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A bstract. W e study the electron transport through the quantum dot coupled to

thenorm alm etaland B C S-likesuperconductor(N � Q D � S)in the presenceofthe

K ondo e�ectand Andreev scattering.The system isdescribed by the single im purity

Anderson m odelin the lim it ofstrong on-dotinteraction. W e use recently proposed

equation ofm otion technique for K eldysh nonequilibrium G reen’s function together

with the m odi�ed slave boson approach to study the electron transport. W e derive

form ulaforthecurrentwhich containsvarioustunnelingprocessesand applyittostudy

the transportthrough the system .W e �nd thatthe Andreev conductance isstrongly

suppressed and thereisno zero-bias(K ondo)anom aly in thedi�erentialconductance.

W e discuss e�ects of the particle-hole asym m etry in the electrodes as wellas the

asym m etry in the couplings.
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1. Introduction

In recent years there has been m uch experim entaland theoreticalwork on electron

transportthrough nanom eter-sizeareas(m etallicorsem iconducting islands)containing

sm allnum ber ofelectrons. These islands (som etim es called the quantum dots) are

coupled via tunnelbarriersto severalexternalelectrodes m aking itpossible to adjust

thecurrentowingthroughthesystem [1].Thedevicesgiveanew possibilityofstudying

several well-known quantum phenom ena in novel and highly controllable way. For

instance,itiswellknown,thatquantum dotbehaveslikem agneticim purityin am etallic

hostand in particulardisplaystheKondo e�ect[2]-[5].Kondo e�ectisa m anifestation

ofthe sim pleststate form ed by the im purity spin and conduction electron spins. This

stategivesriseto a quasiparticlepeak attheFerm ienergy in thedotspectralfunction

[6]-[9]and zero-biasm axim um in the di�erentialconductance observed experim entally

[10]-[14].

Another exam ple is the Andreev scattering [15],according to which an electron

im pinging on norm alm etal-superconductor interface is reected back asa hole and

theCooperpairiscreated in superconductor.Thise�ecthasbeen shown toplay crucial

role in the transportproperties ofvarioushybrid m esoscopic superconducting devices

[16].Thereisa num berofpapersin theliteratureconcerning theelectron transportin

variousrealizationsofsuch devices.Hereweareinterested in study ofthenorm alstate

quantum dotcoupled to onenorm aland onesuperconducting electrode(N � QD � S).

Such system was studied within scattering m atrix technique [17,18]. However this

approach isvalid only fornoninteractingsystem sand cannottakeintoaccounte�ectsof

Coulom b interactionsbetween electronson the dot,which are very im portantin these

sm allsystem s,as they lead e.g. to the Coulom b blockade phenom ena [19]or Kondo

e�ect [2]-[5]. Transport through noninteracting quantum dot has also been studied

within nonequilibrium Green’sfunction technique.Thee�ectofm ultiplediscretelevels

ofthedotwasdiscussed in Refs.[20,21],thephoton-assistanttransportin [22],electron

transportin the weak m agnetic �eld in [23],tem perature dependence ofthe resonant

Andreev reectionsin [24]and transportin three term inalsystem (two ferrom agnetic

and onesuperconducting electrodes)in [25].

In the presence ofstrong Coulom b interaction in N � QD � N device the Kondo

e�ectappearsan inuencestheelectron transportin thesystem .Ifoneoftheelectrodes

is superconducting both single electron and the Andreev current is a�ected by the

Abrikosov -Suhlresonance.Thisproblem hasbeen extensively studied within various

techniques [21, 26]-[33] and there is no consensus. Som e authors have predicted

suppression [21,26,30,31]ofthe conductance due to Andreev reectionswhile others

-enhancem ent [27,29]. Recently it has been shown [32]that one can obtain either

suppression or enhancem ent ofthe conductance in dependence on the values ofthe

m odelparam eters.Recently othere�ectslikeem ergenceoftheKondo-likepeaksin the

localdensity ofstates(D O S)atenergiesequalto � � (� isthesuperconducting order

param eter)[30,32]ora novelco-tunneling process(Andreev-norm alco-tunneling)[33]
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havebeen revealed.ThisprocessinvolvesAndreev tunneling from theQD � S interface

and norm altunneling from N � QD interface. As a result the Cooper pair directly

participatesin theform ation ofthespin singlet(Kondo e�ect)and leadsto em ergence

oftheadditionalKondoresonancesin thelocalD O S and enhancem entofthetunneling

current.

The purpose ofthe presentwork isto apply the new technique to derive form ula

for the current through QD (in the lim it ofstrong on-dot Coulom b interaction) in

term sofvarioustunneling processes. W e also study the interplay between the Kondo

e�ect and Andreev reections to give additionalinsight into the the problem ofthe

suppression/enhancem entofthezero-biascurrent-voltageanom aly.Furtherwediscuss

thequestion ofparticipation ofthesuperconducting electronsin creation oftheKondo

e�ect.And �nally we investigate the inuence ofthe electron -holeasym m etry in the

leadson tunneling transportaswellastheasym m etry in thecouplingsto theleads.

