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T hree-term inal transport through a quantum dot in the K ondo regim e: C onductance,
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W e investigate the nonequilbrium transport properties of a three-tem inal quantum dot in the
strongly interacting lim it. At low tem peratures, a K ondo resonance arises from the antiferrom agnetic
coupling between the localized electron in the quantum dot and the conduction electrons in source
and drain leads. It is known that the local density of states is accessble through the di erential
conductance m easured at the Wweakly coupled) third lead. Here, we consider the m ultitermm inal
current-current correlations (shot noise and cross correlations m easured at two di erent temm inals).
W e discuss the dependence of the current correlations on a num ber of external param eters: bias
voltage, m agnetic eld and m agnetization of the leads. W hen the Kondo resonance is split by

xing the voltage bias between two leads, the shot noise shows a nontrivial dependence on the
voltage applied to the third lead. W e show that the cross correlations of the current are m ore
sensitive than the conductance to the appearance of an extemalm agnetic eld. W hen the leads
are ferrom agnetic and their m agnetizations point along opposite directions, we nd a reduction of
the cross correlations. M oreover, we report on the e ect of dephasing in the K ondo state for a

tw o—temm inal geom etry when the third lead plays the role ofa ctitious volage probe.

PACS numbers: 72.15Qm , 72.70 4 m , 73.63KvVv

I. NTRODUCTION

The Kondo e ect represents a distinguished exam pl
of strong m any-body correlations in condensed m atter
physicsd O verthe last fteen years,much e ort hasbeen
m ade In understanding the im plications ofthe K ondo ef-
fect on the scattering properties of phase-coherent con—
ductors. Indeed, the elctric transport through a quan-—
tum dot connected to two termm inals becom es highly cor-
related when the tem perature T is lowered below a char-
acteristic energy scale given by kg Tx 2 At equilbrium ,
the K ondo tem perature Ty depends on the param eters
ofthe system , ie., the coupling ofthe dot to the extermal
Jeads due to tunneling, the dot onsite repulsion (charg-
Ing energy) and the position ofthe resonant level relative
to the Fem ienergy Er . Allofthem can be tuned In a
controlled way:

In a quantum dotw ith a su ciently large charging en—
ergy U kg T) and a singk energy levelwellbelow E¢ ,
the dynam ics of the quasilocalized electron becom es al-
m ost frozen. T herefore, a quantum dot can be viewed as
an arti cial realization (at the nanoscale) of a m agnetic
Inpurity with spin S = 1=2. At very low tem peratures
(T < Tg ), charge uctuations in the dot are suppressed
and there arisesan e ective antiferrom agnetic interaction
betw een the electrons of the reservoir and the S = 1=2
Jocalized m om ent. Rem arkably, the m easured conduc—
tance reaches them axin um valie fora quantum channel
(2€?=h) and the dot appears to be perfectly transparent
when a an all voltage €Vyy is applied between the source
and the drain contacts. N evertheless, the coherent cor-
related m otion of the delocalized electrons form ing the
K ondo cloud can be disturbed when either the bias volt—
age or the tem perature are of the order of Ty . In such a
case, the m any-body wave fiinction ofthe K ondo state is

expected to su er from dephasing, leading to a decrease
In the conductance. This issue has recently attracted a
ot of attention®2®. T this work, we m in ic in a phe-
nom enologicalway the e ect of dephasing on the trans—
port properties of a two-term inal quantum dot in the
K ondo regim e by introducing a ctitious volage probe.

N ow , In the absence ofdephasing, the building block of
the K ondo resonance isa narrow peak (ofw idth kB Tk )
around Er in the local density of states LDOS) of
the dot. However, f1ll quantum -dot spectroscopy of
the LD O S cannot be accom plished with a two-tem nal
transport setup. In particular, one cannot gain experi-
m entalaccessto the predicted large voltage induced split—
tihhg ofthe LDO S when Vg > kg Tx #2240 A way to
circum vent this problem is by attaching a third lead,
as dem onstrated independently by Sun and Guo! and
Lebanon and Schillerd? In subsequent laboratory work,
D e Franceschiet ali® cbserved a split K ondo resonance
by em plying a slightly m odi ed technjque| one of the
ladswasreplaced by a narrow w ire driven out ofequilib—
rium where left and right m oving carriers have di erent
electrochem ical potentials.

M otivated in part by the works cited in the preceding
paragraph, we are concemed in this paper as well w ith
the nonequilbrium K ondo physics and the uctuations
of the current through a quantum dot attached to three
Jeads. A s iswellknown, the investigation of the current-
current correlations in m esoscopic conductors has been
a fruitfiil area of research 14 N evertheless, there are still
very scarce applications to strongly correlated system s
as the shot noise is a purely nonequilibbrium property,
and thus m ore di cult to treat. Hersh eld 12 calulates
the zero—frequency shot noise using perturbation theory
In the charging energy (valid when the K ondo correla—
tions are not large; eg.,, at T > Tk ). Yam aguchiand
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K awam urat® choose the tunneling part of the Ham ilto—
nian as the perturbing param eter. D ing and N g&? study
the frequency dependence of the noise by m eans of the
equation-ofm otion m ethod (also reliable for T > Tk ).
M eir and G olib*® perform an exhaustive study of the
In uence ofbias voltage in the shot noise of a quantum

dot in the Kondo regine. Dong and Lei? discuss the
e ect on the shot noise of both extermalm agnetic elds
and particle-hole symm etry breaking. Avishai et al2?
calculate the Fano factor when the leads are s-wave su-—
perconductors w hereas the case of p-wave superconduc—
tivity is treated by A ono et al?! The authors?? exam e
the behavior ofthe Fano factor at zero tem perature w hen
the om ation ofthe K ondo resonance com petesw ith the
presence of ferrom agnetic leads and spin— ip processes.
Lopez et al?3 m ake use of the two-in purity A nderson
Ham iltonian to address the shot noise n double quan-—
tum dot system s. To the best of our know ledge, a study
of the current uctuations In a m ultiprobe K ondo in pu—
rity is stillm issing. This is the gap we want to 1l here.

