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We study correlated two-level quantum dots, coupled incéiffe 1-channel fashion to metallic leads; with
electron interactions including on-level and inter-le@elulomb repulsions, as well as the inter-orbital Hund’s
rule exchange favoring the spin-1 state in the relevanbse&dtthe free dot. For arbitrary dot occupancy, the
underlying phases, quantum phase transitions (QPTsjnttgmamics, single-particle dynamics and electronic
transport properties are considered; and direct compaissmade to conductance experiments on lateral quan-
tum dots. Two distinct phases arise generically, one chaniged by a normal Fermi liquid fixed point (FP), the
other by an underscreened (USC) spin-1 FP. Associated @Q®ila) occur in general in a mixed valent regime
of non-integral dot charge, are found to consist of contirsiines of Kosterlitz-Thouless transitions, separated
by first order level-crossing transitions at high symmewings. A ‘Friedel-Luttinger sum rule’ is derived and,
together with a deduced generalization of Luttinger’s thaoto the USC phase (a singular Fermi liquid), is used
to obtain a general result for tie= 0 zero-bias conductance, expressed solely in terms of thecdapancy
and applicable to both phases. Relatedly, dynamical sigesiof the QPT show two broad classes of behavior,
corresponding to the collapse of either a Kondo resonam@twesonance, as the transition is approached from
the Fermi liquid phase; the latter behavior being appareexperimental differential conductance maps. The
problem is studied using the numerical renormalizatiorugnmethod, combined with analytical arguments.

I. INTRODUCTION Much important theoretical work on the problem has en-
sued; including both the 1-channel case (sge[16/18,19,
,202.28.24]) where the single screening channel yield

The Kondo effect is one of the enduring paradigms of quan k
underscreened (USC) spin-1 as the stable low-temperature

tum many-body theody For most of its history it has been as- | . 6.23.95 26.27
sociated with bulk condensed matter, notably transitiotae fX€d point, and the 2-channel cade02222202 vhere the

impurites dissolved in clean metals, and certain heavyiterm SPin-1 local moment is fully screened at the lowest temper-
rare earth compounds In recent years, however, the ad- atures. Further, since the USC spin-1 fixed point is clearly

vent of quantum dot systems — with the impressive controfiistinct from that characteristic of a normal Fermi liquid —
and tunability possible for ‘artificial atoms’ — has generha "€ USC phase being a ‘singular Fermi liqéfti- quantum

strong resurgence of interest in Kondo and related physics iPh@se transitions from a normal Fermi liquid to the USC
nanoscale devices (for reviews seg [23]). phase are expected, and found, to arise in the 1-channel case

(with pristine transitions broadened into crossovers for 2
channel screening). This too has been studied quite exten-
&ively@@ﬁo'—zzﬁﬂi@aHowever the large majority of pre-
vious work on these ‘singlet-triplet’ transitions has fesad
on a somewhat particular case — the middle of the 2-electron
Coulomb blockade valley where, throughout both phases, the
dot occupancy/charge remains close to 2; a situation wedega
as unlikely to be applicable to a transition driven by tuning
r,g_;ate voltage in the absence of a magnetic field (as in the exper
[nentse.g. of [11]), where one instead expects the dot charge
0 vary continuously with gate voltage. A notable exceptfon
he work of [22], in which low-temperature transport is con-
sidered in a region separating two adjacent Coulomb blazkad
valleys with spinsS= % andS= 1 on the dot, and where the

L . . resultant quantum phase transition, driven by gate voliage
The situation is naturally more complex, and richer, if two arising in the limitB — 0+ of vanishing magnetic field, oc-

actlve_dot levels are integral to electronic transport. &@m- o .5'in 3 mixed valent regime of non-integral dot charge.
ple, higher dot spin states now become possible, in this case

a 2-electron triplet stabilised by the inter-orbital Hundile In view of the above our aim here is to consider a rather
exchangé®. This state has been observed experimentally irgeneral model of a two-level quantum dot, coupled in a 1-
even-electron dots, for both latetdP1%:1%and vertical® de-  channel fashion to metallic leads; to consider its undedyi
vices (as well as in a single-molecule ¥t It too is manifest  phases, thermodynamics, single-particle dynamics arat ass
in a strong enhancement of the zero-bias conductanceaindicciated low-temperaturdl() electronic transport, foarbitrary
tivel®16of proximity to an underscreened spin-1 fixed pdint dot charge — spanning as such the full range of possible be-
in which the spin-1 is quenched to an effective séinn cou- havior; and ultimately to make tangible comparison to eixper
pling to the leads. ment!. The model itself is specified in s&d. Il and reflects the

In odd-electron quantum dots the spifi2lKondo ef-
fect arises. Manifest experimentdi® as a strong low-
temperature enhancement of the zero bias conductance, in
cating the formation of the local Kondo singlet below a char-
acteristic Kondo temperature, the basic theoretical moeled
is of course the Anderson impurity mofeh single dot level,
with a single on-level Coulomb interaction, tunnel couptied
non-interacting metallic leads. Moreover the Anderson ehod
captures not only the Kondo regime — arising towards the ce
ter of the associated Coulomb blockade valley where the d
level is singly occupied — but also the mixed valent regimes[
of non-integral occupancy occurring towards the edgesef th
valley. As such, it encompasses essentially all the physies
sociated with a single ‘active’ dot level.
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natural complexity of a two-level dot, where in additionhet Il. MODEL
one-electron dot levels electron interactions includén twot-
level and inter-level Coulomb repulsions, together witlein Interacting quantum dots and other nanodevices are de-

orbital spin-exchange. We study it ysin%gyilson’s numdrica gcriped generally by the ddfp, a pair of non-interacting
renormalization group (NRG) technigi#e?®3'as the method leadsHy, and a tunnel coupling between the subsystems:

of choice, employing the full density matrix formulation of | — {4, + H§, + Hy. We consider in this work a two-level
the metho@?33 (for a recent review seé [84]); together where interacting quantum dot of form:

possible with analytical arguments.

o = 3 (8+3Un o) Ao +UR,~ 3% ()

The intrinsic phases and associated thermodynamics are i,o

considered in se€]Il. Witl,, & denoting the one-electron
level energies, the general structure of the phase diagrams Hereri, = d' d._ whered! creates a (=1,/) spin elec-
the (€1, &)-plane is found to consist of a closed, continuoustron in leveli (= 1,2), i, = 5, f,, is the total number oper-
line of quantum phase transitions (QPTs) separating an USgtor for leveli, and§ is the local spin-operator with compo-
spin-1 phase from a continuously connected normal Fermﬁentsg" =S df a("),d. ando (@ the Pauli matrices. The
liquid phase; although more complex topologies arise as thgjgje-particle levels have energigs the on-level Coulomb
exchange coupling is driven weakly antiferromagnetic (SeCjneraction (taken to be the same for both levels) is denoted
[ITB), leading ultimately to destruction of the USC phasheT by U, and the inter-level interaction Hy’. Finally J is the
transitions are found in general to be of Kosterlitz-Thesle

) - i exchange coupling, taken in accordance with Hund’s rule to
type, except for particular lines of symmetry where firstesyd o ferromagnetic; > 0, although we also comment in sec.

level-crossing transitions arise (sC. Tl A). [Blon the weakly antiferromagnetic case). The statesragis
from Hp itself will be discussed in sec_T1B below.
Sec[1V focusses on the = 0 zero-bias conductandg, The Hamiltonian for the two equivalent non-interacting

and associated static phase sBiftA ‘Friedel-Luttinger sum leads ¢ = L,R) is given byH_. =, S o £kalvo.akvo.. Tun-
rule’ for 4 is derived, applicable to both the normal Fermi ne| coupling to the leads is described generally Hy =
I|q_U|d and the U?SC spin-1 phas_es,_ and reduc!ng to the usuﬁv ik oViv(diTaakvo—‘Fh-C-) where i, is the tunnel coupling
Friedel sum rul&®*in the Fermi liquid phase. Since the USC iariy ‘element between dot leviend leadv. We consider
phase is a singular Fermi liqéi8j and as such not perturba- explicitly in this paper the case of an effective 1-chaneaip,
tively connected to the non-interacting limit of the modgle in which the ratiov,,, /V,, = V,/V, is independent of the lead

does not expect Luttinger’s (integral) theo®no apply. A o .
generalization of it for the USC phase is however deduced,ndex v; i.e. the tunnel couplings are of form;V= aV;,

and its important consequences for the zero-bias condeetanVir = BY; (with a®+ 2 = 1), as illustrated schematically
considered; leading to a simple result which, ioth the nor-  in fig. . A simple canonical transformation to new lead
mal Fermiliquid and USC phases, givBgin terms of the dot  orbitals may then be performed,; = aay, ; +Bar, and
occupancy/charge (or, strictly, the ‘excess impurity ges). &y = —Ba s+ A3 R, Such that solely the bonding combi-

nation of lead statesy( ;) couples to the dot:
Single-particle dynamics for both phases are detaileddn se .

V1 In particular, dynamical signatures of the QPT on ap- Hr = ; V, (dc, +hc.) (2)
proaching it from the normal Fermi liquid are found to fakion i.Ko
two broad classes, corresponding respectively to an ‘on the ) _ )
spot’ vanishing of either a Kondo resonance, or a Kondo anYVe can thus drop the lead indexand consider one effective
tiresonance, in the single-particle spectrum; the splectia lea
lapse in either case being associated with a vanishing Kondo - +

bein ; . Ho = 5 &cqC (3)
scaleTk as the transition is approached, and in terms of which £ k~ko ko
universal scaling of dynamics is found to occur. 7

hence the effective 1-channel description illustrateddr{di

Finally, in secCVl we make explicit comparison to the ex- In practice we consider the standard ¢aséa symmetric,
periments of[[11] on a lateral dot; in which, on continuousflat-band conduction band with half bandwiddhi.e. the lead
tuning of a gate voltage at zero magnetic field, both the nordensity of states (per conduction orbital) i§2D).
mal spin-1/2 Fermi liquid and the USC spin-1 phase are ob- It need hardly be added that the tunnel coupling pattern
served in adjacent Coulomb blockade valleys. Both the zeroconsidered (fig11) is not the most general case, which would
bias conductance as a function of gate voltage, and (in thiBy contrast involve an irreducibly 2-channel descriptiiin
case inevitably approximate) differential conductancesmes ~ general with strong channel anisotré@y®. The richness of
a function of both gate and bias voltages, are compared to efhe physics arising in the case considered, with its associ-
periment; and the features observed related to the dynami@ded pristine QPTSs, is nonetheless more than ample toyustif
considered in secd_(IV]V). We believe it fair to say that theits study (indeed for NRG calculations in practice, we focus
underlying theory accounts rather well for experiment. largely on the case ¥/= V;). It has moreover been argued
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FIG. 1: Schematic of the two-level dot (levels 1,2) couplethev =
L,Rleads with the tunnel couplings, /V1, =V2/V; independent of
v; leading to the equivalent one-lead description indicated

(seeeq. [19/20]) that the 1-channel case is generally appro-

A. Symmetries

We will subsequently consider different phases of the dot-
lead coupled system in the( &;)-plane, for given values of
the interaction parametells U’ andJy enteringHp (eqgn.[1)).

To this end it is economical to exploit symmetry. Rather than
the bare levels;, & it is often helpful to employ

X=¢&+ 3U+U (11a)

y=¢&+ 33U +U". (11b)

priate to lateral quantum dots, while a 2-channel modelis aprheir significance arises from a particle-hole transforamat

propriate for vertical dots.

In considering equilibrium electronic transpoer se, the
central quantity is of course the zero-bias conducta@e; ),
across the/R leads (fig[l). An expression for it is readily
obtained following Meir and Wingreé#, and is:

—0f(w)
Jw

Ge(T) = %Go/o“;dw (1141 22) Dee(@) (4)

Heref(w) = [e“/T +1]71 (kg = 1) is the Fermi function and
i = mpV;® (5)

is the hybridization strength for levél(p is the lead den-
sity of states).
Go = (2aB)? — or equivalentlyGy = 4 T'r/ ("L 4+ 'r)? with

(p-ht) of H = Hp + H_ + H7 (eqns.[(L EB)), name#)

d, —» d ¢, ——c,. (12)

H (x,y) transforms under thp-ht asH (x,y) — 2(x+y) +
(—x,—Y), and is hence invariant at theeh symmetric point
x=0=y. Use ofxy thus specifies the level energies rel-
ative to this point. All physical properties, thermodynami
and dynamic, have characteristic symmetries undepthie
which we exploit many times in the paper. For example the
free energyF (x,y) = —TIn{Tr e BHOY)} is, modulo an ir-
relevant constant, equivalent to fisht counterpartf (x,y) =

H
H

The dimensionless conductance prefactos(yx + y) 4 F(—x, —y)), whencee.g. phase boundaries (secs.

(ITBJOI)) are invariant under inversiofx,y) — (—x, —y); and

Fv = mpYy;V,2 - reflects the relative asymmetry in tunnel thus onlyy > x need in practice be considered.

coupling to theL /R leads. It is naturally maximalzy = 1,
for symmetric coupling where (fig] 1 = 1/v2 = B (i.e.

