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Itisshown thattheresonance K ondo tunneling through a doublequantum dot(D Q D )with even

occupation and singletground state m ay arise at a strong bias,which com pensates the energy of

singlet/triplet excitation. Using the renorm alization group technique we derive scaling equations

and calculate the di�erentialconductance as a function ofan auxiliary dc-bias for parallelD Q D

described by SO (4)sym m etry.W eanalyzethedecoherencee�ectsassociated with thetriplet/singlet

relaxation in D Q D and discuss the shape ofdi�erentialconductance line as a function ofdc-bias

and tem perature.

PACS num bers:72.10.-d,72.10.Fk,72.15.Q m ,05.10.Cc

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

M any fascinating collective e� ects, which exist in

stronglycorrelatedelectronsystem s(m etalliccom pounds

containing transition and rare-earth elem ents) m ay be

observed also in arti� cial nanosize devices (quantum

wells,quantum dots,etc).M oreover,fabricated nanoob-

jectsprovideuniquepossibility to createsuch conditions

forobservation ofm any-particlephenom ena,which by no

m eans m ay be reached in "natural" conditions. K ondo

e� ect (K E) is one of such phenom ena. It was found

theoretically1,2 and observed experim entally3,4,5 thatthe

charge-spin separation in low-energyexcitation spectrum

ofquantum dotsunder strong Coulom b blockade m ani-

festsitselfasa resonanceK ondo-typetunneling through

adotwith odd electron occupation N (oneunpaired spin

S = 1=2).Thisresonancetunneling through a quantum

dotconnectingtwom etallicreservoirs(leads)isan analog

ofresonancespin scattering in m etalswith m agneticim -

purities.A K ondo-typetunnelingarisesunderconditions

which do notexistin conventionalm etallic com pounds.

The K E em ergesasa dynam icalphenom enon in strong

tim e dependent electric � eld8-10,it m ay arise at � nite

frequency under lightillum ination11,12,13. Even the net

zero spin ofisolated quantum dot(even N )isnotan ob-

stacle for the resonance K ondo tunneling. In this case

it m ay be observed in double quantum dots (DQ D) ar-

ranged in parallelgeom etry14,in T-shaped DQ D 14,15,16,

in two-levelsingle dots17,18 or induced by strong m ag-

netic � eld19,20,21,22 whereasin conventionalm etalsm ag-

netic � eld only suppresses the K ondo scattering. The

lattere� ectwasalso discovered experim entally23,24,25.

O neofthe m ostchallenging optionsin K ondo physics

of quantum dots is the possibility of controlling the

K ondo e� ectby creatingthenon-equilibrium reservoirof

ferm ionic excitationsby m eansofstrong biaseV � TK

applied between theleads26 (TK istheequilibrium K ondo

tem perature which determ ines the energy scale oflow-

energy spin excitationsin a quantum dot). However,in

this case the decoherence e� ects m ay prevent the for-

m ation ofa fullscale K ondo resonance (see, e.g. dis-

cussion in Refs. 27,28,29). Itwas argued in recentdis-

putes thatthe processes,associated with the � nite cur-

rentthrough a dotwith odd N m ay destroy the coher-

ence on an energy scale � � TK and thus prevent for-

m ation ofa ground stateK ondo singlet,so thatonly the

weak coupling K ondo regim eispossiblein strongly non-

equilibrium conditions.

In the present paper we discuss K ondo tunneling

through DQ D with even N ,whoseground stateisa spin

singlet jSi. It willbe shown that the K ondo tunneling

through excited triplet state jTi arises at � nite eV . In

this case the ground state is stable againstany kind of

spin-
 ip processesinduced by externalcurrent,thedeco-

herencee� ectsdevelop only in theinterm ediate(virtual)

tripletstate,andtheestim atesofdecoherencerateshould

be revisited.

Aswasnoticed in Ref.15,quantum dotswith even N

possess the dynam icalsym m etry SO (4) ofspin rotator

in the K ondo tunneling regim e,provided the low-energy

partofexcitation spectrum isform ed by a singlet-triplet

(ST) pair,and allother excitations are separated from

the ST m anifold by a gap noticeably exceeding the tun-

neling rate 
. A DQ D with even N in a side-bound

(T-shape)con� guration where two wellsare coupled by

the tunneling v and only one ofthem (say,l)iscoupled

to m etallic leads (L;R) is a sim plest system satisfying

this condition15. Such system was realized experim en-

tally in Ref.30.Novelfeaturesintroduced by thedynam -

icalsym m etry in K ondo tunneling are connected with

thefactthatunlikethecaseofconventionalSU (2)sym -

m etry ofspin vector S,the SO (4) group possesses two

generatorsS and P . The lattervectordescribestransi-

tionsbetween singletand tripletstatesofspin m anifold

(thisvectorisan analogofRunge-Lenzvectordescribing

the hidden sym m etry ofhydrogen atom ).Aswasshown

in Ref. 14, this vector alone is responsible for K ondo

tunneling through quantum dotwith even N induced by

externalm agnetic� eld.

