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Abstract

Behavior of quantum liquids is a fascinating topic in physics. Even in a strongly correlated case,
the linear response of a given system to an external field is described by the fluctuation-dissipation
relations based on the two-body correlations in the equilibrium. However, to explore nonlinear
non-equilibrium behaviors of the system beyond this well-established regime, the role of higher
order correlations starting from the three-body correlations must be revealed. In this work, we
experimentally investigate a controllable quantum liquid realized in a Kondo-correlated quantum
dot and prove the relevance of the three-body correlations in the nonlinear conductance at finite
magnetic field, which validates the recent Fermi liquid theory extended to the non-equilibrium
regime.

Introduction

Understanding the properties of correlated quantum
liquids is a fundamental issue of condensed matter
physics. Even in a strongly correlated case, fascinatingly,
we can tell that the equilibrium fluctuations of the sys-
tem govern its linear response to an external field, relying
on the fluctuation-dissipation relations based on the two-
body correlations. Going beyond this well-established
regime, the three-body correlations are known to be of
importance for van der Waals force [1], the three-body
force in nuclei [2], the Efimov state [3, 4], the ring ex-
change interaction in solid 3He [5, 6], and frustrated spin
systems [7].

A quantum dot (QD) shows the Kondo effect, when a
localized spin in the QD is coupled with conduction elec-
trons in the reservoirs to form a spin singlet state [8–11].
The QD in the Kondo regime is an ideal realization of
a strongly correlated quantum liquid with high control-
lability and accessibility to the spin degree of freedom.
The essential physics can be captured by the Anderson
impurity model, which describes the single impurity state
with spin σ (=↑, ↓ or ±1) and energy εσ coupled to the
two metallic reservoirs. The Fermi liquid theory for the
Anderson model, which has been developed phenomeno-
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logically [12] and microscopically [13–17], can explain the
low-energy physics of this highly correlated quantum sys-
tem as the properties of an ensemble of quasi-particles
interacting with each other via residual interaction.
At zero magnetic field, namely when the time-reversal

symmetry (TRS) is present, the linear response of the
Kondo state can be explained in terms of only a few
parameters; the phase shift δσ of the electron passing
through the impurity state, and the two-body correla-
tions (χσ1σ2) between spin σ1 and spin σ2. Here, the
two-body correlation is identical to the conventional lin-
ear susceptibility, which is defined as the differential of
the free energy Ω of the total system regarding the ener-
gies of two electrons, χσ1σ2 ≡ −∂2Ω/∂εσ1∂εσ2 (see Sup-
plementary Note 1). These parameters determine the
two crucial physical quantities of the Kondo problem:
the Kondo temperature kBTK ≡ 1/(4χ↑↑) and the Wil-
son ratio R ≡ 1− χ↑↓/χ↑↑ [12, 13].
To go beyond this well-established regime, nonlin-

ear susceptibility, that is, three-body correlation χσ1σ2σ3

comes into the game (see Fig. 1a). Similarly as above, it
is defined as χσ1σ2σ3 ≡ −∂3Ω/∂εσ1∂εσ2∂εσ3 . To give an
intuitive picture, consider a situation where three elec-
trons with spin σ1, σ2, and σ3 pass through the QD level
in sequence as schematically shown in Fig. 1b. The elec-
tron with σ1 first occupies and leaves the level, and then
the second electron with σ2 passes through it. Finally,
the third electron with σ3 occupies it. This process de-
scribes that the spin in the QD level fluctuates from σ1

to σ2 to σ3 (from ↑ to ↑ to ↓, in this specific case shown
in Fig. 1b) and that the spin of the first electron affects

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.14664v1
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FIG. 1: Three-body correlations and symmetry breaking in a quantum dot in the Kondo regime. a Schematic view
of the correlations between the three electrons accounting for the Fermi liquid correction. b Schematic view of the three-body
correlation χ↑↑↓. Electrons fluctuate between the quantum dot (QD) and the leads in the equilibrium and all those processes
are summed up in χ↑↑↓. c (center) QD with the time-reversal symmetry (TRS) and particle-hole symmetry (PHS). The energy
level is εσ = −U/2. The two-body correlations χσ1σ2 are finite, while the three-body correlations are quenched. (left) QD with
broken TRS, where the two spins are separated by gµBB. (right) QD with broken PHS, where the energy level is ε 6= −U/2.
Experimentally, the gate voltage is applied to the QD in order to tune the energy level. In these broken symmetry cases, the
three-body correlations χσ1σ2σ3 are finite, which we detect in this paper.

that of the third electron. The correlation among σ1 and
σ3 via σ2, or three-spin exchange process, gives the most
naive picture of the three-body correlations, which con-
stitute the leading term of the nonlinear response of the
system as characterized by χσ1σ2σ3 (χ↑↑↓ in this case).
In this work, using a carbon nanotube QD in the

SU(2) Kondo regime, we experimentally prove that the
three-body correlations χσ1σ2σ3 indeed contribute to the
nonlinear conductance. Thanks to the quality of our
sample, where the Kondo effect in the unitary limit is
achieved, we quantitatively measure the three-body cor-
relations, in perfect agreement with recent results of the
Fermi liquid theory [18–23], and verify their role in the
non-equilibrium regime. In particular, we demonstrate
their importance when TRS is broken, and solve a long-
standing puzzle of the Kondo system under the magnetic
field [19]. The demonstrated method to relate three-body
correlations and non-equilibrium transport opens up a
way for further investigation of the dynamics of quan-
tum many-body systems.

