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W e investigate theoretically the transport properties oftwo independentarti�cialK ondo im pu-

rities. They are coupled together via a tunable Ruderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yoshida (RK K Y) inter-

action. For strong enough antiferrom agnetic RK K Y interaction, the im purity density of states

increases with the applied in-plane m agnetic �eld. This e�ect can be used to distinguish between

antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic RK K Y interactions.These resultsm ay be relevantto explain

som e featuresofrecentexperim entsby Craig etal.[cond-m at0404213].

PACS num bers:72.15.Q m ,72.25.M k,73.63.K v

Introduction.| Local exchange interactions between

itinerant electrons and localized m agnetic im purities in

diluted alloysresultsin theK ondoe�ect.Itsm ain signa-

tureistheform ation ofa very narrow peak attheFerm i

level(E F ) in the density ofstates (DO S) ofthe local-

ized spin at low enough tem peratures T � TK ,where

TK is the K ondo tem perature [1]. M agnetic im purities,

even for tiny concentrations,also interact with one an-

otherviatheRuderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yoshida(RK K Y)

interaction,an indirectspin-spin interaction m ediated by

conduction electrons.Thecom petition between both in-

teractionsleadsto extrem ely rich and variousbehaviors

such asspin glasses,non Ferm iliquid �xed points,etc.[1]

Partofthiscom plexity and richnessisalready em bodied

in the two-im purity Kondo problem [2,3,4,5].

Progressive advance in m anufacturing nanostructures

has enabled to build up quantum dots that can act as

a single spin-1/2 [6]. Thishasm otivated the em ergence

ofan exciting area ofresearch based on the spin degree

offreedom ,term ed spintronics,with prom ising applica-

tionsin quantum com puting [7].Experim entshavebeen

able to observe the K ondo e�ect in quantum dots [8],

itsm ostrem arkablesignaturebeing the unitary lim itof
thelinearconductanceatzero tem perature[9].Thisisa

consequence ofthe form ation ofa singletstate between

the delocalized electrons and the localized spin in the

dot. Continuous im provem ents ofthe fabrication tech-

niquesin sem iconductornanostructureshave m ade pos-

sible the realization ofm ore com plicated structureslike

double quantum dots. They can m im ic the behaviorof

twoarti�cialm agneticim puritiescoupled byadirecttun-

nelcoupling [10]. In som e recentexperim ents Craig et
al. [11]have investigated a device in which two quan-

tum dots are connected to a com m on open conducting

region. Here both the RK K Y and K ondo interactions

com pete,thus providing an experim entalrealization of
the two-im purity Kondo problem . These authors found

thatthestrength ofthenon-localRK K Y interaction can

be used to controlthe K ondo e�ect in one dot by tun-

ing gate param eters ofthe other dot. This constitutes

the�rstobservation oftheRK K Y indirectinteraction in
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FIG .1: (Color online). Schem atic picture ofthe setup con-

taining two quantum dots. Each dot 1(2) is strongly con-

nected to an open centralconducting region C through the

tunneling couplings 1(2) and very weakly connected to its

respectivelead L(R )by �L (R ).Thus,thedi�erentialconduc-

tance (dI=dVSL(R ))between the S and L(R )through the dot

1(2)willreectthe D O S in dot1(2).

quantum dots opening the road toward the realization

ofm ultiple arti�cialim purity con�gurationswith a high

degreeoftunability and a non-localspin control.

In thisLetterwestudy thegeom etry depicted in Fig.1

that corresponds to the experim entalsituation in [11].

