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The complex gate-voltage-dependent differential conductance in quantum point contacts, shaped
by entangled-state tunneling, was demonstrated through the movement of a localized spin. This spin
responds to variations in side gate voltage, triggering a quantum phase transition (QPT) between
symmetric and asymmetric Kondo coupling states, with the states separated by conductance regions
G > 0.7Go and G < 0.7Go, where Go = 2¢*/h, respectively. The asymmetric state has two Kondo
temperatures, while the symmetric state has only one. The presence of two Kondo temperatures
in the asymmetric state clarifies previously unresolved issues, such as the indeterminate Kondo
temperature and anomalous behavior in the width of the zero-bias anomaly (ZBA) in the G < 0.7Go
region. The QPT was investigated by analyzing the gate-voltage-dependent ZBA energy, calculated
using the corresponding local density of states at the site of the localized spin, obtained during the

replication of the differential conductance.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Kondo effect in nanoscale systems was first ob-
served in quantum dots |1, 2], followed by quantum point
contacts (QPCs) [3]. Kondo temperatures were deter-
mined through scaling analysis [1, [3]. Successful results
support Kondo physics in both devices. However, puz-
zling features remain: below 0.7Gg in conductance, where
Go = 2¢?/h with electron charge e and Planck constant
h, in QPCs, the scaling analysis fails, preventing the de-
termination of the Kondo temperature |3]. The objec-
tive of this study is to answer the questions: Why is
0.7Gy special in the QPC and what happens to the QPC
when the side gate voltage Vi passes the value giving
conductance 0.7Gy? These questions are difficult to an-
swer because they ask about the fundamental dynamical
aspects of the QPC since the conductance corresponds
to the zero bias peak value of differential conductance,
dI/dV vs. V, where I and V denote the source-drain
current and applied bias, respectively, which carries the
system dynamics.

A QPC exists in an entangled state that links the left
and right electron reservoirs through a linearly combined
two Kondo singlets formed by a spontaneously created
localized spin in the narrow constriction of the QPC, as
depicted in Fig. [[(a). The fundamental quantity car-
rying the dynamical information of the system is the
local density of states (LDOS), pgo(w), where d and o
denote the localized level and spin, respectively, as de-
picted in Fig. [[a). With the LDOS, one may reveal the
veiled properties of QPCs and answer the above ques-
tions. However, obtaining the LDOS amounts to solving
the challenging non-equilibrium Kondo problem. Even
worse is to treat complex Vi dependences |3-5].

Fortunately, the Vg dependence in a QPC has been
studied using spin-density-functional theory calcula-
tions [6]. According to Ref. [6], the movement of the
localized spin in the QPC is described as follows: ini-
tially created at a constriction edge at a low Vg, the lo-
calized spin migrates towards the center as Vi increases;

once it has reached the center, it remains there despite
further increments in V. This process involves spon-
taneous symmetry breaking in the left-right Kondo cou-
pling strength as Vi transitions from a higher (Vg > V(§)
to a lower (Vo < V(&) value, where V& denotes the point
of symmetry breaking, as illustrated in Fig. [[(b). Such
spontaneous symmetry breaking provides a sufficient con-
dition for a continuous phase transition. Therefore, we
aim to elucidate the existence of a Vg-driven quantum
phase transition at V§, corresponding to 0.7Gy in con-
ductance, and to resolve the QPC puzzle.

Although spin-density-functional theory calculations
produce two symmetric localized spins under equilib-
rium conditions |6, 7], a single localized spin effectively
captures the electron dynamics under steady-state non-
equilibrium conditions, as depicted in Fig. [l which
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the entangled-state tunneling via a
linearly combined two Kondo singlets in QPCs. The down-
ward arrows on both sides represent the coherent spins at the
Fermi levels of the reservoirs. (b) Variation in the position of
the localized spin and Kondo coupling strength (indicated by
line thickness) due to the V. V§ denotes the point at which
the symmetry breaks.
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at equilibrium is described by the Vg-dependent two-
reservoir Anderson impurity model,

>N lereit ek, + VY (Va)(dick, + cfndo)]
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+ Z ca(Va)dldy + Ungynay, (1)

where ¢ (1), e, nar, U, V¥(Vg), and eq(Va) repre-
sent, respectively, the annihilation (creation) operator of
an electron with spin ¢ in quantum state k in reservoir
v, the electron kinetic energy of momentum k, the up-
spin number operator ng = dl}dT, the Coulomb interac-
tion at the site of the localized spin, the Vg-dependent
hybridization strength, which is taken to be real and k-
independent for simplicity, and the V-dependent energy
of the localized d level. When the source-drain bias is
lower than U, the coherent electrons in both reservoirs
form an entangled state, and perform a unidirectional
entangled-state tunneling, encompassing the dynamics of
singlet co-tunneling and spin exchange.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we
present the Vg-dependent differential conductance for-
mula, applicable to realistic conditions. We then intro-
duce the Green’s function technique in Liouville space,
where basis vectors are operators, to derive a more
tractable form of the differential conductance. In Sec.
II1, we reproduce experimental V-dependent differential
conductance line shapes using this simplified formulation.
Finally, in Sec. IV, we reveal a quantum phase transi-
tion by analyzing the Vg-dependent quasiparticle energy
associated with the zero-bias anomaly (ZBA) peak. The
paper concludes with a summary in Sec. V.

II. DIFFERENTIAL CONDUCTANCE

Our approach for determining the LDOS is based on
experimentally measured differential conductance, which
provides the only dynamic data available for phenomeno-
logical analysis. Therefore, a practical form of differential
conductance is needed instead of the idealistic one, based
on Meir-Wingreen current formula []], and a manageable
Green’s function technique |9, [10], which yields a man-
ageable form of differential conductance, is necessary. We
address these issues in this section.

