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We study how bias and tunneling asymmetries affect nonlinear current through a quantum dot
with N discrete levels in the Fermi liquid regime, using an exact low-energy expansion of the current
derived up to terms of order V3 with respect to the bias voltage. The expansion coefficients are
described in terms of the phase shift, the linear susceptibilities, and the three-body correlation
functions, defined with respect to the equilibrium ground state of the Anderson impurity model.
In particular, the three-body correlations play an essential role in the order V3 term, and their
coupling to the nonlinear current depends crucially on the bias and tunnel asymmetries. The
number of independent components of the three-body correlation functions increases with N the
internal degrees of the quantum dots, and it gives a variety in the low-energy transport. We calculate
the correlation functions over a wide range of electron fillings of the Anderson impurity model with
the SU(V) internal symmetry, using the numerical renormalization group. We find that the order
V'3 nonlinear current through the SU(N) Kondo state, which occurs at electron fillings of 1 and
N — 1 for strong Coulomb interactions, significantly varies with the three-body contributions as
tunnel asymmetries increase. Furthermore, in the valence fluctuation regime toward the empty or
fully occupied impurity state, a sharp peak emerges in the coefficient of V3 current in the case at
which bias and tunneling asymmetries cooperatively enhance the charge transfer from one of the

electrodes.
I. INTRODUCTION

The ground state and low-lying excited states of
quantum-impurity systems [II, 2] such as dilute magnetic
alloys and quantum dots can be described as a local Fermi
liquid [3H7], in which localized electrons with discrete en-
ergies are strongly coupled to conductions electrons in
host metals or electrodes. These low-energy states con-
tinuously evolve as the occupation number of the dis-
cretized states varies, and various interesting phenomena
such as the Kondo effects and the valence fluctuations oc-
cur, depending on electron fillings and the configurations

After early observations of the Kondo effect in quan-
tum dots [TTHI7], universal Fermi-liquid behaviors were
explored through highly sensitive measurements [18-23]
and precise calculations [24H27]. Furthermore, various
kinds of internal degrees of freedom bring an interesting
variety to the Kondo effects in quantum dots, such as
the one with the SU(4) symmetry that can be realized
in multiorbital dots and in carbon-nanotube (CNT) dots
[28H44]. External magnetic fields also induce interesting
crossover phenomena, such as the one between the SU(4)
and SU(2) Kondo states observed in a CNT quantum dot

Recent development in the Fermi-liquid theory also re-
veals that the three-body correlations of electrons pass-
ing through the quantum dot play an essential role in the
next-leading order terms of the transport coefficients [49-
[53] when the system does not have both electron-hole and
time-reversal symmetries. This is because, in addition

to the well-studied damping of order w?, T2, and (eV')?,
quasiparticles of the local Fermi liquid capture the energy
shift of the same quadratic order which is induced by the
three-body correlations, at low but finite frequencies w,
temperatures T', and bias voltages eV/. The three-body
contributions have also been confirmed experimentally in
magnetoconductance and nonlinear thermocurrent spec-
troscopy measurements very recently [54, [55].

Here we focus on the effects of bias and tunneling
asymmetries on the nonlinear current I at low energies.
Specifically, we examine the bias asymmetry that can be
described by the parameter (uy + pr)/2 — Er, with ur,
and pp the chemical potentials of the source (L) and
drain (R) electrodes, applied such that eV = uy — pg,
and Fr the Fermi level at thermal equilibrium eV = 0.
The other one, tunneling asymmetry, occurs through the
difference between the tunnel couplings I';, and I' g for the
source and drain electrodes, respectively. In the previous
paper, we demonstrated how these asymmetries affect the
transport through a quantum dot described by a spin-1/2
Anderson impurity model with no orbital degrees of free-
dom [56], and showed that the three-body correlations
give significant contributions to the order (eV)? nonlin-
ear current in the valence fluctuation regime, using the
numerical renormalization group (NRG) approach.

The purpose of this paper is to clarify how the con-
junction of these asymmetries and the internal degrees of
freedom, which increases the independent components of
the three-body correlation functions, affects low-energy
transport in the Fermi-liquid regime. The low-bias ex-
pansion of the conductance up to terms order (eV)? can



be described by the Fermi-liquid theory with the three-
body correlations, which at zero temperature T' = 0 takes
the following form for a quantum dot with N discrete lev-
els which include the spin components,

ﬁ—goz:[amé —|—c eV (3) (eV)2+---}.
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(1.1)

Here, g = %KH‘LI‘R/(FL + T'r)?, which depends on
tunneling asymmetries. We present the exact formulas

for the coefficients cg) and cV of the multilevel An-
derson impurity model which are applicable to arbitrary
impurity electron fillings and arbitrary level structures
€4,- These coefficients are determined by the phase shift
0, and the other renormalized parameters, including the
three-body correlation functions, and depend crucially on
the bias and tunneling asymmetries. We show that, for
N > 3, the three-body correlations between electrons in
three different levels also couple to order (eV)? nonlinear
current as well as the other components when there are
some extents of bias and/or tunneling asymmetries. Our
formula includes the previous results of the other group

as some special limiting cases: c§,2 27 derived by Aligia for
the Anderson model [57, (8], and c&,
et al. for the SU(N) Kondo model [40]

We also calculate 0(2)0 and 0(3) for the SU(N) sym-
metric quantum dots with N = 4 and 6, using the NRG
in a wide range of electron fillings, varying the param-
eter corresponding to the gate voltage. There emerge
(N — 1) different Kondo states in the SU(N) symmet-
ric case, which can be classified according to the oc-
cupation number (ng) = 1, 2, ..., N — 1. We find
that large Coulomb interaction suppresses charge fluc-
tuations throughout the region of 1 < <nd> < N -1,
and it makes the coefficients cg/z and cV less sensitive
to the bias asymmetry, whereas the tunnehng asymme-
try affects these coefficients. In particular, in the SU(N)
Kondo states at electron fillings of (ng) ~ 1 and N — 1
for N > 3, the three-body contributions become sensi-
tive to tunnel asymmetries, and it significantly varies the
behavior of the order (eV)3 nonlinear current.

In contrast, in the valence fluctuation regime toward
the empty or fully occupied impurity state, i.e., at 0 <
(ng) S1lor N—1< (ng) S N, both the bias and tunnel-
ing asymmetries affect the nonlinear transport. We find
that, in these regions, a sharp peak emerges in the coef-
ficient c&}?ﬂ in the case at which the bias and tunneling
asymmetries cooperatively enhance the charge transfer
from one of the electrodes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[T, we de-
scribe an outline of the microscopic Fermi-liquid theory
for the multilevel Anderson model, and derive the low-
energy asymptotic form of the differential conductance.
Section [[TT] shows the NRG results of quasiparticle pa-
rameters for SU(4) and SU(6) quantum dots. In Secs.

derived by Mora
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and [V| we show the NRG results for the coefficients cg 37

and cgz, respectively. Summary is given in Sec.

II. FORMULATION

We consider a quantum dot with N-level coupled to
two noninteracting leads by using the Anderson Hamil-
tonian:

H =H; + H. + Hr (2.1)
al U
Hd = Zedandcf + 5 Z ndandc';” (22)
o=1 o#o’
HC = Z Z/ de 6051/0’ €vo ) (23)
v=L,R o=1
Hr = ) Zv W ody +d50,5),  (24)
v=L,R o=1
D
Yy o z/ de \/pc Cevo - (2.5)
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Here, dl for 0 = 1,2,..., N creates an impurity elec-
tron with energy €, , n,, = djd,, and U is the Coulomb

O' (o)
interaction between electrons in the quantum dot. cf,_
creates an electron with energy e in the lead on the left or
right (v = L, R), and it is normalized as {cc,o , cl,y,a,} =
d(e — €)0,,7056,. The linear combination of the conduc-
tion electron v, , couples to the dot via the tunneling
matrix element v,,. It determines the resonance width of
the impurity level A = I'y, + ', with T, = mp.v2 the
tunnel energy scale due to the lead v, and p. = 1/(2D)
the density of state of the conduction band with a half-
width D. We set kg = 1 throughout this paper, and
consider the parameter region where the half bandwidth
D is much greater than the other energy scales, D >
max(U, A, le,, |, T, |eV]).

A. Fermi-liquid parameters

We describe here the definition of the correlation func-
tions that play an essential role in the microscopic Fermi-
liquid theory.

The occupation number and the linear susceptibilities
of the impurity level can be derived from the free energy:

[}9] _
(o) = Dedo Q= -Tlog[Tre 7], (2.6
B 2°Q A
Xoo! = — 7@6@,86@,/ = /0 dr <57Ld0(7') 6nda-/>7 (27)

where dnge = ngo — (N4s), and (- -) represents an equi-
librium average, with 8 = 1/T the inverse temperature.



