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A system atic truncation ofthe m any-body Hilbertspace isim plem ented to study how electrons

in a quantum dot attached to conducting leads respond to tim e-dependent biases. The m ethod,

which we callthe dynam ical1=N approach,is �rst tested in the m ost unfavorable case,the case

ofspinlessferm ions(N = 1). W e recoverthe expected behavior,including transientringing ofthe

currentin responseto an abruptchangeofbias.W ethen apply theapproach to thephysicalcaseof

spinning electrons,N = 2,in the K ondo regim e forthecase ofin�niteintradotCoulom b repulsion.

In agreem ent with previouscalculations based on the non-crossing approxim ation (NCA),we �nd

current oscillations associated with transitions between K ondo resonances situated at the Ferm i

levelsofeach lead.W eshow thatthisbehaviorpersistsfora m orerealisticm odelofsem iconducting

quantum dotsin which the Coulom b repulsion is�nite.

PACS num bers:73.63.N m ,73.63.K v,71.27.+ a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thebehaviorofstronglyinteractingelectronscon�ned tolow spatialdim ensionsand driven outofequilibrium isstill

poorly understood.Recentadvancesin theconstruction ofsm allquantum dotdeviceshaveopened up thepossibility

ofstudying in a controlled way thenonequilibrium behaviorofstrongly correlated electrons.ForinstancetheK ondo

e�ect,which was�rstobserved in m etalswith dilutem agneticim purities1,hasnow been seen in m easurem entsofthe

conductance through a single-electron transistor2 (SET),in accord with theoreticalpredictions3. M ostexperim ents

so farhavefocused on steady state transportthrough a quantum dot.

Severaltheoreticalapproacheshave been developed to calculate electricaltransportpropertiesin a farfrom equi-

librium situation. Currents generated by a large static bias applied to the leads ofa quantum dot in the K ondo

regim e have been analyzed in som e detailusing the K eldysh form alism com bined with the non-crossing approxim a-

tion (NCA)4. Rem arkably,stationary currentsm ay also be found exactly with the use ofthe Bethe ansatz5. Exact

treatm entsatspecialpointsin param eterspacehavealsobeen carried out6.M orerecently,attention hasbeen paid to

tim e-dependentphenom ena in quantum m any-body system s6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13. By looking atthe response ofan inter-

acting dotto a tim e-dependentpotential,Plihal,Langreth,and Nordlanderstudied theseveraltim escalesassociated

with di�erentelectronic processes7. The response to a sinusoidalAC potential9,14,15 in the K ondo regim e hasbeen

studied both in the low13 and high-frequency lim its16.

NCA has been the m ost com m only used approxim ation to obtain response currents due to an externalapplied

pulse.Theexactsolution atthe Toulousepointcorroboratesm any oftheNCA results6.However,NCA calculations

have m ostly focused on the K ondo regim e atnottoo low tem peratures,because in the m ixed-valence regim e,orat

low tem peratures,NCA is known to give spurious results17. In practice NCA has usually been lim ited to studies

in the U ! 1 lim it. For a typicalSET,the ratio ofthe Coulom b repulsion in the dot to the dot-lead coupling

strength rangesoverU=� � 10 to 20. O thernum ericaltechniques,such asthe Num ericalRenorm alization G roup,

have also been used18 to calculate the conductance through dots. However,these m ethods seem to be lim ited to

the static linear-response regim e. Perturbative RG m ethods19 have been used to analyze nonequilibrium transport

through dots in the K ondo regim e20. Recentprogressin extending density m atrix renorm alization group (DM RG )

m ethodsto explicitly tim e-dependentproblem shasbeen recently achieved with theTim e-dependentDensity-M atrix

Renorm alization-G roup (TDM RG )21.

In this paper we introduce a dynam ical1=N approach,where N counts the num ber ofspin com ponents ofthe

electron. Physicalelectrons correspond to N = 2 (spin-up or spin-down). W e willalso have occasion to consider

spinlesselectrons(N = 1)asthiscase perm itsa com parison with known exactresultsfornoninteracting electrons.

HighervaluesofN > 2 are ofactualphysicalinteresttoo,asthese can occurwhen there are additionalorbitaland

channeldegeneracies.The m odelwestudy possessesa globalSU(N)spin sym m etry.

Unlike NCA,the dynam ical1=N approach is system atic in the sense that it includes allFeynm an diagram s up
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through a given orderin 1=N ;notonly a certain classofthem .Ascrossing diagram sareneglected in theNCA itisof

interestto com parethetwo approaches.Thestaticversion ofthe1=N expansion isa typeofcon�guration-interaction

(CI)expansion ofthesortfam iliarto quantum chem ists.Thedynam ical1/N approach hassom esim ilaritiesto areal-

tim eperturbation schem ealong theK eldysh contourdeveloped by K �onig22.Perturbing in thepowersofthelead-dot

coupling generates an increasing num ber ofparticle-hole excitations in the leads. In practice a resonant-tunneling

approxim ation isim plem ented to restrictthesetofdiagram sto beconsidered.O nly singleparticle-holeexcitationsin

theleadswereincluded in theo�-diagonalelem entsofthetotaldensity m atrix,and theintra-dotCoulom b repulsion

U wastaken to be in�nite.

W e determ ine the response currentsthrough a quantum dotunderthe in
uence ofboth a sm allstep bias,and a

large pulse. Transient oscillatory phenom ena are found. In particular,a type ofringing in the current discovered

previously fornon-interacting electronsisrecovered within the 1=N approach upon setting N = 1.W e com pare the

behavior ofthe response current for spinning and spinless electrons,and dem onstrate that the intradot Coulom b

interaction changesboth the period ofthe oscillationsand the decay rate ofthe currents. W e further dem onstrate

thatthe period ofthe oscillations,in the case ofspinning electrons,doesnotdepend on the dotlevelenergy when

thedotlevelism oved from theK ondo into them ixed valenceregim e,and thusextend previousresultsin theK ondo

regim ebased on NCA 8.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In Section IIweintroducea generalized tim e-dependentNewns-Anderson m odel

fordescribinga quantum dotand itssystem aticsolution using a 1=N expansion ofthem any-body wavefunction.Also

we describe how non-zero tem perature can be treated in the m ethod and how observablesarecalculated.In Section

IIIwe �nd the currentthrough a quantum dot for a sm allsym m etric bias,deep in the linear response regim e. In

Section IV weanalyzetheresponseofa quantum dotto a largeam plitudebiasforspinlessand interacting electrons.

W econcludein Section V by discussing theadvantagesand lim itationsofthedynam ical1=N approach,aswellasits

future prospects.Detailsofthe equationsofm otion and the calculation ofcurrentsarepresented in an Appendix.

II. T H EO R ET IC A L A P P R O A C H

In this section we discuss the correlated-electron m odelthat we em ploy to study tim e-dependent currents in a

quantum dot.W e then presentitssystem aticsolution orderby orderin powersof1=N .

