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A conformal-field-theory approach has recently been developed for quantum-impurity problems
including the “overscreened” multichannel Kondo model. We present the details of our calcula-
tion of the single-fermion Green’s function. The universal zero-temperature resistivity and leading
temperature-dependent term are derived. Effects of particle-hole symmetry breaking are included.
We also give our perturbative proof of the “g-theorem” governing the change in residual entropy
under a renormalization-group flow between two boundary fixed points.

I. INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS

It was observed by Nozieres and Blandin! that the
“overscreened” multichannel Kondo models exhibit a
non-Fermi-liquid fixed point. The Hamiltonian is

) . oB
H =3 L Yuaie(k) + 28 - 3 ol Zeuneg, (11)

ka,i kk’

where « labels spin and ¢ labels channels. Some
properties of these models were later solved exactly
by the Bethe ansatz.23 They were later studied us-
ing conformal-field-theory techniques.*> We have re-
cently developed a conformal-field-theory technique,
for quantum-impurity problems, including the “over-
screened” multichannel Kondo model.713 Qur approach
builds on the renormalization-group ideas developed
by Noziéres and Blandin,!*! seminal results on con-
formal field theory with boundaries by Cardy!® and
results on the Wess-Zumino-Witten by Knizhnik and
Zamolodchikov.®

Noziéres and Blandin?! calculated the B function in the
limit of a large number, k, of channels. Much of the
thermodynamic behavior of these models was obtained
from the Bethe ansatz,?3 including various critical ex-
ponents. We have obtained various results on the over-
screened models using our conformal-field-theory tech-
nique. These include the Wilson ratio (which was known
previously only in the exactly screened case), the ex-
act asymptotic finite-size spectrum, and exact results on
Green’s functions at low temperatures and frequencies
and long distances.!® The latter results include an exact
form for the zero-energy S matrix in the single-particle
sector, which is a measure of the breakdown of Fermi-
liquid theory, and a determination of the leading tem-
perature dependence of the resistivity.
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Our methods allow us to obtain exact results about
conformally invariant critical points. To apply them to
the Kondo problem we need to hypothesize that the sys-
tem renormalizes to a particular critical point, which
we can then study exactly. These critical points were
identified by the “fusion rules hypothesis.” The correct-
ness of this identification has been verified by the exact
agreement of our results on thermodynamics with the
Bethe ansatz results and by the good approximate agree-
ment with numerical renormalization-group results. Our
methods are equally applicable to underscreened, exactly
screened, and overscreened cases. However, in the former
two cases, they simply reduce to the results already ob-
tained by Noziéres and Blandin.1%?!

The purpose of this paper is to present the details of
our results for the single-particle Green’s function, i.e.,
the self-energy in the dilute impurity approximation. In
particular, we give for the first time a general expression
for the self-energy at finite frequency and temperature in
the asymptotic regime (i.e., the result holds in the limit of
very small frequency and temperature for arbitrary val-
ues of their ratio). From this self-energy we obtain the
low-temperature resistivity. We also present here the de-
tails of an unrelated result, namely a perturbative proof
of our “g theorem” concerning the residual entropy or
“ground state degeneracy.”® Our results on two-particle
Green’s functions will be presented in a separate paper.!3
Since the Green’s function calculation is rather long and
technical we summarize the results in this section as well
as outlining the various steps.

The calculation naturally breaks up into two parts:
the zero frequency or temperature behavior and the fi-
nite frequency or temperature behavior. The universal
zero-energy behavior, discussed in Sec. II, is governed by
the boundary fixed point.!%10 In the one-dimensional
formulation, we calculate the single-particle left-right
Green’s function in to the presence of the impurity spin.
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We find that, at low energies and long distances, this
simply equals the noninteracting Green’s function up to
a universal factor S(;jy which may be interpreted as the
S-matrix element in the single-particle sector, i.e., the
amplitude for a single electron to scatter elastically off
the impurity at zero energy. We find that |S(;)| < 1 indi-
cating the occurrence of inelastic (one particle into sev-
eral) scattering at zero energy; this violation of the most
basic assumption of Landau’s Fermi-liquid theory shows
that these fixed points are not of Fermi-liquid type. For
k channels and a spin s impurity, this universal factor is
given by

cos[m(2s + 1)/(2 + k)]
cos[m/(2 + k)] ’

S = (1.2)

S(1) is real as required by time-reversal and particle-hole
symmetry. In the large-k limit this becomes

Say = [1—i(fj5-1k)—2(—21)3] +o(ki3>.

(1.3)
This indicates that the scattering amplitude, and hence
the resistivity, vanish as & — oo. This is to be ex-
pected since the value of the Kondo coupling at the zero-
temperature fixed point vanishes in this limit. In Ap-
pendix A we calculate S(;) to second order of perturba-
tion theory in the Kondo coupling to check our general

|

27y

result in this limit.1?

We next look, in Sec. III, at the corrections to this
simple form of the single-particle Green’s function by
doing first-order perturbation theory in the leading ir-
relevant operator at the low-temperature fixed point.
We show that these corrections can be interpreted as a
frequency- and temperature-dependent self-energy in the
three-dimensional Green’s function, in the dilute impu-
rity limit. The leading irrelevant operator, O, has di-
mension 1+ A with A = 2/(k + 2). Thus the leading
temperature and frequency dependence is of the form
T2 f(w/T) where f is a nontrivial universal scaling func-
tion which we compute. This first-order perturbation
theory result is obtained from calculating a three-point
Green’s function at the nontrivial fixed point, (¥ O9T),
where 1 is the fermion field. It has the form of an inte-
gral over a trigonometric function of 7 + ir, where 7 is
imaginary time and r is the distance from the impurity.
It turns out that the result is proportional to a hyper-
geometric function. (See, for example, Ref. 26.) The
resulting function must then be Fourier transformed and
the analytic continuation of the Matsubara frequency to
real frequency must then be performed. Much of Sec. III
is taken up with this straightforward but tedious calcu-
lation. Some needed properties of hypergeometric func-
tions are derived in Appendix B. The result for the re-
tarded self-energy is

. A 1
R(w) = - e {[1 — Syl —NA (2_71") 2Sin(7l'A)/ du I:u_iﬁ“’/z"u_l/z(l —u)AF(u)

B

Mum_l)(l _ u)_(1+A)] } (1.4)

T T2(1+A)

Here, F(u) = F(1 4 A,1+ A;1;u) is a hypergeometric function,?® A = 2/(2 + k), T is Euler’s gamma function, n;
is the density of impurities, 3 is the inverse temperature, v is the density of states per spin per channel, and N is a

constant:

)
P () (i) s ()

cos (iz—_:—,;) — cos (——2“(22::1)) }1/2

(1.5)
1+ 2cos (fﬁ)

) is the leading irrelevant coupling constant. It is important that ©% has both real and imaginary parts, at first order

in the leading irrelevant operator. The zero-temperature self-energy is proportional to w

in,-

YR (w, T =0) = —

sin(r&)L(1 +28)0(1 = A) |

A,

[[1 — S(l)] + 2N

2Ty

AT2(1 + A)

os(mA/2) — ie(w) sin(mA/2)] |w|A:| . (1.6)

The resistivity can be obtained from ImX® via the Kubo formula. This follows from the fact that we assume purely
s-wave scattering so that the contribution from the scattering kernel vanishes upon angular averaging in the Kubo
formula. This argument is reviewed in Appendix C. The resulting resistivity is

p(T) _ 3n,~[1 - S(l)] {1

2kn(evvp)? [1—-Sw] B

_ 2Nsin(rA)X (2r\% 1 el (1 — wra=1p() - TAT28) any | aa)
———~—~——<)/0d[|1](1)F()7 (1-w) ,

T2(1+ A)
(1.7)
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where v is the Fermi velocity and e the electron charge.
The leading temperature-dependent part scales as AT4,
with A < 1. This is quite different than at the Fermi-
liquid Kondo fixed point which occurs for one channel.
In that case the dimension of the leading irrelevant op-
erator is 2, corresponding to A = 1. Importantly, the
self-energy is real, to first order in A, since it simply cor-
responds to an energy-dependent phase shift, so that the
resistivity is second order and therefore oc T2. This calcu-
lation for the Fermi-liquid case is reviewed in Appendix
D using a slightly different approach than the original
J

C(T) 2nk

9n2A+1/2A%(k/2 4+ 2)[(1/2 — A)

7299

one of Nozieres. Our approach is based on doing ex-
plicit perturbation theory for the self-energy to second
order in the leading irrelevant operator and then using
the Kubo formula. Our results are exactly equivalent to
Nozieres’. We stress that the resistivity has a far more
singular temperature dependence in the non-Fermi-liquid
case. The temperature-dependent part of the resistivity
has a nonuniversal amplitude, oc A. This same (non-
universal) coupling constant appears in the specific heat
and resistivity so that two universal ratios can be formed.
These are given by

%

T [V + n,-/\r"TZA_1

and

X(T) _ lgu)”

v B [V =+ 'I’L,‘/\2

where pup is the Bohr magneton and g is the gyromag-
netic ratio. The temperature dependence in these formu-
las was first obtained from the Bethe ansatz;? the prefac-
tors of the second terms, i.e., the Wilson ratio, was first
obtained by conformal-field-theory techniques.® The im-
purity contributions to these quantities are second order
in A, unlike the Fermi-liquid case, reviewed in Appendix
D, where they are first order. This is a consequence of
the fact that the leading irrelevant operator is a Vira-
soro primary field in the non-Fermi-liquid case which has
a vanishing finite-temperature one-point function. It is
possible to form two independent universal ratios from
the specific heat, susceptibility, and resistivity, in which
A cancels.

For the case of two channels and an s = 1/2 impurity,
the zero-temperature self-energy becomes
in,-

YR (W, T =0) = — —[1 + (24\/V27)][1 — ie(w)]|w|*/2.

(1.10)

2wy

We evaluate the integral over a hypergeometric function
in Eq. (1.7) explicitly, obtaining the resistivity

3ni

p(T) = 4m(evvp)?

[1 4+ 4\V7T). (1.11)

2kT'(1— A) ] (18)

T2A—17T2A+1/2(k/2 + 2)2F(1/2 —4)

k(1 — A) ] (1.9

r

In this case the specific heat and susceptibility are given
by2,8

@ = %T [u + ni/\zln(TK/T)%z (1.12)
and
@ = @ [v +n:A’In(Tk /T)18x] . (1.13)

Here the Kondo temperature Tk is given by A = TI;A.

The results stated so far assume particle-hole symme-
try. Importantly, they assume in particular no potential
scattering in addition to the Kondo interaction. How-
ever, it is easy to include a potential scattering term.
This is considered in Sec. IV. The important point is
that the nontrivial physics all takes place in the spin
sector whereas the potential scattering is entirely in the
charge sector. It produces a line of fixed points which are
obtained by a trivial modification of the charge sector.
(This is quite unlike the two-impurity Kondo problem
where breaking of particle-hole symmetry restores Fermi-
liquid behavior.) It has no effect on the low-temperature
specific heat or susceptibility. It modifies the self-energy
by an additional potential-scattering phase shift, §p. The
resistivity becomes

P(T) 2km(evvp)?

