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We map out the ground state phase diagram of a one-dimensional SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg
lattice model at half filling and in the fully antisymmetric self-adjoint representation as a function
of 1

N
and Kondo coupling Jk/t. On the basis of auxiliary field quantum Monte Carlo (QMC)

simulations with even N up to 8, we show that the enlarged SU(N ≥ 4) symmetry realizes a
quantum phase transition separating a valence bond solid (VBS) phase occupying a weak coupling
part of the phase diagram and the Kondo insulator (KI) state dominating in the strong Jk/t limit.
Along the phase boundary, we always observe critical exponents that belong to a two-dimensional
classical Ising universality class. We next trace the evolution of the composite fermion and spin
spectral functions across the phase boundary and conclude that VBS order triggers a bond order
wave state of conduction electrons, both coexisting with Kondo screening. Upon further reducing
Jk/t we observe that composite quasiparticles lose their spectral weight indicating that VBS order
gradually liberates localized f spins from forming Kondo singlets with conduction electron spins.
We contrast the QMC results with a static large-N approximation, and we show that in the limit of
infinite degeneracy N → ∞ the order-disorder transition becomes of first order and is accompanied
by a full decoupling of conduction electrons and localized f spins. We complete our analysis by
considering the limit of a vanishing Heisenberg coupling Jh = 0, and we provide evidence that
the enlarged SU(N) symmetry and low dimensionality of the RKKY exchange interaction are not
sufficient to induce VBS order in the conventional SU(N) Kondo chain which hosts solely a KI
phase. Finally, we quantify the role of increasing N in reducing the separation of charge and spin
times scales specific to the KI state, and we show that the latter is adiabatically connected to a
trivial band insulator captured by the large-N approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The complexity of solving the Kondo lattice model
arises from many body correlation effects involving both
the localized spin and the itinerant electron degrees of
freedom [1]. A coherent Bloch-like screening of impurity
spins by conduction electrons leads to the formation of a
heavy Fermi liquid state [2–5]. The volume of the resul-
tant large Fermi surface includes both the localized spins
and conduction electrons [6]. Depending on the strength
of Kondo coupling Jk/t, the Kondo quenching might be
incomplete or even gets broken down by the competing
Rudermann-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction.
The latter corresponds to an indirect coupling between
magnetic impurities mediated by the conduction elec-
trons and promotes a magnetically ordered state. The
breakdown of the Kondo effect [7–11] or equivalently the
orbital selective Mott transition [12–14] involves a recon-
struction of the Fermi surface such that its volume is
determined solely by the conduction electrons.

These two underlying physical mechanisms, lattice
Kondo screening and RKKY interaction, are believed
to determine the physical properties of heavy fermion
compounds with f electron orbitals [15–17]. Following a
phenomenological approach by Doniach [1], substantial
analytical and numerical efforts have been undertaken to
deepen our understanding of a resultant magnetic order-

disorder transition in a two-dimensional (2D) Kondo lat-
tice model [18–37].
While long range antiferromagnetic order does not ap-

pear in a strictly one-dimensional (1D) geometry, the
physics of a dense Kondo chain at half filling turns out
to be equally exciting. While a semiclassical analy-
sis based on the nonlinear σ model [38], bosonization
approach [39], exact diagonalization [40], and density-
matrix renormalization group (DMRG) calculations [41]
yield an exponentially small spin excitation gap, the
charge gap was shown to track Jk for small Kondo cou-
plings instead [41, 42]. Thus strong antiferromagnetic
spin correlations in a Kondo insulator lead to the separa-
tion of spin and charge energy scales [43–46] absent in a
trivial band insulator [47, 48]. The precise nature of the
spin excitation spectrum in a Kondo insulator has been
the subject of recent debate [49, 50]. Furthermore, a gen-
eralized Luttinger theorem guarantees that, in a transla-
tionally invariant case, the large filled Fermi sea picture
holds for an arbitrarily small value of Jk/t [51]. Trac-
ing spectral signatures of the heavy Tomonaga-Luttinger
liquid constitutes, however, an ongoing challenge for nu-
merical simulations carried out on finite size systems [52–
60].
In comparison, much less is known about the occur-

rence of dimer order in the Kondo lattice model be-
yond the static large-N approximation [61–66]. A fre-
quently used route to address numerically the interplay
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of dimerization and Kondo screening is to include ge-
ometrical frustration [67]. For example, DMRG stud-
ies of a Kondo lattice model on the zigzag ladder dis-
covered a spontaneous dimerization as an easy way out
to alleviate the magnetic frustration [68–70]. Another
possibility is to consider a spin-1/2 Heisenberg 1D chain
with competing nearest- and next-nearest-neighbor inter-
actions Jh and J ′

h, respectively, tuned to the dimerized
Majumdar-Ghosh point [71, 72] and to explore the fate
of the spin-dimerized phase when Kondo-coupled to the
Fermi sea [73–75].

A key idea of this paper is to consider a generalized
Kondo-Heisenberg chain characterized by a spin symme-
try group extended from SU(2) to SU(N). On the one
hand, it is known that already an SU(4) Heisenberg chain
has a dimerized ground state [76, 77]. The two-fold de-
generacy of the latter comes from two choices of forming
a singlet dimer with either a left or right nearest neighbor
spin. On the other hand, the ground state of the SU(4)
Kondo-Heisenberg model in the strong Kondo coupling
Jk/Jh → ∞ shall be given by a direct product of Kondo
singlets. Thus, it is plausible that increasing Kondo
coupling Jk/t in the SU(4) Kondo-Heisenberg chain will
drive a phase transition from a dimerized ground state
to the Kondo insulating phase. Since both phases pos-
sess a finite spin gap, one can assume that the essential
dynamics of the model is dominated by short range va-
lence bond configurations and the problem should be ef-
fectively captured by an Ising gauge theory, known to be
dual to the 1D transverse field Ising model [78]. Thus
based on quantum-classical mapping, we foresee that the
phase transition belongs to the 2D classical Ising univer-
sality class.

A related issue concerns the existence of a sponta-
neously dimerized state of the localized spins driven
solely by the RKKY interaction. On the one hand, our
detailed study of the phase diagram and the low energy
properties of the 2D SU(N) Kondo lattice model in the
fully antisymmetric self-adjoint representation led us to
conclude that no other phases aside from the Kondo insu-
lator and Néel state intervene at half filling [35]. On the
other hand, early DMRG evidence of an insulating dimer-
ized ground state in the weak-coupling regime Jk/t ≲ 1.2
of the quarter-filled 1D Kondo lattice model [79, 80]
has recently been confirmed, along with the coexisting
bond order wave state of conduction electrons, by un-
biased infinite DMRG calculations [81]. Hence, the low
dimensionality of the RKKY interaction could possibly
enhance dimer fluctuations thus motivating studies of a
pure SU(N) Kondo chain as well.

In fact, quantum simulations with alkali-earth-like
atoms in optical lattices have already made the SU(N)
quantum magnetism tangible [82]. Steady progress in
this domain allows one to envisage a highly controllable
implementation of the Kondo singlet state with an en-
larged SU(N) symmetry in single impurity and lattice
situations in the near future [83–86].

In addition to a general interest in exploring novel

quantum many-body phenomena driven by SU(N) sym-
metric interactions in low dimensions, an additional mo-
tivation to study 1D Kondo chains is provided by real
materials, e.g., a recently discovered Kondo lattice com-
pound CeCo2Ga8 [87]. Upon cooling, resistivity mea-
surements [88] and optical spectra [89] of CeCo2Ga8 in-
dicate the occurrence of coherent Kondo screening along
one single crystal direction. Thus, CeCo2Ga8 represents
a rare example of quasi-1D heavy fermion behavior and
numerical results obtained in the 1D geometry can serve
as a starting point to develop at least qualitatively theo-
ries of such a state.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we introduce an SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg Hamiltonian,
we discuss its mapping onto the U(1) lattice gauge the-
ory which sets the basis for our auxiliary field quantum
Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations, and we describe the
saddle-point approximation to the auxiliary field action.
Next, we present an extended discussion of the numerical
results by considering in Sec. III A the SU(N) Kondo-
Heisenberg model and in Sec. III B a pure SU(N) Kondo
chain. Finally, Sec. IV gives a summary and outlook.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

Here we first define the model. We then use a nu-
merically exact approach, quantum Monte Carlo (QMC),
to solve the problem. In the presence of particle-hole
symmetry this approach can be formulated without con-
fronting the so-called negative sign problem such that we
can obtain numerically exact zero temperature results
with computational costs scaling as the cube of the num-
ber of lattice sites times the so-called projection parame-
ter Θ. Since the particle-hole symmetry is not broken for
even values of fermion flavors N , this method can also
be used, at no extra computational cost, for the SU(N)
model. The limitations occur at finite doping where we
encounter the negative sign problem and an exponential
scaling of the computational costs with lattice size. We
will compare our results with large-N mean-field theo-
ries. Strictly speaking these methods are not controlled,
and they can produce wrong results, if e.g. there is a
phase transition between the finite N case of interest and
N = ∞.



3

A. Model

The Kondo-Heisenberg chain Hamiltonian reads [90–
95]:

Ĥ = Ĥt + ĤJk + ĤJh , (1)

Ĥt = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
ĉ†i ĉj + h.c.

)
, (2)

ĤJk =
Jk
2

L∑
i=1

ĉ†iσĉi · Ŝi, (3)

ĤJh = Jh

L∑
i=1

Ŝi · Ŝi+1, (4)

where ĉ†i =
(
ĉ†i,↑, ĉ

†
i,↓

)
is a spinor where ĉ†i,σ creates an

electron in Wannier state centered around lattice site i
and z component of spin σ =↑, ↓; t is the nearest-neighbor
hopping amplitude, Jk is the Kondo exchange coupling
between the spins of conduction electrons and the local-
ized spin s = 1/2 degrees of freedom, Ŝi, with σ being a
vector of Pauli spin matrices, Jh is the nearest-neighbor
Heisenberg exchange interaction, and L is the length of
the chain.

