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A bstract

W eapply a G utzw iller-like variationaltechnigue to study Jossph—
son conduction across a quantum dot with an odd number of
electrons connected to two superconducting lads. O ur m ethod
procts out all states on the dot but the Kondo sihglt and
is valid when K ondo correlations are dom inant and no A ndreev
bound states localized at the dot are available for K ondo screen—
ng. In these conditions superconducting pairing is a com peting
e ect and the junction is like, to optin ize antiferrom agnetic
correlations on the dot. A s the superconducting gap increases,
the Jossphson current also increases, but its phase dependence
becom es strongly non sinusoidal.
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P hase ocoherent transgport in hybrid superconducting-sam iconducting nanos—
tructures is already extensively Investigated. In these devices quite Interest—
Ing and surprising features em erge, due to electron-electron interaction [1].
In this paper we study a Quantum Dot QD) at Coulomb Blockade (CB)
w ith an odd num ber of electrons N , connected to superconducting contacts
R2]. A Ithough such a kind of system hasnotbeen realized yet, it is very lkely
that continuous in provem ent of nanofabrication techniques will soon m ake
it available. In particular, we address the question w hether the form ation of
a K ondo singlkt at the dot com petes or cooperates w ith BC S sw ave pairing
in the kads. W e set up a varationalnon perturbative approach which can be
adopted aslongas < k g Tx ,where Tx istheK ondo tem perature ofthe dot
and isthe superconducting gap. W e show how the ow totheKondo xed
point is a ected by superconductivity because singlet pairing starts to com —
petew ith K ondo correlations. The system behavesasa -Jossphson jinction
Bl, wih a rather an all critical Jossphson current Iy. As Increases and
becom es com parable w ith kg Ty , there is a crossover to a regim e in which
K ondo correlations on the dot are very much a ected. The junction is still

—-like and the Jossphson critical current Increases but it becom es strongly
non sinusoidal.

In our approach bound states localized w ithin the dot area are responsble
for the bare m agnetic m om ent on the dot. They are only weakly m odi ed
w hen the contactsbecom e superconducting, asthey tum into A ndreev bound
states w ithin the gap. A s discussed In the conclusions, the fact that our
m odel does not include other em pty A ndreev states hinders the possibility
of screening out the dot sopIn com pletely, In the lJarge K ondo lim it.

W e believe that this is the reason why the -ooupling alwaysw Ins in our
m odel, even when the ratio =k 5 Tx isquite an all. Indeed coupling opti-
m izes pair tunneling in the presence of strong antiferrom agnetic correlations
on the dot.

Coulom b B lockade has been widely investigated in Q uantum D ots w ith
nom al leads @#]. If the coupling with the contacts is weak and the charg-
Ing energy is higher than the them al activation energy, D C conduction is
strongly dependent on the gate voltage V4. The D C conductance across the
dot show s a sequence ofpeaks, occurring w hen V4 provides the energy to add
an extra electron to the dot, taken from the contacts at chem icalpotential
A sthedot istuned in a \Coulomb B lockade" valley between tw o consecutive
peaks, N is xed and the conductance is heavily suppressed.



K ondo conductance m ay be achieved n a QD wih N odd within a CB
valley by Increasing the coupling between dot and leads, provided the tem -
perrture T < Ty Bl. At T < Tk, a strongly correlated state between dot
and lads sets in and a resonance in the density of states of the QD opens
up at . Correspondingly, D C conductance across the dot increases, until it
eventually reaches the unitarity limitatT = 0 [6, 7].

Since charge dynam ics is \frozen out" by CB, the QD in this regine is
usually m odelized asam agnetic in purty w ith totalspin S = % .A Schrie er-
W ol transform ation on the sihglk level A nderson in purity m odel invokring
virtual zero or double occupancy of the In purity level leads to the e ective
K ondo H am ilttonian w ith antiferrom agnetic coupling betw een the delocalized
electrons of the leads and the In purty sein.

M agnetic in purties enbedded In a bulk superconductor are known to
strongly in uence the superconducting critical tem perature. A dding In pu-—
rity states at energies below the superconducting gap can even give raise to
gapless superconductivity [B].