A. Gate-voltage-dependent formula

The Meir—-Wingreen current formula, applicable to a
system with a single-level interaction site situated be-
tween two reservoirs at different chemical potentials (il-
lustrated in Fig. [i(a)), is expressed as follows [8]:
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where N(w) = TI'Ew)IF(w)/[ME(w) + TR(w)], and
L) (w) is the left (right) coupling function. Here, we
explicitly insert the superscript ‘sn’, indicating steady-
state non-equilibrium. Owur system exhibits spin up-
down symmetry, such that g;;”(w) = gj@(w). Since

fz(R)(w) + fi(R)(w) = fr(r)(w), the formula simplifies
to:

26 +sn

I'=—— [dw|[fr(w) = frlw I (@)Im G137 (w).

In this study, we consider the Vi-dependent current
with w-independent I'. Thus, the Vg-dependent differen-
tial conductance at zero temperature is expressed as:

dl 2e? ~
aw o h =T (VG)ImgddT( w, Va) o (3)

This formula serves as a practical adaptation of an ideal-
ized expression based on the Meir-Wingreen current for-
mula, Eq. @)). It assumes g;;;‘ (w, Vo) remains indepen-
dent of the applied bias V', which is valid for entangled-
state tunneling between two non-interacting reservoirs
under sufficiently low bias.

The relationship 0 < I'™ (V) < A holds, where the
maximum value A = (I'L + T'F)/4 occurs for T = T'F,
corresponding to a left-right symmetric Kondo coupling
state. Ideally, I'™ (V) undergoes a non-analytic change
at the point where 't = ', However, under realis-
tic conditions, I'*"(Vg) is expected to vary smoothly.
Both I"*(Vg) and Im gj;f(w, Va) are determined dur-
ing the phenomenological replication of the experimental
Vi-dependent dI/dV profile.

B. Green’s function technique

In obtaining the differential conductance, the on-site
retarded Green’s function Q+ST“( w) is the central quantity
of interest, and the LDOS is given by the imaginary part
of the on—site retarded Green’s function, ie., pji(w) =
—(1/7T)Img;'$l( w). Q;;,?( w) is given by the dd element
of the Green’s function matrix, i.e. zgj;;“( w)=[1/(zI+
iH)]4q or zgj;%‘( w) = [1/(21 4 iL)]qq |11], where z =
—iw + 0%, I denotes the identity operator, and L the
Liouville operator.

As the superscript ‘sn’ implies, the matrix elements of
H or L are obtained at steady-state nonequilibrium. A
complete set of basis vectors or operators is needed to
obtain the Green’s function. For this reason, we opt for
the Liouville space, as it facilitates the determination of
basis operators.

1. Determining basis operators

Determining the basis operators is the first and most
challenging step in obtaining the Green’s function. We



developed a systematic method for identifying a com-
plete set of basis operators describing the dynamics of
d,(t) driven by the single-reservoir Anderson impurity
model 9], and extended it to the two-reservoir Anderson
impurity model [10]. By excluding complex and insignif-
icant basis operators, the complete set is divided into
three groups:

I: {dT,(STLdJ,dT},
IL: {(Lyojg )dr, (Lhdjg )i}, n=10,1,... 00,
I = {cir, 0nayciy, (LZ(Sji”)cZT}, n,k=0,1,...,00.

Here, 6 denotes the deviation from the average, jd_f =
iV Y leddy —dley ), and jiY = V¥ S (cild +d]cy).
For n = 2, for example, L7 O = [Hy, [Hy, O]], with H), =
Dok ZVGL,RVV(CZLCZU +&ld,) in Eq. (). To ensure
orthogonality among the basis operators, we introduced
9, where 60 = O — (O).

Group I describes the mediating site (MS) with a
single level d, where the localized spin resides. Group
II captures hybridization processes, while Group III
characterizes the reservoirs. Applying Lj to ji” gen-
erates second-order hybridization terms between the v
reservoir and the MS. However, the full Liouville space
describes the dynamics with such granularity that it
renders the Green’s function technique impractical. To
construct a manageable Liouville space where this tech-
nique remains effective, we exclude the following basis
operators: dng dy in Group I, which represents on-site
Coulomb interactions, and (LZ&ji”)dT (n=1,2,...,00)
and (LZ&ji”)cZT (n = 0,1,...,00) in Groups II and
II1, respectively, which describe multiple hybridizations.
We keep operators dngycpy k = 0,1,...,00, describing
nonvanishing entanglement, in Group III. See Fig.
The validity of thes exclusions is supported by the
excellent fit of our theoretical line shapes, characterized
by Lorentzian peaks, to the experimental results [4],
which suggests that multiple hybridization processes
play a negligible role in the formation of coherent current
through entangled-state tunneling. Thus, the working
Liouville space with inner product (a,b) = ({a,b'}),
where b is the adjoint of operator l;, and the angular
and curly brackets represent the expectation and anti-
commutator, respectively, is spanned by three groups of
orthonormal basis operators |10, [12]:

(1) d4, describing the localized spin;

(i) drdjz " " /((855"")2)1/2, describing the four
hybridization types illustrated in Fig. [Iia);

(iii) ;™ and ¢z *0nqy/((0nay)?)/? with k =
0,---,00, describing the reservoirs.

2. Liouville matriz

We now symmetrically arrange the basis operators, as
shown at the top of Fig. 2l and calculate the matrix ele-
ments (iL);; = —({i[H, &], é;}), where é; represents the
i*? basis operator, and the square bracket denotes the
commutator. The structure of the Liouville matrix is
illustrated in Fig.