To incorporate a general flavor symmetry SU(N), we
generalize the above model with the help of a fermionic
representation of the SU(N) generators,

Ŝµi,ν = f̂†i,ν f̂i,µ − δµ,ν
N

N∑
σ=1

f̂†i,σ f̂i,σ, (5)

subject to the local constraint,

N∑
σ=1

f̂†i,σ f̂i,σ =
N

2
. (6)

It selects the fully antisymmetric self-adjoint represen-
tation corresponding to a Young tableau with a single
column and N/2 rows [35, 96, 97].

B. QMC formulation

In the above representation, the model Eq. (1) reads,

Ĥ = Ĥt −
Jk
4N

∑
i

{(
ĉ†i f̂ i + h.c.

)2
+
(
iĉ†i f̂ i + h.c.

)2}
− Jh

4N

∑
i

{(
f̂
†
i f̂ i+1 + h.c.

)2
+
(
if̂

†
i f̂ i+1 + h.c.

)2}
+
U

N

∑
i

(
f̂
†
i f̂ i −

N

2

)2

, (7)

where ĉ†i and f̂
†
i are bothN flavor spinor operators. Note

that the extra Hubbard-U interaction term commutes
with the Hamiltonian and suppresses charge fluctuations
on the f orbitals by the Boltzmann factor ∝ e−ΘU/N .
This guarantees that the constraint Eq. (6) will be auto-
matically imposed in simulations with any finite positive
U and when the projection parameter Θ is chosen to be
sufficiently large.

To proceed we use the Trotter decomposition and Hub-
bard Stratonovich transformation to decouple the per-
fect square terms in Eq. (7). To this end, we intro-
duce complex bond fields V(i, τ) and χ(i, τ) to handle
the dynamics of Kondo and Heisenberg terms as well as
the scalar Lagrange multiplier λ(i, τ) to enforce the con-
straint. Since all the three fields couple to SU(N) sym-
metric operators, the number of flavors N can be pulled
out in front of the action and one arrives at the following
form for the grand-canonical partition function

Z ≡
∫

D{V, χ, λ} e−NS{V,χ,λ} (8)

with the action

S{V, χ, λ} = − ln
[
Tr T e−

∫ β
0
dτ Ĥ{V,χ,λ}

]
+

∫ β

0

dτ
∑
i

{Jk
4
|V(i, τ)|2

+
Jh
4
|χ(i, τ)|2 + U

4
|λ(i, τ)|2

}
(9)

and the time dependent Hamiltonian
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Ĥ{V, χ, λ} = Ĥt +
∑
i

{
− Jk

2

(
V(i, τ)ĉ†i f̂i + h.c.

)
− Jh

2

(
χ(i, τ)f̂†i f̂i+1 + h.c.

)
− iUλ(i, τ)

(
f̂†i f̂i − 1

2

)}
. (10)

Note that in the above the spinor operators ĉ†i and f̂
†
i

have lost their flavor index N since it merely comes in to
Eq. (8) as a parameter.

As a matter of fact, by using Grassmann variables [98]
c(i, τ) and f(i, τ) and taking the limit U → ∞, one
can show that the constraint leads to a local U(1) gauge
invariance of the action [10, 99–101]. In that case,
the canonical transformation, f(i, τ) → eiφi(τ)f(i, τ)
amounts to redefining the fields V(i, τ) → e−iφi(τ)V(i, τ),
χ(i, τ) → eiφi(τ)χ(i, τ)e−iφi+1(τ), and λ(i, τ) → λ(i, τ)+
∂τφi(τ), such that the partition function remains invari-
ant. As is apparent, fermion fields f(i, τ) carry the unit
gauge charge. It is, however, possible to define a gauge
neutral field

f̃(i, τ) = eiφi(τ)f(i, τ), with eiφi(τ) =
V(i, τ)
|V(i, τ)|

(11)

which has quantum numbers of a physical fermion. In the
heavy fermion phase, f̃(i, τ) emerges then as a new par-
ticle excitation that acquires coherence and contributes
to the Luttinger volume.

The above can be understood in terms of a Higgs [102]
mechanism in which the phase fluctuations of φi(τ) be-
come very slow such that φi(τ) can be set to a con-
stant. In this case there is no distinction between the
fields f̃(i, τ) and f(i, τ) or, in other words, f(i, τ) has
lost its gauge charge and has acquired a unit electric
charge. This Higgs mechanism is captured in mean-field
large-N approaches of the Kondo lattice where Kondo
screening corresponds to ⟨V(i, τ)⟩ ̸= 0 [103, 104]. More-
over, as shown in Ref. [36] and in the large-N limit,

f̃(i, τ) is nothing but the so-called composite fermion
field [105, 106]:

f̃(i, τ) ∝ ψ(i, τ) = S(i, τ) · σc(i, τ). (12)

More specifically, for Kondo impurity problems the

Green’s function of ψ̂
†
i corresponds to the T -matrix [107]

while ψ̂
†
i itself corresponds to the Schrieffer-Wolff trans-

formation of the localized electron operator in the realm
of the Anderson model [3].

The mapping of the model Eq. (7) onto the U(1) lattice
gauge theory sets the basis for our auxiliary field QMC
simulations [108–110]. The integration over the Grass-
mann variables yields the fermion determinant which,
for a particle-hole symmetric conduction electron band
and even values of N used in our study, is positive semi-
definite such that no negative sign problem occurs [111].
The integration over the Hubbard-Stratonovich fields is
then conveniently carried out with Monte Carlo impor-
tance sampling. Specifically for the calculation presented
here, we have used the implementation of the Kondo lat-

tice model of the Algorithms for Lattice Fermions (ALF-
2.0) library [112] extended by the Heisenberg term, and
we adopted a projective (zero-temperature) version of the
algorithm. It is based on the imaginary time evolution
of a trial wave function |ΨT⟩, with ⟨ΨT|Ψ0⟩ ≠ 0, to the
ground state |Ψ0⟩:

⟨Ψ0|Ô|Ψ0⟩
⟨Ψ0|Ψ0⟩

= lim
Θ→∞

⟨ΨT|e−ΘĤÔe−ΘĤ|ΨT⟩
⟨ΨT|e−2ΘĤ|ΨT⟩

. (13)

To assess the hermiticity of the imaginary time propaga-
tion in the presence of current operators in Eq. (7), we
have opted for a symmetric Trotter decomposition [112]
with a finite imaginary time step ∆τt = 0.1. Further-
more, we used a Jk and N dependent projection param-
eter 20 ⩽ 2Θt ⩽ 200 chosen large enough to obtain con-
verged ground-state quantities in test run simulations.
As for the constraint, the choice 2ΘU/N ⩾ 10 was found
sufficient to suppress charge fluctuations on the f sites
within statistical uncertainty. Finally, for the analyt-
ical continuation of the single and two particle imagi-
nary time QMC data, we have made use of the stochastic
maximum entropy method [113, 114] implemented in the
ALF-2.0 library.

Let us emphasize that the formulation of the auxil-
iary field QMC approach maps the Kondo lattice model
onto a compact U(1) lattice gauge theory, where the lo-
cal U(1) symmetry reflects the infinitely strong bare cou-
pling. The Monte Carlo simulations that we carry out
make no approximations, and correspond to an exact in-
tegration over the gauge fields. By systematically carry-
ing out simulations at larger and larger values of N we
can actually assess, as was done in Ref. [35], that there is
no phase transition between the N = 2 Kondo insulating
state and the one at N = ∞ for the 2D case. This adia-
batic path between N = 2 and N = ∞ is in our view an
important numerical result that can justify the large-N
approximation, which we discuss in the next section.

C. Large-N approach

In the large-N limit, the saddle-point approximation
to the action Eq. (9):

∂S{V, χ, λ}
∂V(i, τ)

,
∂S{V∗, χ∗, λ}
∂V∗(i, τ)

= 0, (14)

∂S{V, χ, λ}
∂χ(i, τ)

,
∂S{V∗, χ∗, λ}
∂χ∗(i, τ)

= 0, and (15)

∂S{V, χ, λ}
∂λ(i, τ)

= 0, (16)
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becomes exact. In the mean-field approximation carried
out below, we consider only saddle points with time in-
dependent fields. We furthermore assume translational
invariance of the field V(i, τ) = V∗(i, τ) = V (∈ R), in-
troduced to handle the Kondo term, but since we are in-
terested in a solution with dimer order and the resultant
doubling of the unit cell, we allow for a site dependent
field, χ(i, τ) = χ∗(i, τ) = χi(∈ R), used to decouple the
Heisenberg term. Furthermore, since the 1D geometry of
the Kondo-Heisenberg chain does not sustain solutions
involving spontaneous breaking of a continuous spin ro-
tational symmetry group, we leave out in our analysis
long range antiferromagnetic order. Finally, in the large-
N approach, the constraint is enforced only on average
by means of a Lagrange multiplier λ.

We perform a standard mean-field decoupling [101,
115, 116] based on the hybridization order parameter

V = ⟨f̂†i ĉi + h.c.⟩ measuring the strength of Kondo
screening and the valence bond order parameter χi =

⟨f̂†i f̂i+1+h.c.⟩ accounting for a spinon description of the
spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain [117, 118].
Given that the smallest unit cell capturing the valence
bond solid (VBS) phase consists of two sites, we split the
lattice into sublattices A and B, and assume a perfect
dimerization of the chain, χA = χ0 + δ and χB = χ0 − δ,
such that χ0 = 1

2 (χA+χB) [δ =
1
2 (χA−χB)] correspond

to the uniform (staggered) part of the valence bond order
parameter, respectively. Within the above Ansatz, the
mean-field (MF) Hamiltonian takes the following Fourier
transformed form:

ĤMF =
∑

k∈RBZ

(
ĉ†k, ĉ

†
k+π, f̂

†
k, f̂

†
k+π

)

×


ϵ(k) 0 −JkV

2 0
0 −ϵ(k) 0 −JkV

2

−JkV
2 0 ϵf (k) iϵ̃f (k)
0 −JkV

2 −iϵ̃f (k) −ϵf (k)



×


ĉk
ĉk+π

f̂k
f̂k+π

+
Nu
2

[
Jh(χ

2
0 + δ2) + JkV

2
]
, (17)

where ϵ(k) = −2t cos k and ϵf (k) = −Jhχ0 cos k such
that ϵ(k+π) = −ϵ(k) and ϵf (k+π) = −ϵf (k); ϵ̃f (k) =
−Jhδ sin k, the k sum runs over a reduced Brillouin zone
(RBZ), and Nu denotes the number of unit cells. Note
that since the underlying particle hole-symmetry pins au-
tomatically the f occupation to half filling, in the above
we have left out the Lagrange multiplier λ. The saddle-
point equations then read:

∂F

∂χ0
=
∂F

∂δ
=
∂F

∂V
= 0, (18)

with F = − 1
β lnTre−βĤMF .

