arxiv:1307.8132v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 21 Aug 2013

L anczos transformation for quantum impurity problemsin d-dimensional lattices. application to
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We present a completely unbiased and controlled numeriethad to solve quantum impurity problems in
d-dimensional lattices. This approach is based on a candn&esformation, of the Lanczos form, where the
complete lattice Hamiltonian is exactly mapped onto anedent one dimensional system, in the same spirit
as Wilson’s numerical renormalization, and Haydock’s reimn method. We introduce many-body interactions
in the form of a Kondo or Anderson impurity and we solve the-ldwensional problem using the density
matrix renormalization group. The technique is partidylauited to study systems that are inhomogeneous,
and/or have a boundary. The resulting dimensional redudtenslates into a reduction of the scaling of the
entanglement entropy by a factbf~!, whereL is the linear dimension of the origindtdimensional lattice.
This allows one to calculate the ground state of a magnefuiity attached to aill. x L square lattice and an
L x L x L cubic lattice withZ up to 140 sites. We also study the localized edge states jaingne nanoribbons
by attaching a magnetic impurity to the edge or the centehefsyystem. For armchair metallic nanoribbons
we find a slow decay of the spin correlations as a consequértbe delocalized metallic states. In the case
of zigzag ribbons, the decay of the spin correlations dep@ndhe position of the impurity. If the impurity is
situated in the bulk of the ribbon, the decay is slow as in tle¢aftic case. On the other hand, if the adatom is
attached to the edge, the decay is fast, within few siteseofrtipurity, as a consequence of the localized edge
states, and the short correlation length. The mapping caofdined with ab-initio band structure calculations
to model the system, and to understand correlation effactgiantum impurity problems starting from first
principles.

PACS numbers: 73.23.Hk, 72.15.Qm, 73.63.Kv

I. INTRODUCTION tron with spino at thek state). One of the usual approx-
imations is to take simple forms for the dispersignor to

The Kondo problem describes a magnetic impurity embed-2"o'¢ the momentum dependence of the couplirigsdis-

. ' ) : L regarding the information about the specific structure ef th
ded in a Fermi séd. The spin of the impurity is screened by | a13-16 pjost commonly, one finds the impurity interact-
the spins of the electrons in the bulk forming a collective si

glet state. Even though this is one of the most studied and belfng with a wide band with a linear dispersion, via a contact

ter understood problems in condensed matter physics, we ke ocal potential. This corresponds to the impurity beingtsca
finding that our knowledge is incomplete, and open iszsues r?_ered only bys-wave states, ".md the problem can be mapped
main. In particular, there are questions’ that require a goodQ an equivalent one-dimensional one.

description of the states and correlations in real spaceinFo ~ Systems where the effect of energy pseudogaps or Van-
stance, great attention has been payed to the subtle isbueshipve singularities are important represent a challenge jtan
how to measure, detect, and characterize the so-calledd®on is known, for instance, that the Kondo effect in graphene is
cloud’®~, or how to interpret the finite-size effects and com- quite non-triviat’=22 Moreover, approximations on the cou-
peting energy scales arising when the conduction electror@ingsV;,. make it difficult to deal with problems where the lo-
are confined to a small spatial region in a “Kondo Bo%2 cation of the impurity is relevant. As an example of this fate
Moreover, systems where the spatial position of the impurit Situation we can mention graphene nanoribbons, or topologi
is relevant (such as graphene nanoribbons, or topologieal i cal insulators, where the physics of the surface/edgess ve
sulators, where the physics of the edges is very differemifr ~ different from the physics of the bulk. At the same time, ex-
the physics of the bulk) are quite non-trivial and represent periments with adatoms on surfaces can be done with great
challenge to current state-of-the-art methods. degree of control using techniques such as &¥f there-
fore, numerical methods that are able to deal with the dpatia

In th t | f lati f th blem th - X i :
n the mos: genera: formtliation o the probier the cou resolution of the Kondo problem are highly desirable.

pling of the impurity with the lattice has terms of the form
Vid cro exp (—irok) (Wherery is the position of the impu- Numerical renormalization group (NRG), the optimal tech-
rity and we used the usual notation, thijscreates an elec- nique to study quantum impurities, does not work in a real
tron at the impurity site with spie andc;,, destroys an elec- space representation, but in energy spate Until recently,
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guantum Monte Carlo (QMC) was the only computational
technique that could offer some detail on the spatial struc-
ture of the correlations in dimensions larger thag: 13225
Very recently, remarkable developments in the understandi
of the NRG construction and its wave functions have offered
a glimpse at the spatial structure of correlations aroumd th
impurity®6=38 Moreover, using some ingenuity it is possible to
introduce arbitrary dispersion/densities of states ferabn-
duction electron¥:4°.

