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W e study spectral and transport properties of interacting quantum dots w ith spin. Two partic-
ular m odel system s are Investigated: Lateral m ultilevel and two parallel quantum dots. In both
cases di erent paths through the system can give rise to interference. W e dem onstrate that this
strengthens the m ultilevel K ondo e ect for which a sin ple two-stage m echanian is proposed. In
parallel dots we show under which conditions the peak of an interference-induced orbital K ondo

e ect can be split.
I. INTRODUCTION

Interference is one of the key phenom ena of quantum
physics. T he prototype experin ent is the fam ous double
slit experin ent where interference between two possble
paths leads to an oscillatory pattem on the detection
screen. In those experin ents the phase di erence is of
geom etrical nature, ie. one of the paths is longer. A
phasedi erence can also be introduced due to an enclosed
m agnetic ux. In m esoscopic physics such an experin ent
is referred to as Aharonov-Bohm @AB) ring, where the
current through the AB ring show s oscillations as func—
tion ofthe m agnetic eld threading the ring.

An AB ring can beused asan Interferom eter, w here the
ob Fct under consideration is placed in one of the rings’
am s, and the phase is tuned by changing the ob gct’s
param eters. In this way one can m easure the tranan is-
sion pﬁgﬂeﬂﬁg Interacting system , ke a quantum dot
@D) y which In general (and especially when
tuned to the Kondo regin e) has a com plicated m any—
body ground state. In recen erin ents quantum dots
havebeen put into both arm sH in som e cases so close that
a strong capacitive C oulom b interaction between the two
dots has been introduced (see Fig. [] upper right ©r an
illustration). T he two paths are no longer Independent,
but in uence each other considerably. In a naive classical
picture one could In agine that interaction would destroy
Interference, asm aking use of one path e ectively closes
the other. To answ er this question the phase dependence
of the current needs to be studied, and it tums out that
the current indeed can be m odulated. For com pletely
equivalent paths ( = 0Oand § = T,) the system can be
tuned opaque by setting = . In thiscase the H am itto—
nian corresponds to a m odel of tw o capaciively coupled
QD s, each of which is coupled to a di erent reservoir
(this can be seen from the H am iltonian in the form given
in Eq.E and w ill be m ade explicit in Sec.El). Hence
there is no way for an electron to traverse from lft to
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FIG.1l: The four quantum dot setups of relevance to this
work: Dot with one single, spin-degenerate level (top left),
two paralleldots w ith one spinless leveleach, enclosing a ux
(top right), a dot with two levels and soin (oottom left) and
two paralleldots w ith one levelw ith spin (pottom right). The
paper is m ainly concemed w ith the physics of the system s
displayed in the bottom panels.

right (schem atically shown in F ig.[d) . N ote that such sys-
tem sare of fundam ental interest also because they can be
viewed as arti cialm olecules w here e g . entangled states
can be observed In transport and noise

T he coherence of quantum m echanical states has re—
cently becom e a topic of broad interest, as i is funda-
m ental to applications lke quantum com puting and to
m any phenom ena, such as the Kondo e ect. Tn AB In—
terferom eters coherence is essential as otherw ise inter-
ference would not take place. T herefore they constitute
good test-grounds to study the gain and loss of coherence
in nano. devices, as was dem onstrated by Buks and
cow orke who dem onstrated controlled dephasing by
Intentionally introducing dephasing in one of the am s.

Sihgle quantum dots can constitute interacting inter—
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FIG . 2: D estructive interference leads to a K ondo like situa-—
tion. A geom etric (left/right) pseudospin is introduced. T he
quantum dots Interact capacitively.

ferom etersby them selves. T he capacitive C oulom b inter—
action betw een tw o dots is replaced by the on-site interac—
tion between di erent levels. T he tunability ofthe phase
w ith m agnetic elds, how ever, is lost, although som e tun—
ability using gates is still present. Nevertheless it is In—
structive to study interference e ects In single quantum
dots, since In generalm any dot levels participate n the
transport, see Fjg. bottom bﬂ;iﬂﬁﬁ nent exam ple
is the occurrence of the Fano e w ith its char-
acteristic lineshape, which is due to interference between
a resonant and a non-resonant transport channel. M ore—
over, it is often assum ed that one level dom inates the
transport, w hile the others are only very weakly coupled.
W e show that such a situation, although not present in
the beginning, can be created dynam ically.