_ 3n;[1 — cos(26p)S(1)) {1 B co[s(25p)2N SiI;(T(A])/\ (2_71') A
1 —cos(20p)S(1)

B

X -/01 du [|lnu|(1 — )27 F(u) — ?gt%‘fi;umnl)(l - u)'(1+A)] } (1.14)

Although the universality of the zero-temperature resis-
tivity is spoiled, it is possible, for & > 2, to eliminate
§p by taking ratios of the temperature-independent and
temperature-dependent parts of p(T'). Hence two univer-

[sa.l ratios can still be formed from C, x, and p. In the
special case, k = 2, S(;) = 0 so the zero-temperature
resistivity is independent of §p; i.e., it is universal even
with particle-hole symmetry breaking. dp can no longer



7300

be eliminated between the zero-temperature and finite-
temperature resistivity; it could however be eliminated
using a measurement of the thermopower.®

In an earlier paper® we argued that the (zero-
temperature) residual entropy contains an impurity term
of the form Ilng where, in general, the “ground-state de-
generacy,” g, is noninteger. We further hypothesized
that g always decreases upon renormalization from a
less stable to a more stable boundary fixed point. We
have proof of this hypothesis only in the case where the
flow is between two nearby boundary fixed points, in-
duced by a barely relevant operator, of dimension 1 — y
with 0 < y < 1. We show in Appendix E, that,
in this limit, the change in g has the universal form
8g9/g9 = —m2y®/3b% < 0 where b is the coefficient of the
quadratic term in the 3 function of the operator.

It was suggested by Vladar and Zawadowskil® that
the two-channel Kondo model might describe electrons
interacting with a two-level impurity system where the
two levels correspond to different spatial impurity wave
functions. In this situation the two spin states of the con-
duction electrons can play the role of “channels” and the
two levels play the role of the two states of an effective
spin-1/2 impurity. In this situation the channel symme-
try may be exact whereas the spin symmetry will not
be. Importantly, while breaking of channel symmetry is
a relevant perturbation, breaking of the spin symmetry
is not, in some cases.!? A possible experimental realiza-
tion of such a system was found recently in metal point
contacts.2? It has been suggested by Cox?! that the two-
channel overscreened model may describe certain heavy
fermion materials. While some experimental support for
this suggestion was found?2:23 in UPd3_, Y, the resistiv-
ity scales linearly with 7 rather than with v/T as calcu-
lated here for the two-channel case. The two-channel
model exhibits a singular pairing susceptibility?!:11:24
and it has been proposed as an explanation of high-T.
superconductivity.212¢ However, the v/T behavior of the
resistivity found here is different than the linear behav-
ior measured above T, in the high-T, materials. A some-
what different single-impurity model, exhibiting similar
non-Fermi-liquid behavior has been proposed in the con-
text of high-T,. materials.?®> The quest for experimental
realizations of this exotic behavior continues.

II. S MATRIX

In this section we calculate the S matrix, or equiv-
alently the electron self-energy at the critical point, to
lowest order in the dilute-impurity expansion. This ob-
ject is very simply defined in terms of the one-particle
Green’s function.

In the one-dimensional formulation of the Kondo effect,
which arises after s-wave projection, we have left- and
right-moving fermion fields, ¥;, and g on the positive =
axis. (For a review, see Ref. 8, Appendix A.) With our
normalizations the bulk free fermion Green’s functions
are
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(W} (21)01 (22)) = —
L 21 — 22 )
1
($h(z1)Yr(22)) = ——, (2.1)
21 — 22

(¥} (21)¥r(z2)) = 0.

Here z = 7 + iz. If we impose a boundary condition at
z = 0 of the form g (z) = ¥ r(Z), then the left-left and
right-right Green’s functions remain unaffected but the
left-right Green’s function becomes

1
21—22‘

(¥} (21)¥r(Z2)) =

(2.2)

More generally, if we impose the boundary condition
Yr(2) = €291, (Z) the Green’s function becomes

1
21—22'

(¥L(z1)¥r(22)) = e

(2.3)

Here 6 is the phase shift. For an arbitrary conformally
invariant boundary condition the left-left and right-right
Green’s function is the same as in the bulk, Eq. (2.1),
and the left-right Green’s function takes the form

S

-
Z1 — 22

(¥} (21)¥r(22)) = Sq)

(2.4)

where S(;) is a universal complex number which depends
on the universality class of the boundary conditions. It
represents the S- (scattering) matrix restricted to the
one-particle subspace right at the Fermi surface (i.e., at
zero energy). In general |S(;)| < 1 signifying multiple-
particle scattering (i.e., one electron into one electron
plus one or more electron-hole pairs). In Fermi-liquid
theory such multiple-particle scattering is assumed to
vanish at the Fermi surface. This is true at the local
Fermi-liquid fixed describing the one-channel Kondo ef-
fect. In this case S(;y = —1, corresponding to a /2
phase shift. At the overscreened Kondo fixed points
|S(1)| < 1, implying that these are not local Fermi-liquid
fixed points.

S(1) can be readily calculated for an arbitrary confor-
mally invariant boundary condition. Consider an arbi-
trary left-moving primary field, O%(z), of scaling dimen-
sion z with a unit-normalized bulk two-point function:

1
(21 — 2z2)2="
Then, in the presence of a conformally invariant bound-
ary, corresponding to the boundary state, |A), the two-

point function of O¢ with O% the conjugate right-moving
field is!®

(03 (21)0% (22)) = (2.5)

(a;0]|A4) 1

(01(21)0%(22)) = (T;0[4) (1 = 7)%

(2.6)

Here |a;0) is the direct product of left and right high-
est weight states corresponding to the operator O%O—“R, I
labels the identity operator. In the fermion problem, pri-
mary operators are labeled by charge @, spin j, and flavor
representation p quantum numbers. Thus the fermion
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operator has quantum numbers Q = 1, 7 = 1/2, and
p = k [the fundamental representation of the SU(k) fla-
vor group]. Therefore we find

Sa) = (1,1/2,k;0]A4)/(0,0, ;0| A). (2.7)
If we consider the trivial free fermion boundary state,
|F), corresponding to the boundary condition ¥g(z) =
¥r(z), then we must have

1= (1,1/2,k;0/F)/(0,0, I; 0| F). (2.8)
Thus letting |K) represent the Kondo boundary state
describing the nontrivial conformally invariant boundary
condition arising at the low-temperature fixed point in
the Kondo effect, we may write

P _ (1,1/2,k;0|K)/(1,1/2,k;0|F)
M= "0,0,1;0]K)/(0,0,T; 0| F)

(2.9)

The latter form is useful because the ratios of Kondo
to free fermion matrix elements can be calculated sim-
ply using a formula due to Cardy,'® relating boundary
state matrix elements to the spectrum, our “fusion rule
hypothesis,””*® and the Verlinde formula.?® Cardy’s for-
mula states!®

3 Sgnbip = (Ala; 0)(a; 0] B). (2.10)
b

Here Sy is the “modular S matrix” representing a mod-
ular transformation on the characters. (This name is
rather unfortunate since the “modular S matrix” is not
the scattering matrix.) n%g is the number of times that
the ath conformal tower appears in the spectrum with
conformally invariant boundary conditions correspond-
ing to the boundary states |A) and |B) at the two ends of
a finite line. Our fusion rule hypothesis states”-8 that the
spectrum with one free and one Kondo boundary condi-
tion is related to that with two free boundary conditions
by

nBR’ = Njndd ", (2.11)
jl

where N/, is the fusion rule coefficient for the SU(2)
level-k theory, giving the number of distinct ways that
the representation j occurs in the operator product ex-
pansion of two fields transforming according to the rep-
resentations j' and s, respectively. (s is the spin of
the impurity.) This hypothesis, which is a natural re-
sult of “completing the square” when the Kondo interac-
tion is written in terms of currents, has been extensively
checked against numerical renormalization-group results
for the finite-size spectrum®? and Bethe ansatz results
for the residual entropy.® Combining these two formulas
and writing the modular S matrix as a product of charge,
spin, and flavor parts we obtain

Q i gp ni' ,Q'F"P
S, ,Sj,Sp,Nj,,snFF
Q,5'p'53"

= (F|Q,3,p;0)(Q,7,p;0|K). (2.12)
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Finally we use the Verlinde formula?® which relates the
modular S matrix to the fusion rule coefficients:

Z N, 8%, = 89,51/83. (2.13)
]’

Using Eq. (2.13), Eq. (2.12) can be simplified to:
(53/53) Y S&Si.SemBi"e
Q.i"p
= (F|Q,7,p;0)(Q, 5,0 0|K). (2.14)

Using Eq. (2.10) once again with A = B = F, we obtain
our final result:

(Q,5,p;01K)/(Q, j,p;0|F) = §7/83.

Thus any matrix element of the Kondo state can be ex-
pressed in terms of the corresponding free matrix element
and the modular $ matrix. This is given by?°

S4, = \/2/(2 + k) sin[n(2j + 1) (2§’ + 1)/(2 + k)]. (2.16)

We may now use this result to calculate the scatter-
ing matrix at the Kondo fixed point. Substituting Egs.
(2.15) and (2.16) into Eq. (2.9) we obtain

(2.15)

S22 5872

_ cos[m(2s + 1)/(2 + k)]
59/5%

cos[w/(2 + k)]

Since k > 2s, |S1)| < 1, as expected. S(y) is real,
as required by particle-hole and time-reversal symme-
tries. Furthermore, in the exactly screened case, k = 2s,
S(1)y = —1, corresponding to a Fermi-liquid fixed point
with a 7/2 phase shift. [If & < 2s, the impurity is un-
derscreened; i.e., reduced to size s — k/2, and we must
replace s by k/2 in Eq. (2.17). Thus we again obtain
Sy = —1.] We also note that, in the limit ¥ — oo
with s held fixed, S(;y — 1. This reflects the fact that
the stable fixed point occurs at weak Kondo coupling in
this limit. We will show'” in Appendix A that Eq. (2.17)
agrees with a perturbative calculation of S(;) to O(1/k?).

Sa) = (2.17)

III. TEMPERATURE DEPENDENCE OF THE
RESISTIVITY AND THE LEADING
IRRELEVANT OPERATOR

The calculation of the S matrix in the previous sec-
tion can also be regarded as a calculation of the self-
energy for three-dimensional electrons propagating in a
dilute ensemble of magnetic impurities. To see this, let
us first consider the three-dimensional Green’s function
in the presence of a single impurity, located at the ori-
gin. We consider the imaginary time, time-ordered finite-
temperature Green’s function. It turns out to be conve-
nient to work in a mixed representation where we Fourier
transform with respect to imaginary time, but not space.
The Fourier modes occur at the Matsubara frequencies:

wn =27(n+1/2)T. (3.1)

The noninteracting Green’s function is given by
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fermion annihilation operator

B
GO (wn,t) = — /0 dretn™ (y(r, r)3" (0, 0))

dap ipr
Pp  ow W (r) = P (p) (3.6)
=[P _° (3.2) (2m)3/2
(27)3 iw, — €p
) into spherical harmonics. Only the s-wave component
In the critical region, 7 — 00, wn, — 0, we may approxi- interacts with a é-function impurity. The s-wave part is

mate the dispersion relation by

1 ‘ .