One can extend all this to the case of superconducting contacts. The
Schrie erW ol transfom ation can be perform ed in the sam e way, provided
D >> ,whereD isthebandw idth ofthe itinerant electrons. H owever, the
resulting m odel is not equivalent to a sihgl m agnetic im purity In a phase
coherent superconductor. This isa crucialdi erence w ith respect to the case
of nom al contacts when the K ondo screening cloud show s that the phase
coherence is established throughout the system .

O n the contrary, in such a case the contacts retain their individual super-
conducting properties and their ndividualphase forthe order param eterw ih
aphasedi erence ’ . The link between the two superconductors iso ered by
the dot and is tunnellike. T his gives rise to two In portant features:

1) K ondo phase ooherence and superconducting phase coherence com pete;

2) the system has the properties ofa Jossphson link between two di erent
superconductors.

The reason is that strong on site Coulomb repulsion m akes the phase
breaking tin e Induced by soin i scattering processes much shorter than
the K ondo resonance lifetin e h=kz Tx R].

Indeed, tunneling across a m agnetic im purity between superconductors
w ith on site Coulomb repulsion has been recently revisited P, 3, 10, 11]. If

kg Tx , the systam isunable to scale toward the strongly-coupled K ondo
regin e. Sub-gap Cooper pair tunneling is strongly suppressed by Coulomb
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Figure 1: Sketch of cotunneling processes ((@) holk process, () particle pro—
cess) In the perturbative regin e, to m ove a C ooper pair from L to R across
the QD .The sequence of steps 1 ! 2 ! 3 is constrained by Pauli restric—
tions. Analogous processes not depicted here can take place, n which the
Soins are reversed.

repulsion, unless each cotunneling step is acoom panied by a spin i at the
In purty. Pairtunneling can take place but it occurs in a three step sequence
via virtual em pty or doubly occupied intem ediate dot states, because of
Pauli exclusion principle, as depicted In Fig. 1. It has been proposed that
such am echanian m ay reverse the sign ofthe Jossphson current through the
dot so that the Jossphson energy isatam ininum for’ = ,where’ isthe
phase di erence between the order param eters of the two superconductors
attached to the mpurity ( —jnction) B]. This is ndeed what we nd with
our variational approach.

Fig. 1 m in icks C ooper pair tunneling via virtualbreaking of a pair, one
at a tim e, w th one quasiparticle m oving into and out of the dot. Particlke
and hole processes are allowed across the dot, with a m echanisn sin ilar to
the one nvolved In the Schrie erW ol transform ation. Here we describe
the hole process only; the particlke one is fully analogous. Let us consider
an " electron localized at the dot. In order to move a pair from L to R,
wemust rst empty the dot. The sequence 1 ! 2 ! 3 corresponds to an
operator arrangem ent, ¢« 4G, #Gy «, Which has a m inus sign w ith respect to
the standard arrangem ent for C ooper pair tunneling: ¢ ;G ¢, »G¢ B]. This
producesa phasedi erence of w ith respect to the usualJossphson coupling,
which m akes the system a " Junction".



In Superconducting/N om al/Superconducting (SN S) structures, C ooper
pair subgap tunneling current takes place via Andreev states localized in
the nom al region [12]. W hen the nom al region is given by a QD , charge
quantization at the dot isnot spoilkd asthe contactsbecom e superconducting
[13]1.TheI V curveofadotatCB between two superconductors hasbeen
derived in [14], show Ing an interplay between m ultiple A ndreev re ection and
electron—electron interaction at the QD .

W e expect that ne tuning of the param eters of a SOD -S device In an
orthogonalm agnetic eld may allow for the investigation of the full range
of physical conditions, from kg Tk when the system can ow toward
the strongly coupled K ondo regin e prior to the onset of superconductiviy
in the kads, to k g Tx when perturbation theory holds [11]. In fact,
the ground state degeneracy required for K ondo coupling to take place can
be cbtained by driving the dot to a Jvel crossing by m eans of an applied
m agnetic ed [/, 15, 16, 17].