In m ost quantum dots the levels are spin degenerate
In the absence of a magnetic eld. The e ect of this
degeneracy ism anifold. A s electrons w ith di erent spin
can not interfere w ith each other their role is contrary
to interference. The di erence is indeed drastic, as on
one side parallel Q D s can be opaque due to destructive
Interference, while on the other hand the spin In a sin—
gk QD can form Eﬁ@ldo ground state leading to per-
fect transparencyHtd’Ed A coounting for the spin degree
of freedom is therefore a necessary step towards m ore
realistic m odels 0£Q D s.

In the course of this work we w ill show that the com —
bination of interference and K ondo physics in m ultilevel
QD s kads to a stronger K ondo e ect. However, this ef-
fect is caused by a new , e ective leveland thus resem bles
single levelK ondo physics.

Parallel QD s can be tuned to an interference{induced
orbialK ondo e ect by using the AB {phase. W e dem on—
strate that the corresponding K ondo peak is split only if
both am agnetic eld and a level splitting are present.

Interference can be described by a tunneling Ham ik
tonian wih at least one non-conserved index. There—
fore the tunneling part takes the general form H. =

P
wr w TEFa), _c 1+ hri The quantum number 1 is

present only In the QD Ham iltonian, it is the analog of
the paths. The index must not be conserved In tunnel-
ng, as otherw ise the electrons would not know of each
other (as if they would be in di erent reservoirs), ruling
out any interference. k denotes the wavevectors and n
an additional conserved quantum num ber in reservoir r.
T he conserved index n can be due to sym m etries present
In the leads and dot, such as a rotational symm etry in
som e verticalquantum dots giving rise to an angularm o-—
mentum quantum number. As seen from the structure
of the tunneling Ham ilttonian, they play a sim ilar role
as the spin and can Increase a Kondo e ect
(orbialK ondo e ect)c@ﬁ 1 Tn Jateral quantum dots
such symm etries are typically not present and we sup—
press those indices from now on.

Interference is also interesting from a technical and
fundam ental point of view . The non-conservation of
quantum num bers leads to non-vanishing o -diagonalel-
em ents of the reduced density m atrix ofthe localsystem ,
which describe the coherence of states. Their presence
explainswhy transport in rst order, which usually is
ferred to as sequential tunneling, can stillbe coherent
M oreover, non-equilbrium one-particle G reen’s functions
are needed, even to descrbe the linear response regin e.

T he coupling to the leads can be so strong that per-
turbation theory m ay not be su cient anym ore. For the
Anderson m odel this is referred to as the regin e where
K ondo correlations develop. A Iso or a sin ple m odel of
two soinless dot kevels it has been shown that near de-
structive interference the m odel can be m apped onto an
e ective K ondo m odel show ing strong-coupling behav—
or In a peculiar way. A phase transition of the type
RKKY v ndo tunable by a m agnetic ux has been
predicted

In this work we study interference e ects in strongly
Interacting quantum dot system sw ith spin. In the next
section we introduce and discuss the m odel. In a quali-
tative discussion we sum m arize conclusions drawn from
a soinlessm odel and generalize them to the present case.
W e then focus on the Kondo e ect mulikevel QD s In
Sec. @ and on the Interference-induced orbital K ondo
e ect in parallelQD s in Sec.EI.

