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W e present a 11l edged quantum m echanical treatm ent of the interplay between the charge

and the spin zero-m ode interactions in quantum dots. Q uantum

uctuations of the spin-m ode

suppress the Coulomb blockade and give rise to non-m onotonic behavior near this point. They
also greatly enhance the dynam ic spin susceptibility. Transverse uctuations becom e in portant as
one approaches the Stoner instability. T he non-perturbative e ects of zero-m ode interaction are
described In tem s of charge (U (1)) and spoin (SU (2)) gauge bosons.
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The inportance of electron-electron interactions is
em phasized in low-din ensional conductors. In one-—
din ension interactions In the charge and soin chan-—
nelsare separable C onsidering zero-dim ensionalquantum
dots @D s), the "Universal Ham iltonian" i_]:, -'_i] schem e
provides a fram ework to study the leading interaction
m odes: zero-m ode Interactions in the charge, spin (ex—
change) and Cooper channels. W hik this H am iltonian
is sin ple, the physics Involred is not at all trivial. The
charge channel Interaction leads to the phenom enon of
the Coulomb blockade (CB). The exchange Interaction
Jeads to Stoner instability t_&'], which, in m esoscopic sys—
tem s as opposed to buk, ismodi ed fll:]. A ttention has
been given to the Intriguing interplay betw een the charge
and the spin channels. This ism anifest, for exam ple, In
the suppression of certain Coulomb peaks due to "spin—
blockade" [4]. In a recent theoretical study [B]the e ect
ofthe spin channelon Coulom b peakshasbeen analyzed
em ploying a m aster equation in the classical lim it.

In this Letter we study both transport through a
m etallic grain and the dynam ic m agnetic suscgptibility
of the latter. Speci cally we nd that (i) the spin m odes
renom alizethe CB, thusm odifying the tunneling density
of states (ITD oS) of (hence the di erential conductance
through) the dot (cf. Fig2 and Eq. 23). For an Ising—
like spin anisotropy (represented by 1 ) the longiudi-
nalm ode partially suppresses the CB . Transverse m odes
act qualitatively in the sam e way, but as one approaches
the Stoner nstability point (from the disordered phase),
the e ect of transverse uctuations reverses its sign and
acts tow ards suppressing the conductance (ie., enhanc—
ingthe CB).This results In a non-m onotonic behavior of
the TDoS. (i) The longiudinalm agnetic susceptibility

2z 6_2-5) diverges at the themm odynam ic Stoner Instabil-
ity point, while *  {9) isenhanced but rem ains nite.
H ow ever, one notes that the static transverse susceptibil-
iy is enhanced by the gauge uctuations.

Our study isthe rst ull edged quantum m echanical
analysis of spin uctuations and the charge-spin inter-
play in zero din ensions. The non-perturbative e ects

of zero-m ode charge Interaction (eg. zero-bias anom aly
i_d]) are described in temm s of the propagation of gauge
bosons (U (1) gauge ed) E'j:]. Here we adopt sin ilar
ideas to account for spin uctuations described by the
non-abelian SU (2) group. The Coulomb and longitudi-
nal spin com ponents are accounted for "exactly", while
transverse spin uctuations are analyzed perturbatively
(W ith the easy-axis anisotropy, :_[$]) . These uctuations
becom e in portant as one approaches the Stoner insta—
bility. Here we restrict ourselves to the Coulom b valley
regin e and ferrom agnetic exchange interaction.

Before prooceeding we recall that beyond the therm o—
dynam ic Stoner instability point, Ju, = ( being the
m ean level spacing) the spontaneousm agnetization is an
extensive quantity. At am aller values of the exchange
coupling, J.< J < Jw,, niem agnetization show s up Elj],
which, for nie system s, does not scale linearly with
the size of the latter f_ﬁ]. Tts non-selfaveraging nature
gives rise to strong sam ple-speci ¢ m esoscopic uctua-
tions. T he incipient instability for nite system s is given
by J.= =@+ ) Pran even numberofspinsin the dot
and J.= =(1+ =2) foran odd number IjLQ:]

Ham iltonian and correlators. Our QD is taken to be
In the metallic regin e, with its intermal dim ensionless
conductance g 1. D iscarding both Cooper and soin—
orbit interaction channels, the description ofourm etallic
QD allows for only two other channels, nam ely charge
and soin. W hile the charge interaction is nvariant un-
der U (1) transfom ation, the spin interaction possesses
a non-abelian SU (2) sym m etry associated w ith the non—
com m utativity of the quantum spin com ponents.