The second symmetry exploited is a ‘1-2’ transformation,
viz. the trivial canonical transformation

N'r=T_). The key quantity determining the conductance eqn.

(@), which we analyse in detail in later sections, is the feve
even’ single-particle spectrumDes(w) = —1IMGee(w) in
terms of the (retarded) Green functi@e(w) (+> Gee(t) =
—i0(t)({deo (t),ds })). The e-orbital creation operator is
given generally by

1
dl, = —— (/Tad! N 6
eo m( 11 10 + 22 20') ( )
in terms of the level creation operators, such that
1
Gee(w) = it T2 Z Fij Gij(w) @)

1]

(dlm d20) - (d207 dla) (13)

under which the dot HamiltoniaHp(x,y) — Hp(y,x). The

same symmetry applies to the full for V, =V;; whence

eg. F(x,y) = F(y,x) is invariant to reflection about the line

y = X, and in consequence phase boundaries need overall be
considered only foy > |x].

B. Ground state phases: overview

It is first instructive to consider briefly the states of the-is

in terms of the corresponding propagators for the dot leveldated dot in theX, y)-plane, as determined by the ground states

Gij(w) (i, € {1,2}); and where

rlz = 7TpV1V2 = \/rllrzz

is the inter-level hybridization strength.
For the case Y=V, all hybridization strengths coincide,

ri,- =T ZV2:V1 (9)
(and thee-e propagator then reduces simply @&we(w) =

$[G11(w) + Goa(w) +2G12(w))). Itis convenientin this case
to specify the ‘bare’ parameters if, in terms ofl", defining
U u’ ~

hd Ji=H.
r H=T

(8)

=Y oY

o (10)

Si Fv

of Hp (egn. [1)). We label the dot states as,fy) (with

ni = (fi;) the ground state charge for levig¢] with energies
Ep(ng,nz). For allJy > 0, the 2-electron dot ground state is
the (1 1) spin triplet with energ¥r (=Ep(1,1) = &1+ &+

U’ — %JH), centred on thg@-h symmetric poin{x,y) = (0,0);

as illustrated in figl2(a) for the representative cdse: 20,
U’ = 7.5 andJy = 5. All other ground states, indicated in the
figure, are either spin singlets or doublets.

Considering in particulay > |x| — phase boundaries be-
ing invariant to inversion and reflection as above — thd )1
triplet is bordered both by another 2-electron staie, the
spin singlet (20), and by a 1-electron spin doublet Q) (the
bounding lines for which are given by=x+U — U’ + %JH
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FIG. 2: (a)-(c) show ground states of the isolated dot in khy{plane, forld = 20 andJy = 5 (in units ofl” = 1); with (a)U’ = 7.5, (b)U’ =0
and (c)U’ =U. States are labelled &g;,n,), with n; = (i) the charge on levél Phase boundaries surrounding the 2-electron triples stat
(n1,n2) = (1,1)) are indicated by solid lines, and all others by dotted lifidee dashed arrowed line in (a) shows the form of an expetahen
‘trajectory’ on application of a gate voltage, see text. @ same bare parameters as (a), Hig. 2(d) shows the phasandiabtained via
NRG for the lead-coupled dot system (With = V), as detailed in seE_]fff. It consists of a line of continuous quantum phase tramstio
(thick solid line) and two first order level-crossing traimis on the liney = x (shown as dots), separating a singular Fermi liquid pHase
characterised by an underscreened spin-1 fixed ¥qimiterior, ‘USC’) from a normal Fermi liquid (‘FL") charaetised in general by a frozen
impurity FPL, The hexagonal boundary of tiig 1) triplet state for the isolated dot (figl 2(a)) is also showndamparison.

andy = 31U + %JH respectively). The dashed line in fig. 2(a) By contrast, deep in the 1-electron @)-regime (fig[2), the
shows a typical ‘trajectory’y = x+ A¢ (i.e. & = &1 + A¢g), effective low-energy model is obviously sp%Kondo, anor-
expected from experiment on application of a gate voltdge mal Fermi liquid with a fully quenched spin and a strong cou-
to the dot, withe; 0 Vy and fixed level spacinge = & — €1. pling (SC) low-energy F2°:20 Since the underlying stable
Note that the 2-electrofl, 1) triplet is thereby accessed from FPs (USC and SC) associated with these two regimes are fun-
the 1-electron statél,0)2? (as relevant to comparison with damentally distinct, a quantum phase transition (QPT) some
experiment, se€_VI). where between the two must therefore oééur

Fig.[2(b,c) show the isolated dot ground states arising for Butwhat of the other isolated dot states, encircling the-spi
inter-level Coulomb repulsiob)’ = 0 andU’ = U, respec- 1 state as illustrated in fig] 2(a-c) (and all of which as noted
tively. Fory > |x| in the former case, thél, 1) triplet state  above are either spin singlets or doublets)? The saliemt poi
is bordered almost exclusively by the 1-electron stat®), here is that, on coupling to the leads| such give rise to
while in the latter case it is bordered almost exclusively byFermiliquid states: their stable low-energy FPs form aicent
the 2-electron singlef2,0). These two cases are of course uous line connecting the SC FP arising for the spikendo
extremes; and although aspects of the model have been comodel to the generic case of the frozen impurity¥gs fol-
sidered previously for the catl = U18.19.22 we know of no  |ows from the original work of Krishnamurthy, Wilkins and
compelling reason why the intra- and inter-level Coulomb re Wilsor®! on the asymmetric single-level Anderson model).
pulsions should in general be near coincident for reasgnabiNo phase transitions between these states can therefore oc-
small dots (indeed we argue in sgc] VI that comparison to theur, the ‘transitions’ arising in the isolated dot limit (tted
experiment of [11] is consistent with the contrary). lines in fig.[2(a-c)) being replaced by continuous crossaver

The states of the dqter se are of course quite trivial. We In consequence, one expects the general structure of the
now consider the full lead-coupled system, our aim heredeinphase diagram in the,y)-plane to consist of a closed, con-
to give simple qualitative arguments for the general form oftinuous line of QPTs separating an USC spin-1 phase from a
the phase diagram in thg, {/)-plane. continuously connected normal Fermi liquid phase. This is

On coupling to the leads, the effective low-energy modelindeed as found from detailed NRG analysis, as will be seen
deep in the spin-1 regime centred Gny) = (0,0), is nat- in the following sections. A typical resultant phase diagia
urally a 1-channel spin-1 Kondo modek® (obtained for-  shown in fig[2(d) (for the same bare parameters aglfig. 2(a),
mally by a Schrieffer-Wolff transformatidr® retaining only ~ the phase boundary occurring close to the border of1tiE)
the triplet (1 1)-state of the dot itself, see also Appendix A). state of the isolated dot as one might expect). It consists of
Its low-energy physics is well know# half the spin-1 is line of continuous QPTs; together with two first order level-
screened by the conduction electrons, leading to a free spigrossing QPTs on the line=x (indicated by dots in fig.12(d)),
1 with weak residual ferromagnetic coupling to the metallicwhich are equivalent to each other under fhk transforma-
lead, which results in in non-analytic (logarithmic) caitiens ~ tion X — —X.
to Fermi liquid behavior; the resultant state being clasgdiéis The transitions will be discussed in detail below, but we
a singular Fermi liquié€. The associated low-energy fixed add here that the occurrence of first order transitions along
point (FP) is of course the underscreened spin-1 (USC) FP dhey = x line (&; = &) is a general consequence of symme-
Nozieres and Bland#. try. As noted in sed_I[A, foW, =V, the full H transforms



under the ‘1-2’ transformation ad (x,y) — H(y,x), and is A A
hence invariant on the ling= x. Along that line all states a5 |
of the entire system thus have definite parity under the ‘1-2’ ' o
transformation, with the Hilbert space Hf strictly separable asol &£
into disjoint parity sectors. A level-crossing transitionust =
thus occur when the global many-body ground state changes (/) 15k
parity (further discussion of it will be given below).
In3 Engn
In2 == == ——
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. ) ) . ) 0.0 T S N
Dynamics and transport properties will be discussed in sec. 10?2 101 10®  10® 10% 102 10°
V] ff, but we begin with thermodynamics; in particular the TIT

temperature {) dependence of two standard quant#i&s
which provide clear signatures of the various FPs reached
under renormalization on decreasing the temperaturefgner
scale, namely the entromp(T) and the uniform spin sus-
ceptibility Ximp(T) = (($)2)imp/T (Where& refers to the spin
of the entire system, an@)imp = (Q) — (Q)o with (Q)o de-
noting a thermal average in the absence of the dot).

We also consider briefly the usu@l= 0 ‘excess impurity
charge’nimp, viz. the difference in charge of the entire sys-

tem with and without the dot prese N = 5 s ¢l ¢, + 01F %) 9 97 b/ A i
yifi, inthe above); and which in practice corresponds closely 0.0 R e N

to the net dot chargemp ~ (fi1 + ), see also se€. TVIA. 10" 10" 10® 10° 10* 10?7  10°
Prosaic thouglmim, is, we show later that it plays a key role TIT

in understanding the zero-bias conductancbkath the USC .
and FL phases, and relatedly the ‘Friedel-Luttinger sure’rul FIG. 3: T-dependence of the entrof(T) (top panel) and spin
of sec[TVB. Under thep-h and 1-2 transformations of sec. susceptibilityT Ximp(T) (bottom); for fixed level energgy = —3U —

[TA] Nimp = Nimp(X,y) transforms respectively as: U’ (i.e. x = 0) on progressively decreasiidg from deep in the FL
phase, across the QPT @t = —6.536.), and through to thep-
Nimp(X,y) = 4—Nimp(—X, —Y) (14a)  hsymmetric point atthe center of the USC phase. ShowttJfer

— Nimp(Y X) (14b) 20,U’ =7 (i.e. & = —17) andJy = 2, with: & = +5 (a), —5 (b),

= NimplY; —6 (c), —6.3 (d), —6.43 (e),—7 (f), —10 (g) and—17 (h). [Labels

. ) . f) and g) are omitted for clarity from the top panel, but arsilya

‘Results shown are obtained using the full density majgentified from the bottom.] Inset, top panel: the corresponding
trix formu|atlong—2&3 Of WI|SOI’1’S non—perturbatlve NRG teCh' T=0 |mpur|ty Chargmimp VS 52_ It Changes Continuous|y as the QPT
niquer®3%:3% employing a complete basis set of the Wilsonis crossed a,. (dashed vertical line), at which poingy, = 1.4.
chain; for a recent review sele [34]. Calculations are tyyica
performed for an NRG discretization parameiet 3, retain-
ing the lowest 2000 states per iteration. We here consider ex
plicitly the caseV, =V, (sec[]), with the hybridizatiof  |evel-2 is in essence irrelevant (provid@d ™ < & — &),
(ean. [9)) as the basic energy unit, choosing the lead bandhe model thus reducing in effect tosmgle-level Anderson
width D/T" = 100 (> 1, such that results are independent of odeB31 Hence, on decreasir, Smp(T) first flows to-
D for all practical purposes). wards the spin-1/2 local moment (LM) FP corresponding to

Fig. [3 shows theT /T-dependence 08imp(T) (top) and ;= In2 (evident in this case as a relatively weak plateau
T Ximp(T) (bottom), for fixedJ =20,U’ =7 andJy =2,tak- atT/I < 1, reflecting the modest minimum thermal excita-
ing a vertical cut through thg,y)-phase diagram: the energy tion of ~ Ep(2,0) —Ep(1,0) = & +U = 3"). On further
of level-1 is fixed at; = —%U —U’=-17 (.ee x=0),and decreasingl, the system then flows to the stable frozen im-
& (or equivalentlyy) is progressively decreased from deep inpurity (FI) FP symptomatic of the Fermi liquid ground state,
the FL phase, towards and through the transition, and dowwith vanishing entropysm, (likewise T Ximp = 0). A Kondo
to the p-h symmetric point at the center of the USC phase;scaleTx may be identified from the crossover between the
the transition occurring &, = —6.536... (close to the value marginally unstable LM FP and the stable FI FP (we define
—6.5 expected from the isolated dot limit). it in practice viaSmp(Tk) = 0.1). On further decreasing,

In all cases the highed behavior is naturally governed cases (b-e) in fid.]3, the same essential behavior is fourd, th
by the free orbital F&:3% with all 42 states of the two-level FI FP remaining the stable loW-FP. But theSmp, = In2 (and
dot thermally accessible, hen@p = In16 (andTXimp = Tximp ~ 1) LM plateau progressively lengthens and the asso-
2 x %). For case (a),&; = +5 is sufficiently large that ciatedTk correspondingly diminishes, vanishing as the transi-
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FIG. 4: Evolution of the Kondo scale in the FL phase> &, for the
same parameters as fig. 3: {@g /) vs & — €. Inset: Tx vanishes 6 e
exponentially as the QPT is approachdd, O exp(—a/|&> — &x¢|) 4+ o e /A
(with a~ (1)), characteristic of a Kosterlitz-Thouless transition. 2 e
0

yll 0 .
tion is approached from the Fermi liquid side (fijy. 4). 2r |
The behavior on the other side of the transitin< & 4T o T
(cases (f-h) in figlR2) is qualitatively distinct. Here tiie= 0 6 e -
entropy is in all cases In2 (With ximp = %), characteristic 8 T T R
of an unquenched doublet ground state. The stable FP is the 8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
spin-1/2 LM FP — or equivalently the USC spin-1¥Pthere z/l

being no distinction between them as Fies se.