Twosm allquantum dotsarestronglyconnected toacen-

trallargeropen area.Thewholesystem can beregarded

asa triple dot.Two extra (leftand right)leadsarealso

weakly connected to the triple dot. These are used as

transportarm stoprobeindividuallytheDO S in each dot

withoutperturbing the whole triple dotstructure m uch

like a STM tip acts when probing the DO S at the top

ofa m agneticim purity.A priori,threeenergy scalesare

present in the system at zero tem perature: the K ondo

tem peratures ofeach individualdots (T 1
K
,T 2

K
) and the

strength ofthe RK K Y interaction I. W hen an in-plane

m agnetic�eld isapplied weneed to considertheZeem an

energy aswell.Hereweanalyzethetransportproperties

in the triple dotsystem forvariousparam eterrangesin

orderto reproduce the m ain featuresofthe experim ent

[11]. W e also predictthatan in-plane applied m agnetic

�eld com petes with the antiferrom agnetic (AF) RK K Y

interaction and m ay inducea new K ondo e�ectin a way

rem iniscent ofwhat happens in quantum dots with an

integernum berofelectrons[12,13].

M odel.| In the geom etry depicted in Fig.1 the two

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404540v1
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quantum dots are two m agnetic im purities ofspin-1/2

strongly coupled to the m iddle region (C)via hybridiza-

tion widths1;2.Thedotsareweakly connected to the

leads through �L ;�R such that,�L (R ) � 1(2). A sim -

pleHam iltonian ableto describethesystem withoutthe

leadsreads:

H = H C + J1
~S1 � ~�1 + J2

~S2 � ~�2 + I(�)~S1 �~S2 : (1)

In Eq.(1)H C describesa grain with a continuousDO S.
~S1(2) is the spin operator ofthe 1(2) dot and ~�1(2) is

the localspin DO S in region C coupled to the 1(2)dot.

The K ondo coupling ofdot 1(2)is given by ��cJ1(2) �

1(2)

��
1=
�
� "1(2)

��
+
�
1=
�
U1(2)+ "1(2)

��	
where"1(2) is

the position ofthe lastoccupied levelcontrolled by the

dot gate voltage, U1(2) is the intradot Coulom b inter-

action and �c is the density ofstates in the m iddle re-

gion C.The RK K Y interaction is I(�) = J1J2
#

D
cos(�)

whereD isthebandwidth oftheconducting region,# is

a constantwith dependson the geom etry ofthe m iddle

conducting region and � controlsthe sign ofthe RK K Y

interaction [14]. The K ondo energy scales for each dot

arede�ned by T
1(2)

K
� D exp(� 1=2�cJ1(2)).

Ferrom agnetic RKKY interaction.| Letusstartwith

I(�)< 0.Dependingon therelativestrength oftheferro-

m agneticinteraction and theK ondo scalesone�ndsdif-

ferentphysicalscenarios.Fora sm allferrom agneticcou-
pling,eitherjIj� T 1

K
;T 2

K
orT 2

K
< jIj< T 1

K
,itiseasy to

show using renorm alization group (RG )argum entsthat

both dotspinsare screened independently and each dot

DO S showsthe usualK ondo resonance. However,fora

large ferrom agneticcoupling,(jIj� T 1
K
;T 2

K
)thespinsof

the dotsadd up in a S = 1 state.Thisstate isscreened

in a two-stageprocedureby conducting channelsform ed

by the even and odd linearcom bination ofthe electrons

in the centralconducting region [2]. This de�nes two

di�erent K ondo tem peratures,T even
K

and T odd
K

that are

m uch lower than TK (= T 1
K

= T 2
K

for J1 = J2) [2].

W hen T islowered untilT � m in(Teven
K

;T odd
K

)1=2 unit

of the S = 1 state is e�ciently screened while the

otherhalfisfree. By further lowering the tem perature,

T � m in(T even
K

;T odd
K

), the S = 1 state is com pletely

screened leading to a Ferm iliquid behavior. Here,the

linearconductance between the source and the leftlead

isG(SL) � 2e2=h[4�L1=(�L + 1)
2
]. To sum m arize,for

both cases,nam ely,sm alland large I com pared with the
K ondo scalesand atvery low tem peratures(T ! 0)the

DO S ofeach dotdisplaysa K ondo resonance.

