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The Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states in kagome superconductors have been studied recently in
theory and experiments. However, more details of local superconductivity around the YSR states
in kagome superconductors and the existence of the related first-order phase transition remain un-
clear. Based on the self-consistent Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations for the s−wave superconducting
kagome Hubbard model, we show that first-order phase transitions occur when varying the spin-
magnetic interaction J of the magnetic impurity, and discontinuities of hysteresis loops in the plots
of the local pair potential versus J happen at the upper and lower critical interactions Jc1 and Jc2,
rather than the conventional critical interaction Jc. The minimal energy of the stable YSR state
EYSR,min is non-zero for the chemical potential at the van Hove singularities, Dirac point, and the
flat band. Furthermore, Jc1, Jc2, and EYSR,min are dependent on the chemical potential and the
superconducting coupling interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Kagome metals and superconductors have been inves-
tigated intensively because of rich exotic properties in-
duced by their geometric frustration and strongly cor-
related interactions. For instance, the theoretically pre-
dicted [1–4] flat band (FB), van Hove singularity (VHS),
Dirac point (DP), and multiband feature of the energy
spectrum in kagome Hubbard model have been experi-
mentally verified in the high-quality kagome metals, e.g.,
Fe3Sn2 [5], AV3Sb5(A=K, Rb, Cs) [6–8], YCr6Ge6 [9],
and AV6Sn6(A=Y, Gd) [10]. And, angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy [7] and measurements of resistiv-
ity and magnetic susceptibility [11] have revealed multi-
ple electron orders resulting from complex electron inter-
actions in these materials, such as topological order and
charge-density-wave order. Moreover, unconventional su-
perconductivity has been predicted [2] and observed in
CsV3Sb5 [12], including nematic phase [13], pair-density-
wave order [14], M-like pressure-dependence Tc behav-
ior [15], and the superconducting order parameter with
possible two-band (s+s)−wave symmetry [16, 17], etc.
Recently, the Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states [18–21],

as a promising candidate for constructing Majorana zero
modes and qubits [22–26], have been studied by dop-
ing magnetic impurities in kagome superconductors both
theoretically [27] and experimentally [16]. The YSR
states are known to be the bound in-gap states near mag-
netic impurities. The Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) cal-
culations [27] for the s−wave superconducting kagome
Hubbard model have shown that when the coupling be-
tween a magnetic impurity and superconductor J is weak
enough, Cooper pairs are not destroyed around the impu-
rity. However, when J crosses its critical value Jc (corre-
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sponding to the zero-energy YSR state), one observes the
local reconstruction of the ground state due to the pair
breaking in the vicinity of the magnetic impurity (see
the related explanations in Ref. 28). The most interest-
ing feature of these results [27] is that Jc is very sensitive
to FB, VHS, and DP singularities of the single-particle
spectrum of the kagome model.
However, the BdG study of Ref. 27 assumes a uni-

form distribution of the superconducting condensate. In
other words, this approach is not self-consistent and can-
not capture the common depression and the related 0-π
transition of the s-wave superconducting order parameter
near magnetic impurities [21, 28, 29]. Such local depres-
sion of the superconducting condensate has been detected
around the magnetic Cr cluster in CsV3Sb5 by scanning
tunneling microscopy [16]. Self-consistent BdG calcula-
tions usually demonstrate that a change in the coupling
between the magnetic impurity and s-wave superconduc-
tor results in a first-order phase transition [29], in which
a discontinuous jump occurs in the local superconduct-
ing order parameter around the impurity. However, this
particular type of the first-order phase transition has not
been revealed or investigated in the s-wave superconduct-
ing kagome Hubbard model [27]. Our current study ad-
dresses this gap.
In the present work, by numerically solving the self-

