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Solving the single-impurity Anderson model (SIAM)a basic problem of solid state physics.
The SIAM model is very important, at present idiso used for systems with quantum impurities, e.g.
semiconductor quantum dots and molecular transistée main application is in the scheme of
dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) describing sfgocorrelation electron systems. To solve the
SIAM problem we use the equation of motion (EOM)e@&@r function approach. In this report we
present the novel EOM approximation in which wdetidntiate the Green function over both time
variables. This differs from the commonly used E@Mution by Appelbaum, Penn and Lacroix
where the authors take time derivative only ovéngry time variable. After extending calculations t
higher order Green functions we find the new apimnaxe dynamical solution of SIAM. The results
are compared with the solutions to the SIAM probknintermediate Coulomb repulsidthsuch as

the Modified Iterative Perturbation Theory. Our eggzh is suitable for describing quantum dots.

1. Introduction
The single-impurity Anderson model (SIAM) [1] quizats the relations between the kinetic-

energy (itinerant) and potential-energy (localizeff@cts. It describes systems with both localized
itinerant electrons. It was used to analyze mixetiesns with valence and heavy fermion electrons. In
recent years there has been a strong interes¢ iagplication of SIAM model to strongly correlated
electrons since in the limd =c we can map the Hubbard model to the SIAM probl€his
operation is based on the scheme of dynamical rielshtheory (DMFT) [2] describing well the
dynamics of systems with strong correlations. Aeofield where the SIAM model is used is with the
transport properties of nanoscale materials witmtum dots (QD) and single electron transistors.
The SIAM theory predicts an enhancement of thecdotluctance at low temperatures due to the

development of the so-called Kondo resonance.

For non-interacting electront)(=0) the SIAM problem can be solved precisely. Ondtier
hand, solving the SIAM model within the DMFT andat @D for systems with interactiotJ(# 0)

requires the use of numerical methods (e.g. quaMomte Carlo, exact diagonalization, or numerical



renormalization group) or approximate analyticatimes (e.g. modified iterative perturbation theory
(MPT) [3-5]). All of them have some limitations.

One of analytical methods for solving the SIAM desh is the equation-of-motion (EOM)
approach [6,7]. Until now the deficiency of the EQiglproach was not having the Fermi-liquid state
at half filling for U >0. The reason for this fault was that the EOM schesed strong coupling
Green function expansion, which was losing the fhetffects, particularly in the particle-hole
symmetric case. In this report we present a no@E&pproach in which we calculate the single
particle Green function (and the density of stédi#9S)) differentiating Green functions over both
time variables. This differs from the commonly uggdM solution by Appelbaum, Penn [7] and
Lacroix [6] where the authors take time derivativily over primary time variable. The results are
comparable with the MPT which is an interpolatix¢ée@sion of the second-order perturbation theory.

Our approach can be applied to analysis of thetguadots.

2. Method

The SIAM model is based on the assumption thaténsea of conduction electrons (with

energy dispersio, ) there is a localized impurity electron (with emeie, ) for which we include the

Coulomb interaction. The Hamiltonian of this mobak the form
R U, . " .
H=> &My, +Ezndcrnd—cr +2 (&~ W), +Z(dedacka + h-C-)1 )
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whered; (d,) are the creation (annihilation) operators forithpurity electron,c,, (c,,) are the
creation (annihilation) operators for the conduttitectron (bath)l) is the on-site Coulomb

interaction between electrons on the impurity, 8pdis the coupling between the bath and impurity
orbital ( we assum¥,, =V) . We will analyze the paramagnetic case, theectioe spin indices for

energy &,, &, M) and interactioV, will be neglected.

In our analysis we will use the equation of motionthe Green function method to solve the

SIAM model. In general the EOM may be written as
E(AB), =([ABL) +([AH]:B)), . 2
Applying it to the functionG,, £ ¥((d, d.)), we obtain:

[6-&,-0,()](d,;d} ), =1+U (A, d,;d5)), 3)



2
whereA_ (€) =2V— is the hybridization function.
k ETH—&
To solve eq. (3) we have to write the EOM for higbeder Green functior(f,_,d,;d;)), .

