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W e Investigate the tem perature- and coupling-dependent transport through K ondo dot contacts
w ith sym m etric superconducting s-wave leads. For nite tem perature T we use a superconducting
extension of a selftonsistent auxiliary boson schem e, termed SNCA , whilke at T = 0 a perturbative
renom alization group treatm ent is applied. The nitetem perature phase diagram for the 0{
transition of the Josephson current in the junction is established and related to the phase-dependent
position of the subgap K ondo resonance with respect to the Fem i energy. The conductance of
the contact is evaluated in the zerobias lim it. It approaches zero in the low —tem perature regin e,
however, at niteT itscharacteristics are changed through the coupling-and tem perature-dependent

0{ transition.

PACS numbers: 745041, 72.150m

I. NTRODUCTION

The physics of charge and spin transport through
K ondo quantum dots is paradigm atic for interface prob—
Jem s w ith strong correlations m ediated by the contact.
Novel e ects, taking place In junctions wih quantum
dots between nom alm etg], eads, have been intensively
studied ©r a long period #2244 T he Josephson current
through a localized spin state was rst considered by
Shiba and Soda¥ Later on Glazman and M atveev in—
vestigated m ore thoroughly the supercurrent through a
single resonant statg, aswellas through a distribution of
such in purity stated! . Eventually, a K ondo quantum dot,
which is coupled to a nom al and to a superconducting
lead, isa furthernotable system which allow sto approach
the J'ntlelplay between Kondo e ect and Andreev re ec—
tions£? T he progress in the m iniaturization ofelectronic
devices now m akes the Investigation of electronic trans—
port through a single K ondo in purity technically feasi-
ble. To date, several groups have reported-on trangpert
m easurem ents of such nanoscalke deviced $14432314.458¢
B esidespossible applications as, forexam ple, the study of
nonlocal spin-entangled pajxéﬂ, these quantum dot con-—
tacts are fascinating on fundam ental grounds, because
they are the m ost elem entary realization of a \strongly
correlated contact".

From the theoreticalside it hasbeen well apprehended
that a phase-sensitive subgap state is form ed, which isto
be Interpreted as a K ondo resonance, if the K ondo scale
Tx islargerthan thegap ofthe superconducting leads,
Tx = 1. Andreev scattering processes induce a de—
pendence of the subgap-state energy on the phase di er-
ence of the superconductors in the kads®d T he inter-
ference of Andreev scattering w ith K ondo-type spin I
processes leads to a non-trivial behavior of the Jossph-
son current{phase relation I5 ( ) n K ondo quantum dot
Junctions. A transition from a O—junction to a —junction

ariseson acoount of the distinct nature ofthe spin ground
states in the strong and in the weak coupling regin e. In
the strong coupling lim i, Tx = 1, the ground state is
a spin singlet due to the K ondo screening ofthe in puriy
spin, and the C oulom b blockade is lifted by the formm ation
of the K ondo resonance. In this case, coherent C ooper
pair transm ission occursw thout a ecting the spin ofthe
electrons In the pair (0—janction). In the opposite lin it of
weak coupling, Tx = 1, the K ondo screening is sup-—
pressed for tem peratures T wellbelow the critical tem —
perature T. of the superconductors as the C ooper pairs
In the buk cannot be broken for s-wave pairing symm e-
try. T hen the ground state is a K ram ers degenerate spin
doublt, and a single subgap resonance of w idth T
In the Inpurity spectrum is formed, split o from the
continuum spectrum . In this regin e, retarded, coher—
ent pair tranam ission is still possible, but for energetic
reasons (o double occupancy of the dot) the tem poral
sequence of the tranam itted electrons w ith opposite soin
is reversed, leading,to a -shift n the current{phase re—
Btion ( {jnction) 2% seeRef. 20 ram ore detailed dis-
cussion. Since for weak coupling the subgap state form s
below and-for strong coupling it m oves above the Ferm i
energyt82% the current{phase relation I, ( ) is also re—
lated to the position of the resonance. This behavior
of a Kondo quantum dot should be contrasted to the
case when the im purity state is not a dynam ical quan—
tity and is m agnetic mom ent is xed. The latter case
is analogous to junctions w ith ferrom agnetic interlayers,
w here A ndreev subgap states are generated both below
and above the Fem i enepgy,being split w ith respect to
their spin polarization 24232429

W hereas the supercurrent through a K ondo correlated
Junction hasbeen investigated successfully w ithin several
approaches, the conductance ofthe contact ism uch m ore
di cul to study, as i involves the quasiparticle current.
Tt is essential to distinguish between K ondo point con—
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tacts and Kondo quantum dot devices. A Kondo in pu-—
rity in a point contact or ori ce Introduces an additional
scattering channel and tends to reduce the tranam ission
sin ilar to the Kondo e ect in buk m etals. In contrast,
for a Kondo quantum dot device, the quantum dot pro-—
vides the only tranam ission channel. For tem peratures
above Ty and a quantum dot energy lkevelwellbelow the
Fem ienergy, the tranan ission channelis \alm ost closed"
as the charge tunneling is suppressed by the Coulomb
blockade and because the leveliso resonance. T hrough

the form ation of the K ondo resonance at tem peratures
below Tk , on-resonance tunne]jpg enhances the trans—
m ission up to the quantum lm 2428 W hik this inverse
relation between the two junction types is rather ocbvious
for nom al conducting leads, it has m ore profound con—
sequences In the case of superconductors. In the present
paper we study the Intrinsic conductance which charac-
terizes the quasiparticle current through K ondo dots be-
tween two superconductors. T he quasiparticle current is
not related in a sin ple way to the supercurrent and the
question arises, if the 0{ transition m ay already m ani-
fest itself in the zerp-bias conductance of the K ondo dot
contact. Choiet al%% also Investigate a K ondo quantum