. ; o isic FIG. 5: Phase boundaries in tlie y)-plane, separating the Fermi
The QPT itself is of Kosterlitz Thoules; (K_T) t_ype. This is liquid phase (outer) from USC spin-1. (inneop: ForU — 20 and
evident for example from NRG flows, which indicate no SeP-3. _ 5. varyingU’ — 0 (a), 75 (b) and 20 (c). First-order transitions
arate, unstable critical FP, distinct from one of the stdiits f :

k . . . . on the liney = x are indicated by dotsBottom: ForU = 10 andJ’ =
mentioned above. Itis also evidentin the behavior of th&esca g 55 yarying the exchange couplidg = 5,1,0 and—0.5 (outside

Ti, which as shown in fig.]4 (inset) vanishes exponentially ingg inside respectively). Note the continued persistenthetJSC
|&; — €| 1 (rather than as a power-law) as the QPT is ap-spin-1 phase, even for weak antiferromagnetic exchanget¢s®.
proached from the Femi liquid side; and by the absence of a

low-energy scale in the USC phase which vanishes as the tran-

sition is approached from that side. We add that the lattesdo aly in the (x,y)-plane.

not of course imply the inherent absence of a low-energgscal \ve also note that the transition itself occurs genericaly i
in the USC phase. For deep inside this phase (Whege~2) 5 mixed-valent regime of non-integraimp; seeeg. fig. B
the effective low-energy model is spin-1 Kondo, as evidentiop, inset) wherenm, varies continuously as the transition
eg.in case (h) of fig.B from both the emergence of a near fregg crossed, witimp ~ 1.4 at the transition itself. This in turn
spin-1 susceptibility with decreasing (Ximp ~ S(S+1)/3T  means that even in a strongly correlated regime it is not in
with S= 1), and from the intermediat8m, = In3 plateau  general possible to construct, via a Schrieffer-WSIiSW)
indicative of a spin-1 local moment FP; reached before thgransformation from the original Anderson-like model, &n e
crossover to the stable USC FP wily, = In2, and from  fective low-energygpin model applicable in the vicinity of the
which a characteristic spin-1 Kondo scmﬁl may be identi-  QPT. An exception to this is the vicinity of the line= —x
fied (in parallel to that above for the Fermi liquid Kondo cal along which, as aboveyy,, = 2 is guaranteed by symmetry.
Tk). Butthis scale plays no role in the QP& se, and in con-  |n this case, as shown iﬁlQ], a SW transformation retaining
trast to the approach from the Fermi liquid phase, there is ngolely the 2-electroiil, 1) triplet and(2,0) singlet states of
vanishing scale on approaching the QPT from the USC side the isolated dot yields an effective two-spin, spif2Kondo
The behavior outlined above is not confined to the examplenodel knowr?to exhibit a KT transition.
illustrated: all continuous transitions are found to be @ K Phase diagrams obtained via NRG are shown ififig. 5. The
form. This is in fact to be expected. Hofstetter and Sche¥lle top panel shows the effect of varying the inter-level intera
have consider the model (with’ = U) in the regime where tionU’ for fixedU andJy, with behavior that parallels expec-
the dot is doubly occupied by electromg, nimp ~ 2 — where  tations from the isolated dot limit (s€c. 11 B and fig. 2). The
from eqn. [(1#),nimp = 2 arises by symmetry along the line bottom panel by contrast shows the effect of varying the ex-
y = —xin the phase-plane (or close enough to it, in practice)change couplingy for fixed U,U’, includingJy = 0 and an
A KT transition is likewise found in this ca® and by conti-  antiferromagnetic (AFJ; = —0.5. Note that even for weakly
nuity one would thus expect the same behavior to arise geneAF exchange the USC spin-1 phase still persists, as consid-



ered further in se¢ 1B, reflecting a ferromagnetic effest
(RKKY) spin-spin interaction induced on coupling to thedea

A. First order transitionsony = xline

We turn now to the first order transitions permitted by sym-
metry (secs[(ITAIIB)) onthe ling =x (&, =& =& =¢/T).

To illustrate this, figl b shows tHE-dependence @mp(T)
andT Ximp(T), again for fixedJ = 20,U’ = 7 andJy = 2 (cf
fig. @), as¢ is varied and the transition is approached from
both sides£ = £; +10 " with n = 4,6,8,10 ( (b)-(e) respec-
tively), as well as = & ~ —4.7 itself ((f)). Shown for com-
parison are the cases ((#)= +5 deep in the Fermi liquid

regime, withé here sufficiently large that the degenerate levels

are barely occupiedmp ~ 0.25, see top inset); ardd= —17
at thep-h symmetric point deep in the USC phase ((g)).

The stable low-temperature FPs remain of course as befor
viz. the FI FP for the Fermi liquid phase > & where the
global ground state is a singlet; and the USC FPéfer &,

with a doublet ground state. Close to the transition however
— where the energy separation between these states is tend-

ing to zero (we denote its magnitude hy) — the singlet and
doublet states will appear effectively degenerate for enap

turesT 2 T,; giving rise in consequence to an entropy plateau

of Smp = In3 seen clearly in figl16, with a corresponding
plateau in the magnetic susceptibility ©fimp = % (readily
understood as the med§)?) = 2(1x 0+ 2 x %) for the

0.0 L : L L s
107 10 10% 10 104 102 10°
TIr
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FIG. 6: T-dependence of the entrof8pmp(T) (top panel) and spin
susceptibilityT ximp(T) (bottom) as the first-order transition on the

quasidegenerate states). These are signatures of thei-tranjine g, — & = £ is approached and crossed from both sides of the

tion fixed point’ (TFP), characteristic of systems exhifutia
level-crossing transition (seeg. [3S]). On further reducing

transition; for fixedJ = 20, U’ = 7 andJy = 2, the transition here
occurring at; = —4.73864856302929. Solid lines refer to the USC

T below~ T,, the system is seen to cross over from the TFPphase § < &), dashed lines to the Fermi liquid (FL) phase. Shown
to one or other of the stable FPs (which crossover in effector (a) € = +5 deep in the FL phase; (b-€)= & + 107" with
definesT,2%. Moreover, as the transition is approached, then = 4,6,8,10 respectively; (f = &:; as well as for (g} = —17

low-energy scald, vanishes — linearly if€ — &) as shown
in fig. @ (bottom inset), reflecting the level crossing charac
ter of the QPT. And sinc&, = 0 precisely at the transition,
the TFP naturally persists downTo= 029 (where the ground
state consists of precisely degenerate global singlet and d
blet states), as evident in case (f) of fiiy. 6.

The behavior of theT = 0) excess impurity charg@y,, is

at thep-h symmetric point deep in the USC phase. The transition FP
has a characterist§mp = In3 andT Ximp = %, as indicated; and per-
sists down tdl = O precisely at the transition ((f))nset, top panel:

T = 0 impurity chargenim, vs £ = £. It changes discontinuously
as the transition is crossed (dashed vertical line), frppg ~ 0.95

to 1.31. Inset, bottom panel: The low-energy scal@, (see text) van-
ishes linearly in & — &) as the transition is approached, symptomatic
of the level-crossing nature of the transition.

also shown in fig 6 (top inset). In contrast to the continuous
KT transitions,nimp is seen to change discontinuously as the

transition is crossed, commensurate with the first orderreat
of the level-crossing transition.

A partial progenitor of the latter behavior is in fact appar-
ent in the trivial non-interacting limit) = 0= U’ = J4. Tak-
ing even €) and odd ¢) combinations of the dot levels 1 and
2,VizZ. deg = (d1 + g ) /v/2 anddog = (d1g — dag) /2 (cf
eqn. [6) with[; =T, egn. [®)), only thes-orbital tunnel cou-
ples directly to the lead and the non-interacting Hamikoni
HO reduces to

HO =3 (e1+ &) (fle+ o) + 3 V2V(Cf 5 0eg +.C.)
k,o

1 T q (15)
+ Z 2(81 — 82) (deadoa + h.C.) +H
c

(with H, the lead Hamiltonian eqrJ(3)). In general, thand

o orbitals are coupled by the penultimate term in e@nl (15).
But for the case, = €1 = ¢ of present interest the Hamilto-
nian is separabléd® = HY 4+ HY, with HY = &A, a free orbital
with energye. The transition in this case thus occurs triv-
ially for € = 0 (the p-h symmetric point in the non-interacting
limit) as theo-orbital — which is unoccupied fa > 0 — moves
across the Fermi level, becoming singly occupied precisely
at £ = 0 and doubly occupied for alf < 0; such thatmp
changes discontinuously from 1 to 3as- 0 is crossed.

With interactions present the situation is of course much
less simple. For although theorbital remains uncoupled
from the lead whem, = &, it is then coupled to the-orbital
viathe non-trivial interaction terms p (egn.[1)), which ac-
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T T T USC phase fractionates, first order level-crossing tramsit
- P arise not only alony = x (as expected on general grounds
TS and discussed in sdc 11 A); but also along the §ne —x.

To gain some insight into the above, note that the dif-
ference in energy (undetp) between the (11) singlet and
triplet states of the isolated dot |Es— Et| = |Ju|. So for
|[Ju| = =y < ©(T), and at least close enough psh sym-
metry ,y)=(0,0) (whereniy, = 2), one expects it necessary
to include both the (11) tripletand singlet states in the low-
energy dot manifold (higher dot states, such a®)ie con-
siderably higher in energy providédl is not within &'(Jy)
of U). An effective low-energy model within this subspace
may then be constructed via a Schrieffer-Wolff transforma-
. o , tion38, the appropriate local unity operator beibg- 11+ 1s
FIG. 7: Evolution of phase boundaries in they)-plane for antifer- i, ir = Sg |S=1,9)(S=1,¥ andig = 0,0)(0,0] (with
romagnetichy < 0. Shown for fixed) =10 andJ’ =5.25 (cf fig.§ IS, S referring to the (11) triplet or singlet dot states). As

bottom), with: J4 = —0.55 (long dash line)~0.558 (solid),—0.56 - . . . .
(short dash) and-0.6 (dotted). Interior regions in each case are thedlscussed in Appendix A, the resultant effective model is

USC phase, exterior regions the Fermi liquid. First-ordengitions A A s A "o ~ 6
are indicated by dots, and occur on the ligesx and y = —x. Het = J1S1-% + S-S5 — 18- + H (16)

yll

O N N T SR R
T

where as usud and$, are the spin-1/2 operators for levels

_ t : i i
quire a rather complex (and physically unenlighteningjrfor 1@nd 2, and =30 fos0 50 foor 1S the spin d(?rnsny of the

when expressed in terms endo operators. We will return  conduction channel at the dot (wiff, = ﬁ Yk Co the cre-

again to this case in sdc. ¥ B, from the perspective of dynamation operator for the ‘0'-orbital of the Wilson ch&f#! and
ics and single-particle ‘renormalized levels’. N the number ok-states in the lead). Only exchange scatter-
ing contributions to eqn[{16) are shown explicitly, potaht
scattering being omitted for clarity. The effective exchan
B. Weakly antiferromagnetic Jy, couplings ~viz theJ > 0 coupling spiri = 1 or 2 to the lead,
and the direct spin exchange- are naturally functions of

As noted above (fig]5), the USC spin-1 phase survives eveandy; expressions for them are given in Appendix A.
for weak antiferromagnetic (AF) coupliniy < 0, reflecting Egn. [1) is a two-spin Kondo model of the form studied
an effective ferromagnetic RKKY interaction induced oncou in [|%], so its physics is understob#’. A QPT, occurring
pling to the lead. For large enough Ay | however, the situa-  at a criticallc, is obviously driven by the direct exchange
tion is clearly different. Only theinglet state of the dot in the for ferromagnetidl =1 — 1 > 0, spins 1 and 2 form a spin-
(1,1) sector is relevant here, and on coupling to the leads on& which is underscreened on coupling to the lead, resulting
expects a global singlet ground state with a stable FI FPhwhicin a residual free spir%—; while for AF Al =1 —1c < 0 by
is continuously connected to that of the normal FL phases: noontrast, the local singlet Fermi liquid phase naturallges.
phase transitions then arise, and the USC phase is elidinateThe resultant QPT is in general of KT form, with one pertinent

So how is the USC spin-1 phase destroyed as the strengtixceptior?: if J, = J; in eqn. [I6), then the Hamiltonian is
of the AF coupling is progressively increased? This is il-Separable into distinct singlet and triplet sectors forghin
lustrated in fig[}7, showing phase boundaries in tke/)- S= 35 +%, specifically
plane for fixedU = 10 andU’ = 5.25 (as in fig[h) for AF . . . . . .