In addition to linear susceptibilities, the nonlinear ones

XE’I]GNS also play an important role away from half filling:
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Here, T’ is the imaginary-time ordering operator. This

correlation function has the permutation symmetry:
(3] (3] 3] 3]

Xoio205 = Xozo105 = Xosoaor = Xoiogon = **° - We will
use hereafter the ground-state values for (ngq), xso and
)(,[,31](,2,,37 and thus the occupation number can be deduced
from the phase shift J, through the Friedel sum rule:
T—0

(nge) —— 05/ [6].

The retarded Green’s function also plays a central role
in the microscopic description of the Fermi-liquid trans-
port:

G" (w) = —i/ooo dtei(“’+i0+)t<{d0(t), df,}>ev, (2.9)

Aw) = - %ImG’Z(w) . (2.10)
represents a nonequilibrium steady-state average taken
with the statistical density matrix, which is constructed
at finite bias voltages eV and temperatures T, using the
Keldysh formalism [59] 60].

The phase shift J, is related to the value of the Green’s
function at the equilibrium ground state 7' = eV = 0
as G7(0) = —|G7(0)]e®. Tt also determines the be-
havior of the equilibrium spectral function p, (w) =
AL (W) p_ey—o in the low-frequency limit. At the Fermi
level w = 0, it takes the form

.2
sin“ d,,
- = 0) =
Pd de( ) A

(2.11)

Furthermore, the first derivative of pg,(w) is related to
the diagonal susceptibility x.., as

a oo .
Pitg = 7/)?5;((‘0) = Xoo sin 20, .

< (2.12)

w=0

This is a result of a series of exact Fermi-liquid relations,
obtained by Yamada-Yosida [see Appendix A].

B. Low-energy expansion of nonlinear current

Nonlinear current through quantum dots can be calcu-
lated using a Landauer-type formula [59] [60]:

I = e 4FLFR
~ h(TL+TR)?

N 00
X Z;/OO dw [fr(w) — fr(w)] TAA, (w). (2.13)

Here, f,(w) = [¢?@=#) 4 1]71 is the Fermi distribution
function for the conduction band on v = L, R. The
chemical potentials of the left and right leads are driven
from the Fermi energy at equilibrium Er = 0 by the
bias voltage: ur = apeV and up = —agreV, with ar,
and ap the parameters which satisfy ap + ag =1, i.e.,
ur — pr = eV. Asymmetries in tunnel couplings and
that in bias voltages can be described, respectively, by
the following parameters,

't -T'r
= 2.14
Vit FL+FR ( )
KL + KR
Qg = ——— = ap — QR. 2.15
at KL — KR ( )

In this work, we have derived the explicit expressions
of the coefficients cg 37 and c§,37 37 for the first two nonlinear-
response terms of dI /dV in Eq. , using the exact low-
energy asymptotic form of the spectral function A, (w)
of quantum dots embedded in asymmetric junctions ob-
tained up to terms of order w?, (eV)?, and T?. The
derivation is given in Appendix [B] Specifically, we will
use Eqgs. and to clarify the roles of the tunnel
and bias asymmetries, which enter through the parame-
ters vg;r and o, in the nonlinear Fermi-liquid transport.

1. dI/dV of an SU(N) dot with tunnel and bias
asymmetries

In this paper, we consider the SU(N) symmetric case,
at which the impurity level has the N-fold degeneracy:
€4, = €4 for 0 =1,2,..., N. For convenience, we use a
shifted impurity energy level, defined by &, = ¢, + (N —
1)U/2 in the following. Note that the system additionally
has an electron-hole symmetry at £; = 0.

The linear susceptibilities have two independent com-
ponents in the SU(N) symmetric case, i.e., the diagonal
component X, and the off-diagonal one .,/ for o # o’.
These two parameters determine the essential properties
of quasiparticles:

1 '
T = ; R=1-227"

(2.16)

Here, T™* is a characteristic energy scale of the SU(N)
Fermi liquid, for instance, the T-linear specific heat of
impurity electrons is scaled in the form C;,, . = NTTST/ T+
The Wilson ratio R corresponds to a dimensionless resid-
ual interaction between quasiparticles [61]: we will use
the following rescaled Wilson ratio K which is bounded
in the range 0 < K <1,

K=(N-1)(R-1). (2.17)

The differential conductance for SU(N) symmetric
quantum dots can be expressed in the following form,



scaling the bias voltage eV by T*,

dl 2 eV (3 eV
Y Ngq s1n25—|—0‘(/)T* CV)(T*) + ;
(2.18)
62 4FLFR 62 2
= ——— = —(1— 2.19

The dimensionless coefficients C‘(f ) and C"(/3 ), can be de-
duced from the general formulas given in Egs. (B5|) and
, taking into account the SU(NN) symmetry:

c® = % [adif (1 ff{) - ydiff(] sin28.  (2.20)

For N = 2, this reproduces the previous result obtained

by Aligia for the spin-1/2 Anderson model [57], 58]. C"(/2 )
consists of a linear combination of oy and 7,, and

it identically vanishes C"(,Q ) 5 0 when both the tunnel
couplings and the bias voltages are symmetrical o, =
Yair = 0. The magnitude is determined also by K and
sin 26 which can be related to the derivative of the spec-
tral function p/;, given in Eq. : sin26/T* = 4Ap),.
Furthermore, C‘(f ) is an odd function of &, Note that

C‘(} ) depends on the Coulomb interaction only through
the real part of the self-energy.

In contrast, C‘(/3 ) given in the following depends on
both the real part that determines the high-order en-
ergy shifts and imaginary part that destroy phase co-
herence [62] 63], specifically on the order w? and (eV)?

terms. The exact formula of the coefficient C‘(,3 ) for order
(eV)?3 nonlinear current is composed of two parts: Wy,
and ©y which represent the two-body contribution and
three-body one, respectively,

2

C‘(/B) = l(WV + @V)7

o (2.21)

1+ 3aj; — G(Ofiif + adiﬂdif) K

3(N —2) _
vaﬁif} K2]7

(2.22)

Wy = — cos2d

)
+ {N + 3adis + 6orgirvaie +

@V = |:1 + 30{31f:| @I + 3 |:1 + 3Oéc2ﬁf + 4adif’ydifj| éH

+6 [Oégiif + 2005 Yair + 7(2114 O - (2.23)

C"(,3 ) depends on the asymmetry parameters through the
quadratic terms, i.e., a2y, agiVg and 3. Effects of
the three-body corrections enter through the dimension-

less parameters:

sin 26 XE’(}M

Or =557 (2.24)
= sin26 X,

O = (N-1) = X;% (2.25)
~ N —1)(N —2) sin25 X, ,

Om = ( )2( ) o X;‘;a ) (2.26)

for o # o/ # o # o. In particular, Oy represents the
correlation between three different levels which appears

for N > 3. This component ém will give no contribution

to C‘(;’) through Eq. (2.23)) if there is no tunnel or bias
asymmetry [44] [64]: Wy and ©y take the following form

at g = Yair = 0,
5K2
2.27
)

(2.28)

Wy Oéd”:—’m”:% — cos 20 (1 +

o= ...=0 ~
Oy W, O + 30y.
When both the chemical potentials and the tunnel
couplings are inverted such that (g, Yair) — (—@qirs

—7ai¢), the coefficients C‘(,2 ) and C‘(,?’ ) exhibit odd and
even properties, respectively: C‘(,z) — —C‘(,Z) and C‘(/S) —
C"(/3 ) as shown in Appendix These formulas of C"(,2 )

and C‘(,?’ ) of the Anderson model for arbitrary level struc-
tures €, are consistent, in the limit of strong interaction
U — oo, with the corresponding formulas for the SU(N)
Kondo model obtained by Mora et al. [40] at integer-
filling points <nd> =1,2,...,N—1, withng =) _ nd,.

III. NRG RESULTS FOR FERMI-LIQUID
PARAMETERS

In this section, we summarize the basic properties of
quasiparticles in the SU(4) and SU(6) symmetric cases.
Specifically, we have calculated the Fermi-liquid param-
eters 0, Yoo, and X([i]r/o"’ with the NRG approach, divid-
ing N channels into N/2 pairs, and using the SU(2) spin
and U(1) charge symmetries for each pair, i.e., totally

,]j:/i [SU(2) ® U(1)], symmetries. The discretization
parameter A and the number of low-lying energy states
Nirune are chosen such that (A, Nyune) = (6,10000) for
N =4, and (20,30000) for N = 6 [44]. The phase shift
and renormalized parameters have been deduced from
the energy flow of NRG [48], 65H68].