II. MODEL

W e introduce the follow ing m odel H am iltonian oftwo
paralle], interacting Q D s connected to tw o electron reser—
voirs r 2 fR ;Lg via tunnel barriers, see also F ig. ﬂ bot-
tom right. Each quantum dot (labeled 1 2 £f1;2g) is
m odeled by an Anderson-type Ham iltonian of a single
soin-degenerate level
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FIG .3: Forvanishing level spacing and phase, the QD can
be m apped onto a QD modelas shown. Only one QD (the
f1  level) is coupled to the lads. The other one (the f»
Jlevel) in uences the transport only by electrostatic m eans.
For strong interactions the upperdot acts like a sw itch: W hen
it is occupied the current is blocked, when it is em pty, the
low er dot behaves like a single dot. An exact solution of this
m odel can be found in Ref.E

The third temm represents the Coulomb interaction,
w here Uy, is ofthe order of the Intra-dot charging energy
(in dot 1), and Ui, re ects the interdot charging energy.
To m inin ize the num ber of param eters involved we _take
Uppe = U, as they are sin ilar in order ofm agnitude A W e
are Interested In the case of strong interactions, ie.when
U isthe largest energy ofthe system , requiring an explicit
treatm ent. This allow s to restrict the discussion on two
charge states, ie.N 2 £0;1g, and hence exchange tem s
may be neglkcted! The tunneling m atrix elem ents Ty
are assum ed to be independent of soin and w avevector.
If a magnetic ux is enclosed one can either distribute
the accum ulated phase equally on the four T, or equiv—
alently attach the phase to one singlke element. We
choose the latter, ie.wetake T7 () = Ty exp (i ), and
furthem ore assum e the m atrix elem ents to be realand
sym m etric w ith respect to left and right. Together w ith
the density of states In the leads o which is assum ed
to be Independent of energy) we introduce the coupling
constants Ip= 2 T{Ty o.Themagnetic eld shallbe
an allenough, such that only the AB phase is in uenced,
and Zeeam an and orbial shifts can be neglected.

W e Introduce another set of dot states that sin pli es
the discussion later on (see Fig. ] for an illustration of
the physicalm eaning ofthese states) W ih T1=2pbejng real

(the dependencewetakeexplicitly) and = T2+ TZ
we can w rite
Ti—2a Toai
f]_:z = . (2)
Together w ith the de nition -, = =2 this yields

1 This is not thepepse or N > 1, where interesting new physics
can be observ .

the new H am iltonian
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T his m akes clear that for = O thecases = 0 and

= plsT; = T, are specialand should be considered
separately. Note that i isthe DO S ofthe f; lvelthat
is relevant for the transport.

Tt is usefiil to com pare the above H am ittonian Eq. ﬂ)
to that of a single, Jateral, multilevel QD (see Fig.[lb).
In this case the Index 1 labels the dot states and the sum
runs in general over m any such states. Yet, for large
Jevel spacing one m ay approxin ate the situation by tak—
Ing only two states. A generalization to m any levels w i1l
be given in Section @ T he interaction param eters U 1p
now corresponds to intra-dot interactions. Taking them
all equal is a standard assum ption (constant interaction
m odel). Thuswe see that, apart from the AB tunability,
Eqg. ) also describes m ultilevel, singlke QD s.

W e note this m odel goes beyond previous work.
Inoshita et a have considered only the case of vanish—
Ing AB phase, whilke the C oulom b interaction was treated
approxin ately. In Ref. @, Konig and coworkers ne-
glected interactions, phase dependencies and spin. In a
m ore recent work those were m ostly accounted for, their
focus, how ever, was on the role of phase coh n In—
decent (ie. non-j cting) am softhe AB ms&
vestrov and In Investigated am ultilevelQ D m odel
(ie.no phase dependence), but concentrated on the lim it
ofone broad and one narrow level, utilizing perturbative
argum ents. T heir m odel of strongly and weakly coupled
Jevels is related to the Fano e ect studied in R ef. [4 and
Eand m easu y G ores and coworkerskd Tn a pre—
vious work of usfd a m ore sin ple m odel, w hich neglects
the spin, wasaddressed. M odelsw ith soin but no dot-dot
Interaction have been studied in Ref. @ and E, while in
Ref. @, w hich Incorporates interaction, only specialAB
phases have been investigated, and Ref. @ is concemed
w ith occupation num bers of the ground state.