€p X Vp(p — pr) = vpp' (3.3) Fir) = 227 [ Yr(r) — e Yr ()], (3.7)

and take the limits of integration to oo for p’. Thus we where 9y, p are one-dimensional left- and right-moving

obtain fields. [See Appendix A of Ref. 8 but note that left

) it and right movers are defined using the opposite conven-

G (wn, 1) ~ [’Lpp'r‘/ _ap'eT r tion in Egs. (A8) and (A9).] The noninteracting one-
™ 47r21r o — vpp’ dimensional Green’s function for left movers is

oo ; ,—ip'r B
—emerr [ d”—] (34)  GY(wn,z) = - / dr enT (Y (7 + i)} (0))

—o0 twy — VFDp

oo elPT
These integrals can be evaluated exactly from the residue = / dp iy +p
theorem. Noting that, since r» > 0, the first integral may I
be closed in the upper half plane and the second in the = 2mie“"*[0(—wn)0(z) — 0(wn)0(—z)]. (3.8)

lower, and setting v = 1, we find [Note the factor of 27 arising from the unconventional

normalization of the fermion operators and recall that
G°(wn,r) ~ _Pr ePFTeTwnT(w,,) €(p) = —p for left movers.] The decomposition into spher-
2mr ical harmonics implies® the boundary condition

+e—ipprew..r0(_wn)j| . (3_5) "/’L(O) = "/’R(O) (3-9)

and hence, ¥r(r) = ¥ (—7). Thus the four Green’s func-
Alternatively, we may decompose the three-dimensional tions in the noninteracting theory are

ﬁ .
G%L(wm"'la"'2) = _/ dr ewnT@bL(Ta 7'1)"/’2(077'2»0 = GOL(wnarl - 7'2)a
0

B )
GORR(wn7T1’T2) = _/ dr elwnT<'¢)R(Ta T1)¢;r{(0’7'2)>0 = G%(wn’rz - 7‘1),
0

(3.10)

G 5 (wny 71, 72) = — / dr enT (o, (1,71 ) 1y (0,72) Yo = G (wny 71 + T2),

B )
G%L(wn,rl,rz) = ——/ dr """ (Yr(T, 7‘1)1/)2(0,7‘2))0 = GOL(wn, —71 —T2).
0

To calculate the three-dimensional Green’s function with the impurity at the origin, we may decompose into spherical
harmonics and use the fact that only the s-wave harmonic is modified from its noninteracting value. Furthermore,
only the left-right and right-left parts of the s-wave Green’s function are modified, as we saw in the previous section
and will be shown more generally below. Hence

-1

G(wn,T1,73) = GOwn,F1 —12) = o
172

{e——iPF(1'1+1‘z) [GLR(mel,Tz) - G%R(wmhﬂ‘z)]
4ePF(ritr2) [GRL(me'l,TZ) — G?{L(wnar13r2):| } (3.11)

Here GLr and Gy are the left-right and right-left Green’s functions defined as in Eq. (3.10) but for the interacting
theory. Using the fact that the LR Green’s function in the presence of the impurity only differs from the noninteracting
case by a factor S(;), and using the explicit form of the noninteracting Green’s function, Eqs. (3.8) and (3.10), this
becomes
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0 i[su)—l] ipp(ri+r2) —wn(r1+r3) —ipF(ri+72) gwn (r1+72)
G(r1,r25wn) — G (ry —rojwy)= 7 — [e Flrtrz) g=wnimTr2)Q(w,, ) — e "PFITITT2) Wn(rT1TT2 0(——wn)}. (3.12)
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Finally we observe that the correction to the three-dimensional Green’s function coming from the impurity takes the

form

G(r1,T2;wn) — GOty — r2;wp) = GO(r1;wn)T(wn)GO(—r2; wn),

where the T-matrix, T'(w,) is given by

T(wn) _ _Z7l’(1 '—25(1))6(“)”) — ﬂi(l - S(l))

(3.13)

€(wn), (3.14)

27y

€(z) is the step function, v is the density of states, per spin per flavor.
For a dilute random array of impurities of density n;, we obtain, to lowest order in n;

G(r1,r2;wn) — GO(r1 — rajwn) & n; /dariGO(rI —r5;wn) T (wn)GO(r; — r2;wy).

The averaging over impurity location has restored trans-
lation invariance. = Summing over multiple-impurity
terms®® and ignoring interimpurity interactions the
Green’s function takes the standard form

1
iwn, — € — S(wn)’

Gk, wy) ~ (3.16)

where

Y(wn) = n;T(wp) (3.17)
is the self-energy for a dilute random array of impurities,
to first order in n;. By considering the Green’s function
in the presence of two or more impurities we could, in
principle, calculate the interaction terms which give cor-
rections to the self-energy as a power series in n;. The
above result is correct up to corrections of O(n?) and thus
would appear to be reliable for a dilute system. How-
ever, it may well be that these terms of higher order in
n; have increasingly more singular temperature (or fre-
quency) dependence. (The situation may be worse than
in the single-channel case.) Thus our dilute impurity re-
sults may only be valid in some intermediate temperature
range, low enough to be in the critical region for a sin-
gle impurity but high enough that the multiple-impurity
interaction effects are small. Furthermore it is clearly
necessary that the average interimpurity separation be
large compared to the Kondo length scale, vp/Tk. It
is, to say the least, highly problematic whether any real
material could be studied in this regime. The effect of
these interimpurity interactions is therefore very impor-
tant and we are currently considering them. However,
they lie outside the scope of the present article.

The retarded self-energy is obtained by continuing the
imaginary frequency to the real axis, from the upper half-
plane:3° iw, — w + in, n = 0. This gives e(n + iw) =
e(n) =1, so

_ ini[l - S(l)]

ER(w) - 27y

(3.18)

(3.15)

[

The self-energy is pure imaginary and is interpreted as
the single-particle scattering rate

1

2 — _2Im%R = M
o

— (3.19)

Note that the retarded self-energy is independent of T
and w.

To obtain finite-frequency and finite-temperature cor-
rections we must consider contributions from irrelevant
boundary operators. The T or w dependence can be de-
termined by simple scaling arguments. If the leading ir-
relevant boundary operator has dimension 1+ A, then the
corresponding coupling constant, A, has dimension —A.
[Recall that boundary operators are effectively multiplied
by é(z), modifying the usual (1+1)-dimensional scaling
arguments.] We may replace A by 1/T%. Thus we expect
the leading temperature dependence of the self-energy to
be

2(T) — £(0) < (T/Tx)* (3.20)

and similarly for the frequency dependence. To deter-
mine the scattering rate we must find the leading temper-
ature (and frequency) dependence of the imaginary part
of . For the one-channel, Fermi-liquid case, A = 1. It
turns out that the leading correction to the self-energy, of
O(T/Tk), is purely real in this case. (See Appendix D.)
The leading temperature dependence of the imaginary
part comes from second-order perturbation theory in the
leading irrelevant operator and hence is O [(T/TK)Z].
This calculation of the scattering rate or conductivity
was first performed by Noziéres'? using an equivalent
method involving the Boltzmann equation and an energy-
and density-dependent phase shift. We repeat it in Ap-
pendix D using our Green’s function approach and the
Kubo formula in order to check our methods. It turns out
that, for the non-Fermi-liquid fixed points, the term of
O [(T/Tk)*] is complex, contributing to both real and
imaginary parts of ¥. Thus the scattering rate has a
much more singular temperature and frequency depen-
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dence in the non-Fermi-liquid cases.

We now proceed to an explicit evaluation of this cor-
rection to the self-energy in the overscreened case for
general s and k with & > 2s. There are two reasons
to do this. First of all, it will confirm that this term
is indeed complex. Furthermore it allows for an actual
evaluation of the amplitude of this term, up to one un-
known factor, the leading irrelevant coupling constant,
A. Since the same coupling constant determines the im-
purity specific heat and susceptibility, this amplitude is
completely determined if either of these thermodynamic
quantities are known, i.e., the ratio [E(w,T)]?/Cimp(T)
is universal for k > 2, like the Wilson ratio. [For k = 2,
Cimp(T) x In(T/Tk), so the ratio is universal up to this
logarithmic dependence on Tk .|

The leading irrelevant operator at the non-Fermi-liquid

. 5 .
586:6G (21, 72) = A /0 dr T($ria(z0)T_1 - $(0, 7)1 (2,)).
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fixed points is always, J_; - ¢, where ¢ is the spin-one
primary field of dimension A = 2/(2+k), defined to have
a unit-normalized two-point function

6ab

a b

= —x 3.21

<¢ (T1)¢ (TZ)) (7_1 — 7-2)2A ( )
and J_; is the Kac-Moody raising operator. J_; - ¢ has
dimension 1 + A. Writing the perturbation term in the
imaginary time action as

58 = ,\/aer_1 ‘P, (3.22)

the leading correction to the left-right single-particle
Green’s function is

(3.23)

Here T signifies time ordering. This three-point function is completely specified by conformal invariance up to an
overall constant, N, which is determined by the boundary state

dr [z sin 5 (22 — zl)]A

2\ 28 B8
PGin =N (ﬁ) /o [sin (5(r - 20)) sin (5(7 - zz))]HA'

We determine the normalization constant, N, appear-
ing in this three-point function as follows: J_; - ¢ has the
zero-temperature two-point function [see Ref. 8, p. 665,
footnote]:

3(k/2 + 2)

(J-1-@(r)J-1- P(72)) = T = rpPG+A) (3.25)

The operator J_; - ¢ occurs in the boundary operator
product expansion (OPE) of ¥ (2;) with 1/;}2(22):

(Yrai(21) V5" (21)¥rp; (22) 1 (22)) — |C|?(4r172)

for k > 2.

(3.24)

f
VLia(21) 5% (22) = iCli(Z2 — 21)]2T _1 -+ -+ .
(3.26)

Comparing with Eqgs. (3.24) (in the zero-temperature
limit) and (3.25) we see that the normalization con-
stant, IV, is proportional to the OPE coefficient, C:
N = 3(k/2 + 2)C/2k. The OPE coefficient can be de-
termined from the exact two-particle Green’s function
($Lai(21)¥ 5 (21)¥Rre;(22)¥ 1P (22)) which we have de-
termined at the Kondo fixed point. We take the double
limit 7y — 0, 72 — 0 and use the boundary OPE twice,
giving

A 3(k/2+42)

fri — 2P+ 8) 320

This Green’s function, which is calculated in Ref. 13, has the expected dependence on r,73,7, — 2. From it we

extract the value of

IN|? =

cos (2—"') — cos (M)

+k 2+k

2 k
r (&)
1

0| ©

r(k33) 7 (53) co= ()

, (3.28)
1+ 2cos (Z,Z_F—"k)

where I'(z) is Euler’s gamma function. This is the only place where the size of the impurity spin, s, enters into the
leading temperature-dependent term in the resistivity (namely via the boundary state).