A. SU(4) Fermi-liquid properties
1. Two-body correlation functions of an SU(4) dot

The Fermi-liquid parameters of an SU(4) quantum dot,
which can be deduced from the phase shift and the linear
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FIG. 1. Fermi-liquid parameters of an SU(4) dot are plotted
as a function of &,;/U for U/(nA) =1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3, 5.0:
(a) (n4), (b)sin? 4, (c) rescaled Wilson ratio K = (N—1)(R—
1), (d) renormalized factor z, (e) Tx/T*, and (f) sin20.
Here, Tk is defined as the value of T" = 1/(4x,,) at half
filling &, = 0.

susceptibilities, are shown in Fig. |I|as a function of ¢, for
several different values of U/(wrA) =1/3,2/3,5/3, 10/3,
5. For large U/(wA) 2 2.0, the occupation number in
Fig. [[[a) shows a Coulomb-staircase behavior with the
plateaus of integer height (ng) ~ 1.0, 2.0, 3.0 and the
steps at £, ~ —U, 0, U: the structure becomes clearer
for stronger interactions. Figure (b) shows sin?§ cor-
responding to the linear term of the differential conduc-
tance in Eq. (L.I). For strong interactions U/(7A) 2 2.0,
the Kondo ridges which reflect the step structure of the
occupation number of the values (ng) ~ 1,2,3 evolve at
&4~ U,0,—U, respectively, as U increases.

Figure c) shows the rescaled Wilson ratio K = (N —
1)(R—1). It has a wide plateau that reaches the strong-
coupling limit value K ~ 1 in the region —1.5U S §,; S
1.5U, for large interactions U/(wA) 2 3.0. This is caused
by the fact that charge fluctuations are suppressed in
this region and it makes the charge susceptibility vanish:
Xe X Xoo + (N —1)x,, — 0. The shallow dips of K at

4 =~ £0.5U is caused by the charge fluctuations at the
steps of the Coulomb staircase structure of (n,).

Correspondingly, the renormalization factor z in Fig.
d) exhibits a broad valley structure at —1.5U < §; <
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FIG. 2. Three-body correlation functions of an SU(4) dot
plotted vs &;/U for U/mA = 1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3, 5.0: (a)
Or1, (b) O, (¢) Omur. (d) comparison of Or, —Oy1, and O
at a large interaction U/(wA) = 5.0. It indicates that ©1 ~
—O11 ~ Oy over a wide range of —~U < &, < U.

1.5U, which becomes deeper as U increases. It has a
clear local minimum for U/(7rA) 2 2.0 at £; ~ 0 and
+U, where (ng) takes integer values: it also has a lo-
cal maximum at intermediate valence states in between
the two adjacent minima. Figure e) shows the gate
voltage £, dependence of the inverse of the characteristic
energy scale, 1/T*, scaled by Tk that is defined as the
value of T at the elelctron-hole symmetric point £; = 0.
It shows an oscillatory behavior for strong interactions
U/(rA) 2 3.0, reflecting the dependence of z on &,;. In
particular, 1/T™* reaches a local maximum at the integer-
filling points where the SU(4) Kondo effect occurs.

Some of the two-body correlation functions contribute
to the low-energy transport through the derivative of the
impurity density of state: p/; = (x,o/A)sin2d given in
Eq. . For instance, the coefficient C‘(/2 ) is propor-
tional to pj. Figure [I(f) shows sin2d. It is an odd
function of £; and vanishes at {;, = 0 where the phase
shift takes the value § = 7/2. For strong interactions
U/(rA) Z 3.0, it has a wide maximum (minimum) at
¢, ~ U (=U), where the 1/4-illing (3/4-filling) SU(4)
Kondo occurs.

2. Three-body correlation functions of an SU(4) dot

We next consider the three-body correlations between
electrons passing through an SU(4) symmetric dot. Fig-
ure (2| shows Or, én, and ém as a function of £;/U
for several different values of U. These dimensionless
three-body correlation functions vanish in the electron-
hole symmetric case ; = 0. For strong interactions
U/(rA) 2 3.0, a plateau of the width U emerges at
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FIG. 3. Fermi-liquid parameters of an SU(6) dot are plotted
as a function of £,;/U for U/(wA) = 2/5,1.0,2.0,5.0. (a) (na),
(b) sin? 8, (c) rescaled Wilson ratio K = (N — 1)(R—1), (d)
renormalized factor z, (e) Tk /T*, and (f) sin26. Here, Tk
is defined as the value of T* = 1/(4x,.) at half filling £; = 0.

&, ~ 0 and U, i.e., at integer filling points (ng) ~ 1, 2,
3. The plateau structure evolves further as interaction U
increases. Specifically, the correlation function between
three different levels ©p appears for SU(N) quantum
dots with NV > 3, and contributes to the nonlinear con-
ductance when there are some asymmetries in the tunnel
couplings or the bias voltages.

é comparison of the three independent components O,
—0Oq1, and Opyy is made in Fig. d) for a large interaction
U/(rA) = 5.0. It shows that these three components
approach each other very closely over a wide range of
gate voltages —1.5U < ¢, S 1.5U,

@I ~ 7@11 ~ éIII- (31)

This is caused by the fact that the derivatives of the two

independent components of linear susceptibilities, |8§”

d .
2o’ | become much smaller than an inverse of the
d

characteristic energy scale (T*)~2 in a wide range of elec-
tron fillings 1 < (n,;) S N —1, in addition to the suppres-
sion of the charge fluctuations x, ~ 0, mentioned above

[see Appendix |C] [44].
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FIG. 4. Three-body correlation functions of an SU(6) dot
plotted vs &;/U for U/mrA = 2/5,1.0,2.0,5.0: (a) O1, (b)
O11, (¢) Omr. (d) comparison of ©1, —Oy1, and Oy at a large
interaction U/(7wA) = 5.0. It indicates that Oy ~ —Oy ~ Oy
over a wide range of —(N—1)/2U S §; S (N—1)/2for N = 6.

B. SU(6) Fermi-liquid properties
1. Two-body correlation functions for an SU(6) dot

We next summarize the low-energy Fermi-liquid prop-
erties of SU(6) quantum dots. The phase shift and the
renormalized parameters that can be deduced from the
two-body correlations are plotted as a function of the
gate voltage £,/U in Fig. |3 for several different values of
U/(rA) =2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0, i.e., from weak to strong in-
teractions. The behaviors of these parameters are similar
to those of the SU(4) quantum dots. However, the num-
ber of different SU(N) Kondo states occurring at integer
fillings increases with N, ie., (n,) =1, 2, ..., N — L.
It takes place at {; ~ 0.0, £U, ..., :I:%U, and gives
an interesting variety in low-energy transport. As N in-
creases, quantum fluctuations caused by the Coulomb in-
teraction U is suppressed, and in particular, the mean-
field theory becomes exact in the large N limit of the
finite-U Anderson impurity model [69]. Hence for larger
N, electron-correlation effects occur for stronger interac-
tions U.

In Fig. a), we can see that the Coulomb staircase
behavior of the occupation number (ng) emerges for a
large interaction U/(wA) = 5.0, which has steps at £, ~
0.0, £U, £2U for SU(6) quantum dots. The transmission
probability sin? §, shown in Fig. b), reaches the unitary
limit value sin? § = 1.0 at half filling & 4 = 0. We can see
that the plateau structure develops as U increases, and
it becomes visible at a strong interaction U/(wA) = 5.0.

Figure c) shows that the rescaled Wilson ratio K
for N = 6 has a wide flat peak at —(N — 1)U/2 S
e < (N — 1)U/2, the height of which increases with



U. In particular, it approaches saturation value K~1
at U/(mA) = 5.0 due to the suppression of charge fluc-
tuations, as mentioned.

The renormalization factor z for SU(6) quantum dots,
shown in Fig. d), exhibits a broad valley structure sim-
ilar to the one for the SU(4) symmetric case. The valley
becomes deeper as U increases, and the local minima
emerge at the integer-filling points, reflecting the elec-
tron correlations due to the SU(6) Kondo effects. Figure
e) shows that the inverse of the characteristic energy
1/T*, which is scaled by the value Tk defined at half fill-
ing £, = 0. It has peaks situated at £, ~ 0, £U, +2U for
a strong interaction U/(wA) = 5.0, although the ones at
42U are still developing. These peaks correspond to the
SU(6) Kondo temperature at each of the integer-filling
points.

Figure f) shows sin 2§ for N = 6, which is propor-
tional to the derivative of the density of states p/, =
(Xpo/A) sin 26, and determines the magnitude of the co-

efficient C"(/2 ) of the nonlinear current, as mentioned. This
factor sin 26 is an odd function of £, and at a strong in-
teraction U/(wA) = 5.0 it takes a broad peak (dip) at
d = 7/4 (37/4) corresponding to the half-integer filling
(nq) = 1.5 (4.5) where charge fluctuations are not fully
suppressed.

