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Interplay of charge and spin fluctuations in a Hund’s coupled impurity
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In Hund’s metals, the local ferromagnetic interaction between orbitals leads to an emergence of
complex electronic states with large and slowly fluctuating magnetic moments. Introducing the
Hund’s coupled mixed valence quantum impurity, we gain analytic insight into recent numerical
renormalization group studies. We show that valence fluctuations drastically impede the develop-
ment of a large fluctuating moment over a wide range of temperatures and energy, characterized
by quenched orbital degrees of freedom and a singular logarithmic behavior of the spin susceptibil-
ity X (w) o [win(w/Ts)?) 7, closely resembling power-law scaling x%,(w) ~ w™”. Such singular
spin fluctuations are suspected to play an important role in future models of Hund’s driven Cooper

pairing.

Introduction - The concept of Hund’s metals was first
introduced in the context of iron-based superconduc-
tors [1-3], with the nomenclature now being extended
to include the ruthenates [1-6]. In both cases, the lo-
cal physics is characterized by electronic shells that are
one filling away from half-filling [7, 8], such that the
ferromagnetic inter-orbital Hund interaction overshad-
ows the Coulomb interaction [9]. This class of materials
presents an intermediate paramagnetic regime dominated
by slowly fluctuating high-spin configurations [10-12] and
largely suppressed Fermi liquid coherence scales, leading
to anomalous transport properties [13—15]. It has been
speculated that Cooper pairing emerges out of this inter-
mediate state in iron-based compounds [16-22].

The link between large moments generated by Hund’s
coupling and the exponential reduction of Fermi liquid
scales in Kondo impurity models has been studied exten-
sively [23-28]. However, the physical valence of Fe or Ru
atoms in Hund’s metals deviates from half-filled shells.
This has led to a vigorous interest in doped multiorbital
models, where an intermediate coupling non-Fermi-liquid
fixed point was pointed out through analytical [29] and
NRG studies [30-32] for the S = 1, three orbital sys-
tem. Most of these studies were performed in the physi-
cal subspace of two electrons among three orbitals; very
few explicitly addressed charge fluctuations out of this
state [9].

Motivated by the potentially new physics in the mixed
valence regime, here we extend our previous work on
the Hund-Kondo impurity [28]. This, coupled with the
unique property of the large-N self-consistent equations
which enable a direct access to real frequency correlation
functions [33], has led us to study in detail the dynam-
ical properties of the intermediate regime generated by
Hund’s coupling.

In this Letter, we show that the treatment of charge
and spin dynamics on equal footing within the dynami-
cal large-N approach [28, 33—41] leads to new insight into
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FIG. 1. (a-b) Schematic mixed valence states and of the

Hund-coupled three-orbital Anderson model, referring to
Eq. (2). (c) The obtained phase diagram as a function of
total impurity filling nimp (left side is holon dominated). Towp
and T&T are crossover temperatures where the specific heat ¢,
has a local maxima, as in Fig. 2. Generically, screening occurs
in two steps. The formation of a large emergent fluctuating
moment, while orbital degrees of freedom are quenched, oc-
curs at Torb. In this spin-orbital separated (S.O.S.) regime,
we see a Curie-like spin susceptibility ysp ~ p?/T while the
orbital susceptibility reaches a plateau. Then, at T <« T,
with T2 the bare Kondo temperature for Ji = 0, the large
moment is screened and forms a local Fermi liquid. T' = 7pV?
is the bare hybridization width.

the dynamical properties of hole doped multi-orbital im-
purities. Based on computed thermodynamic quantities,
we unveil the complete phase diagram [see Fig. 1] as a
function of impurity occupancy. Furthermore, we char-
acterize the large emergent moment regime [28] as one
with spin-orbital separation [42]. The spin susceptibility
in this regime shows logarithmic corrections due to the
extremely slow approach to Kondo screening, reminiscent
of the low-energy properties of the underscreened Kondo
model [43-46]. At a strongly renormalized Kondo tem-



perature T¢f < T%, the charge degrees of freedom even-
tually gap out at low energy, resulting in a local Fermi
liquid. The scaling of the local spin susceptibility in the
spin-orbital separated regime is found to exhibit quasi-
power-law scaling due to the unusually strong logarithmic
corrections.

Model - We consider a three-orbital impurity model,
in analogy to the ty, orbital subset generated due to
the tetrahedral environment around the iron atoms in
Fe-based Hund’s metals. Mixed-valence states are in-
cluded via a Hund-Anderson model. We take the limit
of U — o0, such that the Coulomb interaction enforces
a “no double occupancy” rule for each of the m orbitals.
This is enforced through the use of Hubbard operators
[47], which transform the K empty states |d° : a) into
the N magnetic states |d" : «) filled with local d electrons
for each orbital m. In the large-N formalism, local mo-
ments transform as spin-S representations of SU(N), and
there are K = 25 electronic channels present to maintain
perfect screening. Schwinger bosons X (m 5) = bl bm
are used to express the spin degrees of freedom through
spinons b’ which form a symmetric representation of the
spins. Together with the use of slave fermions (holons
x!), Hubbard operators can faithfully be represented as

X(m) |d* = o, m) (d° = a,m| = bl Xma
XM =1d°: a,m) {(d* s aym] = Xhobma
X0 0 am) (@ bom] = oo,
X = 1dt s aym) (d*: Bom] = bl b,

while the Hamiltonian is itself expressed as H =
dom "™ 4 Yom Hém) + Hy, with individual terms

Hc(m) = ZGECLmaaCkmaa ) (2&)
k
HI((M) = V(COmaaX(m) + X( )COmaa) + 6Jc‘)(( ) ) (Qb)

Hy = JH ZX(m)X(m-H) (QC)

A visual representation of the mixed valence states
and the Hund-Anderson model is presented at Fig. 1
(a). Here, V is the hybridization between conduction
electrons and the Hubbard operators corresponding to
adding or removing an impurity electron (I' = 7pV?2 is
the bare hybridization width). We denote the energy of a
hole as €5, which, when tuned, leads to different nim;, as
the average valence of each state is changed. The Hund’s
term Hpy can be treated through a Hubbard-Stratonovich
decoupling in the hopping channel:
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A mean-field equation relates Jy to the spinon gap A,
such that generically, A/Jg = (3, ’m+1b ) [28]. If Ty
is large enough to generate a finite A, their relationship
will be such that NA = 2SnimpJr in the absence of
the Kondo effect (or T > T%). Furthermore, the total
charge

= blubma + > XhaXma =29, (4)

at each orbital commutes with the Hubbard operators
and is a conserved quantity, setting the size of the local
moments. This is a constraint on the spinons/holons,
enforced through a common Lagrange multiplier A. In
the large-N limit, the dynamics of holons and spinons is
dominated by the non-crossing Feynman diagrams, which
leads to the self-energy equations

(1) = 9e(=T)GB(7) » Xp(T) = —kge(T)Gx(7) , (5)

where k = K/N = 2S/N and g.o(z) = > [z — ]!
corresponds to the conduction electron’s bare propaga-
tor for imaginary frequencies z. Egs. (5) are solved self-
consistently together with the Dyson equations G(z) =
Zp[z—ep—V2Zb(z)]_1 and Gy (2) = [z—€;=V?E, ()] 71,
where €, = (A —2Acosp) and €; = A+¢;. Here, we have
defined the chirality p = 0, £27/3 which denotes the cho-
sen Hund energy levels such that p = 0 is the aligned
state (maximum total spin). A and A are adjusted to
fit the constraint of Eq. (4) and the mean-field relation
between Jy and A.

Thermodynamic and dynamical observables are ob-
tained from the Green’s functions [28,; 33, 34]. Notably,
the impurity entropy Simp(T) can be extracted exactly
in the large-N limit [48, 19] and is given by

Oon _
Simp = —Tr / ( S lm In(~Gg') + G
onp

o

(6)
[Tm In(~Gy 1) + GA 2 — gloS1])

where the trace is over all o and a spin and channel
indices and chiralities p, and X.(7) = G, (—7)Gp(7). G
is the real part of the retarded Green’s function while
Zg is the imaginary part of the self-energy for the cor-
responding fields. From this closed form, we can extract
the specific heat as ¢, imp = T0Simp/0T .