In m esoscopic conductors, Buttiker?? show s that the
sign of the current cross correlations depends on the
statistics of the carriers. It is positive (megative) for
bosons (ferm ions) due to statisticalbunching (antbunch-
Ing). This statem ent is based on a series of assum p—
tions (eg. zero-in pedance extemal circuits, spin inde—
pendent transport, nom althem al leads). P ositive cor—
relations can be found if these conditions are not m et
(see Ref. for references on this subfct). Here, we
Just mention a few studies based on structures involr—
ing a quantum dot. Bagret and Nazarov2® consider a
Coulom b-blockaded quantum dot attached to param ag—
netic leads w hereas the ferrom agnetic case and the soin—
blockade case are treated by Cottet et al?! Borlh et
al2® and Samuelsson and Buttiker?? exam ine the cross
correlations of a chaotic dot In the presence of a super-
conducting lad. In the spin dependent case, Sanchez et
al3% nd that the sign ofthe cross correlations isa ected
by Andreev cross re ections. In the context of quantum
com putation, m easuring current cross correlations have
been shown3! to yield a indirect identi cation of the ex—
istence of stream s of entangled particles. T herefore, the
cross correlations are a valuable toolin characterizing the
electron transport in phase-coherent conductors.

In this work, we consider electron transport through
a strongly Interacting quantum dot attached to three
leads. Section M explains the theoretical fram ework
(slaveboson m ean— eld theory) we use to com pute the
conductance and the current-current correlations. W e
show that the expressions for the cross correlationsm ay
be inferred from scattering theory applied to a Breit-
W igner resonance w ith renom alized param eters. Sec—
tion [l is devoted to the results. First, we assum e that
the third lead is a ctitious voltage probe and investi-
gate the e ect of dephasing w ith increasing coupling to
the probe. Then, we consider that lad as a real probe
and relate the di erential conductance m easured at one
electrode w ith the LD O S of the arti cial K ondo im pu-—

rity. W e show next that the sign ofthe cross correlations
ofthe current isnegative, as expected from the ferm ionic
character of the K ondo correlations at very low tem per—
ature. M oreover, we discuss the e ect of bias voltage,
extemalm agnetic elds, and soin-polarized tunneling in
the cross correlations. W e nish this section wih an in—
vestigation ofthe e ect of spin polarized transport in the
shot noise. Finally, Sec.l contains our conclisions.

II. MODEL

W e m odel the electric transport through the quantum
dot using the A nderson H am iltonian in the lim it of large
onsite Coulomb interaction U ! 1 . Thisway we ne-
glect double occupancy in the dot and the H am ittonian
is written in tem s of the slave-boson language#2
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w here q‘: (x ) isthe creation (annihilation) operator
describing an electronic state k with spin = £";#g and
energy dispersion "y in the ead = £1;2;3g, "o is
the (soin-dependent) energy level in the dot and Vx is
the coupling m atrix elem ent. The original dot second—
quantization operators have been replaced in Eq. W) by
a com bination of the pseudoferm ion operator £ and the
boson eld b. Hopping o the dot is described by the
processG  B'f :wheneveran ekctron is annihilated by
f , an em pty state in the dot is created by I and then
c}i generates an electron wih spin  in the conduction
band of contact . Theboson operatorb (©Y) m ay be re—
garded as a pro ection operator onto the vacuum (em pty)
state ofthe quantum dot. Tom ake sure that a statew ith
double occupancy is never created, a constraint w ith La—
grangem ultiplier isadded to the Ham iltonian.
T he current operator f that yields the electronic ow

from lead is given by

f = TLN sHI; @)
N P
where N = | & « The general orm of the
power spectrum of the current uctuations reads®3
Z
s (My=2 deée'nf ()L 0g
z ~h i
=2 de' nff ();f Ogi Hinfi; Q)
f =1 I descrbing the uctuations of the current

away from is average value I = nf i. We are inter-
ested In the zerofrequency linit of S (!'). Since the



FIG .1: The system under consideration. T he central island
is a resonant level coupled to three leads. The levelm ay be
shifted through a capacitative coupling to a gate. In the lim it
of a vanishingly am all capacitance, double occupancy in the
dot is forbidden and Kondo e ect can arise. The current{
current cross correlations are m easured between leads 2 and
3.

energy scale kg Tx In typical experim ents is of the or-
der 0of 100 m K , the frequencies should be ! 24 GHz.
M oreover, we shallwork at T = 0 (seebelow ) so that the
current will uctuate due to quantum uctuations only
(We disregard them al uctuations).

A . M ean- eld approxim ation

Them ean— eld solution ofthe H am ittonian {l) consists
of considering the e ect oftheboson In an averaged w ay,
replacing the true operator b(t) by its expectation value
Mot)i. W ithin this approxin ation the Ham iltonian de—
scribbes nonmt%agtjng quasiparticles w ith renomm alized
couplings: Vi Pj! Vx . The theory is then suiable
for studying the Fem iliquid xed point of the K ondo
problem (ie., at T T ) In which the averaged occu—
pation in the dot isalways1l. The dom lnant uctuations
In the system are those associated to spin.

T he stationary state of the boson eld is determm ined
from thet! 1 Iim i of its equation ofm otion using the
K eldysh technique for system s out of equiliorium £4:3

X
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where G; , (Gt = ig (©OFf (@i is the lkaddot
lesser G reen function. Next, we take into account the

constraint:
X

G, GD=1i0 PI); ®)

G:, B = fY®Ff (¢)ibeing the dot lesser G reen
function. It yields the nonequilbriim distribution fuinc—
tion In the dot.