In the m easured nonlinearconductance [11],the zero

bias anom aly (ZBA) disappears when increasing I and

two sm allpeaksatsource-leftlead voltageeVSL=2� � I

show up atequaldistancefrom E F = 0correspondingei-

therto singlet-triplet(I > 0)orto triplet-singlet(I < 0)

states.A priorithe sign ofI isnotknown.Thissuggest

two possibilities (i) the RK K Y-like interaction is anti-

ferrom agnetic in the experim entor(ii) isferrom agnetic

with an experim entaltem peratureT > m ax(T even
K

;T odd
K

)

preventingthereforetheform ation oftheZBA m entioned

above.W eshalldem onstratebelow how,by using an in-

planem agnetic�eld,wecan distinguish between both sit-

uations.O urresultsshow a positivesign fortheRK K Y-

likeinteraction observed in the experim ent.

Antiferrom agnetic RKKY interaction.| Let us now

provide a quantitative analysis ofthe case I > 0. The

com petition between theK ondo e�ectand theAF order-

ing resultsin a quantum criticalpointwhen (I=TK )c ’

2:54 in situations where there is a sym m etry between

even and odd parity channels[3](TK isthesam eK ondo

tem perature for both m agnetic im purities). W hen this

sym m etry isbroken the criticaltransition isreplaced by

a crossover [3]. W hen I=TK > (I=TK )c we have the

AF phase where the two im purities are com bined into

a singlet state. However when the K ondo coupling be-

com esstronger,I=TK < (I=TK )c,each im purity prefers

to form itsrespectiveK ondo singletwith thedelocalized

electrons.Thisisthe K ondo phase.Now thequestion is

whetherthiscom petition ism anifested in the transport

propertiesin ourgeom etry whereweallow to havedi�er-

entK ondo tem peraturesforthe 1 and 2 dots(e.g.,with

"1 6= "2 or1 6= 2).

O ur results are based on a strong-coupling approx-

im ation, the so-called slave-boson m ean �eld theory

(SBM FT),which isknown tocapturethem ain physicsin

the K ondo regim e [15]. The SBM FT has been recently

applied to study the K ondo e�ect in double quantum

dots[16,17,18].In particular,in Ref.[18]itwasshown

thatthe nonlinearconductanceG(V )� dI=dV forserial

and paralleldouble quantum dots,directly reects the

physicsofthecom petition between theK ondo e�ectand

the superexchangeinteraction.

Results.| The criticalvalue at which the transition

from the K ondo state (K S)to the AF phase takesplace

can be obtained by com paring their ground state en-

ergies [17]: E K

G S
� EA F

G S
= I=4 � (2=�)TK (assum ing

TK = T 1
K
= T 2

K
).Thus,the transition can be estim ated

to occurat(I=TK )c = 8=� ’ 2:54. However,in ourge-

om etry thiscriticalvalue changesbecause both dotsare

notequally coupled to the centralregion. W e �nd that

the criticalpointdependsnow on both K ondo tem pera-

turesasfollows[17]:

�
I

T 1
K

�

c

=
4

�

�

1+
T 2
K

T 1
K

�

: (2)

For0 � T2
K
� T1

K
we have 4=� � (I=T1

K
)c � 8=�.Since

T 1
K
,and T 2

K
depend exponentially on thetunneling cou-

plings and the levelpositions, a sm allasym m etry be-

tween theseparam etersinducesa hugechangein thera-

tio T 2
K
=T 1

K
. In order to illustrate this e�ect we plot in

the insetofFig.2 the K S! AF transition asa function

oftheasym m etrybetween thetunnelingcouplings2=1.