dot w ith superconducting lads to calculate the Joseph-—
son current at T = 0. However, to determ ine the low-T

conductance through the 0{ transition, they consider a
K ondo quantum dotw ith an additional resistive shunting
(resistively shunted superconducting jinction, RSCJ) in
the overdam ped regin e and com pare the crossover for
Tk 05 wih them easured conductance of gated car-
bon nanotube quantum dots coupled to superconduct-
ing Au/Alkad®?. A lthough the RSCJ m odelling m ay
wellapply to the considered experin ents, it actually does
not refer to a Kondo quantum dot as de ned above. &
does not analyze the quasiparticle current through the
K ondo In purity but rather the phase slips of the super-
current. The respective conductance Gg in the RSCJ
m odel grow s exponentially w ith the inverse tem perature
Gs=Gy exp (~L=eT ) where Gy is the conductance in
the nom alstate.

In this article we address two related sub fcts which
are relevant for K ondo dots between two superconduct—
Ing kads. On the one hand, a nietem perature phase
diagram for the -—junction behavior has not yet been
presented. It allow s to identify the coupling strength at
which the 0{ transition sets in, but it also renders the
regin e where the transition m ay be observed by vary—
Ing the tem perature at xed coupling strength. On the
other hand, we calculate the intrinsic conductance of the
Kondo dot contact | a quantiy which is not related
to the phase di erence as directly as the supercurrent.
N evertheless, as both quantities, the supercurrent and
the quasiparticle current, are controlled by the position
ofthe subgap resonance, they both display a transition in
their dependence on tem perature and coupling strength,
as we will discuss In this paper. For this investigation
we will always consider the generic case of a symm etric
Junction and s-wave pairing sym m etry in the leads.

In Sec. ITwe brie y introduce the technique used for
the K ondo correlated junctions, an extension ofthe non—
crossing approxin ation WCA) to the superconducting
state (SNCA ). Som e explicit details about the derivation
of the SNCA, is evaluation and regim e of validiy, as
well as the calculation of the supercurrent and the con—
ductance are deferred to the appendices. Sec.-'_fgt expands
the discussion ofthe 0{ transition in certain aspectsbe-
yond what has been presented in the literature on this
topic. Speci cally, we focus on the tem perature depen—
dence of the transition and introduce a phase diagram .
In Sec. -_I\{: we address the tem perature— and coupling—
dependence of the Intrinsic conductance of the K ondo
dot contact.

II. KONDO IM PURITY BETW EEN TW O
SUPERCONDUCTORS

T he system ofconduction electrons in the left and right
Jead interacting w ith a single-channelm agnetic in purity
or quantum dot is m odeled by an In niteU Anderson
Ham iltonian. The s-wave superconducting state in the
reservoirs is treated w thin standard BC S m ean— eld the—
ory. The com plete H am iltonian then takes the form (see
F J'g.:g: for a graphical Jayout of the contact)

H=Ho+Hgcs+Hop + Q @)
w ith

X
Ho=  xG o% a7

k
Hpcs = a C]Z"acyk#a+h13: ;

ka

X

Hgop = oFYf + Vo ¢ ,P'f + hx:

k

H ere we have adopted a slaveboson representatjongga for
the dot states, where the local creation and annihilation
operators or an electron in the dot (d-) orbial with
soin and energy 4 are decom posed as, for exam ple,
& = f¥b. The operators f¥ and ¥ create a singly oc—
cupied or an em pty occupied Inpurity state, whenever
an electron hops onto or o the dot, respectively, and
obey the canonical ferm ion and boson comm utation re—
lations. Their dynam ics are restricted to the physical
H ibert space by the operator constraint
X

Q= fYf + bbb = 1; )

which willbe enforced exactly by takipg the lim it of the
parameter ! 1 (see Appendix A)8% M oreover, g .
creates a conduction electron in the keft (L) or right R)
superconductor, a = L;R . The hybridization of these
electronic states In the leadsw ith the quantum dot state
is param eterized by V,. For convenience, we introduce
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FIG.1l: Quantum dot coupled to two superconductors. 1
and r denote the e ective couplings to the left and right
lead, 1 and r labelthe phases of the corresponding super—
conducting order param eter. The BCS gap is assumm ed
to be lalJ'n both superconductors. In the m odel, de ned
by Eq. @), the ocalCoulomb repulsion U is set to In nity.

the e ective couplings 5, = NoVZand = L+ &,
where N is the density of states at the Fem ienergy in
the nom al conducting state.

TheBC S part ofthe H am iltonian can be easily solved.
The nom aland the anom alous local advanced/retarded
conduction e]ect_tonP Green’s functions are de ned

as Ga ') = L1 ( bhtg _@©;c _(O)gi and
Fa o ) = L1 ( Ohfg., ©ic,,, O)gi, resec

tively. The gap equations de ning the order param e-
ter £ In the two superconductors are given by 5 =

Vecs kI p4a Gnalt In the subsequent consideration
the am plitude of , isassum ed to be equalon both sides,
ie.

a=Jete: @)

For the local conduction electron density of states per
soin and the corresponding anom alous contribution one
obtains,

GA P
()= a()_dg()=+Rp 1.
2 Ny 2 3.7
_FaA() @()_ sign() a |
Ga ( )_2—1'1\10_ Rqa2:jaf’ (4b)

where both spectral fiinctions have been nom alized to
Nog.