Summary of results - In the absence of Hund’s cou-
pling, the presence of holons (decreasing niyp) in-
creases the bare Kondo temperature T% = De~!/ Tib ~
Dexp (—|ef|/T) for a fixed hybridization width I and
conduction electron bandwidth D. This expected trend
is seen in black in Fig. 1 (b), and we expand further on
it in the supplementary materials [50].
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FIG. 2. (a) The impurity’s local moment ,u?mp obtained from
the spin susceptibility, for varied impurity occupations nimp.
The large emergent moment, seen as a low-temperature higher
plateau, is destroyed as more holons are added, following the
trend of Fig. 1. (b) The specific heat ¢y imp, obtained from
the closed form of the entropy for the multiorbital Anderson
model, see Eq. (6). Both T, and ngﬁ are Crossovers associ-
ated with ¢, peaks. Dashed lines correspond to the high and
intermediate temperature limits for the impurity moment ob-
tained in Ref. [28].

For a finite Hund’s coupling, the situation changes
drastically. The emergence of an intermediate large mo-
ment phase in the Kondo limit is consistent with our
previous work on the Hund-Kondo model [28]. We can
now connect this phase continuously throughout the hole-
doped regime. At some critical holon doping, there is
no longer enough local moments to lock together - the
two-step Kondo screening reverts to a single step Kondo
crossover. The obtained phase diagram of Fig. 1 is con-
sistent with other NRG+DMF'T studies [9] of hole doped
multiorbital impurity models.

In Fig. 2, we present the thermodynamic measure-
ments of the total impurity’s magnetic moment p? ~
T'xsp as well as the impurity specific heat for select impu-
rity occupations nipyp throughout the entire temperature
range. For Kondo-like systems (nimp = 2.7) there is a
clear non-monoticity in the local moment, signaling the
intermediate formation of an emergent large moment due
to Hund’s coupling. As the holon occupancy increases,
there are less spinons in the system and the emergent
moment can no longer form - the shoulder disappears
at nimp ~ 0.7. In the specific heat, this disappearance
of the intermediate phase is seen as the low and high
temperature crossover features merge to become one as
Nimp = 0.7, where single-step Kondo screnning occurs.

Previous works [9, 31, 32, 42, 51] have characterized
the intermediate large moment phase as a regime with
spin-orbital separation. We can take advantage of the
Hubbard operators’ description in terms of spinons and
holons to write composite orbital operators. This pro-
cedure would not be possible in the absence of physical
holons [28].

We start with the total impurity spin operators at

S XU (r) =

imaginary time 7, described as S,5(7) =

>, bt o (T)bms(T) (o, B are SU(N) spin states). Then,
we harness the SO(3) orbital symmetry and describe
impurity orbital operators ZALW (v = 1,2,3 corre-
sponding to the three degenerate orbitals) as L, =
A/NK)S, o X8 (L) XS0 The L, are gen-
erators of the SO(3) group and linear combinations of
the (A2, A5, A7) Gell-Mann matrices [52]. Following these
definitions, spin and orbital susceptibilities in the large-N
limit can be expressed as

Xsp (T N2 Z Z S(O) 0) (7a)

v aB

Xorn(7) = %Z@mwo» . (1)

~

Thus, the inclusion of holons as bona fide particles (as
opposed to Grassmannian variables in the Hund-Kondo
model [28]) allows us to define a clear orbital degree of
freedom and subsequently, to study its dynamical and
static properties. The full expression for the dynami-
cal susceptibilities in real frequency are presented in the
supplementary materials [50], as well as further details on
this derivation. Note that the orbital susceptibility has a
1/K? factor reduction compared to xsp; we nevertheless
can plot K2y, and obtain valuable insight. The static
components of these susceptibilities, xorb(7 = 0) and
Xsp(T = 0), are shown in panel (a) of Fig. 3. The clear
splitting of both susceptibilities at Ti,1,, and the subse-
quent plateau in xorp, signals the formation of the large
moment and the separation of spin and orbital scales
(S.0.S). Throughout this regime, orbital and charge fluc-
tuations are nearly frozen while the spin susceptibility
remains Curie-like.

Dynamical susceptibilities - The emergent moment
regime has clear thermodynamic attributes, as described
above and in particular in Fig. 2. Further insight into
this phase is provided by the dynamical spin and orbital
susceptibilities, as defined in Egs. (7). We show these in
Fig. 3 for two different total impurity valences.

Firstly, it can be clearly seen that at high frequencies,
both spin and orbital degrees of freedom fluctuate freely.
Then, for w < T,,1, the lower-energy high-spin configu-
rations split off, which is associated with the separation
of spin and orbital fluctuation. The charge fluctuations
are nearly frozen and the valence stabilizes below Ti.p;
this quenching of orbital degrees of freedom leads to the
decrease in X7, .

From Fig. 3, we see that, for many decades in frequency
between Tfef and T, the spin susceptibility seems to
grow in a power-law xgp ~ w™ " (dot-dashed green line).
In Kondo impurity problems, such behavior is often in-
dicative of non-Fermi-liquid fixed points [31, 32], for ex-
ample in the 2-channel spin-1/2 Kondo model [53-50].
Closer examination reveals that this is not the case in this
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FIG. 3. (a) Static spin and orbital susceptibilities for nimp = 2.7, showing a clear separation at T,,1, below which the Curie-like
Xsp ~ /f/T spin susceptibility is in stark constrast to the constant xorb. (b-c) Imaginary part of the dynamical spin and
orbital susceptibilities, Egs. (7), presented for different occupations of the three-orbital impurity: nimp = 2 and nimp = 2.7 from
left to right. The value of the Hund coupling Jg /D = 0.37 is fixed, and results are presented for T' ~ 0.17¢f. The dashed black
line corresponds to the derived second-order perturbation scaling of the spinon susceptibility, Eqgs. (8), while the dot-dashed
green line is the quasi-power-law form of Eq. (10) (with small offset for readability).

system, having maintained perfect screening throughout.
Instead, we find a good agreement with the following scal-
ing at low temperatures and intermediate frequencies:

- S ()Y o

Here we cover the basic steps of this derivation and
leave the details to [50]. A careful consideration of a
single iteration [28] of the self-energy equations of Eq. (5)
for T¢fF < max(w, T') < Top, along with a mapping of the
mixed valence problem onto a Kondo problem, leads to
an effective holon propagator G (w) = —J& (w), with

1 ! (max(w,T)) . )

pJ (w) -

After having obtained the effective running Kondo cou-
pling, we proceed in a second-order perturbation in J§i
of the spinon bubble of the spin susceptibility [57]. This
leads to the scaling of Eq. (8). One can see in Fig 3
that it agrees perfectly within the intermediate regime
Tf(ﬂ < w < Top with only T;}H as an input parameter.
A downturn is observed at lower frequencies consistent
with Im xsp o< w in the Fermi liquid regime. This scaling
holds for all nim, of the phase diagram where the SOS
phase is present.

In the SOS regime, the large separation of scales be-
tween TffE and Ty, leads to a peculiar observation about
the logarithm in Eq. (8). For intermediate frequencies,
we find that a quasi-power-law form for the spin suscep-
tibility,

eff

7:1—2/111(1;1; ) (10)

and

Xpwl ™~ w7

with D = min(T', Ty1,), is indistinguishable from the log-
arithmic form. These two start to deviate as one gets
to very small frequencies w < D [50], which results in
the upturn seen close to T¢! in Fig. 3. For very small
T8 /Ty, due to strong Hund’s coupling and the re-
sulting nearly frozen charge fluctuations, the slow log-
arithmic scaling presents itself as this quasi-power-law
for many decades in frequency. We find that, for a given
fixed Jy/D = 0.37, v ~ 1.2 for njmp = 2.7 and v ~ 1.4
for nimp = 2.0. This exponent ~y changes continuously as
Nimp 15 varied.