The Universal H am iltonian now assum es the form

X
H = a¥,a; +Hc+Hg 1)

i

Here denotes a singleparticle orbital state w ith soin
progction . For sim plicity, below we con ne oursslves
to the GUE case. The Ham itonian He = E. 0 Np)°
accounts for the Coulomb blockade, E. = €*=2C is a
charging energy, n the num ber operator; N ( stands for a
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posiive background charge tuned to a Coulomb valley.
T he Ham iltonian

2 ', 8 ', !293
X < X X =
Hg = J4 s* o+ s*  + s 5
@)
. 1P .
represents the spins S o 5 a¥, ~ oa o Interac-

tion wihin the dot. Hereafter we ’assum e strong easy
axis anisotropy i{j’], = % =J; < 1. In this case the spin
rotation sym m etry isreduced to SO (2). W ew illtreat the
term s of transverse and longiudinal (Ising) uctuations
Independently.

T he Euclidian action for the m odel (-") is given by

n #
Z Z X
S = L()d = ()R + 1 () HAd
0 0
3)
|
z ' z z "
exp d Hc = D [ Jexp d
0 0
Z ' z z "
exp d Hg = D [Mexp d

we obtain a ];.agrangjan which includes a tem quadratic

n L = M . Here we have used a spinor
notation = (»n 4 )andthematrixM isgiven by
[
d +i+ *
M = P-4 @ i .+ ()

Our goalhere is to obtaln the GF.W e 1rst add source
elds to the Lagrangian

+ 77

and de ne the generating function Z as follow s

Z Z

' D[ DI~ lexp dL ()3

z2=2()

where Z ( ) is a partition function (:5) of the dot. The
ferm jonic 2 2) and bosonic (3 3) matrix GFs are:

0 @4z @%z
G i £)= ———;D iig)= ——— 9
(15 £) e e | (17 £) e .e . 9)
with ! 0;~ ! 0. Here G is given by G =
hT (£) (i)iwhileD = NI (i) (¢)i.

Here stand for G rassn ann variables describing elec—
trons In the dot. The In aghary tin e single particle
G reen’s function GF) iswritten as

Z
G o(gy; )=—l D[ 1 (1)
ir £ Z() i

o(g)e®l ]

w here partition function Z ( ) is given by

Emplying a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation
w ith the bosonic elds (for charge) and ~ (for soin)

" #4#!

v ny) +

G auge transform ation. W e now apply a on-unitary)
transform ation to gauge out both the Coulomb and
the longiudinal part of the spin interaction M™ =

WM W .Wehave =W () and = W !( )wih
()
_ () © 0 .
W ()=¢& 0 e (1 ° 10)
Here ( )accountsfortheU (1) uctuationsofthe charge
(longitudinal) uctuations,
Z Z
= ( () 0d% = (Y pa’
0 0
(11)

In de ningthegauge elds tj]and Z one needs to ac-

count or possble w inding numbers (k;m =0 1;::) 11
Z Z

Y +2 k; =

0= ( ()d +2im

12)

In Eq.{l1) initial conditions W (0) = 1 and periodic
boundary conditions W (0) = W ( ) are used. As a
result, the diagonal part of the gauged inverse elec-
tron’s GF (M ) does not depend on the nie fre-
quency components of elds. The o -diagonal part



can be taken into account by a perturbative expansion
n < 1. Ohy 14 w ith
01 !

