4.5)

� ~g
2
1#)+ g

2
2 � g

2
y;

�0
dU

dln�0
= �0U + 2(g

2
y � g

2
2):

dK ��

dln�0
= �

X



g
2
� (K �� + K � (4.6)

� K�)�
X



g
2
�(K �� + K � � K� ):

Underthoseconsiderationsand according to (4.4),we

can describethe phase structureofthe system .

(i) For allK �� > 1,allfugacities are irrelevant and

renorm alized to zero.Thereexistsa weak coupling � xed

point g�
��

= 0. The � xed point Ham iltonian is sim ilar

to that of the m ulti-channelX-ray edge problem [22].

The system exhibits a power law decay ofthe correla-

tion function with a non-universalexponent. This is a

NFL phase. By the de� nitions ofK0�,the existence of

thescreening channelsensuresthepossibility ofK 0� > 1

and then reachestheNFL phase.Theone-channelm odel

in a sm allexchange interaction can nothave thisphase

[17].

(ii) O nce one ofthe coupling constant becom es rele-

vant,the low tem perature � xed pointofthe system ,in

general,isFerm i-liquid-like.Itisstillpossiblethatthere

isa plenty ofphasestructuresat� nitetem perature.Be-

cause allK �� are independentofeach other,in general

therewillbea uniquesm allestK �� with (��)= (�0�0).

W hen K � 0�0 decreasesto 1 and then sm aller than 1,a

phasetransition happens.Therearesuch six phasesthat

g� 0�0 isrelevantand alltheg�� 6= g� 0�0 areirrelevantin

each phase. They m ay have di� erent� nite tem perature

behaviors. For exam ple,we consider gy-relevantphase.

W e focus on the � xed point Ham iltonian. Introducing

the scaled param eters Vy=L = J? =2,V0�=L = � Jz=4

and Vx�=L = Jz=2 with Jz > 0 (this ensuresK "# < 1),

we see the � xed point Ham iltonian H� is just the one-

channelK ondo Ham iltonian:

H
�
=

X

k> 0;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + �dnd + U nd"nd# (4.7)

+
X

k> o;l= 1

k

�
b
y

kl
bkl+

J?

2
(S

+
c s

�

d
+ h:c:)+ JzS

z
cs

z
d:

HereSc and sd arethe spin operatorsofthe hybridizing

and localelectrons respectively. The gy (J? )-relevant

phase is controlled by the strong � xed point ofK ondo

problem . Furtherm ore,the values ofV0� and Vx� are

notim portantaslong asthey are within the param eter

regim e ofthe gy-relevantphase. Hence,the � xed point

corresponding to gy-relevant phase is the FL,which is

a collective m ode ofthe system and transfersto a state

with alocalm om entatT > TK ,theK ondotem perature.

Equations(4.5)isreduced to

�0
d�d

dln�0
= �0�d � g

2
y; �0

dU

dln�0
= �0U + 2g

2
y;

which im ply thatU increasepositively ifitsinitialvalue

is not negative. This repeats the results of Anderson

m odel: W hen the im purity levelwidth � � t21 is m uch

lessthan U ,them odelisequivalentto theK ondo m odel

[12].

Forthe g1�(~g1�)-relevantphase,according to (4.5),U

keepstobealm ostinvariantifitsinitialvalueisthesam e

asatthe� xed point.Hence,� � U in thiscaseand the

groundstate ofthe system m ay be read o� from the ex-

actly solvableFano-Anderson m odel.ItisaFL butthere

isno a localm om entin excitation states.So wecallthis

phasethe free-orbitalphase[13].

For the g2-relevant phase, the em pty and doubly-

occupied states favor over singly-occupied states. The

� xed point Ham iltonian H� = H �
0 + H �

I where H �
0 can

be read o� from (3.3) with replacing the allofparam -

eters by their � xed point values and H�I has a leading

term R � (g�2=�0)
P

�
(cy�c

y

�� d�d�� + h:c:). The m atrix

elem ents ofR in the � xed point can be evaluated by a

sim ilar considerations in the X-ray edge problem [33].

Asdonein [15],de� nejnd = 0 > to betheeigenstatesof

H �
0jnd= 0 and jnd = 2 > to be H �jnd= 2’s.Then

< nd = 0jRjnd = 2 > � �
�
: (4.8)

Theanom alousexponent� = (1� K03)=2.(If� < 0 the

operatorR isirrelevant,and the � xed pointisthe NFL

aswe havediscussed.) In the presentparam eterregim e,

� > 0 and the operatorR are relevant. The � xed point

isregarded asthe FL [15].