Ourcalculationsa on the num erical renorm al-
ization group NRG)

III. QUALITATIVE DISCUSSION OF GENERAL

PROPERTIES

W e start with a discussion of m ultilevel dots w ith no
phase, ie, = 0. It iswellknown that QDswih a
single level (the tw o—Jead A nderson m odel) display K ondo



physics for tem peratures below the K ondo scale
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T hem anifestation ofthis isan increased density of states
at the Fem iedge resulting in an increased conductance
ofthe dot, which or T ! 0 even m ay reach the uniary
value of 2¢’=h. It is a priori not clear if and how this
prevails when m ore orbials participate.

T he physics oftwo and m ore orbitals w ithout spin has
been addressed before, and it was found that instead of
K ondo physics a hybridization

Ec
2 [
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of the two Jvels is jnUoduoeda'E Thisscale ismuch
larger than the exponentially sm all K ondo scale, and i
Jeads to a shoulder n the DO S of order above the
Fem iedge. T he weight of this shoulder is related to the
level splitting and vanishes for ! 0 and is width is
roughly half the w idth ofthe m ain excitation, ie. =2.

In order to understand what happens for two orbitals
wih soin we perform a Schrie erW ol transfom ation
(see App.El for details), Pllowed by a poorm an’s scal-
Ing approach. In this transform ation the hybridization is
created and thus the level splitting Increases until i be-
com es of the sam e order asthe ow parameter ! .. Then
the upper £, lvelistoo high in energy, decouples, and
thus does not participate anym ore. T he scaling proceeds
w ith the renom alized single f; level. Hence we have
found a two-stage situation: First one level is pushed
upw ards until i is out of reach, then in the second step
the rem aining, renom alized levelm akesthe K ondo e ect
alone.

T he picture is slightly di erent for the parallel QD s.
The ux enclosed lads to destructive Interference and
the current can even go to zero. The energy scale is
modi ed by a factor (1+ exp[i 1)=2 and thus vanishes for

= . In this case the m odel can be m apped onto an
e ective K ondom odel. W hen the spin is included this is
still the case and a m ore strong K ondo e ect takesplace
asw ill be discussed in Sec.[7 a].

Iv. MULTILEVEL QUANTUM DOTS

W e now discuss multilevel QD s in detail. Q uantum
dots have In generalm any lvels that can participate
In transport. In contrast to vertical QD s, the states
In lateral QD s are labeled by a non-conserved quantum

num ber. Furthem ore, a m ultilevel structure is rele—
vant to other system s, lke single atom contacts \al4
ferm Jon com pounds (e g. studied by photo-em issiontd) or

generalm olecularelectronics setup, wherem any channels
can Interfere. W e focus on the interesting regin e of lev—
els below the Ferm iedge and low tem peratures. This is
the regin e of the K ondo e ect, where correlation e ects

3 two levels 1
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FIG. 4: E ective density of states for the Kondo e ect
w ith one and two orbitals. T he K ondo tem perature increases
strongly w ith the num ber of kevels. P aram eters for the sym —
m etric dot are in unitsof : 2 U = 50, 1 = , = 25=2 ,
2D=25 =0,T=0.

dom inate and the dot’s spin is screened by the electrons
in the leads. For clarity we m ention again that = 0 in
this section.

