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Strong correlation e�ects on electron transport through a spinless quantum dot are considered.

W hen two single-particlelevelsin thequantum dotaredegenerate,a conserved pseudospin degreeof

freedom appearsforgeneric tunneling m atrix elem entsbetween the quantum dotand leads. Local

uctuations ofthe pseudospin in the quantum dot give rise to a pair ofasym m etric conductance

peaksnearthecenterofaCoulom b valley.An exactrelation tothepopulation switching isprovided.

Introduction.| Electronic transport through a quan-
tum dot (Q D) is a usefulprobe ofthe strong Coulom b
interaction e�ects in zero dim ensionalsystem s [1]. O ne
ofwell-known interaction e�ects is the Coulom b block-
ade[2],which allowsthecurrentto ow through theQ D
only atspecialgate voltagesand suppressesthe current
atothergatevoltages(Coulom bvalleys).Theinteraction
also induces electronic correlationsresponsible for devi-
ations from the orthodox Coulom b blockade theory [2].
In Coulom b valleys,thecurrentm ay beenhanced by the
spin uctuationsviathespin K ondoe�ect[3,4],orbythe
orbitaluctuationsvia theorbitalK ondo e�ect[5,6,7].

Recently an intriguing experim entalreport [8]ofthe
anom aloustransm ission phase through a Q D m otivated
theoreticalstudies [9,10,11,12]ofthe correlation ef-
fects in a spinless Q D system with two single-particle
levels [Fig. 1(a)]. In particular, the study [12] using
the functional renorm alization group m ethod revealed
thatwhen thetwolevelsaredegenerate,theconductance
through the Q D isanom alously enhanced nearthe cen-
terofa Coulom b valley and form sa pairofasym m etric
peaks. These peaks are term ed as correlation-induced
resonances(CIRs). The nature ofthe correlation,how-
ever,rem ains unclear. The spin K ondo e�ect [3,4]is
not applicable since the system is spinless. The orbital
K ondoe�ectin Refs.[5,6,7]isnotapplicableeithersince
it occurs only when the tunneling m atrix elem ents be-
tween the Q D and leadssatisfy certain constraints[5,6]
while the CIRsappearforgeneric tunneling m atrix ele-
m ents. A possibly related phenom enon is the so-called
population switching (PS)[9,10,11];Nearthe centerof
the Coulom b valley,the electron population ofthe Q D
switchesfrom one single-particlelevelto the other.The
relation between the CIRsand the PS also rem ainsun-
clearhowever. In this Letter,(i) we show thatthe Q D
system with two single-particle levels possesses a con-
served pseudospin degreeoffreedom when thetwo levels
aredegenerate,(ii)providean exactrelation between the
CIRsand thePS,and (iii)dem onstratethatlocaluctu-
ationsofthe pseudospin in the Q D are the origin ofthe
CIRs.

The spinless Q D system m ay be realized in experi-
m ents, for instance, when a Q D with two orbitallev-

els,each with the two-fold spin degeneracy,issubjected
to a strong m agnetic�eld.Iftheresulting Zeem an split-
tingissu�ciently largerthan theenergy di�erenceofthe
two orbitallevels,the transportthrough the Q D in the
Coulom b valley with only oneelectron in theQ D can be
described by the following spinlessHam iltonian [10,12],

H = H dot+ H lead + H T ; (1)

where H dot �
P 2

j= 1
�jd

y

jdj + U (n1 � 1=2)(n2 � 1=2),

H lead � � t
P

l= L ;R

P 1

m = 0
(cy
m ;l

cm + 1;l + H :c:), H T �

�
P

j;l
(tljc

y

0;l
dj + H :c:). Here �j denotes the energy of

thesingle-particlestatej in theQ D.dj and cm ;l arethe
annihilation operators for the electron in the Q D and
forthe electron atthe site m in the lead l,respectively.
nj � d

y

jdj. Note thateach lead containsonly one chan-
nel[Fig.1(a)]. This is m otivated by the experim ental
situation in Ref.[8],where narrow constrictions are in-
troduced between a Q D and leadsin orderto force the
system into the single channelregim e.
Pseudospin.| The pseudospin degree offreedom can

berevealedbythefollowingunitarytransform ationsfrom
cm ;L (R ),d1(2) to the new operatorscm ;"(#),d"(#),