Thus,allphaseswith onerelevantfugacity areFL but

they m ay havedi� erent� nite tem perature behaviors.A

FL-NFL phasetransition occursasthem odelparam eters

vary.

(iii) W hen severalofthe K �� � 1,the phase transi-

tion can be characterized by Cardy’s graphicalm ethod
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[24]. Draw a graph whose vertices are labeled by the

states 0;� and 3 (see Figure 1(a)). A particular tran-

sition corresponds to drawing a set of the edges (��)

which expressthatthoseK �� � 1.W hen K�� and K �0

becom e sm aller than one,g�� and g�0 are relevant. If

� 6= �0,g� isstillirrelevantaslong asK � > 1.Before

the next phase transition happens,we change the edge

linking thevertices� and � toa new vertex and theedge

of�0 and  to anothervertex.Then repeatthe previous

processwhen otherK � 00 � 1. If� = �0,even K � > 1

the second and third term sof(4.1)also drive g� to be

relevant. Re ecting this point graphically,the vertices

�;� and  are linked as an edge which is changed to

a new vertex before the next phase transition appears.

Cardy had explained the physicalreason to cause g��
becom esrelevant[24]:Logarithm icinteractionsbetween

kinks are no longer existent in the linked piece ofthe

graph.Repeatthe processtillallthe verticesare linked

so that no further transitions are possible. Cardy calls

the� nalphasehigh tem perature(HT)phase,in which all

the fugacitiesare relevant.Notice thatthe renorm aliza-

tion group equationsare notvalid quantitatively in the

strongly coupling region.Therefore,the phase structure

ofthem odelin therelevantphasem ustbediscussedm ore

carefully. In som e situations,the realphase diagram of

the relevant phases is di� erent from that given by the

graphicalm ethod. To see this we now turn to various

reduced m odelsfrom the generalm odel.

B . Spin Sym m etric M odel

The spin sym m etric m odelisa m odelwith g�" = g�#
and K �" = K �# . The phase structure of the system

can bedescribed graphically in Figure1.Every diagram

row ofFigure1 representsa sequenceoftransitionsfrom

the NFL phase to HT phase. The diagram consisting

only oftheverticesrepresentsa phasewhilethediagram

with lines is a criticalpoint. For exam ple,Figure 1(a)

represents the sequence oftransitions corresponding to

K 0� < K 03;K 3�;K "#. In fact,Fig. 1(a)and 1(b),1(c)

and 1(d) re ect sim ilar physicalprocesses,respectively.

The four-vertex phase in the � gure is the NFL phase.

The two-vertex phase of1(a)(1(b)) is the g1�(~g1;�) and

gy relevantphase.W earriveatthestrong-coupling� xed

point ofthe asym m etric Anderson m odel. This is the

FL.The three-vertex phase of1(c) (1(d)) is controlled

by thestrong-coupling� xed pointoftheK ondoproblem .

And two-vertex phase is the sam e phase as 1(a)(1(b)).

The three-vertex phase of1(e) is the g2-relevantphase,

which is the FL.The phase structure ofthe spin sym -

m etricm odelisdi� erentfrom thatofthegeneralm odel:

The free orbitalphase does not exist. Physically,since

g�" = g�# the spin can notbe frozen out. Furtherm ore,

when the (0 ") kinks are bounded,the (0 #) kinks are

also bounded becauseofthe spin sym m etry,which leads

to the ("#) kinks are bounded too. Therefore,gy be-

com esrelevanttogetherwith g1� or~g1�.Thefreeorbital

condition,� � U ,can notbe satis� ed in the spin sym -

m etricm odel.W ewould liketo m ention a pointthatthe

spin sym m etry doesnotchangethedim ensionsoftheLie

algebra described in Appendix A.Correspondingly,the

largestnum berofthe criticalpointsin the sequencesof

the phase transition keeps to be invariant. As we have

m entioned, in the strong coupling lim it, the graphical

m ethod isnotalwaysvalid quantitatively.Herethispoint

re ected in the phase diagram is that the phase transi-

tions from three-vertex phases to two-vertex phases do

notreallyhappen becauseboth oftheasym m etricAnder-

son m odeland theK ondo m odelhavethesam estrongly

coupling � xed point.