A . G eneralized N ew ns-A nderson M odel

Them odelweusetoanalyzetransportthroughaquantum dotisde�ned bythefollowinggeneralizedtim e-dependent

Newns-Anderson Ham iltonian:

H (t) =
X

a

[�(1)a (t)P̂1 + �
(2)
a (t)P̂2] c

y�
a ca� +

X

k�

�k�(t)c
y�

k�
ck��

+
1

p
N

X

a; k�

�
[V

(1)

a;k�
(t)P̂1 + V

(2)

a;k�
(t)P̂2]c

y�
a ck�� + H :c

	

+
1

2

X

a

Uaana(na � 1)+
X

a> b

Uabnanb : (1)

Here cy�a is an operator that creates an electron in the dot levela with spin � and c
y�

k�
creates an electron in a

levelk in the �-lead. Throughout the paper we adopt the following notation for the indices: G reek letters �,�,


 and � labelthe left and right leads. G reek letter � labels the spin,and a sum over the N spin com ponents is

im plied whenever there is a pair ofraised and lowered indices. O perator na � cy�a ca� counts the occupancy of

levela in the dot. Projection operators P̂1 and P̂2 can be written in term s ofna and projectonto the single-and

double-occupied dot,respectively.Param eters�
(1)
a (t),�

(2)
a (t),V

(1)

a;k
(t)and V

(2)

a;k
(t)arerespectively theorbitalenergies

and hybridization m atrix elem entsforthe quantum dotwith one ortwo electrons. The projection operatorsenable

the use ofdi�erentcouplingsand orbitalenergiesdepending on the num berofelectronsin the dot. Forsim plicity,

however,here we assum e that the hybridization m atrix elem ents are identical,and independent oflevelindex and

tim e: V
(1)

a;k�
(t) = V

(2)

a;k�
(t)� V . W e also assum e that the electronic levels in the dot are the sam e (apartfrom the

charging energy Uaa): �
(1)
a (t) = �

(2)
a (t) = �a(t). In Eq. 1,the originalhybridization m atrix elem ents are divided

by a factor of
p
N so that the dot levelhalf-width due to the hybridization with either lead,� � = ��jV j2 = �,
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isindependent ofN ,rem aining �nite in the N ! 1 lim it. The density ofstatesperspin channelofeitherlead is

denoted by �,here istaken to be constant. Coulom b interaction Uaa isthe repulsive energy between two electrons

thatoccupy the sam edotlevela,while Uab isthe interaction between electronsin di�erentlevels.Tim e-dependence

m ay com ein through theconducting leads,�k�(t)= �k� + �k�(t),thedotlevel,�a(t)= �a + �a(t),orboth.Functions

�a(t)and �k�(t)m ay haveany tim e dependence.Forinstance Fig.1 illustratesthe caseofa rectangularpulse bias

potentialapplied to the leftlead keeping both the dotleveland rightlead unchanged.

Toperm itacom parisonofthedynam ical1=N approachtootherm ethodswefurthersim plifytheaboveHam iltonian.

In the following we only considerthe case ofa single level,a = 0,so fornotationalsim plicity we de�ne U aa � U in

the restofthe paper. The m odelthen correspondsto the usualone considered by m any otherauthorsthat treats

only a single s-wave levelin the quantum dot. However,we stressthatthe Ham iltonian,Eq. 1,can also be used to

study m oregeneraland experim entally relevantm odels.

B . 1=N expansion ofthe w avefunction

The m any-body wavefunction is constructed by system atically expanding the Hilbert space into sectors with in-

creasing num ber ofparticle-hole pairsin the leads. Sectors with m ore and m ore particle-hole pairs are reduced by

powersof1=N in the expansion. The approach wasoriginally introduced to study m agnetic im puritiesin m etals23,

m ixed-valence com pounds24 and it was�rstapplied to a dynam icalatom -surface scattering problem by Brako and

Newns25.W ehavepreviouslyapplied ittothescatteringofalkali26,27 and alkaline-earth ionssuch ascalcium o�m etal

surfaces28 wherein thelattercasevariousK ondo e�ectsm ay beexpected29,30.Theexpansion ofthetim e-dependent

wavefunction for the lead-dot-lead system up to order O (1=N 2) in the spin-singlet (m ore generally,SU(N)-singlet)

sectorm ay bewritten in term softhescalaram plitudesf(t),ba;k�(t),eL 
;k�(t),dk�;q� (t),sa;L 
;k�;q�(t),aa;L 
;k�;q�(t),

gL 
;P �;k�;q�(t),and hL 
;P �;k�;q�(t):

j	(t)i = f(t)j0i+
X

a; k;�

ba;k�(t)ja;k�i+
X

L ; k;
;�

eL 
;k�(t)jL
;k�i+
X

q< k;�;�

dk�;q� (t)jk�;q�i

+
X

a; L ; q< k;
;�;�

sa;L 
;k�;q�(t)ja;L
;k�;q�i
S
+

X

a; L ; q< k;
;�;�

aa;L 
;k�;q�(t)ja;L
;k�;q�i
A

+
X

L > P; q< k;
;�;�;�

gL 
;P �;k�;q�(t)jL
;P �;k�;q�i
S
+

X

L > P; q< k;
;�;�;�

hL 
;P �;k�;q�(t)jL
;P �;k�;q�i
A

+ frestofHilbertspaceg : (2)

The�rstlineofthisequation containstheO (1)am plitudes,thesecond linehastheO (1=N )term s,and theam plitudes

in the third line are O (1=N 2). Upper case Rom an lettersL and P labellead levelsabove the Ferm ilevel,whereas

lower case letters k and q labellead levels below the Ferm ienergy. Expressionsfor the basis states in the case of

atom sscattered o� m etalsurfacescan be found elsewhere27,butwerewritethem hereforclarity.The vacuum state

j0irepresentsan em pty dot,with both leads�lled with electronsup to theFerm ienergy.Therem ainingstates,which

areallSU(N)-singletsdue to the contracted spin indices� and �0,are:

ja;k�i =
1

p
N

c
y�
a ck�� j0i

jL
;k�i =
1

p
N

c
y�

L 

ck�� j0i

jk�;q�i =
1

p
N (N � 1)

c
y�

0 ck�� c
y�

0

0 cq��0j0i

ja;L
;k�;q�i
S
=

1
p
2N (N � 1)

�
c
y�

L 

ck�� c

y�
0

a cq��0j0i+ c
y�

L 

cq��c

y�
0

a ck�� 0j0i
	

ja;L
;k�;q�i
A

=
1

p
2N (N + 1)

�
c
y�

L 

ck�� c

y�
0

a cq��0j0i� c
y�

L 

cq��c

y�
0

a ck�� 0j0i
	

jL
;P �;k�;q�i
S
=

1
p
2N (N � 1)