In evaluating the above G reen ﬁmctjof;s we need the
coupling strength given by () = e F oo
". ). In the wide band lim i, one neglcts the energy
dependence of and the hybridization w idth is taken as
= Er) Oor D " D (O isthe high-energy
cuto ). W e notice that in the presence of K ondo cor-
relations the ]J%_m e broadening becom es renom alized
1Y = s " ) and the bare kvel
"o isshifedto ¥ = "9 + . We can now give the
full expression of the Fouriertransform ed lesser G reen
function :
o f
6, =2 U, ©)
' (% )2+ 2
P
where ¥ = ~ is the total hybridization width
perspin and £ ()= ( ) is the Fem i finction at
zero tem perature oflead w ith electrochem icalpotential
= Er + eV . On the other hand, G % (1) canbe
cast in tem s ofG§ .. (!) with the help of the equation
of m otion of the operators and then applying the ana—
Iytical continuation rules in a com plex tin e contours?
T herefore, we obtain a closed system of two nonlinear
equations Egs. ) and )] w ith unknowns Hf and to
be found selfconsistently.
From the precedent argum entsand Eq. ) we can eas—
ily establish an expression forthe expectation value ofthe
electric current:

x 2

I = aT (OF () £O; 7

e
h
which has exactly the sam e transparent form as the
LandauerB uttiker form ula3® in the two channel (one per

spin) case applied to a double-barrier resonant-tunneling
system :

4~ o~

T () ( W )2t 2 ; ®)
w hich hasa sin ple BreitW igner lineshape. For the sam e
reason, the quasiparticle density of states is a Lorentzian
function centered around the Ferm i level (the A brikosov—
Suhl resonance). This result is expected since we are
dealing w ith a Fermm 1 liquid but w e stress that the physics
it contains should not be confused w ith a noninteracting
quantum dot since:

(i) T depends in plicitly on Hf and , and i m ust then
be selfconsistently calculated for each set of param eters:
contact voltages fV g, magnetic eld 5, = "g» Ny
gate voltage "y (V4), and lead m agnetization.

(i) T is renom alized by K ondo correlations (as the
bare and "¢ are),

(iil) T" has a nontrivialdependence on the bias voltage.

A1l these features give rise to a number of e ects
that are not seen in a noninteracting resonant-tunneling
diode. There are m any instances: regions of negative
di erential conductance in the current{voltage charac—
teristics of a double quantum dot, 2’ a crossover from



K ondo physics to an antiferrom agnetic singlet in the two—
in purity problem 22 an anom alous sign of the zero-bias
m agnetoresistance/?? etc. Below , we shalldiscuss another
exam ple w ithout counterpart in a noninteracting B reit—
W igner resonance: W hen the K ondo peak splits due to
a large bias voltage.

B . Current—current correlations

W e consider now the current uctuations given by
Eq. W) at zero frequency S (0). To simplify the no-—

tation we ntroduce G (! ) = G¢ ;+ (!) asthedot G reen
function. A fter lengthy algebra, we have
Z
4¢?
S (0):T d~ "~ BsGy GiGyf
+G5G (L f) GGy £)+GGof GGHEf L £)
GeGef @ £) +—Gs @ £) Gyf)l: ©

This form ula (or variations of it) hasbeen already em —
ployed in the literature. W eiet al3® prove it using the
F isherL.eeB aranger-Stone relation®? to w rite the scat-
tering m atrix elem ents In tem s of the retarded G reen
fiunction of the dot, G5. Dong and Le#? and Lopez et
al?223 nd it in Kondo problem s within a slaveboson
mean— eld fram ework. Actually, In Ref. it is shown
that the shot noise In a two-tem inal geom etry reads
S Tl T7T), ie. the well known resul for the par-
tition noise but w ith renomn alized tranam issions. Souza
et al? caloulate the noise ofan ultrasm allm agnetic tun—
nel janction by m eans of Eq. W) wihin a HartreeFock
fram ew ork. In general, we can say that Eq. ) is consis—
tent w ithin m ean— eld theories. H owever, som e caution
is needed if one w ishes to go beyond a m ean- eld level
In deriving Eq. ), one needs to apply W ick theorem ,
which is valid only for noninteracting (quasi-particles.
M ore speci cally, one nds tem s that read:

g Of ©F O£ 0)i=
g ©f ©ig o O)f 0 0)i
+hg  ©Ff 0 0)ihf ©)g o O)i:

The rsttem in the left-hand side corresponds to dis—
connected diagram s that cancel out the term hf ihf iof
Eqg. W) whereas the second term contrbutes to Eq. W).
T herefore, the particularH am iltonian hasto be cast rst
in a quadratic form . Zhu and B alatsky? incorrectly state
that Eq. ) takes into account the m any-body e ects.
A 1so, it isnot clearhow this form ula is inferred w ithin the
equation-ofm otion m ethod em ployed by Lu and L2
In our case, the m ean— eld approxim ation is known to
be the kading tem i a 1=N expansion;*3 whereN = 2
is the spin degeneracy. T herefore, we neglect the uctu-
ations ofboth theboson eld ( b= 0) and the renom al-
ization of the resonant kvel ( = 0),2222 which could

10)

be calculated in the next order. This is valid as long as
w e restrict ourselves to the Ferm iHiquid xed point ofthe
K ondo problem . W e arenot aware ofreal1=N correction
calculations of shot noise. A though M eir and G olub®
perform a noncrossing approxim ation (NCA ), they jast
substitute the NCA propagators into Eq. ), wih the
lin itations exposed above.