Another m anifestation ofdynam icalsym m etry pecu-

liarto DQ Dswith even N isrevealed in thispaper.Itis

shown thatin the case when the ground state issinglet
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jSiand the S/T gap � � TK ,a K ondo resonancechan-

nelarisesundera strongbiaseV com parablewith �:The

channelopensatjeV � �j< TK ,and thetunneling isde-

term ined by thenon-diagonalcom ponentJST = hTjJjSi

ofe� ective exchange induced by the electron tunneling

through DQ D (seeFig.1 (rightpanel)).

II. C O T U N N ELIN G H A M ILT O N IA N O F

T -SH A P ED D Q D

The basic properties ofsym m etric DQ D occupied by

even num berofelectronsN = 2n understrong Coulom b

blockade in each wellare m anifested already in the sim -

plestcase n = 1,which isconsidered below. Such DQ D

isan arti� cialanalog ofa hydrogen m olecule H2. Ifthe

inter-wellCoulom b blockadeQ isstrong enough,onehas

N = nl+ nr;nl= nr = 1;the loweststatesofDQ D are

singletand tripletand thenextlevelsareseparated from

ST pairby a charge transfergap � Q . W e assum e that

both wells are neutralat nl;r = 1. Then the e� ective

inter-wellexchange I responsible for the singlet-triplet

splitting arisesbecauseoftunneling v between two wells,

I = v2=Q = �.Itisconvenientto writethee� ectivespin

Ham iltonian ofisolated DQ D in the form

H d = E SjSihSj+
X

�

E T jT�ihT�j�
X

�= S;T �

E � X
��

(1)

whereX ��
0

= j� ih�0jisa Hubbard con� guration change

operator(see,e.g.,31),E T = E S + �,� = � ;0 are three

projectionsofS = 1 vector.Twootherterm scom pleting

the Anderson Ham iltonian,which describes the system

shown in Fig.1 (leftpanel),are

H b + H t =

X

k��

�k�c
y

k��
ck�� +

X

��

X

k��

�

W
��
� c

y

k��
X

�� + H :c:

�

: (2)

The � rst term describes m etallic electrons in the leads

and the second one stands for tunneling between the

leads and the DQ D.Here � = L;R m arks electrons in

the left and right lead,respectively,the bias eV is ap-

plied to theleftlead,so thatthechem icalpotentialsare

�F L = �F R + eV , W ��
� isthe tunneling am plitude for

thewelll(left),j�iareone-electron statesofDQ D,which

arisesafterescape ofan electron with spin projection �

from DQ D in a state j� i. W e solve the problem in a

Schrie� er-W ol� (SW ) lim it31, when the activation en-

ergies jE � � E� � �F �jand Coulom b blockade energy

Q are essentially larger then the tunneling rate 
,and

charge
 uctuationsarecom pletelysuppressed both in the

ground and excited state ofDQ D.In thislim itone m ay

start with the SW transform ation, which projects out

charge excitations. W e con� ne ourselves with the bias

eV . � � D ,where D is the width ofthe electrons in

W

W

g
l

g
r

Left lead (L)

Right lead (R)

v
v v

µL µ R
µ R

µL
−eV=

δ
RL

FIG .1: Left panel: D ouble quantum dot in a side-bound

con�guration. Right panel: cotunneling processes in biased

D Q D responsible forthe resonance K ondo tunneling.

theleads,so theleadsareconsidered in theSW transfor-

m ation as two independent quasiequilibrium reservoirs

(cf.8,9). As is shown in Ref.15,the SW transform ation

being applied to a spin rotator results in the following

e� ectivespin Ham iltonian

H int =
X

�� 0

[(JT T�� 0S + J
ST
�� 0P )� s�� 0 + J

SS
�� 0X

SS
n�� 0] (3)

Here s�� 0=
P

kk0
c
y

k��
�̂ck0� 0�0, n�� 0=

P

kk0
c
y

k��
1̂ck0� 0�,

�̂, 1̂ are the Paulim atrices and unity m atrix respec-

tively.The e� ective exchangeconstantsare

J
��

0

�� 0 �
W ��

� W � ��
0

�

2

�

1

�F � � ES=2
+

1

�F � 0 � ES=2

�

:

In thisapproxim ation the sm alldi� erencesbetween sin-

gletand tripletstatesare neglected. Besides,J��
0

�� 0 � I

in realDQ D.

Two vectorsS and P with sphericalcom ponents

S
+ =

p
2
�

X
10 + X

0� 1
�

; S
� =

p
2
�

X
01 + X

� 10
�

;

Sz = X
11
� X

� 1� 1
; Pz = �

�

X
0S + X

S0
�

;

P
+ =

p
2
�

X
1S
� X

S� 1
�

;P
� =

p
2
�

X
S1
� X

� 1S
�

:(4)

obey the com m utation relationsofo4 algebra

[Sj;Sk]= iejklSl;[Pj;Pk]= iejklSl; [Pj;Sk]= iejklPl

(j;k;lareCartesiancoordinates,ejklisaLevi-Civitaten-

sor). These vectors are orthogonal,S � P = 0;and the

Casim iroperatorisS2 + P
2 = 3:Thus,the singletstate

isinvolved in spin scattering via the com ponentsofthe

vectorP .