In principle, a spin dimerization on the f spin layer
can trigger, via Kondo coupling Jk, a bond order wave

(BOW) state with a dimerized kinetic energy of the con-

duction electrons such that ξA ̸= ξB where ξi = ⟨ĉ†i ĉi+1+
h.c.⟩ [75, 81]. Before exploring this issue by numerically
solving the saddle-point equations in Sec. III A 2, let us
first discuss the following three limiting cases, each of
them reducing the 4 × 4 matrix in Eq. (17) to a 2 × 2
matrix problem:

• Vanishing Heisenberg interaction Jh = 0, i.e., con-
ventional Kondo chain with the RKKY energy scale
being the only intersite exchange interaction be-
tween the localized f spins. Assuming a finite hy-
bridization order parameter V ̸= 0 as appropriate
for the KI phase, one arrives at the single particle
dispersion relation,

E±
k =

ϵ(k)±
√
ϵ2(k) + (JkV )2

2
, (19)

and the corresponding quasiparticle residues

Zf,ck =
1

2

[
1± ϵ(k)√

ϵ2(k) + (JkV )2

]
, (20)

with + (−) sign denoting a doped hole away from
half filling into the f (c) state, respectively. As
illustrated in Fig. 1, the resultant low energy hy-
bridized bands are nearly dispersionless, extend up
to k = π momentum, and have predominantly
f character. While decreasing Jk/t reduces both
the slope of the hybridized bands and the c elec-
tron spectral weight at k = π, the quasiparti-
cle (QP) gap remains pinned to k = π, ∆qp ≡
mink∆qp(k) = −E−

k=π.

• Vanishing dimerization order parameter δ = 0; con-
sequently ϵ̃f (k) = 0 for each k. The delocalization
of spinons via ϵf (k) on top of that through a fi-
nite hybridization order parameter V modifies the
dispersion relation of the hybridized bands,

E±
k =

ϵ(k) + ϵf (k)±
√
[ϵ(k)− ϵf (k)]2 + (JkV )2

2
, (21)

as well as the QP weights

Zf,ck =
1

2

[
1± ϵ(k)− ϵf (k)√

[ϵ(k)− ϵf (k)]2 + (JkV )2

]
. (22)

Figure 2 plots the evolution of f and c electron
spectra upon varying Jk/t at Jh/t = 1. As
can be seen, the nearly flat hybridized bands for
Jk/Jh ≫ 1 acquire appreciable dispersion upon re-
ducing Jk/t. Consequently, the location of the QP
gap ∆qp becomes Jk dependent drifting from k = π
in the large Jk/t = 4 limit to k = π/2 at Jk/t = 1,
see Figs. 2(a)-2(c) and Figs. 2(e)-2(g).

• Vanishing hybridization order parameter V = 0
such that the f and c layers are fully decoupled.
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FIG. 1. (a)-(d) f fermion Af (k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions as obtained from the large-N
approach accounting for Kondo screening in the translationally invariant Kondo chain with Jh = 0 for representative values of
Jk/t.
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FIG. 2. (a)-(d) f fermion Af (k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions as obtained from the large-
N approach accounting for both Kondo screening and spinon description of the Kondo-Heisenberg chain with Jh/t = 1 for
representative values of Jk/t. Panels (a)-(c) and (e)-(g) correspond to self-consistent solutions with a uniform valence bond
order parameter Ansatz, i.e., χij = χ0. For Jk ⩽ Jck = 1.67t the ground state corresponds to the VBS phase where each f spin
forms a dimer with only one of its two neighbors, i.e., χA = −1 and χB = 0, and no Kondo screening occurs, V = 0, see panels
(d) and (h).

The self-consistency procedure for the f subsys-
tem yields a saddle-point solution where each spin
forms a dimer with only one of its two neighbors,
i.e., χA ̸= 0 and χB = 0 [115, 116]. As a result,
χ0 = δ ≡ χ and thus the dispersion relation of the
f states

E±
k = ±Jh

√
χ2
0 cos

2 k + δ2 sin2 k (23)

becomes completely localized with quasiparticle en-
ergies ±Jhχ, see Fig. 2(d). On the other hand,
the conduction electron layer corresponds to a free
electron gas whose energy spectrum is given by a

tight-binding dispersion relation without a gap, see
Fig. 2(h). As we show it in Sec. III A 2 by explicitly
performing self-consistent large-N calculations us-
ing the full 4× 4 matrix in Eq. (17), the Jk = 0 (or
equivalently V = 0) VBS ground state extends up
to Jck/t = 1.67, i.e., at the mean-field level, VBS or-
der is generically accompanied by vanishing Kondo
screening [61–66].
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FIG. 3. The conjectured zero temperature phase diagram of
the SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg chain with Jh/t = 1 hosts: (i)
Kondo insulator (KI) state and (ii) valence bond solid (VBS)
phase of f spins coexisting with both Kondo screening and a
bond order wave (BOW) state of itinerant electrons. Avail-
able system sizes in QMC simulations determine the reachable
energy scales of the model and restrict reliable studies to val-
ues of Jk/t ≥ 0.8 above the stripy region. The transition
between the KI and VBS/BOW phases for N ≥ 4 (squares)
is shown to belong to the 2D classical Ising universality class.
The limit of infinite degeneracy 1

N
= 0 represents a singular

line (solid blue): The phase transition is of first order, the f
and c layers become fully decoupled in the VBS phase, and
the BOW state does not appear. Circles indicate the change
in the position of the minimal quasiparticle (QP) gap in the
KI state from k = π/2 at intermediate values of Jk/t to k = π
in the large Jk/t region reminiscent of the physics of the bare
Kondo chain. For N = 2, the critical nature of the spin-1/2
Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain [119] implies the instabil-
ity towards the KI phase at any finite value of Jk/t. The
N = 2 data quality does not allow us to meaningfully esti-
mate the QP gap at the k = π point. Given a tiny ∼ 10−4

QP residue at k = π, we believe that the low energy physics
will be dominated by QP excitations at the k = π/2 point.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. SU(NNN) Kondo-Heisenberg chain

In this section we explore the ground state as well as
spin and single particle excitation spectra of the SU(N)
Kondo-Heisenberg model. Throughout, we consider the
value Jh/t = 1.

1. Phase diagram

Figure 3 maps out the ground state phase diagram
as a function of 1

N and Kondo coupling Jk/t and pro-
vides a concise summary of our main findings. In the
large Kondo coupling limit Jk/Jh ≫ 1, the effect of the
Heisenberg interaction can be neglected and the low en-
ergy physics should correspond to that of the bare Kondo
chain with Jh = 0. We thus find a homogeneous KI phase

for each N .
Upon decreasing the Kondo coupling Jk/t, the Heisen-

berg interaction progressively dominates over the Kondo
scale. As indicated by circles, it gives rise to a change
in the position of the minimal quasiparticle gap in the
KI state from k = π consistent with a bare Kondo chain
to the k = π/2 point. This effect is equally captured by
the large-N approach accounting for both Kondo screen-
ing and the spinon description of the Kondo-Heisenberg
chain.
Given a dimerized ground state of the bare SU(N ≥

4) Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain [76, 77], further
reduction of Jk/t triggers a phase transition to the VBS
phase of the f spins. While the finite size scaling of
the QMC data is consistent with the 2D classical Ising
universality class of the transition, the large-N approach
erroneously produces a direct first order phase transition.
Another difference between the QMC and large-N

methods concerns the nature of the ordered phase: The
QMC data are consistent with VBS order coexisting with
both Kondo screening and a BOW state displaying a
dimerized kinetic energy of itinerant electrons. In con-
trast, at the mean-field level, the KI-VBS phase transi-
tion represents an example of the Kondo breakdown such
that the f and c layers are fully decoupled, and thus the
BOW phase does not appear.
Since both the relevant energy scales, i.e., dimer order

and Kondo screening are generated fully dynamically in
QMC simulations, reaching the genuine ground state be-
comes less tractable for small Kondo couplings and re-
quires us to simulate exponentially long chains. Within
the available system sizes L ≤ 130, we are hence limited
to values of Jk/t ≥ 0.8 above the stripy region in Fig. 3.

2. Large-N analysis

To account for the possible coexistence of dimer order
and Kondo screening, we solve the saddle-point equations
(18) for a unit cell with two sites A and B using the large-
N Hamiltonian matrix in Eq. (17). Figures 4(a)-4(c)
show the ground state energy of the solutions we have
found and the corresponding mean-field order parameters
as a function of Kondo coupling Jk/t.
Despite initializing our large-N calculations using dif-

ferent sets of the hybridization order V = ⟨f̂†i ĉi + h.c.⟩,
uniform χ0 = 1

2 (χA+χB), and staggered δ = 1
2 (χA−χB)

valence bond order parameters, the self-consistent proce-
dure yields only two distinct phases: (i) VBS state with
fully decoupled dimers characterized by δ = χ0 ̸= 0 and
V = 0 and (ii) homogeneous KI state with δ = 0, χ0 ̸= 0,
and V ̸= 0. By comparing the ground state energies
of these solutions, we find that the Jk = 0 (or equiva-
lently V = 0) VBS phase persists as the ground state for
a finite range of Kondo coupling Jk/t ⩽ 1.67. At this
point, Kondo screening becomes competitive enough to
compensate both the energy gain due to the formation
of strong valence bond singlets in the VBS phase and a
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FIG. 4. Large-N analysis of the Kondo-Heisenberg chain: (a) Ground state energy E0/t, (b) valence bond δ, χ0, and (c) Kondo
singlet V order parameters as a function of Jk/t reveal a direct first order phase transition at Jck/t = 1.67 separating a VBS
phase with fully decoupled f spin dimers (δ = χ0 ̸= 0 and V = 0) and a uniform KI state (δ = 0, χ0 ̸= 0, and V ̸= 0). For
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∆qp(k). The latter is momentum independent in the VBS phase of the f layer and since V = 0 it vanishes in the conduction
electron layer. In the KI phase, the gap displays a crossover between the k = π/2 and k = π points.

loss of the bond kinetic energy of conduction electrons

ξc = ⟨ĉ†i ĉi+1 + h.c.⟩ due to the formation of Kondo sin-
glets with local moments, see Fig. 4(d). Consequently, a
uniform KI phase becomes the ground state. As is ap-
parent, the transition is signaled by a jump in each order
parameter and thus is of first order. Given existing evi-
dence for the first order nature of the VBS-KI transition
in frustrated 2D lattices [61–66], it appears that frozen
dimers in the realm of the large-N approximation are
generically accompanied by a vanishing of Kondo screen-
ing.