Ji = —055,-0.558 —0.56 and—0.6. Forjy = —055, the ~ Her—HL = 11 (1S-%—31)1Ir + $I1s =3 (17)
phase boundary has the same form as ir{1ig. 5, consisting of .

the USC phase centred any)=(0,0), separated from the ex- (0on projecting eqn[{16) with = 11 + 1s, and usings, - =
terior Fermi liquid phase by a single boundary line of KT tran 3(S* — 3) together withS1s = 0 for all components o8).
sitions except on the line= x where a first order QPT arises. ~ The resultant separability of the Hilbert space Jpr=J;

On decreasingdly slightly to —0.558 however, the USC means of course that a first order level-crossing transiéon
phase is seen to split into four distinct domains — symmetri@ccur in this case. As shown in Appendix A (edn._(A14)),
as expected under both inversion, and reflection apeux  this is precisely the situation arising for the present prob
— with the p-h symmetric point in particular now being in the along (and only along) the lings= x and y = —x; explaining
FL phase. With a further slight decreaseffpo= —0.56, the  thereby the level-crossing transitions found inffig. 7
two USC domains straddling= x are now eliminated, leav-
ing two USC regions straddling the lize= —x. This behavior

persists on further decreasidg, the remaining USC domains IV. DYNAMICSAND TRANSPORT
diminishing in extent until byl ~ —1 they too evaporate and
the USC phase is eliminated entirely. We now consider dynamics and transport, focussing on the

Strikingly, as indicated in fid.]7, one also sees that as th& = 0 zero-bias conductance and associated phase 8hift,



A ‘Friedel-Luttinger sum rule’ ford is derived, applicable to

9

It is also convenient at this point to note an expres-

both the FL and USC spin-1 phases (§ec.1VB). A genersion for the T = 0) excess impurity charg@imp; de-
alization of Luttinger’s integral theorem for the USC phasefined as the difference in charge of the entire system
is deduced, and its significant implications for the zerasbi jth/without the dot, and henceimp = 2(;,11)|m]?mdw

conductance determined (sec. 1V C).

A. Single-particle propagators

[Yk Gk (W) 4+ G11(w) + Goo(w) — 3 kG (w)] in terms of

the level propagator§i(w), the propagator&yg(w) for

the lead k-states, and their counterparts in the absence
of the dot, G, (w) = [w" — &]~1. Using equation of
motion methods it is simple to show thab(w) =

We first summarise basic results for the local single-plartic Gp, (w) + G@y (w) 3 j ViGij(w)V; Gy, (w), i.e. (via eqn. [2D))

propagators, embodied in thex2 matrixG(w). Its elements

5 1[Gk () — G (@)] = — 37,5(0T1)(w) /0w)Gij (w), and

Gij(w) are the retarded Green functions for the dot levelshence:

i,j €{1,2} (as in sec]l), related to the corresponding non-

interacting propagatoi§°(w) by the Dyson equation

G(w)] ' = [Gw)] - =(w) (18)

whereX(w) is the 2x 2 self-energy matrix (with elements
%ij(w) = 2} (w) —iZ};(w)). Using equation of motion meth-

odg#? the elements ofG°(w)]~* are given by
01 1) —
([G (@)] )ij a

wherew™ = w+i0+, andrjj(w) is the hybridization function

(w"—8&)dj —Tij(w)  (19)

ViV

Fij(w) = o — &

= M(w)—ilj(w)

(20)

such that™2,(w) = M11(w)M22(w) (for generality we allow
here for arbitrary,,V4). For the standafdflat-band conduc-
tion spectrum/lead considered (se€¢sl{l,!l1)), the inmagy

part of the hybridization functioﬁ}j (w) = Tij (eqns.[(E.B))

, 0 orij(w
Nimp = 2 S2m / do ¥ Gij(w) [aj - (';( )} (24)
J—o 4 W

For the commonly considered cass an infinitely wide flat
band/lead, whererij(w)/dw = 0 for all w, nimp reduces
t0 Nimp = 2 (% dw[D11(w) + Dao(w)] = (A1 +Ax) —i.e to
the charge on the dot. For a finite lead bandwitthas
considered herehimp is in practice very close to the dot
charge, although does not coincide identically with it.

We focus now on thd = 0 zero-bias conductance, given
from eqn. [(#) by
G(T=0) 2¢

Go h
and determined by the Fermi level value of #sgespectrum,
(M11+T22)Dee(W) = ¥ Fij<;7Tl)ImGij(w) (egn. [1)); an ex-
plicit expression for which can be obtained using edns2@2,
and thew = 0 behavior of the'jj(w). For both the normal
Fermi liquid phasend the USC phase, the imaginary part of

M(F11+M22)Dee(w=0)  (25)

for |w| < D and zero otherwise; and the corresponding reathe self-energy vanishes at the Fermi level,

partrf(w = 0) = 0 at the Fermi leveld = 0).

From eqns.[{1B19) it follows tha®(w) has precisely the
same algebraic structure 6(w), but with I';j(w) replaced
by I'ij(w) defined by:

Fij(w) = Tij(@) + Zij(w) (21)
Using eqn.[(IB) the propagatdss; (w) thus follow as
Gu(w) = (0" — & —Tp(w) delG(w) (22a)
Goo(w) = (W' — & —T11(w)) detG(w) (22b)
Gio(w) = lM(w) deG(w) (= Ga(w)) (22c)
with the determinant given explicitly by:
deiG(w) =
(0" —&1—T(w)) (W — & —Fp(w)) -2 (w)] -
(23)

These equations enable the propagators and their spestral d
sities Djj(w) = —%lmGij(OJ) to be determined; with self-
energies obtained in practice via a matrix generalizatibn o
the standard NRG methdt3, as outlined in Appendix B and

discussed further in sdc] V.

Zi(w=0) = 0. (26)

For the normal FL phase this is of course wholly fam#iar
For the USC phase, we have established it by direct NRG
calculation of thez{j(w) (it is also consistent with purely
elastic scattering at the Fermi level for a singular Ferop i
uid2®). Given eqn.[(26)[;(0) follows from eqns.[(20.21)
asrlij(0) = —iljj + ZiRJ-(O). Using this in eqns[(22.23), and
defining renormalized single-particle levels in the usuayw
by

g = & + 2R0),

a simple if tedious calculation gives

(27)

1

2

R /2

1+ [ 18— (25(0) ]
£ o5l 1120 1,25(0)

T(I11+22) Dee(0) =

or equivalently

M(T11+ T 22) Dee(0) = sinFS (28)
with & given explicitly by:
* * _ R
5 — arctanl£1r22+£2r11 Rzrlzglz(o)] _ (29)
&/&; — (215(0))
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B. Friede-Luttinger sumrule Alternatively,nimp may be obtained from thermodynamic cal-
culation (as in sed_ll) and from calculation of theee-

The quantityd appearing in eqnsCIBR9) is simply the SPectrum at the Fermi level alone (as in edn] (28), or alter-

static scattering phase shift, given alternatively by natively eqn.[(29)); their difference then giving the Loger
integral,l. = 6 — Znimp from eqn. [(3]1). We have confirmed
5 = ImIn(deiG(0)) = Imin(deiG(w)) |Zim (30) that the same answer emerges in either way (and for the FL

phase that, = 0 thereby results). Namely, for any region

(the equivalence of eqn§_{Z9130) is readily shown using eqrPf the & Y)-plane where the system is in the USC phase, the
23)); the right hand side of eqii{30) also usesde(w = magnitude of the Luttinger integral is a constant, spedifica
—00)] =0, as follows from eqn[{23) together with the fact that T
as|w| — o, ¥! (w) vanishes while th&}} (w) tend to constants | = 2 -UsC (33)
(the Hartree contributions).

We now point out a general result for the phase sift

From eqns[(2B.22), it follows that

We have repeated the calculations for many different vadties
the bare interaction parametéfsU’ andJy. The same result
emerges; and while the numerics obviously cannot amount to
9 J - a proof, we are confident in the validity of eqn.{33).
%In(delG(w)) == <dj — %rij(w)> Gji(w) . Although the magnitude of is constant throughout the
L] USC phase, its sign is not. This is a natural consequence of
symmetry. By considering the symmetries of the propaga-

Integrating this fronmw = —oo to 0 (and noting eqn[_(21)) then tors G(w) = G(w; x,y) and self-energieX(w;x,y) under a

gives directly from eqn[(30) that particle-hole transformation (sdc. 1] A), it can be showatth
5 = T + 10 (31) the Luttinger integral,. = I.(x,y) is odd under inversion,
lL(Xay) = - lL(_Xa _y) (34)
wherenin, is given by eqn[(24), and (with Tr denoting a trace)
In addition, as appropriate to the case= Vi, the symmetries
0 03 (w of G, ¥ under the 1-2 transformation (eqh.113)) lead to the
(w)
L = ImTerdw 900 G(w) (32)  rather obvious invariance under reflection about theyisex,
lL(Xay) = lL(y7 X) . (35)

is the Luttinger integr&f44 (which is dimensionless).

We emphasise that eqifi. {31) is entirely general: applicawith |I_| = 7, eqn. [3#) implies the existence of at least one
ble to both the normal Fermi liquid and the USC phases (inbounding curve, of formy, = f(x) with f(x) = —f(—Xx),
deed its derivation does not even require a knowledge of eqracross which_ changes sign from-7 to — 7, while eqn. [[3b)
(28)). For the particular case of the FL phase, Luttingéest for the casad/, = V; implies that bounding curve to be the line
orem gived; = 03644 || vanishing order by orderin perturba- y = —x. In practice (by direct calculation, as above) only one
tion theory about the non-interacting limit, reflectingatoitic  bounding line is found; and for the cagg= V; in particular
continuity to the non-interacting limit. In this case ed®1) we find:
reduces to the Friedel sum r&, & = Zniyp, relating the

T
scattering phase shift to the excess (‘displaced’) chaiged IL(xy) = + > y>—-X (36a)
duced on addition of the dot/impurity to the system (and with T
5 € 0,2 for a 2-level dot, sinc@imp < [0,4]). More gener- = -5 Yy<-X (36b)

ally, however,d andnimp are related by eqn{B1), which we
refer to as a Friedel-Luttinger sum rule.
The Luttinger integral for the normal Fermi liquid phase is C. Zero-biasconductance
an intrinsic characteristic of ify = 0 holding independently
of the underlying bare model parameters, provided only the aAsg above|l | = T is ubiquitous throughout the USC phase,
system is a FE%#% As such, the Luttinger integral is the hall- as|I, | = 0 is throughout the normal FL phase. This has im-
mark of the phase in a rather deep sense. mediate consequences for the behavior offthe 0 zero-bias
The USC spin-1 phase by contrast is a singular Fermi ligconductance, given from eqns_{28[28,31) by
uid28. There is no reason here to supptise- 0; and indeed
it can be shown that the USC phase is not perturbatively con- Ge(T=0) _ 2¢? sir? "n_ | (37)
nected to the non-interacting limit of the model. But theiebv Go ~ h ! (E imp ")
ous question arises: as for the FL, does an analogous situati __ P . )
arise for the USC phase whereby the Luttinger integral has 2/NC€ sift (5 [Nimp = 1]) = cog(Fnimp), it follows that
characteristic value for that phase? Ge(T =0)

AL

We answer this question affirmatively, by direct numeri- —g = smz(znimp) . FL (38a)
cal calculation (and in several distinct ways). Since tHe se T CGo

energie(w) and Green function&(w) are calculable from — o2 (T - USC 38b

NRG, we can calculate directly (eqn.[[3R)) as am-integral. o ( 2 n'mp) ' (38b)
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1.00

for the FL and USC phases respectively. But as found in sec.
[MM(see e.g. fig. [3), nimp varies continuously on crossing the
line of Kosterlitz-Thouless transitions from the FL to th8O
phase. Hence from eqii._{38) it follows that the zero-bias con
ductance must jump discontinuously on crossing the QPT; the
discontinuity on crossing from the FL to the USC phase be-
ing cog mimp), With its sign determined by the value o

at the QPT. From direct calculation of single-particle $pec
we will verify explicitly in sec[V (seee.q. fig.[11) that egns. 0.25
(384.38b) are satsified throughout the two phases. Egh. (38)
is of course equally applicable to the first order level-siog
transitions (se€.IIA), although in this casg, itself changes
discontinuously as the transition is crossed [fig. 6 topt)nse

0.75

0.50

2T D ()

FIG. 8: Single-particle spectrumi? Dee(w) vs w/T in the Fermi
V. SINGLE-PARTICLE DYNAMICS liquid phase, for fixed level energgy = —3U — U’ (i.e. x = 0) on
progressively decreasing towards the QPT (occurring &b, =
We turn now tow-dependent single-particle dynamics, here ~6-536.). ForU =20,U" =7 (i.e & = —17) andJy = 2, as in
focussing primarily on th®ee(w) spectrum afl = 0. The fig. [3; with & = +1 (solid Ilne),_—S (long dash),—6 (short dash).
self-energie$3(w) are obtained from NRG via a generaliza- Note that all three cases contain a narrow Kondo resonamé_— st
. . 43 . . .~ dling the Fermi leveko = 0. For vertical arrows, see textlnset:
tion of the basic methad#3to the case of multilevel impuri-