�
c
y�

L 

ck�� c

y�
0

P �
cq��0j0i+ c

y�

L 

cq��c

y�
0

P �
ck�� 0j0i

	

jL
;P �;k�;q�i
A

=
1

p
2N (N + 1)

�
c
y�

L 

ck�� c

y�
0

P �
cq��0j0i� c

y�

L 

cq��c

y�
0

P �
ck�� 0j0i

	
:

(3)
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W e setthe Ferm ienergy to zero (�F � 0)before the pulse isapplied (t< ti).An ordering convention isim posed on

the above statessuch that�q < �k < 0 and �L > �P > 0. Fig. 2 showsa schem atic representation ofthe di�erent

Hilbert space sectors appearing in the 1=N expansion up through O (1=N 2). Each row representsa di�erent order

in the 1=N expansion,increasing upon m oving downwards in the diagram . The physicalinterpretation ofeach of

the sectorsisasfollows:State jL
;k�irepresentsan electron excited to levelL in lead 
 along with a hole in level

k in lead �. State jk�;q�i representscon�gurationsin which two electrons occupy the lowestlevel(a = 0) ofthe

quantum dotsim ultaneously,with two holesleftbehind in theleads.Thesecon�gurationsaresuppressed in thelim it

U ! 1 . Statesja;L
;k�;q�i
S
and ja;L
;k�;q�i

A
are sym m etric (S)and antisym m etric (A)com binationsofthe

con�guration with one electron in levelL and holesin levelk oflead � and in levelq oflead �. The division ofthe

sectorinto two partsre
ectsthe factthatthe state produced by an electron hopping to the dotfrom a continuum

levelk whileanotherelectron isexcited from q to L can bedistinguished (becausethe electronscarry spin)from the

statein which k and q areinterchanged.A sim ilardecom position iscarried outforthesectorswith two particle-hole

pairsdescribed by am plitudesg and h.

W e neglect,atO (1=N 2),the sectorcorresponding to a singly-occupied dotwith a hole and two particle-holepairs

asthe am plitude forthissectorhas5 continuum indices. Thissectorisexpected to be im portantforthe physically

interesting caseoftheK ondo and m ixed-valentregim eswith nearsingleoccupancy ofthequantum dot.Itsinclusion

would presum ably im prove the behaviorofthe dynam ical1=N approach atlong tim es,and we leave thisforfuture

work.Strictly speaking,through O (1=N 2)weshould alsoincludesectorscorrespondingtoadoubly-occupied quantum

dotwith oneortwo particle-holepairsin addition to thetwo holesin theleads.However,asthesecon�gurationsare

described by am plitudes with up to 6 di�erent continuum indices,and as the am plitudes for these sectors is sm all

(due to the repulsive Coulom b interaction),the com putationalwork required to include the am plitudesisexcessive,

and we drop them from the equationsofm otion.

The equations ofm otion for the am plitudes that appear in Eq. 2 are given in the Appendix. W e note that the

term s we keep in the 1=N expansion is equivalent to sum m ing up Feynm an diagram s,including the crossing ones,

up to order1=N 2. The inclusion ofcrossing diagram sis signi�cantbecause itis these diagram sthatare known to

be responsible forthe recovery ofFerm iliquid behavioratlow tem peratures31,and the disappearanceofthe K ondo

e�ectin the spinlessN ! 1 lim it.

C . C alculation ofobservable quantities

W e conclude our discussion ofthe dynam ical1=N m ethod by explaining how observable quantities such as the

currentsarecalculated.Atzero tem peratures,theinitialstateofthesystem priorto application ofthebiasischosen

to bethe ground state,which isobtained by the powerm ethod.Integrating the equationsofm otion forward in tim e

then yieldsj	(t)i,and expectation valuesofobservables, Ô ,arecalculated periodically during thecourseofthetim e

evolution:

hÔ (t)i= h	(t)jÔ j	(t)i: (4)

Forthe particularsofhow to calculatethe expectation value ofthe currentoperators,seethe Appendix.

M ostoftheresultspresented in thepaper,with theexception ofthoseshown in the�nal�gure,areforthecaseof

zerotem perature.Atnon-zerotem peratureswem ustextend them ethod28.Supposethatatan initialtim et= 0,prior

to application ofthe bias,we could �nd the com plete setofenergy eigenstatesand valuesfj	 n(0)i; E ng satisfying

H j	 n(0)i = E nj	 n(0)i. Each ofthese eigenstates could then be evolved forward in tim e yielding fj	 n(t)ig. The

com bined therm aland quantum averageofany observablequantity,Ô ,would then be given attim e tby:

hÔ (t)i=
1

Z

X

n

h	 n(t)jÔ j	 n(t)iexp

�

�
E n

kB T

�

(5)

where

Z =
X

n

exp

�

�
E n

kB T

�

(6)

isasusualthepartition function ofthesystem .However,astheHilbertspaceisenorm ousin size,thedeterm ination

ofthe whole set oftim e-evolved m any-body wavefunctionsis prohibitively di�cult. Instead we sam ple the Hilbert

spaceby creatinga �nite,random ,setofwavefunctions:fj�ni;n = 1;:::;nsam pleg.Thewavefunctionsaregenerated

by assigning random num bersto the am plitudesthatdescribe the di�erentsectorsofthe wavefunction,Eq.2.Each
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oftheserandom ly generated wavefunctionsisthen weighted by halfofthe usualBoltzm ann factor,

j~	 n(0)i= exp

�

�
H (0)

2kB T

�

j�ni; (7)

and theresultingsetofweighted wavefunctionsistim e-evolved toyield fj~	 n(t)ig.(Thewavefunctionsareweighted by

halftheusualBoltzm ann factorsothattherm alexpectation values,which depend on thesquareofthewavefunctions,

havethe correctweight.) Therm alaveragesofeach observablesuch asthe currentarecalculated periodically during

the courseofthe integration forward in tim e:

hÔ (t)i=
1

Z

nsam pleX

n= 1

h~	 n(t)jÔ j~	 n(t)i (8)

where

Z =

nsam pleX

n= 1

h~	 n(t)j~	 n(t)i=

nsam pleX

n= 1

h~	 n(0)j~	 n(0)i: (9)

Atthevery lowesttem peraturesonly a singlesam pleisneeded astheapproach then reducesto thezero-tem perature

powerm ethod described above.Atnon-zero butm oderatetem peratures,therm alaveragesovernsam ple = 30 random

wavefunctionssu�ce,and the convergence ofthe therm alaverage m ay be easily checked by increasing the num ber

ofsam ples. W e stressthattim e dependence com esin only via the wavefunctions. Thism akesthe presentapproach

ratherstraightforward,avoiding cum bersom e G reen’sfunction form alism sbased on the K eldysh orK adano�-Baym

techniques. O n the other hand,the approach is not usefulat very high tem peratures as an excessive num ber of

sam plesisthen required.