Thepaperisorganizedasfollows.Insection 2wepresentm odelunderconsideration

and deriveform ula forthecurrentusing E O M fornonequilibrium GF.In section 3 we

apply the obtained form ula for the current to the num ericalstudy ofthe transport

through N � QD � S system .Section 4 isdevoted to theinterplay between theKondo

andAndreevscattering.Insection 5wediscussthequantum dotasym m etricallycoupled

to theleads,whilethee�ectofelectron -holeasym m etry in theleadsisinvestigated in

sec.6.Som econclusionsaregiven in sec.7.

2. M odeland form ulation

The Anderson Ham iltonian ofthe single im purity [34],in the Nam bu representation,

can bewritten in theform

H =
X

�k�

	 +

�k�H
0

�k	 �k� +

X

�

�+

� H
Q D �� +

X

�k�

	 +

�k�H
I

�k�� (1)

wheretheNam bu spinors	 �k� and �� arede�ned as

	 �k� =

 

c�k�

c
+

�� k� �

!

; �� =

 

d�

d+� �

!

(2)

and

H
0

�k =

 

��k � �k

� �
�k � ��k

!

(3)

denotesHam iltonian ofthenorm al(� N k = 0)orsuperconducting (� Sk 6= 0)lead.

H
Q D =

 

E d + Udn� � 0

0 � (Ed + Udn�)

!

(4)

isthedotHam iltonian and

H
I

�k =

 

V�k 0

0 � V�k

!

(5)
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the dot-electrode hybridization. Here � = N , S denotes the norm alm etal(N ) or

superconducting (S)lead in the system . The param etershave the following m eaning:

c
+

�k� (c�k�)denotescreation (annihilation)operatorfora conduction electron with the

wavevectork,spin � in thelead �,� �k isthesuperconducting orderparam eterin the

lead � (� Sk = � S,� N k = 0),and V�k isthe hybridization m atrix elem ent between

conduction electron ofenergy ��k in the lead � and localized electron on the dotwith

theenergy E d.d
+
� (d�)isthecreation (annihilation)operatorforan electron on thedot

and Ud istheon-dotCoulom b repulsion.

To derive the form ula for the average current in the system we start from the

tim e derivative ofthe charge (for convenience we perform calculations in the norm al

electrode)[36]:

J = � e
d

dt
hN N i=

ie

�h
h[N N ;H ]� i (6)

,where N N =
P

k� c
+

N k�ck� isthe totalelectron num beroperatorin the lead N and e

is the elem entary charge. The above form ula can be written in term s ofthe Green’s

functions(GF):

J = �
2e

�h

X

k�

Z
1

� 1

d!

2�
[H I

N k
G
<

N k�;d(!)]11 (7)

, where G <
N k;d�(!) is the Fourier transform ofthe Keldysh m atrix Green’s function

[35]G <
N k;d�(t) = ih�+

� (0)
 	N k�(t)i. Now we have to calculate the Green’s function

G <

N k;d�(!).Onecan do thisin theusualway,i.e..using Keldysh equation [35,36]

G
< (!)= (1+ G

r(!)�r(!))G <

0 (!)

� (1+ �a(!)G a(!))+ G
r(!)�< (!)G a(!) (8)

(superscripts r;a are for retarded and advanced GF respectively) and m ake m ore

or less justi�ed approxim ations for the ’lesser’self-energy � < (!). Usually one uses

approxim ation due to Ng [37]which statesthatfull’lesser’self-energy isproportional

to the noninteracting one (�< (!) / �<
0 (!)). This approxim ation is widely used in

the literature [26,28]. However we wish to use another approach based on recently

proposed equation ofm otion technique (E O M ) for nonequilibrium Green’s functions

[38]. The usualequation ofm otion derived from Heisenberg equation yieldsunde�ned

singularities, which depend on the initial conditions. The advantage of this new

technique,based on Schwinger -Keldysh perturbation form alism ,is thatit explicitly

determ inethesesingularterm s.M oreover,togetherwith E O M forretarded (advanced)

Green’sfunctionsitallowsto treatthe problem in very consistentway m aking sim ilar

approxim ationsin thedecoupling procedureforalltypesoftheGreen’sfunctions.Such

approach was recently proposed to calculate the charge on the quantum dot upon

nonequilibrium conditions[39].

According to theRef.[38]theequation forthe’lesser’Green’sfunctionsreads:

hhAjB ii<! = g
< (!)h[A;B ]� i+

g
r(!)hh[A;H I]� jB ii

<

! + g
< (!)hh[A;H I]� jB ii

a

! (9)
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where gr(< )(!) is the free electron GF and H I denotes interacting part of the

Ham iltonian. In generalthisequation allowsto calculate the the GF on the lefthand

side,howeverin practice we have to approxim ate the higherorderGF-sappearing on

the right hand side (as in E O M for equilibrium GF-s). But perform ing analogous

approxim ationsin thedecoupling procedureforboth retarded and ’lesser’GF wem ake

theory consistent.