. . ) . . spectrum fo€, = —6.6 on just entering the USC phase, showing the
ties/dots, as outlined in Appendix B is thereby calculated a',?,sence of aZKondo reso:‘ame_ g P g
from

1
3(w) = F(w) [G(w)] (39)  evolution ofNimp Vs & is shown in fig(B (inset), from which

it is seen thamjmp ~ 1.2 for & = +1 — sufficiently close to

unity that we can interpret the high energy spectral feature
Fi(w) = (([d A 1:d 40 as removal or addition excitations from the smgly—occdplg
i1(@) = {([dig:H J:djo ) (40) (n1,n2)=(1,0) state of the isolated dot. The removal exci-

using conventional notatid#?2 for the w-dependent tation from dot level-1, contributing as such to the,(w)

l(:ouriger transform of a generic retarded correlatign figreti  constituent ODes(w) (eq!‘- (41)). thqs correponds t.r|V|a.1IIy to

(At);Bltz))=—i6(ti—t) ({At) Bt2)}));  and where FO(LO)~E0(0.0) = &1 (1 the notation of sec.TB).e lies

H, denotes the interacting part of the dot Hamiltonian, elow the errr‘u evel atcf/ _.)(‘,)_81:_ here, gt.a‘_ner—

given explicitly for the present problem by (eqrl] (1)) ating the lower ‘Hubbard satellite’ seen clearly in fiy. 8,@'0-

B —US AR LU — T & -5 Using th i . sition, dependent at this crude level of description only¥gn

= Zi.niTniLJr_ MMy = Ik 51+ 5. USING IhE SEM-ENETYIES, 4 ies only slightly on further decreasigégin the FL regime.
the fully interacting propagators are then obtained from th

D i 3 As f ingle-level bl Two addition excitations lying above the Fermi level are
yson equation equII]]L. ). As for single-level problems, g, seen in fig.18 foE, = +1 (arrowed). The lowest cor-
calculation of G(w) in this way is numerically stable and

accurate, and guarantees satisfaction of spectral surg, rul responds to electron addition to level-1, and hence shows up
- ' ; T in viaD itation aEp(2,0) — Ep(1,0) =
[, dwDji(w) = 13443 (interleaved NRG/'z-averaging’ Tagain viaDy(w)) as an excitation £0(2,0) — Eo(1,0)

e bei dqf iimal calculational & +U; thus lying atéd = @, = & +U = +3 as seen in the
also being usedlor optima’ calculationa accuracy). . figure. The second excitation corresponds to addition tellev
As in sec[Ill we consider explicitli, = V1; for which

Ty = (ean. ), with these spectrum thus given (ea (1) ang thus corresponcs (1.1 o 1.0). Since there are
by: two distinct (11) dot states — triplet and singlet — two such
excitations in principle arise; separated in ener nd
Dee(w) = % [Dll(w) + Da22(w) + 2D12(w)] (41) occurring ath)p: &')Tp: &+ U’ — %E)J”H (for triplet (E};_])Ih)))gnd
Fig.[@ shows an ‘all scales’ overview off Dee(w) vs = @ = @s =& +U’+ 3, for the singlet. As evident from the
w/T, forfixedU = 20,U’ =7 andJy = 2 (as in fig[B for ther-  figure, coupling to the leads in practice blurs these exoitat
modynamics), taking a vertical cut through {xey)-phase di-  so that only a single spectral feature is seen.

where the 2< 2 matrix F'(w) has elements

agram: the energy of level-1 is fixedat= —%U -U'=-17 On decreasing, from +1 the &g/t excitations (which as
(i.,e. x=0), and&, is progressively decreased through theabove depend og&) decrease, and become comparable in en-
Fermi liquid phase towards the transitich{= —6.536...). ergy to thed, (= +3) excitation; so that as seen in fig. 8 the

The most important spectral feature is of course the cleahigh-energy addition excitations in practice merge to anfor
Kondo resonance straddling the Fermi level. We consider ia single peak, which on decreasigigthrough the FL phase
below, but first comment on the qualitative origin of the high moves towards — but does not reach — the Fermi level. In-
energy spectral features, evident most clearly in the taree stead, the single-particle spectrum in the immediate iicin
rowed peaks shown in fifj] 8 f@& = +1. The corresponding of the Fermileveko = 0 is naturally dominated by the narrow
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FIG. 9: For same parameters as fi§). 8, showing a close-up of the
Kondo resonance on approaching the transitiorégat= —6.536.)  FIG. 10: USC phase. For same parameters as|fifj$. (878D &(w)
from the FL side: 2T Dee(w) Vs w/T for & = —6.1 (solid line) and ~ VS @/T for & = —7 (short dash line)--10 (dashed) and the center
—6.2 (long dash). The Kondo resonance collapses ‘on the sptiteas  ©f the USC phasé&, = —17 (p-h symmetric point, solid line). The
QPT is approached and the Kondo schte— 0. The short dashed Kondo resonance which develops here is that for a spin-1 &ond
line shows the spectrum fdk — —6.54 on just entering the USC Model?; see also seE-VIA (fig.13).
phase; it is featureless on these scales, with no Kondo aesen
Inset: Scaling of the Kondo resonance on approaching the QPT from
the FL side. Both FL spectra in the main figure collapse towarsal ~ towards the center of the USC phase at fhb-symmetric
scaling resonance as a functionwfTk (their individual Tk s differ point& = —17. The origin of this behavior is readily guessed
by more than an order of magnitude). from nimp vs & (fig. 3 inset). For although the transition it-
self corresponds to a ‘mixed valent,, ~ 1.4, on entering
the USC phas@imp increases quite rapidly; such that even
low-energy Kondo resonance evident in [iy. 8. by & = —10, nimp is close to 2. Here one expects the sys-
The evolution of the Kondo resonance itself is shown intem at low energies to be described asymptotically by a $pin-
close-up in figlP. A, — &+ from the FL side, it narrows Kondo model, and hence the second Kondo resonance to be of
progressively — reflecting the incipient vanishing of thentlo  that ilk. This is indeed so; we discuss it further in the cante
scaleTk known from thermodynamics (sdc.lll, fig&l(B,4)) — of fig.[13 below. High-energy spectral features in this regim
and collapses ‘on the spot’ at the transition itself, whgge are also naturally interpretable in terms of single-etatex-
vanishes. As a corollary, in the USC phase just on the othegitations to/from the (11) triplet ground state of the isolated
side of the transition the Kondo resonance is simply absen€lot; €g. at thep-h symmetric point, all addition/removal ex-
as seen in fig]9 (fof, = —6.54) where the USC spectrum Ccitations to/from both levels 1 and 2 have the same magni-
is constant on the lowd = w/T scales shown. The inset to tude, |& + U’ — 34|, giving rise to the symmetrically dis-
fig.[d also shows this USC spectrum on an ‘all scales’ levelposed Hubbard satellites [@| ~ 10.5 seen in figl_T0.
showing that while the Kondo resonance is absent here, the Finally and importantly, figl 11 verifies the predictions of
high-energy features discussed above evolve in a smooth wagc.LIV.Q for the behavior of the zero-bias conductance on
from those arising in the FL phase. crossing the QPT. The Fermi level spectruni Dee(0) Vs &
Since the Kondo scaldk vanishes as the QPT is ap- is.shown in bqth phases, qnd compared explicitly to e@]\ (38)
proached from the FL side, one expects the Kondo resonand¥th Nimp obtained from an independent thermodynamic NRG
to exhibit universal scaling in terms of it. Thatthisis sséen  calculation; the agreement being excellent.
in fig.[d (inset), where both FL spectra shown in the main fig-
ure collapse to a universal scaling form as a functiowgfk .
Note also that while we have scaled the spectra here in terms
of Tk obtained fronSmp(T) (as in sed.1ll), we could equally
have defined spectrally —e.g. via the width of the Kondo In the example considered above the QPT is associated with
resonance — and likewise obtained universal scaling behavi @ collapsing Kondoesonancein the FL phase; and hence nat-
The essential point is simply that there is only one vanishurally with adecrease in the zero-bias conductance on cross-
ing low-energy scale as the QPT is approached, and differefiftg into the USC phase. From eqf.]38), the latter behav-
practical definitions of it are all fundamentally equivalen ior is generic providedimp at the transition lies in the in-
The subsequent evolution of the spectrum in the USC phasérval nimp € [3,3] (by symmetry eqn[{14) we can consider
is shown in figID. Not far into the USC phase € —7), the  Nimp € [0, 2] rather than the full rangi®, 4)). If howevem;m,, at
spectrum lacks a Kondo resonance, as above. However on fuhe QPT lies in the ranq% 2] or |0, %], then eqn[(38) predicts
ther decreasing, a second Kondo resonance straddling thegenerically anincrease in the conductance on crossing from
Fermi level is seen to arise. It is in fact well developed al-the FL to the USC phase. One might thus intuitively expect
ready byg, = —10, and narrows progressivelygsdecreases such behavior to be associated with a vanishing Koaito

A. Kondo antiresonances
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1.0 indeed contains a Kondo antiresonance in the FL phase, here
with 2rT Dee(w = 0) = 0 throughout. This antiresonance like-
08 wise vanishes on the spot as the transition is approached and
s the Kondo scalélx — 0; and as it does so exhibits scaling
\é 0.6 | as a function ofw/Tk (fig.[12 right inset), the low-frequency
a) spectral behavior being® Dee(w) O (w/ Tk )2, symptomatic
‘' ooal of a normal Fermi liquid.
o ! Note that the general predictions of ded. IV are neatly exem-
0.2 | § 1 plified by the above results: sinog,, = 2 everywhere along
} they = —xline, eqns.[(25.38) yield7Z Dee(0) = 1 in the USC
0.0 1'5 1'0 : '5 ;) '5 1'0 phase_ and 0 in the FL phase (as confirmed b_y direct calcula-
g tion, figs. [TA,IB)); and hence that the zero-bias condeetan

G¢(T = 0)/Gp in this case increases by precisely the conduc-
tance quantume /h on crossing the QPT into the USC phase.

Fig.[I3 continues fid. 12 into the USC phase, showing the
ee-spectra fory= 5,3 and 0. As for its counterpart in fig.
parameters as fig€](§=110)). Crosses showuhe 0 spectra deter- L0, the Kondo resonance which develops in the USC phase
mined from NRG, while solid lines show $itZnimp) (in FL phase) IS that for a spin-1 Kong)lmoq%i As shown in Appendix
and cod(Znimp) (in USC phase) withy, obtained from a thermo- A, its low-energy scaldy varies wlth the bare interaction
dynamic NRG calculation; verifying the predictions of e@8). At ~ parameters as (modulo an immaterial prefactor)
the QPT,nimp = 1.43, whence the spectrum/conductance decreases

U+132-¢
M ) (42)

FIG. 11: 21 Dee(w = 0) (equivalently the zero-bias conductance,
see eqns[(A5.88yk &, in both phases on either side of the Kostelitz-
Thouless transition (dashed vertical lin€at= —6.536.., same bare

discontinuously on crossing from the FL to the USC phagg, it-

self evolving continuously (fig.l3 inset). TKS:1 0 exp(—7—T

8 U+ 334
150 1.0 1.0 Hence on decreasing through the USC phase, the Kondo
125 resonance becomes increasingly narro&st decreases to-
wards its smallest (but non-zero) value occurring at ke
7z 100 symmetric pointy= 0 (= X); and as shown in fig. 13, univer-
< ) sal spectral scaling as a functione@f T,Z=1 thereby arises.
Qo 075 ; Fig.[13 (inset) also shows the clear cusp-like behavior®f th
= AN spin-1 Kondo resonance &s| — 0, known from study of the
N 050 AN spin-1 Kondo model itse# (with spectra inferred from thie
025 L { matrix of the Kondo model). This behavior is characteriefic
[ the singular Fermi liqui€® nature of the underscreened spin-
0.00 . . . b . . . 1 phase; specifically the weak ferromagnetic coupling of the
05 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0

20 -15 -10 residual spin% to the metallic lead, resulting in logarithmic

corrections to Fermi liquid behavior. Ago|/TZ" — 0 we
find

W/l
FIG. 12: 2 Dee(w) Vs w/I" along the liney = —x (for same in-
teraction parameters as figsl (84 11)), decreagingé; + %U +U’ b
through the QPT (af.= 6.36..) from the FL sidey > . Shown for 2M Dee(w=0) ~ 1 — ————cr
¥ = 6.55 (short dash) and.40 (long dash) in the FL phase, ape-" In (|°"|/TK )
6.30 (solid) just into the USC phase. A clear Kondo antiresoran
at the Fermi level in the FL phase is seen (withm Dee(0) = 0). It  (with b a constant), the leading logarithmic correction here
collapses ‘on the spot’ @i — 0 and the QPT is approached; and stemming from the leading low behavior of the self-
exhibits scaling as a function of/ T as it does sor{ght inset). Left energiestj(w) ~ 1/In2 |w|/TKS=1); and which form is in
inset: as main figure, on an expanderlT” scale. agreement with that of [21] for the spin-1 Kondo model itself

(43)

tiresonance as the transition is approached from the FL side.
That this indeed arisé3is illustrated in figCIR, where dy-

namics on the lings = —x are considered; along which, by

symmetry (eqn[(Z4)nimp = 2 regardless of phase (the spec-

B. They=xline

As considered in se€_1ITA in regard to thermodynamics,

tra are likewise readily shown to be symmetrizop For bare
interaction parametetrd = 20, U’ = 7 andJy = 2, we de-

the transition occurring along the lire = &; (i.,e y=x)is a
first order level-crossing transition, as permitted by syatrm

creasey/l =)y=&+ %U +U’ (eqn.[I1)) across the transi- forV, = V;. Here we consider the = &; line again, from the

tion occuring at the critical.= 6.36.., from the FL sidey >
¥c) to the USC phase. As shown in the main figlrg(w)

perspective of dynamics, and the resultant channel seijparab
ity arising in the ‘even/odd’ representation as now disedss
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FIG. 13: Continuing fig[_2 into the USC phase along the {ine
—X: 21 Dee(w) Vs w/T for § =5 (short dash), 3 (dash) and théh
symmetric poiny= 0 = X (solid). The Kondo resonance developing
in the USC phase is that for the spin-1 Kondo mé&ednd {nset) the
three spectra in the main figure show low-energy universdiragas

a function ofw/ T2~ with T,Z=1 the spin-1 Kondo scale (see text).