Results

Nonlinear conductance in Kondo regime. We first
outline the basic idea of the present study. We exam-
ine the differential conductance (dI/dV ) of the Kondo-
correlated QD with the following expansion in terms of
the bias voltage (V ) [24–30]:

dI

dV
= G0 − αV

(

eV

kBTK

)2

+ · · · , (1)

at T ≪ TK. Here G0, e, and kB are the zero-bias con-
ductance, elementary charge, and the Boltzmann con-
stant, respectively. The coefficient αV of the order V 2

consists of two- and three-body terms, W2 and W3, re-
spectively. As discussed later, W2 is defined using δσ
and χσ1σ2 (and hence R) [see Equation (2)], which was
previously addressed and established experimentally [31–
35]. In this work, we newly focus on W3, which is the
function of δσ, χ↑↑, χ↑↑↑, and χ↑↑↓ for specific cases
[see Equation (7), Methods, and Supplementary Note
1] [18–23]. In the analysis, we rely on the fact that
G0 = e2/h × (sin2 δ↑ + sin2 δ↓) in the Kondo effect in
the unitary limit. This treatment is valid in this experi-
mental work as we have achieved the unitary limit in our
QD (see Fig. 2a) [35, 36].

Importantly, when the on-site Coulomb interaction (U)
in the QD is zero, a complete analytical form for Equation
(1) is obtained by replacing kBTK with 2γ0 (see Meth-
ods and Supplementary Note 1). Here, 2γ0 virtually cor-
responds to the half width of a resonance peak. Note
that the three-body correlations for the same spins (χ↑↑↑

and χ↓↓↓) are finite even in this U = 0 case due to the
Pauli exclusion principle. On the other hand, only for
the U 6= 0 case, the Kondo effect makes other compo-
nents such as χ↑↑↓ finite. Thus, the experimental ob-
servation of the deviation from the U = 0 case, which
we refer as the free particle (FP) model later, directly
tells us the relevance of those correlations in the nonlin-
ear Kondo regime. In addition, recently, the expression
of the coefficient αV in the interacting case was theoret-
ically obtained by expanding the Fermi liquid theory to
the non-equilibrium regime [18–23]. Our present work,
relying on a precise experiment, aims to perform an ac-
curate test of this theory.

To this end, we experimentally examine αV when TRS
or the particle-hole symmetry (PHS) is broken. In the
presence of the magnetic filed (B), a single electron
energy with spin σ in the QD is expressed as εσ =
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ε − gσµBB/2, where µB and g ≈ 2 are the Bohr mag-
neton and the g−factor in the nanotube, respectively.
When both TRS and PHS hold, the energy level is lo-
cated at εσ = −U/2 (center of Fig. 1c), the situation
that many experimental works have addressed [31–35].
In this symmetrical point, the two-body correlations are
finite, while the three-body correlations are quenched due
to the symmetry. We systematically tune εσ to investi-
gate the behavior of αV by varying either B or the gate
voltage to vary ε. As is known in the Kondo physics, the
magnetic field splits the degenerate level by a quantity
gµBB, which breaks TRS (see the left panel of Fig. 1c).
The gate voltage, on the other hand, moves ε from −U/2
and breaks PHS (see the right panel of Fig. 1c) [18–21].

Sample and measurement setup. We perform con-
ductance measurement for a carbon nanotube QD con-
nected to two Pd/Al electrodes in the dilution fridge,
using a standard low-frequency lock-in technique. We
focus on the conventional SU(2) Kondo state previously
reported in Refs. [35–37] . The details are presented in
those references and in Supplementary Note 4. The shape
of the Coulomb diamond and the shot noise measurement
experimentally determines whether the symmetry of the
Kondo state is SU(2) or SU(4) [35–37] . The base tem-
perature of the dilution fridge is 16 mK. A small mag-
netic field 0.1 T, which is sufficiently small compared to
the Kondo temperature (TK = 1.6 K at the PHS point),
is always applied to suppress the superconductivity of
the electrodes. In this paper, for simplicity, we refer to
this lowest field 0.1 T as zero field (0 T), except when we
mark experimental points at B = 0.1 T in the figures.

Basic characteristics of the Kondo state. Figure 2a
shows the zero-bias conductance G0 as a function of ε/U
at zero field for three different temperatures. In this pa-
per, we define TK as the Kondo temperature at the TRS
and PHS point (B = 0 T and ε/U = −0.5). We also de-
fine T ∗

K(ε,B) as the Kondo temperature for general cases.
By definition, T ∗

K(ε/U = −0.5, B = 0 T) ≡ TK = 1.6 K.
The black points in Fig. 2a are the Kondo tempera-
tures T ∗

K(ε,B = 0 T), which we evaluate by analyz-
ing the temperature dependence of G0 [35]. We ob-
tain U = 6.4 ± 0.8 meV and Γ = 1.9 ± 0.2 meV by
fitting the gate voltage dependence of T ∗

K(ε,B = 0 T)
(dashed curve), where Γ is the width of energy levels
due to coupling between the electron in the QD and
the lead electrons [35]. Together with U/Γ = 3.4 ± 0.6,
R = 1.95 ± 0.05, which we independently determined
from the shot noise experiment [35], indicates that the
Kondo state is very close to the limit of the strong correla-
tion [25]. As the two-body correlation W2 is defined [20–
23] by

W2 = −
[

1 + 5 (R− 1)2
]

∑

σ

cos 2δσ
2

. (2)
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FIG. 2: Energy-level and magnetic-field dependence

of the Kondo state. a ε/U dependence of G0 for three
temperatures (16, 380, and 780 mK). The experimental T ∗

K

shown on the right axis is fitted with the formula shown in
Ref. [35]. b Differential conductance at the PHS point as a
function of eV/kBTK for different magnetic fields from 0 to
2.5 T with 0.1 T steps. Here, the lowest field 0.1 T is defined
as 0 T (see text). (inset) 2∆, which is the width of Zeeman
splitting, as a function of µBB/kBTK.