Finally, Fig. 4(e) illustrates the evolution of the quasi-
particle gap. In the VBS phase, the dispersion rela-
tion of the f states is completely localized with momen-
tum independent quasiparticle energies ±Jhχ0 such that
∆qp/t = 0.5. In contrast, the interplay between Kondo
screening V and valence bond singlets χ0 in the KI state
determines the position of the minimal quasiparticle gap
which shifts from k = π/2 for small Jk/t to the k = π
point in the large Jk/t region.

3. Critical behavior

In order to locate the phase boundary in Fig. 3 we
carry out a finite size scaling analysis of the spin dimer

structure factor for the f spins:

Df (q) =
1

L

∑
i,j

eiq·(i−j)×

(
⟨∆̂i,i+1∆̂j,j+1⟩ − ⟨∆̂i,i+1⟩⟨∆̂j,j+1⟩

)
, (24)

with ∆̂i,i+1 =
∑
µ,ν Ŝ

f,µ
i,ν Ŝ

f,ν
i+1,µ. Next, we calculate the

renormalization group invariant correlation ratio

Rf = 1− Df (Q− δq)

Df (Q)
, (25)

where Q = π is the ordering wavevector and δq = 2π/L
is the smallest finite wavevector for a given system size
L. As can be seen in Fig. 5, Rf scales to unity (zero) for
ordered (disordered) states and shows a crossing point as
a function of system size at the critical Kondo coupling
Jck. The latter can be obtained accurately by noting that
a two-fold degeneracy of the dimerized ground state im-
plies the same critical behavior as the 2D Ising model,
i.e., the correlation length exponent ν = 1 and the order
parameter exponent β = 1/8. Indeed, using the scaling
assumption

Rf = F [(Jk/J
c
k − 1)L1/ν ], (26)

we obtain for L ≥ 66 and in the vicinity of the critical
point, a decent data collapse of Rf shown in Figs. 6(a)
(N = 4), 6(c) (N = 6), and 6(e) (N = 8). It allows us
to estimate critical couplings Jck/t = 0.987(2) for N = 4,
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FIG. 7. Correlation ratio Rc from the structure factor of kinetic dimer correlations for the conduction electrons in the SU(N)
Kondo-Heisenberg chain: (a) N = 4; (b) N = 6, and (c) N = 8.

Jck/t = 1.366(1) for N = 6, and Jck/t = 1.508(1) for
N = 8. Clearly, an enhanced SU(N) symmetry favors the
dimerized ground state and shifts the critical coupling
to larger values of Jk in accordance with the large-N

calculation predicting Jck/t = 1.67.

To further assess the consistency of our numerical data
with the 2D Ising universality class, we consider a dimer
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FIG. 8. Local spin-spin correlation function Scf as a function of Jk/t in the SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg chain with a different
length L: (a) N = 4; (b) N = 6, and (c) N = 8.

order parameter Df =

√
Df (q=π)

L which shall satisfy the

finite size scaling relation

DfL
β/ν = F [(Jk/J

c
k − 1)L1/ν ], (27)

involving both the critical exponents ν and β. The
corresponding scaling collapses are shown in Figs. 6(b)
(N = 4), 6(d) (N = 6), and 6(f) (N = 8) and lead to
critical Kondo couplings consistent within error bars with
the previous estimates.

Interestingly, even though it is not the SU(N) spin
symmetry that gets broken at the phase transition,
changing N modifies the shape of the scaling function F
such that it progressively develops a step-like behavior.
Since a correlation ratio R generically scales as (ξ/L)2

where ξ is the correlation length [120], a constant value
of R for Jk > Jck implies no divergence of the correlation
length and thus a first order phase transition. This line
of arguing is consistent with the large-N analysis pre-
dicting the first order nature of transition in the limit of
infinite degeneracy N → ∞. We believe, however, that
it is a singular point and quantum critical fluctuations
restore the 2D classical Ising universality class close to
Jck at any finite N even though the critical region itself
shrinks. We also note that the development of a step-like
scaling function helps to reduce the finite size effect and
allows one to obtain a nice data collapse over a broader
interval around Jck.
It is very natural to expect that the translationally

invariant conduction electrons gas coupled via a Kondo
coupling Jk > 0 to a dimerized lattice of magnetic impu-
rities will spontaneously reduce its symmetry by acquir-
ing the same dimerization pattern as the local f spins.
To confirm this expectation and quantify the degree of
dimerization in the conduction electron layer, we measure
the kinetic energy dimer structure factor

Kc(q) =
1

L

∑
i,j

eiq·(i−j)×

(
⟨K̂i,i+1K̂j,j+1⟩ − ⟨K̂i,i+1⟩⟨K̂j,j+1⟩

)
, (28)

with K̂i,i+1 = ĉ†i ĉi+1 + h.c. Figure 7 plots the corre-

sponding correlation ratio

Rc = 1− Kc(Q− δq)

Kc(Q)
, (29)

for Q = π as a function of Jk/t. On the one hand, the
observed increase of Rc around J

c
k is indicative of strong

BOW fluctuations. Given the growth of Rc with a system
size L, we expect the onset of long range BOW order in
the thermodynamic limit. On the other hand, by consid-
ering a finite spin gap ∆s in the dimerized ground state
of the bare SU(N ≥ 4) Heisenberg chain, one could argue
in favor of a simple picture of a complete decoupling of
both layers in the limit Jk/∆s ≪ 1.
To address this issue, we plot in Fig. 8 the local spin-

spin correlator

Scf =
N

(N2 − 1)L

∑
i

N2−1∑
a=1

⟨ĉ†iT
aĉi · f̂

†
iT

af̂ i⟩. (30)

Here T a corresponds to the generators of SU(N) with the

normalization condition: TrT aT b =
δa,b

2 . As is apparent,
this quantity remains finite at any Jk > 0 such that the
picture of a complete decoupling never holds. Thus we
believe that simulations performed on sufficiently long
chains would reveal the signature of coexisting VBS and
BOW orders as soon as Jk > 0, see also Ref. [75]. Indeed,
given that the long distance behavior of correlation func-
tions determines the low energy physics, it is obvious that
limited system sizes used in our QMC simulations act as
the energy cutoff for long-wavelength dimer fluctuations.
On the one hand, already our shortest L = 18 chain is suf-
ficient to produce the increase of Rc around the quantum
critical point Jck where quantum fluctuations diverge and
become scale invariant. On the other hand, on moving
away from Jck in the VBS phase while keeping the sys-
tem size fixed, one inevitably arrives at the regime with
effectively frozen f spin dimers. This regime is captured
by the large-N theory and, as we have explicitely shown,
fails to account for the BOW phase arising from VBS
order and erroneously leads to the breakdown of Kondo
screening. This implies that to provide a definite answer
concerning the fate of Kondo screening it is imperative
to control first the energy scale of the BOW state.
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FIG. 9. (a)-(d) Composite fermion Aψ(k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions of the L = 66 SU(4)
Kondo-Heisenberg chain for representative values of Jk/t; the critical Kondo coupling Jck/t = 0.987(2).

In fact, Fig. 7 allows one to estimate the minimal value
of Jk/t above which system sizes L available in our QMC
simulations guarantee that the conduction electrons are
subject to fluctuating f spin dimers. Indeed, as a func-
tion of L, it is possible to overcome the initial decrease
of Rc for Jk/t ≥ 0.8. In contrast, for smaller values of
Jk/t and up to our largest system sizes L = 130, we are
not able anymore to generate an increase of Rc indicating
that our results are biased by finite size effects.

Finally, it is noteworthy to point out a progressively
steeper evolution of the local spin-spin correlation Scf
across the transition point, see Figs. 8(a)-8(c). A similar
tendency is also observed in Fig. 6 where the enlarged
SU(N) symmetry of the model drives the onset of a step-
like behavior of the scaling function F . The similarity in
the response to the enlarged SU(N) symmetry seen in F
and Scf follows from the fact that the latter is directly

proportional to the free energy derivative ∂F
∂Jk

. Hence,

a discontinuity in Scf upon varying Jk/t would signal a
first order transition. The latter is expected on the basis
of large-N calculations to take place only in the limit of
infinite degeneracy N → ∞.

4. Single particle spectra

With restrictions on a minimal value of Jk/t ≃ 0.8
imposed by the available system sizes in QMC simula-
tions in mind, we proceed to elucidate the fate of Kondo
screening across the phase diagram in Fig. 3.

To this end, we calculate the evolution of the mo-
mentum resolved spectral function of the composite
fermion Aψ(k, ω) = − 1

π ImG
ret
ψ (k, ω) with Gret

ψ (k, ω) =

−i
∫∞
0
dteiωt

∑
σ

〈{
ψ̂k,σ(t), ψ̂

†
k,σ(0)

}〉
. In the Kondo

screened phase Aψ(k, ω) displays well defined quasipar-
ticle poles whose dispersion relation follows that of the

f fermion in the large-N approach [36]. In contrast, a
continuum of excitations in Aψ(k, ω) signals the decay
of a composite quasiparticle and points out the break-
down of a coherent lattice Kondo effect [10]. To identify
the origin of dominant spectral features, we have equally
calculated the electronic excitation spectrum for the con-
duction electrons Ac(k, ω) = − 1

π ImG
ret
c (k, ω).