For the greater part of this paper the K ondo dynam —
ics of the quantum dot at nite tem peratures will be
descrbed w ithin a selftonsistent approach, w here the lo—
cal gauge symm etry on the dot is preserved by m eans
of conserving approxin ations, derived from a Luttinger-
W ard functionaBl. We wil use a generalization of
the wellknown non-crossing approxin ation (N CA 3383
for superconducting leads, the \superconducting NCA "
(SNCA ), to nclude retarded C ooper pair tunneling. T he

FIG . 2: G enerating functional for the extension of the NCA
to the broken-sym m etry state (SNCA ). The solid, wavy and
dashed lines represent the conduction electron, slave boson
and pseudoferm ion propagators, respectively.

LuttingerW ard generating functional forthe SNCA is

depicted In Fig.d. The kading tem ofO ( ) in a selfton—
sistent expansion corresgponds to the NCA ( rst diagram

n Fig. d For nom al conducting leads, the NCA is
known to give a satisfactory, quantitative d

the spectral features in the case of_m-mte U, '34"'33"36‘37 84
In the absence of m agnetic ,eJd,- 49 and or tem pera—
tures down to T 01 T 8. However, in the case
of superconducting lads the NCA com pltely neglects
Andreev scattering contrbutions (Cooper pair tunnek
Ing through the dot), which is crucial for the Joseph-
son current and which w ill also induce signi cant renor—
m alizations of the nom al quasiparticle current, as seen
below . Therefore, the NCA is extended to include the
next-to-leading temn of order O ( ?) (second diagram in
F jg.:g;), which containstwo anqm alous lead G reen’s func—
tions, constituting the SNCA ¥} Sin ilar, but sinpli ed
m ethods, em ploying an elastic scattering approxin ation,
have also been used by B,ickers and Zw icknag¥4 and by
B orkow skiand H irsch®ld#3. A detailed discussion ofthe
SNCA is deferred to Appendix A . It will be seen that
the SNCA describes, to kading selftonsistent order, the
coherent tranam ission of C ooper pairs via the form ation
of retarded C ooper pairs on the dot even though the exis—
tence of equattin e C ooper pairs on the dot is prohibited
by the localC oulom b repulsion. Superconducting K ondo
dot junctions have recently been considered alse w ithin
amean eld approach to the dot dynam ics,- 4449 which
tends to overestin ate the C ooperpair correlationson the
dot due to the assum ption of static rather than retarded
pairs on the dot.

From the generating functional in Fjg.:g a set of cou—
pled integralequations for the pseudoparticle selfenergies
can be derived aswellas an expression for the local goec—
tral function of the quantum dot and its corresponding
anom alouspart. These equations are solved num erically.
T he explicit expressions are discussed in A ppendix ?_—\: .

To calculate the Josephson current we yse the form ula

rst presented by C krk and Am begackart8

Z
2
L()==—sn alf()
0
h i
nESYOER () ;6

which is rederived in A ppendix l_3-: T he quantities in this
current relation are de ned as ollows: = r de-



notes the phase di erence between lft and right lad,
f(!) is the Fem i function and, for convenience, we
extracted the explicit phase dependence from the o —
diagonalG reen’s functions,

Fi()=ocos = FZ(!)
FR()=e FF (1);
where ng(!) and F§ (!) are the anom alous parts of

the G reen’s function of the in puriy d-level and of the
conduction-electron G reen’s function in lad a, respec—
tively (cf. Appendix :13-:) .

T he zero bias conductance G = dI=dV j-( is calcu—
]atedgﬂom the quasiparticle current in the lin it of sn all
biasté,

Z
e’ @f(!) A
G = ZH d! a (I)InGd (r); (6)

w ih GQ (!) thenom alpart ofthe m purity G reen’s func-
tion. A s we consider a symm etric coupling to the two
leadsw ith equalspectraldensities ( = g NOVLZ;R ,

1+t rR=2 rsand  (1)= r () (1)), all
contrbutions w ih anom alous as well as wih Keldysh
G reen’s finctions vanish in Eq. (r_é) .

III. SUPERCURRENT

W e now investigate the current-phase relation Ig( ) in
the param eter space which is controlled by tem perature
T and coupling strength Tx = . This analysis focuses
naturally on a calculation at nite T, for which regine
theNCA yields quantitatively well controlled resulr<% in
the absence of m agnetic eld, and so is expected to do
its superconducting extension, the SNCA . W e w ill com —
parethe T ! 0 extrapolation of these calculations w ith
our perturbative renom alization group RG ) analysisof
the samemodelat T = 0 aswellas wih exact num eri-
calrenom alization group WRG ) calculationsby Choiet
al.j at T = 0 for the symm etrical A nderson m odel. , -

T has been ebborated by C lkerk and Am begaockad
that strong and weak coupling regin es are to be distin-
guished by the position of the subgap resonance: the
resonance m oves through the Fem i energy from below
when the coupling is Increased, a behavior to be associ-
ated w ith a transition from a -to a 0—junction type. In
fact, we con m this behavior in Fjgs.:;’x' and :EJ: How—
ever, the resonance is w ider than observed by C lerk and
Ambegackar: For strong coupling Tx = > 1, the sub-
gap resonance as well as the features at the gap edges in
the delectron spectrum are of the order of Ty > , as
C ooper pairs are broken in order to screen the in purity
soin in this regim e. The gap edges are less pronounced
(see Fig. :}", Iower panel), and a Fano-lke interference
between the continuum states and the subgap m ode is
evident.
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FIG .3: T he spectral function ofthe im purity d-level for weak
coupling (upper panel, Tk = = 0:125) and strong coupling
(lower panel, Tx = = 2:0). The leads are in the supercon-
ducting state at T = 05 . The spectral functions are sen—
sitive to the phase di erence = r between lft and
right lead.