W2 = 5.5 at R = 1.95 and the symmetric point (δσ =
π/2).

Figure 2b shows the differential conductance obtained
at 16 mK and the PHS point (ε/U = −0.5) as a func-
tion of eV/kBTK for different B from 0 to 2.5 T. When
B increases, the Kondo resonance gets split, and its am-
plitude is reduced. Inset in Fig. 2b shows the Zeeman
splitting 2∆ as a function of µBB/kBTK. The linear fit-
ting shows that the g-factor is 2.0±0.05 just as expected
for carbon nanotube and the splitting seems to start at
µBB/kBTK = 0.23 ± 0.02 (B = 0.6 T). Although this
splitting has served as a hallmark of the Kondo effect [8–
11], the microscopic mechanism has been theoretically
revealed only recently [19–23].

Two- and three-body correlations in TRS broken

case. We analyze the magnetic field dependence of the
Kondo peak at the PHS point with Equation (1) (the
analysis procedure is detailed in the Supplementary Note
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FIG. 3: Two- and three-body correlations as a function

of magnetic field. a Two-body correlations W2 and mag-
netization md as a function of µBB/kBTK. The scaling factor
kBTK is 138 µeV. µBB/kBTK = 1.0 corresponds to B = 2.4 T.
The marks indicate the results deduced from the experiment.
The dotted and dashed curves for W2 are given by the free
particle (FP) model and the NRG calculations (U/Γ = 3.5),
respectively. b Curvature αV as a function of µBB/kBTK.
The dotted and dashed curves are derived by the free particle
(FP) model and the NRG calculations (U/Γ = 3.5), respec-
tively. (Inset) dI/dV as a function of sign(V ) × (eV/kBTK)

2

at different magnetic fields. The curves are offset for clarity.
We obtained αV with linear fitting. Error bars correspond
to the uncertainty of the linear fit performed on slightly dif-
ferent ranges. c Three-body correlations W3 as a function of
µBB/kBTK. In the analysis, we have compared the exper-
imental results with the FP model (dotted curves) and the
NRG results for the Anderson model with U/Γ = 3.5 (dashed
curves) [20–23]. The error bars are determined using error
propagation.

3). At a finite magnetic field, the phase shift relates to
the induced magnetization of the electron inside the QD
(md) such that

md =
δ↑ − δ↓

π
. (3)

Then, G0 and W2 are expressed as:

G0 =
2e2

h
cos2

(πmd

2

)

(4)

and

W2 =
[

1 + 5 (R− 1)2
]

cos (πmd), (5)

respectively [20]. Note that to derive them we use the
Friedel sum rule, 1 = (δ↑ + δ↓) /π, which holds even un-
der the magnetic field. The gradual increase of md de-
duced from the experimental G0 is shown on the right
axis in Fig. 3a. The numerical renormalization group
(NRG) calculations tell that the Wilson ratio is almost in-
sensitive to the magnetic field up to µBB/kBTK ∼ 1 (see
Methods and Supplementary Note 2). Thus, as shown in
Fig. 3a, the magnetic-field dependence of W2 is directly
deduced using the experimentally obtained md and zero-
field Wilson ratio R = 1.95 [35]. To the best of our
knowledge, such a quantitative measurement of the two-
body correlation of the Kondo state under magnetic fields
has never been reported.
Let us now analyze the non-equilibrium case of Fig. 2b

in detail based on Equation (1). The inset of Fig. 3b
shows dI/dV as a function of sign(V ) × (eV/kBTK)

2 at
B = 0, 0.5, 1, 1.5, and 2.5 T, respectively. The “V-
shaped” curves indicate that the conductance shows a
parabolic behavior around zero bias, and importantly,
the sign of their curvature changes around 1 T when B
increases. This sign reversal can also define the split-
ting of the Kondo peak, on which we focus here, instead
of the above 2∆ [38]. We obtain the curvature, that
is, the coefficient αV from the fitting with Equation (1)
(see Methods and Supplementary Note 2). Figure 3b
represents αV as a function of the normalized magnetic
field µBB/kBTK. αV crosses zero at µBB/kBTK = 0.38
(B = 0.9 T).
In order to elucidate the physical meaning of the mag-

netic field dependence of αV, we consider the FP model
with a single resonant level (see Methods and Supple-
mentary Note 1). In this case, analytic solutions of αV

are given only by using a single parameter, coupling con-
stant (γ0). 2γ0 corresponds to the half width of dI/dV at
zero field. When γ0 is given, the differential conductance
in the magnetic field can be straightforwardly calculated
for the FP case. αV(B) thus obtained is shown in the
dotted curve in Fig. 3b. Clearly, this dotted curve fails
to explain the experimental observation, indicating the
relevance of the Kondo correlation.
Now, using NRG calculations, we obtain αV(B) for the

Kondo-correlated QD with U/Γ = 3.5 [20]. As shown in
Fig. 3b, the theoretical curve (red dashed curve) satis-
factorily reproduces the experiment.
Then what can we learn from this agreement be-

tween the experiment and the theory? As recently dis-
cussed [19–23], αV is related to the three-body correla-
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tions W3 as well as W2:

αV(B) =
2e2

h

π2

64
(W2 +W3)×

(

TK

T ∗
K

)2

. (6)

Here, W3 is defined as follows (see Methods and Supple-
mentary Note 1),

W3 =
1

2χ2
↑↑

∑

σ

sin 2δσ
2π

(χσσσ + 3χσ−σ−σ) . (7)

As shown in Fig. 3a, we have already obtained the mag-
netic field dependence of W2. In addition, T ∗

K(ε = 0, B)
as a function of B is obtained from the Lorentzian fitting
of dI/dV (see Supplementary Note 2). Thus, we can fi-
nally derive the magnetic-field dependence of W3 using
Equation (6) as presented in Fig. 3c. W3 is zero at zero
field and becomes finite as B is increased, i.e., as the TRS
is broken.

We can also analytically derive W3 in the FP model
as shown in the dotted curve in Fig. 3c [see Methods
and Supplementary Note 1]. Importantly, as is clear in
this figure, the absolute value of the experimental W3 is
much larger than the theoretical value of the FP model.
The behavior of W3 is clearly due to the enhancement of
the three-body correlations χσ1σ2σ3 by the Kondo effect.
Indeed, NRG calculations with U/Γ = 3.5 shown in a
red dashed curve nicely reproduce the experimental W3.
This result assures that the residual interaction manifests
itself in the non-equilibrium transport in the symmetry-
breaking regime. The experimental determination of the
three-body correlations is our central achievement of this
work.

Two- and three-body correlations in PHS bro-

ken case. So far, we have focused on the PHS point
(ε/U = −0.5, see Fig. 1c). Next, we address the PHS
breaking regime by tuning the gate voltage (ε) at B = 0.
The square mark in Fig. 4a shows ε/U dependence of
G0, which decreases as ε deviates from the PHS point.
The dashed curve given by the NRG calculations again
agrees with the experimental results well. We also show
the phase shift, δσ(= δ↑ = δ↓), evaluated from Equa-
tion (1) (circles in Fig. 4a). As expected, the phase is
locked around π/2 and develops a plateau [39, 40]. The
NRG calculations indicate that the Wilson ratio does not
decrease in this region (see Supplementary Note 2). Re-
lying on this fact, we evaluate the ε/U -dependence of the
two-body correlation W2 with Equation (2) and the ex-
perimental value of the Wilson ratio R = 1.95 at B = 0
(For the obtained W2, see Supplementary Figure 5).

The inset of Fig. 4b shows dI/dV as a function of
sign(V ) × (eV/kBTK)

2 at ε/U = −0.51 and −0.65. The
slope at the former (around the PHS point) is larger than
that at the latter (PHS broken). Figure 4b is the deduced
curvature αV as a function of ε/U . Here, we investigate
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FIG. 4: Two- and three-body correlations as a func-

tion of the energy level. a Zero-bias conductance G0 and
phase shift δσ as a function of ε/U . The marks are experi-
mental results obtained at B = 0. The dashed curve for G0

is given by the NRG calculations with U/Γ = 3.5. b Cur-
vature αV as a function of ε/U . The dashed curve is the
NRG results with U/Γ = 3.5. (Inset) dI/dV as a function of
sign(V )× (eV/kBTK)

2 at ε/U = −0.51 and −0.65. Error bars
correspond to the uncertainty of the linear fit performed on
slightly different ranges. c Three-body correlations W3 as a
function of ε/U . We compare the experimental results with
the NRG results with U/Γ = 3.5 (dashed curve) [20–23]. The
error bars are determined using error propagation.

the region within |ε/U+0.5| < 0.15, where we experimen-
tally obtain the Kondo temperature, T ∗

K(ε,B = 0 T) (see
Fig. 2a). In Fig. 4c, we plot W3 evaluated with Equation
(6), showing that W3 remains almost zero in the entire
region of |ε/U + 0.5| < 0.15, which is in sharp contrast
with the above result in the magnetic field. This indi-
cates that three-body correlations are more sensitive to
magnetic field modulation than the gate voltage modu-
lation (energy level modulation). This reflects that the
spin degree of freedom of the Kondo state is fluctuating
while the charge part is frozen. The NRG calculations
with U/Γ = 3.5 shown in a dashed curve agree with the
experimental αV (Fig. 4b) and W3 (Fig. 4c). This agree-
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ment again guarantees that the three-body correlations
can be estimated experimentally.

Discussion

In conclusion, we report the experimental determina-
tion of many-body correlations in the Kondo QD. We
demonstrate that the curvatures of the differential con-
ductance in the TRS- and PHS- broken regimes are well
reproduced by the NRG calculations with strong interac-
tions, enabling us to successfully evaluate the two-body
and three-body correlations. The demonstrated quanti-
tative analysis confirms the validity of the recent develop-
ment of the Fermi liquid theory in the non-equilibrium
regime, which should inspire future work, for example,
to cover the temperature region around and above TK.
In particular, their sensitivity to TRS and PHS should
make the three-body correlations an efficient tool to ex-
plore correlated quantum liquids such as topological spin
liquids.

Methods

Fabrication process We show the outline of the fabri-
cation process [41].

1. Sputtering Fe catalyst with 1 nm thickness on in-
trinsic Si substrate.

2. Placing the substrate in a quartz tube and heat it
in a oven with low pressure (∼ 1.1×10−4 mbar) and
stabilized temperature between 800 and 1000 ◦C.