�
cm ;"

cm ;#

�

= Ulead

�
cm ;L

cm ;R

�

; Ulead =

�
� ��

� � ��

�

;(2)

�
d"

d#

�

= Udot

�
d1

d2

�

; Udot =

�
� ��

� � ��

�

;(3)

under which H lead rem ains invariant for general�, �,
�,� with j�j

2 + j�j
2 = j�j

2 + j�j
2 = 1. W hen the two

dot levels are degenerate �1 = �2 = �,Hdot transform s
to H (1)

dot
�
P

�= ";#
�dy�d� + U (n" �

1

2
)(n# �

1

2
),and thus

01m 2
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FIG .1: (Color online) (a) A quantum dot with two single-

particle levels�1,�2 coupled to two leads.W hen �1 = �2,the

system m ay be transform ed to a new system shown in (b).
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H dot also rem ainsinvariant.Finally H T transform sto

H T = �

�

c
y

0;"
c
y

0;#

�

�

�
d"

d#

�

+ H :c:; (4)

where � � UleadTU
y

dot
and T =

�
tL1 tL2
tR1 tR2

�

. W e choose

Ulead and Udot in such a way that � becom es diag-
onal with diagonal elem ents �" and �#, i.e., H T =

� (�"c
y

0;"
d" + �#c

y

0;#
d# + H :c:). Such a diagonalization

can be achieved for general T by choosing Ulead and
Udot to be the solutions of the eigenvalue equations
(TT y)Uy

lead
= U

y

lead
(�y�) and (T yT)Uy

dot
= U

y

dot
(�� y).

W ithoutlossofgenerality,we m ay assum e thatboth �"

and �# are realand �" � �# � 0. Note that in the
transform ed system ,the electron tunneling between the
pseudospin "states[upperhalfin Fig.1(b)]and thepseu-
dospin #states(lowerhalf)isprohibited.Thisillustrates
the existence ofthe conserved pseudospin � (" or#)for
generaltlj’s. This generalizes the earlier reports [6,12]

ofthe conserved pseudospin for specialtlj’s, for which
�" = �# and the system possessesthe SU(2)pseudospin
sym m etry.In contrast,thesym m etry isreduced to U(1)
when �" 6= �#. Later in this Letter,it willbe dem on-
strated thatthedi�erence�" 6= �" iscrucialfortheCIRs.
O n the other hand, when the degeneracy is lifted

�1(2) = � � �=2,the originalHam iltonian [Eq.(1)]trans-

form s to H
(1)

dot
+ H

(2)

dot
+ H

(3)

dot
+ H lead + H T under the

transform ations [Eqs.(2),(3)]that diagonalize �. Here

the two additionalterm s H (2)

dot
and H

(3)

dot
are de�ned as

H
(2)

dot
� �(j�j2� j�j2)(n"� n#)=2,and H

(3)

dot
� �(���dy

"
d#+

���d
y

#
d"). Since (n" � n#)=2 am ounts to the Q D pseu-

dospin along the pseudospin quantization axis, say z,
H

(2)

dot
can be interpreted as the Zeem an coupling to the

parallelpseudo-m agentic�eld H �
z = � �(j�j2� j�j2)along

the z-axis. H (2)

dot
preservesthe pseudospin conservation.

O n the otherhand,H (3)

dot
can be interpreted asthe Zee-

m an coupling to theperpendicularpseudom agnetic�eld,
whose x-com ponentis given by H �

x = � 2�Re(���) and

y-com ponentby H �
y = 2�Im (���).H (3)

dot
breaksthepseu-

dospin conservation along the z-axis.
CIRs vs. PS.| To exam ine transport properties for

the degenerate case, we �rst construct the "- and #-
scattering states in the transform ed system [Fig.1(b)],
 "(x) = �"(e+ ikx + e2i�"e� ikx),  #(x) = �#(e+ ikx +
e2i�#e� ikx), where �" and �# denote the spinors rep-
resenting the pseudospin " and # states, respectively,
and x / � m (� 0). Note that the pseudospin ip be-
tween "and # statesisprohibited in thescatteringstates
due to the pseudospin conservation. From the Friedel
sum rule [13], the scattering phases �" = �hn"i and
�# = �hn#i,where hn�i denotes the expectation value
ofn� � dy�d� with respect to the ground state. Next
we takepropercoherentsuperpositions(see forinstance
Ref.[14])of " and  # toevaluatethetransm ission prob-
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FIG .2: (Coloronline)Therelation between theconductance