In this work, we introduce a new computational approach

that enables one to work with the lattice in a real space rep-

resentation at arbitrary dimensions with the density matri (b)

renormalization group (DMR@}=4 The principal idea is 0 1 5 3 4

to map, via a canonical transformation, the lattice onto a

chain structure, in similar fashion to Wilson’s original BR ae . . * . ¢— .-

formulatiort3. In our scheme, same as in Haydock’s recur-
sion metho=8 the information about the lattice structure,
and the hybridization to the impurity, is completely pregel.  FIG. 1: Mapping of the system into a semi-chain. Using the Lanc-
Notice that this canonical transformation is exact, andihwe  zos method, a real lattice can be mapped into a 1d semi-cha.
representation of the Hamiltonian can be tackled with othefoupling between the impurity and the lattice, shown in pgap
methods especially suitable for solving the one-dimeradion determines the construction of the Lanczos sdeg. In this case,

: ; the seed consists of just a single orbital, which becomefirdtssite
g:ogll\jénguch as the embedded cluster approximation (£CA) of the mapped chain, as shown in panel (b). The dashed limeco

. the sites that form the Lanczos orbitals of the resultingystesn.
The structure of the paper is as follows: In the next sec- d

tion we describe the technical aspects of the rotation to the

Lanczos single particle basis that allows us to reduce the di

mensionality of the problem. We also offer a geometrical in-  The corresponding hybridization term is introduced as
terpretation of the transformation and the entanglemehitae

tion. In Section Il we explain how to study interacting quan oy T

tum impurity problems on arbitrary lattice geometries gsin Vi=-t ; (dgcrog + h.c.) , 3)
the DMRG method, illustrating with several proof of concept

scen_arios, such as 2d and 3d_ systems, and carbon na”OtU%ﬁeredI, creates an electron at the impurity ang, destroys
Section IV focuses on the particular case of graphene nanori g, gjectron at position,, the lattice site connected to the im-
bons and we numerically investigate the influence of the 9€purity.

ometry and edge structure on the Kondo physics. We close aernatively, one could introduce the impurity via a Kondo
with a summary and conclusions in Section V. Hamiltonian. with an interaction

Il. MAPPING BANDSONTO CHAINS V= JkSa - S ()
The main point of this proposal is to map a complex band
structure, for example, a carbon nanotube, a graphenerjbbo
or any 2d or 3d system, onto a semi-chain. This mapping can
Let us start with a simple Hamiltonian with one impurity pe done in such a way that an impurity connected to one or
connected to one single lattice site. A more general case wilmore sites of a real lattice is, after the mapping, connectad

A. Changeof basisand Lanczos orbitals

be discussed below. The Hamiltonian is single site of a chain. The resulting one-dimensional gobl
can then be solved with a method of choice, such as ECA or
H = Himp + Hpana +V, 1  bMmRG.

In order to perform the mapping, we need to assume that
the band describes non-interacting electrons via a queadrat
tight-binding Hamiltonian. One can always map a compli-
cated one-body Hamiltonian onto a semi-chain by applying
the Lanczos method in the same spirit as Wilson’s NRG or
2 Haydock’s recursion methé##8 To start the change of ba-

sis, we choose the orbital that is connected to the impusity a
seed for the iterative proceddPave drop the spin index for
wherengy, is the occupation operator for an impurity with now):
spino, V, is a gate potential, and parametrizes the on-site
Coulomb repulsion between opposite-spin electrons. o) = cj0|0>. (5)

where Hip, is the many body impurity Hamiltoniaffy,.ng
is the lattice Hamiltonian antd’ describes the impurity-lattice
interaction. For the Anderson model, the impurity is desexli

by

Himp - ‘/g Z Ndo + UndTnd\La
o



3

The so-called Lanczos basis is constructed as: The transformation can also be applied to problems where
either the band, or the impurity, have a more complex struc-
V1) = HpandYo) — ao [Vo) (6) ture, as described in the following sections.
|\I/i+1> = Hband\lfl> — ai|\Ili> — b3|\111_1> (7)
where, B. Geometrical interpretation and entanglement
(Vi Hpand ¥+ 2 (W] W;)

a; = ——"3S+——-  bi=-—. 8 i i -
(0| Ws) W1 [V, 1) (8) The structure of the Lanczos orbitals can be interpreted ge

ometrically in a very simple way, for a system such as the
This allows one to construct a basis where the lattice Hamilsquare lattice. The reference site where the impurity is at-
tonian Hya,q is tri-diagonal: tached becomes a center of symmetry for the point group op-
erations of the lattice, as shown in [Eig.1. Since the hopping
a by 0 0 Hamiltonian obeys the same symmetries, the Lanczos asbital
by ar b2 0 will belong to the same symmetry sector as the seed orbital.
Hpang=| 9 b2 a2 bs - : (9)  Ifthe impurity is attached locally to a single site of theitz,
0 0 b a - and this site is chosen as seed, then all the Lanczos orbitals
Sooor b will have “s-wave” symmetry, invariant under rotations of the
lattice. Strictly speaking, since we are not in the contmyu
. , i o this corresponds to the trivigl:? + y?} representation of the
Thisis an exact canonical transformation, from a singléipar group or rotation€’; of the square lattice. All oth@hannels,
cle basis, onto another complete orthogonal basis. corresponding to different symmetry classes, will formirthe

In Fig[(a) we show a schematic representation of the prob;n independent chains, and will be completely decoupled
lem in real space. Panel (b) shows the equivalent Hamiltog. o the impurity. This yields a remarkable result: in ortter

nian in the Lanczos basis. The off-diagonal matrix elementgtudy a system witiL¢ sites (wherd. is the linear size, and

(bi, © = 1,2,...) become effective hopping terms, while the ; e gimensionality of the problem), we only need to keep
dlagon_al onesd;, i = 0, 1,2, ....) m'groduce local chemical O(L) orbitals!
potentials. In second quantization, it reads: To clarify these ideas let us illustrate with a simple exam-
N—2 N—3 ple: we focus on the nearest neighbors around the center of
Hipandg = Z a;n; + Z bit1 (éjaéi‘ﬁ‘l,d + h.c.) ., (10) symmetry, and we label the corresponding single particle or
=0 =0 bitals ag + ), | - ), as shown in Fifl1(a). The first Lanczos