Notably, the region of nonvanishing entanglement
(highlighted in orange) is formed by matrix elements cre-
ated by the hybridization operators and cZTénd | opera-
tors, as well as matrix elements between hybridization
operators themselves. In contrast, the matrix elements
formed by hybridization and cj; operators yield vanish-
ing entanglement (cyan). The explicit form of the matrix
M := zI 4 4L is provided in Fig. [6l in Appendix A.
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FIG. 2. Structure of the Liouville matrix: the reservoir

(green), vanishing (cyan) and nonvanishing (orange) entan-
glements, and overlap between dt and other basis operators
(yellow).

3. Manageable form of differential conductance

The matrix reduction scheme [13, [14] detailed in Ap-
pendix A transforms the co x oo matrix M into an equiv-
alent 5 x 5 matrix M,., which corresponds to tracing out
the reservoir degrees of freedom. The resultant form of
M., is given by [10, [12]

o AL —UjL, ,ng %%R
A " Ly W
M, =| U* U —iw U U™ [+in (9
=t =it UL - A
=it —gt -URE AR i

where the first term is the central dashed block in
Fig. [ while the second term, X, consists of el-
ements given by iX,, = n[iTE(w) + iZ(w)] with



self-energy of the non-interacting Anderson model [15].
The coefficients 7,, are discussed below. To express
the self-energy i3f(w), we adopt a wide semi-elliptic
band, po(w) = po 1—(w2/D2), with a wide band-
width 2D. Then, i3§(w) = A¥[/1 — (w?/D?) + iw/ D],
where AY = 7(V¥)2py, and the coupling function I'(w)
is defined as twice the imaginary part of Xf(w), i.e.,
I'Y(w) = 27(V¥)2%po(w). Since the bandwidth 2D is
sufficiently wide, we treat I'(w) as a constant, written
as TV = 27(V¥*)2py = 2A%. Bach A” depends on Vg
due to the Vg-dependent hybridization strength V¥ (Vg),
though the sum A’ 4+ AP remains constant. We use
A = (AL + AF)/2 as the energy unit in this study,

Meanwhile, the matrix elements of the first term of
Eq. @) are given by @ = w — eq — U{nqy),

s - L(R L(R
L(R) _ >k Z(VLC£¢ VRCkT)dT [Jlu ( )aj;l ( )]>

! (02 F 217257 0 2y

Lor_ (e i(VEhel, + VR " g )
(6722 {(654,7)2)1 /2

LR (> (VLCkT"‘VRCkT)d [qu sJay fi]ysn 1)
4 (05220 2((65 7))/ ’

and

U — ZE <[nd¢73d¢ J(1 = 2nay) +3d¢ (1 —2(nay)))*
T2 ((053,)2) /2 ’
(8)
where the superscript ‘eq’ in U J’.; indicates that the ex-
pectation is taken at equilibrium. The calculation proce-
dures are detailed in Appendix B.
The elements U represent the effective Coulomb in-

teraction screened by the dynamics jd_f or j;l” coming
from or directed towards the v reservoir. Furthermore,
the imaginary part of U +, represented by the second
term, vanishes at half- ﬁlhng, as is the case in this study.

We finally arrive at a more manageable form of differ-
ential conductance:

dl 2e2 ~
— 22 Iesn M, .
w7 (Va)Re(M; )33 . 9)

IIT. REPLICATING dI/dV LINE SHAPES

Our first goal is to replicate the experimental dif-
ferential conductance line shapes.  Replicating the
Va-dependent  differential conductance is achieved
by phenomenologically determining the parameters
involved in Eq. (@). The guidelines for determining
these parameters are provided by atomic limit analysis

(Im¥(w) — 0) [10, 12]. For a large on-site Coulomb
interaction U at half-filling (Im[U; LB = 0), which is the

case in this study, the atomic hmlt analysis provides the
following insights:

(a) The ZBA spectral weight is given by
(v ™)/ IU{(v5)2 + (vF)?};
(b) The spectral weight of the coherent side peak is

(”Ys BIU)%
(c) The p0s1t10ns of the two coherent side peaks are
+v/[(y 7)2]/2;

(d) Coulomb peaks at :I:U /2 are produced with
U™ =U/4 and v1F = 4LB =0,

The equality v5% = 4% is established under unidi-
rectional entangled-state tunneling, as explained in the
end of Appendix B 2. Using items (a)-(c), the values
of v and v can be determined by the position of the
side peak in the differential conductance, while 'Ys ‘L are
fixed by the spectral weight of the side peak, and v&%
play a crucial role in studying correlated supercondu’c—
tors, where only the side peak is present [16, 17]. Mean-
while, item (d) sets the non-entangled portion of 7,4 to
0.25, except for ns3.

We set UjL, = Uﬁ because the operator 5~ indicates
the steady current. We further observed that the matrix
element UJ,L;R adjusts the gap between the maxima of the

ZBA and the side peak, while UJ,L,"R controls the distance
between the minimum and maximum of the ZBA and
side peak, respectively.

Given the asymmetry in the experimental dI/dV line
shapes with respect to the applied bias, as reported
in Ref. 4, we focused on fitting the central and right-

TABLE I. Variation of parameters with Vg

LR S G- W o e v
17 064 064 0.64 0.4457 0.4457 0.323 1.012
16 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.4928 0.4928 0.385 1.003
15 059 059 0.59 0.5351 0.5351 0.435 0.995
14 056 056 0.56 0.5788 0.5788 0.488 0.980
13 0.535 0.535 0.56 0.6524 0.6524 0.560 0.962
12 0.510 0.510 0.55 0.7466 0.7466 0.647 0.937
11 0.495 0.495 0.565 0.8614 0.8614 0.753 0.904
10 0.484 0.484 0.595 1.0055 1.0055 0.897 0.856
9 0495 0495 0.68 1.2070 1.2070 1.0973 0.790
8 0.492 0.431 0.73 1.3963 1.1445 1.1445 0.697
7 0488 0409 0.84 1.7020 1.1946 1.1916 0.598
6 0.483 0.387 0.95 2.0935 1.3032 1.2388 0.508
5 0477 0314 1.04 25718 1.5688 1.2859 0.395
4 0470 0.230 095 3.1193 1.8263 1.3331 0.296
3 0462 0.210 095 3.6437 2.0703 1.3802 0.144




hand-side peaks. A semi-elliptic band with a width of
50A was employed, where the energy unit A = 1.083
meV. The best fit was obtained using the parameters
listed in Table 1 and the self-energy coefficients: 71, =
ms = M55 = 0.253, m2 = ma = mas = ms = 0.254,
Moz = Moa = 7ua = 0.260, and 733 = 1 (exact) with
symmetrical indices. The incremental deviation from
Npg = 0.25, attributed to left-right entanglement, is de-
scribed by the relationships 111 = 715 = 755 < N2 =
M4 = M25 = N5 < N2z = N24 = 7Naa. These relationships
are thoroughly analyzed in Appendix C.