Already with a slightasym m etry (around 10% )thetran-
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FIG .2: (Color online). (a) D O S for dot 1 in the sym m et-

ric case (1 = 2) for I=T
1

K
= 1 (solid line) and I=T

1

K
= 3

(dashed line).Thecriticalvalueatwhich thesplitting occurs

is(I=T
1

K )c � 2:54:(b)D O S fordot1 in the asym m etric case

(2 = 1=2)forI=T
1

K
= 1 (solid line)and I=T

1

K
= 2 (dashed

line). Here the criticalvalue at which the splitting occurs is

(I=T
1

K
)c � 1:27. Inset: Criticalvalue (I=T

1

K
)c vs 2=1 at

which the transition from the K ondo state to a singlet state

occurs. The boundary (denoted by the solid line) separates

both phases.

sition lowers down to (I=T 1
K
)c = (4=�) � 1:27 in good

agreem entwith the experim entalvalue (I=T 1
K
)c = 1:2.

W e solve the set ofm ean �eld equations within the

SBM FT [16,17,18]for"1 = � 3:5andD = 60.Thisleads

to a K ondo tem peratureforthedot1:T 1
K
= 10� 31.All

energies are given in units of1 = 1. W e focus on two

cases:(i)thesym m etriccasewith 1 = 2 corresponding

to T 1
K
= T 2

K
[Fig. 2(a)]and (ii) the strongly asym m et-

ric case 2 = 1=2 with T 2
K

� T 1
K

[Fig. 2(b)]. Both

plots are alike except that the splitting of the K ondo

peakoccursatdi�erentvaluesofI=T 1
K
sincetheK S! AF

transition takesplace atdi�erentcriticalvalues. W hen

I=T 1
K

< (I=T 1
K
)c,the RK K Y interaction is not strong

enough to link both spins into an AF singlet state and

the DO S displays a K ondo resonance. For the asym -

m etric case, the value of I=T 1
K

is increased above the

criticalvalue upon reducing "1 but keeping always T 2
K

very sm all com pared to T 1
K
. In both cases the DO S

changesdram atically when increasing I above the criti-

calvalueshowing a doublepeak structurewith peaksat

!=T 1
K
= � I=2.Theseresultsclearlyshowsthatm easure-

m entofthe splitting yieldsan estim ate ofthe intensity

ofthe RK K Y interaction.

E�ectofa m agnetic �eld.| In whatfollowswe focus

on thesym m etricsituation,i.e.,T 1
K
= T 2

K
.A localm ag-

netic�eld H isapplied in theplaneofthedots.Itcouples

equally to the spinsofboth dotsgiving rise to an addi-

tionalZeem an term � ~H (~S1+ ~S2)in Eq.(1).W hen I = 0,

a strong m agnetic �eld destroysthe K ondo e�ectand a

splitting ofthe DO S occursforTK . H . ForjIj< TK ,

the spinsofthe dotsare alm ostindependently screened
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FIG .3:(Coloronline).(a)D O S forthe dot1 forI = 1:5T
1

K

at di�erent values ofthe m agnetic �eld H .(b) D O S for the

dot1 forH = 1:5T
1

K
atdi�erentvaluesofI=T

1

K
.Upperinset:

D O S for the dot 1 for H = I = 4T 1

K
. Lower inset: D O S

at E F for the dot 1 as a function ofI=T 1

K
for H = 1:5T 1

K
.

Allthe curvescorrespond to the sym m etric case 1 = 2 and

T
1

K
= T

2

K
.

and the m agnetic �eld (H > TK )leadsto a splitting of

the ZBA.W hen the RK K Y interaction isferrom agnetic

with jIj> TK the two spins are locked into a S = 1

state and at su�ciently low tem perature the DO S dis-

playsa K ondo resonance. By applying a m agnetic �eld

jIj� H > m ax(T even
K

;T odd
K

)the DO S becom essplit.As

a resulttheconductanceversusH alwaysdecreasesasin

the usualS = 1=2 K ondo e�ect.

As we anticipated when I > 0 the interplay be-

tween the m agnetic �eld and the RK K Y interaction re-

sults in very di�erent transport regim es. Next,we an-

alyze in detailthis case by using the SBM FT [18,19].