Applying aboveequation fortheGreen’sfunction occurring in theform ula forthe

current(7)G <
N k�;d(!),wegetfollowing expression:

hh	 N k�j�
+

� ii
<

! = g
r

N k
(!)H I

N k
hh��j�

+

� ii
<

! +

g
<

N k
(!)H I

N k
hh��j�

+

� ii
a

! (10)

where as an interacting part ofHam iltonian H I we have taken the third term in the

Eq.(1). g
r(< )

N k
(!) is retarded (’lesser’) free-electron m atrix GF of the norm al-state

electrode.

g
r

N k
(!)=

0

@

1

!� �N k+ i0
0

0 1

!+ �N k+ i0

1

A (11)

g
<

N k
(!)=

 

2�if(! � eV )�(! � �N k) 0

0 2�if(! + eV )�(! + �N k)

!

(12)

where f(!)is the Ferm idistribution function and eV = �N � �S corresponds to the

applied voltage between norm alstate electrode with the chem icalpotential�N and

superconducting onewith �S.In thefollowing we�x thechem icalpotentialoftheSC

electrode(�S = 0)and useeV asa m easureofthebiasvoltage.

Expression (10) is generalfor Anderson m odeland doesn’t depend explicitly on

the form ofthe Ham iltonian describing quantum dot (H Q D ). The dependence enters

only through the Green’sfunction G
< (a)

d�
(!)= hh��j�

+
� ii

< (a)
! .In the following we wish

to study quantum dotin the lim itofstrong on-dotCoulom b repulsion (Ud ! 1 ). In

thislim itdouble occupancy ofthe dotisforbidden and itisconvenientto work in the

slave boson representation in which the realelectron operatoris replaced by product

offerm ion and boson ones(d� ) b+ f�)[40,41].Additionally thefactthatthere isno

double occupancy on the dotshould be taken into accountin som e way. Usually such

constraintisadded to theHam iltonian by theLagrangem ultiplier.There isa num ber

ofvariantsofthisapproach in the literature and here we shallwork within La Guillou

-Ragoucy schem e [42,43]. In thisapproach the constraintofno double occupancy is

enforced through m odi�cation ofthecom m utation relationsofboth ferm ion and boson

operatorsin com parison to the standard ones. Thisapproach wassuccessfully used in

thestudy ofthechargeon thequantum dot[39].

Ham iltonian ofthe system in the lim itUd ! 1 in the slave boson representation

isgiven in theform (1),butnow with

�� =

 

b+ f�

f+� �b

!

(13)
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and

H
Q D =

 

E d 0

0 � Ed

!

(14)

Having introduced slave boson representation, we can begin calculations ofthe

advanced and ’lesser’ on-dot GFs appearing in Eq. (10). To do this we apply

form ula (9) together with usualprescription for the advanced (retarded) GF. One

can investigate thaton thehigher-orderGFsappeared in thethisprocesshavesim ilar

form in both cases:’lesser’and advanced.So idea isto m akethesam eapproxim ations

in theprocedure ofdecoupling ofthehigherorderGFs.Explicitly,we have perform ed

decoupling

hhc+�k�c�0k0�AjB ii! � ���0�kk0n�khhAjB ii! (15)

and neglected theotherGFs.In aboveform ulan�k istheconcentration oftheelectrons

in thelead �in statek and forsuperconducting electrodeisgiven by

nSk =
1

2

�

1�
�Sk

E Sk

(1� 2f(ESk))

�

(16)

with quasiparticle spectrum E 2
Sk = �2Sk + � 2

S,while for the norm allead this relation

reducesto

nN k = f(�N k � eV ) (17)

W ewantto stresshere,thatwehaven’tused factorization like

hhc+�k�c
+

�0k0�AjB ii! � ���0�k� k0hc
+

�k�c
+

�� k�ihhAjB ii! (18)

Thereason com esfrom therequirem entoftheherm icity relation between retarded and

advanced Green’sfunction,i.e..G r(!)= [G a(!)]y.Ifwecalculateretarded GF within

E O M and perform the sam e decoupling asin advanced Green’sfunction keeping also

hc+�k�c
+

�� k�iterm s,wegetexpressionsfortheGFswhich violatestheherm icity relation.

The only way to ful�llthat at this levelis to m ake approxim ations due to (15) and

neglecttherem aining higherorderGFs.

Theresulting advanced on-dotGF G a
d�(!)can bewritten in theform oftheDyson

equation:

G
a

d�(!)= g
a

d�(!)+ g
a

d�(!)�
a

d�(!)G
a

d�(!) (19)

wheregad�(!)non-perturbed dot’sadvanced Green’sfunction:

g
a

d�(!)=

0

@

1� n� �

!� E d� i0
0

0 1� n�
!+ E d� i0

1

A (20)

and selfenergy �a
d�(!)which can be written assum ofthe noninteracting �0a

d (!)and

interacting �Ia
d (!)part

�a

d(!)= �0a

d (!)+ �Ia

d (!)=
X

�k

h

�0a

�k(!)+ �Ia

�k(!)
i

(21)
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Forsuperconducting electrodewehave

�0a

Sk(!)=

0

B
B
B
B
@

jVS kj
2

(1� n� � )

�
u2
S k

!� E S k� i0
+

v2
S k

!+ E S k� i0

�

jVS kj
2

(1� n� )

�
uS kvS k

!+ E S k� i0
� uS kvS k

!� E S k� i0

�

jVS kj
2

(1� n� � )