W euseSU (2)-likesem i-ferm ionicrepresentation forS

operators32,33

S
+ =

p
2(f

y

0f� 1 + f
y

1f0); S
� =

p
2(f

y

� 1f0 + f
y

0f1);

Sz = f
y

1f1 � f
y

� 1f� 1; (5)

where f
y

� 1 are creation operatorsforferm ionswith spin

\up" and \down" respectively, whereas f0 stands for

spinless ferm ion32,33. This representation can be gen-

eralized forSO (4)group by introducing anotherspinless
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ferm ion fs to take into consideration the singlet state.

As a result,the P -operatorsare given by the following

equations:

P
+ =

p
2(f

y

1fs � f
y
sf� 1); P

� =
p
2(fysf1 � f

y

� 1fs);

P
z = � (f

y

0fs + f
y
sf0): (6)

TheCasim iroperatorS2+ P 2 = 3transform stothelocal

constraint

X

�= � ;0;s

f
y

�
f� = 1:

The � nalform ofthe spin cotunneling Ham iltonian is

H int =
X

kk0;�� 0= L ;R

J
S
�� 0f

y
sfsc

y

k��
ck0� 0� (7)

+
X

kk0;�� 0�� 0

�

J
T
�� 0Ŝ

d
�� 0 + J

ST
�� 0P̂

d
�� 0

�

�
d
�� 0c

y

k��
ck0� 0�0f

y

�
f� 0

where Ŝd and P̂ d (d= x,y,z)are4� 4 m atricesde� ned by

relations(4)-(6)and JS = JSS,JT = JT T and JST are

singlet,tripletand singlet-tripletcouplingSW constants,

respectively.

Thecotunnelingin thegroundsingletstateisdescribed

by the� rstterm oftheHam iltonian (7),and no spin 
 ip

processes accom panying the electron transfer between

theleadsem ergein thisstate.However,thelastterm in

(7)linksthesingletground statewith theexcited triplet

and opensa K ondo channel.In equilibrium thischannel

is ine� ective,because the incident electron should have

theenergy �to beableto initiatespin-
 ip processes.W e

willshow in the nextsection thatthe situation changes

radically,when strong enough externalbiasisapplied.

III. K O N D O SIN G U LA R IT Y IN T U N N ELIN G

T H R O U G H D Q D A T FIN IT E B IA S

W e dealwith the case,which wasnotm etin the pre-

vious studies ofnon-equilibrium K ondo tunneling. The

ground stateofthesystem issinglet,and theK ondotun-

neling in equilibrium is quenched at T � �. Thus,the

elastic K ondo tunneling arises only provided TK � �

in accordance with the theory of two-im purity K ondo

e� ect15,35. However,the energy necessary for spin 
 ip

m ay be donated by externalelectric � eld eV applied to

theleftlead,and in theoppositelim itTK � �theelastic

channelem erges at eV � �. The processes responsible

forresonanceK ondo cotunneling at� nitebiasareshown

in Fig.1 (leftpanel).

In conventionalspin S = 1=2quantum dotstheK ondo

regim e out ofequilibrium is a� ected by spin relaxation

and decoherence processes,which em erge at eV � TK

(see,e.g.,9,27,28,29). These processesappearin the sam e

order as K ondo co-tunneling itself,and one should use
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�

FIG .2:Leading (b,d)and nextto leading (c,e)parquetdia-

gram s determ ining renorm alization ofJS (a). Solid lines de-

note electrons in the leads. D ashed lines stand for electrons

in the dot.

the non-equilibrium perturbation theory (e.g.,K eldysh

technique)to takethem into accountin a properway.In

ourcasethesee� ectsareexpected to beweaker,because

the nonzero spin state is involved in K ondo tunneling

only asan interm ediate virtualstate arising due to S/T

transitionsinduced by the second term in the Ham ilto-

nian (3),which containsvectorP . The non-equilibrium

repopulation e� ects in DQ D are weak as well(see next

section,wherethenonequilibrium e� ectsarediscussed in

m oredetails).

Having this in m ind, we describe K ondo tunneling

through DQ D at � nite eV . � within the quasi-

equilibrium perturbation theory in a weak coupling

regim e (cf. the quasi-equilibrium approach to descrip-

tion ofdecoherence rate atlargeeV in Ref.27).To de-

velop theperturbativeapproachforT > TK weintroduce

the tem perature G reen’sfunctions(G F)forelectronsin

a dot,G� (�) = � hT�f� (�)f
y

�
(0)i;and G F for the elec-

trons in the left (L) and right (R) lead,G L ;R (k;�) =

� hT�cL ;R �(k;�)c
y

L ;R �
(k;0)i.Perform inga Fouriertrans-

form ation in im aginary tim e forbare G F’s,we com e to

following expressions:

G
0
k�(�n)= (i�n � �k� + �L ;R )

� 1
;

G
0
�(!m )= (i!m � ET )

� 1
; �= � 1;0;1

G
0
s(�n)= (i�n � ES)

� 1
; (8)

with �n = 2�T(n + 1=2)and ! m = 2�T(m + 1=3)32,33.

The � rst leading and next to leading parquetdiagram s

are shown on Fig.2. Corrections to the singlet vertex

� (!;0;!0;0)arecalculated using an analyticalcontinua-

tion ofG F’s to the realaxis ! and taking into account

the shiftofthe chem icalpotentialin the leftlead.Since

the electron from the left lead tunnels into the em pty

state in the right lead separated by the energy eV ,we

have to put ! = eV ,!0 = 0 in the � nalexpression for

� (!;0;!0;0).Thus,unlike conventionalK ondo e� ectwe

dealwith the vertex at � nite frequency ! sim ilarly to

the problem considered in Ref. 27. W e assum e thatthe
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leads rem ain in equilibrium under applied bias and ne-

glectthe relaxation processesin the leads(\hot" leads).