. _orbital is simply given by
where the new “tilde” operators refer to the Lanczos orbital

along the chain and obey fermionic anti-commutation rules. 1

Notice that the first orbital, corresponding to the one con- V1 (a2 4y2)) = 3 [ +2) +|=2) +[+y) +[-y)].
nected to the impurity and used as seed, remains unaltered

after the transformation,e, ¢, = co. As a consequence, the There are three other single particle orbitals that are oot c
hybridization Hamiltoniarl/ remains unchanged_ p|ed by the Hamiltonian. We could define them as, for in-

In the process of generating the new basis we find that: ~ Stance:

(W) = 5, 1
1. <\I}7|\Ilz> 51,] |\I/1,{12_y2}> = 5 [| + SC> + | - $> — | —|— y> — | —_ y>] ,
2. (V| Hpand Vi) = bjdj.i+1 + aidij + bidij Wy o)) = (4 a)— | —2)] (11)
3. The basif |¥,,)} is orthogonal, but it is not normal- b V2 ’
ized. 1
[T10) = Fll+9) ~1 -0l

4. Obviously, once one of thg, vanishes, the rest of the

band will decouple. In fact, al,,,), form > n, will - \yhere we have used the fact that the wavefunctions transform
not be defined (the rest of the basis belongs to differenks the different irreducible representations of the paiatig.
channels/symmetry sectors). If we use these orbitals as seeds for the Lanczos iterations,

each will generate another chain, or channel, but they will b
totally decoupled from each other, and from the originalcen
ter of symmetry, since the Hamiltonian will not mix diffeten
symmetry sectors. We can also see that as the distance from
the center increases, the number of linearly independearg-wa
6. Another numerical error to consider is the loss of or-functions that we can construct, and consequently, the eumb
thogonality between vectors for large To avoid that, of channels will also increase.
and keep the basis complete, we orthogonalize each The orbitals are then defined by their symmetry sector, or
new vector with all the previous vectors at each itera-channel, and their radial distance from the center of symymet
tion. which is correlated to the linear distance along the eqeival

5. As (¥, |¥,,) grows withn, numerical errors due to fi-
nite numerical precision might appear. To avoid them,
we have to re-normalize the statds ) at each itera-
tion.
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FIG. 2: Choosing the seed. Examples of how the coupling between
the impurity and the lattice will determine the constructiof the
seed. We are using a honeycomb carbon lattice, but the idebeca
extended to any geometry. (a) In the simplest case (and thesesd
for the calculations in the rest of the paper), the impustgitting on
top of just one atom. (b) The impurity is connected to all stes
(c) The impurity is on the bond between two C atoms.

1d chain. Notice that in a bipartite lattice, odd and evesssit 1.75; ©
along the chain will correspond to orbitals with support on 1.624-- Metallic (6,0) CNT ]
different sublattices, a result that will become imporiarthe _ F e e

O L5 NS e

interpretation of numerical results. I ]
As a consequence of these observations, we obtain an intu-  1.375; .

itive understanding of the behavior of the entanglement Th P N T T ST SR
entanglemenper channel between the region enclosed by an 100 i-Lg?]%zos ite:ra-gi)ion 400 500
area of “radius”L in the d-dimensional problem is exactly 0.6

the same as the entanglement between theffisstes of the 1 (d) — mapping ]
chain, and the rest. In cases where the system under consid v 0.4t :
eration is gapless, the chain is a critical one-dimensisys 8 I T
tem (for square and cubic lattices, for instance), and the vo —0.2r 7
Neumann entanglement entropy is proportionabg £ )20:5 ol e e ]
All channels contribute to the entropy with similar factols -3 -2 -1 1 2 3
can be seen that the number of channels is proportional to
the area of the boundary L¢~'. This yields a final result g 3 Local density of states for CNT and hopping parameters
proportional toL ! log(L). Therefore, based on these sim- for a single chain mapping. Chain hopping vs.n [panels (a) and
ple arguments, we can easily understand why free fermiong)] and LDOS as function af [panels (b) and (d)] are shown for
in higher-dimensions have logarithmic corrections to ttema an insulating (top 2 panels) and a metallic (bottom 2 par@lsy.
law??=25, The advantage of our approach is that we only needror the LDOS, the exact solution was calculated using Gsdfenc-
to solve the problem in the channel that is coupled to the imtions [(red) dashed line]. The agreement with the mappircuitz
purity, reducing the entanglement by a factofdf !! tion [(black) solid line] is excellent.
Notice that these ideas are basically a generalizationeof th
one dimensional case studied in 56. In a one dimen-
sional impurity problem, one can apply reflection symmetryPurity may be coupled to a single site, but, in a more general
and make a “folding” transformation, mapping the single par €ase, it may couple to many lattice sites. In fig. 2, as an il-
ticle orbitals onto bonding and antibonding states. Intase, lustration, we show the case of one adatom in a honeycomb
the impurity Coup|es On|y to the bonding channel, while the'&ttice. The adatom can sit on top of one of the atoms of the
anti-bonding remains decoupled. This translates into aced lattice [panel (a)], or at the center of an hexagon [panéls (b
tion of the entanglement by a factor &f and (c)]. In this latter case, depending on the hybridizatio
We point out that in generic situations, the coupling be-with the lattice, the impurity may couple symmetrically 1b a
tween the impurity and the lattice could be along a differensix sites, as shown in panel (b), or may be connected along
channel in a different symmetry sector. Moreover, it couldthe bond between two carbon atoms, as illustrated in panel
couple to more than one channel at the same time. Tacklintf)- The general expression for the impurity-lattice cangpl

this problem is explained in the next section. Hamiltonian is given by
V =— Z (tOZ dl_ Cr;o + hC) . (12)
C. Constructing the seed orbital i=1...6, o