In the special case k = 2, s = 1/2, there is another singlet operator with the same dimension, 3/2, as J_; - ¢,
namely the equivalent operator in the flavor sector, J4,¢%. (A = 1,2, 3 labels a vector in flavor space.) Denoting the
corresponding OPE coefficient by C’, the Green’s function now becomes
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($rai(20) 9} (21)YRe; (22)Y )7 (22)) — (IC)2 + |C'|?) (4ryra) /2

9

_— 3.29
|1 — 72| ( )

Clearly we need another equation to determine both C and C’. This is provided by the other two-point function

which we have also calculated exactly:!3

(YLai(21) P (21)Y1pi (22) Y 17 (22)).

In the corresponding boundary limit this becomes

(WL (21) ¥ rai (21) 81 (22) 05 (22)) = (CF + C%)(drama) /2

Our explicit calculation!® shows that the second Green’s
function vanishes for k = 2 (after tracing over indices as
indicated). This implies C2 = —C'2. The first Green’s
function is nonvanishing; from it we extract the value of
|N|?2 = 9/8, the same value which would follow from Eq.
(3.28).

The phase of C, and hence N, can be determined us-
ing the product of time-reversal and charge conjugation
(particle-hole) symmetry, CT. We set 7 = 0. CT maps
$r(r) = %h(r) and hence maps ¥} (r)¢r(r) into mi-
nus itself. On the other hand J_; - ¢ is even under CT.
(This must be the case since this operator appears in the
effective Lagrangian, a fact verified by the logarithmic
behavior of the impurity susceptibility observed in the
Bethe ansatz solution.?) Taking into account that CT is
antiunitary (complex conjugates C numbers) we see that

T

B B

sin E(T — 2z1) sin %(T — Z3) = % [cos

Clearly we may shift the integration variable 7 by (7 +
T2)/2 to eliminate this term from the argument of the
second cosine on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.33). Note
that the zeros of the denominator in Eq. (3.24) in the
complex 7 plane occur when Im7 = ir; or Im7 = —ir,.
Therefore it is further possible to displace the 7 integral
into the complex plane by i(r; —r2)/2 without encounter-
ing a singularity since —ry < (r1 — r2)/2 < ry. This has
the advantage that the only dependence of the integrand
on z; and Z; is via the quantity

27

w = exp [z g (- zz)] . (3.34)

We also see that §Gr;, = Grr = 0, as required for
the corrections to the three-dimensional Green’s func-

tion to correspond to a self-energy insertion. 6Grr is
J

2 2

B

-1/2 _ ,1/274 14+A o
N —
0

. U .
[r1 — T2 + i(r1 + 72)] — cos 5[27' -1 —T2+1i(r2 —71)]] .

(3.30)
9
m}m- (3.31)
[
¥} (r)Yr(r) = iCli(22 — 21)]23_1 - ¢ (3.32)

is indeed consistent with CT, if the constant C is real.
The sign of C is not determined. This is of no conse-
quence here since the sign of J_; - ¢ is not fixed anyway.
For convenience we choose the sign of this operator so
that C > 0, N > 0.

The rest of this section will be concerned with Fourier
transforming the above expression, showing that it cor-
responds again to a self-energy insertion as in Eq. (3.13),
extracting an explicit expression for the self-energy, ana-
lytically continuing to real frequency, and then calculat-
ing the T = 0 lifetime and the w = 0 resistivity.

The first step is to rewrite the denominator in Eq.
(3.24) using a trigonometric identity:

(3.33)

proportional to the same integral, Eq. (3.24), but with
ro — —r3. Now all zeroes of the denominator occur
at Im7 = ir; or Im7 = iry, in the upper half plane.
Consequently the integration contour can be deformed
to Im7 — —oo without encountering a singularity; hence
the integral vanishes. In the case of §Grpg all poles are in
the lower half-plane so the integral again vanishes. This
argument can be trivially extended to show that G
and dGgrgr vanish to all orders in perturbation theory in
all irrelevant operators. A general term involves n in-
sertions of irrelevant operators at z; = 7;. Since both
fermion fields are on the same side of the boundary for
6Grr and §Grpr we may analytically continue all the 2;
integration contours to z; = 7; + ir; with r; & Foo with-
out encountering a singularity.

It is also convenient to introduce the angular integra-
tion variable, 8 = 27r7/(, in terms of which the Green’s
function becomes

(3.35)

3 (w2 + w=1/2) — cos 6] A
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By extracting a factor of (2w1/ 2)(1+A) we may express §G g in terms of a hypergeometric function:26
N (2r\'"2 _
8GLR = i;)\ (73—") 20w/2(1 —w)22rF(1+ A, 1+ A;1,w). (3.36)
where
1 [ do
Fl+A,1+A;1,w) = & / . (3.37)
2m Jo [w+1—2wl/2cos ]

[We will generally suppress the first three arguments of the hypergeometric function writing simply F(w).] The next
step is to Fourier transform with respect to 7. Since w is periodic in 71 and F(w) is analytic near w = 0, we see that
0GLr has Fourier modes, w, = 2m(n + 1/2)/8. The Fourier transform may be written as a contour integral over w:

SGLRr(r1,T2;wn) = /d’rlei“"""JGLR(rl,rz;ﬁ — T2) (3.38)
: 27 4 wn (r1+72) dw n+1/2,.1/2 A
=i2rNA 5 e¥nimTrz oY w/*(1 —w)>F(w). (3.39)

The integration contour is a circle of radius e~2™("1+72)/# < 1. Since the hypergeometric function is analytic for
|lw| < 1 we see that 6GLr(r1,72,w,) vanishes for w, > 0 as required for it to correspond to a three-dimensional
self-energy insertion. We obtain an analogous expression for G gy (r1,72; w,). The constant N of Eq. (3.24) takes on
a different value in this case, i.e., we do not obtain §G gy, by simply analytically continuing §Grr across the boundary.
In the presence of a boundary condition the function can be nonanalytic at the boundary. §Ggyz, can be determined
instead from time-reversal invariance

0GLr(r,7) =8GRL(r,7)". (3.40)

This implies that §Grr can be written as in Eq. (3.24) with the replacements 1 «+» 2 and N — —N. We see that §G
does indeed have the form of a self-energy insertion, Eq. (3.13) with

A
; . 27 dw —Buw.. /2
S(wn) = niT(wy,) = —57—:; i[1 — Syle(wn) —iNA (F) f%— [—0(wn)w Buwn /2
+0(—wn)wﬁwn/2"] w2(1— w)AF(w)|. (3.41)

Note that this leading correction has the expected scaling Lw
form T4 times a function of w, /7.

To proceed we must consider the analyticity proper- / \
ties of the integrand in more detail. F(w) is analytic .
everywhere except for a cut along the real axis from \. _/ !
w = 1 — oo. This is discussed in some detail in Ap-
pendix B. On either side of the cut it takes the value

lim F(w = ie) = c(w) + eF™2d(w). (3.42)
e—0t
The function ¢(w) can be conveniently expressed as
c(w) = w™ A F(w™t). (3.43)

Thus the integrand, w~ "+ (1 — w)2F(w), is also an-
alytic everywhere except for a cut at the same location
and an (n + 1) order pole at the origin. It vanishes as
|lw| = oo as |w|~(™*+2), In order to perform the analytic
continuation to real frequency, it is convenient to deform FIG. 1. Deformation of integration contour in Eq. (3.41)
the integration contour to lie on either side of the cut. from the pole to the branch cut. Note the circular section of
(See Fig. 1.) Along the cut, the deformed contour surrounding the branch point.
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lim (1 —w F ie)® — T (w — 1)2 (3.44) w)A F(w) is proportional to ¢(w), independent of d(w).
e—0t The integral along the cut diverges at w — 1. This is
cut off by the circular section of the contour surrounding
the branch point at 1. (See Fig. 1.) It is convenient to

and therefore the discontinuity across the cut of (1 — include this by a subtraction of the integrand, giving
J
in;e(wn) 2\ 2, . Fdw g2, 1/2 A
S(wy) = o 1-Suyl—NA 5 2sinwA - 5w e (w—1)%c(w) +---1, (3.45)
where the ellipsis represents the subtraction due to the circular section of the contour. As w — 1,
- _ raa+24a) _
_ 1+A 1 1+2A —2A

Thus, using Eq. (3.43), the subtracted expression becomes

Y(wn) = —Tie—(ﬁ’ﬁ{u —S] = NA (2—”> ° 2 sin(7A) /100 dw [w—f’IWnl/Z"w—(3/2+A)(w —1)2F(w™)

27y B
(1+24) —(1+4)
1+ A) (w—-1) . (3.47)
It is convenient to change variables, u = 1/w, giving our final expression for the self-energy:
inie(wn) o\ 2 1
D(wn) = ————2S[1 = Su)] — N (—) 2sin(7rA)/ du |uPlon1/27=1/2(1 — u)AF(u)
2nv Jé] o
I'(1+24A) (a-y) —(1+4)
T2+ A)u 1—w) . (3.48)

The analytic continuation to real frequencies can now be made. Using

e(wn)uﬁ""n|/2"r = [G(wn)uﬁ“’"ﬂ" - 0(—wn)u_ﬁw“/2"] — u_iﬂ“’/%, (3.49)
we obtain
in; om\ & ! .
TR(w) = - = {[1 - Syl —-NA (—) 2sin(7rA)/ du [u_’ﬂ‘“/z"u_l/z(l —u)2F(u)

2my B o

I'(1+24) (a1 —(1+4)
- — . 3.5

T2(1+4)" (1= (3.50)

Note that, unlike the Fermi-liquid case, the contribution to SR of first order in the leading irrelevant operator
has both real and imaginary parts and has nontrivial dependence on w/T. Writing u”B/2m — cos[Bw(lnu)/27] —
isin[Bw(Inu)/27] we see that B (w)* = —XF(—w) as required by time-reversal and particle-hole symmetry.

We now consider the T' — 0 limit of ¥%(w). The u integral is now dominated by u ~ 1 due to the rapid oscillation
of w~*«/27  Writing * = 1 — u, approximating the integrand by its value near u = 1, and extending the limits of
integration to z = oo, we obtain

(3.51)

. A oo _iwflBz/2m
R Cang | 3 27 . I'(1+24) eiwBz/2m _ 1
Y (w) — Z— [[1 Syl = NA (——ﬂ ) 2sin(wA) 20+ 4) Jo —(FA)

Rescaling z by w3 we see that the temperature dependence of ¥ cancels. Rotating the integration contour by 90°,
the integral can be expressed in terms of Euler’s gamma function, giving

i‘n,;

sin(wA)I(1 4+ 2A)T(1 — A)
ATZ(1+ A)

SR (w, T =0) = -

Y [[1 - Sl +2NA

[cos(mA/2) — ie(w) sin(mA /2)] ]wlA} . (3.52)
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The zero-temperature frequency dependence is oc |w|® as anticipated from scaling; both real and imaginary parts are
nonzero.

