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A bstract

W eapplyaGutzwiller-likevariationaltechniquetostudyJoseph-

son conduction across a quantum dot with an odd num ber of

electronsconnected to two superconducting leads. Ourm ethod

projects out allstates on the dot but the Kondo singlet and

isvalid when Kondo correlationsare dom inantand no Andreev

bound stateslocalized atthedotareavailableforKondo screen-

ing. In these conditionssuperconducting pairing isa com peting

e�ectand the junction is�� like,to optim ize antiferrom agnetic

correlations on the dot. As the superconducting gap increases,

the Josephson current also increases,but its phase dependence

becom esstrongly non sinusoidal.
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Phasecoherenttransportinhybridsuperconducting-sem iconductingnanos-

tructuresisalready extensively investigated.In thesedevicesquiteinterest-

ing and surprising featuresem erge,due to electron-electron interaction [1].

In this paper we study a Quantum Dot (QD) at Coulom b Blockade (CB)

with an odd num berofelectronsN ,connected to superconducting contacts

[2].Although such akind ofsystem hasnotbeen realized yet,itisvery likely

thatcontinuousim provem entofnanofabrication techniques willsoon m ake

itavailable.In particular,weaddressthequestion whethertheform ation of

a Kondo singletatthedotcom petesorcooperateswith BCS s-wavepairing

in theleads.W esetup avariationalnon perturbativeapproach which can be

adopted aslongas�< k B TK ,whereTK istheKondotem peratureofthedot

and �isthesuperconducting gap.W eshow how theow totheKondo�xed

pointisa�ected by superconductivity becausesingletpairing startsto com -

petewith Kondocorrelations.Thesystem behavesasa�-Josephson junction
[3],with a rather sm allcriticalJosephson current IJ. As � increases and

becom es com parable with kB TK ,there is a crossover to a regim e in which

Kondo correlationson the dotare very m uch a�ected. The junction isstill

�-like and the Josephson criticalcurrent increases butitbecom es strongly

non sinusoidal.

In ourapproach bound stateslocalized within thedotareaareresponsible

forthe bare m agnetic m om ent on the dot. They are only weakly m odi�ed

when thecontactsbecom esuperconducting,astheyturn intoAndreevbound

states within the gap. As discussed in the conclusions,the fact that our

m odeldoesnotinclude otherem pty Andreev stateshindersthe possibility

ofscreening outthedotspin com pletely,in thelargeKondo lim it.

W ebelievethatthisisthereason why the�-coupling alwayswinsin our
m odel,even when theratio �=k B TK isquitesm all.Indeed � coupling opti-

m izespairtunneling in thepresenceofstrong antiferrom agneticcorrelations

on thedot.

Coulom b Blockade hasbeen widely investigated in Quantum Dotswith

norm alleads [4]. Ifthe coupling with the contacts is weak and the charg-

ing energy is higher than the therm alactivation energy,DC conduction is

strongly dependenton thegatevoltageVg.The DC conductance acrossthe

dotshowsasequenceofpeaks,occurringwhen Vg providestheenergy toadd
an extraelectron tothedot,taken from thecontactsatchem icalpotential�.
Asthedotistuned in a\Coulom b Blockade"valley between twoconsecutive

peaks,N is�xed and theconductanceisheavily suppressed.
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Kondo conductance m ay be achieved in a QD with N odd within a CB

valley by increasing the coupling between dotand leads,provided the tem -

perature T < TK [5]. AtT < TK ,a strongly correlated state between dot

and leadssetsin and a resonance in the density ofstatesofthe QD opens

up at�.Correspondingly,DC conductanceacrossthedotincreases,untilit

eventually reachestheunitarity lim itatT = 0 [6,7].

Since charge dynam ics is\frozen out" by CB,the QD in thisregim e is

usuallym odelized asam agneticim puritywith totalspin S = 1

2
.A Schrie�er-

W ol� transform ation on thesinglelevelAnderson im purity m odelinvolving

virtualzero ordouble occupancy ofthe im purity levelleadsto the e�ective

KondoHam iltonian with antiferrom agneticcouplingbetween thedelocalized

electronsoftheleadsand theim purity spin.

M agnetic im purities em bedded in a bulk superconductor are known to

strongly inuence the superconducting criticaltem perature. Adding im pu-

rity statesatenergiesbelow thesuperconducting gap can even give raiseto

gaplesssuperconductivity [8].