consistent BdG equations, we systematically investigate
the properties of the YSR state in an s−wave supercon-
ducting kagome Hubbard model. [Notice that the re-
lated system can be realized due to the proximity effect
by constructing an artificial kagome lattice on top of an
s−wave superconductor [30, 31].] Our numerical results
demonstrate the first-order phase transition related to
the formation of the YSR states with the two critical
spin-magnetic interactions Jc1 and Jc2 corresponding to
the metastable zero-energy YSR states. Parameters of
the transition are significantly affected by the supercon-
ducting coupling strength g and the chemical potential
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µ (i.e., by singularities in the energy-spectrum structure
of the kagome lattice). The minimal stable energy of
the YSR state is non-zero when the chemical potential
approaches the single-particle energies of the VHS, DP,
and FB.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we out-
line the formalism of the self-consistent BdG equations
for the s-wave superconducting kagome Hubbard model
with a magnetic impurity. In Sec. III we first discuss
numerical results obtained for the related kagome lattice
at zero spin-magnetic coupling J = 0. Then, using this
data as a reference, we proceed to the calculations of the
local pair potential in the vicinity of the impurity, the
corresponding YSR energy, and the system free energy
as functions of J for different values of g and µ. Our
conclusions are given in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

The starting point of our investigation is the s−wave
superconducting kagome Hubbard model with a single
magnetic impurity. Its grand-canonical Hamiltonian is
given by [32]

H =
∑
ijσ

Hijσc
†
iσcjσ − g

2

∑
iσσ′

c†iσc
†
iσ′ciσ′ciσ, (1)

where the indices i = {ix, iy} and j = {jx, jy} enu-
merate the sites of the two-dimensional kagome lattice;

ciσ and c†iσ are the fermionic annihilation and creation
operators for electrons at the site i with the spin pro-
jection σ = ± in units of ℏ/2; g(> 0) is the s-wave
pair coupling; and Hijσ is the matrix element of the
single-particle Hamiltonian. The latter, for the case
of the nearest-neighbor approximation, reads Hijσ =
−tδ⟨ij⟩ − [µ− (K − σJ) δii0 ] δij [33], with t the nearest-
neighbor hoping parameter and K the scattering poten-
tial coupling (nonmagnetic). The magnetic impurity is
located at i0 = {i0x, i0y}.
Within the mean-field approximation [34], the Hamil-

tonian given by Eq. (1) acquires the form

Heff =
∑
ijσ

Hijσc
†
iσcjσ +

∑
iσ

Uiσc
†
iσciσ

+
∑
i

(
∆ic

†
i↑c

†
i↓ +∆∗

i ci↓ci↑

)
(2)

with Uiσ and ∆i being the Hartree-Fock potential and
pair potential, respectively. Using the Bogoliubov uni-

tary transformation [27] ciσ =
∑

n(uinσγnσ − σv∗inσγ
†
nσ)

with σ = −σ, the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (2) can be
diagonalized as H =

∑
nσ εnσγ

†
nσγnσ + E0, where εnσ is

the quasiparticle energy, uinσ and vinσ are the spatial
particle- and hole-like quasiparticle wavefunctions, γnσ
and γ†

nσ are the quasiparticle creation and annihilation
operators satisfying the fermionic canonical commutation
relations, and E0 =

∑
i |∆i|2/g −

∑
inσ |vinσ|2εnσ is the

ground state energy [35]. The wave functions uinσ and
vinσ obey the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations∑

j

(Hijσ + Ujσδij)uinσ +∆ivinσ = εnσuinσ (3a)

∆∗
i uinσ −

∑
j

(H∗
ijσ + U∗

jσδij)vjnσ = εnσvinσ. (3b)

The solutions of the BdG equations Moreover, the free
energy F and the spatial electron density nei read [36]

F =
∑
nσ

fnσεnσ +
∑
i

|∆i|2/g −
∑
inσ

|vinσ|2εnσ (4a)

nei =
∑
nσ

[
|uinσ|2fnσ + |vinσ|2(1− fnσ)

]
. (4b)

The BdG equations are solved together with the self-
consistency equations for Uiσ and ∆i given by

Uiσ = −g
∑
n

[
|uinσ|2fnσ + |vinσ|2(1− fnσ)

]
(5a)