C .Particle-H ole Sym m etric M odels

Setting g1� = ~g1;� and K 0� = K ��3 in the general

m odel,theconsistencyoftherenorm alization owsofg1�

and ~g1� forcesthatE 3 = E 0 (aslong astheirinitialval-

uesareequal).Thus,ifthePH sym m etry ofthecom m on

hybridization term in the m odelisnotbroken,the con-

sistency ofthe renorm alization group equationsrequires

that the system keeps the sym m etry. The phase struc-

ture ofthe PH sym m etric m odelis described in Figure

2.Sincethereisno spin sym m etry,thefreeorbitalphase

exists(thetwo-vertex phasein Figs.2(a)and 2(b)).The

phase described by two-vertex diagram sin Figure1 dis-

appearsbecausethem odelisPH sym m etric.TheK ondo

phaseand g2-relevantphasestillexist.

Ifweconsiderspin and PH sym m etricm odel,thephase

structure is shown by Figures 3(a),(b) and (c). This

m odelhasbeen discussed in [23]. Figures3(a),(b)and

(c) can be reexpressed m ore explicitly by Figure 3(d).

Noticethatthereisnothreecriticalpointsequenceofthe

transition in the PH sym m etric m odelbecause itisim -

possible thatK "# < K 03 < K 0� and K 03 < K "# < K 0�.

Physically,those sequences oftransition break the PH

sym m etry and then are forbidden. Relating to the Lie

algebraoftheplasm a ‘charges’,underthePH sym m etry,

the dim ensions ofthe Lie algebra reduce to 3. As we

have done [23],the strongly coupling lim it needs to be

treated m orecarefully.Therealphasediagram isshown

in Figure 3(e).The phase ofallfugacity relevance isdi-

vided into three parts: I is stillin the K ondo strongly

coupling phase;II isthe sam easG 2-phasein which the

em pty and doubly occupied statesare favored;and III

isallim purity state m ixed phase.

V .M IX ED VA LEN C E STA T E R EG IM E A N D

FIX ED P O IN T S

In the previous section, we term the FL and NFL

states only in the sense that whether the infrared or-

thogonality catastropheofthe X-ray edge type appears.
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In fact,the situation m ay be subtler ifthe we consider

the localstate propertiesin the problem [18,25]. To see

this,westudy the� xed pointsin them ixed valencestate

regim es,in which therenorm alized im purity levelshift��
d

isofthe sam e orderasthe renorm alized resonantwidth

�� = �g�2t =�,i. e.,j��
d
j� ��. M ost interesting phys-

icalphenom ena appear in the particle-hole sym m etric

m odel. At � nite U ,the particle-hole sym m etry im plies

�d = � U=2 for their bare values. The renorm alization

group equations show that this constraint is kept after

the renorm alization exceptin the case ofin� nite U .So,

thecrossoverbetween variousregim esisstilldeterm ined

bytheratioj��dj=�
�.W ecan stillde� nethem ixed valence

statesifj��
d
j� ��. O n the otherhand,the particle-hole

sym m etry reduces the num ber ofthe independent sti� -

nessconstantsto two,0 and x.The� xed pointsin the

0� x planecan be� gured outaccordingtothesti� ness

constants�t1 =
1

2
0,�x = x �t2 = 20 � x. The weak

coupling m ixed valencestatesiswithin therenorm alized

param eter regim e ��t1 > 1 ,��x > 1 and ��t2 > 1. The

strong coupling m ixed valence states are corresponding

to ��t1 < 1 and ��t2 < 1.There are two interm ediate cou-

pling m ixed valencestateregim esin which therenorm al-

ized sti� ness constants are given by 1) ��t1 < 1,��x < 1

and ��t2 > 1 and 2) ��t1 > 1,��x < 1 and ��t2 < 1. The

latterassociatesto the interm ediate coupling m ixed va-

lencestate wehavealready known in the in� nite U case

[30,25]while the form er to the G 2-irrelevant m ixed va-

lence stateswe newly � nd in the � nite U case here. W e

willnot repeat the � xed point behaviors in the strong

coupling caseand the known interm ediate coupling case

but refer to the interested readers to read the relevant

literatures[30,25].W hatwewould liketo do isto review

the weak coupling statesand focuson the G 2-irrelevant

states.