As discussed above, one of the central issues in the canohhen, we define a renormalized orbital
ical transformation is how to pick the right segl,). This
is determined by the chemistry of the problem, and therefore Croe = — Z @ Crios (13)
several situations may arise. In the simplest scenaridpthe — to
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FIG. 4: LDOSfor several lattices. The LDOS is plotted as a function CQ
of w for: (a) 2d square lattice witB00? sites, (b) rectangular lat- \V]
tice with 800 sites, (c) graphene sheet wih0? sites, (d) 3d cubic A
lattice with200° sites. o
o
C 03[ 1
. . I \ 2D; N=100
and rewrite the coupling Hamiltonian as:
- 0O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
V==> (fodf crpo + h.c), (14) site |

o

where we have used the definition = V>, t3;. Now, the  FIG. 5: Correlations for a 2d square lattice. (a) Spin-spin correla-
tions between a Kondo impurity and the rest of the chain, fiferd

seed can be defined as
ent values of/x, keepingN = 100 sites. We show results for the
|[To) = cIU |0). (15)  first 20 sites of the chain. (b) density-density correlaibetween
the first site of the chain, and the rest. All simulations waoae at
Although here we illustrate the method with the examplehalf-filling. Notice that this system length correspondsatoactual
of an adatom, it could be generalized to the case of a sutsquare lattice wit, ~ 1407 sites.
stitutional impurity, or defect. We have not considered the

situation in which the impurity has more than one orbital. In
such a case, the resulting problem would map on an impurity We start by performing the mapping for carbon nanotubes

coupled to two chains. This problem will be studied in future (CNTs¥2. We point out that the recursion method has been
work. already been used in this cont&iand also for graphef*,
Notice that this is possible because the coupling HamiltoAs it is well known, depending on its chirality, a CNT can
nian has only one-body terms, such as is the case of Andersobe metallic or insulaté?. In Fig.[3 we show results for the
type Hamiltonians. For coupling Hamiltonians containing hopping parameters in the mapped chain [panels (a) and (c)]
many-body term@@:2’, if the impurity is connected to more and the LDOS [(b) and (d)]. We analyze two zigzag CNTSs:
than one site, it is not possible to choose such a simple see(h, 0), which is insulating (upper panels), af@l 0), which is

In that case, the proper way to identify the coupling Hamilto metallic (lower panels).

nian is by doing a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation. Thedee In panels (a) and (b) we present the insulating ¢&se),

to use in that case can be obtained through a generalizdtion whose LDOS presents a gap separating the valence and con-
the ideas above. duction bands. Twelve Van Hove singularities can be ob-
served, indicating a complex band structure. We compare the
mapped results with those obtained by direct diagonatimati
[(red) dashed lines]. No difference between them can be ob-
served.

As a first benchmark test we present calculations of one- The hopping parameters for the resulting chain are shown
body properties for a system without impurities. This is ba-in panel (a), and we observe two families of hoppings/energy
sically a startightforward application of the recursionthoel ~ scales, around, ~ 1.7 and¢, ~ 1.3. This repeated struc-
for non-interacting tight-binding bant®#®. Since this is a ture (A-B-A-B-A-B-A-B...) resembles a superlattice with a
single body problem, results are known. We compare the exwo-site basis (A-B). As a consequence, the band structure
act local density of states (LDOS) at the position of the seedlevelops a gap. Of course, there are other lower frequency
orbital, which, as mentioned above, remains unchangeddy thstructures in the hopping elements associated to the ather f

basis transformation, with the ones obtained for the riemult tures of the spectrum.
chain system (see Figl 1). On panels (c) and (d) in Figgl 3 we show results for (i)

D. Non-interacting results



5 ______Nsitesin the chain
0.00 7 Frer CVgu o |
SRR
A
U-0.05¢
1) i 005 -0.00%
v v 1.0 (b) Insulating CNT]
4+ -a-1.5 B OIDP00-0.0-0 0. 1
-0.10[ (a) 20 N(',\)_o 10,0014 R _
! ! %U | ’ |
A
c B ]
vV 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A 0 001 002 003 004 005
CQ 1/N
v
é_ of- (C) Metallic CNT
2 A _-0 005—\"‘u .
c -0.3f ] Ny RN
\Y] 3D; N=100 i T
NP -0.01F .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 v B ]
. . -0.015— ---- linear extrap R
site | L
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L

003 0.02 0.04 0.06 008 0.1

FIG. 6: Correlations for a 3d cubic lattice. (a) Spin-spin correlations 1/N
between a Kondo impurity and the rest of the chain, for dffier
values ofJx, keepingN = 100 sites. As in Figlh, we show results FIG. 7: Scaling of correlationsin CNTsusing DMRG. (a) In order to
for the first 20 sites of the chain. (b) density-density catiens  extrapolate to the thermodynamic limit we first map the baadi
between the first site of the chain, and the rest. Notice timsystem  tonian onto its tridiagonal Lanczos form. We study the cogeace
size corresponds to an actual cubic lattice with a diagdmralaf 100 as a function ofl/N, whereN is the number of sites kept in the
sites. actual simulation. Panels (b) and (c) show the spin-spiretations

as function1/N for an adatom at the surface of a CNT. Panel (b)

corresponds to an insulatir{@, 4) CNT. In this case, as there are no

metallic CNT. In this case we can see ten Van Hove singularéXtended states in the CNT, convergence is fast. Panel ¢ojsste-
ities in the LDOS. Again, we compare with the exact solutionsuns for a metalliq4, 4) CNT. Due to the gapless metallic extended
’ states, the convergence is slower. A linear extrapolatioty iV is

and the agreement is excellent. As in this case there is no 98BR<o shown in the figure [(red) dashed curve]. The parametad

the corresponding chain hopping parameters [panel (c)btlon ;o7 — 1 v — —U/2 andt’ = v/0.05.
present the dimer structure shown for the gaped LDOS [panel e