The theoretical results were superimposed on the ex-
perimental data from Ref. 4 in Fig. B(a), with the corre-
sponding LDOS shown in Fig. Bl(b), thereby addressing
our first goal and the most challenging aspects of this
study. Notably, the peak value of the ZBA at Vg = 9
is 0.7(2€2/h), signifying that G = 0.7Go. By compar-
ing Fig. 2(c) of Ref. |4 with the zero-bias peak values of
Fig. Bla), realistic values for Vo = 3 and Vg = 9 were
found to be 0.067 V and 0.085 V, respectively, with each
Vi step being 3.0 mV. The Vi-dependent behaviors of
the 4’s, I'"*(Vs), and UjLi’R are shown in Fig. Bl(c), its
inset, and Fig. Bld), respectively.

The trends of 4* and v shown in Fig. Bic) clearly
demonstrate the distinction between symmetric (y* =
) and asymmetric (yF # %) states at Vg = 9. We
clarify in section IV that v* and % differ by the Kondo
coupling strengths on the left and right side of the local-
ized spin, respectively.

The scaling puzzle in QPCs has been resolved by iden-
tifying the asymmetric Kondo coupling state with two
distinct Kondo temperatures that occurs below 0.7Gy.
Since scaling analysis presupposes a single Kondo tem-
perature for a given Vg, anomalies such as the indeter-
minate Kondo temperature and the anomalous behavior
of the ZBA width below 0.7G arise when two Kondo
temperatures coexist.

IV. QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITION

Identifying a quantum phase transition between sym-
metric and asymmetric Kondo coupling states, the cen-
tral focus of this study, is both fundamental and interest-
ing. To achieve this, we examine the quasiparticle energy
at the Fermi level, specifically the ZBA energy, defined
as:

Eypa =2 / Do ()da, (10)
0

where @i, denotes the position of the local minimum in
the LDOS shown in Fig. B(b). Equation ([I0) provides
a consistent method for estimating the ZBA energy. Us-
ing this approach, we determined the Vg-dependent ZBA
energies at zero temperature and plotted them on a log-
arithmic scale against Vg in Fig. @l(a).

The data align remarkably well with two straight
lines of different slopes, indicating a phase transition
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FIG. 3. (a) The colored curves superimposed on the exper-
imental data (black) [4] represent the theoretical dI/dV line
shapes. (b) The Vg-dependent local density of states. (c)
The Vg-dependent behaviors of 375. The blue line indicates
the point of ¥ = 4f. Inset: (V). (d) Va-dependent
behaviors of U JL+, U §+7 and UJLLR. These are regarded real
numbers in this study.

at Vg = 9 and suggesting distinct power-law behaviors:
Ezpa/A = 0.00671 — 0.00266 x |Vg — 9]%-%6 for Vg <9
and Ezga/A = 0.00671 + 0.00200 x |Vg — 9|'-16% for
Ve > 9. As a result, the derivative 0Ezpa /0Ve diverges
as Vg approaches the critical point V§ = 9 from below,
while it vanishes as Vg approaches the critical point from
above, as shown in Fig.[d{(b). This pronounced difference



L) //“ <3l ()
3 >
S 14 <
Q o?
: £
] E
0.4 U’]‘
©
3 5 e e % 7 8 9 10 41 12
Va (step) Va (step)
Ta (C) (d) .
— .- 029
InA _
S % B=0373 | %
x e Z o1
> 1 Tetaa Z .
! Hoos g z .
= % oo’
T T T 9
5 6 7 8 9 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Ve (step) Va (step)

FIG. 4. (a) The behaviors of the ZBA energy on a logarithmic
scale. (b) The derivative of the ZBA energy against Vg on a
linear scale. (c) The critical behavior of the order parameter.
The red squares represent the data, and the dark squares are
provided for visual aid. (d) The ZBA width on a semiloga-
rithmic scale.

at the transition point suggests the potential for devel-
oping quantum sensors.

Figures@dla) and [d(b) confirm the presence of a contin-
uous phase transition. In the context of such transitions,
identifying an appropriate order parameter is crucial. We
propose |y~ — 4| as the order parameter for this phase
transition. The critical behavior is described by the re-
lationship: |v2 — vf| o« |Vo — VS|P, where the critical
exponent is determined to be B = 0.373, as illustrated
in Fig. {(c). The rationale for choosing |[y* — v#| as the
order parameter is explained below.

Additionally, we explicitly illustrate the well-known
single-Kondo-temperature behavior of the full width at
half maximum (FWHM) of the ZBA peak, In(FWHM) «
[Va — V|, on a semilogarithmic scale in Fig. d(d). No-
tably, the well-fitting region is confined to the symmetric
Kondo coupling regime, Vg > V5.
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To clarify the order parameter, it is necessary to eluci-
date the dynamics embedded within the matrix elements
of M,. Meaningful dynamics representing the steady-
state current is represented in the numerator of matrix
element. We first consider v2(®) given in Eq. .