() =@ +1i0)f+ 2

p-
— e2 t oy +e2

the G reen’s function

We represent M = G
G ? and the selfenergy

W e next calculate

0

G (;~)= ohGPY(;~exp( +1i )i : @3)
|
7
& (o= -1 grod gex (5? (o)
ir f 0CQ o €Xp TJ ATE.
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FIG. 1l: First and second order Feynm an diagram s con-
tributing to electron’s GF . Solid line represents G [0;] ; double
dashed line stands for com bination of Coulomb and longiu-
dinalbosons; single dashed line denotes a longitudinal boson
while the zig—zag line representsh * (1)  (2)i.

where o(~)= T InZy, Z¢ is the partition function of

the non-interacting electron gas. A lso, com puting the
bosonic correlator Eg Q)),we nd

Z

1
D (i;f):Z—) D [7] (1) (g)
h i Z
exp Trlog 1+ e

~23 . (@5)

[
o

Tn the spirit of {]], the interaction of electrons w ith the
nite-frequency charge and longiudinalmodes ( o, 2)
m ay be interpreted in temm sofa gaugeboson [_l-é] dressing
the electron propagator (cfF ig.la). T he exact electronic
GF (depending on winding num bers {_I]_;]) is given by tj]

G, (i gi~)e St 16)

7

=G (4

Hereafterh:id. (hiide, ) denotes G aussian averaging over
uctuations (transverse uctuations) ofthe bosonic eld
(7; ) and ~= + +1i ¢. Integrating over all G rass—
m ann variabls and expanding M”  with respect to the
transverse uctuations, one obtains f_lg‘]

14)

w here the C oulom b-longitudinalU (1) gauge factor is

X E. J=4 !
Sy ( )= 4T C'Z sn? 2 =
n6 o0 Tn
g .. °
= Ec 7 33— = ()

T he exchange interaction e ectively m odi es the charg—
ing energy. For long-range interaction this correction is
smallE.=J (L)® ' B] @ is a linear size of the d-
din ensionalcon ned electron gas, ky isa Ferm im om en—
tum ), while for contact interaction E. ~ J=4 = 0.2].
Transverse uctuations. The rst non-vanishing dia—
gram of our expansion C_l-l_j') is depicted in Fig.lb. Here

cPl()=e @ @ ) @ n) ) @8

the transverse correlator is considered in the G aussian
approxin ation

2

J
G 2t /= 19
J)

+ —
h " (1) > 2

(2)i=
In Eq.('_l-_Q) the st temm is a manifestation of the
white noise uctuations of the elds ™ arising from the
G aussian weight factor (cf. Eq. (15)). The second tem
is related to the non-G aussian factorin D and re ects
the feed-back of (the D -dependent) GP! on D . Note that
the transverse com ponents are always accom panied
by the gauge factorse 2 , hence the Iongiudinalbosons
contrbute to the dynam ics involring the transverse
uctuations.

To proceed we now sum Eq.d_l-é_].') over . Perturbative
corrections to the electron GF com ng from transverse



uctuations are now expanded In and summed up In

the factor F»

G()=Go()e’F, (;); 20)

w here

X
)=1+ ££0g™)g: @1)

n;m

Fo (5

The e ects of disorder are incorporated in the bare den—
sity of states ¢ = 1= . W e denote f 1. At -
nite tem peratures we em ploy the confom al transform a—
tion 1=(; ) =(sn( (4 £)= )). The factors
ff®)gM)g refer to diagram s containing n + m D (zig—
zag) line correlators, n n () of which we em ploy the

rst, -function (second, constant) term ofE(q. '(_1_53). The

fEOgM)g factor is Y2 | Here we calculate F, to
order 2.

In general, wem ay w rite the e ective transverse gauge
boson asD; (; )= exp ( §(; ))il4]l. S preserves

the symmetry (n ) wih resgpect to =2 to allorders of
. It can therefore bewritten as S; ( ; —2).
The rsttem in C_Z]_}) (of order ) is given by
2
s 9 =
2

@2)

This contrbution is of the sam e origin as that of the
]orl%\gji:udjnal boson part (amely it comes from the
1, 7%d tem i Eq. {19)) Albng wih the other
m = 0 tem s in C_Z]_:) i can be exponentiated {_l-é_i'], result—
hginJdJ=4! J@Q+ 2 )=4 In the expression for 5, . For
the isotropicm odelone obtains 1+ 2 )=4! S (S + 1).