(@]

h'Al\ws agl |Ilustr.at|or|1, n FlgEBAwe also p()jresent reSléltS forinal energy spectrum and DOS. It is important to point out
Igl er-" |rrr]1e|;13|ona sysftehms. S expecte r,lwe rﬁpr\(; UC: ®¥hat the energy level corresponding to the Fermi energy can
actly all the features of the spectrum, such as the Van HOVRe gatermined by fixing the density of the chain. The other

singularity atw = 0 for the 20_' square lattice [panel (a_)]. In channels will also be partially filled, but they are not relet
the case of a rectangular lattice [panel (b)], where th&tatt to our calculation

parameter in one direction is twice that in the other diatti

we see that the Van Hove singularity splits into two peaks.

We can also reproduce, after the mapping, the band structure

of graphene [panel (c)], where we recover the massless Dirac  I1l. DMRG SOLUTION OF THE INTERACTING

dispersion atv = 0. The 3d LDOS in panel (d) (for a cubic PROBLEM

lattice) provides a simple test bed to study problems with a

quasi-flat band, such as the one used in analytical treasment |n order to study the many-body problem with an interact-

of the Kondo model, and its Bethe Ansatz solution. Needing impurity, we use the DMRG method, which is specially

less to say, the fact that all these well known results are hersuitable for one-dimensional problems. We perform the map-

neatly reproduced is not surprising, as the proposed mgppirping of the band Hamiltonian and solve the full interacting

is an exact canonical transformation. problem, with the impurity connected to the first orbital loé t
Notice that the Lanczos orbitals will have suppport on achain, which, as mentioned above, was used as the seed to

subspace and will not span the entire Hilbert space. Thisonstruct the Lanczos basis. Obtaining the mapping foelarg

means that we are actually reproducing portion of the origsystems is straightforward, but in order to do a DMRG calcu-



unit cell zigzag edge IV. GRAPHENE NANORIBBONS: LOCALIZED VS
‘ ; ) I I I I METALLIC STATES
armchair Since its discovery, graphe¥é® (a monolayer of graphite
~ " . ~a edge .
l l l I with a honeycomb arrangement of carbon atoms) has be-
5N a = Ty come the subject of intense research due to its unusual elec-
. - . ~ tronic properties, in particular because of its masslesadi
- X spectrurf®®’.  This makes graphene an ideal experimental

system to look for exotic new physics, as well as a promising
FIG. 8: Representation of a graphene nanoribbon. We show a basis f_qr novel rlglnoelef:tronics, rai.sing the expectafiona
nanoribbon containing zigzag edges along its lerigind armchair pOSt'S'“C_On_erag - A_dd'“g magn_et'c_atoms or defects opens
edges along its widthV’,. The two triangular sublattices are repre- the possibility for spintronic applications, where notytiie
sented by squares and open circles. The unit cell in the aimetige ~ charge, but also the spin of the electrons can be manipulated
direction, containing: sites, is circumscribed by a dashed box. By in spintronic device®:’3
definition, a nanoribbon takes its classification (zigzagronchair) The physics of diluted magnetic impurities in graphene
from the geometry of its length edges. is rich and constitutes an entire subject of research on
its own righ#2/4’> |solated magnetic adatoms placed on
graphene sheets have been studied experimentally as well as
theoreticall#6.8”, and the properties of the Kondo ground state
lation we limit the resulting chain sizes to a few hundreéssit  in graphene have been a subject of controversy. Experimen-
and perform a finite size scaling IV, whereN is the linear  tal evidence of Kondo effect due to magnetic adatoms, such
dimension of the problem, as displayed in Eig.7a. In allealc as cobalt, on top of graphene has been reported. Depending
lations we work at half-filling, keeping the DMRG truncation on the position of the adatom, different behaviors can be ob-
error below10~?. served. For adatoms directly on top of carbon sites, a Fermi