2. Three-body correlation functions of an SU(6) dot

Figure [4] shows three-body correlations between elec-
trons passing through an SU(6) quantum dot, calcu-
lated as a function of £, for several values of interactions
U/mA = 2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0. These dimensionless corre-

lation functions Or, Oqr, and ém vanish at half filling
&, = 0, and away from half filling, they are enhanced
as U increases. We can see that for a strong interaction
U/(mA) = 5.0 there emerges either a wide peak, a wide
dip, or a plateau at §; ~ £U, £2U, i.e., at integer fill-
ing points. The component between three different levels
O11 also contributes to the order (eV)? term of nonlin-
ear current through an SU(6) quantum dot when there
are some asymmetries in the tunnel couplings or the bias
voltages.

In Fig. [4(d) the three independent components O,

—0Oqq, and Oy are compared in a strong interaction case
U/(rA) = 5.0. It shows that these three components

approach each other very closely ©y ~ fén ~ ém over
a wide range of the gate voltage —(N — 1)U/2 < &5 <
(N —1)U/2 with N = 6. This is due to the fact that the

diagonal component Xﬂg dominates the three-body cor-

. S 0
relation, and the derivatives |8§€Z"| and | ’a‘g;'\ become

much smaller than (7%)~2 in a wide range of electron
fillings 1 < (n,;) SN — 1 [see Appendix |C] [44].
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FIG. 5. Effects of tunnel asymmetry ~4;; on order (eV))? non-
linear current: C‘(f ) /vaie given by Eq. for symmetrical
bias voltages ag;; = 0.0 is plotted vs &;/U, varying interac-
tions from weak to strong. (a) for SU(4) quantum dots with
U/(rA) = 1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3, 5.0. (b) for SU(6) quantum
dots with U/(mA) = 2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0.

IV. ORDER (¢V)> NONLINEAR CURRENT FOR
SU(4) AND SU(6) CASES

The coefficient C‘(,Q), defined in Eqgs. (2.18)) and (2.20),

emerges when the tunnel coupling or the bias voltage
is not symmetric. Its magnitude is determined by the
Wilson ratio K and the derivative of the density of states:
Py = (Xoo/A)sin 20.

In this section, we first of all describe behavior of C"(,Q )
in some limiting cases, and then discuss the NRG results
to show how the coefficient evolves with the tunnel and
bias asymmetries.

A. Behavior of Cy) in some limiting cases

We have seen in Figs. [[ and [3] that the Wilson ratio
reaches the saturation value K ~ 1 over a wide range
of gate voltages —(N — 1)U/2 < &, S (N —1)U/2 for
large U, where the quantum dot is partially filled 1 <
(ng) < N —1. This is caused by the fact that the charge
fluctuations are significantly suppressed in this region,
as mentioned. In the limit of strong interactions, C"(/2 )
becomes independent of the bias asymmetry

o K=l %ydif sin 28, (4.1)

In contrast, in the limit of |§,| — oo where (ng) ap-
proaches 0 or N, the Wilson ratio approaches the non-
interacting value K — 0, and C’g ) becomes independent
of tunnel asymmetry ~q;f:

C‘(/z) K—0

% it Sin 26 . (4.2)

B. Effects of tunnel asymmetry ~4ir # 0 on C‘(/Q)
for symmetric bias voltages aqir =0

We first of all consider effects of tunneling asymmetries
Vi On C‘(,2 ), taking bias voltages to be symmetric agir =



LA S B B B B B | LA R A A A A A L A A ] M
04 @ 04F ®
s 02 N4 s 02 N=6
N Yat =00 N Yar =0.0
s O v F
-0.2% o $R 47 -02 E
. ®:5/3
-0.4 VP4 —04 -
Il Ll Ll Ll 1 | Y Y PRV VY PO FEUPY YUY Y POV OY PP O |
-2 0 1 2 -3-2-10 1 2 3
&a/U &alU
FIG. 6. Effects of bias-voltage asymmetry ag; on order

(eV)? nonlinear current: Cy)/adif given by Eq. for sym-
metric junctions with g = 0.0 is plotted vs £;/U, varying
interactions from weak to strong. (a) for SU(4) quantum dots
with U/(wrA) =1/3, 2/3,5/3, 10/3, 5.0. (b) for SU(6) quan-
tum dots with U/(wA) = 2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0.

agir=0

o) =0, —%ydiff( $in 20 (4.3)
In this case, C"(/z) is proportional to 74, and is deter-
mined by K and sin 20. Figure [5| shows C‘(/z)/’ydif as a
function of §,;/U for symmetric bias voltages ay;; = 0.0.
We have examined the behaviors from weak to strong in-
teractions: (a) for SU(4) quantum dots with U/(wrA) =
1/3,2/3,5/3,10/3, 5.0, and (b) for SU(6) quantum dots
with U/(7A) = 2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0.

As U increases, a wide peak and a wide dip of C"(/2 )
evolve at {; ~ U/4 and —U/4, where the occupation
number reaches the value of (ng) ~ N/4 and 3N/4, re-
spectively. It corresponds to phase shifts of § ~ 7/4 and
3w /4, at which sin 20 takes an extreme value as seen in
Figs. [[[f) and Bff). The peak and dip structures also
reflect the fact that the Wilson ratio is almost saturated
K ~ 1.0 in a wider range of |{,;| < (N — 1)U/2 for large
U in Figs. [[{c) and [c). The Kondo effect of an integer
filling occurs at the flat peak and the flat dip for N = 4
quantum dots. In contrast, for N = 6, it is an interme-
diate valence state that occurs at the peak and dip, and
thus the structures become round rather than flat since
charge fluctuations remain active.

Outside the correlated region, the absolute value of
C‘(f2 ) decreases as U increases, for both N = 4 and 6
in Figs. 5| (a) and (b), respectively. In particular, at
€41 > (N —1)U/2, it vanishes asymptotically C"(,Q) -0
as the occupation number approaches (ng) — 0 or N.

C. Effects of bias asymmetry aaqir # 0 on C‘(,Q)
for symmetric tunnel junctions vqir = 0

We next consider the effects of bias asymmetries oy,
on C"(/2 ), setting tunnel junctions to be symmetric vqir =
0. In this case, C"(,2 ) becomes proportional to o, as

o 2= Toge (1-K) sin2s. (44)
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The ratio C‘(/z)/ocdif for this case is plotted vs /U in Fig.
[(] We have also examined from weak to strong interac-
tions for symmetric tunnel couplings 4 = 0.0: (a) for
SU(4) quantum dots with U/(7A) = 1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3,
5.0, and (b) for SU(6) quantum dots with U/(7A) = 2/5,
1.0, 2.0, 5.0.

At ¢, S (N —1)U/2, where the localized levels of
quantum dots are partially filled 1 < (ng) < N — 1,
the factor 1 — K in Eq. becomes very small as
U increases since the Wilson ratio approaches the sat-
uration value K — 1.0. Therefore, C"(/2 ) almost van-
ishes in this region for strong interactions U/(wA) = 3.0.
However, weak oscillatory behavior survives at £,;/U =~
+(N—-1-2m)/2form =1,...,N/2—1, and it is caused
by charge fluctuations in the intermediate valence states
between two adjacent integer filling points.

In contrast outside the correlated region, at |,;| >
(N —1)U/2, the rescaled Wilson ratio decreases and it
eventually vanishes in the limit of |{,;| — oo as shown in

Figs. c) and (c), so that 1 — K — 1.0 in Eq. ([4).
Therefore, the behavior of C‘(f ) in this region is mainly
determined by the other factor sin26. The localized lev-
els of quantum dots become almost empty or fully oc-
cupied in the limit of |§,| — oo. Correspondingly, at
the crossover region || ~ (N — 1) U/2, the phase shift
takes the value around 6 ~ n/N at §;, ~ (N — 1)U/2,
and 6 ~ m(N —1)/N at §; ~ —(N — 1)U/2. Thus, the
peak height, or the dip depth, of C"(/Q ) decreases as N
increases: the amplitude becomes larger for the SU(4)
quantum dots than the SU(6) in Fig. [6]

For weak interactions, effects of bias asymmetries oy

)

appear in the whole region of &,, particularly C‘(,2 takes

finite values in the region of |{,;| ~ (N — 1)U/2.