To begin with let us consider the SU(4) model.
Figures 9(a)-9(c) [9(e)-9(g)] illustrate the evolution of
Aψ(k, ω) [Ac(k, ω)], respectively, upon going through
the uniform Kondo screened phase. As a function of
decreasing Jk/t, there is a continuous change of the
wavevector which determines the low energy dynamics
from k = π to k = π/2. Thus, the QMC data validate
the findings within the large-N approach accounting for
both Kondo screening and the spinon description of the
Kondo-Heisenberg chain, see Fig. 2(a)-2(c).

This result is surprising and deserves more atten-
tion. The surprise comes from early QMC studies
of a single-hole dynamics in the half-filled 2D Kondo-
Hubbard model with an extra Hubbard interaction U in
the conduction band [21]. Given that the low energy
hole dynamics between the Kondo and Hubbard models
is controlled by different wavevectors, it is not obvious
how these conflicting tendencies can be accommodated
in a single effective electronic dispersion when both inter-
actions are brought together. It turns out, however, that
irrespective of values of U/t, the lowest energy hole states
occur for Jk/t > 0 at k = (π, π) as in the pure Kondo
lattice model. Te supremacy of Kondo and RKKY inter-
actions in determining the low energy band structure of
the uniform KI state can be nevertheless broken down by
the Heisenberg interaction between the local moments by
shifting the position of the minimal gap from k = π at
large Kondo coupling Jk/t = 4, see Fig. 9(a), to k = π/2
at Jk/t = 1.2 in Fig. 9(c). Importantly, this change does
not require any extra spontaneous symmetry breaking.
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Hence, a rigid shift of the hybridized bands upon doping
would lead to a Lifshitz transition where the Fermi sur-
face topology in the heavy fermion liquid changes from
two to four points. This guarantees that the Luttinger
volume remains preserved [51].

This piece of information has consequences for the in-
terpretation of experimental data. It implies that the
form of the low energy band structure allows one to iden-
tify, at least in a 1D setup, the origin of the dominant
magnetic interaction between the local f spins: A direct
Heisenberg exchange vs. the indirect RKKY interaction.
It remains to be verified numerically if and how our result
carries over to higher dimensions.

We proceed now to discuss electronic spectra at our
smallest value of Jk/t ≃ 0.8 in the ordered phase. As
shown in Fig 9(d), a faint composite fermion band ex-
tending to the k = π point persists in the presence of
fluctuating f spin dimers. The latter are compatible
with Kondo screening and trigger BOW fluctuations in
the conduction electron layer. Both effects modify its
tight binding cosine band which acquires a small gap at
the Fermi level and develops backfolded shadow bands
tracking the composite fermion band, see Fig 9(h). As we
show latter on, the gap opens up exponentially and thus
it requires correspondingly large system sizes to simulate
which renders the BOW phase intractable in the weak
coupling limit Jk/t < 0.8.

The above findings contrast with a large-N outcome
in Fig. 2(d). It displays a fully localized, i.e., flat, f
electron spectrum specific to VBS order with frozen iso-
lated dimers accompanied by the breakdown of Kondo
screening. As a consequence, the conduction electrons
are fully decoupled from the localized spins and their
dispersion relation recovers a tight binding cosine form,
see Fig. 2(h).

Unfortunately, a small critical coupling Jck/t ≃ 1 of
the SU(4) model leads to a low quasiparticle intensity
and hampers a detailed analysis of spectral properties
in the ordered phase. Given that an enhanced SU(N)
symmetry favors the dimerized ground state by shifting
the critical coupling to larger values of Jk/t, one way
around this problem is to consider a system with larger
N .

Thus we consider the SU(8) model for which Jck/t ≃
1.5. Here, our primary focus is on tracking the evolu-
tion of spectra in the vicinity of Jck, see Fig. 10. Given
a relatively high symmetry of the SU(8) model bringing
the underlying physics closer to the large-N limit, our
evidence of the 2D Ising universality found in Sec. III A 3
does not necessarily guarantee persistent Kondo screen-
ing in the ordered phase. Indeed, VBS/BOW order alone
is sufficient to gap out both the charge and spin degrees of
freedom such that the same universality would also hold
in the case of the full collapse of Kondo screening at the
critical Kondo coupling. Nevertheless, the observed con-
tinuous evolution of composite fermion quasiparticle at
k = π confirms that quantum critical dimer fluctuations
do not destroy Kondo screening. Moreover, the onset of

long range VBS/BOW order enriches both the Aψ(k, ω)
and Ac(k, ω) spectral functions with extra features such
that one can distinguish around k = π/2 a total of four
bands, see, e.g., Figs. 10(b) and 10(g).

To get some further insight into the physical origin
of these bands, it is worthwhile to draw a comparison
between the QMC data and large-N modeling of spec-
tral functions as accounted for by the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (17). To this end, we focus on the critical value
Jck/t = 1.67 and consider the hybridization V and dimer-
ization δ amplitudes as tuning parameters while keeping
fixed χ0 = −0.5. We first impose a moderate dimeriza-
tion δ = 0.5χ0 and weaken the Kondo screening ampli-
tude from V/t = −0.528, through V/2, down to V/3,
see Figs. 11(a)-11(c) with Aψ(k, ω) and 11(e)-11(g) with
Ac(k, ω). As can be seen, the combined effect of Kondo
screening and broken translation symmetry gives rise to
a four band electronic structure around k = π/2. The
two inner weakly dispersive bands have nearly pure f
character while the two outer bands stem predominantly
from the cosine band of c electrons which acquired both
a gap and a pronounced backfolding. The latter reflects
a doubling of the unit cell due to a dimerized kinetic en-
ergy of the conduction electrons emergent in response to
the VBS pattern of f spins.

Upon decreasing V/t, the inner bands in Af (k, ω) bend
towards each other while their backfolded segments lose
the spectral weight around k = π/2. Due to the to-
tal spectral sum rule, the weight reappears in the cor-
responding part of Ac(k, ω) forming the ”missing” seg-
ments of the cosine band. Meanwhile, the lowest energy
part of the outer bands in Af (k, ω) flattens and gains the
intensity. Both effects are further enhanced by a stronger
dimerization δ = 0.8χ0, see Fig. 11(d). Hence, a start-
ing point to understand the resultant spectrum Af (k, ω)
is a fully dimerized system with two flat bands shown
in Fig. 2(d). A weak hybridization with the conduction
electron band via the Kondo effect breaks each of the
dimerized bands into outer and inner segments. The lat-
ter carries less spectral weight close to the k = π/2 point
and its backfolded part displays a strong modulation of
spectral intensity so as to fulfill the total spectral sum
rule. Likewise, in the limit of strong dimerization, the co-
sine band in the conduction electron spectrum Ac(k, ω)
is broken into four pronounced segments and is accom-
panied by backfolded shadow bands, see 11(h).

By comparing Fig. 10(d) with Fig. 11(d) and Fig. 10(h)
with Fig. 11(h), it becomes clear that the large-N ap-
proach gives good overall account of the four band struc-
ture seen in both Aψ(k, ω) and Ac(k, ω). Hence we trace
the occurrence of these four bands back to the coexis-
tence of Kondo screening and VBS/BOW order. Given
that creating a Kondo singlet in the VBS phase requires
the breakup of a f spin dimer, it is tempting to interprete
this coexistence as a partial Kondo screening along the
imaginary time axis — at a given time τ , a finite frac-
tion of the local moments is paired into intersite dimer
singlets while the rest form Kondo singlets with conduc-
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FIG. 10. Evolution of (a)-(d) composite fermion Aψ(k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions of the
L = 66 SU(8) Kondo-Heisenberg chain across the critical coupling Jck/t = 1.508(1).
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FIG. 11. (a)-(d) f fermion Af (k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions as obtained from the large-N
approach accounting for both Kondo screening and spinon description of the Kondo-Heisenberg chain at Jck/t = 1.67 and
Jh/t = 1. We assume here a two-site unit cell with an alternating between bonds A and B valence bond order parameter, i.e.,
χA,B = χ0 ± δ, and consider hybridization V and dimerization δ amplitudes as tuning parameters. In all panels V/t = 0.528
and χ0 = −0.5.

tion electron spins. Below we test this interpretation by
looking at the evolution of spin excitation spectra.

5. Spin excitation spectra

In the Lehmann representation, the dynamical spin
structure factor S(q, ω) reads

S(q, ω) ≡ π
∑
n

|⟨Ψn|Ŝq|Ψ0⟩|2δ(En − E0 − ω) (31)

where Ŝq = 1√
L

∑
i e
iq·iŜi and Ĥ|Ψn⟩ = En|Ψn⟩. The

SU(N) version of the imaginary time spin-spin correlator,

S(q, τ) =
1

N2 − 1

∑
µ,ν

⟨Ψ0|Ŝµq,ν(τ)Ŝν−q,µ|Ψ0⟩, (32)

where Ŝµq,ν are Fourier transformed SU(N) generators de-
fined in Eq. (5), is directly measured in QMC simulations
and related to the real frequency observable by

S(q, τ) =
1

π

∫
dω e−τωS(q, ω). (33)

For the analytical continuation of the QMC data, we have
used the ALF-2.0 implementation [112] of the stochas-
tic maximum entropy method [113, 114]. In addition
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FIG. 12. Dynamical spin structure factor Sf (q, ω) of the bare
L = 66 SU(N) Heisenberg chain: (a) N = 2; (b) N = 4; (c)
N = 6, and (d) N = 8.

to S(q, ω) corresponding to the total spin, we have sep-
arately calculated the f spin Sf (q, ω) and conduction
electron spin Sc(q, ω) excitation spectra. Having both
quantities at hand helps to clarify the origin of distinct
features in S(q, ω).
The salient difference between the bare Heisenberg and

Kondo chains concerns the nature of elementary spin
excitations. In the spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromag-
netic chain, the key elementary excitations are gapless
spinons [121–123]. As shown in Fig. 12, a spontaneous
dimerization present in the SU(N ≥ 4) version of the
Heisenberg chain gaps out the spin degrees of freedom
but it clearly leaves spinons as the fundamental excita-
tions above the spin gap, see also Ref. [72].