As a proof of concept, we first solve the Kondo Hamilto- llauid behavior consistent with afU(2) Kondo effect has
nian Eq. [@) for a 2d square lattice. In FIg. 5(a) we showPeen pred7|c7t6e_98and found to be in agreement with experimen-
the spin-spin correlations between the impurity and theckan @ result8”./*=* However, for adatoms at the center of an
20s orbitals of the chaifS$?) as a function of the distance hexagon, the results are contradictory. Onone hand, based o
from the impurity, for0.1' < Jx < 2.0. We see a char- symmetry argumentssaond DFT calculations,Sdn(4) Kondp
acteristic power-law behavior, with alternating antitemrag- ~ €ffect was predictéd®. On the other hand, renormaliza-
netic (AFM) and ferromagnetic (FM) signs. The ferromag-tion group arguments show a two-channel I1<ondo effect with
netic correlations within the same sublattice, for smalt va & characteristic non-Fermi liquid behavi6¥. Moreover,
ues ofi, clearly increase with/x. The density-density cor- the Kondo state does not depend only on the position of the
relations are plotted in panel (b). In this case, we show th&datom, butalso on the band filling. By gating graphene, one
correlations between the first site of the chain and the retn move the Fermi energy away from the Dirac point, to a
(nwyns) — {ney)(n;). In Fig.[8 we show the same quantities, '€9i0N _of the band with a linear o_lensny (_)f states.
but now for a cubic lattice. It is easy to see that the results " this work, we use the nanoribbons just as a proof of con-
look qualitatively the same as for the 2d case. Furthermoreé€PL and not as an object of study, and we illustrate how the
they reproduce the behavior obtained with other technique®'€thod can be used to identify and study localized edgesstate
such as QME& and NRGE. Notice that the size of the chain
corresponds to the radial dimension of thdimensional lat-
tice. This means that a chain of length = 100 describes a A.  Electronic properties of Grapheneribbons
square or a cube with a half-diagonal of the samé®&ize
Graphene is an arrangement of carbon atoms in a 2d honey-
mb structure, that can be described by two interpenegrati
triangular lattices. This is shown in F{g. 8, where a graghen
nanoribbon with zigzag edges along its length, and armchair
edges along its width, is represented. The two sub lattices a
presented by squares and open circles.

Figs.[7(b) and (c), show the spin-spin correlations between Itis well known that graphene nanoribbons and carbon nan-
the impurity and the first orbitalS; S7 ), wherer, is the  otubes display similar characteristics. In the case ofanitsh
position of the adatom on the the CNT. Results foi0ad) their properties are determined by the geometric type &jgz
insulating CNT are shown in panel (b). In this case, since th@r armchair) of their edges (along their lengths) and byrthei
system is gaped and the correlation length is small, we eehie width€?. Ribbons with zigzag edges are always metallic, al-
convergence folV ~ 40 (1/N ~ 0.025). The metallic case, beitwith localized edge-states, while armchair ribbong b
for a (4,4) CNT displays correlations that scale linearly in insulating or metallic, depending on their width. Note tivat
1/N. These behaviors will be more thoroughly analyzed inclassify nanoribbons by the shape of their longest sideézjg
the next section, in the context of graphene nanoribbons.  or armchair) and by the number of sitesn the unit celf®,

We next study the Anderson model EQl (2) for an adatorq:o
at the surface of a CNT. All simulations were done at half-
filling. Unless stated otherwise, the parameters, in uifitised
hoppingt, areU = 0.5, t' = +/0.05, and we work in the
particle-hole symmetric poirte., V, = —U/2.



(a) LDOS for a zigzag nanoribbon n=24 at L/2

0
w/t

FIG. 9: Local density of states for armchair ribbons. LDOS calcu-
lated along they-direction of the ribbon (see text for details): (a)
metallic,n = 10, and (b) insulatingp = 12 nanoribbons.

LDOS (center)

as shown in Fid.18. For the moment, we ignore correlation ef-

fects, and magnetism, focusing instead on the pure eléctron

properties. To reconstruct the band structure, we corsider

a tight-binding Hamiltonian with 7000 unit cells. Our unit o

energy is the hopping~ 2.8eV and for simplicity we neglect

the second-neighbors hoppitig~ 0.1¢22. We chose as seeds

for the Lanczos process, either atomic sites at the edge or at

the center of the ribbon. FIG. 10: Local density of states for zigzag ribbons. Panel (a) shows
In Fig.[9(a), we show the total LDOS for two different casesa color contour plot of the LDOS as a functionw{horizontal axis,

of armchair nanoribbons. Note that the results shown are th@/ound the Fermi energy = 0) and along thg-direction of a zigzag

; : ;Libbon with ann = 24 unit cell (see Fid.18 for the andy axes direc-
average of the LDOS calculated at each site of the ribbon’§ .
unit cell. Therefore, it contains information about botle th tions). Detalls of the LDOS are shown at the center (b) ancige

. .(c) of the nanoribbon, respectively. In both panels, thaltBiOS,
edge- and bulk-states simultaneously. The LDOS at each SI%/eraged over all sites within the unit cell, is shown as d)(dashed

of the unit cell was calculated after performing a mappingjine A resonance at — 0 for the LDOS at the edge is consequence
which had as seed the site in question. In Eig. 10, the LDOS the localized state. The absence, or presence, of thinaese,
for two different armchair nanoribbons is displayed: pdagl s the main qualitative difference between the (black)dselirves
corresponds to a metallic nanoribbon with= 10 sites in the  in panels (b) and (c). We can see, in panel (a), how this resena
unit cell, and panel (b) is for an insulating nanoribbon (hgv  vanishes when we approach, from one of the edges, the céditter o
a gap~ 0.5t) with n = 12. As in the two examples for CNTs nanoribbon.

presented in the previous section, the LDOS for the nanorib-

bons shows a rich structure, involving Van Hove singulesiti . _

Increasing the number of sites in the unit cell increases thie total LDOS, averaged over all sites of the unit cell.

number of bands and hence the number of Van Hove singular- If we now couple a magnetic adatom to any of these sys-
ities. tems, the behavior of the spin correlations will be deteadin

by the electronic properties of the specific ribbon, and by
the position of the impurity relative to the edges. Follogvin
Ref[57, the adatom is placed on top of a carbon site, as shown
in Fig.2(a).