D. C‘(f) under both asymmetries ay;; # 0 and 74 # 0

We next consider the behavior of C‘(f ) in the presence
of both asymmetries, i.e., oy 7# 0 and vy # 0. We
have seen above that in the strongly correlated region
at || S (N —1)U/2 for large U, the coefficient C‘(,Z) is
given by Eq. and it becomes almost independent of
bias asymmetries oy, since the Wilson ratio approaches
K ~ 1.0. Conversely, C‘(,2 ) is given by Eq. , which
does not depend on tunnel asymmetries vy,;¢, for small U
or outside the correlated region as K ~0.0. These prop-
erties provide the key to clarify overall characteristics of
C"(/2 ) in a wide parameter range.

1. Effects of bias asymmetry ag; # 0 on C‘(f)
at large tunnel asymmetry vqi¢ (U > Tr)

The coefficient C‘(/2 ) for a large fixed tunnel asymmetry
Yair = 0.8, is plotted vs &, in Fig. EI, varying bias asymme-



tries, ag;; = 0.0, £0.5, £1.0. The upper panels describe
the behavior for a strong interaction U/(rA) = 5.0, and
the lower ones describe that for weak interactions, i.e.,
U/(rA) =1/3 for SU(4), and U/(wA) = 2/5 for SU(6).

The results in Figs. [7| (a) and (b) show that the coeffi-
cient Cv2 becomes almost independent of bias asymme-
tries in the strong coupling region |¢,| < (N —1)U/2 for
large U since the Wilson ratio approaches the saturated
value K ~ 1.0. In this region, C( is proportional to
Yair» and shows the same behav1or as that in Figs. [f[a)

and (b). For N > 4, C‘(,z) has a peak and a dip which
correspond to the points sin2§ ~ £1.0 inside the cor-
related region, and thus the coefficient takes the value
C‘(/Z) ~ +(m/4)v4¢ at the extreme points. This kind of
extreme points in the correlated region do not take place
for SU(2) quantum dots since, for N = 2, the phase shift
takes the values § = 7/4 and 37 /4 in the valence fluctu-
ation regime, instead of the Kondo regime [56]. Around

the extreme points, C"(/2 ) takes a typical flat structure of
the Kondo state for N = 4, while it takes a round struc-
ture typical to the intermediate valence state for N = 6,
as mentioned above,

The coefficient C’V2 has an additional zero point other
than the one at {; = 0 in the case ay;;v4; > 0, at which
bias and tunneling asymmetries cooperatively enhance
the charge transfer from one of the electrodes, and the
Wilson ratio satisfies the following condition,

K= _ %t
Qaif T Vair
It represents the condition that the first and second terms
in Eq. cancel each other out. It takes place va-
lence fluctuation regime [£,;| 2 (N — 1)U/2 in Fig.
Conversely, effects of tunnel and bias asymmetries be-
come constructive for ay;vq; < 0.0. The behavior at
|€,] > (N—1)U/2, is determined by the factor o sin 24.

(4.5)

2. Effects of tunnel asymmetry ~vq;s 7 0 on C"(,z)
at large bias asymmetry ag = 1

We next consider the effects of tunnel asymmetry 7,
on C"(/2 ) at large bias asymmetry og;; = 1.0, which de-
scribes the situation that the right lead is grounded.
Figure [8] shows the result of C’ , plotted as a func-
tion £, varying tunnel asymmetrles as g = 0.0, £0.2,
+0.5, £0.8: (top panels) for a strong U/(mA) = 5.0, and
(bottom panels) for weak interactions with (left panels)
U/(rA) = 1/3 for SU(4) quantum dots and (right pan-
els) U/(wA) = 2/5 for SU(6) ones.

In the strong-coupling limit region 4] < (N —1)U/2,
the results in Figs. [§] (a) and (b) show almost the same
behavior as that for symmetric bias voltage ay;; = 0.0
given in Figs. [5[ (a) and (b), respectively, except for the
ones for vy, = 0.0. This is because the Wilson ratio

reaches saturated K ~ 1.0 and C"(,2 ) becomes independent
of ay;e, as shown in Eq. (4.1]).
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FIG. 7. C"(,2 ) for a junction with large tunnel asymmetry
~Yair = 0.8 is plotted vs &;/U, varying bias-voltage asymme-
tries, as aair = —1.0 (o), —0.5 (x), 0.0 (W), 0.5 (O), 1.0
(A). (Left panels) for SU(4) quantum dots and (Right pan-
els) for SU(6) ones, with (top panels) a strong interaction
U/(rA) = 5.0 and with (bottom panels) weak interactions
U/(rA) =1/3 for SU(4) and U/(wA) = 2/5 for SU(6).

In the valence fluctuation region |{4] ~ (N — 1)U/2,
C‘(/2 ) has an extra zero point other than the one at
&; = 0 in the case at which agy;;v4 > 0, mentioned
above at Eq. (4.5). As the impurity level deviates fur-
ther away from the electron-hole symmetric point, i.e., at
|€4] 2 (N —1)U/2, the coefficient C‘(,Q) becomes less sen-
sitive to 4 and its behavior is described by Eq. (4.2) as
the Wilson ratio approaches K ~ 0.0. We also see in Fig.

c) that C"(,2 ) does not have an extra zero point for SU(4)

symmetric quantum dots with a weak interaction. This
is because the Wilson ratio in this case takes values in the
range K < 0.54 as bhOWIl in Fig. |1{¢) which does not sat-
isfy the condition Eq. ( as adlf/(adlerfydif) =~ 0.56 for
gy = 1.0 and vy = 0.8. Nevertheless, extra zero points
will emerge even in this situation if tunnel asymmetries
are slightly larger, i.e., 74 2 0.85. An example is shown

in Fig. d for SU(6) quantum dots: C‘(/ has an extra
zero point clearly for 74 = 0.8, whereas it does not for
Yair S 0.5. In this case, the Wllson ratio is bounded in

the range of K < O 72 as shown in Fig. [3 I(c and thus
the condition Eq is satisfied for 7,;; = 0.8 at which
agir/ (Ogis + Yair) = 0 56, whereas it is not, for instance,
for 4 = 0.2 as ozdif/(ozdif + Ygie) = 0.83.

V. ORDER (V) NONLINEAR CURRENT FOR
SU(4) AND SU(6) CASES

The coefficient C"(/) of the order (eV) term of the
nonlinear conductance, defined in Eqgs. - ) has
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FIG. 8. C‘(,Q) for a large bias-voltage asymmetry ag;; = 1.0 is
plotted vs £;, varying tunnel asymmetries, as v4;; = —0.8 (0),
—0.5 (x), —0.2 (¢), 0.0 (W), 0.2 (v), 0.5 (0) and 0.8 (A). (Left
panels) for SU(4) quantum dots and (Right panels) for SU(6)
ones, with (top panels) a strong interaction U/(rA) = 5.0 and
(bottom panels) weak interactions U/(wA) = 1/3 for SU(4)
and U/(rwA) = 2/5 for SU(6).

a quadratic dependence on the bias and tunnel asymme-
tries of the form, aZ;, oy Vg, and 3. In particular,
the order 73, term, which is absent in the SU(2) case
[70], emerges for multilevel quantum dots with N > 3
and plays an important role in the Kondo states with
no elelctron-hole symmetry. In this section, we describe
some limiting cases of C‘(/3 ), and then discuss the NRG
results for SU(4) and SU(6) quantum dots.

A. Behavior of Cé}q’) in some limiting cases

The two-body and three-body parts of C( defined

in Egs. - - ) takes the following Values in the
strong-coupling case where the Wilson ratio reaches the

saturated value K — 1.0 and the three-body correlations
functions show the properties ©; ~ —O; ~ Oy; shown

in Figs.

K N -2
Wy K=l o526 [1—&— > 3( )2 :|a

N1 + N 1 dif
(5.1)

Oy ©12—011~6111 .

2 [1 - 37314 or. (5.2)
Our result in this limit is consistent with the correspond-
ing result for the SU(N) Kondo model, given in Egs. (22)
and (32) of Ref. Note that their notation and our one
in the strong-interaction limit correspond to each other
such that o /(mTy) € Xpo, and o, /(7Th) & —1 x,[,?’c]m
In the limit of |§,;| — oo, the occupation number
reaches (ng) — 0 or N, and the correlation functions
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FIG. 9. Coefficient C is plotted vs /U for the case
v 1%

where both tunnel couplings and bias voltages are symmetric,
~Yait = 0.0 and a3 = 0.0. Upper panels show the total value
of C‘(,g) = (72 /64)(Wv +Oy) together with the two-body Wy
and three-body Oy components, (a) for SU(4) and (b) for
SU(6) quantum dots choosing a large interaction U/(7A) =
5.0. Bottom panels show U dependence of C‘(f’): () U/(mA) =
1/3,2/3,5/3,10/3, 5.0 for SU(4), and (d) U/(7A) = 2/5, 1.0,
2.0,5.0 for SU(6).

take the noninteracting values, and thus

Wy 2542014302, (5.3)

Oy 2470 9(14302), (5.4)
o 3

o® Laloee, 67; (14 3a2). (5.5)

Note that in this limit, the three-body correlations are
given by O — —2, @H — 0, and (9111 — 0 [see Appendix
B in Ref. [70].