In a weak coupling regim eT > TK theleading non-Born

contributionstothetunnelcurrentaredeterm ined bythe

diagram sofFig.2 b-e.

The e� ective vertex shown in Fig. 2b isgiven by the

following equation

�
(2b)

L R
(!)= J

ST
L L J

T S
L R

X

k

1� f(�kL � eV )

! � �kL + �L � �
(9)

Changing the variable�kL for�kL � eV one� ndsthat

�
(2b)

L R
(! = eV )� J

ST
L L J

T S
L R �ln(D =m axf(eV � �);Tg):

Here D � "F is a cuto� energy determ ining e� ective

bandwidth,� isa density ofstateson a Ferm ileveland

f(") is the Ferm ifunction. Therefore,under condition

jeV � �j� m ax[eV;�]thiscorrection doesnotdepend on

eV and becom esquasielastic.

Unlikethediagram Fig.2b,its"parquetcounterpart"

term Fig. 2c contains eV + � in the argum ent ofthe

K ondo logarithm :

�
(2c)

L R
(!)= J

ST
L L J

T S
L R

X

k

f(�kL � eV )

! � �kL + �L + �
(10)

AteV � �� T thiscontribution isestim ated as

�
(2c)

L R
(eV )� J

ST
L L J

T S
L R �ln (D =(eV + �))� �

(2b)

L R
(eV ):

Sim ilarestim atesfordiagram sFig.2d and 2egive

�
(2d)

L R
(!)� J

ST
L L J

T
L L J

T S
L R �

2 ln
2
(D =m axf!;(eV � �);Tg)

�
(2e)

L R
(!)� J

ST
L L J

T
L LJ

T S
L R �

2 ln (D =m axf!;(eV � �);Tg)�

� ln (D =m axf!;eV;Tg: (11)

Then �
(2e)

L R
(!)� �

(2d)

L R
(!)ateV ! �.

Thus, the K ondo singularity is restored in non-

equilibrium conditionswheretheelectronsin theleftlead

acquireadditionalenergy in externalelectric� eld,which

com pensatesthe energy loss� in a singlet-tripletexcita-

tion. The leading sequence ofm ost divergentdiagram s

degeneratesin thiscasefrom aparquettoaladderseries.

Following the poorm an’sscaling approach,we derive

thesystem ofcoupled renorm alization group (RG )equa-

tionsfor(7).TheequationsforLL co-tunneling are:

dJTL L

dlnD
= � �(JTL L)

2
;

dJSTL L

dlnD
= � �J

ST
L L J

T
L L; (12)

The scaling equationsforJ�L R areasfollows:

dJTL R

dlnD
= � �J

T
L LJ

T
L R ;

dJSTL R

dlnD
= � �J

ST
L L J

T
L R ;
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FIG .3: Irreducible diagram s contributing to RG equations.

Hatched boxesand circlesstand fortriplet-tripletand singlet-

tripletverticesrespectively. Notationsforlinesare the sam e

asin Fig.2

dJSL R

dlnD
=
1

2
�

�

J
ST
L L ;+ J

T S
L R ;� +

1

2
J
ST
L L ;zJ

T S
L R ;z

�

: (13)

O ne-loop diagram scorrespondingtothepoorm an’sscal-

ing procedureareshown in Fig.3.To derivetheseequa-

tions we collected only term s � (JT )n ln
n+ 1

(D =T) ne-

glecting contributionscontaining ln[D =(eV )]. The anal-

ysisofRG equationsbeyond theoneloop approxim ation

willbe published elsewhere. The solution ofthe system

(13)readsasfollows:

J
T
�;� 0 =

JT0

1� �JT0 ln(D =T)
; J

ST
�;� 0 =

JST0

1� �JT0 ln(D =T)
;

J
S
L R = J

S
0 �

3

4
�(JST

0 )2
ln(D =T)

1� �JT0 ln(D =T)
: (14)

Here � = L, � 0 = L;R. O ne should note that the

K ondo tem perature isdeterm ined by triplet-tripletpro-

cesses only in spite ofthe fact that the ground state is

singlet.O ne� ndsfrom (14)thatTK = D exp[� 1=(�JT0 )].

Thistem peratureisnoticeably sm allerthan the"equilib-

rium "K ondotem peratureTK 0,which em ergesin tunnel-

ing through tripletchannelin the ground state,nam ely

TK � T2K 0
=D .Thereason forthisdi� erenceisthereduc-

tion ofusualparquetequationsforTK to a sim pleladder

series. In this respect our case di� ers also from con-

ventionalK ondo e� ectatstrong bias27,where the non-

equilibrium K ondo tem peratureT � � T2K 0
=eV arises.In

our m odelthe � nite bias does not enter TK because of

the com pensation eV � � in spite ofthe fact that we

takethe argum ent! = eV in the vertex (9).The di� er-

entialconductance G (eV;T)=G 0 � jJSTL R j
2 (cf. Ref. 37)

is the universalfunction oftwo param eters T=TK and

eV=TK , G 0 = e2=�~:

G =G 0 � ln
� 2

(m ax[(eV � �);T]=TK ) (15)

Its behavior as a function of bias and tem perature is

shown in Fig. 4. It is seen from this picture that the

resonance tunneling "
 ashes" at eV � � and dies away

outofthisresonance.In thispicturethedecoherenceef-

fectsare nottaken into account,and itstability against

variousnon-equilibrium correctionsshould be checked.
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FIG . 4: The K ondo conductance as a function of dc-bias

eV=TK and T=TK .The singlet-tripletsplitting �=TK = 10.