�
uS kvS k

!+ E S k� i0
� uS kvS k

!� E S k� i0

�
jVS kj

2

(1� n� )

�
v2
S k

!� E S k� i0
+

u2
S k

!+ E S k� i0

�

1

C
C
C
C
A

(22)

where wehave introduced B CS factorsu2Sk =
1

2

�

1+ �S k

E S k

�

,v2Sk =
1

2

�

1� �S k

E S k

�

.Forthe

norm alstatecorresponding expression is:

�0a

N k
(!)=

0

@

jVN kj
2

(1� n� � )

1

!� �N k� i0
0

0
jVN kj

2

(1� n� )

1

!+ �N k� i0

1

A (23)

It turns out that within the present approach the interacting part ofthe selfenergy

issim ply related to the noninteracting one. M oreoverthe sam e relation also holdsfor

retarded aswellas’lesser’GFs. Thisisa resultofthe consistency ofthe decoupling

procedure and requirem ent ofthe herm icity relation between retarded and advanced

GF.In generalthisrelation can bewritten as:

�I

�k(!)= n�k�3�
0

�k(!)�3 (24)

where�3 =

 

1 0

0 � 1

!

isthePaulim atrix and n�k istheconcentration oftheelectrons

ofthewave vectork in thelead �given by (16)and (17).

Itispossible to write Eq.forthe ’lesser’GF in the form oftheKeldysh equation

(8)with G a
d�(!)given by Eq.(19)and G r = [G a]y. Free electron dot’s’lesser’Green’s

function isgiven in theform :

g
<

d�(!)=

 

2�i(1� n� �)f(!)�
�
d 0

0 2�i(1� n�)f(!)�
+

d

!

(25)

where��
d
= �(!� Ed).Aswehavem entioned,the’lesser’selfenergy hasthesam eform

asadvanced one:

�<

d (!)= �0<

d (!)+ �I<

d (!)=
X

�

(�0<

�k(!)+ �I<

�k(!)) (26)

wherenoninteracting partdueto SC lead is:

�0<

Sk(!)= 2�if(!)

0

B
B
@

jVS kj
2

(1� n� � )

�

u2Sk�
�
S + v2Sk�

+

S

�
jVS kj

2

(1� n� )
uSkvSk

�

�
+

S � �
�
S

�

jVS kj
2

(1� n� � )
uSkvSk

�

�
+

S � �
�
S

�
jVS kj

2

(1� n� )

�

v2Sk�
�
S + u2Sk�

+

S

�

1

C
C
A (27)

and forthenorm allead wehave

�0<

N k
(!)= 2�i

0

@

jVN kj
2

(1� n� � )
f(! � eV )��N 0

0
jVN kj

2

(1� n� )
f(! + eV )�+N

1

A (28)

where ��S = �(! � ESk)and �
�
N = �(! � �N k). And again,the interacting partofthe

’lesser’selfenergy isrelated to thenoninteracting onesim ply through Eq.(24).
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Now we are ready to write the expression for the current (7) in term s ofknown

GFs. First,let’s rewrite the Keldysh equation forthe elem ent 11 ofthe dot’s GF in

theform :

G
<

11 = G
r

11�
<

11G
a

11 + G
r

11�
<

12G
a

21 +

G
r

12�
<

21G
a

11 + G
r

12�
<

22G
a

21 (29)

Notethatwedon’thaveterm proportionalto g<d asitvanishesin ourcase[36].

To calculate the GF given by Eq.(10),entering to the expression forthe current

(7),weneed yetelem ent11 oftheadvanced GF,m oreprecisely im aginary partofthat.

Note that g<N bfk is purely im aginary and we need realpart ofg<N k
G a
d. W e can write

down equation fortheim aginary partoftheelem ent11 ofG a
d in thesim ilarfashion as

Eq.(29),i.e.

Im G
a

11
= G

r

11
Im �a

11
G
a

11
+ G

r

11
Im �a

12
G
a

21
+

G
r

12Im �
a

21G
a

11 + G
r

12Im �
a

22G
a

21 (30)

Substituting now theEqs.(29)and (30)into (10)wegetexpression fortheG N k;d,

which determ inesthecurrent(7).Finally thecurrent(7)can bewritten as

J = J11 + J22 + J12 + JA (31)

The�rstterm representsconventionaltunneling and isgiven in theform

J11 = �
2e

�h

Z
1

� 1

d!

2�
Im �S

11jG 11j
2

�N �
N

11[f(! � eV )� f(!)] (32)

whereistheelasticratede�ned as�N = 2�V 2
N �

N (0)and �N (0)isthebarenorm alstate

density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy.The second term describesthe’branch crossing’

process(processwith crossing through theFerm isurface)in thelanguageoftheB TK

theory (Blonder-Tinkham -Klapwijk)[44]:electron from thenorm allead isconverted

into theholelikein theSC lead.

J22 = �
2e

�h

Z
1

� 1

d!

2�
Im �S

22
jG 12j

2

�N �
N

11[f(! � eV )� f(!)] (33)

Thenextterm correspondsto theprocessin which electron tunnelsinto SC picking up

thequasiparticleand creating a Cooperpair.