We note that x, ~ w™'? was seen in a different but
related model [31, 32], and was invoked in phenomeno-
logical modeling of the spin-fluctuation-induced Cooper
pairing in the iron-based superconductors [58, 59]. In our
model, the quenching of the local moments, which leads
to the apparent quasi-power-law behavior, can then be
hijacked by a pairing instability, taking the system away
from the Fermi liquid fixed point. Therefore, our work
connects the v model [58, 60-62] of local fluctuation in-
duced superconducting instability to systems character-
ized by the interplay of Kondo and Hund’s interactions.

Future work should therefore be devoted to the inclu-
sion of the dynamical spin susceptibility from Eq. (8) into
an Eliashberg treatment of the formation of a supercon-
ducting condensate from local spin fluctuations. Based
on the quasi-power-law from our microscopic theory, we
expect the same conclusion as of Ref. [58] of a univer-
sal superconducting gap to 7, ratio at a given ninyyp, €.g.
Amax/kpT. ~ 7.2, as is relevant to the case of the iron-
based superconductors.

Conclusion - We have shown that the dynamical large-
N approach can capture the destruction of the Hund’s
coupled emergent large moment due to hole doping. Fur-



thermore, the inclusion of bona fide holons leads to a de-
scription of orbital degrees of freedom and the conclusion
that the intermediate regime is well described through
the concept of spin-orbital separation (SOS) [9, 12]. In
this phase, the dynamical spin susceptibility has a loga-
rithmic component due to the extremely slow approach
to the Kondo fixed point and to the nearly frozen charge
fluctuations. Because TS < Ty, this presents itself
as a quasi-power-law for an extended intermediate fre-
quency regime. The non-Fermi-liquid-like features in the
emergent moment regime can therefore be continuously
connected to the integer valence limit. Such dynamical
local spin susceptibility could act as a glue for Cooper
pairs in the iron-based superconductors, a subject of a
future work.

Acknowledgments - VDT would like to thank Elias
Walter, Seung-Sup B. Lee, Andreas Weichselbaum, Jan
von Delft, Fabian Kugler and Abhishek Kumar for illu-
minating discussions. We also acknowledge useful discus-
sions with Thomas Schéfer. This work was supported by
DOE Basic Energy Sciences grant DE-FG02-99ER45790
(VDT, PC) and the Fonds de Recherche Québécois en
Nature et Technologie (VDT).

* elio.j.koenig@gmail.com

[1] K. Haule and G. Kotliar, New Journal of Physics 11,
025021 (2009).

[2] Z. Yin, K. Haule, and G. Kotliar, Physical Review B 86,
195141 (2012).

[3] L. Fanfarillo and E. Bascones, Physical Review B 92,
075136 (2015).

[4] H. T. Dang, J. Mravlje, A. Georges, and A. J. Millis,
Physical Review B 91, 195149 (2015).

[5] X. Deng, K. Haule, and G. Kotliar, Physical review let-
ters 116, 256401 (2016).

[6] Y. Wang, C.-J. Kang, H. Miao, and G. Kotliar, Physical
Review B 102, 161118 (2020).

[7] L. de Medici, Physical Review B 83, 205112 (2011).

[8] A. Georges, L. de Medici, and J. Mravlje, Annu. Rev.
Condens. Matter Phys. 4, 137 (2013).

[9] K. M. Stadler, G. Kotliar, A. Weichselbaum, and J. von
Delft, Annals of Physics 405, 365 (2019).

[10] P. Werner, E. Gull, M. Troyer, and A. J. Millis, Physical
Review Letters 101, 166405 (2008).

[11] C. Watzenbock, M. Edelmann, D. Springer, G. Sangio-
vanni, and A. Toschi, Physical Review Letters 125,
086402 (2020).

[12] P. Hansmann, R. Arita, A. Toschi, S. Sakai, G. Sangio-
vanni, and K. Held, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 197002 (2010).

[13] F. Hardy, A. Bohmer, D. Aoki, P. Burger, T. Wolf,
P. Schweiss, R. Heid, P. Adelmann, Y. Yao, G. Kotliar,
et al., Physical review letters 111, 027002 (2013).

[14] F. Hardy, A. Bohmer, L. de’Medici, M. Capone, G. Gio-
vannetti, R. Eder, L. Wang, M. He, T. Wolf, P. Schweiss,
et al., Physical Review B 94, 205113 (2016).

[15] R. Yang, Z. Yin, Y. Wang, Y. Dai, H. Miao, B. Xu,
X. Qiu, and C. C. Homes, Physical Review B 96, 201108

(2017).

[16] G. R. Stewart, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1589 (2011).

[17] H. Hosono, A. Yamamoto, H. Hiramatsu, and Y. Ma,
Materials today 21, 278 (2018).

[18] C. M. Puetter and H.-Y. Kee, EPL (Europhysics Letters)
98, 27010 (2012).

[19] S. Hoshino and P. Werner, Physical Review Letters 115,
247001 (2015).

[20] O. Vafek and A. V. Chubukov, Physical review letters
118, 087003 (2017).

[21] A. K. Cheung and D. Agterberg, Physical Review B 99,
024516 (2019).

[22] P. Coleman, Y. Komijani, and E. J. Konig, Physical
Review Letters 125, 077001 (2020).

[23] J. Schrieffer, Journal of Applied Physics 38, 1143 (1967).

[24] 1. Okada and K. Yosida, Progress of Theoretical Physics
49, 1483 (1973).

[25] P. Noziéres and A. Blandin, Journal de Physique 41, 193
(1980).

[26] C. Jayaprakash, H. Krishna-Murthy,
Physical Review Letters 47, 737 (1981).

[27] A. H. Nevidomskyy and P. Coleman, Physical Review
Letters 103, 147205 (2009).

[28] V. Drouin-Touchette, E. J. Konig, Y. Komijani, and
P. Coleman, Physical Review B 103, 205147 (2021).

[29] C. Aron and G. Kotliar, Physical Review B 91, 041110
(R) (2015).

[30] A. Horvat, R. Zitko, and J. Mravlje, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1907.07100 (2019).

[31] Y. Wang, E. Walter, S. Lee, K. Stadler, J. von Delft,
A. Weichselbaum, and G. Kotliar, Physical Review Let-
ters 124, 136406 (2020).

[32] E. Walter, K. Stadler, S. Lee, Y. Wang, G. Kotliar,
A. Weichselbaum, and J. von Delft, Physical Review
X 10, 031052 (2020).

[33] Y. Komijani and P. Coleman, Physical Review Letters
120, 157206 (2018).

[34] J. Rech, P. Coleman, G. Zarand, and O. Parcollet, Phys-
ical Review Letters 96, 016601 (2006).

[35] Y. Komijani and P. Coleman, Physical Review Letters
122, 217001 (2019).

[36] J. Wang, Y.-Y. Chang, C.-Y. Mou, S. Kirchner, and
C.-H. Chung, Physical Review B 102, 115133 (2020).

[37] B. Shen, Y. Zhang, Y. Komijani, M. Nicklas, R. Borth,
A. Wang, Y. Chen, Z. Nie, R. Li, X. Lu, et al., Nature
579, 51 (2020).

[38] Y. Komijani, Phys. Rev. B 101, 235131 (2020).

[39] J. Wang and Y.-f. Yang, Physical Review B 104, 165120
(2021).

[40] R. Han, D. Hu, J. Wang, and Y.-f. Yang, Physical Re-
view B 104, 245132 (2021).

[41] Y. Ge and Y. Komijani, arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.06681
(2022).

[42] K. Stadler, Z. Yin, J. Von Delft, G. Kotliar, and A. We-
ichselbaum, Physical review letters 115, 136401 (2015).