IV . D EC O H ER EN C E EFFEC T S

W e analyze now the decoherence rate ~=�d associated

with T/S transition relaxation induced by cotunneling.

The calculationsare perform ed in the sam e orderofthe

perturbation theory as it has been done for the vertex

renorm alization (see Figs. 2 and 3). The details ofthe

calculation schem earepresented in Appendix.

To estim ate the decoherence e� ects,one should cal-

culate the decay ofthe triplet state or in other term s

to � nd the im aginary partofthe retarded selfenergy of

tripletsem i-ferm ion propagatorsatactualfrequency [see

discussion before Eq. (9)], ~=�d = � 2Im �RT (!). The

2nd and 3rd orderdiagram sdeterm ining ~=�d areshown

in Fig.5(a-d).Two leading term sgiven by the diagram s

ofFig.5(a,b) describe the dam ping oftriplet excitation

dueto itsinelasticrelaxation to theground singletstate.

Theseterm sarecalculated in Appendix (seeEqs.(A.8),

(A.10)). O ne � ndsfrom these equationsthatthe relax-

ation rateassociated with ST transition is

1=�STd �
�

J
ST
=D

�2
m ax[eV;!;TK ]: (16)

It should be noted that for corrections associated with

LL (RR)diagram s(Fig.5a),describing co-tunneling pro-

cesseson a left(right)lead,the useofquasi-equilibrium

techniqueisfully justi� ed when theleadsthem selvesare

in therm alequilibrium . W e are interested in the zero

frequency dam ping atresonanceeV � �.Neglecting the

sm alldi� erencebetween JT and JST (see15),wealsotake

JT � JST = J. Thusthe T ! S spin relaxation e� ect

(16)doesnotcontain logarithm icenhancem entfactorin

the lowestorder.Itisestim ated as

1=�STd � (eV )� (J=D )2 � J
3
=D

2
: (17)

The repolulation oftriplet state as a function ofex-

ternalbias is controlled by the occupation num ber for

tripletstatem odi� ed by thebiaseV .Thelatter,in turn,

depends on the m odi� ed exchange splitting �� given by

solution ofthe equation

�
�
� �= Re�R (��;eV;T): (18)
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FIG .5: Leading diagram s (a-d)for ~=�d (see text). D ashed

line in the self-energy part stands for the singlet state ofa

two-electron con�guration in the dot.

TheRe�R (Fig.5(a,b))isgiven by

Re�
R (2)

T ST
(!;eV;T)= � a2

�

J

D

� 2

! ln

�

D

m ax[!;eV;T]

�

(19)

wherea2 � 1 isa num ericalcoe� cient.Asitisseen,the

perturbative equation for Re�R is beyond the scope of

leading-log approxim ation. Asa result,��(eV )� � � �

and repopulation of the triplet state is exponentially

sm all.The corresponding factorin the occupation num -

beris

Pt(eV )= exp(� �
�(eV )=T) (20)

The e� ectsofrepopulation becom e im portantonly at

eV � �when j��� �j� �.In thatcasethequasiequilib-

rium approachisnotapplicableand oneshould startwith

theK eldysh form alism 27,28.Thisregim eisde� nitely not

realized in conditionsconsidered above.

Next2nd ordercontribution isthe dam ping oftriplet

state itselfgiven by Eqs.(A.12),(A.14).Itisseen from

theseequationsthatthisdam ping isofthreshold charac-

ter:

1=�T Td � (J=D )2(! � �)�(! � �); (21)

where�(!)isa Heavisidestep function.Theseprocesses

em erge only at! > �,so unlike the conventionalcase27

they arenotdangerous.

Corresponding contribution to Re�R caststhe form

Re�
R (2)

T T T
= � b2

�

J

D

� 2

(�� !)ln

�
�
�
�

D

m ax[(�� !);T]

�
�
�
�
;

(22)

whereb2 � 1.

Next, one have to check whether the higher or-

der logarithm ic corrections m odify the estim ate (17).

Thesecorrectionsstartwith the 3-rd orderterm sshown

in Fig. 5(c,d). Straightforward calculations lead to

eV (J=D )3 ln(D =eV ) correction (see the � rst term Eq.