The current{phase relation traverses three scenarios
or transitions, as the coupling param eter Tx = is raised
from weak to strong coupling (eft colimn of Fjg.:_éi).
T hese scenarios are related to the fact that the Josephson
current states of a superconducting jinction are equilb-
rium states and are thus detem ined by the m inim a of
the free energy. One may dentify a succession of four
current-carrying equilbrium states: O—junction: singlk
globalm ininum fr = 0; 0%jinction: globalm ninum
Hr = 0and bcalm ininum or = ; %“nction: bocal
mininum for = 0 and globalm nimum for = ; -
Jjinction: single globalm nimum for = . The succes—
sion of the correspanding transitions has been discussed
in the literaturd! 144,
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FIG . 4: Phase dependence of the Josephson current for weak,
intermm ediate and strong coupling valuesofTx = (left colum n
of panels). In the right panel, the spectral function of the
in purity d-level is presented for each coupling strength and
tem perature.

1.W eak ocoupling. In the case Tx = = 1=8 all three
curves I ( ) corresoond to tem peratures above Tk .
The curves are nearly identical w ithin num erical
resolution. W ecbservea —janction behaviorwhere
the rst ham onic, sin , dom inates. In SNCA we
cannot approach the low tem perature lin i where
T iswell below Tk,.- The latter has been investi-
gated by Choiet al%} who indeed nd a siusoidal
behavior for the zero tem perature lim it in the weak
coupling regin e.

2. Interm ediate coupling. Here, higher hamm onics be—
com e In portant (as in the second row of Fjg.:ff
for Txk = = 028). The derivative of the cur-
rent at = 0 changes sign wih the tem perature
somewherecloseto T = 04 (m iddlke kft panel),
which corresponds approxin ately to tem perature
and coupling where the spectral function crosses
the Ferm i energy. Choiet al?’ cbserve a discon—
tinuous behavior in the current-phase relation for
the intermm ediate coupling regin e at zero tem pera—
ture however this discontinuity is an oothed for -
nite tem perature?%. The distinction between the

%the ° (dandthe0® 0 transitions, which
classify the appearance and vanishing of the two
m Inin a of the free energy as m entioned above, is
m ade by the characteristics of the current-phase
relation: The sign reversal of the slope of I ( )
at vanishing in the intermm ediate coupling regin e
signi esthe ° transition.

3. Strong coupling. The lower lkft panel in Fig. :fl

show s the current-phase relation for =T = 1.
For this value of the coupling we are already in the
strong coupling regin e In the sense that the sub-
gap resonance is clearly above the Fermm ienergy and
the supercurrent is positive in the considered phase
Interval (0O—janction behavior). T he tem perature of
allcurves isbelow Tx . T he curve ism ore sinusoidal
for the lowest tem perature whereas it develops a

atter region for close to  for the higher tem —
peratures. Thisisa precursorto the 0 transition
and we w ill see below that the —junction behavior
m ay be recovered for higher tem perature if Ty =
is not too large.

Thephasediagram isnow derived from the analysisofthe
extrem a in the free energy: (1) the { °transition takes
place when the maxinum at phase = 0 tums Into a
Iocalm Inimum of the free energy which is equivalent to
the sign change ofthe slope of the current-phase relation
for vanishing  (circles in Fig.®); (i) the °{0° transi-
tion refersto thepoint in the (T ;Tx = )-param eter space

where the globalm inimum of the free energy sw itches
from = to = 0 (tdangls in Fjg.:_ﬂ); (i) nally,
the 0°{0 transition corresoonds to the conversion of the
Iocalm nimum at phase = into a m axin um , that is,
the slope of I ( ) changes sign for phase (squares in
Fig.5).

T he sym m etrical BC S-A ndersop.m odel has also been
investigated by Siano and Egger¥ using the quantum
M onte Carbb technigue. However, Choi et al. point
out that Ref. :_4§' does not consider the true low tem -
perature lim it and that the scals, such as the Kondo
tem peratuxe,,di er exponentially from the conventional
de nitions2%84

T he zero tam perature Ilim it cannot be reached w ithin
the SNCA schem e. For this purypose we have perform ed
a perturbative RG analysis, analogougio the poorm an’s
scaling approach for the nom al statefli. In the one—loop
evaluation, the vertex from the in purity coupling tem

Jx X X
Hkondo = —

f¥~ ofoc}i ~ oG o (7)

0 kk©
0

generates particle-particle and particle-hole loops of con—
duction and pseudoferm ion G reen’s functions. Here Jx
is the Kondo coupling Jx = V2=jq3®ru ! 1) and

+ (%) are the Paulim atrices in the in purity spin space
(conduction electron spin space).

W hile these diagram s renom alize the Kondo cou-
pling In the nom al state, one-loop contrbutions w ith
an anom alous conduction electron propagator are to be
Inclided for the superconducting state. A lthough the
corresponding vertex ism issing In the bare H am ilttonian,
the RG ow w ill generate the coupling which is of the
form

X 9ij i 3
Hg= Tfy of o G oy o ®)

0k
0
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FIG .5: Phasediagram forthe0 transitions. A sdiscussed
in the text, the lower right area corresponds to the O-phase
and theupper keft area to the -phase. The SNCA data points
refer to the 9 transition (circles), the °  0° transition
(triangles), and the 0° 0 transition (squares). A s seen from

these curves, the respective transition pointsasa function ofT

scale roughly with logTkx . T he open Inverse triangle presents
the transition point from a spin doublet to a singlet state of
a Kondo impurity in a buk superconductor w ithin the NRG

evaluation of Satoriet all3. The star on the horizontal axis
is approxin ately the transition point in the NRG analysis for
the sym m etjdc A nderson m odel of the quantum dot contact
Choi et alfh). The fat lne at the horizontal axis is the
regin e w here the perturbative RG analysis suggests the ° o
transition at zero tem perature.