One can extend allthis to the case ofsuperconducting contacts. The

Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation can beperform ed in thesam eway,provided

D >> �,whereD isthebandwidth oftheitinerantelectrons.However,the

resulting m odelis not equivalent to a single m agnetic im purity in a phase

coherentsuperconductor.Thisisacrucialdi�erencewith respecttothecase

ofnorm alcontacts when the Kondo screening cloud shows that the phase

coherenceisestablished throughoutthesystem .

On thecontrary,in such acasethecontactsretain theirindividualsuper-

conductingpropertiesandtheirindividualphasefortheorderparam eterwith

aphasedi�erence’.Thelink between thetwosuperconductorsiso�ered by
thedotand istunnel-like.Thisgivesriseto two im portantfeatures:

1)Kondophasecoherenceandsuperconductingphasecoherencecom pete;

2)thesystem hasthepropertiesofaJosephson link between twodi�erent

superconductors.

The reason is that strong on site Coulom b repulsion m akes the phase

breaking tim e induced by spin ip scattering processes m uch shorter than

theKondo resonancelifetim e�h=kB TK [2].

Indeed,tunneling across a m agnetic im purity between superconductors

with on site Coulom b repulsion hasbeen recently revisited [9,3,10,11]. If

�� kB TK ,thesystem isunabletoscaletoward thestrongly-coupled Kondo

regim e. Sub-gap Cooperpairtunneling isstrongly suppressed by Coulom b
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Figure1:Sketch ofcotunneling processes((a)holeprocess,(b)particlepro-

cess)in theperturbative regim e,to m ove a Cooperpairfrom L to R across

the QD.The sequence ofsteps 1 ! 2 ! 3 isconstrained by Paulirestric-

tions. Analogous processes notdepicted here can take place,in which the

spinsarereversed.

repulsion,unlesseach cotunneling step isaccom panied by a spin ip atthe

im purity.Pairtunnelingcan takeplacebutitoccursin athreestep sequence

via virtualem pty or doubly occupied interm ediate dot states,because of

Pauliexclusion principle,asdepicted in Fig. 1. Ithasbeen proposed that

such am echanism m ay reversethesign oftheJosephson currentthrough the

dotso thattheJosephson energy isata m inim um for’ = �,where’ isthe

phase di�erence between the order param eters ofthe two superconductors

attached to the im purity (�-junction)[3].Thisisindeed whatwe �nd with

ourvariationalapproach.

Fig.1 m im icksCooperpairtunneling via virtualbreaking ofa pair,one

ata tim e,with one quasiparticle m oving into and outofthe dot. Particle

and hole processesare allowed acrossthe dot,with a m echanism sim ilarto

the one involved in the Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation. Here we describe

the hole process only;the particle one is fully analogous. Let us consider

an " electron localized at the dot. In order to m ove a pair from L to R,
we m ust �rstem pty the dot. The sequence 1 ! 2 ! 3 corresponds to an

operatorarrangem ent,cL"c
y

R #cL#c
y

R ",which hasa m inussign with respectto

thestandard arrangem entforCooperpairtunneling:cyR #c
y

R "cL"cL# [3].This
producesaphasedi�erenceof� with respecttotheusualJosephson coupling,
which m akesthesystem a "�� junction".
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In Superconducting/Norm al/Superconducting (SNS)structures,Cooper

pair subgap tunneling current takes place via Andreev states localized in

the norm alregion [12]. W hen the norm alregion isgiven by a QD,charge

quantization atthedotisnotspoiled asthecontactsbecom esuperconducting

[13].TheI� V curveofa dotatCB between two superconductorshasbeen

derived in [14],showingan interplaybetween m ultipleAndreevreection and

electron-electron interaction attheQD.

W e expectthat�ne tuning ofthe param etersofa S-QD-S device in an

orthogonalm agnetic �eld m ay allow for the investigation ofthe fullrange

ofphysicalconditions,from � � k B TK when the system can ow toward

the strongly coupled Kondo regim e priorto the onsetofsuperconductivity

in the leads,to � � k B TK when perturbation theory holds [11]. In fact,

the ground state degeneracy required forKondo coupling to take place can

be obtained by driving the dot to a levelcrossing by m eans ofan applied

m agnetic�eld [7,15,16,17].