In a st step we ook at the case of two degenerate
kvels in the dot. In Fig.[ we show results for the to-
tal spectral density. There are four possble states an
electron can occupy in the dot, characterized by a spin
index, which is conserved in tunneling, and an orbitalin—
dex, which is not conserved. A s discussed before, this is
equivalent to one strongly coupled level and one decou—
pled one. Hence we see singleJevel K ondo physics w ith
greatly increa Tx . The big increase of Tx com pared
to the factor of 2 in the tunneling m atrix elem ent can
be easily understood from the de nition of Ty which in—
volves the coupling exponentially.

In the second step we allow thetwo orbitalstobedi er-
ent in energy. O ne m Ight speculate that this should lead
to the appearance of side or satellite K ondo peaks. H ow —
ever, in Fig.|§ we dem onstrate that single—evel K ondo
physics is e ectively seen for split kevels as well. W ith
Increasing splitting the K ondo peak becom es narrow er,
signaling a decreasing Tx . At the sam e tin e the shoul-
der discussed in the previous section becom es visble and
progressively m oves to higher frequencies. This can be
understood from the Schrie erW ol transform ed Ham ik
tonian in the f-basis. E quation B) show sthat only the
f1  Jevel generates the K ondo resonance. In the scaling
language it can be thought ofasa tw o-step process. F irst
the tunnelsplitting is created from integrating out the
very high energies. T his stops at an interm ediate energy
scale ! ., where diagonalization shifts one levelabove ! ..
Tt can no longer contribute to scaling, w hile the other one
{ the broad f; level { stays In the window . The scal-
Ing now gives the usual K ondo physics of a single, but
modi ed evel. It should be noted that this re ects the
strong coupling behavior of the problem , ie., all energy
scales are In portant and contribute equally. In the in—
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FIG. 5: E ective density of states for a m ulilkvel K ondo
dot with increasing level splitting. The lower level sits at
2 1 = 25 and the upper evel at 2 , = 25, 235,

2235 and 20 (outem ost to innemm ost curve, everything in
unitsof ). The inset show s the spectraldensities ofthe lower
(solid) and upper kvel (dashed) Pr2 , = 20. Comm on
param etersare2 U = 50,2 D = 25, =0,T = 0.
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FIG . 6: Schem e of the e ect of the renom alization group for
am ultilevel quantum dot: O ne broadened levelrem ainswhile
the others are m oved to higher energies and weaker coupling.

set of F jg.E we show the partial spectraldensities of the
upper and lower levelw hich dem onstrate that the lower
leveF alone produces the K ondo peak. T he upper kvel
is not occupied and does not participate.

Thism echanisan can be generalized tom any N ) levels,
where the roke ofthe f; lvelisplayed by the sum ’ over
or the superposition of all levels. One lkevel after the
other is shifted to higher energies, and only one broad
( N ) kvel rem ains, as sketched in Fig. fl. This new,
broad level alone participates in the K ondo e ect, which
show s a strongly increased Ty , m aking it m uch easier to
observe. W e suggest that this m echanisn explains the
observed single-levelK ondo physics In QD s.

W e conclude that even form any spin-degenerate levels
(w ith non-conserved orbialindex) only one singlke K ondo

2 Forthis level splitting the low er and the £
overlap .

levelhave signi cant

peak is seen. The Kondo tem perature depends on the
Jevel splittings. T he other excitations can be traced back
to shoulders as discussed in Refs. @, @ and @ In two
parallel Q D s the level splitting is easily tunable, which
allow s to directly m easure the change of Tk .

V. PARALLEL QUANTUM DOTS

In this section we study the physics of tw o parallel, in—
teracting quantum dots as previously introduced, which
can be tuned by an AB phase. W e focus on the special
case = , which corresponds to a K ondo{lke situa—
tion. N ote that this does not necessarily require paralkel
QD s but can also be realized In m ulilevel dots, when
for instance one level is symm etric and the other anti-
sym m etric.