Wesudy the T = 0 casewih < kygTx using a non perturbative
variational technique. The fact that a global phase coherence cannot take
place In the system justi esourvarationalapproach outlined In the follow ing.
Hence, we add Kondo correlations to a state which is the superposition of
two BC S states for the kft and the right contact w ith di erent phases ofthe
order param eter. Such a technigue has already been applied to the case ofa
dot w ith nom alcontacts, and it hasbeen shown to provide good qualitative
results In the perturbative regin e aswell, where it reproduces the poorm an’s
scaling equation [L7].

To construct the trial state, we start from the state 7 ;si, given by the
product of the keft (L) condensate tim es the right R ) condensate, w ith the
tw o order param eters having a phase di erence ’ , tin es the state of the dot
Bi:

J;si= BCS; Li RBCS;R;’"i i @)
Here s is the soin com ponent along the quantization axis of the dot soin
Sq¢= 3 atCB with odd N .

Them Inin alm odel for the K ondo Interaction between electrons localized
on the QD and elkctrons from the contacts isHx = J~ (0) Sq. The spoin
density operator of the delocalized electrons, ~ (0), at the position of the dot



x = 0 along the vertical axis, is:

X
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W e have used the ferm ion operators ¢ ; (cg,.j), (= L;R) in the plane wave
representation to describe the contacts particles and V is the nom alization
volum e of the leads. W e take the symm etric case in which hybridization
of the dot with the L and R contacts, , is the same. Kondo coupling is
antiferrom agnetic AF):J > 0.

The total Ham iltonian isH = Hg + Hx , where Hg, de ned In eg. (5)
below , is the Ham iltonian for the L. and R superconducting contacts in the
BC S approxin ation.

The correlated trial state is constructed by applying a G utzw iller-lke
progctor P4 to § ;si. AsT ! 0, the system scales towards the strongly
ocoupled, large J regine. Correspondingly, Py gradually procts out the
high-energy com ponents of the trialstate, so that eventually only a localized
FoIn sihglt survives at the QD .

The \profctor" P, isde ned as [L7]:

3
Pg= 1 49 +9t0O) 45 ~©);

where g is a variational param eter which rangesbetween g= 0 and g= 4=3.
W heng= OwehavePy= 1 4% ~ (0);Pfully proctsout the high energy
localized spin triplet at x = 0. As g vares from 0 to 4=3 also the localized
soin doublkt state it increasingly progcted out. Eventually, when g reaches
the value g = 4=3, only the localized spin singlkt is left over.

T he trial state is de ned as:

¥i'i= PgJ ;si: @)
The value ofg(J) isdetem ined by nding them ininum ofthe energy func—
tionalE [g;J;’ ; 1, de ned as:

}g.’ j_I jg.l i
Eid;i’; 1= ————: (3)
hgi” i’ 1
Eqg. (3) can be calculated by rst expressing the products P 4H P4 and (Pg)2
in term s ofthe usual ferm jon quasiparticle operators 44 ( 4,); 5 ( 3), G=
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L;R) which destroy (create) excitations on the BCS states of the L and R
contact and then by nom alordering the corresponding operator products.
T he operators are [18]:

_ iy
ja = UgSqn e jC?; aitt

— i .
Siq = UgChy g T Vg€ C i @)

where uy and vq are the BCS coherence factorsand g = ' whilke = 0.
The Ham iltonian for the contacts H 5 is conveniently expressed in tem s of
these operators as:

X
Hg = Egcs+ Eq( g 5@t g 5a)¢ ©)
4j=LiR
Iélere Egcs is the total ground state energy of the condensates and E4 =
§+ 2 are the energies of the quasiparticle excitationsw ith ¢ = oF=2m
weput h = kg = 1 throughout the paper).