In contrast, the primary excitations of a bare Kondo
chain correspond to gapped triplons [43]. The latter have
a composite character involving both the f moments and
conduction electron spins. Thus, the relative importance
of Heisenberg versus Kondo interactions should be re-
flected in the evolution of spin excitation spectrum upon
tuning the value of Jk/t.
At large Jk/t = 4, see Fig. 13(a), the dynamical (total)

spin structure factor S(q, ω) is consistent with that of a
pure Kondo chain and exhibits a low energy triplon mode
corresponding to bound electron-hole pairs. The bound
triplon shows a minimal gap at the q = π wavevector
and becomes washed out upon merging in the particle-
hole continuum whose energy threshold [dashed line in
Figs. 13(a)-13(d)] is given by the two particle charge gap
2∆qp. Figures 13(e) and 13(i) plot the corresponding f
spin Sf (q, ω) and conduction electron spin Sc(q, ω) ex-
citation spectra. As expected for the Kondo screened
phase [124–126], both quantities display the same sup-
port but carry different spectral weights.

Reducing Jk/t modifies the spectrum so as to reflect
the emerging Heisenberg spin physics. It brings about
(i) softening of the triplon mode in the long-wavelength

limit q = 0 such that it gradually acquires a concave dis-
persion and (ii) a buildup of incoherent spectral weight
around q = π, just above the triplon mode, see Fig. 13(c).
The latter is also seen in the f spin spectrum Sf (q, ω) in
Fig. 13(g). The enhanced spectral intensity concentrated
close to the lower boundary of the spectrum is a good in-
dicator of fractional spinon excitations [117, 127, 128].
Thus it is tempting to identify it as the two-spinon con-
tinuum. As shown in Fig. 13(k), the lowest edge of
the conduction electron spin spectrum Sc(q, ω) continues
to display, albeit with strongly reduced weight around
q = π/2, the same support as the f spin spectrum
Sf (q, ω). On the other hand, a large majority of spec-
tral weight in Sc(q, ω) above the charge gap is located
on the upper boundary of the spectrum as expected for
the particle-hole continuum of a nearly free conduction
electron gas.
Figure 13(d) plots S(q, ω) at Jk/t = 0.8 in the ordered

phase. In the long-wavelength limit q = 0, S(q, ω) devel-
ops a nearly gapless linear mode. The latter is also re-
solved in the conduction electron spin spectrum Sc(q, ω),
see Fig. 13(l), being a consequence of the exponentially
small single particle gap. The softening of conduction
electron spin excitations is also seen at q = π. Never-
theless, a fingerprint of electron-hole binding is still no-
ticeable in Sc(q, ω) as a faint low energy image of the
f spin excitations emerging below the particle-hole con-
tinuum sufficiently away from q = π, see the arrow in
Fig. 13(l). These common spectral aspects shared by
Sf (q, ω) and Sc(q, ω) signify a remnant Kondo screen-
ing [124–126]. Meanwhile, a striking resemblance of the
f spin spectrum Sf (q, ω), see Fig. 13(h), to that of the
corresponding isolated Heisenberg chain in Fig. 12(b) is
very suggestive of the two-spinon excitations.
The coexistence of distinct spectral features brought

about by Kondo and Heisenberg interactions across the
phase transition is more tractable in the spin dynamics
of the SU(8) case shown in Fig. 14. In addition to the
two-spinon continuum, other prominent features include
a nearly gapless linear mode at q = 0 occurring together
with a remnant triplon excitation at slightly higher fre-
quency, see Figs. 14(c) and 14(d). A faint image of the
latter is also resolved in Sc(q, ω) both in the q → 0 and
q → π limits, see Figs. 14(k) and 14(l).

6. Spin and charge energy scales

Let us summarize this section with a compilation of the
Jk/t dependence of the relevant energy scales in Fig. 15.
All the quantities have been extrapolated to the ther-
modynamic limit based on QMC results on chains up to
L = 130 sites.
We begin with the single particle gap at k = π/2 shown

in Figs. 15(a)-15(c). This quantity can be extracted
by fitting the tail of the imaginary time Green’s func-

tion to the exponential form G(k, τ)
τ→∞→ Zke

−∆qp(k)τ ,
where Zk is the quasiparticle residue of the doped hole
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FIG. 13. Dynamical spin structure factor of the L = 66 SU(4) Kondo-Heisenberg chain for: (a)-(d) total spin S(q, ω); (e)-(h) f
spin Sf (q, ω), and (i)-(l) conduction electron spin Sc(q, ω) for values of Jk/t as in Fig. 9. Dashed lines indicate the particle-hole
continuum threshold; the arrows help to track the image of a remnant triplon mode.
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FIG. 14. Dynamical spin structure factor of the L = 66 SU(8) Kondo-Heisenberg chain for: (a)-(d) total spin S(q, ω); (e)-(h) f
spin Sf (q, ω), and (i)-(l) conduction electron spin Sc(q, ω) for values of Jk/t as in Fig. 10. Dashed lines indicate the particle-hole
continuum threshold; the arrows help to track the image of a remnant triplon mode.

at momentum k and frequency ω = −∆qp. To assess the quality of the data we consider both the compos-
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FIG. 15. (a)-(c) Single particle gap ∆qp(k) at k = π/2 on a semilog scale and (d)-(f) quasiparticle residue Zψk at k = π/2
and k = π of the pole in the composite fermion Green’s function as a function of Jk/t in the SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg chain
with Jh/t = 1. Insets show a crossing between the quasiparticle gaps at k = π/2 and k = π. To show an exponentially small
gap at k = π/2 in the BOW phase of the c electron layer, we also plot ∆qp(k) together with the corresponding residue Zck
extracted from the conduction electron Green’s function. Panels (g)-(i) show the evolution of the spin gap ∆s(q) at q = π from
the imaginary time (total) spin correlation function. All the quantities are representative of the thermodynamic limit. Dashed
lines indicate the respective critical Kondo couplings.

ite fermion Gψ(k, τ) and conduction electron Gc(k, τ)
Green’s functions. In the presence of Kondo screening
they shall display the same asymptotic behavior, and in-
deed, a good data match is obtained (note the semilog
scale) in the vicinity of Jck. However, a growing discrep-
ancy occurs upon going deeper into the ordered phase
where the low intensity of the composite quasiparticle
[circles in Fig. 15(d)-15(f)] makes the analysis more diffi-
cult. Therefore, we are left with the conduction electron
data which are consistent with an exponentially small
gap. Thus accordingly larger systems sizes are indis-
pensable to reliably track the onset of the gap at smaller
values of Jk/t.

To locate the change in the position of the minimal
quasiparticle gap as a function of Jk/t, we have equally
extracted the single particle gap at k = π. As shown
in the insets of Figs. 15(a)-15(c), the gap at k = π/2
grows faster and eventually surpasses the one at k = π
bringing the electronic structure in line with that of a
pure Kondo chain. We also note the hardening of the

gap at k = π on the ordered side of Jck. We attribute
it to the combined effect of dimerization and the per-
sistence of Kondo screening. The latter gives rise to

a smooth evolution of composite fermion residue Zψk=π
[squares in Figs. 15(d)-15(f)] across the phase transition
for each value of N . In contrast, the evolution of con-
duction electron residue Zck=π/2 [triangles in Figs. 15(d)-

15(f)] across Jck is highly nontrivial. On the one hand, it
quickly saturates for Jk > Jck at 1/2 implying the equal
distribution of spectral weight between the two bands of
the Kondo insulator. In the Jk = 0 limit, it reaches the
value of unity as expected for the free electron gas. On
the other hand, for N > 4 the data quality allows us to
resolve a small drop in Zck=π/2 in the vicinity of Jck on

the ordered side. It is consistent with the redistribution
of spectral weight so as to reflect the emergent four band
structure, cf. Fig. 10(g). This effect is quickly masked
by the overall growth of the c electron weight driven by
the weakening of Kondo screening.

Finally, Figs. 15(g)-15(i) plot the evolution of spin gap
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FIG. 16. (a)-(d) Composite fermion Aψ(k, ω) and (e)-(h) conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spectral functions of the bare (Jh = 0)
L = 66 SU(4) Kondo chain for selected values of Jk/t. The ground state in all panels corresponds to a uniform Kondo insulator.
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FIG. 17. Composite fermion Aψ(k, ω) spectral function of the
L = 66 (a) SU(6) and (b) SU(8) Kondo chain with Jk/t = 0.8.

∆s(q = π) obtained from the asymptotic behavior for
large τt ≫ 1 of the imaginary time spin-spin correlation
function S(q, τ) ∝ e−∆s(q)τ . As is evident, the spin gap
in the disordered phase scales as Jk including the N = 4
case with a relatively small Jck/t ≃ 1. This linear be-
havior indicates that the assumed Heisenberg coupling
Jh/t = 1 automatically places the system in the strong
coupling limit Jk/t ≫ 1 of the bare Kondo chain where
∆s ∝ Jk [43]. Notably, the critical coupling Jck seems
to be marked by a weak dip. The latter is superseded
by a rapid softening of ∆s in the ordered phase. These
findings are in accord with the observed smearing of the
triplon mode in the SU(8) spin excitation spectrum, see
Figs. 14(b) versus 14(c).

B. SU(NNN) Kondo chain

Having explored the physics of the SU(N) Kondo-
Heisenberg model, we turn now to a pure (Jh = 0) SU(N)
Kondo chain. Given that already the SU(4) spin rota-
tional symmetry of the Heisenberg chain is sufficient to
stabilize a dimerized ground state [76, 77], the key ques-
tion to address is whether the bare SU(N) Kondo chain

spontaneously dimerizes too, i.e., can the low dimension-
ality of the RKKY interaction alone produce long range
dimer order?

On the one hand, in Sec. III A we found that the crit-
ical magnetic interaction required to trigger dimer order
in the SU(4) Kondo-Heisenberg chain seems to scale lin-
early with Jk. Since the RKKY interaction scales for

small Kondo couplings as
J2
k

N [35], one may anticipate
the absence of dimer order in the SU(4) Kondo chain.
On the other hand, a higher symmetry of fermion flavors
shifts the critical Kondo coupling Jck to larger values and
increases the domain of stability of the VBS phase, see
the phase diagram in Fig. 3. Thus, the question of a
spontaneous dimerization still remains an open issue in
a generic SU(N) case.