The current-current correlations can be deduced ei-
ther using Eq. M) or using the scattering approach for
the m ultiterm nal case (see Ref.lll). The latter form al-
isn am ounts to replacing the bare param eters by the
renom alized ones?2. W e consider the illustrative case of
having di erent electrochem ical potentials in two leads,

€ g, = 2and = 3) at zero tem perature.
We nd
2e? X z
S230) = Y dTrE s s s )(E £)E )
(1)
where s  is the renom alized scattering am plitude of a

B reit-W igner resonance:
q__
%

s ()= 12)

%o+ 1T

T Eq. ) the trace Tr(::) is over spin indices. The
Fem ifinctions f, and f, are arbitrary2? Choosing f, =
fb = f3, we obtain

2e? X

S23(0) = n

d fT12T13 [fl f3]2

+ Ry Tyl &P+ 2T,Ty 0 Bl £lg;  (13)
wheg R,, isthe re ection probability (in generalR =
1 T ). Notice that generally one cannot w rite
the m ultilead current{current correlations only in tem s
of tranam ission probabilities as in Eq. ). This was
rstly pointed out by Buttiker,*? suggesting the appear—
ance of exchange e ects in noise m easurem ents. Here,
since we are dealing w ith a (renom alized) B reitW igner
resonance, exchange corrections due to phase di erences
do not play any role.
For com plteness, we give now the form ula forthe shot
noise, ie., the current-current correlations m easured at
the sam e kead (€g., kad 1). Follow ing the way of reason—

ing that led to Eq. [l we obtain

z
2e? X
S11(0) = T d frllel [f1 ﬁ]z
+ TR, B BF+ T,TsE  BFg: @14)

ITII. RESULTS

In the follow ing, we present resuls obtained by self-
consistently solving Egs. ) and ) r each bias vol—



age. T he rest of param eters is changed in the next sub—
sections. Throughout this work, we have checked that
current conservation (I; + L + Iy = 0) is ful Ted 22
Tunneling e ects are Incorporated at all orders since
at equilbriim the K ondo tem perature is found to be
ks Ty = "=Dexp( Jo32); @15)
thcB is clearly a nonperturbative result. T Eq. [l
-1 is the totalhybridization broadening. T he
reference energy willbe always set at Er = 0 and the
energy cuto isD = 100 . The bare kevelis "y = 6,
deep below Er to ensure a pure K ondo regim e.

A . D ephasing

Before tuming to the determm ination of current cross
correlators, we brie y discussw ith an application the ca—
pabilities of three-term Inal setups to illustrate som e dif-

cul aspects of the physics of the two-tem inal K ondo
e ect. A smentioned in the Introduction, we investigate
the action ofa ctitious voltage probe?® (say, lead 3) in
order to sim ulate decoherence e ects on the fom ation
of the K ondo resonance between leads 1 and 2:4 These
contacts play the role of source and drain, respectively.
T he voltage probe m ode®® describes deccherence since
an electron that is absorbed into the probe looses its co—
herence. T he exiting electron is replaced by an electron
(w ith an unrelated phase) incted by the probe.

At low tem peratures the principal source of dephas-
ing is due to quasi-elastic scattering 28 W e consider then
a volage probe that preserves energy<? The current
through the voltage probe is zero at every energy . T hus,
from Eq. W) the distrioution function at the probe reads

Tz ()£ () + T2z ()£ ()
£ = : 16
) Tiz()+ Ta3 () e

W e have to insert this result into Egs. ) and W) and
solve selfconsistently for the hybridization couplings ~
and the resonance level ¥, in the presence of quasielastic
scattering foreach value ofthe applied biasvolage. T hen
w e com pute num erically the di erentialconductanceG =
dI=std,wheJ:eI= I, = Z&anstd=V1 .
Figurcll @) show sG ©rdi erent values ofthe coupling
to the probe We sst , = 1) . For 3 = 0 we obtain
the wellknown zero-bias anom aly, which arises from the
form ation of the Kondo resonance at Vg = 0. As 3
Increaseswe observe a quenching ofthe K ondo peak. T he
degree of the conductance suppression depends on the
coupling to the probe. At each bias, 3 (Which has to
be selfconsistently calculated) adjusts tselfto ful 1l the
condition of zero net current at each energy . Hence, 3
isa phenom enologicalparam eter that includes dephasing
processes present in the quantum dot. To see this, we
can write down the current through, say, lad 1, using

1 — 1
(b)
=
= | =
~ )
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FIG.2: (a) D1ierential conductance G 11 versus bias voltage
V; as a function of the bare coupling 3 to the voltage probe
(reservoir 3) or 1 = , and "o = 6 . (b) Linear conduc—
tance G 11 (0) show ing the reduction of the peak in (@) versus
the coupling to the voltage probe. The dots are num erical
results where the line corresponds to an analytical form ula
(see text).

Egs. ) and ll):
Z
e 4~1~2
I=-———""7— dA,(O)E() £0I a7)
~Tit
where Ay (") = In Gj (")= is the LDOS in the dot.

Equation [ has the orm of a rmula for a two-
tem hnal current? with G5 (") = [* %+ i(C1+ ~2 +
~3)] . & is straight®rward to show that a nonzero ;
Jeads to deviations of Eq. ) from the unitary lim it.

In Fig. Mb) we plbt the linear conductance G =
G Vg = 0) asa function of 3= ; from the resuls found
num erically. At zero biaswe can nd from Eq. {ll) an
analytical expression for the reduction of the peak:

G="——"—: 18)

I is shown @n Fig.l®) (@l lne). In the lim i of
3= 1 1 a sin ilar expression for the reduction of the

peak was Hund by K am nskiet al? the source of deco—

herence being an ac volage applied to the dot level

B. M ultiterm inal conductance

From now on, we consider lead 3 as a real electrode
w ith tunable voltage V3. W e set V3 = V, = 0 and vary
the tunneling coupling 3. T he selfconsistent results of
Egs. ) and ) are inserted in Egs. W) to calculate the
di erential conductance through lead 1: G 1; = dI;=dV;.
Figurell@) showsG,; asa finction ofV;. At 3 = 0 the
conductance at V1 = 0 achieves the unitary lim it as In
the two-tem inal case. W ith increasing the coupling to
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FIG.3: (@) Dierential conductance G 1; versus bias voltage