W e now present an intuitive picture of how electronic transitions take place as the current 
ows through the

quantum dot.Fig.2 showssom eofthesectors,up to O (1/N 2),thatcontributeto thecurrentthrough a dotsubject

to the rectangularpulse biasshown in Fig. 1. W hen the biasisswitched on,electronic transitionsbetween the dot

and theleadstakeplace.Sectorsshown in Fig.2 in which an electron travelsfrom theleftto therightleadscreating

cross-lead particle-hole excitationsm ake the m ostim portant contribution to the current. The currentthrough the

dotisa consequence ofthe form ation ofparticle-holepairs,with holesaccum ulating in one lead and particlesin the

other. Sectors ofthe Hilbert space with increasing num bers ofparticle-hole pairs,and hence higher order in 1=N ,

becom epopulated astim egoeson.Electronictransitionsback down to lowerordersectorsalso occur,ofcourse,since

the Ham iltonian isHerm itian.However,because the phase space ofsectorswith increasing num bersofparticle-hole

pairsgrowsrapidly with the num ber ofpairs,when the system is driven out-of-equilibrium ,reverse processesback

down to lowerordersoccurlessfrequently.Thisirreversibility m ay bequanti�ed in term sofan increasing entropy27.

III. R ESP O N SE T O A SM A LL,SY M M ET R IC ,ST EP IN T H E B IA S P O T EN T IA L

W e �rstapply the dynam ical1=N approach to study the response ofa quantum dotto a sm all,sym m etric,step

biaspotential.W e use param etersappropriate fora sem iconducting quantum dot.W e eithertake U ! 1 or,m ore

realistically,setU = 1 or2 m eV com parableto thevaluesreported by G oldhaber-G ordon etal.forthesingleelectron

transistor built on the surface ofa G aAs/AlG aAs heterostructure that led to the reported K ondo e�ect2,32. W e

further setthe dot-lead half-width to be � = 0:4 m eV,and � a = � 2�. Thusin the case ofspinning electronsthe

dotisin theK ondo regim e.In a realSET thereareseveralquantized levelswith a typicalspacing oforder0:4 m eV.

However,asm entioned in theprevioussection,hereforsim plicity weconsideronly thecaseofa singleenergy levelin

the dot.Attim e ti = 0:5�h=� the biason theleftlead issuddenly turned on,raising the Ferm ienergy by �=2,while

the rightlead isshifted down by the opposite am ount,-�=2,and the dotlevelisheld �xed. The size ofthe biasis

chosen to be � = 0:05� which issm allenough to induce a linearresponsein the current.

The leads are assum ed to be described by a 
atband ofconstantdensity ofstates with allenergiestaken to be

relativeto theFerm ienergy.Theband istaken to besym m etricalabouttheFerm ienergy with a half-bandwidth set

atD = 4 m eV.W euseM = 30 discretelevelsboth above,and below,theFerm ienergy in ourcalculations,exceptfor

the O (1=N 2)am plitudesgL 
;P �;k�;q�(t)and hL 
;P �;k�;q�(t). Asthese am plitudeseach have fourcontinuum indices,

we retain only 10 levelsabove,and below,the Ferm ienergy.Thisturnsoutto su�ce asthere islittle change when

only 5 levelsare retained. To im prove the discrete description,the continuum ofelectronic statesin the conducting

leadsissam pled unevenly: the m esh ism ade �nernearthe Ferm ienergy to accountforparticle-hole excitationsof

low energy.Speci�cally,the discrete energy levelsbelow the Ferm ienergy areofthe following form :

�k = �
D

e
 � 1
[e
(k�1=2)=M � 1]; k = 1;2;� � � ;M (10)
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with a sim ilarequation forlevelsabove the Ferm ienergy. Thus,the spacing ofthe energy levelsclose to the Ferm i

energy isreduced from theevenly spaced energy intervalofD =M by a factorof
=(e
 � 1)� 1=13 fora typicalchoice

ofthe sam pling param eter 
 = 4. The m atrix elem ents V
(i)

a;k�
are likewise adjusted to com pensate for the uneven

sam pling oftheconducting levels28.W enotethatthediscretization ofthecontinuum ofelectronicstatesin theleads

m eansthatwecan only study pulsesofduration lessthan a cuto� tim e:tcutoff � 2��h=�,where� � D =(13M )isthe

levelspacing closeto theFerm ienergy oftheconducting leads.Asweshow below,however,the1=N expansion itself

im posesa m oresevererestriction on the reliability ofthe m ethod atlong tim es.

A . N oninteracting spinless electrons (N = 1)

The case ofspinlesselectronsdeservesspecialattention asitprovidesa stringenttestofthe 1=N expansion,and

is also exactly solvable. For an Anderson im purity m odelat equilibrium it is known24 that the occupancy ofthe

im purity atN = 1 isaccurate to within 1% ofthe exactresultwhen term sin the wavefunction expansion are kept

up through order 1=N 2. In the dynam icalcase shown in Fig. 3,however,we �nd that for �a = � 2� the currents

decay in tim e despite the fact that the bias rem ains turned on. Insight into the breakdown ofthe dynam ical1=N

expansion can be gleaned from the equilibrium problem as discussed by G unnarssson and Sch�onham m er24. They

observethattheparam eterrange�a � � � isan unfavorableoneforthe1=N expansion.TheO (1)approxim ation in

thislim itdi�ersqualitatively from theO (1=N )and O (1=N 2)approxim ations.In particularthereisa largechangein

variationalground state energy (97% in the case of�a = � �)going from the O (1)to O (1=N )approxim ations.This

com paresto a change ofonly 18% in energy forthe �a = 0 case.In the dynam icalproblem the observation likewise

suggeststhatthe case�a = � 2� depicted in Fig.3 isalso unfavorableforthe 1=N expansion ashigherordersectors

m ay be expected to contribute substantially to the wavefunction.By contrastthe otherN = 1 caseof�a = 0 shown

in Fig. 3 exhibits a clearplateau in the currents. W e interpretthis behaviorasfollows: Asthe dotenergy levelis

raised from �a = � 2� to 0,the m any-body wavefunction m ovescloserto the beginning \root" state ofthe Hilbert

space expansion,the state j0iin Fig. 2 forwhich the dotlevelisem pty. Higher-orderterm sin the 1=N expansion

arelessim portantin thislim it,and the expansion ism oreaccurate.