A . Interference-induced orbitalK ondo e ect

A s m entioned before, the case = corresponds to
a m odelwhere one level couples only to the left and the
other one only to the right, as shown In Fig. E Evi-
dently there are two conserved quantities: the soin and
a geom etrical pseudo-spin (left/right) . Introducing sym —
m etric and antisym m etric com binations ofthe lead states
b = axr ( 1)'ay;, , we can rew rite the tunneling

part of the Ham ittonian as
X
Hy = T, o +Hx:: ®)

ki

This has the form ofan Anderson Ham iltonian w ith the
two conserved quantities discussed before. O ne there—
fore nds an enhanced Kondo e ect fora low ling level
at low tem peratures. In other words, the state of com —
plte destructive interference is a strong coupling state.
Such m odels have been ied for instance for muli-
Jevelvertical quantum dotsktd where the orbitalm om en—
tum is In tunneling, or in double-ayer QD

system L1/ w here the index i correspondsto the up—
per or lowerplane. In such cases the K ondo tem perature
is enhanced w ith respect to a pure spin K ondo m odel,
as the second quantum number { the psesudosoin { can
give rise to K ondo correlations alone. T his is true also in
our case, w here strong correlations can be expected even
w fthout spin. In Fjg.ﬂ we show the spectraldensity cor—
responding to ¢ . For zero phase a weak K ondo peak
and a second broader peak at higher frequencies are vis—
ble. The broad peak (essentially the shoulder discussed
before) m oves to low er frequencies when the phase is In—
creased towards and m ergesw ith the K ondo resonance
for = . This strengthens the peak and thus enhances
the K ondo tem perature Tx as can be seen m ore clearly
In the Inset, where the density of states of the f; level
is shown. Note that one of the special features of this
Kondo e ect is that the tunneling m atrix elem ents are
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FIG.7: Spectraldensity A (! ) of level 1 (m ain panel) and

e ective density of states (inset). Thephase ischanged from

0 (dashed), over =2 (dotted) to the value of the interference—

induced orbital Kondo e ect, = (solid). Param eters for

the symm etric dots are in unitsof “: U = 50= , 1 = , =
25= ,D =25 ,T = 0.

tunable for each (pseudo)-spin, as the ndividual levels
can be controlled.

W e ram ark that the Kondo e ect discussed here is
qualitatively di erent from an orbital Kondo e ect as

dm&ﬁ@ﬁﬁ and also from two—-channel K ondo

physics

B . Splitting the K ondo peak

The ordinary Kondo e ect In quantum dots can be
destroyed by the application of either a m agnetic eld
that splits the level by the Zeem an 7z Or by
a bias voltage introducing dephasin 1 @where the
latter m ight under certain conditi open the door for
tw o-channel K ondo physics again ). In our case the
orbial K ondo e ect can be destroyed by the analog of
the Zeam an term w hich is the level splitting, by di erent
tunneling am plitudes (ot accessible in ordinary QD s),
by a bias volage In the usual sense, and via a detuning
of the phase, ie.away from =

An Interesting question is whether a splitting of the
J¥evels leads to a splitting of the Kondo peak, the de-
velopm ent of satellite peaks or if only a weakening and
destruction of the K ondo peak is cbserved. In Fjg.E we

nd that a peak splitting can only be observed if both,
the Zeam an and the orbitallevel splitting, are introduced.
N o side peaks appear ifonly one ofthem ispresent,which
only leads to a reduction of Tx . T he suppression of side
peakshasbeen attributed to an enhanced mﬁmg rate,
such as produced by spin jp-cotunneling "

N ote that this resuﬁﬁﬁﬁp]jes to other geom etries
like double-layer Q D st

T he detection ofan interference-induced orbialK ondo
e ect ismore di culk than for the usual spin K ondo ef-
fect. N evertheless it is possbl by probing the resonance
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FIG.8: E ective density of statesat =  underthe in u-
ence of Zeem an and level splitting. N o splitting can be seen
for the combination ; = 05 and , = 5 (dotted line) or
for z = 0and 2= 535 (s0lid line). Ifboth splittings are
introduced at the sam e tim e a splitting is seen for ; = 05
and 2, = 55 (dashed line) and z = 1 and ; = 6 (dot—
dashed line). P aram eters for the sym m etric dots are in units
of r:U=lO, 1= 2= 5,D:5,T=O.