To analyze the dynamics in the numerator, an expec-
tation scheme tailored for a system under steady-state
non-equilibrium conditions is essential. Unlike equilib-
rium systems, where the expectation scheme is univer-
sally defined, the non-equilibrium expectation must be
established on a case-by-case basis. For the bias direc-
tion illustrated in Fig.[Ta), we define the non-equilibrium
expectation as:

(6 operators)™™ := <\Ilo|ckRTT (6 operators)dy|¥o),  (11)
where the operators dy and c,}:T are added to represent the
initial and final events of a cyclic steady-state process, re-
spectively. The ground state |¥g) = |¥1)|PR) describes
the combined electron configurations at the Fermi surface
of the left (L) and right (R) reservoirs. This definition es-
tablishes the cyclic fourth-order hybridization dynamics
necessary for characterizing the steady-state flow under
non-equilibrium conditions.

In 77, for instance, the unidirectional entangled-state
tunneling is formed by selecting the operators Vchle
from (VLcﬁT—HN/RckRT)dTr, (1~/L)205¢1Ld¢d10£i from the com-
mutator [j;f, j:{f], and ckRTJf dy from the definition given
above. These selected operators are then rearranged as
(f/L)3(d%ﬁ)(chdi)(ckRng)(céidT), depicted in the left-
most panel of Fig. [ representing: (left singlet forma-
tion) — (singlet co-tunneling.) — (singlet formation on
the left) — (spin exchange). Similarly, the tunneling dy-
namics of v and v5% are presented in the central and
rightmost panels of Fig. Bl respectively.

Dividing the numerators of 7’s by VvvYin the
denominators gives the same hybridization strength V%
to all 4’s. Consequently, v and ® do not differ by
hybridization strength but by their positions of spin
exchange with different Kondo coupling strength, as
illustrated in Figs. [ and [b). Thus, the difference
|yl — 4| serves as the order parameter of the phase
transition.

V. CONCLUSION

We identified a gate-voltage-driven quantum phase
transition at V§, where G = 0.7Go, based on the
Va-dependent behavior of localized spin [6]. This study
reveals two distinct phases: one phase (G > 0.7Gy)
with left—right symmetric Kondo couplings and a single
Kondo temperature, and the other (G < 0.7Gp) with
left-right asymmetric Kondo couplings and two Kondo
temperatures. This insight addresses puzzling behav-
iors observed in quantum point contacts, such as the



indeterminate Kondo temperature, deviation of scaled
data from the scaling function [3], and the anomalous
Va-dependent width of the ZBA [3-5] in the G < 0.7Gy
region.
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Appendix A: Matrix reduction

The matrix
transformed

ig;_dT(Z) =

representation of the Laplace-
on-site  retarded Green’s function,
LT({dT(t),di}> = Ap(z), is expressed
as: MA., = D, where M = z2I + iL, and A,
and D. are column vectors, defined as Al =
(Asor(2), -+ A1(2), Ao(2), A1r(2), - -+ Acor(2))”

and DI = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0)T, where the su-
perscript T denotes the transpose. For example,
Ajr(z) = LT({{ek(t), éJLT ), with the j-th basis operator
from the left side, as depicted at the top of Fig. For
further details, refer to Ref. [9].

As shown in Fig. [ the matrix M consists of nine
blocks: My (00 X 00), Mpg (5 X 00), Mgy (00 X 5),
and Myq (5 x 5). The matrix equation is thus expressed
as:

Mrr Mgr O Cct 0
Mrqs Mgs Mgy cll=|1:], (A1)
0 Mgr Mggr cr 0
where CF = (Aur(2),---,A3.(2)T, C? =

Matrix M : -iwl+iL
Syl o Siid0jid. dy 0jld 0iid Sk oy o

Basis L
Operators: (b -

iV

¢ /fT [i(w-£)0 0 )

: { 0o o 0 0 0|:]oo

: 0 0-iw-¢,) iVt
Sk Ci-£)0 0 ) V‘fﬁ}{Vl‘ﬁJ V'f:]{?fi' 0

. 0 [ 00 O R o ) [

0 0-io-e)| e e reve”

G| 0 @PEPE -ie |y U e (PETE) 0
5jitd. 0 CPETTEY e -UL| Wt s (PSP 0
dy |G 0 v B (ooX5)
Gild| 0 ST At | Up o
ddd| Q EPESPET it g |up 1t e
on el {Vk’f:]{w{il

B irRER| prrER

|0 e (o
it 0 0

FIG. 6. The matrix elements of M are explicitly displayed
using the structure shown in Fig. [B] of the main text. The
matrix M consists of nine blocks, outlined by thin black lines,
which are used during the matrix reduction process. The
orange sectors indicate the left-right entanglement.

(A21.(2), A11.(2), 1G4 (2), Air(2), A2r(2))T, CH =
(A3r(2), -, Axr(2))T, 0 is an infinite-dimensional
zero vector, and Iy = (00100)7.

By eliminating C* and C* from the three independent
equations coming from Eq. (AI)), we derive a reduced
matrix equation [13, [14]:

(Mag—MpaM;  Mar, —MpiM 5 EMg)Cy = I5. (A2)

Since My and Mpggr are diagonal matrices with ele-
ments (—iw + 0%) + de, (k = 0,1,---,00), their in-
verses are straightforward to compute. Consequently,
the latter two terms in parentheses in Eq. (A2) can
be expressed as a 5 x 5 matrix with elements i3,, =
Npg[iZE (W) + X (w)], where iZ§(w) = ik (V)2 (w —
e + i07) = 7(V")?py(w), and pf(w) denotes the
density of states of the v reservoir. The coefficients
Npg are detailed in Appendix C below. Thus, the
equivalent 5 x 5 matrix equation becomes: M,C,; =
I5, where M, = Myq + ¢3. Substituting ct =
(AQL(Z),AlL(z),ig;:”(z),AlR(z),AgR(z))T, the on-site
retarded Green’s function is given by:

Gy (@) = (M V)33 = (M) aa.