Thelim ited num berofparticle-holepairsretained in the1=N expansion m eansthatelectron transferfrom onelead

to the otherceaseswhen the higher ordersectorsbecom e signi�cantly populated. Therefore,we conclude that the

dynam ical1=N approach islim ited to rathershorttim esafterthestep in thebiasisapplied.Inclusion ofhigher-order

sectorsin the1=N expansion would presum ably perm itaccuratetim e-evolution forlongertim es.Theam plitudeofthe

O (1=N 2)sectorforthecaseofFig.3 isquitesm allwhen thecurrentstartsto decay,consistentwith the observation

thatthe am plitude ofthe em pty dotsectors(�rstcolum n in Fig. 2)are sm allin com parison to the singly-occupied

sectors (second colum n ofFig. 2),in the the K ondo and m ixed-valence regim es. Including the O (1=N 2) sector

consisting oftwo particle-holesin theleads,an electron in the dotand an extra holein the leadsshould im provethe

behaviorofthecurrentatlongertim es.Howeverasa practicalm attertherapid growth in com putationalcom plexity

athigh ordersin the 1=N expansion prohibits extensionsto arbitrarily high order. Clusterexpansionsbased upon

exponentialsofparticle-holecreation operators33 m ay o�era way to obtain m oresatisfactory behavioratlong tim es.

B . Interacting spinning electrons (N = 2)

Physicalelectronshavespin,and sinceN = 2isam orefavorablecasefrom thestandpointofthe1=N expansion,we

expect(and �nd)im proved behavior.TheCoulom b repulsion U reducesthesizeofhigher-ordercorrectionsasitacts

in partto suppresscharge-transferthrough thedotthatleadsto theform ation oftheparticle-holepairs.Furtherm ore

the K ondo e�ectin the lim it�a � � � isrecovered already atO (1)in the 1=N expansion. Asshown in Fig. 3,for

U ! 1 thereisa strong enhancem entin thecurrentin com parison to thespinlesscase(N = 1).Thisisasexpected

from theincreaseofspectralweightattheFerm ileveloftheleadsdueto theK ondoresonance.Thecurrentisfurther

enhanced at�nite U = 1 m eV.Thiscan be understood from 1=N calculationsofthespectraldensity atequilibrium .

A decreasein U resultsin an increasein the spectralweightatthe Ferm ienergy,re
ecting a corresponding increase

in theK ondo energy scale(seeFig.9 ofRef.24).Thepointisalso illustrated by an analyticalestim ateoftheK ondo

tem peraturefor�nite U based on weak-coupling renorm alization-group scaling34:

kB TK �

r
� dotU

2
exp

�
��a(�a + U )

� dotU

�

: (11)

Here� dot = � L + � R = 2� isthehalf-width ofthe dotleveldue to itshybridization with both leads.Thisform ula

yieldsTK � 4K .Asthe weak-coupling expression Eq.11 isonly reliable atsm allvaluesofU ,itlikely overestim ates
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theK ondo tem peraturein thepresentcaseofU=� = 2:5.Itisworth com paring theK ondo tem peratureso obtained

with the value extracted from the U ! 1 Bethe-ansatzexpression1,

kB TK = D
e1+ C �

3

2N

2�

�
� dot

�D

� 1=N

exp

�
��a

� dot

�

; (12)

whereC = 0:577216 isEuler’sconstant.Taking N = 2,Eq.12 givesonly TK � 185 m K .

Hence,the increase in the K ondo tem perature obtained from Eqs. 12 and 11 as U is decreased from in�nite to

�nitevaluesisconsistentwith theenhancem entofthecurrentshown in Fig.3.W euseEq.11 to estim atetheK ondo

tem peratureat�nite-U in the following section.

IV . R ESP O N SE T O A LA R G E R EC TA N G U LA R P U LSE B IA S P O T EN T IA L

In thissection westudy theresponseofthequantum lead-dot-lead system toalargerectangularpulsebiaspotential,

drivingthesystem wellbeyond thelinearresponseregim e.Astheresponseofthedot-lead system ishighly non-linear,

thissituation isquite instructive. W e again study both the N = 1 and N = 2 cases,and use the sam e valuesfor�a
and U asin the previoussection butwith � = 0:2 m eV.The rectangularpulse biaspotentialisapplied asfollows.

Attim e ti = 0:5�h=�,a sudden upward shiftofthe biaswith am plitude � isapplied to the leftlead,leaving the dot

energy levelunchanged,and the rightlead unbiased asdepicted in Fig. 1. Ata latertim e t= tf the biasisturned

o�.

A . N oninteracting spinless electrons (N = 1)

Theabruptrisein thebiasgeneratesa ringing in theresponsecurrentsasa resultofcoherentelectronictransitions

between electronsatthe Ferm ienergy in the leadsand the dotlevel. The period ofthese oscillationswaspredicted

to be12:

tp =
2��h

j�� �aj
: (13)

Fig. 4 shows,for the case �a = � 2�,the response currentbetween the left lead and the dot upon setting N = 1

in the 1=N expansion. The oscillation period accordswith Eq. 13. For the sake ofcom parison,Fig. 4 also shows

thecurrentforthecaseofinteracting,spinning,electrons.Notethatoscillation period changeswhen interactionsare

turned on. As discussed in the nextsubsection,this is a consequence ofthe form ation ofK ondo resonancesatthe

Ferm ienergy in each lead.Itisrem arkablethatthe 1=N approach reproduces,in the N = 1 lim it,the period ofthe

oscillationsexpected from Eq.13.Unlike NCA,the 1=N approach recoversthe expected featuresofnon-interacting

electronsin the N = 1 lim it. In particular,m any-body K ondo resonancesdisappear24 atN = 1 asthey m ust. As

m entioned above,therecovery ofindependent-particlephysicscan beattributed to thepresenceofcrossing diagram s

in the 1=N expansion.

Also ofinterest is the duration ofthe initialresponse peak. The transient response tim e is shorter in the case

ofnoninteracting spinlesselectrons. The transientresponse fadesaway m ore slowly because the repulsive Coulom b

interaction inhibitselectron m otion through the dot.

B . Interacting spinning electrons (N = 2)

In equilibrium itiswellknown thata K ondo resonancecan form atthe Ferm ienergy ofthe leads.Forthe steady

state case ofconstant bias potential,previous NCA calculations ofspectraldensity predicted the splitting ofthe

K ondo peak4 into two resonances,one at the Ferm ienergy ofeach lead. The situation studied here is di�erent as

we analyze the response to a short pulse rather than the steady state behavior. Nevertheless,the behavior is still

consistentwith the splitK ondo peak picture.