3. Injecting C2H2 into the quartz tube for 9 seconds
and pumping it out. After this process, we can get
carbon nanotubes.

4. Connecting the carbon nanotubes with metallic
leads by the electron beam lithography. We used
Pd/Al bilayer for electrodes in the experiment
[Supplementary Figure 6 (a)].

Analysis in the U = 0 case The complete analytical
form for Equation (1) is obtained in the U = 0 case (see
Supplementary Note 1), which is used in the FP model
in this work. The experimental Kondo peak at zero field
is treated as if it were a resonance peak with U = 0. We
obtain γ0 = 65 µeV by fitting the peak with the following
formula:

dI

dV
=

2e2

h

γ2
0

(eV/2)2 + γ2
0

. (8)

As kBTK = 138 µeV, we see kBTK/γ0 ∼ 2, which is
explained in Supplementary Note 1.

We present the magnetic field dependence of W2, αV,
and W3 in Figs. 3a, 3b, and 3c, respectively, by using:

W2 =
γ2
0 − (µBB)2

(µBB)2 + γ2
0

, (9)

αV =
2e2

h

1− 3(µBB/γ0)
2

{1 + (µBB/γ0)2}3
, (10)

W3 =
−2(µBB)2

(µBB)2 + γ2
0

. (11)

We treat µBB/γ0 = (kBTK/γ0) × (µBB/kBTK). In
Figs. 3a, 3b, and 3c, µBB/kBTK is taken as the hori-
zontal axis.

Properties of χσ1σ2σ3 Three-body correlations have
permutation symmetry for the spin indexes:

χσ1σ2σ3 = χσ2σ3σ1 = χσ3σ1σ2

= χσ1σ3σ2 = χσ2σ1σ3 = χσ3σ2σ1 .
(12)

At zero magnetic field (the TRS point), χ↑↑↑ = χ↓↓↓ and
χ↑↓↓ = χ↑↑↓ hold. At the PHS point, χ↑↑↑ = −χ↓↓↓ and
χ↑↓↓ = −χ↑↑↓ hold. These properties are used in the
discussion of W3 defined by Equation (7).

Analysis of differential conductance In the analy-
sis shown in Fig. 2b, we do not take the data obtained
at very low bias region (typically |eV/kBTK |2 < 0.01),
where a slight deviation from the parabolicity is observed.
This effect is most probably due to some other lower en-
ergy physics such as two-stage Kondo effect (see Supple-
mentary Note 2 and Ref. [42]).

Numerical calculations NRG results shown in Figs. 3
and 4 have been calculated using the Anderson impurity
model in the form H = Hd +Hc +HT ,

Hd =
∑

σ=↑,↓

εσ d
†
σdσ + U d†↑d↑ d

†
↓d↓ ,

Hc =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑

λ=L,R

∫ D

−D

dξ ξ c†ξλσcξλσ ,

HT =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑

λ=L,R

vλ

∫ D

−D

dξ
√
ρc

(

c†ξλσdσ +H.c.
)

.

Here, εσ = ε − σµBB is the energy of a single electron
with spin σ and U is the Coulomb interaction between
electrons in the QD. The g-factor is taken as 2. Hc de-
scribes the conduction bands of the leads on the left
(L) and right (R) with the constant density of states
ρc ≡ 1/(2D). When U = 0, the resonance width of the
local level due to the tunnel couplings in HT is given by
Γ/2 = πρc

(

v2L + v2R
)

. We assume that the couplings to
be symmetric vL = vR.
The NRG calculations have been carried out choosing

the discretization parameter to be Λ = 2.0 and keeping
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Ntrunc = 3600 low-lying energy states at each step of the
iterative procedure [43]. Our NRG code uses the global
U (1)⊗ SU (2) symmetries and the method for deducing
the correlation functions described in Ref. [23].

Data availability The data that support the findings
of this study are available from the corresponding author
upon reasonable request.
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 1

Two- and three body correlations in correlated quantum liquid [1]

Let us consider a quantum dot (QD) with a single electron energy εσ = ε−σµBB, where σ is a spin σ (=↑, ↓ or +,−).
µB is the Bohr magneton. The g-factor of electrons is taken as 2. ε = −U/2 and B = 0 when the QD holds time-
reversal symmetry (TRS) and particle-hole symmetry (PHS) [see the center of Fig. 1c in the main text]. For the
Hamiltonian (H) of this system, the occupation number of the impurity state 〈nσ〉 at temperature T is given using
the free energy Ω ≡ −kBT ln[Tre−H/kBT ] such that 〈nσ〉 = ∂Ω/∂εσ (kB is the Boltzmann constant). The Friedel sum
rule relates the phase shift δσ to the occupation number; 〈nσ〉 → δσ/π at T → 0.
Now, following Ref. [1], we define the susceptibility as:

χσ1σ2 ≡ − ∂2Ω

∂εσ1∂εσ2

= −∂〈nσ1〉
∂εσ2

. (1)

The Kondo temperature and the Wilson ratio are described by the susceptibility: T ∗
K ≡ 1/(4

√
χ↑↑χ↓↓) and R ≡

1 − χ↑↓/
√
χ↑↑χ↓↓ [2, 3]. Note that kBT

∗
K = 1/(4χ↑↑) and R = 1 − χ↑↓/χ↑↑ when either ǫ = −U/2 or B = 0

because of χ↑↑ = χ↓↓. The conventional charge and spin susceptibilities are given by the linear combinations of χσ1σ2 ;
χC = χ↑↑+χ↓↓+χ↑↓+χ↓↑ and χs =