We begin our study with the evolution of composite
fermion Aψ(k, ω) and conduction electron Ac(k, ω) spec-
tral functions of the SU(4) Kondo chain shown in Fig. 16.
While the main spectral features are quantitatively repro-
duced within a simple large-N approximation account-
ing for Kondo screening in the translationally invariant
Kondo chain, see Fig. 1, one observes that extra features
in Aψ(k, ω), i.e., shadow bands become more pronounced
at small values of Jk/t. As argued in Ref. [36], they reflect
antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations driven by the RKKY
interaction, and they correspond to the image of the c
electron spectral function shifted by the antiferromag-
netic wavevector Q = π. Since the RKKY energy scale is
suppressed as 1/N , the shadow bands shall lose their in-
tensity with increasing N bringing the overall spectrum,
in the absence of enhanced spin dimer correlations, in
line with the large-N outcome in Fig. 1. We confirm this
point explicitly in Fig. 17 by plotting Aψ(k, ω) at our
smallest value Jk/t = 0.8 for the N = 6 and N = 8 case.
The apparent similarity between the QMC data and the
corresponding large-N result in Fig. 1(d) suggests the
absence of significant dimer-dimer correlations.
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FIG. 18. Dynamical spin structure factor of the L = 66 SU(4) Kondo chain for: (a)-(d) total spin S(q, ω); (e)-(h) f spin Sf (q, ω),
and (i)-(l) conduction electron spin Sc(q, ω). Dashed lines indicate the particle-hole continuum threshold. Parameters as in
Fig. 16.
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FIG. 19. Same as in Fig. 18 but for the SU(2) Kondo chain.

To complement our analysis of dynamical properties
of the SU(4) Kondo chain, we plot in Fig. 18 the cor-

responding spin excitation spectra. Irrespective of the
value of Jk/t, the dynamical spin structure factor S(q, ω)
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FIG. 20. (a) Single particle gap ∆qp(N) at k = π and (b) the corresponding residue Zψk=π(N) of the pole in the composite
fermion Green’s function as a function of Jk/t in the SU(N) Kondo chain. Dashed lines correspond to the large-N value of ∆qp

and Zψk=π. Insets show second order polynomial fits to the QMC data at Jk/t = 2 and Jk/t = 0.8 to extract the quasiparticle
gap and residue in the N → ∞ limit. Within error bars, the latter match the large-N values (triangles). Panel (c) shows the
evolution of the spin gap ∆s(N) at q = π extracted from the imaginary time displaced (total) spin correlation function and
the inset shows the ratio between the charge ∆c(N) = 2∆qp(N) and spin gap on a semilog scale. All the quantities have been
extrapolated to the thermodynamic limit, see Appendix 2.

displays the same main spectral features: (i) a low energy
triplon mode with a minimal gap at the antiferromagnetic
wavevector Q = π, and (ii) particle-hole excitations of
nearly free conduction electrons above the charge gap,
see Figs. 18(a)-18(d).

As is apparent, Kondo screening unites the individ-
ual dynamics of the local f and conduction electron
spins such that both Sf (q, ω) and Sc(q, ω) spectra have
the same support but differ in terms of the distribu-
tion of spectral intensity. In fact, the dynamical cou-
pling between local and itinerant spin degrees of free-
dom is not restricted to the lowest energy triplon mode
but the fingerprint of the particle-hole continuum in
Sf (q, ω) extends over higher frequencies matching the en-
ergy window where sharp composite fermion bands occur
in Aψ(k, ω), see Figs. 16(a)-16(d).
The observed flattening of the triplon mode for small

Jk/t stems from the slowing down of the spin velocity
vs determined by the effective RKKY coupling JRKKY ∝
J2
k

N . While the occurrence of the triplon mode induces the
rearrangement of spectral intensity distribution in the
particle-hole continuum, an extremely soft flat triplon
in Fig. 18(d) is found below the charge gap across the
whole Brillouin zone. It allows one to reveal a typical
free-electron-like continuum delimited around q = π by
a lower and upper boundary. The latter carries most of
the spectral weight and hence the overall form of both
S(q, ω) and Sc(q, ω) above the triplon mode can be well
approximated using a convolution of the single particle
Green’s function, i.e., particle-hole ”bubble” diagram.

Anticipating that the validity of the ”bubble” diagram
might be specific to the enhanced SU(4) spin symmetry
of the model, we clarify this issue by plotting in Fig. 19
spin excitation spectra of the conventional SU(2) Kondo
chain. As can be seen, spectral intensity in S(q, ω)
does not rearrange so as to recover the free-electron-
like continuum upon approaching the weak coupling, see
Figs. 19(c) and 19(d). Moreover, the ”bubble” diagram
cannot account for a high frequency part of Sc(q, ω) with

the upper branch blurred close to q = π into broad fea-
tureless excitations, see Fig. 19(l). These findings under-
score the essential role of vertex correction effects in the
spin dynamics of the SU(2) model.

Importantly, regardless of the number of fermion fla-
vors and down to our smallest Jk/t = 0.8, we find no
clear evidence of the two-spinon continuum in Sf (q, ω),
see Figs. 18(h) and 19(h), in contrast to the f spin dy-
namics of the SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg chain shown in
Figs. 13(h) and 14(h).

As for the triplon mode, a more pronounced piling up
of the spectral weight at q = π seen in Sc(q, ω) of the
N = 2 model, is consistent with a larger, with respect to

the N = 4 case, effective RKKY coupling JRKKY ∝ J2
k

N
producing stronger antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations.

Next, we examine the impact of an enlarged SU(N)
symmetry of the model on reducing the separation of
charge and spin energy scales specific to the KI state. To
this end, we plot in Fig. 20 a single particle gap ∆qp(N,k)

at k = π, the corresponding quasiparticle residue Zψk (N),
as well as the spin gap ∆s(N, q) at q = π as a func-
tion of Jk/t. Following the same fitting procedure as
in Sec. IIIA 6, we have extracted finite size estimates
of these quantities from the asymptotic form of imagi-
nary time composite fermion Green’s Gψ(k, τ) and spin-
spin correlation S(q, τ) functions at large imaginary time
τ . The data in Fig. 20 correspond the thermodynamic
limit based on QMC results on chains up to L = 130
sites. As shown in Fig. 20(a), the N = 2 quasiparticle
gap clearly stands out and tracks Jk in the weak cou-
pling limit. This behavior bears a striking similarity to
a linear dependence of ∆qp in the magnetically ordered
phase of the particle-hole symmetric 2D Kondo lattice
model [19, 20, 29, 32, 34]. Long range antiferromagnetic
order does not occur in one dimension resulting in a fi-
nite spin gap ∆s ∝ e−t/Jk in the weak coupling limit.
This tiny gap inhibits reliable QMC simulations below
Jk/t = 0.8: The extrapolated value of ∆s at Jk/t = 0.7
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FIG. 21. Correlation ratio Rf from the structure factor of f spin dimer correlations in the bare SU(N) Kondo chain: (a)
N = 4; (b) N = 6, and (c) N = 8.

is not distinguishable within error bars from zero, spuri-
ously indicating onset of long range magnetic order, see
Appendix 2. Due to the exponentially small spin gap,
the antiferromagnetic spin correlation length ξs ∝ vs

∆s

is much longer than the conduction electron coherence
length ξc ∝ t

∆qp
. As a consequence, the c electrons are

effectively subject to a quasistatic staggered local mo-
ment which accounts for ∆qp ∝ Jk as in the magnetically
ordered phase [43]. The observed asymptotic reduction
of ∆qp to its large-N limit (dashed line) is driven by the
vanishing of vertex corrections brought by the RKKY

energy scale JRKKY ∝ J2
k

N .

Furthermore, since the composite fermion operator di-

rectly provides the measure of hybridization, ψ̂†
i,σ ∝

f̂†i,σV [36], one would expect the quasiparticle residue of

the composite fermion Zψk to track V 2Zfk , where Z
f
k is a

large-N coherence factor in Eq. (20). However, as quan-

tified in Fig. 20(b), Zψk=π for the N = 2 case does not
follow the expected exponentially small Kondo scale of
the large-N approach (dashed line). Our data obtained
in the absence of long range antiferromagnetic order indi-
cate that the observed enhancement of spectral weight is
unrelated to the Fermi surface nesting driven magnetism.
Instead, we believe that it is an intrinsic property of the
composite fermion operator in the presence of strong an-
tiferromagnetic spin fluctuations [43–46].

Notably, we were able to recover within error bars
the large-N values of both the single particle gap and
quasiparticle weight by extrapolating the QMC data at
Jk/t = 2 and Jk/t = 0.8 to the N → ∞ limit, see the
inset of Figs. 20(a) and 20(b), confirming that the large-
N theory is a correct saddle point of the SU(2) Kondo
chain. In addition, to quantify the strength of correla-
tion effects in the KI state using a single measure [129],
we plot in the inset of Fig. 20(c) the ratio between the
charge gap ∆c = 2∆qp and the spin gap ∆s. As is ev-
ident, up to our largest value of N = 8 this quantity is
always larger than 1 and gets strongly enhanced in the
weak-coupling limit. It marks a difference with respect
to a conventional band insulator where the trivial split-
ting between bonding and antibonding bands produces
identical charge and spin excitation gaps [47, 48].