W ithin the weak coupling m ixed valence regim e,all

running fugacities could be obtained by solving the lin-

ear renorm alization group equations. As we have seen

in the last section, there is a NFL � xed point in the

sense ofthe X-ray edge infrared orthogonality catastro-

phe. Furtherm ore,in the m ixed valence regim e,there

arealso theviolation ofthe Ferm iliquid behaviorin the

calculation ofthe localsingle-particle and two-particle

correlation functions.Som eofthem havebeen shown in

refs.[18,25]such as G dc;G dd and two-particle excitonic

and d-electron correlation functionsaswellasdccorrela-

tion functions. Divergencesappearin the G dc,G dd and

the dc correlation functions,which showsthe localNFL

behavior.Atthe � nite U ,one m ay have m ore divergent

correlation functions.Forinstance,the single d-electron

paring function

G d�pair(�)= < 0jd�(�)d�0(0)j3 > � �
�� d ;

or

G d�pair(!)� !
�1+ � d; (5.1)

with the exponent

�d = 2�
�2
0 � �

�2
x (1� ��;� 0):

Thetwo-particled-electron paringcorrelation function is

given riseto

< d�d�0(�)d
y

�0d
y
�(0)> � �

�� 4; (5.2)

with the exponent

�4 = �

�

��0 + ��2x

2

� 2

:

W e see that both d-electron pairing correlation func-

tionsaredivergentin the low energy lim it.

TheG 2-irrelevantinterm ediatecouplingm ixed valence

state is newly discovered at the � nite U m odel. The

renorm alization group equations yield an initially de-

creasing the paring charge fugacity g2 and initially in-

creasing thechargeand spin fugacitiesg1 and gx.Itcan

occurforwhich the spin and charge kinks are unbound

while the paring chargekinksarebound.The two-body

hybridization is irrelevant while the hybridization and

exchange coupling are relevant. Therefore,the correla-

tion functionssuch as< 0jRj3> given by (4.8)and local

pairing single- and two-d-electron correlation functions

are stilldivergent. This gives a new set oflocalNFL

� xed points.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have constructed a generalim purity m odelwith

two-body hybridization. Through com paring with the

partition functions,via bosonization,wehavefound that

this im purity problem is asym ptotically equivalent to

a six-com ponent plasm a of kinks with external � elds.

Hence, the renorm alization group analysis can be sys-

tem atically carried out in the fram ework ofthe AYHC

poorm an’sscaling theory. W e em phasize thatitisim -

portant to introduce the two-body hybridization in the

Ham iltonian.Thisensuresthetransitivity ofthe‘dipole’

operatorsand then theequivalenceofthepartition func-

tions. M oreover, the renorm alization group equations

show thatthe owsexcludingthetwo-bodyhybridization

are notcorrectrenorm alization  ows. In som e phase of

the phase diagram ,g2 is relevant,i.e.,hybridizing elec-

tronshop pairly onto and o� theim purity orbital.This

behaviorofthe electronsresem blesthe ‘Cooperpair’in

BCS theory. The property ofthe g2-relevant phase is

not clear yet. Perhaps,it relates to the superconduct

phase in an im purity lattice m odel. In the phase dia-

gram ,thereisa NFL phasewhich controlled by the� xed

pointbehaviorofthem ulti-channelX-ray edgeproblem .

Around this phase we have six other phases called the

g2-relevantphase,the strong-coupling K ondo phase and

fourequivalentfreeorbitalm etallicphases.Hence,there

is a FL-NFL phase transition in the system . There are

six sequencesofphasetransitionsfrom theNFL phaseto

9



the HT phase in which allfugacitiesare relevant. Each

sequencehasthreecriticalpointsand fourphases,which

issam easthedim ensionsoftheLiealgebra correspond-

ing to the plasm a ‘charges’.

W e have discussed various reduced m odels. For the

spin sym m etricm odel,thefreeorbitalstatesdonotexist

becausewecan notfreezeonlyonespin statein theim pu-

rity orbitaland thefreeorbitalcondition can notbesat-

is� ed. Forthe PH sym m etric m odel,we addressed that

thePH sym m etryofthecom m on one-bodyhybridization

term in the Ham iltonian forces �d = � U=2 by the con-

sistency oftherenorm alization group equationsand also

decrease a criticalpoint in the sequence oftransitions,

correspondinglyreducingadim ension ofthe‘charges’Lie

algebra.