B. C‘(,a) for symmetric tunnel coupling and
symmetric bias voltage 4 = agiy =0

We describe here previous results obtained for symmet-
ric tunnel coupling and bias voltage vqi; = agqir = 0 [B3]
in order to clarify how the breaking of these symmetries
affects the C‘(,B’).

Figures Eka) and (b) show that C"(,?’ ), Wy and ©y for
ogir = Yaie = 0.0 as functions of the gate voltage &, for
strong interaction U/(wA) = 5.0 for SU(4) and SU(6)
quantum dots. In the strong-coupling limit region |£4| <

(N —2)U/2, C‘(,s) takes plateau structures of the height
(64/72) C¥) ~ 2,67 for SU(4), and 2.0 for SU(6). In
particular, the plateau at half filling, i.e., at £, = 0, is
caused by the two-body correlation Wy,. In contrast, the



plateau around the Kondo state with the fillings of (n,) ~
1.0 and N — 1, i.e., corresponding to the one electron
and one hole occupancies, are caused by the three-body
correlation ©y,. Specifically, among three independent
components defined in Eqs. 7, én determines
the peak structure of Oy since Oy =~ —20n owing to the
property ©1 ~ —Oq; in the strongly correlated region. In
the limit of |§,;| — oo outside the plateau, the coefficient

approaches the noninteracting value (64 /7> c®
Wy — —1.0, and Oy — —2.0, glvenbyEqs .
In Figs. EI( ) and (d), C‘(/g) for agy = v4e = 0.0 is
plotted as a function of &4, varying interaction strengths
(c)U/(mA)=1/3,2/3,5/3,10/3, 5.0 for SU(4), and (d)
U/(rA) =2/5,1.0,2.0, 5.0 for SU(6). The plateau struc-
ture and the peak at the edge of the plateau of C‘(f) as

shown above appear as U increases in the strong-coupling
limit |£4] < (N —2)U/2.

C. Effects of tunnel asymmetries v4;; # 0 on C‘(,?’) for
symmetric bias voltages ay;; =0

We next consider the effect of tunnel asymmetry on

C‘(,S), setting bias voltages to be symmetric oy, = 0. In
this case, among the three types of quadratic terms o,

Qe it Vdif s and ’Ydlf in Eqs the Ol’lly rydlf term
remains finite and contrlbutes to Cv

o 5 3(N-2) _
Wy L0, —cos2(5[1+{N1+ N1 ﬁif}K2]
(5.6)
=0 ~ ~
@V L @1 +3®H + 6’7§if ®III . (57)

The 3, term emerges for N > 3. In particular, it couples
to ém, the three-body correlation between electrons in
three different levels which does not contribute to C"(/3 )
for symmetric tunnel couplings.

In the strongly correlated region for large U, the three-
body part of C"(,S ) takes a simplified form Oy o< 1 — 3fyif
which does not depend on agy, as shown in Eq. (5.2).
Therefore, ©y decreases as tunnel asymmetry which en-
ters through 73 increases, and vanishes Oy =~ 0.0 at
Yair = £1/V/3 (= £0.577). In particular, Oy has a wide
plateau at the fillings (n;) ~ 1 and N — 1 for large U
in Fig. [[(b) and Fig. [fb), the contribution of the three-
body correlations Oy becomes significant at these fillings.

The NRG results of C‘(/g), Wy, and Oy, for the bias
symmetric case aqir = 0.0 are plotted vs §; in the top,
upper-middle, and lower-middle panels of Fig. for
(left panels) SU(4) and (right panels) SU(6) quantum
dots, choosing interaction strength to be U/(mA) = 5.0.
Specifically, Fig. (a)—(f) are obtained, varying tun-
nel asymmetries, as yq;r = 0.0, 0.2, 0.5, 0.58 and 0.8.
The plateau of C‘(,B) emerging at 4] < U/2 is due to
the half-filling Kondo state (n;) ~ N/2. The height of
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FIG. 10. Effects of tunnel asymmetry 4 on order (eV)?
nonlinear current: (Top panels) C‘(,3 ), and the components
(Upper middle panels) Wy and (Lower middle panels) Oy
defined in Egs. and for symmetrical bias voltages
agir = 0.0 are plotted vs &;/U, varying tunnel asymmetries,
as for vair = 0.0 (W), 0.2 (V), 0.5 (O), 0.58 (x), 0.8 (A).
Interaction strength is chosen to be U/(wA) = 5.0 for (a)—(f):
(Left panels) for SU(4) quantum dots, and (Right panels) for
SU(6) quantum dots. Bottom panels: U dependence of C"(/S),
calculated for a fixed large tunnel asymmetry ~v4;; = 0.8, (g)
U/(rA) = 1/3 (W), 2/3 (¢), 5/3 (o), 10/3 (A), 5.0 (x) for
SU(4), and (h) U/(wA) = 2/5 (W), 1.0 (¢), 2.0 (o), 5.0 (A)
for SU(6).

this plateau increases with ~,;;, and approaches the up-
per bound (64/7%) C‘(,?’) — 4+ 2/(N — 1) in the limit
ﬁif — 1. This structure is determined by the two-body
part Wy as the three-body part Oy vanishes around the
elelctron-hole symmetric point £; = 0.

We see that the plateau structure of C"(/S ) at the Kondo



states away from half filling depend sensitively on tun-
nel asymmetry. The positive plateau emerging at || ~
(N —2)U/2 are due to the Kondo state of the filling
(ng) ~ 1 and N — 1. It disappears as -4 increases,
and a negative dip develops for ﬁif > 1/3. This behav-

ior of C‘(,3 ) reflects the evolution of the three-body part
Oy, which is determined by Eq. (5.2) in the strongly

correlated region. Therefore, if C‘(/3 ) is measured varying
tunneling asymmetries 7,;;, the three-body correlation

function ©y and O can experimentally be deduced,
using Egs. and .

In the limit of |, — oo, the coefficients approach
the noninteracting value: Wy — —1, © — —2, and
(64/72) CP) — —3 for symmetric bias a,; = 0.

Figures|10(g) and (h) compare C‘(/3 ) for several different
interaction strengths: (g) U/(rA) =1/3,2/3,5/3,10/3,
5.0 for SU(4), and (h) U/(mA) = 2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0 for
SU(6), choosing a large tunnel asymmetry g = 0.8.
The dip structure due to the Kondo state at the filling
(ng) =1 and N —1 becomes clear as U increases, as well
as the plateau due to the half-filling Kondo state.

D. C‘(,B) under asymmetric bias voltages aaqir # 0

The coefficient C‘(,3 ) depends on the bias and tunnel
asymmetries through the terms of order o2, a7Vt
and 73, in Egs. (2.22) and (2.23). We have discussed
in the role of the 73 term of the tunnel asymmetry,
setting the bias voltages to be symmetric ag; = 0. In
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2F-%4 c®, ﬂ . (c) 2 64 C?,A
. oA A 0 A/, A
o os dif
S 28 ot G -2 &9
< —4; ! A (1)2 N=4 4 ¢ -4
g 6 U/nA=5 ! § 6 = 00
e oL w00 Ygr=0.8 © - x —05
-85 T 3 -8 ¢ %
~10 e 10
~19 | Y I Y Y O PP _ ol bbbl
1 -2 0 1 2 12 -3 -2 -1
é:d/u fd/U

FIG. 11. Behavior of C‘(,3 ) for two different tunnel couplings,
(top panels) v4;; = 0.0 and (bottom panels) v4; = 0.8, is
plotted as a function of £, varying bias asymmetries ag;; =
—1.0 (o), —0.8 (o), —0.5 (x), —0.2 (o), 0.0 (W), 0.2 (V), 0.5
(d), 0.8 (A) and 1.0 (A). Interaction strength is fixed at
U/(mA) = 5.0, for both (left panels) SU(4) and (right panels)
SU(6) quantum dots.
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this section, we examine the contributions of the other
two terms, o and a7,

1. Effects of bias asymmetry at small vg4;; = 0 and large
Yair = 0.8 tunnel asymmetries

In Fig. the coefficient C"(,3) is plotted vs &, for (left
panels) SU(4) and (right panels) SU(6) quantum dots,
varying bias asymmetries oy, = 0.0, £0.2, £0.5, +0.8
and £1.0. Specifically, two different tunnel couplings are
examined. One (top panels) is the symmetric coupling
Yair = 0.0, at which the role of the a3 term can be
clarified. The other one (bottom panels) is a large asym-
metric coupling 7v4;; = 0.8, for which all the quadratic
terms, a3, agirVqir, and v contribute to C‘(/g).