[43] C. Varma, Z. Nussinov, and W. Van Saarloos, Physics
Reports 361, 267 (2002).

[44] P. Coleman and C. Pépin, Physical Review B 68, 220405
(2003).

[45] P. Mehta, N. Andrei, P. Coleman, L. Borda, and
G. Zarand, Phys. Rev. B 72, 014430 (2005).

[46] P. Coleman and I. Paul, Physical Review B 71, 035111
(2005).

[47] P. Coleman, Introduction to many-body physics (Cam-

and J. Wilkins,


mailto:elio.j.koenig@gmail.com
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/11/2/025021
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/11/2/025021
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.195141
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.195141
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075136
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075136
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.195149
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.256401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.256401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.161118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.161118
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.205112
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/abs/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-020911-125045
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/abs/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-020911-125045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2018.10.017
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.166405
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.166405
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.086402
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.086402
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.197002
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.027002
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.205113
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.201108
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.201108
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1589
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2017.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/98/27010
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/98/27010
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.247001
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.247001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.087003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.087003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.024516
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.024516
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.077001
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.077001
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/10.1063/1.1709517
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.1483
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.1483
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/jpa-00209235/document
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/jpa-00209235/document
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.47.737
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.147205
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.147205
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.205147
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.041110
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.041110
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07100
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07100
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136406
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136406
https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031052
https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031052
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.157206
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.157206
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.016601
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.016601
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.217001
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.217001
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.115133
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-2052-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-2052-z
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.235131
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.165120
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.165120
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.245132
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.245132
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2201.06681
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2201.06681
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.115.136401
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00060-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00060-6
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.220405
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.220405
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.72.014430
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.71.035111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.71.035111

bridge University Press, 2015).

[48] P. Coleman, I. Paul, and J. Rech, Physical Review B 72,
094430 (2005).

[49] E. Lebanon, J. Rech, P. Coleman, and O. Parcollet,
Physical Review Letters 97, 106604 (2006).

[50] See Supplemental Material at [link] for further informa-
tion on the bare mixed valence problem, the derivation
of spin and orbital susceptibilities, details on the single
iteration approach, the scaling of the spin susceptibility
and the quasi-power-law exponent.

[61] K. M. Stadler, A model study of strong correlations in
Hund metals, Ph.D. thesis, Imu (2019).

[52] Another definition of L. = ZLTm/X;'{)X;Z/ purely in
terms of orbital charge can generically be written. For the
antisymmetric L, matrices, this leads to an identically
zero operator.

[53] 1. Affleck, A. W. W. Ludwig, H.-B. Pang, and D. L. Cox,
Phys. Rev. B 45, 7918 (1992).

[64] 1. Affleck and A. W. W. Ludwig, Phys. Rev. B 48, 7297
(1993).

[55] P. Coleman, L. Ioffe, and A. Tsvelik, Physical Review B
52, 6611 (1995).

[56] A. Georges and A. M. Sengupta, Physical review letters
74, 2808 (1995).

[57] W. Koller, A. C. Hewson, and D. Meyer, Physical Review
B 72, 045117 (2005).

[58] T.-H. Lee, A. Chubukov, H. Miao, and G. Kotliar, Phys-
ical review letters 121, 187003 (2018).

[59] Y.-M. Wu, A. Abanov, and A. V. Chubukov, Physical
Review B 99, 014502 (2019).

[60] P. Hirschfeld, M. Korshunov, and I. Mazin, Reports on
Progress in Physics 74, 124508 (2011).

[61] A.V.Chubukov and A. Abanov, Journal of Experimental
and Theoretical Physics 132, 606 (2021).

[62] Y.-M. Wu, S.-S. Zhang, A. Abanov, and A. V.
Chubukov, Physical Review B 103, 024522 (2021).

[63] O. Parcollet and A. Georges, Physical Review Letters 79,
4665 (1997).

[64] O. Parcollet, A. Georges, G. Kotliar, and A. Sengupta,
Physical Review B 58, 3794 (1998).


https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.094430
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.094430
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.106604
https://www.theorie.physik.uni-muenchen.de/lsvondelft/publications/pdf/20190117_stadler.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.7918
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.7297
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.7297
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.6611
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.6611
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2808
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2808
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.72.045117
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.72.045117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.187003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.187003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014502
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/74/12/124508
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/74/12/124508
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063776121040051
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063776121040051
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.024522
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.4665
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.4665
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.3794

Supplementary materials on
”Interplay of charge and spin fluctuations in a Hund’s coupled impurity”
Victor Drouin-Touchette!, Elio J. Konig?, Yashar Komijani®, Piers Coleman!#
L Center for Materials Theory, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Rutgers University, Piscataway, NJ 08854
USA
2 Maz-Planck Institute for Solid State Research, 70569 Stuttgart, Germany
3 Department of Physics, University of Cincinnati, Cincinnati, Ohio 45221-0011, USA
4 Department of Physics, Royal Holloway, University of London, Egham, Surrey TW20 0EX, UK

These supplements contain the following sections:
I. Details on the bare mixed valence problem in the absence of Hund’s coupling;
II. The derivation of the spin and orbital susceptibilities;
ITI. Details on the single iteration approach to logarithmic corrections of the Kondo coupling;

IV. The consequence of the logarithmic approach to the Fermi liquid for the dynamical spin susceptibility and the
subsequently obtained scaling form;

V. The derivation of the quasi-power-law exponent ~.

I. INFINITE-U ANDERSON MODEL IN THE LARGE-N APPROACH

We here present further details on the black curve from Fig. 1 (c), since only once [549] has the infinite-U Anderson
model been studied in the large-N approach. In this context, the interorbital Hund’s coupling Jy is set to 0. While
the self-energy equations are the same, the Dyson equations for the holons and spinons are

Gy(=) " = [ = A= V2Ey(2)], (s1)
Go(2) 7 = [z = A — VR, (2)]. (s2)

We numerically solve these Dyson equations together with the self-energy self-consistent equations of Eq. (5), for
a fixed bare hybridization width I' = mpV? with p = 1/(2D) the conduction electron’s density of states, and a fixed
electronic bandwidth D.

For such an infinite-U Anderson-model, it is known [S49] that the characteristic Kondo temperature is given by

1= ()" e (- ), =

where k = ¢ = 25/N for this perfectly screened case. We show in Fig. (S1) the obtained Kondo temperature as a
function of the holon energy level from numerically solving the large-N equations. We can see that, having defined the
holon energy in the action as € fXIXia e > 0 will result in a suppression of the holon occupation (red curve) and an
enhancement of the spinon occupation (blue curve). That is the Kondo limit. In this limit, the Kondo temperature
is very small because of the small holon occupation. This can be understood through as a Gutzwiller renormalization
of the hybridization V due to finite holon occupancy V ~ Vy/(ny) [547]. Therefore, as n, — 0, the exponential in
Eq. (S3) tends to 0 exponentially.

On the other side, as € < 0, the holons dominate over the spinons and the impurity is in the strongly mixed valence
regime. There, the Fermi liquid ground state is still reached, but it is one filled with Kondo singlets, which are easy
to form with the large presence of holons, hence the large Kondo temperature. Since Finally, on Fig. (S1) (b), we see
the reproduced trend of Eq. (S3), and the exponentially smaller Kondo temperature in the bare Kondo limit.

II. SUSCEPTIBILITIES AND HUBBARD OPERATORS

Well defined susceptibilities need to be expressed in terms of the Hubbard operators. These operators, which we
use to capture the contraint of no double occupancy, are defined in terms of the Schwinger bosons b and holons x:
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FIG. S1. (a) Display of the variation in spinon and holon proportional occupation versus the holon energy level (ng/q and
ny/q respectively), with ¢ = 25/N and ne = —(1/7) [ dwne(w) Im Ge(w + i6). We also plot the effective Kondo temperature
T, taken as the temperature at which the holon phase shift reaches d, > 0.987. (b) The same data for the Kondo temperature
Ty, but in a logarithmic vertical axis to show the exponential spread of T (following Eq. (S3)). The superscript 0 on Tj is
to differentiate it with the effective Kondo temperature in the presence of Hund’s coupling.