1
4 (χ↑↑+χ↓↓−χ↑↓−χ↓↑), respectively. Thus, χσ1σ2 contains sufficient information

to describe the system in the linear response regime. The susceptibility can also be expressed as:

χσ1σ2 =

∫ 1/T

0

dτ 〈δnσ1(τ)δnσ2 〉 , (2)

where δnσ ≡ nσ − 〈nσ〉.
The nonlinear susceptibility, which is the third derivative of the free energy, contributes to the next leading Fermi-

liquid corrections when the energy level is away from half filling (see the right and left of Fig. 1c):

χσ1σ2σ3 ≡ − ∂3Ω

∂εσ1∂εσ2∂εσ3

=
∂χσ2σ3

∂εσ1

. (3)

It can also be expressed as:

χσ1σ2σ3 = −
∫ 1/T

0

dτ3

∫ 1/T

0

dτ2 〈Tτδnσ3(τ3)δnσ2(τ2)δnσ1〉 , (4)

where Tτ denotes the time-ordering product.

∗ email: hata@phys.titech.ac.jp
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Now, we consider the Kondo-correlated QD when either TRS or PHS is broken by using the following expression
of differential conductance:

dI

dV
=

e2

h

(

∑

σ

sin2 δσ

)

− αV

(

eV

kBTK

)2

− αT

(

πT

TK

)2

+ · · · . (5)

Here, TK is the Kondo temperature at the TRS and the PHS point: T ∗
K(ε/U = −0.5, B = 0 T). The phase shift is

defined as:

cot δσ ≡εσ +Σσ

γ
, (6)

where Σσ is the self-energy at eV = 0 and zero-frequency, and γ is the half width of energy levels, γ = Γ/2, in our
definition.
αV consists of χσ1σ2 and χσ1σ2σ3 as follows:

αV =
2e2

h

(kBTK)
2

2

∑

σ

π2

4

[

− cos 2δσ
(

χ2
σσ + 5χ2

σ−σ

)

+
sin 2δσ
2π

(χσσσ + 3χσ−σ−σ)

]

=
2e2

h

π2

64

(

TK

T ∗
K

)2
1

2χ2
↑↑

∑

σ

[

− cos 2δσ ×
(

χ2
σσ + 5χ2

σ−σ

)

+
sin 2δσ
2π

(χσσσ + 3χσ−σ−σ)

]

≡ 2e2

h

π2

64
(W2 +W3)×

(

TK

T ∗
K

)2

,

(7)

where we use kBT
∗
K = 1/4χ↑↑. We define W2 and W3 as two- and three-body correlations, respectively, which we

evaluate in the main text.
While it is not treated in this work, it is noted that the coefficient of (πT/TK)

2, αT, is:

αT =
2e2

h

π2

48

(

TK

T ∗
K

)2
1

2χ2
↑↑

∑

σ

[

− cos 2δσ ×
(

χ2
σσ + 2χ2

σ−σ

)

+
sin 2δσ
2π

(χσσσ + χσ−σ−σ)

]

. (8)

The free particle (FP) model

General formulas

In the main text, we compare the experimental result with the U = 0 case, which we refer as the free particle (FP)
model. We explain the detail of the FP model here.
The current for non-interacting electrons (U = 0) at zero temperature is:

I =
e

h

∫ eV/2

−eV/2

dω
∑

σ

Tσ(ω), (9)

where Tσ(ω) is transmission at frequency, ω:

Tσ(ω) =
γ2
0

(ω − εσ)2 + γ2
0

. (10)

2γ0 corresponds to the half width of a resonance peak. εσ is a single electron energy, where εσ = ε−σµBB with spin,
σ. The g-factor of electrons is taken as 2. The differential conductance (dI/dV ) is expressed as:

dI

dV
=

e2

h

∑

σ

1

2
[Tσ(eV/2) + Tσ(−eV/2)] (11)

=
e2

h

∑

σ

1

2

[

γ2
0

(eV/2− εσ)2 + γ2
0

+
γ2
0

(eV/2 + εσ)2 + γ2
0

]

(12)

=
e2

h

[

∑

σ

1

1 + (εσ/γ0)2

]

− α
(0)
V

(

eV

2γ0

)2

+O(V 4), (13)
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where α
(0)
V in the last line of the above equation is:

α
(0)
V ≡ e2

h

∑

σ

1− 3(εσ/γ0)
2

{1 + (εσ/γ0)2}3
. (14)

Because phase shift δ
(0)
σ at U = 0 is given by cot δ

(0)
σ = εσ/γ0 [see also Supplementary Equation (6)], the first term of

Supplementary Equation (13) can be replaced by sin2 δ
(0)
σ :

sin2 δ(0)σ =
1

1 + (εσ/γ0)2
. (15)

When either the TRS or PHS is preserved, sin2 δ
(0)
↑ = sin2 δ

(0)
↓ , ε2↑ = ε2↓, and χ

(0)
↑↑ = χ

(0)
↓↓ . In terms of susceptibility,

we get α
(0)
V by replacing kBTK with 2γ0 in Supplementary Equation (7):

α
(0)
V =

e2

h

π2

2

(

W
(0)
2 +W

(0)
3

)

× (2γ0)
2 × χ

(0)2
↑↑

=
2e2

h
sin4 δ↑

(

W
(0)
2 +W

(0)
3

)

. (16)

W
(0)
2 and W

(0)
3 are defined as follows:

W2 = − 1

2χ2
↑↑

∑

σ

cos 2δσ ×
(

χ2
σσ + 5χ2

σ−σ

)