1. Even/odd basis

In previous sections the elements of the Green function ma-
trix G(w) have been considered as the propagators for the dot

levels,viz. Gjj(w) with i,j € {1,2}. Equally, one can take
even/odd combinations of the dot levelsz. deg = (dig +
dao)/v/2 anddog = (dis — das)/v/2, and consideG(w) in
ane/o representation; with elemer®, g (w) given explicitly
by Ges(w) = 3[Gu1(w) +Ga2(w) +2G12(w)], With Geo (W) =
%[Gll(w) — Go2(w)] (= Gee(w)) for the off-diagonal ele-

ments. Fore, # & in general, there is no particular advan-

tage in working with thes/o representation. However along

the lineg, = €1 where levels 1 and 2 are equivalent by symme-

try, G11(w) = G22(w) and hence the off-diagon@k, (w) = 0.
G(w) in thee/orepresentation is then purely diagonal &bir
w, with elements:

Gee(w) = Gi(w) + Giz(w) (44)

Using eqns[(22.2B.21), one obtains
Gee(®) = [W" —&—2I () — Zeo(w)] (45a)
Goo(®) = [0 —&—Zoo(w)] " (45b)

wheree = g1 = & denotes the common level energy, the hy-

bridization function is (w) (= Tij(w), eqn. [20) withV, =
Vi), and theee/ 00 self-energies are given simply by:
Zee(w) = le(w) + Zlg(w)

00

(46)
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Since G(w) is diagonal in thee/o representation,
delG(w) = Gee(W)Goo(w), and hence from eqn[(BO) the
static phase shiid is separable inte ando channels,

5= &+ 6.

A short calculation using eqrl_{80) (together wikh, (w =
0) = 0 from eqn.[(Zb)) then gives

(47)

O = arctan(i—[) (48a)

e

& = arctan(0—+) =
&

where eachd, € [0,71, T (="' (w = 0)) is the usual hy-
bridization strength (eqn1(9)), ar{u) is the unit step func-
tion. Theg, denote the renormalizegio levels, given by ¢f

eqn. [21))

mo(—¢g;) (48b)

& = £+354(0) (49)
with €} = € (x) such that} (x) = —¢&; (—X) (via ap-h trans-
formation, sed ITA). Likewise, considerirdn Gqq (w)/dw
and repeating the calculation leading to efnl (31), gives

Oy = gnimp,a + |€ (50)
where €f eqn. [32))
0
19 = Im/ dw %Gaa(w) (51)

is a Luttinger integral for channel = e or o (with 17 = 7 (x)
such that” (x) = —17(—x) under inversion); andimp, o is the
excess impurity charge associated with chamngjiven by

ol (w)

0
Nimp,e 2%Im / dw Gee(w) {1—20—(‘)} (52a)

0
= 252m [ doGoo(w) (52b)

Nimp,0
such that the overatknp = Nimp e+ Nimp,o (€0N. [24)), and with
Nimp,a (X) = 2 — Nimp.a (—X). Since the behavior of relevant

guantities under inversion— —x is as specified above, we
can focusox= €+ %U +U’ > 0; and do so in the following.

2. Results

The chargesimp,« may be calculated directly from NRG.
Their evolution withx'= x/T"is illustrated in fig[Th (inset),
on decreasing = ¢/I" with U,U’, J fixed at the same values

used in fig[® for thermodynamics; the level-crossing transi
Notice from eqn.[(48b) that there is no direct hybridizationtion here occurring at.™= 12.26.. (§; = —4.73..). On cross-

(I (w)) contribution toGeo(w), reflecting the fact (seE1IMA)
that for &, = &; the o-orbital is not directly coupled to the
lead. In the non-interacting limit the-level is thus entirely
free, GO, (w) = [w' — €]7%; but in general the/e levels are

coupled via interactions, as embodiedig (w) # 0.

ing the transition from the FL sidex & X;) to the USC phase,
Nimp,0 iNcreases discontinuously from 0 — found to be its value
for all X > X — t0 Nimpo = 1, which constant value is like-
wise found throughout the USC phase<X.. For thee

channel by contrastmp e is not fixed in either phase; but it too
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100 = : ' ' ' ' ' eqn. [B5) in the diagonag/o representation]. The generic
80 |- L0 1 %-dependence &} = €} /T is illustrated in fig[IX. It evolves
! S R continuously for alk™ 0 (the divergence on approaching the
60 03 use | i p-h symmetric poinx= 0 at the center of the USC phase re-
ox 40 0.0 S flects via eqn.[(34) the fact th&y(0) — —1F asx — 0%).
?0 20| o 5 10 15 20 25 In particular, in the USC phaseOX < X, the renormalized
; F levelel < 0, while forx> X in the FL phaseg; > 0; the level
O B . vanishing linearly as the QPT is crossed,
20r : i g "X x—x. =e—¢. (55)
-40 ! g
: ' : : l : ' : And for large enougli >> 1, where both the ando levels are
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 . . . . . .
= in practice empty and interaction effects embodiedjnare

thus irrelevantg} — € (the ‘bare’ level energy, see eqh.149)).

FIG. 14: Renormalized odd leve} /I (eqns. [ABBA)s X — x/T — The above results then enable thehannel Luttinger inte-

€ C 3 2 X ) .
£+ 10+’ (for fixed U — 20U’ — 7 andJy — 2). The level- 9710 (ean. [51)) to be deduced. Sineg <0 [> 0] in the
crossing transition ax.— 12.26.. is marked by an arrowg; ~  USC [FL] phase, eqnl(48b) gives a phase shjft- rrin the
X—Xc = £ — & vanishes linearly as the transition is approached,USC phase 6 X < X, andd = 0 in the FL phase> .
Inset: Behavior offimp,o (solid line) andnimp e (dashed) on cross- Combining this with eqn(83) fonimp,o, the Luttinger inte-
ing from the FL phasex(> %) to the USC phase. Both jump dis- grall® = d — Znimp,o (eqn. [5D)) follows directly as
continuously on crossing the transition Fk. USC, nimp o upwards

from 0 to 1 andhjy,p e downwards as indicated; such that the overall ||? =0 D FL, X> % (56a)
Nimp = N +n increases as shown in fld. 6 (top inset). T .
imp = Nimp,o T Nimp,e (top ) _ z © USC, 0< %< % (56b)

jumps discontinuouslylecreasing as the FLsUSC transition which result we have also verified by direct computation of

. . . - . 0 i

is crossed. The latter behavior is physically natural, esinc Il ngltfh:gghﬂﬂgél by contrast, direct calculationlBfgives

the piling of charge into the-orbital which accompanies the 1°— 0in both the FL yh d h USC bh 8

transition increases Coulomb repulsions with electrortén 'L = 0 In both the FL phasand the phase,

e-orbital, which the concomitant reduction impe acts to e — 0 - EL and USC (57)
offset. The two effects do not however cancel, the overall L '

Nimp = Nimp.o + Nimp.e (Shown in fig[®, top inset) increasing as The total Luttinger integral, = 1° + 1€ thus vanishes as re-
the transition is crossed. The behavior just describedds-re  qyire644throughout the FL phase: while for the USC phase
lent of, but distinct from, that occurring in the non-intetiag  eqns, [565.57) agree as they must with the general result eqn
limit discussed in se¢. TITA; where at the transition, inttha (373 forl, (x.y) (which is not confined to the= xline). Note

case occuring foé; = 0, Nimp,o jumps discontinuously from 0 further, using eqnl{87), that eqns._(#8&,50) give
to 2 but with no concomitant change fip e since there are

no interactions present. Moreover since the transitiopieg & =2r tan(’—ZT [1_ nimp,eD * FL and USC (58)
ically accompanied by occupancy of tbeorbital, one intu-
itively expects the requisite critica}, for the transition with  independently of the phase (as again verified by separate cal
interactions present to be reduced below its non-intergcti culation of &} andnimpe). From thex‘dependence afiimpe
counterpart; = 0, in order to offset the increased interac- illustrated in fig[I# (inset), eqri_{58) shows tlEgtprogres-
tions; as indeed is found. We also add that the behavior founsively decreases asis decreased through the FL phase, in-
is not specfic to the interaction parameters used for ibustr creases discontinuously as the-FUSC transition is crossed,
tion; in particular that and in the USC phase decreases monotonically ssde-
creased towards theh symmetric poink= 0, wherenjmp e =

2

Nimpo = O tFL X>X (53a) 1 and hence; =0 (and withe; (x) for X < 0 following from
-1 © USC % < % (53b)  the symmetngg (x) = —&¢ (—X)). _ _

As a brief illustration of single-particle dynamics alotgt

is found to occur ubiquitously. y = x line, fig.[IT5 shows the evolution of theorbital spec-

We consider now the static renormalized levels, calculabld'um Doo() = — IMGoo(w) on decreasing through the FL
from eqn. [@9); or, foe;:, equivalently from phase (main panel), across the transition and into the USC

phase (right inset). In the vicinity of the QPT coming from
et — £ (54) the FL side, a strong low-frequency spectral resonance (for
;=

w > 0) is seen to develop; becoming a pole at the Fermi level
precisely at the transition, and crossing smoothlydec 0
whereFgo(w) = Fi1(w) — Fio(w) (with FR(w) its real part),  in the USC phase. The position of the resonance tracks the
and theF;(w) are given by eqn[{40) and calculated directly vanishing renormalized levef; (eqn. [55)), thew = 0 pole

via NRG [eqn. [(B#) follows from eqn[(%#9) together with at the transition reflecting = 0 (from eqn. [(45b), using

1+ FR(w=0)
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FIG. 15: o-orbital spectrunt Doo(w) vs w/I" on decreasing = x/I"
in the FL phase (for same interaction parameters aEflg. 14,thé
critical X; = 12.26..). Shown forX’= 1817,16,15,14,13 and 15
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phase’; while the latter, extending over a narroy range,
is interpreted! as the ‘triplet phase’ife. the USC phase).
In considering theoretically the conductance,

Gc(T,VstO) "o —(9f(w)

NG = /de 2 o Des(w)  (59)
is exact’ at zero-bias (as before we consider explicityy=
Vi), with Dee(w) the spectrum at the temperature of interest.
At finite bias by contrast, nothing exact can be said with the
methods at hand. To treat approximately = 0 we neglect
explicit dependence of the self-energiesfgg With this stan-
dard approximatio®. = G¢(T, Vsg) is readily shown to be

Ge(T, Ved) 1/~°° o [—de(w)+—de(w)

(2e2/h)Gy ~ 2 ow dw

27 Dee(w)
(60)

wheref,(w) = f(w+ %evsd) for leadv = R/L respectively

(f(w) = [T +1]71). ForVsg= 0, eqn.[BD) reduces cor-

(fromright to left). Right inset: as main figure, butin the USC phase rectly to eqn.[(5B); while foll = 0 it yields

for X =12 (dotted line), 7 (dashed) and at thén symmetric point

£ = 0 (solid). Theo-spectrum evolves continuously as the transition G¢(T = 0, Vsg)

is crossed, a pole occuring at the Fermi level preciselyatrdmsi-
tion whereg vanishes.Left inset: e-orbital spectrum & Dee(w) VS
w/T just on either side of the QPT, far= 12261351440 in the FL

phase (solid line) and= 12.261351420 in the USC phase (dashed).

Here the entire spectrum changes abruptly on crossingdhsition.

Too(w = 0) = 2R (0) together with eqn[{49), the Fermi level

spectrum is given generally Byq0(w = 0) = 5(&3)). In the
vicinity of the transition, the renormalized le\glis the coun-
terpart of the low-energy scalg introduced in sed_IITA in
respect of thermodynamics (seg. fig. [6); T. and & both
vanishing linearly as the transition is approached, androbn

ling the low-energy behavior of appropriate thermodynamic

and single-particle dynamics respectively.