Figure 3 sum m arizes our results. In the left panel,we

�x I=T 1
K

< (I=T 1
K
)c increasing the m agnetic �eld H

[Fig. 3(a)]. Striking enough, we need a m uch higher

valueofthem agnetic�eld (H � 1:8TK )tosplittheDO S

when theRK K Y interaction ispresent.Clearly,both the

RK K Y and the Zeem an interactionscom pete. W hereas

H tries to align both spins,the AF RK K Y interaction

triesto align antiferrom agnetically thespinsofthedots.

Thiscorrespondsto the experim entalresultwhere such

a behaviorofthe nonlinear conductance with the m ag-

netic �eld hasbeen reported,suggesting thatI > 0. In

orderto corroboratethispicturewehaveconsidered the

reversed situation in Fig.3(b):we�x the m agnetic �eld

H = 1:5T 1
K
increasing I. In the absence ofthe RK K Y

interaction,the DO S displays a double peak structure

with peaks located at � H =2 [20]. By increasing I one

clearlyobservesthatthesplittingoftheDO S isdestroyed

and a resonanceatE F em erges,restoring the K ondo ef-

fectaround som e criticalm agnetic �eld H c. By further

increasing I the K ondo resonance splits again. In gen-

eralfor H ;I � T 1
K
,we �nd four peaks in the DO S at
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� jH � Ij=2correspondingtothepossibleground statesof

thetwoantiferrom agneticallycoupled S = 1=2im purities

in a m agnetic �eld [21]. Here,the restoration ofthe K S

occursatthecriticalvalueH c � Iwheretwopeaksm erge

togetherand givea centralK ondo resonanceasitshown

in theupperinsetofFig.3.ThevalueH c correspondsto

thespecialpointwheretheAF singletstateand thelow-

estcom ponentofthetripletstatebecom ealm ostdegen-

eratebecauseofthepresenceofH [22].Thisgivesriseto

a new m agnetic-�eld induced K ondo e�ectrathersim ilar

totheonepredicted in aquantum dotwith an even num -

berofelectrons[12,13].Nevertheless,itisworthpointing

out that this occurs here as a consequence ofthe non-
localRKKY coupling. This new m agnetic-�eld induced

K ondo e�ectisgoverned by a new K ondo scale TK (H c)

which is oforder TK in our SBM FT analysis. TK (H c)

can beevaluated using thepoorm an’sscaling treatm ent

developed in Ref.[13],TK (H c)=TK � (TK =H )� where

� � �=2� 1 dependson theratio between thelocalDO S

ofconduction electronsin the even and odd (underpar-

ity) sectorsand is m inim um when this ratio is 1. Note

alsothatthedotDO S atE F showsanonm onotonousbe-

haviorunder the inuence ofan in-plane m agnetic �eld

becauseoftheantiferrom agneticnatureoftheRK K Y in-

teraction (see lower inset in Fig.3). The m easurem ent

ofa nonm onotonousbehaviorofthe conductance versus

I=T 1
K
would providean unam biguousway ofdeterm ining

the sign ofthe RK K Y coupling.

Conclusions.| W ehaveshown thatdi�erenttransport

regim esarise in the geom etry studied experim entally in

[11]depending on the sign oftheRK K Y-likeinteraction

I. W e �nd that these di�erent regim es can be distin-

guished when a (strong) in-plane m agnetic �eld is ap-

plied. In particular,the antiferrom agneticRK K Y inter-

action com petes with the e�ect ofa m agnetic �eld and

from both interactions a m agnetic-�eld induced K ondo

e�ectem ergesleading to an enhancem entoftheconduc-

tancewith the m agnetic �eld.
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fuldiscussions. Thisresearch wassupported by the EU

RTN No.HPRN-CT-2000-00144and theSpanish M ECD
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Note added.| During the com pletion of this work

we becam e aware ofrelated work by M .G Vavilov and

L.I.G lazm an [23]which investigatescom plem entary as-

pectson thisproblem .
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