∆i = g
∑
n

[
uin↑v

∗
in↓(1− fn↑)− uin↓v

∗
in↑fn↓,

]
(5b)

with the Fermi-Dirac quasiparticle distribution fnσ =
f(εnσ). The summation in Eq. (5a) runs over all positive-
energy quasiparticles, while for ∆i the summation in-
cludes only the quasiparticle states with positive energies
inside the Debye energy (ℏωD) window, i.e., 0 ≤ εnσ ≤
ℏωD [34]. For simplicity, below the Hartree-Fock poten-
tial is ignored as its effect is reduced only to a shift in
the chemical potential that does not change the general
features of our results. [37–41]
One may note that the 4-by-4 set of the BdG equations

given by Eq. (3) is separated into the two sets of the 2-by-
2 BdG equations for εn,↑ and εn,↓, respectively. The BdG
solutions corresponding to εn↑ and εn↓ are connected by
the relations εn↓ = −εn↑, uin↓ = v∗in↓, and vin↑ = −u∗

in↑.
Thus, to simplify the numerical procedure, one can solve
the 2-by-2 BdG equations, say, for εn↑ and, then, the
above relations can be utilized to get such solutions for
εn↓.
To consider the properties of the YSR states in the

vicinity of the selected single-particle energies corre-
sponding to the VHS, DP and FB, we follow the choice
of Ref. [27] and consider the chemical potential µ as an
external parameter, rather than the average electron fill-
ing level (ne =

∑
i nei/Ntot, with Ntot being the total

number of sites) as in Refs. [42, 43]. Then, the proce-
dure of obtaining a self-consistent solution is as follows:
first, an initial guess for the pair potential ∆i is cho-
sen; second, the 2−by−2 BdG equations are solved for
a given value of µ; third, the obtained solutions of the
corresponding eigenvalue problem are used to get a new
spatial distribution of the pair potential. This proce-
dure is repeated until the numerical convergence. After
the convergence, utilizing the self-consistent solutions of
the BdG equations, we calculate the remaining pertinent
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physical quantities, including the free energy F and elec-
tron density nei given by Eqs. (4) and (5b).

In our work, the energy-related quantities (e.g., g, µ,
K, J , ∆i and F) are measured in units of the nearest-
neighbor hopping parameter t. We consider a kagome
lattice withN×N = 20×20 primitive unit cells under the
periodic boundary conditions at zero temperature T = 0.
The chosen value of N is sufficiently large to reach the
regime of an isolated YSR state. The doped magnetic
impurity is set at the site i0 = {19, 20} marked by the red
star in Fig. 1(a). For our calculations, we adopt K = 0
and ℏωD = 8. Since the single-particle energy interval
of the non-superconducting kagome model is from −4t
to 2t, ℏωD is large enough to include all the positive
quasiparticle states when calculating the pair potential
given by Eq. (5b). However, this choice of the parameters
of the model is not critical for our general conclusions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
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i x
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Sketch of the kagome lattice used
in our calculations and containing 20× 20 primitive unit cells
with a single magnetic impurity marked by the red star; (b-d)
The self-consistent impurity-free numerical results for the pair
potential ∆, filling level ne and the effective density of states
(dne/dµ in unit of 1/t) as functions of the chemical potential
µ for g = 2 (red spheres) and 3 (green stars) at T = 0. In
panel (c) one can also see ne for g = 0. The particular values
of µ corresponding to the van Hove singularities (VHS), Dirac
point (DP), and flat band (FB) are marked in panels (c, d)
by arrows.

To have an idea about the energy spectrum and per-
tinent quantities of the impurity-free attractive kagome

Hubbard model, Figs. 1(b-d) demonstrate the self-
consistent numerical results for the pair potential ∆, the
filling level ne, and the effective density of states (DOS,
defined as dne/dµ in unit of 1/t) as functions of the chem-
ical potential µ for the case J = 0. The curves with red
spheres and green stars correspond to the couplings g = 2
and 3, respectively. In addition, the black solid curve in
Fig. 1(c) shows ne calculated for the normal state with
g = 0. The selected values of the chemical potential cor-
responding to the VHS, DP, and FB regimes are marked
by arrows in panels (c,d), i.e., µ = −2 (VHS), −1 (DP),
0 (VHS), and 2 (FB).