−→
U=0

−1

2

∑

σ

cos 2δ(0)σ (∵ χ
(0)
σ−σ = 0)

=
1

2

∑

σ

γ2
0 − ε2σ

ε2σ + γ2
0

≡ W
(0)
2 . (17)

W3 =
1

2χ2
↑↑

∑

σ

sin 2δσ
2π

(χσσσ + 3χσ−σ−σ)

−→
U=0

1

2χ
(0)2
↑↑

∑

σ

sin 2δ
(0)
σ

2π
χ(0)
σσσ (∵ χ

(0)
σ−σ−σ = 0)

= −
∑

σ

ε2σ
ε2σ + γ2

0

≡ W
(0)
3 . (18)

We use the following relations for the calculations:

χ(0)
σσ =

1

π

γ0
ε2σ + γ2

0

=
sin2 δ

(0)
σ

πγ0
, (19)

χ(0)
σσσ ≡ ∂χ

(0)
σσ

∂εσ
=

1

π

−2γ0εσ
(ε2σ + γ2

0)
2
= − 2

πγ2
0

cot δ(0)σ sin2 δ(0)σ

= −2π cot δσ(0)(χ(0)
σσ )

2 (20)

Evaluation of αV under magnetic field

Supplementary Equation (14) is written as follows in the TRS breaking regime (B 6= 0):

α
(0)
V (B) =

2e2

h

1− 3(µBB/γ0)
2

{1 + (µBB/γ0)2}3
, (21)

showing that the magnetic field dependence of α
(0)
V is determined by the value of γ0 at zero field.
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Supplementary Figure 1: The differential conductance (dI/dV ) as a function of source voltage (V ) at zero field.

We regard the experimental Kondo peak at zero field as if it were a resonance peak with U = 0 and obtain γ0 by
fitting the experimental result with the following formula:

dI

dV
=

2e2

h

γ2
0

(eV/2)2 + γ2
0

. (22)

Supplementary Figure 1 shows the fitting result for the source-drain voltage dependence (V ) of differential conductance
(dI/dV ) at zero field (see the detail of the experimental setup and definition of zero field in the main text). The
evaluated 2γ0 is 130 µeV(= 1.5 K), which is comparable with the Kondo temperature given by the temperature
dependence of the zero bias conductance (see the main text and also the next paragraph). We show the magnetic

field dependence of α
(0)
V calculated with Supplementary Equation (21) and γ0 = 65 µeV in Fig. 3b in the main text.

Similarly, we obtain the magnetic field dependence of W
(0)
2 and W

(0)
3 with:

W2 =
γ2
0 − (µBB)2

(µBB)2 + γ2
0

(23)

W3 =
−2(µBB)2

(µBB)2 + γ2
0

, (24)

which are shown in Figs. 3a and 3c in the main text.
In our experiment, as kBTK = 138 µeV and γ0 = 65 µeV, kBTK/γ0 ∼ 2 is the case. This is expected for R → 2,

which can be explained as follows. In the TRS and PHS case, the following is established [4],

dI

dV
=

2e2

h

[

1− 1 + 5(R− 1)2

4

(

eV

Γ̃

)2
]

. (25)

Here, Γ̃ is the renormalized width of the Kondo resonance, which depends on U and Γ. For U/Γ → ∞ (R → 2),
Γ̃ = 4kBTK/π holds, and thus,

dI

dV
=

2e2

h

[

1− 3

2

(π

4

)2
(

eV

kBTK

)2
]

. (26)

On the other hand, for |eV/2γ0| ≪ 1, Equation (22) yields

dI

dV
=

2e2

h

γ2
0

(eV/2)2 + γ2
0

→ 2e2

h

[

1−
(

eV

2γ0

)2
]

. (27)

Comparing these two, the following is obtained.

kBTK

γ0
=

√

3

8
π = 1.923 · · · . (28)

It is interesting to note that, when TK is given, the differential conductance tells us information on R in this way.
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 2

The analysis in the Kondo regime

Magnetic field dependence of Kondo temperature

The solid curves in Supplementary Figure 2(a) are experimental conductance at different magnetic fields. We obtain
γ0(B) and G0(B) for each field by fitting the experimental results with Supplementary Equation (12). Supplementary
Figure 2(b) shows µBB/kBTK or B dependence of γ0(0)/γ0(B) and G0(B). TK is the Kondo temperature at zero
field, which we evaluated from the temperature dependence (see the main text).
In the U = 0 case, T ∗

K(B), γ0(B), and phase shift δσ are related as:

4kBT
∗
K =

πγ0(B)

sin2 δσ
. (29)

Here, T ∗
K is a characteristic temperature nominally obtained according to the definition of T ∗

K ≡ 1/(4
√
χ↑↑χ↓↓).

Thus, we obtain the following relation between T ∗
K and γ0(B):

T ∗
K(0)

T ∗
K(B)

=
γ0(0)

γ0(B)

G(B)

G(0)
, (30)

Thus, we get T ∗
K(0)/T

∗
K(B) by multiplying γ0(0)/γ0(B) and G0(B) [the red circles in Supplementary Figure 2(c). The

evaluation agrees well with the theoretical curve given by NRG calculations with U/Γ = 3.5 [5].
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Supplementary Figure 2: (a) dI/dV as a function of V for different magnetic fields. The dashed lines are fitting curves with
Supplementary Equation (12). (b) The red squares are γ0(0)/γ0(B) obtained from the fitting. The green cross marks are the
zero bias conductance. (c) The red circles are T ∗

K(0)/T
∗
K(B), which we obtained by multiplying γ0(0)/γ0(B) with G(B)/G(0).