J12 = �
4e

�h

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�
Im �S

12
Re[G 11G

�
12
]

�N �
N

11
[f(! � eV )� f(!)] (34)

The lastterm in (31)representsAndreev tunneling in which electron from the norm al

lead isreected back asa holeand Cooperpairiscreated in superconducting electrode.

JA = �
2e

�h

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�
Im �N

22jG 12j
2

�N �
N

11
[f(! � eV )� f(! + eV )] (35)
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Asonecan see,atenergiesjeV j< � S and zerotem perature,theonly processwhich

contributeto thetotalcurrent,istheAndreev tunneling.Therem aining onesrepresent

’single particle’processes which are suppressed at jeV j< � S due to the lack ofthe

statesin superconductor.OfcourseforenergiesjeV j> � S alltheseprocessesgiverise

to the current,even Andreev does,however is strongly suppressed,but still�nite. It

isalso worthwhile to notethatalltheseprocesses(exceptJ11)proceed through virtual

stateson thedot.

3. D ensity ofstates

In the following sectionswe willpresentnum ericalresultsofelectron tunneling in the

N � QD � S system and show how di�erentterm sofEq. (31)contribute to the total

currentand di�erentialconductance. But�rstly we wantto turn ourattention to the

density ofstatesasitgivesa lotofinform ation aboutsystem .

Them ostpronounced �ngerprintoftheKondoe�ectin theN � QD N system isthe

Abrikosov-SuhlorKondoresonanceattheFerm ileveland itstem peraturedependence.

Kondo resonance appears as tem perature is lower than param eter dependent Kondo

tem perature TK . In the originalKondo e�ectthere isodd num berofelectronson the

dot,so thetotalspin ishalf-integer.In thiscaseelectronsfrom theleadswith energy

closetoFerm ilevelscreen thespin on thedotproducing resonanceattheFerm ienergy.

Ifelectrodes are m ade superconducting situation ism ore com plicated,asthere enters

anotherenergy scale -superconducting transition tem perature Tc (orequivalently SC

orderparam eter�).And the Kondo e�ecttakesplace provided T K > Tc,otherwise is

absentdue to lack ofthe low energy statesin the leadsto screen the spin on the dot.

Naturally thereraisesa question whatwillhappen ifoneofthelead issuperconducting

and another in the norm alstate. This was investigated in [26]-[28],[30]and it has

been found thatKondoe�ectsurvivesin thepresenceofsuperconductivity in oneofthe

electrodes,even TK < Tc.Thereason forthisissim ply:thespin ofthedotisscreened

by electronsin the norm allead.W e willshow thatthisisa really the case and thisis

seen in thedensity ofstatesofquantum dot.

In theFig.1 weshow thedensity ofstatesofthequantum dotforvariouspositions

ofthe dotenergy levelE d. Itisclearly seen thatKondo e�ect,which m anifestsitself

in the resonance on the Ferm ilevel,survives the presence ofsuperconductivity in one

electrode.Theadditionalstructureat! = � � com ing from theSC lead isalso visible.

This is sim ply reection ofthe SC gap. At this point it worthwhile to note,that if

jE dj> � there is bound-like (Andreev) state within the SC gap,position ofwhich

dependson E d.In theS � QD � S system thisisa truebound state.Howeverin the

present case,due to �nite D O S in the norm allead,thisstate acquires a �nite width

(resonancestate).

Itisvery interesting to see how the D O S willbe look like in the nonequilibrium

situation (eV = �N � �S =6= 0). Letusrecallthatthe Kondo resonance islocated at

theFerm ilevelofthelead.In theN � QD � N system when eV 6= 0 thereem ergetwo
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Figure 1. The density ofstates ofthe quantum dot for various values ofthe dot

energy levelE d. O therparam etersare following:�N = �S = 0:02,� = 0:1,eV = 0,

T = 10� 5 in the unitsofthe bandwidth W .

resonances atFerm ilevels ofthe leftand rightlead respectively. In ourcase there is

a gap in the SC lead D O S,and ifoursim ple picture thatKondo e�ectisonly due to

norm allead,weexpectonly oneresonancepinned to thenorm alm etalelectrodeFerm i

level(�N ).Aswecan learn from theFig.2 thisisreally thecase-theKondo resonance

followstheFerm ilevelofthenorm allead.

0
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)
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Figure 2.Equilibrium (eV = 0)and nonequilibrium (eV = � 0:01)density ofstatesof

the quantum dot.O therparam etershavefollowing values:�N = �S = 0:02,� = 0:1,

E d = � 0:08,T = 10� 5 in unitsofthe bandwidth W .

In theFig.3 theD O S isplotted fora few valuesoftheSC orderparam eter�.As

wecan seetheKondoresonanceisstronglysuppressed in com parison totheN � QD � N

D O S (solid line).Thereason forthatisthatdueto lack ofthelow laying statesin SC,

thespin on thedotisweakly screened.Sim ilarconclusionshavebeen reached by A.A.

Clerk and coworkers [30]within N CA approach. In the insetthe density ofstatesat

theFerm ilevel�("F )isplotted asa function oftheSC orderparam eter�.
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Figure 3. Equilibrium density ofstatesofthe quantum dotforvariousvaluesofthe

orderparam eter(�).E d = � 0:2 and otherparam etershavevaluesasin the Fig.(2).