T he variation of the energy [18] due to the AF coupling at the quantum
dot n unitsofthebandwidthD , [ ;3; ;'1 E ;J; ;" FD ,takesasmmplk
form once expressed in tem s of the parameters =2 1 2g , j= 3J=4D
and = =D:
2@+ cos( ) 2() 2 .
2 1)2@1+ cos()=R N (0) )*)

1

2 hp 2 2 ’

1 + “) 1+ cos(" )= (0)

+ - (6)

@+ )+ (2 12+ cos())=C N ©) ))

Here isthe BCS elctron-electron interaction strength and N (0) is the

nom alphase density of states at the Fem 1 level for each spin polarization.

Wewilltake N (0) = 023 throughout the paper. The st temn is the

expectation value of H ¢ , whilk the second is the raise In the average value

of the kinetic energy Ham iltonian, H g, due to the fom ation of the singlkt

between the QD and the contacts. The value of i, at which the energy is

at am ninum , m easures how much higherenergy soin states are progcted

out: n = 0corresoondsto fillproection of statesdi erent from a localized
soin singlet at the in puriy.
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Figure2: =jvs. fordierent jand = 006ihthetwocases’ = 0 (oroken
Iine) and ' = (full Iine) . For large K ondo coupling j the m inimum of the
curve m oves toward = 0.

At = 0 the strong coupling xed pointisj! 1 and () ! 0. In
the ow to the xed point, there is a large decrease of the K ondo energy:

1 min t (mjn)2 %_

1+ (m:in)2 (7)

K [ ;3:0;0]=

At 6 0,we follow them Ininum of the energy of the correlated state,
Gy ;"1 Lwsds 3", nthe ow ! 1 . InFig. 2 weplt =jvs.
fordierent Jat = 0:06. We see that themninum of [ ;3 ;’1is
located at smaller and analler values the larger the K ondo correlations
are (! 1 ). However the zero value for , 4, corresoonding to the full
proection of states di erent from a localized soin singlkt on the dot, isnever
reached. Energies corresponding to ' = (full Iine) are always lower than
those corresponding to /¥ = 0 (oroken line). This is a general feature of our
results: the —janction behavior is estabilished throughout the whole range
of wvalues, until reachesthe Kondo scale Tk .
InFig.3wepbt 4 vs. for’ = 0; and varous jvalues. In the case
" =0, nm growsup abruptly or > 025 what show s that the choice’ = 0



strongly disfavours the K ondo correlations, as soon as the superconducting
pairing correlation length s decreases. The dependence of ,;, on  ismuch
weaker when ’ = . Inspection of Fig. 5 shows that two regin es can be
envisaged as increases:

a) T x : Superconducting pairing in the lads is a perturbation on
the K ondo correlated state

Foramallvaluesof them ininum ofthe energy can be attained both for
"= 0and for’ = .Acoording to Fig. 3, there is a slight decrease of ,
when Increases for’ = 0. Hence, the superconducting singlt correlations
seem to cooperate for snall ’s n such a case. By contrast, i Increases
steadlywith for’ = ,what show sthat singlkt correlationson the in purity
(w ith characteristic correlation length x ) com pete w ith sihglt pairing but
are much less disruptive. This is con med by Figs. 4a), 4b). The energy
mihmum is strongly a ected when Icreases or’ = 0, while this is not
the case or’ = .Again,thecase’ = isalways favoured in energy for
any jvalue (see F1ig. 40)).

T he energy of the correlated state  [J; ;' 1, to second order in , is:

( "1 Ly ) #)
5] = 1+ % 2+ o b pos’ 4+
gt ¢ 2. MO )2 WO )
" #
3 2 1 1
o ot ——— 8)
21+ (au)? 2 © O )
Because i < 0 Prlame j, ikt isclkarthat’ = is favoured.
b) Tk : Superconductivity strongly com petes w ith K ondo ordering

Such a situation is better shown In Fig. 5a): when the phase di erence
between the two superconducting lkeads is ' = 0, the energy functional, as
approaches the Ilim it valie 0:3, cannot gain a m nmum . Indeed the system
cannot develop a K ondo singlkt on the In purity site. Conversely, Fig. 5b)
show s that a m lnimum always exists when the phase di erence is’ =

Tt is easy to derive the Jossphson current, according to:

I =2Q [ i"FQ :

2 2

In regine a), Iy it is still shusoidal, of the form I; = 2eWsjn’ .