Finally, we calculate the resistivity to O(T2). This can be expressed in terms of ImX¥(w) since we assume that
the Kondo interaction only acts in the s-wave channel. The argument for this is reviewed in Appendix C. From the
Kubo formula, we obtain the conductivity

e? d3p dn
o(T) =k x 23m2 (2m)? [——

2
7(€,). 3.53
d ep :l ( P) ( )
Here e and m are the charge and mass of the electron, n is the Fermi distribution function, € is the electron dispersion

relation, and 7(ex) is the lifetime, 7 = (—1/2) (ImZR)nl. An extra factor of k has been inserted since any of the k
channels of electrons can conduct the charge. To first order in A, the lifetime is given by

o Nx  f2m\% ol i C1/201 _ A
T(w) = {1+[ ( ) 2Sln(7TA)/(; d [ s[(Bw/2m)Inu]u (1—-u)*F(u)

r'1+24) _ —a
211 A) ﬁ)u(" RICE +A’] } (3.54)

In the low-temperature limit, after changing variables to « = ¢, /T, Eq. (3.53) for the conductivity becomes

_ 2kw(evvp)? 2N sin(mA)X (27 & peo dz ! w lcosl(z /2 Inulu—2(1 — w2 F(u
o(7) {1+ (%) / *‘Tm/od{ (o /2m)lmalu™/2(1 ~ ) F (a)

- 3n;[1 — S(l)] 1- S(l)] B8 —oo 4cosh2(
LA +24) (a1 _ u)—(1+A)} }

TT2(1+A)
(3.55)

Here we have reinstated the Fermi velocity which was previously set to one. The integral over z can be done first
exactly, [Ref. 27, 3.982/1] giving the resistivity:

_ 3ni[1 - S(l)] _ ZNSIII(’R'A))\ ?1 A 1 " o u A—1 w) — P(l -+ ZA) 'U,(A_l) —u —(1+4)
p(T) = 2k (evup)? {1 = Sw) (/3) /(; d {ll I(1 ) F(u) T2(1+A) (1 ) .

(3.56)

Note that the leading temperature-dependent term in the resistivity is proportional to T2 as anticipated. This final
integral can be easily evaluated numerically, by using the Taylor expansion of the hypergeometric function at u = 0,
which has unit radius of convergence, and the asymptotic expansion at u = 1. Thus we have succeeded in expressing
the resistivity (and self-energy) in terms of one unknown parameter, A. The same parameter also determines the
impurity specific heat and susceptibility so that two independent universal ratios can be formed. For k > 2 these are
given by

C(T) _ 2n%k 22a1 ITHATY2AR(K/2 + 2)T(1/2 — A)
and
x(T) _ k(gpn)* epza—1TAT2(k/2 + 2)°T(1/2 — A)
Vo= 5 v+ n AT KT = ) , (3.58)

where pup is the Bohr magneton and g is the gyromagnetic ratio.
We now specialize to the case k = 2, s = 1/2 of current experimental interest. The zero-temperature self-energy
becomes
S (w,T =0) = —g’"—i[l + 240 /v 271 — ie(w)]|w]"/2. (3.59)
Y

The real and imaginary parts of £® have equal magnitude. The resistivity becomes
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(T) = — [1 — 3 TI]
PR = 4m(evvp)? = (3.60)
where
1 y 4
— —1/2 -1 _
I= A du [|lnu|(1—u) F(3/2,3/2;1;u) VT —u)3/2] . (3.61)

We find that the integrand is negative definite and the
integral has the value I ~ —1.333 ~ —4/3 (we suspect
that the integral is exactly —4/3 but have not been able
to prove it), giving

. 3n;
- 4m(evvp)?

o(T) 1+ 4V7TAl. (3.62)

In this case the specific heat and susceptibility are given
by

@ = %LT [” + ”i’\zln(Tx/T)'z%T] (3.63)

and
%T-) = ﬂg—?ﬁ [v +n:X\In(Tx /T)187] . (3.64)
—1/2

Here the Kondo temperature Tk is given by A = Ty

Note that the sign of the leading temperature-
dependent term in p(T) depends on the sign of A. In
general A can take either sign; it reverses as the Kondo
coupling passes through its critical point, Ag .. An as-
sumption of monotonicity of the resistivity implies that
A is negative for Ay < Ak, and hence positive for
Ak > Ak,c. Thus the resistivity is a decreasing function
of T at low T, for weak Kondo coupling but an increas-
ing function for strong Kondo coupling. (For very strong
Kondo coupling the resistivity should rise rapidly from its
zero-temperature value to the unitary limit.) This could
be checked using numerical methods. It might also be
possible to determine this sign from existing numerical
data on the magnetoresistance.'? Note that the situation

is different for the Fermi-liquid Kondo fixed points (see
|

Appendix D) where the temperature-dependent part of
p(T) is second order in A and is always a decreasing func-
tion.

IV. PARTICLE-HOLE SYMMETRY BREAKING

Finally we consider the situation with particle-hole
symmetry breaking. The important effect is a potential
scattering term, in addition to the Kondo interaction. In
the continuum limit, at low energies, this simply corre-
sponds to an additional interaction of the form

sHp = 2% 1, (0)

= (4.1)

in the one-dimensional left-moving theory, where J(0) is
the charge current. The subscript P stands for potential
scattering. The essential point is that potential scatter-
ing acts only in the charge sector and does not effect the
Kondo physics which takes place only in the spin sector.
Furthermore this term leaves the charge sector noninter-
acting since its bosonized form is & 8¢/8z(0). Thus it
corresponds to an exactly marginal boundary operator.
In fact its effect on the charge spectrum is the same as a
chemical potential term:

5HP = (SP;)F Qv

(4.2)
where Q is the conserved charge, i.e., at low energies we
may approximate the energy-dependent phase shift by
a constant, its value at the Fermi surface, 6p. Such a
constant phase shift is equivalent to a chemical potential
of O(1/1). It changes the finite-size spectrum to®

4.3
l 4k 2+ k 2+ k (4.3)

1 6p\° G +1
FE = ﬂ I:_ (Q_}.zk?}j) +J_(.:.7.+_)+C_f+nQ+n5+nf
It produces a line of stable fixed points corresponding to the fixed point occurring in the particle-hole symmetric case,
modified by the addition of a chemical potential.

Its effect on the single-particle Green’s functions is simply to multiply Grr by a factor of e?7 and Grg by a factor
of e~%¥P coming from the charge factor in the Green’s functions (and similarly for multiple-point Green’s functions).
The zero-temperature, zero-frequency self-energy becomes

ini [1 _ eziép S(l)]
Yp=— .
2y

(4.4)

Thus the factor of 1 — S(3) in the scattering rate and zero-temperature resistivity is replaced by 1 — cos(20p)S(1)-
(Recall that S(;) is real.) The leading irrelevant operator, living entirely in the spin sector, is unaffected by the
potential scattering term, for weak Kondo coupling. Thus the frequency- and temperature-dependent terms in the
self-energy coming from perturbation theory in the leading irrelevant operator are also simply multiplied by the factor
€297, Thus the self-energy becomes
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2wy

. ) A 1 .
LR(w) = - e {[1 — e%iép Syl - e N X (2?71') ZSin(wA)/ du l}l._’ﬂ“’/z"u_l/z(l — u)2F(u)
0

—-———£§11++22;u<A—1>(1 - u)_(1+A)] } (4.5)

Note that, in the calculation of the leading temperature dependence of the resistivity, only the part of the self-energy
which is both imaginary and an even function of w contributes. Thus we obtain

p(T) =

3n;[1 — cos(20p)S(1)] L cos(26p)2N sin(mA)A (2w &
2km(evvp)? - 1- COS(Z5P)S(1)] ( B )

></0 du[|1nu|(1—u)A_1F( ) - % ud-1(1 u)_(1+A)]}. (4.6)

In conclusion, two unknown parameters §p and A now enter into our formula for the resistivity and the universality
of the T' = 0 resistivity is spoiled. However by taking an appropriate ratio involving the zero-temperature resistivity
and the temperature-dependent part we may eliminate ép, for k > 2. Neither the specific heat nor the susceptibility
are affected, at low temperatures, by potential scattering. Thus it is still possible to form two universal ratios
from the specific heat, susceptibility, and resistivity, for k > 2. For k = 2, §(;j) = 0 so that the zero-temperature
resistivity is independent of dp; i.e., universal even in the presence of particle-hole symmetry breaking. §p cannot be
eliminated between the zero-temperature resistivity and finite-temperature part; however it could be eliminated from
the thermopower.

APPENDIX A: T = 0 RESISTIVITY IN LARGE-K LIMIT

In this appendix we check our calculation of the T' = 0 resistivity, i.e., the one-particle S matrix, S(;), by comparing
it with a perturbative calculation in the large-k limit. In this limit the nontrivial fixed point occurs at a Kondo
coupling Ax of O(1/k) so that a perturbative calculation becomes reliable.

We perform the perturbative calculation using the same method as in Ref. 8, Appendix B. The second-order
correction to the single-particle Green’s function is®

6GPai(2,2) = -% /_ o; dr1d72(Yai(2)I (1) - S(11)I (12) - S(m2) ¥ (2')). (A1)

Using (5%S%) = (1/3)s(s + 1)6%, and making the two possible contractions of the fermion fields, we obtain

Ak igs 1
= — “ . A2
56 s =~ ole + 1038182 [ dnars [yt o ) (A2)
Combining the two terms we obtain a product of elementary integrals:
Ak g [5‘ A
= K — 3
5G s = — L s(s + 15108z zz)/ el ‘rl—z’)/ el TZ_Z,) (A3)
f
Performing these two (identical) integrals by contour Inserting the large-k value of the Kondo coupling at the
methods, we obtain nontrivial fixed point, A% =~ 2/k, we obtain the one-
% (2 ) particle S matrix:
§Go, .= K 1)8/65 % A4
LRai S(3+ ) =1 ( ) s [1 S(S+ 1)(2”.)2] (AG)
(¢Y) - :
We see that this is proportional to the free Green’s func- 2k?
tion:
ron . , The exact formula for S(;), calculated in Sec. II, is
; A 1)(2
GLRon Z, zl) = G%ﬁlgon(z Z) [ _L(SL—)_(_”—)] .
8 cos[m(2s +1)/(2 + k)]

Say = (A7)

(A5) cosf/(2 + F)]
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Taylor expanding to second order in 1/k we obtain the
same result as Eq. (A6). This provides a useful check on
the conformal field theory result.