Finally wewanttodiscussthetem peraturedependenceofthedotdensity ofstates.

In theFig.4 weshow theD O S fornum beroftem peratures.Asweexpected theKondo

0.0
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Figure 4.Tem peraturedependenceoftheD O S for�N = 0:05,�S = 0:02,� = 0:05,

E d = � 0:2,eV = 0.

resonance disappears as tem perature is raised. However it is im portant to stress out

thatresonancesand dips! � � are also tem perature dependent. Itisclearly seen in

theFig.5,whereheightofthepeaks(a)and dips(b)areshown.Thespectralweightof

theKondo resonanceisalso shown forcom parison.Itisworthwhileto notethatbelow

TK theheightofboth peaksand dipsareconstant.Assoon astem peratureexceedsTK

heightoftheseresonancesstartsto raiseaswellasdipsdoes.Thise�ectcan bethough

ofas a transfer ofthe spectralweight between Kondo resonance and Andreev states.

Letusrem ind thatAndreev processesstilltake place atT > TK butlessthan Tc.W e

wantto noticethatourresultsarein contradiction to whathasbeen found in Ref.[30]

within N CA.Theauthorsof[30]haveshown thattheresonancesat� � do notappear
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Figure 5. Tem perature dependence ofheightofthe peaks(a)and dips(b)near� �

(see Fig.(3)).Forcom parison the tem perature dependence ofthe K ondo resonanceis

also shown.The param etersarethesam e asin the Fig(3).

athighertem peratures.Thishasa im portantconsequences.Thism eansthat,even for

Tc > TK ,superconducting electronsdo participate in the Kondo e�ect. So oursim ple

picturebreaksdown.

Aswe m entioned,they applied N CA technique to calculate the dotD O S,which

isknown to give correctresultsin the norm alstate fora wide range oftem peratures.

Itisalso known,thatE O M givesquantitatively incorrectresultsatlow tem peratures

(T < TK ). Buthere thise�ectcertainly take place atT > TK in the range ofvalidity

ofE O M . So the question ofwhich picture isindeed realized in the realsystem seem s

to rem ain open.

4. A ndreev reections and the K ondo e�ect

W e have shown, that Kondo peak in the density of states survives the presence of

the superconductivity, however should we expect that peak in the current - voltage

characteristic(di�erentialconductance-G(eV )= dJ=d(eV ))? Ifweconsidertunneling

processes, described by Eqs. (31)-(35), we m ight expect Kondo peak only in the

tunneling m ediated by the Andreev reections (35). The am plitudes of the other

processesisequalto zero (atT = 0)forenergieslessthan SC gap.

Let’srewriteEq.(35)into theform :

JA = �
2e

h

Z
1

� 1

d!

2�
T
A

N S(!)[f(! � eV )� f(! + eV )] (36)

W e have introduced ’transm ittance’TA
N S(!),associated with the Andreev tunneling,

de�ned as:

T
A

N S(!)=
e

�h
�2N �

N

11
(!)�N

22
(!)jG 21(!)j

2 (37)

In fact,atzero tem peratureand atenergieslessthan superconducting gap TA
N S(!)can

beregarded asatotaltransm ittance,becauseAndreev tunnelingisonly processallowed
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in these circum stances. TA
N S(!)fordi�erentvaluesofthe eV isplotted in the Fig. 6.

The broad resonances at! � � 0:06 are reections ofthe dotenergy levelEd = 0:08
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Figure 6. T A

N S
(!)fordi�erentvaluesofthe biasvoltage eV = 0 (solid line),� 0:03

(dashed)and 0:03 (dotted line). E d = � 0:08,�N = �S = 0:01 and � = 0:1. Inset:

largescaleview ofthe equilibrium T A

N S
(!).

for electrons and holes [26],shifted from its originalposition due to renorm alization

caused by the strong Coulom b interaction. Butm ore im portantpointisthatthere is

no Kondo peak in equilibrium (eV = 0)transm ittance.Thisisin agreem entwith Refs.

[26,30].Thisisbecause theim aginary partoftheanom alousGreen’sfunction G 12(!)

behaveslikej!jfor! � � whileitsrealpartisproportionalto!ln(!)and both vanish

for ! = 0. And this is su�cient to suppress the Kondo e�ect. However as soon as

we go away from the eV = 0,we can observe the Kondo peaksatenergies! = � eV

with approxim ately equalspectralweight.Howeverthereisstrong asym m etry between

negative(dashed line)and positive(dotted line)voltages.W hilein form ercasewehave

very wellresolved resonances, in the later these resonances are strongly suppressed.

Thisasym m etry isstrictly related to thedensity ofstates(seeFig.(2)),wherewealso

observe such asym m etry,which is associated with di�erent conditions for the Kondo

e�ect in both cases (note quantity E d � eV ). The fact,that we observe the Kondo

peak forboth electrons(eV )and forholes(� eV )isin contradiction to whathasbeen

observed in Ref.[26],whereonly sm allkink hasem erged for! = � eV .Thisiscertainly

dueto di�erentapproxim ation schem eused in calculations.