Fig. 5 showsthatthe response currentdoesnotobey Eq. 13. Instead the currentoscillateswith a period thatis

independent of�a,and depends only on the bias. The period can be seen to be 2��h=�,which agreeswith Eq. 13

only upon setting �a = 0.Fig.6 also dem onstratesthatthe period ofthe oscillationsrem ainsnearly constantasthe

energy ofthe quantum dotlevelisvaried from �a = 0 (m ixed-valence regim e)to �a = � 3� (K ondo regim e). Large

biasessplitthe K ondo peak in two,and the resulting m any-body resonancesare separated by energy �. Electronic

transitions between these two peaks induce oscillationsofperiod 2��h=�. The 1=N calculation agreesqualitatively



8

with theNCA calculation ofPlihal,Langreth,and Nordlander8.Figs.5 and 6 show thatthesplit-peak interpretation

holdseven forvery large biases,� = 2� to 10�,and also in the m ixed-valence regim e. Fig. 6 also showsthatthe

m agnitude ofthe response currentgradually decreases,and the transientoscillationsdam p outm ore quickly,asthe

dot energy levelis m oved downwardsin energy. Insight into this behavior m ay again be attained from study ofa

quantum dotin equilibrium .In thelim it�a=� ! � 1 theK ondo scalevanishesand thespectralweightattheFerm i

energy issuppressed.The dotentersthe Coulom b blockaderegim e,inhibiting the 
ow ofcurrent.

Finally wediscussthee�ectofnon-zerotem peratureon theresponsecurrents.Fig.7shows,forboth noninteracting

spinlessand interacting spinning electrons,the currentsatthree tem peratures:T = 100 m K ,T = 300 m K and 500

m K .Thelattertem peratureissu�ciently high thatm ultipleparticle-holepairswillbeexcited,asthelevelspacing is

only D =(13M )� 120m K attheFerm ienergy;thereforetheHilbertspacerestriction toatm osttwoparticle-holepairs

isa severelim itation.Nevertheless,there islittle changein the responseofthe spinlesselectronsasthe tem perature

isincreased. Thisisasitshould be since the tem peraturesare stillwellbelow the Ferm item perature ofthe leads.

By contrastthe N = 2 case shows a signi�cant decrease in the currentm agnitude,and especially the oscillations,

atthe highertem peratures. Using the �nite-U form ula Eq. 11 with U=� = 10,yields T K � 600 m K .Considering

the uncertainitiesinvolved in estim ating the K ondo tem perature (Eq.11 givesthe orderofm agnitudebutthe exact

m ultiplicative factoris unknown)we can expecta suppression ofthe K ondo resonance and its associated e�ects at

500 m K .The behavior ofthe currents shown in Fig. 7 is consistent with this interpretation,as the period ofthe

transientoscillationsdecreasesto approach thatofthe spinlesssystem .

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented a m ethod for calculating the response ofa quantum dot to tim e-dependent bias potentials.

The approach, which is based upon a truncation of the Hilbert space, is system atic because corrections can be

incorporated by including higher powers in the 1=N expansion. In agreem ent with previous approaches we �nd

coherent oscillations in the response currents at low tem peratures. W e note that although the frequency ofthese

oscillationsisofordera terahertzforparam eterstypicalofquantum dotdevices,itshould be possible to detectthe

oscillations experim entally35. The dynam ical1=N approach perm its a realistic description ofthe quantum dot as

�nite Coulom b repulsion and m ultiple dotlevelsm ay be m odeled. Fortypicaldevice param eters,response currents

arequalitatively sim ilarto thosefound in the U ! 1 lim it.However,the m agnitude ofthe currentislarger.

W e also discussed an extension ofthe dynam ical1=N expansion to treat the case ofnon-zero tem perature. In

the case ofinteracting spinning electrons the m agnitude ofthe currents,and the nature ofthe transient response

are sensitive to relative size ofthe system tem perature in com parison to the K ondo tem perature. In contrastnon-

interacting spinlesselectronsshow little tem perature dependence.

Thedynam ical1=N approach com plem entsotherm ethodssuch asNCA and theTDM RG algorithm .Theprim ary

lim itation ofthe dynam ical1=N approach com es from the truncation ofthe Hilbert space in which only a sm all

num berofparticle-holepairs(in thispaper,atm osttwo)are perm itted.Hence,asitstandsthe m ethod isnotwell

suited forthe study ofsteady state situations,and we cannotuse it,forinstance,to answerthe question ofwhether

or not a lead-dot-lead system exhibits coherent oscillations at long tim es36,37. As NCA sum s up an in�nite set of

Feynm an diagram s,including oneswith arbitrary num bersofparticle-holepairs,itprovidesafarbetterdescription of

long-tim ebehavior,includingsteadystatecurrent
ow.Forthesam ereason NCA isalsosuperiorathigh tem perature.

However�nite Coulom b interactionsand otherrealistic featuresoflead-dot-lead system sare technically di�cultto

incorporatewithin NCA,butnotin thedynam ical1=N m ethod.Also,NCA showsunphysicalbehaviorin them ixed

valence regim e,atvery low tem peratures,and in the spinlessN = 1 lim it. The dynam ical1=N approach doesnot

su�erfrom these pathologies. The m ethod sharessom e featureswith the TDM RG algorithm asboth are real-tim e

approachesthattruncatetheHilbertspacein asystem atic,though in adi�erent,fashion.Unlikethepresentapproach,

TDM RG can treat strong electron interactions between electrons in the leads and can be used to study tunneling

between Luttingerliquids21.O n theotherhand,non-interacting electronsin theleadsaretreated exactly within the

dynam ical1=N approach.In TDM RG theserequireasm uch orm orecom putationale�ortasinteracting electrons.

A com pletedescription oftheelectronictransportpropertiesin a SET would requiretaking into accountthewhole

energy spectrum ofthequantum dotand would includeboth thedirectCoulom b repulsion and spin-exchangebetween

electrons in di�erent energy levels ofthe dot. Also the conducting leads should be described by realistic densities

ofstates. The dynam ical1=N approach iswellsuited to accom m odate these com plications. Anotheraspectworth

furtherattention isthecaseoforbitaldegeneracy ofthedotlevels.Asthedegeneracy increases,theK ondo resonance

strengthens,and itswidth decreases38. A com bined experim entaland theoreticalexploration ofthe e�ectoforbital

degeneracy on transportpropertieswould be interesting.Finally,itshould also be possible to extend the m ethod to

describe two coupled quantum dotsattached to leads39. Com petition between K ondo resonancesand spin-exchange

between thetwodotsleadstounusualfeaturessuch asanon-Ferm iliquid �xed point40,41.Probingnonlineartransport
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astheparam etersaretuned through this�xed point42 could possibly shed som elighton thephysicsofheavy-ferm ions

m aterials.
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V I. A P P EN D IX

In thisAppendix wepresentdetailsofthe equationsofm otion and the calculation ofthe currents.