The dashed line is given by the NRG calculations with U/Γ = 3.5.
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Small dip in conductance at finite magnetic field.

Supplementary Figure 3(a) is dI/dV as a function of eV/kBTK at 2 T (µBB/kBTK = 0.84), where Zeeman splitting
(ZS) is clearly seen. There is a small dip or cusp-like structure just around the zero bias, whose shape is not parabolic
to cause a sharp change in dI/dV as a function of sign(V )× (eV/kBTK)

2 [Supplementary Figure 3(b)]. This may be
attributed to the two-stage Kondo effect [6] and we do not use several points near zero bias to avoid this effect.
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(a) (b)

Supplementary Figure 3: (a) dI/dV as a function of eV/kBTK at 2 T. The circle points out a very small dip or cusp-like
structure just around the zero bias, which might be attributed to the two-stage Kondo effect. (b) dI/dV as a function of
sign(V )× (eV/kBTK)

2 at 2 T. The small dip in the left figure is attributed to the sharp slope around zero bias.
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Magnetic field and gate voltage dependence of the Wilson ratio

Supplementary Figures 4 (a) and (b) are µBB/kBTK and ε/U dependence of R − 1, which are given by the NRG
calculations with U/Γ = 3.5, respectively [5]. Here, R is the Wilson ratio. The Wilson Ratio decreases as the time-
reversal and particle-hole symmetry are broken. The insets are the expanded views of R − 1 whose horizontal scale
corresponds to those shown in the main text, showing the value does not change in these regions. Thus, we use
experimental value of R = 1.95 at zero field and at ε = −U/2 for our analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 4: (a) (b) R − 1 as a function of µBB/kBTK and ε/U , respectively, which are given by the NRG
calculations with U/Γ = 3.5 [5].
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 3

Analysis procedure

We show the analysis procedures to obtain W2 and W3 as a function of magnetic field and gate voltage as follows.

Magnetic field dependence of W2

1. We obtain TK by analyzing the temperature dependence of G0 [7].

2. We obtain T ∗
K(ε = 0, B) by analyzing dI/dV at each field [Supplementary Note 2 and Supplementary Fig. 2(c)].

3. We derive md(B) from G0(B) by using G0 =
2e2

h
cos2 (πmd) (Fig. 3a in the main text).

4. We obtain R = 1.95 at B = 0 T by the shot noise measurement [7].

5. We assume that R is constant up to µBB/kBTK ∼ 1, which is justified by the NRG calculation [Supplementary
Note 2 and Supplementary Fig. 4(a)].

6. We obtain W2 as a function of µBB/kBTK by using W2 = −
[

1 + 5(R− 1)2
]

cos (πmd) (Fig. 3a in the main
text).

Magnetic field dependence of W3

1. We plot dI/dV as a function of sign(V ) × (eV/kBTK)
2, and obtain αV at each magnetic field by fitting the

plotted points with dI/dV = G0 − αV(eV/kBTK)
2 (Fig. 3b in the main text).

2. We calculate W3 by using αV, W2, TK, and T ∗
K with Equation (6) in the main text (Fig. 3c in the main text).

Gate voltage dependence of W2

1. We obtain T ∗
K(ε, B = 0) by analyzing the temperature dependence of G0 at each gate voltage [Fig. 2a in the

main text].

2. We derive δσ(ε) from G0(ε) by using G0 =
2e2

h
sin2 δσ. Here, we assume that δσ = δ↑ = δ↓ and that δσ > π/2

and δσ < π/2 for ε/U < −0.5 and ε/U > −0.5, respectively [Fig. 4a in the main text].

3. We assume that R is constant in a wide region |ε/U + 0.5| < 0.15, which is justified by the NRG calculation
[Section C3 and Supplementary Figure 4(b)].

4. We obtain W2 as a function of ε/U by using W2 =
[

1 + 5(R− 1)2
]

cos 2δσ [Supplementary Figure 5].

Gate voltage dependence of W3

1. We plot dI/dV as a function of sign(V )× (eV/kBTK)
2, and obtain αV at each gate voltage by fitting the plotted

points with dI/dV = G0 − αV(eV/kBTK)
2 [Fig. 4b in the main text].

2. We obtain W3 by using W2, TK, T
∗
K, and Eq. (3) shown in the main text [Fig. 4c in the main text].



9

6

4

2

0

T
w

o-
bo

dy
 c

or
re

la
tio

ns
, W

2

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5

e /U

 Exp. 
 NRG

        (U/Γ = 3.5)
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 4

Supplemental data

In this study, we measure the Kondo ridge at N = 3 in the sample that has been used in Refs. [7–9], where N is
the number of electrons in the last shell. Supplementary Figure 6(b) is the color plot of dI/dV as a function of V and
Vg, where V and Vg are source-drain voltage and gate voltage, respectively. Here, the magnetic field, B = 0.08 T, is
applied to suppress the superconductivity of the electrodes. The particle-hole symmetry point, ε/U = −0.5, is also
indicated.
We also show W2, md, αV, and W3 as a function of B in Supplementary Figures 7(a)–(c). While the same data

as a function of the normalized magnetic field µBB/kBTK are shown in Figs. 3a, 3b, and 3c in the main text, these
graphs shown as a function of B itself might be useful for future analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 6: (a) Scanning electron micrograph of a carbon nanotube quantum dot. (b) Color plot of dI/dV as a
function of V and Vg.
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