There are contrbbutions to S, arising from the sec-
ond tem of Eq.@g‘). As a result, the lowest, _ 2
contrbution (the £f ©g® g tem of the expansion {21))
Jeads to a non-G aussian contribution to S, which is

ﬁ[ ZP. It is easy to chow that be-

low the incipient Stoner instabiliy, J< :Tc, S, is dom i

nated by the "whie noise" term oqu.{_lji), while abczve

this point i is the second (singular Stoner) tem in {19)

which dom hnates.

Tunneling density of states. The conductance gr

is Zre]ated to the tunnellng D oS through ¢ =
@fr

) )

bution function at the contact and is the golden rule
dot-lead broadening. To obtain the TD oS from the GF,
Eq.@-(_i), we deform the contour of integration in accor-
dance w ith ﬁ:/:]. A sa resul, the TD oS is given by f_l-ﬁ]

Z 4 X

1 1 s it
—cosh — G — + it iy, e dt:
2T 1 2T

is the Fem i distri-

e
- d where fr

()=
@3)

whereh::dy ,, denotesa summ ation overallw inding num —
bers for Coulomb and longiudinal zero-m odes E.l‘l] We

1]
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FIG. 2: The spin-nom alized tunneling density of states

shown as function of energy. Insert: TD oS as function of
tem perature.

have com puted the tem perature and energy dependence
ofthe TD oS forvariousvaluesof . Thesearedepicted In
Fig2. The energy dependent TD oS show s an Intriguing
non-m onotonic behavior at energies com parable to the
charging energy E .. This behavior, absent for J = 0, is
due to the contribution of the second tem in Eq.C_l-S_i).
It is ampli ed In the vicinity of the Stoner point, and
signals the e ect of collective spin excitations (incipient
ordered phase).

Spin susceptibilities. The spin susceptibilities are de—

ned through

(17 £) e ¢ e e . 24)
The longitudinal susoeptibility ( **) is not a ected by
the gauge bosons. By contrast, the transverse *  ac-
quires the gauge factor he? ¢ i, ; ., where the average
isperform ed w ith respect to the G aussian uctuations of

? and, in principle, the w inding num bers (cf. Eq.{13)).
In practice, sihce T> J, only them = 0 winding should
be taken into account; T> allows us to evaluate the
path integral n the G aussian approxim ation. One nds
to leading order in

J
0 o ()y=—2C s

7z _ .
¢ 1 Jol 1 Jo

where o = 1= . The above susceptibilities are given
as function of To obtain the dynam ic susceptibili-
ties one needs to Fourder transform and then continue
to real frequencies. ** C_Z-E:) [_l-é] diverges at the ther—
m odynam ic Stoner Instability point, while * remais
nite. N otw ithstanding, the static transverse susoeptibil-
ity is enhanced by the gauge uctuations. T he dynam ic
behavior (ncliding relaxation processes) and the cor—
rections to w ill be discussed e]sewhere.[_l-j].
Summ arizing, we investigate in uence of spin and
charge zero-m ode interactions on the TD oS and the sus—
ceptibilities. Longitudinal spin  uctuations suppress the



CB and the static longitudinal susoceptibility is greatly
enhanced near the Stoner instability. Transverse uctua-—
tions generally tend to suppress the CB, but also contain
a tem which dom Inates the dynam icsnear the Stoner In—
stability and enhances the CB . T he transverse suscepti-
bility w illbe enhanced aswell. O n am ore technical level,
Coulomb interaction is described in termm s of Abelian
U (1)) gauge theory and lad to Gaussian gauge fac—
tor, the spIn interaction, being a sub Ect of non-A belian
(SU (2)) gauge gives rise to non-G aussian gauge factors.
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