by additional leads to the dotla@'ﬁ If the coupling is
weak enough one can perform gpectroscopic m easure—
ments on the spectral densities In the indiridual dots.
Another m ethod is to m easure the transport and noise
properties of a quantum point contact which is in the
vicini of the double dot system . In contrast to the
soin Kondo e ect, the up and down pseudospins corre—
soond to charges in the upper or lower dot, which are
much easier to detect. The strong uctuations in the
Kondo regin e will therefore In uence the tranam ission
properties of the point contact allow ing an indirect m ea—
surem ent of the K ondo resonance, in a way which isnot
accessible for the usual goin Kondo e ect. The m easure—
m ent of charge uctuations thusprovides a direct handle
on spin uctuations.

In realQD system s com plete destructive interference,
w here the dots becom e opadque, is not achieved experi-
m entally. T he reasons are the di culty to realize exactly
equalQD s, aswellas e ects not captured in our m odel,
such asm ore levels (at higher energy) or processes that
break the phase coherence of an otherw ise coherent pro—
cess (less relevant at low tem peratures). Yet, more than
50% contrast is possible In today’s experim entdH and the
e ect is therefore ocbservable.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e studied coherence in two interacting quantum dot
system s. F irst we Investigated m ultilevel Q D sw ith spin.
W e discussed the relevant excitations and energy scales.
The multilevel Kondo e ect has been analyzed. We
dem onstrated that single—Jevel K ondo physics essentially
prevails, and that the corresponding K ondo tem perature



can be strongly enhanced. W e have also investigated a
very sin ilar system , nam ely two singleJdevel (but soin—
degenerate) Q D s in parallel. T heirbehavior can be tuned
by an enclosed m agnetic ux. W e showed that coher-
ence persists w hen the two dots Interact w ith each other.
In the case of destructive interference, the system ex—
hibisnovelK ondo behavior (nterference-induced orbital
Kondo e ect) that is not due to the soin degree of free—
dom and allow s to access K ondo correlations via charge

uctuations. Side peaks In the density of states appear
only ifa Zeem an and a level splitting are Introduced to-
gether.
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APPENDIX A: SCHRIEFFER-W OLFF
TRANSFORMATION

W e perfom a unitary transform ation on the Ham iltto—
nian Eq. ) such that the un—and doubly-occupied states
are pro fcted out

H?=HeS = H +E[S'H 1+ :::; 1
- - 0 2 rlT cee gy (A)

where S hasbeen chosen to ful 1 [S;H 1=
case this operator is given by

HT.In.Our

X 1 n
S Tr; s
ks

+ ng + ng )

krs s kr

nsg + ng

_ 2
S+U kr s (A)

To avoid cluttering the notation we suppress the indices
on the tunneling m atrix elem ents and localenergies from
now on, and take U ! 1 . W e introduce the two new
coupling constants

T3

k

Jk=

@A 3)
X
0 = Jx 7

@A 4)

kr

The new Ham iltonian is nally given by

X X
H = Ho+ o4 + J y
0 0 s Gs0 k Ns 3y0,0 Akr
ss0 krkorls
X
y y
+ Jx CZ G Apopo Gkr + CZ G Apopo Gkr
krkOrls .
1

y
+ CZ Gs akoro Axr

@>5)
Replacing the dot operators by the (anti)-symm etric

com binations f;_, we obtain

+
12 2 £ f + £ 6
X
+ £/ £, + hxc: 0

H = H{+ @ 6)

] £

X
+ Jx aﬁr Ak 0,0 fi/ f; + aﬁr Ay 0y0 fly b
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