The local density of states at the mediating site (MS),
par(w), is then:

(A3)

1 1 _
par(w) = ——TmG; (w) = ——Re(M, 1)z (A4)
This expression is used to calculate the differential con-
ductance as described in Eq. (@) in the main text.

Appendix B: Liouville matrix elements

To construct the Liouville matrix L using the ba-
sis operators, we apply the inner product relationship:
(é;,Lé;) = —(Lé;,é;). The matrix element (iL);; is
thus given by: (ZL)U = (él, ZLéJ) = —(iLéi, é]) =
—({i[H,éi],é;}>, according to the definition of the in-
ner product, where é; denotes the 4t orthonormal basis
operator. The angular, curly, and square brackets repre-
sent the expectation, anticommutator, and commutator,
respectively.

Arranging the basis operators in symmetric order, as
shown in Fig.[2lin the main text or Fig.[6lin Appendix A,
gives the Liouville matrix ¢L, composed of nine blocks:

1L, tLar 0

iL=|iLyy iLga iLga (B1)

0 tL4gr tLggr

The block iLry, (iLgrpr) is an 0o x oo diagonal block, and
the blocks iLgr, (iLgg) and iLpg (iLgg) are 5 x oo and
oo X 5 blocks, respectively, while the central block ¢Lgq
is a 5 x 5 block. Moreover, they have the following prop-

erties: i(Lgr) = i(—LTLd); i(Lgr) = i(—LTRd); and the



block iLgr (iLgq) is point-symmetric with iLgr, (iLzqg)
about the centre of iL. On the other hand, all the blocks
surrounding iLg4q are transformed into the self-energy via
the matrix reduction procedure explained in Appendix C.

We now present detailed calculations of the matrix el-
ements of iL explicitly for the single reservoir Anderson
impurity model (SRAIM) for simplicity. The results for
the two-reservoir Anderson impurity model (TRAIM) are
provided without detailed procedure. The following op-
erator identities are frequently used:

[AB,C) = A{B,C} — {A,C}B, (B2)

1. Matrix elements of the block ‘L.

The block iLr; ((Lggr) is composed of two infinite-
dimensional diagonal blocks with elements ie; that are
constructed by the basis operators ¢y and dnq ¢y with
k =0,1,...,00 describing the v reservoir. We skip the
calculation procedure because it is simple.

2. Matrix elements of the block iLgy

The central block iLgq is expressed as

Dy oF —UZ 45" %"
b Dy UL Ak AR
iLgq = UjL,* Uij D3 Uﬁ* Uﬁ* . (B5)
—5" =i UL Ds "
i =gt UL A Ds
We derive the expression of each matrix element through
the calculations for the SRAIM.

a. Diagonal elements

The diagonal elements are given by Dij. =
({iL(05f,dy),05F,d]}) and Ds = —({iLd,d}}) for the
SRAIM. Using the commutator i[H, d] = —i ", Vewr —
teqdy — tUdyng, gives the diagonal elements as follows:

(G &) ) =iy Vife. )
k

Dgl

_|_

iea({dy,d1}) + iU ({dynay, d}})
= i€q+iU({dynay, dL}) = ieq + iU ({ds, d] }nqy)
i€q + iU(ndQ,

and

Dia:  —({i[H,dd5]], (drd57)1})
= —({i[H, d4)05,, 657, dL})
— ({dyi[HL, 657,), 655,d1 ).

The first term of Dy o is rewritten as

— ({iE, 4655, 655, d )

= ({0 _ Vewr +ieads + iUdynay)557,, (drd57,) 1)
k

= iea({dy05],,057,dL}) + iU ({dyna 857, 655,41 }).

Applying the decoupling approximation, nq}0 jdﬁ =
(na;)djj,, to the U-term above gives rise to a form with
squared norm:

—({ilH, d)653,. 653, d}}) = liea + iU (nay)] x ||dydjg|I*.

Meanwhile, the second term of D; 5 vanishes using the
relation [H, j;ﬁ] o j;i and the orthogonality condition of
the basis operators. Thus, the diagonal elements of the
block iLgq for the SRAIM are ieq + iU (nqy).

b. Matriz elements Uy

The elements U+ for the SRAIM come from the inner
product —<{iLdT,5jd:Fldl}), ie.,

— ({ilH, dy], 653, d}}) = iealdjF, ) ({dy, dL})

+ iU ({dynay, 655, d0Y) +i Y V(655 {cwr, di})
k

= iU({dynay, 53,dL3).
Using the operator identity of Eq. (B4) yields

({dronay, 655, dL1}) = (drdlnay, 53]) + (657, 6nay)
(1 = nat)[nay, ja,] + 053, 6nay)

1 . 1 ) .
(5 = nar)lnay, 3q,] + 5[0nay, 95g,] + 87, 0nar)
1 ) .
= S((1 = 2nay)[nay, jg,| + {0nay, 654, })

= U@ =2nar)Inay, jg,]) + (1 = 2(ra)) {73,

— N

Hence, the matrix elements Uz for the TRAIM is given
by

v
i* =

U | (i1 = 2n4y)[nay, 4q, 1) + (1 = 2(nay)) Gd)")
2 (7)) /2

(B6)
Note that the second term is the imaginary part, reflect-
ing the departure from half-filling.



c.  Matriz elements v2°F, ’ySL~R, and %%R

Matrix element v for the SRAIM is given by
= ({iL(d:037,). 673,01 }) = —({i[H, d]oj . 05g,d1))
— ({dri[H,jF),0j3,d}})- (BT)

The second term vanishes because the inner product con-
tains a single ¢ ji, while the first term is rewritten as

({i[H, dy1033,, 057,dL})