We also add that, as expected on physical grounds, the
vanishingo-orbital renormalized level does not show up in

the corresponding-channel spectruec(w), which as illus-
trated in fig[Ih (left inset) changes in a wholly discontinso

~ 7 [Dee(w = 36Vsq) + Dee(@ = — V)]

(61)
in terms of theT = 0 spectra. In the above we have taken
a symmetric voltage split between tRéL leads. From eqn.
(60) this givesG(T,Vsd) = G¢(T, —Vsd), Which symmetry is
rather well satisfied in experiment (fig. 1L, [11]).

Under application of a gate voltage, the level eneggi/l
AVy, and one expects the level spacihg= &, — £; to be es-
sentially fixed’. The experimental ‘trajectory’ in the{, &)
(or (x,y)) plane upon varying\Vy is then as indicated schemat-
ically in fig. (a), viz y=x+A¢c (i.e. & = & +A¢g). In
this regard an interesting symmetry arises. Indicatindiexp
itly the x,y dependence dDe(w) = Dee(w; X, Y), it is readily
shown that under thp-h and 1-2 transformations of séc. 11 A,
ee(W; X, Y) = Dee(—w; —Y, —X). Employing this in eqn[{80),
noting that[d f_ (w)/dw+ d fr(w)/dw] is even inw, gives

(2¢2/h)Go

Ge(T, Vs X,Y) = Ge(T, Vsd; —Y, —X) (62)

fashion on crossing the transition; commensurate withrihe i for the conductanc& (T, Vsg) = Ge(T,Vsg X,y). That is,

herently first-order nature of the transition alongyhkexline.

VI. EXPERIMENT

We now consider the experiments of Koganall! on a
GaAs-based single-electron transistor at low temperdiUre

the conductance is symmetric under reflection about the line

y = —x. Now the ‘trajectory’y = x + A¢ is perpendicu-
lar to the liney = —x, and intersects it fox = —%Ae, i.e.
(sincex = & + U +U’) for & = —1Ae — U —U' = e .

Since the phase boundaries are also symmetric under reflec-
tion about the lingy = —x (figs. (2[AY)), this value; = &1 m
— and hence the corresponditygm (&1 U AVg) — is thus

embodied in the differential conductance as a function & ga the midpoint of the triplet phase; such that the conductance
voltageAVy (measured relative to a reference voltage), andshould be an even function @ — &, m, or equivalently of
also the bias (or source-drain) voltagg. Onvaryingthe gate Avy — AV . This symmetry is quite well satisfied in ex-
voltage, the resultant conductance maps shegin fig. 1 of ~ periment (and is of course obeyed precisely in the theoreti-
[11] (see also the theoretical fig.]16 below) show clear zeroeal results). FiglI6 (middle panel) shows the experimental
bias Kondo peaks arising in the centersadfacent Coulomb  zero-bias conductant&?® (crosses) as a function éivg (in
blockade valleys; one valley thus being associated withd@in o mV), together with corresponding theoretical results (as d
number of dot electrons and the other with an even numbetailed below). The midpoint of the triplet (T) phase is réyadi
The former valley, which extends over a relatively witéé;  identified as\Vygm = —10 mV, about which the experimental
range, is naturally interpretébias the normal FL, or ‘singlet conductance is indeed seen to be quite symmetric. And the
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FIG. 16: Middle panel: Experimental zero-bias conductaht4®
(crossesys AVg (in mV). Theoretical results obtained as described
in text are also shown, foF /I = 0 (solid line), 5x 102 (long dash)
and 1072 (short dash); foF = 0.5meV these correspond respectively

to T =0, 30mK and 60mK. The positions of the theoretical phase2CCOr

boundaries T = 0) between the USC triplet (T) and Fermi liquid
singlet (S) phases are as indicatégpper panel: Kondo scales de-
termined as in se€_]Il, and shown as (®g/I") vs AVy (for the T
phase,Tx = TKS:1). Bottom panel: Theoretical differential conduc-
tance map in theVgg, AVg)-plane, with the grey-scale code indicated
(in units of 22/h). Shown forT = 30mK, choosing” = 0.5meV
(see text). The experimental counterpart is shown in fig [L3j

experimental conductance map shown in fig. 1 of [1]fig.
[18 bottom panel) is also clearly rather symmetric aldytm.

To compare directly to experiment we must specify the di-

mensionless interactiotk U’, Jy (eqn. [I0)) AZ = Ag /T, the
relation betwee#; = &,/ andAVy, and finally the hybridiza-
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plain experiment on the assumptibn = U was found to be
successful, even qualitatively, on varying the bare patarae
The main reason (as evident from inspectim of fig. [2(c)
or fig.[3 (top, (c)) is that the resultant width of the T phase (i
£ or AVg) is much too large compared to that of the singlet
(S) phase, and as such not qualitatively consistent witlerexp
ianentl—1 (fig.[I8). For the results shown here we have used
U’ = 6 = U/2 (although tolerable variations from this value
give comparable agreement with experiment).

From the discussion above, the relation betwA¥g and
& is of form AVy = c[&1 — & m] +AVgm Where the propor-
tionality constantc is to be determined (as aboulyym =
—10mV andé, m = —3A& — 10 —U"). For a chosen set of

U,U", Jy, A%, the theoretical zero-bias conductancd at 0

is calculated from eqn[(59) as a function@f It is then
scaled onto the experimental results shown in[fig. 16 (mid-
dle), over theAVy range above- 35— 40mV. We choose this
range because here the system is beginning the approaeh to th
‘empty orbital’ regime ofimp < 1, where one does not expect
any appreciabl@ -dependence to the conductance [the exper-
imental T is not known with certainf§f, for although the ex-
periments were performed at the refrigerator base temyerat
of ~ 12mK, the electron temperatufg, was not determined;
although it is believed to bg 40mK#€]. With this procedure
we determine the constaatwhich is then fixed and used for
all AVy (andT); as well as the dimensionless const&gtre-
flecting (secll) the relative asymmetry in tunnel coupling
the leads (from scaling the vertical axis in fig] 16, and Iegdi

to Gg ~ 0.8 — as is obviously reasonable even from cursory
inspection of the experimental data).

In comparing to experiment, an obvious key element is the
relative widths (iné; or AVy) of the S and T phases, the for-
mer being considerably wider than the latter in experiment.
This we naturally find to be influenced significantly by the ex-
changely (and to a lesser extent BE), which is optimised
dingly. For the results shown here, we fipd= —0.5
to be optimal. Its magnitude is small, as expected, although
its sign is antiferromagnetic. This is not however unreason
able, for on coupling to the leads as mentioned in Bek. Il
an AFbare Jy still generates an effective ferromagnetic spin-
coupling via an RKKY interaction (as evident in the very ex-
istence of the USC triplet phase for weakly AF bdge and
which effect is in fact largest for the ca¥g= V1, we consider
explicitly).

With the above we calculate thie = 0 zero-bias conduc-
tance, shown in the middle panel (solid line) of fig] 16 for
U =12 U’ = 6,A¢ = 4.5, J4 = —0.5, with the two T/S phase
boundaries indicated in the figure. The T phase, symmetri-
cally disposed about the midpoit/gm = —10mV, occurs
in the interval—13.45mV < AVy < —6.55mV (correspond-

tion strength. This is obviously a large parameter space, andng to —15.2 < & < —13.3); with ninp at the phase bound-
our intent here is simply to employ what we regard as a reaaries ofnimp = 1.87 (upper boundary #Vy = —6.55mV) and

sonable set of ‘bare’ parameters. For a typical dot theivelat
hierarchy of energies satisfes)| < A& < U; with which
the specific parameters we use here conduf,= 0.5,A¢ =
4.5 andU = 12 (and withU andAZ in excess of unity, con-
sistent with the occurrence of charge quantization towtrels

Nimp = 4 — 1.87= 2.13 (lower boundary), such that in accor-

dance with eqn[{38) of selc. M C the zero-bias conductance

increases on crossing from the S (FL) to the T (USC) phase.
The resultant Kondo scales as a functiod\uf, are shown

in the top panel of fig. 16 (obtained as specified in[sek. I, an

centers of the Coulomb blockade valleys). No attempt to exwith Tx = TKS':1 for the T phase). Sinc& vanishes as the
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QPT is approached from the S (FL) side, finite-temperature 0.8 - .
effects will obviously be most significant in the vicinity of 07
the transition. Figl_1l6 thus shows the zero-bias conduetanc
at two non-zero temperatureég/I" = 0.005 and 001. While
there is not much net difference between the two, each has the
effect of significantly increasing the conductance in thens 0.4
ity of the transition, and leads to what we regard as rathedgo 03 k-
overall agreement with experiment. Over the@ange shown
the conductance ‘inside’ the T phase does not erode asyapidl
as one might like, reflecting the fact tHii = T2~ therein is

in excess of th&'s shown; although one could likely improve
on this with a bare parameter set for whigf! inside the T . . .
phase is somewhat smaller. The temperature range corgidere
here is also entirely reasonable in relation to the exparime
tal T discussed abowé® with I = 0.5meV (as employed
below) the temperatures shown corresponid te 30mK and
60mK respectively.

0.6
0.5

G,/2e*nt

0.2

A. Conductance maps

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

The bare parameters specified above are fixed. Using eqn. Vsg /mV
(60) the differential conductance, as a function of gatd
bias voltages, may now be calculated and compared to eX:!G. 17: Top panel: Vss-dependence of conductance, taking cuts
periment. For this we must finally specify the hybridization through the conductance map of fig.] 16 (bottom) for a sequence
strength’™; in the following we takd™ = 0.5meV (noting that of different fl).(ed gate voltagesAVy = —10mV (midpoint of the T
comparison to experiment is not critically dependent os thi phase, sold line), anlvg/mV = —6 (long dash),5 (short dash),

. - : . —3 (point dash) and-2 (dotted), on moving into and through the S
choice, with values in the range 0.3 — 0.6meV being found phase. A clear antiresonance develops in the S phase, asshsdin

quite acceptable). The resultant differential conduatan@p eyt The peaks in the conductance, symmetrical aligyt O, lie at
for T = 30mK is shown in figLI6 (bottom panel), and is in the center of the ridges seen in the conductance map.

rather good agreement with the experimental results regort Bottom panel: Focus on théVy = —3mV case. Solid line: conduc-
in fig. 1 of [11]. tance as in top panel. Long dash: corresponding 0 conductance,

In addition to the clear zero-bias Kondo ridges associategroportional toDee(w = +3€Vsq) + Dee(w = — 36Vsg)]. Short dash:
with both the T and S phases, the conductance map shovesntribution fromDee(w = +3€Vsg) alone, showing a clear Kondo
other features noted in experim&htin particular, looking at ~ antiresonance in the single-particle spectrum itself.
the far left side of the conductance plot, one sees two dark
‘ridges’ positioned symmetrically aroungq = 0. AsAVy is
increased the two ridges move together, until they merge tantiresonance in the conductance is seen to develop, just se
form the zero-bias Kondo ridge associated with the T phasding in by AVy = —6mV and deepening progressively &g,

The latter persists for a range &Y, and then the two ridges is increased in the S phase toward3mV (then naturally dis-
separate again (the pattern being in other words symmktricappearing as one gets considerably further into the S phase,
aboutAVym = —10mV, for the reasons explained following as illustrated by thé&Vy = +2mV example). And the peaks
eqn. [62)). The obvious question arises as to the origin ofn these conductance profiles, symmetrically disposed tabou
these ‘ridges’, which we now consider. Vsg= 0, lie at the center of the ridges in the conductance map.