T his coupling term w illhave the e ect of cutting the RG
ow foran allTg = , that is, In the perturbative regin e.
Only the coupling term wih gy, will be renom alized
under the RG ow, a consequence of spin conservation
and the sym m etry of the order param eter.
W ith the iniial conditions of isotropic spin coupling
and zero potential scattering termm , the follow ing RG
equations are obtained £2

4J R 197]3 J? 2=J (9a)
= e ] — a
dnD D2 2 b -9
dg D 3 5
= Rep——o 2—F+=-—7 9%
dInD D2 2 Dgz 2D &b)

where D is half the band width and the dim ensionless
couplings are de ned as:

J = NoJx and g= jNo Jo2 * (10)
Here g denotes the local coupling of pair uctuations to
the impurity wih the initial condition gD o) = 0 for
the bare band cuto D . For ! 0 one recovers the
standard poorm an’s scaling resul.

For weak coupling (Tx = 025) the e ective band-
width D approaches before J or g diverge; the square
root In the scaling Egs. 6'_9) then vanishesand cutso the
RG ow. The scaling tragctories in the J{g plain ow
towards a line of such xed points. T he ground state is
an unscreened spin. The strong coupling regin e is only
accessblew thin a non-perturbative analysisbut the ten—
dency ofthe tra fctoriesto ow away from the xed point
line towards a strong coupling xed point wih J = 1
is already observed in the present one-loop evaluation.
T he strong coupling xed point is approached for a bare
coupling strength above a m inin alTx = som ew here in
between 025 and 0.65.

The solid fat line at the horizontal axis in Fig.i5 in—
dicates the range where this quantum phase transition
( °{0° transition) is supposed to take place. The range
is certainly too wide in order to estin ate the low tem —
perature extrapolation of the Intem ediate tem perature
data. H owever the transition range is consistent w ith the
SCNA resuls. This does not apply for the.extrapolated
transition valie ofC kerk and Ambegaockat? which is al-
ready at positive values of og(Tx = ). W e do not well
understand the discrepancy to the result of C lerk and
Ambegaokar; it m ay be related to the way in which the
zero tem perature lim it was approached in Ref.:_lg‘ . How—
ever the NRG result of Choiet al%? @ ith transition at
Tx = ' 042, star n Fig. 515 for the particle-hole sym —
m etricm odel isw ithin our estim ate from the 1-loop RG .
Y et this com parison should be taken w ith caution as the

1.0

0.8

0.6

J

FIG . 6: Scaling tra gctories for various bare coupling values:
@) Txk= = 01, ) Tg= = 02, © Tkxk= = 05, d)
Tx = = 1,and () Tx = = 2. The open circles represent
xed points, the dashed line is the xed point line. The last
xed point In the perturbative regin e is found for Tx = /
025. For Tx = ' 0:65 no downtum of the trapctory is
observed. In the Im it Tx = ! 1 the tra’fctory follow s the
J-axis tow ards strong coupling.



particle-hole sym m etric Anderson m odel also allow s for
lJocalequaltin e pair correlations (ofthe f-particles) and
has no potential scattering tem , both In contrast to the
In niteU case. The potential scattering term present
In the asymm etric m odel induces a characteristic shift
of the K ondo resonance relative to the Fem i energy2%
and thus is expected to in uence the 0{ transition as
well. The transition from the soin doublt to a singlet
state ofa Kondo im purity in a bulk supgrconductorwas
cakulated within NRG by Satoriet al®3d. They fund
Tx = ' 03 which is presented by the open triangle in

Fiy.G. ThisNRG result isw ithin the range of our 1-oop
RG estin ate and appears to be in agreem ent w ith the

nie-tem perature SNCA data.

Tt should be ocbvious from the phase diagram that the
transition isnot only achieved by a change ofthe coupling
param eter Tx = (through, eg., gating the quantum dot)
but also by a tem perature variation, provided that the

( xed) coupling is In an intermm ediate range.

Iv. ZERO BIASCONDUCTANCE

The Josephson current directly probes the phase—
sensitive anom alous G reen’s functions (see Eq. ('_5)) . The
conductance, how ever, is related to the quasiparticle cur-
rent and it is expressed through the in aghary parts of
the diagonal G reen’s functions: i has a nie, mea—
surable valie if the derivative of the Femm i function
is not exponentially an all and if the buk density of

states (ie., nG? (!)) and the in purity spectral finction
(InGj; (1)) areboth nite in the sam e frequency interval
(see Eqg. (_é)). This in plies that the conductance van—

ishes exponentially for the zero tem perature lim it aswe
restrict our considerations to s-wave superconductors.

T he question arises if this conductance of the quantum
dot exhibits a signature ofthe 0{ transition atall. The
solution to this elem entary question is not straightfor-
ward since the conductance does not directly expose the
phase dependence of the superconducting states in the
leads. However, as the position of the subgap resonance
m oves from below through the Fem ienergy w ith increas—
Ing coupling, the ground state transits into a singlet state
through the K ondo screening of the in purity spin. The
enhanced screening, w hich ispossible for strong coupling,
not only m odi es the subgap resonance but also the con—
tinuum through increased pair breaking in this regin e
(ct. F . -'j) . Correspondingly, one m ay expect a feature
n the tem perature-dependent or coupling— (Tx = -) de—
pendent conductance w hich signi esthe transition. This
can be expected only if the tem perature is not too an all
(with respect to ) so that @f=@! in Eq. (6) is still siz—
abl for frequencieswih nite (!).