W e study the T = 0 case with � < k B TK using a non perturbative

variationaltechnique. The fact that a globalphase coherence cannot take

placeinthesystem justi�esourvariationalapproachoutlinedinthefollowing.

Hence,we add Kondo correlations to a state which isthe superposition of

two BCS statesfortheleftand therightcontactwith di�erentphasesofthe

orderparam eter.Such a techniquehasalready been applied to thecaseofa

dotwith norm alcontacts,and ithasbeen shown toprovidegood qualitative

resultsin theperturbativeregim easwell,whereitreproducesthepoorm an’s

scaling equation [17].

To constructthe trialstate,we startfrom the state j’;si,given by the

productoftheleft(L)condensate tim estheright(R)condensate,with the
two orderparam etershaving a phasedi�erence’,tim esthestateofthedot
jsi:

j’;si= jBCS;Li� jBCS;R;’i� jsi: (1)

Here s is the spin com ponent along the quantization axis ofthe dot spin

Sd =
1

2
atCB with odd N .

Them inim alm odelfortheKondointeraction between electronslocalized

on the QD and electrons from the contacts is H K = J~�(0)�~Sd. The spin

density operatorofthedelocalized electrons,~�(0),attheposition ofthedot
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x = 0 along theverticalaxis,is:

~�(0)=
1

2V

X

q;q
0

(cyL;q;� + cyR ;q;�)~��;�0(cL;q0;�0 + c
R ;q

0
;�

0):

W e have used the ferm ion operatorscq;j(c
y

q;j),(j = L;R)in the plane wave

representation to describe the contactsparticlesand V isthenorm alization

volum e ofthe leads. W e take the sym m etric case in which hybridization

ofthe dot with the L and R contacts,�,is the sam e. Kondo coupling is

antiferrom agnetic(AF):J > 0.

The totalHam iltonian isH = H S + H K ,where H S,de�ned in eq. (5)

below,isthe Ham iltonian forthe L and R superconducting contactsin the

B CS approxim ation.

The correlated trialstate is constructed by applying a Gutzwiller-like

projector Pg to j’;si. As T ! 0,the system scales towards the strongly

coupled, large J regim e. Correspondingly, Pg gradually projects out the

high-energy com ponentsofthetrialstate,so thateventually only alocalized

spin singletsurvivesattheQD.

The\projector" Pg isde�ned as[17]:

Pg =
�

1�
3

4
g
�

+ g(~�(0))2 � 4Sd� ~�(0);

whereg isa variationalparam eterwhich rangesbetween g = 0 and g = 4=3.
W hen g = 0wehaveP0 = 1� 4Sd� ~�(0);P0 fully projectsoutthehigh energy
localized spin tripletatx = 0. Asg variesfrom 0 to 4=3 also the localized
spin doubletstateitincreasingly projected out.Eventually,when g reaches
thevalueg = 4=3,only thelocalized spin singletisleftover.

Thetrialstateisde�ned as:

jg;’i= Pgj’;si: (2)

Thevalueofg(J)isdeterm ined by �nding them inim um oftheenergy func-

tionalE [g;J;’;�],de�ned as:

E [g;J;’;�]=
hg;’jH jg;’i

hg;’jg;’i
: (3)

Eq.(3)can becalculated by �rstexpressing theproductsPgH Pg and (Pg)2

in term softheusualferm ion quasiparticleoperators�j;q(�
y

j;q);�j;q(�
y

j;q),(j=
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L;R)which destroy (create)excitationson the BCS statesofthe L and R
contactand then by norm al-ordering the corresponding operatorproducts.

Theoperatorsare[18]:

�j;q = uqcj;q;" � vqe
i�jcyj;�q;#

�j;�q = uqcj;�q;# + vqe
i�jcyj;q;"; (4)

where uq and vq are the BCS coherence factorsand �R = ’ while �L = 0.

The Ham iltonian forthe contactsH S isconveniently expressed in term sof

theseoperatorsas:

H S = E BCS +
X

q;j= L;R

E q(�
y

j;q�j;q + �yj;�q�j;�q): (5)

Here E BCS is the totalground state energy ofthe condensates and E q =
q

�2q + � 2 aretheenergiesofthequasiparticleexcitationswith�q = q2=2m � �

(weput�h = kB = 1 throughoutthepaper).