We notice that the impurity-free system exhibits a
homogeneous pair potential, which changes significantly
with µ, as seen from Fig. 1(b). The filling level ne is also
strongly dependent on µ and specified by a monotonous
increase with µ, i.e. electrons fill the lattice with rising
µ, see Fig. 1(c). However, the dependence of the pair
potential on µ is not trivial due to the presence of the
special single-particle energies related to the VHS, DP,
and FB. In particular, for g = 2, the pair potential ∆
exhibits three local maxima at the VHS and FB points,
which are associated with the corresponding increases in
the effective DOS. The two VHS maxima related are not
the same because the VHS points correspond to different
electron-filling levels. The superconductive correlations
vanish around the DP in the interval −1.3 < µ < −0.6
(for g = 2) due to a significant drop of the effective DOS
to zero at the DP, see Fig. 1(d). It is also worth mention-
ing that ∆ is nonzero up to µmax = 2.47 which exceeds
the chemical potential µ = 2 at the FB by about 24%.
This feature appears due to the smearing of the FB in
the presence of the superconductive correlations. This
smearing is also visible in the data for the electron filling
level in Fig. 1(c). The derivative of ne with respect to µ,
i.e., the effective DOS in Fig. 1(d), is no longer infinite at
µ = 2 for g > 0, and it drops to zero only at µmax = 2.47.

For g = 3 (represented by the curves with green stars
in Fig. 1), the pair potential is significantly enhanced as
compared to the case of g = 2. In more detail, the two
local maxima related to the VHS (at µ = 0) and the FB
merge in one pronounced peak of ∆. In addition, a drop
of ∆ to zero near the DP, observed for g = 2, becomes
a finite local minimum at µ = −1 for g = 3. The full
occupation by electrons occurs at µmax = 2.75 which
is larger than the corresponding maximum value of the
chemical potential 2.47 at g = 2. One may notice that
around the FB there are distinctive shifts between the
peak positions of ∆ and the effective DOS. We expect
that this can occur due to the proximity of the VHS
increase of ∆ near µ = 0.

Now we turn to the interplay of the classical magnetic
impurity with the superconductive correlations. The re-
lated self-consistent results are shown in Fig. 2 for g = 2
and T = 0. In particular, the local pair potential ∆imp at
the impurity location is shown versus the spin-magnetic
coupling J in Figs. 2(a-c) for µ = −2 (VHS), 0 (VHS),
and 2 (FB). The energies of the YSR state EYSR are
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The pair potential at the impurity
location ∆imp (a-c), the YSR state energy EYSR (d-f), and
the free energy F (g-i) versus the coupling J for µ = −2
(VHS), 0 (VHS) and 2 (FB) at g = 2 and T = 0. The curves
with red spheres and blue stars represent the ascending and
descending branches, respectively, see the blue and red arrows
shown in panels (a-c). Jc1 and Jc2 highlighted in panel (d)
are the upper and lower critical interactions for EYSR = 0.
J∗ marks the point of the first-order transition in panels (g-i)
and corresponds to the minimal stable YSR energy.

given versus J for the VHS, DP, and FB regimes in pan-
els (d-f). Finally, the free energy F as a function of J
is demonstrated in panels (g-i) for the same values of µ.
The free energy F is shown relative to F0, the system
free energy at J = 0. To clearly identify the presence
of the first-order transition, the calculations are done in
ascending and descending manners, using the pair po-
tential ∆i calculated at the preceding step as the initial
guess for the new step corresponding to a new (larger or
smaller) value of J . The curves with red spheres in Fig. 2
represent our results obtained in the ascending procedure
while the blue stars are calculated in the descending pro-
cedure. Notice that the range of J-values is deliberately
enlarged in panels (d-i).

As compared with Ref. [27], the most distinctive fea-
ture in Fig. 2 is the presence of the first-order transi-
tion: one can see the discontinuities and the related hys-
teresis loops of ∆imp, EYSR, and F − F0. The jump in
the ascending branch occurs at J = Jc1 while the corre-
sponding jump in the descending branch takes place at
Jc2 < Jc1. From Figs. 2(a-c) one can learn that ∆imp is
positive for both the ascending and descending branches
for J < Jc1 and Jc2. However, irrespective of the particu-
lar branch, ∆i becomes negative above the corresponding
jump point. This is similar to the 0-π transition in the
phase of the pair potential reported previously for the
case of a magnetic impurity in the triangular lattice [28].

One can also see that below the transition region, ∆imp

decreases with increasing J , as seen for µ = −2, 0, and
2 in Figs. 2(a-c). This agrees with the earlier results of
Refs. [21, 29].