C onsequently, the conductance G, Eq. @), represents
an Integral w ith respect to the quasiparticle energy !
over an interval of the order of T. In order to ex—
hibi characteristic features of the local spectral density
In the nieT conductance it is, therefore, suggestive

1.0 F - i

/
0-5F —--=T=050A
[ T=0.44 A |
: - = T=040A |
_ ——T-036A |
oo
0.0 0.5 1.0

T /A

FIG.7: Zero bias conductance G as a function of coupling
strength Tx = fOr xed tem perature.

to analyse the tem perature derwvative dG=dT . Equiva—
lently, one m ay consider the coupling param eter deriva—
tive, dG=d (Tx = ), because G is expected to be a uni-
versal function in tem sof T=Tx for xed .At nieT

and xed ,both dG=dT and dG=d(T x = ) may be ex-
pected, In a rough rst estin ate, to be essentially propor-
tionalto MG} (! = T) and G} (! = Tk ), respectively,
disregarding the energy dependence of the quasiparticle
density of states in the leads | a more re ned analy—
ses certainly has to take the detailed frequency structure
of the integrand into account. Hence, in the weak cou—
pling regine (n( =T g ) 1, n(T=Tk ) 1) we expect

0.8 |-
0.6 |-

04

dG/d(T /)

02

0.0 .
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 0.1 0.2

T, /0

T —T
0.4 06081

FIG . 8: D erivative of the zero bias conductance, G (Tx = ),

w ith respect to the coupling param eter at T= = 0:36. Left

fram e: linear scales; the °{0° transition is at approxin ately
Tx = " 04, for strong coupling dG=d (T x = ) is constant.

R ight fram e: coupling scale is in logarithm ic presentation; for
weak coupling dG =d (Tx = ) diverges logarithm ically.



approxin ately that dG=d({Tx = ) / Tk =), whie
In the strong coupling region ITx = & 1, T= < 1),
dG=d(Tx = ) should be approxinately T and T ¢ inde-
pendent. This expected linear behavior of G for large
coupling strength, where K ondo screening is dom inant,
is associated w ith the form ation of the K ondo resonance
as i collects spectral weight and saturates at energies
below Tx .

For the num erical evaluation we focus on the lowest
tem perature in Fjg.:j (T= = 036, continuous lne).
T he conductance displays a constant slope in the O-phase
(Tx = & 04),whereasih the —phase Tx= . 04) the
slope 0of G tends to diverge for Tx ! 0. This crossover
is even m ore apparent from the derivate of the conduc-
tance w ith respect to Tx = (see the left panel of F ig. é_:
and the discussion above). C lar logarithm ic behavior
of the slope is cbserved In the -phase, where the nu-
m erical SNCA results are especially controlled (see right
panel of F ig. :_d) . The crossover between constant slope
and logarithm ic behavior is found to be at a coupling
strength which correpondsto the 0{ transition. In fact,
HrT= = 0:36,the °{0° transition is at approxin ately
Tk = ' 04.

F inally, we explore the tem perature dependenoe ofthe
quantum dot conductance. In Fig. B we present the
SNCA resuls for the zero bias conductance G versus
tem perature T at xed valuesofTyx = . T he exponential
regin e for very low tem peratures is outside the range
where the SNCA is reliable. For the low tem perature
Im £ @f=QR! isexponentially sm allfor! > j jand should
control the tem perature dependence of the conductance.
However, w ith our data we are still n the regin e w ith
a wide derivative of the Fem i function and a negative
curvature of the G (T ) lines. Fjg.;g: suggests to assign a
constant slope to the conductance in this interm ediate

’l
’/'
—--=T,=1.00 A /s
. T,=0.50 A e .
10k - — T,=028A K4 4
= —T,=0.168
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FIG .9: Zero bias conductance G as a function oftem perature
T= for xed coupling strengthsT x = .

tem perature range for the strong coupling regin e. Such
a linear behavior in G (T), Eq. (:_é), is generated by an
approxin ate com pensation of the sharp spectral struc—
turesin  (!) and In TG} (!) at the gap edge. The in—
tegration over the derivative of the Fem i function yields
the linear dependence for the interm ediate tem perature
range | although the non-leading contributions to the
frequency dependence above the gap edge m ay alter the
tem perature dependence. The lnear tem perature be—
havior is consistent with the linear Tx dependence of
G which was discussed before. For the weak coupling
regin e one should expect a n T dependence of dG=dT .
The tem perature range for the lowest curve iIn Fjg.ur_S%
wih Tx = = 0:16) is too narrow to decide about a log—
artthm ic divergence of dG=dT but the few data points
are consistent w ith this assum ption.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have calculated the Josephson cur—
rent as well as the linear response quasiparticle conduc—
tance for quantum dots in the K ondo regin e w ith super-
conducting leads. For nite tem peratures, we have used
a superconducting extension of the non-crossing approx—
Ination (SNCA ), whilke for T = 0 the behavior was an—
alyzed using a perturbative renom alization group treat-
ment. In thisway we m apped out the phase diagram of
the 0 transition ofthe Josephson current in the param —
eter gpace of tem perature and K ondo coupling constant
forthe rsttim e in a system aticalway. W e stressthat for
tem peratures not too farbelow Tx the SNCA isexpected
to produce reliable, sem iquantitative results. TheT ! 0
extrapolation of our results agrees ysLeJl wih an NRG
treatm ent of the problm at T = 02} considering that
the latter was done for the niteU symm etric A nderson
m odelw hich, on one hand, allow s for equaltin e C ooper
pair form ation on the dot, and, on the other hand, does
not have a potential scattering tem | both in contrast
to our asymm etric, in niteU m odel. Considering nie
T will be essential for the analysis of experin ents (see
below ).