X(m) = Xmabma )
X" = bt bs .

a,f T Yma

X(m) = binaxma )
(m) (S4)
Xa b — XmaXMb )

In [S9, , , , ], the spin and orbital susceptibilities for the impurity are studied, and their behavior
brings clarity to the concept of spin-orbital separation. We therefore wish to connect these observables with the
large-N Schwinger boson method presented in this paper. These papers define the spin and orbital susceptibility as

1 Qo | Qo
Xsp:§Z<SHS >w

1 L (S5)
Xorb = 3 Z (T1|1*),,

a

with 7% = D m m,dn s, 7% the 8 Gell-Mann matrices such that Tr[r%7%] = 26,,. Similarly, the spin
operators are taken as 9% = 13 oot Ahe 0 dngr, with Tr[c®0P] = 2845. Their system has SU(2) spin symmetry

and SU(3) orbital symmetry, hence the definition for the S and T@ operators.

The expression (X| |X)  refers to the Fourier-transformed retarded correlation functions —i©(t)([X (t), X (0)]), with
real frequency w. In order to connect with these definitions, we need to define spin and orbital operators, and then
obtain the susceptibility bubbles in the large-N limit.

Spin Susceptibility

Consider the total spin operator on the impurity to be

Sas(t) =Y XU (r

m

(S6)

)= b alm)bms(r),

with m the orbital index, and a, 8 € [1, ..., N] are indices of SU(N). The total spin-spin susceptibility in imaginary

time 7 is then defined as

- 37 2 LX)

m m m  af

2\
W =
Elng
N
ot

3
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where we used orbital invariance on the m index. We obtain

Xsp (T N2 Z Z )bgﬁ (0)bo,a(0)) (S8)

m  af

=$ZZ[<N AT )b0.0 (0) + (b ()b (1) (0)bo,0) (9)
m  af

= 73 30 S (700, 0)) (s (1) (0)) (S10)
m  af

- ZGB(m, T)Gg(—m, —T) (S11)

with the definition that Gp(m,7) = — > 5(Tbna (T)bgﬂ (0)). The Linked-Cluster theorem allows us to reject discon-
nected parts (first term that is crossed), which anyway lead to a O(1/N) contribution to the susceptibility.

After converting to Matsubara frequencies and doing the analytic continuation v, — w 4 in, we obtain the finite
frequency result

d !
Xsp(w) = Z / %nB(w’)G’];(k,w’ +1in) [Gp(k,w —w —in) + Gp(k,w + w +in)] (S12)
k
with the bosonic Green’s functions Gg(k,z) = [z — A + 2Acos(k) — Xp(2)]~! as defined in the main text. The
dynamical spin susceptibility can therefore be computed as x7,(w) = — % Im xqp (w).

Orbital Susceptibility

The model we consider has SO(3) symmetry, representing the angular momentum subspace of the to, (L = 1)
orbitals. The SO(3) group is represented using the ¢L. operators (which are themselves linear combinations of the
(A2, As, A7) Gell-Mann matrices, as SO(3) is a subgroup of SU(3)). The matrices acting in the 3 x 3 orbital site space
representing the angular momenta are

00 O
Lz: 00—1 ,Ly:
01

0
0]. (S13)
0 -1 0

so that the angular momentum operator in the  direction, defined through the Hubbard operators, is

1
(m) (m) _ _* E T T
’Y NK Z mm’X NK bm7aXm7a(L"/)mm’Xm/,abm’,a (814)

mm'’aa mm/’aa

with a the channel index a € [1,---, K], and a € [1,---, K| the SU(N) spin index, and x5m (X(SZ})) being the
Hubbard operator associated with creation (annihilation) of an impurity electron at site m, respectively.It is clear
that acting L, on a filled state such as ], b}ax17a|0> leads to its m,, in this case m, = 1 (one impurity electronic
state is filled at m = 1). We then define the orbital susceptibility as

1

Xorb(T) = 52@ (T)L,(0)) (S15)

i Y SX X5 X85O0 [ S (L (S16)

mm/nn’ afab v

3 2 [ 7,nf]A“m%/<r> (s17)

mm’nn’
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FIG. S2. (a) The vertex for the Hubbard operators X for sites m and m’. Dashed lines are holons propagators Gy and wavy
lines are spinons propagators Gp. (b-c) The four different Wick contractions that can be created from the vertex presented in
(a). Each closed dashed loop carries a summation over a indices (O(K) sum) while each closed wavy loop carries a summation
over «a indices (O(N) sum). (b) is the disconnected part, and does not correspond to any dynamical behavior. Diagrams (c-d)
have disconnected parts to them, but cannot be made fully disconnected without cutting through a propagator. Whereas (c)
and (d) scale like O(N?K) and O(K?2N) respectively, (d) scales like O(NK), and we discard it in the large-N limit.

along the following definition:

’ 1 n
i () = <3 D (TXED ()X (DX (00457 (0) (518)
aBab

Vertices at time 7 have one Hubbard operator entering and one leaving; this creates a complicated vertex for
bosons and holons (see Fig. S2 (a)). There are four general diagrams one can create after Wick contracting the
boson and holon lines (see Fig. S2 (b-e)), with (b) the truly disconnected one which can be disregarded through the
Linked-Cluster theorem.

Thus, the calculation of the susceptibilities can include the 3 remaining objects (c-¢) from figure S2. (c-d) are
O(1/K) and O(1/N) contributions respectively, and (e) is O(1/NK), seen by summing repeated indices for each
bosonic and fermionic loop. The expression for the sum of these three remaining connected graphs is therefore, in the
most general case,

A () = s S ATXGD (XG5 0% (0) (819)
aBab
N2K2 Z ma X’m a( )Xin/a(T)bm'a(T)bILB(O)an(O)le”b(O)bn’ﬁ(0)> (820)
afab
e —— 1
= 2 3 (TBh (TP (00 5(0) Xm0 ()X (P O )
aBab
1 I T T 1
+ o2 D ATl o ()b (7)b] 5 (0)b07 5(0) Xm0 (7)X (7)) X (00X 5 (0)) (S21)
afab
Do ———— [T ],
+ NZK? Z <Tbm,a(7')bwﬂa(7')bn3 (O)bn',ﬂ(O)Xm,a(T)Xm/a(T)an(o)xn/,b(o»
afab
= —%GB(m',m,O_)GB(n’,n, 07)Gr(m,n', 7)Gp(n,m', —7)
+ %Gg(n/,m, —1)Gp(m/,n,7)Gr(m,m',07)Gp(n,n',0") (S22)
1

o / _ / ! / _
NKGB(n PR T)GB(m ,n,T)Gh(m,TL ,T)Gh(?’l,m ) T)
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(0)) and Gop = 043Gqo. For

where the 1/N and 1/K factors come from Gp = + 3, Gp,a(7) = =% 3 (Tba ()b,
Egs. (S21) and (S22), the three expressions correspond respectively to the diagrams (c) (d) and (e) from figure S2.