APPENDIX B: HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION
The integral of Eq. (3.37),

F(1+A,1+A,1;w)

1 do
27 Jo [w +1 —2w1/2c059]

1+A7 (Bl)

defines a hypergeometric function?® which is analytic for
|w|] < 1. We wish to consider its analytic continuation
to |w| > 1. To do this it is convenient to regard the 6
integration as a contour integral over another complex

J

wl/?

variable, v = e%:

» B 1 d_’U —w 1+A
(w) = 2r | v wl/z(v—wl/z)(v—w—l/z) ’

(B2)

The contour is the unit circle. As a function of v, the
integrand has three branch points at v = 0, w'/2, and
w~1/2. Since F(w) as originally defined by Eq. (B1) is
analytic for |w| < 1 we see that there must be a branch
cut joining up the first two branch points and that the
branch cut from the third branch point must extend to
oo as shown in Fig. 2. It is now clear that, for |w| <
1 we may deform the v integration contour so that it
approaches the first branch cut from v = 0 to v = w'/?,
as shown in Fig. 3. Since the integrand diverges at the
second branch point we must include a contribution from
a circular section of the contour around this branch point.
This gives

Fw) = —sir;(wA)/(;

v

"ed_v[

wl/2(wl/2 — v)(w—1/2 — v)

hd T+A+~~, (B3)

where the ellipsis represents the contribution from the circular section. This simply subtracts off the e~2 divergence

of the integral:

F(w) = —sin(7A) I

1/2_ 1+A
dv v 1 (B4)
. o o v wl/2(wl/2 — v)(w=1/2 — ) - AeBwl/2(w=1/2 — wl/2)1+A (°

It is convenient to subtract a quantity from the integrand to cancel the divergence so that the limit ¢ — 0 may be

taken. This gives

F(w)

_ —sin(7A) wh/? dv
= pon o (W72 — v) 144 |[wl/2(w=1/2 — y)|i+A

1 1
_w1/2(w—1/2 _ w1/2)1+A] Al —w)ita

This subtracted integral representation will be useful be-
low.

Clearly there is a unique analytic continuation of F'(w)
for |w| > 1 provided that Imw # 0, as shown in Figs. 4(a)
and 4(b). Now consider what happens as we let Imw — 0.
The third branch point squeezes the integration contour
surrounding the first branch cut. This third branch point
approaches the integration contour from below or above
if Imw is positive or negative, respectively. Thus F(w) is
discontinuous along the real axis for w > 1; i.e., it has a
branch cut. We would like to consider both the principal
part, and the discontinuity of F(w) at its branch cut. To
do this, it is convenient to choose the second branch cut
in the complex v plane to lie parallel to the imaginary
axis, as shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). Depending on
whether w approaches the real axis from above or below,

}, O<w<1. (B5)

f

the second branch cut in the v plane approaches the real
axis from below or above, respectively. The phase of
the integrand on the two sides of the first branch cut is
indicated in Fig. 5 for either sign of the phase of w. We
see that

lim F(w + i€) = c(w) + eF™2d(w),

e—0+t (B6)
where the first term comes from the portion of the in-
tegral between 0 and w—!/2 and the second term comes
from the portion between w—1/2 and w'/2. There are also
contributions from the integral on the semicircular con-
tours around the branch points. This simply subtracts
the O(e~2) divergence from the integrals along the real
axis, as occurred above. Thus we obtain
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L

FIG. 2. Integration contour and branch cuts defining the

integrand in Eq. (B2).

FIG. 3. Deformation of the integration contour in Eq. (B2)
to the first branch cut.

Flw i8) = —_w{ /d_ [

s v

wl/?_¢
+e:i:i7rA/ d_’U
w

-1/24¢ U

v 1+A
wl/2(wl/2 — y)(w=1/2 — v)]

v 1+A
Wi/ (wi/z — v)(v - w—w)] ’ }

(B7)

where the ellipsis represents the contribution from the semi-circular integration around the second and third branch
points. We are only interested in ¢(w), i.e., the first term above. Representing the subtraction by an addition to the
integrand plus a finite correction, as before, we obtain for this

— sin(7A) w2 dv v
= ——’f—{/ (w7 —yiea [[w1/2(w1/2 oA

Comparing the subtracted integral representation for
F(w) for 0 < w < 1, Eq. (B5), with the representation
for ¢(w) in the region w > 1, Eq. (B8), we see that

e(w) = w A F(w™l) (w > 1). (B9)

In conclusion, the hypergeometric function, F(1 +
A,1+ A;1;w) has a branch cut along the real axis, for
w > 1. On the two sides of the cut it takes the values

F(w) = c(w) 4+ e*"2d(w). (B10)

c(w) can be expressed in terms of F' in its analytic region
by Eq. (B9). This expression is useful because we can
use the convergent power series, for instance, to calculate
F' in the analytic region.

Mion) =~ (5 ) [ ke [ G208 [ dre s T our (o, 110 (0,000 0, 0).

1 1
wl/2+A[l/2 — w—1/2]1+A:| C Aw— 1)1+4 }
(B8)

APPENDIX C: RESISTIVITY

In this appendix we review the argument that the re-
sistivity in the dilute impurity limit is determined by
the single-particle scattering rate, in the case where the
Kondo interaction occurs only in the s-wave channel. We
shall see that this argument still holds at the nontrivial
fixed point in the overscreened case does not negate this
argument. We follow closely the reasoning in Appendix
D of Ref. 31.

The conductivity is determined, from the Kubo for-
mula, from the time-ordered, imaginary time, finite-
temperature current-current correlation function:

(C1)
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(a) v

(b) L

FIG. 4. Integration contour and branch cuts (denoted by
thick lines) for Eq. (B2) for |w| > 1: (a) Imw — 0%, (b)
Imw — 07.

v
1/2
172 i
-iTma ina
-8 w 1 w -e *
Imw=20
ira 2imta inta
-e e -e
v
. 1/2 )
g TR w'”ze-ZiﬂA w g ! Ta )
o - Imw=0
inta 1 i ta
° e

FIG. 5. Phase of the integrand in Eq. (B2) just above and
just below the real positive v axis for either phase of w.

(A sum over spin and flavor indices is implied. The ()
denotes averaging over positions of the random impuri-
ties as well as a Boltzmann average.) Let us consider
this Green’s function for a single Kondo impurity at the
origin. It is convenient to expand the electron annihila-
tion operator in spherical harmonics. The crucial point is
that the Kondo interaction is assumed to act only on the
s-wave component. This means that all components of
different angular momentum are decoupled and that the
correlation function for any angular momentum channel,
l > 1 takes on the noninteracting value. We may de-
compose the Fourier transformed electron operator into
harmonics:

’(/1(p,7') = Z"/)l,m(pa’r)' (CZ)
lm
The only nonzero two-point functions are
Gl = T ot m). (C3)

Of these, only G,(,z) (the | = 0 s-wave part) is different
from its noninteracting value. The only four-point func-
tion which does not simply factorize into a product of
two two-point functions is

G = T(Wlvepive).
Factorized contributions to II(w,) must be of the form

T} (@, ) Y1m(® ' ONT (W] e (P 5 0) o1 me (P, 7))
(C5)

(C4)

(with at least one of [ or I’ different than zero). Factorized
contributions of the form

T} (0, 7)1, (02 7)) T (W s (B3 7)1, (7))
(Ce)
vanish upon multiplying by p-p ’ and integrating over p
and p ' since the two-point functions are even functions
of p and p . Thus we may write the exact four-point

Green’s function in the presence of an impurity at the
origin schematically as

GW = GW 4 G i 3 G+ i > GG

=1 m =1 m
2 2
D IPILED DY Bc e (c7)
=1 m I'=1 m'
The full two-point Green’s function is
G =3"%"GP. (C8)
1=0 m

In terms of this we may write the exact four-point func-
tion as
GW =aW 4+ cPa® —gPa®. (C9)

Thus we have expressed the exact four-point function as
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a sum of a disconnected part G(*G(?) written in terms
of the exact two-point function together with a correc-
tion which should be interpreted as the connected part,
G§4) — GgZ)G,(,Z). We now wish to argue that the con-
nected part does not contribute to the resistivity. The
reason is simply that it only involves s-wave correlation
functions which only depend on the absolute values of
the momenta, |p|, |p /| not on their directions. Therefore
we obtain zero after multiplying by p-p ’ and integrating
over the directions of p and p /. Therefore only the dis-
connected part contributes to II. This makes a nonzero
contribution because there is a factor of §*(p — p’) and
thus the factor p - p / becomes p2.

The argument so far has only considered the contri-
bution of a single impurity. However, in the dilute limit
the two-point function can be calculated by iterating the
single-impurity self-energy to obtain

1

@y _ Lt
(G [ng)]_l e

(C10)

(G((,z) represents the noninteracting Green’s function.
The () denotes averaging over impurity positions.) Like-
wise the four-point function is found by summing up
ladder diagrams involving independent insertions of the
single-impurity connected vertex and the interacting two-
point function. All such connected diagrams make a van-
ishing contribution to II for the same reason as given
above. (For more details see Ref. 21.)

APPENDIX D: RESISTIVITY
IN THE FERMI-LIQUID CASE

In this appendix we will calculate the self-energy and
resistivity to second order in the leading irrelevant oper-
ator at the Fermi-liquid fixed point which occurs in the
exactly screened Kondo problem, where £k = 2s. This
calculation was originally performed by Noziéres,'* us-
ing a slightly different approach based on the Boltzmann
equation and an effective phase shift which depends on
energy and particle density. The approach that we use,
which we directly generalize to the non-Fermi-liquid case,

is instead based on the single-particle Green’s function or
|

of of
Hi, = —-/\¢aT—2—1/’ﬂ '1/171771#5

3 3 d d
— . oyt Bt . . oyt _ at .
=7 P M hop g 7 P I Yo dmdj 1o : +const.

We represent these two terms by four-legged and two-
legged vertices, as shown in Fig. 6. We represent the
corrections to the one-dimensional Green’s function in
terms of a one-dimensional self-energy, 31 (wy,):

G(“-’n, 1, 7‘2) - Go(wm T1, 7'2)

= G% (wn, rl)Zl(wn)G’% (wn, —72). (D6)
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self-energy and the Kubo formula. We repeat Noziéres’
calculation as a check on our method. The calculation
is first performed for the case of a single channel and an
s = 1/2 impurity; we generalize it to the general exactly
screened multiple-channel case with k = 2s and the end
of this appendix.

At the Fermi-liquid fixed point the leading irrelevant
operator is quadratic in the spin current.® The interaction
term in the Hamiltonian is

Hipy = —AJ(0) - J(0). (D1)

Here we work in the left-moving formalism and sup-
press L subscripts. At the zero-temperature stable fixed
point the phase shift is 7/2. Therefore the right-moving
fermion field is obtained from the left-moving one by

Yr(r) = —¢r(-r).