Vi or" = 6 (0 =8 10 * ). (b) Dependence of the
K ondo tem perature on V; .

third lead, G 11 (0) decreases. For equal tunnel couplings
(1= 2= 3= =3),G11 () doesnot reach 1 (in units
of 2e’=h) but instead G1; (0) = 8=9, n agreem ent w ith
Ref. This is an Inm ediate consequence of having
three leads w ith identical couplings. Interestingly, the
K ondo tem perature of F ig .l ®) does not vanish abruptly
orv; = 2T7 , asknown in the twotem inalcase (see the
case 3 = 0). This is an in portant resul as it im plies
that K ondo correlations survive at large volages. The
e ect is rem iniscent of the situation found by A guado
and Langreth®’ in tunnelcoupled double quantum dots,
though the physical origin is clearly distinct.

C . Sign ofthe current cross—correlations.
C om parison w ith a noninteracting quantum dot

W e now focus on the current-current correlations of
the current for V3 = V, = 0 and equal couplings 1 =

2= 3= =3.Later,we shallallow fornonzero volage
di erences between lads 2 and 3. In Fig. @), we show
the cross correlator S,3 (0) obtained from Eq. [ll). As
expected, S,3 is zero orV; = 0 and negative elsew here.
This re ects the ferm ionic nature of the quasiparticles.
For com parison, we plot in Fig.ll®) the corresponding
S,3 Por a noninteracting resonant double-barrier struc—
ture w ith the levelat Er (of course, for "y = 6 the
spectrum S5 is always very sm all as the tranam ission
is). In this case, the physics is govemed by the bare cou—
plng 22 On the contrary, in the K ondo problem the
dom inating energy scale is Tx . Q ualitatively, Fig. @)
and M) ook the same untilV; 2T . The cross cor-
relator in the K ondo case increases w ith voltage while in
the noninteracting case S,; saturates at large voltages.
Tt is easy to show that the saturation value is given by

8 =81’ 031 (in units of 4é =h). The reason for
the increase of Sy3 (0) in Fig.M@) is that Tx is voltage
dependent unlike thebare ,even in thew ideband lim it.

03"

. . 2.0
S,; (inunitsof 4T, "/h)
o
N
. . 2

S, (inunits of 4e'T/h)

Vo3

-0.4

N L [
0% "5 0 5 S
VT, 1
FIG. 4: (@) Currentcurrent cross correlation m easured in
Jleads 2 and 3, S23(0), as a function of the bias voltage in
the inpcting lead, Vi . K ondo correlations involve an increase
of Sz3 (0) for voltages larger than 2Tx . (o) Same as (@) for
a noninteracting quantum dot w ith a resonant level exactly
at Er . (¢) and (d) correspond to the Fano factor ;3 as

a function of voltage for the interacting and noninteracting
case respectively.

In particular, the current{voltage characteristics show s a
region of negative di erential conductance In the K ondo
case [seeF jg.l (@) ] whereas it reaches a constant value at
large voltages for an noninteracting quantum dot.

To avoid e ectsdue tom oderate biases, in what follow s
we shall concentrate on a nom alized S,;3. W e de ne the
Fano factor of 5,3 as

S23
_p: :
2e 7]
TIfthe scattering region were a sim ple barrier of tranan is-
sion T, 23 would be smply 1. This number changes
when the system under consideration is a quantum dot.
I Figs.l@) and (), we plt S,3 for the Kondo and
the noninteracting case, respectively. T heir correspond—
ing Fano factors are shown in Figs.ll(c) and d). W e see
that .3 hasamihinum atV; = 0. Analytically, we nd

23 0) = 4=9 ' 044, which is in excellent agreem ent
w ith the num erical result. Likew ise, we can assess the
lim it of ,3 at very high voltages (V3 T2). Weget

23 = 2=9 ' 022. A s observed, both curves tend to
this value, though for a noninteracting quantum dot it is

m ore quickly due to the independence of on the bias
volage.

23 =

19)

D. E ectofthe nonequilibrium splitting on the
current-current correlations

Now we tum to an exciting case. C onsider the follow —
Ing biascon guration: V, = B 6 0 and detem ine the
di erentialconductance G ;; asa function ofV; . The case
V, = % = 0 hasbeen treated before. H owever, due to



G,, (inunits of 2e"/h)

FIG.5: Dierential conductance G 11 versus bias voltage Vi
for di erent values of the voltage di erence V YV o2 Vij&
21 .

the fact that theboson eld never vanishes, we can study
the sittuation V ¥, Wj& 2T .Asremarked in the
Introduction, it hasbeen arguedd2 and experin entally
cbserved!? that in a threeJead geom etry the splitting of
the K ondo resonance due to volage is visble, unlke the
tw o-term inalcase. M oreover, In Refs. | ] it hasbeen
noticed that the conductance G 1; is not sensitive to the
strength of the coupling to the third lead, show Ing al-
ways a twopeak structure. O f course, only when the
third lead is weakly coupled to the dot G;; isameasure
of the LDO S. But sihce we are Interested in the trans-
portproperties ofthe system , our choice ofequalcoupling
constantsdoesnot a ect the resuls for the conductances
and the current-current correlations.

Ih Fig.ll we plot the behavior of the di erential con—
ductance G;;. At V = 0 we obtain the zero-bias
anomaly of Fig.ll@). As V icreases, G ;; is split
at v, T0 . Both splitting peaks lie at Vi V; and
Vi %, ie., when a pair of electrochem ical potentials
are aligned. It is also at those points where the K ondo
tem perature is larger. W e em phasize that this e ect has
no sim ilitude in the electronic transport through a non—
Interacting quantum dot. Still, a m ean— eld theory of
the Kondo e ect as presented here is able to capture
this physics. At the sam e tin e that the spolitting n G 11
develops, the height of the peaks decreases, suppressing
the zero-bias anom aly, although not so strongly as in the
experin ent?3 due to the absence of inelastic scattering in
this case.