G (red solid line) and the population di�erence hn"i� hn#i

(blue dashed line) when the two dot levels are degenerate

�1 = �2 = �. In allthree panels,tL1 :tR1 :tL2 :tR2 =
p
0:27 :p

0:33 :
p
0:16 :�

p
0:24. The black horizontaldash-dotted

linerepresentsG m ax � 0:68(e
2
=h)predicted by Eq.(5).Here

� � �[(jt
L

1 j
2
+ jt

L

2 j
2
)�

L
+ (jt

R

1 j
2
+ jt

R

2 j
2
)�

R
],where �

l
is the

localdensity ofstatesattheend ofthelead l.Thecurvesfor

G are from Fig.2 in Ref.[12]while thecurvesforhn"i� hn#i

are obtained [15]from Eq.(5). (a)Fora sm allU ,where the

PS (sign changeofhn"i� hn#iat� = 0)isa weak featureand

jhn"i� hn#ijrem ains below the criticalvalue 1/2,only two

conductance peaks appear with the peak centers located at

thepositionswherejhn"i� hn#ijism axim ized.(b)Fora large

U ,wherethePS becom esm anifestand jhn"i� hn#ijbecom es

larger than the criticalvalue 1/2 in certain ranges of�,four

conductance peaks appear with the peak centers located at

thepositionswherejhn"i� hn#ij= 1=2;thetwo peakscloseto

� = 0aretheCIRswhiletheothertwopeaksaretheCoulom b

blockadepeaks.(c)ForastilllargerU ,wherethePS becom es

stronger,the distinction between the CIRsand the Coulom b

blockadepeaksbecom esm oreevident.NotethatG isrelated

to the population di�erence of the transform ed dot states,

hn"i� hn#i,instead ofthepopulation di�erenceoftheoriginal

dotstates,hn1i� hn2i.

ability in the originalsystem [Fig.1(a)].Then from the
Landauer-B�uttikerform ula,oneobtainsthezerotem per-
atureconductanceG ,

G = G m ax sin
2 [� (hn"i� hn#i)]; (5)

whereG m ax=(e2=h)= 4jtL1t
R
1

�
+ tL2t

R
2

�
j2=[(jtL1 j

2 + jtL2 j
2 �

jtR1 j
2� jtR2 j

2)2+ 4jtL1t
R
1

�
+ tL2 t

R
2

�
j2].Asillustrated in Fig.2,

Eq.(5)providesarelation between theCIRsand thePS.
It is illustrative to com pare Eq.(5) with the corre-

sponding expression forthe conventionalspin K ondo ef-
fect in a Q D [3], where spin-up and spin-down scat-
tering states generates two incoherent contributions
[sin2(�hn"i) vs. sin2(�hn#i)]to the conductance. Thus
in the absence of a m agnetic �eld, where hn"i =
hn#i,G is proportionalto sin2(�hn"i)+ sin2(�hn#i) =
2sin2[�(hn"i+ hn#i)=2]. In oursystem ,in contrast,the
two pseudospin scattering states  ",  # should be co-

herently superposed to constructscattering statesin the
originalsystem ,which arethen used to evaluateG .This
coherentsum m ation proceduretakesinto accountthein-
terference between the two transportpathsin Fig.1(a),



3

one m ediated by �1 and the other by �2. This explains
the di�erence between the two expressionsforG .
Pseudospin uctuations.| To exam ineuctuationsof

the Q D pseudospin Sz � (n" � n#)=2, it is useful to
m ap the Ham iltonian H into a s-d m odelby using the
Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation [16].In thelargeU lim it
and nearthecenteroftheCoulom b valley,one�nds[17],