W e also discussed the � xed point behaviors in the

m ixed valencestateregim e.Exceptthe X-ray edgetype

infrared orthogonality catastrophein thescreeningchan-

nel,wealso found the localNFL signalin theweak cou-

pling and interm ediatecoupling m ixed valencestates.
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A P P EN D IX A :LIE A LG EB R A A N D IT S

R ELA T IO N T O P H A SE ST R U C T U R ES

In thisappendix,wediscusssom em athem aticalprop-

erties ofthe ‘charges’qa�� . The screening com ponents,

ql
��
, are trivialand we focus on the spin-com ponents,

q�
��
.W ede� neq



��
aregiven by thespin-com ponentsfor

 = � orvanish for = 0 and 3.In term softhe transi-

tivity (3.19)and the anti-sym m etry ofthe ‘charges’,we

im m ediately haveq


��
obey the Jacobiidentities:

X



q


��
q
�
� + q



��
q
�
� + q



��
q
�
� = 0; (A1)

which m eansthatthe‘charges’m ay beregarded asa set

ofstructureconstantsofsom eLiealgebra.Denoting the

generatorsofthe Liealgebra by T�,then wehave

[T0;T�]= q
�
0

0�T�0; [T�;T�0]= q
�
00

�� 0T�00; (A2)

[T�;T3]= q
�
0

�3T�0; [T0;T3]= q
�
03T�:

The Liealgebra hasthe following properties:

(i) It is solvable. W e callthe Lie algebra L. Equa-

tions (A2) im ply that [L;L]� L1,[L1;L1]� L2 and

[L2;L2]= 0,where L1 = fT�g and L2 = fq�"#T�g. This

m eansthatL issolvable.

(ii) The Lie algebra is 4-dim ensional,which is sam e

as the dim ensions ofthe im purity Hilbert space. The

structure constants form the adjoint representation by

(T�)� = q


��
.Forthegeneralparam eters�0;

~�0;�x� and

~�x�,aT0+ bT"+ cT#+ dT3 = 0only ifallcoe� cientsa;b;c

and d arezero.

(iii)In the in� nite U lim it,the doubly-occupied state

is com pletely suppressed in the discussion of the low

energy behavior of the system . The physics has been

discussed in [15][18,25]. The im purity Hilbert space is

3-dim ensional,and correspondingly,the Lie algebra re-

ducesto 3-dim ensionalone:L = fT0;T�g.

(iv) In the PH sym m etric m odel,q


0� = q


��;3 ,which

leadsto the dim ensionsofthe Lie algebra isreduced to

3 too. This consequence can be checked in the adjoint

representation by the following lineartransform ation

L0 = T0 + T3 + T" + T#; (A3)

L1 = T0 � T3 + T" + T#;

L2 = T0 � T3 + T" � T#;

L3 = T0 + T3 � T" � T#:

The transform ation isa non-singularbutone � ndsthat

L3 � 0. This im plies that the dim ensions of the Lie

algebra is3.

Atthem om ent,itisnotclearthatwhatarethephys-

icalim plication oftheLiealgebra and thecorresponding

Liegroup.W e only know thatthereisa correspondence

between the phase structuresand the dim ensions,D ,of

the Lie algebra: D � 1 is equalto the largest num bers

ofthe criticallinesbetween the NFL phase and the HT

phase.

A P P EN D IX B : R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P

EQ U A T IO N S

O urpartition function (3.17)hasarrived ata special

form oftheCardy’sgeneralm odelwith an external� eld

added. Therefore,the renorm alization group equations

can be directly derived by using the AYHC poorm an’s

scaling theory. The details ofthe derivation have been

presented in [21][24][18,25].Herewejustaddresssom e-

thing in theirderivation.

The renorm alization group equations describe the

 owsofthe dim ensionless couplings,the fugacities g�� ,

the sti� ness constants K (�;�), and the external� elds

E �,asthe band width isreduced.