Furthermore, we are using the notation that
G(m,n,7) = —(TO,,(1)0] (0)) (S23)

with O a bosonic or fermionic operator. Returning to the expression for the orbital susceptibility, we have that

1

Xan(r) = 3| = AD3(r) — ABR(r) + ABE(r) + AD3(7)] (s24)
1

(1) = 3| = ART(r) — ALR() + ARS() + AD3(7)] (525)
1

Norn(1) = 5| = ALE(r) = AR} () + AD3() + AR (7)) (526)

In the case of xZ, (7), we therefore need to evaluate A§§ (1) and Ag;(r) To do so, we first remark that since the
term in the action for the holons is diagonal in orbital space (Sy o< €7 >, Xh.oXma), We have the holon’s Green’s
function is diagonal in orbital space. Hence,

1

Gu(z,y,7) = K

(TXw,a(T)X}.a(0) = 80y Gn(7). (527)

Once we feed those results into the expression for AZ{;;/ (1), we obtain

1
A33(7) = —2:G5(2,3,07)Gp(2,3,07)G(3.2 37

1
T Gp(2,3,—7)Cp(2,3,7)Gh(3 —2.0% 2.0t
v Ol T)GB(2,3,7)Gh( h ) ($28)
1
- WGB(27 33 7T)GB(23 33 T)Gh(3 2 ) 777_)
= 0= A33(r)

and
AZ3(r) = —%GB(Z 3.07)G5(3,2,07)Gn (3,3, 7)Cn (2,2, —7)

1
+NGB(3737_T)GB(2727T)Gh 3,20t h ,3,0+)

1
— WGB(S’ 3, —7)Gp(2,2,7)Gr(3,3,7)Gr(2,2,—T)

= —%Gh(T)Gh(—T) [GB(Qa 3, O_)GB (37 2, O_) + %GB(?” 3, _T)GB(Q’ 2, T)}

(S29)

In the limit of large-N, only the first contribution will be relevant. The other contributions from the y and z sectors
will lead to essentially the same results, with a change of index. Therefore, we identify

Xorn(7) = Yoxl = (1) Grlr)Ga(—7) (530)

2
The constant factor of (%) in this expression can be obtained after Fourier transforming the bosonic Green’s

function:

% S Gplmm+1,07)Gp(m+1,m,07) = (G (k = 0,07) — Gp(k = +27/3,07))? (S31)

m

where Gp(k,2) = [z — A — 2A cos(k) — ¥5(2)]~!. We have that



Gp(k=0,07) - Gp(k==427/3,07) = Z /OO d?wng(w)hn[cos(k)GB(k,w +in)] = JA (S32)
p J—o0

H

This is the same definition as the constraint on the Schwinger bosons, which leads to the A/Jy factor, and hence
completes the expression.

After converting to Matsubara frequencies and doing the analytic continuation iw, — w + in, we obtain the finite
frequency result

1 /7AN2 [dof
Xorb(W) = = (—) / (W)W +in) [Gh(w' — w — in) + Gh(w +w + in)] (S33)
K JH 2w
with the holonic Green’s functions Gp(z) = [z — A — ey — X, (2)] ! as defined in the main text. The dynamical orbital
susceptibility can therefore be computed as X7,y (w) = — 2 Im Xorn (w). This concludes the derivation of the expressions
presented in Eq. (7) and Fig. 3.

III. DETAILS ON SINGLE ITERATION APPROACH

In this section, we analytically evaluate a single self-energy correction to the holon’s propagator, therefore obtaining
the logarithmically dependent effective Kondo coupling, as mentioned in Eq. (9) in the main text.
We consider the single loop correction to the holon propagator,

Glo(e)=2—¢€ =X, (S34)
Gi(2) =G () = V?Ey0(2) - (S35)
In a previous approach [528], the evaluation of the first order self-energy at z = 0+10 led to an analytical expression

for the effective Kondo temperature in presence of Hund’s coupling. The argument there was that the holons have a
pole that crosses from w > 0tow < 0 at T = Tf(ﬁ. Here, we expand this work to include the frequency dependence
of the self-energy, based on other works on underscreened Kondo models [S44, ].

A single iteration is conducted by estimating ¥, o in a single loop, i.e. through the bare propagators for the spinons
and conduction electrons. In imaginary time, this is written as

23.0(7) = ge,0(—=7)GB,o(T) (S36)

where we use the following bare propagators in the presence of Hund’s coupling.

gen(2) = de% ., Gpolz) = é[(z —X) T 2(z = N = 30) 7 (S37)

Passing from imaginary time to matsubara frequencies leads to

Yy 0(iwn) = %/dep(e) Z ! [ ! + 2 } (S38)

wy, — € Liwy, + iwm — N iwy, + iw, — N — 3A

which, after doing the Matsubara sum over fermionic frequencies, leads to

y0(itwm) = % / dep(e) {nf(e’zynz (:)/) +2-F (E’z);ﬁ,f A(A/J;jn?)} (539)

We can then analytically continue this expression iw, — w + id. Finally, progress can be made to evaluate
analytically this integral. Using p(e) = p®(e) with p = 1/2D, such that ®(¢)D?/(w? + D?) for the conduction
electrons’ density of states (® acts as a soft cutoff at w = D, the bandwidth) simplifies the problem. Integrals of this
sort are regularly found in Kondo problems [547], and can be evaluated through the use of the digamma function
U(z) = dInT(z)/dz. The general result we use is that




fosmer o (- ste) ()] 52

Therefore, the full result is obtained:

Seo) =5+ ) (o) + 5[0 ) G o))

3 1+ 42 orT) 3L \2 " omiT +ATTN2 2miT (541)
+ P leoth(=BX /2) + 2coth(~B(X +34)/2)],
and the single iteration result for the holon’s Green’s function is then
G;ll(w) =w—€r—N+2A
2 2 r_ / —
e () - () e (b ],

_ %W[Coth(—ﬂx/@ + 2coth(—B(\ + 3A)/2)],

where X' = X 4+ 2A is the chemical potential for the Schwinger bosons in the aligned state (kK = 0). The unaligned
state is gapped. The value of )\ is obtained by satisfying the constraint concerning the number of bosons. Quite
generally, we will have that ng(\) = ¢/a with a > 1 where ¢ = 25/N. «a = 1 corresponds to no Hund’s coupling
and no holons (n, = 0). The presence of holons reduces the 7" = 0 spinon occupation and increases «. Therefore, as
T—0,N—=Tlh(l+a/q).

Before exploring the explicit frequency dependence of the holon’s Green’s function, it is very useful to extract
the universal temperature scale T}}H. The Kondo temperature, signaling the advent of the Nozieres Fermi liquid at

T < T¢f, is intimately related to a shift of the pole G,. As it was used before [525], a useful tool to estimate T is
that
ReG ' (2)]:=04is =0 at T =T5" (S43)

In extracting the effective Kondo temperature, we are mainly concerned with two limits. Firstly, in the absence
of Hund’s coupling, we can set A = 0. This is a conventional Anderson impurity problem, and an effective Kondo
coupling Jx ~ ﬁf‘/% can be obtained by a Schrieffer Wolff transformation. The same Jg scale emerges out of this
method. In this case, the holon’s Green’s function is simply

D 1 N-w pV?
—1 _ o o/ 2 o 2 - _
Cralw) =w—e = A+ pV 1n(27rT> v ‘I'(z + 27riT> 2

i coth(—B\'/2), (S44)

Therefore, the Kondo temperature criteria of Eq. (S43) leads to the following equation

e+ N (DY 1o N N T 8y
pV2 _n(sz;gJ Reqj<2+2mT§ﬁ) 5 Coth(=5X/2), (545)

Quite generally, we will have that ng(\) = ¢/a with & > 1 where ¢ = 2S/N. a = 1 corresponds to no Hund’s
coupling and no holons (n, = 0). The presence of holons reduces the T' = 0 spinon occupation and increases c.
Therefore, we have A — T'In(1 + «/q). This simplifies the digamma term as In[ln(1 + «/q)/27|. Furthermore, we
approximate the digamma function such that Re ¥(z) ~ In(|z|) and simplifying Eq. (545), we get

eff €
B o] 4 s
Flg) = exp [~ coth(—In(1 + a/q)/2)] (847)

In(1 + a/q)
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where we recover an analogous form to the typical Kondo temperature Tk /D ~ exp [—1/pJk] with Jx ~ e;/% as
expected from a Schrieffer Wolff transformation.