As seen in fig[l6, thd = 0 zero-bias conductance in-  To show that the above behavior indeed reflects a Kondo
creases on passing from the S (FL) to the T (USC) phase; arahtiresonance in the single-particle spectrum itself, ibe
in sec[VA we showed that such behavior was indicative otom panel in fig[l7 focusses on th¥y = —3mV example.

a vanishing Kondo antiresonance in the single-particle-spe The solid line again gives the conductance shown in the top
trum, as the transition is approached from the S side. Thipanel; while the long dash line shows the correspondiag0

is the origin of the ridges seen in the conductance maps, aonductance obtained from eqn.}(61), and thus being propor-
now shown by considering cuts through the conductance magonal to [Dee(w = +%eVsd) + Dee(w = —%eVsd)]. The lat-

of fig.[18, for a sequence of different fixed gate voltag¥g.  ter clearly captures well the former (the differences redtyr

The top panel in figl 17 accordingly shows the conductancéeing due to thermal smearing). Because the conductance is
vs bias voltageVsq, for five different values of\Vy: —10mV  proportional to thesymmetrized spectra atw = i%evsd, itis

(at the midpoint of the T phase), ad¥y = —6,—5,—3 and  nota priori clear that the single-particle spectrum itself con-
+2 mV as one moves into the S phase (whicl at 0 occurs  tains a Kondo antiresonance. That it does, however, is seen
for AVy > —6.5mV). ForAVy = —10mV the conductance nat- from short-dash line in fig.17(bottom), which shows the con-
urally peaks a¥/sq = 0. But on entering the S phase a cleartribution fromDec(w = +%eVsd) itself, seen to contain a clear
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rich and varied; and our aim has been to obtain a unified
understanding of the problem for essentially arbitrary dot
charge/occupancy. Excepting points of high symmetry where
first order level-crossing transitions arise, associatezhtym
phase transitions are of Kosterlitz-Thouless type, evidea
vanishing Kondo scale as the transition to the underscteene
spin-1 phase is approached from the Fermi liquid side; and
manifest in particular by a discontinuous jump in the zeiasb
conductance as the transition is crossed, which we havershow
can be understood here from an underlying Friedel-Luttinge
sum rule. We add in fact that an abrupt conductance change
10 0 10 20 30 40 50 appears to be a general signature of a KT transition, such be-
AVy /mV havior arising generally not only in the present model, ad a
in capacitively coupled 2-channel quantum dots which exhib

FIG. 18: As discussed in text, differential conductance rimagne @ KT transition from a charge-Kondo Fermi liquid state (with
(Vsg, AVg)-plane; shown foiT = 30mK with the same bare param- & quenched charge pseudospin) to a non-Fermi liquid, doubly
eters as figs[{AB-17), except for a slight changdiin In this case ~ degenerate ‘charge-ordered’ piseand in the problem of
no S/T transition occurs, the system remaining throughothé S spinless, capacitively coupled metallic islands/larges dtose
phase. The zero-bias Kondo ridge associated with the T ihéfsés  to a degeneracy point betwelrandN + 1 electron states, de-
absent, and instead a zero-bias conductance antiresopensiets. scribed by two Ising-coupled Kondo impuritfs
Several issues naturally remain to be addressed. We believe
for example that the generalization of Luttinger’s theotem
Kondo antiresonance centered on the Fermi level. We add toe singular Fermi liquid USC phase (Sec.1V B) is significant
that, since the peaks/ridges in the conductance stem frem thand raises important basic questions (such as why, and what
‘peaks’ inherent to the Kondo antiresonancedig, they are  fundamentally does it reflect?). While we do not doubt its
obviously not interpretable in terms of isolated dot states  validity, we have however demonstrated it only numerigally
Finally, the zero-bias Kondo ridge in the conductance magand a proper analytical understanding of the result is obvi-
— formed as described above on merging of\e# 0 con-  ously desirable. In this work we have also considered the
ductance ridges, and concomitant vanishing of a conduetangystem in the absence of an applied magnetic figldnter-
antiresonance (as in fif.117 top) — reflects of course the exesting physics arises also Br- 0 (seee.q. [22]), where the
istence of the T (USC) phase, and hence a transition to iinderlying quantum phase transitions are naturally sndeare
from the S (FL) phase. However one can readily envisagénto crossovers. In fact, for the USC phase the limits of zero
a situation where the underlying bare parameters of the sydield andB — 0+ are different forT = 0, reflecting the to-
tem/device are slightly different, such that on ramping dow tal polarization of a free spin-1/2 (as for the USC fixed ppint
the gate voltage the resultant trajectpry x+Ac comes close  on application of even an infinitesimal field. We will turn in
to but ‘misses’ the S/T transition; the system as such alwaysubsequent work to the effects of magnetic fields upon single
remaining in a S phase (se@. fig.[2(a)). In this case no zero- particle dynamics and transport in the model.
bias Kondo ridge associated with the T phase can arise. In-
stead, from the discussion above, one might intuitivelyeexp
continued persistence of the conductance antiresonard®zon Acknowledgments
creasingAvg, with attendant finite-bias conductance ridges

which never quite merge together. That this indeed occurs e |nfy| discussions with L. Borda, F. Essler, D. Goldhaber-
is illustrated in fig[1B, where the conductance map (here foforgon, A. Kogan, A. Mitchell and M. Pustilnik are gratefull

T = 30mK) is shown for the same bare parameters as figs,cynowledged. Particular thanks are due to A. Kogan and D.
(L8[1T), except for a slight changedato —0.6 (the same be- G ghaber-Gordon for kindly providing us with their exper-

havior arising also on changiregg. AZ rather thank). And  jental data from[[11]. We thank the EPSRC for financial
the qualitative behavior seen here is indeed similar todhat support, under grant EP/D050952/1.

served in a second device, shown in fig. 3 of [11] (although in
this case we have not made a quantitative comparison).
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APPENDIX A: EFFECTIVE LOW-ENERGY MODELS

VIl CONCLUDING REMARKS We first sketch the derivation of the effective low-energy

model considered in seC B, spanned by thelfltriplet
As exemplars of multilevel quantum dot systems, we haveand (1, 1) singlet states of the isolated dot; with energies under
considered in this paper correlated two-level quantum,dotsp of Er = & + & + U’ — %JH andEs= & + &+ U’ + %JH
coupled in a 1-channel fashion to metallic leads. Thermorespectively. The local unity operator for the dot is
dynamics, single-particle dynamics and electronic trartsp R R R
properties show the physical behavior of the system to be 1=1r +1s (A1)
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with 17 = Y= |S=1,§)(S= 1,5/ in an obvious notation, where potential scattering contributions are omitted far-c
and likewisels = |0,0)(0,0|. These satisfy the following ity, and$, denotes the spin density of the conduction channel
identities in the local Hilbert space, at the dot. The direct exchange coupling between spins 1 and
N N - - 2 is found to be
Ir= 5%+ 31 Is = -5-% + 31, (A2
16y) = dn + 3 [3T00+3T(y) — 350 - 3%(y)] (A1)
as follows using; - % = (82 3) with S=%8+%.

Omitting for brevity the lead contributio, (eqn.(3)), the Wwhile the &(V?) antiferromagnetic exchange couplings be-

low-energy model is given e = Esis+Erir+H.2. The ~ tWeen spins 1 or 2 and the lead are given by

first two terms are simply the bare energies of the dot states; _ 17aqT T Sy 18
usmg eqns.[(ALA?) they may be written Bgls+ Erlr = Axy) = 3 [37)+IY) + (P - I)] - (A12a)
(Es+ 3ET)1+ (Er —Eg)81 -, or equivalently as-Ju51- S

on omitting the first (constant/common) term: b(X,y) = (Y. X). (A12b)
Het = — &% + |-“|éf2f) (A3) Using eqn.[(AD), these exchange couplings satisfy
Here H'? is the leading ¢'(V2)) contribution arising from Jxy) = J(=x-y) =12 (Al3a)
tunnel coupling to the leads (eghl (2) wih = Vi =V, here
denoted asl’), given from a SW transformatidhas I(xy) = 1(=x,—-y) = (VX (A13Db)
A =1 z 150/ [(Ea —Fio) T+ (Eg— |2|D)*l} H'i, by virtue of whichHer = Herr(x,y) in eqn. [AI0) satisfies
aB Heit(X,Y) = Hesf(—X,—y) (reflecting its symmetry under a

(A4) p-h transformation); while from eqn(AIRbHer(x,y) —
with a, 3 € {S T} (retardation effects are as usual neglected)Hef (Y, X) under the 1-2 transformation (eqi13)), as expected
In analyzing eqn(A4) one encounters the following ‘natu-on general grounds from séc. 1l A. These symmetries, and the

ral’ exchange couplingd” > 0, consequent invariance of the phase boundaries inxhg- (
plane to both inversion and reflection about the ne x,
79 — NV2 { 1 n 1 } (A5) are also naturally satisfied when potential scattering serm
: AES © AES omitted explicitly from eqn [(AT0), are included. By corgta

the apparent reflection symmetrisi(X,y) = Heftf(—X,y) =
(with N the number ok-states in the lead, such thd¥/? ~  Hgg(x, —y) which hold for eqn.[[AID) itself (via eqn{A9)),
0'(1)). Here theAE” > 0 denote electronemoval excitation  are not preserved when potential scattering is includediwh
energies from levell = 1 or 2, relative to thex = T or Sdot  is why the phase boundaries in fig. 7 are not invariant to re-
ground state, and th&E” > 0 correspondingly denote elec- flection about the lines= 0 andy = 0.

tron addition energies to levei relative to thea =T or S Along the linesy = £xin the , y) pIane it follows directly
ground statee.g. AE] = Ep(0,1) — Er or AEZ =Ep(1,2) —  from eqns.[[AIZB.AI3a) thah(x, £X) = Ji(x, +X), and hence
Esin the notation of se€IB. Denoting from eqns.[[AT28.A9)

Ar=3U+30  As=3U-33 (A6) DX EX) = h(x+x) = 237 (x), (A14)

these excitation energies are easily shown to be given by with I (x, £x) = Jy + [JT (x) — JS(x)] following similarly from
egn. [AT1). In consequence, as discussed insecl HB.is

AE{ = Ag —X AE{ = Ag +X (A7a) separable along the lings= +x, and first order level-crossing
transitions thus arise. Note incidentally that for givign<
AES = Ag —y AES = A +y (A7b) O, bothJT (x) andl (x,+x) increase on increasing| from 0,

both of which act (see eqr_{{17)) to favor the triplet phase;
where (eqn[(T1)x = & + %U +U y=6&+ 2U +U’. Hence consistent with the USC phase surviving fafr > 0 after it
from eqn. [AB), has been destroyed far= 0, as indeed found in fi] 7.
- P Finally, a byproduct of the above gives directly the pure
N =X J =3y (A8)  spin-1 Kondo model appro%gz'fg for ferromagnelic > 0
. ) ) deep in the USC spin-1 ph , where the (11) singlet
with J%(x) defined by: dot states are energetically irrelevant and only(thé) triplet
1 1 states need be retained. To this end simply project into the
= J%—=x)  (A9) triplet sector,Ax = 1rHeslr. Writing hi8 S+ 5% & =
3+ R)EL+ %) & +3(3 %) (51 - %) - &, recognising
Direct analysis of eqn[{A4) yields, after a standard if labo that 17(5; — &)1t = 0 and neglecting constants, eqn. (A10)
rious calculation, the effective low-energy model egn)(16 gives a spin-1 Kondo model

Her = Ji(x.y) 81-% + (xY) %% — 1(xy) &-% (A10) He = ItHerlt = & S'% (A15)

J9(x) = NV2

Ag — X * Aa +X
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whereS = iT(él +§2)1T is a pure spin-1 operator, add =  from which the self-energies are calculated directly (88c.
%(JH-JZ) is given from eqn [{AIR) by Combining eqn[(B4) with the Dyson equation also gi@s
G°(1 + F), so that eqn[{B4) may be written alternatively as
K = IT0+IT(y) (A16)
_ -1
with J7(x) given explicitly by eqn.[[AP). Along the lines Y(w) = F(w)[1+F(w)] *[G(w)] (B5)

y=+xin %articulalr, eqns.[(EllBMG) givé = 237 (x);
. " P 9
e pJk = 7M1V + 53u]/([U + 3du] —x°) with p here the  yhich we exploit to calculate the renormalized leggvhen

lead density of states per conduction orbital (such that  ~nsiderina dvnamics on t x line. ean. seC. VB).
mV2Np). From perturbative scalifghe spin-1 Kondo scale gy he= - ean-[5#) )

T8 follows asTS ~ Dexp(—1/pJk) (with the exponen- H is given explicitly for the E)rcisent pertzlem byAth? sep-
tial dependence as usual of the essence, and the prefaetor idfable sum (eqnlXLhh = U 3 A, A + p/nlnz —JH S-S
material), and eqn[{32) fofS thus results. From NRG The elements eqnl_(B3) df are thus linearly separable as
calculations we have confirmed explicitly that the depecden Fj = Fﬁ’ + FiLJ-’ + Fi} (in obvious notation), and are calculated
of TS1onU + %‘TH is indeed as predicted by eqh.{42). individually. Since each such term is a retarded correfatio
function, they are Lehmann resolvalfieand in consequence
satisfy sum rules. Writingsj(w) = Ff(w) — iR} (w) (with
APPENDI X B: SELF-ENERGIES the real/imaginary parts related by Hilbert transformafithe
general sum rule is
The key NRG method for calculating the self-erlé%'bss
readily extended to multilevel dots/impurities. With the ® de
interacting part of the dot Hamiltonian, equation of motion /
technique® are used to obtain the following basic equation
for the retarded propagatof&ij(w)}:

| R = ({4, ALd,}) (89)
where{,} denotes an anticommutator. Specifically, for the

W — V5 —Ti()) Gl () = & d_H]:df present problem in the absence of an applied magnetic field,
Z(( )31 =) G (@) = &+ {([do Hy J:djo)) it is readily shown that the diagonal-element sum rule is

(B1)
The sum is over the dot levels 1,2 here), and,| denotes © dw
a commutator. By definitiont; = 0 in the non-interacting / - Fi(w) = 3U(R) + U'(A) (B7)
limit; whence eqn[(Bl) is of form -
[Go(w)rlG(w) =1+ F(w) (B2) (wherei means the opposite level i while for the off-

diagonal elements:

with G°(w) the non-interacting propagator matrix and the el-

ements ofF' (w) given by: ® dw i
/ (@) 2 (U +204) (dl,d,) (B8a)

Fij(w) = (([dg.H id} ) (83) 0

— (-U'+3%) [ doDy(w)  (880)

Using the Dyson equation in the forf&° 1 = [G] 1+ X, -

eqn. [B2) gives directly eqr_(B9),
These sum rules provide a check on the accuracy of the NRG
Y(w) = F(w)[G(w)]? (B4)  calculations, and in practice are well satisfied.
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