H s� d = H ex + H lead + H B ; (6)

where H ex =
P

kk0
[J+ S+ cy

k#
ck0" + J� S� c

y

k"
ck0# +

JzSz(c
y

k"
ck0" � c

y

k#
ck0#)], H B = � SzB

e�
z , and Be�

z =

B z �
P

kk0
J
z;2

kk0
(cy
k"
ck0" + c

y

k#
ck0#).Hereck� istheannihi-

lation operatoroftheeigenstatewith energy "k in H lead.
Thedegeneracyofthedotstatesisstillassum ed.Various
coe�cientsare de�ned asfollows;J + = J� = 4V"V#=U ,
Jz = 2(V 2

" + V
2
# )=U ,B z = (V 2

" � V2# )
P

k
(U=2� �+ "k)� 1,

and J
z;2

kk0
= (V 2

" � V2# )[(U=2 + � � "k0)� 1 + (U=2 � � +
"k)� 1]=2,where V� � 0 (V"=V# = �"=�#) denotes the
m atrix elem entforthetunnelingfrom thedotstated� to
thelead stateck�.NotethatH ex becom esan anisotropic
antiferrom agnetic (Jz > J+ > 0) exchange interaction
since V" 6= V# in general. A crucialdi�erence from the
conventionalK ondo e�ects [16]arises from the pseudo-
m agnetic�eld B e�

z ,whoseexpectation valueH z with re-
spectto the Ferm isea in the leadsbecom es[18]

H z � hBe�z i=
�" � �#

�
ln
U=2+ �

U=2� �
; (7)

where �� � ��0V
2
� and �0 isthe density ofstatesin the

leads. Note that H z does depend on � and changes its
sign at� = 0,im plying thesign changeofhSzi= (hn"i�
hn#i)=2 at � = 0. This provides a sim ple explanation
ofthe PS [9,10,11]. By the way,for the specialtlj’s
discussed in Refs.[6,12],wheretheconserved pseudospin
existsbut�" = �#,H z vanishessince �" = �#.
Nextweperform thetwo-stagepoorm an’sscaling[16],

the �rststage with the originalHam iltonian H and the
second stagewith H s� d up to thesecond orderin Jz and
J� .O ne�ndsthattheSz uctuationsarecharacterized
by the K ondo tem peratureTK [19],

TK � U exp

�

�
1

4�0J0
ln
Jz + J0

Jz � J0

�

; (8)

where J0 �
p
(Jz)2 � (J+ )2. Equation (8) m ay be ex-

pressed asTK � U exp[� �U ln(�"=�#)=8(�" � �#)]. In-
terestinglyBe�

z ateach step ofthescalingsharesthesam e
expectation value H z [Eq.(7)].
For further study, we approxim ate H s� d by replac-

ing Be�
z with H z. Properties ofthe resulting Ham ilto-

nian are wellknown via the Bethe ansatz m ethod [20].
Figure 3(a) shows the H z-dependence of hSzi pre-
dicted by the exact solution [20],and Fig.3(b) shows
the resulting �-dependence of G =Gm ax obtained from
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FIG .3:(a)hSzi= (hn"i� hn#i)=2asafunction ofH z=TK pre-

dicted by theexactsolution oftheanisotropics-d m odel[20].

hSzifornegative H z can be obtained by using hSzibeing an

odd function ofH z. (b)G =G m ax vs. �=TK [19]obtained by

Eqs.(5),(7),and the hSzi vs. H z relation in (a). In these

plots,tL1 :tR1 :tL2 :tR2 =
p
0:27 :

p
0:33 :

p
0:16 :�

p
0:24

(�"=�# � 1:29),and U=(�" + �#)= 7 are used. G =G m ax for

negative � can be obtained by using G being an even func-

tion of�. In the inset,the logarithm ic scale is used for the

horizontalaxis.