A . Equations ofM otion

Equations ofm otion appropriate for the atom -surface scattering problem have been published elsewhere27. W e

rewrite them here,generalizing the equationsto include two sectorsthatare oforderO (1=N 2)and substituting two

conducting leads for the m etallic surface. To rem ove diagonalterm s in the equations ofm otion we introduce the

phasefactor

�
(i)
a (t)�

1

�h

Z t

0

�
(i)
a (t0)dt0 ; (14)

which isthe phaseofthe quantum dotlevelwhen itisdecoupled from the leads,and

�k�(t)�
1

�h

Z t

0

�k�(t
0)dt0 ; (15)

the phase ofthe electronic levelsin the decoupled leads. Upon projecting the tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation

onto thedi�erentsectorsoftheHilbertspace,theequationsofm otion m ay then beextracted.Following Refs.26and

27weusecapitalletterstodenoteam plitudesin which thediagonalphasesofthecorrespondinglowercaseam plitudes

havebeen factored out:

i�h
d

dt
F =

X

a;k�

V
(1)�

a;k�
expfi[�k�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g B a;k�

i�h
d

dt
B a;k� = V

(1)

a;k�
expfi[�(1)a (t)� �k�(t)]g F

+ �a;0

p
1� 1=N

X

q;�

V
(2)�

0;q�
expf� i[U � �q�(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]g [�(k � q)Dk�;q� + �(q� k)Dq�;k�]

+
1

p
N

X

L 


V
(1)

a;L 

expfi[�(1)a (t)� �L 
(t)]g E L 
;k�

i�h
d

dt
E L 
k� =

1
p
N

X

a

V
(1)�

a;L 

expfi[�L 
(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g B a;k�

+

r
N � 1

2N

X

a;q�

V
(1)�

a;q�
expfi[�q�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g[�(k � q)Sa;L 
;k�;q� + �(q� k)Sa;L 
;q�;k�]

+

r
N + 1

2N

X

a;q�

V
(1)�

a;q�
expfi[�q�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g[�(k � q)Aa;L 
;k�;q� � �(q� k)Aa;L 
;q�;k�]

i�h
d

dt
D k�;q� =

p
1� 1=N V

(2)

0;q�
expfi[U � �q�(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]g B 0;k�
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+
p
1� 1=N V

(2)

0;k�
expfi[U � �k�(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]g B 0;q�

+

r
2

N

X

L 


V
(2)

0;L 

expfi[U � �L 
(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]g S0;L 
;k�;q�

i�h
d

dt
Sa;L 
;k�;q� = �a;0

r
2

N
V
(2)�

0;L 

expf� i[U � �L 
 + 2�

(2)

0
(t)� �

(1)

0
(t)]gD k�;q�

+

r
N � 1

2N
[V

(1)

a;q�
expfi[�(1)a (t)� �q�(t)]g E L 
;k� + V

(1)

a;k�
expfi[�(1)a (t)� �k�(t)]g E L 
;q�]

+
1

p
N

X

J�

V
(1)�

a;J�
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g[�(L � J)Ga;L 
;J�;k�;q� + �(J � L)Ga;J�;L 
;k�;q�]

i�h
d

dt
A a;L 
;k�;q� =

r
N + 1

2N
[V

(1)

a;q�
expfi[�(1)a (t)� �q�(t)]g E L 
;k� � V

(1)

a;k�
expfi[�(1)a (t)� �k�(t)]g E L 
;q�]

+
1

p
N

X

J�

V
(1)�

a;J�
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]g[�(L � J)Ha;L 
;J�;k�;q� � �(J � L)Ha;J�;L 
;k�;q�]

i�h
d

dt
G L 
;J�;k�;q� =

1
p
N
V
(1)�

a;J�
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gSa;L 
;k�;q� +

1
p
N
V
(1)�

a;L 

expfi[�L 
(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gSa;J�;k�;q�

i�h
d

dt
H L 
;J�;k�;q� =

1
p
N
V
(1)�

a;J�
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gA a;L 
;k�;q� �

1
p
N
V
(1)�

a;L 

expfi[�L 
(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gA a;J�;k�;q� : (16)

Here�(k� q)and sim ilarterm sareunitstep functionsthatenforcestheorderingconvention on thecontinuum indices.

Theequationsofm otion arenum erically integrated forward in tim eusing a fourth-orderRunge-K utta algorithm with

adaptive tim e steps. W e m onitorthe norm alization ofthe wavefunction to ensure thatany departure from unitary

evolution rem ainssm all,lessthan 10�6 .

B . C alculation ofC urrents

A consideration oftherateofchangeofthequantum dotoccupancy,asdeterm ined from thecom m utator[na;H ],

perm itsthe straightforward identi�cation ofthe currentoperatorsbetween the dotand the leftand rightleads:

J� =
e

�h
p
N

X

a;k

�

i[V
(1)�

a;k�
P̂1 + V

(2)�

a;k�
P̂2]c

y�

k�
ca� + H :c

�

= �
2e

�h
p
N
Im

�
X

a;k

[V
(1)�

a;k�
P̂1 + V

(2)�

a;k�
P̂2]c

y�

k�
ca�

�

(17)

where as before the G reek index � refers to either the left or right lead. The expectation value ofthe current is

calculated asthe quantum and therm alaverageofthe operatorEq.17.Foreach tim e-evolved wavefunctions,~	 n(t),

the corresponding expected currentm ay be expressed in term softhe am plitudesin the di�erentsectors:

h~	 n(t)jJ�j~	 n(t)i= �
2e

�h
Im

�
X

a;k

V
(1)�

a;k�
expfi[�k�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gF �

B a;k�

+
p
1� 1=N

X

k;q�

V
(2)�

0;k�
expf� i[U t� �k�(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]gB �
0;q�[�(k � q)Dk�;q� + �(q� k)Dq�;k�]

+
1

p
N

X

a;L ;q�

V
(1)�

a;L �
expfi[�L �(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gE �

L �;q� B a;q�

+

r
N � 1

2N

X

a;q;L 
;k�

V
(1)�
a;q� expfi[�q�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gE �

L 
;k�[�(k � q)Sa;L 
;k�;q� + �(q� k)Sa;L 
;q�;k�]

+

r
N + 1

2N

X

a;q;L 
;k�

V
(1)�
a;q� expfi[�q�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gE �

L 
;q�[�(k� q)Aa;L 
;k�;q� � �(q� k)Aa;L 
;q�;k�]

+

r
2

N

X

L ;k
;q�

V
(2)�

0;L �
expf� i[U t� �k
(t)+ 2�

(2)

0 (t)� �
(1)

0 (t)]gS�0;L �k
;q�D k
;q�
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+
1

p
N

X

a;L ;J�;k
;q�

V
(1)�

a;L �
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gSa;J�;k
;q�[�(L � J)G�L �;J�;k
;q� + �(J � L)G�J�;L �;k
;q�]

+
1

p
N

X

a;L ;J�;k
;q�

V
(1)�

a;L �
expfi[�J�(t)� �

(1)
a (t)]gA a;J�;k
;q�[�(L � J)H�L �;J�;k
;q� � �(J � L)H�J�;L �;k
;q�]

�

(18)

Note thatthe currentrem ains�nite in the N ! 1 lim itasthe am plitudesappearing in Eq. 18 are atm ostO (1).