= iea({drdj,, 0573,dL}) + iU ({drnay 55, 055,d1})

+ 1y V{errdig,, iz, di}). (B8)
k

The first and second terms of Eq. (BS) vanish by apply-
ing the orthogonality condition of the basis operators,

<{d1~5]i,5](id$}> = 0, and decoupling approximation
(nqy) to the second term. Meanwhile, the third term
of Eq. (BY)) is rewritten as

i V{{exrdiy,, 057,di})
k

iZ V({657,053 cxrd} — 853,055, crrdl})

= ZV 5]d¢,5jd¢ck¢d —ZZ

k

deJ,u Ck’rd )-

Finally, the matrix element ~ for the SRAIM is expressed
as

—({iL(d165,), 05,1 })

i VAU iend])
JemJwesnn  Jwenn/ein®

For the TRAIM, the changes, such as f/cm — (f/LcéT +
f/RckRT) and jgj, — jg,” for v with v € L, R give the right

expressions for % and . In contrast, for v4%, fur-
ther considerations, such as combinations of supei‘scripts
(L, R) and (+,—) are required to have the expressions
given below. Finally, 7’s are written as:

v = <Z i(VLcéT + VRCkRT)ded_fajcﬁubsna

k
7§R: <ZZ(VLC +V ckT)dT[jdiijiLR]> ’ (Bg)
k
LR _ -VLL VRRd FL :FR
YA <ZZ( cer +Va:) [JdJ, 2 Jdy ™,
k

where the normalization factor [((5jli”)2><(5ji”/)2>]1/2
in corresponding denominator was not Written explicitly.

In contrast, the commutator of 7 is given
by [deaJLR] = iVEVE(c TdidTCm d CkﬁdeJ, -

dICkJ, kfd¢ + CkadidIC£¢)g in WhI.Ch the first and fourth
terms provide a symmetric combination of the leftward

and rightward movements, while v5% with [jd_f , jd_iR]
yields an antisymmetric combination (cﬂdidicﬁ —
c,ljf d idicﬁ). Remaining terms in the commutators do
not form unidirectional entangled-state tunneling, as
discussed in the main text using the expectation for
the steady-state non-equilibrium given in Eq. () in
the main text. Thus, under a bias, the unidirectional

entangled-state tunnehng gives the equahty yER = A LR,
3. Matrix elements of the block iLg;,
The block iLgy,, for example, is written as
1T 0 0 iCL, O 0 (B10)
thgr = | . . . . )
zCijL, zCkL]ﬁ 0 zCkLﬁ iCLR

where iCL,, iCLE 17> and iCLE & are mﬁmte dimensional
column vectors, as shown in Fig. The elements
of iCg, and iCLk & are given by —({iLckT,dlLrD and

<{1L(CkT6nd¢),6]d¢ T}>, respectively. Note that the

calculations are done for the SRAIM. Thus, they are
given as follows:

1Cxqg = —<{iLckTadTr}> = _<{i[chkT]=dl}>
= iex({eer, d}}) +iV({dp,d}}) =iV (B11)
and
iCiyv = —({iL(ckronay), 6j7,dL})

= —({i[H, cirdnay), 557,d1})
= —{i[H, ckt]ona; + CkTZ[H nayl, 5.7 }>
= Z€k<{CkT5nd¢,5]$ dT}> +ZV<{dT5ndia5] d }>

- <{Ckﬁdla 5]@ T}> (B12)

The first term iek<{ck¢(5nd¢,6j;idjr}> in Eq. (BI2) van-
ishes due to the orthogonality condition of basis opera-
tors, and the third term also vanishes by using Eq. (B4),
where all the commutators and anticommutators vanish.
In contrast, the second term must be rigorously calcu-
lated because it is non-vanishing. Using Eq. (B4), the
second term is written as

({dronay, 653 dL}) = (drdfnay, 5F)) +
= <(1 = nat)[nay, jg, ) + 653, 0nay)

<5¢7dﬁ 57’Ld¢>

1 ) .
= <(— = nat)[nay, 5] + 510nay, 053] + 033 mar)

= ;«1 - 2nd¢)[nd¢ jd,l,] + {6nd¢7 5]d¢}>

= §{<(1 = 2nat)[nay, gg 1) + (1 = 2(na)) (G301}



Thus, the matrix elements of iCy ;= in the block iLg4y, for
the SRAIM are written as:

—({iL(cfy0nay), 637,d1})
VE(i(1 = 2nat)[nay, jg ) + (1 = 2(nay)) (d,)
2 ((Onay)®)2((054,)%)1/*

Z'ij:): =

= VszFl, (B13)

where the seco~nd term of the numerator is the imag-
inary part of VZ¢y, which vanishes at half-filling, as
is the case in this study. Here, we explicitly include
the reservoir index L to 1nd1cate that V% originates
from the operator cm, rather than de/ Notably, the

third term in Eq. (BI2), —<{ck¢j;¢,5j;id$}>, becomes
|

<{Cm(]d¢ +Jay ) 5Jd¢ 1}>Sn

10

<{ck’r(3d¢ + Jag B, 6]d Tr}> for the TRAIM. The sec-
ond tpart, <{cm]d¢ ,5'](“ T}>’ reflecting the left-right
entanglement, is nonvanishing and expressed as V”SQ’F’;,

where the reservoir index of V¥ follows that of ¢xy. Con-
sequently, for the TRAIM, we write:

iCyr = Ve (B14)

where f/”ﬂ’F”/ =V (5;’{/ —l—ﬂﬁg). We factorized V* for use
in forming the self-energy, 3% (w) = S (V*)?/(w — €x).
The first term, V’“ijl,, is given in Eq. (BI3), and the

second term, V”§:F2 , is written as:

ekl gt

Viell = - from iCgL (B15)
(65,7212 (6547212 0
- c + 1) 2(cE dl '*L, i B])sn
VLffg 2({ kT(J(u Jay )l/ng, T}> _ ( Kkt T.[id}% 2Jf/¢2]> from iCﬁjR,, (B16)
<(5Jd¢ )?) <(5Jd¢ )?)
VLf _ 2({c kT(]dJ, +]d¢ ) 5](-L,Ld$}> _ <CdeT[‘7d¢L7]¢LL]> 2<CdeT[]dJ,R7]:L,L]> from iCLE ] (B17)
“ (854))/? (874))1/? (854177 o
T Tr,—R ;+RJ\sn Tr1:—L :+Rj\sn
VLﬁJLr? _ <{Ck’r(3d¢ +Jd¢ ) 5Jd T}> _ 2<C£Td']‘[]d¢ »Jd) ) 2<C£’rd¢[3d¢ »Jd) ) from iCﬁﬁ. (B1S)

(0532

Note that V”ﬁ;lél are the quantities obtained at steady-
state nonequilibrium. Therefore, we denote the super-
script ‘sn’. The dynamics occurring in V”{z”&/ are sub-
stantially the same as those of the 7’s in Eq. (B9),
whose entangled-state tunneling dynamics are illustrated
in Fig. Bl of the main text. Meanwhile, the above expres-
sions yield the inequality:

€55 = 1625 < €551 = 165571, (B19)
which is used in determining the inequalities among the
self-energy coefficients, 7,4, below.

Appendix C: Self-energy coefficients 7,,.

The matrix reduction technique explained in Appendix
A yields the equation for the Laplace-transformed on-site
Green’s function as:

(Magq—

M7aM; i Mar, —MpiMzEMg)C? =15, (C1)

(353212

(0541212

where C? = (Ay(2), A(2), ig;d,r(z), A_q(2), Ao(2)T
and Iy = (00100)”. Some elements of the matrix M
were shown in Eq. (BI4) with Egs. (BII)) and m -
(BIf), and other elements are depicted in Fig. [l Thus,
the latter two terms in the parentheses of Eq. (m), ie.,
—MLdl\/IZiMdL — MRdMg}%MdR, result in a 5 X 5 ma-
trix with elements iX,, = 1y, [iX§ (w) + iZF(w)], where
i28(w) = i(V¥)?2k[1/ (w—ey)], indicating the self-energy
of the non-interacting Anderson model. The matrix cal-
culation of —M LdMZiMdL yields the coefficients n,, as
follows:

my = [EEFP, o = €8 g = R,

ms =R g = |EEPP, o = LR,

mos = EXFEEE, maa = |EFR1P, s = TR,
55 = [EE7%, mag = 1.

with ng, = ny, for p # ¢, while —MRdME}%MdR gives
the same 7,, with L and R exchanged. Half-filling, as
in this study, gives rise to real §§F”/, resulting in real and



positive 1,4.

We now discuss the standard value, 1, = 1/4, used for
the phenomenological determination of 7,, in the main
text. In item (d) of the atomic limit analysis presented in
the main text, we mentioned that our differential conduc-
tance formula, Eq. (3) in the main text, yields Coulomb
peaks at £U/2 at the atomic limit when the matrix ele-
ments U;—é are U/4, along with y%f = ’YsL*,A =

The rationale behind this statement lies in the rela-
tionship obtained by comparing the expressions of U]’f;

in Eq. (B6) and &4 in Eq. (BI3):

;G = 2nay)nay 33D + i1 200a0) G
(038, )2)1/2

2UY; /U, (C2)

£

11

where we applied ((dn4)?)'/? = 1/2, valid for half-filling,
to the denominator of Eq. (BI3]). Consequently, one can
see that U% = U/4 amounts to 44 = 1/2, which rep-
resents the non-entangled portion of §§F”/. The above ex-

pressions of 7,4, derived from the multiplications of §§F”/,
thus result in (1/2)2, representing the non-entanglement
contribution. Therefore, we arrive at the standard value,
Tpg = 1/4.

Meanwhile, the contributions from the left-right en-
tanglement are given by & ’“‘é/, which have the inequality
relationship given in Eq. , which naturally leads to
the 7, inequalities, such as: 711 = N5 = N5 < N2 =
N4 = N25 = Na5 < 7)22
= 194 = 7n44. We used this relationship to phenomeno-
logically determine the values of 7,, used in the main
text.

[1] D. Goldhaber-Gordon et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5225
(1998).

[2] D. Goldhaber-Gordon et al. Nature 391, 156 (1998).

[3] S. M. Cronenwett et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 226805
(2002).

[4] S. Sarkozy et al. Phys. Rev. B 79, 161307(R) (2009).

[5] Y. Ren, W. W. Yu, S. M. Frolov, and J. A. Folk, Phys.
Rev. B 82, 045313 (2010).

[6] T. Rejec and Y. Meir, Nature 442, 900 (2006).

[7] K.—F. Berggren and I. I. Yakimenko, J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 20, 164203 (2008).

[8] Y. Meir and N. S. Wingreen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 2512
(1992).

[9] J. Hong, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 225601 (2011).
[10] J. Hong, J. Phys: Condens. Matter. 23, 275602 (2011).
[11] P. Fulde, Electronic Correlations in Molecules and Solids

(Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993) p. 116.
[12] J. Hong and W. Woo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 196801 (2007).
[13] P. O. Lowdin, J. Math. Phys. 3, 969 (1962).
[14] V. Mujica, M. Kemp, and M. A. Ratner, J. Chem. Phys.
101, 6849 (1994).
[15] A. C. Hewson, The Kondo Problem to Heavy Fermions
(Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993) p. 13.
[16] J. Hong and D. S. L. Abergel, Sci. Rept. 6, 31352 (2016).
[17] J. Hong, J. Phys: Condens. Matter 31, 375602 (2019).