Wenow use Eq. [ to calulate the cross correla—
tions between leads 2 and 3. The results are presented
in Fig.l@). The dependence of S,3 on voltage is rather
asym m etric, hindering the observation of a clear indica—
tion due to the voltage induced splitting. The asymm e~
try is caused by the third term of the right-hand side
of Eq. [, which is not sym m etric under the operation
v, ! WV when V > 0. That is the reason why we

o
N
a
o
o

=]
5

<)
~
al

N 0

S, (in units of 4ell'K /h)
- 0

S,; (in units of 4eLI'K /h)

L | | | ‘
o5 0 5 10 10 5 0 5 10
0 0
V1/TK Vl/TK
FIG.6: (a) Cross correlations of the current m easured be—

tween leads 2 and 3 fr the case treated in Fig.l. ©) Same
as (@) for the shot noise in lead 1.

next consider the shot noise In lad 1 S11, which is an
even function of the applied V; .

In Fig ) wepltthe resultsofEq. ). W e cbserve
that S1; at V; = 0 is nonvanishing w ith increasing V,
causing a divergence of the Fano factor. This is not re—
lated to the K ondo physicsbut w ith the fact that the lead
1 at V1 = 0 acts as a voltage probe w ith zero in pedance
since the net current ow ing through i is zero. Including
the uctuations of the potentials would probably cancel
out the divergence. A consequence of K ondo physics is
thatthem lnimum atV; = 0 tumsintoamaxinum . This
occurs when the splitting In G1; is sharply ormed [see
Figlll.

E. Spin dependent transport and current cross
correlations

So far we have assum ed spin-independent transport.
Let us go back to the bias con guration of Secs. N
and [l v, = V5 = 0) and fcus on the spin-dependent
transport properties. It is custom ary in the theoretical
studies of spintronic transport to take into account the
In uence of extemal m agnetic elds and ferrom agnetic
electrodes, am ong other param eters33 Firstly, we shall
change the extemal Zeem an eld and then enabl the
presence of spin-polarized tunneling.

1. M agnetic eld

W e assum e that the leads are param agnetic and that
them agnetic eld is applied only to the dot, resulting In
a Zeem an gap of the bare resonant level: ; = "gn
"o# . It iswell known that, as a consequence, the K ondo
resonance is split when 5 0 7

Figurel(a) show s the di erential conductance G ;; for
di erent values ofthe Zeem an eld. T he conductance is

split and quenched w ith increasing j, as expected. In
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FIG .7: (@) D i erentialconductance G 11 versusVi: asa func-
tion of the Zeem an temm ; forv, = V3 = 0. (b) Same as
(@) for the Fano factor of the cross correlator, 3.

Fig.l®), we depict the Fano factor of the cross correla—
tor 3. kexhbits a very interesting feature. D ue to the
splitting of the K ondo peak, the m ininum of the cross
correlator at V; = 0 becom es a localm axin um , result—
ing from the suppression of the K ondo e ect. However,
this change occursbefore the solitting ofthe conductance
G11. Therefore, m easuring the shot noise provides new
Inform ation in this case. The presence of the splitting
would be detected In an experin ent m ore precisely by
m eans of the shot noise. T he underlying reason is that
the ©m ofEq. [l di ers from that ofthe current which
is basically proportionalto T3, alne, sseEqg. ). Asa
resul, the w idth ofthe G1; resonance isa bit lJarger than
the ;3 antiresonance and the fomm er is then m ore robust
than the latter against the application ofm agnetic elds.

2. Ferrom agnetic leads

T here has recently been considerable debate about the
iIn uence of ferrom agnetic leads in the K ondo physics of
a quantum dot22332831 Tn the preceding subsection, it
was clear that an extemalm agnetic eld alters the real
part of the quantum dot selfenergy, breaking the spin
degeneracy. In the case of spin polarized tunneling, the
situation ism ore subtle2! W hen the m agnetic m om ents
of the contacts are aligned along the sam e direction, the
density of states of the localized electron undergoes a
splitting if particle-hole symm etry is broken 38 Recent
transport experin ents with Cg¢; m olecules and carbon
nanotubes have addressed this regin €22%€% However, in
our case the dot is in the strong coupling lim it and the
Kondo e ect is pure in the sense that no charge uctu-
ations are allowed. T hus, no splitting is expected In the
di erential conductance.

n Fig.l@), we show the cross correlator ,3 for dif-
ferent values of the lad m agnetization in the parallel

ooo[]

FIG . 8: Fano factor of the cross correlator, .3 vs Vl:TKO for
di erent lead m agnetization when V, = V3 = 0. (a) Parallel
alignm ent between the m agnetizations of the leads w ith spin
polarizations: p1 = P2 = pPs = p . () Antparallel case with
p1= PpP2= P3= Pp.

case. Thismeansthatp; = P, = p3s = p, wherep is
the spin polarization of lead . Ferrom agnetism in the
leads ar:i%s through spin-dependent densities of states
)= % ). Henoe, the linew idths becom e
soin dependent: = @1 p) ,where+ () corre-
soonds to up (down) spins. W e prefer to restrict p  to
an all values as strong m agnetizations would require a
proper treatm ent of the reduction of the bandw idth D .
W e observe that ;3 is rather insensitive to changes in
p In the sam e fashion as G;; is in the Fem Hiquid xed
point?2. O nly at m oderate polarizations (o= 0:6) we see
thatthedip in ;3 getsnarrowerbecause the K ondo tem -
perature decreases as p increases?®3? | In addition, »3 is
alw ays negative in contrast to the resuls obtained in the
Coulomb blockade regin e where ;3 can take positive
values??. W hen the spin- i scattering rate is sm aller
than the tunneling rate, ;3 can be positive. H owever in
the K ondo regin e this condition is never m et since the
rate of spin  ip scattering 1=T isalwaysmuch longer
than the tunneling rate 1= . Figurcll(b) is devoted to
the antiparallelcase: p1 = p= B = p.Accordingly,
23 is liffed w ith increasing lad polarization since the
conductance peak decreases w ith increasing p (roughly,
with a factor1  pg)22.