The sign of such a current is reversed w ith respect to the conventional one



Figure3: i Vs.

forvarious j, for’ = 0 (oroken line) and’ =

0.3

(fulllne).

Inthecase’ = 0, oramallvaluesof , 4 is owered, show Ing that a an all
am ount of superconductivity singlet pairing favors K ondo correlations. On
, Increasesabruptly, what signalsthe disruption of
the K ondo correlations. By contrast, the weakening ofthe K ondo correlations

the otherhand, for large

ismuch steadierbut lss sharp when ’ =

-10

Figure 4:
and " =

@

10

vs. | for

-10
30

©

(b)

22

22.2

10 20
j

30

= 005;015;029 In thetwo shgke cases’ = 0 @)
(o) and together (c) for a com parison.

10



Figure5: wvs. Hr = 005;0:15;020;022;025;026;027 in the two cases
=0 @) and’ = ). @) Desperm Inin a correspond to analler . For

close to 03 the system w illnot be abl to build up the K ondo singlkt. ()
D esgperm Inin a correspond to an aller

for Jossphson system s, that is, the device behaves asa —junction. In such
a regin e superconductivity starts to com pete w ith K ondo correlations and
the Jossphson critical current com es out to be rather an all, aswe can see in
Fig. 6a).

-coupling wins in ourm odelno m atter how an allthe ratio =k 5 Tx is.
T his is counterintuitive because one expects that, when K ondo correlations
are fully estabilished and them agneticm om ent at the dot is totally screened,
the scattering of C ooper pairs should be potentialdike only. This in plies
that no phase breaking takes place at the tunneling and the junction should
behave as a conventional Jossphson junction, with its energy m ininum at
" = 0 [L0]. This is not the case here because the density of states does not
Include extra subgap A ndreev states Jocalized at the dot which could provide
the screening of the m agnetic m om ent. W e expect that, if A ndreev bound
states are accounted for properly in the m odel, they can provide the required
fullK ondo screening for vanishing =k 3 Tx ratio.

As increases,weenteranew regin e In which superconductiviy strongly
com petes w ith K ondo correlations. T he Jossphson critical current becom es
now sizeable. W hen exceeds a threshold value (close to 0:3) the Jossphson
current develops strong non sinusoidal com ponents (see Fig. 6b)).

The regime > Tk, in which the superconducting order is dom inant,
cannot be descibed by our varational Ansatz. In this case, the K ondo inter—

11



0.02 2

0.01 1 1

-0.01 1 -1

-0.02 -2
0

Figure 6: D i erent possibl regin es or the Jossphson current at zero tem —
perature for j= 8: a) Tk ;b) Tk .

action is better treated perturbatively. This regim e was studied in ref. [10]
using a N CA perturbative approach and in ref. [l1]. Their results can be
Interpreted in tem s of A ndreev bound states in the nom al region.

In the noninteracting lim it the sihgk particke energy soectrum for the
SN -8 sandw ich has two A ndreev levels corresponding to states localized in
the nom al region w ith energy w ithin the gap. Taking the Fem ilevel as
the reference energy, the one of the two statesw ith positive (hegative) energy
ism ostly particle tholk)-lke. In this case, Jossphson conduction across the
nom al region nvolves both Andreev states. Because the levels are non
degenerate K ondo correlations cannot take place until J is Jarge enough.
K ondo correlations require that the particle and hole-lke states cross each
other, so that screening of the im purity soin can take place at the dot site.

In conclusion, we have generalized the variationalapproach introduced in
ref. [L7]to study Jossphson conduction through a quantum dot at Coulomb
blodckade connected to two superconducting leads. W ithin such an approach,
we analyzed the region of param eters where the dot lays in the strongly
coupled Kondo regin e and showed that, In this regin e, it behaves asa -
Junction w ith a sm allJossphson current. O ur fomm alisn show sthat the onset
of —Junction regin e takes place m uch before antiferrom agnetic correlations
at the dot can be treated perturbatively, that is, m uch before K ondo e ect
has been disrupted by superconductivity.
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