From Fig. 2(d-f), we find that EYSR = 0 J = Jc1
and Jc2, which differs significantly from the result Jc =
1/πD(µ) (with D(µ) the DOS per spin at µ) obtained
in Refs. [21, 27] within non self-consistent calculations,
based on the assumption of a uniform pair potential, for
the nonmagnetic potential coupling K = 0. Our numeri-
cal study reveals that Jc1 and Jc2 are very sensitive to µ.
For Jc1 we get 1.79 (µ = −2, VHS), 1.76 (µ = 0, VHS),
and 1.11 (µ = 2, FB). For Jc2 one obtains 1.59 (µ = −2,
VHS), 1.52 (µ = 0, VHS), and 0.57 (µ = 2, FB). More-
over, the difference Jc1 − Jc2 also depends strongly on
µ: Jc1 − Jc2 = 0.20, 0.24, and 0.54 for µ = −2, 0, and
2, respectively. It is instructive to compare the critical
value Jc = 1/πD(µ), given above and obtained in the pa-
pers [21, 27], with our numerical results for Jc1 and Jc2.
To estimate D(µ), one can employ the effective DOS of
our kagome model in Fig. 1(d). This results in Jc = 1.63,
1.71, and 0.83 for µ = −2, 0 and 2, respectively. For all
of these estimates we obviously have Jc1 < Jc < Jc2.

To determine the stable YSR states, one needs to com-
pare the free energies of the ascending (red spheres) and
descending (blue stars) branches. Then, according to the
standard prescriptions of the thermodynamics, the stable
YSR states correspond to the minimal free energy. One
can see from Figs. 2(g-i) that the free energies of the as-
cending and descending branches cross each other at J∗,
which is the point of the first-order transition occurring
in the system with changing the spin-magnetic interac-
tion J . At the same time, according to Figs. 2(a-c), this
is the 0-π transition in the phase of the pair potential
that also appears for a magnetic impurity in the trian-
gular lattice [28]. For µ = −2, 0 and 2, one finds from
Figs. 2(g-i) J∗ = 1.69, 1.64 and 0.80. Notice that these
values are very close to the estimates of Jc = 1/πD(µ)
obtained by substituting the results of Fig. 1(d) for D(µ).
However, and this is more important and different from
the non self-consistent results, the stable YSR states have
nonzero energies EYSR ̸= 0.

Furthermore, the same results for g = 3 are shown in
Fig. 3 with µ = −2 (VHS), −1 (DP), 0 (VHS), and 2
(FB). Here, the curves with wine spheres and green stars
indicate the ascending and descending branches, respec-
tively. As in Fig. 2, we also find the first-order transition
in Fig. 3, i.e., the discontinuities in the plots of ∆imp,
EYSR and F − F0 versus J . For the DP µ = −1, the
decreasing of ∆imp when raising J is much more rapid
than in the cases of other µ values. The ∆imp values at
µ = −2, 0 and 2 are more enhanced than in Fig. 2(a-c)
with g = 2.

Interestingly, we find that Jc1, Jc2, and the estimated
conventional Jc vary with g. In Fig. 3 with g = 3, their
values for µ = −2, 0 and 2 are Jc1 = 2.34, 2.24 and
1.63 while Jc2 = 1.98, 1.73 and 0.81, respectively. The
corresponding estimated conventional Jc for these µ are
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The same as in Fig. 2, but for g = 3. Panels (b, f, j) are the results for µ = −1 (DP). The ascending
and descending branches are shown as curves with wine spheres and green stars, respectively.

2.21, 2.00 and 1.06, which are located between Jc1 and
Jc2. But, for µ = −1 (DP) the estimated conventional
Jc is greater than Jc1 while here Jc1 = 6.76, Jc2 = 4.70
and the estimated Jc = 12.48. At last, for all these four
µ values, the free energies of both the ascending and de-
scending branches cross each other at J∗, although these
branches are very close for µ = 1. Therefore, all these
minimal stable EYSR values can not reach zero, which
agrees with the case of g = 2 in Fig. 2.