As a large interaction U/(wA) = 5.0 is chosen for each
of the panels, the coefficient C‘(}3 ) does not depend on bias
asymmetry a g, in the region of |£,;| < (N —1)U/2, and
it takes the values determined by v3;; with Egs. and
2.

In contrast, the coefficient C‘(,?’ ) varies with Qi Vair 11
the valence fluctuation regime |&4| 2 (N — 1)U/2. It
approaches the asymptotic value which is given by Eq.
in the limit of |{;| — oo. Since the effect of the
bias asymmetry in the tunnel symmetric case v4;; = 0.0
is determined by the terms of a3, the results shown
in Figs. [L1fa) and (b) do not vary with the sign of the
parameter ;.

In Figs. (c) and (d), the coefficient C‘(/?’) has a sharp
peak in the valence fluctuation region at §; ~ (N —
1)U/2, which grows as bias asymmetry g increases.
This is caused by the cross term with a positive sign
ogieYaie > 00 we will examine the contributions of this
term to the peak structures more precisely in the follow-
ing.

2.  Effects of tunnel asymmetry vq;; 7 0 on C‘(,3> at large
bias asymmetry agye = 1

The bias and tunnel asymmetries affect the coefficient
C"(,3 ) through thus quadratic terms Al g Yaie, and Vi
in Eqs. 7. In order to clarify the contribution
of the cross term, we set the bias asymmetry to be the
upper-bound value ay;; = 1, which describes the situa-
tion where the bias asymmetry is maximized by ground-
ing the right leads. Therefore, in this case Wy and Oy
can be expressed in the following form,

agip=1

WV —— % —cos2) 4:—6(].‘f”}’dlf)}-’;v

3N 42
N-1

3AN-2) , | ~
+ 6745 + N_l’Y?nf}KQ] )

(5.8)



9V Ogip=1 4 5

(5.9)

Here, the cross term a.g;¢vaif appears as linear order terms
with respect to vy,

Our discussion here is based on Fig. in which the
NRG results of C"(,3 ) for SU(4) quantum dots and those
for SU(6) quantum dots are presented in the left and
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FIG. 12. Behavior of C‘(,?’ ) at large bias asymmetry agq; = 1
is plotted vs &, for (left panels) SU(4) and (right panels)
SU(6) quantum dots. Top panels: tunnel asymmetry is var-
ied, as g5 = —0.8 (0), —0.5 (%), —0.2 (¢), 0.0 (W), 0.2 (V),
0.5 (0), 0.8 (A). In addition, two-body part Wy (O) and
three-body part ©yv (o) are plotted together with C‘</3) (a)
for two large opposite tunnel asymmetries: (upper middle
panels) vaif = 0.8, and (lower middle panels) vair = —0.8.
Interaction strength is chosen to be U/(wA) = 5.0 in (a)—(f).
Bottom panels show the U dependence of C"(,g) for vair = 0.8:
(g) U/(mA) = 1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3, 5.0 for SU(4), and (h)
U/(xA) = 2/5,1.0,2.0, 5.0 for SU(6).

1+ v\ ~ T+ )\ ~
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right panels, respectively. Top panels of Fig. show
C‘(,?’ ) as a function of the gate voltage ¢,;, varying tun-
neling asymmetries vy = 0.0, £0.2, +0.5, +0.8, for
a strong interaction strength U/(7A) = 5.0. The up-

per middle panels show C"(,3 ), Wy, Oy for large posi-
tive tunnel asymmetries 7,;; = 0.8, and correspondingly
lower middle panels show the ones for large negative tun-
nel asymmetries 4, = —0.8. Bottom panels of Fig.
show the results, calculated for several interaction
strengths U/(wA) = 1/3, 2/3, 5/3, 10/3, 5.0 for SU(4),
and U/(rA) =2/5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0 for SU(6), taking asym-
metric tunnel coupling to be vy, = 0.8.

In the strongly correlated region| S (N-=1)U/2 for

large U, the result of C"(,S) in Figs.|12| (a) and (b) almost
does not depend on whether or not ay;; = 1, and the
behavior in this region is determined essentially by the
'ygif term in Egs. and . The cross term g;v4;¢
becomes important at |,;| 2 (N — 1)U/2, outside the
correlated region.

In particular, C"(,?’ ) takes a sharp peak near &; ~
(N — 1)U/2 in the valence fluctuation regime for large
positive g, 1.€., ag; Vg > 0 at which bias and tunnel-
ing asymmetries cooperatively enhance the charge trans-
fer from one of the electrodes. The results of Wy and
Oy, plotted for v, = 0.8 in Figs. (12| (c)-(d), show the
sharp peak structure is mainly due to the three-body part
Oy and two-body part has a small constructive peak at
the same position. In contrast, for tunnel asymmetry in
the opposite direction v4;; = —0.8, each of the two com-
ponents, Wy and ©y, does not have a peak in Figs.
()-(f).

We consider more precisely the peak that emerged in
the three-body part ©y, taking the limit of v, — 1 in

Eq ﬂﬂﬂ,

agis=1, Yaie—1

Oy 4 (@1 + 601 +6 @111) . (5.10)
Note that each of the three-body correlation functions
of the SU(N) symmetric quantum dots has a definite
sign: ©1 < 0, (:)H > 0, and ém < 0, as shown in Figs.
and [4 Specifically, in the valence fluctuation regime,
the positive contribution of 6 O in Eq. becomes
greater than the negative contribution of ©1+6 ém, and
the difference between these components yields a sharp
peak of Oy at |§;] 2 (N — 1)U/2. The height mea-
sured from the base value of ©y that is defined at the
Kondo state in the close vicinity of the valence fluctua-
tion region increases with N. Note that in the Kondo
state, the three-body correlation functions have a prop-
erty ©p ~ —Oq; ~ Opq1, and Oy in this limit g — 1
takes a negative value ©y — 407 < 0. In the oppo-
site limit of the tunnel asymmetries 74, — —1, the cross
term is negative ;s vg;s < 0. Therefore, the three-body
contribution also becomes negative Oy — 401 < 0, and
C‘(,3 ) monotonically decreases at |£;| 2 (N — 1)U/2.

We also examine how the peak structure evolves with
U in Figs. g) and (h). The results show that the



dip structure in the SU(N) Kondo regime near [;| ~
(N —1)U/2 and the sharp peak structure in the valence
fluctuation regime [£,| 2 (N — 1)U/2 clearer as interac-
tion U increases.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have derived the exact low-bias expansion formula
of the differential conductance dI/dV through a mul-
tilevel Anderson impurity up to terms of order (eV)?,
without assuming symmetries in tunnel couplings or bias
voltages. It is applicable to a wide class of quantum
dots with arbitrary energy level ¢, . The expansion co-
efficients are expressed in terms of the phase shift §,,
linear susceptibilities x,,/, and three-body correlation

.3 . . e
functions x,._,~, defined with respect to the equilibrium
ground state.

The tunnel and bias asymmetries enter the trans-
port coefficients through the parameters vy = (I't —
Ir)/(PL +Tr) and agy = (pr + pr — 2EF)/ (ke — pR)-
In contrast to the linear conductance which depends
only on the tunnel asymmetry through the prefactor

g = %M‘LI‘R/(FL + I'r)?, the nonlinear terms cgl

and c&}g’)g7 given in Egs. (B.5) and (B.6), depend on both
asymmetries. The v4;-dependence enters additionally
through the self-energy corrections due to the Coulomb
interactions, and the a;-dependence arises also through

a shift of bias window. In particular, cg 27 emerges when

o'’

tunnel couplings and/or bias voltages are asymmetrical,
and is given by a linear combination of 4 and ag;-.

We have explored the behaviors of these coefficients of
SU(N) quantum dots of N =4 and 6 with the NRG, in
a wide range of parameter space, the varying gate volt-
age §,; and interaction U as well as vy and ogy. In
particular, for large U, transport exhibits quite differ-
ent behaviors depending on electron fillings, especially
in the two regions: one is the strongly-correlated region
1 < (ny;) S N —1, and the other is the valence fluctua-
tion region in which 0 < (n;) Slor N —1S (ny) S N.
The coefficient C"(,2 ) of the first nonlinear term of dI /dVvV
for SU(N) quantum dots becomes almost independent
of bias asymmetries in the strongly-correlated region as
charge fluctuation is suppressed in this region. Con-
versely, it becomes less sensitive to tunnel asymmetries
in the valence fluctuation region since interaction effects
are suppressed as the filling approaches (n;) — 0 or N.