Eq.(5). For jH zj <� TK , hSzi is approxim ately given
by H z=(2�TK ) [20]. W ithin this linear approxim ation,
the CIR peak positions�C IR aregiven by

�C IR � �
U

2
tanh

�
�2

2

TK

�" � �#

�

: (9)

For H z � TK , 1=2 � hSzi is propor-
tional to (TK =H z)2�=� [20], where � �

cos� 1[cos(2��0Jz)=cos(2��0J+ )] � 2��0J0 in the
weak tunneling regim e �0J

z, �0J+ � 1. Due to the
sm all exponent 2�=� � 4�0J0 � 1, hSzi approaches
its saturated value 1=2 very slowly. Com bined with
Eqs.(5)and (9),thisexplainsthe origin ofthe strongly
asym m etricpeak shapeofthe CIRs[12].
Discussion.| First we address the case of the non-

degenerate dot levels �1(2) = � � �=2. For sm all�,the

two perturbationsH (2)

dot
,H (3)

dot
due to the nondegeneracy

m ay be treated separately. E�ects ofH (2)

dot
are rather

trivial; After the Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation,H (2)

dot

becom es� SzH
�
z,which renorm alizesH z in Eq.(7)and

induces a shift ofthe CIR peaks to the new positions
�C IR � � (U=2)tanh[�2(TK � 2H�

z=�)=2(�" � �#)].H
(2)

dot

does not alter the peak heights. E�ects of H (3)

dot
are

rathercom plicated sinceitbreaksthepseudospin conser-
vation. Equation (5)based on the pseudospin conserva-
tion isnotapplicableand wederivebelow am oregeneral
conductanceform ula.Thetim e-reversalsym m etry isas-
sum ed forsim plicity. Electronsin the transform ed lead
[Fig.1(b)]can be described by the following scattering
m atrix,
�
r"" �"#

�#" r##

�

= e
2i�tot

�
e2i� cos� isin�
isin� e� 2i� cos�

�

; (10)
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where �tot = �(hn"i+ hn#i)=2 = �=2 in the Coulom b
valley due to the Friedelsum rule [13]. After a sim ilar
algebra asin the derivation ofEq.(5),oneobtains

G = G m axjsin2� cos� � cot2� sin�j2; (11)

where� isindependentof� with cot2 2� = (jtL1 j
2+ jtL2j

2�

jtR1 j
2 � jtR2 j

2)2=4jtL1t
R
1

�
+ tL2t

R
2

�
j2 while � and � in gen-

eraldepend on �. For sm all�, the �-dependence of�
and � can be estim ated from the knowledgein the lim it
� ! 0,where the pseudospin ip am plitudes �"# = �#"

approach zero and thus� and � approach respectively to
zero and �(hn"i� hn#i)=2. Then in generic situations,
where �"# = �#" do not vanish in the narrow range of
� near the two CIRs,the second term in Eq.(11) does
notchangeitssign neartheCIRswhereasthe �rstterm
changesits sign due to the sign reversalofsin2�. This
im pliesthatwhiletheinterferencebetween thetwoterm s
is destructive nearone CIR peak,suppressing the peak
height,it is constructive near the other CIR peak,en-
hancingthepeak height.Thisexplainsthe�-induced dif-
ferenceofthetwoCIR peak heightsreported in Ref.[12].
Nextwerem ark briey on theconductanceatthedip,

G dip,between the two CIR peaks. For � = 0,the PS
always results in G dip = 0 [Eq.(5)]. For nonzero but
sm all�,Gdip should be stillexactly 0 ifthe system has
the tim e-reversalsym m etry since the exactcancellation
ofthe two term s in Eq.(11) is possible. If the tim e-
reversalsym m etry isbroken,a furthergeneralization of
Eq.(11)indicatesthatsuch an exactcancellation isnot
generic and G dip acquires a �nite value. This result is
consistentwith Ref.[14,21].
In sum m ary, we have dem onstrated that a spinless

quantum dotsystem with two degeneratesingle-particle
levelsallowsaconserved pseudospin and thatin thepres-
enceofthecorrelation caused by thestrong Coulom b in-
teraction,theuctuationsofthepseudospin atthequan-
tum dot give rise to a pair ofasym m etric conductance
peaks in a Coulom b valley. The relation between these
correlation-induced resonances and the phenom enon of
the population switching hasbeen established.
This work was supported by the SRC/ERC program

(R11-2000-071)and the Basis Research Program (R01-
2005-000-10352-0)ofM O ST/KO SEF,by thePO STECH
Core Research Program ,and by the K RF G rant(K RF-
2005-070-C00055)funded by M O EHRD.
Note added.| After the subm ission of our paper,

preprints[22,23]reporting sim ilarresultsappeared.
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