Since equilibrium transm ittance TA
N S(!)doesn’tshow theKondo peak,we cannot

expectitin the di�erentialconductance G A(eVSD )= dJA=d(eVSD )with JA de�ned by

(35),since G A isproportionalto the equilibrium TA
N S. Indeed thisiswhatwe observe

in the (Fig. 7). W e see,that G A(eVSD ) is very sensitive to the position ofthe dot

energy level. The larger(negative)E d the sm allerconductance. Itcan be understood

asfollows.The probability ofthe Andreev reectionsdependson the density ofstates

(for ! < �) ofthe norm alelectrode as wellas dot itself. The later one is strongly

E d-dependent(see Fig. 1). ForE d � 0 there are no stateson the dotparticipated in
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Figure 7. The Andreev di�erential conductance G A (eVSD ) = dJA =d(eVSD ) for

di�erentvaluesofthedotenergy levelE d = � 0:08(solid line),� 0:14 (dashed)and 0:2

(dotted line).�N = �S = 0:01 and � = 0:1.

tunneling between norm alelectrodeand thesuperconductor.Notethatin factAndreev

reectionstakeplacebetween SC electrodeand thedot.

Thelack ofthepeak in thedi�erentialconductancecon�rm sthattheKondo e�ect

issuppressed in the N � QD � S system with strong on-dotCoulom b repulsion. This

resultisin fullagreem entwith thoseofRefs.[26,30,32].

5. A sym m etric coupling

The quantum dot asym m etrically coupled to the norm al state electrodes shows

anom alous Kondo e�ect [45],which has also been observed experim entally [12,13].

Thisanom alyfeaturesin thenon-zeroposition oftheKondoresonancein thedi�erential

conductance. In otherwords,ifwe increase one ofthe couplingsto the leads(�L(R)),

thezero-biasanom aly m ovestonon-zerovoltages[45].In theN � QD � S system ,there

is no Kondo resonance in the di�erentialconductance. Sim ilarly there isno itin the

equilibrium transm ittance. On the otherhand the Kondo peak em ergeswhen system

isin nonequilibrium . So in factwe could expectthe non-zero biasKondo peak in the

di�erentialconductanceofthedotasym m etrically coupled to theleads.

W e have calculated Andreev transm ittance and di�erential conductance for a

num berofcouplingstotheleads.Theexam pleisshown in theFig.8.Unfortunately we

haven’tobserved theKondopeakatnon-zerovoltagesregardlesshow bigtheasym m etry

(�N =�S)was. The reason forthism ightbe thatforN � QD � N system the shiftof

theKondo peak tonon-zero valuesisvery sm all[45],and in thepresentcasetheKondo

resonancecannotdevelop becausetherearetoo few statesin thetransm ittancespectra

around theFerm ienergy.

Howevertheasym m etry in thecouplingslead toanotherinterestingbehaviorofthe

Andreev transm ittanceaswellasdi�erentialconductance.Nam ely itturnsoutthat�N
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N S
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leads�N = �S = 0:01 (solid line),�N = 0:015,�S = 0:01 (dashed)and �N = 0:01,

�S = 0:015 (dotted line).E d = � 0:08 and � = 0:1.

m ore inuences the T A
N S (G A)around energiesclose to value ofSC gap than �S does

(see dashed line in the Fig. 8). On the other hand the transm ittance (conductance)

around jE dj< �ism orea�ected by � S (com paredotted linein theFig.8).W ecan also

note thatthe positionsofthe broad resonances,corresponding to the dotenergy level

E d,depend on asym m etry.Thisisduetotherealpartofself-energy.M oreim portantis

that�N and �S shiftthepositionsoftheresonancesin oppositedirections:�N towards

Ferm ienergy �N = �S = 0 while�S to higherenergies.

In thepresentapproach theAndreev transm ittance(and di�erentialconductance)

vanishes at zero energy. However it shows interesting properties at the other

characteristic energies ofthe system ,like E d or �. The Andreev transm ittance T A
N S

attheseenergiesisshown in theFig.9 asa function oftheasym m etry in thecoupling

�N =�S. W e see that the tunneling due to the Andreev processes at energies � Ed is

likely to take a place when the couplingsare m ore orless sym m etric,i. e. �N = �S.

M oresurprising resultisthatthelargestprobability ofthese processesatenergies� �

is forlarge asym m etry �N =�S � 10. As we already m entioned such behavior can be

explained by renorm alization ofthedotenergy leveldueto therealpartofself-energy,

which dependson �N and �S in rathera com plicated way .

6. Particle-hole asym m etry

Untilnow wehavepresented resultsforthespecialcase,nam ely theelectron-hole(e� h)

sym m etry in the leads. Itis wellknown [46]thatthe particle-hole asym m etry in the

norm alm etal/superconductor tunneljunctions and m etallic contacts suppresses the

Andreev reectionsduetothefactthatthereection and transm ission probabilitiesare

di�erent forincident electrons and holes. In the quantum dotcoupled to the norm al

and superconducting electrode we could also expect that this asym m etry willplay a
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role.On the otherhand,thisasym m etry isalready presentin the strongly interacting

quantum dot(U = 1 )in the Kondo regim e (E d < 0),asone studied here. However

thisasym m etry in theleadscan furtherm odify theAndreev tunneling.