The three-body correlation functions contribute to the
order (eV)? nonlinear term of dI/dV, especially in the
SU(N) Kondo regime other than the half-filled one oc-
curring in electron-hole asymmetric cases, and also in the
valence fluctuation region. The coefficient C‘(/3 ) of the or-
der (eV)? term shows the quadratic a3y, cvg;pYgir and Vi
dependences on the bias and tunnel asymmetries.

In particular, the 'ygif term, which is absent in the
SU(2) case, emerges for multilevel quantum dots with
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N > 3, and it couples to a three-body correlation be-
tween electrons occupying three different local levels:
XE}:'U” for 0 # o' # 0" # 0. We have found that, as
v3;; increases, the structure of SU(N) Kondo plateaus of
C‘(f ) at (ng) ~ 1 and N —1 fillings vary significantly from
the one for symmetric junctions with vy = age = 0. It
suggests that the tunnel asymmetries could be used as a
sensitive probe for observing three-body correlations in
the SU(N) Kondo states.

The cross term o774 Plays an important role, es-
pecially in the valence fluctuation region. It yields a
sharp peak of C"(,?’) when ag;vq;; > 0, ie., in the case
at which the tunneling and bias asymmetries cooper-
atively enhance the charge transfer from one of the
electrodes. This is caused by a constructive enhance-
ment of the three-independent components of the three-

body correlation function of SU(N) quantum dots: XE’,]W,

XE’(]T,J/, and X([f(]r/o"" Our results indicate that these three-
independent components can separately be deduced if
C"(/3 ) is measured varying tunneling asymmetries v,;; and
bias asymmetries o ;.
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Appendix A: Fermi-liquid relations

The retarded Green’s function defined in Eq. (2.9)) can
be expressed in the form,
1

Golw) = W — €4y + 1A — 27 (w)

(A1)

Specifically, the ground-state properties and the lead-
ing Fermi-liquid corrections are determined by the
low-frequency behavior of the equilibrium self-energy

Ytqo (W) = X0(w)|p_ey—g, or the Green’s function:

zZ

Gh(w) @ ———2——. A2
) w— €y, +iA, (A2)
Here, the renormalized parameters are defined by
Clo = 2y [€do + Zhq o (0)] = Ay cotd,,
< 1 oxr
Ay = 2,A, —=1- a0 W) . (A3)
2, ow "0

Furthermore, the renormalization factor z, and the
derivative of 37 _(0) with respect to the impurity level

€eq,o



€40 are related to each other through the Ward identity
[, [7):

1 . 054, (0)
_— = r = ’ — %o 7 . A4
Z, Xoo » Xoo 50’0’ 86do-/ ( )

Note that Y., corresponds to an enhancement factor
for the linear susceptibilities defined in Eq. , ie.,
Xoo! = _6<ndo'>/a€do" = pdgiaa’ at T'= 0.

Recently, the Ward identity for the order w? real part
of the self-energy has also been obtained, as [50H53]

2 8227“ 0 Y
0 Re qu U( ) _ eq,o ( ) _ 8XO’O’ . (A5)
Ow? w—0 aedo aeda

This identity shows that the w? real part is determined by
the intra-level component of the three-body correlation
function X¢[73<]m- Physically, this term of the self-energy
induces higher-order energy shifts for single-quasiparticle

excitations.

(3)

Appendix B: Derivation of c? and vy

V,o

We descrlbe here the derivation of the coefficients c( )

and CVJ which appeared in Eq. . The low—energy
asymptotic form of the retarded self-energy 7 (w) for
multi-orbital Anderbon impurity model was derived up
to terms of order w?, T2, and (eV)? in previous work

J

TAA(w) = sin’ 8, + 7 sin 26, {Xao w+ Z Xoo!
o’ (#0)

2

sin 26,

1
2 2 2 o
T 25‘7 - /2 B
+ [cos (xag4-2 > xaa> 5

o' (#0)
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[53, 64]
1
W) = —5— Y X
PAo i o)
3r.Tr
X | (w— aeV)? + V)2 + (aT)?| +--,
[( CH T V) )
(B1)

ReXj(w) = E0,,(0) = Y XooraeV + (1 —Xoo)w

o (7o)
11 8XUO" 3FLFR 2 2
— eV) 4+ (nT
6 pdo‘ U((Z#U) aﬁda/ (FL —+ FR)2 ( ) ( )

1 3200 2 a%a‘o’
Jri@eda w” + Z - aeVw
o' (7o)
aXUo 2
3T T e m
o/ (#0) o/ (F0)

Here, « is a parameter defined in a way such that aeV =
(e pr +Trpur)/(UL +Tr), and thus

OéLFL —OéRFR 1( )
T, +Tn 5 Qgir + Vair (B3)

Q
Il

The spectral function can be deduced exactly up to
terms of order w?, T2, and (eV)? from the above results

of X7 (w) using Eq. (Al):

1
= (aair + 7ait) €V}

NG }wz

coo

1 in 26,
+ [COS 204 Z (XUJXUU’ - 2X§g/> - % Z Xfc]ra":| (adif + ’Ydif) weV

o’ (F#0)

2 sin 29,

3 052642 o [3]
+ 3 ,(%; ) [ i 206X50 — o Xoo'o

DD

[ €08 205 Xoo' Xoo! —
o' (F0) o' (#0,0")

Substituting this low-energy asymptotic form into the
the Landauer-type formula in Eq. (2.13)), we obtain the

sin 26,

o’ (#0)

}{z<1+mmwmﬁ+a@)@vf+waV}

3
X([f(l‘lo'”] 4(7§if+ 20uaitydif +afhf> (eV)? + ---. (B4)

(

exact expression for the coefficients cg/) and cg’ ) for the
differential conductance at T = 0 defined in Eq. (1.1):



)

7 sin 20,
o' (#0)
2

it Xoo + (Qaif + Vair) Z Xoo' | s

16

CS’L = % l— cos 250{ (14 3ads) X200 + (5— 373 Z Xoo + 6aair (it + Vaie) Xoo Z Xoo

+ 3(04dif + ’Ydif)2 Z

o' (#0) o' (#0)

Z Xoo' Xoo! }

o' (#0) 0" (#0)

in 20,
+ SH;W {(1 +3a2) X, + 6aair (aaie + Yair) Z xf}, o+ 3(1 =3 Z X‘[f’(]f,a,

+ 3 (ot + Yaie)” Z

) o' (#0)

S A } 1 (B6)

o' (F#0) o (#0)

Note that 05,2 27 is proportional to the derivative of the den-

sity of state as sin 26, = Ap/; /xoo from Eq. (2.12). The
coefficients Cg/z) and cV3 have odd and even inversion-
symmetrical propert1es respectively. Namely, if the left

and right leads are inverted together with their tunnel

couplings and chemical potentials, sign of Cg/z)g changes

while c% does not:

_ _.®
o (Qaifs Vaie) = _CVJ(_adif’

3 3
C%/,L(adifa Yait) = CE/,L(—adifv

2
C%/,) ( ~Yait) »

—’Ydif) .

Appendix C: Behavior of three-body correlation
functions for large U

In the SU(N) symmetric case, the two different off-
diagonal components sz]y'a/ and x[3]

oo Of the three-body
correlation functions for o # ¢’ # ¢’ # o can be ex-

pressed as a linear combination of the diagonal one Xﬂg
and the derivative of the linear susceptibilities [44]:

(N =X, = —xBl + oo

1

ooo aed ’ (C )
(N — 1)(N — 2) [3} _ [3] _ aXaU N - 1 aXUU/
9 Xoo'o Xooo aﬁd 2 8€d

(C2)

Figure compares the components emerging on the
right-hand side for N = 4, i.e., XE(],U, oo and (N —

Deq
1) 83;"“ varying interaction strength U. We can see that

the diagonal component | xgw| becomes much larger than

(

the derivative terms |‘9X” | and (N —1) |8X” |, for strong
interactions U/(wA) 2 3. 0, over a wide parameter range
—(N-1)U/2< ¢, S(N=-1)U/2. Therefore XL(],U dom-
inates on the right hand side of Eq. ( and also on
Eq. ., and thus the correspondmg dlmensmnless pa-
rameters show the property O ~ —@H ~ @HI described
in Eq. for the strong interaction region. We have
confirmed that the same behavior occurs in the SU(6)
symmetric case.
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FIG. 13. Correlation functions emerging on the right-hand

side of Egs. (C1]) and (C2) are plotted vs &a/U, for N = 4. (a)-
, : 3] . 2 Oxo0

(b): the diagonal component (7A)%xSss. (c): (wA) é‘—ed.

(d): (rA)* (N . (b) represents an enlarged view of

(a). In each of these panels7 interaction strength is chosen to
be U/(7A) =1/3,2/3,5/3,10/3, 5.0.
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