A.23). Thisleading term like the 2-nd orderterm orig-

inatesfrom T ! S spin relaxation processes. Allother
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contributionsareeitherofthreshold character,orvanish

at! ! 0.Asa result,the estim ate

~=�d � eV (JST0 =D )2[1+ O (�J ln(D =(eV ))]

holds.The topologicalstructure(sequence ofinterm edi-

ate singlet and triplet states and cotunneling processes

in theleftand rightlead)in perturbativecorrectionsfor

thetripletselfenergy partisdi� erentfrom thoseforthe

singlet-singletvertex (see Appendix). Nam ely,the lead-

ing (ladder) diagram s for the vertex contain m axim al

possible num ber ofinterm ediate triplet states,whereas

the higherordernon-threshold log-diagram sforthe self

energy partm ust contain at leastone interm ediate sin-

gletstate. Asitis seen from the Appendix (Eq.(A.18)-

(A.23)),the higherordercontributionsto Im �T (!)are

notuniversaland the coe� cientsin frontoflog haveso-

phisticated frequency dependence. Asa result,the per-

turbative series for triplet self-energy part can not be

collected in parquet structures and rem ain beyond the

leading-log approxim ation discussed in the Section III.

There is no strong enhancem ent ofthe 2nd order term

in SO (4) spin rotator m odelin contrast to SU (2) case

discussed in27.Aswaspointed outabove,the m ain rea-

son fordi� erencesin estim atesofcoherence rate isthat

in case ofQ D with odd N ,the K ondo singletdevelops

in theground stateofthedot,and decoherencefrustrate

thisground state.In DQ D with even N the tripletspin

state arises only as a virtualstate in cotunneling pro-

cesses,and ourcalculationsdem onstrateexplicitely that

decoherencee� ectsin thiscaseareessentially weaker.

The 3-rd ordercorrection to Re� isgiven by

Re�R (3)(!)�

�

J

D

� 3

! ln
2

�

D

!

�

(23)

(seeAppendix).Thiscorrection alsorem ainsbeyond the

leading-log approxim ation.

Thusweconcludethatthedecoherencee� ectsarenot

destructiveforK ondotunnelingthrough T-shaped DQ D,

i.e.the TK � ~=�d isvalid provided

�(�=D )2 � TK � �: (24)

This intervalis wide enough because �=D � 1 in the

Anderson m odel.

The sam e calculation procedure m ay be repeated in

K eldysh technique. It is seen im m ediately that in

the leading-log approxim ation the o� -diagonalterm s in

K eldysh m atrix are not changed in com parison with

equilibrium distribution functions because ofthe sam e

threshold characterofrepopulation processes,so in the

leading approxim ation the key diagram Fig. 5b (de-

term ining L-R current through the dot) calculated in

K eldysh technique rem ainsthe sam eas(A.8)-(A.10).

In fact,repopulation e� ectsresultin asym m etry ofthe

K ondo-peak sim ilarto thatin Ref.28 dueto thethresh-

old characterofIm �T T T (seeAppendix).Thisasym m e-

try becom esnoticeableateV � �,whereourquasiequi-

librium approach fails,butthisregion isbeyond ourin-

terest,becausethebias-induced K ondo tunneling isneg-

ligibleatlargebiases(seeFig.4).

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e have shown in this paper that the tunneling

through DQ D with even N with singlet ground state

and tripletexcitation divided by theenergy gap �� TK

from thesingletstateexhibitsa peak in di� erentialcon-

ductance ateV � � (Fig. 4). This resultis in striking

contrast with the zero bias anom aly (ZBA) at eV � 0

which arises in the opposite lim it,� < TK . In the lat-

tercasetheK ondo screening isquenched atenergiesless

than �,so the ZBA has a form ofa dip in the K ondo

peak (see18 fordetailed explanation ofthise� ect).

In this case strong externalbias initiates the K ondo

e� ectin DQ D,whereasin a conventionalsituation (Q D

with odd N spin 1/2 in theground state)strong enough

biasisdestructive forK ondo tunneling.W e haveshown

thattheprincipalfeaturesofK ondoe� ectin thisspeci� c

situation m ay becaptured within aquasiequilibrium ap-

proach.The scaling equations(13),(14)can also be de-

rived in Schwinger-K eldysh form alism (see Refs. 28,33)

by applying the \poorm an’sscaling" approach directly

to the dotconductance8.

O fcourse,ourRG approach isvalid only in the weak

couplingregim e.Although in ourcasethelim itationsim -

posed by decoherencee� ectsarem oreliberalthan those

existingin conventionalQ D,they apparently preventthe

fullform ation ofthe K ondo resonance. To clarify this

pointonehastouseagenuinenon-equilibrium approach,

and wehope to do itin forthcom ing publications.

O ne should m ention yet another possible experim en-

talrealization ofresonance K ondo tunneling driven by

externalelectric � eld. Applying the alternate � eld V =

Vaccos(!t)to theparallelDQ D,onetakesinto consider-

ation two e� ects,nam ely (i)enhancem entofK ondo con-

ductanceby tuning theam plitudeofac-voltageto satisfy

the condition jeVac � �j� TK and (ii)spin decoherence

e� ects due to � nite decoherence rate8. O ne can expect

thatifthe decoherencerate~=� � TK ;

G peak=G 0 � ln
� 2

(~=�TK ) (25)

whereasin the oppositelim it~=� � TK ,

G peak = G (Vaccos[!t]) (26)

isaveraged overa period ofvariation ofac bias. In this

casetheestim ate (15)isalso valid.