Iv. CONCLUSION

In summ ary, we have investigated the K ondo tem per—
ature, the di erential conductance and cross correlations
of the current when three lads are coupled to an arti-

cialK ondo im purity in the Fem iliquid xed point of
the In niteU Anderson Ham iltonian (T Tg ). We
have perform ed a system atic study of the properties of
the cross correlatorsw hen dcbias, Zeam an splittings, and
ferrom agnetic leads in uence the nonequilbrium trans—
port through the quantum dot. O urm ost relevant resul



is the behavior of the shot noise when there arises a volt—
age induced splitting in the quantum dot.

In addition, we have studied the current of a two-
term inal quantum dot attached to a volage probe. W e
have shown that increasing the coupling w ith the probe
Induces a quenching ofthe K ondo peak. D espite the sin —
plicity of this approach, it gives rise to resuls that are
in agreem ent w ith m ore sophisticated m odels/ 2% though
the precise processes resoonsib ke forthe decoherence need
still to be derived from a m icroscopic m odel.

W e have not exhausted all the possbilities that the
model o ers and more com plicated geom etries with
appealing results can be envisaged. One could ad-
dress the situation w ith two infcting and two receiving
Jeads, which could give rise to H anbury B row n-T w iss-lke
e ects£2 W e expect that phase related exchange tem s
w il arise especially at higher tem peratures (T > Tx ),
w hen the singlet state betw een the localized spin and the
conduction electrons is not yet well form ed. W e believe
that In the presence of soinpolarized couplings due to

ferrom agnetic Jeads, bunching e ects w illbe enhanced 22

Im provem ents of the m odel should go in the direction
of ncluding uctuations of the boson eld and of the
renom alized level. H owever, we do not expect large de—
viations from the resuls reported here when T Tk .
These uctuations will evidently becom e im portant as
tem perature approaches T . E xperim entally, our predic—
tions can be tested w ith present technology such asG aA s
quantum dotst? or carbon-nanotube nanostructures?

A cknow ledgem ents

W e gratefully acknow ledgeR .A guado,M .Buttiker, S.
Pilgram and P. Samuelsson for helpfil comm ents. This
work was supported by the EU RTN under Contract No.
HPRN-CT-2000-00144,N anoscale D ynam ics, and by the
Spanish MECD .

A C.Hewson, The Kondo Problem to Heavy Femm ions

(C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge, UK , 1993).

2 TK.NgandPA.Lee, Phys.Rev. Lett. 61, 1768 (1988);
L.JI.Glazman andM E .Raikh,JETP Lett.47,452 (1988).

3 D. GoldhaberGordon, H. Shtrkman, D. M ahali, D .

Abusch-M agder, U. M eirav, and M A . K astner, Nature

(London) 391, 156 (1998); SM .Cronenwett, T .H .O ost—

erkam p, and L .P.K ouwenhoven, Science 281, 540 (1998);

J.Schm id, J.W eis, K . Eber], and K . v. K litzing, P hysica

B 256258, 182 (1998).

A . Kam inski, YuV . Nazarov, and L.I. Glazm an, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 83, 384 (1999); ibid. Phys. Rev. B 62, 8154

(2000) .

P.Colm an, C .Hooky, and O .Parcollet, Phys.Rev. Lett.

86, 4088 (2001).

A .Rosch, J.Paaske, J.Kroha, and P.W ol e, Phys.Rev.

Lett. 90, 07684 (2003);

Y.Meir, N S.W ingreen and P A . Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett.

70, 2601 (1993); N S.W ingreen and Y .M eir, Phys.Rev.

B 49, 11040 (1994).

& J. Konig, J. Schm id, H . Schoeller, and G . Schon, Phys.
Rev.B 54, 16 820 (1996).

° A .Rosch, J.Kmha, and P.W ol e, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
156802 (2001);

10 T Fujiand K .Ueda, Phys.Rev.B 68, 155310 (2003).

' 9 ~f. Sun and H.Guo, Phys.Rev.B 64, 153306 (2001).

12 g . Lebanon and A . Schiller, Phys. Rev. B 65, 035308

(2001).

S.De Franceschi, R.Hanson, W G .van der W ], JM .

Elzem an, JJ. W ipkema, T. Fujisawa, S. Tarucha, and

L P.Kouwenhoven, Phys.Rev.Lett. 89, 156801 (2002).

Fora com plkte review , see Ya.M .Blanterand M .Buttiker,

Phys.Rep.336,1 (2000).

!> S.Hersh ed,Phys.Rev.B 46, 7061 (1992).

¥ F.vam aguchiand K .Kawamura, J. Phys. Soc. Jap. 63
1258 (1994).

" G4H.Dig and T K .Ng, Phys. Rev. B 56, R15 521

(1997).

13

14

¥ Yy .MeirandA .Golub, Phys.Rev.Lett. 88, 116802 (2002).
B.Dongand X L.Lei, J.Phys.: Condens.M atter 14, 4963
(2002) .

20 y .Avishai, A .Golub, and A D . Zakin, Phys.Rev.B 67,
041301 R) (2003).

T.Aono, A.Golub, and Y . Avishai, Phys. Rev.B 68,
045312 (2003).

R . Lopez and D . Sanchez, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 116602
(2003) .

R .Lopez, R.Aguado, and G . P latero, Phys. Rev.B 69,
235305 (2004).