The minus sign in this equation signifies the 7/2 phase
shift. We first calculate the single-particle Green’s func-
tion in the purely left-moving theory and then use this
boundary condition to determine all four Green’s func-
tions involving any combination of L and R fields. To
zeroth order in A the modified boundary condition im-
plies

(D2)

GLR(wny T1, 7’2)= —G%R(wny T1, 7’2)

= —GY(wn,T1 +T2). (D3)
Setting the one-particle S matrix, Sy = —1, signifying
the m/2 phase shift, we obtain, from Eq. (3.14), a self-
energy per impurity of

(wn) = Y e(wn). (D4)
To proceed to higher orders in A we will first calculate
the self-energy in the one-dimensional theory and then
convert this into the three-dimensional self-energy using
the formulas of Sec. III. The one-dimensional calculation
is performed using standard fermionic Feynman diagram
techniques. It is convenient to separate the interaction
into a normal-ordered part and a quadratic correction.
Using standard point-splitting techniques to define the
singular operator, we obtain

(D5)

T

Because of the step functions in G$ (wn,7) [Eq. (3.8)] this
correction vanishes unless 7; and r; have opposite sign,
i.e., only the LR and RL Green’s functions receive any
corrections due to the interactions. As explained in Sec.
IIT this feature is necessary in order that the corrections
to the three-dimensional Green’s function have the form
of a self-energy insertion. The correction to the three-
dimensional Green’s function of Eq. (3.11) then has the
form of a self-energy insertion with
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FIG. 6. The two Feynman diagrams corresponding to the
two interactions in Eq. (D5).

n;
Y(wn) = 7El(wn). (D7)
To first order in A only the two-legged vertex con-
tributes. It simply differentiates the Green’s function for
the external line, giving a self-energy
3iA
21 = Lu)n

; (D)

Hence the three-dimensional self-energy up to O(}) is
given by
S(wn) = — o [Zie(wn) — 3midwn] (DY)
wp) = ——[2i€(wy,) — 3TiAwy,].
2Ty
Continuing to real frequency we obtain the retarded self-
energy
$R(w) = — —[2i — 37 Aw). (D10)
27y
The first-order contribution to X ® is real, and so it does
not contribute to the lifetime or conductivity. In fact it
can be interpreted as a phase shift:

t 28 (w
»R(w) = -5 %)) (D11)

with

sy =T 43, (D12)
2 2
where the exponential is expanded to first order in A.
Note that the two-legged vertex does not introduce any
many-body effects and therefore must correspond exactly
to a phase shift. We should expect that the Feynman
diagrams involving only multiple insertions of the two-
legged vertex will sum up to a self-energy of the form of
Eq. (D11) with the phase shift given by Eq. (D12) up to
corrections of higher order in A. The four-legged vertex
however introduces genuine many-body effects. It con-
tributes an inelastic part to the self-energy. By demand-
ing that the leading irrelevant operator only involve spin
operators (not charge) we have determined the ratio of
elastic to inelastic terms. We remind the reader that this
condition followed from our bosonization procedure and
the fact that the Kondo interaction only involved the spin
bosons. If we also allowed a charge operator, there would
be one other leading irrelevant operator of the same di-
mension (2) permitted by symmetry, namely the square
of the charge current: A.J(0)%. Actually, A. will only be
strictly zero if we adopt a regularization which preserves
spin-charge separation. Beginning with a more physical

7315

regularization like a band cutoff, D, or a lattice spacing,
some irrelevant operators will be present near the zero
Kondo coupling fixed point which mix spin and charge,
leading to a nonzero )\.. However, for a small Kondo
coupling we expect [A;| < |A|. A will be of order 1/Tk,
where Tk is a low-energy scale generated by the infrared
divergences of perturbation theory: Tk De>. Since
the interactions which introduce this energy scale are en-
tirely in the spin sector we expect them to produce only
the spin term, A. A. should be only of O(1/D). The
same conclusion was reached by Noziéres by demanding
that, at weak coupling, the singularity should be tied to
the Fermi level.

We now turn to the diagrams of O(A?) shown in Fig. 7.
The first of these corresponds simply to a double insertion
of the two-legged vertex. When the derivative acts on the
external propagator it simply produces a factor of w,.
The derivative on the internal propagator is most easily
handled in a Fourier transformed representation where
it gives a factor of ¢p. Thus we obtain the second-order
elastic contribution to the one-dimensional self-energy:

3\i 2 D " . \2
S = (_1) / apentip)

4 -D Wp + P
Here we have introduced an effective band cutoff, D,
which obeys |w,| <« D <« Tk, i.e., our starting Hamil-
tonian, Eq. (D1), becomes valid when we have lowered

the cutoff to this order of magnitude. Performing the
integral explicitly in this limit, we obtain

(D13)

3A\? . o
Siel = v [6iwn, D — 4miw?e(wn)]. (D14)
The corresponding three-dimensional retarded self-
energy including all elastic terms up to O(A?) is
(3mdw)?  27m

Eﬁel = _271'_1/ |:2 + 37r1,)\w -_ T —4— Az(UD:' .

(D15)
The third term is the one we are after. It is a correc-
tion to ImX® of O()A%). As anticipated it corresponds
to the second-order term in the expansion of the energy-

dependent part of the phase shift in Eqs. (D11) and
(D12). The fourth term, which is real, corresponds to

.

e~
N >

P >

\

FIG. 7. The second-order contributions to the self-energy
at the Fermi-liquid fixed point.
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a correction to the phase shift itself, in other words, a
renormalization of the leading irrelevant coupling con-
stant. Note that it is suppressed by a factor of AD =
D/Tx < 1 compared to the leading term.

We continue our program of calculating the self-energy
to O(A%). The second diagram of Fig. 7 has no fre-
quency dependence and in fact vanishes. The third, in-
elastic diagram of Fig. 7 gives a contribution to the one-
dimensional self-energy:

32 z p twn T Y0 3
Yin=— > e TG (T, z =0)". (D16)
0
The propagator can be written as
D .
GY (1 +iz) = —/ dpeP("H)n(p), (D17)
—-D

where n(p) is the Fermi distribution function. This obeys

3A

2 * dr 3
Yiin =1 [—] 2wy, / — [1 - e_DT] + D-independent terms.
’ 2 o T2

Evaluating this integral gives

2
Yiin=1 [%] 2w, D3 1n(4/3) + D-independent terms.
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the important property, G(8 — 7) = G(7). This allows
us to rewrite this contribution to the self-energy as

32

Tin = —1 [ 5 r[f sin(wn,7)GY(7)3. (D18)

The propagator can be evaluated explicitly for D > 1/8:

1 e—-DT
G%(T) =73 + +

Zgin ™ T
ﬂ_Sll’l’BT

e=D(B-7)

B—T

(D19)

Note that the two D-dependent terms are negligible ex-
cept near 7 = 0 and 7 = J3, respectively, where they cut
off the divergence of the first term. Let us first consider
the D-dependence of the self-energy for D > |w,|. As
D — oo, there is a term linear in D which comes from the
regions of integration 7 < 1/|wy| and 8 —7 < 1/|w,|. In
this region we may approximate the integrand to lowest
order in w,7. Thus the D-dependent term is

The remaining D-independent part can be evaluated using a more convenient regulator:

3\

2
Yiim=1 [7] [6 In(4/3)wnD + lim

(D20)
(D21)
sin(iw,T) D2
e—0+ Jo [Zsin 5(T +ie)]? (D22)

This latter regulator corresponds to a splitting of the two vertices in the Feynman diagram by a spatial distance e.
This integral is finite for all € and can be simply evaluated by Taylor expanding:

(sin %(r + ie)) o —(24)® go nr+1) oo [i%(zn +1)(r+ ie)] . (D23)
This gives
Siin =i [%] ’ (6 In(4/3)w,D — e(wn)-g-(w: — 2 /ﬂZ)) (D24)
d [
. 2 R __t TIAW — M( w? + w2T?)| .
sR=-T¢ [%] (6 In(4/3)wD + ig(wz + WZTZ)) . N 2mv [2 o g BT ]
g (D26)

(D25)

Once again we obtain an imaginary part together with
a lower-order correction to the real part which can be
interpreted as a renormalization of the leading irrelevant
coupling constant. Thus, keeping only lowest-order real
and imaginary parts, and combining elastic and inelastic
contributions, we have

Thus the single-particle lifetime is given by

H=

N 2
= —2Im=® = 27% [1 - L?;T;_f\)_(3w2 + szz)] )
(D27)

We then obtain the conductivity from the Kubo formula
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o(T) =2 3‘:2 (g:r’)’a [—%] pr(e,)  (D28)
giving a resistivity
3n; 372\ 2
o(T) = W [1 - (T) w272 (D29)

As shown in Ref. 6 the susceptibility and specific heat
are first order in A\. They can be most easily calculated
by observing that the irrelevant interaction of Eq. (D5)
is proportional to the Hamiltonian density in the spin
sector. It was argued in Ref. 6 that to first order in A
it is equivalent to replace §(x) in the interaction term
by a factor of 1/21, i.e., by translational invariance in the
first-order perturbation calculation we may smear the in-
teraction over the entire line. Therefore the Hamiltonian
density becomes simply

(D30)

It then follows by a simple scaling argument that the
susceptibility shift for a single impurity is

X, 3mA (D31)
X1 l

(Note that this factor is given incorrectly in Ref. 6.)
Here x1 = 1/27l is the bulk susceptibility for the one-
dimensional system (consisting of left movers on a line
of length 2!/ or equivalently left and right movers on a
line of length [). Since the low-temperature bulk suscep-
tibility is proportional to the density of states the ratio
of one-dimensional to three-dimensional susceptibilities
is given by x1/xs = l/7Vv where V is the volume. Thus
the three-dimensional susceptibility for a finite impurity
density, n;, is

J

2Ty

. 2
wR_ _ i [1 _ o2iln/2+8p+3mAw/2) _ 2ibp (3"2“\> (w? + 72T?)

2

where pp is the Bohr magneton and g is the gyromag-
netic ratio. Similarly the specific heat is given by

(D32)

c(T) 2n? 3n; )\
Vv =3 TPt (D33)
exhibiting the Wilson ratio (6x/x)/(6C/C) = 2.
Comparing to the original results of Noziéres,!* we see

that his parameter, o defined in terms of the energy de-
pendence of the phase shift by §(w) = 7/2+aw, is related
to the irrelevant coupling constant in our approach by

a=3mTA/2. (D34)
The results obtained in this appendix are then in com-
plete agreement with those given in terms of « for the sus-
ceptibility, specific heat, and resistivity in Egs. (23)—(30)
of Ref. 14. (The density of states parameter p appearing
in those equations corresponds to vV.) We remark that
in the exactly screened case with k channels and spin
s = k/2, the resistivity is simply divided by a factor of
k. The susceptibility is multiplied by a factor of k and
the specific heat becomes

oT) 2%k 9kn\
=5 [u+2(2+k)]. (D35)
Here the Wilson ratio!®
(ox/x) _22+k) 036)

(scj/cy 3

measures the ratio of the total specific heat to that com-
ing from the spin degrees of freedom.

Finally we remark on the effect of particle-hole sym-
metry breaking, following the discusson in Sec. IV. The
self-energy can now be written

where dp is the additional, energy-independent, phase shift coming from potential scattering. The corresponding

resistivity is

3ni

p(T) = 4m(evpr)?