In conclusion, we have provided the � rst exam ple

of K ondo e� ect, which exists only in non-equilibrium

conditions. It is driven by external electric � eld in

tunneling through a quantum dot with even num ber of

electrons, when the low-lying states are those of spin

rotator. This is not too exotic situation because as a
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rule,a singlet ground state im plies a triplet excitation.

IftheST pairisseparated by a gap from otherexcitons,

then tuning the dc-bias in such a way that applied

voltage com pensates the energy of triplet excitation,

one reaches the regim e ofK ondo peak in conductance.

Thistheoretically predicted e� ectcan beobserved in dc-

and ac-biaseddoublequantum dotsin parallelgeom etry.
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A P P EN D IX

W e calculate perturbative corrections for � (!) by per-

form ing analytical continuation of � (i!n) into upper

half-plane of!. The param eter ofperturbation theory

is�J � 1 where� denotesthe density ofstatesforcon-

duction electronsatthe Ferm isurface.

The 2-nd order selfenergies have following structure

(theindicesT and ST in exchangeverticesaretem porar-

ily om itted):

�(2)(i!n)� J
2
T
2
X

!1!2

X

k1;k2

G
0(� i!1;� k1)G

0(i!2;k2)G
0(i!n + i!1 + i!2) (A.1)

The G reen functions (G F) are de� ned in Eq. (8). Per-

form ing sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies !1;!2
and replacing the sum m ation overk1;k2 by integration

over �1;�2 in accordance with standard procedure, we

com eto following expression

�(2)(i!n)�
1

2
(J�)

2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2

�

tanh

�

�

2T

�

� tanh

�

�2

2T

�� �

tanh

�

�1

2T

�

� tanh

�

�2 � �

2T

��

i!n + �2 � �1 � �S;T
(A.2)

Here we assum ed thatconduction electron’sband hasa

width W = 2D ,�F � D and �= 1=D in ordertosim plify

our calculations. This assum ption is su� cient for log-

accuracy ofour theory. The Lagrange m ultipliers �S;T
are di� erent for singlet (triplet) G F,nam ely �S = E S

and �T = E T + i�T=3

To account for decoherence e� ects in the sam e order

ofperturbation theory as we have done for the vertex

corrections, we focus on the self-energy (SE) part of

tripletG F.ThisSE hasto beplugged in back to a sem i-

ferm ionic propagator to provide a self-consistent treat-

m ent ofthe problem . W e denote the self-energy parts

associated with singlet/tripletand triplet/triplettransi-

tionsas�T ST and �T T T respectively.

To preventdouble occupancy ofsinglet/triplet states

we take the lim itRe[�S;T ]� T in the num eratorofEq.

(A.2).Asa result,Eq.(A.2)caststhe form

�(2)(i!n)� (J�)
2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2
n(�2)(1� n(�1))

i!n + �2 � �1 � �S;T
(A.3)

Sinceallspuriousstatesare\frozenout"wecan put~�S =

0 and ~�T = � = E T � ES in denom inator(in the latter

case we perform a shift ~�T = �T � i�T=3)and proceed

with theanalyticalcontinuation i!n ! !+ i0+ .W ithout
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lossofgenerality we assum e ! > 0. Asa result,we get forretarded (R)self-energies

Im �
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2n(�2)(1� n(�1))�(! + �2 � �1) (A.4)

Re�
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2n(�2)(1� n(�1))P
1

! + �2 � �1
(A.5)

Im �
(2)R

T T T
(!)�

�

J
T
�
�2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2n(�2)(1� n(�1))�(! + �2 � �1 � �) (A.6)

Re�
(2)R

T T T
(!)�

�

J
T
�
�2

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2n(�2)(1� n(�1))P
1

! + �2 � �1 � �
(A.7)

whereP denotestheprincipalvalueofthe integral.

W estartwith discussion ofself-energy partsdeterm in-

ing the spin relaxation due to T ! S transitionsshown

in Fig.5(a,b).Assum ing T � D and neglecting tem per-

aturecorrectionsatlow tem peratures! � T,we get

Im �
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2

Z D

0

d�1

Z 0

� D

d�2�(! + �2 � �1)�
�

J
ST
�(0)

�2

Z !

0

d��
�

J
ST
�
�2
! (A.8)

Re�
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2

Z D

0

d�1

Z 0

� D

d�2P
1

! + �2 � �1
�
�

J
ST
�
�2
! ln

�

D

!

�

(A.9)

In the oppositelim itT � !

Im �
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2
T; (A.10)

Re�
(2)R

T ST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�2
! ln

�

D 


2�T

�

(A.11)

whereln
= C = 0:577:::isthe Eulerconstant.

Nextweturn tocalculation ofthetripletleveldam ping

duetoTT relaxation processes(Fig.5a,b).Accordingto

theFeynm an codex,wecan putE S = 0 atthe� rststage

since the population oftripletexcited state iscontrolled

by � nitelevelsplitting �.Thecontribution from diagram

Fig.5a isgiven by

Im �
(2L L )

T T T
= Im �

(2R R )

T T T
�
�

J
T
0 �

�2
(! � �) �(! � �)

(A.12)

Re�
(2L L )

T T T
= Re�

(2R R )

T T T
�
�

J
T
0 �

�2
(! � �) ln

�
�
�
�

D

! � �

�
�
�
�

(A.13)

Sim ilarly forFig.5b,

Im �
(2L R )

T T T
= Im �

(2R L )

T T T
�
�

J
T
0 �

�2
(! � �) �(! � �)

(A.14)

and,with logarithm icaccuracy

Re�
(2L R )

T T T
= Re�

(2R L )

T T T
�
�

J
T
0 �

�2
(! � �) ln

�
�
�
�

D

! � �

�
�
�
�

(A.15)

Thethreshold characterofrelaxation determ ined by the

Ferm igolden rule isthe source ofasym m etry in broad-

ening oftripletline (see the text). Now we turn to cal-

culation ofthe third orderdiagram s�(3) shown in Fig.