LDOS (edge)

Figure[10 shows the LDOS calculated for a zigzag nanorib
bon with ann = 24 unit cell. In panel (a), we show a color
density plot of the LDOS as a function af (horizontal axis,
around the Fermi energy = 0, at half-filling) and the, coor-
dinate along the width of the nanoribbon (vertical axis)nPa
els (b) and (c) present details of the LDOS at the egge () o
and at the centery(= 8.75 ao) of the nanoribbon, respec- B. Resultsfor armchair ribbons
tively. In panel (c), in the (black) solid curve, we can see a
sharp peak ab = 0 associated to the localized state at the We first study the spin correlations for an adatom in an arm-
edge. This peak decreases as we move towards the centerabfair nanoribbon. As in Selcll, we use the impurity Ander-
the nanoribbon [see panel (a)], and completely vanishes, aon model (IAM) to describe the problem. The total Hamil-
shown by the (black) solid curve in panel (b). Note that attonian is given by Eqs[11)[X2), and] (3). We use the same
and aroundw = 0, a finite flat LDOS is observed, indicat- parameters as befor&, = 0.5, ¢ = 1/0.05, and we work in
ing that the nanoribbon presents a metallic region at itseten the particle-hole symmetric poirite., V, = —U/2.

Furthermore, in panels (b) and (c), a (red) dashed lineayspl In Figure[11, we present results for a single Anderson im-
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) I ‘ i ‘ - site connected to the impurity. In panel (c), we again oleserv
00019 -rr-r---»r-nI?SUIatlng ’\‘\ Metallic .0.00s a fast convergence of the correlations with the system size,
-0.0015 11 % | the sense that all three curves (fsr = 100, 200, and400)
[} -0.008 . .. . L. .
N are already indistinguishable. This is in agreement with th
N\_-0.00207 R . . .

S - 1{.0.010 results in panel (a), where the saturation has already cexdtur
UF-0.0025" E for N ~ 50. These correlations decay virtually to zero at dis-
v T , 1-0.012 tances of the order &f0 sites from the impurity, in agreement

0003 j with the previous observation.
oo0s @ ) R In the metallic case, shown in panel (d), the ferromagnetic
0.00 007 | 004 000 002\ 004 correlat@ons d(_ecay fast as in the pr(_avious case. Howewer, th
correlations within the same sublattice as the impuritgens
0.002 ‘ ‘ ‘ Inéulating a very slow decay. The correlation length is usually associ-
0.000 RNWN ated with the size of the Kondo cloud., wh|ch. is of the order
’ —N=100 of 1/Tx®. However, the Kondo physics on its own cannot
Uy -0.002f —+-N=200 1 explain the strong finite-size dependence of the correlatio
v 0004k - N=400 | length, whichdecreases as the system sizicreases. This
() ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ seems to be a behavior dominated by the geometry of the
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ problem. Since we are working with finite systems, this sit-
uation corresponds to that of a Kondo box, and indicates that
we are far from the universal Kondo regime. This physics un-
doubtedly deserves further investigation. Note that we als
0.008 o performed calculations for an impurity attached to the eafge
(d) Metallic an armchair nanoribbon (not shown here), essentially repro
0 2 o 60 § ducing the same behavior,
site i

FIG. 11: Spin correlations for an adatomin an armchair nanoribbon.
Panels (a) and (b) show the spin correlations between arrityat
the center of the nanoribbon and the first site of the chainfasa
tion of the inverse of the system size for an insulating={ 12) and We proceed in the same way to analyze the case of zigzag
a metallic @ = 10) nanoribbon, respectively. In the insulating case, nanoribbons, for the same model and parameters as in the pre-
the correlations saturate At ~ 50, while in the metallic nanorib- V|OUS Sect|0n |n thls |nstance’ however' we need to d"ffn},re
bon, the correlations scale linearly withiV (the extrapolated curve  gi6 the edge states from the bulk states of the nanoribbon. As
is shown as a (red) dashed line). In panels (c) and (d), tiecspi o\ in Fig[ID, edge states are localized and bulk states ar
relations between the impurity and the fit60 Lanczos orbitals are . : - .
metallic. We study a system with an= 24 unit cell, placing

shown. In panel (c) all cureves are indistinguishable. Eamohodd he i . he edae f imulati d h
sites along the chain represent orbitals in different stibés of the the impurity at the edge for one simulation, and at the center

original problem (see text for details). for another. o
Results are shown in Fig. 11.2. In panels (a) and (b), we show

the extrapolation to the thermodynamic limit for the spim-co
) ) ) _ relation between the impurity and the first site of the chiain,
purity attached to insulating:(= 12) and metallic ¢ = 10)  an impurity located at the edge and at the center, respsctive
armchair nanoribbons. In both cases, we place the impurity g5 the case of the impurity attached to the edge of the zigzag
correlations between the impurity and the first site of th@iith - The saturation is less well characterized than in the case of
(after mapping), which corresponds the orbital is attadeed 5rmchair insulating nanoribbons, likely due to the proxymi
the impurity in the original problem. For the insulating arm of metallic bulk states. When the impurity is coupled to a sit
chair nan_oribbon, s_hown in panel (a)_, we observe a sataratigy the center of the nanoribbon, as shown in panel (b), the
of the spin correlations for system sizes larger than= 50 ¢orrelations scale linearly ih/V, as expected for the gapless
sites, which gives an indication of the correlation lengtthe  c55e.
system. As shown in panel (b), no such saturation occurs for panels (c) and (d) show the spin-spin correlations between
a metallic nanoribbon. These results are very similar to thgne impurity and the Lanczos orbitals of the chain, as a func-
ones obtained in Figl] 7. tion of the distance from the impurity. The results for the im
Panels (c) and (d) show the spin correlations between thpurity at the center are plotted in (d), showing similar babia

impurity and the sites of the mapped chain for the insulat-as the metallic armchair ribbon. Remarkably, the correfeti
ing and metallic nanoribbon, respectively. In both cases, wdo not display a noticeable decay in the observed range. How-
observe alternating ferro and antiferromagnetic coriaiat  ever, the finite-size effects are quite dramatic, as seehein t
We recall that each site of the mapped chain is associated tesults for larger systems. As in the previous section, we at
an specific sublattice of the real system: the odd sites of th&ibute this behavior to the fact that we are in a Kondo boix, fa
Lanczos chain correspond to the same sublattice as thaa of tirom the universal Kondo regime.