*4 M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev.B 46, 12485 (1992).

25 For a review, see M . Buttiker, Reversing the sign of
current-current correlations, in "Q uantum N oise", edited
by Yu.V .Nazarov and Ya.M .Blanter K uwer, 2003).

D A .Bagretsand YuV .Nazarov,Phys.Rev.B 67, 085316
(2003) .

A .Cottet, W .Belzig and C .Bruder, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92,
206801 (2004); A .Cottet and W . Belzig, Europhys. Lett.
66, 405 (2004).

J.Borlin W .Belzig, and C . Bruder, Phys.Rev. Lett. 88,
197001 (2002).

P. Samuelsson and M . Buttiker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,
046601 (2002); Phys.Rev.B 66, 201306 (2002).

D . Sanchez, R. Lopez, P. Samuelsson, and M . Buttiker
Phys.Rev.B 68, 214501 (2003) .

G .Burkard, D . Loss, and E V . Sukhorukov, Phys. Rev.B

61,R16 303 (2000).

32 p.Colman, Phys.Rev.B 29, 3035 (1984).

33 There are other expressions in the literature to dealw ith
asymm etries in the frequency dependence of S. Here we
investigate the zero-frequency lm it of S, for which all
of them are equivalent. For recent works on sym m etrized
noise versus nonsym etrized noise, see R .Aguado and L P.
K ouwenhoven, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1986 (2000); H A .
Engeland D .Loss (oreprint) .

D C .Langreth, in Linear and N onlinear E lectron T ransport
in Solids (J.T .DevreessandV E .Van D oren,eds.),NATO

21

22

23

26

27

28

29

30

31

34


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0312107

35

36
37

38

39

40

41

42
43

44
45

46
47

48

49

ASI, Ser.B,VolL1l7 (Plnum,New York, 1976).

For a textbook treatm ent, see H. Haug and A P. Jauho,

Quantum K inetics in Transport and O ptics of Sem icon-

ductors, Springer Serdes in Solid-State Sciences, Springer—

Verlag, Berlin (1998).

M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev.Lett. 57, 1761 (1986).

R .Aguado and D C.Langreth, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 1946

(2000) .

YD.Wel BG.Wang, J.W ang, and H .Guo, Phys.Rev.

B 60, 16 900 (1999).

D S.Fisherand PA .Lee, Phys.Rev.B 23, 6851 (1981);

H U .Baranger and A D . Stone, ibid. 40, 8169 (1989).

FM. Souza, JC. Egues, and A P. Jauho,
(unpublished).

JX .Zhu and A V. Balatsky, Phys. Rev.B 67, 165326

(2003) .

R.Luand ZR .L1, (unpublished).

Fora review, see D M . Newns and N .Read, Adv.Phys.

36,799 (1987).

M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65, 2901 (1990).

Since we take the Imit U ! 1 , we can safely neglect

screening e ects (the charge is xed). However, n a re-

alistic situation one should take Into account a screening

potential, which m ay becom e im portant in the nonlinear

regin e.

M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev.B 33, 3020 (1986).

D ephasing in a quantum dot in the Kondo regime by a

quantum point contact has been treated theoretically in

A . Silva and S. Levit, Europhys. Lett. 62, 103 (2003) and

experin entally nM .Aviun-K alish,M .Heblum ,A .Silva,

D .M ahalu, and V .Um ansky, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92, 156801

(2004) .

T he inelastic case for a Breit-W igner resonance is treated

by M .Buttiker, BM J.Res.Developm .32, 63 (1988).

M JM .de Jong and C W J. Beenakker, Physica A 230,

219 (1996).

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63
64

10

Y .Meir and N S. W ingreen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 2512
(1992).

SY .Cho,H Q .Zhou,and R H.M cKenzie, Phys.Rev.B
68, 125327 (2003).

LY .Chenand C S.Ting,Phys.Rev.B 43,R4534 (1991).
Sem iconductor Spintronics and Quantum C om putation,
edited by DD . Awschalom, D. Loss, and N . Sam arth
(Springer, Berlin, 2002).

N .Sergueev, Q ~f.Sun,H .Guo,B G .W ang, and J.W ang,
Phys.Rev.B 65, 165303 (2002).

P.Zhang,Q X .Xue, Y .W ang, and X C.X i, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 89, 286803 (2002).

J. M artinek, M . Sindel, L.. Borda, J. Bamas, J. Konig,
G . Schon, and J. von Delft Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 247202
(2003) .

M ~5.Choi, D .Sanchez and R .Lopez, Phys.Rev.Lett.92,
056601 (2004)

T his is associated w ith the asym m etric A nderson m odel.

A N .Pasupathy, R C.Bialzak, J. M artinek, JE . G rose,
LA X.Donev, PL.MacEuen, and D C. Ralh, Science
306, 86 (2004).

J.Nygard,W F.Koeh],N.Manson,L.Diarlo,andC M .
M arcus, (unpublished).

R .Lopez, R.Aguado, G . P latero, and C . Tejdor, Phys.
Rev.B 64, 075319 (2001).

M . Henny, S. Oberholzer, C. Strunk, T . Heinzel, K . En-
sslin, M . Holland, C. Schonenberger, Science 284, 296
(1999); W D .0 liver,J.Kin ,R C.Liu,and Y .Yam am oto,
ibid. 299 (1999).

D .Sanchez et al., In preparation (2004).

J. Park, A N . Pasupathy, J.I. Goldan ith, C. Chang, Y.
Yaish, JR .Petta,M .R inkoski, JP.Sethna,H .D .Abruna,
PL.McEuen, D L. Ralph, Nature (London) 417, 722
(2002); W . Liang, M P. Shores, M . Bockrath, JR . Lond,
and H .Park, ibid. 417, 725 (2002).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209263
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210350
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0410467