5c,d.
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FIG .6:Fourth orderleading diagram s(a-f)fortripletself-energy part.

�(3c)(i!n)� J
3
T
3
X

!1;2;3

X

k1;2;3

G
0(� i!1;� k1)G

0(i!2;k2)G
0(� i!3;� k3)G

0(i!n + i!1 + i!2)G
0(i!n + i!2 + i!3)

�(3d)(i!n)� J
3
T
3
X

!1;2;3

X

k1;2;3

G
0(i!1;k1)G

0(� i!2;� k2)G
0(i!3;k3)G

0(i!n + i!1 + i!2)G
0(i!n + i!2 + i!3)

Evaluation ofM atsubara sum sgives

�(3c)(i!n)� (J�)
3

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2

Z D

� D

d�3
n(�2)(1� n(�1))(1� n(�3))

(i!n + �2 � �3 � �1)(i!n + �2 � �1 � �2)
(A.16)

�(3d)(i!n)� (J�)
3

Z D

� D

d�1

Z D

� D

d�2

Z D

� D

d�3
n(�1)n(�3)(1� n(�2))

(i!n + �3 � �2 � �1)(i!n + �1 � �2 � �2)
(A.17)

Let us consider � rstthe case �1 = �2 = �S = 0 which

correspondstotwosingletferm ioniclinesinserted in self-

energy part. Analyticalcontinuation leads to following

expression for�(3) = �(3b)+ �(3c) atT � !

Im �
(3)

T SST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�3 JS

JST

�

! ln

�

D

!

�

� !

�

(A.18)

Re�
(3)

T SST
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�3 JS

JST
! Re

�

Li2

�

�
D

!

��

�

�

�

J

D

� 3

! ln
2

�

D

!

�

(A.19)

whereLi2(x)isa di-logarithm function40.Aswealready

noticed,the � rstlog correction to Im � appearsonly in

3-rd orderofthe perturbation theory.Thus,

Im �T SST (!)�
�

J
ST
�
�2
!

�

1+ a
�

J
S
�
�

ln

�

D

!

�

+ :::

�

(A.20)

Re�T SST (!)�
�

J
ST
�
�2

�

! ln

�
�
�
�

D

!

�
�
�
�

�

1+ b
�

J
S
�
�

ln

�
�
�
�

D

!

�
�
�
�
+ :::

�

+ c(! � �)ln

�
�
�
�

D

! � �

�
�
�
�

�

1+ d
�

J
S
�
�

ln

�
�
�
�

D

! � �

�
�
�
�
+ :::

��

(A.21)

with coe� cienta;b;c;d � 1. This reproducesresultsof

Abrikosov-M igdaltheory39.

W eassum enow that�1 = �2 = �T = �.Itcorresponds

to the situation when both internalsem i-ferm ionic G F
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correspond to di� erent com ponents ofthe triplet. Fol- lowing thesam eroutineasforcalculation of�(2) we� nd

Im �
(3)

T T T T
(!)�

�

J
T
�
�3

�

(! � �)ln

�
�
�
�

D

! � �

�
�
�
�
� (! � �)

�

�(! � �) (A.22)

Thus,the corrections to the relaxation rate associated

with transitions between di� erent com ponents of the

triplethavea threshold characterdeterm ined by the en-

ergy conservation.

Finally, we consider a possibility when two internal

sem i-ferm ionic G F correspond to di� erent states, e.g.

�1 = �S = 0,whereas �2 = �T = �. Perform ing the

calculations,one � nds

Im �
(3)

T ST T
(!)�

�

J
ST
�
�3 JT

JST

��

�ln

�
�
�
�

D

�

�
�
�
�
� (�� !)ln

�
�
�
�

D

�� !

�
�
�
�
� !

�

+

�

�ln

�
�
�
�

D

�

�
�
�
�
� ! ln

�
�
�
�

D

!

�
�
�
�
� (�� !)

�

�(! � �)

�

(A.23)

Sim ilarexpression can be derived forIm �
(3)

T T ST
(!).

Any insertion ofthetripletlinein diagram sFig.5.(a-d)

results in additionalsuppression ofcorresponding con-

tribution for ! < eV ,which,in turn,prevents the ef-

fective renorm alization ofthe vertex JS in contrast to

the processes shown in Fig. 3. The leading correc-

tionsin the 4-th orderofperturbation theory areshown

on Fig. 6a-f. W e point out that all corrections to

Im �(n� 2) � ! ln
n� 2

(D =!),Re�(n� 2) � ! ln
n� 1

(D =!)

and contain an additionalpowerofthe sm allparam eter

�=D � 1 as! ! �.
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