Now, we illustrate the details of the µ-dependent
upper and lower critical interactions Jc1 (curves with
black squares), Jc2 (curves with blue spheres), and the
crossover interaction J∗ (curves with red stars) for g = 2
and 3 at T = 0 in Figs. 4(a, b). And, the minimal stable
EYSR,min at J∗ for g = 2 and 3 are shown in Figs. 4(c,
d). The other calculation parameters are the same as
in Figs. 1−3. For g = 2 in Fig. 4(a) and (c), the blue
and green regions in these plots are the regimes with zero
∆ and the electron full-filling level according to Fig. 1,
respectively.

Generally, the global profiles of Jc1, Jc2 and J∗ in
Fig. 4(a) are similar to the results of Jc in Fig. 2(b)
of Ref. [27]. However, there are three major differences
for g = 2 in our results: the first point is the absence
of the J∗ in the zero-∆ blue region around µ = −1, the
second is the exceeding of µmax over µ = 2, and the last
point is the physics among Jc1, Jc2, J

∗ and Jc. Remind
that Jc1 and Jc2 correspond to the zero-EYSR solutions
in the ascending and descending branches of the first-
order-transition procedure, as seen in Figs. 1 and 2. In
Fig. 4(a), the difference between Jc1 and Jc2 increases
with µ, and it reaches the maximum around the FB (i.e.,

0
2
4
6
8

- 4 - 3 - 2 - 1 0 1 2 30 . 0

0 . 1

0 . 2

- 4 - 3 - 2 - 1 0 1 2 3

J c1
,  J

c2, 
 J* g = 2

( a )

( c )
g = 2

E Y
SR

, m
in

µ

( b )
g = 3

 J c 1 J c 2
 J *

( d )
g = 3

µ

FIG. 4. (Color online) The upper and lower critical interac-
tions Jc1, Jc2 and crossover interaction J∗ (a, b), the minimal
stable EYSR,min (c, d) as functions of µ for g = 2 and 3 at
T = 0. The green regions on the left side of all the panels
are the electron full-filling regime, while the blue regions with
g = 2 in panels (a, c) are non-superconducting, i.e., with zero
∆, according to Fig. 1(b).

µ = 2). And, in literature [21, 27], EYSR is equal to zero
at Jc while here J∗ is the crossover interaction at which
the minimal stable EYSR,min happens. We can see in
Fig. 4(a) that J∗ is situated between Jc2 and Jc1. More-
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over, EYSR,min in Fig. 4(c) for g = 2 is non-zero around
µ = −2 and −0.5 < µ < 2.2. In particular, its local
maxima are located around the two VHS points and the
FB, i.e., µ = −2, 0 and 2. And, the maximal value of
EYSR,min goes up to 0.11 at µ = 1.9. In Fig. 4(b), we find
the complete profiles of Jc1, Jc2 and J∗ at µ from −4 to
µmax = 2.75 because the superconductivity is achieved
for g = 3 shown in Fig. 1(b). And, the significant differ-
ence between Jc1 and Jc2 occurs around the DP (µ = −1)
and FB (µ = 2). As seen in Fig. 4(d), EYSR,min for g = 3
is equal to zero only in the vicinity of µ = −1.5 and
2.5, while its maximum is 0.20 at µ = 1.7 and two local
minima at µ = −2.2 and −1.1.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, based on the self-consistent Bogoliubov-
de Gennes equations, we have numerically studied the su-
perconducting properties of the Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR)
states in the s−wave superconducting kagome Hubbard
model. Similar to the density of states, the bulk super-
conducting pair potential changes with the chemical po-
tential µ and reaches local maxima when µ is located at

the van Hove singularities (VHS) and the flat band (FB).
When varying the spin-magnetic interaction J of the

magnetic impurity, a first-order phase transition occurs
since hysteresis loops with discontinuities in the local pair
potential at the impurity and the YSR-state energy EYSR

at the upper and lower critical potentials (Jc1 and Jc2),
which correspond to EYSR = 0. The conventional criti-
cal interaction Jc is normally situated between Jc1 and
Jc2, except at the DP. And, the minimal stable EYSR,min

values at the crossover interaction (J∗) along the free-
energy favorite path are non-zero for µ at the VHS, DP,
and FB. Moreover, Jc1, Jc2 and J∗ depend on µ and the
superconducting coupling g. Our findings can be helpful
for future experiments on the YSR states in the s−wave
superconducting kagome system achieved by supercon-
ducting proximity effects.
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