Firstly,when thecut-o� �0 ! �0 + d�0,to com pensate

the changesof�0’spowerterm sand external� eld term s

in the partition function (3.17),the fugacities and the

external� eldschangeasfollows:

�g� i+ 1� i
= (dln�0)g� i+ 1� i

(1+ K (�i+ 1;�i)); (B1)

�E� i
= E � i

dln�0:

The cut-o� ofintegrallim itsalso causesthe variation

ofthe logarithm icterm s.Afterintegrating outthe �i+ 1,

10



we obtain the variation involving two such kinksi;i+ 1

and a third kink j which isgiven by

(dln�0)g� i� i+ 1
g� i+ 1� i+ 2

(B2)

expf~K (�i;�i+ 1;�j;�j+ 1)ln
�j � �i

�0

+ ~K (�i+ 1;�i+ 2;�j;�j+ 1)ln
�j � �i� �0

�0
g

expfE � i+ 2
� E� i+ 1

g

� (dln�0)g� i� i+ 1
g� i+ 1� i+ 2

expf(K (�i;�j)+ K (�i+ 2;�j+ 1)

� K (�i;�j+ 1)� K (�i+ 2;�j))ln
�j � �i

�0
g

expE � i+ 2
� E� i+ 1

:

Theonly approxim ation is�j� �i � �0,which m eansthe

kinksarerareenough.

Aslong as�i 6= �i+ 2,thiscan be incorporated into a

renorm alization ofg� i� i+ 1
,i.e.

�g� i� i+ 1
= (dln�0)

X

�

g� i�g�� i+ 1
e
E � i+ 1

�E � ; (B3)

which together with (B.1) and g�� = g�� leads to the

renorm alization  owsofthefugacitiesin arbitrary exter-

nal� elds:

dg��

dln�0
= (1+ K (�;�))g�� +

X



g� g�e
�E  +

1

2
(E � + E � ):

(B4)

However,fortheneutralpairwith �i = �i+ 2,thelead-

ing term ofthe lefthand side of(B.2)isindependentof

the relativeposition ofthe kinks.Itbecom es:

(dln�0)g
2
� i� i+ 1

�i+ 2 � �i�1

�0
e
E � i

�E � i+ 1 :

which leadsto therenorm alization oftheexternal� elds:

�E� = � dln�0

X

�

g
2
�� e

E � �E � :

Taking into account
P

E � = 0 and the renorm aliza-

tion ofthe free energy F ,the renorm alization  ows of

E � and F are

dE �

dln�0
= E � �

X



g
2
� e

E � �E  +
1

4

X

�

g
2
�e

E � �E  ; (B5)

dF �0

dln�0
= �

1

4

X

��

g
2
�� e

E � �E � : (B6)

Then,we m ustconsiderthe nextterm in the expansion

of(B.2)as�0=(�j � �i),which is

(dln�0)g
2
� i� i+ 1

~K (�i;�i+ 1;�j;�j+ 1)(ln(�j � �i+ 2) (B7)

� ln(�j � �i�1 ))e
E � i

�E � i+ 1 ;

after integrated overthe ‘closed pair’[21]range �i�1 �

�i � �i+ 2.Thiscan beinterpreted astherenorm alization

ofthe sti� nessconstants:

dK (�;�)

dln�0
= �

X



g
2
� e

E � �E  (B8)

(K (�;�)+ K (�;)� K (�;))

�
X



g
2
�e

E � �E 

(K (�;�)+ K (�;)� K (�;)):

Equations(B4)-(B6)and (B8)areourrenorm alization

group equations in the m odel. The relations g�;� = 0

and K (�;�) = 0 and
P

E � = 0 are preserved in the

renorm alization process.
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FigureCaptions

Fig. 1. The phase structure of the spin sym m etric

m odel. (a) K 0� < K �3;K 03;K "#. (b) K �3 <

K 0�;K 03;K "#. (c) K "# < K 0� < K �3;K 03.(d)

K "# < K � < K 0�;K 03.(e)K 03 < K 0�;K �3;K "#.

Fig.2.ThephasestructureofthePH sym m etricm odel.

(a)K 0" < K 0#;K "#;K 03;(b)K 0# < K 0";K "#;K 03;

(c)K "# < K 0� < K 03;(d) K 03 < K 0� < K "# or

K 03 < K 0� < K "# < K 0;�� .

Fig. 3. The phase structure ofthe spin and PH sym -

m etric m odel. (a) K 0� = K "# = K 03;(b)K "# <

K 0� < K 03;(c)K 03 < K 0� < K "#. (d)The phase

diagram in 0 � x space,where 0 = (1� �x=� �

�0=�)
2+ (�0=�)

2+
P

l
(�l=�)

2 and x = (1� �x=�)
2.

(e)The realphase diagram in 0 � x space. The

thick lines are phase boundaries. The thin lines

divide the Ferm iliquid phase into the di� erentre-

gionscharacterized by di� erentbehaviorsat� nite

tem perature.
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