C. Resultsfor zigzag ribbons
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-0.019 ‘ E d‘ ‘ c T|0.0010 tems can be studied with little effort, once their band dtrre
=t ge enter is mapped onto the effective 1d Hamiltonian.
-0.0192 . 1T 1-0.0015
S ; In addition, we have studied adatoms on carbon nanotubes
N5-0.0194" 10 \ -0.0020 and graphene nanoribbons. The complex and rich electronic
% properties of these systems, as well as their geometry, make
v 00198 10-0025 them especially suitable for the application of our method.
| 11 We can clearly distinguish between insulating and metallic
-0.0198 ~-0.0030 . .
(@) (b) ' regimes, or edge and bulk states, depending on the geometry
-0.020 \ \ \ 00035 of the system, and the position of the impurity.
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.04 o ) ]
1IN N It is important to point out that extrapolations to the ther-

‘Edge modynamic limit cannot be taken Frivially_. On the one hand,

0.00 " when the system under study is insulating, correlations de-
%_ o N=100 cay exponentially, an_d we can eas_ily obtain thermodyna_mic
Uy -0.02 o N=200 ] results. However, this is not as simple for the case of im-
\ . N=400 purity problems in metallic hosts. We work with finite sys-

1 tems, far from the universal Kondo regime. This regime, when

N — oo, can only be reached with NRG, a method that is
precisely designed to study this limit. Despite this, thersh
distance behavior can be obtained fairly accurately usimg o
approach.

-0.04} (C)
0.002

0.000f{\i2135188 32012788 n038 s es021s830005z555

UY-0.002}
Vv

! J15Eeel) L When treating finite lattices, we need to recall that we are

-0.004f (d) ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 working in a Kondo-box, where the inter-level spacing of the

0 20 40 60 80 discrete band structure introduces an additional enerafg sc
site | into the problem. We point out that carbon nanotubes and

graphene nanoribbomse finite and could be relatively small

in size. Our method is ideal to capture the physics of these

problems.

FIG. 12: Spin correlations for an adatom in a zigzag nanoribbon.
Panels (a) and (b) present the spin correlations betwedamtheity
and the first site of the Lanczos chain as a function 4¥. Panel
(a) has results for an impurity coupled to an edge site anelgah Using the Lanczos transformation on problems with many-
for a central site. The edge states in zigzag nanoribboriseakzed body interactions and phonons can be done in a similar
and correlations in (a) tend to saturate. In (b), since thauity s fashiorf®-9 but the resulting Hamiltonian will be quite com-
at the center of the nanoribbon where the bulk states ardlimata plicated and non-local. An alternative is to introduce et

saturation occurs. Rather, one sees a linear dependericé A, ; : ! :
as in the case of a metallic armchair nanoribbon [Eid. 11(B)je Egg: gfstg??d nir;]lcal mean field level, as proposed irl Ref.90

correlations between the adatom as a function of the distatong

the chain are shown in panels (c) for the impurity at the edgé,(d) In principle, any quadratic Hamiltonian can be mapped

for the impurity at the center (see text for details). onto an equivalent 1d system following our prescriptionisTh
opens the doors to problems with spin-orbit interactiord an
superconductors (at the mean field/BdG level). Possibli-app

V. CONCLUSIONS cations of the mapping include topological insulators, rghe
the bulk and the boundary have very different electronic
. . . ropertie€%84
In this work we propose a canonical transformation base&) P

on the Lanczos method to map complex single particle band Even though we have used DMRG to solve the effective
structures, onto equiva|ent 1d Systems_ We point out thext ev one-dimensional Hamiltonian, one could use alternativilhme
though the recursion method has been available for some tim@ds, such as ECA, or QMC, as the problem has no sign prob-
its application has typically been limited to spectral peajes ~ lem. One could also use these techniques to study time-
of non-interacting syster#& We introduce many-body inter- dependes#*% and thermodynamic propertiésor to calcu-
actions in the Hamiltonian that require the use of approgria late spectral functiofs=*.

techniques to solve the equivalent problem, such as DMRG, The method can also become a powerful tool to study quan-
ECA, or QMC. For the case of single impurities, this transfor tum chemistry problems in which a magnetic atom is embed-
mation preserves the form of the hybridization Hamiltonianded into a system that may be described by a Hiickel-like
between the impurity and the lattice, and gives us the resoluheory?’. Moreover, one could use it in conjunction with ab-
tion to study the behavior of correlations in real space. initio band structure calculations, incorporating theoimfia-

We have shown that complex systems, like CNTs, eithetion about the bulk system into the effective 1d chain, ard th
metallic or with insulating gaps, or presenting van Hove sin hybridization terms in the structure of the seed state,quavi
gularities, can be perfectly treated with this method. {gsin the way toward realistic first principles modeling and a bet-
DMRG, we are able to study fairly large systems. As a benchter understanding of correlation effects in quantum imyuri
mark and illustration, we show that largedimensional sys- problems.
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