ThusEq.18 isthetotalcurrentsum m ed overallN spin channelsand divided by a factorofN ,and henceequivalent

to the current per spin channel(since spin-rotationalinvariance rem ains unbroken). Fig. 2 depicts som e ofthe

contributions to the current between the dot and the leads. At each tim e step we check that current is conserved

to within an accuracy of10�6 (when charging ofthe dot is taken into account). A therm alaverage ofthe current

operator,using Eq.8,isthe �nalstep:

hJ�(t)i=
1

Z

X

n

h~	 n(t)jJ�j~	 n(t)i: (19)
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 i                                                         i             f                                                           f       

εa εaaε

εa+U εa+U ε +Ua

Φ

(a) t < t                                    (b) t < t < t                                (c) t > t
   

FIG .1: Energy levelrepresentation ofinteracting electrons in a quantum dot before,during,and after application ofa bias

pulse ofam plitude � to the leftlead,holding both the rightlead chem icalpotentialand the dotenergy level,�a,�xed. Here

U isthe Coulom b interaction between electronsinside the dot.
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L

|L,k>

Φ

|L,P,k,q>

    |k,q>|0> |a;k>

|L,k,q>

2

O(1/N )

O(1/N)

O(0)

k

FIG .2: Schem atic representation ofHilbert space as organized by the 1=N expansion. The diagram shows the succesive

electronic transitionsdue both to the coupling ofthe dotlevelsto the leadsand the applied bias.Particle-hole excitationsare

produced in both leads.Sectorswith increasing num berofparticle-holepairsappearatsuccessiveordersin the1=N expansion.

W e retain con�gurations which are atm ostoforder O (1=N
2
). Notshown,butincluded in the m any-body wavefunction,are

con�gurationswith two particle-hole pairsin a single lead,ortwo particlesin one lead and two holesin the otherlead.
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N=1, εa=−2∆
N=1, εa=0
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N=2, U=5∆
N=2, U=

Φ=0.05∆
εa=−2∆

8
FIG .3: Response ofthe electric currentperspin channelbetween the leftlead and a quantum dotto a sm allsym m etric bias

step potential.Tim eisgiven in unitsof�h=� where� = 0:4 m eV,and currentisin unitsofe=h.A sm all,sym m etric,step bias

potentialofam plitude �=2 = 0:025� isapplied to the leftlead and an opposing biasof� 0:025� isapplied to the rightlead.

The arrow attim e t= ti = 0:5�h=� indicates the m om entwhen the step in the biasis turned on. The electronic levelin the

dotisheld �xed atenergy �a = � 2�.(Forcom parison in theN = 1 casewealso show resultsfor� a = 0.) Thenon-interacting

spinlesscase ascalculated within thedynam ical1=N approxim ation upon setting N = 1 iscom pared to thecase ofinteracting

electrons(N = 2)with U = 1 and 2 m eV and U = 1 .Currentsinitially grow and then decay (evidentin thetim erangeshown

here only for the case N = 1 and �a = � 2�) despite the fact that the bias rem ains on. The eventualdecay ofthe currents

is a consequence ofcontinued production ofparticle-hole pairs,saturating the high-order sectors ofthe 1=N expansion. The

response currentisstrongly enhanced in the interacting case with respectto the spinlesscase due to the presence ofa K ondo

resonance atthe Ferm ilevelofthe leads. ForU = 1 and 2 m eV,the currentisfurtherenhanced re
ecting an increase in the

K ondo tem perature.
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∆
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FIG .4: Electric currentperspin channelbetween the leftlead and a quantum dotdue to application ofa large rectangular

pulse bias potential. Tim e is given in units of�h=� where � = 0:2 m eV,and current is in units ofe=h. Here the bias of

am plitude � = 5� isapplied only to the leftlead (see Fig.1),and the levelin the dotisheld �xed at� a = � 2�.The biasis

turned on abruptly attim e t= 0:5�h=� and o� attim e t= 3:5�h=�.In the sam e plotwe com pare the non-interacting,spinless

case (N = 1) with the N = 2 case for both the U ! 1 lim it and for the experim entally relevant value ofU = 2 m eV ofa

SET 2. The transient response tim e ofthe interacting electrons is longer than for non-interacting electrons. As can be seen

upon com parison with the tim e scales(horizontallines)the period ofthe oscillations also increasesasN changesfrom 1 to 2,

in accord with the form ula tp =
2��h

j��� a j
butonly ifwe set�a = 0 in the case ofspinning electrons.
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FIG .5: D ependence ofthe electronic currentperspin channelbetween the leftlead and the quantum doton the am plitude,

�,ofthe externally applied rectangular pulse bias potential(see Fig. 1). Tim e is in units of�h=� where � = 0:2 m eV,and

current is in units ofe=h. W e consider interacting spinning electrons (N = 2) and take U ! 1 . The quantum dot levelis

eitherin the K ondo regim e (�a=� = � 2)orin the m ixed valentregim e (� a=� = � 0:5). The pulse starts attim e t= 0:5�h=�

and endsattim e t= 3:5�h=�.The currentisplotted fordi�erentapplied biases:� = 2�;5�;and 10�.A com parison oftim e

scales(horizontallines)showsthatthe period ofthe oscillationsdoesnotobey Eq.13 butrathertp = 2��h=�.
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FIG .6: Electric current per spin channelbetween the left lead and the quantum dot for di�erent dot levelenergies. Tim e

isin unitsof�h=� where � = 0:2 m eV,and currentisin unitsofe=h. W e �x N = 2 and U = 2 m eV,valuesappropriate for

a sem iconducting quantum dot. A rectangular pulse bias potentialofam plitude � = 5� is applied with the dotlevelset at:

�a = � 3�,� 2�,and � 0:5�.Thepulseisabruptly turned on attim et= 0:5�h=� and o� attim et= 3:5�h=� asm arked by the

arrows. W e �nd thatthe period ofthe oscillations rem ainsconstanteven asthe quantum dotlevelism oved from the K ondo

into the m ixed-valence regim e. As�a=� becom es m ore negative the K ondo scale decreases and the m agnitude ofthe current

isalso suppressed.
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FIG .7: Tem perature dependence ofthe response currentperspin channelthrough a quantum dot. Noninteracting spinless

(N = 1) electrons are com pared to interacting spinfulelectrons (N = 2). Tim e is in units of�h=� where � = 0:2 m eV,and

currentisin unitsofe=h. A rectangularpulse biaspotentialofam plitude � = 5� isapplied. W e set� a = � 2�,and forthe

interacting case we setU = 2 m eV.In contrastto the noninteracting spinlesscase,forinteracting spinfulelectronsthe period

ofthe oscillations and the m agnitude ofthe currentdecrease signi�cantly asthe tem perature isincreased,approaching those

ofthe spinlesssystem .