In the case of large Hund’s coupling, the spinon gap can be taken to be larger than the electronic bandwidth
(A > D), and all spinons will be in the aligned ground state. Furthermore, the chemical potential adjusts itself so
that A = A —2A ~ T'In(1 4+ «/q). In this case, the holon’s Green’s function is

-1
Gx,l

2 2mT

(w):w_ef—/\—FLVQn(%)_%\p(l /\'—w)_ﬂpgﬂ

: lcoth(—AN'/2) — 2], (S48)

Therefore, the Kondo temperature criteria of Eq. (S43) leads to

36;;2A —In ( D ) _ Re\I/(% + W) _ g[coth(—ln(l +a/q)/2) - 2], (S49)

Solving for ngf, we obtain

et e+ A
o= K(q) exp [— 3 BE } (S50)
—Z coth(—In(1 2
g - S LE coth(-In(1 +0/q)/2) + o1
In(1 + o/q)
which is equivalent, generically, to the following form
Teff,H Teff70 3
K KT) (S52)
Teff,O A
IB X exp [— EJ;‘—/: } (Sh3)
with the proportionality factor being a function of ¢, comprising the functions F(q) and K(g). This is a simple
recovery of both the effective Kondo temperature for an Anderson model [S47], as well as the Schrieffer effect for
strong Hund’s coupling [523]. Therefore, we will generically associate
A C D
GrA_C (7&) (S54)
pV?2 n 21T

with n =1 for Jy = 0 (no Hund’s coupling) and n = 3 for Jg > D (strong Hund’s coupling). C is a O(1) number
depending on a/q.

We are now fully able to study the holon Green’s function’s full frequency dependence of Eq. S48. We consider
frequencies w > max{7T, T¢}. In that case, the digamma functions in Eq. (S48) can be approximated as ¥(a + w) ~
In(w) for large arguments w. Furthermore, we take advantage of the relation of Eq. (S54), and are left with

= () () - () ).

for the general holonic Green’s function at any temperature. Simplifying the logarithms, one finds that the holon’s
Green’s function for the mixed valence problem, once the self-energy has been taken into account, is

G;}l(w):w—iln( d )—|—B. (S56)

eff
™ TF

In the cases studied in this paper, the effective Kondo temperature is very small due to both the presence of holons
in the system (T% is small), and because of strong Hund’s coupling (n = 3). Note that, for n = 3, this is only valid
for w < Topp, as we have "locked” the spins at the different orbitals together when putting n = 3.



Mapping to a Kondo problem

Upon inspection, we can see from Eq. S56 that if Tf{ff < w < min{T, Toyp }, then the expression is dominated by the
second term. This factor D = min{T", T,p } is a natural high-energy cutoff for the regime of validity of our expressions.
For these small frequencies yet above Tff, the logarithm part due to the w-dependent Kondo coupling dominates the
Green’s function.

In this regime, we find that the physical holons x' can be replaced by simple Grassmann fields Y = V', where
we have absorbed the hybridization V' into their definition. This is to connect to the Parcollet-Georges decoupling
[S34, , , ] of the Kondo interaction through the use of Grassmann variables, as we have used in Ref.
[528, 533]. In the infinite-U Anderson model, we have that the holon part of the action is [see Eq. (2)]

Hiy = Z V(Cgmaaxifn,abma + hC) + (6f + )‘)Xjn’aXm,a (857)
m

where the effect of Eq. (S56) is to renormalize the holon energy level from ey + X to €*(w) = £—1n (%) In the
K
Kondo model [528], we had

Xm,aXm,a

Hkondo = Z(Cgmaa)zm,abma + hC) + JK

m

(S58)

We can see that one can connect the two Hamiltonians with the association ¥ = Vx. This leads to an effective
Kondo coupling

V2
o ()
The new Kondo Green’s function for our holons will be noted as G (w) = —(Tx(7)x(0)), in terms of the newly

introduced Grassmann quantities. Because of the absorption of a factor of V' into the definition of y, we get Vgéx (w) =
Gy,1(w). There is no dynamics (no d; term) in the action for these Grassmannian variables. Therefore, the w in
Eq. (S56) can be removed in the expression for G,. The final Kondo Green’s function is

Grlw) ~ [ - JlKﬁ] B (S60)

This replacement is only valid in the limit where w/T¢! > 1 while max(T,w) < Jg. In this regime, the nearly
frozen charge degrees of freedom means that we can neglect the holon’s dynamics and get a very simple instantaneous
effective imaginary time Green’s function

G (r) = —J$E5(r) (S61)

This concludes the derivation of Eq. (9) in the main text. This result is further used in the next section for second
order contribution to the dynamical spin susceptibility. For large frequencies w = D one recovers the bare Jf{ff value
of Eq. (S46).

IV. LOGARITHMIC CORRECTION TO THE SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITY

In this section, we consider whether the combination of the single iteration holon propagator, as derived above in
Eq. (S59), with the spinon susceptibility bubble, is enough to obtain the correct scaling form for the dynamical spin
susceptibility, as seen if Fig. 3. Former insight on this is provided by Ref. [S57], in which a running Kondo coupling is
introduced in the context of underscreened Kondo models such that J(w) = 1/1In(w/Ty) with Ty ~ Tk the onset on
underscreened features. Through a second order correction to the impurity spin dynamics as electrons are scattered
on the impurity through the Kondo coupling Jg, this running coupling is then used to predict the spin susceptibility
behavior of X" (w) ~ [wln®(w/Tx)] .

The question then becomes whether we obtain such a correction to xgp in this Schwinger boson formalism too. The
previous section showed that a single iteration of the self-energy equations leads to a running effective Kondo coupling
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(b)
(a) Xsp,1 = — %z%
_ o=

Xsp,O

Gy(2) = Gy = Jeff] !

‘C’ o, %
Xsp,2 =

FIG. S3. (a) Full spinon susceptibility with the dressed propagators. (b) Zeroth order contribution to the spin susceptibility
where only the bare spinon propagrators are taken into account. (b) First order scattering of a spinon into the conduction sea
through the Kondo effect. In the limit of T « w < Towp, due to strong Hund’s coupling, the holon propagator can be replaced
by the Kondo-like instantaneous propagator. This diagram then has a bubble correction from the conduction electrons. (c)
Second order correction to the spinon susceptibility. Taking the same limit of an instantaneous holon propagator, we recover
the rightmost diagram of (c), which is calculated explicitly in Eq. (S79) and is responsible for the logarithmic features in the
dynamical spin susceptibility.

J

as the holon propagator. This section focuses on the use of this propagator to calculate the second order correction
to spinon dynamics as they scatter into holons and conduction electrons.

We first consider the zeroth order contribution to the spin susceptibility. We use the result of Eq. (S12), and replace
Gp(k,z) — Gp,o(k, z). Furthermore, we can consider both cases of strong Hund’s coupling and no Hund’s coupling
in the same breath. In the case Jy = 0, Gpo(k,2) = Gpo(z) = [z — A\]7'. The chemical potential X is found by
satisfying the contraint on boson number, i.e. we have that ng(\) ~ ¢ = 25/N.

In the case of finite Jg, the bare spinon propagators are G o(k = 0,2) = [z —A+2A]" " and Gpo(k = £27/3,2) =
[z—A—A]~1. The chemical potential adjusts itself to the gap in the spinon dispersion, and we have that ng(A—2A) ~
3¢. Noting X' = A — 2A, we therefore have G o(k = 0,2) = [z — X7 and Gpo(k = £27/3,2) = [z — N — 3A]~
the limit of large Jy and therefore large A, Gp o(k = £27/3,2) — 0. Therefore, the bare propagator to be used for
the case of strong Hund’s coupling and absent Hund’s coupling has the same form: Gp o(z) = [z — A\|7!, where \ has
to be adjusted for the context.

Zeroth order

The zeroth order is readily obtained.

1 1

— XNivp, —ivp — A

Xepo(ivp) =T G oive)Gpolive —ivy) =T — (S62)

=T gt = a1+ np ()i (563)

Therefore there is no finite frequency impurity spin susceptibility absent hybridization with the electronic degrees
of freedom. The p = 0 (zero frequency contribution) leads to the Curie-like behavior of the static susceptibility:
Xsp = Bnp(M)[1+np(A)].