Instead of eq. (2) we will use the method with elifintiating over the second timg), which gives
the EOM in the following form [8]:

-£(AB)), ==([AB],)+{A[B H].)), ; (4)
from which we obtain

[e-€,-0,()-U](A,_,d,;d2), =n,_, ~U(fy_,d,:d_,d’,d;)), . (5)
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We will calculate function{(A,_,d,;d_,d’ d)), using the Kuzemsky Green function decoupling (see

d-oc~o?

[8] and [9]). Using these approximations we ar@we

<<ﬁd—0d0; d—adjad; >>£ = nd—a (1_ nd—O’ )Gda (£) - ra (‘S’T) ’ (6)
_ [ S (0S8, (NS (2)
Fo(eT) = [ R e i (T Xy 2z ()
where
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SF(e)=-=1I , 8
do (8) 7Tm£—£dO—AU—Un_U ( )
FOxy.2)=fx)fEnfE)+E0fwfE) . 9)
Using Egs. (5), (6) and (3) we can find the funetio
G,, (€)= 1 (10)
d e-g,+u-0(g)-2,,
where the self-energy is given by:
U<, (&)
., (&)=Un,__+ do 11
= LU e © ()

We analyzed the self-energy given by Eq. (11) @DMFT scheme (see [9]). The results show that

for largeU values the self-energy is not convergent. Theore&sr this is that the denominator

[1+U2I'dc, (e)G/F (5)]_1 at largerU has a singularity localized between the resonaak and the



Hubbard bands. Now we will make an approximatiomciieplaces th&/' (&) function by the

parameter, being an average®@i’ (&) functions at states, and¢, +U in the atomic limit

a, =3[ (e, - 1)+ G (6, -+ ],

2
- £y “H—EutUI20-2, ) ' 12)
(&g~ H=Eq0)" + (€4~ H—Eg)U (- 20y, )-U"ny_, (-1, )
which gives
2
Z.,(&)=Un,_, +M : (13)
1+aU T, (€)

Equation (13) is now quite similar to the equationZ_ (¢) in the MPT theory [3].

3. Resultsand conclusions

1
In Fig. 1 we present the spectral density of states S, (£) =——=ImG,, (&) for different interactions V
T

at the half-filling point. The DOS presented shows the three peaks structure with quasiparticle
resonance peak at the Fermi energy, and two broad satellite sub-bands corresponding to the atomic
quasiparticle levels &, and &, +U . Decreasing the value of the hybridization parameter V, we
observe narrowing of the resonance peak. The value of DOS at the Fermi level stays the same as in
the non-interacting case.
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Fig. 1 Spectral densit$,, (¢) as a function of energy calculated for different interactions

V . The case of half-filled band] =1.5 andT =0. The unit of energy is half bandwidth of non-

interactive case.



In Fig. 2 below we present the spectral densitstafes for differend-electrons

concentrationsrg; ). For lower values of concentration the resonant level shifts towards lower
energies and mixes with the energy level corresipgrno energye, . This results in significant

broadening of the resonant level.
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Fig. 2 Spectral densit$,, (¢) as a function of energy calculated for different values of,
(ny =1-solid black line,n, =0.7-dashed red linep, = 0.4- dotted green line}J =1.5, V =0.3,
u#=0andT =0. The levelg, is marked for different concentrations by arroWse unit of energy is

half bandwidth of non-interactive case.

In Fig. 3 below we present the spectral densitstafies obtained under assumption of constant

value of the hybridization functiod, £(SA =il . This kind of approximation is characteristic in

models describing the quantum dots physics. Thenesg peak obtained is characterized by a larger

of both the maximum value and the width with respecesults obtained by Lacroix approach [6].

In summary, using the EOM approach we obtained®8& with the three peaks structure
composed of quasiparticle resonance peak at thei leerergy, and two broad satellite sub-bands
corresponding to the atomic quasiparticle levelesE results obtained by our EOM method are
consistent with the results obtained within the MR&@thod [3-5]. As opposed to the MPT method the
key equation (13) is derived analytically and matoduced in the phenomenological way. The

approach presented here can be used to describtugqudots (see Fig. 3).
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Fig. 3 Density of states of the QD in the equiliioni case for a finite Coulomb energy
U=20r, A=il, I =0.1, T =0and different values ofgn(n, =1 — solid black linen, =0.8 —
dashed red line). The unit of energy is half banitlwof the lead.
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