Ourresultscon m that the Josephson current under—
goes a succession of three transitions, 0 @, 0° 0,

0 , Sgparating four di erent Josephson equilbriim
states, as the K ondo tem perature Tx is reduced below
the superconducting gap energy , or, altematively, as
the tem perature T is raised above Tx . In going from a
Otypeto a -type junction, the four types of Josephson
Junctions are related to the sycoessive developm ent ofthe
m inin a of the free energy-7=5. By explicit calculations
we could relate these phases to the characteristic phase
dependence of the Josephson current aswellas to the po—
sition ofthe K ondo-like subgap resonance above orbelow
the Fem i energy. M oreover, we have also identi ed the
signature ofthe 0— transition in the quasiparticle linear
response conductance G . Since the latter vanishes expo-—
nentially forT ! 0, a treatmentat nite T wasessential



here. From our resuls, the O—junction regin e appears
to be characterized by a constant slope of the conduc—
tance as a function of Tx = , while in the -—junction
regin e the slope diverges locarithm ically. Note that at

nite T the 0— transitions are continuous crossoversbe—
cause of the nite width of the subgap resonance and
develop a discontinuous jimp only o T ! 0 wih van—
ishing width of the subgap resonance £’ These relations
may be relevant or identifying and analyzing the dif-
ferent phases in experin ents lke quantum dots, carbon
nanotubes or other K ondo m olecules coupled to super—
conducting leads. G ated devices are supposed to control
the level position in the quantum dot and, correspond-—
ingly, the K ondo scale.
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APPENDIX A:SUPERCONDUCTING NCA
(SNCA)

In this appendix, we give a detailed derivation and dis—
cussion ofthe form ulae for the selfenergies, the auxiliary
particle propagators and the localelectron G reen’s func—
tion w ithin the SNCA .T he sam e approxin ation hasbeen
used by C kerk and Am begackar in Refs. 1841.

The BC S-Anderson Ham iltonian Eq. é'_i') obeys a local
U (1) gauge sym m etry w ith respect to sin ultaneous, tin e
dependent transform ationsofthe auxiliary particle elds,
b ! & Yp ; ! g ;

@t
which is intim ately related to the conservation of the lo—
calcharge Q., and w hich, due to E litzur’s theorem , cannot
be broken 4 The local gauge symm etry is im plem ented
i the standard way2} where a conserving, selftonsistent
approxin ation is generated from a LuttingerW ard func—
tionalvia finctionalderivative w ith respect to the renor-
m alized pseudoparticle propagators as well as the lead
G reen’s fiunctions®388 T addition, the constraint Q = 1
is enforced in any expectation value of a physical oper—
ator acting on the In puriy state (m ore precisely: any
operator which annihilates the § = 0i state) by taking
the Im i, - ,!- 1 ;eg. forthe physicald-electron G reen’s
finction 2427

@al1)

. Moo e E @b 3
i Iim 7
1 e f @b i

@2

(j_!) = ->®>- + -»@»-
i) = WQA/» + m

FIG. 10: Pseudofemm ion selfenergy
selfenergy (1 )

(1! ) and slave boson

w ith h:::ithe tim eordered, grand canonicalexpectation
valieand = 1=T.

Im plications of the profction Q = 1. The constraint
crucially in uences the auxiliary particle dynam ics and,
In particular, prohibits any anom alous contributions to
the auxiliary particle propagators, even in the case of su—
perconducting leads. C onsider, for exam ple, the N am bu
pseudoferm ion propagator,

f
F () = i )ht £ ; £V F gi @A3)
Lo () anem (1) '
- anem (1) L4 g+ 4 ("N !
w here is the nom al selfenergy, and the anom alous
selfenergy 2"°"  is assum ed non—zero for the m om ent.

U sing the gauge (! ) ! !, perform ing the m atrix n—
version in Eq. @:3), and then taking the Imit ! 1
provesthat allbut the (11) elem ent ofthe pseudoferm ion
propagator, F (!) F (!)hi1, vanish. An analogous
proof holds for the slave boson propagator. A s a resul,
the (retarded) pseudoferm ion and slave boson propaga—
torsFR (1), BR (!), respectively, have only nom al con—
tributions,

FR()= 1 4 (D) @ 4a)
BR ()= | Ry @ 4b)
where ® (1), R (!) are the pseudoferm ion and slave

boson selfenergies, respectively, and the spin index has
been suppressed in the absence of a m agnetic eld.

The evaluation of the M atsubara sum over a pseu—
doparticle frequency show s that each closed pseudoparti-
cle loop carries a flgacity factor e . Hence, upon the
progction ! 1 the LuttingerW ard generating func-
tionalis com prised ofdiagram sw hich contain exactly one
closed pseudoparticlke loop: Its vanishing figaciy factor
is cancelled by the corresponding factore ofthe tem
e ® ©1Y i the denom ator of any physical
expectation value see Eq. B2)].

De nition ofthe SNCA .Tode nea conserving approx—
In ation that describes coherent C ooper pair tranam ission
through a K ondo quantum dot, the generating functional
shown diagram m atically in Fjg.:g: hasbeen chosen. The

rst diagram of F ig. :_2 represents the conventional non—
crossing approxin ation and describes nom alquasiparti-
cle tranan ission. T he second diagram ofF Jgu_Z contains



two crossing anom alous superconducting G reen’s func—
tions in the leads. It is the sinplest (ie. lowest order in
the hybridization V,) contrbution to incorporate coher-
ent Cooper pair tunneling in the LuttingerW ard func—
tional. T herefore, the corresponding approxin ation has
been tem ed \superconducting non-crossing approxin a—
tion™ (SNCA). The resulting auxiliary particle selfener—
gies , ,are shown in Fi. L'_O_‘and read,

X Z
By= 2 df().( IB()
X Z Z
== dfO)g) d%E (g ()
BR(+ BR(+ OFR(+ + 9; @sa)
X N
Ry= d£()a()F*()
Z 7
X N a a 0, 0 0
+ > df()g() d%(9gn(?
FR(+ PR+ 9BR(+ + 9; @sb)

where £ () is the Fem idistribution fiinction and N = 2
is the spin degeneracy. A s seen from Fjg.:_l-g, the SNCA
hocorporates exactly two coherent A ndreev tranam ission
term s, one where a pseudoferm ion disappears from the
dot and fom s a Cooper pair in the superconducting
lad, laving an additional, virtual pseudoferm ion hole
w ith opposie spin behind, and one descrbing the in—
verse process. Inooherent, sequential A ndreev processes
are included in the propagators to in_nite order via self-
consistency. The set of equations @ §) can be fiurther
sin pli ed In extracting the explicit phase-dependence of
the conduction electron functions, ie.