APPENDIX E: THE G THEOREM

In this appendix we give the details of our perturbative
proof® of the “g theorem.” Here g refers to the “ground-
state degeneracy” or the exponential of the residual en-
tropy. In quantum-impurity problems this, in general,
has a nonzero value, arising from the impurity, which is

4 cos(26p)

{[1 + cos(26p)] — T+ cos(20p) (?) 7r2T2} .

(D38)

I

independent of the size of the system and is therefore di-
mensionless. (The order of limits is crucial. We first must
take the size of the system to infinity and afterwards take
the temperature to zero.) The g theorem states that un-
der renormalization between two different boundary fixed
points (associated with the same bulk critical point) g
always decreases. This is closely related to Zamolod-



7318

chikov’s ¢ theorem3?:3% which states that the conformal

anomaly parameter ¢, proportional to the coefficient in
the linear specific heat, decreases under renormalization
between two different bulk critical points.

We are, so far, only able to prove this conjectured
theorem perturbatively. Specifically, we consider some
boundary critical point and then perturb it with a barely
relevant primary boundary operator of dimension z =
1 —y with 0 < y < 1. Assuming that the 8 function
for the corresponding coupling constant, A, contains a
nonzero quadratic term with a coeflicient, b of O(1), then
there will be a nearby fixed point, i.e.,

B(A) =dA/dInL =yA - b\ = A =y/bk 1. (E1)
As will be shown below, we can calculate the change in
g explicitly in terms of the (3 function parameters only,

obtaining 6g/g = —-’%,La.

This calculation parallels closely the perturbative proof
of the ¢ theorem in Ref. 33. The basic idea is to expand
the partition function, Z, perturbatively in A, to O[A3].
We obtain nonuniversal (and ultraviolet divergent) terms
which are linear in 8 corresponding to ground state en-
ergy corrections. From these we must distinguish terms
which are independent of 8 corresponding to corrections
to g. Actually we end up expressing dg in terms of the
renormalized coupling constant evaluated at the scale set
by the temperature, which acts as an infrared cutoff.
Therefore these terms should have a weak temperature
dependence which is consistent with the renormalization
group.

We write the perturbation to the imaginary time action
as

0S8 = —a_yz\/oﬂ drp(r). (E2)

The operator ¢ is assumed to have scaling dimension 1—y
with 0 < y < 1 and a unit normalized two-point func-
tion:

1
(¢(11)9(72)) = T =G (E3)
J
% ~14 :21—!(1—21/,\2 /dTIdTZT(¢1(n)¢2(Tz)> n

Here Z, is the partition function when A = 0.

We now consider the quadratic term in Z/Z,. This
gives
Zy = ~a"2yA2/ drdr,
2 'gsin%(Tl——Tz)lz(l_y)
2y 2 pr2 dr
= —a Y\ E10
5/ Fsngmpan  C10

We regulate the theory by cutting off the 7 integral: |7| >

%a‘”/\a/dndrszsT(¢1(T1)¢2(72)¢3(T3))-
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a is an ultraviolet cutoff with dimensions of length. We
include the factor of a™¥ so that the coupling constant,
A, is dimensionless. The three-point function has a form
uniquely determined by conformal invariance up to an
overall constant:

b

|712|1 Y| 72|t Y| Tan [V

(p(11)(72)$(73)) = — (E4)

It can be seen that the normalization constant b deter-
mines the quadratic term in the 8 function. This follows
from the OPE,

b¢(0)

frt=v"

¢(7)#(0) = —

(E5)

Expanding the partition function to quadratic order in A
and using the operator product expansion we obtain

e — ... 4 %a—zy,\2 / dridrad(r1)d(rs)

=+ %G_Zy/\Z/dT1¢(T1)/dT2 b

|71 — 72|ty

(E6)

We introduce an infrared cutoff [ on the 7 integral as well
as the ultraviolet one, a. The role of [ will be played by
the inverse temperature, 8 below. We may now interpret
this term as a correction to A of the form

8A = —bA%In(l/a), (E7)
where we have set y ~
in the 8 function

0. This gives the quadratic term

dA

— = R 2
d1nl bA™.

(E8)

We now proceed to calculate Z perturbatively in .
We may assume that (¢) = 0 at T = 0. This remains
true at finite T since ¢ is assumed to be a primary field.
To cubic order the partition function is

(E9)

I

a. To proceed we make a mapping from the circle to the
infinite line:

u = tan ~7. (E11)
The integral then becomes
2y
T 8 du
Zy= =X = .
T2 (M) / (14 u?)¥|u[2(=v) (E12)

The integral runs from © = —oo to co except for the
region |u| < ma/B. Integrating by parts, this becomes
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2y ©  duu?
T 1-2y /0 (14 u2)i+y |- (E13)

2y
T B 1
=T (£) o=
22 2 (ﬂ'a) (1+u?)y(1 — 2y)ul—2y P

Since the second term already has a coefficient of O(y), we set y — 0 inside the integral. [All calculations are carried

out to O(y®) only.] This gives
2y 1—-2y
Zy = S22 (—ﬁ—) 2 [(f—) —wy] . (E14)
2 ma Ta

Note that the first term is linear in 3 and hence corresponds to a ground state energy correction, of no interest to us.
The second term is

AN
Zy = =Ny <;{;) . (E15)
Next we turn to the term cubic in A. This is given by
3 ,—3y drod
Zs = b2 ;! / dridradrs _— (E16)

3
(g) sin %(7-1 — T9) sin %(’7’2 — 73) sin %(7'3 —-11)

This is again regulated by restricting the integration to |7, — 7;| > a, for ¢ # j. We again may integrate over one of
the 7 variables and then change variables to u; = tan Z7; giving

A3 B\¥ duydus
s = by (T) [ W) (1T w2)]P [z — wg) [0 (B17)

where the integrals run over —oo to oo with a regularization |u;| > ma/8, |uy — uz| > ma/B. It turns out to be
convenient to change variables from us to v defined by us = vu,. Z3 becomes

A3/ B\*¥ duydv
757 (%) [ v e (B19)
The regularization now implies
wa Ta ma
Uil > uo(v) =Emax{ —,>—,=>——— ¢ . E19
I 1[ 0( ) {ﬁ ﬂlvl ﬁil—’l)‘} ( )

Next we integrate by parts with respect to u;, giving

_ X (BN [ 1 -2
o= bS!“(wa) /_wd”iv(l—vw—y [{(Hui)(lwzu%)]y(l-3y>ui‘3y

ug (v)

2y /'°° duq u? " v2u?
1-3y J_ oo [(L+u2)(1 + v2ul)¥|ug|273% \1+u? 14022 )|
(E20)

3y 1-3y
The surface term makes a contribution to Z3 proportional to (-1%) (;%) o g This is another nonuniversal

ultraviolet contribution to the ground-state energy of no interest to us. The remaining integral is ultraviolet finite.
Thus to evaluate it in the limit a/3 — 0 we may remove the regulator. In fact, we will also be interested in the part
of this integral of O(a/B). We will return to this below. It is now convenient to change variables back to u; again.
Our expression for Z3 is now

3 W2 du,d 2 2
Zo=b2 (L y / 5 il s SR N TS
3! \ma 1-3yJ [(T+u2)(1+ud)¥|urua(ur —u2)|~% |1+ w2 142

A3 B\¥ 4y du,dus u?
=057 (E) 1-3y / (1 +ud) (1 + ud)Pluruz(ur — uz)|P¥ 1 4+ uf AR (E21)

where the ellipsis represents ground-state energy corrections. We are only interested in evaluating Z3 in the limit
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y — 0, since it is already O(A®). The explicit factor of y in the numerator is cancelled by a divergence of the integral
as y — 0. Performing the u, integral first, we see that there is a divergence as y — 0 from the region u; =~ 0 and also
up =~ uy. Near uz = 0 we may approximate the u, integral as

d 1 d 2
/ ( B ~ oy (E22)

T+ ud)¥fuz(ug —up)[1=¥ ~ Jug[V¥ ) Jug|t¥ T ylug [y

There is an equal contribution from uy & u;. Substituting this approximate evaluation of the u; integral into Z5 gives

A8 B\Y 4y 4 [ duyu?
_ N (B 4 , E23
Zs=by ( ) 1-3yy /_oo [ur 209 (1 + uf) (523)

Taking the limit y — 0, this gives the elementary integral

A3 /B \¥ ®  duy
=2 (Z) 16 o
% "3!”(7ra) [.arm
A2 L/ B\¥

3
So far we have explicitly examined terms in Z3 of O(8/a) (ground-state energy) and O [(%3 ) y]_ We will also be

2
interested in the term of O l:(g) y]. This comes from a term of O [(%)y] in the integral of Eq. (E17). In order

to extract this term, it is convenient to differentiate the integral with respect to € = aw /3. Introducing explicit step
functions the integral can be written

d’LLl dU2

_ [ 2 _ 2 2 _ 2 N2 2
10 = | (s i s = a4 ~ 00 = 0l — )~ (525)
We obtain three equal contributions from differentiating ' a\Y A(B)
the three step functions, giving A (—) T (E30)
) -]

dI 6 © d’lLl 2 2
—_ — . 26
de €~y /_oo 1+ u{)y]ullz(l—y)a(ul ). (E26)

We recognize this integral as the same one which occurred

in the calculation of Z5, Eq. (E12). Using the result of B\Y 2 2 A(B)3 a\?
Eq. (E14) we obtain [(2) ’\] ~ A(B)" +2 2+ [1 - (E) ] - (E31)
(E27) Using A* = y/b, we find that we can rewrite Z/Z, entirely

in terms of the renormalized coupling constant, to the

Assuming A(8) < A* and expanding in powers of A(f)
we find

dl 12 127y
a T €23y - el-y’

Thus, order that we are working:
I(e) = 12 127e¥ + const (E28) Z 2 2 3 2, 87
(1 — 3y)et—3v : Za =1-7m%yA(B)* + bA(B)° | —27° + =
The first term is simply the ground-state energy term =1—n2yA(B)? + @_z_b,\(g)?’_ (E32)
in Z3 and the constant is the part calculated above [Eq. 3

(E24)]. The second term is the one that we are after.
Thus, ignoring ground state energy corrections and terms We expect all higher-order terms to also be expressible

of higher order in y, we have in terms of the renormalized coupling constant, apart

2 from nonuniversal ground-state energy corrections. As

Z 2 B\? T — 0, A(B) = A* = y/b. Thus all terms of higher order
—=1-7ny (A | —

Zo a in perturbation theory make corrections of higher order

in y. Hence, to O(y®) the change inInZ at T =0 is

D@ T ()] o .

89/9=08Z/Z(T =0) = —”3;1 . (E33)

Solving the renormalization-group equation, Eq. (E1) for
the bare coupling, A, as a function of the renormalized
coupling at the scale set by the temperature, A(3), we Note that this is negative, implying that g decreases un-
obtain der renormalization between fixed points.
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