Let’sstartfrom thee�ectofthee� h asym m etryon thedensity ofstates.Aswecan

read from theFig.10,theasym m etry playsrathera m inorrole.Them ostpronounced
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Figure 10. Density ofstates in variousrealizationsofthe electron-hole asym m etry

indicated in the �gure. Param eters have following values: E d = � 0:08,� = 0:01,

�N = �S = 0:01.

di�erenceiswhen theconcentration in both N and S electrodesarechanged.Ifchange

theconcentration in oneoftheelectrode,thee�ectissm aller.M oreover,thedensity of

statesalm ostdoesnotdepend on in which electrodeconcentration ischanged.In other

words,itseem sto besensitive to averageconcentration in both electrodes.

In the Fig. 11 we have shown the height ofthe Kondo resonance when electron

concentration isvaried. Asone can read from the Fig. 11,the spectralweightofthe
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the electrons nN (nS) in the norm al(superconducting) lead. Curve N ;S -electron

concentration in both electrodesischanged,N -in thenorm alelectrodeonly and S -

in superconducting.The param etersarethe sam easin Fig.10.

Kondopeakstronglydependsontheelectron concentrationinbothelectrodes.M oreover

there isa strong asym m etry with respectto the n = 1 point,i. e. the peak ishigher

when the concentration ofelectrons is higher. It is rather expected result,as in the

originalKondo e�ecttheresonance atzero energy em ergesdue to thescreening ofthe

conduction electrons.Soonecould expectthatitshould depend on theirconcentration,

asitdoes.Sim ilare�ectwe observe when theelectron concentration ischanged in one

lead only.Italm ostdoesnotdepend on in which lead n ischanged.Howeverforlarge

e� h asym m etry,concentration ofelectronsin the norm allead seem s to play a m ore

im portantrole.

Now let’sturn to theAndreev reectionsand theirm odi�cationsdueto thee� h

asym m etry. The Andreev transm ittance TA
N S(!)(Eq. (37)),shown in the Fig. 12 is

also a�ected by the concentration ofthe electronsin the leads. However quantitative

behaviorofTA
N S(!)seem stonotdepend on thee� h asym m etry.Them ostpronounced

qualitative di�erences occur for the energies ! = jE dj. Decreasing the num ber of

electrons in the norm allead, TA
N S(!) also decreases around these energies. On the

otherhand,the e�ectisjustopposite ifwe decrease the electron concentration in the

SC lead.Onecan rathereasily explain thedependenceoftheTA
N S(!)on thenum berof

norm alelectrons,takingnoteofthefactthatprobability ofAndreev reectionsislarger

when num berofelectronsin N lead islarge and the num berofholessm all. However

TA
N S(!)also dependson concentration ofelectronsand holesin theSC lead.Thiscan

beunderstood asfollow:thenum berofelectron-like (hole-like)quasiparticlesin SC is

proportionaltotheconcentration oftheelectrons(holes)in thislead in thenorm alstate.

In theAndreev process,iftwo electronsentertheSC,theelectron-like quasiparticle is

created.Thism eansthatprobability ofAndreev reectionsdependson thenum berof

electron-like and hole-likequasiparticlesin SC lead.So increasing thenum berofholes
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Figure 12. Andreev transm ittance for variouselectron concentrationsin the leads.

M odelparam etersarethe sam easin Fig.10.

in SC,theprobability ofAndreev reectionsofthe im pinging electronsislarger.This

isexactly whatwecan read from theFig.12.

The m odi�cationsofthe T A
N S(!)due to e� h asym m etry are notso large asthe

m odi�cations due to the asym m etry in the couplings (see Fig. 8),nevertheless e� h

asym m etry inuencestheAndreev tunneling.

7. C onclusions

In conclusion we have studied a strongly interacting quantum dot connected to the

norm aland superconducting leads. Using the equation ofm otion technique for the

nonequilibrium Green’s functions,we derived the form ula for the current in term s of

various tunneling processes. This technique allowed us to calculate at once allthe

Green’sfunctionsem ergingin theproblem and perform consistentdecouplingprocedure

forthehigherorderGreen’sfunctions.

W e discussed the problem of the interplay between Kondo e�ect and Andreev

reections. W hile the Kondo resonance is present in density of states, there is no

zero bias anom aly in the di�erentialconductance. As a m atter offact,the Andreev

conductance is strongly suppressed for zero-bias voltages. W e also further raised a

question regarding the participation of the superconducting electrons in the Kondo

e�ect.Theobtainedresultsseem tosupportthescenarioinwhich theydonotparticipate

in theKondo e�ect.

Finally,we discussed the problem ofasym m etry in the couplingsto the leadsand

found thelargem odi�cationsoftheAndreev conductancedueto thise�ect,m ainly for

energiesaround dotleveland superconducting gap. W e also studied the propertiesof

the system when the concentration ofelectronsin theleadscan bechanged.However,

the m odi�cations ofthe Andreev tunneling due to this e�ect are m uch sm aller and

quantitativeonly.
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