X
aal)= ()
a
X
a @ ()q ()= o — FOWO:
aal
Here, we have de ned the phase di erence =

r and, and assum ed symm etrical superconductors in
the keads, o, ( )J= & ()]  H()I ()= » ()

(). By means of these relations it is seen inm ediately
that only the term sw ith anom alous conduction electron
propagators contribute to the phase dependence of the
selfenergies n Eqgs. B 9).

T he equations for the nom aland for the anom alous,
physical dot electron G reen’s function are derived anal
ogously by fiinctional derivative of the generating fiinc—
tional w ith respect to the corresponding lead electron

10

propagators. T his yields (see F ig. :_1-]_:),

zZ
Gk ()= —e WFT( + !)mB" (); @6a)
Zd Zdo
mES (1)= ws - —e — (393
mER(+ H)BR(+ % 1)
W ER(+ OBR () @ 6b)

W ithout lossofgenerality wehavesst + g = 0.Note
that, athough the localU (1) gauge sym m etry on the dot
prevents anom alous contributions to the auxiliary par-
ticle propagators, anom alous physical electron G reen’s
functions on the dot do exist. P hysically thism eans that
tem porally retarded Cooper pairs on the quantum dot
are ndeed induced by the proxim ity e ect, even though
the form ation of equaltin e Cooper pairs is com pletely
suppressed by the localCoulom b repulsion.

Num ericalevaliation ofthe SNCA .TheEgs. é_z!) and
@;:5) form a closed set ofnon-linear integralequations for
the auxiliary particle propagatorswhich is solved num er—
ically by iteration. The physical dot electron G reen’s
functions, which determm Ine the Josephson as well as the
quasiparticle current (see Appendix B), are then com -
puted using Egs. @ §). Note, however, that the Bolz-
m ann factors in Egs. @:6) strongly diverge for negative
frequencies. A though this divergence is com pensated by
the threshold behavior ofthe pseudoparticle propagators,
a num erical evaluation necessitates a re-form ulation In
term s of a new set of functions, MmF (! ), mB (! ). We
de ne them via the relations

WER ()= f( !)RF();

WmBR ()= £( !1)IB () :

Since the B olzm ann factors appear precisely in conjunc-

tion w ith the Integralsalong the branch cuts ofthe auxilk-

jary particle G reen’s functions, it ispossible to absorb all

these exponentially diverging factorsin WmF (! ), InB (!)

by observinge ' f( !)= f(!).Details ofthism ethod

as well as of the e cient treatm ent of the profction
! 1 canbe found i Ref. 31.

FIG . 11: D iagonal elem ent G4 (1! ) and o -diagonal elem ent
F 4 @!) ofthe in purity G reen’s function.
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FIG .12:Diagram s orG; _, ; The double line represents the
dot electron G reen’s function, the single line the conduction
electron green’s function. The lft diagram contributes to
the nom al cur.reng,_the second diagram contributes to the
supercurrent, Eq. (1_34)

APPENDIX B:JOSEPHSON CURRENT
THROUGH AN INTERACTING REGION

A formula for the supercurrent through an interacting
region _is derived. W e proceed along the line of refer-
ences :_1§',:fl§' T he charge current through the system can
be expressed by m eans of the tim e derivative of the elec—
tron numbersN ;_; in the left and right lead, ie.

Lr = Bz ©1; B1)

N ote that the relation I;, = Iz holds. T he tin e derivative
is calculated using the Heisenberg equation of m otion,
yielding the expression
ieX

L= a—

V. h¥q ol hxe B2)

k

wih ;_g = 1.Usingthe de niion forthe lesser fuinc—
tion G} .o (Gt) = id's ©)a 2 ©1, I may be rew rit-
ten as

B3)

T he diagram soontmbutj'lgtoG; i areshown In gure

:_1'2_5 In the Pllow ing, the system is assumed to be in

11

equilbriim , ie. eV = 0. In this lin i the nom alcurrent
vanishes, and charge is transfered through the system
only via the supercurrent I, w ith

z h
2eX d! )
L= a— V] S Re FI® (OF (1)
8 i

FYR (PR (1) ®B4)

To derive the above equation we have used the relations
G()y=065() G ()yandG ()= GR() G ()
for the tim e ordered and antitin e ordered G reen’s func—
tions, respectively, and G< (! )= £() G* (1) Gt (!)
for the lesser finctions. For convenience we extract the
explicit phase dependence from the o -diagonalG reen’s
functions,

N

FX()y=¢e "FR ();
w here we have introduced the retard%‘l, Jocal conduction
ekctron Green’s function FX (1) = |, FX (!). More-
over, w thout loss of generality wehaveset 1 + g = 0.
F inally, using localcharge conservation in the stationary
case, Isy, = Ir L, e obtain the ollow Ing form ula
for the Josephson current’d

Z
I=2—e sin() d! £()
° h Ny oY
h i
mESYOFR () 5 B5)
with = + g
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