Thevariation oftheenergy [18]dueto theAF coupling atthequantum

dotin unitsofthebandwidth D ,�[�;j;�;’]� E [g;J;�;’]=D ,takesasim ple
form once expressed in term softhe param eters� = 1

2

�

1� 3

4
g
�

,j= 3J=4D
and � = �=D :

�[�;j;�;’]= �
j

2

1� 1

2
�2(1+ cos(’))=N 2(0)�2

(1+ �2)+ (�2 � 1)�2(1+ cos(’))=(2(N (0)�)2)
+

+
(1� � + �2)

hp
1+ �2 � �2cos(’)=N (0)�

i

(1+ �2)+ (�2 � 1)�2(1+ cos(’))=(2(N (0)�)2)
: (6)

Here� istheBCS electron-electron interaction strength and N (0)isthe
norm alphasedensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevelforeach spin polarization.

W e willtake N (0)� = 0:3 throughout the paper. The �rst term is the

expectation value ofH K ,while the second isthe raise in the average value

ofthe kinetic energy Ham iltonian,H S,due to the form ation ofthe singlet

between theQD and thecontacts.Thevalueof�m in,atwhich theenergy is
ata m inim um ,m easureshow m uch higher-energy spin statesare projected

out:�m in = 0correspondstofullprojection ofstatesdi�erentfrom alocalized

spin singletattheim purity.
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Figure2:�=jvs.� fordi�erentjand � = 0:06in thetwocases’ = 0(broken

line)and ’ = � (fullline).ForlargeKondo coupling j them inim um ofthe

curvem ovestoward � = 0.

At� = 0 the strong coupling �xed pointisj ! 1 and �m in(j)! 0. In

theow to the�xed point,thereisa largedecreaseoftheKondo energy:


K � �[�;j;0;0]=
1� �m in + (�m in)2 �

j

2

1+ (�m in)2
: (7)

At� 6= 0,we follow the m inim um ofthe energy ofthe correlated state,

��[j;�;’]� �[�m in;j;�;’],in the ow j ! 1 . In Fig. 2 we plot �=j vs.

� for di�erent j at � = 0:06. W e see that the m inim um of�[�;j;�;’]is
located at sm aller and sm aller � values the larger the Kondo correlations

are (j ! 1 ). However the zero value for �m in,corresponding to the full

projection ofstatesdi�erentfrom alocalized spin singleton thedot,isnever

reached. Energiescorresponding to ’ = � (fullline)are alwayslowerthan

those corresponding to ’ = 0 (broken line).Thisisa generalfeatureofour

results: the �-junction behaviorisestabilished throughoutthe whole range

of� values,until� reachestheKondo scaleT K .

In Fig.3 weplot�m in vs.� for’ = 0;� and variousjvalues.In thecase
’ = 0,�m in growsup abruptly for� > 0:25whatshowsthatthechoice’ = 0
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strongly disfavoursthe Kondo correlations,assoon asthe superconducting

pairing correlation length �S decreases.Thedependenceof�m in on � ism uch

weaker when ’ = �. Inspection ofFig. 5 shows that two regim es can be

envisaged as� increases:

a)� � T K : Superconducting pairing in the leadsisa perturbation on

theKondo correlated state

Forsm allvaluesof� them inim um oftheenergy can beattained both for

’ = 0 and for’ = �.According to Fig.3,there isa slightdecrease of�m in
when � increasesfor’ = 0.Hence,thesuperconducting singletcorrelations

seem to cooperate forsm all�’sin such a case. By contrast,�m in increases
steadlywith � for’ = �,whatshowsthatsingletcorrelationson theim purity
(with characteristic correlation length �K )com pete with singletpairing but
are m uch lessdisruptive. This iscon�rm ed by Figs. 4a),4b). The energy

m inim um isstrongly a�ected when � increases for’ = 0,while thisisnot

the case for’ = �. Again,the case ’ = � isalwaysfavoured in energy for

any j value(seeFig.4c)).
Theenergy ofthecorrelated state��[j;�;’],to second orderin �,is:

��[j;�;’] = 
K

(

1+ �2
"
1

2
+
1� (�m in)2

(N (0)�)2
�

�2m in
(N (0)�)2

cos’

#)

+

+
j

2

�2

1+ (�m in)2

"
1

2
+

1

(N (0)�)2

#

: (8)

Because
K < 0 forlargej,itisclearthat’ = � isfavoured.

b)�� TK :Superconductivity strongly com peteswith Kondo ordering

Such a situation isbettershown in Fig. 5a): when the phase di�erence

between thetwo superconducting leadsis’ = 0,theenergy functional,as�
approachesthe lim itvalue 0:3,cannotgain a m inim um . Indeed the system

cannotdevelop a Kondo singleton the im purity site. Conversely,Fig. 5b)

showsthata m inim um alwaysexistswhen thephasedi�erenceis’ = �.
Itiseasy to derivetheJosephson current,according to:

IJ = 2e@��[j;�;’]=@’:

In regim e a),IJ it is stillsinusoidal,ofthe form IJ = 2e
 K �2�2
m in

(N (0)�)2
sin’.