First order

We then consider the first order correction to this through the addition of a self-energy bubble for the spinons, see
Fig. S3 (c). In this section, we concern ourselves with the intermediate energy window where Tf}ﬂr < w < Torp, in which
the results of the preceding section are applicable. In essence, instead of considering a full G, holon propagator, we
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will be replacing it such that V2GX = é)@ i.e. a Kondo holon’s Green’s function. We use the instanteneous Green'’s
function in imaginary time obtained in Eq. (S61).
Therefore, the first order correction to the spinon bubble, as shown in Fig. S3 (b), is

Xsp,1(T) = GB,O(—T)/dTldeGB,o(ﬁ)gc,o(Tz —11)Gy (12 — 1)GBo(T — ) (S64)
= —J;(HGB’O(—T)QC’O(OJ'_) /dTldTQGB’O(Tl)GB’OQC,O(TQ — Tl)(S(TQ - Tl)(T - Tg) (865)
(S66)

In the next step, we need to use our form for a flat electronic density of states. We have that and the resultant
propagator for the conduction electrons.

b 1
geo(iwn) = p / de- (S67)

_p lwp—€
where p = %, and D the electron bandwidth. This leads to p.o(w) = p. Because of particle-hole symmetry and the
fermionic commutation relation, we then get that g.o(7 = 01) = —%. Therefore, after transforming to Matsubara
frequencies, we obtain

Xsp1 (i) = (JET Y (G olivn)* Gy o(ive — ivy) (S68)
eff n’ eff n n
= (J;(H)TZ (ivn 1_ N2 i, — ;/p N Ui i)ypB()\) = AUEE) B(;\V)p[l il-10)) (S69)

After doing the analytic continuation iv, — w +id, we see that taking the imaginary part leaves xg, ;(w) o d(w) -
there is no dissipative feature at the first order.

Second order

Finally, we can proceed to the second order correction to the spin susceptibility, which is outlined in Fig. S3 (c).
Again, we use the simplification of an instantaneous holon propagator after mapping the mixed valence problem onto

an effective Kondo one: G, (1) ~ —J$f§(7). The second order susceptibility becomes

Xsp,2(T) = (J;(H)ZGB,O(_T)/dTldTQGB,O(Tl)gc,O(T2 — T1)Gc,0(T1 — 72)GR,o(72 — T1)GBo(T — T2) (S70)

We then Fourier transform these expressions to Matsubara frequencies. We obtain

Xenalivy) = (P78 37 [ [[aretinesivn ey

ni,...,ng

% |:T/dTle(—il/nz—&—iwns—iwn4+iuns)‘rl:| |:T/dTQe(—iwn3+iwn4—ivﬂ,5+iun6)72:|

X GB,0(iVn, )G B,0(iVn3)9e,0(1Wny ) 9,0 (iwny )G B,0(1Vn5 )G B,0(iVn) (S71)
1 1 1 1 1
— Jeff 2 / d d /T3
(p7i) cae Z iwn, + Wi + iV — g — A (fwy, + (W, + 1y — X)2 10, — X iwy, — € iwy, — €

n,m,q

(S72)

where the integral form for the conduction electron’s Green’s function (Eq. (S67)) was included in the last line. The
Matsubara sums were performed analytically on Mathematica. The result is
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sy sy
]:1(€,€' S\, 1Y) . Fole, €, A, wp)) ($73)

— e —
Wy € € ’Ll/p

Xep2(ivp) = (pTE)2 / deae

We are only interested in this section in a Mathematica expression for the dynamical susceptibility, i.e. Im ysp(w).
Therefore, we first analytically the bosonic Matsubara frequencies from the imaginary axis to the real axis: iv, —
w + 19, and then take the imaginary part of that. We then obtain

Xep,2(W) = (PJ?(H)Z/CZWG/ <]:1(€a €, N)d(w) + Fale, €, N)d(e — € — w)) (S74)

The factors F; and F» are obtained from the Matsubara sums. We simply state the result here

Files A) = — (B OV1(0) = [ (€)= (e = N]lne (€t (3 — e+ ) = np(h = e+ (e
15— €+ nr (i (€) + np W) mr(n() — np() = €+ ()]
+nsNlnr (e~ N (h— € +€) + nip(€) ~ me(E)na(A - ¢ + ) + mp(0)]) (575)
Faferd ) = 2R E Dy ) (@ fne(€) (e~ A) (570

Clearly, the first term in Eq. (S74) leads to a contribution only at w = 0, and therefore does not contribute to the
finite frequency behavior of the spin susceptibility. We then proceed to do the integral over €, which picks up the
Kronecker d-function. We are therefore left with

2713(/\) — nB()\ — w)
w?

X (@) = (IS / dé'Inp(N) + ne(e + )] [ne(e) — nple +w— )] (S77)

Taking the low temperature limit (w/T > 1), we find that ng(A — w) — —1. Furthermore, the low-temperature
substitution for the Fermi-Dirac distribution leads to

K a(e) = (P2 [ aeup(3) + 0(—¢ — wlfe(—¢) ~ O(~ — -+ )]

_ TPV 4 np (V)] (S78)

w

since the integrand is only nonzero in the interval [—w, 0], where its value is np(A). We can complete the analogy to
the result of Eq. C7 in Ref. [S57] by noting that ng(\) ~ ¢ = 25/N.
Furthermore, connecting the formula with the one obtained in Eq. (S59), we get that

np(A)(1+ng(N))
()

This completes the derivation of Eq. (8) in the main text.

X 2(0) = (879)

V. QUASI-POWER-LAW DERIVATION

In this section, we derive the argument given in the main text where the logarithmic corrections give rise to a
quasi-power-law for a large frequency window of the intermediate regime. We start with 1/ X;/p (w) and then rewrite
the log, bringing back the upper frequency cutoff D = min(7o,1, ') into the expression.
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o) = ()] =l () - ()] 0
—ome (B [1- BB ) (s81)

We compare this result with a power-law ansatz for the scaling of the susceptibility

s =71 2[(2)) = e (sm2)] s

where 7 =1 4+ €. We expand the exponential function, and obtain the following series

2 2
€ w € o W
l/Xpwl(w):w[l+§ln§+§ln ﬁ—l—} , (583)

which we compare to the expression in Eq. (S81). We see that, upon writing € = —2/ In(T% /D), the first two terms
of both expressions agree. This also brings a natural value for {2 = D as a natural cutoff. The logarithmic behavior
of Eq. (S81) will be identical to a power-law behavior with

2

chf Y
K
In =%

if and only if §1n %5 < 1. This tells us that if the third term in Eq. (S83) is too large, then there will be noticeable
differences between the logarithmic and power-law forms. For n ~ 2.7, we can approximate the frequency regime

where a difference would be seen. For such a parameter, we find that % € 104, and therefore, that 51In % ~ 1 when
K

w ~ 1073D. This is in line with Fig. 3 (c), where deviations between the two curves can be seen at low frequencies.
The intermediate frequency regime, which is opened up at its widest for large Hund’s coupling Jy and impurities
close to half-filling, therefore appears as quasi-power-law. Only at much reduced energy scales does the logarithmic
scaling of the Kondo coupling generate an upturn in the spin susceptibility.

We finish this section by illustrating the quasi-power-law exponent v from Eq. (S84) for the different extracted T¢f
and To,p, as a function of niy,p from our phase diagram [Fig. 1]. This is shown in Fig. S4.

As one approaches niyp ~ 1.0, the extent of the S.0.S. phase shrinks so dramatically that the assumption that
elog 3 < 1 is no longer valid, and the power-law form ceases to be applicable. As njpy, — 2.7, v shrinks and seems
to approach 1.0 asymptotically.

3-5 1 1 T

2.5+ .

1.5F .

1 1 1 1
1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Nimp

FIG. S4. Value of the quasi-power-law exponent 7 from Eq. (S84), extracted for the various impurity doping values Mimp
presented in the main phase diagram and their corresponding ratios Tg /Torb.
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