Finally, in order to directly confirm that the enlarged
SU(N) symmetry of the RKKY interaction does not lead
to the enhancement of staggered valence bond fluctua-
tions, we plot in Fig. 21 the correlation ratio Rf given
by Eq. (25). Even though larger N leads on our shortest
L = 18 chain to a systematic increase of Rf in the small
Jk/t region, the observed downscaling of Rf for increas-
ingly larger system sizes implies the translational invari-
ance of the ground state in the thermodynamic limit.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The main motivation of this work was to investigate
dynamical signatures of the formation of VBS order and
its interplay with Kondo screening in a model system
accessible to sign free QMC simulations. For this rea-
son, we have considered a 1D SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg
lattice model in the fully antisymmetric self-adjoint rep-
resentation. We have been able to determine the phase
diagram for the case of a half-filled conduction electron
band, and we showed that in the N ≥ 4 case there is a
quantum phase transition between the Kondo insulating
phase and the VBS/BOW state, which is in the univer-
sality class of the 2D classical Ising model.
While making a definite statement about Kondo break-

down at small Kondo couplings Jk/t within the dimerized
phase would require us to simulate exponentially large
lattices, our data extend the list of known examples (al-
beit with magnetic order) where the order-disorder tran-
sition and the breakdown of heavy quasiparticles defined
by the loss of a pole in the composite fermion Green’s
function are detached. Thus, the coexistence of Kondo
screening and long range order is not restricted to spon-
taneous breaking of a continuous SU(N) spin rotational
symmetry of the Hamiltonian and to the resultant emer-
gence of Goldstone bosons (spin waves), but it also hap-
pens in the case of discrete (translational) symmetry
breaking by long range dimer correlations.
The U(1) gauge theory formulation of the Kondo lat-

tice model in Sec. II, introduces three particles, the bare

fermion, ĉ†i,σ, the composite fermion, Ψ̂†
i,σ, as well as the

gauge fermion, f̂†i,σ. The bare fermion and the composite
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fermion have the quantum number of the electron: glob-
ally conserved charge and spin. The f fermion carries
a locally conserved gauge charge and globally conserved
spin degrees of freedom but no electric charge. The com-
posite and bare fermions can delocalize, and both will
participate in the Luttinger count. On the other hand,
the f fermions cannot hybridize with the conduction
electrons and composite fermions due to the mismatch
of quantum numbers. In Monte Carlo simulations, we
can investigate the dynamics of the bare and composite
fermions by computing the corresponding spectral func-
tion. In contrast, understanding the dynamics of the f
fermions is more delicate since the single particle propa-
gation involves a gauge string. We can, however, extract
the dynamical spin structure factor Sf (q, ω) for the f
spins and by comparing it to that of the isolated SU(N)
Heisenberg chain, we can assess if the f fermions are
present as possibly fractionalized particles in one part of
the spectrum.

Let us now interpret aspects of our data in terms of the
above, and concentrate on the SU(4) case. The Kondo
screened phase at large Jk/t = 4 can be understood
solely in terms of the hybridization of the composite and
bare electrons, see Figs. 9(a) and 9(e). The triplon mode
observed in the spin dynamical structure factor can be
well accounted for by considering vertex corrections to
the particle-hole excitations that form a bound state be-
low the particle-hole continuum, see Figs. 13(a),13(e),
and 13(i). At our smallest value of Jk/t = 0.8 in the
VBS/BOW phase, the situation is more complicated and
better understood by taking the limit of a Kondo break-
down. That is, solely in terms of the f fermions and
c electrons. The dynamical spectral function of the f
fermions in Fig. 13(h) shows a dimerization gap and,
above it, a continuum. On the one hand, the similar-
ity to the pure SU(4) Heisenberg chain in Fig. 12(b) is
very evident and suggests the interpretation in terms of a
two-spinon continuum. On the other hand, given that the
charge gap at Jk/t = 0.8 is lower that the dominant fea-
tures, one could argue that one cannot really distinguish
between Landau damping and spinons. However, owing
to the different quantum numbers of the f fermions and
c electrons, the two-spinon continuum cannot couple to
the particle-hole continuum of the conduction electrons.
This line of arguing supports our discussion in Sec. III A
based on the presence of fractionalized particles. Further-
more, a nonvanishing local spin-spin correlation function
Scf in Fig. 8 implies an ultraviolet coupling between the
spin chain and conduction electrons. Clearly, since the
spin chain dimerizes, the conduction electrons will be
subject to a dimerization potential. As a consequence,
a gap opens at k = π/2 in the conduction electron spec-
tral function and backfolding of the band is apparent in
Fig. 9(h).

We can contrast the above results with those in
Sec. III B for the bare SU(4) Kondo chain which hosts
solely the Kondo insulating phase. As a consequence of
the hybridization of the composite and bare fermions, the

spin excitation spectrum displays a more conventional
structure with the low energy triplon mode and particle-
hole excitations of nearly free conduction electrons above
the charge gap, see Fig. 18.

The starting point of our study corresponds to a dimer-
ized ground state of the SU(N) Heisenberg chain. A
complementary avenue is to consider an SU(N) Kondo-
Hubbard chain with an additional Hubbard interaction
between the conduction electrons: In the limit Jk = 0,
there is evidence that a pure SU(N > 2) Hubbard chain
at half filling hosts a dimerized ground state [130–132].
Introducing Kondo coupling Jk to a lattice of magnetic
impurities provides another possibility to study the effect
of quantum critical dimer fluctuations on Kondo screen-
ing.

Along these lines, an enlarged symmetry of fermion
flavors can pave the way to study the interplay of VBS
order and Kondo screening in higher dimensions: It is
known that the SU(6) Hubbard model on the square lat-
tice exhibits at U/t ≃ 13.3 a phase transition between
long range antiferromagnetic order and a VBS state [133].
Hence, of particular interest is the question of what hap-
pens in the vicinity of this quantum critical point in the
presence of finite Kondo coupling Jk. Indeed, in the pa-
rameter range where Kondo screening, magnetism, and
VBS order strongly compete, solutions with larger unit
cells, e.g., Kondo stripes [134, 135] are conceivable. We
hope to address these new research directions in the near
future.
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computing Centre (JSC). M.R. is funded by the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foun-
dation), Project No. 332790403. F.F.A. acknowledges
financial support from the DFG under the grant AS
120/16-1 (Project No. 493886309) that is part of the
collaborative research project SFB Q-M&S funded by
the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) F 86 as well as the
Würzburg-Dresden Cluster of Excellence on Complexity
and Topology in Quantum Matter ct.qmat (EXC 2147,
Project No. 390858490).

Appendix: Supplemental QMC data

Here we provide further details about the QMC simu-
lation results discussed in the main text.
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FIG. 22. Convergence of the f spin dimer Df (q = π)/N2 (top) and kinetic energy dimer Kc(q = π)/N2 (bottom) structure
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FIG. 23. Finite size extrapolation of the single particle gap ∆qp at k = π (top), the corresponding residue Zψk=π (middle) of
the pole in the composite fermion Green’s function, and the spin gap ∆s at q = π (bottom) for representative values of Jk/t in
the SU(N) Kondo chain. Solid lines are linear and quadratic polynomial fits to the QMC data: (a)-(c) N = 2; (d)-(f) N = 4;
(g)-(i) N = 6, and (j)-(l) N = 8. At Jk/t = 0.7, the extrapolated value of ∆s is not distinguishable within error bars from zero.

1. Effect of a finite projection parameter Θ

In the adopted projective version of the QMC algo-
rithm, the expectation value of a physical observable op-

erator Ô is obtained using

⟨Ψ0|Ô|Ψ0⟩
⟨Ψ0|Ψ0⟩

= lim
Θ→∞

⟨ΨT|e−ΘĤÔe−ΘĤ|ΨT⟩
⟨ΨT|e−2ΘĤ|ΨT⟩

(A.1)
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where |Ψ0⟩ is the ground state and Θ is a projection pa-
rameter chosen to be large enough to ensure that the
trial wave function |ΨT⟩ is projected to the ground state.
In practice, the ground state expectation value of the
observable is obtained by searching for its convergent be-
havior as a function of Θ. We illustrate this in Fig. 22
which plots f spin dimer Df (q = π) and kinetic energy
dimer Kc(q = π) structure factors from QMC simula-
tions of the L = 66 SU(N) Kondo-Heisenberg chain for
representative values of Kondo coupling Jk/t. From these
plots, we find that 2Θt = 40 is sufficient in most cases to
guarantee convergence of both quantities except for the
quantum critical region where the ground state projec-
tion is slower and requires up to 2Θt = 200. Thus, the
data for Kc(q = π) clarify that the weakening of bond
order wave fluctuations in the valence bond solid phase,
see Fig. 7 of the main text, is not an artifact of the finite

value of Θ but it rather stems from the finite size.

2. Finite size scaling

Figure 23 shows examples of finite size scaling of the
single particle gap ∆qp at k = π, the corresponding

residue Zψk=π of the pole in the composite fermion Green’s
function, and the spin gap ∆s at q = π in the SU(N)
Kondo chain. Based on these scalings, we restricted our
analysis in Sec. III B to Jk/t ≥ 0.8: The extrapolated
value of ∆s at Jk/t = 0.7 is not distinguishable within
error bars from zero, spuriously indicating the onset of
long range magnetic order. Thus, properly addressing
the weak coupling limit requires the simulation of chains
with more than L = 130 sites used in our study. The
scaling results led us to Fig. 20 in the main text.
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26 N. Lanatà, P. Barone, and M. Fabrizio, Fermi-surface
evolution across the magnetic phase transition in the
Kondo lattice model, Phys. Rev. B 78, 155127 (2008).

http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4363(77)90190-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.187201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.187201
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.097203
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.097203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13446-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41467-023-42803-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/13/35/202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/13/35/202
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/35101507
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.206602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.L161115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.L161115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.246402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.246402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s10909-010-0206-3
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s10909-010-0206-3
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2310.12672
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2401.04540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.1015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1191195
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.51.15630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.796
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.63.155114
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.63.155114
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.66.045103
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.67.214406
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.67.214406
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.69.035111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.136401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.066404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.155127


24

27 M. Vojta, From itinerant to local-moment antiferromag-
netism in Kondo lattices: Adiabatic continuity versus
quantum phase transitions, Phys. Rev. B 78, 125109
(2008).

28 J. Otsuki, H. Kusunose, and Y. Kuramoto, Evolution of
a Large Fermi Surface in the Kondo Lattice, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 102, 017202 (2009).

29 L. C. Martin, M. Bercx, and F. F. Assaad, Fermi sur-
face topology of the two-dimensional Kondo lattice model:
Dynamical cluster approximation approach, Phys. Rev. B
82, 245105 (2010).

30 M. Z. Asadzadeh, F. Becca, and M. Fabrizio, Variational
Monte Carlo approach to the two-dimensional Kondo lat-
tice model, Phys. Rev. B 87, 205144 (2013).

31 R. Peters and N. Kawakami, Large and small Fermi-
surface spin density waves in the Kondo lattice model,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 075103 (2015).

32 B. Lenz, R. Gezzi, and S. R. Manmana, Variational clus-
ter approach to superconductivity and magnetism in the
Kondo lattice model, Phys. Rev. B 96, 155119 (2017).

33 J. P. L. Faye, M. N. Kiselev, P. Ram, B. Kumar, and
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