The sign ofsuch a currentisreversed with respectto the conventionalone
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am ountofsuperconductivity singletpairing favorsKondo correlations. On

theotherhand,forlarge�,� increasesabruptly,whatsignalsthedisruptionof
theKondocorrelations.Bycontrast,theweakeningoftheKondocorrelations

ism uch steadierbutlesssharp when ’ = �.
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and ’ = � (b)and together(c)fora com parison.
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’ = 0 (a)and ’ = � (b). (a)Deeperm inim a correspond to sm aller�. For
� closeto 0:3 thesystem willnotbeableto build up theKondo singlet.(b)

Deeperm inim a correspond to sm aller�.

forJosephson system s,thatis,the device behavesasa �-junction. In such

a regim e superconductivity startsto com pete with Kondo correlationsand

theJosephson criticalcurrentcom esoutto berathersm all,aswecan seein

Fig.6a).

�-coupling winsin ourm odelno m atterhow sm alltheratio �=k B TK is.

Thisiscounterintuitive because one expectsthat,when Kondo correlations

arefullyestabilished and them agneticm om entatthedotistotallyscreened,

the scattering ofCooper pairs should be potential-like only. This im plies

thatno phasebreaking takesplaceatthetunneling and thejunction should

behave as a conventionalJosephson junction,with its energy m inim um at

’ = 0 [10].Thisisnotthe case here because the density ofstatesdoesnot

includeextrasubgap Andreev stateslocalized atthedotwhich could provide

the screening ofthe m agnetic m om ent. W e expect that,ifAndreev bound

statesareaccounted forproperly in them odel,they can providetherequired

fullKondo screening forvanishing �=k B TK ratio.

As� increases,weenteranew regim ein which superconductivity strongly

com peteswith Kondo correlations. The Josephson criticalcurrentbecom es

now sizeable.W hen � exceedsa threshold value(closeto 0:3)theJosephson
currentdevelopsstrong non sinusoidalcom ponents(seeFig.6b)).

The regim e � > T K ,in which the superconducting order is dom inant,

cannotbedescibed by ourvariationalAnsatz.In thiscase,theKondo inter-
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Figure 6: Di�erentpossible regim esforthe Josephson currentatzero tem -

peratureforj= 8:a)�� T K ;b)�� TK .

action isbettertreated perturbatively. Thisregim e wasstudied in ref. [10]

using a N CA perturbative approach and in ref. [11]. Theirresultscan be

interpreted in term sofAndreev bound statesin thenorm alregion.

In the noninteracting lim it the single particle energy spectrum for the

S-N-S sandwich hastwo Andreev levelscorresponding to stateslocalized in

the norm alregion with energy within the gap. Taking the Ferm ilevel� as

thereferenceenergy,theoneofthetwostateswith positive(negative)energy

ism ostly particle (hole)-like. In thiscase,Josephson conduction acrossthe

norm alregion involves both Andreev states. Because the levels are non

degenerate Kondo correlations cannot take place untilJ is large enough.

Kondo correlationsrequire thatthe particle and hole-like statescross each

other,so thatscreening oftheim purity spin can takeplaceatthedotsite.

In conclusion,wehavegeneralized thevariationalapproach introduced in

ref.[17]to study Josephson conduction through a quantum dotatCoulom b

blockadeconnected totwo superconducting leads.W ithin such an approach,

we analyzed the region ofparam eters where the dot lays in the strongly

coupled Kondo regim e and showed that,in this regim e,itbehaves as a �-
junction with asm allJosephson current.Ourform alism showsthattheonset

of�-junction regim e takesplace m uch beforeantiferrom agnetic correlations

atthe dotcan be treated perturbatively,thatis,m uch before Kondo e�ect

hasbeen disrupted by superconductivity.
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